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Abstract: We derive predictions for the hadronic matrix elements of radiative semilep-

tonic decays of beautiful hadrons within Heavy Quark Effective Theory (HQET), relevant

for future measurements at Belle II and LHCb. Our study considers Λb → Λc,Λ
(∗)
c1 and

B̄ → D(∗), D∗∗ transitions. The symmetries of HQET highly constrain the number of

structure-dependent form factors in all cases. In the soft and sub-leading soft regions, all

the form factors are fully determined in terms of non-radiative Isgur-Wise functions and the

magnetic dipole moments of the heavy hadrons. The structure of higher order corrections

is also briefly discussed.
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1 Introduction

In the limit where the bottom and charm quark masses are much heavier than the scale

of non-perturbative strong dynamics, i.e mb,c ≫ ΛQCD, QCD exhibits a new symmetry:

heavy quark spin-flavor symmetry (HQS) [1–3]. Such symmetry acts on heavy quarks with

the same four-velocity, and it is the founding principle of the Heavy Quark Effective Theory

(HQET). This is among the most powerful tools to unveil non-perturbative properties of

heavy hadrons, and it has been famously used to constrain the number of form factors

needed to parameterize hadronic matrix elements involving heavy quarks.

In this paper, we study radiative semileptonic decays of bottom hadrons, as initiated

in [4]. We focus on Λb decays to Λc and Λ
(∗)
c1 baryons and on the B̄ decays to D∗∗ mesons,

extending the results of [4] for the case of B̄ → D(∗) decays. The presence of an addi-

tional photon allows for testing the predictability of HQET in more complicated kinematic

settings than usual semileptonic decays, without involving additional hadrons and the asso-

ciated calculational uncertainties. Introducing a new four-momentum, namely the photon

four-momentum k, new kinematical invariants besides w ≡ v · v′ can be constructed, i.e.

v · k and v′ · k. Therefore, form factors for these processes will generally depend on three

Lorentz scalars rather than one.

A second motivation is that Belle II aims to enable precision studies of radiative

semileptonic B̄ decays, reaching a level comparable to that achieved for semileptonic B̄

decays by earlier B factories, such as Belle, BaBar, and LHCb. To do so, a solid theo-

retical understanding and parameterization of these corrections is required. Additionally,

any radiative semileptonic decay represents an irreducible background for non-radiative

semileptonic measurements in kinematic regions where the photon remains undetected.

This is particularly relevant in the case of LHCb, where the hadronic environment leads to

higher energy thresholds for photon detection. Thus, our study serves as groundwork for

modeling such backgrounds and consequently for a precise interpretation of future experi-

mental results.

The full HQET prediction for the hadronic matrix elements of interest includes a

number of k-dependent operators describing at the non-perturbative level the time-ordered

product between the photon field and the hadronic current. This properly characterizes the

radiative semileptonic decays even away from the purely soft limit, as studied previously

in the literature for the B̄ → D(∗) transition [5–7], in terms of structure-dependent (SD)

functions. The parameterization remains valid in the regime of validity HQS, namely

v(′) · k ≪ 2mb,c. HQS highly constrains the number of independent SD functions. In [4] it

was found that for B̄ → D(∗) at leading order (LO) in 1/mb,c only four SD functions were

necessary instead of 32 for the general Lorentz-invariant case.

Further insight on the structure of such form factors can be assessed by matching the

HQET matrix elements onto those computed in Heavy Hadron Chiral Perturbation Theory

(HHχPT), by focusing on the soft and sub-leading soft regions. This matching procedure

leads to a further reduction in the set of new structure constants needed to describe these

processes in these kinematic regimes, which are also the interesting ones for experiments.

The inclusion of the sub-leading soft region extends what has been currently included in
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MonteCarlo event generators used in experimental analyses, such as PHOTOS [8], which

is inherently limited to the point-particle approximation. Remarkably, we find that in

this procedure, HQS, particularly its invariance under the reparameterization (RPI) of the

residual momenta, is incredibly powerful in constraining the form of the SD functions.

The outline of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we work out the HQET pa-

rameterization of the amplitude for radiative semileptonic decays for phenomenologically

interesting B-baryon and B-meson decay channels. Then, Section 3 presents the matching

between HQET and HHχPT at leading and sub-leading soft orders, providing reduced sets

of structure-dependent form factors that are relevant in these regimes. We give our final

remarks and conclude in Section 4.

2 HQET parameterization

In this section, we derive the HQET parameterization of the amplitudes for all the decay

channels we consider. We first look at the baryon case in Section 2.1 and then to the

meson case in Section 2.2. The matrix elementM can be decomposed into three different

contributions depending on where the photon is attached, namely the photon emission

from the charged lepton, the heavy quarks, or the light QCD degrees of freedom (the

brown muck). Representative Feynman diagrams for each of these processes are shown in

Figs. 1 and 2. Since all the amplitudes have a photon polarization appended, we factor it

out by defining M ≡ ϵµMµ in the following. At LO in the HQET mass expansion, the

contributions to Mµ from the heavy quarks and brown muck emissions will be given by

the matrix elements of the time-ordered product of the LO electromagnetic currents

Jµ
b = vµebb̄vbv, Jµ

c = v′µecc̄v′cv′ , Jµ
light =

∑
i=u,d,s

eiq̄iγ
µqi, (2.1)

with the semileptonic weak operator

OW =
GFVcb√

2
αΓΓ′(c̄v′Γbv)(ūνΓ

′vℓ), (2.2)

where we have kept the Dirac structure generic to include also possible new physics effects,

since the parameterization of the electromagnetic form factors is independent of the Dirac

structure of the weak current operator. Γ(′) = S, P, V,A, T = 1, γ5, γν , γνγ5, σµν . For the

specific case of the Standard Model (SM), we have Γ = Γ′ = V −A, and αΓΓ′ = 1.

If the photon is emitted from the charged lepton, then the matrix element can generi-

cally be written as

Mµ
lepton√

mHb
mHc

= el
GF eVcbαΓΓ′
√
2

FΓ

2pl · k
ūγµ(/pl + /k +ml)Γ

′v, (2.3)

where mHb
and mHc are the masses of the generic bottom and charm hadron respectively,

el = −1 is the electromagnetic charge of the lepton, pl is the lepton four-momentum, k

is the photon four-momentum and FΓ is the hadronic matrix element of the non-radiative
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decay1:

FΓ =
〈
Hv′

c

∣∣∣c̄v′Γbv∣∣∣Hv
b

〉
. (2.4)

The second class of diagrams comprises instead all the possible photon radiations from

the brown muck and its corresponding amplitude is

Mµ
light√

mHb
mHc

=
GF eVcb√

2
Mµ

Γ ūΓ
′v, (2.5)

where Mµ
Γ is given by

Mµ
Γ (k) =

〈
Hv′

c

∣∣∣c̄v′Γbv ◦k Jµ
light

∣∣∣Hv
b

〉
. (2.6)

where we have denoted with ◦k the Fourier transform of the time-ordered product at finite

momentum k:

O ◦k O′ ≡
∫

d4x

(2π)4
eik·xT

{
O(0)O′(x)

}
(2.7)

The third and final class of diagrams are those containing the two possible photons

radiations from the heavy quarks. The contribution to the total amplitude from these

diagrams reads
Mµ

heavy√
mHb

mHc

=
GF eVcb√

2

[
ebv

µGΓ,b + ecv
′µGΓ,c

]
ūΓ′v, (2.8)

where eb and ec are the electromagnetic charges of the bottom and charm quarks, while

GΓ,b and GΓ,c are hadronic matrix elements describing the emission from the charm and

bottom quarks and are defined as:

ebv
µGΓ,b(k) =

〈
Hv′

c

∣∣∣c̄v′Γbv ◦k Jµ
b

∣∣∣Hv
b

〉
,

ecv
′µGΓ,c(k) =

〈
Hv′

c

∣∣∣Jµ
c ◦k c̄v′Γbv

∣∣∣Hv
b

〉
. (2.9)

Following [4], the total amplitude can be written in a compact form as

Mµ

√
mHb

mHc

=
GF eVcb√

2

[
Kµ

Γ ūΓ
′v + (eb − ec)

FΓ

2pl · k
ūγµ(/pl + /k +ml)Γ

′v

]
, (2.10)

where we defined the tensor Kµ
Γ ≡ Mµ

Γ + ebv
µGΓ,b + ecv

′µGΓ,c and we have written el =

eb − ec. Mµ in Eq. (2.10) must satisfy the Ward identity (WI), kµMµ = 0, leading to

constraints on the structure of the hadronic matrix elements. As noted in [4], since only

Mµ
Γ can depend on the charge of the light quarks, and eb,c can be varied independently,

one can impose the WI separately on Mµ
Γ and the terms proportional to eb,c, obtaining the

three equations:

kµM
µ
Γ = 0, (2.11a)

(k · v)GΓ,b + FΓ = 0, (2.11b)

(k · v′)GΓ,c − FΓ = 0. (2.11c)

1FΓ is evaluated at shifted kinematic Q2 → Q2 + 2k · Q, but the two kinematic points differ only at

higher order in the heavy quark mass expansion.
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Figure 1. Feynman diagrams contributing to the decay process Λb → Λclν̄γ. The same diagrams

are also the ones relevant for the decay process Λb → Λ
(∗)
c1 lν̄γ. The black square indicates a weak

current insertion.

The explicit parameterizations of Eq. (2.10) for the different decay channels will be

presented in the next two subsections. To avoid confusion, we will denote all objects (i.e.

amplitudes, hadronic matrix elements and form factors) across different transitions with

the same name, but differentiate specific transitions by using the following decorations:

Λb → Λc : O, Λb → Λ
(∗)
c1 : Ŏ, B̄ → D(∗) : Ō, B̄ → D1/2+ : Õ, B̄ → D3/2+ : Ô.

(2.12)

2.1 Baryons

In this subsection, we start by exploring the radiative semileptonic decays of the Λb baryon

to Λc and Λ
(∗)
c1 baryons. The procedure will closely follow the one employed in [4], where

the study of radiative semileptonic B-hadron decays has been recently initiated considering

B̄ → D(∗)lν̄γ.

