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Abstract: We present an improved calculation of the HHV (H = D(s), B(s), V = ρ, K∗,

ω, and ϕ) coupling constants gHHV beyond leading order in αs from QCD light-cone sum

rules (LCSRs) by means of the light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs) of light vector

mesons. Near the light-cone, the next-to-leading order QCD corrections for the vacuum-to-

vector-meson correlation function are included at leading power in δV = mV /mQ (Q = b, c)

within the framework of hard-collinear factorization. The higher-twist corrections from

two-particle and three-particle vector meson LCDAs are systematically incorporated at

leading order in αs by applying the method of background field in LCSRs. Based on

these improvements, we perform a systematic computation of the strong coupling constants

gHHV and extract the effective coupling β of the heavy meson chiral perturbation theory

(HMχPT). Furthermore, we accomplish the analysis for the relation between the coupling

gHHV and the residue of the H → V transition form factor A0 at heavy pseudoscalar pole.

Additionally, we provide a detailed investigation of the SU(3) flavour symmetry breaking

effects and conduct a comparative analysis with results from previous studies.
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1 Introduction

The strong couplings between heavy pseudoscalar mesons (D(s) or B(s)) and light vec-

tor mesons (V involving ρ, K∗, ω and ϕ), denoted as gHHV , play an important role for

understanding the long-distance dynamics of strong interactions. On the one hand, the

effective coupling β that governs the interactions between heavy pseudoscalar and light

vector mesons at low energy in the HMχPT Lagrangian [1, 2] can be directly determined

from the HHV couplings in the heavy quark limit. On the other hand, the coupling

constants gHHV enter the residue of the H → V transition form factor A0 at the heavy

pseudoscalar pole. The H → V form factor A0 in the large momentum transfer (q2) region

completely contains the soft overlap effects of the initial and final hadron states, which can

be determined by the method of Lattice QCD or analytical continuation from its small
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q2 value obtained with the approach of QCD light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) [3]. The sec-

ond approach is well known as the BCL parameterization [4]; the analytical continuation

strongly depends on the first heavy pseudoscalar pole structure [3], and the residue of the

form factor A0 at the first pole gives the corresponding coupling gHHV derived from the

dispersion relation [5–7]. Therefore, the HHV couplings can provide deep insights into the

analytical structure and the nonperturbative nature of the H → V form factor A0 in the

large q2 region. Furthermore, the D(s)D(s)V couplings are also important for understand-

ing the direct CP violation in B meson non-leptonic decays [2] with the assumption of the

final state interactions (FSIs) which can make visible contributions to the long-distance

dynamics and strong phases.

The H → HV transitions can not be detected in experiments due to obviously lack of

phase space. Therefore there are no experimental measurements for the HHV couplings

and they can only be extracted from theoretical side. As the aforementioned importance of

these couplings, there are a series of calculations and analysis with the employing of different

nonperturbative QCD techniques, such as Lattice QCD[8], light-cone sum rules (LCSRs)

[9–11] and SVZ sum rules (QCDSRs)[12–14]. The first 2+1 flavour Lattice QCD calculation

for the DDρ coupling is performed in [8] using the simulated electromagnetic form factors

of D meson and the vector meson dominance model (VMD), the precision of their results

is advanced than the calculation in LCSRs but obviously affected by the adopted fitting

model. Thanks to the important progress in the study of light-cone distribution amplitudes

(LCDAs) of vector mesons [15, 16], the coupling gDDρ and gBBρ are firstly calculated

with the method of LCSRs in [9] and modified in [11], their analysis are accomplished at

leading order in αs with incomplete hard-collinear factorization and power expansion in

δV = mV /mQ (Q = b, c, mV is the mass of vector meson). In [10], by utilizing the same

approach as in [9], the author extend the calculation to include all the D(s)D(s)V coupling

constants except for V = ω. In [12–14], the strong coupling constants gDDω, gDsDK∗

and gDsDsϕ are calculated in sequence with the framework of three-point SVZ sum rules,

which introduce the Q2 (Q is the momentum of interpolating current for D or V meson)

dependence and then additional uncertainties.

In this work, we prefer to perform a systematic calculation and analysis for the HHV

couplings with the framework of LCSRs, and we extend the computation of the vacuum-

to-vector-meson correlation function in the light-cone operator product expansion (OPE)

to next-to-leading order in αs. Our calculation is based on the solid foundation of the

progress in computing the correlation function near the light-cone with the technique of

QCD (SCET) factorization [17–20] which is responsible for infrared safely separating the

physics corresponding to multiple energy scales. In heavy flavour physics, many essential

non-perturbative quantities have been determined with the method of LCSRs combing

with QCD (SCET) factorization, for instance, the heavy-to-light (B → π, etc.) and heavy-

to-heavy (B → D, etc.) transition form factors. The OPE near the light-cone is carried

out from two-distinct aspects [19] with the approach of QCD (SCET) factorization: the

hard-collinear factorization is used to dealing with the vacuum-to-light-hadron correlation

function, such as in [3, 21–25], and the SCET factorization (for separating the hard, hard-

collinear, collinear and soft scales) is utilizing to calculate the vacuum-to-heavy-hadron
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correlation function, e.g., the calculations in [26–35]. In [5–7, 21, 25], the systematic

calculation of the H∗Hγ, H∗HV and H∗Hπ couplings up to NLO in the QCD (SCET)

factorization-based LCSRs provides us with crucial experience for the computation of the

HHV couplings in this work.

In this paper, we aim to perform a comprehensive investigation for the D(s)D(s)V and

B(s)B(s)V strong coupling constants with the aforementioned framework. The essential

new ingredients are summarized as follows:

• Near the light-cone, we build up rigorous factorization formula for the vacuum-to-

vector-meson correlation function at leading power in δV
1 and next-to-leading order

in αs with the framework of hard-collinear factorization, where the one-loop integrals

are calculated by using the method of regions. As we adopt the physical interpolating

currents for heavy pseudoscalar mesons, the factorization scale and renormalization

scale at NLO are naturally unified as the same one, we show the exact cancellation

of the factorization scale for the correlation function up to O(α2
s) using the evolu-

tion equation of twist-two DAs. The derivation of the double spectral density for

the NLO corrections in the dispersion relation is following the prescriptions in [21],

after that we verify the factorization scale independence of the leading power LCSRs

for the strong coupling constants gHHV up to O(α2
s). To achieve next-to-leading-

logarithmic (NLL) accuracy, we perform QCD resummation for the enhanced loga-

rithms mQ/ΛQCD in the hard-collinear factorization formula, which involves solving

the one-loop renormalization-group (RG) equation for ϕ
∥
2;V (u).

• We include comprehensive subleading power corrections (up to δ4V , δ
1
s , and (δV δs)

1)

and higher-twist corrections (up to two-particle and three-particle twist-4) of the

LCDAs of light vector mesons at leading order. With these improvements, we present

the most optimized and detailed computations for the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V cou-

plings accomplished so far. This allows us to obtain a more precise prediction for

the effective coupling β of HMχPT, which still shows a significant deviation from the

vector meson dominance (VMD) model estimation [36].

• We establish the dispersion relation to connect the residue of various H → V tran-

sition form factors A0 at the H pole with the corresponding HHV strong coupling.

The couplings gB(s)B(s)V , including systematic uncertainties, are computed from this

dispersion relation using form factors obtained from two distinct LCSRs methods

[24, 28]. Additionally, we include the gD(s)D(s)ρ coupling using a similar approach

but with D → ρ transition form factors in Ref.[37]. Our study shows the common

characteristics and conclusions as comparing the H∗HV couplings calculated from

LCSRs and obtained from the H → V transition form factors V and T1 in [7].

• We investigate SU(3) flavour symmetry breaking effects arising from changes in light

quark mass, decay constants, and the masses of vector and heavy mesons, as well as

1The power counting parameters are defined as δV ≡ mV /mQ, Q = (b, c) and δs ≡ ms/mV , where

mV is the mass of vector mesons, mQ is the heavy quark mass, and ms is the strange quark mass. The

effectiveness of our power expansion is shown in Table 4.
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vector meson LCDA parameters. Our study reveals that these effects significantly

influence the coupling constants gHHK∗ , gHHω, and gHHϕ. The coupling gHHϕ shows

the largest breaking effects due to the maximum number of strange quarks in this

interaction.

This article is structured as follows: In section 2, we introduce the conventions and

definitions for the HHV couplings and the relations among various couplings under SU(3)

flavour symmetry. In section 3, we establish the double dispersion for computing the

coupling and the relation between the couplings and the H → V form factors A0. In

section 4, we build up the factorization formula at leading power and present the calculation

details for the LO and NLO double spectral density of the correlation function. Section

5 is dedicated to calculating the subleading power corrections from the two-particle and

three-particle vector meson LCDAs up to twist-4. We focus on determining the various

input parameters and analysing the numerical results in section 6. The last section is

the summary of this work. Essential details regarding the master integrals are listed in

Appendix A, while the definitions and parameterizations of the vector meson LCDAs are

provided in Appendices B and C.

2 The effective Lagrangian for the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V couplings

The study begins with the effective Lagrangian [1, 2, 38], which outlines the strong inter-

actions between heavy pseudoscalar and light vector mesons. This framework incorporates

the crucial terms and symmetries of the interactions, enabling accurate predictions of me-

son dynamics

Leff = igHHV

(
H†i

↔
∂ µ H

j
)(
V µ

)i
j
, (2.1)

where
↔
∂ µ≡

→
∂ µ −

←
∂ µ, gHHV is the corresponding strong coupling constants, and the symbol

V here stands for the nonet matrix of vector mesons,

V =


ρ0√
2
+ ω√

2
ρ+ K∗+

ρ− − ρ0√
2
+ ω√

2
K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 ϕ

 , (2.2)

with H =
(
D0, D+, D+

s

)
or

(
B−, B̄0, B̄0

s

)
. The hadronic matrix element of the effective

Lagrangian for a specific channel, with defined initial and final states, determines the strong

coupling constant gH1H2V

⟨V (p, ε∗)H2(p+ q) |Leff |H1(q) ⟩ ≡ gH1H2V (q · ε∗) , (2.3)

where the vector meson V (p, ε) is characterized by its mass mV , momentum p, and polar-

ization vector ε.

This study focuses on the couplings gD+D0ρ+ , gD+D+ω, gD+
s D0K∗+ , gD+D+

s K̄∗0 and

gD+
s D

+
s ϕ

in the charm sector, as well as gB̄0B−ρ+ , gB0D0ω, gB̄0
sB

−K∗+ , gB̄0B̄0
sK̄

∗0 and gB̄0
sB

0
sϕ

– 4 –



in the bottom sector. Other couplings are related to these through isospin symmetry, which

dictates relations between couplings involving different isospin states

D case : gDDρ ≡ gD+D0ρ+ = −
√
2gD+D+ρ0 =

√
2gD0D0ρ0 = −gD0D+ρ− ,

gDsDK∗ ≡ gD+
s D0K∗+ = −gD+

s D+K∗0 ,

gDDsK∗ ≡ gD+D+
s K̄∗0 = gD0D+

s K∗− ; (2.4)

B case : gBBρ ≡ gB̄0B−ρ+ = −
√
2gB̄0B̄0ρ0 =

√
2gB−B−ρ0 = −gB−B̄0ρ− ,

gBsBK∗ ≡ gB̄0
sB

−K∗+ = −gB̄0
s B̄

0K∗0 ,

gBBsK∗ ≡ gB̄0B̄0
sK̄

∗0 = gB−
s B̄0

sK
∗− . (2.5)

Through charge conjugation transformation, where initial and final states are swapped, we

derive:

D case : gD+
s D0K∗+ = −gD+

s D+K∗0 = gD+D+
s K̄∗0 = gD0D+

s K∗− ;

B case : gB̄0
sB

−K∗+ = −gB̄0
s B̄

0K∗0 = gB̄0B̄0
sK̄

∗0 = gB−
s B̄0

sK
∗− , (2.6)

SU(3) flavour symmetry allows us to relate the coupling constants listed above, yielding

the following relation:

D case : gDDρ = gDsDK∗ = gDDsK∗ = gDsDsϕ =
√
2gDDω ; (2.7)

B case : gBBρ = gBsBK∗ = gBBsK∗ = gBsBsϕ =
√
2gBBω . (2.8)

3 Double dispersion relations for the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V couplings

To derive sum rules for the coupling gH1H2V , we follow the outlined approach, which

involves examining the correlation function between the vacuum and vector meson,

Π((p+ q)2, q2) = i

∫
d4x eiq·x

〈
V (p, ε∗)

∣∣T{j†5(x), j5(0)}∣∣0〉, (3.1)

where pB = p + q, and the interpolating current for D(s) and B(s) meson is given by

j5 = (mQ+mq)Q̄iγ5q, with Q = (b, c) and q = (u, d, s). This analysis utilizes two identical

local interpolating currents for the pseudoscalar heavy mesons which serves as effective

probes for understanding the relevant properties and dynamics within the heavy meson

sector.

For establishing the light-cone sum rules, we need to employ the analytic properties

of the correlation function in two invariant variables (p+ q)2 and q2 corresponding to the

momentum square of interpolating currents in the two channels of heavy pseudoscalar me-

son. Starting with the double dispersion representation, by applying the unitarity relation

and including complete sets of intermediate states with quantum numbers of H into these

channels, we obtain

Π((p+ q)2, q2) =
⟨V (p, ε∗)H2(p+q) |H1(q)⟩⟨H1(q)| j†5|0⟩⟨H2(p+q)|j5|0⟩[

q2 −m2
H1

][
(p+ q)2 −m2

H2

] + · · · , (3.2)
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where . . . represents the excited states and continuum part. After substituting the definition

of the strong coupling in Eq.(2.3) and expressing the matrix elements of interpolating

currents in terms of the decay constants fH1 and fH2 , i.e., ⟨0 |j5|H(q)⟩ = fHm
2
H , we

proceed to derive the double dispersion relation,

Π((p+ q)2, q2) =
(q · ε∗)gH1H2V fH1fH2m

2
H1
m2
H2[

m2
H1

− q2
][
m2
H2

− (p+ q)2
]

+

∫∫
Σ

ρcont (s1, s2) ds1ds2
[s1 − q2] [s2 − (p+ q)2]

+ · · ·

≡ (q · ε∗)F ((p+ q)2, q2) , (3.3)

where Σ stands for the double duality region, covering both excited and continuum states.

