arXiv:2312.02761v1 [hep-ph] 5 Dec 2023

Hidden-bottom hadronic transitions of Y (10753)

Shi-Dong Liu,"* Zu-Xin Cai,"? Zhao-Sai Jia,"3 Gang Li,»3 T and Ju-Jun Xie? %% *

L College of Physics and Engineering, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, China
2 Institute of Modern Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Lanzhou 730000, China
3CAS Key Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Institute of Theoretical Physics,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China
4School of Nuclear Science and Technology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 101408, China
®Southern Center for Nuclear-Science Theory (SCNT), Institute of Modern
Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Huizhou 516000, Guangdong, China
(Dated: December 6, 2023)

Assuming that the T(10753) is a 45-3D mixed state, we investigated the hidden-bottom hadronic
decays of the T(10753) — 7, (1S)w(n"")) via the intermediate meson loops. In a commonly accepted
range of the model parameter « in the form factor, the predicted branching ratios may reach to
the order of 107-1072. The relative ratio of the partial decay widths of the Y(10753) — nbn(’) to
Y(10753) — mpw is found to be dependent on the n-n’ mixing angle. In addition, we also calculated
the ratios of the partial decays widths of the Y(10753) — myw to Y(10753) — Y (nS)r n~ (n=1,2),
which are found to be around 0.4 and 0.2 for n = 1 and n = 2, respectively. These values are in
accordance with the preliminary experimental results. The calculations presented here tend to favor
the T(10753) as the 45-3D mixture. We hope these predictions could be verified by the future

Bellell experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Decays of the heavy quarkonia can provide us insight
of the dynamics of quark interactions and the formation
of hadrons [1-3]. By means of comparing the theoretical
predictions based on quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
to the experimental data, we can test the validity of the
model and improve our understanding of the strong in-
teraction in the low energy region. Therefore, searching
in experiments more new states in the c¢ and bb sectors
and predicting their properties from different theoretical
models are of particular importance. As summarized in
the Review of Particle Data Group (PDG) [4], huge data
samples have been accumulated. Among these samples,
there are quite a few complex structures that cannot be
interpreted by the conventional quark model, which are
usually referred to as exotic or XYZ states, e.g., the cel-
ebrated X (3872) [5] and Z;,(10610)/Z,(10650) [6] (For
review, see Ref. [7-13]).

In the bb sector, there are only four documented
bottomonium(-like) vector structures above the BB
threshold: Y(45), Y(10753), Y(10860), and Y(11020)
in ascending order of their mass [4]. The Y(10753)
was newly observed in 2019 when the Belle collabora-
tion updated measurement of the energy dependence of
the ete™ — Y(nS)ntn~ (n = 1,2,3) cross sections;
the Breit-Wigner mass was measured to be (10752.7 +
5.9707) MeV with a width of (35.5717573-9) MeV; its
global significance was reported to be 5.20 [14]. The
quantum numbers of the T(10753) are determined to be
JPC = 17~ in view of the production processes. Three
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years later, this new structure Y(10753) was also found
in the eTe™ — wxp1.p2(1P) reactions at center-of-mass
energy between 10.653 GeV and 10.805 GeV [15].

The Y(10753) is particularly peculiar since its mass
does not fit with any possible conventional bottomonia
predicted by various theoretical models [16-20]. Precisely
speaking, its mass is located between the theoretically
predicted masses of the T(55) and T1(33D;) [16-20]:

my(10753) — M, (33D;) 2 50 MeV,
my(55) — My(10753) < 50 MeV'.

Due to the rather small dielectron widths of ~ 1 eV for
pure n3D; states [17, 21], a direct observation of a pure
D-wave vector state in eTe™ experiments is impossible.
Evidently, assigning the Y (10753) as the pure Y1(33D;)
is difficult. The alternative assignment of the Y (10753)
as a Y(59) state also makes conflict, since under such
a assignment the Y(10860) that possesses most of the
properties of the 5S-wave state would have no space in
the bottomonium spectroscopy [16].

Previous theoretical efforts [7, 16, 22-34] have been de-
voted to resolving the nature of the Y(10753), including
three main unusual interpretations: tetraquark state [22—
25], hybrid bottomonium with excited gluonic degrees of
freedom (7, 26], and S-D mixture [16, 17, 32-34]. Specif-
ically, Wang [22] took the T(10753) as a tetraquark state
and predicted, using the QCD sum rules, its mass and
width to be (10.75 + 0.10) GeV and (33.6075%5%) MeV,
which are in excellent agreement with the experimental
results [4, 14]. Meanwhile, it was predicted that the open-
bottom decays of the Y(10753) are BB and B* B* modes
with branching fraction up to 92%, while the hidden-
bottom decays are n,(1.5)w and T(1S)r 7~ modes with
fraction of about 8%. Li et al [16] explained the Y (10753)
as the 5S-4D mixture with a mixing angle of (20-30)°
and obtained a different prediction that the open-bottom
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decay modes of the B*B* and BB* + c.c. are dominant
while the mode BB is of insignificance. Furthermore,
Liu Xiang’s group [32-34] suggested that the Y(10753)
is the 45-3D mixed state and predicted the branch-
ing fractions of the hidden-bottom hadronic decays of
T(10753) - T(ls)n(/)v hb(lp)nv XbJW, T(lgDJ)na and
Y(nS)rtn™ (J=0,1,2;n=1,2,3) via the intermedi-
ate meson loop mechanism.

