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A bstract

W eak decays and m ixing of B -hadrons play a soecial rok in our understanding of
the physics ofthe Standard M odeland beyond. T hem easured am plitudes, how ever, re—
sul from a com plicated interplay ofweak and strong interaction e ects. U nderstanding
strong interaction dynam ics, which becom es sin pler for heavy quarks, is thus a fun—
dam ental part of the gam e. In this review , several theoretical aspects of B dynam ics
which are relevant for current and fiiture experin entalm easurem ents are discussed.
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1 Introduction

Hadronic weak decays are a unique source of nfom ation on the physics of the Standard
M odel and beyond. Experin ental m easurem ents and theoretical studies of these decays
m ay provide us the key for understanding still unsolved problam s such as the reason for the
existence of several ferm on fam ilies, the origin of ferm ion m asses and weak couplings and
the m echanisn s which give rise to CP violation. Through quantum —loop e ects, they are
also a window which allow s us to explore and constraint new physics e ects at high energy
scales still unaccessible to particle accellerators, such as those due to heavy supersym m etric
particles. Unfortunately the physical am plitudes result from a com plicated Interplay ofweak
and strong interaction e ects, which must be disentangled In order to extract the values of
the fuindam ental param eters.

In this fram ework, B -hadron decays play a special role, since the bquark belongs to the
heaviest, and less \coupled", of the three known fam ilies and its partner, the top quark,
has a m ass which is of the order of the weak scale, m ¢ Gp 2 This observation, for
exam ple, has led to several speculations: that soontaneous symm etry breaking occurs via
the Nambu-Jona Lasinio mechanian [}, that quark m asses are dynam ically determ ined
by radiative corrections @] or that the fundam ental quark mass m atrix, at large energy
scales, is constrained to have very speci c form s []. Another aspect which is speci c to
B -hadron decays is that the m ass of the bquark is much larger than the scale of strong
interactions, m ocp - In this sttuation, QCD dynam ics becom es much simpler and In
m any cases, by using the Heavy Quark E ective Theory HQET) [], we can cbtain accurate
theoretical predictions to com parew ith the experin entalm easuram ents. A n exam pl isgiven
by the determ ination ofthe C abibboK obayashiM askawa (CKM ) m atrix elem ent V4, from
exclisive B ! D 1l;andB ! D1, and inclusive ! X .1 ) sam ieptonic decays. Sinoe,
how ever, them ass of the b-quark is Jarge, but not in nite, a related problem , to be discussed
In the ollow ing, isthat of controlling pow er corrections, ie. corrections suppressed as Inverse
pow ers of the heavy quark m ass.

In this article, I review several theoretical issues in the physics of B decays which are rel-
evant for current or fiture experim entalm easuram ents. A special attention is paid to the
discussion ofthe systam atic errors present In the di erent theoretical approaches, and ofthe
possible progresses that wem ay expect In the near future. In preparing thistalk, it hasbeen
unavoidable to m ake a sslection of sub fcts. Am ong those forwhich new theoretical studies
or new experin ental m easurem ents appeared this year, I have chosen those topics which
Jook tom e particularly interesting, and/or for which IThave enough com pentence to express
a personal point of view . For Jack of space, Tam unabl to cover here radiative decays and
supersymm etric e ects In FCNC processes. A discussion on these points can be found in the
taksby A .A liand A .M asiero at this workshop. For further Infom ation on other sub fcts
related to B -physics, not covered here, the reader can also refer to som e recent review papers



by A.AL ], A .Buras [6]and M .Neubert [}].

This article is organized as Pllows. Tn sec.2, a brief overview of lptonic decays, B°{B°
m xing and CP violation is given; in sec.3, B -m eson exclusive sem Heptonic decays, and the
extraction of Vg jand V. are discussed; som e agpects of exclusive non—leptonic decays are
reviewed in sec.d; power corrections in the HQET are discussed in sec.5; som e considerations
on Inclusive sem Heptonic decays can be found In sec. 6; the present status, and unsolved
problam s, for B -hadron lifetim esw illbe sum m arized in sec.:j, followed by a brief conclusion,
which contains also an outlook on possible i provem ents in the accuracy of the theoretical
predictions, sec.'§.

2 f5,B%B%m ixing and CP violation

T he Jeptonic decay w idth ofthe B m eson is given by

Yo

G2 j]ubf M 2’ 2 =2
B"! * )= FT="2"M,; 1 — M3 : @)
8 s M 2 B
A precise know ledge of the Jptonic decay constant fy , analogousto £ In ! decays i,

would allow an accurate extraction ofthe CKM m atrix elem ent V,j which isactually known
with a relative ervor of about 25% , see below . One of the m ost precise detem inations
of fp is presently given by lattice QCD caloulations and it is shown in table i), together
w ith other results for several physical quantities of interest for B -physics BI{ {LU]. The
error on fy reported In the table comesm ainly from the extrapolation of the lattice results
to the continuum I it and does not includes the system atic error due to the quenched
approxin ation, which has been estin ated to be of the order of 10{30% [I1]. A glbbal
theoretical error 0f 25 M €V, corresponding to a relative error of about 14% , would provide
usw ith an accurate detem nation of V1,3 through a m easurem ent totally lndependent from

the sam iHeptonic channel, and w ith experin ental and theoretical system atic e ects di erent
from that case. Even though the rate which goes as the squared lpton m ass) is much
snaller,theB* ! '  Jeptonic decay channel is also quite Interesting, because the much
an aller num ber of events could be com pensated by a much higher e ciency in detecting the

nal state charged Jpton.

fs also enters in phenom enological analyses of the B °{B ° m ixing am plitudes, together w ith
the so called rengm n alization group nvariant B param eter E?B . The square of the m ixing
parameter = f ]§B is In fact related to the m atrix elem ent of the renom alized B = 2

Ham iltonian f{12]. A 1l theoretical calculations of By tend to give values very close to one
for both the B and the B! mesons, see tabk 1, and ref. 4] ©or QCD sum rules. Thus

1 Tuse the nom alization convention in which £ = 132M eV .
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Tabl 1: Lattce predictions for several quantities of interest in heavy avour physics. A

detailed explanation of the m ethods used to com pute these quantities, and of the evaluation
of the system atic errors can be found in B1{ L10]. The num bers given here are m y personal
com piktion of hthice resuls obtained from the num bers reported in refs. B]{ Elf]] and the
results which can ke found in ref. f13].

the strength of the m ixing is essentially regulated by the m eson decay constant. Taking
iInto acoount the theoretical uncertainties, and the experin ental errors on the relevant CKM
m atrix elments and on the B lifstine, one predicts M 5, = 055  0:3 psii5], to be
com pared w ith the experin entalworld average M gy, = 0464  0:018 ps.

