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ABSTRACT: By combining the effective Lagrangian and Bethe-Salpeter framework, we
studied the mass spectra, wave functions, and strong decay widths of the two pentaquark
states Pé)v (4440)* and Pé)v (4457)* reported by LHCD in 2019. We calculate the one-boson-
exchange interaction kernel of D*Y. in the isospin—% configuration. Then we present the
Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) and wave functions for the bound states of a vector meson
and a % baryon with J* = %_ and %_. By solving the BSE we obtain 2 bound states for
both 1~ and 2" spin-parity configuration, and the mass results favor the (2)~ and (3)~
configuration for the qu}v (4440) and Pziv (4457). Combining the effective Lagrangians and
the obtained BS wave functions, we further calculate the strong decay channels D(*)OAQF,
J/¥(ne)p, and DEE*) for the two prv states. In the favored %7 and %7 configuration, the
obtained total widths are 34.8 MeV and 2.2 MeV for PJJV (4440) and Pé,V (4457), respectively,
which are substantially consistent with the LHCb data. The obtained decay widths suggest
that D*YA} and DY, are the dominant decay channels to detect Pé)v (4440) and Péjv (4457).
Taking into account both the mass spectra and decay widths, our results favor the inter-
pretation of Pliv (4440) and Pé)v (4457) as the isospin-1 [D*%.] molecular states with J”

configuration (3)~ and ()~ respectively.
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1 Introduction

The exotic pentaquark states are playing important roles in hadron physics. The LHCb col-
laboration first reported two exotic structures P.(4380)" and P.(4450)" in the J/vp mass
spectrum with high statistical significance in 2015 [1], which are interpreted as resonant
states having minimal valance quark content [ccuud]. The detected masses and widths are
4380430 MeV and 205488 MeV for P.(4380)", and are 4449.8+3.0 MeV and 39420 MeV
for the latter one, namely, P.(4450)T. The preferred J* assignments are of opposite parity,



with one state having spin % and the other % These two exotic charmonium-pentaquark

states attracted great attention in particle physics community and inspired lots of theoret-
ical researches.

In 2019 the LHCD collaboration further resolved the P.(4450)" into two different res-
onances P.(4440)% and P.(4457)" [2], and also identified a new P.(4312)" state, which
will be referred as Péjv(4440)+, bev(4457)+, and Pg(4312)+ respectively latter in this work
following the new naming scheme suggested by the LHCD in 2022 [3], where the superscript

1

N is used to denote the isotopic spin I = 5 and the subscript ¢ is used to represent the

hidden charm flavor. The measured mass and total width are respectively [2]

M[P)} (4440) "] = 4440.3 £ 1.37j1 MeV, I[P, (4440)%] = 20.6 + 4.97%;, MeV;
M[P)} (4457)%] = 4457.3 £ 0.6717 MeV, I[P} (4457)"] = 6.4 £ 2.07}{ MeV.

Although these two states have been discovered four several years, the inner structure,
spin-parity and decay poperties are still not clear. The proximity to the D*Y, threshold
of the two observed narrow peaks suggests that they may play an important role in the
dynamics of qujv (4440)" and Pif)v (4457)* states. The D*¥, molecular states picture is then
a natural interpretation to these two exotic particles. In a previous work [4], we studied the
mass spectra, inner interaction kernel and strong decay behaviors of the Pév (4312)" within
the D3, molecule picture based on the Bethe-Salpeter equation and effective Lagrangians.
This work aims to further investigate the mass spectra and strong decay widths of the
PY(4440)" and P (4457)" states.

The hidden charm molecular pentaquark states have been proposed before the exper-
imental confirmation [5-11]. After the LHCb discoveries, lots of literature explored these
newly observed pentaquark states from different aspects within different approaches, such
as refs. [12-29]. Although the properties of the two Pj)v T states are most likely to be the
D*Y.. molecules with |I,13) = |%, %> [12-18, 28, 29], the possibilities of the compact pen-
taquark states [30, 31] or kinematical effects [32, 33] still exist. On the other hand, within
the D*Y. molecule picture, there still exist ambiguities in spin-parity configuration, namely,
%_ or %_. The essence of these two pentaquark states is still an open problem.

Besides the mass spectrum, the strong decay properties also play important roles in
determining the nature of the pentaquark states. Several approaches are used to study
the decay properties of these pentaquark states [12, 17, 31, 34-39], including the effective
Lagrangian methods [12, 17|, the flavor-spin and heavy quark spin symmetry [31, 34], the
chiral constituent quark model [35], QCD sum rules [38, 39], etc. Most of the previous
studies are based on the nonrelativistic Schrodinger or Lippmann-Schwinger equation and
the results are dependent on several introduced free parameters, especially the cutoff value
in the form factors. These undetermined parameters weaken the prediction power of the
theories and bring ambiguity in interpreting the nature of the Pé)v *. More studies on the
decay behaviors of Pé)v * can be important and helpful to explore its inner structure and
dynamics. This work aims to calculate the strong decays of Pfﬂv (4440)* and Pqiv (4457)F
to J/vyp, DAL, n.p, D’AF, DY., and DX* channels. Notice that Pé}v(4457) may also
strong decay to Pliv (4312)m, however, this channel is estimated to be ~ 100keV [40].



In this work, we will calculate the strong decay widths of Pé)v (4440)* and Pév (4457)*
by combing the Bethe-Salpeter (BS) framework with the effective Lagrangians. First within
the heavy quark symmetry and the light quark chiral symmetry, we calculate the internel
interaction kernel for the D*Y, molecular states based on the one-boson exchange model.
Then by solving the corresponding Bethe-Salpeter euqation (BSE) to obtain the bound
states mass spectra and wave functions. Finally, by combining the BS wave functions
and the effective Lagrangians we calculate the main strong decay widths and then obtain
the total widths to compare with the experimental data. The Bethe-Salpeter equation is
a relativistic two-body bound state equation. The constructed BS wave functions only
depend on the good quantum number spin-parity and the Lorentz covariance. The BS
methods are successfully used to deal with mass spectra of the doubly heavy baryons [41,
42], producing the observed molecular pentaquarks[28] and the fully heavy tetraquark
Toogo states [43], and also the hadronic transitions and decays[44-49].

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduction, we start with the Bethe-
Salpeter equation for Plfjv as the molecular state of a vector meson and a baryon, including
the interaction kernel and the relevant Salpeter wave functions (Sect. 2), then we calculate
the strong decay widths of Pd]}v (4440)* and Pé)v (4457)" to the eight channels aforemen-
tioned (Sect.3). We finally present the numerical results, discussion and summaries in
Sect. 4.

2 bev as the D*Y, molecular state

In this section, we first review the Bethe-Salpeter equation for a bound state consisting of

a vector meson and a baryon. Then we calculate the pentaquark interaction kernel based

on the one-boson exchange. The BS wave functions of the J¥ = (3)~ and (3)~ PQZ])V states

will be constructed and solved numerically to prepare for the following strong decays.
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Fig. 1: Bethe-Salpeter equation of the molecular state consisting of a vector meson
and a spin—% baryon. The red letters denote the Lorentz indices. The blue letters
P, pi(k1), p2(k2) denote the momenta of the pentaquark, constituent meson and baryon,
respectively.



2.1 Bethe-Salpeter equation of a spin-1 meson and a spin—% baryon

The Bethe-Salpeter equation for the molecular state of a meson and a baryon is schemati-
cally depicted in Fig. 1, and can be expressed as

4
I (P,g,r) = / (;’;(—W%q)[su@)mﬂ,km)Dw(kl)J, (2.1)

where T'(P,q,r) denotes the effective vertex for the pentaquark, constituent meson and
baryon; the symbols P, ¢, and r represent the pentaquark total momentum, inner relative

momentum, and spin state respectively; the inner relative momentum ¢ and k are defined
as ¢ = agp1 — a1p2, k = agky — arks, with ay(g) = %, k1(2) denoting the momentum

of the constituent meson (baryon), and m ) is the corresponding mass; S(kz2) = lérimz is

the free Dirac propagator of the baryon; the effective propagator for a spin-1 constituent
meson reads

my

<_gﬁ'y + pfﬂgl )
DM (k1) =1

2.2)
pR— (

ki —my

Here we introduce the abbreviation z, = z — zpP for any four-vector x to represent the
corresponding spacelike variable with zp = x - P, P= % and M denoting the pentaquark

mass, then py, is implied. The (i€) should be implied in all the propagators.

In this work both the constituents D* and 3. contain a heavy charm quark, the ve-
locity of the relative motion would be small. The interaction kernel K (k,q) is assumed to
be instantaneous and is not dependent on the time component of the exchanged momen-
tum (k — q), namely, K(k,q) ~ K(k, — ¢q1). Throughout this work, this instantaneous
approximation is assumed for the pentaquark kernel.

The four-dimensional Bethe-Salpeter wave function is defined as

¢a(Q) = S(p2)rﬁ(Q)Dﬁa(pl)v (23)

where the dependence on P and r is omitted for simplicity. Under the instantaneous
approximation of interaction kernel K (k; — ¢, ), the integral over the time component of ¢
can be directly absorbed into the wave function by defining the Salpeter wave function as

polL) = i / ey (@). (2.4)

«
2m
where the convention factor (—i) is for later convenience.

By using the instataneous approximation and the Salpeter wave function, we can
reduce one-dimensional integral of the BS equation. Performing the contour integral over
gp on both sides of Eq. (2.3), we obtain the Salpeter equation (SE) for meson-baryon bound



state [28],

1 At (pa) A™(pa1)
= d r? 2.5
bolas) = 5o | g B @), @9)

where

PiiLaP1L

dap = (g + PLL20112 ) (26)
1

is the numenator of the vector propagator; w; = (m? —p?J_)l/2 (i = 1,2) denotes the

kinetic energy of the constituent meson and baryon respectively; the BS vertex I'?(q,) is
expressed by a three-dimensional integral of the defined Salpeter wave function,

P00 = [ SRR s — ) ) (27)

The projector operators A*(py ) are defined as

AE(p21) = = [L £ Ha(pai)] 0, (2.8)

~ N~

where the dimensionless operator Hy(p2, ) is the usual Dirac Hamiltonian divided by the

kinetic energy wo,

1
Hy(py,) = ” (P51 Yo + m2) " (2.9)

Using the projector operator, we can further define the positive and negative energy wave

functions as ¢t = A%, and we also have ¢ = ¢ + ¢ ~. The Salpeter equation above

can also be rewritten as the following type
1
Moo = (w1 + wo) Ha(pa1 ) pa + Q—Mdagfyol“ﬁ(qﬂ. (2.10)

The Salpeter Eq.(2.10) is in fact an eigenvalue equation about the Salpeter wave
function ¢, (g1 ), where the pentaquark mass M behaves as the eigenvalue. The three-
dimensional BSE, namely, Eq. (2.10), indicates that the mass of the pentaquark state con-
sists of two parts, the kinetic energy and the potential energy.

The normalization of the BS wave function is generally expressed as,

d4q d4 o
_l// (P 4, )aPO aﬁ(Pk Q)¢B<P,k,7”‘):2M5TF7

where the integral kernel in the normalization condition reads,
Tog(P,q, k) = (2m)*6* (k — @)™ (p2) D5 (p1) + iKap(P, k. q).

Notice in this work, under the instantaneous and on-shell approximation, the interaction



kernel has no dependence on P° and gp, namely, Ko5(P,k,q) ~ Kas(k, —q1). Then the
normalization would only involve the inverse of the two propagators. The inverse of the
vector propagator reads,

D_;(p1) = 9apD ™' (p1), (2.11)

where 928 = —g®f — pﬁp’ﬁ/w% and fulfills 19°‘Bdg,y = 45. Notice now there is no PO
dependence in the numerator of D®(p;). Inserting the inverse of the propagators, we
further obtain the normalization condition for the general Salpeter wave function,

d3q b — _
/(277)%3221}”9 Poalar, ™ (gL, ) = 2M6,. (2.12)

2.2 Interaction kernel based on the one-boson exchange

The Pifjv (4440)* and Péjv (4457)" are consistent with the D*Y, molecular state with isospin
|I,I3) = |%, —|—%> We will extract the interaction kernel by calculating the D*Y,. scattering
under the isospin symmetry,

(34 bl 1) (2.13)

Since the isospin eigenstate does not coincide with the flavor eigenstate, it is more conve-
nient to work in the uncoupled representation of isospin,

L0 =21 40y d by — L0y 3,0 = 2 (s D) — L sH D). (2.14)
V3 V3 V3 V3

In the molecular state scenario, the interaction between the two constituents ¥, and D*
can be realized by the one-boson exchange.

Different from the Pé)v (4312)T consisting of the DY, where the usual one-pion exchange
is not possible for the parity, we need to take into account the light (pseudo)scalar and
vector meson exchange. Considering the heavy quark spin-flavor symmetry,the heavy field
of D™ in the heavy quark limit can be represented by

HQ = (D*ar)/a + 1D75) 9

(2.15)

where D = (D°, D=, D;)T denotes anti-charmed heavy-light meson fields in flavor triplet,
and D** is the corresponding vector state; f_IQ = OH%VO denotes the usual conjunction
in Dirac space; and v denotes four-velocity of the anti-heavy-light meson.

