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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 IT and LHCb. Our study considers A, — AC,AS)
B — 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

and

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 mp. > Agcp, 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 Ay decays to A, and AS) baryons and on the B decays to D** mesons,
extending the results of [4] for the case of B — 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 B decays, reaching a level comparable to that achieved for semileptonic B
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 B — D) transition [5-7], in terms of structure-dependent (SD)
functions. The parameterization remains valid in the regime of validity HQS, namely
o) k< 2my, .. HQS highly constrains the number of independent SD functions. In [4] it
was found that for B — D™ at leading order (LO) in 1/my,. 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
(HHxPT), 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



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 HHYPT 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 element M 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 = ¢, M*" in the following. At LO in the HQET mass expansion, the
contributions to M* 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

_ o -
Jé‘ = vleybyby, JE =vteclycy, Jﬁght = Z e g, (2.1)
i=u,d,s

with the semileptonic weak operator

GV
V2

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

Ow

arr/(év/Fbv)(ﬂyrlvg), (2.2)

since the parameterization of the electromagnetic form factors is independent of the Dirac
structure of the weak current operator. ') = S, P, V, A, T = 1,7°,4",~4*4°, o, For the
specific case of the Standard Model (SM), we have I' =TV =V — A, and arp = 1.

If the photon is emitted from the charged lepton, then the matrix element can generi-
cally be written as

Mi, GreVgparr F
pton — F chOTT I = P, 2 3
M H, NV H, “ V2 ok )L, (2:3)

where mp, and mp, are the masses of the generic bottom and charm hadron respectively,
e; = —1 is the electromagnetic charge of the lepton, p; is the lepton four-momentum, k
is the photon four-momentum and Fr is the hadronic matrix element of the non-radiative



decay!:

¢y I'by,

c

Fr— <H

Hg> . (2.4)
The second class of diagrams comprises instead all the possible photon radiations from
the brown muck and its corresponding amplitude is

m
Migne  GreVy,

= MEaT v, 2.5
/7mech \/5 r ( )

where M¥ is given by
ME(k) = <H &, Th, oy J;;ght‘ﬂ,§’> . (2.6)

where we have denoted with oy, the Fourier transform of the time-ordered product at finite
momentum k:

4,
OorO = / ((;W)4e’k'xT{O(O)O'(m)} 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

MZecwy _ GreVep
VI, V2

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

[ebv“Gr,b + ecv'“Gp,C] alv, (2.8)

Grp and Gr are hadronic matrix elements describing the emission from the charm and
bottom quarks and are defined as:

/
C

eb’UMGF’b(k‘) = <HU

&, Thy o Jé"H}j> :

" Gr.o(k) = <H JE o, &y Tb, H;;>. (2.9)

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

MH GreVy _ Fr _
- Ktar C o) g I 2.10
s 7 [ rulv + (ep — e )2]?1 < (g + K +my) fu], (2.10)

where we defined the tensor K = ME + eyv"Gry, + e.v""Gr . and we have written ¢; =
ep — €. M in Eq. (2.10) must satisfy the Ward identity (WI), k,M* = 0, leading to
constraints on the structure of the hadronic matrix elements. As noted in [4], since only
M# can depend on the charge of the light quarks, and e; . can be varied independently,
one can impose the WI separately on Ml‘f and the terms proportional to e ., obtaining the
three equations:

ky, ME =0, (2.11a)
(k-v)Grp + Fr =0, (2.11b)
(k-v")Gr.— Fr=0. (2.11c)

LFr 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 A, — A lDy. The same diagrams
are also the ones relevant for the decay process A, — Ag)lﬁv. 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:

(?:(5, B — D® .0, BHD1/2+:(5, B — DY . 0.

Ab*)AC:O, Ab—)AC
(2.12)

2.1 Baryons

In this subsection, we start by exploring the radiative semileptonic decays of the A baryon
to A, and AS) 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
B — D®]iy.

2.1.1 Ay — A.lpv form factors
As for the B — D™ case [9], in the HQ limit, F depends on a single Isgur-Wise (IW)

function ((w),

Fr = ¢(w) (A()[TETTO Ay (0)) = ¢ ()T, 11, T, (2.13)



where the matrix element is already written in terms of the super-field T, while T is a the
Dirac spinor and I, IT, = (1+%)/2, (1+¢')/2. HQS implies the normalization condition
at zero recoil: ((1) = 1. Moving to the photon emission from the brown muck, the most
general expression for the hadronic matrix element Mr consistent with HQS is

ME = 2 (A () |[TSTTO | Ay(v)) = APT T, T11, T, (2.14)

where

Xt = Wk 4 2Dy, (2.15)

We have dropped the term proportional to k#, 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 2\) are scalar form factors depending on w, v - k and v’ - k. They have
the same mass dimension [3:(1*2)] =—1.

Finally, the hadronic matrix elements that characterized the photon emission from the
heavy quarks Gr g can be written as

Gr,o = yS) <Ac(v')‘7'£ff)F7;(b) ‘Ab(v)> = yg)ig)HQFFHJFT?Eb), (2.16)

(1)

where, as the z(), Yo isa scalar form factor depending on w, v -k and v’ - k with mass

dimension [yg)} =—1.
By using HQS we are left with four new form factors (besides the Isgur-Wise function
C(w)): 2172 and ylglc). 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:

£ = _%’%(D, (2.17a)

gV = _U%, (2.17b)

o Uf . (2.17¢)
We choose the new structure function to be

oW = (v k)zW. (2.18)

with o) a dimensionless function of w, v - k, v - k. With this choice, X* simplifies to

I I
h Q(l)(” _w ) (2.19)

v-k vk

rendering manifest that X* is proportional to a soft factor, as explicitly shown in Section 3.



