4

Nonperturbative corrections

The effective Lagrangian for heavy quarks has an expansion in powers of o (m o)
and 1/mg. The oy corrections were discussed in the previous chapter; the 1/m
corrections are discussed here. By dimensional analysis, these corrections are
proportional to Aqgcp/m g, necessarily involve the hadronic scale Aqgcp, and
are nonperturbative in origin. By using the effective Lagrangian approach, we
can systematically include these nonperturbative corrections in computations
involving hadrons containing a heavy quark.

4.1 The 1/mg expansion

The HQET Lagrangian including 1/m ¢ corrections can be derived from the
QCD Lagrangian following the procedure of Sec. 2.6. Substituting Eq. (2.43)
into the QCD Lagrangian gives

L= Qv (iv-D)Qy — Qv(iv D+ 2mQ)Qv + Qvimgv +Qvinva “4.1)

using ¥ 0, = O, and ¥Q, = —Q,. It is convenient to project four vectors into
components parallel and perpendicular to the velocity v. The perpendicular com-
ponent of any four-vector X is defined by

X=X =X vt 4.2)

The iIp factors in Eq. (4.1) can be replaced by i Ip; since vaAQU =0.

The field Q, corresponds to an excitation with mass 2m o, which is the energy
required to create a heavy quark—antiquark pair. Here 9, can be integrated out
of the theory for physical situations where the use of HQET is justified. This can
be done at tree level by solving the 9, equation of motion,

(iv-D+2mp)Q, =i Qy, (4.3)
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and substituting back into the Lagrangian Eq. (4.1), to give

— _v . ~D . s ;
L=0 <zv +ZDL2mQ+iv-DZDL>Q

- 1
:Qv<iv'D_2_DJ_DJ_>QU+“', 4.4)
mgo

where the ellipses denote terms of higher order in the 1/m ¢ expansion. It is
convenient to express the term suppressed by 1/m o as a sum of two terms, one
that violates heavy quark spin symmetry and one that doesn’t. Specifically,

1
D.\p, = VMVUDSL_DE = Di + E[y;u Vv]DjL_Di- 4.5)

Using the identity [D*, D] = igG"", and the definition o, = i[y., »wl/2,
this becomes

DD, = Di + %O’MVGMU. (4.6)

It is not necessary to include any L labels on the 1 and v indices of the o, term,
since Q,0,,v"* Q, = 0. Substituting Eq. (4.6) into Eq. (4.4) gives

L=Lo+Li+ 47
where L is the lowest order Lagrangian Eq. (2.45), and

_ D? - 0,GM
£1:_Qv L'Qv_ng -
2mQ

amg 0,. (4.8)
In the nonrelativistic constituent quark model, the term QU(Di /2m)Qy is the
heavy quark kinetic energy pZQ/ 2mg. It breaks heavy quark flavor symmetry
because of the explicit dependence on m g, but it does not break heavy quark
spin symmetry. The magnetic moment interaction term —g Q (0, G’ /4m 9) O,
breaks both heavy quark spin and flavor symmetries.

Equation (4.8) has been derived at tree level. Including loop corrections
changes the Lagrangian to

2

_ D - 0, G
»Cl :_sz_LQv_a(/‘L)ng -
mo 4mQ

0Oy. 4.9)

The tree-level matching calculation Eq. (4.8) implies that

a(mp) =1+ Olas(mp)]. (4.10)
The © dependence of the magnetic moment operator is canceled by the u de-
pendence of a(u). In the leading logarithmic approximation

9/(33-2N,
oes(mg)] (372

as (i)

a(p) = |: , 4.11)
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104 Nonperturbative corrections

where N, is the number of light quark flavors. Loop effects do not change the
coefficient of the heavy quark kinetic energy term. In the next section it is shown
that this is a consequence of the reparameterization invariance of the effective
Lagrangian.

4.2 Reparameterization invariance

The heavy quark momentum pg is given by
po =mov +k, (4.12)

where v is the heavy quark four velocity and k is its residual momentum. This
decomposition of pg into v and k is not unique. Typically & is of the order of
Aqcp, which is much smaller than m . A small change in the four velocity of the
order of Aqcp/m o can be compensated by a change in the residual momentum:

v—>v+e/mg,

k— k—e¢. (4.13)

Since the four velocity satisfies v> = 1, the parameter & must satisfy

v-e =0, (414)

neglecting terms of order (¢/m Q)z. In addition to the changes of v and k in
Egs. (4.13), the heavy quark spinor Q, must also change to preserve the constraint
¥Q, = Q,. Consequently, if

Qv = Oy +380y, (4.15)
3 Q, satisfies
<¢+miQ>(Qu+5Qv)= Qv +480,. (4.16)
At linear order in (¢/m ), one finds
¢
(I =980y = —0,. (4.17)
no
Therefore a suitable choice for the change in Q, is
50, = 0. 4.18)
2mQ

This satisfies y6Q, = —80,, since v-&¢ = 0, so that Eq. (4.17) holds. The
solution to Eq. (4.17) is not unique, and we have chosen one that preserves the
normalization of the iv - D term. Other choices are equivalent to the above by a
simple redefinition of the field.
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In summary, the Lagrange density in Eq. (4.7) must be invariant under the
combined changes

v—>v+e/mg,

. ¢ (4.19)
0. (1455 Yo
2mQ

where the prefactor e’® * causes a shift in the residual momentum k — k — .
Under the transformation in Eq. (4.19),

1 _
Lo — Lo+ —0y(ic-D)Q,,
mo
) (4.20)
Ly — Ly — _Qv(ig -D)0,.
mo

Consequently the Lagrangian, £y 4+ £, is reparameterization invariant. This
would not be the case if the coefficient of the kinetic energy deviated from unity.
There can be no corrections to the coefficient of the kinetic energy operator
as long as the theory is regularized in a way that preserves reparameterization
invariance. Dimensional regularization is such a regulator, since the arguments
made in this section hold in n dimensions.

An important feature of reparameterization invariance is that it connects differ-
ent orders in the 1/m ¢ expansion, since the transformation Eq. (4.19) explicitly
involves m . Thus it can be used to fix the form of some 1/m ¢ corrections using
only information from lower order terms in 1/m o, as was done for the kinetic
energy term.

4.3 Masses

Heavy quark symmetry can be used to obtain relations between hadron masses.
The hadron mass in the effective theory is m y — m g, since the heavy quark mass
m o has been subtracted from all energies in the field redefinition in Eq. (2.43).
At order m ¢, all heavy hadrons containing Q are degenerate, and have the same
mass m . At the order of unity, the hadron masses get the contribution

%(H(Q){HO{H(Q)) _ A (4.21)

where Hj is the order 1/ mOQ terms in the HQET Hamiltonian obtained from
the Lagrangian term Q,(iv - D)Q,, as well as the terms involving light quarks
and gluons. In this section, the hadron states |H?)) are in the effective theory
with v =v, = (1, 0). The factor 1/2 arises from the normalization introduced in
Sec. 2.7. Here A is a parameter of HQET and has the same value for all particles
in a spin-flavor multiplet. The values will be denoted by A for the B, B*, D,
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106 Nonperturbative corrections

and D* states, A for the Aj and A, and Ay for the Tp, T}, =, and T¥. In
the SU(3) limit, A does not depend on the light quark flavor. If SU(3) breaking
is included, A is different for the B, .4 and B; mesons, and will be denoted by
A4 and Ay, respectively.

