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Puzzles...

It may look cute, but that
might be deceiving...




Puzzles...

It may look cute, but that ... Long-standing discrepancy since
might be deceiving... about a decade

E |Vup| Measurements over Time
74 CKMFitter Unitarity |Vub| Exclusive * Bt
1 EPS 2019 PDG CKM Review Phys.Rev.D 92 (2015) 5, 051102
] |Vub| Inclusive B-puv o Ny = puv
‘ ‘ /- h— - + PDG CKM Review * Phys.Rev.D 101 (2020) 3, 032007 Nature Phys. 11 (2015) 743-747
6 —

> 545 | o |4t ot bttty
5 EEERRE

° ® o
> by M. Prim
T T T T T T — T T T T &y T fim
eooe 9007 9000 eo%) eo\)o e% 90{7 e% e% %, e% e% eoeo

5.0

Excl. |Vcb|

4.5 Incl. |Vub| & |Vcb|

[1077]

Excl. |Vub|
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7

|Vis|
w
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m
x
o
P
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_____

3.01 Excl. |Vi|/|Vas|

FB, Prim, Vos, Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. (2024)
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Puzzles...

It may look cute, but that
might be deceiving...

5.0

4.5 1

[1077]

|V
o

3.0 1

2.5

103 |Vub|

Excl. |Vub|

Excl. |Vis|/| Vel

Excl. |Vcb|

Incl. |Vub| & |Vcb|

jem——
7

_____

FB, Prim, Vos, Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. (2024)

36 38

|Ves|

40 42 44

[1077]

... Long-standing discrepancy since
about a decade

|Vup| Measurements over Time

7 CKMFitter Unitarity |Vub| Exclusive * B- TV
EPS 2019 ) PDG CKM Review Phys.Rev.D 92 (2015) 5, 051102
6 N + LVDU(D3| ICn|<CI\|/|u§:5iew * gr;;gll)’\ev.D 101 (2020) 3, 032007 ] ﬁ%;fs‘;’hys. 11 (2015) 743-747
5 —
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How to inclusive V_,

Inclusive |V, |

B—)chﬂg

[B = |qu|2 [F(b — qlvg) +1/mep + s + .. U




How to inclusive V_,

Inclusive |V, |

B — X by
N
[B = |qu|2 [F(b — qEDg) + 1/mc,b +as + ...
y,
Other complication: OPE does 1.4 parton model
not allow point-by-point 19 : p.am. + O(1/m?)
predictions T ’
L
dI’ |
— 08 OPE breaks down >
dE, 0.6 |
0.4
0.2
0 v
0 0.5 1 1.5 2



How to inclusive V_,

Other complication: OPE does
not allow point-by-point
predictions

But converges if integrated
over large parts of phase
space

v = pplmg

dI’

v
an(vapfapy) qu) dd

Inclusive |V, |

B—)Xcéﬂg

[B = |qu|2 [F(b — qlvg) +1/mep + s + .. U

Example weight functions

(pf +p1/)2 — q2
(mgy—q)" =M}
(V ‘Pf) — Efj

=
|

four-momentum
transfer squared

invariant mass
squared

Lepton Energy



How to inclusive V_,

Inclusive |V, |

B—)chﬂg

Established approach: Use spectral moments (hadronic mass moments, lepton energy
moments etc.) to determine non-perturbative matrix elements (ME) of OPE and extract |Vco|

B=|Vy|*|T(b— qlig) +1/mep+ s+ ...

dr = dly +dl,,, 7 + I,

dI' are calculated
perturbatively

Q Available at O(a?)
Fael, Schonwald, Steinhauser

Phys. Rev. D 104, 016003 (2021)

4
Gm—%+ deDm—g+ deLSm—g+ 0(1/mb)

Challenge: Proliferation of
HQE parameters at higher order

Q HQE parameters must

be extracted from data (currently! more about that later)

Q requires the spectral

moments of B —» X v

Bad news: # of matrix elements significantly increases if one increases expansion in 1/my, .

