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To elucidate the internal structure of exotic states is one of the central purposes of hadron physics.
Motivated by this, we study the electromagnetic properties of D™=, DA, DA, and DVE,
pentaquarks without strange, with strange and with double strange through QCD light-cone sum
rules. We have also evaluated electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments of the D*ZL,
D*A., DA, and D:Z. pentaquarks. The magnetic dipole moment is the leading-order response
of a bound system to a soft external magnetic field. Thus, it ensures a prominent platform for the
examination of the internal organizations of hadrons governed by the quark-gluon dynamics of QCD.
We look forward to the present study stimulating the interest of experimentalists in investigating
the electromagnetic properties of the hidden-charm pentaquarks.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Although it was suggested long ago that non-conventional states other than standard hadrons might exist, the
experimental evidence of these states was taken to a new level in 2003 with the Belle Collaboration observation of
the X(3872) particle [1]. Since then a series of states beyond the non-conventional states have been discovered. Most
of those are potentially exotic states such as tetraquarks, pentaquarks, hybrid mesons, glueballs, and so on. The
exploration of exotic states, particularly how the quarks are grouped inside (i.e., molecular or compact configuration)
plays an important role in the comprehension of the behavior of the low-energy QCD. Therefore, investigating the
properties of these states and shedding light on their nature is one of the most active areas of research in both
experimental and theoretical hadron physics [2—-17].

In 2015, the LHCb Collaboration reported two resonance states, P.(4380) and P.(4450), in the J/¢ p invariant
mass distribution of the Ay, — J/1p K decay [18]. In 2019, the LHCb Collaboration updated the observations in the
Ay — J/1p K process by using more data [19], they not only discovered a new narrow pentaquark state, P.(4312), but
also found that the P.(4450) consists of two narrow overlapping peaks, P.(4440), and P.(4457). In 2020, the LHCb
collaboration reported evidence of a hidden-charm pentaquark candidate, P,.;(4459), in the invariant mass spectrum
of J/¢A in the Z) — J/¢ A K~ decay [20]. In 2021, the LHCb Collaboration reported evidence for a new pentaquark
candidate, P.(4337), in B, — J/¢ pp decays [21]. Recently, the LHCb Collaboration announced the observed a
new pentaquark state, P.5(4338), in the J/¢¥A mass distribution in the B~ — J/¢A~p decays [22]. The masses,
widths, and minimal valence quark contents of hidden-charm pentaquarks are presented in Table I. Systematical
research on their nature and inner structure can progress our comprehension of the non-perturbative behaviors of
strong interaction. Therefore, a great deal of theoretical effort has been devoted to figuring out the nature of the
hidden-charm pentaquarks [23-72].

TABLE I. The masses, widths, and minimal valence quark contents of hidden-charm pentaquarks.

State | Mass (MeV) | Width (MeV) [Content
P.(4380)T [ 4380+8+29 [ 215+18+86 | wudce
P.(4312)" | 4311.94+0.7 708 | 9.8+2.7 55T | wudce
P.(4440)% | 444034+ 1.3 T57 (20,6 £4.9 757 | wudce
P.(4457)" | 4457.3+0.6 11 | 6.44+2.0 T30 | wudce

P.s(4459)°| 4458.8+£2.9 T17 [17.34+6.5 129 | udsce

P.(4337)*" 4337 T7 12 29 F26 +14 | yudce

P.;(4338)°| 433824+ 0.7+04 [7.0+1.24+1.3| udsce
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The discovery of pentaquarks in the J/1 p system at LHCb opened a new era of examination in hadron spectroscopy.
Although mass spectra, decay behavior, and production mechanisms of pentaquarks have attracted much attention
on both the theoretical and experimental sides, examination of the electromagnetic features of these states has not
received plenty of attention [73—-84]. The magnetic dipole moment is another intrinsic observable of hadrons which
may contain prominent data of its quark-gluon structure and underlying dynamics. Different magnetic dipole moments
will affect both the total and differential cross sections in the photo- or electro-production of pentaquarks. Therefore,
such an investigation will deepen our knowledge of pentaquarks and help us understand the underlying dynamics
governing their formation. As expected, since the masses of these states are slightly below or above the thresholds
of the charmed meson-baryon pairs, the P.(4312), P.(4380), P.(4440), P.(4457), P.5(4459) and P.,(4338) have been
assigned to be the DX, D%, D*¥., D*¥Y%, D*=,., and D=, respectively, have been found to be the charmed meson-
baryon molecular states according to several phenomenological analyses. Following the experimental observations of
these hidden-charm pentaquarks, numerous studies have begun to investigate other possible hidden-charm pentaquarks
and their properties. Inspired by these studies and our previous work, we focused on two possible questions: Can
we calculate the magnetic dipole moments of other possible hidden-charm pentaquarks in the molecular structure?
And what are the electromagnetic properties of other possible molecular hidden-charm pentaquarks with and without
strangeness? Motivated by these questions, we investigate the magnetic dipole moment of possible D(*)E'C, DMA,,

D‘g*)AC, and D(E*)Ec hidden-charm pentaquarks without strange, with strange and with double strange. We would
like to point out that there are other possible hidden-charm pentaquarks besides the ones we have examined in this
study, but we cannot calculate the magnetic dipole moments of these possible hidden-charm pentaquarks because
both the mass and the residue values have not yet been calculated. If these values are calculated in the future,
we may be able to calculate the magnetic dipole moments of other possible hidden-charm pentaquarks. Since the
magnetic dipole moments belong to the non-perturbative domain of the QCD, we need non-perturbative methods
to be able to perform the calculations of these parameters. The QCD light-cone sum rule is one of the powerful
methods developed to calculate non-perturbative effects. In this technique, a proper correlation function is computed
concerning hadronic parameters and their magnetic dipole moment on one side and quark-gluon degrees of freedom and
distribution amplitudes of the on-shell photon on the other side. The distribution amplitudes of photon are expressed
concerning functions of different twists. Then, continuum subtraction and Borel transform procedures provided by the
quark-hadron duality ansatz are carried out to remove the contributions coming from the higher states and continuum.
By equating the results acquired in two different regions, the related sum rules for the magnetic dipole moment of
the hadrons are obtained [85-87].

This paper is organized as follows. We introduce our theoretical framework in Sec. II and the corresponding
numerical results and discussions in Sec. III. Finally, a summary is given in Sec. IV. The analytical expressions
acquired for the magnetic dipole moment of the DZ/, pentaquark state are given in the Appendix.

II. THE QCD LIGHT-CONE SUM RULES FOR HIDDEN-CHARM PENTAQUARKS
A. Formalism of the spin—% pentaquarks

The correlation function required to perform magnetic dipole moment analysis of the spin-1/2 pentaquarks ( here-
after Pclé/ 2 ) is given in the following form:
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where ¢ is the momentum of the photon, sub-indice v is the external electromagnetic field, and J(z) stand for the
interpolating currents of the P,/ /2 states. The corresponding interpolating currents are given by
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where u(z), d(z), s(x) and ¢(x) being quark fields, a, b, ¢ and d stand for color indices; and the C' denotes the charge
conjugation operator.

