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The newly observed hidden-charm meson Z_; (3900) and a possible partner sta,teiZ;Jr with quantum
numbers J¥ = 17 are considered as hadronic molecules composed of DD* and D* D*, respectively.
We give predictions for the decay widths of the strong two-body transitions Z& — H + 7t and

Z;+ — H + 7t with H = ¥(nS), he(mP) in a phenomenological Lagrangian approach.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently the three collaborations BESIII (1], Belle [2] and CLEO-c [3] reported about the observation of a new
resonance Z.(3900) with a mass (3899 4 3.6 +4) MeV and a width of (46 & 10 +20) MeV [1]. The observation of this
state already motivated a series of theoretical studies based on different assumptions (mainly hadronic molecular and
tetraquark interpretations were discussed). Here we analyze the strong two-body decays of Z and its possible partner
state Z.t using a phenomenological Lagrangian approach [4]-[9] based on the compositeness condition [10]-[13], which
was successfully applied for the study of hadrons and exotic states as bound states of their constituents using methods
of quantum field theory.

The main idea of the compositeness condition HE]—] is to define the coupling strength of the field representing
the bound state and their constituents from the equation Z =0 ﬂE, ] Here Z is the wave function renormalization
constant of the field describing the bound state. The quantity Z'/2 is the matrix element between a physical particle
state and the corresponding bare state. The compositeness condition Z = 0 enables one to represent a bound state
by introducing a hadronic field interacting with its constituents so that the renormalization factor is equal to zero.
This does not mean that we can solve the QCD bound state equations but we are able to show that the condition
Z = 0 provides an effective and self—consistent way to describe the coupling of a hadron to its constituents. One
starts with an phenomenological interaction Lagrangian written down in terms of the field describing bound states
and their constituents. Then, by using Feynman rules, the S—matrix elements describing hadron-hadron interactions
are given in terms of Feynman loop diagrams with constituents running in the loops. The compositeness condition
enables one to avoid the problem of double counting. The approach is self-consistent and all calculations of physical
observables are straightforward. There is a small set of model parameters: the values of the constituent masses and
the scale parameters that define the size of the distribution of the constituents inside a given bound state.

We consider the Z state as a hadronic molecule as also discussed previously and extensively among the theoretical
interpretations collected in Refs. ﬂﬂ] In addition we extend the considerations to a possible partner state Z;*. In

particular, we treat the charged hidden-charm meson resonances Z; and Zé* as a superposition of the molecular
configurations DD* and D*D* as

1 _ _

23y = — D*+D0+D*0D+>,
V2

7y = |D+ D). 1)

* On leave of absence from Department of Physics, Tomsk State University, 634050 Tomsk, Russia


http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.0824v2

2

We adopt the spin and parity quantum numbers J¥ = 1 for the two resonances Z and Zé"’. Note the bottomia

states (Z,” and Z;Jr) have been considered in our approach in Ref. [9].
In the present paper we proceed as followg. In Sec. IT we briefly review the basic ideas of our approach where we set
up the two new resonances Z and Z.,* as DD* and D*D* molecular states. Then we proceed to consider the strong

two-body decays ZF(Z.7) — U(nS) + nt and ZF(Z.7) = he(mP) 4+« based on a phenomenological interaction
Lagrangian. In Sec. III we present the numerical results and discussion.

II. FRAMEWORK

Our approach to the ZF and Z;"’ states is based on interaction Lagrangians describing the coupling of the ZF and
Z;Jr states to its constituents as

Lrla) = 6 My, 24 () [ vz ) (Dl + 9/2) D~ y/2) + Do+ y/2Dla - /2).
Lz(x) = % e 22 (@) [ 'y @z (P10 o+ /DD (o~ y/2), 2)

where y is the relative Jacobi coordinate (difference of coordinates of the constituents), g, and g,, are the dimen-

sionless coupling constants of Z; and Z;Jr to the molecular DD* and D*D* components, respectively. Here ®z_(y?)
and @z (y?) are correlation functions, which describe the distributions of the constituent mesons in the bound states.
A basic requirement for the choice of an explicit form of the correlation function ®y(y?) (H = Z., Z!) is that its
Fourier transform vanishes sufficiently fast in the ultraviolet region of Euclidean space to render the Feynman dia-
grams ultraviolet finite. We adopt a Gaussian form for the correlation function. The Fourier transform of this vertex
function is given by