Considering the heavy quark spin-flavor symmetry, hidden local symmetry and the light
quark chiral symmetry, the involved Lagrangian describing the anti-heavy-light meson and
one light meson reads [8, 50]

Ly = gs (HpoHg) + g (Hohvs Hg) — B (HavaQHp) — A (Hoo FagHp),  (2.16)

where (---) denotes taking the 4 x 4 Dirac trace; the light scalar meson is represented by



o. The axial vector current u, is defined as

o = 51 (€100 = 60€T) = =05+ (2.17)

with f = 132MeV denoting the pion decay constant, £ = exp(iX/f) and X representing
the 3 x 3 traceless hermitian matrix consisting of eight pseudoscalar meson fields,

. n + +
vnte 7 K
.

5= \%4-% KO (2.18)
_ =0 2
K K — 5"

The tensor field F,5(Q) is defined as Fo5 = (0aQp — 952%) with Q = (gv//v/2)V, where
the symbol V' denotes the 3 x 3 matrix consisting of the 9 light vector meson fields [8, 50]

01w .
(p\;% ) pt K+t

V= | p S g (2.19)
K*— K*O

¢

The symbols 5, A, and gs denote the corresponding coupling constants.

Considering the heavy quark symmetry, hidden local symmetry and chiral symmetry,
the effective Lagrangian of the heavy-light baryon and one light meson reads [8, 51-53]

Lg = S g1ie®" (SqupS,) + Bs (Savap®S®) +ils (SaF*PSg) + 15 (SaoS®) . (2.20)
where the symbol e#*®8 denotes the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor with e#®# =
—€vap and convention €V'?3 = 1; the abbreviation (---) denotes taking trace in the 3 x 3
flavor space. The single heavy baryon in spin doublet are incorporated into field as

1 *
So = — \f(’ya +v4)7°B + B, (2.21)
where B represents the 3 x 3 matrix for the systematic baryon sextet,
1 1=
Yt ﬁEj —2:’0+
B=|5xf ¥ 5B (2.22)
1 =+ 1 =00

0
ﬂ‘—‘c \/5‘—‘0 Qc

The conjugation defines as usual for the spinor field 5;”" = (S‘T”)Wo An asterisk on the
symbol denotes the corresponding spin—% baryon.

Using above relevant Lagrangian and based on the one-boson exchange, we calculate



the interaction kernel of D*¥, in isospin—% as
Ka(s) = K170 + K2(7a8s — V85a)5 - 7 + K3(Pads — Pasa) + Kigags, (2.23)

where the spacelike s = (k| — ¢ ) represents the the exchanged momentum in the inner
interaction of one-boson exchange, and § = s/v/ —s?;

K; = F*(s*)Mp.V; (2.24)

with i = 1,--- ,4 and F(s?) denoting an introduced regulator function in the heavy hadron
(D* or ¥, here) vertex; and V; behaves

Lggi o
‘/1 e gﬁs (6_Dﬂ- — Dn),

Lgg » 1 2 2
Vo =-2-5%(6D; — D,) + =A\sgi,s° (4D, — 2D,,),

3 /2 ( n) + 3 Msgvs (4D, ) (2.25)
V3 = /BS/\SQIQ/(2D,0 - Dw)y

 lggq 5 1 2

Vi = _gﬁtg (6D7r - Dn) +2g5lsDy + QIBIBSQV(2DP - Dw)a

where D, = (s? — m%)_1 denotes the propagator of the inter-mediator n meson, and then

Dy, D,, D, and D, are implied.

It is clear that when the exchanged momentum (—s?) — oo, the obtained Vi(2,4)
does not converge to 0, which is caused by the derivative item in Lagrangians. To obtain
the stable bound state, it is necessary to introduce a regulator function to suppress the
contribution from high momentum. There is no general method to choose the regulator
functions. In this work, we use the following simple propagator-type regulator function,
namely,

mi

2 27

F(sg) -
A

(2.26)
where my is an introduced cutoff parameter to characterize the regulator function. In
this work, mp is the only free parameter and will be determined by fitting bound state
mass to the experimental data, which is found to be mp = 0.915 GeV for Pd]JV (4440)* and
PJ)V (4457). In the limit s> — 0, the heavy hadron is seen by the inter-mediator mesons as
a point-like particle, and hence the regular function is normalized to 1. The cutoff value
my is usually believed to be much larger than the typical energy scale \/2ue ~ 0.05 GeV
for Pé)v(4440)Jr and ~ 0.007 GeV for sz)v(4457), where p = M52 is the reduced mass of
the two-hadron system and € = (mj + mgo — M) denotes the bound energy [17, 54]. Our
determined cutoff value is consistent with this universal estimation. The obtained K; for
isospin—% are displayed graphically in Fig. 3. We have also tried another regulator function
exp(s? /m%)7 and the obtained mass spectra and decay rates keep consistent with those
under the propagator-type one used here.



2.3 Salpeter wave function for the J© = %7 and %7 pentaquark states

According to the spin-parity properties, and also considering the proper Lorentz structures,
the %7 Salpeter wave function formed by the J¥ = 1~ meson and %+ baryon can be written

as
©a(P,q1,r) = An(z)u(P,r), (2.27)

with
Ao = (91 + 92) (Yo — Pa) + (93 + 94#) Za, (2.28)
where we introduce a spacelike dimensionless variable x, = %% to simplify the expression;

u(P,r) represents the Dirac spinor with momentum P, and‘qs|pin state r; the radial wave
function ¢;(|¢]) (i = 1,---,4) just depends on |7| explicitly. It is clear to see that ¢y
corresponds to the S-wave component, go(3) corresponds to the P-wave components, and
g4 contributes to both the S and D partial waves (see ref. [41] for a detailed expression in
terms of the spherical harmonics Y;™).

Inserting Eq. (2.27) into Eq. (2.12), the normalization behaves as

d3 .
/ ﬁzwmaﬁ (W AaoAgty) = 2M6,y. (2.29)

Eliminating the polarization states and expand A, explicitly, we obtain the following nor-
malization

d3q,
/ W%l 2 (97 + 93) +00(94 — g1)* + 00(g3 + 92)°] =1

with og = m? /w?.

For two-body bound states with J* = %_, the Salpeter wave function can be expressed
as

C)Oa(P7 ql1, T) = Aaﬁ’YE)uB(Pa T)v (230)

where uf (P,r) is the Rarita-Schwinger spinor, and r = j:%, + % denotes the polarization
state; and

Aag(:v) = (hl + h2.¢) Gop + (hg + h4¢) (’}/a + pa)xg + i6a6]5a;(h5 + h6¢)’)/5 + (h7 + hg,’é) Talg,
(2.31)

where the radial wave function h;(|7’|) just depends on |7| explicitily. Both the Salpeter
wave functions constructed in Eq.(2.30) and Eq. (2.27) also fulfill the Lorentz condition
P, = 0.



For pentaquark states with J* = %7, the normalization is expressed as

d3q « —V 1
—/(271_;3210119 p (uffyg,Aa,/yoAg#%uﬁf) =2M,7, (2.32)

which can be further expanded explicitly as

d3q, 2w
/(%; 71[(00 +2)(h3 + h3 + h2 + h?)

— 00(2h1h7 + 2hohg + 2hshg — 2hghy — h2 — h3)
—2(1 = 00)(hahs — hihg) — 2(—h1hg + hohs — hshs — hahg — h2 — h2)] =1,

(2.33)

where the following completeness relation of the Rarita-Schwinger spinor [55] has been used,

o _ e 1 4 peqf — phye gpaph

(2.34)

Inserting the Salpeter wave function Eq. (2.27) for J¥ = %_ into the Salpeter equation
Eq. (2.10), eliminating the spinor, and then calculating the possible different traces, we
can obtain four coupled eigenvalue equations with the molecule mass M as the eigenvalue
and the radial wave functions g;_4 as the eigen functions (see Refs. [28, 41, 42] for details).
Solving the eigenvalue equations numerically, we obtain the corresponding mass spectra
and numerical wave functions, which are also graphically displayed in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5.

The BSE for J¥ = %_ pentaquark bound state can be solved similarly.

3 Strong decays of Pj)v with the BS wave function

In this section, we first present the relevant effective Lagrangian for szjv strong decays; then
we give the decay amplitude by using the BS wave function combining with the effective
Lagrangian; finally, the expressions of the partial decay widths are presented in terms of
the relevant form factors.

3.1 Decay modes and involved Lagrangians

In this work, we interpret Pé)v (4440)* and Pg (4457)" as the molecular states PUIJV1 /o
qu)\g /2 consisting of D*Y. constituents, where the particular spin configuration are not
assumed. We will calculate the following eight decay channels, J/vyp, D**AF, n.p, DOAL,
D=yt DOyt D=3+ and DYS*F. According to the final products, we categorize the

main strong decay modes of qu}v as three ones: a pseudoscalar meson and a spin—% baryon

and

(P + B), a vector meson and a spin-3 baryon (V + B), and a pseudoscalar meson and a
spin-3 baryon (P + B*).

For the (V 4 B) decay mode, the mainly decay channels are J/v¢p and D*A.. The J/vp
channel can be realized by a D or D* exchange,while the D*A. channel can be realized
by a 7 or a p exchange. The (P + B) decay mode mainly contains the 7.p, D°A} and
DY, where the last one consists of the D°S} and D~XF+ two decay channels. For the

~10 -



(P + B*) decay mode, the main strong decay channel is DX* which can be realized by a
7 or p exchange. The involved interactions for mesons are similar with (P + B) type, and
the extra ones for baryons are X.3%7 with BB*P type and ¥.X%p with BB*V type.

The interactions listed above can be represented by the corresponding effective La-
grangians under the hadronic level. The J/v(n.)p decay channels involve the interactions
of the doubly heavy mesons and the heavy-light mesons. The heavy-light charmed mesons
in S-wave can be represented by [50, 56, 57]

_ 14y

5 (D™Ya +1D7s), (3.1)

Hq
where D = (D° DT, D) denotes the fields of the corresponding pseudoscalar charmed
mesons, which behaves as a row vector in the light quark flavor space, and then D* is
implied. The anti-heavy-light meson doublet Hg has been presented in Eq. (2.15).

For doubly heavy mesons, the heavy quark flavor symmetry does not hold any longer,
while the heavy quark spin symmetry still holds. In the ground states, the charmonium
forms a doublet consisting of a pseudoscalar 7. and a vector .J/t, which can then be
represented by [58]

1+ 1-—

_ 144 . -
R = 9 (7/] 'Yoa"‘lnc'YE)) 5

(3.2)

where ¥® and 7, denotes the fields of the corresponding mesons. Noticed that here all the
hadron fields in above equations contain a extra factor of v/ Mg with My the corresponding

meson 1mass.

By assuming the invariance under independent rotations of the heavy quark spins, it
is possible to write down the effective coupling between the S-wave charmonia and the
heavy-light mesons as [59, 60]

Lpepe g = igrTr (RHQva0%Hg — RO“HgvaHg) + Hec, (3.3)

which is invariant under independent heavy quark spin symmetry; the coupling constant
gr has a dimension of (—%) Consequently, we obtain the following effective Lagrangians
describing the D™ D) coupling to J /1),

LD(*)D(*MN =+ gDDwiDaaDzN“
1 v )k
+ gDD*wmﬁaﬁu ﬁaDDﬁﬁuwl
1 s B (3.4)
— gD*Dwmﬁa HVBQDED8M¢J:
— 9+ D (0aDED* Y + 2D 05 D** " + D**D50,17),
where the relavent coupling constants are related to a single coupling gr, which is deter-

mined to be gr = \/My/(2Mp fy) by the VMD method with f, denoting the J/1 decay
constant [59]. It is also convenient to express the coupling constants in terms of the gp D
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as
2M,
9pDy = ’
DDy =

Mp. 1/2
9DD*y = 7MD 9D D>

Mp-\ /2
9p*Dy = <MD ) 9D D>
Mp+
9D*D*yp = 9 MiD 9D D+
The obtained lagrangians for coupling to 7. are
L peygt =+ 9Dy (OaDD**)nf
~ 9DD*n. i(D*aaaD)nI (3.6)
1
— 9p+by —M Py, Dj D 8,,770,

where the coupling constants behaves
1 (M, Mp.\""?
9DD*n. = 9 7M M 9DDy>
1 (M, Mp-\"?
9D*Dn. = 5 ( My M) ) 9D D> (3.7)

M, \*? Mp-
9D*D*n. = <M¢> FDQDDw’

In the lagrangian involved the charmonia, we have already divided a meson mass to keep
all the coupling constants dimensionless if neccessary, and now the all the meson fields
above are dimension 1.

The Lagrangians between anti-heavy-light D®*) meson and light pions can be obtained
by expanding the second term in Eq. (2.16)

Lpwspe = Jrgf)zD*in8 ED*a
¥ Gpespee ﬂﬂ”aawg)*auw;,

where the coupling constants are determined within the heavy quark and chiral symmetry
as

(S

| & [ &

9psD* = (MDMD*)

o=

9p*xD — (MD*MD)

29
9p*spr = R(D*ff)*>7,

(3.9)
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where the abbreviation R p.ip+ denotes the ratio of arithmetic mean to geometric mean
of the corresponding particle masses, namely

Mp.i + Mp-
R(peipry = — 22— (3.10)
2(Mpei Mp)2

Expanding the third and the fourth terms in Eq. (2.16), we obtain the Lagrangians between
anti-heavy-light D™*) meson and light vector mesons as

Lpvpe =— 9pypidaDTVED
+gp-vpe 0,059, V, D
— g,:—)vD*eo‘B“”aaDTagquZ
+ gD*VD*i(AraaD;;TV“D*ﬁ + szaﬁvab*ﬁ + D;Tv/gaa[)*ﬁ),

(3.11)

where the coupling constants are determined under the heavy quark limit as

9pvH = RipipyV2(Bgv),
9pvp = RipeipyV8(Agv), (312)
9pvi = Ripipny V8(Agv),

9D*vD* = M(D*TD*>\/§()\QV)7

where we also introduce another abbreviation to denote the mean value for mass

2M A Mp )

’ 3.13
Ma+ Mp ( )

Mgy =

the coefficient A, reads 4, = 13/AM (Dt b=y~ Notice that under the flavor SU(4) symmetry,
the coefficient A, would be 1 and here we obtain a small value of A, = 0.40.

