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A bstract

W e presenta Q CD sum -rule determ ination ofthe heavy-quark kinetic

energy insidea heavy m eson,� �1=2m Q ,which isconsistentwith the�eld-

theory analog ofthevirialtheorem .W eobtain � �1 � (0:10� 0:05)G eV 2,

signi�cantlysm allerthan aprevioussum -ruleresult,butin good agreem ent

with recentdeterm inationsfrom the analysisofinclusive decays.W e also

presenta new determ ination ofthe chrom o-m agnetic interaction,yielding

�2(m b)= (0:15� 0:03)G eV 2.Thisim pliesm 2
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2
B = (0:60� 0:12)G eV 2,

in good agreem ent with experim ent. As a by-product of our analysis,
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thegluon �eld-strength tensor.
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1 Introduction

The physics ofhadronscontaining a heavy quark sim pli�esgreatly in the lim it

where the heavy-quark m ass m Q is taken to in�nity. Then new sym m etries of

the strong interactionsarise,which relate the long-distance propertiesofm any

observables to a sm allnum ber ofreduced hadronic m atrix elem ents [1]{[6]. A

system atic expansion around the heavy-quark lim it has been applied success-

fully to learn aboutthe properties ofheavy m esons and baryons,such astheir

spectroscopy and decays.

A convenienttoolto study the im plicationsofthe heavy-quark lim itand to

perform the 1=m Q expansion isprovided by the Heavy-Quark E�ective Theory

(HQET)[7],which isconstructed by introducingavelocity-dependent�eld hv(x)

related to theoriginalheavy-quark �eld Q(x)by

hv(x)= e
im Q v�x

1+ /v

2
Q(x); (1)

so that/vhv = hv. Here v isthe 4-velocity ofthe hadron containing the heavy

quark. The phase rede�nition in (1)rem oves the large \m echanical" partm Q v

oftheheavy-quark m om entum ,which isdueto them otion oftheheavy hadron.

The �eld hv(x) carries the \residualm om entum " k = pQ � mQ v,which arises

from the predom inantly softinteractions ofthe heavy quark with gluons. The

e�ective Lagrangian oftheHQET is[8]{[10]

Le� = �hv iv� D hv+
1

2m Q

�hv (iD ? )
2
hv+ Cm ag(m Q =�)

gs

4m Q

�hv ���G
��
hv+ O (1=m

2
Q );

(2)

whereD � = @�� igsA
� isthegauge-covariantderivative,and D

�

?
= D �� (v� D )v�

contains its com ponents orthogonalto the velocity. The gluon �eld-strength

tensorisde�ned as[D �;D �]= � igsG
��. The origin ofthe operatorsarising at

order 1=m Q in (2) is m ost transparent in the rest fram e ofthe heavy hadron:

the �rst operatorcorresponds to the kinetic energy resulting from the residual

m otion oftheheavy quark insidethehadron (notethat(iD ? )
2 = � (iD )2 in the

restfram e),whereasthesecond operatordescribesthem agneticinteraction ofthe

heavy-quark spin with the gluon �eld.The W ilson coe�cientC m ag resultsfrom

short-distancee�ectsand dependslogarithm ically on theheavy-quark m assand

onthesubtractionscale�,atwhichthechrom o-m agneticoperatorisrenorm alized

[9].Asaconsequenceofareparam etrization invarianceoftheHQET,thekinetic

operatorisnotrenorm alized [11].

In m any phenom enologicalapplicationsoftheHQET,theforward m atrix el-

em entsofthedim ension-5 operatorsin (2)play a m ostsigni�cantrole.They ap-

pear,forinstance,in thespectroscopy ofheavy hadrons[12]{[14],in thedescrip-

tion ofinclusivedecay ratesand spectra [15]{[21],aswellasin thenorm alization

oftransition form factorsatzero recoil[13]. Forthe ground-state pseudoscalar
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and vectorm esons,M = P and V ,onede�nestwo hadronicparam eters,�1 and

�2(�),by
1

hM (v)j�hv(iD ? )
2
hv jM (v)i= �1;

hM (v)j�hvgs���G
��
hv jM (v)i= 2dM �2(�); (3)

whereweuseam ass-independentnorm alizationofstatessuchthathM (v)j�hvhv jM (v)i=

1. The coe�cient d M takes the values dP = 3 and dV = � 1 for pseudoscalar

and vectorm esons,respectively. The � dependence ofthe param eter�2 cancels

against the � dependence ofthe coe�cient C m ag in (2). The product Cm ag�2

is renorm alization-group invariant. This quantity can be extracted from spec-

troscopy using therelation [13]

