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Hadronic electromagnetic form factors and radiative decay properties offer a crucial window into the
nonperturbative dynamics of quantum chromodynamics (QCD). In this work, we employ the light-cone sum
rules (LCSR) method to systematically investigate the M1 radiative decay of vector mesons. Our study
covers processes including K*~ — K™y, D* — Dy, B* - By, D" — D}y, and B} — B,y, and further
extends to the excited charmonium state y/(2S). Our calculations yield decay widths for K* and w(2S5) that
are in excellent agreement with experimental data. For the charm and bottom meson decays, where precise
measurements are lacking, we provide theoretical predictions and compare them with other theoretical
approaches. Most notably, our analysis reveals a universal linear dependence of the decay width on a
function A(x) in the logarithmic coordinate system, which originates from the two-body decay dynamics and
the ratio of the initial and final state decay constants. This relationship holds for the ground state V — Py
processes here and suggests a broader applicability to radiative decays of ground-state vector mesons.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is the fundamental
theory describing the strong interaction. The property of
asymptotic freedom enables the application of perturbative
QCD in the high energy regime, leading to remarkable
successes in describing both inclusive and exclusive proc-
esses at large momentum transfer. Nevertheless, investigat-
ing the properties of QCD in the nonperturbative domain
represents a central challenge in modern particle physics.
Electromagnetic transitions provide a crucial window into
this domain. Among these, magnetic dipole (M1) transi-
tions, where a spin-1 vector meson decays into a spin-
0 pseudoscalar meson via photon emission, serve as power-
ful probes for investigating hadron structure. The corre-
sponding transition form factors are pivotal for deepening
our insight into nonperturbative QCD dynamics [1-8]. At
present, the Particle Data Group (PDG) [9] has compiled
extensive experimental data on hadron radiative decays.
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This highlights the demand for robust theoretical frame-
works capable of interpreting these results and predicting
new decay channels.

Currently, M1 radiative decays have been experimen-
tally observed for numerous mesons. For example, for the
ground state magnetic dipole (M1) radiative transition
K*~ — K7y, the decay width is 50.37 keV [9]. For the
charm-containing processes D* — Dy and DiT — Dy,
only upper limits are available for the M1 radiative decay
widths specifically 2.1 and 1.9 MeV, respectively [10-13].
Recently, the latest data from the Beijing Spectrometer 111
(BESIII) Collaboration reported measurements of the
branching fractions for D* — Dy and Di* — Dy as
(34.5+£0.8 £0.5)% and (93.57 £ 0.38 £ 0.22) %, respec-
tively [14,15]. However, although the M1 radiative decays
of the B* and B} mesons have been experimentally observed,
their decay widths still lack precise experimental measure-
ments [9]. For the excited state magnetic dipole radiative
transition y(2S) — 7.(2S)y, this transition poses a particu-
lar challenge due to the narrow phase space of 7.(2S).
Subsequent studies have confirmed that #.(2S) can be
produced via radiative decay of y(2S). The Crystal Ball
group [16] reported an excess of E, ~91 MeV gamma
rays from inclusive w(2S) — Xy decays and interpreted
this as possible evidence for the #.(2S) with mass
3594 4- 5 MeV/c?. The Belle Collaboration later observed
the pseudoscalar meson 7.(2S) in B meson decays [17].
Recently, the BESIII Collaboration investigated the M1
transition in the decay w(2S) — 7.(2S)y, measuring the
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corresponding  branching fraction as B(w(3686) —
n.(28)y) = (52£03£0.57))x107*, and the decay
width as T'((3686) — 7.(25)y) = 0.1570% keV [18].
Theoretically, a wide array of theoretical frameworks has
been developed for M1 radiative decays, such as Godfrey-
Isgur model [19-21], relativistic quark model [22], light-
front quark model (LFQM) [23], light-cone quark model
[24], meson loop corrections [25,26], QCD sum rules
(QCDSR) [27-30], lattice quantum chromodynamics
[31-37], and light-cone sum rules (LCSR) [38—41].
Nevertheless, significant challenges persist in the study
of radiative decays and related research areas, as exempli-
fied by the p — z puzzle [42-44] and several anomalous
decay phenomena. Resolving these puzzles and advancing
our fundamental understanding of hadronic structure and
its underlying interaction mechanisms will necessitate
sustained and concerted investigation on both experimental
and theoretical fronts.

Light-cone sum rules (LCSR) is a nonperturbative
method based on the first principles of QCD. It combines
the operator product expansion (OPE) with a description
of nonperturbative dynamics in terms of light-cone dis-
tribution amplitude (LCDA), and has been proven highly
effective in calculating key nonperturbative parameters for
exclusive processes [45,46]. The method exhibits a com-
prehensive scope of applicability, enabling calculations of
transition form factors [47-49], coupling constants [50],
decay constants [51,52], magnetic moments of multiquark
states and other physical quantities [53-57]. While the
LCSR method itself is not new, its systematic application to
several vector-to-pseudoscalar M1 transitions including
w(2S) - n.(2S)y, supplements the existing literature.
Unlike the photon wave functions employed in the liter-
ature [58], we adopt the light-cone distribution amplitudes
of pseudoscalar mesons as the nonperturbative inputs.