2.1.1 Λb → Λclν̄γ form factors

As for the B̄ → D(∗)lν̄ case [9], in the HQ limit, FΓ depends on a single Isgur-Wise (IW)

function ζ(w),

FΓ = ζ(w)
〈
Λc(v

′)
∣∣T (c)

v′ ΓT (b)
v

∣∣Λb(v)
〉
= ζ(w)T

(c)
v′ Π

′
+ΓΠ+T

(b)
v , (2.13)
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where the matrix element is already written in terms of the super-field T , while T is a the

Dirac spinor and Π+,Π
′
+ ≡ (1+ /v)/2, (1+ /v′)/2. HQS implies the normalization condition

at zero recoil : ζ(1) = 1. Moving to the photon emission from the brown muck, the most

general expression for the hadronic matrix element MΓ consistent with HQS is

Mµ
Γ = X µ

〈
Λc(v

′)
∣∣T (c)

v′ ΓT (b)
v

∣∣Λb(v)
〉
= X µT

(c)
v′ Π

′
+ΓΠ+T

(b)
v , (2.14)

where

X µ = x(1)vµ + x(2)v′µ. (2.15)

We have dropped the term proportional to kµ, that would produce a vanishing contribution

to the matrix element. Notice that, differently to the meson case, we cannot insert any

Dirac structure outside the fermion current as the brown muck is in an angular momentum

singlet state. The x(j) are scalar form factors depending on w, v · k and v′ · k. They have

the same mass dimension
[
x(1−2)

]
= −1.

Finally, the hadronic matrix elements that characterized the photon emission from the

heavy quarks GΓ,Q can be written as

GΓ,Q = y
(1)
Q

〈
Λc(v

′)
∣∣T (c)

v′ ΓT (b)
v

∣∣Λb(v)
〉
= y

(1)
Q T

(c)
v′ Π

′
+ΓΠ+T

(b)
v , (2.16)

where, as the x(j), y
(1)
Q is a scalar form factor depending on w, v · k and v′ · k with mass

dimension
[
y
(1)
Q

]
= −1.

By using HQS we are left with four new form factors (besides the Isgur-Wise function

ζ(w)): x(1−2) and y
(1)
b,c . This is still an overcomplete basis, as we still have to impose the

WI of Eq. (2.11c), which provide three additional constraints. Therefore, we are left with

just one additional new structure function:

x(2) = − v · k
v′ · k

x(1), (2.17a)

y
(1)
b = − ζ

v · k
, (2.17b)

y(1)c =
ζ

v′ · k
. (2.17c)

We choose the new structure function to be

ϱ(1) ≡ (v · k)x(1). (2.18)

with ϱ(1) a dimensionless function of w, v · k, v′ · k. With this choice, X µ simplifies to

X µ = ϱ(1)
(

vµ

v · k
− v′µ

v′ · k

)
, (2.19)

rendering manifest that X µ is proportional to a soft factor, as explicitly shown in Section 3.
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2.1.2 Λb → Λ
(∗)
c1 lν̄γ form factors

We now discuss the radiative semileptonic Λb decays to the p-wave excited state of the Λc

baryon, namely the HQS doublet Λ
(∗)
c1 . The non-radiative decay channelsl Λb → Λ

(∗)
c1 lν̄ →

Λcπ
aπblν̄, first studied in [10], are potential targets for studying b→ c transitions at LHCb

and they present puzzles in understanding current experimental measurements and lattice

results [11, 12].

We follow an analogous procedure to the previous case (upon changing the mass of

the Λc with the spin-averaged mass of the Λ
(∗)
c1 , and using the “˘” notation for the various

quantities). F̆Γ can still be written in terms of a single Isgur-Wise function σ(w)

F̆Γ = σ(w)
〈
Λ
(∗)
c1 (v

′)
∣∣∣vµR(c)µ

v′ ΓT (b)
v

∣∣∣Λb(v)
〉
, (2.20)

where R(c)µ
v′ is the super-field associated to the Λ

(∗)
c1 multiplet, satisfying v′ ·R = 0. At zero

recoil, this matrix element vanishes, so that σ(1) is not constrained to unity by HQS. The

hadronic matrix element associated with the photon radiation from the light quarks M̆Γ is

instead

M̆µ
Γ = X̆ µ

σ

〈
Λ
(∗)
c1 (v

′)
∣∣∣R(c)σ

v′ ΓT (b)
v

∣∣∣Λb(v)
〉
, (2.21)

where

X̆ µ
σ = x̆(1)δµσ + x̆(2)vσv

µ + x̆(3)vσv
′µ + x̆(4)kσv

µ + x̆(5)kσv
′µ. (2.22)

The x̆(j) are scalar form factors depending on w, v · k and v′ · k. Their mass dimensions

are
[
x̆(1−3)

]
= −1 and

[
x̆(4−5)

]
= −2. We have dropped all the terms proportional to kµ

and all the terms that violate P and CP invariance. Finally, the hadronic matrix elements

G′
Γ,Q can be written as

ĞΓ,Q = Y̆Qµ

〈
Λ
(∗)
c1 (v

′)
∣∣∣R(c)µ

v′ ΓνT (b)
v

∣∣∣Λb(v)
〉
, (2.23)

where

Y̆Qµ = y̆
(1)
Q vµ + y̆

(2)
Q kµ. (2.24)

The y̆
(j)
Q are scalar form factors depending on w, v · k and v′ · k, with mass dimensions[

y̆
(1)
Q

]
= −1 and

[
y̆
(2)
Q

]
= −2.

HQS constraints the number of new form factors, besides the Isgur-Wise function σ(w),

down to an overcomplete set of nine form factors: x̆(1−5) and y̆
(1−2)
b,c . Imposing the WI,

Eq. (2.11c), we get:

x̆(1) = −(v · k)x̆(4) − (v′ · k)x̆(5), (2.25a)

x̆(3) = − v · k
v′ · k

x̆(2), (2.25b)

y̆
(1)
b = − σ

v · k
, (2.25c)

y̆(1)c =
σ

v′ · k
, (2.25d)

y̆
(2)
b,c = 0. (2.25e)
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Thus, there are only three new structure functions:

ϱ̆(1) ≡ (v · k)x̆(2), (2.26a)

ϱ̆(2) ≡ −(v · k)x̆(4), (2.26b)

ϱ̆(2
′) ≡ −(v′ · k)x̆(5), (2.26c)

all functions of w, v ·k and v′ ·k. ϱ̆(1) is dimensionless, while ϱ̆(2,2
′) start at mass dimension

−1. The rationale behind this specific choice of normalizations will be clear upon studying

their infrared behavior in Section 3. In this basis, X̆ simplifies to

X̆ µ
σ = ϱ̆(1)

(
vµ

v · k
− v′µ

v′ · k

)
vσ + ϱ̆(2)Pµ

σ + ϱ̆(2
′)P ′µ

σ . (2.27)

where we have defined the tensor P(′)
αβ:

P(′)
αβ = gαβ −

kαv
(′)
β + kβv

(′)
α

v(′) · k
. (2.28)

Notice that ϱ̆(1) again multiplies a soft factor, while the factors multiplied by ϱ̆(2,2
′) are

never singular as k is light-like and v(′) time-like.

2.2 Mesons

In this section, let us turn to study B-meson channels. We start from revisiting the

B̄ → D(∗)lν̄γ decay already analyzed in [4], in particular we propose a more convenient

parameterization of the form factors, that makes much more straightforward the match-

ing procedure onto HHχPT. Then, we focus on radiative semileptonic D∗∗ decays, where

D∗∗ ∈ {D∗
0, D

∗
1, D1, D

∗
2} denotes the four lightest excited charmed mesons, above the HQS

doublet D1/2− ∈ {D,D∗}. These four states are obtained combining the light quarks spins

with a l = 1 orbital angular momentum and they form two distinct HQS doublets

D1/2+ ∈ {D∗
0, D

∗
1}, D3/2+ ∈ {D1, D

∗
2}, (2.29)

where the spin in the exponent indicates the light quarks spin sq combined with the orbital

angular momentum l. The analysis goes through along the same lines of the baryon case,

the key difference being in the hadronic matrix elements, since in the meson case the colored

light degrees of freedom carry half-integer angular momentum.

2.2.1 B̄ → D(∗)lν̄γ form factors

The amplitudes for the B̄ → D∗ transition are formally equal to the ones in Eqs. (2.3),

(2.5) and (2.8) with the following substitutions:

mΛb
→ mB̄, mΛc → mD(∗) , FΓ → F̄Γ, MΓ → M̄Γ, GΓ,Q → ḠΓ,Q. (2.30)

As already recalled above, in the HQS limit for the B̄ meson decay, the hadronic matrix

element F̄Γ depend on a single Isgur-Wise function ξ(w) ,

F̄Γ = −ξ(w)
〈
D(∗)(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [H(c)
v′ ΓH(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
. (2.31)

– 8 –



b c
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Figure 2. Feynman diagrams contributing to the decay process B̄ → D∗∗lν̄γ. The black square

indicates the weak current insertion.

At zero recoil ξ(w) is normalized to unity. As far as M̄Γ,

M̄µ
Γ =

〈
D(∗)(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [X̄ µH(c)
v′ ΓH(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
, (2.32)

where2

X̄ µ = x̄(1)vµ + x̄(2)v′µ + x̄(3)γµ + ix̄(4)σµνkν + x̄(5)vµ/k + x̄(6)v′µ/k, (2.33)

σµν = (i/2)[γµ, γν ] and ϵ0123 = 1. As above, we have dropped the terms proportional to

kµ, as well as all the terms that do not transform as four-vectors under parity. The x̄(j) are

scalar form factors depending on w, v ·k and v′ ·k. Their mass dimensions are
[
x̄(1−3)

]
= −1

and
[
x̄(4−6)

]
= −2. Compared to [4], we traded in the form factor basis the two operators

iϵµνρσvνv
′
ρkσγ

5 and (v + v′)µ/k for vµ/k and v′µ/k. Although being less similar to the usual

parameterization of non-radiative semileptonic decays, it is a convenient choice for two

technical reasons: first, as we will discuss shortly, this parameterization holds also for the

D1/2+ channel. Second, and perhaps more importantly, this choice of form factors (as it will

be shown in Section 3.4) renders the matching onto HHχPT much more straightforward.

Finally, the hadronic matrix elements ḠΓ can be written as

ḠΓ,Q =
〈
D(∗)(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [ȲQH(c)
v′ ΓH(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
, (2.34)

where

ȲQ = ȳ
(1)
Q + ȳ

(2)
Q /k. (2.35)

The ȳ
(j)
Q are scalar form factors, whose mass dimensions are

[
ȳ(1)
]
= −1 and

[
ȳ(2)
]
= −2.

