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A candidate triple strange pentaquark state, Pcsss, is investigated through its strong decay channel
Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ. To calculate the relevant strong coupling constants, two possible interpolating

currents with spin-parity JP = 1

2

−
are used. Though the chosen currents for the state under

consideration have spin-parity quantum numbers JP = 1

2

−
, they couple to both the positive and

negative parity states simultaneously and the corresponding decay widths are obtained for both
parities. These widths are obtained as Γ(Pcsss → J/ψΩ−) = 201.4± 82.5 MeV for the negative and

Γ(P̃csss → J/ψΩ−) = 316.4± 107.8 MeV for the positive parity state when the first current is used.
For the second current, we obtain Γ(Pcsss → J/ψΩ−) = 252.5 ± 116.7 MeV for the negative and

Γ(P̃csss → J/ψΩ−) = 361.1 ± 98.4 MeV for the positive parity state. These results may provide
insights into future experimental observations of such candidate states and help to distinguish and
fix their properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

The past few decades have become the era of the observation of various hadrons which include both the conventional
hadrons with either three-quark or a quark-antiquark substructures and their excitations as well as non-conventional
exotic states. As a result, nowadays, investigation of the properties of the exotic states, such as their substructures and
quantum numbers, has become an attractive research field. Since their first proposal by Gell-Mann [1], their existence
and possible properties were widely probed out theoretically until their first observation was announced for X(3872)
in 2003 by the Belle Collaboration [2]. This observed state was a tetraquark state, and later other collaborations such
as the CDF II Collaboration [3, 4], the BABAR Collaboration [5], D0 Collaboration [6], LHCb Collaboration [7], and
CMS Collaboration [8] validated this observation.
Another member of the exotic state family is the pentaquark configuration, for which the first observation came to

light in 2015 in the J/ψ+p decay channel by the observation of the LHCb Collaboration [9]. The observed states were
stated to be Pc(4380) and Pc(4450). However, in 2019 the updated analyses of the LHCb Collaboration indicated the
splitting of the Pc(4450) into two states, labeled as Pc(4440) and Pc(4454) [10]. In Ref. [10] a new state, Pc(4312),
was also announced. The resonance parameters for these states were reported as [9, 10]:

mPc(4380)+ = 4380± 8± 29 MeV ΓPc(4380)+ = 205± 18± 86 MeV,

mPc(4440)+ = 4440.3± 1.3+4.1
−4.7 MeV ΓPc(4440)+ = 20.6± 4.9+8.7

−10.1 MeV,

mPc(4457)+ = 4457.3± 0.6+4.1
−1.7 MeV ΓPc(4457)+ = 6.4± 2.0+5.7

−1.9 MeV,

mPc(4312)+ = 4311.9± 0.7+6.8
−0.6 MeV ΓPc(4312)+ = 9.8± 2.7+3.7

−4.5 MeV.

These observations were followed by the report of two more observations in 2021 and 2022 which are Pcs(4459) [11]
and Pc(4337) [12], respectively. The Pcs(4459) contains a strange quark and was observed in J/ψΛ invariant mass
spectrum, whereas Pc(4337) was observed in both J/ψp and J/ψp̄ invariant mass spectra with the following spectral
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properties [11, 12]:

mPcs(4459)0 = 4458.8± 2.9+4.7
−1.1 MeV ΓPc(4459)0 = 17.3± 6.5+8.0

−5.7 MeV,

mPcs(4337)+ = 4337+7
−4

+2
−2 MeV ΓPc(4337)+ = 29+26

−12
+14
−14 MeV.

By the ripple of excitement brought by these observations, these hadrons have become one of the focus of intense theo-
retical studies. These theoretical studies aimed to investigate the properties of these states to understand their natures
and substructures. Besides, some of these works focused on other possible new states to contribute to experiments by
offering new possible states for their future observations. Via various approaches and different structure assumptions,
the observed states were investigated thoroughly. In some of these works, to shed light on their obscure substructure,
these pentaquarks were treated as compact pentaquark states. Diquark-diquark-antiquark or diquark-triquark forms
were adopted in Refs. [13–33]. Refs. [34–38] considered the possibility of their arising from the kinematical effects.
Another common structure suggested for the pentaquark states is the molecular form. Based the closeness of their
observed masses to meson baryon thresholds and their small widths, they were investigated using different theoretical
methods adopting molecular structures. Among these theoretical models considering molecular interpretations are
the one-boson exchange potential model [39–50], quasipotential Bethe-Salpeter [51–53], the contact-range effective
field theory [54–57], the effective Lagrangian approach [58–61], and the QCD sum rule method [62–69]. For more
investigation with the assumption of meson-baryon molecular state, we refer to the Refs. [70–84]. Though the pen-
taquark states were investigated deeply via the different models as mentioned above, there still exists ambiguity in
their properties, and they need further investigation to be identified clearly. Such investigations may either provide
insights into the observed states about their properties or some of them may focus on their decay modes other than the
observation channels. Moreover, some new candidate states can also be offered from the analyses for different possible
pentaquarks’ spectroscopic properties or decay channels. One can find such investigations in Refs. [58, 59, 85–100].
As is seen from all these researches, the pentaquark investigations are among the very hot topics, not only including

the survey of the observed related states but also of the ones that have the potentials to be observed in future
experiments. Ongoing improvements in both experimental facilities and techniques make the expectation for the
observations of such new states natural. In this respect, there occurred many theoretical efforts to offer such new
states to shed light on experimental investigations. With this motivation, in Refs. [50, 101–122] the pentaquark states
involving bottom quark were investigated. Pentaquarks with full heavy quark content were studied in Refs. [123–
126]. The expectation of new pentaquark states with quark content other than the first observed states has been
advocated by the observation of new states with the strange quark, that is, Pcs(4459)