1

4
(m 2

B � � m
2
B )= Cm ag(1)�2(m b)+ O (�3

=m b)= 0:12 GeV 2
: (4)

In leading logarithm icapproxim ation,one�nds[9]

Cm ag(m Q =�)=

 

�s(m Q )

�s(�)

! 3=�0

; (5)

where �0 = 11� 2

3
nf isthe �rstcoe�cientofthe � function. Using thisresult,

weobtain

�2(m b)’ 0:12 GeV 2
; �2(�0)’ 0:15 GeV 2

; (6)

wherewehaveused thevalues�s(m b)= 0:21 and �s(�0)= 0:4,corresponding to

a low renorm alization point�0 � 1 GeV.

Although spectroscopic relations m ay be used to extract the di�erences of

them atrix elem entsofthe kinetic operatorbetween di�erenthadron states,the

valueoftheparam eter�1 itselfcannotbedeterm ined from spectroscopy.Indeed,

at present it is not even known whether �1 is a \physical" param eter in the

sense thatitcan be de�ned unam biguously in a non-perturbative way. Itm ay

be that any such de�nition is intrinsically am biguous because ofthe presence

ofinfrared renorm alons;however,it m ay also happen that for som e fortuitous

reason renorm alonsareabsentin thecaseofthekinetic operator[22,23].From

thepractitioner’spointofview,�1 becom esausefulparam eteronceaschem efor

treating perturbativecorrectionsin theHQET hasbeen speci�ed.Here,weshall

work in the ms subtraction schem e and assum e thatourvalue of�1 isused in

connection with theoreticalexpressionsthathaveone-loop perturbativeaccuracy.

Theoreticalinform ation abouttheparam eter�1 can beobtained from a non-

perturbativeevaluation ofthe�rstm atrix elem entin (3).Using QCD sum rules

in theHQET,Balland Braun havederived thevalue� �1 = (0:52� 0:12)GeV2

[24],which hasbeen adopted subsequently in m any phenom enologicalanalyses.

1Anothercom m on notation isto de�ne �2
�
= � �1 and �

2

G
= 3�2.
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This value is surprisingly large;it im plies an average m om entum ofthe heavy

quark inside the m eson oforder 600{800 M eV.In fact,an earlier QCD sum -

rule calculation using a lesssophisticated approach had given the sm allervalue

� �1 = (0:18� 0:06)GeV2 [25]. A theoreticalargum ent in favour ofa sm aller

value ofthe kinetic energy waspresented in Ref.[26]:the �eld-theory analog of

thevirialtheorem relatesthe�rstm atrixelem entin (3)toam atrix elem entofan

operatorcontaining the gluon �eld-strength tensor,m aking explicit an \intrin-

sicsm allness" of�1.On theotherhand,a largevalueof� �1 wasargued forby

Voloshin and by Bigietal.,whoderived thelowerbound � �1 > 3�2 ’ 0:36GeV 2

using �rsta quantum -m echanicalreasoning [27]and later�eld-theoreticalargu-

m entsbased on zero-recoilsum rules[28].Recently,however,itwasshown that

thisbound isweakened signi�cantly byhigher-orderperturbativecorrections[29].

Thus,sm allvalues of� �1 can no longerbe excluded a priori. Severalauthors

have attem pted to extract �1 (together with the \binding energy" ��) from a

com bined analysisofinclusive decay ratesand m om entsofthe decay spectra in

beauty and charm decays [30]{[33]. The m ostrecentofsuch analyses give val-

ues� �1 � 0:1{0.2 GeV2. A value of�1 hasalso been extracted using a lattice

sim ulation oftheHQET,yielding � �1 = (� 0:09� 0:14)GeV2 [34].

In view ofthesedevelopm ents,itseem sworth whiletoreconsidertheproblem

ofcalculating �1 and �2 using QCD sum rules. Here we present the results of

a new analysis,which is based on the virialtheorem [13,26].2 Our approach

hastheadvantagethatboth param etersaredeterm ined sim ultaneously from the

zero-recoil(i.e.equal-velocity)lim itoftheQCD sum ruleforthem atrix elem ent

ofa localdim ension-5 operator between two m eson states m oving at di�erent

velocities. Asa result,�1 and �2 are obtained from a setoftwo sum ruleswith

very sim ilarsystem atic uncertainties.