2.1.2 Ay — Ag)lﬂq/ form factors

We now discuss the radiative semileptonic Ay decays to the p-wave excited state of the A,
baryon, namely the HQS doublet Ag). The non-radiative decay channelsl A, — Ag)lﬂ —
A mo7lp, first studied in [10], are potential targets for studying b — ¢ 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 A, with the spin-averaged mass of the AS)

WY

, and using the notation for the various

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

Fr = o(w) (AD (v)

v, RO TT®) ‘Ab(v)> , (2.20)

where Rf}?)“ is the super-field associated to the Ag) multiplet, satisfying v'- R = 0. At zero
recoil, this matrix element vanishes, so that o(1) is not constrained to unity by HQS. The
hadronic matrix element associated with the photon radiation from the light quarks My is

instead
M = 2 (A7)

RO PT® ’Ab(v)> , (2.21)

where
xr =Wt 4 z@poor 4 3Gy 4 Dot + 2O kg, (2.22)

The #U) are scalar form factors depending on w, v -k and v’ - k. Their mass dimensions
are [auv(1*3)} = —1 and [56(4*5)] = —2. We have dropped all the terms proportional to k*
and all the terms that violate P and CP invariance. Finally, the hadronic matrix elements
GT ¢ can be written as

Cr.q = Yau (A7 (0)|RYTT0 |4y (v)) (2.23)
where
Yo = ﬂS)vu + ﬂg)ku- (2.24)

The gjg) are scalar form factors depending on w, v - k and v’ - k, with mass dimensions
[55)] = -1 and [55] = -2

Q
HQS constraints the number of new form factors, besides the Isgur-Wise function o(w),
down to an overcomplete set of nine form factors: #(!1=®) and %1;2). Imposing the WI,

Eq. (2.11c), we get:

i = (k)W — (v k)z®), (2.25a)
v-k

#3) = — kx@), (2.25b)
. o

O - (2.25¢)
N o

g = (2.25d)
gézc) _o. (2.25¢)



Thus, there are only three new structure functions:

o = (v k)z?, (2.26a)
o) = (v k)z®, (2.26¢)

! . .
22') start at mass dimension

all functions of w, v-k and v+ k. 3V is dimensionless, while g
—1. The rationale behind this specific choice of normalizations will be clear upon studying

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

v o ’U'u‘ ’U/'u‘ o o(9!
X1 =g <M - k)vo + g¥pr 4 5P P, (2.27)

where we have defined the tensor Pé%:
kavg) + kgvg)

0 _ _
P 8= Jap o0k

«

(2.28)

Notice that gV again multiplies a soft factor, while the factors multiplied by 522) 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
B — D™~y 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 HHYPT. Then, we focus on radiative semileptonic D** decays, where
D** € {D{, D}, D1, D3} denotes the four lightest excited charmed mesons, above the HQS
doublet D'/?” € {D, D*}. These four states are obtained combining the light quarks spins
with a [ = 1 orbital angular momentum and they form two distinct HQS doublets

D'Y?" e (D, Dr}, D" e {Dy, D3}, (2.29)

where the spin in the exponent indicates the light quarks spin s, combined with the orbital
angular momentum /. 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 B — D™y form factors
The amplitudes for the B — D* transition are formally equal to the ones in Egs. (2.3),
(2.5) and (2.8) with the following substitutions:

mp, — Mp, MA, — Mp(x), Fr— FF, Mr — Mp, GF,Q — GF,Q. (2.30)

As already recalled above, in the HQS limit for the B meson decay, the hadronic matrix
element F1- depend on a single Isgur-Wise function &(w) ,

Fr = —£(w) (DY)

v

Tr [ﬁ“f)mg@] ‘B(v)> . (2.31)
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Figure 2. Feynman diagrams contributing to the decay process B — D**I~y. The black square
indicates the weak current insertion.

At zero recoil £(w) is normalized to unity. As far as Mr,

Mt = <D(*)(v’)

Tr | 27 TH Y| ‘B(v)> , (2.32)
where?
It = zWyr 4 7@k 5(3)711 +izWehv e, 1 5(5)1,#% + :E(G)v’“}é, (2.33)

o = (i/2)[y*,~"] and €"'?3 = 1. As above, we have dropped the terms proportional to
k", as well as all the terms that do not transform as four-vectors under parity. The z\9) are
scalar form factors depending on w, v-k and v'-k. Their mass dimensions are [f(l_?’)] =-1
and [a’c(4*6)] = —2. Compared to [4], we traded in the form factor basis the two operators
i€"P7p, 0} kon° and (v + v')!f for v*f and v, 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
D'/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 HHxPT much more straightforward.
Finally, the hadronic matrix elements G can be written as

Gro = <D(*)(v’)‘Tr [g‘zQﬁi?)mgw] )B(v)> , (2.34)

where
Vo =15+ k. (2.35)
The gjg ) are scalar form factors, whose mass dimensions are [g(l)] = —1 and [Q(Q)] = -2

2 Although not immediately evident, the term proportional to ie“”p”vuv'pk(,ws 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 e“”p"vyv;kgk’f is redundant, as it can be written in terms of other already present
using the Chisholm identity.