Expanding the first item in Eq. (2.20), we obtain the effective lagrangians for single
heavy baryon and a light pseudoscalar meson as

Lpps = — gppx (iB1sXB)
+ BBy, ((BOXB* + B**0,XB)) (3.14)
— 9ppese ™ (03B, 0aSB;)

where (---) here denotes trace in the flavor space; the coupling constants are determined
under the heavy quark limit as

g1
9pps = (Mp + MB)?’
V391

2 [’
3 1 g
2

9gBB*Y =

9B*p*xy, = m f'

~13 -



Notice that the expressions of ggpy,; and gz« p«y, are dependent on the masses of the an-
nihilated and created baryons. Also notice that in a specific Lagrangian, there exists an
extra flavor factor since the trace in flavor space had not been explicitly completed.

The second and the third item in Eq. (2.20) show the effective lagrangians for the single
heavy baryon and a light vector meson,

Lppv = — gppy (B1aV*B)
—9BB*Vv <iB’7a’Y5(aaV5 - 8BVQ)BE>
+9ppv (1Bj1a75(0°V? = 9°V)B)
+gppev (1BLO°VF - 8BVQ)BE> ;

(3.15)

where the coupling constants are related to the chiral constants g and As by

V2
9BBV = ?(MB + MBg)gv s,

1
9BB*v = 9p*Bv = %QV/\Sa (3.16)
1
9pprv = ﬁgv)\S-

Notice here the coupling constants are general, and the dimensions are not consistent with
each other. A specific coupling constant will also depend on the specific lagrangian form,
the involved baryons’ masses, and the flavor factors of the involved vector mesons. We
will listed the specific lagrangians and dimensionless coupling constants involved when
calculating the relavent strong decay amplitudes.

The single-heavy baryon in flavor anti-triplet can be incorporated in the traceless 3 x 3

matrix as
0 A =f
A=|-AF 0 E|. (3.17)
-=F -=0 0
The effective lagrangian behaves [51, 53]
Lap = g4 (AugS®) 4+ A1y, (AF,,S5) + H.c.. (3.18)

Expanding above equation we obtain the following Lagrangians

Lap = — ganp (iAXy5 B 4 iBYysA)
— gasp (AO*EB) + BLO“SA)
+ gavs (AVay® B + BVoy®A)
— gavB-€"P" (105A0,V, B}, + 105 B0V, A)

(3.19)
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where the four coupling constants behaves

1
gASB = %(MA + MB)974,
gASB* = %
/- (3.20)
\/5 .
= Y2 (My + Mp) Mgy ),
JGAVB \@( A B)(Ar9v)
1
gAV B+ = \@M (Argv).
(AB)

The three pentaquark states Pé)v are all found in the J/vp channel and then the
Lagrangians for NY. interactions are also needed to calculate this decay width. The
nucleon N = (p,n)T forms a SU(2) doublet of the isospin, and the three X, baryons also
form a triplet representation of the isospin. Considering the isospin symmetry, the effective
Lagrangian between NX,D™) can be expressed as

LNECD(*) = gNECDiN75Zc(_i02) - Dt + gNECD*N’)/aZC(—iJQ) : DZT + H.c., (321)

where o9 denotes the usual second Pauli matrix, and the D™ here only denotes the dou-
blet (D(*)O, D(*)+) which also forms a fundamental representation of the isospin, and X,
represents the 1-2 sector in the symmetric baryon field matrix B, namely,

n++ Lyt
Se=1.° . ﬁoc : (3.22)
o5 =

Expanding above Lagrangian, we obtain

s 1 _ 1 _ _
Lygs, pe =— gns.Di <p752i+D” - EP%E;FDOT + EH%EJDH - n7522D0T>
* 1 _ * 1 _ * — *
— gNs.D* (ﬁv“ﬁi D - ﬁm"EiDCPT + —=ny S D - maZgDaoT) :

\/5
(3.23)

3.2 P = (V+B)

Pd])V as the D*Y. molecular state can strongly decay to a vector meson and a baryon by
exchanging either a vector meson or a pseudo-scalar meson. We first calculate the J/¢p
channel amplitude and then the similar channel D*A, will be given directly. bev [D*%,]
molecular state can decay to J/¥p by exchanging either a D or a D* virtual meson, and
the total amplitude is the sum of the two.

~15 —



p, P: 2
Fig. 2: Strong decay of qujv [D*X ] to the J/¢p by exchanging a virtual mediator D (left

panel) and D* (right panel). P, ki, ko, P, P, denote the momenta of Piv , constituent
meson, constituent baryon, the final J/v, and the final p respectively.

3.2.1 Pé}v — J/¥p by D exchange

The effective Lagrangians responsible for the DD*.J/v and pX.D interactions have been
given before, which read

1 )%
LDD*’@ZJ =+ QDD*qpﬁﬁaﬂWaaDDgauwl,
! . (3.24)
LﬁEcD = gNDZJBi (1575Ej+DH — ﬂp75ZjDOT> .

Given above Lagrangians, the amplitude foer)V (4440) — J/vp by exchanging one D can
be expressed by the BS wave vertex as

d'k ebim

A2 = —i3gND209DD*¢ﬁ2’Ys/(%)4[S(kz)lw(k,T)Dwﬁ(kl)]D(k:a)Mlpmei‘uk:am
(3.25)

where us is short for u(TQ)(Pg) with 7o representing the proton spin state; e is short for
ez‘m)(Pl) representing the polarization vector of the final J/¢ with P; denoting the J/1
momentum and r; = 0, -1 representing the 3 possible polarization states, which fulfills the
Lorentz condition e{'P;, = 0. The momentum of the exchanged virtual charmed meson
is denoted as k3 = (k1 — P1). We will use M; and M, to denote the masses of the final

meson and baryon (here J/1 and proton) respectively. To calculate this decay amplitude,
we strip off the triangle amplitude involved the integral over k as

6oz,BPlI/ d4]€
Thu(P.r) =i / (a1 ST, 1) D (k)] Dkt (3.26)

Then the decay amplitude by exchanging a D can be expressed as

Ai1,172 = Guel"uTinu(P,r). (3.27)
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where we also define a dimensionless constant

G11 = gNDS.IpD*y (3.28)

to denote the strong interaction strength for D*~XF — J/1p scattering by one D ex-
change.

Now the main task is to calculate the above triangle integral. To express the amplitude
by the Salpeter wave functions, we first perform a contour integral over kp. First we split
off the time component of all the items involved k,

1 1 1
D) =15 (kp—glﬂrie - k;p—q—ie>’ (3.29)
L At (kL) A~ (kL)
Slha) = (=) (kP — (¢ —ie i kp—(y + i€> (3.30)

D(ks) = i < ! ! ) , (3.31)

1 p—
2wy \kp — (5 +ie  kp—( —ie

where the six poles are defined as
Cli = - M £+ wy, C;E = 4asM F wa, C3i =F — oM + ws. (332)

Using above expression we obtain the following result,

dkp

[ SE18®T, (k) D)) Dk =

o (CLMAJr + azaAf) Yop3- (3.33)

1
2w3
where the two variables a1 and as behave

a1 = c1k11a + c3k13a + c5k154,

(3.34)
a2q = c2k120 + cak14a + ceki6a,
where k1; = k1(kp = kp;) with (i = 1,---6), and kp;s are defined as
kpi=C, kpo=(1, kps=C5, kpa=1(5, kps = (5, kpe = (5. (3.35)

Here we need to express k1 = a1 P + k. The coefficients ¢;s (i = 1,---6) are defined as

1
1
C3(4) = :FE2 T (ws + ws)’ (3.36)
M F (w1 + wy)

05(6) ==

[E1 + (w1 + w3)][E2 F (w2 + w3)]

Inserting above result of the contour integral, we can express 77 u(P,r) by the Salpeter
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wave function as

TY (P )_'eaﬁi /dkil( AT+ A—) (k ) (3 37)
1uldsr) =1 M, V5 (27T)3 2ws Gl A2¢, YopsirL). .

Now 77 has been expressed by the integral over the three-dimensional Salpeter wave
function ¢g. Inserting the Salpeter wave functions Eq.(2.27) for Pﬁﬂ into Eq. (3.37)
respectively, we can further simplified the amplitude 771, in terms of two form factors si1
and 12,

Tiia;1/2 = (5117 + Slgpa). (3.38)
where the following identities of the Levi-Civita symbol are used,
Ya€™? = 147779 = 7°¢7 + 4797 —47g7%). (3.39)
The amplitude Ay, /o then behaves as

Airajp = Greia (sha + staPa) w. (3.40)

Here we introduce a symbol s"m(o) to represent the strong decay form factor, where the
first subscript m(1,--- ,8) distinguishes the eight decay channels, namely, J/vp, D*A},
nep, DYAF, D=1+, DOSF D=+ and DY}, respectively; the superscript n is used
to denote the different exchanged particle, 1 for D(7), 2 for D*(p), and 4 for w exchange;
the third one o is used when the possible form factor number is more than one.

For Pj}\g /2 to J/1¢p channel by D exchange, the calculation process is quite similar and

the only difference is to make a replacement
TEu(P,r) — TP ug(P,r). (3.41)

Namely, the decay amplitude is expressed as
Av1;3/2 = Glle?*ﬂQTllaﬂUB(P; ), (3.42)

where the triangle amplitude is expressed by the integral of the Salpeter wave function as

vy _ePhv dk3 1 I _ ~
T\ uy(Pr) =1 7 V5 2r)7 205 (a1aA™ + aga A7) Yo Agyu? (P,r). (3.43)

After inserting the BS wave function Eq. (2.30) into above expression, we further express
T110p as the form factors,

Thiap = tiii€,app, + (ﬁzgaﬁ + tsvaPis + t%dsalsw) V5 (3.44)

where we used t”m(o) to denote the form factor for Pé}\é /2 decay with m,n, o representing the

. . n N
same meanings as those in Sm(o) for P W1/2°
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In the appendix A we collect the specific expressions of the two form factors in terms
of the Salpeter wave functions g;, g2, g3 and g4, and the numerical values can then be
calculated by performing the three-dimensional integral over k| numerically.

3.2.2 Pj}v — J/v¥p by D* exchange

The effective Lagrangian responsible for the J/vD*D* interaction is

Lpepey = — Gpr poyi(0a D5 D* 9P + 2D%05 D* Y 1P + D** D50,1),
- 1 (3.45)
Lps.p+ = — gNs.D* (PVaZiJFDZH - \/ﬁp’YaE:DZOO -

The invariant amplitude for Pﬁ o = J/¢p by exchanging one D* can be expressed by
the BS wave vertex as

4
(;17:;4[5(/{2)1“7%7 r) D" (k1) D" (k3)e™ apup(k1 +k3)?, - (3.46)

where the propagator of the exchanged D* meson behaves as

Ai2:1/2 =Gty /

Gy + kgyky /3

D, (k3) = 3.47
(k) = e (3.47)
with the propagator mass ms is Mp+; and
_ 1
Oaﬂup ==\ 9au98p — §L29ﬁugo¢p + 139a89up | 5 (348)

where we introduced 53 for later convenience, and obviously here 12 = 2 and 13 = 1. Also
as before we define the dimensionless constant

G2 = IND*S.9D*D*y) (3.49)

to denote the strong interaction strength for D*~ X+ — J/¢p scattering by one D* ex-
change. Again we can express the decay amplitude as

Ai,1/2 =Gra(ef) uTsqu(P, 1),

where we have stripped off the triangle integral over k as before by defining

d'k
(2m)*

Now we perform the contour integral over kp as usual and then obtain

Tizeu(P,r) = O(wup%/ [S (k2)Ts () DV (k)| DM (ks) (k1 + k3)P- (3.50)

Bk 1 _
Ti20w(P,7) = Oapuptv / ﬁfwg (agprJr +ab"PA )Wogpﬁ’ (3.51)
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where

a3uvp = Z iy (k3i) (k1i + ki),
i=1,3,5

(3.52)
A4pvp = Z cidyw (ki) (k1 + k3q),
i=2,4,6
where we used the notations
k3ink3iv
dy (ksi) = — g + L2 (3.53)
m3
ks; = k1; — Pr1. (3.54)

Notice that contribution of the momentum part in d,, will be suppressed when the ex-
changed particle is heavy. Now Ti2, has been expressed by the Salpeter wave function.
After performing the three-dimensional integral numerically, we obtain

Tisa = (51170 + $12Pa). (3.55)

For pr\g /2 J/¢p by exchanging D* meson, the decay amplitude is similar with that

for PN

01/2 and the only difference is to make replacement

Tio0u(P, 1) = Ti2ayu” (P, 1); (3.56)
and then replace the Salpeter wave function of Pﬁ /o o P% /20 namely,
Yo = Aqu(P, 1) = 9o = Aqyu’ (P, r) (3.57)
After performing the numerical integration, we express T2, by the form factors as

TlQaﬁ = t%lieaﬁppl + <t%2ga5 + t%g')/aplﬂ + t%4pap1/3) V5. (3.58)

Combing the two amplitudes from D and D* mediators together, we obtain the full
invariant amplitude for Pﬁ /2 J/1p decay by two form factors,

AP jo = T/16p] = An + Avs = €%z (51170 + 512P0 ) u. (3.59)
where s11 and s19 are related to the corresponding strong interaction constants and are

expressed as

s11 = G187, + G283y, (3.60)
S19 = Gus%z + G1gs%2.

