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Isgur-Wise functions and unitary representations of the Lorentz group: The baryon case j = 0
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We propose a group theoretical method to study Isgur-Wise (IW) functions. A current matrix element
splits into a heavy quark matrix element and an overlap of the initial and final clouds, related to the IW
functions, that contain the long distance physics. The light cloud belongs to the Hilbert space of a unitary
representation of the Lorentz group. Decomposing into irreducible representations one obtains the TW
function as an integral formula, superposition of irreducible IW functions with positive measures,
providing positivity bounds on its derivatives. Our method is equivalent to the sum rule approach, but
sheds another light on the physics and summarizes and gives all its possible constraints. We expose the
general formalism, thoroughly applying it to the case j = O for the light cloud, relevant to the semi-
leptonic decay A, — A €,. In this case, the principal series of the representations contribute, and also
the supplementary series. We recover the bound for the curvature of the j = 0 IW function &, (w) that we
did obtain from the sum rule method, and we get new bounds for higher derivatives. We demonstrate also
that if the lower bound for the curvature is saturated, then £, (w) is completely determined, given by an
explicit elementary function. We give criteria to decide if any Ansatz for the Isgur-Wise function is
compatible or not with the sum rules. We apply the method to some simple model forms proposed in the
literature. Dealing with a Hilbert space, the sum rules are convergent, but this feature does not survive hard

gluon radiative corrections.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The heavy quark limit of QCD and, more generally,
heavy quark effective theory, has aroused an enormous
interest in the decade of the 1990s, starting from the
formulation of heavy quark symmetry by Isgur and Wise
[1].

Then, the theoretical study of the properties of this limit
did slow down, due essentially to the fact that flavor
physics had more urgent domains to explore: the determi-
nation of |V, |, the study of rare decays like B — X7, and
the comparison of the many CP violation observables with
the predictions of the standard model. Presently, the main
interest is focused on the search of new physics, in view of
the possibilities of the future experimental projects: LHCb,
Super-Belle and the Super B Factory.

The present paper shows that the richness of the heavy
quark limit of QCD had not been explored in the past in all
its depth. The method proposed here allows one to obtain
important constraints on the Isgur-Wise (IW) functions,
that carry the long distance QCD physics in the heavy
quark limit. These constraints turn out to have simple
and explicit phenomenological applications that can be
tested at present or in the future.

As it is well known, in the heavy quark limit, QCD
possesses new global symmetries, namely, the spin-flavor
symmetry SU(2Ny), where N, is the number of heavy
quark flavors, in practice the b and ¢ quarks.
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Hadrons with one heavy quark such that mgy > Agcp
can be thought as a bound state of a light cloud in the color
source of the heavy quark. Because of its heavy mass, the
latter is unaffected by the interaction with soft gluons.

In this approximation, the decay of a heavy hadron with
four-velocity v into another hadron with velocity v’, for
example, the semileptonic decay B — D€, or A, —
A €, occurs just by free heavy quark decay produced by
a current, and the rearrangement of the light cloud or
“brown muck” to follow the heavy quark in the final state
and constitute the final heavy hadron.

The dynamics is contained in the complicated light
cloud, that concerns long distance QCD and is not calcu-
lable from first principles. Therefore, one needs to parame-
trize this physics through form factors, the IW functions.

The matrix element of a current between heavy hadrons
containing heavy quarks Q and Q' can thus be factorized as
follows [2]:

(H'WI2) H(w)) = (Q'(v"), =792(q)| Q). =),
(light, v', j", M'[light, v, j, M) (1)

where v and v’ are the initial and final four-velocities,
respectively, and j, j/, M, and M’ are the angular momenta
and corresponding projections of the initial and final light
clouds, respectively.

The current affects only the heavy quark, and all the soft
dynamics is contained in the overlap between the initial
and final light clouds {v/, j', M'|v, j, M), that follow the
heavy quarks with the same four-velocity. From now on it
would be understood that this scalar product concerns the
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light cloud. This overlap is independent of the current
heavy quark matrix element, but depends on the four-
velocities v and v'. The IW functions are precisely given
by these light cloud overlaps.

An important hypothesis has been done in writing the
previous expression, namely, neglecting hard gluon radia-
tive corrections, that we will assume from now on.

As we will make explicit below, the light cloud belongs
to a Hilbert space, and transforms according to a unitary
representation of the Lorentz group. Then, as we will show,
the whole problem of getting rigorous constraints on the
IW functions amounts to decomposing unitary representa-
tions of the Lorentz group into irreducible ones. This will
allow one to obtain for the IW functions general integral
formulas in which the crucial point is that the measures are
positive.

In [3], for bound states made up of a heavy quark and a
nonrelativistic light quark, we did already exploit the pos-
itivity of matrices of moments of the ground state wave
function, that allowed us to bound the derivatives of the
corresponding IW function &yg(w), where NR stands for
the nonrelativistic approximation for the light quark. The
present paper extends this method to the nontrivial case of
the true QCD in the heavy quark limit.

We treat here the case of a light cloud with angular
momentum j = 0 in the initial and final states, as happens
in the baryon semileptonic decay A, — A €7, where, in
the quark model, the light diquark system has § = 0 with
orbital angular momentum L = 0 relative to the heavy
quark, and therefore j = 0 in the relativistic language.
The whole spin of the baryon is carried by the heavy active
quark.

A different but, as we will show below, equivalent
method to the one of the present paper was developed in
a number of articles using sum rules in the heavy quark
limit, like the famous Bjorken sum rule and its general-
izations [4-7].

Although in our previous papers and also in most work
by other authors, the sum rules are formulated using the
heavy hadron states, they could be formulated in an
equivalent way using only the light cloud, the reason being
that the heavy quark spin decouples from the soft QCD
physics.

The sum rule method is completely equivalent to the
method of the present paper. Indeed, starting from the sum
rules one can demonstrate that an IW function, say,
E(w.v') = (V'|v) in a simplified notation, is a function of
positive type, and that one can construct a unitary repre-
sentation of the Lorentz group U(A) and a vector state | )
representing the light cloud at rest. The IW function writes
then simply (e.g. in the special case j = 0)

§(.v') = (U(B,)¢olU(B,) o) 2

where B, and B,, are the corresponding boosts. Notice that
we are dealing precisely with the Lorentz group and not
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with the usual Poincaré group. This is due to the fact that
we are working within the heavy quark limit of QCD.

Another important aspect worth underlining is that the
light cloud belongs to a Hilbert space and that therefore the
corresponding sum rules are convergent, although this
feature does not survive the inclusion of radiative correc-
tions involving hard gluons.

Let us now go back to previous work on the sum rule
method. In the meson case B — D" {7, in the leading
order of the heavy quark expansion, the Bjorken sum rule
(SR) [4,5] gives the lower bound for the derivative of the
meson elastic IW function at zero recoil p? = —&/(1) = % .
A new SR was formulated by Uraltsev in the heavy quark
limit [6] that, combined with Bjorken’s, gave the much
stronger lower bound p? = %. A basic ingredient in deriv-
ing this bound was the consideration of the nonforward
amplitude B(v;) — D™ (v') — B(v,), allowing for general
four-velocities v;, v, and v'.

In [7] we did develop a manifestly covariant formalism
within the operator product expansion (OPE) and the non-
forward amplitude, using the whole tower of heavy meson
states [2]. We did recover the Uraltsev SR plus a general
class of SR that allow one to bound also higher derivatives
of the IW function. In particular, we found a bound on the
curvature in terms of the slope p?, namely, &(1) 2% X
[4p? + 3(p*)*].

Recently, we have extended the sum rule method to the
baryon IW function &, (w) of the transition A, — A €,
[8]. We have recovered the lower bound for the slope p% =
=&, (1) =0 [9], and we have generalized it by demon-
strating (— 1)"55{')(1) = (. Moreover, exploiting systemati-
cally the sum rules, we got an improved lower bound for
the curvature in terms of the slope:

i = &) =p3 + (p3)*] 3)

This bound can be useful to constrain the shape of the
differential spectrum of future precise data, hopefully at
LHCb, on the baryon semileptonic decay A, — A €Dy,
that has a large measured branching ratio of about 5%.

To simplify the notation of the present paper, that is
restricted to the baryon j = 0 case, we replace from now
on the IW function &, (w) of [8] by &(w). However for the
slope pﬁ\ and the curvature 03\ we still keep this notation,
that is used below only in Sects. VI and X. Indeed, there
could be an ambiguity in what follows (p labels also the
irreducible representations of the Lorentz group).

The much more powerful method of the present paper
will provide a new insight on the physics of QCD in the
heavy quark limit and on its Lorentz group structure.

We will see that we recover the bound (3) and this
systematic method will allow us to find bounds for higher
derivatives. We will also demonstrate that if, for example,
the bound (3) is saturated, then the IW function &(w) is
completely determined and given by an explicit elementary
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function, dependent on a single parameter. There is a
simple group theoretical argument that explains this
feature.

We restrict here to the case j = 0 that, interestingly,
turns out to be more involved than the meson case j = %
from the point of view of the decomposition of the corre-
sponding unitary representation of the Lorentz group into
irreducible ones. The study of the j = % case, that is more
complicated from the spin point of view, is postponed to
future work.

II. THE LORENTZ GROUP AND THE HEAVY
QUARK LIMIT OF QCD

In the heavy mass limit, the states of a heavy hadron H
containing a heavy quark Q are described as follows [2]:

|H(v), p, M) = |0(v), w) ® |v, j, M) )

where there is factorization into the heavy quark state
factor |Q(v), w) and a light cloud component |v, j, M)
(also called ““brown muck”). The velocity v of the heavy
hadron H is the same as the velocity of the heavy quark Q,
and is unquantized (this is the superselection rule of [10]).
The heavy quark Q state depends only on a spin u = i%
quantum number, and so belongs to a two-dimensional
Hilbert space. The light component is the complicated
thing, but it does not depend on the spin state u of the
heavy quark Q, nor on its mass, and this gives rise to the
symmetries of the heavy quark theory.

As advanced in the introduction, the matrix element of a
heavy-heavy current J (acting only on the heavy quark)
writes then

(H'(W), p', M'|J|H (), p, M)
=(Q'(W"), w'l10W), u)Xv', ', M'lv, j, M)~ (5)

and the IW functions are defined as the coefficients, de-
pending only on v.v/, in the expansion of the unknown
scalar products (v, j/, M'|v, j, M) into independent scalars
constructed from v, v’ and the polarization tensors describ-
ing the spin states of the light components.

Now, the crucial point in the present work is that the
states of the light components make up a Hilbert space in
which acts a unitary representation of the Lorentz group. In
fact, this is more or less implicitly stated, and used in the
literature [2].

A. Physical picture of a heavy quark

To see the point more clearly, let us go into the physical
picture which is at the basis of (4). Considering first a
heavy hadron at rest, with velocity

v = (1,0,0,0) (6)

its light component is submitted to the interactions among
the light particles, light quarks, light antiquarks and gluons,
and to the external chromo-electric field generated by the

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

heavy quarks at rest. This chromo-electric field does not
depend on the spin w of the heavy quark nor on its mass.
We shall then have a complete orthonormal system of
energy eigenstates |vg, j, M, a) of the light component,
where j and M are the angular momentum quantum num-
bers, and « is any needed additional quantum number:

<U0, j/, M/, a/|v0, j, M, a> = 5j,j/5M,M’5a,o/ (7)

Now, for a heavy hadron moving with a velocity v, the only
thing which changes for the light component is that the
external chromo-electric field generated by the heavy
quark at rest is replaced by the external chromo-
electromagnetic field generated by the heavy quark moving
with the velocity v. Neither the Hilbert space describing
the possible states of the light component, nor the inter-
actions between the light particles, are changed. We shall
then have a new complete orthonormal system of energy
eigenstates |v, j, M, ), in the same Hilbert space. Then,
because the color fields generated by a heavy quark for
different velocities are related by Lorentz transformations,
we may expect that the energy eigenstates of the light
component will, for various velocities, be themselves re-
lated by Lorentz transformations acting in their Hilbert
space.

B. Lorentz representation from covariant overlaps

Let us now show that such a representation of the
Lorentz group does in fact underlie the work of Ref. [2].

For integer spin j, the spin state of the light component is
described by a polarization tensor e*!~#i subject to the
constraints of symmetry, transversality and tracelessness

v, etrti = () Gy LTIk = (8)

For half-integer spin j, the polarization tensor becomes a
Rarita-Schwinger tensor-spinor €4 """ subject to the
constraints of symmetry, transversality and tracelessness as
above, and

ey ™ =0
©

Then a scalar product (v/, j/, €, &’|v, j, €, ) is a covariant
function of the vectors v and v’ and of the tensors (or
tensor-spinors) € and e, bilinear with respect to € and e,
and the IW functions, functions of the scalar v.v’, are
introduced accordingly.

