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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 PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+ reported by LHCb in 2019. We calculate the one-boson-

exchange interaction kernel of D̄∗Σc in the isospin-12 configuration. Then we present the

Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) and wave functions for the bound states of a vector meson

and a 1
2 baryon with JP = 1

2

−
and 3

2

−
. By solving the BSE we obtain 2 bound states for

both 1
2

−
and 3

2

−
spin-parity configuration, and the mass results favor the (32)

− and (12)
−

configuration for the PNψ (4440) and PNψ (4457). Combining the effective Lagrangians and

the obtained BS wave functions, we further calculate the strong decay channels D̄(∗)0Λ+
c ,

J/ψ(ηc)p, and D̄Σ
(∗)
c for the two PNψ states. In the favored 3

2

−
and 1

2

−
configuration, the

obtained total widths are 34.8MeV and 2.2MeV for PNψ (4440) and PNψ (4457), respectively,

which are substantially consistent with the LHCb data. The obtained decay widths suggest

that D̄∗0Λ+
c and D̄Σc are the dominant decay channels to detect PNψ (4440) and PNψ (4457).

Taking into account both the mass spectra and decay widths, our results favor the inter-

pretation of PNψ (4440) and PNψ (4457) as the isospin-12 [D̄∗Σc] molecular states with JP

configuration (32)
− and (12)

− 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 Pc(4380)
+ and Pc(4450)

+ in the J/ψp mass

spectrum with high statistical significance in 2015 [1], which are interpreted as resonant

states having minimal valance quark content [cc̄uud]. The detected masses and widths are

4380±30MeV and 205±88MeV for Pc(4380)
+, and are 4449.8±3.0MeV and 39±20MeV

for the latter one, namely, Pc(4450)
+. The preferred JP assignments are of opposite parity,
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with one state having spin 3
2 and the other 5

2 . These two exotic charmonium-pentaquark

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

ical researches.

In 2019 the LHCb collaboration further resolved the Pc(4450)
+ into two different res-

onances Pc(4440)
+ and Pc(4457)

+ [2], and also identified a new Pc(4312)
+ state, which

will be referred as PNψ (4440)+, PNψ (4457)+, and PNψ (4312)+ respectively latter in this work

following the new naming scheme suggested by the LHCb in 2022 [3], where the superscript

N is used to denote the isotopic spin I = 1
2 and the subscript ψ is used to represent the

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

M [PNψ (4440)+] = 4440.3± 1.3+4.1
−4.7MeV, Γ[PNψ (4440)+] = 20.6± 4.9+8.7

−10.1MeV;

M [PNψ (4457)+] = 4457.3± 0.6+4.1
−1.7MeV, Γ[PNψ (4457)+] = 6.4± 2.0+5.7

−1.9MeV.

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 D̄∗Σc threshold

of the two observed narrow peaks suggests that they may play an important role in the

dynamics of PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+ states. The D̄∗Σc 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 PNψ (4312)+ within

the D̄Σc 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

PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (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 PN+
ψ states are most likely to be the

D̄∗Σc molecules with |I, I3⟩ = |12 , 12⟩ [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 D̄∗Σc molecule picture, there still exist ambiguities in spin-parity configuration, namely,
1
2

−
or 3

2

−
. 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 PN+
ψ . More studies on the

decay behaviors of PN+
ψ can be important and helpful to explore its inner structure and

dynamics. This work aims to calculate the strong decays of PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+

to J/ψp, D̄∗0Λ+
c , ηcp, D̄

0Λ+
c , D̄Σc, and D̄Σ∗

c channels. Notice that PNψ (4457) may also

strong decay to PNψ (4312)π, however, this channel is estimated to be ∼ 100 keV [40].
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In this work, we will calculate the strong decay widths of PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (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 D̄∗Σc 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

TQQQ̄Q̄ 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 PNψ 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 PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+ to the eight channels aforemen-

tioned (Sect. 3). We finally present the numerical results, discussion and summaries in

Sect. 4.

2 PN
ψ as the D̄∗Σc 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 JP = (12)
− and (32)

− PNψ states

will be constructed and solved numerically to prepare for the following strong decays.

PNψ , P PNψ , P

D̄∗, p1

Σc, p2

D̄∗, k1

Σc, k2

p1

p2

α γ

β α

= K

Fig. 1: Bethe-Salpeter equation of the molecular state consisting of a vector meson
and a spin-12 baryon. The red letters denote the Lorentz indices. The blue letters
P, p1(k1), p2(k2) denote the momenta of the pentaquark, constituent meson and baryon,
respectively.
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2.1 Bethe-Salpeter equation of a spin-1 meson and a spin-12 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

Γα(P, q, r) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(−i)Kαβ(k, q)[S(k2)Γ

γ(P, k, r)Dγβ(k1)], (2.1)

where Γ(P, q, r) denotes the effective vertex for the pentaquark, constituent meson and

baryon; the symbols P , q, and r represent the pentaquark total momentum, inner relative

momentum, and spin state respectively; the inner relative momentum q and k are defined

as q ≡ α2p1 − α1p2, k ≡ α2k1 − α1k2, with α1(2) ≡
m1(2)

m1+m2
, k1(2) denoting the momentum

of the constituent meson (baryon), and m1(2) is the corresponding mass; S(k2) =
i

/k2−m2
is

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

meson reads

Dβγ(k1) = i

(
−gβγ + pβ1⊥p

γ
1⊥

m2
1

)
k21 −m2

1

. (2.2)

Here we introduce the abbreviation x⊥ ≡ x − xP P̂ for any four-vector x to represent the

corresponding spacelike variable with xP ≡ x · P̂ , P̂ ≡ P
M and M denoting the pentaquark

mass, then p1⊥ is implied. The (iϵ) should be implied in all the propagators.

In this work both the constituents D̄∗ and Σc 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⊥ − q⊥). Throughout this work, this instantaneous

approximation is assumed for the pentaquark kernel.

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

ψα(q) = S(p2)Γ
β(q)Dβα(p1), (2.3)

where the dependence on P and r is omitted for simplicity. Under the instantaneous

approximation of interaction kernel K(k⊥− q⊥), the integral over the time component of q

can be directly absorbed into the wave function by defining the Salpeter wave function as

φα(q⊥) ≡ −i

∫
dqP
2π

ψα(q). (2.4)

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

qP on both sides of Eq. (2.3), we obtain the Salpeter equation (SE) for meson-baryon bound
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state [28],

φα(q⊥) =
1

2w1

[
Λ+(p2⊥)

M − w1 − w2
+

Λ−(p2⊥)

M + w1 + w2

]
dαβ(p1⊥)Γ

β(q⊥), (2.5)

where

dαβ =

(
−gαβ +

p1⊥αp1⊥β
m2

1

)
(2.6)

is the numenator of the vector propagator; wi =
(
m2
i − p2i⊥

)1/2
(i = 1, 2) denotes the

kinetic energy of the constituent meson and baryon respectively; the BS vertex Γβ(q⊥) is

expressed by a three-dimensional integral of the defined Salpeter wave function,

Γβ(q⊥) =

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

Kβγ(k⊥ − q⊥)φγ(k⊥). (2.7)

The projector operators Λ±(p2⊥) are defined as

Λ±(p2⊥) =
1

2
[1±H2(p2⊥)] γ0, (2.8)

where the dimensionless operator H2(p2⊥) is the usual Dirac Hamiltonian divided by the

kinetic energy w2,

H2(p2⊥) =
1

w2
(pα2⊥γα +m2) γ

0. (2.9)

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

functions as φ± ≡ Λ±γ0φ, and we also have φ = φ+ + φ−. The Salpeter equation above

can also be rewritten as the following type

Mφα = (w1 + w2)H2(p2⊥)φα +
1

2w1
dαβγ0Γ

β(q⊥). (2.10)

The Salpeter Eq. (2.10) is in fact an eigenvalue equation about the Salpeter wave

function φα(q⊥), 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,

− i

∫ ∫
d4q

(2π)4
d4k

(2π)4
ψ̄α(P, q, r̄)

∂

∂P 0
Iαβ(P, k, q)ψ

β(P, k, r) = 2Mδrr̄,

where the integral kernel in the normalization condition reads,

Iαβ(P, q, k) = (2π)2δ4(k − q)S−1(p2)D
−1
αβ (p1) + iKαβ(P, k, q).

Notice in this work, under the instantaneous and on-shell approximation, the interaction
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kernel has no dependence on P 0 and qP , namely, Kαβ(P, k, q) ≃ Kαβ(k⊥ − q⊥). Then the

normalization would only involve the inverse of the two propagators. The inverse of the

vector propagator reads,

D−1
αβ (p1) = ϑαβD

−1(p1), (2.11)

where ϑαβ = −gαβ − pα1⊥p
β
1⊥/w

2
1 and fulfills ϑαβdβγ = δαγ . Notice now there is no P 0

dependence in the numerator of Dαβ(p1). Inserting the inverse of the propagators, we

further obtain the normalization condition for the general Salpeter wave function,∫
d3q⊥
(2π)3

2w1ϑ
αβφ̄α(q⊥, r̄)γ

0φβ(q⊥, r) = 2Mδrr̄. (2.12)

2.2 Interaction kernel based on the one-boson exchange

The PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+ are consistent with the D̄∗Σc molecular state with isospin

|I, I3⟩ = |12 ,+1
2⟩. We will extract the interaction kernel by calculating the D̄∗Σc scattering

under the isospin symmetry,

⟨12 ,+1
2 |Heff |12 ,+1

2⟩ . (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,

|12 , 12⟩ =
√
2√
3
|1,+1⟩ |12 ,−1

2⟩ − 1√
3
|1, 0⟩ |12 , 12⟩ =

√
2√
3
|Σ++
c ⟩ |D∗−⟩ − 1√

3
|Σ+
c ⟩ |D̄∗0⟩ . (2.14)

In the molecular state scenario, the interaction between the two constituents Σc and D̄∗

can be realized by the one-boson exchange.

Different from the PNψ (4312)+ consisting of the D̄Σc 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 D̄(∗) in the heavy quark limit can be represented by

HQ̄ =
(
D̄∗αγα + iD̄γ5

) 1− /v

2
, (2.15)

where D̄ = (D̄0, D−, D−
s )

T denotes anti-charmed heavy-light meson fields in flavor triplet,

and D̄∗µ is the corresponding vector state; H̄Q̄ = γ0H†
Q̄
γ0 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]

LM = gs ⟨H̄Q̄σHQ̄⟩+ g ⟨H̄Q̄/uγ5HQ̄⟩ − β ⟨H̄Q̄vαΩ
αHQ̄⟩ − λ ⟨H̄Q̄σ

αβFαβHQ̄⟩ , (2.16)

where ⟨· · ·⟩ denotes taking the 4 × 4 Dirac trace; the light scalar meson is represented by
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σ. The axial vector current uα is defined as

uα =
1

2
i
(
ξ†∂αξ − ξ∂αξ

†
)
= − 1

f
∂αΣ+ · · · , (2.17)

with f = 132MeV denoting the pion decay constant, ξ = exp(iΣ/f) and Σ representing

the 3× 3 traceless hermitian matrix consisting of eight pseudoscalar meson fields,

Σ =


π0
√
2
+ η√

6
π+ K+

π− − π0
√
2
+ η√

6
K0

K− K̄0 − 2√
6
η

 . (2.18)

The tensor field Fαβ(Ω) is defined as Fαβ = (∂αΩβ − ∂βΩα) with Ω = (gV /
√
2)V , where

the symbol V denotes the 3× 3 matrix consisting of the 9 light vector meson fields [8, 50]

V =


(ρ0+ω)√

2
ρ+ K∗+

ρ− − (ρ0−ω)√
2

K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 ϕ

 . (2.19)

The symbols β, λ, 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]

LB =
3

2
g1iϵ

αβµv ⟨S̄αuβSµ⟩+ βS ⟨S̄αvβρβSα⟩+ iλS ⟨S̄αFαβSβ⟩+ lS ⟨S̄ασSα⟩ . (2.20)

where the symbol ϵµναβ denotes the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor with ϵµναβ =

−ϵµναβ and convention ϵ0123 = 1; the abbreviation ⟨· · · ⟩ denotes taking trace in the 3× 3

flavor space. The single heavy baryon in spin doublet are incorporated into field as

Sα = − 1√
3
(γα + vα)γ

5B +B∗
α, (2.21)

where B represents the 3× 3 matrix for the systematic baryon sextet,

B =


Σ++
c

1√
2
Σ+
c

1√
2
Ξ′+
c

1√
2
Σ+
c Σ0

c
1√
2
Ξ′0
c

1√
2
Ξ′+
c

1√
2
Ξ′0
c Ω0

c

 . (2.22)

The conjugation defines as usual for the spinor field S̄mnµ = (Smnµ )†γ0. An asterisk on the

symbol denotes the corresponding spin-32 baryon.

Using above relevant Lagrangian and based on the one-boson exchange, we calculate
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the interaction kernel of D̄∗Σc in isospin-12 as

Kαβ(s) = K1γαγβ +K2(γαŝβ − γβ ŝα)ŝ · γ +K3(P̂αŝβ − P̂β ŝα) +K4gαβ, (2.23)

where the spacelike s = (k⊥ − q⊥) represents the the exchanged momentum in the inner

interaction of one-boson exchange, and ŝ = s/
√
−s2;

Ki = F 2(s2)MD̄∗Vi (2.24)

with i = 1, · · · , 4 and F (s2) denoting an introduced regulator function in the heavy hadron

(D̄∗ or Σc here) vertex; and Vi behaves

V1 =
1

3

gg1
f2

s2(6Dπ −Dη),

V2 =
1

3

gg1
f2

s2(6Dπ −Dη) +
1

3
λλSg

2
V s

2(4Dρ − 2Dω),

V3 = βSλsg
2
V (2Dρ −Dω),

V4 = −1

3

gg1
f2

s2(6Dπ −Dη) + 2gslsDσ +
1

2
ββSg

2
V (2Dρ −Dω),

(2.25)

where Dη = (s2 −m2
η)

−1 denotes the propagator of the inter-mediator η meson, and then

Dπ, Dσ, Dρ and Dω are implied.

It is clear that when the exchanged momentum (−s2) → ∞, the obtained V1(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,

F (s2) =
m2

Λ

s2 −m2
Λ

, (2.26)

where mΛ is an introduced cutoff parameter to characterize the regulator function. In

this work, mΛ is the only free parameter and will be determined by fitting bound state

mass to the experimental data, which is found to be mΛ = 0.915GeV for PNψ (4440)+ and

PNψ (4457). In the limit s2 → 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

mΛ is usually believed to be much larger than the typical energy scale
√
2µϵ ∼ 0.05GeV

for PNψ (4440)+ and ∼ 0.007GeV for PNψ (4457), where µ = m1m2
m1+m2

is the reduced mass of

the two-hadron system and ϵ = (m1 +m2 −M) denotes the bound energy [17, 54]. Our

determined cutoff value is consistent with this universal estimation. The obtained Ki for

isospin-12 are displayed graphically in Fig. 3. We have also tried another regulator function

exp(s2/m2
Λ), and the obtained mass spectra and decay rates keep consistent with those

under the propagator-type one used here.
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2.3 Salpeter wave function for the JP = 1
2

−
and 3

2

−
pentaquark states

According to the spin-parity properties, and also considering the proper Lorentz structures,

the 1
2

−
Salpeter wave function formed by the JP = 1− meson and 1

2

+
baryon can be written

as

φα(P, q⊥, r) = Aα(x)u(P, r), (2.27)

with

Aα = (g1 + g2/x) (γα − P̂α) + (g3 + g4/x)xα, (2.28)

where we introduce a spacelike dimensionless variable xα = q⊥α
|q⃗ | to simplify the expression;

u(P, r) represents the Dirac spinor with momentum P , and spin state r; the radial wave

function gi(|q⃗ |) (i = 1, · · · , 4) just depends on |q⃗ | explicitly. It is clear to see that g1
corresponds to the S-wave component, g2(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 m
l ).

