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A bstract

A method of deriving bounds on the weak meson form factors, based on
perturbative Q CD , analyticity and unitarity, is generalized in order to fully
exploi heavy quark soin symm etry In the ground state (L = 0) doublt of
pseudoscalar B ) and vector B ) mesons. Al the relevant form factors of
these m esons are taken Into account in the unitarity sum . T hey are treated as
Independent functions along the tin elike axis, being related by soin sym m etry
only near the zero recoil point. H eavy quark vacuum polarisation up to three
loops in perturbative Q CD and the experin ental cross sections (€fe ! )
are used as nput. W e cbtain bounds on the charge radiuis of the elastic form

factor of the B m eson, which considerably im prove previous resuls derived
In the sam e fram ew ork.
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1 Introduction

B ounds on the charge radius of the elastic form factor of the B -m eson were recently
derived in a number of papers [L}-4]. The iterest in this form factor com es from
the fact that it colncides, In the Jarge quark m ass lim i, w ith the renom alized Isgur-
W ise finction of the heavy quark e ective theory B, [6]. The short distance and

nie m ass corrections are n this case much an aller than for the avor changihg
currents involved In the sam ikptonic decaysoftheB meson intoD orD . T herefore,
rigorousboundson this form factorare of interest for testing various nonperturoative
techniques applied for the calculation of the IsgurW ise function.

The m ethod applied in Refs. [H4], based on previous works []] starts by ex—
ploiting the sam e input as the standard QCD sum rules, ie. the QCD euclidian
expansion of a polarization function, related by analyticity and unitarity to the
physical states of interest. However, whilk in the usual formulation of the QCD
sum rules one tres, by suitable m ethods, to enhance the contribution of the low
energies n the digpersion integral and saturates the unitarity sum by the lowest
lying resonances, in the approach proposed in [/] the dispersion relation is w ritten
as a rigorous Integral inequality for the m odulus squared of the form factors of the
physical states along the tin e like region. By using in addition the analyticity prop—
erties ofthe form factors, this hequality is shown to constrain the behaviour ofthese
fiunctions or their derivatives near the zero recoil or other points ofphysical interest.

In refs. [}F4] the m ethod was applied to the elastic form factor of the pseu—
doscalar B meson. An attem pt to exploit heavy quark symm etry In the ground B
m eson state doublkt wasm ade in [, where the BB and BB + B B intem ediate
states were lIncluded in the unitarity sum , w ith the additional assum ption that the
relevant form factorsoftheB and B m esons are identical along the whole unitariy
cut. However, this is an unjisti ed extension of the heavy quark spin symm etry,
which isvalid only nearthe zero recoilpoint. A s illustrated in B]by speci cm odels,
the B and B fom factors can be indeed quite di erent along the tim e lke axis,
esgpecially near thresholds. T he problen was correctly solved in 8], where by m eans
of special techniques allow ing the sin ultaneous treatm ent of several analytic func-
tions 131,11, the nclusion the form factor ofthe B | B transition was possblk
w ithin the strict heavy quark soin sym m etry hypotheses. M ore precisely, the elastic
form factor and the BB fom factor were treated as distinct functions along the
unitarity cut, being assum ed to coincide only near the zero recoil point. This led to
a considerable in provem ent ofthe bounds on the charge radius ofthe B elastic form
factor: therange 45 2 61, obtained .n @] w ithout in posing spin sym m etry,
wasnamowed n QJto 0290 2 2:60.

However, in [] spin symm etry was not fully explited, as the contrution of
the B B intem ediate states In the uniarity sum was not included. T his problem
is addressed In the present paper, where we treat sin ultaneously all the weak fomm
factors ofthe B and B mesons. The quadratic expression yielded by unitarity is
written In a suitable "diagonal' form , which allow s us to apply the optin ization



theory for vectorvalued analytic functions [L3] {11]. The di erent thresholds in the
uniariy sum and the subthresholds singularities of the various form factors are
taken into account correctly. In this way the consequences of spin symm etry in
the ground state doublkt of the B m esons are exploited In an optinalway. The
present paper contains n addition two in portant in provem ents of the work done
before: we use as input the heavy quark vacuum polarization fiinction com puted
in perturbative QCD up to three loops [121H14] and we include in the dispersion
relation for the polarization function the three resonances w ith m assesbelow the
threshold or BB production (these term s were neglected in previous works [ }-4]) .

In the next section we present the derivation of the bounds. Section 3 contains
the num erical results and our conclusions.

