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A bstract

W e present a QCD sum —rule determ ination of the heavy-quark kinetic
energy inside a heavy m eson, 1=2m o , which is consistent w ith the eld-
theory analog of the virial theorem . W e obtain 1 010 005 G eV2,
signi cantly am aller than a previous sum rule resul, but in good agreem ent
w ith recent determm inations from the analysis of inclisive decays. W e also
present a new determm ination of the chrom o-m agnetic Interaction, yielding

2fmp)= (015 003)Gev?.Thismpliesm? mZ = (060 0:12)Gev?,
In good agreem ent with experiment. A s a by-product of our analysis,
we derive the QCD sum rules for the three form factors describing the
m eson m atrix elem ent of a velocity-changing current operator containing
the gluon eld-strength tensor.

(Subm itted to Physics Letters B)

CERN-TH /96-208
August 1996


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608211v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608211

1 Introduction

T he physics of hadrons containing a heavy quark sin pli es greatly in the lim it
where the heavy-quark massm is taken to In nity. Then new symm etries of
the strong Interactions ariss, which relate the long-distance properties of m any
observables to a an all num ber of reduced hadronic m atrix elem ents ]{ ]. A
system atic expansion around the heavy-quark lin it has been applied success-
fully to leam about the properties of heavy m esons and baryons, such as their
soectroscopy and decays.

A convenient toolto study the i plications of the heavy-quark lim it and to
perform the 1=m , expansion is provided by the Heavy-Q uark E ective T heory
HQET) []], which is constructed by introducing a velocity-dependent eld h,, (x)
related to the orighal heavy—quark eld Q (x) by
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so that ¥h, = h,. Here v is the 4=elocity of the hadron containing the heavy
quark. The phase rede nition n () rem oves the large \m echanical" part m o v
of the heavy-quark m om entum , which is due to the m otion of the heavy hadron.
The eld h, &) carries the \residualmomentum " k = pq my v, which arises
from the predom nantly soft interactions of the heavy quark with glions. The
e ective Lagrangian of the HQET is BI{ [LO]]
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whereD = @ igA isthe gaugecovariant derivative, andD , = D (v D)v
contains its com ponents orthogonal to the velocity. The glion eld-strength
tensor isde nedas D ;D 1= igG . The origin of the operators arising at
order 1=m, in @) is most transparent in the rest fram e of the heavy hadron:
the rst operator corresoonds to the kinetic energy resulting from the residual
m otion of the heavy quark inside the hadron (ote that (iD,)?= (D ¥ in the
rest fram e), w hereas the second operator describes the m agnetic interaction ofthe
heavy-quark spin with the guon eld. The W ilson coe cient C .4 results from
short-distance e ects and depends logarithm ically on the heavy-quark m ass and
on the subtraction scale , atwhich the chrom o-m agnetic operator is renomm alized
B1. 2 sa consequence of a reparam etrization invariance ofthe HQET , the kinetic
operator is not renom alized [7]].

In m any phenom enological applications ofthe HQET , the forward m atrix el
em ents of the din ension-5 operators in @) play a m ost signi cant role. T hey ap—
pear, or nstance, in the spectroscopy of heavy hadrons [[31{ [[4], n the descrip—-
tion of inclusive decay rates and spectra [[3]{ 1], aswellas in the nom alization
of transition form factors at zero recoil [I3]. For the ground-state pssudoscalar



and vectormesons, M = P and V, one de nes two hadronic param eters, ; and
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wherewe use am ass-independent norm alization of states such thattM (v) Jhyhy M (v)i=
1. The coe cient dy takes the values d, = 3 and dy = 1 for pssudoscalar

and vector m esons, respectively. The dependence of the param eter , cancels
against the dependence of the coe cient C 4 In Q) . The product Cpog 2

is renom alization-group invariant. This quantity can be extracted from soec—
troscopy using the relation [[3]
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In kading logarithm ic approxin ation, one nds []
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where = 11 %nf isthe st coe cient ofthe function. Using this resul,
we cbtain
)’ 042GeV?;  ,( o)’ 045Gev?; ©6)

where we have used thevalues smy) = 021 and ( o) = 04, corresoonding to
a low renom alization point | 1Gev.

