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Analysis of triply charmed four-quark state in the effective Lagrangian

approach

Na Li,∗ Ye Xing,† and Jing-Rui Shi
1 School of Physics,China University of Mining and Technology, Xuzhou 221000, China

In the work we study the production and decay of triply charmed four-quark state with

JP = 1+ under the phenomenological analysis and effective Lagrangian approach. On the

SU(3) symmetric analysis of golden channels, we further explore the dynamics of the pro-

cesses, based on the assumption of molecule TηcD∗ and TJ/ψD∗ . Our results indicate that the

production branching ratio from Bc meson is sizable, it can reach the order of 10−4 for the

molecular configuration TηcD∗ , and 10−5 for molecule TJ/ψD∗ . In addition, we found that

the decay widths of the two molecular configurations TηcD∗ and TJ/ψD∗ are not significant,

both at level of O(MeV).

I. INTRODUCTION

Since LHCb Collaboration found the strange-charm four-quark state candidate X0,(1)(2900)

and T
0(++)
cs̄ (2900) [1–4], the open-charmed four-quark states have received increasing attention [5–

19]. Subsequently, a doubly charmed four-quark state candidate T+
cc(3875) with the mass near

(D+D0) threshold [20, 21] was reported in 2021. Those indicate that the heaviest open-charmed

four-quark state with triply charmed flavor should be possible. Although there is not yet sufficient

experimental evidence for the existence, it has been many preliminary theoretical research to

explore the properties of the exotic state at present [22–30]. Especially the mass spectrum of triply

charmed four-quark states, Reference [27] employed a quark-based model in conjunction with the

Gaussian Expansion Method (GEM) and the Complex Scaling Method (CSM) to identify a triply

heavy tetraquark state within the energy range of 5.6-5.9 GeV. In Ref.[25], the authors estimated

the mass of the ccc̄q̄ tetraquark state with quantum numbers JP = 1+ to be 5.1 ± 0.2GeV using

the operator product expansion(OPE). Nevertheless, there are several studies believed that it can

not form bound states for the triply-charmed four-quark system, such as studies by the relativized

quark model [28], MIT bag model [23] and effective field approach [30]. Therefore, it remains an

open issue which should be further validated through future experiments.

We force on the production and decay properties of the triply charmed four-quark state in

the work, in the phenomenological analysis and effective Lagrangian approach. The SU(3) flavor

symmetric analysis [31–38] and effective Lagrangian approach [39–43] which have been successfully

applied into heavy meson and baryon system, accordingly can be used to investigate the triply
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charmed four-quark state. With the assumption of molecular state, then the discussion of dynamics

is possible. The hypothesis of hadronic molecule is popular, such as four-quark candidate ψ(4040)

is considered as D∗D∗ hadronic molecule [44, 45]. As well as Y (4220), Zc(3900) and X(3872)

states are interpreted as D̄1D, D̄∗D and D̄∗D molecular states in Ref. [46]. Consistently, we

adopt the generic schemes for the molecule with JP = 1+, pseudoscalar-vector PV and vector-

vector V V configurations. The work is proceed as the usual process for the effective Lagrangian

approach. We firstly establish a gauge invariant phenomenological Lagrangian to describe the

interactions between molecular states and their components, whose associated coupling constants

can be determined by the bare compositeness condition. A direct calculation depending on the

Lagrangian at the hadronic level can then be carried out.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we concisely analyze properties of the triply

charmed four-quark states under the molecular configuration J/ψD∗ and ηcD
∗, including the pro-

duction and decay processes. The numerical results and discussions are presented in Sec. III. The

final section provides a summary of the work.

II. THE TRIPLY CHARMED FOUR-QUARK STATE

According to the Pauli exclusion principle, the triply charmed four-quark state Tccc̄q̄ can be

illuminated under the flavor ⊗ color ⊗ spin space. Tccc̄q̄ has a couple of symmetric diquarks in

color subspace |[cc]3̄[c̄q̄]3〉color and flavor-(3, 3̄) diquarks in flavor subspace |{cc}1[c̄q̄]3〉flavor, then
the S-wave Tccc̄q̄ can only be spin-1 with spin-parity JP = 1+,

|{cc}1[c̄q̄]0〉spin ⊗ |{cc}1[c̄q̄]3〉flavor ⊗ |[cc]3̄[c̄q̄]3〉color, (1)

here the {} and [] indicate the symmetry and antisymmetry of the diquark in different spaces

respectively. According to configuration of S-wave triply charmed four-quark state, the possible

molecular state can be vector-vector configurations V V (TJ/ψD∗) and vector-pseudoscalar config-

urations PV (TηcD∗). The effective Lagrangian describing the couplings between the molecular

state and its constituents [47],

LTηcD∗ (x) = gTηcD∗
T µηcD∗(x)

∫
dyΦ(y2) ηc(x+ ω1y)D

∗
µ(x− ω2y),

LTJ/ψD∗ (x) = ig′TJ/ψD∗
εµναβ∂

µT νJ/ψD∗(x)

∫
dyΦ(y2)J/ψα(x+ ω1y)D

∗β(x− ω2y). (2)

Among them, the Fourier transform of the correlation function [36, 48]

Φ(y2) =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
e−ipy Φ̃(−p2) with Φ̃(p2E)

.
= exp(−p2E/Λ2

T ). (3)

The coupling constants can be further obtained by the renormalization of mass operator, which

can be described by the self-energy diagram in Fig. 1.A,

ΣT =
g2TηcD∗

3

∫
d4k

(2π)4i
Φ̃2(−(k − pw)2)