2 D erivation ofthe Sum R ules

Thecentralobjectofourstudy isthem eson m atrix elem entofalocaldim ension-

5 operator containing two heavy-quark �elds at di�erent velocities. Using the

covarianttensorform alism oftheHQET [36],wewrite

hM
0(v0)j�hv0�igsG

��
hv jM (v)i= � Tr

n

�
��(v;v0)M

0

(v0)�M (v)
o

; (7)

where� isan arbitrary Diracm atrix,and

M (v)=
1+ /v

2
p
2

�

5; pseudoscalarm eson P(v)

/�; vectorm eson V (v;�)
(8)

isam atrixrepresentingthespinwave-function ofaground-statem esonM m oving

at velocity v. The m ost generaldecom position ofthe tensor form factor ���

2Prelim inary resultsofthisanalysishavebeen presented in Ref.[35].
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consistentwith Lorentzcovarianceand heavy-quark sym m etry reads

�
��(v;v0)= �1(w)(v

�
v
0�
� v

�
v
0�)+ �2(w)[(v� v

0)�
� � (v� v
0)�
�]+ �3(w)i�

��
;

(9)

where w = v� v0. Forequalvelocities (w = 1)only the lastterm appears,and

com paring with (3)weobtain thenorm alization condition

�3(1)= �2: (10)

Theequationsofm otion oftheHQET im ply anothernorm alization condition for

a certain com bination oftheinvariantfunctions�i(w).Itreads[13]

3�1(1)� 3�2(1)�
3

2
�3(1)= � �1: (11)

This relation is rem arkable in that it relates the m atrix elem ent ofthe kinetic

operatorin (3)to a m atrix elem entofthe gluon �eld-strength tensor,in accor-

dance with the picture that the residualm otion ofthe heavy quark inside the

m eson iscaused by itsinteractionswith gluons. Eq.(11)can be interpreted as

the�eld-theory analog ofthevirialtheorem ,which relatesthekinetic energy to

a m atrix elem entofthe\electric" com ponentsofthegluon �eld [26].

W eshallnow derive theLaplacesum rulesfortheinvariantfunctions�i(w).

The analysis proceeds in com plete analogy to thatofthe Isgur{W ise function.

Foradetailed discussion oftheprocedureand notations,thereaderisreferred to

Ref.[37].W econsider,in theHQET,the3-pointcorrelation function ofthelocal

operator appearing in (7) with two interpolating currents for the ground-state

heavy m esons:

Z

dxdyei(k
0
�y�k�x)

h0jT
n

�q�M 0hv0(y);�hv0�igsG
��
hv(0);�hv�M q(x)

o

j0i

= Tr

(

���(v;v0;k;k0)�M 0

1+ /v0

2
�
1+ /v

2
�M

)

; (12)

where k and k0aretheexternalm om enta.Depending on thechoice �M = 
5 or

�M = 
�� v�,theheavy-lightcurrentsinterpolatepseudoscalarorvectorm esons,

respectively. The Diracstructure ofthe correlator,asshown in the second line,

isa consequence ofthe Feynm an rulesofthe HQET.The quantity ��� obeysa

decom position analogousto (9),with coe�cient functions � i(!;!
0;w)thatare

analyticin the\residualenergies" ! = 2v� k and !0= 2v0� k0,with discontinuities

forpositivevaluesofthesevariables.Thesefunctionsalsodepend on thevelocity

transferw = v� v0.

The idea ofQCD sum rules is to relate a theoreticalapproxim ation to the

OperatorProductExpansion (OPE)ofthe above correlatorto a hadronic rep-

resentation ofthe sam e correlatorin term sofphysicalinterm ediate states. The

lowest-lying statesaretheground-statem esonsM (v)and M 0(v0)associated with
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the heavy-light currents. They lead to a double pole located at! = !0 = 2��,

where �� = m M � mQ isthe \e�ective m ass" ofthe ground-state m esonsin the

HQET [38]. The residue ofthis double pole is proportionalto the invariant

functions�i(w).W e�nd

�
pole

i (!;!0
;w)=

��� i(w)F
2

(! � 2��+ i�)(!0� 2��+ i�)
; (13)

