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A bstract

A m ethod of deriving bounds on the weak m eson form factors, based on

perturbative Q CD,analyticity and unitarity,is generalized in order to fully

exploit heavy quark spin sym m etry in the ground state (L = 0) doublet of

pseudoscalar (B ) and vector (B �) m esons. Allthe relevant form factors of

thesem esonsaretaken into accountin theunitarity sum .They aretreated as

independentfunctionsalongthetim elikeaxis,beingrelated by spin sym m etry

only nearthezero recoilpoint.Heavy quark vacuum polarisation up to three

loopsin perturbativeQ CD and theexperim entalcrosssections�(e+ e� ! � )

areused asinput.W e obtain boundson thechargeradiusoftheelastic form

factor ofthe B m eson,which considerably im prove previous results derived

in the sam efram ework.
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1 Introduction

Boundson thechargeradiusoftheelasticform factoroftheB -m eson wererecently

derived in a num berofpapers[1]-[4]. The interestin thisform factorcom esfrom

thefactthatitcoincides,in thelargequark m asslim it,with therenorm alized Isgur-

W ise function ofthe heavy quark e�ective theory [5],[6]. The short distance and

�nite m ass corrections are in this case m uch sm aller than for the 
avor changing

currentsinvolved in thesem ileptonicdecaysoftheB m eson intoD orD �.Therefore,

rigorousboundsonthisform factorareofinterestfortestingvariousnonperturbative

techniquesapplied forthecalculation oftheIsgur-W isefunction.

The m ethod applied in Refs. [1]-[4],based on previous works [7]startsby ex-

ploiting the sam e input as the standard QCD sum rules,i.e. the QCD euclidian

expansion ofa polarization function,related by analyticity and unitarity to the

physicalstates ofinterest. However,while in the usualform ulation ofthe QCD

sum rules one tries,by suitable m ethods,to enhance the contribution ofthe low

energies in the dispersion integraland saturates the unitarity sum by the lowest

lying resonances,in the approach proposed in [7]the dispersion relation iswritten

asa rigorousintegralinequality forthem odulussquared oftheform factorsofthe

physicalstatesalongthetim elikeregion.By usingin addition theanalyticity prop-

ertiesoftheform factors,thisinequality isshown toconstrain thebehaviourofthese

functionsortheirderivativesnearthezerorecoilorotherpointsofphysicalinterest.

In refs. [1]-[4]the m ethod was applied to the elastic form factor ofthe pseu-

doscalarB m eson. An attem ptto exploitheavy quark sym m etry in the ground B

m eson statedoubletwasm adein [1],where the B �B and B �B � + B � �B interm ediate

stateswere included in theunitarity sum ,with theadditionalassum ption thatthe

relevantform factorsoftheB and B � m esonsareidenticalalongthewholeunitarity

cut. However,this is an unjusti�ed extension ofthe heavy quark spin sym m etry,

which isvalid only nearthezerorecoilpoint.Asillustrated in [8]by speci�cm odels,

the B and B � form factorscan be indeed quite di�erent along the tim e like axis,

especially nearthresholds.Theproblem wascorrectly solved in [9],whereby m eans

ofspecialtechniquesallowing the sim ultaneoustreatm entofseveralanalytic func-

tions[10],[11],the inclusion the form factorofthe B ! B � transition waspossible

within thestrictheavy quark spin sym m etry hypotheses.M oreprecisely,theelastic

form factorand the B B � form factorwere treated as distinct functions along the

unitarity cut,being assum ed to coincideonly nearthezero recoilpoint.Thisled to

aconsiderableim provem entoftheboundson thechargeradiusoftheB elasticform

factor:therange�4:5� �2 � 6:1,obtained in [2]withoutim posing spin sym m etry,

wasnarrowed in [9]to �0:90� �2 � 2:60.

However,in [9]spin sym m etry was not fully exploited,as the contribution of

theB � �B � interm ediate statesin theunitarity sum wasnotincluded.Thisproblem

isaddressed in thepresentpaper,wherewetreatsim ultaneously alltheweak form

factorsofthe B and B � m esons. The quadratic expression yielded by unitarity is

written in a suitable "diagonal" form ,which allows us to apply the optim ization

1



theory forvector-valued analyticfunctions[10][11].Thedi�erentthresholdsin the

unitarity sum and the subthresholds singularities ofthe various form factors are

taken into account correctly. In this way the consequences ofspin sym m etry in

the ground state doublet ofthe B m esons are exploited in an optim alway. The

present papercontainsin addition two im portantim provem ents ofthe work done

before: we use as input the heavy quark vacuum polarization function com puted

in perturbative QCD up to three loops [12]-[14]and we include in the dispersion

relation forthepolarization function thethree� resonanceswith m assesbelow the

threshold forB �B production (theseterm swereneglected in previousworks[1]-[4]).