−3 + k2

m2
D∗

− (k.p)2

m2
TηcD∗

(k2 −m2
D∗)((p − k)2 −m2

ηc)
,
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Σ
(′)
T =

g2TJ/ψD∗

3

∫
d4k

(2π)4i
Φ̃2(−(k − pw)2)

A
(k2 −m2

J/ψ)((p − k)2 −m2
D∗)

, (4)

where

A=
(−2(k ·p) + k2 + p2)(k ·p)2

m2
J/ψm

2
D∗

− 2(k ·p)2
m2
J/ψ

− 2(k ·p − k2)(p2 − k ·p)(k ·p)
m2
J/ψm

2
D∗

+
k2(p2 − k ·p)2
m2
J/ψm

2
D∗

− 6p2

+
p2(k ·p− k2)2

m2
J/ψm

2
D∗

− k2p2(k2 − 2(k ·p) + p2)

m2
J/ψm

2
D∗

+
2k2p2

m2
J/ψ

− 2(p2 − k ·p)2
m2
D∗

+
2p2(k2 − 2(k ·p) + p2)

m2
D∗

.(5)

According to the Weinberg compositeness condition [49],

ZT = 1− dΣ
(′)
T

dp2

∣∣∣∣
p2=m2

T

= 0 . (6)

We determine the expressions of coupling constants gTηcD∗ and gTJ/ψD∗ , written in the AppendixA.

A. phenomenological analysis

In this part, we first employ a phenomenological analysis to investigate the production and decay

of the triply four-quark molecular states. A convenient phenomenological tool is the SU(3) flavor

symmetric analysis. In the flavor space, the triply charmed four-quark state can be represented with

Tccc̄q̄ =
(
T 0
ccc̄ū, T

+
ccc̄d̄

, T+
ccc̄s̄

)
. The production from Bc meson must be induced by weak transition

b̄→ cc̄s̄/d̄. Within the framework of SU(3) flavor analysis, the Hamiltonian can be written directly,

H = a1Bc(H3)
i(Tccc̄q̄)jV

j
i , with (H3)

2 = V ∗
cd, (H3)

3 = V ∗
cs. (7)

here, V stands for the vector meson, coefficient a1 parameterizes the non-perturbative effect, and

(H3)
i represents the weak transition. Expanding Hamiltonian, we then achieve all possible produc-

tion processes listed into Tab.V in AppendixA. Considering the CKM elements and the detection

efficiency, we select three golden channels,

B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ccc̄s̄, B

+
c → K∗+T 0

ccc̄ū, B
+
c → K∗0T+

ccc̄d̄
. (8)

Without the effect of phase space, the relations between different channels can be easily reduced,

Γ(B+
c → K∗+T 0

ccc̄ū)

Γ(B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ccc̄s̄)

=
Γ(B+

c → K∗0T+
ccc̄d̄

)

Γ(B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ccc̄s̄)

=
|Vcs|2
|Vcd|2

. (9)

It should be noted that Tccc̄q̄ can be molecule TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ for the production processes.

However, in the strong decay of triply charmed four-quark state, Tccc̄q̄ may be different between the

two possible molecular configurations as effect of phase space. Therefore we write the Hamiltonian

of two-body and three-body decays respectively,

H = b1(TJ/ψD∗)iD
iJ/ψ + b2(TJ/ψD∗)iD

∗iηc + c1(TJ/ψD∗)iηcD
jP ij + c2(TJ/ψD∗)iJ/ψD

jM i
j

+ b′1(TηcD∗)iD
iJ/ψ + c′1(TηcD∗)iηcD

jP ij , (10)

where P denotes pseudoscalar meson. Accordingly we derive the decay processes shown in Tab.VI,

as well as the decay relations between different channels in Tab. I.



4

TABLE I: The decay relations between different channels for the possible four-quark molecular states TJ/ψD∗

and TηcD∗ .

Γ(T 0
ηcD∗ → J/ψD0) = Γ(T+

ηcD∗0 → J/ψD+) Γ(T+
ηcD∗ → D0ηcπ

+) = 2Γ(T+
ηcD∗ → D+ηcπ

0)

= Γ(T+
ηcD∗

s
→ ηcD

∗+
s ) = 2Γ(T 0

ηcD∗ → D0ηcπ
0)

Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → J/ψD0) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
→ J/ψD+) Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
→ D0J/ψπ+) = 2Γ(T 0

J/ψD∗ → D0J/ψπ0)

= Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ J/ψD+

s ) =2Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D+J/ψπ0)

Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → ηcD

∗0) = Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

→ ηcD
∗+) Γ(T 0

J/ψD∗ → D+ηcπ
−) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
→ D0ηcπ

+)

= Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ ηcD

∗+
s ) = 2Γ(T 0

J/ψD∗ → D0ηcπ
0)

= 2Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

→ D+ηcπ
0)

