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3Helsinki Institute of Physics, P.O. Box 64, FI-00014 University of Helsinki, Finland
4Department of Physics and Astronomy, Iowa State University, Ames, IA 50011

(Dated: November 30, 2021)

We investigate the two-photon transitions Hcc̄ → γ∗γ of the charmonium system in light-front
dynamics. The light-front wave functions were obtained from solving the effective Hamiltonian
based on light-front holography and one-gluon exchange interaction within the basis light-front
quantization approach. We compute the two-photon transition form factors as well as the two-
photon decay widths for S- and P-wave charmonia, ηc and χcJ and their excitations. Without
introducing any free parameters, our predictions are in good agreement with the recent experimental
measurements by BaBar and Belle, shedding light on the relativistic nature of charmonium.

I. INTRODUCTION

Charmonium is an intriguing system with entangled
scales Λqcd . αsmcc

2 � mcc
2 [1]. Typical estimates put

the average velocity of the quarks v2
c ∼ 0.3. Thus, there

may be large relativistic corrections for observables sen-
sitive to short-distance physics. The two-photon tran-
sition of charmonium, viz. Hcc̄ → γγ, is one of the
leading examples (see Refs. [2–5] for reviews), where pre-
dictions based on non-relativistic dynamics appear defi-
cient. Typical symptoms include the slow convergence in
non-relativistic effective theories (e.g., NRQCD [6, 7]),
large differences among various non-relativistic potential
model calculations and discrepancies with the experimen-
tal measurements [8, 9]. Driven by recent progress on
experimental measurements, the call for fully relativistic
approaches is clear.

Lattice computation of the two-photon transition with
off-shell photons is particularly challenging, as demon-
strated by the large discrepancy between theoretical pre-
dictions and the PDG value, since the energetic virtual
photon is not an eigenstate of the QCD Hamiltonian [11].
Nevertheless, strides have been made to access the two-
photon width [10, 12–15], and transition form factors
[10, 12]. Calculations from other relativistic approaches,
notably DSE/BSE, have also been reported in the liter-
ature and appear successful [16].

In this work, we report the calculation of the two-
photon transition form factors (TFFs) of charmonium in
a light-front Hamiltonian approach. This approach solves
for the light-front wave functions (LFWFs) directly from
a low-energy relativistic effective Hamiltonian for QCD
[17]. The advantage of this approach is evident from
the short-distance z2 ∼ 1/Q2 � Λ−2

qcd behavior of the

transition amplitude
∫

d4xeiq·z〈0|T{Jµ(z)Jν(0)}|H(p)〉,
where the leading contribution comes from the light-cone
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distribution amplitude (LCDA) φP [18, 19],

FPγγ(Q2)
Q2�Λ2

qcd
=

∫ 1

0

dxTH(x,Q)φP (x, Q̃). (1)

The hard kernel TH = e2
ffP /(x(1− x)Q2) is computable

from perturbation theory. This result can be extended

to the full range of Q2 by using the LFWFs ψP (x,~k⊥)
[18],

FPγγ(Q2) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
d2k⊥
16π3

TH(x,~k⊥, Q)ψP (x,~k⊥),

(2)
where the hard kernel TH is known to the next-to-leading
order [20]. The LFWFs and the associated LCDAs play
a dominant role in exclusive processes [18, 19, 21]. The
LFWFs adopted in this work were previously obtained in
a light-front Hamiltonian approach to the charmonium
spectra [22, 23].

We compute the two-photon widths and TFFs of the
pseudoscalar ηc, scalar χc0, axial vector χc1, and ten-
sor χc2 and compare with the recent experimental data
wherever available [24–27]. The same LFWFs have been
used to compute the decay constants, radiative transi-
tions, semi-leptonic transitions, form factors, (general-
ized) parton distributions and cross sections of diffractive
vector meson production with reasonable agreement over
a remarkable wide range of experimental measurements
and theoretical predictions [22, 28–33]. All these results,
as well as those of the present work, represent predictions
of the original model Hamiltonian for charmonia without
adjusting its parameters [22].