In this work, we employ LCSR to carry out a systematic
study of the M1 radiative decays of vector mesons (K*~, B*,
Bi, D*, Di") and extend the formalism to the radiative
transition of the excited charmonium state y(25) — 7.(2S)y.
In addition to computing the transition form factors and
decay widths and comparing them with existing data and
other theoretical approaches, we have performed a com-
prehensive analysis of the systematics of these decays.
Notably we attempt to analyze the behavior of the form
factor across different transition channels with respect to
the mass scale and a universal linear relationship between

|
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Isolating the ground state contributions gives

(x0 = 0)e™@*e= (K~ (Q)|5(0)7,5(0)m)(n|@(0)7,s

the decay width and a specific kinematic function A(x) is
founded. This observed scaling may offer a fresh, unifying
perspective on the systematics of radiative decays and
could provide valuable insights into understanding broader
hadronic anomalies, such as the p — 7 puzzle, by revealing
underlying universal dynamics in M1 transitions.

This work is organized as follows. Section II outlines
the theoretical framework and details the derivation of the
transition form factors within the light-cone sum rules.
Section III presents the numerical results, discusses their
physical implications, and compares them with available
experimental data and other theoretical approaches. Finally,
Sec. IV summarizes our findings and provides an outlook
for future research.

II. FORM FACTOR WITH LCSR

A. Form factor for K* transition

This section details the derivation of the transition form
factors for the M1 radiative decays within the LCSR
framework. We first present a comprehensive calculation
for the process K*~ — K~y. The formalism for other
heavy-light meson transitions (D*, B*, D}, B}) follows
an analogous procedure, with the final results summarized
for brevity. Subsequently, we extend the formalism to the
charmonium sector to address the excited state transition
w(2S) = 5.(2S)y. For the K*~ — K~y decay channel, the
following correlation function is employed:

I1,,(Q. q) Ii/d“xew( “(OIT{,(x)J,(0)}0), (1)

where Q is the four-momentum of the final-state K~ meson,
and ¢ is the four-momentum of the outgoing photon. The
currents are defined using two types of constructions: one
with J, = 5(x)y,s(x) and J, = @t(x)y,s(x), and the other
with J, = @(x)y,u(x) and J, = @(x)y,s(x). These corre-
spond to the two ways in which M1 radiative decay occurs:
the photon is emitted either from the s-quark line or from the
u-quark line.

On the phenomenological side, a complete set of hadronic
states sharing the same quantum numbers as the final states
is inserted between the two types of currents (Here, one of
the two types of constructions is taken as an example for
illustration, and the other yields analogous results on the
phenomenological side.), yielding

(0)0)

0(0 — xo)e™ (K~ (Q)|(0),5(0)[n){n|5(0)y,5(0)|0). (2)
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where s, is the threshold parameter that separates the ground state from excited states. Following Ref. [59], the matrix

elements are parametrized as

2

(K~(Q)[5(0)7,5(0)|K™) = £,0, Q""" Fyp————, (4)

M g~ + mg-

(K |a(0)r,5(0)|0) = mg--fx-€s, (5)

where m g+ is the mass of the K*~ meson, mg- is the mass of the K~ meson, f g+ is the decay constant, ¢, is the polarization

vector, &
correlator on the phenomenological side becomes

I,,(0.9) =

1 26,05, 07" T Fypmy--f g€

uapy 18 @ totally antisymmetric tensor, and Fyp is the transition form factor. With these parametrizations, the

p(0?,s)

(0+9q)?

mK*—

On the theoretical side of the correlator, the operator
product expansion (OPE) is employed. After contracting the
quark fields for the two types of currents, the corresponding
propagators are substituted accordingly. By substituting the

s-quark propagator S(0,x) = i f dAk ‘”""{—%} and

the u-quark propagator S(x,0) = i f d4k —ik»x{_%}
into the correlation function, we obtam corresponding to
two types of current constructions,

igx d4k e~ ikx k*
/ dixe! / 2n) ¢ : m2— k2
(Q)\ﬁ(o)mar,, 5(x)]0),
1,,(0.9) = / & xeitt <
x ( (x

m%, — K2
K=(Q)|a )man 5(0)[0). (7)

The matrix elements in the above expression can be
simplified using the following formula: y,7.y, =

S/mvﬂyﬁ - ieﬂavﬁyﬁyS'
Since the light-cone distribution amplitude of K meson is
defined as [60]

(K~(Q)[a(0)7"yss5(x)]0)

=—iQl fx- /1 due’1=C% ¢ (u) + higher twist terms,
0

(K~(Q)]a(x)7"r55(0)]0)

1 .
= —iQ/’fK-A due™C*¢y-(u) + highertwistterms. ~ (8)

The above expression provides the parameterization of the
matrix element of the K meson near the light cone. This

M~ + Mg-

+/SO ds—s—(Q—l-q)T (6)

|
matrix element can be described in terms of the decay
constant fx- and the light-cone distribution ampli-
tudes ¢g-(u). Here, u denotes the momentum fraction
carried by the u quark, while it = 1 — u represents the
momentum fraction carried by the s antiquark. The corre-
lation function is expressed in the following Eq. (9), corre-
sponding to two types of constructions, respectively.