Oy (ph/A%) = exp(—pg/A?), (3)

where pg is the Fuclidean Jacobi momentum. A is a size parameter characterizing the distribution of the two
constituent mesons in the ZF and Z:f systems, which also leads to a regularization of the ultraviolet divergences in
the Feynman diagrams. For a molecular system where the binding energy is negligible in comparison with the masses
of the constituents this size parameter is expected to be smaller than 1 GeV. From our previous analyses of the strong
two-body decays of the X, Y, Z meson resonances and of the A.(2940) and %.(2880) baryon states we deduced a value
of maximally A ~ 1 GeV [g]. For a very loosely bound system like the X (3872) a size parameter of A ~ 0.5 GeV [7] is
more suitable. For heavy compact states such as tetraquark states, charmonia or a possible charmonium component in
the X(3872) the size parameter A is typically much larger (for example in a range from 2.5 to 3.5 GeV as discussed in
Ref. [7]). Here we choose values for A in the range 0.5 — 0.75 GeV which reflect a weakly bound heavy meson system.
Once A is fixed the coupling constants g, and g,, are then determined by the compositeness condition [4]-[13]. Tt

implies that the renormalization constant of the hadron wave function is set equal to zero with:
Zi =1 - Sp(ME) = 0. (4)

Here, Y/, is the derivative of the transverse part of the mass operator ¥4 of the molecular states (see Fig.1), which
is defined as

pip” pp”
Y (p) = g1 Sulp) + 72%1(1)) , g =g - o (5)
Analytical expressions for the couplings g, and g 1 Are given in Appendix A. In the calculation the masses of Z. and
Z'! are expressed in terms of the constituent masses and the binding energy e (a variable quantity in our calculations):

MZC:MD—FMD*—E, MZéZZMD*—E, (6)

where € is the binding energy.
In the calculation of the two-body decays of ZF(Z.,") — H + n" where H = ¥(nS), h.(mP) we generate the
four-particle DD*Hrt and D*D*Hnr" vertices by a phenomenological Lagrangian

Lopip(@) = ige tr(D(@) H(@), P@)] D(x)) + gptx(D(@) {H(@), P(2)} D)) | (7)



where gr and gp are effective coupling constants, [...] and {...} denote the commutator and anticommutator, re-
spectively.

The H is the heavy charmonia field; D is the superposition of isodoublets of open-charm mesons with J” = 07,1~
and 17; P is the chiral field:

H o= J'yu+ s + ]\94—}; (JW Opw + h“”aw%) ) (8)

D = Divs + D"y, + Div,7s, (9)
1 1

P = 5 7475 =+ E[U‘Tv 8#“‘]7“7 (10)

where J and h denote the ¥ and h. states; V#* = 9*V¥ — 0¥V * is the stress tensor of the U and h, states; gy is a
phenomenological coupling defining the mixing of derivative and nonderivative terms in #; My ~ M is associated
with the J/v mass; D = (D*, D%), D* = (D**+, D*?) are the doublets of pseudoscalar and vector charmed D mesons;
u,, is the chiral vielbein:

Uy = i{uT,[)#u}, u? =U = exp {ZFL} ,

™

>

= 77 (11)

where F; = 92.4 MeV is the pion decay constant, @ = (w1, 72, 73) is the triplet of pions. Note the couplings gp, gr
and gy are phenomenological parameters. Below we show that we have two constraints on these couplings.

