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Abstract

We study the radiative leptonic B, — 7¢U decays in the nonrelativistic QCD effective field
theory, and consider a fast-moving photon. As a result the interactions with the heavy quarks
can be integrated out, and thus we arrive at a factorization formula for the decay amplitude. We
calculate not only the relevant short-distance coefficients at leading order and next-to-leading order
in oy, but also the nonrelativistic corrections at the order |v|? in our analysis. We find out that
the QCD corrections can sizably decrease the branching ratio and thus is of great importance in
extracting the long-distance operator matrix elements of B.. For the phenomenological application,
we present our results for the photon energy, lepton energy and lepton-neutrino invariant mass
distribution.

* Corresponding author
tElectronic address: wei.wang@sjtu.edu.cn; Electronic address: rlzhu@sjtu.edu.cn


mailto:wei.wang@sjtu.edu.cn
mailto:rlzhu@sjtu.edu.cn

I. INTRODUCTION

The search for new degrees of freedom can proceed under two distinctive directions. At
the high energy frontier, new particles have different signatures with the standard model
(SM) particles, and measurements of their production may provide definitive evidence on
their existence. On the other hand, it is likely that low energy processes will be influenced
through loop effects. Rare decays of heavy mesons, with tiny decay rates in the SM, are
sensitive to the new degrees of freedom and thus can be exploited as indirect searches of
these unknown effects, for a recent review see Ref. [1].

The B. meson is the unique pseudo-scalar meson that is long lived and composed of
two different heavy flavors. Since this hadron is stable against strong interactions, its weak
decays provide a rich phenomena for the study of CKM matrix elements, and also a platform
to study the effects of weak interactions in a heavy quarkonium system [2, [3]. In the
past decades it has received growing attentions since the first observation by the CDF
collaboration [4]. This can be particularly witnessed by the recent LHCb measurements of
the B, lifetime [5], 6], the decay widths of B, — J/¢m and B, — J/¢{v [1, §], and various
other decay modes [9-12]. One may expect that more decay channels of B, can be measured
by the LHCb, ATLAS and CMS experiments [13-15].

On theoretical side, various approaches have been applied to calculate the decay width
of B. decays [16H52], but most of them are phenomenological. Since both constituents of
the B, are heavy and can only be treated nonrelativistically, an effective field theory can be
established [53]. Taking the B, — J/¢/fv as the example, one may derive the conjectured
non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) factorization formula for its decay amplitude:

A(Be — J/9) o Ci{0|OF[Be) x (J/4]05]0), (1)

where the O f are constructed by low energy operators. The short-distance, or hard, con-
tributions at the length scale 1/my,. are encapsulated into the coefficients C;; that can be
computed in perturbation theory.

The long-distance, or soft part of, matrix elements have to be extracted in a nonpertur-
bative approach, for instance the Lattice QCD simulation, or constrained by much simpler
processes for instance the annihilation modes B, — ¢v and B. — v{v. However, the useful-
ness of the B, — (v is challenged by two aspects. Firstly its decay rate is given by

G? m? m2\?
F(Bc — &76) = F“/cb’ fBC C_Z ( - _QZ) ) (2)
ch

in which the suppression factor m?/ mQBC arises from the helicity flip. As a result, the B, —
uv, and B, — e, have tiny branching fractions that may be out of the detector capability at
the current experimental facilities. Secondly, there is only one physical observable, namely
the decay rate, and thus the B. — ¢ is not capable to uniquely determine all, typically
more than one when relativistic corrections are taken into account, long-distance matrix
elements (LDMEs).

On the contrary, the B. — ¢U can provide a wealth of information [54-58], in terms of
a number of observables ranging from the decay probabilities, polarizations to an angular
analysis. It is interesting to notice that the counterpart in B sector, B — /U, has been
widely discussed towards the understanding of the B meson light-cone distribution ampli-
tudes [59-H63]. The small branching fraction of B. — v/ can be compensated by the high
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FIG. 1: Leading order Feynman diagrams for the radiative leptonic B. — yu#, decay in the SM.
The lepton u can also be e or 7. The photon emission from a virtual W-boson shown in the second
panel is suppressed by 1/ m%v compared to the other contributions.

luminosity at the ongoing hadron colliders and the under-design experimental facilities. The
main purpose of this paper is to explore the B. — v/ at next-to-leading order (NLO) in
a, and in |[v|?, which shall catch up the progress in the B. — (v [55] 64]. For the leptonic
decay constant, the two-loop calculation is also available in Ref. [65].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [, we will derive the formulas
for various partial decay widths of B. — ~¢v. Sec. [[I] is extensively devoted to the next-
to-leading order calculation. We will discuss the phenomenological results in Sec. [Vl We
summarize our findings and conclude in Sec. [V] We relegate the calculation details to the
Appendix.

In the SM, leading order (LO) Feynman diagrams for the B, — /v decay are shown in
Fig . The photon emission from a virtual W-boson is suppressed by 1/m%, compared to
other contributions, and thus the second diagram in Fig. [1| can be neglected. Integrating
out the off-shell W-boson, we arrive at the effective electro-weak Hamiltonian

G -
Heg = _FVchfy#(l — 75)bly* (1 = v5)v + hec., (3)

V2
where V,, is the CKM matrix element. The decay amplitude, matrix element of the abo
II. B.— v
ve Hamiltonian between the B, and /v state,
A = (yI"0|Heg|B.) (4)

is responsible for the process B, — y/v.