A Tthough spectroscopic relations m ay be used to extract the di erences of
the m atrix elem ents of the kinetic operator between di erent hadron states, the
value of the param eter ; itself cannot be detem ined from spectroscopy. Indeed,
at present it is not even known whether ; is a \physical" param eter In the
sense that i can be de ned unam biguously in a non-perturbative way. It m ay
be that any such de nition is intrinsically ambiguous because of the presence
of nfrared renom alons; however, it m ay also happen that for som e fortuious
reason renom alons are absent in the case of the kinetic operator B3, 23]. From
the practitioner’'s point of view , ; beocom es a ussfil param eter once a schem e for
treating perturbative corrections in the HQET hasbeen speci ed. Here, we shall
work in the m's subtraction schem e and assum e that our value of ; isused In
connection w ith theoretical expressions that have one-loop perturbative accuracy.

T heoretical informm ation about the param eter ; can be obtained from a non—
perturbative evaluation ofthe rstmatrix element in (). Using QCD sum rules
in the HQET, Balland Braun have derived the valie ;= (052 0:12) GeV®
B4], which has been adopted subsequently in m any phenom enological analyses.

!Another common notation istode ne = j;and 2 =3 ;.



This value is surporisingly large; it In plies an average m om entum of the heavy
quark inside the meson of order 600{800 M &V . In fact, an earlier QCD sum —
rule calculation using a less sophisticated approach had given the an aller value

. = (018 0:06) GeV* PJl. A theoretical argum ent in favour of a am aller
value of the kinetic energy was presented in Ref. P§]: the eld-theory analog of
the virial theoram relatesthe rstm atrix elem ent in @) to am atrix elem ent ofan
operator containing the gluon eld-strength tensor, m aking explicit an \intrin—
sic an allness" of ;. On the other hand, a large value of | was argued for by
Voloshin and by B igiet al, who derived the owerbound ;> 3 ,/ 036GevV?
using rst a quantum -m echanical reasoning R7] and kter eld-theoretical argu—
m ents based on zero+ecoil sum rules ]. R ecently, however, i was shown that
thisbound isweakened signi cantly by higher-order perturbative corrections B9].
Thus, anall values of | can no longer be excluded a prori. Several authors
have attem pted to extract ; (together with the \binding energy" ) from a
com bined analysis of inclusive decay rates and m om ents of the decay spectra in
beauty and cham decays BQ]{ B3]. The m ost recent of such analyses give val-
ues 1 0:1{02 GeV?. A value of ; has also been extracted using a lattice
sinulation ofthe HQET, yielding ;= ( 009 0:14) GeV? [34l.

In view ofthese developm ents, it seem s worth while to reconsider the problem
of calculating ; and , using QCD sum ruls. Here we present the resuls of
a new analysis, which is based on the virial theorem [[3, P41f] O ur approach
has the advantage that both param eters are determ ined sim ultaneously from the
zero-recoil (ie. equalvelociy) lin it ofthe QCD sum rule for them atrix elem ent
of a local dim ension-5 operator between two m eson states m oving at di erent
velocities. Asa result, ; and , are obtained from a sst oftwo sum rules w ith
very sin ilar system atic uncertainties.

2 D eriwvation ofthe Sum Rules

T he central cb et of our study is them eson m atrix elem ent ofa localdin ension—
5 operator containing two heavy-quark elds at di erent velocities. U sing the
covariant tensor form alism ofthe HQET [34], we write

n @)

. . . —0
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where isan aritrary D irac m atrix, and

1+ ¥ 5; pseudoscalarmeson P ()

M V)= —P=

2 2 /; vectormesonV (v; ) ®

isam atrix representing the spin wave-function ofa ground-statem eson M m oving
at velocity v. The m ost general decom position of the tensor form factor

2P relin nary resuls of this analysis have been presented i Ref. @].
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consistent w ith Lorentz covariance and heavy-quark symm etry reads

wiv)= 1) vV vV )+ W) V) v % W sem)i

)

wherew = v % For equalvelocities W = 1) only the Jast term appears, and
com paring with (@) we cbtain the nom alization condition

s1)= 2: 10)