Atorder 1/m g, there is an additional contribution to the hadron masses given
by the expectation value of the 1/m o correction to the Hamiltonian:

Oup GP
dm 0

. D? _
Hi=—L1=0uz==0, +a(g0 o (4.22)
mo
The matrix elements of the two terms in Eq. (4.22) define two nonperturbative
parameters, A and A;:

201 = ~{H@|0,, D3 0, |H@)

) (4.23)
16(Sg - Spha(mg) = a(w)(H Q| 0., 804G 0., |H ).

Here A is independent of m g, and A, depends on m o through the logarithmic
m g dependence of a(u) in Eq. (4.11); A1 > have the same value for all states
in a given spin-flavor multiplet and are expected to be of the order of AéCD.
The naive expectation that the heavy quark kinetic energy is positive suggests
that A1 should be negative. The A, matrix element transforms like S¢ - Sy under
the spin symmetry, since that is the transformation property of Q,,0asG*? Q..
Only the two upper components of Q, are nonzero, since y°Q,, = Q,,, and
0.,045G* Q,, reduces to the matrix element of 0,0 - BQ,,, where B is the
chromomagnetic field. The operator Q,, o Q,, is the heavy quark spin, and the
matrix element of B in the hadron must be proportional to the spin of the light
degrees of freedom, by rotational invariance and time-reversal invariance, so
that the chromomagnetic operator contribution is proportional to Sp - S¢. Using
So-S¢ = J* - S%Q — S%)/2, one finds that

_ A 3
mp = my+ A Z(mb)’
2my, 2myp
_ A Ao(m
mpe = my + A — 24 2( b)’
2my, 2my,
mp, =mp+ Ay — &
Ay b A 2y
_ A 2A5 2(m
ms, =mp+ Ry — £ 2Azo b)’
2my, mp

_ A A m
ms; =my+ As — 2;; + E’Zfb 2y
A 3ha(me)

2m, 2m,

(4.24)

mp=m,+ A —

’
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4.4 Ap — Acev, decay 107

X A Aa(m
mpr =me+ A — 1 + 2( c)’
2mc 2mc
x Al
mp, =me+ Ap — ,
2m,
X A 2\
my, =m.+ Ay — 1 Z,Z(mc)’
2mc me

_ A A m
myge = me + Ay - 2:1,1 n 2,;( c).
C C

The average mass of aheavy quark spin symmetry multiplet, e.g., 3m p+x +mp)/4
for the meson multiplet, does not depend on A;,. The magnetic interaction X, is
responsible for the B* — B and D* — D splittings. The observed value of the
B* — B mass difference gives A, (mp) >~ 0.12 GeV?2.

Equations (4.24) give the meson mass relation

0.49 GeV? =~ m%. —m% >~ 4ry = m%. —m% =~ 0.55GeV?,  (4.25)
up to corrections of order 1/my, ., and ignoring the weak m ¢ dependence of A».
Similarly, one finds that

90 +3MeV =mp, —mp, = Ay — Nyg =mp, —mp, =99 + 1 MeV,
345:!:9MeV:mAb —mp = [_\A _]\u,d =mp. —mMp =416 £ 1 MeV.

(4.26)

The parameters A| and A, are nonperturbative parameters of QCD and have not

been computed from first principles. It might appear that very little has been

gained by using Egs. (4.24) for the hadron masses in terms of A, A1, and A;.

However, the same hadronic matrix elements also occur in other quantities, such

as form factors and decay rates. One can then use the values of A, A1, and A,

obtained by fitting to the hadron masses to compute the form factors and decay

rates, without making any model dependent assumptions. An example of this is
given in Problems 2-3.

44 A, — Acei, decay

The HQET predictions for A, — A, form factors were discussed earlier in
Sec. 2.11. Recall that the most general form factors are

(Ac(p, sHIEy bIAy(p, ) = a(p’, sH fiy" + fov' + f30"Tu(p, s),

(Ac(p', sHIEY " ysb| Ap(p, s)) = u(p', sHg1y" + gav” + g3v"lysu(p, s),
(4.27)

where p'=ma,v" and p=m,,v. It is convenient for the HQET analysis to
consider the form factors f; and g; as functions of the dimensionless variable
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w = v -v'. Heavy quark symmetry implies that
(Ac(V', )| CyThy|Ap(v, s)) = c(w) a(v', s Tu(v, s), (4.28)
with £ (1) = 1. Consequently the form factors are

fi=g =¢(w), h=fh=g=g=0. (4.29)

In Sec. 3.4 perturbative QCD corrections to the matching of heavy quark currents
were computed. For the vector current, new operators of the form v*¢, b, and
v'*é, b, were induced with calculable coefficients. These additional terms do
not represent any loss of predictive power because Eq. (4.28) gives the matrix
elements of these new operators in terms of the same Isgur-Wise function ¢ (w).

In this section, nonperturbative corrections suppressed by Aqcp/me, are
considered. These corrections arise from two sources. There are time-ordered
products of the 1/m terms in the Lagrangian with the heavy quark current.
These terms can be thought of as correcting the hadron states in HQET at order
1/m g, orequivalently, as producing a 1 /m ¢ correction to the current, and leaving
the states unchanged. For example, the chromomagnetic 1/m, correction to the
Lagrangian gives a correction to the current ¢,/ I"b,, of

WG
_ (l(M) /d4 <ng 0'2 MUCU’

c

cy by

X

) . (4.30)
0

Spin symmetry implies that for A, — A, matrix elements in HQET, the above
quark—gluon operator is equivalent to the hadronic operator
(1 + ¥)

YA Y. G
AOW, 50— 2T A (v, 5)=—, (4.31)
m

c

where X, depends on v and v’ and is antisymmetric in its indices w and v.
The 0, matrix must be next to A©(v’, s"), and the I' matrix must be next to
A® (v, 5) because these matrices were next to &, and b, in Eq. (4.30). The
projector (1 4 y")/2 arises because o, and I" were multiplied on the right and
left by ¢, and ¢, respectively, in Eq. (4.30). The only possibility for X is
X v v, vy, — vyv,,, with the constant of proportionality a function of w. With
this form for X, Eq. (4.31) is zero since (1 + " )o”"(1 + p")v,, = 0. Thus
the chromomagnetic 1/m, correction to the charm quark part of the Lagrangian
has no effect on the A, — A.ed, form factors. Clearly, the same conclusion
holds for the 1/m; chromomagnetic correction to the bottom quark part of the
Lagrangian.

