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Abstract

The hadronic form factors of B, semileptonic decays to the P—wave charmonium 4-plet
can be expressed near the zero-recoil point in terms of universal functions, performing
a systematic expansion in QCD in the relative velocity of the heavy quarks and in
1/mq. Such functions are independent of the member of the multiplet involved in the
transitions. We present the results of an NLO calculation up to O(1/ mé) classifying
the universal functions at this order. We work out a set of relations among the form
factors of the same mode and of different modes, which should be reproduced by explicit
calculations, reducing the hadronic uncertainty affecting such channels. The approach is
also helpful to investigate the debated nature of x.1(3872), studying the production in
B_ semileptonic decays and comparing it to the modes involving the other 2P charmonia.

1 Introduction

There is a manifold interest in the study of semileptonic decays of heavy hadrons, namely
those induced by the b — cfi, transition at the quark level. The first one is the possibil-
ity to precisely measure fundamental parameters of the Standard Model (SM), in this case
the element |V3| of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) mixing matrix. The analyses
of processes involving different hadrons, modes and final states (exclusive/inclusive) should
provide compatible results: such a compatibility has not been achieved, yet, considering the
debated |V,| determinations from inclusive and exclusive B decays [1] which fuel discussions
on possible explanations of the tension within the SM [2] or beyond [3]. Other processes, e.g.
B, to charmonium, give access to such a fundamental parameter which has tight correlations
with flavour observables [4].

Another important interest relies on the possibility of testing fundamental features of
the Standard Model, namely Lepton Flavour Universality (LFU). Signals of LFU violation
have been detected in B decays induced by this transition [5]. They hint to physics beyond
SM [6], the structure of which can be constrained by studying sets of decay observables |7}14].
Related LFU violating effects should be observed in processes involving different hadrons: the



first measurements are available for B. — J/¢{p, [15], other B, modes can be considered for
such investigations.

In addition to the above motivations concerning the structure of the theory of electroweak
interaction and of its extensions, there is interest related to strong interaction effects. For
decays involving hadrons comprising a single heavy quark @, a double expansion in QCD in
powers of 1/mg and of «; provides a powerful method to classify the hadronic matrix elements,
both in the exclusive and inclusive transitions. This is the basis for an efficient control of the
theoretical uncertainty in the above mentioned measurements. For mesons comprising two
heavy quarks such as B., the expansion parameter is the relative three-velocity of the heavy
quarks, with counting rules given within Nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD). At the various orders
in the expansion the form factors governing B, — J/¢(n.){v,; can be given in terms of universal
functions, the same for the two final states, in selected kinematical ranges [16-18]. Relations
can be established among the form factors, with a reduction of the hadronic uncertainties
affecting the description of the semileptonic channels. It is worth considering such an expansion
also for the form factors governing the B, transitions to the P-wave charmonia involving a
spin 4-plet of final states, for which little information is available at present[T]

There is a further reason of interest. Semileptonic decays provide us with a probe on the
structure of the hadrons involved in the transitions. This is important, for example, if one con-
siders the meson x.1(3872) (usually denoted as X (3872)). After the observation by the Belle
Collaboration [21] and the confirmation and measurements by other collaborations [22-30],
such a meson, whose quantum numbers are J7¢ = 17+ [31,32], is under intense scrutiny due to
features hinting a non conventional charmonium structure. Puzzling properties are the close-
ness of the mass of X (3872) to the D** D threshold and the large decay rate to J /v 7 (J/1 p)
compared to J/¢ mrmw (J/¢ w) [33], which can be explained invoking a multiquark structure of
X (3872), compact or molecular (see the discussions in Refs. [34,35] and in references therein).
On the other hand, the large I'( X (3872) — v (25))/I'(X(3872) — ~ J/4) ratio [36] and data
on the production in yy* interactions [37] support the identification of y.;(3872) with the
state .1 (2P) sitting on the D**D? threshold [38,39]. Experimental tests have been proposed
to help decipher the structure of the meson [40], in the vast literature on the subject.

Semileptonic B, decays to x.1(3872) can provide us with information on the nature of this
state. The way is inspired by our analysis in [18] and is based on the systematic comparison of
the B, transitions to the 2P charmonia. In a selected kinematical range the B, and the P-wave
charmonium matrix elements can be expressed as an expansion in the heavy quark relative
three-velocity in the heavy hadrons, together with an expansion in the inverse heavy quark
mass. In this range the B, to the P-wave charmonia form factors (for lowest lying or radial
excitations) are related. The violation or confirmation of such relations in B. — x.1(3872)¢v
with respect to the decays to the other 2P charmonia would support the interpretation of
X (3872) as an exotic or a conventional stateE]

In this paper we focus on the B, to the P-wave charmonia form factors, and compute their
expressions in terms of universal functions at NLO. We classify the universal functions and

!The peculiar role of B, a weakly decaying meson comprising only heavy quarks, has been recently discussed
in [19,[20].

“The comparison between B, semileptonic and nonleptonic B, — X (3872)p(a1) decays, fixing the X (3872)
polarization, has been proposed as a way to investigate the structure of this meson [41]. Semileptonic B,
decays to X (3872) have been considered in [42].



work out a set of relations useful both to test calculations based on nonperturbative methods
and in phenomenological analyses. In Sec. 2] we parametrize the B. — X012 and B. — h,
matrix elements of the quark currents appearing in a generalized low-energy Hamiltonian gov-
erning the b — ¢y, transition, providing the definition of the set of form factors considered
in our study. For the sake of completeness, in Appendix [A] we also report another parameter-
ization often employed in the literature, with straightforward relations between the two. We
give the decay distributions of the four B, — x0.1.2(h.)¢y modes, which can also be used for
B. decays to the 2P charmonium resonances. In Sec. |3| we briefly describe the heavy quark
expansion in QCD, we introduce the (B,, B}) spin doublet and the (X012, h.) spin 4-plet and
the trace formalism to express the relevant hadronic matrix elements. In Sec. {4 we write the
form factors in terms of universal functions, with the resulting formulae collected in Appendix
Bl In Sec. [f] we present relations among several form factors for single modes and for pairs
of modes, other relations being collected in Appendix [C] Applications to phenomenology are
discussed in Sec. [}, for the lowest lying 1P charmonia and for the 2P excitations in connection
with the x.1(3872) issue. Then we conclude.

