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A bstract

W epresenta new calculation oftheB ! � form -factorf+ ,relevantforthem easurem ent

ofjVubjfrom sem ileptonicB ! � transitions,from QCD sum ruleson thelight-cone.The

new elem entisthecalculation ofradiativecorrectionsto next-to-leading twist-3 accuracy.

W e�nd thatthesecontributionsarefactorizableatO (�s),which lendsadditionalsupport

to them ethod ofQCD sum ruleson thelight-cone.W eobtain f+ (0)= 0:26� 0:06� 0:05,

where the�rsterroraccountsforthe uncertainty in the input-param etersand the second

isa guesstim ate ofthe system atic uncertainty induced by the approxim ationsinherentin

the m ethod. W e also obtain a sim ple param etrization ofthe form -factor which is valid

in the entire kinem aticalrange ofsem ileptonic decays and consistent with vector-m eson

dom inanceatlargem om entum -transfer.
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1. The experim entalprogram m e ofthe dedicated B-factoriesBaBarand Belle willcon-

tribute to unravelstructure and size of
avour- and CP-violation. The key-observable

isthe unitarity-triangle ofthe CKM -m atrix whose overdeterm ination willhelp to answer

the question whetherthere are additionalsourcesofCP-violation notpresentin the SM .

Overdeterm ination m eans independent m easurem ents ofsides and angles from di�erent

processes. One ofthe sides isdeterm ined by the CKM -m atrix elem ent jVubj,whose pre-

cisem easurem entiscertainly a challenging task dueto thesm allnessofthecorresponding

branchingratios.Them ethod ofchoiceistom easureitfrom sem ileptonictree-leveldecays

b ! ue� where contam ination by new-physics e�ectsisexpected to be sm all. The m ain

com plication in this m easurem ent is,as a m atter ofcourse,QCD e�ects whose calcula-

tion from �rstprinciples ishighly challenging. Inclusive sem ileptonic decays are usually

treated in heavy quark expansion and becom e the m ore delicate the m ore accurately ex-

perim entally necessary cuts are taken into account (which necessitates the inclusion of

otherpotentially largescalesand callsforthreshold-and soft-gluon resum m ation,cf.[1]).

The alternative is to study exclusive decays where,owing to the nonrenorm alization of

vector and axialvector currents,both perturbative and nonperturbative QCD e�ects are

neatly encoded in form -factors,depending on only one variable,the m om entum -transfer

to the leptons. The sim plest such decay-process,involving only a single form -factor1,is

B ! �‘�‘,which hence has received fair attention in the literature. First experim ental

resultsare available from CLEO [2]. The m ostprecise calculation ofthe form -factorwill

sans doute �nally com e from lattice-sim ulations;presently,however,the m ain attention

oflattice-practitioners appears to be directed not so m uch to obtaining phenom enologi-

cally relevant results,but rather to controlling lattice artifacts and approxim ations like

discretization errors and the explicit breaking ofchiralsym m etry with W ilson-ferm ions,

particularly relevantforcalculating processesthatinvolve pions;anotherproblem ishow

to sim ulate relativistic b-quarks,and how to access the region ofphase-space where the

pion haslargem om entum .Alltheseproblem sarepresently underintensedebate,and we

referto Ref.[3]forreviewsand recentresearch papers.

Another,technically m uch sim pler,butalsolessrigorousapproach isprovided by QCD

sum rules on the light-cone (LCSRs) [4,5]. The key-idea is to consider a correlation-

function ofthe weak current and a current with the quantum -num bers ofthe B-m eson,

sandwiched between the vacuum and a pion. For large (negative) virtualities ofthese

currents,thecorrelation-function is,in coordinate-space,dom inated by distancesclose to

thelight-coneand can bediscussed in thefram ework oflight-coneexpansion.In contrast

to the short-distance expansion em ployed by conventionalQCD sum rules �a la SVZ [6],

wherenonperturbativee�ectsareencoded in vacuum expectation valuesoflocaloperators

with vacuum quantum num bers,the condensates,LCSRsrely on the factorization ofthe

underlying correlation function into genuinely nonperturbative and universalhadron dis-

tribution am plitudes(DAs)� thatareconvoluted with process-dependentam plitudesTH ,

which aretheanaloguesto theW ilson-coe�cientsin theshort-distanceexpansion and can