In the nextsection we presentthe derivation ofthe bounds.Section 3 contains

thenum ericalresultsand ourconclusions.

2 T he derivation ofthe bounds

W eusethestandard de�nitionsoftheform factorsoftheB and B � m esons[1],[8]:

< B (p0)jV �
jB (p)>= (p+ p

0)�F(q2) (1)

< B
�(p0;�)jV�jB (p)>=

2i�����

m B + m B �

��p
0

�p�V (q
2) (2)

< B
�(p0;�0)jV �

jB
�(p;�)>= F1(q

2)(� � �
0)P� + F2(q

2)[��(�
0
� P)+ �

0

�(� � P)]

+F3(q
2)
(� � P)(�0� P)

m 2
B �

P� + F4(q
2)[��(�

0
� P)� �

0

�(� � P)]
g��q

2 � q�q�

m 2
B �

; (3)

whereV � = �b
�b,�(�0)denotethepolarization vectorsoftheB � m esons,P = p+ p0

and q= p� p0.

Theform factorsde�ned abovehavecutsin thecom plex planet= q2,from the

threshold t0 forB �B production to in�nity.Thee�ectofthelowerbranch cutsdue

to light interm ediate states (��;K K ,etc) is negligible [1]. The three resonances

�(1S),�(2S),�(3S)with m asseslowerthan 2m B produceadditionalsingularities,

which can be approxim ated by poles on the realaxis below t0 [2]. On the other

hand,heavy quark sym m etry predictsde�niterelationsam ong theform factors(1)-

(3) near the zero recoilpoint w = 1 (w = v � v0,v and v0 being the velocities of

theinitialand �nalm eson,respectively).In thisregion som eoftheform factorsin

(2)and (3)areapproxim ately equalto theelasticform factor(1)and othervanish.

Speci�cally,forw � 1 onehas

V (w)= �F1(w)= F2(w)= F(w); F3(w)= F4(w)= 0; (4)

and werecallthatF(w)satis�esthenorm alization condition

F(1)= 1: (5)
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W eareinterested in �nding restrictionson theslopeofthisfunction atzero recoil,

ortheso called chargeradius,de�ned as

�
2 = �F

0(1); (6)

which di�ersby 16

75
log�s(m b)[15]from thechargeradius�2IW oftheuniversalIsgur-

W isefunction [5].

Asin the derivation ofthe usualQCD sum sules,forstudying the form factors

(1-3)westartby considering thevacuum polarization tensordueto thecurrentV �:

� ��(q)= (q�q� � g
��
q
2)�(q2)= i

Z

dxe
iqx

< 0jT(V �(x)V �(0))j0> : (7)

The�rstderivativeoftheinvariantam plitude�(q 2)satis�esthedispersion relation

� 0(q2)=
1

�

Z
1

0

Im �(t)

(t� q2)2
dt; (8)

thespectralfunction being de�ned by theunitarity relation

(q�q� � g
��
q
2)Im �(t+ i�) =

1

2

X

�

Z

d��(2�)
4
�
(4)(q� p�)

� < 0jV �(0)j�>< �jV �(0)+ j0> : (9)

Here the sum m ation is over allpossible hadron states � with appropriate 
avor

quantum num bers,with an integraloverthe phase space allowed to each interm e-

diatestate.W eshallincludein thissum thethree� resonanceswith m asseslower

than the threshold ofthe B �B production and the contribution ofthe two-particle

states jB �B >;jB �B � + B � �B > and jB � �B � > above this threshold (the �(4S)res-

onance is not included,in order to avoid double counting [2]). This contribution

can beevaluated in a straightforward way,by using thede�nitions(1-3)oftheform

factors,perform ing the phase-space integration and thesum m ation overthe polar-

izations ofthe B � interm ediate states. Taking into account the positivity ofthe

spectralfunction of�,which followsfrom (9)weobtain thefollowing inequality:

1

�
Im �(t+ i�)�

27

4��2

X

i

M � i
�� i

�(t� M
2

� i
)

+
nf

48�

( �

1�
t0

t

�3=2

jF(t)j2�(t� t0)+ (1�
t�
0

t
)3=2(1�

t�
1

t
)3=2

2t

t�0
jV (t)j2�(t� t

�

0
)

+(1�
t��
0

t
)3=2

"

2jF1(t)j
2 +

4t

t��0
jF2(t)j

2 + jbF3(t)j
2 + (

4t

t��0
)2jF4(t)j

2

#

�(t� t
��

0 )

)

;(10)

where

bF3(t)= (
2t

t��0
� 1)F1(t)+

2t

t��0
F2(t)+

2t

t��0
(
2t

t��0
� 1)F3(t): (11)
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In (10)thewidths�� i
arede�ned through theparam etrization

�(e+ e� ! � i)= 12�2�(t� M
2

� i
)
�� i

M � i

; (12)

ofthecrosssection for� production,t0 = 4m 2
B ;t

�

0
= (m B + m B �)2 and t��

0
= 4m 2

B �

are the thresholdsforB �B ,B �B � and B � �B � production,respectively. W e used the

notation t1 = (m B � � m B )
2 and nf = 3 isthe num beroflightquark 
avorswhich

give identicalcontribution in the unitarity sum [2]. Itwasconvenientto write the

contribution ofthelastfourform factorsin a "diagonal" form ,asa sum ofm oduli

squared offunctionswith thesam eanalyticitypropertiesastheoriginalform factors,

which willallow the application ofthe m athem aticaltechnique presented below.

Thiscalculation wasrathertediousand forsim plicity these term swere om itted in

thepreviouspaper[9]devoted to thisproblem .

By com bining the dispersion relation (8)with the unitarity inequality (10)we

obtain thefollowing integralcondition fortheform factorsofinterest:

e� 0(q2)�
nf

48�2

( Z
1

t0

1

(t� q2)2

�

1�
t0

t

�3=2

jF(t)j2dt

+

Z
1

t�
0

1

(t� q2)2
(1�

t�0

t
)3=2(1�

t�1

t
)3=2

2t

t�0
jV (t)j2dt+

Z
1

t��
0

1

(t� q2)2
(1�

t��0

t
)3=2

�

"

2jF1(t)j
2 +

4t

t��0
jF2(t)j

2 + jbF3(t)j
2 + (

4t

t��0
)2jF4(t)j

2

#

dt

)

; (13)

where

e� 0(q2)= � 0(q2)�
27

4��2

X

i

M � i
�� i

(q2 � M 2
� i
)2
: (14)

In the euclidian region q2 < 0 the function � 0(q2) can be calculated by applying

QCD perturbation theory,with nonperturbative correctionsincluded by m eans of

OPE.Dueto thelargevalueofm b,theQCD expression of� 0(q2)can beused also

at q2 = 0 or even at positive q2 m uch less than 4m 2
b. M oreover,in this case the

nonperturbativecorrectionsareshown to beentirely negligible[12].In theprevious

works[1]-[4]only thelowestorder(one-loop)perturbativepolarization function was

used as input in eq.(14) (the term s containing the � poles being also om itted).

In the present analysis we introduce explicitely in (14) the contribution ofthe �

resonances,using theexperim entalinform ation on �� i
.In thesam etim eweuseas

inputtheexpression ofthepolarization function up to threeloops[12]-[14]:

� 0(q2)= � 0(0)(q2)+
�s(�

2)

�
� 0(1)(q2)+

 
�s(�

2)

�

! 2

� 0(2)(q2;�2) (15)

with theM S coupling �s(�
2)de�ned in theconventionalway.W eusethestandard

expressions[12]

� 0(0)(q2)=
1

32�2m 2
b

Z
1

0

v(3� v2)

(1� q2x=4m 2
b)
2
dx; (16)
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� 0(1)(q2)=
1

24�m 2
b

Z
1

0

v(3� v2)

(1� q2x=4m 2
b)
2

�
�

2v
�
v+ 3

4

�
�

2
�

3

4�

��

dx; (17)

with v =
p
1� x.Asconcernsthe lastterm in (15),we shalluse the Taylorseries

around q2 = 0:

� 0(2)(q2;�2)=
3

64�2m 2
b

X

n

nCn

 
q2

4m 2
b

! n�1

; (18)

the coe�cients C n being given in eq.(11) ofref. [14](we recallthat they depend

explicitely on thenorm alization scale�).

