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A bstract
W e present a new calculation of the B ! form Actor £, , relevant for the m easurem ent
of Vupjfrom sam ileptonic B ! transitions, from QCD sum rules on the light-cone. The

new elam ent is the calculation of radiative corrections to next—=to-Jleading tw ist3 accuracy.
W e nd that these contrilbutions are factorizable at O ( ), which Jends additional support
to them ethod of QCD sum ruleson the Iight<cone. W eobtain f, (0)= 026 0:06 005,
where the rst error accounts for the uncertainty in the inputparam eters and the second
is a guesstin ate of the system atic uncertainty induced by the approxin ations inherent in
the m ethod. W e also obtain a sin ple param etrization of the form -factor which is vald
In the entire kinem atical range of sam ileptonic decays and consistent w ith vectorsm eson
dom nance at Jarge m om entum —transfer.

sulm itted to JHEP

E-m ail: Patricia Ball@ cem ch, Patricia Balld durham acuk
YE-m ail: zw icky@ physik unizh ch,R om an Zw icky@ cem ch


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0110115v1

1. The experin ental program m e of the dedicated B -factordes BaBar and Belle w ill con—
tribute to unravel structure and size of avour- and CP-violation. The key-observable
is the unitarity-triangle of the CKM -m atrix whose overdeterm ination will help to answer
the question whether there are additional sources of CP «iolation not present in the SM .
O verdeterm ination m eans independent m easuram ents of sides and angles from di erent
processes. O ne of the sides is determ ined by the CKM -m atrix elem ent V,7J, whose pre-
cise m easurem ent is certainly a challenging task due to the am allness of the corresponding
branching ratios. Them ethod of choice is to m easure it from sem fleptonic treedevel decays
b! ue where contam ination by new physics e ects is expected to be small. Them ain
com plication In this m easurem ent is, as a m atter of course, QCD e ects whose calcula-
tion from st principles is highly challenging. Inclusive sam ileptonic decays are usually
treated In heavy quark expansion and becom e the m ore delicate the m ore accurately ex—
perin entally necessary cuts are taken into account (which necessitates the inclusion of
other potentially Jarge scales and calls for threshold—-and soft-glion resumm ation, cf. f1]).
T he altemative is to study exclusive decays where, ow iIng to the nonrenorm alization of
vector and axialrector currents, both perturbative and nonperturbative Q CD e ects are
neatly encoded in form —factors, depending on only one variable, the m om entum “ransfer
to the leptons. The sim plest such decay-process, involving only a single form <factod], is
B ! ‘ ., which hence has recetved fair attention in the literature. F irst experin ental
results are avaibbl from CLEO [@]. The m ost precise calculation of the form -factor w ill
sans doute nally com e from latticesim ulations; presently, however, the m ain attention
of latticepractitioners appears to be directed not so much to obtaining phenom enologi-
cally relevant results, but rather to controlling lattice artifacts and approxin ations like
discretization errors and the explicit breaking of chiral symm etry w ith W ilson-ferm ions,
particularly relevant for calculating processes that involve pions; another problem is how
to sim ulate relativistic b-quarks, and how to access the region of phasespace where the
pion has lJarge m om entum . A 1l these problam s are presently under intense debate, and we
refer to Ref. ] for review s and recent research papers.

A nother, technically m uch sim pler, but also less rigorous approach is provided by Q CD
sum rules on the light-cone (LCSRs) @, ). The key-idea is to consider a correlation—
function of the weak current and a current with the quantum -num bers of the B-m eson,
sandw iched between the vacuum and a pion. For large (negative) virtualities of these
currents, the correlation-function is, in coordinate-gpace, dom inated by distances close to
the Iight—cone and can be discussed in the fram ew ork of light-cone expansion. In contrast
to the short-distance expansion em ployed by conventional QCD sum rulsa la SVZ [{],
w here nonperturbative e ects are encoded in vacuum expectation valies of local operators
w ith vacuum quantum num bers, the condensates, L.C SR s rely on the factorization of the
underlying correlation function into genuinely nonperturbative and universal hadron dis—
trdbution am plitudes (DA s) that are convoluted w ith process-dependent am plitudes Ty ,
which are the analogues to the W ilson-coe cients in the short-distance expansion and can

