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Non avendolo mai mozzicato – anche se a volte ne avrei avuto voglia - 
non conosco il sapore di Nando, ma ricordo quando ci siamo incontrati 

Aula Amaldi, allora Aula  di Fisica Generale,  Maggio 1971
Lezioni di Fisica 1 del prof. Salvini



Aula Amaldi, allora Aula  di Fisica Generale,  Maggio 1971
Lezioni di Fisica 1 del prof. Chiarotti  
                   Collettivo di  Fisica & Massimo Pieri

A-L    prof. Salvini                               M-Z  prof. Chiarotti 



Poi abbiamo preso strade  diverse 
entrambi fisica delle particelle, uno sperimentale l’altro  teorico
Ci siamo  ritrovati qualche anno  più  tardi  con  un  lavoro sulle PdF
al NLO

con un breve ma importante seguito  …. 

al ristorante la Pergola dello Chef Heinz Beck



Evoluzione verso il Flavor (anche in senso culinario)
Indipendentemente Nando e  collaboratori con  Babar 
(vedi talk  di Livio Lanceri) e
Enrico, Marco, Laura ed io (+ Luca+Utfit) ci siamo tuffati nella
Fisica del  Flavor:  Nagoya 2006

Col sapore si 
mangia bene 
e Nando  
ama la 
buona cucina



Evoluzione verso il Flavor non solo in senso culinario
Un periodo di  intensa collaborazione con
il  gruppo Babar di Roma,  tra i giovani Sharham, 
Gianluca,  Federico (Mescia), ….              1)

2)

3)

Seminari con cadenza più o meno regolare per discutere insieme violazione di CP per
mesoni B, decadimenti leptonici, decadimenti non-leptonici, fisica oltre il Modello
Standard



3) Arriva un  mutante: lo studente in comune Nando-Guido,
ovvero Maurizio Pierini



3) Arriva un  mutante: lo studente in comune Nando-Guido,
ovvero Maurizio Pierini

Correlatore, Corelatore o Co-relattore

RR.1) tutti i vocabolari o dizionari della lingua italiana riportano"correlatore", ed anzi in 
molti il termine a singola R (e così pure co-relatore) non è neppure minimamente citato 
come possibile anche se più rara alternativa;

RR.2) si tratta di un caso di raddoppio sintattico (es.: correligionario, corresponsabile, ecc.) 
che viene spontaneo nel parlare, e quindi entrato definitivamente nell'uso comune
della nostra lingua;

RR.3) la maggior parte di quelli che si ostinano a dire "corelatore"sono di Roma o di 
origine laziale; come risaputo, in quel vernacolo la riduzione di "RR" a "R" è molto
comune nel linguaggio parlato MAURIZIO MANCO È DE ROMA



Oltre il flavor

Con Nando  Presidente  dell’INFN
accordo con la SISSA per far nascere il GSSI
(e non posso non menzionare Eugenio Coccia
e i nostri surreali incontri col ministro Profumo)

non resta tanto tempo per parlare di  Fisica,
ovvero della fisica del sapore  20 anni dopo



•Provides the best determination of the CKM parameters;
•Tests the consistency of the SM (``direct” vs ``indirect”
determinations) @  the quantum level;
•Provides predictions for SM observables (in the past for 
example sin 2β  and   Δms )
• It could lead to new discoveries (CP violation, Charm, !?)
•The discovery potential of precision flavor physics should not 
be underestimated

STANDARD MODEL 
UNITARITY  TRIANGLE ANALYSIS
(Flavor Physics)  



Theoretical predictions of Sin 2 b
in the years predictions 

exist since '95

experiments

sin 2 bUTA = 0.65  ± 0.12
Prediction 1995 from  

Ciuchini,Franco,G.M.,Reina,Silvestrini

sin 2 bUTfit = 0.736  ± 0.028
2023

sin 2 bexp = 0.688  ± 0.020
2023     pull=-1.4

2004



SM predictions
of Dms

SM expectation
Δms = (16.92 ± 0.99 ) ps-1

6s

5s3s

4s

1s

2s
Legenda

Dms

10

Prediction “era” Monitoring “era”