2 B.— Xw12 and B. — h, form factors

The semileptonic B, decays to the charmonium states, including the positive parity xo12 and
h., are governed by a low energy Hamiltonian with general form

Hly™ = Gry, [(1 +ev) (27 (1 = 5)b) (E4"(1 = y5)we) + € (E7u(1 + 75)b) (0" (1 — v5) %)

\/§ c
+ €5 (eb) (€(1 —v5)ve) + €p (Ey5b) (£(1 = 75)1) (1)

+ ¢ (o (1= 5)b) (Lo (1 = 5)12) ]

considering the full set of D = 6 semileptonic b — ¢ operators with left-handed neutrinos.
The general Hamiltonian (1) comprises the Fermi constant G, the element V,, of the CKM
matrix and the Standard Model operator Ogys = 4(¢py"by) (57 L%wL). It also includes the
operators O = 4(¢gy"br) ((Lvuver), Os = (€b) (€(1 — v5)ve), Op = (¢ysb) (€(1 — 75)14) and
Or = (¢o,(1 = 5)b) (Lo (1 — ~5)1,) arising in extensions of SM, with Wilson coefficients
eﬁ rs.pr 0 general complex and lepton-flavour dependent. The SM Hamiltonian corresponds
to € = 0. Eq. has been considered in connection with the B — D®ry,, B — D® ¢y,
LFU anomaly [3,8-13].

It is common to parametrize the B, — x. (1 = 0,1,2) and B. — h, matrix elements of the
quark currents in Eq. in terms of form factors as written in Appendix [A] [43-46]. p and p/
are the four momenta of the initial and final meson, € (n) the polarization vector (tensor) of
the spin 1 (spin 2) charmonium, ¢ = p — p’ the lepton pair momentum. We use 123 = —1,
hence o"~; = —%E“VC“ﬁaag. In our analysis it is more convenient to use a parametrization
of the matrix elements in terms of the four-velocities of B, and of the charmonium state
C = Xe0.1.2, he: v =p/mp, and v' = p'/m¢, with w = v -v'. They are defined as follows.



Bc — Xc0-

{(Xeo (V') E7u75b| Be(v))
<XcO (UI) ‘575b|Bc<U)>
(Xeo(V')[€04b] Be(v))

Vit M, [94(w) (v + ), + g-(w) (v = '),
\/m gP(w) (2)
VMoo M, 97(W) €papv®0™

Be = X1
(e (v, €)[e3bl Be(0)) = i/t 5, | gvi (w)e,
+ (€ - 0)lgva () (v + )y + gua(w)(v = )]
(a1 (v, )[E3,35b| Be(0)) = /iy 5 9 () o007
(e (o, €)[eb| Be(v) = i v/, gs(w) (" - 0) (3)
(e (v, )bl Be(v)) = i i, | g, (w) (en (0 + 0'), = € (v + v),)
+ g1, () (6,0 =)y — s (v = 1))
+ g1, (0)(€ - 0) (0, = v,
Be = Xea2:

(Xea (V') [@1D] Be(v)) = /Mty M, i kv (W) €uapon T v,0 0"

) = Vg Mg, [kay (W) 00" + 17550°07 (kay (00, + kag (w)o),) ]
) =

) =

Ve M kp (W) 15,500 (4)

(
(Xe2 (v, n)|E7,750] Be(v
(Xe2 (v, m)[E¥5b| Be(v
(

)
)
) )
(Xe2 (v, m)|C0 50| Be(v) (W) (1" vavy = Ny VatL) +
+hﬁw@ﬂ%%—nwaJ+hﬂw%w%ﬁw%—w%ﬂ
B, — h:
(he(v', )|embl Be(v)) = imn, g | f(w)e;
(€ 0) (fra()(o + 1)+ fia(w) (0 = ),)]
(he(v/, )| 8bl Be(v)) = i/ T, Ja (1) €uae™ 0 0"
(he(v/, ©)|eb| Bo(v) = v/, g, (€ - v) fs(w) (5)
(he(v', )bl Be(v)) = i /i, g, | fri (w) (€0 + )y = (v +0'),)
+ fr(w) (€0 =)y = 5w 1))
+ Jra(w) (¢ -0) (0], — vf) |
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The decay distributions governed by the Hamiltonian can be written in the form:

dl'(B. — Clp) - dr M dart dr~ dr’
( ) _ F{|1 eVP + |eR|2 + |€X|2 + |er|*—
dw dw dw dw dw
SMR dFSMX
+ 2Re [ER(l—FEV)]% +2Relex(1+¢€,)] — T
SMT BT
+ 2Reer(1 + €] T + 2Re [eger] — T (6)

dFXR FXT
+2Re[exeg]% +2Relexer] — o },

with X = P in case of Y., Xe2, and X = S in case of .1, h.. In Eq. @ we define

_ GR|Vy|Pm3, 3 52 2
I = F| b| chr /w2_ 1 <1_ L) (7)

4873 1472 —2rw

with 7 = m¢/mp, (C = Xeoer.e2,he) and my = my/mp,. For the four decay modes the
expressions of the functions in @ in terms of the form factors in — are as follows.

o U= Xw:
dl SM dFR dl SMR
dw  dw  dw
= [+ () (w+ )| (w =D+ 1)+ T (Cw+ (A +2) = 20w+ 2))|
+ [9-(w [ (1 —r7) —i—l_i_?n;ﬁ—i2m<(2w—1)(1+T2)+2r(w—2)>}
) ) 212
- 2wl = D) (14 1) )
O = ()1 4%~ 2ru) (9)
;l—i = 8[gr(w)]* (1 +r* — 2rw + 21my) (w* — 1) (10)

SMP PR
% _ _% = gp(whine (1w~ 1)1+ P)g_(w) — (w+ (1~ r)g(w)] (1)

j—i = —;l—zl; = —6gr(w) mg(w® — 1) [(1 +7)ge(w) — (1 — r)g,(w)} . (12)



L4 C:Xcl:

arM qrt

do  dw

ring

2(1+ 172 —2rw)

(B(w —r)? 4w’ — 1)}

= g ()] |3(w —7)* = 2(w” - 1) +

my
1472 = 2rw
oo
1+72—2rw

v () (w? = 1w+ 1) (14 7)2(w 1) + (w+1)(1+7%) = 20(w +2))]

v (@) (w? = 1w = 1) (1 = r)2(w+1) + (2w =1)(1+7%) +2r(w - 2))]

Hlga(w)? (w? = 1) (204 1* = 2rw) + 1} (13)

2

+gv, (W) gy, (w) (w? — 1) [2(1 +r)(w—r)—
—gv, (W) gy, (w) (w? — 1) [2(1 —r)(w—r)+ ( — 347+ 4w+ 2r(w — 2))]

—2gv, (W) gy (w) (w?* = 1)*(1 = 7?) (1 + Q—m?)

