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We calculate the time-like ρ electromagnetic (EM) form factor in the kT factorization

formalism by including the next-to-leading-order (NLO) corrections of the leading-twist

and sub-leading twist contributions. It’s observed that the NLO correction to the magnitude

of the LO leading-twist form factor is lower than 30% at large invariant mass squared Q2 >

30GeV2. It is found that the ρ meson EM form factor is dominated by twist-3 contribution

instead of by twist-2 one because of the end-point enhancement. The theoretical predictions

of the moduli of three helicity amplitudes and total cross section are analyzed at
√
s = 10.58

GeV, which are consistent with measurements from BABAR Collaboration.

PACS numbers: 11.80.Fv, 12.38.Bx, 12.38.Cy, 12.39.St

I. INTRODUCTION

The EM form factor of the hadron plays a key role in understanding the hadron structures and

the transition from the perturbative to the non-perturbative region. It is an important physical

observable which and has triggered both theoretical and experimental interests for a long time.

On the theoretical side, the ρ-meson EM form factors have been studied by models based on

the light-front formalism [1–4], the QCD sum rules [5], and the light cone sum rules [6], the light-

front quark model [7], lattice calculation [8] and so on. The cross-sections and various polarization

observables were calculated in terms of the EM form factors on basis of the model-independent

formalism [9, 10]. A modified perturbative QCD (PQCD) approach based on the kT factorization

[11–15] has been applied to next-to-leading-order (NLO) analysis of several space- and time-like

form factors, such as the pion EM form factor [16–20], the π-ρ transition form factor [21], and the

B → π transition form factors [22]. For the ρ-meson [23], the NLO radiative corrections to the

space-like EM form factors with leading and sub-leading twist have also been studied in PQCD

approach at at small invariant mass squared. Recently, the BABAR Collaboration [24] extracted

the helicity electromagnetic amplitudes for the γ∗ → ρ++ρ− from e++e− annihilation producing

the pair of ρ mesons at
√
s = 10.58 GeV. The data brought information on the time-like ρ-meson

form factors in the high-energy region where the relevance with the PQCD may be investigated.

The time-like region, accessible through annihilation reactions, is expected to investigate form

factors which carries the information of momentum redistribution between all the constituents in
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initial and final states. The most simple reaction which contains information on time-like ρ-meson

form factors is the annihilation of an electron-positron pair into a ρ+ρ− pair. A particle of spin S
is characterized by 2S + 1 EM form factors. For a spin-1 ρ-meson, there are three independent

form factors as functions of momentum transfer squared Q2, i.e. charge monopole (G1), magnetic

dipole (G2) and charge quadrupole (G3), reads

G1 : G2 : G3 = (1− 2

3
η) : 2 : −1, (1)

where is known as “universal ratios” [1]. The term η = Q2/4m2
ρ. The well-known asymptotic

relation G1 ≈ 2η
3
G3 [25] is consistent with Eq. (1) at high momentum transfer η >> 1.

In the space-like region, the universal ratio from PQCD was checked in the zero-binding en-

ergy limit of spin-1 composite particle [1]. Sub-leading corrections to helicity matrix elements of

the EM current beyond the universal leading PQCD have been considered in [26], which results

in the deviation of the ”universal ratio” with the BABAR experiment. It may imply that either

helicity conservation does not apply or other reaction mechanisms contribute to the ρ production.

Therefore, the detailed analysis on sub-leading contributions to the ρ-meson EM form factors play

the key role on checking the so-called “universal ratio”. Besides, the introduction of two-meson

wave functions [27], whose parametrization also includes time-like form factors associated with

different currents, has been required by the PQCD formalism for three-body B meson decays. A

theoretical framework for three-body B meson decays can be built if PQCD results for complex

time-like form factors are reliable. It is necessary to study the time-like EM form factor in PQCD

approach.

