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Abstract We investigate the self-consistency and Lorentz
covariance of the covariant light-front quark model (CLF
QM) via the matrix elements and form factors (F = g,
a+ and f) of P — V transition. Two types of corre-
spondence schemes between the manifest covariant Bethe—
Salpeter approach and the light-front quark model are stud-
ied. We find that, for a,(qz) and f (qz), the CLF results
obtained via A = 0 and =+ polarization states of vector
meson within the traditional type-I correspondence scheme
are inconsistent with each other; and moreover, the strict
covariance of the matrix element is violated due to the non-
vanishing spurious contributions associated with noncovari-
ance. We further show that such two problems have the same
origin and can be resolved simultaneously by employing the
type-1I correspondence scheme, which advocates an addi-
tional replacement M — M relative to the traditional type-
I scheme; meanwhile, the results of F (qz) in the standard
light-front quark model (SLF QM) are exactly the same as the
valence contributions and equal to numerally the full results
inthe CLFQM, i.e., [FlsLr = [Flval. = [Flfun. The numer-
ical results for some P — V transitions are updated within
the type-II scheme. Above findings confirm the conclusion
obtained via the decay constants of vector and axial-vector
mesons in the previous works.

1 Introduction

The form factor and decay constant are important physical
quantities in understanding the internal structure of hadrons,
and play crucial roles for predicting the observables of meson
decays. Itis well-known that they must be treated with a non-
perturbative method. There are many different candidates for
this purpose, such as Wirbel-Stech—-Bauer model [1], lat-
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tice calculations [2], vector meson dominance model [3,4],
perturbative QCD with some nonperturbative inputs [5,6],
QCD sum rules [7,8] and light-front quark models (LF QMs)
[9-13]. The traditional LF QM, i.e., the so-called standard
light-front quark model (SLF QM), proposed by Terentev
and Berestetsky [9,10] is a relativistic quark model based on
the LF formalism [14] and LF quantization of QCD [15]. It
provides a conceptually simple and phenomenologically fea-
sible framework for the determination of form factor, decay
constant and distribution amplitude et al., which are further
applied to phenomenological researches [16-39]. However,
in the SLF QM, the Lorentz covariance of the matrix element
is lost since it contains a spurious dependence on the orien-
tation of the light-front (LF) defined in term of the light-like
four-vector w by w - x = 0, and moreover the zero-mode
contributions can not be determined.

In order to treat the complete Lorentz structure of a matrix
element and evaluate the zero-mode contributions, many
efforts have been made in the past years [11-13,40-43].
In Ref. [12], Carbonell, Desplanques, Karmanov and Math-
iot (CDKM) have developed a method based on the covariant
LF framework to identify and separate the spurious contri-
butions and to determine the w-independent physical contri-
butions, while the zero-mode contributions are not fully con-
sidered still. In Ref. [13], a basically different technique is
developed by Jaus to deal with the covariance and zero-mode
problems with the help of a manifestly covariant Bethe—
Saltpeter approach as a guide to the calculation. In the Jaus’
prescription for the covariant light-front quark model (CLF
QM), the zero-mode contributions can be well determined,
and the result of the matrix element is expected to be covari-
ant because the spurious contribution proportional w can be
eliminated by the inclusion of zero-mode contributions [13].
This CLF QM has been used extensively to study the weak
and radiative decays, as well as the other features, of hadrons
[44-71].
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However, it has been noted that there still exist some prob-
lems about the self-consistency [72—74] and strict covariance
[13,74] in the CLF QM. In Ref. [72], the authors have found
that the CLF results for the vector (V) meson decay constant
obtained receptively via the longitudinal (A = 0) and the
transverse (A = =) polarization state are inconsistent with
each other, [ fv])(‘fg # [ fv]éff::, because the former receives
an additional contribution characterized by the sz) func-
tion [the B functions are given by Eq. (28)], which provides
about 10% correction. This inconsistency problem exists not
only in the vector system but also in the axial-vector (A) sys-
tem [74]. Besides, the strict Lorentz covariance is another
challenge to the CLF QM [13,74]. A known example is the
matrix element, A’\f = (0|gay*q1|V) [74]. Although the
main o dependences are associated with the C functions and
can be eliminated by the zero-mode contributions [13], there
are still some residual w dependences due to the nonvan-
ishing spurious contributions associated with sz) function,
which violate the covariance of CLF result for A"j [13,74].
In order to resolve these problems, some efforts have been
made.

In the CLF QM, a manifestly covariant Bethe—Salpeter
(BS) approach is used to guide the corresponding light-front
calculation, but still using the same vertex functions and oper-
ators as employed in the SLF QM [13]. Taking the vector
meson as an example, the correspondence scheme (type-I)
[13,72,73]

xv(x, k1) Yy (x, k1)
V2N, — —,
I—x Jx(1 —x)My
Dy .con — DviF, (type-I) €))

between the covariant BS model and the LF QM is used in
the traditional CLF QM, where the factors Dy ¢con = M +
m1 + my and Dy 1 g = Mo + m; + m2 appear in the vertex
operator. Within this type-I correspondence scheme, the CLF
result for fy suffers from above-mentioned self-consistency
and covariance problems [72,73]. It should be noted that a
significant difference between the covariant BS approach and
the LF QM is that the constituent quarks of a bound-state are
allowed to be off mass-shell in the former, but are required
be on their respective mass-shell in the latter. Therefore, a
generalized correspondence scheme (type-II)

xvix, ki) Yy (x, ki)
V2N, —
I—x Jxd=—xM,
M — My. (type-ID) 2)

is suggested by Choi and Ji [73]. It is interesting that this
new correspondence scheme provides a solution to the self-
consistency problem of fy [73].