On the QCD side, we contract the relevant quark operators in the correlation function at the quark-gluon level
with the help of Wick’s theorem. After these manipulations, the correlation function of the QCD side is obtained in

terms of the light and heavy-quark propagators, and distribution amplitudes (DAs) of the photon. For example, in
the case of the state D=/, the result of the contractions is obtained as follows
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where §i{q) (x) = CSZ%(IT)( z)C and, S.(r) and S4(z) denote the charm and light-quark propagators. The explicit
expressions of these terms can be written as [88, 89]
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where (gq) stands for light-quark condensate, G denotes the gluon field strength tensor, v is line variable, and K;’s
are modified Bessel functions of the second kind.

The correlation function in Eq. (3) receives different contributions: perturbative, i.e., when a photon interacts
perturbatively with quark propagators, and nonperturbative, i.e., photon interacts with light quarks at a large dis-
tance, contributions. Details of this procedure applied to obtain the expression of perturbative and non-perturbative
contributions are given in Refs. [82, 90]. With this procedure, the calculation of the QCD side of the correlation
function is completed.

To obtain the second representation of the correlation function, the hadronic side, we isolate the ground state
contributions from pentaquarks with spin-parity J* = 1/27, and acquire the hadronic side,
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where dots represent the contributions of excited states and continuum.



The matrix elements in the above equation are given in terms of hadronic parameters and form factors:
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Then Eqs. (7)-(9) are inserted in the Eq. (6), we get the following result for the hadronic side of the correlation
function,
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In obtaining the above analytical expression, summation over spins of PCIE/ 2

Zu(pa S)a(pa S) :]6+mpc15/2’ (11)
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were also carried out.
The magnetic dipole form factor, Fys(q?), is written with respect to the F;(¢?) and Fy(q?) form factor at different
q*

Fu(a?) = Fi(a®) + Fa(¢?). (13)

In case of on-shell photon, i.e. ¢2 = 0, the the magnetic dipole form factor is proportional to the magnetic dipole
moment {12t

F]W(QQ = 0) (14)
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The QCD light-cone sum rules for the magnetic dipole moments of the spin-1/2 pentaquarks are extracted by
equating the coefficients of the structure ¢¢ from the hadronic and QCD sides of the correlation function. To remove the
effects coming from the higher states and continuum, Borel transformation as well as continuum subtraction provided
by the quark-hadron duality approximation are used. When all the above-mentioned procedures are performed, the

following results are obtained for the magnetic dipole moments:

'm.2 m,2
1 Ximy = ex? AFOP (M2, s0), pa N my = ez AP (M2, s0),
7712 ’VYL2
ps N ms = et AFTP (M2, 5), pa N3 my = e AFCP (M2, 5),
'm.2
ps Aems = ent AZP (M2, s0), (15

where p;, m;, and A\; are magnetic dipole moment, mass, and residue of the related pentaquarks. As an example,
only the explicit expressions of the A?CD (M?, s0) function are given in the appendix, the rest of the AZQCD(M27 50)
expressions are in similar forms.

B. Formalism of the spin—% pentaquarks

For the magnetic dipole moment of spin-3/2 pentaquarks (here after Pfé/ 2) needed correlation function is introduced
as
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The interpolating currents used in the magnetic dipole moment analyses of Pfé/ 2 pentaquarks are written as follows:
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In this part of our analysis, our goal is to get the correlation function with the quark-gluon parameters and photon
DAs. As an example for the D*Z/, state, if we repeat the steps used in the analysis of spin-1/2 pentaquarks, we obtain
the following result:
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As a result of these procedures, the analysis of the QCD side of the correlation function for spin-3/2 pentaquarks

is completed.
Our next task is to obtain the relevant correlation function based on hadronic parameters. It is written as follows,
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In the above equation, the matrix elements of the interpolating current between the P./ 3/2 pentaquark state and the
vacuum are given as:
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where the A s> and w,(p,s) (u,(p + g,s)) are the residue and spinors of the Pcc/ pentaquarks, respectively. To

further simplify, the summation over the spin of the Rarita-Schwinger spinor for the spin-3/2 pentaquarks is given:
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The transition matrix element (P, 3/2( ) | P35/2 (p+ q))~ entering Eq. (19) can be introduced as [91-94]:
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where F;’s are the Lorentz invariant form factors. Inserting Eqgs. (20)-(22) into Eq. (19) for hadronic side we get
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The above correlation function contains numerous Lorentz structures, not all of which are independent and this
correlation function also includes spin-1/2 contributions. For our calculations to be more reliable, we need to get
rid of these two problems. We can do this by choosing a specific ordering for gamma matrices such as v,p¢¢7y, and
abolish terms with v, at the beginning, 7, at the end and those proportional to p, and p, [95]. After these algebraic
manipulations, both spin-1/2 contributions are eliminated and all Lorentz structures become independent, and the
final form of the hadronic side of the correlation function becomes the following form:
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The magnetic dipole form factor, Gas(¢?), of spin-3/2 pentaquarks can be written in terms of F;(g?) form factors
as follows: [91-94]:
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where 7 = —4m‘£72. At the static limit, i.e. ¢*> = 0, the magnetic dipole moment is achieved in connection with the
p3/2
form factors as:
Gu(g® =0) = Fi(¢* =0) + Fa(¢*> = 0). (26)

The magnetic dipole moment of the spin-3/2 pentaquark state, (4,3/2), is defined in the following way:
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We have obtained the analytical expressions for both PCIE/ % and cha/ ? pentaquarks. The next step in the calculations

will be to perform numerical calculations of the analytical expressions obtained for the pentaquarks under investigation.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The QCD light-cone sum rules for electromagnetic properties of pentaquarks without strange, with strange, and
with double strange contain many input parameters that we need their numerical values. Their numerical values
are given as: m, = mg = 0, my = 93.4755MeV, m, = 1.27 + 0.02CeV [96], (5s) = 0.8 (au) GeV? with (au) =
(dd) = (—0.24 +0.01)> GeV? [97], m3 = 0.8 + 0.1 GeV? [97], (92G?) = 0.88 GeV* [98], f3, = —0.0039 GeV? [99] and
X =—-2.85+0.5 GeV 2 [100]. To get numerical values for the electromagnetic multipole moments, we need to define
the numerical values of the mass and residue of the pentaquarks. The masses and residues of these pentaquarks are
borrowed from Refs. [59, 63]. Photon DAs and their input parameters required for further analysis are taken from
Ref. [99].

