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The experimental observations of ψ2(3823) and ψ3(3842) make D wave charmonia family abundant. In the
present work, we investigate the hidden charm decay processes of spin triplets of the D-wave charmonia with
the meson loop mechanism. The model parameter αΛ is determined by reproducing the branching fraction
of ψ(3770) → J/ψη. With this range of model parameter values, the branching fractions (partial widths) of
ψ(3770) → ηcω, ψ2(3823)/ψ3(3842) → J/ψη, ψ2(3823)/ψ3(3842) → ηcω are estimated. Our estimations find
that the partial width of ψ2(3823) → J/ψη is

(
29.64+4.01

−4.63

)
keV, and the partial width ratio of ψ2(3823) → J/ψη

relative to ψ2(3823) → γχc1 is about 10%, which could be tested by further precise measurements from the
BESIII, Belle II and LHCb Collaborations.

I. INTRODUCTION

After the observations of J/ψ in 1974 [1, 2], numerous
quark models have made predictions for the charmonium fam-
ily [3–5], prompting experimentalists to search for additional
charmonium states and enrich charmonium spectroscopy. The
first D-wave charmonium, ψ(3770), was reported by SLAC
in 1977 in the cross sections for hadron production by e+e−

annihilation [6]. The resonance parameters are measured as
(3772 ± 6) MeV and (28 ± 5) MeV [6], which is above the
threshold of DD̄.

From the perspective of L − S coupling, there exist four
D wave states, which are the spin-singlet state ηc2, and the
spin-triplet states ψ1 (that is, ψ(3770)), ψ2 and ψ3. The ψ1
state, characterized by JPC = 1−−, can be easily generated
through e+e− annihilation. Conversely, the production mech-
anisms for ψ2 and ψ3 are more intricate, making their experi-
mental observation more difficult. Almost twenty years after
the first observations of ψ(3770), the E705 Collaboration re-
ported a tentative observation of a structure at a mass of 3.836
GeV in the π+π−J/ψ invariant mass distributions of the pro-
cess πLi → π+π−J/ψ + X in 1994 [7], which may be con-
sistent with the ψ(13D2) state. In 2013, the Belle Collabo-
ration reported evidence of a new narrow resonance that de-
cays to χc1γ in B → χc1γK [8]. This state has a mass of
(3823.1 ± 1.8(stat.) ± 0.7(syst.)) MeV [8], which is consis-
tent with the theoretical expectations for the ψ(13D2) charmo-
nium state [9, 58]. Two years later, the BES III Collabora-
tion observed this D wave charmonium state in the γχc1 in-
variant mass distributions of the process e+e− → π+π−γχc1
with a statistical significance of 6.2 σ [11]. Furthermore,
the BES III Collaboration updated their measurements of the
cross sections for e+e− → π+π−ψ2(3823) → π+π−γχc1 us-
ing a data sample corresponding to an integrated luminosity
of 11.3 fb−1 collected at center-of-mass energies from 4.23
to 4.70 GeV, and obtained the most precise measurement of
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the mass of ψ2(3822) in 2022 [12]. With the same data sam-
ple, the BES III Collaboration also reported the first observa-
tion of e+e− → π0π0ψ2(3823) [13], and the ratio of the av-
erage cross sections for the neutral and charged dipion chan-
nels was determined to be 0.57 ± 0.14 ± 0.05, which is con-
sistent with the expectations from the isospin symmetry. In
Ref. [14], the LHCb Collaboration searched for ψ2(3823) in
the B+ → (J/ψπ+π−)K+ decays, and the width of the ψ2(3823)
state was found to be below 5.2 MeV at 90% confidence level.
To data, the PDG average of the resonance parameters of
ψ2(3823) are [15],

mψ2 = (3823.51 ± 0.34) MeV,
Γψ2 < 2.9 MeV, (1)

respectively.
In 2019, the LHCb Collaboration reported a new narrow

charmonium state, X(3842) in the DD̄ invariant mass distribu-
tion, and the observed mass and width are (3842.71 ± 0.16 ±
0.12) MeV and (2.79 ± 0.51 ± 0.35) MeV, respectively. The
observed mass and narrow width suggested the interpretation
of X(3842) as the ψ3(13D3) charmonium state. This state has
also been searched in the D+D− invariant mass distribution of
the e+e− → π+π−D+D− process by the BES III Collaboration,
and evidence with a significance of 4.2σ was found in data
samples with center-of-mass energies of 4.600 to 4.700 GeV.
The PDG average of the resonance parameters of ψ3(3843)
are [15],

mψ3 = (3842.71 ± 0.20) MeV,
Γψ3 = (2.8 ± 0.6) MeV, (2)

respectively.
Based on the experimental observations mentioned above,

it is noted that ψ1, ψ2 and ψ3 are situated between the DD̄ and
DD̄∗ thresholds. ψ1 and ψ3 can couple to DD̄ through a P
and F wave, respectively, while coupling between ψ2 and DD̄
is prohibited due to conservations of JP quantum numbers.
Thus, the radiative and hidden-charm strong decay modes
should be dominant for ψ2(3823). Moreover, for ψ(3770), the
BES Collaboration’s analyses have revealed that it possesses a
substantial non-DD̄ branching fraction, which was measured
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to be (16.4 ± 7.3 ± 4.2)% [16], (16.1 ± 1.6 ± 5.7)% [17], and
(15.1± 5.6± 1.8)% [18], with variations attributed to different
analysis techniques and independent data samples.

