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Abstract

We present the first application of QCD light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) with B(s)-meson
distribution amplitudes to the B(s) →D∗

(s)0 form factors, where D∗
(s)0 is a charmed scalar

meson. We consider two scenarios for the D∗
0 spectrum. In the first one, we follow the

Particle Data Group and consider a single broad resonance D∗
0(2300). In the second one,

we assume the existence of two scalar resonances, D∗
0(2105) and D∗

0(2451), as follows from
a recent theoretically motivated analysis of B → Dππ decays. The B→D∗

0 form factors
are calculated in both scenarios, also taking into account the large total width of D∗

0(2300).
Furthermore, we calculate the Bs → D∗

s0 form factors, considering in this case only the
one-resonance scenario with Ds0(2317). In this LCSRs calculation, the c-quark mass is
kept finite and the s-quark mass is taken into account. We also include contributions of
the two- and three-particle distribution amplitudes up to twist-four. Our predictions for
semileptonic B→D∗

0ℓνℓ and Bs→D∗
s0ℓνℓ branching ratios are compared with the available

data and HQET-based predictions. As a byproduct, we also obtain the D∗
0- and D∗

s0-meson
decay constants and predict the lepton flavour universality ratios R(D∗

0) and R(D∗
s0).
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1 Introduction
The semileptonic b → cℓν̄ℓ transitions are predominantly realised in the form of exclusive B̄ →
Dℓν̄ℓ and B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ decays and their B̄s counterparts. No less important but considerably
less studied are the subdominant exclusive decays B̄ → D∗

Jℓν̄ℓ and B̄s → D∗
sJℓν̄ℓ, where D∗

J and
D∗
sJ are excited charmed mesons with spin-parity JP = 0+, 1+, 2+. Apart from filling the gap

between the inclusive B̄ → Xcℓν̄ℓ width and the sum over partial widths of exclusive channels,
these decays are important also for deciphering the spectroscopy of excited charmed mesons
which is still far from being firmly established. Indeed, currently, the main information on the
masses and widths of D∗

J mesons stems from the analyses of the nonleptonic three-body B-decays
in which one has to disentangle complicated final-state interactions. Semileptonic decays such
as B̄ → D(∗)πℓν̄ℓ are in this respect much simpler for an extraction of D∗

J resonances in the
D(∗)π states. It is also possible to use the B̄ → D∗

Jℓν̄ℓ decays as an alternative channel to probe
the b→ cℓν̄ℓ transitions for the presence of New Physics. To this end, however, one would need
more precise experimental measurements and theoretical predictions. In addition, these decay
channels are important because they constitute one of the main backgrounds in the B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ
measurements.

The key element needed to obtain predictions for any exclusive semileptonic decay is a set of
process-dependent hadronic form factors. The lattice QCD methods, well advanced in calculating
the B → D and B → D∗ form factors, are not yet able to describe the B-meson transitions to
unstable charmed mesons, especially to the broad resonant D(∗)π states with JP = 0+, 1+. In
our previous paper [1], we obtained the form factors of the B-meson transitions to the charmed
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axial mesons with JP = 1+, applying the QCD light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) with B-meson
distribution amplitudes (DAs). This version of the LCSR method is very versatile, as it allows
the spin parity and flavour of the final hadronic state to be varied by adjusting the interpolating
quark-antiquark current in the underlying correlation function.

In this paper we use LCSRs with B-meson DAs to calculate for the first time the B → D∗
0

and Bs → D∗
s0 form factors, including the contributions of three-particle B-meson DAs up to

twist-four.1 Important additional elements of this paper are also the two-point QCD sum rules
for the decay constants of D∗

0. The correlation functions used here and in Ref. [1] are very
similar, up to a replacement of the charmed-meson interpolating current.

In the case of charmed axial mesons, there was a problem to separate the form factors
for two very close D∗

1 resonances. The solution found in Ref. [1] was to introduce a second
interpolating current and to use linear combinations of LCSRs and of two-point sum rules with
two different currents. In the case of charmed scalar mesons the hadronic parts of the sum
rules do not pose such a problem. Instead, we are faced with two alternatives concerning the
experimentally observed charmed scalar mesons. According to Ref. [4], the lightest meson is
identified with the broad D∗

0(2300) resonance decaying into Dπ in the S wave. On the other
hand, in recent theory-based analysis of B → Dππ decays (see Refs. [5,6] and references therein)
a different configuration of charmed scalar mesons was found, consisting of the two well separated
resonances, D∗

0(2105) and D∗
0(2451). In particular, the lowest state D∗

0(2105) is interpreted as a
product of nonperturbative dynamics of the low-energy pion scattering off D-meson, analogous
to the lightest scalar nonstrange and strange mesons, f0(600) andK∗

0(700). The latter are usually
interpreted (see, e.g. the review on scalar mesons in Ref. [4]) as molecular and/or tetraquark
objects rather than quark-antiquark states. The existence of a lighter charmed scalar meson
than the one identified in Ref. [4] was also supported by a recent lattice QCD computation [7]
of the isospin 1/2 Dπ scattering amplitudes.

We will consider both the one-resonance and the two-resonance scenarios for the charmed
scalar mesons and compute the respective decay constants and form factors. For the charmed-
strange scalar meson we limit ourselves to the single resonance scenario, since the ground state
is narrow and well established experimentally.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce and discuss both scenarios of
the spectrum of charmed and charmed-strange scalar mesons. In Section 3, we use the two-point
QCD sum rules to obtain the decay constants of these mesons. Section 4 is devoted to the
LCSRs for the form factors and their numerical analysis, including the prediction of selected
physical observables. Finally, section 5 contains the concluding discussion. The paper has two
appendices: in A we collect the definitions and the models for the B-meson light-cone DAs and
in B we present the expressions for the OPE coefficients of our LCSRs.

2 Charmed scalar mesons
For the QCD sum rules and LCSRs to be obtained below we need as an input the masses and
the widths of the lowest charmed and charmed-strange scalar mesons. Here we discuss the two
alternatives already mentioned in the Introduction. As a default choice (scenario 1), we adopt the

1Earlier, the three-point QCD sum rules based on the local OPE and double dispersion relation have been
used for the B → D∗

0 form factors in Ref. [2] (see also the HQET analogue of these sum rules in Ref. [3]).
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Scenario Meson Mass [MeV] Width [MeV]

1
D∗

0 ≡ D∗
0(2300) 2343± 10 229± 16

D∗
s0 ≡ D∗

s0(2317) 2317.8± 0.5 < 3.8

2

D∗
0 ≡ D∗

0(2105) 2105−8
+6 204+20

−22

D∗′
0 ≡ D∗

0(2451) 2451−26
+35 268+14

−16

D∗
s0 ≡ Ds0(2317) 2317.8± 0.5 < 3.8

D∗′
s0 ≡ D∗

s0(2660) ∼ 2660 —

Table 1: The lowest-lying charmed scalar (JP = 0+) mesons. For scenario 1 (scenario 2) we
take the masses and total widths from Ref. [4] (from Refs. [5, 6]), except the mass of D∗′

s0 which
is our estimate.

single resonance D∗
0(2300) as it is currently listed in Ref. [4]. A rather strong argument against

this choice is that in this case the corresponding charmed-strange meson D∗
s0(2317) seems to be

unnaturally light. Indeed, the mass difference between strange and nonstrange resonances does
not fit the expected order of ms. Note that, according to Ref. [4], the mass and width of the
D∗

0(2300) resonance is obtained from Dalitz-plot analysis of the weak B → Dππ decays. The
mass of its strange counterpart D∗

s0(2317) is, on the contrary, more directly determined from the
e+e− → D∗

s0D̄s cross section with the subsequent D∗
s0 → Dsπ

0 decay [8] .
The second alternative for charmed scalar mesons is markedly different and originates from

the analysis done in Refs. [5, 6], and in earlier papers cited therein. Here, again the data
on B → Dππ decay are used, more specifically, the most accurate recent measurements by
LHCb [9]. Without going into details which are beyond the scope of this paper, we only mention
that in this analysis the S-wave Dπ scattering amplitude is isolated in the final-state interaction
of the B → Dππ decay and the resonance structure of this amplitude is extracted. The outcome
is a prediction of two resonances D∗

0(2105) and D∗
0(2451) replacing the single one suggested in

Ref. [4]. The first of these resonances solves the above mentioned problem of the mass difference
between strange and nonstrange states. Simultaneously, the second one indicates the existence
of a second charmed-strange state, the analog of D∗

0(2451). Adding to its mass the difference
between the D∗

s0(2317) and D∗
0(2105) masses, we roughly locate this state at around 2660 MeV.

