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Abstract

A consistenttreatm entofB ! �l� decay isgiven on thelight-front.The

B to � transition form factors are calculated in the entire physicalrange of

m om entum transferforthe �rsttim e.The valence-quark contribution isob-

tained using relativistic light-front wave functions. Higher quark-antiquark

Fock-stateoftheB -m eson bound stateisrepresented e�ectively by thejB ��i

con�guration,and its e�ect is calculated in the chiralperturbation theory.

W ave function renorm alization istaken into accountconsistently.ThejB ��i

contribution dom inates near the zero-recoilpoint (q2 ’ 25 G eV 2),and de-

creasesrapidly astherecoilm om entum increases.W e�nd thatthecalculated

form factorf+ (q
2)followsapproxim ately a dipoleq2-dependencein theentire

range ofm om entum transfer.

PACS num bers:13.20,14.40.J
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thestudyofexclusivesem ileptonicdecaysofheavym esonshasattractedm uchinterestin

recentyears.Sem ileptonicdecaysofheavy m esonsto heavy m esons,such asB ! D (D �)l�,

providean idealtestingground forheavy-quark sym m etry and heavy-quark e�ectivetheory.

By com parison,weak decaysofheavy m esonsto lightm esonsare m uch m ore com plicated

theoretically,sincein generalthereexistsnosym m etry principleforguidance.Nevertheless,

itisessentialto understand the reaction m echanism s ofthese decay m odes,because they

are the m ain sources ofinform ation on the CKM m ixing m atrix elem ents between heavy

and light quarks. In particular, the study ofthe B ! �l� decay is im portant for the

determ ination ofm atrix elem entVub whosevalueisonly poorly known [1].

Recently,the B ! �l� decay has been investigated by m any groups [2{17]using var-

ious di�erent approaches,such as quark m odels,QCD sum rules,heavy-quark sym m etry,

perturbative QCD,and so on. In m oststudies,transition form factorsare calculated only

atone kinem atic point,q2 = (PB � P�)
2 = 0,so thatextra assum ptionsare needed to ex-

trapolatetheform factorsto covertheentirerangeofm om entum transfer.In [13{16]chiral

perturbation isem ployed,so thatthe resultsare valid forsoftpion em ission only. In [17]

perturbative QCD is applied,in conjunction with hadronic wave functions obtained from

QCD sum rule,to calculate the decay am plitudes;therefore the result is valid only when

the�nalpion isenergetic.

In thisstudy,we �rstcalculate the B ! �l� decay form factorsusing relativistic light-

front hadronic wave functions [Fig. (1a)]. The param eters in these wave functions are

determ ined from otherinform ations,and M elosh transform ation isused to constructm eson

statesofde�nitespins.Although light-frontwavefunctionsand quark m odelin thein�nite

m om entum fram ehavebeen used in thepasttostudy B ! �l� decay and otherheavy-light

transitions [2,4,18],the decay form factorswere only calculated forq2 = 0. In thiswork,

we directly evaluate for the �rst tim e the form factors in the entire kinem atic region,so

thatadditionalextrapolation assum ptions are no longerrequired. Secondly,we note that

the B ! � transition involves tim e-like m om entum transfers. Thatm eans q+ � 0 in the

light-frontcoordinate,sothatonem ustalsoconsiderthee�ectsoftheso-called nondiagonal

light-front diagram s (orZ-graphs) [18{21],as depicted in Fig. (1b). These contributions

are generated by the quark-antiquark (q�q)excitation orhigherFock-statesin the hadronic
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bound states. W e shalle�ectively represent the q�q-con�guration ofthe B -m eson by the

m esonicjB ��istate,giving riseto theB �-polecontribution shown in Fig.(1c).Itwas�rst

noted by Isgurand W ise [22]thattheB �-polee�ectisim portantin thezero-recoilregion.

Previous investigations either sim ply added this e�ect to the valence-quark contribution

[22,23],ortotally ignored it.In ourm oreuni�ed approach,theB �-polecontribution arises

from thejB ��i-com ponentoftheB -m eson bound state.Them ixing ofdi�erentFock-state

con�gurationsnaturally requiresa consistentwave function renorm alization which hasnot

been m entioned in allthepreviousworks.

Thispaperisorganised asfollows.In Section II,thebasictheoreticalform alism isgiven.