T he equations ofm otion ofthe HOQET im ply another nom alization condition for
a certain combiation of the nvariant functions ; w). It reads [3]

3
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This relation is ram arkabl in that it relates the m atrix elem ent of the kinetic
operator n @) to a m atrix elem ent of the gluon  eld-strength tensor, in acoor-
dance w ith the picture that the residual m otion of the heavy quark inside the
m eson is caused by its interactions w ith gluons. Eq. {[J]) can be interpreted as
the eld-theory analog of the virial theoram , which relates the kinetic energy to
am atrix elam ent of the \electric" com ponents of the gluon eld P4].
W e shallnow derive the Laplace sum rules for the mvariant functions ;).
T he analysis proceeds in com plte analogy to that of the Isgur{W ise function.
Fora detailed discussion of the procedure and notations, the reader is referred to
Ref. @]. W e consider, n the HQET , the 3-point correlation function ofthe local
operator appearing n {]) wih two interpolating currents for the ground-state
heavy m esons:
Z n o
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where k and k° are the externalm om enta. D epending on the choice y = 5 or
M = v , the heavy-light currents interpolate psesudoscalar or vectorm esons,

resoectively. The D irac structure of the correlator, as shown in the sscond line,
is a consequence of the Feynm an rules ofthe HQET . T he quantity obeys a
deoom position analogous to @), with coe cient fiinctions (! ;!%w) that are
analytic in the \residualenergies" ! = 2v  k and%= 2v° %w ith discontinuities
forpositive values of these variables. T hese flinctions also depend on the velocity
transferw = v %

The idea of QCD sum rules is to relate a theoretical approxin ation to the
O perator P roduct Expansion (OPE) of the above correlator to a hadronic rep-
resentation of the sam e correlator in tem s of physical intermm ediate states. The
Jow est-lying states are the ground-statem esonsM (v) and M ° ") associated w ith



the heavy-light currents. They Jad to a double pole ocated at ! = %= 2,
where = m y my is the \e ective m ass" of the ground-state m esons in the
HQET [B§]. The residue of this doubk polk is proportional to the mvariant
functions ;W).We nd

iW)F?

Polel.lo, — .
e T T LA TS 13)

where F is the meson decay constant In the HQET F ' fMpmM). In the

desp Euclidean region the correlator can be calculated perturbatively because
of asym ptotic freedom . The m ain assum ption behind QCD sum rules is that,
at the transition from the perturbative to the non-perturbative regin e, con ne-
ment e ects can be described by ncluding the leading power corrections In the
OPE.They are proportional to vacuum expectation values of local quark {glion
operators, the so-called condensates @]. Follow Ing the standard procedure, we
w rite the theoretical expressions for ; as doubl dispersion integrals and per-
om a Borel transom ation in the variables ! and !° This elin inates possble
subtraction polynom ials and yields an exponential dam ping factor in the disper—
sion Integrals, which suppresses the contrbutions from excited states. Because
of heavy-quark symm etry, it is natural to set the associated Borel param eters
equal: = ° 2T. Following Refs. [B,[4D], we then introduce new variables
b= 2(¢+!9and! = 1% perform the ntegralover ! , and em pby
quark {hadron duality to equate the rem aining Integral over !, up to a \contin—
uum threshold" ! . to the Boreltransform ofthe doublpole contribution in ) .
T his yields the Laplace sum rules

Jw)F2e? T = dr,e' 7T L0, W) 14)

The soectral densities ; (!, ;w) arse after integration of the double spectral
densities over !

