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A bstract

To leading orderin �s,weevaluatetheleading and non-leading 1=M b correctionsto theB
�B �

and B �B 
couplingsusingQCD spectralm om entsum rulesin thefulltheory.W e�nd that,for

largeM b and contrary to theheavy-to-lightB ! �(�)l�� form factors,which aredom inated by

thesoftlightquark vacuum condensate,thesecouplingsaregoverned by thehardperturbative

graph,likeotherheavy-to-heavy transitions.W ealso�nd thatfortheB � ! B 
,the1=M b cor-

rection ism ainly dueto theperturbativeand lightquark condensatecontributionsoriginating

from thegraphsinvolving theheavy quark partoftheelectrom agneticcurrent,which areessen-

tialforexplaining the large charge dependence in the observed D �� ! D � 
 and D �0 ! D 0


decays. Our best num ericalpredictions without any free param eters for the B �-m eson are:

gB �� B 0�� ’ 14� 4,�B �� ! B � 
 ’ (0:10� 0:03)keV and thelargechargedependenceoftheratio:

�B �� ! B � 
=�B �0! B 0
 ’ 2:5 .FortheD �-m eson,we�nd:�D �� ! D 0�� ’ 1:54�D �0! D 0�0 ’ (8� 5)

keV,�D �� ! D � 
 ’ (0:09+ 0:40�0:07 )keV and �D �0! D 0
 ’ (3:7� 1:2)keV,wherethebranching ratios

agree within the errorswith the presentdata,while the totalwidths�D �0! all’ (11� 4)keV

and �D �� ! all’ (12� 7)keV arem uch sm allerthan thepresentexperim entalupperlim its.
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1 Introduction and notations

TheB �B �and D �D �couplingshavebeen studied by severalauthorsusing QCD spectralsum

rulescom bined with thesoftpion techniques[1](seealso [2]),lightconesum rules[3]orheavy

quarkexpansion plussoftpiontechniques[4],whiletheB �B �couplinghasbeenstudied recently

using QCD double exponentialsum rules for the three-point function [5]. However,though,

apparently convenient,asoneworkswith thetwo-pointfunction,thesum ruleapproach of[1]

isquitepeculiardueto thepresenceoftheunphysicalso-called parasiticterm ,which can only

be elim inated in a m ore involved com bination ofsum rules. M oreover,the connection ofthe

light-conesum ruleused in [3],with thestandardQCD spectralsum rules(QSSR)involvingthe

vacuum condensates,isnotcrystalclearduetothepoorunderstanding in term softhevacuum

condensatesoftherealstructureofthelightm eson wavefunctionsentering into thisapproach

(fora criticism on theunreliability fortheconstruction ofthehadronicwave functionson the

lightcone,see e.g. [6]). The theoreticalevaluationsofthese couplingsare interesting asthey

can beused fordeterm ining thenorm alization oftheB ! �(�)l�form factorsnearzeropionic

recoil.Indeed,theQSSR analysisoftheq2-dependenceoftheB ! �l��form factorf+ indicates

thatitbehaveslike a polynom ialin q2,which can be�tted to a good approxim ation with the

pole form [7,8],though one cannot use (like currently done in the literature) such a pole

param etrization forstudying its M b-behaviour atq
2 = 0 [8]. Experim entalm easurem ents of

thesecouplingsareexpected tobeim proved and availablein theforthcom inghigh-statisticsB -

and �-charm -factory m achinesfrom theprocessesB ! ���,D � ! D �and B �(D �)! B (D )
.

In this paper,we shalluse the QSSR double m om ents sum rule approach in order to study

thelargeM b-behaviourofthepreviouscouplingsand to estim atetheirvalues.Contrary to the

populardoubleexponentialsum rule,thisapproach isquiteadvantageousin theanalysisofthe

three-pointfunction,asitpreventstheblow-up oftheQCD serieswhen theheavy quark m ass

islargebutherethenum berofderivativesrem ains�nite[8].Thecouplingsarede�ned as:

hB
�(p)B (p0)�(q)i= gB �B �q��

�
; hB

�(p)B (p0)
(q)i= �egB �B 
p�p
0
��

����
���

0
� ; (1)

where q � p0� p and �Q 2 � q2 � 0,while �� are the polarization ofthe vectorparticles. W e

shallbeconcerned with thevertex function:

V
�(�)(p;p0;q)= �

Z

d
4
x d

4
y e

i(p0y�px)
hT J

5(�)

L (x)J�B �(0)JB (y)i; (2)

wherethecurrentsare:

J
�

L =
X

u;d

eq�q

�
q+

X

c;b

eQ �Q 

�
Q J

5

L = (m u + m d)�u

5
d

J
�
B � = �u
�b JB = (M b+ m d)�d


5
b; (3)

and u; d; c; b are the quark �eldsand eq; eQ theirelectric charge in unitsofe. The vertex

obeysthedoubledispersion relation 2:

V (p;p0;q)= �
1

4�2

Z 1

M 2

b

ds

s� p2

Z 1

M 2

b

ds0

s0� p02
Im V (s;s0) + ::: (4)

2Here,the dispersion relation is done with respect to the two heavy m eson m om enta,which is not the

case ofthe B ! �(�)l��. Thisdi�erentcon�guration isim portantforthe M b-behaviourofthe di�erentQ CD

contributions.
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Exploiting the fact that M b is m uch larger than the QCD scale �,where the LHS can be

evaluated using theOperatorProductExpansion �a la SVZ [9,10],onecan work,in thechiral

lim it,with thedoublem om entsum rule:

M
(n;n0) = �

1

4�2

Z 1

M 2

b

ds

sn+ 1

Z 1

M 2

b

ds0

s0n
0+ 1

Im V (s;s0) (5)

wheren;n0arefinite num bersofderivativesevaluated atp2 = p02 = 0.

2 M om ent sum rule for the B �B � and D �D � couplings

TheperturbativeQCD expression ofthespectralfunction reads:

�
1

4�2
Im V (s;s0)= (m u + m d)M b

N c

4�2
Q
2
M 2

b(s+ s0+ Q 2)� 2ss0

f(s+ s0+ Q 2)2 � 4ss0g
3=2

; (6)

whereQ 2 � �q2 � 0 3 isthepion m om entum squared and wheretheintegration lim itcondition

is:

(s� M
2

b)(s
0
� M

2

b)� Q
2
M

2

b: (7)

Itiseasy to check that,contrary to the case ofB ! �l�� form factor,where the lightquark

condensateisdom inant,thelightcondensatecontribution vanisheshereaftertakingthep2 and

p02 derivatives,which isaconsequenceofthefactthatthedispersion relationhasbeen donewith

respecttotheheavy quarksm om enta likein thecaseofaheavy-to-heavy transition.Theother

rem aining e�ectswhich aresuppressed by 1/M 2
b com pared totheleading perturbativediagram

willbe neglected to the approxim ation we are working 4. The phenom enologicalside ofthe

sum rule isparam etrized using the usualduality ansatz: lowestresonance +QCD continuum

from the thresholdssc and s
0
c.By transferring thisQCD continuum e�ectinto the QCD part

ofthesum rule,oneobtains5:

M
(n;n0)
c � gB �B �

p
2M B �fB �

M
2(n+ 1)

B �

p
2M 2

B fB

M
2(n0+ 1)

B

p
2m 2

�f�

m 2
� + Q 2

’ �
1

4�2

Z sc

0

ds

sn+ 1

Z s0
c

0

ds0

s0n
0+ 1

Im V (s;s0); (8)

wherethecoupling constantsarenorm alized as:

h0jJ5Lj�i =
p
2f�M

2

� h0jJ
�

Lj�i=
p
2
M 2

�

2
�
�
�
;

h0jJB jB i =
p
2fB M

2

B h0jJ
�

B �jB
�
i=

p
2fB �M B ��

�
; (9)

wheref� = 93:3 M eV and 
� = 2:56.In thecasewhereM b ! 1 (staticlim it),itisconvenient

to work with thenon-relativisticvariablesE and E 0de�ned as:

s= (E + M b)
2 and s

0= (E 0+ M b)
2
; (10)

