arXiv:1109.2236v1 [hep-ph] 10 Sep 2011

B^∗_s BK vertex from QCD sum rules

A. Cerqueira Jr., B. Osório Rodrigues Instituto de Física, Universidade do Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Rua São Francisco Xavier 524, 20550-900, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brazil.

M. E. Bracco Faculdade de Tecnologia, Universidade do Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Rod. Presidente Dutra Km 298, Pólo Industrial, 27537-000 , Resende, RJ, Brazil.

The form factors and the coupling constant of the B^∗_s BK vertex are calculated using the QCD sum rules method. Three point correlation functions are computed considering both K and B mesons off-shell and, after an extrapolation of the QCDSR results, we obtain the coupling constant of the vertex. We study the uncertainties in our result by calculating a third form factor obtained when the B^∗_s is the off-shell meson, considering other acceptable structures and computing the variations of the sum rules’ parameters. The form factors obtained have different behaviors but their simultaneous extrapolations reach to the same value of the coupling constant g_B∗_{s BK} = 10.6 ± 1.7. We compare our result with other theoretical estimates.

PACS numbers: 14.40.Lb,14.40.Nd,12.38.Lg,11.55.Hx

I. INTRODUCTION

Hadronic three-meson vertex functions or form factors are basic inputs to phenomenological theories of nuclear processes. They play an important role in cross section calculation, which may vary in a few orders of magnitude if they are considered. The form factor depends on the momentum Q^2 and some parameters. As usual, the form factor is parametrized by ad hoc function, which is not unique and can be Gaussian, exponential or monopolar. From the parametrization, we can extract a cutoff parameter Λ which is associated with the sharpness of the form factor. Therefore, knowing its precise functional form and its cutoff parameter are essential.

Some years ago, we started a program to compute form factors with the QCD sum rules (QCDSR) [1]. Our group has developed a method which leads to less ambiguities in the determination of the coupling constant. The method consists of computing two form factors of the same three meson process: one form factor is evaluated when the heavy meson is off-shell and the other form factor is obtained when the light meson is off-shell. By extrapolating both form factors to the momentum Q^2 equal to −m^2_T , where m^2_T is the mass of the off-shell particle, we obtain the coupling constant of the vertex. After our pioneer DDρ work [2], we concluded that when the form factor tends to be harder as a function of Q^2,the off-shell meson in the vertex is heavy, which means the cut-off parameter is larger. A persistent study of vertices involving charmed mesons (D^∗Dπ [3, 4], DDJ/ψ [5], D^∗DJ/ψ [6], D^∗D^∗π [7, 8], D^∗D^∗J/ψ [9], D_sD^∗K, D^∗_s DK [10] and D^∗D^∗ρ [11]), motivated by the development of effective theories related to charm particles interaction, showed a similar conclusion in all of them.

However, in recent years, due to the precise measurements of B decays performed by BELLE, BES and BABAR, the physics of B meson has gained a new relevance. The observed B_{s1}(5830) by CDF Collaboration [12] and B_{s2}(5840) by CDF and D0 Collaboration [13] stimulated our interest in the physics of bottom mesons interactions [14]. In particular, the unobserved B^∗_{s0} (5725) state and the axial B_{s1} (5778) have been interpreted as hadronic bound states (hadronic molecules), because their masses are close to the thresholds of the corresponding hadronic pairs. In reference [15], the authors used a phenomenological Lagrangian approach to calculate the strong and radiative decay of these new mesons, B^∗_{s0} (5725) and B_{s1} (5778), which were considered as bound states of the BK and B^∗K mesons respectively, to provide more information about some properties. In particular, the coupling constant of B^∗_s BK vertex was an input in this calculation.

Considering that the form factors are introduced in the development of effective theories to study bottom interactions, in this paper, we calculated the form factors and coupling constant of the B^∗_s BK vertex, using the QCDSR method, which is the only method that permits to extract the coupling constant of the three meson processes without any dependence on other empirical coupling constant. Therefore, we evaluate two form factors, one when B is the off-shell particle and another when K is the off-shell and extrapolate these results to obtain the coupling constant g_B∗_{s BK} . We also want to estimate the uncertainties of the QCDSR method by analyzing different sources of errors.

