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In this paper, we make a detailed study about the D — V helicity form factors (HFFs) within
the framework of QCD light-cone sum rule (LCSR) up to twist-4 accuracy. After extrapolating the
LCSR predictions of HFFs to the whole physical ¢>-region, we get the longitudinal, transverse and
total |V.q|-independent decay widths of semileptonic decay D — V£"v,. Meanwhile, the branching
fractions of these decays are also obtained by using the D°(D™)-meson lifetime, which agree well
with the BES-III results within errors. As a further step, we also investigate the differential and
mean predictions for charged lepton (vector meson) polarization in the final state Pf,T (Ff)T)7 the
forward-backward asymmetry A%y, and the lepton-side convexity parameters Ch. Our predictions
are consistent with Covariant Confining Quark Model results within the errors. Thus, we think the
LCSR approach for HFFs is applicable for dealing with the D-meson semileptonic decays.

PACS numbers: 13.25.Hw, 11.55.Hx, 12.38.Aw, 14.40.Be

I. INTRODUCTION

Semileptonic decays of charm mesons to vector mesons
are a significant component in deeper understanding the
standard model (SM) in post-Higgs era. Those decays
are not only directly related to CKM matrix elements
providing a window to study the CP-violation prob-
lem [1-8], but also contain the flavour-changing neutral
current (FCNC) processes, which are sensitive to new
physics (NP) due to it occurs at least one loop level in
SM [9-13]. For the D-meson semileptonic decay pro-
cesses, BES-TIT [14-16] and CLEO [21-26] Collabora-
tions have report the branching fraction and form fac-
tors at large recoil point. Recently, BES-III collaboration
measure the D — pfyy, branching fraction in 2019, i.e.
B(D® — p~etv,) = (1.445 £ 0.0585at = 0.0395ys¢) x 1073
and B(D' — pPeTv,) = (1.860 £ 0.070stat £ 0.0615ys¢) X
1073 [17]; meanwhile they also present an improved mea-
surement for the D — K*(892)"eTv, branching frac-
tion, i.e. B(D® — K*(892) etv,) = (2.033 & 0.0464a +
0.047yst) x 1072 [18] in the same year. It is worth not-
ing that BES-III recently published their first measure-
ments for the D¥ — wpv, branching fraction in 2020,
ie. B(DT = wpTy,) = (17.7 £ 1.8t & L.1gys) x 1074,
which is realized by applying an ete™ collision data sam-
ple corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 2.93 fb~*
collected with the BES-III detector at a center-of-mass
energy of 3.773 GeV [27].

To further understanding of the D — V semileptonic
decay processes, the complete angular distribution and
polarization informations should be investigated, such
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as the longitudinal and transverse polarizations of the
final charged lepton PﬁT(qQ) and the final vector me-

son FﬁT (¢?), the forward-backward asymmetry A& (¢?),

and the lepton-side convexity parameter Cf(¢?). On the
one hand, the little theoretical research on those po-
larization information and even less experimental ones,
but one can find numerous experimental and theoretical
studies for that of the B-meson [28-37]. On the other
hand, QCD light-cone sum rules (LCSR) is an effective
method to study the heavy meson to light meson decay
processes that are actually an FCNC process of the heavy
quark to light quark transition. The D — V decay cor-
respond to the transition of heavy quark to light quark
¢ — q (u,d, s), and the mass of charm-quark is the order
magnitude of GeV. Which indicate LCSR is applicable
in studying the D — V decay process. Therefore, in this
paper, we will study those observations for the semilep-
tonic D — V/{*v, decays within the framework of LCSR.

The LCSR is an important method in dealing with the
semileptonic decays [38-47]. Its main strategy is to con-
struct an analytic heavy-to-light correlator function in
the whole g?-region and then make an operator product
expansion (OPE) and a hadron expression for it in the
spacelike and timelike region respectively, finally com-
bine the results achieved in those two ways to get the
form factors with the help of Borel transformation. Both
of transition form factors (TFFs) and helicity form fac-
tors (HFFs) contain the information of meson semilep-
tonic decays independently, because they can describe
the non-perturbative hadronic matrix elements of meson
semileptonic decays independently. One can decompose
the hadronic matrix elements by applying momentum of
initial and final meson states to obtain TFFs [48-55],
which will lead to a mix of longitudinal and transverse
polarization of the meson among those TFFs. Thus TFFs
cannot express the polarization information of meson de-
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TABLE I: Resonance masses of quantum number J as in-
dicated necessary for the parameterisation of D — V HFFs
Dv,» [59, 60] with o = 0,1, 2,¢ respectively.

F; JP mg/GeV
Dy 0 1.864
Dyoo 11 2.420
Dy, 1”7 2.007

cay accurately.

The HFF's opened a new avenue to deal with those ma-
trix elements [56-58]. HFFs decompose it by applying
the off-shell W-boson polarization vectors, which brings
a good polarization property, i.e. researching on tracking
polarization. Specifically, the longitudinal and transverse
decay information can be completely separated, which
is very useful for probing the longitudinal and trans-
verse polarization separately. Specially, both of the de-
cay width of D-meson longitudinal and transverse com-
ponents contain the usual TFF (A4;(¢?)), which means
D-meson longitudinal and transverse components are re-
lated to each other. However, in the case of HFFs, the de-
cay widths of D-meson longitudinal (transverse) compo-
nent related to Dy.o(¢?) (Dv.1(¢*), Dv.2(¢?)) HFF, which
means the decay widths of D-meson longitudinal and
transverse component are separated completely and have
no influence on each other. In addition, it also enjoys
some other advantages, such as dispersive bounds on the
HFF parametrization and direct relations between the
HFFs and the spin-parity quantum numbers. For more
detailed discussion, one can refer to the literatures [56-
58].