Predictions for electromagnetic properties extracted from the sum rules depend also on the Borel and continuum
subtraction parameters M? and sy. There should be a working interval where the results obtained will not vary much
according to these extra parameters. The choice of working intervals for these extra parameters has to fulfill standard



restrictions imposed on the pole contribution (PC) and convergence of the operator product expansion (OPE). It is
convenient to use the following equations to describe these restrictions:

A(]\427 SO)
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where ADlmN(MZ,so) — ADIm(8+9+10) (M?,s0). In the standard analysis of QCD light cone sum rules, pole
contribution is expected to be over the 50% for traditional hadrons. However, in multiquark states, this contribution
is around PC > 20%, which is enough for a reliable analysis. To be convinced of the convergence of the OPE, we
expect that these contributions should be less than 5% of total calculations. The working regions obtained for M?
and sp as a result of these restrictions are given in Table II together with PC and convergence of OPE values for
each state. It follows from these values that the determined working regions for M? and sy meet the constraints
coming from the dominance of PC and convergence of the OPE. In Figs. 1 and 2, we also illustrate the dependence
of the magnetic dipole moment of pentaquarks, on the Borel mass parameter, M? at various values of sg. It follows
from these figures, that the variation of the respective magnetic dipole moments concerning M? is observed to be
quite stable. When the variation of sy is examined, it is observed that the variation of the results according to this
parameter is high, however, this variation remains within the error limits of the method used.

TABLE II. Working intervals of so and M? as well as the PC and OPE convergence for the magnetic dipole moments of
pentaquarks without strange, with strange, and with double strange.

State s0 (GeV?) M? (GeV?) PC (%) OPE (%)
D=, 23.5—25.5 4.5—-6.5 30 — 55 2.8
DA, 23.6 — 25.6 45—-6.5 31 — 56 2.9
D2, 24.4 — 26.4 4.6 —6.6 30 — 57 2.8
DA, 23.8 — 25.8 4.6 —6.6 32 — 57 2.5
D*Z. 24.7 — 26.7 4.6 —6.6 31— 54 2.8
D*A, 24.9 — 26.9 4.6 — 6.6 31 — 58 2.9
D:ZE, 25.5 — 27.5 4.7-6.7 30 — 56 2.7
DA, 24.0 — 26.0 45-6.5 31— 57 2.7

Employing all the input parameters we give the final results for the magnetic and higher multipole moments of
pentaquarks in Table III. The presented uncertainties in the results originated from the errors in the values of all the
input parameters as well as those errors coming from the calculations of the working regions for the extra parameters
M? and so. - ~

In Ref. [84], the authors have studied the magnetic dipole moments of the D=, and D*E! states in the frame-
work of the constituent quark model and they predicted magnetic dipole moments as —0.277 and —0.184 for the
DZ! and D*Z/ states, respectively. When the quark model results are compared with the values obtained in this
study, it is seen that the results are not compatible with each other. In Ref. [81], we obtained magnetic dipole
moments of the hidden-charm pentaquarks with quantum number J¥ = 1/2~ within the QCD light-cone sum rules.
In the analyses, the interpolating currents J'°(z), the light axialvector diquarks ([g(z)Cv,q(z)]) combine with the
heavy scalar diquarks ([¢(z)Cvysc(x)]) to form a tetraquark with quantum number J¥ = 1% then this tetraquark
couples with ¢-quark ([ys7*C¢c(x)]) to form a hidden-charm pentaquarks with quantum number J¥ = 1/27, while



in the interpolating currents J'!(z), the light axialvector diquarks ([¢(z)C7,q(z)]) combine with the heavy ax-
ialvector diquarks ([¢(z)Cv*c(x)]) to form a tetraquark with quantum number JP = 0%, then this tetraquark
couples with é-quark ([C¢(x)]) to form a hidden-charm pentaquarks with quantum number JE = 1/27. As a re-
sult, in the calculations the axialvector-diquark-axialvector-diquark-antiquark (PL) and axialvector-diquark-scalar-
diquark-antiquark (PL%) forms of interpolating currents have been used to obtain the magnetic dipole moments of
the hidden-charm pentaquarks without strange, with strange and with double strange. The results obtained are

: . _ +0.14 _ +0.25 _ 40.26 _ +0.25
given as follows: ppu = 0437516 BN, ppu = 0.60555 pn, ppu = 0.627555 pn, ppu = 0.70T5'5] BN,
0.47 0.57 0.54 0.65 .
pplo = 1.397537 1w, Pplo = 1427520 iy, pplo = 1.517555 1w, pplo = —1.9275°82 pn. Tt is seen that the

results obtained for DA}, D=A}, D7EY and D A} states are consistent with the axialvector-diquark-axialvector-
diquark-antiquark configurations within errors. However, it can easily be seen that there is a large discrepancy with
the results obtained using the axialvector-diquark-scalar-diquark-antiquark configuration. Using different models and
configurations leads to different predictions. Therefore, more theoretical investigation and experimental measurements
are required to define the properties of these hidden-charm pentaquarks. Comparing the magnetic dipole moment
results obtained using different theoretical models with the values obtained in this study may give an idea about the

consistency of our estimations.

TABLE III. The magnetic dipole moments of hidden-charm pentaquarks without strange, with strange, and with double strange
obtained by performing the QCD light-cone sum rules. For completeness, we have also presented higher multipole moments,
electric quadrupole (Q) and magnetic octupole (O), of the D*=Z.,, D*A., DiA. and D=, pentaquarks.

Parameters D=, DAF DA} D;=° D7 A,
p(pn) —0.10%5:53 0.44757] 0457017 050201 043707
Parameters D*=!. D*OAF D*~AF D=9 D A,
ppn) 2.6070:57 2.24%5:54 2.2275:65 2.7375:51 1872065
Q(x107)(fm?) 1607030 2.6175:50 2.5075:80 3117570 0.2475:08
O(x10~3)(fm?) 0.32+5:02 0.1179:94 0.1070:94 0.1415:04 0.0975-03

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

Since the discovery of the hidden-charm pentaquarks P.(4380) and P, (4450) by the LHCb Collaboration in 2015, the
study and elucidation of pentaquarks, along with other pentaquark candidates discovered, has become an attractive

subject in hadron physics. Inspired by this, we have studied the electromagnetic properties of D(*)E’c, DMA,, Dg*)AC

and Dg*)EC pentaquarks without strange, with strange and with double strange through QCD light-cone sum rules.
We have also evaluated electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments of the D*=., D*A., DA, and D=,
pentaquarks. A comparison of our results on magnetic dipole moments of the hidden-charm pentaquarks with the
other models existing in the literature is presented. The magnetic dipole moments of the hidden-charm pentaquarks
reveal valuable knowledge about the size and shape of the hadrons. Obtaining these parameters can be a prominent
step in our understanding of hadron properties according to quark-gluon degrees of freedom. Moreover, the magnetic
dipole moment is a key ingredient in the calculation of the J/v photo-production procedure, which may provide an
independent examination of the pentaquarks. It will also be crucial to identify the branching ratios of the different
decay modes and decay channels of the hidden-charm pentaquarks. With the accumulation of events, magnetic
dipole moments of pentaquarks may be extracted from the comparison of theoretical and experimental cross-sections
eventually in the near future. If the inner structure of exotic states figures out, our comprehension of the construction
of the subatomic world be crucially improved, and our comprehension of the non-perturbative behaviors of the strong
interaction at the low energy region would also be crucially improved.
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FIG. 1. The magnetic dipole moments of spin-1 pentaquarks versus M? at three different values of so; (a), (b), (c), (d) and
(e) denote the DZ,, D°AF, D™AF, D;E2 and D7 AT pentaquarks, respectively.
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FIG. 2. The magnetic dipole moments of spin-2 pentaquarks versus M? at three different values of so; (a), (b), (c), (d) and
(e) denote the D*Z., D*°AF, D*~A}, D~ 2% and D~ A} pentaquarks, respectively.
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APPENDIX: EXPLICIT EXPRESSION FOR A%“P(M? s)

