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We are systematically studying the electromagnetic characteristics of multiquark systems to shed
light on their internal structure, whose nature and quantum numbers are controversial. In this study,
we investigate the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments of the Ξ∗

cK̄
state within the context of the QCD light-cone sum rule. During this analysis, we posit that the
Ξ∗

cK̄ state assumes a molecular structure with quantum numbers JP = 3
2

−. The extracted outcomes
are given as µΞ∗

c K̄ = 0.15+0.04
−0.03 µN , QΞ∗

c K̄ = (−0.93+0.22
−0.17) × 10−3 fm2, and OΞ∗

c K̄ = (−0.45+0.10
−0.09) ×

10−4 fm3. The findings of this study, when considered alongside other pertinent characteristics, may
assist in elucidating the nature of this controversial phenomenon.

I. MOTIVATION

The members of the hadron sector, which contains a
single heavy quark, are increasing in number and variety
with each discovery. In 2017, the LHCb collaboration
conducted a mass spectrum investigation of the Ξ+

c K
−

channel. As a result of this investigation, the states
Ωc(3000), Ωc(3050), Ωc(3066), Ωc(3090), and Ωc(3119)
were observed, as reported in Ref. [1]. The preliminary
analysis has yielded the conclusion that the five neutral
resonances in question at least contain a heavy c-quark,
in addition to two relatively light s-quarks. Later, the ex-
istence of the Ωc(3000), Ωc(3050), Ωc(3066) and Ωc(3090)
states was validated by both the LHCb and Belle Collab-
orations through their observations [2, 3]. The observa-
tion of these states has prompted considerable research
in the field of baryon spectroscopy, intending to elucidate
their internal structure and potentially determining their
hitherto unknown values of spin-parity in the context of
different approaches and predictions [4–30].

One of the most popular explanations is that the dis-
covered states correspond to the excited states of the Ωc

baryons. However, the possibility of the pentaquark is
not excluded and is studied in the literature. For exam-
ple, in Ref. [21], the authors employed the chiral-quark
soliton model to classify the Ωc states recently reported
by the LHCb collaboration. They identified the observed
Ωc(3000), Ωc(3066) and Ωc(3090) with (J = 0, 1/2−)
and (J = 1, 1/2−, 3/2−) states from the excited sextet,
whereas they identified the most narrow Ωc(3050) and
Ωc(3119) states with the (J = 1, 1/2+, 3/2+) states from
the exotic 15 multiplet. In Ref. [23], the authors stud-
ied the Ω0

c states as the S−wave molecular pentaquarks
with I = 0, JP = 1

2
−, 3

2
−, and 5

2
− by solving the RGM

equation in the framework of chiral quark model. Their
predictions suggest that Ωc(3119)0 can be explained as an
S−wave resonance state of ΞD with JP = 1

2
−, and the

decay channels are the S−wave ΞcK and Ξ′

cK. Other
observed Ω0

c states cannot be extracted in the present
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analysis. In Ref. [22], the spectrum of several low-lying
sscqq̄ pentaquark configurations are obtained using the
constituent quark model. Their results imply that four
sscqq̄ configurations with JP = 1/2− or JP = 3/2− lie at
energies very close to the Ω0

c states observed by the LHCb
collaboration. In Ref. [7], authors have studied the in-
teraction of the low-lying pseudoscalar mesons with the
ground-state baryons in the charm +1, strangeness −2
and isospin-0 sector, employing a t-channel vector me-
son exchange model with effective Lagrangians. They
conclude that two of (Ωc(3050, 3090)) the five Ωc states
observed by the LHCb collaboration could have a meson-
baryon molecular origin. In Ref. [8], the authors have
studied Ωc states which are generated dynamically from
the interaction in the meson-baryon in the charm sec-
tor using an extension of the local hidden gauge ap-
proach with the exchange of vector mesons. They pre-
dicted that two states with JP = 1/2−, which are re-
markably close in mass and width to the Ωc(3050, 3090)
states. In Ref. [5], the authors have performed a coupled
channel analysis to search for possible Ωc-like molecu-
lar states by using a one-boson-exchange potential. Ac-
cording to their results, states Ωc(3090) and Ωc(3119)
can be in molecular structure. In Ref. [6], the authors
have applied the renormalization procedure used in the
unitarized coupled-channel model and its implications in
the charm= 1, strangeness= −2, and isospin= 0 sectors,
where five Ωc states have recently been observed by the
LHCb collaboration. They obtained three baryon-meson
molecular states that couple predominantly to K̄Ξ′

c, DΞ
and K̄Ξ∗

c , respectively, but with a different experimen-
tal mass assignment, i.e. J = 1/2 Ωc(3000) and J = 1/2
Ωc(3119) or Ωc(3090) and J = 3/2 Ωc(3050), correspond-
ing to poles c and d, and b, respectively. In Ref. [19],
the authors utilized the QCD sum rules to investigate the
masses of the Ωc states. Their predictions were found
to be consistent with the experimental data within the
errors. In Ref. [30], the Ωc-like molecular states have
been explored in a quasipotential Bethe-Salpeter equa-
tion approach. Their results suggest that an isoscalar
state can be produced from the Ξ∗

cK̄ interaction with
spin parity 3/2−, which can be related to state Ωc(3120).
Its isoscalar partner is predicted with a dominant decay
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in the Ω∗
cπ channel. The isoscalar and isovector states

with 1/2− can be produced from the Ξ′
cK̄ interaction

with a threshold close to the mass of the Ωc(3050) and
Ωc(3065). In Refs. [31, 32], the author has applied the
QCD sum rules method to study the mass of Ωc states
with JP = 1/2−(3/2−) quantum numbers and assumed
that these states have diquark-diquark-antiquark struc-
ture. According to the author’s predictions, the masses
of these states are compatible with the experimental dis-
coveries within errors.

A review of the literature reveals that the majority
of research has concentrated on calculating the spectro-
scopic parameters of the Ωc states. However, relying
solely on spectroscopic parameters is inadequate to re-
solve the controversial nature of these states. Conse-
quently, to determine the precise internal configurations
of these states, additional studies are required, including
the acquisition of electromagnetic multipole moments,
and the investigation of radiative decays and weak de-
cays. In order to gain insight into the nature and in-
ternal structure of controversial states, it is essential
to consider the physical quantities that are related to
the electromagnetic properties of hadrons. The distri-
butions of charge and magnetism within hadrons can be
investigated through the use of electromagnetic form fac-
tors and multipole moments, which arise from the zero-
momentum transfer of these form factors. This infor-
mation may be employed to delineate the distribution
of quark-antiquark pairs and gluons within the hadron.
Furthermore, it offers insights into the geometric forms,
electric radii, and magnetic radii of hadrons.