1Thisstatem entistrueonly aslong aslepton-m assesarenegligible,i.e.forsem i-electronicand -m uonic

decays.
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becalculated in perturbation theory,schem atically

correlation function �
X

n

T
(n)

H 
 �
(n)
: (1)

Thesum runsovercontributionswith increasing twist,labelled by n,which aresuppressed

by increasing powers of,roughly speaking,the virtualities ofthe involved currents. The

sam e correlation function can,on the otherhand,be written asa dispersion-relation,in

thevirtuality ofthecurrentcoupling to theB-m eson.Equating dispersion-representation

and thelight-coneexpansion,and separatingtheB-m eson contribution from thatofhigher

one-and m ulti-particlestates,oneobtainsarelation fortheform -factordescribing B ! �.

The particular strength ofLCSRs lies in the fact that they allow inclusion not only

ofhard-gluon exchange contributions,which have been identi�ed,in the sem inalpapers

thatopened thestudy ofhard exclusive processesin thefram ework ofperturbative QCD

(pQCD) [7],as being dom inant in light-m eson form factors,but that they also capture

the so-called Feynm an-m echanism , where the quark created at the weak vertex carries

nearly allm om entum ofthem eson in the�nal-state,whileallotherquarksaresoft.This

m echanism is suppressed by two powers ofm om entum -transfer in processes with light

m esons;asshown in [5],thissuppression isabsentin heavy-to-lighttransitions2 and hence

any reasonable application ofpQCD to B-m eson decays should include this m echanism .

LCSRs also avoid any reference to a \light-cone wave-function ofthe B-m eson",which

isa necessary ingredient in allextensions ofthe originalpQCD m ethod to heavy-m eson

decays[8,9],butwhose exactde�nition appearsto be problem atic [10].A m ore detailed

discussion ofthe rationale ofLCSRsand ofthe m ore technicalaspectsofthe m ethod is

beyond thescopeofthisletter;m oreinform ation can befound in theliterature[11].

LCSRsare available forthe B ! � form factorf+ to O (�s)accuracy forthe leading

twist-2contribution and attree-levelforhigher-twist(3and 4)contributions[12,13,14].In

thisletterwecalculatetheleading radiativecorrectionsto thetwist-3 contributions.The

m otivation forthiscalculation istwofold: �rst,ithasbeen found in [12,13,14]thatthe

tree-leveltwist-3 correctionsarechirally enhanced and sizeable,and am ountup to 30% of

the�nalresultforf+ ,which indicatesthatradiativecorrectionsm aybephenom enologically

relevant. Second,the existence ofthe factorization-form ula (1)isnontrivialbeyond tree-

leveland,to date,itisonly forthetwist-2 contribution thatfactorization hasbeen shown

to hold also after inclusion ofradiative corrections. In this letter we show that (1),for

a certain approxim ation ofthe DAs�(3) (leading conform alspin),also holdswhen O (�s)

correctionsto thetwist-3 contributionsareincluded.

