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Abstract

We present the first application of QCD light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) with B(y-meson
distribution amplitudes to the By — DZ‘S)O form factors, where DE‘S)O is a charmed scalar
meson. We consider two scenarios for the D spectrum. In the first one, we follow the
Particle Data Group and consider a single broad resonance D{(2300). In the second one,
we assume the existence of two scalar resonances, D{(2105) and D{(2451), as follows from
a recent theoretically motivated analysis of B — Dnm decays. The B — Dg form factors
are calculated in both scenarios, also taking into account the large total width of Df(2300).
Furthermore, we calculate the By — D7, form factors, considering in this case only the
one-resonance scenario with Dg(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{fv, and Bs— D},{v, branching ratios are compared with the available
data and HQET-based predictions. As a byproduct, we also obtain the Dj- and D};,-meson
decay constants and predict the lepton flavour universality ratios R(D{) and R(DY,).
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1 Introduction

The semileptonic b — c/7, transitions are predominantly realised in the form of exclusive B —
Dtp, and B — D*(7, decays and their By counterparts. No less important but considerably
less studied are the subdominant exclusive decays B — D30y, and B, — Dz, tv,, where DY and
Dz, are excited charmed mesons with spin-parity J” = 07,17, 2. Apart from filling the gap
between the inclusive B — X (7, 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% 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 B — DYnly, are in this respect much simpler for an extraction of D7 resonances in the
D™ states. It is also possible to use the B — D%, decays as an alternative channel to probe
the b — clp, 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 B — D*{i,
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™ states with J© = 0%, 1%, In
our previous paper [1], we obtained the form factors of the B-meson transitions to the charmed



axial mesons with J” = 17, 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 — Dj
and B, — D7, form factors, including the contributions of three-particle B-meson DAs up to
twist-four.! Important additional elements of this paper are also the two-point QCD sum rules
for the decay constants of Df. 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} 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{(2300) resonance decaying into D in the S wave. On the other
hand, in recent theory-based analysis of B — D 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§(2105) and D(2451). In particular, the lowest state D{(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, fy(600) and K(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 D7 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

!Earlier, the three-point QCD sum rules based on the local OPE and double dispersion relation have been
used for the B — Dj form factors in Ref. [2] (see also the HQET analogue of these sum rules in Ref. [3]).



Scenario Meson Mass [MeV] | Width [MeV]
, D; = D;(2300) | 2343410 229 + 16
D, = D%y(2317) | 2317.8£0.5 <38
D = D;(2105) 210555 204139
, Dy = Dy(2451) | 245172 26814
D¥y = Do(2317) | 2317.8 4 0.5 < 3.8
DY, = D%(2660) | ~ 2660 —

Table 1:  The lowest-lying charmed scalar (J¥ = 0%) mesons. For scenario 1 (scenario 2) we
take the masses and total widths from Ref. [}] (from Refs. [5,6]), except the mass of DX which
1 our estimate.

single resonance D{(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 D7,(2317) seems to be
unnaturally light. Indeed, the mass difference between strange and nonstrange resonances does
not fit the expected order of m,. Note that, according to Ref. [4], the mass and width of the
D{(2300) resonance is obtained from Dalitz-plot analysis of the weak B — Dnm decays. The
mass of its strange counterpart D*,(2317) is, on the contrary, more directly determined from the
ete™ — D?,D; cross section with the subsequent D, — D,7° 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 — Dnm 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 D scattering amplitude is isolated in the final-state interaction
of the B — Dnm decay and the resonance structure of this amplitude is extracted. The outcome
is a prediction of two resonances Df(2105) and Dg(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 Dj(2451). Adding to its mass the difference
between the D?(2317) and D{(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 — D7/lr. To this end, one needs an accurate partial
wave reconstruction of the D 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 — Dj 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 — Diks)o form factors. Since there is no available



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

MO = i [ ate e QT L)L, 010, .1
where
J = (m.—mg)ecd and Jg = (m. —mg)cs (3.2)

are the interpolating quark currents for the Dj and D}, 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 mesons coincide. We
however retain the s-quark mass throughout our computations, hence the violation of SU(3)
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 fD;(O and fpr , which are defined as

OLI1D5" () =m0 f o (O11:| Do (p)) = mip,, for, (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. Dg, 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