0 and Pcs(4337)
+. Inspired

by the observed pentaquark states with and without strange quark, the observed states with strange quark were
analyzed [29, 30, 53, 58, 67, 69, 76–78, 92, 94, 127–140]. Besides the observed strange pentaquark states, the possible
states containing double or triple strange quarks were taken into account in the Refs. [22, 31, 43, 66, 134, 135, 139, 141–
144] to provide insights for the future experiments by supplying information such as their possible spectroscopic
properties or decay mechanisms. This natural expectation of the forthcoming observations of the new pentaquark
states with possible different substructures has also motivated us to study the properties of such possible new states.
With this motivation, in Ref [31], we analyzed the possible double strange pentaquark and calculated the probable
mass and decay width for this state. In this work, we aim to make a similar analysis for a candidate state of triple
strange pentaquark by investigating the decay width for the strong Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ transition by applying the QCD
sum rule method [145–147]. This method has yielded many successful predictions consistent with the experimental
findings up to now, which puts it among the powerful nonperturbative approaches. In this method, the main ingredient
is a proper interpolating current, and in this work, we take into account two of them, which were also suggested in
Ref. [22]. In that work, the masses for the pentaquark states were predicted with these interpolating fields, and
we apply these mass values as inputs in our analyses. These currents are in diquark-diquark-antiquark form with

spin-parity quantum numbers JP = 1
2

−
and can couple to both the negative and positive parity states. Therefore

in the analyses, we consider the possible pentaquark candidate states with both negative and positive parities that
couple to each interpolating current and obtain their corresponding decay widths.
The present article contains the following outline: In Section II we give the details of the QCD sum rule calculations

to obtain the QCD sum rules for the coupling constants entering the decays calculated for both the currents used for
the triple pentaquark state, which will be represented as Pcsss in the text. Section III presents the numerical analyses
for the obtained QCD sum rules. The last section contains the summary and conclusion.

II. THE STRONG DECAY Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ

In this section, we provide the analyses for the strong decay of candidate pentaquark state, Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ, to
obtain the coupling constants. These coupling constants are among the main ingredients of the related decay width
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calculations. To get the coupling constants via the QCD sum rule method the three-point correlation function given
below is used:

Πµµ′ (p, q) = i2
∫
d4xe−ip·x

∫
d4yeip

′·y〈0|T {JΩ−

µ (y)J
J/ψ
µ′ (0)J̄Pcsss(x)}|0〉, (1)

where JPcsss is the interpolating current for the candidate Pcsss pentaquark. In this work we consider two different
possible currents with the following forms:

JPcsss
= ǫilaǫijkǫlmnsTj Cγαsks

T
mCγ

αcnCc̄
T
a ,

(2)

and

JPcsss
=

1√
3
ǫilaǫijkǫlmnsTj Cγαsks

T
mCγ5cnγ5γ

αCc̄Ta .

(3)

As is seen in Eq. (1), besides the current of the pentaquark state, one also needs the currents for the Ω− and J/ψ
final states, which are

JΩ−

µ = ǫlmn(sTl Cγµsm)sn,

J
J/ψ
µ′ = c̄lγµ′cl. (4)

In Eqs. (2), (3) and (4) the subindices, i, j, k, a, l, m, n, represent the color indices, and s, c are used to symbolize
the corresponding quark fields and C is the charge conjugation operator. The calculation of the correlation function
requires some standard steps separated into two parts. In the first part, a hadronic representation of it is obtained,
in the other part, a representation is attained in terms of QCD degrees of freedom. A proper match of both parts
via a dispersion relation results in the physical parameters obtained in terms of QCD ones. In this work, these
parameters are the coupling constants, g1, g2 and g3 for the transition of pentaquark state with negative parity and
f1, f2, and f3 for the transition of pentaquark state with positive parity that are obtained in terms of perturbative
and nonperturbative QCD degrees of freedom as well as some auxiliary parameters involved.
To calculate the correlator’s hadronic representation in terms of hadronic degrees of freedom, we insert complete sets

of hadronic states, which have same quantum numbers with the considered interpolating currents, into the correlation
function. After taking the four integrals, we get the results of this side as

ΠHad
µµ′ (p, q) =

〈0|JΩ−

µ |Ω−(p′, s′)〉〈0|JJ/ψµ′ |J/ψ(q)〉〈J/ψ(q)Ω−(p′, s′)|Pcsss(p, s)〉〈Pcsss(p, s)|J̄Pcsss |0〉
(m2

Ω−
− p′2)(m2

J/ψ − q2)(m2
Pcsss

− p2)

+
〈0|JΩ−

µ |Ω−(p′, s′)〉〈0|JJ/ψµ′ |J/ψ(q)〉〈J/ψ(q)Ω−(p′, s′)|P̃csss(p, s)〉〈P̃csss(p, s)|J̄Pcsss |0〉
(m2

Ω−
− p′2)(m2

J/ψ − q2)(m2
P̃csss

− p2)
+ · · · . (5)

In Eq. (5), to represent negative and positive parity one-particle pentaquark states, we respectively use |Pcsss(p, s)〉
and |P̃csss(p, s)〉; and mPcsss

and mP̃csss
are their corresponding masses. Similarly, |Ω−(p′, s′)〉, |J/ψ(q)〉, mΩ− and

mJ/ψ are the one-particle states and masses for the Ω− and J/ψ states, respectively. The matrix elements between
vacuum and one-particle states present in Eq. (5) are defined in terms of the current coupling constants, spinors and
masses as

〈0|JPcsss |Pcsss(p, s)〉 = λPcsss
uPcss

(p, s),

〈0|JPcsss |P̃csss(p, s)〉 = λP̃csss
γ5uP̃css

(p, s),

〈0|JΩ−

µ |Ω−(p′, s′)〉 = λΩ−uΩ−,µ(p
′, s′),

〈0|ηJ/ψµ′ |J/ψ(q)〉 = fJ/ψmJ/ψεµ′ , (6)

where εµ′ and fJ/ψ are polarization vector and decay constant of J/ψ and λPcsss
, λP̃csss

and λΩ− are current coupling

constants of the negative, positive parity pentaquark states and Ω− state, respectively. The masses mPcsss
and mP̃csss

and the current coupling constants λPcsss
and λP̃csss

are calculated in Ref. [22] using the same currents as the present
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study. We will use them as inputs in the analyses of the considered strong decays. The spinors for the states are
represented as uPcsss