From Eq. (@) we deduce specific Lagrangians describing the couplings between heavy charmonia, charmed mesons
and the pion which are relevant for the decays of the Z. and Z/ states:

Lopesn(z) = _2%7 J# () D% (x) 0,7(z) D() + He., (12)
Lp«peyn(z) = A‘Ig—fgwﬂ Ju D (x)i0,# () Dl (x), (13)
Lopenn(z) = _g—ﬂif]’aﬂ”aﬂ By (2) D7 (2) 937(2) D(z) + He., (14)
Loponn(a) = “g—:D*V(x) (hy(2) iy 7 (2) — hy () 10,7 (2)) D* P (x) (15)

The three-particle coupling gp=«p, of the pion to charmed D mesons is defined by the phenomenological Lagrangian:

Lppr(z) = 91”‘% D*"(2)d,#(x)D(x) + He., (16)

where the value gp«pr = 17.9 has been determined from data on D* — Dz decay [15]. The coupling D* D7 has
been calculated e.g. using QCD sum rules, first in Ref. |16] and it was updated in several papers. One of the latest
estimates is given in Ref.[17]. The first estimate of this coupling from lattice QCD was done in Ref. [18] and updated
in Ref. [19].

Next we discuss how we fix the couplings ¢gp, gr and gmy. As mentioned before these parameters can be further
constrained. In particular, we can relate the coupling gp and the product grgy to the four-particle couplings gp+pjr
and gp~pjr which appear in the phenomenological Lagrangian proposed in Ref. [20] for the analysis of .J/v absorption
in hadronic matter (see details in Appendix B). Note, that coupling of D mesons with pion and J/¥ were calculated
also in Ref. [21].

Matching of the coupling constants leads to

pr 8 M3
_ 9JDD YpD*Drx _ OYFYH (M2 — M?) <1+ J >,

W T Ve T EMe e U T g,
_ 2gp Mz, —M; )
9D*D*Jjx = Fﬂ— M%/

The four-particle couplings gp+p=j» and gp~pjr were expressed in Ref. |20] in a factorization of two three-particle
couplings

9iDDYD* D=
«DJr = 2/ MpMp+ gp+p» jp = =————. 18
gD*DJ DMD* gD*D*J 2\/5 ()



Therefore, in the numerical evaluation we use an approximate condition gp ~ gr and gg is fixed by the condition
(following the discussion above)

9H = g§JDD YD*Dn (19)

FM;\/3 < M? >1_

1+ —2
16 gr (M%C — M3) 2M§C

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

With the phenomeno/logical Lagrangians introduced/ and discussed we can proceed to determine the widths of the
two-body decays ZF (Z.,7) — ¥(nS) + «T and Z}(Z,T) — h.(mP) + «*. The relevant diagrams are indicated in
Fig.2. The standard evaluation leads to the corresponding decay widths:

2
~ gZC‘I/(nS)Tr )\3/2

M2
2 2 2 T(nsS)
Lot wmsyrt = 967 M3, (M7, , My (ns), Mz) (1+ e )a
2 2 2
 9z19(n8)m (3721 2 2 2 MZé _M\I'(nS)
FZ;+—>\I/(nS)W+ - 967TM%/ A (MZQ’M‘P(HS)’MW) 1+ 3M§,( s ’

(20)

r

~ g%chc(mp)ﬂ' )\3/2 M2 M2 M2 1 M}%c
Z& —she(mP)nt — 967TM%C ( Zer M heo 7'r) + 2M§C ’
2
. Izinen \3/2

Lyt hempyns = 967 M3,

(M%év M}%Cv M72r) ’

where A(z,y, z) = 2 + y* + 2* — 20y — 20z — 2yz is the Kéllen function. The decay coupling constants gz, ¢ (ns)r
9219 (nS)ms 9Zche(mP)x DA 97/ p, (mP)= are expressed by

grgH
cF.M;

gp /3 \/§ gD
'U(nS)r — / mP)r - =4/= = J 5 21
929 (nS) 9Z!h.(mP) oF \/; 2 9z 28 2 (21)

where gz, gz, and the loop integrals J; and J are given in Appendix A. We present our results in Tables I-II1.
In Table I we display the predictions for the phenomenological couplings g, . and g,,, as defined in Eq. (2I])
for different values of the binding energy ¢ and A varied from 0.5 to 0.75 GeV. For cccmvenience, in Table II we
present the values for the Kallen functions in order to explain the results for the widths given in Table III. The
decay rates for the Zé* states are larger than the corresponding ones of the ZF resonances, the decay hierarchies
with I'(1S) > I'(2S) > T'(1P) are identical for both states. An increase of the size parameter A, more suitable for a
compact bound state, would also lead to a sizable increase in the decay rates. Therefore, if experiment will deliver
larger values for the rates than predicted in our approach, it would signal that Z} and Z;"’ are probably not molecular
states.

