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The decay B — pfv is an attractive process for determining the magnitude of the smallest
CKM matrix element, |Vy|, and can provide new insights into the origin of the long-standing
exclusive-inclusive discrepancy in determinations of this Standard-Model parameter. This requires
a nonperturbative QCD calculation of the B — p form factors V, Ao, A1, and Ai12. The unstable
nature of the p resonance has prevented precise lattice QCD calculations of these form factors to
date. Here, we present the first lattice QCD calculation of the B — p form factors in which the p is
treated properly as a resonance in P-wave 7m scattering. To this end, we use the Lellouch-Liischer
finite-volume formalism to compute the B — #7w form factors as a function of both momentum
transfer and 77 invariant mass, and then analytically continue to the p resonance pole. This
calculation is performed with 2 + 1 dynamical quark flavors at a pion mass of approximately 320
MeV, and demonstrates a clear path toward results at the physical point.

Introduction.—The Standard Model of particle
physics (SM), despite its enormous success, holds unre-
solved puzzles that point to the existence of new funda-
mental physics at high energy scales [1]. Precision studies
of weak decays of hadrons containing bottom (b) quarks
are a powerful way of searching for the quantum imprints
of new interactions beyond the SM [2]. An important
part of this program is determining the elements of the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) quark mixing ma-
trix [3, 4] through a variety of processes with high pre-
cision; inconsistencies between the results from different
processes may already point to physics beyond the SM.
The smallest and least well-known element of the CKM
matrix is Vi, which governs transitions from bottom to
up quarks. The magnitude |V,;| is determined primarily
from semileptonic decays of b-hadrons, which have one
or more hadrons plus a lepton (£) and antineutrino ()
in the final state [5]. In the SM, the decay rate of such
processes depends on |V,;|? and on the quantum chromo-
dynamics (QCD) matrix elements of the quark currents
J{y = ay"b and J!j = uy"~y5b between the initial and
final hadronic states (the W boson couples only to the
“left-handed” combination J} = J{; — J%). By summing
the decay rates over all possible up-flavored hadron com-
binations in the final state, the QCD matrix elements
can be obtained through an operator-product expansion
and fits to experimental data; this method is known as
inclusive [5]. Using instead only the rate to a specific
hadron or specific combination of hadrons in the final
state is known as exclusive, and requires nonperturba-
tive QCD calculations of the hadronic matrix elements,
which are usually expressed in terms of form factors. For
a long time, inclusive determinations of |V,,;| have yielded
significantly higher values than exclusive determinations
[5], and this puzzle remains unsolved. The most pre-

cise exclusive determination uses measurements of the
B — 7fp differential decay rates from [6-9] and lattice
QCD calculations of the B — 7 form factors [10-12] and
yields |Vip|B=™7 = 3.61(16) x 1073 [13], while the av-
erage of inclusive determinations reported in Ref. [14] is
|Vip |l = 4.19(17) x 1073.

An attractive process for a new exclusive determina-
tion of |Vip| is B — p(770)¢D, where the p(770), in the
following denoted as just p, is an unstable resonance
with J = 1~ that decays through the strong interac-
tion to ww. Precise experimental data for this process
are available from BaBar [6], Belle [9, 15], and Belle II
[16, 17]. Furthermore, while the matrix elements of .J/
vanish in B — 7fp, the process B — p(— 7m){lw is sensi-
tive to both J{; and J/ and provides additional angular
observables that can help constrain beyond-the-SM cou-
plings (such as right-handed J5% = J{; + J{ couplings);
see Refs. [18-25] for recent phenomenological studies.
The B — p form factors have been calculated at large
hadronic recoil (low dilepton invariant mass-squared ¢2)
using light-cone sum rules in the narrow-width approx-
imation [26-29]. The full four-body decay B — 7wnlp,
to which the p resonance contributes, was studied using
a combination of dispersion relations and heavy-meson
chiral perturbation theory in Ref. [30]. The B — nnfp
form factors have also been calculated using light-cone
sum rules at low ¢? and low dipion invariant mass, /s
[31-33], and using QCD factorization at high /s [34, 35].
A precision determination of |V,| from B — pli, how-
ever, will require a precise lattice QCD calculation of the
form factors. The only published lattice calculations of
these form factors [36-38], which date back more than
20 years ago, were performed in the quenched approx-
imation and treating the p as a stable particle. It has
since been recognized that a rigorous determination of



the B — pfv form factors requires a lattice calculation
of the P-wave B — mwmlr form factors as a function of
both ¢? and s, followed by analytic continuation to the
p resonance pole (and the calculation must be performed
with dynamical sea quarks). Following the seminal work
by Lellouch and Liischer for K — 7w weak decay [39],
the finite-volume formalism for 1 — 2 transition matrix
elements on the lattice was sufficiently developed to allow
its application to B — 7wmlp [40-48]. In the following,
we present the first numerical lattice QCD calculation
of the B — nmlv and B — plv form factors using this
formalism.