It is very important to reestablish or test these predictions in a more clean hadronic envi-
ronment provided by semileptonic decay B → Dπℓν. To this end, one needs an accurate partial
wave reconstruction of the Dπ state, an isolation of the S-wave component and a study of its
resonance structure. Needless to say, a theory prediction for the underlying B → D∗

0 transition
form factors is important for such an analysis.

3 Two-point QCD sum rules for charmed scalar mesons
The decay constants of the charmed scalar meson and its charmed-strange counterpart are
essential inputs for the LCSRs for the B(s) → D∗

(s)0 form factors. Since there is no available
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estimate of these quantities and in particular no lattice QCD computation, we calculate them
using QCD sum rules. We derive these sum rules starting from the two-point correlators

Π(s)(q2) = i

∫
d4x eiqx⟨0|T {J(s)(x)J†

(s)(0)}|0⟩ , (3.1)

where

J = (mc −md)c̄d and Js = (mc −ms)c̄s (3.2)

are the interpolating quark currents for the D∗
0 and D∗

s0 meson, respectively. The currents in
Eq. (3.2) coincide with the divergences of the corresponding vector currents. These currents
have no anomalous dimension. We assume isospin symmetry and chiral limit for the u, d quarks
in the correlators, so that the sum rules for the charged and neutral D∗

0 mesons coincide. We
however retain the s-quark mass throughout our computations, hence the violation of SU(3)fl
symmetry is to a large extent taken into account.

In the remainder of this section, we derive the two-point QCD sum rules for the decay
constants f

D
∗(′)
0

and fD∗
s0

, which are defined as

⟨0|J |D∗(′)
0 (p)⟩ = m2

D
∗(′)
0

f
D

∗(′)
0
, ⟨0|Js|D∗

s0(p)⟩ = m2
D∗

s0
fD∗

s0
. (3.3)

In Subsection 3.1, following the scenarios outlined in Table 1, we consider two different hadronic
representations of the correlators (3.1), while in Subsection 3.2 we calculate the same correlators
using an OPE. Following the usual procedure to derive a QCD sum rule, in Subsection 3.3 we
match the hadronic representations with the corresponding OPE expressions and use the quark-
hadron duality approximation. We also perform a numerical analysis of the resulting sum rules
and obtain the values of the decay constants.

3.1 Hadronic representations of the two-point correlator

Following the two scenarios for the spectrum of the lowest-lying charmed scalar mesons discussed
in Section 2 and specified in Table 1, we consider two different hadronic representation of the
correlator (3.1).

Scenario 1

In this case there is only one resonance, i.e. D∗
0, and hence the two-point QCD sum rule is derived

using the standard procedure of Ref. [10]. The hadronic dispersion relation for the correlator
(3.1) can be written as

Πhad(q
2) =

∞∫
0

ds
ρhad(s)

s− q2
, (3.4)

where subtractions are not shown for simplicity and the hadronic spectral density ρhad is given
by

ρhad(s) = f 2
D∗

0
m4
D∗

0
δ(m2

D∗
0
− s) + ρcont(s)θ(s− sth) . (3.5)
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Here, ρcont is the spectral density of continuum and excited states without the contribution
of the D∗

0 resonance and sth = (mD + mπ)
2 is the lowest continuum threshold. The scalar

resonances are always located above this threshold and hence there is no gap between them and
the continuum hadronic states in this channel. The situation resembles the light-quark vector
and scalar channels where the corresponding resonances (ρ and f0, respectively) are also located
above the two-pion threshold. Since here, similar to the conventional QCD sum rules for light
mesons, we will apply the quark-hadron duality and replace the integral over ρcont(s) by the
integrated OPE density, the detailed structure of ρcont plays no role.

We then substitute the spectral density (3.5) into the dispersion relation and perform a Borel
transform with respect to the variable q2 to remove the subtraction terms and to exponentially
suppress the contribution of ρcont:

Πhad(M
2) = f 2

D∗
0
m4
D∗

0
e
−m2

D∗
0
/M2

+

∞∫
sth

ds ρcont(s) e
−s/M2

. (3.6)

The hadronic representation for the correlator Πs can be obtained from the above equation with
obvious replacements and taking into account that sth = (mD +mK)

2 in this case. Note that a
lighter Dsπ state is decoupled in the isospin symmetry limit.

Furthermore, we take into account the large total width of the D∗
0 meson by replacing

e
−m2

D∗
0
/M2

→ E(ΓD∗
0
,M2) ≡

∞∫
sth

ds e−s/M
2

[
1

π

√
sΓD∗

0
(s)

(s−m2
D∗

0
)2 + sΓ2

D∗
0
(s)

]
. (3.7)

The energy-dependent width ΓD∗
0
(s) is defined in terms of the total width of D∗

0, assuming that
the two-particle Dπ state is the dominant final state, hence taking the S-wave phase-space factor

ΓD∗
0
(s) = Γtot

D∗
0

[
λ1/2(s,m2

D,m
2
π)mD∗

0

λ1/2(m2
D∗

0
,m2

D,m
2
π)
√
s

]
, (3.8)

where λ is the Källen function and Γtot
D∗

0
is the total width. In the narrow-width limit, i.e.

for Γtot
D∗

0
→ 0, the expression inside square brackets in Eq. (3.7) becomes a δ-function and

E(ΓD∗
0
,M2) = e

−m2
D∗
0
/M2

is restored. For the strange D∗
s0 meson, it is sufficient to consider

only the narrow resonance approximation, since its measured total width is very small.

Scenario 2

In this case, we need to disentangle the two resonances, i.e. D∗
0 and D∗′

0 , to obtain the respective
decay constants separately. The sum rule for the lighter charmed meson D∗

0 is again derived
using the standard procedure. Here, one benefits from the fact that the second resonance D∗′

0 is
about 350MeV heavier. Thus, a duality interval can be reliably determined, so that the heavier
resonance is considered a part of the spectral density ρcont. This yields again Eqs. (3.4)-(3.5),
but with a different numerical value of mD∗

0
(as given in Table 1) and, correspondingly, with a

different spectral density ρcont.
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To derive the sum rule for D∗′
0 we start from the hadronic dispersion relation with isolated

contributions of two resonances. After performing the Borel transform we have

Πhad(M
2) = f 2

D∗
0
m4
D∗

0
e
−m2

D∗
0
/M2

+ f 2
D∗′

0
m4
D∗′

0
e
−m2

D∗′
0
/M2

+

∞∫
sth

ds ρ̃cont(s) e
−s/M2

, (3.9)

where ρ̃cont(s) is now defined as the spectral density of continuum and excited states without
the contributions of the two lower resonances.

We then follow Ref. [11], where the sum rules for radially excited heavy-light mesons were
obtained, and eliminate the contribution of the lighter resonance in the above relation by applying
the operator

D ≡ d

d(1/M2)
+m2

D∗
0

(3.10)

which yields

DΠhad(M
2) = f 2

D∗′
0
(m2

D∗
0
−m2

D∗′
0
)m4

D∗′
0
e
−m2

D∗′
0
/M2

+

∞∫
sth

ds (m2
D∗

0
− s)ρ̃cont(s) e

−s/M2

. (3.11)

This procedure enables us to derive the sum rule for the decay constant of the second resonance.
In this scenario, we neglect the meson widths for simplicity. For charmed-strange mesons, we
postpone the two-resonance scenario, until there is evidence for the second charmed-strange
scalar resonance.