1+72—2rw
ar SME-qp M 2/ 2 2 52
T = 2ga() (u — 1)(20 47 - 2rw) + i} (14)
ar® 3 2 > 2
o = plos()P(L+r* = 2rw)(w? — 1) (15)

%T =8 (1 - HQL—M)

X {[ng (w)]? (w+ 1) [(5w + D)1 +7?) = 2r(w? +w + 4)]
+ fgm(w)]? (0 = 1) | (5w = 1)(1+72) = 20(w? —w +4)]
+ [on () (w* = 12(1+1* = 2rw) (16)
+ 297, (w) g7, (w) (w? — 1)(5r% = 2rw — 3)

(w)
— 2g7, () gr, (W) (w?* — 1) (w + 1)(1 +7r* — 2rw)
(w)

— 297, (w) gr, (W) (w?* — 1)(w — 1)(1 +7r* — 2rw)}

dr SMS dr SR 3 )
—_— = — _ — % — ]_
dw dw Qgg(w)mg(w )

x [ovi () + (w0 + 1)1 = Pgus () = (w = (1 +P)gws ()] (17)
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dr SMT
dw

6 ive{ — g, (w)(w + 1) (2 = 3r -+ w) gy () + (w? = [(1 4+ g (w) = (1= r)gvs (w)]

g1, () (w = 1) | (=2 = 3r + w) gui (w) + (w* = D[ +7)gvy(w) = (1 = gy ()]
g (w)(w? = 1) (= 7) gus (w) + (w? = D[(L+)ga(w) = (1 =r)gwa(w)] | (18)

#2(w? = 1ga()[(1+ r)gr, (w) = (1 = r)gr,(w)] }

dFRT dFSMT R
A b — Dga(w) [+ g (0) — (1= gnw)] . (19
d C = Xe2°
droMart w1 2
— =— = k 23(24+ —F—— ) (W = 1)1 +r* =2
dw dw 6 {[ v(w)] 3( +1+r2—2rw> (w A+ rw)
+ [k a, (w)]? [2(3 + 5r% — 10rw + 2w?) + o (=34 5r* — 10rw + 8w2)]
o 1+72—2rw
52
2 2 202 my _ 2 2
+ [k, (w)]2(w” = 1) [27” (w” —1) + 1529w (3 6rw + (4w 1))}
52
2 2 2 my _ 2 9
+ Dhay ()20 = 1) 2007 = 1)+ T (= 1430 = 6w + 40 )|

+A(w?—1) [/@h(w) Fay (w) [2r(w — 1) + Hrl”—fzm (38— 12— 2ruw)] (20)
— ka,(w) kay(w) [ —2r(w® —1) + 1—1—7"7;1—£2rw [2r(w? +2) — 3w(1 + r?)]

+ 2k () k() (14 1) -]}

SMR SM
3—5 = —Z—i + [ky (w)]? (2(1 +r? — 2rw) + m,§> (w? —1)? (21)
I ) (u? — 1201 41— 27) )
j_zl; - 2 <1 * H;L_sz) (w* ~ 1){[/@(@0)]2 [(3 +2w%) (1 = 2rw) + r*(8w” — 3)]
+ [k (w)]* (=1 + 5% — 10rw + 6w?) + [k, (w)]> 2(w® — 1)*(1 + 1% — 2rw)
— 2kq, (w) kg, (w) [6r — 5w(1 +77) + 4rw?] (23)

— 4(w? = D)(1 + 7% — 2rw)kp, (w) [w kr, (w) + kT2(w)} }
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dr’ SMP dl’ PR

dw dw
— —kp(w) ia(w? = 12 [k, () + (1= rw)ka, (w) + (w = ra, (w)] - (24)

dr SMT
dw

X {le (w) [(3 — Srw + 2w2) ka, (w) + (w? — 1) <27’w a, (w) + 2w kg, (w) + 3rkv<w))}

= ng(wQ - 1)

Vo, (w) [5(w — 1) ke, (w) + (w2 — 1) (27« oa, (w) + 2k a, (w) + 3k:v(w)>] (25)

~2hogy (w) (w? = 1) (w = r)ea, (w) + (w? = 1) (7 ko, (w0) + kag () |}

dFRT dFSMT A
e = 12w = )%y () [k () + k()] (26)

o U =hg

Looking at the matrix elements for y.; and A, in and , the distributions for A, are
obtained from those of x.; replacing

gy, = fvilv,, 93— fa 95— f& 9ngr, — frfr,,
gsgv; = fsfvi,  gvigr, = —fvifr;,  9agr, — fafr, (27)
with i,/ = 1,2, 3.

The above expressions also hold for B, decays to the 2P (and higher) charmonium resonances.
They are the subject of our analysis together with the form factors in Eqgs. —.

3 Form factors in the effective theory
As discussed in |18, we aim at expressing the form factors in the effective theory of QCD

resulting by an expansion in the inverse heavy quark mass. The heavy quark QCD field Q(x)
with mass mg is written, with the notations in [47], as

Q) = e yp(a) = ¢ (y (2) + () (28)
. 1+9 . . .
with ¢ = Pyip(z) and Py = — 1, is the positive energy component of the field, v is the

heavy meson (quarkonium) 4-velocity with v? = 1. Hence, Q(z) is expressed as

Q(ZC) — g imQue (1 + ZlDL + ( v ) leL
QmQ QmQ ZmQ

+> b (), (29)



with D, = D, — (v-D)v,. In the rest frame v = (1, 6) we have v-D = Dy and D, = (0, D;).
The QCD Lagrangian is expressed in terms of ¢, as an expansion,
(iD1)?* | g i), (—iv-D)
2m

qcp = ¥4 (2) (w + T +4mQ0 1+ 2mg

(D)4 ) o

=Lo+L1+... , (30)

with G 1, = (Gua — Vuva)(gus — v,05) G,

Nonrelativistic QCD provides us with power counting of the operators in terms of the
relative heavy quark 3-velocity in the hadron rest frame © = ]5 | < 1, starting from Dy ~ 02,
D, ~ ¥ and ¢, ~ 9%/% [48]. Hence, the second term in Eq. (29)) is O(? x ©*/?), the third one
is O(9% x ©%/2), and so on. In the following we omit the power ¢*/2 for each quark field in the
power counting of the various operators. Then, the chromoelectric field components F; = Gg;
and the chromomagnetic ones B; = —¢;;xG’* are O(%) and O(4*), respectively [49).