In Section III,num ericalresultsare presentand discussed,and �nally a sum m ary isgiven

in Section IV.

II.G EN ER A L FO R M A LISM

Theweak currentthatisresponsibleforb-quark decay isgiven by

J
� = �q�(1� 5)b; (2.1)

whereqstandsfora lightquark.ForB ! �l�,only thevectorcurrentcontributes,and our

m ain task isto evaluatethehadronicm atrix elem ent,M
�

B � = h�(P�)jJ
�jB (PB )i,which can

beparam etrized as

M
�

B � = h�(P�)jJ
�
jB (PB )i

= f+ (q
2)(PB + P�)

� + f� (q
2)(PB � P�)

�
: (2.2)

In thepreviouscalculationsofhadronicm atrix elem entsin thein�nitem om entum fram e

or with light-front wave functions, one usually set q+ = P
+

B � P +
� = 0. This leads to

q2 = �q2? ,im plying a space-like m om entum transfer. However,m om entum transfers in

realdecay processes are always tim e-like. Hence m atrix elem ents calculated with q+ = 0

isrelevantonly atthe m axim um -recoilpointwith q2 = 0,and one needsan extrapolation

ansatztoextend theresulttootherphysicalm om entum transfers.A directcalculation ofthe

form factorsforthewholem om entum transferrangehasnotbeen perform ed.In thiswork,

wework in afram ewherethe\?"-com ponentsof~PB and ~P� vanish,sothatq
2 = q+ q� � 0,

and wecan evaluatetheform factorsin theentirephysicalrangeofm om entum transfer.As
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m entioned earlier,in afram ewith q+ > 0,therearetwodistinctcontributionstothem atrix

elem ent. Apart from the usualvalence contribution [Fig. (1a)]which is calculated with

relativistic light-front wave functions, one m ust also include the nondiagonallight-front

diagram as depicted in Fig. (1b). Here,such non-valence e�ects are taken into account

e�ectively by the B �-pole contribution shown in Fig. (1c). Sim ple perturbation theory in

thelight-frontapproach gives[25]

jB (PB )i=
q

Z2

(

jB 0(PB )i+

Z

[d3k][d3q]
hB �(q)�(k)jH IjB 0(PB )i

P
�
B � q� � k�

jB
�(q)�(k)i

)

; (2.3)

wherejB 0irepresentsthevalencecon�guration described by a light-frontbound-statewave

function,while jB � �i is the m ost im portant higher-Fock-state con�guration,as willbe

explained later; H I is the interaction Ham iltonian for the B B ��-vertex obtainable from

chiralperturbation theory [13,14,24],

[d3k]�
dk+ d2k?

2(2�)3k+
;

hP
0
jPi= 2(2�)3P +

�(P0+ � P
+ )�2(P 0

? � P? ); (2.4)

and
p
Z2 isthe wave function renorm alization constant. Allparticles in Eq. (2.3)are on

them ass-shellsso thatP �
B =

P 2

B ?
+ M 2

B

P
+

B

,q� =
q2
?
+ M 2

B �

q+
,and k� =

k2
?
+ m 2

�

k+
.

From Eqs.(2.2)and (2.3),wehaveform ally

M
�

B � =
q

Z2

(
�

f
v
+
(q2)+ f

B �

+
(q2)

�

(PB + P�)
� +

�

f
v
� (q

2)+ f
B �

� (q2)
�

(PB � P�)
�

)

; (2.5)

where fv+ ;f
v
� represent the valence-con�guration contributions,and fB

�

+ ;fB
�

� the B �-pole

contributions.TheresultantB ! �l� decay form factorsarethereforegiven by

f+ (q
2)=

q

Z2

h

f
v
+
(q2)+ f

B �

+
(q2)

i

;

f� (q
2)=

q

Z2

h

f
v
� (q

2)+ f
B �

� (q2)
i

: (2.6)

M ost ofthe previous investigations only calculated fv� at q2 = 0,som e also included the

contribution offB
�

� ,butnonehastaken into accountthee�ectof
p
Z2.