B. The effective Lagrangian approach

1. Production of four-quark molecular states from Bc meson

Based on the discussion from SU(3) symmetric analysis, we further investigate the dynamics of

molecular states TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ by the effective Lagrangian approach. The production processes

of molecular states TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ can be pictured as triangle diagram drawn in Fig. 1.D, the

expression can be written as,

〈K∗TJ/ψ(/ηc)D∗ |Heff |Bc〉 =
∑

λ

〈K∗TJ/ψ(/ηc)D∗ |Hλ|M1M2〉〈M1M2|Heff |Bc〉, (11)

here, 〈M1M2|Heff |Bc〉 is the weak decay matrix element, M1M2 are the possible final states of Bc

weak decay and Heff is the possible weak decay Hamiltonian. In our process, W-emission diagrams

shown in Fig. 1.(A,B) are dominant for the weak decay. The matrix 〈K∗TJ/ψ(/ηc)D∗ |Hλ|M1M2〉
indicates strong coupling process and Hλ is the possible strong interaction Hamiltonian. We show

the weak decay Hamiltonian as,

Heff =
GF√
2
V ∗
cbVcs(C1(µ)(b̄αcβ)V−A(c̄βsα)V−A + C2(µ)(b̄αcα)V−A(c̄βsβ)V−A) + h.c. , (12)

where, GF and C1,2(µ) are the Fermi constant and Wilson coefficient respectively. The amplitude

of weak decay can be further expressed as the product of Wilson coefficient, non perturbative form

factor and decay constant,

M(Bc → J/ψD(D∗)) =
GF√
2
V ∗
cbVcsa1,2〈J/ψ|(b̄c)V−A|Bc〉〈D(D∗)|(c̄s)V−A|0〉 , (13)

M(Bc → ηcD(D∗)) =
GF√
2
V ∗
cbVcsa1,2〈ηc|(b̄c)V−A|Bc〉〈D(D∗)|(c̄s)V−A|0〉 , (14)

a1,2 are the effective Wilson coefficients, with a1 = C1 +C2/Nc, a2 = C2 +C1/Nc. Nc denotes the

total number of color. The form factors are defined as [50]

〈J/ψ(pJ/ψ)|(b̄c)V −A|Bc(pBc)〉 =
2

mBc +mV
εµνρσε

∗νpρBcp
σ
J/ψA0(k

2
2) + iε∗µ(mBc +mV )A1(k

2
2)
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− i
ε∗ · k2

mBc +mV
(pBc + pJ/ψ)µA2(k

2
2)− i

ε∗ · k2
k22

2mV k2µA3(k
2
2) (15)

+ i
ε∗ · k2
k22

2mV k2µA4(k
2
2) ,

〈ηc(pηc)|(b̄c)V −A|Bc(pBc)〉 = (pBc + pηc −
m2
Bc

−m2
P

k22
k2)µF1(k

2
2) +

m2
Bc

−m2
ηc

k22
k2µF0(k

2
2).(16)

Here εµ denotes the polarization vector of J/ψ, transition momentum k2µ ≡ (pBc − pJ/ψ)µ. The

matrix elements between meson D(∗) and vacuum are defined as [51]

〈D|(c̄q)V−A|0〉 = ifD(s)
k2µ , 〈D∗|(c̄q)V−A|0〉 = mfD∗

(s)
ε∗µ , (17)

where fD(∗) is the decay constant of D(∗) meson, εµ represents the polarization vector of D∗ meson.

To deal with the strong coupling matrix, we introduce the strong interaction effective La-

grangian [52],

LV P1P2 = igV P1P2
(Vµ∂

µP1P2 − Vµ∂
µP2P1) ,

LV1V2P = −gV1V2P εµναβ (∂µV1ν∂αV2β)P,

LD∗D∗J/ψ = −igD∗D∗J/ψ

{
D∗µ (∂µD

∗νJ/ψν −D∗ν∂µJ/ψν) + (∂µD
∗
νD

∗ν −D∗
ν∂µD

∗ν)J/ψµ

+D∗µ (D∗ν∂µJ/ψν − ∂µD
∗
νJ/ψ

ν)
}
, (18)

where Vi and Pi denote vector and pseudoscalar meson respectively. Using the effective Lagrangian

and form factors, the amplitudes of Bc → K∗TJ/ψ(/ηc)D∗ in Fig. 1(D) are given as follows,

MTJ/ψD∗ = gTJ/ψD∗

∫
d4k3
(2π)4

F2(k
2
3)
( 2

mBc +mJ/ψ
εϕνρσp

ρkσ1A0(k
2
2) + igνϕA1(k

2
2)

(mBc +mJ/ψ)−
ik2ν

mBc +mJ/ψ
(p+ k1)ϕA2(k

2
2)− 2imJ/ψ

k2νk2ϕ
k22

A3(k
2
2)

+2i
k2νk2ϕ
k22

mJ/ψA4(k
2
2)
)
(−gνβ1 + kν1k

β1
1

m2
J/ψ

)(−gα1β +
kα1
3 kβ3
mD∗

)pµ2ε
∗ν1(p2)ε

∗n(p1)

{ ifDsgDsD∗K∗kα3 k
ϕ
2 εmnαβp

m
1

(k21 −m2
J/ψ)(k

2
3 −m2

D∗)(k22 −m2
Ds

)
+

mD∗
s
fD∗

s
gD∗

sD
∗K∗(−gϕm +

kϕ2 k
m
2

mD∗
s

)

(k21 −m2
J/ψ)(k

2
2 −m2

D∗
s
)(k23 −m2

D∗)

εµν1α1β1(ik2ngam − ik2agnm − ik3mgna + ik3ngβm − ip1βgnm + ip1mgnβ)
}
,

MTηcD∗ =

∫
d4k3

(2π)4

(m2
Bc

−m2
ηc

k22
k2ρF0(k

2
2) + (p + k1 −

m2
Bc

−m2
ηc

k22
k2)ρF1(k

2
2)
)
ε∗µ(p2)ε

∗n(p1)

gTηcD∗
F2(k

2
3)(−gβµ +

kβ3 k
µ
3

m2
D∗

)
{ −gDsD∗K∗εmnαβp

m
1 k

α
3 k

ρ
2ifDs

(k21 −m2
ηc
) (k22 −m2

Ds
) (k23 −m2

D∗)
(k2βgnm − k2ngβm

−k3ngmβ + p1βgnm − p1mgnβ) +
imD∗

s
fD∗

s
gD∗

sD
∗K∗(−gρm +

kρ2k
m
2

mD∗
s

)