The leading term in Eq.(3.3) signifies the contribution from the ground-state double-

pole, involving the product of the desired strong coupling gH1H2V and the corresponding

decay constants. The term ρcont(s1, s2) captures the combined spectral density of excited

and continuum states, with Σ representing the duality region occupy in the (s1, s2)-plane.

Additional terms arising from subtractions, denoted by ellipses, vanish upon the application

of the double Borel transformation.

On the other hand, the correlation function Π((p + q)2, q2) can be computed at mo-

mentum transfers q2 and (p+ q)2 much smaller than the heavy quark mass m2
Q using the

operator product expansion (OPE) near the light-cone x2 ∼ 0. The result can be factor-

ized as the convolution of the hard kernel and the LCDAs of vector mesons, categorized

based on their twist. The former captures the short-distance perturbative contributions,

while the latter describesthe long-distance non-perturbative effects. Conveniently, the OPE

computations can be expressed in the form of a double dispersion relation:

ΠOPE((p+ q)2, q2) = (q · ε∗)
∫∫

ds1 ds2
ρOPE(s1, s2)

(s1 − (p+ q)2)(s2 − q2)
, (3.4)

where the involved dual spectral density ρOPE(s1, s2) refers to,

ρOPE(s1, s2) ≡
1

π2
Ims1Ims2F

OPE(s1, s2) , (3.5)

where Ims1 and Ims2 correspond to the sequential extraction of the imaginary part of the

corrleation function F (OPE)(s1, s2) with respect to the variables s1 and s2.

Following the application of the double Borel transformation with respect to the vari-

ables q2 → M2
1 and (p + q)2 → M2

2 , a technique aimed at improving the convergence and

suppress the contributions from higher-dimensional operators in the OPE, we obtain the

sum rules for the coupling constant gH1H2V ,

fH1fH2gH1H2V =
1

m2
H1
m2
H2

Σ̃∫∫
ds1ds2 exp

[
m2
H1

− s1

M2
1

+
m2
H2

− s2

M2
2

]
ρOPE(s1, s2) . (3.6)

where the integration boundary Σ̃, dual to the ground-state contribution to (3.3), is deter-

mined by subtracting the continuum contributions with the parton-hadron duality ansatz.
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In this study, we base our approach to the integration boundary Σ̃ on the discussion

presented in Ref.[6] and employ a specific parameterization for this boundary:(
s1
s∗

)α
+

(
s2
s∗

)α
≤ 1 , s1, s2 ≥ m2

Q . (3.7)

Currently, our investigation is confined to the triangular duality region with α = 1 and

s∗ = 2s0, wherein s2 ≤ 2s0 − s1. This restriction provides a more definite form for the

LCSRs (3.6):

fH1fH2gH1H2V =
1

m2
H1
m2
H2

∫ +∞

−∞
ds1

∫ 2s0−s2

−∞
ds2 exp

[
m2
H1

− s1

M2
1

+
m2
H2

− s2

M2
2

]
ρOPE(s1, s2) .

(3.8)

In the following, we build up the relation between the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V cou-

plings and the D → V and B → V transition form factors by using dispersion relation.

To acheive this goal, we need to relate the pseudoscalar current to the axial-vector current

jµ5 = Q̄γµγ5q by utilizing the QCD equation of motion for quark field, that is

∂µjµ5(x) = j5(x) , (3.9)

as a result,

Π((p+ q)2, q2) = i

∫
d4x eiq·x

〈
V (p, ε∗)

∣∣T{(∂µjµ5(x))†, j5(0)}∣∣0〉
= qµ

∫
d4x eiq·x

〈
V (p, ε∗)

∣∣T{j†µ5(x), j5(0)}∣∣0〉
≡ qµΠAµ ((p+ q)2, q2) , (3.10)

where the correlation function ΠAµ ((p+ q)2, q2) serves as the basis for determining the the

B → V axial-vector form factors A0,1,2, defined as

cV ⟨V (p, ε∗) |q̄γµγ5b|H2(p+ q)⟩ = 2mV (q · ε∗)
q2

qµA0

(
q2
)

+ (mB +mV )

[
ε∗µ −

q · ε∗

q2
qµ

]
A1

(
q2
)

− q · ε∗

mB +mV

[
(2p+ q)µ −

m2
B −m2

V

q2
qµ

]
A2

(
q2
)
, (3.11)

where we introduce the factor cV = ±
√
2 to accommodate the flavor structure of vector

mesons for ρ0 and ω. With this adjustment, we construct the single dispersion relation:

qµΠAµ ((p+ q)2, q2) =
fH2m

2
H2
qµ ⟨V (p, ε∗) |q̄γµγ5b|H2(p+ q)⟩

m2
H2

− (p+ q)2
+ qµ

∫ ∞
sh

ds
ρµ(s, q

2)

s− (p+ q)2
,

=
2mV

cV

(q · ε∗)fH2m
2
H2
A0(q

2)

m2
H2

− (p+ q)2
+ qµ

∫ ∞
sh

ds
ρµ(s, q

2)

s− (p+ q)2
, (3.12)
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q

p+ q

q2

q̄1

Q

up

ūp

q

p+ q

q2

q̄1

Q

jµ(x)

j5(0)

k

up

ūp

q

p+ q

q2

q̄1

Q

jµ(x)

j5(0)

kk

ūp

up

Figure 1. Diagrammatical representation of the leading-order (LO) contribution.

this relation highlights the pseudoscalar meson H1(q) pole, positioned just below the kine-

matic threshold q2 = (mH1 +mV )
2. Putting the expressions in (3.3) and (3.12) into the

equation for the two correlation functions in (3.10) and multiplying both sides by the de-

nominator of the pole term and taking the limit q2 → m2
H1

, we obtain the desired relation:

gH1H2V =
2mV

cV fH1

lim
q2→m2

H1

[(
1− q2

m2
H1

)
A0(q

2)

]
. (3.13)

this equation establishes a connection between the asymptotic behavior of the H2 → V

transition form factor A0 and the H1H2V coupling.

4 The light-cone sum rules at twist-two

As we mentioned before, the OPE remains applicable for the correlation function specified

in (3.1) in the vicinity of the light-cone x2 ∼ 0, provided that both external momenta

squared (p + q)2 and q2 are considerably below the heavy quark threshold m2
Q. Ensuring

the validity of power counting within the OPE requires satisfying:

m2
Q − q2 ∼ m2

Q − (p+ q)2 ∼ O(mQτ) , n · p ∼ O(mQ) , (4.1)

where τ ≫ ΛQCD represents a parameter independent of mQ. Consequently, the heavy

quark propagating in the correlation function is highly virtual and can be expanded near

the light-cone.

4.1 Hard-collinear factorization for the correlation function at leading power

At leading power of δV ∼ mV /mQ, within the naive dimensional regularization (NDR)

scheme for γ5, the correlation function in perturbative QCD can be generally expressed as

the following factorization form

ΠOPE
LP ((p+ q)2, q2) = qµ

(
T (0)
V + T (1)

V

)
⊗
〈
OVµ

〉
, (4.2)
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where T (0)
V and T (1)

V are the leading order (LO) and next-to-leading order (NLO) hard

coefficient function. The matrix element of the vector light-cone operator is〈
OVµ

〉
=

〈
V (p, ε∗)

∣∣q̄′(x)γµq(0)∣∣0〉 , (4.3)

in the leading power approximation, the light-cone operator can be expanded by using the

collinear quark field

OVµ = q̄′(x)γµq(0)
LP
= nµχ̄(x)

n̄/

2
χ(0) , (4.4)

χ(x) =W †(x)ξ(x) stands for the gauge invariant building block, ξ(x) is the collinear quark

field in position space, W (x) is the collinear Wilson line

W (x) = P exp

[
ig

∫ 0

−∞
ds n̄ ·Ac(x+ sn̄)

]
. (4.5)

The collinear operator in position space can be converted into the corresponding momentum

label formalism

OVµ = nµ

∫
dω1dω2 e

i
2
ω1(n·x)JV (ω⃗) ≡ nµOV , (4.6)

where the operator JV (ω⃗) [39] is defined as

JV (ω⃗) ≡ χ̄n, ω1

n̄/

2
χn, ω2 , (4.7)

χn, ω1(ω2) is the collinear field in the momentum lable space. Then, the matrix element can

be obtained as 〈
OV

〉
=

〈
V (p, ε∗)

∣∣ ∫ dω1dω2 e
i
2
ω1(n·x)JV (ω⃗)

∣∣0〉
=

∫ 1

0
du e

i
2
u(p·x)〈JV (ω⃗)〉 , (4.8)

where 〈
JV (ω⃗)

〉
=
n̄ · ε∗

2
mV f

∥
V ϕ
∥
2;V (u) , (4.9)

ϕ
∥
2;V (u) is the twist-2 light-cone distribution amplitude of vector meson. Therefore, the

factorization form of the correlation function can be expressed as

ΠOPE
LP ((p+ q)2, q2) = (n · q)

∫ 1

0
du

(
T (0)
V + T (1)

V

) 〈
JV (ω⃗)

〉
. (4.10)

The hard coefficient functions can be extracted from the parton level correlation func-

tion

Πqq̄((p+ q)2, q2) = i

∫
d4x eiq·x

〈
q(up) q̄(ūp)

∣∣T{j†5(x), j5(0)}∣∣0〉 , (4.11)
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expanding the correlator to NLO, we have

Πqq̄ = Π
(0)
qq̄ +Π

(1)
qq̄ +O(α2

s)

= (n · q)
[
H

(0)
V ⊗

〈
OV

〉(0)
qq̄

+
(
H

(1)
V ⊗

〈
OV

〉(0)
qq̄

+H
(0)
V ⊗

〈
OV

〉(1)
qq̄

)
+O(α2

s)

]
, (4.12)

then, the NLO renormalized hard-scattering kernel H
(1)
V is given by the matching condition

H
(1)
V ⊗

〈
OV

〉(0)
qq̄

= T (1)
V ⊗

〈
OV

〉(0)
qq̄

−H
(0)
V ⊗

〈
OV

〉(1)
qq̄
, (4.13)

where the second term is for the subtraction of the infrared divergence.
〈
OV

〉(1)
is the UV

renormalized matrix element〈
OV

〉(1)
qq̄

=
[
M

(1)R
V + Z

(1)
V

]〈
OV

〉(0)
qq̄
, (4.14)

where M
(1)R
V is the bare matrix element computed from the infrared regularization scheme

R and Z
(1)
V represent the renormalization factor for the subtraction of the UV divergence.

Inserting this expression into Eq.(4.13), we obtain the renormalized hard coefficient func-

tion

H
(1)
V = T (1)

V −
[
M

(1)R
V + Z

(1)
V

]
H

(0)
V . (4.15)

4.1.1 The hard-collinear factorization at LO

At leading order, the leading power contribution (δ1V ) only comes from the twist-2 LCDA,

the correlation function can be expressed as the following factorization form

ΠLO
LP ((p+ q)2, q2) = (n · q)

∫ 1

0
du T (0)

V (r1, r2, u)
〈
JV (ω⃗)

〉(0)
, (4.16)

where the LO hard coefficient function can be calculated from the parton level correlation

function (4.11), which corresponds to the diagram in Fig.1, the matching condition gives

H
(0)
V (r1, r2, u) = T (0)

V (r1, r2, u) = − 1

ur1 + ūr2 − 1
(4.17)

and r1 = (p+ q)2/m2
Q, r2 = q2/m2

Q, r3 = ur1 + ūr2.

4.1.2 The hard-collinear factorization at NLO

At next-to-leading order, the leading-power contribution comes from the twist-2 LCDAs

of vector mesons, the correlation function can be expressed as the following factorization

form

ΠNLO
LP ((p+ q)2, q2) = (n · q)

∫ 1

0
du T (1)

V (r1, r2, u)
〈
JV (ω⃗)

〉(0)
, (4.18)

where the NLO hard function is

T (1)
V (r1, r2, u) =

αsCF
4π

[
T (1), a
V + T (1), b

V + T (1), c
V + T (1), d

V

]
, (4.19)
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(b) (c) (d)

q2

q̄1

(a)

Figure 2. NLO QCD corrections of leading-twist contributions.

the individual terms stand for the contributions from the expansion of the parton level

correlator to O(αs), that is the four diagrams in Fig.2, by using the integral by parts(IBP)

technique, they are expressed as the linear combination of the master integrals

T (1), a
V (r1, r2, u) =

2

(r3 − 1)m2
b

[(
ε (r3 − 1) + 1

r3 − r1
− 1

)
I1 +

ε (r1 − 1) + 1

r1 − r3
I2

+ (r1 − 1)m2
bI3

]
, (4.20)

T (1), b
V (r1, r2, u) =

2

(r3 − 1)m2
b

[(
ε (r3 − 1) + 1

r3 − r2
− 1

)
I1 +

ε (r2 − 1) + 1

r2 − r3
I4

+m2
b (r2 − 1) I5

]
(4.21)

T (1), c
V (r1, r2, u) =

(
r23 − 6r3 + 1

(r3 − 1)2 r3
− ε

r3

)
I1 +

(r3 + 1)(ε− 1)

(r3 − 1)2 r3m2
b

I6 , (4.22)

T (1), d
V (r1, r2, u) = m2

b

{(
ε (r3 − 1)

r3 − r2
+

r1 − 1

r2 − r3
− 1

)
I3 +

(
ε (r3 − 1)

r3 − r1
+

1− r2
r3 − r1

− 1

)
I5

+

[
ε

(
r3 − 1

r1 − r3
+
r3 − 1

r2 − r3
+ 2

)
+

r1 − 1

r3 − r2
+

r2 − 1

r3 − r1

]
I7

}
, (4.23)

where the master integrals I1, . . . , I7 are calculated in the dimensional regularization and

are given in App.A. After inserting these master integrals into Eq.(4.20) to (4.23), we get

the following explicit form for contributions of each diagram to the hard kerel

T (1), a
V (r1, r2, u) = 2

1− r1
(r3 − 1)(r3 − r1)

