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This study focuses on the decay of the Bc meson to S-wave charmonia. Using lattice inputs on
Bc → J/ψ form factors, we have obtained theBc → ηc form factors using heavy quark spin symmetry
(HQSS) relations between the associated form factors after parametrizing and extracting the possible
symmetry breaking corrections. Using the q2 shapes of these form factors, we have extracted the
branching fractions B(B−

c → ηcℓ
−ν̄) (with ℓ = τ, µ(e)) and the decay rate distributions and have

predicted the Standard model estimate for the observable R(ηc) = Γ(B−
c → ηcτ

−ν̄)/Γ(B−
c →

ηcµ
−ν̄) = 0.302± 0.010. In addition, we have extracted the radial wave functions ψRBc(0), ψ

R
J/ψ(0)

and ψRηc(0) at small quark-antiquark distances from the available information on the form factors
from lattice and experimental data on radiative and rare decays of the J/ψ and ηc mesons. To
do so, we choose the theory framework of nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) effective theory. Using
our results, we have estimated the branching fractions of a few non-leptonic decays of Bc to J/ψ
or ηc and other light mesons. We have also updated the numerical estimates of the cross sections
σ(e+e− → J/ψηc, ηcγ) and predicted the branching fractions of Z boson decays to either J/ψ or ηc
final states or both.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the recent past and beyond, experimental collaborations like the B-factories and LHCb have gathered a plethora
of data on the various decays of Bu, Bd and Bs mesons which have helped improve our understanding of the under-
lying low-energy QCD dynamics. Similarly, the developments made in lattice calculations are also remarkable and
very useful. With improved precision, data might help pinpoint any underlying beyond the standard model (BSM)
dynamics.

The semileptonic b → cℓ−ν̄ (with ℓ = e, µ, τ) decays have gained a lot of attention over the past decade both
from theory as well as from experimental collaborations like Belle and LHCb. The modes with light leptons are used
for the extractions of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element Vcb while the mode with ℓ = τ is
expected to help probe new physics (NP) beyond the standard model (SM). Observables like ratios of the decay rates
R(D(∗)) = Γ(B̄ → D(∗)τ−ν̄)/Γ(B̄ → D(∗)µ−(e−)ν̄) have been predicted in the SM and experimental collaborations
have measured them; for a review see [1, 2]. At the present level of precision, data allows for sizeable NP contributions
to these modes [3, 4]. For a more robust conclusion, we need more precise inputs from the lattice and the experimental
collaborations.

In order to gain complementary phenomenological information compared to those mentioned above concerning
well-analyzed mesonic decays, the study of various other similar decay modes is essential. Such studies can be helpful
in improving our understanding of the nature of the anomalous results seen in B-meson decays. Moreover, any BSM
physics altering the results for these modes should affect and be constrained by other b → c transitions. Among all
such processes, the decays of the Bc meson is of considerable interest. In comparison to the Bu, Bd and Bs mesons,
Bc has some special properties:

• Bc-meson is a heavy quarkonium with mixed-heavy flavour: the bottom (b) and the charm (c) quarks. It hence
provides unique opportunities to study heavy-quark dynamics.

• LHCb is expected to produce around 5 × 1010 Bc events per year, and one can hope to gather insights about
the decay of the Bc meson with a degree of rigour that was hitherto not possible.
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• The lightest pseudoscalar Bc meson is stable against strong and electromagnetic interactions as it lies below the
BD̄ threshold, can only decay through weak interactions and is therefore longlived, making it an ideal system
to study weak decays of heavy quarks.

• Since both of its constituents are heavy, each of these can decay individually with the other as a spectator. This
possibility offers a promising opportunity to study various nonleptonic and semileptonic weak decays of heavy
mesons, which is helpful to test the SM and reveal any BSM physics.

The decay mode of the Bc meson involving a J/ψ is the most easily reconstructable. The CDF collaboration first
discovered the Bc meson via the B−

c → J/ψℓ−ν̄ decays. In the near future, this semileptonic decay can be useful to
extract |Vcb|. Furthermore, one can define a ratio R(J/ψ) similar to the one as defined above for probing NP. The
NP effects in B̄ → D∗τ−ν̄ decays will be highly correlated with those in B−

c → J/ψτ−ν̄ [4]. The LHCb collaboration
has measured this ratio which reads:

R(J/ψ) =
Γ(B−

c → J/ψτ−ν̄)

Γ(B−
c → J/ψµ−ν̄)

= 0.71± 0.17(stat)± 0.18(syst). (1)

As will be discussed in the following section, several QCD models exist in the literature from a theoretical perspctive.
Based on the modelling of the form factors, the value of R(J/ψ) lies in the range [0.25, 0.28] [5–8]. A model-independent
approach regarding the form factors [9] leads to the SM prediction of 0.25(3). The HPQCD lattice collaboration has
recently extracted the Bc → J/ψ form-factors over the full kinematically allowed region [10]. They have predicted
R(J/ψ) = 0.2582(38) [11], which is so far the most precise prediction and in tension with the LHCb result given in
Eq. 1.

Another equally important decay mode is B−
c → ηcℓ

−ν̄ which is analogous to the B̄ → Dℓ−ν̄ decay. So far, we don’t
have sufficient input on the form-factors relevant for this decay, nor do we have any measurement available. In this
paper, we have extracted the information on Bc → ηc form-factors using the available information on Bc → J/ψ form-
factors from lattice in combination with the heavy-quark-spin-symmetry (HQSS), and thus predicted the observable
R(ηc). In the non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) effective theory framework, the Bc → J/ψ and Bc → ηc form-factors
have been calculated including the next-to-leading order corrections at O(α2

s) [12–14] and the relativistic corrections
[15]. The numerical evaluation of these form-factors requires knowledge of the model-dependent non-perturbative
matrix elements, which are essentially the respective wave functions at the origin of the charmonium and the Bc. We
have extracted these matrix elements from the available information on the Bc → J/ψ form-factors from lattice. We
have also used the measured rates of the radiative and leptonic decays of J/ψ and ηc in the fit to extract the matrix
elements.

Finally, we have predicted R(ηc) using the fit results of the associated non-perturbative matrix elements relevant
for Bc meson and the charmoniums J/ψ and ηc. We have updated several other predictions related to e+e−, Higgs
and Z-decays to single or double charmonium and radiative modes involving J/ψ and/or ηc. Furthermore, we have
updated the predictions for the branching fractions of a few non-leptonic decay modes of the Bc, including a light
meson and J/ψ or ηc in the final state.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Theory

In order to obtain a reliable estimate for the decay rates of the semileptonic decays of Bc into final states involving
charmonium meson(s) such as B−

c → J/ψ(ηc)ℓ
−ν̄, an objective knowledge of the corresponding form factors over the

entire kinematical region is necessary. Till date, several theoretical approaches have been incorporated in order to
estimate the Bc → J/ψ form factors such as: perturbative QCD (PQCD) [16], the constituent quark model [5], the
relativistic quark model [17], the non-relativistic quark model [8], QCD sum rules [6], the relativistic constituent quark
model [7], the light-front covariant quark model (LFCQ) [18]. Our analysis is based on the form factors calculated
in the framework of NRQCD, which is an effective theory (EFT) approach [19–22]. For large enough masses, the
heavy quark-antiquark system can be treated as non-relativistic (NR). Such a system involves different scales: hard
(mass of the heavy quark m), soft (the relative momentum mv of the quark-antiquark pair) and the ultra-soft (the
binding energy E = mv2) with v << 1 and the hierarchy: m >> mv >> mv2. Another scale which is relevant for the
discussion is the QCD scale ΛQCD. The important fact about NRQCD which separates it from the other approaches
is that it can be systematically derived from the QCD Lagrangian. NRQCD is obtained by integrating out the hard
scale m from the QCD Lagrangian. The only assumption required m >> ΛQCD. The important non-perturbative
physics involves momenta of order mv and less. The relativistic effects are separated from the non-relativistic effects.
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However, the relativistic states (light degrees of freedom) impact the low energy physics. The relevant interactions
are local and systematically added as corrections to the leading order term of the NRQCD Lagrangian as a power
series in 1/m. As a result, the effective Lagrangian can be expressed as a series expansion in αs and 1/m:

LNRQCD =
∑
n

Cn(αs(m), µ)

mn
On(mv,mv

2, µ). (2)

Here, On’s are the low-energy effective operators and Cn’s are the corresponding perturbatively calculable Wilson
coefficients (WCs). µ is the factorization scale.

b c

c

B+
c J/ψ(ηc)

b c

c

B+
c J/ψ(ηc)

FIG. 1: The leading order Feynman diagram for semileptonic decays B−
c → J/ψ(ηc)ℓ

−ν̄

In full-QCD, the Bc → J/ψ(ηc) transition form factors f+, f0, V, A0, A1, A2 are defined as follows:

⟨ηc(p)|c̄γµb|Bc(P )⟩ =f+(q2)
[
Pµ + pµ −

m2
Bc

−m2
ηc

q2
qµ
]
+ f0(q

2)
m2
Bc

−m2
ηc

q2
qµ,

⟨J/ψ(p, ϵ∗)|c̄γµb|Bc(P )⟩ =
2iV (q2)

mBc +mJ/ψ
ϵµνρσϵ∗νpρPσ,

⟨J/ψ(p, ϵ∗)|c̄γµγ5b|Bc(P )⟩ =2mJ/ψA0(q
2)
ϵ∗ · q
q2

qµ −A2(q
2)

ϵ∗ · q
(mBc +mJ/ψ)

[
Pµ + pµ −

m2
Bc

−m2
J/ψ

q2
qµ
]

+ (mBc +mJ/ψ)A1(q
2)(ϵ∗µ − ϵ∗ · q

q2
qµ). (3)

Where the momentum transfer q = P − p. The Bc meson is a bound-state consisting of two heavy quarks with
different flavors; the masses of which are larger than ΛQCD. The relative velocity of these heavy quarks within the
Bc meson is small, i.e. v << 1. However, the magnitude is still considerably more than the velocities of constituent
quarks in the final state charmonium. One can hence apply the non-relativistic QCD formalism in order to study the
semileptonic Bc decays to charmonium. In the NRQCD formalism, the matrix element relevant to the Bc → J/ψ(ηc)
form-factors can be factorised as

⟨J/ψ(ηc)|c̄γµ(1− γ5)ν|Bc⟩ ≃
∑
n=0

ψ(0)Bcψ(0)J/ψ(ηc)T
n. (4)

Here, the nonperturbtive parameters ψ(0)Bc , ψ(0)J/ψ(ηc) are the Schrödinger wave functions at the origin for the bc̄
and cc̄ systems, which are defined as

ψ(0)ηc =
1√
2Nc

⟨ηc|ψ†
cχc|0⟩,

ψ(0)Bc =
1√
2Nc

⟨0|χ†
bψc|Bc⟩,

ψ(0)J/ψ =
1√
2Nc

⟨J/ψ|ψ†χc|0⟩. (5)

