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1 Introduction

The theoretical description of exclusive or semi-inclusive B meson decays into final states
consisting of light particles is currently a topic of high interest. What distinguishes these
decays from inclusive decays or decays into heavy (charmed) mesons, where the heavy
quark expansion and heavy quark effective theory are useful, is the detection of particles
or jets with small invariant mass compared to their large energy of order of my, the b
quark mass. The appropriate theoretical framework [I] now involves factorization formulae
similar to those justifying the use of perturbative QCD in high-energy collisions [2]. The
corresponding equations can be derived in a transparent way with soft-collinear effective
theory (SCET) [3l, 4. [5].

The weak currents ¢)I'Q constitute a primary source of flavour-changing transitions in
semi-leptonic B decays, and less directly also in radiative and non-leptonic decays. (@
denotes a heavy quark field, ¥ a light quark field, and I" a Dirac structure.) The accurate
representation of these currents in the effective theory is therefore an important problem.
In this paper we are concerned with the “large-recoil” region, where large momentum is
transferred to the final state. After integrating out the short-distance modes of the strong
interaction with virtuality m?, the currents are represented in SCET as

ST =Y 0w O £ W g 1)
7 k

which realizes an expansion in the strong coupling a(m;) and the SCET expansion param-
eter \ of order (Aqcp/my) /2. In this equation the C’s denote the short-distance coefficients
of the leading and sub-leading currents in powers of A, JZ-(O) and J,gl), respectively. (The
notation will be made more precise below; the asterisk indicates that the product involves
convolutions, which is typical of the non-local nature of SCET that contains dynamical
collinear modes with some momentum components of order my,.)

The coefficient functions of the leading-power currents have been computed including
one-loop corrections a few years ago in two different factorization schemes [3, 6]. In this
paper we calculate the coefficients of all A-suppressed currents to one-loop accuracy. The
motivation for this is that SCET allows us to formulate factorization formulae at the level
of power-suppressed effects, where these coefficients are needed. Furthermore and more
important, it has recently become clear [0, 8] that the sub-leading currents we consider
here contribute leading effects to semi-leptonic decays due to a suppression of the matrix
elements of leading-power currents. The one-loop corrections to the J,gl) are one of two
effects that need to be computed to evaluate the symmetry relations among heavy-to-light
form factors to higher accuracy than currently available [6].

The outline of the paper is as follows: In Section Bl we introduce notation and the
operator basis for the leading and sub-leading SCET current operators. In Section Bl we
present some details of the matching calculation by example of the vector current. The
results for the coefficient functions for an arbitrary Dirac structure of the original weak
current are summarized in Section @l We conclude in Section Bl



2 Notation and operator basis

SCET contains fields for soft fluctuations with momentum k ~ mpA? ~ Aqep and hard-
collinear fields for modes with large momentum in the direction of the light-like vector
n_. A hard-collinear momentum is decomposed as p = nypn_/2 + p, + n_pny /2 with
component scaling

Nep ~ My, PL~Mp, N_p~ mpAZ, (2)

and n% =0, n_n, = 2. We refer to [B] for further notation and conventions, but note the
following change of terminology: we now call soft (hard-collinear) what has been called
ultrasoft (collinear) in [5].

The part of the SCET Lagrangian involving quark fields at leading order in the expan-
sion in A reads [3]

E(O):§_<z’n_D+iLDLC, lD ZLDJ_C>¢—€+(]ZLD(]+h ivDgh,. (3)
n

The hard-collinear quark field ¢ satisfies 77_¢ = 0, g denotes the soft light quark. The soft
heavy quark field describing fluctuations around the heavy quark momentum myv is h,, with
$hy, = h,. The index on the covariant derivative means that only a soft or hard-collinear
field is included. Since in this paper we consider power corrections of order \, we mention
that the order A corrections to the Lagrangian, not written in (B), all involve a single
transverse hard-collinear vector. We also recall that soft fields are multipole-expanded in
products with hard-collinear fields (see [3] for the corresponding details).