A. Differential decay widths

Since there is no strong interaction connection between the leptonic and hadronic part,
the decay amplitude can be decomposed into two individual sectors:

A = SEvad Qe = 2blB) x (oD =290

++mwu—%w@axmwu—%w&, (5)



with the matrix elements encoding the hadronic effects:

<O’E’}/“(1 - 75)b|§c>7 <7|57H(1 - 75)b|§c> (6)

The first one defines the B, decay constant

(017,750 Be(pp,)) = ifB.PBu s (7)

while the B, — v transition is parametrized by two form factors:

—= o) V L2 *U o
(e DI Belpn)) = ool I ®)

— D . * p e’ E* ie *
(v(e.B)[e, 750 Be(ps,)) = ieA(L?) (@ — k. pi k) = o A BePBaPBe € (9)

with the momentum transfer L. = pg, — k. Here and throughout this work we adopt the
convention €"'?®> = 4+1. The above equations are similar with the parameterization of the
B — ~ form factors as given in Ref. [66]. The last term in Eq. @D that is proportional to
the B, decay constant has been added in order to maintain the gauge invariance of the full
amplitude [67, [68], and see appendix [A| for a derivation.

Substituting Eqgs. , , @D into Eq. , we obtain

G _ . L€ w(s o -
A = —lTZWbechuzyﬂ(l — 75)111,{[1 + a(s)] (eu — kMpB ‘ ) _ pB( _ZZCEWWG P k }7
(10)

where s; = L? and terms due to lepton mass corrections have been neglected. Apparently,
this expression is gauge invariant. For the sake of simplicity, we have defined two abbrevia-
tions in the above *

A(SZ) o V(Sl)
v(s) = :
IB.

In terms of the decay constant and form factors, the differential decay width for the
B. — v(" 1, is given as

(11)

8T L
dEkdEl N 64ch7T3
- CVemf}_%?e |Vcb|2G%ch
B 422
+2a ((v+ g + 2(v + Day(z — 1) 4+ 2(z; — 1)) + 2oz (24 + 227 — 2)

(1 — l’k) X CL2 (Ii + 2$k($l — 1) + 2(1‘[ — 1)2)

+0? (xi + 2xp(z; — 1) + 2(z — 1)2) + 2} + 2wy — 2xp + 227 — day + 2|,
(12

1 One shall distinguish the form factor v from the relative velocity v to be defined in the following.



where x;, = 2E;/mp, and y = 2E;/mp,, and Ej and E; is the energy of the photon and
charged lepton in the B, rest frame, respectively. One can integrate out the F; and obtain

AT _ e f3 [V PGhmi, oa(1 = 20) (1 + @) + %) (13
dE, 1272 '

The differential distributions can also be converted to

d’T sz — Sl 2 2 2 L] 9/ o 2
dsidcost) — 32mp w2 Vool Gem 5, G (1 = xk)x_% ! (xk +2my(m = 1) + 2w - 1) )

+2a ((v+ 1)zp +2(v + Dag(z — 1) + 2(z; — 1)%) + 2vzy(zp + 22 — 2)

+0? (xz + 2xp(z; — 1) + 2(z — 1)2) + 7 + 2wy — 23 + 227 — day + 2|,

(14)
using the relation:

2
B, = —2< — 15
g ZmBC ’ ( )

1
El = 4 [(mZBC + Sl) — (mQBC — Sl) COS 91} . (16)

ch

The 6, is the polar angle between the lepton ¢ flight direction and the opposite direction of
the B. meson in the rest frame of the ¢, pair. Likewise one can integrate out the 6;
Al aenf3 [Va?GE(mE, — s1)si((1 4 a) + v?)
ds; 24m2mi,

. (17)

B. NRQCD factorization

The factorization properties for the B, — «vfv depend on the kinematics of the photon.
In this work, we will not study the soft-photon contribution as discussed in B decays [69],
and leave it for future work. In the region where the photon is a collinear (fast-moving)
object, its interaction with heavy quarks is highly virtual and thus should be encoded in the
short distance coefficients. In the NRQCD scheme, we only need retain those color-singlet
operator matrix elements that connect the B, state to the vacuum. To the desired order,
one expects the following factorization formula:

i oy i 2

N A0 Bulp)) + 20! (—ﬁ) wb\Bc<p>>+0<v‘*>], (18)
:CV — ;V i i -

V= [ ohdnlBe) + A0 (-5 T) wlBae + 00| (9
:cA — s i g ]

A== o (ORI Bo(p)) + 5 (0 (—ﬁ) wBe(p)) + O], (20)




where v denotes half relative velocity between the charm and bottom quarks in the meson,
cg’V’A and """ are the dimensionless short-distance coefficients that can be expanded in
terms of the strong coupling constant 2. We shall calculate the one-loop corrections to
the cg’V’A, but give only the LO results for cg’V’A since the latter ones are already power-
suppressed. g and XZ) represent Pauli spinor fields that annihilate the heavy quark ) and
anti-quark @, respectively. Besides, one need note that the state |H(p)) in QCD has the
standard normalization: (H(p')|H (p)) = 2E,(27)36(p — p’), while an additional factor 2E,
is abandoned in the nonrelativistic normalization where (H(p')|H(p)) = (27)36*(p — p').

