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Abstract

We revisit QCD sum rules for the decay constants of heavy-light mesons. In the sum
rules for the vector mesons BE‘S) and DE*S) we improve the accuracy of OPE, taking
into account the O(a?) terms in the perturbative part and calculating the O(a)
corrections to the quark-condensate contribution. With this accuracy, we obtain
the ratios of decay constants: fp«/fp = 1.027002 fp+/fp = 1.207043. The sum
rule predictions for the decay constants of pseudoscalar mesons are updated with
the results fp = (207757 )MeV, fp, = (242717)MeV, fp = (201713) MeV, fp, =
(238723 ) MeV. In order to assess the sensitivity of our calculation to the form of
the sum rule, we consider alternative versions such as the power moments and Borel
sum rules with different weights of the spectral density. We also investigated the
heavy quark limit of the sum rules for vector and pseudoscalar mesons, estimating

the violations of the heavy-quark spin and flavour symmetry.
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1 Introduction

The decay constants of heavy-light mesons are the simplest hadronic matrix elements
relevant for heavy-flavour physics. The constants of pseudoscalar mesons, fp, and fp,
received much attention because they determine the long-distance QCD dynamics in the
leptonic weak decays D) — pv, and B — Tv,, respectively (see, e.g. the review [I] and
a more recent measurement [2]). The accuracy of IB, 1s vital for the analysis of the
leptonic FCNC decay Byq) — p e~ [3]. Recent determinations of the decay constants of
B and D mesons in lattice QCD with dynamical flavours quote an impressive precision
[4, 5, 6, [7].

The decay constants fg+ and fp- of the heavy-light vector mesons B* and D* cannot
be directly probed in weak decays. Nonetheless, they also play an important role in heavy
flavour phenomenology. To bring only one example: an accurate knowledge of fp- and
fp+ is needed in the calculation of the strong couplings B* Bm and D* D7 from QCD light-
cone sum rules [§]. Furthermore, the deviation of fp+(p+) from fppy calculated at finite
masses allows one to assess the violation of the heavy-quark spin symmetry. In lattice
QCD, we are aware of only one recent calculation of fp« and fp. in [9].

In continuum QCD, the hadronic decay constants are determined from QCD (SVZ)
sum rules [I0] based on the operator-product expansion (OPE) for the two-point correla-
tion functions of quark currents. The sum rules for heavy-light mesons have a long history,
starting from the very early papers [11} [12] (see also, e.g. [13] [14]) in the framework of
full QCD, as well as using the heavy-quark expansion [15], followed by sum rules in heavy-
quark effective theory (HQET) [16], 17, 08, 19]. The gluon radiative corrections to the
correlation functions at O(cay) (two-loop) level calculated in [20, 21] play an important
role. The sum rule for the heavy-light vector mesons with this accuracy can be found,
e.g. in [22].

A substantial improvement of the OPE was achieved in [23] where the O(a?) (three-
loop) contribution to the perturbative part of the correlation function was calculated. The
results are available in a semi-numerical form. These NNLO corrections were implemented
in the sum rule determination of the B, decay constants for finite heavy quark masses

in [24], and in the framework of HQET in [25]. Note that the MS-scheme chosen for the



heavy quark mass in [24] leads to a reasonable suppression of gluon radiative corrections
in the perturbative part of the sum rules.

In this paper we revisit QCD sum rules for heavy-light meson decay constants. Our
main goal is to upgrade the accuracy of the sum rules for the vector-meson decay constants
[+ and fp-, including the three-loop, O(a?) terms in the OPE for the correlation function
and calculating the missing O(ay) corrections to the quark condensate contribution. In
parallel, we update the decay constants of pseudoscalar heavy-light mesons. We also
evaluate the ratios of decay constants, sensitive to the violation of the heavy-quark and
SU(3) s symmetries in bottom and charmed mesons. In addition to the standard sum
rule calculation, we obtain upper bounds for decay constants following from the positivity
of the spectral density in the dispersion relations and independent of the quark-hadron
duality assumption. Furthermore, to assess the sensitivity of our results to the particular
form of the sum rule with Borel exponent, we employ certain modifications of sum rules
with different weights in the dispersion integrals, as well as their power moments.

In what follows, in Sect. 2 we present a brief outline of the method. Sect. 3 contains
a discussion of the input parameters and the numerical results. Sect. 4 is devoted to
the alternative sum rules and contains their comparison with the conventional Borel sum
rules. In Sect. 5 we consider the heavy-quark limit of the sum rules. Our concluding

discussion is presented in Sect. 6.

2 Outline of the sum rule derivation

Here we remind the main steps leading to the standard QCD sum rule [10] for a decay
constant. For the heavy-light vector mesons, which are the main objects of our study, one

needs the following two-point correlation function:

M (0) = [ dle e ORI OH0) = (= gud® + 4.0 Tr() + gl (1)

where j, = qv,@ is the interpolating heavy-light quark current, ) = ¢,b and ¢ = u, d, s.
In this paper finite quark masses in MS scheme are considered. In (), the relevant

invariant amplitude is ﬁT(qz), multiplying the transverse kinematic structure. To avoid



kinematical singularities, it is more convenient to rescale it, introducing

r(¢*) = ¢*Tr(q?) (2)

that is, to consider the coefficient at —g,, in II,,(¢). In what follows, we also need the

standard definition of the correlation function with pseudoscalar heavy-light currents:

tq) = i [ de ™ 07 (o) HO0). ®)

where j5 = (mg + m,)qiv5Q).
The decay constants of the heavy-light vector meson H* = { B*, D*} and pseudoscalar
meson H = {B, D} are defined in a standard way,