{[
r1 − r3
r1 − 1

− ln
1− r3
1− r1

](
1

ε̃
+ ln

(
µ2

m2
b

))
+ Li2 (r3)− Li2 (r1) + ln2 (1− r3)− ln2 (1− r1)

+
(r3 − 1) (r3 − r1 − 1) ln (1− r3)

r3 (r1 − 1)
+

ln (1− r1)

r1
+
r1 − r3
r1 − 1

}
, (4.24)

T (1), b
V (r1, r2, u) = 2

1− r2
(r3 − 1)(r3 − r2)

{[
r2 − r3
r2 − 1

− ln
1− r3
1− r2

](
1

ε̃
+ ln

(
µ2

m2
b

))
+ Li2 (r3)− Li2 (r2) + ln2 (1− r3)− ln2 (1− r2)

+
(r3 − 1) (r3 − r2 − 1) ln (1− r3)

r3 (r2 − 1)
+

ln (1− r2)

r2
+
r2 − r3
r2 − 1

}
, (4.25)
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T (1), c
V (r1, r2, u) = − 1

r3 − 1

{
r3 − 7

r3 − 1

(
1

ε̃
+ ln

(
µ2

m2
b

))
+
r23 − 10r3 + 1

r3(r3 − 1)

−
(
r23 − 6r3 + 1

)
ln (1− r3)

r23

}
, (4.26)

T (1), d
V (r1, r2, u) = 2

{[
(r3 − 1) ln (1− r3)

(r3 − r1) (r2 − r3)
+

(r2 − 1) ln (1− r2)

(r3 − r2) (r2 − r1)

+
(r1 − 1) ln (1− r1)

(r3 − r1) (r1 − r2)

](
1

ε̃
+ ln

(
µ2

m2
b

))
+

(r3 − 1)

(r3 − r1) (r3 − r2)

[
Li2 (r3) + ln (1− r3) + ln2 (1− r3)

]
− (r1 − 1)

(r3 − r1) (r1 − r2)

[
Li2 (r1) + ln (1− r1) + ln2 (1− r1)

]
− (r2 − 1)

(r3 − r2) (r2 − r1)

[
Li2 (r2) + ln (1− r2) + ln2 (1− r2)

]}
, (4.27)

then putting these results into the matching equation (4.13), and subtracting the UV and

IR divergence in the MS scheme, we obtain the NLO renormalized hard function

H
(1)
V (r1, r2, u) =

1

r3 − 1

{[
2

(
2− 1− r1

r3 − r1
ln

1− r3
1− r1

− 1− r2
r3 − r2

ln
1− r3
1− r2

)
− 2(r3 − 1)

(
(r3 − 1) ln(1− r3)

(r3 − r1)(r3 − r2)
+

(1− r1) ln(1− r1)

(r3 − r1)(r1 − r2)

+
(1− r2) ln(1− r2)

(r3 − r2)(r2 − r1)

)
− r3 − 7

r3 − 1

]
ln

µ2

m2
Q

+
2
[
r23 − r3(r1 + r2) + 2r1r2 − r1 − r2 + 1

]
(r3 − r1)(r3 − r2)

[
Li2(r3) + ln2(1− r3)

]
− 2(r1 − 1)(r3 − r1 + r2 − 1)

(r3 − r1)(r1 − r2)

[
Li2(r1) + ln2(1− r1)

]
− 2(r2 − 1)(r3 + r1 − r2 − 1)

(r3 − r2)(r2 − r1)

[
Li2(r2) + ln2(1− r2)

]
−
[
r21 + r3(2− 3r1 − 3r2) + 3r1r2 + 1

(r3 − r1)(r3 − r2)

+
r3(2r1r2 − r1 − r2)− r1r2

r23(r3 − r1)(r3 − r2)

]
ln(1− r3)

− 2(r1 − 1)(r3r1 − r2)

r1(r3 − r1)(r1 − r2)
ln(1− r1)

− 2(r2 − 1)(r3r2 − r1)

r2(r3 − r2)(r2 − r1)
ln(1− r2) +

3r21 + 6r3 − 1

r3(r3 − 1)

}
. (4.28)

4.2 The factorization scale independence for the correlation function

In this part, we show the factorization scale independence at leading power and the twist-

two NLO level. The derivative of the twist-two NLO correlation function on the scale µ
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is

d

d lnµ
ΠOPE

LP (r1, r2, µ) = −mV f
∥
V (q · ε

∗)

×
∫ 1

0
du

{(
d

d lnµ
ϕ
∥
2;V (u, µ)

)[
T (0)
V (r1, r2, u, µ) + T (1)

V (r1, r2, u, µ)
]

+ ϕ
∥
2;V (u, µ)

d

d lnµ

[
T (0)
V (r1, r2, u, µ) + T (1)

V (r1, r2, u, µ)
]}

, (4.29)

where ΠOPE
LP ≡ ΠLO

LP +ΠNLO
LP , we need to use the evolution equations of the twist-2 LCDA

and the heavy quark mass

d

d lnµ
ϕ
∥
2;V (u, µ) = 2

∫ 1

0
du′ V (u, u′)ϕ

∥
2;V (u

′, µ) , (4.30)

d

d lnµ
mQ(µ) = −6

αsCF
4π

mQ(µ) , (4.31)

where the evolution kernel is given by [40, 41]

V (u, u′) =
αsCF
4π

[
2ū

ū′

(
1 +

1

u− u′

)
θ(u− u′)

∣∣∣∣
+

+
2u

u′

(
1 +

1

u′ − u

)
θ(u′ − u)

∣∣∣∣
+

]
, (4.32)

the plus distribution function is defined as

V (u, u′)

∣∣∣∣
+

= V (u, u′)− δ(u− u′)

∫ 1

0
dtV (t, u′) . (4.33)

Inserting these evolution equations into Eq.(4.29), then we obtain the first term∫ 1

0
du

(
d

d lnµ
ϕ
∥
2;V (u, µ)

)[
T (0)
V (r1, r2, u, µ) + T (1)

V (r1, r2, u, µ)
]

= 4 · αsCF
4π

∫ 1

0
du

ϕ
∥
2;V (u, µ)

r3 − 1

{[
1− r1
r3 − r1

ln
1− r3
1− r1

+
1− r2
r3 − r2

ln
1− r3
1− r2

+ 2

]
+

[
−1

2
+

(r3 − 1)2 ln(1− r3)

(r3 − r1)(r3 − r2)
− (r3 − 1)(r1 − 1) ln (1− r1)

(r3 − r1)(r1 − r2)

+
(r3 − 1)(r2 − 1) ln (1− r2)

(r3 − r2)(r1 − r2)

]}
, (4.34)

and the second term reads∫ 1

0
duϕ

∥
2;V (u, µ)

d

d lnµ

[
T (0)
V (r1, r2, u, µ) + T (1)

V (r1, r2, u, µ)
]

= 4 · αsCF
4π

∫ 1

0
du

ϕ
∥
2;V (u, µ)

r3 − 1

{[
− 1− r1
r3 − r1

ln
1− r3
1− r1

− 1− r2
r3 − r2

ln
1− r3
1− r2

− 2

]
+

[
− (r3 − 1)2 ln(1− r3)

(r3 − r1)(r3 − r2)
+

(r3 − 1)(r1 − 1) ln(1− r1)

(r3 − r1)(r1 − r2)

− (r3 − 1)(r2 − 1) ln(1− r2)

(r3 − r2)(r1 − r2)

]
+

1

2

}
, (4.35)
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Inputting these results into Eq.(4.29), we obtain

d

d lnµ
ΠOPE

LP (r1, r2, µ) = O(α2
s) , (4.36)

this equation displays the factorization scale independence of the leading power correlator

up to O(α2
s).

4.3 Double spectral function for LO and NLO at twist-two

Within the framework of perturbative QCD and light-cone OPE, we have obtained the

correlation function at large space-like region of the variables (p + q)2 and q2 at LO and

NLO for twist-two contributions of vector meson DAs, by utilizing the dispersion relation,

which can be expressed as

ΠOPE
LP ((p+ q)2, q2) = (q · ε∗)

∫∫
ds1ds2

ρLP(r1, r2)

[s1 − (p+ q)2][s2 − q2]
, (4.37)

where

ρLP(r1, r2) =
1

π2
f
∥
VmV Ims1Ims2

∫ 1

0
duϕ

∥
2;V (u)

[
H

(0)
V (r1, r2, u) +H

(1)
V (r1, r2, u)

]
, (4.38)

then by using the quark-hadron duality and Borel transformation, matching the Eq.(4.37)

with Eq.(3.3), we obtain the sum rules for the HHV coupling constants

fH1fH2g
LP
H1H2V =

m4
Q

m2
H1
m2
H2

e
m2

H1
+m2

H2
2M2

∫ +∞

−∞
dr1

∫ 2ŝ0−r2

−∞
dr2 e

− r1+r2
2M̂2 ρLP(r1, r2) , (4.39)

where the duality subtraction region is s1 + s2 < 2s0, s0 is the relevant threshold. For the

calculation of the double spectral density, we use the following variable replacement

r ≡ r2 − 1

r1 − 1
, σ ≡ r1 + r2 − 2, dr1 dr2 =

σ

(r + 1)2
dr dσ , (4.40)

this gives

r1 =
σ

r + 1
+ 1, r2 =

rσ

r + 1
+ 1 , (4.41)

then we obtain

fH1fH2g
LP
H1H2V =

m4
Q

m2
H1
m2
H2

e
m2

H1
+m2

H2
2M2

∫ 2ŝ0−2

−∞
dσ

∫ +∞

−∞
dr e−

σ+2

2M̂2
σ

(r + 1)2
ρLP(r, σ) , (4.42)

where ŝ0 = s0/m
2
Q, M̂

2 =M2/m2
Q, ρLP ≡ ρLOLP +ρNLO

LP . As discussed in Ref.[21], our results

demonstrate that the double spectral density ρLP(r, σ) can be accurately extracted using

the asymptotic vector meson distribution amplitude ϕ
∥
2;V (u, µ) = 6uū, while neglecting the

minor contributions from higher Gegenbauer moments. By applying the spectral represen-

tations detailed in Appendix B of Ref.[25], the leading power spectral density ρLP(r, σ) is
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derived as follows:

ρLO, asLP (r, σ) = f
∥
VmV

3r(r + 1)

σ
δ(2)(r − 1)θ(σ) , (4.43)

ρNLO, as
LP (r, σ) = −1

2

αsCF
4π

f
∥
VmV

{[
f1(r, σ) + f2(r, σ) + f3(r, σ)

(
ln2(r)− π2

) ]
δ(2)(r − 1)

+
[
f2(r, σ) + 2f3(r, σ) ln(r)

][ d3
dr3

ln |1− r|
]
+∆f(r, σ)

}
θ(σ)θ(r) , (4.44)

where

f1(r, σ) =
r + 1

σ2

{
− σ

r + σ + 1

[
6 + 18σ + r(72 + 66r + 54σ + π2(r + σ + 1))

]
+

12r(r + 1)σ

r + σ + 1
ln(r)− 12

[
(r + 1)2 + 2rσ

]
ln
r + σ + 1

r + 1

+
12rσ

(r + σ + 1)(r + rσ + 1)
ln

σ

1 + r

[
3(r + 1)2 + 4(r + 1)2σ + 5rσ2

− (r + σ + 1)(r + rσ + 1)

(
3 ln

r + σ + 1

r + 1
+ ln

r + rσ + 1

r + 1

)]
− 6rσ

[
3Li2

(
− σ

r + 1

)
+ 2Li2

(
− rσ

r + 1

)]
− 36rσ ln

µ2

m2
Q

}
f2(r, σ) = −12(r + 1)r

σ

[
ln

(
rσ(r + σ + 1)

(r + 1)2

)
+

r + 1

rσ + r + 1

]
,

f3(r, σ) =
12(r + 1)r

σ
,

∆f(r, σ) = −12

(
4 + 3 ln

µ2

m2
Q

)
m4
Q

d

dm2
Q

[
1

m2
Q

(r + 1)r

σ
δ(2)(r − 1)

]
, (4.45)

where the asymptotic form of the twist-2 LCDA, ϕ
∥
2;V = 6uū, is employed in our calcula-

tions. This choice, although simplifying the analysis, requires modifications to the double

spectral function to incorporate the higher moments of ϕ
∥
2;V at leading order. Consequently,

we suggest the following adjustments to the double spectral function given in (4.43) as

ρLOLP (r, σ) = f
∥
VmV

3r(r + 1)

σ

{
δ(2)(r − 1) +

2

6!

[
3(r + 1)(r − 1)3a1

+ 6(r − 1)2
(
r2 + 3r + 1

)
a2 + 10(r + 1)(r − 1)(r2 + 5r + 1)a3

+ 15
(
r4 + 10r3 + 20r2 + 10r + 1

)
a4

]
δ(6)(r − 1)

}
θ(σ) , (4.46)

here we truncate the Gegenbauer expansion of ϕ
∥
2;V (u) to the fifth order.