2

In this appendix, we present the explicit expressions of the function AlQCD(M , 80) for the magnetic dipole moment

of the DEL pentaquark state entering into the sum rule.

QCD 7 2 . mP1PPs 5
Al (M 78()) = m(eu +€d) - 3(14mcm51[0,1,2,0] + 19[[0,27370])1—2[8] - 27mcm5_[2[8].[[0,1,2,0}

+ 96m.mgIs[h,]1[0,1,2,0] + 24(([[0, 2,1,0] — 21[0,2,1,1] + 1]0,2,1,2] — 2I]0,2,2,0] + 21[0,2,2,1])
x Aluo] + (Aluo] + Is[A] + xm§Is[p4]) 1[0, 2, 3,0]) - 8x(3mem,110,2,3,0] +4I0,3,3,0]

+ 31[0,3,4,0]) Is[p,] — 8x(3mcms (5110,2,1,0] — 61[0,2,1,1] + 1[0, 2,1,2] — 61[0,2,2,0]
+2110,2,2,1] + I[0,2,3,0]) — 3mg(1[0,2,1,0] — 21[0,2,1,1] + I[0,2,1,2] — 2I[0,2,2,0] + 21[0, 2, 2,1]
+1[0,2,3,0]) — 7I[0,3,1,0] + 211[0, 3,1, 1] — 211[0, 3,1, 2] + 7I[0, 3,1, 3] + 17I[0, 3, 2, 0]

— 341[0,3,2,1] + 171]0,3,2,2] — 131[0,3,3,0] + 131]0,3,3,1] + 31[0, 3, 4, 0])% [uo]}

PP?
SV agmge, (10,2,1,0] — 2100, 2,1, 1] + 1[0, 2,1, 2] — 2170, 2, 2, 0] + 21[0, 2,2, 1
10192158727r3{ M€ ( [ |21 J+1] J -2 |+ 21 ]
—10(I[1,1,1,0] — 20[1,1,1, 1] + I[1,1,1,2] — 2[1,1,2,0] + 2I[1,1,2, 1] + I[1, 173,0]))
+ 96m,e. (3][0, 2,1,0] - 61[0,2,1,1] + 31[0,2,1,2] — 61[0,2,2,0] + 610, 2,2,1] + 31[0, 2,3, 0]

—10(I[1,1,1,0] — 21[1,1,1,1] 4 I[1,1,1,2] — 21[1,1,2,0] 4+ 2I[1,1,2,1] + I[1,1,3, 0]))
+ (eq + €)M ( — 96m,mIs[hs 1[0, 1,2, 0] 4 315[S]I[0, 2,3, 0] + 12A[u] (1[0, 2,1,0]

—2100,2,1,1] + 1[0, 2,1, 2] — 2I[0,2,2,0] + 2I[0, 2,2,1] + I[0, 2,3, 0]) +4y (24mcms(f[0, 2,1,0]

—1]0,2,1,1] — 1]0,2,2,0]) + 3m2(—21[0,2,1,1] + 1]0,2,1,2] — 21]0,2,2,0] + 21[0,2,2,1]
+100,2,3,0]) + 1[0,3,1,0] — 31[0,3,1, 1] + 31[0,3,1,2] — I[0,3,1,3] + [0, 3,2,0] — 210, 3,2, 1]

+ I[Ov 37 27 2] - 51[0? 37 37 O] + 51[07 37 3a 1] + 31[05 37 47 O])SO’Y[UO] + 4(315 [A]I[()? 27 3a 0] + XI5 [QD’Y]
x (3maI[0,2,3,0] —41]0,3,3,0] + 31[0,3,4,0]) + 3xm3aI[0,2,1,0]p, [uo])> }

— mg;%gw){zxsamimg <8 es( —3100,2,2,0] + 31[0,2,2, 1] + 31[0,2,3,0] — 8I[1,1,1,0]
+2I[1,1,1,2] +161[1,1,2,0] — 6I[1,1,2,1] — 81I[1,1, 3, 0]) + e (91[0, 2,1,0] — 541[0,2,1,1]
+45100,2,1,2] — 61[0,2,2,0] + 421[0,2,2,1] — 31[0,2,3,0] — 2(I[1,1,1,0] + 6I[1,1,1,1] — 7I[1,1,1,2]
—2I[1,1,2,0] — 61I[1,1,2,1] + I[1,1,3, 0])) + 2e4 (I[o, 2,1,0] — 2I[0,2,1,1] + I]0,2,1,2] — 8I[0,2,2,0]
+ 8110,2,2,1] + 7I[0,2,3,0] — 4(6I[1,1,1,0] — 11I[1,1,1,1] +5I[1,1,1,2] — 12I[1,1,2,0]

+ 111[1,1,2,1] 4+ 61[1,1, 3, 0})) + 2e,(1[0,2,1,0] — 21[0,2,1,1] + [0,2,1,2] — 81[0,2,2,0]
+81[0,2,2,1] + 7I[0,2,3,0] — 4(61[1,1,1,0] — 111[1,1,1,1] + 5I[1,1,1,2] — 121[1,1,2,0]

+111[1,1,2,1] 4+ 61[1, 1,3, o}))) — 192e,m> (1[0,3, 1,0] + 1[0, 3,1,1] — 91[0, 3, 1,2] + 71[0, 3, 1, 3]

—21[0,3,2,0] + 61[0,3,2,2] + 1[0,3,3,0] — 10,3,3,1] — I[1,2,1,1] — 2I[1,2,1,2] + 3I[1,2, 1, 3]
F2(1]1,2,2,1] + I[1,2,2,2]) — I[1,2,3, 1]) + 576e,m? (21[0, 3,1,0] — 41]0,3,1,1] + 31[0,3,1,2]
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—I[0,3,1,3] — 41]0, 3,2,0] + 61[0,3,2,1] — 31[0,3,2,2] + 2I[0,3,3,0] — 2I[0,3,3,1] + 81[1,2,1,1]
—11I[1,2,1,2] + 3I[1,2,1,3] — 16I[1,2,2,1] + 11I[1,2,2,2] + 8I[1,2, 3, 1]) + 144eqm? (71[0 3,1,0]
1]