The remaining parts of the paper are organized as fol-
lows. In Sec. II, we introduce the physical observable
for D — V(p,w, K*){Tv,; semileptonic decay processes,
and calculate the HFFs within the LCSR approach. In
Sec. III, after fixing the hadron input parameters for
HFFs and extrapolating those HFFs to the whole ¢-
region with Simplified Series Expansion (SSE), we then
apply it to investigate the D — V semileptonic decay
observable, such as decay width, branching fraction and
polarizations, and also compare our results with available
experimental and other theoretical predictions. Finally,
we briefly summarize in Sec. I'V.

II. CALCULATION TECHNOLOGY
A. D — V{ty, semileptonic decays

The D — V/{*v, semileptonic decay process are dis-
played in Fig. 1. The corresponding invariant matrix
element can be expressed as follows:

M(D = Vity) = %VC’;H“L#, (1)

Z+
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> 3.
> >

D*(D?)

FIG. 1: Typical diagram for the D — V/¢*u, semileptonic
decay, where ¢ = u,d and V = p,w,K*-mesons.

where fermi constant Gp = 1.166 x 107° GeV ™2, lep-
tonic current L, = 747y,(1 — 7v5)¢ and the hadron matric
element H* = (V|V# — A*|D) with flavor-changing vec-
tor current V# = gy"c and axial-vector current A* =
qy"sc.

To get accurate polarization properties of the semilep-
tonic decay D — V{1 vy, one can decompose the hadron
matric element H* into the HFFs by the off-shell W-
boson polarization vectors. Specifically speaking,

2

q * N
Dvo(ad®) =1/ e (@)(V (P, €a)|a.(1=7")e| D(p)),
a=0,+,t
(2)
where the standard kinematic function is A = (- —

@)ty — ¢%) with t1 = (mp £ my)? and €:#(q) repre-
sent transverse (o = %), longitudinal (¢ = 0) or time-
like (0 = t) polarization vectors. For the convenience of
polarization research, two HFFs, Dy, (1 o) (¢?), are defined
by a linear combinations of the transverse helicity pro-
jection vector, i.e. €x1.2)(q) = [e—(q) F e4(q)]/v/2, which
will be discussed in the following section.

The polar angle differential decay distribution in the
momentum transfer squared, defined by the angle be-
tween ¢ = pp — py and the three-momentum of the
charged lepton in the rest frame, can be written as fol-
lows,

d2F |pv|’U 2
= 3
dg*dcost  (2m)332m?% Z M, 3)

where |py| = A/2/(2m2), v = (1 —m?2/q?), and the co-
variant contraction ) |[M |2 can be converted to a sum
of bilinear products of hadronic HFFs and leptonic he-
licity amplitude by applying the completeness relation to
the polarization four-vectors of the process. So the total
differential decay width of D — V /v, can be expressed
as,

1 dr

- A3/2 2 1 ) D2 (2
I D P

_g/\3/2 2Dtot( )7 (4)

) +38/DY,(¢*)



with & = m?/(2¢%), G = G%/(19273>m3,) and variable
i =20,1,2. The detailed expression reads,

> D}, =D}y + DY, + DYy (5)

As we know that the total decay width can be sep-
arated into longitudinal and transverse parts, i.e. I' =
I'" +T'". The decay width for the vector meson longitu-
dinal component I'" is defined as

a

T (2) = G[Viy? / PN 2D (%) (6)

and the decay width for the vector meson transverse com-
ponent I'" is defined as

Trox
() = G|Viy? / PN S DY, (1)

where the variable j is the summation index, and repre-
sented j = 1, 2.

For the polarization properties of the semileptonic de-
cay D — V{Tuy,, one can study the longitudinal and
transverse polarization firstly. Specifically, with the help
of HFFs, the longitudinal P{ and transverse P4 polar-
ization of the charged lepton in the final state and the
longitudinal F{ and transverse F'4 polarization fractions
of the vector meson in the final state are given by:

25" D2 .
P =1- 22Dy, ,
Dtot
pt _ 370 DvaDy,s — DyoDyy
R 2\/5 Dtot ’
FZ _ 3D2V,t5l + (1 + 6E)D%/)0
. Dtot ’
. (1+6)(DY, + D7)
Fr = D : (8)
tot

And the forward-backward asymmetry Abg can be writ-
ten as,
d['(F) — dI'(B)

ALy = TE) — d(B)
FB ™ 4T (F) + dT'(B)

1 0
/ dcos 0 dI' /dcos 6 — / dcos 8 dI'/dcos 6
_Jo —1

T 0
/ dcos 0 dT" /dcos 6 + / dcos 0 dT" /dcos 0
0 ~1

_ § 25[DV70'DV7¢ - DV,1DV,2
2 (1 + 56) Z DQV,i + 6€D2V,t '

9)

The lepton-side Cﬁ convexity parameters has the form,

‘ 3 (2D%/,O - D2V,1 - D%/,z)(l — 26)
tot

In order to make a comparison with other approaches, we
take the same approach as the paper [61] to deal with the

q? average of those observable. Specifically, if an observ-
able A has the form A = D, /D,, one can multiply both
the numerator and denominator the phase-space factor
and then integrate the two separately. The detailed ex-
pression can be written as:

/ C(¢*)D.dq”

=L "
/ C(¢?)Dydg?