A s pointed out above, the theoretical expressions on the right-hand side of
the sum rules consist of perturbative and non-perturbative contributions. The
leading tem s in the OPE arise from the diagram s shown in Fig.[]. In our anal-
ysis, we shall include the non-perturbative contributions of the quark conden-
sate hogi, the gluon condensate h G 2i, and the m ixed quark {glion condensate
hgg, G gi  mihogi. For a consistent caloulation at order ¢, we calculate
the W ilson coe cients of the quark and glion condensates to one-loop order,
and the ocoe cient of the m ixed condensate at tree level. At higher orders in
the OPE, one encounters a proliferation of condensates whose values are essen—
tially unknown. The tem s of din ension six, In particular, consist of fourquark
and threegluon condensates. For an estin ate of such contributions we Include
the e ects of fourquark condensates, which arise from the diagram shown In
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Figure 1: Non-vanishing diagram s for the 3-point correlator: @) perturbative
contrbution, (o) quark-condensate, (c) gluon-condensate, (d) m ixed-condensate,
and (e) fourquark condensate contrbutions. T he velocity-changing current op—
erator is denoted by a white square, the interpolating m eson currents by gray
circles. H eavy-quark propagators are drawn as double lines.

(c)

Fig.fl). The calulation of the condensate termm s is m ost conveniently per—
form ed using the xed-point gauge x A x) = 0 wih the origin chosen at the
position of the velocity-changing heavy-quark current. The m ost com plicated
part of the calculation is, however, to evaluate the perturbative contribution of
the two-loop diagram shown in Fig.[] @). W e have calculated this diagram using
the techniques developed in Ref. B]]]. O ur results for the Laplace sum rules are:
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The functions , (! =T ) arise from the continuum subtraction and are given by
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T he fourquark condensate D ¢i isde ned as
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A ssum ing factorization of the four-quark operator [BJ] corresponds to setting
= 1.
In the next step, we evaluate the sum rules in ) forw = 1 and use the
nom alization conditions {[J) and {[]) to cbtain the Laplace sum ruls for the
hadronic param eters ; and ,. This kadsto
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For all reasonable values of the param eters, "s isof ordera f&w per cent, which is
much less than the uncertainty in the param eterm ;. T herefore, the contribution
of the fourquark condensate can be safely neglected in the num erical analysis,
and we shallsst "¢ = 0 hereafter. The sum rule for , W ithout the contrbution
ofthe fourquark condensate) concidesw ith the resul derived by Balland B raun
@]; our sum rulk for ; isnew . Notice that the sum rule for ; does not receive
contrbutions from the quark and ghion condensates. T his isa consequence ofthe
fact that (in the xed-point gauge) the light quark interacts only w ith the m ag—
netic com ponents ofthe gluon eld @], w hereas the com bination of form factors
de ning ; in {L) corresponds to a m atrix elem ent of the electric com ponents
D41,

For the evaluation ofthe sum rules, it is convenient to elin inate the explicit
dependence on the param etersF and by using the wellkknown sum rule forthe
correlator of two heavy-light currents (3, 37, E41f]

_ 3713 m Shogi
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2
D viding the sum rls in {I§) by the sum rulk in 20), we obtain expressions
for the parameters ; and , as functions of the Borel param eter T and the
continuum threshold !.. This procedure reduces the systam atic uncertainties in

3Sice the leading tem s in @) are proportionalto s and we have no control over the
O ( g) corrections, we do not include the known O ( ) corrections in @) for consistency.



the calculation. M oreover, it elin nates the dependence on the param eter ,
which is known to su er from a renom alon ambiguity problm [2], f5]. For
the Q CD param eters entering the theoretical expressions, we take the standard
values 391

hoggi= (023 002)Gev?;
h GGi= (004 0:02) GeV*;
mi= (08 02)GeV; (1)
aswellas ;= 0#4. These values refer to a renom alization scale o/ 2 1

G &V, which is appropriate orevaluathgQCD sum rulesin the HQET .W e shall
comm ent below on the sensitivity of our result to the choice of the condensate
param eters.