4.4 The light-cone sum rules for the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V couplings at LP

With the double spectral density in hand, we can continue to write the final expressions of

the NLO LCSRs for the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V couplings. Inserting the double spectral
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density into the sum rules in Eq.(4.42) and complete the integral on the variale r, we obtain

the final expressions for the LCSRs

fH1fH2g
LP
H1H2V =

1

m2
H1
m2
H2

e
m2

H1
+m2

H2
2M2

[
FLO
LP (M2, s0) + FNLO, as

LP (M2, s0)
]
, (4.47)

where

FLO
LP (M2, s0) = f

∥
VmVm

4
QM̂

2
(
e−

1
M̂2 − e−

ŝ0
M̂2

)
ϕ
∥
2;V

(1
2

)
, (4.48)

FNLO, as
LP (M2, s0) = −αsCF

4π
f
∥
VmVm

4
Q

[ ∫ 2ŝ0−2

0
dσ e−

σ+2

2M̂2 g(σ) + ∆g(M2,m2
Q)

]
, (4.49)

with FLO
LP including the higher moments contributions of ϕ

∥
2;V and

g(σ) =
3

4

[
− 2Li2(−1− σ)− 2Li2(−σ)− 5Li2

(
−σ
2

) ]
− 6 ln

(σ
2

)
ln
(σ + 2

2

)
− 3

2
ln(2 + σ) ln(σ + 1) +

3[σ(σ + 2)(σ + 8) + 8]

(σ + 2)3
ln(σ) +

3

2
ln(σ)

+
3(σ + 1)(σ + 6)

(σ + 2)3
ln(σ + 1)− 33

8
ln(σ + 2)− 3(3σ + 20)

8(σ + 2)

− 12σ(σ + 1)

(σ + 2)3
ln 2− 3

8
ln 2− 5π2

8
− 9

2
ln

(
µ2

m2
Q

)
, (4.50)

∆g(M2,m2
Q) = 3

[
4 + 3 ln

(
µ2

m2
Q

)]
e−

1
M̂2 . (4.51)

4.5 The factorization scale independence for the strong couplings

Checking factorization scale independence is as straightforward as examining the terms in

FNLO, as
LP that relate to the scale µ, denoted as FNLO, as

LP, scale

FNLO, as
LP, scale(M

2, s0) =
αsCF
4π

m4
Q

{
9

2

∫ 2ŝ0−2

0
dσ e−

σ+2

2M̂2 − 9e−
1

M̂2

}
ln

(
µ2

m2
Q

)
, (4.52)

where ∫ 2ŝ0−2

0
dσ e−

σ+2

2M̂2 = 2M̂2
(
e−

1
M̂2 − e−

ŝ0
M̂2

)
, (4.53)

then

d

d lnµ
FNLO, as
LP, scale(M

2, s0) =
αsCF
4π

m4
Q

[
18M̂2

(
e−

1
M̂2 − e−

ŝ0
M̂2

)
− 18e−

1
M̂2

]
+O(α2

s) . (4.54)

For the next-to-leading order (NLO) matching, only the leading-order terms with contri-

butions from the asymptotic expansion of the twist-2 DA are required.

FLO, as
LP (M2, s0) =

3

2
m4
QM̂

2
(
e−

1
M̂2 − e−

ŝ0
M̂2

)
(4.55)
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then

d

d lnµ
FLO
LP (M2, s0) =

3

2
M̂2m4

Q

(
e−

1
M̂2 − e−

ŝ0
M̂2

)
· 2
(
− 3

2

αsCF
π

)
+

3

2
M̂2m4

Q e
− 2

M̂2 ·
(
− 1

M2

)
· 2m2

Q

(
−3

2

αsCF
π

)
+O(α2

s)

=
αsCF
4π

m4
Q

[
− 18M̂2

(
e−

1
M̂2 − e−

ŝ0
M̂2

)
+ 18e−

ŝ0
M̂2

]
+O(α2

s) , (4.56)

Summing these terms together, we obtain:

d

d lnµ
fH1fH2gH1H2V =

1

m2
H1
m2
H2

e
m2

H1
+m2

H2
2M2

d

d lnµ

[
FLO, as
LP + FNLO, as

LP

]
= O(α2

s) , (4.57)

this equation shows the scale independence of the H1H2V couplings at LP up to O(α2
s).

5 The light-cone sum rules for the higher-twist corrections

In this section, we develop the light-cone sum rules for the subleading power corrections up

to δ4V . These corrections involve contributions from the two-particle twist-2 to 4 and the

three-particle twist-3 and 4 LCDAs of vector mesons, which can be expressed in a compact

form,

ΠLO
NLP(r1, r2) = mQ(1 + m̂q1 + m̂q2) (q · ε∗)

×
4∑
i=2

4∑
j=1

{∫ 1

0
du δiV (−1)jH

(0) j
V (r1, r2, u)A2p, ij(u)

+

∫ 1

0
dv

∫ 1

0
dα2

∫ 1−α2

0
dαg δ

i
V (−1)jH

(0) j
V (r1, r2, α)A3p, ij(v, α)

}
, (5.1)

where H
(0)
V denotes the leading-order hard kernel, defined as in(4.17). The part involving

soft functions is denoted using the following notations:

A2p, 22(u) = f⊥V ψ
∥
3;V (u) , A2p, 31(u) = −f∥V∆ϕ

∥
2;V (u) , (5.2)

A2p, 32(u) = −f∥V
[
uūϕ

∥
2;V (u) +

1

4
ϕ
∥
4;V (u) + 2

̂̂C(u)], (5.3)

A2p, 33(u) =
1

2
f
∥
V

[
ϕ
∥
4;V (u) + 8

̂̂C(u)] , A2p, 43(u) = 2f⊥V uūψ
∥
3;V (u) , (5.4)

A3p, 33(v, α) =
2f
∥
V

ᾱ

[
(v − v̄) Ψ̂

∥
4;V (α) +

̂̃
Ψ
∥
4;V (α) + 2 (v − v̄) Φ̂

∥
4;V (α) + 2

̂̃
Φ
∥
4;V (α)

]
, (5.5)

A3p, 34(v, α) = −
2f
∥
V

ᾱ
(r2 − 1)

[
(v − v̄) Ψ̂

∥
4;V (α) +

̂̃
Ψ
∥
4;V (α) + 2 (v − v̄) Φ̂

∥
4;V (α) + 2

̂̃
Φ
∥
4;V (α)

]
,

(5.6)

and we also introduce the following notations:

C(u) = ϕ
∥
2;V (u)− 2ϕ⊥3;V (u) + ψ

∥
4;V (u) , ∆ϕ

∥
2;V (u) =

2uϕ
∥
2;V (u)

r1 − r2
, (5.7)
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The DAs with a hat are defined as follows:

̂̂C(u) ≡ ∫ u

0
dv

∫ v

0
dwC(w) , (5.8)

Φ̂3p(α) ≡
∫ α1

0
dα′1

∫ 1−α′
1

0
dα′3 δ(α

′
3 − α3)Φ3p(α

′
1, 1− α′1 − α3, α3) . (5.9)

Our subsequent task involves deriving the LCSRs for subleading power contributions.

fH1fH2g
NLP
H1H2V =

m4
Q

m2
H1
m2
H2

e
m2

H1
+m2

H2
2M2

∫ +∞

−∞
dr1

∫ 2ŝ0−r2

−∞
dr2 e

− r1+r2
2M̂2 ρNLP(r1, r2) , (5.10)

where the double spectral density corresponding to these subleading power contributions

is formulated as:

ρNLP(r1, r2) =
1

π2
Ims1 Ims2Π

LO
NLP(r1, r2) , (5.11)

here r1 = s1/m
2
Q, r2 = s2/m

2
Q. Extending the derivation of the dispersion representation

within the framework of the leading power factorization formula (4.37), we consider the

general expression for double spectral densities governing invariant amplitudes in the two-

particle case. This expression is provided as:

ρj2p(r1, r2) ≡
1

π2
Ims1 Ims2

∫ 1

0
du

(
m2
Q

)j
ϕ2p(u)

[u s1 + ū s2 −m2
Q + i 0]j

=

(
m2
Q

)j
Γ(j)

dj−1

(dm2
Q)

j−1

∑
k

(−1)k+1 c
(ϕ2p)
k

Γ(k + 1)
(s2 −m2

Q)
k δ(k)(s1 − s2)

=

(
m2
Q

)j
Γ(j)

dj−1

(dm2
Q)

j−1
1

m2
Q

∑
k

(−1)k+1 c
(ϕ2p)
k

Γ(k + 1)
(r2 − 1)k δ(k)(r1 − r2)

=
(
m2
Q

)j ∑
k

c
(ϕ2p)
k ρjk(r1, r2) , (5.12)

where δ(k)(r1 − r2) ≡
dk

drk1
[δ(r1 − r2)], the function ϕ2p(u) is given by a Taylor expansion

around u = 0,

ϕ2p(u) =
∑
k

c
(ϕ2p)
k uk . (5.13)
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Similar to the two-particle case, the three-particle scenario adheres to a comparable frame-

work,

{ρj3p(r1, r2), ρ̂
j
3p(r1, r2)}

=
1

π2
Ims1 Ims2

∫ 1

0
dv

∫
Dα

vℓ
(
m2
Q

)j{Φ3p(α), Φ̂3p(α)/ᾱ}[
α s1 + ᾱ s2 −m2

Q + i 0
]j

=

(
m2
Q

)j
Γ(j)

dj−1

(dm2
Q)

j−1
1

π2
Ims1 Ims2

∫ 1

0
dα

{Φ3p(α, ℓ), Φ̂3p(α, ℓ)}
α s1 + ᾱ s2 −m2

Q + i 0

=

(
m2
Q

)j
Γ(j)

dj−1

(dm2
Q)

j−1
1

m2
Q

∑
k

(−1)k+1 {cΦ3p

ℓ,k , c
Φ̂3p

ℓ,k }
Γ(k + 1)

(r2 − 1)k δ(k)(r1 − r2)

=
(
m2
Q

)j ∑
k

{cΦ3p

ℓ,k ρjk,3p(r1, r2), c
Φ̂3p

ℓ,k ρ̂jk,3p(r1, r2)}, (5.14)

where the coefficients, denoted ascΦ3p
ℓ,k and cΦ̂3p

ℓ,k stem from the series expansion of two

“effective” DAs, namely Φ3p(α, ℓ), Φ̂3p(α, ℓ),

{Φ3p(α, ℓ), Φ̂3p(α, ℓ)} =

∫ α

0
dα1

∫ 1−α1

α−α1

dα3
(α− α1)

ℓ

αℓ+1
3

{Φ3p(α), Φ̂3p(α)/ᾱ}

=
∑
k

{cΦ3p

ℓ,k , c
Φ̂3p

ℓ,k }αk , with k ≥ 2 . (5.15)

To address the terms proportional to q2 in Eq.(5.1), we introduce supplementary func-

tions ˜̂ρjk,3p(r1, r2) as outlined in Eq.(5.14):

˜̂ρjk,3p(r1, r2) = r2 ρ̂jk,3p(r1, r2). (5.16)

Replacing α with u, we perform a variable substitution,

{Φ3p(α, ℓ), Φ̂3p(α, ℓ)} ↔ {Φ3p(u, ℓ), Φ̂3p(u, ℓ)} , (5.17)

simplifies the integration of contributions from three-particle processes with those from the

previously analyzed two-particle contributions. Substituting each twist and multiplicity

component in the sum (5.1) with its corresponding double dispersion form, we obtain the

LO double spectral density of the correlation function,

ρLONLP(r1, r2) = mQ

(
1 + m̂q1 + m̂q2

){
δ2V ρ

(ψ
∥
3;V )

1 + δ3V ρ
(∆ϕ

∥
2;V )

1

+ δ3V

(
ρ
(ϕ

∥
2;V )

1 + ρ
(ϕ

∥
4;V )

1 + ρ
(C)
1 + ρ

(ϕ
∥
4;V )

2 + ρ
(C)
2

)
+ δ4V ρ

(ψ
∥
3;V )

2

+ δ3V

[
ρ
(Ψ̂

∥
4;V )

1 + ρ
(
̂̃
Ψ

∥

4;V )

1 + ρ
(Φ̂

∥
4;V )

1 + ρ
(
̂̃
Φ

∥

4;V )

1

]

+ δ3V

[
ρ
(Ψ̂

∥
4;V )

2 + ρ
(
̂̃
Ψ

∥

4;V )

2 + ρ
(Φ̂

∥
4;V )

2 + ρ
(
̂̃
Φ

∥

4;V )

2

]}
(s1, s2) . (5.18)
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This expression takes an expansion form (5.13) for each term, where the coefficients c
(ϕ)
k are

easily determined from the polynomial form of the DAs, as explicitly outlined in Appendix

C. The resulting expression (5.18) contributes to a new and comprehensive understanding.

We illustrate, for instance, the contributions to ρ(LO) from the twist-2 and twist-3 DAs,

emphasizing their asymptotic behavior,

ρ
(ψ

∥
3;V )

1 (r1, r2) = 3m4
Qf
⊥
V

d

dm2
Q

1

m2
Q

[
(r2 − 1)δ(1)(r1 − r2) +

1

2
(r2 − 1)2δ(2)(r1 − r2)

]
θ(r1 − 1) ,

ρ
(ϕ

∥
2;V )

1 (r1, r2) = ρ
(ϕ

∥
4;V )

1 (r1, r2) = −3m4
Qf
∥
V

d

dm2
Q

1

m2
Q

[
1

2
(r2 − 1)2δ(2)(r1 − r2)

+
2

3
(r2 − 1)3δ(3)(r1 − r2) +

1

4
(r2 − 1)4δ(4)(r1 − r2)

]
θ(r1 − 1),

ρ
(ϕ

∥
4;V )

2 (r1, r2) = 4m6
Qf
∥
V

d2

d(m2
Q)

2

1

m2
Q

[
1

2
(r2 − 1)2δ(2)(r1 − r2) +

2

3
(r2 − 1)3δ(3)(r1 − r2)

+
1

4
(r2 − 1)4δ(4)(r1 − r2)

]
θ(r1 − 1),

ρ
(ψ

∥
3;V )

2 (r1, r2) =
f⊥V

f
∥
V

ρ
(ϕ

∥
4;V )

2 (r1, r2) . (5.19)

After incorporating the obtained NLP double spectral density into Eq.(5.10) and carrying

out the necessary the dual integrals, we arrive at the NLP LCSRs for the concentrate

couplings,

fH1fH2g
NLP
H1H2V =

1

m2
H1
m2
H2

e
m2

H1
+m2

H2
2M2 FLO

NLP(M
2, s0) , (5.20)

where

FLO
NLP(M

2, s0) = FLO
2p (M2, s0) + FLO

3p (M2, s0) + F̃LO
3p (M2, s0) , (5.21)

this produces the following simplified expression:

F (ϕ)
j (M2, s0) =

1

(j − 1)!