# 10



Let’s take a moment or two...

lllustrations by Markus Prim

arb. units

0.5

mmm Data
— N0,1)
— cut-off

0.4

0.3 A

0.2

0.1 A

0.0 -

o = j (- O ()dx

Raw moment:c = 0
Central moment: ¢ = Mean

First raw moment: Mean
Measures the location

Second central moment: Variance
Measures the spread

Third central moment: Skewness
Measures asymmetry

Fourth central moment: Kurtosis
Measures “tailedness”

Moments are measured with progressive cuts in the distribution
— highly correlated measurements

3rd centralized moment

q
5 -
(@]
(@]
g 0
£ (@]
o
£ 37 °
: .
% 27 o
-l (@)
1 .
@ Mean
“ — cut-off
0 _.l.‘.*.‘....*. ’ y
-4 -2 2 4
cut-off
0.30 - ® @ Skewness
e © — cUt-off
0.25 A
0.20 A
(e}
0.15 A
(@)
0.10 A )
(@)
(@)
0.05 4 )
(@]
%0
0.00 ~ap® . —
-4 -2 2 4
cut-off

2nd centralized moment

4th centralized moment

1.0 ‘B‘."‘ @ Variance
® — cut-off
08 7 .
0.6 - ¢
O
0.4 4 °
O
0.2 4 0‘
O
L L)
O
0.0 -— . . — 99
-4 -2 0 2 4
cut-off
3.0 -500. @ Kurtosis
® — CUt-Off
2.5 1 ®
(@]
2.0 4
@
1.5 -
(@]
1.0
O
0.5 4 ®
'Q
0.0 - — . — %000angai
-4 -2 0 2 4
cut-off



How to measure spectral moments

# 12

Key-technique: hadronic tagging

Tag Side

Hadronic Tagging
with Belle Il algorithm (FEI)

[Full Event Interpretation, T. Keck et al,
Comp. Soft. Big. Sci 3 (2019),
arXiv:1807.08680]

Can identify Xc
constituents

[MX — \/ (PXc)ﬂ(PXC)” j

E]z = (psig —pxc>2j

Events / (0.07 GeV/c?)

Events / (0.42 GeV?/c*)

1.0

o
0

o
o

o
N

0.2

0.0

1.4}

[PRD 107, 072002 (2023), arXiv:2205.06372]

x10%
Belle II B B - XLy
= BB Bkag.

[Ldt = 62.8 b2

B efe” -qq
7//s Uncertainty
t Data

g2 > 1.5 GeV?/c*

B Bkg.
Continuum
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
My [GeV/c?]
x10%
Belle Il B B - XLy
== BB Bka.

[Ldt = 62.8 b2

M8 B Bkg.

Signal
Continuum

Bl efe” -»qqg
7//7 Uncertainty
¢t Data

g% > 1.5 GeVv?/c*

5 10 15

g2 [GeV?/c*]

20
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How to measure spectral moments

[PRD 107, 072002 (2023), arXiv:2205.06372]

Belle Il (Simulation) 77 Kinematic Fit

0.5 I Reconstructed
4 Kinematic Fit .
c Mean: 1.20 GeV?/c* B - X v Signal MC
:'f 0.4  RMS: 2.65 GeV?/c*
o] . . .
5 Reconstructed Use kinematic fit
£ 03l Mean: 3.43 GeV?/c* .
: ' RMS: 5.76 GeV?/c* to Improve
= . 2
o
2 02 resolution on ¢g
+J
C
o}
>
Ll

-4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
qrzeco - qgen [GeVZ/C4]



Measurement in a nutshell

Events / (0.73 GeV/c?)

x10%

x104

| [Ldt = 62.8b"

B*tl~
Post-Fit

Belle Il

Determine
Background
normalizations

by fitting M

e

I B- XAy
BB Bkg.
ete” -qq

...........

/77, Uncertainty

t

Data

D S—

L Belle Il
[Ldt = 62.8 b1

1.4

Events / (0.42 GeV?/c4)

Step #1: Subtract Background

(@)

10
g2 [GeV?/c*]

B B - X Av

= BB Bkg.

