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1 Introduction

In 1998, the CDF collaboration reported the first experimental observation of the B, me-
son[1]. The heavy meson B, with be quark structure is made of two heavy quarks with
different charge and flavors. It is located between two heavy meson families called char-
monium éc¢ and bottomonium bb, so this meson is similar to the the charmonium and
bottomonium in the spectroscopy. The predictions for the mass spectra of the bc levels
were obtained in the potential models (PM) and lattice simulations [2-6]. In contrast to the
charmonium and bottomonium, the B, decays only via weak interaction and holds long life
time. For this reason the B, transitions are very interesting tool to calculate more precise
values for the Cabibbo-Kabayashi-Maskawa(CKM) matrix elements and study the CP and
T violations that occur in weak interactions. It is predicted that the LHC experiments
may give interesting informations about this meson that could be used as a basis for future
investigations|7, 8].

Some decay modes of this meson have been studied by different methods. The B, —
Dy gl 0~ Jvv, B — D} 074, B. — X(D*, D}, Dy, Ds1)vv transitions have been discussed
via three point QCD sum rules (3PSR) in [9-11], the B, — j/¢¥¢fv has been analyzed by
means of the 3PSR and non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) [12] and the B, — (v, B, — p*v,
B, — K**v, B. — Bi{*{~ channels have been investigated in the framework of the light-
cone QCD sum rules [14-17]. A large set of the exclusive non-leptonic and semileptonic
decays of the B. meson have been studied within the potential model (PM) (see [18-27]),
and also operator product expansion in inverse powers of the heavy quark masses [28]. In
this work, considering the gluon corrections to the relevant form factors, the B, — D*%fv
mode is investigated in the framework of the three-point QCD sum rules (3PSR) and also in
the heavy quark effective theory (HQET). This decay mode has been discussed in different
methods (for instance see[13,22,25,29-31]). This transition has also been investigated in
the QCD sum rule approach, for example in [13,32] but without considering the gluon
corrections. In [13], the coulomb like corrections were considered in the calculations to
decrease the uncertainties. The main points in the present work are the calculation of the
gluon corrections and check whether their contributions guarantee the convergence of the
sum rules for the form factors or not and also the comparison between the form factors and
their HQET limit. For this aim, we plot the dependence of both form factors and their
HQET limit on the transferred momentum square (¢*) and compare them at high and low
q* values.

This paper includes five sections. The calculation of the sum rules for the relevant
form factors are presented in Section 2. In the sum rules expressions for the form factors,
the light quark condensate do not have any contributions since applying the double Borel
transformation with respect to the momentum of the initial and final states kills their
contributions. Therefore, as a first correction on the non-perturbative part of the correlation
function, the two gluon condensate contributions are taken into account, so in Section3,
the gluon condensate contributions in the Borel transform scheme is presented. Section 4 is
devoted to the explanation of the heavy quark effective theory. In this section HQET limit
of the form factors are derived. Section 5 depicts our numerical analysis of the form factors
and their comparison with the HQET limit. This section also contains the calculation of
the total decay width as well as the branching ratio of the B, — D**lv (¢ = e, 7) via 3PSR



and HQET and their comparison with the predictions of other approaches.

2 Sum rules for B, — D**/vtransition form factors

At quark level, the tree level b — wu transition is responsible for B, — D** decay mode.
The Hamiltonian of this decay is written as:

Gr., _ _

Hy = ﬁVub 7 Yu(1 =)l T 7,(1 = 75)b, (1)
where, G is the Fermi constant and V,;, is the CKM matrix element. The decay amplitude
for B — D*%fv is obtained by sandwiching the Eq. (1) between the initial and final meson
states

Gr

M = ﬁvub 7 (1 =) (D0 ) | @Au(1 =)0 | Be(p))- (2)

Our main task is to calculate the matrix element appearing in the Eq.(2). Both axial

and vector parts of the transition current are involved in this matrix element. Using the

Lorentz invariance and parity conservation, it can be parameterized in terms of some form
factors as:

< D*(p/,e) | wyub | Bu(p) >= —fir (62 mass™ P, (3)
< D'(p,e) |mysb | Be(p) > = —i[fo(d))e],
AP ED P+ f@)(ED)a] (4)
where:
2
) = T ) = bl + ),
) = M gy = P )

(ch +mD*) (7’I7JBC —I—mD*)

and the fv(¢?), fo(¢®), f1(¢*) and fao(¢*) are the transition form factors, P, = (p + o).,
q, = (p — '), and ¢ is the four—polarization vector of the D* meson.

To find the above form factors via sum rules, we use the following three-point correlation
function:

My (. 1/0) = [ d'edye ™= (0[T { Jp-, (@).,(0) T}, ()} 0) . (6)

where Jp«,(z) = ey,u, Jp, (y) = ¢ysb, JX = uy,b and J;? = Uy,7sb are the interpolating
currents of the D*, B,, vector and axial vector parts of the transition current, respectively.

The following relation hold for the Lorentz structures of the selected correlation func-
tions:

I = uas 0P gy + Upogp + U, Pupy + Uy qupy + - (7)



By inserting two complete sets of the intermediate states with the same quantum number
as the currents Jp- and Jp_ , we can calculate the phenomenological part of the correlators
given in the Eq. (6) as follow:

V—-A/ 2 2 2\ __
H;w (p >p/ aq ) -
< 0| Jp | D*(p',€) >< D*(p, ) | J/™" | Be(p) >< Be(p) | Jpe | 0> N

(p'? —m3.)(p? — mp,)

(8)

where... denotes the contributions coming from the higher states and continuum. In
the Eq. (8), the vacuum to the initial and final meson state matrix elements are defined as:

“o| Bu(p) 5= i 2B (9)

D*(p/) >= fp=mp«e”, <0 | JB.

where fp« and fp, are the leptonic decay constants of the D* and B. mesons, respec-
tively. Using the Eqgs. (3), (4) and (9) in the Eq. (8) and performing summation over the
polarization of the D* meson, we get the following result for the physical part:

fB m2B fD*mD*
HVV(p2’pl2’q2) = - . < X [.f,g V‘l’f,Ppl/
g (my +me) (p2 —mbh)(p2 —m3,) ~ O I
+  f5qup.] + excited states.
HAV p27p/27q2 = —1Eva p/apﬁ ¢ c f/ +
! ) el (my +me) (p2 — mb.)(p2 —m3 )"
excited states. (10)

The coefficients of the Lorentz structures e,wagpap’ﬁ, 19, Pupy and q,p, in the correlation
functions I}, and IT/}, will be chosen in determination of the form factors fy (¢%), fo(q?), f1(¢?)
and fy(q?), respectively.