Inserting Eq. (2.27) into Eq. (2.12), the normalization behaves as∫
d3q⊥
(2π)3

2w1ϑ
αβ
(
ūr̄Āαγ0Aβur

)
= 2Mδrr̄. (2.29)

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

malization ∫
d3q⊥
(2π)3

2w1

[
2
(
g21 + g22

)
+ o0(g4 − g1)

2 + o0(g3 + g2)
2
]
= 1

with o0 = m2
1/w

2
1.

For two-body bound states with JP = 3
2

−
, the Salpeter wave function can be expressed

as

φα(P, q⊥, r) = Aαβγ5u
β(P, r), (2.30)

where uβ(P, r) is the Rarita-Schwinger spinor, and r = ±3
2 , ± 1

2 denotes the polarization

state; and

Aαβ(x) = (h1 + h2/x) gαβ + (h3 + h4/x) (γα + P̂α)xβ + iϵαβP̂x(h5 + h6/x)γ5 + (h7 + h8/x)xαxβ,

(2.31)

where the radial wave function hi(|q⃗ |) just depends on |q⃗ | explicitily. Both the Salpeter

wave functions constructed in Eq. (2.30) and Eq. (2.27) also fulfill the Lorentz condition

Pαφα = 0.
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For pentaquark states with JP = 3
2

−
, the normalization is expressed as

−
∫

d3q⊥
(2π)3

2w1ϑ
αβ
(
ūνr̄γ5Āανγ0Aβµγ5u

µ
r

)
= 2Mδrr̄, (2.32)

which can be further expanded explicitly as∫
d3q⊥
(2π)3

2w1

3
[(o0 + 2)(h21 + h22 + h23 + h24)

− o0(2h1h7 + 2h2h8 + 2h3h8 − 2h4h7 − h27 − h28)

− 2(1− o0)(h2h3 − h1h4)− 2(−h1h6 + h2h5 − h3h5 − h4h6 − h25 − h26)] = 1,

(2.33)

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

uα(P, r)ūβ(P, r) = (/P +M)

[
−gαβ + 1

3
γαγβ − Pαγβ − P βγα

3M
+

2PαP β

3M2

]
. (2.34)

Inserting the Salpeter wave function Eq. (2.27) for JP = 1
2

−
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 g1−4 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 JP = 3
2

−
pentaquark bound state can be solved similarly.

3 Strong decays of PN
ψ with the BS wave function

In this section, we first present the relevant effective Lagrangian for PNψ 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 PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+ as the molecular states PNψ1/2 and

PNψ3/2 consisting of D̄∗Σc constituents, where the particular spin configuration are not

assumed. We will calculate the following eight decay channels, J/ψp, D̄∗0Λ+
c , ηcp, D̄

0Λ+
c ,

D−Σ++
c , D̄0Σ+

c , D
−Σ∗++

c and D̄0Σ∗+
c . According to the final products, we categorize the

main strong decay modes of PNψ as three ones: a pseudoscalar meson and a spin-12 baryon

(P + B), a vector meson and a spin-12 baryon (V + B), and a pseudoscalar meson and a

spin-32 baryon (P +B∗).

For the (V +B) decay mode, the mainly decay channels are J/ψp and D̄∗Λc. The J/ψp

channel can be realized by a D or D∗ exchange,while the D̄∗Λc channel can be realized

by a π or a ρ exchange. The (P + B) decay mode mainly contains the ηcp, D̄
0Λ+

c and

D̄Σc, where the last one consists of the D̄0Σ+
c and D−Σ++

c two decay channels. For the
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(P + B∗) decay mode, the main strong decay channel is D̄Σ∗
c which can be realized by a

π or ρ exchange. The involved interactions for mesons are similar with (P +B) type, and

the extra ones for baryons are ΣcΣ
∗
cπ with BB∗P type and ΣcΣ

∗
cρ with BB∗V type.

The interactions listed above can be represented by the corresponding effective La-

grangians under the hadronic level. The J/ψ(ηc)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]

HQ =
1 + /v

2
(D∗αγα + iDγ5), (3.1)

where D = (D0, D+, D+
s ) 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 HQ̄ 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 ηc and a vector J/ψ, which can then be

represented by [58]

R =
1 + /v

2
(ψαγα + iηcγ5)

1− /v

2
, (3.2)

where ψα and ηc denotes the fields of the corresponding mesons. Noticed that here all the

hadron fields in above equations contain a extra factor of
√
MH withMH the corresponding

meson mass.

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]

LD̄(∗)D(∗)R = igRTr (R̄HQγα∂
αHQ̄ − R̄∂αHQγαHQ̄) + H.c., (3.3)

which is invariant under independent heavy quark spin symmetry; the coupling constant

gR has a dimension of (−3
2). Consequently, we obtain the following effective Lagrangians

describing the D(∗)D(∗) coupling to J/ψ,

LD(∗)D̄(∗)ψ† =+ gD̄DψiD∂αD̄ψ
†α

+ gDD̄∗ψ

1

Mψ
ϵαβµν∂αDD̄

∗
β∂µψ

†
ν

− gD∗D̄ψ

1

Mψ
ϵαβµν∂αD

∗
βD̄∂µψ

†
ν

− gD∗D̄∗ψi(∂αD
∗
βD̄

∗αψ†β + 2D∗
α∂βD̄

∗αψ†β +D∗αD̄∗
β∂αψ

†β),

(3.4)

where the relavent coupling constants are related to a single coupling gR, which is deter-

mined to be gR =
√
Mψ/(2MDfψ) by the VMD method with fψ denoting the J/ψ decay

constant [59]. It is also convenient to express the coupling constants in terms of the gDD̄ψ
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as

gDD̄ψ =
2Mψ

fψ
,

gDD̄∗ψ =

(
MD̄∗

MD̄

)1/2

gDD̄ψ,

gD∗D̄ψ =

(
MD∗

MD

)1/2

gDD̄ψ,

gD∗D̄∗ψ =
1

2

(
MD∗

MD

)
gDD̄ψ.

(3.5)

The obtained lagrangians for coupling to ηc are

L
D(∗)D̄(∗)η†c

=+ gDD̄∗ηc i(∂αDD̄
∗α)η†c

− gDD̄∗ηc i(D
∗α∂αD̄)η†c

− gD∗D̄∗ηc

1

Mηc

ϵαβµν∂αD
∗
βD̄

∗
µ∂νη

†
c ,

(3.6)

where the coupling constants behaves

gDD̄∗ηc =
1

2

(
MηcMD̄∗

MψMD̄

)1/2

gDD̄ψ,

gD∗D̄ηc =
1

2

(
MηcMD∗

MψMD

)1/2

gDD̄ψ,

gD∗D̄∗ηc =

(
Mηc

Mψ

)1/2 MD∗

MD
gDD̄ψ.

(3.7)

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 D̄(∗) meson and light pions can be obtained

by expanding the second term in Eq. (2.16)

LD̄(∗)ΣD̄(∗) =+ gD̄ΣD̄∗ iD̄†∂αΣD̄
∗α

− gD̄∗ΣD̄i(D̄
∗α)†∂αΣD̄

+ gD̄∗ΣD̄∗ϵαβµν∂α(D̄
∗
β)

†∂µΣD̄
∗
ν ,

(3.8)

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

as

gD̄ΣD̄∗ = (MD̄MD̄∗)
1
2
2g

f
,

gD̄∗ΣD̄ = (MD̄∗MD̄)
1
2
2g

f
,

gD̄∗ΣD̄∗ = R⟨D̄∗†D̄∗⟩
2g

f
,

(3.9)
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where the abbreviation R⟨D̄∗†D̄∗⟩ denotes the ratio of arithmetic mean to geometric mean

of the corresponding particle masses, namely

R⟨D̄∗†D̄∗⟩ =
MD̄∗† +MD̄∗

2 (MD̄∗†MD̄∗)
1
2

. (3.10)

Expanding the third and the fourth terms in Eq. (2.16), we obtain the Lagrangians between

anti-heavy-light D̄(∗) meson and light vector mesons as

LD̄(∗)V D̄(∗) =− gD̄V D̄i∂αD̄
†V αD̄

+ gD̄∗V D̄ϵ
αβµν∂αD̄

∗†
β ∂µVνD̄

− gD̄V D̄∗ϵαβµν∂αD̄
†∂βVµD̄

∗
ν

+ gD̄∗V D̄∗ i(Ar∂αD̄
∗†
β V

αD̄∗β + D̄∗†
α ∂βV

αD̄∗β + D̄∗†
α Vβ∂αD̄

∗β),

(3.11)

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

gD̄V D̄ = R⟨D̄†D̄⟩
√
2(βgV ),

gD̄∗V D̄ = R⟨D̄∗†D̄⟩
√
8(λgV ),

gD̄V D̄∗ = R⟨D̄†D̄∗⟩
√
8(λgV ),

gD̄∗V D̄∗ =M⟨D̄∗†D̄∗⟩
√
8(λgV ),

(3.12)

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

M⟨AB⟩ =
2MAMB

MA +MB
; (3.13)

the coefficient Ar reads Ar =
1
2β/λM⟨D̄∗†D̄∗⟩. Notice that under the flavor SU(4) symmetry,

the coefficient Ar would be 1 and here we obtain a small value of Ar = 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

LBBΣ =− gB̄BΣ ⟨iB̄γ5ΣB⟩
+ gBB∗Σ ⟨(B̄∂αΣB∗α + B̄∗α∂αΣB)⟩
− gB̄∗B∗Σϵ

αβµν ⟨∂βB̄∗
ν∂αΣB

∗
µ⟩ ,

(3.14)

where ⟨· · ·⟩ here denotes trace in the flavor space; the coupling constants are determined

under the heavy quark limit as

gB̄BΣ = (MB̄ +MB)
g1
f
,

gBB∗Σ =

√
3

2

g1
f
,

gB̄∗B∗Σ =
3

2

1

M⟨B̄∗B∗⟩

g1
f
.
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Notice that the expressions of gB̄BΣ and gB̄∗B∗Σ 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,

LBBV =− gB̄BV ⟨B̄γαV αB⟩
− gB̄B∗V ⟨iB̄γαγ5(∂αV β − ∂βV α)B∗

β⟩
+ gB̄∗BV ⟨iB̄∗

βγαγ5(∂
αV β − ∂βV α)B⟩

+ gB̄∗B∗V ⟨iB̄∗
α(∂

αV β − ∂βV α)B∗
β⟩ ,

(3.15)

where the coupling constants are related to the chiral constants βS and λs by

gB̄BV =

√
2

3
(MB̄ +MB)gV λS ,

gB̄B∗V = gB̄∗BV =
1√
6
gV λS ,

gB̄∗B∗V =
1√
2
gV λS .

(3.16)

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 3×3

matrix as

Λ =


0 Λ+

c Ξ+
c

−Λ+
c 0 Ξ0

c

−Ξ+
c −Ξ0

c 0

 . (3.17)

The effective lagrangian behaves [51, 53]

LΛB = g4 ⟨Λ̄uαSα⟩+ λIϵ
αβµνvα ⟨Λ̄FµνSβ⟩+H.c.. (3.18)

Expanding above equation we obtain the following Lagrangians

LΛB =− gΛΣB ⟨iΛ̄Σγ5B + iB̄Σγ5Λ⟩
− gΛΣB∗ ⟨Λ̄∂αΣB∗

α + B̄∗
α∂

αΣΛ⟩
+ gΛV B ⟨Λ̄VαγαB + B̄Vαγ

αΛ⟩
− gΛV B∗ϵαβµν ⟨i∂βΛ̄∂αVνB∗

µ + i∂βB̄
∗
µ∂αVνΛ⟩ ,

(3.19)
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where the four coupling constants behaves

gΛΣB =
1√
3
(MΛ +MB)

g4
f
,

gΛΣB∗ =
g4
f
,

gΛV B =

√
2√
3
(MΛ +MB)(λIgV ),

gΛV B∗ =
√
2

1

M⟨ΛB⟩
(λIgV ).

(3.20)

The three pentaquark states PNψ are all found in the J/ψp channel and then the

Lagrangians for NΣc 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 Σc baryons also

form a triplet representation of the isospin. Considering the isospin symmetry, the effective

Lagrangian between NΣcD
(∗) can be expressed as

LNΣcD(∗) = gNΣcDiN̄γ5Σc(−iσ2) ·D† + gNΣcD∗N̄γαΣc(−iσ2) ·D∗†
α +H.c., (3.21)

where σ2 denotes the usual second Pauli matrix, and the D(∗) here only denotes the dou-

blet (D(∗)0, D(∗)+) which also forms a fundamental representation of the isospin, and Σc
represents the 1-2 sector in the symmetric baryon field matrix B, namely,

Σc =

 Σ++
c

1√
2
Σ+
c

1√
2
Σ+
c Σ0

c

 . (3.22)

Expanding above Lagrangian, we obtain

LN̄ΣcD(∗) =− gNΣcDi

(
p̄γ5Σ

++
c D+† − 1√

2
p̄γ5Σ

+
c D

0† +
1√
2
n̄γ5Σ

+
c D

+† − n̄γ5Σ
0
cD

0†
)

− gNΣcD∗

(
p̄γαΣ++

c D∗+†
α − 1√

2
p̄γαΣ+

c D
∗0†
α +

1√
2
n̄γαΣ+

c D
∗+†
α − n̄γαΣ0

cD
∗0†
α

)
.

(3.23)

3.2 PNψ → (V +B)

PNψ as the D̄∗Σc 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/ψp

channel amplitude and then the similar channel D̄∗Λc will be given directly. PNψ [D̄∗Σc]

molecular state can decay to J/ψp by exchanging either a D or a D∗ virtual meson, and

the total amplitude is the sum of the two.
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PNψ , P

D̄∗, k1

Σc, k2

J/ψ, P1

p, P2

γ

β

D, k3

PNψ , P

D̄∗, k1

Σc, k2

J/ψ, P1

p, P2

γ

β
µ

ν

D∗, k3

Fig. 2: Strong decay of PNψ [D̄∗Σc]
+ to the J/ψp by exchanging a virtual mediator D (left

panel) and D∗ (right panel). P, k1, k2, P1, P2 denote the momenta of PNψ , constituent
meson, constituent baryon, the final J/ψ, and the final p respectively.