Now, the covariance property of the scalar products is
explicitly expressed by the equality

(AV, j', A€, a'|Av, j, Ae, a) = (U, j, €, d'|v, j, €, a)
(10)

valid for any Lorentz transformation A, with the trans-
formation of a tensor (or tensor-spinor) € given by

(A )ttty = A;-}Lll o A':,ijéyl ,,,,, v; (11)
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(Ae)a" "1 = AL AT ED(A)qpeg ™" (12)

1/2

Then, let us define the operator U(A), in the space of the
light component states, by

UMy, j, € a) = |Avy, j, A€, a) (13)

where here v is a fixed, arbitrarily chosen velocity. Let us
show that U(A) gives a unitary representation of the
Lorentz group.

Equation (10) implies that U(A) is a unitary operator.
Let us find the action of U(A) on the state |v, j, €, a).
Using a complete orthonormal set |vy, j, €M, a), where
€™ for —j = M = jis abasis for the polarization tensors,
we have

UM, jeay= (v j, e, Blv, j € a)
JoMB

X U(A)lvﬂ’ j/’ e(M)’ B>

= Z <v()’ j/y G(M)J Blvy j; €, a>
JM.B

X |Avg, j', Ae™, B)
Using (10), one gets

UAM|v, j e a)= Z (Avg, j', Ae™ | B|Av, j, A€, a)
i\M.B

X |AUO, j/, AE(M), B>

and using the fact that the set [Awvy, j, Ae™) @) is ortho-
normal [see (10) again], and complete as well, we finally
obtain

UM|v, j, € a) = |Av, j, A€, a) (14)

From (14), it is easy to see that the group property
U(A"NU(A) = U(A'.A) holds. Therefore, we have indeed
a unitary representation of the Lorentz group in the Hilbert
space of the light component states.

C. From a Lorentz representation
to Isgur-Wise functions

We have shown above how a unitary representation of
the Lorentz group emerges from the usual treatment of
heavy hadrons in the heavy quark theory. For the present
purpose, we need to go in the opposite way, namely, to
show how, starting from a unitary representation of the
Lorentz group, the usual treatment of heavy hadrons and
the introduction of the IW functions emerges. What fol-
lows is not restricted to the j = 0 case, but concerns any
IW function.

So, let us consider some unitary representation A —
U(A) of the Lorentz group, or more precisely of the group
SL(2, C), in a Hilbert space JH . We have to identify states
in , depending on a velocity v, and which are trans-
formed according to (14). The difficulty is that, in the
present abstract setting, we apparently have nothing like
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a velocity v in sight. But we have in #{ an additional
structure, namely, the energy operator of the light compo-
nent for a heavy quark at rest. Since this energy operator is
invariant under rotations, we have to consider the subgroup
SU(2) of SL(2, C). By restriction, the representation in
of SL(2, C) gives a representation R — U(R) of SU(2), and
the decomposition of FH into irreducible representations of
SU(2) comes into play. We then have the eigenstates
lvg, j, M, ) of the energy operator, classified by the angu-
lar momentum number j of the irreducible representations
of SU(2), and associated with the rest velocity v, since
their physical meaning is to describe the energy eigenstates
of the light component for a heavy hadron at rest.

Let us pursue our task, which is to express the states
lv, j, € a) in terms of the states |vg, j, M, a). We begin
with v = v,. For fixed j and a, the states |vg, j, M, a)
constitute, for —j = M = j, a standard basis of a repre-
sentation j of SU(2):

UR)vy, j. M, a) = D'y (R)lvg, j M a)  (15)
M/

J

where the rotation matrix elements D, ,, are defined by

D;\/I’,M = (j, M'|U;(R)|j, M) R € SU(_2) (16)

On the other hand, the states |vy, j, € ) constitute,
when € goes over all polarization tensors (or tensor-
spinors), the whole space of a representation j of SU(2).
In fact, when v = v, the first constraint in (8) and (9)
means the vanishing of any component of € if some u; is 0
(or if @ = 3 or 4, in the case of a tensor-spinor), so that €
can be considered as a tensor (respectively, tensor-spinor)
constructed from ordinary three-dimensional space (re-
spectively, and from two-dimensional spinor space). The
group SU(2) acts on these tensors (or tensor-spinors) in the
usual way, through rotations in three-dimensional space
and through the spin 1/2 representation in the spinor space.
This representation of SU(2) in the space of 3-tensors (or
3-tensor-spinors) is not irreducible, but contains an irre-
ducible subspace of spin j, which is precisely the polar-
ization 3-tensor (or 3-tensor-spinor) space selected by the
other constraints, symmetry and the second constraint in
(8) and (9).

The conclusion of this rather long description is that we
may introduce a standard basis eM — j =M = j, for the
SU(2) representation of spin j in the space of polarization
3-tensors (or 3-tensor-spinors). This basis will be used here
to demonstrate Eq. (22) below. Then, using the notation
(11) and (12) for Re, one has

Re™ =3"Dl,  (R)eM) (17)
MI
and since, according to (14), we want U(R)|v,, j, €, a) =

lvg, j, Re, @), the states |vy, j, €™, @) are readily identi-
fied:
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lvg, j, €M), @) = |vy, j, M, a) (18)

Notice that this is an identity between states described by
polarization tensors €™ and states belonging to a basis
standard under rotations.

Next, denoting by €,, the standard components of an
arbitrary e, which are just the components with respect to
the basis e™):

€= eye™ (19)
M

and, from (18) and (19), the state |v, j, €, a) for an arbi-
trary € is obtained:

|UO; j) €, CY) = ZeMlvOy j) M) a> (20)
M

Finally, we have to find the states |v, j, €, ) associated
to an arbitrary velocity v. Wanting (14) to be satisfied, we
have no choice. Indeed, (14) gives

UM)|vg, j, € a) = |Avy, j, A€, ) (21)
for any Lorentz transformation A, so that we must have

lv, j & @)y =D (A UN)lvy, j, M, @) (22)
M

for any A such that A.vy = v, with v, given by (6).

Equation (22) is our final result here, defining, in the
Hilbert space JH of a unitary representation of SL(2, C),
the states |v, j, €, @) whose scalar products define the TW
functions, in terms of |v, j, M, @) which occur as SU(2)
multiplets in the restriction to SU(2) of the SL(2, C)
representation.

However, in order that (22) be really a definition of
lv, j, € a), there is still something to be verified, namely,
that |v, j, €, ) does not depend on the choice of the
Lorentz transformation A such that A.v, = v. So, let A’
be another Lorentz transformation such that A’.v, = v.
Since A"'A’ vy = vy, A"'A’ is a rotation R € SU(2),
and we have A’ = AR. Then,

S AN UM)lvg, j, M, @)
M
=Y (R'AT N UARvy, j, M, @)
M
=Y R (AT'O)UMURIvy, j, M, a)
M

Using (15) and (17) to expand U(R)|vy, j, M, @) and
(R"'(A"'e)),,, one obtains

3 (A1 UN)lvg, j. M, a)
M

= Z D{w,M’(R_l)
M,M’,M”
X (A71€)y Dy, (RYU(M)lvg, j, M, )
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The sum over M is done using the group property of the
Dy

> D (RTYDY, (R = Sy pp
M

and one obtains

> (N Le)y UA)vg, j, M, @)
M
= Z(A_IG)M/U(A)lvo, M, a)=v,j € a)
M’

proving that the state |v, j, €, a) defined by (22) does not
depend on the choice of A (as long as A.vy = v).

To be complete, we have still to show that Egs. (10) and
(14) hold for these states |v, j, €, a). The proof of (14) is
straightforward. Let A be any Lorentz transformation.
From the definition (22), one has

UN)lv, j, € a) = D (A 1e) UNUN)vy, j, M, a)
M
=D (AN)'Ae)y UAN) vy, j, M, o)
M

where A’ is some Lorentz transformation such that
A'.vy = v. Then, since the Lorentz transformation AA’
satisfies AA'.vy = Awv, using again the definition (22), one
has

UA)|v, j, € a) = |Av, j, A€, a) (23)

Finally, Eq. (10), which is crucial for the definition of the
IW functions, that writes here

(AV, j, A€, a'|Av, j, Ae, a) = V', j, €, d'|v, j, € a)
(24)

is an immediate consequence of (14) and of the unitarity of
U(A), here assumed from the start.

III. DECOMPOSITION INTO IRREDUCIBLE
REPRESENTATIONS AND INTEGRAL FORMULA
FOR THE ISGUR-WISE FUNCTION
(IN THE CASE j =0)

Let us first explain, in general terms, the decomposition
of unitary representations into irreducible ones, and how
this gives a general integral formula for the IW functions.
As it is well known, in the case of a compact group [as
SU(2)], any unitary representation can be written as a
direct sum of irreducible ones. In the present case of
SL(2, C) (a noncompact group), the more general notion
of a direct integral is required [11].

Let us denote by X the set of (equivalence classes of)
irreducible unitary representations of SL(2, C), by H , the
Hilbert space of a representation y € X, and by U, (A) the
unitary operator acting in v Which corresponds to any
A € SL(2, C). Then, for any unitary representation of
SL(2, C), the Hilbert space JH can be written in the form
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3 = [*e, 3 dutx) 25)

where ® on the integral sign indicates a direct integral of
Hilbert spaces, w is an arbitrary positive measure on the set
X and n, is a function on X with = 1 integer values or
possibly co. This is a rather symbolic formula. Explicitly,
an element ¢ € H is a function

(p: X EX— l/j)( = (lpl,)(’ R l/an,/\/) S @,1Xg'[/\, (26)

which assigns to each y € X an element ¢, € GBnX.’]-[ Yo

and which is p-measurable and square w-integrable. The
scalar product in H{ is given by

Wy = fx Wl ) dp(y) @7)

and the operator U(A) of the representation in the space
H is given by
(U(A)l;b)kx = U,\/(A)lzbk,)( (28)

The more familiar notion of a direct sum is the particular
case of a direct integral when the measure w is a sum of
Dirac 6 functions.

Let us see now the consequences for the IW functions.
For simplicity, we take here the case of a scalar (j = 0)
light component. For the hadron at rest, the light compo-
nent will be described by some element ¢, € H which is
scalar for the subgroup SU(2) of SL(2, C). Then, accord-
ing to the law of transformation (28), requiring that ¢ is a
scalar under rotations is the same as requiring that ¢ , is
a scalar under rotations for all y’s (technically, for
p-almost all y’s)and all k =1, ..., n, (all k=1 if n, =
oo, we omit hereafter to specify this case). We therefore
have to look at the SU(2) scalars in each irreducible
representation of SL(2, C). More generally, the decompo-
sition of the irreducible representations of SL(2, C) into
irreducible representations of SU(2) is known (see the
section below). The decomposition is by a direct sum
[since SU(2) is compact], and therefore each JH , admits
an orthonormal basis adapted to SU(2). Moreover, it turns
out that each representation j of SU(2) appears with multi-
plicity O or 1. Then, there is a subset X, C X of irreducible
representations of SL(2, C) containing a nonzero SU(2)
scalar subspace and, for y € X, there is a unique (up to
a phase) normalized SU(2) scalar element in +» Which
we denote ¢, . Each scalar element in H y s then pro-
portional to ¢ ,. So, one has

'wa,)( = (Cl,,\/d)O,)(’ B (29)

L CnX,X¢O,X)

with some coefficients Clyr s Cnpxe From the scalar

product (27) in F, one sees that the normalization
(olipy) = 1 of the light component amounts to
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[ Y lepy Pdp(y) = 1
Xo

k=1

(30)

Now, particularizing (22) for j = 0, the IW function
&(w) is given by

Ew) = (PolUN) o),

where here (case j = 0) A € SL(2, C) is any transforma-
tion converting the rest velocity v into a velocity v with

v = w, for instance, the boost along Oz

A =<eT/2 0

€1y

0 eT/2> w = ch(r).

From (31), using formula (28) for U(A) and (27) for the
scalar product in {, one readily obtains

£(w) = f S lewy o U (Mo )du(y)  (32)
0 k=1

It is then useful to introduce a notation
f,\/(w) = <¢O,X|U)((A)¢0,)(>

so that &, (w) may be called the irreducible Isgur-Wise
function corresponding to y. Introducing also the measure

(33)

dV(X) = Z |Ck,)(|2dlu’(/\/)) (34)
k=1
formula (32) writes
é00 = [ ,martn) (35)

and exhibits the IW function as a mean value of the
irreducible IW functions, with respect to some positive
normalized measure v:

dv(y) = L
Xo

(36)

As we will see below, the irreducible IW function &, (w),
which is the special case of (35) when » is a & function,
could be interesting as the limiting case of a heavy hadron
with light component in the irreducible representation y €
X. In fact, as will be seen, an example of such a limiting
case is obtained when, for a given slope of &(w), the lower
bound of its curvature is saturated.

IV. IRREDUCIBLE UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS
OF THE LORENTZ GROUP AND THEIR
DECOMPOSITION UNDER ROTATIONS

A. An explicit form of the irreducible representations of
the Lorentz group

Let us now describe an explicit form of the irreducible
unitary representations of SL(2, C). Their set X is divided
into three sets, the set X, of representations of the principal
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series, the set X, of representations of the supplementary
series, and the one-element set X, made up of the trivial
representation.