A search in the literature yields that the investigations
on the decays of the Y(10753) are scarce so that it is
necessary to study more possible decay modes to provide
a theoretical basis for the future experiments. In this
work, we study the processes of the Y(10753) decaying
into ny(1.5)w, np(15)n, and 1, (15)n" considering the con-
tributions of the intermediate meson loops, which have
been widely used in the productions and decays of the
bottomonium(-like) states [32-46].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we present the theoretical framework used in this work.
Then in Sec. IIT the numerical results are presented, and
a brief summary is given in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS

Figure 1 shows the neutral bottom meson loops de-
voted to the decays T(10753) — mpw(n)). Similar to the
early treatment [32-34], we also interpret the Y (10753)
as a 45-3D mixed state [32-34]. A short discussion of
the 45-3D mixing scheme for the Y(10753) from physical
point of view is given in Refs. [17, 21, 32]. In terms of the
S-D mixing scheme, the wave function of the T(10753)
is given by [17, 32]

T(10753) = T(4S)sin @ + T1(3°D1) cosf, (1)

where ¢ is a mixing angle to describe the proportion of
the partial waves. Y(45) and Y1(33D;) describe the
wave functions of the pure Y(45) and T1(33D;) states,
respectively. After taking into account the S-D mixing,
the T(10580) that was usually regraded as the 45 state
[4] should be currently interpreted as another 45-3D mix-
ture, and accordingly has the wave function

T(10580) = Y(4S) cosf — T(33Dy)sinf.  (2)

The mixing angle can be obtained from the dielectron
decay width [17, 32]

Ame?a’
Fee = b f26
3mer(10580) " v

= Y |T(10580)(0)] By (3)

My (10580)

Here fy stands for the decay constant, e, = —1/3 the
charge of the b quark in units of |e|, & = 1/137 the fine
structure constant, my(19580) = 10579.4 MeV the mass

of the state Y(10580), Y(10580)(0) the wave function

of the Y(10580) at the origin. In addition, { = 0.968
is a relativistic factor and By = 0.80 4+ 0.01 describes
the QCD one-loop perturbative corrections [17]. In
view of T(45)(0) = 1.506 GeV3/2 and T1(33D;)(0) =
0.0956 GeV?3/2 [17] together with Eq. (2), and with the
well established T'c. (Y(10580)) = (0.272 £ 0.029) keV [4]
for the physical states T(10580), one finds the mixing
angle § = (27.7 +5.0)°, where the error is from the un-
certainty of the dielectron decay width for the Y (10580).
This estimation is consistent with the recent predicted
value of (33 +4)° by Li et al [32].

Another way to estimate the mixing angle 6 is to use
the mass-mixing formula [4]. In terms of the quadratic
mass mixing scheme, the mixing angle 6 is governed by

2 2
My (10753) — Mr(49)

cos? f =

(4)

2 ) :
My 10753) — M1 (10580)

A search in the literature yields that the mass of the
pure Y(4S5) were theoretically predicted to range from
10607 MeV to 10635 MeV [17-21, 47]. This mass range
leads to the mixing angle between 23.4° and 36.1°, agree-
ing with the results obtained by the foregoing fitting pro-
cedure. Moreover, such mass range of the Y(45) would
require the mass of the pure Y1(33D;) to be 10698
10725 MeV, coinciding also with the early theoretically
predicted masses from 10653 to 10717 MeV [17-21, 47].
These estimations provide ostensible feasibility of the for-
mation of the Y(10753) by the 45-3D mixing, which
needs verification by comparing various predictions of
this mixing scheme to the experimental results. Further-
more, it also indicates that the Y1(33D;) is the dominant
component to form the Y(10753).

In the following, we shall, based on the 45-3D mixing
scenario, investigate the decays of the Y(10753) to the
Mp(1S) with emission of the w, n, and 7'

A. The Effective Lagrangians

According to the Heavy Quark Effective Theory
(HQET), the interactions of the S-wave bottomonium
T(nS) and n(nS) with the bottom and anti-bottom
mesons are described by the Lagrangian [32, 33, 48, 49|

Ls =igrppY, BT OB
+ gTBB*EuVaﬁauTU(B*aTgﬁBT — BTgBB*O‘T)
+igrpp- (B 0B + B9 B; - Blo,B™)
- iganB*nb(BTgﬂB;T + B;T§#BT)
- g’r]bB*B*Euuaﬂauan*VTgaB*BT + H.c.. (5)
Here B® = (B®O BM+ B and BH =

