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Abstract
Employing dipole and exponential hadronic transition form factors and helicity analysis com-

bined with the Lattice QCD input, we present a detailed study of the decays Bs → D
(∗)
s ℓνℓ.

Bs → Ds + P (V ), where P = π+,K+, D+
s and V = ρ+,K∗+, D∗+

s , are also investigated and their

branching fractions are examined. At the large recoil point, we calculate fBs→Ds
+,0 (0) = 0.67± 0.01

for both parameterizations. Then we evaluate the branching fractions BR(Bs → Dsℓν) and

BR(Bs → Dsℓν), which leads to R(Ds) = 0.298 ± 0.123. The ratios
Γ(B0

s→D−
s µ

+νµ)

Γ(B0
s→D∗−

s µ+νµ)
are found

to be 0.4415± 0.1860 and 0.4406± 0.1854, which are in good agreement of recent LHCb collabo-

ration measurement. We also calculate the physical observables, AℓFB, P
ℓ
L, P

ℓ
T , C

ℓ
F , F

ℓ
L.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The weak decay processes of Bs have been one of the most fascinating subjects for test-
ing the Standard Model (SM) and provide a good source of knowledge in physics beyond
SM, considering that the lepton flavor universality can be explored in these types of decay
processes [1, 2]. All electroweak gauge bosons, Z0, γ,W± have equivalent interactions to the
three leptonic generations in lepton flavor universality and the only divergence comes from
the mass distinctions of e, µ, τ .

The experimental predictions of some physical observables such as ratios RD, RD∗ , RJ/ψ

and longitudinal polarization of the final vector meson D∗, F τ
L and the longitudinal po-

larization of the lepton τ , P τ
L in B decays mediated by the quark level b → cℓν̄ℓ have

disparities from SM predictions. In 2020, LHCb collaboration reported the first mea-
surements of B0

s → D∗−
s µ+νµ to be BR(B0

s → D−
s µ

+νµ) = (2.49 ± 0.12 ± 0.14 ± 0.16)
and BR(B0

s → D∗−
s µ+νµ) = (5.38 ± 0.25 ± 0.46 ± 0.30) [3], where the first, second and

third uncertainties refer to statistical, systematic, and from the external inputs respec-
tively. They also determined the ratio of BR(B0

s → D−
s µ

+νµ)/BR(B0
s → D∗−

s µ+νµ)
to be 0.464 ± 0.013 ± 0.043. Belle Collaboration reported the ratios of branching frac-
tions BR(B̄ → D(∗)τ−ν̄τ )/BR(B̄ → D(∗)ℓ−ν̄ℓ) as R(D) = 0.307 ± 0.037 ± 0.016 and
R(D∗) = 0.283 ± 0.018 ± 0.014 in B decays measurements [4]. The SM predictions are
0.298±0.004 for R(D) and 0.254±0.005 in case of R(D∗) in Ref. [5]. Heavy Flavor Averaging
Group Collaboration also reported the branching fractions of two body decays of B0

s as fol-
lows: BR(B0

s → D−
s π

+) = (2.85±0.18)×10−3, BR(B0
s → D−

s K
+) = (0.213±0.014)×10−3,

and BR(B0
s → D−

s ρ
+) = (7.7+1.9

−1.8) × 10−3 [5]. The transition form factors of Bs → Ds

have been studied by using the light-cone sum rules as well as heavy quark effective field
theory and discussed the branching fractions of semileptonic BR(Bs → Dsℓν), ℓ = e, µ, τ
[6]. Hu et al. studied semileptonic B decays using perturbative QCD factorization with the
Lattice QCD input [7]. Semielptonic and noleptonic decays of Bs have been investigated
in the nonrelativistic constituent quark models [8]. The bottom transitions to the charm
ones are discussed within Isgur-Wise functions in Refs. [9–12]. Zhou et al. evaluated the

ratios of R(D
(∗)
s ), R(D(∗)) based on improved instantaneous Bethe–Salpeter method and rel-

ativistic corrections of the form factors [13]. Cui et al. computed the next-to-leading-order

QCD computations of the Bs → D
(∗)
s ℓν [14]. Angular analysis of b → c decays have been

performed and several observables in SM and beyond have been studied [15, 16]. Lattice
QCD determinations of the decays Bs → Dsℓν and Bs → D∗

sℓν have been done by HPQCD
Collaborations in Ref. [17] and Ref. [18] respectively. We will use their data to perform fits
in our model.