, uP̃csss
and uΩ−,µ which satisfy

∑

s

uPcsss
(p, s)ūPcsss

(p, s) = (/p+mPcsss
),

∑

s

uPcsss
(p, s)ūP̃csss

(p, s) = (/p+mP̃csss
),

∑

s′

uΩ−,µ(p
′, s′)ūΩ−,ν(p

′, s′) = −(/p
′ +mΩ−)

[
gµν −

1

3
γµγν −

2p′µp
′
ν

3m2
Ω−

+
p′µγν − p′νγµ

3mΩ−

]
,

εαε
∗
β = −gαβ +

qαqβ
m2
J/ψ

. (7)

The matrix elements, 〈J/ψ(q)Ω−(p′, s′)|Pcsss(p, s)〉 and 〈J/ψ(q)Ω−(p′, s′)|P̃csss(p, s)〉 have the following forms in
terms of coupling constants of the interested interactions

〈J/ψ(q)Ω−(p′, s′)|Pcsss(p, s)〉 = ūΩ,α(p
′, s′)

{
g1(qα 6ε− εα 6q) + g2(P.εqα − P.qεα) + g3(q.εqα − q2εα)

}
uPcsss(p,s),

〈J/ψ(q)Ω−(p′, s′)|P̃csss(p, s)〉 = ūΩ,α(p
′, s′)

{
f1(qα 6ε− εα 6q) + f2(P.εqα − P.qεα) + f3(q.εqα − q2εα)

}
γ5uP̃csss(p,s)

,

(8)

where P = (p + p′)/2. Insertion of all these matrix elements given in Eqs. (6) and (8) into Eq. (5) and using the
Eq. (7) to make the summations over the spinors and polarization vectors, gives us the final form of the hadronic side
after which double Borel transformations with respect to p2 and p′2 are applied. The Borel transformations supply
a suppression over the contributions coming from higher states and continuum. The result contains many Lorentz
structures, and the coefficients of some of them will be used in the analyses to obtain the coupling constants. We will
take these coefficients, which belong to the same Lorentz structure, from the hadronic side and QCD side and equate
them. By employing this procedure, we get some coupled equations to be solved for the coupling constants. In the
below equation, we represent the correlator for the hadronic side in terms of these Lorentz structures keeping only
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the ones we directly use in our analyses.

Π̃Had
µµ′ (p, q) = −e−

m
P2
csss

M2 e−
m2

Ω−

M′2
fJ/ψλΩ−λPcsss

mJ/ψ

(m2
J/ψ +Q2)

[
− 1

3

(
g2mΩ−(m2

Ω− −m2
Pcsss

)− 2g3mΩ−Q2 + g1(mΩ−mPcsss

+ 2m2
Pcsss

+ 2Q2)
)
pµγµ′ +

1

6mΩ−

(
− 4g1(mΩ− −mPcsss

) + 2g3(m
2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

+m2
Pcsss

−Q2)

+ g2(3m
2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

−m2
Pcsss

+Q2)
)
6p′pµp′µ′ +

1

6

(
− 4g1mΩ− − (g2 − 2g3)[2m

2
Ω− +mΩ−mPcsss

+ 2(m2
Pcsss

+Q2)]
)
pµpµ′ − 1

6

(
− 4g1(mΩ− +mPcsss

) + g2(mΩ−mPcsss
+ 4m2

Pcsss
+ 2Q2) + 2g3(2m

2
Ω−

+ mΩ−mPcsss
+ 2m2

Pcsss
+ 4Q2)

)
pµp

′
µ′ − mΩ−

2

(
− 2g1mΩ− + g2m

2
Ω− + 2g1mPcsss

− g2m
2
Pcsss

− 2g3Q
2
)
6pgµµ′ +

1

2

(
(m2

Ω− +mΩ−mPcsss
+m2

Pcsss
+Q2)(2g1(mΩ− −mPcsss

) + g2(−m2
Ω− +m2

Pcsss
)

+ 2g3Q
2)
)
gµµ′ + other structures

]

− e−
m2

P̃csss

M2 e−
m2

Ω−

M′2

fJ/ψλΩ−λP̃csss
mJ/ψ

(m2
J/ψ +Q2)

[
1

3

(
f2mΩ−(m2

Ω− −m2
P̃csss

)− 2f3mΩ−Q2 + f1(−mΩ−mP̃csss

+ 2m2
P̃csss

+ 2Q2)
)
pµγµ′ +

1

6mΩ−

(
4f1(mΩ− +mP̃csss

)− 2f3(m
2
Ω− +mΩ−mP̃csss

+m2
P̃csss

−Q2)

− f2(3m
2
Ω− +mΩ−mP̃csss

−m2
P̃csss

+Q2)
)
6p′pµp′µ′ +

1

6

(
4f1mΩ− + (f2 − 2f3)[2m

2
Ω− −mΩ−mP̃csss

+ 2(m2
P̃csss

+Q2)]
)
pµpµ′ +

1

6

(
− 4f1(mΩ− −mP̃csss

) + f2(−mΩ−mP̃csss
+ 4m2

P̃csss
+ 2Q2) + f3(4m

2
Ω−

− 2mΩ−mP̃csss
+ 4m2

P̃csss
+ 8Q2)

)
pµp

′
µ′ − mΩ−

2

(
− f2m

2
Ω− + f2m

2
P̃csss

+ 2f1(mΩ− +mP̃csss
)

+ 2f3Q
2
)
6pgµµ′ − 1

2

(
(m2

Ω− −mΩ−mP̃csss
+m2

P̃csss
+Q2)(2f1(mΩ− +mP̃csss

) + f2(−m2
Ω− +m2

P̃csss
)

+ 2f3Q
2)
)
gµµ′ + other structures

]
+ · · · , (9)

where Q2 = −q2; and M2 and M ′2 are the Borel parameters. The ”other structures” in Eq. (9) represents the other
present structures that are not used in the analyses, and · · · is used to indicate the contributions of higher states and
continuum. As is seen from Eq. (9), we have six coupling constants, to obtain them we need six equations, and we get
these six equations from coefficients of six different Lorentz structures obtained in both the hadronic and QCD sides.

