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A bstract

To lkeading order in ¢, we evaluate the leading and non—leading 1=M , correctionsto the B B
and B B oouplingsusing Q CD goectralm om ent sum rules in the fulltheory. W e nd that, for
large M , and contrary to the heavy-to-light B ! ()1l form factors, which are dom inated by
the sof t light quark vacuum condensate, these couplings are govermed by the hard perturbative
graph, like other heavy-to-heavy transitions. W ealso nd that ortheB ! B ,thel=M , cor-
rection ism ainly due to the perturbative and light quark condensate contributions origihating
from the graphs nvolving the heavy quark part ofthe electrom agnetic current, which are essen—
tial or explaining the large charge dependence in the cbserved D ! D andD ° ! D
decays. O ur best num erical predictions without any free param eters for the B -m eson are:
g go 14 4, 3 5 " (010 0:03)keV and the large charge dependence of the ratio:
B 18 =poigo " 25 .FortheD meson,we nd: p 1p0 " 154 5 oypoo’ (B 5)
kKeV, o 1p ' 0097°57)kevV and p o, po ' (377 12) keV, where the branching ratios
agree w ithin the errors w ith the present data, whik the totalwidths oy on’ @1  4) keV
and p 1 aun’ (@2 7) keéV aremudch an aller than the present experin ental upper lin is.
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1 Introduction and notations

TheB B andD D oouplingshave been studied by ssveral authorsusing Q CD soectral sum
rules combined w ith the soft pion techniques fli](see also R]), light cone sum rules [3] or heavy
quark expansion plus soft pion techniques @], whiletheB B ocoupling hasbeen studied recently
using QCD doublke exponential sum rles for the threepoint finction H]. However, though,
apparently convenient, as one works w ith the two-point function, the sum rule approach of [L]
is quite peculiar due to the presence of the unphysical so-called parasitic term , which can only
be elin lnated In a m ore Involed com bination of sum miles. M oreover, the connection of the
light-cone sum ruleused In E], w ith the standard Q CD spectralsum rules (Q SSR) involving the
vacuum condensates, is not crystal clear due to the poor understanding In tem s of the vacuum
condensates of the real structure of the light m eson wave functions entering into this approach
(for a critician on the unreliability for the construction of the hadronic wave functions on the
light cone, see eg. [B]). T he theoretical evaluations of these couplings are Interesting as they
can be used for determ Ining the nom alization oftheB ! ()1 form factorsnear zero pionic
recoil. Indeed, the Q SSR analysis of the o dependence oftheB ! 1 fom factor £, indicates
that it behaves like a polynom ial in o, which can be tted to a good approxin ation w ith the
pok form [i, 8], though one cannot use (ke currently done in the literature) such a polk
param etrization for studying its M ,-behaviour at ¢ = 0 B]. Experim ental m easurem ents of
these couplings are expected to be in proved and available in the forthcom ing high-statistics B -
and —charm —factory m achines from the processesB ! ,D !' D andB ©O )! BDO) .
In this paper, we shall use the Q SSR double m om ents sum rul approach in order to study
the lJarge M y-behaviour of the previous couplings and to estin ate their values. C ontrary to the
popular doublk exponential sum rule, this approadh is quite advantageous in the analysis ofthe
threepoint function, as it prevents the blow up ofthe QCD series when the heavy quark m ass
is Jarge but here the number of derivatives rem ains nite B]. The couplings are de ned as:

B PB@E) @i=gs s 9 ; B B @E) @i= e s PP o

whereq p’° pand Q? ¢ 0,while arethe polarization of the vector particles. W e
shallbe concemed w ith the vertex function:
Z
v O o= dxdye®T s x)J, 0)3s @)i; @)

where the currents are:

X X
J, = ed 9+t &Q Q J= fm,+ mgy)u °d
u;d cb
J, = u b Jg = Mp+ mg)d °b; 3)

and u; d; ¢; b are the quark elds and ey; &, their electric charge In units of e. T he vertex
abeys the double dispersion relation A:
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°Here, the dispersion relation is done wih respect to the two heavy meson m om enta, which is not the
case ofthe B ! ()1 . This di erent con guration is In portant for the M p-behaviour of the di erent QCD
contributions.