B ete” -»qq

/// Uncertainty
t Data

g% >1.5 GeV?/c*

15

Event-wise Master-formula

N, 2 2
_ z@ data w(Qreco,i) X QC;LIib,i

Nyata 2
Zj et w(Qreco,j

)

X Ccalib X Cgen )

2
reco)

Signal Probability w(q

=
N

=
o
T

o
o]
T

o
)

o
N
T

o
N)

©
o

# 14

Treco [GEVZ/C]

- Belle Il Cubic Spline
[Ldt = 62.8b?
00 0000 °
@
o o o
I°)
"
[} | *
[}
' |
2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12,5 15.0 17.5 20.0




Measurement in a nutshell

13 — (R} =M (Gl se) +C ¥V q2>4.0GeV2c* % q?>6.5GevZ/ct
251.5 Gev2/ch © g%>4.5GeV?/c* VvV ¢?>7.0Gev?¥/c*
@ g 5 GeV?/c
8 q2>2.0Gev2/ch 8 g2>5.0Gev/c? @ g%>7.5GeVv%ct
25 2/c4 A G?>5.5GeVv?/c* #8 g2>8.0GeVv/ct
12 - A q°>2.5GeV?/c
253 V2/ch & g?>6.0Gev/ct A g?>8.5Gev?/ct
g g°>3.0GeV?/c
*

Exploit linear dependence
between rec. & true moments

g2 > 3.5 GeV?/c*

) [GeV?/c*]
'—I
o

m=1.04+0.00

/ § 9T ¢ =075+0.01Gev?
—_— o
qcal I (qreco i C) m 81
7 .
6 - | | | Belle 1l (Isimulation) |
5 6 7 8 9 10

(qéen‘ 5e|) [GeVZ/C4]

Step #1: Subtract Background Step #2: Calibrate moment

Event-wise Master-formula

2
z dote (Qreco 1) QCglib,i

Z date (Qreco,J)

(") =

X Ccalib X Cgen )

# 15



Measurement in a nutshell

ADJECTIVES
WELL? FA\L ME.
HON'S 1T

Step #1: Subtract Background

1.03 | Bellell
[Ldt = 62.8fb71

1.02 | (g%

1.01} , ° ° o .
Very small deviation from 0 /‘ °
_ _ U 1.00 p=========mmmmm e e e o----=---
linear behavior between ° o

) 099F o very small .

reconstruct and true g vosl s ca. 1-2%

0.97 : : : : : : :

2 3 4 5 6 7 8

qé, [GeV?/c?]

Step #2: Calibrate moment

Event-wise Master-formula

2
z data (Qreco 1) QCE:Llib,i

Z date (Qreco,J)

(") =

X Ccalib X Cgen )

Step #3: If you falil, try again

# 16



Measurement in a nutshell

ADJECTIVES 1.00 "géﬁé‘"""‘"“""‘"“.‘“;"s“u"f‘f“‘"'"
FA‘L ME. det 62.8 fb~1 A o °
0.98 | (g?) °
o 096 ° \
Account for efficiency & g | . _
S hoal dominant effect:
acceptance effects lepton reconstruction
0.92 | efficiency
0.90 |
2 3 4 é 6 7 8
qé, [GeV?/c*]
Step #1: Subtract Background Step #2: Calibrate moment

Event-wise Master-formula

2
Z data (Qreco 1) QCE:th,i

) = S N ()

X Ccalib X Cgen y

Step #3: If you fail, try again Step #4: Correct for selection effects



Measurement in a nutshell

ADJECTWVES
NELL’ FAIL ME.
HOWS \T
| look? ECe

%

Account for

1.00 mggiiaTi

0.98 | (g2) °
(0]

(0]

0.96 |

0.94 |

0.92

0.90 |

[Ldt = 62.8 b2
(o]

(0]

(o]

1) [0} 0] @ @ (0]

