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Abstract

In this article, we illustrate how to calculate the hadronic coupling constants of the pen-
taquark states with the QCD sum rules based on rigorous quark-hadron quality, then study
the hadronic coupling constants of the lowest diquark-diquark-antiquark type hidden-charm
pentaquark state with the spin-parity J& = %7 in details, and calculate the partial decay
widths. The total width I'(P.) = 14.32 + 3.31 MeV is compatible with the experimental value

Tp,.(a312) = 9.84£2.775 T MeV from the LHCb collaboration, and favors assigning the P.(4312)
to be the [ud][uc]é pentaquark state with the J = 7. The hadronic coupling constants have
the relation |Gy, i+ | = \/§|GPDOEE| > |G ppop+ |, and favor the hadronic dressing mech-
anism. The P.(4312) maybe have a diquark-diquark-antiquark type pentaquark core with the
typical size of the ggg-type baryon states, the strong couplings to the meson-baryon pairs D3
lead to some pentaquark molecule components, and the P.(4312) maybe spend a rather large

time as the DY, molecular state.
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1 Introduction

In 2015, the LHCb collaboration observed two pentaquark or pentaquark molecule candidates
P.(4380) and P.(4450) in the J/¢p invariant mass spectrum in the AY — J/¢K ~p decays [1]. In
2019, also in the J/vp invariant mass spectrum, the LHCDb collaboration observed a new narrow
pentaquark or pentaquark molecule candidate P.(4312) and confirmed the old structure P,.(4450),
which consists of two narrow overlapping peaks P,.(4440) and P.(4457) [2]. There have been several
possible interpretations for the quark structures of the P.(4312), P.(4440) and P.(4457), such as
the pentaquark molecular states [3, [4] 5] [6] [7, [8, @} 10} 111, 12} 13} 14, [T5] [16], 17, 18] 19, 20} 211 22| 23]
24] 25| 26| 27], 28] 291 [30], compact diquark-diquark-antiquark type pentaquark states or diquark-
triquark type pentaquark states [31], [32, [33] 34} [35] 36l 37, B38| [39, 40} (41 42| [43, [44] [45] [46] [47],

color-octet-color-octet type pentaquark states [48], hadrocharmonium pentaquark states [49], etc.

In Refs. [36} 37, 138, [39, 40], we perform comprehensive investigations of the spin-parity J = %i,
%i and %i diquark-diquark-antiquark type hidden-charm pentaquark states with the QCD sum
rules by carrying out the operator product expansion up to the vacuum condensates of dimension
10 in a consistent way and separating the contributions of the positive parity pentaquark states
from that of the negative parity pentaquark states explicitly, and reproduce the experimental

values of the masses of the P.(4380) and P(4450) as the compact pentaquark states with the
spin-parity JF = %_ and g+, respectively. Furthermore, we obtain the lowest masses 4.29 +
0.13GeV and 4.30 £+ 0.13 GeV for the scalar-diquark—scalar-diquark-antiquark type and scalar-
diquark-axialvector-diquark-antiquark type hidden-charm pentaquark states with the spin-parity
JP = %_, respectively [40], which are all consistent with the mass of the P.(4312) observed later
by the LHCb collaboration [2]. Then we update the old analysis by taking into account the
vacuum condensates up to dimension 13 in a consistent way [44], and obtain more flatter Borel
platforms and better predictions of the masses and pole residues. The new analysis indicates

that the lowest scalar-diquark—scalar-diquark-antiquark type and axialvector-diquark-axialvector-
-
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have the masses 4.31 + 0.11 GeV and 4.34 4+ 0.14 GeV, respectively, which are all consistent with

the mass of the P.(4312). While the scalar-diquark-axialvector-diquark-antiquark type hidden-

charm pentaquark states with the spin-parity J© = 1~ has a mass 4.45 & 0.11 GeV rather than

4.30 £ 0.13 GeV [44]. ’

On the other hand, in Ref.[T3], we perform detailed investigations of the DY, DX%, D*¥, and
D*¥¥ pentaquark molecular states with the QCD sum rules by carrying out the operator product
expansion up to the vacuum condensates of dimension 13 in a consistent way. The theoretical
predictions of the molecule masses favor assigning the P.(4312) to be the DY pentaquark molecular

state with the spin-parity J* = %_, assigning the P.(4380) to be the DY* pentaquark molecular

state with the spin-parity JX = %_, and assigning the P.(4440/4457) to be the D*Y.. pentaquark

molecular state with the spin-parity JX = %7 or the D*Y¥ pentaquark molecular state with

the spin-parity J* = %7, respectively. In the works of other theoretical groups, the P.(4312),
P.(4380), P.(4440) and P.(4457) are taken as the pentaquark molecular states, and their masses
are studied with the QCD sum rules by carrying out the operator product expansion up to the
vacuum condensates of the dimension 8 [4] [15, 23] or 6 [11]. The works on the decay widths of
the P.(4312), P.(4380), P.(4440) and P.(4457) are few, in Ref.[29] and Ref.[30], the P.(4312) is
assigned to be the pentaquark molecular state, its two-body strong decays are studied with the
QCD sum rules by carrying out the operator product expansion up to the vacuum condensates of
dimension 10 and 8, respectively; while in Ref.[12], the P.(4380) is assigned to be the pentaquark
molecular state, its two-body strong decays are studied with the QCD sum rules by carrying out
the operator product expansion up to the vacuum condensates of dimension 6.

It is odd that the experimental values of the masses of the P.(4312), P.(4440) and P.(4457)
can be reproduced both in the scenarios of the pentaquark states and pentaquark molecular states
with the QCD sum rules. A hadron has definite quantum numbers and several Fock states, any
current with the same quantum numbers and quark structures as a Fock state in a hadron couples
potentially to this hadron. In this respect, we can construct several currents to interpolate a hadron,
or construct a current to interpolate several hadrons. However, we should bear in mind that a
hadron has one or two main Fock states, we call a hadron as a pentaquark (molecular) state if its
main Fock component is of the diquark-diquark-antiquark type (color-singlet-color-singlet type),
and try to choose the pertinent current to interpolate it. In the present case, the diquark-diquark-
antiquark type local pentaquark current with definite quantum numbers couples potentially to
a definite compact pentaquark state, though this local current can be re-arranged into a special
superposition of a series of color-singlet-color-singlet type currents, which couple potentially to the
pentaquark molecular states or meson-baryon two-hadron scattering states with the same quantum
numbers [44]. The diquark-diquark-antiquark type pentaquark states can be taken as a special
superposition of a series of color-singlet-color-singlet molecular states and embody the net effects,
and vise versa.