1T his statem ent is true only as Iong as Jepton-m asses are negligible, ie. r sam ielectronic and -m uonic
decays.



be calculated in perturbation theory, schem atically

correlation fiinction TH(rl ) ). (1)

n

The sum runs over contributions w ith increasing tw ist, Jabelled by n, which are suppressad
by increasing pow ers of, roughly speaking, the virtualities of the involved currents. The
sam e correlation function can, on the other hand, be written as a digpersion+relation, in
the virtuality of the current coupling to the B-m eson. Equating dispersion—representation
and the Iight-cone expansion, and ssparating the B-m eson contrlbution from that ofhigher
one—and m ultijparticle states, one obtains a relation for the form factor describing B !

T he particular strength of LCSR s lies in the fact that they allow inclision not only
of hard-gluon exchange contributions, which have been denti ed, in the sam inal papers
that opened the study of hard exclisive processes in the fram ew ork of perturbative Q CD
(PQCD ) []], as being dom inant in light-m eson form factors, but that they also capture
the socalled Feynm an-m echanisn , where the quark created at the weak vertex carries
nearly allm om entum of the m eson in the nalstate, while all other quarks are soft. T his
m echanisn is suppressed by two powers of m om entum “transfer in processes w ith light
m esons; as shown In [§], this suppression is absent in heavy-to-light ttansjtjonsﬁ and hence
any reasonable application of pQ CD to B-m eson decays should include this m echanism .
LCSRs alo avold any reference to a \light-cone wave-function of the B-m eson", which
is a necessary Ingredient in all extensions of the original pQ CD m ethod to heavy-m eson
decays [§, 1, but whose exact de nition appears to be problm atic [[(J]. A m ore detailed
discussion of the rationale of LC SR s and of the m ore technical aspects of the m ethod is
beyond the scope of this letter; m ore Inform ation can be found in the literature 1.

LCSR s are avaibble for the B ! form factor £, to O ( ) accuracy for the leading
tw ist2 contrdbution and at tree-level for higher-tw ist (3 and 4) contributions @,,]. In
this letter we calculate the leading radiative corrections to the tw ist3 contributions. T he
m otivation for this calculation is twofod: rst, it has been found in 13, [[3, [4] that the
tree—level tw ist3 corrections are chirally enhanced and sizeable, and am ount up to 30% of
the nalresult forf, ,which indicatesthat radiative correctionsm ay be phenom enologically
relevant. Second, the existence of the factorization-form ula @) is nontrivial beyond tree—
level and, to date, it isonly for the tw ist=2 contribution that factorization has been shown
to hold also after Inclusion of radiative corrections. In this letter we show that (]]), for
a certain approxin ation of the DAs ) (leading confom al spin), also hods when O ( )
corrections to the tw ist3 contributions are Included.

2. Let usnow properly de ne the relevant quantities. T he form -factors £, 4 are given by
@=ps P)
( 5 )
h () b )iz ) (@ +p) —Bog + 2 Tfq)g; (@)

in sam ileptonic decays the physicalrange in o is0 o (mp m )?. T he starting point

2For very large quark m asses, though, the Feynm an-m echanisn is suppressed by Sudakov-logarithm s,
which are, however, not expected to be e ective at the b-quark m ass.



for the calculation of the form factor £, In (Q) is the correlation function
Z

i d've™h () bIy)moi sd)0)Pi= ,2p + :::; (3)

w here the dots stand for structures not relevant for the calculation of £, . A s m entioned
before, for a certain con guration of virtualities, namely m  pg O( gecpmy) and
mi{ o O gcpmy),the ntegral is dom iated by light-lke distances and accessble to
an expansion around the light-cone:
x %1