In this work, we consider the NLO corrections to the time-like form factors with the leading

and sub-leading twists in the PQCD approach. With appropriate analytic continuation, NLO cor-

rections to time-like form factors can be readily obtained from those to space-like ones from −Q2

to Q2. We calculate the three independent amplitudes to check the “universal ratios” and estimate

the cross section. As the measurement of deuteron form factors in time-like region is beyond the

present experimental possibilities, it is interesting to measure the EM form factors.

This paper is organized as follows. In the following section, we summarize the relevant kinetics

and the input meson wave functions. In Sec. III, the NLO factorization formula for the rho meson

time-like electromagnetic form factors will be calculated from the space-like one by analytical

continuation. Numerical results are performed in Sec. IV. And Sec. V contains the conclusion.

II. KINETICS AND INPUT WAVE FUNCTIONS

In this section, we introduce the relevant kinetics and the input meson wave functions. The

LO quark diagrams for relative time-like and space-like ρ EM form factors corresponding to the

process γ∗ → ρρ (ργ∗ → ρ) are displayed in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b). In the light-cone coordinate, the

kinematic variables for meson ρ− and ρ+ in Fig. 1(a) are defined as

P1 =
Q√
2
(1, γ2

ρ, 0T), P2 =
Q√
2
(γ2

ρ, 1, 0T), (2)

where the dimensionless parameter γρ is defined as γ2
ρ ≡ m2

ρ/Q
2, with mρ = 0.77 GeV being the

mass of the ρ meson, Q2 = (p1 + p2)
2 being the invariant mass squared of the intermediate virtual

photon. The momentum ki(i = 1, 2) of the antiquark for ρ+(ρ−) meson are of the form of

k1 = (x1
Q√
2
, 0, k1T), k2 = (0, x2

Q√
2
, k2T), (3)
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for time-like (a) and space-like (b) ρ EM form factor at leading order, with •
representing the EM vertex.

where the xi is antiquark momentum fraction and runs from zero to unity. kiT is assigned to the

transversal momentum. The longitudinal and transversal polarization four-vectors of the ρ+(ρ−)
meson in the final state are defined as

ǫ1µ(L) =
1√
2γρ

(1,−γ2
ρ , 0T), ǫ1µ(T ) = (0, 0, 1T),

ǫ2µ(L) =
1√
2γρ

(−γ2
ρ , 1, 0T), ǫ2µ(T ) = (0, 0, 1T). (4)

The relations P1 · ǫ1 = 0, P2 · ǫ2 = 0 and ǫ21 = ǫ22 = −1 in Eq. (2) and Eq. (4) are satisfied. The

related expansions of the nonlocal matrix elements for ρ meson are written in the following form

[28, 29]

〈

0 | ū(0)jd(z1)l | ρ−(p1, ǫT )
〉

=
1√
2Nc

∫ 1

0

dx1e
ix1p1·z1

{

p/1ǫ/ 1Tφ
T
ρ (x1) +mρǫ/ 1Tφ

v
ρ(x1) +mρiǫµνρσγ

µγ5ǫ
ν
1Tn

ρvσφa
ρ(x1)

}

lj
,

〈

0 | ū(0)jd(z1)l | ρ−(p1, ǫL)
〉

=
1√
2Nc

∫ 1

0

dx1e
ix1p1·z1

{

mρǫ/ 1Lφρ(x1) + p/1ǫ/ 1Lφ
t
ρ(x1) +mρφ

s
ρ(x1)

}

lj
,

〈

0 | u(z2)j d̄(0)l | ρ+(p2, ǫT )
〉

=
1√
2Nc

∫ 1

0

dx2e
ix2p2·z2

{

p/2ǫ/ 2Tφ
T
ρ (x2) +mρǫ/ 2Tφ

v
ρ(x2) +mρiǫµνρσγ

µγ5ǫ
ν
2Tv

ρnσφa
ρ(x2)