III. NEXT-TO-LEADING ORDER CALCULATION
A. Kinematics

Let p; and p, represent the momenta for the heavy quark @ and anti-quark Q’. Without
loss of generality, one may adopt the decomposition:

p1 = aPp, —q, (21)
p2 = BPp, +q, (22)

where Pp_ is the total momentum of the quark pair. ¢ is a half of the relative momentum
between the quark pair with Pp_-q = 0. « and 8 are the energy fraction for Q and Q' in
the meson, respectively. The explicit expressions for all the momentum in the rest frame of
the B. meson are given by

Pj = (Ei + E»,0), (23)
¢" = (0,a), (24)
Py = (B, —q), (25)
vy = (E2,q) (26)

In the rest frame, the meson momentum becomes purely timelike while the relative momen-
tum is spacelike. One can obtain the relations a = \/m? — ¢2/(y/m? — ¢ + \/m? — ¢?) and

B =1— «a with the on-shell conditions Ey = \/m? — ¢?, Fy = \/m? — ¢?, and ¢* = —¢*.

B. Convariant projection method

In the following calculation, we will adopt the covariant spin-projector method, which
can be applied to all orders in v.
The Dirac spinors for the B, system may be written as

Ey +my Ex
A) = AT , 27
win ) = /P (ot ) (27)

2 Throughout this paper, we shall use the superscripts (0) and (1) to indicate the LO and NLO contributions
in ag and the subscripts 0 and 2 to denote the LO and NLO contributions in the velocity.



_ E2 + M EE? 5)\
Ve(p2, A) = 2—E2 2 g\L ) (28)

where &) is the two-component Pauli spinors and A is the polarization parameters. It is
straightforward to derive the covariant form of the spin-singlet combinations of spinor bilin-
ears:

. _ 1.1 1.
Io(q) = _Z)\Z;Ub(ph/\1)Uc(P2,/\2)<§)\1§)\2|00>® JN.

1 ]SBC + El + E2
—_— — o+ + g —me
1 /—ZEIEQW(ai’BC 4+ mp) E, + E, 75(51530 Q me)

L
SR
(29)

with the auxiliary parameter w = v/E; + my/Es +m,.. Here 1. is the unit matrix in the
fundamental representation of the color SU(3) group.

C. Perturbative matching

Due to the simplicity of the final state, one can directly match the QCD currents onto the
NRQCD ones. To determine the values of ¢y and ¢y, we follow the spirit that those short-
distance coefficients are insensitive to the long-distance hadronic dynamics. As a convenient
choice, one can replace the physical B, meson by a free ¢b pair of the quantum number

151 so that both the full amplitude, A[eb(*S!) — v£5), and the NRQCD operator matrix
elements can be directly accessed in perturbation theory. The short-distance coefficients
¢; can then be solved by equating the QCD amplitude A and the corresponding NRQCD
amplitude, order by order in a,. For this purpose, we introduce a decay constant and two
form factors at the free quark level:

(0|év,sbleb(*SI)) = gy, (30)
1
(e, k) |eybleb(*SH)) = —e———Ve e vy K, (31)
k- pg, ¢
— —7 /1 [1] . * ch'E* - 1 *
e Rt S)) = ich (6 - D) et Gpnpn . (32

Analogous to , one can write down the matching formula:

f . 2

_ . ton 1=n(1 oll] ) tf 11 all]

U = ) (0xiwsleb(S] >>+(mb+mc)2<orxc( 5 )wcb( Sy, (33)
1 . P cy i iﬁQ—1[1]—

- - - = _ 4
Vo= o |6 ORI S) + ot O (=5 D) aleb(' Sy | (34)
A= cA<orx*wbrab<1s[”>>+—C‘24 oyt (2 warabcs“]» (35)

mb+mc 0 c 0 (mb+mc>2 c 2 0 )

where we have adopted the nonrelativistic normalization.



One can organize the full amplitudes defined in Eqgs. in powers of the relative
momentum between ¢ and b, denoted by q. To the desired accuracy, one can truncate the
series at O(q?), with the first two Taylor coefficients. We will compute both amplitudes
at LO in o, in subsection [[ITD] and the calculation at NLO in «; will be conducted in
subsection [TTEL

The NRQCD matrix elements encountered in the above equations are particularly simple
at LO in ay:

(Ol leb(* 55" = Jz_Nc,
(Olx" (= ﬁ) Pleb( SN © = 2N, o, (36)

where the factor /2N, is due to the spin and color factors of the normalized Eb(IS([)”) state.
The computation of these matrix elements to O(«;) will be addressed in subsection [II1 F|

D. Tree-level amplitude

Adopting the above notation, one can easily obtain the tree-level amplitude for the decay
constant

(Oleyasbleb(5y") @ = Tr [o(g)ys]
2
NG (Er +mp) (B2 +me) + ¢
2\/ EyEy(Ey +my)(Ey + me)(Ey + E)

2
= igu0\/2N, (1 -4 4 ) , (37)

red

where the ¢" terms have been omitted and

MpMe
red my -+ M, ) ( )
is defined as the reduced mass of the ¢b system.
The vector current is similarly evaluated as:

(e S = T =B, T S e |

eV 2N, €. €p

= - +
4’LU\/ ElEQ(EQk -pB, + Ek - q Elk *PB. — Ek - q)

X {Ebceu,,pge*”k”p‘éc + E(E1+ Ey+my — mc)eu,,pae*”kpq"}. (39)

We have introduced the abbreviation F = E; + E», and Ey. = (Ey + my)(Ey + me) + ¢*.
Here e, = 2/3 and e, = —1/3 is the electric charge of the ¢ and b quark, respectively.
One can perform the Taylor expansion of the amplitudes in powers of g¢*:

d.A(0) L 19PA(0)