The value of f5 is also In portant for CP viclation in B decays. Ik was realized long tin e
ago {I4] that a value of 200 M &V, combined with a large value of the top mass, (in
the Pllowing Iwillusemy ¥ %) = 167 8 GeV) kads to a large value of sin2 , the
param eter which controls CP violation m B ! J= K decays

N@BJ! J= K NBJ! J= Ko@)

K
A= : : ; =sin2 sin M p,t: )
N B! J= KO+ N B! J= K0

Thisisshown in g.1 where the distrbution ofacceptable valuesofsin 2 , obtained from a
com bined analysis ofthe kaon CP violation param eter and oftheB}{B{m xingrate M 5,
isshown [I5]. The histogram refersto the distrdbution ofvaluesofsin 2 cbtained by varying
w ithin their errors the values of the di erent experim ental and theoretical quantities which
enter In the theoreticalpredictions. T he dashed histogram isobtained asthe previousone, by
In posing the further condition that = 207 30M &V .From the dashed distrbution shown
In the gure, onegetssin2 = 068 0:10, a value quite reassuring for fiture experim ents
at the B “factories.

T he reliability of the lattice estin ates of the m eson decay constants is dem onstrated by the
factthat f;, ., which waspredicted longbeforethe rst experin entalm easurem ent f17], agrees
w ith the present experim ental world average from D ¢ ! decays, fp, = 241 21 30
MeV (f,, 260 M eV ifone includes the L3 m easurem ent from Dy ! ) f1§]. Further,
indirect inform ation can be extracted from the experin ental lower bound on the B2{B?
m ixing am plitude. Taking M 5, 92 ps from expermentsand £ _=fz = 115 005
from theory, where the last error is an estin ate of the error com Ing from the quenched
approxin ation #, one obtains fp 160 M eV in good agreem ent w ith the direct theoretical

2 Tn the ratio of the decay constantsm any system atic errors cancel.
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m=167+8 GeV A ep=330+ 100 MeV

10000

8000

6000

4000

2000

-
-
1
-
|
[
|
i
I
i
I
]
|
|
T
|
H
|
[

6000

5000

4000

5000

2000

1000

O [ \\\\‘\\\L‘,ifkf\*"(*‘ii\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\ |

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

o
©

sin 208

Figurel: D istributionsofvalues forcos andsin2 , orme= (168 8) G&V.Thevaluesof
the param eters are those used in the second of refs. [14]. T he solid histogram s are obtained
w ithout using the infom ation com ing from the experim ental determ ination oqu 5, The

dashedonesuses M 5, = 0464 0:018, with the condition 177M eV 4= f, By, 237
Mev. 4



prediction [1§].
Iwant to conclude this section w ith a com m ent on the \heavyness" ofthe cham quark. The
HQET isnotamodel. It isQCD system atically expanded in powers of a an all param eter
ocp=Mgy, where m, is the quark mass and ,cp stands for a scale of the order of the
strong Interaction scale. Thus if gcp = ogcp 300 M &V, since Mgy am 12{15Gev,
the expansion param eter is a sm all number even in the cham case. If, Instead, gcp =
2 5 12 G &V or of the order of the nuckon m ass, the expansion param eter is of order
one and the heavy quark expansion is expected to fail. Lattice studies of the behaviour of
the m eson decay constant fy, as a fiunction of the inverse m eson m ass B1{ L] have shown
that the expansion param eter is, at least in this case, of the order of 1 G&V . These resuls
have been con m ed by calculations using QCD sum rules [4]. Such a large value of 4cp
In plies that power correctionsare  80% {100% for the cham ed m eson decay constant, and
25% {30% in the B -m eson case. C orrections of the sam e order are also expected, and were
Indeed found in lattice caloulations, for the sem Heptonic form factorsrelevant n B ! and
B! decays P1. A specizl, and probably unique, case w here the application ofthe HQET
to the cham is succesfi1], because of Luke’s theorem [19], is represented by the sem Heptonic
B ! D and D decays which are discussed in sec. 3. In all the other cases, as In the
discussion of the chamm ed hadron lifetin es of sec. ], there is strong experin ental evidence
that the cham is not heavy enough tomake HQET applicable.

3 Exclusive sem i-leptonic decays

In this section I w ill discuss som e theoretical issues related to exclusive heavy-to-heavy and
heavy-to-light sam i-Heptonic decays.

3.1 Vdoﬁ:omB' Dll

In heavy-to-heavy decays, a golden plated detemm ination of V4, is given by the com parison
ofthe di erential decay rate forthe processB ! D 1 ; to its theoretical expression S

d Gz pP—
e 48F3(MB Mp M w2 1w + 1
|
4w M2  2wMgMp +M2
e R L T VefFle) 3)
B D

3 For lack of soace Iw illnot discuss the processB ! D 1 ; forwhich both m easuram ents, and theoretical
predictions, exist.



w here the variable w , related to the m om entum trasfer g, is given by

Ep M2+ M2 4
W=Vg v = = : 4)
Mp 2M g M p

In the In nite mass lin i, up to logarthm ic corrections, F (W) tends to the IsgurW is

function W). W hen both my, and m gam becom e very large, the nom alization of W) at
zero recoil is xed by the conservation of the weak current, ie. W = 1) = 1. In these
lim its then, up to the trivial kinem atical factors appearing in eg. (4), a m odel independent
extraction of V4 ,jispossible. Two elem ents are In portant for an accurate determ ination of
Va3 however: the control of the corrections due to di erent e ects at zero recoil, and the

extrapolation ofthe ratetow = 1.