As stated, the coupling constants are obtained from the solutions of the coupled equations that are constructed from
the matching of the coefficients of the same Lorentz structures calculated in both the hadronic and QCD sides. Hence,
we need to have the results for the QCD side as well. To this end, we calculate the correlation function, Eq. (1), in
quark-gluon language and in terms of the fundamental QCD degrees of freedom in deep Euclidean region. To proceed,
the explicit forms of the interpolating currents given in Eqs. (2)/ (3) and (4) are inserted into the correlation function.
Using the Wick’s theorem, we contract all the quark fields giving the results in terms of the light and heavy quark
propagators. In this step, we find

ΠOPE
µµ′ (p, p′, q) = i2

∫
d4xe−ip·x

∫
d4yeip

′·yǫklmǫi
′l′a′ǫi

′j′k′ǫl
′m′n′

2

{
Tr[γνCSTkj

′

s (y − x)CγµS
lk′

s (y − x)]

× Smm
′

s (y − x)γνCS
Tnn′

c (−x)Cγµ′CSTa
′n

c (x)C + Smj
′

s (y − x)γνCSTkk
′

s (y − x)CγµS
lm′

s (y − x)

× γνCS
Tnn′

c (−x)Cγµ′CSTa
′n

c (x)C + Smk
′

s (y − x)γνCSTlj
′

s (y − x)CγµS
km′

s (y − x)

× γνCS
Tnn′

c (−x)Cγµ′CSTa
′n

c (x)C

}
, (10)
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for the first current, given in Eq. (2) and

ΠOPE
µµ′ (p, p′, q) =

−i2√
3

∫
d4xe−ip·x

∫
d4yeip

′·yǫklmǫi
′l′a′ǫi

′j′k′ǫl
′m′n′

2

{
Tr[γνCSTkj

′

s (y − x)CγµS
lk′

s (y − x)]

× Smm
′

s (y − x)γ5CS
Tnn′

c (−x)Cγµ′CSTa
′n

c (x)Cγνγ5 + Smj
′

s (y − x)γνCSTkk
′

s (y − x)CγµS
lm′

s (y − x)

× γ5CS
Tnn′

c (−x)Cγµ′CSTa
′n

c (x)Cγνγ5 + Smk
′

s (y − x)γνCSTlj
′

s (y − x)CγµS
km′

s (y − x)

× γ5CS
Tnn′

c (−x)Cγµ′CSTa
′n

c (x)Cγνγ5

}
, (11)

for the second current, given in Eq. (3). As it is seen from the above equations, to proceed we need to have the explicit
forms of the quark propagators in x-space. We use the following light and heavy quark propagators [148, 149] :

Ss,ab(x) = iδab
/x

2π2x4
− δab

ms

4π2x2
− δab

〈ss〉
12

+ iδab
/xms〈ss〉

48
− δab

x2

192
〈sgsσGs〉 + iδab

x2/xms

1152
〈sgsσGs〉

−i gsG
αβ
ab

32π2x2
[/xσαβ + σαβ/x]− iδab

x2/xg2s 〈ss〉2
7776

, (12)

and

Sc,ab(x) =
i

(2π)4

∫
d4ke−ik·x

{
δab

6k −mc
− gsG

αβ
ab

4

σαβ(6k +mc) + (6k +mc)σαβ
(k2 −m2

c)
2

+
π2

3
〈αsGG

π
〉δijmc

k2 +mc 6k
(k2 −m2

c)
4
+ · · ·

}
, (13)

where Gαβab = GαβA tAab and GG = GαβA GαβA with a, b = 1, 2, 3 and A = 1, 2, · · · , 8. Here, tA = λA

2 with λA being
the Gell-Mann matrices. After using the propagators in Eqs. (10) and (11), we apply the Fourier transformation by
performing the integral over x to transform the results to the momentum space. In terms of the Feynman diagrams,
the calculations done up to this point are equivalent to the calculations of the Feynman diagrams shown in figure 1
directly in the momentum space. We shall say that our calculations cover all the possible diagrams up to dimension
six nonperturbative operators, part of which is shown explicitly in figure 1.

The procedures above lead to the following expression for the QCD side in terms of different Lorentz structures:

ΠOPEµµ′,a(p, q) = Πa,1 pµγµ′ +Πa,2 6p′pµp′µ′ +Πa,3 pµpµ′ +Πa,4 pµp
′
µ′ +Πa,5 6pgµµ′ +Πa,6 gµµ′ + other structures,

(14)

with “other structures” representing the contributions of other possible structures. We select the coefficients of the
explicitly shown structures in this equation in the QCD side. The sub-index a = 1, 2 in ΠOPEµµ′,a is used to indicate
the result for either the first pentaquark current or the second one. From the calculations we obtain the spectral
densities defined as ρa,i(s, s

′, q2) = 1
π Im(Πa,i), with subindices i = 1, 2, · · · , 6 corresponding to the considered

Lorentz structures. These spectral densities are used in the following dispersion relation:

Πa,i =

∫
ds

∫
ds′

ρperta,i (s, s′, q2) + ρnon−pert
a,i (s, s′, q2)

(s− p2)(s′ − p′2)
, (15)

where we represent the spectral densities obtained for the perturbative part with ρperta,i (s, s′, q2) and for non-

perturbative part with ρnon−pert
a,i (s, s′, q2), expressions of which are very lengthy and we do not present them here. The

next step is to apply the Borel transformation with respect to the variables p2 and p′2 and perform the continuum
subtraction supplied by the quark-hadron duality assumption. These procedures bring two continuum threshold
parameters s0 and s′0 respectively in the initial and final state besides the two Borel parameters previously discussed.