In section II, we describe the QCDSR technique; in II.A, the QCD side for this vertex and in II.B, the phenomenological side. In section III, we show the results; in section IV, we estimate the uncertainties and, finally, conclude.

II. THE SUM RULE FOR THE B^∗_s BK VERTEX

Following our previous works, specifically in Ref.[10], the three-point function associated with the B^∗_s BK vertex is givem by

Γ^{(B)}_{νμ} (p, p^′) = ∫ d^4x d^4y e^{ip′ ·x} e^{−i(p′−p)·y}⟨0|T {j^K_ν (x)j^{B†}_5 (y)j^{B∗s †}μ (0)}|0⟩ (1) for an off-shell B meson, and:

Γ^{(K)}_μ (p, p^′) = ∫ d^4x d^4y e^{ip′ ·x} e^{−i(p′ −p)·y} ⟨0|T {j^{B∗s}μ (x)j^{K†}_5 (y)j^{B†}_5 (0)}|0⟩ , (2) for an off-shell K meson. The expressions for the vertices (1) and (2) contain different numbers of Lorentz structures, and each structure can be a different Sum Rule (SR) to be considered. Equations (1) and (2) can be calculated in two different ways: using quark degrees of freedom –the theoretical or the QCD side– and using hadronic degrees of freedom –the phenomenological side. In the QCD side, the correlators are evaluated using the Wilson operator product expansion (OPE), which incorporates the effects of the QCD vacuum through an infinite series of condensates of increasing dimension. The phenomenological side is written in terms of hadronic degrees of freedom, which is the responsible for the introduction of the form factors, decay constants and masses. After performing a double Borel transformation, both representations are matched invoking the quark-hadron global duality.

A. The OPE side

In the OPE or theoretical side, each meson interpolating field appearing in Eqs. (1) and (2) can be written in terms of the quark field operators. For the B off-shell case, Eq. (1), we use the following meson currents: j^{B∗s}_μ (0) = b̄γ_μs j^B_5 (y) = iq̄γ_5b (3) j^K_ν (x) = q̄γ_ν γ_5s and when the K is off-shell, we have chosen the pseudoscalar current for it, following the same procedure as in previous works as D^∗Dπ [4] and D^∗_s DK [10]:

j^K_5 (x) = iq̄γ_5s, (4)

this choice of current is motivated by the coupling constant that is obtained by extrapolating the g^{(K)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) to momentum Q^2 equal to the square mass of the particle, that in this case will be m^2_K . Otherwise, if we use the axial vector current when K meson is off-shell, the sum rule obtained is also good and the coupling constant result is very similar to the pseudoscalar case.

The u, d, s and b are the up, down, strange and bottom quark fields, respectively. Each one of these currents has the same quantum numbers of the associated mesons.

In order to obtain the QCD side, we use the Cutkosky rule and we obtain an expression where all the possible structures appear. We can obtain a sum rule for each structure that have an invariant amplitude, which can be written in a double dispersion relation over the virtualities p^2 and p^{′2}, holding Q^2 = −q^2 fixed:

Γ^T (p^2, p^{′2}, Q^2) = − 1 4π^2 ∫_∞ s_{min} ds ∫_∞ u_{min} du ρ^T (s, u, Q^2) (s − p^2)(u − p^{′2})

, (5)

where ρ^T (s, u, Q^2) equals the double discontinuity of the amplitude Γ^T (p^2, p^{′2}, Q^2), T index means B off-shell or K off-shell, q = p^′ − p and s_{min} and u_{min} are integration limits equal to s_{min} = (m_b + m_s)^2 and u_{min} = t − m^2_b + m^2_s for B off-shell and s_{min} = m^2_b and u_{min} = t + m^2_b for K off-shell.