The first two terms in Eq. are O(9?). They give the leading order effective Lagrangian

S ) (31)

QmQ
The third and fourth term in Eq. are O(v?). They correspond to the NLO term

Ly =Y (x) <iv D+

Ly=Li1+ Lo, (32)
where
B el
L1 = ¢+($)meQL¢+($)
Lar = (@) 2L C0 D) iy (), (3)

2mQ QmQ
L1 can be written as

£L2=-——3;<@Ax>(—“DL*>zm<x»+¢+@»ga-GL(—‘“)”2)w+u»

2mQ ZmQ

+ gy ()i DT Gogthy () + gva¢+($)iDiramGaa¢+(1’)> (34)

1 2 3 4
=L+ L7+ £+ L8,

with 552% of higher order in v. £; can be arranged as

Ly =L3+LP (35)
with
1 -
L = Lig+ L35 = T4 (1) Arg0 ™7 () (36)
mq
L8 =)+ L= —59,(x)B 37
1 12 L1, 4 2¢+(a:) Yy (), (37)
mq



factorizing in the leading 1/mg power.
An analogous expansion describes the antiquark: Q(z) is written as

Q) = '™ X (2) = ¢ (X, (1) + X_()) (38)
giving
(z’DL)2

QmQ

Locp =X _(2) (—w D+ + .. ) X_(z). (39)

To express the heavy meson form factors in the effective QCD theory, we expand the weak
current involving two heavy quarks Q'T'Q), with I' a generic Dirac matrix:

% e
Q@)TQx) = Fy(x)(1- 2= (up;)(w'ﬁn...)

- o 2
Zle 4le

r<1 + i, + L BB, + ..)¢+(:p) , (40)

2mg 4m2Q

where D', , = D, — (v"- D)v,. Up to O(1/m7) the expansion reads:

(41)

_ Jio | Joa J20 oo L1
, F — < k) ) ) <_ ) _ ) I )
Q'(2)I'Q(x) = Jo + 2mq + 2mey * 4mg  4mi, " dmome /"

with
Jo = 0T,
Jio = &;Fz’ﬁﬁm
Jox =, (~iB',) T
Jao = 8, (iv-B) i, (42)
Joz = 8, (iw'- D) w,
Ja= (<0 T (D) e

Eq. comprises terms up to O(%). O(1/mg)) terms with three derivatives have not been
included, even though they can be of the same order in v of some terms in the corrections
discussed in the following: we assume that their contribution is small.

The hadronic matrix elements of the operators in Eq. can be written using the trace
formalism [50]. For states comprising a heavy quark and a heavy antiquark, spin symmetry is
expected to hold in the preasymptotic mass range which includes beauty and charm, outside
the QCD Coulombic regime [16,51]. Hence, the two states (B., B}) and the four states
(Xc0.1,2: he) can be organized in a negative parity spin doublet and in a positive parity spin
4-plet. They are described by 4 x 4 matrices, for the spin doublet [16]

M(v) = Pr(v) [BF 7 = Bers] P-(v) (43)
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for the spin 4-plet [52]

} 1 1
M) = Pr(v') | x5 Y+ —= Xerny €00 78 + —= Xeo (V= U") + b ys | Po(v)  (44)

V2 V3
with the condition
v; MH*=0. (45)

The normalization is y/mjs, with M a meson in the spin multiplet. Radial excitations belong
to multiplets analogous to and . The trace formalism has been used to obtain the
effective Lagrangians governing strong and radiative heavy quarkonium transitions in the soft-
exchange approximation [51-53]. We apply it to express the various form factors in terms of
(universal) functions independent of the particular decay mode.

4 Form factors in terms of universal functions

Applying the trace formalism, the matrix elements of the leading order term of the expansion
of the quark current are written as

(M ()| Jo| M (v)) = —Z(w) v, Tr[M" T M| (46)

involving the single universal function Z(w).
At 1/myg the relevant matrix elements are parametrized as

(M (), Ti Dot [ M(v)) = —Te[S® M T M] (47a)
(M), (i Do) T [ M(v)) = ~Te[S(0 A" T M] (47b)

The general expression of the functions E,(fg,) is

@ — »n@ Gua +x(@ Uy Vg +Z§Q) v, UL F »(@ Uy Ya +EéQ) Vi Var +EéQ) Yy Uy +E(7Q) 1 0pa. (48)

Qo

The terms proportional to v* vanish due to (45)). EEQ)(w) (¢t = 1,...7) are the universal
functions at this order. Upon integration by parts, relations can be worked out. Using

§0 (B, Tpy) = 0, i DaTdby + 0, Ti Doy (49)
we obtain:
— (Ave =N 0l) E0, T [M" T M] = Tk [EO M T M] - Te[EO M TM] . (50)
For the QQ' mesons in the initial and final state the parameters A, A’ are given by

A=myg—mg—my (51)
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and analogously for A’. The relations follow:

50 (w) - £ (w) = 0 i=14,56.7, (52a)
S0 (w) — £ (w) = L E(w) (52¢)

The same procedure allows us to parametrize the matrix elements relevant for the 1/ m%

terms in :

(M' ()|, Ti Byi Dy | M(v)) = —Tr [0, A" T M] (53a)
<M’(v’)|¢;¢§a¢55r¢+|M(v)> — e[, M T M] . (53b)
Q@ s 5 have the general expression

A2, = 0P o v+ U gap v+ AV g v + U ga vy + AP g3 00, + O g s
+ 07 gag 7+ U 9510 + % v va 05 + A 0,00 0 + AT v, 0 v

—1—92 vuvavﬁ—i-Qg Uy Vo Y 5+Q(4 quyavg—i-QlS %vavfg—i-Q(i VUl V8 (54)

+ an%jLQgQ) UMWUB"“QHJ %%Uﬁ‘f'on anvﬁ"'"ﬁm 1 Opa V8

The terms proportional to v vanish. The matrix element with two derivatives, one acting on
Y, the other one on ¢/, can be parametrized integrating by parts either Eq. (53a)),

