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Abstract

We calculate the next-to-leading order QCD corrections to B to scalar meson form
factors from QCD light-cone sum rules with B meson light-cone distribution amplitudes.
We demonstrate that the B meson-to-vacuum correlation functions can be factorized
into the convolution of short-distance coefficients and light-cone distribution amplitudes
at the one-loop level and find that only ϕ+

B(ω, µ) contributes to the form factors. We
then employ the z-parameterization combined with constraints from strong coupling
constants to reconstruct the q2 dependence of the form factors in the whole kinematic
allowed regions. Due to the large cancellations between the hard functions and the jet
functions, the next-to-leading order results show a modest increase of approximately 5%
compared to the leading order results. Based on the results of form factors, we predict
the branching ratios of semi-leptonic B → Sℓν̄ℓ and B → Sνℓν̄ℓ processes, as well as
several angular observables, such as forward-backward asymmetries, “flat terms” and
lepton polarization asymmetries. We compare these results with calculations from other
methods. Experimental verification of these results is required in future experiments.
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1 Introduction

The semileptonic decays of B meson play an indispensable role in the determinations of the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements and also provide an ideal place to test
the universality of the lepton couplings. The semileptonic B decays with the hadronic final
state being a pseudo-scalar or a vector meson have been extensively studied, meanwhile, there
are still very few investigations on the B meson decaying into an orbital excited state or other
excited states, which can serve as a good supplement other than the B → P, V (P and V
stand for the pseudo-scalar and the vector meson respectively) transitions. The scalar meson
is among the most important excited light meson states, thus it is of significant importance
to study the B → S (S denotes a scalar meson) transition processes.

Different from the ground states, the internal structures of the scalar meson have not
been well understood. It has been suggested that the scalar mesons below 1.7GeV can be
described with two nonets [1–3], which correspond to scalar mesons below 1GeV and above
1GeV, respectively. There is currently no widespread consensus on the understanding of scalar
mesons below 1GeV, whose possible structures include qq̄ states [4–6], meson-meson molecule
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states [7], tetraquark states [8, 9], and the superposition of these states [10–12]. On the other
hand, the nonet above 1GeV are commonly regarded as qq̄ states, and the existing controversy
is that they might be either the low-lying p-wave state of qq̄ or the first radial excited states
with respect to the low-lying p-wave state, and the former viewpoint and the latter one are
referred to Scenario 2 and Scenario 1 respectively [13, 14]. Most of the studies on the structure
of the scalar mesons prefer to support Scenario 2 [14–16], thus we set Scenario 2 to be our
default choice in the present paper. For the flavor-neutral particles f0(1370), f0(1500) and
f0(1710), recent studies suggest that they are mixing of scalar glueball and scalar quarkonia
[1–3, 17–19], and the mixing matrix is required to be further determined. In this work, we
follow the assumption in [14, 17] where the main component of f0(1500) is ss̄.

The essential task in studying the semileptonic decays of B mesons into scalar mesons
is to compute B → S transition form factors. It is generally agreed that the heavy-to-
light transition form factors are nonperturbative in nature, one has to take advantage of the
nonperturbative QCD methods to evaluate them. Several approaches have been employed in
the existing literature to investigate the B → S transition form factors, including the light-
front approach [20–23], QCD sum rules (QCDSR) [24–27], light-cone sum rules (LCSR) [28–35]
etc. Since the correlation function employed in the sum rules is dominated by the light-cone
region in the coordinate space, the heavy quark decay is not suitable to be treated using short-
distance expansion in QCDSR. The LCSR approach has been developed, because of its unique
advantage of studying the heavy-to-light form factors at large recoil region. An alternative
approach to study the heavy-to-light form factors is the perturbative QCD approach [36–39]
where the transition form factors are calculable in the perturbation theory since the endpoint
singularity is removed.

In this study, we will employ the LCSR method with LCDA of B mesons [40–43] to
compute the B → S transition form factors, and also study the semileptonic B → Sℓν and
B → Sνν̄ decays. Both higher-order perturbative corrections to the correlation functions
and the contributions stemming from subleading-power effects in the context of heavy-to-light
B meson decay form factors [44–49], heavy-to-heavy B meson decay form factors [47, 50–52],
and semileptonic heavy-baryon decay form factors [53–55], have been systematically computed
utilizing this approach. The main idea of the calculation of B → S transition form factors is
similar to [44–46, 48, 49], and we will take advantage of method of regions to calculate the QCD
corrections to the correlation function to extract the hard functions and jet functions directly.
Compared with the calculation of B → P, V transition form factors, the main difference in
our calculation is the scalar density (rather than the vector current) should be employed to
interpolate the scalar meson state, which is power-suppressed relative to the vector current
in the aspect of soft-collinear effective theory (SCET), as a result, the LCDA ϕ+

B(ω, µ) rather
than LCDA ϕ−

B(ω, µ) appears at the sum rules of B → S transition form factors. In addition,
one also has to consider the renormalization of the scalar density in the calculation.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we provide the definition of form
factors and utilize LCSR at the tree level to calculate the form factors of B → S transitions. In
Section 3, we establish the factorization formulae and compute the hard scattering kernels at
NLO, followed by a detailed analysis and discussion of the results. In Section 4, we present the
NLO calculation results of the form factors using LCSR. In Section 5, we perform a numerical
analysis to obtain the results of the form factors in the large recoil region. We extrapolate these

2



results to the entire kinematic allowed region using the BCL parameterization and constraints
from the strong coupling constant. Furthermore, we provide some results for observables that
can be tested in future experiments.

2 The LCSR of form factors at tree level

2.1 Definition of B → S form factors

According to the standard Lorentz decomposition of the bilinear quark currents we define the
heavy-to-light form factors as following [28, 56]

⟨S(p)| q̄′iσµνγ5qνb(0) |B(pB)⟩ = −i
[
2q2pµ − (m2

B −m2
S − q2)qµ

] fT
BS(q

2)

mB +mS

, (1)

⟨S(p)| q̄′γµγ5b(0) |B(pB)⟩ = −i
[
pµf

+
BS(q

2) + qµf
−
BS(q

2)
]
,

= −i
[
(pB + p− m2

B −m2
S

q2
q)µf

A
BS(q

2) +
m2

B −m2
S

q2
qµf

P
BS

]
,

= −i
[
(2pµ + qµ)f+(q

2) + qµf−(q
2)
]
, (2)

where mS and p denote the mass and momentum of light scalar meson, and q stands for the
transfer momentum of weak transition current. We presented three different parameterizations
for the axial-vector current matrix element, where the superscripts A and P in the second
parameterization indicate the spin-parity of the virtual W bosons, and in sum rules, they
also correspond to the spin-parity of the intermediate states which contribute. The other two
parameterizations are chosen for the purpose of convenience in calculation and comparison
with other known results. The interrelations between these three parameterizations of the
axial-vector current matrix element are as follows

fA
BS(q

2) =
1

2
f+
BS(q

2) = f+(q
2), (3)

fP
BS(q

2) =
1

2

(
1− q2

m2
B −m2

S

)
f+
BS(q

2) +
q2

m2
B −m2

S

f−
BS(q

2)

= f+(q
2) +

q2

m2
B −m2

S

f−(q
2). (4)

2.2 The LCSR for B → S form factors at tree level

Following the process given in [44, 46], we construct the LCSR of form factors with the B-to-
vacuum correlation functions at B meson static frame

ΠA
µ (n · p, n̄ · p) =

∫
d4x eip·x ⟨0|T{q̄(x)q′(x), q̄′(0)γµγ5b(0)} |B(pB)⟩

=ΠA(n · p, n̄ · p)nµ + Π̃A(n · p, n̄ · p)n̄µ, (5)
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ΠT
µ (n · p, n̄ · p) =

∫
d4x eip·x ⟨0|T{q̄(x)q′(x), q̄′(0)iσµνqνγ5b(0)} |B(pB)⟩

=ΠT (n · p, n̄ · p)[n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ], (6)

where we have introduced the light-cone coordinate

n · n̄ = 2, n · n = 0, n̄ · n̄ = 0,

vµ =
nµ + n̄µ

2
,

γµ⊥ = γµ − /n

2
n̄µ −

/̄n

2
nµ. (7)

In the region of n̄ · p < 0 we apply the light-cone operator product expansion (OPE) to
calculate correlation functions, and we will demonstrate the factorization of the correlation
function at one-loop level. The hard scattering part in the factorization function does not
depend on the external state, thus we can replace |B(pB)⟩ with |b(pB − k)q̄(k)⟩ in our calculation.
The partonic level correlation function is then written by

Π
(0)
µ,bq̄(n · p, n̄ · p) =

∫
dω′ T

(0)
µ,αβ(n · p, n̄ · p, ω′)Φ

(0)αβ
b,q̄ (ω′), (8)

where T
(0)
αβ is the hard scattering kernel at tree-level

T
(0),A
µ,αβ =

i

2

1

n̄ · p− ω′ + i0
[/̄nγµγ5]αβ , (9)

T
(0),T
µ,αβ =

i

2

1

n̄ · p− ω′ + i0
[/̄niσµνq

νγ5]αβ . (10)

The partonic distribution amplitude (DA) is given by

Φαβ
bq̄ (ω

′) =

∫
dτ

2π
eiω

′τ ⟨0| q̄β(τ n̄)[τ n̄, 0]bα(0) |b(pB − k)d̄(k)⟩ , (11)

and at the tree level, it is obtained straightforwardly

Φ
(0)αβ
bq̄ (ω′) = δ(n̄ · k − ω′)d̄β(k)bα(pB − k). (12)

To arrive at the final expression of the partonic correlation function, we employ the light-cone
projector of B meson in momentum space in dimension-D [43, 56]

Mβα = −if̃B(µ)mB

4

{
1 + /v

2

[
ϕ+
B(ω)/n+ ϕ−

B(ω)/̄n− 2ω

D − 2
ϕ−
B(ω)γ

ρ
⊥
∂

∂kρ⊥

]
γ5

}
αβ

(13)

with replacement ϕ±
B(ω

′) → ϕ±
bq̄(ω

′). Here f̃B is the B meson decay constant under the static
limit and it can be related to the QCD decay constant by

fB = f̃B(µ)

[
1 +

αsCF

4π

(
−3 ln

µ

mb

− 2

)]
. (14)
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Figure 1: Perturbative part at tree level.

