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We study the radiative decays Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) — vxes(vXLs) (J = 0,1,2), with the assump-
tion that the Z.(3900) and Z.(4020) couple strongly to DD* + c.c and D* D* channel, respectively.
By considering the contributions of intermediate charmed mesons triangle loops within an effective

Lagrangian approach, it is shown that the calculated partial widths of Z;(3900) — vx.s are about a
few hundreds keVs, while the obtained partial widths Z.(4020) — vxcs are about tens of keVs. The
predicted partial widths of Z.(3900) — vx&o,1 are less than 1 keV, which mainly due to the very

small phase space. For Z.(4020) — vXto,2, the calculated partial widths are usually smaller than 1
keV. For the Z.(4020) — ~vx.; process, the obtained partial widths can reach up to the order of 10

keV. Furthermore, the dependence of these ratios between different decay modes on the masses of

Z:(3900) or Z.(4020) are also investigated, which may be a good quantity for the experiments. It

is hoped that these calculations here could be tested by future experiments.

PACS numbers:
I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of X (3872) in 2003 opened the gate
to the abundance of the XY Z structures in the heavy
quarkonium region H] Many of them cannot be accom-
modated in the conventional quark model as QQ and thus
turn out to be excellent candidates for exotic state. A
large amount of experimental and theoretical studies are
devoted to those XY Z states B@] Among these states,
the charged charmoniumlike states Z.(3900) m, ] and
Z.(4020) ﬂﬂ] have attracted special attention due to their
four-quark nature. In 2013, the BESIII Collaboration
first observed a new charged state Z.(3900) in the 7+ .J /¢
— wtn~J/y reac-
tion m], and it was confirmed by the Belle Collaboration
in the same process ] Later, the charged Z.(3900) is
also observed in the invariant mass spectrum of DD*

invariant mass spectra of the eTe™

in the open charm process ete™ — 7t(DD*)T ﬂﬂ]
In addition, the first evidence of the neutral Z.(3900)
decaying into J/¢7°, was reported in Ref. ] using
the CLEO-c data. While the BESIII Collaboration re-
ported the observation of neutral Zc(3901%in theete™ —

7O0m0.J /4 ﬂﬁ] and ete” — 7%(DD*)? [16], respectively.
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Through the partial wave analysis of process ete™ —
7t r~J/v, the quantum numbers of Z.(3900) are deter-
mined as I¢(JPY) = 17(177) ﬂﬁ, @]

The BESIII Collaboration found charged Z.(4020)
state in the invariant mass spectrum of 7*h,. in the pro-
cess of eTe™ — wfm h, ] The charged Z.(4020)
states were confirmed in the D*D* invariant mass spec-
trum of the efe™ — 7% (D*D*)F reaction ﬂﬁ] While
its neutral partner was reported in the 7%k, invariant
mass spectrum of the ete™ — 7'7°h, reaction @]
and in the (D*D*)? invariant mass spectrum of the
ete™ — (D*D*)°70 reaction ], respectively.

After the observation of the Z.(3900) and Z.(4020)
states, many theoretical discussions have been carried out
to explore their inner structures @E] Since the mea-
sured masses of the Z.(3900) and Z.(4020) lie slightly
above the DD* and D*D* mass thresholds, it may in-
dicate that these two states are good candidates of the
hadronic molecule . Besides the molecule expla-
nation, these two states are also identified as tetraquark
], or kinematical threshold effects @@]

Recently, the production and decay behaviors of Z..(3900)

states

and Z,.(4020) states were extensively investigated in DD*
and D*D* hadronic molecule scenario in Refs. ﬂa],
where the theoretical calculations are consistent with the
corresponding experimental measurements.

It is known that the intermediate meson loop (IML)
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transition is regarded as an important nonperturbative
transition mechanism which has a long history
and recently it is widely used to study the production and
decays of exotic states |. The radiative transitions
between neutral Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) and the charmonia
states are particular modes compared to the charged
Z.(3900)/Z.(4020). The quark and antiquark in the dif-
ferent components of neutral Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) can an-
nihilate into a photon, and the rest charm and anticharm
quarks form a charmonium in the final state. In Ref. @],
the radiative decays of the Z.(3900) — vyxc0,1 was stud-
ied in hadronic molecule picture using an effective La-
grangian approach. In Ref. @], the radiative transitions
from the neutral exotic Z.(4020) resonance to X (3872)
was investigated.