(M' (W), (=i D) Ti By tbs M) = (Avg — &' o) Te[50) M" T M) — Tr[0, A" T M,

(55)
or Eq. ,
(M (W), (—i Do) Ti Bapy | M) = —(Avg — M v}) Tr[5E M* T M] — Tr[09, A" T M].
(56)
This gives
Q0 — 0 = (Avg — N ) B0 + (Avg — A wjy) 219 (57)

To express the form factors in the effective theory we have also to take into account the
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corrections from the expansion of the states. They can be parametrized as
M@l [ @t T 0), L) M) =

1 ' 1 M
L (_£> T [r® M T P, QBM} s BT M T ML (58)

4 my, 2 mi ~

K(®)
G(b)

(M'(v")]i /d4x T [Jo(0), £1(2)] [ M (v)) =

T[S MY T M] (59)

4m, 2 m2 <

_ (—3>T[ $ s M P PLT M] —

J/

~~ K
G(e)

where £y, £} are given in (32) with m¢g — myp, m,, respectively. The functions T(@ have the
general expression

TgQ) = Tﬁ) Up + T&%) 7 (60)
Q Q Q Q
T3 5 = T (G U5 — Gus Va) + T58 (9o U — Gus 0h) + Lo (Ga V8 — Gpus Vo)

+ TS v, (va v — v 05) + T3 v (Va 75 — Yo v8) + ToP v, (Vo7 — Yav)  (61)
+ T8 7, (va vy — v vg) + TSF i (00 Vs — 0us Va) + TP i (0pa Vs — 0 VL)
+ Téj 1V, 0ag -

Since the terms proportional to v, or vz do not contribute to G®), and those proportional to v/,
or v do not contribute to G, we have: TQD = TéG =0 (for Q = ¢,b), TZB = Té} = Tél) =0
and T =10 =10 —0.

With this set of relations, the form factors in Eqs. — are expressed in terms of universal
functions up to O(1/mg). The formulae are collected in Appendix

5 Relations among form factors

At the leading order all form factors in B, — X012, h. matrix elements are expressed near
zero recoil in terms of the single function =Z(w), see Appendix Increasing the order of
the expansion, relations among the form factors can be worked out exploiting the results in
Appendix [C]

The expansion in the relative quark velocity v involves a large number of universal func-
tions, which renders difficult the derivations of the relations among form factors. It is inter-
esting to consider the various orders in 1/mg. In particular, at O(1/myg) there are relations
among form factors in the same decay mode, in pairs of decay modes and in more than two
modes, near the zero-recoil point.

13



i) Relations among the form factors in the same channel
For the B. — x (i=0,1,2) and B, — h, form factors we have:

o Bc — Xc0" 1
gr(w) = _w—+1[29_(w) +gp(w)] .
o B, — Xe:
gr.(w) = —5 [gw.(w) = (1 + w)ga(w)
a1, () = — g [ 1) + g )] + 594 (0) + — [os(w) + 1, ()]

with the condition

! [9vi (1) + 491, (1)] + gs(1) + g1, (1) = 0.

2
e B, — Xe2:
kr (w) = —wky (w) + ka, (w) + wka, (w) + kp(w)
kry(w) = ky(w) = ka, (w) = ka,(w) — whkay(w) — kp(w)
kry(w) = —kv(w) + kag (w) -
e B.— h.:

() = 3 [ w) + (1 -+ w)f(w)]

1
2(w—1)

1
w—1

fr(w) = [ ) + 4y )] + 3 Fa(w) = ——= [Fsw) = fr,(w)]

with the condition
%[fVi(l) +4fi,(1)] = [fs(1) = fn(D)] = 0.

ii) Relations among form factors of pairs of decay channels
We have:

e B.— X and B, — Xe1:

(w+1)gy(w) — (w —1)g—(w) + gp(w) =

(62)

w—\;%l{zgvl(w) + (w+ L)gy, (w) — (w — 1) [gvs (w) + ga(w)] — gs(w) + gng(w)}'

14
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e B.— h.and B, — xe1:

Foiw) + (= 1) falw) = 21, () = V2{ gus () + (w4 1)gus (w) = (w =gy (w) — gs(w) §
(73)

3 i (W) + 20w + 1) fuu(w) = (0 = 1) [2fa(w) = fa(w)] = 2[fs(w) + fr, (w)] =
V2{ g1 (w) = (w = 1)ga(w) + 291, (w) } . (74)

6 Phenomenology

We now discuss some consequences of the relations found in the previous Sections. We use
mp, = 6274.47 £ 0.28 £ 0.17 MeV, 7, = 0.510 £ 0.009 ps, m, ,ap) = 3414.71 £ 0.30 MeV,
My 1p) = 3510.67 = 0.05 MeV, m, ,1p) = 3556.17 £ 0.07 MeV and my, 1 py = 3525.38 £0.11
MeV [33]. We first focus on the LO relations, then on NLO, mainly considering the Standard
Model. The form factors are expressed in terms of universal functions in a selected kinematic
range, close to the zero recoil point w = 1. In the numerical analyses we extrapolate the
relations to the full kinematic range in the various channels. The range is not wide (wpqp ~
1.16 — 1.09 for B. — X0, B — Xe and light leptons or 7, wp,e, ~ 1.11 — 1.05 for 2P
charmonia). This allows to get information on the results in the full kinematical range. In
general, the extrapolation can be constrained by making use of dispersive matrices, which
allow to reconstruct the form factors knowing their values in few kinematical points [54]: the
application of such methods is beyond the purposes of the present study.

The LO relations obtained from the formulae in appendix [B| connect all form factors of B,
transitions to the P—wave charmonium 4-plet to the single function Z(w), which is different
for the B, — 1P and the B. — 2P modes. In ratios of decay distributions, for the same value
of w the form factor dependence cancels out. The ratios are depicted in fig. [1| both for 1P and
the 2P channels, in the range of w common to all modes. For the 2P mesons we use the masses
My (2P) = 3860 MeV and m,_,(2P) = 3930 MeV [33], even though another JF¢ = 07 state
is also reported by the Particle Data Group, x.0(3915) [33]. The results in the figure can be
understood considering the connection among the decay distributions, holding at this order if
the x.; mass differences are neglected:

dar

dl’ T
2%(86 — Xcogljg) + %(BC — Xclgljg) (BC — Xcggljg) =0. (75)

w

Notice that this relation holds in the SM and also including the full set of NP operators in
the generalized Hamiltonian (1)) regardless of the Wilson coefficients ;.