The partonic correlation function at the tree level then reads

Π
A,(0)
µ,bq̄ = −1

2
f̃BmB

ϕ+
bq̄

ω − n̄ · p− i0
nµ, (15)

Π
T,(0)
µ,bq̄ =

1

4
f̃BmB

ϕ+
bq̄

ω − n̄ · p− i0
[n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ]. (16)

Taking the physical B state into account, the factorization formulae of the correlation function
at tree level yields

ΠA,(0)
µ = −1

2
f̃BmB

∫ ∞

0

dω
ϕ+
B(ω)

ω − n̄ · p− i0
nµ, (17)

ΠT,(0)
µ =

1

4
f̃BmB

∫ ∞

0

dω
ϕ+
B(ω)

ω − n̄ · p− i0
[n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ]. (18)

We should note that the DA ϕ+
B rather than ϕ−

B appears in the factorization formulae, which
is different from the conditions in the B → π form factors.

On the hadronic side, we insert the unitarity relation [57] between weak transition currents
and scalar meson interpolation currents. Finally, the correlation functions are expressed as

ΠA
µ (pB, q) =

⟨0| q̄q′ |S(p)⟩ ⟨S(p)| q̄′γµγ5 |B(pB)⟩
m2

S − p2
+ . . .

= − imS f̄S
2(m2

S − p2)

[
n̄µ(n · p f+

BS(q
2)− (n · p−mB)f

−
BS(q

2)) + nµmBf
−
BS(q

2)
]
+ . . . ,

(19)

ΠT
µ (pB, q) =

⟨0| q̄q′ |S(p)⟩ ⟨S(p)| q̄′iσµνqνγ5 |B(pB)⟩
m2

S − p2
+ . . .

=
imS f̄S n · pmB

2(m2
S − p2)

[n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ]
fT
BS(q

2)

mB +mS

+ . . . , (20)

where the ellipsis represents contributions from the excited states and the continuum.
Here we have treated the scalar meson as a pole, resulting in the phase space integral of the

scalar meson being represented as a Dirac delta function which is a simplified model. In order
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to make our descriptions more faithful to reality, it is necessary to retain the width information
of resonances. As a result, eq. (19) and eq. (20) will become integrals over the form factors.
The current approach to handling this has been extensively discussed for other processes and
is insightful for us [58–61]. To adopt a similar methodology in our own processes, we will need
to identify appropriate resonance models for describing form factors. This is a challenging
task due to the intricate structures of scalar hadron spectra, which will be the focus of our
ongoing research.

Applying Borel transformation p2 →M2 on both sides of partonic level and hadronic level
correlation functions, and equalizing the higher state and continuum contribution with the
partonic dispersion integral above the threshold, we derive the tree level sum rules for B → S
form factors

f+
BS(q

2) =
f̃BmB

mS f̄S
em

2
S/(n·pωM )

∫ ωs

0

dω e−ω/ωMϕ+
B(ω) +O(αs),

f−
BS(q

2) = 0 +O(αs),

fT
BS(q

2) =
mB +mS

2mB

f+
BS(q

2), (21)

where ωM = M2/n · p, ωs = s0/n · p, and M2, s0 is the Borel parameter and the effective
threshold in the QCD part for sum rule separately.

3 Factorization of correlation function at O(αs)

The goal of this section is to derive factorization formulas for Πµ in QCD at the one-loop
level. We utilize the diagrammatic factorization method, expanding the correlator Πµ,bq̄, the
short-distance function T , and the partonic DA of the B meson Φbq̄ in perturbation theory.
This is presented schematically as follows:

Πµ,bq̄ = Π
(0)
µ,bq̄ +Π

(1)
µ,bq̄ + . . . = Φbq̄ ⊗ Tµ

= Φ
(0)
bq̄ ⊗ T (0)

µ +
[
Φ

(0)
bq̄ ⊗ T (1)

µ + Φ
(1)
bq̄ ⊗ T (0)

µ

]
+ . . . . (22)

The convolution in the variable ω′ defined in Eq.(22) is denoted by ⊗, with the superscripts
indicating the order of αs. The determination of the hard-scattering kernel at O(αs) is based
on the matching condition

Φ
(0)
bq̄ ⊗ T (1)

µ = Π
(1)
µ,bq̄ − Φ

(1)
bq̄ ⊗ T (0)

µ . (23)

One important aspect of proving the factorization of Πµ,bq̄, where the second term represents
the subtraction of the infrared (soft) contributions, is to establish that the hard-scattering
kernel T can only arise from hard and/or hard-collinear regions at the leading power in Λ/mb.

This can be achieved by a complete cancellation of the soft contributions in Π
(1)
µ,bq̄ and Φ

(1)
bq̄ ⊗T (0).

Furthermore, it needs to be shown that there is no leading contribution to the correlation
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function from the collinear region (with momentum scaling lµ ∼ (1, λ2, λ)) at the leading
power since the B meson LCDA can only capture the soft QCD dynamics of Πµ,bq̄. Following
the reference [44] we will utilize the method of regions to analyze the master formula of T (1)

in Eq.(23) diagram by diagram, in order to obtain the hard coefficient function (C) and the
jet function (J) concurrently. This will allow us to establish the factorization formula

Πµ,bq̄ = Φbq̄ ⊗ Tµ = C · Jµ ⊗ Φbq̄. (24)

Our calculation strategy is outlined as follows: (i) We first identify the leading regions of the
scalar integral for each diagram; (ii) Next, we simplify the Dirac algebra in the numerator for
the identified leading region and evaluate the relevant integrals using the method of regions;
(iii) We then compute the contributions from the hard and hard-collinear regions using the
light-cone projector of the B meson in momentum space; (iv) We establish the equivalence
between the soft subtraction term and the correlation function in the soft region; (v) Finally,
we sum up the contributions from the hard and hard-collinear regions separately.

3.1 Weak vertex correction

The contribution of weak vertex correction at the one-loop order of QCD (the diagram in
Figure 2(a)) is

Π
A,(1)
µ,weak =

g2sCFµ
2ϵ

2(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(p− k + l)2 + i0][(mbv + l)2 −m2
b + i0][l2 + i0]

q̄(k)/̄nγρ(/p− /k + /l)γµγ5(mb/v − /k + /l +mb)γρb(v). (25)

Hereafter, we ignore the index bq̄ in Πbq̄ and D = 4− 2ϵ. According to the scaling behaviors

n · p ∼ mb, n̄ · p ∼ Λ, kµ ∼ Λ, (26)

where Λ is a hadronic scale of order ΛQCD we obtain that the leading-power contributions of
scalar integral

I1 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(p− k + l)2 + i0][(mbv + l)2 −m2
b + i0][l2 + i0]

(27)

come from hard, hard-collinear, semi-hard, and soft regions with the power I1 ∼ λ0, which
implies that only the leading power terms in the numerator contribute. The semi-hard region
contribution vanishes due to the fact (see Appendix B of [62]) that∫

dDl

(2π)D
1

l2(n̄ · l)(v · l)
=

1

D − 4

∫
dDl

(2π)D
∂

∂lµ
lµ

l2(n̄ · l)(v · l)
= 0, (28)

under dimensional regularization.
After applying the light-cone projector, one obtains the spinor structure in the hard region

Tr

{
1 + /v

2
ϕ+
bq̄/nγ5 /̄nγρ

(n · p
2

/̄n+ /l
)
γµγ5(mb/v + /l +mb)γρ

}
7
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q̄
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k

q
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l

(a)
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l

(b)
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k
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p
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(c)

b

q̄

pB − k

k

q

p

l

(d)

Figure 2: O(αs) correction diagrams for Πµ.

= 4ϕ+
bq̄

[
mb n · p n̄µ + 2mbl

µ +mbn̄
µ n · l −mbn

µ n̄ · l

+ (D − 2)nµl2 − 2(D − 2)n̄µ n̄ · l n · l − 2(D − 2)nµ(n̄ · l)2
]
, (29)

and the spinor structure in the hard-collinear region

Tr

{
1 + /v

2
ϕ+
bq̄/nγ5 /̄nγρ

(n · p
2

/̄n+
n · p
2

/̄n
)
iσµνq

νγ5

(
mb/v +

n · l
2
/̄n+mb

)
γρ

}
= 8(mbn̄

µ n · l +mb n · p n̄µ)ϕ+
bq̄. (30)

For tensor current, similarly:

Π
T,(1)
µ,weak =

g2sCFµ
2ϵ

2(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(p− k + l)2 + i0][(pB − k + l)2 −m2
b + i0][l2 + i0]

q̄(k)/̄nγρ(/p− /k + /l)iσµνq
νγ5(mb/v − /k + /l +mb)γρb(v). (31)

Following the same procedure, the spinor structure in the hard region is

Tr

{
1 + /v

2
ϕ+
bq̄/nγ5 /̄nγρ

(n · p
2

/̄n+ /l
)
iσµνq

νγ5(mb/v + /l +mb)γρ

}
= 4ϕ+

bq̄(n · pmb +mb n · l + n · p n̄ · l + ϵ l2)[n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ]. (32)

The spinor structure in the hard collinear region is

Tr

{
1 + /v

2
ϕ+
bq̄/nγ5 /̄nγρ

(
n · p
2

/̄n+
n · l
2
/̄n

)
iσµνq

νγ5

(
mb/v +

n · l
2
/̄n+mb

)
γρ

}
= −4ϕ+

bq̄mb(n · l + n · p)[n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ]. (33)

Substituting the integral results from the Appendix A in [44] yields

Π
A,(1),h
µ,weak = − αsCF

8π
f̃B(µ)mB

ϕ+
bq̄(ω)

n̄ · p− ω

{
n̄µ

[
1

ϵ2
+

2

ϵ
ln

µ

n · p
+

1

ϵ
+ 2 ln2 µ

n · p

8



+2 ln
µ

mb

− ln2 r − 2Li2

(
− r̄
r

)
+

2− r

r − 1
ln r + 3 +

π2

12

]
+ nµ

(
1

r − 1

)(
1 +

r

r̄
ln r
)}

,

(34)

Π
A,(1),hc
µ,weak =

αsCF

8π
f̃B(µ)mB

ϕ+
bq̄(ω)

n̄ · p− ω
n̄µ

[
2

ϵ2
+

2

ϵ

(
ln

µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)
+ 1

)
+ ln2 µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)
+ 2 ln

µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)
− π2

6
+ 4

]
, (35)

Π
T,(1),h
µ,weak =

αsCF

8π

f̃BmB

n̄ · p− ω
ϕ+
bq̄(ω) [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ][

1

2ϵ2
+

1

ϵ

(
ln

µ

n · p
+ 1

)
+ 2 ln

µ

mb

+ ln2 µ

n · p

−Li2

(
− r̄
r

)
+

2r − 1

r̄
ln r − 1

2
ln2 r +

π2

24
+ 2

]
, (36)

Π
T,(1),hc
µ,weak = − αsCF

8π

f̃BmB

n̄ · p− ω
ϕ+
bq̄(ω) [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ]{

1

ϵ2
+

1

ϵ

[
1 + ln

(
µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)

)]
+ ln

(
µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)

)
+
1

2
ln2

(
µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)

)
− π2

12
+ 2

}
, (37)

where r =
n · p
mb

, r̄ = 1− r.