(Ol H*(q)) = mu-e™ fre, (Oljs|H(q)) = m fu, (4)

where GLH*) is the polarization vector of H*. These decay constants squared enter the

ground-state pole terms of the hadronic dispersion relations for the correlation functions
(@ and @B). The invariant amplitudes defined according to () and (3)), obey double-

subtracted dispersion relations in the variable ¢?:

d 17 (q*) (¢*)? [ Imllze)(s)
o 0 = Mo0) —o* (T )|, = 5 gy @
The spectral densities
1
pr(s) = ;ImHT(s) = m2. f5.0(s —m3.) + ph(s)0(s — (my +mp)?), (6)
_ 1 4 2 2 h 2
ps(s) = —Imlls(q) = my fi0(s — mi) + p5(s)0(s — (mpg- +mp)7), (7)

are positive definite and, according to unitarity, are given by the sums over all hadronic
contributions with the quantum numbers of H* and H, respectively. In the above, the
ground-state contribution is written separately and a generic notation p?p(S)(s) is intro-
duced for the spectral density of excited and continuum states; mp is the mass of the
lightest pseudoscalar meson, 7 or K, depending on the flavour content of H®*). Note that
in the pseudoscalar channel there is a gap between the ground state H and the thresh-
old mpg+ + mp of the lowest continuum state, whereas in the vector D*(B*) channel the

threshold my + mp lies below (above but very close to) the ground state H*. Note also
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that the vector mesons with strangeness D? and B} are strongly coupled to DK and
BK continuum states, respectively, both having larger thresholds than the vector meson
masses, whereas the channels Dym and By are decoupled in the limit of isospin symmetry.

In QCD, the local OPE for the correlation function () is valid at ¢* < mé , far from
hadronic thresholds. This expansion includes a perturbative part and contributions of
the vacuum condensates. The latter, ordered according to their operator dimension d, are

taken into account up to d = 6:
ert q GG qG qqq
MPG7(a*) = 1175 (¢°) + TG (¢°) + Ts) (o) + ) (6) + TG (69) . (®)
where the contributions of the quark, gluon, quark-gluon, and four-quark condensates
with dimensions d = 3,4, 5,6 are indicated by the indices (Gq), (GG), (¢Gq) and (Gqqq),
respectively. The contributions of d = 4,5,6 condensates are very small in the region
where we consider OPE, hence it is justified to neglect the terms of OPE stemming

from the condensates of larger dimension. The perturbative part of the OPE is usually

represented in a form of a dispersion integral:

(pert) [ e)(s)

TrPert) 2y 1 232 5

HT(5) (q ) - (q ) / ds 82(8 _ qg) : (9)
(mq+mq)?

Here, as in (), the two subtractions are needed due to the s — oo asymptotics of the

leading order (LO) perturbative contributions:

er 1
PO (s) = 55 (1= 2) (24 2) (10)
T
er 3 m + 1 ’
pép t,LO)(S) — %3 (1—2)%, (11)

m2 . .
given by the simple heavy-light loop diagrams, where z = —%. In the above, for simplicity,
the light-quark masses are neglected, except in the factor (mq+m,) for the pseudoscalar-
current density. The relevant mass corrections are presented in Appendix [Al

The perturbative part of OPE includes NLO (two-loop) and NNLO (three-loop) terms:

(pert) _ (pert,LO) % (pert,NLO) % 2 (pert, NNLO)
Py (8) = pr (s) + ( - ) P1(s) (s) + ( - ) Pr(s) (s) - (12)

The NLO corrections are known from early papers [20, 2I] and are determined by a sum

of three two-loop diagrams originating from gluon-exchanges in the heavy-light quark

5



loop. We have once more recalculated these diagrams for vector- and pseudoscalar-current
correlation functions in both pole- and MS- mass (our default) scheme and confirmed the
results of previous calculations [20, 21], given for pseudoscalar currents, e.g. in [24] and for
vector currents in [22]. The analytical formulae for the NLO gluon radiative corrections
are presented in the Appendix [Al

The NNLO corrections were calculated in [23] and implemented in the sum rule de-
termination of fp  in [24] and fpp in [25]. In this paper, we include these corrections
also in the OPE of the vector-current correlation function. To this end, we follow the
s expansion of the invariant amplitude I1°(¢?) introduced in [23], which in our notation
corresponds to II7(¢q%) = I7(¢2)/¢?. For the three-loop, O(a2) term in this expansion we
make use of the colour-structure decomposition given in eq.(8) of [23]. For the imaginary
parts of separate contributions we employ the formulae obtained from the semi-numerical
Pade procedure and encoded in the program Ruvs.m made available by the authors of
ref. [23].

In the OPE (B)) the contribution of the d = 3 quark condensate includes LO and
NLO (one-loop, O(a;)) contributions. The latter for the pseudoscalar-current correlation
function were calculated in [16, 24]. We repeated this calculation and confirm their
result. The NLO correction to the quark-condensate term in the vector-current correlation
function is new. Finally, for the d = 4,5,6 contributions of gluon, quark-gluon and
four-quark condensates to OPE, we use the LO expressions known from the literature
[10, 12}, 22]. For completeness, these expressions are also collected in the Appendix [Bl

In the case of nonstrange heavy-light mesons, the u,d quark masses are neglected
everywhere in the correlation function, being negligibly small numerically in comparison
with all other energy-momentum scales. In the sum rules for the strange heavy-light
mesons the s quark mass is taken into account in the prefactor (mg + m;)? of II5. Apart
from that, we include the O(m?) terms in the LO (O(my) in the NLO) perturbative
part and the O(ms) terms in the LO quark-condensate contribution in both correlation
functions (see the expressions in Appendix [Al).

Substituting the OPE result () in the hadronic dispersion relation (), we perform



the standard Borel transformation, after which the subtraction terms vanish. One has:
o0
QPP (M?) = m2. fh.e ™M 4 / ds pl(s)e=*/M? (13)
(mp+mp)?
and a similar relation for the pseudoscalar meson case. The truncated OPE on Lh.s. is

reliable at M? > M?

ins Where the d = 4,5, 6 condensate contributions remain sufficiently

small numerically. On the other hand, below a certain upper boundary M? < M2 . the
contributions of higher states accumulated in the integral on r.h.s. in ([3)) are suppressed
with respect to the ground-state term due to the Borel exponent. As usual, we apply the
quark-hadron duality approximation for the hadronic spectral density p/(s) and replace
the integral on the r.h.s. of (I3) by the integral over the perturbative spectral density,

introducing an effective threshold:
PH(s)6(s — (mar +mp)*) = pE" (s)0(s — i) (14)

After subtracting the part of the dispersion integral over the perturbative spectral
density from both sides of (I3), the final form of QCD sum rule reads:
™ /M*