Our effective Hamiltonian consists of a confining in-
teraction from light-front holography and a one-gluon
exchange interaction from leading-order light-front per-
turbation theory [35]. Light-front holography is a first
approximation to QCD based on a remarkable corre-
spondence between QCD and string theory in curved 5-
dimension spacetime [37]. The one-gluon exchange in-
teraction is well tested in QED up to O(α4

em) [38]. The
universality nature of light-front holography strongly re-
stricts the model and there are only two free parameters
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in the Hamiltonian, the quark mass mc ∼ 1.5 GeV and
the confining strength κ ∼ 1.0 GeV. Their precise val-
ues are chosen to reproduce the experimental charmo-
nium spectra to within ∼ 40 MeV rms mass deviation.
The effective Hamiltonian was solved in the basis light-
front quantization (BLFQ) approach, which preserves all
kinematical symmetries of QCD and is equivalent to the
covariant construction of LFWFs [39, 40] while provid-
ing additional access to the non-perturbative dynamics of
the bound states in comparison to Gaussian-like ansätze
[40–42].

It is also interesting to compare our results with
those obtained from relativizing non-relativistic potential
model wave functions [8]. The light-front relativization
has to be addressed with care, since exact discrete sym-
metries on the light front are in general incompatible with
non-relativistic parity [43]. As a result, leading-twist
LFWFs may be forbidden in non-relativistic dynamics.

For example, the spin-singlet LFWF ψ
(λ=0)
↑↓−↓↑(x,

~k⊥) of an
axial vector is S or D-wave as required by light-front
parity. However, those partial waves are forbidden by
non-relativistic parity relation P = (−1)L+1 where L is
the orbital angular momentum. To overcome this prob-
lem, one has to give up the full self-consistent treatment
of the dynamics and model the angular and radial part
of the wave function separately [8, 43]. In Ref. [8], it
was shown that predictions from non-relativistic formu-
lae and from the light-front formulae based on the same
non-relativistic wave functions are dramatically different
for charmonia, echoing the slow convergence in NRQCD.

II. FORMALISM

The leading-order contribution of the two-photon tran-
sition amplitude Mµνα is shown in Fig. 1. It is con-
venient to introduce the associated helicity amplitudes,
Hλ1λ2;λ = ε∗µ(q1, λ1)ε∗ν(q2, λ2)eα(p, λ)Mµνα (for scalars
and pseudoscalars, the hadron polarization tensor eα =
1), and evaluate the helicity amplitude in terms of the
local hadronic matrix element,

Hλ1λ2;λ = ε∗ν(q2, λ2)〈γ∗(q1, λ1)|Jν(0)|H(p, λ)〉. (3)

We choose a frame in which the light-cone dominance
is manifest, q1 = (q+

1 , 0, ~q1⊥), q2 = (0, q−2 , ~q2⊥) [8, 18].
From momentum conservation, p = (q+

1 , q
−
2 , ~q1⊥ + ~q2⊥).

Here we adopt light-cone coordinate, v = (v+, v−, v1, v2)
where v± = v0 ± v3, and ~v⊥ = (v1, v2). The experimen-
tally relevant case involves at most one photon on-shell.
We choose the momentum of the on-shell photon to be
q2. The helicity amplitudes can be expressed in terms of

+

q1

q1

q2 q2

p p

1− x,−~k⊥ 1− x,−~k⊥

x,~k⊥ x,~k⊥

FIG. 1. Leading order diagrams of the transition form factor
γ∗γ → H.

the LFWFs as (see Fig. 1),

Hλ1λ2;λ = eef
∑
s,s̄,s′

∫ 1

0

dx

2x(1− x)

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)3

×
{ 1

x
ψλ1∗
ss̄/γ(x,~k⊥)ψλs′s̄/H(x,~k′⊥)ūs′(k

′
q)/ε
∗
2us(kq)

− 1

1− xψ
λ1∗
ss̄/γ(x,~k⊥)ψλss̄′/H(x,~k′⊥)v̄s̄(kq̄)/ε

∗
2vs̄′(k

′
q̄)
}
,

(4)

where, ψss̄/γ and ψss̄/H are the photon and meson
LFWFs, respectively. The former can be computed using
light-front perturbation theory [8, 18, 43]. The momenta
of the quark before and after the photon emission are,

kq = (xp+, k−q ,
~k⊥ + x~p⊥), k′q = (xq+

1 , k
′−
q ,

~k′⊥ + x~q1⊥),

respectively, where ~k′⊥ = ~k⊥ + (1 − x)~q2⊥. Note that
only the light-front 3-momenta need to be specified since
partons are always on their mass shells. Similarly, the
momenta of the antiquark before and after the photon

emission are, kq̄ =
(
(1 − x)p+, k−q̄ ,−~k⊥ + (1 − x)~p⊥

)
,

k′q̄ =
(
(1 − x)p+, k′−q̄ ,−~k′′⊥ + (1 − x)~q1⊥

)
, respectively,

where ~k′′⊥ = ~k⊥ − x~q2⊥. In the single-tag case, only one
photon is on-shell and the helicity amplitude Hλ1λ2;λ can

be extracted from the transverse current ~J⊥, similar to
the M1 transition investigated in Ref. [28].