(11)

with ¢ dependence phase-space factor

Olg?) = |pv|<q2j]72m5)2 | (12)

B. The D — V HFFs

To derive LCSRs for the four HFFs i.e. Dy, (¢?) with
o = 0,1,2,t, we first structure a two-point correlation
function according to LCSR strategy, as follows:

I, (p,q) = i\/gdi“(q)

« / d*ze @ (V (5, &) T {jv.u(x), 515 (0)}]0),
(13)

where the hadron vector and pseudoscalar current are
jva(@) = a@)rue(e) and jh(0) = &(0)irsu(0) respec-
tively. Here T is the product of the current operator.

In the timelike ¢?-region, after inserting the complete
intermediate states that have the same quantum numbers
JP = 0~ with the current operator iysu into the hadron
current of the correlation function, and further isolating
the pole term of the lowest pseudoscalar D-meson, the
correlation function can be read off:

q? [ei“(q)<V|qw0|D><D|ci75UI0>

I (p,q) = \/
(p.4) A m% — (p+ q)?

'y s (q)(V|qyuc| D?) (DY | girysu|0)
o miu — (p+q)?

where (D|civsu|0) = mp?fp/me. After replacing the
sum of higher resonances and continuum states with the
dispersion integrations, the hadronic representation of
the correlator ITZ finally has the form:

mQDfD D (q2)

H, 2 2y _
A P+ a)) = o = ]

oo H
+ / A)Q ds + subtractions,
s S—(+q)
(15)

In the spacelike g*-region, i.e. (p+ ¢q)?> —m? < 0, and
q®> < m? — O(1GeV?), one needs to contract the c-quark



operator by applying a propagator with the gluon field
correction:
% —~J . d'k —ik-x
01010 =i [ gz +{a

1 A j
+ gs/ dvGH (vx) (—>
0 2

ik me
m2 — k2

1
0

V3.0l o 0)0) = ~ist [ due“@'“{(é:zﬁv _&h) [sbz%v(u) ;

£+ me 1
2(mz — k2R T g e 6

(16)

For further OPE treatment, one needs the nonlocal ma-
trix elements which are convoluted with the meson light-
cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs) of a growing twist:

2
my

x?
2 g )|

(E)2m%/ |: g;V(u) - %d)i‘/(u) - %¢‘tv(u):|

2
+ 5 G = ) L (v () — o ()] | (17)
1
(V (5, )|q1 (2)q2(0)|0) = —= fiF (& - x)m? / due™ Pl (u) (18)
€ X m2 I2
(V(5,)|1 (2)7,02(0)[0) = m?, £ / du ™) { xp[ sy (W) + =0y (W)
. €z 1 e
+ (6M_p“19.—x) év( ) gm%,x# (ﬁ.x)2|: J;‘;v(“)"'(b!;v(u)
. 2¢3%v<u>} } | (19)
~ = . 1 I vaf = ~ ! iu(p-x),) L
V(5001 ()3 2500)00) = =y fher ey [ duet Py ) (20)

where V' = p,w, K*-mesons and ¢; = d(s) for p,w, K*-
mesons.

After replacing those hadronic matric elements and
subtracting the contribution of the continuum spectrum
using dispersion integration, one can finish the QCD rep-
resentation calculation. In this paper, we will not con-
sider the three-particle part due to its negligible contri-
bution. Specifically, it is no more than 0.3% of the total

mcf‘%]:

1
duemb—sym? __MefvF
/0 2V mym3 fp

Dy,o(q°) =

% Bl (u) — (gmy fir — m3) [f@(e(u, 50)) — A

{2se<c<u, s0)) by ()

TFFs, and a more detailed analysis can be obtained from
our previous study [62].

Moreover, one needs to equate the two types of rep-
resentation of correlator and subtract the contributions
from higher resonances and continuum states. With the
help of Borel transformation, the LCSR for D — V HFFs
can be finally read off:

Amem f ~
s Oe(u, s0)

B(clus0)| by (u) + mamy

uM?

X fv {ﬁé(e(u,so))fbiv(u) + f@(c(u,so)w?tv(u)} +miS {%é(e(u,so))
R SO>>] by () — [Tijﬁ Sl o)) - miy S ;Ajj} & (c(us, 50)) 1 ()

3,,3 7~
_Amgmy fv £
ut M6

O(c(u, 50)) iy (u) + mems fy {

é(c(u, s0)) +

F o~
A g e 80”}



x Cy (u) —mi, [g@(c(u, s0)) + <uzj>\[42 — 2u]\/>[2]-') é(c(u, so))] Hs(u), (21)
Dv)l(qz):/o due(mb= 9/W%{G(C(u,so))¢;v(u)+m2’v [%6@@,30)”@
x B(c(u, 80>>} O (u) - ””;ZZ;;ZV 6(c(u. 80>>w3%v<u>}, (22)
Dya(g’) = / dueb= /M ﬁﬂﬁ; {6@<c<u,30>>¢>iv<u> — 20(c(u, 50)) (fymying
~ _ m2
i w00+ €| el s0) + oz Bleluso)] eyl + S
X 5é(c(u,so))IL(u) —mi [36(0(%80)) + uf—j\\/[/;é(c(u,so))} Hs(u) — 2mefymy
< O, 50)) o (1) — 22 B, 500 23
c\u, 80)) @3, (U w2 M2 c\u, 80)) V( ) ( )
! mem me f P
Dra(s?) = [ du et P euo0) oy o) - 2 B s0)
~ U 2 _ ~
< @l ) = (g = ) [(ctuss0) + 2 2B (e, s0) [ 0) = e
< Ole(u,s0)) Gy (0) + mefy (el on)) iy (u) + | T Bleluss0)
+ D aBlctuso)| oy + mid iy T S(etusn)) ) — my [
x é(c(u,so))-i-g@(c(u,so))]fb(u) - mv[gf_2“fj\4v2+ B0 S el 0) +
X (E)(c(u, 30))} Ip(u) + mCva [5:;/‘[/29( (u,s0)) + W@(C(U,SQ))] Cv(u)}, (24)
[
whereE—mD+§mV A F=m}—-—m} —¢* N =

um?, — uumi, + ug?, S = 2mv(umD2 —umi + (1 —
a)g*), W = 2mp[—uémi, + ¢*(1 + u + )] + uf(mD
mi) —2¢*(1 +uw)umi — ¢*(2+u) and s = [mi — u(q* —
umi)]/u with @ = 1 —u, £ = 2u — 1. The effective
decay constant fy = f‘H, / f‘J; and simplified distribution
functions @}, (u), Pay(u), Phy(u), I1(u) and Hs(u)
are defined as