3.2.1 PNψ → J/ψp by D exchange

The effective Lagrangians responsible for the DD̄∗J/ψ and p̄ΣcD interactions have been

given before, which read

LDD̄∗ψ =+ gDD̄∗ψ

1

Mψ
ϵαβµν∂αDD̄

∗
β∂µψ

†
ν ,

Lp̄ΣcD =− gNDΣc i

(
p̄γ5Σ

++
c D+† − 1√

2
p̄γ5Σ

+
c D

0†
)
.

(3.24)

Given above Lagrangians, the amplitude forPNψ (4440) → J/ψp by exchanging one D can

be expressed by the BS wave vertex as

A11;1/2 = −i3gNDΣcgDD̄∗ψū2γ5

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]D(k3)
ϵαβµν

M1
P1µe

∗
1νk3α,

(3.25)

where u2 is short for u(r2)(P2) with r2 representing the proton spin state; e∗1 is short for

e∗(r1)(P1) representing the polarization vector of the final J/ψ with P1 denoting the J/ψ

momentum and r1 = 0,±1 representing the 3 possible polarization states, which fulfills the

Lorentz condition eα1P1α = 0. The momentum of the exchanged virtual charmed meson

is denoted as k3 = (k1 − P1). We will use M1 and M2 to denote the masses of the final

meson and baryon (here J/ψ and proton) respectively. To calculate this decay amplitude,

we strip off the triangle amplitude involved the integral over k as

T ν11u(P, r) = i
ϵαβP1ν

M1
γ5

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]D(k3)k1α. (3.26)

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

A11;1/2 = G11e
∗ν
1 ū2T11νu(P, r). (3.27)
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where we also define a dimensionless constant

G11 = gNDΣcgDD̄∗ψ (3.28)

to denote the strong interaction strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c → J/ψp 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,

D(k1) = i
1

2w1

(
1

kP − ζ+1 + iϵ
− 1

kP − ζ−1 − iϵ

)
, (3.29)

S(k2) = (−i)

(
Λ+(k⊥)

kP − ζ+2 − iϵ
+

Λ−(k⊥)

kP − ζ−2 + iϵ

)
, (3.30)

D(k3) = i
1

2w3

(
1

kP − ζ+3 + iϵ
− 1

kP − ζ−3 − iϵ

)
, (3.31)

where the six poles are defined as

ζ±1 = −α1M ± w1, ζ±2 = +α2M ∓ w2, ζ±3 = E1 − α1M ± w3. (3.32)

Using above expression we obtain the following result,∫
dkP
2π

[S(k2)Γγ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]D(k3)k1α =
1

2w3

(
a1αΛ

+ + a2αΛ
−) γ0φβ. (3.33)

where the two variables a1 and a2 behave

a1α = c1k11α + c3k13α + c5k15α,

a2α = c2k12α + c4k14α + c6k16α,
(3.34)

where k1i = k1(kP = kPi) with (i = 1, · · · 6), and kPis are defined as

kP1 = ζ+1 , kP2 = ζ−1 , kP3 = ζ+2 , kP4 = ζ−2 , kP5 = ζ+3 , kP6 = ζ−3 . (3.35)

Here we need to express k1 = α1P + k. The coefficients cis (i = 1, · · · 6) are defined as

c1(2) = ∓ 1

E1 ∓ (w1 + w3)
,

c3(4) = ∓ 1

E2 ∓ (w2 + w3)
,

c5(6) = ± M ∓ (w1 + w2)

[E1 ± (w1 + w3)][E2 ∓ (w2 + w3)]
.

(3.36)

Inserting above result of the contour integral, we can express T ν1 u(P, r) by the Salpeter
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wave function as

T ν11u(P, r) = i
ϵαβP1ν

M1
γ5

∫
dk3⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
a1αΛ

+ + a2αΛ
−) γ0φβ(k⊥). (3.37)

Now T1 has been expressed by the integral over the three-dimensional Salpeter wave

function φβ. Inserting the Salpeter wave functions Eq. (2.27) for PNψ1/2 into Eq. (3.37)

respectively, we can further simplified the amplitude T11α in terms of two form factors s11
and s12,

T11α;1/2 = (s11γα + s12P̂α). (3.38)

where the following identities of the Levi-Civita symbol are used,

γαϵ
αβγδ = i(γβγγγδ − γδgβγ + γγgβδ − γβgγδ)γ5. (3.39)

The amplitude A11;1/2 then behaves as

A11;1/2 = G11e
∗α
1 ū2

(
s111γα + s112P̂α

)
u. (3.40)

Here we introduce a symbol snm(o) to represent the strong decay form factor, where the

first subscript m(1, · · · , 8) distinguishes the eight decay channels, namely, J/ψp, D̄∗0Λ+
c ,

ηcp, D̄
0Λ+

c , D
−Σ++

c , D̄0Σ+
c , D

−Σ∗++
c and D̄0Σ∗+

c , respectively; the superscript n is used

to denote the different exchanged particle, 1 for D(π), 2 for D∗(ρ), and 4 for ω exchange;

the third one o is used when the possible form factor number is more than one.

For PNψ3/2 to J/ψp channel by D exchange, the calculation process is quite similar and

the only difference is to make a replacement

Tα11u(P, r) → Tαβ11 uβ(P, r). (3.41)

Namely, the decay amplitude is expressed as

A11;3/2 = G11e
α∗
1 ū2T11αβu

β(P, r), (3.42)

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

T νγ11 uγ(P, r) = i
ϵαβP1ν

M1
γ5

∫
dk3⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
a1αΛ

+ + a2αΛ
−) γ0Aβγuγ(P, r). (3.43)

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

T11αβ as the form factors,

T11αβ = t111iϵαβP̂ P̂1
+
(
t112gαβ + t113γαP̂1β + t114P̂αP̂1β

)
γ5, (3.44)

where we used tnm(o) to denote the form factor for PNψ3/2 decay with m,n, o representing the

same meanings as those in snm(o) for P
N
ψ1/2.
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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 g1, g2, g3 and g4, and the numerical values can then be

calculated by performing the three-dimensional integral over k⊥ numerically.

3.2.2 PNψ → J/ψp by D∗ exchange

The effective Lagrangian responsible for the J/ψD∗D̄∗ interaction is

LD∗D̄∗ψ =− gD∗D̄∗ψi(∂αD
∗
βD̄

∗αψ†β + 2D∗
α∂βD̄

∗αψ†β +D∗αD̄∗
β∂αψ

†β),

Lp̄ΣcD∗ =− gNΣcD∗

(
p̄γαΣ++

c D∗+†
α − 1√

2
p̄γαΣ+

c D
∗0†
α

)
.

(3.45)

The invariant amplitude for PNψ1/2 → J/ψp by exchanging one D∗ can be expressed by

the BS wave vertex as

A12;1/2 =G12ū2γν

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γγ(k, r)D

γβ(k1)]D
µν(k3)e

∗α
1 Oαβµρ(k1 + k3)

ρ, (3.46)

where the propagator of the exchanged D∗ meson behaves as

Dµν(k3) = i
−gµν + k3µk3ν/m

2
3

k23 −m2
3 + iϵ

(3.47)

with the propagator mass m3 is MD∗ ; and

Oαβµρ ≡ −
(
gαµgβρ −

1

2
ι2gβµgαρ + ι3gαβgµρ

)
, (3.48)

where we introduced ι2(3) for later convenience, and obviously here ι2 = 2 and ι3 = 1. Also

as before we define the dimensionless constant

G12 = gND∗ΣcgD∗D̄∗ψ (3.49)

to denote the strong interaction strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c →J/ψp scattering by one D∗ ex-

change. Again we can express the decay amplitude as

A12;1/2 =G12(e
α
1 )

∗ū2T3αu(P, r),

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

T12αu(P, r) = Oαβµργν

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γγ(k, r)D

γβ(k1)]D
µν(k3)(k1 + k3)

ρ. (3.50)

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

T12αu(P, r) = Oαβµργν

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
aµνρ3 Λ+ + aµνρ4 Λ−) γ0φβ, (3.51)
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where
a3µνρ =

∑
i=1,3,5

cidµν(k3i)(k1i + k3i),

a4µνρ =
∑

i=2,4,6

cidµν(k3i)(k1i + k3i),
(3.52)

where we used the notations

dµν(k3i) = −gµν +
k3iµk3iν
m2

3

, (3.53)

k3i = k1i − P1. (3.54)

Notice that contribution of the momentum part in dµν will be suppressed when the ex-

changed particle is heavy. Now T12α has been expressed by the Salpeter wave function.

After performing the three-dimensional integral numerically, we obtain

T12α = (s211γα + s212P̂α). (3.55)

For PNψ3/2 → J/ψp by exchanging D∗ meson, the decay amplitude is similar with that

for PNψ1/2 and the only difference is to make replacement

T12αu(P, r) → T12αγu
γ(P, r); (3.56)

and then replace the Salpeter wave function of PNψ1/2 to PNψ3/2, namely,

φα = Aαu(P, r) → φα = Aαγu
γ(P, r) (3.57)

After performing the numerical integration, we express T12αβ by the form factors as

T12αβ = t211iϵαβP̂ P̂1
+
(
t212gαβ + t213γαP̂1β + t214P̂αP̂1β

)
γ5. (3.58)

Combing the two amplitudes from D and D∗ mediators together, we obtain the full

invariant amplitude for PNψ1/2 → J/ψp decay by two form factors,

A[PNψ1/2→J/ψp] = A11 +A12 = e∗α1 ū2

(
s11γα + s12P̂α

)
u. (3.59)

where s11 and s12 are related to the corresponding strong interaction constants and are

expressed as
s11 = G11s

1
11 +G12s

2
11,

s12 = G11s
1
12 +G12s

2
12.

(3.60)

The full amplitude for PNψ3/2 → J/ψp is expressed by three form factors,

A[PNψ3/2→J/ψp] =e∗α1 ū2

(
it11ϵαβP̂ P̂1

+ t12gαβγ5 + t13P̂1βγαγ5 + t14P̂αP̂1βγ5

)
uβ, (3.61)
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where t1i (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) is related to the coupling constants by

t1i = G11t
1
1i +G12t

2
1i. (3.62)

In above equations, the specific expressions of s211 and s212 can be obtained by inserting the

Salpeter wave functions and performing the integral numerically. The specific expressions

are presented in the appendixA.

3.2.3 PNψ → D̄∗0Λ+
c

The decay channel for PNψ → D̄∗0Λ+
c is quite similar with that of PNψ → J/ψp. The only

difference is the final vector meson J/ψ replaced by D̄∗0, the final proton baryon replaced

by the Λ+
c baryon, the propagator D and D∗ replaced by the π and ρ in the pseudoscalar

and vector exchange respectively. Then we can obtain the amplitude directly from the

J/ψp channel.

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

LD̄0∗D̄∗−π = +gD̄∗0D̄∗−π

1

MD̄∗0
ϵαβµν∂απ

+D̄∗−
β ∂µD̄

∗0†
ν ,

LΛ+
c Σ

++
c π = +gΛ+

c Σ
++
c πiΛ̄

+
c γ5π

−Σ++
c ,

(3.63)

where we have divided a MD̄∗0 in the first lagrangian to keep the coupling constant dimen-

sionless; and the coupling constants now behaves

gD̄∗0D̄∗−π =MD̄∗0
2g

f
,

gΛ+
c Σ

++
c π =

1√
3
(MΛ+

c
+MΣ++

c
)
g4
f
.

(3.64)

For the ρ exchange, the relevant Lagrangians have been given in Eq. (3.11) and Eq. (3.19),

which can be further expressed as

LD̄∗0D̄∗−ρ =gD̄∗0D̄∗−ρi(∂
αρ+βD̄∗−

α D̄∗0†
β + ρ+α∂βD̄∗−

α D̄∗0†
β +Arρ

+αD̄∗−β∂αD̄
∗0†
β ),

LΛ̄+
c Σ

++
c ρ =− gΛ+

c Σ
++
c ρΛ̄

+
c ραγ

αΣ++
c ,

(3.65)

where the two coupling constants read

gD̄∗0D̄∗−ρ = R⟨D̄∗0D̄∗−⟩
√
8(λgV ),

gΛ+
c Σ

++
c ρ =

√
2√
3
(MΛ+

c
+MΣ++

c
)(λIgV ).

(3.66)

In this work we calculate all the decay widths under the isospin symmetry, then the con-

tributions from other Lagrangians, such as LD̄0∗D̄∗0π and LΛ+
c Σ

+
c π

, will be induced into the

final isospin factors.

Comparing the above Lagrangians with the ones in J/ψp 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 PNψ to D̄∗0Λ+
c by the form factors as

A[PNψ1/2→D̄∗0Λ+
c ] = e∗α1 ū2

(
s21γα + s22P̂α

)
u, (3.67)

A[PNψ3/2→D̄∗0Λ+
c ] = e∗α1 ū2

(
t21iϵαβP̂ P̂1

+ (t22gαβ + t23γαP̂1β + t24P̂αP̂1β)γ5

)
u, (3.68)

where the form factors s2i (i = 1, 2) and t2j (j = 1, 2, 3, 4) are defined as

s2i = G21s
1
2i +G22s

2
2i, (3.69)

t2j = G21t
1
2j +G22t

2
2j , (3.70)

where we define two dimensionless constants

G21 = gΛ+
c Σ

++
c πgD̄∗0D̄∗−π,

G22 = gΛ+
c Σ

++
c ρgD̄∗0D̄∗−ρ

to represent the strong interaction strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c → D̄∗0Λ+

c scattering by one pion

and one ρ exchange respectively.

The form factors s12i, s
2
2i, t

1
2j , and t

2
2j share exactly the same expressions with s11i, s

2
1i,

t11j , and t
2
1j of P

N
ψ → J/ψp decays, respectively, while the only difference is to change the

masses of m3, M1, and M2 from MD(MD∗), Mψ, and Mp to Mπ(Mρ), MD̄∗0 , and MΛc ,

respectively, namely,

s12i = s11i[m3 →Mπ,M1 →MD̄∗0 ,M2 →MΛ+
c
],

t12j = t11j [m3 →Mπ,M1 →MD̄∗0 ,M2 →MΛ+
c
],

s22i = s21i[M1 →MD̄∗ ,M2 →MΛ+
c
,m3 →Mρ, ι2 → 1, ι3 → Ar],

t22j = t21j [M1 →MD̄∗ ,M2 →MΛ+
c
,m3 →Mρ, ι2 → 1, ι3 → Ar],

(3.71)

where s12i (i = 1, 2) and t12j (j = 1, 2, 3, 4) represent the contribution from pion exchange,

while s22i and t
2
2j represent the contribution from ρ exchange.

3.3 PNψ → (P +B)

For the decay mode of PNψ to a pesudoscalar meson and a baryon, namely, the (P + B)

decay mode, the main decay channels are ηcp, D̄
0Λ+

c , and D̄Σc. The ηcp channel can be

realized by a D or D∗ exchange with P -wave barrier, while last two can be realized by the

π or ρ exchange.