@ Springer

In our previous work [74], we have studied the self-
consistency and the strict covariance simultaneously via the
decay constants of pseudoscalar, vector and axial-vector
mesons. It is found that [74]: (i) the problem of self-
consistency exists not only in the vector system but also
in the axial-vector system when the type-I correspondence
scheme is used, but both of them can be resolved by employ-
ing the type-II scheme, which confirms Choi’s findings [73];
the replacement M — M in the type-II scheme plays a cru-
cial role in resolving these problems. (ii) The violation of the
manifest covariance of the CLF QM with type-I scheme is
caused by the same reason as for the self-consistency prob-
lem, and the strict covariance can be recovered by taking
the type-II correspondence. (iii) In addition, a clear relation
between the SLF and CLF results are found

[QlsLr = [Llval. = [Qlfun, 3)

within the type-II scheme, where Q@ = fy 4; the subscripts
“full” and “val.” denote the full result and the valence con-
tribution in the CLF QM, respectively; and the symbol “="
denote that the two quantities are equal to each other only
numerically but not formally.

Besides decay constant, the form factor is another impor-
tant quantity for testing the performance of the LF QMs. The
P — V transition is also related to the spin-1 system, there-
fore it is worth to test whether the form factors of P — V
transition have the problems of self-consistency and covari-
ance, as the case of fy 4 mentioned above, in the CLF QM
with type-I correspondence scheme, and whether the type-II
scheme can give a solution to these problems still. Moreover,
the form factors of P — V transition are related to not only
Bl(z) but also B3(3) function, in which only the former con-
tributes to fv 4. Therefore, the form factors of P — V tran-
sition may present much stricter test on the self-consistency
and covariance of CLF QM, as well as above-mentioned find-
ings obtained via fy 4. In addition, it is claimed in Ref. [13]
that the form factor a® =V (¢?) is impossible to be calcu-
lated in the SLF formalism, which need to be checked. In
this paper, these issues will be studied in detail.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we would like
to review briefly the SLF and the CLF QMs for convenience
of discussion. In Sect. 3, the SLF and CLF results, as well
as the valence contributions, are presented; after that, the
self-consistency and covariance of CLF results for the form
factors of P — V transition are discussed in detail. Finally,
our conclusions are made in Sect. 4.

2 Brief review of light-front quark models

In this section, we would like review briefly the LF QMs for
calculating the current matrix element defined as
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B = (M"(p"lg) kDTqik)IM'(p"), “)

which will be further used to extract the form factors. For the
detailed theoretical frameworks of SLF and CLF QMs, one
may refer to, for instance, Refs. [13,16,17,20,72], respec-
tively.

2.1 The SLF quark model

In the framework of SLF QM, a meson bound-state consisting
a quark ¢ and antiquark g, with a total momentum p can be
written as

d3k d3k
My =Y [ — :
no Y Qr)32 ki 2w)32,/ky

Qr)*83(p — ki — ko) Wn, iy (k1 k2)
lg1(k1, h))g2(ka, h2)) (5)

where, p = (p*.p1) and k15 = (k,.ki21) are the on-
mass-shell LF momenta, \IJhl,hz(lgl, 122) is the momentum-

space wavefunction (WF), and the one particle states are
defined as

g1 k1, h1)) = 2k b} (kD)[0)
G2 k2, h2)) = \J2k5 d}, (k2)0), (6)
{b) (k), by (K'Y} = {d] (), di (K)}
= Q2n) 8kt — kN8> (kL — K DS . (7)

The momenta of ¢; and g> can be written in terms of the
internal LF relative momentum variables (x, k) as

ki =xp™, kiL=xpi+ki, Kk =ip",

kQLZJEpL—kL, (8)

where,x =1 —x,k; = (k*, k) andpL = (p*, p?).
The momentum-space WF Wy, 5, (x, k) in Eq. (5) satis-
fies the normalization condition and can be expressed as

Wiy hy (0, K1) = Spyn (6, KDY (K1), 9)

where, ¥ (x, k| ) is the radial WF and responsible for describ-
ing the momentum distribution of the constituent quarks in
the bound-state; Sy, n,(x,k ) is the spin—orbital WF and
responsible for constructing a state of definite spin (S, S;)
out of the LF helicity (h1, h») eigenstates. For the former,
we shall use the Gaussian-type WF

ok k2 + K2
e exp |~ (10)
dx 252

3
Uy k) = 47
ﬂf

in this paper, where k; is the relative momentum in z-direction
and has the form

k Y a4 "2 an
=|x—- - — =
: 2) 70T T

with the invariant mass

m%+ki+n%+ki

2
My = —
0 X X

(12)

The spin—orbital WF, Sy, 1, (x, k), canbe obtained by the
interaction-independent Melosh transformation. It is conve-
nient to use the covariant form, which can be further reduced

by using the equation of motion on spinors and finally written
as [17,72]

ii(ky, h)Tv(ka, h)
Shiy = —— ;zM 222 (13)
0

where M3 = M — (m1 — m2)? and

F/P =, (14)
€- (k1 —k
ry =- 5+M7 Dy 1F = Mo+ my +my,
Dy Lp
(15)
with
o 1 —M2—|—p2
6;»‘:0 :VO <p+1 #7 pJ_ ) (16)
2 (1, +i)
Ef:t_<0’p_+€l'pl9€i)’ €| =F ﬁ . (17)

In practice, for M'(p’) — M"(p”) transition, we shall
take the convenient Drell-Yan—West frame, q+ = 0, where
g = p' — p" =k} — kY is the momentum transfer. It implies
that the form factors are known only for space-like momen-
tum transfer, q2 = —qi < 0, and the ones in the time-like
region need an additional g2 extrapolation In addition we
also take a Lorentz frame where p’, = 0 and p| = —q_
amounts to k| = k', —xq_ . Finally, equipping Eq. (4) with
the formulae given above and making some simplification,
we obtain

dx d’K/,

Bgh= Y. /(2”)32 v (x,

hy Y

DY (x,K))

Sty 0 KD o g (. KL K
Sho (KL (18)

where Cur i, (x, K, K)) = iy (x, kj’_)l"uh/l (x,K)).