Motivated by the tensions between experimental measurements and theoretical SM pre-

dictions, we aim to study modes involving Bs → D
(∗)
s in both semileptonic and nonleptoinc

sectors. In the next section, we will present our formalism including helicity amplitudes
IIA, twofold angular distribution II B, physical observables II C, the formulations of two
body decays Bs → DsP and Bs → DsV IID, and form factors II E. In section III, we will
give a detailed numerical analysis and discuss the results of section II. Finally, Concluding
remarks are provided in section IV.
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II. FORMALISM

A. Helicity amplitudes

The effective Fermi Lagrangian for the semileptonic b to c induced transitions reads as

Leff =
GF√
2
Vcbℓ̄γ

µ(1− γ5)νℓc̄γµ(1− γ5)b, (1)

in which,

M=GF√
2
Vcb

〈
D

(∗)
s |c̄Oµb|Bs

〉
ℓ+Oµνℓ

=GF√
2
VcbH

µLµ,
(2)

where Oµ = γµ(1− γ5), and GF is the Fermi coupling constant. In the electroweak current
< Ds|(V − A)µ|Bs >, the vector component is Vµ = b̄γµc and Aµ = b̄γ5γµc is the axial
vector one. In the amplitude of Bs → Ds, only the vector component contributes, because
axial vector one fails to meet the property of parity invariance of QCD. The transition of
Bs → Dsℓ

+νℓ in terms of form factors can be written as

< Ds(p2)|Vµ|Bs(p1) >= (Pµ −
m2

1 −m2
2

q2
qµ)F1(q

2) +
m2

1 −m2
2

q2
qµF0(q

2), (3)

where p1, p2, m1, and m2 are the four-momentum of Bs, Ds, and their masses respectively.
Pµ and qµ are explained as Pµ = (p1 + p2)µ and qµ = (q1 + q2)µ. For the transition of
Bs → D∗

sℓ
+νℓ, one can write

< D∗
s(p2)|Vµ − Aµ|Bs(p1) >= ϵ†ν2 Tµν , (4)

with ϵ2 the polarization vector of the vector meson D∗
s and one has

Tµν = −(m1 +m2)[gµν −
Pν
q2

qµ]A1(q
2) +

Pν
m1 +m2

[Pµ −
m2

1 −m2
2

q2
qµ]A2(q

2)

−2m2
Pν
q2

qµA0(q
2) +

i

m1 +m2

εµναβP
αqβV (q2).

(5)

The Levi-Civita tensor in Minkowski space is ε0123 = +1. For Bs → D∗
s , the hadronic tensor

can be written as [19]

Hµν = TµαT
†
νβ(−gαβ +

pα2p
β
2

m2
2

), (6)

in which we consider Hµ = ε*α2 Tµα, |p2| the momentum of the Woff-shell and the relation

between polarization vectors ϵµϵ*ν = −gµν +
pµ2 p

ν
2

m2
2
.

In the helicity space, the hadronic tensor is given by

H(λW , λ′
W ) = ϵ†µ(λW )ϵν(λ′

W )Hµν = HλWH†
λ′W

, (7)

for Bs → Ds using HλW = ϵ†µ(λW )Tµ in which λW describes the polarization index of
Woff-shell. In the helicity basis of ϵµ(λW ), there are an orthonormal and complete polar-
ization vectors with three spin-1 components having the relation with momentum transfer

3



ϵµ(λW )qµ = 0 in the cases of λW = 0,±, and ϵµ(t) = qµ/
√

q2 with one spin-0 component
λW = t. The polarization four-vectors have orthonormality and completeness relations

ϵµ(λW )ϵ†ν(λ
′
W )gλWλ′W

= gµν , (8)

and
ϵ†µ(λW )ϵµ(λ′

W ) = gλWλ′W
, (9)

with gµν = diag(+,−,−,−). Using Eqs. (8, 9) in the helicity component space, the leptonic
and hadronic tensors will be contracted as [19, 20]

LµνHµν = Lµ′ν′g
µ′µgν

′νHµν

= Lµ′ν′ϵ
µ′(λW )ϵ†µ(λ′′

W )gλW ,λ′′W ϵ†ν
′
(λ′

W )ϵν(λ′′′
W )gλ′W ,λ′′′WHµν

= L(λW , λ′
W )gλW ,λ′′W gλ′W ,λ′′′WH(λ′′

W , λ′′′
W ),

(10)

with the leptonic and hadronic tensors,

L(λW , λ′
W ) = ϵµ

′
(λW )ϵ†ν

′
(λ′

W )Lµ′ν′ , (11)

and
H(λW , λ′

W ) = ϵ†µ(λW )ϵν(λ′
W )Hµν . (12)

In the initial Bs rest frame, the momentum and polarization vectors are defined as

pµ1 = (m1, 0),

pµ2 = (E2, 0, 0,−|p⃗2|),
qµ = (q0, 0, 0, |p⃗2|),

(13)

with E2 the energy of the Ds meson, q0 = (m2
1 −m2

2 + q2)/2m1 and [21]