— 15I[0,3,1,1] + 12I[0,3,1,2] — 4I]0,3,1,3] — 14I[0,3,2,0] + 221[0,3,2,1] — 111[0,3,2, 2]
+7100,3,3,0] — 7I[0,3,3,1] + 361[1,2,1,1] — 69I[1,2,1,2] + 33I[1,2,1,3] — 72I[1,2,2,1]

+691[1,2,2,2] + 361[1,2,3, 1]) + 144e,m? (71[0, 3,1,0] — 151[0,3,1,1] 4+ 121[0,3,1,2] — 41[0,3,1, 3]
— 14110, 3,2,0] + 22I[0,3,2,1] — 111]0,3,2,2] + 71[0,3,3,0] — 7[0,3,3,1] + 361[1,2,1,1]
—691[1,2,1,2] + 331[1,2,1,3] — 721[1,2,2,1] + 691[1,2,2, 2] + 361[1,2, 3, 1])

+ 4m, <3xms(—euI[O, 4,4,0] + (eq + €,)1[0,4,4,1])p [ug] — 16 f3, 72 <Zesmc (ng(f[o, 1,1,0] — 1[0,1,1,1]

—100,1,2,0]) + 111]0,2,1, 0] — 221[0,2,1,1] + 111[0, 2,1, 2] — 181[0,2, 2, 0] + 181[0,2,2,1] + 71[0, 2, 3,0])

+ eq <2m(2)mc(1[0, 1,1,0] — I[0,1,1,1] — 1[0, 1,2,0]) + 2m,(I[0,2,1,0] — 2I[0,2,1,1] + I[0,2,1, 2] — 2I[0, 2, 2, 0]
+21[0,2,2,1] + I[0,2,3,0]) — m.(31[0,2,1,0] — 61[0,2,1,1] + 3I[0,2,1,2] — 10I[0,2,2,0] + 10I[0,2,2,1]

+ 7110,2,3, 0])) + ey (2m(2)mc(1[0, 1,1,0] — I[0,1,1,1] — I[0,1,2,0]) + 2m, (I[0,2,1,0] — 2[0,2,1,1] + I[0,2,1,2]
—21(0,2,2,0] + 2I(0,2,2,1] + I[0,2,3,0]) — m,(31[0,2,1,0] — 610, 2,1, 1] + 310, 2, 1,2] — 100, 2, 2, 0]

+101[0,2,2,1] + 71[0,2, 3,0]) > > + dxme(eq + e4) <4mc< —100,4,1,2] + 1]0,4,1,3] + 1[0,4,2,2])
+my (31[0 4,1,0] — 81]0,4,1,1] + 81[0,4,1,2] — 41[0,4,1,3] + I[0,4,1,4] — 9I[0,4,2,0] + 19I[0,4,2,1]

—151[0,4,2,2] + 5I[0,4,2,3] + 9I[0,4,3,0] — 141[0,4,3,1] + 7I[0, 4, 3, 2] — 31[0,4, 4, 0] + 3]0, 4, 4, H)) ¢ [uo]
+ 64 f3,m. ((—563 —2e,)m.I2[V]I[0,2,2,0] + ( (eq + 2e5 + eu)mc(mOI[O, 1,2,0] — 21]0,2,2,0])

+ (7(eq — 2es + ey )me + 2(eq + e)ms)I[0, 2,3, 0}>I5 [zb“]) }
. P, Ps

1630745395275
+2100,2,2,1] + 1[0, 2,3,0] — 2I[1,1,1,0] + 4I[1,1,1,1] — 2I[1,1,1,2] + 4I[1,1,2,0] — 4I[1,1,2,1] — 2I[1,1,3,0])
+ mems (eu(I[O, 2,1,0] — 210, 2, 1,1] + I[0, 2, 1,2] — 21[0,2,2,0] + 2I[0,2,2, 1] + 2I[1,1,1,0] — 4I[1,1,1, 1]

+2I[1,1,1,2] — 4I[1,1,2,0] + 4I[1,1,2,1] + 2I[1,1,3,0]) + eq(1[0,2,1,0] — 21[0,2,1,1] + 1[0, 2, 1,2] — 21[0, 2,2, 0]
+21[0,2,2,1] + 1[0, 2,3,0] + 21[1,1,1,0] — 4I[1,1,1,1] + 2I[1,1,1,2] — 4I[1,1,2,0] + 4I[1,1,2, 1] + 2I[1,1,3,0])
+ e.(251]0,2,1,0] — 501[0, 2,1, 1] + 251[0, 2,1, 2] — 5010, 2, 2,0] + 501[0,2,2,1] + 251[0,2,3,0] + 2I[1, 1,1, 0]

{ — 96m2 (3(36(1 — e + 3e,)m2(I[0,2,1,0] — 2I[0,2,1,1] + I[0,2,1,2] — 210, 2,2, 0]

— AI[1,1,1,1] + 21[1,1,1,2] — 4I[1,1,2,0] + 41[1,1,2,1] + 2I[1,1, 3, 0]))) + 96m(eq + €u + 3e) (I[o, 3,1,0]

—3100,3,1,1] + 31[0,3,1,2] — I[0, 3, 1,3] — 411[0, 3,2, 0] + 821[0, 3,2, 1] — 4110, 3, 2, 2] + 791]0, 3, 3, 0]
—791I10,3,3,1] — 3(13I]0,3,4,0] — 5I[1,2,1,1] + I[1,2,1,2] + I[1,2,1,3] + 941[1,2,2,1] — 431[1,2,2,2]

— 891[1,2,3, 1])) — 576me(5eq + Teu + 3e.) (1[0, 3,1,0] — 31[0,3,1,1] + 31[0,3,1,2] — 1]0,3,1,3] — 411[0, 3,2, 0]
+821[0,3,2,1] — 411]0,3,2,2] + 791]0,3,3,0] — 791[0,3,3,1] — 3(131[0, 3,4,0] — 5I[1,2,1,1] + I[1,2,1,2]

+I[1,2,1,3] + 94I[1,2,2,1] — 43I[1,2,2,2] — 89I[1,2, 3, 1})) — 3 famer? (2566dmc(m3[[0, 1,2,0] — 21[0,2,2,0])

x Ig[5] + (184e,m.1[0,2,2, 0] — Seqm, (0,2, 3,0] — 5e,m,1[0,2,3,0])I2[V] + 64(eq + ey) ( —ms(1]0,2,1,0]
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—2I0,2,1,1] + 1[0, 2,1, 2] — 2I[0, 2, 2,0] + 21[0, 2,2, 1] + 1]0,2,3,0]) + m.(51[0, 2, 1,0]