The full amplitude for szp\g /2 J/1¢p is expressed by three form factors,

A[P%/g —J [p] =e1%us (itnﬁaﬁppl + 11290875 + t13151,8’7a75 + t1415a151,m5> u’, (3.61)
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where t1; (1 = 1,2,3,4) is related to the coupling constants by
t1; = Gllt%i + Glgt%i. (3.62)

In above equations, the specific expressions of s?; and s%, can be obtained by inserting the
Salpeter wave functions and performing the integral numerically. The specific expressions
are presented in the appendix A.

3.2.3 P — DAf

The decay channel for Pliv — D*OAY is quite similar with that of Pq/]}V — J/v¢p. The only
difference is the final vector meson .J/9 replaced by D*Y, the final proton baryon replaced
by the AT baryon, the propagator D and D* replaced by the m and p in the pseudoscalar
and vector exchange respectively. Then we can obtain the amplitude directly from the
J/¢p channel.

From Eq. (3.8) and Eq. (3.19) we obtain the relevant Lagrangians with 7 exchange as

Lpospe—r = —I—gD*oD*_TrMD - EO‘B“V&I?T—FDE*@LD;OT, (3.63)

_ At
LAjEz—JrW—-i-gAzrzzr-‘rﬂlAc YN,

where we have divided a Mp.o in the first lagrangian to keep the coupling constant dimen-
sionless; and the coupling constants now behaves

(3.64)

For the p exchange, the relevant Lagrangians have been given in Eq. (3.11) and Eq. (3.19),
which can be further expressed as
o g = i B = 0t tagB pr—p*0f o 4 fap*—Bg p*ot
LD*OD*_p —gD*oD*_pl(ﬁ 1% _Da D,B + 1% 8 Da Dﬁ + rpP D 8O‘D,3 ), (3 65)

_ At gt
Li+si+, == garsr+,Ae pay BT,

where the two coupling constants read

9p*0pr—p = R<D*0D*7>\/§(Agv),

V2 (3.66)
Iafsit, = E(MAZ' + MEg“Jr)()‘IgV)'

In this work we calculate all the decay widths under the isospin symmetry, then the con-
tributions from other Lagrangians, such as Lo« p-o, and L+, will be induced into the
final isospin factors.

Comparing the above Lagrangians with the ones in J/ip channel, we find the La-
grangians involved in the two decay modes share the same structure, and then we can
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directly express the strong decay amplitude for Piv to D**AF by the form factors as

A[Pq%/Q —>D*0Aj] = e]" s (821’Ya + 322Poz) U, (3.67)
A[P%/Q —)D*OAj] = e’fa{u (t21i€a,815151 + (tgggaﬁ + t23’yaP15 + t24pap15)’)/5> U, (3.68)
where the form factors so; (¢ = 1,2) and t9; (j = 1,2, 3,4) are defined as

S9; = G2135i + GQQS%Z', (3.69)
toj = Gglt%j + Gggtgj, (3.70)

where we define two dimensionless constants

G21 — gAg—Ej“'—ﬂ'gD*OD*_ﬂ"

G22 = Gptst+,9D-0Dp

to represent the strong interaction strength for D*~ X+ — D*0AT scattering by one pion
and one p exchange respectively.

The form factors sJ;, s3,, t%j, and t%j share exactly the same expressions with s}, s%,,

t ;» and t . of PI/]JV — J/1p decays, respectively, while the only difference is to change the

masses of ms, My, and My from Mp(Mp-), My, and M, to My(M,), Mp.o, and My,

respectively, namely,

1
S i = Sh[m;g — My, M; — MD*07M2 — MAj],

21

t2j = t%J[m;g — Mﬂ,Ml — MD*O,MQ — MAZ_]’ (3 71)
821—8%1[M1—>MD*,M2—)MAj,mgﬁMp,Lgﬁl,Lg—)Ar], '
t2j —t [Ml — MD*,MQ — MAi’m3 — Mp,LQ — 1,13 — Ar],

where s}, (i = 1,2) and t%j (j = 1,2,3,4) represent the contribution from pion exchange,
while 5%2- and t%j represent the contribution from p exchange.

3.3 P) = (P+B)

For the decay mode of Plf}V to a pesudoscalar meson and a baryon, namely, the (P + B)
decay mode, the main decay channels are 7.p, DA}, and DY.. The 7.p channel can be
realized by a D or D* exchange with P-wave barrier, while last two can be realized by the
7 or p exchange.

3.3.1 Pé;v — nep by D exchange

Different from the PJJV (4312)*[DX.] which can only decay to n.p by exchanging a D*,
de)v [D*Y.] can decay to 7.p t_hrough both the D and D* mode. From Eq. (3.6), the involved
effective Lagrangians for DD*n,. interaction reads

Lppey, = —igppen, DD**0anf, (3.72)
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and the lagrangian for pX.D interaction has been given in Eq. (3.24).

The corresponding Feynman diagram is similar with that for the decay to J/v¢p with
D* exchange. The decay amplitude for Pé)\i /2 7 NP behaves as

: N d*k : :
1A31;1/2 = itz (—ignpx, )75 / W[S(kﬁm(lﬁ T)D6~y<k1)]D(k3)(—19DD*17C)(1P16)- (3.73)
As usual, it is convenient to strip off the part involved the integral over k as

d*k
(2m)*

Performing the contour integral over kp, we can express T3 by the three-dimensional

Tsyu(P,r) = (ysPP) / [S (k)T (k, ) Dy (k1 )] D(k3).
Salpeter wave function

3
TauPr) = () [ G

1
ng (b1A+ + bQA_) YoPs; (3.74)

where

b1 = c1 + c3 + cs, (3.75)
ba = ca + ¢4 + cs. '

Inserting the Salpeter wave function Eq. (2.27) of Py /9, we obtain T3, expressed by one
form factor,

T31 = $3175. (3.76)
Finally, we obtain the amplitude for decay to n.p by form factor s} with a simple form
IA[PQZZ)\;/Q —)ncp(D)] = G31@28%75U(P, T’), (3.77)
where we define

G31 = 9gND3.9DD*n.

to denote the strong interaction strength for D*~XF+ — n.p by one D exchange.

For Pé\g 2 = ep by D exchange, the decay amplitude is expressed as
LA[P) /o = 1ep(D)] = GatiaTa1,u” (P, 7). (3.78)
where
3k 1
Ty1nuY (Pyr) = (5 P)) | 7o = (b1AT + byA ™) yo A u (P, 7). 3.79
o (o) = 0oP) [ G g (AT 4 A ) 0ds (Pr). (370)

Inserting the Salpeter wave function and calculating the three-dimensional integral, we
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obtain
Ty1, = tiPy,. (3.80)

3.3.2 prv — nep by D* exchange

The effective Lagrangian responsible for D* D*n, interaction behaves as

1 * Tk
while the lagrangians for pX T D* has been given in Eq. (3.24). The decay amplitude is

expressed as

) N . ) . dk ekaBuPy
APy o = nep(D")] = — iGsau2y /W[S(kg)ﬁ(k:, 7)Dgy (k1)] Dy (ks3) N (3.82)
where define the
to denote the strong interaction strength for D*~3F+ — n.p by one D* exchange.
This amplitude can be simplified as
i-A[Pwl/2 — ncp(D*)] = Gs2u(Po,19)T3ou( P, 1) (3.84)
by stripping off the integral over k
) d4k . , ekaBupPy
Typu = —i / i 1S () (.7 D ()LD (k) (3.85)

First notice the contraction with Levi-Civita symbol forces momentum part of the numer-
ator in propagator D, to be zero, namely,

k3yksy
d,uu(k?)) = —9w + ;;LQ - (*g/w)a (3'86)
3

Then above expression is further simplified as

eaBub d*k .
Toou =15 / 5y S ()T (k) Dy ()LD (3.87)
Now we perform the contour integral as usual over kp to express T' by the Salpeter wave
function
eBnP dSk‘L 1
Tsou(P,r) = i oA o™ : :
wu(Pr) =15 [ T (@10A” + a8 )05 (3.59)

where the expressions for aj, and ag, have been presented in Eq. (3.34); the Salpeter wave
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function behaves QOg[Pﬁﬂ] = Apgu(P,r). Inserting Eq.(2.28) and then performing the
three-dimensional integral, we can express T32 by one form factor as

T3y = s37s. (3.89)

For Pj}\g 2 = NeD the decay amplitude is quite similar, and we just need to make a

replacement
ngu(P, 7") — ngvuw(P, 7“). (3.90)
Namely,
.6aﬁ,uP1 d?’kJ_ 1 3
T32»},'UJ’Y = 171’)/” / W%(Q1QA+ + CLQQA )’}/OAﬁ,YU,Y, (391)

where the we have inserted the Salpeter wave function ¢g [Pﬁ, /2} = Ag,u"(P,r). Perform-
ing this integral, we obtain

Tyo, = t3P1,. (3.92)

Combining the amplitudes for D and D* exchange, we finally obtain

LA[P)] jo = 1ep] = satigysu(P,r), (3.93)
LA[P /oy — nep) = t3lia (Pla) u(P,r), (3.94)

where the form factors s3 and t3 behave

1 2
83 = G3183 + G3283,

(3.95)
ts = Gaits + Gsot3.

3.3.3 P) = DAf

The D°A} decay channel is almost the same compared with the 7.p channel, while the
only differences are 7. replaced by D°, p replaced by A}, and the propagators D and D*
replaced by the m and p in the pseudoscalar and vector exchange respectively. From the
Lagrangians in Eq. (3.8) and Eq. (3.11), we can rewrite the relevant effective Lagrangian

for DmD* and DpD* interactions as
LDOD*_ﬂ_ = —gDOD*_ﬂ.iaaDOTﬂ'D*_a,

By e ROt (396)
LDOD**p = +gDOD*—pM7DOaapﬁD‘u 8VD y
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where the coupling constants behave

9
9popr—r = (MpoMp.—) '

D=

9pop+—p = B(pop«—yMpo \/g()\gv).

The lagrangians for the baryon sector, namely, Af7(p)Xt" have been given in Eq. (3.63)
and Eq. (3.65). Also the contribution from other similar Lagrangians will be induced into
the isospin factor. Comparing the above Lagrangians with those of the n.p channel, we
can express the the amplitude for P, and PY, ., to DA} as

W1/2 13/2
iA[Pﬁ/Q — DPAJ] = sq@in (v5) u(P, 1), (3.97)
LA[P) ), = DOAS] = tatiaProu® (P, 1), (3.98)

where the two form factors are expressed as

1 2
s4 = G155 + Gaasy,

(3.99)
ty = G41t41l + G42ti,

and we define two dimensionless constants

Ga1 = gpnpIp+sttas

Ga2 = 9popDe—9at prt+

to denote the strong interaction strength for D*~XF+ — DUA} scattering by one 7 and
one p exchange respectively.

The form factors s} and ¢} denote the contribution from pion exchange, while s2 and #2
represent the contribution from p exchange for Pﬁ /2
be obtained from the results of Pg — nep channel by making the following replacements,

and pr\g /2 decays, respectively, which

si = s3[M1 = Mpo, My = M+, m3 = My],
ty = t3[My = Mpo, My = M+, m3 = My],
s = s3[My = D, My = My, m3 = M,],
t3 = 13[My = D, My = Myx,,,m3 = M,].

(3.100)

3.3.4 Pg — DY,

The P can decay to both D~Xf*+ and DY} channels. We will use DY, to denote the
sum of these two channels. We first consider the D~} * channel. Besides the contributions
from the 7 and p exchange, the w exchange can also contribute in this channel compared
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with D°AF channel. The involved Lagrangian for meson sector read

LDiD*iﬂ' = —|—gD7D*77riaaD7T7TD*7a,
eaBuv . L
Lp-p-p==9p-p+p 3= 0apsD, 0, D71, (3.101)
L N s D8, D"
D-D*—w = t9p-D*—w 77— 0aW )
w w MD— a%ps u v

where the coupling constants behaves
V2g

f )
9p-p+p = Rip-p-—yMp-2(Agv),

1
9p-p—7 = (Mp-Mp«-)2

9D-D*~w = 9D—D*—p-

The involved Lagrangian for baryon sector read

— s ++
Lij+2i+ﬂ - _g2j+2}j+ﬂlzc "}/57'['26 ’
= S+t oyt
Lstigi+, = —gstigit, B0 1ap™SdT, (3.102)
= - a4+
Li;‘!—_‘—zj_‘—w - _92j+2j+wzc ’yaw Ec 9

where the coupling constants read

1 9
Iyttetts = E<M2i+ + M2j+)7v

1
gEiJrEjer = g(MZérJr + MZZFJr)gV)‘Sv (3103)

Iytr+ytty = Iutt sHp

Again the contribution from other similar Lagrangian will be induced into the isospin
factor. From isospin analysis, the isospin factor behaves Cs = %

and for the w exchange the isospin factor is % It is clear to see from above Lagrangian

for m and p exchange,

that the p and w would make destructive interference in this decay.