In thefollowing,weshall�rstcalculatethevalencecontribution using light-frontbound

state wave functions. Subsequently,the B �-pole contribution,aswellasthe e�ectofwave

function renorm alization,willbediscussed in m oredetails.
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A .Valence C on�guration C ontribution

A m eson bound stateconsistingofaquark q1 and an anti-quark �q2 with totalm om entum

P and spin S can bewritten as

jM (P;S;Sz)i=

Z

fd
3
p1gfd

3
p2g 2(2�)

3
�
3(~P � ~p1 � ~p2)

�
X

�1;�2

	 SSz(~p1;~p2;�1;�2)jq1(p1;�1)�q2(p2;�2)i; (2.7)

wherep1 and p2 aretheon-m ass-shelllight-frontm om enta,

~p= (p+ ;p? ); p? = (p1;p2); p
� =

m 2 + p2?

p+
; (2.8)

and

fd
3
pg �

dp+ d2p?

2(2�)3

jq(p1;�1)�q(p2;�2)i= b
y

�1
(p1)d

y

�2
(p2)j0i; (2.9)

fb�0(p
0);b

y

�(p)g= fd�0(p
0);d

y

�(p)g= 2(2�)3 �3(~p0� ~p)��0�:

In term softhelight-frontrelativem om entum variables(x;k? )de�ned by

p
+

1
= x1P

+
; p

+

2
= x2P

+
; x1 + x2 = 1;

p1? = x1P? + k? ; p2? = x2P? � k? ; (2.10)

them om entum -space wave-function 	 SSz can beexpressed as

	 SSz(~p1;~p2;�1;�2)= R
SSz
�1�2

(x;k? )�(x;k? ); (2.11)

where�(x;k? )describesthem om entum distribution oftheconstituentsin thebound state,

and R
SSz
�1�2

constructsa stateofde�nitespin (S;Sz)outoflight-fronthelicity (�1;�2)eigen-

states.Explicitly,

R
SSz
�1�2

(x;k? )=
X

s1;s2

h�1jR
y

M (1� x;k? ;m 1)js1ih�2jR
y

M (x;�k? ;m 2)js2ih
1

2
s1
1

2
s2jSSzi; (2.12)

wherejsiiaretheusualPaulispinor,and R M istheM elosh transform ation operator:

R M (x;k? ;m i)=
m i+ xiM 0 + i~� �~k? � ~n
q

(m i+ xiM 0)
2 + k2?

; (2.13)
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with ~n = (0;0;1),a unitvectorin thez-direction,and

M
2

0 =
m 2

1
+ k2?

x1
+
m 2

2
+ k2?

x2
: (2.14)

Itispossible to rewrite the transform ation m atrix R SSz
�1�2

in a covariantform [18],which is

usefulin practicalcalculations:

R
SSz
�1�2

(x;k? )=

q

p
+

1 p
+

2
p
2 ~M 0

�u(p1;s1)�v(p2;s2); (2.15)

where

~M 0 �

q

M 2
0 � (m 1 � m 2)

2;

�u(p;s)u(p;s0)=
2m

p+
�s;s0;

X

s

u(p;s)�u(p;s)=
6p+ m

p+
;

�v(p;s)v(p;s0)= �
2m

p+
�s;s0;

X

s

v(p;s)�v(p;s)=
6p� m

p+
; (2.16)

�= 5 (pseudoscalar;S = 0);

�= � 6"(S z)+
"� (p1 � p2)

M 0 + m 1 + m 2

(vector;S = 1);

with

"
�(�1)=

�
2

P +
~"? (�1)�~P? ;0;~"? (�1)

�

; ~"? (�1)= �(1;�i)=
p
2;

"
�(0)=

1

M 0

(
�M 2

0 + P 2
?

P +
;P

+
;P? ); (2.17)

W enorm alizethem eson stateas

hM (P 0
;S

0
;S

0
z)jM (P;S;Sz)i= 2(2�)3P +

�
3(~P 0

� ~P)�S0S�S0zSz ; (2.18)

so that

Z
dxd2k?

2(2�)3
j�(x;k? )j

2 = 1: (2.19)

In principle,them om entum distribution am plitude�(x;k? )can beobtained by solving

thelight-frontQCD bound stateequation [25,26].However,beforesuch �rst-principlesolu-

tionsareavailable,wewould haveto becontented with phenom enologicalam plitudes.One

exam ple thathasbeen often used in the literature forheavy m esonsisthe so-called BSW

am plitude[2],which fora B (b�q)-m eson isgiven by
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�B (x;k? )= N B

q

x(1� x)exp

 
�k2?