3.2 OPE of the two-point correlators

In the spacelike region, q2 ≪ m2
c , we calculate the correlator (3.1), applying the OPE in local

operators. The result can be written as a truncated series of vacuum averaged operators of
increasing dimension d. Their corresponding Wilson coefficients depend on the choice of inter-
polating currents and encode the short-distance propagation of virtual quarks in the correlator.
The leading power contribution is given by the d = 0 unit operator multiplied by the correspond-
ing Wilson coefficient and represents a purely perturbative contribution to the correlator (3.1).
The contributions of higher dimensional operators, starting from d = 3, are reduced to vacuum
condensates which encode the non-perturbative QCD effects in a universal way. Their Wilson
coefficients are power suppressed, and hence the series can be safely truncated. For convenience,
we separate the perturbative contribution from the condensate part of the OPE:

ΠOPE(q
2) = Πpert(q

2) + Πcond(q
2) . (3.12)

To use the quark-hadron duality approximation, we replace the perturbative part by its dis-
persion representation, similar to the one in Eq. (3.4). The corresponding spectral density at
leading order in αs reads

ρLO
pert(s) =

3

8π2s
(mc −md)

2
(
s− (mc +md)

2
)
λ1/2

(
s,m2

c ,m
2
d

)
θ
(
s− (mc +md)

2
)
.
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Here, the light-quark mass dependence, which is important for the s-quark case, is exact as
opposed to the expanded expressions in ms that are given usually in the literature. For the next-
to-leading order correction of O(αs) it is possible to use previous calculations of this correlator
from the literature, see e.g., Ref. [12]. We find it more convenient and straightforward to use the
formula from Ref. [13] (see Eq. (A.2) therein), where the correlator of two pseudoscalar heavy-
light currents was calculated. Performing the replacement md → −md, we adapt this formula
to our case of scalar currents.

In the same way, using Eqs. (B.6),(B.14) and (B.15) of Ref. [13], we obtain the condensate
part of Eq. (3.12), including the d = 3 quark-condensate contribution (up toO(αs)), as well as the
gluon, quark-gluon and four-quark condensate contributions with d = 4, 5 and 6, respectively. All
these formulas have been obtained for a nonvanishing light-quark mass. After Borel transform,
the OPE (3.12) for the correlator in the adopted approximation becomes

ΠOPE(M
2) =

∞∫
0

ds e−s/M
2
[
ρLO

pert(s) +
αs
π
ρNLO

pert (s)
]

+Πcond(M
2) . (3.13)

The analogous result for the correlator Πs can be achieved with obvious replacements in the
formulas discussed above.

3.3 Sum rules and numerical results for decay constants

To finally obtain the two-point QCD sum rule, we equate the two Borel transformed analytical
expressions for the correlator: the hadronic dispersion relation (3.4) and the result of the OPE
calculation in Eq. (3.13). Semi-global quark-hadron duality is then used to remove the contribu-
tions of the continuum and excited states in the hadronic part of this equation. This assumption
consists in equating the integrated spectral density ρcont in Eq. (3.4) to the integrated OPE
spectral density:

∞∫
sth

ds ρcont(s)e
−s/M2

=

∞∫
s0

ds ρOPE(s)e
−s/M2

, (3.14)

where s0 is an effective threshold, not necessarily equal to sth.
Applying this procedure, we obtain the sum rules for the decay constants defined in Eq. (3.3)

in the scenario 1:

f 2
D∗

0
m4
D∗

0
E(ΓD∗

0
,M2, s0) = ΠOPE(M

2, s0) , (3.15)

and in the scenario 2:

f 2
D∗

0
m4
D∗

0
e
−m2

D∗
0
/M2

= ΠOPE(M
2, s0) , (3.16)

f 2
D∗′

0
(m2

D∗
0
−m2

D∗′
0
)m4

D∗′
0
e
−m2

D∗′
0
/M2

= DΠOPE(M
2, s′0) . (3.17)

The functions E(ΓD∗
0
,M2, s0) and ΠOPE(M

2, s0) are equal to those defined in Eqs. (3.7) and
(3.13), respectively, but with the upper limits of integrals taken at s0, reflecting the use of
quark-hadron duality.
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Parameter Central value ± Uncertainty/Interval Ref.

normalisation scale µ = [1.3, 2.5] GeV [11,14]
s-quark mass ms(µ = 2GeV) = 93.4−3.4

+8.6 MeV [4]
c-quark mass mc(µ = 1.5GeV) = 1.205± 0.035 GeV [4]

strong coupling αs(µ = 1.5GeV) = 0.353± 0.006 [4]
quark condensate ⟨q̄q⟩(µ = 1.5GeV) = − (0.278± 0.022 GeV)3 [15]
s-quark condensate ⟨s̄s⟩/⟨q̄q⟩ = 0.8± 0.3 [16]
ratio ⟨q̄Gq⟩/⟨q̄q⟩ m2

0 = 0.8± 0.2 GeV2 [16]
gluon condensate ⟨GG⟩ = 0.012+0.006

−0.012 GeV4 [16]
four-quark condensate rvac = 0.5 [16]

Table 2: Numerical inputs used for the decay constants calculation.

All the input parameters needed for the numerical evaluation of these sum rules are listed
in Table 2 except for the Borel parameter M2 and the effective thresholds s(′)0 , which require a
dedicated discussion. On the one hand, the Borel parameter has to be chosen large enough, such
that higher power corrections in the OPE are sufficiently suppressed. On the other hand, the
same parameter has to be chosen such small enough, that the contribution of continuum and
excited states is subleading compared to the one of the lowest resonance. We found that these
two requirements are satisfied in the range

M2 = [3.0, 4.0] GeV2 , (3.18)

and also in this range the sum rules have a mild dependence on M2. The resulting variation is
included in our uncertainty estimate.

The effective threshold s
(′)
0 is determined using the following standard procedure: we take

the derivative of each sum rule (3.15)-(3.17) with respect to −1/M2 and divide the result by the
corresponding initial sum rule, obtaining:

m2
D∗

0
=

d
d(−1/M2)

ΠOPE(M
2, s0)

ΠOPE(M2, s0)
, (3.19)

m2
D∗′

0
=

d
d(−1/M2)

DΠOPE(M
2, s′0)

DΠOPE(M2, s′0)
. (3.20)

The effective threshold is then fixed by demanding that these constraints are fulfilled. In this
procedure, we neglect the width of D∗

0, hence Eq. (3.19) for the lowest scalar resonance holds
for both scenarios.

Using the D∗
0 and D∗′

0 masses in Table 1, the inputs in Table 2 and the Borel window in
Eq. (3.18) we find, for scenario 1,

s0 = 6.84± 0.89GeV2 , (3.21)

and, for scenario 2,

s0 = 5.50± 0.72GeV2 , (3.22)
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s′0 = 7.80± 0.51GeV2 . (3.23)

We can now obtain the numerical values for the decay constants. Evaluating the sum rule (3.15)
(scenario 1) we find

fD∗
0
= 182± 22MeV , (3.24)

while the corresponding sum rules (3.16)-(3.17) (scenario 2) yield

fD∗
0
= 146± 17MeV , (3.25)

fD∗′
0
= 170± 38MeV , (3.26)

respectively. The quoted uncertainties are parametric and are obtained varying all input param-
eters independently. We can compare our result (3.24) for scenario 1 with a considerably earlier
two-point sum rule prediction in Ref. [2], mD∗

0
= 2.5± 0.1GeV, fD∗

0
= 170± 20MeV which is in

the same ballpark.2
We also perform a numerical analysis for the charmed strange meson D∗

s0 which is well
identified independent of the scenario adopted for its nonstrange counterparts. Adapting the
sum rule (3.15) to the D∗

s0 meson case, we obtain

s0 = 6.50± 0.83GeV2 , (3.27)
fD∗

s0
= 123± 21MeV . (3.28)

Note that from an earlier sum rule calculation of this decay constant in Ref. [17] a similar
result was obtained, albeit with small differences in the input parameters. Also in that paper, a
different charmed-strange scalar current is used, without a quark mass prefactor, and hence the
result should be scale-dependent.

Finally, let us comment on the difference between the decay constants of charmed-strange
and charmed-nonstrange scalar mesons. The fact that the former decay constant is smaller than
the latter, opposite to the case of charmed pseudoscalar mesons (see e.g. [13]), partly reflects
the different relative sign of the s-quark mass in the prefactor of the interpolating current and
in the OPE formulas. In addition, we notice that the difference between fD∗

0
in scenario 1 and

fD∗
s0

is unnaturally large for a typical SU(3) flavour violation. A part of this effect is due to the
effective increase of duality threshold by a relatively large D∗

0 mass used as an input. Additional
increase of fD∗

s0
is due to the fact that in scenario 1 the D∗

0 is a broad state and hence the sum
rule contains the width factor (3.7) which — given the large width of D∗

0 — is smaller than a
simple Borel exponent for a narrow resonance. In scenario 2, on the contrary, the SU(3) flavour
symmetry is violated within the expected 15 − 20%. In this respect, this scenario in which, as
we already discussed, the lighter D∗

0 state seems to be a more natural SU(3) partner of Ds0,
seems more plausible.