Exp
Δms = (17.72 ± 0.04  ) ps-1

SM expectation 2023
Δms = (17.94 ± 0.69 ) ps-1

Exp
Δms = (17.741 ± 0.020  ) ps-

1

2004



1963: Cabibbo Angle 
1964: CP violation in K decays *
1970 GIM Mechanism
1973: CP Violation needs at least 
three quark families (CKM) *
1975: discovery of the tau lepton –
3rd lepton family *
1977: discovery of the b quark -
3rd quark family *
2003/4: CP violation in B meson 
decays                        * Nobel Prize



Lquarks =   Lkinetic + Lgauge +LYukawa

Flavor physics in the Standard Model 
In the SM,  the quark mass matrix,  from which the CKM 
matrix and CP violation originate,  is  determined by the 
coupling of the Higgs boson to fermions.

CP invariant
CP and symmetry breaking 
are striclty correlated

EWSB has many accidental 
simmetries may violate 

accidental 
simmetries



Absence of FCNC  at tree level  (& GIM 
suppression of FCNC @loop level) 

Almost no CP violation at tree level 

Flavour Physics is extremely
sensitive to New Physics (NP)

In competition with 
Electroweak Precision  
Measurements



WHY RARE DECAYS ?
Rare decays are a manifestation of broken
(accidental) symmetries e.g. of physics
beyond the Standard Model

Proton decay                              baryon and lepton
number conservation

µ ->  e  + g
lepton  flavor number

ni -> nk      found !



RARE DECAYS WHICH ARE ALLOWED
IN THE STANDARD MODEL

FCNC:
qi     ->  qk   +    n n

qi     ->  qk   +    l+ l-

qi     ->  qk   +    g

these decays occur only via 
loops because of GIM and 
are suppressed by CKM 

THUS THEY ARE  SENSITIVE TO 
NEW PHYSICS





B0 - B0 mixing
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In general the mixing mass matrix of the SQuarks 
(SMM) is not diagonal in flavour space analogously 
to the quark case We may either
Diagonalize the SMM

z , g , g

Qj
Lqj

L

FCNC

or Rotate by the same 
matrices
the SUSY partners of 

the u- and d- like quarks
(Qj

L )´ = Uij
L Qj

L
Uj

LUi
L dk

L

g



In the latter case the Squark Mass
Matrix is not diagonal

(m2
Q )ij = m2

average 1ij + Dmij
2      dij = Dmij

2 / m2
average



CP Violation in
the Standard Model
After the diagonalisation of the  quark mass matrix



N(N-1)/2           angles           and        (N-1)(N-2) /2     phases

N=3      3 angles + 1 phase      KM 
the phase generates complex couplings i.e.  CP 
violation;
6 masses +3 angles +1 phase = 10 parameters

Vud Vus Vub 
Vcd Vcs Vcb 
Vtb Vts Vtb 

 

 



Vud Vus Vub 

Vcd Vcs Vcb 

Vtd Vts Vtb 
 

 

Quark masses &
Generation 
Mixing

Neutron
Proton

ne

e-

down
up

W

| Vud |

| Vud | = 0.9735(8)
| Vus | = 0.2196(23)
| Vcd | = 0.224(16)
| Vcs | = 0.970(9)(70)
| Vcb | = 0.0406(8)
| Vub | = 0.00409(25)
| Vtb | = 0.99(29)

(0.999)

b-decays

updated values later



  1 - 1/2 λ2          λ A λ3(ρ - i η)   

      - λ    1 - 1/2 λ2     A λ2

    A λ3   ×
  (1- ρ - i η)

     -A λ2         1

+ O(l4)

The Wolfenstein Parametrization

l ~ 0.2   A ~ 0.8    
h ~ 0.2   r ~ 0.3 

Sin q12 = l
Sin q23 = A l2

Sin q13 = A l3(r-i h)