A. ηc → γγ

The two-photon transition amplitude of a pseudoscalar
can be parametrized by a single form factor [44],

Mµν = 4παemε
µνρσq1ρq2σFPγγ(q2

1 , q
2
2). (5)

For the important case where one of the photons is
on-shell, it is useful to define a single-variable TFF
FPγ(q2) ≡ FPγγ(−q2, 0) = FPγγ(0,−q2). FPγ(q2) is re-
lated to the two-photon width,

ΓP→γγ =
π

4
α2

emM
3
P

∣∣FPγ(0)
∣∣2. (6)

The matrix element associated with (5) has the
structure of pseudoscalar-vector-vector (PVV) coupling,
where each vector meson is substituted by a virtual pho-
ton. Using the techniques developed in Ref. [28] for the
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M1 transition form factor VP→V γ , we obtain a LFWF
representation [8],

FPγ(Q2) = e2
f2
√

2NC

∫
dx

2
√
x(1− x)

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)3

×
ψ∗↑↓−↓↑/P (x,~k⊥)

k2
⊥ +m2

f + x(1− x)Q2
, (7)

where mf is the quark mass, NC = 3, and ef = 2/3.
At large Q � max{Λqcd,mf}, Eq. (7) reduces to

the celebrated partonic interpretation of Brodsky-Lepage
[18],

FPγ(Q2) =
e2
ffP

Q2

∫ 1

0

dx
φP (x,Q)

x(1− x)
, (8)

where, φ is the (normalized) pseudoscalar LCDA, and fP
is the pseudoscalar decay constant. Their relations with
the LFWFs are [22],

fP

2
√

2NC
φP (x, µ) =

1

2
√
x(1− x)

µ2∫
d2k⊥
(2π)3

ψ∗↑↓−↓↑/P (x,~k⊥), (9)

and
∫ 1

0
φP (x, µ) = 1. For heavy quarkonia, since mf �

Λqcd, Eq. (8) can be extended to moderate Q2 with x(1−
x)Q2 +m2

f � 〈k2
⊥〉 [8] (cf. [44]),

FPγ(Q2) = e2
ffP

∫ 1

0

dx
φP (x,Q)

x(1− x)Q2 +m2
f

. (10)

This expression at Q2 = 0 implies (2mf ≈MP ),

ΓP→γγ
.
=
πe4

f

4
α2

emM
3
P

f2
P

m4
f

≈ 4πe4
fα

2
em

f2
P

MP
. (11)

However, this is only accurate in the non-relativistic
limit. At small Q2, these two equations (10) & (11)
clearly overestimate the full light-front prediction (7), as
we will see later. For charmonia, the effect is substantial.
A further dilemma is that, for pseudoscalar quarkonia
ηc, the decay constant fηc cannot be unambiguously ex-
tracted from the experimental measurement. The BLFQ
prediction fηc = 0.42(7) GeV [22] is in good agreement
with model-dependent value fηc = 0.335(75) GeV ex-
tracted from the experiment [45] as well as with pre-
dictions from Lattice QCD and DSE/BSE calculations
[46–49].

The two-photon TFF of ηc is measured by BaBar col-
laboration [24]. The BaBar data can be well described
by a monopole fit with a pole mass Λ2 = 8.5 ± 0.6 ±
0.7 GeV2 ≈ M2

J/ψ. This corroborates with the vector

meson dominant (VMD) model with the nearest vector
mesons.
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FIG. 2. The two-photon transition form factor of charmed
pseudoscalar mesons (a) ηc(1S) and (b) ηc(2S). The BLFQ
predictions employs (7) whereas the BLFQ/DA prediction
employs (10). For ηc(1S) the result is compared with calcu-
lations from DSE/BSE [16]. A monopole fit with pole mass
Λ = Mψ(2S) is provided for ηc(2S) as a reference (see texts).