The invariant amplitudes receive contributions from all terms in the OPE. The first of those contributions comes from the perturbative term, which is represented in Fig. 1.

qα

pμ p^′_ν s̄ b q y 0 x

B^−

B̄∗0_s K̄− qα

pμ p^′_ν b̄ u s y 0 x

K̄^−

B^+ B^{∗0}_s

FIG. 1. Perturbative diagrams for the B off-shell (left) and K off-shell (right) correlators.

In order to obtain the form factor, we choose one of the structures in Eqs.(1) and (2), the one that has less ambiguities in the QCD sum rule approach, which means less influence from the higher dimension condensates, better stability as a function of the Borel mass and has larger pole than continuum contribution. The other structures that are “good ” sum rules can also be considered to improve the uncertainties of the method. For B off-shell meson, which has two different structures, we choose the p^′_μp^′_ν because it is the best structure with less ambiguities. For K off-shell meson, we have p_ν and p^′_ν structures, both being excellent sum rules. The chosen is p^′_ν and the other will be used in the calculation of the uncertainties.

The corresponding perturbative spectral densities, which enter in Eq. (5), are:

ρ^{(B)}(s, u, Q^2) = 3 2π √ λ [(2m_b(A − B))] (6)

for the p^′_μp^′_ν structure of the B off-shell case, and

ρ^{(K)}(s, u, Q^2) = − 3 2π √ λ [ B ( u − s − t 2 − m^2_s + m^2_b + m_bm_s ) + s + m^2_s − 2m^2_b 2 ] (7) for the p^′_ν structure of the K off-shell case, where λ = λ(s, u, t) = s^2 + t^2 + u^2 − 2st − 2su − 2tu, s = p^2, u = p^{′2}, t = −Q^2 and A and B are functions of (s, u, t), givem by the following expressions: A = − π|⃗k|^2 |⃗p^′|^2 ( 3 cos θ − 1 ) ; B = 2π |⃗k| |⃗p^′| cos θ ; (8)

where

|⃗k|^2 = k_0^2 − m^2_i ; cos θ = −

2p^′_0k_0 − u − m^2_i − ηm^2_b 2|⃗p^′||⃗k| ;

p^′_0 = s + u − t 2 √ s ; |⃗p^′|^2 = λ 4s ; k_0 = s + m^2_i − ϵ m^2_b 2 √ s ; (9)

with i = s, η = 0 and ϵ = 1 for B off-shell and i = b, η = −1 and ϵ = 0 for K off-shell.

The main OPE contribution is the perturbative. The next terms in the OPE expansion are the quark condensate, the gluon condensate and the mixed quark-gluon condensate. In this work, the quark condensate was calculated and has the following expression obtained for the K off-shell case: Γ^{<b̄b>}_ν = m_s < b̄ b > e^{m2s/M ′2} p_ν (10) this contribution is proportional to the bottom condensate, consequently, the contribution is null [1]. The other two quark condensates contributions for the K off-shell case vanish after the application of the double Borel transformation. For B off-shell case, the quark condensate does not contribute for the structure considered. In this calculation, we do not include gluon condensate and mixed quark gluon condensate, because as seen in previous calculation of the form factors of D^∗Dπ and B^∗Bπ vertices [4], we found out that the gluon contribution is negligible as compared with the perturbative one. Moreover, the gluon condensate decreases with the Borel mass and the most important role of the gluon condensate is to guarantee the stability as a function of the Borel mass. In this vertex, this stability is guaranteed together with a good contribution of the pole.

B. The phenomenological side

The three-point functions from Eqs. (1) and (2), when written in terms of hadron masses, decay constants and form factors, are the phenomenological side of the sum rule, which is based on the interactions at the hadronic level. These interactions are described here by the following effective Lagrangian [16]: L_B∗_{s BK} = ig_B∗_{s BK} [ B^{∗μ}_s (B̄∂_μK − ∂_μB̄K) − B^{∗μ}_s (K̄∂_μB − ∂_μBK̄) ] , (11)

from where we can extract the matrix element associated with the B^∗_s BK vertex.