Alg) = A(0) + g lg=0 q 2 9grdg” l4=0 ¢

g4 (40)



Those terms linear in ¢ should be dropped since this auxiliary momentum introduced at the
quark level has no correspondence at the hadron level. In this paper, the O(|q|?) contribu-
tions will be retained. In order to simplify the calculation in the covariant derivation, one
shall use the following replacement:

2 PL P
q#qV — _lgL__Q_g#V_+__liL_§£)_ (41)

The result for the axial-vector current is a bit lengthy:

_ _ 1] 0) _ . 1
v|&v,vsbleb (LS, = —iey/2N,
{(vlevsbleb("S57) v LB o) By )

X{€*€ k-pp By + k- qE(E — Ey +my —m,)

poe Esk -pp, + Ek - q

k-pp.Ey + k- qE(E, — Ey +my —m,)
Eik-pp, — Ek -q

2(Ey — Ey +my — me)(Eoe* - pp, + E€* - q)

Esk - pp, + Ek - q

2(FEy — Ey +my — me)(Ere* - pg, — E€* - q)

—uc Evk-pp, — Fk-q

2E.(Ese* - pp, + Ee* - q)

E(Eqk - pp, + Ek - q)

2(Ey Eyc* - pp, + Ec* - ¢(Epe + ¢%)

—PBcpbo E(Esk - ps, — Ek-q)

Eye” - pp, + Ee* - q(Ey — Ey +my — m,)
Esk - pp. + Ek - q

Eye* - pp, + Ee* - q(Ey — Ey +my — me)
Exk - pp. — Bk -q }

*
€u€b

tquéc

+chHeC

—ke.

4—ku€b (42>

In order to extract the A form factor, we only need to keep the €, term which corresponds
to Feynman gauge ¢ - pg, = 0, but we have explicitly checked the gauge invariance up to v?
order.

The tree-level NRQCD matrix elements for the ¢b have been given in Eq. , and thus
the above results in Eqgs. 42)) lead to the tree-level Wilson coefficients

=1, (43)

A— (a4

o’ = —26—; - % (45)
2 2

YO 5 <ec(3z ;3;%— 11) eb(11z4;—2222—|—3)> | (46)

@’ = 555 (47)
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FIG. 2:  Typical NLO Feynman diagrams for the radiative leptonic B. — ~yu, decay in the
SM. The other four diagrams can be easily obtained by interchanging the bottom and anti-charm
quarks lines.

A0 (ec[(3z2 + 224+ 11) + 82(1 — 2)my/ Ey|
2 T ¢ 4823
_eb[(1122+2z+3) —82(1 —z)mb/Ek]) (48)

4822

In the above results, we have defined z = m./m; and z = 1 + z. le,o means the LO of
Wilson coefficient ¢/. Tt is interesting to notice that the Wilson coefficients 3 depends
on the energy of the emitted photon, which will induce nontrivial behaviors as will be

demonstrated later.

E. NLO amplitudes in QCD

Typical one-loop diagrams for the QCD corrections to the B. — v/, decay are shown
in Fig. 2l In calculating the one-loop amplitudes, we use the dimensional regularization to
regulate the ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) divergence.

The diagram (a) in Fig. [2[ contributes to the NLO decay constant:

Cra,[ 1 2 2 61
Oh, = V2N | o S oaam P —ogon - 20 (49)
’ 47 EUv €IR my z+1
with
1 1 16m? 2

t :_<7T2—Z.7T|:A _lnmr—e2d|v‘:|),
2‘V‘ €IR 1%

v=_d (50)
2mred

We have introduced the abbreviation

1 1
- = — g + Indm. (51)
€UV,IR €UV,IR
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The heavy quark field renormalization and mass term are given as

a 47 gUV €IR
5 — _3mCFOzs 1 ,LL2 4 (52>
" 47 GUV m2 3

For the vector current form factor, the sub-diagram in Fig. 2 gives out the corresponding
contribution

V. — V2N.e,Cras . 1 4z 2+ 2 1 2(y* — 2(2+1))
b= et T b sht RIS
Tmy € Y:—22 Y2z -z z z (y? — 22)

29/ > -
_MIM - (1—2)cs — (32— y*)dy],
v - \/2NC€bCFozs[_1 1 +y2+z2+4z+3+ 2+y2b _5(3y2—z2+1)b
CT O dmmy 2 ey 72 g2 22t 2 (22
(222 +32—1)z —y*(22 + 3) P
b _
+ 25 (y2—22) 3+(Z+y < )04]7
v, — \/2Nceb0pas[_l 1 +y2—22+4z—|—5+y2—22—|—z+2b
T dam, 2 &y 2y 2y
2_ .2
y-— 2" +4z+5
2(y* — 22) s+l
v - \/2NcebCpa5[—y2+22+82+7+ 72— g2 B Z(y?— 22+ 1) )
CT drmy 2(32 — 12 202 — 23)  2(y®—23) (12 — 22) °

(22 4+ 62+ 1) 22+ y' — 2¢? (2% + 42 + 3)
2(y* = 2°) (v* — 22)
where the auxiliary functions b;, ¢;, and d; are defined in Appendix [B]
The counter-mass terms and wave function renormalization corrections give:

b3]7 (53)

vV 2Nc€bCFOés 3z 1 /ﬁ 4
Voer—m = — (= In —
or 4my, [y2 — zz(eUV +n m? 7+ 3)]
V2N e,Croas - 1 11 3 2
R e T (54)
4army, €IR  2€yv 2 zmb