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

down to ten: (179 and gélc_Q) . Imposing the WI, that translates into the same additional
constraints as in Eq. (2.11c), the computation gives®
_ v-k _
z? = —or km(l), (2.36a)
23 = —(v-k)z® — (v - k)29, (2.36b)
_ £
yzgl) =R (2.36¢)
_ £
g = (2.36d)
7% =o. (2.36¢)

Thus, we remain with four new form factors other than the Isgur-Wise function £&. The
basis? of such independent structure functions can be chosen to be

o) = (v-k)zW, (2.37a)
0?2 = —(v-k)z®, (2.37b)
o) = —(v - k)z®, (2.37c)
o® =z, (2.37d)

The specific form of (V) anticipates the soft limit discussion of Section 3. V) is dimen-
sionless, while [@(2,2’)] = —1 and [§(3)] = —2. With these choices and using Eq. (2.28),
the tensor X'* becomes

P Q(l)(

v M ,
N ~(2)pp (2" pIp | A ~(3); _pv
v-k U"k) + |:Q Po+o Pa]7 + 0o k. (238)

2.2.2 B— D1/2+lﬂfy form factors

The discussion for the DY/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

Mp) = Mpija+, Fr — FD Mr — Mn @F,Q — GF,Q,
E(w) = —2m 0+ (w), TG = 7Y, 7 = 39, a5 5@ (2.39)

We have chosen the naming convention for the LO Isgur-Wise functions for the D/ 2" and
D3/2" multiplets of [14], instead of e.g. [15-17], as ¢(w) has already been used for the A,

3Here and again in the next subsection, in order to check explicitly, i.e. computing the trace for some
specified T', 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:
Guv€aprp T Gua€proy + gus€rpva + gur€ovap + Gup€vapr = 0.

“The explicit relation between our basis of structure functions and the one presented in [4] is: ") =
G = (W R R)G, 06 =G — (0= 1)Gs, 0% = (- k)(G — Ga), 2% = —(v' - k)(Gs + Ca), where ¢ with
i=1,...,4 are the form factors used there.

~10 -



case. The simplicity of the result stems from our choice of the form factor basis®. Indeed,
since parity is the only difference between D*) and D/ 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 B— D3/2+ll7’)/ form factors

Finally, let us now consider the heaviest doublet D3/ 2%, Again the amplitudes can be
obtained from the ones in Eqgs. (2.3), (2.5) and (2.8) with the following substitutions:

mpa, — Mg, MA, — M p3/2+, Fr — Fr, Mr — MF, GF’Q — GF,Q. (2.40)

The matrix element Fr depends also in this case on a single Isgur-Wise function 73 /Q(w)

Fr= \/§Tg/g+ (w) <D3/2+ (V')

Tr [U“?S)#F'Hgb)} ‘B(U)> , (2.41)

since v, Fo = 0= - F,y and Fr cannot depend on k.. As in the AS{)

case, the hadronic
matrix element vanishes at zero recoil, and 73 /2(1) does not have to be normalized to unity.

For Mp one has
Nt = (D ()

Tr [2&575?)%%5,“] jB(v)> , (2.42)
where®

XF = W6k 4 2@y 0t 4+ 2y + 2 per? + 2O kot 4+ 2O ko 4+ 37 kgt

+ 2O 584 + 2Ovgor f+ 21000 f 4 3 W ichk,

+ 2Dk ol + 2 ko 4 2D kgio k. (2.43)
The ) are scalar form factors and their mass dimensions are [33(1_4)] = —1, [3%(5_11)] =
—2 and [:%(12_14)] = —3. Finally, the hadronic matrix elements Gr can be written as

Gro= (DY (v)

Tr [%ﬁi?’“r%g“] )B(u)> , (2.44)

where
S (1 (2 NG
You = yé)vy + yég)ku + zyé)eu,,pav”v'pk:" 5 (2.45)
/
“w
into the term proportional to k, and the term proportional to v, f can be written as a linear
~(7)

combination of the other three. The Yo are scalar form factors depending on w, v - k and

since the terms proportional to v;, and =, trivially vanish, the term o,k can be reabsorbed

v’ - k, whose mass dimensions are [QS )} = —1 and [QS _3)] = 2.
Imposing the WI in Eq. (2.11c¢), we get

i = —(v-k)2® — (v - k)2, (2.46a)

® Adopting the form factor basis of [4] for this channel, the Dirac structures associated with Z* and #©
would be ie""*7 v, v, ko and (v — v')"F respectively, differing from the D) basis.

SAll the other terms, such as vge"po‘gvpv;kﬁ’f or e‘“”’gv,ﬂ);,'y‘r’7 can be reabsorbed in those present in
Eq. (2.43).

- 11 -



23 = _ U/ ’Z 2@ (2.46D)

2@ = (v k)2 — (- k)09, (2.46¢)

0 =20 _ (v k)22 — (v - k)23, (2.46d)

g = _\/325{2;, (2.46¢)
T3/2+

g = /3 // - (2.46¢)

) (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

oM = (v- k)2, (2.47a)
o? =—(v-k)z (9) (2.47b)
o) = —(v - k)21, (2.47¢)
o) = 701 (2.474d)
oW = —(v-k)z®, (2.47¢)
o) = —(v - k)2, (2.47f)
o0 = 3® (2.47g)
00 = —(v- k)21, (2.47h)
0) = —(v - k)23, (2.471)
o) = 19, (2.47j)

Also in this case, the choice of 41V is motivated by the soft limit, as it will be elucidated
in the next section The X tensor become

o ,
n =M v + e | 0P+ 6P+ 6D kv,
v - k vk
+ [09PE + 0P| + 6O ko + o [0OPY 4+ 9OIPL] 9+ 6Dk k.
(2.48)
The mass dimension of the () are: [@(1)] =0, [@(2’2/’4’4)} = —1, [@(3’576’6')} = —2 and
6] = 3.

3 HHyPT 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 < Agep. This limit is most easily accessed
by matching HQET onto heavy hadron chiral perturbation theory (HHxPT) [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. HHyPT 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, A, ~ 4r f;.

