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Abstract

We systematically compute the Ay(p, sp) — A(2595)T and Ay(p, sp) — Ac(2625)
form factors within the Heavy Quark Effective Theory (HQET) framework including
O(1/m?). Besides taking into account the Standard Model-like vector and axial
contributions, we further determine tensor and pseudo-tensor form factors. Our
work constitutes a step forward with respect to previous analyses allowing for a
comprehensive study of the matrix element parametrisation stemming from the
HQET formalism. Finally, we demonstrate that the resulting form factors agree
well with lattice Quantum Chromodynamics (LQCD) determinations stressing the
need and relevance of the newly derived 1/m? corrections.
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1 Introduction

The tree-level semileptonic decays involving the b — ¢ transition hold a fundamental role
in determining the modulus of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix element |V| [1-14].
They also serve as a valuable tool for investigating Lepton-Flavor-Universality Violation. In
the latter scenario, the calculation of mesonic form factors is crucial for predicting the R
ratios [15-17], which currently exhibit a significant 30 tension with the current experimental
average [18-20]. However, the exploration of baryonic decays can offer a complementary way
to probe new physics (NP) beyond the standard model (SM) in comparison to the mesonic
counterparts (see Refs. [21-20]).

As first pointed out in [27,28], the low energy dynamics of mesons and baryons containing a
heavy quark enjoys a spin-flavor symmetry where symmetry-breaking effects can be taken into
account in a well defined expansion in the inverse of the heavy quark masses [29].

In the context of the HQET a comprehensive computation of weak-decay form factors for the
ground-state baryons A, — A. and mesons B — D™ processes was first derived respectively
in [30] and [31]. Instead, the focus of our study revolves around A, — A decays. The
computation of the form factors was initially laid out in [32], employing the Heavy Quark
Expansion (HQE) to capture effects up to first order in the inverse of the heavy quark masses
O(1/mcp). Building upon this foundation, [33] extended the effort, introducing a novel form
factor definition and incorporating short-distance corrections up to O(ay).

In a recent advancement, the authors of Ref. [34] achieved higher precision by computing the
form factors up to O(1/mey, ), including the contributions of new physics (NP) form factors
arising from tensor and pseudo-tensor mediating currents. This computation was carried out
using the definitions estabilished in [32]. See also [35-37] for applications of the HQET to
Ay — Ag*)processes.

Furthermore, the full set of A, — A% form factors has also been established through lattice
computations. Initial efforts by [38] were further refined by [39]. These computations have
provided data predominantly in the near-zero recoil region w < 1.05, where w = v - v/, with v
and v’ representing the velocities of the initial and final states.

Examining the compatibility of lattice results with HQET predictions, [34] identified signif-
icant discrepancies in the fitting process. This prompted us to go beyond the constraints the
first-order approximation, incorporating terms up to O(1/m?). At the same time, we indepen-
dently cross-validated outcomes for the NP form factors, utilizing the framework established
in [33] as form factor basis for our analysis. One of the main achievements of this work is to
show that the newly computed 1/m? order is needed to reconcile LQCD results with HQET
computations.

The work is organized in the following way. In section 2, we first revisit the notation
employed for the hadronic form factors and the on-shell amplitudes and then provide a brief
overview of the HQET. This section helps setting the stage for the systematic computation of
hadronic matrix elements contributing to baryonic decay processes.



In section 3 we reexamine and confirm the first-order determination of the vector and axial
form factors presented in [33]. Furthermore we include the chromomagnetic corrections and
present the results for the tensor and pseudo tensor form factors. Moving on to section 4, our
attention shifts to the novel determination of the O(1/m?) contributions for the full set of form
factors. The analysis takes advantage of the Residual Chiral (RC) framework as well as the
Vanishing Chromomagnetic (VC) limit [16].

Finally, in section 5, we compare our analytic results to LQCD data [39] and demonstrate
that our predictions align remarkably well with the lattice results. Our findings and outlook are
summarized in the conclusions presented in section 6. Several technical details are summarized
in the appendix.

2 Notation and theoretical framework

This section is dedicated to setting up the notation that we will use for the hadronic form
factors and the on-shell amplitudes. Furthermore, to keep the work self-contained we provide
a brief overview of the HQET.

2.1 Ay — A} transitions

In the following we examine a suitable parametrisation for the matrix elements stemming from
the underlying currents mediating the transitions

Ay(p, s5) — A (2595)F (k, J. = s.) with J¥ =1/27,

1
Ay(p,sp) — A (2625)T (K, J, = 5.+ A\.) with J¥ =3/27 . 1)

Here p and k are the four momenta of the initial and final state respectively. The momentum
transfer is given by ¢* = p* — k*. With J¥ we denote the angular momentum and parity of
the AZ states, while s, and J, are the rest-frame helicities. For the A.(2625) state, J, is the
composition of the rest-frame helicity s. of a 1/2% spinor and the polarisation of the vector
n(Ae) (see appendix C).

The most general decomposition of the hadronic matrix elements for vector, axial, tensor



and pseudo-tensor currents mediating the transition A, — A.(2595)" reads as:

(Ae(2595) (K, n(Xe), s0)| &0 |AD(p, su)) =+l (k, n(Ac), sc) Zfz ] u(p, se) ,
(Ac(2595) (k,n(Ae), se)| v vsb [AD (D, s)) = —a( " (k,n(Ae), sc) Zgz )50 ] u(p, sp),

<AC(2595)+(k7 n(Ae), 30)| cio™q,b ‘Ag(p, 3b)> = _531/2)(]{’ n(Ac), sc) Zt F%}i] u(p, sp),

(A:(2595)F (k, (A, se)| Gio™ quysb | AY(p, s)) = —a8 /P (k, n(Ae), sc) Zt %Fm] u(p, sp) ,

2)
where @5/? is the spin 1 /2 projection of a Rarita-Schwinger object, denoted as u2®(k, 7, s) (see
appendix A). The full set of A, — A%(2595) form factors is given by fi(¢%), g:(¢?), t:(¢%), 3 (¢?).

A similar parametrisation can be applied to the hadronic matrix element for the transition
to the A.(2625)" state:

(Ae(2625)* (K, n(Ae), 50)| &0 | MY (D, 53)) =+ (K, n(Ae), se) ZF ] (P, 5b)

<Ac(2625)+(k7 77()‘0)7 Sc)’ C_f}/u’YSb ‘Ag(pa 3b)> = _ES/Z)(ka n(Ac)a Sc) Z G fVSFA z] (pa Sb) )

<Ac(2595)+(k,77()\c), SC)| cio™q,b ‘Ag(p, sb)> = —ﬂg’m(k, n(Ae), Se) ZT ] u(p, sp) ,
<AC(2595)+(k,77()\C), sc)| cio" q,vsb ‘Ag(p, sb)> = —Eg’/Q)(k, n(Ae), Se) ZT s l] u(p, sp) -

(3)
Here @5/% is the spin 3/2 projection of a Rarita-Schwinger spinor and F;(¢?), G:(¢*), Ti(¢*), T? (¢*)
are the A, — A%(2625) form factors.
Following [34], we express the matrix elements of the currents via on-shell amplitudes, by
contracting them with states having well-defined polarisation. The relevant Dirac structures
F{'}‘g A1), are listed in Appendix B. Then, the on-shell amplitudes are defined as

Ar (85, 8¢, Aes Ag) = (Ai(5e,1(Ac)) [ € THeL (Ag)b [ An(s0)) - (4)

where for the SM-like currents I'* = ~4# 4#v5, eq. (4) coincide with helicity amplitudes and
the polarisation vectors e (\;) constitutes a basis for the exchange of a virtual W boson with
polarisation A, € {t,0,+1, —1} (see appendix C). However, in the case where the decay is
mediated by the (pseudo)-tensor current ¢o*”b (co*v5b), it becomes necessary to establish a
basis for the exchange of a fictitious particle with J¥ = 1~ @ 1", momentum ¢* and mass \/? :
As outlined in [34], a suitable representation for the polarisation is given by g,e,(A,).
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In order to systematically calculate the full set of form factors, we match the on-shell
amplitudes with fixed total angular momentum J of the A} state in the full QCD theory to
the HQET ones. More details on the computation of the on-shell amplitudes can be found in
appendix B. The next sections will provide an overview of the HQET and a detailed analysis of
the matrix elements that are needed to express the on-shell amplitudes up to the next-to-next-to
leading order within the HQE framework.

2.2 Heavy Quark Effective Theory in a nutshell

We now provide a concise overview of the fundamentals of the HQET framework that we will
use throughout this work. We will employ the notation of the references [16,29]. At the heart
of the HQET there is a heavy quark () with mass mg, inside a hadron almost on-shell. This
permits the following decomposition in terms of the large and small component fields (), and
Q-: , ,

Q4 (z) = e ILQ(z), Q(z) =M ILQ(z), ()

with I, = (1 £%)/2 projector operators, v denoting the heavy quark velocity which is defined
up to reparametrisations. In fact the effective Lagrangian is invariant under v — v = v+k/mg,
where k is a residual momentum of order Aqcp [29,40].

The QCD Lagrangian for the heavy quark decomposes as follows:

Lqoop = QLiv-DQY + Qi) Q" + Qi) QY. — Q" (iv-D + 2mg)Q" (6)

where D* is the gauge covariant derivative of QCD, and D/ = D" — (v-D)v* denotes the
transverse derivative orthogonal to the heavy quark velocity. Q% represents the nearly onshell
degree of freedom while QQ” corresponds to fluctuations suppressed by the heavy quark mass.
Consequently, integrating out Q¥ yields an effective theory for the large component Q] of the
heavy quark field, which reads

_ — 1
L = Q% -DQ)}, i) ————1 L. 7
HQET = QLiv-DQY + Q+Z¢J_ iw-D+ 2mg @%Q+ (7)
This form is well-suited for an expansion in terms of the inverse of (twice) the heavy quark
mass given by

Luger = ) La/(2ma)" . (8)

n=0

By expanding eq. (8) up to the second order, one finds [16,29, 30]

Lo = Qiv-DQY (9)
‘Cl = _@3— |:D2 + Zgo-ozBGaﬁ:| Qi = *Ckin + ﬁmag s (10)
Ly =gQ" |:ZlngaGaB — ingaagvDVGo"B] Q.. (11)



Here, ig G*° = [D®, D] is the field strength and 0 = £[y*,77]. The coefficients Z, Z; and Z,
are renormalisation factors. Their deviation from unity becomes significant when addressing
corrections at O(as/mg) and beyond (see Refs. [29,31,41,42]). For the scope of our study,
these deviations can be disregarded.

Furthermore, a source term J@Q for the full QCD can now be written in terms of QY as

b _ Db, e

1

JQ=J° V=J 1 —
@ Juqer @y + w-D + 2mg

z‘]]ﬁ} QL =J" [1 + H(
(12)

where JV = e¢™meve J,

Identifying the coefficients 7, in the current Juqer = 1 +11_ Y _; Jn/(2mg)"™ with the ex-

pansion above we get, up to second order [16]

Jo= - . (14)
The conjugate is defined as -
Tn=7"T°, (15)

with ? (7) indicating the action of the derivatives to the left and right, respectively.

In this study, we focus on the computation of matrix elements for hadrons undergoing a
b — ¢ transition (H, — H.). The QCD matrix elements are denoted as (H.|cI'b|H,), where I'
represents a generic Dirac matrix. The states |H.) and |Hp) correspond to the QCD baryon
states and are normalized as:

(Hye)(0)| Hogo) (p)) = 20°(2m)*60 (5 = 1) . (16)
The matching onto HQET up to second-order is [16]
H.|cT'b|H
(HeleThHy) ~ (HY | Tb, | Hy Y+ (17)
A /chme

(HY |(&] T, + L o )T | HY )+

2me,
]_ UI —1)/ v v ()
+ 2_mb<Hc }C+ F(j1b+ + bl o El) ‘Hb>+

LQ<H§/ (E”Jrljéﬂl, + Lol + L) odl T + %L”l o Lyoc )by |Hy )+
+—2<Hv ol (H jgbv +bv O£2+H ‘71bv O£1+1bv Oﬁloﬁl)‘Hé)>+
1 ! =i !
e CHE (@00 £ 0 €T (b 4+ 0% o L1) 1),

where b% and c”+/ are the large components of the quark fields. We adopt the convention where
terms involving the c-quark are denoted with primes, while those involving the b-quark remain
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unprimed. The matrix elements on the right hand side are evaluated on the HQET states,
which are defined as the eigenstates of £y and normalized as follows:

—

(H" (¢)| H" (p)) = 20°6,,,/ (2m)*8°) (7~ 1) . (18)

Non-local terms, arising from the operator product with the HQET Lagrangian, emerge
from the matching procedure, because the states in the full theory differ from those in the
effective theory, as highlighted in [29]. Here, following [16] o symbol denotes such operator
product, for example when we write above the term £} o 53;(2) this means:

Lol =i [ ate Li@el ().

3 Next-to-leading order corrections to A, — A’ warm-up

In this section we re-derive the baryon matrix elements for the transition A, — A} employing
the HQE eq. (17) up to O(as, 1/my,..).

Apart from computing the vector and axial current matrix elements that were already
presented in [33], we also perform a determination of the tensor and pseudo-tensor current
matrix elements. Furthermore, we consider the effects of the chromomagnetic operator L,
that were neglected in [33].