Bl (u) = / dvgl (),
Bk (u) = / dvdiy (),
Bl (u) = / dviy (),

[

¢2v( ) — %wf;v(w)},

/ o],
w=[ "o ["aw () — 204y (w)].
(25)

The ©(c(u, s0)) is conventional step function, O[c(u, s0)]
and O(c(u, so)] are defined as
! du —s/M2~
[ e Bl ) )
! du _s 2
:/u e M S () + d(e(uo, s0)),
(26)
L du s 2 =
| g Bletu ) 1w



! du _s 2
= | e 10+ Aelio o)),
(27)
where
el 50)) = e~/ L0,
Co

c(u, s9)) = e~ %0/M* 1 f(uo) _u_%i <M>

A( ( ’ 0)) a |:2’U,0M2 CO 260 du uC u=ug

Co = mi+uidmi, —q* and ug is the solution of c(ug, s9) =
0 with 0 < ug < 1. Numerically, we observe that the
leading-twist terms are dominant for the LCSRs of the
HFFs, agreeing well with the usual §-power counting rule.
Thus, those HFF's shall provide us with a useful platform
in testing the properties of the leading-twist LCDAs via
comparisons with the data or predictions in other theo-
retical approaches.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

For the numerical analysis, the input parameters are
taken as follows. The mass of mesons are mp
1.865 GeV, m, = 0.775 GeV, m, = 0.782 GeV and
mg+ = 0.892 GeV. The c-quark pole mass m., =
1.28(3) GeV is taken from the particle data group [60].
For the decay constants, we take fp = 0.204(5) for D-
meson, fy = 0.198(7) and f+ = 0.160(10) for p
son, fl = 0.195(3) and f+ = 0.145(10) for w
son, fl. = 0.226(28) and fi. = 0.185(10) for K*
son [52]. The Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix
ments |Veq| = 0.216 and |V 5| = 0.997.

me-

= = me-

me-
ele-

A. LCDAs and D — V HFFs

Within the QCD LCSR framework, HFFs will be ex-
pressed by different twist LCDAs due to the same method
for handling correlation function to get the TFFs. The
resultant HFF's contain twist-2,3,4 LCDAs. Next, we will
discuss the associated LCDAs and parameters.

For the leading twist LCDAs, its conformal expansion
can be expressed in terms of Gegenbauer polynomials,

[1—1—2@

The ¢asy(u) = 6ut stands for the asymptotic DA. The

gé(u p?) will equal t0 ¢asy(u) in the limit p? —ox.

To make a comparison with other theoretical and ex-
perimental predictions, the twist-2,3,4 LCDAs’ moments
and coupling constants can refer to P. Ball [63], which
are calculated within SVZ QCD sum rule taken by many
theoretical groups. The analytical expression and values
are listed in the Appendix.

ll,-L

2v(u M ) ¢abv 03/2 )} . (28)

TABLE II: The fitted parameters a(‘)/;l;z for the HFFs Dy,
where all input parameters are set to be their central values.

Dvio Dvyi Dva Dy
af  1.841 1.187 4.257 0.913
ay —68.95 —5.177 —137.2 —18.49
ab —879.8 —88.14 1774 160.2
0.000 0.008 0.042 0.000
1.786 0.763 4.666 0.868
af —68.41 —1.125 —162.6 —18.46

ay 883.8 —22.53 2163 170.1
A, 0.000 0.001 0.050 0.000
a¥" 1937 0941 5.074 0.975
a¥" —91.04 2976 —209.4 —21.97
aX” 1438 —70.30 3545 181.0
Ag= 0.000 0.001 0.031 0.000

Then, there are two internal parameters, i.e. contin-
uum threshold sg and Borel windows M?2. The former is
a demarcation for the D-meson ground state and higher
mass contributions. Specifically, we take the contin-
uum thresholds so for D — V HFFs Dyo(¢?), Dv(q?),
Dy.2(q?) and Dy+(q?) as: s,0 = 4.0(3), 5,1 = 4.0(3),
Sp2 =4.0(3), spr = 4.5(3), Sw,0 = 3.6(3), sw,1 = 6.5(3),
Sw,2 = 40(3), Swt = 40(3), SK*,0 = 40(3), SK*,1 =
6.0(3), si+2 =4.0(3) and sk~ = 3.7(3).

To determine the Borel parameters for the D — V
HFFs, we adopt the following three criteria:

e We require the continuum contribution to be less
than 35% of the total LCSR.

e We require all the high-twist LCDASs’ contributions
to be less than 15% of the total LCSR.

e The derivatives of LCSRs for HFF's with respect to
(—=1/M?) give four LCSRs for the D-meson mass
mp. We require the predicted D-meson mass to be
fulfilled in comparing with the experiment one, i.e.