Along this line, in this work, we estimate the radiative
decays Z.(3000)/Z:(4020) — yxes(vxly) (J = 0,1,2)
with the non-relativistic effective field theory (NREFT)
under assumption that the Z.(3900) and Z.(4020) cou-
ple strongly to DD* + c.c and D*D* channel in S-wave,
respectively. Based on this picture, in the present work,
the quantum numbers of the neutral Z.(4020) state are
taken to be I9(JFY) = 17 (1%7), which are consistent
with those previous theoretical results, for instance, in
Refs. [2d, [24, 53 55

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [l
we present the theoretical framework used in this work.
In Sec. [Tl numerical results are presented, and a brief
summary is given in Sec. [Vl

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
A. Triangle diagrams

We study the radiative decays of Z.(3900) and
Z.(4020) states within the effective Lagrangian approach.
Based on the strong couplings of Z.(3900) and Z.(4020)
to DD* and D*D*, respectively, their radiative decays
can be proceed via those triangle diagrams as shown in
Fig. [l where there are three charmed mesons in the tri-
angle loop. To be specific, we denote the one connecting
the initial Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) and the photon as M1, the
one connecting the Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) and the final xg}
as M2 and the exchanged meson between v and x.; as
M3. For example, in Fig. [ (a), M1, M2 and M3 are
the D, D* and D*, respectively. In addition, all the loops
contributing to each decay are listed in Table[ll

TABLE I: All the possible loops contributing to each transi-
tion. The mesons are listed as [M1, M2, M3].
Z.(3900) — vx0) [D, D*, D*], [D*, D, D]
( )_>7X‘(:/1) [D*7D7 D]
(3900) = vx;3 [D, D*, D°]
Z.(4020) — yx% [D*, D*, D]
(4020)
(4020)

—x( (D7, D, D
- [D*, D*, D]

B. Effective interaction Lagrangians

In order to calculate the triangle loops shown in Fig. [Tl
we firstly need the effective couplings of the Z.(3900)
and Z.(4020) states to DD* and D* D* channels, respec-
tively. The effective Lagrangians describing the couplings
of Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) to DD* and D* D* channels via S-
wave can be easily written as [58],

L, = ZeFVIZIVIE 4 VI ZiP]

—~PIZVI +H.C. (1)

z{

where Z. and Z! stand for Z.(3900) and Z.(4020), re-
While V, and P, are the vector and pseu-
P,(V,) =

In the two-component notation

spectively.
doscalar charmed mesons, respectively, i.e.
(D(*)O,D(*)+7Dg*)+)'
of Ref. ], the charmed mesons are represented by
H, = Vja -0 + P,, with & being the Pauli matrices, and a
is the light flavor index. Besides, z and 2" are the effec-
tive couplings. With the above effective Lagrangians, we

can obtain
2> ldb|
I 50 = ————MpMp- 2
Z.(3900)— DO D*0 I MZC(BQOO) pMp-, (2)
|2']>  |dp-
FZC(4O2O)—>D*0D*° = Mz%*a (3)

A Mz (4020

with ¢p and ¢p- being the three-momenta of D? and
D*% meson in the rest frame of Z.(3900) and Z.(4020),
respectively. Here, we have assumed that the total widths
of Z.(3900) and Z.(4020) are saturated by the decays
Z:(3900) — D°D*0 + DYD** and Z.(4020) — D*°D*°.
With these values for I'; (3900)—, po p+04pop=o = 35 & 19
MeV [16] and T, (4020) p-op-o = 23 % 6 MeV [21], one
can get the relevant coupling constants as follows,

lz| = (1.67 +0.45) GeV~1/2, (4)
|2'| = (0.43 +0.06) GeV /2, (5)
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FIG. 1: The hadron-level diagrams of the radiative decay processes Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) — ’yxgo).

diagrams are not shown but included in the calculations.

where the errors are obtained with the uncertainties
of the partial width of Z.(3900) — D°D*0 + DOD*0
and Z.(4020) — D*9D*0 decays ﬂﬁ, ]. Note that
to get these above coupling constants, we have used
Mz, (390090 = 3885.7 MeV |, Mz (10200 = 4025.5
MeV ], Mp = 1864.83 MeV and Mp- = 2006.85 MeV
as quoted in the PDG @]

On the other hand, the leading order Lagrangian for
the coupling of the P-wave charmonium fields to the
charmed and anticharmed mesons can be constructed
considering parity, charge conjugation conjugation, and
spin symmetry lél], which can be written as

Ly, = i%TT[X“HaaiHa] +He., (6)

where H, = —V, - & + P, is the anti-charmed mesons
fields. ¢; is the coupling constant of the ground P-wave
charmonia to the charmed and anticharmed mesons. The
Lagrangians for the coupling of the radial excited char-
monia to the charmed and anticharmed mesons have the
same form as Eq. (@) with the coupling constants changed
to those for the excited states gj. Then, the Lagrangian
of x.s reads