The kinetic energies of the bottom and charm quarks do not violate heavy quark
spin symmetry so they preserve f» = f3 = g» = g3 =0 and can be absorbed into
a redefinition of the Isgur-Wise function ¢(w). It is important to know if this
correction to ¢ preserves the normalization condition {(1)=1 at zero recoil.
One can show that the normalization is preserved by an argument similar to
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that used in proving the Ademollo-Gatto theorem. The 1/m o kinetic energy
term in the Lagrange density changes the |A (v, 5)) state in HQET to the state
[Ag(v,s)) +(e/mp)|So(v,s)) + ---, where [Sp(v, s)) is a state orthogonal to
|A (v, s)), € is of the order of Agcp, and the ellipses denote terms suppressed by
more powers of 1 /m o. Atzerorecoil, ¢,I"b, is acharge of heavy quark spin flavor
symmetry so it takes |Ap(v, 5)) to the state |A (v, s)), which is orthogonal to
|Sc(v, 5)). Consequently at order 1 /m ¢ the heavy quark kinetic energies preserve
Eq. (4.29) and do not change the normalization of ¢ at zero recoil. Equivalently,
one can use an analysis analogous to that for the chromomagnetic operator. The
time-ordered product

D2
—i / d4xT(gc_v/ Ley| éyTb, ) (4.32)
2me |, 0
is equivalent to the hadronic operator
_ 1+
AW, s/)%m(“(v, =L (4.33)

c

where x; is an arbitrary function of w. Similarly, the b-quark kinetic energy
gives a correction term

X
mp’
The two x;’s are the same (see Problem 4), since one can relate the form of

the matrix elements of the two possible time-ordered products by v <> v’ and
¢ <> b. Equations (4.33) and (4.34) give the following correction terms to the

form factors:
1 1
me. mp

1 1 (4.35)
sg1 = X1<— + —)
me mpy

§f>=48f3 =082 =dg3 =0.

This corresponds to a redefinition of the Isgur-Wise function:

AW, s/)r(lzL’”)A@(v, $) (4.34)

1 1
¢(w) = ¢(w) + Xl(w)(— + —) (4.36)

me mp

At zero recoil, for m;, =m., the vector current matrix element is normalized,
since it is a symmetry generator of the full QCD theory. Since ¢(1) = 1, this
implies that x;(1) = 0. As a result, the effects of x; can be reabsorbed into ¢ by
the redefinition in Eq. (4.36), without affecting the normalization at zero recoil.

In addition to the 1/m ¢ corrections to the Lagrange density, there are order
1/m o terms that correct the relation between currents in full QCD and HQET.
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These terms arise when one includes the 1/m ¢ corrections to the relation between
the quark fields in QCD and HQET. At tree level,

Q=¢ MoV <1 +i P )Qv, (4.37)
2m 0

where the relation in Eq. (2.43) and the solution for 9, in Eq. (4.3) have been

used. One could equally well have a L subscript on the covariant derivative.

These two forms for Eq. (4.37) are equivalent, since the difference vanishes by

the equation of motion (v - D)Q, = 0. Using Eq. (4.37) the relation between the

QCD current and HQET operators to order 1/m g is

=,V = v l(D_U* ) v iD/‘
cy'b=cy| v’ — yhyr +yiyH by,
2m, 2myp, (438)

iD iD
ey ysh = éy (V”Vs - zmﬂ yHyVys + y”ysy“z—m‘;)bu.
C

Heavy quark spin symmetry implies for A, — A, matrix elements in HQET,
one can use
&yiD,Th, = AW, s"TAD (v, $)[Avy, + B ], (4.39)

where A and B are functions of w. The equation of motion (iv'- D)cy = 0
implies that contracting v into the above give zero, so

B =—-Aw. (4.40)

The function A can be expressed in terms of A 5 and the Isgur-Wise function ¢.
To show this note that

(Ac(V', $H)i0,(CyThy) | Ap(v, 5))
= [(ma, —mp)vy — (ma, —me)v, (A, 8N)EyThy| Ap(v, 5))

= Apx(v — V) LV, s )Tu(v, s). (4.41)
So for A, — A, matrix elements in HQET,

i0,(6yTby) = EyiD,Tby + ¢, TiD,b,
= Ap(v — ), AW, sHTAD (v, ). (4.42)

Contracting v* into this and using the equation of motion (iv* D,, )b, = 0implies
that

Al —w?) = A2l — w), (4.43)
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giving

A= AL(U)) (4.44)
14+w

In summary, putting all the pieces together gives

- ApC -
¢yiD,Th, = ﬁ AW HPAD (v, s)(v, — wu)). (4.45)

For the operator with the derivative on the bottom quark, one uses

cyTiDyuby = —(byiD,Tey)!
__Mat AW, sHDAP @, s)(V), —wv,).  (4.46)
=~Ttw , 9 - .
Using these results with I' = y*y", and so on, together with the fact that the
effect of 1/m o corrections to the Lagrangian can be absorbed into a redefinition
of ¢, yields the following expression for the A, — A.eV, form factors at order

I/H/LQZ
~ An A

B A
=~ (1+w>§( )

fs = m—A ) (),

b

1+
_ A 1 —w
§1= [ <2mc Zmb)<1 + w)]{(w),
g = (1+ )C( )

_AA 1
8= (H_w){( ).

The leading order predictions for the form factors in Eq. (4.29) involved a single
unknown function ¢ (w). The result including 1/m ¢ corrections involves a single
unknown function, as well as the nonperturbative constant A ,. Many of the
leading order relations survive even when the 1/m g corrections are included
in Ap decay form factors. In the next section, we will see that fewer relations
hold for meson decay including 1/m ¢ corrections, but some important ones
continue to hold even at this order. The Agcp/m g corrections are expected to
be numerically small, of the order of ~10-20%.

(4.47)
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At the zero-recoil point w =1, the matrix elements of the vector and axial
vector currents in Ap, decay become

(Ae(p', HIEY"DIA(P, 9)) = Lf1 + f2 + 310" u(p’, sHu(p, 5),

N TR — A,V (4'48)
(Ac(p', sHIcy ysb|Ap(p, s)) = griu(p’, s )y ysu(p, s).

One can see from Eq. (4.47) that at w = 1, f; + f> + f3 and g; do not receive
any nonperturbative 1/m ¢ corrections, so that the decay matrix element has no
1/mg corrections at zero recoil, a result known as Luke’s theorem. Note that
the individual form factors can have 1/m corrections at zero recoil, but the
matrix element does not. A similar result will be proven for B decays in the next
section.