}

lj
,

〈

0 | u(z2)j d̄(0)l | ρ+(p2, ǫL)
〉

=
1√
2Nc

∫ 1

0

dx2e
ix2p2·z2

{

mρǫ/ 2Lφρ(x2) + p/2ǫ/ 2Lφ
t
ρ(x2) +mρφ

s
ρ(x2)

}

lj
, (5)

where φρ and φT
ρ (φv,a

ρ and φs,t
ρ ) represent the twist-2 (twist-3) components for the distribution

amplitudes (DAs) of ρ meson, with n = (1, 0, 0T) and v = (0, 1, 0T) being dimensionless unit

vectors in the light cone coordinate, and NC = 3 being the number of colors.
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The explicit expressions of various twist DAs can be described as below [28, 30]

φρ(x) =
3fρ√
6
x(1− x)

[

1 + a
‖
2ρ

3

2
(5t2 − 1)

]

, (6)

φT
ρ (x) =

3fT
ρ√
6
x(1− x)

[

1 + a⊥2ρ
3

2
(5t2 − 1)

]

, (7)

φs
ρ(x) =

3fT
ρ√
6
(1− 2x)

[

1 + a⊥2ρ(5t
2 − 1)

]

, (8)

φt
ρ(x) =

fT
ρ

2
√
6

[

3t2 + a⊥2ρ
3

2
t2(5t2 − 3)

]

, (9)

φa
ρ(x) =

3fρ√
6
(1− 2x)

[

1 + a
‖
2ρ(5t

2 − 1)
]

, (10)

φv
ρ(x) =

fρ

2
√
6

[

3

4
(1 + t2) + a

‖
2ρ

3

7
(3t2 − 1) + a

‖
2ρ

9

112
(3− 30t2 + 35t4)

]

, (11)

with t = 2x− 1 and the Gegenbauer moments a
‖
2ρ = 0.17 and a⊥2ρ = 0.14 [31]. The values of the

longitudinal and transverse decay constants are taken as fρ = 0.216GeV, fT
ρ = 0.165GeV [32].

III. NEXT-TO-LEADING ORDER CORRECTION TO TIME-LIKE RHO

ELECTROMAGNETIC FORM FACTOR

In this section, we present the NLO factorization formulas for the ρ meson time-like EM form

factors in the framework of kT dependent factorization, where the contributions from the leading

and sub-leading twist DAs of ρ meson are considered. Three Lorentz invariant time-like form

factors Gi(Q
2)(i = 1, 2, 3), which are functions of time-like momentum transfers (Q2 > 0), are

formulated as the matrix element:

〈

ρ+(p2, ǫ
∗
2)ρ

−(p1, ǫ1) | Jµ,|λ| | 0
〉

= −ǫ2βǫ1α

{[

(p1 + p2)µg
αβ − pβ1g

αµ − pα2g
βµ
]

·G1(Q
2)

−
[

pβ1g
µα + pα2g

µβ
]

·G2(Q
2)

+
1

m2
ρ

pβ1p
α
2 (p1 + p2)µ ·G3(Q

2)

}

, (12)

where the Jµ,|λ| is the EM current of the spin-one particle. According to the angular momentum

conservation, there are three independent helicity amplitudes FLL, FLT/TL, and FTT where the

indices indicate the helicities of the mesons ρ. These independent helicity amplitudes are in terms

of the linear combinations of three covariant form factors, which are represented as matrix ele-

ments of the hadronic EM current in the space-like regions and also in the time-like regions. The

relations are listed as follows [33]

FTT(Q
2) = G1(Q

2),

FLT/TL(Q
2) =

Q

2mρ

[

G1(Q
2) +G2(Q

2)
]

,

FLL(Q
2) = G1(Q

2)− Q2

2m2
ρ

G2(Q
2) +

Q2

m2
ρ

(

1 +
Q2

4m2
ρ

)

G3(Q
2). (13)
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By introducing the transversal momentum kT to cancel the end-point singularity, integrating

over the longitudinal momentum fractions and transversal coordinate conjugated to transversal

momentum, one finds the PQCD predictions for the Q2 dependence of the ρ meson LO space-like