2 The derivation of the bounds

W e use the standard de nitions of the form factors ofthe B and B mesons [L],BI:
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whereV =b b, (% denotethe polarization vectors oftheB mesons,P = p+ p°
andg=p p’

The form factors de ned above have cuts in the com plex plane t= o, from the
threshold ty for BB production to in nity. The e ect of the Iower branch cuts due
to light intemm ediate states ( ;K K , etc) is negligbk {I]. The three resonances

1s), @S), (3S)wihmasseslowerthan 2m 5 produce additional singularities,
which can be approxin ated by pols on the real axis below ty B]. On the other
hand, heavy quark symm etry predicts de nite relations am ong the form factors (})-
@) near the zero recoilpointw = 1 w = v % v and v° being the velocities of
the nitialand nalm eson, regpectively). In this region som e of the form factors in
@) and @) are approxin ately equalto the elastic form factor () and other vanish.
Speci cally, orw 1 one has

Vw)= FiWw)=F,Ww)=F W); Fazw)=Fsw)=0; @)
and we recallthat F (w) satis es the nom alization condition

FQ)=1: ©)



W e are interested In nding restrictions on the slope of this flinction at zero recoil,
or the so called charge radiis, de ned as

2= Fo); ©6)

which di ersby 2%log ;) [[§] from the charge radius %; ofthe universal Isqur-
W ise function {H].
A s in the derivation of the usualQCD sum sulks, for studying the form factors
{1-3) we start by considering the vacuum polarization tensor due to the current V
Z
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The rst derivative of the invariant am plitude (q?) satis es the dispersion relation
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Here the summ ation is over all possble hadron states with appropriate avor
quantum num bers, w ith an Integral over the phase space allowed to each interm e-
diate state. W e shall nclude In this sum the three resonances with m asses lower

than the threshold of the BB production and the contrlbution of the two-particlke
states BB >; BB + B B > and B B > above this threshold (the ¢“S) res-
onance is not included, In order to avoid double counting B]). This contrbution
can be evaluated in a straightforward way, by using the de nitions (-3) ofthe form

factors, perform ing the phase-space integration and the summ ation over the polar-
izations of the B intemn ediate states. Taking Into acocount the positivity of the
spectral function of , which llows from  (9) we obtain the ollow ng nequality:
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In (0) thewidths | are de ned through the param etrization

€e ! =122 M2i)M =; (12)
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ofthe cross section for production, to= 4mZ; t,= ms +mp ) andt, = 4m3
are the thresholds for BB, BB and B B production, regpectively. W e used the
notation § = My m g )? and n¢ = 3 is the number of light quark avors which
give identical contrbution in the unitarity sum @]. Tt was convenient to w rite the
contrbution of the last four form factors n a "diagonal” form , asa sum ofm oduli
squared of functionsw ith the sam e analyticity properties asthe origihal form factors,
which will allow the application of the m athem atical technique presented below .
T his calculation was rather tedious and for sim plicity these term s were om itted in
the previous paper [{] devoted to this problem .

By combining the dispersion relation ) with the unitarity inequality {Q) we
obtain the follow ing integral condition for the form factors of nterest:
(7,
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In the euclidian region o < 0 the function °%(f) can be calculated by applying
QCD perturbation theory, with nonperturbative corrections included by m eans of
OPE .Due to the lJarge value ofm, the QCD expression of °(f) can be used also
at ¢ = 0 or even at positive  much Jss than 4m{. M oreover, In this case the
nonperturbative corrections are shown to be entirely negligbl [[2]. In the previous
works {.]-&] only the lowest order (one-loop) perturbative polarization fiinction was
used as Input in eq.{l4) (the tem s containing the polks being also om itted).
In the present analysis we introduce explicitely in {14) the contrbution of the
resonances, using the experim ental inform ation on . In the ssmetinewe use as
input the expression of the polarization function up to three loops [121-14]1:

= v : (14)

2 2
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wih theM S coupling ( 2) de ned in the conventionalway. W e use the standard
expressions [[2]
1 %1 v@ )
32 2mZ o (1 oPx=4m})?

00 (f) =

dx; 16)



z
1 1 3 VP + 3 3

) = ; i U A R R
24 mg o @ Fx=4m;)? 2v 4 2 4

withv="1 x.Asconcemsthe last termn in 15), we shall use the Taylor series
around ¢ = 0: |
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the coe cients C , being given In eq.(11) of ref. [14] we recall that they depend
explicitely on the nom alization scale ).

W ith the above expressions, the input entering {13) is com plktely speci ed and
this Inequality can be viewed as an integral quadratic condition for the form factors
of interest along the unitarity cut. By applying standard techniques of analytic
fiunctions [1(], extended to "vectorvalied finctions" (see f11] and the references
therein) we shallobtain from this condition a quadratic inequality relating the values
of the form factors and their derivatives at the zero recoil point. U sing then the
relations @-+4) we shall nally express the derived inequality as a constraint on the
charge radius @).