2!2
B

!

exp

"

�
M 2

B

2!2
B

(x � x0)
2

#

; (2.20)

whereN B istherenorm alization constant,x isthelongitudinalm om entum fraction carried

by the lightanti-quark,x0 = (1
2
�

m 2

b
� m 2

q

2M 2

B

),m b=b-quark m ass,m q= light-quark m ass,and

!B isa param eteroforder�Q C D .

Forthepion,weshalladopttheGaussian typewavefunction,

��(x;k? )= N �

s

dkz

dx
exp

0

@ �
~k2

2!2
�

1

A ; (2.21)

where~k = (k? ;kz),

x =
E 1 + kz

E 1 + E 2

; 1� x =
E 2 � kz

E 1 + E 2

; (2.22)

with E i=

q

m 2
i +

~k2.W ethen have

M 0 = E 1 + E 2; (2.23)

kz =

�

x �
1

2

�

M 0 �
m 2

1
� m 2

2

2M 0

(2.24)

and

dkz

dx
=

E 1E 2

x(1� x)M 0

(2.25)

istheJacobian oftransform ation from (x;k? )to~k.Thiswave function hasbeen also used

in m any otherstudiesofhadronic transitions. In particular,with appropriate param eters,

itdescribessatisfactorily thepion elasticform factorup to Q 2 � 10 GeV 2 [27].

W ith the light-front wave functions given above, and taking a Lorentz fram e where

PB ? = P�? = 0 (i.e.,q? = 0),wereadily obtain (forB 0 ! �+ l� ��)

h�(P�)jJ
�
jB 0(PB )i=

X

�0s

Z

fd
3
pdg�

�
�(x

0
;k? )�B (x;k? )

�R
00y

�u �d
(x0;k? )�u(pu;�u)

�
u(pb;�b)R

00

�b�d
(x;k? ); (2.26)

where x(x0) is the m om entum fraction carried by the spectator anti-quark (�d) in the ini-

tial(�nal)state,such that

xP
+

B = x
0
P
+

� ; (2.27)
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them eaning ofalltheothervariablesshould beselfobvious.Thevalence-quark partofthe

reaction m echanism isdepicted in Fig. (1a). Substituting the covariantform given in Eq.

(2.15)into Eq.(2.26),weget

h�(P�)jJ
�
jB 0(PB )i=

v
u
u
t P

+

B

P +
�

Z
dxd2k?

2(2�)3
�
�
�(x

0
;k? )�B (x;k? )

�1

2 ~M 0�
~M 0B

q

(1� x0)(1� x)

�Tr[5(6pu + m u)
�(6pb+ m b)5(6pd � m d)]: (2.28)

The trace in the above expression can be easily carried out. For the \good" com ponent,

� = +,weget

� Tr
h

5(6pu + m u)
+ (6pb+ m b)5(6pd � m d)

i

= 4

"
m 2

q + k2?

x
+ m q(m b� m q)

#

P
+

� ; (2.29)

wherewehavesetm u = m d = m q.From Eq.(2.27),x and x0arerelated by x = R � x
0,with

R � �
P +
�

P
+

B

=
1

2M 2
B

h

M
2

B + M
2

� � q
2
�

q

(M 2
B + M 2

� � q2)2 � 4M 2
B M

2
�

i

: (2.30)

R � correspond to the pion recoiling in the positive and negative z-direction respectively

relativeto theB m eson.Thephysicalkinem aticrangeq2 :0! (M B � M �)
2 correspondsto

R + :1! M �=M B ;

R � :(M �=M B )
2
! M �=M B : (2.31)

As pointed out in Ref.[26],the choice ofthe positive z-axis is im m aterial, and the

m atrix elem ents calculated in both reference fram es (callthem the \+" and \�" fram e)

should producethesam eform factorsf� (q
2)asde�ned in Eq.(2.2).In the\+" fram e,we

write

f
v
+
(q2)(P +

B + P
+

� )+ f
v
� (q

2)(P +

B � P
+

� )= F(R + )P
+

� ; (2.32)

orequivalently,

f
v
+ (q

2)(1+ R + )+ f
v
� (q

2)(1� R + )= F(R + )R + ; (2.33)

sim ilarly,in the\�" fram e,

f
v
+
(q2)(1+ R � )+ f

v
� (q

2)(1� R � )= F(R � )R � ; (2.34)
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where

F(R � )=

p
R �

(2�)3

Z
1

0

dx
0

Z

d
2
k? �

�
�(x

0
;k? )�B (R � x

0
;k? )

�
1

~M 0�
~M 0B

q

(1� x0)(1� R � x
0)

"
m 2

q + k2?