Compared with the DA} channel, the difference in D~X 1+ channels are the replace-
ments of AJ by ST for 7 and p exchanges. Then the amplitude for P — D~¥}* can

be expressed as
lA[Pﬁ/Z — D_Z;H—] = Css5u2(vs)u(P,r),

R (3.104)
LA[P)S jy = D™E] = Cststia Prau® (P, ),
where the two form factors are
1
S5 = G51SL}) + G5QS§ — §G54S§,
(3.105)

1
ts = Gt + Gsot? — 5Gg,41t§,
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where % comes from the relative isospin factor aforementioned. As usual we also define

three dimensionless constants

Gs51 = gyttst+-9D- D>
Gs2 = gst+st+,9D- D
G54 = Gyt +wID- D ws
to denote the strong interaction strength for D*~X+* — D=3+ by one pion, one p and
one w exchange, respectively.
The form factors s}), t}) denote the form factors from pion exchange while s% and t%

from p exchange, and sg and té for w exchange for Pﬁ /2 and ij\g /2 decay, respectively,
which can be obtained by making the following replacements

[
t [Ml — Mp-, My — Mzerr,mg — Mﬁ];

, (3.106)
tg[Ml — MDf,MQ — MZC++,m3 — Mp];
sg[My — Mp-, My — Mg+, mg — M),
té t%[Ml—)MDf,M2—>MZj+,m3—>Mw].

s5 = s3[M1 — Mp-, My — Mg+, m3 — My],
2
2

1
3

s My — Mp-, My — My++,mg — M),
3

t2 =

From an isospin analysis, we can see that the decay amplitude for D°Y} channel is
just the same as that for D~X 7+ channel except that the isospin factor Cg for the former
one is % of the last one C5. And then within the isospin symmetry, the decay width for

P} to DS channel would be § of that for D~XF channel.

34 P) —(P+B)

Pqiv [D*Y.] can also decay to DY* channel with the final particles being a pseudoscalar

meson and a % baryon, which can be realized by one 7, p or w exchange. The isospin

factor for Pév — DY* is exactly the same as that for DY, channel, namely, C7[D~ X5t +] =
V2Cs[D°E3F] = Cs.
3.4.1 prv — DY by pion exchange

We first consider the D™¥*™+ channel and then the result for DY} channel can be
obtained by isospin factor directly. The effective Lagrangian for D~ D*~x has been given
in Eq. (3.101), while the Lagrangian for X*T*X* 7 reads

1 -
Li;++z;r+7r = +giz++zc++ﬂM72*Eﬁ++o‘6a7rEj+, (3.107)

where we divided a Ms: to keep the coupling constant dimensionless, and now

V3 g1

Jsrtsttn = iz\/i?MEz
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Again contributions from other Lagrangian, such as LT 7Xf* will be collected into the
isospin factor. Then the amplitude by 7 exchange behaves

AN [P jy = D) = Gra® (Pa,ro) Trigu( P, r), (3.108)
where we defined
G71 = ggrr+st+.9D- D x

to denote the strong decay strength for D*~X I+ — D= ¥**+ scattering by one pion ex-
change; and the triangle integral behaves

B 4
Tryotu(P,r) = AZQ / (d’; (S (ka)T7 (k, #) Dy (k1)) D (ki s (3.100)

Performing the contour integral over kp, we obtain

dk 1 _
[ G2 8Ma)T (k) D) Dk = g (k™ +biad ) 00, (3:110)

where
bs = c1k3z1 + c3ks3 + cskss,

(3.111)
by = coks3a + caksa + cekse,

where k3; = ks(kp = kp;) and ¢; with (i = 1,---6) have been introduced before. Then the
triangle integral can be expressed by the Salpeter wave function as

Pl [ &Pk 1
Trqu(P,r) = Ml2 / @n ) 20 (b3a AT + baaAT) Yo, (3.112)

which can be further simplified as one form factor after finishing above integral numerically,

namely,

Triq = 5P, (3.113)

For PY, a2 — DT YT by 7 exchange, the amplitude behaves

LA[P) /o = DE5(m)] = Gt Triayu” (P,r), (3.114)
where
P, Bk, 1
T?laryu (P T) ]\412/( ;Qw (bgaA + by A™ ) OAﬁ,tu, (3.115)

which can be further simplified as three form factors after finishing above integral over the
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Salpeter wave function,

Triag = ith e + (thyg® + th POPY) 55, (3.116)

3.4.2 Pé;v — DY* by p and w exchange

The D~ Xt channel by p and w exchange also involves the ¥*3.p(w) interaction which
can be described by the effective Lagrangian

E*++6 e 5( nH+
(&

LEZ++Ej+p = +igzz++2c++ Oapp — 9ppa)

P My
1

(3.117)

E*-H—B a 5( e+
C

Lyttt = Hgsgrrigit datwp — Opwa)

where we have divided a My: to keep the coupling constant Isrtt st pw) dimensionless,
and then

1

The Lagrangian for D~ D*~ p(w) has been presented in Eq. (3.101). Now we first consider
the p exchange and w exchange can be obtained by a simple replacement. The correspond-
ing decay amplitude can then be expressed as

IA[PJXM — DZ:(,O)] = Gnﬁa(PQ, TQ)Tngu(P, 7"). (3.119)
As usual we define two dimensionless constants

G2 = gsr++54+,9D- D= ps

G4 = gsrttst+,9D-D*-w

to represent the strong interaction strength for D*~X 1+ — D~ ¥**+ by one p(w) exchange.
The triangle integral behaves

aBuPl d4/€
T7u(P, r) =i YA /(%)4(90”’7 — 977V )5S (k2)T7 (ky 1) Dyp (k1) Dy (K3 ) k3 ke
(3.120)

Considering the contraction with Levi-Civita, the above amplitude can be further simplified
by D, (k3) = (—guw)D(k3), k3a — kiq, namely,

4
(9 — 9”5 / (SW’;[S(k:z)mk,r)Dmkl)]D(k?,)kgpkm.

(3.121)

604/6’#151

Thu(P,r) =1
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Then we perform the contour integral over kp as usual and obtain

—— (D5apAT + boapAT) Y08, (3.122)

[ SIS0 1) Dy ) DG e = 5

2

where we defined

bsap = c1kiiaksiy + cskizakssy + cskisakasy, (3.123)

boap = c1k12ak32p + cakraakza, + ceki6aksep-
Finally, we can express Tvo by the three-dimensional integral of the Salpeter wave function
as

eoBulr Bk 1

(27)3 2ws

T%U(P, T) =i (gp07u - guugUV7p>75/ (bf)oqu+ + bGapAi) YoPs3 (3124)

which can be further simplified as one form factor by finishing this integral numerically,
namely,

Troa = 52P,. (3.125)

For Pﬁ% jo DY decay by p exchange, the calculations are very similar and we just
need make a replacement
THhu(P,r) — T%BuB(P, r), (3.126)
namely,
AP 1, = DE2(p)] = Gratia(Pa, 12) T8 ug(Pyr), (3.127)

with T72,3 expressed by three form factors as

Traag = (2?7 + yg°0 55 + 2,0 P75 ) (3.128)

The form factors for w exchange can be obtained from the that for p exchange by
making replacement m, — m,,. Finally, combining the contributions from the 7, p and w
exchange, we obtain the amplitude for Pév to D™X#T channels as

LA[P) jy = DTS5 = a§ (s7Pa)u(P, ), (3.129)
) N - ) 6oz,BPPl A

where s7 and t7; (i = 1,2, 3) behaves
1 2 1 4
S7 = G7186 + G7287 — §G7487,

1
tr;, = G71t%i + G72t% — §G74t4712-.

(3.131)
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with the form factors from w exchange reading

4_ 2
S7 = s7[ms — my),
N 27[ 3 7 (3.132)
t7; = to;[ms — my).

3.5 Partial decay widths

To obtain the partial decay widths, we first square the amplitude and then sum all the
polarization states. The specific form of the squared amplitude depends on both the initial

Pziv state and the final decay mode. For the decay mode of Pﬁ/Q — (V + B), we obtain

pap? _
AP = <—gaﬁ + ]1\421> Tr (Py + Ma) Trno (P + M) Ty, (3.133)
1

where the summation is over all the spin states of the involved initial and final particles,
namely, 71,79 and 7; T}, is expressed as

Tma - (5m17a + SmZPa) (3134)

with with m = 1 and 2 representing the form factor for .J/1p and D**A} channel, respec-
tively; and Tg = 'yOTg'yo is defined as the usual conjugation variable; and we also used the
relationship of the summation over the vector polarization states 71,

D€l = 9+ PP (3.135)
1
and the summation over the polarization states of the spinors

> w(Pa, 1) u(Pa,r2) = (Po + M), (3.136)

T2

> u(P,r)u(Pr) = (P + M). (3.137)

r

For the mode of Pﬁ/z

— (P + B), the squared amplitude behaves
STIAP = To (P + My) Ty, (P + M) Ty, = AM(Ey — My)s?,, (3.138)

where T}, = 8,75 with m = 3,4, 5 representing the form factor for n.p, DA} and DX,
channels, respectively. The squared amplitude is proportional to the kinetic energy of the
final baryon. For the decay mode of Pﬁ /2 (P + B*), the squared amplitude behaves

> AP = Trug a Too (P + M) Tia, (3.139)
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with Ty = s6P% denoting the form factor for DX} channel, where we need the following
relationship for Rarita-Schwinger spinor

1 Pa a1 POél « 2PaPa1
uyty' = (P2 + Ma) [_g‘ml + iy - 2L 22 o (3.140)

3 3M, 3M2

For the decay mode of Pé\g /2

—(V 4+ B), we obtain
Z ’AP = (_gaoq + Plaplal> Tr (PQ + Mg) Tl(g)aﬁuﬁ(P, T)ﬂﬁl (P, T)Tl(Q)alﬁlv (3.141)
where

Tiap = iti€,zpp, + (tiQQa,B + tisPrgye + ti415a151/3> V5 (3.142)

with 4 = 1 and 2 denotes the form factors for the J/¢p and D*°A} channel, respectively;
and we also need the relationship Eq. (2.34) for Rarita-Schwinger spinor u®. For the decay
mode Pq%m — (P + B), we obtain

S AP =T (P + M) Tnau® (P, )i’ (P,r) T, (3.143)

where Tho = $mPla with m = 3,4,5 denotes the form factor for nep, DYA} and DY,
channel, respectively. For the Pj}\g 2 (P + B*) decay mode, the squared amplitude
behaves

D AP = Tru® (Py, r2)a®(Pa, r2) Toapu” (P, )87 (P, 1) Toay 6, (3.144)

where the form factor for DX* decay channel behaves
EOCBPPI

M M,

Toas = ite1 + (toag™” + tes PP ) 5. (3.145)

Finally, the two-body partial decay width is expressed as

N * |P1‘ 2 1 2
L[PY — MpuBY] = 5O T D AP (3.146)

where J denotes spin of the initial bev state; the three-momentum of the final meson is
given by
1

|[P1 = 57 VI(M? = (My+ Mp)J[M? — (M — M2)?)]; (3.147)

C? denotes the isospin factor, which is Cf = C3 = C3 = C7 = 3 and C2 = C% = g, and
CZ=c2=14
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4 Numerical results and discussions

4.1 Numerical parameters

Before giving the decay widths, we first summarize the numerical values used in this
work, including the hadron masses, decay constants and coupling constants in effective
Lagrangians involved. The hadron masses involved are [61]

Mpy (saan) = 4440 GV, Mpy 47 = 4457CeV, My =3.007CeV, M, =2.983CeV,

M, = 0.938 GeV, Mg+ =2454GeV, M,:+ =2.286GeV, My =2.453GeV,
Mpo = 1.865GeV, Mpeo =2.007GeV, Mp=1868GeV, Mp- =2.009GeV,
My.iv = 2.518 GeV, Mg+ =2517GeV, M, =0.138GeV, M, =0.775GeV.

While the masses of the mediator mesons are isospin-averaged. The pion decay constant
we used is f = 0.132 GeV, while the J/v decay constant f,; = 0.416 GeV is estimated from
the dilepton decay width [62].

Notice the interaction constant is directly related to the specific form of the Lagrangian
used. The chiral parameters between the singly heavy hadron and the light bosons are
obtained under the heavy quark symmetry and the chiral symmetry, which read [8, 11, 14,
50, 53]

g =059, (A\gy)=325GeV~t,  (Bgv) =522, g, =0.76;
g1 =094, (Asgv) =19.20GeV~L, (Bsgy) =10.09, s =6.2;
92 =10,  (Agv) = (Asgv)/V8.

From these chiral parameters, we obtain the coupling constants associated with the specific

Lagrangians we used are

2 1
950D = TQMD*O —17.94, Onrsrtn = g (Myr + MECH)%4 = 20.73,
V2
9p=0ps—p = \/gM(D*OD*—>(gV)\) = 18.47, Inrsit, = E(MA;;- + sz--»-)()\[gv) = 26.27,
12
9p0pe—n = (MpoMp«—)2 TQ =17.32, 9pops—p = R(DOD*—>MD0\/§()\QV) =17.16,
1 1 g1
9D-D*—n = EQDOD*W = 12.25, Isttsi+n = E(Mzﬁ T M2i+)7 = 24.71,
1 1
9p-p*—p = EQDOD*fp =12.13, Ist+stt, = g(M2j+ + M2j+)gv)\5 = 31.40,
9p-D*—w = gD—D*—pa gZ§+Ej'+w = gz;"""gj‘*'pv
V3 g1 1
Isrttytty = %7]\42; = 10.98, Isyttntt, = Iyrttytt, = TﬁMg;)\ggv = 13.95.