The hard scattering kernels Tn can be calculated perturbatively. Here, both the Bc meson and the charmonium
are treated as non-relativistic bound states. The leading order (O(αs)) results are obtained from the diagrams in
Fig. 1 [12]. The next-to-leading order (NLO) corrections at O(α2

s) accuracy are also available in the literature [12–
14]. The relativistic corrections to these form-factors, which are calculated in ref. [15] play an essential role in the
phenomenology of Bc meson decays to charmonium. These corrections are separated into two parts since there are
two bound states composed of a heavy quark and a heavy antiquark: the charmonium and the Bc meson. We define
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v as the relative velocity between the quarks inside the quarkonium and v′ as that inside the Bc meson. Half of the
relative momentum the quark inside the charmonium is defined as k = mcv

2 and half of the quark relative momentum is
defined as k′ = mredv

′ = mbmcv
′/(mb+mc) inside the Bc meson. Accordingly, the masses of the charmonium bound

states and Bc will be defined. In ref. [15], the authors expand the amplitude in powers of kµ in order to calculate the
relativistic corrections from the charm quark-antiquark pair interactions inside the charmonium. Analogously, the
relativistic corrections to the form factors from the charm and bottom quark interactions inside the Bc meson can be
obtained when the amplitude is expanded in powers of k

′µ. To estimate the magnitude of the relativistic correction
operator matrix elements, one has

⟨ηc|ψ†
c

(
− i

2
D
)2

χc|0⟩ ≃ |k|2⟨ηc|ψ†
cχc|0⟩ = |k|2ψ(0)ηc

⟨0|χ†
b

(
− i

2
D
)2

ψc|Bc⟩ ≃ |k′|2⟨0|χ†
bψc|Bc⟩ = |k′|2ψ(0)Bc

⟨J/ψ|ψ†
c

(
− i

2
D
)2

χc|0⟩ ≃ |k|2⟨J/ψ|ψ†χc|0⟩ = |k|2ψ(0)J/ψ (6)

where,

|v|2J/ψ(ηc)≈ 0.201, |v|2Bc ≈ 0.186.

Hence, the matrix elements of the relativistic operators can be estimated by the wave functions at the origin of the
heavy quarkonium. In ref. [15], including all these corrections as mentioned above the transition form-factors are
expressed as

Fi(q
2) = FLOi (q2)

[
1 +

αs
4π
fi,αs(s, γ) +

m2
c |v|2

4m2
b

fi,RC(z, y) +
m2
bm

2
c |v′|2

(mb +mc)2
fi,RC′(z, y) + h.o

]
,

where, s = m2
b/(m

2
b − q2), γ = (m2

b − q2)/(4mbmc), z = m2
c/m

2
b and y =

√
q2/m2

b respectively. The various functions
FLOi (q2), fi,αs(s, γ), fi,RC(z, y), and fi,RC′(z, y) are obtained from the refs. [13, 15]. The leading order contributions
FLOi (q2) are proportional to the product of ψ(0)Bcψ(0)J/ψ(ηc). Note that in the limit mb → ∞, the relativistic
corrections can be expressed in leading power in z = mc

mb
and the only unknown parameters are the non-perturbative

matrix elements as defined in Eq. 5 which need to be extracted from the available inputs. As mentioned in the
introduction, we fit them using the available lattice inputs [11] on the Bc → J/ψ form-factors and a few other inputs.
To obtain the form factors in NRQCD, we use the inputs on the strong coupling constant αs and the quark masses mb

and mc following the kinetic and pole-mass scheme. The corresponding values are given in table I. We have estimated
the relative size of the perturbative and relativistic corrections in all schemes. We found that the corrections are large
and highly scheme dependent. The details will be discussed in the following section.

αs(µ = mc) αs(µ = mb) mb mc Reference

(GeV) (GeV)

Pole mass Scheme 0.305(7) 0.2172(9) 4.78 1.67 [23]

MS Scheme 0.359(4) 0.2271(6) 4.18 1.27 [1]

Kinetic Scheme 0.401(6) 0.2206(3) 4.56 1.09 [23]

TABLE I: The values of the strong coupling constant αs(µ) (corrected at the 5-loop level [1]).

Note that the radial part of the Schrödinger wave functions defined in Eq. 5 are expressed as ψRM (0) via the relation

ψ(0)M =
1√
4π
ψRM (0). (7)

The factor of 1√
4π

comes from the spherical harmonics Y ml (θ, ϕ) as a result of assuming a spherically symmetric

potential. The radial part ψRM (0) arises as solutions to two-body non-relativistic quantum-systems at the origin (i.e
r = 0). In this paper, we will present our fit results for the radial wave functions: ψRBc(0), ψ

R
J/ψ(0) and ψRηc(0),

respectively. The corresponding Schrödinger wave functions can be obtained using the relation given in Eq. 7.
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B. Inputs

As discussed in the last section, the transition form factors in NRQCD are parametrized in terms of the mesonic
wave functions. A quantitative knowledge on these wave functions is hence imperative in order to obtain estimates for
exclusive dynamics (decays, productions, etc.) involving such mesons. We attempt to estimate the non-perturbative
matrix elements without assuming a dynamical model, in a data driven way. In what follows, we specify the theory
as well as experimental inputs that we use in our analysis.

1. Theory inputs

• Inputs from Lattice:

To obtain a fair estimate for the shape of the differential decay width distribution over the entire allowed
kinematical range, knowledge of the behaviour of the non-perturbative aspects of the decay, viz-a-viz the form
factors over the whole di-lepton range is imperative. The lattice inputs on the Bc → J/ψ form-factors are
available in the full kinematically allowed range of q2 [10] which could be instrumental in constraining the
q2 behaviour of the decay rate. In ref. [10], a fit to the simulated data has been carried out following the
Bourrely-Caprini-Lellouch (BCL) parametrization [24] for the form-factors defined over the entire di-lepton
mass invariant region for the corresponding form factors. The authors provide complete information regarding
their fits. The details of the relevant inputs used in the BCL parametrization can be seen from [10] which we
have also incorporated in our analysis. Note that the form-factor estimates in NRQCD are more reliable near
q2 = 0. Hence, using the central values, uncertainties and correlations among the coefficients of the polynomial
series provided by lattice, we generate synthetic data at maximum recoil (q2 = 0) for our analysis.

Reliable lattice estimates corresponding to the Bc → ηc transitions are, however, currently unavailable in the
literature. Ref. [25] provides certain estimates, albeit with an incomplete error treatment. We hence refrain
from using this input in our analysis. We will rather try to get estimates for these form-factors using lattice
inputs on Bc → J/ψ transition along with heavy quark spin symmetry.

• Inputs from QCD Sum Rules:
Calculations based on QCD Sum Rules (QCDSR) are available for the Bc → J/ψ(ηc) transition form factors at
q2 = 0 in the literature [26]. Such estimates could also be useful as additional inputs in constraining the low q2

behaviour of the differential decay distribution. For comparison, the complete information regarding the Lattice
and QCDSR inputs extracted at q2 = 0 has been summarized in table II .

Form factors (q2) Lattice data (Syn.) [10] QCD SR [26]

V J/ψ(0) 0.725(68) 0.70(6)

A
J/ψ
0 (0) 0.477(32) 0.53(4)

A
J/ψ
1 (0) 0.457(29) 0.50(5)

A
J/ψ
2 (0) 0.417(88) 0.43(5)

fηc0 (0) = fηc+ (0) − 0.41(4)

TABLE II: Values for the Bc → J/ψ form factors at the origin estimated from Lattice [10] and QCD Sum rules [26].

2. Experimental inputs

On the experimental side, we use the Branching Ratios (BR’s) of the decays: ηc → γγ, J/ψ → e+e− and J/ψ → γγγ
in our analysis as input in order to constrain the parameters. In particular these inputs are sensitive to ψRJ/ψ(0) and

ψRηc(0) respectively. Hence, the data will be helpful to constrain the relevant parameters which in turn will help

constrain ψRBc(0). Details about the theoretical expressions for these decays are as follows:

• ηc → γγ:

The analytic expression for the decay width corresponding to the di-photon decay of a general 1S0 heavy



6

quarkonium at order v2, where v denotes the relative velocity of the heavy quarks in the heavy quarkonium is
given by [27]:

Γ(H(1S
[1]
0 ) → γγ) =

Fγγ(
1S

[1]
0 )

m2
Q

⟨O(1S
[1]
0 )⟩H +

Gγγ(
1S

[1]
0 )

m4
Q

⟨P(1S
[1]
0 )⟩H , (8)

where

⟨P(1S
[1]
0 )⟩LO = q2⟨O(1S

[1]
0 )⟩LO. (9)

The leading order long distance matrix element (LDME) is related to the wave function at the origin as

⟨O(1S
[1]
0 )⟩H = 2Nc|ψ(0)H |2. (10)

Here q is half the relative three-momentum of the heavy quark and anti-quark that the heavy quarkonium

consists of. Fγγ(
1S

[1]
0 ) and Gγγ(

1S
[1]
0 ) are the short distance coefficients obtained by equating the expression

for the decay width of a heavy quarkonium decaying into light hadrons computed in perturbative QCD to that
computed in perturbative NRQCD and are given by

Fγγ(
1S

[1]
0 ) =2πα2e4Q(1 +

αs
π

π2 − 20

3
), (11)

Gγγ(
1S

[1]
0 ) =2πα2e4Q[−

4

3
+
αs
π

1

27
(48 ln

µ2
Λ

m2
Q

− 96 ln 2− 15π2 + 196)]. (12)

• J/ψ → e+e−:

The decay rate for J/ψ decaying into an electron-positron pair is given to the first order in perturbative QCD
corrections by [28]:

Γ[J/ψ → e+e−] =
2e2cπα

2

3

⟨O1⟩J/ψ
m2
c

(
1− 8

3

αs
π

)2

. (13)

The leading relativistic correction to the above can be expressed as a multiplicative factor(
1− 1

6
⟨v2⟩H

)2

× MH

2mc(1 + ⟨v2⟩H)
× 2mc

MH
, (14)

where the first (squared) term appears from the expansion of the corresponding amplitude in terms of the relative
velocity of the cc̄ pair. The second term takes into account the relativistic normalizations of the charmonium
states. The third and last term comes from the relativistic normalization factor in the standard expression for
the decay rate.

• J/ψ → γγγ:

The decay rate for the process J/ψ → 3γ in the NRQCD formalism can be written upto an error of v4 as [29]:

Γ(J/ψ → 3γ) =
8(π2 − 9)e6cα

3

9m2
c

∣∣⟨0|χ†σ · ϵ∗ψ|J/ψ(ϵ)⟩
∣∣2{1− 12.630

αs
π

+

[
132− 19π2

12(π2 − 9)
+

(
16

9
ln
µ2
f

m2
c

+G

)
αs
π

]
⟨v2⟩J/ψ + · · ·

}
, (15)

where ec =
2
3 and mc represents the electric charge and the mass of the charm quark. ⟨0|χ†σ ·∗ ψ|J/ψ(ϵ)⟩ is the

lowest order (LO) NRQCD J/ψ-to-vacuum matrix element. ϵ denotes the polarization vector of J/ψ. Up to an

error of v2, this matrix element can be approximated by
√
6ψ(0)J/ψ.