Principal series.—A representation y = (p, n, p) in the
principal series is labeled by an integer n € Z and a real
number p € R. Actually, the representations (p, n, p) and
(p, —n, —p) (as given below) turn out to be equivalent so
that, in order to have each representation only once, n and
p will be restricted as follows:

n=0 p=0 n>0 pER (37

The Hilbert space FH pn,p 18 made up of functions of a
complex variable z with the standard scalar product

<WM%=/$@M@M% (38)

with the measure d?z in the complex plane being simply
d?*z = d(Rez)d(Imz). So H = L*(C, d*z).
The unitary operator U

pnp
(A) is given by

p.n.p
UpnpW0)0) = (525l = yaPo2a(2F)
(39

where «, B, ¥, and § are complex matrix elements of A €
SL(2, C):

A=(‘; g) ad— By =1 (40)

Supplementary series.—A representation y = (s, p) in
the supplementary series is labeled by a real number p € R
satisfying

0<p<l. @1)

The Hilbert space FH 5p 18 made up of functions of a
complex variable z with the nonstandard scalar product

<www=fw&mm—ewﬂ¢@wﬁf@.<n>

The positivity of this scalar product (when 0 < p < 1) can
be seen by Fourier transforming. The Hilbert space can be
obtained by completing the pre-Hilbert space of continu-
ous functions vanishing outside a bounded region.
The unitary operator U, ,(A) is given by
B). (43)
2

(L@p<A>¢xz>==hz—-yzrﬂﬂ-2¢(if_

Trivial representation.—The trivial representation y =
t is of course the one-dimensional representation, with
Hilbert space H,= C, scalar product (¢'|¢) =
¢'(z)p(z) and unitary operator U,(A) = 1.

The formulas above allow one, with some calculations,
to see that they define unitary representations of SL(2, C).
For a proof that these representations are irreducible and

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

that they exhaust the unitary irreducible representations,
see Naimark [12].

B. Decomposition under the rotation group

Next we need the decomposition of the restriction to the
subgroup SU(2) of each irreducible unitary representation
of SL(2, C).

The decomposition is by a direct sum (a direct integral is
not needed) since SU(2) is compact, so that, for each
representation Yy € X we have an orthonormal basis
d)j{ w of 3, adapted to SU(2). Here we denote by j the
spin of an irreducible representation of SU(2) (having in
mind the usual notation for the spin of the light component
of a heavy hadron). It turns out [12] that each representa-
tion j of SU(2) appears in y with multiplicity O or 1, so that
d)j{ » heeds no more indices, and that the values taken by j
are part of the integer and half-integer numbers. For j fixed,
the functions q’)j{ v» —J = M = j are chosen as a standard
basis of the representation j of SU(2). This leaves arbitrary
the choice of a phase for each j. The choice in the formulas
below is for simplicity. The normalization constants are
computed in Appendix B.

It turns out [12] that the functions d) u(z ) are expressed

in terms of the rotation matrix elements y defined by
(16). A matrix R € SU(2) being of the form
_( a b 2 ) _

R=(1 7)) laPempP=1 @)

we shall also consider D My @S @ function of a and b
(satisfying |a|*> + |b|?> = 1). Then one has the following

simple generating function:

Z Df\/l’,M(a’ b) gItM lj+M'
NG~ M)!(j + M) — MG+ M)!
(bs' +a+ (as' — b)s)¥ (45)

(2 !

and the following explicit formula:

= M)I(j+ M)
st [T (1)

% (]_];/I/M_ k)aj+M7ka—j7M’7kb7M+M’+kb'k

(46)

The well-known scalar product in the space L>(SU(2), dR)
of the rotation matrix elements will also be very useful:

1
Js P
/ DY\ (R DY)

R)dR = ————
(R 2J, +1

8M{:M/z 6M1:Mz 511»12
47

[dR is the normalized invariant measure on the group
SU((2)1.
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We can now give explicit formulas for the orthonormal
basis ¢}, of H .

Principal series.—The spins j which appear in a repre-
sentation y = (p, n, p) of the principal series are

(i) all the integers j = 5 when n is even;

(ii) all the half-integers j = 7 when n is odd.

Such a spin appears with multiplicity 1. The basis func-
tions ¢7;”(z) are

_I_
R

¢()=\/—

: 1 z
D ( . ) (48)
PINTHP VT+ 1P

or, using the explicit formula for D’

n/2,M’
n V2j+1
pnp — 1n/2 M
Wi ==
G—n/21G + n/2) -
Gomigean (DT

1)k jtM j—M n/2—M+k =k
2 ”( k )(j—n/%k)z ;

(49)

where the range for k can be limited to 0 < k < j — n/2
due to the binomial factors.

Supplementary series.—The spins j which appear in a
representation y = (s, p) of the supplementary series are
all the integers j = 0.

Such a spin appears with multiplicity 1. The basis func-
tions ¢y (z) are

«/21_+\/T(J +p+ DI - p)
LG —p+ Dl(p)

X (1 4+ |z|>)~P~ 1Df (

Pi(2) =

1 z )
JI+ 2 Jl + |z]?

(50)
or, using the explicit formula for D{;) e
¢ =YL (-1 P
T I'G—=p+ Dl(p)
i
S L— Y RN
VG = M)G+ M)
j+M -M\ _
X 1 k M+kzk 51
Z( ) ( )( I )z ¢ (51

Trivial representation.—Of course the only spin j ap-
pearing in the trivial representation y = ¢ is j = 0, and
&0 is any normed element of the one-dimensional Hilbert
space H ,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

V. REPRESENTATIONS RELEVANT TO THE j =0
CASE AND EXPLICIT INTEGRAL FORMULA FOR
THE ISGUR-WISE FUNCTION

Let us return to the case j = 0 of a scalar light compo-
nent. According to the description above, the subset X, of
irreducible representations of SL(2, C) containing a SU(2)
scalar is made of

(1) the subset n = 0 of the principal series;

(ii) all the supplementary series;

(iii) the trivial representation.

The j = 0 basis element [from (49) and (51))] is (k =0

forn =0, j=0)

1 .
¢5’8‘p(z)=\/—;(1 +1z)t x=(p,0.p) p=0
(52)

50 =LA+ y=(p) 0<p<I
(53)

dho) =1 x=t (54)

The corresponding irreducible IW functions, according to
(33), are

Exw) =(dolU(A)bg,)  w=ch(n) (59

7/2 0
(e
A= ( 0 e_T/2>

The transformed elements U, (A ;)¢ are given by (39)
and (43)

(Up,o,p(AT)(pgvg'P)(Z) = e(ip*l)7¢g,,g,p(e,7.z)

with

1 )
— —(€T + €7T|Z|2)lp71

NG (56)

(U, (A)EDNE) = e~ 07 3b (e 72)
- Jigw FeTeP)rt (57
(Al = 1 (58)

and, the scalar products being given by (38) and (42), we
have

~ fa iRy s ey
(59)

gp 0, p(w)
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where v, and v, are positive measures on [0, co[ and 0, 1,

_P n2y=p=11,/ 2p-2
L,w)=— [+ p — z|°° . . ..
Es.p (W) 2 [ ( 1) S and v, is a real number = 0 (the same thing as a positive

X (e + e~ |z|2) P 27 dPz (60) measure on the one-element set {7}), with the only condi-
tion that

&w) =1 (61)

The integrals being computed in Appendix C, one obtains [ dv,(p) + [ dvp) + v, =1 (66)
. [0,00[ 10,10
sin(p7)
= 0= 62
Epapn) =T 0=p) (6

(and the precise specification of the domain of integration
sh(p7) is needed because v, and v, may include Dirac measures).

oy 0=P=D 63 For the derivatives £¥(1), formulas (62)(65) give

fs,p(w)

&Ew) =1 (64)

Then our fundamental integral formula (35) for the IW
function writes:

B sin(p7) sh(p7)
fo = [ SR+ [ S i)+ v,

w = ch(r) (65)
|

£R(1) = f[o,w[ X, (v, (p) + [M £ (1) dv,(p)

+ Vt(skyo (67)

with the surprisingly simple expressions for the lower
derivatives obtained by direct calculation:

1 2 1— 2 1 2 4 2
(D=1 & ,(1)=1 Lo, =~ J;P L) = — 3f’ bop(D) = (I+p 1); +p7)
g o (1= pHEd —p?) 3 oy 1+ pHE+pH9+ p?) @3y 1= p?)4—pH)O—p?)
(1) = 5 £po,(1) = 105 Eopl) = 105
(68)
and we have
— / — _l 2 _ 2
f=1 sw=—3[[ a+pane s [ -]
(1) — i 2 2 V(A A2
e =g5| [ @t o)+ [ (1= v (69)
(3) — _L 2 2 2 _ 2 _ 2 _ 2
00 =~ [ e+ 0204 Pano)+ [ (1= 0= 02 = g2 (o))
where v, and v, are arbitrary positive measures satisfying
[ o+ [ v =1 (10)

At first sight, the deduction of the constraints on the derivatives & ®)(1) from (69) under the condition (70) promises to be
a tricky work. However, the problem will be reduced to an already solved one by rewriting (65) in a simpler form (namely,
with just one integral). This is possible because the irreducible IW functions, principal, supplementary and trivial, can all

be put into a one-parameter family:
sh(7+/1 —x) _ sin(7v/x — 1)

e v e

(71)

Indeed we have
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£,0,W) = & (w) x=1+p? p €10, 0[< x €1, 00[
E,w)=&w)  x=1-p* p€EI[exelI]
E(w) = &(w) x=0 x€e{0} (72)

so that &,(w) is &,(w) for x = 0, is &, ,(w) for 0 <x <,
and is £, p(w) for 1 = x. Then formula (66) writes

£(w) = [[ L Exmart (73)

with £,.(w) given explicitly by (71) and » is a positive
measure on [0, oo, with the only condition that

/ dv(x) =1 (74)
[0,00[

According to (72), v can be obtained in terms of v,, v,, and
v,, through its restrictions to the subsets {0}, 10, 1[, and
[1, oo of [0, co[, by changes of variable. In particular, the
“trivial” v, term in (65) will be due to a Dirac § contri-
bution to » at x = 0.

For the derivatives £%(1), formula (73) gives
e = [ Pma 75)
[0,00[

As may be suspected from (68), &P isa polynomial of
degree k in x. As shown in Appendix D, it is given by

k! k ,
&P(1) = (—1)k2km gu +2-1)  (76)

VI. THE CONSTRAINTS ON MOMENTS AND ON
DERIVATIVES OF THE ISGUR-WISE FUNCTION

We may now deduce the constraints on the derivatives.
From (75) and (76), the derivative ¢®(1) is given by the
expectation value of a polynomial of degree k:

k
e = o2t ([T 2 - ) )
S \i=

with the expectation value defined by
()= [ fdv (78)

for some normalized positive measure v supported in
[0, co[. One obtains

§1)=M=1
§(1) = —5(x)
§"(1) = {5(x(3 + x))
E0(1) = —1(x(3 + )8 + x))
ED(1) = g(x(3 + 0)(8 + x)(15 + x))

(79)

Expanding the polynomial, £¥(1) is expressed as a com-
bination of the moments wq, t1, ... gy of X, a moment u,,
being the expectation value of x":

M = (x") (80)

(notice that these moments could be infinite for n = 1,
although, in the following, we will not consider this case).
So we have

(1) = po=1

E(1) = —Lu,

£'(1) = G + o) D
EO(1) = —1=24py + 1y + p3)

EW(1) = 555360, + 189, + 2643 + p14)

These equations can be solved step by step, and the mo-
ment wu; is expressed as a combination of the derivatives

(1), £Q1), ... £W(1):

mo = £(1) =1

= —3¢'(1)

pa = 3[3¢(1) + 5¢"(1)] (82)
ps = —3[9€/(1) + 55£"(1) + 35£9(1)]

g = 3[27&'(1) + 485&"7(1) + 9103 (1) + 3156W(1)]

Now, in [3] one has obtained a whole set of constraints
on the moments of a variable with positive values, and also
shown that this set of constraints is optimal, meaning that it
cannot be improved (there are no other nor more strict
constraints from the general definition of the moments).

In fact, [3] was concerned only with the particular case
of a measure v of the form

dv(x) = w(x)dx

with a weight function w (the measure v is then said to be
completely continuous with respect to the measure dx). In
particular, this excludes Dirac 6 contributions to » and this,
while perhaps physically reasonable, is not assumed in the
present context.

However, the deduction of the constraints in [3] goes
through in the present case of an arbitrary positive measure
v just by replacing strict inequalities > by nonstrict ones
= . Therefore, the set of constraints is as follows. For any
n = 0, one has [3]

det[ (@1 )o=ij=n] = 0 (33)
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det[(u;4 j+1)o=ij=n] =0 (84)

(On the other hand, the optimality proof in [3] needs
additional arguments in the present case.)

Since each moment u; is a combination of the deriva-
tives £(1), &(1), ... €®(1), the constraints on the moments
translate into constraints on the derivatives.