B — 7w and B — p form factors in infi-
nite volume.—The transition amplitude of a B-meson
through the weak flavor-changing current J/ to 7,

Hé;l(PagapB)
=(mm, I=1,1I,=1,0=1,P,e|J}| B, pg), (1)

depends on the B-meson four-momentum pg, the two-
pion four-momentum P, and its associated £ = 1 partial-
wave polarization vector e = £(P,m), where m is the
polarization index. The states are normalized as in

J

e*(P,m) -
FX(P557pB) = 2\/§A0(q2’ S)(q2)qqu + A12(q27 S)
*
P, .
+ (mp + V5) A1 (2, s) [e(P,m) — E((IZMqu -

Here, A is the Kéllén function. In contrast to the tradi-
tional definitions for a p final state in the narrow-width
approximation, here m,, is replaced by /s so that in F
the partially-conserved axial-current relation is manifest.
For real values of s and ¢?, the form factors f = V, Ag, 4;
and Ao describe the physical process B — nwnlv. To
obtain the resonance form factors f* that describe the
contribution of the p to the 7w final state, we analyti-
cally continue f in the variable s to the complex p pole,
\/Ep R my, — IFT”, through

c
FH@*) = 25 s = sp). (5)

P
Here, cz is the residue of the p pole in T, which near

the pole can be written as T ~

and k, is the pole

—g?
SF'S

location in the complex scattering momentum variable.

Relation between infinite and finite volume.—
Lattice QCD calculations evaluate the Feynman path in-
tegral in a finite hypercubic box with periodic boundary

Ref. [49].
We factor the amplitude completely generally as [72]

T(s)
k: b
(2)

where T is the two-pion scattering amplitude depend-
ing on the invariant mass squared s = P2? and k =
\/$/4 —m?2 is the scattering momentum. For an elas-
tic resonance like the p, the simplest parameterization is
a Breit-Wigner function [73]; see the Supplemental Ma-~
terial [50] for the details. The vector-current component,
Fl7, decomposes using Lorentz symmetry into a single
form factor V (g2, s) as

H;:1<P757p3) = (FS(Pﬁ,pB) - FZ(Pagva))

B 2iV (g%, s)

pvaf x P P
mB“F\EE 61/( 7m) Oé(pB)ﬁa (3)

F&(P,{—:,pB)

where ¢ = pg — P and ¢? is the lepton-anti-neutrino pair
invariant mass squared. The axial-current component,
F'{, decomposes into three form factors Ay, A; and Ajo
[74-T77) as
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where P labels the two-pion interpolator total momen-
tum at timeslice At, A the irreducible representation into
which the infinite-volume J¥ = 1~ irrep maps, r the row
index of the irreducible representation A, and n the in-
dex of the state. The interpolators OF»™™ are optimized
interpolating fields that project to a definite state by us-
ing the solutions of the variational problem from the 77
spectroscopy calculation [49, 73, 78, 79]. The B-meson
interpolator at timeslice 0 always appears in the A; ir-
rep, and we leave the current J{' at timeslice ¢; with the
continuum indices. By fitting the time dependence of
the three-point function (6), we obtain the finite-volume
(FV) matrix elements (P, A,r,n|J%|pg)ry, where n la-
bels the discrete energy eigenstates. These matrix ele-
ments are related to the infinite-volume matrix elements
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FIG. 1. Our results for the absolute values of the reduced transition amplitudes f

[89, 90] with parameters tuned to remove heavy-quark

discretization errors.
and parameters are given in the Supplemental Material

the heavy b quark through an anisotropic Clover action

lattice with a spacing of a
includes dynamical up,
fermions [87, 88] with m.

(7)

A is the finite-volume pole residue often re-

ferred to as the Lellouch-Liischer factor [39, 45, 48]:
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fitting one- and two-state models for both the source and
sink to the raw three-point functions and by fitting one-

tracted from the three-point functions in two ways: by

the Supplemental Material
volume matrix elements

region, (aq)? € (5.87

8) neglect mixing with

and (
which is very small for the channel

)

)

]

Equations (7

higher partial waves
Lattice parameters, analysis, and results.—We

generalized zeta functions and depends on the spatial lat-
use a single set of gauge field configurations on a 323 x 96

considered here [86

tice size [85].
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FIG. 2. Our results for the resonant form factors f™(¢?). The dark-shaded region bounded with gray lines is the region in which
we have lattice data. The light-shaded region is an extrapolation based on the first-order z expansion, and the uncertainties at

low ¢ may be underestimated.

and two-state models to ratios as in Eq. (58) of Ref. [49],
which cancels the time dependence up to excited-state
contamination. A total of 64 matrix elements for the
vector current, Ji; = @y*b, and 183 matrix elements for
the axial current, J% = @y*ysb, were fitted and model-
averaged matrix elements were used in the analysis [91];
details are shown in the Supplemental Material [50].

We parametrized each of the form factors f =
V, Ay, Ay, A1o with the z-expansion

f(qzas) = n727 (9)

where m% is the nearest particle pole in ¢? and z is the
conformal mapping to the inside of the unit circle [92-97):

L Vie —¢* =\t —1o
\/t+—q2+\/t+—t0

The value of ¢4 is fixed to the nearest threshold with the
correct quantum numbers, while a?ty = 6.0 for f =V
and a’ty = 6.5 for f = Ag, Ay, Ao is a free parameter
chosen such that the data are centered roughly around
z = 0. While, in general, f is a function of both ¢? and

(10)

s, we checked various parameterizations and found that
s-dependence is unnecessary to describe our data.