where F is the m eson decay constant in the HQET (F ’ fM
p
m M ). In the

deep Euclidean region the correlator can be calculated perturbatively because

ofasym ptotic freedom . The m ain assum ption behind QCD sum rules is that,

atthe transition from the perturbative to the non-perturbative regim e,con�ne-

m ente�ectscan be described by including the leading powercorrectionsin the

OPE.They areproportionalto vacuum expectation valuesoflocalquark{gluon

operators,the so-called condensates[39]. Following the standard procedure,we

write the theoreticalexpressions for �i as double dispersion integrals and per-

form a Boreltransform ation in the variables! and !0. Thiselim inatespossible

subtraction polynom ialsand yieldsan exponentialdam ping factorin thedisper-

sion integrals,which suppresses the contributions from excited states. Because

ofheavy-quark sym m etry,it is naturalto set the associated Borelparam eters

equal: � = �0 � 2T. Following Refs.[37,40],we then introduce new variables

!+ = 1

2
(! + !0) and !� = ! � !0,perform the integralover !� ,and em ploy

quark{hadron duality to equatetherem aining integralover!+ up to a \contin-

uum threshold"!c totheBoreltransform ofthedouble-polecontribution in (13).

ThisyieldstheLaplacesum rules

�i(w)F
2
e
�2 ��=T =

!cZ

0

d!+ e
�! + =T ��i(!+ ;w): (14)

The spectraldensities ��i(!+ ;w) arise after integration ofthe double spectral

densitiesover!� .

As pointed out above,the theoreticalexpressions on the right-hand side of

the sum rules consist ofperturbative and non-perturbative contributions. The

leading term sin theOPE arisefrom thediagram sshown in Fig.1.In ouranal-

ysis,we shallinclude the non-perturbative contributions ofthe quark conden-

sate h�qqi,the gluon condensate h�sG
2i,and the m ixed quark{gluon condensate

h�qgs���G
��qi� m20h�qqi. Fora consistentcalculation atorder�s,we calculate

the W ilson coe�cients ofthe quark and gluon condensates to one-loop order,

and the coe�cient ofthe m ixed condensate at tree level. At higher orders in

the OPE,one encountersa proliferation ofcondensateswhose valuesare essen-

tially unknown.The term sofdim ension six,in particular,consistoffour-quark

and three-gluon condensates. Foran estim ate ofsuch contributionswe include

the e�ects offour-quark condensates,which arise from the diagram shown in

5



(a) (b) (b)

(c) (d)

v

v

0

k

k

0

�

(e)

Figure 1: Non-vanishing diagram s for the 3-point correlator: (a) perturbative

contribution,(b)quark-condensate,(c)gluon-condensate,(d)m ixed-condensate,

and (e)four-quark condensate contributions. The velocity-changing currentop-

erator is denoted by a white square,the interpolating m eson currents by gray

circles.Heavy-quark propagatorsaredrawn asdoublelines.

Fig.1(e). The calculation ofthe condensate term s is m ost conveniently per-

form ed using the �xed-point gauge x � A(x) = 0 with the origin chosen at the

position ofthe velocity-changing heavy-quark current. The m ost com plicated

partofthe calculation is,however,to evaluate the perturbative contribution of

thetwo-loop diagram shown in Fig.1(a).W ehavecalculated thisdiagram using

thetechniquesdeveloped in Ref.[41].OurresultsfortheLaplacesum rulesare:

�1(w)F
2
e
�2 ��=T =

2�sT
5

�3

�
2

w + 1

� 2

�4(!c=T);

�2(w)F
2
e
�2 ��=T = �

2�sT
5

�3

2

w + 1
�4(!c=T)+

4�sT
2

3�
h�qqi�1(!c=T)

�
T

48�

2

w + 1
h�sG

2
i�0(!c=T)+

hO 6i

12T
;

�3(w)F
2
e
�2 ��=T =

4�sT
5

�3

2

w + 1
�4(!c=T)�

8�sT
2

3�
h�qqi�1(!c=T)

+
T

24�

2

w + 1
h�sG

2
i�0(!c=T)�

m 2
0h�qqi

12
�
hO 6i

12T
: (15)

Thefunctions�n(!c=T)arisefrom thecontinuum subtraction and aregiven by

�n(x)=
1

n!

xZ

0

dttne�t = 1� e
�x

nX

k= 0

xk

k!
: (16)
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Thefour-quark condensatehQ 6iisde�ned as

hQ 6i= g
2
s h�q


�
taq

X

f

�f
�tafi� �
16�

9
��sh�qqi

2
: (17)

Assum ing factorization ofthe four-quark operator [39]corresponds to setting

� = 1.