- 12 —



3.1 Preliminaries

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

E,SO) D <HU(1U . D)gv> — <]Cu(1v : D)K’U> — Guv <F5(1U : D)?Z>
n <ﬁ(w - 5)7;> . @’j (iv - B)Rg> . (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)y 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 7 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 3 of SU(3)y. The covariant derivative
in £ acting on a 3 is [21, 25]:

D = 670, — iV +ie( Q" — eqd™) A,

with V,, = (D€ +€DET), € = exp (in9A?/ fr) and D& = 9,€ + ieA4,[Q, €], with
Q = diag(ey, eq,e5) = 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 M2y = B (fTqu iqugT), which are proportional to the light meson
squared masses, O(p?), 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 eQ¢F),, terms, with F},, the electromagnetic field strength and Q¢ =
(ET Q&+ & QfT) /2 with @ 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(p?) Lagrangian
describing higher-order interactions of the photons with heavy mesons will also be needed.
It describes magnetic dipole transitions between heavy hadrons and reads’ [10, 21]:

ESJI) D %F‘“’ <’Hvawuhﬁv> + gF‘“’ <ICvJWukKU>

+ gFuyggp <}_g‘7uuﬂf¢5> + |:1§F,W </Cq,’y”,ufk?5> + h.C.:|
+[CF* (Huouin) + e ] + [fpwvv (HopgnF") + h.c.]
+ gF/w <ﬁ{:/"1"RZ> + |:12€F;WUV <ﬁ5,urt7;> + h.C.:| ) (3'2)

where p; = k; Q¢ /A, with k; O(1). There is no magnetic dipole operator for 7 as its light
degrees of freedom are organized in a spinless configuration.

"The term ieF*” <?M]-'Z,,uf> 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:

GrVea
arr Ly o Jr,

jéo) = —§(w) <ﬁU/F'Hv> + 27’1/2+ (w) <EU/FHU> + \/§T3/2+ (w)v“ <?5/F,Hv>
+ ¢(w) <7'U/F7;,> + o(w)vy <ﬁ5f7;> , (3.3)

Lw D

There are no 1/A, 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/mg).

3.2 1/mg corrections

Violations of heavy quark symmetry, organized in a series of inverse powers of the heavy
quark masses, are parameterized in HHxPT by operators whose coefficients are suppressed
by small parameters e, . ~ O(A/2my ). Based on symmetry considerations, they can be
divided into three different categories:

e Heavy quark flavor symmetry-violating, spin-symmetry preserving corrections: these
contributions amount to shifting the coefficients of existing operators in the HQS
symmetric HHxPT Lagrangian by powers of €, .

e 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 mgv and a residual
momentum k < mgv. The requirement that physics should not change under the
transformation 4

N ot — S (3.4)

maq

links the coefficients of operators entering at different orders in the 1/mg expansion.
As is well known [27, 28], the simplest way to identify such operators is to write the
HHyPT Lagrangian in terms of RPI-invariant super-fields and generalized velocities
(VF = v* +iD"/mg) 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 F),, together with the RPI-
invariant building blocks. Since F),, is O(p?), this statement automatically implies
the absence of O(p) corrections to the hadronic current in the infinite mass limit.

e Operators violating spin symmetry. These are genuine new operators whose coeffi-
cients is 1/my . 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/mp), the new terms in the Lagrangian involving only the heavy fields, no
pions and at most one photon read®

51(10,1) D 7)\2’h <ﬂv0’uy7{v0’uu> + </C o' KK UW> + Qpa <]:pa“”.7:‘70uu>
mQ

dmg 4mQ
Aojif 1 e "
+ ﬁ’g (Koo FiyY) +hoc.] + A;L’Q (RyouwRY), (3.5)
L0 5 L P (o0, Hy) = 1 PP (Ro0uKo) = 2 F™ (FLowFus)
Q Q Q
1 _ ieeq /373 0+ (1 _
@2 @) g o gy e ] 4 2@ W p ey e

2mg
. cn 1
| eeqd”(1)

T _ v _ €eqQ wv [T
dmeg W[<}"v’y ICU>—|-h.c.] 4mQF <Tv0'm,7:,>

Fuv” [(RLT,) +hee. ], (3.6)

dmg

ee — ieepo(1
. Q FHY <R30-;JJ/RUO¢> + Q ( )

4mQ 4mQ

(a,b)

where we have used the notation £ to indicate the Lagrangian at N*LO in the

HHyPT derivative expansion and at O(1/ mlc’g) in the heavy quark mass expansion.
For the hadronic current, one has the standard 1/2m; . corrections matched onto
HHYPT. For example for the B — D) case one has [29, 30].

TN 5 po(w)(ep + e0) (HyTH) + p1(w) (e (Ho T Hov) + e (Ho " THy 7))
+ () ey (P o) + <o (Bl TH, )
+ p3(w)( < o T o H, UW> + &e <’HU/UIWH,+F’HUO'W/>)
+ips(w) (e (Ao TTL o™ Hy )y ) — 2o (Huo™ T TH 0, ) (37)
where we have defined e, = A/2my, . and the form factors p;(w) are linear combina-
tion of the usual sub-leading Isgur-Wise functions n(w), x1,2,3(w).
3.3 Leading soft behavior

We are now in a position to study the infrared behavior of the amplitude M* by expanding
it in powers of the photon momentum k. The expansion starts at k=

MP = [MM]_| + [MH]y+ ... (3.8)

where we have used the notation [O]; to denote the O(k?) 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(k®), the former being fixed by the QED soft photon theorem [31], while

8 Although in HQET the terms proportional to B2 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.
X2,x /A?. Such suppressions are also confirmed in the structure of the UV divergences for chiral loops [25]
in HHxPT for which such Lagrangian terms provide counterterms. Therefore, they may be considered
together with £,

~15 —



X
N

Figure 3. HHYPT Feynman diagrams contributing to the leading soft behavior, i.e. O(k~!). The
diagrams are the same either for the meson and for the baryon cases, so that here H, and H]
indicate two generic hadronic fields with SU(3)y 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

I
[Mu]fl _ GreVy |:<(ea — ep)v + (ec — ea)vlu [Mlepton:| -1 (3.9)
N e v-k vk T, T, '

where mp, p, denote the masses of the generic heavy hadrons and [./\/l;‘ept On} . is Eq. (2.3)
expanded at O(k~1):

) FF:| al’v +

m
|:Mlepton:| 1 GpevcbOZFF/ Ff‘p?