R � x
0

+ m q(m b� m q)

#

: (2.35)

Solving forfv� (q
2)from Eqs.(2.33,2.34),we�nally arriveat

f
v
+ (q

2)=
F(R + )R + (1� R � )� F(R � )R � (1� R + )

2(R + � R � )
(2.36)

and

f
v
� (q

2)=
�F(R + )R + (1+ R � )+ F(R � )R � (1+ R + )

2(R + � R � )
: (2.37)

These are the valence-con�guration contributions to the B ! �l� decay form factors,

valid in theentirerangeofm om entum transferq2 = [0;(M B � M �)
2].

B .H igher-Fock-State C ontribution

It is often not adequate to describe the internalstructure ofa hadron solely by its

valence con�guration. Aswe have discussed,fortim e-like m om entum transfers,one m ust

also consider the e�ects ofhigher Fock-states corresponding to con�gurations containing

quark-antiquark pairsin addition to thevalenceparticles.Such contributionsareshown in

Fig. (1b). Unfortunately these higher-Fork-state wave functionsare notavailable,and we

shallestim atetheircontributionsin an e�ectivem esonicpicture.In thecaseoftheB -m eson,

itisexpected thatthee�ectivehigher-Fock-statecon�guration jB ��iisthem ostim portant

iftherelativem om entum issm all.Thereason isasfollows.TheB and B � m assesarealm ost

degenerate due to heavy-quark sym m etry,and also the pion m assissm all. Consequently,

when the relative m om entum issm all,the jB ��icon�guration isclose to the energy shell

(i.e.,the energy denom inatorissm all),and isthusenhanced. Thiscan be readily seen in

Eq.(2.3),where the interaction Ham iltonian H I describing the B B �� coupling is given in

chiralperturbativetheory by [24]

H I = �
g

f�

q

M B M B �

Z

dx
�
d
2
x? B

� y
� (i@

�
�
a)�aB ; (2.38)

with f� = 93 M eV being thepion decay constant.
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The contribution to the decay m atrix elem ent from the jB ��i con�guration [see Fig.

(1c)]isgiven by

h�(P�)jJ
�
jB (PB )iB � =

Z

[d3q]h0jJ�jB �(q)i
hB �(q)�(P�)jH IjB 0(PB )i

P
�
B � q� � P �

�

: (2.39)

From

h0jJ�jB �(q)i= M B �fB �"
�
; (2.40)

hB
�(q)�� (P�)jH IjB 0(PB )i= 2(2�)3�3(~PB � ~q� ~P�)

p
2g

f�

q

M B M B � "
�
� P�; (2.41)

and

"
�
"
� �= �g

�� +
P
�

B �P
�
B �

M 2
B �

; (2.42)

wereadily obtain

h�
� (P�)jJ

�
jB (PB )iB � =

p
2g
fB �

f�

PB � � P�P
�

B � (M 2
B � + PB � � P�)P

�
�

P
+

B �(P
�
B � P

�
B � � P �

� )

s

M B

M B �

: (2.43)

Therefore,

f
B �

+ (q2)= g
fB �

p
2f�

�M 2
B �

P
+

B �(P
�
B � P

�
B � � P �

� )

s

M B

M B �

(2.44)

f
B �

� (q2)= g
fB �

p
2f�

M 2
B � + 2PB � � P�

P
+

B �(P
�
B � P

�
B � � P �

� )

s

M B

M B �

(2.45)

where P +

B � = P
+

B � P +
� > 0 and P

�
B � =

M 2

B �+ (PB ? � P�? )
2

P
+

B
� P

+

�

. It is easy to see that fB
�

� are

functionsofq2 because

1

q2 � M 2
B �

=
1

P
+

B �

1

P
�
B � P

�
B � � P �

�

(q+ = P
+

B �): (2.46)

Howevertheaboveresultsarenotquitecom plete,becausechiralperturbation theory is

a low-energy e�ective theory,such thatthechiralB B ��-vertex given in Eq.(2.38)isvalid

only forsoftpions. A suppression factoris generally expected when the pion m om entum

increases. This can also be understood in the quark picture by the following reasoning.