A simple parametrization of the function =Z(w) involves the intercept, slope and curvature
at the zero recoil point,

E(w) =Zg + Z1(w — 1) + Zg(w — 1) . (76)
The three parameters =y, =1, =5 can be constrained, namely Z, € [0.05,1], Z; € [—1, 1] and

=, € [—1,1], requiring that the measurement B(B. — xom ) = (2.4403) x 107° [33] is
reproduced at 1o by naive factorization. Correlations between ratios of branching fractions
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Figure 1: Ratios of decay distributions % (continuous blue line) and %

(dashed red line) in the Standard Model, in the case £ = u (left) and ¢ = 7 (right) for the 1P (top
row) and 2P final charmonia (bottom row), with the meson masses quoted in the text. The LO
relations among form factors are extrapolated to the full kinematical range.

are found varying =, /=, and Z5/Z in the selected regions. We choose the same ranges also
for 2P excitations in the final state. For the B, transitions to the 1P charmonium a negative
F(Bc — Xcggﬂg) F(Bc — Xc1£D€> for
F(BC — Xclgﬂf) F(Bc — Xcgéﬂg)

¢ = p (1), as in fig. . There are positive correlations also between the Lepton Flavour
Universality ratios R(C) = I'(B. — C71v,)/I'(B. — Cliy) which compare the decay rates
to 7 and to light leptons, see fig. At the same LO, the results for B, decays to the
2P charmonium are shown in figs. [I} [4] and [ the behaviour expected for y.;(3872) if it
corresponds to x.1(2P).

The above results are independent of the function =, a benefit of the expansion of the
form factors dominated by the leading order. Including the NLO terms the phenomenology
is more involved: nevertheless, the expansion allows us to perform systematic analyses and
improvements. An important feature is that the obtained relations connect the form factors
to the matrix elements of operators in the effective theory: they should be verified in explicit
calculations, and represent a testing ground for the various computations based on QCD
methods. This is the case of the relations among the form factors in the same channel, such
as for JP¢ = 07, and (64), for the JP¢ = 17+, 2+ modes.

At O(1/mg), once the relations in Appendix C are taken into account, the number of
independent structures is 13 in terms of universal functions. For x.o, X1, he the decay distri-

(positive) correlation is found between the ratios
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Figure 2: Correlations between the ratios of branching fractions gggz:;zfig and g%gz:;z;gg for

¢ =y (left) and ¢ = 7 (right). The LO expression of the form factors is considered, with =(w)
parametrized as in Eq. ((76]).

butions in SM are related for %j—i‘ , with I in . The expressions only involve E;bc)l , and
w—1 )
2;631,1 defined in Appendix
. 1dl’ _ . b 2
lim =5 (B. = xaolin) = 18773 (e + €[S, (1)] (77)
. 1dl _ N b c 2
limy =5 (Be = xeal) = 12 200 = r)? 4] o2, 1 (1) = &2, 1 (1)] (78)
tim =22 (B, = hoti) = 6[2(1 — 1) + 2 5O (1) 126,59 )], (79
wl_rfll F%( e = helvy) = (1 —7rp)" +myg | |(en — €) xc1,1( )+ 2e. xcl,l( )| - (79)

Such relations also hold for the decays into the 2P resonances, and can be used to compare
the mode involving x.1(3872) to other modes in the 2P 4-plet. Admittedly, this is a difficult
measurement.

As for the NP extension in Eq. with the pseudoscalar and tensor operators included, the
form factors parametrizing the scalar and tensor matrix elements give contributions related
to the SM ones as in Eq. (62)), a useful connection for phenomenological analyses.

0.10 T
* Rixa)

* Rixa)
0.0BF« Rk

0.06
0.041

0.0z

0.00

. L L L L L L
0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.08
Ri{xc1)

Figure 3: Correlations between Lepton Flavour Universality ratios R(xc0,2) and R(h.) with R(x.1)
in the SM. The LO expression of the form factors is considered, with =Z(w) parametrized in Eq. (76)).
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Figure 4: Correlation between ratios of branching fractions of B, decays to 2P charmonia and ¢ = p
(left), £ = 7 (right), with the LO expression of the form factors and Z(w) parametrized in Eq. (76)).

Other improvements are possible if reliable results are available even for a single form
factor. As shown in using input from lattice NRQCD, details on a form factor can
be employed to get information on universal functions, predicting other form factors and
establishing connections among observables.

7 Conclusions

We have derived the expressions of the form factors of the semileptonic B, decays to the P-
wave charmonium 4-plet as an expansion in the relative velocity of the heavy quarks in the
charmonium and of 1/mg. The expressions involve universal functions, independent of the
specific channel, and allow to connect different modes. They are a testing ground for explicit
calculations of the form factors and can be used in studying LFU ratios and the effects of SM
extensions. They are useful in analyzing the semileptonic B, decays to the 2P charmonia:
the comparison of measurements of B, transitions to y.;(3872) with other states in the 2P

0.014} * RixaE)
* R(xa(p)
0.012f
0.010F
0.008F
0.006}

0.004 |

0.0021

0.000

0.010 0.015 0.020 0.025
Riye(2P))

Figure 5: Correlations between Lepton Flavour Universality ratios R(xc0,2(2P)) with R(x.1(2P)) in
the SM. The LO expression of the form factors is considered, with Z(w) parametrized in Eq. .
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charmonium 4-plet is a tool to gain new information on the nature of X (3872).

Acknowledgements. This study has been carried out within the INFN project (Iniziativa
Specifica) QFT-HEP.