Without loss of generality we assume a reference frame with v, = 0, implying n v =
1/n_v. The form of the SCET current operators is then restricted by hard-collinear and soft
gauge invariance and invariance under the boost transformation n_ — an_, n, — ny/a.
We consider transitions to energetic final states, which requires quark bilinears &[...]h,
for the leading and sub-leading currents. Other possible field combinations are further
suppressed by powers of A. The projection properties of the quark fields then imply that
there are only three independent Dirac structures, which we choose as F;» = {1,7,7 }.
Gauge-invariant currents are constructed from building blocks invariant under collinear
gauge transformations. Up to order A we have

EW., hy,, [WIDY W, (4)

at our disposal. (W, is a hard-collinear Wilson line involving only the ny A, component
of the gluon field [5].) The leading-power currents are constructed from the first two
invariants. The third is the only possible new structure at order .

Altogether this allows the following three sets of operators:

OV (s;2) = (EW.)(x + sni)Tihy () = (EW.) [,
O](-;jl)(s;x) = &'ﬁw z'n_vmrb )_1WC)8F;hv,

O](-fl)(sl, So;x) = . (ch)sl(W iD 1y We) s, T (5)



Here O](-AO) are leading-power currents, and Oj(»ﬁl) and Oj(fl) are order \. The operators are
non-local in the n, direction, because the n,p component of a hard-collinear momentum
p is of the same order as the hard fluctuations integrated out in matching SCET to QCD.
In (B) we used a short-hand notation to denote the position argument of blocks of fields,
and z_ = (nyx)n_/2 is the position of the multipole expanded heavy quark field. The
use of (in_vn,D.)~! rather than 1/my in O ) to restore mass dimension three to the
operator is a matter of convenience, since it makes the tree-level coefficient functions simple.
Another reasonable choice would be 7, /2 (in+§c)_1 instead of (in_vmrﬁc)_l, but we
choose the latter because of its simpler Dirac structure. According to the number of
mdependent position arguments, we also refer to O (40 and O( Y as two-body currents,

and to O](- .. as three-body currents [9]. Not listed in dﬂ) are the order X operators (EW,) (z+
sny )l 21, Dihy (z-), which arise from the multipole expansion of the heavy quark field.
The coefficient functions of these operators equal those of the corresponding leading-power
operators OJ(-AO). We therefore do not consider them further. B

Including the dimensionless short-distance coefficients, the QCD weak currents ¢ 1;Q)
are represented in SCET as

(PT:Q)(0 /d ZCAO 0 (5, 0)
+/d ZC};‘;} ) 05 0)
+/dsld522 wu )($1, $2) O(Bl)“(sl,SQ;O) +---, (6)

where the ellipses stand for A?-suppressed terms (not considered in this paper), and we
defined the boost-invariant and dimensionless convolution variables §; = sm/n_v. The
factorization formulae, where these coefficient functions are needed, are usually formulated
in terms of convolutions in momentum fraction rather than position space convolutions.
The momentum space coefficient functions are related to those defined above by

in_v Z Sinqpi/my

C(n_vnyp;/my) = /Hds, 5) i : (7)

The actual matching calculation is also done in momentum space and yields the momentum
space coefficient functions directly. At order A there is also a time-ordered product term

i [aty [ds 3 CHO6) T (00 (5:0), £ (v) (8)

of the leading currents with the sub-leadlng terms of the SCET Lagrangian.

For any given Dirac structure I'; of the QCD weak current the Lorentz tensor coefficient
functions in (@) are decomposed into scalar functions using the boost-invariant objects
N_yu/N_v, Uy, g and €45, The tensor structures are then multiplied with the operator,
which for each I'; results in a basis of operators with scalar coefficient functions. The bases
are listed below. Here we drop the position indices s; o, which should be clear from (H).
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e Scalar current J = Q:

JAD = (EWo)h,
JA = —(&P L (in-vny Do) Woh, (9)
1 .
T = (W) (Wi PrWo)h,
e Pseudo-scalar current J5 = 1y5Q:
T = (EWo)ysh,
M = gibm in_vny Do)~ Wo)yshe, (10)
T = <£W><WT D1 Wo)rshe
e Vector current J, = @E%Q:
TP = (W (s = v,
n
JEITE = (G (i vnﬁ) Wo) i =, =20},
J;(LAIM = (giﬁicu(in—vn+ﬁc)_lwc>hvu (11>
_ I = . n_
P = (W) WE DLW i = = vubhe
1 .
JEDE = Eb(gwc)(wjmwwc)hv
o Axial current J,5 = &7/17562:
_ _ n_
J,L(L?O)l ’ = (ch){WLm——Z,%}%hv
_ . , n_
JE = (@ Llinoons DT W {1 2, <20, 315k,
J/.(I,Al)4 = (gibicu(in—vn-i-ﬁc)_ WC),}/E)hv’ (12)
_ 1 - _ n_
g = W)W DLW = = vubash
1 = .
J/Sgl)él = _(£W6)(WJZDLCMWC>V5}LU

my

e Tensor current J,, = @Eww@:
_ = . N_iuY1lv nN_1,Vy
Tt = Wi, — P v, —— A,



_ . . _ nN_uvy1lv n_
JAVS — (&GP | (in_vny Do) W{ =L 9y, -y,

1%

n_v n_v
J/S,ﬁ‘l)4_6 = fzﬁmuﬁm Y v,,]}(m vn+ﬁ) 'W.)h,,
T = @ Lolin o, D)W — T (13)
TES = (W)W DWW LT s, ",
TEES = (W) WSAD L {110s d og} Wl
T = S (@WVE DLW — S

Here ay,b,) = a,b, —a,b,. The operators ij}m and Jﬁfm vanish in four dimensions,
but must be kept since we regularize dimensionally.

We introduced signs and factors of 2 in the definition of the operators such that the
momentum space coefficient functions at tree level are either 1 or 0. The full expression
for the SCET current is

Ty = Zé&AO)i (AO Z{ CHADK (Al)k +6§( J(Bl } L (14)

which defines the coefficient functions for the scalar (X = 5), pseudo-scalar (P), vector (V'),
axial (A) and tensor (7) currents. Here the product of coefficient function and operator
in coordinate space means a convolution over the arguments §; as in ().

The coefficients of the sub-leading currents have been determined at tree-level in [5].
(See [10] for an earlier but incomplete discussion.) The operator basis has been constructed
for the general case of v; # 0 in [9], which allows many more operators, whose coefficients
are, however, not independent. After imposing v, = 0 the operator basis in [J] is consis-
tent with the one above though the choice of basis operators is different. In [9] it was also
shown that the coefficients of the two-body “A1” currents are expressed through those of
the leading-power currents by reparameterization invariance, a result that we reproduce
by different means below. (The basis of the tensor two-body operators in [9] has only six
elements instead of the seven “Al1” currents above, because the coefficient of the seventh
operator vanishes identically in the basis chosen in [9] due to reparameterization invari-
ance. In fact, exploiting these relations the basis could be reduced to only four “A1”-type
operators.) The main result below is therefore the one-loop computation of the coefficients
of the three-body “B1” currents.

3 Method of calculation

We now explain some technical aspects of the coefficient function calculation taking the
vector current J,, = 1,Q for illustration.



The coefficients of the two-body currents follow from the computation of the matrix
element {q(p)]|17,Q|b(p)) of the renormalized vector current. (The vector current is con-
served, but in general we assume that the currents are renormalized in the modified minimal
subtraction (MS) scheme. The subtraction scale of the QCD weak current is denoted by
v to distinguish it from the QCD/SCET factorization scale p.) The matrix element is
decomposed into invariant form factors,

(@@, Qlb(p)) = Fra()yuu(p) + F U(p’)%)u(p) + Eya(p) 7;% ];7

u(p). (15)
With p? = m? and p'? = 0 the form factors can only depend on the dimensionless ratio
/

2p-p n_vngp 2
= O(A 16
= T O) (16)

and logarithms of p/my, or v/m,. It is immediately clear from this that the coefficient
functions of two-body currents at any order in A are related to the form factors F; and
their derivatives. Only Fj is non-zero at tree-level, F} = 1+ O(ay), Faos3 = O(a).