Mhaa(q?) = / dsphL(‘?, (3.4)

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

by
Phad(s) = f/%gm%gfs(m%g — 8) + peont ($)0(s — stn) - (3.5)
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Here, peont is the spectral density of continuum and excited states without the contribution
of the Df resonance and sy, = (mp + Tn7r)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 (p and fj, 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 peoni(s) by the
integrated OPE density, the detailed structure of p.ont 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 ¢ to remove the subtraction terms and to exponentially
suppress the contribution of peont:

—m?2., /M? _s
Mpaq(M?) = ff—)gm%ae o5/ +/dspcont(s)e M2 (3.6)

Sth

The hadronic representation for the correlator I1° can be obtained from the above equation with
obvious replacements and taking into account that sy, = (mp + mx)? in this case. Note that a
lighter D 7 state is decoupled in the isospin symmetry limit.

Furthermore, we take into account the large total width of the Dj meson by replacing

it a0 o T el VET)
b — Eps, M*) = [dse? — 4 . 3.7
€ 0 ( D s ) /Se [ﬂ(s—m%s)Q—{—SFQS(S) (3.7)
Sth
The energy-dependent width I'p; (s) is defined in terms of the total width of Dj, assuming that
the two-particle D7 state is the dominant final state, hence taking the S-wave phase-space factor

(3.8)

)‘1/2(57 m2 ) mzr)mD*
Log(s) = rtsg[ D Pr h0%

N2 (13 iy, m2) /s

where A is the Kéllen function and T'jS: is the total width. In the narrow-width limit, i.e.
for F%’(E) — 0, the expression inside square brackets in Eq. (3.7) becomes a J-function and

—m? * M2 . . . . .
Eps, M H=c¢ "05/M" s restored. For the strange DY, 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. Dj and D{’, to obtain the respective
decay constants separately. The sum rule for the lighter charmed meson Dy is again derived
using the standard procedure. Here, one benefits from the fact that the second resonance D{’ is
about 350 MeV heavier. Thus, a duality interval can be reliably determined, so that the heavier
resonance is considered a part of the spectral density peons. This yields again Eqgs. (3.4)-(3.5),
but with a different numerical value of mp: (as given in Table 1) and, correspondingly, with a
different spectral density peont-



To derive the sum rule for D’ we start from the hadronic dispersion relation with isolated
contributions of two resonances. After performing the Borel transform we have

—»ﬂ12 . ]V{Q _ s
+ fhymige " 4 / ds peont(s) M (3.9)

Sth

477712 N /]v{2
II}lad>(]»1{2) - (f§§6771%)8 e b

where pPeont(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
s M (3.10)

D=

which yields

_”77/2*//1\42 ~ —S
Dllyaa(M?) = frz(miy — mipg)mpge P80 + / ds (m3y: — 8)peon(s) €M (3.11)

Sth

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, ¢*> < m?, 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:

HOPE(q2) = Hpert(q2) + Hcond(q2) . (312)

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 «y reads

3
pﬁgt(s) = 87T23(mc - md)2 (s — (me + md)Q) /2 (s, mg, mfl) 0 (s — (me + md)Q) )



Here, the light-quark mass dependence, which is important for the s-quark case, is exact as
opposed to the expanded expressions in mg that are given usually in the literature. For the next-
to-leading order correction of O(ay) 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 my — —my, we adapt this formula
to our case of scalar currents.

In the same way, using Egs. (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 to O(ay)), 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

o0

s Qg
Hope(M?) = / ds e=*/M° [pﬁ&(sH?pgeﬁ?(s)] + Meona(M?). (3.13)
0

The analogous result for the correlator II° 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 peont in Eq. (3.4) to the integrated OPE
spectral density:

/ds Peont (s)e™5M* = /ds pope(s)e” ™M (3.14)
Sth S0

where s is an effective threshold, not necessarily equal to sq,.
Applying this procedure, we obtain the sum rules for the decay constants defined in Eq. (3.3)
in the scenario 1:

Fiymip € (Cpg, M?, 50) = Tope(M?, 50), (3.15)

and in the scenario 2:

£2.mt oM op (M2 3.16
Dy ™MDy = Hope(M~, s0) (3.16)
1 —mQD(,;,/M2

2 2 2

= Dllope(M?, ). (3.17)

The functions &(T'p;, M?,s9) and Iope(M?,s9) are equal to those defined in Egs. (3.7) and
(3.13), respectively, but with the upper limits of integrals taken at sg, reflecting the use of
quark-hadron duality.