The meson decay constants f_K , f_B and f_B∗_s are defined by the following matrix elements: ⟨0|j^K_ν |K(p)⟩ = if_K p_ν , (12)

⟨0|j^{B∗s}μ |B^∗_s (p)⟩ = m_B∗_s f_B∗_s ϵ^∗_μ(p) , (13) and ⟨0|j^B_5 |B(p)⟩ = m^2_B m_b f_B , (14)

where ϵ^∗_μ is the polarization vector for the B^∗_s meson. Saturating Eqs. (1) and (2) with K and B^∗_s states and using Eqs. (12) - (13), we arrive at

Γ^{(B)}_{μν} (p, p^′, q) = g^{(B)}_B∗_{s BK} (q^2) f_B∗_s f_K f_B m_B∗_s^{m2B}_{mb} (p^2 − m^2_B∗_s )(q^2 − m^2_{mB} )(p^{′2} − m^2_K ) × [ 2p^′_μp^′_ν − p^′_μp_ν ( 1 + (m^2_K − q^2) m^2_B∗_s )] + “continuum”, (15) when B is off-shell. Using the matrix element of K meson equal to ⟨0|j^K_5 |K(p)⟩ = m^2_K m_s f_K , (16)

we arrive at an expression for K off-shell:

Γ^{(K)}_μ (p, p^′, q)= −g^{(K)}_B∗_{s BK} (q^2) f_B f_K f_B∗_s m^2_B∗_s m^2_B m^2_K m_bm_s(p^2 − m^2_B )(p^{′2} − m^2_B∗_s )(q^2 − m^2_K ) × [ 2p_μ + p^′_μ ( 1 + (m^2_B − q^2) m^2_B∗_s )] + “continuum”. (17)

In the Eqs. (15) and (17), we can see all the structures that appear in the QCDSR and the “continuum” contribution, which may be subtracted assuming that its contribution is equal to the contribution of the QCD side, by introducing the continuum thresholds s_0 and u_0 [17] as upper integration limits in Eq. (5).

In order to improve the matching between the two sides of the sum rule, we perform a double Borel transformation [17] in the variables P^2 = −p^2 → M^2 and P^{′2} = −p^{′2} → M^{′2}, on both invariant amplitudes Γ^{(T )} (QCD side) and Γ^{(T )}_{ph} (phenomenological side). Equating the results, we obtain the form factors g^{(T )}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) that appear in Eqs. (15) and (17).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Table I shows the parameters used in the present calculation. We have used the experimental value for f_K of Ref. [18], for f_B∗_s and f_B from Ref. [19]; for m_s from Ref. [20] and for m_b we used recent results of Ref. [21, 22]. The continuum thresholds are givem by s_0 = (m_i + Δ_s)^2 and u_0 = (m_o + Δ_u)^2, where m_i is the mass of the incoming meson, m_o is the mass of the out coming meson and Δ_u and Δ_s are usually around 0.5 GeV , but this value can be varied to obtain a good pole-continuum contribution and stability of the sum rule with the Borel mass parameter. q s b K B B^∗_s m (GeV) 0.007 0.13 4.20 0.49 5.27 5.41 f (MeV) - - - 160 208 250

TABLE I. Parameters used.

A. B off-shell form factor

In order to obtain the B off-shell form factor, we choose the structure p^′_ν p^′_μ which has an excellent stability and its pole contribution is larger than the continuum contribution in a Borel region between 10 < M^2 < 24 GeV^2. The first order in the OPE, the quark condensate does not contribute in this structure. In this paper, the next order in the OPE, the gluon condensate was not calculated, because in our previous work of D^∗Dπ form factor [4] and also in J/ΨD^∗D [23], we found out that the gluon condensate contribution is less than 10% for a Borel mass of 5 GeV^2. In this case, we are dealing with heavy mesons and so we are working with a Borel mass that is 21 GeV^2 with which we are expecting the gluon condensate to be negligible and it does not contributing to modify the result of the perturbative term.