The contribution from the soft region in QCD is

Π
(1),s
µ,weak =

g2sCFµ
2ϵ

2(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[n̄ · (p− k + l) + i0][v · l + i0][l2 + i0]

q̄(k)/̄n {γµγ5, iσµνqνγ5} b(v). (38)

According to the Feynman rules of Wilson lines, the corresponding contribution from partonic
DA (the diagram in Figure 3(a)) is

Φ
αβ,(1)
bq̄,a (ω, ω′) = ig2sCF

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[n̄ · l + i0][v · l + i0] [l2 + i0]

× [δ (ω′ − ω − n̄ · l)− δ (ω′ − ω)] [q̄(k)]α[b(v)]β. (39)

By convolving with the tree-level hard-scattering kernel T
(0)
αβ we derive the infrared subtraction

term

Φ
(1)
bq̄,a ⊗ T (0)

µ =
g2sCFµ

2ϵ

2(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[n̄ · (p− k + l) + i0][v · l + i0][l2 + i0]

9



b

q̄

(a)

b

q̄

(b)

b

q̄

(c)

Figure 3: One-loop diagrams for B meson DA Φαβ
bq̄ (ω

′)

q̄(k)/̄n {γµγ5, iσµνqνγ5} b(v), (40)

which cancels the soft region contribution from the weak vertex correction.

3.2 Scalar vertex correction

For axial current, the scalar vertex correction in QCD (the diagram in Figure 2(b)) is

Π
A,(1)
µ,scalar = − g2sCFµ

2ϵ

n · p(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(l − k)2 + i0][(p− l)2 + i0][l2 + i0]

q̄(k)γρ/l(/p− /l)γρ(/p− /k)γµγ5b(v)

= − g2sCF

n · p(n̄ · p− ω)
q̄(k)γργαγβγρ(/p− /k)γµγ5b(v)

i

(4π)2
Iαβ2 , (41)

where Iαβ2 is defined in Appendix A of [44]. According to the scaling behaviors we can find
that the leading power contributions of the scalar integral

I2 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(l − k)2 + i0][(p− l)2 + i0][l2 + i0]
(42)

come from the hard-collinear and soft regions with I2 ∼ λ−1. Further calculations indicate that
the contribution from the soft region can only generate a scaleless integral that vanishes under
dimensional regularization. The hard region contribution also leads to a scaleless integral

Ih2 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[l2 + i0][l2 − n̄ · ln · p+ i0][l2 + i0]

=

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ x

0

dy

∫
dDl′

(2π)D
1

[l′2 + i0]3
, (43)

l′µ = lµ − 1

2
y n · p n̄µ. (44)

Therefore we can ignore it safely.
The integral result Iαβ2 contains five mutually independent Lorentz tensors, and they will

contract with the indices in Π
A,(1)
µ,scalar. Applying the light-cone projector, four tensor structures

will contribute to Π
A,(1)
µ,scalar as follows

pαpβ : 2D n̄ · p (n · p)2ϕ+
bq̄n̄

µ,

10



kαpβ : 4(n · p)2ωϕ+
bq̄n̄

µ,

pαkβ : 2(D − 2)(n · p)2ωϕ+
bq̄n̄

µ,

gαβ : 2D2 n · p ϕ+
bq̄n̄

µ. (45)

For tensor current

Π
T,(1)
µ,scalar = − g2sCFµ

2ϵ

n · p(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(l − k)2 + i0][(p− l)2 + i0][l2 + i0]

d̄(k)γρ/l(/p− /l)γρ(/p− /k)iσµνq
νγ5b(v)

= − g2sCF

n · p(n̄ · p− ω)
q̄(k)γργαγβγρ(/p− /k)iσµνq

νγ5b(v)
i

(4π)2
Iαβ2 . (46)

The spinor structure is

pαpβ : −D n̄ · p (n · p)2ϕ+
bq̄ [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ] ,

kαpβ : −2(n · p)2ωϕ+
bq̄ [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ] ,

pαkβ : (2−D)(n · p)2ωϕ+
bq̄ [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ] ,

gαβ : −D2 n · p ϕ+
bq̄ [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ] . (47)

Substituting the integral results from the Appendix A in [44] yields

Π
A,(1),hc
µ,scalar =

αsCF

4π

f̃BmB

n̄ · p− ω
ϕ+
bq̄(ω)n̄µ

[(
1− n̄ · p

ω
ln
n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p

)
1

ϵ
+ ln

(
−µ

2

p2

)
− n̄ · p

ω
ln
n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
ln

(
−µ

2

p2

)
+
n̄ · p
2ω

ln2 n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
− ln

n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
+ 1

]
, (48)

Π
T,(1),hc
µ,scalar = − αsCF

8π

f̃BmB

n̄ · p− ω
ϕ+
bq̄(ω) [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ][(

1− n̄ · p
ω

ln
n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p

)
1

ϵ
+ ln

(
−µ

2

p2

)
− n̄ · p

ω
ln
n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
ln

(
−µ

2

p2

)
+
n̄ · p
2ω

ln2 n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
− ln

n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
+ 1

]
. (49)

The contribution from the soft region is

Π
(1),s
µ,scalar = − g2sCF

2(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[n̄ · (p− l) + i0] [(l − k)2 + i0] [l2 + i0]

q̄(k)/̄n/l /̄n {γµγ5, iσµνqνγ5} b(v). (50)
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The contribution from the corresponding DA (the diagram in Figure 3(b)) is

Φ
αβ,(1)
bq̄,b (ω, ω′) = ig2sCF

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[n̄ · (l − k) + i0][l2 + i0] [(l − k)2 + i0]

× [δ (ω′ − ω − n̄ · l)− δ (ω′ − ω)] [q̄(k)/̄n/l ]α[b(v)]β. (51)

By convolving with the tree-level hard-scattering kernel, we derive the infrared subtraction
term

Φ
(1)
bq̄,b ⊗ T (0)

µ = − g2sCF

2(n̄ · p− ω)

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[n̄ · (p− l) + i0] [(l − k)2 + i0] [l2 + i0]

q̄(k)/̄n/l /̄n {γµγ5, iσµνqνγ5} b(v), (52)

which cancels the contribution from the soft region of one-loop correction to the scalar vertex.

3.3 Wave function renormalization

For the axial current, the self-energy correction to the intermediate quark propagator in QCD
(the diagram in Figure 2(c)) is

Π
(1)
µ,wfc =

g2sCFµ
2ϵ

(n · p)2(n̄ · p− ω)2

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(p− k + l)2 + i0] [l2 + i0]

q̄(k)(/p− /k)γρ(/p− /k + /l)γρ(/p− /k)γµγ5b(v). (53)

It’s apparent that there is no soft or collinear divergence and we can calculate it straightforwardly

Π
A,(1)
µ,wfc = −αsCF

8π

f̃BmB

n̄ · p− ω
ϕ+
bq̄(ω)n̄µ

[
1

ϵ
+ ln

(
µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)

)
+ 1

]
. (54)

Also, the massless quark will not contribute to hard scattering kernel [44]. The wave function
renormalization of b quark in QCD is

Π
A,(1)
µ,bwf = −αsCF

8π

[
3

ϵ
+ 3 ln

µ2

m2
b

+ 4

]
ΠA,(0)

µ , (55)

while in heavy quark effective theory, the wave function renormalization gives a scaleless
integral

Φ
(1)
bq̄,bwf ⊗ T (0)

µ = 0. (56)

Combine the results of Eq.(55) and Eq.(56) we obtain

Π
(1)
µ,bwf − Φ

A,(1)
bq̄,bwf ⊗ T (0)

µ = −αsCF

8π

[
3

ϵ
+ 3 ln

µ2

m2
b

+ 4

]
ΠA,(0)

µ . (57)

Similarly, for the tensor current

Π
T,(1)
µ,wfc =

αsCF

16π

f̃BmB

n̄ · p− ω
ϕ+
bq̄(ω) [n̄ · q nµ − n · q n̄µ]

[
1

ϵ
+ ln

(
µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)

)
+ 1

]
, (58)

Π
T,(1)
µ,bwf − Φ

T,(1)
bq̄,bwf ⊗ T (0) = −αsCF

8π

[
3

ϵ
+ 3 ln

µ2

m2
b

+ 4

]
ΠT,(0)

µ . (59)
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3.4 Box diagram

The box diagram contribution (the diagram in Figure 2(d)) for the axial current is

Π
A,(1)
µ,box = g2sCFµ

2ϵ

∫
dDl

(2π)D
−1

[(mbv + l)2 −m2
b + i0][(p− k + l)2 + i0][(k − l)2 + i0][l2 + i0]

q̄(k)γρ(/k − /l)(/p− /k + /l)γµγ5(mb/v + /l +mb)γ
ρb(v). (60)

The scaling behavior of the scalar integral

I4 =

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(mbv + l)2 −m2
b + i0][(p− k + l)2 + i0][(k − l)2 + i0][l2 + i0]

(61)

is I4 ∼ λ−1(λ−2) in the hard-collinear and semi-hard (soft) regions. However, the semi-hard
contribution corresponds to a scaleless integral. Moreover, the numerator for the hard-collinear
region is power-suppressed which is different from the case in B → π [44] because there is no
polarization structure for scalar meson interpolating current.

The soft contribution of the box diagram is

Π
(1),s
µ,box =

g2sCFµ
2ϵ

2

∫
dDl

(2π)D
−1

[v · l + i0][n̄ · (p− k + l) + i0][(k − l)2 + i0][l2 + i0]

q̄(k)/v(/k − /l)/̄n {γµγ5, iσµνqνγ5} b(v). (62)

Now we calculate the corresponding infrared subtraction term. The contribution from the
diagram Figure 3(c) is

Φ
αβ,(1)
bq̄,c (ω, ω′) = − ig2sCF

∫
dDl

(2π)D
1

[(l − k)2 + i0] [v · l + i0] [l2 + i0]

× δ (ω′ − ω + n̄ · l) [q̄(k)/v(/l − /k)]α[b(v)]β. (63)

By convolving with the tree-level hard-scattering kernel we derive the infrared subtraction
term as follows

Φ
(1)
bq̄,c ⊗ T (0)

µ =
g2sCFµ

2ϵ

2

∫
dDl

(2π)D
−1

[v · l + i0][n̄ · (p− k + l) + i0][(k − l)2 + i0][l2 + i0]

q̄(k)/v(/k − /l)/̄n {γµγ5, iσµνqνγ5} b(v), (64)

which again cancels the soft contribution from the box diagram.