The matches of the coefficients of the given Lorentz structures obtained from both sides provide us with six coupled
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FIG. 1. The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the terms considered in the QCD side of the strong decay calculations. The
light and heavy quarks are represented by the solid and dashed lines, respectively.

equations to be solved for the required strong coupling constants:

A
1

3

(
g2mΩ−(m2

Ω− −m2
Pcsss

)− 2g3mΩ−Q2 + g1(−mΩ−mPcsss
+ 2m2

Pcsss
+ 2Q2)

)
−B

1

3

(
f2mΩ−(m2

Ω− −m2
P̃csss

)

−2f3mΩ−Q2 + f1(−mΩ−mP̃csss
+ 2m2

P̃csss
+ 2Q2) = Π̃a,1,

−A 1

6mΩ−

(
− 4g1(mΩ− −mPcsss

) + 2g3(m
2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

+m2
Pcsss

−Q2) + g2(3m
2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

−m2
Pcsss

+Q2)
)
−B

1

6mΩ−

(
4f1(mΩ− +mP̃csss

)− 2f3(m
2
Ω− +mΩ−mP̃csss

+m2
P̃csss

−Q2)− f2(3m
2
Ω− +mΩ−mP̃csss

−m2
P̃csss

+Q2)
)
= Π̃a,2,

−A1

6

(
− 4g1mΩ− − (g2 − 2g3)[2m

2
Ω− +mΩ−mPcsss

+ 2(m2
Pcsss

+Q2)]
)
−B

1

6

(
4f1mΩ− + (f2 − 2f3)[2m

2
Ω−

−mΩ−mP̃csss
+ 2(m2

P̃csss
+Q2)]

)
= Π̃a,3,

−A1

6

(
− 4f1(mΩ− +mPcsss

) + g2(mΩ−mPcsss
+ 4m2

Pcsss
+ 2Q2) + 2g3(2m

2
Ω− +mΩ−mPcsss

+ 2m2
Pcsss

+ 4Q2)
)

−B 1

6

(
− 4f1(mΩ− −mP̃csss

) + f2(−mΩ−mP̃csss
+ 4m2

P̃csss
+ 2Q2) + f3(4m

2
Ω− − 2mΩ−mP̃csss

+ 4m2
P̃csss

+ 8Q2)
)
= Π̃a,4,

A
mΩ−

2

(
− 2g1mΩ− + g2m

2
Ω− + 2g1mPcsss

− g2m
2
Pcsss

− 2g3Q
2
)
+B

mΩ−

2

(
− f2m

2
Ω− + f2m

2
P̃csss

+ 2f1(mΩ− +mP̃csss
)

+2f3Q
2
)
= Π̃a,5,

−A1

2

(
(m2

Ω− +mΩ−mPcsss
+m2

Pcsss
+Q2)(2g1(mΩ− −mPcsss

) + g2(−m2
Ω− +m2

Pcsss
) + 2g3Q

2)
)
−B

1

2

(
(m2

Ω−

−mΩ−mP̃csss
+m2

P̃csss
+Q2)(2f1(mΩ− +mP̃csss

) + f2(−m2
Ω− +m2

P̃csss
) + 2f3Q

2)
)
= Π̃a,6, (16)
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where

A = e−
m

P2
csss

M2 e−
m2

Ω−

M′2
fJ/ψλΩ−λPcsss

mJ/ψ

(m2
J/ψ +Q2)

,

B = e−
m2

P̃csss

M2 e−
m2

Ω−

M′2

fJ/ψλΩ−λP̃csss
mJ/ψ

(m2
J/ψ +Q2)

, (17)

and Π̃a,i are the Borel transformed results of the QCD side corresponding to the results obtained for the first and
second currents. These six coupled equations are solved for the unknowns, which are the strong coupling form
factors entering the transitions of the negative and positive parity pentaquarks. The strong coupling form factors
at Q2 = −m2

J/ψ are called the strong coupling constants defining the strong decay under study. As we previously

mentioned, the results for Π̃a,i are too long, and therefore we do not provide their explicit expressions here.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSES

After extracting the QCD sum rules for the coupling constants in the previous section, we proceed to analyze them
numerically. They contain various input parameters such as the masses of the quarks entering the calculations, quark,
gluon and mixed quark-gluon condensates, masses of the hadrons, etc. These input parameters are given in Table I.
Among the input parameters, we also need the masses and current coupling constants for the considered pentaquark

Parameters Values

mc 1.27 ± 0.02 GeV [150]

ms 93+11
−5 MeV [150]

〈q̄q〉(1GeV) (−0.24± 0.01)3 GeV3 [151]

〈s̄s〉 0.8〈q̄q〉 [151]

m2
0 (0.8± 0.1) GeV2 [151]

〈qgsσGq〉 m2
0〈q̄q〉

〈αs

π
G2〉 (0.012± 0.004) GeV4[152]

mJ/ψ (3096.900 ± 0.006) MeV [150]

mΩ− (1672.45 ± 0.29) MeV [150]

λΩ− (0.068± 0.019) GeV3 [153]

fJ/ψ (481± 36) MeV [154]

TABLE I. Necessary input parameters used in the analyses of the coupling constants.

states. These are calculated in Ref. [22] for both of the currents used in this article. Their values are given for negative
and positive parities as mPcsss

= 4.68 ± 0.13 GeV, λPcsss
= (6.47 ± 1.10) × 10−3 GeV6, mP̃csss

= 4.89 ± 0.13 GeV,

λP̃csss
= (3.44±0.61)×10−3 GeV6 for the first current andmPcsss

= 4.71±0.11GeV, λPcsss
= (6.84±1.00)×10−3 GeV6,

mP̃csss
= 5.40 ± 0.08 GeV, λP̃csss

= (12.17 ± 1.28) × 10−3 GeV6 for the second current [22]. Note that the central
values of the masses for the negative parity pentaquark states for both currents are lower than the total mass values
of the final states, mJ/ψ +mΩ− . Therefore, in the calculations, considering the errors of these masses, we take their
upper values, which are higher than the mJ/ψ +mΩ− .