Imb —m$BP|/mp* < 0.1%.
Thus, the obtained Borel windows M Q(GeV2) are:
Mp2,0 = 2.5(3), M/il = 4.0(3), M372 = ( ) M2 =
3.03), M2 = 2.5(3), MZ, = 4.8(3), M2 = ( );
Mz, = 3.0(3), M12<*,0 = 2.5(3), MK*J = 6.0(3),

MF. , = 4.0(3) and M. , = 2.7(3).

The reliable regions for the D-meson semileptonic de-
cays within LCSR approach can be set at 0 < ¢> <
4 CSR.max = 0-8 GeV?. Meanwhile, the allowable physi-
cal range of the momentum transfer is 0 < ¢* < ¢i 0,
with

qi,max = (mD - mp)2 ~ 1.18 GeVz,



D,yo(q?)

FIG. 2: The extrapolated LCSR predictions HFFs Dy » (q2

) for the D — V with V' = p,w, K*-mesons. The solid lines represent

the center values and the shaded bands corresponds to their uncertainties. The maximum extrapolated physically allowable
point ¢> are q?,’max = (mp —m,)? ~ 1.18 CeV?, qf,ymax = (mp —my)? ~ 1.17 GeV? and qf(*’max = (mp —mj)? ~ 0.98 GeV?

for p, w and K™-mesons, respectively.

@ max = (Mp — my)? ~ 1.17 GeV?,
0% o = (mp — mgc-)? = 0.98 GeV?,

for p, w and K*-mesons, respectively. Then, we use the
SSE to do the extrapolation for the HFFs based on the
analyticity and unitarity consideration. The extrapola-
tion of the HFF's satisfies the following parameterized
formulas,

Dyo(t) =

V.0
D @2

k=0,1,2

1
)/ 2(t, t_)p¥ 4

Dya(t) = BV to Z (30)

—z(t,O) vz k
Dya(t) = 31
vald) B(t)/=(t, t-) oy k§2 (31)
Dyu(t) = Z ay'2*, (32)
B( ) k=0,1,2
where ¢X (t) = 1, \/—2(t,0) = \/¢®/mp, B(t) = 1 —

q?/m2, \/z t,t_ —\/—/mD7 and

Viy —t— Vi 1o
Vi — 1+ Vi —to

with t+ = (mp £ my)? and tog =t (1 — /1 —t_/t}).

The parameters aj can be determined by requiring the
“quality” of fit (Ay) to be less than one, which is defined
as

z(t) =

> [Py (t) = DY, (1)]
2.t | Pvo (1)l

where t € [0,0.02, - 0 58,0.8] GeV?. We put the deter-

mined parameters al’ w'7 in Table I, in which all the input
parameters are set to be their central values.

Ay = x 100, (33)

TABLE IIT: The total decay widths T'/|Vee|?, T%/|Vee|? and
T'T/|Veq|? (in the unit 107 GeV) for the central values.

U/[Veg?  TY/|Veg]?  T7/|Veg|?
D — ptty,  49.5647115%% 26.20975-552 23.26575 13}
D — wlty, 44108711589 23.32075559 20.78815 554

D — K*0Tv, 33.63117:240 185397473 15.092+3177

The extrapolated HFFs in whole ¢?-region are pre-
sented in Fig. 2, where the shaded bands are uncertainties
from various input parameters. The shape of HFFs for
the three vector mesons are similar due to the same ana-
lytic expression and a little varied input parameters. We
can see Dy, (1,2) = 0 at ¢? = 0 GeV?, which are caused by
the coefficient ¢* of Dy, (1,2)(¢?). The ¢* coefficient also
depresses the error of HFFs DV)(l;g)(qQ) for the smaller
g%, which can be directly seen from Fig. 2. Meanwhile,
this depressed effect can be directly transmitted to the
differential transversal decay width in Fig. 3 seen in the
next subsection.

B. D-meson Semileptonic Decays

The HFFs extracted from the LCSRs are employed to
study the D-meson semileptonic decay, i.e. the decay
width, branching fractions, longitudinal and transverse
polarization, forward-backward asymmetry and lepton-
side convexity parameter which are frequently used for

precision test of the SM and search for new physics be-
yond SM.
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FIG. 3: The LCSR predictions for the polarized differential decay widths 1/|Veq|? x dI'"“T /dg? and the total differential decay
widths 1/|Vee|? x dT'/dg* for p,w, K*-mesons, in which the dashed, dotted and solid line represent the corresponding central
values, and the shaded band are the squared average of all the input parameters. For comparison, we also present the BES-III

predictions [16-18].

TABLE IV: Ratio FL/FT for the D — V(p,w, K*)£' v, semileptonic decays, where the uncertainties are the squared average of
all the input parameters. The theoretical and lattice results are listed as a comparison. Note that the lepton mass is ignored
in HMxT. [53]. For convenience, we list it in the D — Xe'v. case due to the electron mass is too small to be ignored.

This work HMyT[53] CCQM [61] CQM [64] LCSR[65] QCDSR[66] LQCD[67]

D = petve 11307095 1.10 1.13
D — putv, 11191599 - 1.04
D —welve 112275022 1.10 1.10
D — wpty, 11107054 - 1.02
D — K*etve 1.228700°0 113 1.18
D — K*u'ty, 1.212%5:999 - 1.07

116 1.17(9)  0.86(6) -

128  1.15(10) - 1.2(3)

1. Decay width

In this part, we probe the decay width of D — V
semilepton decay by applying the Eqgs. (4), (6) and (7).
Firstly, we present the LCSR predictions for the po-
larization differential decay widths 1/|V,,|> x dI'V/dg?,
1/|Veq|? xdU'T /dg? and the total differential decay widths
1/|Veq|? x dU/dg? in Fig. 3, in which the dashed, dotted
and solid line represent the corresponding central values,
the uncertainties are a result of the squared average of
all input parameters.