We shall treat here in detail only the constraints on w1,
M2, i3, and w4, which are given, respectively, by (84) (n =
0), 83) (n=1),(84) (n = 1), (83) (n = 2).

m =0 (85)
1 Ml) 2
det( = =0 86
w Mo = M (86)
det<’“ “2)= —u2=0 87
s Mips — my (87)
Lopy pa
det| wy mo p3 | = (po— udpy
M2 M3 My

— (13 = 2pipaps + u3) =0
(88)
Clearly, each moment . is bounded from below, and the

lower bound is given by (83) for k even and by (84) for k
odd in terms of the lower moments. So (85)—(88) give

myp =0 (39)

o = pi (90)
2

py =22 o1
M1

2 _ 2 + 3 _ 2
P ke L el (m3 im;z) T
M2 = M Mo — M
92)

If one of these inequalities is saturated, the inequalities
following it may be meaningless. However, even in such a
case, the inequalities (83) and (84) remain perfectly valid.
Moreover we have in fact much more in this case, because
the measure v is then a completely determined combination
of & functions, and the IW function is completely fixed and
explicitly given. In the following, we shall explicitly show
this for the saturation of inequalities (89)—(91).

So, in the case w; = 0 of (89), Eq. (91) is meaningless.
Equations (85)—(88) are nevertheless fully valid and, for
instance, (87) gives w, = 0. In fact, when p; = 0 we have
much more, since the condition

my = ﬁo,w[ xdv(x) =0 (93)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)
completely determines the measure »:
um =0 dv(x) = 6(x)dx (94)

(in particular then, w; = 0 for all k = 1).

Also if the bound (90) is saturated, Eq. (92) becomes
meaningless and, for instance, Eq. (88) gives u3 = ,LLl In
fact, when p, — u? = 0 we have again much more, since
the condition

My — i = j;o oo[(x — p1)*dv(x) =0 95)

also completely determines the measure v. Since the in-
tegrand (x — w;)? is >0 when x # u,, the integral can
vanish only if the measure is concentrated on the set {u},
and with the condition (1) = 1, we have

o = pi e dv(x) = 8(x — u)dx (96)

(in particular then, u; = wf for all k = 1).
In the same way, if (85) is strict («; > 0) and (87) is

2
saturated (w3 = %), we have the condition

2 2

pa — 22 = x(x - ﬂ) dvx) =0 (97
M1 [0,00[ M1

which completely determines the measure v. The measure

is concentrated on the set of two elements {0, %}, and with

the conditions (1) = 1 and (x) = u,, we have

1 >0

13
M3 = E = dV(X) (98)

~[(1-E)oco s £2) i

M2 M2 M
(”Z)k Yw, forall k = 1].

Incidentally, this gives a hint on how to complete the
optimality proof of [3]. If all the inequalities (83) and (84)
are strict, then the proof in [3] is valid. If there is an
equality, one can show that the values of the moments
can be obtained by some finite combination of Dirac
measures for v.

Finally, using (82), the results on the moments wu; are
converted into results on the derivatives £€®(1). With our
usual notation for the slope and curvature

[in particular then, u;, =

A= €M) oy =¢"0) 99)
the constraints (89)—(92) write
pi =0 (100)
o = %p%(l + p3) (101)
5 g2
— &) =3 —zi(pﬁ +0o3) (102)
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5 1

@(1) =
& 63 503 —3p3(1 + p3)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

[303 (0} + p)(50% + 8p3 +8)

+ 71203 (1 + p3) + 2(3p3 — 2)a3 + 7€D(1)€P(1)]

s
63 (p})?

i (o} + p)(50% + 12p3)

5T 2

Eliminating o3 from (102), we have a looser but simpler
bound for —&®)(1) depending only on the slope:

— £9(1) = Lp3 (1 + p2)(8 + 3p3) (104)

Eliminating £°)(1) from (103), we have also a looser but
simpler bound for £¥(1), depending only on the slope and
the curvature:

S

1
E9(1) = & WU’%\((T?\ + p3)(5o] +12p%) (105)

and eliminating o-f\ from (105), we have

ED(1) = Lpd 1+ p3)B +3p3)(5 +p3)  (106)

A. Tllustration of the inequalities for some models of the
Isgur-Wise function

To have some feeling of what happens numerically, let
us illustrate the preceding inequalities for two Ansdtze of
the IW function, the exponential and the “dipole” forms,
that depend on a single parameter ¢ = pZA.

In the case of the exponential form

&(w) = exp[—c(w — 1)]
From its derivatives
(W) = ot

the inequalities (100)—(103) yield, respectively, the follow-
ing bounds on the parameter ¢ = p%\:

(107)

c=0 c=15 c=25 c=428 (108)

We observe that in this case the lower bound on the slope
¢ increases strongly as we impose the constraint coming
from higher order derivatives. We can suspect therefore
that this function is not physically acceptable. Indeed, we
will below rigorously demonstrate that this is the case.

Let us now consider another Ansatz, namely, the dipole

form
¢w) = (w -2i- 1)26

From its derivatives

(109)

7 <_§(3)(1) - (_5(3)(1))min

0-%\ - (U%)min

)][—-f‘”(l) — (—EO(1))] (103)

[
2¢Q2c+1)...2c+k—1)
2k
in this case we find, from (100), the trivial lower bound ¢ =

pzA = 0, while from the three inequalities (101)—(103) we
get the same lower bound, namely,

c=pi=1 (110)

(—DFER) =

Therefore it seems that, unlike the exponential form
(107), the dipole Ansatz (109) satisfies in a regular way
the inequalities that the derivatives of the IW function must
fulfill. We will demonstrate in Sec. IX E that this function
satisfies indeed the general constraints that the IW function
must fulfill for ¢ = p{ =1.

As another example, let us consider the form

1

§W) =57 cw— 1P

(111)

that, as discussed below, has been proposed in the litera-
ture. The first derivatives read

2

PR=c = &9(1) =3(p3)°

(112)

A =40

and the inequalities (101)—(103) yield, respectively, the
following bounds on the parameter ¢ = p%\:

2210 52 =086

pi =3 PA =13 (113)

The successive lower bounds on the slope slowly grow and
converge towards pj = We will demonstrate in
Sec. IXE that this function satisfies the general constraints
that the IW function must fulfill for ¢ = p%\ = 1.

B. Completely explicit form of the Isgur-Wise function
when the inequality on one of the low order derivatives
is saturated

We have seen above that if an equality is saturated, then
the measure v is completely fixed. According to (73), the
IW function &(w) is also completely fixed.

If (100) is saturated, namely, if pi = 0, then from (94)
we have

Ew) =1

This being physically excluded, we may replace (100)
by the strict inequality p3 > 0.

(114)
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If (101) is saturated, namely, if o} = %p 1+ p3),
then from (96) we have
sh(ry/1 —3p3)  sin(r4/3p3 — 1)

sh(7)4/3p3 —

§w) =

sh(7)y/1 = 3p3

w = ch(7) (115)

We have here possible physically limiting cases (if p%\ >
0). In fact (115) means simply, as we have announced
above, that the light component of the heavy hadron be-
longs to some irreducible representation of the Lorentz
group.

In view of (72), when the slope pi goes from 0 to oo,
each irreducible representation occurs in turn: pi = (0 for
the trivial representation, 0 < p%\ <% for the supplemen-
tary series, and 1 =< p} for the n = 0 principal series.

From (76), the derivatives £®(1) are then given by

f(k)(l):(_l)k2k(2k+])'l_[(3pA 7 —1) (116)

Finally, let us consider the case where (102) is saturated,
0.2
—£0®) = 5 ,,fi:(p%\ + 03) (and pj > 0). Then, from (98)

we have

2 sh(r,f1 — £2) 2
wy="E1__ Ym0 +<1—ﬂ) (117)
M2 sh(r),[1 — £2 2
N
where
i = 3p3 o =350 —3p3) (118)

and w = ch(7). If we impose the physical condition that
&(w) — 0 when w — oo, then (117) is possible only 1f“l =

1, that is, if (101) is saturated, a case fully dlscussed ]LlSt
above. So, we may conclude that if the inequality (101) is
strict, then inequality (102) must also be strict [to avoid a
nonvanishing limit of £(w) when w — oo].

VII. DEMONSTRATION FROM SUM RULES THAT
THE ISGUR-WISE FUNCTION IS OF
POSITIVE TYPE:

APPLICATION TO THE EXPONENTIAL FORM

A. Demonstration from sum rules that the Isgur-Wise
function is of positive type

In this part we will demonstrate that the IW function
&(w) is of positive type, i.e. that, for any value of N and any
complex numbers ay,...,ay and velocities vy, ..., vy
satisfies

N
z aja;é(v.v;) =0

ij=1

(119)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

Notice that a positive-type function does not mean that this
function is positive for all values of its argument.

As pointed out in the introduction, in the heavy quark
limit of QCD from the OPE and the nonforward amplitude,
we have demonstrated a sum rule for the j = 0 case [8],
from which we have obtained the inequalities for the slope
(100) [9] and for the curvature (101).

We have recently realized that the expression for this
sum rule can be simplified enormously. Using the expres-
sion for the sum rule obtained in [8], this equivalent form is
deduced in Appendix E (we replace the subindex f by j):

Ewi) =D S P w) i (w)
n L

X Z Cri(wi = 1D*(wi = D*(wyw; —
0=<k=L/2

vv”)L*Zk

(120)

where w; = v;.v/, w; = v,.v/, w;; = v,.v; and v;, v;, and
v’ are the initial, final and intermediate state four-velocities
in the sum rule, respectively, (”)(w) are the IW functions
for the transition 0™ — L¥ with P = (—1)%, and the co-
efficients Cy ; are given by

LI (2L - 2k)!
L)! KN(L — KL — 2k)!

The last sum in (120) can be expressed in terms of a
Legendre polynomial, as demonstrated in Appendix A of
the first reference of [7], and explicitly written in
Appendix E of the present paper. We use now this deriva-
tion to express this Legendre polynomial in terms of
spherical harmonics. Without loss of generality, let us
use the rest frame for the intermediate states, i.e. v/ =
(1,0,0,0), that gives

w? —1 =192

CL,k = (-1

(121)

w2 — 1= 12

2 s >
J J

W,‘Wj - W,‘j = Ui‘vj
(122)
and using the results of Appendix A of the first reference of
[7] we obtain
D> CLi@H @ (@0
0=k=L/2

m=+L

Z Vi @) Y1 (@)
Combining the previous equations, we find
2L(lﬂ)2

N
z aia;é(vi.v;) = 4 Z ZZ(ZL 1)

i,j=1 ij=1 n

(L1)?

— 4ot T
L+,

(123)

m=+L

<Y [ar G+ 8T

m=—L

X [a; 7" 1 + PYr@)] =0

(124)

and therefore the inequality (119) has been proved.
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In conclusion, we have demonstrated that the IW func-
tion £(w) is of positive type. The inequality (119), con-
cerning a Riemann sum, would read, in a continuous (and
covariant) form,

3 d? /
j dv” ) € () = 0, (125)

where ¢ (v) is an arbitrary function.

B. Inconsistency with the sum rules of an exponential
form for the Isgur-Wise function

We have seen that if the sum rules are satisfied fora j =
0 IW function &(w), then, for any function ¢ (v), we have
the positivity condition (125).

d3
[v—

d3 >/

& 7 expl—c((w2) = DI(lal) = s7ec [ 74 wdv [

g€ [oodu[
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We will now show that, for an exponential form, a
function that one could guess from the harmonic oscillator
potential

§(w) = exp[—c(w = 1)]

one can find a function ¢ (v) for which the integral in (125)
is strictly negative, and this will prove that the exponential
form of the IW function is incompatible with the sum rules.

For our purpose, it is enough to consider radial i (v)
functions

(126)

p(v) = ¢(9l)

First, let us integrate over the angles of v and v’. Adopting
just in a few lines below the notation |v| = v and || =
v/, we obtain for the integral

(127)

[ dsp(v')* exp[—c(v?v — vv's) vV p(v)

[ dsp()* (v) - (expl— w0 — vu's) o’

= 8772 _f dv[ — d’(v/) ) (exp[— (v — v1)]

—exp[—c(v°v" + vv') v/

Next we change the variables of integration
v = sh(n)
and this gives

d3
fv—

d3 =1

o (') exp[—c((v.v') = D]g(|]) = 87> —

— sh(n)) (128)

[ f dndn/sh(n') b (sh(n))"sh(n)(sh()

X (exp[—cch(n’ — n)] — exp[—cch(n’ + 7)])
— 4 S [ [ dnansntatsh)y

X exp[—cch(n' — n)]sh(n)p(sh(z))

In the last line, the function ¢(v) is extended to negative
arguments by

d(—v) = ¢(v)
Introducing the functions f(n) and K(n) by

f(n) =sh(n)é(sh(n))  K(n) = exp[—cch(n)]
(130)

(129)

the last result writes

3 35/
[{7 e —n ¢(7'])" exp[—c((v.v') = D]g(|7])

L [ f dndn'f(n')'K(n' — )f(n)
(131)

But we have here the matrix element of a convolution

I
operator, and this is diagonalized by Fourier transforming.
So, introducing

flo) = % _ePf(n)dn (132)
R(p) = f’; ¢'PMK (n)dn (133)
we have
[_o; f_O; dndn'f(n")*K(n' — n)f(n)
- f°° R\ F(p)Pdp (134)

And finally we obtain
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JEZ L 1 exel—e(t) ~ 11131
=sm% [* RIip)Pdp (135)
with f(p) and K(p) given by (129), (130), (132), and (133).