The corresponding experimental limits for the BR’s specified above are taken from PDG [30] and are summarized
in table III.
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Model Branching Ratio (BR)

J/ψ → e+e− 5.971(32)× 10−2

J/ψ → γγγ 1.16(22)× 10−5

ηc → γγ 1.61(12)× 10−4

TABLE III: Experimental results for the modes used in our analysis.

HQSS parameters Fit results (inputs: V,A0, A1, A2) Fit results (inputs: V,A0, A1)

kinetic Scheme kinetic Scheme

∆V (1) 0.827(40) 0.831(40)

∆A1(1) 0.843(27) 0.844(27)

∆A0(1) 0.845(27) 0.857(30)

∆A2(1) 0.846(58) N.A.

∆(1)′ −2.077(87) −2.131(91)

∆(1)′′ 4.910(445) 5.259(481)

TABLE IV: Fit results for the HQSS parameters in the mkinetic
b scheme.

III. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

A. Extractions of Bc → ηc form factors

As of now, we do not have any inputs on the Bc → ηc form factors fBc→ηc
+,0 from lattice collaborations1. However, as

discussed earlier, lattice inputs on the Bc → J/ψ form-factors are available. We can use these inputs and theoretical

tools like heavy quark spin symmetry (HQSS) [31, 32] to predict the form factors fBc→ηc
+,0 . In this sub-section, we will

discuss the details of the methodology used to constrain the shape of fBc→ηc
+,0 (q2).

Following heavy quark effective theory (HQET), all transition matrix elements between two hadrons with a single
heavy-quark (anti-quark) and the same light anti-quark (quark) are related via a universal function called the “Isgur-
wise” function. However, this approximation fails for a heavy-heavy bound-state system (as is the case for Bc decays).
This is due to the fact that both of the constituent quarks are now of comparable masses. This results in a broken
Heavy-Quark Flavor Symmetry. However, the decaying and the spectator quarks still retain their separate heavy-
quark spin symmetries. And in fact, such systems are described to a better degree of accuracy by non-relativistic
dynamics since the valence quarks are heavy. Therefore, the six transition form factors for Bc → J/ψ and Bc → ηc
can be related to a single universal function ∆ via the spin symmetries (instead of the flavour symmetry for the case of
the “Isgur-Wise” functions) [31, 32]. The trace formalism developed in [33] is useful to find the relative normalization
between these six form factors using NRQCD near the zero recoils [31, 32] and at the non-zero recoils [9]. Here, the
recoil angle w is defined as w = (m2

Bc
+m2

J/ψ − q2)/2mBcmJ/ψ. From ref. [9], following the leading order NRQCD

relations between the form factors in Bc → J/ψ and Bc → ηc, we obtain

V = −
mBc +mJ/ψ

2

cV
mBc

√
r
∆V (w) ,

A1 =
mBc

(mBc +mJ/ψ)

√
rcϵ∆A1

(w) ,

A2 = −
(mBc +mJ/ψ)

2mJ/ψ

√
r(rc1 + c2)∆A2

,

1 We are aware of the analysis by the HPQCD collaboration [25] but refrain from using the corresponding results due to their incomplete
error treatment.
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FIG. 2: Our 1σ estimates for the HQSS fit corresponding to the Bc → J/ψ form factors (dashed green bands)
compared to the corresponding estimates from Lattice (solid brown bands) in the mkin.

b scheme.

A0 =
cϵ + (1− wr)c1 + (w − r)c2

2
√
r

∆A0
(w) ,

f+ =
√
r
cP1 + cP2 r

−1

2
∆+(w) ,

f0 = m2
Bc

√
r
[
(1− wr)cP1 + (w − r)cP2

]
∆0(w) . (16)

Here, we have parametrised these ∆i(w) functions as given below following a Taylor series expansion around w = 1,

∆i(w) = ∆i(1) + (w − 1)∆(1)′ +
(w − 1)2

2
∆(1)′′. (17)

The unknown parameters ∆i(1), ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′ can be estimated via a χ2 optimization method using lattice results
on Bc → J/ψ form factors. Note that here the parameters ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′ are useful in determining the slope of the
shapes of the form factors. The definitions for r, k and ci’s can be obtained from ref. [9] and the references therein.
According to HQSS near the zero recoil (w = 1)

∆V (1) = ∆A1
(1) = ∆A2

(1) = ∆A0
(1) = ∆+(1) = ∆0(1) = ∆. (18)

In order to account for the symmetry-breaking corrections in the limit w → 1, we have kept all the ∆i(1) different in
our fit. However, for simplicity and lack of a sufficient number of inputs, we require ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′ to be the same
for all the form factors. As we shall see shortly, the ∆i’s are all consistent with each other within their 1σ confidence
intervals (CI).

We generate synthetic data points for the form factors in Bc → J/ψ decays over the allowed kinematical range using
the fit results and the correlations for the same given in ref. [10]. Using the generated pseudo data points and their
correlations, which are shown in table XVIII, we carry out the fit using the χ2-minimization procedure to extract the
parameters ∆i(1), ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′, respectively. We have generated pseudo data points for all the form factors: V ,
A0, A1 and A2. The χ

2 function is defined as :

χ2 =
∑
i,j

(OHQSSi −Olatticei )TVij(O
HQSS
j −Olatticej ). (19)
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FIG. 3: Our 1σ estimates for the HQSS fit corresponding to the Bc → J/ψ form factors (dashed green bands)
compared to the corresponding estimates from Lattice (solid brown bands) in the mkin.

b scheme.

Pseudo data points for fBc→ηc
+,0 (q2)

f+(6) f+(8) f+(10) f0(6) f0(8) f0(10)

0.767(56) 0.877(56) 1.006(56) 0.667(49) 0.726(46) 0.791(44)

TABLE V: Synthetic data for the Bc → ηc form factors generated using eq. 17 and the results of ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′

given in the third column of tab IV. Also, to generate the numbers, we have used the conservative inputs
∆+(w = 1) = ∆0(w = 1) = 0.844(47).

Where, (OHQSS −Olattice) is a column vector whose ith element is the difference between the theoretical expression
and the experimental value for the ith observable. Vi,j is the covariance matrix, the ith diagonal element of which is
the squared-uncertainty corresponding to the lattice estimate for the ith observable. The χ2 function depends on the

concerned parameters through the OHQSSi ’s.
The corresponding results in the kinetic scheme have been displayed in the second column of table IV. The results

obtained in the pole and MS schemes are consistent with those obtained in the kinetic scheme. Hence, we have
not shown them separately. We note that all the ∆i’s are consistent with each other within their 1σ CI’s. The
corresponding q2 shapes of the form factors obtained from the fit results are shown in fig. 2. These shapes have been
compared to the respective lattice results. The fit results based on HQSS symmetry can correctly reproduce the slopes
for the respective form factors and the corresponding q2 distributions for V (q2), A0(q

2), and A1(q
2). Note that we

can correctly reproduce the slope for A2(q
2) . However, the numerical values at different q2 points are marginally

consistent with the respective lattice results at 1σ CI.
Following the above observation, we have carried out another fit where we have excluded the inputs on A2(q

2). The
corresponding fit result is shown in the third column of table IV. Note that the results are almost identical to the
one obtained before in the fit with the pseudo data points on A2(q

2). Using these results we can obtain the shape of
A0(q

2), A1(q
2), and V (q2), respectively which are shown in figure 3. To obtain the shape of A2(q

2), we need to fix
∆A2

(1) (see eq. 16), which we obtain directly by solving the eq. A2(w = 1) = 0.740(131):

∆A2
(1) = 0.676± 0.120. (20)
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Fitted Results in Kinetic scheme

BCL coefficients With NRQCD inputs Without NRQCD inputs

a00 0.567(27) 0.571(31)

a10 -3.243(598) -3.173(652)

a0+ 0.642(31) 0.646(34)

a1+ -7.925(557) -7.876(587)

dof 3 2

p-Value 0.621 0.427

TABLE VI: Fit results for the BCL coefficients ani corresponding to the Bc → ηc transition form factors (we took
n=2 for f0 and n=1 for f+, since higher order coefficients are insensitive to the data) obtained from a fit to the

synthetic data generated under HQSS in the kinetic scheme displayed in table V.

(a) (b)

FIG. 4: Our estimates for the Bc → ηc form factor plots with a 2σ error allowed on ∆ηc in the mkin.
b scheme with

HQSS parameters fit result. We overlay the data provided by the HPQCD collaboration [25]. The bands represent
the 1σ region for the corresponding form factors with the brown band representing the form factors corresponding to
the HQSS parametrization and the green band specifying the BCL parametrization using the results from the third

column of table VI.

Using this result for ∆A2
(1), ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′ from table IV (3rd column), we have obtained the shape of A2(q

2)
which has been shown in the bottom right plot of figure 3. Thus, we are able to reproduce the q2 shapes of all four
form factors as predicted by lattice from our fits.