(k21 −m2
J/ψ) (k

2
2 −m2

D∗

s
) (k23 −m2

D∗)

}
. (19)

In addition, to remove the ultraviolet divergence of amplitudes, we introduce form factor F2(k
2
3) [53]

F2(k
2
3) = (

m2
D∗ − Λ2

D∗

k23 − Λ2
D∗

)2, (20)
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(A)

Bc
D

(∗)
(s)

J/ψ/ηc

J/ψ/ηc

D
(∗)
(s)

Bc

(D)

Bc(p)

D(∗)(k2)

J/ψ(ηc)(k1)

K∗(p1)

TJ/ψ(ηc)D∗(p2)

D∗(k3)
TJ/ψ(ηc)D∗

D∗(k)

ηc(J/ψ)(p− k)

TJ/ψ(ηc)D∗

(C)

(B)

FIG. 1: The internal W-emission(A) and external W-emission diagram(B) represent the weak processes of

triply charmed four-quark production from Bc meson. Diagrams(C,D) are the self-energy and production

triangle process of the triply charmed four-quark molecules TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ respectively.

where mD∗ and k3 denote the mass and momentum of the exchanged meson D∗ in the triangle

diagrams. The cutoff parameter ΛD∗ = mD∗ + αm (with αm ≈0.4)[46] is used to suppress the

contribution of hadrons at short distances.

2. Decay of four-quark molecular states JP = 1+

Using the effective Lagrangian approach, the decay processes of triply charmed four-quark states

can be easily deduced, their diagram are shown in Fig. 2. In addition to the ordinary two-body

decays, we also study the possible three-body decays, whose diagrams are shown in Fig. 2(c′-f ′).

In the work, we discuss the contribution of three-body decays under one-loop level. The decay

amplitudes M′ of the four-quark molecular states TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ are given as follows,

M′a
′

TηcD∗→J/ψD

=

∫
d4k3

(2π)4
gηcD∗DgTηcD∗

gJ/ψD∗D∗

(−gmµ + km3 k
µ
2

m2
D∗

)(−gnρ + kn2 k
ρ
2

m2
D∗

)ερ(p)ε
∗a(p1)

−(k21 −m2
ηc
) (k22 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D∗)

F2(k
2
3)

(k1 + p2)µ(−ik3ngam + ik3agmn − ik2mgan − ik2ngma + ip1agnm − ip1mgna),

M′b
′

TJ/ψD∗→J/ψD
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(a′)

D∗(p23)ηc(k1) π(p2)

D(∗)(k3)

(e′)

D∗(k2)

TηcD∗(p)

ηc(p1)

D(p3)

D∗
π

D(∗)

(f ′)

D∗

TJ/ψD∗

J/ψ

ηc/J/ψ

D
J/ψ

π

D

(d′)
D∗

TJ/ψD∗

ηc(p1)

π(p2)

D(p3)

(c′)
D∗(p23)

TηcD∗(p)

ηc(k1)

D∗(k3)

D∗(k2)

TηcD∗(p)

D(p2)

J/ψ(p1)

J/ψ

D(∗)

(b′)

D∗

TJ/ψD∗

D

ηc/J/ψ

FIG. 2: Diagrams(a,b) represent two-body decays of the triply charmed four-quark molecular states TηcD∗

and TJ/ψD∗ . While Diagrams(a′, b′) and (c′, d′) picture tree level and one-loop level three-body decays of

the triply charmed four-quark states(TηcD∗ and TJ/ψD∗) respectively.

=

∫
d4k3

(2π)4
gTJ/ψD∗

{
gD∗D∗J/ψgJ/ψD∗D

(−gβm +
kβ3 k

m
3

m2
D∗

)(−gξn + kn2 k
ξ
2

m2
D∗

)(−gρν + kρ1k
ν
1

m2
J/ψ

)

(k21 −m2
J/ψ) (k

2
2 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D)

(−k3ngam + k3agmn − k2mgan + k2ngma + p1agnm − p1mgna)F2(k
2
3)

εµναβεγσρξε
σ(p)ε∗a(p1)k

µ
1 k

α
3 p

γ + gηcD∗DgJ/ψDDε
∗ν(p1)F2(k

2
3)

(−gβξ + kβ2 k
ξ
2

mν∗
)(−gµρ + kµ1 k

ρ
1

m2
J/ψ

)

(k21 −m2
J/ψ) (k

2
2 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D)
pµ1k

α
2 ε

σ(p)εγσρξεµναβ(k3 − p2)µp
γ
}
,

M′c
TJ/ψD∗→ηcD∗

=

∫
d4k3

(2π)4
gTJ/ψD∗

{
gηcD∗DgJ/ψDD

(−gµρ + kµ2 k
p
2

m2
D∗

)(−ipσ)εσναρ(−gαγ + kα1 k
γ
1

m2
J/ψ

)

(k21 −m2
J/ψ) (k

2
2 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D)

F2(k
2
3)

(p2 + k3)µk
m
1 p

n
1ε
ν(p)εmAxεnξmγε

∗ξ(p2) + gηcD∗D∗gJ/ψD∗Dε
∗n(p1)F2(k

2
3)