Now the Sommerfeld integral representation of the
Macdonald function

1 00
K, (z) = 3 exp[ —zch(r)]e”dt (136)
gives the following expression of K(p):
K(p) = 2K;,(c) (137)
and we have
&o &Po -
J 5 < #1D* expl—cl(wv) ~ D (1D
vWov
= 1675 [ K, I (o)Fdp (138)
Cc —o00

Then, we observe that, whatever ¢ > 0, the function
p — K, (c) takes negative values, as shown by the asymp-
totic formula

el o)) 7]

(p>o¢) (139)

So, taking for f(p) a function peaked at a point p, where
Kipo(c) <0, the right-hand side of (138) will be <O.
Reversing the steps from ¢ (v) (where now v is the quad-
rivector velocity) to f(p), we then have a function  (v) for
which the integral in (125) is <0.

VIII. EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN
THE SUM RULE APPROACH
AND THE LORENTZ GROUP APPROACH

We show here that the Lorentz group approach, intro-
duced in the present work, is in fact equivalent to the
(generalized Bjorken) sum rules. So, it must be considered
just as a powerful way of exploring the consequences of
these SR.

Here we must be more specific. When we say general-
ized Bjorken SR we do not mean the SR involving higher
moments like Voloshin’s [13] and its generalizations [14],
but those that concern zero order moments. Of course,
these sum rules are also not the ones of the QCD sum
rule approach a la Shifman et al.

For baryons we mean the SR that we have formulated in
all generality in [8] and, for mesons, Uraltsev SR [6] and
the SR formulated in [7], that allow one to obtain bounds
on all the derivatives of the IW function at zero recoil.

That the Lorentz group approach implies the sum rules is
already stressed in [2]. In fact, the SR are just completeness

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

relations in the Hilbert space of the light components:

<vf1 j/y 6/1 allvi) j; €, a> = Z <Uf, j/y E/) allvy j”’ EMy B>
j”,M,ﬁ

X <U; j”) EM) Blvp j) €, a>
(140)

when the overlaps are expressed in terms of the IW
functions.

By the way, the fact that the j = 0 IW function &(w) is of
positive type, as expressed by (119), has also a very simple
proof in the Lorentz group approach. Indeed, following
(31), let us write

f(W) = <U(Bv/) lpOlU(Bv) ¢0>

where B,, is the boost transforming the rest velocity v into
v. Then we have

(141)

v N
Z aia;é(v.v)) = Z “?aj<U(Bv,-)¢0|U(B”-/‘)¢O>

ij=1 ij=1
N N
= (3 aitB,) 00| X 0,0, 00
i=1 j=1
N 2
= 11> a;,UB, ) hof| = 0 (142)
j=1

Let us now turn to the proof that the sum rule approach
implies the Lorentz group approach, so that the results in
this work are in fact consequences of the sum rules. The
proof is based on a theorem about functions of positive
type on a group (see Dixmier [11]).

A function f(A) on the group SL(2, C) is of positive type
when

N
S aia (A =0

(143)

ij=1
for any N = 1, any complex numbers ay, ..., ay, and any
AL ...,Ay ESL2 O). Then, according to

Theorem 13.4.5 in [11] (C*-algebres), for any such func-
tion f(A) of positive type, there exists a unitary represen-
tation U(A) of SL(2, C) in a Hilbert space H, and an
element ¢, € JH, such that

JA) = (olU(A) o).

Moreover, one may assume that J{ contains no invari-
ant strict subspace containing ¢, and then JH, U(A) and
¢, are unique up to isomorphisms. This will not be used
here, but it will show that a j = 0 IW function completely
determines the Lorentz representation and the scalar state
(or in fact the subrepresentation generated by the scalar
state).

Now, in Sec. VII we have proved, by using only the sum
rules, the positivity-type property (119) of the j = 0 IW
function &(w). To apply the theorem quoted above, we

(144)
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must define, from &£(w), a function f(A) of positive type on
the group SL(2, C). This is done as follows:

f(A) = £((Avp)°) vy = (1,0,0,0) (145)
Indeed we have
FATIA)) = E(vo. AT A jug) = E(Ajug.Ajug)  (146)

and, taking v; = A;vy and v; = A v, in (119), one sees
that (143) is satisfied.

We may conclude, from the sum rules, and from the
positivity-type property of &(w) which follows from them,
that there exists a unitary representation U(A) of SL(2, C)
in a Hilbert space JH, and an element ¢, € JH , such that

§((Av)”) = (olU(A) o) (147)

But this is just the expression (31) of £(w) which occurred
in the Lorentz group approach.

There is a last point to be proved, namely, that the state
¢y € H which occurs here is a scalar under rotations.
This results from the following property of f(A) as defined
by (145):

S(RA) = f(A) R € SU(_2) (148)
Looking at (144), this implies
(UR) o — dolU(A)gg) =0 (149)

for any R € SU(2) and any A € SL(2, C). Applying this
with A = 1 and A = R, one obtains

NUR)po — ¢oll> = (UR)po — ¢polUR)py — pp) = 0O
(150)

so that
UR)py = ¢y

as we wanted to demonstrate.

(151)

IX. ANOTHER APPLICATION OF THE LORENTZ
GROUP APPROACH: CONSISTENCY TEST FOR
ANY ANSATZ OF THE ISGUR-WISE FUNCTION

Section VII was based only on the traditional method of
(generalized Bjorken) sum rules, leaving aside for a while
the representation of the Lorentz group and its decompo-
sition into irreducible representations. We have shown that
the sum rules imply a positive-type property of the IW
function, and that, in the case of an exponential form, there
are functions on which the associated quadratic form is in
fact negative.

Here we return to the main method of this work. As a
result, we obtain a systematic way of testing the consis-
tency of any Ansatz for the IW function. We prove again (in
a more comprehensive way) the inconsistency of the ex-
ponential form, but, as a positive result, we propose other
possible forms for the IW function that we demonstrate to
be consistent.
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A. Inversion of the integral representation
of the Isgur-Wise function

Now, the fundamental question to be solved is the in-
version of the integral representation (65), namely, given a
function &(w), to find the measures dv,(p) and dv,(p) and
a number v, such that (65) holds.

The solution to that problem will be found by Fourier
transforming the function sh(7)&(ch(7)). After multiplying
by sh(7), the dependence on 7 of the right-hand side of (65)
appears via the functions sin(p7) and sh(p7):

sin(p7)

0,00

sh (r)£(ch(r)) = [[ dv,(p)

+ f sh(p7) dvi(p) + v,sh(7).
oif P
(152)

Defining
&(7) = sh(7)&(ch(r))

arather symbolic calculation of the Fourier transform gives

(153)

(Fdo) =5 [ emshimétentr)ar
=3 [, 58t =) — oo+ p)dn, (o)

1 1 L .
+3 [] [0 = i) = 3o+ ip)ldv.(p)

+ %[5(0 — )= 8o+ v, (154)
Here, the mathematically oriented reader is probably hor-
rified, because a Dirac function with a complex argument is
not even a distribution. The usual (Schwartz) Fourier trans-
formation of a distribution applies to a subclass, the tem-
pered distributions, and gives tempered distributions.
However, fulfilling our need, there is a theory of Fourier
transformation of all distributions by Guelfand and Chilov
[15]. The point is that, generally, a distribution is a linear
functional on the space D(R) of the smooth functions with
bounded support. The Fourier transform of a distribution
will then be a linear functional on the space Z(R) made up
of the Fourier transforms of the functions in D(R). This
space is fully described in [15]. Because of the bounded
support of the functions in D(R), the functions in Z(R)
extend to entire functions (analytic in the whole complex
plane), and, for example, the distribution (o — ip) on
Z(R) is defined by

| st~ ipfioris = sip) 1z

The precise definition [as a linear functional on Z(R)] of
the Fourier transform in (154) is then as follows:
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(Fé i) = f " sh(né(ech(r)u(rdr (155)

with
i(p) = foo e "Pu(r)dr u € D(R)

The calculation of the right-hand side of (155) using
(152) involves justified exchanges of integrals, and is al-
most trivial, giving
s i 1 . -

(Fé&w) = —[i(p) — i(—p)ldv,(p)
2 Jio,eof p

L P
#3 J, plitio) = aCipin(p

+ 2 Tali) = a-ly, (156)

for any i € Z(R). The above discussion shows that this
condition (156) on &(w) is fully equivalent to (65).

B. Illustration by the exponential form

Let us see what this gives for an exponential form
Ew) =e W=D of the IW function. The function
sh(7)&(ch(7)) is integrable in this case, and its Fourier
transform is an ordinary function, given by a convergent
integral, which is easily calculated:

(FéXp) = 5 [ emsh(r)expl-cehir)lar

1 e foo . d

= — oy % [_w e o expl—cch(7)]dr

=L e—p foc '™ exp[—cch(r)]dr
27 ¢ —o0
i e

=——pK;,(c) (157)
T C

So, we have
s . i e oo -
Fen =25 [" pky@ip)dp (59

This is indeed of the form (156) [taking into account
K_;,(c) = K;,(c)], with the following measures:

2 e
dvy(p) =— ;szip(c)dp dvi(p)=0 v,=0
(159)
and for the integral representation (65), this gives
2 ef [oo sin(p7)
expl—clw = D] === [ 7 p2K, (0220
T C psh(7)

(w = ch(7)) (160)

But (for any value ¢ > 0), the function K;,(c) of p takes
negative values, as we have seen from (139), so that the
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measure dv,(p) in (159) is not a positive one, contrarily to
what is required in (65).

Nevertheless, we cannot yet conclude at the inconsis-
tency of the exponential form. After all, as far as we know,
a clever choice of the positive measures in (65) could
perhaps give the same result as (160). What is still needed
is a unicity result, namely, we must show that, if a function
&(w) can be put in the form (65), then the measures dv ,(p)
and dv(p) and the number v, are unique. Also, we must
show this without assuming these measures and this num-
ber positive [in order, for instance, to apply this result also
to (160)].

C. Unicity of the representation of the Isgur-Wise
function

Let us now demonstrate that the measures d Vp(p) and
dv,(p) and the number v, are unique in the representation
(65) for the IW function. Moreover, here dv,(p), dv,(p)
and v, are not assumed positive.

To be precise, let us specify that we consider here only
bounded measures. A measure dv is said to be bounded
when [ |dv| < co. Then the integrals of bounded functions,
as in (65), are convergent. The positive measures in (65)
are bounded due to the condition (66).

Actually, an elementary unicity proof is obtained if one
takes the Laplace transform of sh(r)&(ch(7)). The integral
giving the Laplace transform of the right-hand side of
(152) is convergent for Im(z) > 1. So the Laplace trans-
form of sh(7)&(ch(7)) is an analytic function in the half-
plane Im(z) > 1, and a simple calculation, valid for
Im(z) > 1, gives

[ seenirear— [ 40
[0, 00[ :

o0 P> — 27

n / dv,(p)
i —p* =22
Vi

_1 _ Z2

_ j dv(o)
[~Loo[ O — 27

In the last line we have introduced a measure dv(o) on the
set [—1, o[ whose restrictions to the subsets {—1}, | —
1,0[ and [0, oo[ are related to v,, dv,(p) and dv,(p) by
simple changes of variable, so that it is the same thing to
know dv(o) or to know »,, dv,(p) and dv ,(p).

Replacing z by /z with Im(z) > 1 in (161), we have a
function f(z), depending only on the function £(w), given
by

+

(161)

fe@ = [ shmgtenmeiar = [ )
(162)

Independently of v,, dv(p) and dv,(p), this function
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fe(z) is analytic when Im(z) > 1 (for one of the two
determinations of ,/z). This domain in z excludes a para-
bolic region containing [—1, oo[ but, according to the last
member of (162), f¢(z) has an analytic continuation in the
whole complex plane cut by [—1, oo[. And according to the
analytic functions theory, such an analytic continuation is
unique.

Now we are done because, as is well known, the measure
dv(o) can be recovered from the discontinuity across the
cut. Precisely, one has

f Wo)dv(o) = lim L f [f oo + ie)

— felo — ie)Jh(o)do (163)
for any continuous function /(o) going to zero at oo, and
this defines dv(o).

This ends the present proof (in the Lorentz group ap-
proach) of the inconsistency of the exponential form for the
IW function.

D. Summary of the general method to test the
consistency of any Ansatz for
the Isgur-Wise function

With Secs. IXA and IXC, we have now a general
method to test the consistency of any form for the TW
function in the case j = 0, that we summarize now.

Namely, given an Ansatz for the function &(w):

(i) Compute the Fourier transform of sh(7)&(ch(7))
(possibly in the Guelfand-Chilov generalized sense
[15]), as defined by (155).

(i1) When this Fourier transform cannot be written in the
form (156), the Ansatz is inconsistent.