The QCD side of the correlation function is calculated with the help of the operator
product expansion (OPE) in the deep Euclidean region where p? < (my, +m.)?, p'? < m2.
In the Eq. (6), using the expansion of the time ordered products of currents in terms of a
series of local operators with increasing dimension, we will have [16]:

- / d'wd'ye """ PNT Jpe, J, T} = (Co)uud + (C5)uudq + (C1)uuGapG™
+ (CS)VMCIUQBGOCBQ + (Cﬁ)uuqrqquq ) (11)
where (C;),, are the Wilson coefficients, G is the gluon field strength tensor, I is the
unit operator, I and I'" are the matrices appearing in the calculations. Taking into account

the vacuum expectation value of the OPE, the expansion of the correlation function in
terms of the local operators is written as follow:

Huu(pip; q2) = (CO)Vu + (03)VM<QQ> + (C4)VM<G2> + (05)Vu<qaaﬁGaﬁq>
+ (Co)uulalaqq) - (12)
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Figure 1: loop diagrams for B, — D*{v transitions, bare loop (diagram a) and light quark
condensates with one gluon emission (diagrams b, ¢)

The heavy quark condensate contributions are suppressed by inverse of the heavy quark
mass and can be safely omitted. The light u quark condensate contributions are zero after
applying the double Borel transformation with respect to the momentum of the initial and
final states because only one of them appears in the denominator (see in Fig. 1(b,c)).

As a result, the correlation functions receive contribution from the bare-loop, Fig. 1(a)
and gluon condensates, Fig. 2(a-f) i.e.,

H (p17p27 ) Hper(plvp% ) + H§G >(p17p27 ) <G2> (13)

Using the double dispersion representation, the bare-loop contribution is determined:

e = — 27r // pils; ss/q p/z)dsds’ + subtraction terms . (14)

The following non-equalities give the integration limits of the Eq. (14):

n 255" + (s 4+ 5 — ¢*)(m2 — m? — 5) + 2s5(m? — m?2)
: N2, @I i 5)

< +1, (15)

where \(a, b, c) = a® + b* + ¢ — 2ab — 2ac — 2bc.
By replacing the propagators with the Dirac-delta functions(Gutkovsky rule):

m — —27,77'5(]{?2 — m2) y (16)

the spectral densities p;(s, s, ¢%) are found as:
pv = —4N, Iy(s,s',q%) {mc + By (me — my,) + By (me — mb)} :
po = —2N,Iy(s,s, %) {4 Ay (my — me) + A" (mp — me) — A (me +my,)
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+2m2(me —my — my) + me(ut-2 mbmu)} :

pp = —2N,Iy(s,s,¢%) {Bl(mb —3m.) + 2 Ay (my, — me) + 2 Az (mp — my.)
+ By (my, — me) — mc} ,

pr = —2N, Iy(s,s,q¢*) {2 As(m, — mp) — B1 (my +me) + 2 Ay (my, — me.)

+By(m, — my,) + mc} )

where
1
IN2(s, 5, ?)
As, s 7)) = 2457+ q¢" —2s¢® — 25'¢% — 255,
1

IO(S> sla q2) =

B —= < 2 /A - A/
LT e AT A
1
By, = ——[2sA"— A
2T N A A
1
A= e A AN — i — AN ]
87 8 ) q
1
Ao = Sy AT 4 6AN — sl — AN
87 8 ) q
+A%2 4 2m?s'?),
1
A = m[—?ﬂ?us' — 3Aus + dm2us's + 4AN ss’
$,8,4

+2AAY? — mZu?].

The N, = 3 is the color factor, u = s+ —¢*, A = s+m?—m? and A’ = s’ + m? —m?2.

3 Gluon condensate contribution

In this section, the gluon condensate contributions related to the non-perturbative part of
the QCD sum rules are discussed. The diagrams for contributions of the gluon condensates
are depicted in Fig. 2.

To calculate these diagrams, the Fock-Schwinger fixed-point gauge, z'GY, = 0, are used,
where G, is the gluon field. In the evaluation of the diagrams in Fig. 2, integrations of the
following type are encountered.

d4]€ ]{jul{},j...]fq—
[W.“T(a, b, C) = / (27T)4 [kg — mg]“[(p + /{;)2 _ mg]b[(p’ + k;)2 — mi]c

(18)
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Figure 2: Gluon condensate contributions to B, — D*{v transitions

In our case, the following three types of integrals are appeared:

d*k 1

@m)* (k2 —m3]" [(p+ k)2 = m2)" (¢ + k)> = m2)°

4

Iu(a,b,c):/ dk4 a al 5 c
)t [k2 —mp)* [(p + k)2 = m2]" [(0' + k)2 — m2]

d*k k. k.,

27) (k2 — m)" [(p + k)% — m2)" [(p + k)2 —m2]"

To(a, b, ¢) = /

)

Y

Lula,b,e) = [ ( (19)

These integrals can be calculated by continuing to Euclidean space-time and using
Schwinger representation for the Euclidean propagator

1
(k2 + m?)

1 0 2 2
— d n—1_—a(k“+m*)
= () /0 aa e ,
which fits the Borel transformation because:
By (M?)e™"" = §(1/M? — o) .