2Although not immediately evident, the term proportional to iϵµνρσvνv
′
ρkσγ

5 can be reabsorbed in those

already present in Eq. (2.33) exploiting the properties of the super-fields summarized in Section A. Also the

term proportional to ϵµνρσvνv
′
ρkσ/kγ

5 is redundant, as it can be written in terms of other already present

using the Chisholm identity.
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HQS constraints the number of new form factors, besides the Isgur-Wise function ξ(w),

down to ten: x̄(1−6) and ȳ
(1−2)
b,c . Imposing the WI, that translates into the same additional

constraints as in Eq. (2.11c), the computation gives3

x̄(2) = − v · k
v′ · k

x̄(1), (2.36a)

x̄(3) = −(v · k)x̄(5) − (v′ · k)x̄(6), (2.36b)

ȳ
(1)
b =

ξ

v · k
, (2.36c)

ȳ(1)c = − ξ

v′ · k
, (2.36d)

ȳ
(2)
b,c = 0. (2.36e)

Thus, we remain with four new form factors other than the Isgur-Wise function ξ. The

basis4 of such independent structure functions can be chosen to be

ϱ̄(1) ≡ (v · k)x̄(1), (2.37a)

ϱ̄(2) ≡ −(v · k)x̄(5), (2.37b)

ϱ̄(2
′) ≡ −(v′ · k)x̄(6), (2.37c)

ϱ̄(3) ≡ x̄(4). (2.37d)

The specific form of ϱ̄(1) anticipates the soft limit discussion of Section 3. ϱ̄(1) is dimen-

sionless, while
[
ϱ̄(2,2

′)
]
= −1 and

[
ϱ̄(3)
]
= −2. With these choices and using Eq. (2.28),

the tensor X̄ µ becomes

X̄ µ = ϱ̄(1)
(

vµ

v · k
− v′µ

v′ · k

)
+
[
ϱ̄(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̄(2
′)P ′µ

α

]
γα + ϱ̄(3)iσµνkν . (2.38)

2.2.2 B̄ → D1/2+ lν̄γ form factors

The discussion for the D1/2+ doublet is very straightforward since this multiplet can be

obtained by a parity transformation of the D(∗) one. Therefore, the parameterization of

the amplitude follows directly from the previous subsection. All the expressions match,

upon performing the following substitutions

mD(∗) → m
D1/2+ , F̄Γ → F̃Γ, M̄Γ → M̃Γ, ḠΓ,Q → G̃Γ,Q,

ξ(w)→ −2τ1/2+(w), x̄
(i)
Q → x̃

(i)
Q , ȳ

(i)
Q → ỹ

(i)
Q , ϱ̄(i) → ϱ̃(i). (2.39)

We have chosen the naming convention for the LO Isgur-Wise functions for the D1/2+ and

D3/2+ multiplets of [14], instead of e.g. [15–17], as ζ(w) has already been used for the Λc

3Here and again in the next subsection, in order to check explicitly, i.e. computing the trace for some

specified Γ, one needs to use a convenient form of the Schouten’s identity [13] to reduce the expressions

to the minimal number of independent terms involving the four dimensional Levi-Civita symbol, that is:

gµνϵαβλρ + gµαϵβλρν + gµβϵλρνα + gµλϵρναβ + gµρϵναβλ = 0.
4The explicit relation between our basis of structure functions and the one presented in [4] is: ϱ̄(1) =

ζ1 − (v · k)(v′ · k)ζ3, ϱ̄(3) = ζ2 − (w − 1)ζ3, ϱ̄
(2) = (v · k)(ζ3 − ζ4), ϱ̄

(2′) = −(v′ · k)(ζ3 + ζ4), where ζi with

i = 1, . . . , 4 are the form factors used there.
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case. The simplicity of the result stems from our choice of the form factor basis5. Indeed,

since parity is the only difference between D(∗) and D1/2+ HQS multiplets, they only differ

by a sign in the equation of motion and by the definition of the LO IW function, as detailed

in Section A. Nevertheless, such a difference does not affect the chosen parameterization

of the hadronic matrix elements.

2.2.3 B̄ → D3/2+ lν̄γ form factors

Finally, let us now consider the heaviest doublet D3/2+ . Again the amplitudes can be

obtained from the ones in Eqs. (2.3), (2.5) and (2.8) with the following substitutions:

mΛb
→ mB̄, mΛc → m

D3/2+ , FΓ → F̂Γ, MΓ → M̂Γ, GΓ,Q → ĜΓ,Q. (2.40)

The matrix element F̂Γ depends also in this case on a single Isgur-Wise function τ3/2(w)

F̂Γ =
√
3τ3/2+(w)

〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [vµF (c)µ
v′ ΓH(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
, (2.41)

since γµF
µ
v′ = 0 = v′ · Fv′ and F̂Γ cannot depend on kµ. As in the Λ

(∗)
c1 case, the hadronic

matrix element vanishes at zero recoil, and τ3/2(1) does not have to be normalized to unity.

For M̂Γ one has

M̂µ
Γ =

〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [X̂ µ
σF

(c)σ
v′ ΓH(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
, (2.42)

where6

X̂ µ
σ = x̂(1)δµσ + x̂(2)vσv

µ + x̂(3)vσv
′µ + x̂(4)vσγ

µ + x̂(5)kσv
µ + x̂(6)kσv

′µ + x̂(7)kσγ
µ

+ x̂(8)δµσ/k + x̂(9)vσv
µ/k + x̂(10)vσv

′µ/k + x̂(11)vσiσ
µνkν

+ x̂(12)kσv
µ/k + x̂(13)kσv

′µ/k + x̂(14)kσiσ
µνkν . (2.43)

The x̂(j) are scalar form factors and their mass dimensions are
[
x̂(1−4)

]
= −1,

[
x̂(5−11)

]
=

−2 and
[
x̂(12−14)

]
= −3. Finally, the hadronic matrix elements ĜΓ can be written as

ĜΓ,Q =
〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [ŶQµF
(c)µ
v′ ΓH(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
, (2.44)

where

ŶQµ = ŷ
(1)
Q vµ + ŷ

(2)
Q kµ + iŷ

(3)
Q ϵµνρσv

νv′ρkσγ5, (2.45)

since the terms proportional to v′µ and γµ trivially vanish, the term σµνk
ν can be reabsorbed

into the term proportional to kµ and the term proportional to vµ/k can be written as a linear

combination of the other three. The ŷ
(j)
Q are scalar form factors depending on w, v · k and

v′ · k, whose mass dimensions are
[
ŷ
(1)
Q

]
= −1 and

[
ŷ
(2−3)
Q

]
= −2.

Imposing the WI in Eq. (2.11c), we get

x̂(1) = −(v · k)x̂(5) − (v′ · k)x̂(6), (2.46a)

5Adopting the form factor basis of [4] for this channel, the Dirac structures associated with x̃(5) and x̃(6)

would be iϵµνρσvνv
′
ρkσγ

5 and (v − v′)µ/k respectively, differing from the D(∗) basis.
6All the other terms, such as vσϵ

µραβvρv
′
αkβγ

5 or ϵµνρ
σvνv

′
ργ

5, can be reabsorbed in those present in

Eq. (2.43).
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x̂(3) = − v · k
v′ · k

x̂(2), (2.46b)

x̂(4) = −(v · k)x̂(9) − (v′ · k)x̂(10), (2.46c)

x̂(7) = −x̂(8) − (v · k)x̂(12) − (v′ · k)x̂(13), (2.46d)

ŷ
(1)
b = −

√
3
τ3/2+

v · k
, (2.46e)

ŷ(1)c =
√
3
τ3/2+

v′ · k
, (2.46f)

ŷ
(2)
b,c = ŷ

(3)
b,c = 0, (2.46g)

so that we are left with ten new independent structure functions. The basis of such inde-

pendent form factors can be chosen to be

ϱ̂(1) ≡ (v · k)x̂(2), (2.47a)

ϱ̂(2) ≡ −(v · k)x̂(9), (2.47b)

ϱ̂(2
′) ≡ −(v′ · k)x̂(10), (2.47c)

ϱ̂(3) ≡ x̂(11), (2.47d)

ϱ̂(4) ≡ −(v · k)x̂(5), (2.47e)

ϱ̂(4
′) ≡ −(v′ · k)x̂(6), (2.47f)

ϱ̂(5) ≡ x̂(8), (2.47g)

ϱ̂(6) ≡ −(v · k)x̂(12), (2.47h)

ϱ̂(6
′) ≡ −(v′ · k)x̂(13), (2.47i)

ϱ̂(7) ≡ x̂(14). (2.47j)

Also in this case, the choice of ϱ̂(1) is motivated by the soft limit, as it will be elucidated

in the next section. The X̂ tensor become

X̂ µ
σ =ϱ̂(1)

(
vµ

v · k
− v′µ

v′ · k

)
vσ + vσ

[
ϱ̂(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(2
′)P ′µ

α

]
γα + ϱ̂(3)iσµνkνvσ

+
[
ϱ̂(4)Pµ

σ + ϱ̂(4
′)P ′µ

σ

]
+ ϱ̂(5)δµ[σkα]γ

α + kσ

[
ϱ̂(6)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(6
′)P ′µ

α

]
γα + ϱ̂(7)iσµνkνkσ.

(2.48)

The mass dimension of the ϱ̂(i) are:
[
ϱ̂(1)
]
= 0,

[
ϱ̂(2,2

′,4,4′)
]
= −1,

[
ϱ̂(3,5,6,6

′)
]
= −2 and[

ϱ̂(7)
]
= −3.