The higherFock-state jB ��iarisesfrom quark-paircreation which isa predom inently soft

process. Firstofall,there isnotm uch probability forproducing hard uu pairs. M oreover,

once produced,a hard u haslittle chance ofform ing a pion with a slow �u,likewise a hard

u is not likely to form a B �-m eson with a slow b quark. Therefore con�gurations with a
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high-m om entum pion in jB ��iisexpected to besuppressed.Thisphysicalrequirem entcan

be im plem ented phenom enologically by introducing a dam ping form factor,F (q2),to the

chiralB B ��-vertex,such that,

g ! gF (q2): (2.47)

W eshalltake

F (q2)= exp

 

�
vB � (p� � M �)

�

!

; (2.48)

wherevB = PB =M B isthe4-velocity oftheB -m eson,and � isthecuto� m om entum which

isexpected to beoftheorderofthechiralsym m etry breaking scale�� ’ 1 GeV.Theform

ofthe suppression factor is sim ilar to that proposed by W olfenstein [15]in the soft-pion

region,and is norm alized to unity atthe zero-recoilpointwhere q2 = (M B � M �)
2. The

substitution indicated in Eq. (2.47)isto be understood forallofthe equationsderived in

thisSubsection.

C .W ave Function R enorm alization

Finally wecalculatethewavefunction renorm alization constantZ2 which isrequired for

consistency,asindicated in Eq.(2.3).Theresultis

Z
� 1
2

= 1+
1

2(2�)3P +

B

Z

[d3k][d3q]
jhB �(q)�(k)jH IjB 0(PB )ij

2

(P �
B � q� � k� )2

= 1+
3g2

f2�

M B M B �

P
+

B

Z

[d3q]
1

k+

["� k]2

[P �
B � q� � k� ]2

F
2[(PB � k)2]; (2.49)

where q and k areon them ass-shells,k+ = P
+

B � q+ ,k? = �q? ,and we have included the

suppression form factorasgiven in Eqs.(2.47,2.48).

Com bining Eqs.(2.36),(2.37),(2.44),(2.45)and (2.49)together,we obtain a relatively

m ore consistent treatm entforB ! �l� decay form factorsin com parison to the previous

studies.

III.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In this section,we present the num ericalresults forB ! �l� decay form factors. W e

�rst present contributions from the valence-quark con�guration. The param eters in the

11



light-front wave functions are �xed by �tting to other hadronic properties. For the pion

wave function,the param eters!� and m q(= m u;d)are�tted to the pion decay constantf�

and also thepion elasticform factorform om entum transferQ 2 = 0� 10 GeV 2 [27]:

!� = 0:29 GeV; m q = 0:30 GeV: (3.1)

Forthelight-frontB -m eson wave function,wetake

!B = 0:57 GeV; m b = 4:8 GeV; (3.2)

which were determ ined from the B decay constantfB = 0:187 GeV,and otherdecay data

[2,28].W ith theseparam eters,thedecay form factorfv+ dueto thevalencecon�guration is

presented in Fig.(2).Atthem axim um recoilpoint(q2 = 0),

f
v
+ (0)= 0:24; (3.3)

which isconsistentwith resultsfrom m ostothercalculations[2{12,17].A slightly di�erent

setofparam etersforthepion wavefunction

!� = 0:33 GeV; m q = 0:25 GeV (3.4)

also �tsthepion data quitewell.Theresultisnotqualitatively changed by using thissetof

num bers,ascan beseen also in Fig.(2).Thevalueoftheform factoratq2 = 0 ishowever

increased by 20% to

f
v
+ (0)= 0:29: (3.5)

It is a com m on practice in the literature to extrapolate f+ (q
2) away from the q2 = 0

pointby a m onopole q2-dependence,even though such a q2-dependence is expected to be

reasonable only nearthezero-recoilpoint[q2 = (M B � M �)
2].Ourresultdoesnotcon�rm

such aq2-dependence.Instead,asshown in Fig.(4),forawiderangeofm om entum transfer,

q2 = 0� 18 GeV 2,thevalencecontribution agreesratherwellwith thefollowing form ula:

f
pole

+ (q2)=
f+ (0)

(1� q2=M 2
pole)

�
; (3.6)

with � = 1:6 and M pole = 5:32 GeV.