3.3.1 PNψ → ηcp by D exchange

Different from the PNψ (4312)+[D̄Σc] which can only decay to ηcp by exchanging a D∗,

PNψ [D̄∗Σc] can decay to ηcp through both the D and D∗ mode. From Eq. (3.6), the involved

effective Lagrangians for DD̄∗ηc interaction reads

LDD̄∗ηc = −igDD̄∗ηcDD̄
∗α∂αη

†
c , (3.72)
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and the lagrangian for p̄ΣcD interaction has been given in Eq. (3.24).

The corresponding Feynman diagram is similar with that for the decay to J/ψp with

D∗ exchange. The decay amplitude for PNψ1/2 → ηcp behaves as

iA31;1/2 = iū2(−igNDΣc)γ5

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dβγ(k1)]D(k3)(−igDD̄∗ηc)(iP
β
1 ). (3.73)

As usual, it is convenient to strip off the part involved the integral over k as

T31u(P, r) = (γ5P
β
1 )

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dβγ(k1)]D(k3).

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

Salpeter wave function

T31u(P, r) = (γ5P
β
1 )

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
b1Λ

+ + b2Λ
−) γ0φβ, (3.74)

where
b1 = c1 + c3 + c5,

b2 = c2 + c4 + c6.
(3.75)

Inserting the Salpeter wave function Eq. (2.27) of Pψ1/2, we obtain T31 expressed by one

form factor,

T31 = s31γ5. (3.76)

Finally, we obtain the amplitude for decay to ηcp by form factor s13 with a simple form

iA[PNψ1/2−→ηcp(D)] = G31ū2s
1
3γ5u(P, r), (3.77)

where we define

G31 = gNDΣcgDD̄∗ηc

to denote the strong interaction strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c → ηcp by one D exchange.

For PNψ3/2 → ηcp by D exchange, the decay amplitude is expressed as

iA[PNψ3/2→ηcp(D)] = G31ū2T31γu
γ(P, r). (3.78)

where

T31γu
γ(P, r) = (γ5P

β
1 )

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
b1Λ

+ + b2Λ
−) γ0Aβγuγ(P, r). (3.79)

Inserting the Salpeter wave function and calculating the three-dimensional integral, we
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obtain

T31γ = t13P̂1γ . (3.80)

3.3.2 PNψ → ηcp by D∗ exchange

The effective Lagrangian responsible for D∗D̄∗ηc interaction behaves as

L
D∗D̄∗η†c

= −gD∗D̄∗ηc

1

Mηc

ϵαβµν∂αD
∗
βD̄

∗
µ∂νη

†
c , (3.81)

while the lagrangians for p̄Σ++
c D∗ has been given in Eq. (3.24). The decay amplitude is

expressed as

iA[PNψ1/2→ηcp(D
∗)] =− iG32ū2γ

ν

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dβγ(k1)]Dµν(k3)
ϵk3βµP1

M1
, (3.82)

where define the

G32 = gND∗ΣcgD∗D̄∗ηc (3.83)

to denote the strong interaction strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c → ηcp by one D∗ exchange.

This amplitude can be simplified as

iA[Pψ1/2 → ηcp(D
∗)] = G32ū(P2, r2)T32u(P, r) (3.84)

by stripping off the integral over k

T32u = −i

∫
d4k

(2π)4
γν [S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dβγ(k1)]Dµν(k3)
ϵk3βµP1

M1
. (3.85)

First notice the contraction with Levi-Civita symbol forces momentum part of the numer-

ator in propagator Dµν to be zero, namely,

dµν(k3) = −gµν +
k3µk3ν
m2

3

→ (−gµν), (3.86)

Then above expression is further simplified as

T32u = i
ϵαβµP1

M1
γµ

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dβγ(k1)]D(k3)k1α. (3.87)

Now we perform the contour integral as usual over kP to express T by the Salpeter wave

function

T32u(P, r) = i
ϵαβµP1

M1
γµ

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3
(a1αΛ

+ + a2αΛ
−)γ0φβ. (3.88)

where the expressions for a1α and a2α have been presented in Eq. (3.34); the Salpeter wave
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function behaves φβ[P
N
ψ1/2] = Aβu(P, r). Inserting Eq. (2.28) and then performing the

three-dimensional integral, we can express T32 by one form factor as

T32 = s23γ5. (3.89)

For PNψ3/2 → ηcp, the decay amplitude is quite similar, and we just need to make a

replacement

T32u(P, r) → T32γu
γ(P, r). (3.90)

Namely,

T32γu
γ = i

ϵαβµP1

M1
γµ

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3
(a1αΛ

+ + a2αΛ
−)γ0Aβγu

γ , (3.91)

where the we have inserted the Salpeter wave function φβ[P
N
ψ3/2] = Aβγu

γ(P, r). Perform-

ing this integral, we obtain

T32γ = t23P̂1γ . (3.92)

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

iA[PNψ1/2 → ηcp] = s3ū2γ5u(P, r), (3.93)

iA[PNψ3/2 → ηcp] = t3ū2

(
P̂1α

)
uα(P, r), (3.94)

where the form factors s3 and t3 behave

s3 = G31s
1
3 +G32s

2
3,

t3 = G31t
1
3 +G32t

2
3.

(3.95)

3.3.3 PNψ → D̄0Λ+
c

The D̄0Λ+
c decay channel is almost the same compared with the ηcp channel, while the

only differences are ηc replaced by D̄0, p replaced by Λ+
c , and the propagators D and D∗

replaced by the π and ρ 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 D̄πD̄∗ and D̄ρD∗ interactions as

LD̄0D̄∗−π = −gD̄0D̄∗−πi∂αD̄
0†πD̄∗−α,

LD̄0D̄∗−ρ = +gD̄0D̄∗−ρ

ϵαβµν

MD̄0

∂αρβD̄
∗−
µ ∂νD̄

0†,
(3.96)
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where the coupling constants behave

gD̄0D̄∗−π = (MD̄0MD̄∗−)
1
2
2g

f
,

gD̄0D̄∗−ρ = R⟨D̄0D̄∗−⟩MD̄0

√
8(λgV ).

The lagrangians for the baryon sector, namely, Λ+
c π(ρ)Σ

++
c 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 ηcp channel, we

can express the the amplitude for PNψ1/2 and PNψ3/2 to D̄0Λ+
c as

iA[PNψ1/2 → D̄0Λ+
c ] = s4ū2 (γ5)u(P, r), (3.97)

iA[PNψ3/2 → D̄0Λ+
c ] = t4ū2P̂1αu

α(P, r), (3.98)

where the two form factors are expressed as

s4 = G41s
1
4 +G42s

2
4,

t4 = G41t
1
4 +G42t

2
4,

(3.99)

and we define two dimensionless constants

G41 = gD̄ΣD̄∗gΛ+
c Σ

++
c π,

G42 = gD̄0ρD̄∗−gΛ+
c ρΣ

++
c

to denote the strong interaction strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c → D̄0Λ+

c scattering by one π and

one ρ exchange respectively.

The form factors s14 and t
1
4 denote the contribution from pion exchange, while s24 and t

2
4

represent the contribution from ρ exchange for PNψ1/2 and PNψ3/2 decays, respectively, which

be obtained from the results of PNψ → ηcp channel by making the following replacements,

s14 = s13[M1 =MD̄0 ,M2 =MΛ+
c
,m3 =Mπ],

t14 = t13[M1 =MD̄0 ,M2 =MΛ+
c
,m3 =Mπ],

s24 = s23[M1 = D̄,M2 =MΛc ,m3 =Mρ],

t24 = t23[M1 = D̄,M2 =MΣc ,m3 =Mρ].

(3.100)

3.3.4 PNψ → D̄Σc

The PNψ can decay to both D−Σ++
c and D̄0Σ+

c channels. We will use D̄Σc to denote the

sum of these two channels. We first consider theD−Σ++
c channel. Besides the contributions

from the π and ρ exchange, the ω exchange can also contribute in this channel compared
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with D̄0Λ+
c channel. The involved Lagrangian for meson sector read

LD−D∗−π = +gD−D̄∗−πi∂αD
−†πD̄∗−α,

LD−D∗−ρ = −gD−D∗−ρ
ϵαβµν

MD−
∂αρβD

∗−
µ ∂νD

−†,

LD−D∗−ω = +gD−D∗−ω
ϵαβµν

MD−
∂αωβD

∗−
µ ∂νD

−†,

(3.101)

where the coupling constants behaves

gD−D∗−π = (MD−MD∗−)
1
2

√
2g

f
,

gD−D∗−ρ = R⟨D−D∗−⟩MD−2(λgV ),

gD−D∗−ω = gD−D∗−ρ.

The involved Lagrangian for baryon sector read

LΣ̄++
c Σ++

c π = −gΣ++
c Σ++

c πiΣ̄
++
c γ5πΣ

++
c ,

LΣ̄++
c Σ++

c ρ = −gΣ++
c Σ++

c ρΣ̄
++
c γαρ

αΣ++
c ,

LΣ̄++
c Σ++

c ω = −gΣ++
c Σ++

c ωΣ̄
++
c γαω

αΣ++
c ,

(3.102)

where the coupling constants read

gΣ++
c Σ++

c π =
1√
2
(MΣ++

c
+MΣ++

c
)
g1
f
,

gΣ++
c Σ++

c ρ =
1

3
(MΣ++

c
+MΣ++

c
)gV λS ,

gΣ++
c Σ++

c ω = gΣ++
c Σ++

c ρ.

(3.103)

Again the contribution from other similar Lagrangian will be induced into the isospin

factor. From isospin analysis, the isospin factor behaves C5 = 2
√
2√
3

for π and ρ exchange,

and for the ω exchange the isospin factor is
√
2√
3
. It is clear to see from above Lagrangian

that the ρ and ω would make destructive interference in this decay.

Compared with the D̄0Λ+
c channel, the difference in D−Σ++

c channels are the replace-

ments of Λ+
c by Σ++

c for π and ρ exchanges. Then the amplitude for PNψ → D−Σ++
c can

be expressed as
iA[PNψ1/2 → D−Σ++

c ] = C5s5ū2(γ5)u(P, r),

iA[PNψ3/2 → D−Σ++
c ] = C5t5ū2P̂1αu

α(P, r),
(3.104)

where the two form factors are

s5 = G51s
1
5 +G52s

2
5 −

1

2
G54s

4
5,

t5 = G51t
1
5 +G52t

2
5 − 1

2
G54t

4
5,

(3.105)
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where 1
2 comes from the relative isospin factor aforementioned. As usual we also define

three dimensionless constants

G51 = gΣ++
c Σ++

c πgD−D∗−π,

G52 = gΣ++
c Σ++

c ρgD−D∗−ρ,

G54 = gΣ++
c Σ++

c ωgD−D∗−ω,

to denote the strong interaction strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c → D−Σ++

c by one pion, one ρ and

one ω exchange, respectively.

The form factors s15, t
1
5 denote the form factors from pion exchange while s25 and t25

from ρ exchange, and s45 and t45 for ω exchange for PNψ1/2 and PNψ3/2 decay, respectively,

which can be obtained by making the following replacements

s15 = s13[M1 →MD− ,M2 →MΣ++
c
,m3 →Mπ],

t15 = t13[M1 →MD− ,M2 →MΣ++
c
,m3 →Mπ];

s25 = s23[M1 →MD− ,M2 →MΣ++
c
,m3 →Mρ],

t25 = t23[M1 →MD− ,M2 →MΣ++
c
,m3 →Mρ];

s45 = s23[M1 →MD− ,M2 →MΣ++
c
,m3 →Mω],

t45 = t23[M1 →MD− ,M2 →MΣ++
c
,m3 →Mω].

(3.106)

From an isospin analysis, we can see that the decay amplitude for D̄0Σ+
c channel is

just the same as that for D̄−Σ++
c channel except that the isospin factor C6 for the former

one is 1√
2
of the last one C5. And then within the isospin symmetry, the decay width for

PNψ to D̄0Σ++
c channel would be 1

2 of that for D−Σ+
c channel.

3.4 PNψ → (P +B∗)

PNψ [D̄∗Σc] can also decay to D̄Σ∗
c channel with the final particles being a pseudoscalar

meson and a 3
2 baryon, which can be realized by one π, ρ or ω exchange. The isospin

factor for PNψ → D̄Σ∗
c is exactly the same as that for D̄Σc channel, namely, C7[D

−Σ∗++
c ] =√

2C8[D̄
0Σ∗+

c ] = C5.

3.4.1 PNψ → D̄Σ∗
c by pion exchange

We first consider the D−Σ∗++
c channel and then the result for D̄0Σ+

c channel can be

obtained by isospin factor directly. The effective Lagrangian for D−D∗−π has been given

in Eq. (3.101), while the Lagrangian for Σ∗++
c Σ++

c π reads

LΣ̄∗++
c Σ++

c π = +gΣ̄∗++
c Σ++

c π

1

MΣ∗
c

Σ̄∗++α
c ∂απΣ

++
c , (3.107)

where we divided a MΣ∗
c
to keep the coupling constant dimensionless, and now

gΣ̄∗+
c Σ++

c π =

√
3

2
√
2

g1
f
MΣ∗

c
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Again contributions from other Lagrangian, such as Σ̄∗+
c πΣ++

c will be collected into the

isospin factor. Then the amplitude by π exchange behaves

iA71[P
N
ψ1/2 → D−Σ∗++

c ] = G71ū
α(P2, r2)T71αu(P, r), (3.108)

where we defined

G71 = gΣ∗++
c Σ++

c πgD−D∗−π

to denote the strong decay strength for D̄∗−Σ++
c → D−Σ∗++

c scattering by one pion ex-

change; and the triangle integral behaves

T71αu(P, r) =
P β1
M2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]D(k3)k3α. (3.109)

Performing the contour integral over kP , we obtain∫
dkP
2π

[S(k2)Γγ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]D(k3)k3α =
1

2w3

(
b3αΛ

+ + b4αΛ
−) γ0φβ, (3.110)

where
b3 = c1k31 + c3k33 + c5k35,

b4 = c2k32 + c4k34 + c6k36,
(3.111)

where k3i = k3(kP = kPi) and ci with (i = 1, · · · 6) have been introduced before. Then the

triangle integral can be expressed by the Salpeter wave function as

T71αu(P, r) =
P β1
M2

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
b3αΛ

+ + b4αΛ
−) γ0φβ, (3.112)

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

namely,

T71α = s17P̂α. (3.113)

For PNψ3/2 → D−Σ∗++
c by π exchange, the amplitude behaves

iA[PNψ3/2 → D̄Σ∗
c(π)] = G71ū

αT71αγu
γ(P, r), (3.114)

where

T71αγu
γ(P, r) =

P β1
M2

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
b3αΛ

+ + b4αΛ
−) γ0Aβγuγ , (3.115)

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

T71αβ = it171ϵ
αβP̂ P̂1 +

(
t172g

αβ + t173P̂
αP̂ β1

)
γ5. (3.116)

3.4.2 PNψ → D̄Σ∗
c by ρ and ω exchange

The D−Σ∗++
c channel by ρ and ω exchange also involves the Σ∗

cΣcρ(ω) interaction which

can be described by the effective Lagrangian

LΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ρ = +igΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ρ

1

MΣ∗
c

Σ̄∗++β
c γαγ5(∂αρβ − ∂βρα)Σ

++
c ,

LΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ω = +igΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ω

1

MΣ∗
c

Σ̄∗++β
c γαγ5(∂αωβ − ∂βωα)Σ

++
c ,

(3.117)

where we have divided a MΣ∗
c
to keep the coupling constant gΣ∗++

c Σ++
c ρ(ω) dimensionless,

and then

gΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ρ = gΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ω =
1√
12
MΣ∗

c
gV λS . (3.118)

The Lagrangian for D−D∗−ρ(ω) has been presented in Eq. (3.101). Now we first consider

the ρ exchange and ω exchange can be obtained by a simple replacement. The correspond-

ing decay amplitude can then be expressed as

iA[PNψ1/2 → D̄Σ∗
c(ρ)] = G72ū

σ(P2, r2)T72σu(P, r). (3.119)

As usual we define two dimensionless constants

G72 = gΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ρgD−D∗−ρ,

G74 = gΣ∗++
c Σ++

c ωgD−D∗−ω

to represent the strong interaction strength for D∗−Σ++
c → D−Σ∗++

c by one ρ(ω) exchange.