3 HHχPT parameterization and soft limit

For both baryons and mesons, further insight into the structure of the form factors can

be achieved by studying the soft limit, i.e. k ≪ ΛQCD. This limit is most easily accessed

by matching HQET onto heavy hadron chiral perturbation theory (HHχPT) [18–24], de-

scribing the minimal coupling to the photon field [21] and the higher order corrections due

to the finite size of the heavy hadrons. HHχPT keeps explicit the heavy quark and chiral

symmetries, and it is organized in a derivative expansion, similarly to chiral perturbation

theory, with a similar UV cutoff, Λχ ≃ 4πfπ.
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3.1 Preliminaries

The leading order Lagrangian for the heavy hadron fields starts at O(p) and reads:

L(0)v ⊃
〈
Hv(iv ·D)Hv

〉
−
〈
Kv(iv ·D)Kv

〉
− gµν

〈
Fµ
v (iv ·D)Fν

v

〉
+
〈
T v(iv ·

←−
D)Tv

〉
+ gµν

〈
Rν

v(iv ·
←−
D)Rµ

v

〉
. (3.1)

Here we have neglected the terms describing the interactions with the light mesons, not

needed in the following. The angle brackets ⟨·⟩ represent the sum over SU(3)V indices,

and Dirac indices. Since we will not deal with QED transition amplitudes between differ-

ent heavy multiplets, we have eliminated the large momentum component using the full

multiplet mass. Alternatively, one could use a common field redefinition using only the

lightest multiplets’ masses (H and T for mesons and baryons respectively). In this case,

there would be residual mass terms for the remaining multiplets. All the heavy meson and

baryon super-fields H, K, F , T , R transform as a 3̄ of SU(3)V . The covariant derivative

in L(0)v acting on a 3 is [21, 25]:

Dab
µ = δab∂µ − iVab

µ + ie
(
Qab − eQδ

ab
)
Aµ

with Vµ = i
2

(
ξ†Dµξ + ξDµξ

†), ξ = exp (iπaλa/fπ) and Dµξ = ∂µξ + ieAµ[Q, ξ], with

Q = diag(eu, ed, es) = diag(2,−1,−1)/3.
The well-known explicit expressions of the various super-fields are also reported in

Section A for convenience. Chiral symmetry breaking is introduced via the light quark

mass operators M2
± = B0

(
ξ†Mqξ ± ξMqξ

†), which are proportional to the light meson

squared masses, O(p2), and therefore not relevant for the rest of this paper. Further

explicit breaking induced by the electromagnetic interactions is introduced via insertions

of operators such as eQξFµν terms, with Fµν the electromagnetic field strength and Qξ =(
ξ†Qξ + ξQξ†

)
/2 with Q introduced above. All other dimension 2 operators would yield

interactions with extra pions, not relevant here.

Since we will be focusing on the soft and next-to-soft regions, the O(p2) Lagrangian

describing higher-order interactions of the photons with heavy mesons will also be needed.

It describes magnetic dipole transitions between heavy hadrons and reads7 [10, 21]:

L(1)v ⊃
e

2
Fµν

〈
HvσµνµhHv

〉
+

e

2
Fµν

〈
KvσµνµkKv

〉
+

e

2
Fµνgσρ

〈
Fσ
v σµνµfF

ρ
v

〉
+

[
ie

2
Fµν

〈
Kvγ

νµfkF
µ
v

〉
+ h.c.

]
+
[e
2
Fµν

〈
HvσµνµkhKv

〉
+ h.c.

]
+

[
ie

2
Fµνv

ν
〈
HvµfhF

µ
v

〉
+ h.c.

]
+

ie

2
Fµν

〈
Rµ

vµrRν
v

〉
+

[
ie

2
Fµνv

ν
〈
Rµ

vµrtTv
〉
+ h.c.

]
, (3.2)

where µi = kiQξ/Λχ, with ki O(1). There is no magnetic dipole operator for T as its light

degrees of freedom are organized in a spinless configuration.

7The term ieFµν
〈
FµFνµf

〉
turns out to be proportional to the one present in Eq. (3.2).
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To describe the semileptonic decays, two copies of the previous Lagrangians, for the

bottom and charm hadrons, with velocity labels v and v′ respectively, are needed, together

with the Lagrangian describing the weak current interactions:

LW ⊃
GFVcb√

2

∑
Γ,Γ′

αΓΓ′LΓ′ ◦ JΓ,

J (0)
Γ = −ξ(w)

〈
Hv′ΓHv

〉
+ 2τ1/2+(w)

〈
Kv′ΓHv

〉
+
√
3τ3/2+(w)vµ

〈
Fµ

v′ΓHv

〉
+ ζ(w)

〈
T v′ΓTv

〉
+ σ(w)vµ

〈
Rµ

v′ΓTv
〉
, (3.3)

There are no 1/Λχ corrections to the hadronic current involving photons at leading

order in the heavy quark mass, as we will show next in Section 3.2. This refines the results

of [4]: the operators in Eq. 39 in that paper only arise at O(1/mQ).

3.2 1/mQ corrections

Violations of heavy quark symmetry, organized in a series of inverse powers of the heavy

quark masses, are parameterized in HHχPT by operators whose coefficients are suppressed

by small parameters ϵb,c ∼ O(Λ/2mb,c). Based on symmetry considerations, they can be

divided into three different categories:

• Heavy quark flavor symmetry-violating, spin-symmetry preserving corrections: these

contributions amount to shifting the coefficients of existing operators in the HQS

symmetric HHχPT Lagrangian by powers of ϵb,c.

• Operators constrained by reparameterization invariance (RPI) [26]: in heavy particle

effective theories, there is a residual symmetry stemming from the freedom of choice

in splitting the heavy momenta in terms of a large component mQv and a residual

momentum k ≪ mQv. The requirement that physics should not change under the

transformation

kµ → kµ + εµ, vµ → vµ − εµ

mQ
(3.4)

links the coefficients of operators entering at different orders in the 1/mQ expansion.

As is well known [27, 28], the simplest way to identify such operators is to write the

HHχPT Lagrangian in terms of RPI-invariant super-fields and generalized velocities

(Vµ = vµ + iDµ/mQ) and then expand it in powers of the heavy mass. For conve-

nience, we summarize the RPI-invariant super-fields in Section A. In practice, this

procedure eliminates the possibility of having “naked” (i.e., not coming in an RPI-

invariant combination) covariant derivatives acting directly on the heavy super-fields.

Derivatives are still allowed on light degrees of freedom, which, for the purposes of

this work it means we can use the photon field strength Fµν together with the RPI-

invariant building blocks. Since Fµν is O(p2), this statement automatically implies

the absence of O(p) corrections to the hadronic current in the infinite mass limit.

• Operators violating spin symmetry. These are genuine new operators whose coeffi-

cients is 1/mb,c suppressed and are characterized by having a non-trivial Dirac struc-

ture connecting the heavy quark spin indices of the super-multiplets. In particular,
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at O(1/mb,c), the new terms in the Lagrangian involving only the heavy fields, no

pions and at most one photon read8

L(0,1)v ⊃
λ2,h

4mQ

〈
Hvσ

µνHvσµν
〉
+

λ2,k

4mQ

〈
Kvσ

µνKvσµν
〉
+

λ2,f

4mQ
gρσ
〈
Fρ

vσ
µνFσ

v σµν
〉

+
λ2,kf

4mQ

[〈
KvσµνFµ

v γ
ν
〉
+ h.c.

]
+

λ2,r

4mQ

〈
Rµ

vσµνRν
v

〉
, (3.5)

L(1,1)v ⊃ −
eeQ
4mQ

Fµν
〈
HvσµνHv

〉
−

eeQ
4mQ

Fµν
〈
KvσµνKv

〉
−

eeQ
4mQ

Fµν
〈
Fσ

vσµνFvσ

〉
+

eeQτ1/2+(1)

2mQ
Fµν

[〈
KvσµνHv

〉
+ h.c.

]
+

ieeQ
√
3τ3/2+(1)

4mQ
Fµνv

ν
[〈
Fµ

vHv

〉
+ h.c.

]
+

ieeQξ̂
′′(1)

4mQ
Fµν

[〈
Fµ

vγ
νKv

〉
+ h.c.

]
−

eeQ
4mQ

Fµν
〈
T vσµνTv

〉
−

eeQ
4mQ

Fµν
〈
Rα

vσµνRvα

〉
+

ieeQσ(1)

4mQ
Fµνv

ν
[〈
Rµ

vTv
〉
+ h.c.

]
, (3.6)

where we have used the notation L(a,b) to indicate the Lagrangian at NaLO in the

HHχPT derivative expansion and at O(1/mb
Q) in the heavy quark mass expansion.

For the hadronic current, one has the standard 1/2mb,c corrections matched onto

HHχPT. For example for the B̄ → D(∗) case one has [29, 30].

J (0,1)
Γ ⊃ ρ0(w)(εb + εc)

〈
Hv′ΓHv

〉
+ ρ1(w)

(
εb
〈
Hv′Γγ

µHvγµ
〉
+ εc

〈
Hv′γ

µΓHvγµ
〉)

+ ρ2(w)
(
εb
〈
Hv′Γ/v

′Hv

〉
+ εc

〈
Hv′/vΓHvγµ

〉)
+ ρ3(w)

(
εb
〈
Hv′ΓΠ+σ

µνHvσµν
〉
+ εc

〈
Hv′σ

µνΠ′
+ΓHvσµν

〉)
+ iρ4(w)

(
εb

〈
Hv′ΓΠ+σ

µνHvγ[µv
′
ν]

〉
− εc

〈
Hv′σ

µνΠ′
+ΓHvγ[µvν]

〉)
(3.7)

where we have defined εb,c = Λ̄/2mb,c and the form factors ρi(w) are linear combina-

tion of the usual sub-leading Isgur-Wise functions η(w), χ1,2,3(w).

3.3 Leading soft behavior

We are now in a position to study the infrared behavior of the amplitudeMµ by expanding

it in powers of the photon momentum k. The expansion starts at k−1:

Mµ = [Mµ]−1 + [Mµ]0 + . . . (3.8)

where we have used the notation [O]i to denote the O(ki) term in the photon energy

expansion of O. As in [4], we will focus on the leading and next-to-leading soft terms,

O(k−1) and O(k0), the former being fixed by the QED soft photon theorem [31], while

8Although in HQET the terms proportional to β2 in Eq. (14) of [25] are free parameters, they arise

from the OPE between the 1/m Lagrangian with the light quark electromagnetic current. Investigating

them in specific models, such as QCD sum rules, they tend to exhibit additional sources of suppression, e.g.

λ2,X/Λ2. Such suppressions are also confirmed in the structure of the UV divergences for chiral loops [25]

in HHχPT for which such Lagrangian terms provide counterterms. Therefore, they may be considered

together with L(2,1).
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Ha H ′
a

l
ν̄

γ

H ′
a

Ha H ′
a

l
ν̄

γ

Ha

Figure 3. HHχPT Feynman diagrams contributing to the leading soft behavior, i.e. O(k−1). The

diagrams are the same either for the meson and for the baryon cases, so that here Ha and H ′
a

indicate two generic hadronic fields with SU(3)V index a. The black square indicates the weak

current insertion.

the latter providing the first corrections to the point-like limit of the heavy hadrons via

non-vanishing contributions to the structure-dependent form factors. In principle one can

continue this systematic expansion at any order in k, but the increasing number of unknown

parameter, and/or functions will render this expansion impractical beyond the first few

orders.