W ith theabove expressions,theinputentering (13)iscom pletely speci�ed and

thisinequality can beviewed asan integralquadraticcondition fortheform factors

ofinterest along the unitarity cut. By applying standard techniques ofanalytic

functions [10],extended to "vector-valued functions" (see [11]and the references

therein)weshallobtain from thiscondition aquadraticinequalityrelatingthevalues

ofthe form factors and their derivatives at the zero recoilpoint. Using then the

relations(4-6)we shall�nally expressthederived inequality asa constrainton the

chargeradius(6).

W e�rstconform ally m ap thecutt= q2 planeonto theunitdisk in thecom plex

plane z, such that the unitarity cut becom es the boundary jzj = 1. Actually,

sincetheintegralsappearing in (13)havedi�erentthresholds,weshalluseforthem

di�erentconform alm appings.M oreprecisely,wetake

z(t) =

p
t0 � t�

p
t0

p
t0 � t+

p
t0

(19)

forthe �rstintegralin the righthand side of(13)and sim ilarexpressions,with t0

replaced by t�
0
and t��

0
,respectively,forthe second and the third integral. By the

m apping (19) the threshold t0 becom es z = �1 and the zero recoilpoint w = 1

(equivalentto t= 0,sincew = 1� t

2m 2

B

)isapplied onto theorigin z= 0.Sim ilarly,

using the m appingssuitable forthe otherintegralsin (13)asexplained above,the

thresholds t�0 and t��0 becom e also z = �1 and the corresponding zero recoilpoint

isapplied on theorigin.Itiseasy to see thattheconform alm appingsused forthe

second and thethird integralstransform thethreshold t0 intoapointsituated inside

the unitcircle,close to �1. By perform ing the above changes ofvariable,allthe

integralsin (13)becom eintegralsalong thesam econtour,i.e.theboundary z = ei�

oftheunitdisk.

Itisconvenientto introducea com pactnotation by de�ning thefollowing func-

tionsofthevariablez:

f1(z)= F(t);f2(z)= V (t);

f3(z)= F1(t);f4(z)= F2(t);f5(z)=
bF3(t);f6(z)= F4(t); (20)

where bF3 is de�ned in (11). Using the conform alm appings de�ned above, the

norm alization condition (5) and the de�nition (6) ofthe charge radius,one can
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show easily thatthefunctionsfi(z)satisfy therelations

fi(0)= 1;f0i(0)= �8�2;i= 1;::5; f6(0)= 0; (21)

thederivativebeingwith respectwith z.M oreover,followingthestandard technique

presented in [1]-[3],[7]we shallde�ne a setoffunctions�i(z)analytic and without

zeros in the unit disk, whose m odulisquared on the boundary are proportional

to the positive weightsappearing in the integrals(13),m ultiplied by the Jacobian

jdt
dz
joftheconform alm apping (19).These functionscan beconstructed easily and

unam bigously,by using therelations

t=
4t0

(1� z)2
;

�

1�
t0

t

�3=2

=
(1+ z)3

8
;

dt

dz
= 4t0

1+ z

(1� z)3
;

1

(t� q2)
=

�
2

1� d

�2 1

t0

(1� z)2

(1� zd)2
; (22)

which follow from (19),with

d =

p
t0 � q2 �

p
t0

p
t0 � q2 +

p
t0
: (23)

W ith thesede�ntions,wecan writetheinequality (13)in theequivalentform

1

2�

Z
2�

0

6X

i= 1

j�i(�)fi(�)j
2
d� � 1 (24)

wherethefunctions�i(z),obtained using (22)can bewritten in a com pactform as

�i(z)= �i(0)
(1+ z)ai(1� z)bi

(1� zdi)
ci

: (25)

Theparam etersentering thisexpression areasfollows:

�1(0)=
(1� d)2

32m B

s
nf

6�e� 0(q2)
; a1 = 2;b1 = 1=2;c1 = 2;d1 = d

�2(0)= 2
p
2�1(0); a2 = 2;b2 = �3=2;c2 = 2;d2 = d

�3(0)=
(1� d�)2

32m B �

s
nf

3�e� 0(q2)
; a3 = 2;b3 = 1=2;c3 = 2;d3 = d

�

�4(0)= 2
p
2�3(0); a4 = 2;b4 = �3=2;c4 = 2;d4 = d

�

�5(0)=
�3(0)
p
2
; a5 = 2;b5 = 1=2;c5 = 2;d5 = d

�

�6(0)= 8
p
2�3(0); a6 = 2;b6 = �3=2;c6 = 2;d6 = d

�
; (26)

with e� 0 de�ned in (14) and d in (23) (d� is obtained from d by replacing m B by

m B �).
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Asdiscussed above,theform factorsappearingin(13)havethreepolesonthereal

axisbelow thethreshold t0 = 4m 2
B ,due to thethreeb

�bbound states�(1S);�(2S)

and �(3S)with m assessm allerthan thethreshold forB �B production.Thepositions

ofthese poles are known from the experim entalm asses ofthe � resonances,but

the residuesare unknown,containing the unphysical�B �B or�B �B � couplings[2].

The form factors V and Fi have in addition branch points at the threshold t0 of

the B �B production,below the beginning ofthe corresponding unitarity cut. Ifan

estim ateofthediscontinuity acrossthesecutswereavailable,thetreatm entofthese

subthreshold singularitiesin the presentform alism could be done exactly [16](the

m ethod wasapplied recently in [17]to the B ! D form factors). In whatfollows

we shallresort to a pole approxim ation,keeping only the contribution ofthe �

resonancessituated below thethresholdst�
0
and t��

0
,respectively.Using m B =5.279

GeV,m B � =5.324 GeV and the m asses ofthe � resonances (M � 1
=9.460 GeV,

M � 2
= 10.023 GeV,M � 3

= 10.355 and M � 3
=10.580 GeV)onecan easily see that

the form factorV (t)hasonly three polesbelow itsunitarity threshold,m uch like

F(t),while Fi(t)have fourpoles. Passing to the functionsfi(z)according to (20)

and using the conform altransform ation (19),we �nd thatthe functionsf1(z)and

f2(z)haveinsidejzj< 1 threepolessituated atthepoints

z1 = �0:38;z2 = �0:52;z3 = �0:67: (27)

W e neglected here the di�erence between m B and m B �,which is entirely justi�ed

aslong asthe singularitiesrem ain the sam e. Asconcernsthe rem aining functions

fi;i� 3,they havefourpoles,with positions

z
�

1
= �0:37;z�

2
= �0:49;z�

3
= �0:62;z�

4
= �0:79; (28)

obtained by usingtheconform alm apping(19)with t0 replaced by t
��

0
and tby M � i

.

Theinequality (24)hastheform ofan L2 norm condition [10]involving several

functions.W ederivefrom itconstraintson thefunctionsfi and theirderivativesat

the origin z = 0,which corresponds through the conform alm apping to the point

ofzero recoilw = 1. Ifthe functions fi were analytic,this would be very easily

done,by applying standard techniques in the Hilbertspace H 2 [10]. However,as

shown above,thefunctionshavea �nitenum berofpoles,with known positionsbut

unknown residua.Thesim plesttreatm entofthissituation isbased on thetechnique

ofBlaschkefunctions[10](them ethod wasapplied previously in [3]-[4]).W ede�ne

thefollowing functions

B (z)=

3Y

k= 1

(z� zk)

(1� zzk)
; B

�(z)=

4Y

k= 1

(z� z�k)

(1� zz�k)
(29)

wherewetook into accountthatzk and z
�

k arereal.

Asseen from (29)thefunctionsB (z)and B �(z)havem odulusequalto 1 on the

boundary ofthe unitdisk (i.e. forz = ei�). Therefore,we can insertthe m odulus
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squared ofthe function B (�)(orB�(�))in the integralappearing in (24),without

spoiling theinequality orlosing inform ation.Therelation (24)isthusequivalentto

1

2�

Z
2�

0

6X

i= 1

j�i(�)Bi(�)fi(�)j
2
d� � 1; (30)

wherewedenoted

B i(z)= B (z) (i= 1;2);B i(z)= B
�

i(z) (i= 3;6): (31)