Exploiting the fact that M, is much larger than the QCD scale , where the LHS can be
evaluated using the O perator P roduct Expansion a la SVZ [, 10], one can work, in the chiral
Iim it, w ith the double m om ent sum rule:

Z Z 0

1 1 ds 1 ds
om% _ .0

M g 2 w2 gitl M§Sm0+1 mV (sis) ©)

where n; n® are finite num bers of derivatives evaluated at p* = p% = 0.

2 M oment sum rule fortheB B and D D couplings

T he perturbative Q CD expression of the spectral fiinction reads:

N. , MZ(s+ s+ Q%) 2s8” )
427 f(s+ L+ Q2)2  4ssly’ ’

1
FITHV ;) = m,+ mgM,

where Q 2 o 07 isthepion mom entum squared and w here the integration lim it condition
is:

s MZHE" M) OM(Z: (7)
Tt is easy to check that, contrary to the case 0of B ! 1 fom factor, where the light quark
condensate is dom inant, the light condensate contribution vanishes here after taking the p? and
p% derivatives, which isa consequence ofthe fact that the dispersion relation hasbeen donew ith
respect to the heavy quarksm om enta like in the case ofa heavy-to-heavy transition. T he other
rem aining e ectswhich are suppressed by 1/M g ocom pared to the leading perturbative diagram
w i1l be neglkcted to the approxin ation we are working ii. T he phenom enological side of the
sum rule is param etrized using the usual duality ansatz: lowest resonance + QCD  continuum
from the thresholds s. and sg. By transferring thisQCD continuum e ect into the QCD part
ofthe sum rule, one cbtainsi:

P_ p— ,_ P Z Z Qo 0
(n;nO) 2MB fB ZMBfB 2m f ’ l Sc dS Sc dS ﬂnv . 0 . 8
Mo % B Mé(m—l) M;(n°+l)m2+Q2 42 5 gtl o gn%1 (5is)i  ®
w here the coupling constants are nom alized as:
p_ _ 2
y2ji =  260M? WP, ji= 2— ;
Y1 Yo o1 > ;
, , P 5 ) R S
hOjJ'B :B 1 = 2fBM B hOj]'B ﬁ 1= 2fB M B H (9)
wheref = 933Me&V and = 256.InthecaseswhereM ! 1 (static lim it), it is convenient

to work w ith the non-relativistic variablkesE and E ° de ned as:

s= E + M) and = €% M,)%; (10)

3In this region ofQ? 0, the question ofnon-Landau and com plex singularities and ofanom alous thresholds
do not arise 1_1-14'].

40 ne can how ever notice that the fourquark condensate contribution behaves like 1=Q * which re ects the
fact that the present approach cannot be used at Q2 = 0 as expected.

SHere and in the fllow ing, we shall neglect the contrbution ofthe °(1.3) sim ilarly to previous analysis of
the! -and N N -couplings using vertex sum rules D:_E)_i.
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and to Introduce the new variables:
0 1 0
x=E E and y=§CE+E): (11)
D ue to the aln ost good symm etry between the B and the B , we shalluse:

Mg ' Mg; E.’ E? n=n’ n;: 12)

.
cr

By kesping the non-leading 1=M -tem s in the expansion, we cbtain to leading order in  :

n

3 Z Z

0 My N Ec Ec 3 y dy
M énm) ’ Wy +mg) 4(1r13+1)_2CQZ 0 dx ip 24 Q2 (x2+ Q2)3:2 b
b 2 ¥
h 2 q - i#
t i(QZ+ §x2+ 2y*) 2@n;+ 1)y+ W% 1 x24+ Q2) : (13)
M, 4y 2 ’ 8M , 2

For oconsistency, we shall use in our analysis the lowest order expression In ¢ of the decay
constants from them om ent sum rules [IZ]:

3 21’121( 2 .)