The BaBar data along with the monopole fit are shown
in Fig. 2(a). The BLFQ prediction (7) is in excellent
agreement with the BaBar data. Following the analy-
sis in Ref. [22] for the decay constants, our calculation
uses the Nmax = 8 results, which corresponds to a UV
resolution µuv ≈ κ

√
Nmax = 2.8 GeV. The basis sen-

sitivity shown as uncertainty band is estimated as the
difference between the Nmax = 8 and Nmax = 16 results.
A DSE/BSE result is included for comparison [16]. Two
recent Lattice calculations are less successful due to the
difficulty to represent the photon with large virtuality
[12, 13]. More recent Lattice calculations instead focus
on the on-shell amplitude.

Note that we present the TFF FPγ(Q2) instead of the
normalized TFF FPγ(Q2)/FPγ(0) to avoid the propaga-
tion of errors from FPγ(0) present in both theory and
experiment. The value FPγ(0) ∝ √ΓP→γγ can also be
compared from Fig. 2(a), where we add the PDG value
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ηc
∫ dx ϕ(x)=1

BLFQ
ϕeff, Q2=0

Q2=10 GeV2

Q2=60 GeV2

Bondar-Chernyak

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

x

ϕ
(x
)

FIG. 3. Comparison of the normalized LCDA (9) and the
normalized effective LCDA φeff defined using (7). A phe-
nomenological LCDA proposed by Bondar and Chernyak [50]
is also compared.

combining measurement of the two-photon width from
various processes [27].

The prediction using the LCDA (“BLFQ/DA”) are
also included in Fig. 2(a) for comparison. At Q2 = 0,
the prediction clearly overshoots the BLFQ prediction
as expected. One can define a Q2-dependent “effec-
tive LCDA” φeff(x,Q2) using (7) and compare with the
LCDA, as shown in Fig. 3. The overlay of the normalized
LCDA and the normalized effective LCDAs at various Q2

indicates that better agreement can be achieved between
the LCDA prediction and the BaBar data if one compares
the normalized TFF FPγ(Q2)/FPγ(0). The agreement of
the experimental normalized TFF with the phenomeno-
logical Bondar-Chernyak LCDA [50] also explains the un-
expected success of this model with the normalized TFF
[21]. Note that the unnormalized LCDAs (true or effec-
tive) in general differ from each other, except at large
Q2.

The on-shell two-photon width from PDG as well as
from selected theoretical predictions are collected in Ta-
ble I. A comparison of selected recent predictions with
quantified uncertainties is shown in Fig. 4. Without ad-
justing any parameter, our predictions appear very com-
petitive with other theoretical approaches.

There is no measurement of the ηc(2S) TFF at the
present. Thus, our results Fig. 2(b) are predictions.
Fη′cγ(0) can be accessed via other processes and are also
shown in Fig. 2(b). Our prediction is again in good agree-
ment with the PDG value [27]. The monopole fit with a
pole mass Λ = Mψ(2S) is depicted for comparison.

In the literature, one of the major sources of uncer-
tainty is the quark mass mf . In various models, it is
known that both the shape of the TFF FPγ(Q2)/FPγ(0)
and the two-photon width ΓP→γγ are sensitive to the
value of the quark mass mf , in opposing directions.

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0

Γηc→γγ (keV)

PDG 2020

BLFQ (this work)

Lattice (Meng 2021)

Lattice (Chen 2020)

Lattice (Chen 2016)

NNLO NRQCD (Feng 2017)

NRQM (Babiarz 2019)

NRQM/LF (Babiarz 2019)

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

Γχc0→γγ (keV)

PDG 2020

BLFQ (this work)

Lattice (Zou 2021)

Lattice (Chen 2020)

NRQM (Babiarz 2019)

NRQM/LF (Babiarz 2019)

FIG. 4. Comparison of selected recent theoretical predictions
of the two-photon transition widths for ηc(1S) and χc0(1P )
with quantified uncertainties. See Table I for more compar-
isons of the widths.