1) The nom alization of F w = 1) ism odi ed by short-distance strong Interactions e ects,
which can in principle be com puted in perturbation theory, and by non-perturbative 1=m g
corrections (starting at second order by virtue of Luke's theorem [19]). W e have then

2
Fw=1= , 1+CZQ—CZD+:::= a 1+ 1,2 o)
Mo

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

corrections to lss than 1%, giving o = 0960 0007 '20]. The evaluation of ;- is
m ore problam atic, since this is a non-perturbative quantiy. Two di erent approaches were

followed in the past. On the one hand, a classi cation of all the 1=m é Jocal operators of
the HQET contrbuting to 1,2 wasm ade, and theirm atrix elem ents estin ated in a m odel
dependent way R1]. These estinates gave 1,2 = 3  2)% . On the other hand, zero-
recoil sum rules, which are In principle m odekindependent, gave a much larger correction

corresponding to 1,2 = 55% {8% [RZ,23]. A frer som e controversy, M . N eubert, by using

a \hybrid" m ethod, found a \Solom onic" result, which is \not-n-disagreem ent" w ith both

the values given above, namely 1,2 = (65 25)% R4]. This prediction is currently
adopted in all the estin ates of the theoretical error on V4, jextracted from the experim ental
m easuram ents of the exclusive sam iHeptonic decays.

A recent study of the accuracy of power corrections in e ective theories, illustrated by
several explicit exam ples, showed that the predictions from the zero recoilsum rules, though
m odel independent, are potentially sub fct to large corrections com ing from higher order
perturbative tem s which have not been com puted yet 25]. The sam e argum ents apply to
the calculations of refs. P1,24]. For this reason, and given the high accuracy reached by the
experin entalm easurem ents, I believe that a furthere ort is needed to try to reduce, and to
evaluate m ore realistically, the error on 1,2 . This is very di cul because the deviations

due to ;2 are rather an all, and no theoreticalm ethod, Including lattice sin ulations, can
control the uncertanties to a su cient degree of accuracy.



i) Snoethe ratevanishesatw = 1 (seeeq. {:33)) In ordertoextractF w = 1) an extrapolation
of the data is necessary. This extrapolation is usually done by expanding the form factor
aroundw = 1

FwW)=F@0) 1 *“w 1)+ew 1H+ :::: ©6)

The slope ”* and the curvature ¢ can be tted directly from the experin entalm easurem ents
of the di erential rate 4 B4, 27]. I is, however, helpfiil for reducing the uncertainty of the
extrapolation to have theoretical estin ates of these param eters, for which several bounds,
and calculations, obtained using di erent technigues, exist. The spread of the theoretical
predictions for * is, unfortunately, still rather large B], while for ¢ there are only analyticity
bounds which relate its value to that of ~ 28]. In analogy to what is done experin entally, *
hasbeen extracted from lattice calculationsby tting the form factor com puted in num erical
simulationsto eg. (§). This tting procedure, how ever, introduces a rather large uncertainty
in the nalresul [B]. Iwant tom ention that am ethod to obtain directly the * and ¢, w thout
any tting procedure, or perturbative calculation, has been proposed in ref. R9], but only a
prelin inary feasbility study of this technique has been done to date 3(]. Contrary to the
case of 1,2, it is lkely that m ore accurate theoretical results for © willbe obtained In the
near future.

Asshown In g.3, the values of F W = 1)V 4Jextracted by the di erent experin ents are
quite consistent. This is true In spite of the fact that the tted values of © are som ehow
di erent R7]. From the world average of F w = 1)¥43J by assum ing from the theory
F w=1)= 091 003 one obtains,

Veoij= 00382 00018 00012 ; (7)

w here the Jast error com es from the estim ated theoretical uncertainty.

3.2 Vi from B! 1;and B! 1

For heavy-to-light sam iHeptonic decays, HQET is less usefiil sinoe the nom alization of the
current is not xed by symm etry. Still scaling laws can be established org* ¢, . For
exam ple, up to logarithm ic corrections, one nds BI, 32]

fr)=AM," 1+ —+ 111 ; @®)
P

where f; (@ ) isthe form factorrelevant n B ! decays. P denotes the heavy pssudoscalar
meson, M, itsmass, p thepion momentum and A and are non perturbative quantities.

4 Follow Ing ref. [_7.], Tuse here " to denote the physical slope, In order to distinguish it from  which refers
to the slope of the IsgurW ise fiinction
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The scaling law In eq. @), and others which can be derived for the form factors relevant in
B ! l;0orB ! K decays, are valid in the heavy m eson rest fram e, for sn all values
of the light m eson three-m om entum , ie. forp M p . Scaling laws at ¢ 0 can also be
derived by com puting the form factors using light-cone wave functions 33]. Forexam ple one

ndsA; (= 0) M, °,whereA, isthe axial orm factorentering n B ! 1, decays.
U nfortunately, corrections to the asym ptotic scaling behaviour were found to be large both
in Jattice caloulations §,32] and usihg Q CD sum rules B3], cf. also the discussion on power
corrections in sec.d. A fiirther constraint which can be used in theoretical predictions is
that com Ing from the equality of som e ofthe form factors in the helicity basisat ¢ = 0, eg.
fr ¢ = 0)= £f°(f = 0), and from analyticity B4]. The above inform ation is particularly
usefiil for lattice calculations, where only a m odest range of the physical f is presently
accessble.