= el
/MH,TMH, \@ 2pl -k

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

ay T v. (3.10)

the same order k~'. This means we have to require

1 eputt
epv"[Grp)_; = —Ub'ik I, (3.11a)
In
e [GF,C]_l = f;v ]{:FD (3.11b)
! Ol v'H
[Mp] = €“<v iy k>Fr (3.11c)

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

3.3.1 Baryons

Let us start from considering the A decays to A, and AS) baryons. The first two matching

conditions Egs. (3.11a) and (3.11b) are automatically satisfied. Third condition for the
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decay to the A, baryon one has
6], = eat(w) + Ofene): (3.12)

As expected, in soft limit, the form factors are controlled by the non-radiative Isgur-Wise
function ((w). Analogously, in the Ag) channel, one has

6V] =ewr(w)+ 00, 2] =0 (3.13)
At this order (V) is still fixed to be proportional the LO IW function o(w) while 5(2’2/)
do not receive contributions at O(k~1). In both cases, the 1/m¢ contributions to [Q(l)]o,
[5(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 [5(2’2/)]

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

3.3.2 Mesons

Similarly to the baryon case, also for the B 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],

6] = —cat@)+0(0). [62D] =0, [8¥] =o. (3.14)
The DY/2" case is identical, so that as expected
6V =ea2npr(w)+ 0G0, [822] =0, [d¥] =0 (315)
Similarly, for the D3/ 2% case, one has
6] = eav/Bryye () + OCes0). ESa !
] =0 Ed =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(k%) to the HHYPT 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 qul).

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/AM, the mass splitting
between multiplets, with AM /A, generically not much smaller than unity (for the cases
considered AM/A, ~ 0.3 — —0.5). Consequently, these contributions are formally sup-

pressed at the order O(1/A,AM) and will be considered higher order. There is, however,
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a

Figure 4. HHYPT Feynman diagrams of magnetic dipole operators contributing to the sub-leading
soft behavior, i.e. O(kY). Also in this case the diagrams for the meson and baryon case are the
same, so that H, and H/ are two generic hadron fields with SU(3)y 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 AM is subject to an accidental cancellation. Indeed, using the masses
reported by the Particle Data Group (PDG) [32], we find that m s o+ —m 10+ =~ 41 MeV,
[ pijat /2 22146 MeV < Ax9~ Therefore, we will modify the naive power counting and con-
sider the (complex) mass difference AMrx 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 HHYPT amplitude for a generic B-hadron as

: Micpon]
V mech \/§ V mech
where [/\/lfept ‘m}o is
[M7 t ] GrV. B
epton ’
L PO o, ST TD gy Ty, (3.18)
TngTTZHC \/i 2pl -k

AM{f’(l) is the NLO HHYPT hadronic amplitude, computed using Eq. (3.2). The matching
conditions are straightforward,

evo[GY ], = 0, (3.19a)
e [GY.], =0, (3.19b)
[ME], = A, (3.19¢)

Given the fact that Gr g is purely O(k™1), the conditions in Egs. (3.19a) and (3.19b) are
automatically satisfied.

9Here, M 3o+, Mp1yat+, U pie+ 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 Ay — A.lDy decay. Therefore,

0] = 0. (3.20)

As far as Ay — AS)

ator, so that

lUy we have the contribution from just one magnetic dipole oper-

. . O’,/‘LO[O'
AMF’(DZ—;WA' Up<A<>( NRE pr® ‘Ab(v)>
_ o) [ e | VK pual /460 R 17 o)
- ol [y & k] (AW REITO ). @2

where the projection tensor Agp

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

= Gop — vév;) comes from the R propagator numerator.

different operators in Eq. (3.2). Matching this result to the 39 form factors expansions,

we get
[5)(1)_ = O(epe k), (3.22a)
(2] _Hrv-k
67 =S o(w) + 0, (3.22D)
[5(2/) - —%w o(w) + O(ep). (3.22¢)

As expected, being unconstrained in the exact soft limit, the magnetic dipole contributions
to (273 start at O(k°).
3.4.2 Mesons

Let us first consider the channel B — D™y, In our form factor basis, the calculation
provides

1

At = 2 <D(*) (")
e

orOF N\ _
Tr KH' b - vf;ﬂlL)Hfj,)mgb)} )B(u)>, (3.23)

where IT_,TI". = (1 — §)/2, (1 — +/)/2. Let us denote the operator in parentheses as OH.
Using the cyclicity of the trace and the equations of motion for the super-fields, we have

0" = () [k + (0 WP = e lioh — (0 WPET) (3:24)

With the latter equation, we can directly match the HHYPT expression to the HQET
parameterization, getting the contributions at O(k:o / Ax) for the form factors defined in
Eq. (2.33). The matching provides

[é(”} =0 k), (3.252)

67 = —uig(w) + Oeve), (3.25b)
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—ppé(w) + O(ep,e), (3.25¢)

27,

[@(3)} T Hh <U/1. e U%k>§(w) +O(ep k™). (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 uf — 2uj.
Turning to B — D1/2+lz77, we have

Tr

AM# — _E <D1/2+ (7}/)

e

ke b ’B > (3.26)

oL 0 )
<H’ +hn+>/c( TH®)