(−gaξ + k3ak3ξ
m2
D∗

)(−gσβ +
k2βk2σ
m2
D∗

)(−gρm +
k1ρk1m
m2
J/ψ

)

i(k21 −m2
J/ψ) (k

2
2 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D)

εµναβεγξρσpγk3γk2α

(−k1ngam + ka1g
m
n + km3 g

a
n − k3ng

am + pa2g
m
n − pm2 g

a
n)
}
,

M′c
′+e′

TηcD∗→ηcDπ

= gTηcD∗
gD∗Dπ

εµ(p)
(
−gµν +

(P23)µP23ν

m2
D∗

)
(p2 − p3)

ν

(
p223 −m2

D∗

) +

∫
d4k3

(2π)4
gTηcD∗

{
g2ηcD∗D∗gD∗Dπεn(p)F2(k

2
3)

(−gµν + pν23p
µ
23

m2
D∗

)(−gmn + km2 k
n
2

m2
D∗

)

i(k21 −m2
ηc
) (k22 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D)

(p2 − p3)ν(k1 − k3)µ)(k3 − p1)m + g2ηcD∗DgD∗Dπεσ(p)εξnmγk
ξ
2k
m
3
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(p2 − p3)ρF2(k
2
3)εµναβk

µ
3 p

α
23

(−gσn +
kσ2 k

n
2

m2
D∗

)(−gνγ + kν3k
γ
3

m2
D∗

)(−gβρ + pβ23p
ρ
23

m2
D∗

)

(k21 −m2
ηc
) (k22 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D∗)

}
,

M′d
′+f ′

TJ/ψD∗→J/ψDπ

= gTJ/ψD∗
gD∗Dπ

εµναβεν(p)ε
∗
α(p1)(−gβm +

P23β
P23m

m2
D∗

)pµ(p2 − p3)
m

(
p223 −m2

D∗

)

+

∫
d4k3

(2π)4
gTJ/ψD∗

{
gJ/ψD∗D∗gηcD∗D∗gD∗Dπεαβρσp

αεβ(p)ε∗a(p1)(−gρµ +
kρ1k

µ
1

m2
J/ψ

)

(p2 − p3)νF2(k
2
3)(−gσn +

kσ2 k
n
2

m2
D∗

)
(−gγν + pγ23p

ν
23

m2
D∗

)(−gmξ + km3 k
ξ
3

m2
D∗

)

i(k21 −m2
J/ψ)(k

2
2 −m2

D∗)(k23 −m2
D∗)

(k3ngam − k3agmn + k2mgan + k2ngma − p1agnm + p1mgna)((p1 + k3)γgξµ

−(p1 + k3)ξgγµ − k3µgξγ + k3γgξµ − p1ξgγµ − p1µgγξ) + gJ/ψD∗D∗gηcD∗D∗

gD∗Dπεαβρσεnamµεζξrγp
αεβ(p)ε∗a(p1)p

n
1k

m
2 ε

∗a(p1)k
ζ
1p
r
23(p2 − p3)νF2(k23)

(−gρξ + kρ1k
ξ
1

m2
J/ψ

)
(−gσµ + kσ2 k

ν
2

m2
D∗

)(−gγν + pγ23p
ν
23

m2
D∗

)

(k21 −m2
J/ψ)(k

2
2 −m2

D∗)(k23 −m2
D)

}
,

M′f
′

TJ/ψD∗→ηcDπ

=

∫
d4k3

(2π)4
gTJ/ψD∗

gD∗Dπ

{
gJ/ψD∗D∗gηcD∗D∗

iεξζρσε
ξ(p)pζ(−gρm +

kρ1k
m
1

m2
J/ψ

)

(k21 −m2
J/ψ) (k

2
2 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D∗)

(−gσβ +
kσ2 k

β
2

m2
D∗

)F2(k
2
3)((p1 + k3)ngam − (p1 + k3)agnm − k3mgna + k3ngam

−p1agnm − p1mgna)εµναβk
µ
3 k

α
2 (−gνa +

kν3k
a
3

m2
D∗

)(−gnγ + pn23p
γ
23

m2
D∗

)(p23 − p3)γ)

+gJ/ψDD∗gηcDD∗ερναβp
ρ
23k

α
1F2(k

2
3)(p2 − p3)γ(p1 + k3)µεmnξσε

n(p)pm

(−gγν + pγ23p
ν
23

m2
D∗

)(−gβξ + kβ1 k
ξ
1

m2
J/ψ

)(−gµσ +
kµ2 k

σ
2

m2
D∗

)

i(k21 −m2
J/ψ) (k

2
2 −m2

D∗) (k23 −m2
D)

}
,

(21)

the momentum definitions are drawn in Fig. 2, the momentum p23 = p2 + p3 and k3 is the mo-

mentum of exchanged particle. The partial decay width for the three-body process TJ/ψ(/ηc)D∗ →
J/ψ(/ηc)Dπ can be expressed as [54]:

dΓ =
1

(2π)3
1

32m3
T

|M′|2dm2
12dm

2
23. (22)

M′ denotes the decay amplitudes, m12 and m23 represent the invariant masses of final J/ψπ(/ηcπ)

and Dπ system, respectively.
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III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

The form factors in Eq. 15 and Eq. 16 can be parameterized on the physical region,

f(q2) = α1 + α2q
2 +

α3q
4

m2
Bc

− q2
,

where the fitted parameters α1,2,3 can be found in reference [55]. The decay constants, coupling

constants and Wilson coefficient a1 are collected into Tab. II, in which coupling constants gTηcD∗

and gTJ/ψD∗
between triply charmed four-quark state and their constituent can be obtained by

Eq. (6).