Parameter Central value £ Uncertainty /Interval Ref.
normalisation scale p=[1.3,2.5] GeV [11,14]
s-quark mass ms(p =2GeV) = 93.4,35 MeV [4]
c-quark mass me(p = 1.5GeV) = 1.205 + 0.035 GeV [4]
strong coupling as(p =1.5GeV) = 0.353 £+ 0.006 4]
quark condensate (Gq) (1= 1.5GeV) = — (0.278 £ 0.022 GeV)® | [15]
s-quark condensate (ss)/{qq) =0.8+0.3 [16]
ratio (¢Gq)/{(qq) m2 =0.8+0.2 GeV? [16]
gluon condensate (GG = 0.0127559% GeVv* [16]
four-quark condensate Twae = 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 M? and the effective thresholds 58), 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

M? = [3.0,4.0] GeV?, (3.18)

and also in this range the sum rules have a mild dependence on M?2. The resulting variation is
included in our uncertainty estimate.

The effective threshold s(()/) is determined using the following standard procedure: we take
the derivative of each sum rule (3.15)-(3.17) with respect to —1/M? and divide the result by the
corresponding initial sum rule, obtaining:

B d(+/M2)H0PE(M2>So)

F— 3.19
"Dy Hopr(M?,s0) (3.19)
d
2 i/ Plope(M?, 50) (3.20)
by’ Dlopr(M?2, s}) '

The effective threshold is then fixed by demanding that these constraints are fulfilled. In this
procedure, we neglect the width of Df, hence Eq. (3.19) for the lowest scalar resonance holds
for both scenarios.

Using the D§ and Dj’ masses in Table 1, the inputs in Table 2 and the Borel window in
Eq. (3.18) we find, for scenario 1,

50 = 6.84 £ 0.89 GeV? (3.21)
and, for scenario 2,

so = 5.50 & 0.72 GeV?, (3.22)
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sh=T7.80£0.51 GeV?. (3.23)

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

fp; = 182+ 22MeV, (3.24)
while the corresponding sum rules (3.16)-(3.17) (scenario 2) yield

fos = 146 + 17 MeV (3.25)
oy =170 + 38 MeV, (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], mp; = 2.54+0.1GeV, fp; = 170 & 20 MeV which is in
the same ballpark.?

We also perform a numerical analysis for the charmed strange meson D}, which is well
identified independent of the scenario adopted for its nonstrange counterparts. Adapting the
sum rule (3.15) to the DY, meson case, we obtain

5o = 6.50 £ 0.83 GeV?, (3.27)
fpr, =123 £ 21 MeV. . (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 fps in scenario 1 and
fpx, 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 mass used as an input. Additional
increase of fp- is due to the fact that in scenario 1 the Df is a broad state and hence the sum
rule contains the width factor (3.7) which — given the large width of D — 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{ state seems to be a more natural SU(3) partner of Dy,
seems more plausible.

4 LCSRs for the B,y — DZ‘S)O form factors

We obtain the LCSRs for the B — D and By — D7, form factors from the following correlator
which is a time-ordered product of the two currents sandwiched between the B, and vacuum

20ne should keep in mind that the input parameters including the c-quark mass were at that time different.
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states:

Fulpa) =i [ do e QT {1}, (@), J20)} [Bo o + 0)
=ip, TP ) +iq. FOW %), (4.1)

where J(TS is the conjugate of the scalar current (3.2) with four-momentum p and Jﬁ = Y, Y5
is the axial part of the weak current with four-momentum g. 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 + ¢, so
that (p+¢)? = m%. 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 By — Dt form factors. The results
for the transition of B~ into a neutral Dj are the same in the isospin symmetry limit. The
LCSRs for B, — DY, 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 m,. 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 — Dj transition is decomposed into two form factors in
two different ways:

Dy )T B0 + @) = i2p, + 4 f2 0 (@) + iguf 27 (¢?)