The sum -rule param eters ! . and T should, In principle, be determ ined In a
selfconsistent way by requiring optin al stability of the results under variations
of the Borel param eter nside the region where the theoretical calculations are
reliable. Fortoo an allvaluesofT , the O PE diverges, w hereas for Jarge values of T
the contributions to the sum rules from higher resonance stateslbecom e m ore and
m ore in portant. Unfortunately, the continuum -contam ination problem is rather
severe In the case of sum rules for the m atrix elem ents of higher-din ensional
operators such as ; and ,. This is exampli ed by the leading perturbative
contribution to the correlator in {I3), which is proportional to

1 z | h i
dl, e *T= ,(=T)+ 1 ,4(1=T) : 22)

41T>
0

The st temm on the right-hand side is assigned to the ground-state, whereas
the second tem is rem oved in the continuum subtraction. For the centralvalues
T=09GeV and !.= 20 G &V determ ned below , the ground-state contribution
isonly 75% ofthe total perturbative contribution. For com parison, in the case
of the sim rul in @Q), the kading perturbative contribution to the correlator
isproportionalto ,(!=T)+ [L > (! =T )], and the ground-state contribution
am ounts to 38% . Forthis reason, it isbetter to determm ine the allowed regions for
the param eters ! . and T by requiring stability ofthe sum rule {2() orthem eson
decay constant, and then to use the sam e values In the evaluation of the sum
rulks or ; and , P4].0ne ndsthat !.= @20 0:3) GeV, and the \stability
window " for the Borelparameter s 06 GeV < T < 12 Gev [, E4].

U sing these ranges of param eters, together wih the central values of the
condensates given n 1), we cbtain the results shown in Fig.[]. The sum mlk
for the param eter describbing the chrom o-m agnetic interaction of the heavy quark
exhlis very good stability. Taking an average over the sum —rul window, we
obtain

»(o)= (019 002 002)Gevl; 23)



Figure 2: Sum rule resuls for the param eters 1 (lower curves) and , (uUpper
curves). For each quantity, the three curves correspond to the ollow ng values
of the continuum threshod: !, = 17 G&V (dashed), 20 G&V (s0ld), 23 G&V
(dash-dotted) . T he vertical dashed lines show the sum -rule w indow .

where the rst error re ects the varation with ! . and T, while the second error
takes Into account the uncertainty in the values ofthe vacuum condensates. W hen
evolved to a high renomn alization point, our result corresponds to ,fmy) =
(015 0:03) GeV?, which is in good agreem ent w ith the valie n (§) extracted
from spectroscopy. A very sin ilar resul has been obtained by Ball and B raun
using the sam e approach P4], and by the present authorusing a di erent analysis
based on two-point sum rules @q].

T he stability ofthe sum rule forthe kineticenergy param eter ; isnotquite as
good. T he reason isthat the condensate contribution has the opposite sign ofthe
perturbative contribution. Inside the allowed param eter space for ! and T, we

nd values for 1 rangihg from 002 G&V* to + 0:15 Gev?. The dependence
on the Borel param eter is strongest in the region of low T values, where the
contribution ofthem ixed condensate becom es very large. Ifwe restrict ourselves
to the region of larger T valuesby requiring that the condensate term be less than
50% ofthe perturbative contribution, we nd that the region below the hatched
line in Fig.[ is excluded. This leads to

1 0410 005 0:02) GeV; 24)

w here the second error re ects again the dependence on the condensate param e-
ters. Tt m ust be stressed that because ofthe relatively poor stability the sum -rule
prediction for ; is a ected by system atic uncertainties that m ay be underesti-
m ated by the errorquoted in £4) . K eeping this reservation (which appliesequally
to previous sum —-rule determ nations of ;) In m ind, we note that our value in
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Figure 3: Sum rul resuls for the functions ;w). The width of the bands
re ects the variation of the results wih the contihuum threshold (1:7 G&V <
1. < 23 G&V for the light bands, and !. = 2 G&V for the inner, dark bands)
and the Borelparameter 06 GeV < T < 12 G&V).