ϵµ(t) =
1√
q2
(q0, 0, 0, |p⃗2|), ϵµ(±) =

1√
2
(0,∓1,−i, 0), ϵµ(0) =

1√
q2
(|p⃗2|, 0, 0, q0). (14)

Applying Eqs. (3) and (14), one obtains the helicity amplitudes with respect of form factors

Ht =
1√
q2
(m2

1 −m2
2)F0(q

2), H± = 0, H0 =
1√
q2
(2m1|p⃗2|)F1(q

2). (15)

For the transition of Bs → D∗
s , the hadronic tensor can be written as [20]

H(λW , λ′
W ) = ϵ†µ(λW )ϵν(λ′

W )Hµν = HλWλV H
†
λ′WλV

, (16)

where HλWλV is considered as

HλW ,λV = ϵ†µ(λW )ϵ†α2 (λV )Tµα. (17)

The angular momentum conservation requires that λV = λW , λ′
V = λ′

W when λW , λ′
W =

±, 0 and λV , λ
′
V = 0 while λW , λ′

W = t. In the initial meson rest frame, the polarization
four-vectors of D∗

s vector meson ϵµ2(λV ) can be determined by

ϵµ2(±) =
1√
2
(0,±1,−i, 0), ϵµ2(0) =

1

m2

(|p⃗2|, 0, 0,−E2). (18)
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with the helicity components basis. Employing Eqs. (5) and (18), one finds the correspond-
ing helicity amplitudes of Bs → D∗

s

Ht = −2m1|p⃗2|√
q2

A0(q
2),

H± = −(m1 +m2)A1(q
2)± 2m1|p⃗2|

m1 +m2

V (q2)

H0 = −m1 +m2

2m2

√
q2

(m2
1 −m2

2 − q2)A1(q
2) +

2m2
1|p⃗2|2

(m1 +m2)(m2

√
q2)

A2(q
2).

(19)

B. Twofold angular distribution

The twofold differential decay distribution versus the momentum transfer q2 and polar an-
gle θ, which is the angle between the momentum of lepton and the momentum of daughter’s
meson in the rest frame of Woff-shell, can be written as

d2Γ(Bs → D
(∗)
s l+νl)

dq2d cos θ
=

G2
F |Vcb|2

(2π)3
|p⃗2|
64m2

1

(
1− m2

ℓ

q2

)
HµνLµν , (20)

where hadronic tensor parts can be obtained by Eqs. (7, 16) for Bs → Ds and Bs → D
(∗)
s

respectively. In the W rest frame, leptonic tensor can be explained as

Lµν = Tr[(/k1 +ml)Oµ/k2Oν ], (21)

for W− → ℓ−ν̄ℓ, and
Lµν = Tr[(/k1 −ml)Oν/k2Oµ], (22)

for the case of W+ → ℓ+νℓ. They can be written in the following formula

Lµν = 8(kµ1k
ν
2 + kν1k

µ
2 − k1.k2g

µν ± iεµναβk1αk2β), (23)

where
qµ =

(√
q2, 0, 0, 0

)
,

kµ1 =
(
E1, |k⃗1| sin θ cosχ, |k⃗1| sin θ sinχ, |k⃗1| cos θ

)
,

kµ2 =
(
|k⃗1|,−|k⃗1| sin θ cosχ,−|k⃗1| sin θ sinχ,−|k⃗1| cos θ

)
,

(24)

with the energy E1 =
q2+m2

ℓ

2
√
q2
, and three-momentum of the charged lepton |k⃗1| =

q2−m2
ℓ

2
√
q2
.

We need to define the polarization vectors in the W rest frame to find the leptonic tensor
elements. They have longitudinal, transverse, and time helicity components as

ϵµ(±1) =
1√
2
(0,∓1,−i, 0) ,

ϵµ(0) = (0, 0, 0, 1) ,

ϵµ(t) = (1, 0, 0, 0) .