A —— {ngmw, st + I (M) + Héﬁ““’(M?)} : (15)

mH*
The analogous sum rule for the pseudoscalar meson channel is:
mH/M2

fi= {H“’@”%M )+ 19 () 4 T <M2>} (16)

In above equations the notation

S0

O s0) = [ dse ™). (17)
(mQ+mq)2
Hgflé% (Mz) HT(5 (Mz) + Hqg((;q (M2) —I—H qqqq (M2) (18)

is used for brevity. In () the «, expansion (I2)) of the perturbative spectral density is
then substituted. In terms of ([I7)), the sum over excited states and continuum contribu-

tions is simply equal to Hgf’g)t)(M{ 00) — Hg?(eg)(Mz, S0)-



A specific “Borel window” is usually adopted for each sum rule, defined as an interval

2 2 2
Mmin < M < Mmax

where the higher-dimensional condensate terms in OPE and the
excited and continuum contributions are suppressed simultaneously. The actual size of this
interval depends on the quantum numbers of quark currents in the correlation function.
The effective threshold is usually fixed by fitting the mass of the ground-state meson
calculated from the sum rule to its experimentally measured value. To obtain an equation
for the meson mass squared m?%. (m?%) from the sum rule (I5) ((IG)), it is sufficient to
differentiate the r.h.s of each sum rule over (—1/M?) and formally equate the result to
7Z€ero.

Apart from the sum rule, the dispersion relation for the invariant amplitude H?gf),
after Borel transformation, yields an upper bound for the decay constant which simply
follows from the positivity of the hadronic spectral density and is independent of the

quark-hadron duality approximation (for earlier uses of the bounds see, e.g. [14, 26]).
Formally, the upper bounds for f7., are obtained, putting s{’ “ 5 00 in (IF) and (I0).

3 Numerical analysis of Borel sum rules

In Table [ the adopted intervals of QCD parameters entering the sum rules (IH]) and ()
are collected. As well known, these sum rules are very sensitive to the value of the heavy
quark mass. For a correlation function of highly virtual quarks in full QCD involved in
our calculation, we use, as in [24], the quark masses in the MS scheme. Currently, there is
a good agreement between various lattice- and continuum-QCD determinations of b and
¢ quark masses; hence we simply take the intervals of their MS values from [27]. In par-
ticular, the heavy quark masses extracted from the QCD quarkonium sum rules [28] 29]
are very close to the average values we are using. For the strange quark mass we double
the theoretical uncertainty quoted in [27], having in mind that the latter uncertainty is
dominated by the most recent lattice determinations. With our choice, the interval of
continuum QCD determinations of m; (e.g. from the QCD sum rules [30]) with typically
larger errors, is also covered. The nonstrange quark condensate density (0|Gq|0) = (gq),
(¢ = u,d), is calculated from the ChPT relations derived in [31], using the s quark mass
as an input. The details can be found, e.g., in [32]. Note that the SU(3); symmetry



Parameters Values (comments)

my (M) = 4.18 £ 0.03 GeV

quark masses me(m.) = 1.275 + 0.025 GeV [27]

ms(2GeV) =95 4+ 10 MeV (error doubled)

a, (M) = 0.1184 = 0.0007

strong coupling as(3GeV) = 0.255 + 0.003

a,(1.5 GeV) = 0.353 = 0.006

quark condensate (Gq)(2GeV) = —(277t12MeV)? (ChPT @ m,) | [31], 27]

(ss)/{qq) =0.8+0.3

(GG) = 0.01275:9% GeV*

d = 4,5,6 condensates m2 = 0.8 +0.2GeV? [33]

(5Gs)/(aGq) = (ss)/(qq)
Foae = 0.1 — 1.0

Table 1: Input parameters used in the sum rules.

violation in OPE originates not only from the quark mass difference m, — m,, 4, but also
from the difference between strange and nonstrange quark-condensate densities. For their
ratio we adopt a rather broad interval from the review [33], where also the d = 4,5,6
condensate densities are taken from. The latter are parametrized in a standard way:
(as/m)(0]GS, G [0) = (GG), (0]gsqGY,t°0"q|0) = (GGq) = m§(qq). Furthermore, fol-
lowing [10], the four-quark condensate density is factorized with an intermediate vacuum
insertion into the square of quark condensates 7,..(7q)?, with an additional coefficient
Twae, Parameterizing the deviation from the factorization.

For the running of the QCD coupling and quark masses with an appropriate loop accu-
racy we employ the numerical program RunDec available from [34]. We adopt a uniform
renormalization scale p for the correlation function, strong coupling and quark masses.
The running of the quark-condensate density is taken into account in the same approx-
imation as for the quark masses; the gluon-condensate density is renorminvariant and
the running of quark-gluon and four-quark condensates is negligible, i.e. their densities

m2(qq) and asr,..(qq)?, respectively, are taken at a low scale = 1GeV.
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The choice of the three remaining parameters — Borel mass M, renormalization scale
p and effective threshold sff “ generally depends on the quantum numbers of quark
currents in the correlation function. In our analysis, for all mesons containing one and the
same heavy quark, b or ¢, a uniform range of M? and p is chosen, whereas the effective
threshold depends also on the light-quark flavour and spin-parity of the interpolating
quark currents.

In the heavy-quark limit of the sum rules (see sect.[ below), one expects that an
“optimal Borel window” discussed in the previous section is located around M? ~ 2mgT,
where 7 ~ 1GeV > Agep does not scale with the heavy mass. Specifically, for the
correlation functions with b quark (¢ quark) we adopt the lower boundary of the Borel
parameter M2, = 4.5 GeV? (M2, = 1.5 GeV?), so that the magnitude of the sum over
d = 4,5, 6 condensate contributions to the OPE does not exceed £5% of the perturbative
part. The renormalization scale p, being generally in the ballpark of M, is chosen so
that one retains the hierarchy of NNLO and NLO terms in the perturbative part of OPE.
We fix p = 3.0 GeV (u = 1.5 GeV) as “default” renormalization scale in the correlation
functions with b (¢) quarks. With this choice, at M? > M?2. . the NNLO terms in OPE
with b quark (c-quark) are less than 15 % (30 %) of NLO terms. The scale dependence
will be investigated by varying p within the intervals indicated in Table

Finally, in the sum rule for each decay constant f;.) we determine the effective thresh-
old sl (*), demanding that the measured mass of the H*)-meson is reproduced from the
differentiated sum rule with an accuracy no less than 0.5%. Although we work in the
isospin symmetry limit, in the numerical analysis, for definiteness, mesons with the flavour
content cd and bd are taken. The Borel parameter is constrained from above, M? < M2,
so that the relative contribution of excited and continuum states to the sum rule, which in
our approximation is equal to 1 — H§9(653t)(M2, 80)/H¥(657;t)(M2, 00), remains less than 50%.
< M?* <

taking for each M? the fitted value of sff “_ The results obtained at central in-

The decay constants are numerically calculated from the sum rules at M?