To order A we can replace 2p - p'/m? by x = n_vn,p'/m; in the argument of the form
factors. The full light and heavy quark spinors have the decomposition

— (] — / %J/_ %-i—

) = a6 (1- L2, (17
_ K _ 2

u(p) = <1+2—mb+...> Uy = Uy + O(AN 1), (18)

where the collinear and heavy quark spinors satisfy 71_u.(p’) = 0 and yu,, = u,, respectively,
and p = myv + k. The first equation is exact and the second shows that we can replace
u(p) by u, to order A. Inserting this into ([[3) and performing some Dirac algebra to reduce
the result to structures matching the definition of the basis operators ([I), we obtain

() [03 Qb)) = Fr e )y, + (B4 Fy) 0ep) == w, + Fate(pf) vy,

_ pL _ 4 n_
Fia(p)——— o+ (F1 — By) . (p)) ————~
o (p)n_vmrp’vmu + (5 3)u(p)n_vn+p’n_v
Fy\ Y _ i

Fi+ =) a.(p)—+— (-2 o + 2By U (p') ——— w,,. 19

(A4 F) 0 h ) - 2B ) (19

The form factors have infrared divergences which we regulate dimensionally in d = 4—2¢
space-time dimensions. With this regulator all SCET loop diagrams vanish, since there
are no small invariants the loop diagrams could depend on, and scaleless integrals are zero
in dimensional regularization. Hence the b — ¢ matrix elements of the SCET currents
take their tree-level values multiplied by a operator renormalization constant matrix. The
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Figure 1: One-loop contributions to (¢(p})g(ph)|Jx|b(p)). Counterterm dia-
grams are not shown.

unrenormalized coefficients C"(/AO) and C’(A1 =% therefore equal the coefficients of the
seven terms in ([9):

cYM—F, cY? —F+F, CYP-F, (20)

C(Al P = C‘(/Aon

C,(A1 P = 2C,(Ao C‘(/A0)2

C(Al =F+F/2= CVAO + CX(/AO)3/27

Ct — 9y = 2(C0? — O, (21)
We renormalize the SCET operators in the MS scheme, so the renormalized coefficients
follow from the expressions above by cancelling the 1/¢? and 1/e poles. The explicit results
will be given in Section Hl

The coefficients of the three-body operators cannot be determined from this calculation,

because they do not contribute to the b — ¢ matrix element. To extract them we compute
the matrix element (q(p})g(p5)|¢7,Q|b(p)), where the gluon is transversely polarized. The

Feynman diagrams for this computation are shown in Figure [l The QCD result of this
matrix element must be reproduced in SCET by the expression (of schematic form)

<T<C<A° i [aty £0)
+ {C JAD _I_CBI <J(Bl)>}
+ (T J(Al A [dly L)+ (T [aty i) + 002, (22)

7



. g0 ﬁ(o) . AL (B) . JAD L’(O)

AY

ATPTAT

Figure 2: Graphical representation of (22). The shaded circle denotes the
current insertion times its short-distance coefficient.

where we have again used that SCET loop diagrams vanish (when expanded in A in the
same way as the QCD diagrams at the level of the Feynman integrands), and we assumed
the interaction picture to make the perturbative expansion of the matrix element explicit.
This equation is illustrated in Flgure Bl It turns out that there is no interaction vertex
in the sub-leading Lagrangian Emt that could contribute to the b — g matrix element,
when the quark and gluon are both energetic and the gluon is transverse. Therefore the
last term in (2Z2) is zero and not shown in the figure.

The diagrams in the first and second row of Figure [l involve only off-shell propagators
when the loop momentum is hard (all components of order m;) and must be reproduced by
the “local” terms in the second line of (22). In these diagrams we can immediately drop the
small components of the external hard-collinear momenta and set them to (nyp},)n_/2.
On the other hand, the diagrams in the third row contain nearly on-shell propagators, which
makes the extraction of the local contributions less straightforward. The second to fourth
diagram in this row have no short-distance contribution, because there is no dependence
on an invariant of order m?. These diagrams can be dropped for the matching calculation.
In technical terms, the hard contribution to these diagrams in the sense of an expansion
in A by momentum regions [T, 12| vanishes. The diagrams themselves are non-zero, and
correspond to loop contributions to SCET matrix elements. In (Z2) we already omitted
loop contributions to SCET diagrams with the implicit understanding that we compute
directly the hard (short-distance) contribution to the diagrams of Figure [ll by expansion of
the loop integrand in A, whenever a hard contribution exists. Otherwise the diagram can
be omitted from the matching calculation. This leaves the first diagram in the third row
of Figure [, which we now discuss in some detail.