@ Springer
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Fig. 1 The Feynman diagram for the matrix element B

2.2 The CLF quark model

In the CLF QM, the matrix element B is obtained by cal-
culating the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 1. From this
Feynman diagram and using the Feynman rules given in Refs.
[13,72], the matrix element 3 (qz) can be written as a mani-
fest covariant form,

d*k, Hy Hyr .

B=N, iSa, (19)

“] @m)* NN/ N,
where d*k| = %dki_dki+d2ki, the denominators N 1(/’”) =
k%””)z — mgl’”)z +ieand N, = k% — m% + ie come from the
fermion propagators, and Hyy_y~ are the bound-state vertex
functions. The trace term S associated with the fermion loop

is written as
Sg=Tr[[ (k] +m}) (iTy) (— k2 + m2)
W Tl K +m))] (20)

where the vertex operators "y and Iy~ are relevant to the
types of mesons and have the forms [72]

iTp=—iys, ily=i [y“ - M] . @D
D V,con
for P and V mesons, respectively.

Integrating out the minus components of the loop momen-
tum, one goes from the covariant calculation to the LF one.
By closing the contour in the upper complex k’l_ plane and
assuming that Hyy p» are analytic within the contour, the
integration picks up a residue at k3 = IQ% = m% correspond-
ing to put the spectator antiquark on the mass shell. Conse-
quently, one has the following replacements [13,72]

Ni— Ny =x (M2 - Mg) 22)
and

xu = Hu/N — hy/N,

Dycon = Dyir,  (type-) (23)

@ Springer

where the LF forms of vertex function, 4y, is given by

1 [xvy
V2NN x py

Equation (23) gives the correspondence between the manifest
covariant and LF approaches. As has been detailed in Ref.
[13,72], the correspondence between x and v in Eq. (23) can
be clearly derived by matching the CLF expressions to the
SLF ones for some zero-mode independent quantities, such
as fp and f f ~P(g?). However, the validity of the corre-
spondence for the D factor appearing in the vertex operator,
Dy .con — Dy LF, has not yet been clarified explicitly [73].
Instead of the traditional type-I correspondence, a much more
generalized replacement,

hp/N =hy/N = (24)

xm = Hu/N = hy/N, M— My, (type-I)  (25)

is suggested for the purpose of self-consistence of fa v
[73,74]. Our following theoretical results are given within
traditional type-I scheme unless otherwise specified. The
ones within type-II scheme can be easily obtained by making
an additional replacement M — M. Finally, after integrat-
ing out k’l_, the matrix element, Eq. (19), can be reduced as
the LF form
21,/
R e L 6)
22m)* XN NI

Ithas been noted in Refs. [13,72] that B receives additional
spurious contributions proportional to the light-like vector
o' = (0,2,0,), and these undesired spurious contributions
are expected to be cancelled out by the zero-mode contri-
butions. As demonstrated in Ref. [13], the inclusion of the
zero mode contribution in practice amounts to some proper
replacements in the 3‘3 under integration. For the quantities
studied in this paper, we need [13,72]

/2;“ N PILA(ll) + qMA(zl) ,
BBy — gmAD 1 PEPUAD 4 (PRg 4 g" P AT
2  Pro'+ ot P’
+4"q" AP+ ——— B,
q-P

KENy — g* (Ag”zz + A?)) ,
q
aA A .P
KRy Ny — ¢ AP 2 + q"q" (Af)zz +2Lq2 AEI)A§2)>
P“a)" +a)“P” B(3>
w- P 3
Z) = 1\7{ +m’12 - m% + G —x)M"?

k-
SR A S 27)

)
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where P = p’ + p”, and the A and B functions are given by

AO_F o X kan
1 2 2 2 q2
k/ . 2
A(Z) k ( 1L qu) ’
q
AP Z (AR AR ZADAD 4D a2
B =227,-4?,
2
. P)2
BY = B 7, +<P2 @ 2) >A(1“A§2). (28)
q

It should be noted that most of the w-dependent terms associ-
ated with the C functions have been eliminated by the inclu-
sion of the zero-mode contributions [13], and thus are not
shown in above formulae. However, there are still some resid-
ual w-dependences that are associated with the B functions,
which can be clearly seen from Eq. (27). As stated in Ref.
[13], the B functions play a special role since, on the one
hand, it is combined with w*, on the other hand, there is no
zero-mode contribution associated with B due to xNz = 0.
Therefore, a different mechanism is required to neutralize
the residual w-dependence.