At leading order, there are two contributing diagrams, describing the photon emission

from the hadronic line, as depicted in Fig. 3. The amplitude for a generic B-hadron

radiative decay is

[Mµ]−1√
mHb

mHc

=
GF eVcb√

2

[(
(ea − eb)v

µ

v · k
+

(ec − ea)v
′µ

v′ · k

)
FΓ

]
ūΓ′v +

[
Mµ

lepton

]
−1√

mHb
mHc

, (3.9)

where mHb,Hc denote the masses of the generic heavy hadrons and
[
Mµ

lepton

]
−1

is Eq. (2.3)

expanded at O(k−1): [
Mµ

lepton

]
−1√

mHb
mHc

= el
GF eVcbαΓΓ′
√
2

FΓp
µ
l

2pl · k
ūγµΓ′v. (3.10)

The strategy is now to match this expression onto the HQET matrix element expanded at

the same order k−1. This means we have to require

ebv
µ[GΓ,b]−1

!
= −ebv

µ

v · k
FΓ, (3.11a)

ecv
′µ[GΓ,c]−1

!
=

ecv
′µ

v′ · k
FΓ, (3.11b)[

Mµ
Γ

]
−1

!
= ea

(
vµ

v · k
− v′µ

v′ · k

)
FΓ (3.11c)

where the LHS is the HQET computation, while the RHS is the HHχPT one.

3.3.1 Baryons

Let us start from considering the Λb decays to Λc and Λ
(∗)
c1 baryons. The first two matching

conditions Eqs. (3.11a) and (3.11b) are automatically satisfied. Third condition for the
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decay to the Λc baryon one has[
ϱ(1)
]
0
= eaζ(w) +O(εb,c). (3.12)

As expected, in soft limit, the form factors are controlled by the non-radiative Isgur-Wise

function ζ(w). Analogously, in the Λ
(∗)
c1 channel, one has[

ϱ̆(1)
]
0
= eaσ(w) +O(εb,c),

[
ϱ̆(2,2

′)
]
−1

= 0. (3.13)

At this order ϱ̆(1) is still fixed to be proportional the LO IW function σ(w) while ϱ̆(2,2
′)

do not receive contributions at O(k−1). In both cases, the 1/mQ contributions to
[
ϱ(1)
]
0
,[

ϱ̆(1)
]
0
will depend on the sub-leading non-radiative IW functions. Although not proven

here explicitly, it follows straightforwardly from the photon soft theorem that
[
ϱ̆(2,2

′)
]
−1

will not receive contributions at any order in the 1/mQ expansion.

3.3.2 Mesons

Similarly to the baryon case, also for the B̄ decays to D(∗) and D∗∗ mesons, the first two

matching conditions, those containing the terms that describe the radiation of the photon

from the heavy quarks, are automatically satisfied. As far as the third one, the result is

analogous to the baryonic ones. For the D(∗), as already derived in [4],[
ϱ̄(1)
]
0
= −eaξ(w) +O(εb,c),

[
ϱ̄(2,2

′)
]
−1

= 0,
[
ϱ̄(3)
]
−2

= 0. (3.14)

The D1/2+ case is identical, so that as expected[
ϱ̃(1)
]
0
= ea2τ1/2+(w) +O(εb,c),

[
ϱ̃(2,2

′)
]
−1

= 0,
[
ϱ̃(3)
]
−2

= 0. (3.15)

Similarly, for the D3/2+ case, one has[
ϱ̃(1)
]
0
= ea
√
3τ3/2+(w) +O(εb,c),

[
ϱ̃(2,2

′,4,4′)
]
−1

= 0,[
ϱ̃(3,5,6,6

′)
]
−2

= 0,
[
ϱ̃(7)
]
−3

= 0. (3.16)

3.4 Sub-leading soft behavior

In order to study the sub-leading soft behavior, we have to match the HQET amplitude

at O(k0) to the HHχPT one, this time including higher-order operators as in Fig. 4. By

dimensional analysis, at sub-leading soft order, the photon emission will be controlled by

magnetic dipole operators in L(1)v .

In the limit of small photon momentum, only dipole operators between states in the

same multiplet will contribute. In fact, transitions between two distinct super-fields in a

semileptonic decay diagram yield a propagator proportional to 1/∆M , the mass splitting

between multiplets, with ∆M/Λχ generically not much smaller than unity (for the cases

considered ∆M/Λχ ∼ 0.3 − −0.5). Consequently, these contributions are formally sup-

pressed at the order O(1/Λχ∆M) and will be considered higher order. There is, however,
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Ha H ′
a

l
ν̄

γ

H
′(∗)
a

Ha H ′
a

l
ν̄

γ

H
(∗)
a

Figure 4. HHχPT Feynman diagrams of magnetic dipole operators contributing to the sub-leading

soft behavior, i.e. O(k0). Also in this case the diagrams for the meson and baryon case are the

same, so that Ha and H ′
a are two generic hadron fields with SU(3)V index a. The black square

indicate the weak current insertion, while the black circle indicate the insertion of a dim-5 magnetic

dipole operator.

one exception where ∆M is subject to an accidental cancellation. Indeed, using the masses

reported by the Particle Data Group (PDG) [32], we find that m
D3/2+−mD1/2+ ≃ 41 MeV,

Γ
D1/2+/2 ≃ 146 MeV≪ Λχ

9. Therefore, we will modify the naive power counting and con-

sider the (complex) mass difference ∆MFK to be O(k), including F −K dipole transitions

and keeping the full dependence of the propagators in the corresponding diagrams.

Finally, we can write the HHχPT amplitude for a generic B-hadron as

[Mµ]0√
mHb

mHc

=
GF eVcb√

2
∆M

µ,(1)
Γ ūΓ′v +

[
Mµ

lepton

]
0√

mHb
mHc

, (3.17)

where
[
Mµ

lepton

]
0
is

[
Mµ

lepton

]
0√

mHb
mHc

= i el
eGFVcbαΓΓ′
√
2

FΓ

2pl · k
ūσµνkνΓ

′v. (3.18)

∆M
µ,(1)
Γ is the NLO HHχPT hadronic amplitude, computed using Eq. (3.2). The matching

conditions are straightforward,

ebv
µ
[
Gν

Γ,b

]
0

!
= 0, (3.19a)

ecv
′µ[Gν

Γ,c

]
0

!
= 0, (3.19b)[

Mµ
Γ

]
0

!
= ∆M

µ,(1)
Γ , (3.19c)

Given the fact that GΓ,Q is purely O(k−1), the conditions in Eqs. (3.19a) and (3.19b) are

automatically satisfied.

9Here, m
D3/2+ , m

D1/2+ , Γ
D1/2+ are the spin-averaged masses and widths of the corresponding HQ

multiplets.
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3.4.1 Baryons

Since there is no magnetic dipole moment operator coupling two T fields in the HQS limit,

we do not have any contribution at this order for the Λb → Λclν̄γ decay. Therefore,[
ϱ(1)
]
0
= O(εb,c). (3.20)

As far as Λb → Λ
(∗)
c1 lν̄γ we have the contribution from just one magnetic dipole oper-

ator, so that

∆M̆
µ,(1)
Γ = − i

e

σ(w)Oµασ
r (v′)

v′ · k
Λ′
σρv

ρ
〈
Λ
(∗)
c1 (v

′)
∣∣∣R(c)

v′αΓT (b)
v

∣∣∣Λb(v)
〉

=
µa
rσ(w)

2

[
−wP ′µα +

v · k
v′ · k

Pµα

]〈
Λ
(∗)
c1 (v

′)
∣∣∣R(c)

v′αΓT (b)
v

∣∣∣Λb(v)
〉
, (3.21)

where the projection tensor Λ′
σρ = gσρ − v′σv

′
ρ comes from the R propagator numerator.

The Or tensor instead is defined in Section C, where we collect all such tensors for the

different operators in Eq. (3.2). Matching this result to the ϱ̆(j) form factors expansions,

we get [
ϱ̆(1)
]
1
= O

(
εb,c k

1
)
, (3.22a)[

ϱ̆(2)
]
0
=

µa
r

2

v · k
v′ · k

σ(w) +O(εb,c), (3.22b)[
ϱ̆(2

′)
]
0
= −µa

r

2
w σ(w) +O(εb,c). (3.22c)

As expected, being unconstrained in the exact soft limit, the magnetic dipole contributions

to ϱ̆(2−3) start at O(k0).

3.4.2 Mesons

Let us first consider the channel B̄ → D(∗)lν̄γ. In our form factor basis, the calculation

provides

∆M̄
µ,(1)
Γ =

i

e

〈
D(∗)(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [(Π′
−
Oµ

h

v′ · k
−
Oµ

h

v · k
Π−

)
H(c)

v′ ΓH(b)
v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
, (3.23)

where Π−,Π
′
− = (1 − /v)/2, (1 − /v′)/2. Let us denote the operator in parentheses as Ōµ.

Using the cyclicity of the trace and the equations of motion for the super-fields, we have

Ōµ = −ξ(w)
{ µh

v′ · k
[
iσµνkν + (v′ · k)P ′µ

α γα
]
− µh

v · k
[iσµνkν − (v · k)Pµ

αγ
α]
}
. (3.24)

With the latter equation, we can directly match the HHχPT expression to the HQET

parameterization, getting the contributions at O
(
k0/Λχ

)
for the form factors defined in

Eq. (2.33). The matching provides[
ϱ̄(1)
]
1
= O(εb,c k1), (3.25a)[

ϱ̄(2)
]
0
= −µa

hξ(w) +O(εb,c), (3.25b)
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[
ϱ̄(2

′)
]
0
= −µa

hξ(w) +O(εb,c), (3.25c)[
ϱ̄(3)
]
−1

= µa
h

(
1

v′ · k
− 1

v · k

)
ξ(w) +O(εb,ck−1). (3.25d)

We correct a factor 2 typo in [4]: upon the change of basis provided in Section 2.2.1, our

results coincide with the ones found there up to the transformation µa
h → 2µa

h.