—10I[0,2,1,1] 4+ 51[0,2,1,2] — 61[0,2,2,0] + 61[0,2,2,1] + 1[0, 2, 3, o]))w“[uo]> + 12e,m? ( — (410, 3,2, 0]
+ 1[0, 3,3,0)) I5[S] — 4 <214 (81110, 3,2,0] + 2I5[A)I[0,3,2,0] — 2I6[h,]1]0,3,2,0] + I5[A]I[0,3,3,0]
+ 1,[8](81]0,3,2,0] + 1[0, 3,3, 0])) + 4(1[0, 3,1,0] — 51[0,3,1,1] + 71[0,3,1,2] — 31[0,3,1,3] — 21[0,3, 2, 0]

+61[0,3,2,1] — 41[0,3,2,2] + 1[0, 3,3,0] — 1[0, 3, 3, 1]>A[uo]> — 8ye,m?2(61]0,4,1,1] — 211[0,4,1,2]

+22100,4,1,3] — 71[0,4,1,4] — 1210, 4,2, 1] + 241[0,4, 2, 2] — 101[0, 4,2, 3] + 61[0,4,3,1] — 31]0,4, 3, 2])90,,[u0]}

o chQ P3
1887436873

+91[0,4,2,1] — 9I[0, 4,2, 2] + 3I[0,4, 2,3] + 9I[0, 4,3,0] — 18I0, 4, 3,1] + 9I[0, 4,3, 2] — 9I[0, 4,4, 0] + 91[0, 4,4, 1]
+3I[0,4,5,0] + 28mcms (I[o, 3,2,0] — 21[0,3,2,1] + 1[0, 3,2, 2] — 21[0, 3,3,0] + 2I[0, 3,3, 1] + 1[0, 3,4, 0]

{(4(56(1 — ey)mem,I[0,3,3,0] — 21(eq — 25 + €,)1[0,4,4,0)) L4[S] + 4(eq + e,,) < — 31]0,4,2,0]

+6I[1,2,2,1] — 3I[1,2,2,2] — 6I[1,2,3, 1]) - 12(31[1,3, 2,1] — 31[1,3,2,2] + I[1,3,2,3] + —61[1,3,3, 1]

+3I[1,3,3,2] + 3I[1, 3,4, 1])) — 16e, <mg (5mcms (31[0,2,1,0] — 61[0,2,1,1] + 31[0,2, 1, 2] — 61[0,2,2,0]
+61[0,2,2,1] +31[0,2,3,0] + 21[1,1,1,0] — 41[1,1,1,1] + 21[1,1,1,2] — 4I[1,1,2,0] + 41[1,1,2,1] + 2I[1, 1, 3,0])
—2(1[0,3,2,0] — 21[0,3,2,1] + I[0,3,2,2] — 21[0,3,3,0] + 21[0,3,3,1] + 1[0, 3,4,0] + 61[1,2,2,1] — 31[1,2,2,2]
—6I[1,2,3, 1})) + dmems (I[o, 3,1,0] — 51[0,3,1,1] + 71[0,3,1,2] — 31[0, 3, 1,3] — 2I[0, 3,2, 0] + 81[0, 3,2, 1]
—61[0,3,2,2] + 1[0,3,3,0] — 3([0,3,3,1] + I[1,2,1,1] — 2I[1,2,1,2] + I[1,2,1,3] — 2I[1,2,2,1] + 2I[1,2,2,2]
+1[1,2,3, 1])) — 1[0,4,2,0] — 31[0,4,2,1] + 31[0, 4, 2,2] — 1]0,4,2,3] — 21]0,4,3,0] + 41]0,4,3,1] — 21[0,4, 3, 2]

+1[0,4,4,0] — I]0,4,4, 1] + 4I[1,3,2,1] — 8I[1, 3,2,2] + 4I[1,3,2,3] — 81[1,3,3,1] + 81[1,3,3,2] + 41[1,3, 4, 1}) }

m.P3
_ W{ (Seamems110.3,3,0] + 56e,m.m,110,3,3,0] — 3eal[0,4,4,0] — 3e,1[0,4,4,0)) L,[S]
_ Se, <8mcm5 (1[07 3,1,0] — 21]0,3,1,1] + 10,3, 1,2] — 21[0,3,2,0] + 21[0,3,2, 1] + I[0, 3, 3, 0]) +31[0,4,1,0]

— 151[0,4,1,1] + 271[0,4,1,2] — 211[0, 4,1, 3] + 61[0,4,1,4] — 101]0,4, 2,0] + 391[0,4,2, 1] — 481[0, 4,2, 2]
+191[0,4,2,3] 4 111[0,4,3,0] — 311[0,4, 3,1] + 201[0,4,3,2] — 41[0,4,4,0] + 7I[0, 4,4, 1] + 2m2 (61[0, 3,1,0]
— 181[0,3,1,1] + 181[0,3,1,2] — 610, 3,1, 3] — 1910, 3, 2, 0] + 381[0,3,2,1] — 191[0, 3,2, 2] + 20I[0, 3,3, 0]
—201[0,3,3,1] — 71[0,3,4,0] — 61[1, 2,2, 1] + 3I[1, 2,2,2] + 61[1,2, 3, 1]) —4I[1,3,2,1] + 8I[1,3,2,2]
—4I[1,3,2,3] + 8I[1,3,3,1] — 8I[1,3,3,2] — 4I[1, 3,4, 1]) — 12e, (I[o, 4,2,0] — 31[0,4,2,1] + 3I[0, 4,2, 2]

— 1[0,4,2,3] — 3I[0,4,3,0] + 61[0, 4,3, 1] — 310, 4, 3,2] + 3I[0, 4, 4, 0] — 3I[0, 4,4, 1] — I[0, 4,5, 0]

+121[1,3,2,1] — 121[1,3,2,2] + 41[1,3,2,3] — 241[1,3,3,1] + 121[1,3,3,2] + 12I[1,3, 4, 1])}
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43486543872077
— 1110, 5,2,1] — 2410, 5,2, 2] + 5910, 5,2, 3] — 241[0,5,2,4] + 131[0,5,3,1] + 41[0,5,3,2] — 610, 5, 3, 3]
—51[0,5,4,1] + 41[0, 5,4, 2] + 10mem, (I[0,4,1,1] — 31[0,4,1,2] + 31[0,4,1,3] — 1[0, 4, 1,4] — 21[0,4,2,1]
+4I[0,4,2,2] — 2I[0,4,2,3] + I[0,4,3,1] — I[0,4,3,2] + 4(I[1,3,1,2] — 2I[1,3,1,3] + I[1,3,1,4] — 21[1,3,2,2]
+211,3,2,3] + I[1,3,3,2])) + 5(I[1,4,1,3] — 2I[1,4,1,4] + I[1,4,1,5] — I[1,4,2,2] + I[1,4,2,4] + 21[1,4,3,2]
— I[1,4,3,3] — I[1,4, 4, 2})) + 2e, (2161[0, 5,1,1] — 7921[0,5,1,2] + 10561[0, 5, 1,3] — 60010, 5, 1, 4]
+1201]0,5,1,5] — 271]0,5,2,0] — 8281[0,5,2, 1] + 22501[0, 5, 2, 2] — 18601[0, 5,2, 3] + 4651[0, 5, 2, 4]