Event-wise Master-formula

(q™") = D

2
(Qreco 1) QC;Llib,i

X Ccalib X Cgen )

Z e (Qroco J)

—pp  Repeat this for many

different thresholds cuts qt%

qZ, [GeV?/c*]

#18



Example: Belle | q2 spectral moments

Belle II on 0T Bette ¢m
9F [Ldt = 62.8fb1 * [Ldt = 62.8 b2 %
oo 80 [ .
om
om — ém
— 8F o i
ﬁ'& . ém q_g 70 ém
%J %m % 60 | $ "
.9 7k ém E_D, $
& ém — .
g +I:| q-c‘ 50 B +I:| \
6 | +E‘ ém
+U 40 » +I:|
s ¢ Measurement ; ¢n ¢ Measurement
(u]
5| +E‘ ¥ Xc Model 30 L ¢ o Xc Model
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
q2 thresholds » g [Gev?/c?] g, [Gev?/c*]
x103
Belle Il ¢
8001 1/ 4t = 62.8 01 . ST Bellen ¥
¥ [Ldt = 62.8 o2 )
700 | 4 7t ¢
= 600 ¢o o ¢m
%) ém % 5L ¢
g 500 ém 9 +|:|
6\ éo : 4 | +|:|
Z 400} % & %
o ¢= 3L . o ¢m
300 ¢ ¢m * ¢ Measurement s ém ¢ Measurement
éo b 8 Xc Model 21 o = & Xc Model
200 - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

qé, [Gev?/c?] g2, [Gev?/c*]



Statistical plus
systematic
correlations

strong correlations!

&
S)
~
o
>
[}
)
NS
o




# 21

From moments to central moments

((@% = (@H)?) [(GeV?/c*)?]

(9% = (g?)?) [(GeV?/c*)]

1.00

Central moments are less
strongly correlated

(q?)

0.75

2 2 0.50
(@) @ A
ah | L@
(@) (@~ (@)
{g°) ((¢" = (7)) )
T, S
5F "
i +l -0.50
3t " t=
¢= ~
2| - z
. 48 . . é -0.75
e e Ty
2 3 4 5 6 71 8 100

qé, [GeV?/c*]

g2, [Gev?/c*]

(q?) ((@? = (a@*)?) (@2 = (g% (@2 = (@*)*)
6 Belle I . ] Belle Il
[Ldt = 62.8 b2 [Ldt = 62.8 b1
51 * :Ir: 60 | r
< s0f
4t + E o
+ =40t *
3F g r
t T30} ]
2 } 8 ) $
+ o I 20| +'
] N o
1t + . S ¢
b i < 10} v,
| ¢ Measurement "E e g ¢ Measurement ¢ ¢m
0 & X Model + + + + f OF & X.Model Ao K
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

qé, [GeV?/c] qé, [GeVv?/c?]
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# 23
State-of-the-art: | V., | with E, : M;

Fantastic progress on the theory side: 0-547

semileptonic rate @ N3LO! 0.52-

NLO

0.50-

o.48{%
7 NNLO N3LO

LO
Il NLO

Kinetic Scheme = Lo

m N3LO

M. Fael, K. Schénwald, M. Steinhauser 0.4 e S
[Phys.Rev.D 104 (2021) 1, 016003, arXiv:2011.13654]

SL Rate
F(b—ctv)/(To(mI>/mEin)3)

0.46-

Us (GeV)

Renormalization scale
Updated inclusive fit to (E,), (My) moments:

_3 my'™ m.(2GeV) 2 ph  pe(my) pis BRee 10°|Ve
’Vcb‘ — 42-16(30)th(32)exp(25)r 10 4573 1092  0.477 0.185 0.306 -0.130 10.66 42.16
0.012 0.008 0.056 0.031 0.050 0.092 0.15 0.51
1 0.307 -0.141 0.047 0.612 -0.196 -0.064 -0.420
1 0.018 -0.010 -0.162 0.048 0.028 0.061
— |
A | Vcb | /l Vcb | 1.2 %! 1 0735 -0.054 0.067 0.172 0.429

. . 1 -0.157 -0.149 0.091 0.299
M. Bordone, B. Capdevila, P. Gambino 1 0.001 0.013 -0.225

[Phys.Lett.B 822 (2021) 136679, arXiv:2107.00604] 1 -0.033 -0.005

1 0.684
1




qu M%; pgb /0%5
dl = dI dr, = +dlr, —= +dlr,.— +dlr,, . — + ...
0 _|_ e % _|_ ¥ l2) _|_ oD z —i_ PLS 2 _|_

Bad news: number of these matrix elements increases if one increases expansion in 1/my,, .