41 <D3/2+ ()| Tx

e

L S 9 ®
— U/ . ]’C _ AMfK: vo v v

‘B(v)> . (3.27)

The operator acting on the hadronic current can be simplified to

0% = 2133+ ) P [0, = 7 kP2 4 Lo, + 0 P27l
- Pyt L i @i
vk k) <U““]\c - U’f:) } (3.28)
Matching these results to the () form factors, one gets
o), = - DO )+ Ok (3.200)
6], = —simas )= ) + 0l (3200
[ém = o () + ﬂ;fk - ;U_U/A];w —aj2 (1) + Ofene), (3.29¢)
2] =~ (e ) ot o2

Finally, considering B — D3/ 2+l17’y, we get

Tk 1 3/2% /1 / O/‘Ua p_ OZ o =) O p
AN = = (DY ()| T | | 1L~ Af 0 = —ri o | FO TR || B()
L3t e | (1 —07’3 Fop Bv
_E< T\ 7 AdTe )T H ‘ > (3.30)

where AMzrx = Mot — Myt The operator 0" can be simplified to

Vs 2 b+ 0P = Lo, — o P b
b s () B[ P 4 gl ] (3.31)
/ vk + AMri
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Matching this expression onto the oY) form factors, we get

0] = Ofenekh), (3.32a)
(62] = Hizsjor (w) + Ofene), (3.32b)
6] = 1o (w) + Olese), (3.32¢)
0], = (2~ 2 ) + Ok, (3.324)
[@«1)} = 0es0), (3.32¢)
e R
[@(5)] 1 ;U’-kifgl\i}xﬁ/ﬁ (w) + O(Eb76k_1)’ (33%)
6°9] = O k), (3.32h)
[@(7)] =0 (3.32i)

As expected 9(7) does not receive O(k~2) contributions by dimensional analysis. More
interestingly, also 966" at O(k~1) and 6 at O(k°) do not receive corrections at NLO in

HHxPT. Nevertheless, they may generically receive contributions from 1/mg corrections'?.

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 V,; and lepton flavor
universality (LFU) ratios R(H.). These include the processes B — D**lv~y, Ay — A dvy
and Ag)lufy, as well as B — D™)]vy already studied in [4].

Similar to the B — D®{v~y case, in all the decay modes studied, the stringent con-
straints dictated by HQS yield a O(10x) 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 HHYPT, 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,

0They may also receive contributions at higher order in k from the dipole operators between different
HQ multiplets that we disregarded.

- 21 —



# of SD HHYPT O(k° Matching
Mode functions HQET SD FF X(:f) paramete(rs ! HQET/HHxPT
Ay — A, O(10) p) (2.19) none (3.12),(3.20)
Ay — AW O(50) p120) (2.27) e (3.13),(3.22)
B — D® 8+24 p(1:2.3) (2.38) I (3.14),(3.25)
B — (Dg, DY) 8424 p1:27.3) (2.38) || p%ys il g (3.15),(3.15)
B — (D1,D5) || 24+0(50) || p1:273475600) | (2.48) || p4,, ps, (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 HHYPT magnetic dipole parameters controlling the
next-to-soft limit of the SD functions and the corresponding HQET — HHxPT matching relations.
The number of SD functions in the general case has only been estimated for Ay, — A, AS) and
B — 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,
tr, being fixed by the D* — D~ (B* — Br) partial branching fraction [25, 32]. An-
other one, pg is determined, albeit with sizable uncertainties, by the measurement of the
branching ratio of Dg; — Dy [32]. There are also upper bounds on the branching ratios of

w0 — Div, Diy — Dyy and A7 — A,y which constrain the maximum size of puy and p,.
Finally, pyr, is currently unconstrained. Nevertheless, further information may be gained
with dedicated measurements of electromagnetic decay modes H. — H.y, with HC(/) 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(E,/A,) relative to the soft photon approx-
imation. For a photon of E, ~ 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(A/2m.) 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 1/2my, ;) Isgur-Wise functions. Even the
spin-symmetry conserving flavor-symmetry violating non-RPI corrections that shifts the
HHxPT couplings by O(e ) amounts, can either be reabsorbed in a redefinition of the LO
couplings, or, in the case of the H; . multiplets are fully determined by the knowledge of
both B* — B~ and D* — D~ 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/ Ai) and O(1/AAM). 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 /Ai)), or LO non-radiative IW functions
of semileptonic decay modes not accessible experimentally (at O(1/A,AM) via diagrams
similar to those of Fig. 4 but with propagators introducing an extra AM suppression). They
are listed in Section D. For a ~ 100 MeV photon, the latter contributions are expected to
introduce corrections of O(E,/AM) ~ 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/m, 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 s; = 0 and vanishing orbital angular momentum [ = 0
(e.g. A. and Ay baryons) are described by

T, = 1%’”:@, (A.1a)

77‘1} :Tv#, (Alb)

where T), is a Dirac spinor. Baryon doublets with s, =0 and [ =1 (e.g. Ag) baryons) are
described by

1 1 1
Ry = \/;(’V“ +vH)y° —;¢Rv + ;ﬁRZ“, (A.2a)
_ 11 il
R = -\ aR L ) 1 RITEY, (A.2b)

where R, is a Dirac spinor, while R,/ is a Rarita-Schwinger field satisfying the constraints
8MR:H =T ;“)N =
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Meson doublets with light quarks spin s, = 1/2 and vanishing orbital angular momen-
tum [ = 0 (e.g. B® and D™ mesons) are described by:

_ L1ty

Hy = — [-By° + Biif]. (A.3a)
H, = [BW n B;;w*} l%ﬁ (A.3b)

where B, and B;, are the pseudo-scalar and vector wave-functions respectively. H, satisfies
Y H, = H, and Hyp = —H,. Meson doublets with s, =1/2 and [ =1 (e.g. DY/2* mesons)
are described by:

Ko = —— [P+ V], (A.4a)
K, = [PJ - ‘/;)TJWS} # (A.4b)

where P, and V| are the scalar and pseudo-vector wave-functions respectively. K, satisfies
Py = Ky and Ky = K. Meson doublets with s, = 3/2 and | =1 (e.g. D3/2" mesons)
are described by:

Fy = jL_;—yé{Tveuyp)/u -V 275 |:6M - é¢(7u - vﬂ):| }7 (A'5a)

— 1 1
Fo = {TJG*MV7y + ‘/J\/g[ﬁ*” - 5(7“ - v“)ffﬁ] 75}—;?&: (A.5b)

where e and e* are the pseudo-vector and tensor polarization vectors respectively. e# is
symmetric and traceless. F}' satisfies yF = Fl, Fi'y = —Ff, v, Fy =0 and v - F, = 0.
Finally, we also report their RPI-invariant combinations at O(1/M), both for the

baryons
T T+-—DT, (A.6a)
2mT
RE S RE 4 e — PR (A.6b)
2mp mp
(A.6¢)
and for the mesons
7
— A.
H—>H+2mH[1ﬂ,’H], (A.7a)
1
A.Tb
K=K+ (DK}, (A7)

1D - F

mgr

Ft = Fr g —— [, F] — " (A.7c)
2mr

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 u, and write
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the spin-1 and 2 hadron polarization vectors and tensors, €, €*?, 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 Pég and the

short-hand y ”
v v
8= (U.k - k) (B.1)

for the soft factor. Finally, we adopt the following convention for the Levi-Civita tensor:
Trlyty" P77 = dietrPe.

B.1 B — Dlvy

W = g8 (0 + )+ 9 [ RP — (- KPR

— gP[(w — 1yPM — o Phv"] — g [(w — )P — v Pl (B.3a)
—iMY = oW ek, (v +v')y — €V P ), +o : 3
M @) ervpo, ! P opr 4 g pie B.3b
~V 5 v ~U 6 14
Ve = m(” +0)”, Vbh = —m(v +0')", (B.4a)
G =0, = 0. (B.4b)

B.2 B — D*lvy

Fy = —iEe"* 7 uau e, (B.5)

FY =¢[(w+1)e” — (v- ). (B.6)

—iM = Q(l)S“e”apavav;,G:; + eMP7 (v — v)pe:; [@@Pg + @(2/)77&“]
0P [e e PTvo) kg + P kel (v Vo + vV V) — €7 [(w — 1)kpel — (K - € )vpv)]]
MZV _ —Q(I)Su [(’UJ + 1)6*V _ (U . 6*)’[),V]
+ 5(3){(10 + ey v ged oyl er) — (V- k)(v-e)g"
+ (V" - B)YPHVY + (v - k)P + €[V - B)YPYo* — (v - k:)PZv’”]}
- @(2){(,0 e )rp,uu Pue*a(v — 'V 'PM(’U + 0 )a *I/}
_ —(2’){(U CEYPIY — Py — o) — P (0 4 0))% e (B.7a)
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~V 5 s _vapo * ~V g s _vapo *
Ve = —mle P vav;ea, V= 1)-716 P Uav;)eg, (B.8a)
~V 5 *U * v v 5 *xU * 1
GA,c_m[(erl)f — (v €N, A,b—*ﬁ[(wﬁLl)e —(v-eN']. (B.8b)
B.3 B — Djlvy
F¥ =0, (B.9a)
FY = 271 j2(v — v')". (B.9b)
—iMLY = P, [Q(Q)Péf + Q(ZI)P(;“} — PP (v — )y (B.10a)
Mﬁ” = WS (v =) + ~(3){ (v-k) 73“” (v - k)P™*"}
— P {(w+ )P — P} — @ {(w + )P —v*P¥}. (B.10b)
e =0, =0, (B.11a)
~u 27'1 2 v ~u 2T1 2 v
he = 0=, by = 2w =), (B.11b)
B.4 B — Dily
F"} =27 jo[(w — 1) — (v - €)', (B.12a)

iFY = 271 j2€" P v Uy €s (B.12b)

o€

N = 608 (0~ 1) — (0 )]
— @(3){( — 1) g E 4 ol (k- ) — (v k) (v €)g
+ (W k)P + (v kPR + €0 k)Pyvt — (v k)Pau™]}
—Q(Z){(U-E)P”V—P“e*a( — )Y = Ph(v+ )%}
_ @(2’){(1} VP Pl (y — o) — Pl (v )2, (B.13a)
—i]\;[ij _ —@(I)S“e”apavavpez 4 eovpo (v/ _ U)pez; [é( )735 + @(2 )73;#}

-3 [6*”6mmvav;ka + ke (Vv 4+ 0V0,) — P [(w + Dkpey — (k- € )v,ug]].
(B.13b)
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~ 27'1/2

vo= 1w —1)e — (v W], GYy = _ny [(w—1)e" — (v- ], (B.l14a)

Ve ok ) Vb ’U -k )

~ 27'1 2 % = T1/2
iGh . = T ~/k " Pluaves, G, =— ” /k " Puave. (B.14b)
B.5 B — Diloy
FV - 3/2{ v o v 2 *U
v = (v-€)[3v” = (w—2)0"] + (w* — 1)e™}, (B.15a)
—iFY = ﬂ(w + 1) PPy e, (B.15b)
V2 ’