, , EZ 1 Mg 3 E. hddi
£2 - 2 1 @+ 1) ——
2 2My M, 2 M, 2 E?

3 2n2+3( 2 -)

., , E2 1 Mg 3 7 E. hddi

£ S 1 St S o a4)

2 2Mg M, 2 3’'M, 2 E3

consistent w ith the nom alization of the currents in Eq.(3) and w ith the de nitions in Eg.(9).
O ne should notice that the overall M =M ,) factor also brings a 1=M p-oorrection which tends
to reduce the apparently huge correction in the curly brackets and leads after the m om ent
sum rules analysis of fy to the weltknown 1 G eV /M ,-correction to this quantity. One can
also notice that the 1=M ,—correction to fy is slightly an aller than the one of fy as generally
expected. Using the previous ormulae in Eq. (14), the em erging e ective values of E. xed
from the num erical analysis of f; and f; including the  corrections are {12,13]:

El 7 @6 01)Gev EZ’ (I3 01)Gev EZ’ (11 02)Gev ; 15)

(e} (e} (¢}
which, usihg Eq. (10), can be param etrized as:

_ 1 EC .
E.=E! 1 T (16)

Asin ], we m inin ize the n-dependence of the resuls by requiring that the lading tem is
n-ndependent. This leads to the constraint:

dns+ 1= 2n,+ 1; ()]

wheren, ' 4 5 isthe value where f; from the two-point fiilnction has been optin ized {[4].
By evaluating num erically the di erent integrals, we cbtain to a good approxin ation:
(

gBB ! gI};OB 1+

)
3E, 2 ui
— + 18)

where: (
Mg I — dx p_  —— : 19)




T he analytic expression of the integral I is:

0
Io ( Q=E.) = 2 — ; (20)

which exhibits a broad maxinum in the range 1{3 GeV?. At Q% ' 2 GeV?, where the ab—
solute m axinum is obtained, its num erical value for di erent E . can be param etrized by the
Interpolating form ula:

I’ (0119 O000L)E. : (21)

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

(
, Mgy ECB+ > mui 22)
9 =9 - 7
° 2f My, 2 ®2)P '
where we have introduced the static coupling g* :
!
N m,+m
g 7 “mizd ©Oa19E!) ; ©3)

which controls the interaction ofthepion with In nitely heavy elds in the e ective Lagrangian
approach:

i
Lt = 5gl TrH ('@ @ H; @4)

where H and are the heavy and pion elds. The M pJehaviour cbtained here, which is
dictated by the one of £2 is in agreem ent w ith current expectations [ 1-4]. The agreem ent w ith
theone in [Il] (the sum ruleused in [I}] isvery sim ilar to the light-cone sum rule in the treatm ent
of the pion) and the light-cone sum rule [3] can bem ainly due to the fact that, in the present
process, the hard perturbative diagram gives the leading contrioution n 1=M ,, where the
present version of the light-cone sum rule approach, which is dom nated, (oy construction), by
the hard perturbative diagram , is approprate. In the case where the sof t process is dom inant,
like eg. In the analysisoftheB ! () sam Heptonic processes [B], one should need am odi ed
version ofthe light-cone sum rul approach in order to take properly into account the dom inant
non-perturbative huui condensate contribution. W e expect that, in them om ent sum rules, the

s correction ismuch an aller than the one in the non-relativistic exponential one, ashere ¢ is
evaluated at a Jarger scale ofaboutM = n, whik in the exponential sum rule the scale ismuch
lower at about 1 G €V . T herefore, we expect that the expression In Eq. (22) w ith the value of
E. in Egq. (15) gives a good approxim ation of the physical resul. However, we consider, as
an Intrinsic error of the approadh, the known 30% e ect dueto ¢ In the decay constants from
them om ent sum rules EL:Z] Weshalluss m,+my) (1GeV) = (125 25)Me&v Fhl-fl] rescaled at
Q?= 2GeV?, and the corresponding value of the quark condensate. Then, we deduce:

g’ (0415 0:03): ©5)

w here the error takes into acoount the e ect 0of 30% by the radiative correction to the value of
fz H2]. Ourprediction n Eq. (25) is .n agreem ent w ith the range of values cbtained In 1],
though the authors in fljJuse a too low value of £5%%° # 1:45f , while we use here the two-loop