Then in the heavy quark limit, from the relationship in Eq. (3.5) the coupling constants
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for the D™ D™ pair and charmonia read

Combined with the total amplitude Eq. (3.59), it can be found that the partial decay widths

for J/1(n.)p are proportional to 4. The coupling constants for N D™, used are [63]

fﬁ’
gnDs, = 2.69,  gvp+x, = 7.8.

Combining above coupling constants and the mass parameters, the strong interaction
strength defined for the six decay channels in the previous section behaves

G11 =41.5, G112 = 62.5, Go1 = 371.9, (Goy = 485.2,

Ga1 =204,  Gag = 122.6, Ga =359.0, Gug — 455.0,

G5, =302.7, G52 =380.9, G71 =134.5, Gry=169.2, (4.1)
G54 = G2, Ge1 = G5, Ge2 = G52, Ges = G4,

Gr4 = Gra, Gs1 = G, G2 = G2, Gsa = Gra.

These values are the standard parameters used in this work. It should be pointed out that
most of the involved coupling constants are just rough estimations, and the obtained decay
rates make sense for an order-of-magnitude estimations.

4.2 Numerical results and discussions

The only introduced free parameter in this work is the regulator my in the form factor F'(s2)
in Eq. (2.26). All the other parameters have been determined by the previous experimental
data. By solving the relevant BS eigenvalue equation, we find proper values of ma can
produce bound states of D*Y. based on the one-boson exchange kernel in isospin—%. Then
by fitting the bound state mass M to the experimental data, we can fix my, which is also
dependent on the J configuration of Pqiv (4440)*" and Pqiv (4457)". The obtained mass
spectra and the corresponding mp are listed in Tab. I. The obtained K in the interaction

Tab. I: Mass spectra of the (D*X..) bound states and the corresponding cutoff m, defined
in Eq. (2.26) in units of GeV with different J¥ configuration, where the blue values are
fixed by fitting to data.

Jr ‘ Mass  Mass ma H Mass Mass mp H Mass Mass mp

4440 4443 107 | 4457 4458 0.860 || 4453 4454 0915

—
2
37 | 4457 44625 0754 || 4.440 4450 0974 | 4445 4454 0915

kernel are graphically shown in Fig. 3.
The obtained bound state mass is dependent on the value of mp. When a universal

cutoff value mp = 0.915GeV is set, the predicted masses are M [dej\i[% /2] = 4.445 GeV and
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Fig. 3: The interaction kernel K; (i = 1,--- ,4) in the isospin—% with my = 1.07GeV,
0.754 GeV, and 0.915 GeV, respectively.

M [Pli\/1 /2] = 4.453 GeV, which are consistent with the experimental results Pliv (4440)* and
Pév (4457)" reported by LHCb within a few MeV. And the obtained numerical results also

show that the mass of J = 17 state is larger than that of the J© = 37 one. This
conclusion is consistent with the those in refs. [25, 27, 64-67]. The obtained mass spectra

of the I = %
both J¥ = 17 and J¥ = 37 This result is robust within a range of £15% for my, and

the second bound state would disappear when my is less than ~ 0.74 GeV. By using an

(D*Y.) molecules also indicate that there may exist two bound states in

unitary coupled-channel model, ref. [68] also found four states playing a significant impact

on the physical observables, with two having a spin-parity of %_ and the other two having
3 1
2 2

In Fig. 4 we show the obtained radial BS wave functions g¢; (i = 1,2,3,4) for the

obtained two bound states of Pﬁ /20 where the up two ones are solved with ma = 1.07 GeV

. In the following of this work, we focus on the two ground states of J = 5 and %

and the ground state mass is fixed to be 4.440 GeV; where the down two ones are solved
with my = 0.915 GeV and the mass of the first bound state is determined to be 4.453 GeV.
When mp decreases, the ground state mass increases and the wave functions shifts towards
the left. Fig. 5 shows the BS wave functions hy (n = 1,---,8) for the two bound states
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Fig. 4: The BS wave functions of the two bound states for Pﬁ /2 with mass 4.440 GeV (up,
left), 4.443 GeV (up, right), and 4.453 GeV (down, left), 4.454 GeV (down, right) respec-
tively, where the up two and the down two are solved with m = 1.07 GeV and 0.915 GeV,

respectively.

of Pﬁ% /2 where the up two are solved with my = 0.754 GeV and the ground state is fixed

to be 4.457 GeV; and the down two are solved with ma = 0.917 GeV with the mass of
the first bound state being 4.445 GeV. Notice when the first bound state of be\g /2 is fixed
to be 4.457 GeV, the mass 4.4625 GeV of the second one is very close to the threshold
with the bound energy just ~ 0.1 MeV. This near-threshold feature is also reflected in the
wave functions which almost only distributes in a very narrow intervals with momentum
less than 0.05 GeV. The obtained mass spectra hint that the experimental Pév (4457) may

consist of more than one bound states, where both the second bound states for Pﬁ /2 and

P%/Q are also very close to the Pév(4457).

Inserting the numerical wave functions into the expressions of the decay form factors,
we obtain the numerical form factors for Plf)v decays, which are listed in Tab. IT and Tab. III
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Fig. 5: The BS wave functions of the two bound states for Pé,\;; /2 with mass 4.457 GeV (up,
left), 4.4625 GeV (up, right), and 4.445 GeV (down, left), 4.454 GeV (down, right) respec-
tively, where the up two and the down two are solved with mp = 7.54 GeV and 0.915 GeV,
respectively.

with ma = 0.915 GeV. The form factors are the same for DOZ((;*)+ and D*Z((;*)++. Since
the coupling constants for p and w exchange are the same and the mass difference are also
quite slight, the form factors for p and w exchange are almost the same and then are not
copied in the tables.

Inserting above form factors into the decay width expressions, we obtain the partial de-
cay widths for Pifjv (4440) and prv (4457). The obtained partial widths are listed in Tab. IV.
We present the results for two different scenarios of the J* configuration, where Pé}v (4440)

and Plf)v (4457) are taken as J” = 37 and 3 respectively in the scenario I with a universal
mp = 0.86 GeV used, and are just opposite in the scenario II with a different mp = 1.07
and 0.754 GeV respectively. When a universal mp = 0.86 GeV is used, the mass of Pﬁm is
fixed to be 4.457 GeV and the % one is about 4.450 GeV. Notice the obtained decay width
results are totally predictive and there are no any free adjustable parameters since the reg-

ulator my is already fixed by the masses of Pﬁ /2 and Pﬁ% /2 In scenario I, the calculated
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Tab. II: Numerical values of strong decay form factors for Pﬁ /2 with m = 1,---,8

denoting the 8 decay channels we calculated.

s D*OAT J/yp DOAF Dy, Nep Dy
sbil 19x107* 1.3x107% —35x107° —2.6x 1073 —5.7x107% 4.1 x 1073
s2.1-45x107* —1.9x 1075 24x107° 80x107° 1.1x107% —1.3x10™*
skol|=2.7x107% —2.9 x 1076 - - = -
s25]—2.2x1071 —1.0 x 107° — - — -
Tab. III: Numerical values of form factors ¢, , for szp\g /2 decays withm = 1,-- -, 8 denoting

the 8 decay channels we calculated, n = 1, 2 representing the pseudoscalar and vector meson
exchange, respectively.

tmo DAY J/p DOAY DY, NP Dx;
thi] 31x1073  91x107% —-1.9x10% —-85x10% -1.6x10% -3.8x10"%
2.1 24x1077  12x107% -1.0x10* -34x107* -32x10° 1.3x107*
tloy | =34x107% —7.6x107° — — - 19x107°
2, 18x1073 53x107° - - - 39x107*
tha| —9.8x 1075 —4.2x1076 — - — —21x1072
25 —1.3x107% —1.3x 1074 — - —  15x1073
thy| 83x107° 23x1077 — - — -
2, 13x1072 —24x1074 - - - -

total widths of Pfﬂv (4440) and Pé}v (4457) are 34.8 MeV and 2.2 MeV respectively, while in
scenario II the total widths are 7.4 MeV and 14.1 MeV respectively. The calculated width
for Pl/]JV (4440) is larger than that for PIZJJV (4457) in scenario I while is smaller for II. On the
other hand, the total widths reported by the LHCb are

TP (4440)] = 20.6 + 4.9*], MeV,  T[P.Y (4457)] = 6.4 + 2.0*} MeV.
Considering the theoretical errors in the coupling constants of effective Lagrangians and
the approximation of heavy and chiral quark symmetry, the obtained results in scenario
I are more consistent with the experimental data of LHCb. Namely, our results of the
calculated total widths are more favor of the 3~ and 3 configuration for Plf}v (4440) and
PJ)V (4457), which is also consistent with the mass order obtained in this work. This spin-
parity configuration is also favored by the conclusion obtained in refs. [17, 25, 27, 64—67].
The results show that the D*YA} and DY, channels are the dominant decay channels
for Pqiv (4440). The decay width of DY, can amount to more than 70% of the total width,
which would be a most promising decay channel to be detected in experiments; D("‘)OAZr
and DY} are also import decay channels. For Pé}v (4457), our results show that the DY, and
D*OA7 are the more important decay channels, and the sum of the two ones can amount
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to ~ 70% of the total width. A comparison of our results with other works is also listed
in Tab. IV, where the first and the second column results in refs. [17, 69] represent the

3 and 3~ spin-party configuration respectively. Our obtained decay widths are roughly

2

consistent with those in refs. [17, 69], where the result in ref. [17] also favors the 3 and %
spin configuration, while the conclusion in ref. [69] is just opposite. More theoretical studies
and experimental measurement are important and necessary to determine the essence of

the two exotic hadrons.

Tab. IV: Comparison of the obtained decay widths for P (4440)* and P\(4457)% with

other works in units of MeV. The assuming J© configuration of Plf)v (4440) and Pé)v (4457)

are %7 and %7 respectively in scenario I, and are exact opposite in scenario II. In refs. [17,

69], the two columns represent the results under the %7 and %7 spin-party configuration

respectively.
Channel | I 11 [69] [17]
P (4440) — D*OAF 4.9 4.5 - 13.9 - 6.2
P (4440) = J/¢p | 27 x107% 21 x 107" 41-41  0.03-0.02
P (4440) — DA} 1.1 81x107%2 598-453  5.6—1.7
P (4440) — DX, 27.1 2.5 10.43 —5.45  3.4-05
P (4440) = nep | 1.7x107° 4.7x107® - 0-0
P (4440) — D 1.8 3.5 x 107t - 0.8 —5.4
Total | 348 7.4 20.52 — 13.98 23.7—13.9
By (4457) = DAY | 7.2 x 1071 1.5 x 107! - 12.5 — 6.1
P (4457) = J/¢p | 3.6 x107° 7.6x107°  1.52-1.52  0.02-0.01
P (4457) —» DAY | 14x107% 28 x107%  2.47-2.15 3.8—1.5
P (4457) = D%, | 8.8 x 107! 13.9 5.60 —4.11 2.6 —1.0
P (4457) = nep | 3.0x 1079 4.9 %1070 - 0-0
P (4457) > D%} | 55 x 107" 9.5 x 1077 - 1.9-6.2
Total \ 2.2 14.1 9.59 — 7.78  20.7 —14.7

4.3 Summary

In this work, firstly, based on the effective Lagrangians in the heavy quark and chiral limit,
we calculate the one-boson-exchange interaction kernel of D*3,. in the isospin—% state, where
the light bosons o, m, 1, p and w are considered in the kernel calculations. Then by solving
the Bethe-Salpeter equation for D*Y. bound states, we obtain the mass spectra and wave

functions of P@%/z and be\g/?

configurations, and the mass results favor the %_ and %_ configuration for the experimental
qupv (4440)* and qupv (4457)". Then by combining the effective Lagrangians and the obtained
BS wave function, we calculate the main strong decay widths for the two Pév . In the

We obtain two bound states for both %_ and %_ spin-parity
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favored %7 and %7 configuration, we obtain the total widths are 34.8 MeV and 2.2 MeV for
Pév (4440)* and qu}v (4457) ", respectively. The partial decay widths suggest that D2 and
D*A¥ are the more promising decay channels to detect both P,Y(4440)* and Py (4457)%.
These results can also serve as important tests for the molecular interpretation of the two
Pév states. Our results are roughly consistent with several other calculations and also the
LHCDb experimental measurements. Taking into account both the mass spectra and decay
widths, our results favor the interpretation of qu)v (4440)*" and Pé)v (4457)* as the isospin-3
D*¥. molecular states with JP configuration (2)~ and (3)~ respectively. However, more
theoretical researches and experimental measurements are necessary to decisively determine

the essence of these Pfﬂv states.