In addition, there enter four more auxiliary parameters in the analyses. These are the Borel parameters M2 and
M ′2, and the threshold parameters, s0 and s′0. The continuum thresholds are selected such that the analyses include
both the resonances under study. To extract the working regions for these parameters, we follow some standard criteria
required by the QCD sum rules. For the upper limits of the Borel parameters, the criterion is that contributions
coming from the interested states (the two first resonances) dominate over the higher states and continuum, and
for their lower limits the convergence of the OPE (the perturbative contribution exceeds the total nonperturbative
contribution and the higher the dimension of the nonperturbative operator the lower its contribution) is taken into
account. For the pole or two resonances dominance, we require that,

PC =
Πa,i(s0, s

′
0,M

2,M ′2)

Πa,i(∞,∞,M2,M ′2)
, (18)
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to be equal or greater than 0.5. This means that the two resonances under consideration constitute at least 50% of
the total contribution. By this way we fix the upper limits of the Borel parameters. As for the lower limits of the
Borel parameters, we demand the OPE convergence. We require that the following parameter that represents the
contributions of the higher two dimensions:

R =
Π

(D5+D6)
a,i (s0, s

′
0,M

2,M ′2)

Πa,i(s0, s′0,M
2,M ′2)

, (19)

be equal or smaller than 0.05, i.e. the nonperturbative contributions of dimensions five and six constitute maximally
the 5%, of the total contributions for each current and selected structure. Furthermore, in the determined regions,
the results are required to be as independent as possible of these variables. Considering all these criteria, the working
regions for the Borel parameters are determined as:

5.5 GeV2 ≤M2 ≤ 6.5 GeV2, 2.0 GeV2 ≤M ′2 ≤ 3.0 GeV2. (20)

As for the threshold parameters, they are related to the energies of the excited states at the initial and final channels.
Considering again the dominance of the two considered resonances over the higher states and continuum and the OPE
convergence as well as the relatively weak dependence of the results on continuum thresholds, the following working
windows are obtained:

28 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤ 32 GeV2, 2.8 GeV2 ≤ s′0 ≤ 3.4 GeV2. (21)

To see the dependence of the results on the Borel parameters M2 and M ′2 as well as the thresholds s0 and s′0, we
plot, as an example, the strong coupling form factor f1 with respect to the Borel parameters in wide ranges containing
their working intervals (bordered by vertical red lines ) at different fixed values of the continuum thresholds and at
Q2 = 7.5 GeV2 for the first current of the pentaquark state in figure 2. From this figure, we see that the dependence
of f1 on the auxiliary parameters in their working intervals is weak. The residual dependencies on M2 and M ′2 as
well as the thresholds s0 and s′0 appear as the uncertainties in the presented values.

s0 = 32 GeV
2
, s'0 = 3.4 GeV

2

s0 = 30 GeV
2
, s'0 = 3.1 GeV

2

s0 = 28 GeV
2
, s'0 = 2.8 GeV

2

4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5
0

2

4

6

8

M
2(GeV2)

f 1
(G
e
V

-
1
)

s0 = 32 GeV
2
, s'0 = 3.4 GeV

2

s0 = 30 GeV
2
, s'0 = 3.1 GeV

2

s0 = 28 GeV
2
, s'0 = 2.8 GeV

2

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
0

2

4

6

8

M'
2(GeV2)

f 1
(G
e
V

-
1
)

FIG. 2. Left: Variation of the the strong coupling form factor f1 obtained from the first current as function of M2 at different
fixed values of the continuum thresholds, central value of M ′2 and at Q2 = 7.5 GeV2 (the vertical lines are the boundaries of
working region for M2.) Right: The same as the left panel but as a function of M ′2 at central value of M2.

Using the working windows of the auxiliary parameters and the values of other inputs, the behavior of the strong
form factors with respect to Q2 can be discussed. The strong form factors, obtained in the previous section, give
reliable results at positive values of Q2, however, as previously mentioned, we need their values at Q2 = −m2

J/ψ. The

strong form factors obtained at this point are called the strong coupling constants defined the strong decay under
study. Hence, we need to extrapolate the results to the negative values of Q2 using some fit functions. Different
fit functions are candidates for this purpose, however, we use the one that best fits to the sum rules predictions at
positive values of Q2. The uncertainties related to the fitting procedure is reflected in the presented values, as well.
The following fit function best describes the Q2 behavior of our six strong form factors:

gi(fi)(Q
2) = g0(f0)e

c1
Q2

m2
Pcsss

+c2(
Q2

m2
Pcsss

)2

, (22)

where the fitting parameters are given in tables II and III for the first and second pentaquark currents, respectively.
The values of the strong coupling constants are also presented at Q2 = −m2

J/ψ in the last column of these tables for
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Decay Channel Coupling Constant g0(f0) c1 c2 gi(fi)(−m
2
J/ψ)

Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ
g1 (GeV−1) 1.25 2.46 −0.51 0.41 ± 0.16

g2 (GeV−2) −0.23 4.17 3.05 −0.07 ± 0.03

g3 (GeV−2) 0.83 3.49 −0.04 0.19 ± 0.14

P̃csss → Ω−J/ψ
f1 (GeV−1) 0.62 4.98 −1.21 0.07 ± 0.01

f2 (GeV−2) −0.59 4.58 2.86 −0.15 ± 0.06

f3 (GeV−2) 1.48 1.37 4.45 1.75 ± 0.25

TABLE II. Parameters for the fit functions of strong coupling constants, g1, g2, and g3 for Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ decay; and f1, f2,

and f3 for P̃csss → Ω−J/ψ decay obtained from first current used for the pentaquark state. The numerical values of the strong
coupling constants obtained from the fit functions at Q2 = −m2

J/ψ are also given.