(B(0 Bt ,Bﬁ*’o). The coupling constants are linked
to each other by a global constant g; and the mass of the
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for the decay Y(10753) — nbw(n(')) in the neutral bottom meson loop mechanism. The correspond-
ing charged and strange bottom meson loops are not shown but included in the calculations. The symbol Y in the diagrams

stands for the Y(45) and Y1(3%D1).

involved mesons, i.e.,

grBB = 291MmpB/MT, (6a)
grB B = 2g1mp=/mry , (6b)
grBB+ = 2g1\/mp=mp/mr, (6c)
InyBB* = 2g1/Mp~mpmy, (6d)
GnyB*B* = 2g1Mp« [/, . (6e)

The value of g1 could be determined by the experimen-
tal or theoretical branching ratios of the open b-flavored
strong decays. For those below the BB threshold, the g
could be calculated by [40, 45]

o ZmeT ’

(7)

g1

with the decay constant fy, which could be extracted
from the dielectron width I'c. using Eq. (3).

The coupling of the D-wave bottomonium Y1 (33D;)
to a pair of bottom and anti-bottom mesons is [32, 33, 48]

Lp = igT1BBT1HBT5#BT —igr,pep- Y1, (Bilor B
— 4B orBt — B, B
— 97, BB Cuapd” Y{(B*1O*BT — BIO#B*01), (8)

where the coupling constants are governed by another
global factor gs in the following form

10

9dY,BB = \/—1—592me/mT1 ) (9a)
5

9r,BB* = \/—1—592vamB*/mT1 : (9b)
1

ngB*B* = \/—1_59sz* ,/myl . (QC)

Based on the heavy quark limit and chiral symme-
try, the interactions of the light vector and pseudoscalar
mesons with the heavy bottom mesons read [35, 50, 51]

L —igBBnggqu(VJ)j—

2fB*BV€uVozB (aMVVT); (ngot_B*’g7
B;P19°B) +igp.p-v B 01BI (V)i
idfp-pev By (0" VT — vty B

igp-pp(B0" P B — Brtor Pl BY)
1

2gB*B*P€,uvaﬁB;kHT8VPijTgaB;'B + H.c. s (10)

+

where the V' and P are, respectively, the nonet vector
and pseudoscalar mesons in the matrix form

2w + =+
1% G S . 11
= — P w *0
1Y —TZ—F V2 K ’ ( a)
K*— K*O QI)
=0 | Butym + +
73 + 5 ) s . K
= - _m_ nryn 0
P m NI, K
K~ Ky —yn+ B’
(11b)
Here S = cos (9p + arctan \/5) and v =

sin(fp + arctan \/5) with the 7-’ mixing angle 6p
ranging from —24.6° to —11.5° [4, 35, 52-55].

The coupling constants gg+) g« and gge) g p could



be determined using the following relations [50]

Bav

9BBV = gB*B*vV = Nl (12a)
IB=B*v _ Agv

R U 12h

fB*BV p— /2 (12b)
. 2

gpegep =I5 BP _ _ 29 (12¢)

Vmpmp.  fr

Here f = 0.9 and gv = m,/fr with the pion decay
constant fr = 132 MeV [48] and the p meson mass
m, = 775.26 MeV [4]. Moreover, A = 0.56 GeV~! and
g = 0.59 based on the matching of the form factors ob-
tained from the light cone sum rule and from the lattice
QCD calculations [56].

B. Transition Amplitudes

According to the mixed wave function of the T(10753)
in Eq. (1), the amplitude of the decays we consider is
written as

M = M sinf + MP cos ¥, (13)
|

NS((I) . 13 d4q [_ ( _
[ 2 (271')4 grB*B*\PloYpua

N [
pv (271')4 9711 B*B* \PloYua

NE© = [ B e (o -
% (271')4 9 B*B* \PloGpua

N0 8 [ L9 e (o -
o (271')4 91,1 B*B* \PloYpa

4

where M® and MP are the amplitudes due to the
pure Y(4S) and Y1(33D;) contributions, respectively, of
which the proportion is described by the mixing angle 6.
The amplitude M., for the Y(10753) — nyw and M p for
the Y(10753) — m,P (P =n,n’) are, respectively, given
as

1

—25“(T)5*”(w)(N5,§D) + CE,ED)) , (14a)

=e"(1) [x(N;P) + C5P)) 4 ySTP)] - (14b)

where #(Y) and *”(w) are the polarization vectors of
the T(45)/Y1(33D;) and w, respectively. The factors =
and y equal to 3/v/?2 and —v for the Y(10753) — myn
and to v/v/2 and 3 for the T(10753) — n,n’. The tensor
and vector structures C,(,)’s, N,,(,)’s, and S, correspond
to the summation of the charged, neutral, and strange
bottom meson loop integrals, governed by the foregoing
Lagrangians in Eqgs. (5), (8), and (10). Due to the light
flavor symmetry, the charged, neutral, and strange loop
integrals have the same form, for which only masses of
the intermediate mesons are different.