[
(−1)j

(
M2

)2−j
e−

m2
Q

M2 + δj1M
2 e−

s0
M2

]
ϕ(u)

∣∣∣∣
u= 1

2

, (5.22)

F̃ (ϕ)
j (M2, s0) = − 1

(j − 1)!
M4 dj−1

dm2
Q
j−1

{
e−

m2
Q

M2

[(
1 +

m2
Q

M2

)
ϕ(u) + uϕ′(u)

]

− e−
s0
M2

[(
1 +

s0
M2

)
ϕ(u) +

(
1 +

s0 −m2
Q

M2

)
uϕ′(u)

]}∣∣∣∣
u= 1

2

. (5.23)

Applying these formulas, we isolate the unique contributions from individual DAs to the
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NLP LCSRs,

F (LO)
2p (M2, s0) = m5

Q(1 + m̂q1 + m̂q2)e
−

m2
Q

M2

{
δ2V f

⊥
V ψ
∥
3;V (u)

+ δ3V f
∥
V∆F

ϕ
∥
2;V

− δ3V f
∥
V

[
uūϕ

∥
2;V (u) +

1

4
ϕ
∥
4;V (u) + 2

ˆ̂C(u)
]

− 1

4

m2
Q

M2
δ3V f

∥
V

[
ϕ
∥
4;V (u) + 8

ˆ̂C(u)
]
− δ4V f

⊥
V

m2
Q

M2
uūψ

∥
3;V

}∣∣∣∣
u= 1

2

, (5.24)

F (LO)
3p (M2, s0) = m5

Q(1 + m̂q1 + m̂q2)δ
3
V f
∥
V e
−

m2
Q

M2
m2
Q

M2

(
m2
Q

3M2
− 1

)
χΨΦ(u)

∣∣∣∣
u= 1

2

, (5.25)

F̃ (LO)
3p (M2, s0) =

m5
Q(1 + m̂q1 + m̂q2)

3M2
δ3V f

⊥
V e
−

m2
Q

M2

×
[(

m2
Q

M2
− 2

)
χΨΦ(u) + u

∂

∂u
χΨΦ(u)

]∣∣∣∣
u= 1

2

, (5.26)

where

χΨΦ(u) = Ψ̂
∥
4;V (u, ℓ)

∣∣∣
ℓ=1

− Ψ̂
∥
4;V (u, ℓ)

∣∣∣ℓ=0

ℓ=1
+

̂̃
Ψ
∥

4;V (u, ℓ)
∣∣∣
ℓ=0

+ 2

[
Φ̂
∥
4;V (u, ℓ)

∣∣∣
ℓ=1

− Φ̂
∥
4;V (u, ℓ)

∣∣∣ℓ=0

ℓ=1
+

̂̃
Φ
∥

4;V (u, ℓ)
∣∣∣
ℓ=0

]
, (5.27)

∆F
ϕ
∥
2;V

= − 1

80

[
25 + 21a

∥
1(µ)− 15a

∥
3(µ) + 25a

∥
4(µ)

]
. (5.28)

Finally, summing the the leading and subleading power LCSRs in Eq.(4.47) and (5.20)

together we obtain the final expression for the H1H2V couplings

fH1fH2gH1H2V =
1

m2
H1
m2
H2

e
m2

H1
+m2

H2
2M2

[
FLO
LP (M2, s0) + FNLO

LP (M2, s0) + FLO
NLP(M

2, s0)
]
.

(5.29)

6 Numerical analysis

This section addresses the determination of various input parameters and the extraction

of the strong couplings gD(s)D(s)V and gB(s)B(s)V from the established LCSRs in Eq.(5.29).

The mass of have-light mesons and light vector mesons are referenced from the PDG

[42]. Careful consideration is given to the decay constants of pseudoscalar heavy-light

mesons, employing three distinct approaches. The first approach utilizes Lattice QCD

(LQCD) values for the decay constants of charmed and bottom mesons, as detailed in

Table1. This includes Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 results from [43] and heavy pseudoscalar meson

constant ratios from [44]. The second approach employs two-point QCD sum rules to

determine the decay constants fH , (H = D(s), B(s)), as described in [45]. This method

meticulously incorporates O(α2
s) contributions to the perturbative component and calcu-

lates O(αs) corrections to the quark-condensate term, thereby enhancing the accuracy
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and reliability of the resulting decay constants. The third approach derives from ex-

perimental data reported in the PDG 2022 compilation [42]. This approach uses aver-

ages of inclusive and exclusive determinations for the CKM matrix elements, specifically

|Vcd| = 0.221± 0.004, |Vcs| = 0.976± 0.006 and |Vub| = (3.82± 0.20)× 10−3. Additionally,

experimental averages include of |VcdfD+ | = 45.82±1.10 MeV, |VcsfD+
s
| = 243.5±2.7 MeV

and |VubfB+ | = 0.77 ± 0.07 MeV. These values are used to calculate the decay constants

by taking their respective ratios, and the results are summarized in Table 1.

Methods
charmed meson bottom meson

fD [MeV] fDs [MeV] fB [MeV] fBs [MeV]

two-point QCDSRs 201+12
−13 238+13

−23 207+17
−09 242+17

−12

LQCD 212.0± 0.7 249.9± 0.5 190.0± 1.3 230.3± 1.3

Experiment 207.3± 6.2 249.5± 3.16 201.6± 21.2 −−

Table 1. Decay constants for charmed and bottom mesons using three methods.

A detailed discussion on the determination of the QCD parameters can be found in

our prior study [7]. In this paper, we directly incorporate the table from the cited work

[7], as presented in Table 2. As discussed in the previous section, it is essential to deter-

mine the values of the distribution amplitudes (DAs) or their derivatives at the midpoint

u = 1/2. This determination relies on a comprehensive set of coefficients in the conformal

expansion, which are influenced by the symmetry properties dictated by the renormaliza-

tion group (RG) equations governing their scale dependence [46]. Moreover, considering

the next-to-leading order (NLO) for asymptotic twist-2 two-particle DAs necessitates the

renormalization of Gegenbauer coefficients to NLO. This renormalization process is com-

plex and multiplicative, as detailed in Eq.(C.4) in Appendix C.

In addition to providing the decay constants f
⊥,∥
V (µ) and twist-2 parameters a

⊥,∥
n (µ),

parameter input value [Ref.] rescaled values

αs(mZ) 0.1179± 0.0010

[42]

αs(1.5GeV) = 0.3487+0.0102
−0.0097

αs(3.0GeV) = 0.2527+0.0050
−0.0048

mc(mc) 1.280 ± 0.025 GeV mc(1.5GeV) = 1.205± 0.034 GeV

mb(mb) 4.18 ± 0.03 GeV mb(3.0GeV) = 4.473± 0.04 GeV

(mu +md)(2 GeV) 6.78± 0.08 MeV [42, 43]
(mu +md)(1.5 MeV) = 7.305 ± 0.09 MeV

(mu +md)(3.0 GeV) = 6.331 ± 0.07 MeV

(ms)(2 GeV) 93.1± 0.6 MeV [42, 43]
(ms)(1.5 MeV) = 100.305 ± 0.65 MeV

(ms)(3.0 GeV) = 86.936 ± 0.56 MeV

Table 2. QCD parameters used in the LCSRs and two-point QCDSRs.
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we present the Gegenbauer moments for the twist-3 and twist-4 DAs of vector mesons in our

previous paper [7]. These DAs are constructed up to next-to-leading order (NLO) in the

conformal expansion as discussed in Ref.[15, 16]. The normalization and non-asymptotic

coefficients at µ = 1GeV, serving as input parameters, are computed using QCD sum rules

(refer to Ref.[15, 16, 47] and references therein).

We subsequently specify the renormalization and factorization scale for the quark-gluon

coupling and quark mass, the Borel parameter, and the quark-hadron duality threshold rel-

evant to the LCSRs in Eq.(5.29). These parameters are pivotal for the accurate determi-

nation of sum rule behavior and the extraction of strong couplings. Our parameter choices

ensure strong convergence and stability of the sum rules, reducing theoretical uncertainties

in the results. Owing to the finite mass of heavy quarks, these parameters vary between

couplings involving charmed and bottom mesons.

Parameter default value (interval) [Ref.] Parameter default value (interval) [Ref.]

charmed meson sum rules bottom meson sum rules

µ (GeV) 1.5 (1.0 - 3.0)

[48]

µ (GeV) 3.0 (2.5 - 4.5)

[49]M2 (GeV2) 4.5 (3.5 - 5.5) M2 (GeV2) 16.0 (12.0 - 20.0)

s0 (GeV2) 7.0 (6.5 - 7.5) s0 (GeV2) 37.5 (35.0 - 40.0)

Table 3. The renormalization scale µ, Borel parameter M2, along with duality threshold s0, are

employed in the LCSR for both charmed and bottom particles.

The Borel parameterM2 and the effective threshold s0 in LCSRs are determined based

on established criteria that prioritize the minimization of subleading power contributions

in the light-cone OPE and the suppression of excited state contributions. These criteria

focus on ensuring convergence and stability within the sum rule framework. Our adherence

to these guidelines ensures the reliability and precision of our results. Table 3 lists these

parameters, consistent with with those used in previous LCSRs analyses of heavy-to-light

decay form factors and couplings [6, 48, 49].

In addition, we select the renormalization scale µ equal to the factorization scale used

in the OPE, which is approximately by µ ∼
√
m2
H −m2

Q ∼
√
2mQΛ̄ (Λ̄ = mH − mQ).

To ensure the perturbative expansion of the correlation function in αs remains within

reasonable limits, we constrain the the NLO twist-2 and higher power terms are constrained

to be no more than 30% of LO counterparts. Consequently, we adopt default values of µc =

1.5GeV for charm and µb = 3GeV for bottom, exploring variations within the intervals

(1.0 ∼ 3.0)GeV for charm and (2.5 ∼ 4.5)GeV for bottom to quantify the uncertainties.

This approach, motivated by theoretical consistency, aligns with previous studies in the

field [22, 23, 48–52]. By harmonizing these scales, we ensure coherence in our calculations

and facilitate comparisons with prior research.

Moreover, it is informative to explore how LCSRs for D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V cou-

plings, alongside decay constant products, respond to variations in the scale µ, the Borel

parameter M2 and the effective threshold s0. Firstly, Figure 3 underscores the scale-

dependence of individual contributions. Notably, however, we observe contrasting trends
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Figure 3. Scale dependence of the products fD(s)
fD(s)

gD(s)D(s)V and fB(s)
fB(s)

gB(s)B(s)V calculated

from LCSR. Displayed are the total values and separate contributions from twist-2 to twist-4 of the

vector meson(ρ,K∗, ϕ) DAs, considering central values for all other input parameters.

for the charm and bottom scenarios. Specifically, the results on the left diminish as µ

increases, while those on the right escalate with µ. This phenomenon can be attributed
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Figure 4. Borel parameter dependence of the products fD(s)
fD(s)

gD(s)D(s)V and fB(s)
fB(s)

gB(s)B(s)V

calculated from LCSR. Displayed are the total values and separate contributions from twist-2 to

twist-4 of the vector meson (ρ,K∗, ϕ) DAs, considering central values for all the other input pa-

rameters.
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Figure 5. Threshold dependence of the products fD(s)
fD(s)

gD(s)D(s)V and fB(s)
fB(s)

gB(s)B(s)V cal-

culated from LCSR. Displayed are the total values and separate contributions from twist-2 to twist-4

of the vector meson (ρ,K∗, ϕ) DAs, considering central values for all the other input parameters.

to Eq.(4.56), where M̂2 ≡ M2/m2
Q. For charm, M̂2 > 1, resulting in a negative slope

for the LO curve; conversely, for bottom, M̂2 < 1, leading to a positive slope for the LO
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curve. Additionally, we also observe a pronounced cancellation between the contributions

of twist-2 NLO and LO. For contributions from other twists, particularly twist-3, there is

indeed a noticeable dependence on µ. However, since we have not computed the contri-

butions from twist-3 NLO, this dependency cannot be offset. (We hope that our future

work can address this shortfall.) Secondly, as illustrated in Figure 4 and 5, the behavior

concerning the Borel parameterM2 and the effective threshold s0 exhibits a nearly uniform

pattern within the specified range, indicative of negligible sensitivity to variations in M2

and s0. This observation reinforces the resilience of the extracted quantities to alterations

in the Borel parameter and effective threshold, thereby amplifying the trustworthiness of

our analyses.

Power δ1V δ1V αs δ2V δ3V δ4V total

gDDρ 2.76 0.80 0.65 −0.34 −0.022 3.86

gBBρ 2.69 0.44 0.65 −0.86 −0.006 3.68

gDsDsϕ 2.52 0.77 0.65 −0.59 −0.037 3.31

gBsBsϕ 2.39 0.41 0.66 −0.16 −0.011 3.29

Table 4. Power corrections for the strong couplings gHHρ and gHHϕ using the decay constats from

LQCD. The expansion extends to the power of δV ranging from 1 to 4, where δV = δ
(Q)
V = mV /mQ,

for the coupling with Ds meson δ
(c)
ρ = 0.64 and δ

(c)
ϕ = 0.85 and for the coupling with Bs meson

δ
(b)
ρ = 0.17 and δ

(b)
ϕ = 0.23.

In order to assess the efficacy of power corrections, we present an examination of the

individual contributions within the power correction series, employing the ρ and ϕ meson

as representative cases. From the data provided in Table 4, it becomes evident that for

the D meson, despite the notable magnitude of δV , the contributions generally exhibit

a decreasing trend in power. Specifically, contributions at δ1V and δ2V , compared to δ0V ,

diminished by an order of magnitude, although δ1V and δ2V demonstrate similar magnitudes.