We follow Ref. [72] in calculating RL**| and perform
a full jackknife fit using the parameters of the scatter-
ing amplitude as determined in our 77 spectroscopy [73].
Our analysis is performed separately for the vector and
axial-vector currents. Because only a single form fac-
tor appears in the decomposition of the vector matrix
elements, the pre-factors can be removed and V(¢?, s)
can be fit directly. We set a?t, = (amp + am,)? and
mp = mp+ because the vector current couples to the
JP =1 states. Fitting a first-order z-expansion yields

a X = 2L _ 116

For the axial-current matrix elements, it is not
straightforward to isolate each of the three form fac-
tors Ag, A1, and Aj;5. We instead perform a global

fit of all three form factors to the lattice data, using

a’*ty = (amp+ + amy,)? throughout and mp = mp

for Ap and mp = mp, for A; and A;». Fitting a
2

first order z-expansion yields a X5 = 2L = 0.59,

where we take into account the pole-cancellation con-
dition, Ag(0) = A3(0) [74, 75]. The results for the z-
expansion fit and the 77 scattering amplitude along with
correlations between all the parameters are given in the



Supplemental Material [50].

Plots of the transition form factors as a function of /s
and ¢? are shown in Fig. 1. There, we show the reduced
transition amplitudes 167’:\/§f(q2, 8)% = f(¢%9) 1?5}35
in which we included a phase-space factor of ﬁ\/g. We
observe a ¢ dependence as typical for heavy-hadron-to-
light-hadron transition form factors and the expected
Breit-Wigner behavior in +/s associated with the mrm
rescattering.

The resonance form factors VE(q?), Af(q?), AE(¢?)
and Af%(¢?) obtained through analytic continuation to
the p pole are shown in Fig. 2. While the resonance
form factors are well-defined, they do not contain the
full information on the B — wwfv process. We anticipate
that future joint experimental and theoretical studies will
benefit from utilizing the full dependence on both /s and
¢? in the B — 7wl amplitude, rather than relying solely
on the resonance-pole contribution.

Conclusions.—Using the rigorous finite-volume for-
malism for 1 — 2 transition matrix elements, we have
performed a lattice QCD calculation of the B — wnév
process in which the two-pion final state is produced
through the p resonance. We have obtained both the
two-hadron transition amplitudes and the resonance form
factors at a pion mass of ~ 320 MeV. The resonant form
factors have a statistical uncertainty of order 2% in the
region where we have data. Computations at smaller
lattice spacings and lighter pion masses are underway,
which will enable an extrapolation to the physical point
and the application to |Vy,;|. Combined with current and
future experimental data, a few-percent total uncertainty
on V| from B — p(— nm)lD appears within reach.

This work is the first lattice QCD calculation of a
semileptonic weak decay with a two-hadron final state.
The methodology is widely applicable to several other
important processes in particle and nuclear physics, such
as B — K*(— Kn)tte—.

Acknowledgments: We thank Kostas Orginos, Balint
Jo6, Robert Edwards, and their collaborators for pro-
viding the gauge-field configurations. We are grateful to
Svjetlana Fajfer and Jonathan Kriewald for valuable dis-
cussions. Computations for this work were carried out
in part on (1) facilities of the USQCD Collaboration,
which are funded by the Office of Science of the U.S. De-
partment of Energy, (2) facilities of the Leibniz Super-
computing Centre under project pr27yo, which is funded
by the Gauss Centre for Supercomputing, (3) facilities at
the National Energy Research Scientific Computing Cen-
ter, a DOE Office of Science User Facility supported by
the Office of Science of the U.S. Department of Energy
under Contract No. DE-AC02-05CH1123, (4) facilities
of the Extreme Science and Engineering Discovery En-
vironment (XSEDE), which was supported by National
Science Foundation grant number ACI-1548562, and (5)
the Oak Ridge Leadership Computing Facility, which is

a DOE Office of Science User Facility supported under
Contract DE-AC05-000R22725. L.L. acknowledges the
project was financially supported by the Slovenian Re-
search Agency through projects J1-3034 and N1-0360.
S.M. is supported by the U.S. Department of Energy,
Office of Science, Office of High Energy Physics under
Award Number DE-SC0009913. J.N. and A.P. acknowl-
edge support by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office
of Science, Office of Nuclear Physics under grants DE-
SC-0011090 and DE-SC0018121 respectively. A.P. ac-
knowledges support by the “Fundamental nuclear physics
at the exascale and beyond” project under grant DE-
SC0023116.

* luka.leskovec@ijs.si
' smeinel@arizona.edu

[1] P. J. Fox et al., “TF08 Snowmass Report: BSM Model
Building,” arXiv:2210.03075 [hep-ph].

[2] A. Di Canto and S. Meinel, “Weak Decays of b and ¢
Quarks,” arXiv:2208.05403 [hep-ex].

[3] N. Cabibbo, “Unitary Symmetry and Leptonic Decays,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 10 (1963) 531-533.

[4] M. Kobayashi and T. Maskawa, “CP Violation in the
Renormalizable Theory of Weak Interaction,” Prog.
Theor. Phys. 49 (1973) 652-657.

[5] P. Gambino et al., “Challenges in semileptonic B
decays,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80 no. 10, (2020) 966,
arXiv:2006.07287 [hep-ph].

[6] Babar Collaboration, P. del Amo Sanchez et al.,

“Study of B — mlv and B — pfv Decays and

Determination of |Vys],” Phys.Rev. D83 (2011) 032007,

arXiv:1005.3288 [hep-ex]. 47 pages, 26 postscript

figures, accepted by Phys. Rev. D.