From Fig. (2),we see that,nearthe zero-recoilpoint,the valence-quark prediction de-

creasesasq2 increases,and no longerbearsany resem blence to Eq. (3.6). The dipping of
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the valence-quark contribution toward the zero-recoilpointcan be understood as follows.

Recallthatthe decay am plitude involves an overlapping integralofthe wave functions of

the initialand �nalm esons. Ifboth m esonswere heavy,then itisobviousthat,by heavy-

quark sym m etry,m axim um overlapping m ust occur at the zero-recoilpoint. However,in

the present situation,a heavy (B )and a light m eson (�)are involved,and their internal

m om entum distributionspeak atdi�erentvaluesofx.Speci�cally,�B (x;k? )hasa narrow

peak near x = 0,whereas ��(x;k? )peaks with a m uch largerwidth atx = 1=2. Conse-

quently m axim um overlapping ofthe wave functionsactually occurssom ewhataway from

thezero-recoilkinem atics.

Totestthesensitivity totheB -m eson wavefunction used,weplotin Fig.(3)thevalence

contribution,using a Gaussian wavefunction ofthesam eform asshown in Eq.(2.21),with

!B = 0:73GeV.W e�nd thattheresultisnotchanged signi�cantly exceptin thezero-recoil

region,q2 > 20 GeV 2. Aswe shallsee,in the zero-recoilregion,the B �-pole contribution

dom inates,and thevalencecontribution isrelatively notim portant.

Nextwe considerthe B �-pole (orhigher-Fock-state)contribution given by Eqs. (2.44,

2.45).W etake

fB = 0:187 GeV; fB �=fB = 1:1; g = 0:48; �= 1:0 GeV; (3.7)

where thevaluestaken forfB and theratio fB =fB � areconsistentwith QCD sum ruleand

latticeQCD results[11,29,30].Howeverthem agnitudeofg islesscertain;itisnotdirectly

m easurable,since B � ! B � is kinem atically forbidden. In the in�nite-heavy-quark-m ass

lim it,heavy-quark sym m etry predictsthatg isindependentofheavy quark avor,so that

B B �� isequalto D D �� which isexperim entally m easurable. However,they have di�erent

1=m Q corrections. From the upper lim it ofthe totalwidth ofD � +(< 131 M eV) [31],we

know that,g should belessthan 0.7.From non-relativisticquark-m odelconstrained by the

axialcoupling constantgA = 1:25 ofthenucleon,onegets[24,32]g = 0:75 in thesym m etry

lim it,which som ewhatovershootstheexperim entalupperlim it.QCD-sum -rulecalculations

[33{35]usually obtain sm aller values,nam ely,g ’ 0:2 � 0:4. Results from various other

approachestend to fallbetween these two lim its[28,36{39]. In Eq. (3.7),we have sim ply

taken theaverageofthenon-relativisticquark m odelprediction and thelowestoftheQCD

sum -ruleresults.Thecuto� m om entum �in Eq.(2.47)isalso notwellknown,and wehave

assum ed � to be equalto the chiralsym m etry breaking scale � � ’ 1 GeV.Sensitivity of

13



theresultsto thevaluesofg and � willbeshown below.

Finally,we need to com pute the renorm alization constantZ2 given by Eq.(2.49).The

resultis
p
Z2 = 0.85,0.93,0.98,forg = 0.75,0.48,0.20 respectively.Hence,depending on

thecoupling constantg,thee�ectofwavefunction renorm alization can bequitesigni�cant

(2-15% ).

The B �-pole contribution is plotted in Fig. (5a) with � = 1:0 GeV and three values

ofg asindicated. The com bined valence and B �-pole contribution isplotted in Fig. (5b).