4 LCSRs for the B(s) → D∗
(s)0 form factors

We obtain the LCSRs for the B → D∗
0 and Bs → D∗

s0 form factors from the following correlator
which is a time-ordered product of the two currents sandwiched between the B(s) and vacuum

2One should keep in mind that the input parameters including the c-quark mass were at that time different.
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states:

Fµ(p, q) = i

∫
d4x eip·x ⟨0|T

{
J†
(s)(x), J

A
µ (0)

}
|B̄(s)(p+ q)⟩

≡ i pµF (p)(p2, q2) + i qµF (q)(p2, q2) , (4.1)

where J†
(s) is the conjugate of the scalar current (3.2) with four-momentum p and JA

µ = c̄γµγ5b
is the axial part of the weak current with four-momentum q. The vector-current part of the
transition matrix element between B and a scalar meson vanishes due to the P -parity conser-
vation. With our four-momenta assignment, the momentum of the B-meson state is p + q, so
that (p+ q)2 = m2

B. The r.h.s. of Eq. (4.1) contains a decomposition of the correlation function
in two Lorentz structures which we have simply chosen to be equal to the two independent
four-momenta.

In this section, for definiteness we obtain LCSR for the B̄0 → D∗+
0 form factors. The results

for the transition of B− into a neutral D∗
0 are the same in the isospin symmetry limit. The

LCSRs for B̄s → D+
s0 form factors are obtained by replacing the non-strange heavy mesons by

their strange counterparts. As we shall see, in the adopted approximation for LCSRs, we have to
replace the meson masses and the parameters of B-meson DAs, and all of them only implicitly
depend on ms. Explicitly, the s-quark mass only enters the normalisation factor of the charmed
scalar current.

In the rest of this section, we present the hadronic dispersion relation for the correlator (4.1)
in Subsection 4.1, while we perform the OPE calculation of the same correlator in Subsection 4.2.
We derive the LCSRs and obtain the corresponding numerical results in Subsection 4.3.

4.1 Hadronic dispersion relation

The hadronic matrix element of the B → D∗
0 transition is decomposed into two form factors in

two different ways:

⟨D∗
0(p)|JA

µ |B̄(p+ q)⟩ = i(2pµ + qµ)f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) + iqµf

BD∗
0

− (q2)

= i

(
2pµ −

m2
B −m2

D∗
0
− q2

q2
qµ

)
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) + i

m2
B −m2

D∗
0

q2
qµf

BD∗
0

0 (q2) , (4.2)

where fBD
∗
0

0 is related to fBD
∗
0

± via:

f
BD∗

0
0 (q2) = f

BD∗
0

+ (q2) +
q2

m2
B −m2

D∗
0

f
BD∗

0
− (q2) , (4.3)

so that fBD
∗
0

0 (0) = f
BD∗

0
+ (0). These definitions and relations are analogous to the standard ones

for the B → D vector and scalar form factors of the vector weak current. In our case, the
vector current is replaced by the axial one and the pseudoscalar meson is replaced by the scalar
one. Similarly, the form factor fBD

∗
0

0 (q2) can be expressed as the B → D∗
0 matrix element of the

pseudoscalar current:

f
BD∗

0
0 (q2) =

mb +mc

m2
B −m2

D∗
0

⟨D∗
0(p)|c̄iγ5b|B̄(p+ q)⟩ . (4.4)

11



Scenario 1

To obtain the hadronic dispersion relation for the correlation function (4.1), we write down the
imaginary part of it in the variable p2 = s for s > 0 and fixed q2:

Imp2Fµ(p, q) = πδ(s−m2
D∗

0
)⟨0|J†|D∗

0(p)⟩⟨D∗
0(p)J

A
µ |B̄(p+ q)⟩+ πρ̂cont,µ(p, q)θ(s− sth) . (4.5)

As discussed in Subsection 3.1, sth = (mD + mπ)
2 and we isolate the lowest D∗

0 pole (tem-
porarily neglecting its total width). We also denote by ρ̂cont,µ the spectral density of continuum
and excited states with the D∗

0 quantum numbers. For this spectral density we use the same
decomposition in invariant functions as in Eq. (4.1):

ρ̂cont,µ(p, q) = pµ ρ̂
(p)
cont(s, q

2) + qµ ρ̂
(q)
cont(s, q

2) .

Substituting the decomposition (4.2) and the decay constant definition (3.3) into Eq. (4.5) and
separating the two kinematical structures according to Eq. (4.1), we obtain hadronic dispersion
relations for the two invariant amplitudes:

F (p)(p2, q2) =
1

π

∞∫
sth

ds
Imp2F (p)(s, q2)

s− p2
=

2m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2)

m2
D∗

0
− p2

+

∞∫
sth

ds
ρ̂
(p)
cont(s, q

2)

s− p2
, (4.6)

F (q)(p2, q2) =
1

π

∞∫
0

ds
Imp2F (q)(s, q2)

s− p2
=
m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0

[
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) + f

BD∗
0

− (q2)
]

m2
D∗

0
− p2

+

∞∫
sth

ds
ρ̂
(q)
cont(s, q

2)

s− p2
.

(4.7)

Their Borel transform yields

F (p)(M̂2, q2) = 2m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) e

−m2
D∗
0
/M2

+

∞∫
sth

ds ρ̂
(p)
cont(s, q

2) e−s/M
2

, (4.8)

F (q)(M̂2, q2) = m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0

[
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) + f

BD∗
0

− (q2)
]
e
−m2

D∗
0
/M2

+

∞∫
sth

ds ρ̂
(q)
cont(s, q

2) e−s/M
2

. (4.9)

Similar to the case of two-point sum rules (see Subsection 3.1), we improve the accuracy of these
relations by introducing the s-dependent total width of D∗

0, i.e., by performing the replacement
(3.7).

Scenario 2

In scenario 2, the hadronic dispersion relation F (i) for the lowest-lying scalar resonance has the
same form of Eqs. (4.8)-(4.9) but with different mass and decay constant of D∗

0. The second
scalar resonance D∗′

0 can be isolated using again the operator (3.10), which yields

DF (p)(M̂2, q2) = 2(m2
D∗

0
−m2

D∗′
0
)m2

D∗′
0
fD∗′

0
f
BD∗′

0
+ (q2) e

−m2
D∗′
0
/M2

+

∞∫
sth

ds (m2
D∗

0
− s)ρ̂

(p)
cont(s, q

2) e−s/M
2

, (4.10)
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Figure 1: The leading order (left panel) and soft gluon emission (right panel) diagrams for the
correlation function (4.1).

DF (q)(M̂2, q2) = (m2
D∗

0
−m2

D∗′
0
)m2

D∗′
0
fD∗′

0

[
f
BD∗′

0
+ (q2) + f

BD∗′
0

− (q2)
]
e
−m2

D∗′
0
/M2

+

∞∫
sth

ds (m2
D∗

0
− s)ρ̂

(q)
cont(s, q

2) e−s/M
2

, (4.11)

in analogy with Eq. (3.11) for the two-point sum rule.

4.2 Light-cone OPE for the correlator

For p2 ≪ m2
c and q2 ≪ (mb +mc)

2, that is far below the hadronic thresholds in the channels
of the interpolating and weak currents, the correlator (4.1) can be calculated, expanding the
time-ordered product of currents near the light-cone x2 ≃ 0 [18]. In practical terms, we have
to compute the diagrams depicted in Fig. 1. At leading order in αs, the diagram on the left
panel consists of the virtual c-quark propagating between the two vertices, whereas a quark-
antiquark pair emitted at a light-cone separation forms a B-meson state. This long-distance
part of the diagram is encoded in terms of the two-particle B-meson DAs defined in HQET. The
computation of this diagram is described in detail in Ref. [1]. The only difference in our case is
that the Dirac-structure in the vertex of the interpolation current has changed to a unit matrix.