Babar Collaboration, J. Lees et al., “Branching

fraction and form-factor shape measurements of

exclusive charmless semileptonic B decays, and

determination of |Vis|,” Phys.Rev. D86 (2012) 092004,

arXiv:1208.1253 [hep-ex].

Belle Collaboration, H. Ha et al., “Measurement of the

decay B — 77 ¢*v and determination of Vs,

Phys.Rev. D83 (2011) 071101, arXiv:1012.0090

[hep-ex].

Belle Collaboration, A. Sibidanov et al., “Study of

Exclusive B — X, fv Decays and Extraction of ||V ||

using Full Reconstruction Tagging at the Belle

Experiment,” Phys. Rev. D88 no. 3, (2013) 032005,

arXiv:1306.2781 [hep-ex].

[10] Fermilab Lattice, MILC Collaboration, J. A. Bailey
et al., “|Vup| from B — mlv decays and (2+1)-flavor
lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 1, (2015) 014024,
arXiv:1503.07839 [hep-lat].

[11] J. M. Flynn, T. Izubuchi, T. Kawanai, C. Lehner,

A. Soni, R. S. Van de Water, and O. Witzel, “B — wlv
and B, — K/{v form factors and |V,| from 2+41-flavor
lattice QCD with domain-wall light quarks and
relativistic heavy quarks,” Phys. Rev. D 91 no. 7,
(2015) 074510, arXiv:1501.05373 [hep-lat].

[12] JLQCD Collaboration, B. Colquhoun, S. Hashimoto,
T. Kaneko, and J. Koponen, “Form factors of B—mfv

[7

3

[9


mailto:luka.leskovec@ijs.si
mailto:smeinel@arizona.edu
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03075
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03075
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.05403
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.05403
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.10.531
https://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.49.652
https://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.49.652
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08490-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.07287
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.07287
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.032007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1005.3288
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.3288
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.092004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.1253
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.1253
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.071101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1012.0090
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.0090
https://arxiv.org/abs/1012.0090
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.032005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.2781
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.2781
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.014024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07839
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07839
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.074510
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.074510
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.05373
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.05373

and a determination of —Vub— with Mobius
domain-wall fermions,” Phys. Rev. D 106 no. 5, (2022)
054502, arXiv:2203.04938 [hep-lat].

[13] Flavour Lattice Averaging Group (FLAG)
Collaboration, Y. Aoki et al., “FLAG Review 2024,”
arXiv:2411.04268 [hep-lat].

[14] HFLAV Collaboration, Y. S. Amhis et al., “Averages

of b-hadron, c-hadron, and 7-lepton properties as of

2021,” Phys. Rev. D 107 no. 5, (2023) 052008,

arXiv:2206.07501 [hep-ex].

Belle Collaboration, C. Beleno et al., “Measurement of

the branching fraction of the decay Bt — ntn~¢T v, in

fully reconstructed events at Belle,” Phys. Rev. D 103

no. 11, (2021) 112001, arXiv:2005.07766 [hep-ex].

[16] Belle-II Collaboration, F. Abudinén et al.,
“Reconstruction of B — ply, decays identified using
hadronic decays of the recoil B meson in 2019 — 2021
Belle II data,” arXiv:2211.15270 [hep-ex].

[17] Belle-II Collaboration, I. Adachi et al.,
“Determination of |Vy| from simultaneous
measurements of untagged B° — 7~ ¢, and
Bt — p%0ty, decays,” arXiv:2407.17403 [hep-ex].

[18] S. Faller, T. Feldmann, A. Khodjamirian, T. Mannel,
and D. van Dyk, “Disentangling the Decay Observables
in B~ — 777 £~ 1,,” Phys. Rev. D 89 no. 1, (2014)
014015, arXiv:1310.6660 [hep-ph].

[19] F. U. Bernlochner, Z. Ligeti, and S. Turczyk, “New
ways to search for right-handed current in B — plv
decay,” Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 094003,
arXiv:1408.2516 [hep-ph].

[20] P. Colangelo, F. De Fazio, and F. Loparco, “Probing
New Physics with B — p(770) £~ 7, and
B — a1(1260) £~ 7y,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 7, (2019)
075037, arXiv:1906.07068 [hep-ph].

[21] S.-Y. Tsai and Y.-K. Hsiao, “Semileptonic
B~ — 1t n 4" Dy decay with w7 invariant mass
spectrum,” arXiv:2107.03634 [hep-ph].

[22] F. U. Bernlochner, M. T. Prim, and D. J. Robinson,
“B — plv and wlv in and beyond the Standard Model:
Improved predictions and |Vy|,” Phys. Rev. D 104
no. 3, (2021) 034032, arXiv:2104.05739 [hep-ph].

[23] D. Leljak, B. Meli¢, F. Novak, M. Reboud, and D. van
Dyk, “Toward a complete description of b — wl™ v
decays within the Weak Effective Theory,” JHEP 08
no. 08, (2023) 063, arXiv:2302.05268 [hep-phl].

[24] F. U. Bernlochner, M. T. Prim, and K. K. Vos, “|Vis|
and |Vep| from exclusive semileptonic decays,” Eur.
Phys. J. ST 233 no. 2, (2024) 347-358.