Innovative idea from [JHEP 02 (2019) 177, arXiv:1812.07472]
* (M. Fael, T. Mannel, K. Vos)

— Number of ME reduce by exploiting reparametrization
invariance, but not true for every observable

Spectral moments : v = pglmy

(M"[ ])‘j ”(/ )d—FdCD
Wiy = | W WV, Des Py 4D

w = (mgv — q)7° = (My) Moments not RPI (depends on V)
w=7v-p,= (E}) Moments not RPI (depends on V)

w = g% = ((g%)") Moments RPI! (does not depend on V)



2 ,LL 3
dr =dlo+dlr, == +dlN, =

mb mb mb mb

Innovative idea from

— Number of ME reduce by exploiting reparametrization
invariance, but not true for every observable

Measurements of g> moments of inclusive B — X U, decays with
hadronic tagging [PRD 104, 112011 (2021), arXiv:2109.01685]

Measurements of Lepton Mass squared moments in inclusive

B — X £V, Decays with the Belle Il Experiment
[PRD 107, 072002 (2023), arXiv:2205.06372]

Belle IT

h,c



26
F. Bernlochner, M. Fael, K. Olschwesky, E. Persson, #

2
| Vcb ‘ frOm q R. Van Tonder, K. Vos, M. Welsch [arXiv:2205.10274]

: 2) _ .
Extraction of | V_,| from g~ moments: Included corrections
on the mom. predictions
1 — Fit Result —— Fit Result
91 & Bellell 6 é Bellell 2\n 2 3
A Belle g : A Belle <(q ) > tree  a s Qs
< 8 & :
> =47 Partonic | v/
o =
<7 L He 2
g ] I ]
6 R P 2
] = 1/m} 4
5 ]
L L L L N L N LA o--—-—TT—T—1
1 2 3 4 5 6 71 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 71 8
qgut [GeV2] qgut [GeVz]
6— —— Fit Result ] —— Fit Result 0.100 4§
] é Bellell 80 é Bellell 18
& 5 i Belle =] A Belle 0.075
% ] %J 0.050 15
O 9 '
N N 0.025 12
% G ' 0.000
! ! ?
—0.025
~0.050 °
~0.075 3
~0.100 0
g2, [GeV?] 40.0 41.0 42.0 43.0

—> V| = (41.69 £ 0.59|g & 0.23],.0.) - 107° = (41.69 & 0.63) - 10~°



|V, | from g* versus E, : M3

Incl. E;, mxy Moments

Incl. g2 Moments
JHEP 10 (2022) 068

Incl. E;, mx and Incl. g°

Phys.Lett.B 822 (2021) 136679

@
Our Average /
Assume fully correlated BF uncertainties
and uncorrelated moment information
1 1 1 1 1
39 40 41 42 43

|Vcb| x 107

# 27



The g?> moments in inclusive semileptonic B decays

Moments to party: g : Eg : M)%

G. Finauri® P. Gambino®b< https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.20324

First simultaneous extraction using all moments N M Emmmmmene
- [ 1Only Had.