Using the formulae given above, one can obtain the full
result of B, and further extract the form factors. For a given
quantity, Q, its full result can be expressed as the sum of the
valence and zero-mode contributions,

Qtull Qval Qz.m. ] (29)

In order to evaluate the effect of zero-mode, we also need
to calculate Q¥ and/or Q*™ . In this paper, we employ the
strategy introduced in Ref. [74] to calculate Q"2

3 Results and discussions

The matrix element for the P — V transition can be repre-
sented in terms of the form factors as

(V" MG vug) | P(P)) = iemape™ P2qP g(¢®),  (30)
V", DIG vur i1 P(p))
= /@€~ Plas@)Pu+a-ga] . GD

These form factors are related to the commonly used Bauer—
Stech—Wirbel (BSW) form factors via

V(ghH = —M'+ M")g(g?),
2
Ag?) = —Mf(Tq]; . AgH =M + May (@Y,
Ao(g®) = = [aPa-(@®) + £ (@) + M? = M)ar ()]
(32)

3.1 Theoretical results

Using the formulae given in the last section, we obtain the
SLF results for the form factors written as

dx d’k’, " (x, KDY/ (x, K
(2m)3 2x 2M{M
FSE (K, 42, (33)

[F(g*)IsLr =

where, F = g, f and a4, and the integrands are

KL g7
K’
=2 iim’l + xmy + (my —m})—+ ql
2 o (K qu)?
+—D” ki +——— |t (34)
V.LF q
astF o, KL g)
K, -
= 2{(m’f — 2xm) + m) + 2xmy) —+ 4x
qai

+ (x — X)(xm) 4+ xmy)

2 K, -
+ 5 l— ij_ —1
DV,LF xq7

(K| - K| + (xma — xm)(xmy + xm))] } , (35

FRCN YIS
- —% { [kf(im’l + | — %my) — 7k,
. qJ_(m/{ + 2)?m/1 + xmpy — Xxmy)
+ (Emy + xma) (mmy + xIM{* + % ‘h)]
K2 +m3 — x2M?

= "
XDy 1 g

[kl . k/j_ + (xmp — )?m’]’)(xmz + )Emll)]}

_ <M M//2+q ) SLF()C kl7q2)’ (36)
M (x, KL g%

4
— q_z{m/l/M(/)2 +m / //2 —(m +m/1/)(m/1 — my)
1
(m{ —my) — X(m} —m2)q]
+ [m) — m{ + 2x(m’, — mp)K',
-qu — 2(m} — mo)KT?
1
+D// {_k/J/_'qJ-I:M(/)Z_
V,LF

() —m2)? |

‘I'klklj/_[ //2+

@ Springer
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F20m 4 ma) (), — m2) + qi] } }

2 -
- q—szLF(x, K| .q¢») +aF (KL g2 (37)

The SLF results for g(¢%) and a, (g%) have been given in
the previous works, for instance, Refs. [16,17], while the
ones for f(g?) and a_(g?) are first obtained in this paper.
For [g(¢?)]sLr and [a4 (¢%)]sLE, the results in Ref. [17] are
obtained by taking p’| = 0 (i.e. the final state moves along the
z axis), while the results given above and the ones in Ref. [16]
are obtained in the p’, = 0 reference frame (i.e. the initial
state moves along the z axis). We find that these two sets of
results are a little bit different in form, but such difference
does not affect the final results after the internal variables
are integrated out. In addition, it is claimed in the abstract
of Ref. [13] that a_ (qz) is impossible to be calculated in the
SLF QM, which will be discussed in the next subsection.
Using the framework of the CLF QM given in the last
section, we obtain the full CLF results for the form factors,

ddek/ s
LRIV F00l(x K] g%). (38)

2 _
R e

where,

g’full(x’k/l,qZ)
K| -qu
q2

2 k/ . 2
+ o — [kﬁ+ LI s Lq;m “ , (39)

=-2 {)?m’l + xmy + (m’] — m/]’)

V,con
~full / 2
ay (x, kK, q9)

K, -qu

= 2{(m’f —2xm’ +m) + 2xm>)
q7
K| -qu

+ (= X)GEmy + xm) + ———=—
xq}

D{//,COH
[K'| - K| + (xma — xm)(xmy + xm))] } . (40)
ffull(x’k/l7q2)
= —2{ — (m} +m{)*(m} —my)
+ (xmy — ¥m)M"* 4 (xmy 4 xm)M"
— x(my — m/l)(M(/)2 + M(/)’z)
+ 2xm’1/M62 —4 (m'l — mz)

2
» (K -qu)
(kL + T
—mag® — (my +m)(q* +q - P)

@ Springer

K, - q.L 2
L= 40| — mo) B + ——
q DV,con

’. 2
[<kf . (qu;u) )

((x —)E)M/z + M//2
—2(m'y — m')(m', — mp) + 2xM{?

K| -q
—q*=24¢°+q-P) qu )

_ (M/2 + M//2 _ (]2

+2(m) — may)(my + mz))Bl(z) + 2B3(3):| } ,
(41)
(e, K, )
= —2{(3 — 2x)(xm} + xm2)

— [(6x = Tym’ + (4 — 6x)m3 + m[]

K. - K. - 2 k/2
1 2‘1J_ 40, — mo) 2( 1 2‘1L> L
q q q

(my —my)

—4
q2

(2)
Bl + D

V,con
[ 2 (M’2 + M — g+ 2 — mo) (] + mz))
(AP + 42 — )
+ (2M’2 — > = N + N —2(m), — m»)?
() + m/{)2> (Aﬁ” +AD - 1)
+22; (249 =34 + 1)

q-P 1,0 @), 2
+27(4A2 AD _34¢ )+?

(M2 + M7 = g2 + 200, = m) ] +m2)

B 28 } } , (42)

for the case of A = 0 (i.e., [.7? full12=0y. and the results for the
case of A = % (i.e., []? fullA=%) can be obtained from these
formulas by deleting the terms associated with B functions.
The CLF results for Fp_,y are also given in Refs. [13,72],
but the contributions associated with B functions are not con-
sidered. In Ref. [72], the authors claim that the contributions
of B functions to form factors vanish when taking A = =+,
which is also checked carefully in this work and found to
be legitimate. However, we find that the contributions of B
functions always exist for the A = 0 state, which implies
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that f(g?) and a_(g?) possibly suffer from the problem of
self-consistency like the case of fy found in Refs. [72-74].
In fact, we will show later that whether [Fp_, v |*=* receive
the contributions of B functions is determined by the strategy
employed to deal with the spurious w dependent contribu-
tions.