©4) in plies an average m om entum of the heavy quark inside the m eson of order
200{400 M &V, which appears to us to be a reasonable value. C kearly, our result
ismuch an aller than the value 1= (052 0:12) G eV’ cbtained by Ball and
B raun @]; indeed, we nd 1 < 5 ( ) for all hoices of the param eters. W e
shall comm ent below on the di erence between their approach and ours.
A though ourm ain focus was to derive sum rules for the param eters ; and
», the Invariant form factors ;W) de ned in (]]) m ay be of som e Interest as
well. For instance, the combination fw) = 3 3 W) 2w 1), W) appears
In the analysis of non-factorizabl contributions to class-I non-lkptonic two-body
decayssuchasB®! DV f7]. Therefore, we nd it worth whik to study thew
dependence of these orm factors using the sum rules n {I§) combined w ith the
sum rule in ) . In Fjg.E, we show the results for the functions ; W) obtained
by varying the param eters ! . and T in the ranges described above. For all three
functions, we cbserve a m ild decrease with w . W e note that these results can be
trusted only form oderate values ofw , which ishowever su cient for allpractical
purposes. Forw 1, the non-perturbative contributions to the sum rules would
rapidly vanish once the non—locality of the condensates was taken into acoount.

3 Concluding Rem arks

W e have presented a sin ultaneous determ ination ofthe HQET param eters ; and
> from a QCD sum —rul analysis ofa 3-point correlation fiinction containing the
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local operator hyo igsG h, together w ith two heavy-light currents. Our sum

rule for the param eter ,, which describes the chrom o-m agnetic Interaction of
a heavy quark, agrees w ith a result derived previously n Ref. P4]. However,
our sum rule for ; isnew . It lncorporates the virial theorem , which relates the
kinetic energy of a heavy quark Inside a m eson to its chrom o-electric interaction
w ith gluons R§]. W e shall argue below that our approach is superior to that of
Balland Braun @], who extracted ; from the correlator of the kinetic operator
h, (D -, )?h, with two heavy-light currents. T he reason is that the virial theorem

m akes explicit an \intrinsic an allness" of ;, which is otherw ise hidden by a lJarge
badkground from excited-state contrbutions. O ur num erical results are given in
@) and @) . The value of ; Inplies an average residual m om entum of the
heavy quark Inside a m eson of order 200{400 M &V ; the result or , translates
intoa spin plittingofm2  m2 = (060 0:12) GeV*, which is in good agreem ent
w ith experim ent.

W e lketoadd a nalocomm ent regarding the di erence betw een our approach
and that of Ball and B raun @], who obtained a mudh lrger value or ; than
our result in ) . The reason isthat their sum rule contains a Jarge contribution
from a \bare" quark loop, which is O ( 2) . Before the contihnuum subtraction,
their result readd]

2 2 =T 9T5 3 2 .
PP Tac @)= 5 om0 ()5 (25)

2
where C (T ) represents the contrbutions of excited states, which are rem oved in
the continuum subtraction. W e have argued In Ref. @] that the virial theoram ,
which relates ; to a m atrix elem ent of the gluon eld-strength tensor, does not
allow tem s not containing the gauge coupling in the sum rulk for ;. W e shall
now explain how this statem ent is consistent w ith {29).

To start w ith, et us stress that we do not clain that the authors ofRef. @]
m ade a calculationalm istake; Indeed, we have dchecked that their resul @) is
correct. W hat we are going to argue is that the leading perturbative term on the
right-hand side of @3), together w ith part of the contrbution from the m ixed
condensate, m ust not be attributed to the ground-state, but rather to excited
states. T he virial theorem helps to avoid from the start any subtleties related to
the com plicated problem of the continuum subtraction in 3-point sum rules.

In order to explain our argum ent, i is necessary to go into som e of the de-
tails of QCD sum rule calculations in the HQET . The sum rules for the m atrix
elem ents of local din ension-5 operators are closely related to the derivatives of
the sum rules for som e Iowerdin ensional operators w ith respect to the Borel
param eters. Consider the 3-point sum rules for the m eson decay constant (ie.
the sum rule for the Isgur{W ise function evaluated at zero recoil) and for the

‘For sin plicity, we do not display the tem s of O ( ) here, shce the m ain problem is to
understand the origin ofthe leading tem .
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product (1)F 2, where (1) is the zero+ecoil lim it of a form factor de ned in
tem s of the m atrix elem ent of the operator hy,o iD h, ]. These sum rules

read [B7]