Ly = igixy (Vi + VIV + V2qxh (ViPa + P.V,)

i

B

91X}V -V + 3P, P,), (7)

where the trace and symmetry properties x%0% = 0 and
xijzeijk In this
work we take g; = 4 GeV /2 which is from an estimation
using the vector meson dominance in Ref. @] With
M,/ = 3.869 GeV and Iy ~pp = 22.3 MeV calculated
in LP model @, @], we get g} ~ 1.28 GeV~Y/2,

Finally, we also need the effective Lagrangians for these

= 0 have been used in the derivations.

vertexes of charmed mesons and photon, which are @,

X£o

(b)

The charge conjugated

5d, 6]

!/
£ =L B,G - BQu) + < rr{HiG - BH,](8)
2 QmQ
where Q = diag{2/3,—1/3,—1/3} is the light quark

charge matrix, and @’ is the heavy quark electric charge
(in units of e). 3 is and effective coupling constant and,
in this work, we take 5 = 3.0 GeV~! that is deter-
mined in the nonrelativistic constituent quark model and
is adopted in the study of radiative D* decays @] In
Eq. [®), the first term is the magnetic moment coupling
of the light quarks, while the second one is the magnetic
moment coupling of the heavy quark and hence is sup-
pressed by 1/my.

Then, follow the works of Ref. @], where the decays
of Z,(10610)/Z,(10650) — vxps(J = 1,2,3) were inves-
tigated within the same framework as here. The tran-
sition amplitudes for Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) — vxcs(vX.,)
are similar to those given in Ref. |, where one just
needs to change bottom quark to charm quark sector.
Thus the decay amplitudes of these triangle diagrams
shown in Fig. [l can be easily obtained. We present the
explicit transition amplitudes for Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) —
YXes (7X.;) in the Appendix [Al

Finally, the partial decay width of
Z:(3900)/Z.(4020) — vxcs(vX.;) are given by

2
By |MZC(3900)—WX£’} |
24w M?2
2
0|

Z(3900)
!
E’Y |'/\/IZC (4020) =X ;

24m M %6(4020)

I'(Z.(3900) = 1)) = , (9)

I(Z.(4020) — ) = , (10)

where E, and E’ are the photon energies in the Z.(3900)
and Z.(4020) rest frame, respectively.



IIT. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND
DISCUSSIONS

The X (3927) was observed in the 4y — DD process
by Belle [66] and Babar @] Collaborations, and has been
a good candidate for /., state |[68]. In this work, we take
M,,, = 3.927 GeV as measured by the experiments @]
In the observed spectrum of the charmonia, the only can-
didate of the x7; with well-established quantum numbers
is X (3872), which was discovered by the Belle Collab-
oration [1]. However, since the proximity to the DD*
threshold, the interpretation of the X (3872) as a molec-
ular state or virtual state is very intriguing. The mea-
sured mass of X (3872) is much lighter mass than poten-
tial quark model predictions ﬂa, @, @] Thus we will
not identify directly the X (3872) as the x.;, and the mass
of the x’; will also be allowed to vary. To be specific, a
range from 3.83 to 3.93 GeV for the mass of X/, and
X (3872) will be chosen that covers the predicted values
from quark models @, @, @]

The X (3860) observed in the process ete™ — J/¥ DD
by the Belle collaboration [70] serves as a good candi-
date for the x., state. The measured mass and width
fit the expectation of the x’, state predicted in the po-
tential models @] Thus, we will take the mass of the
X.o in a range from 3800 to 3900 MeV which covers the
predicted values of the mass of x/,, from these quark mod-
els @, @, ] and the experimental measurements @]
In Table. [Tl we list the obtained charmonium masses in
previous works. One can see that these values from dif-
ferent models are consistent with each other.

TABLE II: The final charmonium masses (in unit of GeV)
are taken from the PDG [60], the calculated with screened
potential (SP) in Ref. @]7 linear potential (LP) in Ref. @]7
and the results with SP and LP in Ref. @]

Name JE¢ Exp. [60] [69] [68] LP [63] SP [63]

Xeo 0T 3415 3.424 3.433 3.415 3.415
Xe1 17T 35511 3.505 3.510 3.516 3.521
Xe2 27T 3.556  3.556 3.554 3.552 3.553
Xk 0Tt 3.8627 3.852 3.842 3.869 3.848
Xe 1T 3.925 3.901 3.937 3.914
Xho 27T 3927 3.972 3.937 3.967 3.937

In Table [Tl we listed the calculated partial widths
of Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) — ~Xxcs, which are obtained with
Mz, (30000 = 3885.7 MeV, My (40200 = 4025.5 MeV,
M, ., = 3414.7 MeV, M,_, = 3510.7 MeV, and M, , =

3556.2 MeV. It is found that these partial decay widths
of Z.(3900) — 7x.s are about a few hundreds of keVs,
while the obtained partial decay widths Z.(4020) — yxcJs
are about tens of keVs.