Performing the match beetwen the QCD and the phenomenological side, in Fig. (2a), we show the Borel window stability for different value’s combinations of thresholds and in the same Fig. (2b), we can see the pole and continuum contributions observing that the pole contribution is always bigger than the continuum contribution in the same Borel window of stability, therefore we have good credibility for this sum rule. Joining this criteria with the thresholds Δ_s = 0.6 GeV and Δ_u = 0.5 GeV, we obtain the form factor for B off-shell: g^{(B)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2), where we have used

M^2 M^{′2} = m^2_K m^2_{B∗s} − m^2_b as a Borel mass relation, which is usual when light and heavy mesons are involved.

The triangles in Fig. (6) correspond to the sum rule result, which can be fitted by the monopolar function represented by the dashed line in Fig. (6) and given by

FIG. 2. a) g^{(B)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2 = 1 GeV^2) as a function of the Borel mass M^2 and different thresholds and b) pole-continuum contributions.

g^{(B)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) =

84.42 34.99 + Q^2

(18)

The coupling constant is obtained when the form factor is extrapolated to Q^2 = −m^2_T , where m_T is the mass of the off-shell meson [2, 10, 11]. Using Q^2 = −m^2_B in Eq (18), the resulting coupling constant is equal to:

g_B∗_{s BK} = 10.6 (19)

For the B meson off-shell case, we have other structure, p^′_ν p_μ, to work with. This sum rule has quark condensate contribution but it has not good stability and its continuum contribution is larger than the pole contribution, therefore this sum rule is not considered a good sum rule.

B. K off-shell form factor

In the case K off-shell, we have two structures in Eq. (17) that can be used: p^′_ν and p_ν . Both structures give good sum rule results, that means a good pole-continuum contribution and good stability. The quark condensate of the bottom is considered, but the contribution is null. At first, we have chosen the p^′_ν structure to obtain the form factor. The stability for different thresholds are showed in Fig. (3a). For Δ_s = 0.7 GeV, Δ_u = 0.7 GeV and for a Borel mass of 7.2 GeV^2, we obtain a pole contribution of about 70% of the total contribution ( Fig. (3) part b)).

FIG. 3. a) g^{(K)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2 = 2 GeV^2) stability as a function of the Borel mass for different threshold values, structure p^′_ν and b) pole and continuum contributions.

The white circles in Fig. (6) represent the sum rule result fitted by a Gaussian function that is the short dashed line in the same figure and is given by

g^{(K)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) = 10.71e^{−(Q2/7.49)2} , (20)

by extrapolating Eq. (20) to Q^2 = −m^2_K , we obtain the coupling constant:

g_B∗_{s BK} = 10.7 (21)

We can see an excellent agreement between the results obtained in Eqs. (19) and (21), as expected.

We noted the same vertex behavior concerning the shape of the form factor that we obtained in previous works, when the heavy meson is the off-shell particle, the form factor is “harder” and has a big cutoff parameter Λ, which is defined from Eqs. (18) and (20), which have a general Gaussian form:

g_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) = A e^{−(Q2 /Λ)2} (22)

and a monopolar form

g_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) = A Λ + Q^2

(23)

where Λ parameter is equal to 34.99 GeV^2 for B off-shell meson and is 7.49 GeV^2 for K off-shell meson.

IV. UNCERTAINTIES OF THE QCDSR METHOD

The uncertainties in the QCDSR calculation come from different sources such as decay constant errors, mass uncertainties, other “good ” structures which also can be considered and the QCDSR variation parameters themselves. In the next section, we discuss each case separately in sub-sections and use the results to find an error of the method in our result.

A. B^∗_s off-shell

At first, we calculate a third sum rule with the other heavy meson of the vertex off-shell: the B^∗_s . Since this meson has a small mass difference when compared with the B meson mass, we expect to obtain a similar result to the one obtained for B off-shell. We have two structures, p^′_μp^′_ν and p_μp^′_ν , to work with in the method. The p_μp^′_ν structure does not present good stability in the Borel mass, therefore it is not considered. The other structure, p^′_μp^′_ν , has good stability and the pole is larger than the continuum contribution, for Δ_s = 0.7 GeV and Δ_u = 0.4 GeV . Fig. 4 a) shows the Borel mass stability and in b) the pole-continuum contribution.