3.5 The hard-scattering kernel at O(αs)

From the matching condition Eq.(23), one can derive the hard-scattering kernel at one-loop
level

Φ
(0)
bq̄ ⊗ T (1)

µ =
[
Π

(1)
µ,weak +Π

(1)
µ,scalar +Π

(1)
µ,wfc +Π

(1)
µ,box +Π

(1)
µ,bwf +Π

(1)
µ,dwf

]
13



−
[
Φ

(1)
bq̄,a + Φ

(1)
bq̄,b + Φ

(1)
bq̄,c + Φ

(1)
bq̄,bwf + Φ

(1)
bq̄,dwf

]
⊗ T (0)

µ

=
[
Π

(1),h
µ,weak +

(
Π

(1)
µ,bwf − Φ

(1)
bq̄,bwf ⊗ T (0)

µ

)]
+
[
Π

(1),hc
µ,weak +Π

(1),hc
µ,scalar +Π

(1),hc
µ,wfc

]
, (65)

where the terms in the first square brackets and the second brackets correspond to the hard
coefficients and the jet functions, respectively. Finally, we establish the factorization formulae
of correlation functions defined in Eq.(6) at O(αs) and leading power in Λ/mb

ΠA = − 1

2
f̃B(µ)mB

∑
k=±

CA,(k)(n · p, µ)
∫ ∞

0

dω

ω − n̄ · p
JA,(k)

(
µ2

n · p ω
,
ω

n̄ · p

)
ϕk
B(ω, µ),

Π̃A = − 1

2
f̃B(µ)mB

∑
k=±

C̃A,(k)(n · p, µ)
∫ ∞

0

dω

ω − n̄ · p
J̃A,(k)

(
µ2

n · p ω
,
ω

n̄ · p

)
ϕk
B(ω, µ),

ΠT =
1

4
f̃B(µ)mB

∑
k=±

CT,(k)(n · p, µ)
∫ ∞

0

dω

ω − n̄ · p
JT,(k)

(
µ2

n · p ω
,
ω

n̄ · p

)
ϕk
B(ω, µ). (66)

The hard coefficient functions for axial current are

CA,(−) = C̃A,(−) = 1,

CA,(+) =
αsCF

4π

1

r̄

[r
r̄
ln r + 1

]
,

C̃A,(+) =1− αsCF

4π

[
2 ln2 µ

n · p
+ 5 ln

µ

mb

− ln2 r − 2Li2

(
− r̄
r

)
+

2− r

r − 1
ln r +

π2

12
+ 5

]
, (67)

and jet functions are

JA,(−) = J̃A,(−) = 0,

JA,(+) =1,

J̃A,(+) =1 +
αsCF

4π

[
ln2 µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)
+ 3 ln

µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)

−2n̄ · p
ω

ln
n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
ln

µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)
− n̄ · p

ω
ln2 n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
− π2

6
+ 5

]
. (68)

The hard functions for axial current are the same as B → π transition. The crucial
discrepancy of jet functions compared with B → π attributes to the difference of interpolating
currents, which leads to distinct contributions of Figure 2(b) and (d) to the jet functions.
Through a detailed numerical analysis, we have found that the effects of Figure 2(b) and (d)
to form factors are comparable in magnitude. There is an additional scale-dependent term in
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jet functions due to the fact that scalar current is not conserved.
The hard functions for tensor current are

CT,(−) =1,

CT,(+) =1− αsCF

4π

[
2 ln2 µ

n · p
+ 7 ln

µ

mb

− 2Li2

(
− r̄
r

)
+

4r − 2

1− r
ln r − ln2 r +

π2

12
+ 6

]
, (69)

and the jet functions are

JT,(−) =0,

JT,(+) =1 +
αsCF

4π

[
ln2 µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)
+ 3 ln

µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)

−2n̄ · p
ω

ln
n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
ln

µ2

n · p(ω − n̄ · p)
− n̄ · p

ω
ln2 n̄ · p− ω

n̄ · p
− π2

6
+ 5

]
. (70)

The tensor current is also not conserved and there is an additional scale-dependent term in
the hard coefficient function CT,(+) compared to the axial current part. The hard coefficient
functions are consistent with results obtained by soft-collinear effective theory from matching
QCD→SCETI [63, 64]. We also observe that the jet functions of the axial and tensor currents
are the same, which is also consistent with SCET. In the theoretical framework of SCET,
because the leading power contributions only come from the light-cone components of the
momentum transfer qν , the axial and tensor currents have the same SCETI operator basis at
leading power [63], which implies that the jet functions obtained by matching SCETI operators
to SCETII operators are the same.

To verify the factorization-scale dependence of the correlation functions, we list the following
evolution equations

d

d lnµ
C̃(+)(n · p, µ) = − αsCF

4π

[
Γ(0)
cusp ln

µ

n · p
+ 5

]
C̃(+)(n · p, µ) , (71)

d

d lnµ

[
f̃B(µ)ϕ

+
B(ω, µ)

]
= − αsCF

4π

[
Γ(0)
cusp ln

µ

ω
− 5
] [
f̃B(µ)ϕ

+
B(ω, µ)

]
− αsCF

4π

∫ ∞

0

dω′ωΓ+(ω, ω
′;µ)

[
f̃B(µ)ϕ

+
B(ω

′, µ)
]
, (72)

d

d lnµ
J̃ (+)

(
µ2

n · pω
,
ω

n̄ · p

)
=
αsCF

4π

[
Γ(0)
cusp ln

µ2

n · p ω

]
J̃ (+)

(
µ2

n · p ω
,
ω

n̄ · p

)
+
αsCF

4π

∫ ∞

0

dω′ωΓ+(ω, ω
′;µ)J̃ (+)

(
µ2

n · p ω
,
ω′

n̄ · p

)
, (73)

where the function Γ+ is given by [65]

Γ+(ω, ω
′;µ) = −Γ(0)

cusp

[
θ(ω′ − ω)

ω′(ω′ − ω)
+
θ(ω − ω′)

ω(ω − ω′)

]
⊕

(74)
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at one-loop order, and Γ
(0)
cusp = 4 due to the geometry of Wilson line [44]. The scale dependence

of the correlation functions at the one-loop order then simply implies

d

d lnµ
[Π(1), Π̃(1)] + (γS + γT )[Π

(0), Π̃(0)] = 0, (75)

which is straightforward to verify with the anomalous dimensions of the scalar current and
tensor current

γS = −6
αsCF

4π
, γT = 2

αsCF

4π
. (76)

Observing the equations (67)∼(70), and (14), we notice that it is impossible to eliminate the
large logarithms of order ln(mb/ΛQCD) simultaneously in the hard functions, jet functions,
f̃B(µ), and B meson distribution amplitudes by selecting a single value of µ. To address this
issue, the resummation of these logarithms to all orders of αs can be accomplished by solving
the three renormalization group equations presented above. We will choose µ at the scale
of hard-collinear µhc ∼

√
mbΛ. The evolution functions resulting from the running of the

renormalization scale from hard scale µh1 ∼ n · p to µhc in C̃
(+)(n · p, µ), and from µh2 ∼ mb

to µhc in f̃B(µ) are

C̃(+)(n · p, µ) = U1 (n · p, µh1, µ) C̃
(+) (n · p, µh1)

f̃B(µ) = U2 (µh2, µ) f̃B (µh2) . (77)

In order to perform the next-to-leading log (NLL) resummation of the large logarithms in the
hard coefficient functions C̃(+) and f̃B, it is necessary to extend the renormalization group
equation (73) to a more generalized form

d

d lnµ
C̃(+)(n · p, µ) =

[
−Γcusp (αs) ln

µ

n · p
+ γ (αs)

]
C̃(+)(n · p, µ),

d

d lnµ
f̃B(µ) = γ̃(αs)f̃B(µ), (78)

where the Γcusp, γ(αs) and γ̃(αs) can be expanded as

Γcusp (αs) =
αsCF

4π

[
Γ(0)
cusp +

(αs

4π

)
Γ(1)
cusp +

(αs

4π

)2
Γ(2)
cusp + . . .

]
,

γ (αs) =
αsCF

4π

[
γ(0) +

(αs

4π

)
γ(1) + . . .

]
,

γ̃ (αs) =
αsCF

4π

[
γ̃(0) +

(αs

4π

)
γ̃(1) + . . .

]
. (79)

The explicit formulas for Γ
(i)
cusp, γ(i), and γ̃(i) are available in [66], and the solutions of renormalization

group equations with NLL accuracy are given by

U1 (n · p, µh1, µ) = exp

(∫ αs(µ)

αs(µh1)

dαs

[
γ (αs)

β (αs)
+

Γcusp (αs)

β (αs)

(
ln
n · p
µh1

−
∫ αs(µ)

αs(µh1)

dα′
s

β (α′
s)

)])
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= exp

(
− Γ0

4β2
0

(
4π

αs (µh1)

[
ln r′ − 1 +

1

r′

]
− β1

2β0
ln2 r′

+

(
Γ1

Γ0

− β1
β0

)
[r′ − 1− ln r′]

))
×
(
n · p
µh1

)− Γ0
2β0

ln r′

r
′− γ0

2β0

×
[
1− αs (µh1)

4π

Γ0

4β2
0

(
Γ2

2Γ0

[1− r′]2 +
β2
2β0

[
1− r′2 + 2 ln r′

]
− Γ1β1
2Γ0β0

[
3− 4r′ + r′2 + 2r′ ln r′

]
+

β2
1

2β2
0

[1− r′][1− r′ − 2 ln r′]

)
+
αs (µh1)

4π

(
ln
n · p
µh1

(
Γ1

2β0
− Γ0β1

2β2
0

)
+

γ1
2β0

− γ0β1
2β2

0

)
[1− r′] +O

(
α2
s

)]
,

(80)

U2 (µh2, µ) = exp

[∫ αs(µ)

αs(µh2)

dαs
γ̃ (αs)

β (αs)

]

= z
− γ̃0

2β0
CF

[
1 +

αs (µh2)CF

4π

(
γ̃(1)

2β0
− γ̃(0)β1

2β2
0

)
(1− z) +O

(
α2
s

)]
, (81)

where z = αs(µ)/αs(µh2), r
′ = αs(µ)/αs(µh1).

For the scale dependence of the strong coupling constant, we evaluate it with the help of
RunDec [67–69].