EM form factors:

FLL(Q
2) = −32

3
πCFQ

2αs(µ)

∫ 1

0

dx1dx2

∫ ∞

0

b1db1b2db2 · exp[−Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ)]

{

[

−x1 +
1

2
γ2
ρ(1− x1)

]

φρ(x1)φρ(x2)

−γ2
ρφ

t
ρ(x1)φ

s
ρ(x2)− 2γ2

ρ(1 + x1)φ
s
ρ(x1)φ

s
ρ(x2)

}

· h(x1, x2, b1, b2). (14)

Similarly, the other two helicity amplitudes can be expressed as,

FLT(Q
2) = −32

3
πCFQmραs(µ)

∫ 1

0

dx1dx2

∫ ∞

0

b1db1b2db2 · exp[−Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ)]

{

1

2
φρ(x1)

[

φv
ρ(x2) + φa

ρ(x2)
]

+ φT
ρ (x1)φ

s
ρ(x2)

+
1

2
x1[φ

v
ρ(x1) + φa

ρ(x1)]φρ(x2)

}

· h(x1, x2, b1, b2), (15)

FTT(Q
2) =

32

3
πCFm

2
ραs(µ)

∫ 1

0

dx1dx2

∫ ∞

0

b1db1b2db2 · exp[−Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ)]

{

(1 + x1)
[

φa
ρ(x1)φ

a
ρ(x2)− φv

ρ(x1)φ
v
ρ(x2)

]

+(1− x1)
[

φv
ρ(x1)φ

a
ρ(x2)− φa

ρ(x1)φ
v
ρ(x2)

]}

· h(x1, x2, b1, b2), (16)

where CF = 4/3, Sudakov factor Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ) and the hard function h(x1, x2, b1, b2) can be

found in Ref. [33]. The NLO space-like hard kernels can then be written in the form of

H
(1)
LL22(xi, kiT , µ, µf , Q

2) = F (1)
LL22(xi, kiT , µ, µf , Q

2) ·H(0)
LL22(xi, kiT , Q

2), (17)

H
(1)
LT23(xi, kiT , µ, µf , Q

2) = F (1)
LT23(xi, kiT , µ, µf , Q

2) ·H(0)
LT23(xi, kiT , Q

2), (18)

H
(1)
TL23(xi, kiT , µ, µf , Q

2) = F (1)
TL23(xi, kiT , µ, µf , Q

2) ·H(0)
TL23(xi, kiT , Q

2), (19)

where H(0)(H(1)) is the LO (NLO) hard kernel. The explicit expressions of relevant correction

functions F (1)
LL22, F

(1)
LT23 and F (1)

TL23 in Eqs. (17)-(19) are described as [23],

F (1)
ρ,LL22(µ, µf , Q

2) =
αs(µf)CF

4π

[

21

4
ln

µ2

Q2
− 6 ln

µ2
f

Q2
+

27

8
ln x1 ln x2

−13

8
ln x1 +

31

16
ln x2 − ln2 δ12 +

17

4
ln x1 ln δ12

+
23

8
ln δ12 −

17

4
ln2 x1 +

1

2
ln 2 +

53

4
+

5

48
π2

]

, (20)
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F (1)
ρ,LT23(µ, µf , Q

2) =
αs(µf)CF

4π

[

21

4
ln

µ2

Q2
− 6 ln

µ2
f

Q2
+

9

4
ln x1 ln x2 −

21

8
− 2 lnx2 −

1

2
ln2 x1

− ln2 x2 +
17

4
ln δ12 +

31

8
+

17

48
π2

]

, (21)

F (1)
ρ,TL23(µ, µf , Q

2) =
αs(µf)CF

8π

[

21

2
ln

µ2

Q2
− 8 ln

µ2
f

Q2
+

9

4
ln x1 ln x2 −

3

4
ln2 x1 − ln2 x2

−67

8
ln x1 − 2 lnx2 +

37

8
ln δ12 +

107

8
− π2

3

]