In the next step,we evaluate the sum rules in (15) for w = 1 and use the

norm alization conditions(10)and (11)to obtain the Laplace sum rulesforthe

hadronicparam eters�1 and �2.Thisleadsto

� �1F
2
e
�2 ��=T =

6�sT
5

�3
�4(!c=T)+

m 2
0h�qqi

8
(1� "6);

�2F
2
e
�2 ��=T =

4�sT
5

�3
�4(!c=T)�

8�sT
2

3�
h�qqi�1(!c=T)

+
T

24�
h�sG

2
i�0(!c=T)�

m 2
0h�qqi

12
(1+ "6); (18)

where

"6 = �
16�

9
�
�sh�qqi

m 2
0T

: (19)

Forallreasonablevaluesoftheparam eters,"6 isoforderafew percent,which is

m uch lessthan theuncertainty in theparam eterm 2
0.Therefore,thecontribution

ofthe four-quark condensate can be safely neglected in the num ericalanalysis,

and weshallset"6 = 0 hereafter.Thesum rulefor�2 (withoutthecontribution

ofthefour-quarkcondensate)coincideswith theresultderived by Balland Braun

[24];oursum rulefor�1 isnew.Noticethatthesum rulefor�1 doesnotreceive

contributionsfrom thequark and gluon condensates.Thisisaconsequenceofthe

factthat(in the�xed-pointgauge)thelightquark interactsonly with them ag-

neticcom ponentsofthegluon �eld [42],whereasthecom bination ofform factors

de�ning �1 in (11)correspondsto a m atrix elem ent ofthe electric com ponents

[26].

Forthe evaluation ofthesum rules,itisconvenientto elim inate theexplicit

dependenceon theparam etersF and ��by using thewell-known sum ruleforthe

correlatoroftwo heavy-lightcurrents[43,37,44]:3

F
2
e
�2 ��=T =

3T3

4�2
�2(!c=T)� h�qqi+

m 2
0h�qqi

4T2
: (20)

Dividing the sum rules in (18) by the sum rule in (20),we obtain expressions

for the param eters �1 and �2 as functions ofthe Borelparam eter T and the

continuum threshold !c.Thisprocedurereducesthesystem atic uncertaintiesin

3Since the leading term s in (15) are proportionalto �s and we have no controlover the

O (�2
s
)corrections,wedo notinclude the known O (�s)correctionsin (20)forconsistency.
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the calculation. M oreover,it elim inates the dependence on the param eter ��,

which is known to su�er from a renorm alon am biguity problem [22,45]. For

the QCD param etersentering the theoreticalexpressions,we take the standard

values[39]

h�qqi= � (0:23� 0:02)3 GeV 3
;

h�sGGi= (0:04� 0:02)GeV4;

m
2
0 = (0:8� 0:2)GeV2; (21)

aswellas�s = 0:4. These valuesreferto a renorm alization scale �0 ’ 2�� � 1

GeV,which isappropriateforevaluating QCD sum rulesin theHQET.W eshall

com m ent below on the sensitivity ofourresult to the choice ofthe condensate

param eters.

The sum -rule param eters!c and T should,in principle,be determ ined in a

self-consistentway by requiring optim alstability ofthe resultsundervariations

ofthe Borelparam eter inside the region where the theoreticalcalculations are

reliable.Fortoosm allvaluesofT,theOPE diverges,whereasforlargevaluesofT

thecontributionstothesum rulesfrom higherresonancestatesbecom em oreand

m oreim portant.Unfortunately,thecontinuum -contam ination problem israther

severe in the case ofsum rules for the m atrix elem ents ofhigher-dim ensional

operators such as �1 and �2. This is exem pli�ed by the leading perturbative

contribution to thecorrelatorin (12),which isproportionalto

1

4!T5

1Z

0

d!+ !
4
+ e

�! + =T = �4(!c=T)+
h

1� �4(!c=T)
i

: (22)

The �rst term on the right-hand side is assigned to the ground-state,whereas

thesecond term isrem oved in thecontinuum subtraction.Forthecentralvalues

T = 0:9GeV and !c = 2:0GeV determ ined below,theground-statecontribution

isonly 7.5% ofthe totalperturbative contribution. Forcom parison,in the case

ofthe sum rule in (20),the leading perturbative contribution to the correlator

isproportionalto �2(!c=T)+ [1� �2(!c=T)],and the ground-state contribution

am ountsto38% .Forthisreason,itisbettertodeterm inetheallowed regionsfor

theparam eters!c and T by requiringstability ofthesum rule(20)forthem eson

decay constant,and then to use the sam e values in the evaluation ofthe sum

rulesfor�1 and �2 [24].One�ndsthat!c = (2:0� 0:3)GeV,and the\stability

window" fortheBorelparam eteris0:6 GeV < T < 1:2 GeV [37,44].