In the schemes of molecular states TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ , the production branching ratios from

Bc meson are shown in Tab. III, where we take cutoff parameter αm = 0.4 and binding energy

ǫ = 5, 10, 20 MeV. Besides, the decay widths are obtained in Tab. IV, in which the results not

provided are mainly forbidden by the effect of phase space. We can make several analyses based

on the results above.

• Generally, the production branching ratios under TηcD∗ molecular configuration are larger

than those with molecule TJ/ψD∗ . Specifically, the branching ratios of two Cabibbo-allowed

processes B+
c → K

∗0
T+
J/ψD∗ and B+

c → K∗+T 0
J/ψD∗ , can reach the order of 10−4.

Br(B+
c → K

∗0
T+
J/ψD∗) = 4.560 × 10−4, Br(B+

c → K∗+T 0
J/ψD∗) = 4.710 × 10−4,

Br(B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ηcD∗) = 1.016 × 10−6, Br(B+

c → K∗+T 0
ηcD∗) = 1.048 × 10−6. (23)

• We define two ratios R1 and R2 for the production processes,

R1 =
Γ(B+

c → K∗+T 0
ηcD∗)

Γ(B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ηcD∗

s
)
≈ 51.1, R2 =

Γ(B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ηcD∗)

Γ(B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ηcD∗

s
)
≈ 49.5, (24)

which are different from SU(3) symmetric prediction R1,2 = |Vcs|2/|Vcd|2 ≈ 19.9 in Eq. (9).

These indicate that the two processes encounter significant SU(3) flavor breaking effect.

• It should be noted that the leading order contribution of some three-body processes comes

from one-loop hadronic diagrams, such as processes T+
J/ψD∗ → D+ηcπ

0 and T+
J/ψD∗ →

D0ηcπ
+, the calculations begin with triangle diagram as Fig. 2.c′.

• Summing up all possible two-body and three-body processes, we derive total decay width of

the triply charmed four-quark state,

Γ(T+
ηcD∗) = 6.8MeV, Γ(T+

J/ψD∗) = 0.16MeV, (25)

here the cutoff parameter α = 0.25 GeV, and the binding energy ǫ = 5 MeV.
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TABLE II: The input parameters including decay constants, coupling constants and Wilson coefficient. [52,

56, 57]

fD = 0.130GeV, fDs = 0.216GeV, fD∗ = 0.130GeV, fD∗

s
= 0.216GeV, a1 = 1.07,

a2 = −0.017, gK∗D∗D = 4.27, gD∗D∗J/ψ = 2.298, gD∗D∗K∗ = −2.298,

gD∗+D0π+ = 16.818, gD∗0D0π0 = 11.688, gηcDD∗ = −9.543, gηcDD∗ = −9.543,

gJ/ψD∗D = −7.07, gD∗D∗ηc = −7.07, gTJ/ψD∗
= 1.223, gTηcD∗

= 16.065

TABLE III: The production branching ratio (×10−5) of triply charmed four-quark states with binding

energy ǫ = 5, 10, 20MeV .

J/ψD(∗) branching ratio (×10−5)
ηcD

∗ branching ratio (×10−5)

ǫ = 5 ǫ = 10 ǫ = 20 ǫ = 5 ǫ = 10 ǫ = 20

B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ηcD∗ 4.678 6.282 10.161 B+

c → K
∗0
T+
J/ψD∗ 0.145 0.243 0.456

→ K∗+T 0
ηcD∗ 4.829 7.046 10.475 → K∗+T 0

J/ψD∗ 0.149 0.251 0.471

→ K∗0T+
ηcD∗

s
0.093 0.137 0.205 → K∗0T+

J/ψD∗

s
0.003 0.005 0.010

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In the article, we discuss the production of four-quark molecular states TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗

through Bc meson decays, as well as their two-body and three-body decays. Starting from SU(3)

symmetric phenomenological analysis, we primarily choose several golden channels for the pro-

duction and decay of these four-quark molecular states. Immediately after using the effective

TABLE IV: The partial decay widths (in units of MeV ) for the two-body and three-body decays of four-

quark molecular states TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ .

process
widths /MeV

process
widths /MeV

ǫ = 5 ǫ = 10 ǫ = 20 ǫ = 5 ǫ = 10 ǫ = 20

T+
ηcD∗ → J/ψD+ 3.491 4.385 4.093 T 0

ηcD∗ → J/ψD0 3.621 4.583 4.477

→ D+ηcπ
0 0.998 − − → D0ηcπ

0 0.964 − −

→ D0ηcπ
+ 2.290 − − T+

ηcD∗

s
→ J/ψD+

s 2.293 3.757 3.854

T+
J/ψD∗

→ J/ψD+ 0.070 0.122 0.238 T 0
J/ψD∗ → J/ψD0 0.070 0.123 0.239

→ ηcD
∗+ 0.045 0.076 0.141 → ηcD

∗0 0.045 0.077 0.142

→ D+J/ψπ0 0.015 − − → D0J/ψπ0 0.019 − −

→ D0J/ψπ+ 0.025 − − → D0ηcπ
0 1.8× 10−43.2× 10−46.5× 10−4

→ D+ηcπ
0 1.9× 10−43.5× 10−47.0× 10−4T+

J/ψD∗

s
→ J/ψD+

s 0.076 0.136 0.267

→ D0ηcπ
+ 2.4× 10−44.3× 10−48.6× 10−4 → ηcD

∗
s
+ 0.047 0.083 0.163
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Lagrangian approach, the exhaustive decay widths and production branching ratios are shown up,

based on the effective Lagrangian approach. The branching ratio increases with the cutoff param-

eter α and binding energy ǫ, which can reach the order of 10−4 for the molecular configuration