(25)
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Substituting Eqs.(11, 25) in Eq. (23), one gets

(2q2v)−1L(λW , λ′
W )(θ, χ)

=


0 0 0 0

0 (1∓ cos θ)2 ∓ 2√
2
(1∓ cos θ) sin θeiχ sin2θe2iχ

0 ∓ 2√
2
(1∓ cos θ) sin θe−iχ 2sin2θ ∓ 2√

2
(1± cos θ) sin θeiχ

0 sin2θe−2iχ ∓ 2√
2
(1± cos θ) sin θe−iχ (1± cos θ)2



+δℓ


4 − 4√

2
sin θe−iχ 4 cos θ 4√

2
sin θeiχ

− 4√
2
sin θeiχ 2sin2θ − 2√

2
sin 2θeiχ −2sin2θe2iχ

4 cos θ − 2√
2
sin 2θe−iχ 4cos2θ 2√

2
sin 2θeiχ

4√
2
sin θe−iχ −2sin2θe−2iχ 2√

2
sin 2θe−iχ 2sin2θ

 ,

(26)

with velocity-type v = 1−m2
ℓ/q

2 and δℓ = m2
ℓ/2q

2 helicity-flip factors, and the upper/lower
sign refers to the two configurations ℓ−ν̄ℓ/ℓ

+νℓ. Integrating over the azimuthal angle χ, Eq.
(26) becomes

1

2π
(2q2v)−1L(λW , λ′

W )(θ)

=


0 0 0 0

0 (1∓ cos θ)2 0 0

0 0 2sin2θ 0

0 0 0 (1± cos θ)2



+δℓ


4 0 4 cos θ 0

0 2sin2θ 0 0

4 cos θ 0 4cos2θ 0

0 0 0 2sin2θ

 .

(27)

We continue with the lower sign in the matrix since it is our study case Bs → D
(∗)
s ℓ+νℓ.

Therefore, the twofold polar angular distribution becomes [21]

dΓ(Bs → D
(∗)
s l+νℓ)

dq2d cos θ
=

G2
F |Vcb|2|p⃗2|q2v2

32(2π)3m2
1

× {(1 + cos2θ)HU + 2sin2θHL + 2 cos θHP

+2δℓ[sin
2θHU + 2cos2θHL + 2HS − 4 cos θHSL]},

(28)

with the following helicity structure functions

HU = |H+|2 + |H−|2,HL = |H0|2,HS = |Ht|2,
HP = |H+|2 − |H−|2,HSL = Re(H0H

†
t ).

(29)

Finally, the differential decay distribution over transfer momentum q2, is defined as

dΓ(Bs → D
(∗)
s l+νl)

dq2
=

G2
F |Vcb|2|p⃗2|q2v2

12(2π)3m2
1

×Htot, (30)

where
Htot = HU +HL + δℓ[HU +HL + 3HS]. (31)
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C. Physical observables

In addition to the branching fraction of semileptonic decay Bs → D∗
s , we can investigate

other physical observables. The forward-backward asymmetry is given by [20]

Aℓ
FB(q

2) =

1∫
0

d cos θ dΓ
dq2d cos θ

−
0∫

−1

d cos θ dΓ
dq2d cos θ

1∫
0

d cos θ dΓ
dq2d cos θ

+
0∫

−1

d cos θ dΓ
dq2d cos θ

=
3

4

HP − 4δℓHSL

Htot

. (32)

For the longitudinal polarization of the lepton with the following vector

sµL =
1

mℓ

(|⃗k1|, E1 sin θ, 0, E1 cos θ), (33)

the leptonic tensor is defined as

Lµν(sL) = ∓(sLµk2ν + sLνk2µ − sL.k2gµν ± iεµναβs
α
Lk

β
2 ), (34)

where the upper/lower sign corresponds to the ℓ−ν̄ℓ/ℓ
+νℓ. Then the polarized differential

semileptonic decay can be written as

dΓ(sL)

dq2
=

G2
F |Vcb|2|p⃗2|q2v2

12(2π)3m2
1

× [HU +HL − δℓ(HU +HL + 3HS)]. (35)

The ratio of polarized decay distribution to the unpolarized one, Eq. (30), is known as
longitudinal polarization of the lepton which can be written [20]

P ℓ
L(q

2) =
HU +HL − δℓ(HU +HL + 3HS)

Htot

, (36)

for the case W+ → ℓ+νℓ. To get the transverse polarization P ℓ
T , one can consider sµT =

(0, cos θ, 0,− sin θ), and the transverse polarization of lepton becomes [20]

P ℓ
T (q

2) =
−3π

√
δℓ

4
√
2

(HP + 2HSL)

Htot

. (37)

Furthermore, the lepton-side convexity parameter can be defined as [20]

Cℓ
F (q

2) =
3

4
(1− 2δℓ)

HU − 2HL

Htot

. (38)

The longitudinal polarization fractions of the D
(∗)
s meson is given by [20]

F ℓ
L(q

2) =
(1 + δℓ)HL + 3δℓHS

Htot

. (39)
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D. Bs → DsP and Bs → DsV

The factorization assumption based on the vacuum saturation approximation works rea-
sonably well in analyzing heavy-quark physics. In the factorization approach, the effective
Hamiltonian of Bs → DsP (V ) can be written as