[25] F. U. Bernlochner and S. Wallner, “Role of p-w
interference in semileptonic B—»n+m-fv™ ¢ decays,”
Phys. Rev. D 109 no. 7, (2024) 074040,
arXiv:2401.08779 [hep-ph].

[26] P. Ball and R. Zwicky, “Bq,s — p,w, K*, ¢ decay
form-factors from light-cone sum rules revisited,” Phys.
Rev. D 71 (2005) 014029, arXiv:hep-ph/0412079.

[27] A. Khodjamirian, T. Mannel, and N. Offen,
“Form-factors from light-cone sum rules with B-meson
distribution amplitudes,” Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007)
054013, arXiv:hep-ph/0611193.

[28] A. Bharucha, D. M. Straub, and R. Zwicky,

“B — V¢ in the Standard Model from light-cone
sum rules,” JHEP 08 (2016) 098, arXiv:1503.05534
[hep-phl.

[29] N. Gubernari, A. Kokulu, and D. van Dyk, “B — P

[15

and B — V Form Factors from B-Meson Light-Cone
Sum Rules beyond Leading Twist,” JHEP 01 (2019)
150, arXiv:1811.00983 [hep-ph].

[30] X.-W. Kang, B. Kubis, C. Hanhart, and U.-G. Meifiner,
“Bya decays and the extraction of |V,3|,” Phys. Rev. D
89 (2014) 053015, arXiv:1312.1193 [hep-ph].

[31] C. Hambrock and A. Khodjamirian, “Form factors in
B® — 7l from QCD light-cone sum rules,” Nucl.
Phys. B 905 (2016) 373-390, arXiv:1511.02509
[hep-ph].

[32] S. Cheng, A. Khodjamirian, and J. Virto, “B — 7
Form Factors from Light-Cone Sum Rules with
B-meson Distribution Amplitudes,” JHEP 05 (2017)
157, arXiv:1701.01633 [hep-ph].

[33] S. Cheng, A. Khodjamirian, and J. Virto,
“Timelike-helicity B — w7 form factor from light-cone
sum rules with dipion distribution amplitudes,” Phys.
Rev. D 96 no. 5, (2017) 051901, arXiv:1709.00173
[hep-ph].

[34] P. Boer, T. Feldmann, and D. van Dyk, “QCD
Factorization Theorem for B — wrwlv Decays at Large
Dipion Masses,” JHEP 02 (2017) 133,
arXiv:1608.07127 [hep-ph].

[35] T. Feldmann, D. Van Dyk, and K. K. Vos, “Revisiting
B — nmly at large dipion masses,” JHEP 10 (2018)
030, arXiv:1807.01924 [hep-ph].

[36] UKQCD Collaboration, J. M. Flynn et al., “Lattice
study of the decay B® — p + ¢~ y: Model independent
determination of |Vi|,” Nucl. Phys. B 461 (1996)
327-349, arXiv:hep-ph/9506398.

[37] UKQCD Collaboration, K. C. Bowler, J. F. Gill, C. M.
Maynard, and J. M. Flynn, “B — plv form-factors in
lattice QCD,” JHEP 05 no. 05, (2004) 035,
arXiv:hep-lat/0402023.

[38] J. M. Flynn, Y. Nakagawa, J. Nieves, and H. Toki,
“|Vus| from Exclusive Semileptonic B — p Decays,”
Phys. Lett. B 675 (2009) 326-331, arXiv:0812.2795
[hep-phl.

[39] L. Lellouch and M. Liischer, “Weak transition matrix
elements from finite volume correlation functions,”
Commun. Math. Phys. 219 (2001) 31-44,
arXiv:hep-1lat/0003023.

[40] C. J. D. Lin, G. Martinelli, C. T. Sachrajda, and
M. Testa, “K — mwm decays in a finite volume,” Nucl.
Phys. B619 (2001) 467-498, arXiv:hep-1lat/0104006
[hep-lat].

[41] N. H. Christ, C. Kim, and T. Yamazaki, “Finite volume
corrections to the two-particle decay of states with
non-zero momentum,” Phys. Rev. D72 (2005) 114506,
arXiv:hep-1at/0507009 [hep-lat].

[42] H. B. Meyer, “Lattice QCD and the Timelike Pion
Form Factor,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 107 (2011) 072002,
arXiv:1105.1892 [hep-lat].

[43] V. Bernard, D. Hoja, U. G. Meissner, and A. Rusetsky,
“Matrix elements of unstable states,” JHEP 09 (2012)
023, arXiv:1205.4642 [hep-lat].

[44] M. T. Hansen and S. R. Sharpe, “Multiple-channel
generalization of Lellouch-Liischer formula,” Phys. Rev.
D 86 (2012) 016007, arXiv:1204.0826 [hep-lat].

[45] R. A. Briceno, M. T. Hansen, and A. Walker-Loud,
“Multichannel 1 — 2 transition amplitudes in a finite
volume,” Phys. Rev. D 91 no. 3, (2015) 034501,
arXiv:1406.5965 [hep-lat].