2 2 2 2
:Z(%— - qu) 203y 4 i P gR), (42)

where ff 6 is related to ff 26 via:
BD} BD} q BD}
o (@) =10 + e (), (4.3)

so that ff DS(O) = ffDS (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 ff P (¢?) can be expressed as the B — D} matrix element of the
pseudoscalar current:

* mp + M, N . _
Fo (q?) = —5———(D;(p)lcivsbl B(p + q)) - (4.4)
mp mDé‘
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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 p* = s for s > 0 and fixed ¢*:

I, F,(p, q) = w6 (s — mip, )| D5 () D5 (0) T2 1 B(p + @) + Theontu (P, 0)0(s — sw) . (4.5)

As discussed in Subsection 3.1, sy, = (mp + m,)? and we isolate the lowest D} pole (tem-
porarily neglecting its total width). We also denote by peont,, the spectral density of continuum
and excited states with the Dj quantum numbers. For this spectral density we use the same
decomposition in invariant functions as in Eq. (4.1):

Peont (D @) = Pu P (5, 4%) + qu P (5, ¢%) .

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:

00 BD;, 00
1 [ ImeFW(s,q%)  2mb fog /i (¢%) p(s,q%)
FOpt gt = - [ttt - Sty [ felS D g
pg — P p
Sth Sth
oo BD; BD} 00
1 Im.o F@ (s g2 m2. fos [ fr 0 (¢?) + f27°(¢? ~(a) 2
].‘(Q)(p2,q2> _ —/dS my2 (;:q ) _ D{ DO[ + 2( ) - ( ﬂ +/d8 pcont(sag ) '
T s—p M = P s—p
0 Sth
(4.7)
Their Borel transform yields
- 7m2 * 2 A —
FON, ¢*) = 2md, fs; 270 (%) e o™ +/d5 PO (s, q%) e M (4.8)

Sth
00

~ BD} BD; —m2, /M? R s
FOM?, q?) = mip, o[£ (@) + 27 ()] e "7 + / ds i q®) M. (4.9)
Sth
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 Dy, i.e., by performing the replacement
(3.7).

Scenario 2

In scenario 2, the hadronic dispersion relation F® for the lowest-lying scalar resonance has the
same form of Eqgs. (4.8)-(4.9) but with different mass and decay constant of Dj. The second
scalar resonance D§' can be isolated using again the operator (3.10), which yields

BDy/ -m2,,/M?
,D.F(p ( ) 2<m mD*/>mD*IfD*/f+ <q2) e DO
" / s (md; — $)Th (5, %) e (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).

~ BD?/ BD?/ -m2,,/M?
DFD(M?,¢%) = (mby — mp)mpe foy [f 0 (@) + f270 (¢)] e 75
+/d8 (mys — 8)pD (s, 4?) e/M" (4.11)

Sth

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

4.2 Light-cone OPE for the correlator

For p*> < m? and ¢*> < (my + m.)?, 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 z? ~ 0 [18|. In practical terms, we have
to compute the diagrams depicted in Fig. 1. At leading order in ay, 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:

1
d*f ﬂ.fxﬂ(]f’ + me)ot + uct (f + m.)

OIT{(@eON 06 = =i [ duGufur) [ 5550 S

0

where G, = g,Gf,(\*/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 with i = p, ¢ can be reduced to the following
generic form:

Fobu0®,4%) = (me —my meBZ/dO' .4 2) (4.13)

2\\k ’
2))

where the variable ) )
2 oq- —mg

5(07 q2) =o0mpg — 1—0 (414)
is introduced, so that, inversely,
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
B—q —l—s—\/4(mc—s)mB—|—(mB—q +5)
o5, %) = (4.15)
2m%
The functions I0*) are defined as:
omp J
1490, %) ZCM) (0,¢%) ¥(omp +Z/dw1 / e (0w, w2, ¢°) Xa(wr, wa)
omp—wi
(4.16)

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

) = {6+w), Bew), g+(®), Cxlw)},

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

Xj(wr,we) = {Xl(wl,wg), . ,Xs(wl,wg)} )