The triangle integral behaves

T σ72u(P, r) = i
ϵαβµP̂1

M2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(gσνγρ − gρσγν)γ5[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]Dµν(k3)k3ρk3α.

(3.120)

Considering the contraction with Levi-Civita, the above amplitude can be further simplified

by Dµν(k3) → (−gµν)D(k3), k3α → k1α, namely,

T σ72u(P, r) = i
ϵαβµP̂1

M2
(gρσγµ − gµνg

σνγρ)γ5

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[S(k2)Γ

γ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]D(k3)k3ρk1α.

(3.121)
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Then we perform the contour integral over kP as usual and obtain∫
dkP
2π

[S(k2)Γ
γ(k, r)Dγβ(k1)]D(k3)k3ρk1α =

1

2w3

(
b5αρΛ

+ + b6αρΛ
−) γ0φβ, (3.122)

where we defined
b5αρ = c1k11αk31ρ + c3k13αk33ρ + c5k15αk35ρ,

b6αρ = c1k12αk32ρ + c4k14αk34ρ + c6k16αk36ρ.
(3.123)

Finally, we can express T72 by the three-dimensional integral of the Salpeter wave function

as

T σ72u(P, r) = i
ϵαβµP̂1

M2
(gρσγµ − gµνg

σνγρ)γ5

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

2w3

(
b5αρΛ

+ + b6αρΛ
−) γ0φβ, (3.124)

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

namely,

T72α = s27P̂α. (3.125)

For PNψ3/2 → D̄Σ∗
c decay by ρ exchange, the calculations are very similar and we just

need make a replacement

Tα72u(P, r) → Tαβ72 uβ(P, r), (3.126)

namely,

iA[PNψ3/2 → D̄Σ∗
c(ρ)] = G72ūα(P2, r2)T

αβ
72 uβ(P, r), (3.127)

with T72αβ expressed by three form factors as

T72αβ =
(
it271ϵ

αβP̂ P̂1 + t272g
αβγ5 + t273P̂

αP̂ β1 γ5

)
. (3.128)

The form factors for ω exchange can be obtained from the that for ρ exchange by

making replacement mρ → mω. Finally, combining the contributions from the π, ρ and ω

exchange, we obtain the amplitude for PNψ to D−Σ∗++
c channels as

iA[PNψ1/2 → D−Σ∗++
c ] = ūα2 (s7P̂α)u(P, r), (3.129)

iA[PNψ3/2 → D−Σ∗++
c ] = ū2α

(
it71

ϵαβPP1

MM1
+ t72g

αβγ5 + t73P̂
αP̂ β1 γ5

)
uβ(P, r), (3.130)

where s7 and t7i (i = 1, 2, 3) behaves

s7 = G71s
1
6 +G72s

2
7 − 1

2
G74s

4
7,

t7i = G71t
1
7i +G72t

2
7i −

1

2
G74t

4
7i.

(3.131)
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with the form factors from ω exchange reading

s47 = s27[m3 → mω],

t47i = t27i[m3 → mω].
(3.132)

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

PNψ state and the final decay mode. For the decay mode of PNψ1/2 → (V +B), we obtain

∑
|A|2 =

(
−gαβ + Pα1 P

β
1

M2
1

)
Tr
(
/P2 +M2

)
Tmα

(
/P +M

)
T̄mβ, (3.133)

where the summation is over all the spin states of the involved initial and final particles,

namely, r1, r2 and r; Tmα is expressed as

Tmα =
(
sm1γα + sm2P̂α

)
(3.134)

with with m = 1 and 2 representing the form factor for J/ψp and D̄∗0Λ+
c channel, respec-

tively; and T̄β = γ0T †
βγ0 is defined as the usual conjugation variable; and we also used the

relationship of the summation over the vector polarization states r1,∑
r1

eα(r1)e
∗β
(r1)

= −gαβ + P̂α1 P̂
β
1 ; (3.135)

and the summation over the polarization states of the spinors∑
r2

u(P2, r2)ū(P2, r2) = (/P2 +M2), (3.136)∑
r

u(P, r)ū(P, r) = (/P +M). (3.137)

For the mode of PNψ1/2→(P +B), the squared amplitude behaves∑
|A|2 = Tr

(
/P2 +M2

)
Tm
(
/P +M

)
T̄m = 4M(E2 −M2)s

2
m, (3.138)

where Tm = smγ5 with m = 3, 4, 5 representing the form factor for ηcp, D̄
0Λ+

c and D̄Σc
channels, respectively. The squared amplitude is proportional to the kinetic energy of the

final baryon. For the decay mode of PNψ1/2 → (P +B∗), the squared amplitude behaves∑
|A|2 = Truα1

2 ūα2T6α( /P +M)T̄6α1 (3.139)
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with T6α = s6P̂α denoting the form factor for D̄Σ∗
c channel, where we need the following

relationship for Rarita-Schwinger spinor

uα2 ū
α1
2 = (/P2 +M2)

[
−gαα1 +

1

3
γαγα1 − Pα2 γ

α1 − Pα1
2 γα

3M2
+

2Pα2 P
α1
2

3M2
2

]
. (3.140)

For the decay mode of PNψ3/2→(V +B), we obtain

∑
|A|2 =

(
−gαα1 + P̂α1 P̂

α1
1

)
Tr
(
/P2 +M2

)
T1(2)αβu

β(P, r)ūβ1(P, r)T̄1(2)α1β1 , (3.141)

where

Tiαβ = iti1ϵαβP̂ P̂1
+
(
ti2gαβ + ti3P̂1βγα + ti4P̂αP̂1β

)
γ5 (3.142)

with i = 1 and 2 denotes the form factors for the J/ψp and D̄∗0Λ+
c channel, respectively;

and we also need the relationship Eq. (2.34) for Rarita-Schwinger spinor uα. For the decay

mode PNψ3/2 → (P +B), we obtain∑
|A|2 = Tr

(
/P2 +M2

)
Tmαu

α(P, r)ūβ(P, r)T̄mβ, (3.143)

where Tmα = smP̂1α with m = 3, 4, 5 denotes the form factor for ηcp, D̄
0Λ+

c and D̄Σc
channel, respectively. For the PNψ3/2 → (P + B∗) decay mode, the squared amplitude

behaves ∑
|A|2 = Truα1(P2, r2)ū

α(P2, r2)T6αβu
β(P, r)ūβ1(P, r)T̄6α1β1 , (3.144)

where the form factor for D̄Σ∗
c decay channel behaves

T6αβ = it61
ϵαβPP1

MM1
+
(
t62g

αβ + t63P̂
αP̂ β1

)
γ5. (3.145)

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

Γ[PNψ →MP (V )B
(∗)] =

|P1|
8πM2

C2
i

1

2J + 1

∑
|A|2, (3.146)

where J denotes spin of the initial PNψ state; the three-momentum of the final meson is

given by

|P1| =
1

2M

√
[(M2 − (M1 +M2)2][M2 − (M1 −M2)2)]; (3.147)

C2
i denotes the isospin factor, which is C2

1 = C2
2 = C2

3 = C2
4 = 3

2 and C2
5 = C2

7 = 8
3 , and

C2
6 = C2

8 = 4
3 .
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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]

MPNψ (4440) = 4.440GeV, MPNψ (4457) = 4.457GeV, Mψ = 3.097GeV, Mηc = 2.983GeV,

Mp = 0.938GeV, MΣ++
c

= 2.454GeV, MΛ+
c
= 2.286GeV, MΣ+

c
= 2.453GeV,

MD̄0 = 1.865GeV, MD̄∗0 = 2.007GeV, MD = 1.868GeV, MD∗ = 2.009GeV,

MΣ∗++
c

= 2.518GeV, MΣ∗+
c

= 2.517GeV, Mπ = 0.138GeV, Mρ = 0.775GeV.

While the masses of the mediator mesons are isospin-averaged. The pion decay constant

we used is f = 0.132GeV, while the J/ψ decay constant fψ = 0.416GeV 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 = 0.59, (λgV ) = 3.25GeV−1, (βgV ) = 5.22, gs = 0.76;

g1 = 0.94, (λSgV ) = 19.20GeV−1, (βSgV ) = 10.09, lS = 6.2;

g4 = 1.0, (λIgV ) = (λSgV )/
√
8.

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

Lagrangians we used are

gD̄∗0D̄∗−π =
2g

f
MD̄∗0 = 17.94, gΛ+

c Σ
++
c π =

1√
3
(MΛ+

c
+MΣ++

c
)
g4
f

= 20.73,

gD̄∗0D̄∗−ρ =
√
8M⟨D̄∗0D̄∗−⟩(gV λ) = 18.47, gΛ+

c Σ
++
c ρ =

√
2√
3
(MΛ+

c
+MΣ++

c
)(λIgV ) = 26.27,

gD̄0D̄∗−π = (MD̄0MD̄∗−)
1
2
2g

f
= 17.32, gD̄0D̄∗−ρ = R⟨D̄0D̄∗−⟩MD̄0

√
8(λgV ) = 17.16,

gD−D∗−π =
1√
2
gD̄0D∗−π = 12.25, gΣ++

c Σ++
c π =

1√
2
(MΣ++

c
+MΣ++

c
)
g1
f

= 24.71,

gD−D∗−ρ =
1√
2
gD̄0D∗−ρ = 12.13, gΣ++

c Σ++
c ρ =

1

3
(MΣ++

c
+MΣ++

c
)gV λS = 31.40,

gD−D∗−ω = gD−D∗−ρ, gΣ++
c Σ++

c ω = gΣ++
c Σ++

c ρ,

gΣ̄∗++
c Σ++

c π =

√
3√
8

g1
f
MΣ∗

c
= 10.98, gΣ∗++

c Σ++
c ρ = gΣ∗++

c Σ++
c ω =

1√
12
MΣ∗

c
λSgV = 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(∗)D̄(∗) pair and charmonia read

gDD̄ψ = 14.89, gDD̄∗ψ = 15.43, gD∗D̄∗ψ = 8.01, gDD̄∗ηc = 7.58, gD∗D̄∗ηc = 15.72.

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

for J/ψ(ηc)p are proportional to 1
f2ψ
. The coupling constants for ND(∗)Σc used are [63]

gNDΣc = 2.69, gND∗Σc = 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, G12 = 62.5, G21 = 371.9, G22 = 485.2,

G31 = 20.4, G32 = 122.6, G41 = 359.0, G42 = 455.0,

G51 = 302.7, G52 = 380.9, G71 = 134.5, G72 = 169.2,

G54 = G52, G61 = G51, G62 = G52, G64 = G54,

G74 = G72, G81 = G71, G82 = G72, G84 = G74.

(4.1)

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 regulatormΛ 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 mΛ can

produce bound states of D̄∗Σc based on the one-boson exchange kernel in isospin-12 . Then

by fitting the bound state mass M to the experimental data, we can fix mΛ, which is also

dependent on the JP configuration of PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+. The obtained mass

spectra and the corresponding mΛ are listed in Tab. I. The obtained Ki in the interaction

Tab. I: Mass spectra of the (D̄∗Σc) bound states and the corresponding cutoff mΛ defined
in Eq. (2.26) in units of GeV with different JP configuration, where the blue values are
fixed by fitting to data.

JP Mass Mass mΛ Mass Mass mΛ Mass Mass mΛ

1
2

−
4.440 4.443 1.07 4.457 4.458 0.860 4.453 4.454 0.915

3
2

−
4.457 4.4625 0.754 4.440 4.450 0.974 4.445 4.454 0.915

kernel are graphically shown in Fig. 3.

The obtained bound state mass is dependent on the value of mΛ. When a universal

cutoff value mΛ = 0.915GeV is set, the predicted masses are M [PNψ3/2] = 4.445GeV and
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Fig. 3: The interaction kernel Ki (i = 1, · · · , 4) in the isospin-12 with mΛ = 1.07GeV,
0.754GeV, and 0.915GeV, respectively.

M [PNψ1/2] = 4.453GeV, which are consistent with the experimental results PNψ (4440)+ and

PNψ (4457)+ reported by LHCb within a few MeV. And the obtained numerical results also

show that the mass of JP = 1
2

−
state is larger than that of the JP = 3

2

−
one. This

conclusion is consistent with the those in refs. [25, 27, 64–67]. The obtained mass spectra

of the I = 1
2 (D̄∗Σc) molecules also indicate that there may exist two bound states in

both JP = 1
2

−
and JP = 3

2

−
. This result is robust within a range of ±15% for mΛ, and

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

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 1
2

−
and the other two having

3
2

−
. In the following of this work, we focus on the two ground states of J = 1

2 and 3
2 .

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

obtained two bound states of PNψ1/2, where the up two ones are solved with mΛ = 1.07GeV

and the ground state mass is fixed to be 4.440GeV; where the down two ones are solved

with mΛ = 0.915GeV and the mass of the first bound state is determined to be 4.453GeV.

When mΛ decreases, the ground state mass increases and the wave functions shifts towards

the left. Fig. 5 shows the BS wave functions hn (n = 1, · · · , 8) for the two bound states
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Fig. 4: The BS wave functions of the two bound states for PNψ1/2 with mass 4.440GeV (up,

left), 4.443GeV (up, right), and 4.453GeV (down, left), 4.454GeV (down, right) respec-
tively, where the up two and the down two are solved with mΛ = 1.07GeV and 0.915GeV,
respectively.

of PNψ3/2, where the up two are solved with mΛ = 0.754GeV and the ground state is fixed

to be 4.457GeV; and the down two are solved with mΛ = 0.917GeV with the mass of

the first bound state being 4.445GeV. Notice when the first bound state of PNψ3/2 is fixed

to be 4.457GeV, the mass 4.4625GeV of the second one is very close to the threshold

with the bound energy just ∼ 0.1MeV. This near-threshold feature is also reflected in the

wave functions which almost only distributes in a very narrow intervals with momentum

less than 0.05GeV. The obtained mass spectra hint that the experimental PNψ (4457) may

consist of more than one bound states, where both the second bound states for PNψ1/2 and

PNψ3/2 are also very close to the PNψ (4457).