4.5 B — D%™ei, decay and Luke’s theorem

The analysis of 1/m ¢ corrections for A, — A. semileptonic decay can be re-
peated for B — D™ semileptonic decay. To determine the 1/ mg corrections
using the weak currents in Eq. (4.38), one needs the matrix elements of ¢,y iD, I'b,
and ¢,,T'i D, b, between B and D™ meson states at leading order in 1/m . For
this, one can use

¢yiD,Thy, = Tr AT HS M, (v, v')

el Dl . _ 4.49
cyTiDyb, = —(byiD,Te)t = —Tr AT HP M, (v, v) (49

where

My, V) =E W+ V) + 60— V) — & (4.50)

is the most general bispinor constructed out of v and v’. There is no term propor-
tional to €,45,0*v"Py"ys since it can be eliminated by using the three-y matrix
identity in Eq. (1.119) to write

—iewﬂvv"‘v’ﬂy”)@ =y ¥ —vup — wy, + vlt;d, (4.51)

which can be absorbed into the other terms using Hlfb)yﬁ —_—HY, ¥ H ff,) =—H ff,).
The equation of motion, (iv' - D)c,y = 0, implies that

E(w+ D) - (w—-1)+&=0. (4.52)

By an argument similar to that used to derive Eq. (4.41), one finds that for
B — D™ matrix elements,

i9,(cyThy) = EyiD,Tb, + cyTiD,b,
= —A@w—v), ETTHYTH®, (4.53)
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which implies using Eqgs. (4.49) and (4.50) that
1.
§-(w) = EAS(w)- (4.54)

When combined with Eq. (4.52), this yields

53(11))

(4.55)

The 1/mg corrections to the B — D™ form factors that were defined in
Eq. (2.84) from the 1/m ¢ terms in the currents given in Eq. (4.38) are

1 1 1 1
8h+ = [(1 + w)$+ + S3](2m 2m ) - (w — 1)5 (ch %) s
1 1 1 1
(1+w)$++3$3]< o 2—) —(w+1)§_<2mc _%),
1 1
wv=s-<—+—>— ),
me m
me me
Sha, = (64 — S—)(-) :
me
1 1 1
= 6(L) v (L) v ()
np mpy me

where &, and &_ are given in Eqgs. (4.54) and (4.55).

One also needs to evaluate the 1/m ¢ corrections from the Lagrangian. The
time-ordered product of the c-quark chromomagnetic operator with the weak
currents, Eq. (4.30), can be written as

(1+¢)
2

(4.56)

v
)X

2m,

ra®

v

7€)
TrH, o

, (4.57)

as forthe A, — A, case. The only difference is that X, is now a general bispinor
that is antisymmetric in p and v. The most general form for X, that does not
give a vanishing contribution is

X/w = iX2(U/U/v - UVVLL) - 2X3Guv- (4.58)

A similar result holds for the b-quark chromomagnetic moment. The c-quark
kinetic energy term gives a time-ordered product contribution

© +¢)FH(19) X1
2 me

—Tr H (4.59)
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with a similar expression for the b-quark kinetic energy. These give

1 1 1 1 1 1
— 4+ — ) -2w—-Dxo| —+—|+ox3| —+—),
me mp me mp me mp

1 1 1 1 3
Shy = X1<— + —) —2(w — 1)X2(—> - 2X3(— - —) :
me. mp mp me  mp
1 1 1 1 3
(— + —) — 2w — 1)m(—) = 2X3(— - —) ,
m.,. mp, mp me mp

1 1 1 3 1 w—1
Shay=xi\—+— ) —2x3\ — —— ) = 2x2\ — + .
me my me my me mp

The expressions for the form factors are given by adding Egs. (4.56) and (4.60)
to Eq. (2.95). In addition, there are the perturbative corrections discussed in
Chapter 3. We will see in the next section that there is a connection between
these two seemingly very different kinds of terms.

The 1/m ¢ corrections to the form factors are parameterized in terms of one
unknown constant A, and four unknown functions &3, x| _ 3, so there are several
new functions in the expressions for the meson decay form factors atorder 1 /m .
At zero recoil, the B — D matrix element of the vector current is normalized
when m. =my. This gives the constraint x;(1) 4+ 6x3(1)=0. There is also a
constraint from the B* — D* matrix element being absolutely normalized at
w =1 when m;, =m.. We have not computed this matrix element, since it is
not relevant for the phenomenology of B decays. However, it is straightforward
to compute this matrix element at zero recoil, and show that the constraint is
x1(1) —2x3(1) =0, so that

(4.60)

xi1(D) = x3(1)=0. (4.61)

Using these relations, one can derive Luke’s result for the absence of 1/mg
corrections to the meson matrix elements of the weak currents at zero recoil.
The B — D matrix element of the vector current at zero recoil is proportional
to h4(1), and the B — D* matrix element of the axial current at zero recoil is
proportional to A4, (1). It is easy to see that 644 (1) = 8h4,(1) = O using the
results derived above.

The absence of 1/m ¢ corrections to the matrix elements of the weak cur-
rents at zero recoil allows for a precise determination of |V,,| from experi-
mental semileptonic B decay data. Extrapolation of the experimental value for
dI'(B — D*eb,)/dw toward w = 1 gives

|Vl | Fp-(D)] = (35.2 £ 1.4) x 1073, (4.62)
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where Fp+(w) was defined in Eq. (2.87). At zero recoil, the expression for
Fp+(w) simplifies, giving Fp+(1) = h4,(1). Inthe mp — oo limit Fp-(1) = 1;
however there are perturbative and nonperturbative corrections,

Fpr(1)=na+0+82+ -, (4.63)

where 74 is the matching coefficient for the axial current, which was determined
in Chapter 3 at order o;. It has been computed to order o2, and is numerically
na = 0.96. The zero in Eq. (4.63) indicates the absence of order 1/m. ; nonper-
turbative corrections, and 6,2 + - - - stands for the nonperturbative corrections
of the order of 1/ m2Q and higher. Estimates of these corrections using phe-
nomenological models like the constituent quark model lead to the expectation
81/m2 + -+ = —0.05. Putting these results together, and assigning a 100% un-
certainty to the model-dependent estimate of the nonperturbative effects yields
the theoretical prediction

Fp+(1) =0.91 £0.05. (4.64)
Combining this with the experimental value in Eq. (4.62) yields
|Vep| = [38.6 & 1.5(exp) & 2.0(th)] x 1073, (4.65)

for the b — c element of the CKM matrix.

The theoretical error in Eq. (4.64) is somewhat ad hoc. To have complete
confidence that the theoretical uncertainty in the value of V,; is indeed only 5%,
and to try and reduce it further, it is necessary to have another high precision
determination of | V.| using a different method. Fortunately, as we shall see in
Chapter 6, | V| can also be determined using inclusive B decays.

The zero-recoil B — D vector current matrix element also has no order
Aqcp/m g corrections, i.e., hy(1) =1+ O(AéCD/mZQ). However, B — De?,
is not as useful as B — D*ev, for determining V,;. There are two reasons for
this. First, the differential decay rate for B — De?, vanishes faster as w — 1
than the differential decay rate for B — D*e¥,. This makes the extrapolation to
zero recoil more difficult. Second, Fp(1) depends on both /(1) and (1), and
h_(1) does receive O(Aqcp/m ) corrections.