Turning to B̄ → D1/2+ lν̄γ, we have

∆M̃µ
Γ = − i

e

〈
D1/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr[(Π′
+

Oµ
k

v′ · k
+
Oµ

h

v · k
Π+

)
K(c)

v′ ΓH(b)
v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉

(3.26)

+
i

e

〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr[(Π′
−

Oµν
fk

v′ · k −∆MFK
Λ′
νσv

σ

)
K(c)

v′ ΓH(b)
v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
. (3.27)

The operator acting on the hadronic current can be simplified to

Õµ = 2τ1/2+(w)

{
µa
k

v′ · k
[
−iσµνkν − (v′ · k)P ′µ

α γα
]
+

µa
h

v · k
[−iσµνkν + (v · k)Pµ

αγ
α]

}
−
√
3

2
τ3/2+(w)

µa
fk

v′ · k −∆MFK

{
w(v′ · k)P ′µ

α γα − (v · k)Pµ
αγ

α

+ (v · k)(v′ · k)
(

vµ

v · k
− v′µ

v′ · k

)}
. (3.28)

Matching these results to the ϱ̃(j) form factors, one gets[
ϱ̃(1)
]
1
= −
√
3µfk

2

(v · k)(v′ · k)
v′ · k −∆MFK

τ3/2+(w) +O(εb,c k1), (3.29a)[
ϱ̃(2)
]
0
= −µa

hτ1/2+(w)−
√
3µfk

2

v · k
v′ · k −∆MFK

τ3/2+(w) +O(εb,c), (3.29b)[
ϱ̃(2

′)
]
0
= µa

kτ1/2+(w) +

√
3µfk

2

w v′ · k
v′ · k −∆MFK

τ3/2+(w) +O(εb,c), (3.29c)[
ϱ̃(3)
]
−1

= −
(

µa
h

v · k
+

µa
k

v′ · k

)
τ1/2+(w) +O(εb,c k−1). (3.29d)

Finally, considering B̄ → D3/2+ lν̄γ, we get

∆M̂µ
Γ =

i

e

〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr[(Π′
−
Oµσα

f

v′ · k
Λ′
αρv

ρ −
Oµ

h

v · k
Π−v

σ

)
F (c)

v′σΓH(b)
v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉

− i

e

〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr[(Π′
+

Oµσ
fk

v′ · k +∆MFK

)
F (c)

v′σΓH(b)
v

]∣∣∣B̄(v)
〉
, (3.30)

where ∆MFK ≡ m
D3/2+ −m

D1/2+ . The operator Ôµσ can be simplified to

Ôµσ =−
√
3τ3/2+(w)

{
µa
f

v′ · k
[
iσµνkν/k + (v′ · k)P ′µ

α γα
]
−

µa
h

v · k
[iσµνkν − (v · k)Pµ

αγ
α]

}
vσ

+ τ1/2+(w)
µa
fk

v′ · k +∆MFK

[
(v′ · k)P ′µσ + gµ[σkα]γα

]
(3.31)
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Matching this expression onto the ϱ̂(j) form factors, we get[
ϱ̂(1)
]
1
= O(εb,c k1), (3.32a)[

ϱ̂(2)
]
0
= µa

hτ3/2+(w) +O(εb,c), (3.32b)[
ϱ̂(2

′)
]
0
= µa

fτ3/2+(w) +O(εb,c), (3.32c)[
ϱ̂(3)
]
−1

=

(
µa
f

v′ · k
−

µa
h

v · k

)
τ3/2+(w) +O(εb,ck−1), (3.32d)[

ϱ̂(4)
]
0
= O(εb,c), (3.32e)[

ϱ̂(4
′)
]
0
= −

µfk

2

v′ · k
v′ · k +∆MFK

τ1/2+(w) +O(εb,c), (3.32f)[
ϱ̂(5)
]
−1

=
1

2

µfk

v′ · k +∆MFK
τ1/2+(w) +O(εb,ck−1), (3.32g)[

ϱ̂(6,6
′)
]
−1

= O(εb,c k−1), (3.32h)[
ϱ̂(7)
]
−2

= 0. (3.32i)

As expected ϱ̂(7) does not receive O(k−2) contributions by dimensional analysis. More

interestingly, also ϱ̂(6,6
′) at O(k−1) and ϱ̂(4) at O(k0) do not receive corrections at NLO in

HHχPT. Nevertheless, they may generically receive contributions from 1/mQ corrections10.

4 Discussion

In this paper we have continued the exploration of radiative semileptonic B-hadron decays

initiated in [4]. We have considered all the channels that could be, for different reasons, of

phenomenological interest in the near future, both as direct experimental targets and as

sources of systematic uncertainties to other measurements, such as Vcb and lepton flavor

universality (LFU) ratios R(Hc). These include the processes B̄ → D∗∗lνγ, Λb → Λclνγ

and Λ
(∗)
c1 lνγ, as well as B̄ → D(∗)lνγ already studied in [4].

Similar to the B̄ → D(∗)lνγ case, in all the decay modes studied, the stringent con-

straints dictated by HQS yield a O(10×) reduction in the number of structure-dependent

radiative form factors compared to the the general case where only Lorentz and the dis-

crete symmetries of QCD are imposed. This is summarized in Table 1, together with the

definitions of the HQET SD functions.

Moving to study their infrared behavior by matching onto HHχPT, we improve on [4]

by proving that reparameterization invariance fully constrains the sub-leading soft order

behavior of the form factors to be proportional to the leading order non-radiative IW func-

tions and a small set of couplings. This is a remarkable statement as no knowledge of new

functions is needed, just of a few numbers controlling the magnetic dipole electromagnetic

transitions among hadrons, shown in Table 1. For the seven decay modes considered here,

10They may also receive contributions at higher order in k from the dipole operators between different

HQ multiplets that we disregarded.
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Mode
# of SD

functions
HQET SD FF X µ

(σ)

HHχPT O(k0)
parameters

Matching

HQET/HHχPT

Λb → Λc O(10) ρ(1) (2.19) none (3.12),(3.20)

Λb → Λ
(∗)
c1 O(50) ρ̆(1,2

(′)) (2.27) µa
r (3.13),(3.22)

B̄ → D(∗) 8+24 ρ̄(1,2
(′),3) (2.38) µa

h (3.14),(3.25)

B̄ → (D∗
0, D

∗
1) 8+24 ρ̃(1,2

(′),3) (2.38) µa
fk, µ

a
h, µ

a
k (3.15),(3.15)

B̄ → (D1, D
∗
2) 24+O(50) ρ̂(1,2

(′),3,4(′),5,6(′),7) (2.48) µa
fk, µ

a
h, µ

a
f (3.16),(3.32)

Table 1. Summary table of the results of this work. For each decay mode, the list structure-

dependent Isgur-Wise form factors in the HQS limit is given, together with the reference to their

definitions. As a comparison, the number of general structure-dependent functions is also provided

(or estimated). The last two columns list the HHχPT magnetic dipole parameters controlling the

next-to-soft limit of the SD functions and the corresponding HQET – HHχPT matching relations.

The number of SD functions in the general case has only been estimated for Λb → Λc,Λ
(∗)
c1 and

B̄ → D3/2+ , as the calculation would not be particularly illuminating.

only five magnetic dipole coefficients suffice. Out of these 5 numbers, one is well known,

µh, being fixed by the D∗ → Dγ (B∗ → Bγ) partial branching fraction [25, 32]. An-

other one, µk is determined, albeit with sizable uncertainties, by the measurement of the

branching ratio of Ds1 → Dsγ [32]. There are also upper bounds on the branching ratios of

D∗
s0 → D∗

sγ, D
∗
s2 → Dsγ and Λ∗

c → Λcγ which constrain the maximum size of µf and µr.

Finally, µfk is currently unconstrained. Nevertheless, further information may be gained

with dedicated measurements of electromagnetic decay modes H ′
c → Hcγ, with H

(′)
c the

modes of interest here, at Belle II and BES III.

This concludes the control of the photon spectrum for the real emission in semileptonic

heavy to heavy decays up to corrections of O(Eγ/Λχ) relative to the soft photon approx-

imation. For a photon of Eγ ∼ 100MeV, above threshold for Belle II but potentially

challenging for LHCb, corrections of O(15%) are expected to the photon emission rate

from hadronic legs, and additional photon emissions out of neutral hadrons, as they do not

radiate in the soft photon approximation. It is interesting to discuss the next corrections to

these results to asses their robustness. The largest of these are the O(Λ/2mc) corrections.

However, as we have explained in Section 3.2, in the soft and sub-leading soft regions these

do not introduce any more parameters and are fully calculable in terms of the parameters

discussed above and non-radiative sub-leading (in 1/2mb,c) Isgur-Wise functions. Even the

spin-symmetry conserving flavor-symmetry violating non-RPI corrections that shifts the

HHχPT couplings by O(ϵb,c) amounts, can either be reabsorbed in a redefinition of the LO

couplings, or, in the case of the Hb,c multiplets are fully determined by the knowledge of

both B∗ → Bγ and D∗ → Dγ partial width. The only source of uncertainties is the fact

that certain sub-leading IW functions, which can be reabsorbed into the LO ones in the

non-radiative case [15, 16], may become physical in experimentally accessible decay modes

once the photon emission is included. We will leave this question to future study.

The next corrections are going to be suppressed by O(1/Λ2
χ) and O(1/Λχ∆M). At this

order they will introduce truly new structure dependent form factors, in the form of new IW
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functions multiplying contact operators (at O(1/Λ2
χ)), or LO non-radiative IW functions

of semileptonic decay modes not accessible experimentally (at O(1/Λχ∆M) via diagrams

similar to those of Fig. 4 but with propagators introducing an extra ∆M suppression). They

are listed in Section D. For a ∼ 100 MeV photon, the latter contributions are expected to

introduce corrections of O(Eγ/∆M) ∼ 30% to the sub-leading soft corrections computed

in this paper, and determine the level uncertainties in the results presented here.

We report the full matrix elements for the SM currents in Section B. In order to

render the results we derived here usable by the experimental collaborations, they should

be included in event generators, as they are not captured by current simulation packages.

This can be achieved with event reweighing tools such as HAMMER [33]. We defer the HAMMER

implementation of our expressions, in the form of helicity amplitudes, including also the

calculable 1/mc corrections, together with a study of their phenomenological implications

to an upcoming publication [34].
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A Hadronic super-fields

For convenience we summarize the super-field expressions for the HQS multiplets used in

this paper [38].