0.30+

Only Lep.
Very interesting take-away : inclusion of q2 moments Only ¢

have the potential to decrease uncertainties on pg - [ One Cut
[ 2023 Default

0.25 i
mit o, p2 s 03 prs  10°BRes, 10%|Viy| %
B. g2 4573 1.092 0.477 0.306 0.185 —0.130 10.66 42.16 o
E; + My "

0.012 0.008 0.056 0.050 |0.031 0.092 0.15 0.51 0.20

4572 1.092 0449 0.301 0.167 —-0.109 10.65 42.02
0.012 0.008 0.042 0.048 | 0.018 0.089 0.15 0.48

e

q2 moments prefer also reduction, but

smaller value for dominated by
Darwin term theory errors

2. - Af2
L ED : M;

I T I S S SV NS S S SO T S SR B R R B
0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70
2 2
fir [GeV7]

Fit includes BLM corrections (a2f3,) and QED
corrections for the first time ; uses updates FLAG

input of heavy quark masses With N, =2+ 1+ 1 «—— | m"m) =4203(11)Gev,  m{"(3GeV) = 0.989(10) GeV ,

Vol = (41.97 £ 0.27.p +0.314, +0.2510) x 1072 = (41.97 + 0.48) x 1077
p




# 29

| V., | from g* versus E, : M; versus g° : E, : M;

Incl. E;, mxy Moments ®
Phys.Lett.B 822 (2021) 136679

Incl. g2 Moments
JHEP 10 (2022) 068

Incl. E;, mx and Incl. g°
Our Average

39 40 41 42 43
|Vcb| X 103
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" Inclusive semileptonic Bg meson decays at the LHC
LHCb m Ight enter the SCene via a sum-of-exclusive modes technique: possibilities

and prospects

https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.05147

M. DE CIAN®, N. FELIKS®T, M. RoTONDO¢ AND K. KERI Vos%¢

LHCDb records an impressive
amount of b-hadrons of — B,:B,:B,:B.:A\,~40%:40% :10% : 0.2% : 8 %
various types



LHCDb might enter the scene

LHCDb records an impressive
amount of b-hadrons of
various types

—

Interesting data set to study e.g. SU(3)
breaking or baryon-meson differences
of HQE parameters! But how?

Sum over Exclusive Modes

Reconstruct your inclusive B, = X . £v,

system by explicitly reconstructing
the majority of all prompt final states

Challenge: need good understanding of

- missing prompt exclusive contributions to XCS
- correct for missing decay modes of exclusive

Inclusive semileptonic Bg meson decays at the LHC
via a sum-of-exclusive modes technique: possibilities
and prospects

https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.05147

M. DE CIAN®, N. FELIKS®T, M. RoTONDO¢ AND K. KERI Vos%¢

B,:B;:B,:B.: A\, ~40% :40% : 10% : 0.2 % : 8%
% 106 :—D D>X< B Decs 0
&) = L < 0 Decay B[%] (Conf. A)
pe) - D, B® — X..lv 10.05+0.31
2 T D. B = D1, [37] 2.44-0.23
— 0 E s BY - D1, [37] 5.340.5
= = DS() D, BY — D%(2317)0" 4 (see text) 0.3+0.3
4 B BY — D’ (2460)(~ 7, (see text) 0.340.3
M0t BY = D, (2536)( 7 0.980.20
— BY — D§2(2573)€‘Dg 0.584-0.20
, B B? — DWK (=, (see text) 0.15+0.15
10°
- DK
10 E-
1 1 1 1 l 1
2 2.5 3 3.5 4
M(X.) [GeV]
Dz, D;l Dy D3,
2317.8 £ 0.5MeV | 2459.5 + 0.6 MeV 2535.11 £ 0.06 MeV | 2569.1 + 0.8 MeV
< 3.8MeV < 3.5MeV 0.92 + 0.05 MeV 16.9 & 0.7 MeV
Dir®  100%9,% | Di7° 48 £11% | D*t K 85+ 12% | DK+ seen
Df~ < 5% | DIy 18 +4% | DK+ 100% | DYKQ seen
Dty <6 | Dfrtr~ 43+13% | D*m~ K+ 28+0.5% | D*TKQ seen
Dity < 6% | Dty <8% | Dfntn seen
Dy 3.7759% | DTKY < 34%
DK+ < 12%