Similarly, δ3V and δ4V , relative to δ2V and δ3V , are also suppressed by an order of magnitude,

with δ2V and δ3V displaying comparable magnitudes. This observed trend can be attributed

to the fact that in Eq.(5.24), higher-power contributions entail a decrease in the ratio

m2
c/M

2. In contrast to the scenario observed for the D meson, while the magnitude of δϕ
for the B channel is considerably smaller, the ratio m2

b/M
2 assumes a compensatory role.

This results in a power expansion behavior similar to that of the BsBsϕ coupling for the

DsDsϕ counterpart. The observation of a coincidental similarity in the δ2V term, exhibiting

a value of 0.65, within both the DDρ and DsDsϕ contexts invites further investigation.

This coincidence arises from a delicate balance between the parameters characterizing the

ϕ and ρ mesons. While the parameters associated with the ϕ meson surpass those of the

ρ meson, the ratio necessitates consideration of the decay constants fDs and fD, wherein

their proximity renders the ratio nearly equivalent.

The numerical impacts of perturbative QCD and distinct higher-twist corrections on

the products of strong couplings and decay constants, as computed in Eq.(5.29), are now
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LCSRs results tw 2 LO tw 2 NLO tw 3 LO tw 4 LO total

fD fD gDDρ 0.108+0.017
−0.023 0.036+0.015

−0.011 0.043+0.023
−0.016 −0.018+0.007

−0.010 0.173+0.022
−0.022

fD fD gDDω 0.071+0.011
−0.015 0.023+0.010

−0.007 0.028+0.015
−0.011 −0.012+0.004

−0.006 0.113+0.014
−0.015

fDs fD gDsDK∗ 0.131+0.024
−0.031 0.043+0.018

−0.013 0.059+0.030
−0.022 −0.033+0.013

−0.019 0.206+0.028
−0.028

fDs fDs gDsDsϕ 0.121+0.021
−0.027 0.048+0.020

−0.014 0.070+0.034
−0.025 −0.041+0.015

−0.023 0.207+0.024
−0.026

fB fB gBBρ 0.094+0.017
−0.014 0.016+0.010

−0.010 0.029+0.006
−0.004 −0.009+0.002

−0.004 0.133+0.012
−0.012

fB fB gBBω 0.061+0.011
−0.010 0.010+0.007

−0.007 0.019+0.004
−0.003 −0.006+0.001

−0.003 0.086+0.008
−0.009

fBs fB gBsBK∗ 0.115+0.022
−0.019 0.019+0.012

−0.013 0.039+0.010
−0.006 −0.016+0.004

−0.008 0.163+0.016
−0.016

fBs fBs gBsBsϕ 0.119+0.023
−0.020 0.022+0.014

−0.014 0.047+0.012
−0.007 −0.020+0.005

−0.010 0.174+0.019
−0.018

Table 5. Summary of the contribution from individual twist and NLO effects on the products of

the strong couplings gH1H2V and decay constants presented with both central values and associated

data errors.

investigated. The outcomes of individual twists and NLO effects are summarized in Table

5, alongside pertinent data uncertainties. Notably, the NLO corrections of twist-2 mag-

nitude demonstrate numerical smaller than the LO contributions of twist-3, constituting

approximately 30% of the leading twist for both charm and bottom scenarios.

Charm

decay constants gDDρ gDDω gDsDK∗ gDsDsϕ

two-point QCDSRs 4.30+0.82
−0.72 2.80+0.54

−0.48 4.30+0.80
−0.67 3.65+0.93

−0.59

LQCD 3.86± 0.49 2.52± 0.33 3.88+0.52
−0.53 3.31+0.39

−0.41

Experiment 4.21± 0.58 2.74± 0.39 3.98± 0.55 3.32+0.40
−0.42

bottom

decay constants gBBρ gBBω gBsBK∗ gBsBsϕ

two-point QCDSRs 3.10+0.40
−0.54 2.02+0.27

−0.36 3.26+0.39
−0.46 2.98+0.45

−0.49

LQCD 3.68+0.34
−0.35 2.39+0.24

−0.24 3.73+0.37
−0.37 3.29+0.36

−0.34

Experiment 3.27+0.87
−0.67 2.13+0.57

−0.44 −− −−

Table 6. LCSR results for the strong couplings gH1H2V for the three methods of dividing out the

decay constants.

Our comprehensive analysis involves normalizing couplings using heavy meson decay

constants via three distinct methods: the two-point QCDSRs, LQCD and experiment re-

sults, as summarized in Table 1. The primary findings are highlighted in Table 6 highlights

the main findings, while additional details on parameters for each set of decay constants

are presented in Tables 7 and 8. Within the D meson sector, predominant sources of un-

certainty are attributed to the Gegenbauer moment a
∥
2 and the effective threshold s0 from

LQCD. Moreover, when employing two-point sum rules and experimental data for decay

constant computations, an additional uncertainty emerges from the decay constant itself,

which exhibits comparable magnitude. Conversely, in the B meson sector, uncertainties

pertaining to the Borel parameter display an increase relative to those observed in the D
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meson sector.

c.v. ∆fH1 ∆fH2 ∆µ ∆mQ ∆s0 ∆M2 ∆f⊥V ∆f
∥
V ∆a

∥
2 ∆tot

gDDρ

4.30 +0.62
−0.47 ±0.36 +0.09

−0.10
+0.20
−0.22

+0.05
−0.04 ±0.04 ±0.05 ±0.32 +0.82

−0.72

3.86 ±0.03 ±0.33 ±0.08 +0.18
−0.20 ±0.04 ±0.03 ±0.04 ±0.29 ±0.49

4.21 +0.24
−0.22 ±0.35 ±0.09 +0.20

−0.22
+0.05
−0.04 ±0.04 ±0.05 ±0.32 ±0.58

gDDω

2.80 +0.40
−0.31 ±0.23 ±0.06 +0.13

−0.14 ±0.03 ±0.04 +0.09
−0.11 ±0.21 +0.54

−0.48

2.52 +0.16
−0.14 ±0.23 ±0.06 +0.12

−0.13 ±0.03 ±0.04 +0.09
−0.10 ±0.19 ±0.33

2.74 ±0.02 ±0.21 ±0.06 +0.13
−0.14 ±0.03 ±0.04 +0.09

−0.10 ±0.21 ±0.39

gDsDK∗

4.30 +0.30
−0.24

+0.46
−0.22 ±0.38 ±0.09 +0.21

−0.23 ±0.03 ±0.04 ±0.08 ±0.35 +0.80
−0.67

3.88 ±0.01 ±0.01 +0.35
−0.34 ±0.08 +0.19

−0.21 ±0.03 ±0.04 ±0.07 ±0.31 +0.52
−0.53

3.98 ±0.12 ±0.05 ±0.35 ±0.08 +0.19
−0.21

+0.032
−0.027 ±0.04 ±0.07 ±0.32 ±0.55

gDsDsϕ

3.65 +0.82
−0.37

+0.16
−0.20 ±0.06 +0.19

−0.20 ±0.01 ±0.04 ±0.06 ±0.34 +0.93
−0.59

3.31 ±0.01 +0.14
−0.18 ±0.06 +0.17

−0.18 ±0.01 ±0.04 ±0.06 ±0.31 +0.39
−0.41

3.32 ±0.09 +0.14
−0.18 ±0.06 +0.17

−0.18 ±0.01 ±0.04 ±0.06 ±0.31 +0.40
−0.42

Table 7. Summary of the individual uncertainties for the strong couplings gH1H2V predicted from

the LCSR (5.29) . The negligible uncertainties arising from variations in the remaining input

parameters have been considered but are not explicitly enumerated here, but are already taken

into account in the determinations of the total errors. The c.v. (central value) represents the best

estimate derived from the LCSR.

The evaluation of strong couplings forD(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V through LCSRs reveals

uncertainty ranges of (16% ∼ 25%, 12% ∼ 13%, 12% ∼ 14%) and (13% ∼ 14%, 10% ∼
11%, 20% ∼ 27%), respectively, when utilizing heavy-meson decay constants obtained from

two-point QCDSRs, LQCD and experimental data. These intervals of uncertainty are

determined based on variations in input parameters and methodologies employed in the

LCSR analysis. Despite inconsistencies in the uncertainties for gD(s)D(s)V and gB(s)B(s)V due

to the choice of decay constants, the discrepancy in central values between the D(s)D(s)V

and B(s)B(s)V couplings primarily arises from a notable deviation among the lattice-QCD

values of fD(s)
and fB(s)

and the value predicted by the two-point sum rule and experimental

data.

To analyze the SU(3)F symmetry breaking effects, we introduce the parameter ∆rHHV ,

which quantifies the extent of these breaking effects. The definitions are given by the

following expressions:

∆rD(s)D(s)V =
CV · gD(s)D(s)V − gD∗Dρ

gDDρ
, ∆rB(s)B(s)V =

CV · gB(s)B(s)V − gBBρ

gBBρ
, (6.1)

where gDDρ and gBBρ are defined in Eq.(2.4) and (2.5), respectively. The factor CV equals√
2 for the ω meson, and 1 otherwise.
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c.v. ∆fH1 ∆fH2 ∆µ ∆mQ ∆s0 ∆M2 ∆f⊥V ∆f
∥
V ∆a

∥
2 ∆tot

gBBρ

3.10 +0.29
−0.45

+0.01
−0.04 ±0.03 +0.17

−0.21
+0.12
−0.06 ±0.03 ±0.04 ±0.18 +0.40

−0.54

3.68 ±0.05 +0.01
−0.05 ±0.03 +0.20

−0.24
+0.14
−0.06 ±0.04 ±0.04 ±0.22 +0.34

−0.35

3.27 +0.81
−0.59

+0.01
−0.05 ±0.03 +0.18

−0.21
+0.12
−0.06 ±0.03 ±0.04 ±0.19 +0.87

−0.67

gBBω
2.02 +0.19

−0.29
+0.01
−0.03 ±0.02 +0.11

−0.13
+0.08
−0.04 ±0.03 ±0.07 ±0.12 +0.27

−0.36

2.39 ±0.03 +0.01
−0.03 ±0.02 +0.13

−0.16
+0.09
−0.04 ±0.04 +0.08

−0.09 ±0.14 ±0.24

2.13 +0.53
−0.39

+0.01
−0.03 ±0.02 +0.12

−0.14
+0.08
−0.04 ±0.03 +0.07

−0.08 ±0.13 +0.57
−0.44

gBsBK∗
3.26 +0.15

−0.25
+0.17
−0.21

+0.01
−0.04 ±0.03 +0.18

−0.22
+0.15
−0.07 ±0.03 ±0.06 ±0.21 +0.39

−0.46

3.73 ±0.03 ±0.02 +0.01
−0.05 ±0.03 +0.21

−0.25
+0.17
−0.08 ±0.04 ±0.07 ±0.24 ±0.37

gBsBsϕ

2.98 +0.32
−0.38

+0.01
−0.04 ±0.03 +0.17

−0.20
+0.17
−0.08 ±0.04 ±0.05 ±0.21 +0.45

−0.49

3.29 ±0.04 +0.01
−0.05 ±0.03 +0.18

−0.22
+0.18
−0.09 ±0.04 ±0.06 ±0.23 +0.36

−0.34

Table 8. Summary of the individual theory uncertainties for the strong couplings gH1H2V predicted

from the LCSR (5.29). The negligible uncertainties arising from variations in the remaining input

parameters have been considered but are not explicitly enumerated here, but are already taken

into account in the determinations of the total errors. The c.v. (central value) represents the best

estimate derived from the LCSR.

∆rD(s)D(s)V decay constants ∆rDDω ∆rDsDK∗ ∆rDsDsϕ

charm two-point QCDSRs −8% 1% −15%

LQCD −8% 1% −14%

Experiment −8% 2% −19%

∆rB(s)B(s)V decay constants ∆rBBω ∆rBsBK∗ ∆rBsBsϕ

bottom two-point QCDSRs −8% 5% −4%

LQCD −8% 1% −11%

Table 9. Summary of the extent of SU(3) breaking effects as determined by LCSR, with ∆rHHV

serving as a measurement parameter.

Table 9 provides a detailed account of the relative magnitudes of SU(3)F symmetry

breaking effects on various strong couplings. Both ∆rDDω and ∆rBBω are observed to be

consistently −8%. This stability arises from specific reductions in f
∥
ω,f⊥ω , and mω, which

decrease at rates of 7%, 1.8%, and 0.2%, respectively. The remaining parameters are con-

sistent with those of the ρ meson,leading to a cancellation of terms in both the numerator

and denominator. It is important to emphasize that the breaking effects observed in ϕ,

as determined from decay constants derived from experimental data, tends to exceed that

calculated via LQCD and two-point QCDSRs when considering their absolute magnitudes.

This discrepancy arises from the substantial difference in the decay constant fD and fDs

obtained from the three methods, which causes the negative breaking effects up to 21%
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from experimental data, larger than 18.4% from the two-point QCDSRs and 17.9% from

the LQCD. Consequently, the discrepancy associated with LQCD-calculated decay con-

stants reaches −19%, in contrast to −15% from two-point QCDSRs and −14% from the

LQCD. By accounting for additional factors influencing the observed symmetry breaking

effects, we present a comprehensive analysis of SU(3) flavour symmetry deviations. The

pattern of SU(3) symmetry breaking in the B sector is similar to that in the D sector,

though with a milder reduction.

Method gDDρ gDDω gDsDK∗ gDsDsϕ gBBρ
LCSR[10] 2.62± 0.58 – 3.22± 0.64 2.9± 0.68

LCSR[11] 4.61 – – 5.34± 1.15

QCDSR[12] −− 2.9 – –

QCDSR[13] −− – 3.26± 0.43 –

QCDSR[14] −− – – 4.00± 1.09

LQCD[8] 4.84± 0.34 – −− –

LCSR (this work)
4.30+0.82

−0.72 2.80+0.54
−0.48 4.30+0.80

−0.67 3.65+0.93
−0.59 3.10+0.40

−0.54

3.86± 0.49 2.52± 0.33 3.88+0.52
−0.53 3.31+0.39

−0.41 3.68+0.34
−0.35

4.21± 0.58 2.74± 0.39 3.98± 0.55 3.32+0.40
−0.42 3.27+0.87

−0.67

Table 10. Numerical values of coupling gD(s)D(s)V from several methods.