Heff =
GF√
2
VcbVq1q2(C1O1 + C2O2) + H.c., (40)

where Vq1q2 is the corresponding CKM element, C(1,2) are the Wilson coefficients and the
local tree four-quark operators are given by [22]

O1 = q̄1,αγµ(1− γ5)cα.ūβγ
µ(1− γ5)q2,β,

O2 = q̄1,αγµ(1− γ5)cβ.ūβγ
µ(1− γ5)q2,α,

(41)

with α, β color indices. Using the effective Hamiltonian, the matrix elements for the decays
Bs → DsP (V ) become as

A(Bs → DsP (V )) = ⟨DsP (V )|Heff|Bs⟩

=
GF√
2
VcbVq1q2a1 ⟨P (V )|Jµ|0⟩ ⟨Ds|Jµ|Bs⟩ ,

(42)

where a1 is a QCD factor, defined in terms of the Wilson coefficients as a1 = C2 + C1/3.
One can write ⟨P |Jµ|0⟩ = −ifP qµ and ⟨V |Jµ|0⟩ = fVmV ϵ

∗
µ in terms of decay constants of

pseudoscalar and vector mesons. Thus, the amplitude for Bs → DsP and Bs → DsV can
be specified as follows:

A(Bs → DsP ) =
GF√
2
VcbVq1q2a1(m

2
1 −m2

2)fPf
BsDs
0 (m2

P ),

A(Bs → DsV ) =
√
2GFVcbVq1q2a1mV (ϵ

∗
V .pBs)fV f

BsDs
+ (m2

V ),

(43)

with regard to the decay constants and transition form factors. The corresponding expres-
sions for the decay width of these two-body decays can be written as [23]

Γ(Bs → DsP ) =
p

8πm2
1

|A|2,

Γ(Bs → DsV ) =
p

8πm2
1

∑
pol

|A|2
(44)

with p the momentum of either meson in the final state, p = pDs = pP/V =√
(m2

1 − (m2 +mP/V )
2)(m2

1 − (m2 −mP/V )
2)/2m1 in the center-of-mass frame.

E. Form factors

To calculate the physical observables of semileptonic decays, the transition form factors
and their dependence on transfer momentum should be known. The transition hadronic form
factors are also important in nonleptonic decays. There are numerous models available to
describe them. Some of them such as perturbative predictions are limited to a region of small
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values of q2. Lattice QCD results are also reliable close to zero recoil, the reason originating
from avoiding large statistical errors. In the current work, we make the extrapolation by
using two formulations, dipole and exponential functions as follows [22–24]

F (q2) =
F (0)

1− a1
q2

m2
pole

+ a2
q4

m4
pole

,

F (q2) = F (0) exp[a1q
2 + a2q

4],

(45)

where F (0), a1, a2 are free parameters in both equations obtained by performing fit. F (q2)
stands for the form factors f0,+(q

2), A0,1,2(q
2), V (q2) and mpole is the mass of the pole. The

input parameters are identified in the next section.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we first discuss Bs → Dsℓν and its numerical observables. After that,
Bs → D∗

sℓν are investigated. In the computational evaluations, the following inputs are
employed [25]:

mBc0 = 6.704 GeV, mB∗
c
= 6.329 GeV, mBs = 5.3669 GeV,

mDs = 1.9683 GeV, me = 0.511 MeV, mµ = 105.658 MeV,

mτ = 1.777 GeV, τBs = 1.527 ps, mD∗
s
= 2.112 GeV,

fDs = 249.9 MeV, fK+ = 155.7 MeV, fK∗ = 0.217 GeV,

fρ = 0.209 GeV, fD∗
s
= 0.315 GeV, fπ+ = 130.2 MeV,

Vcb = 0.0408, Vcs = 0.975, Vud = 0.974, Vus = 0.224.

In Ref. [17], HPQCD collaboration presented a lattice QCD determination of the Bs → Dsℓν
using the BCL parametrization [26] for the form factors. We used their mean values and
the covariance matrix associated with the parameters in the BCL formulation to perform
the fitting in the transition of Bs → Dsℓν. Our results are shown in Figs. 1, 2, 3, 4 for
the dipole and exponential models respectively. Figs. 2 and 4 show the covariance between
our obtained parameters for F (0), a1 and a2. In the dipole form, they are larger. In Table
I, we present the calculated parameters F (0), a1, and a2 for f0 and f+ in both models. As
one can see, the values of F (0) are near in both formulations, however, a1 and a2 have more
different values. The average of χ2 in the dipole model is obtained as 0.1437 and equal to
0.0483 for the exponential one. By using the obtained parameters in Table I, we tabulate
the decay rates of semileptonic transitions of Bs → Dsℓν in Table II. Our predictions of
BR(Bs → Dsµν), BR(Bs → Dseν), and BR(Bs → Dsτν) are close to the QCD sum
rules approaches, BR(Bs → Dsℓν) = 2.03+0.35

−0.49 [27] and BR(Bs → Dsτν) = 0.606+0.266
−0.211 [6].