We can borrow some ideas from the nature of the light flavor scalar mesons, which provide
a subject of an intense and continual controversy in establishing the meson spectrum, the most
elusive things are the quark configurations of the f(980) and a(980), which have almost the
degenerate masses. In the scenario of the hadronic dressing mechanism, the scalar mesons f;(980)
and a((980) have small or large ¢g cores of the typical ¢g meson size, or large [qq]5[Gq]s cores
in the relative S-wave with some ¢g components in the relative P-wave, the bare ¢g or [qq]5[3q]s
cores are dressed by the hadronic interactions with the pseudoscalar mesons, the strong couplings
to the hadronic channels or nearby thresholds enrich the pure ¢d or [¢q|3[Gq]s states with other
components and spend part or most part of their lifetime as the virtual K+ K~ or KOK° states
B0, 5T, 52) 53, 54, [55]. The QCD sum rules indicate that the nonet scalar mesons below 1 GeV are
the two-quark-tetraquark mixing states with large or small two-quark components [56}[57]. Without
introducing mixing effects in one way or the other, it is difficult to reproduce the experimental
values of the masses of the nonet scalar mesons below 1 GeV [58, 59], and account for the decays.
In summary, the QCD sum rules favor the hadronic dressing mechanism [54, [55] [56] [57].



The hadronic dressing mechanism also works in interpreting the exotic X, Y and Z states.
In Ref.[60], we choose the [sc]p[5¢]a — [sc]a[3¢]p type tetraquark current to study the hadronic
coupling constants in the strong decays of the Y (4660) with the QCD sum rules based on rig-
orous quark-hadron quality. The numerical values indicate that the hadronic coupling constants
|Gy o] > |Gy j/pp,|, which is consistent with the fact that the Y (4660) is observed in the
'7t 7w~ invariant mass distribution, and favors the 1’ fy(980) molecule assignment considering
the decay chains Y (4600) — v fo(980) — ¢’'m#T 7~ [61], [62]. Similar mechanism maybe exist for
the pentaquark states and pentaquark molecular states, i.e. the pentaquark states maybe have
a diquark-diquark-antiquark type pentaquark core with the typical size of the gqg-type baryon
states, the strong couplings to the meson-baryon pairs lead to some pentaquark molecule Fock
components, and the valance quarks are rearranged into the color-singlet-color-singlet periphery
structures, and spend a rather large time as the molecular states.

In the article, we study the hadronic coupling constants of the lowest scalar-diquark-scalar-
diquark-antiquark type hidden-charm pentaquark state with the QCD sum rules base on the rig-
orous quark-hadron duality, and study its two-body strong decays and estimate the magnitude of
the total decay width, and examine the hadronic dressing mechanism for the compact pentaquark
states, and try to compromise the scenarios of the pentaquark states and pentaquark molecular
states.

The article is arranged as follows: in Sect.2, we illustrate how to calculate the hadronic coupling
constants of the hidden-charm pentaquark states with the QCD sum rules based on the rigorous
quark-hadron quality; in Sect.3, we derive the QCD sum rules for the hadronic coupling constants
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of the lowest hidden-charm pentaquark state with the spin-parity J = 57; in Sect.4, we present

the numerical results and discussions; and Sect.5 is reserved for our conclusion.

2 The hadronic coupling constants of the hidden-charm pen-
taquark states

In this section, we illustrate how to calculate the hadronic coupling constants of the hidden-charm
pentaquark states with the QCD sum rules. Firstly, let us write down the three-point correlation
functions II(p, q),

(p,q) = i2/d4$d4y€ipweiq'y<0|T{JM(UU)JB(y)jP(O)}|0>= (1)

where Jp(0) = J}; (0)7°, the current Jp(0) interpolates the hidden-charm pentacquark state P., the
Ju(z) and Jp(y) interpolate the traditional meson M and baryon B, respectively,

(0[7p(0)[P.(p")) = ApPU®,s),
OlJm(0)[M(p)) = I,
(01JB(0)[B(q)) = ABU(gq,s) , (2)

the Ap, Ay and Ap are the pole residues or decay constants, the U(p’, s) and U(q, s) are the Dirac
spinors.

At the hadron side, we insert a complete set of intermediate hadronic states with the same
quantum numbers as the current operators Jp(0), Jas(x), Jp(y) into the three-point correlation
functions II(p, ¢) and isolate the ground state contributions of the pentaquark state P,, traditional
meson M and baryon B to obtain the hadronic representation [63] 64],

(f +mp)Gpupl (F +mp)
(mf; — p?)(m% — ¢?)(m} —p?)
where p’ = p + q, the Gpyp are the hadronic coupling constants defined by

(M(p)B(q)|P(p')) = GpusU(Q)TU(p'), (4)

I(p,q) = —iApAmAB

+oe, (3)



the I' are some Dirac y-matrixes.

In the QCD sum rules, irrespective of the two-point or three-point QCD sum rules, we take
the quark-hadron duality to match the hadron representation with the QCD representation of the
correlation functions,

HH(]%Q) = HQCD(p7Q)7 (5)

where we add the subscripts H and QCD to denote the hadron side and QCD side, respectively.
We expect the equality,

Tl = (T [Moon(a)T] (6)

survives after multiplying both sides by I and accomplishing the trace in the Dirac spinor space,
where the I'" are some Dirac y-matrixes. If we choose I' = 1 and I'' = ¢,,,, then we obtain

1
10 M gow] = TWu@?, 0% ¢°) Pugy = Prau)
1
1T Meon (P g)ow] = Teco®™p%,6*) (Pudy = pudy) | (7)
where the Iy (p'?,p?,¢*) and Ilgep(p?,p?, ¢?) are the relevant components of the correlation

functions I(p, q) we want to study at the hadron side and QCD side, respectively. Let us write
down the components Iy (p'?, p2, ¢?) explicitly,

ApAvABGPMB
HH(p/27p27q2) =
(m3; — p?)(m% — ¢*)(mp — p'?)
N 1 /°° dtpPB/(p/27p2vt)
= Jy, O -
+ 1 o dtPPM’ (p/27taq2)
_ 42 2 _ 2 t— 2
(m3 —¢*)(mp —p?) Jso p
1 pr(t, 0% ¢°) + pra(t, 0% ¢°)
R E— 2_2/ dt 1 _ 2 e, (8)
(mM p )(mB 7?) Jso p

