arXiv:1111.2968v1 [hep-lat] 12 Nov 2011

B Mixing in the Standard Model and Beyond: Lattice QCD

C. Bernard^1, C.M. Bouchard^{2,3}, A.X. El-Khadra^2, E.D. Freeland^{2,4}, E. Gámiz^{3,5}, A.S. Kronfeld^3, J. Laiho^6, R.S. Van de Water^7 For the Fermilab Lattice and MILC Collaborations

1Department of Physics, Washington University, St. Louis, Missouri 63130, USA, 2Physics Department, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois 61801, USA, 3Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, Illinois 60510, USA, 4Department of Physics, Benedictine University, Lisle, Illinois, 60532, USA, 5CAFPE and Departamento de Fisica Teorica y del Cosmos, Universidad de Granada, Campus de Fuente Nueva, E-18002 Granada, Spain, 6Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Glasgow, Glasgow, Scotland, UK, 7Physics Department, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, New York 11973, USA

Abstract. We give a brief overview and progress report on our lattice QCD calculation of neutral B mixing hadronic matrix elements needed for Standard Model and Beyond the Standard Model physics. Reference [1] contains more details and results.

Keywords: neutral-B mixing, lattice QCD PACS: 12.15.Ff, 12.38.Gc, 13.25.Hw, 14.40.Nd

1. MOTIVATION AND CONNECTION TO EXPERIMENT

Neutral-B mixing is suppressed in the Standard Model, making it a process sensitive to new physics. The effective hamiltonian that describes neutral-B mixing H_{eff} = ∑^5_{i=1} C_iO_i contains five operators whose matrix elements elements ⟨B̄^0_q|O_i(μ)|B^0_q⟩ must be calculated with lattice QCD,

O_1 = (b̄^α γ_μ Lq^α ) (b̄^β γ_μ Lq^β ), O_4 = (b̄^α Lq^α ) (b̄^β Rq^β ), O_2 = (b̄^α Lq^α ) (b̄^β Lq^β ), O_5 = (b̄^α Lq^β ) (b̄^β Rq^α ), O_3 = (b̄^α Lq^β ) (b̄^β Lq^α ), (1)

where α and β are color indices. The first three operators are needed to describe Standard Model processes. The remaining two, O_4 and O_5, appear in Beyond the Standard Model physics.

In the Standard Model, the meson mass difference can be expressed as

ΔM_q = ( G^2_F M^2_W S_0 4π^2M_{Bq} ) η_B(μ)|V_{tb}V^∗_{tq}|^2⟨B̄^0_q|O_1(μ)|B^0_q⟩. (2)

Measurements of ΔM_q have sub-percent errors [2, 3], so our ability to to constrain the CKM matrix contribution |V_{tb}V^∗_{tq}| is limited by how precisely we know ⟨B̄^0_q|O_1(μ)|B^0_q⟩. Also of interest is the SU(3)-breaking ratio ξ , defined by

ΔM_s ΔM_d = | | | V^{ts} V_{td} | | |^2 M^{Bd} M_{Bs}

⟨B̄^0_s |O_1(μ)|B^0_s ⟩ ⟨B̄^0_d|O_1(μ)|B^0_d⟩ ≡ | | | V^{ts} V_{td} | | |^2 M^{Bs} M_{Bd} ξ^2. (3)

ξ is useful since some (lattice QCD) errors cancel in the ratio of matrix elements. Current lattice QCD calculations have errors of just under 7% on the square root of ⟨B^0_q|O_1(μ)|B^0_q⟩ and just under 3% on ξ [4, 5, 6].

Including Beyond the Standard Model effects results in a generalized version of Eq. (2),

ΔM_q = 5 ∑_{i=1}^Ci^{(μ)⟨B0}q^{|O}i^{(μ)|B0}q^{⟩. (4)}

Combined with lattice QCD results for all five matrix elements, Eq. (4) can be used to check that a Beyond the Standard Model prediction is consistent with experiment. The full set of matrix elements was calculated by Ref. [7] in 2001 using the quenched approximation. Advances since then allow for an improved calculation.