4.6 Renormalons

Suppose QCD perturbation theory is used to express some quantity f as a power
series in o:

flag) = fO)+ ) faef ™. (4.66)

n=0
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Typically, this perturbation series for f is an asymptotic series and has zero
radius of convergence. The convergence can be improved by defining the Borel
transform of f,

BLAIO = FO3(0 + 3 221, (4.67)
n=0 """

which is more convergent than the original expansion in Eq. (4.66). The original
series for f (o) can be recovered from the Borel transform B[ f](¢) by the inverse
Borel transform

flay) = / - dt e /% B[ f1(2). (4.68)
0

If the integral in Eq. (4.68) exists, the perturbation series in Eq. (4.66) for f(o;)
is Borel summable, and Eq. (4.68) gives a definition for the sum of the series.
While this provides a definition for the sum of the series in Eq. (4.66), it does
not mean that it gives the complete, nonperturbative value for f. For example,
exp(—1/a;) has the power series expansion

exp(—1/ay) = 0 + Oty + 02 + - - - (4.69)

whose sum is zero. If there are singularities in B[ f](z) along the path of inte-
gration, the Borel sum of f is ambiguous. The inverse Borel transform must be
defined by deforming the contour of integration away from the singularity, and
the inverse Borel transform in general depends on the deformation used.

Singularities in the Borel transform B[ f](¢) arise from factorial growth in the
coefficients f,, at high orders in perturbation theory. For example, suppose that
for large n, f, is of the order of

fu ~aw"(n +k)! (4.70)

The Borel transform then has a pole of order k + 1 atr = 1/w:
k!

(1—- wt)kH

B[ f]() ~ + less singular. “4.71)

One source of singularities in B[ f] in QCD is infrared renormalons. Infrared
renormalons are ambiguities in perturbation theory arising from the fact that the
gluon coupling gets strong for soft gluons. The infrared renormalons produce
a factorial growth in the coefficients f,, which gives rise to poles in the Borel
transform B[ f]. The renormalon ambiguities have a power law dependence
on the momentum transfer Q2. For example, a simple pole at r =ty in B[ f]
introduces an ambiguity in f, depending on whether the integration contour is
deformed to pass above or below the renormalon pole. The difference between
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7N
N

C)

Fig.4.1. The bubble chain sum. The blob is the gluon vacuum polarization at one loop.

the two choices is proportional to

Aoch 2Boto
Sf ~ ?g dt e DB F1(1) ~ (QT) , (4.72)
C

where f defined in Eq. (1.90) is proportional to the leading term in the QCD 8
function that governs the high-energy behavior of the QCD coupling constant,
and the contour C encloses 7. It is useful to write the Borel transform B[ f](¢)
in terms of the variable u = Byt. The form of the renormalon singularity in
Eq. (4.72) then implies that a renormalon at u#( produces an ambiguity in f that
is of the order of (Aqcp/Q)**0. This ambiguity is canceled by a corresponding
ambiguity in nonperturbative effects such as in the matrix elements of higher
dimension operators.

Clearly, one is not able to sum the entire QCD perturbation series to determine
the renormalon singularities. Typically, one sums bubble chains of the form given
in Fig. 4.1. One can consider a formal limit in which the bubble chain sum is the
leading term. Take QCD with N flavors in the limit Ny — oo, witha = Nya,
held fixed. Feynman diagrams are computed to leading order in o, but to all
orders in a. Terms in the bubble sum of Fig. 4.1 with any number of bubbles are
equally important in this limit, since each additional fermion loop contributes
a factor g N ¢, which is not small. QCD is not an asymptotically free theory in
the Ny — oo limit, so the procedure used is to write the Borel transform as a
function of u but still study renormalons for positive u. The singularities in u
are taken to be the renormalons for asymptotically free QCD. This procedure is
a formal way of doing the bubble chain sum while neglecting other diagrams.

The Borel transform of the sum of Feynman graphs containing a single bubble
chain can be readily obtained by performing the Borel transform before doing
the final loop integral. In the Landau gauge, the bubble chain sum is

i (kuk

Gl =) (’,;—2 - guu)(—ﬂoast)"[ln(—kz/ltz) +CI", (473)
n=0

where k is the momentum flowing through the gauge boson propagator, C is a

constant that depends on the particular subtraction scheme, and Sy = —1/67

is the contribution of a single fermion to the 8 function. In the MS scheme,
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C = —5/3. The Borel transform of Eq. (4.73) with respect to agN s is

1 & i [(kyk, —u)"
BIG(u, k) = 3 ( - _guv)%[ln(—kz/ﬂz)‘l‘c]"

O Nf =0 k_2 k2
1 i [(kyk,
T a Ny K2 ( e 3uv)e><p[—u1n<—k2ec/u2)]
1 w? " i
" Ny <e_C) T kuky = Kgu). (4.74)

The 1/a, has been factored out before Borel transforming, because it will be
canceled by the factor of g2 from the gluon couplings to the external fermion line.
The Borel transformed loop graphs can be computed by using the propagator in
Eq. (4.74) instead of the usual gauge boson propagator in the Landau gauge:

(ks — K2gu) 5. (4.75)
(k%)

By construction, HQET has the same infrared physics as the full QCD theory.
However, because the ultraviolet physics differs in the two theories (above the
scale m at which the theories are matched), the coefficients of operators in
the effective theory must be modified at each order in a (m ) to ensure that
physical predictions are the same in the two theories. Such matching corrections
were considered in Chapter 3.

Since the two theories coincide in the infrared, these matching conditions de-
pend in general only on ultraviolet physics and should be independent of any in-
frared physics, including infrared renormalons. However, in a mass-independent
renormalization scheme such as dimensional regularization with MS, such a
sharp separation of scales cannot be achieved. It is easy to understand why in-
frared renormalons appear in matching conditions. Consider the familiar case
of integrating out a W boson and matching onto a four-Fermi interaction. The
matching conditions at one loop involve subtracting one-loop scattering ampli-
tudes calculated in the full and effective theories, as indicated in Fig. 4.2, where
Cy is the lowest order coefficient of the four-Fermi operator, and C is the o
correction. For simplicity, neglect all external momenta and particle masses, and
consider the region of loop integration where the gluon is soft. When k = 0, the
two theories are identical and the graphs in the two theories are identical. This

i Pudaze:

c(l) ~

Fig. 4.2. Matching condition for the four-Fermi operator.
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is the well-known statement that infrared divergences cancel in matching con-
ditions. However, for finite (but small) k, the two theories differ at O(k*/M?3 w)
when one retains only the lowest dimension operators in the effective theory
Therefore, the matching conditions are sensitive to soft gluons at this order, and
it is not surprising that the resulting perturbation series is not Borel summable
and has renormalon ambiguities starting at (’)(AQCD /M %V)

However, this ambiguity is completely spurious and does not mean that the
effective field theory is not well defined. Since the theory has only been defined to
a fixed order, an ambiguity at higher order in 1/ My is irrelevant. The renormalon
ambiguity corresponded to the fact that the two theories differed in the infrared
at O(k*>/M? w)- When operators suppressed by an additional power of 1/ M? w in
the effectlve theory are consistently taken into account, the two theories will
coincide in the infrared up to O(k*/ M w)» and any ambiguity is then pushed up
to O(A ocp/ M3 w)- Cons1stently 1nclud1ng 1/ MW suppressed operators pushes
the renormalon to (9(AQCD /M W) and so on. In general, a renormalon at u = ug
in the coefficient function of a dimension D operator is canceled exactly by a
corresponding ambiguity in matrix elements of operators of dimension D + 2uy,
so that physical quantities are unambiguous. This cancellation is a generic feature
of all effective field theories, and it also occurs in HQET.