{8mc < - 12ec( —3I[0,5,1,1] + 4010, 5,1,2] — 9110, 5, 1, 3] + 74I[0, 5, 1,4] — 2010, 5, 1, 5]
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+811[0,5,3,0] + 98110, 5,3, 1] — 16291[0, 5,3, 2] + 5431[0, 5,3, 3] — 811[0, 5, 4, 0] — 2341[0, 5,4, 1] + 1171]0, 5, 4, 2]

+271[0,5,5,0] — 271[0, 5,5, 1] + 5(180I[1, 4, 1, 2] + 520I[1,4, 1,3] — 500I[L, 4, 1,4] + 160I[1,4,1,5] + 27I[1,4,2,1]

4 3151[1,4,2,2] — 6711[1,4,2,3] + 3291[1,4,2,4] — 81I[1,4,3,1] — 9011, 4,3,2] + 1511[1,4,3,3] + 811[1, 4,4, 1]
_451[1,4,4,2] — 271[1, 4, 5, 1})) ¥ ey (5041[0, 5,1,1] — 17881[0,5,1,2] + 23241[0,5, 1, 3] — 13001[0, 5, 1, 4]
+2601[0,5,1,5] + 91[0, 5,2, 0] — 204010, 5,2, 1] + 51121[0, 5,2, 2] — 41081[0, 5, 2, 3] + 10271[0, 5, 2, 4]

—271I00,5,3,0] + 257710, 5,3, 1] — 38491(0, 5,3, 2] + 12831[0, 5,3, 3] + 27I[0, 5,4, 0] + 6610, 5,4, 1] — 331]0, 5, 4, 2]

—9110,5,5,0] + 9I[0,5,5, 1] + 360m.mg (21[0,4,1,1] — 5[0, 4,1,2] + 41[0,4,1,3] — I0, 4, 1,4] — 41[0, 4,2, 1]
+61[0,4,2,2] — 2I[0,4,2,3] + 2I[0,4,3,1] — I[0,4,3,2] + 4(I[1,3,1,2] — 2I[1,3,1,3] + I[1,3,1,4] — 2I[1,3,2,2]

+211,3,2,3] + I[1,3,3,2])) — 5(4681[1,4,1,2] — 14121[1,4, 1, 3] + 14201[1,4,1,4] — 4761[1,4,1,5] + 91[1,4,2, 1]

— 11851[1,4,2,2] + 23591[1,4,2,3] — 1183I[1,4,2,4] — 271[1,4,3,1] + 9661[1,4,3,2] — 9471I[1, 4,3, 3]
+27I[1,4,4,1] — 2491[1,4,4,2] — 911, 4,5, 1])) + eq (5041[0, 5,1,1] — 17881[0,5, 1,2] + 2324I[0, 5,1, 3]

— 13001[0,5, 1,4] + 26010, 5,1, 5] + 91[0, 5, 2,0] — 20401[0, 5,2, 1] + 5112I[0, 5, 2, 2] — 41081]0, 5, 2, 3]
+10271[0, 5,2, 4] — 271[0, 5, 3,0] + 25771[0, 5,3, 1] — 38491[0, 5, 3, 2] + 128310, 5, 3, 3] + 271]0, 5, 4, 0]
+661[0,5,4,1] — 331[0,5,4,2] — 91[0,5,5,0] + 91[0,5,5, 1] + 360m,m, (21[0,4,1,1] — 51[0,4,1,2] + 41[0, 4, 1, 3]
— 1[0, 4,1,4] — 4I[0,4,2,1] + 61[0,4,2,2] — 21[0,4,2,3] + 21[0,4,3,1] — I[0,4,3,2] + 4(I[1,3,1,2] — 21[1,3,1,3]
+1[1,3,1,4] — 21[1,3,2,2] + 2I[1,3,2,3] + I[1,3,3,2])) + 5(4681[1, 4,1, 2] + 14121[1,4,1,3] — 14201[1,4, 1,4]
+4761[1,4,1,5] — 9I[1,4,2,1] + 11851[1, 4,2, 2] — 23591[1,4,2, 3] + 11831[1, 4,2, 4] + 27I[1,4, 3, 1]

— 9661[1,4,3,2] + 947I[1,4,3,3] — 271[1,4,4,1] + 2491[1,4,4,2] + 9I[1,4, 5, 1])))

+ fayme (( — 45(11eq + 24e,)[0,4,3,0] + e, (736mem, [0, 3,2, 0] — 45910, 4, 3,0] — 30[0, 4, 4,0])

— 60e,1]0,4, 4, 0])12 V] + 64((8edmcm51[0, 3,2,0] + Seymems1]0,3,2,0] + degmemsI[0,3,3,0] + deymem,

% 1[0,3,3,0] + e41[0,4,3,0] + e.1[0,4,3,0] + ,1[0,4,3,0] + 3(3eq — Tex + 3e,)1[0,4, 4, 0]) I [1)"]

+ dmgm (—dea [ V1T[0,3,2,0] + (eq + ea) ( — I[0,3,1,0] + 7I[0,3,1,1] — 91(0,3,1,2] + 31[0,3, 1, 3]
+2100,3,2,0] — 81[0,3,2,1] + 4I[0, 3,2, 2] — 1[0, 3,3,0] + 1[0, 3,3, 1]) " [uo])) n (63( —217[0,4,1,0]

48270, 4,1,1] — 1217[0, 4,1,2] + 801[0, 4, 1,3] — 201[0, 4, 1, 4] + 631[0, 4,2,0] — 1851[0, 4,2, 1] + 1831[0, 4,2, 2]
—611[0,4,2,3] — 631[0,4,3,0] + 1241[0,4, 3,1] — 621[0,4, 3,2] + 211[0,4,4,0] — 211[0,4,4,1]) + eq(91]0,4, 1, 0]
— 381[0,4,1,1] + 591[0,4,1,2] — 401[0,4, 1, 3] + 101[0,4, 1,4] — 271[0,4,2,0] + 851[0,4, 2,1] — 871[0, 4, 2, 2]
+291[0,4,2,3] + 271(0,4,3,0] — 561[0,4, 3, 1] + 281[0, 4, 3,2] — 91(0,4, 4, 0] + 97[0,4,4,1]) + €, (91(0, 4, 1,0]
38100, 4,1,1] + 591[0,4, 1,2] — 401[0,4, 1, 3] + 10I[0, 4,1, 4] — 271[0,4,2,0] + 85I[0,4,2, 1] — 87I[0, 4, 2, 2]
+201[0, 4,2, 3] + 271[0,4,3,0] — 561[0, 4, 3, 1] + 281[0, 4,3, 2] — 9I[0,4, 4, 0] + 91[0, 4, 4, 1]))¢“[u0]