(iii)) When this Fourier transform is written in the form
(156), the Ansatz is consistent if the measures
dv,(p) and dv(p) and the number v, are positive,
and inconsistent if not.

E. Ansdtze for the Isgur-Wise function compatible with
the sum rules

Example 1.—We now use this method to establish the
consistency of

e = (1) (164

for any slope ¢ = % (and inconsistency for 0 < ¢ < %).
One has

&() = sh(7)&(ch(7)) = 2sh(r/2)ch(7/2) 4+, (165)
When ¢ > %, this function is integrable, and its Fourier

transform is an ordinary function, given by a convergent
integral, which can be calculated:
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FéX0) =~ [ /et evar
T J—-o0

— _ 1 1 oo d —4c+2] iTp
o1 _OOI:chh(T/Z) e'Pdr
1

1 foo )
= ip— f ch(r/2) 4 *2eimrdr
2c — 1 T J—

(166)

and by the change of variable t = ¢” we have

A 1 1
(Fé)p) = 4> %——lipﬁ

X[“’(l + ) det2ipt2e-2g;
0

By the change of variable ¢ = %~ we obtain
(FO(P) =4 i
P 2c— 1727

X ]1 sip+2072(1 _ S)*ip+2072ds
0
1 I'Qc+ip—1I'Q2c—ip—1)
2 I'de—1)
So, (155) writes, for the Ansatz (164):

4% o TQc+ip—1DIQ2c—ip—1)
I'4c—1)

= 4%ip

(Fé i) =

i—
27T — 00
X ii(p)dp

This is indeed of the form (156) with the following mea-
sures:

(167)

#2¢ FQc+ip — D
dvy(p) = p’ Te—1)

v, =0

(168)
dv(p) =0

Since these measures are positive, the consistency of (164)
is established for the slopes ¢ > %

To treat the cases ¢ = % we have to find the generalized
Fourier transform of sh(7)&(ch(7)). To that end, we use
analytic continuation in c¢. The above calculation of the
Fourier transform (167) is valid for complex ¢ provided

Re(c) > % Considering (155), Eq. (167) writes

[ () e
4% /00 I'Cec+ip—DI'Q2c—ip—1)

T B T(4c — 1)
X i(p)dp

for any u € D(R). This formula is proved for Re(c) > 1,
but the left-hand side is an entire function of ¢ (due to the
bounded support of u«). So, the right-hand side must have
an analytic continuation, which will give the needed gen-
eralized Fourier transform of &(7).

(169)
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First, we can directly take the limit ¢ — % in (169), and
also in (167) and (168), establishing the consistency of
(164) also for the slope ¢ = 5.

It is more tricky to go to Re(c) < % Let us write
c =41+ ye) (170)

with y > 0 small, and see what happens when 6 goes from
0 to 7r. Writing

I'c+ip—1DI'Qc—ip—1)
~ Tyel? +ip + D)I(ye? —ip +1)
(p —ive”)(p + iye”)

a71)

one sees that, in the right-hand side of (171), there are two
poles p = *+ivye'®, which, when 6 goes to 7 from below,
approach the path of integration (which is the real axis). To
have an analytic function, one must then deform the path of
integration to avoid these poles. For Z < 6 < 3T the new
path can be decomposed into the old path (the real axis), a
counterclockwise small circle around the pole p = iye'? in
the lower complex half-plane, and a clockwise small circle
around the pole p = —iye' in the upper half-plane. The
integrals along the small circles are given by the residue
theorem, and the obtained analytic continuation of Eq.
(169) to 0 <Re(c) <3 is

f:’;sh(f)< 1 f w>zcu(7)d7'
4% (o TQc+ip—DI'Q2c—ip—1)
T r ) T4 — 1)
X i(p)dp + 2 \[a(i(1 — 2¢)) — a(—i(1 — 2¢))]

(172)

When c is real with 0 < ¢ < %, this is indeed of the form
(156) with the following measures:

42 |IT'2c+ip —1)|?
_T 2
v, (p) e I'4c—1)

dvy(p) = (1 = 2)2%8(p — (1 — 2¢))

(173)

v, =0

Since these measures are positive when 711 = ¢, the consis-
tency of (164) is established for the slopes } = ¢ <1.1If
0 < ¢ <4y, the measure dv,(p) is negative and inconsis-
tency follows.

The decomposition (65) of the Ansatz (164) into irre-
ducible IW functions [given by (62)—(64)] is

2 \2¢ 4% feo _|T'QRc+ip — 1)

— 2 d
<1 + w) 7 Jo P I'(de — 1) €0, (Wdp
+0(1 = 20)(1 = 2¢)2% & 1 5. (w)

(174)

When ¢ = % the decomposition of the representation of
the Lorentz group involves only the irreducible represen-
tations of the principal series, with a continuous combina-
tion of all (n = 0) of them. When 1 < ¢ <1, we have a
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direct sum of such a continuous combination and of one of
the irreducible representations of the supplementary series.
When ¢ = %, the representation is reduced to the p 2%
irreducible representation of the supplementary series:

2 \1/2
(7)) = &anom (175)

When 0 < ¢ <, the weight of £, , is <0, and this of
course cannot occur from decomposition of a
representation.

Example 2.—As another application, we establish the
consistency of the IW function

1

&w) = [+ Sw— 1P

(176)

for any slope ¢ = 1 (and inconsistency for 0 < ¢ < 1).
The function

sh(7)

En) = ShDEeh(r) = e

(177)

is integrable (for ¢ > 0), and its Fourier transform is an
ordinary function, given by a convergent integral:

e"Pdr  (178)

A 1 e sh(7)
Fow =5 [ i C(ch(r) — D

Let us compute it. One has

(Fé)(p) = -2 °°[

c2m J-

d 1
dr 1+ 5(ch(r) — 1)

]e”pdr

ePdr (t = e7)

2, 1[00 1

_l —_—

¢Par )y T+5(ch(r) — 1)
2 1 0 1P
—ip— - dt
CIPZWL t+4(1—1)?

The denominator is written as follows:

t+%(] —1)? = 2(1‘— 1)t — 1)

2 2\2
1112:1_—i (1_—)_1
C Cc

and the integral is obtained by a calculus of residues:
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N 8. 1 [« tir

4 dp 1
2 sh(mp) 2
o (=t — i0)iP — (=t + i0)P
o (t— 1)t — 1)
4 p
= T 2 sh(mp) oSl Freslir)
(=n”
w_ U
(t — 1)t — 1)
_ 4 p ()P ()
c? sh(mp) L =1
So, (155) writes
P _i o p o (=1)P = (—1)"P _
(Fé ) = 7 f_w Hr) P— i(p)dp
(179)

This is indeed of the form (156) with the following mea-
sures:

8 p? (—1)P — (=1
dv =i— d
»(p) c* sh(mp) STl ) (180)
st(P) =0 v, = 0

and the decomposition (65) of (176) into irreducible IW
functions (62)—(64) is

1 L 8 00 ,02
[1+5(w— DP l?[o sh(mp)
(1) = (=1p)"

I —h

X

fp,O,p(W)dp
(181)

Now, when 0 < ¢ < 1,onehas 1 < % — 1 and, replacing
¢ by a parameter y > 0 by ch(y) =2 — 1, one has 1, =

—e Y and t, = —e”. Then (181) writes
1 8 [ p° sin(yp)
— == dp,
[I+5w—DF ¢ fo sh(ap) sh(y) EpopW)dp
(182)
and when 1 < ¢, one has —1 < % — 1 <1 and, replacing ¢
by a parameter 0 <y < 7 by cos(y) =2 — 1, one has
t; = —e” and t, = —e . Then (181) writes
1 8 (> p* sh(yp)
T Tm — dp.
T30 0F = Jy st shiy) Enan)4s
(183)

For the case ¢ = 1, we can take the limit y — 0 in (182) or
(183):
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1 8 p3
[1+5w— NP 2 j;) sh(mp) Epop(Widp. (184)

Since the weight of &, ,(w) in (182) takes negative
values, the Ansatz (176) is incompatible with the sum rules
when 0 <c¢ <.

Since the weight of &, ,(w) in (183) and (184) is
positive, the Ansatz (176) is compatible with the sum rules
when 1 = c.

Example 3.—As a last application, we establish the
consistency with the sum rules of

1
(w+ Vw? = 1)

for any value ¢ = 0 of the parameter. Here c¢ is not the
slope. In fact, for ¢ > 0 all the derivatives at w = 1 are
infinite, so that the bounds on these derivatives are helpless
in this case.

We have to compute the Fourier transform of the func-
tion

Ew)=e 7= (185)

&(r) = sh(r)&(ch(7)) = sh(r)e !

When Re(c) > 1, this functions is integrable, and its
Fourier transform is an ordinary function given by a con-
vergent integral

(186)

(FéNp) =5 [ shme Fevar s
which is easily calculated:
2 I, 4c
(Fé(p) = 2 P T e T D ] (188)

This is indeed of the form (156) with the following mea-
sures:

dv (p) — 4¢ p2 d
Y T e — 12 + PPl + 12 + 0217 (189)
dvi(p) =0  »,=0

Since these measures are positive for ¢ real, the consis-
tency of (185) is established for ¢ > 1.

To treat the cases ¢ = 1, we have to find the generalized
Fourier transform of {,9 (7), and to that end, as in the case of
the ““dipolar” form (164), we use analytic continuation in
¢. Combining the general definition (155) of the Fourier
transform with the Fourier transform (186) already calcu-
lated, we have

o 4 _2c¢ [ 4
[ touar =i [ e
% #(0)dp (190)

for any u € D(R). This formula is proved for Re(c) > 1,
but the left-hand side is an entire function of ¢ (due to the
bounded support of u), so the right-hand side must have an
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analytic continuation, which will give the needed general-
ized Fourier transform of ().

First, we can directly take the limit ¢ — 1 in (190), and
also in (188) (in the sense of tempered distributions) and
(189), establishing the consistency of (185) also for ¢ = 1.

Going down to Re(c) < 1 is quite similar to the case of
the dipolar form (164). In the integrand of (190), there are
two poles

(191)

which, when ¢ goes around ¢ = 1 from above, approach
the path of integration (which is the real axis). To have an
analytic function, one must then deform the path of inte-
gration to avoid these poles. The new path can be decom-
posed into the old path (the real axis), a counterclockwise
small circle around the pole p = i(c — 1) in the lower
complex half-plane, and a clockwise small circle around
the p = —i(c — 1) in the upper complex half-plane. The
integrals along the small circles are given by the residue
theorem, and the obtained analytic continuation of (186) to
0 =Re(c) <l1is

N _2c [ P
[ énmrar=i Lo[(c “1P 1 o2l + 17+ 7]
X i(p)dp + 5[a(i(1 - o)

—i(=i(1—0))] (192)

When c is real with 0 < ¢ < 1, this is indeed of the form
(156) with the following measures:

p==xilc—1)

4c p?

27 [(c = D + p?ll(c + 1)* + p7] ° (193)
dvy(p) = (1 —c)é(p — (1 —c))dp

Since these measures are positive when 0 < ¢ < 1, the
consistency of (185) is established for these values of c. For
¢ =0, &(w) = 1 is just the irreducible IW function given
by the trivial representation. So, we have consistency for
all c = 0.

The decomposition (65) of (185) into irreducible IW
functions [given by (62)—(64)] is, for ¢ > 0,

dv,(p) =

v, =0

1 _dc [ P’

(v + 2 1) _ﬁ/o [(c =12+ p?Il(c + 1) + p?]
X fp,ojp(w)dp

+60(1 —c)(1 —c)é; - (w)

The fact that all the derivatives at w = 1 are infinite is
due to the slow decrease of the measure dv,, (p), for which
the moments w; = (x*) defined in (80) are divergent for
k=1.

(194)

X. PHENOMENOLOGICAL APPLICATIONS

Before concluding, let us summarize the main phenome-
nological consequences of the present paper. From a prac-
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tical perspective, we have a number of interesting results
for possible simple forms of the j = 0 IW function.

We have illustrated our different general results with
some one-parameter Ansdtze for the IW function (from
now on we make the replacement ¢ = p? for the slope,
when it is finite), namely:

(i) the dipole form (109):

2 \20% ) 1
= > _
&w) (w - 1) PR =7 (195)
(i1) the true dipole shape (111):
1
Ew) = 7 pi =1 (196)
[1+2w-1P
(iii) the form found in Sec. VIB (115):
sh(r4f1 —3p3)  sin(r4/3p3 — 1)
&w) = =
sh(7)4/1 —=3p37  sh(r)y/3p3 — 1
w = ch(7) pi =0 (197)
(iv) the form proposed in Sec. IX E:
1
Ew)=——f+—— c=0 (198)
(v + 2Ty

for which at w = 1 all derivatives are infinite if ¢ > 1.
Let us comment on these different possible one-
parameter models for the IW function and briefly remind
the results obtained above.
(i) The dipole form (195) was proposed in the case of
the meson IW function [16]. For this function we
have shown in Sec. VI A that all the bounds (101)—
(103) imply pf\ = %, suggesting that this form is
acceptable if this lower bound is fulfilled. Indeed,
following the consistency test of Sec. IX, we have
shown that this form is consistent for any slope p% =
+ (and inconsistent for 0 < p3 <1).
(i1) The true dipole form is a model proposed in [17] for
baryon decay (196). For it, we have shown in
Sec. VI A that the bounds (101)-(103) imply pﬁ\ =
2, pi =13, and p} =0.86, lower bounds that
slowly converge towards 1 with the constraints on
increasing order derivatives. Indeed, following the
consistency test of Sec. IX, we have shown that this
form is consistent for any slope pf\ = 1 (and incon-
sistent for 0 < p3 < 1).
(iii)) The form (197) is a result of the present paper if the
lower bound on the curvature (101) is saturated, i.e.
o3 =2pi(1 + p3). It satisfies all the constraints
for any value of the slope p3 = 0.
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(iv) The form (198) is interesting because it satisfies all
the constraints for ¢ = 0, with all its derivatives
being infinite at zero recoil if ¢ > 0.