Starting from eq. (17), the hadronic matrix in the HQE can be written at leading order
(LO) as:

<Az(k7 m, SC)| EI—L/PbE‘,)- |Ab<p7 Sb)) = \/Zaoz(m/\zv,7 m, SC)FU(mAbU, Sb)Ca(w) ) (19)

where w = v-v' = (mg, +m3. —q*)/(2ma,ma; ), v and v are the four-velocities of the initial and
final states, respectively, and T" denotes a given Dirac structure. Following [43], the light-state
transition amplitude (“(w) can be written as

¢*(w) = C(w)(v =) (20)

Therefore, at leading order in the HQE all the form factors can be expressed in terms of the
single amplitude ((w), independently from the Dirac structure of the current.
The local 1/m corrections to the current induce a shift that we can account for by operating

the following substitution:
TH — TH + g, AJE + e AJY (21)

where e, = 1/(2my,.) are the HQE parameters and

AJE =TT, (22)
ATE =& T T (23)



The hadronic matrix elements of AJ} and AJ% can be parametrised as:

<Az(ka n, SC)| AJ# |Ab(pa 81))) = \/Zﬂoz(mA(’j/U,) m, SC)FM’}//BU(mAbU, Sb)ggﬁ(w) ) (24)
<A:(k7 n, Sc)| Aj# |Ab(p7 Sb)) = \/Zl_ta(m/\zvl, n, Sc)’}/ﬁ].—wU,(mAbU, Sb)Caﬁ(w) ) (25)

C

where the most general decomposition of the light-state transition amplitude is
C{fff(w) = (v—2)" [dq)(w)vﬁ + Cg(q) (w)v’ﬁ] + g"‘ﬁg?()q) (w) . (26)

At this stage the 1/m corrections are described by six subleading Isgur-Wise (IW) functions,
however they can be related via the equations of motion. In particular we have that UBC(CZ? =0,

and U’BC(“C) = 0. This leads to the following relations:

G w) + wi” (w) + G (w) =0, (27)
w(i (w) + ¢ (w) = 0. (28)
Furthermore from the modified Ward identity [16, 33]

i0.[0UTQY) = QUiDTQY + QUTiDLQ" (29)

we recover the following relations among leading and subleading IW functions:
G (w) + G (w) = A(w), (30)
¢ (w) + G (w) = =N ((w), (31)
¢ (w) + 67 (w) =0, (32)

where the important parameters A, A’ represent the difference between the mass of the baryon
states and that of the heavy quark at leading order in HQE:

A =Mmpa, — My , (33)

/
AN =mp: —m, .

Since the phase factor in eq. (5) effectively removes the mass of the heavy quark mg from the
states, these parameters control the space-time dependence of the HQET states, as discussed
in [29,30]. The relations above reduce the initial six subleading IW functions to one independent
subleading IW function. Inspired by [33], we choose to express all in terms of ¢ and (g, = C:,(,b) =

-G

® _  Gst we o, % W, wlt ¢ x %
Cl o 1 — w2 1 — w2 (A Aw)’ 2 _+1_w2 1 — w2 (A Aw) ) (34)
C(c) S CSL o C (w/_v - [—\) g(c) _ wCSL X UJC (w[\/ . /—\)

1 ' 2 1—w?2  1—w? .



The relations among the IW functions, obtained via the equations of motions and the
modified Ward identity, are singular at w = 1. In fact, for w = 1 we need to use, instead, the
relation

L+ C(A—N)=0. (35)

This equation permits to verify that the HQE form factors obey, up to second order, the
endpoint relations reported in [44, 45].

Before going into the details of the matrix element calculations, it is worth mentioning that
we have cross checked the outcomes presented in reference [33] pertaining to both the axial
and vector form factors. Furthermore, our findings coincide with the results presented in [34],
including the tensor and pseudo-tensor form factors up to the next-to leading order in the HQE
as well as the chromomagnetic contributions. We note that in [34] the authors employed the
form factor basis introduced in [32] with ¢ and Cl(c) chosen to be independent IW functions.

We are now ready to investigate the implications stemming from the non-local 1/m correc-
tions and the hard gluon exchange.

3.1 Vector and Axial current matrix elements

In order to include both local 1/m and «; corrections to the vector current matrix element, we
use the approach introduced in Ref. [33], employing the following substitution:

Y= Jb = Cr(w)y* + Co(w)v* + Cy(w)v™ + ey AJY + e AJY, + O(as/m,1/m?) . (36)

The corrections AJ{: are given by eqs. (22) and (23), with I'* = +* and C; are the Wilson
coefficients obtained by matching the HQET to QCD at the energy scale y = \/m¢my [34]. The
Wilson coefficients depend on w = v - v’, which is the recoil parameter. The expression for the
Wilson coefficients C; up to O(as) can be found in [15]. In our notation, the Wilson coefficients
are related to those in Ref. [15] by: C; = &;Cy, + d;1, where &, = o /.

In eq. (36) we consider only the local power corrections AJ{; and Aj‘{/. Other 1/m local
operators arise in the HQE from QCD hard corrections and then contribute at the order ay/m.
Since they are beyond the precision we aim for in the analysis proposed in this work, we neglect
them.

From eq. (24) we re-obtain the following contributions already present in [33]

(N2 (R, 50| AT TN (B 50) =280 (magt!, . 5oy ulma, v, s)0” (¢ (w) = ¢ (w) ) +

AxU' 1, se)u(my, v, sp)vu™ (b)(w)+

3

_ (37)
(AL(k,m, )| ATH [Ay(p, 1)) =2a(mazv’, m, )7 u(ma,v, 5)0° (cﬁ(w)—g@(w)%

( Sec)
( Sc)

+200 (ma 0,1, 507" u(ma,v, )G (w) |
( Se)

+4iTo Mzt 1, se)u(ma, v, s)0 v ¢ (w)+
o ( )

mA*v 7, 8¢)7 ’Y’uU(mAbU 3b)<3 ( )
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The same procedure is applied to the axial-vector current yielding [33]:

Vs = T = CP (w)yy® + CF (w)v® + O (w4 + AT + e ATH + O(as/m, 1/m?).

(38)

The Wilson coefficients C? are related to those reported in [15] by C? = &;Ca, + ;1. The

1/m pure current corrections AJY4 and AJ% can be computed from eq. (24) with T# = y#~;.
We obtain:

(N, 50| AT |80(p,50)) =20 (mact’, 1, 50 ulima, v, 5,)0° (“( )+ (w)) -

4o (Mmasv', 1, 87

( )
( s )y u(ma, v, sp)vvl, G (w)+
(mazt', 0, 57"y u(ma,v, )6 (w) | (39)
(A2 (R, 50)| AT A (p, 1)) =2 (mazt!, m, 5207 u(ma,v, )" (¢(w) + ¢ w) ) +
4T, (mas0',n, s 6)75u(m,\bv,sb)vavﬂdc)(w)+
+20 (mrzt/, 1, 8077 u(ma, v, 5,67 (w)

Besides the contributions from local operators describing the corrections to the infinite mass
limit of the Heavy Quark (HQ) currents, also the effects from non-local insertions of the HQET
Lagrangian at power 1/m in the HQ currents need to be included.

Non-local insertions of the kinetic operator can be parametrised as:

(A2 (R, 1, 50)] Lagn © €T [My(p, 50)) = Van, (w) v e (mazt!,n, se)Tu(ma,v, ), (40)
(A2 ks, 50)] Ligy © €T [My(p, 50)) = Vani, (w) v*Ta(mazt' s, se)Tulma,v, ), (41)
with I' = ~# yHrs.
Clearly, they give rise to a w-dependent shift nkm ( ) to the leading-power IW function
C(w). At order O(ag, 1/m) we can absorb this shift into the definition of (:

C(w) + e (w) + ey (w) — ((w). (42)

Nevertheless, as stressed in [15,32], the above redefinition leads to corrections of order 1/m?
which we need to take into account if we aim to explore the second order of the HQE.
Non-local insertion of the chromomagnetic operator gives two contributions which are:

(NX(kym, 8e)| Linag © c"jr/Fbi |Ap(p, sp)) = nr(ﬁig(w) Gua, @ (masv",m, s¢) TIL io" u(my,v, sp),

(43)
(AL (R, 50)| Lonag © ST [Au(p 50)) = 1ihg(w) Guavu@® (mazt',m, sc) 0 T, Tu(ma,v, 51) -
(44)

The chromomagnetic correction to the b vector current is given by:
5b77$;g(w) 2(w — 1)iag"*u — (w — 1) Ty v u + 2aay* v u — 2a,0* v u + @y vy u] . (45)

11



Analogously, the chromomagnetic correction to the ¢ vector current is given by:
Ecnﬁf;g(w) (1 — w)Tay* Y u — 2Uay*vHu + @y vy u] . (46)
The chromomagnetic correction to the b and ¢ axial currents are respectively:

5b77r(£;g(w){_2(1 + w)aagua’)%u + (1 + w)ﬂa’yo‘v“’yg,qu (47>
+20 Y U y5u + 205 vV ysu — T 0 Y ysut

acnr(rfig(w) [—(w + D@y v y5u — 2a, Y 0" y5u + g 00"y ysu] . (48)

Here we went beyond the result of [33] with respect to the determination of the non-local
magnetic contributions which, however, in another basis were determined in [34].

3.2 Vector and axial form factors in the VC limit

By virtue of the identity v,(1 + #)o*?(1 +¢) = 0 the chromomagnetic correction is zero in the
exact zero recoil limit (w = 1) and, as argued in [46-48], is expected to be numerically small
with respect to the local current corrections. Then, as a first approximation, the computation of
the form factors can be performed by considering the Vanishing Chromomagnetic limit (VC) (as
also motivated in [16,31,32]) in which we set the field strength G, = 0 and the chromomagnetic
correction results automatically to zero.

Furthermore, at order O(1/m), the correction to the leading order HQ amplitude deriving
from the insertion of the kinetic lagrangian can be reabsorbed through a redefinition of the
IW function ¢. Since we aim at extending the HQE to order 1/m?, we must take into account
the contribution to O(1/m.) of the kinetic operator, whereas the O(1/my) kinetic operator
contribution can still be reabsorbed into the definition of the leading IW function { because
otherwise it appears at order 1/m? that is neglected here.

To the order we are working here theoretical consistency requires to use directly the quark
masses in the HQE for the form factors rather than approximate them by the baryon masses
while still agreeing with the result of [33] valid to the next leading order. Nevertheless, we have
also explicitly checked the results against the case in which the baryon masses are used also in
the HQE as we shall discuss in the section about the results.

Concerning the final state A.(2595)" for the vector current the form factors are:

12



(s_,/s
J1/2,0 T — +3/2 <Cl + Casy Casy +
(mAbmAZ) 2my, (mAb + mAZ) 2m/\2 (mAb + m/\Z)
ey /54 (my, — mapx) N — 2 CA (m?\b + m%z - q2>
(ma, +maps) /M, Mz St 2ma,mas -
o ¥ (3, iy — )
(mAb + mA;)1 /TN, TN Zml\bml\é CQ(mAbmAz)3/2 ’
( (49)
S14/S_
Frjpe =5 : 572 (Cl + Coss Cosy +
(mAbmAé) QmAb (mAb - mAé) QmAZ (mAb - mAZ)
e+ e ) CA (m3, +m3, - ¢?)
+5b \Y ( Ay Ac) CA/ _ QCSL - Ay A} q "
(mAb — mAZ)« /mAbmAZ QmAbmA:
— ) . A (m2 Lm2, 2) c
re, V5=(myp, + mas) R — 26y, ¢ A, T M — (4 s 771(&315% /5_
(mAb — 7’)”LA:)1 /mAbmA: QmAbmAz 02(mAbmAg)3/2 ’
(50)
s /o s (A (m3, + i - @)
fije,1 = 375 T b ¢ —AN¢ |+
Z(mAbmAz) / TN, TN QmA M=
c b c
. ) N (m2 +m2, - 2) (©
e [ AC— 26y — RIS B VAT (51)
A, A 2mAbmA; 62(mAbmA§)3/2 ’
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while for the axial form factors we obtain:

T 2(ma,mag)¥? T 2ma, (ma, —maz)  2ma(my, — ma:)
A 2 2 2
e, V5= (ma, + max) R+ 20y, — CA <mAb T mi: — ¢ ) N
(ma, — maz) /M, Az 2mp, mas
A/ 2 2 2 c
e \ /3_(mAb — mAZ) C]\ 2 — CA (mAb + Mpx — 4 ) Le Th(m)l&rv S—
“(ma, + ;)\, - 2, M “2(ma, maz )2
b c b c b c b c
(52)
g1/2,t :—C& Vo (05 + C3s4 + Ciss ) +
7 Q(m/\bm/\é )3/2 ! 2mAb (mAb + m/\é) zmAZ (mAb + mAé‘)
A 2 2 2
NV il 1 R S T - <mAb T ) +
(mAb — TI’LAZ)1 /mAbmAz 2mAbmAz
A/ 2 2 2 c
,/s+(mAb +mAZ) A 5 CA (mAb+mA§ —q ) 771(<ir)18— Sy
+ec — CA —2Cs1, — 9 +€cm )
(mAb mA;;)\/mAbmAg TN, TN (mAbmA;)
(53)
| Cisiy/5m ) 5 CA (mib +my, — qQ) ).
g1/, _2(mAbmAz)3/2 cb mAme 2mAbmA;
A 2 2 2 c
V/S- A A’ (mAb +my, — ¢ > D s /52
Fee————= | (A = 2GsL — A ymmyo i (54)
T, TTIAY 2mp, max z(mAbmAZ )
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Considering the final state A.(2625)", the vector form factors are:

Fi20 :—<87 e (01 + Casy + Cass > +
P20 2 (mama: )32 2mp, (ma, +maz)  2maz(ma, +ma;)
I VS5 (ma, — ma;) e ¢A <m?\b + miz - q2) +
6[) SL, —
(ma, + mAz)\/mAbmA:; - 2mp, max
INE 2 2
te VS (ma, —my;) A+ Cor — cA <mAb Hma; 4 ) 4 /548 e
(mAb + mA’C‘)1/mAbmAz QmAbmAj Q(mAbmAz)g/Z kin >’
(55)
o C544/5- oot ma: (M3, — Mix + q2>C’ . ma, (m3, —m3. — %) o).
1/2t — 57 \a/o 1 2
/ ot Q(mAbmAz)‘g/? 2(mAb — mAz)mAbmAz Z(mAb — mAz)mAbmA; 3
ma, + Max)y/5- _ A(m3 +m3. —¢?
+€b ( Ay AC) CA,+CSL—< ( Ay A% ) +
(ma, — max) /T, A 2mp, mpx
(ma, +may) /5= . (N (m3, +mi. — ¢%) V58 .
+ & - CA + s, — ’ . + i 32 5c771(<ir)1 5
(mAb — mAz)‘ /mAbmAz 2mAbmAz 2(mAbmAz)
(56)
C\/515- VS+ A(m}, +m3. —¢®)
F — C b c _A/
L Z(mAbmA;)3/2 o gbC TN, TTUA QmAbmAz +
\/E _ /_X’(mib + mi* — q2> SyS_ (c)
c A — < Mt s 57
+ 1) mAbmA* C + CSL C 2mAbmAz + Z(mAbmAz>3/2€ nkln ( )
\/S
Fs01 =—¢ — ;1 Csr, (58)
Ay TTOA®
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while the axial form factors read as:

(54+/5 Cys_
G1/2,0 :—3/2 015 — 2 — +
2(m/\bm/\z) 2mAb(mAb — mA*) 2mA* mAb — mA*
/5 (ma, + max) - CA <mA +my, —
+ep - CA"— Gs1 —
(mAb - 7”I”LA§)1 /mAbmAz 2mAbmA*
e, A /s_(mAb + mA;) C]X e — CA (mAb + mA* N Ec s 77( 0
(mAb — 77’1,/\3)1 /mAbmA; QmAbmA* mA mA*)3/2 kin?
(59)
G1/2t _ CS,V S+ 05 . (m?\b - m?&g + q2) 05 . (m?\b - m?\: - q2) 05 +
’ 2(mAbmA*)3/2 ! 2(mAb + mAz)mAb 2 2(mAb + mA;)mAZ 3
o ) E (A, )
(ma, + max) /A, MAs 2mp,mas
Le (mAb — mAz)\/5+ C/_X/ n CSL B C/_X(m?\b + m?\: - q2) L \/S+S— 77(0)
“(ma, + maz) /TN, 2m, ma; “2(ma, may )2
(60)
/5.5 /5 Am2 +mi. —¢%) -
2(mA mAz) TN A, TIVA 2mAbmAz
\/ST _ A’(m%b + m%* - q2) \/8_,S+ (c)
ce—Y"" [ (A — : Ee o) 61
+ mAbmA* C + CSL C QmAbmAz + 2(mAbmAz)3/2 77km ( )
\/S—
G311 =—¢p GsL- (62)
mAbmAZ

3.3 The chromomagnetic corrections for vector and axial form fac-
tors

The contributions of the chromomagnetic operators result in the following shifts to the form
factors reported in section 3.2 :

ma S—v/5+ b c
fi20 _W(%?ﬁn&g EMhe) (63)

fmag o St \/ S— (b)

(Ebnmag - 5c771(§2lg) ) (64)

l/2t (mA mAz)S/Q
S_\/S+
mag __ (c)
f1/27j_ - 2(mAbmA*)3/2 Cnmag’ (65)

16



for the vector form factors, while for the axial-vector form factors we obtain:

mag Sya/S—

—ep® (o)
91/2,0 _2(mAbmA;)3/2( Ebnmag 6c77mag) ) (66>

mag ___ S=V/5+ 0) (o)

g1/2,t _W(_Ebnmag - E‘:677111ag) )
b c

_ S e (68)

£ .
2, mag)P s

(67)

mag
172,10 =

Concerning the A.(2625)" final state, the contributions of the chromomagnetic operator to the
form factors are:

Fmag _ S—4/S+

_ — 0 (¢)
120 = Jlmpr e 2 ma T Eelma) (69)

F =W%m<—am§rﬁ;g+acnfg;g>, (70)
I e ()
Fyss =— W 7 (72)
while for the axial-vector form factor we obtain:

s, =ﬁ<nﬁ3 ey, (73)

e, =ﬁ<ngﬁ ey, (74)
G, :Wﬁ)meen& , (75)
Gy, == frd e (1)

3.4 Tensor and pseudo-tensor current matrix elements

We now obtain the tensor and pseudo-tensor current matrix elements by replacing I' with
109", 10,,q" Y5 in eq. (19):
VAC(w){—(my, + mps U Y0 U + My, G v U + mps ) U v v u} (77)
VAC(w){(ma, — maz)Tay"vYsu + ma, Gav" v Y51 + mas ) Ta0" v y5u} . (78)
In order to include 1/m and «; corrections to the tensor current matrix element, we consider
the operator shift:
i0"q, — O (w)io™ g, + Op,(w)(v - 7" — V') + Cr, (W) (v - gy — v™g)

- 79
+Cr, (W) (V"0 - g — v - q) + e ATE + e ATE 4+ Oas/m, 1/m?) . (79)
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Our definition of the C, coefficients is related to the one given in [15] by the following substitu-
tions: &sCr, + 0;1 — Cr, and i6,Cr, — Cr,. From eq. (19) we find the leading order hadronic
matrix element including the short distance QCD corrections:

2¢ (w) vy u l — Cp, (my, + myz) + Cp(ma, — masw) + Cp, (wmy, — mAZ)} +
+2¢ (w)usv*v*u [C’Tlm/\b + Oy (mp: —my,) + Oy (mas — wmAb)} + (80)

+2¢ (W) tiqv*v™ u {C’TlmAz + Cry(max — my,) + Cr,(my, — wmAz)] )
We consider only the local power corrections AJE and AJY derived from eq. (24) with ['* =
10" q,. The other local operators of the tensor current contribute at order «ay/m, which goes

beyond the precision we are aiming to achieve here. The hadronic matrix elements of AJk and
AJY can be written as follows:

(N2 (k) 50)| AT My (p, 5)) = Ao g u(ma, — ma:)C + 2007y u(mas — my, )+

+ QEQ’YOCUMU mp, C?Eb) + 22704’7&1/““ mAz C?Eb) +

—m2 — ma, max + ¢2
+wuv%Wu{—4mﬂg¥>—2onm;+nmgcﬁﬁ+z( b DA é“)]+
AZ

+ 2a,v%v*u mAb(Cl(b) + Céb)) + ﬂavo‘v’“u[QmAﬁ be) + (4my, — 2mAz)C2(b)] ,
(81)

(N2(ky ), 50) | ATE | Ap(p, 5)) = 200y ulmas — ma, )G + 2y v uma, ¢+

2 2

—My« — Mp, Max + ¢ c

Ac b )Cl():|+
A

+20, v umas Céc) + T vy u [ — 2(ma, + max) éc) + 2(

b
+ i, v {(4mAz — 2mAb)C£C) + QmAng(C)} + 2av v umys (dc) + Qéc)) .
(82)

The short distance corrections to the pseudo-tensor current are related to those of the tensor
current via the identity:

7
O s = Eg,u,l/poo-po . (83>
We get:
. /,Ll/ N ,U,l/ 1 v p (o g p
io" q,v5 — Cry (w)io™ q, 5 — Eeuupgq iCr, (W) (vPy7 —v7yP)—
1 1
= iCT (W) (VP — V777) = e O, (w) (P07 —v0) - (B4)

2 2
+epAJls + e AT + O(ag/m, 1/m?) .
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The hadronic matrix element of the short distance corrections become:
2C(w)Cr, [(ma, — mas) U0 VY u + my, Tav* 0"y u + mps Gav vy u]+
+ 2iC(w) Oy a0y po k¥ VP U + 2iC (0) Oy a0 1y po D V'Y 0 (85)
From eq. (24) with I'* = i0/"q,y5 we obtain the hadronic matrix elements of AJJ. and
AJY.:
(As(k, . 5) | AT (A (D, 50)) = 41ag" Y u(ma, +mas) & = 20077 ulma; +ma, )G -

— 2Ty Y v U mAbC§b) — 20Uy V" u MAx Céb)+

m2 —ma, mas — G°
+ a0y u {4mAb<§”> +2(ma, — mag)( + 2( T cé‘”ﬂ +
Ax

+ 200" uma, (G — ) + G0y u[2mps ¢ + (dma, + 2mp) Y]
(86)

(N5 (K, 50)| AThs |A(Dy 55)) = 20077 VP u(mas +ma, )G + 200y 0"y umay, GO+

2 2
o . o c —Mjs + Mp, Max +q .
+ 200y vy u mAzQ)E ) ¥ G YHyPu [Q(mAb — mA;)Cz( ) + 2( < mAb >(1( )} +
b

et G+ ma )6+ 2ma 7] 2 ()~ ).

Non-local insertions of the kinetic operator can be parametrised as:

(N2(k, 1, 50)| Lign 0 ST [Ay(p, 56)) = VAL (0) 0ta(mast!, 1, s )Tu(ma,v, 5),  (88)
(N5(k, 1, 50)] Lign © LT | Ap(p, 56)) = VAN (w) v%T0 (mpst', 0, se)Tu(ma,v, 5),  (89)

with I' = io"q,, 10" q,75. The above corresponds to a w-dependent shift 7, (w) with the
same Dirac structure of the tree-level leading order IW function ((w). At order O(1/m) we
can again absorb it by redefining the leading order IW function ((w), yet at O(1/m?) we must
retain it .

The chromomagnetic correction to the b tensor current can be parametrised as in eq. (43)
with I' = 1077¢q, and yields:

et (WH{2(1 = w) (1, + 1) Tag®u+ (1 = w)(ma, +ma) Ty u—

— (ma, + mas) Gav Y u 4+ my, (w + 1) Ty v ut (90)
+ [mas(w — 1) = 2my,] Gy 0" u — ma, Gav vPu + (2ma, + mys) G u } .
Analogously from eq. (44) with I" = 16#?¢, we obtain the chromomagnetic correction to the

c tensor current:
eeniha (W) (w — 1) (ma, + my:) Gy u—
— (ma, + mas) G0 Y u 4 [mp, (—w + 1) 4 2mps ] Goy v u— (91)

— max (0 + 1) TGy 0Pu 4+ ma, TG v u + mps G v u '} .
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By imposing I' = i0”73q, in eqs. (43) and (44), we obtain that the chromomagnetic
correction to the b and ¢ pseudo-tensor currents is respectively given by:

€bnr(rlgg(w){_2<w + 1>(mAb - mAi) aagap'75u + (w + 1)<mAb - mAZ-)7 aa7a7p75u+
+ (=ma, + max) G Y ysu + ma, (—w + 1) Tay VP50 + [—mas(w + 1) 4+ 2mp, ]| Ga 7“0 y5u+

+ my, TV y5u + (2ma, — mps) G v y5u b, (92)

eetlng(W){ —(w + 1)(ma, — ma;) Gary Y su+

+ (ma, — ma:) GV Y 50 4 [—mp, (w + 1) + 2mps] Go Y v y5u— (93)
— mps(w — 1) Gy VP y50 + my, Tav v Y50 + mps G v ysu}

As expected, at zero recoil the chromomagnetic corrections vanish for each current.

3.5 Tensor and pseudo-Tensor form factors in the VC limit

In the following we list the expressions of the QCD form factors obtained from the matching

on the HQE on-shell amplitudes in the VC limit. As we have already done for vector and axial

current form factors, we explicitly report the kinetic operator contribution O(1/m..) .
Concerning the A.(2595)" final state we find for the tensor form factors:

CmaxS—/S¢ Cr, 54
t =< Y (Cp —Cp +Cp, — ——"— | +
1/2,0 (ma,mas )3/2 I T s 2mp, mpx

MAz~/S+ CA (m?\b +my; — q2>

+ep — 20N +4qr | +
TN, TIIAE A, TN
A <m2 +m3. — q2> (c)
MA*+/S _ C A A} inTlAzS—1/S
be, VI [ oeR Ly — i 4,k ey (94)
A, A MA, A (ma,max)
‘ €3_1 /S CTlmA; L+ CTQ (_m?\b + m?\z - q2> CTg <m?\b — m%z - QQ> )
/2L = M, MA: \ A, MAx Qm?\b(m/\b + M) 2(map, + maz)ma, mas
CA(m%2 +m2. — ¢
+e AL/ S+ (mAb - mA?) 2CA, Av Ay 4 +
) _
(mAb +mAz)‘/mAbmAz A, TN
VSrmas(ma, — max) _ N'¢ (m?\b +mi. — q2> nl({(.fimms_, /sS4
+e. - — | 2CA —4CsL — Ee ROETE
(mAb —|—mAz)‘/mAbmAz mAbmAZ (mAbmAz) /
(95)
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while for the pseudo-tensor form factors the matching gives

A (2 2 2
Cr,(mps./5"54 MAx/S— CA (mAb +mys —4q )

2,00 = + — 20N —4CqL | +
V2O (i, mis )32 A, A A, M
I\ <m2 Lm2. qQ) ©
MpxA/S_ _ ¢ A A Tz /5_S
e VIS oeR  dcy — : t otk —a (96)
TA, TN TN, A (mAbmAz)
s C\/5_54 <CT1mAz B Cr,s_ B Cr,s_ > N
1/2.1 A, Az \ 1A, A Qmib(m/\b —myp:)  2(ma, — Mas)Mp, M
Max\/S—(mp, + Max) = CA (m?\b + m?\é - q2)
“+&p = - QCA — +
(ma, — maz) /T, A MA, A
. Mpx+/5— (M, +ma:) 2R — dC CA (mib +mi, — q2> . ﬁﬁlemA VS-5+
c - SL — c
(ma, — Maz)\/Tn, A A, A (ma,max)3/?
(97)
For the A.(2625)" final state, the tensor form factors are
. mAZ S4+S5— Sy
T 2,0 —CW <CT1 —Cp, + Cpy — WCT4> +
2mps /S _ ma +ma. — ¢
e O O O e W I
VA, A 2mp, M
2mpx+/S _ m2 +mi. —q¢?_ MA*/S+S— (e
el (R Qo — (ot N | O (98)
T, A 2map, ma; (ma,maz)?/
/545 my, —mi. + ¢ my, — mi. — ¢*
Ty =(———— | Cp, — T, — Cry | +
MA, /TN, TTUAS 2my, (ma, + max) 2max(my, + mas)