As mentioned above, the electromagnetic form fac-
tors and the resultant multipole moments play a piv-

otal role in this field, as they represent a fundamental
quantity that encapsulates the composition and dynam-
ical properties of hadrons. Inspired by this perspective,
in this study, we investigate the magnetic dipole, electric
quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments of the Ξ∗

cK̄
state. During this analysis, we posit that the Ξ∗

cK̄ state
assumes a molecular structure with quantum numbers
JP = 3

2
−. To investigate the magnetic dipole, electric

quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments of hadrons,
which are the parameters that belong to the low-energy
regime of the QCD, it is necessary to employ reliable and
efficient non-perturbative methods. One such method
is the QCD light-cone sum rules method [33–35], which
has been highly successful in predicting the static and
dynamical properties of the hadron sector. In this ap-
proach, the physical parameters of the related hadrons
are extracted by calculating the correlation function at
both the hadron and the QCD levels. Subsequently,
the Borel transform and continuum subtraction routines
are employed to attenuate the impact of continuum and
higher states effects. In conjunction with these aforemen-
tioned processes, dispersion integrals and the assump-
tion of quark-hadron duality have also been implemented.
Several studies in the literature have examined the elec-
tromagnetic characteristics of the singly-heavy hadrons
that are currently the subject of controversy [36–44].

The manuscript is organized in the following manner:
In Sec. II, we extract the electromagnetic characteristics
of the Ξ∗

cK̄ state within the QCD light-cone sum rules.
The numerical results and discussions about the mag-
netic dipole, electric quadrupole, and magnetic octupole
moments are presented in Sect. III. This work ends with
a summary in Sect. IV.

II. FORMALISM

The analysis of the electromagnetic properties of the molecular pentaquark Ξ∗
cK̄ in the context of QCD light-cone

rules commences with the formulation of the correlation function as follows:

Πµν(p, q) = i

∫
d4xeip·x⟨0|T

{
Jµ(x)J̄ν(0)

}
|0⟩γ , (1)

where T is the time ordered product, γ is the external electromagnetic field, and the Jµ(x) is the interpolating current
for the Ξ∗

cK̄ state. The explicit form is written as follows

Jµ(x) =| Ξ∗
c(x)K̄(x)⟩ =

[
εabcdaT

(x)Cγµs
b(x)cc(x)

][
d̄d(x)γ5s

d(x)
]
, (2)

where the C is the charge conjugation operator and a, b... are color indices.
To determine the hadron level, a complete set of hadron states with identical quantum numbers is incorporated

into the correlation function in conjunction with the aforementioned interpolating current. Subsequently, integration
over x is conducted, resulting in the following outcome,

ΠHad
µν (p, q) = ⟨0 | Jµ(x) | Ξ∗

cK̄(p, s)⟩
[p2 −m2

Ξ∗
c K̄

] ⟨Ξ∗
cK̄(p, s) | Ξ∗

cK̄(p+ q, s)⟩γ
⟨Ξ∗

cK̄(p+ q, s) | J̄ν(0) | 0⟩
[(p+ q)2 −m2

Ξ∗
c K̄

]

+ continuum and higher states. (3)
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The matrix elements of Eq. (3) contain hadronic parameters such as spinors (uµ), form factors (Fi), residues (λ) and
so forth. These are as follows:

⟨0 | Jµ(x) | Ξ∗
cK̄(p, s)⟩ = λΞ∗

c K̄uµ(p, s), (4)
⟨Ξ∗

cK̄(p+ q, s) | J̄ν(0) | 0⟩ = λΞ∗
c K̄ ūν(p+ q, s), (5)

⟨Ξ∗
cK̄(p, s) | Ξ∗

cK̄(p+ q, s)⟩γ = −eūµ(p, s)
[
F1(q2)gµνε/− 1

2mΞ∗
c K̄

[
F2(q2)gµν + F4(q2) qµqν

(2mΞ∗
c K̄)2

]
ε/q/

+ F3(q2) 1
(2mΞ∗

c K̄)2 qµqνε/

]
uν(p+ q, s). (6)

The formulas presented above, when applied with the requisite mathematical simplifications, yield

ΠHad
µν (p, q) = −

λ2
Ξ∗

c K̄

[(p+ q)2 −m2
Ξ∗

c K̄
][p2 −m2

Ξ∗
c K̄

]

[
− F1(q2) gµνp/ε/q/+ F2(q2)mΞ∗

c K̄gµνε/q/+ F3(q2)
4mΞ∗

c K̄

qµqνε/q/

+ F4(q2)
4m3

Ξ∗
c K̄

(ε.p)qµqνp/q/ + other independent Lorentz structures
]
. (7)

As they are more accessible experimentally, we require the magnetic and higher multipole form factors as a function
of the form factors Fi(q2). They are given by the following:

GM (q2) =
[
F1(q2) + F2(q2)

]
(1 + 4

5τ) − 2
5
[
F3(q2) + F4(q2)

]
τ (1 + τ) , (8)

GQ(q2) =
[
F1(q2) − τF2(q2)

]
− 1

2
[
F3(q2) − τF4(q2)(1 + τ

)
, (9)

GO(q2) =
[
F1(q2) + F2(q2)

]
− 1

2
[
F3(q2) + F4(q2)

]
(1 + τ) , (10)

where τ = − q2

4m2
Ξ∗

c K̄

. There is a limitation here, which is that we are working with a real photon, which forces
us to work in zero momentum transfer. Therefore, the form factors that have been defined above are formulated
as magnetic dipole moments (µ), electric quadrupole (Q) and magnetic octupole (O) moments at zero momentum
transfer as follows:

µΞ∗
c K̄ = e

2mΞ∗
c K̄

GM (0), (11)

QΞ∗
c K̄ = e

m2
Ξ∗

c K̄

GQ(0), (12)

OΞ∗
c K̄ = e

2m3
Ξ∗

c K̄

GO(0), (13)

with GM (0), GQ(0) and GO(0) being

GM (0) = F1(0) + F2(0), (14)

GQ(0) = F1(0) − 1
2F3(0), (15)

GO(0) = F1(0) + F2(0) − 1
2 [F3(0) + F4(0)]. (16)

Having completed the calculations at the hadron level, it is now necessary to proceed to the quark-gluon level. The
magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments have been calculated at the quark-gluon level,
employing the interpolating current in the correlation function. With the help of Wick’s theorem, all corresponding
quark fields are contracted and the following equality is obtained:

ΠQCD
µν (p, q) = − i εabcεa′b′c′

∫
d4xeip·x⟨0|

{
Tr
[
γ5Sdd′

s (x)γ5Sd′d
d (−x)

]
Tr
[
γµSbb′

s (x)γν S̃aa′

d (x)
]
Scc′

c (x)

− Tr
[
γ5Sdb′

s (x)γν S̃aa′

d (x)γµSbd′

s (x)γ5Sd′d
d (−x)

]
Scc′

c (x)
}

|0⟩γ , (17)
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where S̃ij
c(q)(x) = CSijT

c(q)(x)C. The corresponding quark propagators are defined as follows [45, 46]:

Sq(x) = Sfree
q (x) − ⟨q̄q⟩

12

(
1 − i

mqx/

4

)
− ⟨q̄q⟩

192 m
2
0x

2
(

1 − i
mqx/

6

)
+ igs G

µν(x)
32π2x2

[
/xσµν + σµν/x

]
, (18)

Sc(x) = Sfree
c (x) − mc gs G

µν(x)
32π2

[
(σµνx/+ x/σµν)

K1
(
mc

√
−x2

)
√

−x2
+ 2σµνK0

(
mc

√
−x2

)]
, (19)

with

Sfree
q (x) = 1

2πx2

(
i
x/

x2 − mq

2

)
, (20)

Sfree
c (x) = m2

c

4π2

[
K1
(
mc

√
−x2

)
√

−x2
+ i

x/ K2
(
mc

√
−x2

)
(
√

−x2)2

]
. (21)

To conduct further calculations at the quark-gluon level, it is essential to take into account two different contributions
arising from the short- and long-distance interactions of the photon with quarks. In order to determine the nature
of the short-distance interactions, the subsequent replacement must be carried out following the procedure outlined
below.

Sfree(x) →
∫
d4z Sfree(x− z) /A(z)Sfree(z) . (22)

In this scheme, one of the propagators for a light or heavy quark interacts with the photon at a short-distance, while
the remaining four propagators are assumed to be free.

The following equation will be employed to incorporate long-distance contributions into the analysis.

Sab
αβ(x) → −1

4
[
q̄a(x)Γiq

b(0)
](

Γi

)
αβ
, (23)

where the four remaining propagators are supposed to be full ones. Here Γi = {1, γ5, γµ, iγ5γµ, σµν/2}. Inserting
Eq. (23) into Eq. (17) yields ⟨γ(q) |q̄(x)Γiq(0)| 0⟩ and ⟨γ(q) |q̄(x)ΓiGαβq(0)| 0⟩ matrix elements, which are defined
concerning the photon distribution amplitudes (DAs) and denote the interaction of photons with quark fields at large
distances. The aforementioned matrix elements play a pivotal role in the continued analysis of non-perturbative
contributions (See Ref. [47] for details on the DAs of the photon). Following the completion of the aforementioned
procedures, the requisite electromagnetic multipole moments, calculated at the quark-gluon level for the specified state,
have been duly evaluated. Further details regarding the methodology employed to derive the short- and long-distance
contributions can be seen in [48, 49].

Analytical expressions for the electromagnetic multipole moments of the Ξ∗
cK̄ state have been derived at both

the hadron and quark-gluon levels. As a final step, by matching the coefficients of the gµνp/ε/q/, gµνε/q/, qµqνε/q/ and
(ε.p)qµqνp/q/ structures, respectively, for the F1(0), F2(0), F3(0) and F4(0) form factors, we get the corresponding sum
rules for these form factors. The final forms of these form factors can be found in the Appendix.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The purpose of this section is to perform a numeri-
cal analysis of the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole,
and magnetic octupole moments of the Ξ∗

cK̄ state. The
following inputs are employed in the analysis of the phys-
ical quantities to be computed: ms = 93.4+8.6

−3.4 MeV,
mΞ∗

c K̄ = 3049+155
−149 MeV [19], mc = 1.27 ± 0.02 GeV [50],

⟨q̄q⟩=(−0.24 ± 0.01)3 GeV3, ⟨s̄s⟩= 0.8⟨q̄q⟩ [51], λΞ∗
c K̄ =

(2.59+0.36
−0.36) × 10−4GeV6 [19], m2

0 = 0.8 ± 0.1 GeV2,
⟨g2

sG
2⟩ = 0.48 ± 0.14 GeV4 [52], χ = −2.85 ±

0.5 GeV−2 [53], and f3γ = −0.0039 GeV2 [47]. In nu-
merical calculations, we set mu =md = 0 and m2

s = 0,
but take into account terms proportional to ms. The per-
tinent details regarding the photon DAs and the specific

parameters utilized in these DAs are elucidated in [47].
In addition to the parameters previously outlined, the

methodology employed in this study incorporates two ad-
ditional parameters: the Borel mass parameter, denoted
by M2, and the continuum threshold, designated by s0.
In an ideal scenario, these two parameters are expected to
exhibit minimal bias on the outcomes. In order to achieve
this, it is necessary to identify the region in which the
variation of the results regarding the aforementioned pa-
rameters should be minimal. This region is designated as
the working region. The working regions are prescribed
by the method employed and are determined by two con-
straints, namely pole contribution (PC) and OPE conver-
gence (CVG). Under the established methodology, the
CVG is required to exhibit sufficient smallness in order
to ensure convergence of the OPE. In contrast, the PC
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is expected to be sufficiently large so that the efficiency
of the single-pole scheme can be enhanced. To charac-
terize these constraints, it is useful to use the following
expressions:

PC = ρi(M2, s0)
ρi(M2,∞) , (24)

CVG = ρDimN
i (M2, s0)
ρi(M2, s0) , (25)

where ρDimN
i (M2, s0) represent the highest dimensional

terms in the OPE of the ρi(M2, s0). As can be seen in the
equations given in the appendix, the highest dimensional
terms are dimension 9 and 10. Consequently, the CVG
analysis has been performed by considering the DimN
expression in the form of Dim(9 + 10). As a result of
these analyses, the PC and CVG restrictions are met in
the region

s0 ∈ [13.0, 14.0] GeV2, M2 ∈ [1.8, 2.2] GeV2,

for the Ξ∗
cK̄ state. Our computations indicate that con-

sidering these working intervals for the M2, the magnetic
dipole and higher multipole moments of the Ξ∗

cK̄ state
PC vary within the interval 25.2% ≤ PC ≤ 46.4% for the
Ξ∗

cK̄ state. Analyzing the CVG, one sees that the con-
tribution of the higher dimensional terms in the OPE is
less than 1.5% of the total and the series shows good con-
vergence for the Ξ∗

cK̄ state. To illustrate, Fig. 1 depicts
the variation of the predicted magnetic dipole, electric
quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments of the Ξ∗

cK̄
state with M2 and s0. As illustrated in the accompany-
ing figure, the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole, and
magnetic octupole moments of this state exhibit a slight
dependence on the parameters M2 and s0.