TABLE III: The decay widths of Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) — vXcs
in the unit of keV.

Decay mode vxco YXel YXc2
Z(3900) 499.5 608.6 593.4
Z.(4020) 334 99.4 108.9

Next we study the mass effects of ng) on these par-
tial decay widths. In Fig. Bl we show the predicted
partial widths of Z.(3900) — ~vx., (solid line) and
Z.(4020) — XL, (dashed line) as a function of the
mass of Xx,y. The results show that the partial widths
of Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) — X%, are less than 1 keV. For
the decay of Z.(3900) — vx., in Fig. [l there are two
subdiagrams: [DD*]D* and [D*D]D. The threshold of
the DD is approached at the lower end. Consequently,
the curve for the width shows an increasing tendency at
the lower end. While for Z.(4020) — vyx., in Fig. O only
[D*D*|D* subdiagram contributes. Due to the thresh-
old of D*D* is far away the range of M,/ that we have
chosen, the results show an monotonous behavior. Be-
sides, with M,, = 3.862 GeV obtained in Ref. @], the
predicted partial widths are

I'(Z.(3900) = yx.) = 0.03keV,
I'(Z.(4020) = yx') = 0.33keV. (11)

In Fig. B, we show the numerical results for the partial
widths of Z.(3900) — ~vx.; (solid line) and Z.(4020) —
vX%.; (dashed line) as a function of the mass of x.;. The
predicted partial widths of Z.(3900) — X%, are only a
few KeVs, while the partial widths of Z.(4020) — vx%;
can reach up to 12 KeV. For the Z.(3900) — yx.; pro-
cess, the [D*D]D* subdiagram contributes, and it has
very small phase space. While for the Z.(4020) — yx.,
process, the [D*D*]D subdiagram contributes. From
Fig. Bl one can see that there are two obvious cusps
near the thresholds of D*D° and D** D~ respectively.
These cusps appear due to the triangle singularities near
the thresholds of neutral and charged DD* mesons. And
if we take M, = 3.872 GeV as the mass of X(3872),

the predicted partial widths are

T(Ze(3900) = yx%y) = 0.11keV,
[(Z.(4020) — yx.;) = 8.76keV . (12)



2.0 - . . .
1.5
1.0

0.5F

Partial Width

0.0

3800 3820 3840 3860 3880 3900
M'co) [MeV]
FIG. 2: Dependence of the decay widths of the Z.(3900) —

¥Xeo (solid line) and Z.(4020) — ~xco (dashed line) on the
mass of xLg.

15 T T T T T
< A
'y
s 10 /! '
= A
Vs \
= PP VoA
= 5=”—— \/ll T
[a] \
=W N
0_ _______

3840 3860 3880 3900 3920
My/'c1) [MeV]
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In Fig. @, we present the dependence of the decay
widths of the Z.(4020) — vx/, on the mass of the ..
The predicted partial widths of Z.(4020) — yx’, are less
than 1 keV. The [D*D*]D* subdiagram contributes this
process. From Fig. [ it is shown that the partial width
monotonically decrease with the mass of x.,. On the
other hand, if we take M,/ = 3.927 GeV as the mass of
the X (3927) state, the predicted partial width is

T(Z:(4020) — yx’y) = 0.62keV. (13)

From Egs. (@) and ([I0) we know that these partial
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FIG. 4: Dependence of the decay widths of the Z.(4020) —
X% on the mass of the yLo.

decay widths are proportional to the product of the cou-
pling constants |z(’)g§/)|27 which will be cancelled in the
ratio between different partial decay widths. Therefore,
the ratios among these partial decay widths are interest-

ing, and we define

I'(Z:(3900) — vx51)
Ry = ol) 14
"= T(Z.(3900) = 1) (14)
!
['(Z:(4020) — vxo)
['(Z:(4020) — vx.2)
pu— 1
" = T(Z,(4020) = 1) (16)

The numerical results of ratio R in terms of the mass
of Z.(3900) are shown in Fig. [l It is seen that there is
no cusp structure because the mass of Z.(3900) chosen
here is above the mass threshold of DD*. In addition,
the ratio is larger than one in the considered mass range
of Z.(3900).