Several theoreticalm ethods have been used to predict the form factors forB ! andB !
decays. Besides the lattice calculations [9] and the QCD sum rules B3] m entioned above,
several quark m odel calculations have also appeared In the literature. A com plte list of
theoretical calculations can be found i refs. {18,126, 27]. I is interesting that, with the
ncreasing experim ental precision, it is possible to discrin inate the \good" from the \bad"
m odels by confronting the ratio ofwidths @ ! = B ! ), In which the unknown ¥ .4J
cancels, to the theoretical predictions 1§, 26, 27]. A com pilation of results, cbtained by the
CLEO collaboration using di erent theoreticalm odels is shown in  g. 8. In the extraction
of VupbJ} som e m odels, the results of which are given in the gure above the horizontal line,
have also been used in the M onte C arlo analysis ofthe data, in order to generate events to be
confronted to the experim entalm easurem ents. T he corresponding values for V,,jare only
given in these cases. T he last value, denoted as \Endpoint m ethod" refers, for com parison,
to the result obtained from inclusive chamm less decays, to be discussed In the follow Ing. From
the gure, we see that the dom nant error is the theoretical one. T his is true iIn spite of the
encouraging progresses m ade by the theoretical calculations in the last few years. These
progresses are evident if one com pares the results of g. 3 to those available at the tine
of the 5th Sym posium on Heavy Flavour Physics, held in M ontreal in 1993 B5]. A further
In provem ent of the present situation is lkely to occur in the near fiture, particularly from
lattice calculations.

4 Exclusive non-leptonic decays

In this section, I brie y discuss a few item s connected to exclusive twobody non lptonic
decays.

Factorization : Factorization is an interesting phenom enological idea which allow s us to pre—
dict non—Jeptonic am plitudes In tem s of sam iHeptonic form factors and of vector and pssu—

9
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Figure 3: Experim ental determ inations of V,,j from exclisive B ! and B ! sem i-

¥ptonic dexays. T he resuls depend on the theoreticalm odelused in the experim entalanalysis.
Only the m odels alove the orizontal line have been used to extract Vi, j from the data. The
value of y¥pj from inclusive decays is also given at the bottom ofthe gure.
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doscalar decay constants. In a way, it corresponds to an elaborated version of the vacuum
saturation approxin ation. Factorization was originally used to estin ate kaon decay am pli-
tudes 34]. In the elghties, it was applied by Stech and collaborators in analyzing D -m eson
decays [B7] and its explanation in tem s of the 1=N expansion, where N is the num ber of
colours, was subsequently proposed 38]. M ore recently, it has been suggested that fac—
torization holds In the heavy quark lim i, for som e energetic decay channels, because the
ultrarelativistic light m esons in the nalstate do not have tin e to exchange glions 89, 40].
In ref. @3] i was shown, however, that the dem onstration of factorization given in KQ] has
som e problam s. Ttm ay be still true that factorization becom esvalid in the n nitem ass lin i,
but a convincing proof of this Intuitive physical idea is stillm issing. Several observations
are necessary at this point.

i) Factorization does not work for cham m eson decays, where, m oreover, large nalstate
Interaction e ects are m easured ( nalstate Interactions are zero if am plitudes factorize).
Thism ay be due either to a failure of factorization, or to the fact that, as observed above,
the cham quark is not heavy enough. Indeed factorization, com bined w ith the assum ption
that nalstate Interactions are dom nated by nearby resonances, hasbeen succesfillly applied
to phenom enological studies of cham ed m eson decays, for exampl In ref. 42].

i) The e ective H am iltonian which controls weak cham decays has the form

X M N
H = Ci Oi()3 )
whereOAi( ) are com posite operators renom alized at the scale and C; My = ) the corre-

soonding W ilson coe cients. The dependence on  of the operators is com pensated by the

dependence on  oftheW ilson coe cients. T he factorized m atrix elem ents of the operators,

however, are -independent. Thusthe nalphysical am plitude, in the factorization approx-—
In ation, seam s to depend on the renom alization scale. Ik m ay be true that ther exists a
scale at which non-factorizable contributions are an all, eg. = my for B decays, but a
violation of factorization m ust be present to som e extent.

itl) A's recently shown in ref. 3] factorization and quark-hadron duality are incom patible.
To reconcik duality and factorization a certain am ount of non-factorizable contributions has
to be allowed.

In conclusion, we know that non-factorizable contributions cught to be there, and that they
are In portant for cham decays. T he basic question is then to have a quantitative estin ate
of their size In B -decays. T his problem hasbeen studied in extensive experin ental analyses
of two-body exclusive decays P6] and it could be possbly accessble to lattice sinulations
in the near fiture [44], see below .

N on-Jeptonic decays on the lattice: T here exist only quite old (and not very accurate) studies
of heavy-quark two-body non-lptonic decays on the lattice, performed at m g Mharm
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Figure 4: Non-penguin Feynm an diagram s for non-lkptonic twoJody decays.

A5]. In these calculations only \non-penguin" am plitudes were considered, nam ely those
corresoonding to the follow ng Feynm an diagram s: disconnected eam ission O E), denoted
aloasT orTin ref. §§]; the colour-suppressed connected (non-factorizablk) em ission CE),
denoted also as C or C Y% the helicity suppressed disconnected annihilation O A ), denoted
also asA orAY and connected annihilation (CA), denoted also asE orE °. These diagram s
aregiven n g.4.

In {43] it was ©und that the am plitude of the non—factorizable diagram CE was about one
third of the lading contribution given by DE, as expected on the basis the 1=N expansion,
and that the am plitude ofDA was Indeed com patible w ith zero. T he am plitude correspoond—
ing to CA, which is assum ed to be negligble in som e theoretical analyses §§], was found,
how ever, to be as large asone halfofthat from DE .A llthe above results were unfortunately
a icted by large statistical and system atical errors, and have never been repeated since.