Baryons with light quark spin sq = 0 and vanishing orbital angular momentum l = 0

(e.g. Λc and Λb baryons) are described by

Tv =
1 + /v

2
Tv, (A.1a)

T v = T v
1 + /v

2
, (A.1b)

where Tv is a Dirac spinor. Baryon doublets with sq = 0 and l = 1 (e.g. Λ
(∗)
c1 baryons) are

described by

Rµ
v =

√
1

3
(γµ + vµ)γ5

1 + /v

2
Rv +

1 + /v

2
R∗µ

v , (A.2a)

Rµ
v = −

√
1

3
Rv

1 + /v

2
γ5(γµ + vµ) +R

∗µ
v

1 + /v

2
, (A.2b)

where Rv is a Dirac spinor, while R∗µ
v is a Rarita-Schwinger field satisfying the constraints

∂µR
∗µ
v = γµR

∗µ
v = 0.
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Meson doublets with light quarks spin sq = 1/2 and vanishing orbital angular momen-

tum l = 0 (e.g. B̄(∗) and D(∗) mesons) are described by:

Hv =
1 + /v

2

[
−Bvγ

5 +B∗
v/ϵ
]
, (A.3a)

Hv =
[
B†

vγ
5 +B∗†

v
/ϵ∗
]1 + /v

2
, (A.3b)

where Bv and B∗
v are the pseudo-scalar and vector wave-functions respectively. Hv satisfies

/vHv = Hv and Hv/v = −Hv. Meson doublets with sq = 1/2 and l = 1 (e.g. D1/2+ mesons)

are described by:

Kv =
1 + /v

2

[
Pv + Vvγ

5/ϵ
]
, (A.4a)

Kv =
[
P †
v − V †

v
/ϵ∗γ5

]1 + /v

2
, (A.4b)

where Pv and V ∗
v are the scalar and pseudo-vector wave-functions respectively. Kv satisfies

/vKv = Kv and Kv/v = Kv. Meson doublets with sq = 3/2 and l = 1 (e.g. D3/2+ mesons)

are described by:

Fµ
v =

1 + /v

2

{
Tvϵ

µνγν − Vv

√
3

2
γ5
[
ϵµ − 1

3
/ϵ(γµ − vµ)

]}
, (A.5a)

Fµ
v =

{
T †
v ϵ

∗µνγν + V †
v

√
3

2

[
ϵ∗µ − 1

3
(γµ − vµ) /ϵ∗

]
γ5

}
1 + /v

2
, (A.5b)

where ϵµ and ϵµν are the pseudo-vector and tensor polarization vectors respectively. ϵµν is

symmetric and traceless. Fµ
v satisfies /vFµ

v = Fµ
v , Fµ

v /v = −Fµ
v , γµFµ

v = 0 and v · Fv = 0.

Finally, we also report their RPI-invariant combinations at O(1/M), both for the

baryons

T → T +
i

2mT
/DT , (A.6a)

Rµ → Rµ +
i

2mR
/DRµ − vµ

iD · R
mR

, (A.6b)

(A.6c)

and for the mesons

H → H+
i

2mH
[ /D,H], (A.7a)

K → K +
i

2mK
{ /D,K}, (A.7b)

Fµ → Fµ +
i

2mF
[ /D,Fµ]− vµ

iD · F
mF

. (A.7c)

B Hadronic matrix elements

We report the explicit expressions of the SM hadronic matrix elements that were not de-

tailed in the main body. We strip the photon polarization, with Lorentz index µ, and write
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the spin-1 and 2 hadron polarization vectors and tensors, ϵα, ϵαβ, without any additional

subscripts. We report these results in the HQET parameterization, in the HQS limit af-

ter imposing the WI. We will use the definition Eq. (2.28) of the projectors P(′)
αβ and the

short-hand

Sµ =

(
vµ

v · k
− v′µ

v′ · k

)
(B.1)

for the soft factor. Finally, we adopt the following convention for the Levi-Civita tensor:

Tr[γµγνγργσγ5] = 4iϵµνρσ.

B.1 B̄ → Dlν̄γ

F̄ ν
V = ξ(v + v′)ν , (B.2a)

iF̄ ν
A = 0. (B.2b)

M̄µν
V = −ϱ̄(1)Sµ (v + v′)ν + ϱ̄(3)

[
(v′ · k)P ′µν − (v · k)Pµν

]
− ϱ̄(2)[(w − 1)Pµν − v′αPµ

αv
ν ]− ϱ̄(2

′)
[
(w − 1)P ′µν − vαP ′µ

α v′ν
]
, (B.3a)

−iM̄µν
A = ϱ̄(3)ϵµνρσkρ(v + v′)σ − ϵανσρvσv

′
ρ

[
ϱ̄(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̄(2
′)P ′µ

α

]
. (B.3b)

Ḡν
V,c =

ξ

v′ · k
(v + v′)ν , Ḡν

V,b = −
ξ

v · k
(v + v′)ν , (B.4a)

Ḡν
A,c = 0, Ḡν

A,b = 0. (B.4b)

B.2 B̄ → D∗lν̄γ

F̄ ν
V = −iξϵναρσvαv′ρϵ∗σ, (B.5)

F̄ ν
A = ξ[(w + 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ∗)v′ν ]. (B.6)

−iM̄µν
V = ϱ̄(1)Sµϵναρσvαv′ρϵ∗σ + ϵανρσ

(
v′ − v

)
ρ
ϵ∗σ

[
ϱ̄(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̄(2
′)P ′µ

α

]
ϱ̄(3)
[
ϵ∗µϵναρσvαv

′
ρkσ + ϵµαρσkρϵ

∗
σ(v

′νvα + vνv′α)− ϵµνρσ[(w − 1)kρϵ
∗
σ − (k · ϵ∗)vρv′σ]

]
M̄µν

A = −ϱ̄(1)Sµ
[
(w + 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ∗)v′ν

]
+ ϱ̄(3)

{
(w + 1)ϵ∗αg

µ[νkα] + v[µv′ν](k · ϵ∗)−
(
v′ · k

)
(v · ϵ∗)gµν

+ ϵ∗α[(v′ · k)P ′µ
α vν + (v · k)Pµ

αv
′ν ] + ϵ∗α[(v′ · k)P ′ν

α vµ − (v · k)Pν
αv

′µ]
}

− ϱ̄(2)
{
(v · ϵ∗)Pµν − Pµ

αϵ
∗α(v − v′)ν − Pµ

α(v + v′)αϵ∗ν
}

− ϱ̄(2
′)
{
(v · ϵ∗)P ′µν − P ′µ

α ϵ∗α(v − v′)ν − P ′µ
α (v + v′)αϵ∗ν

}
. (B.7a)
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Ḡν
V,c = −

ξ

v′ · k
iϵναρσvαv

′
ρϵ

∗
σ, Ḡν

V,b =
ξ

v · k
iϵναρσvαv

′
ρϵ

∗
σ, (B.8a)

Ḡν
A,c =

ξ

v′ · k
[(w + 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ∗)v′ν ], Ḡν

A,b = −
ξ

v · k
[(w + 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ∗)v′ν ]. (B.8b)

B.3 B̄ → D∗
0lν̄γ

F̃ ν
V = 0, (B.9a)

F̃ ν
A = 2τ1/2(v − v′)ν . (B.9b)

−iM̃µν
V = ϵναρσvρv

′
σ

[
ϱ̃(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̃(2
′)P ′µ

α

]
− ϱ̃(3)ϵµνρσkρ(v − v′)σ (B.10a)

M̃µν
A = ϱ̃(1)Sµ(v − v′)ν + ϱ̃(3)

{
(v · k)Pµν + (v′ · k)P ′µν}

− ϱ̃(2)
{
(w + 1)Pµν − v′αPµ

αv
ν
}
− ϱ̃(2

′)
{
(w + 1)P ′µν − vαP ′µ

α v′ν
}
. (B.10b)

G̃ν
V,c = 0, G̃ν

V,b = 0, (B.11a)

G̃ν
A,c =

2τ1/2

v′ · k
(v − v′)ν , G̃ν

A,b = −
2τ1/2

v · k
(v − v′)ν , (B.11b)

B.4 B̄ → D∗
1lν̄γ

F̃ ν
V = 2τ1/2[(w − 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ∗)v′ν ], (B.12a)

iF̃ ν
A = 2τ1/2ϵ

ναρσvαv
′
ρϵ

∗
σ. (B.12b)

M̃µν
V = ϱ̃(1)Sµ

[
(w − 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ)v′ν

]
− ϱ̃(3)

{
(w − 1)ϵ∗αg

µ[νkα] + v[µv′ν](k · ϵ∗)−
(
v′ · k

)
(v · ϵ∗)gµν

+ ϵ∗α[(v′ · k)P ′µ
α vν + (v · k)Pµ

αv
′ν ] + ϵ∗α[(v′ · k)P ′ν

α vµ − (v · k)Pν
αv

′µ]
}

− ϱ̃(2)
{
(v · ϵ∗)Pµν − Pµ

αϵ
∗α(v − v′)ν − Pµ

α(v + v′)αϵ∗ν
}

− ϱ̃(2
′)
{
(v · ϵ∗)P ′µν − P ′µ

α ϵ∗α(v − v′)ν − P ′µ
α (v + v′)αϵ∗ν

}
, (B.13a)

−iM̃µν
A = −ϱ̃(1)Sµϵναρσvαv′ρϵ∗σ + ϵανρσ

(
v′ − v

)
ρ
ϵ∗σ

[
ϱ̃(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̃(2
′)P ′µ

α

]
− ϱ̃(3)

[
ϵ∗µϵναρσvαv

′
ρkσ + ϵµαρσkρϵ

∗
σ(v

′νvα + vνv′α)− ϵµνρσ[(w + 1)kρϵ
∗
σ − (k · ϵ∗)vρv′σ]

]
.