Our objective is to obtain the q2 shapes of the form factors fBc→ηc
+,0 (q2), which in the HQSS framework is

parametrized as shown in the relations provided in eqs. 16 and 17, respectively. We need the inputs on ∆(1)′,
∆(1)′′, ∆+(1) and ∆0(1) respectively in order to obtain these shapes. The inputs on the parameters ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′

can be collected from the fit results provided in table IV. In order to fix the values of ∆+(1) = ∆0(1), we use an
average over the values of ∆V (1), ∆A1

(1) and ∆A0
(1) obtained from the fit (the results of which we have shown in

the third column of table IV). Following this method we obtain

∆+(w = 1) = ∆0(w = 1) = 0.844(47). (21)

To keep our estimates conservative, we double the error displayed in eq. 21. The corresponding shapes of f+(q
2) and

f0(q
2) are shown in figs. 4a and 4b respectively. The shapes obtained are extremely consistent with the preliminary

lattice data points (without error) provided in ref. [25].
As we know, the q2 shapes of f+,0(q

2) can also be obtained using the BCL parametrization [24] for the respective
form factors. In this parametrization, both the form factors are written as a polynomial series in powers of q2.

fi(q
2) =

1

P (q2)

n∑
k=0

aki z
k(q2, t0) (22)
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FIG. 5: 1σ bands for the differential decay distributions corresponding to semileptonic Bc → ηc decays with a tauon
(green) or a muon (purple) in the final state.

with i = 0,+ and

z(q2, t0) =

√
t+ − q2 −

√
t+ − t0√

t+ − q2 +
√
t+ − t0

,

t0 = t+

(
1−

√
1− t−

t+

)
. (23)

In the above, t± = (mBc ± ηc)
2 and P (q2) = 1 − q2/m2

R. mR represents the masses of the low-lying Bc resonances.
We use mR = 6.34 GeV and 6.71 GeV for f+ and f0 respectively in accordance with ref. [26]. The goal here is
the extraction of the BCL expansion coefficients ai’s. To that end, we first generate pseudo data points for f+,0(w)
following eqs. 16 and 17 respectively using the fit results of ∆(1)′ and ∆(1)′′ given in table IV and ∆+(1), ∆0(1)
from eq. 21. These data points are provided in table V, and can be compared to more precise lattice estimates in the
future. We have checked that we get identical results using the results in the second column of table IV, which we have
not shown. We then fit the BCL coefficients using these pseudo datapoints, the results of which we have presented
in table VI. We reduce the number of free parameters from six to five by using the QCD relation f+(0) = f0(0).
The respective q2 shapes obtained using these fit results and the related correlations are shown in figs. 4a and 4b
respectively. As expected, these agree with the one obtained using HQSS expansion and the preliminary data from
lattice. We obtain the following values at q2 = 0:

fBc→ηc
+ (q2 = 0) = fBc→ηc

0 (q2 = 0) =

{
0.513± 0.040 (BCL),

0.541± 0.058 (HQSS).
(24)

Also, using this result for the form factors, we have predicted the lepton flavour universality conserving observable

R(ηc) =
Γ(B−

c →ηcτν̄τ )

Γ(B−
c →ηcµ−ν̄µ)

which is given by

R(ηc) = 0.302± 0.010. (25)

The estimated error is only 3%, which is the most precise theory estimate so far, even after we have doubled the error
on the HQSS parameters. Our prediction can be compared to the earlier predictions:

R(ηc) =


0.31+0.04

−0.02 [34],

0.30± 0.05 [9],

0.29± 0.05 [35].

(26)

Note that our prediction agrees with all these predictions. We also obtain Rηc following other schemes like the MS
and pole-mass schemes. The corresponding result is extremely consistent with the one obtained from the kinetic
scheme provided in eq. 25.

Using the estimates on the shape of f+,0(q
2) we have predicted the shape of 1

|Vcb|2
dΓ(B−

c →ηcℓ
−ν̄)

dq2 with ℓ = τ, µ(e).

The corresponding shapes are displayed in fig. 5. The overall normalization is dependent on the value of |Vcb|2. Our
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estimates for the uncertainties are rather large at present. We expect this to improve with more precise inputs on the
form factors so that the shape can be compared to future experiments. We also provide the q2 integrated branching
fraction B(B−

c → ηcℓ
−ν̄):

1

|Vcb|2
B(B−

c → ηcτ ν̄) = (1.040± 0.100),
1

|Vcb|2
B(B−

c → ηcµ
−ν̄) = (3.447± 0.421). (27)

With |Vcb| = 0.0403(5) [36] we obtain for the SM

B(B−
c → ηcτ

−ν̄) = (1.689± 0.168)× 10−3, B(B−
c → ηcµ

−ν̄) = (5.598± 0.698)× 10−3. (28)

All these predictions can be tested in future experiments, which will be helpful in understanding the predictive power
of HQSS.

B. Extractions of ψRM (0) with M = Bc, J/ψ, ηc

In this subsection, we will discuss the method to extract the radial wave functions ψRBc(0), ψ
R
J/ψ(0) and ψ

R
ηc(0) at very

small interquark distances using lattice inputs for the form factors and the experimental data mentioned in subsection
II B. We have done the analyses considering the experimental data specified in table III and the synthetic data points
(generated at q2 = 0) given in table II obtained from the lattice results. In order to estimate these parameters, we
construct a likelihood function comprising of the the radial wave functions as parameters. These parameters enter the
likelihood function via the expressions for the three observables BR(J/ψ → γγγ), BR(J/ψ → e+e−), BR(ηc → γγ)
and the expressions for the Bc → J/ψ(ηc) form factors at q2=0. In this analysis, we construct a χ2 function defined
as

χ2 =
∑
i

(ONRQCDi −Oexpti )2

σ2
i

+
∑
i,j

(ONRQCDi −Olatticei )TVij(O
NRQCD
j −Olatticej ). (29)

Here ONRQCDi s represent the theory expressions for the form factors and the decay rates calculated in the NRQCD

effective theory. Oexpti and Olatticei represent the relevant experimental data and the lattice inputs respectively. The
σi in the denominator of the first term represents the error in the experimental measurements at 1σ. Note that here
we use experimental data which are not correlated. We have also carried out two types of fits depending on whether

or not the inputs on fBc→ηc
+,0 (q2 = 0) obtained in subsection IIIA are used in the analyses. The extracted values of

the radial wave functions from both fits are consistent with each other.
The fit results obtained after minimizing the χ2 function defined in eq. 29 are shown in table VII for the kinetic,

MS and pole-mass schemes respectively. To obtain these results, we have not included the inputs on fBc→ηc
+,0 (q2 = 0).

This is because the form factors calculated in NRQCD are highly sensitive to masses of the b and c quarks. As
discussed earlier, the perturbative corrections at order αs and the first-order relativistic corrections to the form
factors calculated in NRQCD are available. To check the impact of these corrections on the extracted values of
ψRM (0), we present our results considering the NRQCD form factors at LO, LO+NLO, and LO+NLO+RC separately.
Furthermore, we consider a ±20% additional error due to the missing (QCD and relativistic) higher order corrections
to the form factors calculated in NRQCD in an additional fit. It is to be noted that the fit quality in the kinetic
scheme is relatively better than that in the pole mass and MS schemes.
The Bc → J/ψ form factors are sensitive to the product: ψRBc(0)ψ

R
J/ψ(0). It is thus possible to get constraints on

ψRJ/ψ(0) and ψ
R
ηc(0) directly from the experimental data given in Table III. Hence, a combination of these experimental

data and the lattice input on the form factors (at q2 = 0) will be useful to constrain ψRBc(0), ψ
R
J/ψ(0) and ψRηc(0)

simultaneously. However, ψRBc(0) will be constrained mainly by lattice. This is evident from our results: the extracted

values of ψRBc(0) gradually reduce while ψRJ/ψ(0) remain fixed with the inclusion of higher order corrections toBc → J/ψ

form factors. The reduction in the values of ψRBc(0) is because the higher order corrections in all these form factors
appear with a plus sign. There are hence no relative numerical cancellations between different orders. Each of the
parameters ψRBc(0) and ψ

R
ηc(0) can be extracted with an error of about 5%. However we obtain a very precise value for

ψRJ/ψ(0) with an error of about 1%. The extracted values of the form factors in the different fits provided in Table VII

are presented in table VIII. Note that in the fits without the additional corrections, apart from A2(0), the other three
form factors are consistent with the respective lattice inputs at the 1-σ CI. Not surprisingly though, the additional
corrections render the form factors consistent with the respective lattice inputs at their 1-σ CI.
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Schemes ψRBc(0) ψRJ/ψ(0) ψRηc(0) δV δA0 δA2 p-value

(I) LO

MS 0.404(24) 1.002(5) 0.848(32) − − − 0.037

Pole 0.437(26) 1.239(10) 1.067(41) − − − 0.002

Kinetic 0.680(41) 0.909(7) 0.760(29) − − − 0.156

(II) LO+NLO

MS 0.304(18) 1.002(5) 0.848(32) − − − 0.032

Pole 0.341(21) 1.239(10) 1.067(41) − − − 0.002

kinetic 0.496(30) 0.909(7) 0.760(29) − − − 0.160

(III) LO+NLO+RC

MS 0.232(14) 1.002(5) 0.848(32) − − − 0.025

Pole 0.239(15) 1.239(10) 1.067(41) − − − 0.001

kinetic 0.417(25) 0.909(7) 0.760(29) − − − 0.141

Fit-III

MS 0.227(21) 1.002(5) 0.848(32) 0.029(155) 0.089(146) -0.126(174) 0.043

Pole 0.233(21) 1.239(10) 1.067(41) 0.006(156) 0.103(149) -0.115(176) 0.002

± add. err. Kinetic 0.408(39) 0.909(7) 0.760(29) 0.064(154) 0.066(143) -0.141(172) 0.240

TABLE VII: Fit results for radial wave functions corresponding to the Bc, J/ψ and ηc mesons.

Predictions using the fit results

Form Factors Kinetic Scheme Pole Scheme MS Scheme Lattice data

LO + NLO With add. LO+NLO With add. LO+NLO With add.

+ RC err. +RC err. +RC err.

V J/ψ(0) 0.693(42) 0.704(61) 0.734(44) 0.718(60) 0.719(43) 0.712(60) 0.725(68)

A
J/ψ
0 (0) 0.460(28) 0.469(31) 0.453(27) 0.467(31) 0.456(27) 0.468(31) 0.477(32)

A
J/ψ
1 (0) 0.512(31) 0.480(72) 0.489(29) 0.477(68) 0.498(30) 0.478(69) 0.457(29)

A
J/ψ
2 (0) 0.557(33) 0.501(59) 0.541(32) 0.495(56) 0.549(33) 0.498(57) 0.417(88)

fηc+ (0)=fηc0 (0) 0.490(35) − 0.429(30) − 0.452(32) − −

TABLE VIII: The predictions of the respective form-factors (in NRQCD) at maximum recoil obtained using the fit
results in different schemes.

One can note from table VII that the extracted values of J/ψ and ηc wave functions do not change in the fit
with additional 20% error to the NRQCD form factors, whereas the best-fit point of ψRBc(0) is lowered by ≈ 2% and
the error increased by ≈ 4%. Therefore, even after considering an error around 20% for the missing higher order
corrections, ψRBc(0) can be extracted with an error of 10%. As a conservative estimate, we will consider an error of

approximately 15% in the extracted value of ψRBc(0) in Fit-III in the next part of our analyses. This was about 6% in
the actual fit. This means we are adding an error of nearly about 10% on account of the missing higher-order pieces.
For example in the kinetic scheme, we consider ψBc(0) = 0.417± 0.063 as a conservative estimate.

We have repeated Fit-III in table VII including the inputs on fBc→ηc
+,0 (q2 = 0) given in eq. 24. The result in the

kinetic scheme is given by

ψRBc(0) = 0.419± 0.016, ψRJ/ψ(0) = 0.9088± 0.0071, ψRηc(0) = 0.765± 0.027. (30)

Note that these fitted values are consistent with the corresponding ones in table VII. However, the inclusion of these
inputs reduces the error in the estimates of the radial wave functions. We have similar conclusions for the results
obtained in both the other schemes. Hence, we will not present them separately.