2.Letusnow properly de�netherelevantquantities.Theform -factorsf+ ;0 aregiven by

(q= pB � p)

h�(p)j�u
�bjB (pB )i= f+ (q
2)

(

(pB + p)� �
m 2

B � m 2
�

q2
q�

)

+
m 2

B � m 2
�

q2
f0(q

2)q�; (2)

in sem ileptonicdecaysthephysicalrangein q2 is0� q2 � (m B � m �)
2.Thestartingpoint

2Forvery large quark m asses,though,the Feynm an-m echanism issuppressed by Sudakov-logarithm s,

which are,however,notexpected to be e�ectiveatthe b-quark m ass.
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forthecalculation oftheform -factorf+ in (2)isthecorrelation function

i

Z

d
4
ye

iqy
h�(p)jT[�u
�b](y)[m b

�bi
5d](0)j0i= � + 2p� + :::; (3)

where the dotsstand forstructuresnotrelevantforthe calculation off+ . Asm entioned

before, for a certain con�guration ofvirtualities, nam ely m 2
b � p2B � O (�Q CDm b) and

m 2
b � q2 � O (�Q CDm b),theintegralisdom inated by light-like distancesand accessible to

an expansion around thelight-cone:

� + (q
2
;p

2
B )=

X

n

Z
1

0

du�
(n)(u;�IR)T

(n)

H (u;q2;p2B ;�IR): (4)

Asin (1),n labelsthetwistofoperatorsand �IR isthe(infrared)factorization-scale.The

restriction on q2,m 2
b� q

2 � O (�Q CDm b),im pliesthatf+ isnotaccessibleatallm om entum -

transfers;tobebespeci�c,werestrictourselvesto0� q2 � 14GeV 2.As� + isindependent

of�IR,the above form ula im pliesthatthe scale-dependence ofT
(n)

H m ustbe canceled by

thatoftheDAs�(n).

In (4)we have assum ed that� + can be described by collinearfactorization,i.e.that

theonly relevantdegreesoffreedom arethelongitudinalm om entum fractionsu carried by

thepartonsin the�,and thattransverse m om enta can beintegrated over.Hard infrared

(collinear)divergenciesoccurring in T
(n)

H should be absorbableinto the DAs,asdiscussed

in detailin Ref.[15].Collinearfactorization istrivialattree-level,wheretheb-quark m ass

actse�ectively asregulator,butcan,in principle,beviolated by radiative corrections,by

so-called \soft" divergent term s,which yield divergencies upon integration over u. Such

term sbreak forinstancefactorization in non-leading twistin thetreatm entofnonleptonic

B-decays�alaBBNS [9];itisthusinstructivetoseewhathappensin thesim plercaseofthe

correlation function (3),wheretheconvolution involvesonly oneDA instead ofup tothree

in B ! ��. To anticipate the result: we �nd that factorization also works at one-loop

levelfortwist-3 contributionsand thatthereareno softdivergencies.

Therearetwo two-quark twist-3 DAsofthe�,�p and ��,which arede�ned as

h0j�u(x)[x;�x]i
5d(�x)j�
� (p)i= �

2
�(�IR)

Z 1

0

due
i�px

�p(u;�IR); (5)

h0j�u(x)[x;�x]���
5d(�x)j�
� (p)i= �

i

3
�
2
�(�IR)(p�x� � p�x�)

Z 1

0

due
i�px

��(u;�IR)(6)

with �2�(�IR)= f�m
2
�=(m u + m d)(�IR)and � = 2u � 1;u isthe longitudinalm om entum -

fraction ofthetotalm om entum ofthe� carried by the(d-)quark.TheW ilson-line

[x;�x]= P exp[2ig

Z 1

0

dtx�A
�((2t� 1)x)]

ensuresgauge-invarianceofthenonlocalm atrix-elem ents.Exploiting conform alsym m etry

ofm asslessQCD,which holdsto leading-logarithm icaccuracy,onecan perform a partial-

wave expansion ofthe DAs in term s ofincreasing conform alspin,which am ounts to an

expansion in Gegenbauer-polynom ialsand �xesthe functionaldependence on u;the am -

plitudes ofthe partial-waves are ofnonperturbative origin and can be related to local
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Figure 1:Som e ofthe diagram scontributing to T
(p;�)

H in one-loop order. The double line

denotestheb-quark propagator,thesinglelinesdenotethelightu-and d-quark propaga-

tors.
� and 
5 aretheweak and theB-vertex,respectively.Therearetwom oreself-energy

and onem orevertex-correction diagram s.