For the central lines of the differential decay width in
Fig. 3, we find that there is a similar behavior for all
of the differential decay width with |V,,| independent of
D — VT, semileptonic decays. Both the total differ-
ential width and transversal differential width increase
first and then decrease with ¢?. The longitudinal dif-
ferential width is almost unchanged from the small to
middle ¢?-region, while it drops in the large g>-region
sharply. Besides, the longitudinal differential width dom-
inate the small g?-region, while the transversal differ-
ential width dominate the large ¢-region. The posi-
tion of the alternating point of the dominant g>-region

is near the midpoint of the whole physical feasible re-
gion, which are represented by the red stars in Fig. 3, i.e.
ise (puo sy = (0.51,0.54,0.49) GeV?,

The three figures imply that the total width decreases
as the final meson mass increases, which is intuitive from
Table III. There are three main reasons to justify this:

(i) The physical feasible regions (¢?) decreases from
the left to right in Fig. 3, which is caused by the
increasing mass of final meson;

(ii) The peak of the longitudinal and transversal differ-
ential width decreases from the left to right panel
of Fig. 3 ;

(ii) The trend of curves for longitudinal and transverse
differential width are almost the same for the three
channels in Fig. 3.

For comparison, the central values of the total differen-
tial width of BES-III [16-18] are also shown in the Fig. 3.
We observe that the curves of BES-III are in agreement
with our predictions in errors. But there is a significantly
different for the shape of the center curves, especially for
the large ¢-region. The main reason is that BES-III use



TABLE V: Branching fractions for semileptonic D decays i.e. D — V(p,w, K*){Tv, (in unit: 1072 for p and w-mesons; 102
for K™ meson), where the uncertainties are the squared averages of all the input parameters. In which the current theoretical
and experimental results in references are also listed as a comparison. Note that the lepton mass is ignored in HMxT. [53]. For
convenience, we list it in the D — XeTv, case due to the electron mass is too small to be ignored.

D = p etve D° — p uty,

Dt — poeﬂ/e

DY = p%utv, DT = wetr,

This Work 144070300 1.43217027% 1.82770 500 1.8167051% 174070 35
HMxT][53] 2.0 - 2.5 - 2.5
ccQM61] 1.62 1.55 2.09 2.01 1.85
LFQM]68] - - - - 2.1(2)
XUA [69] 1.97 1.84 2.54 2.37 2.46
LCSR[70] 1817018 1737017 2.2910-23 2.2015:2% 1.937939
LQCDI67] - - 2.23(70) 2.13(64) -
BES-III[16-18]  1.445(70) - 1.860(93) - 1.63(14)
CLEO[24-26]  1.77(16) - 2.17(12)(£5:12) - 1.82(19)
PDG[60] - - - 2.4(4) -

DY - wuty, D° - K*~etv, D° - K*~"p v, DY — K% "y, DT - K"y,
This Work 172810370 2.082103% 2.06610:370 5.28210:250 5.242+0-838
HMyT[53] - 2.2 - 5.6 -
CCQM[61] 1.78 2.96 2.80 7.61 7.21
LFQM][68] 2.0(2) - - 7.5(7) 7.0(7)
xUA [69] 2.29 2.15 1.98 5.56 5.12
LCSR[70] 1.857019 2.12(9) 2.0145:08 5.371023 5.1010:33
LQCD[67] - - - 6.26(184) 5.95(167)
BES-II[16-18]  1.77(29) 2.033(66) - - -
CLEO[24-26] - 2.16(17) - - 5.27 +0.16
PDGI60] - - - 5.4(1) -

the unipolar point continuation extrapolation method,
while HFF's need to use the SSE extrapolation method.

Then we show the total decay widths I'/|V.4|%,
'Y /|V,y|? and T /|V,,|? in the Table II1. The three kinds
of total decay widths decrease with the final meson mass
increasing, which is consistent with Fig. 3. There is also
an interesting phenomenon: it is almost identical for both
total decay widths I'V/|V,,|? and TV /|V,,|? gaps between
different decay channels. We list the ratio I'/T'T for the
D — V{7, semileptonic decays in the Table IV. As a
comparison, we also present other theoretical predictions,
i.e. Heavy Meson and Chiral Lagrangians (HMxT) [53],
Covariant Confining Quark Model (CCQM) [61], Covari-
ant Quark Model (CQM) [64], LCSR [65], QCD sum
rule(QCDSR) [66] and Lattice QCD (LQCD) [67]. All of
our predictions for the ratio ' /T'" agree with that of the
CCQM within errors. Although the rest of the theoreti-
cal predictions are incomplete for this ratio ' /T'", again,
our results are in good agreement with them within er-
rors, except for QCDSR results.

As a further step, we calculate the branching fractions

of D — V/{Ty, by employing 7(D") = 0.410(2) ps and
7(D") = 1.040(7) ps, the results are collected in Table V.
Compared with other theoretical and LQCD [67] predic-
tions, our results are small, which is more consistent with
the BES-IIT [16-18] experiment within errors. The rea-
sons are that we adopt HFFs to deal with the D — V
hadronic matrix elements, where HFFs are calculated by
the QCD LCSR approach and the corresponding physical
observations are further investigated. Compared with the
traditional TFFs parameterized method for the hadronic
matrix elements, HFFs parameterized method has some
advantages, such as:

e As mentioned in the introduction of our paper:
“HFFs decompose it by applying the off-shell W-
boson polarization vectors, which brings a good po-
larization property, i.e. researching on tracking po-
larization”.

e According to the diagonalizable unitarity relations,
one can get the dispersive bound for the HFF
parametrization.
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FIG. 4: The final state polarization Pf,T and Ff,T as a function of ¢* for the D — V/¢Tv,. Here P and F represent charged
lepton and vector meson in the final state, which corresponds to the upper and bottom parts respectively; The symbols T’
and L stand for longitudinal and transverse fractions; V stands for the p,w, K*-mesons corresponding to left, medial and right
part respectively. In which the dashed-, dotted-, dot-dashed- and solid-line represent the corresponding central values, and the

shaded band is the corresponding errors from HFFs.