For the axial-vector current form factor, the sub-diagram has gauge-dependent contribu-
tions, however, the summed result is gauge-invariant. We will show the detail in Appendix[C|

F. NLO amplitudes in NRQCD

The NRQCD Lagrangian can be derived by integrating out the degrees of freedom of
order heavy quark mass [53]:

D2 D*
Lxrqop = W <2Dt + —) Y+ @UT

> v+ sl g BY

+ 8—w (D-gE—gE-D)y+ 8—77521%' - (D x g;E — g,E x D)y
+ ( ZO'ZX*,AH — _A;j;) + £light . (55)
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The replacement in the last line implies that the corresponding heavy anti-quark bilinear
sector can be obtained through the charge conjugation transformation. Ly represents the
Lagrangian for the light quarks and gluons. The coefficients cp, c¢r, and cg have perturbative
expansions in powers of ag, which can be written as ¢; = 1+ O(ay).

The matrix element of the ¢b to vacuum at NLO can be written as

2 2
Oy plab(1 S = /2N, LeCF (Wz e {L I MD ' (56)

27 2|v|

This is in agreement with the results in Ref. [70].

G. Determination of ¢;: Matching QCD to NRQCD

Up to o, and v2, one can expand the decay constant and form factors as

U = 2 0xunleab(*S5) @ + 0T eb (U S5 + ¢ 00 x by eb(t Iy O
f,0

% ot (BB sy ©
G+ 2 OPee(=5 D) 4leb (500, (57)
1
V= m[C(‘)/’O<0\Xi¢b|éb(15([)l])>(0) + ey (0lx | eb(* Sg ) ©
VO 0l leb(t sty C;/’O 0 T_i%>2 zb(1 gy (0) 58
o OheetuledCSo ) + o= 3 (Ohxe(=5 D) nleb(C50 7))l (58)
1 i _
A = L PO b5 ) + i (O b 567)
+eg 20t |eb(1sy ) @ RN TIA, SN NG 59
0" ObeetyT1ebC50 D) + e Ol =5 D) leb (ST (59)

Matching the QCD results onto the NRQCD, one can obtain the UV and IR finite short-
distance coefficient

3Cra 1—2z
51 s 9 1 60
“ 47 <+1+2nz>, (60)
et = %oy po_ BBy vyt Py, y o222
" dr U am? 2(y? —22) (y* — 22) 4(z8—422) ' 22(y2—23) 0
1, 2z 2 2 4 —232 4+ 322 4 3y%z — o2
1 —=—=3)b b
+4(92—25+5—y+5+y z b2 + 22 (y* — 22) !
—Z—ylr+ 23+ 22 2y -2+ 2241 .
+ Y - Cl+y C2+(Z—1>Cg+(y2—z2)d1]
zZ z
€ 1 Y
T E T YT 61
Ham o= (61)

12
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FIG. 3: Dependence of short-distance coefficients ¢(Y) on the s;. The solid line denotes the
coefficient c(‘)/ (A)’O, the dotted line is the coefficient c;/ W0 fom relativistic corrections, and the

(4)

. . . V(A),2 .
thick curve is the coefficient ¢ from o corrections.

M= Cras ep| —1In I~ + ! (y*(z + 11)2 — y*(2(5z + 34) + 5)z*

’ dm amg 2 (y? — 22) (v — 2)°
b
+(2(2(32 + 23) +5) + )2 +3°) + rﬂz)zwy%z ~3)22 — (2 + 14z
Z(y*—z

-3)2 +y*(32—1)) + b (V32 +17) — (22 +3)(3z — 1)2)

AZ (y? — 22) (y* — 2°)
bs

+(3(z — 1)z — 2)3%) — (y* (1322 — 2z + 1) 2* — 2(32° + 2)7°

22(22 —y*)(y? — 22)?
(z =128 4+ 9y*(32+1) — 22 (223 + 522 + 22 — 1)

+yt(y? — 822 — 62 +2)) — — by
2 (4 — 2)

+y2 (3 (=2) +22(22+5) = 3) — (z — 1)(2(2 + 4) — 1)220

22 (22— ) '
(=22 + )+ D+ (2 (y* —22(2+2) +3) + S)C

2(y— 2 (E+y) ’
_i_(z—l)?(;gi;z _1)03+(—y2—|—z2—|—4z—1)d1
—(eb—>%,z—>§,y—>g)}. (62)

Note that the scale dependent term in the brace of Eqs. and will be cancelled each
other, the residual dependence only lies in the strong coupling constant.

IV. PHENOMENOLNICAL RESULTS

The input parameters are adopted as [T1]: mp, = 6.2756GeV; Gr = 1.16637 X
1075GeV~2; o = 1/128; for the CKM parameters, we adopt |V,| = 0.041. For the heavy
quark mass, we adopt my, = 4.8GeV and m. = 1.5GeV [46]. The B.-meson lifetime is using
the latest measurement by the LHCb Collaboration, i.e. 75, = 0.50ps [5, [6].
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We first present numerical results for the decay constant fp_:

4

R
E 822 o
3Cra 1—2
L 22 (g ] — —0.44 . 63
@ dm (+1+an) s (63)

The strong coupling constant at the Z-boson peak is [71]
as(mz) = 0.1185 4+ 0.0006, (64)
which corresponds to
as(my) = 0.218, ag(m.) = 0.368. (65)

With these values, one can see the o corrections can reduce the decay constant by approx-
imately 9.5% — 16.2%.