3In thisregion ofQ 2 � 0,thequestion ofnon-Landau and com plex singularitiesand ofanom alousthresholds

do notarise[11].
4O ne can howevernotice thatthe four-quark condensate contribution behaveslike 1=Q 4 which re
ectsthe

factthatthepresentapproach cannotbe used atQ 2 = 0 asexpected.
5Here and in the following,we shallneglectthe contribution ofthe �0(1.3)sim ilarly to previousanalysisof

the !��-and �N N -couplingsusing vertex sum rules[10].
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and to introducethenew variables:

x = E � E
0 and y =

1

2
(E + E

0): (11)

Dueto thealm ostgood sym m etry between theB and theB �,weshalluse:

M B � ’ M B ; E c ’ E
0
c; n = n

0
� n3 : (12)

By keeping thenon-leading 1=M b-term sin theexpansion,weobtain to leading orderin �s:

M
(n;n0)
c ’ (m u + m d)

M 3
b

M
4(n3+ 1)

b

N c

�2
Q
2

Z E c

0

dx

Z E c�
x

2

1

2

p
x2+ Q 2

y dy

(x2 + Q 2)
3=2

"

1+

1

M b

h

�
1

4y
(Q 2 +

3

2
x
2 + 2y2)� 2(2n3 + 1)y+

Q 2

8M b

�(y�
1

2

q

x2 + Q 2)
i
#

:(13)

For consistency,we shalluse in our analysis the lowest order expression in �s ofthe decay

constantsfrom them om entsum rules[12]:

f
2

B ’
E 3
c

2�2

1

M B

�
M B

M b

�2n2�1
(

1�
3

2
(n2 + 1)

E c

M b

�
�2

2

h�ddi

E 3
c

)

f
2

B � ’
E 3
c

2�2

1

M B

�
M B

M b

�2n2+ 3
(

1�
3

2
(n2 +

7

3
)
E c

M b

�
�2

2

h�ddi

E 3
c

)

; (14)

consistentwith the norm alization ofthecurrentsin Eq.(3)and with thede�nitionsin Eq.(9).

Oneshould noticethattheoverall(M B =M b)factoralso bringsa 1=M b-correction which tends

to reduce the apparently huge correction in the curly brackets and leads after the m om ent

sum rules analysis offB to the well-known 1 GeV/M b-correction to this quantity. One can

also notice thatthe 1=M b-correction to fB � isslightly sm allerthan the one offB asgenerally

expected. Using the previous form ulae in Eq. (14),the em erging e�ective valuesofE c �xed

from thenum ericalanalysisoffB and fB � including the�s correctionsare[12,13]:

E
1
c ’ (1:6� 0:1)GeV E

B
c ’ (1:3� 0:1)GeV E

D
c ’ (1:1� 0:2)GeV ; (15)

which,using Eq.(10),can beparam etrized as:

E c = E
1
c

�

1�
E c

2M b

�

: (16)

Asin [8],we m inim ize the n-dependence ofthe results by requiring thatthe leading term is

n-independent.Thisleadsto theconstraint:

4n3 + 1= 2n2 + 1 ; (17)

where n2 ’ 4� 5 isthe value where fB from the two-pointfunction hasbeen optim ized [12].

By evaluating num erically thedi�erentintegrals,weobtain to a good approxim ation:

gB �B � ’ g
LO
B �B �

(

1+
3

2

E c

M b

+
�2

2

h�uui

E 3
c

)

(18)

where:

g
LO
B �B � ’

N c
p
2f�

m u + m d

m 2
�

M B

(

I0 �
Q 4

E 3
c

Z
E c

0

dx

Z
E c�

x

2

1

2

p
x2+ Q 2

y dy

(x2 + Q 2)
3=2

)

: (19)
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Theanalyticexpression oftheintegralI0 is:

I0(�� Q=E c)=
Q

2
�

"
1+ 3

4
�2

p
1+ �2

� �

#

; (20)

which exhibits a broad m axim um in the range 1{3 GeV 2. At Q 2 ’ 2 GeV 2,where the ab-

solute m axim um isobtained,itsnum ericalvalue fordi�erentE c can be param etrized by the

interpolating form ula:

I0 ’ (0:119� 0:001)E c : (21)

Therefore,using Eq.(16),we�nally obtain: 6

gB �B � ’
2M B
p
2f�

g
1

(

1+
E B
c

M b

+
�2

2

h�uui

(E B
c )

3

)

; (22)

wherewehaveintroduced thestaticcoupling g1 :

g
1
�
N c

2

 
m u + m d

m 2
�

!