hadronicm atrix-elem entsby virtueoftheQCD equationsofm otion asdiscussed in detail

in [16,17]. It turns out,in particular,that the two DAs �� and �p are not indepen-

dent,butm ix with each otherand thetwist-3 three-particle DA T thatparam etrizesthe

m atrix-elem ent h0j�u(x)[x;vx]���
5gG ��(vx)[vx;�x]d(�x)j�
� (p)i. Thus,for consistency,

when calculating radiative corrections to � + to twist-3 accuracy,one has to include all

threeDAs,

�
(3)

+ � �p 
 T
(p)

H + �� 
 T
(�)

H + T 
 T
(T )

H ;

and it is only in the sum ofthese three term s that hard infrared divergencies and the

scale-dependenceareexpected tocancel.Theanalysisof[16]hasshown,however,thatthe

two-quark DAs are very wellapproxim ated by the lowest partial-wave,i.e.the one with

sm allest conform alspin,and that m ixing with T sets in only at higher conform alspin.

In calculating radiativecorrectionsto �
(3)

+ wethusrestrictourselvesto leading conform al

spin,i.e.theso-called asym ptoticDAs,and use[16]

��(u)= 6u(1� u); �p(u)= 1; T = 0: (7)

3.Som eofthediagram scontributing to T
(p;�)

H to one-loop orderareshown in Fig.1.The

light quarks are m assless and have m om enta up and �up � (1� u)p,respectively. They

are projected onto the desired DA by closing the trace with an appropriate projection

operator P,which is just ��2�i
5=4 for �p and involves a derivative in p for ��. The

calculation is perform ed in dim ensionalregularization for both ultraviolet and infrared

divergencies. Carefully distinguishing between the two typesofdivergentterm s,we �nd

thatthe ultravioletdivergenciescancelupon renorm alization ofthebareb-quark m assin

thetree-levelexpression,asthey should.Theinfrared divergentterm s,on theotherhand,

do notcancelbetween �2;bare� �p(�) and T
(p(�);bare)

H separately,butonly in the sum ofboth

contributions. The renorm alized T
(p;�)

H (u) are regular at the endpoints,i.e.for u ! 0,

u ! 1,which entailstheabsenceofsoftdivergentterm s.

Asdiscussed below,theLCSR forf+ involvesthecontinuum -subtracted Borel-transform

B̂ subTH ofTH . W e calculate itby splitting TH into two term s,TH = T
pole

H + Tdis
H ;where

Tdis
H can be written asa dispersion-relation in p2B and itsBorel-transform isobtained by

4
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Figure 2: Radiative corrections to twist-2 and 3 contributions,in units of�s=(3�),for

representativeinput-param eters,asfunctionsofq2.Dashed lines:T
(p)

H 
 �p and T
(�)

H 
 ��,

respectively. Solid line: sum ofdashed lines. Dotted line: T
(2)

H 
 �(2). The totaltwist-3

correction (solid line)ism uch sm allerthan thetwist-2 correction (dotted line).

applying Eq.(9). T
pole

H has a (single or double) pole in s = m 2
b � up2B � �uq2 ! 0;the

Borel-transform softheseterm sarea bitm oreinvolved,m aster-form ulaearegiven in the

appendix.The�nalexpressionsfor B̂ subT
(p;�)

H aretoo bulky to bepresented here.A com -

pactversion ofthe tree-levelexpression can be found in [13]. In Fig.2 we com pare the

relative size ofradiative correctionsto twist-2 and 3 contributions.W hereastheabsolute

value ofthe two twist-3 correctionsis,separately,ofroughly the sam e size asthatofthe

twist-2 correction,theonly relevantquantity,thesum ofboth twist-3 corrections,ism uch

sm allerthan thetwist-2 contribution,which indicatesagood convergenceofthelight-cone

expansion also atO (�s).