TηcD∗ . Besides, it shows that the decay widths are not significant, which both at order of MeV

regarding to strong decay of the two molecular configurations TηcD∗ and TJ/ψD∗ .
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Appendix A

The coupling constants g2TηcD∗
and g2TJ/ψD∗

can be deduced as,

1

g2TηcD∗

=3

∫ 1

0
dα

∫ ∞

0
dβ

β

16π2
∂2

∂p2

(−3Φ2(∆)

(1 + β)2
+

Λ2
TΦ

2(∆)

2m2
D∗

( 2

(−1− β)3
+

1

(1 + β)4
× p2

2Λ2
T

× (2(1− α)β − −2mD∗

mηc +mD∗

)2p2
)
− Λ4

TΦ
2(∆)

4m2
TηcD∗

mD∗
2

( 1

(1 + β)4
p4

4Λ4
T

× (4(α − 1)β

+ 2
−2mD∗

mηc +mD∗

)2 +
1

(−1− β)3
× p2

Λ2
T

))
,

1

g2TJ/ψD∗

= 3

∫ 1

0
dα

∫ ∞

0
dβ

β

16π2
∂2

∂p2

(−Λ4
T∆5

2m2
J/ψ

− 6p2

(−1− β)2
Φ2(∆) +

Λ2
T p

2∆1

m2
J/ψ

+
p2

m2
D∗m2

J/ψ

Λ4
T

4

(∆3 − 2∆4 +∆5) +
1

m2
D∗m2

J/ψ

(
Λ6
T∆6 − 2Λ6

T∆7 + 2Λ4
T

8
) + (

Λ2
T

2
∆1 − Λ2

T∆2 + p2)
2p2

m2
D∗

− p4∆5

m2
D∗m2

J/ψ

(
Λ4
T∆3 − 2Λ4

T∆4 + 2Λ2
T∆1p

2

4
)− 2

m2
J/ψ

(
Λ4
T∆5

4
+ p4 − Λ2

T∆2p
2)− 1

m2
D∗m2

J/ψ

(
Λ6
T∆6

4
− Λ4

T∆4p
2

2
+

Λ4
T∆5p

2

2
− Λ6

T∆7

4
) +

1

m2
D∗m2

J/ψ

(
Λ6
T∆6

8
− Λ4

T∆4p
2

2
+

Λ2
T∆1p

4

2
)
)
,

(A1)

with ∆ = −mD∗

mηc+mD∗
p2 + αβm2

D∗ + (1 − α)β(p2 −m2
ηc
) − 1

4

(2(1−α)β−
2mD∗

mηc+mD∗
)2

−1−β p2, we take ΛT = 1

GeV in the work.

∆′ = − mD∗

mJ/ψ +mD∗

2
p2 + αβm2

D∗ − (1− α)βp2 + (1− α)βm2
J/ψ +

[2(1 − α)β − −2mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
]2

4(1 + β)
p2,

∆1 =

(
2× (1− α)β + 2mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗

)2
Φ2(∆′)

2(−β − 1)4Λ2
T

,∆2 =

(
−4× (1− α)β − 4mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗

)
Φ2(∆′)

2(−β − 1)3Λ2
T

,

∆3 = Φ2(∆′)
(3(2(1 − α)β +

2mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)2

(−β − 1)5Λ2
T

+
p2(2(1 − α)β +

2mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)4

2(−β − 1)6Λ4
T

)
,
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∆4 = Φ2(∆′)
(3(4β(α − 1)− 4mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)

2(β + 1)4Λ2
T

+
p2(4(α − 1)β − 4mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)(2β(1 − α) + 2mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)2

2(−β − 1)5Λ4
T

)
,

∆5 = Φ2(∆′)
( (−4× (1− α)β − 4mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)

(−β − 1)3Λ2
T

+
p2(−4× (1− α)β − 4mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)

2(β + 1)4Λ4
T

)
,

∆6 = Φ2(∆′)
( 3

(−β − 1)4Λ2
T

+
2p2(−4× (1− α)β − 4mV1

mJ/ψ+mV1
)2

(−β − 1)5Λ4
T

+
p2(2× (1 − α)β +

2mV1
mJ/ψ+mV1

)2

(−β − 1)5Λ4
T

,

+
3p4(4× (α− 1)β − 4mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)2(2 × (1− α)β + 2mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)2

8(β + 1)6Λ6
T

)
,

∆7 = Φ2(∆′)
(12p2αβ − 12p2β − 12p2

mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)

(β + 1)4Λ4
T

+
3p4((α− 1)β − mD∗

mJ/ψ+mD∗
)3

2(−β − 1)5Λ6
T

)
. (A2)

The fully production and decay channels about four-quark states directly are collected into Tab.V

and Tab.VI. In addition, The complete relations between different production processes are listed,

Γ(B+
c → ρ0T+

J/ψD∗) =
1

2
Γ(B+

c → ρ+T 0
J/ψD∗) =

1

2
Γ(B+

c → K
∗0
T+
J/ψD∗

s
),

Γ(B+
c → K∗+T 0

J/ψD∗) = Γ(B+
c → K∗0T+

J/ψD∗) = Γ(B+
c → φT+

J/ψD∗
s
),

Γ(B+
c → ρ0T+

ηcD∗) =
1

2
Γ(B+

c → ρ+T 0
ηcD∗) =

1

2
Γ(B+

c → K
∗0
T+
ηcD∗

s
),

Γ(B+
c → K∗+T 0

ηcD∗) = Γ(B+
c → K∗0T+

ηcD∗) = Γ(B+
c → φT+

ηcD∗
s
). (A3)