3 1 m Zhogi
F2a2 (t+t°)+C t+ )= — = i+ 9w+ 92+ 0 s) 7
e 1 ( ) 12 ot ) hoai 2 ( ) (s)
3 0t mihgg
1)F2e? 94 o ) = 0 7 D+ 0(s); €6
1) e 2 (G E) 16 2 ¢+ O Y ( ) (s) (26)

where t= 1= and €= 1= ? are the two Borel param eters associated w ith the
variablks ! and ! % and C; denote the contrbutions to the correlators from exited
states. A s a consequence of the orthogonality of states, C; ¢+ t° is a fiinction
of the sum of the Borel param eters only. Note, however, that the second sum

rule is not symm etric in the two Borel variables. This is a consequence of the
fact that the operator whose m atrix elem ent de nes (W) contains a derivative
acting on one of the heavy-quark elds. Consequently, the fiinction C, (tt9) is
not symm etric in its argum ents. Taking derivatives w ith respect to the Borel
param eters t and t°, we can derive a set of related sum rules containing powers
of the parameter . In the case of the rst sum rul n (§6), it clkarly does

not m atter whether we take a derivative with respect to t or t% however, the
sam e statem ent is not true in the case the second sum rul. A fter taking the
derivatives, we set the the Borel param eters equal, t= t°= 1=2T, in which case
the rst sum rule in @f) reducesto @0).W e obtain

- 3T m Zhogi
F?e? ‘T+C1(1=T)=F o + 4OT2 +0(s);
1 9T* m Zhogi
2 2 =T 0 (7 _s — 0 .
F e Ecl(l—T)_ F 4T +O(S)I
oo 1 9T°> mjhogi
TPt T4 SClAST) = ot — o+ 0 (8 @7)

_ 9T* mihopai
MF%e® T 4 C,1=2T;1=2T) = e £ 1P

(s)i

16 2 8T
_ 1 3T°  m 2hogad
Q) F2e? 7T 5@tc:2(1=2T;1=2T) = >3 0478+ 0 (s);
(1)F2e2 =T } —oT .= _2512 i .
e 2@toC2(1—2T,1—2T) =zt 48mohqq1+ O (s : (28)

It is crucial that the continuum contrbution C, ¢;tY) is not symm etric in t and
tY; otherw ise the last two sum rules would be inconsistent w ith each other.

U sing the equations ofm otion ofthe HQET, one can show that (1)= =2
34]. In fact, this relation follow s by com paring the rst sum rul in ) wih
the second sum mle in @7), provided we dentify C, 1=2T;1=2T) = ;CJ(1=T).
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T his relation between the continuum contrbutions is ndeed satis ed when one
adopts the standard continuum m odel, according to which

373 orT*
C.(1=T)= 72 L 20c=T)]; Co(A=2T;1=2T) = e [ 3(!=T)] e
29)
Things are m ore subtlke for the last two sum rules in @{), which have the sam e
ground-state contribution. Inserting the nom alization condition @ = =2,

we nd that their sum agrees w ith the last sum rl in €7). However, the only
logicalexplanation for the fact that the theoretical expressions on the right-hand
sides of these 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 ) Jeads to a sum

rule w ith vanishing ground-state contribution. It reads

3T°  mghogl
2 2 3

Qo @Q)C,(1=2T;1=2T)= + 0 (s): (30)

Let us now come back to the sum rule @3) for the matrix ekm ent of the
kinetic operator derived by Balland Braun. W e can com bine it w ith the above
relation in such a way that the contribution of the bare quark loop, which is
forbidden by the viral theoram , is elin nated from the right-hand side of the
sum rule. Then the result takes the fom

2 .
m
FPe? T+ o) = 7":@

+0(s)i 31)

where the new continuum contribution is given by C (T) = C (T) g @
@) C, (1=2T;1=2T ). W hatwehave achieved isto identify the leading perturbative
contrbution in @), aswell as part of the contrbution of the m ixed condensate,
as a contribution to the exited states coupling to the correlation function. W hat
rem ains is nothing but our sum il for ; cbtaned In @), w ith the correct
coe cient In front of the m ixed condensate.
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