In order to obtain the Borel transformed form of the integrals in the Eq. (19), the
integration is performed over loop momentum and over the two parameters used in the



exponential representation of the propagators:

7 o (_1)a+b+c 2\2—a—b 2\2—a—c
Iy(a,b,c) = 672 T(a) T O (M7) (M3) U(a+b+c—4,1—c—D),

A

[M(a'> ba C) = fl(a> ba C)pu —}—]}(CL, ba C)pL )

~

[uu(aa ba C) = jﬁ(av b, C)g,uu + f3pupu + f4pup:/ + f4pru + j5prL . (20)

I in the Eq.(20) stands for the double Borel transformed form of the Eq.(19), in the
Schwinger representation.

where:
f b . ( )a+b+c+1 M2 1—a—b+1(2) M2 4—a—c—1(2) U b —51—c—b
1(2)(@, 70)_ 167r2F(a) ( ) ( )( 1) ( 2) 0(a+ +c ) C )7
j' b _ ( 1)a+b+c+1 M2 —a—b—1+j M2 7—a—c—ju b —51—c—b
J(av 7C) 7’167_(_21—\(&) ( ) ( )( 1) ( 2) O(a_'_ +c ) c ) )
'3 _ ( )a+b+c+1 2\3—a—b 2\3—a—c o P
Is(a,b,c) =1 (M) (M) U(a+b+c—6,2—c—b), (21)

322 I'(a)L(0)I'(c)

Here, j = 3,4,5, M and M3 are the Borel parameters in the s and s’ channel, respec-
tively, and the function Uy(a, B) is defined as

o0 B_
thiat) = [ty M2 A eap | <Pt = By (B

where

1
By = 3mim (M2 M+ mg Mg+ MEM (m + m?2 — ¢*)]
1 2 2 2 2 2 2
B() = M12M22 [(mu + mC)Ml + M2 (mb + mc)} )
2
m
By = .

Performing the double Borel transformations over the variables p? and p'? on the physical
parts of the correlation functions and bare-loop diagrams and also equating two represen-
tations of the correlation functions, the sum rules for the form factors f; are obtained:

(mb + mc) e M12c M, -

fi =

- fB. m2B fo=mp-

bt

7

/

M2 M2 <O‘SG2> 06} . (22)



where ¢ = V,0,+1 and 2, sy and S,O are the continuum thresholds in the pseudoscalar
B. and vector D* channels, respectively, and the lower bound integration limit of s;, is as
follow:

(m2 +¢* —mj — §')(mgs’ —m2q®)

(mj — ¢*)(mZ — &)

S, =

The explicit expressions for the C'} are presented in the Appendix—A.

4 Heavy quark effective theory

In the present section, we analyze the infinite heavy quark mass limit of the form factors of
the B, — D*{v calculated by 3PSR. To obtain the dependency of the form factors fy, fo, f1
and f, on y the following parameterization is used: (see also[33])

y=uv = mi, + M. — ¢ (23)
QmBCmD
We also apply these definitions:
mp

me., =

VZ = y+y2 -1,

M2
Tl = —17

me

M2
T, = —%. 24
2 2me, (24)

Where m, — oo. In the above expressions, 77 and 75 are the new Borel parameters. The
mass of light quark wu is set to zero.
The continuum thresholds vy, v, and integration variables v, v are defined as:

2 / 2
So —m , Sp—m
vy = 2 b vy = 2 c (25)
mpy me
2 / 2
Ss—m S —m
v= b, Vo= <. (26)
mp me

The leptonic decay constants are also rescaled as:

f5. = Vi fa., for = Vmefp-. (27)

The correspond expressions for Io(a, b, ¢), I12)(a, b, ¢), I;(a,b,c); j = 3,4,5and I¢(a, b, ¢)
in this limit are defined as:

(_1)a+b+c ( 1
1672 T (a)T(W)(c) ‘' VZ
U (g +b+c—4,1—c—b),

Io(a,b,c) = )2ma-¢ (9, A= 2a—b—c T2-a—b T2-a—c
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-1 a+b+c+1 1 o el
( ) 4—a—c—1(2) (2mb)5—2a—b—c Tll b+1(2) T24 1(2)

[1(2)(CL, b7 C) = 167’(’2 F(a)F(b)F(c) \/2)
U (4 +b4+c—5,1—c—b),

Tavb.e) = i (L yrmaems g o-tatoe ect=tes giemcs
AT T e T(@)I(0)0(e) VZ i )
U (g +b+c—6,1—c—b),

76(CL b C) e 7/ (_1)a+b+6+1 ( 1 )3—a—c(2mb>6—2a—b—0 T13—a,—b T23—a—c
o 32w ()T ()T (c) ' VZ
ué{QET(a+b+C—6,2—C—b). (28)

The function Uy ®*" (m, n) takes the following form

00 T. B_ —
YLIOET :/ 2mp)™ (—— Ty + —2ym 7221 By Bald 29
PO () = [em)” (G Tk S - - By Bualde, (29)
with
— vVZ mb? 1
1 = T1T2 [ Z T22 _'_ \/7T1T2(mb - q2>]7
— N T,
B — 2T 2 2
0 2mbT1T2 [mc 1+ \/E(mb +mc)]?
(30)

1
B = ——
! AN Z TV T,

After some calculations, we obtain the y-dependent expressions of the form factors as

follows:

fB.fp* (1+VZ)Z1\ =~
[— 3+ (3+9y)\/§—6y(1+y)21
1 /VO dv /V(; dl//e_ﬁe_%e@yw/ — =7
(2m)% Jo 0
+ lim <z A <%G2> C’HQET> } (31)
my—»00 Bmg(l + \/?) ™ v ’
OHQET(y) = 7 1A 6%6%{ : 7 2
fB.fp~ 20+ VZ)pZz1\ =

[3+3\/Z{—1+4y+2(—1+y)(1+3y)\/7—4y(—1+y+y2)2}]
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1w Vo . _ v 4 ,
W/O dl//oodl/e Me MY ur — v —v'?)