The lifetime difference, in the Standard Model, can be written schematically as [8, 9]

ΔΓ_q = f^2_{Bq} [ G_1B_{1,q} + G_3B_{3,q} ] cosϕ_q + O(1/m_b,α_s), (5)

where B_i are bag parameters defined via ⟨B̄^0_q|O_i(μ)|B^0_q⟩ ∝ f^2_{Bq} B_i(μ), the G_i are calculated perturbatively, and ϕ_q is the CP-violating phase. In Eq. (5), ΔΓ is dominated by the O_1 contribution, resulting in a reduction of hadronic uncertainty in the ratio ΔΓ/ΔM. Nevertheless, a calculation of the ratio ⟨B̄^0_q|O_3(μ)|B^0_q⟩/⟨B̄^0_q|O_1(μ)|B^0_q⟩ on the lattice can be useful. In addition, Eq. (5) constrains the expected behavior of ΔΓ versus ϕ [8, 10], and a calculation of certain combinations of the Standard Model operators should reduce the error in that relationship.

2. THE CALCULATION IN LATTICE QCD AND A DISCUSSION OF ERRORS

In these proceedings, we provide an overview of our error analysis; a more detailed description of the calculation can be found in Ref. [1]. The physics of a quantum field theory can be obtained from correlation functions which, when expressed in path integral form, can be evaluated numerically on a discretized volume of space-time (the lattice). These correlation functions can also be written as functions of matrix elements. There are a number of sources of error in a lattice QCD calculation. We review these and highlight improvements we have made over our previous calculation [5].

A lattice QCD calculation obviously introduces an error due to discretization. Guided by theory, we can extrapolate from a finite lattice spacing to the continuum and also quantify the discretization errors^1. Our current lattice QCD calculation of the B-mixing matrix elements includes two lattice spacings, 0.12 and 0.09 fm, included in our previous calculation as well as a third, smaller spacing of 0.06 fm. In addition, we plan to anchor our continuum extrapolation with a fourth spacing of 0.04 fm. In this way, we can gain better control over discretization errors.

Numerical integration involves ensemble averages over gauge (vacuum) configurations. The number of gauge configurations available for each ensemble has increased by a factor of 2 – 4 for most of our data allowing for improved statistical errors.

It is computationally expensive to calculate with up and down quarks at their physical mass, so we calculate with light quarks that are “too heavy”. We then use chiral perturbation theory to extrapolate to the physical quark masses. Because the light-mass pions of χPT are the component affected by the finite volume in the simulations, the finitevolume error is folded into the chiral extrapolation. The range of “light” quark masses we use spans from the strangequark mass m_s down to 0.1m_s, with one ensemble at 0.05m_s. Such a range allows for good control over the chiral extrapolation and the decrease in statistical errors mentioned above improves these extrapolations.

Lattice calculations also have errors from inputs: the physical scale of the lattice spacing and the bare quark masses. Each of these is determined by a separate lattice QCD calculation. Once determined, these inputs can be used for a suite of calculations of which B-mixing matrix elements are just one part. Details on the determination of these inputs can be found in Refs. [11, 12]. Finally, operators must be matched to the continuum and renormalized. For this we use one-loop perturbation theory resulting in a perturbation-theory truncation error.

In the calculations discussed here, we generate numerical data for two-point and three-point correlation functions and fit them simultaneously for each meson (combination of heavy and light quarks). Once we have renormalized the matrix elements, we use SU(3), partially-quenched, staggered χPT for the extrapolation of each matrix element and ratios of matrix elements.

Table 1 compares the error from our previous analysis to the error we expect to have for the calculation described here, based on our preliminary analysis.