Using these ranges ofparam eters, together with the centralvalues of the

condensatesgiven in (21),we obtain the resultsshown in Fig.2. The sum rule

fortheparam eterdescribing thechrom o-m agneticinteraction oftheheavy quark

exhibits very good stability. Taking an average over the sum -rule window,we

obtain

�2(�0)= (0:19� 0:02� 0:02)GeV2; (23)
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λ2 [GeV2]

-λ1 [GeV2]

0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4
T [GeV]

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

Figure2:Sum -ruleresultsfortheparam eters� �1 (lowercurves)and �2 (upper

curves). Foreach quantity,the three curves correspond to the following values

ofthe continuum threshold: !c = 1:7 GeV (dashed),2.0 GeV (solid),2.3 GeV

(dash-dotted).Theverticaldashed linesshow thesum -rulewindow.

wherethe�rsterrorre
ectsthevariation with !c and T,whilethesecond error

takesintoaccounttheuncertaintyinthevaluesofthevacuum condensates.W hen

evolved to a high renorm alization point, our result corresponds to �2(m b) =

(0:15� 0:03)GeV2,which isin good agreem entwith the value in (6)extracted

from spectroscopy. A very sim ilarresulthasbeen obtained by Balland Braun

usingthesam eapproach [24],and by thepresentauthorusingadi�erentanalysis

based on two-pointsum rules[46].

Thestabilityofthesum ruleforthekinetic-energyparam eter�1 isnotquiteas

good.Thereason isthatthecondensatecontribution hastheoppositesign ofthe

perturbative contribution. Inside the allowed param eterspace for!c and T,we

�nd valuesfor� �1 ranging from � 0:02 GeV2 to +0:15 GeV 2. The dependence

on the Borelparam eter is strongest in the region oflow T values,where the

contribution ofthem ixed condensatebecom esvery large.Ifwerestrictourselves

totheregion oflargerT valuesbyrequiringthatthecondensateterm belessthan

50% oftheperturbativecontribution,we�nd thattheregion below thehatched

linein Fig.2 isexcluded.Thisleadsto

� �1 � (0:10� 0:05� 0:02)GeV2; (24)

wherethesecond errorre
ectsagain thedependenceon thecondensateparam e-

ters.Itm ustbestressed thatbecauseoftherelatively poorstability thesum -rule

prediction for�1 isa�ected by system atic uncertainties thatm ay be underesti-

m atedbytheerrorquoted in(24).Keepingthisreservation (which appliesequally

to previous sum -rule determ inations of�1) in m ind,we note that ourvalue in
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Figure 3: Sum -rule results for the functions �i(w). The width ofthe bands

re
ects the variation ofthe results with the continuum threshold (1:7 GeV <

!c < 2:3 GeV forthe lightbands,and !c = 2 GeV forthe inner,dark bands)

and theBorelparam eter(0:6 GeV < T < 1:2 GeV).

(24)im pliesan averagem om entum oftheheavy quark insidethem eson oforder

200{400 M eV,which appearsto usto bea reasonable value.Clearly,ourresult

ism uch sm allerthan the value � �1 = (0:52� 0:12)GeV2 obtained by Balland

Braun [24];indeed,we �nd � �1 < �2(�0)forallchoicesofthe param eters. W e

shallcom m entbelow on thedi�erencebetween theirapproach and ours.

Although ourm ain focuswasto derive sum rulesforthe param eters�1 and

�2,the invariant form factors �i(w) de�ned in (7) m ay be ofsom e interest as

well. For instance,the com bination f(w) = 3�3(w)� 2(w � 1)�2(w) appears

in theanalysisofnon-factorizablecontributionsto class-Inon-leptonictwo-body

decayssuch as �B 0 ! D + �� [47].Therefore,we�nd itworth whiletostudy thew

dependence oftheseform factorsusing thesum rulesin (15)com bined with the

sum rulein (20).In Fig.3,weshow theresultsforthefunctions�i(w)obtained

by varying theparam eters!c and T in therangesdescribed above.Forallthree

functions,weobservea m ild decreasewith w.W enotethattheseresultscan be

trusted only form oderatevaluesofw,which ishoweversu�cientforallpractical

purposes.Forw � 1,thenon-perturbativecontributionsto thesum ruleswould

rapidly vanish oncethenon-locality ofthecondensateswastaken into account.