. (22)

The subscripts I, J = L, T (k, l = 2, 3) of the term F (1)
ρ,IJkl denote the different polarization

components and twists from the initial and the final ρ meson DAs. For different polarizations of

the initial and final ρ meson, the contributions arise from different twist power of the initial and

final DAs [34]. The NLO correction to FLL(Q
2) and FTT(Q

2) with the initial and final states

taking the twist-3 DAs shows similar power-law behavior with that combining twist-2 with twist-4

DAs [35]. Thus we neglect the FLL33(Q
2) and FTT33(Q

2) terms in space-like form factor [23].

The LO analysis shows that the time-like hard kernel can be obtained from the space-like one

by simple space transfer:−Q2 → Q2 [36]. The NLO correction to the time-like form factors are

also derived from those to space-like one by suitable analytic continuation from −Q2 → Q2 under

the follow relations,

ln(−Q2 − iε) = ln(Q2)− iπ,

ln(−x1Q
2 + k1T + iε) = ln(−x1Q

2 + k1T ) + iπΘ(−x1Q
2 + k1T ),

ln(−x1x2Q
2 + k1T + iε) = ln(−x1x2Q

2 + k1T ) + iπΘ(−x1x2Q
2 + k1T ). (23)

The NLO time-like correction functions F̃LL22, F̃LT23 and F̃TL23 in the parameter bi by the Fourier

transformation from the transverse momentum space kiT to bi space take the form of:

F̃ (1)
ρ,LL22(µ, µf , Q

2) =
αs(µf)CF

4π

[

21

4
ln

µ2

Q2
+

(

27

16
ln x2 +

33

8
γE − 13

16
+

83

16
iπ

)

ln
4x1

Q2b21

−6 ln
µ2
f

Q2
− 1

4
ln2 4x1x2

Q2b21
+

17

16
ln

4x1

Q2b21
ln

4x1x2

Q2b21
− 17

16
ln2 4x1

Q2b21

+

(

7

16
iπ − 9

8
γE − 11

16

)

ln
4x1x2

Q2b21
−
(

43

16
iπ +

27

8
γE − 31

16

)

ln x2

+

(

27

16
+

5

4
γE

)

iπ +
17

4
γ2
E +

3

8
γE − 105

24
π2 +

1

2
ln 2 +

53

4

]

, (24)

F̃ (1)
ρ,LT23(µ, µf , Q

2) =
αs(µf)CF

4π

[

21

4
ln

µ2

Q2
− 6 ln

µ2
f

Q2
− 1

8
ln2 4x1

Q2b21
+

(

9

8
lnx2 + iπ

−21

6
− γE

)

ln
4x1

Q2b21
−
(

27

8
iπ +

9

4
γE + 2

)

ln x2 +
17

8
ln

4x1x2

Q2b21

− ln2 x2 +

(

17

16
− 3

2
γE

)

iπ − 1

2
γ2
E − 13

8
γE +

53

48
π2 +

31

8

]

, (25)
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F̃ (1)
ρ,TL23(µ, µf , Q

2) =
αs(µf)CF

4π

[

21

4
ln

µ2

Q2
− 8 ln

µ2
f

Q2
−

(

9

8
ln x2 +

3

4
γE − 67

16
+

3

2
iπ

)

ln
4x1

Q2b21

− 3

16
ln2 4x1

Q2b21
+

37

16
ln

4x1x2

Q2b21
−

(

9

8
iπ +

9

4
γE − 2

)

ln x2

− ln2 x2 +

(

65

8
− 3

4
γE

)

iπ − 3

4
γ2
E +

30

8
γE +

83

48
π2 +

107

8

]

, (26)

where γE is the Euler constant.