Selecting the neutral loop in Fig. 1(a) as an exam-

ple, the tensor structures ny(m for the case of Y(p) —
B*(p1) B*(p2)[B°(q)] — m(p4)w(ps) explicitly read

(P1 — P2)uac — P2a9u0) | [ — 2fB-BVPS (D1 + @) €xvos)

X [=gn, BB (q = P2),] D’ (p1 ,mp=0) D’ (p2 ,mp0) D(q ,mpo) F(g,mpo), (15a)
— 4(p1 — P2)uGao — P2auo) ] [ — 2f5-BvPa (1 + @)’ exves]
X [=gn, BB (4 = P2),] D’ (1, mp=0) D’ (p3 ,mp0) D(q , mpo) F (g, mpo). (15b)
Additionally, the vector structures N, ) for the case of T(p) = B**(p1)B**(p2)[B°(q)] = m(pa)n (ps) are
(P1 = P2)udac — P2a9us)] [ — 95-BPP3s] [ — 9 BB (4 — D2))
x D (p1,mp+0) D (p2 ,mpe0)D(q, mpo)F(q, mpo), (16a)
A(p1 — p2)uYoo — P20Ypo)] [ — 9B-BPP3s] [ — gnBB- (0 — P2),]
x D (p1,mp-0) D’ (p2, mp-0)D(q, mpo)F(q,mpo) . (16b)

Here D and D*”, respectively, represent the propagators
for the scalar B and vector B* in the following form

1
p? —m% +ie’

o ,uv_i_p,upv mQ*
D#U(pamB*): 92 P} /.B .
pe —mp. +1€

D(p,mp) = (17a)

(17b)

Moreover, the F(q, mpo) is a form factor to account for

the off-shell effect as well as the inner structure of the
exchanged mesons [57-61]. Here, we adopt a dipole form
factor [51]

Pam = (BN (18)

where ¢ and m stand for the momentum and mass of the
exchanged meson, respectively; A = m + aAqcep with



Aqep = 0.22 GeV [61], in which the « is usually regarded
as an undetermined parameter in the vicinity of unity.
In present calculations, we take the a ranging from 0.2
to 1.0. To obtain the charged and strange terms C),,
and S, in Eq.(14), we only need to replace the neutral
B’s by charged and strange ones. The tensor and vector
structures N, for the Figs. (1)(b)-(f) are given in the
Appendix A. The partial decay widths of the T(10753) —
npw(n')) are given by

_ PIMer(10753) = mpwnon 2

L[Y(10753) — mw(n)]
247”’”‘%((107;’33)

)

(19)
where a summation over the polarizations of initial and
final vector mesons is included. p'is the three momentum
of the final light mesons.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In Ref. [20], the total width of the pure T (4S) was
predicted to be 24.7 MeV, of which the branching fraction
for the Y (4S) — BB approaches unity. In view of the
experimental measurement that the branching fractions
for the T (10580) — B°B® and Y(10580) — BT B~ are
nearly equal and their sum is larger than 0.96 [4], we
therefore assume that the total width of the pure Y (45)
are saturated by the two processes Y (45) — B°B° and
Y(4S) — BT B~ with equal proportion. According to
the two-body decay model together with the interactions
in Eq. (5), we get the coupling constant of the T(4S) to
BB is about 13.343, and g; = 0.388 GeV~%/2. Then, the
other relevant constants can be obtained using Eq. (6).

To determine the coupling constants for the interac-

tions of the pure Y1(33D;) with the B((:))B((:)), we em-
ploy the theoretically predicted partial widths of the
Y1(3°D;) decaying to B*B®*) [20]. We obtain the cou-
pling constants of the T1(33D1) to the non-strange BB,
BB* + c.c., and B*B* are 3.492, 0.394 GeV~!, and
4.215, respectively. It is worth mentioning that these
above values go against the relations in Eq.(9). Con-
sequently, in our calculations we ignore the constraint
among Eqs. (9a), (9b), and (9¢) and use three different
go’s instead, namely, for the coupling of the Y1(33D;) to
BB, BB*+c.c., and B* B* and the corresponding strange
bottom meson pairs, the global constants g»’s equal to
0.078 GeV—3/2,0.188 GeV~3/2, and 0.938 GeV3/2, re-
spectively.

In order to estimate the coupling constant of the 7, and
the possible bottom meson pairs, we need to calculate the
decay constant of the T(1.5) using Eq. (3). In terms of
Tee = 1.340keV for the Y(1.5) [4], fr is about 0.715 GeV,
and thereby leading to g; = 0.407 GeV~3/2, which is
similar to the result in Ref. [40]. For easy reference, we
summarized the global factors g1 and g» obtained above
in Table I.

Figure 2 shows the branching fractions for the decays
of Y(10753) — myw, mn, and npn’ as a function of the

TABLE I. Global parameters g1 and g2 (Units: GeV73/2) we
employed in the calculations. Their estimations are based on
the theoretical and experimental data in Refs. [4, 20].