In summary, using a phenomenological Lagrangian approach we give predictions for the two-body decay rates of
the Z+ and Z é"’ states interpreted as hadronic molecules. The results could be useful for forthcoming measurements

gZC\I/(nS)Tr = chhc(mP)ﬂ' = 8QZ Jl MZC;

of these decay modes. In future we plan to consider radiative and other strong decays of the Z+ and Z," mesons.
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Appendix A: Matching of the coupling constants gp, gr and gg

The idea for matching the coupling constants gp, gr and gy is based on the equivalence of matrix elements squared
(or decay rates) calculated in different approaches — from one side using phenomenological Lagrangians (I2]) and
from other side the Lagrangians proposed in Ref. [20]

Lopgr(Z) = Gpupyn J#(a:)D*“(a:)ﬁ(a:) -7D(z) + Hec., (A1)
ED*D*JT((‘T) = ieuua,@gD*D* In (J#(ZC)D*ﬁ ((E)ayﬁ(fb) . ;D*a(,’b)
+ 8V JH(2) D ()7 (x) - FB*O‘(:C)) . (A2)

Evaluating the matrix elements squared and averaging over the polarizations of the particle spins we get in case of
the Z, — J/v + 7 transition using the Lagrangian of Ref. [20]

M2 (pip2)? ANMZ, M3, M2)?
Minv2: 2* 3_ ™ — 2* 3 VAl J? ™ 23 2* . A3
Z| " =9DDsn ( M2 + MZM 9p=Dyr \ 3+ IYVENTE 9D (A3)

pol

Based on our Lagrangians we have for the same averaged matrix element squared
2 2 2
89rgu 2772 M3 2 M3
Miny|? MIMF(1——2 | +2 1
Sl = () (m2ar3(1- 375 ) + 22 (14 53

pol
2 2 2 2 2
_ (SgFgH) (A(MZ’MJ’M”)(I—F MJ)—i—?)MﬁMf)

F.M; 2 2M2
8grgm \ > (M2 — M2)? M2
~ 1 . A4
(F,TMJ) 2 + 2M2 (Ad4)

In above expressions we neglect the pion mass and drop the loop integral, which is the same in both approaches.
Matching the expressions (A3) and (A4)) we derive the constraint on the product of the couplings grgy

9JDD 9D* D= 89F9H 2 2 M;
«DJr = ~ Mz, — M 1+ . A5
9gD*DJ 2\/5 FW”J\/E( Z J) 27‘[% ( )

Here we use the framework of Ref. [20] in that the gp«pj. coupling is expressed through the product of the g;pp
and gp+pr couplings.

In complete analogy we derive the relation between the coupling constants gp+pjr and gp considering the mode
Zl— J/ + 7

P gppjr _ _ 9IDDYD*Dx _ 29D M%g ~ M3 (A6)
" 2y/MpMp- 2v2 F. M3

with gypp = 6.5 fixed in |5], which is a universal constant for all radially-excited J(nS) states. One can get a more
accurate estimate for these couplings. We consider the Lagrangian

Lipp(®) =g,,p Ju(@)D(x)i0" D(z) + H.c. (AT)
The coupling constant g, , ., 1S given by

M jns)
95tnsypp — fJ(nS) )

where f;(,s) is determined from the leptonic decays of the J(nS) states as

167ma? f§( S)
INRV +o— ) — EM n A
( (nS) = e"e ) —7 7MJ(nS) , (A9)



and «a,, = 1/137.036 is the fine-structure constant. The relation (Ag]) is the analogue to the p-meson universality

M 1
Gpun = 0 = = (A10)
fo 9oy

extended to the heavy quark sector in Ref. [22], where g, is the p — v transition coupling.