Theresultofthiscalculation isthelight-coneexpansion of� + ,�
LC
+ ,and itscontinuum -

subtracted Borel-transform ,B̂ sub�
LC
+ .

4. Let us now derive the LCSR for f+ . The correlation function � + ,calculated for

unphysicalp2B ,can bewritten asdispersion-relation overitsphysicalcut.Singling outthe

contribution oftheB-m eson,onehas

� + = f+ (q
2)

m 2
B fB

m 2
B � p2B

+ higherpolesand cuts; (8)

where fB isthe leptonic decay constantofthe B-m eson,fB m
2
B = m bhB j

�bi
5dj0i. In the

fram eworkofLCSRsonedoesnotuse(8)asitstands,butperform saBorel-transform ation,

B̂
1

t� p2B
=

1

M 2
exp(�t=M 2); (9)

with the Borel-param eter M 2; this transform ation enhances the ground-state B-m eson

contribution to thedispersion-representation of� + and suppressescontributionsofhigher

twistto the light-cone expansion of� + .The nextstep isto invoke quark-hadron duality

to approxim atethecontributionsofhadronsotherthan theground-stateB-m eson by the
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im aginary partofthelight-coneexpansion of� + ,so that

B̂ � LC
+ =

1

M 2
m

2
B fB f+ (q

2)e�m
2

B
=M 2

+
1

M 2

1

�

Z 1

s0

dtIm � LC
+ (t)exp(�t=M 2)(10)

and B̂ sub�
LC
+ =

1

M 2
m

2
B fB f+ (q

2)e�m
2

B
=M 2

: (11)

Eq.(11)istheLCSR forf+ .s0 istheso-called continuum threshold,which separatesthe

ground-state from the continuum contribution. Attree-level,the continuum -subtraction

in (11)introducesa lowerlim itofintegration,u � (m 2
b � q2)=(s0 � q2)� u0,in (4),which

behavesas1� �Q CD =m b forlargem b and thuscorrespondsto thedynam icalcon�guration

oftheFeynm an-m echanism ,asitcutso�low m om enta oftheu-quark created attheweak

vertex.AtO (�s),therearealso contributionswith no cutin theintegration overu,which

thuscorrespond to hard-gluon exchange contributions.Num erically,these term sturn out

tobevery sm all,� O (1% )ofthetotalresultforf+ .Aswith standard QCD sum rules,the

useofquark-hadron duality aboves0 and thechoiceofs0 itselfintroducea certain m odel-

dependence(orsystem aticerror)in the�nalresultfortheform -factor,which isdi�cultto

estim ate.In thisletterweoptforbeingratherconservativeand add a20% system aticerror

to the�nalresultforf+ .Anotherhadronicparam etershowing up in (11),which actually

allowsoneto�xthevalueofs0,isfB .fB can in principlebem easured from thedecay B !

‘��‘,which,dueto theexpected sm allnessofitsbranching ratio,BR � O (10�6 ),has,up to

now,escaped experim entaldetection.fB isoneofthebest-studied observablesin lattice-

sim ulations with heavy quarks;the current world-average from unquenched calculations

with two dynam icalquarks isfB = (200� 30)M eV [18]. Itcan also be calculated from

QCD sum rules: the m ostrecent determ inations [19]include O (�2s)corrections and �nd

(206� 20)M eV and (197� 23)M eV,respectively. Forconsistency,we do not use these

results,butreplacefB in(11)byitsQCD sum ruletoO (�s)accuracy,includingdependence

on s0 and M
2.Fortheb-quark m ass,weusean averageoverrecentdeterm inationsofthe

M S m ass, m
b;M S

(m b) = (4:22 � 0:08)GeV [20,21],which corresponds to the one-loop

pole-m ass m b;1L�pole = (4:60� 0:09)GeV;this is di�erent from the value m b = 4:8GeV

we used in our previous paper, the �rst reference in [13]. W ith these values we �nd

fB = (192� 22)GeV (the error only includes variation with m b and M 2,at optim ized

s0),in very good agreem entwith both latticeand QCD sum rulesto O (�2s)accuracy.For

m b = (4:51;4:60;4:69)GeV the optim ized s0 are (34:5;34:0;33:5)GeV
2,and the relevant

rangein M 2 isM 2 �(4.5{8)GeV 2.