P

where we introduce the four formal functions ppg: (p'?,p%,t), ppar (9", t,¢%), ppar(t', %, ¢%) and
ppa(t,p?,¢?) to parameterize the complex couplings or transitions between the ground states
and the higher resonances or the continuum states. In Ref.[I2], the P.(4380) is assigned to be a
pentaquark molecular state, its two-body strong decays are studied with the QCD sum rules, where
the second term, the third term and the fourth term in Eq.(8) are all neglected. In Refs.[29] [30],
the P.(4312) is assigned to be a pentaquark molecular state, its two-body strong decays are studied
with the QCD sum rules, all the terms in Eq.(®]) are taken into account, just as what was suggested
in Ref.[29]. In Refs.[65, 66], the ©1(1540) is assigned to be a pentaquark state, its two-body strong
decays are studied with the QCD sum rules, where the second term, the third term or the fourth
term are neglected in one way or the other. We should take into account all the four terms in
Eq.(@) so as to describe the transitions between the ground states and the first radial excites in
order to make the calculation robust.
We rewrite the correlation functions I (p'?, p?, ¢%) at the hadron side as

0
°r pr (s’ s, u)
Oy (2, 0% ¢%) = / ds/ ds/ du
(matmp)?  JA2 Az (8" =p?)(s —p?)(u—q?)

/ ds’ /A2 ds/A2 dus_ppi(s ‘;1;2 —q2)+”.’ (9)




through triple dispersion relation, where the pg(s’, s,u) are the hadronic spectral densities,

Img Img Im,, I (s + €3, s + i€a, u + iey)

/ . . .
g(s,s,u) = lim lim lim
P ( > ) e3—0 e2—0 €1 —0 7T3

; (10)

where the A2 and A? are the thresholds in the s and u channels, respectively, the s%, s9,, s& are
the continuum threshold parameters.
Now we carry out the operator product expansion at the QCD side in the deep Euclidean region

P? = —p* > A§op and Q* = —¢° > Ao p. However, we cannot write the correlation functions
Hoep(p?,p*, ¢%) in the form,
s’ s,u
Hoep(p?.p°,¢%) = / ds’ / ds/ du - pQCD( .5, ) i
(mu+mp)?  Ja2 A2 P?)(s —p*)(u—¢?)

/ s /Az dS/A2 W pQ)C(i(Spj)zg—qz)jL”" )

through triple dispersion relation analogously, because the QCD spectral densities pgcop(s’, s, u)
cannot exist,

Imgy Img Im, Igep (s’ + €3, s + teo, u + i€q)

/ _ . . .
paco(srs) = Jlim, lim, lim, -
= 0, (12)

and we have to write the correlation functions Ilgcp (p'?, p?, ¢?) in the form,

HQCD(p/Qapzaq / ds/ du pQCD 5 u) +oee, (13)
A2 A2 (u —q?)
through double dispersion relation, where the pgc p(p?, s,u) are the QCD spectral densities,

Img Im, Hoep(p'?, s + i€, u + iey)
5 )

PQCD (p/27 S, U) = lim lim (14)

e2—0 e1—0 Vs

Henceforth we will write the QCD spectral densities pocop(p'?, s,u) in the form poep(s,u) for
simplicity.

As the duality below the three continuum threshold parameters s%, s, and s% cannot exist

simultaneously,
/ / ds/ du pu(s's s, 1)
(m]\/jerB AZ AQ S _p )( p )(U_q )

P M B pQCD(S ,S,’LL)
#+ ds’ / ds / du , 15
T N O I ) o)
we carry out the formal integral over ds’ firstly, then we match the hadron side with the QCD side

of the correlation functions II(p%, p?, ¢*) below the two continuum threshold parameters s, and
s% simultaneously to obtain the rigorous duality [29} 60} 67, 68, 69, [70],

SO SO o0
Lo e 252 = [ e
A2 A2 (s =p*)(u—q?) | /a2 s'—p A2 A2 (s—p (U—q )’

(16)

where A? = (mp; + mp)?. We carry out the integral [ ds’%}’j;“) according to the hadronic

spectral densities in Eq.(I0) to make the calculations rigorous or robust, rather than just selecting



or modeling the hadron representations by hand as in Refs.[12] [65] [66]. Now let us write down the
quark-hadron duality explicitly,

[l et = [ oo [

/\P/\M/\BGPMB Cpv+Cpp

(mp —p?)(m3 —p?)(m3 —¢?)  (miy, —p?)(mp —¢?)

(17)

where we introduce the parameters Cp/p; and Cp/p to parameterize the net effects by neglecting

the dependence on the variables ¢, p’2, p? and ¢2,
(T
Cony = / dtw ,
s9 t— p
B(t
Cpp = / dtw _ (18)
59 t— p

From Eq.(IT), we can see that the duality below the continuum threshold parameters s9, and s%
is rigorous.

In Eqs.([I6)-(I1), the continuum threshold parameters s3, and s% appear both in the hadron
side and QCD side of the correlation functions. As the spectroscopy of the traditional mesons and
baryons are known much better than that of the pentaquark states, even the pentaquark states
have not been established yet, we can consult the experimental data from the Particle Data Group
and the theoretical predictions from the two-point QCD sum rules to choose suitable continuum
threshold parameters s3, and s%, which should be large enough to include the contributions of the
ground states fully, but small enough to exclude the contaminations of the higher excited states
and continuum states.

In the two-point QCD sum rules for the conventional baryons B and mesons M,

0

/\12 exp (—Tm?) = / ' ds pocp(s)exp (—7s) , (19)
A2

k3

d (s
—4r Ja2 ds pocep(s) exp (=)
P , (20)

s0
fA’? ds pocp(s)exp (—7s)

where ¢ = B, M, 7 = %, the T? is the Borel parameter. The predicted masses mp/y and

pole residues Ap /M vary with the continuum threshold parameters s% /M In calculations, we
observe that the uncertainties of the continuum threshold parameters, s — s? + ds?, can lead to
uncertainties of the masses and pole residues, m; — m; + dm; and A; — A\; + 6 \;, with the relation
5)\—);1’ > % In Egs.(I6)- ([IT), also in other three-point QCD sum rules for the hadronic coupling
constants, we usually take the physical masses mp,p/ns as input parameters and neglect the
small uncertainties. Furthermore, we can factorize out the pole residues Ag/y; from the unknown

functions CP/M = /\M/\BGP’M and OP'B - /\M/\BaP’Bv

pQCD(S u) [ /\PGPMB
ds/ du = AmA
/A2 Az P?)(u—q¢?) MAE (3 = p) (3, — p2)(m3 — ¢?)
éP/M + éP/B

, (21)

(m3; —p?)(m% — ¢?)




the uncertainties originate from the continuum threshold parameters s%/[ /B can be absorbed into

the pole residues approximately considering of the integrals ds and du in both sides of Eqs.(I6)-
(D), the net effects due to the ds% /v are tiny. We choose the ideal values of the continuum

threshold parameters 5?\4 5> which happen to reproduce the experimental values of the masses
myr g approximately, and neglect the uncertainties for simplicity.