+ &
(ma, + max) /T, MAz
2mps (ma, — Mmax) /54 (CA e — Cm?\b + m?\; — A’) L. Man/ST5. (o

2mp=(ma, — Max)/5+ (CA/ B Cm%b + miz _ q2A> N

+ & in ?
(mAb —I—mAz)MmAbmAz QmAbmA* (mAbmAz)?’/z k
(99)
2(mp, — mas)y/S
T30, = — ¢y - VT o, (100)

TN, TN
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while for the pseudo-tensor form factor

5 CMpxS4+/5-

m?\; - q2)A

C’T1 + &p

1/2,0 =
/ (ma,maz )32 TN, TIVA

+ &

2mps /5 (C (m3, +

/

_|_

TN, TTUA

S4+/S—

2mps /5= ( C(m?\b +mi. — ¢*)A

2mAbmA;

S_

T, =C (CT —
1/2,1 A, /mAbmA: ! QmAb (mAb — mA:)

2mp=(ma, + maz) /5=
(ma, — mAz)\/mAbmA;
2mpx(ma, +mas)\/5-

+ £
“(ma, — mas)\/Ta, MAx

+ &

5 —
T5yg1 = —¢b

ZmAbmAz

Cr,

CsL + CA> + e

S_

2
(cA’ -

(CA+CSL -

+mi. — q2)/_\>
5 +
2mp, max

(3, +m; — )N

2mAz (mAb — mAZ

2mp, mapx

>—|—£c

+ (s — CA/) +
MALS+HVS— ()

(ma,max)

>)+

3/2 kin »

(101)

MAZS+ V5= (o)

(ma,mAx)

3/2 Mhein >

(102)

(103)

3.6 The chromomagnetic correction for tensor and pseudo-tensor

form factors

The contribution of the chromomagnetic operator results in a shift to the form factors defined
in section 3.5. Concerning the A.(2595)" final state we find that the contributions of the
chromomagnetic operator to the tensor form factors are:

Zfmag _ Ay S— V S+
1/2,0 — (mAbmA*):s/z

tmag _

1/2,L — (

(b)

(gbnmag - 5c771(12g) )

Mpx S_+/Sy ©

mAbmA: )3/2

6\C T]mag Y

while for the pseudo-tensor form factors the matching gives:

tmag 5

1/2,0 —

tmag 5

1/2,L —

MAs S44/5—

(mAb ma )3/2

MAs S44/5—

g
(mAb may )3/2
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i -

(104)

(105)
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For the A.(2625)% final state, the contributions of the chromomagnetic operator to the tensor
form factors are:

mag _ A S5+ (c)
T1/2,0 Q(mAbmAz‘)3/2 ( €b nmag + & 77mag) (108>
Mpx S_ /51
mag c (e)
Tl/QJ_ Q(mAbmAz)3/2 ¢ Thmag > (109)
Mp, + MAx)S_\/S
Tmag _( Ay AC) +5b n(b) ’ (110)
320 T 2 (mp,ma )2 mag
while for the pseudo-tensor form factors we obtain:
magb __ TAx S44/5— (c)
T1/2,0 _Z(mA mA*)3/2 (Ebnmag + 8Cnmag) ) (111)
mags Az S14/5-
T1/2 L _2(mA mA*)g/Q Cnmaga (112)
maghb (m/\b B mA*)S+\/ S—
T3/2 1 = 2<mAbmA:§)3/2 Ebnmag : (113)

The proportionality of the chromomagnetic induced form factors with respect to s_ guar-
antees that the amplitudes vanish at zero recoil (e.g. w = 1).

Summarizing this section, we obtained non-local chromomagnetic and (pseudo)tensor form
factor contributions that were absent in [33] but present in [34] expressed in a different basis.
We explicitly checked that our results coincide with the ones of [34].

4 Next-to-next to leading order corrections

When delving into corrections at the next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) within the frame-
work of HQET, it is necessary to turn our attention to all the O(1/mj ., 1/mym,) terms. This
is important to ensure a comprehensive and accurate computation of the matrix elements that
contributes to the A, — A} transition.

However, since the O(1/m?) terms are numerically favoured with respect to O(1/m?) and
O(1/mym,) ones, they are expected to give the major contribution to the amplitudes, as also
underlined in [33,34].

Furthermore, a comprehensive study of the complete second-order correction would entail
a larger number of independent IW unknown parameters. Therefore, in order to extend the
analysis beyond the next-to-leading order while keeping as few unconstrained parameters as
possible, we limit our calculations of the form factors to the O(1/m?) terms. In addition, we
further simplify our study by employing both the Residual Chiral (RC) expansion and the
Vanishing Chromomagnetic (VC) limit. These two were introduced in [16] in the context of
the computation of the second order corrections to the mesonic B — D) transitions.
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We now proceed to parametrize the matrix elements at O(1/m?) given in eq. (17) which
reads:

(A3 (K, )| € T T B [Ay(p, 6)) = VAT 005y (v,0) (114)

where

VP (0, 0") =y (W) (v°0? — 0P0')  ha (w) (g% 0P — gPPu®) 4+ ahs(w) (g 0? — g%’ . (115)

To determine £ o E”Jrll“bﬂ’r we observe that the associated terms given in eq. (9), can be
parametrized as the corresponding kinetic and chromomagnetic corrections at order O(1/m.).

(AL (k75001 000G L 0 €L T8, ) = BT u X' (0,0

, 116
(AL(k,m,sc)| —ic UaaﬁvDVGo‘ﬁch o cJr T'0Y | Ay(p, s)) = n(w)g"vPa, ioas I, Tu . (116)

We then consider two times the insertion of the first order Lagrangian: £} o £; o T' 6% and
find

A2k, 50)| @ D¥ e o) DR 0@l TH: [My(p,sv)) = mLuar (o), (117)

where
(v, v") = a(w)(v —v)* . (118)

Then
(A2(K,m, 80)| € 0asGP ¢ 0% 0,5GY° ¢ 0B T bY |Ap(p, b)) = Uy 0aplly 06T, T/ P01 (v, 0)) |
(119)

where

o/ PH(p,0) = o (w)(g* g™ = g™ 9P + ah(w)(gTT v " — g’ — g 4 gPu ot
+ozg(w)(ga”g5‘sv7 gﬁuga%v + gawgﬁuv _ gﬁwgauv5 + gwgﬁéva _ gﬁvgu% + gawgu%ﬂ _ gwga%ﬁ) )

(120)

We arrive at
(N2 (kym, 50)| € D* ¢ 0 8 00sGOPe 0 T b |Ap(p, 5p)) = o (w)iuoapll, Tugv® . (121)
Turning our attention to £} o e, J IIH’_ I'b%. we see that the first term in £} yields
(Ai(k,n,s.)| ¢ D o J,I.T by [Ap(p, b)) = Upya T u B (v,0') (122)

where

B (v, 0") = v (Br(w)v® + Bov™) + B3(w) g . (123)
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The second term in £ corresponds to
(2, 5] 2 00 G 02 T, T T8 [Ay(p, 1)) = i 0Tl 11T w 8297 (0,0/) | (124)
where

B (0,0') = B (g™ g% — g o)+ B 50" —g Yo B (9" =g e Bl g — g
(125)

We observe that there are initially 17 independent IW functions. Nevertheless, as we consider

the constraints stemming from the equation of motion, as well as the modified Ward identities,

this number reduces to 15.

Moving forward, we now investigate the RC and VC limits,where the number of independent

IW functions decreases to 3 and 2, respectively.

4.1 Residual chiral limit at O(1/m?, 6?)

The Residual Chiral expansion, initially introduced in [16], aims at establishing an additional
power counting besides the HQE one, identifying a subset of subdominant contributions that
can be neglected. In fact, as detailed in [16], both experimental data and theoretical pre-
dictions derived within specific quark-models suggest that there exists a hierarchy among the
HQET matrix elements. This hierarchy depends on the number of insertions of the cross terms
QilD 1Q? and QI 1 QY, which contain the transverse derivative. Specifically, matrix elements
with more insertions of the transverse derivative are observed to be suppressed when compared
to those with fewer insertions. Since the cross terms break the accidental U(1) x U(1)_ sym-
metry of the kinetic Lagrangian £ = Q%iv - DQY. 4+ Q"iv - DQ in eq. (6) to a diagonal U(1),
we can systematically organize the perturbative HQ) expansion by power counting the number
of insertions of the cross operator, despite the absence of a small parameter for this symmetry
breaking. This is achieved through the substitution i), — 61, .

Building upon the insights presented in [16], the Residual Chiral expansion effectively intro-
duces a power counting scheme where it is justified to retain O(6?) terms. Thus, at O(1/m?, 6%)

C

the expression eq. (17) becomes:

(H.|eT b|Hy) .
—— ~(HY|c. 'V |H )+
T, (H |et. T ot | Hy)
" =" —v’ v ) 1 v’ | s’ v v v
+2mc<H5 |<C+~7/1 + Ly o)LL Hy) + 2_mb<HC ¢ (b + b o L1)[Hy)+
1 !/ ! —i /
o (1L (e THI + Ly o e )T | HY) (126)

The second order pure current correction can be written as:

(A2 (ks 50)| € T T [Ay(p, 1)) = (Al (R, 0)| & avy GOT Y [Ay(p, 1)

127
= \/Z_lﬂﬂvangu PPy 0 (121)
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where the most general decomposition of the IW function % (v, v') is:
P (0,0) = Pr(w)or (00" — 00" ) g (w) (9707 — gTH%) g (w) (70" — g7 ) L (128)
e For the vector current I' = v, eq. (127) gives:
dh v vu — 2(1 4+ w) 1 Ua v Y0+ 2(Ps + wibe) e Y YU (129)
e For the axial current I' = ,75 eq. (127) gives:
A1t v ysu 4 2(1 — W) 1t v Y5 + 2(s + wide)Ua Y Vs (130)
e For the tensor current I' = i0,,¢” eq. (127) gives:

201 (1 + w)(ma, — maz)uav®yuu + Yi[dmay — 2(1 + w)my, Juav*v,ut
+2¢1 (1 — w)maxtiqv™ v, ut (131)

+2(¢)3 + w¢2)[(m1\2 - mAb)ﬂa'Ya'Vuu + mAbaafyavuu + MAxUsY U:Lu] ;

e For the pseudo-tensor current I' = i0,,75¢" eq. (127) gives:
201 (1 — w)(ma, + maz ) Uav™ Y, Y5u+
1 (dmps + 2ma, (1 — w)) a0 v y5u — 201 (1 4 w)mys aavav;’y5u+ (132)
+2(1h3 + wibg) [(Mma, + Maz)UaY V58 + M, Ua Y VL5 + Mg Ty U, V5] -

The matrix elements of the insertion of second order lagrangian £} in the LO currents can
easily be parametrized like the corresponding single insertions of the first order lagrangian [16]:

(A, m, 50) @ vsDa G ¢t 0 2L T U4 [Ao(p, s3)) = VAGT u M (v,0')

, , , 133
(NE(kym, 8)| — 185 0405, DYGP Y 0 €T b2 |Ay(p, 8p)) = Van(w)g" v, 1ol I u. (133)

At order O(1/m2,62) they can be reabsorbed by redefining the IW functions 7\ and 7',
as follows:

C 1 C
n(w) + 5= Aw) = 1 (w) (134)
me
© () + ——(w) - 7, (w) (135)
nmag w m nw nmag w).

4.2 Form factors at O(1/m?, 6?)

The NNLO contributions of the HQE for the matrix elements due to the current 75 in the RC
limit induces a shift in the form factors reported in section 3 which for the A.(2595)% vector
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current contribution reads:
VS5 (ma, —may) ( 55491 )

= < 3 +w -, 136

f1/2 0= (mAb T mA:) T in: (3 ) 4(mAbmA;§)2 (136)

V5 (ma, + max)

S-S+
f1/2t K (mAb — MAz)\/TA, A <3(¢3 ) - W) ’ (137)
V¢ S_841
f1/2 1= W (3(¢3 + wips) — W) ; (138)

while for the axial-vector form factors we obtain:

/ S_(map, + max _
917/220 =2V (ma, + ma;) (3(% +wnhy) — Ld’l?) : (139)
’ (mAb — TfLAZ«)1 /mAbmAz 4(mAbmAé«)
g o /Si(ma, —ma) < 5_5411 )
=2 (3 + wipy) — — L) 140
91/2775 (mAb + mA:) ,—mAbmAz (¢3 w2) 4(mAbmAz)2 ( )
T s \/5- §-8+1
2, =ei——— (3 - . 141
91/2,1 =Cec TIATTIA: ( (V3 + wibo) 4(mAbmA§>2) (141)
For the A.(2625)" final state the vector current reads:
FJQI — _ 81/28 (mAb B mA*) Qw (142)
120 =7 Uy, + ms ) (mayma )72
3/2
/ 54877 (ma, + max)
F~72 - _ + b c , 143
1/2,t 4(mAb . mA;)(mAbmA*)wQ 01/11 ( )
T 2 31/23
F 2 —_ _ — 144
1/2,1 504 (mAbmAz)E)/Qd}l > ( )
j/
Fh =0, (145)
while for the axial-vector:
3/2
/ 51877 (ma, +ma:)
e . b 2 146
1/2,0 4(ma, — mas)(ma, mA*)5/25c”¢1 ) (146)
3/2
/ sV s_(ma, — max)
G2 = - b 2L 147
1/2,t A(ma, + mas) (M, M )72 (G (147)
J! S 83/2
Gl = T2y 148
ok = T ) )
j/
Gy =0. (149)
The tensor contributions for A.(2595)" are:
T} 2 MAs/5+ S-5+¢1
77, =ci——— 16 - 150
oo =eb e (00 )~ ot ) 30

/ m *\/8 m — TNA* S_ S8
t17/22¢ =€ v/ lma, 1) 6(1)3 + wips) — _ S8+ , (151)
’ (ma, + maz)y/ma,ma; 2(ma,ma;)?
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while the pseudo-tensor induced form factors read:

571 o Mipx/5- S5_Syn
t2 =ei———— 6 - 152
1/2,0 € mAbmAg < (¢3 + w%) Q(mAbmAg)2) ) ( )

/ m *N/S m + TILA * S_S
fin, = o, ) 6+ wihy) — ==Y (153)
’ (ma, — maz)\/Ma, My 2(ma,maz)?