Meanwhile, the corresponding valence contributions in
the CLF approach can also been obtained via. Eq. (38) with
the integrands

~val ~full

(x, kJ_’Q)_ (x, kJ_CI) (43)
A (KL gh =aM (KL g, (44)
f“‘L(x, K., q%)

4 - _ _
== {k’f(xm’1 +m}| — xmy) — xK/|

- qu(m +2xm’ + xmy — xm3)
+ ()Em/l + xmy)

Y, 2]

[m’{mz +xxM"* + x°q]

K +m5 —*M"”
—D//

V,con

[K'| - K| + (xma + xm)(xmy — xmY)] }

. (M/Z

_M//2+qi) ~val. (.X kL q ) (45)

4 72
= x(mf — mz)MO + x(m}y — ma) M,
qa;

+ (&EmY + xm)M* 4 (xm; + xma) M

— (m}y +mY)(m} —ma)(my —m2)

— X(m} —m2)q}
+ [m| —mY +2x(m} —my)K -
QL —2(my —m)K? + o

V,con

[ KL au (xm

+K, K] (M”2 + M+ 20m + mo)

FEM? — (m) — m2)2>

m} —mz)+qi)]}

2 ~
+ q_zfval.(x’ k/J_’ q2) + gval.(x’ kl’ q2) . (46)
1

3.2 Numerical results and discussions

Based on the theoretical results given above, we then present
our numerical results and discussions. In the numerical anal-
yses, we use the values of Gaussian parameter 8 obtained
by fitting to the data of zero-mode independent fp [74]. In

Table 1 Numerical results of the zero-mode independent form factors
g(q3) and a4 (q%) at g3 = (0,2, 4) GeV? for B — D* transition and
at qﬁ_ = (0, 1,2)GeV? for D — K* transition

B — D* q2l=0 qzlzz qi:4
g(q)) —0.11 —0.10 ~0.09
ar(q?) 0.08 0.08 0.07
D — K* Q@ =0 @ =1 ¢ =2
g(q)) —-035 —0.27 —0.22
ar(q?) 0.20 0.16 0.14

Table 2 Numerical results of the zero-mode dependent form factors
f(qzl) anda_ (qzl) at q2l = (0, 2,4)GeV? for B — D* transition

B—D* [f@)lser [F@EY F@@hn™ @)l
qi =0
Type-I —4.82 —4.84 —5.01 —5.01
Type-Il —5.32 —-5.32 —-5.32 —5.32
qi =2
Type-I —4.64 —4.68 —4.78 —4.81
Type-ll —5.11 —5.11 —5.11 —5.11
qi =4
Type-1 —4.48 —4.54 —4.58 —4.64
Type-I —4.92 —4.92 —4.92 —4.92
B — D* [a_(@Dlstr la— (@) la— @) la— (@)l
qi =0
Type-lI - - —0.11 -
Type-II —0.10 —0.10 —0.10 —0.10
qi =2
Type-I 0.38 —0.87 —0.10 —0.13
Type-II —0.09 —0.09 —0.09 —0.09
qi =4
Type-1 0.14 —0.50 —0.09 —-0.10
Type-II —0.08 —0.08 —0.08 —0.08

order to clearly show the self-consistency of CLF QM, i.e.
the difference between [F ]%uTIO and [F ]?uTli, we define

dIF I _diF ]tull
dx dx

Ay (x) = (47)

which is equal to zero for g(g?) and a (¢%) and related to
Bl(z) and B§3) functions for f (qz) and a_ (qz). In addition,
for convenience of analyses and discussions, we take the
B — D* and D — K™ transitions as examples. Using the
central values of 8, we summarize our numerical results for
the form factors at different qi in Tables 1, 2 and 3, and

show the dependences of Agﬂ’la “(x)andd[f,a—],m./dx on
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Table 3 Numerical results of the zero-mode dependent form factors
f(@?)anda_(q3) atq? = (0, 1,2) GeV? for D — K* transition

D—K* [f@)lstr [F@)ER  F@)r™ @) ha
qi =0
Type-I ——1.93 -1.76 —2.17 —2.19
Type-Il  —2.66 —2.66 —2.66 —2.66
qi =1
Type-1 —1.75 —1.59 —1.89 —-1.97
Type-1I —2.37 —2.37 —2.37 —2.37
qi =2
Type-I —1.61 —1.50 —1.69 —-1.79
Type-Il —2.14 —2.14 —2.14 —2.14
D — K* [a—(@)lstr [a— @)1 la— @) la— @)l
qi =0
Type-1 - - —0.34 -
Type-II —0.35 —0.35 —0.35 —0.35
qi =1
Type-1  0.97 —0.94 —0.27 —0.49
Type-II —0.27 —0.27 —0.27 —0.27
qi =2
Type-I 0.32 —0.62 —-0.22 —0.30
Type-1I —0.21 —0.21 —0.21 —0.21

x in Figs. 2 and 3. Based on these numerical results and the
theoretical formulae given in the last subsection, we have the
following discussions and findings:

Fig. 2 The dependences of

e From Egs. (39) and (40), it can be found that the CLF
results for g(¢?) and a,(g?) are independent of the
B function contributions and the choice of A, which
implies that such two form factors do not have the self-
consistency problem, i.e.,

(gDt = le@DH

[a+ (@) = las (@) (48)