FIG. 4. (a) Stability of g^{(B∗s )}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2 = 1 GeV^2) as Borel mass and for different thresholds and (b) pole-continuum contributions.

We extrapolate the QCDSR results, the dots in Fig. 6, by using a monopolar function until reaching Q^2 = −m^2_B∗_s , and we obtain

g^{(B∗s )}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) =

93.03 37.80 + Q^2

(24)

for the form factor, and

g_B∗_{s BK} = 10.25 (25)

for the coupling constant. Both results, Eq. (24) and Eq. (18) show the same extrapolation function with similar parameters.

B. K off-shell, structure pν

For the light meson off-shell, K, we also have the p_ν structure, which gives a good sum rule and is used here to calculate the uncertainties of the method. For this structure, we analyze the Borel mass stability for different threshold parameters, Fig. 5 a), and the pole-continuum contribution, showed in Fig. 5 b). We obtain a Gaussian

FIG. 5. a) Stability of g^{(K)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2 = 2 GeV^2) as a function of the Borel mass, for different threshold values and structure pν ; b) Pole and continuum contributions.

function by extrapolating the QCDSR result given by:

g^{(K)}_B∗_{s BK} (Q^2) = 10.65e^{−(Q2/4.99)2} , (26)

and making Q^2 = −m^2_K , we obtain the coupling constant of the vertex which is equal to:

g_B∗_{s BK} = 10.7 (27)

In Fig. (6) we summarize the results obtained with both structures showing an excellent agreement.

C. Uncertainties of parameter variations.

In order to know, how much does the QCDSR depend on the parameters’ variations, we analyze, in this work, the experimental data uncertainties for the decay constant f_K [18], the theoretical uncertainties for m_s [20], m_b [21, 22], f_B and f_B∗_s [19] and the variations over the QCDSR parameters that are the Borel mass, M^2, and the thresholds Δs and Δu.

To compute the error, we proceed in the following way: after calculating the coupling constant, we compute a new coupling constant, but now with all parameters kept fixed, except one, which is changed according with its intrinsic error, given in Table II. Then, we move to the next parameter to be varied, keeping all others fixed. At the end of the procedure, we know how sensitive is this vertex respect to each parameter. In table II, that contain the percentual

Deviation % Parameters B off-shell K off-shell B^∗_s off-shell fK = 159.8 ± 1.4 ± 0.44 (MeV) 1.04 1.04 1.02 fB = 208 ± 10 ± 29 (MeV) 15.92 15.97 15.94 f_B∗_s = 250 ± 10 ± 35 (MeV) 15.22 15.25 15.29 M^2 ± 10% (GeV) 6.05 5.9 2.41 m_b = 4.20 + 0.17 − 0.07 (GeV) 13.69 28.80 14.18 ms = 104 + 26 − 34 (MeV) 8.98 14.67 5.59 Δs ± 0.1 e Δu ± 0.1(GeV) 13.51 2.79 14.30

TABLE II. Percentage deviation related with each parameter.

deviation for the three cases (B, K and B^∗_s off-shell mesons), we observe that the biggest variation on the coupling constant is produced when f_B , f_B∗_s and m_b were varied. Finally, the uncertainties for each coupling constant, which is obtained with B, K and B^∗_s off-shell are:

g^{(B)}_B∗_{s BK} = 10.6 ± 1.5 (28)

for B off-shell meson,

g^{(K)}_B∗_{s BK} = 10.3 ± 1.7 (29)

for K off-shell, where were used both structures that give good SR, and

g^{(B∗s )}_B∗_{s BK} = 11.0 ± 1.5 (30)

for B^∗_s off-shell. Fig.(6) summarize these results, where the error bar represents the uncertainties for each calculation.

Considering the three off-shell cases, for all possible and ”good” sum rules structures, we obtain the coupling constant of the B^∗_s BK vertex. After computing all the uncertainties, we obtain the mean value:

g_B∗_{s BK} = 10.6 ± 1.7 (31)

FIG. 6. The three cases considered here: off-shell K, B, B^∗_s and for all possible sum rules.