(B.13b)

– 26 –



G̃ν
V,c =

2τ1/2

v′ · k
[(w − 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ∗)v′ν ], G̃ν

V,b = −
2τ1/2

v · k
[(w − 1)ϵ∗ν − (v · ϵ∗)v′ν ], (B.14a)

iG̃ν
A,c =

2τ1/2

v′ · k
ϵναρσvαv

′
ρϵ

∗
σ, iG̃ν

A,b = −
2τ1/2

v · k
ϵναρσvαv

′
ρϵ

∗
σ. (B.14b)

B.5 B̄ → D1lν̄γ

F̂ ν
V = −

τ3/2√
2

{
(v · ϵ∗)

[
3vν − (w − 2)v′ν

]
+ (w2 − 1)ϵ∗ν

}
, (B.15a)

−iF̂ ν
A =

τ3/2√
2
(w + 1)ϵναβρvαv

′
βϵ

∗
ρ. (B.15b)

√
6M̂µν

V = −
[
ϱ̂(1)Sµvσ + ϱ̂(4)Pµ

σ + ϱ̂(4
′)P ′µ

σ

]{
gσ[νϵ∗α]vα + 2ϵ∗σ

(
v + v′

)ν
+ v′σ

[
wϵ∗ν − v′ν(v · ϵ∗)

]}
−
[
vσ

(
ϱ̂(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(2
′)P ′µ

α

)
+ δµ[σkα]ϱ̂

(5) + kσ

(
ϱ̂(6)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(6
′)P ′µ

α

)]
×
{
(w − 1)gσ[νϵ∗α] − vσv′[νϵ∗α] + 2ϵ∗σ

[
(w − 1)gαν − v[αv′ν]

]
− (v · ϵ∗)v′[αgν]σ − v′σv′[αϵ∗ν]

}
+
[
ϱ̂(3)vσ + ϱ̂(7)kσ

]{
ϵ∗α

[
(v · k)Pµ

β −
(
v′ · k

)
P ′µ
β

](
gν[αΠσ]β − 2gασΠβν

)
+ v′νϵ∗αg

µ[σkα]

− ϵ∗αg
µ[σkνvα] + v′σ

[
(k · ϵ∗)

(
w gµν − v{µv′ν}

)
− (v · k)Pν

αv
′[µϵ∗α]

−
(
v′ · k

)[
gµν(v · ϵ∗)− v{µϵ∗ν}

]
− vνkαv

′[µϵ∗α]
]}

, (B.16a)

−i
√
6M̂µν

A =
[
ϱ̂(1)Sµvσ + ϱ̂(4)Pµ

σ + ϱ̂(4
′)P ′µ

σ

]{
ϵνσαρ

(
v + v′

)
α
ϵ∗ρ + v′σϵναβρvαv

′
βϵ

∗
ρ

}
−
[
vσ

(
ϱ̂(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(2
′)P ′µ

α

)
+ δµ[σkα]ϱ̂

(5) + kσ

(
ϱ̂(6)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(6
′)P ′µ

α

)]
×
{[(

v − v′
)σ
ϵανρβ + 2vαϵνσρβ + gανϵσλρβvλ

]
v′ρϵ

∗
β + 2ϵ∗σϵανρβvρv

′
β − (w − 1)ϵανσβϵ∗β

}
+
[
ϱ̂(3)vσ + ϱ̂(7)kσ

]
ϵ∗ρ

{
− v · k

2

[
P [µ
α ϵν]ασρ + P [ρ

α ϵσ]αµν + v′σP [µαϵν]αλρvλ

]
−
(
v′ · k

)[
P ′{µ
α ϵν}σαρ + P ′σ

α ϵµναρ − v′σP ′{µ
α ϵν}αλρvλ

]
+ kα

(
v + v′

)
λ

[
gµνϵσαλρ − 2gλνϵµσαρ + 2gσρϵµναλ − gσαϵµνλρ

]
+ kσϵµνλρvλ − kαv

′σ
[
gµνϵαλδρvλv

′
δ − v[µv′λ]ϵνλαρ − v[νv′λ]ϵµλαρ

]}
.

(B.16b)

Ĝν
V,c = −

τ3/2√
2(v′ · k)

{
(v · ϵ∗)

[
3vν − (w − 2)v′ν

]
+ (w2 − 1)ϵ∗ν

}
, (B.17a)

Ĝν
V,b =

τ3/2√
2(v · k)

{
(v · ϵ∗)

[
3vν − (w − 2)v′ν

]
+ (w2 − 1)ϵ∗ν

}
, (B.17b)
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iĜν
A,c = −

τ3/2√
2(v′ · k)

(w + 1)ϵναβρvαv
′
βϵ

∗
ρ, (B.17c)

iĜν
A,b =

τ3/2√
2(v · k)

(w + 1)ϵναβρvαv
′
βϵ

∗
ρ. (B.17d)

B.6 B̄ → D∗
2lν̄γ

−iF̂ ν
V =

√
3τ3/2ϵ

∗
µσv

µϵνσαρv′αvρ, (B.18a)

F̂ ν
A = −

√
3τ3/2ϵ

∗
µσv

µ[(w + 1)gνσ − v′νvσ]. (B.18b)

−iM̂µν
V =

[
ϱ̂(1)Sµvσ + ϱ̂(4)Pµσ + ϱ̂(4

′)P ′µσ
]
ϵ∗ρσϵ

νραβv′αvβ

+
[
vσ

(
ϱ̂(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(2
′)P ′µ

α

)
+ δµ[σkα]ϱ̂

(5) + kσ

(
ϱ̂(6)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(6
′)P ′µ

α

)]
ϵ∗σρ ϵναβρ

(
v − v′

)
β

+
[
ϱ̂(3)vσ + ϱ̂(7)kσ

]{
ϵ∗σα

[
ϵαρνβv′β(v · k)Pµ

ρ + ϵαρνβvβ
(
v′ · k

)
P ′µ
ρ − (w + 1)ϵαµνρkρ

]
+ ϵ∗σνϵ

µαβρkαvβv
′
ρ

}
, (B.19a)

M̂µν
A =

[
ϱ̂(1)Sµvσ + ϱ̂(4)Pµσ + ϱ̂(4

′)P ′µσ
]
ϵ∗ρσ
[
vρv′ν − (w + 1)gνρ

]
+
[
vσ

(
ϱ̂(2)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(2
′)P ′µ

α

)
+ δµ[σkα]ϱ̂

(5) + kσ

(
ϱ̂(6)Pµ

α + ϱ̂(6
′)P ′µ

α

)]
×
[
ϵ∗ασ
(
v − v′

)ν − gανϵ∗σρv
ρ + ϵ∗νσ

(
v + v′

)α]
+
[
ϱ̂(3)vσ + ϱ̂(7)kσ

][
ϵ∗σα
(
v′ · k

)
v{µP ′ν}α − ϵ∗σρv

ρ
(
v′ · k

)
P ′µν

+ (w + 1)gµ[νkα]ϵ∗σα + (v · k)ϵ∗[µσ v′ν]
]
. (B.19b)

iĜν
V,c = −

√
3τ3/2

v′ · k
ϵ∗µσv

µϵνσαρv′αvρ, iĜν
V,b =

√
3τ3/2

v · k
ϵ∗µσv

µϵνσαρv′αvρ, (B.20a)

Ĝν
A,c = −

√
3τ3/2

v′ · k
iϵ∗µσv

µ[(w + 1)gνσ − v′νvσ], Ĝν
A,b =

√
3τ3/2

v · k
iϵ∗µσv

µ[(w + 1)gνσ − v′νvσ].

(B.20b)

C Magnetic dipole moment operators

In this appendix we essentially provide the Feynman rules for all the magnetic dipole

operators present in Eq. (3.2) defining the O(v) tensors introduced in Section 3.4.

Oµ
h = ieµa

hγ
µ/k, (C.1a)

Oµ
k = ieµa

kγ
µ/k, (C.1b)

Oµ
kh = Oµ

hk = ieµa
khγ

µ/k, (C.1c)
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Oµνρ
f = ieµa

fg
νργµ/k, (C.1d)

Oµν
fh = Oµν

hf =
ieµa

fh

2
[(v · k)gµν − vµkν ], (C.1e)

Oµν
fk = Oµν

kf =
ieµa

fk

2
[gµν/k − γµkν ], (C.1f)

Oµνρ
r =

ieµa
r

2
(gµνkρ − gµρkν), (C.1g)

Oµν
rt = Oµν

tr =
ieµa

rt

2
[(v · k)gµν − vµkν ]. (C.1h)

a, as in the main text, is a SU(3)V index.

D Additional Isgur-Wise functions

In order to compute the contribution of some of the higher order operators in HHχPT

presented in Eq. (3.2), we would be required to compute the Isgur-Wise functions for

transitions among excited states. Even though we are not interested in those suppressed

contributions in our analysis, for completeness we provide the Isgur-Wise functions for the

following additional processes: Λ
(∗)
b1 → Λ

(∗)
c1 lν̄ and B̄∗∗ → D∗∗lν̄.

For the Λ
(∗)
b1 → Λ

(∗)
c1 transition, we have

F ′
Γ =

[
σ′
1(w)g

αβ + σ′
2(w)vαv

′
β

] 〈
Λ
(∗)
c1 (v

′)
∣∣∣R(c)α

v′ ΓR(b)β
v

∣∣∣Λ(∗)
b1 (v)

〉
, (D.1)

with two new LO Isgur-Wise functions σ′
1,2(w), with σ′

1(1) = 1 and σ′
2(1) unconstrained.

The transition B̄∗∗ → D∗∗lν̄ includes four different processes, out of which three are

independent. As far as B̄1/2+ → D1/2+ lν̄

F̃ ′
Γ = −ξ̃′(w)

〈
D1/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [K(c)
v′ ΓK(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄1/2+(v)
〉
, (D.2)

so that there is a new IW function ξ̃′(w), that at zero recoil is normalized to unity.

Looking at B̄3/2+ → D3/2+ lν̄ one has two new LO IW functions11,

F̂ ′
Γ = −

[
ξ̂′1(w)g

αβ + ξ̂′2(w)vαv
′
β

] 〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [F (c)α
v′ ΓF (b)β

v

]∣∣∣B̄3/2+(v)
〉
, (D.3)

with ξ̂′1(1) = 1 and ξ̂′2(1) unconstrained.

Finally, for B̄3/2+ → D1/2+ lν̄ or B̄1/2+ → D3/2+ lν̄, we have again a single Isgur-Wise

function τ̂ ′(w),

F̂ ′′
Γ = −

√
3τ̂ ′(w)

〈
D3/2+(v′)

∣∣∣Tr [vµF (c)µ
v′ ΓK(b)

v

]∣∣∣B̄1/2+(v)
〉
. (D.4)

Since at zero recoil F̂ ′′ν
Γ vanishes, τ̂ ′(1) is unconstrained as expected.

11Also in this case the term proportional to ϵσραβvαv
′
βγ

5 turns out to be redundant.
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