To derive Eq. (4.13) we have performed the replacement w — omp and u — (6 mp — wy)/ws
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 mp — oo,
and the variables w and w2 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(mp), hence, the integration is supported
only in the interval 0 < w < 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 Cz(; *) and C)(jj’k) entering Eq. (4.16). Our main analytical result are the expressions
for these coefficients collected in Appendix B.
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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 p?. In addition, we perform the Borel
transform with respect to p?. Following Ref. [21], the OPE result can be written as

fgl)PE(M27q2) - Fgl)DE(Mza §07q2) + ‘Fgl)DE(M27 oo,q2), (417>

4 90

D)2 A —1)k s(od®V /X 1 .
]:(()1)3E(M2a307q2) = (mc - md)meB E (l(f _)1)'{/d0' e ( ’q2)/M2<A—_II( ’k)(O'; q2)
=1 :

and

i Y - (—1)k oy iz [ d 1 bl
‘F(()ZI)Z’E(MQa 0, q2) = (mc - md)meB Z /da 6_8(07(1 )/M (__) I(ka)(o-’ QQ) .

Here, we have introduced the following notation:

d 1\" d1/d1 d
<%;) flo) = (%; (EQJC(O'))) , S'Ei, o0 = (50, 4%) .

The corresponding OPE expressions in the case of By — D%, form factors are obtained by
replacing (m. — mg) = (m. —my), fg — fp, and mp — mp, in Eq. (4.13).

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

The LCSRs for By — Digo 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 }"C(;I)DE(M 2 00,¢%) in
(1)

i (8,¢?). Following these steps, we

Eq. (4.17) cancels the integral over the spectral density p
derive the sum rules for the form factors in scenario 1:

BD; N N
Qm%stsf+ ’ <q2) 5<FD8’ M2’ 80) = ]:épF)’E(M27 S0, q2) ) (420)
mbs fog [F2 70 (@) + F270 ()] €Ty, M2, 50) = Fou(M2, 50,6, (4.21)
and in scenario 2:
BD} —m?, /M? N
Qm%nggf+ () e py /M _ ]:g?r))E(]wz7 S0, %), (4.22)

m?2 */M

* * — 2 A
mbs o[£y (@) + 270 ()] e P = FOL (M2, 50, 4%) (4.23)
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Parameter Central value + Uncertainty | Ref.
B-meson decay constant fs=190.0 £ 1.3 MeV [15]
Bs-meson decay constant fB, =230.3 £ 1.3MeV [15]

Ap = 0460 £0.110GeV | [24]

Parameters of the Ap,/Ap=119+0.14 [25]
Bis)-meson DAs A2 =0.02+0.03GeVZ | [26,27]
AZ = 0.11+0.08GeV2 | [26,27]

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

2, — 3 mi fow 205 () M = DFEL (12,3, ¢ 4.24

D py)MpyJpy ]+ 4 Je % = ore(M7, 50,47) (4.24)
BDy BDy -m2 ,,/M? ~o .

(miye — mbe)mi fop [0 (@) + 270 (¢)] e P8 = DFR (M 5, 4%),  (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
Ap and the normalisation parameters A2, and A%, 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 A% and \% 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 A, 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 M? of the LCSRs, which is in principle
independent from the Borel parameter M? of the two-point sum rules, can be varied in the same
interval of Eq. (3.18), i.e. between 3.0 GeV? and 4.0 GeV?2. 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 ég) = s(()/).

For each LCSR considered above, we calculate the OPE expression ]-"gl))E(M 2 50,¢%) or
DF(()ZP),E(MQ, 50,¢%), in both cases denoted for brevity as ]:g%,E(QQ), where i = p or ¢, at ¢*> =
{-20, —15,-10, —5} GeV?, varying all input parameters within their adopted intervals. Using
the OPE only for negative ¢? values is justified by the fact that for ¢> > 0, the subleading twist

contributions become numerically of the same order of magnitude as the leading twist ones at
q®> = 0. This behaviour is not surprising and has already been noticed in Ref. [1]. We also ob-
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Process (scenario) | (1) a(()i) agi) Correlation
(p) | —0.100 £ 0.060 0.15£0.15 —0.93
B — D§ (1)
(q) 0.019 +0.021 | —0.029 4 0.085 —0.97
(p) | —0.060 £ 0.051 0.050 £0.16 —0.97
Bs; — D%, (1)
(q) 0.004 £0.017 0.029 £0.076 —0.98
—0.074 £ 0.053 0.13+0.18 —0.97
Bopi2 | P
(q) 0.011 £0.018 | —0.007 £ 0.080 —0.98
0.090 £0.075 | —0.27+0.39 —0.85
By P
(q) | —0.051 £ 0.024 0.204+0.12 —0.84

Table 4: Coefficients

of the z- expansion (4.26) fitted to ]—"g%E.