The QCD computation of this diagram gives

- (]

D- z'gw(p@%j%m(p,p'>u<p>, (23)

where p' = p} + p5, and A, denotes the one-particle-irreducible vertex subdiagram. For
clarity, we write A, for the external gluon line with momentum pf, rather than €*(p5). The
vertex function is decomposed into invariant form factors

Ay = AP+ jib St



/ / /
_F17u+F2p”+F bp“+F’¢%+F’¢ Pu g VMol
p- mp mp My my p-p
similar to () except for three additional terms that vanish for the on-shell vertex function.
The form factors are functions of the order-one invariant 2p-p’/m? and the small invariant
p'?/m2 ~ A2 Expanding them in p'? /m? and inserting the expansion into (Z3)) we find that
all but the leading term are already A? suppressed. (As remarked above this expansion
must be understood as an expansion of the Feynman integrand, and not the expansion of
the F’s after the loop integration.) Hence we compute the form factors by setting p’? = 0
from the beginning, and regard them as functions of n_vnyp'/m,. In particular, Fj 3
equal the form factors that appear in ([HE0), which determine the coefficients functions
of the two-body currents.
To separate the local terms from the non-local time-ordered product terms in this
diagram, it proves useful to eliminate n_p’ through n_p' = (p'? — p'?)/n.p’ and to write
the intermediate hard-collinear propagator as

iy _ <1_7¢_+ P\ )imp’ i, <7¢ 7¢+m 7¢+>p +nj /%, (25)

p/2 2 n+p/ p/2 2 n+p/ 2

Inserting this into ([23) we find, make use of (I, 24I),

LA n ] iy ingp’ 7%7— (1 A 7%+> AT B,

D =1 sUe 1 c
igstc(p}) [fh R o iy 2

— (] AJ-C My d‘i' os off
The first line gives precisely the (non-zero) time-ordered product terms (7'(C(A%) J(A0) 4

CA gAY 1 by £0)) in @), Subtracting these terms, we obtain the following result
for the local contribution (x =n_vnyp'/my)

F — Js c F _F _ s c\{—N—
Dlocal - (xl Fl) ( ) jbl Viploy — ( ! x ’ _Fll _Fé> uc(pll)mi:%uv

<2F1 + Iy

" +Fz’) ﬂc(p’l)g#“ Uy, (27)

my
which must be matched to OV (J(AL) 1 CBL( JBL),

Combining this with the seven diagrams from the first two rows of Figure [[l the coun-
terterm diagrams and the on-shell residue factors in the MS scheme, we determine the
unrenormalized short-distance coefficient functions by comparing the coefficients of the
various spinor structures. For instance, focussing on the u.(p')gs4 1./mp v, u, structure,
calling its coefficient T, we obtain

T3 = CiPV® — 203, (28)
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Since we have already determined the C‘(/Al)k, this provides the required result for the “B1”
coefficients. Renormalization in the effective theory involves the operator renormalization
constant and the renormalization constant related to the coupling g,. We adopt the same
definition of the renormalized coupling in QCD and in SCET, so the coupling renormaliza-
tion factors cancel in the matching. Operator renormalization in the MS scheme amounts
to cancelling the remaining 1/e poles. The heavy quark mass is defined in the pole scheme.
Furthermore, we assume the NDR scheme for «5, where 75 anti-commutes with ,,.

4 Results for the coefficient functions

The matching calculation proceeds the same way for any Dirac structure of the QCD weak
current. In this section we summarize the results.

4.1 Two-body operators

Scalar current

a0, _ 1 %Crl v 2 (MY _ a N
Cg(x) =1 in 6 1n (mb) +21In (mb) (4lnx —5)In (mb)
2 9]
+21n? x+2L12(1—x)+71T—2—111ﬂ (29)
o () = () (30)

Recall that x = n_vn,p’/my, v is the renormalization scale of the QCD weak current, and
w1 is the SCET renormalization scale. The p dependence cancels the dependence of the
SCET current operators on p.