Finally, the renormalization group improved correlation functions at NLL accuracy are

ΠA = − 1

2
mB

[
U2(µh2 , µ)f̃B(µh2)

]
CA,(+)(n · p, µ)ϕ+

B(ω, µ),

Π̃A = − 1

2
mB [U1(n · p, µh1 , µ)U2(µh2 , µ)] f̃B(µh2)C̃

A,(+)(n · p, µh1)

×
∫ ∞

0

dω

ω − n̄ · p
J̃A,(+)

(
µ2

n · p ω
,
ω

n̄ · p

)
ϕ+
B(ω, µ),

ΠT =
1

4
mB [U1(n · p, µh1 , µ)U2(µh2 , µ)] f̃B(µh2)C

T,(+)(n · p, µh1)

×
∫ ∞

0

dω

ω − n̄ · p
JT,(+)

(
µ2

n · p ω
,
ω

n̄ · p

)
ϕ+
B(ω, µ). (82)

4 The LCSR for B → S form factors at O(αs)

Applying Borel transformation on both sides of partonic level and hadronic level correlation
functions, we derive the one-loop level final expressions for B → S form factors

f+
BS(q

2) =
mB

mS f̄S
em

2
S/(n·pωM )

[
U2(µh2 , µ)f̃B(µh2)

]
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×
∫ ωs

0

dω′e−ω′/ωM

[
U1(n · p, µh1 , µ)C̃

A,(+)(n · p, µh1)ϕ
+
B,eff(ω

′, µ)

+
n · p−mB

mB

CA,(+)(n · p, µ)ϕ+
B(ω

′, µ)

]
,

f−
BS(q

2) =
n · p
mS f̄S

em
2
S/(n·pωM )

[
U2(µh2 , µ)f̃B(µh2)

] ∫ ωs

0

dω′e−ω′/ωM
[
CA,(+)(n · p, µ)ϕ+

B(ω
′, µ)

]
,

fT
BS(q

2) =
mB +mS

2mS f̄S
em

2
S/(n·pωM )

[
U2(µh2 , µ)f̃B(µh2)

] [
U1(n · p, µh1 , µ)C

T,(+)(n · p, µh1)
]

×
∫ ωs

0

dω′e−ω′/ωMϕ+
B,eff(ω

′, µ), (83)

where the effective DA is

ϕ+
B,eff =ϕ+

B(ω
′, µ) +

αsCF

4π

{∫ ω′

0

dω

[
2

ω − ω′

(
ln

µ2

n · p ω′ − 2 ln
ω′ − ω

ω′

)
⊕

+

(
3

ω − ω′

)
⊕
+

2

ω
ln
ω′ − ω

ω′

]
ϕ+
B(ω)−

∫ ∞

ω′
dω

[
ln2 µ2

n · p ω′ + 3 ln
µ2

n · p ω′

−2 ln
µ2

n · p ω′ ln
ω − ω′

ω
+
π2

6
+ 5

]
d

dω
ϕ+(ω, µ)

}
. (84)

5 Numerical analysis

In this section, we investigate the phenomenological applications of the form factors. We
present the shape of the form factors, the differential decay widths, branching ratios, and
several angular observables. We begin by discussing the LCDA of B mesons and then analyze
the choice of Borel parameter values, followed by providing the numerical values and errors of
the form factors in the large recoil region. Using the z-parameterization of the form factors
and constraints from the strong coupling constant, we extend the form factors from the small
q2 region to the entire kinematically allowed region.

5.1 Theory inputs

In the following, we will apply the viable phenomenological models for the DAs of B meson
within the framework of heavy quark effective theory, which are expected to satisfy nontrivial
constraints stemming from the equations of motion, as well as the appropriate asymptotic
behavior at small quark momentum, derived from the conformal symmetry analysis. Specifically,
the three-parameter model [80] (refer to [81] for an alternative parametrization involving an
expansion based on associated Laguerre polynomials) is used for DAs of the B meson

ϕ+
B(ω, µ) =Uϕ(µ, µ0)

1

ωp+1

Γ(β)

Γ(α)
G(ω; 0, 2, 1), (85)
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Table 1: The numerical values of the input parameters used in the LCSR calculations for
determining the exclusive form factors of B → S, as well as the subsequent phenomenological
analysis for the semileptonic decay observables of bottom mesons.

Parameter Value Ref. Parameter Value Ref.

GF 1.166379× 10−5 GeV−2 [70] α
(5)
s (mZ) 0.1179± 0.0009 [70]

mµ 106.658MeV [70] mτ 1776.86± 0.12MeV [70]

µ = µhc 1.5± 0.5GeV µ0 1GeV

µh1 [mb/2, 2mb] µh2 [mb/2, 2mb]

mb(mb) 4.18± 0.03GeV [70]

mBd
5279.66± 0.12MeV [70] τBd

1.519± 0.004 ps [70]

mBs
5366.92± 0.10MeV [70] τBs

1.527± 0.011 ps [70]

fBd
|Nf=2+1+1 190.0± 1.3MeV [71] fBs

|Nf=2+1+1 230.3± 1.3MeV [71]

fB1 288+25
−24MeV [72] fBs1

341+20
−24MeV [72]

fT
B1

267+21
−22MeV [72] fT

Bs1
318+18

−22MeV [72]

mBs1(1+) 5828.70± 0.20MeV [70] mBd1(1+) 5726.1± 1.3MeV [70]

s0min {4.2, 5.1, 5.1, 6.2} GeV2 M2
min {4.2, 4.2, 4.2, 4.2} GeV2

s0cen {4.5, 5.4, 5.4, 6.5}GeV2 M2
cen {4.5, 4.5, 4.5, 4.5}GeV2

s0max {4.8, 5.7, 5.7, 6.8}GeV2 M2
max {4.8, 4.8, 4.8, 4.8}GeV2

λBd
(µ0) 350± 150MeV [73–78] {0.7, 6.0}

{σ̂1(µ0), σ̂2(µ0)} {0.0, π2/6} [73, 75]

λBs
(µ0) 400± 150MeV [73, 75] {−0.7,−6.0}

mu(2GeV) 2.20± 0.08MeV [70] md(2GeV) 4.69± 0.05MeV [70]

ms(2GeV) 93.0± 0.6MeV [70]

ma0(1450) 1474± 19MeV [70] mK∗
0 (1430)

1425± 50MeV [70]

mf0(1500) 1506± 6MeV [70] f̄a0(1450)(µ0) 460± 50MeV [4, 79]

f̄K∗
0 (1450)

(µ0) 445± 50MeV [4, 79] f̄f0(1500)(µ0) 490± 50MeV [4, 79]
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where the function G(ω; 0, 2, 1) is Meijer G function [82]

G(ω; l,m, n) ≡ G21
23

(
ω

ω0

∣∣∣ 1,β+l
p+m,α,p+n

)
, (86)

the parameters p =
Γ
(0)
cusp

2β0
ln[αs(µ)/α(µ0)], and the evolution factor at one-loop order is [83, 84]

Uϕ(µ, µ0) = exp

{
− Γ

(0)
cusp

4β2
0

(
4π

αs(µ0)

[
ln r′′ − 1 +

1

r′′

]

− β1
2β0

ln2 r′′ +

(
Γ
(1)
cusp

Γ
(0)
cusp

− β1
β0

)
[r′′ − 1− ln r′′]

)}(
e2γEµ0

)Γ(0)
cusp

2β0
ln r′′

r′′

γ
(0)
t2

2β0 , (87)

where r′′ = αs(µ)/αs(µ0).
For the leading-twist B meson DAs, the following inverse moments are defined for convenience

1

λB(µ)
=

∫ ∞

0

dω

ω
ϕ+
B(ω, µ),

σ̂n(µ)

λB(µ)
=

∫ ∞

0

dω

ω
lnn e

−γEλB(µ)

ω
ϕ+
B(ω, µ). (88)

By employing the standard definitions of inverse logarithmic moments for the leading-twist
DA of the B meson, we can readily express these essential non-perturbative parameters in
relation to the three shape parameters in our model as follows [73, 75, 80]

λB(µ0) =
α− 1

β − 1
ω0,

σ̂1(µ0) =ψ(β − 1)− ψ(α− 1) + ln
α− 1

β − 1
,

σ̂2(µ0) = σ̂2
1(µ) + ψ′(α− 1)− ψ′(β − 1) +

π2

6
, (89)

where ψ(x) is the digamma function. The employed values for λB, σ̂1 and σ̂2 are shown in
Table 1. The shape of the LCDA and ϕB,eff(ω

′) is shown in Figure 4.
Regarding the choice of Borel parameter and effective threshold, we follow the criteria

stated in [44]. The final range of values for them we obtained is shown in Table 1. From Figure
5, we can observe that the form factors vary smoothly with the change in Borel parameters
and effective thresholds in this region. The choice of the effective threshold coincides with [14].
In principle, the effective threshold is not a property of the scalar meson but is dependent on
the LCSR and the specific process. However, due to our use of the same unitarity relation, the
consistency of our obtained effective thresholds with the results in [14] can serve as a rough
verification.

Furthermore, we will consider the variation range of the matching scales µh1 and µh2 to be
from mb/2 to 2mb. This approach is widely employed in the realm of exclusive heavy-hadron
decay processes [73, 75, 80].
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Figure 4: Three parameters modeled B meson LCDA with input parameters λB0(µ0) =
350MeV (left panel), λBs(µ0) = 450MeV (right panel), {σ̂1(µ0), σ̂2(µ0)} = {0.0, π2/6} and
corresponding effective LCDA ϕB0,eff and ϕBs,eff at one-loop order.

Figure 5: The Borel parameter dependence (left panel) and effective threshold dependence
(right panel) of the renormalization group-improved B̄0 → a+0 (1450)ℓν̄ℓ form factor, calculated
using LCSR up to NLL accuracy, are presented. The solid, dotted, and dashed lines correspond
to s0 = s0min, s0cen, s0max (left panel) and M2 =M2

min,M
2
cen,M

2
max (right panel), respectively.
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Table 2: Numerical results for the B → S transition form factors at the large recoil point
q2 = 0.

Processes Methods f+(q
2 = 0) f−(q

2 = 0) fT (q
2 = 0)

B̄0 → a+0 (1450) This work 0.40(10) -0.39(10) 0.54(13)

LCSR[28] 0.52 -0.44 0.66

LCSR[29] 0.53 -0.53

pQCD[36] 0.68 0.92

B̄0 → K̄∗
0(1430) This work 0.43(10) -0.42(10) 0.58(13)

LCSR[28] 0.49 -0.41 0.60

LCSR[29] 0.49 -0.49 0.69

QCDSR[85] 0.31 -0.31 -0.26

pQCD[36] 0.60 0.78

B̄s → K∗+
0 (1430) This work 0.47(11) -0.46(11) 0.64(15)

LCSR[28] 0.42 -0.34 0.52

LCSR[29] 0.44 -0.44

QCDSR[25] 0.24

pQCD[36] 0.56 0.72

B̄s → f0(1500) This work 0.45(9) -0.44(9) 0.61(13)

LCSR[28] 0.43 -0.37 0.56

LCSR[29] 0.41 -0.41 0.59

pQCD[36] 0.60 0.82

5.2 Numerical results of form factors

Substituting these parameters into the form factor expression obtained from the LCSR, we
obtain the value of the form factors at q2 = 0 shown in Table 2.