T he reason for this is that all Jattice calculations of tw obody non-leptonic am plitudes were
abruptly interrupted when the M ajaniTesta no-go theorem was published [@7]. This theo—
rem states the follow ng. In num erical sin ulations on the lattice, it is unavoidable to m ake
aW ik rotation to the Euclidean spacetin e, where in—and out-states are iIndistinguishable.
From the standard study of the correlation functions one cbtains then the average of the
in—and out-am plitudes instead of the physical one, thus loosing all infom ation about nal

12



State jnteractjonsfl. Forexam ple, in the calculation ofthe decay ofa B -m eson into two light
mesonsM ; and M ,, m ediated by the weak Ham iltonian H" , one gets

W 1 W : W .

A =3 outfM 1 MoH" Bi+typy M MH” Bl (10)
instead of ,,efM 1 M , H" B 1ionly. M oreover, at large tim edistances, the correlation fiinc—
tions from which the am plitudes are usually extracted are dom inated by the o —-shellm atrix
element M 1@ = 0) M, 6 = 0)H" B i, nstead of the physical am plitude. Th general,
theM aianiTesta theoram prevents the calculation oftin e-like electro-m agnetic form factors
and strong and weak decays in two orm ore hadron nal states. Its extension can be used
to show that it also lin its the possibility of com puting inclusive cross-sections and decay
rates §9]. A possbl way out of this problm , under m id assum ptions, although at the
price of introducing som e m odel dependence, has been recently suggested in ref. @4]. W e
do not know at present if the proposalof ref. 44]w ill, in practiocs, sucoeed in extracting the
physical am plitudes including the phases due to nal state interactions. Feasbility studies
are currently underway. If the proposal works, a new eld of investigation (factorization,
scaling law s, e ects due to nearby resonances) w illbe open to lattice calculations.

O ther interesting twobody am plitudes:

i) Penguin Pollution: nB® ! * decays, CP violating e ects are given by the com bined
contribution of tree-level diagram s and penguin diagram s BJ]. Th order to extract the rel-
evant phases, it is the necessary to discrim inate the two e ects. Experin entally, this can
be achieved by separating the term proportional to cos M g t from that proportional to
sin M g, t in the tin edependent asymm etry

0 + 0 +
N By ! )+ N By ! ) ©

A theoretical calculation of the tree-level and penguin contributions using the m ethod of
ref. B4], combined with the experin ental analysis, would certainly help to reduce the sys-
tam atic uncertanties in the nal resuls.

il) Isospin analysis: by combining the measured rates oftheB® ! * andB? ! 0 °
decays, one can rem ove the penguin contribution, by isolating the pure I = 3=2 ampli-
tude HQ]. The di culty of this m ethod is due to the m easurem ent of the decay rate into
two neutralpions, which is expected to be colour suppressed. An altemative m ethod, based
on a combined study of B? ! ,B° ! K and B?° ! KK decays, using approxin ate

avour SU (3) symm etry has also been proposed. There is no space to discuss the details,
and uncertainties, of this m ethod, for which the reader can refer to B(]. Iwant only to add
one dbservation, which m ay stinulate further investigation. In refs. @4, 50], i is usually

ST ref. [-§'], a sin ilar problem was found in the context ofQCD sum rules.
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assum ed that the non-factorizabl annihilation diagram CA is negligble, In contrast, but
within large errors, and for sm aller heavy quark m asses, with the results of ref. 3], see
above. A reappraisal of the lattice calculations of the non-leptonic am plitudes, on large lat—
tices, and by using the theoretical in provem ents developed n the last fow years 9] would
certainly be very usefiil in this respect.

5 Power correctionsin the HQET

In this section the problem ofcontrolling pow er corrections in the heavy quark e ective theory
HQET) is discussed. These corrections are necessary for an accurate evaliation of both
Inclusive and exclusive decays ofhadrons containing a bquark. T he basic question iswhether
they can be com puted w ith a theoretical error sm aller than the corrections them selves R§].

To be speci ¢, we start by considering the generic expression for the inclusive decay rate
BN BaI
( ! )

G2m? 1+ 3, 6 , 16 2f2M ; X
Hp! Xe)= 22 1+ —— 2 Cl+ ——ZC2+ —E2"2 CfBf+::: ;2
192 3 2m 2 m ; m; 5
and the ratio of form factorsn B ! D 1) decays 4]
|
h (! = cv '
t=v ¥y_c’d) ()4 ot 13)
R(=v % C2() m,

In the above expressions h'” are the relevant vector and axial vector form factors; C 2, C 2,
cé cV (!)and C? (!) are short distance quantities that can be com puted in perturbation
theory; the quark m assm ,,, thebidig energy ,thekineticenergy ;, the chrom o-m agnetic
term 5, and the B i6’s, that are related to the m atrix elem ents of four-femm ion operators,
require Instead a non-perturbative evaluation.

In som e cases the non-perturbative param eters can be directly related, at the leading or-
der In 1=m,, to a physical quantiy. This is the case of the chrom o-m agnetic term which
corresponds to the B {B mass splitting, , = 1=4M 7 MZ). In general, however, the
coe cients ofthe 1=m , expansion, and the corresponding non-perturbative param eters, are
plagued by renom alon ambiguities. This problem is present for exam ple in the de nition
thebinding energy  appearing in eg. (13) and i them atrix elm ents B ¢ ofthe four form ion
operators n eq. @2) P51, £61{ b8]. In these cases, the cancellation of the am biguities occurs
between the m atrix elem ents of the higher din ensional operators and the W ilson coe cient

functions (C 2, C 2, :23). The htterhave to be com puted to su ciently high order ofperturba-

tion theory for the cancellation to be under control. Let us In agine that we want to achieve
an accuracy ofO (1=m }g) . A sin pk argum ent indicates that, n principle, the leading W ilson
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coe cient has to be com puted at least to an order such that 5 m )" (ocp=mp)* P3,59].
Since, in the calculations perform ed up to now, only the st few tem s of the perturbation
series are known, it is not possbl to check that the ram aning temm s are negligbl. By
studying som e sin ple exam ples, it has been shown that the know ledge of only a few tem s
is, in general, nsu cient to control the power corrections B5]. A Ithough the results rely on

som e approxin ations that were adopted In these exam ples, it is lkely that the conclusions
w ill rem ain valid In general, and that in m ost cases a further theoreticale ort is needed.