Pseudo-scalar current

The coefficients C(AO (x), C’(A1 (x) for the pseudo-scalar current coincide with the corre-
sponding scalar ones.

Vector current

asCF

CHM(g) = 1 [21 2(mb) —(41nx—5)1n(mib)
2
+21n” x+2L12(1—x)+71T—2+<1_x—3)1nx—|—6} (31)
(40)2 B asCr o [ L
2 2
+21n? :)3+2L12(1—93)+E+<(1f7x>2—2) - } (32)
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(A0)3
Cy (x) = in (1—:):)2111:6—’_ —
C\(/Al)l(a?) _ C‘(/Ao)l(x)
Oy (@) = 207 (@) = OV ()
(@) = oM (@) + O (2))2
C‘(/Al)4(at) _ _20‘(/A0)1( )—G—QC‘(/AO)Q(:L’)

Axial current

The axial current coefficients are related to those of the vector current by C’

“(r) =

C‘(/Aow( ), C(Ao (z) = C(Ao (), C(All 3( )_C(Al)l 3( ), CAA1 (z) = C(Al) ().

Tensor current

asCF

CHAT () — 1 —

21n(

™ my

+ 21n? a7+2L12(1—:B)+——|—

asCF

Oy (a) = 1- =

+ 21n? a:—21na:—|—2L12(1—:E)—|———|—6

O (@) = 208 (2) — CH%(x)

52 (z) = OTA° (z) + CF' () /2

Cr}Al)g(SL’) _ (AO 2( ) (AO ( )

5t (z) = “““( >+20T 2 (x)

Cr}Al)s(l’) _ _2CTA0 1( ) (AO 2($)

C}Al)ﬁ(:ﬁ) _ 2C(AO 1(1’) (AO (:l?) o 205:40)4(1')
C5V(z) = CF ()

We note that C:(pAl)G(:E) = 0 up to the one-loop order.

L) + 21In? (i) —(4lnzx—5)In (—

——4>1nx+6]
x

21n (mi) + 21n? (mi) —(4lnz—5)In (—
b b

(38)

S
=

AN TN N N N N N
IO
NN N N N N

The coefficients for the leading-power (“A0”) currents have been computed [3] in the same
factorization scheme as adopted here. The results above are in agreement with the previous

calculation.
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4.2 Three-body operators

(e ;) 2 (i) = 5 (e - ()

( B _( Inx In x5 ) B Toln xo
1—:6 ne (

1— I2)2

Scalar current

CéBl) _

1—2 1—x9

2(1—x1)( , , ) 2 ( _ 7r2>

——— | Liy(1 — z) — Lig(1 — — —— | Liy(1 — - —

+ 1 12( ZL’) 12( ZL’l) 1 12( 1'2) 6
4 1

_ 49
r 1-— 1’2] (49)
QSCA —l ( )ln(i)—i<ln2x—ln2x1—ln(£)>+iln(£>
4 Ly T1 my To T 1 To
In 2, 1_%<M(y—@—Lu1—xQ-l Qau—x)—ﬁs]
1-— i) T1T2 2 2 ! 12 2 2 6

Here z; = n_vn p,/my, © = 21 + x5. The u-dependent terms show that the two-body and
three-body operators mix under renormalization.

Pseudo-scalar current

For the pseudo-scalar current we find C’,(DBI)(xl, To) = —CéBl)(:El, Ta).

Vector current

4 2
C(Bl _ aSCF <___1 ( ))m(i)—|——(ln2x—ln2x1—ln(£)>
47 T X9 T mp T T
2 x 4 o In 9 2(1 —x) ( ) . )
“In(=) =21 — Liy(1 — z) — Liy(1 —
+ o n (932) . nx+ (=) P i ( ) i ( 1)
2(1 — x9) < , 7r2) 4 1 }
+ 17 ng(l LL’Q) 6 + -+ 1— 2, (5())
. 2 | !
S Gm G )+ (e () - ()
47 ) al my i) T T )
Inze l—a/. . . 1—@<. ﬁ)]
— — Lig(1 — ) — Lig(1 — Lia(1 — -
1 — x5 T1T2 ( b 7) i xl)) * T122 Io( 72) 6
4 4
C"(/Bm =1- aCr 21n? (i> (41111’ ~ ( - ) — 1) In (i) +—1In (i>
™ my To T myp T myp

4 4 1
——1In (£> In (i> +2In* 2 — (— +—+ 1) Inz + 2Liy(1 — x)
To 1 mp r  (1—x)?