+ Jim ( 6mb(1Zf 77 < G2> OHQET>}, (32)

HQET(y) _ LQ%QTL{ 1
1 f.fp- A1+ VZ) (L) 27
[9—9(1+5y)\/§+(—6+45y+78y2)Z
“6(1+ =3+ §(11+99DZE+ 12001 4yl 42+ ) 2]
]_ Yo V(/) / _% _% ’ o 2 . ;2
(27r)2/o du/o dve e O 2uuy —v° — V7))
+ lim < zt < G2> CHQET>}, (33)
m=so \" 6mi(1+ VZ)
1 A K 1
HQET( — T T ey
y) = ——ene { 7z
i fp.fo- A1+ VZ) ()5 2%

[9—9(1+3y)\/§+9(2+y)(—1+2y)Z

FO(14 g5+ (—1+ )23 — 1291+ yl-1 4 y(2 + y)J)Zz]

1 14 yl . _L /
(27T)2/00dy/o Odye e 2% 2y _Vz_y,2)

+ Jim ( 6mb(1Zj— 75 < G2> CHQET>}. (34)

In the heavy quark limit expressions of the form factors, the A = mp,—m; and A=m Dz =M,

and the explicit expressions of the coefficients C’Z-H @ET are given in the Appendix—B.
At the end of this section, we would like to present the differential decay width dI"/dq?

for the process B, — D*%v in terms of the form factors as follow:

dl'y (B. — D*(v) G2 |V> 5.4 )
c — u A /2 2 2 i 2 H
dq2 1927T3m?f90 (ch7mD »q )‘ ﬂ:| ;
dlo(B. — D*(v) G |V> 5.4 )
‘ = - N2 (m3,  mi,., %) | H 35
dq2 1927T3m?73c q (ch’mD ?q )| 0| ’ ( )
)\1/2(m2 m2 q2)
H 2 — ) 2 B D*» 2
+(q%) (mp, +mp-)folq”) F —— fv(a),
1 Am% ,m%.. ¢?

o) = 5t O, = = ), + ) o) — B2 ) g g
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where +, 0 refers to the D* helicities.

5 Numerical analysis

The sum rules expressions of the form factors depict that the main input parameters entering
the expressions are gluon condensate, elements of the CKM matrix V,,;, leptonic decay
constants, fg, and fp~, Borel parameters M7 and M2, as well as the continuum thresholds
sp and sj. We choose the values of the Gluon condensate, leptonic decay constants, CKM
matrix elements, quark and meson masses as: < 2G? >= 0.012 GeV* [34], | Vi |=
0.0037 [31], fp, = 0.35 £ 0.025 GeV'[32,35], fp- = 0.22 + 0.016 GeV, m.(u = m.) =
1.275 + 0.015 GeV, m, = (1.5 — 3) MeV, my = (4.7 £ 0.01) GeV, mp+ = 2.007 GeV,
mp, = 6.258 GeV[36], A = 0.62 GeV[37] and A = 0.86 GeV[38].

The expressions for the form factors contain also four auxiliary parameters: Borel mass
squares M? and M2 and continuum threshold sy and sj,. These are mathematical objects, so
the physical quantities, form factors, should be independent of them. The parameters sy and
s, which are the continuum thresholds of B, and D* mesons, respectively, are determined
from the conditions that guarantee the sum rules to have the best stability in the allowed
M3 and M3 region. The values of the continuum thresholds calculated from the two—point
QCD sum rules are taken to be s = (45—50) GeV? and s, = (6 —8) GeV'? [14,34,39]. The
working regions for M? and MZ are determined by requiring that not only contributions
of the higher states and continuum are effectively suppressed, but the gluon condensate
contributions are small, which guarantees that the contributions of higher dimensional
operators are small. Both conditions are satisfied in the regions 10 GeV? < ]\412 < 20 GeV?
and 4 GeV? < M2 <10 GeV2.

The dependence of the form factors fy, fo, fi and fo on M? and M3 for B, — D*lv
are shown in Fig. 3. This figure shows a good stability of the form factors with respect
to the Borel mass parameters in the working regions. Our numerical analysis shows that
the contribution of the non-perturbative part (the gluon condensate diagrams ) is about
5% of the total and the main contribution comes from the perturbative part of the form
factors. This means that the contribution of the higher dimension operators is small and
this guarantees the convergence of the sum rules expression of the form factors and those
sum rules are reliable.

The values of the form factors at ¢> = 0 are shown in Table.1. In comparison, the
predictions of the other approaches are also presented in this Table.

The sum rules for the form factors are truncated at about 10 GeV2, so to extend our
results to the full physical region, we look for a parameterization of the form factors in such
a way that in the region 0 < ¢? < 10 GeV2, this parameterization coincides with the sum
rules predictions. Our numerical calculations shows that the sufficient parameterization of
the form factors with respect to ¢? is as follows:

oy _ _ Ji(0)

where ¢ = ¢°/m3%,_. The values of the parameters f;(0), o and 3 are given in the Table 2.
The errors are estimated by the variation of the Borel parameters M7 and M3, the

(36)
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Figure 3: The dependence of the form factors on x = M7 and y = M2 for B, — D*%v.

variation of the continuum thresholds sy and s, the leptonic decay constants fp, and fp-
and uncertainties in the values of the other input parameters. The main uncertainty comes
from the continuum thresholds and the decay constants, which is about ~ 19% of the
central value, while the other uncertainties are small, constituting a few percent.

Now, we compare the values for the form factors and their HQET values obtained from
Egs. (31-34) in Table 3 for B, — D*%/v.

At y = 1 called the zero recoil limit, the HQET limit of the form factors are not finite
and at this value, we can determine only the ratio of the form factors. For other values of
y and corresponding ¢?, the behavior of the form factors and their HQET values are the
same, i.e., when y increases (q? decreases) both the form factors and their HQET values
decrease. Moreover, at high ¢ values, the form factors and their HQET values are close to
each other. For better comparison we prefer to plot the dependence of the relevant form
factors and HQET limit of them on the momentum transfer square ¢* ( Fig. 4). This figure
shows a good agreement between both form factors and their HQET at high ¢* values. This
figure also contains the fit function of the form factors (see Eq. (22)). The form factors
and their fit functions coincide well in the interval 0 < ¢? < 10 GeV?2.
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Form factor 3(12181;{ HQET LCSRI[31] | 3PSR[13] | PM[19] | QM][29]
flemb" 0.67+0.16  0.36 4 0.09 0.57 0.83 0.80 0.98
flembr 0.35+£0.09  0.25+0.06 0.32 0.43 0.43 0.56

Be= D 0.46+£0.11  0.20+0.05 0.57 0.51 0.49 0.64
fB=D" | 0744018 —0.35+0.09| -0.57 -0.83 -0.89 | -1.17

Table 1: The form factors of the B, — D**lv decay for M? = 17 GeV?, M2 = 8 GeV?
at ¢ = 0 in different approaches: three—point sum rules (3PSR) with gluon condensate
corrections, heavy quark effective theory (HQET), light cone sum rules (LCSR), three—
point sum rules without gluon condensate corrections (3PSR), potential model(PM) and
quark model(QM).