Now we investigate the dependence of the factorization scale at leading logarithm (LL) and
NLL accuracies. The result at LL accuracy can be obtained by setting the precision of the
evolution function of the renormalization equation to be at O(1). Due to the cancellation of
the one-loop corrections between the hard functions and the jet functions, the NLL corrections
relative to the LL accuracy results are only about 5%. From Figure 6, it is evident that the high
precision of NLL reduces the scale dependence of the result, thereby enhancing the reliability
of the LCSR method.

The predictions of the form factors obtained from LCSR are relatively more accurate at
small q2, but there is a large error at large q2 [42]. To obtain the numerical values of the
form factors in the entire kinematically allowed region, i.e., the shape of the form factors, it
is widely recognized that the analyticity, crossing symmetry, unitarity, and the asymptotic
behaviors of form factors [86–89] impose strong constraints on the q2 behavior of the form
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Figure 6: Factorization scale dependence of the form factor fA
BS for B → S transition.
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factors. Using these constraints, we derive the BCL parameterization based on the z-series
expansion [89]

fA,T
BS =

1

1− q2/m2
Bq1

k=N−1∑
k=0

bA,T
k

[
z(q2, t0)

k − (−1)k−N k

N
z(q2, t0)

N

]
,

fP
BS =

1

1− q2/m2
Bq

k=N−1∑
k=0

bPk z(q
2, t0)

k, (90)

where mBq1 and mBq correspond to the masses of the lowest resonances of B mesons with
JP = 1+ and JP = 0−, respectively. Through our concrete fitting procedure, we have found
that N = 3 is sufficient to provide satisfactory fitting results. It is worth mentioning that the
BCL parameterization satisfies the scaling behavior fA

BS(q
2) ∼ 1/q2 at |q2| → ∞ predicted by

perturbative QCD [90]. We have summarized the masses of these resonances in Table 1.
The variable z is defined as a conformal transformation [89]

z(q2, t0) =

√
t+ − q2 −

√
t+ − t0√

t+ − q2 +
√
t+ − t0

, (91)

where t+ = (mB+mS)
2 is the threshold parameter for B → S process. The z-parameterization

maps the entire cut-q2 plane to a unit disk. The value of the free parameter t0 < t+ determines
the mapping of q2 to the origin when q2 takes the value of t0. To minimize the range of z
under kinematic constraints, the value of t0 can be chosen as follows

t0 = t+ −
√
t+ [t+ − (mB −mS)2]. (92)

We proceed to determine the values of the unspecified parameters in the model by fitting
them to accurately predicted data points. Since lattice QCD (LQCD) can provide relatively
accurate predictions of the form factors near large q2, the usual approach is to perform a joint
fit of the LCSR and lattice data points. As there are currently no LQCD results available for
the B → S form factors, we are only able to constrain the error of the form factors at large q2

using the strong coupling constant. This constant (for the axial form factor, gBq1BS) is related
to the form factors through the dispersion relation

fA
BS(q

2) =
gBq1BSfBq1

2mBq1(1− q2/m2
Bq1

)
+

1

π

∫ ∞

sA

ds
Im fA

BS(s)

s− q2
. (93)

By calculating the residue of fA
BS(q

2) at the pole m2
Bq1

, we derive the constraint from the
strong coupling constant for the axial form factor

gBq1BS =
2mBq1

fBq1

lim
q2→m2

Bq1

[
(1− q2/m2

Bq1
)fA

BS(q
2)
]
. (94)

The strong coupling constraints for the other form factors are similar with the dispersion
relations presented in Appendix A. Since no literature currently provides the strong couplings
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BS(z) from fitting the BCL parameters
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we need, we calculate them ourselves. According to [91], we show the scheme for calculating
the strong couplings with LCSR in Appendix B.

We now proceed to perform the χ2 fitting of the BCL parameters. Using the six data
points obtained from LCSR corresponding to q2 = −6,−4,−2, 0, 2, 4GeV2, and taking into
account the constraints from the strong coupling constant, a total of seven data points are
used. It should be noted that the fitting is subject to the condition fA

BS(0) = fP
BS(0). For the

LCSR calculations, there exist strong correlations among the form factors. To preserve the
information on correlation during the fitting of the BCL parameters, we performed a combined
fitting of the three form factors. The combined fitting allows us to obtain fitting results for
the nine BCL parameters that exhibit strong correlations. These strong correlations impose
stringent constraints on the shape of the form factors. Consequently, in the future, when
combining the results from LCSR calculations with LQCD data, we can provide form factor
results with smaller uncertainties in the large recoil region [92]. The dependencies of the form
factors on the variable z and the momentum transfer q2 obtained from the combined fitting
are shown in Figure 7 and Figure 8, respectively. The numerical results of the combined fitting
for 9 BCL parameters are presented in Tables 3 – 6, corresponding to the fitting results for the
four respective processes. The values of χ2 corresponding to our fitting results are all around
0.05, indicating that the parameterization form we adopted is in good agreement with the
results obtained from LCSR.

Table 3: Fitting results of the BCL parameters for the B̄0 → a+0 (1450) transition form factors.

B̄0 → a+0 (1450) Form Factors Correlation Matrix

Parameters Values bA0 bA1 bA2 bP0 bP1 bP2 bT0 bT1 bT2

bA0 0.398(98) 1.000 0.636 0.634 0.990 0.646 0.644 0.991 0.640 0.653

bA1 0.828(1200) 1.000 1.000 0.646 0.563 0.563 0.648 0.559 0.565

bA2 -13.568(6664) 1.000 0.644 0.562 0.562 0.646 0.559 0.565

bP0 0.544(133) 1.000 0.638 0.636 0.990 0.640 0.653

bP1 0.928(1203) 1.000 1.000 0.648 0.560 0.566

bP2 -13.031(6683) 1.000 0.647 0.559 0.565

bT0 0.398(98) 1.000 0.641 0.653

bT1 6.007(1054) 1.000 1.000

bT2 13.232(8838) 1.000
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Table 4: Fitting results of the BCL parameters for the B̄0 → K̄∗
0(1430) transition form factors.

B̄0 → K̄∗
0 (1450) Form Factors Correlation Matrix

Parameters Values bA0 bA1 bA2 bP0 bP1 bP2 bT0 bT1 bT2

bA0 0.430(96) 1.000 0.633 0.577 0.990 0.637 0.595 0.991 0.616 0.634

bA1 0.793(1116) 1.000 0.993 0.644 0.573 0.552 0.644 0.561 0.569

bA2 -8.882(5324) 1.000 0.590 0.547 0.529 0.590 0.535 0.543

bP0 0.583(130) 1.000 0.632 0.589 0.990 0.618 0.636

bP1 0.929(1113) 1.000 0.996 0.640 0.560 0.568

bP2 -8.641(5365) 1.000 0.598 0.540 0.548

bT0 0.430(97) 1.000 0.618 0.636

bT1 6.058(953) 1.000 1.000

bT2 14.648(7353) 1.000

Table 5: Fitting results of the BCL parameters for the B̄s → K∗+
0 (1430) transition form

factors.

B̄s → K∗+
0 (1430) Form Factors Correlation Matrix

Parameters Values bA0 bA1 bA2 bP0 bP1 bP2 bT0 bT1 bT2

bA0 0.473(109) 1.000 0.590 0.531 0.990 0.599 0.553 0.991 0.580 0.587

bA1 0.916(1005) 1.000 0.993 0.604 0.496 0.473 0.604 0.485 0.488

bA2 -12.218(5674) 1.000 0.547 0.468 0.448 0.547 0.458 0.461

bP0 0.640(147) 1.000 0.590 0.543 0.990 0.582 0.589

bP1 1.035(1002) 1.000 0.996 0.601 0.485 0.488

bP2 -11.918(5701) 1.000 0.555 0.463 0.466

bT0 0.473(110) 1.000 0.578 0.585

bT1 5.869(850) 1.000 1.000

bT2 12.96(7695) 1.000

Table 6: Fitting results of the BCL parameters for the B̄s → f0(1500) transition form factors.

B̄s → f0(1500) Form Factors Correlation Matrix

Parameters Values bA0 bA1 bA2 bP0 bP1 bP2 bT0 bT1 bT2

bA0 0.445(91) 1.000 0.550 0.550 0.990 0.564 0.564 0.991 0.556 0.573

bA1 1.125(950) 1.000 1.000 0.564 0.475 0.475 0.565 0.471 0.478

bA2 -11.935(5264) 1.000 0.564 0.475 0.475 0.565 0.471 0.478

bP0 0.609(125) 1.000 0.554 0.554 0.990 0.557 0.574

bP1 1.224(952) 1.000 1.000 0.566 0.471 0.479

bP2 -11.383(5275) 1.000 0.566 0.471 0.479

bT0 0.445(92) 1.000 0.555 0.572

bT1 6.306(834) 1.000 1.000

bT2 15.51(6995) 1.000
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Figure 9: The shape of form factor fA
BS(q

2) from fitting the BCL parameters for B → a0lν̄l,
where the red curve and area correspond to the shape and error after adding the strong
coupling constant constraint, while the black curve and grey area correspond to the fitting
results of the data points given only by LCSR.

The strong coupling constants provide constraints on the form factors at q2 = m2
Bpole

. From
the fitting results shown in Figure 9, it is evident that the constraint of the strong coupling
constants effectively reduces the uncertainties of the form factors in the large q2 region.

5.3 Phenomenological analysis of B → Sℓν̄ℓ observables

In this section, we utilize the fitting results of the form factors obtained through the BCL
parameterization to conduct phenomenological studies of processes B → Sℓν̄ℓ. Starting from
the general results of decay angular distributions, we provide the differential decay widths,
branching ratios, lepton-flavor universality ratios, and several new physics sensitive observables
related to angular distributions. These observables include forward-backward asymmetries,
“flat terms” and lepton polarization asymmetries.