Decay Channel Coupling Constant g0(f0) c1 c2 gi(fi)(−m
2
J/ψ)

Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ
g1 (GeV−1) 3.33 −3.11 −25.79 0.15 ± 0.08

g2 (GeV−2) 26.39 3.73 −1.46 4.40 ± 0.59

g3 (GeV−2) −15.19 3.11 0.46 −4.91 ± 1.21

P̃csss → Ω−J/ψ
f1 (GeV−1) 6.67 2.30 −29.71 0.13 ± 0.07

f2 (GeV−2) 40.75 5.66 −8.89 1.42 ± 0.04

f3 (GeV−2) −26.03 5.52 −8.15 −1.75 ± 0.39

TABLE III. Parameters for the fit functions of strong coupling constants, g1, g2, and g3 for Pcsss → Ω−J/ψ decay; and f1, f2,

and f3 for P̃csss → Ω−J/ψ decay obtained from the second current used for pentaquark state. The values of strong coupling
constants obtained from the fit functions at Q2 = −m2

J/ψ are also given.

both the currents. The errors presented for the values of the strong coupling constants in tables II and III are due
to the uncertainties inherited by the determination of the working intervals of the auxiliary parameters, the errors of
the input parameters given in Table I as well as the fitting procedures. For some of the input parameters given in
the Table I, such as the mass and condensate of the strange quark and gluon condensate, there are also some recent
estimates in the literature [155, 156]. In our predictions, we consider the effects of the usage of such input values as
well and reflect the outcome in our error estimations.
The final task in this section is to calculate the width of the strong decay channels under consideration. We find

the following decay width formulas:

Γ =
f(mPcsss

,mJ/ψ,mΩ−)

16πm2
Pcsss

[
((mΩ− +mPcsss

)2 −m2
J/ψ)

12m2
Ω−

(
4g23m

2
J/ψ[m

4
J/ψ + (m2

Ω− −m2
Pcsss

)2 + 2m2
J/ψ(5m

2
Ω−

− m2
Pcsss

)] + 4g2g3m
2
J/ψ[m

4
J/ψ − 11m4

Ω− + 10m2
Ω−m2

Pcsss
+m4

Pcsss
− 2m2

J/ψ(m
2
Ω− +m2

Pcsss
)] + 8g21 [m

4
J/ψ

+ (mΩ− −mPcsss
)2(7m2

Ω− − 4mΩ−mPcsss
+m2

Pcsss
)− 2m2

J/ψ(m
2
Ω− − 3mΩ−mPcsss

+m2
Pcsss

)] + g22 [m
6
J/ψ

− 2m4
J/ψ(3m

2
Ω− +m2

Pcsss
) +m2

J/ψ(3m
2
Ω− +m2

Pcsss
)2 + 8(m3

Ω− −mΩ−m2
Pcsss

)2]− 8g1mΩ−

[
12g3m

2
J/ψmΩ−(mΩ−

− mPcsss
) + g2[m

4
J/ψ − (mΩ− −mPcsss

)2(5m2
Ω− + 4mΩ−mPcsss

−m2
Pcsss

)− 2m2
J/ψ(m

2
Ω− +m2

Pcsss
)]
])

]
, (23)

for the negative parity pentaquark and

Γ =
f(mP̃csss

,mJ/ψ,mΩ−)

16πm2
P̃csss

[
((mΩ− −mP̃csss

)2 −m2
J/ψ)

12m2
Ω−

(
(4f2

3m
2
J/ψ[m

4
J/ψ + (m2

Ω− −m2
P̃csss

)2 + 2m2
J/ψ(5m

2
Ω−

− m2
P̃csss

)] + 4f2f3m
2
J/ψ[m

4
J/ψ − 11m4

Ω− + 10m2
Ω−m2

P̃csss
+m4

P̃csss
− 2m2

J/ψ(m
2
Ω− +m2

P̃csss
)] + 8f2

1 [m
4
J/ψ

− 2m2
J/ψ(m

2
Ω− + 3mΩ−mP̃csss

+m2
P̃csss

) + (mΩ− +mP̃csss
)2(7m2

Ω− + 4mΩ−mP̃csss
+m2

P̃csss
)] + f2

2 [m
6
J/ψ

− 2m4
J/ψ(3m

2
Ω− +m2

P̃csss
) +m2

J/ψ(3m
2
Ω− +m2

P̃csss
)2 + 8(m3

Ω− −mΩ−m2
P̃csss

)2]− 8f1mΩ−

[
12f3m

2
J/ψmΩ−(mΩ−

+ mP̃csss
) + f2[m

4
J/ψ − (mΩ− +mP̃csss

)2(5m2
Ω− − 4mΩ−mP̃csss

−m2
P̃csss

)− 2m2
J/ψ(m

2
Ω− +m2

P̃csss
))]

])
]
, (24)



11

for the positive parity pentaquark states with

f(x, y, z) =
1

2x

√
x4 + y4 + z4 − 2x2y2 − 2x2z2 − 2y2z2. (25)

We obtain the numerical values of the corresponding widths of the considered decay channels as

Γ(Pcsss → J/ψΩ−) = 201.4± 82.5 MeV, (26)

for the negative parity pentaquark, and

Γ(P̃csss → J/ψΩ−) = 316.4± 107.8 MeV, (27)

for the positive parity pentaquark states when the first interpolating current is used. And,