! Pi-(u)
I S ,a _ ¥YKk\*®)
H;w(Q»Q) - EuaﬂﬁfK‘Q q /) dum%—(q+ﬁQ)2’
! $i-(u)
— Y/t
HﬂD(Q7 q) - 8ﬂavﬁfK‘Q q /) du mﬁ _ (q + uQ)z . (9)

Applying the “quark-hadron duality” assumption to the
hadronic spectral density in Eq. (6),

) h 1 )
/ dsp(s)zz—/
0 s—q 7 Jo

and matching the theoretical side with the phenomenologi-
cal side yields

I Hpert
LG BT
s—4q

Fyp
my- = (q + Q)
_ 1 i mge- + my- [/Al du Px-(u)
2fg-  mge_ 0 m; — (g + uQ)*

= (g +u0P| "

1
-I—/ du
Ay

where the upper limit A; and the lower limit A, are given
respectively as

P () }
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1
Ar=53 {—V (0 + mg- + P?)? = dmi-(so — m3) + (so + mg- = qz)} ,
ma.-
1
Ay =73 {\/(so —my- + P?)* + 4m%-(m% + P?) — (so — m%- — qz)} : (12)
2
where the four-momenta are specified as Q? = m%- and P = —g>.

To suppress the contributions from higher excited states and the continuum, we apply the Borel transformation [45,60,61]
to the four-momenta (Q + ¢), (uQ + ¢) and (aQ + q),

1 1 2 2 1 1 _ag2 —O?—(1=1) 2
B _ —mK*_/M’ B _ —plmi+u(1-u)0*~(1 u)q]’
v [mK- (Q+61)} M v [mﬁ—(quLq)z} u®
1 1 —L[m2+u(1-u)Q*~ug?]
B = il. 217 4 . 13
v o] ~aEe 13)

Finally, the transition form factor is obtained

m2 e m2 e
Fyp = 1 fx- mg—+ mg- [/ ¢K ( ) Ly (m3puim} - —ug?)+—K n /1 du Pi-(u) o Mt uimg— —(1=u)q*) +— ] (14)
0 Ay u
Through phenomenological and theoretical treatments of the correlation function, followed by matching procedures, the
form factor for the K*~ — K~y process has been obtained. This methodology is universally applicable to other processes,
and for D* — Dy, B* - By, D™ — D}y and B — B,y, the form factors are

m? 2
1 fp mp-+mp ¢D( ) —L(m2fumm? —ug?)+-2 ¢D( ) L (m24uim? —(1-u) ) +-2
FVP = Ef‘—— uM D M2 + D M- R
D* mp:+ 0 u Az
m2 m2
_ DIt _ Dt
1 fD* mpr+ + mpy A quT(u) —#(m%—«—uumiﬁ—uqz){—M—“z 1 ¢DT (l/t) —m%(m§+uumzn+—(l—u)q2)+ e
FVP_2f " duTe s + duTe s s
DI+ Dt 0 A,
2 2
1 fgpmp+m A U) (o uiim? —ug?) B L (m 2y, "
Fyp=— fB B B du ¢B_( ) e EMz(”1b+““”’B uq )+M2 + ¢B( ) -7 m2+uiim—(1-u)q )+M2 ’
2fp  mp 0 u Az u
m2 m2
mp: +m A u 24 i 2y, B 1 u B;
Fyp = lst B; + B, |:/ 1 du ¢B‘_( ) e—ﬁ(m;Jruum%S—uq”)JrM—; + / du ¢BS( ) —LM 5(m? +uumE —(1-u)q? )+M—2S:| . (15)
2fBj. mp: 0 u A, u

where M? is Borel parameter, mp: (mg-, m pr+» mg:) is the  where the electromagnetic currents of the ¢ quark are given
mass of the initial state meson, my, (mp, Mmp+, me) is the by Jfl = E(X)Vpc(x) and Jj = E(x)yyc(x).

mass of the final state meson, and fp (fg+, fp-+, fg:) and On the phenomenological side of the correlation func-
fp (Fps fprs f) are the decay constants of the initial and  tion, we insert the hadron state > |n){(n|, which includgs
final state mesons, respectively. Additionally, m, and m,, J/w, w(25), higher excited states, and the hadronic

are the masses of the ¢ quark and the b quark, respectively. continuum. Since the ass of state J/y is lower than that
of state 77.(2S), the transition J /y — 1.(2S)y cannot occur.