In fact, the QCD spectral densities pgcop(s,u) cannot be factorized out as pgcop(s) poep(u),
the continuum threshold parameters sop and ug are not necessary to be the ones obtained from
the two-point QCD sum rules. We can take the values obtained from the two-point QCD sum
rules as a guide, and vary the sg and ug to search for the best parameters in the three-point QCD
sum rules via trial and error. In calculations, we observe that the deviations 0so and dug can be
also compensated by variations of the parameters Cpra and Cpr B, if we fix the values of the pole
residues A\p; and Ap. The continuum threshold parameters sg and ug from the two-point QCD
sum rules work well in the three-point QCD sum rules.

In numerical calculations, we can take the unknown functions C'p/j; and Cp/p as free parame-
ters, and choose the suitable values to account for the contaminations of the higher resonances and
continuum states in the s’ channel to obtain the stable QCD sum rules. The parameters Cp/ s
and C'prg are not necessary to be constants, they maybe depend on the Borel parameters, as there
are complex interactions or transitions between the ground states and the higher resonances or
continuum states, after the double Borel transform, there maybe appear some net Borel parameter
dependence.

If the M is a charmonium or bottomnium state and the B is a light flavor baryon state, we
set p’2 = p? and perform the double Borel transform in regard to the variables P? = —p? and
Q? = —¢? respectively to obtain the QCD sum rules,

Ap A ABGpPuB m?\/[ m2P mQB
W[GXI)(_T—f e\t )P )t

m3 s u
(Cprar +Cprp)exp (_T—? - F) /A2 ds /A2 dupqop(s,u) exp( T2~ T2> J

(22)

where the T? and T3 are the Borel parameters. On the other hand, if the M is a heavy meson and
the B is a heavy baryon state, we set p'?> = 4¢2 and perform the double Borel transform in regard
to the variables P? = —p? and Q? = —¢? respectively to obtain the QCD sum rules,

ApAMABGPMB m% m m2,
S - R N ) R N -

2 u
(Cprar +Cprp)exp <_T—22 - W) /A2 ds /A2 du pocp(s, u) exp( T2 - T2> )

(23)
where m?% = %

In the QCD sum rules in Eqs.[22)-(@23), the Borel parameters T7 and T% are independent
parameters, the intervals of dimensions of the vacuum condensates are small. In calculations, we
can set 7% = T§ = T? to obtain much larger intervals of dimensions of the vacuum condensates,
therefore much stable QCD sum rules and much better accuracy of the predictions.



3 QCD sum rules for the hadronic coupling constants of the

lowest hidden-charm pentaquark state with J* = 5

In the following, we write down the three-point correlation functions II(p, ¢) and II,(p,¢) in the
QCD sum rules,

M(p.q) = & / dhadtye?® T OT {ar(2).T5 (1) Jp (0)} [0) (24)
M.(pg) = & / dhadtye® (O[T {J,,(2)Ix (1) Tp (0)} [0) (25)

where Jy (7) = Jnc(x)v Jpo(x), Jp- (), Jp(y) = JAC* (y)s JE?* (Y)s sz(y)v In(y),

In(x) = e@)inse(r),
Ipo(x) = c(x)ivsu(z),
Jp-(z) = &@)ivsd(z),
Ju(@) = e(x)yuc(e), (26)
Jar () = 7] (y)Cysd;(y) ck(y)
Jerr(y) = e ul (y)Crau;(y) v v5er(y) ,
Jer(y) = e7ul (y)Crad;(y) v vscr(y) ,
In(y) = i (1) Cran;(y) 1" v5dn(y) (27)
Tp(0) = "Ryl (0)Crysdy,(0) uy, (0)Cysea(0) Ccg (0) (28)
the a, i, j, --- are color indices. We choose the quark currents J,_(z), Jpo(x), Jp-(z), Ju(x),

Jas (), Jsi+ (), Jgr (), In(y) and Jp(0) to interpolate the hadrons 7., D°, D™, J/¢, AF, BFT,
Y1, pand P, respectively. Henceforth we will write the proton as N instead of p to avoid confusing
with the four momentum p,,.

At the hadron side, we insert a complete set of intermediate hadron states with the same quan-
tum numbers as the current operators Jy, (), Jpo(z), Jp- (), Ju(®), Jy+ (1Y), Jo+ (), Jg++(y),
Jn(y) and Jp(0) into the correlation functions I(p,q) and II,(p,q) respectively to obtain the
hadronic representation [63] [64], then we isolate all the ground state contributions and write them
down explicitly,

Upy.n(pq) = fncnﬂ;%;ip)\]v (2 —_;/(g)t”i;:,)—(ig—(zg)— qz)GPnCN 4 (29)
Mg (p) = 202 L) a1 ero LE Y
e R G et £

Opp-si+(pa) = fDm%n/f\Lf/\Ec++ (m% - ;Eg)j;ﬂ:éj —) ZZ)Y%IZ)— 612)GPD72°++ o 3



— (d + mn) (vaa — i Uo‘ﬂpﬁ) vs5 (0 + mp)

mp+my
(m% —p?) (mi/w —pz) (m% — )
PuPa
(_QWJr 2L )+ (33)

where we introduce the subscripts Pn.N, PD°A}, PD°SF and PD~X}" in the correlation func-
tions II(p, ¢) to distinguish the corresponding hadronic coupling constants, and we take the stan-
dard definitions for the pole residues or decay constants Ap, An, Aa,, As,, [n., D, fr/4s

O.(p,q) = fremipApAN

OUOIPG) = AU(.5),
OUNOIN@) = AwU(a.9),
<O|JAC(O)|AC(q)> = )‘ACU(Q7S)7
<O|JZC(O)|Ec(q)> = )‘ECU(Q7S)7
m2
O Oy = D
_ Jomb
O ODE) = 127
OVLOIAE) = fayemyeea(p.s). (349

and the hadronic coupling constants Gpy. N, Gppop+: Gppost, Gpp-n++, Gv and Gr,

me(P)N(@)|P(p)) = GppnU@QU®P),
(D°(p)AL (@)IPe(p)) = Gppopr UQU(P),
(D) (@IP(p)) = Gpposr U@UD'),
(D~EF(@IP() = Gpp g+ U@QUW),
UREN@IRG) = Tz (G = ity ) U ), (39)

the U(p', s), U(p, s) and U(g, s) are the Dirac spinors, and the ¢, is the polarization vector of the
J/.