M2
put are presented in Table 2l To estimate the total uncertainty of the calculated decay
constants, we vary each input parameter separately, assuming (conservatively) that they

are uncorrelated. Note on the other hand that the values of the effective threshold s “

after fixing the meson mass, are correlated with the Borel parameter. Hence, we do not
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Corr. function HbT(M2) Hg(M2) I15.(M?) II§ (M?)

default M? [GeV?] 5.5 2.0
(range) (4.5-6.5) (1.5-2.5)

default p [GeV] 3.0 1.5
(range) (3.0-5.0) (1.3-3.0)

Sum rule for fe= | fB: | fB | fBy | fD- | fD: | fD | JDS
Meson mass [GeV] [27] || 5.325 | 5.415 | 5.280 | 5.367 | 2.010 | 2.112 | 1.870 | 1.968
off. threshold [GeV?] | 34.1 | 36.3 | 33.9 | 356 | 62 | 74 | 56 | 6.3
central value [MeV] 210.3 | 251.4 | 206.7 | 241.7 | 241.9 | 293.3 | 201.0 | 2374

0.1 3.8 6.1 8.1 3.6 10.1 10.7 | +86

AM? s | D3 | s | Sos | Do | Don | D2l | Do
A +0.0 | 400 | +13.0 | 4103 | +17.3 | +12.3 | +13 | 435
H —53 | =86 | —0.0 | —00 | =39 | —23 -35 | —93
Amg 7| Tor | TR | 482 | 75 | #80 | Byg |
Amg - +1.5 - +1.6 +2.2 - +3.1
Alqq) +£3.2 | T38| S| 30 | £4.0 | T35 | £3.0 | £2.2
(s3) -~ +7.1 -~ +6.5 +8.6 _ +6.6
) -7.3 —6.7 —8.9 —6.9
A(GG) o2 | o | Yos | o | Ten | Tod | o | fos
Am% +0.9 | £0.7 | £0.3 | £0.2 | £0.7 | £0.5 | £0.5 | £0.4
Ad456 +4.0 | £3.2 | £09 | £0.6 | £4.6 | £3.8 | £2.8 | £2.5

Table 2: Details of the numerical analysis of QCD sum rules for decay constants. AM?>
etc. denote the individual uncertainty of decay constant (in MeV) due to the variation of

M? etc. within the adopted intervall.

attribute a separate uncertainty related to the choice of si! “ To take into account, al-
beit rather conservatively, the neglected d > 6 terms in the OPE, we attribute to each
calculated value of the decay constant an additional theoretical error equal to the sum of
d = 4,5, 6 condensate contribution. All individual uncertainties — except very small ones,
with a magnitude < 0.1 MeV — are presented in Table 2l Adding them in quadrature, we
arrive at the final results for the decay constants of heavy-light vector and pseudoscalar

1mesons:
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f- = (210119) [261] MeV , = (2071 55) [258] MeV (19)
fp: = (251715) [296] MeV = (242777) [285] MeV (20)
fo- = (242733) [29 ]MeV, = (201773) [237] MeV (21)
for = (29371)) [347]MeV ,  fp, = (238%33) [266] MeV . (22)

where the duality-independent upper bounds are presented in square brackets, with the
uncertainties included in the same way as in [26]. Note that for charmed mesons the
upper bounds are more restrictive than for bottom mesons.

As we can see from the above results, the QCD sum rule predictions for decay constants
of vector and pseudoscalar have similar uncertainties. We also calculated the ratios of
vector and pseudoscalar meson decay constants dividing the corresponding sum rules by

each other:

foe/f5 = 1025085, fi:/fo, = 1.04555; (23)
for/fo = 1204067, fo:/fp, = 1.245043. (24)

The individual uncertainties for the above ratios are treated in the same way as for sepa-
rate sum rules; in this case the correlations result in somewhat smaller total uncertainties.

Finally, we also obtain the SU(3) violating ratios of decay constants:

fo./fp= 117008 fpe/fp =120 £0.04, (25)
fo,/fp=11800, fp:/fp- =1.21£0.05. (26)

4 Other versions of sum rules

Apart from the uncertainties caused by the input parameters, the overall accuracy of QCD
sum rules is influenced by the quark-hadron duality approximation (I4]). One can argue
that the “semi-local” duality used here can be trusted, having in mind the positivity of
the spectral function and the fact that the mass of the ground-state hadron is reproduced

from the differentiated sum rule with a high precision.
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One possible strategy to assess the “systematic” uncertainty of the adopted calcu-
lational procedure is to employ other versions of QCD sum rules, based on the same
correlation function and same OPE, but differing from the standard Borel sum rules by
the weight function multiplying the spectral density in the dispersion integrals. In the
standard version, after Borel transformation, the role of the weight function is played by
the exponent exp(—s/M?). Transforming the initial, ¢>-dependent dispersion integrals
differently, one modifies the weight function resulting in a redistribution of the spectral
density between the ground-state hadron and excited states. Below we consider a few
different versions of QCD sum rules for decay constants and carry out their numerical

analysis.