The semi-muonic channel was reported by PDG as BR(B0
s → D−

s µ
+νµ) = (2.31 ± 0.21)%

[25]. Our values, (2.3065 ± 0.9503)% and (2.3084 ± 0.9513)% are both in good agreement
with them. By employing of equations related to physical observables in section II C, we
can obtain forward-backward asymmetry, longitudinal, transverse lepton polarization, and
leptonic convexity parameters for different leptonic channels of Bs → Dsℓν, see Tables III
and IV. The longitudinal polarization of the lepton τ had been reported as 0.30 in PQCD
approach [7]. Our magnitude of this observable is near with them.

For the semileptonic Bs → D∗
s , vector and axial-vector form factors have been computed

by HPQCD Collaboration using lattice QCD [18] with z-expansion parameterization with
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FIG. 1: The fitted form factors f0 and f+ versus q2 using dipole model.
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FIG. 4: The covariance of parameters in the exponential form factors f0 and f+.

TABLE I: Fitted parameters F (0), a1, and a2 for f0 and f+ in transition of Bs → Ds.

fdipole0 (q2) fexponential0 (q2) fdipole+ (q2) fexponential+ (q2)

F (0) 0.6673± 0.0116 0.6672± 0.0123 0.6682± 0.0122 0.6684± 0.0124

a1 1.0574± 0.0545 0.0232± 0.0019 1.8461± 0.1059 0.0460± 0.0032

a2 0.0040± 0.0020 0.0004± 0.0000 1.0333± 0.1740 0.0005± 0.0000

three parameters. We have used their mean values and correlation matrices to fit with the
form factors of Bs → D∗

s , V (q2), A0,1,2(q
2). In Figs. 5, 6, 7, 8, the results associated to the

fitting procedure are plotted. As can be seen from Figs. 5 and 7, the behavior of the dipole
model is more appropriate than exponential, especially in the case of A2(q

2). Moreover,
the covariances between parameters of the dipole are larger than other ones, see Figs. 6
and 8. In Table V, we report the values of F (0), a1, a2 for the current transition. Using
these values in the form factors as well as the helicity amplitudes in Eq. (19), and the
differential decay distribution, Eq. (30), one can evaluate the decay rates of Bs → D∗

sℓν for
semi-electronic, semi-muonic, and semi-taunic channels in Table VI. For the semi-muonic
channel, our values, (5.2246 ± 0.4624)% and (5.2386 ± 0.4452)% agree well with the PDG
data BR(B0

s → D∗−
s µ+νµ) = (5.2± 0.5)% [25]. In Ref. [28], the authors obtained 1.35% for

the branching fraction of the decay Bs → Dsℓν. Based on the polarized differential decay,

TABLE II: Decay widths in 10(−15) GeV and branching ratios in percentage for
semileptonic transition of Bs → Dsℓνℓ.

Mode Γ with dipole Γ with

exponential

BR with dipole BR with

exponential

B0
s → D−

s µ
+νµ 9.9374± 4.0941 9.9455± 4.0988 2.3065± 0.9503 2.3084± 0.9513

B0
s → D−

s e
+νe 9.9704± 0.0002 9.9786± 0.0002 2.3142± 0.0000 2.3161± 0.0000

B0
s → D−

s τ
+ντ 2.9643± 0.0180 2.9675± 0.0180 0.6880± 0.0042 0.6888± 0.0042
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TABLE III: Forward-backward asymmetry for semileptonic transition of Bs → Dsℓνℓ.

⟨Ae
FB⟩

〈
Aµ
FB

〉
⟨Aτ

FB⟩
dipole −0.5175× 10−6 −0.0138 −0.3604

exponential −0.5171× 10−6 −0.0138 −0.3604

TABLE IV: Longitudinal, transverse lepton polarization and leptonic convexity parameters
for semileptonic transition of Bs → Dsℓνℓ.