W e rst confom ally map the cut t= o plane onto the unit disk in the com plex
plane z, such that the uniarity cut becom es the boundary j= 1. Actually,
since the integrals appearing in {13) have di erent thresholds, we shalluse for them
di erent conform alm appings . M ore precisely, we take

P— p_
z () = pto_—tpﬁ 19)
L t+

for the rst integral in the right hand side of @3) and sim ilar expressions, w ith t,
replaced by t, and t, , respectively, for the second and the third integral. By the
m apping {19) the threshod t; becomes z = 1 and the zero recoil point w = 1
(equivalent to t= 0, sincew = 1 ) is applied onto the origin z = 0. Sin flarly,
using the m appings suitable for the other integrals in (I3) as explained above, the
thresholds t;, and t; become also z = 1 and the corresponding zero recoil point
is applied on the origin. It is easy to see that the confom alm appings used for the
second and the third ntegrals transformm the threshold ty into a point situated inside
the unit circle, close to 1. By perfom ing the above changes of variable, all the
integrals in {13) becom e integrals along the sam e contour, ie. theboundary z = €
of the unit disk.

Tt is convenient to Introduce a com pact notation by de ning the ollow Ing fiinc-
tions of the variabl z:

fi@)=F @©; L2 =V ©;
f52)=F10); f1(2)=F,(); f52) = Ps@); f6 @) = Fs ©); 20)

where P; is de ned in (1). Using the conform al m appings de ned above, the
nom alization condition ) and the de nition ) of the charge radius, one can
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show easily that the functions f; (z) satisfy the relations

£:0)=1; ££0)= 8 7% i= 1;:5; £:0)= 0; 1)
the derivative being w ith respect w ith z. M oreover, follow Ing the standard technique
presented in {I1-B],{1]1 we shallde ne a set of functions ; (z) analytic and w ithout
zeros In the unit disk, whose m oduli squared on the boundary are proportional
to the positive weights appearing in the integrals (13), multiplied by the Jacobian
ﬁ; jof the confom alm apping {19). These functions can be constructed easily and
unam bigously, by using the relations

4 3=2 3
oM T arzr
1 =z? t 8
at_ . itz 12 14 2* 22)
dz t0(1 z)3’ € P) 1 d ta zd?
which ollow from {@9), wih
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W ith these de ntions, we can w rite the nequality @3) in the equivalent form
122 x5
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w here the functions ;(z), obtained using @:2) can be w ritten in a com pact form as
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T he param eters entering this expression are as follow s:
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wih ©°de ned n (@4) and d n @3) @ is obtained from d by replacihg m by
mg ).



A sdiscussed above, the form factorsappearing in (13) have three poleson the real
axis below the threshold t; = 4m§ , due to the three o bound states (1S); @2S)
and (3S) with m asses an aller than the threshold forB B production. T he positions
of these polks are known from the experinm entalm asses of the resonances, but
the residues are unknown, containing the unphysical B B or B B couplings R].
The form factors V and F; have In addition branch points at the threshold ty of
the BB production, below the beginning of the corresponding unitarity cut. If an
estin ate of the discontinuity across these cuts were available, the treatm ent of these
subthreshold singularities in the present form alisn could be done exactly (6] (the
m ethod was applied recently n I'}]to theB ! D form factors). In what ©llows
we shall resort to a pok approxin ation, kesping only the contribution of the
resonances situated below the thresholds t, and t, , regpectively. Usingmy =5279
GeV,mp =05324 G&V and themasses ofthe resonances M |, =9460 G&V,
M ,=10023Gev,M , = 10355andM , =10.580 G€&V) one can easily see that
the form factor V (t) has only three poles below its unitarity threshold, much lke
F (t), while F; (t) have four poles. Passing to the finctions f; (z) according to £0)
and using the conform al transfom ation {19), we nd that the functions f; (z) and
f; (z) have nside i< 1 three poles situated at the points

z1= 038;z,= 052;z3= 0:67: 7)