+ 8eqmems (— 1[0,3,1,2] + 1[0,3,1,3] + 1[0, 3,2, 2]) ¢ [u0]> }
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B me(3P2 — Ps)
37748736075

+ 21m,I[0,5,4, 0])14[S] + 5mg (3m. ( — I[0,4,2,0] + 31[0,4,2,1] — 31[0,4,2,2] + 1[0, 4,2, 3] + 31[0,4, 3, 0]
—61[0,4,3,1] + 31[0,4, 3,2] — 31[0,4,4,0] + 31[0,4,4,1] + I[0,4,5,0] — 12I[1,3,2,1] + 121[1, 3,2,2] — 41[1, 3,2, 3]
+24I(1,3,3,1] — 12I[1,3,3,2] — 12I[1, 3,4, 1]) 4+ 14m,(I[0,4,2,0] — 31[0,4,2,1] + 31[0,4,2,2] — I[0,4,2, 3]
—210,4,3,0] + 41[0,4,3,1] — 21[0,4,3,2] + 1]0,4,4,0] — I]0,4,4,1] +4I[1,3,2,1] — 81[1,3,2,2] + 4I[1, 3,2, 3]
—81[1,3,3,1] + 8I[1,3,3,2] + 4I[1,3,4,1])) — 4(7m.(2I[0,5,2,1] — 5I[0,5,2,2] + 41[0,5, 2, 3] — I[0,5,2,4]
—41[0,5,3,1] + 61[0,5,3,2] — 21[0,5,3,3] + 21[0,5,4,1] — I[0,5,4,2] + 5I[1,4,2,2] — 101[1, 4,2, 3]
+51[1,4,2,4] — 10I[1,4,3,2] + 10I[1,4,3,3] + 5I[1,4,4,2]) + 3m(I[0,5,2,0] — 4I[0,5,2,1] + 61[0,5, 2, 2]

[0, |

[0,5,4,2] —

{(eu + 2e4 — 5es) <1Of377r212 [V](10m2m.I[0,3,3,0] — 3m,I[0,4,4,0]) + 3((—mcl[0, 5,3,0]

— 41[0,5,2, 3] + I[0,5,2,4] — 31[0,5,3,0] + 91[0, 5,3, 1] — 9]0, 5,3,2] + 31]0,5,3,3] + 31[0,5,4,0] — 61[0,5,4, 1]
+3I 10,5,5,0] + I[0,5,5, 1) + 5I[1,4,2,1] — 15I[1,4,2,2] + 15I[1,4,2,3] — 5I[1,4,2,4] — 15I[1,4,3,1]

+301[1,4,3,2] — 15I[1,4,3,3] + 151[1,4,4,1] — 15I[1,4,4,2] — 51[1,4,5, 1])))) }

m2msg

— c 21 ) 7]-a - 51 ) 7174 41 ) ala -1 ) 713 —4I ) 727 I ) a274 =21 ) 723
+7549747207r7{e( [0,6,1,3] — 51(0,6,1,4] +41[0,6,1,5] - 1[0,6,1,6] — 41[0,6, 2, 3] + 61(0,6,2, 4] — 21(0,6,2, 5]

+21[0,6,3,3] — I[0,6,3,4] + 61[1,5,1,4] — 12I[1,5,1,5] + 61[L,5,1,6] — 12I[L1,5,2,4] + 12I[1,5,2,5] + 6I[L, 5, 3, 4])

— (eq + €4) (3[[0, 6,2,2] — 71[0,6,2, 3] + 5I[0,6,2,4] — I[0,6,2,5] — 61[0, 6,3, 2] + 81[0, 6,3, 3] — 21[0, 6,3, 4]
+3I]0,6,4,2] — I[0,6,4,3] + 61[1,5,2,3] — 12I[1,5,2,4] + 6I[1,5,2,5] — 12I[1,5,3, 3] + 12I[1,5, 3, 4]

£ 6I]1,5,4, 3])}
me

2113929216077

— 1761[0,7,2,3] + 441I[0, 7, 2, 4] — 3541[0,7, 2, 5] + 891[0,7,2, 6] + 172I[0, 7,3, 3] — 260I[0, 7, 3, 4] + 8810, 7, 3, 5]
— 561[0,7,4,3] +291[0,7,4,4] + 7I[1,6,2,4] — 14I[1,6,2,5] + TI[1,6,2,6] — 14I[1,6,3,4] + 14I[1,6,3, 5]

+7I1,6,4, 4]) +42(eq + es + e4) (31[0, 7,2,2] — 101[0,7,2,3] + 121[0,7,2,4] — 61[0,7,2,5] + I[0,7, 2, 6]

—9100,7,3,2] + 211[0,7,3,3] — 1510, 7, 3, 4] + 31[0,7, 3, 5] + 9I[0, 7,4, 2] — 121[0,7, 4, 3] + 31[0,7, 4, 4]
—3100,7,5,2) + I0,7,5,3] + TI[1,6,2,3] — 21I[1,6,2,4] + 21I[1, 6,2, 5] — 7I[1,6,2, 6] — 211[1,6,3, 3]

{ec (601[0, 7,1,3] — 210I[0, 7, 1, 4] + 270I[0, 7,1, 5] — 15010, 7,1, 6] + 301[0,7,1,7]

+421I[1,6,3,4] — 21I[1, 6, 3,5] + 211[1,6,4,3] — 211[1,6,4,4] — 7I[1,6,5, 3]) }7 (30)
where
STV B
M} 4 M3’ M} 4 M3’

with M2 and M2 being the Borel parameters in the initial and final states, respectively. Since the same pentaquarks
have existed in our initial and final states, hence we can put, M? = M2= 2 M2, which gives rise to up = 1/2. We
can interpret this result as that each quark and antiquark carry half the momentum of the photon. Here P, =
(g2G?) is gluon condensate, P, = (gq) stands for u/d-quark condensate and P3 = (5s) denotes s-quark condensate.
The I[n,m,l, k] and I;[F] functions are defined as:

: 1 1
In,m,l, k] = / ds/ dt/ dw e ¥/M* gn (s —4m2)mthwk,
4m? 0
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LIF] = /Dm /01 dv F(ag, g, rg)d (arg + Tty — 1ig),
L|F] = /Dai /01 dv Flag, g, ag)d (g + vay — uo),
I[F] = /Dai /01 dv F(oag, ag, ag)d(ag + vag — ug),
LIF] = /Da,. /01 dv F(ag, g, crg)8(crg + very — o),
HA = [ " F () (0 o).

1
Is[F] :/0 du F(u), (31)

where F denotes the corresponding photon DAs.
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