Note that in the ratios of the NRQCD form factors F
Bc→J/ψ
i /FBc→ηc

i , the radial wave function of the Bc meson

will cancel and it will become sensitive to R
J/ψ
ηc = ψRJ/ψ(0)/ψ

R
ηc(0). In this work, we have created pseudo data points

for these form factor ratios (at q2 = 0) using the information from lattice and HQSS (subsection IIIA). Using these

pseudo data points, we have extracted R
J/ψ
ηc which are presented in the first two rows of table IX. We have presented

the results in three different mass schemes and for the NRQCD form factors defined with “LO+NLO” and “LO +
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Inputs R
J/ψ
ηc = ψRJ/ψ(0)/ψ

R
ηc(0)

Kin. Scheme MS Scheme Pole scheme

Form factors (LO+NLO+RC) : Lattice 0.863(70) 0.802(65) 0.763(61)

Form factors (LO+NLO) : Lattice 0.891(72) 0.936(76) 1.010(80)

Expt. data (tab. III ) 1.196(45) 1.172(44) 1.126(42)

TABLE IX: The extracted values of R
J/ψ
ηc =

ψRJ/ψ(0)

ψRηc (0)
using lattice and experimental data separately.

Decay Const. (MeV) Lattice estimate QCDSR Our prediction:

Kin. Scheme

fBc 434 (15) [38, 39] -
0.147(29)a

0.174(11)b

fJ/ψ 405(6) [40] 401(36) [41] 349(50)

fηc 394.7(2.4) [42] 309(39) [41] 292(43)

TABLE X: Lattice results for the decay constants used in our analysis.

aψBc (0) has been taken from the fit (III) in table VII.
bψBc (0) has been obtained from the fit (II) in table VII.

NLO +RC” contributions respectively. We have also quoted the respective errors at their 1σ CI. The results show

that the best-fit values of R
J/ψ
ηc is slightly less than 1. The values are also consistent in different mass schemes even

after considering the relativistic corrections to the form factors. We have extracted the same ratio using only the
experimental data shown in table III. The results are shown in the third row of table IX. Note that the extracted

values of R
J/ψ
ηc are above those obtained using the inputs on the form factors, and they are inconsistent with each

other within their 1σ CI.

C. Decay constants and B(B−
c → ℓ−ν̄)

In the NRQCD approach, the detailed theoretical expressions for the decay constants fBc , fJ/ψ and fηc are given
as follows [37]:

fJ/ψ =

√
3

2mcπ
ψRJ/ψ(0)

[(
1− 8

3

αs
π

)2(
1− 1

6
⟨v2⟩J/ψ

)2

× 1

(1 + ⟨v2⟩J/ψ)

]1/2
, (31)

fηc =

√
3

2mcπ
ψRηc(0)

[
1 +

αs
π

π2 − 20

3
+ ⟨v2⟩ηc

(
−4

3
+
αs
π

1

27
(48 ln

µ2
Λ

m2
Q

− 96 ln 2− 15π2 + 196)

)]1/2
, (32)

fBc =

√
2

mBc

[
cf0 ⟨0|χ†

cψb|Bc(P )⟩+
cf2
m2
Bc

⟨0|χ†
c

(
− i

2
D
)2

ψb|Bc(P )⟩+O(v4)

]
. (33)

In eq. 33, the coefficients cf0 , c
f
2 are taken from ref [37] and the matrix elements are defined in eqs. 5 and 6 respectively.

Therefore, the decay constants are also sensitive to the mesonic wave function ψRM (0). In principle, one could use
these inputs to constrain the wave functions. The corresponding lattice inputs are available which are shown in the
second column in table X. Alternatively, one could predict these decay constants after extracting the wave functions
using some other inputs. We have tried both and discuss the outcome in what follows.

We have predicted the decay constants in the above equations using the results from table VII. We have extracted
ψRBc(0) from the NRQCD form factors defined with and without the relativistic corrections, which are presented as
Fit-III and Fit-II respectively, in table VII. Using both these results, we have estimated fBc , which are presented in
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Decay Mode Predictions using Predictions using Predictions in [37]

fBc = 0.147(29) (table X) fBc = 0.174(11) (table X)

102 × B(Bc → τν) 0.248(99) 0.350(42) 1.80+0.03
−0.04

105 × B(Bc → µν) 1.035(414) 1.461(177) 7.53+0.14
−0.16

TABLE XI: Predictions for the leptonic decays of the Bc meson.

table X. We have also presented estimates for fJ/ψ and fηc
2. In the same table, we have shown the corresponding

lattice predictions. Note that the lattice estimates are higher than the values we have obtained in our analysis. In
particular, the central values of fBc differ by more than 50%. However, the QCDSR predictions for fJ/ψ and fηc given

in the same table are consistent with our obtained values. In addition, we have estimated the ratio R
J/ψ
ηc defined in

table IX using the lattice inputs on fJ/ψ and fηc . The obtained values are given by

RJ/ψηc =


1.026± 0.016 (Kinetic scheme),

1.005± 0.016 (MS scheme),

0.966± 0.016 (Pole mass scheme).

(34)

These numbers are relatively more precise than those obtained in table IX and the values lie in between those we get
using the lattice form factor and experimental data respectively.

Using our estimates for fBc , we present our predictions for the branching fraction of Bc → ℓν decays with (ℓ = τ, µ).
The corresponding expression for the decay rate is given by

Γ(Bc → ℓν) =
G2
F

8π2
|Vcb|2f2Bcm

3
Bc

m2
ℓ

m2
Bc

(
1− m2

ℓ

m2
Bc

)2

(35)

The decays of pseudoscalar mesons into light lepton pairs are helicity suppressed, i.e. their decay widths are suppressed

by
m2
ℓ

m2
Bc

. The results are shown in table XI. As expected our predicted values are much lower than what one can

obtain using the lattice result for fBc . They are also lower than those obtained in [37] where fBc has been defined
in NRQCD. However, they have used ψRBc(0) ≈ 1.28 which is almost three times larger than what we have obtained
using the lattice inputs.

Following the observation made above, we can comment that the simultaneous explanation of the lattice data for
the Bc → J/ψ form factors and the decay constants is not possible currently. We have carried out a fit using all these
inputs on form factors and decay constants. The results had very low p-values as per our expectations. Assuming no
error on behalf of the lattice collaborations, the reason for such a mismatch could be the unknown higher-order pieces
in the form factors predicted by NRQCD. It is important to note that for the NRQCD form factors the corrections
at order αs are being cross-checked. However, the relativistic corrections have not been subjected to any such check
thus far. This is something that should be done but is outside the scope of this work. For a similar reason, one may
need to cross check the higher order pieces in the NRQCD expression for the decay constant obtained in ref. [37].

In this paper, we have done a toy analysis where we have parametrised the relativistic corrections in the Bc → J/ψ
form factors as

Fi(q
2) = FLOi (q2)

[
1 +

αs
4π
fi,αs(s, γ) +

m2
c |v|2

4m2
b

δ1i +
m2
c |v′|2

(mb +mc)2
δ2i

]
, (36)

where δi’s are the free parameters which will be obtained from the fit to lattice inputs and experimental data discussed
earlier. We have also added unknown parameters in the NRQCD expressions for the decay constants to take care of
the missing higher-order pieces. We fit these parameters alongside δi’s defined in eq. 36 from the available inputs. We
incorporate lattice inputs for Bc → J/ψ form factors at q2 = 0, BR(J/ψ → e+e−), BR(J/ψ → γγγ), BR(ηc → γγ),
and the lattice inputs on the decay constants fBc . The fit results are shown in table XII. To explain the available inputs
on the form factors, we need large relativistic corrections in all the form factors (≈ 70%) along with a relative sign
difference with the respective (LO + NLO) results. However, to explain the available inputs in the decay constants, the
unknown higher-order pieces are relatively small as compared to those in the form factors. The available relativistic

2 The extracted values of ψR
J/ψ

(0) and ψRηc (0) are the same in Fit-II and Fit-III of table VII.
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Fit results and the respective predictions in NRQCD in the different scheme.

Fit results Predictions using the fit results

Parameters Kinetic Pole mass MS Form-factors kinetic mass Pole mass MS

Scheme Scheme Scheme & Scheme Scheme Scheme

decay constants

ψRBc(0) 1.232(143) 1.305(160) 1.268(151) V J/ψ(0) 0.726(68) 0.725(68) 0.725(68)

ψRJ/ψ(0) 0.906(125) 1.406(202) 1.068(153) A
J/ψ
0 (0) 0.478(32) 0.477(32) 0.477(32)

ψRηc(0) 0.758(116) 1.232(211) 0.900(143) A
J/ψ
1 (0) 0.457(29) 0.457(29) 0.457(29)

10−2 × δ1V −0.114(979) −0.094(971) −0.111(975) A
J/ψ
2 (0) 0.421(87) 0.418(88) 0.418(88)

10−2 × δ1A0 −0.114(979) −0.090(971) −0.106(975) fBc 0.434(15) 0.434(15) 0.434(15)

10−2 × δ1A1 −0.129(979) −0.097(971) −0.115(975) fJ/ψ 0.349(48) 0.437(63) 0.381(54)

10−2 × δ1A2 −0.139(979) −0.101(971) −0.119(975) fηc 0.292(44) 0.361(62) 0.315(50)

10−2 × δ2V −1.098(441) −0.768(480) −0.963(452)

10−2 × δ2A0 −1.099(433) −0.733(480) −0.927(451)

10−2 × δ2A1 −1.243(428) −0.787(479) −0.999(451)

10−2 × δ2A2 −1.336(440) −0.819(480) −1.039(452)

δJψee −0.0006(932) −0.009(94) −0.007(94)

δJψγγγ 0.035(39) 0.032(39) 0.032(39)

δfBc 0.010(100) 0.002(100) 0.003(100)

dof 5 5 5

p-Value 0.896 0.980 0.951

TABLE XII: Fit results for the radial wave functions corresponding to the Bc, J/ψ and ηc mesons and the
predictions of the respective form-factors (in NRQCD) at maximum recoil obtained using the fit results in different

schemes.

R(J/ψ)=
Γ(B−

c →J/ψτ−ν̄)

Γ(B−
c →J/ψℓ−ν̄)

(ℓ = µ, e) R(ηc)=
Γ(B−

c →ηcτ
−ν̄)

Γ(Bc→ηcℓ−ν̄)
(ℓ = µ, e)

Willson’s coefficients best fit values kinetic Scheme kinetic Scheme

Re(CS1) 0.152(40) 0.255(4) 0.373(24)

Re(CS2) -1.336(44) 0.240(4) 0.214(14)

Re(CV1) 0.08(2) 0.301(12) 0.353(17)

Re(CV2) -0.07(3) 0.292(16) 0.262(19)

Re(CT ) -0.05(1) 0.281(8) 0.289(10)

TABLE XIII: The NP sensitivities of R(J/ψ) (third column) and R(ηc) (fourth column) for different one-parameter
scenarios taken one at a time. The best fit points for the one parameter scenarios have taken from ref. [36].

corrections in ref. [15] are large but appear with the same sign as that of the respective (LO+NLO) results. In
addition, we now obtain relatively large values for ψRBc(0), which is consistent with the QCD model predictions
mentioned earlier. We will conclude this section by stating that a further detailed understanding of all the inputs is
required to understand these discrepancies.