A. Power moments

First, we employ the well familiar power moments of the QCD sum rules [10], obtained
by differentiating over ¢* the hadronic dispersion relations () for the invariant amplitude
at some spacelike value g2 < mé. Minimum two differentiations are needed to get rid of
subtraction terms. For the Lh.s. of (B) we use the OPE result (§) and for the hadronic
spectral density of excited and continuum states the quark-hadron duality approximation

(I4). The decay constants squared are then determined as:

(m2. — @)™, . (m% — @)™
fie = e (s¢ ), S = I (s ), (27)
H* H
where the n-th moment of the sum rule is:
S0 d
(n) 2\ — S (pert)
HT(s)(SOa Q) = / W Pz?(s) (s)
(mQ+mq)2
d\" G d456
#(g2) @ nPe)| )
?=q?

with a power weight function in the dispersion integral. In the numerical analysis we
employ only the n = 2,3 moments to avoid the growth of higher-dimensional condensate
terms at larger n. The effective threshold is again estimated by forming the ratio of
the second and third moments and fitting the ground-state meson mass. For bottom

mesons the power moments of sum rules work well at ¢2 = 0, with both NNLO and
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Method Decay constant [MeV]
e | fB: | fB | fB. || fD* | fD: | fD | fDWA
power moments 196 | 236 | 198 | 231 || 228 | 281 | 203 | 238
Borel SR with 1/s weight - — | 211 | 248 || -~ - 1220 | 260
Borel SR with s weight 208 | 245 | 201 | 233 || 232 | 271 | 175 | 207
Borel SR w/o radial excit. | 208 | 249 | 208 | 242 || 243 | 290 | 204 | 239
standard Borel SR 210 | 251 | 207 | 242 || 242 | 293 | 201 | 238

Table 3: Decay constants calculated from different sum rules at central input. In the power

moments q3 = 0 (q3 = —4.0 GeV ?) is taken for bottom (charmed) mesons.

d > 4 corrections sufficiently small. To fulfill the same criteria for charmed mesons, it is
necessary to take g¢ < 0. The results for the decay constants obtained from the power

moments are collected in Table 3l

B. Modified Borel sum rule

Let us consider a combination of invariant amplitudes:

7 (¢?) — Ilres) (0)
¢ '

Ar)(q°) = (29)

Note that this expression is finite at ¢> = 0. Approximating the L.h.s. by OPE, the r.h.s.

by the dispersion relations and performing the Borel transformation, we obtain:

(OPE) a2\ _ g2 _—m2,,/M?> p"(s) —s/M?
s
(my+mp)?

and a similar relation for the pseudoscalar-meson channel. An additional 1/s factor
appears in the weight function multiplying the spectral density. Applying the quark-
hadron duality approximation (I4]), we calculate the decay constants f from these
sum rules. Dividing (B0) by the conventional Borel sum rule we obtain a relation for the
inverse mass squared of the ground-state meson, allowing us to adjust the threshold sf “
It is even simpler to obtain another modified Borel sum rule with an extra power of

s in the integral. One needs to multiply both parts of ([IH) and (@) by e/ and
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em%/MQ, respectively, and after that differentiate them over —1/M?. 1In this case the
effective threshold is estimated by dividing the modified sum rule by the standard Borel
sum rule and adjusting the result to the mass squared of H®.

The numerical results for the decay constants obtained from the modified Borel sum
rules with 1/s and s weights are given in Table[Bl Here we compare the results of different
sum rules obtained at one and the same central input (as specified in Tables [Il and [2)).
However, it turns out that for the vector-meson decay constants calculated from 1/s sum

rules, the central values of Borel parameter specified in Table [2] are not suitable, hence

the corresponding results are missing.

C. Excluding the first radial excitation

Radial (i.e., same spin-parity) excitations of heavy-light mesons form the resonance part
of the hadronic spectrum above the ground states in the spectral densities (6) and ().
Including these resonances in the hadronic spectral density explicitly, one improves the
accuracy of the quark-hadron duality approximation. Following this strategy, we separate
the first radial excitation H* from the rest of hadronic spectrum in the vector-meson

channel, transforming the duality ansatz (I4]) to the following form:

P()0(s — (s + mp)?) = m2, f2.8(s —m2.) + o270 (s)0(s — si) . (31)
where the total width of H*' is neglected for simplicity (it can be easily restored employing
a Breit-Wigner ansatz) and sl . generally differs from the effective threshold in (I4]). In
the same way, the spectral density in the pseudoscalar channel is modified introducing
the excited state H'.

Currently, only limited experimental data on the radially excited charmed mesons are
available. The resonances D(2550) and D(2600), observed in [35] (see also [27]) represent
realistic candidates for the first radially excited D’ and D* states, respectively. The
mass differences between these resonances and ground-states D and D* are in the same
ballpark as for the light unflavoured mesons, cf. the mass difference between the first
radial excitation p’ = p(1450) and the ground-state p meson. Here we assume that the

mass differences between the first excited and ground states for all heavy-light mesons are
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approximately the same:
mp —Mmp = Mpr —Mp =~ Mmpr—Mp,, Mpgw —Mp= X Mp« —Mpx =X Mps —Mps. (32)
S

Without introducing extra parameters, such as the decay constants of the radially
excited mesons, we suggest to use a modified QCD sum rule in which the spectral density
is multiplied by an additional factor (mz(*y — s) vanishing at the position of the first
radially excited state H®*)'. To derive this sum rule, one simply multiplies the initial,
¢*-dependent dispersion relation for IT57)(¢*) by an overall factor (m? ., — ¢*). After
Borel transformation the following expression, e.g., for the decay constant of the vector

heavy-light meson is obtained:

'

My /M? 0
fire = / ds(m?,., — s) =M o) (5)
T md(m?,, —m3.) a 4
(mq+mq)?
d ]
2 - H(QQ> M2 H(d456) M2 ) 33
i = gty ) [IE O + T (4% (33)

It is straightforward to derive the analogous sum rule for fg.

We take as an input mp = 2.55 GeV |, mpw = 2.60 GeV and estimate the masses
of other radially excited states from (B2). In fact, in the above sum rule we do not
necessarily need a precise value of the mass m ;.. Important is that, due to a partial
cancellation between the two intervals, below and above s = mz(*),, the region above the
ground state and adjacent to the first radial excitation is suppressed in the integral over
the weighted spectral density. As a result, the r.h.s. of ([33)) becomes less sensitive to the
duality approximation, allowing us to simplify the choice of the effective threshold. Here

. ()
we simply adopt sl = mz(*)/,

without adjusting the threshold parameter. Interestingly,
as our numerical analysis shows, this choice reproduces the masses of the ground states
from differentiated sum rules ([B3) within 1% accuracy. The decay constants obtained
from ([B3)) and from the analogous sum rule for vector mesons are surprisingly close to the
decay constants obtained from standard Borel sum rules with fitted effective thresholds
(see Table. [)).