A Expressions of the decay form factors

Since the expressions of the form factors are still quite complicated when expressed by the
Salpeter wave functions, here we just list the form factors in Eq. (3.60) for Pﬁ 2 (V+B)
as an example to show the calculation details, which are all represented by the integral
over the radial Salpeter wave functions g1, g2, g3 and g4. Parts of following expressions are
calculated with the help of the FeynCalc package [70-72]. The form factors are respectively

Pk 1
no_ [ CFL 2 gn Al
510 /(27T)3 4’11}3510 ( )

expressed as

with n = 1, 2 representing the pseudoscalar and vector exchange, respectively, and o = 1,2
denoting the two form factors, where ST, behaves

5111 = —v1T2 + 27108 + T208 + 22109 + T209,
Sty = —4x108 — 2208 — X209,
St = y1 + Croays — Cr0308y2 — Cr0309y2 + Ca2ys, (A.2)

Sty = —2C104ys + 2C10308y2 + Y3 — Cro4ys + C10308Y4

2
— C10309ys — Cro4ys — Caays + C2105y6 — C21030408Yy6 + C21030409Y6,
where x; and y; are expressed as

x1 = —C (c3g202 + cggr101 + ¢792) ,
29 = —c7051 9205 — csC21g10107 — c5Ca1G20203 + c9C1 9204 — c3C219202030904
+ ¢1001910104 — cgC1920104 + €8§C1910204 + €10C1920204 + 702192030804
+ cg(219101030804 + c8C21G202030804 — 702192030904 — c8C219101030904 (A.3)
+ 2c8C229101 + 2c8C229202 — 100229402 — cgC1 920308 — c10C191010308
— 100192020308 + cgC1 920309 + c10C191010309 + ¢10C192020309 + 2¢7C2292

+ €109201 — €109102 + c9g1 — c7C1g104 + c9gC2294 — €10C229301;
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n

Y2

= —2c5021305 — 2991011305 — 2C9G2021304 — 2¢1411303 — 2C1502011303 — 3C15010205097113

+ 2¢1591021308 + 2¢8G10708L308 + 2¢9g20107081308 — 2C9 10207081308 + 2C8910709130¢

+ 209Q2010709L30% — 20991020709L30§ + 3cegga07v1 Lgog + 30099101071)”30% + 30149103097”3

+ 3cC9g2020701 1305 — 2¢8G206 — 2C3g306 — 2C9g10106 + 2C9g40106 — 2C9G20206 — 2C9g30206 + C8G2051306
+ €9g101031306 + C9g202031306 — 2¢8Gat306 + 2C1692L306 — 2C9G1011306 + 2¢17G1011306

— 20992021306 + 2¢179202L306 + 3¢C1491070V1L306 + 3¢C15920107V1L306 — 3CC15g10207V1L306

— 3008g10308v1 1306 — 3009920103081)1 1306 + 3Cng1020$087}1L306 — 30c8910$09v1 1306

— 3ecyga010509V11306 + 3cCog1020509V1L306 — 3C149207V11306 — 3C15G1010771L306

— 3€1592020771L306 — €8g10708 — C9g2010708 + C9g1020708 — C8g10709 — C9g2010709 + C9g1020709
+ 2cegg207v1 + €8g30701 + 2¢C9g10107V1 — €C9G1010701 + 2CC9ga0207V1 + €C9g30207v1 + 8910771
+ 992010771 — €9g102077Y1 + 614910$L3 + 01592010$L3 - 01591020$L3 — 2149113

+ 2c1891t3 — 2€159201L3 + 2¢19G20113 + 2¢150102L3 — 2C19g109L3 — C3g10508L3 — C9g2010508L3

+ C9g1020308L3 + C3g10708L3 — 21691070813 + C9g2010708L3 — 2C17g2010708L3 — C9g1020708L3

+ 2c1791020708L3 — 0891020903 — 0992010§09L3 + 0991020§09L3 + €8g10709L3 — 2€16910709L3

+ €9g2010709L3 — 2¢17g2010709L3 — C9g1020709L3 + 2€17g1020709L3 — 3C169107V1L3 — 3C179201077Y11L3

+ 3¢179102077113 + 3€14G105087V1L3 + 3¢150201020871L3 — 3C159102070871L3 + 3C15920105309Y113,
(A.4)

= 2c8911303 + 2C9g201L303 — 2C9g109L307 + 2€1492L30g + 2€1591011308 + 21592021305 — 2C8g20708L308

— 209g1010708130F — 2C9g20207081303 + 289207091305 + 2C9g10107091305 + 2C9g20207091305 — 29940206
— 3ccgga0107v1 L3O(23 + 30099102071)“30% — 2¢8G106 + 2¢89406 — 2C9g20106 — 2¢9g30106 + 2¢9g10206

— €9g201031306 + C9g102031306 + 2¢391L306 — 2C1691L306 + 2C9G2011306 — 2€17G201L306 — 2C9G102L306

— 3¢C149207V11306 — 3CC15G10107V1L306 — 3CC15G20207V1L306 + 3668920$OSU1 1306 + 300991010308111 1306

+ 3cCgga020208V11306 — 3CC8G20209U11306 — 3CCog1010209V1 1306 — 3CCoga02020911306 + 3C1491077Y11306

+ 3¢1592010771L306 — 3€1591020771L306 + €C8G20708 + €C9g1010708 + C9g2020708 — C8g20709 — €9g1010709

— €C8g407V1 + €C9g30107V1 + CC9G40207V1 — €8G2077Y1 — €9g10107Y1 — €9g202077Y1 — 014920$L3 - 61591010$L3
+ 2c1492t3 — 2¢1892t3 + 2¢159101L3 — 2¢199101L3 + 2¢159202L3 — 2¢19G202L3 + ngQO?%Ong + 6991010§08L3
+ 0992020§OSL3 — (89207083 + 2€16920708L3 — C9g1010708L3 + 2C17G1010708L3 — C9g2020708L3

- 08920%09% - 6991010?7’09L3 - 0992020309% + 892070913 — 2¢16920709L3 + C9g1010709L3 — 2¢1791010709L3
+ €9g2020709L3 — 2179202070913 + 3C16G20771L3 + 3C17G1010771L3 + 3179202077113 — 3C14G2050871L3

— 3151010508711 — 3C15020205087113 + 3C140205097113 + 3C150101050971L3 + 3150202050971 L3,

2 2 2
— 3cC8g107V1L305 — C8g107L306 + 2¢17G1021306 — C9G2020709 — C15920207L3 + 2C17§2020708L3.
(A.5)
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ys = 2c8g21304 + 2099101130 + 2C9g2021303 + 20149108 — 2014940 + 215020105 + 2¢15930108 — 2¢15910205
+ 201594020% — €141 L20g + 014g4b20(2; — C159201 L20§ - 0159301L20§ + 0159102L20§ - 6159402L20%
+ 2¢1491L308 + 21502011308 — 2€150102L308 — 2C8g10708L308 — 2C9g2010708L308 + 2910207081304
— 208910709L30§ — 20992010709L30§ + 20991020709L30§ — 3cegga07v1 Lgog — 3Cng10107’01L30%
— 3cCg20207v11308 + 2¢16G206 + 2¢169306 + 2¢17910106 — 2€17G40106 + 2¢17920206 + 217930206
— 3¢159101070806 + 2¢159401070806 — 3C15g202070806 — 2€159302070806 + 3€1492070906 + 2¢1493070906
— 2¢15940107090¢ + 3€159202070906 + 2¢159302070906 — 2¢C14G107V106 + €C149407V106 — 2€C15201070106
+ 2¢c159102070106 — €C15940207V106 + €14G2077106 + €159101077106 + €159202077106 — C1692L206
— €1791011206 + €1794011206 — C17g2021206 — C17302L206 + 2C14920708L206 + 149307081206
— €15940107081206 + 2150202070820 + C1573020708L206 — 2€14920709L206 — 149307091206
+ 1594010709206 — 2€15G20207091206 — C15930207091206 + 2CC14G107V1L206 — €C14407V11206
+ ¢C159301070V1L206 — 2¢C15910207V11206 + €CC15940207V11206 — €14920771L206 — C15910107Y11206
— €15020207711206 — C8G2051306 — C9g1010%1306 — C9g202071306 + 2C8G21306 — 2C1692L306 + 2C9G101(306
— 201791011306 + 2992021306 — 2€17G202L306 — 3€C149107V1L306 — 3CC15920107V1L306 + 3CC15910207V11306
+ 306&910%08211 1306 + 36699201030811“306 — 3069910203081)“306 + 300891030911”306 + 3609g2010$09v1L306
— 3cC9 102020911306 + 3C1492077V11306 + 3C1501010771L306 + 3C15920207711306 — C14G102
— C1502010% + C15010205 + 2¢3g10708 — C1610708 + 2C9G2010708 — C17G2010708 — 2C9G1020708
+ 1792010709 — 1791020709 — 2¢C16g207V1 — CC169307V1 — 2CC17910107V1 + CC17§40107V1 — 2CC17G2020701
+ 20014920%081)1 + 0614930%08'01 + 2ccl591010$0801 - 001594010%08'01 + 2001592020%081}1 + CC1593020%08111
— 20¢14920209U] — CC14g30209U1 — 2CC15G1010509V1 + CC150401050901 — 2CC1502020209U1 — CC1503020209U1
+ €16910771 + €179201077Y1 — 1791020771 + 014910%08')’1 + 6159201030871 - 01591020?08’71
- 01491030971 - 61592010%971 + 6159102030971 + 014910$L2 + 61592010$b2 — 0159102O$L2
— 3c1491t2 + c149at2 — 3€159201L2 — €159301L2 + 3C159102L2 — C159402L2 + €16910708L2 + C17G2010708L2
— 1791020708l — €16910709L2 — C17G2010709L2 + C17g1020709L2 + 2¢C169207V1L2 + CC169307V1L2
+ 2cC17g10107V1 L2 — €C17g40107V1Ly + 20C17g20207V1 Ly + CC173020701Ly — 2CC14G20508V1 Lo
— €C14930508V1 Ly — 2CC15G1010508V1 L2 + CC15§4010508V1 Ly — 2CC1502020508V112 — CC153020508V1 Ly
+ 20€14920309V1 L2 + CC14G30509V1 Ly + 2CC15G1010509V]1 Ly — CC15§401050901 L2 + 2CC15§2020509v1 L2
+ 001593020%091)1&2 — C16910771L2 — €179201077Y1l2 + C179102077Y1L2 — C14910%08’}’1L2
- 01592010$087152 + 0159102030871 L2 + 014910309’71 t2 + 6159201030971@
— C1501020209V1 12 — C149105L3 — C1502010513 + 1501020513 + 2¢14913 — 2189183 + 2€15920113
— 2¢199201L3 — 2€15G102L3 + 2C19G10203 + C3g10308L3 + C9g2010508L3 — Cog1020508L3 — C8g10708L3
+ 2¢16910708L3 — C9g2010708L3 + 2179201070813 + C9g1020708L3 — 2¢17g1020708L3 + 08910:;09%
+ 0992010209% - 6991020§09L3 — 891070913 + 2€16910709L3 — C9g2010709L3 + 2C17g2010709L3
— 2¢17g102070913 + 31691077113 + 3C17920107Y1L3 — 3C17G102077Y1L3 — 3149105087113
— 3C15920103087113 + 3C159102070871L3 — 3C149105097113 — 3C159201050971L3 + 3C159102050971L3,
— 201493070806 + 3¢159101070906 — €C15g30107V106 — 2¢15J10107091206 + 2€1591010708L206 — C16931206

— 3€149207080¢ + C9g1020709L3 — CC17§30207V1 + 2€C15G20107V1L206 + C17G1020708 + C16710709,
(A.6)
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Y4 = —2c8g11303 — 2c9g2011303 + 2991021304 + 2149205 + 2¢149305 + 215910103 — 2C15940103
+ 201592020% + 2015930202 - 01492L20§ - 01493L20% — €159101 L20§ + 0159401L20% - 6159202L20%
— 1503021208 — 2€14021305 — 2C1591011305 — 2C1502021305 + 289207081308 + 2C9g10107081303
+ 20992020708L30§ — 208920709L30§ — 20991010709L30§ — 26992020709L30% + 3ccggro7vy Lgo%
+ 3ccyg20107V1L308 — 3CC9g10207V1L308 + 2€169106 — 2€16G406 + 2€17920106 + 2¢17G30106 — 2€17G10206
+ 217940206 — €1491070806 + 2€1494070806 — 15201070806 — 2C15g301070806 + C159102070806
— €1491070906 + 2€1494070906 — C159201070906 — 2C159301070906 + C15§102070906 — 2C15402070906
+ €C15940107V106 — €C15930207V106 — C14G1077Y106 — C159201077Y106 + C159102077106 — C16J1L206
+ €1694L206 — €179201L206 — C17g3011206 + C179102L206 — C179402L206 — C14§407081206
+ C1593010708L206 + C15940207081206 — C14§40709L206 + C15930107091206 + C1574020709.206
+ €C149307V11206 — CC15§40107V1L206 + CC15G30207V11206 + C149107Y1L206 + C15920107Y1L206
— C1591020771t206 + 08910%L306 + 0992010$//3O6 - C991020%L306 — 2¢8911306 + 2¢16911306
— 209g2011306 + 2C17G2011306 + 2¢9G102L306 — 2¢17G102L306 + 3¢C14G207V1L306 + 3cC15910107V1L306
+ 3cc15920207v1L306 — 3008920308111 1306 — 3CC991010%08’U1L306 — 300992020%081)1 1306
+ 3ccs 20509011306 + 3CCyg1010509v1L306 + 3CC9G202050901 L1306 — 3C14G10771L306
— 3¢15920107711306 + 3C15G102077Y1L306 + 149205 + C151010% + C152020% — 2¢5G20708
+ 16920708 — 2991010708 + €17g1010708 — 2¢9g2020708 + C17g2020708 + €16920709 + €17d1010709
+ €C169407V1 — €C17G30107V1 — CC17G40207V1 — 001494030801 + 001593010%87)1 + 001594020%08711
+ 001593010%09111 + 0015940203091)1 — €16920771 — C1791010771 — C1792020771 — 014920%0871
- 0159101030871 - 0159202030871 - 01492030971 - 0159101030971 - 6159202030971
— C14G2031y — C151010312 — C1502020512 + C14gals — C14g3la + C15101L2 + C15940112
+ €159202L2 — C15G302L2 — 1692070812 — C17g1010708L2 — C17§2020708L2 — C16G20709L2 — C17§1010709L2
— €1792020709l2 — CC16§407V1L2 + CC17g30107V1L2 + CC17G40207V1L2 + 0614940308111@
— CC1503010508V1 Ly — CC1504020508V1 L2 + CC14G40509V1 Ly — CC15G3010509V1 L2 — CC15(4020509V1 L2
+ €1692077Y1L2 + C179101077Y1L2 + C179202077Y1L2 + 6149203087“2 + 0159101030871 L2
+ 01592020%087162 + c14920%0971 tg + 01591010309’7152 + 61592020%097“2
+ 14920513 + C15010103L3 + C1502020513 — 2C14g2L3 + 2C1892L3 — 2€15910103 + 2C19G10103
— 2015920213 + 2€199202L3 — C8g20508L3 — Cg1010508L3 — Cog2020508L3 + C3g20708L3 — 2C16420708L3
+ c9g1010708L3 — 2179101070813 + C9g2020708L3 — 2C17g2020708L3 + 08920?7’09L3 + 099101030%3
+ 0992020%9&3 — €8920709L3 + 2€16920709L3 — C9g1010709L3 + 2€17G1010709L3 — C9g2020709(3
+ 2¢17G2020709L3 — 3C169207Y1L3 — 3C17G1010771L3 — 3C17920207Y1L3 + 3149205087113
+ 3¢159101050871L3 + 315920203087V1L3 — 3C14G2050971L3 — 3C15010105097113