D. Test of NP in B−
c → J/ψ(ηc)τ

−ν̄τ decays

This section will discuss the NP effects in Bc → J/ψ(ηc)τντ decays. It was shown in ref. [36] that the data on
the decay rates and the angular distributions of B → D(∗)µ(e)ν decays suggest negligible NP effects in b → cµ(e)ν
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FIG. 6: Variation of the R(J/ψ) (top-left) and R(ηc) (top-right) observables w.r.t. real NP WC’s taken one at a
time in the kinetic scheme. The grey regions are allowed by the current experimental limits, R(J/ψ)expt.=

0.71(17)(18). In the plot, R(J/ψ)SM=0.2582(38) and R(ηc)
SM=0.302(10) and. Please consult the legend for the

respective colour coding of the plots. The SM predictions and the predictions in the one operator scenarios are
shown in dots with error bars. For the predictions please see the results of table XIII.

decays. Therefore, we have not considered the NP in Bc → J/ψ(ηc)µν decays. The new operator basis for b → cτντ
decays is given by the following effective Hamiltonian

Heff =
4GF√

2
Vcb [(δℓτ + CℓV1

)Oℓ
V1

+ CℓV2
Oℓ
V2

+ CℓS1
Oℓ
S1

+ CℓS2
Oℓ
S2

+ CℓTOℓ
T ] , (37)

where CℓW (W = V1, V2, S1, S2, T ) are the new Wilson coefficients (WC) corresponding to the following four-fermi
operators:

Oℓ
V1

= (c̄Lγ
µbL)(τ̄LγµνℓL),

Oℓ
V2

= (c̄Rγ
µbR)(τ̄LγµνℓL),

Oℓ
S1

= (c̄LbR)(τ̄RνℓL),

Oℓ
S2

= (c̄RbL)(τ̄RνℓL),

Oℓ
T = (c̄Rσ

µνbL)(τ̄RσµννℓL) . (38)

Here, we have considered only left handed neutrinos. The decay distribution can be written as-

dΓ (Bc → ηcτντ )

dq2
=

G2
F |Vcb|2

192π3m3
Bc

q2
√
ληc(q

2)

(
1− m2

τ

q2

)2{
|1 + CV1 + CV2 |

2

[(
1 +

m2
τ

2q2

)
Hs2
V,0 +

3

2

m2
τ

q2
Hs2
V,t

]
+
3

2
|CS1

+ CS2
|2Hs2

S + 8 |CT |2
(
1 +

2m2
τ

q2

)
Hs2
T + 3Re

[
(1 + CV1

+ CV2
)
(
C∗
S1

+ C∗
S2

)] mτ√
q2
Hs
SH

s
V,t

−12Re [(1 + CV1 + CV2)C
∗
T ]

mτ√
q2
Hs
TH

s
V,0

}
, (39)

and

dΓ (Bc → J/ψτντ )

dq2
=

G2
F |Vcb|2

192π3m3
Bc

q2
√
λJ/ψ(q2)

(
1− m2

τ

q2

)2{(
|1 + CV1

|2 + |CV2
|2
)[(

1 +
m2
τ

2q2

)(
H2
V,+ +H2

V,− +H2
V,0

)
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b c

c

B+
c (cc)

W+ q

u P, V

FIG. 7: Tree level Feynman diagrams for the non-leptonic Bc → (cc̄)(P, V ) decays, where P and V stand for a light
pseudo-scalar meson and a vector meson and (cc̄) stands for S and P wave charmonium.

+
3

2

m2
τ

q2
H2
V,t

]
− 2Re

[
(1 + CV1

)C∗
V2

] [(
1 +

m2
τ

2q2

)(
H2
V,0 + 2HV,+HV,−

)
+

3

2

m2
τ

q2
H2
V,t

]
+

3

2
|CS1

− CS2
|2H2

S

+8 |CT |2
(
1 +

2m2
τ

q2

)(
H2
T,+ +H2

T,− +H2
T,0

)
+ 3Re

[
(1 + CV1

− CV2
)
(
C∗
S1

− C∗
S2

)] mτ√
q2
HSHV,t

−12Re [(1 + CV1
)C∗

T ]
mτ√
q2

(HT,0HV,0 +HT,+HV,+ −HT,−HV,−)

+12Re [CV2
C∗
T ]

mτ√
q2

(HT,0HV,0 +HT,+HV,− −HT,−HV,+)

}
. (40)

In Fig. 6, we depict the variations of R(J/ψ) and R(ηc) w.r.t the various NP WCs. Note that corresponding
to the scalar operators, one observes only a slight variation in R(J/ψ) while it could be relatively large in R(ηc).
However, the deviations from the respective SM predictions could be significant in both scenarios with additional
left or right-handed or tensor quark operators. Experimental measurement is available for R(J/ψ) and is provided in
eq. 1. It is represented by the grey region in the top-left plot in fig. 6. Note that the data is a few sigma away from
the respective SM predictions. The one-operator scenarios with a scalar operator cannot explain the data. However,
the one operator scenarios OV1

or OV2
or OT can. We have also checked whether the NP allowed by R(D(∗)) in the

semileptonic B → D(∗) decays can explain the present data on R(J/ψ). To check this, we have taken the constraints
on the new WCs from ref. [36], which is based on the data on R(D(∗)). The respective values obtained for R(J/ψ)
are shown in table XIII. These estimates are also indicated in the figure. For details, please check the legend. As can
be noted, the available constraints on the new real WCs are not consistent with the observation on R(J/ψ). None of
the scenarios can explain the R(J/ψ) data. However, we do observe deviations from the SM prediction. In a similar
fashion, we obtain the values for R(ηc) corresponding to the allowed values of the new WCs, which are shown in table
XIII and in the top-right plot in Fig. 6. We also register deviations w.r.t the SM prediction. For a check, precise
measurements of both these observables are necessary.

IV. A FEW NON-LEPTONIC DECAYS OF Bc MESON INTO CHARMONIUM:

Non-leptonic decays of heavy mesons offer an opportunity to understand the nature of Quantum Chromodynam-
ics(QCD). The Bc mesons can decay non-leptonically via the decays of the b̄ quark with the c quark as the spectator
or vice versa. There could also be annihilation dominated decays of Bc mesons. We study the exclusive non-leptonic
two-body Bc decays within the factorization approximation with the leading order non-factorizable corrections cal-
culated in NRQCD [13, 15, 43]. As a leading order approximation, naive factorization is widely used to study these
decays in which the non-leptonic decay amplitudes reduce to the product of the form factor and a decay constant.
For the decays we have considered in this analysis, the amplitudes are expressed as the product of the decay constant
and the transition form factors for Bc → J/ψ(ηc) transitions. For the decay constant, we have used the corresponding
lattice estimates [1] and the lattice estimates for the relevant form factors in Bc → J/ψ decays. At the same time,

for fBc→ηc
+,0 we use our estimates given in the subsection IIIA. In evaluating the non-factorizable corrections, we have

used our estimates for radial wave functions given in table VII. The branching fractions of a few such non-leptonic
decays have been measured.
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1. Formalism

The theoretical description of the non-leptonic decays involves the matrix elements of the local four-fermion oper-
ators. The effective and CKM favored Hamiltonian for the b→ cūd transition can be written as follows:

Heff =
GF√
2
V ∗
udVcb

(
C1(µ)Q1(µ) + C2(µ)Q2(µ)

)
, (41)

Here, Vud, Vcb are the CKM matrix elements, and the Ci(µ)s are the Wilson coefficients (WCs) which take into
account the short-distance effects. The WCs C1,2(µ) are evaluated perturbatively at the W scale and are then evolved
down to the renormalization scale µ ≈ mb by the renormalization group equations. The effects of soft gluons below
the scale µ with the virtualities remain in the hadronic matrix elements of the local four-fermion operators Qi. The
four-fermion effective operators Q1,2(µ) are defined as

Q1 = d̄αγ
µ(1− γ5)uαc̄βγµ(1− γ5)bβ ,

Q2 = d̄αγ
µ(1− γ5)uβ c̄βγµ(1− γ5)bα, (42)

where α and β are color indices, and the summation conventions over repeated indices are understood. The Fierz
rearrangement

TAαβT
A
ρλ = −1

6
δαβδρλ +

1

2
δαλδρβ , (43)

can be used to change the above basis to

Q0 = Q1, Q8 = −1

6
Q1 +

1

2
Q2, (44)

with the following Wilson coefficients (WCs) [44]

C0 = C1 + C2/3 =
2

3
C+ +

1

3
C− , C8 = 2C2 = C+ − C− , (45)

where

C± =

[
αs(MW )

αs(µ)

] γ±
2β0

, γ± = ±6
Nc ∓ 1

Nc
, β0 =

11Nc − 2nf
3

. (46)

In this paper, we have only focused on the CKM favored processes. Here, we do not consider non-leptonic Bc decays

into D(∗), D
(∗)
s mesons as these decays are strongly CKM suppressed. We limit our analysis of the Bc non-leptonic

decays to the case when the final meson Mcc̄ is charmonium, and the light M meson is π, K(∗), ρ. The corresponding
Feynman diagram is shown in fig 7.

Following the naive-factorization approximation the amplitude can be expressed as

⟨Mcc̄M |Heff |Bc⟩ ∝ Ci⟨Mcc̄|(b̄c)V−A|Bc⟩ × ⟨M |(q̄1q2)V−A|0⟩ ≈ CifMF
Bc→Mcc̄ , (47)

where fM and FBc→Mcc̄ are the decay constant and the form factor, respectively. Note that in the above equation,
the matrix elements of the weak current between the vacuum and a pseudoscalar (P) or a vector (V) meson have been
parametrized by the decay constant (fP , fV ) and defined as:

⟨P (pµ)|(q̄1q2)V−A|0⟩ = −ifP pµ, ⟨V |(q̄1q2)V−A|0⟩ = −ifVmV ϵ
∗
µ,

where mV and ϵµ are the mass and polarization vectors of the vector meson. The matrix elements ⟨Mcc̄|(b̄c)V−A|Bc⟩
are already defined in eq. 3. Note that, in general the matrix element between the vacuum and the mesonic state can
be parametrized by the mesonic wave function and its decay constant as follows:

⟨0|q1(0)γµγ5q2(0)|P (P )⟩ = ifPP
µ

∫ 1

0

dxϕP (x), (48)

⟨0|q1(0)γµq2(0)|V (P ), ϵλ=0⟩ = ifVMV ϵ
µ

∫ 1

0

dxϕV ∥(x), (49)
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Gegenbauer Coefficients Decay constant Form factors

Mesons Coefficient Values (MeV) [1] (Kin. sch.)