The HQET Lagrangian has an expansion in inverse powers of the heavy quark
mass, which can be formally written as

L=Ly+ L1+ Lo+ -+ Liigh,

_ _ (4.76)
Lo= Qv(iD-v)Qy —mQ,Qy,
on scaling out the phase factor exp(—imgv - x) from the heavy quark field. Here
my is a mass that can differ from m ¢y by an amount of order Aqcp, Liigh is the
QCD Lagrangian for the light quarks and gluons, Q, is the heavy quark field,
and L are terms in the effective Lagrangian for the heavy quark that are of
order 1/ mg. There are two mass parameters for the heavy quark in Eq. (4.76),
the expansion parameter of HQET m, and the residual mass term ém. The two
parameters are not independent; one can make the redefinition mo — mgy + Am,
dm — dm — Am. A particularly convenient choice is to adjust mq so that the
residual mass term dm vanishes. Most HQET calculations are done with this
choice of mg, and this is the choice we have used so far in this book, but it is
easy to show that the same results are obtained with a different choice of m.
The HQET mass mg when §m = 0 is often referred to in the literature as the
pole mass m o, and we will follow this practice here.
Like all effective Lagrangians, the HQET Lagrangian is nonrenormalizable, so
a specific regularization prescription must be included as part of the definition
of the effective theory. An effective field theory is used to compute physical
quantities in a systematic expansion in a small parameter, and the effective
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Lagrangian is expanded in this small parameter. The expansion parameter of the
HQET is Aqgcp/mo. One can then use “power counting” to determine what terms
in the effective theory are relevant to a given order in the 1/mg expansion. For
example, to second order in 1/m, one needs to study processes to first order in
L5, and to second order in £;. It is useful to have a renormalization procedure that
preserves the power counting. We choose to use dimensional regularization with
MS, and nonperturbative matrix elements must be interpreted in this scheme.
A nonperturbative calculation of a matrix elements, e.g., using lattice Monte
Carlo methods, can be converted to MS by means of a perturbative matching
procedure.

There is a renormalon in the relation between the renormalized mass at short
distances (such as the MS mass mg) and the pole mass of the heavy quark
at u = 1/2, which produces an ambiguity of the order of Aqcp in the relation
between the pole mass and the MS mass. The heavy quark mass in HQET and
the MS mass at short distances are parameters in the Lagrangian that must be
determined from experiment. Any scheme can be used to compute physical
processes, though one scheme might be more advantageous for a particular
computation. The MS mass at short distances is useful in computing high-energy
processes. However, there is no advantage to using the “short distance” mass
(such as the running MS mass) in HQET. In fact, from the point of view of HQET,
this is inconvenient. The effective Lagrangian in Eq. (4.76) is an expansion in
inverse powers of mg. Power counting in 1/my in the effective theory is only
valid if §m is of the order of one (or smaller) in m, i.e., only if §m remains finite
in the infinite mass limit mo — 0o. When my is chosen to be the MS mass the
residual mass term 8m is of the order of mq (up to logarithms). This spoils the
1/mg power counting of HQET, mixes the o and 1/m expansions, and breaks
the heavy flavor symmetry. For example, using ¢ to be the MS mass at . = mo,
one finds at one loop that

4
dm = —agmy. “4.77)
3n
In b— ¢ decays, including this residual mass term in the heavy c-quark
Lagrangian causes 1/m, operators such as ¢,/ IpT'b, /m. to produce effects that
are suppressed by o rather than Aqcp/m.. While physical quantities calculated
in this way must be the same as those calculated by using the pole mass, it un-
necessarily complicates the power counting to use a definition for m that leaves
a residual mass term that is not finite in the my — oo limit. Better choices for
the expansion parameter of HQET are the heavy meson mass (with §m of the
order of Aqcp), and the pole mass (with §m = 0).

The MS mass at short distances can be determined (in principle) from ex-
periment without any renormalon ambiguities proportional to Aqcp. The MS
quark mass can be related to other definitions of the quark mass by using QCD
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perturbation theory. The connection between the Borel-transformed pole mass
and the MS mass is

7 2\" T@)(1 -2
Blm o)) = i gd(u) + g;f[ (n’j—z) eTC6(1 — u)%
Q

_2+R&mﬁ, (4.78)

where m o is the renormalized MS mass at the subtraction point x, and the
constant C = —5/3 and the function Ry, (x) have no singularities at u = 1/2.
Equation (4.78) has a renormalon singularity at u = 1/2, which is the leading
infrared renormalon in the pole mass. Writing u = 1/2 + Au, we have
2M6—C/2

Blmol(u =1/2+ Au) = 3TNy Au 4+ (4.79)
where the ellipses denote terms regular at Au = 0. We will only work to leading
order in 1/my, so poles to the right of # = 1/2, which are related to ambiguities
at higher order in 1/my, are irrelevant. Although m o is formally ambiguous at
Aqcp, we have argued that physical quantities that depend on m are unam-
biguously predicted in HQET. We now demonstrate this explicitly for a ratio of
form factors in Aj; semileptonic decay.

The matrix element of the vector current for the semileptonic decay Aj, —
Aceb, decay is parameterized by the three decay form factors f;_3(w) defined in
Eq. (4.27). In the limit m;, m. — oo, and at lowest order in «;, the form factors
f> and f3 vanish. We will consider «; and 1/m, corrections, but work in the
mp — oo limit. Consider the ratio r y = f>/f1, which vanishes at lowest order in
o and 1/m.. The corrections to 7y can be written in the form

Hw) Ay 1

fiw) — me (14 w)
where the function f,(«g, w) is a perturbatively calculable matching condition
from the theory above u = m, to the effective theory below u =m., and the
A term arises from 1/m. suppressed operators in HQET. At one loop (see

I”f(OlS, U)) = + fr(am w), (480)

Problem 5 of Chapter 3),
frlag )= — 2] In(w + vw? — 1) (4.81)
oy, w) = —— ——1In(w w? —1). .
3 Jw? -1

The ratio ry = f>/f1 is an experimentally measurable quantity and does not
have a renormalon ambiguity. The standard form for s in Eq. (4.80) is obtained
by using HQET with the pole mass as the expansion parameter. The HQET
parameter A , is the baryon mass in the effective theory, i.e., it is the baryon mass
m , minus the pole mass of the ¢ quark. The pole mass has the leading renormalon
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Fig. 4.3. The bubble chain sum for the radiative correction to the vector current form
factors.

ambiguity at u = 1/2 given in Eq. (4.79), which produces an ambiguity in the
1/m. contribution to f>/f; given by the first term in Eq. (4.80). There must
therefore also be a renormalon at # = 1/2 in the radiative correction to f>/f}
given by the second term in Eq. (4.80). It is straightforward to show that this is
indeed the case.