(0:119E 1
c ) ; (23)

which controlstheinteraction ofthepion with in�nitely heavy �eldsin thee�ectiveLagrangian

approach:

Lint=
i

2
g
1
TrH 


�

5(�

y
@��� �@ ��

y)�H ; (24)

where H and � are the heavy and pion �elds. The M b-behaviour obtained here,which is

dictated by theoneoff2B isin agreem entwith currentexpectations[1]-[4].Theagreem entwith

theonein [1](thesum ruleused in [1]isvery sim ilartothelight-conesum rulein thetreatm ent

ofthepion)and thelight-conesum rule[3]can bem ainly dueto thefactthat,in thepresent

process,the hard perturbative diagram gives the leading contribution in 1=M b,where the

presentversion ofthelight-conesum ruleapproach,which isdom inated,(by construction),by

thehard perturbativediagram ,isappropriate.In thecasewherethesoftprocessisdom inant,

likee.g.in theanalysisoftheB ! �(�)sem i-leptonicprocesses[8],oneshould need am odi�ed

version ofthelight-conesum ruleapproach in ordertotakeproperly intoaccountthedom inant

non-perturbativeh�uuicondensatecontribution.W eexpectthat,in them om entsum rules,the

�s correction ism uch sm allerthan theonein thenon-relativisticexponentialone,ashere�s is

evaluated atalargerscaleofaboutM b=
p
n,whilein theexponentialsum rulethescaleism uch

loweratabout1 GeV.Therefore,we expectthattheexpression in Eq.(22)with the valueof

E c in Eq. (15)gives a good approxim ation ofthe physicalresult. However,we consider,as

an intrinsicerroroftheapproach,theknown 30% e�ectdueto �s in thedecay constantsfrom

them om entsum rules[12].W eshalluse(m u + m d)(1GeV)=(12.5�2.5)M eV [14]rescaled at

Q 2 = 2 GeV 2,and thecorresponding valueofthequark condensate.Then,wededuce:

g
1
’ (0:15� 0:03): (25)

wheretheerrortakesinto accountthee�ectof30% by theradiativecorrection to thevalueof

fB [12]. Ourprediction in Eq. (25)isin agreem entwith the range ofvaluesobtained in [1],

though theauthorsin [1]usea toolow valueoffstaticB ’ 1:45f�,whileweuseherethetwo-loop

6W ehavechecked using thecom pleteperturbativeexpressionsofthethree-and two-pointfunctionsthatthe

higherorder1=M correctionsaresm alland do notspoilthevalidity ofthefollowing approxim ateform ula even

atthe charm m ass.
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valuefstaticB ’ 2f� from [12]and from therecentlatticeresults[15].ForthephysicalB -m eson,

and including the1=M b correction which isoftheorderof+28 % attheb-m ass,weobtain:

gB �B � ’ 14:5� 3:3 ; (26)

whereagain theerrortakesinto accountthee�ectofradiativecorrectionstofB .W ehaveused

thetwo-loop non-relativistic polem asses[16]:

M b = (4:7� 0:03)GeV M c = (1:45� 0:05)GeV; (27)

consistentwith the presentuse ofnon-relativistic sum rules. One can notice that,like in the

caseoffB ,the1=M b-correction islarge(28% attheb-quarkm assand 76% atthec-quarkm ass).

This feature can m ake the extrapolation ofthe result to the D -m eson quite risky. However,

asalready m entioned earlier,ourexplicit evaluation ofthe com plete perturbative expression

ofthe three-and two-pointcorrelatorsindicate thathigherordercorrections in 1/M rem ain

sm all.Therefore,wecan deduce,with aquitegood con�dence,theestim atefrom them om ents:

gD �D � ’ 7:1� 1:6 : (28)

W ecrosscheck thevalidity ofthe previousresultby invoking sem i-localduality sum rulesfor

the two-orthree-pointfunctionswhich correspond respectively to the particularcaseswhere