LHCb might enter the scene

LHCDb records an impressive
amount of b-hadrons of
various types

P
SN
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Proof - of - concept :
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Inclusive semileptonic Bg meson decays at the LHC

via a sum-of-exclusive modes technique: possibilities
and prospects

https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.05147

M. DE Ciane, N. FELIKS®T, M. RoTONDO® AND K. KERI Vos%¢
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LQCD might enter the scene

On the study of inclusive semileptonic decays of B;-meson from
lattice QCD https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.09892

P. GAMBINO(Y), S. HASHIMOTO(?), S. MACHLER(')(?), M. PANERO('), F. SANFILIPPO(*),
S. SiMmuLA(*), A. SMECCA(!) and N. TANTALO(®)(¥)

Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Torino & INFN, Sezione di Torino - Torino, Italy

Impressive progress understanding inclusive

decays in the framework of Lattice QCD (LQCD)

E.g.study of B, = X_.£v,

2) Theory Center, Institute of Particle and Nuclear Studies, High Energy Accelerator Research

*)

(*)
Organization (KEK) - Tsukuba, Japan

(3) Physikinstitut, Universitit Ziirich - Ziirich, Switzerland

(*) INFN, Sezione di Roma Tre - Rome, Italy

(°) Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Roma “Tor Vergata” & INFN, Sezione di Roma “Tor
Vergata” - Rome, Italy

annihilation creation

dr  GilVe|* < 2-1
—_— = 2 Z(l) 2

Structure functions, which can be /

T

probed with lattice correlation functions

Zero Lattice Spacing lattice ensembles with
different smearing kernels

T T T T ( T T T
s1(0) 0) T
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More interesting developments! But time is running out :-( "

QED effects important QED effects in inclusive semi-leptonic B decays
to push precision ;

Need more experimental results w/o

FSR corrections Dante Bigi, Marzia Bordone,* Paolo Gambino,?%?

https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.02849

Ulrich Haisch® and Andrea Piccione®

Inclusive Semileptonic b — cfiy Decays
to Order 1/m;}

S
Full 1/ mg ! https://arxiv.org/pdf/2311.12002.pdf

THOMAS MANNEL, ILIJA S. MILUTIN

Theoretische Physik 1, Center for Particle Physics Siegen
Universitat Siegen, D-57068 Siegen, Germany

NNLO QCD corrections to the g? spectrum of
inclusive semileptonic B-meson decays

Full 0‘s2 ! https://arxiv.org/pdf/2403.03976.pdf

MATTEO FAEL® AND FLORIAN HERREN’

@ Theoretical Physics Department, CERN, 1211 Geneva, Switzerland

b Physics Institute, Universitit Ziirich, Winterthurerstrasse 190, CH-8057 Ziirich,
Switzerland
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Experimental and Theory Errors Her

In our V., fits, we currently do not include experimental correlation

between moments of different types (e.g. E, : M) S\ single analysis that extracts al

moments simultaneously

Data is really precise and systematically limited — also no theory
correlations between different moments

Theory correlations long-standing discussion item ; HQE parameters depend
on them to some extend, but V_, only has an underlying dependence

correlation
between
different
moments

correlation
between

2 .

min
2 .
min

Pcut

X2—x
pmom
. ¢

L

0O 41.0 42.0 43.0 44.0 40.0 41.0 42.0 43.0
Vel x 103 Ves| x 103
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Oh my Darwin: SU(3) and Lifetimes

— Scenario A: large value of (Og)p, from Ref. [239] — E,: My
and large SU (3)p breaking;

— Scenario B: small value of (Og)p, from Ref. [240] ——> ¢g?
and small SU(3)r breaking.

7(By)/T(Byg) Scenario A
4 | = pp
7(Bs) _ 1.028 + 0.011 Scenario A | | (Ocbs.
7(Bg) 1.003 + 0.006 Scenario B | 2
T
W other
T7(B™)
7(Ba) °
7(Bs) B Experiment
T(B ) A HQE Scenario A
d Bl HQE Scenario B

0.98 1.00 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10 1.12