We can derive the double-b convolution of NLO time-like helicity amplitudes by Fourier trans-

formation from transversal momentum space to the conjugate-parameter space,

FLL(Q
2) = −32

3
πCFQ

2αs(µ)

∫ 1

0

dx1dx2

∫ ∞

0

b1db1b2db2 · exp[−Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ)]

·
{[

−x1 +
1

2
γ2
ρ(1− x1)

]

φρ(x1)φρ(x2)
[

1 + F̃LL22(µ, µf , Q
2)
]

−γ2
ρφ

t
ρ(x1)φ

s
ρ(x2)− 2γ2

ρ(1 + x1)φ
s
ρ(x1)φ

s
ρ(x2)

}

· h′(x1, x2, b1, b2). (27)

Similarly, the other two helicity amplitudes can be expressed as,

FLT(Q
2) = −32

3
πCFQmραs(µ)

∫ 1

0

dx1dx2

∫ ∞

0

b1db1b2db2 · exp[−Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ)]

·
{

1

2
φρ(x1)

[

φv
ρ(x2) + φa

ρ(x2)
]

[

1 + F̃LT23(µ, µf , Q
2)
]

+φT
ρ (x1)φ

s
ρ(x2)

[

1 + F̃TL23(µ, µf , Q
2)
]

+
1

2
x1

[

φv
ρ(x1) + φa

ρ(x1)
]

φρ(x2)
[

1 + F̃LT23(µ, µf , Q
2)
]

}

· h′(x1, x2, b1, b2),

(28)

FTT(Q
2) =

32

3
πCFm

2
ραs(µ)

∫ 1

0

dx1dx2

∫ ∞

0

b1db1b2db2 · exp[−Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ)]

·
{

(1 + x1)
[

φa
ρ(x1)φ

a
ρ(x2)− φv

ρ(x1)φ
v
ρ(x2)

]

+(1− x1)
[

φv
ρ(x1)φ

a
ρ(x2)− φa

ρ(x1)φ
v
ρ(x2)

]}

· h′(x1, x2, b1, b2), (29)

The expressions of Sudakov factor Sρ(xi; bi;Q;µ), which sums the large double logarithm on kT
to all orders, has same modality with space-like form factor. The hard function h′(x1, x2, b1, b2),
which comes from the Fourier transfer of propagators on transversal components, can be obtained

from space-like one h(x1, x2, b1, b2) by substituting x1 ↔ −x1.

h′(x1, x2, b1, b2) = K0(i
√
x1x2Qb2)[Θ(b1 − b2)I0(i

√
x1Qb2)K0(i

√
x1Qb1) + b1 ↔ b2], (30)

where the K0 and I0 are the modified Bessel function.

Here, the renormalization and factorization scales are set to the hard scale t on the kT factor-

ization theorem,

µ = µf = t = max(
√
x1Q,

√
x2Q, 1/b1, 1/b2). (31)
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IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

The numerical analysis is performed in this section, for which we adopt the standard two-loop

QCD running coupling constant αs(µ) with the QCD scale ΛQCD = 0.2857GeV. We compute

the LO and NLO contributions to the time-like ρ meson EM form factors at leading and sub-

leading twists via Eqs. (27)-(29) with the renormalization and factorization scale µ being set to the

virtuality of the internal quark µ = max(
√
xiQ, 1/bi).

The behaviors of the absolute value for Ft2(Q
2) and Ft3(Q

2) are shown in Fig. 2 for Q2 <
50GeV2, where Ft2(t3)(Q

2) represents the sum of the EM form factors associated with twist 2

(twist 3). In Fig. 2(a), the LO and NLO contributions at twist 2 reflect the oscillatory nature in

the b space for Q2 ≤ 20GeV2. The LO time-like form factor exhibits an asymptotic magnitude,

|Ft2(Q
2)| ≈ 0.011 GeV2 at large Q2. The NLO contribution to the time-like ρ meson EM form

factor decreases with Q2 as expected in PQCD. The NLO twist-2 correction to the magnitude

is around 30% at Q2 = 30GeV2, and less than 20% for Q2 > 50GeV2 in comparison with LO

result. The NLO twist-3 correction to the magnitude of the LO twist-3 contribution is smaller

than 30% in the region Q2 > 30GeV2, shown in Fig. 2(b). It is worth mentioning that the ρ
EM form factor is dominated by twist-3 contribution instead of by twist-2 one because of the end-

point enhancement. This enhancement is understood easily as follows: the virtual quark and gluon

propagators behave like 1/x1 and 1/(x1x2), respectively. The twist-2 ρ DAs are proportional to