[ [f(®] o [ 8 |
Jv | 0.67 | 053] 026
Jo | 0.35 | 0.33 | 3.08
fi | 046 | 1.92 [-16.43
f, | 074 104 | 1577

Table 2: Parameters appearing in the form factors of the B, — D*(v decay for M? =
17 GeV?, M3 =8 GeV?2.

At the end of this section, we would like to present the values of the branching ratio for
B — D*%v. Integrating Eq. (35) over ¢* in the whole physical region and using the total
mean life time 7 ~ 0.48 +0.05 ps of B. meson [40], the branching ratio of the B — D**/v
decay is obtained as presented in Table 4. The branching ratio of this decay obtained using
the HQET limit of form factors Eqs. (31-34) is also shown in this Table. This Table also
includes a comparison between our results via both SR and HQET and the predictions of
the other approaches including the LCSR, 3PSR (without gluon condensate corrections),
QM, BSE, PM and RM estimates.

Conclusion

Considering the gluon corrections, we investigated the B, — D*°fv channel in the frame
work of three—point QCD sum rules. We found that the gluon correction contributions to
the sum rules expression of the form factors are small. This implies the small contribution of
the higher dimension operators and also it guarantees that the sum rules for the form factors
are convergent and reliable. The HQET limit of the form factors with their corresponding

13



y 1 102 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
7 1800 17.50 1549 1299 1048 7.97 546 295 0.44
v (@ 581 511 287 1.86 138 1.10 091 079 0.68

HOETN L - 498 084 059 050 048 043 039 0.37
fo(@®) 0.83 072 057 048 042 039 037 036 0.35

JeETGN 1 - 069 036 032 030 029 028 027 0.26
(@) 218 1.89 1.19 0.84 068 059 052 049 047

HRETN I - 174 035 029 026 024 023 022 021
f2(¢?) -5.87 -5.01 -261 -1.69 -1.29 -1.07 -0.96 -0.85 -0.76

STy | - 479 <062 -0.49  -0.44 -0.42 -0.39 -0.37 -0.36

Table 3: The comparison of the values for the form factors and their HQET limit for B, —
D*%v at M? =17 GeV? M2 = 8 GeV? and corresponding T} = 1.80 GeV, Ty = 3.14 GeV'.

Our
Mode 3PSR HQET | LCSR[31] | 3PSR[13] | QM[29] | PM[25] | BSE[30] | RM[22]
D*ev | (224 0.5)10_2 (3£ 0.7)10_3 0.035 0.018 0.034 0.004 0.018 0.013
D7v [ (12£0.3)10°2 (1£0.2)10°| 0.020 0.008 | 0.019 - - -

Table 4: The branching ratio of the B, — D**/v decay in different approaches: 3PSR
with gluon condensate corrections, HQET, LCSR [31], 3PSR without gluon corrections [13]
, QM [29], PM [25], the Bethe-Salpeter equation(BSE) [30] and a relativistic model with
factorization to obtain the nonleptonic decay widths (RM) [22].

gluon condensate corrections are also computed. A Comparison between the form factors
and their HQET was made. Finally, we evaluated the total decay width and the branching
fraction of this decay and compared with the predictions of the other approaches such as
LCSR, 3PSR, QM, PM, BSE and RM.
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Figure 4: The dependence of the form factors and their HQET limit as well as the fit
parameterization of the form factors on ¢2. The small boxes correspond to the form factors,
the solid lines are belong to the fit parameterization of form factors and dotted lines show
the HQET limit of the form factors.
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Appendix—A

In this appendix, the explicit expressions of the coefficients of the gluon condensate
entering the sum rules of the form factors fy, fo, fi and fo are given.

oY = —101,(3,2,2)m.> — 10 1,(3,2,2)m.> — 10 f0(3 2,2)m.> + 10 1;(3, 2, 2)m. my,
+1016(3,2, 2)mmy? 4 10 I(3, 2, 2)m>my? + 10 11(3, 2, 2)mcPmy,® — 10 1(3, 2, 2)m.2m,?
—101o(3,1,2)m.* + 20 I"Y(3, 2, 2)m.® + 20 I1""(3, 2, 2)m.® — 30 [y(4, 1, 1)m,>
—2015(2,2,2)m.> — 10 I5(3, 1,2)mc® + 10 (3,2, 1)m.> — 20 Iy(2, 2, 2)m.*
—2011(2,2,2)m.* — 30 I5(4,1, 1)m.* — 30 [,(4, 1, 1)m.* + 20 1""(3, 2, 2)m,?
+301,(4, 1, Dme2my + 20 1,(2, 2, 2)m2my — 10 1,(3,2, Dm2my, — 20 11°9(3, 2, 2)mo2m,
+10 ]1( , 1)me2my, + 20 11(2, 3, 1)m:my, + 40 10(2, 3, 1)m:*my + 10 f0(3, 2, 1)mmy,

+10 11 ”(3 2,2)memy? + 10 1[0’1](3, 2, 2)memy? — 30 11(3,2, D)me my? — 20 Iy(3,2, 1)me my?
3,2,1

—2016(3,2, 1)memp? + 10 1177(3, 2, 2)me my? + 60 11 (1, 4, 1)me mp? + 60 Io(1, 4, 1)me my?
—20 11(2,3,1)my® — 60 11(1, 4, 1)m;® — 10 11°Y(3,2, 2)my® + 10 [1(2, 2, 2)my?

+201,(3,2, )mb +201,(2,2, Dme + 30 IY(3,1,2)m, — 30 15(2, 1, 2)me
—2011(1,2,2)me + 20 I1(2, 2, 2)m, — 10 1*%(3, 2, 2)m. — 20 I5(1, 2, 2)m,

+20 1°9(2,2,2)m, + 10 I5(3, 1, 1)m, — 20 Io(1, 2, 2)m, — 10 [1(3, 1, 1)m.