91,92 B Bs) BBy + c.c. B(,,B(y)
T(45) 0.388 0.388 0.388
Y1(33Dy) 0.078 0.188 0.938
m ce 0.407 0.407
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Branching fractions of the processes
T(10753) — mpw, men, and men’. The 45-3D mixing angle
is fixed to be 33° and the n-n" mixing angle is taken to be
the widely used value of —19.1° that was determined by DM2
Collaboration [62]. The light-colored bands indicate the mar-
gin of error resulting mainly from the errors of the mass and
width for the T(10753) and of the 45-3D mixing angle.

model parameter a introduced in the form factor (see
Eq. (18)). The calculation were performed using the
45-3D mixing angle of 33° and the 1-n’ mixing angle of
—19.1° that was determined by DM2 Collaboration [62].
The parameter « is varied from 0.2 to 1.0. It is seen
that the results are strongly sensitive to the parameter
«, changing from about 107° to 10~2. Explicitly,

B(Y(10753) — myw) = 3.3 x 107° ~ 1.3 x 1072,
B(Y(10753) — myn) = 1.5 x 1075 ~ 1.2 x 1072,
B(Y(10753) — myn') = 1.5 x 107° ~ 8.4 x 1072

In the absence of relevant experimental data, it seems
difficult to narrow down the a range. However, it is re-
called that the Y(10753) have the same quantum num-
bers JP¢ = 17~ with Y(10580) and Y(10860), and its
mass is between m'r(10580) and m'r(logﬁo). Within the
S-D mixing framework, it is, hence, plausible to expect
that the Y(10753) has comparable decay modes to the
T(10580) and Y(10860). In view of the fact that the
branching fraction for the Y (10580) — npw was measured
to be less than 1.8 x 10~* and for the YT (10860) — myw
it was smaller than 1.3 x 1072 [4], we could limit the «



value to 0.3 ~ 0.5. Such small o’s or even smaller ones
were selected in previous work [33, 35]. In this range of
the «, the predicted partial widths for all the decays we
consider are between 1 and 50 keV:

I(Y(10753) — myw) = (5.6 ~ 38.8) keV,
T(Y(10753) — myn) = (2.8 ~ 23.4) keV ,
T(Y(10753) = nyn’) = (2.7 ~ 20.2) keV .

It should be noted that the partial decay widths of
the Y(10753) — myw we obtained using the S-D mixing
scenario are much smaller than those predicted when as-
signing the Y(10753) as a tetraquark state, under which
the predicted width is (2.467750) MeV [22]. This great
difference is quite favorable for us to distinguish the in-
ternal structure of the Y(10753) when we have relevant
experimental data in the future. That is to say, when
the future experiments give smaller widths on the order
of keV for the Y (10753) — nyw, the Y(10753) appears to
favor the 45-3D mixed state.

In Fig. 3 the branching fractions of the decays
Y (10753) — mn and npn’ are plotted for different n-n’
mixing angles. These calculations were performed at the
fixed model parameter a = 0.5. As seen, with increas-
ing the -’ mixing angle 0p, the branching fraction for
the Y(10753) — mpn decreases distinctly, while for the
Y(10753) — mpn’ the branching fraction exhibits only a
slight increase. In the vicinity of p = —18°, the branch-
ing fractions for these two decays are more likely to be
equal.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Branching factions of the decays

T(10753) — mpn and Y(10753) — myn’ as a function of the
n-n" mixing angle fp. The model parameter « is fixed at 0.5.
The light-colored bands describe the errors due to errors of
the T(10753) mass and width, and the 45-3D mixing angle.
Again, the 45-3D mixing angle is set to be 33°.

The strong o dependence is usually weakened when
considering the relative ratios between the branching
fractions of different processes. We here define the fol-

lowing ratios

~ B(Y(10753) — myn)

Bue = B (10753) > ) (20)
B(Y(10753) — npn’)

B o = B (10753) = o) * (20b)

The calculated relative ratios for two n-n’ mixing angles
of 0p = —19.1° and fp = —14.4° are shown in Fig. 4.
It is seen that although the a dependence exists, it is
actually weakened strongly in comparison to the abso-
lute branching fractions shown in Fig. 2 that cover 3
orders of magnitude. On the other hand, the ratio R,
changes strongly with the 7-r’ mixing angle, while the
R, ., varies slightly. This finding is straightforward in
view of the results shown in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Calculated ratios R, /,, and R, ,,, de-
fined in Eq. (20). The light-colored bands depict the errors
of the ratios that are caused by the errors of the YT (10753)
mass and the 45-3D mixing angle. We select two n-n" mixing
angles of —19.1° [62] and —14.4° [63] and the 45-3D mixing
angle is 33°.