The effective Hamiltonian of the b→ u transition is

Heff(b→ uℓν̄ℓ) =
GF√
2
Vubūγµ(1− γ5)bℓ̄γ

µ(1− γ5)νℓ + h.c., (95)

from which we can derive the angular distributions for B → Slν̄l in the B meson rest frame

dΓ(B → Sℓν̄ℓ)

dq2d cos θℓ
=

(
q2 −m2

ℓ

q2

)2 √
λG2

F |Vub|2

256m3
Bπ

3

×
{
m2

ℓ

q2

∣∣∣cos θℓ√λfA
BS +

(
m2

B −m2
S

)
fP
BS

∣∣∣2 + sin2 θℓ λ
∣∣fA

BS

(
q2
)∣∣2} ,

=

(
q2 −m2

ℓ

q2

)2 √
λG2

F |Vub|2

256m3
Bπ

3

(
aθℓ(q

2) + bθℓ(q
2) cos θℓ + cθℓ(q

2) cos2 θℓ
)
, (96)
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Figure 10: The differential decay width of B → Sℓν̄ℓ.

with the three coefficient functions and λ defined as

aθℓ(q
2) =λ

∣∣fA
BS(q

2)
∣∣2 + m2

ℓ

q2
(m2

B −m2
S)
∣∣fP

BS(q
2)
∣∣2 , (97)

bθℓ(q
2) = 2

m2
ℓ

q2

√
λ(m2

B −m2
S)Re

[
fA
BS(q

2)fP∗
BS(q

2)
]
, (98)

cθℓ(q
2) =

(
m2

ℓ

q2

√
λ− λ

) ∣∣fA
BS(q

2)
∣∣2 , (99)

λ =(m2
B − q2 −m2

S)
2 − 4q2m2

S. (100)

The angle θℓ is defined as the angle between the momentum of the final-state lepton ℓ− and
the momentum of the final-state scalar meson.

By integrating out the angle θℓ, we can obtain the differential decay width easily

dΓ(B → Sℓν̄ℓ)

dq2
=

(
q2 −m2

ℓ

q2

)2 √
λG2

F |Vub|2

256m3
Bπ

3
· 2
[
aθℓ(q

2) +
1

3
cθℓ(q

2)

]

=

(
q2 −m2

ℓ

q2

)2 √
λG2

F |Vub|2

384m3
Bπ

3
· 1

q2

×
{(
m2

ℓ + 2q2
)
λ
∣∣fA

BS

(
q2
)∣∣2 + 3m2

ℓ

(
m2

B −m2
S

)2 ∣∣fP
BS

(
q2
)∣∣2} . (101)

By comparing with the experimental result, we are able to extract the CKM matrix element
|Vub| from this observable. However, due to the current lack of experimental data, we only
provide dΓ(B → Sℓν̄ℓ)/dq

2 |Vub|−2, as shown in Figure 10.
From the angular distribution, we can also obtain two observables relative to electroweak
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symmetry breaking. They are the forward-backward asymmetry and the “flat term”

AB→Sℓν̄ℓ
FB (q2) =

[
dΓ(B → Sℓν̄ℓ)

dq2

]−1 ∫ 1

−1

d cos θℓ sgn(cos θℓ)
d2Γ(B → Sℓν̄ℓ)

dq2d cos θℓ

=

[
1

2
bθℓ(q

2)

]
:

[
aθℓ(q

2) +
1

3
cθℓ(q

2)

]
, (102)

FB→Sℓν̄ℓ
H (q2) = 1 +

2

3

[
dΓ(B → Sℓν̄ℓ)

dq2

]−1
d2

d(cos θℓ)2
d2Γ (B → Sℓν̄ℓ)

dq2d cos θℓ

=
[
aθℓ(q

2) + cθℓ(q
2)
]
:

[
aθℓ(q

2) +
1

3
cθℓ(q

2)

]
. (103)

They vanish under limit mℓ → 0.
Another angular observable we are concerned with is the polarization asymmetry associated

with helicity-violating new physics interactions

AB→Sℓν̄ℓ
λℓ

(q2) =

[
dΓ(B → Slν̄ℓ)

dq2

]−1 [
dΓλℓ=−1/2

dq2
− dΓλℓ=+1/2

dq2

]
(B → Sℓν̄ℓ)

= 1− 2

3

{[
3
(
aθℓ(q

2) + cθℓ(q
2)
)
+

2m2
ℓ

q2 −m2
ℓ

cθℓ(q
2)

]
:

[
aθℓ(q

2) +
1

3
cθℓ(q

2)

]}
,

(104)

The numerical results of these three observables, which are sensitive to new physics, obtained
from the BCL fitting incorporating LCSR and constraints from the strong coupling constant,
are presented in Figure 11.

We also provide integrated observables corresponding to these measurements. These
results, along with the branching ratios, are presented in Table 7. Additionally, for convenience
and comparison purposes, we have included the results from other relevant studies in Table 7.
These results need to be verified in future experiments.

Finally, we utilize the form factors obtained through the combined fitting using BCL
parameterization to calculate the lepton-flavor universality observables

RS =
Γ (B → Sτν̄τ )

Γ (B → Sµν̄ν)
=

∫ q2max

m2
τ
dq2dΓ (B → Sτν̄τ ) /dq

2∫ q2max

m2
µ
dq2dΓ (B → Sµν̄µ) /dq2

(105)

for the two considered B → Slν̄l processes. The numerical results are

Ra0(1450) = 0.309± 0.032,

RK∗
0 (1430)

= 0.337± 0.032. (106)

The ratio of the differential decay widths associated with lepton-flavor universality is depicted
in Figure 12.

31



Figure 11: Theoretical predictions for three categories of integrated observables derived from
the combined BCL z-series expansion fitting of B → Sℓν̄ℓ form factors obtained via LCSR.
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Figure 12: The Lepton flavor universality observable of B → Sℓν̄ℓ.

Table 7: Theoretical predictions for branch ratios of B → S and three categories of integrated
observables derived from the combined BCL z-series expansion fitting of B → Sℓν̄ℓ form
factors obtained via LCSR.

Processes Methods BR AFB FH Aλl

B̄0 → a+0 (1450)µν̄µ This work 1.00(43)× 10−4 6.25(32)× 10−3 1.61(13)× 10−2 0.976(3)

LCSR[28] 1.8+0.9
−0.6 × 10−4

pQCD[36] 3.25+2.36
−1.36 × 10−4

B̄0 → a+0 (1450)τ ν̄τ This work 3.0(12)× 10−5 0.341(3) 0.757(28) -0.158(85)

LCSR[28] 6.3+3.4
−2.5 × 10−5

pQCD[36] 1.32+0.97
−0.57 × 10−4

B̄0 → K̄∗
0 (1430)νℓν̄ℓ This work 2.50(97)× 10−6

B̄s → K∗+
0 (1430)µν̄µ This work 1.60(67)× 10−4 5.81(31)× 10−3 1.50(13)× 10−2 0.978(3)

LCSR[28] 1.3+1.2
−0.4 × 10−4

QCDSR[85] 3.6+3.8
−2.4 × 10−5

pQCD[36] 2.45+1.77
−1.05 × 10−4

B̄s → K̄∗+
0 (1430)τ ν̄τ This work 5.2(20)× 10−5 0.334(4) 0.737(30) -0.120(90)

LCSR[28] 5.2+5.7
−1.8 × 10−5

pQCD[36] 1.09+0.82
−0.47 × 10−4

B̄s → f0(1500)νℓν̄ℓ This work 2.67(101)× 10−6

5.4 Phenomenological analysis of the B → Sνℓν̄ℓ observables

For the B → Sνν̄ process, due to the absence of the Zνν̄ vertex in the leading-power effective
theory of electroweak interactions, there are no charm-loop effects generated by O1,2 operators.
We can easily obtain the differential decay width formula for the B → Sνν̄ process from the
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effective weak Hamiltonian of the b→ sνν̄ transition

dΓ (B → Sνℓν̄ℓ)

dq2
=
G2

Fα
2
em

256π5

λ3/2

m3
B sin4 θW

|VtbV ∗
ts|

2

[
Xt

(
m2

t

m2
W

,
m2

H

m2
W

, sin θW , µ

)]2 ∣∣fA
BS

(
q2
)∣∣2 .
(107)

For the short-distance Wilson coefficient Xt, we have taken into account the NLO QCD
correction and two-loop electroweak correction [93–97].
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Figure 13: The differential decay width of B → Sνℓν̄ℓ.

We are currently unable to accurately estimate the charm-loop effects in the B → Sℓ+ℓ−

process. Particularly in the region where q2 approaches the cc̄ resonances, it is challenging to
calculate the effects of multiple soft-gluon emissions with OPE [98]. Therefore, based solely on
the obtained form factors, we cannot provide precise predictions for the relevant observables
of the B → Sℓ+ℓ− process. In this paper, we refrain from further discussing this aspect.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we have calculated next-to-leading order QCD corrections to the B → S form
factors for the first time. We first established the method of calculating the form factors using
LCSR at the tree level. Subsequently, we have employed the method of regions to discuss the
factorization of NLO correlation functions, where the short-distance functions include both
hard and jet functions. The crucial aspect of proving factorization is the strict cancellation
between the contributions from the soft regions and the infrared subtraction terms. The results
of the correlation functions demonstrate that the B → S form factors are solely related to
the B meson DA ϕ+

B(ω, µ). The resulting hard functions are consistent with SCET results.
The jet functions corresponding to the axial current and axial tensor current are identical,
which is also consistent with the results in the theoretical framework of SCET. We have also
verified the scale dependence of the correlation functions and performed resummation of large
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logarithms using standard renormalization group methods, resulting in the renormalization
group improved form factors.

Extensive numerical analysis has been conducted on the B → S form factors. We have
observed a significant cancellation effect between the contributions of the hard function and
the jet function at NLO, leading to an approximately 5% improvement in the form factor
results at NLL accuracy compared to LL accuracy at the large recoil point. We have provided
comparisons of results obtained using different methods, which are consistent within the error
range.

By applying the BCL parameterization combined with the constraint of the strong coupling
constant, we have performed a fitting of the data points obtained for the form factors,
extending the results to the entire kinematic region. The constraint of strong coupling constant
effectively reduces the errors in the large q2 region where LQCD data points are lacking. In
the fitting process, we have taken into account the correlations between the input LCSR data
points and provided the results of three sets of BCL parameters as well as their correlation
matrix. It is expected that this approach will reduce the errors of the form factors in the large
recoil region by combining them with LQCD data points in the future.