W e neglkcted here the di erence between m 3 and my , which is entirely justi ed
as Jong as the sihgularities rem ain the sam e. A s concems the ram aining functions
fi;i 3, they have four poles, w ith positions

z,= 037;z,= 049;z,= 062;z,= 0:9; 28)

obtained by using the conform alm apping 19) with t) replaced by t, and tby M

The inequality @4) hasthe orm ofan L2 nom condition {J] nvolving several
functions. W e derive from it constraints on the functions f; and their derivatives at
the origh z = 0, whith corresponds through the conform alm apping to the point
of zero recoilw = 1. If the functions f; were analytic, this would be very easily
done, by applying standard technigques in the H ibert space H * {LU]. However, as
shown above, the functionshave a nite number ofpoles, w ith know n positions but
unknown residua. T he sin plest treatm ent ofthis situation isbased on the technique
of B Jaschke functions EL:(]] (the m ethod was applied previously in B]—fll]) .Wede ne
the follow ng functions

¥3 v
w1 @ 2z) s @ zz)

where we took into account that z, and z, are real.
Asseen from @9) the finctionsB (z) and B (z) have m odulus equalto 1 on the
boundary of the unit disk (ie. forz = e' ). Therefore, we can insert the m odulus



squared of the fnction B () (orB ( )) In the Integral appearing in 24), w ithout
spoiling the inequality or losing inform ation. T he relation @4) is thus equivalent to

1 %2 x8

— Ji()Bi(HE()Id  1; 30)
2 0

=1
where we denoted
Bi(z)=B (z) (@i= 1;2) ;Bi(z)= B, (z) @= 3;6): (31)

But the products B ; (z)f; (z) are functions analytic In i< 1, the poles of the formm
factors f; being com pensated by the zeros of the functions B;(z). W e can apply
therefore the welbkknown resuls of interpolation theory for vectorvalued analytic
functions (see EL-;'] and references therein) to obtain from (_3:(]) oonstraints on the
form factors at points Inside the analyticity dom ain. In particular, being Interested
in nding bounds on the charge radius @) which appear in 1), we shall apply an
inequality of the Schur< aratheodory type IQ]lat z = 0:

x6 h i
Bif)? 0+ ( Bif)®O)  1: 32)
=1

Tt is In portant to note that up to now the form factors f; were treated as ndependent
functions, w thout assum ing that they coincide along the unitarity Integrals. W e use
now heavy quark spin symm etry, which inply the relations €1). Then @2) can be
w ritten as an nequality for the charge radius
x5 x5 h iy
OBIO)+ {OBO+ {OB:0) 87 :0B;i0)  1: (33)

=1 =1

T he fiinction f; doesnot contribute, due to the last condition in 1) . T he inequality
(33) can be written as
a(?? 2o%+c 0; (34)

where

X5
b=8 B;(0) ;0)[0)B;0)+ ;(0)B0)]
=1
X5 X5
c=  [J0B:O)+ 0BXOF+ BZ(0) 2() 1: (35)
i=1 =1

The quantities ;(0), 2(0), B;(0) and B?(0), entering the above coe cients, are
caloulable from the relations €3),6) and £29) and contain all the dynam ical infor-
m ation in the problean .



3 Resuls and conclusions

W e discuss now the Iower and upper bounds on the charge radius 2 calculated
from the above equation (34). First we recall that the results previously reported
in P]and the second reference 3] can be obtained by restricting the sum s in the
expressions (35) to a single term , i= 1. In the above works only the lowest order
temm  © in theexpansion (13) of °wasretained and the contrbution ofthe polks
in the relation (14) was dropped out. A Iso, for sin plicity the choicem, = my for
the m ass of the b quark wasm ade, and the value of  which enters as a param eter
in eq. {13) wastaken ¢ = 0. W ith these restrictions, eg. (34) gives the interval

45 61 already reported In PJ. Kesping two tem s (1= 1;2) in the sum s
appearing in (35), w ith the sam e num erical input as just describbed, we recover the
interval 0:9 > 260 obtained in R]. Fially, with allthe ve tem s in the
sum s, ie. by ncluding all the form factors of the ground states B and B , we
obtain wih the sam e Input the range 0:35 2 2:315. This result shows the
In provem ent w hich can be cbtained by fully exploiting spin sym m etry in the ground
state B doublet.

A swem entioned, the above results were obtained w ith som e sin plifying assum p—
tions conceming the input. It is therefore of interest to perform the analysis w ith
a m ore realistic Input, according to the com plkte form ulas given above. The m ain
in provem ent is the QCD expression (15) of the polarization finction up to three
loops corrections. T his expression depends on the scale  which appears in theM S
coupling () and in the coe cients C ,, ofthe Taylor expansion (1§).W e shalluse
in our analysis two scales, namely = m,, Hrwhich the coe cients C , are [14]

C1= 32773; C,= 3324; Cy;= 2961; C,4= 2694; (36)
and = 2my, which gives
C,= 4957; C,= 4331; C5;= 3791; C,= 3392: 37)

W e note that for the above choices of the coe cients C , do not depend on the
soeci ¢ value of m ,. A tthough the coe cients In (36) and 37} are quite di erent,
the nalresuls, ie. theboundson 2, tum out to be practically the sam e.