Once all the pertinent parameters have been estab-
lished, we are in a position to determine the numeri-
cal values associated with the magnetic dipole, electric
quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments of the Ξ∗

cK̄
state. The extracted outcomes are given as

µΞ∗
c K̄ = 0.15+0.04

−0.03 µN , (26)
QΞ∗

c K̄ = (−0.93+0.22
−0.17) × 10−3 fm2, (27)

OΞ∗
c K̄ = (−0.45+0.10

−0.09) × 10−4 fm3. (28)

The errors observed in the results can be attributed to
uncertainties in the input parameters together with er-
rors in the prediction of the working intervals of the aux-
iliary parameters.

We highlight our predictions as follows:

• The resultant magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole,
and magnetic octupole moments are governed by
the short-distance interactions. The short-distance
contributions account for approximately 70% of the
overall results, while the remaining part is com-
prised of long-distance contributions.

• We are able to check the individual quark contri-
butions to the multipole moments with the help
of the corresponding quark charges (eu, ed, es, and
ec). Our predictions indicate that the c-quark dom-
inates over the light quarks and governs the mul-
tipole moments. Looking at the equations given
in the appendix, it can be seen that the short-
distance interactions are only proportional to ec.
This means that the contribution of light quarks
in short-distance interactions cancel each other out
and reduce their overall effects.

• The order of the magnetic dipole moment may be
employed to provide an indication of the experi-
mental accessibility of the pertinent physical quan-
tities. The order of magnitude of the results indi-
cates that they may be measured in future experi-
ments.

• When the electric quadrupole and magnetic oc-
tupole moments results achieved are examined, the
results are found to be small but non-zero, indicat-
ing a non-symmetrical charge distribution.

• From the sign of the electric quadrupole moment
result, it can be concluded that the geometric shape
of the Ξ∗

cK̄ state is oblate.

• In [36], magnetic dipole moments were obtained for
the Ωc states by considering [ss][dc][d̄], [sd][sc][d̄]
and [ds][sc][d̄] diquark-diquark-antiquark config-
urations with quantum numbers JP = 3

2
−.

The results obtained are as −0.058+0.032
−0.031µN ,

−0.37+0.05
−0.07µN , and −0.37+0.05

−0.07µN , respectively.
The outcomes observed for the magnetic dipole mo-
ments obtained through the two configurations ex-
hibited a notable discrepancy, not only in magni-
tude but also in sign. The measurement of mag-
netic dipole moments through experimental means
may offer insight into the internal structure of these
states.

IV. SUMMARY

In conclusion, this paper examines the magnetic dipole,
electric quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments of
the Ξ∗

cK̄ state with spin-parity JP = 3
2

− within the
framework of the QCD light-cone sum rule, wherein this
state is modeled as a molecular configuration. A quan-
titative analysis of the predicted results reveals that the
magnetic dipole moment is sufficiently large to be exper-
imentally measurable, while the electric quadrupole and
magnetic octupole moments are achieved as a small but
non-zero value corresponding to the oblate charge distri-
bution. It is also recommended that our predictions be
subjected to further scrutiny through the application of
other phenomenological methodologies. The findings of
this study on the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole,
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and magnetic octupole moments of the Ξ∗
cK̄ state may

prove to be a valuable resource for future experimental
investigations of exotic states. In addition to the electro-
magnetic properties, the decay channels, decay modes,
and branching ratios play a crucial role in elucidating
the inner structure of the particle in question. The na-

ture of the Ωc states remains uncertain and is the subject
of ongoing debate. In order to gain further insight, it is
necessary for experimental collaborations to undertake
further efforts to explore these states, with a particular
focus on determining their spin and parity, as well as
their internal structure.
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FIG. 1. The the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole (×10−3), and magnetic octupole moments (×10−4) of the Ξ∗
cK̄ state as

a function of M2 (left-panel), and s0 (right-panel).
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APPENDIX: EXPLICIT FORMS OF THE SUM RULES FOR Fi(0)

This appendix presents the explicit expressions of the analytical expressions derived for the magnetic dipole, electric
quadrupole, and magnetic octupole moments of the Ξ∗

cK̄ state. The magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole, and
magnetic octupole moments in terms of the Fi(0) form factors are written as follows:

µΞ∗
c K̄ = e

2mΞ∗
c K̄

ρ1(M2, s0),

QΞ∗
c K̄ = e

m2
Ξ∗

c K̄

ρ2(M2, s0),

OΞ∗
c K̄ = e

2m3
Ξ∗

c K̄

ρ3(M2, s0), (29)

with

ρ1(M2, s0) = F1(0) + F2(0),

ρ2(M2, s0) = F1(0) − 1
2F3(0),

ρ3(M2, s0) = F1(0) + F2(0) − 1
2 [F3(0) + F4(0)], (30)

where

F1(0) = e

m2
Ξ∗

c K̄

M2

λ2
Ξ∗

c K̄

{
− 11ec

220 × 32 × 52 ×m2
c × π8

[
m16

c I[−8, 5] − 15m12
c I[−6, 5] − 40m10

c I[−5, 5] − 45m8
cI[−4, 5]

− 24m6
cI[−3, 5] − 5m4

cI[−2, 5] − 128I[0, 5]
]

+ ⟨g2
sG

2⟩⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩
217 × 34 ×m2

c × π4

[
− 16(es − eu)(m4

cI[−2, 0] − I[0, 0])A[u0] + 7(19es + 20eu)(m4
cI[−2, 0] − I[0, 0])I3[S]

+ 8ed(m4
cI[−2, 0] − I[0, 0])I4[S] + 16χ(es − eu)

(
4m6

cI[−3, 1] +m4
c(−m2

0I[−2, 0] + 4I[−2, 1])

+m2
0I[0, 0]

)
φγ [u0]

]
− ⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨q̄q⟩2

218 × 34 ×m2
c × π4

[(
16(ed − eu)A[u0] + 16euI3[S] + 13edI4[S]

)(
m4

cI[−2, 0] − I[0, 0]
)