The Borel-transformed series B[ f,[(u, w) in the 1/N; expansion is easily
calculated from the graph in Fig. 4.3, using the Borel-transformed propagator in
Eq. (4.74). The Borel transform of the Feynman diagram is

i 4 w? .
B h] = ¢’ =
[graph] aN; 38 <e0)

d*k y (mey + k4 me)y* vtk k, — k>gu)
)4 (k2 + 2mck - v')(—k2)>Huk v '

(4.82)

The radiative correction to f> (which determines f;.) is obtained from the terms in
Eq. (4.82) that are proportional to v*. Combining denominators using Eq. (1.45)
and Eq. (3.6), extracting the terms proportional to v* and performing the mo-
mentum integral, we obtain

4(u —2 2\"
B[fr]<u,w>=%(“—c) me

I+u
f d. / —9 . (48))
[22 + 2Amcxw + m?2x?]

Rescaling A — xm A and performing the x integral gives

B[ fi1(u, w) = 3TNy <m§ec> TG _u)
°° 1
) /o a (A2 + 22w + 1]1+u” (4.84)
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This expression has a pole at u = 1/2. Expanding in Au = u — 1/2 gives
Bl frl(u =1/24 Au, w)

21 1 o 1
- [ +
3w Nrme€/? Au Jy [AZ 4+ 22w + 113/2

B 2 1 1
37 NpmeeCl2 Aul+w’

(4.85)

where the ellipsis denotes terms that are regular at u = 1/2.

The Borel singularity in Eq. (4.85) cancels the singularity in the first term
of Eq. (4.80) at all values of w, so that the ratio of form factors r r(ay, w) =
f>(w)/ f1(w) has no renormalon ambiguities. Therefore the standard HQET com-
putation of the 1/m, correction to f>/f] using the pole mass and the standard
definition of A 5 gives an unambiguous physical prediction for the ratio of form
factors.

The cancellation of renormalon ambiguities has been demonstrated by explicit
computation in this example, but the result holds in general.

4.7 v-A = 0 gauge

Calculations in HQET can be performed in almost any gauge. However, in the
v-A = 0 gauge, HQET perturbation theory is singular. Consider tree-level Qg
elastic scattering in the rest frame v = v,. In HQET, an on-shell heavy quark has
a four velocity v and a residual momentum k that satisfies v - k = 0. Suppose the
initial heavy quark has zero residual momentum and the final quark has residual
momentum k = (0, K). The tree-level Feynman diagram in Fig. 4.4 gives the Qg
scattering amplitude

i
M = —gzﬁQTAquﬁqTAyiuq, (4.86)

in the Feynman or Landau gauge, where u ¢ and u, are the heavy and light quark
spinors, respectively. The current conservation equation i, fu, = 0 was used to
simplify the result.

In the v- A = 0 gauge, the gluon propagator is

7 1
. [g,w— e k) + ok k} 4.87)

w

Fig. 4.4. Heavy quark + light quark scattering amplitude at tree level.
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The heavy quark kinetic energy cannot be treated as a perturbation in this gauge,
because then v-k = 0 and the gluon propagator is ill defined. Including the
heavy quark kinetic energy in the Lagrangian, the residual momentum of the
outgoing heavy quark becomes k* = (k*>/2m g, k) and v -k = k*/2m is not
zero. Note that the factors of 1/(v - k) in Eq. (4.87) lead to 2m ¢/ k2 terms in the
gluon propagator, so that the v- A = 0 gauge can mix different orders in the
1/m ¢ expansion.

It is instructive to see how the scattering amplitude in Eq. (4.86) arises in
the v- A = 0 gauge. The amplitude comes from the QQA vertex that is due
to the heavy quark kinetic energy term — QvDi /(2mg)Q,. Although this is a
1/m o term in the Lagrangian, it can contribute to a leading-order amplitude in the
v- A =0 gauge. The Feynman rule for Q, (k') — Q,(k)+ A, vertex arising from
an insertion of the kinetic energy operator is i(g/2mo)(k | +k'|), =i(g/2m¢)
(k+k"), —i(g/2mo)v - (k +k')v,. In the case we are considering, v is chosen
so that k" =0. The part proportional to v, doesn’t contribute, since v-A = 0.
Since ity fuy = 0 only the v, k, + v,k term in the gluon propagator contributes,
and one can show that it reproduces Eq. (4.86) for large values of m .

In the v - A =0 gauge the heavy quark kinetic energy must be considered as
a leading operator for on-shell scattering processes, because we have just seen
that it is the QQA vertex from this 1/m o operator that gives rise to the leading
Qg on-shell scattering amplitude.

4.8 NRQCD

HQET is not the appropriate effective field theory for systems with more than
one heavy quark. In HQET the heavy quark kinetic energy is neglected. It occurs
asasmall 1/m g correction. At short distances the static potential between heavy
quarks is determined by one gluon exchange and is a Coulomb potential. For a
QO pairin a color singlet, it is an attractive potential, and the heavy quark kinetic
energy is needed to stabilize a QQ meson. For QQ hadrons (i.e., quarkonia)
the kinetic energy plays a very important role, and it cannot be treated as a
perturbation.

In fact the problem is more general than this. Consider, for example, trying to
calculate low-energy QQ scattering in the center of a mass frame using HQET.
Setting v = v, for each heavy quark, and using initial and final residual momenta
k+ = (0, £Kk) and k/, = (0, £K’) respectively, we find the one-loop Feynman di-
agram, Fig. 4.5, gives rise to a loop integral,

d"q i i i i
Quy (q°+ie) (—q° +ie) (q + ki) +ie (q +K)? +ie

(4.88)

The ¢° integration is ill defined because it has poles above and below the real axis
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Fig. 4.5. One-loop contribution to Q Q scattering.

at¢® = +ie. This problem is cured by not treating the heavy quark kinetic energy
as a perturbation but including it in the leading-order terms. Then the denomi-
nators of the two heavy quark propagators become E + ¢° — q?/ 2mg +ie and
E—q°— q2/2mQ +ie, where E = k2/2mQ = k/2/2mQ. Closing the ¢° contour
in the upper half-plane, we find Eq. (4.88) is dominated (for large m ) by the
residue of the pole at ¢° = E — q*>/2m +ie and is proportional to m . That is
why we obtained an infinite answer for Eq. (4.88) by using the m g — oo limit
of the fermion propagators.

Properties of quarkonia are usually predicted as a power series in v/c, where v
is the magnitude of the relative QQ velocity and c is the speed of light. For these
systems the appropriate limit of QCD to examine is the ¢ — oo limit. In this
limit the QCD Lagrangian becomes an effective field theory called NRQCD. For
finite ¢ there are corrections suppressed by powers of 1/c. In particle physics
we usually set /i =c=1. Making the factors of ¢ explicit, we find the QCD
Lagrangian density is

1 _
Locp = —ZGEUGB’“’ — Q3P —mgpe)Q. (4.89)

In the above the zero component of a partial derivative is

0y = o (4.90)
0= cot’ '
and D is the covariant derivative
I8 BB
D,=09,+ ?AMT . 4.91)

B

The gluon field strength tensor G/,

g — g/c.