Let us consider, ©or exam ple, the unphysical param eter = M 4 Mpoe Which is frequently
used 1n phenom enologicalstudies of B -physics. R esultsand bounds for have been presented
in the literature BUN{ p3]. In order for this to m ake any sense, must be de ned precisely
in temn s of som e physical quantity, and is value w ill depend on this physical quantity and
on the order of perturbation theory used to extract . In ref. P5] i has been shown that,
even by usihg a consistent and renom alon-free de nition of the binding energy, one expects
that the value of w ill change by several hundred M €V, ie. by an am ount com parable to
its value, as the order of perturbation theory is increased. The erroron  can be seen as an
error on the M S m ass of the b-quark m° m ¥°) as derived from the HQET [64]

mY @)= 417 005 020GeV ; (14)

where the Jast (@nd larger) error com es from an estin ate of the uncertainty due to higher
order corrections In perturbation theory.

Sin ilar problem s are encountered in the case of ;. O ne exam pl is given by the zero recoil
sum rules 67, 68]. In this case, n order to derive bounds on the relvant form factors,
and on the heavy-quark kinetic energy param eter ., a physical cuto is introduced, to
suppress the contrbution of states w ith excitation energies greater than . The di culy
In achieving an accurate determm nation orbound w ith a physical cuto is due to the higher
order perturbative corrections and only by arriving to an order such that | 0 (1= ?)
it will be possible to obtain signi cant results. A connected exam pl is provided by the
di erent theoretical detemm inations of ;, which are given In tabl _2 Som e of them are
not com patible, if we accept as realistic the errors quoted In the origihal papers. Ibelieve
that the di erences are due to higher order perturbative corrections, which have not been
com puted, or estin ated, yet.

6 Sem i-leptonic inclusive decays

T he idea that inclusive decay rates of heavy quarks can be com puted in the parton m odel
is quite old and was used, for exam pk, in ref. [/3] to predict cham hadron lifetines. To
acoount for bound state e ects, the partonic caloulation was successively In proved by the
introduction of a phenom enologicalm odel, called the \spectatorm odel" [/4, 73], which has
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H T heoretical estin ates of H

| R eference | M ethod 1 Gev?) |
E ketsky and Shuryak [65] QCD sum rulks 018 0:6
Balland Braun [64] QCD sum rules 052 0:12
Biiet al. [67] ZR sum rules 0:36
K apustin et al. [68] ZR sum ruks+0 ( )+ O (2 o)
Ligetiand N ir Y] E xperin ent 063 if  240M eV
E xperin ent 010 if 500 M &V
G inenez et al. [/Q] Lattice 009 0:14
Chemyak [/1] E xperin ent 014 003
Gremm etal [63] E xperin ent 019 0:10
N eubert {72] V irial T heorem 010 005

Tabl 2: Som e of the values of ; obtained in di erent theoretical analyses. \E xperin ent"
denotes the extraction of ; from the experim ental data, or exam pl the charged-lepton
goectrum  distribbution in sem ieptonic B -m eson decays. \ZR sum rulks" denotes the zero
recoilsum rules.

been and continues to be extensively used to extract Vg jand VupJ from inclusive sam i-
Jeptonic decays. A noble theoretical fram ework for the spectator m odel was then provided
by the operator product expansion applied to inclusive decays of heavy quarks B11{ B5l.
The general result is summ arized in eq. {12), which holds for both inclusive sem Heptonic
and non—kptonic decays. The rst tem on the rhs. ofeq. @2) is the parton m odel result;
corrections of O (1=m f)) are due to the kinetic energy 1 and the soin interaction , ofthe
heavy quark in the hadron ; the four-ferm jon operator contrbutions to the 1=m } correction,
w ritten in temm s of the B 16 param eters, corresoond, in the old language, to W -exchange and
Interference highertw ist e ects. Thess e ectswere considered In order to explain the lifetin e
di erences am ong the di erent cham ed hadrons [76].

In m odem language, the use of the parton m odel to com pute Inclusive decays relies on the
assum ption of \quark-hadron" duality: In sam Heptonic decays, where the Integration over
the lepton and neutrino m om enta corresponds to an integration over the invariant m ass
of the recoiling hadronic system , we have global duality, whereas In non-lkptonic decays,
where the hadronic m ass is xed to be equal to the heavy hadron m ass, we speak of local
duality. D uality isassum ed, but cannot be proven in QCD .W e know that it provides a good
description of several physical processes such as inclusive desp inelastic scattering, inclisive
e"e anniilation into hadrons, D rellY an processes, etc. T he assum ption of global duality
Seam s also to work for sam iHeptonic (and radiative) decays. Thism eans that we are ablk to

® Up to a rede nition ofthe quark m ass, there is indeed a relation between the Fermm im om entum ofthe
heavy quark in them odelof ref. {/5]and ;.
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predict the nclusive g ! X 11), s b! Xyli)and sy ! s ) rmtes. This isnot
the case for local duality since there is strong experin ental evidence that we are unabl to
explain B -hadron lifetin es in the fram ework of the 1=m, expansion, see sec.}.

The situation for g; ! X1 ,) is substantially unchanged since last year. For this reason,
Idirect the reader to ref. []] ora discussion ofthe theoretical uncertainties in the calulation
of this quantiy. Here I lim it m yself giving the upgraded world average values of V4, from
Inclusive decays

Vi “® = 00391 00007 0:0030 ;
yJ5% = 00412 00004 0:0030 ; 15)

where the results from low energy and LEP energies have been given ssparated. T he reason
is that the di erent central values are induced m ostly by the di erences In the sem Heptonic
branching ratio m easured in the two cases [18]. Notice the excellent agreem ent between
these results and the number given in eq. (7).