When comparing our numerical outcomes with those of Ref.[10], depicted in Table 10,

we observed a reduction of the reported values 2.62±0.58, 3.22±0.64 and 2.9±0.68 for gDDρ,

gDsDK∗ and gDsDsϕ, respectively. The primary reason for this discrepancy is the variation

in the decay constants. The references they cited experimental works [53], providing values

of fD = 0.223 ± 0.017 and set fDs/fD ≃ 1.1. Since the coupling constants are computed

by dividing by the product of these decay constants, the differences between the two sets

of results are considerable. Comparing our results with those in Ref.[11], we observe an

opposite effect, with an enhancement in the reported value of 5.34 ± 1.15, also due to a

different selection of the decay constant, specifically fB = 140 MeV. It is important to note

that the LCSR studies presented in [10, 11] were restricted to leading-order calculations.

The significant enhancement effects attributable to twist-2 NLO calculations were not

incorporated. In this work, we extend the analysis by incorporating NLO and subleading

power corrections, specifically considering δ3V and δ4V , along with higher twist contributions,

encompassing twist-3 to twist-4, into Eq.(5.29). For the additional results presented in

Table 10, it is apparent that there is a satisfactory concordance with our findings within

the error margins. Particularly, the value of 4.84 ± 0.34 derived from lattice QCD [8] is

consistent with our result of 4.30+0.82
−0.72 obtained through QCDSR decay constants.

In addition, we introduce an alternative technique to determine the B(s)B(s)V coupling

similar to that described in Ref.[7]. This method, as extensively described in [6], relies on

the hadronic dispersion relation for the B → V axial vector form factor A0 as a foundational

element. Through the utilization of Eq.(3.13), we obtain various numerical values for the

coupling gB(s)B(s)V using the B → V form factor A0 from two distinct LCSRs [24, 28],
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Coupling decay constants This work A0(q
2) [24] A0(q

2) [28]

gBBρ

two-point QCDSRs 3.10+0.40
−0.54 6.11+1.17

−1.23 6.15+2.47
−2.05

LQCD 3.68+0.34
−0.35 6.65+1.25

−1.25 6.70+2.79
−2.18

Experiment 3.27+0.87
−0.67 6.27+1.39

−1.32 6.32+2.73
−2.14

gBBω

two-point QCDSRs 2.02+0.27
−0.36 4.24+1.04

−1.07 4.74+2.01
−1.53

LQCD 2.39+0.24
−0.24 4.62+1.12

−1.12 5.17+2.18
−1.63

Experiment 2.13+0.57
−0.44 4.36+1.17

−1.13 4.87+2.13
−1.60

gBsBK∗
two-point QCDSRs 3.26+0.39

−0.46 6.30+1.47
−1.49 7.46+3.10

−2.22

LQCD 3.73+0.37
−0.37 6.62+1.50

−1.50 7.84+3.23
−2.27

gBsBsϕ
two-point QCDSRs 2.98+0.45

−0.49 7.13+1.43
−1.46 −−

LQCD 3.29+0.36
−0.34 7.49+1.45

−1.45 −−

Table 11. Coupling constant gB(s)B(s)V extracted from the residue of the transition form factors

A0 in the framework of LCSR fit, compared with our obtained values.

with a summary of these findings provided in Table 11. our investigation uncovers a

discrepancy between our central estimate and the anticipated outcomes derived from the

transition form factors A0. A thorough analysis of the underlying reasons can be found in

our previous publication [7]. When extending Eq.(3.13) to include transition form factor

A0 from D to V , we can derive the coupling for DDV as well. Utilizing the D to ρ form

factor detailed in Ref.[37], our computations yielded gDDρ couplings of 7.52 employing

heavy meson decay constants from lattice QCD, 7.93 utilizing decay constants from two-

point QCD sum rules, and 7.69 employing experimental decay constants. These values

notably surpass the corresponding results obtained from LCSRs: 4.30+0.82
−0.72, 3.86 ± 0.49,

and 4.21± 0.58, respectively, reflecting a trend akin to B → ρ transitions.

The investigation of the limit of infinitely heavy-quark mass using the LCSR (5.29) for

strong coupling yields valuable insights. . This sum rule, based on the correlation function

at finite mQ, accurately reflects the leading-power behavior as mQ → ∞ and facilitates

the evaluation of 1/mQ corrections. For the heavy-to-light form factors obtained from the

LCSRs, the heavy-quark mass expansion has been investigated in the early papers [11]. To

continue, we apply to the sum rule (5.29) the standard scaling relations (valid up to the

inverse heavy-quark mass corrections):

fH =
f̂

√
mQ

, mH = mQ + Λ, M2 = 2mQτ, s0 = m2
Q + 2mQω0 , (6.2)

where f̂ and Λ are, respectively, the static decay constant and the binding energy of heavy

meson in HQET, and the parameters τ and ω0 do not scale with mQ. We obtain at LO

ĝHHV =
eΛ/τ

f̂2

{
2τ

(
1− e−ω0/τ

)
mV f

∥
V ϕ
∥
2;V (1/2)

+m2
V f
⊥
V ψ
∥
3;V (1/2) +m3

V f
∥
V∆F

ϕ
∥
2;V

}
+ . . . , (6.3)
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where the ellipsis represents the incorporation of inverse heavy-mass corrections. Further-

more, the expression (5.29) derived from the LCSR framework allows for the estimation of

both the static coupling and its associated inverse mass corrections. However, the inclu-

sion of NLO terms in this analysis poses a challenge, as it necessitates the resummation of

logarithms of the heavy-quark mass. A systematic approach entails deriving the LCSR for

the strong coupling directly within the framework of HQET, a task that falls beyond the

scope of our current endeavor.

Expanding the rescaled sum rule (5.29) in the powers of 1/mQ, and parameterize the

LCSR result for the strong coupling a form with an added inverse heavy-mass correction:

gHHV = ĝHHV

(
1 +

δ

mH

)
, (H = D(s), B(s)) . (6.4)

Parameter ĝHHV δ β

QCDSRs 2.44+0.73
−0.95 1.42+2.29

−1.15 0.30+0.09
−0.12

LQCD 3.58+0.59
−0,60 0.15+0.57

−0.46 0.44± 0.07

Experiment 2.49+0.70
−0.89 1.29+1.86

−0.97 0.30+0.08
−0.11

Table 12. Summary of computed values for ĝHHV , δ, and β utilizing three distinct methods for

determining decay constants.

Finally, we conduct a comparative evaluation between our results and other model-

dependent analyses pertaining to chiral and heavy quark limits. The coupling parameter

β characterizes the HHρ interaction, and it is intricately linked to gHHρ through the

expression,

β =

√
2

2

ĝHHρ
gV

, (6.5)

where gV = mρ/fπ (mρ represents the ρ meson mass to pion decay constant ratio, as

determined utilizing the first and second KSRF relations [1, 54, 55]. The results stem-

ming from our computational analyses, delineated in Table 12, encompassing ĝHHV , δ,

and β utilizing three distinct methodologies for determining decay constants, are detailed

herein. We ascertain β = 0.44 ± 0.07 utilizing decay constants derived from lattice QCD,

β = 0.30+0.09
−0.12 utilizing decay constants derived from two-point QCDSRs, and β = 0.30+0.08

−0.11
utilizing decay constants derived from experimental data. These determinations are pred-

icated on our computation of ĝHHρ and δ. These values significantly smaller than those

predicted by the vector meson dominance(VMD) model [36], where suggests β = 0.9. One

plausible explanation for this discrepancy could be attributed to the empirical observation,

as suggested by the Ref.[11], that the results for β with finite heavy quarks should be

smaller than those obtained in the heavy quark limit, in addition to the potential for larger

uncertainties inherent in model predictions, thereby affirming the reliability of the LCSRs

method. However, uncertainties persist in quantifying NLO corrections to higher-twists,
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such as twist-3 NLO and sub-sub-leading power contributions remain unknown factors con-

tributing to the observed deviation. Advancements in computational techniques, including

refinements in sum rule methods and modeling, hold the potential to offer valuable insights

into resolving these discrepancies.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have conducted a comprehensive investigation into the improved calcu-

lation of the strong couplings gD(s)D(s)V and gB(s)B(s)V , where V = ρ, ω,K∗ and ϕ, within

the framework of LCSRs.

Our investigation has advanced the understanding of the vacuum-to-vector-meson cor-

relation function near the light-cone by establishing a rigorous factorization scheme, achiev-

ing leading power in δV and next-to-leading order in αs through hard-collinear factoriza-

tion. The observed cancellation of the factorization scale up to O(α2
s) for the correlation

function, facilitated by the utilization of the evolution equation of twist-two distribution

amplitudes, underscores the robustness of our calculation. We analytically derived the

double spectral representation of the leading power QCD factorization formula, employing

the parton-hadron duality ansatz and the double Borel transformation, then obtained the

LCSRs for the couplings. We further confirmed the factorization scale independence for the

leading power LCSRs governing the strong coupling constants gHHV up to O(α2
s), which

bolsters the reliability of our methodology. Our comprehensive analysis, which includes

subleading power corrections (up to δ4V , δ
1
s , and (δV δs)

1) and higher-twist corrections (up

to two-particle and three-particle twist-4) of the LCDAs of light vector mesons at lead-

ing order, culminates in refined computations for the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V couplings,

thereby advancing the state-of-the-art in this field.

Through numerical exploration of the derived LCSRs governing the strong couplings

gHHV , it was evident that the twist-two LO terms played a pivotal role in shaping the

contributions to the D(s)D(s)V and B(s)B(s)V couplings, validating earlier results from

LCSR calculations [10, 11]. The predicted NLO QCD corrections to twist-2 contributions

for bottom-meson couplings resulted in an approximate 30% enhancement relative to tree-

level determinations. Additionally, subleading twist contributions from two-particle and

three-particle vector meson DAs are more significant for charm-meson couplings than for

bottom-meson couplings. Comparing our LCSR predictions with different QCD techniques

[8, 12–14] generally yielded a satisfactory agreement for the obtained values of the HHV

couplings within the theoretical uncertainties.

Have these couplings in hand, we extracted the effective coupling β in the HMχPT

Lagrangian, yielding results consistent with those reported in Ref.[10], albeit smaller than

those predicted by the vector meson dominance (VMD) model [36]. Furthermore, we

fulfilled a detailed exploration to the SU(3) flavour symmetry breaking effects by comparing

the HHV (for V is K∗, ω and ϕ) couplings with gDDρ and gBBρ.

The analysis revealed breaking effects ranging from −14% to 1% when employing

the decay constants of heavy mesons calculated from LQCD, and from −15% to +5%

when utilizing the decay constants obtained from two-point QCDSRs and with a range of
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−19% to +2% observed when employing decay constants obtained from experimental data.

Specifically, gHHω and gHHϕ showcases negative symmetry breaking effects, while gHHK∗

demonstrates positive effects. The most obvious SU(3)F breaking effects are observed in

the coupling gDsDsϕ which reach to −19%, this is primarily due to the involvement of the

maximum number of strange quarks in this channel.

We introduced a dispersion relation that links the residues of H → V transition form

factors A0 at the H pole with the corresponding HHV strong coupling. The couplings

gB(s)B(s)V , incorporating systematic uncertainties, were determined from this dispersion

relation using form factors obtained from two distinct LCSRs methods [24, 28]. We also

included the gD(s)D(s)ρ coupling using a similar approach with D → ρ transition form

factors[37]. Furthermore, our detailed investigation into gB(s)B(s)V and gDDρ derived from

B → V and D → ρ transition form factors disclosed significant deviations from previous

studies [8, 10–14], indicating the importance of further research to resolve these differences.

Our study presents common features with theH∗HV couplings calculated from LCSRs and

derived from the H → V transition form factors V and T1.

Advancing the LCSRs for the strong coupling gHHV requires several critical steps.

First, calculating the NLO QCD corrections to higher-twist vector meson DAs is crucial for

addressing discrepancies between direct LCSRs calculations and indirect H → V transition

form factor A0 predictions. Second, updating the non-perturbative parameters in the

conformal expansion of vector meson DAs is also essential for improving the accuracy

of LCSRs predictions. Third, a twist-2 model for the vector meson, similar to the pion

LCDA obtained from lattice QCD data [56], can be constructed to significantly improve the

predictions for the relevant couplings [6]. Additionally, integrating highly excited heavy-

meson states into the hadronic components of the sum rules, as suggested for the D∗Dπ

couplings [57], offers another promising approach to resolve these challenges.
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A The master integrals used in the calculation of NLO hard coefficient

function

The master integrals I1, . . . , I7 are used to calculate the hard coefficient function at NLO

in αs, which are calculated in the dimensional regularization

I1 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1(

l2 −m2
b

)
(l − p1 − q)2

=
i

16π2

[
ln

(
µ2

m2
b

)
+

1

ε̃
+ 2 +

1− r3
r3

ln (1− r3)

]
, (A.1)

I2 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1(

l2 −m2
b

)
(l − p− q)2

=
i

16π2

[
ln

(
µ2

m2
b

)
+

1

ε̃
+ 2 +

1− r1
r1

ln (1− r1)

]
, (A.2)

I3 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

l2(l − p2)2
(
(l − p− q)2 −m2

b

)
=

i

32π2 (r3 − r1)m2
b

[
2

(
ln

(
µ2

m2
b

)
+

1

ε̃

)
ln

(
1− r1
1− r3

)
− 2Li2

(
r3

r3 − 1

)
+ 2Li2

(
r1

r1 − 1

)
+ ln2 (1− r3)− ln2 (1− r1)

]
, (A.3)

I4 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

l2
(
(l − q)2 −m2

b

)
=

i

16π2

[
ln

(
µ2

m2
b

)
+

1

ε̃
+ 2 +

(1− r2)

r2
ln (1− r2)

]
, (A.4)

I5 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

l2(l + p1)2
(
(l − q)2 −m2

b

)
=

i

32π2 (r3 − r2)m2
b

[
2

(
ln

(
µ2

m2
b

)
+

1

ε̃

)
ln

(
1− r2
1− r3

)
− 2Li2

(
r3

r3 − 1

)
+ 2Li2

(
r2

r2 − 1

)
+ ln2 (1− r3)− ln2 (1− r2)

]
, (A.5)

I6 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

l2 −m2
b

=
im2

b

16π2

[
ln

(
µ2

m2
b

)
+

1

ε̃
+ 1

]
, (A.6)

I7 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1(

l2 −m2
b

)
(l − q)2(l − p− q)2

=
i

32π2 (r1 − r2)m2
b

[
2

(
ln

(
µ2

m2
b

)
+

1

ε̃

)
ln

(
1− r2
1− r1

)
− 2Li2

(
r1

r1 − 1

)
+ 2Li2

(
r2

r2 − 1

)
+ ln2 (1− r1)− ln2 (1− r2)

]
, (A.7)

where p1 = up, p2 = ūp and
1

ε̃
≡ 1

ε
− γE + ln(4π).
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B The definitions of the vector meson LCDAs

Vector meson LCDAs are defined through expansions based on matrix elements, specifically

involving the DAs of quark-antiquark (or quark-antiquark-gluon) within the vector meson.