− 16χ(ed − eu)
(

4m6
cI[−3, 1] +m4

c(−m2
0I[−2, 0] + 4I[−2, 1]) +m2

0I[0, 0]
)
φγ [u0]

]
− ⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨s̄s⟩2

214 × 34 ×m2
c × π4 (m4

cI[−2, 0] − I[0, 0])I3[S]

− ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩2

210 × 32 ×m2
c × π2

[
edI4[S](−I[0, 0] +m6

cI[3, 0]) +
(

5eu

(
−m4

cI[−2, 0] + I[0, 0]
)

+ es

(
− 5m4

cI[−2, 0]

+ 4I[0, 0] +m6
cI[3, 0]

))
I3[S]

]
− ms⟨q̄q⟩2⟨s̄s⟩

210 × 32 ×m2
c × π2

[
(10es + 23eu)I3[S] − edI4[S])(m4

cI[−2, 0] − I[0, 0])
]

− ms⟨g2
sG

2⟩⟨q̄q⟩
217 × 34 ×m2

c × π6

[
3m4

c

(
−
(
4euA[u0] + 35euI3[S] + 2edI4[S]

)(
m2

cI[−3, 1] + I[−2, 1]
)

+ 4χeu

(
m4

cI[−4, 2]

− 2m2
cI[−3, 2] + I[−2, 2]

)
φγ [u0]

)
− 16f3γπ

2
(
edm

4
cI[−2, 0] + esm

4
cI[−2, 0] − edI[0, 0] − 6esI[0, 0] − 5euI[0, 0]

+ 5(es + eu)m6
cI[3, 0]

)
ψa[u0]

]
− ms⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨s̄s⟩

217 × 34 ×m2
c × π6

[
6esm

4
cI3[S](m2

cI[−3, 1] + I[−2, 1]) + f3γπ
2
((

(2es + 35eu)I1[V] − 2edI2[V]
)(
m4

cI[−2, 0]

− I[0, 0]
)

+ 16(ed + 3es + 3eu)
(
I[0, 0] −m6

cI[3, 0]
)
ψa[u0]

)]
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− ⟨q̄q⟩2

214 × 32 ×m2
c × π4

[
3eum

4
c

(
m4

cI[−4, 2] −m2
c(m2

0I[−3, 1] + 2I[−3, 2]) −m2
0I[−2, 1] + I[−2, 2]

)
I3[S]

+ 3edm
4
c

(
m4

cI[−4, 2] −m2
c(m2

0I[−3, 1] + 2I[−3, 2]) −m2
0I[−2, 1] + I[−2, 2]

)
I4[S] − 8esf3γπ

2
(

2m6
cI[−3, 1]

+m4
c(−m2

0I[−2, 0] + 2I[−2, 1]) +m2
0I[0, 0]

)
I1[V]

]
− ⟨s̄s⟩2

214 × 32 ×m2
c × π4

[
− 4f3γπ

2(euI1[V] − edI2[V]
)(

2m6
cI[−3, 1]

+m4
c(−m2

0I[−2, 0] + 2I[−2, 1]) +m2
0I[0, 0]

)
+ es

(
m4

c

(
2m6

cI[−5, 2] + 3m2
0m

4
cI[−4, 1] − 6m2

cI[−3, 2]

− 3m2
0I[−2, 1] + 4I[−2, 2]

)
+ 12m2

0I[0, 1]
)
I3[S]

]
− ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩

214 × 32 ×m2
c × π4

[
8f3γπ

2(4esI1[V] + 5euI1[V] + edI2[V]
)(
m4

c

(
2m2

cI[−3, 1] −m2
0I[−2, 0] + 2I[−2, 1]

)
+m2

0I[0, 0]
)

+ ed

(
m4

c(2m6
cI[−5, 2] + 3m2

0m
4
cI[−4, 1] − 6m2

cI[−3, 2] − 3m2
0I[−2, 1] + 4I[−2, 2])

+ 12m2
0I[0, 1]

)
I4[S] +

(
m4

c

(
es

(
2 m6

cI[−5, 2] + 3m4
c(m2

0I[−4, 1] − 10I[−4, 2]) + 6m2
c(5m2

0I[−3, 1] + 9I[−3, 2])

+ 27m2
0I[−2, 1] − 26I[−2, 2]

)
+ 30eu

(
−m4

cI[−4, 2] +m2
c(m2

0I[−3, 1] + 2I[−3, 2]) +m2
0I[−2, 1] − I[−2, 2]

))
+ 12esm

2
0I[0, 1]

)
I3[S]

]

− m2
c⟨g2

sG
2⟩f3γ

223 × 34 × π6

[
9
(
(94es + 88eu)I1[V] − edI2[V]

)
(m4

cI[−4, 2] − 2m2
cI[−3, 2] + I[−2, 2]) − 32(ed + 14es + 9eu)

×
(
m6

cI[−5, 2] − 3m2
cI[−3, 2] + 2I[−2, 2]

)
ψa[u0]

]
− ms⟨q̄q⟩

215 × 32 ×m2
c × π6

[
− 6f3γm

4
cπ

2((4es + 5eu)I1[V] + edI2[V]
)(
m4

cI[−4, 2] −m2
c(m2

0I[−3, 1] + 2I[−3, 2])

−m2
0I[−2, 1] + I[−2, 2]

)
+ 5eu

(
m10

c I[−5, 3] + 3m8
cI[−4, 3] + 3m6

cI[−3, 3] +m4
cI[−2, 3] + 8I[0, 3]

)
I3[S]

− ed

(
m10

c I[−5, 3] + 3m8
cI[−4, 3] + 3m6

cI[−3, 3] +m4
cI[−2, 3] + 8I[0, 3]

)
I4[S]

]
+ ms⟨s̄s⟩

215 × 32 ×m2
c × π6

[
f3γm

4
cπ

2

((
eu(−39m4

cI[−4, 2] +m2
c

(
28m2

0I[−3, 1] + 78I[−3, 2]
)

+ 28m2
0I[−2, 1]

− 39I[−2, 2]) + 5es(−3m4
cI[−4, 2] + 2m2

c

(
m2

0I[−3, 1] + 3I[−3, 2]
)

+ 2m2
0I[−2, 1] − 3I[−2, 2])

)
I1[V]

+ ed

(
3m4

cI[−4, 2] − 2m2
c

(
2m2

0I[−3, 1] + 3I[−3, 2]
)

− 4m2
0I[−2, 1] + 3I[−2, 2]

)
I2[V]

)
+ es

(
m10

c I[−5, 3]

+ 3m8
cI[−4, 3] + 3m6

cI[−3, 3] +m4
cI[−2, 3] + 8I[0, 3]