L (e ) = | du @ )Ty Wil i w)e (4)
Asin @), n labels the tw ist of operatorsand  is the (infrared) factorization-scale. T he
restriction on ¢, m{ o O ( gepmyp), Impliesthat £, isnotaccessbleatallm om entum —
transfers; to bebe speci ¢, werestrict ourselvesto 0 g° 14GeV2.As , isindependent
of R, the above formula in plies that the scaledependence of TH(H)
that of the DAs ©/,

In @) we have assum ed that , can be described by collinear factorization, ie. that
the only relevant degrees of freedom are the lIongitudinalm om entum fractionsu carried by
the partons in the , and that transverse m om enta can be Integrated over. Hard infrared
(collinear) divergencies occurring In TH(n) should be absorbable into the DA s, as discussed
In detailin Ref. [@ ]. C ollinear factorization is trivial at treeJevel, w here the b-quark m ass
acts e ectively as regulator, but can, in principle, be violated by radiative corrections, by
so-called \soft" divergent term s, which yield divergencies upon integration over u. Such
term s break for instance factorization n non—-Jleading tw ist in the treatm ent of nonleptonic
B-decaysa laBBN S [§); it is thus Instructive to see what happens in the sin pler case of the
correlation function (), where the convolution involves only one DA instead ofup to three
nB ! . To anticipate the result: we nd that factorization also works at one-loop
level for tw ist3 contributions and that there are no soft divergencies.

There are two two-quark twist3 DAsofthe , , and ,which are de ned as

must be canceled by

Z 9
j(x)x; xHisd( x)j @Ei= “( r) , due ™ J(u; »); 5)
i 21 .
Ol x] sdl 03 (= S “(r)px px) i due' ™ (u; =) (6)
with 2( g)= fm?=my,+mgq)( g)and = 2u 1;u isthe Iongiudinalm om entum —
fraction of the totalm om entum of the carried by the (d-)quark. The W ilson-line

Z 9
x; x]= P expRig dx A ((2t 1)x)]
0

ensures gauge-invariance of the nonlocalm atrix-elem ents. Exploiting conform al sym m etry
ofm assless Q CD ,which holds to lead ing—logarithm ic accuracy, one can perform a partial-
wave expansion of the DA s in term s of increasing conform al spin, which am ounts to an
expansion in G egenbauerpolynom ials and xes the functional dependence on u; the am —
plitudes of the partialswaves are of nonperturbative origin and can be related to local
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Figure 1: Som e of the diagram s contributing to TH(p; " one-loop order. T he doubl line
denotes the bquark propagator, the single lines denote the light u—and d-quark propaga—
tors. and s aretheweak and the B wvertex, respectively. T here are tw o m ore selfenergy
and one m ore vertex-correction diagram s.

hadronic m atrix-elem ents by virtue of the Q CD equations of m otion as discussed In detail
in [@9, 7). I tums out, n particular, that the two DAs  and , are not indepen-
dent, but m ix w ith each other and the tw ist3 threeparticke DA T that param etrizes the
m atrix-elem ent h0j1(x)[x;vx ] 59G  (vx)vx; xH( x)j (p)i. Thus, for consistency,
when calculating radiative corrections to ., to twist3 accuracy, one has to include all

three DA s,
3)
+ P

and it is only in the sum of these three termm s that hard Infrared divergencies and the
scale-dependence are expected to cancel. T he analysis of [14]has shown, how ever, that the
two-quark DA s are very well approxin ated by the lowest partialwave, ie. the one w ith
an allest conform al spin, and that m ixing with T sets In only at higher conform al spin.
Tn calculating radiative corrections to f) we thus restrict ourselves to leading conform al
spin, ie. the so-called asym ptotic DA s, and use [I4]