Hidden-charm decay processes, being a category of
non−DD̄ channel, play a vital role in elucidating the sur-
prisingly large branching fraction of non-DD̄ observed in
ψ(3770). The most recent measurement of the process
ψ(3770)→ J/ψη revealed a branching fraction of (8.7± 1.0±
0.8)×10−4, yet it remains insufficient to fully comprehend the
substantial non-DD̄ branching fraction of ψ(3770). Therefore,
the exploration of additional non-DD̄ channels of ψ(3770) is
of great interest. Furthermore, ψ2(3823) cannot decay into
DD̄, thus the hidden charm decay channels are even more im-
portant for understanding the decay properties of ψ2(3823).
Although ψ3(3842) can decay to DD̄, this process only oc-
curs through a F−wave, which should be suppressed. Thus,
the hidden charm decay processes also remain important for
ψ3(3842). Thus, in the present work, we perform a systematic
investigation of the two-body hidden charm decay processes
of the D-wave charmonia, aiming to provide further insight
into the decay properties of these charmonia.

It is worth mentioning that to understand the unexpected
large non-DD̄ branching fraction of ψ(3770), the authors in
Refs. [19, 20] employed the meson loops to solve the puzzle
of the excessive non-DD̄ component of the inclusive ψ(3770)
decay. Such meson loops could be considered as phenomeno-
logical descriptions of the long-distant contributions to the
OZI suppressed decay process, which have been applied to
various channels [20, 22–33]. Thus, in the present work, we
extend the meson loop mechanism to investigate the hidden
charm decays of D-wave charmonia.

This work is organized as follows. After the introduction,
we present our estimations of the hidden charm decays of
the D−wave charmonia through the meson loop mechanism.
While Section III presents the numerical results and discus-
sions and a brief summary is provided in Section IV.

II. THE HIDDEN CHARM DECAYS OF ψ(3770), ψ2(3823)
AND ψ3(3842)

Considering the conservations of the JPC quantum numbers
and the kinematic limit, the possible two-body hidden charm
decay channels of the D−wave charmonia are J/ψη and ηcω.
As indicated in Refs. [19–21], the meson loop mechanism, as
a phenomenological description of the long-distant contribu-
tions to the OZI suppressed process, essentially contributes to
the non-DD̄ decay channels of ψ(3770). Considering the fact
that the masses of the D wave ground charmonia states are
far below the thresholds of a S -wave and a P-wave charmed
mesons, we only consider the meson loops constituted by S -
wave charmed mesons in the present estimations. The relevant
meson loop diagrams for ψ(3770)/ψ2(3823)/ψ3(3842) →
J/ψη are presented in Figs. 1-3. The diagrams contributing
to ψ(3770)/ψ2(3823)/ψ3(3842) → ηcω are collected in the
Appendix B.

In the present estimations, we evaluate the diagrams in
Figs. 1-3 at the hadron level with an effective Lagrangian,
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FIG. 1: Diagrams contributing to ψ(3770) → J/ψη at the hadron
level.

which is constructed based on the heavy quark limit and chiral
symmetry. In the heavy quark limit, the total angular momen-
tum of the heavy-light meson can be decoupled as J⃗ = S⃗ Q+S⃗ ℓ

with S⃗ Q and S⃗ ℓ being the spin of the heavy quark and the light
degree of freedom, respectively. While S⃗ ℓ is the sum of the
spin of light antiquark and the orbital angular momentum, i.e.,
S⃗ ℓ = S⃗ q̄ + ℓ. In the heavy quark limit, the heavy quark is in-
finitely heavy, which leads to the spin of the heavy quark S⃗ Q
and the total angular momentum of the light degree of free-
dom S⃗ ℓ being separately conserved by strong interactions. In
the heavy quark effective theory, the states have the same S⃗ ℓ

are degenerated. For example, for the S -wave charmed or
charmed strange mesons, they are degenerated and could be
expressed by the superfield H1, which is [34–36],

H1 =
1 + v/

2

[
D∗µγµ −Dγ5

]
, (3)

with D(∗) = (D(∗)0,D(∗)+,D(∗)+
s ), and the corresponding anti-

charmed or anti-charmed strange mesons is,

H2 =
[
D̄∗µγµ − D̄γ5

] 1 − v/
2

. (4)

Similarly, for the heavy quarkonium, the degeneracy is ex-
pected under rotations of the two heavy-quark spins, which
allows us to build up heavy quarkonia multiplets for a cer-
tain relative angular momentum ℓ. The S−wave charmonia
with ℓ = 0 could be expressed by the 4 × 4 matrix, which
reads [34–36],

R =
1 + v/

2

[
ψµγµ − ηcγ5

] 1 − v/
2

. (5)
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FIG. 2: The same as Fig. 1 but for ψ2(3823)→ J/ψη.
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FIG. 3: The same as Fig. 1 but for ψ3(3842)→ J/ψη.