π [45] a1 0 fπ = 130.5 f0(m
2
π) = 0.505(44)

a2 0.116+19
−20

K [45] a1 0.0525+31
−33 fK = 155.72 f0(m

2
K) = 0.510(44)

a2 0.106+15
−16

a
||,⊥
1 0

ρ [46] a
||
2 0.132± 0.027 fρ = 221 f+(m

2
ρ) = 0.527(44)

a⊥2 0.101± 0.022

a
||
1 0.03± 0.02

K∗ [47] a⊥1 0.04± 0.03 fK∗ = 220 f+(m
2
K∗) = 0.534(44)

a
||
2 0.11± 0.09

a⊥2 0.10± 0.08

TABLE XIV: Gegenbauer moments for the twist-2 distribution amplitudes of light mesons and the inputs for the
decay constants used in the estimate of the branching fractions of the non-leptonic decays of Bc meson.

⟨0|q1(0)σµνq2(0)|V (P ), ϵλ=±1⟩ = if⊥V

∫ 1

0

dx(ϵµP ν − ϵνPµ) ϕV⊥(x). (50)

Hence, following the QCD factorization approach, the most general expression for the decay amplitude for Bc →
M1(cc̄)M2 decays is given by

A(Bc →M1(cc̄)M2) ∼ FB→M1(0)fM2

∫ 1

0

dx TH(x) ϕM2(x) +O(
1

mb
) +O(v2), (51)

where FB→M1 and fM2 are the form factor and the decay constant, respectively. M1 represents the meson that takes
away the spectator quark. ϕM2 is the light-cone-distribution amplitude (LCDA) of the meson M2, and the TH are the
perturbatively calculable hard-scattering kernels for the various operators in the effective weak Hamiltonian (eq. 41

). In the naive factorization approximation, TH is independent of x, and
∫ 1

0
dx ϕM2(x) = 1 is obtained from the

normalization. Hence, under this approximation, the amplitude is proportional to the product of the decay constant
and the form factor. Once we add the non-factorizable contributions, i.e. contributions from the diagrams containing
gluon exchanges that do not belong to the form factor for the Bc →M1 transition, the hard scattering kernels given
in eq. 51 can be generalized as [13],

A(B+
c → J/ψ(ηc)P ) =

GF√
2
V ∗
udVcb

∫ 1

0

dx ϕP (x)
[
C0(µ)

(
Tf,0(µ) + Tnf,0(x, µ)

)
⟨Q0⟩+ C8(µ)Tnf,8(x, µ)⟨Q8⟩

]
, (52)

Tf,i(µ) =

∞∑
k=0

(
αs
4π

)kT
(k)
f,i (µ) , Tnf,i(µ) =

∞∑
k=0

(
αs
4π

)kT
(k)
nf,i(µ) , (53)

where P is a pseudoscalar meson. In these equations, the hard kernels Tf and Tnf represent the factorizable and
non-factorizable contributions in the decay amplitudes, respectively, which are perturbatively calculable. These can
further be classified as the contributions to ⟨Q0⟩ and ⟨Q8⟩, respectively. In NRQCD, the matrix elements ⟨Q0⟩ and
⟨Q8⟩ for Bc → ηc decays can be written as [13]:

⟨Q0⟩Bc→ηcP =(M2
Bc −M2

ηc)fP f
Bc→ηc
0 (q2 =M2

P ) (54)

⟨Q8⟩Bc→ηcP =
2
√
2πfPψηc(0)ψBc(0)CACFαs

√
mb +mc(mb + 3mc)

2(xmc − (x− 1)mb)

m
3/2
c N2

c (mc −mb)
(
(x− 1)mb + (3x− 2)mc

)(
xmb + (3x− 1)mc

) .

The same matrix elements for Bc → J/ψ decays are obtained as [13]

⟨Q0⟩Bc→J/ψP =− 2mJ/ψfPPBc · ϵ∗J/ψA
Bc→ηc
0 (q2 =M2

P ) (55)
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Decay modes Kinetic Scheme Other estimates

(×103) Naive Fac. with corrections PQCD RQM QCDSR

(fac. + Non-fact. (LO)) [48] [49] [6]

B(Bc → J/ψπ) 0.703(92) 0.698(92) 2.33(63) 0.61 1.3

B(Bc → J/ψK) 0.053(7) 0.053(7) 0.19(4) 0.05 0.11

B(Bc → ηcπ) 0.855(119) 0.840(118) 2.98(84) 0.85 2.0

B(Bc → ηcK) 0.065(9) 0.064(9) 0.24(4) 0.07 0.13

B(Bc → ηcρ) 2.422(324) 2.380(321) 9.83(138) 2.1 4.2

B(Bc → ηcK
∗) 0.127(17) 0.125(17) 0.57(10) 0.11 0.20

TABLE XV: The predictions for the branching fractions in a few Bc → ηc(P, V ), and Bc → J/ψP decays. For the
predictions with non-factorizable corrections the radial wave functions are taken from Fit-III of table VII. Our

predictions have been compared with those obtained in other methods/models.

⟨Q8⟩Bc→J/ψP = −
8
√
2πfPψJ/ψ(0)ψBc(0)PBc · ϵ∗J/ψCACFαs(mb +mc)

2

m
1/2
c N2

c (mb −mc)2
(
(x− 1)mb + (3x− 2)mc

)(
xmb + (3x− 1)mc

)×(
3(2x− 1)mbmc + (x− 1)m2

b + (9x− 4)m2
c

)
.

Here, ψcc̄(0) and ψM2
(0) are the Schrödinger wave function defined earlier. In the above equations, we define

PBc · ϵ∗J/ψ =
mBc
mJ/ψ

|p|, |p| =
√

[m2
Bc

−(mJ/ψ+mp)2][m
2
Bc

−(mJ/ψ−mp)2]
2mBc

, z = mc
mb

, mBc = (mb +mc), mJ/ψ = mηc = 2mc. In

the above expressions, we have used the inputs on the form factors extracted from lattice discussed earlier. Note that
at the tree level, the hard kernel T 0

f,0 = 1 and independent of x. At the one-loop level T 1
f,0(µ) does not depend on x

either. For these types of contributions the convolution integral in eq. 52 could simply be written as
∫ 1

0
dx ϕP (x) = 1,

the normalization condition. At the lowest order for both the decay modes T 0
nf,0 = 0 and T 0

nf,8 = 1. The detailed

mathematical expressions for the T 1
f,0, T

1
nf,0 and T 1

nf,8 can be obtained from ref. [13]. However, we have not taken

into account the non-factorizable contributions T 1
nf,0 and T 1

nf,8 in our analysis. The LCDA of light meson can be
written as an expansion in Gegenbauer polynomials, defined as follows:

ϕM (x, µ2) = 6x(1− x)
[
1 +

∞∑
n=1

aMn (µ2)C3/2
n (2x− 1)

]
, (56)

where the Gegenbauer polynomial is given by the coefficient C
3/2
n (2x − 1) and aMn s are the Gegenbauer moments.

In the asymptotic limit, the above equation can be written as ϕM (x) ≈ 6x(1 − x). Following the definitions given
in eq. 48 we obtain that only the parallel component of the wave functions contributes to the decay amplitude in
Bc → ηcV (ρ,K∗) decays. The transition amplitude for Bc → ηcV will have only the longitudinal components A||
which can be expressed as

A||(Bc → ηc V ) =
GF√
2
V ∗
udVcb

∫ 1

0

dx ϕV,||(x)×(
C0(µ)

(
Tf,0(µ) + Tnf,0(x, µ)

)
⟨Q0⟩Bc→ηcV + C8(µ)Tnf,8(x, µ)⟨Q8⟩Bc→ηcV

)
,

with the twist-2 LCDA given by

ϕV,||(x, µ) = 6x(1− x)
[
1 +

∞∑
n=1

an,||(µ)C
3/2
n (2x− 1)

]
, (57)

The matrix elements ⟨Q0⟩Bc→ηcV and ⟨Q8⟩Bc→ηcV can be obtained from eq. 54 with the replacement fP → fV . In
this analysis, we will predict the branching fractions of the Bc → J/ψ(π,K) and Bc → ηc(π,K,K

∗, ρ) decays. The
available inputs on the Gegenbauer moments are given in table XIV which we have used in our analysis.
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Following the formalism and the relevant inputs discussed above, we have predicted the respective branching
fractions. We have presented the results in the naive factorization approximation and including non-factorizable
corrections at LO (discussed above), respectively. As discussed before, for the numerical estimates we need the inputs

on the form factors A
Bc→J/ψ
0 (M2

P ) and f
Bc→ηc
0 (M2

P ) whereMp is the mass of the light meson to which Bc is decaying.
Following are the lattice inputs for A0 and f0:

A
Bc→J/ψ
0 (m2

π) = 0.478± 0.031, fBc→ηc
0 (m2

K) = 0.513± 0.035, (58)

which we have extracted from the results of ref. [10]. The inputs for the f0’s are shown in table XIV, which we have
obtained from our analysis in subsection IIIA. In this table, we have presented the results in the kinetic scheme. For
the numerical estimates of the non-factorizable corrections calculated in NRQCD, we need inputs on the radial wave
functions which we have taken from “Fit-III” of table VII. The inputs on Gegenbauer coefficients for the light meson
wave functions have been taken from table XIV.

Using all the relevant inputs discussed above, we predict the respective branching fractions shown in table XV. The
estimated errors in the branching fractions in both estimates are ≈ 15%. This precision is based on lattice inputs. We
have compared our results with other estimates based on QCD models. In PQCD [48] and QCDSR [49] approaches,
the estimated values are relatively higher due to the different inputs for the form factors used in both analyses.
However, our predictions include the estimates presented in the relativistic quark model [6], though they have not
provided any error in their estimates. We have estimated the f0(M

2
P ) in the other two mass schemes, which are shown

in table XIX (appendix). Using these inputs alongside other inputs discussed above, we obtain the predictions for the
branching fractions shown in the appendix in table XX. These predictions are consistent with those obtained in the
kinetic scheme.

V. PREDICTIONS FOR OTHER PRODUCTION AND DECAY MODES FOR CHARMONIUM

Using the results in table VII, one could update the predictions of various decay rates and production or annihilation
cross-sections calculated in the NRQCD effective theory involving these charmoniums. This is not the goal of this
paper. However, we update the predictions of a few interesting channels in this section.

A. Electron positron annihilation to charmonium:

We have also studied e+e− decays into double charmonium in the scope of the NRQCD framework. The corre-
sponding results are presented below in table XVI. The explicit expressions for the cross-sections corresponding to
these decay channels are presented below.

• e+e− → J/ψ + ηc:

The production rate up to O(αsv
2) can be written as [50, 51].