(

®) (T),
T, + Ty

‘vr Tl

(u)= ou(l u); pu)=1; T = 0: (7)

3. Som e of the diagram s contrdbuting to TH(p; " to one-loop order are shown in Fig.fll. The
lTight quarks are m assless and have m om enta up and up (1 u)p, respectively. They
are progcted onto the desired DA by closing the trace with an appropriate projpction
operator P, which is just  %i s=4 for , and involves a derivative in p for . The
calculation is perform ed In din ensional regularization for both ultraviolet and infrared
divergencies. Carefully distinguishing between the two types of divergent term s, we nd
that the ultraviolet divergencies cancel upon renom alization of the bare b-quark m ass in
the treelevel expression, as they should. T he infrared divergent term s, on the other hand,
do not cancel between 2= and T,** "®**®) separately, but only in the sum of both

contrbutions. The renom alized TH(p; )(u) are regular at the endpoints, ie. foru ! 0,
u ! 1,which entails the absence of soft divergent temm s.

A sdiscussed below ,the LC SR forf, involves the continuum —subtracted B orel{transform
BowTs Of Ty . W e calulate it by splitting Ty into two tem's, Ty = TE%% + TS®; where
TS can be written as a dispersion—relation in pi and its BoreHransform is obtained by
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Figure 2: Radiative corrections to twist2 and 3 contrbutions, in units of ¢=(3 ), for
representative input-param eters, as functions of . D ashed lnes: T,.*)  _and T, ' ,

respectively. Sold line: sim of dashed lines. Dotted line: T, @) The total tw ist3

correction (solid line) ismuch an aller than the tw ist=2 correction (dotted lne).

applying Eq. @). TS has a (single or doubk) pok in s = m?2 up? ug® ! 0; the

B orelHransform s of these tem s are a bit m ore involved, m aster-form ulae are given in the
appendix. The nalexpressions for BAsubTH(p; " are too buky to be presented here. A com -
pact version of the tree-Jevel expression can be found n f[3]. In Fig.} we com pare the
relative size of radiative corrections to tw ist2 and 3 contributions. W hereas the absolute
value of the two tw ist3 corrections is, separately, of roughly the sam e size as that of the
tw ist2 correction, the only relevant quantity, the sum ofboth tw ist3 corrections, ism uch
an aller than the tw ist2 contridbution, w hich indicates a good convergence of the light—cone
expansion also at O ( ).

T he result of this calculation is the light-cone expansion of , , ¢, and its continuum —

subtracted Boreltransom , By, €.

4. Let us now derive the LCSR for £, . The correlation function ., , calculated for
unphysjcalpé , can be w ritten as digpersionrelation over its physical cut. Singling out the
contribution of the B-m eson, one has

m?f
. = £. () —2—> + higher poks and cuts; 8)
Mg Ps

where fz is the leptonic decay constant of the B-m eson, meé = mpB i sdPi. Th the
fram ew ork of L.C SR sonedoesnotuse ) as it stands, but perform s a B orel-ransform ation,
~ 1 1

2y.
Bt 2 =Wexp( =M “); 9)

w ith the Borelparam eter M 2; this transform ation enhances the ground-state B-m eson
contribution to the dispersionrepresentation of | and suppresses contributions of higher
tw ist to the lIight—cone expansion of , . The next step is to invoke quark-hadron duality
to approxin ate the contrdbutions of hadrons other than the ground-state B -m eson by the



In aginary part of the Iight-cone expansion of , , so that

Z

R 1 1 171

B I¢= Smif f+(q2)em§:M2+W— dtIn ¢ (0) exp( &M ?)(10)
So

+

. 1 .
and B, :° ngfB £, (Fle™ =M, (11)