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

sy ! X 17).A related problem iswhether we are also able to predict the sam iHeptonic
branching ratio B g1, , and the average num ber of cham ed hadrons n.. Since the fom er is
given by the ratio of s ! X 1,) to the totalw idth, the problem iswhetherwe are able
to predict nclusive non—leptonic w idths. Recently, there was a lot of debate about whether
the theoretical value of Bg; is In agreem ent, or in disagreem ent, wih the experim ental
m easurem ents B35, 77, 78] and, In the second case, several explanations, w ithin and beyond
the standard m odel, have been proposed [/91{ B2]. Since there are inportant di erences
between Iow energy and LEP resuls [1§]

B, ~Y = 1049 047 043; n® =112 0905

BSPF = 1095 043 029; n® =122 008 (16)

it is probably prem ature to draw any conclusion at this stage.

VuwJ could be extracted, In principle, from the total sem ideptonic width in the same way
as V&3 In practice, however, only the endpoint spectrum is used, In order to elin inate
the badkground due to b ! ¢l ; decays. The cut on the lepton energy E; is xed by the
requirem ent that the recoiling hadronic system X has an invariant massM x Mp , so0 as
to inhibit cham decays. In this region, however, we run into troubles w ith the operator
product expansion. Schem atically, we can w rite

Z
d ! ul X Ym ax E1)
a6 uly = dy — 22 n )+ i a7)
de, n Yo E1) myd y)

where ::: represent term s which are suppressed aspowers ofm . Only the rst few tem sin
the expansion above are known because they can be related to ;, ,, etc. The higher order
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tem s depend on m atrix elem ents of higher din ensional local operators, which can at m ost

be estin ated w ithin a speci ¢ phenom enologicalm odel.

Near the end point, Vum in 1 M=m? (Ynax is always of O (1)) so that when M
ocpM g, allthe temm s In the expansion {17) becom e equally in portant. At even larger

values ofE |, M ocp - In thiscase we are In the elastic region (correspondingto B ! ’
B! , etc.) ar(lqd the decay cannot be analyzed w ith operator product expansion. Unfor-
tunately, M x ocpMp Isabout 12{13 Gé&V, a value very close to the kinem atical cut

which is currently used in the experin ents to extract V3. T his In plies that the extraction
of VyupJ is still sub et to an intrinsic m odel dependence, which can be reduced either by
enlarging the region ofE ; from where V1,7 is extracted, at the price of increasing the cham
background, orby a sound theoreticalprediction ofthe \wave" function [2,54] ofthe heavy
quark.

7 N on-leptonic inclusive decays

In this section it w illbe shown that it is very unlkely that higher order corrections In 1=m
can explain the discrepancy between the theoretical predictions fortheB to  lifetim e ratio
R= 3=

L.
For R, the dependence on the fth power of the quark mass, as well as all renom alon
am biguities up to order 1=m 13), cancel out. W e thus expect R to be one of the soundest
predictions of HQET . T he discrepancy between theory and experin ental data is evidence
for the failure of Jocal duality in the calculation of the non—Jleptonic NL) widths of heavy
hadrons.

To order l=mf, In the heavy quark expansion, the lifetin e ratio R is given by

1B) 1(b)+CG 2B) 2( b)

3y .
2m? m? + 0 (I=my) ; 8)

R=1+

w here the di erence of kinetic energies ; B ) 1( ) =001 0:03GeV? can be cbtained
from the spectrum of the heavy hadrons; ,( )= 0; ,B)= M7 MZ)=4= 0:12 GeV?
and Cs =3 1:. U sing the num erical values given above one obtainsR = 102+ O (l=mg),
Incom patible with the cbserved ratio of lifestimes R = 127 005. W ihin the standard
HQET, in order to explain the large deviation from unity for this ratio it is necessary the
the m atrix elem ents of the fourquark operators entering in the 1=mf; corrections (and in
particular those relative to the ) be mudch larger than those estin ated In quark m odels,
and m ore recently with QCD sum rules (53,8(]. In my opinion, this ram ains an open, but
very unlkely possibility. An altemative explanation is that orNL w idths there is evidence,
contrary to the orthodox expectations, of corrections ofO (1=m ). T hese corrections are well
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described by the sim ple ansatz that replaces the quark m assw ith the decaying hadron m ass

in them j factor in front of the NL width @, 79]

GEMy
192 3

Ggmg- 2
Hp! Xeg)= ——FJiger + O (I=my) !

+0 (1M 2) 19
o7 = 7 ) (19)

This replacem ent provides a much better description of the NL widths. In ref. /9], it was
shown that, for beauty, both the problam s of the SL branching ratio and of the di erence
In the lifetin es of the  baryon and the B m esons are quantitatively solved. For cham
amuch better t to the seven known lifetin es is cbtained in tem s of four param eters of
reasonable size: one lifetin e, one interference contrbution ©rD *, one or * and a am aller
W -exchange tem forD °. Iwillnow give m ore details on the analysis of ref. [79].

G ven the agream ent between the value of V4 jextracted from inclusive b ! cand exclusive

B ! D samideptonic (SL) decays and the approxin ate equality of the SL widths for

cham ed hadrons W ihih large uncertainties and wih a rather lin ited number of cases

where m easurem ents exist), it is assum ed that the HQET is able to predict the SL w idths
s1. of the heavy hadrons. Under this assum ption, and using the ansatz (19), one gets

R= )"l 22485 )]+ 224Bsy @)+ O A {) ; ©0)
B

w here the factor 2 24 arises from taking the electron, the m uon and the tau SL m odes In the
ratio 1:1:024 B3], and thedi erence in the SL ratesofthe ,andB hasbeen neglected. From
M _=5623 6MeV BAlandMy = 5279 2MeV iB5], by usihgBg, B) = 1077 043%,
one ndsi)

2 =129 0905 1)

b

In perfect agreem ent w ith the experin ental resul.