The uncertainties of the QCDSR coming from different sources (other structures with the same mesons of shell, other heavy meson off-shell, the extrapolation fit of the sum rule result and the errors in masses, decay constants, condensates, the choice of the Borel mass and the continuum threshold parameters) is near 16 %. The usual errors in the QCDSR are around 20% [24].

Also, from Eqs. (18), (20) and (24), we can extract the cut-off parameters, Λ, associated with the form factors. In table III, the cut-off parameters are showed and we can observe that they follow the same trend as we had been observed in Refs.[2, 6]: the value of the cut-off is directly associated with the mass of the off-shell meson probing the vertex. A harder form factor means bigger cut-off parameter.

Meson off-shell Λ parameter (GeV^2) B 34.99 B^∗_s 37.80 K 7.49 TABLE III. Values of the cut-off parameter Λ.

Recently, our extrapolation procedure [2]-[25] was used to calculate the same coupling constant, g_B∗_{s BK} , by the authors of Ref. [26]. Even if the procedure to obtain the coupling constant was the same, the form factors obtained were different. This calculation do not include the analysis of the pole-continuum contributions, exponential extrapolations functions with three parameters were used to fit the form factors and different values for the parameters were used in the SR, resulting in a different value of the coupling constant.

There are some possibilities that could be considerer to compare our result with other theoretical predictions. If we use arguments of heavy hadron chiral perturbation theory (HHChPT), the couplings for the bottom-light vertex g_B∗_{s BK} are related to the charm-light vertex g_D∗_{s DK} through the relation [27]-[28]: g_B∗_{s BK} = g_D∗_{s DK} m_B m_D , where if it is used m_B = 5.279, m_D = 1.8693 and g_D∗_{s DK} = 2.84( which is our QCDSR result [10]), we obtain g_B∗_{s BK} = 8.02, that is in complete agreement with the result of this paper.

Also, g_B∗_{s BK} is related to g_B∗_{Bπ} by SU(3) symmetry and the coupling constants became equal g_B∗_{s BK} = g_B∗_{Bπ}. In table IV, we present other theoretical estimatives from QCDSR, Light Cone SR and other methods of the g_B∗_{Bπ}. We find out that SU(3) symmetry present different degrees of violation where is compare with our estimative of the coupling constant. The third column in the table IV show these results and we obtained similar conclusion in our review [25].

Approach gB∗BK violation QCDSR[30] 20 ± 4 50% QCDSR[30] 15 44% LCSR [31] 28 ± 6 65% QCDSR [32] 14 ± 4 25% LCSR [33] 22 ± 9 55% QCDSR [34] 42.5 ± 2.6 76% QCDSR plus meson loops [35] 44.7 ± 1.0 73% dispersive quark model[36] 32 ± 5 69% Dyson-Schwinger equations [37] 30.0^{+3.2}_{−1.4} 73%

TABLE IV. Summary of theoretical estimates for gB∗Bπ .

Concluding, we calculate the form factors of the vertex showing that they have two different forms, one when the heavy meson is the off-shell particle and another when the light meson is the off-shell one, with their extrapolations to the on-shell point leading to the coupling constant.

In this paper, we made all the calculations taking control of the SR stability and the pole contribution is always contributing more than the continuum. Besides, we computed all the “good ” sum rules and we obtained the same value of the coupling constant. Furthermore, we computed the sum rules taking into account the errors in masses, decay constants, condensates, choice of the Borel mass, continuum threshold parameters, obtaining a final result with errors that are near 16%.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work has been partly supported by the Brazilian funding agencies CAPES and CNPq. We are deeply grateful to M. Nielsen discussion.