In this article, we choose I'" = 0,,,,, 75 #, 75 in Eq.(@), and accomplish the traces in the Dirac
spinor space,

1
ZTF u(p, @)ouw] = g (p?,p% ¢%) (Puyv — qupw) + -+
1
i M) 2] = TG p% ) qup- 2+,
1
ZTI‘ [H;I,L{(pa Q)’Y5} = H%{(pa,pz, q2) du 4+ (36)

and choose the tensor structures p,,q, —q.p., qu.p-z and g, to study the hadronic coupling constants,
where the 2, is an arbitrary four-vector we introduce to select the pertinent Dirac structures. We
neglect the explicit expressions of the correlation functions Iy (p2, p?, ¢%), Ik (p'?, p?, ¢*) and
1%, (p"?, p?, ¢%) at the hadron side for simplicity.

At the QCD side of the correlation functions, we carry out the operator product expansion
up to the vacuum condensates of dimension-10, the interval of the vacuum condensates is large
enough to obtain stable QCD sum rules in case of single Borel parameter, the relevant Feynman
diagrams are shown explicitly in Fig[ll Moreover, we assume vacuum saturation for the higher



dimensional vacuum condensates. As the vacuum condensates are vacuum expectations of the
quark-gluon operators of the dimensions n, we take the truncations O(a¥) with n < 10 and k < 1
in a consistent way, and write (components of) the correlation functions Ilgcp (p'?, p?, ¢°) as

HQCD(pI2ap2,q / ds/ du pQCD(S u) +o, (37)
A2 A2 p?)(u — ¢?)

through double dispersion relation, where the Ilgop(p'?, p?, ¢%) represent the corresponding cor-
relation functions of the Iy (p'2, p?, ¢%), 114 (p'2, p?, ¢*) and 1% (p2, p?, ¢*) at the QCD side collec-
tively for simplicity.

Here we take a short digression to discuss the vacuum saturation in performing the operator
product expansion. In the original works, Shifman, Vainshtein and Zakharov took the factorization
hypothesis for the higher dimensional vacuum condensates according to two reasons [63]. One is
the rather large value of the quark condensate (gq), the other is the duality between the quark and
physical states, which implies that counting both the quark and physical states may well become
a double counting since they reproduce each other [63].

In the QCD sum rules for the traditional mesons, we always introduce a parameter x to pa-
rameterize the deviation from the factorization hypothesis by hand, for example, in the case of the
four quark condensate, (qq)? — x(gq)? [T1, 72, [73]. As the (gq)? is always companied with the

2

fine-structure constant oy, = Z—;, and plays a minor important role, the deviation from x = 1, for
example, Kk = 2 ~ 3, cannot make much difference, though the value x > 1 can lead to better QCD
sum rules in some cases. In fact, the vacuum saturation works well in the large N, limit [74].

On the contrary, in the QCD sum rules for the tetraquark, pentaquark and hexaquark (or
molecular) states, the four-quark condensate plays an important role, a large value, for example,
k = 2, can destroy the platforms in the QCD sum rules for the current J.z(z) in Ref.[75]. Further-
more, in calculations, we observe that the optimal value is kK = 1, the vacuum saturation works
well in the QCD sum rules for the multiquark states.

Up to now, all the multiquark states are studied with the QCD sum rules by assuming the
vacuum saturation for the higher dimensional vacuum condensates tacitly in performing the op-
erator product expansion, except for in some case the parameter x is introduced for the sake of
fine-tuning. The true values (also the next-to-leading-order perturbative corrections) of the higher
dimensional vacuum condensates, even the four quark condensates (qTqql”¢), remain unknown
or poorly known, where the I' and IV stand for the Dirac y-matrixes, we cannot obtain robust
estimations about the effects beyond the vacuum saturation.

Now we come back to the correlation functions IT(p'2, p?, ¢?), and accomplish the integral over
ds’ firstly at the hadron side according to Eqgs.(I8)-(I7), then match the hadron side with the QCD
side of the correlation functions II(p2, p?, ¢?) to obtain the rigorous duality, then write down the
quark-hadron duality explicitly,

/ / PQ()D(S u) _ fncmg,c/\P/\N Gpy.N
4m? p?)(u—q?) 2me  (mp —p?) (m3, —p?) (m% —¢?)
Cpry, +CpiN
+ < , (38)
(m2, —p?)(m% — ¢?)
D° A
s% ds /SRC du pQCD (S u) - fDm2D/\P/\AC GPDOA:r
mz Jmz (5= p?)(u—¢?) me  (mp —p?) (m} —p?) (M3, — ¢?)
OP/DO + CP/AC+ (39)

(m}, —p?)(m3, —¢?)’

c

10



GPDOZj

s s Ozj 2
/ Pas [ quteco (s;u) — fompApAgs
mz Jmz (5= (u—¢?) me (mp—p?) (mp —p?) (M3, — ¢?)
C 7D + O ’
P’ DO Pt (40)

(m} —p?)(m3 —q¢?)’

— 5+
s d /S%c i ch% (s, u) fombApAgy+ Gpp-si+
S U -
m2  Jm2z (=) (u—¢) me (mp —p?) (m}, — p?) (M3, — ¢°)
O 'D— +O /
R T i A (41)
(mp —p )(mzc - q?)
$3/v N pé/gg’l(s,u) Gr — Gy
R A Py B L L S ey P i
4m?2 0 p q (mp—p )(mj/q/;_p)(m]\/_q)
CP’J/TZJ-,l + CP’N,I (42)
(m3,, =P (my —¢?)’
2
SN pyln () (mp —my) Gy — Gr b
Tl Mo T AN e ) (2 —
4m? 0 p q (mp —p )(m,]/¢—p)(mN—q )

Cpryjp2t+Cping (43)

(M3, =P (MY —¢?)’

where the parameters Cpryy, +Cp/n, Cprpo+Cpip+, Cprpo +Cpist; Cpip- +Cpigtt, Cpryjy1+

Cpin,y and Cprj/y o + Cprn 2 are defined according to Eq.(I8).
We perform double Borel transform with respect to the variables P? = —p? and Q? = —¢?