®W e have checked using the com plete perturbative expressions of the three—and tw opoint fiinctions that the
higher order 1M corrections are am alland do not spoil the validity of the follow Ing approxin ate form ula even
at the charm m ass.



value £52%° 7 2f from {l2]and from the recent lattice results

5]. For the physicalB -m eson,
and including the 1=M 4, correction which is ofthe order of + 28 %

at the bm ass, we obtain:
g s ' 145 33; (26)

w here again the error takes into account the e ect of radiative correctionsto fy . W e have used
the tw o-Joop non-reltivistic pole m asses {1§]:

Mp= @477 0203)Gev M.= (145 0205)Gev; @27)

consistent w ith the present use of non—relativistic sum rules. O ne can notice that, ke in the
case of fy , the 12M ,—correction is large (28% attheb-quark m assand 76% at the cquark m ass).
This feature can m ake the extrapolation of the result to the D -m eson quite risky. However,
as already m entioned earlier, our explicit evaluation of the com plete perturbative expression
of the three- and two-point correlators indicate that higher order corrections n 1/M rem ain
an all. T herefore, we can deduce, w ith a quite good con dence, the estin ate from them om ents:

Hop 71 16: @8)

W e cross check the validity of the previous result by invoking sam i-local duality sum rules for
the two— or threepoint functions which correspond respectively to the particular cases where
hs;n)= ( 1=2; 1) or (n3;ny) = ( 1; 2),and which have been discussed extensively in the
case ofthe Q CD two-point fiinctions for light [1§] and heavy quarks [19,13]. In these particular
cases, the 1=M oorrections to the leading tem of the threepoint function are much am aller
and result by a correction of about + (9-11)% and + 23-26)% for the coupling respectively at
the b and ¢ quark m asses, giving /1:

g s | 1277 29, 9 p " 50 1d: (29)

By considering the previous resuls, we conclude that the m ost conservative estim ate of the
couplings from the sum rule is:

g s ' 14 4; % p " 63 19: (30)

Our nal results are .n good agreem ent w ith the ones in fii] but are much sm aller than the
ones from 3] and to the indirect detem ination of R0U], which is correlated to a higher input
valie ofthe B ! 1 fom factor. Taking into account that the 1=M p-correction to fz () is
approxin ately equal In strength but opposite In sign w ith the one forgs 5 , one obtains w ith
a good accuracy:
P
% s s - Mg
P—_
o H Mp
as expected from an altemative analysis 4]. Our num erical values of the physical couplings
are in better agreem ent w ith the results .n [I] including the radiative corrections than w ith the
ones in [3], which is higher than oursby a factor 2 . £ The coupling in Eq. (30) leads to the
prediction:
B> .
=24M]§:qf’l:54DolDoo’(8 5) keV ; (32)

70 ne should also notice that the use of the Laplace sum rules leads to a sm allvalue ofthe optin ization scale
, which is pratically sim ilar to the sam iHocalduality sum rules used here.
8T he agreem ent w ith rE:] for the physical B -m eson is due to the approxin ately sam e valie of fz used here
(15f ) and In 'EJ'] (136f ), though we, orgihally, do not start w ith the sam e value of fBSt‘a‘tic . In our analysis,
the value of £2°Y° 7 15f , at the physical B -m eson m ass hasbeen deduced from £5%t 7 2f , after taking into
account the 1=M p,—correction. In Ref. 'E.'], this 1=M p-e ect seam s to be much am aller than currently expected
as, there, £5%¢ 7 145  £27V°,

Rsp " 1; (31)

D 1 DO




where we have assum ed isogoin Invariance for the couplings. U sing the observed branching
ratios [['7], one can also predict the radiative decays:

b orpo ' B0 12)kev b 1p [ A3 kev : (33)
and the totalw idths:
p 1an’ (@2 7)kev p oran’ B 3)kev : (34)

T he predictions for the total widths are mudch an aller than the present experim ental upper
lim its. An In proved m easurem ent oftheD -totalw iddths In the next tau-cham factory m achine
should provide a decisive test for the validiy of these extrapolated predictions.