To estimate the size of O(|v|?) effects, one requests the size of non-perturbative LDMEs,
for which we use Buchmiiller-Tye (B-T) potential model [72]:

(Olx¥s|Be(p)) = \/2E;|RSB'T(0>| ~= 0.884GeV*, (66)
o (=55 ) wlB) = Qoo (67)

For an estimate of g2, one may make use of the relative velocity. Using the heavy quarks
kinetic and potential energy approximation [53], we have

V| ~ as(2myeq|v]) . (68)

Choosing my, = 4.8 GeV and m,. = 1.5 GeV, and using two-loop strong coupling constant,
we get

VI3, ~ 0.267, |v|]} =0.108, |v|} ~0.186. (69)
For a value (v?)p =~ 0.186, we have
q? ~ 0.9718GeV?2, (70)

As a result, the decay constant will be further reduced by about 9%.
For the short-distance coefficients for B, — ~ transition form factors V' and A, our results

are shown in Fig. . The solid line denotes the leading-order coefficient cg (A)’O, the dotted

line correspond to the coefficient c;/ ()

the coefficient c(‘)/ @2 from a corrections. From these figures, one can see the relativistic
corrections give constructive contributions, but the O(a,) QCD corrections are destructive
and thus have important consequences. Note that the factorization in Egs. is
valid only for a hard photon, while the soft-photon contribution needs special treatment [69].
Thus a cut-off on the photon energy should be introduced, however we have checked that
the cut-off will not affect the results significantly in Tabs. [[] and [[I}

0 C .. . . .
from relativistic corrections, and the thick curve is
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(x1075)

00 05 10 15 20 25 30 0.0 05 10 15 20 25 30
Ex(GeV) E,(GeV)

FIG. 4: The dependence of the branching ratio B(B. — yu#,) on the photon and lepton energy.
The dotted line denotes the leading-order result, the dashed line is the result with relativistic
corrections, the blue line is the result with QCD corrections, and the thick curve denotes the total
results with both the QCD and relativistic corrections.

T

0 10 20 30 40
s(GeVv?)

FIG. 5: Similar with Fig. [ but for the s; dependence.

With the estimated long-distance matrix elements, results for differential distributions are
given in Figs. [4 and [5] where the QCD and relativistic corrections are shown respectively.
The integrated branching ratios of B. — v/ and B. — (v are presented in Tabs. [[] and
Ml Ignoring the lepton mass, the branching ratio of B. — ~er, is identical to that of
B. — yuv,. The LO results are in agreement with Ref. [54-58] with the same input
parameters. From the calculation, one can see that both the QCD and relativistic corrections
give destructive contributions to the process B. — f(v. However, relativistic corrections
produce a constructive contribution to the B, — y¢v. Our results have demonstrated that
the QCD and relativistic corrections are mandatory towards a more accurate extraction of
the value of LDMEs for B, system.
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TABLE I: Branching ratios of B, — /v and B, — fv. Here 75, = 0.50ps, and we vary the heavy
quark masses with my, = 4.8 £ 0.1GeV and m. = 1.5 F 0.1GeV.

Channels Tree-level |v|?-corrections  QCD corrections This work (NLO)
B, — 1o, 2.90 x 1072 —0.54 x 1072 —0.5675:03 x 1072 1.801063 x 1072
B.—pp, 1210x 107> —2.25x107° —2.327018 x 107° 7537012 x 107°
B.—ev.  282x107°  —0.53x107% —0.547003 x 107 1.757003 x 107°

B. — yu, 10497720 x 107° 5467730 x 1075 —7.68 15 x 107> 8.23119% x 10~°

TABLE II: Branching ratios of B, — v¢v and B, — fv compared with other theories or models,
including Lattice QCD (LQCD), Light front model (LFM), Constituent quark model (CQM). Here
7B, = 0.50ps is adopted.

This work LQCD [74] LFM [56] CQM [58] Ref. [75] Ref. [55]

102B(B. — 70;) 1.801003  2.12 1.52 1.44 1.8 1.6
10°B(B. — pw,) 7.53%015  8.86 6.09 6.2 7.6 5.7
10°B(B, — e.) 1.757505  2.06 1.41 1.47 1.7 1.5
10°B(B, — yuw,) 823115 - 2.2(5) 4.71 - 4.78

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we have analyzed the radiative leptonic B. — /v decays in the NRQCD
effective field theory. NRQCD factorization ensures the separation of short-distance and
long-distance effects of B. — /v into all order of a,. Treating the photon as a collinear
object whose interactions with the heavy quarks can be integrated out, we arrive at a
factorization formula for the decay amplitude.