+20 7°1(3,2, 1)me + 20 1713, 2, D)me + 30 15(2, 2, 1)me — 10 11223, 2, 2)m.
+2016(2,2, 1)me + 30 1" 1](3,1,2)mc 10 713(3, 2, 2)m. + 20 193, 1, 2)m,
+20 171(2,2,2)m, — 30 I5(2, 1, 2)me — 10 Io(3,1, 1)me + 10 (3,2, 1)m
—2011(2,1,2)me + 20 11°Y(2, 3, 1)my, + 30 11(2, 1, 2)my, + 10 1%%(3, 2, 2)m,
+40 1Y(2,3, 1)my, + 20 11 (1,2, 2)my — 20 19(2, 2, 1)my, + 60 I5(1, 3, 1)my,

—20 7M(3,2, 1)my, — 20 11°Y(2, 2, 2)my, + 100 Io(1, 3, 1)my, — 20 11°Y(3,1, 2)my
—5011(2,2,1)my, — 20 15(2,2, 1)my, + 20 I;(1,3, 1)m

CY = 51y(3,2,2)mSmy — 5 15(3,2,2)mmy? — 5 1o(3, 2, 2)metmy® + 5 19(3, 2, 2)mSmy
+20 I6(3, 2, 2)m.”> — 20 I4(3, 2, 2)metmy + 5 Io(3, 2, Dme my + 15 1(2, 2, 2)m my,
—15 11(3, 2, 2)metmy + 15 Io(4, 1, Dyme my + 10 1o(2, 3, 1)mc4mb — 10 15(2,2, 2)m>my?
—515(3,2, 1)m my? — 20 Ig(3, 2, 2)mmy? — 15 Io(4, 1, DymAme? + 10 11713, 2, 2)m>my?
+10 19(3, 2, D)m2my® — 30 Io(1, 4, 1)me2my® — 10 In(2, 3, D)m2my® + 20 Ig(3, 2, 2)me2my?
—101o(3,2, Dymemy* + 5 151(3, 2, 2)memy® + 30 Io(1, 4, 1)memy® + 40 Ig(3, 2, 1)m.>
—516(3,1, )m. + 20 Ig(3, 1,2)me® — 40 I°Y(3, 2, 2)me® + 40 I5(2, 2, 2)m.?
+60 I(4,1,1)m> — 40 I4(3,2, 1)me2my, — 20 Ig(3, 1, 2)me2my, — 20 Ig(2, 2, 2)mo2my,
15114, 1, 1)m>2my, — 30 1092, 2, 2)m 2my, — 20 1092, 3, D)m2my — 20 10Y(3,2, D)m2my,
10 Io(3, 1, D)me2my — 60 Ig(4, 1, 1)m2my + 15 In(2, 1, 2)me2my, + 40 13,2, 2)m2my,
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140 (2, 3, 1)ym2my + 15 10%(3,2, 2)m2my, — 10 179(3, 1, 2)m2my, — 10 I(1, 3, 1)me2my,

—1515(2,2, 1)m2my + 20 Iy(1, 2, 2)m2my — 120 Ig(1, 4, 1)memy? 4 30 Io(1, 3, 1)me my?

420 Ig(2, 2, 2)me ms? + 20 1013, 1, 2)me my? + 5 1013, 2, Dmemy? + 10 1072, 2, 2)me my 2
—5157(3,2, 2)memy? — 20 1013, 2, 2)me mu? + 20 I(3, 2, )me mu? — 15 1o(2, 1, 2)me my

+10 19(2, 2, D)memy? — 10 Iy(1,2, 2)me my? — 5 Io(3, 1, 1)memy? + 20 In(1, 3, 1)mb3

—515(2,2, 1)my?® — 20 I(3,2, )ymy,® — 15 1°9(3,2, D)ymy,® + 30 11,4, 1)m,

+5 1073, 2, 2)m® + 5 1o(1, 2, 2)my® + 120 Ig(1, 4, 1)my® — 10 1772, 3, 1)my?

—20 16(2,2, 2)m,? + 20 11"V (3,2, 2)m,® — 40 15(2, 3, 1)my,® — 10 10(2, 2, 2)my?

—51o(1,1,2)m. + 20 1%(3,2,2)m, — 40 (3,1, 1)m, — 20 [5(2,2, 1)m,

—40 1272, 2,2)m, — 20 1°9(3,1,2)me — 5 1o(1, 2, 1)me — 5 13,1, )m

—40 13,2, 1)me + 5 1p(2, 1, 1)m, — 20 I5(2, 1, 2)me + 40 Ig(1, 3, 1)my,
—15 1012, 2, 1)my + 15 1772, 2, 2)my, + 15 Io(1, 1, 2)my, + 40 127 (2, 3, 1)m,
+20 13,2, 1)ymy, + 20 Ig(2, 1, 2)my + 10 1022, 3, 1)my, + 15 103(3, 2, 1)m,

(2
+40 Ig(2, 2, l)mb —207"1(1,2,2)my + 10 117
+20 12,2, 2)my, + 40 Ig(3, 1, 1)my + 40 I
+15 Io(1,2, 1)my — 15 1p(2, 1, 1)my, — 10 1" }(3,

1)
3,1, 2)my + 20 I5(1,2, 2)my
3,1,2)my + 10 17(1, 3, 1)m
,1)my, — 20 173, 2, 2)my,

511(3,2,2)m.> + 10 I5(3,2,2)m.° + 10 1,(3, 2, 2)m.> + 5 (3, 2, 2)m,°

—10 1,(3, 2, 2)me my, — 10 I3(3, 2, 2)my my, — 10 I3(3, 2, 2)m>my? — 10 1,(3, 2, 2)mc>my?
—511(3,2,2)mlmy? — 515(3,2, 2)m S my? + 10 I (3, 2, 2)me2my® + 10 I5(3, 2, 2)me2my®
+1515(4, 1, 1)m> + 20 I,(3,2, D)m,® + 15 I,(4,1, 1)m.® + 20 I5(3,2, 1)m.
+2015(2,2,2)m* + 30 I5(4,1, D)m.> + 20 [(3, 2, 1)m.> + 10 I5(2, 2, 2)m.>

—10 13,2, 2)m. — 10 11°Y(3,2, 2)m.? + 20 14(2, 2, 2)m.® + 10 (3, 1, 2)m,>

10 15(3,1,2)m + 5 1,(3, 1, 2)m.> + 20 3(3,2, Dm.® — 20 113, 2, 2)m,?