These simple one-parameter forms will be useful in the
future to fit the differential decay width for the process
A, — A {€v, with quite different possibilities, and thus
guess a possible variation of |V,,|. In this sense, the form
(198) constitutes an extreme case, since all the derivatives
are infinite at w = 1.

Another extreme case is the one-parameter form

Ew)=1— e ¢/w=D) c>0 (199)

for which &(w) — 0 for w — oo, and all its derivatives
vanish at w = 1. But according to Sec. VIB [see (114)],
if the slope vanishes one gets £(w) = 1, and only the trivial
representation contributes to the integral formula (65), with
v, = 1. Therefore, the Ansatz (199) is inconsistent with the
sum rules.

Finally, let us comment on the exponential form (107)

é(w) = exp[—pi(w — 1] (200)

that was proposed by Jenkins, Manohar, and Wise [18] and
by Pervin, Roberts, and Capstick [17]. In the large N, and
heavy quark limit studied in [18] there is an important
subtlety that we discuss at the end of this section.

For the exponential form we have shown in Sec. VI A
that the bounds (101)—(103) imply, respectively, pﬁ = 1.5,
pg\ = 2.5, and p?\ = 4.28. The lower bound on the slope
grows with the constraints on higher and higher deriva-
tives, suggesting that the exponential form is not consis-
tent. Indeed, we have demonstrated in Sec. VII from the
sum rules that the IW function is of positive type, and that
the exponential Ansatz is inconsistent with this property for
any value of the slope pﬁ > 0. We have exposed an alter-
native demonstration following the general consistency
test formulated for any form of the IW function in
Sec. IXB.

Let us make a final remark on the exponential form
(200). This form was suggested in the paper by Jenkins,
Manohar, and Wise [18] within a model based on QCD in
the heavy quark and large N, limits, with a slope of the
order

p%\ = ANE/ 2

A= 0(1) (201)

However, one must keep in mind that formula (200) with
the slope (201) is valid, according to [18], for
w—1=0WN.? (202)

This means that in this scheme (200) would be valid in the
heavy quark limit, but for fixed

x=pilw—1) (203)

As we said in [8], the bound (101) obtained in the physical
situation N. = 3 is trivially satisfied in the large N, limit,
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as it is obvious from (200) and (201). However, the phe-
nomenological guess (3.8) from [18], pf\ = 1.3, slightly
violates the bound, and we have more generally demon-
strated that the exponential form is inconsistent.

But there is a subtle point concerning the exponential
form (200) at fixed x = p3(w — 1) (203). Indeed, the
dipole form (195), that satisfies all the theoretical con-
straints, becomes, performing the change of variables

(203) and taking the limit p3 = O(NZ/?) — co:

e = (2" = ()"

203

— 203 1og(1+(x/2p3)) — p=x — p=PR(W=1) (204)
Therefore, within the conditions (201) and (202), i.e. for a
very large slope and an infinitesimally small phase space,
the exponential form (200) can be rigorously replaced by
the dipole form (195), that satisfies all the theoretical
constraints formulated in the present paper. Therefore,
for finite slope and the whole phase space it would be
convenient on theoretical grounds to replace the exponen-
tial form by the dipole form.

XI. CONCLUSION

The present paper explores new methods to study Isgur-
Wise functions based on the Lorentz group. The IW func-
tion is expressed in terms of the scalar product of the initial
and final light clouds of the heavy hadron, that involves a
unitary representation of the Lorentz group. The method
uses the decomposition of this unitary representation into
irreducible representations and under the SU(2) subgroup
of rotations. The approach has practical consequences,
namely, constraints on the possible IW functions, that
can be applied to the different parametrizations proposed
in the literature.

For the moment, we have applied this method to the case
of a light cloud with j* = 07, relevant to the decay A, —
A €v,. This case is more involved from the point of view
of group theory than the ground state meson case j© = %_.
We leave the latter, being more complicated from the spin
point of view, for future work.

We have shown, in the present baryon case, that the
enumeration and explicit formulas for the relevant irreduc-
ible representations allows one to give an integral formula
for the IW function &(w) involving positive measures. Not
only the principal series of the unitary representations of
the Lorentz group appear, but also the so-called supple-
mentary series. This powerful formula allows one in turn to
express the derivatives of the IW function at zero recoil as
moments of a variable with positive values.

The corresponding positivity constraints on determi-
nants of these moments imply in turn bounds on the kth
derivative of the IW function £®(1) in terms of the lower
derivatives £ (1) (n = 0, 1, ...k — 1). We have illustrated

054006-22



ISGUR-WISE FUNCTIONS AND UNITARY ...

these bounds for three one-parameter models of the TW
function proposed in the literature, namely, the exponential
form and two different kinds of the dipole forms. The
exponential form, unlike the dipole forms, appears to be
somewhat pathological in this respect.

We have also demonstrated that if one of the bounds is
saturated (e.g. the bound on the curvature in terms of the
slope), then one gets a completely explicit and simple one-
parameter form of the IW function.

Then we have used the sum rule approach [8], and
demonstrated that the IW function is a function of positive
type. This allows one to show, as an example, that the
exponential form for the IW function is not consistent
with this property.

We demonstrate also, using the positive-type property,
that the Lorentz group method developed in the present
paper, and this is important, is equivalent to the sum rule
approach. Moreover, the Lorentz group method sheds an-
other light on the long distance physics, and summarizes
all the possible constraints of the sum rule approach.

Finally, we have formulated a general consistency test
for any given Ansatz of the IW function. We have applied
this criterion to several phenomenological one-parameter
forms proposed in the literature, like the exponential and
the dipole forms, and shown that the former is inconsistent,
while the two latter forms are consistent when the slope
satisfies some lower bounds.

Hopefully, LHCb will provide new data on the decay
A, — A €D, that we know has a large branching ratio, of
the order of 5.1072, measured at LEP, roughly half of the
total semileptonic rate A;, — X .€7,. One expects at LHCb
roughly 3.10'°A, — A €7, events/year [19] and possibly
one could give a precise measurement of the differential
rate. This measurement has a twofold interest. One con-
cerns heavy quark hadronic physics, namely, in particular,
the shape of the IW function, the object of the present
paper. The other is an independent useful exclusive deter-
mination of |V,,|, since there is still at present some
tension between the exclusive and the inclusive determi-
nations in B decays, the former giving a smaller value,
although with a larger error.

For the decay A, — A €7, theoretical work remains to
be done. One should include radiative corrections within
heavy quark effective theory and 1/m, corrections, as well
as the Wilson coefficients that make the matching with the
physical form factors, a program that was realized in the
case of mesons by Dorsten [20]. This would allow one to
compare with the future data and with other theoretical or
phenomenological schemes of baryon form factors at finite
mass. Also, once these necessary improvements are real-
ized, any future fit to the differential distribution of A, —
A £v, should take into account the constraints formulated
here for the IW function.

It is important to apply the method of the present paper
to mesons. In this case one has the complication of spin,
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since the light cloud has j* = %_, but we have noticed that

from the point of view of the Lorentz group the problem
seems simpler because only the principal series of the
representations of the Lorentz group appears. This program
will be the object of a forthcoming work.
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APPENDIX A: SCALAR PRODUCTS IN HILBERT
SPACES OF THE SUPPLEMENTARY SERIES

In this appendix, we describe a trick (which can be found
in [12]) useful to compute scalar products (42) in the
Hilbert space of a representation of the supplementary
series.

The matrices R € SU(2) are of the form

_ a_ b 2 2 _
R (_b a) a2+ 162 =1 (Al
Parametrizing a and b by
0\ . 0\ .
a= cos(—)e“/’ b= sin(—)e””
2 2 (A2)
O=d¢, ¢yp=2m0=0=m)
the normalized invariant measure on SU(2) writes
1
dR = 5.2 sinfd@dpdy (A3)
T

Defining R(z, «) € SU(2) for (z, @) € C X [0, 27[ by
1 . )
4=—— o p=__ e (A4

J1T+ 2P V1 + [z

the Jacobian is
1 1
272 (1 + |z|?)?
Noting that, abbreviating R(z, @) to R and R(Z/, &') to R/,
one has

dR(z, a) = d*zda (A5)

T e (A6)
and (using R/;' = —R/, and R/;' = R},, which follow
from detR = 1)

- R/12 _ Ry _ Rl12R22 - R/22R12 _ (R/_IR)12
RyRa RyRy
(A7)

the scalar product (42), rewritten here for convenience

(¢'Np) = | &' — 21> 2p(2)d* d°z (A8)

can be written as follows:
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($'lp) = 7 [|R |20~ 2¢(

and by a change of varible R — R’'R, one obtains

Next, applying the transformation law (39) with A =
(Us,(R™D)(2) = IRy

(U, ,(R™)$)() = IRy, + Ry, 2l 2 2¢(

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

(U, ' )2

22

This expresses a part of the integrand in (A10), which
becomes

R/ R
R R) P Rl 202 (2 ‘Q)dR dR (A9)
»
R'R
@l =7 [ 1RG0 2d (2 12)|R12|2P 2|(R'R) |2~ 2¢(( : )‘z)dR'dR (A10)
R22 (R R)22
R'™!, we have
1 _lel
R 2¢(L_12)
2 R,lll RlzlIZ
1zt Rl]2)
R, + Ry z (A11)
W (RH)¢)<@) _ (|R§2R22 + R'21R12|) 20~ 2¢(R'11R12 + R12R22>
P Ry, |R| Ry Ry + Ry Ry
—9pen ((R'R)12
= IR 2N R Rl 22 )
) 2 2 ¢ (R'R)»,
|
From (A4), one sees that
i
rew=reo(y S) @

(Bl ) = 7 fue |20~ 2¢( 12)|R 202
Ry (A12)

IRy =22 72(U, (R~ 1)¢)< Z)dR’dR

Returning to the variables z’ and @' for R" and z and « for
R, we obtain the following expression for the scalar prod-
uct (42) in the Hilbert space H 5,p Of the representation in
the supplementary series labeled by p:

(¢'l¢) = % f(l + 1212771 (2)] 2] 2
X (Us ,(R(Z, ")) (2)d*zd*c da’  (A13)

This result will be used in Appendix B and in Appendix C.

APPENDIX B: CALCULATION OF
NORMALIZATION CONSTANTS

In this appendix, we compute the normalization con-
stants in (48) and (50).

Principal series.—Using the notation R(z, a) for the
rotation defined by (A4), we write (48) as follows:

d)i’;[’p Z) pnp(l + |Z|2)lp an/ZM(R(Z’ O)_l) (Bl)

where N7j/” is the normalization constant here to be
found. We have to compute the following scalar product:

@10 = NNz [ 1)
X D'y (R 01

X D,y (R(z 0)")d?z (B2)

and because Dfl . yw(R), as defined by (16), is a matrix

element with on the left an eigenstate of the Oz component

of the angular momentum, with eigenvalue n/2, one has
D), y(Rz @)™ ) =e"D) , (R(z0)7") (B4

and we may rewrite (B2) as follows:
@) = NEsENTe S [ Ry

X DL/Z M/(R(Z, a)_l)*

X Dn (R a) Nd?zda (B5)

since the integrand does not in fact depend on «. Using the
Jacobian (AS), this gives

B I) = NN [ D] (R

I RDdR

By the change of variable of integration R — R~!, which
leaves invariant the measure dR, this reduces to the scalar
product (47) of the rotation matrix elements, and one
obtains

X D’ (B6)

T

PP PP PP ATDILP
(U dT") = NUVINT 5 85 Bumr (BT
So, the normalization constant is
- 2j + 1
Nf;,}p = p- (B8)
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Supplementary series.—Using the notation R(z, ) for
the rotation defined by (A4), we write (50) as follows:

Bh(2) = Nip (1 + 121777 'Df ,(R(z. 0)™))  (BY)

where N7y is the normalization constant to be found.