σ[e+e− → J/ψ + ηc] = σ0 + σ2 +O(σ0v
4) (59)

Where,

σ0 =
8πα2m2

c(1− 4r)3/2

3
⟨O1⟩J/ψ⟨O1⟩ηc |c0|2 (60)

σ2 =
4πα2m2

c(1− 4r)3/2

3
⟨O1⟩J/ψ⟨O1⟩ηc

{(
1− 10r

1− 4r
|c0|2 + 4Re[c0c

∗
2,1]

)
⟨v2⟩J/ψ (61)

+ (
1− 10r

1− 4r
|c0|2 + 4Re[c0c

∗
2,2]

)
⟨v2⟩ηc

}
(62)

where c0, c2,1, c2,2 are given in ref [50, 51]. The measured values of this cross section by the BaBar collaboration
is given by [52]

σ[e+e− → J/ψ + ηc] = 17.03± 1.2 fb, (63)

while that from the Belle collaboration [53, 54] is

σ[e+e− → J/ψ + ηc] = 24.6± 2.8(stat.)± 3.4(syst.) fb. (64)
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Decay Channel µ Cross-section(fb) Cross-section(fb) Cross-section(fb)

Kin. MS. Scheme Pol. Scheme

σ(e+e− → J/ψηc) 2mc 25.094(2029) 24.619(1903) 26.700(2197)

σ(e+e− → J/ψηc)
√
s

2
19.139(1549) 22.507(1740) 28.806(2370)

σ(e+e− → ηcγ)
√
s

2
39.527(3015) 40.573(3053) 44.427(3409)

TABLE XVI: Cross section estimates for e+e− decays into double charmonium.

• e+e− → ηcγ

An electromagnetic transition between quarkonium states offers the distinctive experimental signature of a monochro-
matic photon, a useful production mechanism for discovery and study of the lower-lying state, and a unique window
on the dynamics of such systems. In this regard, we predict the scattering cross section σ(e+e− → ηcγ) using our
result. The corresponding expression for the cross-section including the available corrections at order αs, v

2 and αsv
2

is given by [55]

σ = σ̂(0)
ηc

[
1 + αsc

10 + (c02 + αsc
12)⟨v2⟩

]
⟨0|OH |0⟩, (65)

where the LO short-distance cross section for ηc is given by

σ̂(0)
ηc =

(4πα)3Q4
c(1− r)

6πmcs2
. (66)

The analytical expressions for the asymptotic behaviour of c02, c10 and c12 at high energies (r → 0) are taken from
ref. [55], which are as follows

lim
r→0

c02 = −5

6

lim
r→0

c10 = − 2

9π
[3(3− 2 ln 2) ln r + 9(ln2 2− 3 ln 2 + 3) + π2]

≈ −0.34 ln r − 1.59 (67)

lim
r→0

c12 =
1

27π
[3(21− 10 ln 2) ln r + 15(3 ln2 2− 7 ln 2) + 28 + 5π2]

≈ 0.50 ln r + 0.31

The LO long-distance matrix elements are obtained from the radial wave functions at the origin:

⟨0|Oηc(nS)|0⟩ =
2Nc|ψRηc(0)|

2

4π
(68)

Using the results obtained on ψRηc(0), we have obtained the following result,

σ(e+e−→ ηc γ) = (39.527± 3.015) fb, (69)

which is consistent with the result available in ref. [55],

σ(e+e−→ ηc γ) = (54± 15) fb. (70)

We provide our estimates for the production cross-sections of S-wave charmonia in table XVI.

B. Z boson decays into charmonium

Using our results for the radial wave functions we have updated the rates of various Z decays involving charmonium
final states. These include radiative decays including J/ψ or ηc in the final state. Equally important channels are the
exclusive Z boson decays into charmonium-charmonium final states. We have updated the decay rates calculated at
the leading order in NRQCD [56, 57]. The corresponding expressions are given by

Γ(Z → γηc) =
2αc2V e

2
c f̃

2
ηc

3MZ
(1− 4r2) (71)
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Decay Modes Kin. MS Pol.

1012 × B(Z → ηc + J/ψ) [56] 0.0573(46) 0.0865(67) 0.210(17)

1012 × B(Z → J/ψ+J/ψ) [57] 0.0670(21) 0.0984(21) 0.2312(77)

108 × B(Z → ηc + γ) [57] 1.169(89) 1.252(94) 1.51(12)

108 × B(Z → J/ψ + γ) [57] 10.96(17) 11.46(12) 13.32(22)

TABLE XVII

Γ(Z → γJ/ψ) =
2αc2Ae

2
c f̃

2
J/ψ

3MZ
(1− 16r4) (72)

and

Γ(Z → ηcJ/ψ) =
8192πα2

sβ
3c2V f̃

2
ηc f̃

2
J/ψr

2

243M3
Z

(73)

Γ(Z → J/ψJ/ψ) =
1024πα2

sβ
5c2Af̃

4
J/ψr

2

243M3
Z

. (74)

where r = mc
MZ

. The NRQCD constants f̃Q are defined as

f̃ηc = f̃J/ψ =

√
⟨O1⟩J/ψ
mc

. (75)

We provide numerical predictions for the BRs of Z boson decays to di-charmonium final states and radiative decays of
Z boson into charmonium final states, which are presented in table XVII. The inputs on the radial wave functions for
J/ψ and ηc mesons are taken from table VII.This is the first numerical analysis that provides the predictions with the
corresponding 1σ CI. The earlier numerical analyses [56, 57] do not provide any error. However, our estimates within
the 1σ CI’s include the estimated number in these publications. An objective statistical comparison with the existing
literature is currently impossible since most of the corresponding references do not estimate the related uncertainties.

VI. SUMMARY

This paper discusses the semileptonic and nonleptonic decays of the Bc meson to S-wave charmonia, like the J/ψ
and ηc mesons. In this analysis, we use the available lattice inputs on the Bc → J/ψ form factors and the branching
fractions: B(J/ψ → e+e−), B(J/ψ → 3γ) and B(ηc → 2γ). Using lattice inputs on the form factors and HQSS, we

extract the shapes of the form factors fBc→ηc
+,0 (q2). We also extract the Isgur-Wise function defined at the zero recoil

(q2max) in Bc → J/ψ(ηc) transitions and the parameters related to the symmetry-breaking effects at the non-zero
recoils in the process. We have extracted all these parameters in a statistically consistent way. Using these form
factors we have predicted the q2 integrated branching fractions B(B−

c → ηcτ
−(µ−)ν̄) and the LFU ratio of the rates

R(ηc) in the SM.
The Bc → J/ψ and Bc → ηc form factors defined in the NRQCD effective theory are sensitive to the radial wave

functions ψRBc(0), ψ
R
J/ψ(0) and ψRηc(0) at small quark-antiquark distances. We have considered the NRQCD form

factors up to the currently available order “LO + NLO + RC”. We have extracted these radial wave functions using
lattice inputs on the corresponding form factors and a few measured branching fractions of the J/ψ and ηc. We have
obtained a value of ψRBc(0) which is much lower than the predictions obtained in other model-dependent calculations.

Using the extracted value for ψRBc(0), we predict the decay constant of the Bc meson in NRQCD, which is again much
lower than the lattice estimate available at the moment. We have also presented predictions for the ratios R(J/ψ) and
Rηc in different NP scenarios, making use of the constraints from the available information on B̄ → D(∗)ℓ−ν data.
Using all this information, we have predicted the branching fractions for the B−

c → ηc(π
−,K−, ρ−,K∗−) and

B−
c → J/ψ(π−,K−) decays, respectively. This, so far, is the first analysis where lattice inputs have been used in

the computation of these predictions. As a final step, we have updated the numerical estimates of the cross sections
σ(e+e− → J/ψηc, ηcγ) and predicted the branching fractions of Z boson decays to either J/ψ or ηc or to both using
our results.
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Appendix

We present some supplemental information relevant to our current article in this appendix. We begin by presenting
our synthetic data points for the Bc → J/ψ form factors and the corresponding correlations at q2 = 4, 8 and
(mBc −mJ/ψ)

2 in table XVIII. Next, we provide our results for the Bc → ηc form factors at q2 = m2
π, m

2
K , m2

ρ and

Form factor Values V(4) A1(4) A2(4) A0(4) V(8) A1(8) A2(8) A0(8) V(q2
max) A1(q

2
max) A2(q

2
max) A0(q

2
max)

at diff. q2

Input data 0.982(66) 0.563(25) 0.522(83) 0.639(30) 1.327(73) 0.705(25) 0.66(11) 0.854(33) 1.559(81) 0.801(27) 0.74(13) 0.996(37)

correlations 1. 0.036 0.006 0.034 0.941 0.037 0.005 0.032 0.863 0.035 0.005 0.028

. 1. 0.63 0.463 0.036 0.923 0.506 0.456 0.034 0.825 0.414 0.427

. . 1. -0.356 0.007 0.463 0.867 -0.296 0.007 0.335 0.742 -0.246

. . . 1. 0.032 0.54 -0.296 0.929 0.03 0.55 -0.245 0.836

. . . . 1. 0.039 0.007 0.032 0.981 0.037 0.007 0.03

. . . . . 1. 0.444 0.54 0.038 0.972 0.401 0.504

. . . . . . 1. -0.334 0.007 0.335 0.977 -0.326

. . . . . . . 1. 0.031 0.561 -0.324 0.977

. . . . . . . . 1. 0.037 0.008 0.029

. . . . . . . . . 1. 0.311 0.53

. . . . . . . . . . 1. -0.336

. . . . . . . . . . . 1.

TABLE XVIII: Pseudo data points and their correlations for the the form factors in Bc → J/ψ decays at different q2

values extracted from the results given in [10].

m2
K∗ instrumental in calculating the non-leptonic exclusive decays involving ηc that we provide the predictions for in

the second and third columns of table XV in the kinetic scheme. We conclude this section by providing our estimates

MS. Sch Pol.Sch

f0(m
2
π) 0.485(34) 0.495(34)

f0(m
2
K) 0.490(33) 0.500(34)

f+(m
2
ρ) 0.506(34) 0.516(34)

f+(m
2
K∗) 0.513(33) 0.523(34)

TABLE XIX: The estimate of the form factors f
Bc→ηc(M

2
P )

0 at the MS and pole mass schemes.

for two-body non-leptonic Bc decays into charmonium final states with a light vector or pseudoscalar meson in the
pole-mass and MS schemes.
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[41] D. Bečirević, G. Duplančić, B. Klajn, B. Melić, and F. Sanfilippo, Nucl. Phys. B 883, 306 (2014), 1312.2858.
[42] C. T. H. Davies, C. McNeile, E. Follana, G. P. Lepage, H. Na, and J. Shigemitsu, Phys. Rev. D 82, 114504 (2010),

1008.4018.

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.1125
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.1125
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.061802
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.061802
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.054007


27

[43] R. Zhu, Nucl. Phys. B 931, 359 (2018), 1710.07011.
[44] G. Buchalla, A. J. Buras, and M. E. Lautenbacher, Rev. Mod. Phys. 68, 1125 (1996), hep-ph/9512380.
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