The relations between different decay channels are given as,

Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → ηcD

∗0) = Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → ηcD

∗+) = Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ ηcD

∗+
s ),

Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → J/ψD0) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗ → J/ψD+) = Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ J/ψD+

s ),

Γ(T 0
ηcD∗0 → J/ψD0) = Γ(T+

ηcD∗0 → J/ψD+) = Γ(T+
ηcD∗

s
→ ηcD

∗+
s ),

Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+J/ψπ−) = Γ(T 0

J/ψD∗ → D+
s J/ψK

−) = Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D0J/ψπ+)

= Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D+

s J/ψK
0
) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
s
→ D0J/ψK+) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
s
→ D+J/ψK0)

= 2Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0J/ψπ0) = 2Γ(T+

J/ψD∗ → D+J/ψπ0) = 6Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0J/ψηq)

= 6Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D+J/ψηq) =

3

2
Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
s
→ D+

s J/ψηq), Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+ηcπ

−)

= Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+

s ηcK
−) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗ → D0ηcπ
+) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗ → D+
s ηcK

0
)

= Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ D0ηcK

+) = Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ D+ηcK

0) = 2Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0ηcπ

0)

= 2Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D+ηcπ

0) = 6Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0ηcηq) = 6Γ(T+

J/ψD∗ → D+ηcηq)

=
3

2
Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
s
→ D+

s ηcηq), Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+ηcπ

−) = Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+

s ηcK
−)

= Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D0ηcπ

+) = Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D+

s ηcK
0
) = Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
s
→ D0ηcK

+)

= Γ(T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ D+ηcK

0) = 2Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0ηcπ

0) = 2Γ(T+
J/ψD∗ → D+ηcπ

0)

= 6Γ(T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0ηcηq) = 6Γ(T+

J/ψD∗ → D+ηcηq) =
3

2
Γ(T+

J/ψD∗
s
→ D+

s ηcηq). (A4)
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TABLE V: The productions of the triply charmed four-quark molecular states Tccc̄q̄ from Bc meson. Tccc̄q̄

can be molecule TηcD∗ and TJ/ψD∗ .

channel amplitude channel amplitude

B+
c → ρ0T+

ccc̄d̄

−a1V
∗

cd√
2

B+
c → K∗+T 0

ccc̄ū a1V
∗
cs

B+
c → K

∗0
T+
ccc̄d̄

a1V
∗
cs B+

c → K
∗0
T+
ccc̄s̄ a1V

∗
cd

B+
c → ρ+T 0

ccc̄ū a1V
∗
cd B+

c → φT+
ccc̄s̄ a1V

∗
cs

TABLE VI: Two-body and three-body decay processes of TJ/ψD∗ and TηcD∗ .

channel amplitude channel amplitude channel amplitude

T 0
J/ψD∗ → J/ψD0 b1

3 T+
J/ψD∗

→ J/ψD+ b1
3 T+

J/ψD∗

s
→ J/ψD+

s
b1
3

T 0
J/ψD∗ → ηcD

∗0 b2
3 T+

J/ψD∗
→ ηcD

∗+ b2
3 T+

J/ψD∗

s
→ ηcD

∗+
s

b2
3

T 0
ηcD∗ → J/ψD0 b′1

3 T+
ηcD∗ → J/ψD+ b′1

3 T+
ηcD∗

s
→ J/ψD+

s
b′1
3

T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0J/ψπ0 c1√

2
T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0J/ψηq

c1√
6

T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+J/ψπ− c1

T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+

s J/ψK
− c1 T+

J/ψD∗ → D0J/ψπ+ c1 T+
J/ψD∗ → D+J/ψπ0 − c1√

2

T+
J/ψD∗ → D+J/ψηq

c1√
6

T+
J/ψD∗ → D+

s J/ψK
0

c1 T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ D0J/ψK+ c1

T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ D+J/ψK0 c1 T+

J/ψD∗

s
→ D+

s J/ψηq −
√

2
3c1 T 0

J/ψD∗ → D0ηcπ
0 c2√

2

T 0
J/ψD∗ → D0ηcηq

c2√
6

T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+ηcπ

− c2 T 0
J/ψD∗ → D+

s ηcK
− c2

T+
J/ψD∗

→ D0ηcπ
+ c2 T+

J/ψD∗
→ D+ηcπ

0 − c2√
2

T+
J/ψD∗

→ D+ηcηq
c2√
6

T+
J/ψD∗

→ D+
s ηcK

0
c2 T+

J/ψD∗

s
→ D0ηcK

+ c2 T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ D+ηcK

0 c2

T+
J/ψD∗

s
→ D+

s ηcηq −
√

2
3c2

T 0
ηcD∗

s
→ D0ηcηq

c′1√
6

T 0
ηcD∗ → D+ηcπ

− c′1 T 0
ηcD∗ → D+

s ηcK
− c′1

T+
ηcD∗ → D0ηcπ

+ c′1 T+
ηcD∗ → D+ηcπ

0 − c′1√
2

T+
ηcD∗ → D+ηcηq

c′1√
6

T+
ηcD∗ → D+

s ηcK
0

c′1 T+
ηcD∗

s
→ D0ηcK

+ c′1 T+
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