Assessing the mutual deviations between the decay constants calculated from various

sum rules considered in this section, we have to include the variations of all entries in
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Table [3 due to the input parameters. After that, we find that the predicted intervals of
all decay constants calculated from different sum rules overlap. The same is valid for the

ratios of decay constants .

5 Heavy-quark limit of the sum rules

The heavy-quark mass expansion in QCD sum rules for decay constants was pioneered in
[15]. Later, the sum rule technique was applied [16] [I7, (18] in the framework of the heavy-
quark effective theory (HQET), considering, instead of the quark currents with a finite
mg, their HQET counterparts, with a possibility to systematically resum the logarithms
In(mg/p) emerging in the OPE . The “static” value of fy . calculated from the HQET
sum rule in the mg — oo limit, receives large inverse heavy-mass corrections which have
to be estimated separately [17, [19] 25].

To obtain the heavy-quark limit of the sum rules (I3) and (I6]), one has to rescale the

mg-dependent parameters:

my =mg+ A, s = mg + 2mquy, M? =2mqT. (34)

After this replacement, the sum rule for the heavy-light vector meson decay constant

transforms to:

, o mpey A o2 1
fH*mH*<mQ>€ @ :ﬁ ; dze @ 2"—@
mQ mQ
2c0 m 3  27? 2 22T
2 (52 3 B ()
X{+7r n\5r) Fat g @R

_<qq>{1+2;s <3+<;_;) /dﬁ)}

mQ
(GG) | mi(aq) | mosrac(ed)’® 167 3277
- + + - — -5,
12mgq 1672 16273 mq Mg

(35)
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where

Kr(z) =2Liy(—2) + In(x) In(1 4+ x) + Bron) In(z)

(1+22)2+2)(1+2) 622 +3x—8 9
In(1 DU er—o Y
(3 + 27)a? n(l+a)+ o 1 (36)
so that
lim KCr(2) = 2 n(z) — o + O(a?) (37)
lim Tx—?)xn:c 57 x°) .

Note that deriving (BH) we use the pole-mass scheme for mg, as it is more convenient
for the matching with HQET. The expression for the O(ay) correction was accordingly
modified.

The rescaled sum rule in the pseudoscalar channel [16] is:
mo\3 _A__A&2 33 7 52
f12{mH<—H) e T e =—r0 / dze " | ——=
mQ T 0 1 + m_Q

20
x{l—l— @
T

1
2(qq 4 STvac (q7)? 67 4872
+mo<qq>{1__7}+mr (92) {1+—T— 2}

1672 meo 16273 mq - mg
(38)
where
. x 1+
Ks(z) = 2Lig(—x) + In(z) In(1 + 2) — T In(x) + . In(l+z)—1, (39)
x
and
3
lim Ks(7) = —~a + O(2?). (40)
x—0 2

It is now possible to take the limit mg — oo in (B3] and (BE]), whereas the logarithms
have to be treated separately. Neglecting the gluon radiative corrections, one reproduces
the well-known heavy-quark limit of decay constants:

f
fu = fu- = ; 41
— (41)
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where

w 1/2
i a3 7 mi(qq) | Tasrvac(qd)’
= e | — dz2%e™* — {qq 0 e : 42
! 62< /o L TP Tt (42)

~

Thus, the rescaled decay constant f receives contributions from the perturbative loop,
quark condensate and the d = 5,6 condensates. The d = 4 gluon condensate term enters
the sum rules at the 1/mg level, together with other inverse mass corrections.

The radiative correction to the ratio of decay constants obtained from (B5) and (38])

in the heavy quark limit:
fH* 2063
—=1— ,
fH 3
is in accordance with the well known O(ay) correction to the heavy-quark spin symmetry

relation which follows from the matching of HQET and full QCD heavy-light currents.

(43)

It is interesting to compare our predictions for the ratios of decay constants (23)) and
[24)), obtained from QCD sum rules with finite quark masses, with the HQET relation
[19]:

% -(1- 720‘5;1@)) 1+ 6/mq| . (44)

where we introduce a short-hand notation for the combination of HQET parameters deter-
mining the inverse mass correction. For the values of pole masses we use m?”* = 4.6 GeV
and m?°'® = 1.5 GeV which correspond (with O(a,) accuracy) to the MS quark masses in
Table[l For bottom mesons the interval for the Lh.s. of ([@4]) taken from (23]) corresponds
to d = 180 + 650 MeV. Assuming the same value of this parameter for charmed mesons
and neglecting O(l/mé) corrections, we obtain from (44)) the ratio fp-/fp = 1.03+1.33,
which agrees with our predicted interval in (24]). Note that the HQET parameters con-
tributing to § were estimated from sum rules in HQET [19] yielding fg+/fs = 1.07£0.02
and fp«/fp = 1.35 £ 0.05 which is in a satisfactory agreement with our results from
full QCD sum rules. Numerically, the heavy-quark spin symmetry for decay constants is
violated by an inverse mass correction of about 12-14% (20-40%) for bottom (charmed)
mesons. Let us finally estimate the heavy-quark flavour symmetry violation. E.g., the
leading-order ratio in HQET including radiative corrections [19]:

fe _ [mp as(me)\6/% as(me) — as(mp)\
7= m—B(%(mb)> (1 +0.894 — ) ~ 0.69, (45)
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has to be compared with the interval fz/fp ~ 0.93+1.19 allowed by the intervals of sum

rule predictions presented in ([I9) and (21), assuming no correlation between uncertainties.

6 Discussion

In this paper we calculated the decay constants of heavy-light vector and pseudoscalar
mesons employing the well established method of QCD sum rules. The sum rules for BE*S)
and Dzks) mesons have acquired the same level of accuracy as the sum rules for B, and
D(sy mesons: O(a?) in the perturbative part and O(«) in the quark condensate term. We
correspondingly updated the numerical values of all decay constants, together with their
upper bounds and ratios. The uncertainties for fg and fp caused by the input variation
became somewhat smaller than in the earlier sum rule determinations where fz = 210419
MeV, fp, = 244 £ 21 MeV [24] and fp = 206 + 20 MeV, fp = 195 + 20 MeV [25] were
obtained, with a typical error of about 420 MeV. This improvement is mainly due to
smaller uncertainties of quark MS masses achieved in recent years. In this paper we
investigated different versions of sum rules: power moments and Borel sum rules with a
modified weight of the spectral density. Within uncertainties, their predictions agree with
the ones obtained from the standard Borel sum rules.