Therefore, the transition y(2S) — #1.(2S)y is isolated,
B. Form factor for y(2S) transition

The LCSR method can also be applied to transitions I,,(0.9) = — !
involving excited states. We consider the M1 radiative My 2s) —(g+ Q)
decay w(2S) — 5.(2S)y. The correlation function is X (1.(28)(Q)](0)y,¢(0)|w(2S))
defined as
X (w(25)[2(0)7,¢(0)[0)
1,(0.0) = 1 [ dxee*(1.(25) ()T {J5()5(0)} 0] v [Tas K (17)

(16)  where p(Q?,s) is defined similarly to Eq. (3).
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The decay matrix elements in Eq. (17) are parametrized as follows:

2

(n:(28)(Q)[¢(0)y,,c(0)[w(2S)) = €05, 0P ¢ Fyp ——————,
My (2s) + My, (25)

(18)

(w(28)[2(0)7,¢(0)[0) = my2s)fy2s)€0s (19)

where m,,(55) is the mass of the y(25) meson, m, (,g) is the mass of the #.(2S) meson, f,,(s) is the decay constant, and
Fyp is the transition form factor. Through the substitution of Egs. (18) and (19) into Eq. (17), the phenomenological result is
obtained

1 26,05, 07 q%"* Fypm e, o  LimIl(Q, q)0(s —s
M,(0.9) = — i wapy Q4 vy 25)f y(25) +/ dsE (Q.9)0( i 0)‘ (20)
05~ (@ +4) My (s) + My, 25) 5o s—(Q+q)
On the other hand, the theoretical result for the correlation function is given by
a ! by (25) (1)
H,w(Q, fI) = 2€yavﬁfnc(ZS)Qﬂq /0 d”m, (21)

where ¢,75(25)(u) is defined analogously to Eq. (8). Matching the phenomenological side with the theoretical side and
applying the Borel transformation to both sides, the analytical expression of the form factor for the process y(2S) —
1n.(2S)y is obtained

m2
W

My(2s) + My, 25) . (29) / a9 () im0 pe e
myasy  Sfues) Ja u

’

Fyp =

(22)

where A = 1 — [\/(so - mi(l?) + P?)? + 4m50(2s) (m?2 + P?) — (sg — mi[(zs) -4%)).

nc(25)

C. Light-cone distribution amplitudes

The LCDAs serve as essential nonperturbative input parameters. The typical functional forms of LCDAs employed in
this work, along with the required parameters, are provided below.
For the process K*~ — K™y, the LCDA of K~ meson is chosen as [62]

4
G (u,u) = 6u(l —u) [1 + Zaf(u)Ci/z(Zu -1, (23)
n=1

where C3/? denotes the Gegenbauer polynomials and aX represents the corresponding Gegenbauer moments. In our
calculation, the adopted Gegenbauer coefficients are af = 0.09 +0.13 and ¥ = 0.03 £+ 0.03 [63].

For the decays B* — By, B — B,y, D* — Dy and D}* — D{y, the LCDAs of the heavy-light mesons B, D, D] and B,
are parametrized exponentially as [64]

Bur(u. ) = N(a, p)uiie o), (24)
where

N(a.p) = 160572 4\/5(ﬁ sin h(f) + 2acos h(f)) + ea+%(—2a + 4a? _ﬂ2) X {Erf <0;—\_/§> + Erf <O;j;§> H —1.

(25)

The parameters a and S are presented in Table I, and Erf here denotes the error function.
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TABLE I. The parameters « and f in the LCDAs of D, B, D/,
and B, mesons at the scale u = 2 GeV [64].
a p

D* - Dy 0.038 &+ 0.005 1.431 £ 0.085
B* — By 0.360 + 0.017 5.706 £ 0.225
Dt - Dy 0.712 £ 0.157 0.929 4+ 0.082
B - By 1.205 £+ 0.526 6.109 £+ 0.594
TABLE II. The spin wave function for 7.(2S). Here, m} =

1.8 GeV [70] is the constituent quark mass of the ¢ quark, and 4,
and 4, denote the helicities of the ¢ quark and the anti-c quark,
respectively.

™" ™ 1 W
i TN keik, e _ m ki,
X (u’ kL) \/2(n122+ki) \/2(,n;2+ki) \/2(1n22+ki) \/2(n1§2+ki)

For the process y(2S) — 7.(2S)y, the BHL approach
[61,65,66] is used to define the LCDA of #.(2S) meson,

26 &Pk,

Jn.25) Ik, P<u 167°

by (25) (s o) = W, ) (u.ky),  (26)

G (u, k)" (u ky)
kz +m *2

T (K ), (27)

“2 5 (s k)=
= Ae_h

where W '?Z 55 (1, k) is the wave function of 5, (2S) meson,

and y* ’“(u,lz 1) [67-69] is the spin wave function, as
presented in Table II. The parameters A and b”> are
determined by the following two constraints:

& kL il Z N
fm / /lq|2</42 167z f(zs)(ui’ ki) =1,

dzk
/ / 167 é|¢BHL (u, ki)' =P, (s)-

(28)

The first equation in (28) is the normalization condition,
and the second equation corresponds to the probability
normalization condition, where P, (»5) denotes the propor-
tion of the Fock state. Here, we select the leading order in
the Fock state expansion with P, 5y = 0.5, and assume
that the initial scale of the distribution amplitude of #.(2S5)
meson is p, = m;. Using these inputs, the two undeter-
mined parameters are obtained as A = 21.7713 GeV~!
and b* = 0.06787 GeV~2.