Similarly the tensor contributions for A.(2625)" are

3/2
A mps Sy S

™ =——- T — ¢ 154
1/2,0 z(mAbmA*)5/2 01/11; ( )

o S (ma, — maz)sy s 24y (155)
/2L 2(1ma, + maz)(magma )2 <0
N

Ty, =0, (156)

while the pseudo-tensor induced form factors are

3/2
TTLA: .

57 2

75T 157

120 2(ma,maz)?? ad (157)
3/2
5 71 mas (ma, + mas)sis”

T° V2 c c 017/) , 158
V2T 2, — mag) (mamag P Y
5 7

Ty, =0 (159)

4.3 Vanishing chromomagnetic limit at O(1/m?)

When taking the limit G,3 — 0 the number of matrix elements drastically reduces with the
first and second order lagrangian correction simplifying to [16]:

— —QYD*QY; Ly=0, (160)

and eq. (17) becomes:

~ (HY [y T by [ Hy )+

]_ / /
+ 5 —(H: (1T, — e, DY o c+)Pbi|Hb> + —<H” "T(JhbY — b2 o bt D) | Hy)-

<H5, (_éi/cherlOéiljllﬂl— C+D20+OC+D2C+OC+)Fbi|Hb>

2
4m

(161)

The second order terms can be parametrized in the following way:
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(k)| = & D o 2 T T, [Na(prsu)) = VAT T Du " (o,0') (162

(Ai(K,m, s.)| & D 0 D2 c” o & TbY |Ay(p, ) = VA, Tuat(v,v') (163)
where

B (v, v") = v*(Br(w)v® + Ba(w)v'™) + Bs(w) g'* (164)

(v, v") = a(w)(v —v)* . (165)

The equations of motion imply that v/ 5** = 0 leading to the following relations between
the IW functions entering in the definition of g#*:

Br(w)w + Ba(w) =0 . (166)

Moreover things can be further simplified in equation eq. (162) using that v, II". = I, v, —2/,
leading to

(N:(k,n, 5.)| — & D*c? o0& T, I T0% [Ap(p, ) =V4ia,7e D u B (v,0))—
— V47, T uv (B (w)yw + Bo(w)) . (167)

We observe that \/Zﬂ,ﬁa ['u fH*(v,v") assumes the same shape as the first order pure current
correction, while v/4a, I'uw v (B (w)w + B2(w)) vanishes due to eq. (166).

The matrix element in eq. (163) has the same parametrisation of the LO order contribution
to the matrix elements in HQE. Therefore, it shifts the form factors by a term proportional to

the LO contribution that can be reabsorbed into the definition of the Isgur-Wise function 771(31

1 (w) + —a(w) = n(w) . (168)

2m,

4.4 Form factors in the VC limit: including O(1/m?) contributions

For the vector current contribution to A.(2595)" the shifts produced by the insertion of the
first order pure current correction [J read:

(mAb + mAz), /mAbmAz 4(mAbmAz)
. V5= (ma, + ma;) s_s.f
ff/zltjl —¢2 b (353 — —+12) , (170)
(mAb — ’I”I’LA»C‘)1 /mAbmAz 4(mAbmA§)

o /S 5_s
R B Ay £V LS L/ ()
A/ T, TTUA 4(mAbmAZ)
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while for the axial-vector form factors we obtain:

o S_(mp, +mas _
e T st Ry EENS. LS R (172)
/2, (mAb —mAz) mAbmAz 4(mAbmAz)2
o T! S m — TNA* _
glc/;tjl —¢? V5t (may, Az) (353— s_syfh 2) | (173)
’ (ma, +mas) /M, Mz 4(ma,maz)

hodl _ o VS (353 _ s ) . (174)

12,1 ~Cc
/2, mAbmAz 4(mAbmAz)2

Concerning the vector current contribution to A.(2625)" the shifts produced by the insertion
of the second order pure current correction yield:

3/2
L'10T] (ma, —mag)sy s 2
F = — < e<p1, 175
1/2,0 A(ma, + mA;)(mAbmA;)5/2 B (175)
3/2
L1707/ (mAb + mA*)SJrS— 2
F 1=— : e-f, 176
1/2,t 4(mAb _ mA;)(mAbmA;)5/2 1 ( )
oo 32
1°Jy + °—= 2
Fl/Q,J_ - 4(mAbmA’E‘)5/2 56/61 ) (177)
L 10T!
F3/217L '=0, (178)
while for the axial-vector form factors we obtain:
3/2
L'hoJ! (ma, + maz)s;s” 2
G 1= — ¢ e:p1, 179
1/2,0 4(mAb - m/\i)(m/\bm/\z)5/2 ! ( )
GE ot (ma, — maz)sy s 23 (180)
= — e ,
1/2,t A(my, +mA;)(mAbmA;)5/2 P1
L j/ S 83/2
Gy —_ e 2 181
et 4(ma,maz)?/? Cak (181)
Gyl =0. (182)

For the transition to A.(2595)" mediated by the tensor current we have

T3 2 MAzy/5+ (653— S—54P1 ) (183)

1/2,0 —Ce

A, A 2(ma,max)?
’ TN = S m — TN A= _
175, | el i elma, —ma) (g s-siby -, (184)
, (ma, +maps )\ /M, Mz 2(ma,mas)
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while the pseudo-tensor current we obtain:

05 _2 VS (g SoSi (185)
RN v 2(ma,maz)?)
/ MpAx+/S (A, + Mpx _
t?/JQZL :Ez Azy/ +( Ay AC) (653— s_s4 3 2) ' (186)
’ (mAb — T?”LAz)1 /mAbmAz 2(mAbmA;)

Concerning the A.(2625)" final state, we obtain the following shifts for the tensor form
factors:

3/2
Llyod] MAx Sy S— o
Lo = 2(mAbmAz)5/2€C B, (187)
TEed mas (ma, —maz)st s, 3 (188)
= €
I/Q,L 2(mAb +mAz)(mAbmAZ)5/2 c Ml
L' 107!
Tya =0, (189)

while for the pseudo-tensor form factors the shifts read as:

3/2

5Ch07, _ Maxp S4S- )

T1/2,0 - Q(mAbmAz)g)/Qgcﬁl ) (190)

3/2

5L107] mas(ma, + mas)sys” 9

Bpr ™ == 50ms ) 191
1/2,1 Q(m/\b — mA:)(mAbmA:)5/25061 ; ( )
5L 107!

Tyjzn ' =0, (192)

Remarkably, we observe that the form factors within the VC limit can be derived from their
counterparts in the RC expansion, by making the following substitutions:

Y3+ wipe = B, 1 — P (193)

5 Fit to the LQCD data

The form factors computed in the RC and VC limits depend on 7 and 5 unknown IW functions
respectively. Although many models have been proposed in literature [49-58], it is not possible
to determine the ¢*—dependence of the IW functions from first principles in HQET [27,59].

Owing to the limited availability of measurements for the observables associated with the
Ay — A} transitions, the fitting of the IW parameters to experimental data remains unattain-
able. In fact, the measurements available to us pertain to the decay rate, which can be found
in the reference [60]. Fortunately, we can use LQCD results to estimate these unknown terms
following e.g. Refs. [34,61,62].

For the transition A, — A%(2595) and A, — A%(2625) we employ the recent data of [39],
in which one finds updates of the early analysis presented in [38], obtained by imposing the
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relations among the form factors at zero-recoil [44,45]. The lattice results provide a continuum
extrapolation of the QCD form factors f; in the low-recoil region assuming a linear dependence
on the recoil parameter w:

fi=Fi+ Ai(w—-1), (194)

for vector, axial-vector, tensor and pseudo-tensor currents. The best fit values of F; and A; and

their covariance matrix are given in the ancillary files of [39]. Specifically, the LQCD results

are valid only in the near zero-recoil regime (w < 1.05) and cannot be used to extrapolate the

low ¢?>—dependence of the form factors. We stress that the relations between the form factors

adopted in the LQCD computations and the ones used in this work are given in appendix D.
We expand the IW functions to the first order in (w — 1) as follows:

¢~ O+ (w—1)¢W . (195)

We use the same parametrisation for the subleading and the sub-subleading IW functions. Then
we further expand the QCD form factors computed in the previous sections and collected in
appendices B.2 and B.3 to the first order in (w — 1), to be compared with the LQCD results.
We follow the fitting procedure of [34] with the same input parameters summarized in table 1.

HQET parameters

as(/myme) 0.26

mp 4.78 GeV
M 1.38 GeV
&b 0.105 GeV !
Ee 0.36 GeV ™!
ma, 5.61960 GeV

A (2595)+ 2.59225 GeV
mAC(2625)+ 2.62811 GeV
A 0.81 GeV
N 1.10 GeV

Table 1: Values of the HQET input parameters from [3/].

As noticed in [34], neglecting the order 1/m? in the HQE, we achieve a poor fit to the data
with a x%/d.o.f. ~ 23. This suggests that higher-order corrections are needed to accommodate
the LQCD results.

We therefore start with examining the RC limit and notice that since the IW functions 5 and
13 always appear in the combination v' = 13+ w1, we fit directly ¢)’. After linearly expanding
the IW functions as in eq. (195) we further discover that the form factors are independent on
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%1) leaving us with 13 unknown IW parameter to fit to the lattice data. The x? minimisation
yields an excellent fit with x?/d.o.f. ~ 0.89. The best fit and its uncertainties are summarized
in table 2 and the correlation matrix is reported in table 5 in appendix E.

Parameter Best fit

¢ 0.52 £0.16
¢ —6.114+1.27
¢ 0.15 4 0.01
) —0.38 +0.11
. —0.26 4 0.44
e 9.77 + 3.08
Nag.c 0.01 £ 0.10
Nnag.c —0.15 4 1.44
o —0.08 4 0.06
T, 0.25 % 0.70
© 1.58 +0.72
') 0.82 +0.05
' —1.134+0.52

Table 2: Best fit points and uncertainties for the IW parameters in the RC limit.

It is time to consider the independent VC limit and notice that for the linearized IW functions
notice the form factors are 6%1) independent. Therefore, we are left with 9 unknown IW param-
eters. Also in this case we find an excellent fit with x?/d.o.f. ~ 0.84 as summarized in table 3.
The correlation matrix is reported in table 7 in appendix E.

As a positive consistency check one observes that for the distinct RC and VC limits reported
in the tables 2 and 3 the common IW form factors are compatible.

In an effort to be as complete as possible we follow the literature [61,62] and further inves-
tigate the possibility to use lattice data for the (axial) vector currents as input to predict the
(pseudo) tensor contributions for both the RC and VC limits. Subsequently, we compare these
results again with the lattice one. In this case, the x? minimisation yields x?/d.o.f. ~ 0.84 for
the RC limit and x?/d.o.f. ~ 0.72 for the VC limit. The results of our fit are shown in table 4
and the corresponding correlation matrices are shown in table 6 and table 8 in appendix E.
In figure 1 we show the comparison between the LQCD results of [39] (orange band) with the
predictions for tensor and pseudo-tensor form factors derived from fitting only the (axial) vector
ones (table 4). The RC and VC limits are illustrated as the blue and green band respectively.
Our predictions for the form factors are compatible with the lattice results at 1 — o level. The

~(3~
exception arises from the pseudo-tensor form factor h(f, " in the VC limit (see Fig. 1h). The
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Parameter Best fit

¢ 0.52+0.16

¢ —5.97+1.24
Q) 0.15 4 0.01
) —0.31 4+ 0.10

. —0.24 + 0.42
e 9.48 + 3.06
© 1.58 +0.71
(0) 0.81 = 0.05
(U —0.96 + 0.50

Table 3: Best fit points and uncertainties for the IW parameters in the VC' limait.

larger than one sigma deviation occurs because in the VC limit the 1/m? corrections are not
entirely captured.

Furthermore we observe large uncertainties of the chromomagnetic IW functions in the RC
limit, which are in fact compatible with zero. This arises because the available LQCD data
are confined to the low-recoil region, while the chromomagnetic corrections are expected to be
significant in the large recoil region. As a result, it becomes meaningful to consider a scenario
where we set the chromomagnetic IW functions to zero. It can be seen from eq. (193) that
this scenario corresponds exactly to the VC limit. Importantly, even in this case we obtain an
excellent agreement with the lattice data.

For completeness, we have performed the same analysis above also using the baryon masses

rather than the quark masses in the HQE. Here we observed that the overall qualitative picture
)

n,c

remains unchanged with the second order coefficients getting substantially larger and 77,(61
getting roughly 2 times larger.

Our results clearly show that, both in the RC and VC limits, O(1/m?) corrections are
essential to match the lattice data, corroborating and quantifying the expectations of [34].
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Parameter Best fit

¢ 0.43 £ 0.50

¢ —6.59 4 1.62

¢ 0.16 % 0.01

é? 058+ 0.17 Parameter Best fit
Mone  0.01£1.30 O 0.52 + 0.43
nd o 10.72+£4.01 ¢ —6.49 £ 1.55
10 —0.0440.12 ¢ 0.16 £ 0.01
Noee  —0.07+1.61 O 0574017
nY . —0.0140.07 N . =021+ 1.10
0, —0.75+0.93 ne . 10.56 % 3.94
e 1.48 + 1.01 © 1.42 4 0.96
W' © 0.83 % 0.10 {0 0.84 % 0.09
p'W —1.76 + 0.68 (U ~1.69 +0.64
(a) (b)

Table 4: Best fit points and uncertainties for the IW parameters in the RC (a) and VC (b)
limat.