We have calculated not only the short-distance coefficients at leading order and next-to-
leading order in ay, but also the nonrelativistic corrections at the order |v|? in our analysis.
We found that the QCD corrections can sizably decrease the branching ratio, which has
very important impact on extracting the long-distance operator matrix elements of B,.. For
phenomenological applications, we have estimated the long-distance matrix elements, which
are further used to explore the photon energy, lepton energy and lepton-neutrino invariant
mass distribution. These results can be examined at the LHCb experiment.
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Appendix A: Ward identities for matrix elements

In this section, we will derive the constraints on the B. — ~ form factors following a
Ward identity for the conservation of the electromagnetic current. To be more specific, let
us consider the following matrix element:

(v(k, €)l(€7,750)(0)| Be) = iec™ / d*ze™ (0] Tj™ () (Ev75b) (0) | Be) (A1)

In this case, the electromagnetic current includes contributions from heavy quarks j;™ =

€cCYuC + ebl_wub.
The conservation of the electromagnetic current implies a Ward identity for the matrix
element of the time-ordered product in (A1)

ik / dhee™® (0] T70™ (2) |(e3,35b) (0)[B)

20— 00

= / d*ze™ ({0175 (x) (7750)(0)[Be)0(2°) + (01(27,75b) (0) j5™ () [ Be)O (=) 10"
= / e (0] 5™ (%) (67 75b)(0)[Be) = (0](@015b) (0) g™ ()| B.))

= [ e T L™ @) (@) OB (A2)

The commutator on the right-hand side is non-vanishing since the operator ¢v,v5b carries
an electric charge. It can be evaluated as:

/ Bre 7 (0|[je™ () , (#1,750) ()] B (ps.))

= / Pz (0] [ecel, (F)em () + bl (2)bn () , ¢ (0) (7775 )sbs (0] B(ps.))

= (ec — €)(0/(€1750)(0)| Be(ps.))
= i(ec — €) [B.PB.w - (A3)

The most general parametrization of the matrix element on the left-hand side without k*
can be written in terms of five form factors f;(k? pp, - k)

/ d'we®* (O[T () (@1,750) (0 Be) = ilfiguw + foPpoyipow + fakiks

+f4kuch,V + fsch,uku] . (A4)
The Ward identity (A3]) implies two constraints on these form factors
(pB. - k) f2+ K fa = (ec — eb) [B, , fr+ K fs+ (pp, - k) fs = 0. (A5)

For a real photon k? = 0, these constraints fix uniquely the form factor f»(0,pg, - k), and
relate f1(0,pp, - k) and f5(0, pp, - k), which leads to

e

_ - . N pB,. - €
(e RN Blrn ) = iepn. - kfs (6~ 22 ) -

-€*. (A6
P o fBepBpn. €. (AB)

pB.

This is the same as the result in Eq. @D as presented in text, with the identification pp_-k f5 =
A.
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Appendix B: Passarino-Veltman integrals

The coefficients b;, ¢; and d; are related to the scalar Passarino-Veltman integrals defined
in Ref. [76, [77], and we have split the finite pieces b; = B/™ ¢; = C/™" /m?2 and d; =
Dfim'te/mz;:

B, = BO Oa Z2ml%7 Z2m%) )
BZ - BO Oa m12;7 ml%) )
By = By (mj (y2 — 22) /z,O,mb) ,

(
(
(
By = By (y*mj,my, 2*mj),
Cr = Co(
Cy = Co (
Cy = Co(
Cy, = Cp (mg (y2 — 25) JZ,miy?, miz?, O,mg,mzzz) ,

D, = DO (m§722m§7y2m§707 527”?;7”1% (y2 - Zg) /2,771570, Zngaml%) : (B]')

Here we give the the results of divergence integrals.

1 2
By = — +In—1—,
v 25y,
1 2
By = — +m X,
v my,
1 2 (PP-PA)(z-L
P BNV U ) Gk 3 Y
(5474 my Yy —zZz

Bi= m oS ey m W) ) — 1)),

cuv ymmy, i1 ()
1 1 w2 2lnz
Cs = — — +t+In— —-2—
3 Qng(elR that nmg 1+z)’
z 1 w? 22—y 1 9
D, = ~ —+t+Inh— —-2In— + p. —(2(2
b 2miz (22—?;2)(613 L m z (y—Z)(y+Z)( (

—2y*Iny — (y2 + 22— )nz— y2(1 +2In2)) + (—gs +y? 42— Dg
g5+ v — 22+ Dga+ (—g5 + 9> — 22+ D)gs+ (g5 + y* + 2° — D)ga)),  (B2)
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where

:l:\/(xz—z2+1)2—4a:2+x2—z2+1

Yi2(z) = 972 g

G = ln(\/(y2—z2+1)2—4y2—y2—22+1),

Gy = ln(\/(y2—22+1)2—4y2+y2—22+1),

g3 = ln(—\/(gﬁ—z2—|—1)2—4y2+y2—22+1),

94 = ln(_\/(?/2—22+1)2—492—y2_z2+1>’

g =yt =22 (2 1)+ (2 - 1) (B3)

Appendix C: One loop corrections to the axial-vector form factor A

The most general structure of the matrix element of the axial-vector current is
parametrized by:

= — . * A€ PB. - € . PB. €
(e lenaatlen s = ie (B2 EA) < il Sty )

This section will be devoted to demonstrate the gauge invariance at the one-loop level in
Qg, namely

A= AF = A, (C2)
vt =0. (C3)
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The contributions from individual diagrams to A® are given as