respectively according to the routines in Egs.([22)-(23) to obtain the QCD sum rules,

m2 m2
exp (— Tgc — exp (_T_1;>
1
0

2
In.my APAN  Gpyon

2
2me. mp — m;,

1

(Cpry, + Cprn) exp (—

T T3 0
(44)
2 A5\ G .= m?2 ~2 2
JompApAs. ~2PDOA€ [ p (- /;°> — exp (—m—§>} exp (_m_§> +
4m, m3 —mj T35 15 T3
mi. m} b e DOAF s u
(CP/D0+CP/A:r)€Xp <— T22C _T_12> = . ds . dupQCDC (s,u)exp <_T_12_T_22> )
(45)
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fszD/\P/\zj GPDOEC+ m22 ~2 m%
i, ﬁlfg — m22) exp T2 — exp T2 exp T2 +

(C o ) m¥, / y / p ) s u
5o +Crist ) exp | — s u s,u)exp | — =5 — = | ,
P’ Do prst p 22 2 i PQCD p le T22

(46)
fDm2D)\P)\gc++ GPD*E:r+ exp _m2zc —exp _7%_%3 exp _m_% +
4m, fﬁQP - mQEC T3 T3 T?
m2E mQD sh %, D-nt++ s U
(CP’D* + CP/EC++) exp (— T22 — T—12) = 2 ds /’mg du pQCDC (87’(1,) exp (_T_12 — T—22> s
(47)

Gvr m?,/w mp miy
fJ/me/w)\P)\Nm exp | — T12 — exp —T—12 exp —T—22 +

m2 51/1/)
J S U
Cvr exp <— Tléw ) / / du p(‘;/)/CTD(Svu) exp <_T_12 - T_22> . (48)

2
I T o
Cv = | mp +my (Cprajpa+Crva) + (Crappa+Cp N’z)] mp =My, =My
+
Cr = [(mp—=mn) (Cpypr+Crni)+ (Crpat+Cring)] — T_np e

m2
% B T/ J/ N1 J/ N2 mp+my
pQCD(Svu) | mp —l—mNpQCD (5,u) +pQCD (S’u)‘| m2P —mi/w —m?\/ 7
r J J/ N2 mp+my
PgCD(Sa u) = (mP —my) PQ/CwD (s,u) + pQ/Ci‘Z}D (s, U)} 3 2 (49)

—m2, —
Mmp — M5, =My

. . e D=xFF DOsF . .
in the isospin limit, Ag++ = \/5/\20“ PoCD (s,u) = 20000 (s,u), then we can obtain the relation
Gpp-xgt+ = \/EGPDOE+’ and neglect the QCD sum rules in Eq.[ @) in the numerical calcula-
=0 A+ A0+
tions, the explicit expressions of the QCD spectral densities pQCD(s u), ngADC (s,u), pgc% (s,u),

pggg 1(5, u) and pé@bg 2(3, u) are given in the Appendix. Moreover, we set the two Borel param-

eters to be T? = TZ = T? according to the arguments after Eq.(23).

4 Numerical results and discussions

At the hadron side, we take the hadronic parameters as m j/y, = 3.0969 GeV, my = 0.93827 GeV,
my, = 2.9839 GeV, mpo = 1.86484 GeV, mp, = 2.28646 GeV, myx, = 2.4529 GeV from the Particle

Data Group [76], and s(}/w =3.6GeV, /59 = 3.5GeV, Vs& = 1.3GeV, frpp = 0.418 GeV,
f. = 0.387GeV [T7], /s, = 2.5GeV, fp = 0.208GeV [78], A\x = 0.032GeV® [79], NOE
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Figure 1: The Feynman diagrams contributing to the two-body strong decays. Other diagrams
obtained by interchanging of the light quark lines (solid lines) or heavy quark lines (dashed lines)
are implied.
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3.1GeV, Ay, = 0.022GeV? [80, \/@ = 32GeV, Ay = 0.045CGeV® I, mp = 4.31GeV,
Ap = 1.40 x 1073 GeV® [44] from the QCD sum rules.

At the QCD side, we take the standard values of the vacuum condensates (gq) = —(0.24 +
0.01 GeV)?, (qg,0Gq) = md(dq), m3 = (0.8+0.1) GeV?, (22EC) = (0.33 GeV)* at the energy scale
p=1GeV [64, 63, [82], and choose the M S mass m.(m.) = (1.27540.025) GeV from the Particle
Data Group [76]. Moreover, we take into account the energy-scale dependence of the parameters
from the re-normalization group equation,

—
=]
(=)
~
—
=
~—
Il

as(lGeV)] £

a1V |25

— lGga0Ga)(1GeV) [

=
<
w
Q
Q
=2
=
|

1 bylogt  b3(log®t —logt — 1) + boby
as(p) = —|1-33 ) :
bot b2t bit

(50)

2
where t = log &, by = 2200 p — 1999ny 4 2TRg 0B PNL g 910 MeV, 292 MeV and
332 MeV for the flavors ny = 5, 4 and 3, respectively [76} [83], and evolve all the parameters to the
acceptable energy scale p with ny = 4 to extract the hadronic coupling constants G p,.n, G'ppo AFs
Gp Dosts Gy and G, as the hidden-charm pentaquark state, charmonium states, charmed mesons
and charmed baryons are involved.

The best energy scale of the QCD spectral density in the QCD sum rules for the lowest diquark-

diquark-antiquark type hidden-charm pentaquark state with the spin-parity J¥ = %7 is u =

2.3GeV [29], which is fixed by the energy scale formula p = \/M)2(/Y/Z/P — (2M,)? with the

effective c-quark mass M, = 1.82 GeV in the case of the constituents are the charmed diquark
(antidiquark) states in the color antitriplet (triplet) [84] [R5l 86, [87]. The energy scale u = 2.3 GeV
is tool large in the QCD sum rules for the mesons 7., D°, D™, J/v and baryons Af, S++ ¥+ N.
In this article, we take the energy scales of the QCD spectral densities to be pu = m2nc =15GeV,
which is acceptable for the charmed mesons and charmonium states at least based on our previous
studies [88]. In Ref.[89], R. Albuquerque et al try to obtain the energy scale independent QCD sum
rules for the tetraquark (molecular) states, however, they choose too large continuum threshold
parameters and too large energy scales of the QCD spectral densities, for example, for the DD
molecular state with the quantum numbers J©¢ = 07, they choose the energy scale y = 4.5 GeV
and continuum threshold parameter \/so = 2Mp + (1.1 ~ 1.9) GeV = 3.739 4 (1.1 ~ 1.9) GeV,
and obtain the mass of the molecular state, Mppo++) = 3.898 & 0.036 GeV, the contaminations
from the higher resonances and continuum states are already included in.