These DAs are characterized by increasing twists. The widely accepted standard definition

is applied for the two-particle LCDAs of vector mesons from twist-2 to twist-5:

〈
V (p, η∗)

∣∣q̄1(x)γµq2(0)∣∣0〉 = f
∥
VmV

∫ 1

0
dueiup·x

×
{
pµ
η∗ · x
p · x

[
ϕ
∥
2;V (u)− ϕ⊥3;V (u) +

m2
V x

2

16
(ϕ
∥
4;V (u)− ϕ⊥5;V (u))

]
+ η∗µ

(
ϕ⊥3;V (u) +

m2
V x

2

16
ϕ⊥5;V (u)

)
− η∗ · x

2(p · x)2
xµm

2
V

(
ψ
∥
4;V (u)− 2ϕ⊥3;V (u) + ϕ

∥
2;V (u)

)}
, (B.1)

〈
V (p, η∗)

∣∣q̄1(x)σµνq2(0)∣∣0〉 = −if⊥V
∫ 1

0
dueiup·x

×
{(
η∗µpν − η∗νpµ

)[
ϕ⊥2;V (u) +

m2
V x

2

16
ϕ⊥4;V (u)

]
+
(
pµxν − pνxµ

) η∗ · x
(p · x)2

m2
V

(
ϕ
∥
3;V (u)−

1

2
ϕ⊥2;V (u)−

1

2
ψ⊥4;V (u)

)
+
η∗µxν − η∗νxµ

2 p · x
m2
V

(
ψ⊥4;V (u)− ϕ⊥2;V (u)

)}
, (B.2)

〈
V (p, η∗)

∣∣q̄1(x)γµγ5q2(0)∣∣0〉 = 1

4
f
∥
VmV ϵµνρση

∗νpρxσ
∫ 1

0
dueiup·x

(
ψ⊥3,V (u) +

m2
V x

2

16
ψ⊥5,V (u)

)
,

(B.3)〈
V (p, η∗)|q̄1(x)q2(0)|0

〉
= − i

2
f⊥V

(
η · x

)
m2
V

∫ 1

0
dueiup·xψ

∥
3;V (u). (B.4)

The definitions of f
∥
V and f⊥V are given by:

⟨V (p, η∗) |q̄1(0)γµq2(0)| 0⟩ = f
∥
VmV η

∗
µ, (B.5)

⟨V (p, η∗) |q̄1(0)σµνq2(0)| 0⟩ = −if⊥V
(
η∗µpν − η∗νpµ

)
. (B.6)

We only list the used three-particle chiral-even DAs [15] which are defined by the following

matrix elements

⟨V (p, η∗) |q̄1(x)gsGµν(vx)γαq2(−x)| 0⟩ = if
∥
VmV Pα

[
Pνη

∗
⊥µ − Pµη

∗
⊥ν

]
Φ
∥
3;V (v, Px)

+ if
∥
Vm

3
V

η∗ · x
P · x

[
Pµg

⊥
αν − Pνg

⊥
αµ

]
Φ
∥
4;V (v, Px)

+ if
∥
Vm

3
V

η∗ · x
(P · x)2

Pα [Pµxν − Pνxµ] Ψ
∥
4;V (v, Px) , (B.7)
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〈
V (p, η∗)

∣∣q̄1(x)gsG̃µν(vx)γαγ5q2(−x)∣∣0〉 = −f∥VmV Pα
[
Pνη

∗
⊥µ − Pµη

∗
⊥ν

]
Φ̃
∥
3;V (v, Px)

− f
∥
Vm

3
V

η∗ · x
P · x

[
Pµg

⊥
αν − Pνg

⊥
αµ

]
Φ̃
∥
4;V (v, Px)

− f
∥
Vm

3
V

η∗ · x
(P · x)2

Pα [Pµxν − Pνxµ] Ψ̃
∥
4;V (v, Px) , (B.8)

where

Pµ = pµ −
1

2
xµ

m2
V

P · x
, (B.9)

η∗µ =
η∗ · x
P · x

(
Pµ −

m2
V

2P · x
xµ

)
+ η∗⊥µ, (B.10)

g⊥µν = gµν −
1

P · x
(Pµxν + Pνxµ), (B.11)

Φ3p(v, Px) =

∫
Dα eiP ·x(α1−α2+vα3)Φ3p(α1, α2, α3), (B.12)

α is the set of three momentum fractions α = {α1, α2, α3}. The integration measure is

defined as ∫
Dα ≡

∫ 1

0
dα1

∫ 1

0
dα2

∫ 1

0
dα3 δ

(
1−

∑
αi

)
. (B.13)

P and x are two introduced light-like vectors and the dual gluon field strength tensor is

defined as G̃µν = 1
2ϵµνρσG

ρσ, with ϵ0123 = −1.

C Parameterizations for the vector meson DAs

Below are the parameterizations used for the vector meson DAs in our numerical analysis:

• the twist-2 DA:

ϕ
∥,⊥
2;V (u, µ) = 6uū

{
1 +

∞∑
n=1

a∥,⊥n (µ)C3/2
n (ξ)

}
, (C.1)

expressed in terms of the (non-perturbative) Gegenbauer moments a
∥,⊥
n and the

Gegenbauer polynomials C
3/2
n , where ξ = 2u − 1, the renormalization of a

∥,⊥
n oc-

curs multiplicatively to leading-logarithmic accuracy as

a∥,⊥n (µ) = E
∥,⊥
n,LO(µ, µ0) a

∥,⊥
n (µ0). (C.2)

Next-to-leading order accuracy reveals a more complex scale dependence of the

Gegenbauer moments, which can be summarized as: [46, 58][
f⊥V (µ)a⊥n,NLO(µ)

]
= E⊥n,NLO(µ, µ0)

[
f⊥V (µ0)a

⊥
n (µ0)

]
+
αs
4π

n−2∑
k=0

E⊥n,LO(µ, µ0) d
k
n(µ, µ0)

[
f⊥V (µ0)a

⊥
k (µ0)

]
, (C.3)

a
∥
n,NLO(µ) = E

∥
n,NLO(µ, µ0)a

∥
n(µ0) +

αs
4π

n−2∑
k=0

E
∥
n,LO(µ, µ0) d

k
n(µ, µ0) a

∥
k(µ0), (C.4)
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where Ref.[46, 58] explicitly provide the formulas for the RG factors E
∥,⊥
n,(N)LO(µ, µ0)

and off-diagonal mixing coefficients dkn(µ, µ0) within the MS scheme. The evolution of

a⊥n (µ) is strongly connected to f⊥V (µ) due to the definition of the conformal operator.

• the twist-3 two-particle DAs [59]:

ψ
∥
3;V (u, µ) = 6uū

{
1 +

(
1

3
a⊥1 (µ) +

5

3
κ⊥3V (µ)

)
C

3/2
1 (ξ)

+

(
1

6
a⊥2 (µ) +

5

18
ω⊥3V (µ)

)
C

3/2
2 (ξ)− 1

20
λ⊥3V (µ)C

3/2
3 (ξ)

}
+ 3

mq2(µ) +mq1(µ)

mV

f
∥
V

f⊥V (µ)

{
uū

(
1 + 2ξa

∥
1(µ) + 3(7− 5uū)a

∥
2(µ)

)
+ū ln ū

(
1 + 3a

∥
1(µ) + 6a

∥
2(µ)

)
+ u lnu

(
1− 3a

∥
1(µ) + 6a

∥
2(µ)

)}
− 3

mq2(µ)−mq1(µ)

mV

f
∥
V

f⊥V (µ)

{
uū

(
9a
∥
1(µ) + 10ξa

∥
2(µ)

)
+ū ln ū

(
1 + 3a

∥
1(µ) + 6a

∥
2(µ)

)
− u lnu

(
1− 3a

∥
1(µ) + 6a

∥
2(µ)

)}
, (C.5)

ϕ⊥3;V (u, µ) =
3

4
(1 + ξ2) +

3

2
ξ3a
∥
1(µ) +

(
3

7
a
∥
2(µ) + 5ζ

∥
3V (µ)

)
(3ξ2 − 1)

+
(
5κ
∥
3V (µ)−

15

16
λ
∥
3V (µ) +

15

8
λ̃
∥
3V (µ)

)
ξ(5ξ2 − 3)

+
( 9

112
a
∥
2(µ) +

15

32
ω
∥
3V (µ)−

15

64
ω̃
∥
3V (µ)

)
(35ξ4 − 30ξ2 + 3)

+
3

2

mq2(µ) +mq1(µ)

mV

f⊥V (µ)

f
∥
V

{
2 + 9ξa⊥1 (µ) + 2(11− 30uū)

×a⊥2 (µ) +
(
1− 3a⊥1 (µ) + 6a⊥2 (µ)

)
lnu+

(
1 + 3a⊥1 (µ) + 6a⊥2 (µ)

)
ln ū

}
− 3

2

mq2(µ)−mq1(µ)

mV

f⊥V (µ)

f
∥
V

{
2ξ + 9(1− 2uū)a⊥1 (µ) + 2ξ(11− 20uū)

×a⊥2 (µ) + (1 + 3a⊥1 (µ) + 6a⊥2 ) ln ū− (1− 3a⊥1 (µ) + 6a⊥2 (µ)) lnu
}
. (C.6)

• the twist-4 two-particle DAs [47]:

ϕ⊥4;V (u, µ) = 30u2ū2
{(

4

3
ζ⊥4V (µ)−

8

3
ζ̃⊥4V (µ) +

2

5
+

4

35
a⊥2 (µ)

)
+
( 3

25
a⊥1 (µ) +

1

3
κ⊥3V (µ)−

1

45
λ⊥3V (µ)−

1

15
θ⊥1 (µ)

+
7

30
θ⊥2 (µ) +

1

5
θ̃⊥1 (µ)−

3

10
θ̃⊥2 (µ)

)
C

5/2
1 (ξ)

+

(
3

35
a⊥2 (µ) +

1

60
ω⊥3V (µ)

)
C

5/2
2 (ξ)− 4

1575
λ⊥3V (µ)C

5/2
3 (ξ)

}
+
(
5κ⊥3V (µ)− a⊥1 (µ)− 20ϕ̃⊥2 (µ)

)
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×
{
−4u3(2− u) lnu+ 4ū3(2− ū) ln ū+

1

2
uūξ

(
3ξ2 − 11

)}
+

(
2ω⊥3V (µ)−

36

11
a⊥2 (µ)−

252

55
⟨⟨Q(1)⟩⟩(µ)− 140

11
⟨⟨Q(3)⟩⟩(µ)

)
×
{
u3(6u2 − 15u+ 10) lnu+ ū3(6ū2 − 15ū+ 10) ln ū− 1

8
uū

(
13ξ2 − 21

)}
.

(C.7)

ψ
∥
4;V (u, µ) = ψ

∥,T4
4;V (u, µ) + ψ

∥,WW
4;V (u, µ) , (C.8)

ψ
∥,T4
4;V (u, µ) = −20

3
ζ
∥
4V (µ)C

1/2
2 (ξ) +

(
10θ
∥
1(µ)− 5θ

∥
2(µ)

)
C

1/2
3 (ξ) (C.9)

ψ
∥,WW
4;V (u, µ) = 1 +

(
12κ

∥
4V (µ) +

9

5
a
∥
1(µ)

)
C

1/2
1 (ξ) +

(
−1− 2

7
a
∥
2(µ) +

40

3
ζ
∥
3V (µ)

)
× C

1/2
2 (ξ) +

(
−9

5
a
∥
1(µ)−

20

3
κ
∥
3V (µ)−

16

3
κ
∥
4V (µ)

)
C

1/2
3 (ξ)

+

(
−27

28
a
∥
2(µ) +

5

4
ζ
∥
3V (µ)−

15

8
ω
∥
3V (µ)−

15

16
ω̃
∥
3V (µ)

)
C

1/2
4 (ξ)

+ 6
mq2(µ)−mq1(µ)

mV

f⊥V (µ)

f
∥
K∗

{
ξ + a⊥1 (µ)

1

2
(3ξ2 − 1) + a⊥2 (µ)

1

2
ξ(5ξ2 − 3)

+
5

2
κ⊥3V (µ)(3ξ

2 − 1) +
5

6
ω⊥3V (µ)ξ(5ξ

2 − 3)− 1

16
λ⊥3V (µ)(35ξ

4 − 30ξ2 + 3)

}
.

(C.10)

ϕ
∥
4;V (u, µ) = ϕ

∥,T4
4;V (u, µ) + ϕ

∥,WW
4;V (u, µ) , (C.11)

ϕ
∥,T4
4;V (u, µ) = 30u2ū2

{
20

9
ζ
∥
4V (µ) +

(
− 8

15
θ
∥
1(µ) +

2

3
θ
∥
2(µ)

)
C

5/2
1 (ξ)

}
− 84ω̃

∥
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• the twist-4 three-particle DAs 2
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