—20 11"(3,2,2)m.2 + 5 1,(3, 1, 2)m.> + 10 [1(2, 2, 2)m.® + 20 1y(3, 2, 1)m,>

+30 14(4,1,1)m.> — 10 I5(2, 2, 2)me2my, — 20 1,(3,2, 1)me2my, — 20 I5(3,2, 1)mc2my,
—1515(3,2, D)me2my + 20 11(2, 3, 1)m2my, + 20 113, 2, 2)m2my, + 20 101 (3, 2, 2)m2m,
—1015(3,1, 2)me2my — 10 14(3, 1, 2)m2my — 10 14(2, 2, 2)me2my — 30 14(4, 1, D)m2my,
+20 15(2, 3, 1)mc2my, — 30 13(4,1,1) mb+20 13(2,3, 1)m>my, — 151,(3,2, D)mc2my,
+2014(2,3,1)m,>2 mb+1011( S Dymemp? — 60 14(1, 4, 1)memy? — 30 I (1, 4, 1)mg my?
10 14(3,2, Dymemy? + 10 13(2, 2, 2)memy? — 10 1(3, 2, 2)me my® — 60 I5(1, 4, 1)m, my>
10 15(3,2, Dmems? — 5 121(3, 2, 2)memy? — 10 11°Y(3, 2, 2)memy? — 5 11°7(3, 2, 2)me my?
—30 15(1,4, 1)memp? + 10 14(2, 2, 2)me my? 4 10 15(3, 2, Dmemy? — 10 I5(2, 2, 2)my
—1015(3,2, 1)my® — 20 14(2,3, 1)ymy,® + 10 1113, 2, 2)my,* — 20 I5(2, 3, 1)my”
—1014(2,2,2)my? + 60 I3(1,4, 1)my® + 10 1°1(3,2, 2)my — 10 14(3, 2, 1)my?

+60 14(1,4, 1)my® — 20 I5(3,1, 1)m. — 10 11°Y(3, 2, 1)me. + 5 1°%(3,2, 2)m.
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—10 14(2,1,2)m. + 10 I%(3,2,2)m, — 5 15(3,1, 1)m. — 10 I{"(3,1, 2)m.
~101(2,2,2)m, — 10 I5(2, 1,2)m. — 20 I"Y(2, 2, 2)m, — 10 5(2, 2, 1)m
—10 72,2, 2)m, + 10 1%%(3, 2, 2)m.. — 20 13,2, D)me — 10 14(2, 2, 1)me.
+151,(2,1,2)me — 10 12(3,2, Dyme + 5173, 2, 2)m, — 20 1"V (2, 2, 2)m,
410 [(2,2, )me + 15 15(2, 1, 2)me — 20 14(3, 1, Dme — 15 13,1, 2)m,
—15181(3,1,2)m. — 20 1Y (3,2, Dyme. — 10 1°Y(3, 1, 2)m. — 51,(3,1, 1)m.
+20 12,3, 1)ymy, + 20 I5(3, 1, )my + 10 14(2, 1, 2)my — 10 1127(3,2, 2)m,
420 I5(1, 3, 1)my + 10 127(3,2, 1)my + 10 13(2, 1, 2)ms + 10 1127(3,2, 1)my,
10 1%(3,2,2)my, — 10 Ir(1, 3, D)ymy + 20 12,3, 1)my, + 10 [1(2, 2, 1)my
+10 7012, 2, 2)my, + 20 14(3, 1, 1)my + 20 13(2, 2, 1)me + 20 1(2,2, 1)
+10 15(2, 2, 1)my + 10 L5(1, 2, 2)my, 4 10 14(1, 2, 2)my + 20 14(1, 3, 1)m,

)
3,2,1)
3,1)
1,1)
2
511(3,2,2)m.” + 10 I5(3,2,2)m.> — 5 (3,2, 2)m.> — 10 14(3, 2, 2)m,’
+10 1,(3,2 2)mc4mb —1015(3,2 2)m64mb 511(3,2,2)m>my? + 10 I,(3, 2, 2)mc>my?
—1015(3,2, 2)m mp? + 5 1,(3, 2, 2)m>myp? — 10 1,(3, 2, 2)me2my® + 10 I5(3, 2, 2)m.2my
+151,(4,1, D)mS + 5 1,(3,1,2)me® — 10 1°(3, 2, 2)m.® + 20 [3(2, 2, 2)m.?
—3014(4,1,1)m> + 20 I5(3,2, )m.* — 20 [5(3,2, 1)m.> + 20 I5(3,2,1)m,>
+20 11(3,2, 1)m. + 10 11%Y(3, 2, 2)m.> — 20 [4(3,2, 1)m.® — 20 14(2, 2, 2)m.?
+3015(4,1, D)m + 10 1,(2, 2, 2)me® — 15 [,(4, 1, D)m.® + 20 IV (3,2, 2)m.?
—515(3,1,2)m:> + 10 15(3, 1, 2)m.> — 10 (2, 2, 2)m.> — 10 14(3, 1, 2)m.>
—201"1(3,2,2)m.* — 151,(3, 2, 1)mc2mb — 10 15(3, 1, 2)m2my 4 20 14(3,2, D)mc2my,
—20 I5(3, 2, 1)m2my, — 20 14(2, 3, 1)mo2my + 20 I5(2, 3, Dym2my — 20 113, 2, 2)m2my,
—20 15(2, 3, )me2my, — 10 I5(2, 2, 2)m2my, + 15 12(3 2, 1)m, mb—i-QOI[O (3,2, 2)m2my,
+10 14( Yme2my, + 30 14(4 1,1)m, mb+20 Il( , Dm,. - 30 13(4 L, 1)m my
(3,1,2) (1,
(1,4,1)
)m