2 2
— 3C€159202070971L3 — €C14g307V106 — 2€159402070806 — CC14940709V1 + C17g2020709,
(A.7)
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Yo = 2c89204 + 289304 + 2¢9g10108 — 2¢0g40108 + 2¢9g20204 + 29930204 — C3g2l20g — 393208
— 09g101L20g + 099401@02 — 099202@02 — 099302@0% + 20893L30% — 2099401L30% + 20993021,30%
+ 2014910(23 — 2c14g40% + 201592010g + 201593010% — 2615g1020§ + 201594020% — csg107080%
— 09g2010708og — 209g3010708og + ng102070802 — 209940207080?5 — 0891070903 + 20894070902
— 209930107090% + 69910207090% — 2@9402070902 — CnggOﬂ)log + Cng401071)10§ — 6699302070103
- 089107’7102 - 69920107710% + 09910207710§ — C1491 Lzog + C1494L20§ - C15Q2O1L20§
— 6159301L20§ + 0159102L202 - 6159402L20§ - 08940708@0% + 0993010708@0% + 0994020708@0%
— €8g40709120¢ + C9g3010709L208 + C9G1020709120¢ + CC8G307V1L20g — CCYG40107V1L20g
+ 6699302071)1@0% + cgg107 M1 Lzog + 992010771 L20<2; - 0991020771@0%
— 2€14941304 + 2€15G3011308 + 21594021304 + 2¢39407081308 — 2¢9g30107081308
— 20994020708L30(23 + 208940709L30§ — 20993010709L30§ — 20994020709@,02 — 3ceggsorvy Lgoé
+ 3ccggq010701 Lgog — 30099302071)”30% + ng20%06 + 6991010306 + 09g2020$06 + €149207080¢
+ €15910107080¢ + C15920207080¢6 + €14G207090¢6 + C15910107090¢6 + C15920207090¢6 + €C149407V106
— CC15G40207V10¢6 — 008940%087)106 + 00993010$081)106 + Cng4020%08’U106 — 668940%091)106
+ 6699402030911106 — C1492077106 — €159101077106 — C15G202077106 — 08920%087106
- 09910103087106 - 09920203087106 - 68920309’7106 - 69910103097106 - 09920203097106
- 08920%@06 — 099101036206 - 0992020$L206 =+ €8g2l206 — C8G3L206 + C9g101L206 + C9g401L206
+ C9g202L206 — C9g302L206 — C14920708L206 — C15G1010708L206 — C15G2020708L206 — C144207091206
— C15910107091206 — €15G20207091206 — CC14g407V1L206 + CC15930107V1L206 + CC15G40207V1L206
+ 0089403081)1 L90g — 009930103081}1 L90g — 669940203087}1[,206 + 008940309”01 L9206
- 00993010%0901 1206 — 06994020%091)“206 + €14920771t206 + C159101077Y1L206
+ €1592020771L206 + 0892030871@06 + 0991010308’71 1206 + 0992020$08'Yl 1206
+ €8920509Y1 1206 + C9g101030971L206 + C9g2020509711206 — C8g3051306
+ 99401051306 — C9g302031306 + 2¢8g3L306 — 2C1693L306 — 2C9ga011306 + 2179401306
+ 20993021306 — 2¢179302L306 + 3¢C149407V1L306 — 3CC15g301070V1L306 — 3CC15940207V1L306
— 3Cng40%OgU1 1306 + 3009g3010$08v1L306 + 306994020$08U1L306 — 3008940309111%06
+ 3ce9g3010309V1L306 + 3CC9ga020309v1L306 + 3€14930771L306 — 3C159401077Y1L306
+ 3€1593020771L306 + C14940513 — C15G30105L3 — C1504020513 — 21494l3 + 2C1894L3
+ 215930183 — 219930113 + 2C15G40213 — 2C19g402L3 — C3g40308L3 + C9g3010508L3 + Coga02050sL3
+ €8940708L3 — 2€16940708L3 — C9g3010708L3 + 2C17g3010708L3 — C9Js020708L3 + 2€17g4020708L3
- C8Q4O$09L3 + 0993010?7’09L3 + 0994020309% + €8940709L3 — 2€16940709L3 — C9g3010709L3
+ 2¢1793010709L3 — C9gs020709L3 + 2¢17g4020709L3 — 3C169407V1L3 + 3C179301077113
+ 3179402077113 + 3149405087113 — 3C150301050871L3 — 3C15940205087113
+ 3149405097113 — 3C1593010709V1L3 — 3C150402050971L3 — C9G201070908 + 2€8G407080,

2
+ €C9g3010709v106 — CC15930107V10g,
(A.8)
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Ys = 2089103 — 2089402 + 20992010% + 209930102 — 209910202 + 209g40202 — ng1L20g + 0894@02
- 09g201L20g - 099301@0% + 099102@0% - 699402L202 — 20894L302 + 2699301L302
+ 2¢9g402308 + 2¢14G208 + 2€14930% + 2¢15910108 — 2¢15040108 + 2¢1592020% + 2¢15G30208
— 3089207080% — 208g307080§ — 309910107080§ + 269940107080% — 3099202070803 — 2099302070803
+ 3089207090% + 20893070902 + 309g10107090§ — 2099401070902 + 3@920207090% + 2@930207090%
— 206891071110% + 6689407’010% — 26699201071)10% — 6699301071110% + 20699102072110% — Cng40207U10g
+ 089207710§ + 09910107710§ + 09920207710§ — 01492L202 - 81493L20§
— C1591011208 + C15401120§ — C150202204 — C15G302L20¢ + 28207081204
+ 08930708L20(23 + 20991010708020% - 0994010708L20(23 + 20992020708%0% + 0993020708L20(23
— 208207091207 — 87307091208 — 2910107091204 + C9g1010709120% — 2C9G2020709120%
— 0993020709@0% + 200891071)1@0?5 — Cng407’UlL20% + 2cc9go0107vV1 LQO%
+ 009930107111@0?5 — 2ce9g10207v1 L20% + 0099402071)1&20% - 089207’71@0%
— €9g101077Y11208 — C9g20207711204 + 2€14G31308 — 2C1504011308 + 2C159302L30
— 208930708@,0% + 20994010708L30§ — 20993020708L30§ + 208930709L30§
— 20994010709L30§ + 26993020709L30% + 3ccggao7vy Lgog — 3069930107U1L30%
— 3ccgga020701 L30¢23 - 08910306 - 0992010306 + 0991020%06 + 4cgg106 — 4c89406 + 4coga0106 + 4C9g30106
— 4c9g10206 + 4€9gs0206 — €1491070806 — C159201070806 + C159102070806 + €1491070906 + C159201070906
— €159102070906 — 2CC14G207V106 — CC14g307V106 — 2¢C15910107V106 + CC15J40107V106 — 2CC15920207V106
— CC15930207V106 + 20C8g20508V106 + CC3g30708V106 + 2CCog1010508V106 — CC9ga010508V106
+ 206992020%08’[)106 + 069930203080106 — 2008920%09@106 — 0089303090106 — 2009910103091}106
+ 00994010%097)106 - 206992020%09'0106 - CC993020$097)106 + €1491077106 + C159201077Y106
— €15910207710¢6 + 68910308’7106 + 09920103087106 - 0991020308’7106
— C8G10%097106 — C9g20103097106 + C9g10205097106 ~+ C8g1051206 + C9g201051206
— €9g102031206 — 3C8g1L206 + C8g41206 — 3C9g201L206 — C9g301L206 + 3C9g102L206
— 994021206 + C14G10708L206 + C159§2010708L206 — C15G10207081206 — C14G10709L206
— €15920107091206 + C15010207091206 + 2¢C14G2070V11206 + €C149307V1L206 + 2CC15¢10107V11206
— CC15940107V11206 + 2€C15920207V11206 + CC15G302070V11206 — 2068920308111@06 - 00893030801@06
— 200991010?0801 L20¢ + Cng4010$08’U1L206 — 206992020308'015206 — Cng3020$08U1L206
+ 2008920%09?11 L20¢ + CnggO%Og’Ul L20g + 260991010?091}1 L20g — 00994010$O9U1L206
+ 206992020%0901 1206 + 009930203091)1&206 — C1491077Y11206 — C159201077Y1L206
+ €15910207711206 — 0891030871@06 - 099201030871 206 + 099102030871 L20g6
+ 891050911206 + C9g201030971L206 — C9g1020509711206 + C891051306
- 0993010$L306 - 6994020$L306 — 208941306 + 2¢1694L306 + 2993011306 — 2¢179301306
+ 20994021306 — 201794021306 — 3¢C149307V1L306 + 3CC159401070V1L306 — 3CC15930207V1L306
+ 306&930%082}1 1306 — 30099401030811“306 + 306993020%081)“306 — 3008930309111 1306

2 2
+ 3ccggs010709v1L306 — 3€C9g3020709V1L306 — 3C149407Y1L306 + 3C1593010771L306
(A.9)
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-+ 3¢1594020771L306 — 2€8920708 — 2€9g1010708 — 2C9g2020708 + 28920709 + 2¢991010709
+ 2ceggq07v1 — 20€9G30107V1 — 2CC9g402070V1 + 2€8G20771 + 2C991010771 + 2€9G2020709
— €14930313 + €1594010513 — C1593020%13 + 2¢14g3t3 — 2¢18G3L3 — 2C150401L3 + 2C199401L3
+ 2¢15g302L3 — 2€19g302L3 + C3g30508L3 — C9ga010508L3 + C9g3020508L3 — C3g30708L3
+ 2¢16930708L3 + C9g4010708L3 — 2¢17g4010708L3 — C9g3020708L3 + 2¢17g3020708L3
— 393030913 + C9g4010309L3 — C9g3020309L3 + C8g30709L3 — 2C16G30709L3 — C9g4010709L3
+ 2¢1794010709L3 + C9g3020709L3 — 2179302070913 + 31693077113 — 3C179401077Y113
+ 3¢179302077113 — 3C14G302087Y113 + 3¢15940102087113 — 3¢15930202087113

2 2 2
+ 3¢14930709771L3 — 3€15940107097Y1L3 + 3C15930207097Y1L3 + 2C9G2020771,

In above expressions, v1 = [17y1 with g1 = % and v; = ]\%; the expressions of o;s are

k mo M, 1 Eq
01 = y 02 = y 03 = y 04 = = )
T w, 27w, T h * B P (A.10)
k M, M M, '
0g=—, O7=——, 08 =—, 09g= —1;
6 ms’ 7 ms’ ST w0 My
and we define
1 2 1 2
Ci=c=cosl, Cy = 5(3COS 0—1), Cyp = i(COS 0—1), (A.11)

where 6 denotes the angle between k and P;. We also define cg_19 to denote the following
relevant variables

cs = (c1+co+cg+ca+c5+ cp),

co=(c1 —co+c3—cqg+c5—cq),

c10 = kes,

c11 = kg,

c12 = (c1k11 + ceki2 + ki3 + cakia + cskis + ckie),

c13 = (c1k11 — c2k12 + cak13 — cakia + cskis — cokie), (A12)

c14 = c12/ma,

c15 = c13/ma,

c16 = (c1kiy + cokia + cakis + cakiy + cskis + cokig) /m3,

c17 = (e1kfy — cokia + cskis — cakiy + cskis — cokig) /m3,

c18 = (c1kd) + cokdy 4 c3kdy + cakdy + cskis + cokdg) /ms3,
=( )

3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Clg Clkll - 62k12 + Cgk13 - C4k14 + C5k15 - Cﬁle /7’)7,3,

where the expressions of ¢;(i = 1,--- ,6) has already been listed in Eq. (3.36).
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