+2(1—x)<ln2x_ln2xl>_6—4xln<£>_iln<£>_(1—2x)lnx
T2

) T2 .],’1(1 - x)2
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C‘(/Bl)?,

C‘(/Bl)4

B aSC'F[ 2Inx 4 In (ﬁ) +3<(2—x)lnx B (2—x2)1nx2) 4z

(1 —2x9) Inxy 2(1 —x) 2
1'1(1 - 1’2)2 * < *

> <L12(1 —x) — Lip(1 — x1)>

72 To 1 1 4 g2
Lis(1 — - — — — — +1 1
(12( %) 6>+x1(1—x 1—x2>+x+12+} (51)
OzSCA

- 2(1—2) In (i) In <i> + 1;x(l:rLQx — In? xl)
A o T my T2
20 — 3 T 2—x T 1/ Inx In z
() ra(E) (e
) T T i) al 1—=z 1-— )

+ (1 —ry L) (L12(1 — )~ Lig(1 — x1)> _ L(Lizu —2) — %)]

X2 T1T2

12

X9 XT1Z2 12
4
_ O (é In (£> — §> In (i> — —(lnzx —In? xl) + 8 In (i)
41 To 1 T my To To T
+<§+ 4 >lnx—@< Inzx B In z )
x l—=x 1 \(1—2)2 (1 —x9)?

8 219 ] (52)

- £<Li2(1 ~ )~ Lig(1= o)) - = (1= a)(1—2)

X2

_ &l [—1 < )m <i> _ 3(1112:5— ln2x1> Ay (£>
o T my T T T

3((2 —z)lnzx _ (2 —:L’z)lnm) _ x%(Liz(l —x) — Liy(1 —x1)>

11—z 1— 29

_|_

X1

i 0= " m
4111213‘1 2(172 11’1213'2 4

7T2
- N Lis(1 — x) — Lip(1 — 21) — Lis(1 — T
L—ay (1—xy) 561:62< ip(1 =) — Lig(1 — @1) — Lig(1 — 2) + 6>

2 9
l—2 11— (53)

aSC'A 2 x 2Inzy  2Inzs
[— In < ) +—1In <—> + +
4 a9 T1 1 To 1—21 1—x9

Ty Ty 1—2x 1— 29 1—2x

_|_

<L12<1 — ) = Lig(1 — &) — Lip(1 — z2) + %QH

L1X2

Axzial current

The axial current coefficients are related to those of the vector current by C(Bl 14( ) =

C(Bl 14( ) and CI(L‘Bl)Q,?)(x) _ C‘(/Bl)2,3(x>.
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Tensor current
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S 2 122
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T X2 X1

11— —2 2—1 —2
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1 X2
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_1_$2(L'(1— ) — Lig(1 — 1) — Lig(1 — )+7T—2)+1}
PR 1o T 1o T Ig T2 6
4
C;B1)2 — a;,Cr (__él ( )1n(i>—|——(1n21’—ll’l2l’1—ln(£>)
47 T g Ty my To T

_<§+ 4>1I+4<lnx_lnx2>
r 1—=x l—2z 1—x9
41— 1) (. : . 2 8
— 73313:2 (ng(l — .CL’) — L12(1 — xl)) + T17%2 (ng(l — 1’2) — F) + E] (55)
_asCap 4, ( )m(“>+3(1n2x—1n2x1—1n(5)>—Eln(£>
47 ) T my ) al Al )
T =)+ (0 7
— 2 U Lig(1 — #) — Lig(1 — = (Liy(1 — m9) — —
12( ZL’) 12( 1’1) + L1 12( ZL’Q) 6

T1T2
(iln<£)—é)ln(i>—z<ln r—1In%z — ( ))
i) T X my )
+<4+ 2 2 )1 +( 2 >1
_ — n n
r l1l—z x(1—2x) o 931(1—1'2 1—$2 2