For ℓ = 2, four charmonia, which are degenerate in the heavy
quark limit, can be build, and the corresponding spin multiplet
reads [34–36],

Jµλ =
1 + v/

2

[
ψ
µαλ
3 γα +

1
√

6

(
εµαβρvαγβψλ2ρ + ε

λαβρvαγβψ
µ
2ρ

)
+

√
15

10

(
(γµ − vµ)ψλ1 + (γλ − vλ)ψµ1

)
−

1
√

15

(
gµλ − vµvλ

)
γαψ

α
1 + η

µλ
c2γ5

]
1 − v/

2
. (6)

The general Lagrangians describing the S− and D−wave
charmonia to a pair of charmed and anti-charmed mesons
read [34–36],

LS = ig1Tr
[
RH̄2

↔

∂µγλH̄1

]
+ H.c.,

LD = g2Tr
[
JµλH̄2

↔

∂µγλH̄1

]
+ H.c., (7)

with H̄1,2 = γ0H†1,2γ
0. By further expanding the Lagrangian

mentioned above, we can derive the relevant effective La-
grangians involved in the present estimations, which are,

LψD(∗)D(∗) = −igψDDψµ
(
∂µDD† −D∂µD†

)
+gψD∗Dεµναβ∂µψν

(
D∗α

↔

∂β D
† −D

↔

∂β D
∗†
α

)
+igψD∗D∗ψµ

(
D∗ν

↔

∂ν D∗†µ +Dµ

↔

∂ν D∗†ν

−Dν

↔

∂µ D
∗†ν
)
,

LηcD
∗D(∗) = −igηcD

∗Dηc

(
D
↔

∂µ D
∗†µ +D∗µ

↔

∂µ D
†
)

−gηcD
∗D∗ε

µναβ∂µηD
∗
ν

↔

∂α D
∗†

β ,

LψJD
(∗)D(∗) = gψ1DDψ

µ
1

(
D∂µD

† −D†∂µD
)

+gψ1DD
∗εµναβ

(
D
↔

∂µD
∗†

β −D
∗
β

↔

∂µD
†
)
∂νψ1α

+gψ1D
∗D∗

[
−4
(
ψ
µ
1D
∗ν†∂µD

∗
ν − ψ

µ
1D
∗
ν∂µD

∗ν†
)

+ ψ
µ
1D
∗ν†∂νD

∗
µ − ψ

µ
1D
∗ν∂νD

∗†
µ

]
+igψ2DD

∗ψ
µν
2

(
D
↔

∂νD
∗†
µ −D

∗
µ

↔

∂νD
†
)

+igψ2D
∗D∗εαβµν

(
D∗ν

↔

∂βD∗†λ −D
∗ν†
↔

∂βD∗λ
)
∂µψαλ2

+gψ3D
∗D∗ψ

µνα
3

(
D∗α

↔

∂µD
∗†
ν +D

∗
ν

↔

∂µD
∗†
α

)
. (8)

Taking into account the heavy quark limit and the chiral
symmetry as well, one can construct the the effective interac-
tion involving light pseudoscalar (vector) mesons and charm
mesons, which are [37–41],

LD(∗)D(∗)P = −igD∗DP
(
Di†∂µPi jD

∗ j
µ −D

∗i†
µ ∂µPi jD

j
)

+
1
2

gD∗D∗PεµναβD
∗µ†
i ∂νPi j

↔

∂αD
∗β
j ,

LD(∗)D(∗)V = −igDDVD
†

i

↔

∂µ D
j (Vµ)i

j − 2 fD∗DVεµναβ

×
(
∂µVν

)i
j

(
D
†

i

↔

∂α D
∗ j
β −D

∗†

βi

↔

∂α D
j
)

+igD∗D∗VD
∗†ν
i

↔

∂µ D
∗ j
ν (Vµ)i

j

+4i fD∗D∗VD
∗†µ
i

(
∂µV

ν − ∂νVµ

)i
j
D
∗ j
ν , (9)

with P and V being the pseudoscalar and vector mesons, re-
spectively, and their matrices forms are [42–44],

P =


π0
√

2
+ αη + βη′ π+ K+

π− − π0
√

2
+ αη + βη′ K0

K− K̄0 γη + δη′

 ,

V =


1
√

2
(ρ0 + ω) ρ+ K∗+

ρ− 1
√

2
(−ρ0 + ω) K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 ϕ

 , (10)

where the parameters α, β, γ and δ are the parameters asso-



4

ciate to the mixing angle θ, which are defined as [45],

α =
cosθ −

√
2sinθ

√
6

, β =
sinθ +

√
2cosθ

√
6

,

γ =
−2cosθ −

√
2sinθ

√
6

, δ =
−2sinθ +

√
2cosθ

√
6

. (11)

where θ is the mixing angle, ranging from −10◦ to −20◦[46,
47]. In our current calculations, we set the mixing angle θ =
19.1◦ [48, 49].