(n3;n2)= (�1=2;�1)or(n3;n2)= (�1;�2),and which havebeen discussed extensively in the

caseoftheQCD two-pointfunctionsforlight[18]and heavy quarks[19,13].In theseparticular

cases,the 1=M corrections to the leading term ofthe three-point function are m uch sm aller

and resultby a correction ofabout+(9-11)% and + (23-26)% forthecoupling respectively at

theband cquark m asses,giving 7:

gB �B � ’ 12:7� 2:9 ; gD �D � ’ 5:0� 1:1 : (29)

By considering the previous results,we conclude that the m ostconservative estim ate ofthe

couplingsfrom thesum ruleis:

gB �B � ’ 14� 4 ; gD �D � ’ 6:3� 1:9 : (30)

Our �nalresults are in good agreem ent with the ones in [1]but are m uch sm aller than the

onesfrom [3]and to the indirectdeterm ination of[20],which iscorrelated to a higherinput

value ofthe B ! �l� form factor. Taking into account that the 1=M b-correction to fB (�) is

approxim ately equalin strength butoppositein sign with theoneforgB �B �,oneobtainswith

a good accuracy:

R B D �
gB �B �fB �

p
M B

gD �D �fD �

p
M D

’ 1 ; (31)

asexpected from an alternative analysis [4]. Ournum ericalvaluesofthe physicalcouplings

arein betteragreem entwith theresultsin [1]including theradiativecorrectionsthan with the

onesin [3],which ishigherthan oursby a factor2 . 8 The coupling in Eq. (30)leadsto the

prediction:

�D �� ! D 0�� =
g2D �D �

24�M 2
D �

j~q�j
3
’ 1:54�D �0! D 0�0 ’ (8� 5)keV ; (32)

7O neshould also noticethattheuseoftheLaplacesum rulesleadsto a sm allvalueoftheoptim ization scale

�,which ispratically sim ilarto the sem i-localduality sum rulesused here.
8The agreem entwith [1]forthe physicalB -m eson isdue to the approxim ately sam e value offB used here

(1:5f�)and in [1](1:36f�),though we,orginally,do notstartwith the sam e value offstaticB . In ouranalysis,

thevalueoff
phys

B
’ 1:5f�,atthephysicalB -m eson m asshasbeen deduced from fstatB ’ 2f�,aftertaking into

accountthe 1=M b-correction. In Ref. [1],this 1=M b-e�ectseem sto be m uch sm allerthan currently expected

as,there,fstatB ’ 1:45f� � f
phys

B
.
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where we have assum ed isospin invariance for the couplings. Using the observed branching

ratios[17],onecan also predicttheradiativedecays:

�D �0! D 0
 ’ (3:0� 1:2)keV �D �� ! D � 
 ’ :13+ :33�:11 keV : (33)

and thetotalwidths:

�D �� ! all’ (12� 7)keV �D �0! all’ (8� 3)keV : (34)

The predictions for the totalwidths are m uch sm aller than the present experim entalupper

lim its.An im proved m easurem entoftheD �-totalwidthsin thenexttau-charm factorym achine

should providea decisive testforthevalidity oftheseextrapolated predictions.

3 M om ent sum rule for the B �B 
 and D �D 
 couplings

The QCD expression can be decom posed into a light (q � u; d; s) and heavy (Q � c; b)

quark parts. Forthe corresponding vertex function,the one available in [5]agrees with our

recom putation apartfortherelativesign between theperturbativeand quark condensatecon-

tributionsin the heavy quark com ponentofthe electrom agnetic cuurent. Aftera system atic

1=M b-expansion ofthe fullQCD expression,one can inspect thatthe dom inant contribution

com esfrom the perturbative graph related to the lightquarkscoupled to the electrom agnetic

current. The heavy quark contribution is1=M b-suppressed com pared to the lightquark one.