)
I3[S]

]}
, (31)

F2(0) = mΞ∗
c K̄

e

m2
Ξ∗

c K̄

M2

λ2
Ξ∗

c K̄

{
11ec

220 × 32 × 52 ×m2
c × π8

[
m14

c I[−7, 5] − 15m10
c I[−6, 5] − 40m8

cI[−4, 5] − 45m6
cI[−3, 5]

− 24m4
cI[−2, 5] − 5m2

cI[−1, 5] − 128I[0, 5]
]

+ ⟨g2
sG

2⟩⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩
218 × 34 ×mc × π4

[
16χ(es − eu)

(
2m6

cI[−3, 1] + 4m4
cI[−2, 1] + 8I[0, 1] +m2

c(2I[−1, 1] −m2
0I[1, 0])

)
I5[φγ ]

+ (9es + 20eu)m2
c(I[−1, 0] −m2

cI[2, 0])I1[S] + −7(19es + 20eu)(m2
cI[−1, 0] − I[0, 0])I3[S] + 2edm

2
c(I[−1, 0]
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−m2
cI[2, 0])I2[S] + 8

(
ed(−m2

cI[−1, 0] + I[0, 0])I4[S] − 2(es − eu)(I[0, 0] −m4
cI[2, 0])A[u0]

+m2
c

(
(−es + eu)I5[A]I[1, 0] − (ed + es + 2eu)I6[hγ ](I[1, 0] − 2m2

cI[2, 0] +m4
cI[3, 0])

)
+ 2χ(es − eu)(2m6

cI[−3, 1] + 2m2
cI[−1, 1] −m2

0I[0, 0] + 8I[0, 1] +m2
0m

4
cI[2, 0])φγ [u0]

)]
+ ⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨q̄q⟩2

218 × 34 ×mc × π4

[
− 8edm

2
cI2[S]I[−1, 0] + 16eum

2
cI3[S]I[−1, 0] + 13edm

2
cI4[S]I[−1, 0]

+ 16(eu − ed)A[u0]I[0, 0] − 16euI3[S]I[0, 0] − 13edI4[S]I[0, 0] − 8edm
2
cI5[A]I[1, 0] + 8eum

2
cI5[A]I[1, 0]

− 16eum
2
cI6[hγ ]I[1, 0] + 8χ(ed − eu)I5[φγ ]

(
2m6

cI[−3, 1] + 4m4
cI[−2, 1] + 8I[0, 1] +m2

c(2I[−1, 1] −m2
0I[1, 0])

)
+ 16edm

4
cA[u0]I[2, 0] − 16eum

4
cA[u0]I[2, 0] + 8edm

4
cI2[S]I[2, 0] + 32eum

4
cI6[hγ ]I[2, 0] + 4eum

2
cI1[S](I[−1, 0]

−m2
cI[2, 0]) − 16eum

6
cI6[hγ ]I[3, 0] + 16χ(ed − eu)

(
2m6

cI[−3, 1] + 2m2
cI[−1, 1] −m2

0I[0, 0] + 8I[0, 1]

+m2
0m

4
cI[2, 0]

)
φγ [u0]

]
− es ⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨s̄s⟩2

216 × 34 ×mc × π4

[
4I3[S](m2

cI[−1, 0] − I[0, 0]) + I1[S](−m2
cI[−1, 0] +m4

cI[2, 0]) + 4m2
cI6[hγ ]

(
I[1, 0]

− 2m2
cI[2, 0] +m4

cI[3, 0]
)]

+ ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩2

210 × 32 ×mc × π2

[
edI4[S](−I[0, 0] +m4

cI[2, 0]) + I3[S]
(

5eu(−m2
cI[−1, 0] + I[0, 0]) + es(−5m2

cI[−1, 0]

+ 4I[0, 0] +m4
cI[2, 0])

)]
+ ms⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄q⟩2

210 × 32 ×mc × π2

[
((10es + 23eu)I3[S] − edI4[S])(m2

cI[−1, 0] − I[0, 0])
]

− ms⟨g2
sG

2⟩⟨q̄q⟩
219 × 34 ×mc × π6

[
24eum

6
cA[u0]I[−3, 1] + 15eum

6
cI1[S]I[−3, 1] + 3edm

6
cI2[S]I[−3, 1] + 12eum

6
cI5[A]I[−3, 1]

+ 30eum
4
cI1[S]I[−2, 1] + 6edm

4
cI2[S]I[−2, 1] − 420eum

4
cI3[S]I[−2, 1] − 24edm

4
cI4[S]I[−2, 1] + 24eum

4
cI5[A]I[−2, 1]

+ 24eum
2
cA[u0]I[−1, 1] + 15eum

2
cI1[S]I[−1, 1] + 3edm

2
cI2[S]I[−1, 1] + 12eum

2
cI5[A]I[−1, 1] + 8χeum

2
cI5[φγ ]

× (m6
cI[−4, 2] − 3m4

cI[−3, 2] + 3m2
cI[−2, 2] − I[−1, 2]) + 96euA[u0]I[0, 1] + 60euI1[S]I[0, 1] + 12edI2[S]I[0, 1]

+ 48euI5[A]I[0, 1] − 8(ed + 2eu)I6[hγ ]
(
m8

cI[−4, 1] + 3m6
cI[−3, 1] + 3m4

cI[−2, 1] +m2
cI[−1, 1] + 8I[0, 1]

)
+ 32(ed + 6es + 5eu)f3γm

2
cπ

2I5[ψa]I[1, 0] + 16χeum
2
c(m6

cI[−4, 2] − 3m2
cI[−2, 2] + 2I[−1, 2])φγ [u0]

− 64f3γπ
2
(

− 5esm
2
cI[−1, 0] − 5eum

2
cI[−1, 0] − edI[0, 0] − 6esI[0, 0] − 5euI[0, 0] + (ed + 11es + 10eu)

×m4
cI[2, 0]

)
ψa[u0]

]
+ ms⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨s̄s⟩

219 × 34 ×mc × π6

[
24esm

4
cI3[S]I[−2, 1] − 3esI1[S]

(
m6

cI[−3, 1] + 2m4
cI[−2, 1] +m2

cI[−1, 1] + 4I[0, 1]
)

+ 8esI6[hγ ]
(
m8

cI[−4, 1] + 3m6
cI[−3, 1] + 3m4

cI[−2, 1] +m2
cI[−1, 1] + 8I[0, 1]

)
+ 2f3γπ

2

(
edI2[V](−7m2

cI[−1, 0]

+ 4I[0, 0] + 3m4
cI[2, 0]) + I1[V]