Utilizing the effective Lagrangians mentioned above,
we can obtain the amplitudes of the considered hidden
charm decay processes of the D-wave charmonia. Taking
ψ(3770)(p0) → [D(∗)(p1)D̄(∗)(p2)]D(∗)(q) → η(p3)J/ψ(p4) as
an example, the amplitudes corresponding to the diagrams in
Fig. 1-(a)-( f ) are,

Ma = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ1DDϵ

µ(p)
(
p2µ − p1µ

)]
[
−gηD∗D p3χ

] [
gJ/ψD∗Dεκτϕξ

(
pξ2 − qξ

)
pκ4ϵ

τ(p4)
]

×
1

p2
1 − m2

1

1
p2

2 − m2
2

−gχϕ + qχqϕ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mb = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ1D∗Dεµναβ

(
pµ2 − pµ1

)
pvϵα (p)

]
[
−gηD∗D p3χ

] [
−gJ/ψD∗D∗ϵ

κ (p4)
((

qξ − pξ2
)

gκϕ

+ (qϕ − pϕ2)gκξ − (qκ − p2κ)gξϕ
)] 1

p2
1 − m2

1

×
−gβϕ + pβ2 pϕ2/m

2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

−gχξ + qχqξ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mc = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ1D∗Dεµναβ

(
pµ1 − pµ2

)
pνϵα(p)

]
[
gηD∗D p3χ

] [
gJ/ψDDϵ

κ (p4) (p2κ − qκ)
]

×
−gβχ + pβ1 pχ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

1
p2

2 − m2
2

1
q2 − m2

q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),

Md = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ1D∗Dεµναβ

(
pµ1 − pµ2

)
pνϵα(p)

]
[
1
2

gηD∗D∗εχλσρpλ3
(
pσ1 + qσ

)] [
gJ/ψD∗Dεκτϕξ(

pξ2 − qξ
)

pκ4ϵ
τ (p4)

] 1
p2

2 − m2
2

×
−gβρ + pβ1 pρ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gχϕ + qχqϕ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Me = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ1D∗D∗ϵ

µ(p)
(
−4(p1µ − p2µ)gαβ

+pα1 gβµ − pβ2gαµ
)] [

gηD∗D p3χ

][
gJ/ψD∗Dεκτϕξ

(
qξ − pξ2

)
pκ4ϵ

τ(p4)
]

×
−gβχ + pβ1 pχ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gαϕ + pα2 pϕ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

×
1

q2 − m2
q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),

M f = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ1D∗D∗ϵ

µ(p)
(
−4(p1µ − p2µ)gαβ

+pα1 gβµ − pβ2gαµ
)] [1

2
gηD∗D∗εχλσρpλ3

(pσ1 + qσ)
] [
−gJ/ψD∗D∗ϵ

κ(p4)
(
(qξ − p2ξ)gκϕ

+
(
qϕ − p2ϕ

)
gκξ − (qκ − p2κ) gϕξ

)]
×
−gβρ + pβ1 pρ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gαϕ + pα2 pϕ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

×
−gχξ + qχqξ/m2

q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2). (12)

In the amplitudes mentioned above, a form factor F (m2
q, q

2)
is introduced to ensure the convergence of the amplitude in
the ultraviolet region and to account for off-shell effects. In
the present work, we take the form factor F (m2

q, q
2) in the

monopole form, which is,

F
(
m2

q, q
2
)
=

m2
q − Λ

2

q2 − Λ2 , (13)

where the parameter Λ can be reparameterized as Λ = m +
αΛΛQCD with ΛQCD = 220 MeV. Generally, the model param-
eter αΛ should be of the order of unity, but its concrete value
cannot be determined from first principles. A more practical
approach when addressing particular processes is to ascertain
the value of αΛ by comparing experimental measurement re-
sults with theoretical predictions [50–53].

With the above amplitudes, one can obtain the amplitude
for ψ(3770)→ J/ψη, which is,

Mψ1→J/ψη =Ma +Mb +Mc +Md +Me +M f , (14)

and the decay width of ψ(3770) → J/ψη could be evaluated
as,

Γψ1→J/ψη =
1
3

1
8π
| p⃗|

m2
ψ1

∣∣∣Mψ→J/ψη

∣∣∣2, (15)

where the factor 1/3 comes from the average the spin of
ψ1(3770), and the overline indicates the sum over the spin
of the involved particles. Similarly, we can obtain the am-
plitudes corresponding to the diagrams in Figs. 2-3, which are
collected in Appendix A.
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III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Coupling Constants

Before estimating the partial widths of the considered pro-
cesses, the coupling constants in the effective Lagrangians
should be further clarified. In the heavy quark limit, the cou-
pling constants relevant to S−wave charmonia and charmed
mesons could be related to a gauge coupling g1 by [37–41],

gψDD = 2g1
√

mψmD ,

gψD∗D = 2g1

√
mDmD∗/mψ ,

gψD∗D∗ = 2g1
√

mψmD∗ ,

gηcD∗D = 2g1
√

mηc mDmD∗ ,

gηcD∗D∗ = 2g1mD∗/
√

mηc , (16)

where the gauge coupling is defined as g1 =
√mψ/

(
2mD fψ

)
with fψ = 416 MeV to be the decay constant of J/ψ, which
can be estimated from the dilepton decay width of J/ψ [15,
36].