Besides, there are many theoretical approaches in dealing
with the FFs for the D — V decays processes, such as
LCSR used in this paper, the lattice QCD (LQCD), and
the perturbative QCD (pQCD), and so on. The pQCD,
LCSR, and LQCD approachs are valid in the lower ¢-
region, in the lower and intermediate ¢?-region, and in
the higher g2-region, respectively. The LCSR approach
has the advantage that it can be extrapolated to the
whole ¢g?-region, and be provided as an important bridge
for connecting various approaches.

2. Polarization observations

Due to the current experimental conditions, it is dif-
ficult to measure the ¢? dependence of polarization ob-
servation. However, it is very important to study the ¢
dependence on these observable. On the one hand, it can
facilitate the comparison among different theories; on the
other hand, it also provides references for experimental
research on ¢ dependence and more details for exploring
new physics.

We firstly show final state polarization Pf . and FY 1
in Fig. 4. ) )

e For the top parts, the final lepton polarization for
the D — V(p,w, K*){T v, are shown and calculated

by applying Eq. (8). All lepton polarizations (Pf,T)
exhibit similar behavior. In the large ¢-region, all
Pf)T are almost unchanged, except that Py rises
slowly with the increase of ¢%, i.e. Pf ~ 1, P& ~0
and P& < 0. In the low ¢g?-region, all P{ 1 polarities
are singular due to the d, factor, which are clearly
shown in the corresponding small graph with the
logarithmic axis. We observe that Pf(“ ) are ap-
proximately equal to —0.4 at ¢z, = mZ,). As

q* increases, Pf(” ) then rapidly increases to near

1 and final remains stable. For transverse compo-
nent, Pr*(qn;, = m?,)) = —0.8. As ¢ increases,
P rapidly increases to near 0 and then remains
stable, while Pf increase rapidly and then moder-

ately.

For the bottom parts, the longitudinal Fy¥(¢?) and
transverse Fi5(¢g?) polarization fractions of the vec-
tor meson are shown and calculated by using the
Eq. (8), which indicate the three kinds of vector
p,w, K*-mesons have the similar behavior for both
F!(¢?) and F4(q?). At all the allowed physical re-
gions, we have Ff(¢?) + Fi(q?) = 1. For the large
recoil point ¢?> = 0 GeV?, we observe F{(0) = 1
and F%(0) = 0. As the ¢? increases, F(¢®) mono-
tonically decreases, and the F%(g?) reverses. In
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TABLE VI: The mean values for longitudinal and transverse polarizations fraction of final lepton and vector mesons, forward-
backward asymmetry and the lepton-side convexity parameter for positron and muon modes, where the uncertainties are the
squared average of all the input parameters.

D — plTy,

This Work CCQM [61]

D — w£+Ug

This Work CCQM [61]

D — K"ty

This Work CCQM [61]

(PE) +1.00010-168
(P +0.968+5-170
(P$) x 10* —0.09377:92¢
(PF) —0.18970:053
(F¥) +0.457135%2
() +0.46119:953
(Afs)  —0.20375177
(ALY —0.279+5:991
(Ck) —0.27874 303
(ch —0.26879152

+1.00
+0.92
—0.09
—-0.13
+0.53
+0.51
—0.21
—0.24
—0.44
—0.36

+1.000*7158
+0.969+5-199
—0.092+0522
—0.18615:038
+0.44175-045
+0.44510-044
—0.203+5-071
—0.191F0558
—0.24279178

—0.233793%9

+1.00
0.92
—0.09
—0.12
+0.52
+0.50
—0.21
—0.24
—-0.43
—0.35

+1.0001 9126
+0.958+5-138
—0.106+9-922
—0.21379:938
+0.472%5:535
+0.47810-9%
—0.208+5-952
—0.192+9:049
—0.31219123

—0.2979119

+1.00
+0.91
—0.11
—0.15
+0.54
+0.52
—0.18
—0.21
—0.47
—0.37

addition, Ff(g?) is dominant the small g*>-regions,
while Frr(¢?) is dominant the large ¢*-regions. The

position of the alternating point of the dominant
¢*-region is near the midpoint of the whole physi-
cally feasible region. At the alternating point ¢2,_,
we observe Ff = Ft. = 0.5 according to the relation

Fi(q*) + Fr(e?) = 1.

We then plot the forward-backward asymmetry A%B
and the lepton-side Cf(g?) convexity parameter in Fig. 5.

e The top parts of Fig. 5 show the change of forward-

backward asymmetry AbLg from ¢2,, =

2 —
qmax -

2
my to

(mp —my)?. All ALy are, first go down
from positive value to 0 rapidly, then down to



the minimum value slowly, and finally almost level
off. A;(g) = 0 is around ¢®> = 0.1 GeV? (¢ =
10~* GeV?), and all Af;&max ~ 0.5 are shown in

the small figure at ¢* = m? (¢> = m7). All of
these phenomena can be derived from its analytic
expression Eq. (9). Therefore, one shall be espe-
cially careful when dealing with A%y in the small
q*-region, while it will be easier to study in the
large ¢2-region due to the relatively stable value of

the Abg.

e For the bottom parts of Fig. 5, we obsreve that
CE(q?) < 0, Ch(ghs, = m2,) = 0. All the Ch(q?)
decrease sharply and then increase, and there is a
singularity around low ¢?, which are exhibited in
the small graph with the logarithmic axis.