In Fig.[6] we present the theoretical results of the ratios
r1 (solid curve) and 7 (dashed curve) as a function of
the mass of Z.(4020). The ratio 71 can reach up to about
one thousand, which shows that the Z.(4020) — vx/; is
dominant and could be easier measured by experiments.
For the ratio rq, there is a double-cusp structure, which
correspond to the thresholds of the neutral and charged
D*D* mesons. On the other hand, the ratio 5 are much
less dependent on the mass of Z.(4020) and its value is
about one.
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IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we have investigated the radiative de-
cays Z.(3900)/Z.(4020) — yxes(rxly) (J = 0,1,2),
with the assumption that the Z.(3900) and Z.(4020)
couple strongly to DD* + c.c and D*D* channel, re-
spectively. Including the contributions of intermedi-
ate charmed mesons triangle loops, these partial de-
cay widths of Z.(3900) — vx.s and Z.(4020) — yXcs
are calculated within an effective Lagrangian approach.
With the masses quoted in the PDG @], the obtained
partial decay widths of Z.(3900) — ~yx.s are about of

few hundreds keVs, while the obtained partial widths

of Z.(4020) — 7yx.s are about tens of keVs. In addi-
tion, for the Z.(3900) — vx4o1 and Z.(4020) — vX4o.2
decays, the partial decay width are less than 1 keV,
which mainly due to the very small phase space. For the
7Z.(4020) — vxL; process, the partial width can reach
up to about 10 keV. Moreover, the dependence of these
ratios between different decay modes on the masses of
Z:(3900) or Z.(4020) are also investigated, which may
be a good quantity for the experiments. These calcula-
tions here could be tested by future experiments.
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Appendix A: The transition amplitudes

Here we give the amplitudes for the transitions
Z:(3900)/Z.(4020) — vXes. €1, €2 and €3 are the po-
larization vector of initial state, final photon and final
charmonium state, respectively.

(1) Z2(3900) = 7xco

! iy Q
M[D,D*,D*] = %ezgleijkeleéqk ([‘3@ + E)
xI(q, D, D*, D),
3 i !
M[D*,D,D] = —%ezglﬁjkéleéqk (ﬁQ + E)
xI(q,D*,D, D). (A1)
(i) Z.(3900) = yxe1
Mip« pp) = —ezq [€1-qea - €3 — q - €361 - €] X

<BQ — %) I(q,D*,D,D*). (A2)

C

(iil) Z.(3900) = vxc2

C

(A3)

. 1
M[D,D*,D*] = —\/iezgleijkegle;qkell (ﬁQ + E)
xI(q, D, D*, D*).



(iV) Zc(4020) — YXc0
1. I i k_j Jj_ k
Mip+ b+ p+] = —% ez’ gi€ijrer (q €, —q 62) X

(BQ — H/) I(q, D*,D*, D*). (A4)

C

(V) Zc(4020) — YXel

. /
Mp+,p=p] = iez'gi[e1-€2q- €3 — €2+ €3q - €1]
!

X(ﬁQ"‘E)I(qu*vD*vD) (A5)

(vi) Z.(4020) = vxe2

~ — P! i gl k k
Mp+ b« p] = V2iez J1€i5kE1 €4 [Q[62 —q 62[} X

(BQ - E/) I(g,D*,D*, D*). (A6)

C

In the above amplitudes, the basic three-point loop
function I(q) as follows ﬂﬂ]

1

[
I(q) = Z/ (2m) (12 = m2 +ie)[(P = 1)?2 — m3 + ie] [(I — q)% — m3] + i€

H12H23

= e ltan~!
167rm1m2m3 \/E [ an (

where the p;; = mym;/(m; +m;) are the reduced
masses, bio = mq +mg — M, bas = ma +ms + ¢° — M,
and the M represents the mass of initial particle. a =
(23/m3)° @, ¢ = 2u1b1a, ¢ = 2pia3bos + o3> /ma. m1,
ms and mg represent the masses of up, down and right
charmed mesons in the triangle loop, respectively.

It is worth to mention that considering the non-

C_C>+ta 1 2a+ —c¢
c-° n saerTe - °
2\/ac 2+/a(c’ —a)

, (A7)

relativistic normalization of the charmonium and
charmed meson fields, a factor \/Wmlmgnm should
be multiplied in each amplitude. Therefore, the
I(q, M1, M2,M3) = \/Wmlmgmgf(q), where M;
and My represent the masses of initial and final parti-
cle, respectively.
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