For the D-wave charmonia, the relevant coupling constants
could related to a gauge coupling constant g2 by [54],

gψ1DD = −2g2

√
15
3
√

mψ1 mDmD ,

gψ1DD∗ = g2

√
15
3

√
mDmD∗/mψ1 ,

gψ1D∗D∗ = −g2

√
15

15
√

mψ1 mD∗mD∗ ,

gψ2DD∗ = 2g2

√
3
2
√

mψ2 mDmD∗ ,

gψ2D∗D∗ = −2g2

√
1
6

√
mD∗mD∗/mψ2 ,

gψ3D∗D∗ = 2g2
√

mψ3 mD∗mD∗ , (17)

with g2 = 1.39, which is obtained by the partial width of
ψ(3770)→ DD̄ [15].

Considering the heavy quark limit and chiral symmetry, one
can obtain the coupling constants related to the light pseu-
doscalar and vector mesons, which are [37–41],

gD∗Dη = α
2g
fπ

√
mD∗mD , gD∗D∗η = α

2g
fπ
,

gDDω = gD∗D∗ω =
βVgV

2
,

gωD∗D =
λVgV

2
, fωD∗D =

fωD∗D∗

mD∗
=
λVgV

2
, (18)

where βV = 0.9, λV = 0.56, and gV = mρ/ fπ with fπ =
132 MeV denoting to the decay constant of pion, and g =
0.59, which is evaluated by the partial width of D∗ → Dπ [15].

B. Decay Widths of The Hidden Charm Decay Processes

With the above preparations, we can estimate the decay
widths of the relevant hidden charm decay processes depend-
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The branching fractions of ψ(3770) → J/ψη
(lift panel) and ψ(3770)→ ηcω (right panel) depending on the model
parameter αΛ. The yellow horizontal band with red dashed line is the
measured branching fraction of ψ(3770) → J/ψη, and the vertical
cyan band with black dashed line indicates the αΛ range determined
by comparing our estimations with the experimental measurement.

ing on the model parameter αΛ. As we mentioned in the
previous section, the parameter αΛ should be of the order of
unity, and in the present estimation, we vary the parameter αΛ
around one to check the model parameter dependences of the
estimated partial widths.

The branching fractions of the processes ψ(3770) → J/ψη
and ψ(3770) → ηcω depending on the model parameter αΛ
are presented in Fig. 4. From the figure, one can find both
branching fractions increase with the increasing of parameter
αΛ. In addition, the branching fraction of ψ(3770) → J/ψη
has been measured to be (8.7 ± 1.2) × 10−4 [15], which
could be well reproduced in the range of model parameter
αΛ = (1.11+0.04

−0.05). With this fixed model parameter range,
we could further estimate the branching fractions of other in-
volved decay processes. For example, the branching fraction
of ψ(3770)→ ηcω is estimated to be (6.03+0.82

−0.92) ×10−5, which
is about one order smaller than that of ψ(3770)→ J/ψη.

Considering the similarity of the of the D-wave charmo-
nia, we can investigate the hidden charm decay processes of
ψ2(3823) with the same model parameter range. Currently,
the precise determination of the width of ψ2(3823) remains
elusive, with its upper limit Γψ2 measured to be 2.9 MeV.
Therefore, in the present estimation, we focus on estimating
the partial widths of its hidden charm decay processes instead
of exploring the branching fractions. The estimated partial
widths of ψ2(3823) → J/ψη and ψ2(3823) → ηcω are pre-
sented in Fig. 5. With the parameter range determined by
ψ(3770)→ J/ψη, we can obtain,

Γ[ψ2(3823)→ J/ψη] =
(
29.64+4.01

−4.43

)
keV,

Γ[ψ2(3823)→ ηcω] =
(
0.38+0.05

−0.06

)
keV. (19)

In addition, the ratio of the partial widths of these two hid-
den charm decay channels is almost independent on the model
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The αΛ dependence of the partial widths of
ψ(3823) → J/ψη and ψ(3823) → ηcω. The vertical cyan band
with black dashed lines indicates the parameter range determined by
ψ(3770)→ J/ψη.

parameter αΛ, which is estimated to be,

R2 =
Γ
[
ψ2(3823)→ ηcω

]
Γ
[
ψ2(3823)→ J/ψη

] = 0.127, (20)

in the parameter range determined by ψ(3770)→ J/ψη.
It should be noted that the BESIII Collabo-

ration searched for the processes ψ2(3823) →

γχc0,1,2, π+π−J/ψ, π0π0J/ψ, ηJ/ψ and π0J/ψ using the
reaction e+e− → π+π−ψ2(3823) in a 19 fb−1 data sample
collected by the BESIII detector [55], the process ψ2 → γχc1
was observed with a higher significance of 11.8σ, while
no significant ψ2(3823) signals were observed for any other
channels. The upper limit of the branching fractions ratio
for ψ2(3823) → ηJ/ψ relative to ψ2(3823) → γχc1 were
reported to be 0.14. In addition, the Belle Collaboration
ever reported the branching fraction of the cascade process
B± → ψ2(3823)K± → (χc1γ)K± to be (9.7 ± 2.8 ± 1.1) × 10−6

in 2013 [8], and in 2020, the LHCb Collaboration observed
the evidence for B+ → ψ2(3823)K+ → (J/ψη)K+ with
significance of 3.4 standard deviation, and the branching
fraction of the corresponding cascade process was measured
to be (1.25+0.71