Vtd

Vub



a1

a2

a3

b1

b2

b3

d1

e1

c3

The Bjorken-Jarlskog Unitarity Triangle

| Vij | is invariant under
phase rotations

a1 = V11 V12
* = Vud Vus

*

a2 = V21 V22
*    a3 = V31 V32

*

a1 + a2 + a3 = 0
(b1 + b2 + b3 = 0 etc.)

a1

a2
a3

a b

g
Only the orientation depends
on the phase convention



The Standard Triangle of the Standard Model



STRONG CP VIOLATION 

Lq =   q Gµna Ga
µn Ga

µn = eµnrs Ga
rs

Lq ~   q Ea · Ba

This term violates CP and gives a contribution to the 
electric dipole moment of the neutron

en   <  3  10-26 e cm

q < 10-10 which is quite unnatural !!





The extraordinary progress  of the experimental 
measurements requires accurate theoretical predictions 

Precision flavor physics requires the control of hadronic 
effects for which lattice QCD simulations are essential

BSM

SM

What can be computed and 
what cannot be computed 



Semileptonic (K,D,B)

Leptonic (π,K,D,B)

(some) Radiative and Rare    long distance effects
(also K -> π l+l- )



Non-leptonic
but only below the 
inelastic threshold
(may be also
3 body decays)

Neutral meson mixing (local)

B -> ππ,Kπ, etc.  No !

+ some long distance contributions to K and D neutral 
meson mixing + short distance contributions to B-> K(*) l+l-



CKM

THE

www.utfit.org

M.Bona, M. Ciuchini, D. Derkach, F. Ferrari, E. Franco, 
V. Lubicz, G. Martinelli, D. Morgante, M. Pierini, 

L. Silvestrini, S. Simula,  C. Tarantino, V. Vagnoni, 
M. Valli, and L.Vittorio

2023



K0 - K0 mixing

Unitary
Triangle

SM

B0
d,s - B0

d,s mixing Bd

2005

semileptonic decays



Marco Ciuchini Page 36KEK-FF 2013

r = 0.1609 ± 0.0095  h = 0.347 ±0.010  

Consistence on an
over constrained fit

of the CKM parameters

CKM matrix is the dominant source of flavour mixing and CP violation

2023 results  

In the 
hadronic 
sector,  the 
SM CKM  
pattern 
represents 
the principal 
part of the 
flavor 
structure 
and of  CP 
violation 

a = (94.9  ± 4.7 )0
sin2b = 0.688 ± 0.0206
b = (22.46  ± 0.68 )0
g = (66.1 ± 3.5)0
A = 0.828 ± 0.011

λ = 0.22519 ± 0.00083 



r = 0.1609 ± 0.0095  
h = 0.347 ±0.010  



Progressi dall’epoca della tesi di Pierini



Marco Ciuchini Page 39KEK-FF 2013

2016

Experimental progress so impressive that we can fit
the hadronic matrix elements (in the SM)

BABAR  played a fundamental role in this  Progress 



To be updated



41Marcella 
Bona

UTfit 
update

Vcb and Vub

|Vcb| (excl) = (39.44 ± 0.63) 10-3

|Vcb| (incl) = (42.16 ± 0.50) 10-3

|Vub| (excl) = (3.74 ± 0.17) 10-3

|Vub| (incl) = (4.32 ± 0.29 ) 10-3

|Vub / Vcb| (LHCb) = (9.46 ± 0.79) 10-2

from FLAG 2021

from Bordone et al.
arXiv:2107.00604

From Λb, excluded following FLAG guidelines|Vub / Vcb| (LHCb) = (7.9 ± 0.6) 10-2

From Bs to K at high 
q2

Utfit Prediction Vcb= (42.22 ± 0.51) 10-3      Vub= (3.70 ± 0.11) 10-3 
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. V

 K)
→ 

s (B
cb/V

ubV

UTfit average

global SM UTfit

~ 3.2s discrepancy

from GGOU HFLAV 2021
adding a flat uncertainty
covering the spread
of central values