—~ o~ o~ —

321m
2,3, 1)m,>
2,2,2

7

+10 1, mmy, + 30 In(1,4, 1)m — 5 1](3,2,2)mcmb2 +10 11(3,2, 1)m, my>?
160 I4(1, 4, 1)yme mp? — 60 I5(1, 4, l)mcmb +5107(3,2, 2)memy? — 10 13,2, 1)me my?
—1014(2,2,2)memy? — 30 11(1, 4, Dme mp? + 10 I5(3, 2, Dmemy? + 10 I5(2, 2, 2)m, my”
+10 7°1(3, 2, 2)memy? — 10 15(3, 2, 1)memy® — 10 1°Y(3, 2, 2)memy? — 10 11073, 2, 2)my?
—60 Iy(1,4, 1)my® — 10 I5(3,2, 1)my® + 10 (3,2, 1)my,> — 20 15(2, 3, 1)my°

60 I5(1,4, 1)my?® — 10 I5(2, 2, 2)me® + 10 1(2, 2, 2)my,? + 10 17(3, 2, 2)m,?
+20 1,(2,3, 1)my?® + 20 14(3, 1, 1)me + 5 11%%(3, 2, 2)m.. — 10 11°7(2, 2, 2)m..
+10 171(2,2, 2)m, + 20 11°7(3,2, 1)m, + 10 I} 1](3, 1,2)m, — 10 1°(3,2,1)m
+10 19(3,2, 1)m, — 10 11°%(3,2,2)me — 10 I5(2, 1, 2)m, + 10 14(2, 2, 1)m

+15 1093, 1,2)m. — 15 1(2, 1, 2)me + 10 14(2, 1, 2)me + 5 1»(3, 1, 1)m,
+1511(2,1,2)me — 5 127(3,2,2)m, — 15 1°Y(3,1, 2)me + 10 1y(2, 2, 1)me
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+20 112, 2, 2)m, — 20 11°Y(2, 2, 2)m. — 10 11713, 1, 2)m. — 20 112V (3,2, 1)m.
+10 1%(3,2,2)m. — 51,(3,1, 1)m, — 10 [3(2,2, 1)m, — 20 [3(3, 1, 1)m,

+10 11(2,2, 1)my + 10 13(2, 1, 2)my + 10 1127(3, 2, 2)my, — 10 [(2, 2, 1)my,

—10 7%M(2, 2, 2)my, + 10 In(1, 3, 1)my + 10 1179(2, 2, 2)my, — 20 14(3, 1, 1)
—1015(1,3, )y + 10 [3(1,2, 2)my, — 10 14(1, 2, 2)my, — 20 1013, 1, 2)my,

—10 7%M(3,2, 1)my — 10 1°7(3, 2, 2)my, + 10 11273, 2, 1)my, — 20 14(2,2, 1)my,
+20 I5(1,3,1)mp — 20 14(1, 3, 1)my — 10 14(2, 1, 2)my + 20 I3(3, 1, 1)my,

where

2135 . 2\ 2\J dt d’ 2\ ¢ NI 3
159 (a,b, ) = (M2)" (M3) OB T [(Ml) (33) In(a,b,c)] .
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Appendix—B

In this appendix, the explicit expressions of the coefficients of the gluon condensate en-
tering the HQET limit of the form factors f‘I/{ QET 5{ QET 1H @ET and fZH @ET are presented.

I, (1,4, 1)m? 1,(3. 2. 1)my? 1,(3,2, 1)my®
C‘I/{QET: 60 1 7\/,2)7"% _ 30 1 ,\/,Z)mb — 90 o ,\/,E)mb
0 109(3, 2, 2)my3 60 Io(1,4,1)my3 10 13,2, 2)my3
N N VZ
oGz mE ) H3.2 ymd 13,2, 2m,
VZ VZ Z
I(4,1,1)m> 1,(3,2, 2)my° 15(2, 3, 1)m,?
30 1(7é)mb —10 1<7é>mb +40 0(7é)mb
(2,2, 2)my? 1,(3,2, 1)my? (3,2, 1)m?
490 1(’2)”“’ 410 0(’2)7"1’ +10 1(’2)7"1’
I,(3,2, 1)my? 1,(2,3, 1)my? I (4,1, 1)m?
_10 2( ) é )mb +20 1( 9 é )mb _30 1( 7Z;/2)mb
1o(3,2,2)my’ I,(3,2,2)m,’ (2,2, 2)m,?
10 7 +10 7 —20 7
Ir(4,1, 1)my? 1,(3,2,2)my° 11(2,2,2)my3
-30 a7 +10 a7 —20 s
Io(3,1,2)m,? 13,2, 2)m,3 10(2,2,2)m,?
—10 7 + 20 s —20 —
[_0(47 ]-7 1)mb3 [_([]0’1](37 27 Q)mbg 1_2(37 27 1)mb3
-30 7 + 20 a7 +10 —Zm
I,(3,1,2)m;? 1°1(3,2,2)my? 1,(3,2,2)my’
—10 7 + 20 /s +10 —
10 [_1(37 272)mb5 1_0(3727 Q)mb5 ]_2(37 272)mb5
o 75/2 o 75/2 - 75/2

+1011(2,2,2)my* +20 1,(3,2, 1)my* — 60 I,(1, 4, 1)my>
—201,(2,3, )m,® — 101113, 2, 2)m;?

crert _ _yo bl 321>mb5 s é“’”(z%f?, 2’ 0 o(l, jzwmbs
T 5 T 5 T 5
10 10(2,321)77% 20 16(3,222)7711, 30 ]0(1,421)77%
10 10(3,221)77%5 10 I(Eov”(sZ, 32/,22)mb5 (3, Z2;>/12)mb5
o 163, 22; /22>mb5 s b4, Z1;/12>mb5 o o2, 225 /22>mb5
L5 Do, Z2;> /22>mb7 5 o4, 221>mb5 \ 15 02 zZ 22>mb5
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C{{QET _

NG,2,20m° (2,3, 0my | 1o(3,2,2)my

15 = +10EE T 5
1_6(37272)7”1)5 ]_0(37271)mb5 ]_0(37272)mb7

—90 EEET 45 T 5
j6(37272>m65 j0(37272)mb7

20 ST 5 o

40 10
VZ VZ VZ
20 ]1[0 1](3a 27 2)mb3 20 ]_4(37 2a l)mb3 — 920 IAEO 1}(37 27 2)mb3
N N VZ
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