O(x), but the twist-3 DAs remain constant O(1) at small x, which then enhance the end-point

contribution dramatically. This enhancement was also observed in perturbative evaluation of the

B → π transition form factor [37] and π meson EM form factor [16, 18] and the recent Λb → p
transition form factor [38, 39].

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
0.0

2.0×10-2

4.0×10-2

6.0×10-2

8.0×10-2

1.0×10-1

|F
t2
(Q

2 )
|(G

eV
2 )

Q2(GeV2)

 LO
 LO+NLO

(a)

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 500.0

5.0×10-2

1.0×10-1

1.5×10-1

2.0×10-1

|F
t3
(Q

2 )
|(G

eV
2 )

Q2(GeV2)

 LO
 LO+NLO

(b)

FIG. 2. The PQCD predictions of the time-like EM form factor induced by the twist-2 (a) , and twist-3 (b)

DAs at LO and NLO.

In Fig. 3, we plot the dependence of the absolute value for three helicity amplitudes on the

considered invariant mass squared Q2 in the region of 60 GeV2 < Q2 < 140 GeV2. Each helicity

amplitude approaches an asymptotic value at large Q2. The NLO contribution to the helicity

amplitude is also displayed in Fig. 3, which decreases with Q2 as expected in PQCD. Compared

to the LO result, the NLO correction to the |FLL(Q
2)| associated with longitudinal polarization

is about 40% at Q2 = 100GeV2, and less than 30% for Q2 > 140GeV2. For |FLT/TL(Q
2)|, the
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NLO contribution is about 30% in the whole region of Q2. While for the |FTT(Q
2)|, we can only

calculate the LO contribution at present and find the LO value is about five times smaller than that

of |FLL(Q
2)| at large Q2.

60 80 100 120 140
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2.0×10-3

4.0×10-3

6.0×10-3

8.0×10-3

1.0×10-2

1.2×10-2

|F
i(Q

2 )
|(G

eV
2 )

Q2(GeV2)

|FLL(LO)(Q
2)|(GeV2) 

|FLT/LT(LO)(Q
2)|(GeV2) 

|FTT(LO)(Q
2)|(GeV2) 

|FLL(LO+NLO)(Q
2)|(GeV2) 

|FLT/LT(LO+NLO)(Q
2)|(GeV2)

 

FIG. 3. The PQCD predictions of ρ-meson helicity amplitudes |Fi(Q
2)| with i = LL,LT/TL,TT for Q2

dependence up to NLO.

Recently, the ratio of the moduli squared of three independent helicity amplitudes at
√
s =

10.58GeV has been reported by BABAR Collaboration [24]

|FLL|2 : |FLT/TL|2 : |FTT|2 = (0.51 ± 0.14 ± 0.01) : (0.10 ± 0.04 ± 0.01) : (0.04 ± 0.03 ± 0.01), (32)

with the following normalization |FLL|2+4|FLT/TL|2+2|FTT |2 = 1. We calculate the moduli of

three helicity amplitudes in Eqs. (27)-(29) using the same energy as that of BABAR experiment,

then the theoretical ratio:

|FLL|2 : |FLT/TL|2 : |FTT|2 =

{

0.436 : 0.117 : 0.082, (LO),
0.522 : 0.107 : 0.025, (NLO).