Eq. () isthe LCSR for f, . s; is the socalled continuum threshod, which separates the
ground-state from the continuum contribution. At tree-level, the continuum -subtraction
in ) ntroduces a ower lim it of integration,u M o )=(sy ) vy, n @), which
behavesas 1 ocp = for largem , and thus corresponds to the dynam icalcon guration
of the Feynm an-m echanisn , as it cutso Ilow m om enta of the u-quark created at the weak
vertex. AtO ( 4),there are also contributions w ith no cut In the integration over u, which
thus correspond to hard-gluon exchange contributions. Num erically, these termm s tum out
tobevery anall, O (1% )ofthe totalresult forf, . Aswith standard QCD sum rules, the
use of quark-hadron duality above sy and the choice of sy itself introduce a certain m odel-
dependence (or systam atic error) in the nalresult for the form factor, which isdi cult to
estin ate. In this letter we opt for being rather conservative and add a 20% systam atic error
to the nalresult for £, . Another hadronic param eter show ing up in ({[]), which actually
allowsoneto x thevaluieofsy,isfy . f can in principle bem easured from thedecay B !

* .,which, due to the expected an allness of its branching ratio,BR 0 (10 ° ), has, up to
now , escaped experim ental detection. fz is one of the beststudied obsarvables in lattice-
sim ulations w ith heavy quarks; the current world-average from unquenched calculations
w ith two dynam ical quarks is f5 = (200 30)M &V [[§]. It can also be calulated from
QCD sum rules: the m ost recent determ nations ] nclude O ( i) corrections and nd
(206 20)M &V and (197 23)M &V, regpectively. For consistency, we do not use these
results,butreplace f n [J) by tsQCD sum ruletoO ( ) accuracy, ncluding dependence
on sy and M 2. For the b-quark m ass, we use an average over recent determm inations of the
M S mass, Mogs@yp) = (422 008)Gev [20, 11, which corresponds to the oneJoop
polemass mygr, poe = (460 0:09)GeV ; this is di erent from the valuem , = 48G eV
we used in our previous paper, the rst reference in [3]. W ith these values we nd
fs = (192 22)Ge&V (the error only includes variation with my, and M 2, at optin ized
Sp ), In very good agreem ent w ith both lattice and QCD sum rules to O ( i) accuracy. For
my, = (4:51;460;4:69)G eV the optin ized sy are (34:5;34:0;335)G &V?, and the relevant
rangein M 2 isM 2 (45{8)Gev?Z.

The infrared factorization-scale isset to 4 = m2  m{ [3); the dependence of £,
on g isvery anall, as all num erically sizeable contrlbutions are now available In next-
to-leading order In QCD , which ensures good cancellation of the scaledependence. For
the -DAswe use for the m ost part the sam e expressions as in the rst reference of [[3],
except for the new O ( ) corrections to TH(p; ),wherewe use the DA sgiven in (]j),and for
the tw ist2 DA s, where new analyses of the available experin ental data on the and
the electrom agnetic form “factor indicate that ) is closer to its asym ptotic orm than
assum ed previously and well approxin ated by 23]

2 15

3
"; m)=6ul u) 1+ ax( w) - (u 1) 5 (12)
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Fiure 3: f, (¢) as function of m om entum ~transfer g from the LCSR (IJ). Sold lne:
LC SR for centralvalues of inputjparam etersand M 2 = 6G &V 2. D ashed lnes: dependence
of £, on variation of nputjaram eters as speci ed in thetextand 5GeV? M 2 8GeV?2.

with a,(1Gev) = 01 0:d. The twoparticle twist3 DAs , and are proportional
to 2 =m?f =m, + myg), which in the chiral lim it equals 2hggi=f . Using the \stan-
dard value" of the quark-condensate, hogi(1GeV ) = ( 024GeV ), one has ?( 4 ) =
025G eV?. W ith the centralvalie orthe avouraveraged light-quark m ass,M 4 (2G &V ) =
45M eV , from lattice 2]],onehas ?( 2 )= 0:30GeV?,w ith a quoted uncertainty of20% .
Tn our analysis we use the average % ( %)= (027 0:07)Gev?2.