In addition, to improve the accuracy of the light-cone OPE, we also take into account the
effect of soft (low virtuality) gluon emitted from the c-quark line and absorbed, together with
the quark-antiquark pair, in the three-particle B-meson DAs. The diagram is shown on the right
panel of Fig. 1. To evaluate this diagram we need the one-gluon term in the light-cone expansion
of the c-quark propagator [19]. For the latter, we use the most convenient symmetric form:

⟨0|T{c(x)c̄(0)}|0⟩G = −i
1∫

0

duGµν(ux)

∫
d4f

(2π)4
e−ifx

ū(/f +mc)σ
µν + uσµν(/f +mc)

2(f 2 −m2
c)

2
, (4.12)

where Gµν = gsG
a
µν(λ

a/2). This diagram, for a similar correlator, but with a different inter-
polating current, was computed earlier in Ref. [20], where the LCSRs for the B → D(∗) form
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factors were obtained. In Ref. [21], the contributions of three-particle DAs to this sum rule were
improved, taking into account a more complete set of three-particle B-meson DAs from Ref. [22]
which we also use here. We will not present further details of our computation, referring e.g.,
to Ref. [23] where the contributions of three-particle DAs are also obtained and described for a
similar correlator, but with the virtual s quark.

The OPE result for the invariant amplitudes F (i) with i = p, q can be reduced to the following
generic form:

F (i)
OPE(p

2, q2) = (mc −md)mBfB

4∑
k=1

∞∫
0

dσ
I(i,k)(σ, q2)

(p2 − s(σ, q2))k
, (4.13)

where the variable
s(σ, q2) = σm2

B − σq2 −m2
c

1− σ
, (4.14)

is introduced, so that, inversely,

σ(s, q2) =
m2
B − q2 + s−

√
4 (m2

c − s)m2
B + (m2

B − q2 + s)
2

2m2
B

. (4.15)

The functions I(i,k) are defined as:

I(i,k)(σ, q2) =
∑
ψ

C(i,k)
ψ (σ, q2)ψ(σmB) +

∑
χj

σmB∫
0

dω1

∞∫
σmB−ω1

dω2

ω2

C(i,k)
χj

(σ, ω1, ω2, q
2)χi(ω1, ω2) ,

(4.16)
where the first sum goes over the contributions of the four two-particle B-meson DAs:

ψ(ω) =
{
ϕ+(ω), Φ̄±(ω), g+(ω), G±(ω)

}
,

and the second sum contains contributions of the eight linear combinations of three-particle DAs:

χj(ω1, ω2) =
{
χ1(ω1, ω2), . . . , χ8(ω1, ω2)

}
.

To derive Eq. (4.13) we have performed the replacement ω 7→ σmB and u 7→ (σmB − ω1)/ω2

for the coefficients of the two- and three-particle terms, respectively. The definitions of DAs
and of their combinations are given in Appendix A, where we also specify their model and its
parameters. We recall that the B-meson DAs are defined in HQET, i.e. in the limit mB → ∞,
and the variables ω and ω1,2 are understood as the plus components of the momenta of light
degrees of freedom inside B. This explains a formally infinite upper limit in Eq. (4.13). In
reality, these variables are limited from above by O(mB), hence, the integration is supported
only in the interval 0 < ω < 1. This is consistent with the exponential falloff of the model
DAs adopted here and presented in Appendix A. The OPE in Eq. (4.13) is determined by the
coefficients C(i,k)

ψ and C(i,k)
χj entering Eq. (4.16). Our main analytical result are the expressions

for these coefficients collected in Appendix B.

14



In order to use quark-hadron duality in the derivation of LCSRs, we need to recast the OPE
(4.13) in the form of a dispersion integral in the variable p2. In addition, we perform the Borel
transform with respect to p2. Following Ref. [21], the OPE result can be written as

F (i)
OPE(M̂

2, q2) = F (i)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ0, q
2) + F (i)

OPE(M̂
2,∞, q2) , (4.17)

where

F (i)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ0, q
2) = (mc −md)mBfB

4∑
k=1

(−1)k

(k − 1)!

{ σ0∫
0

dσ e−s(σ,q
2)/M̂2 1

(M̂2)k−1
I(i,k)(σ, q2)

+

[
e−s(σ,q

2)/M̂2
k−1∑
j=1

1

(M̂2)k−j−1

1

s′

(
d

dσ

1

s′

)j−1

I(i,k)(σ, q2)

]
σ=σ0

}
(4.18)

and

F (i)
OPE(M̂

2,∞, q2) = (mc −md)mBfB

4∑
k=1

(−1)k

(k − 1)!

∞∫
σ0

dσ e−s(σ,q
2)/M̂2

(
d

dσ

1

s′

)k−1

I(i,k)(σ, q2) .

(4.19)

Here, we have introduced the following notation:(
d

dσ

1

s′

)n
f(σ) ≡

(
d

dσ

1

s′

(
d

dσ

1

s′
. . . f(σ)

))
, s′ ≡ ds

dσ
, σ0 ≡ σ(ŝ0, q

2) .

The corresponding OPE expressions in the case of Bs → D∗
s0 form factors are obtained by

replacing (mc −md) → (mc −ms), fB → fBs and mB → mBs in Eq. (4.13).

4.3 Light-cone sum rules and numerical results for the form factors

The LCSRs for B(s) → D∗
(s)0 form factors can now be easily obtained by equating the OPE results

in Eq. (4.17) with the corresponding hadronic representations in Eqs. (4.8)-(4.11). The semi-
global quark-hadron duality approximation is then used to remove the contributions of continuum
and excited states. In other words we assume that the term denoted as F (i)

OPE(M̂
2,∞, q2) in

Eq. (4.17) cancels the integral over the spectral density ρ̂
(i)
cont(s, q

2). Following these steps, we
derive the sum rules for the form factors in scenario 1:

2m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) E(ΓD∗

0
, M̂2, ŝ0) = F (p)

OPE(M̂
2, ŝ0, q

2) , (4.20)

m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0

[
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) + f

BD∗
0

− (q2)
]
E(ΓD∗

0
, M̂2, ŝ0) = F (q)

OPE(M̂
2, ŝ0, q

2) , (4.21)

and in scenario 2:

2m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) e

−m2
D∗
0
/M̂2

= F (p)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ0, q
2) , (4.22)

m2
D∗

0
fD∗

0

[
f
BD∗

0
+ (q2) + f

BD∗
0

− (q2)
]
e
−m2

D∗
0
/M̂2

= F (q)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ0, q
2) , (4.23)
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Parameter Central value ± Uncertainty Ref.

B-meson decay constant fB = 190.0± 1.3MeV [15]
Bs-meson decay constant fBs = 230.3± 1.3MeV [15]

Parameters of the
B(s)-meson DAs

λB = 0.460± 0.110GeV [24]
λBs/λB = 1.19± 0.14 [25]
λ2E = 0.02± 0.03GeV2 [26, 27]
λ2H = 0.11± 0.08GeV2 [26, 27]

Table 3: Numerical inputs used for the form factor calculation from LCSRs.

2(m2
D∗

0
−m2

D∗′
0
)m2

D∗′
0
fD∗′

0
f
BD∗′

0
+ (q2) e

−m2
D∗′
0
/M̂2

= DF (p)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ′0, q
2) , (4.24)

(m2
D∗

0
−m2

D∗′
0
)m2

D∗′
0
fD∗′

0

[
f
BD∗′

0
+ (q2) + f

BD∗′
0

− (q2)
]
e
−m2

D∗′
0
/M̂2

= DF (q)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ′0, q
2) , (4.25)

The input parameters needed to calculate the form factors from these sum rules are all listed
in Table 3, with the exception of the quark masses that are in Table 2 and the decay constants
of charmless scalar mesons that have been obtained in Section 3. In the adopted approxima-
tion for the OPE, the B-meson DAs entering the LCSRs are characterised by four parameters
(see Appendix A for more details). One of them is the B-meson decay constant for which we
adopt the lattice QCD average. The other three parameters include the first inverse moment
λB and the normalisation parameters λ2E and λ2H of three-particle DAs, the latter defined as
the vacuum-to-B matrix elements of local quark-antiquark-gluon-operators in HQET [28]. The
values of all three parameters in Table 3 are taken from the QCD sum rule determinations. As
a conservative choice, the intervals for the parameters λ2E and λ2H are obtained by averaging the
central values obtained from the two independent sum rules in Refs. [26, 27] and adding their
respective uncertainties. Given the large uncertainties of these two parameters, we take the same
intervals also for the Bs-meson DAs. However, for λBs we use the QCD sum rule estimates from
Ref. [25], which is also consistent with the more recent independent calculation of this parameter
in [29]. Furthermore, we find that the Borel parameter M̂2 of the LCSRs, which is in principle
independent from the Borel parameter M2 of the two-point sum rules, can be varied in the same
interval of Eq. (3.18), i.e. between 3.0 GeV2 and 4.0 GeV2. In fact, we have checked that the
LCSRs are stable in this interval and both the duality-estimated contribution of heavier states
and the subleading twist contributions are sufficiently suppressed. Following Refs. [1,23], we also
use for the LCSRs the same threshold as the one determined in Subsection 3.3 for the two-point
sum rules, that is, we fix ŝ(′)0 = s

(′)
0 .