(33)

As mentioned above, the NLO correction enhanced the longitudinal helicity amplitude largely

and makes slightly influence on the transverse helicity amplitude. Our predictions are consistent

with the measurement within errors at NLO level, indicating that the asymptotic region has been

reached at
√
s = 10.58GeV in the BABAR experiment [24].

The cross-section can be written in terms of the time-like form factors:

σ =
πα2β3

3q2
1

4m2
ρ(η − 1)

(|FLL|2 + 4|FLT/TL|2 + 2|FTT |2), (34)
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where α = 1/137 is the electromagnetic constant, β =
√

1− 4m2
ρ/q

2 is the ρ-meson velocity,

η = Q2/4m2
ρ. The cross-section of e+e− → ρ+ρ− up to NLO as a function of s = Q2 is shown

in Fig. 4 in the range of s = [80 GeV2, 140 GeV2]. The total cross-section for e+e− → ρ+ρ−

was measured to be σ = 19.5 ± 1.6(stat) ± 3.2(syst) fb by BABAR collaboration near
√
s =

10.58 GeV [24]. For comparison with experimental data, the value of total cross-section near

s = 112GeV2 is proposed. Compare to σ = 17.4 fb from the LO contribution in [36], the value is

roughly 21.2 fb up to the NLO. Our prediction are in agreement with the experimental data within

uncertainties.

80 100 120 140
0

20

40

60

80

100

120

s(
fb

)

s(GeV2)

 NLO
 LO
 data

FIG. 4. The cross-section of e+e− → ρ+ρ− as a function of s and the BABAR data at s = 112 GeV2 [24].

The results for ρ meson charge G1(Q
2), magnetic G2(Q

2), and quadrupole G3(Q
2) form fac-

tors can be evaluated easily based on Eq. (13). We show the behavior for the Q2 dependence of

the time-like form factor Gi(Q
2) in the region of 60 GeV2 < Q2 < 140 GeV2 in Fig. 5. The NLO

correction can enhance the magnitude of LO form factor |G3(Q
2)| by 40% in the considered in-

variant mass squared Q2 > 100GeV2. It is shown that the magnitude of LO form factors |G1(Q
2)|

is the same as that of |G2(Q
2)|. With the inclusion of NLO correction, the value of form factors

|G2(Q
2)| becomes sizable. We can estimate the ratio of three form factors at large Q2 with the

NLO correction, G1 : G2 : G3 = 0.5 : 2 : 1. In Refs. [4, 40–42], there have been a few theoretical

computations that reported a zero in the space-like region of G1. Space and time-like form factors

in the asymptotic momentum transfer region should be identical to the Phragmèn-Lindelöff theo-

rem. As the form factors are analytic functions of the momentum transfer Q2, they should satisfy

this theorem. Thus, the value of time-like region for G1 close to a zero is expected, which supports

the tiny value of the time-like G1 in this work. Our prediction of ratio is satisfied with universal

ratios in Eq. (1).
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60 80 100 120 140
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1.0×10-3
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FIG. 5. The PQCD predictions for the dependence of time-like form factor |Gi(Q
2)| on Q2, with i = 1, 2, 3.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have calculated the time-like ρ meson EM form factors up to NLO in the kT
factorization formalism. Leading-twist together with sub-leading twist contributions are included.

It was observed that the NLO corrections in magnitude change the LO leading-twist results by

roughly 30% for the EM form factor. While for the LO sub-leading twist, the NLO contribution is

less than 30% at Q2 > 30 GeV2. It has been realized that the ρ meson EM form factor is dominated

by sub-leading contribution instead of by leading one because of the end-point enhancement. We

predicted the ratio of the moduli of three helicity amplitudes and total cross section at
√
s = 10.58

GeV by including sub-leading twists at the NLO level, which are consistent with measurements

from BABAR Collaboration. Stimulated by our work, we have the confidence on computing these

complex time-like form factors directly in the PQCD approach, which can be adopted in multi-

body hadronic B meson decays.
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