ButtheproductsB i(z)fi(z)arefunctionsanalyticin jzj< 1,thepolesoftheform

factors fi being com pensated by the zeros ofthe functions B i(z). W e can apply

therefore the well-known results ofinterpolation theory for vector-valued analytic

functions (see [11]and references therein) to obtain from (30) constraints on the

form factorsatpointsinsidetheanalyticity dom ain.In particular,being interested

in �nding boundson thecharge radius(6)which appearin (21),weshallapply an

inequality oftheSchur-Caratheodory type[10]atz= 0:

6X

i= 1

h

�iB ifi)
2(0)+ (�iB ifi)

02(0)
i

� 1: (32)

Itisim portanttonotethatuptonow theform factorsfiweretreatedasindependent

functions,withoutassum ingthatthey coincidealongtheunitarity integrals.W euse

now heavy quark spin sym m etry,which im ply therelations(21).Then (32)can be

written asan inequality forthechargeradius

5X

i= 1

�
2

i(0)B
2

i(0)+

5X

i= 1

h

�i(0)B
0

i(0)+ �
0

i(0)B i(0)� 8�2�i(0)B i(0)
i2
� 1: (33)

Thefunction f6 doesnotcontribute,duetothelastcondition in (21).Theinequality

(33)can bewritten as

a(�2)2 � 2b�2 + c� 0; (34)

where

a = 64

5X

i= 1

B
2

i(0)�
2

i(0)

b= 8

5X

i= 1

B i(0)�i(0)[�
0

i(0)B i(0)+ �i(0)B
0

i(0)]

c=

5X

i= 1

[�0i(0)B i(0)+ �i(0)B
0

i(0)]
2 +

5X

i= 1

B
2

i(0)�
2

i(0)� 1: (35)

The quantities �i(0),�
0

i(0),B i(0) and B 0

i(0),entering the above coe�cients,are

calculablefrom therelations(25),(26)and (29)and contain allthedynam icalinfor-

m ation in theproblem .
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3 R esults and conclusions

W e discuss now the lower and upper bounds on the charge radius �2 calculated

from the above equation (34). Firstwe recallthatthe resultspreviously reported

in [2]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 worksonly the lowestorder

term � 00 in theexpansion (15)of� 0wasretained and thecontribution ofthe�poles

in the relation (14)wasdropped out. Also,forsim plicity the choice m b = m B for

them assofthebquark wasm ade,and thevalueofq2 which entersasa param eter

in eq. (13)was taken q2 = 0. W ith these restrictions,eq. (34)gives the interval

�4:5 � �2 � 6:1 already reported in [2]. Keeping two term s(i= 1;2)in the sum s

appearing in (35),with thesam e num ericalinputasjustdescribed,we recoverthe

interval�0:9 � �2 � 2:60 obtained in [9]. Finally,with allthe �ve term s in the

sum s,i.e. by including allthe form factors ofthe ground states B and B �,we

obtain with the sam e input the range �0:35 � �2 � 2:15. This result shows the

im provem entwhich can beobtained by fullyexploitingspin sym m etry in theground

stateB doublet.

Aswem entioned,theaboveresultswereobtained with som esim plifyingassum p-

tionsconcerning the input. Itistherefore ofinterestto perform the analysiswith

a m ore realistic input,according to the com plete form ulasgiven above. The m ain

im provem ent is the QCD expression (15)ofthe polarization function up to three

loopscorrections.Thisexpression dependson thescale� which appearsin theM S

coupling �s(�)and in thecoe�cientsC n oftheTaylorexpansion (18).W eshalluse

in ouranalysistwo scales,nam ely � = m b,forwhich thecoe�cientsC n are[14]

C1 = 32:73; C2 = 33:24; C3 = 29:61; C4 = 26:94; (36)

and � = 2m b,which gives

C1 = 49:57; C2 = 43:31; C3 = 37:91; C4 = 33:92: (37)

W e note thatforthe above choices of� the coe�cients C n do notdepend on the

speci�c value ofm b. Although the coe�cients in (36)and 37)are quite di�erent,

the�nalresults,i.e.theboundson �2,turn outto bepractically thesam e.