So far this agreem ent can be considered to be a num erical accident, lacking theoretical
explanation. For this reason, it is quite interesting to consider what happens in the case
of cham ed particles for which seven lifetin es have been m easured, see tabk 3. At Iowest
order in the 1=m ; expansion, a m uch better agreem ent w ith the experin ental results for the
lifetin es is obtained by replacing the heavy-quark m ass by the hadron m asses as in eq. (19).
W e neglkct at this stage any otherm ass correction andwrite 3yt ™M)= wcM™u) 251,
where or 5; a universalvalue chosen as the average of the experin entalvalues orD *, D °
and . o0r g = (0474 0:015)ps’ isused BH]. The dependence on the hadron m ass of

vt My ) willbetaken accordingto y; My )= Mz=M,)" y Mo) withn= 5 whereM
is around the average m ass of the relevant hadron. W e then have

M M
Mg)= ‘Muy)= M)V +2 0 Ly 22)
tot H H 0 M SL VO

0
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Hadron | M ass M &V /&) s) Bsr, (&) st = Bsr= (os?)

D 18694 04 1057 001y 172 14 163 18
D 18646 05 0415 0004 81 11 195 2%
D 19685 077 0467 0:017
g 22851 0% 0200 0011 45 177 225 85
0 24703 18 0:098 0019

24651 1% 0350 0055
2704 4 0:055 0023

Qo0

Table 3: P roperties of cham ed m esons and karyons; the ° valies are an average of the
data quoted in ref. [B4].
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Figure 5: Lifetim e vs. m ass for cham ed partickes. T he dashed line isthe best tdescribed in
the text for all seven points assum ing proportionality of the NL widths to M é’ , My being the
hadron m ass. The solid line is the best t restricted to only the DY, ., % and . lifetimes
w ith the sam e assum ptions as kefore.
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Letus xn= 5M,= 23GeV and s, = 0174 ps * and t all seven known lifetin es in
tem sof Mp). (mp)= 0:181 psisthen obtained. The corresponding t is shown in g.f}:
(dashed curve). W e see that four out of seven lifetin es are In very good agreem ent w ith the
tted curve. The lifttimes of D ¥, of * and, to a lesser extent, ofD ¢ are clearly out. The
discrepancies orD © and ¥ can be attrbuted to the interference e ect [§71]. Note that D *
isthe only m eson that can have interference at the Cabibbo allowed leveland * isthe only
baryon that can have double interference, in the sense that * = cus and both u and s can
Interfere w ith the corresponding quarks from c ! sud. ForD ; the dbserved sm allerdi erence
is attrbuted to the possibility of W -exchange B7]. A llofthese e ects are oforder £2=m 2 or
1=m . The s0lid Ine in g.§hasbeen obtained from amodi ed twhereonly theDd %, ., ©°
and . lifetin es have been considered. In thiscase, M) = 0:161 ps, w ith the resgpectable
value ofthe ?=do:f:given by 335, is obtained. For com parison, the t ofthe quark m ass
to constant lifstin es results in a  ?=dwo:f: 250. Finally, for the sam e four lifetin es, one
tsthe powern i eq. @2), keeping xed the value ofM ; and (M) at the cbserved values
rtheD ? meson. In this way one may check whether the best power for n is close to 5.
n= 45 05 is found, where the error arises from the experim ental errprs on the kifetin es.
M oreover, fwewrite orD*, * andDgtheexpresson = Myz) 1 h)3,where
is the experin ental number given i tabk'3 and (Mg ) is taken from the previous t to
the four ram aining lifetines With n=5), = 1$6;22 and 13 Ge&V are obtained forD *; *
and D ¢, respectively. W e see that the resulting values of this correction are large, as it is
cbvious from g.§, but not unreasonable.

T he conclusion is that a num ber of experin ental facts show that i for cham and beauty
decay approxin ately scale with the fth power ofhadron m asses (@part from corrections of
order 1=m } or sn aller) rather than having O (1=m ) corrections to the universalbehaviour
predicted by the HQET .SihceM }?b = Mmp+ 5 )°=mpA+5 y,=mp)+ ::ythisinpliesthat
the corrections are of O (1=m ). Since the validity of the operator expansion in the tim elke
region, in the vichity of the physical cut, is not at all guaranteed [B§, 8Y], the failure of the
short distance approach can be attributed to a violation ofthe localduality property that has
to be assum ed forNL w idths. This is to be com pared to the case of the SL w idths forwhich
the predictions ofthe HQET are not inconsistent w ith the data. T he experin ental evidence
forN L w idths calls for a reexam nation ofthe underlying theoretical fram ework. A n attem pt
in this direction can be found in ref. [81]. M ore extended and accurate m easurem ents of the
SL widths of each hadron separately are also needed In order to assess the validity of the
heavy quark expansion In sem iHeptonic decays.

7 The sam e num bers as in ref. [_7-5_3'] are used here since the analysis has not been repeated since.
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8 Conclusion and outlook

Beauty hadrons provide an extraordiary laboratory to test the Standard M odel, to look
for hint of new physics and to understand Q CD dynam ics. For this reason an exosptional
experin entaland theoreticale ort hasbeen invested In . In thisreview , Thave tried to point
out those dynam ical aspects which we ought to understand and control at a quantitative
Jevel in order to extract the relevant nfom ation on som e fundam ental param eters, such as
the m ass of the b quark, the relevant CKM m atrix elem ents and CP violation.

M uch theoretical progress, and in provem ent In understanding, has occured this year in the
fram ework ofthe HQET and ofthe calculation of inclisive rates. Stilla ot ofwork ram ains
to be done, particularly for those quantities where the theoretical uncertainties are larger
than the experin ental errors. P rogress can be expected quite soon for the slope and the
curvature of the form factors in B ! D 1, decays, In the understanding of factorization
and in the calculation of non—Jeptonic twobody decay am plitudes. Tt appearsm ore di cult

to reduce the error n the nom alization of the form factor at zero recoilforB ! D 1; and
to elin nate the m odel dependence In the extraction of V,J from inclusive sem iHeptonic
decays. A realpuzzl, which dem ands a desp reappraisal of current ideas, and prejidices,
rem ains that ofthe  lifetin e, which seem s to Indicate a failure of local duality in lnclusive
non—Jleptonic decays.
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