−0.53 ± 0.04) × 10−6 [56], thus, one can conclude
the branching fractions ratio for ψ2(3823) → ηJ/ψ relative
to ψ2(3823) → γχc1 is (12.9+8.3

−6.7)%, which is consistent with
the measurements from the BESIII Collaboration [55]. In
Ref. [57], the width of ψ2(3842) → γχc1 was estimated to
be 268 and 307 keV for the non-relativitic and GI relativis-
tic quark models, respectively. Moreover, this width was
estimated to be 208 ∼ 342 keV in the screened potential
model [58]. Taking the width of ψ2(3823) → γχc1 to be
about 300 keV, the present estimations indicate that the
branching fractions ratio for ψ2(3823) → J/ψη relative to
ψ2(3823) → γχc1 is about 10%, which is safely under the
upper limit reported by the BESIII Collaboration [55] and
consistent with the experimental measurements from Belle
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FIG. 6: The same as Fig. 5 but for ψ3(3842)→ J/ψη/ηcω.

and LHCb Collaborations [8, 56] .
In a same manner, we can evaluate the hidden charm de-

cays of ψ3(3842), and the estimated partial decay widths of
ψ3(3842) → J/ψη and ηcω are presented in the left panel of
Fig. 6. In the considered αΛ range determined by ψ(3770) →
J/ψη, the partial widths of the hidden charm decay processes
of ψ3(3842) are estimated to be,

Γ[ψ3(3842)→ J/ψη] =
(
7.54+0.91

−1.05

)
eV,

Γ[ψ3(3842)→ ηcω] = (1.12+0.14
−0.17) eV, (21)

which are much small comparing to widths of ψ2(3823) hid-
den charm decay processes. It should be noted that the hidden
charm decay processes for both ψ(3770) and ψ2(3823) occur
through P wave, while these hidden charm final states couple
to ψ3(3842) via F wave, which should be strongly suppressed.
In addition, the coupling ψ3(3842)DD̄ in the meson loops was
not considered in the present estimations since this vertex van-
ish in the leading order of the effective Lagrangian obtained
from the expansion of Eq.(7), however, the meson loops rele-
vant to ψ3(3842)DD̄ may have sizable contributions since the
DD̄ in the meson loops could be on-shell.

IV. SUMMARY

The experimental observations of ψ2(3823) and ψ3(3842)
make D wave charmonia family abundant. Among the spin
triplets of the D-wave charmonia, ψ(3770) could decay into
DD̄ through a P-wave, however, the experimental measure-
ments indicate that the non-DD̄ branching fractions are siz-
able. Thus, investigating hidden charm decay processes,
which is one of the important parts of non-DD̄ decay modes, is
important for understanding the decay properties of ψ(3770).
Moreover, the open charm decay process is forbidden for
ψ2(3823) due to the kinematic limit and JP quantum numbers
conservation, thus, the hidden charm decay processes should
be even more important for ψ2(3823).
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In the present work, we investigate the hidden charm de-
cay processes of spin triplets of the D-wave charmonia with
meson loop mechanism, which is considered to be the phe-
nomenological description of the long-range distributions in
the hidden charm decay processes of the higher charmonia.
The model parameter αΛ is determined by reproducing the
branching fraction of ψ(3770)→ J/ψη. With the same model
parameter, the branching fraction of ψ(3770) → ηcω is pre-
dicted to be (6.03+0.82

−0.92) × 10−5. In addition, the partial width
of ψ2(3823) → J/ψη is evaluated to be

(
29.64+4.10

−4.43

)
keV, and

the branching fraction ratio for ψ2(3823) → J/ψη relative to
ψ2(3823)→ γχc1 is about 10%, which is safely below the up-

per limit reported by the BESIII Collaboration and consistent
with the experimental measurements from Belle and LHCb
Collaborations. More precise measurements from the BESIII,
Belle II, and LHCb Collaborations could further test the re-
sults in the present work.
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Appendix A: Amplitudes for ψ2(3823)/ψ3(3842)→ J/ψη

The amplitudes corresponding to Fig. 2-(g)-(k) read,

Mg = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ2D∗Dϵ

µν(p)(p1ν − p2ν)
] [

gηD∗D p3χ

] [
gJ/ψD∗D∗ϵ

κ (p4)
(
(qξ − p2ξ)gκϕ + (qϕ − p2ϕ)gκξ − (qκ − p2κ)gϕξ

)]
×

1
p2

1 − m2
1

−gµϕ + pµ2 pϕ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

−gχξ + qχqξ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mh = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ2D∗Dϵ