3 Moment sum rule fortheB B and D D couplings

The QCD expression can be decomposed Into a Iight (@ u; d; s) and heavy © c; b)
quark parts. For the corresponding vertex function, the one available in [] agrees w ith our
recom putation apart for the relative sign between the perturbative and quark condensate con-—
trbutions in the heavy quark com ponent of the electrom agnetic cuurent. A fter a system atic
1=M yexpansion of the 11l QCD expression, one can inspect that the dom inant contribution
com es from the perturbative graph related to the light quarks coupled to the electrom agnetic
current. The heavy quark contribution is 1=M p-suppressed com pared to the light quark one.
However, the perturbative and light quark condensate contributions are of the sam e order in
1M ,, In this heavy quark com ponent. By kesping the 1=M ,~correction, the QCD part of the
sum rule reads:

n "

Z Z

M 0md e e oy Nege Frg G c _ ydy oy
© QCD M;l(n3+l) b 0 %px2+—Q2 62+ 02)2
#
ihi(Q2+ x 10y*) 2@ns+ 1l)y+ Q° V% }qx2+ Q2)l
My dy 2 YOS IY  a, ?
16 uui? & Ne_ 5 .
9 4 T e ;Ec hui+ O (=M y) ; (35)
9 0 Mb“3 3

where e, is the charge of the light (heavy) quark in units of e. The phenom enological side
ofthe sum rule can be param etrized as:

Pom, £ Tomize
% ’ B B B 1B
Me phen B B M 2Pty 20D (36)
U sing an approach sin ilar to the one done forB B , we deduce the sum rule:
®es Q) @y Q)+g . Q7 (37)
w here:
" ! 2 #
N I 1E2 16 haui
gél 5 (QZ) 12 eCI c+0 l+ - fe) - S uzxr ;
"Q2 2M§ 9 EB)o*
N haui
g, Q) 1 = == = (38)

M, 3 (E3)
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where Iy is the ntegralde ned In Eq. (19). ForM , ! 1 , the coupling is given by the light
quarks contriution and rem ains constant. T he 1=M p-correction in the light quark contribution
ismuch snaller than the one or gz 5 since there is an alm ost cancellation of the 1=M —
correction w ith the one from the E .~dependence of I as can be deduced from Eq. (16), while
the one due to the heavy quark is in portant at the cquark m ass. The light quark coupling
exhibits a typical m onopole behaviour ©rQ? M ? , while the heavy quark coupling is Q 2—
Independent. Therefore, we use a light vector m eson dom lnance for the estin ate of the light
quark coupling, which can be rlated to the B BV —coupling V ;1) as:

P_ !
M 2 ey
2\ _ .
91}55 (Q )_ 2vv Q2+M59§BV. (39)

A sum rul analysis of the B BV -coupling sin ilar to the one for B B , show s a very good
stability or 04 Q2 22 Ge&V?, where the optin alvalue obtained ©rQ? 1 GeV? reads:

p_ !
2M

<N

g 5y ' (084 0:10)=

(40)

N

v

Wehave used Juui’?’ (68 0:29)10* Gev? P1,10], which shows a negligible contrioution
of the urquark condensate in the range of Q ?~stability. T herefore, we deduce:

" #
) (090 0:d6) Gev 1
g s @Q°=0) 7 e;(114 0:d45)+ & " Gev -~ ;
b
" #
5 (090 0:l6) Gev 1
o Q=0 " e@Qdl 024)+ & " Gev 41)
C
For the B -m eson, the heavy quark contribution is relatively an all. O ne obtains:
5 1B =g§B§jqf’ (10  03) keV : 42)
and w ith a better accuracy for the ratio:
BB s 25, 43)
B 01 BO

which deviates strongly from the na ve static linit M, ! 1 ) expectation (e,=e;)?> = 4. For
the D -m eson, the heavy quark contribution is relatively im portant. O ne should notice that the