[46] A. Agadjanov, V. Bernard, U. G. Meifiner, and


https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054502
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.04938
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.04938
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.04268
http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.04268
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.052008
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.07501
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.07501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.112001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.112001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.07766
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.07766
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.15270
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.15270
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.17403
http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.17403
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.014015
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.014015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6660
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6660
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.094003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.2516
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.2516
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.075037
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.075037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.07068
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.07068
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.03634
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.03634
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034032
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.05739
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.05739
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)063
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)063
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.05268
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.05268
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-023-01077-z
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-023-01077-z
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.074040
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.08779
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.08779
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014029
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014029
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412079
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412079
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.054013
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.054013
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611193
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611193
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)098
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05534
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05534
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)150
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)150
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00983
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00983
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.053015
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.053015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.1193
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.1193
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2016.02.035
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2016.02.035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.02509
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.02509
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.02509
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)157
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)157
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.01633
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.01633
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.051901
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.051901
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.00173
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.00173
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.00173
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2017)133
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.07127
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.07127
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)030
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.01924
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.01924
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00595-1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00595-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506398
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506398
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/05/035
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0402023
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0402023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.04.037
https://arxiv.org/abs/0812.2795
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.2795
https://arxiv.org/abs/0812.2795
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002200100410
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0003023
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0003023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00495-3
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00495-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0104006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0104006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0104006
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.114506
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0507009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0507009
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.072002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.1892
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.1892
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2012)023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2012)023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.4642
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.4642
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.016007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.016007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.0826
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.0826
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.034501
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5965
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5965

A. Rusetsky, “A framework for the calculation of the
AN~™ transition form factors on the lattice,” Nucl.
Phys. B886 (2014) 1199-1222, arXiv:1405.3476
[hep-lat].

[47] W. Detmold and M. Flynn, “Finite-volume matrix
elements in multiboson states,” Phys. Rev. D91 no. 7,
(2015) 074509, arXiv:1412.3895 [hep-lat].

[48] R. A. Briceno and M. T. Hansen, “Multichannel 0 — 2
and 1 — 2 transition amplitudes for arbitrary spin
particles in a finite volume,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 7,
(2015) 074509, arXiv:1502.04314 [hep-lat].

[49] C. Alexandrou, L. Leskovec, S. Meinel, J. Negele,

S. Paul, M. Petschlies, A. Pochinsky, G. Rendon, and
S. Syritsyn, “my — 77 transition and the p radiative
decay width from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 98 no. 7,
(2018) 074502, arXiv:1807.08357 [hep-lat].
[Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 105, 019902 (2022)].

[50] Please see the Supplemental Material, which includes a
PDF with further details, as well as machine-readable
files containing the matrix-element values and
form-factor parameters. The PDF additionally cites
Refs. [51-71].

[61] C. Morningstar and M. J. Peardon, “Analytic smearing
of SU(3) link variables in lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D
69 (2004) 054501, arXiv:hep-lat/0311018.

[52] K. Symanzik, “Improved lattice actions for nonlinear o
model and nonabelian Gauge theory,” in Workshop on
Non-perturbative Field Theory and QCD. 1983.

[63] K. Symanzik, “Continuum Limit and Improved Action
in Lattice Theories. 1. Principles and ¢* Theory,” Nucl.
Phys. B 226 (1983) 187-204.

[64] K. Symanzik, “Continuum Limit and Improved Action
in Lattice Theories. 2. O(N) Nonlinear Sigma Model in
Perturbation Theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 226 (1983)
205-227.

[55] M. Luscher and P. Weisz, “Computation of the Action
for On-Shell Improved Lattice Gauge Theories at Weak
Coupling,” Phys. Lett. B 158 (1985) 250-254.

[56] HPQCD Collaboration, C. T. H. Davies, E. Follana,
I. D. Kendall, G. P. Lepage, and C. McNeile, “Precise
determination of the lattice spacing in full lattice
QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 034506,
arXiv:0910.1229 [hep-lat].

[57] S. Meinel, “Bottomonium spectrum at order v® from
domain-wall lattice QCD: Precise results for hyperfine
splittings,” Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 114502,
arXiv:1007.3966 [hep-lat].

[58] G. P. Lepage, L. Magnea, C. Nakhleh, U. Magnea, and
K. Hornbostel, “Improved nonrelativistic QCD for
heavy quark physics,” Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992)
4052-4067, arXiv:hep-1at/9205007.

[59] P. Chen, “Heavy quarks on anisotropic lattices: The
Charmonium spectrum,” Phys.Rev. D64 (2001) 034509,
arXiv:hep-1at/0006019 [hep-lat].

[60] A. X. El-Khadra, A. S. Kronfeld, and P. B. Mackenzie,
“Massive fermions in lattice gauge theory,” Phys.Rev.
D55 (1997) 3933-3957, arXiv:hep-lat/9604004
[hep-lat].

[61] S. Aoki, Y. Kuramashi, and S.-i. Tominaga,
“Relativistic heavy quarks on the lattice,”
Prog.Theor.Phys. 109 (2003) 383-413,
arXiv:hep-1at/0107009 [hep-lat].

[62] S. Aoki, Y. Kayaba, and Y. Kuramashi, “A
Perturbative determination of mass dependent O(a)

improvement coefficients in a relativistic heavy quark
action,” Nucl.Phys. B697 (2004) 271-301,
arXiv:hep-1lat/0309161 [hep-lat].

[63] N. H. Christ, M. Li, and H.-W. Lin, “Relativistic Heavy
Quark Effective Action,” Phys.Rev. D76 (2007) 074505,
arXiv:hep-1at/0608006 [hep-lat].