µν(p)(p2ν − p1ν)
] [

gηD∗D p3χ

] [
gJ/ψDDϵ

κ (p4) (p2κ − qκ)
]

×
−gµχ + pµ1 pχ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

1
p2

2 − m2
2

1
q2 − m2

q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),

Mi = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ2D∗Dϵ

µν(p) (p2ν − p1ν)
] [1

2
gηD∗D∗εχλσρpλ3

(
pσ1 + qσ

)] [
gJ/ψD∗Dεκτϕξ

(
pξ2 − qξ

)
pκ4ε

τ (p4)
]

×
−gµρ + pµ1 pρ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

1
p2

2 − m2
2

−gχϕ + qχqϕ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

M j = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ2D∗D∗εαβµνpµϵαγ(p)

(
(pβ2 − pβ1)gνδg

γ
θ + (pβ2 − pβ1)gγδgθν

)] [
gηD∗D p3χ

] [
gJ/ψD∗Dεκτϕξ

(
qξ − pξ2

)
pκ4ϵ

τ (p4)
]

×
1

q2 − m2
q

−gθχ + pθ1 pχ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδϕ + pδ2 pϕ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mk = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ2D∗D∗εαβµνpµϵαγ(p)

(
(pβ2 − pβ1)gνδg

γ
θ + (pβ2 − pβ1)gγδgθν

)] [1
2

gηD∗D∗εχλσρpλ3
(
pσ1 + qσ

) ] [
−gJ/ψD∗D∗ϵ

κ (p4)

×
(
(qξ − p2ξ)gκϕ + (qϕ − p2ϕ)gκξ − (qκ − p2κ)gϕξ

)] −gθρ + pθ1 pρ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδϕ + pδ2 pϕ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

−gχξ + qχqξ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2).

(A1)

Then the total amplitude for ψ2(3823)→ J/ψη read,

Mψ2→J/ψη =Mg +Mh +Mi +M j +Mk. (A2)
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FIG. 7: Diagrams contributing to ψ(3770)→ ηcω at the hadron level .

The amplitudes corresponding to Fig 3-(l)-(m) read,

Ml = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ3D∗D∗ϵ

µνα(p)
(
(p2µ − p1µ)gθαgδν + (p2µ − p1µ)gθνg

δ
α

) ][
gηD∗D p3χ

][
gJ/ψD∗Dεκτϕξ

(
qξ − pξ2

)
pκ4ϵ

τ (p4)
]

×
1

q2 − m2
q

−gθχ + pθ1 pχ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδϕ + pδ2 pϕ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mm = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ3D∗D∗ϵ

µνα(p)
(
(p2µ − p1µ)gθαgδν + (p2µ − p1µ)gθνg

δ
α

) ][1
2

gηD∗D∗εχλσρpλ3
(
pσ1 + qσ

) ] [
−gJ/ψD∗D∗ϵ

κ (p4)

×
(
(qξ − p2ξ)gκϕ + (qϕ − p2ϕ)gκξ − (qκ − p2κ)gϕξ

)] −gθρ + pθ1 pρ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδϕ + pδ2 pϕ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

×
−gχξ + qχqξ/m2

q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2).

(A3)

Then the total amplitude for ψ3(3842)→ J/ψη reads

Mψ3→J/ψη =Ml +Mm. (A4)

Appendix B: Amplitudes for ψJ(3DJ)→ ηcω

Similar to the processes ψ(3DJ) → J/ψη, the meson loop contributions to the processes ψ(3DJ) → ηcω are listed in Fig. 7-9.
The amplitudes of the process ψ(3770)→ ηcω, corresponding to Fig. 7-(n)-(s), reads,

Mn = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ1DDε

µ(p)
(
p2µ − p1µ

) ][
2 fωD∗Dεχλσρpχ3ε

λ (p3)
(
qσ + pσ1

) ][
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]
×

1
p2

1 − m2
1

1
p2

2 − m2
2

−gρκ + qρqκ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mo = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ1D∗Dεµναβ

(
pµ2 − pµ1

)
pvϵα (p)

][
− gωDD

(
p1χ + qχ

)
ϵχ (p3)

][
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]
×

1
p2

1 − m2
1

−gβκ + pβ2 pκ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

1
q2 − m2

q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),

Mp = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ1D∗Dεµναβ

(
pµ2 − pµ1

)
pvϵα (p)

][
2 fωD∗Dεχλσρpχ3ϵ

λ (p3)
(
qσ + pσ1

) ][
gηcD∗D∗εκτϕξpκ4

(
qϕ − pϕ2

) ]
×

1
p2

1 − m2
1

−gβξ + pβ2 pξ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

−gρτ + qρqτ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),
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FIG. 8: Diagrams contributing to ψ(3823)→ ηcω at the hadron level .