From Egs. (43) and (44), it can be found that they are
also free from the zero-mode effect. Further comparing
Egs. (34) with (39) for g(qz) and Egs. (35) with (40) for
a4 (q?), respectively, we can conclude that

[g(q™)]full »
[a+ ()t

[g(g®)IsLr = [2(q) vl =

[a+(gH)1sLr = [a1 () hvar. = (49)
within both the type-I and the type-II scheme. The numer-
ical examples for g(g2) and a, (¢>) are given in Table 1.

e The form factors f(¢?) and a_(g?) are zero-mode depen-
dent, which is different from the case of g(¢%) and
a4 (g?); and moreover, their CLF results extracted via
A = 0 mode (f(qz)]full and [a_ (qz)]%ﬁo) receive
additional contributions associated with B(z) and B(3)
functions relative to the ones obtained via A :I:
mode ([ f (¢») 155 and [a— (¢%1}55), which can be found
from Eqgs. (41) and (42). From Figs. 2a, ¢ and 3a, c, it
can be clearly seen that the contributions of Bl(z) and

B( ) functions, fo dx Atull (x), are nonzero in the tradi-

AL () and dI £, a_ ], m. /dx

qf_ =(0,2,4) GeV?2. See text

MNem /dx
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Fig. 3 The dependences of
Al (o) and d[ f. @, /dx
on x for D — K* transition at
qf_ =(0,1,2) GeV?2. See text
for the detailed explanations and
discussions
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tional type-I correspondence scheme. It also can be found
from the numerical examples given in Tables 2 and 3 (the
fourth and fifth columns), from which one can further
find that the effects of these contributions are very sig-
nificant at some ¢ points. Therefore, the CLF results
in type-I scheme suffer from the self-consistency prob-
lems, [f (@)’ # Lf (@)l and [a—(g)]ig" #
la— (g™ (type-D).

Interestingly, within the type-II correspondence scheme,
the positive Agl]’{l ~(x) with small x and the negative one
with large x can exactly cancel each other at each g2
point, therefore f dfouH (x) = 0, which are clearly
shown in Figs. 2a, ¢ and 3a, c. As a result, we find that

LF @B = [f@HE,
la— (@O0 = [a—(@H5E,  (type-ID) (50)

which can also be easily found by comparing the numer-
ical results given in the fourth and the fifth columns
of Tables 2 and 3. The Eq. (50) implies that the self-
consistency problem can be resolved by employing the
type-1I correspondence scheme.

Comparing Egs. (36) with (45) and Eqgs. (37) with (46),
respectively, we do not find significant relations between
the SLF results and the valence contributions in the
CLF approach for f(g?) and a_(g?) within the type-
I scheme. However, employing the type-II scheme and
making some simplifications on these formulas, we find

surprisingly that the SLF and valence results are exactly
the same,

[f(@DIstk = [f(@H)]va. and

la—(g®)Isir = la—(@H)lvar.,  (type-D) (51)
which can also been clearly seen from the numerical
results given in Tables 2 and 3.

In addition, we find that [a_(qz)]SLp,Val_ is divergent at
g% = 0 in the type-I scheme, therefore their numerical
results are labeled as “~” in Tables 2 and 3. It is possi-
bly the reason for why the author of Ref. [13] claims
in the abstract that a_(g?) is impossible to be calcu-
lated in the SLF QM, while we note that the CLF results,

[f (O)]full and [a_ (O)]full , also suffer from such prob-
lem in the type-I scheme. Interestingly, this divergence
problem does not exist in the type-II scheme, and their
numerical results at ¢ = 0 satisfy the relations given by
Egs. (50), (51) and following Eq. (52).

e From Figs. 2b, d and 3b, d, it can be seen that zero-

mode presents sizable contributions to f (g®) anda_(g?)
within the traditional type-I correspondence scheme, i.e.,
[f(@*)]zm. # 0 and [a—(g*)].m. # O (type-D; while,
in the type-II correspondence scheme, these contribu-
tions, although existing formally, vanish numerically, i.e.,
[£(@*)12.m.=0 and [a—(g*)]z.m =0 (type-11). Therefore,
one can further find that

@ Springer
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[ (@) =1 (gD lvar. and

la—(g*)}run = [a—(g*)hvar. .~ (type-ID) (52)
which can also be found from the numerical examples
given in Tables 2 and 3.

Combining the findings given above, we can finally con-
clude that

[FgD)Iste = [F@)ha =[F@H)lfan,  (type-TD) (53)

where, [F(g)lan = [FgD)Iig =IF @)1 [Eq. (50)]
implies the self-consistency of the CLF QM and holds only in
the type-II correspondence scheme; the symbol, “=", should
be replaced by “=" for g(g?) and a+(q2).

Besides of the self-consistency problem, the CLF QM with
traditional type-I correspondence scheme also has a problem
of covariance, which will be discussed in the follows. A pecu-
liar property of the LF matrix element is its dependence on
the light-like four vector w = (0,2, 0) [13,71], which can
be explicitly revealed by the decomposition

B= physical part + w-dependent part, (54)

where the “physical part” contains the physical contributions
to the form factors, while the “w-dependent part” is unphys-
ical and may violate the covariance of matrix element if it is
nonzero. In the CLF QM, most of the w-dependent contri-
butions are eliminated by the zero-mode contributions, but
there are still some residual w-dependences which are asso-
ciated with B functions and independent of zero-mode [13].
Therefore, a different mechanism is required to “neutralize”
the effects of these residual w-dependent contributions.