For each LCSR considered above, we calculate the OPE expression F (i)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ0, q
2) or

DF (i)
OPE(M̂

2, ŝ0, q
2), in both cases denoted for brevity as F (i)

OPE(q
2), where i = p or q, at q2 =

{−20, −15,−10, −5}GeV2, varying all input parameters within their adopted intervals. Using
the OPE only for negative q2 values is justified by the fact that for q2 ≥ 0, the subleading twist
contributions become numerically of the same order of magnitude as the leading twist ones at
q2 = 0. This behaviour is not surprising and has already been noticed in Ref. [1]. We also ob-
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Process (scenario) (i) α
(i)
0 α

(i)
1 Correlation

B → D∗
0 (1)

(p) −0.100± 0.060 0.15± 0.15 −0.93

(q) 0.019± 0.021 −0.029± 0.085 −0.97

Bs → D∗
s0 (1)

(p) −0.060± 0.051 0.050± 0.16 −0.97

(q) 0.004± 0.017 0.029± 0.076 −0.98

B → D∗
0 (2)

(p) −0.074± 0.053 0.13± 0.18 −0.97

(q) 0.011± 0.018 −0.007± 0.080 −0.98

B → D∗′
0 (2)

(p) 0.090± 0.075 −0.27± 0.39 −0.85

(q) −0.051± 0.024 0.20± 0.12 −0.84

Table 4: Coefficients of the z- expansion (4.26) fitted to F (i)
OPE.

serve that the contributions of three-particle DAs to LCSRs are relatively small (of the order of
few per cent) compared to the contributions of two-particle DAs, in agreement with the results
of Refs. [21,30].

To obtain the form factors in the semileptonic region, that is for 0 < q2 < (mB(s)
−mD∗

(s)0
)2,

we fit for each LCSR the OPE results F (i)
OPE(q

2) at q2 ≤ 0 to the following z expansion:

F (i)
fit (q

2) =
1

1− q2

m2
(i)

K∑
k=0

α
(i)
k

[
z(q2)− z(0)

]k
. (4.26)

The q2 7→ z map is defined as

z(q2) =

√
t+ − q2 −

√
t+ − t0√

t+ − q2 +
√
t+ − t0

, (4.27)

where

t+ = (mB +mD)
2 , t0 = (mB +mD) (

√
mB −

√
mD)

2
. (4.28)

The parameter m(i) in Eq. (4.26) is the mass of the lightest bc̄ pole in the timelike region of
the form factor related to F (i)

OPE via LCSRs. In fact, F (p)
OPE is associated with the form factor

f+ which contains bc̄ states with spin-parity JP = 1+ in the timelike region. Similarly, F (q)
OPE is

related to a linear combination of f+ and f0, and the latter form factor has lighter states with
JP = 0−. Hence, we take m(p) = 6.767GeV and m(q) = 6.275GeV, since those are the masses of
the lightest bc̄ states with JP = 1+ and JP = 0− , respectively, as estimated in lattice QCD [31].

We only consider the first two terms in the parametrization (4.26), given the large uncer-
tainties and correlations between the data points used. Our results for the α(i)

k coefficients are
summarised in Table 4. With these coefficients, we extrapolate the z-expansion (4.26) into the
semileptonic region, and finally, via LCSR relations obtain the form factors in that region. Our
numerical results for the form factors plotted as a function of q2 are shown in Fig. 2. The cen-
tral values, uncertainties and correlations of these form factors at any q2 can be easily obtained
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Figure 2: Form factors plotted as a function of q2. The intervals in black are the results of
our LCSR calculation. The central values and 68% probability envelopes in blue are the results
obtained from our fit to the z expansion in Eq. (4.26).
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Process (scenario) Form factor q2 = 0 q2 = 1
2
q2max q2 = q2max

B → D∗
0 (1)

f
BD∗

0
+ −0.35+0.20

−0.21 −0.41+0.22
−0.25 −0.48+0.26

−0.30

f
BD∗

0
− 0.49+0.34

−0.37 0.57+0.40
−0.45 0.67+0.47

−0.56

Bs → D∗
s0 (1)

f
BD∗

s0
+ −0.24+0.21

−0.21 −0.28+0.25
−0.25 −0.32+0.29

−0.31

f
BD∗

s0
− 0.27+0.36

−0.37 0.30+0.43
−0.45 0.34+0.52

−0.56

B → D∗
0 (2)

f
BD∗

0
+ −0.20+0.15

−0.14 −0.23+0.18
−0.17 −0.27+0.21

−0.21

f
BD∗

0
− 0.25+0.25

−0.24 0.29+0.30
−0.30 0.34+0.36

−0.37

B → D∗′
0 (2)

f
BD∗′

0
+ 0.22+0.16

−0.23 0.25+0.19
−0.28 0.30+0.23

−0.35

f
BD∗′

0
− −0.49+0.24

−0.22 −0.58+0.29
−0.28 −0.70+0.35

−0.35

Table 5: Form factor values at three selected q2 points.

from Eqs. (4.20)–(4.25), using the entries in Table 4 and the values of decay constants given in
Section 3.3. In Table 5, for convenience of the reader, we give the values of the form factors at
q2 = {0, 1

2
q2max, q

2
max}, where q2max = (mB −mD∗

0
)2.

The uncertainties of our calculation for q2 < 0 further increase in the semileptonic region
due to the extrapolation. The uncertainties of our LCSR results are mostly parametric and the
main contribution to the error budget comes from the λB parameter. We stress that a better
knowledge of this parameter would significantly improve the precision of the predictions from
the LCSRs with B-meson DAs, including those obtained here.

Using our form factor results, we can obtain predictions for physical observables in, e.g., the
semileptonic decays B → D∗

0ℓν̄, Bs → D∗
s0ℓν̄, and B → D∗′

0 ℓν̄. We calculate the differential
decay widths using the expressions in Ref. [32] and plot the results in Fig. 3 as a function of the
variable

w =
m2
B −m2

D∗
0
− q2

2mBmD∗
0

.