W e see that the B �-pole contribution dom inates in the zero-recoilregion,q2 ’ 25 GeV 2,

and decreasesrapidly asq2 decreases.W ith theB �-contribution included,we �nd f+ (0)=

0:26;0:28;0:29forg = 0:20;0:48;0:75respectively;thereforethee�ectoftheB � contribution

atq2 = 0 iswithin thetheoreticalerrorcaused by theuncertainty in thepion wavefunction

[see Eqs. (3.3,3.5)]. Forg = 0:48,the theoreticalresultcan be approxim ately described

by Eq. (3.6),with � = 2:0 and M pole = 6:0 GeV [see Fig. (6a)]. The g = 0:2 curve

also shows approxim ately a dipole behavior(� = 2:0),with a slightly di�erent pole m ass

M pole = 5:8 GeV [see Fig. (6b)]. Hence ourresultsindicate thatf+ (q
2)doesnotfollow a

sim plem onopoleq2-dependence(i.e.� = 1:0).

In order to study the sensitivity ofour results to the cut-o� param eter �, we have

plotted in Fig. (7) the sam e curves as in Fig. (5b),but with �=1.5 GeV.From Eqs.

(2.44,2.47,2.48),it is easily seen that the B �-pole contribution fB
�

+
increases with �;this

e�ectishowever counterbalanced by a sm allerZ 2. Since we have taken into accountthe

e�ectofwave function renorm alization,ourresultsare relatively insensitive to the precise

value of� used. Itthusseem sthata m easurem entoff+ (q
2)nearzero-recoilwould give a

rathergood estim ateoftheB B �� coupling constantg,which isnotobtainablefrom direct

strong decays.

IV .SU M M A RY

The exclusive B ! �l� decay isstudied in thispaper. W e have calculated two di�er-

entcontributionsto the decay process: The valence-quark contribution iscalculated using

light-frontwave functionsform esons,while the B �-polecontribution isevaluated with the

help ofchiralperturbation theory. In contrast to previous works using relativistic wave

functions,the decay form factorshave been calculated directly in the entire range ofm o-
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m entum transfer,so thatextrapolation from q2 = 0 isno longerrequired. Furtherm ore,in

a m oreuni�ed approach,the B �-polecontribution iscalculated from thehigher-Fock-state

con�guration jB ��iofthe B -m eson wave function. The m ixing ofdi�erentcon�gurations

requires a consistent renorm alization ofthe B -m eson wave function,which is a 7% e�ect

forg=0.48;2% ifg=0.2. W e �nd thatthe form factorf+ (q
2)doesnotfollow a m onopole

q2-dependence,asiscustom arily assum ed in the literature. Instead,ourresultiscloserto

a dipole q2-dependence. At the m axim um recoilpoint,we �nd thatf+ (0)= 0:24� 0:29,

which isconsistentwith m ostothercalculations.Finally weobservethat,sincetheB �-pole

contribution dom inatesin the zero-recoilregion,a m easurem ent off+ (q
2)nearzero-recoil

would behelpfulin determ ining thevalueofthechiralB B �� coupling constantg.
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FIG U R E C A PT IO N S

Fig. (1a) B ! �l�:Valence-quark contribution.

Fig. (1b) B ! �l�:Non-valencecontribution.

Fig. (1c) B ! �l�:B�-polecontribution.

Fig. (2) Valence-quark contribution to f+ (q
2). Solid line: m q = 0:30 GeV,!� = 0:29

GeV;dashed line:m q = 0:25 GeV,!� = 0:33 GeV.

Fig. (3) Solid line: Sam e asthatin Fig. (2);dashed line: Gaussian wave function used

forB ,with !B = 0:73 GeV.

Fig. (4) Solid line: Sam e asthatin Fig. (2);dashed line: Eq. (3.6),with � = 1:6 and

M pole = 5:32 GeV.

Fig. (5a) Solid lines: B �-pole contribution with � = 1 GeV;dashed line: valence-quark

contribution [sam eassolid linein Fig.(2)].

Fig. (5b) Com bined valence-quark and B �-polecontribution with �= 1 GeV.

Fig. (6a) Solid line:sam e asthe g = 0:48 line in Fig. (5b);dashed line:Eq. (3.6)with

� = 2:0 and M pole = 6:0 GeV;dash-dotted line: Eq. (3.6)with � = 1:0 and M pole = 5:32

GeV.

Fig. (6b) Solid line: g = 0:20 line from Fig. (5b);dashed line: Eq. (3.6)with � = 2:0

and M pole = 5:8 GeV;dash-dotted line:Eq.(3.6)with � = 1:0 and M pole = 5:32 GeV.

Fig. (7) Sam easFig.(5b)exceptthat�= 1:50 GeV
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