- RC Limit |:| VC Limit Lattice Results

0.65—

0.60}

0.55}

I

SR
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0.45}

100 101 102 1.03 104 1.05 100 1.0l 102 103 1.04 1.5

w w

(a) (b)
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- RC Limit [:\ VC Limit D Lattice Results
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j ? 0.8 ﬁ
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- RC Limit VC Limit Lattice Results
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Figure 1: The figures for each sub-panels display the LQCD results of [39] (depicted as the
orange band) alongside the 1 — o level predictions for tensor and pseudo-tensor form factors
coming from the independent RC (blue band) and VC (green band) limits in table /.
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6 Conclusions

We presented the set of form factors for the A, — A} transitions, accounting for the next-
to-next-to-leading O(1/m?) corrections in the RC and VC limits. We determined the TW
independent parameters via a fit to the lattice data from [39]. The latter compensate for the
lack of experimental data for the A, — A*{v decay process. For the fits, we first enacted a x>
minimization procedure using the entire lattice dataset and then repeated the process using
only the vector and axial form factors to generate predictions for the tensor and pseudo-tensor
form factors. We discovered a notable agreement with the LQCD data, effectively resolving the
previous tension underlined in [34].

Our results demonstrates that it is essential, to agree with the lattice data, to consider next-
to-next-to leading order power corrections O(1/m?) for these processes. Furthermore, barring
potential lattice issues, these corrections are large and indicate a slow convergence of the series.
An independent test of both the effective approach and the lattice results will come from
either more refined lattice simulations and/or future experiments. We further stress that our
findings are applicable only close to the zero-recoil region. Future experimental measurements
and theoretical efforts are needed to access the large-recoil regime which will allow us to fully
describe the physics of the A, — A’ decay processes.
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A Rarita-Schwinger spinor
In the chiral representation, a spinor u with momentum

" = (p°, |p]sin @ cos ¢, |p] sin O sin ¢, |p] cos §), p* =m?, (196)

and helicity h = +1/2 in the rest frame, can be written as [33,63]

(" +m—[p) cos(6)2)

w(p h — 1 (P +m+|p]) sin(8/2) exp(+ig)

(p,h = +1/2) o ] |+0P < m ) cos(8/2) : (197)
H(° +m - [7l) sin(8/2) exp(+ig) |
[—(p° +m — [p]) sin(0/2) exp(—ig)]

" _ _ 1 +(P°+m+|p]) cos(0/2)

b ==1/2) = s |~ m+ ) sin(0/2) exp(—id) (198)
+(p° +m — |p]) cos(6/2) |

We characterize a state with quantum numbers J¥ = 3/2~ using the spin-3/2 component
Ufy ) stemming from the projection of a general Rarita-Schwinger object uhs(k,m) = n*u(k),

ufs o) (kym, 8c) = {77 —3 (’Y + ) %} u(k, sc)

mAz

o L ., K 199
= [9 83 (7 + )w} ups(k,n(N), se) (199)
A%

= [Pyja]” 5 ups(k, n(N), 50).

Here, u(k, s.) denotes the spin-1/2% spinor of four momentum k and rest-frame helicity s, =

+1/2, as explicitly presented above. The vector 7 is a polarisation vector with J& = 1~.
Similarly, we can describe the state with spin-parity J£ = 1/27, by means of the projection
onto the spin-1/2 component, as follows:

a I «
Uy (R, 50) = 5 [v + mAJ i u(k, sc) (200)
1[ . ke 5
=3 [V =] s urs(k,n(A), sc) (201)
= [Pia]" g ups(k. (V). 50) (202)

Fats o) (0, 50) = 0 = kaufy o) (k, 1, 5¢) (203)
Yalisz) (K1, 8) =0, (204)
_’L'O-aﬁ ua3/2)(k7 m, SC) = ul(83/2) (k7 n, SC) . (205)



B Form factor basis

Here, we present the spin structures '}y that contribute to the transition A, — A}

For the vector and axial currents we follow the notation given in [33], while for the tensor and
pseudo-tensor currents we use the parametrisation of Ref. [61]. For the vector current (J = V)
mediating the transition to A.(2595)% we find

op A /4mAbmAz QTI’LAZ o A, — A qu
Wapn = 7= =—7F 5 /3
Sy S48 q q

pon _ \Ama, max 2mps , Mma, M (p+ k) — m?\b - m?\z " (206)
V,(1/2,0) D p — S 4|
\/S— \/S+S— Sy q
Fa# _ A /4mAbmA; ZmAz pa ,-),H _ QmAsz _ 2mAb k“
v:(1/2.1) J5Z 5.5 54 54 ’
for the axial current (J = A) we have:
FZ‘L A /4mAbmAZ 2mAz o Mp, + Max q"
(1/2,0) V5e VE4s— PE /qz
2 2
pos _V Ama,maz 2my; M, — ma; (p+ k)" — M, — My, (207)
A,(1/2,0) p p 2 T\
\ S+ N/ S+S— S_ q
e A /Amp, mps 2mips o Qm/\zpu B 2my, |
A(/2.1) V55 A/51sC s s
For the tensor current (J = 7) we find:
VR Vi VLTI Y S mhy T (208)
T.(1/2,0) — oy s+s,p p e >
N Ama, mas mp, 4 mps M ma
ros — b b e Ry ey 209
T,(1/2,1) N s P o p . ) (209)
while for the pseudo-tensor current (J = 7'5) we obtain:
32 gy = Y @ |y gy T R (210)
T5,(1/2,0) — o s+s,p p PP
AN AMA, A My, — Mips e m
o _ b c Ap Af o ) Ag no_ Ap )
Irs.(1j2.0) = — o p {’Y +2 s P 2 S k } : (211)
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When we consider the final state A.(2625)", for the vector current (J = V') we get:

pon _ VAmAA: 2ma ey — My gF
V,(l/?,t) - \/— \/S_;_T \/q_2 \/? )
Fa“ \/4mAbmA* 2mA* mAb +mAZ
vi(1/2, O) \/S— N/S—l-s— S4

(212)
o Amp,max 2mpx = QmAZp“ B 2mp, o
v.(1/21) = /5 \ /s+s_ sy Sy ’
N dmp,max —4igoHPk
/00 = e N s+ vz,
while for the axial current (J = A) we use:
ron VaAdma,maz 2mpas ma, +mas gt
A(1/24) = — Trs_ 2 ik
Tia/0 = AT 2 pe e =T (p+ k)" — S M]
S+ \/S S S 2 ’
’ K (213)
rew _ VAmayma; 2N | gy 20 e 2T g
A1/21) — Nan \ /s+3_ 5_ 5_ ’
o Ama,mas —415““”k
F A,(3/2,1) — \/— \/SJFT FA7(1/271—) :
For the tensor current (J = T') we find:
VAma,mas g2 m3 —m3.
FOéu(l/2 0 — \/1;—b = qu P [(p+ k)" — R Z A q“] , (214)
- +5-
Fa” A /4mAbmAg ma, -+ mA: a b 2mA: o QmAb Lk (215)
T,(1/2,1) — P\ — D - )
\/ S+ S_ + Sy
POk o, =t AN [ o | AL T LSRN Mie Y (216)
T,(3/2,L) — 9 p° ,
v S+ S_ AC St Sy
and for the pseudo-tensor current (J = T'5) we obtain:
VAma,mas g2 m3, — mi.
I75 17200 = \/g—b = qu p* [(p+ k)" — e A 7 A q“] , (217)
— + —
s VAma,mas mp, — mA;pa ot QmA;pu Y o (218)
T5,(1/2,1) — o or < . ,
po o VAT e o (g e T ey 2= )| (219)
T5,(3/2,1) — o st A 5 -
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In the equations presented above, we have used the convention €"'?3 = —¢j193 = +1 for the
Levi-Civita tensor.

B.1 Helicity amplitudes

By applying the principles of angular momentum composition, the allowed on-shell amplitudes
for the final state with a total angular momentum J = 1/2 are [33]:

AV (41/2,41/2,0) = —\/gAp(+1/2, +1/2,0,0) + \/gAr(+1/2, ~1/2,+1,0),
AN (4172 41/2,1) = —\/gAp(H/z +1/2,0,4) + \/gAF(—H/Q, ~1/2,41,1),  (220)
AP (+1/2,-1/2,-1) = \/gAFm/z, ~1/2,0,-1) - \/gArm/z +1/2,-1,-1).
On the other hand the complementary set of J = 3/2 amplitudes reads as
AP (4172, 43/2,41) = Ar(+1/2,41/2, +1,+1) ,
AP (1172, +1/2,0) = \/gAp(+1/2, +1/2,0,0) + \/gAr(H/?, —1/2,+1,0),
(221)

AP (4172, 4+1/2,t) = \/gAF(+1/2,+1/2,O,t) + \/gAr(H/Z, —1/2,+1,1),
2 1
AP (4172, -1/2,-1) = \/;Ap(+1/2, —1/2,0,-1) + \/;Ar(+1/27+1/27 -1,-1).

For the transitions to J = 1/2 the set of amplitudes in eq. (221) vanishes identically. Similarly
for transitions to J = 3/2 the equations in eq. (220) are zero.

We list the on-shell amplitudes for the transition A, — A.(2595)%. For the vector current
we find the following non-zero amplitudes:

m +m
AW (41/2,41/2,0) = AV (~1/2,-1/2,0) = \[flm Ao Z N Amiy, mas

m
AV (412, 41/2,1) = AV (=1/2,-1/2,1) \[fl/zt LR SAma,my, (223)

A§/2)(+1/2,—1/2,—1) = A$/2)< 1/2,4+1/2,+1) \/7f1/u 4mAbmA (224)
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For the axialvector current we find similarly:

1 m
AV (41/2,41/2,0) = —AL? (— 1/2,—1/2,0):—\@91/20 B R SAma,ms

\/_ (225)

AGP (+1/2,41/2,8) = —ARP (<1/2,-1/2,1) \[glmm“’ ST

(226)
AS/Q)H—l/?, ~1/2,-1)=-A 1/2)( 1/2,41/2,+1) = +\/§91/2,¢\/W- (227)
For the tensor current we find the following non-zero amplitude:

AV (41/2,41/2,0) = AP (—1/2,-1/2,0) = \/gtl/z,om—nslb_\{ni , (228)
AL (4172,-1/2,—1) = ALD (<1/2,41/2,+1) = +\/§t1/u mAb(mm_Z;Z“) - (229)
For the pseudo-tensor current we find similarly:

Al (1/2) (+1/2,41/2,0) = — A} (1/2) (=1/2,-1/2,0) = —\/gtl/w%, (230)
A (1172, -1/2,-1) = —AYD(<1/2,+1/2,+1) = ﬂ/éti’/z,LmA”(mm_AA”b;g“) - (231)
We list the on-shell amplitudes for the transition A, — A.(2625)%.
For the vector current we find the following non-zero amplitudes:
AP (4172, 43/2,41) = AP (=12, -3/2, 1) = —2 Fy5 1 /Ay, ma: , (232)
AP (+1/2,41/2,0) = APP (-1/2,-1/2,0) = +\/gF1/QomA*’j—mA* VA, ma
(233)
AP (41/2,41/2,t) = AY? (=172, -1/2,1) = +\/§Fl/2t \/— =2, ma;
(234)
ABD (4172, -1/2,-1) = AP (=1/2,4+1/2,+1) = —%me- (235)
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For the axialvector current we find similarly:

AR (4172, 43/2,41) = —A/D (=12, =3/2, —1) = =2 G50 /A mn, Mz (236)
2 m
AB (1172, 41/2,0) = —APD(~1/2,-1/2,0) = \/;Gl/zo Ab\/_ = /Amy, ma:
(237)
2 ma, + Max
ASD(41/2,41/2,t) = — AP (- 1/2,—1/2,t)_+\/;G1/2t Ab\/_ A SEm, mas
(238)
A3/ 4B/ _ 2 rr—
A (‘|‘1/2, —1/2, —1) = _'AA (—1/2,+1/2,+1) = +EG1/2’J_ 4mAb MAz . (239)
For the tensor current we find the following non-zero amplitudes:
AR (1172 4372, 4+1) = A (172, -3/2, —1) = 2Ty .1 \/ix, TiA: 240
T ) ) T ) 5 3/2,1 mp, mAz 5 ( )
2 ma, v/ @
AP (1172 11/2,0) = AYP(=1/2,-1/2,0) = —\/jT VI 241
v (+1/2,41/2,0) = Ap"7(-1/2,-1/2,0) 30 e (241)
2 ma (mA —}-mA*)
AP (4172, -1/2,-1) = A®P(=1/2, +1/2,+1) = —T, b (242
T(//)T(//)\/gl/lj_\/m (242)

For the pseudo-tensor current we find similarly:

AYD (41/2,43/2,+1) = —APD(~1/2,-3/2, ~1) = 2T | \/in, Tiaz , (243)
2 2

ABD (1172, 41/2,0) = —ASP (—1/2,-1/2,0) = \[Tlmm“— Ve (244)
3 A/ TTUA, TIUA:

2 Bl o ma, (mAb - mAﬁ)
\/g 1/2,1 ,—mAb Az

We do not report the expressions of the on-shell amplitudes within the HQET framework.