[64] H.-W. Lin and N. Christ, “Non-perturbatively
Determined Relativistic Heavy Quark Action,”
Phys.Rev. D76 (2007) 074506, arXiv:hep-1lat/0608005
[hep-lat].

[65] RBC, UKQCD Collaboration, Y. Aoki, N. H. Christ,
J. M. Flynn, T. Izubuchi, C. Lehner, M. Li, H. Peng,
A. Soni, R. S. Van de Water, and O. Witzel,
“Nonperturbative tuning of an improved relativistic
heavy-quark action with application to bottom
spectroscopy,” Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 116003,
arXiv:1206.2554 [hep-lat].

[66] S. Hashimoto, A. X. El-Khadra, A. S. Kronfeld, P. B.
Mackenzie, S. M. Ryan, and J. N. Simone, “Lattice
QCD calculation of B — D{p decay form-factors at zero
recoil,” Phys. Rev. D 61 (1999) 014502,
arXiv:hep-ph/9906376.

[67] A. X. El-Khadra, A. S. Kronfeld, P. B. Mackenzie, S. M.
Ryan, and J. N. Simone, “The Semileptonic decays
B — wlv and D — wlv from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev.
D 64 (2001) 014502, arXiv:hep-ph/0101023.

[68] J. Green, N. Hasan, S. Meinel, M. Engelhardt, S. Krieg,
J. Laeuchli, J. Negele, K. Orginos, A. Pochinsky, and
S. Syritsyn, “Up, down, and strange nucleon axial form
factors from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 95 no. 11,
(2017) 114502, arXiv:1703.06703 [hep-lat].

[69] S. Gusken, U. Low, K. H. Mutter, R. Sommer, A. Patel,
and K. Schilling, “Nonsinglet Axial Vector Couplings of
the Baryon Octet in Lattice QCD,” Phys. Lett. B 227
(1989) 266-269.

[70] APE Collaboration, M. Albanese et al., “Glueball
Masses and String Tension in Lattice QCD,” Phys.
Lett. B 192 (1987) 163-169.

[71] W. Detmold, C. Lehner, and S. Meinel, “Ay — pf~ g
and Ay — Al D, form factors from lattice QCD with
relativistic heavy quarks,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 3,
(2015) 034503, arXiv:1503.01421 [hep-lat].

[72] R. A. Briceno, J. J. Dudek, and L. Leskovec,
“Constraining 1 + J — 2 coupled-channel amplitudes in
finite-volume,” Phys. Rev. D 104 no. 5, (2021) 0545009,
arXiv:2105.02017 [hep-lat].

[73] C. Alexandrou, L. Leskovec, S. Meinel, J. Negele,

S. Paul, M. Petschlies, A. Pochinsky, G. Rendon, and
S. Syritsyn, “P-wave w7 scattering and the p resonance
from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 96 no. 3, (2017)
034525, arXiv:1704.05439 [hep-lat].

[74] B. Stech, “WEAK TWO-BODY DECAYS OF HEAVY
MESONS,” in 5th Moriond Workshop: Heavy Quarks,
Flavor Mixing and CP Violation, pp. 151-162. 1985.

[75] M. Wirbel, B. Stech, and M. Bauer, “Exclusive
Semileptonic Decays of Heavy Mesons,” Z. Phys. C 29
(1985) 637.

[76] R. R. Horgan, Z. Liu, S. Meinel, and M. Wingate,
“Lattice QCD calculation of form factors describing the
rare decays B — K*¢*¢~ and B, — ¢¢T¢~,” Phys.
Rev. D 89 no. 9, (2014) 094501, arXiv:1310.3722
[hep-lat].

[77] R. R. Horgan, Z. Liu, S. Meinel, and M. Wingate,
“Calculation of B® = K*%u" ™ and B? — ¢utp~


https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2014.07.023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2014.07.023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3476
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3476
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3476
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.074509
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.074509
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.3895
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.3895
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.074509
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.074509
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.04314
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.04314
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.074502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.074502
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.08357
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.08357
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.054501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.054501
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0311018
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0311018
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90468-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90468-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90469-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90469-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90966-9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.034506
https://arxiv.org/abs/0910.1229
http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.1229
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.114502
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.3966
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.3966
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.4052
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.4052
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9205007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9205007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.034509
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0006019
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0006019
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.3933
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.3933
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9604004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9604004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9604004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.109.383
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0107009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0107009
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2004.07.017
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0309161
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0309161
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.074505
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0608006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0608006
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.074506
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0608005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0608005
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0608005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.116003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.2554
http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.2554
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.014502
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906376
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906376
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.014502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.014502
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0101023
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0101023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.114502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.114502
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.06703
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.06703
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(89)80034-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(89)80034-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)91160-9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)91160-9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.034503
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.034503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01421
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01421
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.054509
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.02017
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.02017
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.034525
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.034525
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.05439
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.05439
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01560299
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01560299
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.094501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.094501
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3722
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3722
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3722

observables using form factors from lattice QCD,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) 212003, arXiv:1310.3887
[hep-ph].

[78] R. A. Briceno, J. J. Dudek, R. G. Edwards, C. J.
Shultz, C. E. Thomas, and D. J. Wilson, “The resonant
7Ty — 7t 7% amplitude from Quantum
Chromodynamics,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015) 242001,
arXiv:1507.06622 [hep-ph].