⟨P e
L⟩

〈
Pµ
L

〉
⟨P τ

L⟩ ⟨P e
T ⟩

〈
Pµ
T

〉
⟨P τ

T ⟩ ⟨Ce
F ⟩

〈
Cµ
F

〉
⟨Cτ

F ⟩
dipole 1.0000 0.9611 −0.3211 −0.0010 −0.1975 −0.8419 −1.5000 −1.4574 −0.2702

exp 1.0000 0.9611 −0.3209 −0.0010 −0.1974 −0.8419 −1.5000 −1.4574 −0.2703

the longitudinal and transverse polarizations, the lepton convexity and the longitudinal
polarization of a vector meson D∗

s in section IIC can be obtained, we report the results for
the mentioned quantities in addition to the average of forward-backward asymmetries in
Tables VII, VIII. The observable F τ

L for vector meson D∗
s were reported 0.433 and 0.43 in

Refs [7, 29] respectively. Our values for longitudinal polarization of D∗
s in Table VII, 0.4401

and 0.4391, are close to them. We apply our results to find the ratio

Γ(B0
s → D−

s µ
+νµ)

Γ(B0
s → D∗−

s µ+νµ)
= 0.4415± 0.1860, (46)

with the dipole parametrization and

Γ(B0
s → D−

s µ
+νµ)

Γ(B0
s → D∗−

s µ+νµ)
= 0.4406± 0.1854, (47)

with the exponential one. Those are acceptable when compared with the reported measure-
ment value of 0.464(45) by LHCb collaboration [3]. Moreover, another important quantity
is the ratio of R(Ds), using in the lepton universality with an interesting picture emerging,
which is calculated as

R(Ds) =
BR(B0

s → D−
s τ

+ντ )

BR(B0
s → D−

s µ
+νµ)

= 0.2983± 0.1229 (48)

with the dipole formula and

R(Ds) =
BR(B0

s → D−
s τ

+ντ )

BR(B0
s → D−

s µ
+νµ)

= 0.2984± 0.1230 (49)

with the exponential formula. Zhang et al., reported R(Ds) = 0.334 ± 0.017 for this quan-
tity and also found the form factors of Bs → Ds at the largest recoil point, fBs→Ds

+,0 (0) =

0.533+0.112
−0.094 [6]. Ours, fBs→Ds

+,0 (0) = 0.67 ± 0.01, is in consistent with them. The ratio

R(Ds) = 0.320+0.009
−0.009 was also reported in Ref. [13]. Another ratio which may measured by

various groups, is R(D∗
s). We obtain that in both models such that

R(D∗
s) = 0.2503± 0.0232 (dipole), R(D∗

s) = 0.2491± 0.0223 (exponential). (50)
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FIG. 5: Form factor fits to LQCD data for transition Bs → D∗
s using dipole formula.

This quantity was found to be R(D∗
s) = 0.2490(60)(35) within the Lattice QCD formalism

[18]. Moreover, Zhou et al., obtained R(D∗
s) = 0.251+0.002

−0.003 using Bethe–Salpeter method [13].
Using our form factors in the dipole case, we can construct helicity amplitudes with their

error bands. They are plotted in Figs. 9, 10 for Bs → Ds and Bs → D∗
s respectively. Our

helicity amplitudes for Bs → D∗
s are equivalent to those in Ref. [18] times a minus sign.

At large value of q2, H0, H± will be equal. Also, H0 and Ht have a singularity at q2 = 0
as one would expect from their relations for both transitions Bs → Ds and Bs → D∗

s . The
differential decay rates for Bs → Dsµν and Bs → Dsτν are compared in Fig. 11. The dashed
lines are associated with the central values and the blue and green bands represent their
errors. Fig. 12 show the behaviour of dΓ

dq2
for B0

s → D∗−
s ℓ+νℓ, where ℓ = µ, τ as a function

of q2. The q2 dependence of the forward-backward asymmetries, the leptonic longitudinal
and transverse polarizations are shown in Figs. 13 and 14 for both transitions. At the zero
recoil point (q2 = q2max), AFB and PT in Fig. 14, will be zero as one would expect from their
relations.

Furthermore, in Table IX, we give the predictions for the branching ratios of two body
nonleptonic decays of Bs to a Ds meson along with a pseudoscalar or vector in their final
states. The results are compared with PDG [25], factorization approach [30], and quark
models [8, 31].
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FIG. 6: The covariance of parameters in the dipole form factors V,A0, A1, A2.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have provided a detailed helicity analysis of semileptonic decays Bs → D
(∗)
s ℓν. Two

parameterizations, dipole and exponential, have been considered for the form factors of
these weak decays. We have performed fitting to the LQCD data [18] and [17], and obtained
free parameters as well as their covariances. We have applied the form factors to obtain
the two body nonleptonic decays Bs → Ds + P (V ). The q2 dependence of decay widths
and physical observables have been plotted. The branching fractions, forward-backward
asymmetry, longitudinal and transverse polarizations of the charged lepton as well as the
vector meson have been calculated. Our obtained branching fractions, especially in the
semi-muonic channels, are in good agreement with the PDG data [25].
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TABLE V: Fitted parameters F (0), a1, and a2 for V , A0, A1 and A2 in transition of
Bs → D∗

s .