Utilizing the results of B → S form factors, we have extensively discussed the physical
observables of semi-leptonic B meson decays. For the B → Sℓν̄ℓ processes, the differential
decay widths and branching ratios are given. The corresponding integrated observables, such
as lepton-flavor universality ratios, forward-backward asymmetries, “flat terms” and lepton
polarization asymmetries are also given. For the B → Sνℓν̄ℓ processes, we only provide the
results of the differential decay widths and branching ratios. These results can be verified in
future experiments.
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A Dispersion relations for form factors

By inserting a complete set of states in the hadronic matrix elements, we obtain

⟨S(p)| q̄γµγ5b |B̄(pB)⟩ = ⟨B(−pB)S(p)| q̄γµγ5b |0⟩

=
⟨B(−pB)S(p)|Bq(−q)⟩⟨Bq(−q)|q̄γµγ5b |0⟩

m2
B − q2

+
⟨B(−pB)S(p)|Bq1(−q)⟩⟨Bq1(−q)|q̄γµγ5b |0⟩

m2
Bq1

− q2
+ continuum, (108)
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⟨S| q̄iσµνγ5qν |B̄⟩ = ⟨B(−pB)S(p)| q̄iσµνγ5qν |0⟩

=
⟨B(−pB)S(p)|Bq1(−q)⟩⟨Bq1(−q)|q̄iσµνγ5qν |0⟩

m2
Bq1

− q2
+ continuum

=
gBq1BSf

T
Bq1
q2pρi

∑
ϵ ϵρϵ

∗
µ

m2
Bq1

− q2
+ continuum

=
gBq1BSf

T
Bq1

2(m2
Bq1

− q2)

{
−i
[
2q2pµ + (m2

B −m2
S − q2)qµ

]}
+ continuum, (109)

where the overline notation denotes the summation of all polarization states. By comparing
with the definition of the form factors we obtain the dispersion relations

fA
BS =

gBq1BSfBq1

2(m2
Bq1

− q2)
+ continuum,

fP
BS =

q2gBqBSfBq

2(m2
Bq

− q2)

m2
B −m2

S −m2
Bq

m2
B −m2

S

+ continuum,

fT
BS =

(mB +mS)gBq1BSf
T
Bq1

2(m2
Bq1

− q2)
+ continuum. (110)

We have adopted the following parametrizations

⟨Bq(p)| q̄γµγ5b |0⟩ = − ifBqpµ,

⟨Bq1(p, ϵ)| q̄γµγ5b |0⟩ = − ifBq1mBq1ϵ
∗
µ or − ifBq1

√
p2ϵ∗µ,

⟨Bq1(p, ϵ)| q̄iσµνγ5qνb |0⟩ = − ifT
Bq1
m2

Bq1
ϵ∗µ or − ifT

Bq1
p2ϵ∗µ,

⟨B(p)S(q)|Bq(p+ q)⟩ = gBqBS q · (p+ q),

⟨B(p)S(q)|Bq1(p+ q, ϵ)⟩ = − gBq1BS q
ρϵρ,∑

ϵ

ϵµ(p)ϵ
∗
ν(p) = − gµν +

pµpν
p2

. (111)

The selection of the two kinds of parameterizations does not affect the residue’s outcome but
rather influences the manifestation of off-shell effects. If the second parameterization scheme
is adopted, there will be an extra q2 dependence on the numerator of Eq.(110). Furthermore,
it is important to note that the strong coupling constant gBqBS in fP

BS carries the dimension
of GeV−1. Do not be confused by how the strong coupling constants are parameterized. The
chosen parameterization is solely for dimensional considerations and convenience in reference
usage.
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B Strong coupling constant

We estimate the strong coupling constant gBq1BS with the tree-level LCSR by calculating
the vacuum-to-scalar correlation function near the light cone in terms of OPE. For example,
the strong coupling constant gBs1BK∗

0
is defined through parametrizing the hadronic matrix

element
⟨Bs1(q)K

∗
0(p)|B(p+ q)⟩ = −gBs1BK∗

0
pµϵBs1

µ , (112)

where ϵ
Bs1
µ is the polarization vector of Bs1 .

We start from the vacuum-to-scalar correlation function

Fµ(p, q) = i

∫
d4xeiq·x ⟨S(p)|T{j2µ(x), j1(0)} |0⟩ = F (q2, (p+ q)2)pµ + F̃ (q2, (p+ q)2)qµ,

j2µ =q̄2(x)iγµγ5b(x), j1(0) = (mb +mq1)b̄(0)iγ5q1(0).
(113)

The j2µ and j1 are the interpolating currents for Bs1 and K∗
0 . In the above formula,

the invariant amplitude F proportional to the momentum pµ is isolated, and the remaining
kinematical structures proportional to qµ will not be used.

Using the decay constants defined as

⟨0| j2µ(0) |Bs1(q)⟩ = fBs1mBs1ϵ
(Bs1)
µ , ⟨0| j1(0) |B(p+ q)⟩ = m2

BfB, (114)

we insert the complete set of intermediate states with B and Bs1 quantum numbers and employ
the double dispersion relation, then the amplitude F (q2, (p+ q)2) can be written as

F (q2, (p+ q)2) =
m2

BmBs1fBfBs1gBs1BK∗
0

(m2
B − (p+ q)2)(m2

Bs1
− q2)

+

∫∫
Σ

ds2ds1
ρh(s1, s2)

(s22 − (p+ q)2)(s21 − q2)
+ · · · .

(115)
The Σ is used to represent the two-dimensional region s1 ≥ (mB+mK∗

0
)2, s2 ≥ (mBs1+mK∗

0
)2.

And ρh(s1, s2) denotes the hadronic spectral density of the continuum and excited states.
At q2, (p+q)2 ≪ m2

Q, the dispersion relation is matched to the result of the QCD calculation
of F (q2, (p + q)2). We employ the light-cone OPE in terms of scalar meson DAs. The OPE
result for the correlation function in the form of a double dispersion integral

F (OPE)(q2, (p+ q)2) =

∫ +∞

−∞

ds2
(s2 − (p+ q)2)

∫ +∞

−∞

ds1
(s1 − q2)

ρ(OPE)(s1, s2), (116)

and the double spectral density

ρ(OPE)(s1, s2) ≡
1

π2
Ims1Ims2F

(OPE)(s1, s2). (117)

Then we adopt the quark-hadron duality and assume that the integral of the hadronic spectral
density ρh(s1, s2) taken over the two dimensional region Σ is equal to the integral of the OPE
spectral density taken over a certain region Σ0 in the (s1, s2) plane∫∫

Σ

ds2ds1
ρh(s1, s2)

(s22 − (p+ q)2)(s21 − q2)
=

∫∫
Σ0

ds2ds1
ρ(OPE)(s1, s2)

(s22 − (p+ q)2)(s21 − q2)
. (118)
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Next, we equate the double dispersion representations of hadron and OPE result and
subtract the equal integrals over the region Σ0 from both sides of the equation. The remaining
region is notated as ∫∫ Σ0

ds2ds1 =

∫ +∞

−∞
ds2

∫ +∞

−∞
ds1 −

∫∫
Σ0

ds2ds1. (119)

After performing the double Borel transformation, the subtraction terms are removed and
contributions of the higher-state and continuum spectrum are suppressed. The resulting LCSR
give the desired strong coupling constant

gBs1BK∗
0
=

1

m2
BmBs1fBfBs1

exp

(
m2

B

M2
2

+
m2

Bs1

M2
1

)∫∫ Σ0

ds2ds1 exp

(
− s2
M2

2

− s1
M2

1

)
ρ(OPE)(s1, s2).

(120)
The OPE near the light-cone for the correlation function is valid if q2 and (p + q)2 are

far below the heavy quark threshold m2
Q. The vacuum-to-scalar meson correlation function

becomes

Fµ(p, q) = mQ

∫
d4xeiq·x ⟨S(p)| q̄2(x)γµγ5SQ(x, 0)γ5q1(0) |0⟩ , (121)

where SQ(x, 0) = −i ⟨0|T{Q(x), Q̄(0)} |0⟩ is the heavy quark propagator expanded near the
light cone. The vacuum-to-scalar meson matrix elements can be expanded in terms of the
scalar meson quark-antiquark (quark-antiquark-gluon) DAs. Following the reference [28], the
leading twist-2 DA and its contribution to the amplitude is

⟨S(p)| q̄2(x)γµq1(y) |0⟩ =pµ
∫ 1

0

duei(up·x+ūp·y)ΦS(u, µ),

F (tw2,LO)(q2, (p+ q)2) =m2
Q

∫ 1

0

du

m2
Q − (q + up)2

ΦS(u).

(122)

The leading order invariant amplitude with twist-2 is sufficient to meet the needs of this
work, where the denominator is transformed by using the relation

m2
Q − (q + up)2 = m2

Q − ūq2 − u(p+ q)2. (123)

Furthermore, we consider a Taylor expansion of the DA ΦS(u)

ΦS(u) =
∞∑
k=0

cku
k. (124)

Following the techniques from [91, 99], it is convenient to do the integrals. We take the
imaginary part of the invariant amplitude and then derive the double spectral density

ρ(tw2,LO)(s1, s2) =
1

π2
Ims1Ims2F

(tw2,LO)(s1, s2)

=
1

π2
Ims1Ims2

∞∑
k=0

ck

∫ 1

0

du
m2

Qu
k

m2
Q − ūs1 − us2

=
∞∑
k=0

ck
1

k!
δ(k)(

s1
m2

Q

− s2
m2

Q

)(
s2
m2

Q

− 1)kθ(
s2
m2

Q

− 1).

(125)
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Given the spectral density, we are ready to integrate over the duality region of the LCSR.
The lower boundary of the duality region is determined by the heavy quark threshold s1 ≥
m2

Q, s2 ≥ m2
Q. As for the upper boundary, following the discussion in reference [91, 99], we

adopt the triangle duality regions and equal Borel parameters

s1 + s2 ≪ 2s0, M2
1 =M2

2 = 2M2 (126)

and rewrite the double integral in the LCSR Eq.(120) as

F (tw2,LO)(M2, s0) ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
ds1

∫ ∞

−∞
ds2θ(2s0 − s1 − s2) exp

(
−s1 + s2

2M2

)
ρ(tw2,LO)(s1, s2). (127)

Next, we substitute the double spectral density Eq.(125) into the integral and obtain the
integral result by using techniques from [91, 99]

F (tw2,LO)(M2, s0) =
∞∑
k=0

ck
1

k!

∫ 2s0

−∞
ds1

∫ 2s0−s1

−∞
ds2 exp

(
−s1 + s2

2M2

)
δ(k)(

s1
m2

Q

− s2
m2

Q

)(
s2
m2

Q

− 1)kθ(
s2
m2

Q

− 1)

=m2
Q M

2

[
exp

(
−
m2

Q

M2
− exp

(
− s0
M2

))
ΦS(u)

]∣∣∣∣
u=1/2

. (128)

Finally, we express the strong coupling of leading order with the contribution of twist-2 by
LCSR

g
(tw2,LO)
Bs1BK∗

0
=

1

m2
BmBs1fBfBs1

exp

(
m2

B +m2
Bs1

2M2

)
m2

Q M
2

[
exp

(
−
m2

Q

M2
− exp

(
− s0
M2

))
ΦS(u)

]∣∣∣∣
u=1/2

.

(129)
In our work, the decay constants and masses of the axial mesons are given by reference

[72] using the QCD sum rules, and the LCDA of scalar mesons come from [4, 28].
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