In the above, the distribution amplitudes of each process
were determined. Below, the images of the selected

0.0 0.5 1.0

5 T 5
—_— ¢K

A ¢T]C(25) /@ 1,
) r \\

FIG. 1. The distribution amplitudes of the K, 7.(2S), D, D, B,
and B, mesons.

distribution amplitudes are presented as shown in Fig. 1,
from which it is evident that the distribution amplitude of
1.(2S) has no nodes.

D. Decay width

Once the form factors are determined, the M1 radiative
decay widths for the processes K*~ — Ky, D* — Dy,
B* — By, Di* - D}y, and B — B,y, can be obtained
[59,71]

Fvel? 5

a
c_1Tvel 2
3(m[+mf)2 a )

where a is the fine structure constant, k, = (M 12 — szc) /2M;,

and the coupling constant Fyp(g*) for a real photon is
equal to the form factor Fyp(g?) in the limit ¢> — 0.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Input parameters

In the preceding sections, analytic expressions for the
form factors and decay widths of the six decay processes
have been derived. In the subsequent discussion, numerical
results will be provided and compared with experimental
measurements along with predictions from other theoretical
approaches.

The input parameters consist of two parts: some are
taken from the PDG [9] (e.g., quark masses), compiled in
Table III and others are required by the LCSR analysis,
including the thresholds and the Borel parameters.

Within the LCSR framework, the threshold and the
Borel parameter are crucial input parameters. As a common
practice, the threshold is taken to be the squared mass of the
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TABLE III. Parameters required for all processes include quark masses, decay constants, and meson masses.
Processes Quark masses (GeV) [9] Decay constants (GeV) [72,73]  Meson masses (GeV) [9]
K~ = K7y mg = 0.0935 £ 0.0005, [k =0.160, myg- = 0.4936,

m, = 0.00216 + 0.00004 fr—- =0.226 £0.028 mg— = 0.890
D* — Dy m. = 1.2730 £+ 0.0028, fp =0.2067 + 8.9, mp = 1.864,

m, = 0.00216 £ 0.00004 [ =0.265 mp- = 2.007
B* — By my, = 4.183 +0.004, fp =0.188 £ 0.025, mpg = 5.279,

my = 0.0047 £ 0.00004 f5 =0.215 mpg. = 5.324
DT — Dty m. = 1.2730 = 0.0028, fpr =0.219, mp: = 1.968,

mg = 0.0935 £ 0.0005 Sp+ =0.375+0.024 mp:+ = 2.106
B; = Byy my, = 4.183 +0.004, S, =0.235, mp_ = 5.366,

my = 0.0935 +£ 0.0005 S = 0256 mg: = 5.415
w(28) = n.(28)y m,. = 1.2730 = 0.0028 Fre2s) = 0.318, my (2s) = 3.637,

fW(2S> =0.294 mw(zs) = 3.686

first excited state meson, although its precise value depends
on the specific decay channel and must be fixed separately.
For the decay K*~ — K7y, the first excited state of the K*
meson, K*(1410), has a mass of 1.414 GeV, so the
threshold s, is approximately 1.9 GeV?2. The Borel param-
eter is typically determined by imposing two criteria:
(1) The combined contribution from higher resonances
and the continuum is less than 30%;
(2) The physical observables exhibit only mild depend-
ence on the Borel parameter.

B. Transition form factors

Based on the criteria and constraints established above,
the dependence of the form factors on the threshold s, and
Borel parameter M? is discussed as follows.

4 5 6
1.2 T 1.2
K=K+
== S=1.8 GeV?
0ol = S=1.9 GeV* |,
== §,=2.0 GeV?
&

o 0.6 0.6
0.3 q40.3
0.0 ! 0.0

4 5 6
M2 (GeV?)
(a)

The form factor for the K*~ — K™y process is shown in
Fig. 2(a), with the threshold parameter chosen as
5o~ 1.9 GeV?. As illustrated in Fig. 2(a), our results
exhibit high stability against variations in the threshold
parameter and also remain highly stable under changes in
the Borel parameter, indicating that our choice of the Borel
region is reasonable.

Building on the transition form factors we have obtained
for ground state vector mesons [60], we extend our calcu-
lation to excited state M1 radiative decay y(25) — 7.(2S)y.
As shown in Fig. 2(b), the results of the form factor exhibits
a certain sensitivity to the Borel parameter, while maintain-
ing only weak dependence on the thresholds.

Experimental data on the D* — Dy transition remain
imprecise at present. In Fig. 3(a), we choose the threshold

10 15 20
3.0 T

y (28) —n (25)+y
Se=14 GeV?

— S,=15 GeV?
- e = S~16 GeV?