The expressions given in (15-18)were obtained using on shellrenorm alization,

which m eansthatm b isthepolem ass.In thepresentworkweshalltreatthism assas

aparam eterin thereasonablerange4:7GeV � 5:GeV.Forthesevaluesofm b and the

choicesof� m ade above,the two-loopscorrection in the expansion (15)forq2 = 0

representsabout30% ofthelowestorderterm ,whilethecontribution ofthethree-

loopsdiagram sisofabout10% (weused �s(5:GeV)= 0:21 and �s(10:GeV)= 0:18

[18]). Aswe already pointed out,forheavy quarksone can extend the validity of

theQCD perturbativeexpansion ofthepolarization function even atpositivevalues

ofq2,below thethreshold t0.Asan exem ple,forq
2 = 50 GeV 2 thetwo-loopsterm

represents a correction ofabout 45% ofthe one loop term ,while the three loops
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contribute in addition with approxim ately 20% . In the present form alism better

results,i.e. strongerboundson �2,are obtained forlargerq2. On the otherhand,

theincreased contribution ofthehigherorderQCD correctionsforthepolarization

function preventsustaking q2 too closeto thehadronicsingularities.W eshalltake

in whatfollowsq2 in therange0� 50GeV 2,noticing thattherelativem agnitudeof

theperturbativecorrectionsdoesnotdram atically changein thisdom ain.

W erecallthatm uch sm allervaluesfortheQCD perturbativecorrectionsto the

polarization function ofheavy quarkswerereported in [12](seealso [13]).Theidea

applied in these workswasto express the pole m assm b in (16)and (17)in term s

ofan euclidian m ass de�ned to �rst order in � s. This had the e�ect ofreducing

the procentualcontribution ofthe two-loop correction,especially in the high order

derivativesofthefunction �(q2),ofinterestin theQCD sum rulesforheavy quarks.

The recent calculation ofthe polarization function up to three loops [14]allowed

us to use a m ore exact expression of� 0,without resorting to the rather arbitary

procedureadopted in [12].

The contribution ofthe � polesin the expression (14)wasevaluated using the

num ericalvalues�� 1
= 1:34 keV,�� 2

= 0:56 keV and �� 1
= 0:44 keV [18]. The

poles bring a positive contribution to the spectralfunction according to (10)and

theirinclusion im provestheboundsin a signi�cantway.

In Fig.1 we presentthe upperand lowerboundson the charge radius�2 ofthe

B m eson elastic form factor,com puted from (34),with the inputdescribed above,

for m b in the range 4:7GeV � 5:GeV. As we m entioned,the two choices ofthe

scale � adopted above give alm ost identicalresults. The solid curve corresponds

to the choice q2 = 0,the dashed one to q2 = 50 GeV 2. Taking larger values of

q2 we obtain m uch stronger bounds,but inconsistencies appear around 60:GeV 2

(thepolecontribution exceedstheQCD expression of� 0(q2),signaling thatabetter

estim ation ofthe input is necessary). As seen from Fig.1,the predictions forthe

chargeradiusarerathersensitive to thevalueofthepolem assm b,largervaluesof

them assleading to strongerbounds.

The upperand lowerboundsgiven in Fig.1 representthe bestresultsthatcan

be derived,using a realistic inputand fully exploiting heavy quark spin sym m etry

forthe ground state B and B � m esons. W e recallthatthe presentderivation was

possible by resorting to a a m ore powerfultechnique ofanalytic functions,which

allowed thesim ultaneoustreatm entofseveralform factorsasindependentfunctions.

Thespeci�cunitarity thresholdsofthedi�erentform factorsand theirsubthreshold

singularities were correctly taken into account. Heavy quark spin sym m etry was

invoked �nally by assum ing thatvariousform factorscoincide nearthe zero recoil

point,which isentirely legitim ate.

The technique applied in this papercan be easily generalized (see [3],[17])to

includehigherderivativesoftheform factorsatthezerorecoilpoint.In thisway,for

instance,quitestrong correlationsam ong theslopeand theconvexity oftheelastic

form factor F(t) can be derived. A second,m ore interesting generalization is to

includein theunitarity sum thecontribution oftheexcited states(B ��)with orbital

10



m om entum L = 1. By applying the techniquesused in thiswork,itispossible to

derive an inequality connecting the form factorsofthe ground statesB and B � to

the transition form factors between B �� and the ground states. A new sum rule

for these form factors,sim ilar to the well-known inequalities ofBjorken [19]and

Voloshin [20],willbereported in a futurepaper[21].
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Figure caption

FIG.1: Upperand lowerboundson the charge radiusofthe elastic form factorof

the B m eson forvariousvaluesofthe pole m assm b. The solid line correspondsto

q2 = 0,thedashed oneto q2 = 50 GeV 2.
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