Mq = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ1D∗Dεµναβ

(
pµ1 − pµ2

)
pνϵα(p)

][
gωD∗D∗ (qσ + p1σ) gρλ + 4 fωD∗D∗

(
pλ3gρχ − pρ3gλσ

) ][
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]
×
−gβλ + pβ1 pλ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

1
p2

2 − m2
2

−gρκ + qρqκ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mr = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ1D∗D∗ϵ

µ(p)
(
− 4(p1µ − p2µ)gαβ + pα1νg

β
µ − pβ2νg

µ
α

)][
− 2 fωD∗Dεχλσρpχ3ϵ

λ (p3)
(
qσ + pσ1

) ][
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]
×
−gβρ + pβ1 pρ1/m

2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gακ + pα2 pκ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

1
q2 − m2

q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),

Ms = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ1D∗D∗ε

µ(p)
(
− 4(p1µ − p2µ)gαβ + pα1νg

β
µ − pβ2νg

αµ
)] [

gωD∗D∗ (qσ + p1σ) gρλ + 4 fωD∗D∗
(
pλ3gρσ − pρ3gλσ

)]
×
[
gηcD∗D∗ϵκτϕξpκ4

(
qϕ − pϕ2

) ]−gβλ + pβ1 pλ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gαξ + pα2 pξ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

−gρτ + qρqτ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2). (B1)

Then the total amplitude for ψ(3770)→ ηcω reads,

Mψ1→ηcω =Mn +Mo +Mp +Mq +Mr +Ms. (B2)

The amplitudes of ψ2(3823)→ ηcω corresponding to Fig. 8-(t) − (x) are,

Mt = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ2D∗Dε

µν(p) (p1ν − p2ν)
][
− gωDD

(
p1χ + qχ

)
εχ (p3)

][
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]
×

1
p2

1 − m2
1

−gµκ + pµ2 pκ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

1
q2 − m2

q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),
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FIG. 9: Diagrams contributing to ψ(3842)→ ηcω at the hadron level.

Mu = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ2D∗Dϵ

µν(p) (p1ν − p2ν)
][

2 fωD∗Dεχλσρpχ3ϵ
λ (p3)

(
qσ + pσ1

) ][
gηcD∗D∗εκτϕξpκ4

(
qϕ − pϕ2

) ]
×

1
p2

1 − m2
1

−gµξ + pµ2 pξ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

×
−gρτ + qρqτ/m2

q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mv = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
gψ2D∗Dϵ

µν(p) (p2ν − p1ν)
] [

gωD∗D∗
(
qχ + p1χ

)
gχσgλρ + 4 fωD∗D∗

(
pλ3gχρ − pχ3gλρ

)
gχρ
]

×
[
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]−gµλ + pµ1 pλ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

1
p2

2 − m2
2

−gρκ + qρqκ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2),

Mw = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ2D∗D∗εαβµνpµϵαγ(p)

(
(pβ2 − pβ1)gνδg

γ
θ + (pβ2 − pβ1)gγδgθν

) ][
− 2 fωD∗Dεχλσρpχ3ϵ

λ (p3)
(
qσ + pσ1

) ]
×
[
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]−gθρ + pθ1 pρ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδκ + pδ2 pκ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

1
q2 − m2

q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),

Mx = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ2D∗D∗εαβµνpµϵαγ(p)

(
(pβ2 − pβ1)gνδg

γ
θ + (pβ2 − pβ1)gγδgθν

) ] [
gωD∗D∗

(
qχ + p1χ

)
gχσgλρ

+4 fωD∗D∗
(
pλ3gχσ − pχ3gλσ

)
gχρ
]
×
[
gηcD∗D∗εκτϕξpκ4

(
qϕ − pϕ2

) ]−gθλ + pθ1 pλ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδξ + pδ2 pξ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

−gτρ + qτqρ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2).

(B3)

Then the total amplitude for ψ(3823)→ ηcω reads,

Mψ2→ηcω =Mt +Mu +Mv +Mw +Mx. (B4)

Finally, the ampitudes of ψ3(3842)→ ηcω corresponding to Fig. 9-(y)-(z) read,

My = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ3D∗D∗ϵ

µνα(p)
(
(p2µ − p1µ)gθαgδν + (p2µ − p1µ)gθνg

δ
α

) ][
− 2 fωD∗Dεχλσρpχ3

(
qσ + pσ1

) ]
×
[
gηcD∗D (qκ − p2κ)

]−gθρ + pθ1 pρ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδκ + pδ2 pκ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

1
q2 − m2

q
F 2(m2

q, q
2),

Mz = i3
∫

d4q
(2π)4

[
igψ3D∗D∗ϵ

µνα(p)
(
(p2µ − p1µ)gθαgδν + (p2µ − p1µ)gθνg

δ
α

)] [
gωD∗D∗

(
qχ + p1χ

)
gχσgλρ + 4 fωD∗D∗

(
pλ3gχσ − pχ3gλσ

)
gχρ
]

×
[
gηcD∗D∗ϵκτϕξpκ4

(
qϕ − pϕ2

) ]−gθλ + pθ1 pλ1/m
2
1

p2
1 − m2

1

−gδξ + pδ2 pξ2/m
2
2

p2
2 − m2

2

−gρτ + qρqτ/m2
q

q2 − m2
q

F 2(m2
q, q

2). (B5)

And the total amplitude for ψ(3842)→ ηcω reads,

Mψ3→ηcω =My +Mz. (B6)
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