Reducing the uncertainties of quark masses and condensate densities is one of the
few remaining possibilities to further improve the accuracy of QCD sum rules for decay
constants. It is also desirable to obtain a fully analytic form of the O(a?) corrections, in
order to achieve a better control over the renormalization scale dependence. Calculating
the O(ay) correction to the quark-gluon condensate term can also be useful, at least
for the ratio of sum rules for vector and pseudoscalar mesons where this contribution is
enhanced.

Turning to the comparison with recent sum rule determinations of pseudoscalar meson
decay constants, let us note that, contrary to the analysis presented in [36], we do not
attempt to fit the heavy quark mass simultaneously with the decay constants. We also
cannot confirm the total uncertainties and upper bounds quoted in [36], which are both
systematically smaller than what is obtained here. In [37], while determining the pseu-

doscalar heavy-light meson decay constants with O(a?) accuracy, an explicit polynomial
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dependence of the effective threshold on the Borel parameter is introduced. The claim
that this dependence improves the sum rules and allows one to estimate a related system-
atic error, remains obscure to us. A determination of fp and fp from finite-energy
sum rules [38], which is a different method based on the same correlation function and
OPE, yields somewhat smaller decay constants than the ones obtained here.

In Table @ we compare our predictions for decay constants and their ratios with the
most recent lattice QCD determinations, revealing a good agreement within the uncer-

tainties.

Decay constant | Lattice QCD [ref.] | this work

196.9 & 8.9 [
fz[MeV] 207104
186.0 & 4.0 [6]
242.0 4+ 9.5 [
fs.[MeV] 242117
224 4 5.0 [6]
1.2294 0.026 [4]
f5./f5 L1750
1.205+ 0.007 [6]
218.9 + 11.3 [4
fp[MeV] 201773
213 + 4.0 [A]
260.1 + 10.8 [
fp.[MeV] 238733
248.0 4+ 2.5 [A]
1.1884 0.025 [4]
fo./fo 1185505
1.1644 0.018 [5]
fo-[MeV] 278 £ 13 + 10 [9] 242139
fp:[MeV] 311 + 9.0 [] 293111

fps/ fo- 1.164+ 0.02+ 0.06 [9] | 1.21 +0.05

Table 4: Decay constants of heavy-light mesons, comparison with lattice QCD results.
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We can also compare the predictions for fp and fp, with the averages [I] over various
experiments measuring D) — (vy decay widths: }fxp'“”'> = 206.7 & 8.5 £ 2.5 MeV
and f}fjp @) — 260.0 + 5.4 MeV. We notice some tension of our prediction (and also
of the lattice result [5]) for fp, with the above interval. Furthermore, the most recent
measurement of B — 7, [2] yields f£™ = (211 + 22 + 14) MeV/(|V,s|/0.0035) taking
for |Vis| a typical value obtained [27], [39] from exclusive semileptonic B decays. A future
reduction of the experimental uncertainty in this measurement opens up a possibility to
use fp calculated in QCD for an independent |V,;| -determination. On the other hand,
the |V,,| independent ratio of B — wlv, and B — 7v, widths, can be used [39] to check
QCD calculations of form factors and decay constants.

We conclude our discussion mentioning the role of radial excitations of heavy-light
mesons in the sum rules. As we found, excluding the first radial excitation from the
hadronic spectrum makes the sum rule less sensitive to the value of the effective thresh-
old. One can turn this argument around, anticipating that the sum rules considered in
this paper are also capable to yield estimates of the decay constants for the first radial

excitations of heavy-light mesons. We plan a separate study in this direction.
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Appendix: OPE expressions

A Perturbative spectral density

Here we collect the expressions for NLO, O(as) contributions to the spectral density

(pert)

Pr(s) (s) in the MS-scheme for the heavy quark mass mgq. For the vector heavy-light quark

currents, according to our convention for the invariant amplitude I17(¢?), we extract the

coefficient at —g,,,. The corresponding spectral density reads:

2 1
pg,?ert’NLo)( ) = fgf;s [1 - gz + 522 + 223 + gz(—5 — 4z +52%)In(z)
1 2 2 2 :
— (=22 +52) (1= 2) + (1= 22 +2) (2 Lis(2)
12
+In(2) In(1 — z)) —2(1-22) (3 ) 1), (46)
where z = mg /s and Liy(z) = — [ @dt. For the pseudoscalar heavy-light quark

currents, one has

ert,NLO 3Cr
p(p t )(s) _

2
5 - 167T2(mQ+mq) s(l_z)

g(l —2)+(3—2)(1 —22)In(z)

—(1=2)(6—22)In(1 —2) +2(1 — 2)(2 Lia(2) + In(z) In(1 — z2))

+ (-39 (m (ﬂ_) +4)
mq

For NNLO corrections we are using the results from [23] calculated in the pole mass

. (47)

scheme. Hence, to properly apply the MS scheme for mg to a? accuracy, we have to add

to the NNLO part the corrections which arise from expanding the pole mass in the LO
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and NLO in terms of MS mass. For the vector-current correlation function they are

APt NNO) (g [<3 — 72 —2(1 - z2>7"55’] : (48)

872

AQP%?Ort’NNLO) (S) o

161 _CprVs [ — (1 2?) (24 Liy(2) + 121n(2) In(1 — z)>
Y5

—22(9+ 62— 172°) In(z) + 2(1 — 2)(—4 + 52 + 172*) In(1 — 2)

—z(1—=2)(17+ 152) |, (49)

respectively, and for the pseudoscalar-current correlation function:

ert, NNLO 3(mq + mg)?
Aapfo™ ) (s) = S s

(3 — 20z + 2122)rM* —2(1 — 2)(1 — 3z)rfi’] , (50)

er 3(mg + my)? '
Azpép t,NLO)(S) _ _%CF rils [(1 —2)(1 - 32) (4 Lis(z)