(
− esm

2
cI[−1, 0] + 65eum

2
cI[−1, 0] − 4esI[0, 0] − 70euI[0, 0] + 5(es + eu)m4

cI[2, 0]
)

+ 16(ed + 3es + 3eu)
(
m2

cI5[ψa]I[1, 0] + 2(m2
cI[−1, 0] + I[0, 0] − 2m4

cI[2, 0])ψa[u0]
))]

+ ⟨q̄q⟩2

214 × 32 ×mc × π4

[
3eum

2
c

(
m4

cI[−3, 2] −m2
c(m2

0I[−2, 1] + 2I[−2, 2]) + I[−1, 2]
)
I3[S] + 3edm

2
c

(
m4

cI[−3, 2]

−m2
c(m2

0I[−2, 1] + 2I[−2, 2]) + I[−1, 2]
)
I4[S] − 8esf3γπ

2
(

2m4
cI[−2, 1] −m2

0m
2
cI[−1, 0] +m2

0I[0, 0]
)
I1[V]

]
+ ⟨s̄s⟩2

214 × 32 ×mc × π4

[
− 4f3γπ

2(euI1[V] − edI2[V])
(

2m4
cI[−2, 1] −m2

0m
2
cI[−1, 0] +m2

0I[0, 0]
)
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+ es

(
2m8

cI[−4, 2] + 3m2
0m

6
cI[−3, 1] − 6m4

cI[−2, 2] +m2
c(3m2

0I[−1, 1] + 4I[−1, 2]) + 12m2
0I[0, 1]

)
I3[S]

]
+ ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩

214 × 32 ×mc × π4

[
8f3γπ

2
(

4esI1[V] + 5euI1[V] + edI2[V]
)

(2m4
cI[−2, 1] −m2

0m
2
cI[−1, 0] +m2

0I[0, 0])

+ ed

(
m2

c(2m6
cI[−4, 2] + 3m2

0m
4
cI[−3, 1] − 6m2

cI[−2, 2] + 3m2
0I[−1, 1] + 4I[−1, 2]) + 12m2

0I[0, 1]
)
I4[S]

+
(
m2

c

(
es(2m6

c I[−4, 2] + 3m4
c(m2

0I[−3, 1] − 10I[−3, 2]) + 6m2
c(5m2

0I[−2, 1] + 9I[−2, 2]) + 3m2
0I[−1, 1]

− 26I[−1, 2]) − 30eu(m4
cI[−3, 2] −m2

c(m2
0I[−2, 1] + 2I[−2, 2]) + I[−1, 2])

)
+ 12esm

2
0I[0, 1]

)
I3[S]

]

− mc⟨g2
sG

2⟩f3γ

223 × 34 × π6

[
ed

(
34m6

cI[−4, 2] − 111m4
cI[−3, 2] + 120m2

cI[−2, 2] − 43I[−1, 2]
)
I2[V] + 3

(
(9es + 8eu)m6

cI[−4, 2]

+ 15(17es + 16eu)m4
cI[−3, 2] − 3(179es + 168eu)m2

cI[−2, 2] + (273es + 256eu)I[−1, 2]
)
I1[V] + 16(ed + 14es + 9eu)

×
(

(−m6
cI[−4, 2] + 3m4

cI[−3, 2] − 3m2
cI[−2, 2] + I[−1, 2])I5[ψa] − 2(2m6

cI[−4, 2] − 3m4
cI[−3, 2] + I[−1, 2])ψa[u0]

)]
+ ms⟨q̄q⟩

215 × 32 ×mc × π6

[
− f3γπ

2m2
c

(
(4es + 5eu)I1[V] + edI2[V]

)(
m4

cI[−3, 2] −m2
c(m2

0I[−2, 1] + 2I[−2, 2]) + I[−1, 2]
)

+ 5eu

(
m8

cI[−4, 3] + 3m6
cI[−3, 3] + 3m4

cI[−2, 3] +m2
cI[−1, 3] + 8I[0, 3]

)
I3[S] − ed

(
m8

cI[−4, 3] + 3m6
cI[−3, 3]

+ 3m4
cI[−2, 3] +m2

cI[−1, 3] + 8I[0, 3]
)
I4[S]

]
+ ms⟨s̄s⟩

215 × 32 ×mc × π6

[
f3γπ

2m2
c

(
m2

c(15esm
2
cI[−3, 2] + 39eum

2
cI[−3, 2] − 10esm

2
0I[−2, 1] − 28eum

2
0I[−2, 1]

− 6(5es + 13eu)I[−2, 2]) + 3(5es + 13eu)I[−1, 2]
)
I1[V] + edf3γπ

2
(

2m8
cI[−4, 2] +m6

c(2m2
0I[−3, 1] − 9I[−3, 2])

+ 4m4
c(2m2

0I[−2, 1] + 3I[−2, 2]) +m2
c(2m2

0I[−1, 1] − 5I[−1, 2]) + 8m2
0I[0, 1]

)
I2[S] − es

(
m8

cI[−4, 3] + 3m6
cI[−3, 3]

+ 3m4
cI[−2, 3] +m2

cI[−1, 3] + 8I[0, 3]
)
I3[S]

]}
, (32)

F3(0) = 4mΞ∗
c K̄

e

m2
Ξ∗

c K̄

M2

λ2
Ξ∗

c K̄

{
11ecmc

2119 × 32 × 5 × π8

[
m12

c I[−7, 4] − 6m10
c I[−6, 4] + 15m8

cI[−5, 4] − 20m6
cI[−4, 4] + 15m4

c

× I[−3, 4] − 6m2
cI[−2, 4] + I[−1, 4]

]
+ mcχ⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩

214 × 34 × π4 (ed + es + 2eu)I[−1, 0]φγ [u0]

+ ms⟨g2
sG

2⟩⟨q̄q⟩
219 × 34 × π6

[
3m2

c

(
2(ed + 2eu)A[u0]I[−1, 0] + ed

(
I[1, 0] − 2m2

cI[2, 0] +m4
cI[3, 0]

)
I4[S]

)
− 8χ(ed + 2eu)

(
m8

cI[−4, 1] + 3m6
cI[−3, 1] + 3m4

cI[−2, 1] +m2
cI[−1, 1] + 8I[0, 1]

)
φγ [u0]

]
+ esms⟨g2

sG
2⟩⟨s̄s⟩

219 × 34 × π6

[
3m2

c

(
2A[u0]I[−1, 0] +

(
I[1, 0] − 2m2

cI[2, 0] +m4
cI[3, 0]

)
I3[S]