3 C oncluding R em arks

W ehavepresented asim ultaneousdeterm ination oftheHQET param eters�1 and

�2 from aQCD sum -ruleanalysisofa3-pointcorrelation function containing the

10



localoperator �hv0�igsG
��hv together with two heavy-light currents. Our sum

rule for the param eter �2,which describes the chrom o-m agnetic interaction of

a heavy quark,agrees with a result derived previously in Ref.[24]. However,

oursum rulefor�1 isnew.Itincorporatesthevirialtheorem ,which relatesthe

kineticenergy ofa heavy quark insidea m eson to itschrom o-electricinteraction

with gluons[26]. W e shallargue below thatourapproach issuperiorto thatof

Balland Braun [24],who extracted �1 from thecorrelatorofthekineticoperator
�hv (iD ? )

2hv with two heavy-lightcurrents.Thereason isthatthevirialtheorem

m akesexplicitan \intrinsicsm allness" of�1,which isotherwisehidden by alarge

background from excited-statecontributions.Ournum ericalresultsaregiven in

(23) and (24). The value of�1 im plies an average residualm om entum ofthe

heavy quark inside a m eson oforder200{400 M eV;the resultfor�2 translates

intoaspin splittingofm 2
B �� m2B = (0:60� 0:12)GeV2,which isin goodagreem ent

with experim ent.

W eliketoadd a�nalcom m entregardingthedi�erencebetween ourapproach

and thatofBalland Braun [24],who obtained a m uch largervalue for�1 than

ourresultin (24).Thereason isthattheirsum rulecontainsalargecontribution

from a \bare" quark loop,which is O (�0s). Before the continuum subtraction,

theirresultreads4

� �1F
2
e
�2 ��=T + C(T)=

9T5

4�2
�
3

8
m

2
0h�qqi+ O (�s); (25)

whereC(T)representsthecontributionsofexcited states,which arerem oved in

thecontinuum subtraction.W ehaveargued in Ref.[26]thatthevirialtheorem ,

which relates�1 to a m atrix elem entofthegluon �eld-strength tensor,doesnot

allow term snotcontaining the gauge coupling in the sum rule for�1. W e shall

now explain how thisstatem entisconsistentwith (25).

To startwith,letusstressthatwedo notclaim thattheauthorsofRef.[24]

m ade a calculationalm istake;indeed,we have checked thattheirresult (25)is

correct.W hatwearegoing to argueisthattheleading perturbativeterm on the

right-hand side of(25),together with part ofthe contribution from the m ixed

condensate,m ust not be attributed to the ground-state,but rather to excited

states.Thevirialtheorem helpsto avoid from thestartany subtletiesrelated to

thecom plicated problem ofthecontinuum subtraction in 3-pointsum rules.

In orderto explain ourargum ent,itisnecessary to go into som e ofthe de-

tailsofQCD sum -rule calculationsin the HQET.The sum rulesforthe m atrix

elem ents oflocaldim ension-5 operatorsare closely related to the derivativesof

the sum rules for som e lower-dim ensionaloperators with respect to the Borel

param eters. Consider the 3-pointsum rules forthe m eson decay constant(i.e.

the sum rule for the Isgur{W ise function evaluated at zero recoil) and for the

4For sim plicity,we do not display the term s ofO (�s) here,since the m ain problem is to

understand the origin ofthe leading term .
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product�� (1)F
2,where �� (1)isthe zero-recoillim itofa form factorde�ned in

term s ofthe m atrix elem ent ofthe operator �hv0�iD
�hv [38]. These sum rules

read [37]

F
2
e
�2 ��(t+ t0)+ C1(t+ t

0)=
3

4�2

1

(t+ t0)3
� h�qqi+

m 2
0h�qqi

4
(t+ t

0)2 + O (�s);