-contribution hasbeen com plktely ignored in the phenom enological analysis of B], which can
explain their opposite prediction of this ratio w ith respect to us and to the data. W e deduce
w ithin the previous approxin ations:

p orpo 7 (80 2I7) kev p 'p " (01 0208)kev : (44)

If one instead works w ith the sam iHocal duality lke-sum rule using the com plte expressions
of the perturbative contrioutions, one nds that the heavy quark contribution to the coupling
is reduced by 30% and leads to:

p orpo ' (67 24) kev b 1p " (04 008)kev : 45)
T herefore, the m ost conservative sum rule estin ate is:

Sorpo 1 (73 2:) kev 5 ip 7 (03 0:08) kevV : (46)



w hich, despite the Jarge error, show sthat the heavy quark contribution acts in the right direction
for explaining the large charge dependence of the cbserved decay rates [[1]. O ne can combine
these results w ith the ones in Eq. (32), for an attem pt to deduce the ratios of rates:

D 01 po0 0= p 01 po D !p° =p 1D 7§ @7)

but, due to the large errors, the com parison of the predictions w ith the data is not very con—
clusive. A tematively, we can com bine the predictions in Eq. (46) w ith the cbserved branching
ratios given in fl7]. Then, we predict:

p orpoo’ (14 D5)kev D 1 DO 18 keV : 48)

and:
b o1 an’ R0 7)) kev D 1 an 27 keV : 49)

T hese resuls are repectively in fair agreem ent w ithin the errors w ith the direct calculation in
Eg. 32) and w ith the prediction In Eqg. (34), though theones fortheD  have a large errordue
to the inaccuracy ofthe m easured and predicted D ' D branching ratio. T he agreem ents
between the di erent results given In this paper is an indication for the sslfconsistency of the
whole approach.

C onclusion

W e have system atically studied the couplingsP P and P P @ B;D) using a 1M -
expansion In ullQCD wih the help of mom ents sum rules. Ik is in 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 ! ()1l and B ! K heavy-to-light transitions
which are govemed by the soft light quark vacuum condensate ®]. Technically, this di erence
ismanly due to the uses of di erent dispersion varables for the heavy-to-heavy and heavy—
to-light transition processes. W e nd that, orthe P P oouplings, the 1M -corrections due
m ainly to the perturbative graph are lJarge but they tend to cancel forthe quantity fr g » and
In plies to a good approxin ation the relation in Eq. (31). Forthe P P -coupling, the 1M -
correction isduem ainly to the perturbative and light quark condensate contributions from the
heavy quark com ponent of the electrom agnetic current, which goes in the good direction for
explaining the large charge dependence of the ratio of theD ° ! D° overtheD ! D
cbserved w idths. For the B -m esons, our predictions are given in Egs. (30), (42) and (43),
where for experim ental nterests in the next B -factory m achine:

B 1B r (10 03) kev ;
B !B ~— B 01 BO ! 25 ; (50)
w here the latter deviates strongly from thena vestaticlim it M, ! 1 ) expectation en=ey)* =

4. By combining the previous di erent results of the D -m eson, our averaged predictions for
the di erent exclisive w idths are:

D 1 DO " 154 D 01 po o " @8 5) kev : b1)
and
boipo ' (B 12)kev b 1p | (09,5 kev :
b oyan ' (11 4) kev b ran’ (12 7)kev : (52)



T he branching ratios agree w ithin the errors w ith the present data though the totalw idths are
wellbelow the experinentalupper linits ;.5 131keéV and oy .y 2MeV [l We
urge experin entalists to In prove the m easurem ents of these total w idths in the near future,
as these m easuram ents are necessary for clarifying the present disagreem ents between di erent
theoretical predictions.
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