2.5 2.5

[aW)
-
f
2.0 2.0
~
1.5 L 1.5
10 15 20
M (GeV?)
(b)

FIG. 2. The dependence of the form factors for (a) K*~ — K~y and (b) w(2S) — 1.(2S)y processes on the threshold s, and Borel

parameter M>.
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The dependence of the form factors for (a) D* — Dy and (b) D** — Dy processes on the threshold s, and Borel parameter M>.

12 14 16

2 T T 2
BBty
== §,=33 GeV?
or - 2 10
—— 5,234 GeV
.................... 50:35 GeV2
A -2 -2
=
[, ‘————‘——_____,---------—--__,
-4 F 1 -4
-6 1 -6
12 14 16
M2 (GeV?)
(b)

FIG. 4. The dependence of the form factors for (a) B* — By and (b) B — B,y processes on the threshold s, and Borel parameter M>.

near the square of the mass of D:°(2600) [9]. Within the
LCSR framework, the form factor is remarkably stable
against variations of the thresholds. By contrast, the results
exhibit a certain dependence on the Borel parameter.
Similar to the D* — Dy process, we select the threshold
near the square of the D (2700)* meson mass [9],
so = 7.29 GeV?. As shown in Fig. 3(b), the transition form
factor for DiT — D7y exhibits excellent stability under
variations of the thresholds, and the results of the form factor
display only a mild dependence on the Borel parameter.
In experiments, the total decay widths of the B* and Bj
mesons and the branching fractions for their M1 radiative
decays have not yet been precisely determined. As shown in

Fig. 4, the transition form factors for the B* — By and B} —
B,y processes exhibit a high degree of stability under
variations of the Borel parameter, with almost negligible
impact. Further, the form factors display weak dependence on
the threshold. This minor variation stems primarily from the
insufficient knowledge of the first excited state in these decay
channels, which directly affects the choice of the threshold
parameter and constitute the main source of uncertainty.

C. Numerical results for the form factors Fyp

Based on the above sensitivity analysis, we present the
numerical values of the transition form factors at fixed Borel
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TABLE IV. Numerical results of the form factors Fyp(g?) at the limit ¢g> — 0.

K~ > K7y D* - Dy

Dt - Dy

B* — By B; — By w(2S) = n.(28)y

0.569 £ 0.106 2.16 £0.41

Fyp(q* =0)

0.986 +0.030

—4.996 +2.100 -226£1.16 241 +0.06

parameters and thresholds in Table IV at the limit g> = 0. The
total uncertainty incorporates contributions from various
sources, including the Borel parameter M?2, the threshold
parameter, quark masses, decay constants, and higher-twist
distribution amplitudes. In the extraction of the form factors,
the contributions from excited states are all below 20%, while
those from higher-twist distribution amplitudes are less
than 3% and the radiative correction a few per mille. In this
work, with the parameters choices s, = 1.96 GeV? and
M? =5 GeV?, we present numerical results for the
K*~ — K~y transition form factor. The parameters adopted
for the other channels are D* — Dy (sy = 6.76 GeV2?,
M? = 4GeV?), B* — By (s) = 32GeV?, M?> =9 GeV?),
Dt — Dy (so = 7.29 GeV?, M?> =7 GeV?), B — B,y
(5o = 34 GeV?, M? =14 GeV?), and w(2S) — 5.(2S)y
(so = 16 GeV?, M? = 15 GeV?).

In this work, we define q2 as the four-momentum
squared of the photon, i.e., the photon virtuality. For the
radiative decays V — P + y considered here, the photon is
real, which corresponds to the physical point g*> = 0. Our
light-cone sum rule calculations directly yield the form
factors at this point, denoted as Fyp(0) and listed in
Table IV. These values can be directly inserted into the
decay width formula Eq. (29), enabling a direct comparison
with experimental measurements.

Concerning the ¢> dependence, we note that the form
factor Fyp(q®) as a function of photon virtuality is

4 5 6
90 K" —=K+y 4 90
==+ Sy=1. 8 GeV?
—— S,=1.9 GeV?
--- §,=2.0 GeV?
6o - 60
O]
-
N—
-
30 - - 30
0 L 0
4 5 6
M2 (GeV?)
(a)
FIG. 5.

parameter M?.

primarily relevant for processes involving virtual photons,
such as V. — P+ 1[" 4+ [". In such cases, a single-pole
parametrization motivated by the vector meson dominance
(VMD) model is commonly adopted to describe this
dependence. For the real photon decay V — P + y, how-
ever, the physical kinematic point is ¢*> = 0, which is
consistent with 0 < g*> < (My — Mp)? in the LCSR, and
therefore, no extrapolation is required.

D. Numerical results for the decay widths

In the aforementioned section, we discussed the tran-
sition form factors, an important nonperturbative physical
parameter. In this section, we will present the results of the
M1 radiative decay widths using the transition form factors.
We visually illustrate the dependence of M1 radiative decay
widths on the thresholds s, and Borel parameters M?.