~1.6s discrepancy

From global SM fit |Vcb| = (42.00 ± 0.47) 10-3  |Vub| = (3.715 ± 0.093) 10-3 

TENSIONS



Exclusive semileptonic B → {D(*),𝜋} decays 
through unitarity (and other developments)

Work in collaboration with  M. Naviglio. S. Simula and L.  Vittorio
(PRD ’21 (2105.02497), PRD ’21 (2105.07851), PRD ’22 (2105.08674), 2109.15248, 2204.05925, 2202.10285)

See talk by A.  Vaquero

Mr. Nosferatu
from Transylvania



New theoretical approaches
in semileptonic B →D, D* decays Pagina 43

State-of-the-art of the semileptonic B → {D(*),𝜋} decays
Two  critical issues

• Vcb

•

tension



Main Results from the Dispersive Matrix Method 

• universal: it can be applied to any exclusive semileptonic decays of mesons and baryons

From  S. Simula 

Utfit 42.22 (0.51)



SU(3) breaking effects need further investigation38
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Summary 



real photon



Beyond the SM 





Old slid
e



Excitement



Harakiri!



Caro Nando,
la nostra conoscenza e amicizia è > 50 anni,
abbiamo fatto insieme cose di cui possiamo
andare orgogliosi (e tu anche di più senza di 
me), spero che continueremo a profittare di  
questa nostra amicizia ancora per molto…

THANKS FOR YOUR ATTENTION



Back up Slides 



26/09/2018Pagina 54

The Dispersive Matrix (DM) method

6

The conformal variable z is related to the momentum transfer as:

[0, tmax=t- ] ⇨ [zmax, 0]



Pagina 55

We also have to define the kinematical functions

Thus, we need these external inputs to implement our method:

- estimates of the FFs, computed on the lattice, @ {t1,…,tn}: from Cauchy’s theorem (for generic m)

LQCD 
data!

- non-perturbative values of the susceptibilities, since from the dispersion relations (calling
the Euclidean quadratic momentum)

The DM method

Since the susceptibilities are computed 
on the lattice, we can in principle use 

whatever value of        



26/09/2018Pagina 56

The positivity of the original inner products guarantees that namely

The DM method

9

UNITARITY FILTER: unitarity is satisfied if 𝛾 is semipositive definite, namely if

This is a parametrization-independent unitarity test of the LQCD input data 

LOWER
bound

UPPER
bound

A detailed discussion of the  treatment of statistical errors 
and constraints was also presented (simplified with respect to 
L. Lellouch NPB, 479 (1996))



Non-perturbative computation of the susceptibilities

To compute the susceptibilities on the lattice, we start from the Euclidean correlators:  

W. I.

The possibility to compute the 𝜒s
on the lattice allows us

to choose whatever value of Q2

(i.e. near the region of production 
of the resonances)

NOT POSSIBLE IN PERTURBATION THEORY!!!

POSSIBLE IMPROVEMENT IN THE STUDY OF 
THE FFs through our method

Work in progress…

12

W. I.



Non-perturbative computation of the susceptibilities

Let us choose for the moment zero Q2:

Z: appropriate renormalization constants
N. Carrasco et al. [ETM Coll.], NPB 887 (2014) [arXiv:1403.4504]

13



Non-perturbative computation of the susceptibilities

Following set of  nine quark masses:

r: (unphysical) Wilson parameter

14Contact terms & 
Large discretisation effects



Contact terms & perturbative subtraction

In twisted mass LQCD (tmLQCD):

CONTACT TERMS!!!

L. Vittorio (SNS & INFN, Pisa) 15



Contact terms & perturbative subtraction

In twisted mass LQCD (tmLQCD):

15

Thus, by separating the longitudinal and the transverse contributions, we can 
compute the susceptibilities for all the spin-parity quantum numbers in the free 
theory on the lattice, i.e. at order using twisted-mass fermions!