+21In(2)In(1 — z)) + (3 — 222 +292% — 82°) In(2)
1
— (1= 2)(7T—212+82*)In(1 — 2) + 5(1 — 2)(15 — 312)] : (51)
where 7"7(,1’2) are the well-known coefficients in the perturbative relation between the pole
and MS quark masses (given, e.g. in eqs. (B5-B9)) in [24].
The corrections due to the nonzero light-quark mass, after expanding the complete

answer in powers of m, read:

er m, 3
SO (5) = Lgm, [2%(1 —2) - m(1+ )| (52

8w

5ppertNLOma) (o) %cpmme [2(1 ) (2Lia(2) + In(2) In(1 — 2))

+(3—4z—2)In(2) — (1 —2)(5+2)In(1 — 2) + %(17— 262 + 2°)

+3(1—=2z)In <W'L;—zé> ] : (53)

The analogous corrections to the perturbative part of the pseudoscalar-current correlation
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function are:

ert,LO,mq 3(m +m )2
5pép t )(s) _ % [2(1 — Z)QOq — 2m§] , (54)

g e NLOm ) B(mg—WCF mamq (1= 2)(4Lia(2) + 2In(z) In(1 - 2)
= 2(4 = 2)In(1 - 2)) +2(3 - 52 + 2 In2)

+2(7—92)+3(2—-32)In (,u_j) (55)

mq

We include the above corrections only for the s-quark and up to the second (first) power
in my in LO (NLO). We checked that the higher-power corrections in m; are vanishingly

small.

B Condensate contributions

We present the condensate contributions in two forms: with an explicit ¢*> dependence
(needed, e.g. for the power moments) and after Borel transformation.
In the correlation function of vector currents, the total contribution of the quark

condensate is:

G _ mgq mqemeg OKSCF
Hf;quﬁ(qz) = <QQ>TqQ [guu (1 - o ! + o fv,l(z))

mg mg — q2>
quqv a,Cp

_ q2 - fV’2(2>:| . (56)

with the NLO terms given by
foa(z)=2—z2+2(1—2)L. — — (31 Ly (57)

V1 zZ) = z z z P S 1 n m2 5

fva(z) =1—-22+22(1—-2)L,, (58)
where the short-hand notations z = r:—zé and L, = In (Z—;l) are used. In the case ¢ =

s the first-order O(m,) correction included in (B6]) provides a sufficient accuracy. For

our purpose, only the coefficient Hg‘”(qz) of the structure —g,, is needed. The Borel-
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transformed expression of this amplitude is:

2
(79) 2y - ——ng mqemqg asCr Q K mq
mZ my m2
Q Q
+—W€M§F< - —W)D ,

with the incomplete gamma function I'(a,z) = [ t*te~'dt. The NLO part in (E0)
originating from one-loop diagrams has an imaginary part at ¢> — s > mé . The latter,
in addition to the terms proportional to §(s— mé) and its derivatives, contains also a part
which does not vanish at s > m%, that is proportional to 6(s — m%) Since we include the
latter in the OPE spectral density involved in the quark-hadron duality approximation,

we present here also the spectral density of the condensate contribution:

1

P (s) = —mq(qq) (5(mé = 8) = 5mgmed(s — mg) +

OéSCF
2

[5(m2Q —5)  (60)
2 1 102 mg 2
— mQ(Blnm—22 +4)5 (mg — s) + ?«9(3 — mQ)D :
In the pseudoscalar-meson channel, the quark condensate contribution to the correlation

function in the same approximation reads

Héqq>(q2) — (g0 (mg + mq)zmQ (1 o mg mgmg a,Cp f5(2)> ’ (61)

mg — ¢* 2mq  2(mg — ¢?) 27

with the coefficient (see also [24])

z 1 2
f5(Z)—3Z_1(LZ(Q—Z)—1)+z_1(31HW+7—3LZ) . (62)
The Borel-transform of (G1I) yields:
7 T m mgm
rﬁWM%:—m@+mﬁmmwwﬂﬂCf@5;—2%3 (63)

asCr I mg 1 my\ "y
— o [<3lnm—é+4)m—7—31Hm—é+3r<0,m>61\/12] .

The spectral density derived from (61) reads

2

[(7+31n %)5(77122 —s) (64)

asCF

p@@z%m+%ﬁ%@%%%—ﬁ+ﬂ

2
. FEN ' m2, — s) — S0(s — m?
me (4 +31In mg)é (mg — s) s@(s md}) :
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The expressions for d > 4 condensate contributions for the vector-current correlation

function read:

(GG (GGq) - mg <QQ>m%

2
g)glwa I3 (q7) = —Wguu ;

G () =
12(m22 —q

%

~ \2
H(qqtiq)( 2) _ 8T 5T vac(4q)

_ OMsTvacld9) | (908 16m2 o2 44> ) (10 2—42) . (66
uv 81(m22_q2)4 [( mQ qu + q gu + mQ q qu ( )

The Borel-transformed form is:

(GG) _d

mi(ggymy _mo

GG ] 7G _
H; >(M2> = — 5 e Mz, Hé‘} Q>(M2> — e e M7, (67)
_ 2 4 2
(q9d9) [ 4 72\ _ _32770‘srvac<qq>2< Mg Mg ) -3
Um0 ===\ T3 ~awt)e ™ (68)

The corresponding condensate contributions to the correlation function with pseudoscalar

currents are:

H(GG>(q2) — M H@G‘D(qz) — _M (1 — Lé> (69)
5 12(7’]’[%2 I q2) ) 5 2(m22 _ q2)2 mg) _ q2 ’
. 8masrvac(7q)*mp g’

Héqqq4>(q2) - _ 27(m% — q2)f <2q2 — 3mé) , (70)

yielding after Borel transformation:

GGYm% _m¢ . ma{qq)m? m¢ "
% (M?) = (GGmg 12 Qe=m, T (\2) = —70;332 Q( - 2—]\532)6‘7%2 , (T1)
o 167t uac(Gq)>m? mg o mg e
(qqqq) 2y Q Q Q —
T (MF) = — 27 M2 ( TaM? 12M4>6 i (72)
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