W ith these param eters, we obtain the results shown i Fig.[§. The form -factor can be
accurately tted by
£, (0)
£ @)= 1 a(@=m2)+ blm?2)]’

with £, (0), a and b given in Tab. 1, for di erent values of m ,, s and M 2. The above
param etrization reproduces the actualvalues calculated from the LCSR ,forq?  14G &V ?,
tow ithin 2% accuracy. At = Owe nd f, (0)= 026 0:06,when allinput-param etersare
varied w ithin the ranges speci ed above. This has to be com pared to 031  0:05 from our
previous analysis [[3]. At xedM %= 6GeV?,and the centralvalue form ,,m,= 46G &V,
we obtain, n this letter, £, (0) = 0261. W ithout the new radiative corrections, the result
becom es 0.294 . U sing in addition the param etrization of ) em ployed in [[3], thisbecom es
0321. And switching tom, = 48GeV and s, = 335G eV?, one obtains 0.308, ie. the
central value for f, (0) quoted in [[3]. T he treelevel result for the central values of input-
param eters is 0247, ie. the total e ect of radiative corrections is below 10% .

Tt is instructive to com pare the param etrization ([3), cbtained at not too large &,
o 14GeV?,with the vectorm eson poledom inance approxin ation valid at large of
mg m )= 264GeV?: here f, isdom inated by the B pole, located at f = mZ =
28:4G eV?,and can be expressed as

(13)

fof)= ——: (14)

T he residue of the pole, ¢, can be related to physical couplingsasc= fg ggg =Cmg ),
where fy is the leptonic decay constant of the B and gz is the coupling of the B to



m G ev ] 469 | 460 |4:51
solGev?] 335 | 340 | 345
a,(1Gev) 0 01 |02

2(2)cev?] 034 | 027 | 020
M2[Gev?] 8 6 5

£, (0) 0206 | 0261 | 0:323
a 234 | 203 |16
b 177 [129 | 087
FGev?] 143 | 1577 | 185
ct 0:384 | 0:439 | 0:523
Ceon = % 0:396 | 0:414 | 0430

Table 1: Fitparam eters of Egs. ([3) and (I4), including all variations of inputparam eters
and M 2.

theB -pair. ccan be calculated from LC SR s itself: it isknown up to tw ist4 at treelevel;
O ( ) radiative corrections are known for the tw ist2 contrdution [23,[24].

W e can now try to m atch the param etrizations ([3) and (I4). To thisend, we treat c
as tparam eter and require that the transition betw een both param etrizations be sn ooth,
ie.that at ¢ to be tted, the values of both f, () and its derivative are equal for both
param etrizations. The resulting values ofqﬁ and c: are tabulated in Tab. 1, and the
corresponding form factors, obtained from pbtting (@) ord & and @) rod &,
are shown in Fig.[. The last row in Tab. 1 gives the values of ¢ c sz cbtained directly from
the LCSR calkulated in [23,R4]. The agream ent between the direct and the tted values is
rem arkably good, in view of the fact that the LC SR for ¢ is Jless accurate than ours for £, ,
as it does not include O ( ) corrections at twist3. A lso the values of ¢ are well w ithin
expectation: su ciently below the pole on the one hand, but not too an all on the other
hand. M otivated by these results, we suggest a new param etrization of £, in term s of 5
param eters: Eq. ([3) or& ¢ and Eq. (@) or o, with the set of param eters
given in Tab. 1 which com prises the fiill dependence of f, (¥) on input-param eters and
the B orelparam eter.

5. In this letter we have investigated the light-cone sum rule for the form “factor £2!
Including the calculation of O ( ) radiative corrections to the next+to—Jeading tw ist3 con—
trdbution. The calculation has dem onstrated the valdity of the factorization formula )
and the absence of soft divergent tem s to the considered accuracy, ie. twist3 to O ( )
with the DA's in the approxin ation of leading conform alspin, Eq. (). A s already found
n ], the Feynm an-m echanisn is the dom inant contribution to £, and hard perturbative
corrections are num erically an all.