Moreover, we calculated the ratio of R, /(v (ns)rr) =
B(T(10753) — n,(1S)w)/B(Y(10753) — YT(nS)ntn~)
(n = 1,2). The calculation procedure for the
Y(10753) — Y(nS)nm 7~ are similar with that by Bai et
al in Ref. [34] so that the related details are not repeated.
The calculated results are shown in Fig. 5. For compar-
ison, we also show the upper limits of the experimental
data at 90% confidence level as the points, which are ex-
tracted from Refs. [14, 64]. It is clearly seen that the
ratios Ry, o /v(ns)rr are nearly independent of the model
parameter . The theoretical values of R,, , /v (15)x~ and
Ry,0 1 (25)xr are, respectively, around 0.4 and 0.2, which
are in line with the experimental measurements with the
upper limits of 2.5 + 1.3 and 0.83 + 0.28 for the cases of
T(10753) — Y(1S)mm and Y(2S)77, respectively. This
finding, to some extent, supports the interpretation of
the T(10753) as a 45-3D mixture.
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FIG. 5. The ratio of B(Y(10753) — n(1S)w)/B(T(10753) —
Y(nS)rtr™) (n = 1,2) for different model parameter o’s.
The 45-3D mixing angle is set to be 33°. As labeled by
the texts in the graph, the lines represent the theoretical
predictions and the points stand for the upper limits of the
experimental results at 90% confidence level, which are ex-
tracted from Refs. [14, 64]. The errors indicated by the
light-colored band only consider the contribution from the
T(10753) — mpw.

IV. SUMMARY

Calculations of partial decay widths of the T(10753) —
npw, mpn and mn’ through the intermediate meson loop

mechanism have been performed using an effective La-
grangian approach. In the calculations, we assumed that
the Y(10753) is a 45-3D mixed state with a mixing angle
of 33°. The branching fractions of these decay processes
are predicted to be 1074-1073 when the model parame-
ter a is between 0.3 and 0.5, which correspond to partial
widths of 1-50 keV. For the decays of T(10753) — mpn
and 7,7/, their branching fractions depend on the n-n’
mixing angle.

Moreover, the relative ratios of the process
Y(10753) — myw to T(10753) — Y (nS)ntn~ (n=1,2)
are found to be in accordance with the experimental
results. Our calculated results tend to support the
interpretation of the Y(10753) as a 45-3D mixture. It
is hoped that the present calculated results could be
verified by the experiments in Bellell.
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Appendix A: Tensor and vector structures in Eq. (14)

Here we only give the tensor and vector structures N, in Eq.(14) for the Figs. 1(b)—(f). The terms C),(,) and S,
can be readily obtained by changing the neutral B™)° into corresponding charged and strange ones.

In the cases of the Y(p) — B**(p1)B*°(p2)[B°(q)] — ms(pa)w(p3) depicted in the Figs. 1(b)—(f), we have

ve® —p [ L -
pv (271’)4 9grB*B* \Plo9ua

(pl - p2)ugaa - p2agua)]
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In the cases of the Y(p) — B**(p1)B*°(p2)[B°(q)] — ms(pa)w(p3) depicted in the Figs. 1(b)—(e), we have

NSO = / )i [ = gvB-B- (P10Gpa — (P1 — P2)uGas — P2agus)| [ — 98-B-PPYA €xpssn]
><[ A p2) €crop]| D*P (1, mp-0) D7 (p2 ,mpe0) D" (¢, mpo)F(q, mp-o),
. d'q
ND®) = 13/ i [ = 9718+ B- (ProGua — 401 — P2)pGao — P2aGuo)] | — 9B+B-PPY @  Exgsn]

— G5 B+D5(q — D2)° €crop] D™ (p1,mp-0) D7 (pa ,mpe0) D" (g, mpo)F(q, mpwo).

NS(C) / — 95D (D1 — P2) €cpan| [ — 98B PPYA €x85x) | — BB+ (0 — P2)r]

Daﬁ(pl 7mB*0)D(p2 7mB*0)DNT(Q7mBO)F(q ) mB*O) )

— gY,BB*P (pl - p2)v€£ua'y} [— gB*B*PPi\q[sE,\BM} [— 9n, BB* (q —p2)7]

><D ﬁ(pl ,mp=0)D(pa ,mpz.0)D""(q,mpo)F(q,mp=o).

mebp}

(A2a)

(A2b)

(A3a)

(A3b)

(Ada)

(Adb)

(Aba)

(A5b)

(A6a)

(A6b)

(ATa)

(A7)



. dq
Nf(d) = 13/ (27T)4 [QTBB*pf(Pl - p2)v6£uo'y] [QB*BPP%] [— gan*B*pf(q - p?)CECTqﬁp}

XD(pl 7mB*0)DUp(p2 7mB*0)DKT(Q7mBO)F(q ) mB*O) )

5 [ dg
Nf(d) - 13 / ( 4 [gT1BB*p§(pl - pQ)VEE;m"y] [QB*BPP&J [ - gm,B*B*pi(q - pQ)CGCTQBp]

2m)

XD(pl ’mB*O)DUp(pQ 7mB*0)DKT(q7mBO)F(q ) mB*O) .