In order to clearly show the residual w-dependence of
matrix element of P — V transition, after integrating out
the k= component and taking into account the zero-mode
contributions, we can decompose the trace term 3’3 in the
integrand of Eq. (26) for (V (p”, MG vuy>q;IP(p")) as

Ple* .o+ wte* - P
w- P

on
Spoy =4

1

2
{2(’”/1 - mZ)Bl( ) - DV

V,con

[(M/z + M//Z —6]2 +2(m/1 — my)

(m{ +m2)) B — 289]} +os (55)

where “...” denotes the physical contribution resulting in the
CLF results for f(g?) and a+(g?) without considering con-
tributions related to B functions. For the first term in Eq. (55),
in order to separate the potential physical contribution from
the unphysical one, we shall use the identity [71]

@ Springer

Pﬂe-a)
w-P
n w-€ wt
:e“—q_2<€.q_q.P )_
q w- P w- P
- P p? - P)?
e~P—e-qq——e~w +e€ a)(q )
g2 w- P q’w - P
iA €-q
_ =91 pepy
o P g2 & waqp Py . (56)

For the case of A = 0, using Eq. (56), the pre-factor in
Eq. (55) can be written as

PHe* .o+ wte* - P
w- P A=0

2 .Pw-€e*
=e*“—2—26*-q —i—q"q

2M”
+ ot .
q*w- P w- P

(57)

For the case of A = =+, instead of using Eq. (56), we can
directly write the pre-factor in Eq. (55) as

Plre* . w+ wte* - P e*. P

, 58
w- P r==% w- P (58)

due to ei‘z 4 - @ = 0. Based on these formulae, we have
following remarks:

e Comparing Eq. (57) with Eq. (58), it can be found that
the first and the second term in Eq. (57) give additional
contributions associated with B functions to [ f (qz)]%uTlO
and [a_(q2)]%uT10, respectively, which results in the self-

consistency problems of CLF QM.

The last terms in Eqs. (57) and (58) are the residual
w-dependent parts, which give the contributions to the
unphysical form factor and will violate the covariance
if nonzero. Therefore, we can conclude that the self-
consistency and the covariance problems of CLF QM
are in fact have the same origin.

e In the traditional type-I correspondence scheme, the
residual w-dependent parts in Eqgs. (57) and (58) are
nonzero, therefore, the covariance of matrix element is
violated. While, these unphysical w-dependent parts van-
ish numerically in the type-II scheme because they are
proportional to | dxAt{;ﬁ* (x) = 0 (type-II). It implies
that the covariance can be recovered by employing the
type-II scheme.

e It should be noted that, for the A = + mode, the decom-
position into physical and unphysical contributions is
ambiguous. Instead of Eq. (58) used in this paper, one
can also decompose £-<-2H0" P | in the same way

w-P
Ple*.wtwte*

otw e L| _, by using Eq. (56). At this time,
Lf (qz)]%”u:]ljE and [a_(qz)]?uTli have the same forms as

as
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Table 4 The updated results of form factors for some P — V transitions

F F(0) a b F F(0) a b

vber LOSTOOIOE 120003000 030G AT 06sMGION 127700 N 0307050
Ay 0675 051T00s  OSTIG0ITo0s  —002RGRRG  AYTP 049MGETER  0TUREINE  00sTR 0
Lt i AN Uy e T A U ok S B S (e M YA
APTRT L 078IGRIER 0S6TERTIR —002KGRNE APTKT 0esTORR 08270105 01220000
vRoET L LOTRGIOR TAOTOR00 039%0R0NE AT 0S9MGRIeNE  1SOTREO  0S1ITR0n
APTE 06300 079000 00sTOGINE  APTHT 0sITORINES 098TORNR 04PN
vhme 1atggIRe 121G 03000808 ATt 0TIt 12970300 0381550
APTE O 0TTRRIGE 070G 0030 AT 066TaRINEs  0.9270RINE 018G
Ve 0351001100 170T0RT0% 084NN Ag 7 0301001700 1767005 09750
Ay 027'0011 00 0851000 01270000 AT 025'0017 001 144700300 0641080
VESET 040500100 16STREI0A0  080TGRT0I0  ADTKT 03sTOONES LTUGE0 091 Gae
APTRT03270g oo O8TIGING  0.270nTon  APTRT 030%G0NE 1467000 06470
VESPT 078N 126000000 037G APTYT 0esTO0RR 128K 00 0401 0G0
APTPT 06670000y 0.667001 00y 0.00TG e AR 0.eGRetety L3I N 030755700
vESKT 028NN 2067000 L8N ArTT 022X 204007050 2057003
APTE 0200000 L20R0N00E  0eITRRENE AT 0a9RiINE L8RP 14sTORTR
vETe0ssTERIR 1R LMREIN AT 0305500 1sTENR 160N
APTY028IGOIERE LISTOGITONS  0MTORNG AT 026fGRN LeOIRTE 165G
vESDL L 0ssiiil LR 0s2RRNRR ATT oesIfRINE 1aTRRRIE osTHGR
L Xt A S L0 s L AR O SN B 1 A
LA i K xS AC . N N S Ko Ty PR a4 N AR A
AFTPT O 0asTReR 276700000 460N AT olsREE 304 613t
VESPL 04N 200001000 asafiRI0 AT 024X 3uIENE saiRiey
AVTPE02aRpBRe 223%00NE 23RN AT 0andfRieN 2500 assEin
vESIV 090t 00N 225T000 208100 AT oSTHRIR 234K0EN 231050
APV OSTRREEE LICTORTE LSRRI AT oSl LoTRIRNR 16200000

[£(gH1E50 and [a—(g*)1;5°, respectively, thus the self-
consistency problem vanishes, which however is at the
expense of introducing some unphysical form factors,
for instance, the one corresponding to non-vanishing
sﬂaﬁ”waqlg P, in Eq. (56). Therefore, we can conclude
that whether the self-consistency appears is in fact deter-
mined by the way of decomposition for the contribution
of B functions. This ambiguous decomposition become
trivial only when the contributions of B functions are
zero, which is impossible in the type-I corresponding
scheme but can be achieved in the type-II scheme.