In view of the systam atic uncertainties inherent in LC SR s, further re nem ent of the
LCSR forf2! by including even higher tw ist contrdbutions or m ore perturbative correc—
tions is not lkely to increase the overall accuracy. Im provem ent of the central value of the
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Figure 4: f, (0¥) as function of ¢ in the entire physicalrangein B ! e ,from Egs. (13)
and ([@4), hcluding all variations of nput-jparam eters and M 2. Sold line obtained from
3rd column in Tab. 1, Iower dashed curve from 2nd colum n and upper dashed curve from
4th colum n.

result m ay, however, com e from a reduced uncertainty of nputfparam eters: whereas the
dependence of f, (0¥) on m y, is rather an all, a reduction of uncertainty in the non-leading
conform al spin contributions to ¢ would be usefiil. A s for the approxin ation of leading
conform alspin DA s in twist3,Eqg. (I] ),at treelevel it yieds about 90% oftheactualresult,
which strengthens con dence that this approxim ation works sim ilarly well also at O ( ).
T he change in central values of £, (o) as com pared to our previous results, R efs. [[3,[[4],
is partially due to the O ( ) corrections to tw ist3 we have calculated in this letter and
partially due to updated inputsparam eters.

The LCSR is vald only or large energies of the , ie. not too large values of . In
this letter we have xed, som ew hat arbitrarily, the m axinum allowed value of g at of _,
at 14G eV? and have param etrized the form ~factor by Eq. (I3). On the other hand, for
o close to the kinem aticalm axinum allowed in sem ileptonic decays, of = 264G &V ?, the
form -factor is dom inated by the closeby B pole and can be param etrized by Eq. (I4).
T he residue of that pole can also be calculated from LCSRs. W e have tried to m atch
both param etrizations, Egs. {13) and ([@4),by requiring sn oothness at the m atching-point
I = qﬁ, which is a param eter of the t itself. The resulting values ofqg are w ithin
expectations, and the tted values of the residue agree well w ith the direct calculation
from LCSR s, as dem onstrated in Tab. 1. This result Jends additional con dence to our

nalparam etrization of the form -factor, ie. the com biation ofEgs. [[J) and ([4),with a
total of 5 param eters, which is valid in the com plete range of kinem atically allowed of in
B! e ,0 & mg m )= 264GeV2.

A ppendix

In this appendix we collect form ulas for non-standard BoreHransform ations. G enerally,
the Boreltransform B £ (P?) ofa function f (P ?) of the Euclidean m om entum P isde ned
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By ]§Subf (P ?) we denote the Boreltransform incliding continuum -subtraction above the
threshold sp, ie. if £ has the dispersion—representation (here p isM inkow skian)

we de ne
750
A

Bopnf @) = dt (t)e®™ " @ 1)

1
MZ
m 2

W e need in particular the follow ing transom s (s= m?  up® ud):

|
" 1 1 1 m? ut ug
B = e™ T Fy o+ S ;
(t p?) s (+ )um™M?)* uM “
from which the BorelHransform s of expressions w ith additional Jogarithm s are obtained as
derivatives, eg. Bs Ins= di Bs . Including continuum subtraction,we nd
m 2 uq2 O 2 2 l
R 1 e — 2 1 1 .uspt+tug” m )
sb — = . e Wi A (U uy)
S (uM <) () (1 )
with up = Mm? )=(s;, ). For integer , the second term s becomes a sum over

(U W) and itsderivatives. W e also give the spectral finction  of the general expression
m? p?) s ,from which the Borel4ransform ]§Sub including continuum subtraction can
be obtained using @ J):

withm?= m? ug)=u.
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