The infrared factorization-scale is set to �2IR = m 2
B � m 2

b [22];the dependence off+
on �IR isvery sm all,as allnum erically sizeable contributions are now available in next-

to-leading order in QCD,which ensures good cancellation ofthe scale-dependence. For

the �-DAswe use forthe m ostpartthe sam e expressionsasin the �rstreference of[13],

exceptforthenew O (�s)correctionsto T
(p;�)

H ,whereweusetheDAsgiven in (7),and for

the twist-2 DAs,where new analysesofthe available experim entaldata on the 
�
� and

the � electrom agnetic form -factorindicate that�(2) iscloserto itsasym ptotic form than

assum ed previously and wellapproxim ated by [23]

�
(2)(u;�IR)= 6u(1� u)

�

1+ a2(�IR)

�
15

2
(2u� 1)2 �

3

2

��

(12)

6



2 4 6 8 10 12 14
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q2

f +(
q2 )

Figure 3: f+ (q
2) as function ofm om entum -transfer q2 from the LCSR (11). Solid line:

LCSR forcentralvaluesofinput-param etersand M 2 = 6GeV 2.Dashed lines:dependence

off+ on variation ofinput-param etersasspeci�ed in thetextand 5GeV 2 � M 2 � 8GeV 2.

with a2(1GeV) = 0:1 � 0:1. The two-particle twist-3 DAs �p and �� are proportional

to �2� = m 2
�f�=(m u + m d),which in the chirallim itequals �2h�qqi=f�. Using the \stan-

dard value" ofthe quark-condensate,h�qqi(1GeV) = (�0:24GeV)3,one has �2�(�
2
IR) =

0:25GeV 2.W ith thecentralvalueforthe
avour-averaged light-quarkm ass,m ud(2GeV)=

4:5M eV,from lattice[21],onehas�2�(�
2
IR)= 0:30GeV 2,with aquoted uncertainty of20% .

In ouranalysisweusetheaverage�2�(�
2
IR)= (0:27� 0:07)GeV 2.

W ith theseparam eters,weobtain theresultsshown in Fig.3.Theform -factorcan be

accurately �tted by

f+ (q
2)=

f+ (0)

1� a(q2=m 2
B )+ b(q2=m 2

B )
2
; (13)

with f+ (0),a and b given in Tab.1,for di�erent values ofm b,s0 and M 2. The above

param etrization reproducestheactualvaluescalculated from theLCSR,forq2 � 14GeV 2,

towithin 2% accuracy.Atq2 = 0we�nd f+ (0)= 0:26� 0:06,when allinput-param etersare

varied within therangesspeci�ed above.Thishasto becom pared to 0:31� 0:05 from our

previousanalysis[13].At�xed M 2 = 6GeV 2,and thecentralvalueform b,m b = 4:6GeV,

weobtain,in thisletter,f+ (0)= 0:261.W ithoutthenew radiativecorrections,theresult

becom es0.294.Usingin addition theparam etrization of�(2)em ployed in [13],thisbecom es

0.321. And switching to m b = 4:8GeV and s0 = 33:5GeV 2,one obtains 0.308,i.e.the

centralvalueforf+ (0)quoted in [13].Thetree-levelresultforthecentralvaluesofinput-

param etersis0.247,i.e.thetotale�ectofradiativecorrectionsisbelow 10% .