)
− 8χφγ [u0]

(
m8

cI[−4, 1]

+ 3m6
cI[−3, 1] + 3m4

cI[−2, 1] +m2
cI[−1, 1] + 8I[0, 1]

)]
− ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩

215 ×mc × 32 × π4

[
320(es + eu)f3γπ

2m2
c(I[−1, 0] −m2

cI[2, 0])I3[V] + esI3[S]
(

4m8
cI[−4, 1] + 32I[0, 1]

+m2
c(4I[−1, 1] − 3m2

0I[1, 0]) + 6m4
c(2I[−2, 1] +m2

0I[2, 0]) + 3m6
c(4I[−3, 1] −m2

0I[3, 0])
)
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+ ed

(
4m8

cI[−4, 1] + 32I[0, 1] +m2
c(4I[−1, 1] − 3m2

0I[1, 0]) + 6m4
c(2I[−2, 1] +m2

0I[2, 0]) + 3m6
c(4I[−3, 1]

−m2
0I[3, 0])

)
I4[S]

]
− ⟨s̄s⟩2

215 ×mc × 32 × π4

[
32f3γπ

2m2
c(euI3[V] − edI4[V])(−I[−1, 0] +m2

cI[2, 0]) + es

(
4m8

cI[−4, 1] + 32I[0, 1]

+m2
c(4I[−1, 1] − 3m2

0I[1, 0]) + 6m4
c(2I[−2, 1] +m2

0I[2, 0]) + 3m6
c(4I[−3, 1] −m2

0I[3, 0])
)
I3[S]

]
+ ⟨g2

sG
2⟩f3γ

220 × 34 ×mc × π6

[
(7es + 24eu)

(
m8

cI[−4, 1] + 3m6
cI[−3, 1] + 3m4

cI[−2, 1] +m2
cI[−1, 1] + 8I[0, 1]

)
I1[V]

− 23ed

(
m8

cI[−4, 1] + 3m6
cI[−3, 1] + 3m4

cI[−2, 1] +m2
cI[−1, 1] + 8I[0, 1]

)
I2[V] + 2ed

(
− 4m8

cI[−4, 1]

+ 39m6
cI[−3, 1] + 90m4

cI[−2, 1] + 47m2
cI[−1, 1] + 172I[0, 1]

)
I4[V] + 12

(
(es + 4eu)m8

cI[−4, 1] − 5(23es

+ 24eu)m6
cI[−3, 1] − (233es + 252eu)m4

cI[−2, 1] − (117es + 128eu)m2
cI[−1, 1] − 16(29es + 31eu)I[0, 1]

)
I3[V]

+ 32(ed + 2es)
(
m8

cI[−4, 1] + 3m6
cI[−3, 1] + 3m4

cI[−2, 1] +m2
cI[−1, 1] + 8I[0, 1])ψa[u0]

]
+ 5msf3γ⟨q̄q⟩

215 × 32 ×mc × π4 (es + eu)
[(

2m6
cI[−3, 1] +m2

c(−m2
0I[−1, 0] + 2I[−1, 1]) + 8I[0, 1] +m4

c(4I[−2, 1]

+m2
0I[2, 0])

)
I3[V]

]
− msf3γ⟨s̄s⟩

215 × 32 ×mc × π4

[
− 4ed

(
9m6

cI[−3, 1] +m2
c(−4m2

0I[−1, 0] + 9I[−1, 1]) + 36I[0, 1] + 2m4
c(9I[−2, 1]

+ 2m2
0I[2, 0])

)
I4[V] + 4

(
60esI[0, 1] + 156euI[0, 1] + 5esm

2
c

(
3m4

cI[−3, 1] −m2
0I[−1, 0] + 3I[−1, 1] +m2

c(6I[−2, 1]

+m2
0I[2, 0])

)
+ eum

2
c

(
39m4

cI[−3, 1] − 14m2
0I[−1, 0] + 39I[−1, 1] + 2m2

c(39I[−2, 1] + 7m2
0I[2, 0])

))
I3[V]

+ ed

(
2m8

cI[−4, 1] + 16I[0, 1] +m2
c(2I[−1, 1] −m2

0I[1, 0]) + 2m4
c(3I[−2, 1] +m2

0I[2, 0]) +m6
c(6I[−3, 1]

−m2
0I[3, 0])

)
I2[V]

]}
, (33)

and,

F4(0) = 4m3
Ξ∗

c K̄

e

m2
Ξ∗

c K̄

M2

λ2
Ξ∗

c K̄

{
11ec

218 × 33 × 5 × π8m
9
c

(
m2

cI[−6, 3] + 5I[−5, 3]
)

− mc⟨g2
sG

2⟩f3γ

219 × 34 × π6

[
3
(
es + 4eu)I3[V] − 2edI4[V]

)(
m6

cI[−4, 0] − 3m4
cI[−3, 0] + 3m2

cI[−2, 0] − I[−1, 0]
)]

+ f3γ⟨q̄q⟩
218 × 32 × π4 (es + eu)

[(
2m6

cI[−4, 1] +m2
c(−m2

0I[−2, 0] + 2I[−2, 1]) +m4
c(4I[−3, 1]

)
I3[V]

]}
, (34)

where ms and mc are the mass of the s-and c-quark, respectively; eu, ed, es and ec is the charge of the u-, d-, s- and
c-quark, respectively; χ is the magnetic susceptibility of the quark condensate; m2

0 = ⟨q̄ gs σαβ G
αβ q⟩/⟨q̄q⟩; ⟨q̄q⟩, ⟨s̄s⟩

and ⟨g2
sG

2⟩ are u/d-quark, s-quark and gluon condensates, respectively. The I[n,m] and Ii[F ] integrals are defined
in the following manner:

I[n,m] =
∫ s0

M2
ds

∫ s

M2
dwwn (s− w)m e−s/M2

,

I1[F ] =
∫
Dαi

∫ 1

0
dv δ′(αq + v̄αg − u0)F(αq̄, αq, αg),

I2[F ] =
∫
Dαi

∫ 1

0
dv δ′(αq̄ + vαg − u0)F(αq̄, αq, αg),
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I3[F ] =
∫
Dαi

∫ 1

0
dv δ(αq + v̄αg − u0)F(αq̄, αq, αg),

I4[F ] =
∫
Dαi

∫ 1

0
dv δ(αq̄ + vαg − u0)F(αq̄, αq, αg),

I5[F ] =
∫ 1

0
du δ′(u− u0)F(u),

I6[F ] =
∫ 1

0
du F(u), (35)

where M = mc + 2ms.
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