In the two-point QCD sum rules for the hidden-charm pentaquark states P., conventional
baryons B and mesons M, see Eqs.([)-(20), the predicted masses mp,p/n; and pole residues
Ap/B/m vary with the input parameters at the QCD side, such as the vacuum condensates, quark
masses and continuum threshold parameters. If we choose the masses mp,p/n and pole residues
Ap/B/m as independent parameters, which have their own uncertainties, we should overestimate
the uncertainties. According to arguments in section 2, we neglect the uncertainties of the hadron
masses and continuum threshold parameters for simplicity, and take into account the uncertainties
originate from other input parameters besides the Borel parameters at the QCD side.

In the three-point QCD sum rules, we usually set 77 = T2 = T? by merging the two Borel
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parameters in Eqs.(22)-(23) to obtain stable QCD sum rules,

ApAABG
W [exp (—Tm?\/_[) — exp (—Tm%)] exp (—Tsz) +

o 55
(Cpiavs + Cprg)exp (—Tm?\/[ — TmQB) = / ds/ dupoep(s,u)exp (—7s — Tu) , (51)
Az AL

ArAmABGPMB

2

T8 —m3) [exp (—TmQB) — exp (—Tﬁl2p)] exp (—Tm?w) +

5(1)»1 5(})3
(Conas + Cor)exp (~mdy — ry) = [ s [ dupgen(s,u)exp (~rs — ru) , (52)
Az A%

where 7 = 7. We can choose ¢ to stand for the vacuum condensates (qq), (79s0Gq), <#>
or c-quark mass, the uncertainties & — £ + d¢ lead to the uncertainties A\pAyApGpyp —

5)\13 5)\M 6)\3 5GPMB)

iap oM | 07B 53
Ap A AB GpuB (53)

dAPAMABGPuB = APAMABGPMB (

In the two-point QCD sum rules, we can also choose £ to stand for the vacuum condensates
(qq), (q9s0Gq), <@> or c-quark mass, the uncertainties £ — £ + §£ lead to the uncertainties
Ap — Ap + (55\p, AB — Ap + (55\3, Av — Ay + 0. The uncertainties maybe have the
relations \; # 5\1- or \; & 5\1- with ¢ = P, B, M. In calculations, we can take the approximation
‘S;‘—If = 2w _ s _ CGrup iy Eq.([B3), or equivalently, set ‘S;‘—If = 9w — 98 — () and obtain the

AMm AB GpuB Y B

uncertainties ‘Efﬁ, then take the replacement,

0GpmB 16Gpus (54)
GpumB 4 Gpup '’
to avoid overestimating the uncertainties of the hadronic coupling constants.
We choose the values of the free parameters as Cpr,,, + Cp/ny = —1.167 X 1075 GeVg, Cpipo +
Cpiar =124 X 1079GeVTT?, Cpipo + Cprgr = —5.14 x 1075GeV T2, Cy = 2.406 x 107° GeV?,
Cr = 4.12 x 1079 GeV®V/T? to obtain flat platforms in the Borel windows T2 = (4.7 — 5.7) GeV?,
(2.3—3.1)GeV?, (1.9 -2.7) GeV?2, (3.5 —4.5) GeV? and (3.1 —4.1) GeV? for the hadronic coupling
constants Gpy N, GPDUAj’ GPDOEC*’ Gy and G, respectively. We fit those values to obtain the

same intervals of flat platforms T2, — T2, = 1.0GeV? and 0.8 GeV? for the hadronic coupling
constants Gpysp in the case of M = charmonium states and D mesons, respectively [60} [67, [68]
69, [70], where the T2, and T2, are the maximum and minimum values of the Borel parameters,
respectively. As the uncertainties £ — £ + §¢ lead to uncertainties of the unknown functions (or
free parameters) C'p/py — Cpiag + 6Cprps, Cprg — Cprg + 0Cpr g, we have to vary the Cpsps and
Cp/ g accordingly to obtain stable QCD sum rules for the hadronic coupling constants G pasp with
variations of the Borel parameters.

In the QCD sum rules for the hadronic coupling constants among the pentaquark (or tetraquark)
states and two conventional hadrons, we have to introduce the parameters Cp:arp (or Cx/y/z/mar)
to subtract the contributions from the higher resonances and continuum states in the channel s'.
In fact, we have no knowledge about the values of the parameters Cp/yp and Cx )y z/anr, even
whether or not they depend on the Borel parameters T2. We resort to the same criterion in
all the QCD sum rules to choose the Borel parameters T2, i.e. we vary the parameters Cp /5

or Cx/y 7z mm Via trial and error to obtain the same intervals of flat platforms T73,, — T =

max min

1.0GeV? and 0.8 GeV? for the hadronic coupling constants Gpup (Gx/y/zmm) in the case of
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M = charmonium states and D mesons, respectively [60, 67 [68, [69] [70], which works well in all
the QCD sum rules.

Finally, we take into account the uncertainties of the input parameters at the QCD side, and
obtain the values of the hadronic coupling constants G'p,,_n, GPDOAjv GPDOEjv Gy and G, which
are shown in Figl2]

|Gpp.n| = 0.40£0.16
—  0.40+0.04,
Gppopt = 0.24+0.06
— 0.24+0.02,
Gppost| = 115£0.31
— 1.15+0.08,
Gy = 0.35+0.16
— 0.35+0.04,
Gr = 0.11+0.03

— 0.11+0.01. (55)

Now it is straightforward to calculate the partial decay widths of the two-body strong decays,

['(P. = n.N) = 31.3972G%, y MeV,
= 5.024+1.00MeV,

[ (P.— D°AY) = 49.4472G%,, . MeV,

= 2.85+0.47MeV,
['(P.— J/YN) = 29.5806G% — 97.1516 GG + 80.2825 G,

6.45 +1.84 MeV . (56)