The Fig. 5 shows the dependence of the decay widths for
the processes K*~ — K~y and y(2S) — 7.(2S)y on the
thresholds s, and the Borel parameters M>. It is evident
from the figure that the M1 radiative decay width remains
remarkably stable under variations of both the threshold
parameter and the Borel parameter.

The M1 radiative decay width for the K*~ — K7y
process, as quoted in the Particle Data Group (PDG) review,
is 50.37 keV [9]. The result obtained in this work using the
LCSR method is 48.10 & 15.05 keV, with a relative

10.0

12.5 15.0

0.4 T T T 0.4
v (28) —n (29)+y
—  Sy7l4 GeV?
0.3 == S,=15 GeV? Ho.3
- - S;16 GeV?
~ L Y e
S —
> .
24 0.
N~
r
0.1 0.1
0.0 L L L 0.0
10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
M2 (GeV®)
(b)

The dependence of the decay widths for (a) K*~ — K~y and (b) w(2S) — 1.(2S)y processes on the threshold s, and Borel
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The dependence of the decay widths for (a) D* — Dy and (b) D:* — D{y processes on the threshold s, and Borel parameter M>.

14 16

BBy
0.15 [ —-=- 5,33 GeV? 0.15
= §5,~34 GeV?
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0.05
0. 00 ; ; 0. 00
12 14 16
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(b)

FIG.7. The dependence of the decay widths for (a) B* — By and (b) Bi — B,y processes on the threshold s, and Borel parameter M>.

deviation of approximately 4% compared to the PDG value.
For the excited state y/(2S) — 1.(2S)y process, the calcu-
lated result in this work is 0.20 £ 0.07 keV, and the relative
deviation from the experimental value of 0.15 keV [18] is
approximately 33%. This discrepancy could be attributed to
several factors, including the neglect of higher-order cor-
rections, the sensitivity of the excited-state calculation to the
LCSR parameters and the challenges in modeling the LCDA
for the 7.(2S) meson.

Theoretical predictions for the M1 radiative decay widths
of four processes (D* — Dy, B* — By, DIt — D}y and
B — B,y) are presented in Figs. 6 and 7. In Table V, we

compare our results of the decay widths with those obtained
from experiments and from other theoretical approaches,
with the errors in our results coming from the Borel
parameter, the threshold parameter, quark masses, decay
constants, and higher-twist distribution amplitudes.

We observe that, as we move from K* to the
D*, D}, w(2S),B*, and B} mesons, the meson masses
increase successively, while the decay widths exhibit an
overall decreasing trend. This behavior reflects the mass
suppression effect characteristic of heavy quarks, which is
physically expected and consistent with the predictions
of heavy quark effective theory [80,81]. Furthermore, this
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TABLE V. The M1 radiative decay widths for all processes are presented (in units of keV). The first row shows our theoretical
predictions, and the second row displays the corresponding experimental measurements. Furthermore, we systematically compare our
theoretical results with predictions from several models, including QCD sum rules (QCDSR), vector confining potentials (VCP),
relativistic quark model (RQM), nonrelativistic potential model (PM), effective mass scheme (EMS), scalar confining potentials (SCP),
light-front quark model (LFQM), and nonrelativistic quark model (NRQM).

K~ = K7y D* — Dy D" — Dfy B* — By By — Byy w(28) = n.(28)y
This work 48.10 £15.05  7.96 & 3.31 136+0.08  0.194 +0.200 0.05 + 0.06 0.20 + 0.07
EXP [9,18] 50.37 0.15
VCP [74] . 14.3 0.087 0.064 e
SCP [74] 17.4 e 0.101 0.074
RIQ [75] 26.5 0.213 0.181 0.119
LFQM [23,24,71] 79.5 20.0 + 0.3 0.17 0.13 +£0.01 0.068 & 0.017 0.11
NRQM [26,74] . 37 e 0.27 0.132 0.21
LCSR [58] 14.4 0.16
QCDSR [29] e 129 +2 0.13 +£0.03 0.22 +0.04
HQET [76] . 16.0+7.5 : 0.075 + 0.027 :
PM [77,78] 104.46 35.506 0.284 .
EMS [77] 62.988 11.731 0.130
RQM [79] o 97 ...

trend is in good agreement with the patterns shown by
other theoretical approaches, such as RIQ [75], LFQM
[23,24,71], PM [77,78], and EMS [77], as presented in
Table V. The radiative decay widths for D* and B* mesons
predicted by our LCSR approach are in good agreement
with those from other LCSR calculations within uncertain-
ties. For the charmonium excited state, we present the first
LCSR calculation and find that our result is consistent
within uncertainty with the prediction from the nonrela-
tivistic quark model.

E. Linear relationship

An intriguing systematic behavior emerges from our
analysis of the ground-state V — Py decays. We find that
the decay widths exhibit a universal scaling relation when
plotted against a specific kinematic function. Motivated
by the two-body decay dynamics and the role of decay
constant, we define the function A(x) as

_ ﬁ 1 3 x
A(X) a (fl (mf + mi)2> ky(FVP> ’ (30)

where, x is a free power to be determined, f; and f; are the
decay constants of the initial and final states, m; and m
are the masses corresponding to the initial and final state
mesons and k, is the photon momentum.