For the last couplings we get fyu1s) = 416.4 MeV, f;2s) = 295.6 MeV, f;35) = 187.2 MeV, where we used the
mass values M (15 24,35) = 3096.92+£0.011 MeV, 3686.11+0.012 MeV and 4039.6 4.3 MeV as well as the results for
the leptonic decay widths of the J(nS) states

r(\p(w) )
F(\IJ(QS) — e+e*) = 2.3540.04 keV,
F(\I/(3S) )

Note that we explicitly take into account the M, sy dependence of the f;s) and g,,, couplings. Finally, for the
set of g;(ns)pp couplings we get: g, ¢ ,p, = 744, 9,5 pp = 12.47, G, 55 pp = 21.58.

+ -

—e'e 5.55+0.14 £ 0.02 keV

—ete”) = 0.8640.07 keV. (A11)

Appendix B: Coupling constants and structure integrals

The expressions for the coupling constants g, ,g,, and structure integrals Jy, J; are
b

_9 M%C da1 dOéQ A2

- 2 I
920 = oenr | Ta (2 0‘10‘2)( +2M,23*A1)
0

M%*al + M%ag M%C a9 + 20100
P A2 2A2 A, ’

—9 M%é /d01d042 A? n a12 + 20100 14 A?
Iz = 1672A2 A7\ MZ, 2, M2.A,

0
2
M%*alz MZé a1z + 200
X expyq — )

A2 T oN2 T A, (B2)

1 Ood/OéldOéQ A2
J = — 1+ —5—
LT A2 ( oA,
0

_M,%*al +M%a2 M%C a9 + 4dajas
A2 4A\2 JAD ’

1 OodOéldOAQ A2
Jy = — .
2 87T2/ Al < TzA,
0

2
M%*alz MZé a12 + 4o
X expyq — )

A2 4A2 JADS
where

A1:2+0412, A2=1+0412, Q12 = Qa1 + Q2. (B5)
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FIG. 1: Mass operators of Z and Z;+.

D*

U (nS), he(mP)

D*

D*

FIG. 2: Two-body decays Z — ¥(nS), he(mP) + 7 and Z.F = ¥ (nS), he(mP) + .

Table I. Phenomenological couplings g, ., and g,,, in GeV~L.

gzcxyus)w

gzéqzus)w

9z.v@28)x

gZ(’:\I’(2S)7r

gZCh,C(lP)ﬂ'

gZéhC(lP)ﬂ'

5

0.81-1.10

0.83-1.26

4.78

-6.47

3.60-6.47

0.81-1.10

0.68-1.03

10

0.88-1.31

0.96-1.44

5.27-7.89

4.23-7.89

0.88-1.31

0.79-1.18

15

0.94-1.41

1.05-1.58

5.75

-8.66

4.65-8.66

0.94-1.41

0.86-1.29

20

0.99-1.49

1.10-1.68

6.20

-9.38

4.95-9.39

0.99-1.49

0.90-1.37

Table II. Values of Killen functions for different binding energies in GeV* for M, = M+ .

€ (MGV) )\ZC\I’(ls)ﬂ' AZé‘P(lS)ﬂ- )\ZC\I’(2S)7T )\Zé‘I/(ZS)ﬂ' /\Zch,c(lP)w Zlhc(1P)®
5 28.183 | 41.414 | 0.848 5.157 5.470 12.364
10 27.767 | 40.895 | 0.741 4.959 9.275 12.074
15 27.358 | 40.380 | 0.638 4.765 5.084 11.786
20 26.950 | 39.869 | 0.540 4.573 4.895 11.502

Table III. Predictions for the strong decay widths of ZF and Z;*‘ states in MeV.

MV T7.(18) | T7(15) [T2.25)] T7(25) [Tz (1P) [Tz (P)
5 7.45-13.63 |11.50-26.60|1.47-2.70| 8.26-19.1 [0.68-1.25(1.02-2.36
10 8.53-19.15 |15.33-34.39|1.48-3.32|10.81-24.23|0.76-1.70{ 1.34-3.00
15 9.55-21.66 |17.85-40.64|1.41-3.21|12.32-28.06|0.82-1.86|1.53-3.49
20 10.43-23.89(19.47-45.11|1.28-2.94{13.16-30.48|0.87-1.98(1.65-3.81

U (nS), he(mP)
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