A — eoCras V2N [ 1 4z — )22 Y222 —2(z—1)2% — y4b N y? ;
DT T dmmy, an (- 2)2 -2z P-2)E
2y%7 — yt +(z—1) —20%Z+ (2 — 1)23 + ¢
+ 5 b3 — by
z(y? — 2 2(y? - 22
23z — )22 +y* —y? (2 + 42+ 3) (22 —=1)(y* — 22+ 1)
- cy — c
(22— y?)2 ' -2z 7
+ (- + 22+ 42— 1) dl} : (C4)
A — epyCrags/2N, [1 1 Z 492 - —3(22 4+ 3) + 223 + 522 + 22 — 1b
c 4ty 2¢py  yr— 22 1 22 (22 —y?) ’
2, .2 2
V242244243 Z(=3yt+22-1) 5 9
b — —1 Ch
+ o + 2 (2 = ) 1+ (—y*+ 2+ 2 — Dey|, (C5)
epCragy/2N, [1 1 | 2 _ 2z 22241 _
AG = 2L Sy ey L T T sy, (C6)
4mmy, 2 épy y? — 22 Y2 — 22 2(y2 — 22)
. epCragy/ 2N, 1 y?—22+1 z y?— 2241
Ae — — N = ~ U2 — ~ b3 9 <C7)
4ty 2ey - 22 —22) 2y —2zZ 2(y? — 22)

The mass counter term and wave function renormalization give the contributions:

€CTfm - 07
Acr_p = —Ver-r. (C8)

The contributions from individual diagrams to A* are given as

eyCrasy/2N. [ Z(y* (=722 +102+1) 22 + (2 — 1)2° + y* (3y? + 322 — 82 — 11))
dmmy (y? — 22) (y* — y2?)°
202(3 — 22)22 + 22  + 4 (—(2 + 2)) Z+y? 27 (—y* + 22 + 3)
(y* —y2?) yt - yraz (y? — 22)
+—y2§2(y2+z2—4z+5)—|—( —322+52+1)28 +yb
2 (Y24 22+ 2) (2 - 2)°
y’(32—5)2 — (2 -2 +y' (y* +2° — 1)
2 (P — y2)’
esCrasy/2N, [s (2 (=722 4+ 102+ 1) 22 + (2 — 1)2° + 9* (3y® + 322 — 82 — 11))
dmmy, (y? = 22) (v —y22)°
2y%(22 — 3)2% — 22 + Yy (2 + 2) Z 4y 22 (—y*+ 22+ 3)
+ byt 5 —=ba = 2 _ 32 €4
(y* — yz2)° yt— ez (y* — 27)
PR 45 (PP =322 45+ 1) P 4y b,
2(22 —y?) (y? - 22)°
V232 —-5)2 — (-1 +y* (P + 22 -1
B 3 _ 52)2
2 (y* —y??)

Ay =

ba| + Aj, (C9)

AF =

C

>b4] + A7, (C10)
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eyCrasy/2N, 2 (5y? — 522 — 62— 1)  Z(3y? — 322 — 4z —1)
Ay, (y* = 22) (v* — 22) (v = 22) (y* - 22)
Z(=3y* +322+4z+1
((yQy—;) (y;L— Z;; ] 1
epCragy/2N, . 32 1 z 72
dmrmy, yr—22égy P+ +z * (y? — 22) (y* — 22)
Z(3y? =322 — 42— 1)

NI )

Similar, the mass counter-terms and wave function renormalization corrections give:

Al = AG+

ba

AP = A+

€ €

by

Cras/2N, 3z 1 w4

Ak _ €p s c 1 -

eT-m Ammy, [22 — y2(€UV i m? + 3)]’

Alé‘TfF = eCTfF' (013)

Adding the above contributions, one may derive the relation A = A¥, which is guaranteed
by gauge invariance. One can obtain the one-loop results for A by adding up the anti-
symmetrical part with e, — e. and my < m..

The contributions from individual diagrams to U4 are given as

BA epsCras QNC[ 2 N 2 (322 —62—-1)22 — (2 — 1) + 9y (=3y> + 22 + 82+ 7)
A= 2TT VT e = p
4m €IR y? (y* — 22) (y* — 22)
3y} (z — 1) 4 224 —y4b1 L= (y*+3)z+ (2 —1) 23+ (y? - 3) 2% - 1b2
2z (12 — 22) Y2z (y* — 22)
427 + (22 — 42— 1) 22 —y4bg N Z(—(z =12 + y* + 2¢% (22 —z—2))b4
2(y* = 22) (y* = 22) vz (y? — 2%)
—2Zcy + 4zc3), (C14)
5A — esCrasy/2N., 1 N Y2 (=522 + 42+ 1) 2+ (2 — D2 +y* (12 + 322 — 22— 5)
¢ 4 Euv y? (y? — 22) (y? — 22)
Z (222 + y*(2 — 32)) z2 —4y?7 4+ (=22 + 42+ 1) 22 + ¢t
R T Vi (I B
Z((z—=1)2 —y? (y? + 222 — 22 — 4)) N
+ sz (y2 _ 22) b4 + 2204], (C15>
54— eCras 2Nc[ L (22 +102+1) 22+ y* — 2y% (22 + 62 + 5)
4= —— - p
47 Euv (y? — 22) (y? — 22)
Z(=5y? + 522+ 62+ 1) (22462 +1) 22 + y* — 202 (22 + 42 + 3)
A R T - (100
5A ebCFaS\/2Nc[y2—22—82—7 1 N 72— 2 Z(=y?+22-1) ,
‘ dm yr— 2 v Y-z (P -2 (Y - 22)
2 6 1 32 4 _ 2 2(,2 4 3

(y? — 22) (y* — 22)
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OCT—m = _EAE’T—m’
2 €
OéTfF = _E CT—F" (018)

The sum of them is

B o = ~3erCras 2N, ((2 — 1)~1n(z) —2Z4 2/3751). (19)

47z

We can get the one-loop result in Eq. after adding up the symmetrical part with
ey, — €. and my <> me.
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