Inserting the numerical wave functions into the expressions of the decay form factors,

we obtain the numerical form factors for PNψ decays, which are listed in Tab. II and Tab. III
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Fig. 5: The BS wave functions of the two bound states for PNψ3/2 with mass 4.457GeV (up,

left), 4.4625GeV (up, right), and 4.445GeV (down, left), 4.454GeV (down, right) respec-
tively, where the up two and the down two are solved with mΛ = 7.54GeV and 0.915GeV,
respectively.

with mΛ = 0.915GeV. The form factors are the same for D̄0Σ
(∗)+
c and D−Σ

(∗)++
c . Since

the coupling constants for ρ and ω exchange are the same and the mass difference are also

quite slight, the form factors for ρ and ω 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 PNψ (4440) and PNψ (4457). The obtained partial widths are listed in Tab. IV.

We present the results for two different scenarios of the JP configuration, where PNψ (4440)

and PNψ (4457) are taken as JP = 3
2

−
and 1

2

−
respectively in the scenario I with a universal

mΛ = 0.86GeV used, and are just opposite in the scenario II with a different mΛ = 1.07

and 0.754GeV respectively. When a universal mΛ = 0.86GeV is used, the mass of PNψ1/2 is

fixed to be 4.457GeV and the 3
2 one is about 4.450GeV. Notice the obtained decay width

results are totally predictive and there are no any free adjustable parameters since the reg-

ulator mΛ is already fixed by the masses of PNψ1/2 and PNψ3/2. In scenario I, the calculated
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Tab. II: Numerical values of strong decay form factors for PNψ1/2 with m = 1, · · · , 8
denoting the 8 decay channels we calculated.

snmo D̄∗0Λ+
c J/ψp D̄0Λ+

c D̄Σc ηcp D̄Σ∗
c

s1m1 1.9× 10−4 1.3× 10−6 −3.5× 10−5 −2.6× 10−3 −5.7× 10−6 4.1× 10−3

s2m1 −4.5× 10−4 −1.9× 10−5 2.4× 10−5 8.0× 10−5 1.1× 10−6 −1.3× 10−4

s1m2 −2.7× 10−4 −2.9× 10−6 − − − −
s2m2 −2.2× 10−4 −1.0× 10−5 − − − −

Tab. III: Numerical values of form factors tnmo for P
N
ψ3/2 decays withm = 1, · · · , 8 denoting

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

tnmo D̄∗0Λ+
c J/ψp D̄0Λ+

c D̄Σc ηcp D̄Σ∗
c

t1m1 3.1× 10−3 9.1× 10−5 −1.9× 10−3 −8.5× 10−3 −1.6× 10−6 −3.8× 10−8

t2m1 2.4× 10−7 1.2× 10−8 −1.0× 10−4 −3.4× 10−4 −3.2× 10−5 1.3× 10−4

t1m2 −3.4× 10−4 −7.6× 10−6 − − − 1.9× 10−5

t2m2 1.8× 10−3 5.3× 10−5 − − − 3.9× 10−4

t1m3 −9.8× 10−5 −4.2× 10−6 − − − −2.1× 10−2

t2m3 −1.3× 10−3 −1.3× 10−4 − − − 1.5× 10−3

t1m4 8.3× 10−5 2.3× 10−7 − − − −
t2m4 1.3× 10−2 −2.4× 10−4 − − − −

total widths of PNψ (4440) and PNψ (4457) are 34.8MeV and 2.2MeV respectively, while in

scenario II the total widths are 7.4MeV and 14.1MeV respectively. The calculated width

for PNψ (4440) is larger than that for PNψ (4457) in scenario I while is smaller for II. On the

other hand, the total widths reported by the LHCb are

Γ[PNψ (4440)] = 20.6± 4.9+8.7
−10.1MeV, Γ[PNψ (4457)] = 6.4± 2.0+5.7

−1.9MeV.

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
2

−
and 1

2

−
configuration for PNψ (4440) and

PNψ (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 D̄∗0Λ+
c and D̄Σc channels are the dominant decay channels

for PNψ (4440). The decay width of D̄Σc can amount to more than 70% of the total width,

which would be a most promising decay channel to be detected in experiments; D̄(∗)0Λ+
c

and D̄Σ∗
c are also import decay channels. For PNψ (4457), our results show that the D̄Σc and

D̄∗0Λ+
c are the more important decay channels, and the sum of the two ones can amount

– 39 –



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
1
2

−
and 3

2

−
spin-party configuration respectively. Our obtained decay widths are roughly

consistent with those in refs. [17, 69], where the result in ref. [17] also favors the 3
2 and 1

2

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 PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+ with

other works in units of MeV. The assuming JP configuration of PNψ (4440) and PNψ (4457)

are 3
2

−
and 1

2

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

69], the two columns represent the results under the 1
2

−
and 3

2

−
spin-party configuration

respectively.

Channel I II [69] [17]

PNψ (4440)→D̄∗0Λ+
c 4.9 4.5 - 13.9− 6.2

PNψ (4440)→J/ψp 2.7× 10−4 2.1× 10−4 4.1− 4.1 0.03− 0.02

PNψ (4440)→D̄0Λ+
c 1.1 8.1× 10−2 5.98− 4.53 5.6− 1.7

PNψ (4440)→D̄Σc 27.1 2.5 10.43− 5.45 3.4− 0.5

PNψ (4440)→ηcp 1.7× 10−5 4.7× 10−8 - 0− 0

PNψ (4440)→D̄Σ∗
c 1.8 3.5× 10−1 - 0.8− 5.4

Total 34.8 7.4 20.52− 13.98 23.7− 13.9

PNψ (4457)→D̄∗0Λ+
c 7.2× 10−1 1.5× 10−1 - 12.5− 6.1

PNψ (4457)→J/ψp 3.6× 10−5 7.6× 10−5 1.52− 1.52 0.02− 0.01

PNψ (4457)→D̄0Λ+
c 1.4× 10−3 2.8× 10−3 2.47− 2.15 3.8− 1.5

PNψ (4457)→D̄Σc 8.8× 10−1 13.9 5.60− 4.11 2.6− 1.0

PNψ (4457)→ηcp 3.0× 10−9 4.9× 10−6 - 0− 0

PNψ (4457)→D̄Σ∗
c 5.5× 10−1 9.5× 10−3 - 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 D̄∗Σc in the isospin-12 state, where

the light bosons σ, π, η, ρ and ω are considered in the kernel calculations. Then by solving

the Bethe-Salpeter equation for D̄∗Σc bound states, we obtain the mass spectra and wave

functions of PNψ1/2 and PNψ3/2. We obtain two bound states for both 1
2

−
and 3

2

−
spin-parity

configurations, and the mass results favor the 3
2

−
and 1

2

−
configuration for the experimental

PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+. Then by combining the effective Lagrangians and the obtained

BS wave function, we calculate the main strong decay widths for the two PNψ . In the
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favored 3
2

−
and 1

2

−
configuration, we obtain the total widths are 34.8MeV and 2.2MeV for

PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+, respectively. The partial decay widths suggest that D̄Σ
(∗)
c and

D̄∗0Λ+
c are the more promising decay channels to detect both PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+.

These results can also serve as important tests for the molecular interpretation of the two

PNψ states. Our results are roughly consistent with several other calculations and also the

LHCb experimental measurements. Taking into account both the mass spectra and decay

widths, our results favor the interpretation of PNψ (4440)+ and PNψ (4457)+ as the isospin-12
D̄∗Σc molecular states with JP configuration (32)

− and (12)
− respectively. However, more

theoretical researches and experimental measurements are necessary to decisively determine

the essence of these PNψ 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 PNψ1/2→(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

expressed as

sn1o =

∫
d3k⊥
(2π)3

1

4w3
Sn1o (A.1)

with n = 1, 2 representing the pseudoscalar and vector exchange, respectively, and o = 1, 2

denoting the two form factors, where Sn1o behaves

S1
11 = −γ1x2 + 2x1o8 + x2o8 + 2x1o9 + x2o9,

S1
12 = −4x1o8 − x2o8 − x2o9,

S2
11 = y1 + C1o4y2 − C1o3o8y2 − C1o3o9y2 + C22y6,

S2
12 = −2C1o4y2 + 2C1o3o8y2 + y3 − C1o4y4 + C1o3o8y4

− C1o3o9y4 − C1o4y5 − C22y6 + C21o
2
4y6 − C21o3o4o8y6 + C21o3o4o9y6,

(A.2)

where xi and yi are expressed as

x1 = −C22 (c8g2o2 + c8g1o1 + c7g2) ,

x2 = −c7C21g2o
2
4 − c8C21g1o1o

2
4 − c8C21g2o2o

2
4 + c9C1g2o4 − c8C21g2o2o3o9o4

+ c10C1g1o1o4 − c8C1g2o1o4 + c8C1g1o2o4 + c10C1g2o2o4 + c7C21g2o3o8o4

+ c8C21g1o1o3o8o4 + c8C21g2o2o3o8o4 − c7C21g2o3o9o4 − c8C21g1o1o3o9o4

+ 2c8C22g1o1 + 2c8C22g2o2 − c10C22g4o2 − c9C1g2o3o8 − c10C1g1o1o3o8

− c10C1g2o2o3o8 + c9C1g2o3o9 + c10C1g1o1o3o9 + c10C1g2o2o3o9 + 2c7C22g2

+ c10g2o1 − c10g1o2 + c9g1 − c7C1g1o4 + c9C22g4 − c10C22g3o1;

(A.3)
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y1 = −2c8g2ι3o
3
6 − 2c9g1o1ι3o

3
6 − 2c9g2o2ι3o

3
6 − 2c14g1ι3o

2
6 − 2c15g2o1ι3o

2
6 − 3c15g1o2o

2
7o9γ1ι3

+ 2c15g1o2ι3o
2
6 + 2c8g1o7o8ι3o

2
6 + 2c9g2o1o7o8ι3o

2
6 − 2c9g1o2o7o8ι3o

2
6 + 2c8g1o7o9ι3o

2
6

+ 2c9g2o1o7o9ι3o
2
6 − 2c9g1o2o7o9ι3o

2
6 + 3cc8g2o7v1ι3o

2
6 + 3cc9g1o1o7v1ι3o

2
6 + 3c14g1o

2
7o9γ1ι3

+ 3cc9g2o2o7v1ι3o
2
6 − 2c8g2o6 − 2c8g3o6 − 2c9g1o1o6 + 2c9g4o1o6 − 2c9g2o2o6 − 2c9g3o2o6 + c8g2o

2
7ι3o6

+ c9g1o1o
2
7ι3o6 + c9g2o2o

2
7ι3o6 − 2c8g2ι3o6 + 2c16g2ι3o6 − 2c9g1o1ι3o6 + 2c17g1o1ι3o6

− 2c9g2o2ι3o6 + 2c17g2o2ι3o6 + 3cc14g1o7v1ι3o6 + 3cc15g2o1o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc15g1o2o7v1ι3o6

− 3cc8g1o
2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc9g2o1o

2
7o8v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g1o2o

2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc8g1o

2
7o9v1ι3o6

− 3cc9g2o1o
2
7o9v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g1o2o

2
7o9v1ι3o6 − 3c14g2o7γ1ι3o6 − 3c15g1o1o7γ1ι3o6

− 3c15g2o2o7γ1ι3o6 − c8g1o7o8 − c9g2o1o7o8 + c9g1o2o7o8 − c8g1o7o9 − c9g2o1o7o9 + c9g1o2o7o9

+ 2cc8g2o7v1 + cc8g3o7v1 + 2cc9g1o1o7v1 − cc9g4o1o7v1 + 2cc9g2o2o7v1 + cc9g3o2o7v1 + c8g1o7γ1

+ c9g2o1o7γ1 − c9g1o2o7γ1 + c14g1o
2
7ι3 + c15g2o1o

2
7ι3 − c15g1o2o

2
7ι3 − 2c14g1ι3

+ 2c18g1ι3 − 2c15g2o1ι3 + 2c19g2o1ι3 + 2c15g1o2ι3 − 2c19g1o2ι3 − c8g1o
3
7o8ι3 − c9g2o1o

3
7o8ι3

+ c9g1o2o
3
7o8ι3 + c8g1o7o8ι3 − 2c16g1o7o8ι3 + c9g2o1o7o8ι3 − 2c17g2o1o7o8ι3 − c9g1o2o7o8ι3

+ 2c17g1o2o7o8ι3 − c8g1o
3
7o9ι3 − c9g2o1o

3
7o9ι3 + c9g1o2o

3
7o9ι3 + c8g1o7o9ι3 − 2c16g1o7o9ι3

+ c9g2o1o7o9ι3 − 2c17g2o1o7o9ι3 − c9g1o2o7o9ι3 + 2c17g1o2o7o9ι3 − 3c16g1o7γ1ι3 − 3c17g2o1o7γ1ι3

+ 3c17g1o2o7γ1ι3 + 3c14g1o
2
7o8γ1ι3 + 3c15g2o1o

2
7o8γ1ι3 − 3c15g1o2o

2
7o8γ1ι3 + 3c15g2o1o

2
7o9γ1ι3,

(A.4)

y2 = 2c8g1ι3o
3
6 + 2c9g2o1ι3o

3
6 − 2c9g1o2ι3o

3
6 + 2c14g2ι3o

2
6 + 2c15g1o1ι3o

2
6 + 2c15g2o2ι3o

2
6 − 2c8g2o7o8ι3o

2
6

− 2c9g1o1o7o8ι3o
2
6 − 2c9g2o2o7o8ι3o

2
6 + 2c8g2o7o9ι3o

2
6 + 2c9g1o1o7o9ι3o

2
6 + 2c9g2o2o7o9ι3o

2
6 − 2c9g4o2o6

− 3cc9g2o1o7v1ι3o
2
6 + 3cc9g1o2o7v1ι3o

2
6 − 2c8g1o6 + 2c8g4o6 − 2c9g2o1o6 − 2c9g3o1o6 + 2c9g1o2o6

− c9g2o1o
2
7ι3o6 + c9g1o2o

2
7ι3o6 + 2c8g1ι3o6 − 2c16g1ι3o6 + 2c9g2o1ι3o6 − 2c17g2o1ι3o6 − 2c9g1o2ι3o6

− 3cc14g2o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc15g1o1o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc15g2o2o7v1ι3o6 + 3cc8g2o
2
7o8v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g1o1o

2
7o8v1ι3o6

+ 3cc9g2o2o
2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc8g2o

2
7o9v1ι3o6 − 3cc9g1o1o

2
7o9v1ι3o6 − 3cc9g2o2o

2
7o9v1ι3o6 + 3c14g1o7γ1ι3o6

+ 3c15g2o1o7γ1ι3o6 − 3c15g1o2o7γ1ι3o6 + c8g2o7o8 + c9g1o1o7o8 + c9g2o2o7o8 − c8g2o7o9 − c9g1o1o7o9

− cc8g4o7v1 + cc9g3o1o7v1 + cc9g4o2o7v1 − c8g2o7γ1 − c9g1o1o7γ1 − c9g2o2o7γ1 − c14g2o
2
7ι3 − c15g1o1o

2
7ι3

+ 2c14g2ι3 − 2c18g2ι3 + 2c15g1o1ι3 − 2c19g1o1ι3 + 2c15g2o2ι3 − 2c19g2o2ι3 + c8g2o
3
7o8ι3 + c9g1o1o

3
7o8ι3

+ c9g2o2o
3
7o8ι3 − c8g2o7o8ι3 + 2c16g2o7o8ι3 − c9g1o1o7o8ι3 + 2c17g1o1o7o8ι3 − c9g2o2o7o8ι3

− c8g2o
3
7o9ι3 − c9g1o1o

3
7o9ι3 − c9g2o2o

3
7o9ι3 + c8g2o7o9ι3 − 2c16g2o7o9ι3 + c9g1o1o7o9ι3 − 2c17g1o1o7o9ι3

+ c9g2o2o7o9ι3 − 2c17g2o2o7o9ι3 + 3c16g2o7γ1ι3 + 3c17g1o1o7γ1ι3 + 3c17g2o2o7γ1ι3 − 3c14g2o
2
7o8γ1ι3

− 3c15g1o1o
2
7o8γ1ι3 − 3c15g2o2o

2
7o8γ1ι3 + 3c14g2o

2
7o9γ1ι3 + 3c15g1o1o

2
7o9γ1ι3 + 3c15g2o2o

2
7o9γ1ι3,

− 3cc8g1o7v1ι3o
2
6 − c8g1o

2
7ι3o6 + 2c17g1o2ι3o6 − c9g2o2o7o9 − c15g2o2o

2
7ι3 + 2c17g2o2o7o8ι3.