Remarkably, when plotting the decay width I" against
A(x) in the logarithmic coordinate system, all data points
for the ground-state transitions align along a straight line
for an optimal power of x =~ 2.1, as shown in Fig. 8. This
observed linear dependence, log(I') & log(A(2.1)) suggests

a universal pattern governing these M1 radiative decays.
The fact that the optimal power is not exactly 2 [as a naive
leading-order analysis might suggest in Eq. (29)] indicates
the significance of contributions beyond the leading order,
such as higher-order perturbative QCD corrections and
higher-twist effects. Additionally, we have also collected
the meson masses, decay constants, radiative decay widths,
and transition form factors for the processes J/w — 1,y
and p* — 77y [9,38,82], also fall neatly on the same fitted
line. This observation could provide a fresh, unifying
perspective on the systematics of radiative decays.

— fit
K —K+7vy

5F D*_>D+ % .
D*+54D+S+ v

B*—B+y
*

&

X B* —B. vy

N AR R 1
®

p+ _>n++,Y

l:\

-15 -10 -5

Log[A]

FIG. 8. Linear dependence of the decay width on the function A
in the logarithmic coordinate system.

116003-11



WANG, GAO, ZHANG, MA, and SUN

PHYS. REV. D 113, 116003 (2026)

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we study the magnetic dipole (M1) radiative
decays of vector mesons within the framework of LCSR.
Firmly grounded in the first principles of QCD, this method
provides a computationally efficient tool for determining
transition form factors with minimal model dependence. We
apply it to a set of vector mesons systems spanning the
strange, charm, and bottom sectors (K*, B*, B%, D*, D*")
and extend the formalism to the radiative transition between
excited charmonium states, y(2S) — 5.(2S)y. The core of
this work lies in the computation of the transition form
factors for these decay channels, from which the corre-
sponding M1 radiative decay widths are derived.

Our numerical results of the decay widths are consistent
with existing experimental data. For the ground state vector
meson channel K*~ — K™y, we predict I'(K*~ - K7y) =
48.10 4+ 15.05 keV, in excellent agreement with the mea-
sured value of 50.37 keV [9]. For the charmonium transition
w(2S) - n.(2S)y, we obtain I'(y(2S) - 5.(2S)y) =
0.20 #+ 0.07 keV, which is consistent with the experimental
value of 0.15 keV [18] within uncertainties. For channels
not yet measured experimentally, we provide the following
theoretical predictions: ['(D* — Dy) = 7.96 + 3.31 keV,
['(Di" - Diy)=1.36+0.08keV, I'(B*— By) = 0.194 +
0.200keV, and I'(Bi — B,y) = 0.05 + 0.06 keV. A com-
prehensive comparison with a range of other theoretical
approaches including quark models, lattice QCD, and alter-
native QCD sum rule calculations shows broad consistency,
thereby further reinforcing the credibility of our predictions.

While this work provides individual predictions for
decay widths, it also reveals a linear behavior governing
these transition processes. For the vector mesons [K*, D*,
D, w(2S), B*, B}], the decay width exhibits a monotonic
decrease with increasing vector meson mass. This is
consistent with the expectations of methods such as heavy
quark effective theory. Moreover, when analyzed in log-
arithmic coordinates, the widths for all channels including
charmonium systems reveal a striking linear scaling rela-
tion with an appropriate kinematic function derived from
two-body decay dynamics. This finding suggests a poten-
tial universality underlying M1 transitions. Deviations from
the fitted linear relation are primarily attributed to the
leading order truncation in our computational framework,

particularly the omission of higher order perturbative QCD
corrections and higher twist contributions.

However, the physical origin of this scaling behavior
remains to be clarified. Whether it reflects an underlying
symmetry or common dynamical features across different
flavor sectors requires further investigation. To elucidate its
nature and test its generality, extending our analysis to other
radiative transitions, such as electric dipole decays, is
expected in the future. These extended studies will help
determine whether the observed linear scaling is specific to
MI transitions or a more general manifestation of non-
perturbative QCD dynamics.

In summary, the light-cone sum rules framework has been
employed to compute radiative partial widths for a repre-
sentative set of vector meson decays, yielding results
consistent with experimental data while providing valuable
physical insights. The observed linear behavior offers a new
perspective on the systematics of hadronic radiative tran-
sitions. In subsequent work, we will focus on incorporating
higher order corrections and related factors to enhance the
precision of our results and reduce theoretical uncertainties.
Furthermore, we plan to include processes with different
spin configurations, thereby enabling more rigorous tests of
the linear behavior observed in the present study. On the
experimental front, high precision measurements of radia-
tive widths for bottom and charmed mesons from ongoing
and future facilities, particularly Belle II and LHCbD, are
anticipated to provide critical tests of these theoretical
predictions and further constrain nonperturbative QCD
models. Such coordinated efforts will undoubtedly advance
our fundamental understanding of strong interaction dynam-
ics in the nonperturbative regime.
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