[79] R. A. Briceno, J. J. Dudek, R. G. Edwards, C. J.
Shultz, C. E. Thomas, and D. J. Wilson, “The
7w — my* amplitude and the resonant p — wy*
transition from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 93 no. 11,
(2016) 114508, arXiv:1604.03530 [hep-ph]. [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 105, 079902 (2022)].

[80] R. A. Briceno, J. J. Dudek, and R. D. Young,
“Scattering processes and resonances from lattice
QCD,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 90 no. 2, (2018) 025001,
arXiv:1706.06223 [hep-lat].

[81] M. Liischer, “Two particle states on a torus and their
relation to the scattering matrix,” Nucl. Phys. B 354
(1991) 531-578.

[82] K. Rummukainen and S. A. Gottlieb, “Resonance
scattering phase shifts on a nonrest frame lattice,” Nucl.
Phys. B 450 (1995) 397-436, arXiv:hep-lat/9503028.

[83] C. h. Kim, C. T. Sachrajda, and S. R. Sharpe,
“Finite-volume effects for two-hadron states in moving
frames,” Nucl. Phys. B 727 (2005) 218-243,
arXiv:hep-lat/0507006.

[84] R. A. Briceno, “Two-particle multichannel systems in a
finite volume with arbitrary spin,” Phys. Rev. D 89
no. 7, (2014) 074507, arXiv:1401.3312 [hep-lat].

[85] L. Leskovec and S. Prelovsek, “Scattering phase shifts
for two particles of different mass and non-zero total
momentum in lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012)
114507, arXiv:1202.2145 [hep-lat].

[86] D. J. Wilson, R. A. Bricefio, J. J. Dudek,

R. G. Edwards and C. E. Thomas, “Coupled 77, KK
scattering in P-wave and the p resonance from lattice
QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 92, no. 9, (2015) 094502,

arXiv:1507.02599 [hep-ph].

[87] K. G. Wilson, “Confinement of Quarks,” Phys. Rev. D
10 (1974) 2445-2459.

[88] B. Sheikholeslami and R. Wohlert, “Improved
Continuum Limit Lattice Action for QCD with Wilson
Fermions,” Nucl. Phys. B 259 (1985) 572.

[89] P. Chen, “Heavy quarks on anisotropic lattices: The
Charmonium spectrum,” Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001)
034509, arXiv:hep-1lat/0006019.

[90] A. X. El-Khadra, A. S. Kronfeld, and P. B. Mackenzie,
“Massive fermions in lattice gauge theory,” Phys. Rev.
D 55 (1997) 3933-3957, arXiv:hep-lat/9604004.

[91] W. 1. Jay and E. T. Neil, “Bayesian model averaging for
analysis of lattice field theory results,” Phys. Rev. D
103 (2021) 114502, arXiv:2008.01069 [stat.ME].

[92] C. G. Boyd, B. Grinstein, and R. F. Lebed,
“Constraints on form-factors for exclusive semileptonic
heavy to light meson decays,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 74
(1995) 4603-4606, arXiv:hep-ph/9412324.

[93] C. G. Boyd and M. J. Savage, “Analyticity, shapes of
semileptonic form-factors, and B — 7w¢7,” Phys. Rev. D
56 (1997) 303-311, arXiv:hep-ph/9702300.

[94] C. Bourrely, I. Caprini, and L. Lellouch,
“Model-independent description of B — wlv decays and
a determination of |Vs|,” Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009)
013008, arXiv:0807.2722 [hep-phl. [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 82, 099902 (2010)].

[95] B. Bhattacharya, R. J. Hill, and G. Paz, “Model
independent determination of the axial mass parameter
in quasielastic neutrino-nucleon scattering,” Phys. Rev.
D 84 (2011) 073006, arXiv:1108.0423 [hep-phl.

[96] B. Bhattacharya, G. Paz, and A. J. Tropiano,
“Model-independent determination of the axial mass
parameter in quasielastic antineutrino-nucleon
scattering,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 11, (2015) 113011,
arXiv:1510.05652 [hep-ph].

[97] A. S. Meyer, M. Betancourt, R. Gran, and R. J. Hill,
“Deuterium target data for precision neutrino-nucleus
cross sections,” Phys. Rev. D 93 no. 11, (2016) 113015,
arXiv:1603.03048 [hep-ph].


https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.212003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.212003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3887
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3887
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3887
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.242001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.06622
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.06622
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.114508
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.114508
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.03530
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.03530
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.025001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06223
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06223
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90366-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90366-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00313-H
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00313-H
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9503028
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9503028
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.08.029
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0507006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0507006
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.074507
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.074507
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3312
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3312
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.114507
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.114507
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.2145
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.2145
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.094502
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.02599/
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.02599
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.2445
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.2445
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90002-1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.034509
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.034509
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0006019
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0006019
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.3933
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.3933
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9604004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9604004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.114502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.114502
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01069
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01069
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.4603
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.4603
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412324
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412324
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.303
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.303
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9702300
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9702300
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.099902
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.099902
https://arxiv.org/abs/0807.2722
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.2722
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.073006
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.073006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.0423
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.0423
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.113011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.05652
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.05652
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.113015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.03048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.03048

	B to rho ell nu resonance form factors from B to pi pi ell nu in lattice QCD 
	Abstract
	References