However,the perturbative and lightquark condensate contributionsare ofthe sam e orderin

1=M b in thisheavy quark com ponent. By keeping the 1=M b-correction,the QCD partofthe

sum rulereads:

M
(n;n0)
c

�
�
�
Q C D

’ eq
M b

M
4(n3+ 1)

b

"

M b

N c

�2
Q
2

Z E c

0

dx

Z E c�
x

2

1

2

p
x2+ Q 2

y dy

(x2 + Q 2)
3=2

"

1+

1

M b

h 1

4y
(Q 2 +

x2

2
� 10y2)� 2(2n3 + 1)y+

Q 2

8M b

�(y�
1

2

q

x2 + Q 2)
i
#

�
16

9
�
�sh�uui

2

Q 4

#

+
eQ

M
4(n3+ 1)

b

"
N c

3�2
E
3

c � h�uui+ O (1=M b)

#

; (35)

where eq(Q ) isthe charge ofthe light(heavy)quark in unitsofe. The phenom enologicalside

ofthesum rulecan beparam etrized as:

M
(n;n0)
c

�
�
�
phen

’ gB �B 


p
2M B �fB �

M
2(n3+ 1)

B �

p
2M 2

B fB

M
2(n3+ 1)

B

: (36)

Using an approach sim ilarto theonedoneforB �B �,wededucethesum rule:

gB �B 
(Q
2)� g

L
B �B 
(Q

2)+ g
H
B �B 
(Q

2) (37)

where:

g
L
B �B 
(Q

2) ’ eq

"
N cI0

Q 2

 

1+
1

2

E B
c

M b

!

�
16

9
�
�sh�uui

2

(E B
c )

3Q 4

#

;

g
H
B �B 
(Q

2) ’
eQ

M b

"
N c

3
�
�2h�uui

(E B
c )

3

#

; (38)

6



where I0 isthe integralde�ned in Eq. (19). ForM b ! 1 ,the coupling isgiven by the light

quarkscontribution and rem ainsconstant.The1=M b-correction in thelightquark contribution

is m uch sm aller than the one for gB �B � since there is an alm ost cancellation ofthe 1=M b-

correction with theonefrom theE c-dependence ofI0 ascan bededuced from Eq.(16),while

the one due to the heavy quark isim portantatthe c-quark m ass. The lightquark coupling

exhibits a typicalm onopole behaviour forQ 2 � M 2
� ,while the heavy quark coupling isQ 2-

independent. Therefore,we use a lightvectorm eson dom inance forthe estim ate ofthe light

quark coupling,which can berelated to theB �B V -coupling (V � �;!)as:

g
L
B �B 
(Q

2)=

 p
2M 2

V

2
V

!
eq

Q 2 + M 2
V

g
L
B �B V : (39)

A sum rule analysis ofthe B �B V -coupling sim ilar to the one for B �B �,shows a very good

stability for0:4� Q 2 � 2:2 GeV 2,wheretheoptim alvalueobtained forQ 2 � 1 GeV 2 reads:

g
L
B �B V ’ (0:84� 0:10)=

 p
2M 2

V

2
V

!

(40)

W e have used �sh�uui
2 ’ (5:8� 0:9)10�4 GeV 4 [21,10],which showsa negligible contribution

ofthefour-quark condensatein therangeofQ 2-stability.Therefore,wededuce:

gB �B 
(Q
2 = 0) ’

"

eq(1:14� 0:15)+ eQ
(0:90� 0:16)GeV

M b

#

GeV �1
;

gD �D 
(Q
2 = 0) ’

"

eq(1:11� 0:24)+ eQ
(0:90� 0:16)GeV

M c

#

GeV �1
: (41)

FortheB -m eson,theheavy quark contribution isrelatively sm all.Oneobtains:

�B �� ! B � 
 = g
2

B �B 


�

3
j~q
j

3
’ (:10� :03)keV : (42)

and with a betteraccuracy fortheratio:

�B �� ! B � 


�B �0! B 0


’ 2:5 ; (43)

which deviatesstrongly from the na��ve static lim it(M b ! 1 )expectation (eu=ed)
2 = 4. For

theD -m eson,theheavy quark contribution isrelatively im portant.Oneshould noticethatthe

�-contribution hasbeen com pletely ignored in thephenom enologicalanalysisof[5],which can

explain theiropposite prediction ofthisratio with respectto usand to the data. W e deduce

within thepreviousapproxim ations:

�D �0! D 0
 ’ (8:0� 2:7)keV �D �� ! D � 
 ’ (:01� 0:08)keV : (44)