Therefore, we can conclude that the problems of self-
consistency and covariance in the CLF QM can be resolved
simultaneously by taking type-II correspondence scheme.
Finally, using the values of input parameters summarized in

the appendix and employing the type-II scheme, we present
our updated numerical results of BSW form factors for some
P — V transitions in Table 4, where the two uncertain-
ties are caused by parameters S and quark masses, respec-
tively. Some form factors have also been evaluated by other
approaches, for instance, Lattice QCD [75,76], light-cone
sum rules [77-80] and perturbative QCD [81-88]. Through
comparison of these previous results with ours listed in
Table 4, it is found that they are generally consistent with
each other within theoretical uncertainties.

4 Summary

In this paper, we have investigated the self-consistency and
Lorentz covariance of the CLF QM via the matrix elements
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and relevant form factors of P — V transition, which
provide much stricter tests on the CLF QM and are much
more complicated than the case of decay constants stud-
ied in the previous works [73,74]. Two types of correspon-
dence schemes between the manifest covariant BS approach
and the LF QM are studied in detail. The main difference
between these two schemes resides in whether the replace-
ment M — My is applied only in the vertex operator or in
each term in the integrand. Meanwhile, the results in the SLF
QM are also presented for comparison. Our main findings are
summarized as follows:

e The form factors g(g?) and ai(g?) are independent
of the spurious contributions associated with B func-
tions, therefore their CLF results obtained via A = 0
and =+ polarization states of vector meson are consis-
tent with each other, [g(¢2)1}5" = [g(gH)i5" and
[a+ (@) = [at(g®)1k5E, within both type-T and -
II correspondence schemes. Moreover, they are also free
from the zero-mode contributions, therefore their valence
contributions and full results in the CLF QM are the same.
Besides, they are also equal to the SLF results. These rela-
tions can be summarized by Eq. (53) in both type-I and
-IT schemes.

e In the CLF QM, the form factors a_(g%) and f(g?)
receive the contributions related to Bl(z) and B§3) func-
tions, and these contributions obtained via A = 0 and &+
states within the type-I scheme are different with each
other, therefore, the CLF results for a_(qZ) and f (qz)
in the type-I scheme suffer from the problem of self-
consistency. This problem can be resolved by employ-
ing the type-II correspondence because the contributions
associated with B functions vanish numerically after tak-
ing M — M.

e The form factors a,(qz) and f (qz) receive the zero-
mode contributions. These contributions exist formally
but vanish numerically in the type-II scheme, which
results in [ (gDt =[f(q>)va. and [a—(gH)]ran
=la_ (qz)]val_. Further considering [f(qz)]su: =
[ (g»)val. and [a—(g»)]sLE = [a—(g®)]var (type-II), we
can conclude that the relation given by Eq. (53) holds
still for the form factos a_(g?) and f(g?) in the type-II
scheme, but is violated in the type-I scheme.

e The manifest covariance of the CLF result for (V' |g yMyS
q|P) is violated within the traditional type-I correspon-
dence scheme, but remarkably, can be recovered by
employing the type-II correspondence. We further show
that the self-consistency and covariance problems of CLF
QM have the same origin; in addition, whether the self-
consistency problem exists is in fact determined by the

@ Springer

way of decomposition for the contribution of B func-
tions. This ambiguous decomposition become trivial in
the type-II correspondence scheme.

Above findings confirm further the conclusion obtained
via the decay constants of vector and axial-vector mesons in
the previous works [73,74].
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Appendix: Input parameters

The constituent quark masses and Gaussian parameters j are
essential inputs for calculating the form factors of P — V
transition. For the former, their values have been suggested
in many previous works, for instance, Refs. [68,71,72,89];
in addition, they can also be obtained from the variational
principle [27,28,90]; but the errors are not evaluated in these
previous works. In this work, we take [68]

My(dy,s,c.b = (0.25,0.45, 1.40, 4.64) GeV , (59)

as default inputs, and assign 10% uncertainties to them which
can cover roughly most of the values suggested in Refs.
[27,28,68,71,72,89,90]. For the Gaussian parameters 8, we
summarize their values in Table 5, which are obtained by fit-
ting to the data of decay constants of P and V mesons [74]
with the default values of quark masses, Eq. (59), as inputs. In
the fit, the theoretical formulas for the decay constants in the
CLF QM with type-II correspondence scheme given in Ref.
[74] are used. These values are used in our updated predic-
tions for the BSW form factors, whose momentum depen-
dence can be parameterized and reproduced via the three
parameter form

F(0)

2y _
T = T b e

(60)

Our updated numerical results of F(0), a and b for some
P — V transitions are summarized in Table 4.
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Table 5 The values of Gaussian

parameters 8 (in unit of MeV), Paa Psa Bss Peq Pes
where g = x and d P meson 314.1+£05 350.7+ 1.6 377.7+ 1.4 46124 11.1 5432495
V meson 3124458 3142496 350.5 4+ 5.0 412.0 +12.0 514.1 +18.5
Bez Brg Bps Boe Byi
P meson 753.3 4+ 14.0 540.7 4+ 9.6 601.9 4 7.4 933.9+11.1 1382.4 £ 50.0
V meson 684.44 6.7 504.4 4 14.2 556.4 4 10.1 863.4 +32.8 1370.1 £ 11.2
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