) (Lia(1 = 2) ~ Liz(1 — 1)) - xfxz (Lia(1 ~ 22) - E)

L1T2

. OéSCF
47
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+ ! é (56)
1— 932 T
1 1
QCA 1 <x>ln<£)——(ln2x—ln2x1—ln<£>)+—ln(£>
4 Ly T1 my To T 1 To
In z 1—x /.. . 1 . 2
- Lis(1 — 2) — Liy(1 — — Liy(1 — - —
1-— ) + 1T < 12( l’) 12( xl)) T1T2 ( 12( 513'2) 6 >}
_ %31)3 (57)
4
1—QSCF 21n(i)+21n2 <i> (4lnx1——xln(x>—1>ln(i>
™ my my T2 T my
2
+2Inz + 2eine + 2Liy(1 — 2) + 43— M<ln2x—ln2xl>
1—=x 12 T

2 2 2 2
—xln(x) —ﬂln(x> ——(L12(1—x2)—”—)
T Ty Ty T Ty 6

N (3 Lo 2x2)> (L12(1 — ) — Lig(1 — :)31)>

xq X2

2
+ asCa (—ln ( :E) + —xln (i) —2In (ﬁ)> In (i> + (1H2$1 —1Tl21'2>
4 o gl 1 ) T2 my

—£<ln2x—ln2x1 —In <£)> - £<1112x—1n2362 —In <£))
To T T L2
1 . . . 2
+ = ((1 ) Lip(1 — 2) — (1 — ) Tis(1 — 1) — (1 — 9)Lis(1 — 9) + E)
1

— 7 (Li2(1 — ) — Lin(1 — x1)> + 1}

)

(58)

1
+

0 (59)

aCFK———ln( >)ln< > (111 r—1Inz — ln<£>)

47 T Ty
4 T 4 2 Inx In x4 T ln 29
| _ Ing — —

+x1 n<x2) (ZL’ 1— > e (1—1: 1—:):2>+(1—:172)2
2(1 — xy — 219) < , , > 2(1 — 215) ( , 7r2)

P Lio(1 — ) — Lig(1 — 1) ) + p Lig(1 — o) 5

4 1

+—+ ]

1—25'2

s 2 1 1

—O‘CA{——l ( >ln<'u>+—<ln2x—ln2x1—ln<£>>——ln(£>
47 ) T my ) al Al )
In x4 1

—x1—2x2< : . )
— - Liy(1 — x) — Lis(1 —
1-— i) 19 12( l’) 12( 1'1)
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T1T2

5 Conclusion

In this paper we computed the one-loop (hard) matching correction to heavy-to-light tran-
sition currents in soft-collinear effective theory (SCET) to sub-leading power in the SCET
expansion parameter \ for an arbitrary Dirac structure of the QCD weak current.

The phenomenological applications of this result require further calculations, which we
expect to be completed in the future. To give two examples, we recall that heavy-to-light
transition form factors become simpler at large momentum transfer [I3]. For instance, the
three different form factors for B — 7 factorize as [6]

() = CE (B + [ 2 [ duTi(Brs i, w) 0 (@)6ela), (61)

where & (F,) is a single non-perturbative form factor, and ¢x are light-cone distribution
amplitudes. The hard-scattering kernels 7T; are convolutions of hard coefficient functions
with hard-collinear coefficient functions, T; ~ Y, C’Z-(l) * Jp [0, 8, T4]. The calculation
reported in this paper completes the hard part of the next-to-leading order result for the
hard-scattering kernels, since the C’Z-(l) are expressed in terms of C&Al)kand C’&Bl)k. (We
refrain from giving a numerical result for the hard contribution alone, since it depends
on the factorization scheme, such that only the product with the hard-collinear coefficient
acquires a physical meaning, given a definition of the light-cone distribution amplitudes.)

Second, SCET offers the possibility to extend the factorization theorems for semi-
inclusive heavy quark decays to sub-leading order in 1/m;. The relevant quantity here is
the product of two weak transition currents. The double insertions of A-suppressed currents
operators are one ingredient in this calculation, which can be obtained straightforwardly
from the above results. Here a complete result at order a,/my, requires also the interference
of the leading-power currents with the A\?-suppressed operators.
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