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 < ¢* < (mB(S> — mDZlm)z’

we fit for each LCSR the OPE results Fuby(¢2) at ¢> < 0 to the following z expansion:

K
k
FO@) = — - 3ol [2(¢?) — 2(0)])" (1.26)
my k=0
The ¢* — z map is defined as
o V=@ =Vt
) = : , (4.27)
Vie — @+ ity —
where
ty = (mp+mp)?, to = (mp +mp) (Vms — Vmp)’ (4.28)

The parameter m; in Eq. (4.26) is the mass of the lightest b¢ pole in the timelike region of

the form factor related to fgl);E via LCSRs. In fact, féple is associated with the form factor

which contains bé states with spin-parity J© = 1% in the timelike region. Similarly, F, @ s
4 y g Ys Y opPE

related to a linear combination of f, and fjy, and the latter form factor has lighter states with
J¥ = 07. Hence, we take m, = 6.767 GeV and m, = 6.275 GeV, since those are the masses of
the lightest b¢ states with J£ = 17 and J¥ = 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 a,(f) 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 ¢? are shown in Fig. 2. The cen-
tral values, uncertainties and correlations of these form factors at any ¢? can be easily obtained
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Figure 2: Form factors plotted as a function of ¢*. The intervals in black are the results of
our LOSR 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 | ¢* =0 | ¢ =32 | @ = ¢Aax
B o D5 (1) fgz —0.351020 | _0.417922 | _( 481020
fo 0.497531 1 0.571090 | 0.677047

B, - Dt (1) fgz —0.247921 | —0.287925 | _(.32792
fo 0.27%938 | 0.30%042 | 0.347022

B Dt (@) gzo —0.207915 | —0.237918 | _.27102!
foro 0257023 | 0.29%030 | 0.3415:38

B Dy f’gz 0.227016 | 0.251019 | 30102
foro —0.497023 | —0.58702% | —0.707052

Table 5: Form factor values at three selected ¢* 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 = {07 %quna}U q1211ax}7 where QIznax = (mB - mDS)Q'

The uncertainties of our calculation for ¢> < 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 A\g 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{lv, B, — Di(v, and B — D{'{v. 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

2 2 2
mp —Mps —q
w =
QmBmDS

For the branching ratios we obtain for scenario 1

B(B° — D*eu) (3.6755) - 1072,

B(B° — Dyr) = (3.9751) - 1074, (4.29)
B(B, — D;O 7) = (1.9%3%) . 107*, '
B(B, — D) = (2.6759) - 107,

and for scenario 2 B

B(B° — Dytw) = (1.6732). 1073,

B(B° — Dyrv) = (2.4757) - 107, (4:30)
B(B® — D}tv) = (2.3714) . 1073, '
B(B" — Dytv) = (1.9111) - 107%,
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Scenario 1

o
T
I

dT(B — Djtv)/dw[1071 GeV]
dT (B, = D?ytwv)/dw [107 GeV]
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Figure 3: Differential decay widths as a function of w. The blue (orange) bands are the 68%
intervals for { = e, (€ =T7).

with [ = e, u. We also calculate the lepton flavor universality ratios defined as

(B — Dyv)

for which we obtain in scenario 1
R(Dg) = 0117447,

4.32
R(D?,) = 0.14100 (4.32)

and in scenario 2

R(Dj) = 0.16X50;

R(Dy) = 0.0775:9%
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(B° — D}(2300)(v) =
(3.041.2)-1073 of the Particle Data Group [4]. Also our prediction for R(D}) (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 B, — DZ,/v branching ratio and the results of Ref. [34],

(4.33)
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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™/, decays to probe the b — ¢/ transitions
and to extract V.