F (0) a1 a2

V dipole(q2) 0.9764± 0.1520 1.4011± 0.6031 0.2931± 0.8256

V exponential(q2) 0.9817± 0.1534 0.0327± 0.0157 0.0007± 0.0003

Adipole0 (q2) 0.6195± 0.0495 2.0026± 0.3044 1.1041± 0.5948

Aexponential0 (q2) 0.6146± 0.0551 0.0452± 0.0099 0.0005± 0.0003

Adipole1 (q2) 0.5905± 0.0404 1.1606± 0.3248 −0.0653± 0.7595

Aexponential1 (q2) 0.5923± 0.0410 0.0241± 0.0082 0.0005± 0.0004

Adipole2 (q2) 0.5819± 0.0918 1.4000± 0.4201 0.0050± 0.0027

Aexponential2 (q2) 0.5699± 0.1177 0.0355± 0.0229 0.0006± 0.0004

TABLE VI: Same as Table II for semileptonic transition of Bs → D∗
sℓνℓ.

Mode Γ with dipole Γ with

exponential

BR with dipole BR with

exponential

B0
s → D∗−

s µ+νµ 22.5097± 1.9921 22.5702± 1.9182 5.2246± 0.4624 5.2386± 0.4452

B0
s → D∗−

s e+νe 22.6055± 0.5942 22.6720± 0.6018 5.2468± 0.1379 5.2623± 0.1397

B0
s → D∗−

s τ+ντ 5.6349± 0.1549 5.6228± 0.1549 1.3079± 0.0359 1.3051± 0.0360

TABLE VIII: Same as Table IV for semileptonic transition of Bs → D∗
sℓνℓ.

⟨P e
L⟩

〈
Pµ
L

〉
⟨P τ

L⟩ ⟨P e
T ⟩

〈
Pµ
T

〉
⟨P τ

T ⟩ ⟨Ce
F ⟩

〈
Cµ
F

〉
⟨Cτ

F ⟩
dipole 1.0000 0.9865 0.5198 −0.0002 −0.0432 −0.0499 −0.3712 −0.3582 −0.0496

exp 1.0000 0.9866 0.5201 −0.0002 −0.0432 −0.0491 −0.3744 −0.3611 −0.0486

TABLE VII: Forward-backward asymmetry and longitudinal polarization of vector meson
for semileptonic transition of Bs → D∗

sℓνℓ.

⟨Ae
FB⟩

〈
Aµ
FB

〉
⟨Aτ

FB⟩ ⟨F e
L⟩

〈
Fµ
L

〉
⟨F τ

L⟩
dipole −0.2700 −0.2743 −0.3295 0.4983 0.4981 0.4401

exponential −0.2692 −0.2736 −0.3295 0.4997 0.4994 0.4391
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FIG. 9: The helicity amplitudes versus q2 for Bs → Ds decay.
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FIG. 10: The helicity amplitudes in the transition of Bs → D∗
s decay.
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FIG. 11: The differential decay width for the semi-muonic and semi-taunic channels of
Bs → Ds.
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FIG. 12: Same as Fig. 11 for Bs → D∗
s .
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FIG. 13: The forward-backward asymmetries, longitudinal and transverse polarization of a
charged lepton of the decays Bs → Dsℓ

+ν.
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FIG. 14: Same as Fig. 13 for the decay Bs → D∗
sℓν

TABLE IX: Branching fractions for the indicated decay channels Bs → PP,Bs → PV in
percentage

Modes Exponential Dipole PDG [25] [30] [31] [8]

Bs → D−
s π

+ 0.3197±
0.0118

0.3197±
0.0111

(2.98±
0.14)× 10−1

- 0.35 0.53

Bs →
D−
s K

+

0.0242±
0.0009

0.0242±
0.0008

(2.25±
0.12)× 10−2

- 0.028 0.04

Bs →
D−
s D

+
s

1.1221±
0.0341

1.1227±
0.0332

(4.4± 0.5)×
10−1

- 1.1 -

Bs → D−
s ρ

+ 0.0165±
0.0006

0.0165±
0.0006

(6.8± 1.4)×
10−1

- 0.94 1.26

Bs →
D−
s D

∗+
s

0.1890±
0.0080

0.1889±
0.0079

- (2.62±
0.93)× 10−1

1.0 -

20


	Introduction
	Formalism
	Helicity amplitudes
	Twofold angular distribution
	Physical observables
	Bs DsP and Bs DsV 
	Form factors 

	Numerical Analysis
	CONCLUSIONS
	References