(A.5)
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y3 = 2c8g2ι3o
3
6 + 2c9g1o1ι3o

3
6 + 2c9g2o2ι3o

3
6 + 2c14g1o

2
6 − 2c14g4o

2
6 + 2c15g2o1o

2
6 + 2c15g3o1o

2
6 − 2c15g1o2o

2
6

+ 2c15g4o2o
2
6 − c14g1ι2o

2
6 + c14g4ι2o

2
6 − c15g2o1ι2o

2
6 − c15g3o1ι2o

2
6 + c15g1o2ι2o

2
6 − c15g4o2ι2o

2
6

+ 2c14g1ι3o
2
6 + 2c15g2o1ι3o

2
6 − 2c15g1o2ι3o

2
6 − 2c8g1o7o8ι3o

2
6 − 2c9g2o1o7o8ι3o

2
6 + 2c9g1o2o7o8ι3o

2
6

− 2c8g1o7o9ι3o
2
6 − 2c9g2o1o7o9ι3o

2
6 + 2c9g1o2o7o9ι3o

2
6 − 3cc8g2o7v1ι3o

2
6 − 3cc9g1o1o7v1ι3o

2
6

− 3cc9g2o2o7v1ι3o
2
6 + 2c16g2o6 + 2c16g3o6 + 2c17g1o1o6 − 2c17g4o1o6 + 2c17g2o2o6 + 2c17g3o2o6

− 3c15g1o1o7o8o6 + 2c15g4o1o7o8o6 − 3c15g2o2o7o8o6 − 2c15g3o2o7o8o6 + 3c14g2o7o9o6 + 2c14g3o7o9o6

− 2c15g4o1o7o9o6 + 3c15g2o2o7o9o6 + 2c15g3o2o7o9o6 − 2cc14g1o7v1o6 + cc14g4o7v1o6 − 2cc15g2o1o7v1o6

+ 2cc15g1o2o7v1o6 − cc15g4o2o7v1o6 + c14g2o7γ1o6 + c15g1o1o7γ1o6 + c15g2o2o7γ1o6 − c16g2ι2o6

− c17g1o1ι2o6 + c17g4o1ι2o6 − c17g2o2ι2o6 − c17g3o2ι2o6 + 2c14g2o7o8ι2o6 + c14g3o7o8ι2o6

− c15g4o1o7o8ι2o6 + 2c15g2o2o7o8ι2o6 + c15g3o2o7o8ι2o6 − 2c14g2o7o9ι2o6 − c14g3o7o9ι2o6

+ c15g4o1o7o9ι2o6 − 2c15g2o2o7o9ι2o6 − c15g3o2o7o9ι2o6 + 2cc14g1o7v1ι2o6 − cc14g4o7v1ι2o6

+ cc15g3o1o7v1ι2o6 − 2cc15g1o2o7v1ι2o6 + cc15g4o2o7v1ι2o6 − c14g2o7γ1ι2o6 − c15g1o1o7γ1ι2o6

− c15g2o2o7γ1ι2o6 − c8g2o
2
7ι3o6 − c9g1o1o

2
7ι3o6 − c9g2o2o

2
7ι3o6 + 2c8g2ι3o6 − 2c16g2ι3o6 + 2c9g1o1ι3o6

− 2c17g1o1ι3o6 + 2c9g2o2ι3o6 − 2c17g2o2ι3o6 − 3cc14g1o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc15g2o1o7v1ι3o6 + 3cc15g1o2o7v1ι3o6

+ 3cc8g1o
2
7o8v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g2o1o

2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc9g1o2o

2
7o8v1ι3o6 + 3cc8g1o

2
7o9v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g2o1o

2
7o9v1ι3o6

− 3cc9g1o2o
2
7o9v1ι3o6 + 3c14g2o7γ1ι3o6 + 3c15g1o1o7γ1ι3o6 + 3c15g2o2o7γ1ι3o6 − c14g1o

2
7

− c15g2o1o
2
7 + c15g1o2o

2
7 + 2c8g1o7o8 − c16g1o7o8 + 2c9g2o1o7o8 − c17g2o1o7o8 − 2c9g1o2o7o8

+ c17g2o1o7o9 − c17g1o2o7o9 − 2cc16g2o7v1 − cc16g3o7v1 − 2cc17g1o1o7v1 + cc17g4o1o7v1 − 2cc17g2o2o7v1

+ 2cc14g2o
2
7o8v1 + cc14g3o

2
7o8v1 + 2cc15g1o1o

2
7o8v1 − cc15g4o1o

2
7o8v1 + 2cc15g2o2o

2
7o8v1 + cc15g3o2o

2
7o8v1

− 2cc14g2o
2
7o9v1 − cc14g3o

2
7o9v1 − 2cc15g1o1o

2
7o9v1 + cc15g4o1o

2
7o9v1 − 2cc15g2o2o

2
7o9v1 − cc15g3o2o

2
7o9v1

+ c16g1o7γ1 + c17g2o1o7γ1 − c17g1o2o7γ1 + c14g1o
2
7o8γ1 + c15g2o1o

2
7o8γ1 − c15g1o2o

2
7o8γ1

− c14g1o
2
7o9γ1 − c15g2o1o

2
7o9γ1 + c15g1o2o

2
7o9γ1 + c14g1o

2
7ι2 + c15g2o1o

2
7ι2 − c15g1o2o

2
7ι2

− 3c14g1ι2 + c14g4ι2 − 3c15g2o1ι2 − c15g3o1ι2 + 3c15g1o2ι2 − c15g4o2ι2 + c16g1o7o8ι2 + c17g2o1o7o8ι2

− c17g1o2o7o8ι2 − c16g1o7o9ι2 − c17g2o1o7o9ι2 + c17g1o2o7o9ι2 + 2cc16g2o7v1ι2 + cc16g3o7v1ι2

+ 2cc17g1o1o7v1ι2 − cc17g4o1o7v1ι2 + 2cc17g2o2o7v1ι2 + cc17g3o2o7v1ι2 − 2cc14g2o
2
7o8v1ι2

− cc14g3o
2
7o8v1ι2 − 2cc15g1o1o

2
7o8v1ι2 + cc15g4o1o

2
7o8v1ι2 − 2cc15g2o2o

2
7o8v1ι2 − cc15g3o2o

2
7o8v1ι2

+ 2cc14g2o
2
7o9v1ι2 + cc14g3o

2
7o9v1ι2 + 2cc15g1o1o

2
7o9v1ι2 − cc15g4o1o

2
7o9v1ι2 + 2cc15g2o2o

2
7o9v1ι2

+ cc15g3o2o
2
7o9v1ι2 − c16g1o7γ1ι2 − c17g2o1o7γ1ι2 + c17g1o2o7γ1ι2 − c14g1o

2
7o8γ1ι2

− c15g2o1o
2
7o8γ1ι2 + c15g1o2o

2
7o8γ1ι2 + c14g1o

2
7o9γ1ι2 + c15g2o1o

2
7o9γ1ι2

− c15g1o2o
2
7o9γ1ι2 − c14g1o

2
7ι3 − c15g2o1o

2
7ι3 + c15g1o2o

2
7ι3 + 2c14g1ι3 − 2c18g1ι3 + 2c15g2o1ι3

− 2c19g2o1ι3 − 2c15g1o2ι3 + 2c19g1o2ι3 + c8g1o
3
7o8ι3 + c9g2o1o

3
7o8ι3 − c9g1o2o

3
7o8ι3 − c8g1o7o8ι3

+ 2c16g1o7o8ι3 − c9g2o1o7o8ι3 + 2c17g2o1o7o8ι3 + c9g1o2o7o8ι3 − 2c17g1o2o7o8ι3 + c8g1o
3
7o9ι3

+ c9g2o1o
3
7o9ι3 − c9g1o2o

3
7o9ι3 − c8g1o7o9ι3 + 2c16g1o7o9ι3 − c9g2o1o7o9ι3 + 2c17g2o1o7o9ι3

− 2c17g1o2o7o9ι3 + 3c16g1o7γ1ι3 + 3c17g2o1o7γ1ι3 − 3c17g1o2o7γ1ι3 − 3c14g1o
2
7o8γ1ι3

− 3c15g2o1o
2
7o8γ1ι3 + 3c15g1o2o

2
7o8γ1ι3 − 3c14g1o

2
7o9γ1ι3 − 3c15g2o1o

2
7o9γ1ι3 + 3c15g1o2o

2
7o9γ1ι3,

− 2c14g3o7o8o6 + 3c15g1o1o7o9o6 − cc15g3o1o7v1o6 − 2c15g1o1o7o9ι2o6 + 2c15g1o1o7o8ι2o6 − c16g3ι2o6

− 3c14g2o7o8o6 + c9g1o2o7o9ι3 − cc17g3o2o7v1 + 2cc15g2o1o7v1ι2o6 + c17g1o2o7o8 + c16g1o7o9,
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+ 2c17g4o2o6 − c14g1o7o8o6 + 2c14g4o7o8o6 − c15g2o1o7o8o6 − 2c15g3o1o7o8o6 + c15g1o2o7o8o6

− c14g1o7o9o6 + 2c14g4o7o9o6 − c15g2o1o7o9o6 − 2c15g3o1o7o9o6 + c15g1o2o7o9o6 − 2c15g4o2o7o9o6

+ cc15g4o1o7v1o6 − cc15g3o2o7v1o6 − c14g1o7γ1o6 − c15g2o1o7γ1o6 + c15g1o2o7γ1o6 − c16g1ι2o6

+ c16g4ι2o6 − c17g2o1ι2o6 − c17g3o1ι2o6 + c17g1o2ι2o6 − c17g4o2ι2o6 − c14g4o7o8ι2o6

+ c15g3o1o7o8ι2o6 + c15g4o2o7o8ι2o6 − c14g4o7o9ι2o6 + c15g3o1o7o9ι2o6 + c15g4o2o7o9ι2o6

+ cc14g3o7v1ι2o6 − cc15g4o1o7v1ι2o6 + cc15g3o2o7v1ι2o6 + c14g1o7γ1ι2o6 + c15g2o1o7γ1ι2o6

− c15g1o2o7γ1ι2o6 + c8g1o
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7ι3o6 + c9g2o1o
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7ι3o6 − c9g1o2o
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7ι3o6 − 2c8g1ι3o6 + 2c16g1ι3o6

− 2c9g2o1ι3o6 + 2c17g2o1ι3o6 + 2c9g1o2ι3o6 − 2c17g1o2ι3o6 + 3cc14g2o7v1ι3o6 + 3cc15g1o1o7v1ι3o6

+ 3cc15g2o2o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc8g2o
2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc9g1o1o
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+ c16g2o7o8 − 2c9g1o1o7o8 + c17g1o1o7o8 − 2c9g2o2o7o8 + c17g2o2o7o8 + c16g2o7o9 + c17g1o1o7o9

+ cc16g4o7v1 − cc17g3o1o7v1 − cc17g4o2o7v1 − cc14g4o
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2
7o8γ1

− c15g1o1o
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7o8γ1 − c14g2o
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7ι2 − c15g1o1o
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7ι2 − c15g2o2o

2
7ι2 + c14g2ι2 − c14g3ι2 + c15g1o1ι2 + c15g4o1ι2

+ c15g2o2ι2 − c15g3o2ι2 − c16g2o7o8ι2 − c17g1o1o7o8ι2 − c17g2o2o7o8ι2 − c16g2o7o9ι2 − c17g1o1o7o9ι2

− c17g2o2o7o9ι2 − cc16g4o7v1ι2 + cc17g3o1o7v1ι2 + cc17g4o2o7v1ι2 + cc14g4o
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7o8v1ι2

− cc15g3o1o
2
7o8v1ι2 − cc15g4o2o
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7ι3 − 2c14g2ι3 + 2c18g2ι3 − 2c15g1o1ι3 + 2c19g1o1ι3

− 2c15g2o2ι3 + 2c19g2o2ι3 − c8g2o
3
7o8ι3 − c9g1o1o

3
7o8ι3 − c9g2o2o

3
7o8ι3 + c8g2o7o8ι3 − 2c16g2o7o8ι3

+ c9g1o1o7o8ι3 − 2c17g1o1o7o8ι3 + c9g2o2o7o8ι3 − 2c17g2o2o7o8ι3 + c8g2o
3
7o9ι3 + c9g1o1o

3
7o9ι3

+ c9g2o2o
3
7o9ι3 − c8g2o7o9ι3 + 2c16g2o7o9ι3 − c9g1o1o7o9ι3 + 2c17g1o1o7o9ι3 − c9g2o2o7o9ι3

+ 2c17g2o2o7o9ι3 − 3c16g2o7γ1ι3 − 3c17g1o1o7γ1ι3 − 3c17g2o2o7γ1ι3 + 3c14g2o
2
7o8γ1ι3

+ 3c15g1o1o
2
7o8γ1ι3 + 3c15g2o2o

2
7o8γ1ι3 − 3c14g2o

2
7o9γ1ι3 − 3c15g1o1o

2
7o9γ1ι3

− 3c15g2o2o
2
7o9γ1ι3 − cc14g3o7v1o6 − 2c15g4o2o7o8o6 − cc14g4o

2
7o9v1 + c17g2o2o7o9,

(A.7)