5 Conclusion

We have calculated the B — Dg 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 By, — D7, 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 D7 system. According to Particle Data Group [4], the ground-state meson with
these quantum numbers is D (2300) which is surprisingly heavy with respect to its strange coun-
terpart D%,(2317). According to Ref. [6], the situation is markedly different and there are two
charmed scalar resonances, D{(2105) and D{'(2451), where the lightest one is the natural non-
strange partner of D¥,(2317). For the sake of completeness, we considered both the possibilities
as two different scenarios, and obtained the B — D{ form factors and the Dj decay constants
for each scenario independently.

We have calculated the form factor for ¢> < 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 B — Djfy, decays. Our predic-
tions agree with experimental measurements where available. We also predict observables in the
By — Dy, decays.

Furthermore, the results obtained in this paper allow us to make one more step towards
filling the observed gap between the inclusive b — cfr, 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 — Dy, and B — D{ly,, respectively, from Ref. [1] and from this paper, we
can calculate their ratios to the widths of the dominant B — D®™){1, 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®){y, 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 — Drr , identifying D{ resonances in the D7 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 — Dmnly, where a careful analysis of the observables should help to finally establish the mass
of the lightest Dj§. Our results on B — D; 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 Universitit 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)/mp of the B-meson with v = (1,0) in its rest frame. For the two-particle DAs we use

Ol @0 |B@) = =72 ["auf a4 0n0) - @100
L @)= Ca@)0r0) 10, b | . (A
#3 (B0 T e
Here we have defined 0, = 0/0l* and
Tow) = [dr(ou(r) = 6-(7), Calw)= [ dr(o(r) - 9-(7). (A2)

where the DAs of twist-two, three and twist-four, respectively, ¢., ¢_ 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 z? 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 fp 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:

(010) G ) O)|B0)) = P72 [ oy g s
0

Ty — TUy

Tr{75F“”(1 +9) |:(Uu711 — V)93 + EUW [9253 - ¢4] + 20 -1

5 (65 + 61— 20]
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_I“%QIU_. zzﬁ/u [¢3 4 1;4} 16u;;v}6$xv [¢3 by + 2{/;4] — KZI)&IV s [¢3 by + 1;4}
_ (xltgl’(v_ i;g#)¢ [¢4 o w4 - 1;4] . (xuz/ll/(v . il)/,YM>¢ [¢3 _ ¢4 + 2w4]:| } , (AB)

where I'*" is an arbitrary Dirac matrix. In the above, the functional dependence ¢3 = ¢3(wq,ws),

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 Lh.s. of both Eqgs. (A.1), (A.3). This form of the

matrix element has been obtained from the one in Ref. [22] by defining z,, = 211, and u = 25/ 2.
We also introduce the notation for the once and twice integrated three-particle DAs:

D (wr,ws) :/ dr ®(1,ws) , 3(&)1,&)2) :/ dr ®(7,w,) , (A.4)
0 0

where ® = {¢3, P4, Uy, 1;4}. 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:

X1(W1,w2) = ¢3<w17w2) )

X2(W17W2) = ¢3(w1,wz) - ¢4(w1,w2) )

Xs(wi, ws) = Pg(wr, ws) +§4(w1>w2) — 204(w1,w2)

Xa(wi,w2) = dg(wr, wo) + @L(wh wa),

X5 (Wi, wa) = Eg(wl,w) - 54(0017002) +3 (Wi, wa)

Xo(wi, wa) = Eg(wl,wz) - 54(0017002) + 7{4(%7&02) ;

X7 (Wi, w2) = g:b4(w1, wa) — i4(w1, wa) — @(wl, wa)

Xs(wb wz) = 23@11, wz) - E4(w17w2) + 2&4(001, wz) ) (A-5)

where the single- and double-barred functions entering ys;_s(w;,ws) are defined in Eq. (A.4).