Ifone instead workswith the sem i-localduality like-sum rule using the com plete expressions

oftheperturbativecontributions,one�ndsthattheheavy quark contribution to thecoupling

isreduced by 30% and leadsto:

�D �0! D 0
 ’ (6:7� 2:4)keV �D �� ! D � 
 ’ (:04� 0:08)keV : (45)

Therefore,them ostconservativesum ruleestim ateis:

�D �0! D 0
 ’ (7:3� 2:7)keV �D �� ! D � 
 ’ (:03� 0:08)keV : (46)
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which,despitethelargeerror,showsthattheheavyquarkcontributionactsintherightdirection

forexplaining thelargechargedependence oftheobserved decay rates[17].Onecan com bine

theseresultswith theonesin Eq.(32),foran attem ptto deducetheratiosofrates:

�D �0! D 0�0=�D �0! D 0
 �D �� ! D 0�� =�D �� ! D � 
; (47)

but,due to the large errors,the com parison ofthe predictionswith the data isnotvery con-

clusive.Alternatively,wecan com binethepredictionsin Eq.(46)with theobserved branching

ratiosgiven in [17].Then,wepredict:

�D �0! D 0�0 ’ (14� 5)keV �D �� ! D 0�� � 18 keV: (48)

and:

�D �0! all’ (20� 7)keV �D �� ! all� 27 keV : (49)

Theseresultsarerespectively in fairagreem entwithin theerrorswith thedirectcalculation in

Eq.(32)and with theprediction in Eq.(34),though theonesfortheD �� havealargeerrordue

totheinaccuracy ofthem easured and predicted D �� ! D � 
branching ratio.Theagreem ents

between thedi�erentresultsgiven in thispaperisan indication fortheself-consistency ofthe

wholeapproach.

C onclusion

W e have system atically studied the couplings P �P� and P �P
 (P � B ;D ) using a 1=M b-

expansion in fullQCD with the help ofm om ents sum rules. It is im portant to notice that,

like other heavy-to-heavy transitions,the couplings are dom inated by the hard perturbative

diagram . This is not the case ofthe B ! �(�) l� and B ! K �
 heavy-to-light transitions

which aregoverned by thesoftlightquark vacuum condensate[8].Technically,thisdi�erence

is m ainly due to the uses ofdi�erent dispersion variables forthe heavy-to-heavy and heavy-

to-lighttransition processes. W e �nd that,forthe P �P� couplings,the 1=M b-correctionsdue

m ainly totheperturbativegraph arelargebutthey tend tocancelforthequantity fP gP �P � and

im pliesto a good approxim ation the relation in Eq. (31). Forthe P �P
-coupling,the 1=M b-

correction isduem ainly to theperturbativeand lightquark condensatecontributionsfrom the

heavy quark com ponentofthe electrom agnetic current,which goesin the good direction for

explaining the large charge dependence ofthe ratio ofthe D �0 ! D 0
 overthe D �� ! D � 


observed widths. For the B �-m esons,our predictions are given in Eqs. (30),(42) and (43),

whereforexperim entalinterestsin thenextB -factory m achine:

�B �� ! B � 
 ’ (:10� :03)keV ;

�B �� ! B � 
=�B �0! B 0
 ’ 2:5 ; (50)

wherethelatterdeviatesstrongly from thena��vestaticlim it(M b ! 1 )expectation (eu=ed)
2 =

4. By com bining the previous di�erent results ofthe D �-m eson,ouraveraged predictionsfor

thedi�erentexclusive widthsare:

�D �� ! D 0�� ’ 1:54�D �0! D 0�0 ’ (8� 5)keV: (51)

and:

�D �0! D 0
 ’ (3:7� 1:2)keV �D �� ! D � 
 ’ (:09+ :40�0:07 )keV :

�D �0! all ’ (11� 4)keV �D �� ! all’ (12� 7)keV : (52)
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Thebranching ratiosagreewithin theerrorswith thepresentdata though thetotalwidthsare

wellbelow theexperim entalupperlim its�D �� ! all� 131 keV and �D �0! all� 2 M eV [17].W e

urge experim entalists to im prove the m easurem ents ofthese totalwidths in the near future,

asthesem easurem entsarenecessary forclarifying thepresentdisagreem entsbetween di�erent

theoreticalpredictions.
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