Using (Al 3) for the scalar product in the supplementary
series, we have

oy e el
Gl = 5= [+ 1P g3, @l
pRE, &) NP ()d*zd*e da!
(B10)

X (U

Now, because the (bif,, (for —j = M = j) are the standard
basis of the representation j of SU(2), we have

(U, (R &) )34 = Dl (R a) )50,

M//
(B11)
Using (B9) and (B11), the scalar product (B10) writes
(30 d50n)
— SNUNE,
M//

><— [ 220721 + |21 DI (R(z, 0) a2z

X [ (1 + 117 2D]  (R(, @)1

X D)y (R, o) DdZ de! (B12)

[ 122221 + [2?) =P~ D o(R(z, 0) )l

0=k=j

0=k=j

m Y (-1

"2 ()G
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where we have also used the fact that D{)I‘ w(R(E, a7
does not depend on a' [see (B4)]. Using the Jacobian (A5),

the second integral is
1 * —1
2 f D}, (R™Y)*D), ,,(R")dR

7T

B13
2]+1 (B13)

8j,j/ SO,MH 6M,M/

so that (B12) reduces to

o
sp S, P
/M’Nsz +1

x [1ePeo2(1 4 12y e

X D} o(R(z, 00" Nz

8j,j’8M,M/

(b5 =
(B14)

Now, from (46), with a=1/J1+|z]> and b=

—z/4/1 + |z]?, we have
2%
e

(B15)

Djo(R(z 01 = (1+ |z|2)_jZ(—1)k<£)(j J
k

The calculation of the remaining integral then goes as
follows:

Z (_1)k<i>( .ik)[|zl2p+2k—2(1 + |Z|2)—p—j—ld2z
0=k=j

m Y (—1f

< )( ) xP“‘ W1+ x)—Pi~ 1dx<x—>1yfy)
< )( ) y”“‘ (1 = yykdy

Fip+K)I'G—k+1)
F(p+j+1)

_ JF@) [(p + k)
- r(p+1+1)z( (k) KIT(p)
J'T(p) ptk—1
= (—
F(P+J+1)z ()( k )
_ J'T(p) > PY_ Jj'T'(p) j=p
HP+J+D J—k k Flp+j+D\ j

and gives

[ 1220721 + [2P) =7~ D o(R(z, 0) ) =

IL'(G—p+ DIl(p)
I'G+p+ DA - p)

(B16)
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With (B14), this gives the final result for the scalar product

2
(Bl = NN

M0 25+ 1
TG-—p+ Dl o o
LG+ p+ DI = p) 7MY

(B17)
So, the normalization constant is
, 2j+1 [I'(G+p+ DI(1 —
Nop = Y2 U+ p+ DI~ p) (B1S)
’ T LG —p+ Dl(p)

APPENDIX C: CALCULATION OF THE
IRREDUCIBLE ISGUR-WISE FUNCTIONS FOR
THE j = 0 CASE

In this appendix, we compute the IW functions (62) and
(63) for the j = 0 state in the irreducible representations of
SL(2, C). These functions are in fact known, and can be
found in [12] (with some changes of notation) under the
name of ‘“‘elementary spherical functions.”

Principal series.—The integral (59) for &, ,(w) is
directly computed. Integrating over the angle gives

£,0,(W) = [:(1 + x)7 P (eT + e 7x)P " dx  (Cl)

and by the change of variable x = 1%}7, we obtain

Supplementary series.—The integral for &; ,(w) is more
involved. In order to use (A13), it is convenient to rewrite
&, p(w) in the form

(C2)

£pw) = (U, (A-D) 501 00 (C3)
where we have used the unitarity of U; ,(A),
UM =U, (M) =U,, (A7) A7'=A_,
(C4)
In (A13), we have then the following simplification:
(U, (R(Z, @) y)(2) = by(2) (C5)

due to the fact that ¢ { is a scalar under the subgroup
SU(2) of SL(2, C), and we obtain

00 = [0 2P0 W (A8 a2 |
X [ ] |z|2ﬂ*2¢3g<z>d2z]

The function ¢ { is given by (53) and U, ,(A_,)¢dg is
then given by (43)

(Co)

50(0) = Y2 (1 4 |2y

o

UM D35 =L (e + ey )
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The integrals in (C6) are then directly computed:
[(1 + |Z/|2)p71(€77 + eTIZI|2)*p71d2ZI

= 77[00(1 +x)P e ™+ e"x) P dx
0

1
7 [lert =y + e ay
0
_mePT—e PT  sh(p7)
p e —e T 77.psh(T)

(C8)

f|z|2p_2(1 + |z[2) 7P 1g? 7 = W[OO xP7H1 + x)7P lgx
0

1
= [wa=2 (©
0 p

and we obtain
sh(p7)
psh(r)

&spw) = (C10)

APPENDIX D: EXPANSION IN POWERS OF (w — 1)
OF THE IRREDUCIBLE j = 0 ISGUR-WISE
FUNCTION

In this appendix, we obtain the whole expansion in
powers of w — 1 of the IW function for the j = 0 state in
the irreducible representations of SL(2, C).

We work with the function &,.(w) defined by (71) which,
when x = 0, covers all the cases (62)—(64). It is not easy to
obtain the w — 1 expansion directly from (71) since in this
formula the dependence in w occurs through 7=
Arcch(w).

We now obtain an integral representation (D3) for &,(w)
in which the dependence on w is explicit and simple. To
this end, let us compute the integral

00 g4
1 = ——d
a(w) .[0 (1 +2ws + 5?) S

00 59
= d
_/;) (s+e)(s+e ) g
which is convergent for —1 < Re(a) < 1. A standard cal-
culus of residues gives

(D)

7 1 fo(—z—i0)*— (—z+i0)"
La(w) = sin(mra) 2im Jo (z+eDN(z+e™ dz

T
= — m(reszz_er + reSZ:_eﬂ-)

(—2)°

(z+e)(z+e)

T e e

T sin(7a) I:(—eT +e ) * (—e ™+ eT):I
7 sh(at)

B sin(7ra) sh(7r) ®2)

Then for £,(w) = sh(7/1 — x)/sh(7)+/1 — x we have
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sin(7+/1 — x) joo sVI=x

o 1+ 2ws+ 52

§:w) =

ds (D3)
1 — x

valid for x > 0.
We can now expand at w = 1:

sin(7+/1 — x)
71 —x
Ji—x

0 k+
x 3 (— 1)kt —1k/ L d
1;)( R (i

£ulw) =

(D4)
The integral is directly calculated:

1
ds=[ tFVI=X (1 — V1> gy

0

T+ V1I=x+DI'k—+/1—x+1)
N 2k +1)!
71 —x 1

- sin(7r/1 — x) 2k + 1)!
X lil[(i2 — 1)+ x]
i=1

~ Sk+x/]*x
[0 (1 +S)2k+2

(D5)

where we have used
|

f(Wif) = Z Z T(Ln)(Wi)*T(Ln)(Wf) Z CL,k(W,2 - 1)k(W§- - l)k{(Win - Wif)L_2k -

n L=0 0=k=L/2

X (wp + Dwiwp — wip)E250 + 2k(wowy — wyp)E 2] +

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

V1 —x+DI(—J/1—x+1) = SH:(Ti \1/1__x) (D6)
o — X

and we obtain

-

£dw) = 3 (-2 ey

k=0

k
l_[(x + 2= 1)(w— 1k
i=1

(D7)

This deduction of (D7) is valid only when x> 0.
Considering the case x = 0, we have

k
[T =1 =6k
i=1

so that the formula (D7) reduces to &y(w) =1, and is
therefore true also in this case.

APPENDIX E: SUM RULE FOR THE ISGUR-WISE
FUNCTION IN THE j = 0 CASE

In [8], from the OPE and the nonforward amplitude, we
have demonstrated the following sum rule for the j =0
case:

TR 1[(L —2k)(w; + 1)

m[(L —2k)(3 + 4k)(w; + D(w, + 1)

X (wiwp = wip)E 7R+ (L = 20)(L — 2k — D)(w; + D(wy + Dwwy +w; +wp — 1= 2wyy)

X (Wle - W[f)L*Zk*Z + 4k2(Wle - W[f)Lizk]}

(ED

where w; = v.v', w; = v, w;y = v.v,and v;, vy, and v’ are the initial, final and intermediate state four-velocities in
the sum rule, respectively, T(L")(w) are the IW functions for the transition 0™ — L with P = (—1)%, and the coefficients

Cp i are given by

(L)? (2L — 2k)!
Cri=(—1fF E2
= (1) (2L)! kML — k)!(L — 2k)! 2
From this sum rule we have demonstrated the inequalities for the slope (100) [9] and for the curvature (101).
We have recently realized that the expression for this sum rule can enormously be simplified.
First, let us group the terms in (E1), that gives
n * n 1 — —
f(Wif) = Z z T(L)(Wi) T(L)(Wf)m Z CL,k(W% - l)k(W} - l)k(Win - Wif)L 2* 2{[(2L + 1)2
n L=0 ( ) 0=k=L/2
—4QL + Dk + 8k2](w,-wf — w,-f)2 —2(L = 2k)(L — 2k — 1)(w? — l)k(wjzr - 1)} (E3)
Next, using the expression for the Legendre polynomials
1 (2L — 2k)!
p = N (=) L2k E4
() 2L§( T — oL — 201" 9

one gets
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o2k _or (LY
D Cpxtt=2 P(x)  (ES)
0=k=L/2 (2L)'
Defining now the variable xif as
ﬁw—ww—n

one obtains, from (E3), the following expression for the
sum rule:

=zzﬂwrkpm+w( DH?

n L=0

f(Wif)

X (wh—=DE2 3 Cp k72102 + 6L — 8k
0=k=L/2

+ 1= 2(L = 2K)(L — 2k = (1 = x)x;?
ET)

that can be written in terms of derivatives of Legendre
polynomials:

n * __(n 2L (L‘)Z
f(Wtf ;LZOT( )(Wi) Ti)(Wf)m(ZL)!
X (W} = 2w = DER[L2 +2L + 1)Py (xip)
+ 4 Pp(xip) = 2(1 = x7) P (x;7)] (E8)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 054006 (2009)

and from the differential equation satisfied by the Legendre
polynomials

(1 = x?)PY(x) — 2xPi(x) + L(L + 1)P;(x) =0 (E9)

one gets

(n)(wi)*T(Ln)(Wf)

f(w,»—zzz (LY?

n L=0 ZL)'
X (w2 = DE2(w2 = DE2P(xy)  (EL0)

that gives finally the simple expression for the sum rule,
used in Sec. VII:

f(Wif) Z Z T(n) (L”)(Wf)
n L=0
X Z Cri(w? — 1)k(W% — 1k
0=k=L/2

X (W,Wf - Wl'f)L_2k (El 1)

[1] N. Isgur and M. Wise, Phys. Lett. B 232, 113 (1989); 237,
527 (1990).

[2] A.F. Falk, Nucl. Phys. B378, 79 (1992).

[3] F Jugeau, A. Le Yaouanc, L. Oliver, and J.-C. Raynal,
Phys. Rev. D 70, 114020 (2004).

[4] J.D. Bjorken, Stanford Linear Accelerator Center Report
No. SLAC-PUB-5278, 1990.

[5] N. Isgur and M. Wise, Phys. Rev. D 43, 819 (1991).

[6] N. Uraltsev, Phys. Lett. B 501, 86 (2001); J. Phys. G 27,
1081 (2001).

[7]1 A.Le Yaouanc, L. Oliver, and J.-C. Raynal, Phys. Rev. D
67, 114009 (2003); Phys. Lett. B 557, 207 (2003); Phys.
Rev. D 69, 094022 (2004).

[8] A.Le Yaouanc, L. Oliver, and J.-C. Raynal, Phys. Rev. D
79, 014023 (2009).

[9] N. Isgur, M. Wise, and M. Youssefmir, Phys. Lett. B 254,
215 (1991).

[10] H. Georgi, Phys. Lett. B 240, 447 (1990).
[11] J. Dixmier, Les Algebres d’Opérateurs dans I’Espace

Hilbertien (Algebres de von Neumann) (Gauthier-Villars,

Cahiers Scientifiques, Paris, 1957); Les C*-algebres et
leurs  Représentations  (Gauthier-Villars,  Cahiers
Scientifiques, Paris, 1964).

[12] M. A. Naimark, Les Représentations Linéaires Du Groupe
De Lorentz (Dunod, Paris, 1962).

[13] M.B. Voloshin, Phys. Rev. D 46, 3062 (1992).

[14] A.G. Grozin and G. P. Korchemsky, Phys. Rev. D 53, 1378
(1996).

[15] I.M. Guelfand and G. E. Chilov, Les Distributions, Tome 1
(Dunod, Paris, 1972).

[16] V. Morénas, A. Le Yaouanc, L. Oliver, O. Pene, and J.-C.
Raynal, Phys. Rev. D 56, 5668 (1997).

[17] M. Pervin, W. Roberts, and S. Capstick, Phys. Rev. C 72,
035201 (2005).

[18] E. Jenkins, A. Manohar, and M. Wise, Nucl. Phys. B396,
38 (1993).

[19] A. Fridman and R. Kinnunen, CERN Report No. CERN-
PPE/93-61, 1993.

[20] M. Dorsten, Phys. Rev. D 70, 096013 (2004).

054006-28