A Another parametrization of the B, — x.012 and B, —
h. matrix elements

For the sake of completeness we report another parametrization of the B, — X012 and
B. — h. matrix elements in terms of form factors, often used in the literature:

, m2 — m2 m2 — m2
(S(p")|ev*ysb| Be(p)) = fég(cf)%q“ + f2 () (p“ +pt - %q“) 7
/\ | = v 2 2 (q? vpo /
(S0 Belp) =~y iy (A1)
N\ | = v . 2 o q2 UZ v,/
(SWNeo s By = —i— L e — g

*

. € - . €.
<A(p,7€)|6fyub‘Bc(p)> = —1 2mAA6{(q2) quq'u + (ch +mA)A114<q2) <E no_ QQM)

q2
Al (e B
2 mp, +ma ¢ ’
i 2VAP) o
(A(p', €)|ey"ysb| Be(p)) = méu g GVp;Pa,
AW, leo™ bl B(p)) = i T{H(q?) — L (" — pp" A2
(A(p', €)[ca"b| Be(p)) = i 0<q>(ch+mA)2(pp p’p") (A.2)

4 Z-T1A<q2)(pu€*z/ o E*Mpy) 4 Z-TzA(QQ)(p/ue*y . E*Np/l/),

*

€ - q

vaf / Ar 2 vaf * Ar 2 vaB, ! _*
(ms, —l—mA)QEu PPy + 11 (q7)e" P pacy + Ty (q7)e" * pl €5,

(AW, €)leo™ 50| Be(p)) = T5'(¢°)
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2V (¢?)
mp, (Mmp, + mr

(T(p,m)|e7"d| Be(p)) = )6“””"77%?;%(1&7

/ — T/ 2 77*"‘%,3 " T/ 2 e 77*(16% "
(.l 13blBlp)) = [2mraf(a) T2 + (mo -+ mr) AL() (2 = T2

2

*of m¥% —m3 —iq
_ AT(? N 4p Byt B T ] 04’
2 (q )—ch o \ PP 2 )

Nprq”
(mp, +mr)?
qT

TT 2 6,uuaﬁ * /] ’
+ 2 (q ) nom-pﬁ mp

(T(p',n)|ea"b|B(p)) = [ToT (¢*) e Pplps + T1 (¢*)e™ P nl ps (A.3)

c

0P qq

N 7))
(7”I"LBC -+ mT)2

(T m)leo™5b B(p)) = | T (a?) Wy —p'p")

TG 0™ =0 ) + T () ™ = )| o

c

In Egs. (A.1), (A.2) and (A.3) we denote S = X,,, A = X, ,h., and T'= X,,. The conditions
f5(0) = fi(0)

A (0 g) — AT 40 ) (A

A3 (0) =
o (0) ST

QmA(T)

remove the singularity at ¢* = 0.

B Form factors in terms of universal functions at O(1/mg))

In this Appendix we collect the relations between the form factors in Egs. — and those
and Q(Q),mix _ Q(b),mix_i_

)

expressed in the effective theory at O(1/mg). We define ey() = 5
Tp(c)

QO™ (for 1 =0,1,2), with Q™ given below.
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B.1 BC — Xc0

We define:
2O =2+ w)SP + (w? - =P - 3w - DEY + =P — (w -7z | (B.1.1)
2@ =351 — (w? — DB — (w - D[EY - 350 + 6517 (B.1.2)
Q0 = (w+2)[2 + w0 — V] + (w? — DY + ) +wal) — o]

— 3w — DO + Q¥ + w0® + o + wad) + QY]+ (w— 7)Y + W]
— (w—1)(w -2 | (B.L3)

0 =3[ + QY — QF + 2008 + 208)] + (w? - D[wQ? + 05, — QL)

+ (w— D — 3w — 30 + 09 + 0l + 3049, (B.1.4)
@mix — (4 4+ 1) (w — 2)2%? + (w + 1) (w + 2)Q57 — 3(w + D[ + 209 + 9047

— (w=2)BAY - o] + (w - D(w+ 1)’2Y — (w* - DB +301% — oY)

— (w4 1209 + (w+ 1) (w — )P | (B.1.5)
T = (w+ 12T +2(w — 1)Top + 4T + 3TV + 2(w — 2) 15, (B.1.6)
TS = (w+ 12T + 2(w — )15y + 475 — TE)] — 678 . (B.1.7)

21



Using these definitions we obtain the expressions of the form factors in terms of universal
functions:

1 b) .
\/5[ 2Q§<00 o 639;0)0} ) (B18)

b)
TéX0+ T2Xo}

1
gy = ———= [sz( ) + ECE(C)

\/g Xc0 Xc0
w+1_
9- = = [e
V3 2f

2 b c c
= |l + 1)1 = 3T + l(w + DT - 371

V3

]+

+

ebec[(w + 1)(]\2@0 - /NX'E;CC)O) — Q(Q)’mix} , (B.1.9)

XcO0

1

N
w?—1_ w+1

gp = /3 == /3 [

2(w — 1)
V3

+w721[ 200 4 200 ]

w—|—1: 1 [

e, YL

X — € E(C)} + 22 5 0]

Xc0 C=Xco 2\/§

|10+ 1)1 = 3T + [(w + 1T - 37

[EbT

2X0
4

-1 A s (b A c Q),mix
2\/3 evee[(w+ D(ASY) — A5y — Ql@mx] = (B.1.10)

1
b c ©]
6b2§<c)0 Eczgcc)o} 2\/_ [6 T2 X O

Y- RV

(@l + )T = 3T + (w + )T} - 37{3]]

+ ECng(co ]

c 1 A A c mix
[ Q0) + e + Q—ﬁebec[(w + DAS? — A5y — Q(@mix] (B.1.11)

%IH&IM
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B.2 B.— Xel
We define:

S0~ 50— w5
2 =+ 1) -5 — 45l
QP =0 —w0? + P + (w - QY + wOl) — )] + 208 + 200 |

00,4 = Y+ (o + 1)+ 0 + w0 0 —0f)
+wQ? =300 -’ — 30 — 3w — 30 + ) + wal)

Q(C)1 1= wglc + Q4c - 96) (w - 1)[“’915 + Q17 QQ?] )

QY , = —(w+ w2 + 0 — ] + w0l + 404

+401 + 0 + f) — 108

QDI = (1w + 1) + Q) — 208P] - 30 — (w+2)28Y — P — (w? —

Xcl,

QLD — w0l 4 (w + 3)2Y — 40l — 0@ 4 (v? - QY

(
— (w13 + 409 + QY] — (w - 3 + (w - 9T,

T 1= L+ w) Y5+ 18] - 275,

Téb; 1,2 = TZB - 2T2C 2(w — 1)T Tgb[ - 3Tél?f) )

T =TS+ T8,

TgX12 3T2A+T2H Téf])
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With these definitions, we express the form factors in terms of universal functions:

U)2 — 1_ w1 b b c c
g =B (@220, 4+ (0= )3 5] - €220, | - (w - 1)5 ]
w—1 b b c c
o (28 = (o DT ] — e+ DR = T o)