3. CONCLUSION AND SUMMARY

We have a good start on a large-data-set lattice QCD calculation of the matrix elements that describe neutral-B mixing. Our calculation will cover the operators needed for both Standard Model and Beyond the Standard Model physics. For

1 Light-quark discretization errors are folded into the chiral extrapolation; heavy-quark discretization errors are often quantified separately.

the Standard Model matrix elements, we expect to halve the error on current, published calculations. In the Beyond the Standard Model case, this will be the first full-QCD (unquenched) calculation and the first update in ten years.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Computations for this work were carried out with resources provided by the USQCD Collaboration, the Argonne Leadership Computing Facility, the National Energy Research Scientific Computing Center, and the Los Alamos National Laboratory, which are funded by the Office of Science of the U.S. Department of Energy; and with resources provided by the National Institute for Computational Science, the Pittsburgh Supercomputer Center, the San Diego Supercomputer Center, and the Texas Advanced Computing Center, which are funded through the National Science Foundation’s Teragrid/XSEDE Program. This work was supported in part by the U.S. Department of Energy under Grants No. DE-FG02-91ER40677 (C.M.B, E.D.F., E.G., A.X.K.) and No. DE-FG02-91ER40628 (C.B.), by the URA Visiting Scholars’ program (C.M.B., E.G.), and by the Fermilab Fellowship in Theoretical Physics (C.M.B.). This manuscript has been co-authored by employees of Brookhaven Science Associates, LLC, under Contract No. DE- AC02-98CH10886 with the U.S. Department of Energy. R.S.V. acknowledges support from BNL via the Goldhaber Distinguished Fellowship. Fermilab is operated by Fermi Research Alliance, LLC, under Contract No. DE-AC02- 07CH11359 with the United States Department of Energy.

REFERENCES

1. C. Bernard et al, to be published in PoS LAT2011 (2011).

2. A. Abulencia et al. [ CDF Collaboration ], Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 242003 (2006) [hep-ex/0609040]. 3. K. Nakamura et al. [ Particle Data Group Collaboration ], J. Phys. G G37, 075021 (2010).

4. E. Gamiz, C. T. H. Davies, G. P. Lepage, J. Shigemitsu and M. Wingate [HPQCD Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 80, 014503 (2009) [arXiv:0902.1815 [hep-lat]].

5. R. T. Evans, E. Gamiz, A. El-Khadra and A. Kronfeld [Fermilab Lattice and MILC Collaborations], PoS LAT2009, 245 (2009) [arXiv:0911.5432 [hep-lat]].

6. C. Albertus et al., Phys. Rev. D 82, 014505 (2010) [arXiv:1001.2023 [hep-lat]].

7. D. Becirevic, V. Gimenez, G. Martinelli, M. Papinutto, J. Reyes, JHEP 0204, 025 (2002). [hep-lat/0110091]. 8. A. Lenz and U. Nierste, JHEP 0706, 072 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0612167].

9. M. Beneke, G. Buchalla and I. Dunietz, Phys. Rev. D 54, 4419 (1996) [Erratum-ibid. D 83, 119902 (2011)] [arXiv:hepph/9605259].

10. CDF/DØ ΔΓ_s, β_s Combination Working Group, CDF Note 9787, DØ Note 5928, (2009) 11. A. Bazavov et al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1349 (2010) [arXiv:0903.3598 [hep-lat]].

12. C. Bernard et al. [ Fermilab Lattice and MILC Collaborations ], Phys. Rev. D83, 034503 (2011) [arXiv:1003.1937 [hep-lat]].

TABLE 1. Error budget on β_{Bs} = √ f^2_{Bs} M_{Bs} B in percent. Column “2008- 09” is based on our calculation in Ref. [5]. “Expected” is our projection based on the preliminary calculation presented here.

[!t] source 2008-09 expected

Inputs:

scale (r_1) 3.0 1.1 sea, valence quark masses (mis)tuning 0.3 0.3 b-quark mass (mis)tuning 1.1 ∼ 1

statistical 2.7 ∼ 1

heavy-quark discretization 2.0 ∼ 1.2

χPT + light quark discretization + finite volume 0.7 ≤ 0.7

matching, renormalization (1-loop PT) ∼ 4 ∼ 2.5

total 6.2% ∼ 3.4%