In the numerical analysis, we use the exponential model (Model-T) proposed in Ref. [22].% Tt
stems from the ansatz adopted for two-particle DAs in Ref. [28] and extended to three-particle
DAs in Ref. [18]:

bilw) = e, (A.6)
AB
1 A2, — 22 2w w?
B — o w/ _E H |1 22 = | ow/s AT
W NG, { o 2)\23] © (A7)
A2 w w
gi(w) = 6/\2 {(w —2\p)Ei (—)\—) + {(w +2\p) (ln o + 'VE) — Zw} e_w/AB}
B B
w? 1 .y
LYW {1 BETTA )}e " (4.8)
PV(w) = Swesl (4.9)

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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A, — N
¢3 (wl, w2> — E—E)}I wlwg 6_(W1+w2)/)\B , (AlO)
A%,

A2+ \2
Og(wr, we) = —E6j\_4 H 2 g=(rte2)/Ap (A.11)
B

)\2
77Z)4((,U1, (A)Q) = —LZ W19 6—(w1+w2)/)\5 s (A12)
3NG
~ A2
Pa(wi,we) = —i-wwy e @te)/As (A.13)
3NG
where Ei is the exponential integral. These models depend on three independent parameters
One is the inverse moment Ag of the twist-two DA:

gt = /dw%(w), (A.14)
0

for which we neglect the scale dependence. The adopted values of this and the remaining two
parameters A% and A% 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 ]-'(()pIZE are:

(1) _ M
C¢+ =mp — 5
C(p’l) _ _l C(p 2) _ _mc<5-mB - mc)
[oys o ! Dy 5—2 ’
o2 _ 4ms cwd) _ _8me(@ms — me)
g+ o ’ g+ 5_3 )
3 —
(pd) 24m2(amp — m,)
Céi - 5’4 ’ (Bl)
and to ]-'(()qllE are:
ol _amp + Mg
o+ Vol ’
ol _ 1 ol _ me(omp + m.)
D4 ol ’ [N 5—2 ’
Cla2) — _domp ca3) — 8mz;(omp + me)
9+ 52 9+ 53 ’
4 24m2(omp + m,)
Cgi) - — 6'4 ) <B2)

where 0 =1 — 0.
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B.2 Contributions of three-particle DAs

The coefficients for the contributions of three-particle DAs to ]_—g)F))E are:

2(1 — ) ) _ (1 — du)m% + 3ampme + 2(1 — u)(m? — ¢*)

cwl) — _
X1 a_mB 9 X1 a_mB ;
Cg’z) = 3(oump — me);
m 1
C(p’2) — e [
xs 6m3 + 2 U
) _ 0= 2u)mp (0°mf — ¢* — m) — (5*mfs + ¢*) me +mi.

X3

CP¥ = 6m, (Gmp + (1 — 2u)m,) ;

o) _ 1 me O3 _ (emp —m.) (*m% + 20mpm, +m2 — ¢*)
X2 T2 gmp’ o am ’
B B
Cg’?’) = 6m.(m, — amp);
Cc®3) — _M
X7 6.mB ’
o) _ 6m. (—a*m% + (1 — 2u) (6*m% + ¢*) me + amp(m? + ¢*) — (1 — 2u)m?)
X7 6.mB ’
CP?) = 6m., CPY =18(5(1 — 2u)mp +m.) m:; (B.3)
and to F . are:
clal) _ 2(1 —u)
Xt 5'TTLB ’
a2 _ a(a(1 —4u) + 1 + 2u)m% + 3ampme + 2(1 — u)(m? — ¢*) |
X1 o 57713 ’
Ci‘i’m = —3(ocump +m.);
o) _ (6 —2)(1 —2u)mpg + 2m,
Xs 20m ’
B
1
C§<q3’3) le— [ —*myo(l —2u) — (6 — 2)omim, — (1 — 2u)mp

x ((1+ F)m? — 0q2) +me(m? — ¢*) | ;

CO = 6me(—omp + (1 — 2u)me) ;

(0 —2)mp —2m,

Cl9:2)

X5 25mB
o) _ (omp +me) (6°mE + 20mpm. +m? — ¢*)
X5 _ )

5mB
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Cf(‘é’?’) = 6m.(omp + m.);

6m.(mp — (1 — 2u)m,)

Ccla3) —
X7 6.mB ’
clad) = OMe [ a2 s 7(a — 2)(1 — 2u)ym%Zme + (1 + 6)mpm?
xr = B BMc B,
omp
—ompq® — (1 —2u)m, (m? — q2) ] :
Cg’?’) = 6m,, C;‘;A) = 18m2%(—o(1 — 2u)mp + m.). (B.4)

Here the parameter u is a function of o, wq, and ws:

u:O'mB—(.Ul’ (B5>
W2

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