+ V2w = 1)l + D1 = 208)] + Efw + )1 - 27|

w+1 b b c c
- |60 ) — (w - DO o] + 220, ) + (w0 - D]
V2
w—1 5 b) b rt c c
— 2 e+ 1) (ARSY, 4 (0= 135 - AREY, | - (w13 ])
2v/2
+ 2067 — (w + )LD ”ﬂ : (B.2.15)
g =~ 224 L [a2m0 4w )EY, ) - 259, — (w - DY, ]
2\/_ 2\/_ cl; Xels Xel; Xcl
1 b b c c
ol o Yl el 0T (o DL
1 b c c
- —=[lw = )1 =270 + Elw - )7 - 27{3)]
V2
L T 2mpa® (®) (€) ©
+ 55 A2 — (w0 = DO o]+ 2200, 4+ (w = D2,
1 A A c c
+—=ae[A2(w =320, + (w = 1250 5] - M2(w + 1), = (w = 1250,
442
+ Q7T = (w = O (B.2.16)
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_w—i—lz 1

9vz = 2\/5“_2\/5

1
+ — [Eb[QT(b)

(@250, 1+ (w+ DY, o] - €258, | - (w+ DY, ]

Xe1,2 Xcl,

b c c
— (w+ )T, o — eolw + V2T, = TH ]

o 2,xe1,1 el 2,Xe1,2
1 b b c c
+ 5 @l + )0 = 200 + 2w + TR - 21())]

1 b b c c
BEWo) [65[29;31,1 —(w+ 1>Q§<C)1,2] + 52[29;21,1 +(w+ 1)9;31,2]]

| . . o )
o 1) (A[2Z§<21,1 + (=15 ) - ARs@ | —(w— 1)2;31’2]>
+ 2T — (w+ DI | (B.2.17)
w+1_ b b . .
ga = 7 = — 7 [eb[QE;C)l,l + (w — 1)2;3172] - 66[22;31’1 — (w — 1)2;31’2]]

]- b b c c

_'_ |:6b[2Tg73(c171 - (w + 1)T§73(c172] - €C<w + 1)[2Tg73(c171 - ngcch?]}
2v/2

+ V2|l + )T = 208 + 2w + TR - 20()]

1 b b y :
B _[ 5[29;21,1 —(w— 1)9;6)1,2] 2200 1+ (w - 1)9;3172]}

\/§ Xe1,1
- $Ebec (w+ (A2, + (w - D20, ] - M2, - (- 130, ,])]
+ (20 @ _ (4 1)9;633;;““)] , (B.2.18)
a5 = VL=, 0] = o[0T — ol + DY,
+ 2\/5[62“1"&2 + eiTg} + \/5[629;1?171 - eiQ;CC)LJ
- iebec[(w +1)AZY L+ ABY ) - @] (B.2.19)

V2
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1 b 5 )
gr, = 7 [65[22;3171 + (w — 1)2;31’2] + 60[22; )1 = (w— 1)2;)1 2}]
1 ) . ) c
o \/5[ [QQ; 1,1 (w - 1)9;21,2] - 62[29;3171 + (w - 1)9;6)1,2]] y (BQQO)

_w+1

gr, = \/— 2\/—|: [
+V2|€l(w+ T - 273 + el(w + DT - 2713

T = @+ DTV o) = eolw + DTS, = 18,

" % [+ ) (A22Y,, + (w - )Y, - K50, — (w - 1S, ])

+ 20OT™ — (w+ 105 | (B.2.21)
grs = %E B % (02,2 = €2y 2] — 2\1/5 CREEIPER S

VAT + AT+ pldal. + 0l

" 2—\1/56566 [R45, 4+ (0~ DEY ]+ K(w - 159, , - 23] (B.2.22)
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B.3 B.— Xe2

We define:
2O =50 4 (w+1)sP - 35P — 2P
©i=w+1s -2
5, = (w+ 15 + 5 |
Q) =0 + (w+ QY + Q) +wol) — o) — )] + wa

=3[0 + OF +wl) + Y] - o + Q) + wol
Q;) 1= —(w+ 1)[UJQ Qg% - Q13] + Ql4 + Q18 Qg;) )
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With these definitions the form factors are expressed in terms of universal functions:
_ = b (c) PR (c) (b) c
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B.4 B.— h.

We define:
S0 = wS? + (w? = 1D — (w - )BSP + 5] - (w - 32 (B.4.1)
Thle = I + (w+ 15y - 35 - 20, (B.4.2)
iy =2 = (@ = )8 4 (w - 1B+ 2] - 25 (B.43)
S = (w+ 1%y — 35 — 257, (B.4.4)
Q= wl + w0 — O]+ (w = DIOY + 04 + welf) - O]
—(w — 1)[3Q(b + 3913 + 3“’916 + Q17 + on + 3Q + 924]
+ (w—3) [ + wO?] (B.4.5)

o, =af (w + 1)[955’) + Qi?} + wQ?Q — 0 — ol + wal® —30P — ) — 30

sﬁizum¥+ﬂf—Qﬁ—@ﬁ—wmm9+ﬂﬁ—9%

+ (w—1D)[Bw) + wQl + 09 + 3017 + 308 — Q] — 200l — 205, (B.4.7)

ngc)z =(w+1 )[WQ( + Qlo - Q13)] — 3w Q14 - 2“’9165) - 2917 - 395% - 39 + 2923 )

ORI = (w + 1) (w + 2)28 + (w+ Vw2 — Q) + 208 + 304 — (w +2)QL?

he,l

O = (w + ) + (w + DO — 208 — 30 + (w? — 1)\

he,2

T e
b)
T =

T =

(B.4.8)

— 3w + (w— 1)(w+ 1) — (w? — )3 + 0 + 309

— (w =7 (w+ DAY + (w - 3)(w+ DAY | (B.4.9)

— (w—=1BAY + 209 + 309 — (w - 7D + (w — 5L (B.4.10)

= 2wT® + (w+ D[2(w — DY + 2708 + 378 (B.4.11)

= Thp — 2750 — 2(w — 1)y = T4 — 3757, (B.4.12)

27, — (w+ 1)[2(w — DTS 4+ 2750 — 37 (B.4.13)

TS = T8 —2(w — DTS5 — 375 + 375 . (B.4.14)

29



With these definitions we obtain:
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C A set of relations among universal functions

In this Appendix we use the definitions in Egs. , and , together with the con-
straints , , to relate the various structures entering in the expressions (B.1.1)-(B.1.7),
(B.2.1)-(B.2.14), (B.3.1)-(B.3.11) and (B.4.1)-(B.4.14). The results allow us to obtain the

relations among form factors in Sec. [5
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