It is instructive to com pare the param etrization (13),obtained at not too large q2,

q2 � 14GeV 2,with the vector-m eson pole-dom inance approxim ation valid atlarge q2 �

(m B � m �)
2 = 26:4GeV 2: here f+ isdom inated by the B�-pole,located atq2 = m 2

B � =

28:4GeV 2,and can beexpressed as

f+ (q
2)=

c

1�
q2

m 2

B �

: (14)

The residue ofthe pole,c,can be related to physicalcouplingsasc= fB �gB B ��=(2m B �),

where fB � istheleptonic decay constantofthe B� and gB B �� isthecoupling oftheB
� to

7



m b[GeV] 4:69 4:60 4:51

s0[GeV
2] 33:5 34:0 34:5

a2(1GeV) 0 0:1 0:2

�2�(�
2
IR)[GeV

2] 0:34 0:27 0:20

M 2[GeV 2] 8 6 5

f+ (0) 0:206 0:261 0:323

a 2:34 2:03 1:76

b 1:77 1:29 0:87

q20[GeV
2] 14:3 15:7 18:5

c�t 0:384 0:439 0:523

cLCSR =
fB �gB B ��

2m B �

0:396 0:414 0:430

Table1:Fit-param etersofEqs.(13)and (14),including allvariationsofinput-param eters

and M 2.

theB�-pair.ccan becalculated from LCSRsitself:itisknown up to twist-4 attree-level;

O (�s)radiativecorrectionsareknown forthetwist-2 contribution [22,24].

W e can now try to m atch the param etrizations(13)and (14).To thisend,we treatc

as�t-param eterand requirethatthetransition between both param etrizationsbesm ooth,

i.e.thatatq20 to be �tted,the valuesofboth f+ (q
2
0)and itsderivative are equalforboth

param etrizations. The resulting values ofq20 and c�t are tabulated in Tab.1,and the

corresponding form -factors,obtained from plotting (13)forq2 � q20 and (14)forq2 � q20,

areshown in Fig.4.Thelastrow in Tab.1givesthevaluesofcLCSR obtained directly from

theLCSR calculated in [22,24].Theagreem entbetween thedirectand the�tted valuesis

rem arkably good,in view ofthefactthattheLCSR forcislessaccuratethan oursforf+ ,

asitdoesnotinclude O (�s)correctionsattwist-3. Also the valuesofq
2
0 are wellwithin

expectation: su�ciently below the pole on the one hand,butnottoo sm allon the other

hand. M otivated by these results,we suggesta new param etrization off+ in term sof5

param eters: Eq.(13) for q2 � q20 and Eq.(14) for q2 � q20,with the set ofparam eters

given in Tab.1 which com prises the fulldependence off+ (q
2)on input-param eters and

theBorel-param eter.

5. In thisletterwe have investigated the light-cone sum rule forthe form -factorfB ! �
+ ,

including thecalculation ofO (�s)radiativecorrectionsto thenext-to-leading twist-3 con-

tribution. The calculation hasdem onstrated the validity ofthe factorization form ula (4)

and the absence ofsoftdivergentterm sto the considered accuracy,i.e.twist-3 to O (�s)

with the DAsin the approxim ation ofleading conform alspin,Eq.(7). Asalready found

in [14],theFeynm an-m echanism isthedom inantcontribution tof+ and hard perturbative

correctionsarenum erically sm all.

In view ofthe system atic uncertainties inherent in LCSRs,further re�nem ent ofthe

LCSR forfB ! �
+ by including even highertwistcontributionsorm oreperturbativecorrec-

tionsisnotlikely to increasetheoverallaccuracy.Im provem entofthecentralvalueofthe

8
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Figure4:f+ (q
2)asfunction ofq2 in theentirephysicalrangein B ! �e�,from Eqs.(13)

and (14),including allvariationsofinput-param eters and M 2. Solid line obtained from

3rd colum n in Tab.1,lowerdashed curve from 2nd colum n and upperdashed curve from

4th colum n.

resultm ay,however,com e from a reduced uncertainty ofinput-param eters: whereas the

dependence off+ (q
2)on m b israthersm all,a reduction ofuncertainty in thenon-leading

conform alspin contributionsto �(2) would beuseful.Asfortheapproxim ation ofleading

conform alspin DAsin twist-3,Eq.(7),attree-levelityieldsabout90% oftheactualresult,

which strengthenscon�dence thatthisapproxim ation workssim ilarly wellalso atO (�s).