A (4172, 172, -1) = — AP (—1/2,41/2, +1) = (245)

Nevertheless, one can readily reconstruct them by substituting the form factors provided in
appendices B.2 and B.3 into the equations given above.
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B.2 Form factors at O(1/m?) in the RC-limit

Here we list the full set of form factors up to O(1/m?, 6%). For the final state A.(2595)" the
form factors are:

Fime = (s_\/5% (C N Cys N Css, )
120 =57 —— =75 | C1
/ Q(m/\bm/\§>3/2 277”L/\b (mAb + m/\é) Qm/\?ﬁ (mAb + m/\i)
L. VS5 (ma, —ma;) N — 2 CA <m?\b + m?\z - q2) n
b(mAb + Max ) /T, A SL 2ma, maps
i A /8+(mAb — mA:) CA QC CA/ <m?\b + m?\z - q2> n
Ec — —
(ma, + mas) /A, MAx S 2ma,max
S-S5+ (o) (b) (©
W@cﬂkm + EbMmag — EcThmag) T
51 (mp, — ma- 5_5
o2 Y/~ ) (3(¢3 Fuy) — = 2) , (246)
(ma, +maps )\ /A, Mz 4(ma,ma:)
Fiiy = (Siy/5 (C’ N Cys,y N Cssy ) n
120 = —— =75 | C1
/2 2(ma,max )3/ 2ma, (ma, —mas)  2mas(ma, — max)
N V5 (my, + mas) K2 CA (mib + m?\; - q2> N
E — —
b (mAb — mAz), /mAbmA; SL 2mAbmAz
N V5= (ma, +max) ¢R— 2 CN <m3\,, + m?\g - q2) N
Ec — —
(mAb — 771/\3)1 /mAbmAz SL 2mAbmAz
S+v/5- (c) (b) (c)
+W(5cﬁkm + EbMmag — EcThmag) T
V5= (ma, + max) S_54
ma, — mAZ)\/ TN, T (mAbmAZ)
[ vz ((SA (i, mi - ) NG|+
1/2.1 _2(mAbmAz)3/2 €b1 /N, T 2mAbmAz
3 - CN <m?\ + m?\z — q2)
e | AC — 21, — : +
mAbmAz 2mAbmAz
S—y/5+ (c) () 2 VS5+ S-S41
+————5 ey — Echrer i—— 3 —— ], (248
2(mAbmA;>3/2 (5 Mkin €l g) +e€ mAbmAg ("ébs + wa) 4(mAbmA§>2 ( )

45



g — (S4\/5- o5 Cs_ C3s_
/20 2(mp,max)3/? 19 B +
A, TIUA ma, (Mma, — max)  2mp:(ma, — mas)

,/s_(mAb —l—mA:) C[\/+2< CA (mAb +mA*
(ma, — Mas) /M, MiAs St 2, M

V5= (ma, —mas) K9 CN (mg\b + m?\*
(map, + maz)\ /T, Mz GsL 2mp, mpx

+¢&p

+ec

S+v5- (c)
—om® c
+2(mAbmA§)3/2( cMin = €bTlmag — gcnﬁng,g>+
L2 V51 (ma, — mas) (3(¢ - wiby) — 5_5,1n
(mAb + mA’E‘) —mAbmAz 3 2 4(mAbmAZ)2 ) (249>
G120 = Cs_\/s-kg . (Cf 0253+ C§S+
Q(mAbmAz) / 2mAb(mAb + mAZ) 2mA* (m/\b + mA* +
=V T N B (v + ok -
(ma, — maz)\ /A, MAx ot 2ma, M
NS /54 (ma, +ma:) A2 CN (m%b + m%*
(map, — maz)\ /A, Az St 2ma, M
5-V5+ (©) () c
Q(mAbmA*)?’/Q (6cnkm ~ Ebllmag — gcnr(n;g)—i_
Lo V51 (ma, —maz) <3(¢ +wiy) — 5_511
(mAb + mAz) '—mAbmAg 3 2 4(mAbmA’é)2 ) (25())
CPCs44/52 \/ C/_\(m2 + m3. — 2)
gi/2.1 =5 105 572 T o o r 1 — (AN | +
(ma,maz) VA, A 2mp,may
/5_ _ CN (m?\ +mi. — (.12>
+e CA — 265 — R +

A/ TN, T 2mp, mpx
Sy4/S— (c) \/3__
_ (c) 2 S_
T 6)3/2( Mhin — Ecllmag) + €c————= (3(¢3 + wipy) — S—WlQ) . (251)

mAbmAz 4(mAbmAz)
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CmaxS—/S+ Cry sy
tgg =o—me TNV (O O 4 O, — — 2271
1/2,0 (mAbmAg)3/2 T ™ + Oy DA, s +
MA*/S+ CZ\ (m%b + m?\é - q2> =
gp——rs —2CAN +4¢q | +
A/ TTUAL T A A, TIA

e E e A, + i - )
<V = _ SL, —

A /mAbmAz mAbmA;

G Ve mA* S_\/S+

(mA Mmps )3/2

_,_gzm’\é—\/ﬂ (6(% +wiy) — LJ’%) : (252)

2 (mAb may )2

+

+e.

(€an1n + gbnr(rll)zjtg 5077r(§21g)+

Cs_ /S OTlmAz‘ . CTQ <_mib + miz - q2> CT3 (m?\b o m?\z - q2)

t1g) = +
12, /A, A\ Mg, Mps Qm?\b(m,\b + M) 2(ma, + maz)ma, Mas
n Mpzr/5+(Ma, — Maz) 2N ¢A (m?\b + m?\é - q2> n
Epy —
(mAb —I—mAZ)./mAbmAz MA, A
N¢ <m2 +mi. — q2>
Jsrmpax(ma, — mps _ A Az
TR A A (s, 1:) 20N —4¢sL — . +

(mAb + mAg)\/mAbmAg A, A
TAx S_+/S
N o)t

€ —€
(ma, mA*)3/ 2 anm <y

o Mazy/S5(ma, — ma;) S5_Sy1n
T 5 2 2
e (ma, + maz) /A, Mz <6(¢3 +win) 2(maymaz)?) (253)
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Cr,Cmpx\/5-54 MpAx+/S_ CA <mib + m?\; - q2) .
t1/20_ 3 e - — 20N —4¢s, | +
(ma,maz )3/ /TN, TTTA: MA, A
I 2 2
Mpx/S_ - CA (m/\ +my. — ¢ )
tee—iV | 2¢A — dyr, — : +
A/ T, TTUA A, TIUAX
Mps Siy/5— .
to———375 (mA M )3/2 (8an1n —¢€ nr(r[i;g 8077r(n2)1g>+
MAz/S— S_S.1y )
el —— V" 6(ths + wihy) — ———— ) | 254
D (o0 ) - gt (254)
t5 _ (1 /S—_S+ <CT1mAz _ CTQS— _ CTBS— > n
VEL T iy \mayma; 2m3 (ma, —maz)  2(ma, — mag)Jmama;

+é&p

A 2 2 2
mAzw/s,(mAb -+ mAz) 2{[_\/ B CA <mAb + My — 4 ) N

(ma, — maz)\ /A, TiAx MA,MAS

Mpz+/5—(Ma, +maz) CA (mib +mi. — q2)

+e. 2CA — 4(qr, — +
(mAb - mAZ)\/ TN, TTUA . S A, TTUA
MA: SV 5 (©)
t 33 (mA mA*>3/2 (gcnkln - 8Cnmag)—i_
42 maz /55 (ma, + may) 6(cbs + wiby) — S_S141 (255)
“(ma, — mag)\/Ma,Ma; ’ Y a(ma,maz)?)
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For the final state A.(2625)" the form factors are:

(s_\/s Cys Css
Fij20 :—+3/2 Oy + 28+ i 38+
2(mAbmAz) 2mp, (mAb + mAZ) 2mAZ (mAb + mAz)
A 2 2 2
o VI T ) (e oA (i, + i~ ) +
(ma, + mas)\ /A, A 2mp,max
(2 2 2
ma, + Mpx)/Tp, A~ A, T A*
C( b c) b c 2 b c
V S45— c b c
+ W(%cmﬁii — g+ EThg)—
9 81/23_(771/\17 — mA;) " (256)
J— g s
“4(ma, + maz:)(ma,maz )/ !
o= Mg, = e + ) | (i, — ks — @)
F1/2,t :—3/2 Ci + Cy + Cs | +
2(mAbmAg) Q(mAb — mAz)mAbmAz 2(mAb — mAz)mAbmAz
s (ma, +ma:) /5= R Gy CA(m3, + mi. — ¢*) .
b A, — TNA* TN, TTUA SL Qm/\ TN+
b c b c b c
fematma)ysT CN'(m3, +mi; — @) |
C(mAb —mAZ),/mAbmA: SL 2mAbmAz
S+ Vv S— c b c
+ W(%cmﬁii — g + EM ) —
o s (ma, 4 ma) " (257)
“4(my, —may)(ma,mag)52 0
(/515 NG A(m3 +mi. — %) -
F1/2,J_ :—+3/201 + & hi o < — N+
Q(mAbmAg) mAbmAz ZmAbmA:
/54 _ N(m3, +mi. — %)
+ &¢ A+ - < +
A, TUA ¢ GsL =6 2mp, max
3/2
\/38_ (c) (c) 2 S+ S_
———————=(2ecmih F EcNpn,) — €5 U1,
+ 4(mAbmA’g>3/2( Tkin + n ag) <y (mAbmAz)5/2¢l
Sy S_\/S+ (b)
Fapg | = —ep— Y ¢ g V7T
3/2,1 €p WY GsL 8b4(mAbmA:§>3/2 Thnag »

(258)
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(S4r/5= <05 B Cds_ C3s_ N
=5 e Y
)

2my, (ma, — maz)  2ma:(ma, — ma:

A (3, +m2: =)
S +
(ma, — max) /A, A 2mp, mas

i CA (3, +m3, — )
A+ (o — : +
(ma, — max) /A, A ¢ o 2mp, M
X Sp\/S—
4(mAbmAz)3/2
3/2
2 S¢sT(ma, +may)
c Skl (259)
A(ma, — max)(ma,maz)®

(s_ /St <C5 (m?\b - m?\g + q2) o (m?\b - m?\g - q2) C5> "

(e + ey + een'y)—

mag

— &

Gijop =

1 —

2(myp,mas )3/ B 2(map, + maz)ma, 2 2(ma, + maz)mas

(ma, + Maz)\/TA, Az
(ma, —ma:)y/55
(ma, + Maz)\/TiA, A

V545 () (b) (©)
g, mas )72 2elkin & E0Mhmag + Eclunag) =
2 83_/237 (mAb — mAz> ¢ (260)
€. 4(mAb n mA;)(mAbmAz)5/2 1,

- - A(m2 +m2, — ¢? _
Gy =SV cn e N <<Ab - d) A,>+

3/2
2(mAbmAz) / mAbmAz 2mAbmA;§

N K (3, +mi, — )
+e.——— [ (A + (o1, — < +
A, TN A= 2mp, may
X S4\/S—
4(mAbmAz)3/2

3/2

Pt 261
504(mAbmAz)5/2'¢]l ) ( )
\/S— S44/S— (b)

—gp— Y , 262
A, TTiAz gSL b 4(mAbmA2 )3/2 77mag; ( )

o, (=) VB (CA,_CSL_CMmiﬁmi;—q2>>+

+ €c

(C/_\/ +(sL —

+

(2es) + eanl)y) —

G3/2,J_ =—&p
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TNA*+/S4+S—
T (maymag )32 ’ 2mAbmA*

2mA\/_< A — Cap + ¢ Ab—l—mA*— A)

2Mps /S _ m3a +ma. —q* -
e VT A Gy — (R TN 4
A, A 2mp, max
80 o= & ma EC ma, — 60— ,
2(m e )32 < Min T b Thnag T e Timag 2(mp, mas )72
T —¢ \/5+5— o m?\b - m?\; +¢° m?\b - m?\;* —q cn | +
7J— - ————— - T, — T
1/2 TN, A/TTUA, TTUAR ' 2mp, (ma, + mA:) ? 2mp (ma, + mA:) 3

+ &

2mps (ma, — max)\/5+ K Cm%b + m%z — QQA .
(mAb + mAZ)\/ mAbmAz 2mAbmA:

2mi; (ma, — ma;)y/ . m3, +mi. —¢? -
oy iy —_ 1) (CA+CSL—< Ay T A’>+

‘ (mAb + mA;ﬁ)vabmAg QmAbmAZ
3/2
—mAz S+5- () (c) o TN (mAb - mAz)S_’_ S_
2€Thgn + € - , 264
! Q(mAbmAz)?’/Q( “ellan + ¢ o) “2(ma, + mag)(ma,maz)*? v (264)
2(ma, — maz)\/3 (ma, + mas) /515
Tspp=—¢y > s+ ep—en ) (265)

/r/ma )
NADNUDN: 2(mp,mas )3/ g
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Cma=s — B
T2 = (mA +@CT1 T VR g(mib +mi, — ¢)A i
A mAz) \/W 21min, M- + o — ¢ A+
+€bM _C(m?\b +m?\§ — q2)]\/ B
N 2mp, M + G+ CA | +
mA*3+\/S—_
Q(mA mAZ)3/2 (2€cnk1n + SbT/I(n;g + gcnr(n;g>
o st
“2(ma a7 (266)
5 _ Sy\/S—
T1/2,L _gm,\ \/ﬂ\f:im (OT1 _ S_ G — s
b2 VTTUA Dy (May — inz) ™ 2mmuns (i, — mA;)) N
TN A= -
te, Az (ma, +mas) /5= - C(mib fmd, — )R
(a, = mAZ)\/W 2mp, mpx *
2mps
+éc mas (ma, + max) /5 A+ o — C(mf\b +m3. — AN
(M, — Maz)\/Ta, MAr SL ST N
Az yS 3/2
2(ma, mA*)s/g( c77km + scngg) _ 63 mas(my, + mAz)3+S,/
2ma, + 2, — ) mamayi L (267)
m * c
T3 3/2,L = — &b = AC)\/S__CSL + &b (ma, —maz) 514/5- )
(268)

m -
\/W Q(mAbmAg)?’/Z Nmag -
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B.3 Form factors at O(1/m?) in the VC-limit

Here we list the full set of form factors up to O(1/m?) in the VC limit. For the final state
A.(2595)7 the form factors are:

CS_\/a OQS+ CSS+ )

SR i "M S g NS +
fiy20 2(ma,max )3/ < U 2my, (ma, F ) 2ma (ma, Fmag)