The expressions given in {15-418) were obtained using on shell renom alization,
which m eansthatm, isthepolem ass. In the present work we shalltreat thism assas
a param eter In the reasonable range 471G &V 5G €V . Forthes values ofm ,, and the
choices of m ade above, the two-Joops correction in the expansion 15) forg® = 0
represents about 30% of the lowest order temm , while the contribution of the three—
loops diagram s is of about 10% Weussd 6G&V)= 021 and (10Ge&V)= 0:18
(8] . Aswe already pointed out, for heavy quarks one can extend the validity of
the Q CD perturbative expansion of the polarization finction even at positive values
of ¢, below the threshold ty. As an exemplk, orf = 50 GeV? the two-loops tem
represents a correction of about 45% of the one loop tem , while the three loops



contrbute In addition wih approxin ately 20% . In the present fomm alism better
resuls, ie. stronger bounds on ?, are obtained for lJarger ¢ . On the other hand,
the Increased contribution of the higher order Q CD corrections for the polarization
fiinction prevents us taking ¢ too close to the hadronic singularities. W e shall take
in what ®llows f In the range 0 50G €V ?, noticing that the relative m agnitude of
the perturbative corrections does not dram atically change in this dom ain.

W e recallthat much am aller values for the Q CD perturbative corrections to the
polarization finction of heavy quarks were reported in [[2] (see also {13]). The dea
applied In these works was to express the polemassm, n (16) and @7) i tem s
of an euclidian mass de ned to rst order n . This had the e ect of reducing
the procentual contribution of the two—-Jdoop correction, esoecially in the high order
derivatives ofthe fiinction (g?), of nterest .n the Q CD sum rules Hrheavy quarks.
The recent calculation of the polarization finction up to three loops [14] allowed
us to use a m ore exact expression of °, without resorting to the rather arbitary
procedure adopted in [12].

The contrdoution ofthe poles in the expression (I4) was evaluated usihg the
numerical values |, = 134 keV, , = 056keV and |, = 044 keV [8]. The
poles bring a positive contribution to the spectral fiinction according to (L0) and
their nclision in proves the bounds in a signi cant way.

In Fig.l we present the upper and Iower bounds on the charge radius 2 of the
B meson elastic form factor, com puted from (34), w ith the input described above,
form, In the range 471GV 5G&V. As we mentioned, the two choices of the
scale adopted above give alm ost identical results. The solid curve corresoonds
to the choice ¢ = 0, the dashed one to & = 50 GeV?. Taking larger values of
o we obtain mudh stronger bounds, but inconsistencies appear around 60G €V 2
(the pole contribution exceeds the Q CD expression of °(qf), signaling that a better
estin ation of the input is necessary). A s ssen from Figl, the predictions for the
charge radius are rather sensitive to the value of the pole m assm , Jarger values of
the m ass kading to stronger bounds.

T he upper and lower bounds given In Figl represent the best resuls that can
be derived, using a realistic nput and fully exploiting heavy quark spin symm etry
for the ground state B and B m esons. W e recall that the present derivation was
possbl by resorting to a a m ore powerfiil technique of analytic finctions, which
allow ed the sim ultaneous treatm ent of several form factors as independent functions.
T he speci cunitarity thresholds ofthe di erent form factors and their subthreshold
sihgularities were correctly taken into account. Heavy quark spin symm etry was
Invoked nally by assum Ing that various form factors coincide near the zero recoil
point, which is entirely legitin ate.

The technigue applied In this paper can be easily generalized (see 31, 7)) to
Include higher derivatives ofthe form factors at the zero recoilpoint. In thisway, for
Instance, quite strong correlations am ong the slope and the convexity of the elastic
form factor F () can be derived. A second, m ore interesting generalization is to
Include in the unitarity sum the contribution ofthe excited states B ) with ordoial
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momentum L = 1. By applying the techniques used in this work, it is possble to
derive an Inequality connecting the form factors of the ground statesB and B to
the transition form factors between B and the ground states. A new sum rulk
for these form factors, sin ilar to the welkknown inequalities of B jprken (9] and
Voloshin 0], willbe reported in a future paper P1].
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F igure caption

FIG 1: Upper and lower bounds on the charge radius of the elastic form factor of
the B m eson for various values of the pokemassmy. The solid line corresponds to
& = 0, the dashed oneto ¢ = 50 G &V 2.
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