. d*
Nf(e) =i’ / ﬁ [ - gTBB(pl —pz)y} [gB*BPPBK] [ - gm,BB*(q —pz)r]

: d*
Ny = 13/ e[ = gvimn(py = p2),] (98- ppon] [ = gnmn (4 = p2)-]

—~

2m)4

[1] N. Brambilla, M. Kramer, and R. Mussa et al, Heavy

(A8a)

(A8b)

xD(p1,mp-0)D(p2,mp«)D" (¢, mpo)F(q,mp~o), (A9a)
X D(p1,mp+0)D(pa, mpz«0)D"" (¢, mpo)F(q,mp=o). (A9Db)
[18] S. Godfrey and K. Moats,

quarkonium physics (2005), arxiv:hep-ph/0412158.

[2] E. Eichten, S. Godfrey, H. Mahlke, and J. L. Rosner,
Reviews of Modern Physics 80, 1161 (2008).

[3] N. Brambilla, S. Eidelman, and B. K. Heltsley et al,
The European Physical Journal C 71, 1534 (2011).

[4] Particle Data Group and R. L. Workman et al,

Physical Review D 92, 054034 (2015).

[19] J. Segovia, P. G. Ortega, D. R. Entem, and F. Ferndndez,
Physical Review D 93, 074027 (2016).

[20] J.-Z. Wang, Z.-F. Sun, X. Liu, and T. Matsuki,
The European Physical Journal C 78, 915 (2018).

[21] A. M. Badalian, B. L. G. Bakker, and 1. V. Danilkin,

Progress of Theoretical and Experimental Physics 2022, 083C01 P2022jal Review D 79, 037505 (2009).

[5] Belle Collaboration and S.-K. Choi et al,
Physical Review Letters 91, 262001 (2003).

[6] Belle Collaboration and A. Bondar et al,
Physical Review Letters 108, 122001 (2012).

[7] N. Brambilla, S. Eidelman, C. Hanhart, A. Nefediev,
C.-P. Shen, C. E. Thomas, A. Vairo, and C.-Z. Yuan,

[22] Z.-G. Wang, Chinese Physics C 43, 123102 (2019).

[23] P. Bicudo, N. Cardoso, L. Mueller, and M. Wag-
ner, Physical Review D 107, 094515 (2023),
arxiv:2205.11475 [hep-lat, physics:hep-ph].

[24] P. Bicudo, N. Cardoso, L. Miiller, and M. Wagner,
Physical Review D 103, 074507 (2021).

Physics Reports The XYZ States: Experimental and Theore{25]] Statily dnd\Peizspiectivey, 8%3khdi2@2(kp, and W. Wang,

8] F-K.  Guo, C.  Hanhart, U.-G. Meifner,
Q. Wang, Q. Zhao, and B.-S. Zou,
Reviews of Modern Physics 90, 015004 (2018).

[9] R. F. Lebed, R. E. Mitchell, and E. S. Swanson,

Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 93, 143 (2017).

[10] Y. S. Kalashnikova and A. V.
Nefediev, Physics-Uspekhi 62, 568 (2019),
arxiv:1811.01324 [hep-ex, physics:hep-ph].

[11] H.-X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu, and S.-L. Zhu,

Physics Reports The Hidden-Charm Pentaquark and Tetraq3@k Btates, 1639, 1@2006).  and R. F.

[12] L. Meng, B. Wang, G.-J. Wang, and S.-L. Zhu,
Physics Reports 1019, 1 (2023).

[13] V. Baru, E. Epelbaum, A. Filin,
C. Hanhart, and A. Nefediev,

Journal of High Energy Physics 2017, 158 (2017).

[14] The BELLE collaboration and R. Mizuk et al,
Journal of High Energy Physics 2019, 220 (2019).

[15] Belle II Collaboration and I. Adachi et al,
Physical Review Letters 130, 091902 (2023).

[16] Q. Li, M.-S. Liu, Q.-F. Lii, L.-C. Gui, and X.-H. Zhong,
The European Physical Journal C 80, 59 (2020).

[17] A. M. Badalian, B. L. G. Bakker, and I. V. Danilkin,
Physics of Atomic Nuclei 73, 138 (2010).

Physics Letters B 802, 135217 (2020).
[26] J. Tarrds Castella and E.
Physical Review D 104, 034019 (2021).
[27] N. Hiisken, R. E. Mitchell, and E. S. Swanson,
Physical Review D 106, 094013 (2022).
[28] W.-H.  Liang, N. Ikeno, and E.
Physics Letters B 803, 135340 (2020).
[29] V. Kher, R. Chaturvedi, N. Devlani, and A. K. Rai,
The European Physical Journal Plus 137, 357 (2022).
Lebed,

Passemar,

Oset,

Physical Review D 102, 014036 (2020).

[31] B. Chen, A. Zhang, and J. He,
Physical Review D 101, 014020 (2020).
[32] Y.-S. Li, Z.-Y. Bai, Q. Huang, and X. Liu,

Physical Review D 104, 034036 (2021).

[33] Y.-S. Li, Z.-Y. Bai, and X. Liu,
Physical Review D 105, 114041 (2022).

[34] Z.-Y. Bai, Y.-S. Li, Q. Huang, X. Liu, and T. Matsuki,
Physical Review D 105, 074007 (2022).

[35] Q. Wu, Y. Zheng, S. Liu, and G. Li
Physical Review D 107, 034028 (2023).