LO term of PT @ contact terms and discretization effects @ 

Perturbative subtraction: Higher order corrections?

Work in progress…



L. Vittorio (SNS & INFN, Pisa) 16

Contact terms & perturbative subtraction

NOT ENOUGH…



Non-perturbative computation of the susceptibilities

L. Vittorio (SNS & INFN, Pisa) 14Much better using the Ward Identity



16

Contact terms & perturbative subtraction

OK

An extrapolation to the continuum limit was 
implemented



ETMC ratio method & final results

For the extrapolation to the physical b-quark point we have used the ETMC ratio method: 

to ensure that

All the details are deeply discussed in arXiv:2105.07851. In this way, we have obtained the first 
lattice QCD determination of susceptibilities of heavy-to-heavy (and heavy-to-light, in prep.) 
transition current densities:

17

b → c b → u

Bigi, Gambino PRD ’16 
Bigi, Gambino, Schacht PLB ’17 
Bigi, Gambino, Schacht JHEP ’17

Differences with PT? ∼4% for 1-, ∼7% for 0-, ∼20 % for 0+ and 1+



Exclusive Vcb determination from B -> D*
,

In the w differential decay rate  data systematically above the result of the fit
This problem is known and has been studied, for example, in Nucl. Instrum. Meth.  
A346 (1994) 306-311

Our interpretation is that  there is a  problem related to the 
experimental calibration and  to the   covariance matrix



significative improvement of  
the



Exclusive Vcb determination from B → D*



S. Meinel CKM21

Is there really a problem with 
Lepton Flavor Universality  in 

B → D(*) decays ?   
or 

Much ado about nothing 





DM confronts BGL
two important differences in the DM method with respect to BGL parametrization

• No series expansion to describe the FFs NO TRUNCATION ERRORS

particularly relevant for semileptonic decays characterized by a very large q2 range

Maximum q2 = 26.46 GeV2

Maximum q2 =  21.9 GeV2

• Unitarity check of FFs data completely independent of the parameterization

The DM approach
i) reproduces exactly the known data
ii) allows to extrapolate the form factor in the whole kinematical range
iii) in a parameterization-independent way 
iv) providing a band of values representing the results of all possible BGL fits

satisfying unitarity and passing through the known points (important for 
estimating uncertainties)



Semileptonic B → 𝜋 decays (in prep.) Solid: RBC/UKQCD
Dashed: FNAL/MILC

35• 3 RBC/UKQCD data (points) for each FF [arXiv:1501.05363]
• 3 FNAL/MILC data (squares) for each FF [arXiv:1503.07839] 

Non-
perturbative 
susceptibility 
for the b → u 

current

combined



Unitarization of the experimental data

Exclusive and the inclusive 
values are compatible at the 

1𝜎 level

38

NE
W



S. Meinel CKM21



Conclusions 
The Dispersion Matrix approach is a powerful tool to implement unitarity in the
analysis of exclusive semileptonic decays of mesons and baryons

- it does not rely on any assumption about the momentum dependence of the hadronic
form factors

- it can be based entirely on first principles (i.e. unitarity and analiticity) using non-
perturbative  lattice determinations of  both the relevant form factors and the 
dispersive bounds (the susceptibilities) from appropriate 2-point and 3-point 
(Euclidean) correlation functions

- it predicts band of values that are equivalent to all possible BGL fits satisfying unitarity
and reproducing exactly a given set of data points. Larger but more reliable
uncertainties

- It is not biased by the fit of the experimental data

- it is universal, namely it can be applied to any exclusive semileptonic decay e.g.  baryon
decays



Conclusions 2

New insight on both: 

• the |Vcb|, |Vub| puzzles (exclusive and inclusive determinations
compatible @ the 1𝜎 level)

We found problems with the Belle covariance matrix

• the R(D(*)) anomalies (theoretical values and measurements
compatible @ the 1.6𝜎 level)

• No apparent deviation in the down sector, what 
about the up one?