For the branching ratios we obtain for scenario 1

B(B̄0 → D∗
0ℓν̄) = (3.6+5.1

−3.0) · 10−3 ,

B(B̄0 → D∗
0τ ν̄) = (3.9+5.1

−3.1) · 10−4 ,

B(B̄s → D∗
s0ℓν̄) = (1.9+3.8

−1.7) · 10−3 ,

B(B̄s → D∗
s0τ ν̄) = (2.6+4.9

−2.2) · 10−4 ,

(4.29)

and for scenario 2
B(B̄0 → D∗

0ℓν̄) = (1.6+3.2
−1.4) · 10−3 ,

B(B̄0 → D∗
0τ ν̄) = (2.4+4.7

−2.1) · 10−4 ,

B(B̄0 → D∗′
0 ℓν̄) = (2.3+1.4

−1.8) · 10−3 ,

B(B̄0 → D∗′
0 τ ν̄) = (1.9+1.1

−1.4) · 10−4 ,

(4.30)
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Figure 3: Differential decay widths as a function of w. The blue (orange) bands are the 68%
intervals for ℓ = e, µ (ℓ = τ).

with l = e, µ. We also calculate the lepton flavor universality ratios defined as

R(D∗
0) =

Γ(B → D∗
0τ ν̄)

Γ(B → D∗
0ℓν̄)

, (4.31)

for which we obtain in scenario 1
R(D∗

0) = 0.11+0.03
−0.01 ,

R(D∗
s0) = 0.14+0.07

−0.02 ,
(4.32)

and in scenario 2
R(D∗

0) = 0.16+0.04
−0.01 ,

R(D∗′
0 ) = 0.077+0.029

−0.010 .
(4.33)

Clearly, in these ratios the theory uncertainties partially cancel and hence their relative un-
certainties are much smaller than in the individual branching ratios. Our prediction for the
branching ratio in scenario 1 agrees with the experimental average B(B̄0 → D∗

0(2300)ℓν̄) =
(3.0±1.2) ·10−3 of the Particle Data Group [4]. Also our prediction for R(D∗

0) (again in scenario
1) is in a agreement with the data driven estimate of Ref. [32] (see also Ref. [33]). We find
agreement between our results for the Bs → D∗

s0ℓν̄ branching ratio and the results of Ref. [34],
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which were obtained with QCD sum rules in the framework of heavy quark effective field theory.
There are no measurements or other theoretical predictions for the observables in the decays of
scenario 2. In fact, our predictions are the first ones for such observables. With better experi-
mental and theoretical precision, the semileptonic decay channels considered here could also be
used as an alternative to the well studied B → D(∗)ℓνℓ decays to probe the b → cℓν̄ transitions
and to extract Vcb.

5 Conclusion
We have calculated the B → D∗

0 form factors using for the first time the light-cones sum rules
(LCSRs) with the B-meson distribution amplitudes (DAs). In this method, the c-quark mass
is finite and the B-meson DAs are defined in HQET. This work is complementary to Ref. [1],
where similar LCSRs have been applied to the B meson transitions to the axial charmed mesons.
Here, we have also extended the computation to the Bs → D∗

s0 processes taking into account
the non-vanishing strange-quark mass. Our main analytical results are the novel expressions for
the LCSRs involving light-cone OPE up to twist-four accuracy for B-meson DAs. At the same
time, we have recalculated the decay constants of charmed scalar mesons from two-point QCD
sum rules, which is an important update of earlier works.

The most acute problem related to the charmed scalar mesons is their identification as res-
onances in the Dπ system. According to Particle Data Group [4], the ground-state meson with
these quantum numbers is D∗

0(2300) which is surprisingly heavy with respect to its strange coun-
terpart D∗

s0(2317). According to Ref. [6], the situation is markedly different and there are two
charmed scalar resonances, D∗

0(2105) and D∗′
0 (2451), where the lightest one is the natural non-

strange partner of D∗
s0(2317). For the sake of completeness, we considered both the possibilities

as two different scenarios, and obtained the B → D∗
0 form factors and the D∗

0 decay constants
for each scenario independently.

We have calculated the form factor for q2 < 0 and extrapolated these results to the semilep-
tonic region of the phase space using a z expansion. Our form factor results have sizeable
uncertainties, which are mostly due to the poorly known parameters of the B-meson DAs. We
use these results to predict observables for the semileptonic B̄ → D∗

0ℓν̄ℓ decays. Our predic-
tions agree with experimental measurements where available. We also predict observables in the
B̄s → D∗

s0ℓν̄ℓ decays.
Furthermore, the results obtained in this paper allow us to make one more step towards

filling the observed gap between the inclusive b → cℓνℓ decay rate of B meson and the sum
over exclusive decay contributions to this rate. Having at hand the predictions for the partial
widths of B → D∗

1ℓνℓ and B → D∗
0ℓνℓ, respectively, from Ref. [1] and from this paper, we

can calculate their ratios to the widths of the dominant B → D(∗)ℓνℓ modes , using the LCSR
results obtained for the form factors of the latter modes, e.g. from Ref. [21]. These ratios, due
to partial cancellation of DA parameters, will be then more accurate than our predictions for
the individual widths. Combining the ratios with the well measured B → D(∗)ℓνℓ widths will
enable us to estimate the share of semileptonic B decays into charmed axial and scalar mesons
in the inclusive rate. This type of analysis goes beyond our scope and will be done elsewhere.

We emphasise that in order to make further progress in the B decays involving the scalar
charmed mesons, it is crucial to have a better knowledge of their spectrum. Currently, the
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main information on this spectrum comes from the studies of the three-body nonleptonic decay
B → Dππ , identifying D∗

0 resonances in the Dπ two-body subsystem of the final state. Needless
to say, in future the final word on this spectroscopy should come from the semileptonic decays
B → Dπℓνℓ where a careful analysis of the observables should help to finally establish the mass
of the lightest D∗

0. Our results on B → D∗
0 form factors obtained in this paper can help to

analyse and resolve this problem.

Acknowledgements

This research was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research
Foundation) under grant 396021762 - TRR 257 “Particle Physics Phenomenology after the Higgs
Discovery”. R.M. acknowledges the support of this grant via Mercator Fellowship and the hos-
pitality during the visit at Universität Siegen.

A Light-Cone DAs of B-meson
The definitions and twist expansion of the B-meson light-cone distribution amplitudes are taken
from Ref. [22]. These amplitudes are defined in HQET introducing the four-velocity v = (p +
q)/mB of the B-meson with v = (1, 0⃗) in its rest frame. For the two-particle DAs we use

⟨0| q̄α(x)hβv (0) |B̄(v)⟩ = −ifBmB

4

∫ ∞

0

dω

{
(1 + /v)

[
ϕ+(ω)− g+(ω)∂λ∂

λ

+
1

2

(
Φ±(ω)−G±(ω)∂λ∂

λ
)
γρ∂ρ

]
γ5

}βα
e−il·x

∣∣∣∣∣
l=ωv

. (A.1)

Here we have defined ∂µ ≡ ∂/∂lµ and

Φ±(ω) ≡
ω∫

0

dτ
(
ϕ+(τ)− ϕ−(τ)

)
, G±(ω) ≡

ω∫
0

dτ
(
g+(τ)− g−(τ)

)
, (A.2)

where the DAs of twist-two, three and twist-four, respectively, ϕ+, ϕ− and g+, are taken into
account. Consistently with Ref. [1], we also take into account g−, which is formally a twist-five
contribution, in the Wandzura-Wilczek (WW) limit. Eq. (A.1) is equivalent to the definition
in a form of x2 expansion in Ref. [22] (see Eq.(4.1) therein), and at the same time has some
practical advantages, e.g. the barred functions (A.2) are explicitly present. In our convention,
the B-meson decay constant fB in the above definition is defined in full QCD and the state
|B(v)⟩ has a relativistic normalisation.

For the three-particle DAs up to twist-four we use:

⟨0|q̄(x)Gµν(ux)Γ
µνhv(0)|B̄(v)⟩ = fBmB

4

∫ ∞

0

dω1 dω2 e
−i(ω1+uω2)v·x

Tr
{
γ5Γ

µν(1 + /v)

[
(vµγν − vνγµ)ϕ3 +

i

2
σµν
[
ϕ3 − ϕ4

]
+
xµvν − xνvµ

2v · x
[
ϕ3 + ϕ4 − 2ψ4

]
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−xµγν − xνγµ
2v · x

[
ϕ3 + ψ̃4

]
+
iϵµναβx

αvβ

2v · x
γ5
[
ϕ3 − ϕ4 + 2ψ̃4

]
− iϵµναβx

α

2v · x
γβγ5

[
ϕ3 − ϕ4 + ψ̃4

]
−(xµvν − xνvµ)/x

2(v · x)2
[
ϕ4 − ψ4 − ψ̃4

]
− (xµγν − xνγµ)/x

4(v · x)2
[
ϕ3 − ϕ4 + 2ψ̃4

]]}
, (A.3)

where Γµν is an arbitrary Dirac matrix. In the above, the functional dependence ϕ3 = ϕ3(ω1, ω2),
etc., is not shown for brevity, and the index 3,4 indicates the twist of the DAs. Also, the Wilson
lines are implied but not shown explicitly on l.h.s. of both Eqs. (A.1), (A.3). This form of the
matrix element has been obtained from the one in Ref. [22] by defining xµ = z1nµ and u = z2/z1.