VNI — {@( )SHy + gD PH 4 @(4’)73"7#} {g"[”e*a}va + 26" (v +0")" + 07 [we? — v (v 6*)}}
[ (A(Q)'pu (2')7;37) O ka0 + by ( ©pr 4 5l P’“)}
(w

« ) a[l/e*a] o 'UU’U,[Vﬁ*a] 4+ 2¢*7 {(w . aUIV :| /[agu]a v/avl[a *1/]}

+ [é(?:)va + @(7)k0:| {62 |:(?J . k,)rpg - (’Ul . k,)rp/ﬁ,u:| <gu[o¢HzﬂB o 2go¢aHﬁy> + Ve gu[aka]
- eZg“[gk‘”va] +07 [(k: - €%) (w g’ — U{“v”’}) —(v- k:)’ngl[“e*a]
— (v’ . kz) [g’“’(v ) — v{“e*”}} _ v”k’av’[ﬂe*o‘]} }7 (B.16a)

—iVEMM" = ( )guvg + Q( )pu + @(4 )p/u}{ Wap(v + v’) 6* + v/ffﬁmﬁpvavgez}

-k
+ [@(3)00 + @(7)]{:0} 6;{ . U2 [,P([luﬁu]ao-p + P&pea}am/ + vlorp[ua6u]a)\pv)\}
_ (v’ . k) [7)(;{#61/}0&/) + Ploeprar _ U/Up&{ug}akpv/\}
+ ka (U + U/))\ [guueaa)\p _ Qg)we,uaap + 2gop6uua)\ _ goaeuy)\p:|

+ kaeuw\pv}\ - ka’Ula [guuea)\épv)\v(ls o U[uvl)\] 61//\04,0 _ ,U[Vv/)\} 6u/\ap] }

(B.16b)
oo T3 v-e) 30 = (w—2)0" w? — 1) 17a
G =~ ) [ — (w2007 + (0 — 1, (B.172)
= 32 v e300 — (w— 2" w” — 1) .
G = sl = (= 20] + (u? = )}, (B.17)
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. T:
he = —i(w + l)emﬁpvav%ez, (B.17c)

GY . =
1 A,C \/i(v/ . k)

iGY b= L(w + l)e’jaﬁpvav’ﬁe*. (B.17d)
V3o F) ’

B.6 B — Djliy

—iFY = \/37'3/26;01)“6”‘70"’1)&1)9, (B.18a)
FY = —\/ng/gezgv“[(w +1)g"7 —v"07). (B.18b)

—iN = {@m St? 4 gD pro 4 @<4/>pw] PPy v
+ [vo (@(2>7>g + @(2')73;“) + 6 k8@ + ko ( ©)pr 4 56 >7>’ﬂ)} et (v — '),
+ [@(3)0‘7 + @mkg} {eza [eapuﬂv’ﬁ(v - k)PY + eo‘p”ﬂvg (v' . l{:)P/’f — (w+ 1)60‘“"”1{:,,]
+ eéye“aﬂpkavﬁv' }, (B.19a)
N = 8087 + 6 OPHe 4 gEIPH 5 [ur — (w +1)g7]
+ [0 (822 + 0PI + 8t kg8 + by (0OPY + 5P|
< [ (0 =) — g e + e (o v)°]

|: (3) o + Q(7)]€U:| [ {uplu}a _ *p,Up (U, . k),P/,W
+(w+ 1) g ke + (v ket }]. (B.19b)
R A 3
iGy . = \[/7322 €0V VM "7y vy, iGyp, = \[TZ/Z ezovl‘e”‘mpvgvp, (B.20a)
I ? v -
A \[7'3 2. A \/37'3 2.
e = G (w4 g = 0], Gy = <SP0 (w0 1)g77 - o),
(B.20Db)

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.

O} = ieuiy" ¥, (C.1a)
O = eyt (C.1b)
Ol = Oy, = iepin"k, (C.1c)
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O? P =ieutg”" "k, (C.1d)

4 4 e/’L v 14
Ohy = O = th (v - k)g" — vPEk"], (C.1le)
Hl}k
VL WYY A MLV
Ot = Okp = —5 (9" F — K], (C.1f)
opre = " (ke gres), (C.1lg)
Ol = Ofy = “Lr[(v - K)g" —v"k"]. (C.1h)

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

D Additional Isgur-Wise functions

In order to compute the contribution of some of the higher order operators in HHxPT
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: Al(;;) — Ag)lﬂ and B** — D**[p.

For the AI(:{) — Ag) transition, we have

Fl = [a’l(w)gaﬁ —I—Jé(w)vavﬂ <AS)(U')

RETRO? A (), (D.1)

with two new LO Isgur-Wise functions o} o(w), with ¢4(1) = 1 and 05(1) unconstrained.

The transition B** — D**Iv includes four different processes, out of which three are
independent. As far as BY?2" 5 p1/2Mp

B ==& (w) (DY (v/)

Tr {Efﬁ)ricgb)} ‘Bl/ 2t (v)> , (D.2)

so that there is a new IW function &' (w), that at zero recoil is normalized to unity.
Looking at B3/2" 5 D327 one has two new LO ITW functions'!,

B = [ w)g*” + & (w)vavy] (DY (v))

[ffﬁ)o‘rfg“ﬁ} ‘B?W (u)> . (D3)

with & (1) = 1 and &,(1) unconstrained.
Finally, for B3/ 2" DY2"p or BY2" — D3/ 2+l17, we have again a single Isgur-Wise

function 7/(w),

Bl = —v/3# (w) <D3/2+ (v")

Tr [vﬁff)“rlcgb)} ‘31/2+(v)> . (D.4)

%

Since at zero recoil F vanishes, 7/(1) is unconstrained as expected.

opaf

11 Also in this case the term proportional to € vav;gfys turns out to be redundant.
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