Γ(Pcsss → J/ψΩ−) = 252.5± 116.7 MeV, (28)

for the negative parity pentaquark, and

Γ(P̃csss → J/ψΩ−) = 361.1± 98.4 MeV, (29)

for the positive parity pentaquark states when the second interpolating current is used.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The improvements reached in time in both the experimental and analyses techniques have led us to observations
of new particles including the exotic states. The indications for possible similar future observations motivates the
theoretical studies supplying information for such experimental investigations. In recent years, a pentaquark state
with a single strange quark, Pcs(4459)

0, was reported by the LHCb Collaboration [11]. This observation attained in
the J/ψΛ invariant mass distribution of the Ξ−

b → J/ψΛK− also indicates the possible existence of the pentaquark
states with double or triple strange quark content, which may be observed in the near future. This expectation
has motivated us to study the possible double or triple pentaquark states. We considered a possible double strange
pentaquark state in Ref. [31]. In the present study, we investigated the strong transitions, Pcsss(P̃csss) → J/ψΩ−, for
a possible triple strange pentaquark state with negative (positive) parity within the framework of the QCD sum rules

considering two different interpolating currents with spin-parity JP = 1
2

−
. The mass predictions for the considered

state were obtained using the same currents in Ref. [22], and we used these results in our decay analyses.
The strong decay analyses may supply effective support besides the mass predictions for fixing the possible quantum

numbers of these particles in their future observations. In some analyses of currently observed pentaquark states, their
decays were also considered to fix the properties of these particles besides the spectral analyses, since spectral analyses
might not suffice to do that. With this drive, in this work, we calculated the corresponding strong coupling constants
for the decays, Pcsss(P̃csss) → J/ψΩ−, and using them we obtained the corresponding decay widths considering
the two mentioned interpolating currents. Though the currents have negative parity, they can create states both
with the negative and positive parities. And therefore, we obtained the strong coupling constants gi and fi for
negative and positive parity states, respectively, at Q2 = −m2

J/ψ and using them we calculated their corresponding

decay widths for each current. These decay widths are obtained for the negative and positive parity states as

Γ(Pcsss → J/ψΩ−) = 201.4 ± 82.5 MeV and Γ(P̃csss → J/ψΩ−) = 316.4 ± 107.8 MeV, respectively, using the first

current, as well as Γ(Pcsss → J/ψΩ−) = 252.5±116.7 MeV and Γ(P̃csss → J/ψΩ−) = 361.1±98.4 MeV, respectively,
using the second current.
In the near future, for the possible observation of such triple strange pentaquark states, the results of this work

may provide valuable information through the comparison of the obtained results with the experimental observations.
These comparisons may help in decisive fixing of the physical properties of these states.
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[144] U. Özdem, Eur. Phys. J. A 58, no.3, 46 (2022).
[145] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 147, 385 (1979).
[146] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 147, 448 (1979).
[147] B. L. Ioffe, Nucl. Phys. B 188, 317 (1981) Erratum: [Nucl. Phys. B 191, 591 (1981)].
[148] L. J. Reinders, H. Rubinstein and S. Yazaki, Phys. Rept. 127, 1 (1985).
[149] K. C. Yang, W. Y. P. Hwang, E. M. Henley and L. S. Kisslinger, Phys. Rev. D 47, 3001-3012 (1993)
[150] P. A. Zyla et al. [Particle Data Group], PTEP 2020, no.8, 083C01 (2020).
[151] V. M. Belyaev and B. L. Ioffe, Sov. Phys. JETP 56, 493-501 (1982) [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 83, 876 (1982)].
[152] V. M. Belyaev and B. L. Ioffe, Sov. Phys. JETP 57, 716 (1983) [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 84, 1236 (1983)].
[153] K. Azizi and G. Bozkır, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, no.10, 521 (2016) [arXiv:1606.05452 [hep-ph]].
[154] E. V. Veliev, K. Azizi, H. Sundu, G. Kaya and A. Turkan, Eur. Phys. J. A 47, 110 (2011) [arXiv:1103.4330 [hep-ph]].
[155] D. Harnett, J. Ho and T. G. Steele, Phys. Rev. D 103, no.11, 114005 (2021) [arXiv:2104.00752 [hep-ph]].
[156] C. A. Dominguez, L. A. Hernandez and K. Schilcher, JHEP 07, 110 (2015) [arXiv:1411.4500 [hep-ph]].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.12054
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.07156
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.094031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.03984
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)108
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.13054
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.014010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.04260
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.014035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.06193
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.114031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.00819
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.01042
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2FJHEP04%282020%29119
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01067v3
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0550321321002765?via%3Dihub
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.12090
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.074006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12459
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.014027
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.10853
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.074016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.04594v2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09416-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.01915
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.054007
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.07214
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08904-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.10614
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.054016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.02607
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09070-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.01996
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.014023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.08737
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.10493
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epja/s10050-021-00542-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.08680
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.116021
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.13570
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114034
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14237
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114028
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05557
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2095927322001335?via%3Dihub
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.08650
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.11144
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10047-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.09972v3
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.034014
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.14296
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.054002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.06734
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269319307506?via%3Dihub
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00144
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epja/s10050-022-00700-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(79)90022-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(79)90023-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90259-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90315-1
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0370157385900651?via%3Dihub
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.47.3001
https://academic.oup.com/ptep/article/2020/8/083C01/5891211
http://www.jetp.ac.ru/cgi-bin/dn/e_056_03_0493.pdf
http://www.jetp.ac.ru/cgi-bin/dn/e_057_04_0716.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.05452
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epja/i2011-11110-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.4330
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.114005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00752
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.4500
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.4500v4

	Investigation of a candidate spin-12 hidden-charm triple strange pentaquark state Pcsss
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II The strong decay Pcsss -J/
	III Numerical analyses
	IV Summary and conclusion
	 ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	 References