[36] X.-Y. Wang, Z.-X. Cai, G. Li, S.-
D. Liu, C.-S. An, and J.-J. Xie,


https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412158
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.1161
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1534-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.262001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.122001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.015004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2016.11.003
https://doi.org/10.3367/UFNe.2018.08.038411
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.01324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2016.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2023.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2017)158
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)220
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.091902
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7626-2
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063778810010163
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.054034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.074027
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6372-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.037505
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/43/12/123102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.094515
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.11475
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.074507
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135217
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.094013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135340
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/s13360-022-02538-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.014036
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034036
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.114041
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.074007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.034028

The European Physical Journal C 83, 186 (2023).

371 Q.  Wu, D.-Y. Chen, and F.-K. Guo,
Physical Review D 99, 034022 (2019).

[38] Y. Zhang and G. Li,
Physical Review D 97, 014018 (2018).

[39] Q. Huang, H. Xu, X. Liu, and T. Matsuki,

Physical Review D 97, 094018 (2018).

[40] Q. Huang, X. Liu, and T.
Physical Review D 98, 054008 (2018).

[41] Q. Huang, B. Wang, X. Liu, D.-Y. Chen, and T. Matsuki,
The European Physical Journal C 77, 165 (2017).

[42] Y.-H. Chen, M. Cleven, J. T. Daub, F.-K. Guo,
C. Hanhart, B. Kubis, U.-G. Meifiner, and B.-S. Zou,
Physical Review D 95, 034022 (2017).

Matsuki,

[43] B. Wang, X. Liu, and D.-Y. Chen,
Physical Review D 94, 094039 (2016).
[44] W.-S. Huo and G.-Y. Chen,

The European Physical Journal C 76, 172 (2016).
[45] G.Liand Z. Zhou, Physical Review D 91, 034020 (2015).

10

[62] G. Li, X.-H. Liu, Q. Wang, and Q. Zhao,
Physical Review D 88, 014010 (2013).

53] Q. Wang, G. Li, and Q. Zhao,
Physical Review D 85, 074015 (2012).

[54] C. Amsler and F. E. Close,

Physical Review D 53, 295 (1996).

[55] J. L. Rosner, Physical Review D 27, 1101 (1983).

[56] C. Isola, M. Ladisa, G. Nardulli, and P. Santorelli,
Physical Review D 68, 114001 (2003).

[67] N. A. Tornqvist, Zeitschrift fiir Physik C Particles and Fields 61, 52f

[68] M. P. Locher, Y. Lu, and B. S. Zou,
Zeitschrift fiir Physik A Hadrons and Nuclei 347, 281 (1994).
[59] O. Gortchakov, M. P. Locher,
V. E. Markushin, and S. von Rotz,

Zeitschrift fiir Physik A Hadrons and Nuclei 353, 447 (1996).
[60] X.-Q. Li, D. V. Bugg, and B.-S. Zou,
Physical Review D 55, 1421 (1997).
[61] H.-Y. Cheng, C.-K. Chua, and A.
Physical Review D 71, 014030 (2005).

Soni,

[46] G. Li, International Journal of Modern Physics: Conference 962led)292 1d602boi(2004). J. Jousset, Z. Ajaltouni, A. Fal-

47 S Godfrey and N.

. Isgur,
Physical Review D 32, 189 (1985).

[48] R. Casalbuoni, A. Deandrea, N. Di Bar-
tolomeo, R. Gatto, F. Feruglio, and G. Nardulli,
Physics Reports 281, 145 (1997).

[49] Q. Wu and D.-Y. Chen,
Physical Review D 104, 074011 (2021).

[50] Q. W, D.-Y. Chen, and T. Matsuki,

The European Physical Journal C 81, 193 (2021).
[61] Y. Wang, Q. Wu, G. Li, W.-H. Qin, X.-H. Liu, C.-S. An,
and J.-J. Xie, Physical Review D 106, 074015 (2022).

vard, H. Jnad, B. Michel, J. C. Montret, D. Bisello,
G. Busetto, A. Castro, L. Pescara, F. Racioppi, P. Sar-
tori, L. Stanco, J. E. Augustin, G. Cosme, F. Cou-
chot, F. Fulda, G. Grosdidier, B. Jean-Marie, V. Lep-
eltier, F. Mane, G. Szklarz, R. Baldini, and M. Schioppa,
Physical Review D 41, 1389 (1990).

[63] KLOE  collaboration and  Ambrosino et al,
Journal of High Energy Physics 2009, 105 (2009).

[64] Chengping Shen, Talk: Recent results on hadrons at belle and Bellel


https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11333-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.034022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.014018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.094018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.054008
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4726-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.034022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.094039
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4013-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.034020
https://doi.org/10.1142/S2010194514602312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.189
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(96)00027-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.074011
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08984-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.074015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.014010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.074015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.53.295
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.27.1101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.114001
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01413192
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01289796
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01285155
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.1421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.41.1389
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/07/105
https://indico.ihep.ac.cn/event/20010/contributions/144140/