�� (1)F
2
e
�2 ��(t+ t0)+ C2(t;t

0)=
3

16�2
7t0� t

(t+ t0)5
�
m 2

0h�qqi

24
(7t0� t)+ O (�s); (26)

where t= 1=� and t0 = 1=�0 are the two Borelparam etersassociated with the

variables! and !0,and Cidenotethecontributionstothecorrelatorsfrom exited

states. Asa consequence ofthe orthogonality ofstates,C1(t+ t0)isa function

ofthe sum ofthe Borelparam eters only. Note,however,that the second sum

rule is not sym m etric in the two Borelvariables. This is a consequence ofthe

factthattheoperatorwhosem atrix elem entde�nes�� (w)containsa derivative

acting on one ofthe heavy-quark �elds. Consequently,the function C 2(t;t
0)is

not sym m etric in its argum ents. Taking derivatives with respect to the Borel

param eterstand t0,we can derive a setofrelated sum rulescontaining powers

ofthe param eter ��. In the case ofthe �rst sum rule in (26),it clearly does

not m atter whether we take a derivative with respect to t or t0;however,the

sam e statem ent is not true in the case the second sum rule. After taking the

derivatives,we setthe theBorelparam etersequal,t= t0= 1=2T,in which case

the�rstsum rulein (26)reducesto (20).W eobtain

F
2
e
�2 ��=T + C1(1=T)=

3T3

4�2
� h�qqi+

m 2
0h�qqi

4T2
+ O (�s);

��F 2
e
�2 ��=T

�
1

2
C
0

1(1=T)=
9T4

8�2
�
m 2

0h�qqi

4T
+ O (�s);

��2
F
2
e
�2 ��=T +

1

4
C
00

1(1=T)=
9T5

4�2
+
m 2

0h�qqi

8
+ O (�s); (27)

and

�� (1)F
2
e
�2 ��=T + C2(1=2T;1=2T)=

9T4

16�2
�
m 2

0h�qqi

8T
+ O (�s);

���� (1)F
2
e
�2 ��=T

�
1

2
@tC2(1=2T;1=2T)=

3T5

2�2
�
m 2

0h�qqi

48
+ O (�s);

���� (1)F
2
e
�2 ��=T

�
1

2
@t0C2(1=2T;1=2T)=

3T5

4�2
+

7

48
m

2
0h�qqi+ O (�s):(28)

Itiscrucialthatthe continuum contribution C2(t;t
0)isnotsym m etric in tand

t0;otherwisethelasttwo sum ruleswould beinconsistentwith each other.

Using theequationsofm otion oftheHQET,onecan show that�� (1)= ��=2

[38]. In fact,thisrelation followsby com paring the �rstsum rule in (28)with

thesecond sum rulein (27),provided weidentify C2(1=2T;1=2T)= � 1

4
C 0

1(1=T).

12



Thisrelation between the continuum contributionsisindeed satis�ed when one

adoptsthestandard continuum m odel,according to which

C1(1=T)=
3T3

4�2
[1� �2(!c=T)]; C2(1=2T;1=2T)=

9T4

16�2
[1� �3(!c=T)]:

(29)

Thingsare m ore subtle forthe lasttwo sum rulesin (28),which have the sam e

ground-state contribution. Inserting the norm alization condition �� (1) = ��=2,

we �nd thattheirsum agreeswith thelastsum rule in (27).However,theonly

logicalexplanation forthefactthatthetheoreticalexpressionson theright-hand

sides ofthese sum rules do not coincide is that the di�erence between these

expressions contributes to the exited states only,but not to the ground state.

Hence,taking the di�erence between the two sum rules in (28)leads to a sum

rulewith vanishing ground-statecontribution.Itreads

(@t0 � @t)C2(1=2T;1=2T)=
3T5

2�2
�
m 2

0h�qqi

3
+ O (�s): (30)

Let us now com e back to the sum rule (25) for the m atrix elem ent ofthe

kinetic operatorderived by Balland Braun. W e can com bine itwith the above

relation in such a way that the contribution ofthe bare quark loop,which is

forbidden by the virialtheorem ,is elim inated from the right-hand side ofthe

sum rule.Then theresulttakestheform

� �1F
2
e
�2 ��=T + ~C(T)=

m 2
0h�qqi

8
+ O (�s); (31)

where the new continuum contribution is given by ~C(T) = C(T)� 3

2
(@t0 �

@t)C2(1=2T;1=2T).W hatwehaveachieved istoidentifytheleadingperturbative

contribution in (25),aswellaspartofthecontribution ofthem ixed condensate,

asa contribution to theexited statescoupling to thecorrelation function.W hat

rem ains is nothing but our sum rule for �1 obtained in (18),with the correct

coe�cientin frontofthem ixed condensate.
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