Although c is explicit, i has been set to unity. All dimensionful quanti-
ties can be expressed in units of length [x] and time [¢], i.e., [E]~ 1/[¢] and
[p]~1/[x]. The Lagrangian L = fd3xﬁ has units of 1/[¢] since the action
S= [ Ldt is dimensionless. It is straightforward to deduce that the gluon field
has units [A] ~ 1/4/[x][¢] and the strong coupling g ~ 4/[x]/[¢]. The fermion
field has units [y]~ 1/[x]*/? while its mass has units [m o]~ [¢]/[x]>. With
these units m ch has dimensions of energy and the strong fine structure constant
oy = g2 /4m c is dimensionless.

is defined in the usual way except that
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126 Nonperturbative corrections

For the fermion field Q the transition from QCD to NRQCD is analogous to
the derivation of HQET. The heavy quark field is rewritten as

0 oimec [1 P ](‘g) (4.92)

moc

where 1 is a two-component Pauli spinor. Using this field redefinition, we find
the part of the QCD Lagrange density involving Q becomes

Ly =y i(3+iABTB)+l2 Yt (4.93)
v at &40 2m 0 ’ ’
where the ellipses denote terms suppressed by powers of 1/c. Note that the heavy
quark kinetic energy is now leading order in 1/c. The replacement g — g/c was
necessary to have a sensible ¢ — oo limit.
Among the terms suppressed by a single power of 1/c is the gauge completion
of the kinetic energy:

Lot = 2"—gAC[wT TCVY — (V) Ty, 4.94)
I’I’lQC

There is also a 1/c term involving the color magnetic field B¢ = V x AC.

It is convenient to work in Coulomb gauge, V - A€ = 0. Then the part of the
action that involves the gluon field strength tensor and is quadratic in the gauge
fields simplifies to

—Z/d xG,GM — E/d xGGGG — Z/d xGiGy;

- %/d%(a"AOC)Z T (30’4?)2 - (3z‘Af)2 + non-Abelian terms.
(4.95)

The non-Abelian terms are suppressed by factors of 1/c. [The above derivation
implicitly assumes that va2 > Aqcp.-]

In Eq. (4.95), the zero component of the gauge field has no time derivatives.
Therefore, it does not represent a propagating degree of freedom. Neglecting
terms suppressed by factors of 1/c, the Lagrangian only contains terms quadratic
and linear in the field Ag . Hence the functional integral over Ag can be performed
exactly by completing the square. The effects of Ag exchange are then repro-
duced by an instantaneous potential V (X, y) that is proportional to the Fourier
transform of the momentum-space propagator,

Ak kwyl &

=2 4.96
2r)3 kZ2  4x|x —y| ( )

V(x,y) =g

The transverse gluons A€ do not couple to the quarks at leading order in the 1/¢
expansion. Neglecting terms suppressed by 1/c, we find the effective Lagrangian
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for the interaction of nonrelativistic quarks is

N e
L = | Pxylli—+ —
NRQCD / Xy 18t+2mQ Y

- / P / Py (x1, DT A (1, OV (1, 39 (R, DT 432, 1),
4.97)

The Hamiltonian
0
H= /d%m/ﬁiEw —L (4.98)

has the familiar form used in nonrelativistic many-body theory. When restricting
one’s attention to the two heavy quark sector, the effective theory reduces to
ordinary nonrelativistic quantum mechanics.

4.9 Problems

1. For any doublet of heavy hadrons HiQ) with spins ji = s, &= 1/2, show that

< AH 1 AH2
mH(iQ) =my +AH — % :l:nq;zmQ,

where ny = 2j. + 1 and Ay, and Ay, are defined in Eqgs. (4.23). We have inserted an extra
subscript H because the values of the matrix elements depend on the particular doublet.

2. For the ground-state doublet of mesons, let (Ag, Am1, Ao} = {A, A1, A2} and for the excited
s¢ = 3/2 mesons let {Ay, Ay, Ao} = {A%, A%, A3}, Show that

A*— A — my(my —img) — m(m}, —mp)
mp —me ’
W = 2m mh(ﬁf;} —img) — (M} —mp)
1 c "y, — m, s

where

_ n_my_ +nimpy,
my = ——.
ny +n_

3. In Problems 6-9 of Chapter 2, the leading m, — oo predictions for the B — D,e?, and
B — Dje, form factors were derived. In this problem, the 1/m corrections are included.

(a) For B — D, and B — Dj matrix elements, argue that

¢y iDyI b, = Te{SY FoTH®),
¢y TiD; b, = Tr[ SV FoTH?Y,

where

(Q)

S((g) =, [TI(Q)UA 4 tz(Q)v; +1 ()

J/'A] + T4 &ons
and the functions r,.(Q) depend on w. (They are not all independent.)
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128 Nonperturbative corrections

(b) Show that the heavy quark equation of motion implies
wrl? + 17 — ¥ =0,
rl(h) + wtz(b) — r3(b) + rjh) =0.
(c) Further relations between the t’s follow from
i3,y T'by) = (Av, — A*v))e, ['b,.
Show that this equation implies the relations
194 1? = Ar,
19+ " = —A*r,
04+ =0,
194 2? = 0,
where t was defined in Problem 9 of Chapter 2. The relations in parts (b) and (c) imply

that all the rj(-Q)’s can be expressed in terms of 7\ and 7,".

(d) Using the results from parts (a)—(c), show that the corrections to the currents give the
following corrections to the form factors:

V65fa = —ep(w — DIA* + Rt — Qu + D7 — 1]
—e[4wA* — N = 3w - D(n — )],
V65fy, = —ew” = DIA* + Myt — Qw + D7y — 7]
—e[4(w + DwA* — AT = 3w* — (1 — ©)],
\[68]“/2 = =3¢ [(A* + M)t — Qw + D1y — 1] — €.[(dw — D)7y + 51)],
V651, = ew + DIA" + At = Quw + D1y — 1]
+e4wA* — M)t + Q2+ w)ty + (2 + 3w)1,],
for B — Dseb,. For B — Djev, show that the corrections to the form factors are
Sky = =) [(A* + M)t — Qw + )1y — n] — &[n — n],
Sky, = —€p(w — DI(A* + AT — Qw + D1y — ©] — e(w — D[1) — 1],
Sk, = —2e€.1y,
Skay = &[(A"+ M7 — Qw + D1y — ©] — &n + .
Here €. = 1/(2m,), €, = 1/(2m;) and 7, = fl("), 7, = 1:2(").

(e) The zero-recoil matrix elements of the weak current are determined by fy,(1). The 1/m
corrections to the current imply that

V6 £y, (1) = —8e.(A* — M)z (1).
Show that the 1/m ¢ corrections to the states do not alter this relation.
4. Explain why the x;’s from the charm and bottom quark kinetic energies are the same.

5. Show that the B* — D* matrix element implies that x,(1) — 2x3(1) =0 for the 1/m correc-
tions to the B — D™ form factors that arise from the chromomagnetic term in the Lagrangian.

Verify Eq. (4.77) for the relation between the MS mass and the pole mass.

Calculate the order Agcp/m. corrections to the form factor ratios R; and R, defined in
Chapter 2. Express the result in terms of A, & and x;_s.
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