The mean values of those polarization observations of
the three D — V semileptonic decay channels are calcu-
lated by applying Eq. (11) and listed in Table VI. Our
predictions are the same as the CCQM results within
erTors.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, the D — V(w, p, K*) HFFs Dy, with
o =0,1,2,t have been studied by applying the LCSR and
taking into account the LCDAs up to twist-4. The resul-
tant LCSRs for the HFFs are arranged according to the
twist structure of the final vector meson LCDAs. Those
HFFs are extrapolated to the whole physics g>-region
mf < q2 < (mp — mv)2, and then we use it to investi-
gate the physical observable for the D — V (p,w, K*){* v,
semileptonic decays.

The transversal HFFs and its errors increase as ¢ de-
creases due to the depression effect from ¢? coefficient,
especially for Dy 2(0) = 0(+0) with V = p,w, K*-
mesons. This depression effect from ¢? coefficient will
also be reflected in the different transverse decay width
through transversal HFFs, which can be clearly seen
from the Fig. 3, we also find 1/|V,e|? x dT'{(0) = 0(+0)
with V = p,w, K*-mesons. However, this depression ef-
fect for the longitudinal part will disappear due to the
missing of ¢? coefficient. Thus, the transverse differen-
tial decay width dominates the small g2-region, while
the longitudinal differential decay width dominates the
large ¢?-region, and the position of the alternating point
of the dominant g¢?-region is near the midpoint of the
whole physically feasible region. In addition, the decay
width (transverse, longitudinal and total decay width)
decreases with the increase of meson mass in final state,
and the differences between the transverse decay width
and longitudinal decay width are almost the same for the
three decay channels, which can be seen from the Ta-
ble III. With the help of lifetime 7(D°) and 7(D™), we
calculate the branching ratio and list it in Table V. Our
predictions are lower compared to other theories, but it
fits well with BES-III.
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TABLE VII: The moments and couplings of vector meson
twist-2,3,4 LCDA, the corresponding scale are p? = m?2, —
m?2 ~ 1GeVZ2.

p w K*
adl o 0 0.19(5)
al 0.18(10) 0.18(10) 0.06(6)
a0 0 0.20(5)
ay 0.20(10) 0.18(10) 0.04(4)
54 0 0 0.24
- 0 0 —0.24
5 0 0 0.16
oo 0 0 —-0.16

We also investigate in detail the polarization obser-
vations dependence on squared momentum transfer for
D — V(p,w, K*){T v, semileptonic decays with £ = e, u,
which has a similar shape for different final mesons and
the same final lepton. In the small ¢-region, all those
polarization observations have a singularity due to the d,
factor, which are shown in the small graph with the loga-
rithmic axis, expect for nyT. With the increase of ¢, all
polarization values tend to be more stable, thus the po-
larization dependence on ¢? is declines. Note that Ff and
F% dominate the small ¢?-region and the large ¢?-region
respectively, and the position of the alternating point of
the dominant ¢?-region is near the center of the whole
physically feasible region, which roughly equates to the
positions of the dominant alternating points of the trans-
verse and longitudinal differential decay width. We also
calculate the corresponding average values and list them
in Table VI, which are coincide with CCQM within the
erTors.
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Appendix

In order to get the accurate HFF's results within LCSR
approach for the semileptonic decay processes D —
V(p,w, K*){T v, and make a comparison with other the-
oretical and experimental results, we take the twist-2,3,4
LCDAs given by P. Ball and V. M. Braun [63] used by
many theoretical predictions. The two-particle LCDAs
for twist-3 has the following form,

shv() = ouat+ale+ {ab+ Sa (1 o

+ %WPY) }(552 - 1)] + 604 (3uti + wln@
+ulnu) +65_(alna —ulnu), (34)
3 3 3
O3 () = T+ &) +ay 56+ (;a! + 5<3)
9 15
2 | v _ A
x (3¢ 1)+[112a2+64C3(3w3 wg)]
x (3 — 3062 4 35¢6%) + 2&(2 +Inu+ Ina)

+ 35_ (2¢ +Ini — Inw), (35)

(1) = bun [1 +aré+ Gai + g<3w§> (5¢% - 1)]

+30+(Buu+ alna +ulnu) +35_(alna —u
x lnu), (36)

b () =36 + S0t €38 1) + Sad (567 - 3)

13
15 3
+ Eggwg (3 — 3062 + 35¢%) + §5+

0] 3 _
X (l—l—ﬁlna) + 5575(2+lnu+lnu). (37)

And the two-particle LCDAs for twist-4 can be written
as

vty () = 6u(l —u) +5 [ + & (1-3¢3),  (38)

Gy (u) = 30u?(1 — u)? % + %c} - g{i{] , (39)
4 20 8
ﬂ;v(u) =5 ?@ + 5(3 30uu?, (40)
10 20
b =00+ | 6 - 34‘3] -3, @y
Cv(u) = g + 13—OC4 + 13—0C3 u*u?, (42)

The values of the moments and coupling constants of the
vector meson twist-2,3,4 LCDAs are listed in Table VII.
At the scale u? = m2, — m?2 ~ 1GeV?, the couplings for

twist-3 and twist-4 LCDAs are

(3 =0.032, wit=-21, wy =38, wl =710,
¢ =015, ¢'=0.10, ¢I'=-o.10. (43)
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