Thechangein centralvaluesoff+ (q
2)ascom pared to ourpreviousresults,Refs.[13,14],

ispartially due to the O (�s)correctionsto twist-3 we have calculated in this letterand

partially dueto updated input-param eters.

The LCSR isvalid only forlarge energiesofthe �,i.e.nottoo large valuesofq2. In

thisletterwe have �xed,som ewhatarbitrarily,the m axim um allowed value ofq2 atq2m ax
at14GeV 2 and have param etrized the form -factorby Eq.(13). On the other hand,for

q2 close to thekinem aticalm axim um allowed in sem ileptonic decays,q2 = 26:4GeV 2,the

form -factor is dom inated by the close-by B�-pole and can be param etrized by Eq.(14).

The residue ofthat pole can also be calculated from LCSRs. W e have tried to m atch

both param etrizations,Eqs.(13)and (14),by requiring sm oothnessatthem atching-point

q2 = q20, which is a param eter ofthe �t itself. The resulting values ofq20 are within

expectations,and the �tted values ofthe residue agree wellwith the direct calculation

from LCSRs,as dem onstrated in Tab.1. This result lends additionalcon�dence to our

�nalparam etrization oftheform -factor,i.e.thecom bination ofEqs.(13)and (14),with a

totalof5 param eters,which isvalid in the com plete range ofkinem atically allowed q2 in

B ! �e�,0� q2 � (m B � m �)
2 = 26:4GeV 2.

A ppendix

In thisappendix we collect form ulas fornon-standard Borel-transform ations. Generally,

theBorel-transform B̂ f(P 2)ofa function f(P 2)oftheEuclidean m om entum P isde�ned

9



as

B̂ f(P 2)= lim
P 2! 1 ;N ! 1

P 2=N = M 2 �xed

1

N !
(�P 2)N + 1

dN + 1

(dP 2)N + 1
f(P 2):

By B̂ subf(P
2)we denote the Borel-transform including continuum -subtraction above the

threshold s0,i.e.iff hasthedispersion-representation (herep isM inkowskian)

f(p2)=

1Z

m 2

dt
�(t)

t� p2
;

wede�ne

B̂ subf(p
2)=

1

M 2

s0Z

m 2

dt�(t)e�t=M
2

: (A.1)

W eneed in particularthefollowing transform s(s= m 2 � up2 � �uq2):

B̂
1

(t� p2)� s�
=

1

�(� + �)

1

u�(M 2)�+ �
e
�t=M 2

1F1

 

�;� + �;�
m 2 � ut� �uq2

uM 2

!

;

from which theBorel-transform sofexpressionswith additionallogarithm sareobtained as

derivatives,e.g.B̂ s�� lns= � d

d�
B̂ s�� .Including continuum subtraction,we�nd

B̂ sub

1

s�
=
e
�

m
2��uq 2

uM 2

(uM 2)�

1

�(�)

0

@ 1�
�(1� �;

us0+ �uq2�m 2

uM 2 )

�(1� �)

1

A �(u� u 0)

with u0 = (m 2 � q2)=(s0 � q2). For integer �,the second term s becom es a sum over

�(u� u0)and itsderivatives.W ealso givethespectralfunction � ofthegeneralexpression

(m 2� p2)�� s�� ,from which theBorel-transform B̂ sub including continuum subtraction can

beobtained using (A.1):

�(t)= �(~m 2
� t)�(t� m

2)
sin��

�

1

(t� m 2)� u�(~m 2 � t)�

+ �(t� ~m 2)
sin(� + �)�

�

1

(t� m 2)� u�(t� ~m 2)�

with ~m 2 = (m 2 � �uq2)=u.
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