CA (m%b + m%z — q2>

VSt (ma, — mp- _
T L [ (P "
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For the final state A.(2625)" the form factors are:

(s_\/s Cys Css
Fij20 :—+3/2 Oy + 25+ i 35+
2(mAbmA;) 2mAb (mAb + mAZ) 2?77,1\; (mAb + mAz)
A2 2 2
+ & S (ma, = mA:) CN + (o1, — A (mAb e T4 ) +
(ma, + mas)\ /A, A 2mp,max
CA <m2 +m3. — q2>
s V54 (ma, —ma;) Rt Gy Ay T A N
c L —
(ma, + mas)\ /A, A 2ma, M-
3/2
e /S15_ © _ 2 (ma, — mAz)er/ S_ 5, (279)
CQ(mAbmA§)3/2 kin 04(mAb + m/\z)(m/\bm/\2>5/2 ’
(s4+/5- ma; (m3, —mi. + %) ma,(m3, — mi. — ¢°)
F1/2,t :—3/2 Cy+ Cy + c. | +
Q(mAbmAz) 2(mAb — mAz)mAbmAz 2(mAb — mAz)mAbmAz
L. (ma, +mas) /5= A Gy ¢ (mjz\b +m3. — ¢%) .
’ (mAb - mA;)\/mAbmAg St QmAbmA*
s (ma, +maz)\/5- Rac CN'(m3, +mi. — ¢%) N
c SL —
(mAb - mAz)\/mAbmA; . 2mAbmA*
3/2
b SV 02 (ma sl (280)
02(mAbmAz)3/2 kin 04(mAb . mAz)(mAbmAz)5/2 )
C /515 V5 A(m3 +mi. — ¢ -
F =Y ( d < — N
/2,4 Q(mAbmAz)i”/? S A, M QmAbmAé +
/3 _ N(m% +mi. —¢?)
tee e | (R G — (e +
TN, TN QmAbmAz
3/2
teog ) 2 (281)
“2(mp,mas )2 T A(ma,ma )Y
/s
Fzp01 =— e— (g1,
mAbmAz
(282)

57



(S4r/5= <05 B Cds_ C3s_ N
=5 e Y
)

2my, (ma, — maz)  2ma:(ma, — ma:

A (3, +m2: =)
—GsL —
(ma, — max) /A, A 2mp, mas

i CA (3, +m3, — )
A+ (o — :
(ma, — maz)y/Ma,ma; At 2mp, mas
+e _SeVs- (€) _ .2 (ma, + mAi)SJrS?i/z
CQ(mAbmA2)3/2 kin 64(mAb . mAz)(mAbmAz>5/2
CS_ V 5+ 5 (m?\b T m?\z + q2) 5 (mib - m?\z - q2) 5
s sz | C Cs | +

Q(mAbmAz) B

1 _
Tey (mAb - mAz)\/a (CA/ - CSL o C‘/_\(m?\b + m?\z - q2)> 1

B, (283)

G =

2(myp, + maz)ma, 2 2(myp, + maz)mas
(M, + Max) /A, TA

(m/\b - mAz)\/5+
(ma, + maz) /A, Az
3/2
NEP S i i V545 (c) _ .2 (ma, — mA;)er/ 5_
2(ma,mag )22 A my, 4 myg) (ma,ma;)

- - A(m: +m2, — ¢? _
C\/5-84 C5 4 e e ((Ab Az Q)_A,>+

Q(mAbmAz)?’/Q ma mA;

2mAbmAz

+ .

(CA/ + (sL —

C/_\<m3\b + m%\g - q2))
+
ZmAbmAz

b1 (284)

G, =

b
- _ AN(m2 +m2, — ¢?
Le /5 (CA+CSL—§ (m3, Al Q))+
AC

3/2
S+\/E (c) 2 S48
+862(mAbmA;)3/2nkin c : 5/2517 (285)
A/S_
G3/2,¢ = — gp——=(s1L,
b c

(286)

o8



A*
T2, ZCC— <CT1 —Cp, + Cpy — CT4 +

2mA21/8+ — A + mA* q MAx/S+5—
Fe, 2tV A 4 (g — (— N +e. s ()

Neowioy 2mp, M (ma,maz)
2 g S (287)
CQ(mA mA*)5/2 1,

NowE mi, — mi. + ¢ m3, —mi. — ¢
Ty, = C 5 Cr, | +
mAb,/mAbmAz ZmAb(mAb +mA:) 2mA*(mAb +mA*)

2 2 2
+€b2mAg(mAb—mAz),/s+ R mAb—i-mAz—q/_X N
(mAb + mAg)\/mAbmAg
2max(mp, — mpx)/S _ ma +m3. —q*_
e AC( Ay AC) + CA+Cor — ¢ Ay A CIA, n
(mAb + mA;)\/mAbmA;j

3/2
MAs/St5— (o) o maz(ma, —max)sy s
e 572 in ~ Ee . - , 288
(ma,ma;)*? T 2(ma, + maz)(ma,ma; ) o (288)

2(ma, — max)y/S
T3/, = — ¢ - Vo

/T, mAz

MA~Sy+/S_ 2Mpx+/S_ (m2 + m3. —q2)f\ _
T1/20 il 32 — =50 & A ¢ A = + CsL — CA
(mA mAZ) A/ TN, T A 2mAbmA*
2mps\/S_ (m3, + mi. — ¢*)N _
fop eV [ A +CsL+ (A ) +
VAT 2mp, max
3/2
TMA:SH+/S— (c) 9 Tpx S4S_
. c ) e T3, 289
e (mAbmA§)3/2nk1n €C2(771/\1,771/\3)5/251 (289)
S14/5_ S_ S_
> =(——— (C’ — Cr, — ) +
ek T, A/TTUA, TTUA " 2my, (mAb - mAé) o 2m/\§ (mAb - mAE)
L 2ma; (ma, +maz)/S- A C(mib +m3; —¢*)A .
. _
(mAb — mAZ), /mAbmA: QmAbmAz
2ms (ma, +mas)/S5— [« (m3, + mi. — )N
Ee gA + €SL - g < +
(mAb - mAZ)\/mAbmA* Qm/\bmA*
MAxS+/S— (¢ mpx(m +m*ss
+ 5CAC—+3/2771(<11)1 - 63 A ( R A ) = 5/2 51 ) (290)
(ma,ma;) 2(mp, — maz)(ma,maz)
2(mA —|—mA*)‘/s,
T3, = — &b : = CsL -

A/ TN, TV A:
99



C Polarisation vectors

In this section, we present the definitions of the polarisation vectors that have been employed
in the determiation of the on-shell amplitude, according to the procedure outlined in Ref. [33].
We have selected the z axis to align with the flight direction of the A}. Consequently, within
the rest frame of the A, (A, — RF), we find:

P | gy = (m4,,0,0,0), (291)
q |A e = (@°,0,0,—171), (292)
K]y = (1, = ¢°,0,0,+71). (293)

Expressed in term of the invariant ¢, we obtain

2 2 2
‘ mAb m?\ﬁ +q2 |—»” _ \/)\(mAb’mAz’q ) (294)
q Ap—RF 2mAb ’ q Ap—RF QmAb )
where \ is the Kallén function
AMa,b,c) = a* + b* + ¢* — 2ab — 2bc — 2ac . (295)

The definition of the Rarita-Schwinger spinor involves a spin-1 polarisation vector denoted as
n(m). Following Refs. [33,63] we have

n(:t)lAb—RF = (07 :F17 _2.7 O)/\/§7 (296)
1(0)|a,-rr = (I71,0,0,ma, — ¢°)/ma: . (297)
For the exchange of the virtual W we use the following polarisation vectors [33,63]:
Oy, = (°0,0,=17D/V P = ¢" /@ (298)
|A pr = (0 £L =1, 0)/V2, (299)
(0)] 5, _ e = (F171,0,0, —q0) //a?- (300)
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D Relations with lattice form factors

Our definitions of form factors are related to the lattice one in Refs. [38,39] by the following
relations:
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E Correlation matrices from LQCD fit

In this section, we provide the correlation matrices that correspond to the fitting results within
the RC and VC limits. Our analysis produces the outcomes presented in table 5 and table 7
when considering the complete lattice dataset. When focusing solely on the vector and axial
lattice form factors, we observe the results outlined in table 6 and table 8.

1 0.211 0.195 0.011  -0.972 -0.214 0.204 0.075 -0.025 0.004 -0.298  0.825 0.103
0.211 1 -0.055 0.201 -0.316 -0.891 -0.022 0.174 0.104 -0.097 -0.907  0.132 0.047
0.195 -0.055 1 -0.072  -0.176  0.064 0.097 -0.005 -0.141 0.012 -0.030 0.540 -0.054
0.011 0.201  -0.072 1 0.005 -0.141  0.052 0.175 0.428 -0.270 0.004 -0.023 0.629
-0.972  -0.316 -0.176  0.005 1 0.256  -0.176 -0.085  0.022 0.003 0.423 -0.793 -0.058
-0.214 -0.891 0.064 -0.141  0.256 1 0.008 -0.032 -0.080 0.067 0.752  -0.133 -0.038
0.204 -0.022  0.097 0.052  -0.176  0.008 1 -0.525 -0.032  0.033 0.109 0.154 0.173
0.075 0.174  -0.005 0.175 -0.085 -0.032 -0.525 1 0.073 -0.076 -0.209  0.068 -0.027
-0.025 0.104 -0.141  0.428 0.022 -0.080 -0.032 0.073 1 -0.592  -0.020 -0.077  0.224
0.004 -0.097 0.012 -0.270  0.003 0.067 0.033 -0.076  -0.592 1 0.052 0.009 -0.118
-0.298 -0.907 -0.030  0.004 0.423 0.752 0.109  -0.209 -0.020 0.052 1 -0.232  0.172
0.825 0.132 0.540 -0.023 -0.793 -0.133 0.154 0.068 -0.077  0.009 -0.232 1 0.060
0.103 0.047 -0.054 0.629 -0.058 -0.038 0.173 -0.027 0.224 -0.118 0.172 0.060 1

Table 5: Correlation matriz for the IW parameters in the RC limit, when using the full lattice
dataset.

1 0.483 0.014 0.084 -0.997 -0.464  0.423 0.136  -0.007 -0.019 -0.639  0.942 0.247
0.483 1 -0.066  0.196 -0.515 -0.924  0.137 0.183 0.068 -0.075 -0.899  0.436 0.173
0.014  -0.066 1 -0.086 -0.013 0.074 0.046 -0.016 -0.142 0.029 -0.008 0.268 -0.080
0.084 0.196  -0.086 1 -0.077  -0.160  0.142 0.143 0.129  -0.123  0.045 0.057 0.757
-0.997 -0.515 -0.013 -0.077 1 0.478 -0.413 -0.139  0.006 0.020 0.674 -0.938 -0.232
-0.464 -0.924 0.074 -0.160 0.478 1 -0.139  -0.048 -0.056  0.062 0.796  -0.417 -0.163
0.423 0.137 0.046 0.142 -0.413 -0.139 1 -0.389  -0.045 0.028 -0.114  0.395 0.290
0.136 0.183 -0.016 0.143 -0.139 -0.048 -0.389 1 0.074 -0.069 -0.212  0.132 0.034
-0.007  0.068 -0.142  0.129 0.006 -0.056 -0.045 0.074 1 -0.679  -0.032 -0.047  0.081
-0.019 -0.075 0.029 -0.123  0.020 0.062 0.028 -0.069 -0.679 1 0.045 -0.005 -0.076
-0.639 -0.899 -0.008  0.045 0.674 0.796 -0.114 -0.212 -0.032  0.045 1 -0.601  0.041
0.942 0.436 0.268 0.057  -0.937 -0.417  0.395 0.131  -0.046 -0.005 -0.601 1 0.214
0.247 0.173  -0.080 0.757 -0.232 -0.163  0.290 0.034 0.081 -0.076  0.041 0.214 1

Table 6: Correlation matrixz for the IW parameters in the RC limit, when using only the vector
and axial lattice form factors.
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1 0.190 0.170 -0.044 -0.970 -0.222 -0.302 0.815 0.065
0.190 1 -0.056 0.138 -0.301 -0.902 -0.910 0.114 0.018
0.170  -0.056 1 -0.037 -0.151 0.058 -0.030 0.527 -0.044
-0.044 0.138 -0.037 1 0.061 -0.115 0.051 -0.045 0.607
-0.970 -0.301 -0.151 0.061 1 0.263 0.431 -0.780 -0.021
-0.222 -0.902 0.058 -0.115 0.263 1 0.764 -0.139 -0.021
-0.302 -0.910 -0.030 0.051 0.431 0.764 1 -0.229  0.179
0.815 0.114 0.527 -0.045 -0.780 -0.139 -0.229 1 0.043
0.065 0.018 -0.044 0.607 -0.021 -0.021 0.179 0.043 1

Table 7: Correlation matrix for the IW parameters in the VC' limit,

dataset.

when using the full lattice

1 0.423 -0.011 -0.056 -0.995 -0.445 -0.620 0.923 0.091
0.423 1 -0.072  0.123 -0.461 -0.930 -0.890 0.369 0.096
-0.011 -0.072 1 -0.085 0.012 0.078 -0.003 0.281 -0.091
-0.056  0.123 -0.085 1 0.063 -0.116 0.137 -0.075 0.745
-0.995 -0.461 0.012 0.063 1 0.461 0.661 -0.917 -0.075
-0.445 -0.930 0.078 -0.116 0.461 1 0.799 -0.389 -0.109
-0.620 -0.890 -0.003 0.137 0.661 0.799 1 -0.571 0.136
0923 0369 0.281 -0.075 -0.917 -0.389 -0.571 1 0.065
0.091 0.096 -0.091 0.745 -0.075 -0.109 0.136 0.065 1

Table 8: Correlation matriz for the IW parameters in the RC limit, when using only the vector
and azial lattice form factors.
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