– 44 –



y6 = 2c8g2o
3
6 + 2c8g3o

3
6 + 2c9g1o1o
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6 − c14g1ι2o
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6 + c14g4ι2o
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6 − c15g2o1ι2o
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− c15g3o1ι2o
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6 + c15g1o2ι2o
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6 + c9g3o1o7o8ι2o
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6 + c9g4o2o7o8ι2o
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− c8g4o7o9ι2o
2
6 + c9g3o1o7o9ι2o

2
6 + c9g4o2o7o9ι2o

2
6 + cc8g3o7v1ι2o

2
6 − cc9g4o1o7v1ι2o

2
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+ cc9g3o2o7v1ι2o
2
6 + c8g1o7γ1ι2o

2
6 + c9g2o1o7γ1ι2o

2
6 − c9g1o2o7γ1ι2o

2
6

− 2c14g4ι3o
2
6 + 2c15g3o1ι3o

2
6 + 2c15g4o2ι3o

2
6 + 2c8g4o7o8ι3o
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6 − 2c9g3o1o7o8ι3o
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− 2c9g4o2o7o8ι3o
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6 + 2c8g4o7o9ι3o
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6 − 2c9g3o1o7o9ι3o
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6 − 3cc8g3o7v1ι3o
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+ 3cc9g4o1o7v1ι3o
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6 − 3cc9g3o2o7v1ι3o

2
6 + c8g2o

2
7o6 + c9g1o1o

2
7o6 + c9g2o2o

2
7o6 + c14g2o7o8o6

+ c15g1o1o7o8o6 + c15g2o2o7o8o6 + c14g2o7o9o6 + c15g1o1o7o9o6 + c15g2o2o7o9o6 + cc14g4o7v1o6

− cc15g4o2o7v1o6 − cc8g4o
2
7o8v1o6 + cc9g3o1o

2
7o8v1o6 + cc9g4o2o

2
7o8v1o6 − cc8g4o

2
7o9v1o6

+ cc9g4o2o
2
7o9v1o6 − c14g2o7γ1o6 − c15g1o1o7γ1o6 − c15g2o2o7γ1o6 − c8g2o

2
7o8γ1o6

− c9g1o1o
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+ c9g2o2ι2o6 − c9g3o2ι2o6 − c14g2o7o8ι2o6 − c15g1o1o7o8ι2o6 − c15g2o2o7o8ι2o6 − c14g2o7o9ι2o6

− c15g1o1o7o9ι2o6 − c15g2o2o7o9ι2o6 − cc14g4o7v1ι2o6 + cc15g3o1o7v1ι2o6 + cc15g4o2o7v1ι2o6

+ cc8g4o
2
7o8v1ι2o6 − cc9g3o1o

2
7o8v1ι2o6 − cc9g4o2o

2
7o8v1ι2o6 + cc8g4o

2
7o9v1ι2o6

− cc9g3o1o
2
7o9v1ι2o6 − cc9g4o2o

2
7o9v1ι2o6 + c14g2o7γ1ι2o6 + c15g1o1o7γ1ι2o6

+ c15g2o2o7γ1ι2o6 + c8g2o
2
7o8γ1ι2o6 + c9g1o1o

2
7o8γ1ι2o6 + c9g2o2o
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7o8γ1ι2o6

+ c8g2o
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7o9γ1ι2o6 + c9g1o1o
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7o9γ1ι2o6 − c8g3o
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+ c9g4o1o
2
7ι3o6 − c9g3o2o

2
7ι3o6 + 2c8g3ι3o6 − 2c16g3ι3o6 − 2c9g4o1ι3o6 + 2c17g4o1ι3o6

+ 2c9g3o2ι3o6 − 2c17g3o2ι3o6 + 3cc14g4o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc15g3o1o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc15g4o2o7v1ι3o6

− 3cc8g4o
2
7o8v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g3o1o
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7o8v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g4o2o

2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc8g4o
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7o9v1ι3o6

+ 3cc9g3o1o
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7o9v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g4o2o
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7o9v1ι3o6 + 3c14g3o7γ1ι3o6 − 3c15g4o1o7γ1ι3o6

+ 3c15g3o2o7γ1ι3o6 + c14g4o
2
7ι3 − c15g3o1o
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7ι3 − c15g4o2o

2
7ι3 − 2c14g4ι3 + 2c18g4ι3

+ 2c15g3o1ι3 − 2c19g3o1ι3 + 2c15g4o2ι3 − 2c19g4o2ι3 − c8g4o
3
7o8ι3 + c9g3o1o

3
7o8ι3 + c9g4o2o
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+ 2c17g3o1o7o9ι3 − c9g4o2o7o9ι3 + 2c17g4o2o7o9ι3 − 3c16g4o7γ1ι3 + 3c17g3o1o7γ1ι3

+ 3c17g4o2o7γ1ι3 + 3c14g4o
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2
6 + 2c8g4o7o8o
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7o9v1o6 − cc15g3o1o7v1o6,
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2
6 + c9g2o2o7γ1o

2
6 − c14g2ι2o

2
6 − c14g3ι2o

2
6

− c15g1o1ι2o
2
6 + c15g4o1ι2o

2
6 − c15g2o2ι2o

2
6 − c15g3o2ι2o

2
6 + 2c8g2o7o8ι2o

2
6

+ c8g3o7o8ι2o
2
6 + 2c9g1o1o7o8ι2o

2
6 − c9g4o1o7o8ι2o

2
6 + 2c9g2o2o7o8ι2o

2
6 + c9g3o2o7o8ι2o

2
6

− 2c8g2o7o9ι2o
2
6 − c8g3o7o9ι2o

2
6 − 2c9g1o1o7o9ι2o

2
6 + c9g4o1o7o9ι2o

2
6 − 2c9g2o2o7o9ι2o

2
6

− c9g3o2o7o9ι2o
2
6 + 2cc8g1o7v1ι2o

2
6 − cc8g4o7v1ι2o

2
6 + 2cc9g2o1o7v1ι2o

2
6

+ cc9g3o1o7v1ι2o
2
6 − 2cc9g1o2o7v1ι2o

2
6 + cc9g4o2o7v1ι2o

2
6 − c8g2o7γ1ι2o

2
6

− c9g1o1o7γ1ι2o
2
6 − c9g2o2o7γ1ι2o

2
6 + 2c14g3ι3o

2
6 − 2c15g4o1ι3o

2
6 + 2c15g3o2ι3o

2
6

− 2c8g3o7o8ι3o
2
6 + 2c9g4o1o7o8ι3o

2
6 − 2c9g3o2o7o8ι3o

2
6 + 2c8g3o7o9ι3o

2
6

− 2c9g4o1o7o9ι3o
2
6 + 2c9g3o2o7o9ι3o

2
6 + 3cc8g4o7v1ι3o

2
6 − 3cc9g3o1o7v1ι3o

2
6

− 3cc9g4o2o7v1ι3o
2
6 − c8g1o

2
7o6 − c9g2o1o

2
7o6 + c9g1o2o

2
7o6 + 4c8g1o6 − 4c8g4o6 + 4c9g2o1o6 + 4c9g3o1o6

− 4c9g1o2o6 + 4c9g4o2o6 − c14g1o7o8o6 − c15g2o1o7o8o6 + c15g1o2o7o8o6 + c14g1o7o9o6 + c15g2o1o7o9o6

− c15g1o2o7o9o6 − 2cc14g2o7v1o6 − cc14g3o7v1o6 − 2cc15g1o1o7v1o6 + cc15g4o1o7v1o6 − 2cc15g2o2o7v1o6

− cc15g3o2o7v1o6 + 2cc8g2o
2
7o8v1o6 + cc8g3o

2
7o8v1o6 + 2cc9g1o1o

2
7o8v1o6 − cc9g4o1o

2
7o8v1o6

+ 2cc9g2o2o
2
7o8v1o6 + cc9g3o2o

2
7o8v1o6 − 2cc8g2o

2
7o9v1o6 − cc8g3o

2
7o9v1o6 − 2cc9g1o1o

2
7o9v1o6

+ cc9g4o1o
2
7o9v1o6 − 2cc9g2o2o

2
7o9v1o6 − cc9g3o2o

2
7o9v1o6 + c14g1o7γ1o6 + c15g2o1o7γ1o6

− c15g1o2o7γ1o6 + c8g1o
2
7o8γ1o6 + c9g2o1o

2
7o8γ1o6 − c9g1o2o

2
7o8γ1o6

− c8g1o
2
7o9γ1o6 − c9g2o1o

2
7o9γ1o6 + c9g1o2o

2
7o9γ1o6 + c8g1o

2
7ι2o6 + c9g2o1o

2
7ι2o6

− c9g1o2o
2
7ι2o6 − 3c8g1ι2o6 + c8g4ι2o6 − 3c9g2o1ι2o6 − c9g3o1ι2o6 + 3c9g1o2ι2o6

− c9g4o2ι2o6 + c14g1o7o8ι2o6 + c15g2o1o7o8ι2o6 − c15g1o2o7o8ι2o6 − c14g1o7o9ι2o6

− c15g2o1o7o9ι2o6 + c15g1o2o7o9ι2o6 + 2cc14g2o7v1ι2o6 + cc14g3o7v1ι2o6 + 2cc15g1o1o7v1ι2o6

− cc15g4o1o7v1ι2o6 + 2cc15g2o2o7v1ι2o6 + cc15g3o2o7v1ι2o6 − 2cc8g2o
2
7o8v1ι2o6 − cc8g3o

2
7o8v1ι2o6

− 2cc9g1o1o
2
7o8v1ι2o6 + cc9g4o1o

2
7o8v1ι2o6 − 2cc9g2o2o

2
7o8v1ι2o6 − cc9g3o2o

2
7o8v1ι2o6

+ 2cc8g2o
2
7o9v1ι2o6 + cc8g3o

2
7o9v1ι2o6 + 2cc9g1o1o

2
7o9v1ι2o6 − cc9g4o1o

2
7o9v1ι2o6

+ 2cc9g2o2o
2
7o9v1ι2o6 + cc9g3o2o

2
7o9v1ι2o6 − c14g1o7γ1ι2o6 − c15g2o1o7γ1ι2o6

+ c15g1o2o7γ1ι2o6 − c8g1o
2
7o8γ1ι2o6 − c9g2o1o

2
7o8γ1ι2o6 + c9g1o2o

2
7o8γ1ι2o6

+ c8g1o
2
7o9γ1ι2o6 + c9g2o1o

2
7o9γ1ι2o6 − c9g1o2o

2
7o9γ1ι2o6 + c8g4o

2
7ι3o6

− c9g3o1o
2
7ι3o6 − c9g4o2o

2
7ι3o6 − 2c8g4ι3o6 + 2c16g4ι3o6 + 2c9g3o1ι3o6 − 2c17g3o1ι3o6

+ 2c9g4o2ι3o6 − 2c17g4o2ι3o6 − 3cc14g3o7v1ι3o6 + 3cc15g4o1o7v1ι3o6 − 3cc15g3o2o7v1ι3o6

+ 3cc8g3o
2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc9g4o1o

2
7o8v1ι3o6 + 3cc9g3o2o

2
7o8v1ι3o6 − 3cc8g3o

2
7o9v1ι3o6

+ 3cc9g4o1o
2
7o9v1ι3o6 − 3cc9g3o2o

2
7o9v1ι3o6 − 3c14g4o7γ1ι3o6 + 3c15g3o1o7γ1ι3o6

(A.9)
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· · ·+ 3c15g4o2o7γ1ι3o6 − 2c8g2o7o8 − 2c9g1o1o7o8 − 2c9g2o2o7o8 + 2c8g2o7o9 + 2c9g1o1o7o9

+ 2cc8g4o7v1 − 2cc9g3o1o7v1 − 2cc9g4o2o7v1 + 2c8g2o7γ1 + 2c9g1o1o7γ1 + 2c9g2o2o7o9

− c14g3o
2
7ι3 + c15g4o1o

2
7ι3 − c15g3o2o

2
7ι3 + 2c14g3ι3 − 2c18g3ι3 − 2c15g4o1ι3 + 2c19g4o1ι3

+ 2c15g3o2ι3 − 2c19g3o2ι3 + c8g3o
3
7o8ι3 − c9g4o1o

3
7o8ι3 + c9g3o2o

3
7o8ι3 − c8g3o7o8ι3

+ 2c16g3o7o8ι3 + c9g4o1o7o8ι3 − 2c17g4o1o7o8ι3 − c9g3o2o7o8ι3 + 2c17g3o2o7o8ι3

− c8g3o
3
7o9ι3 + c9g4o1o

3
7o9ι3 − c9g3o2o

3
7o9ι3 + c8g3o7o9ι3 − 2c16g3o7o9ι3 − c9g4o1o7o9ι3

+ 2c17g4o1o7o9ι3 + c9g3o2o7o9ι3 − 2c17g3o2o7o9ι3 + 3c16g3o7γ1ι3 − 3c17g4o1o7γ1ι3

+ 3c17g3o2o7γ1ι3 − 3c14g3o
2
7o8γ1ι3 + 3c15g4o1o

2
7o8γ1ι3 − 3c15g3o2o

2
7o8γ1ι3

+ 3c14g3o
2
7o9γ1ι3 − 3c15g4o1o

2
7o9γ1ι3 + 3c15g3o2o

2
7o9γ1ι3 + 2c9g2o2o7γ1,

In above expressions, v1 = β1γ1 with β1 =
P1
M1

and γ1 =
E1
M1

; the expressions of ois are

o1 =
k

w2
, o2 =

m2

w2
, o3 =

M1

P1
, o4 =

1

β1
=
E1

P1
,

o6 =
k

m3
, o7 =

M1

m3
, o8 =

M

M1
, o9 =

M2

M1
;

(A.10)

and we define

C1 = c = cos θ, C21 =
1

2
(3 cos2 θ − 1), C22 =

1

2
(cos2 θ − 1), (A.11)

where θ denotes the angle between k and P1. We also define c8−19 to denote the following

relevant variables

c8 = (c1 + c2 + c3 + c4 + c5 + c6),

c9 = (c1 − c2 + c3 − c4 + c5 − c6),

c10 = kc8,

c11 = kc9,

c12 = (c1k11 + c2k12 + c3k13 + c4k14 + c5k15 + c6k16),

c13 = (c1k11 − c2k12 + c3k13 − c4k14 + c5k15 − c6k16),

c14 = c12/m3,

c15 = c13/m3,

c16 = (c1k
2
11 + c2k

2
12 + c3k

2
13 + c4k

2
14 + c5k

2
15 + c6k

2
16)/m

2
3,

c17 = (c1k
2
11 − c2k

2
12 + c3k

2
13 − c4k

2
14 + c5k

2
15 − c6k

2
16)/m

2
3,

c18 = (c1k
3
11 + c2k

3
12 + c3k

3
13 + c4k

3
14 + c5k

3
15 + c6k

3
16)/m

3
3,

c19 = (c1k
3
11 − c2k

3
12 + c3k

3
13 − c4k

3
14 + c5k

3
15 − c6k

3
16)/m

3
3,

(A.12)

where the expressions of ci(i = 1, · · · , 6) has already been listed in Eq. (3.36).
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