[1] M.A. Shifman, A.I. Vainshtein and V.I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 147 (1979) 385. [2] M. E. Bracco, M. Chiapparini, A. Lozea, F. S. Navarra and M. Nielsen, Phys. Lett. B521, 1 (2001). [3] F.S. Navarra, M. Nielsen, M.E. Bracco, M. Chiapparini and C.L. Schat, Phys. Lett. B489, 319 (2000). [4] F. S. Navarra, M. Nielsen, M. E. Bracco, Phys. Rev. D65, 037502 (2002). [5] F.S. Navarra, M. Nielsen and R.R. da Silva, Phys. Lett. B541, 265 (2002). [6] R. Rodrigues da Silva, R. D. Matheus, F. S. Navarra and M. Nielsen, Braz. J. Phys. 34, 236 (2004). [7] Z. G. Wang, Nucl.Phys. A 796 :61-82,2007; Eur.Phys.J. C 52 :553-560,2007 ; Phys. Rev. D 74, 014017 (2006); Int. J.

Mod. Phys. E 14, 555 (2005).

[8] F. Carvalho, F. O. Durães, F. S. Navarra and M. Nielsen, Phys. Rev. C 72, 024902 (2005). [9] M. E. Bracco, M. Chiapparini, F. S. Navarra and M. Nielsen, Phys. Lett. B 605, 326 (2005). [10] M. E. Bracco, A. . J. Cerqueira, M. Chiapparini, A. Lozea and M. Nielsen, Phys. Lett. B 641, 286 (2006). [11] B. Osório Rodrigues, M. E. Bracco, M. Nielsen and F. S. Navarra, Nucl. Phys. A852 127 (2011). [12] T. Aaltonen, et al.,Phys. Rev. Letts. 100, 082001 (2008). [13] V. M Abazov, et. al.,Phys. Rev. Letts. 100, 082002 (2008) [14] M.E. Bracco and M. Nielsen, Phys. Rev. D 82, 034012 (2010).

[15] Amand Faessler, Thomas Gutsche, Valery E. Lyubovitskij, Yong-Liang Ma, Phys.Rev.D 77:114013, 2008. [16] R.S. Azevedo and M. Nielsen, Phys. Rev. C69, 035201, (2004).

[17] B.L. Ioffe and A.V. Smilga, Nucl. Phys. B216 373 (1983); Phys. Lett. B114, 353 (1982). [18] S. Eidelman et al. [Particle Data Group], Phys. Lett. B 592, 1 (2004). [19] A. Alikhan et al.; Phys. Rev. D64 , 034505, (2001) .

[20] K. Nakamura et al. (Particle Data Group), J. Phys. G 37, 075021 (2010) [21] K. G. Chetyrkin, J. H. Kuhn, A. Maier, P. Maierhofer, P. Marquard, M. Steinhauser, C. Sturm, Phys. Rev. D80 074010, 2009.

[22] Narison, Stephan, arXiv:1105.2922 [23] F.S. Navarra, M. Nielsen, R.S. Marques de Carvalho, G. Krein Phys.Lett.B529 (2002) 87-92 [24] D. B. Leinweber, Annals Phys. 254 (1997) 328.

[25] M.E. Bracco, M. Chiapparini, F.S. Navarra, M. Nielsen, arXiv:1104.2864v1 [26] H. Sundu, J. Y. Sungu, S. Sahin, N. Yinelek, K. Azizi, arXiv:1009.5320v1. [27] M. B. Wise, Phys. Rev. D452188,(1992).

[28] R. Casalbuoni, A. Deandrea, N. Di Bartolomeo, R. Gatto, F. Feruglio and G. Nardulli, Phys. Rept. 281, 145 (1997) [29] Phys. Rev. Lett. 87:251801, 2001.

[30] P. Colangelo et al., Phys. Lett. B 339 (1994) 151. [31] V.M. Belyaev et al., Phys. Rev. D 51 (1995) 6177. [32] H.G. Dosch and S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 368 (1996) 163. [33] A. Khodjamirian et al., Phys. Lett. B 457 (1999) 25.

[34] F.S. Navarra, M. Nielsen, M.E. Bracco, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 037502. [35] F.O. Durães, F.S. Navarra, M. Nielsen and M.R. Robilotta, Braz. J. Phys. 36 (2006) 1232. [36] D. Melikhov, Eur. Phys. J. C 4 (2002) 2.

[37] B. El-Bennich, M.A. Ivanov and C.D. Roberts, Phys. Rev. C 83 (2011) 025205.