If we saturate the decay width of the P, with the two-body strong decays to the n.N, D°A} and
J/YN, we can obtain the total width T'(P.) = 14.32 & 3.31 MeV, which is compatible with the ex-
perimental value I'p_(4312) = 9.8:t2.7fi:g MeV from the LHCb collaboration [2]. The present calcu-

lations also support assigning the P.(4312) to be the diquark-diquark-antiquark type hidden-charm

pentaquark state with the spin-parity J& = %7. The P.(4312) maybe have a diquark-diquark-

antiquark type pentaquark core with the typical size of the ggqg-type baryon states, the strong
couplings to the meson-baryon pairs DY} and D~ X1+ lead to some pentaquark molecule compo-
nents according to the large hadronic coupling constants |G pp- g+ | = \/§|GPDOEC+| > [Gppopts
and the P.(4312) maybe spend a rather large time as the DY and D~ T molecular states,

just in the case of the f,(980), ap(980) and Y (4660). In Ref.[29], we assign the P.(4312) to
be the DY. pentaquark molecular state with the spin-parity JZ = %7 tentatively, and ex-
plore its two-body strong decays with the QCD sum rules, and obtain the partial decay widths
I (P.(4312) —» n.N) = 0.255 MeV and T (P.(4312) — J/¥)N) = 9.296 MeV. The P.(4312) has
quite different branching fractions in the scenarios of the pentaquark state and pentaquark molec-
ular state. We can search for the P.(4312) in the n.N, D°A} and J/1N invariant mass spectrum,
and measure the branching fractions Br (PC(4312) — n.N, D°AF, J/yN ) precisely, which maybe
shed light on the nature of the P.(4312) unambiguously, test the predictions of the QCD sum rules
and examine the hadronic dressing mechanism. If the hadronic dressing mechanism works, the
P.(4318) has both the diquark-diquark-antiquark type and meson-baryon type Fock components,
we should introduce mixing effects in the interpolating current, and fix the mixing angle by the

precise experimental data in the future.
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Figure 2: The hadronic coupling constants with variations of the Borel parameters T2, where the
(I), (1), (IIL), (IV) and (V) correspond to the Gpy. N, Gppop+s Gppos+, Gv and Gr, respectively.
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5 Conclusion

In this article, we illustrate how to calculate the hadronic coupling constants of the hidden-charm
pentaquark states with the QCD sum rules based on rigorous quark-hadron quality, then study the
hadronic coupling constants of the lowest diquark-diquark-antiquark type pentaquark state with

the spin-parity JZ = %_ in a consistent way. The predicted total width I'(P,.) = 14.32 +3.31 MeV
is compatible with the experimental data I'p,(4312) = 9.8 2.7f2:g MeV from the LHCD collabora-

tion, and favors assigning the P.(4312) to be the [ud][uc]¢ type compact pentaquark state with the
spin-parity J* = %_. The P.(4312) maybe have a diquark-diquark-antiquark type pentaquark core
with the typical size of the qqq type baryon states, the strong couplings to the meson-baryon pairs
DOYF and D~ XF+ lead to some pentaquark molecule components according to the large hadronic
coupling constants |G pp,—s1+| = V2|Gppost | > |G ppoys |, just in the case of the fo(980), ag(930)
and Y (4660). The P.(4312) has quite different branching fractions in the scenarios of the pen-
taquark state and pentaquark molecular state, we can distinguish or compromising the two sce-
narios unambiguously by measuring the branching fractions Br (P.(4312) — n.N, D°Af, J/¢N)

precisely.

Appendix
The explicit expressions of the QCD spectral densities pg:évD (s,u), pgocjg (s,u), pS;EDC+ (s,u), pggg’l
and pg)@’g’z(s, u),
P%CévD(Sv u) = — 2071;;6 /:f dou® — %?quy /:f dd (u)
IO [ 1y o ) A [
_%/" do 6 (s — 2) 6(u)

m3 a,GG, [ u?
c S der —§ _>2
ARTYET Ry /m 7 0 (s =)

m asGG, [*7 m asGG, [T 1
_ c s de — c s de = =2
024t 7 ) /x T fooset x ) /x v ud (s me)

m asGG. (%7 2x—1
c S d 26 2
MGTYE=Tr A /m v (s —me)

m3 o rs -
+——(79) GG>/ dx%zS(s—mE)zS(u)

i

10877 T e,
+32116112 <qq>2<QSfG> /:f & 21;; 15 (5= ﬁli) o)
_4;;%22 <qq>2<O‘fG> /jf da é 8 (s —m2) 6 (u)
i [ ey e o, o
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DoAt Im. L 1 ) g2
pocp (s,u) = 40967r6/ dx/ dy (1 —2)y(1 —y)? (u—m3)

S, / 25 (5 = m?) (u— )’
128 4 / / (=a)i=-y)
43320352 / (4 n ;_) 5 (s — m?) (u—m3)*
glgggc’;q /y (5y —3)(1 — )8 (s —m?) (u—m;)
o KT
12(12985;2«1 / dz / CoTIU= 05 (s u2)

ZTq

m3 asGG (1— x) (1—y)? N o,
_81927T4T4< ) / dw/ dy Té (s —m2) (u—m32)

819;r::4T2 ) / B =42y y)26(s—m§) (u—m2)
409637r4<aSGG /m dw/ dy 1_36;(21_ W5 (u— 2)
+4§£;4<QSSG>/ dﬂc/ dyy(l — =z

_16§;Zw4 (@ /: dgc/l dy (1 =2 +y)(1 - y)*(Bu - 5)d (s —m3)
16;22#1 (@G /11 dw/l 4y 22 = . —y)y 3)6(3—7%5) (w7
+30727r2 QSGG / a2 (S—m3)5(“—"~1§)
+ﬁ <1 o <°‘5GG>/1 dy (1 = )% (s = m2) (u—m2)°

1
dzr

m?2
76871’2T2

(q9) oesGG !
+46O87T2T2 / da (1 =) (u—me)

O [ [ S oy s o )
Yi

rl:

+

T
qq asGG 1 1 — (E y) N
23047T2T4 / de / 0 (s =)

1843271'2
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(qq) <asGG>/1
1843272 7 ).

7q) ,0sGG, !
_1524;2< 7r >/ dyyd (s —mc)

q asGG , .
122?8?21% >/ dy (5y —3)(1 —y)d (s —mg) (u—my)

ozSGG / / = )
7687T2T2 My

_melgq)® /y dy (1—y)6 (s —m2) + mc<qq> /z dz (1 —x)0 (u—m?2)
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where 5 = %, T = %, m2 = m(fln_cm) in Eq.(57) and Egs.(60)-(€1), z; = ==,
2 2 2

yi = ”;C, m2 = ”;C, 7%12/ = = in Egs.(53)-G9), f;f dr — fol dz, le dr — fol dx and fyl dy —

Y

fol dy, when the ¢ functions 6(s —m2), 6(s —m2) and &(u — m3) appear.
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