We also introduce the notation for the once and twice integrated three-particle DAs:

Φ(ω1, ω2) =

∫ ω1

0

dτ Φ(τ, ω2) , Φ(ω1, ω2) =

∫ ω1

0

dτ Φ(τ, ω2) , (A.4)

where Φ = {ϕ3, ϕ4, ψ4, ψ̃4}. The integrated functions defined above enter the OPE expressions,
in particular the linear combinations of the three-particle DAs multiplying the OPE coefficients
in Eq. (4.16). These combinations are defined as:

χ1(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ3(ω1, ω2) ,

χ2(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ3(ω1, ω2)− ϕ4(ω1, ω2) ,

χ3(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ3(ω1, ω2) + ϕ4(ω1, ω2)− 2ψ4(ω1, ω2) ,

χ4(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ3(ω1, ω2) + ψ̃4(ω1, ω2), ,

χ5(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ3(ω1, ω2)− ϕ4(ω1, ω2) + 2ψ̃4(ω1, ω2) ,

χ6(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ3(ω1, ω2)− ϕ4(ω1, ω2) + ψ̃4(ω1, ω2) ,

χ7(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ4(ω1, ω2)− ψ4(ω1, ω2)− ψ̃4(ω1, ω2) ,

χ8(ω1, ω2) ≡ ϕ3(ω1, ω2)− ϕ4(ω1, ω2) + 2ψ̃4(ω1, ω2) , (A.5)

where the single- and double-barred functions entering χ3−8(ω1, ω2) are defined in Eq. (A.4).
In the numerical analysis, we use the exponential model (Model-I) proposed in Ref. [22].3 It

stems from the ansatz adopted for two-particle DAs in Ref. [28] and extended to three-particle
DAs in Ref. [18]:

ϕ+(ω) =
ω

λ2B
e−ω/λB , (A.6)

ϕ−(ω) =
1

λB
e−ω/λB − λ2E − λ2H

9λ3B

[
1− 2ω

λB
+

ω2

2λ2B

]
e−ω/λB , (A.7)

g+(ω) = − λ2E
6λ2B

{
(ω − 2λB)Ei

(
− ω

λB

)
+

[
(ω + 2λB)

(
ln

ω

λB
+ γE

)
− 2ω

]
e−ω/λB

}
+

ω2

2λB

{
1− 1

36λ2B
(λ2E − λ2H)

}
e−ω/λB , (A.8)

gWW
− (ω) =

3

4
ωe−ω/λB (A.9)

3All the DAs are given explicitly in Ref. [22], except for g−, for which we use the model given in Ref. [21].
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ϕ3(ω1, ω2) =
λ2E − λ2H
6λ5B

ω1ω
2
2 e

−(ω1+ω2)/λB , (A.10)

ϕ4(ω1, ω2) =
λ2E + λ2H
6λ4B

ω2
2 e

−(ω1+ω2)/λB (A.11)

ψ4(ω1, ω2) =
λ2E
3λ4B

ω1ω2 e
−(ω1+ω2)/λB , (A.12)

ψ̃4(ω1, ω2) =
λ2H
3λ4B

ω1ω2 e
−(ω1+ω2)/λB , (A.13)

where Ei is the exponential integral. These models depend on three independent parameters
One is the inverse moment λB of the twist-two DA:

λ−1
B =

∞∫
0

dω
ϕ+(ω)

ω
, (A.14)

for which we neglect the scale dependence. The adopted values of this and the remaining two
parameters λ2E and λ2H are given in Table 3 and their origin is explained in Section 4.3.

B OPE coefficients
In this appendix we present the expressions obtained for the nonvanishing coefficients for the
OPE calculation of Eqs. (4.13)-(4.16).

B.1 Contributions of two-particle DAs

The coefficients for the contributions of two-particle DAs to F (p)
OPE are:

C(p,1)
ϕ+

= mB − mc

σ̄
,

C(p,1)

Φ±
= − 1

σ̄
, C(p,2)

Φ±
= −mc(σ̄mB −mc)

σ̄2
,

C(p,2)
g+

=
4mB

σ̄
, C(p,3)

g+
= −8m2

c(σ̄mB −mc)

σ̄3
,

C(p,4)

G±
=

24m3
c(σ̄mB −mc)

σ̄4
, (B.1)

and to F (q)
OPE are:

C(q,1)
ϕ+

= −σmB +mc

σ̄
,

C(q,1)

Φ±
= − 1

σ̄
, C(q,2)

Φ±
=
mc(σmB +mc)

σ̄2
,

C(q,2)
g+

= −4σmB

σ̄2
, C(q,3)

g+
=

8m2
c(σmB +mc)

σ̄3
,

C(q,4)

G±
= −24m3

c(σmB +mc)

σ̄4
, (B.2)

where σ̄ ≡ 1− σ.
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B.2 Contributions of three-particle DAs

The coefficients for the contributions of three-particle DAs to F (p)
OPE are:

C(p,1)
χ1

=
2(1− u)

σ̄mB

, C(p,2)
χ1

=
σ̄2(1− 4u)m2

B + 3σ̄mBmc + 2(1− u)(m2
c − q2)

σ̄mB

;

C(p,2)
χ2

= 3(σ̄umB −mc) ;

C(p,2)
χ3

=
mc

σ̄mB

+
1

2
− u ,

C(p,3)
χ3

=
σ̄(1− 2u)mB (σ̄2m2

B − q2 −m2
c)− (σ̄2m2

B + q2)mc +m3
c

σ̄mB

;

C(p,3)
χ4

= 6mc (σ̄mB + (1− 2u)mc) ;

C(p,2)
χ5

=
1

2
− mc

σ̄mB

, C(p,3)
χ5

=
(σ̄mB −mc) (σ̄

2m2
B + 2σ̄mBmc +m2

c − q2)

σ̄mB

;

C(p,3)
χ6

= 6mc(mc − σ̄mB);

C(p,3)
χ7

= −6m2
c(1− 2u)

σ̄mB

,

C(p,4)
χ7

=
6mc (−σ̄3m3

B + (1− 2u) (σ̄2m2
B + q2)mc + σ̄mB(m

2
c + q2)− (1− 2u)m3

c)

σ̄mB

;

C(p,3)
χ8

= 6mc , C(p,4)
χ8

= 18 (σ̄(1− 2u)mB +mc)m
2
c ; (B.3)

and to F (q)
OPE are:

C(q,1)
χ1

=
2(1− u)

σ̄mB

,

C(q,2)
χ1

=
σ̄(σ̄(1− 4u) + 1 + 2u)m2

B + 3σ̄mBmc + 2(1− u)(m2
c − q2)

σ̄mB

;

C(q,2)
χ2

= −3(σumB +mc) ;

C(q,2)
χ3

=
(σ̄ − 2)(1− 2u)mB + 2mc

2σ̄mB

,

C(q,3)
χ3

=
1

σ̄mB

[
− σ̄2m3

Bσ(1− 2u)− (σ̄ − 2)σ̄m2
Bmc − (1− 2u)mB

×
(
(1 + σ̄)m2

c − σq2
)
+mc(m

2
c − q2)

]
;

C(q,3)
χ4

= 6mc(−σmB + (1− 2u)mc) ;

C(q,2)
χ5

=
(σ̄ − 2)mB − 2mc

2σ̄mB

;

C(q,3)
χ5

= −(σmB +mc) (σ̄
2m2

B + 2σ̄mBmc +m2
c − q2)

σ̄mB

;
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C(q,3)
χ6

= 6mc(σmB +mc) ;

C(q,3)
χ7

=
6mc(mB − (1− 2u)mc)

σ̄mB

,

C(q,4)
χ7

=
6mc

σ̄mB

[
σσ̄2m3

B + σ̄(σ̄ − 2)(1− 2u)m2
Bmc + (1 + σ̄)mBm

2
c

−σmBq
2 − (1− 2u)mc

(
m2
c − q2

) ]
;

C(q,3)
χ8

= 6mc , C(q,4)
χ8

= 18m2
c(−σ(1− 2u)mB +mc) . (B.4)

Here the parameter u is a function of σ, ω1, and ω2:

u =
σmB − ω1

ω2

, (B.5)

which induces a ω1, ω2 dependence in Eq. (4.16) for the coefficients at the three-particle DAs.
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