When confronted by the experimental data, the former,

dictated by the pole mass Λ2 ≈ 〈k
2
⊥+m2

f

x(1−x) 〉, typically fa-

vors a lower value mf ∼ 1.3 GeV close to the current
quark mass whereas the latter favors a larger value close
to the effective quark mass. Indeed, (11) is more accu-
rate if m2

f → m2
f + 〈k2

⊥〉. In our calculation, the effective
quark mass mf = 1.57 GeV is determined from the mass
spectroscopy, leaving no room for parameter manipula-
tion. Therefore, it is remarkable that our LFWFs can re-
produce the two-photon TFF and the two-photon width
simultaneously.

B. χc0 → γγ

The transition amplitude of this process can be
parametrized by two TFFs [9, 44, 51],

Mµν = 4παem

{[
(q1 · q2)gµν − qµ2 qν1

]
FS1 (q2

1 , q
2
2)+

1

M2
S

[
q2
1q

2
2g
µν + (q1 · q2)qµ1 q

ν
2 − q2

1q
µ
2 q
ν
2 − q2

2q
µ
1 q
ν
1

]
× FS2 (q2

1 , q
2
2)
}
. (12)
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TABLE I. A compilation of experimental measurements and selected theoretical predictions of the two-photon width ΓH→γγ
for charmonium. For χc1, the reduced two-photon width Γ̃H→γγ is listed instead. The uncertainties have been combined in
quadrature. See the text for more details.

ηc(1S) ηc(2S) χc0(1P ) χc0(2P ) χc1(1P ) χc1(2P ) χc2(1P ) χc2(2P )

ΓH→γγ

Experiment [27] 5.15(35) 2.1(1.6) 2.20(16) – –
:::::::
0.02–0.5a 0.56(5) –

or Γ̃H→γγ
:::::

BLFQ 3.7(6) 1.9(4) 1.4(5) 0.64(26)
::::
6(1)

::::
6(2) 0.70(13) 0.58(25)

(keV)

Lattice [14, 15] 6.57(20) – 3.7(1.1) – – – – –
Lattice [12] 1.122(14) – – – – – – –
Lattice [13] 1.62(19) – 1.18(38) – – – – –
Lattice [10] 2.65(99) – 2.41(1.04) – – – – –
NRQCD [7] 9.7–10.8 – – – – – – –
DSE/BSE [16] 6.39 – 2.39 – – – 0.655 –
LFQM [52] 4.88 – – – – – – –
LFQM [40, 53] 5.7–9.7 – 2.36(35) – – – 0.35(1) –
NRQM/LF [8, 9] 1.7–3.9 0.94–2.45 1.43–2.09 – – – – –
NRQM [8, 9] 5.2–21 3.1–8.8 3.1–5.5 – – – – –

aThe value is for χc1(3872) [26].

With this definition, the two-photon width is,

ΓS→γγ =
πα2

em

4
M3
S

∣∣FS1 (0, 0)
∣∣2. (13)

If one photon is off-shell, as in “single tagged” exper-
iments, the two-photon width Γχc0→γ∗γ can be solely
described by TFF FS1 . Thus, it is convenient to in-
troduce a single-variable TFF FSγ(q2) = FS1 (−q2, 0) =
FS1 (0,−q2). Its relation with the single-tag two-photon
width Γχc0→γ∗γ is,

ΓS→γ∗γ =
πα2

em

2

(M2
S +Q2)3

M3
S

∣∣FSγ(Q2)
∣∣2. (14)

The LFWF representation of the TFF is,

FSγ(Q2) =

e2
f2
√

2NC

∫ 1

0

dx

2
√
x(1− x)

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)3

ψ↑↓+↓↑/S(x,~k⊥)

×
k2
⊥ + x(1− x)(1− 2x)2Q2 + (1− 2x)2m2

f

(1− 2x)[k2
⊥ + x(1− x)Q2 +m2

f ]2
. (15)

Similar to the pseudoscalar case, the approximate result
using the LCDA representation reads,

FSγ(Q2) = e2
ffS

∫ 1

0

dx
(1− 2x)φS(x, µ)

x(1− x)Q2 +m2
f

, (16)

where the scalar meson LCDA is defined as,

fS

2
√

2NC
φS(x, µ) =

1

2
√
x(1− x)

µ2∫
d2k⊥
(2π)3

ψ↑↓+↓↑/S(x,~k⊥), (17)

and is normalized by
∫ 1

0
dx (1− 2x)φS(x, µ) = 1.
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FIG. 5. The TFF for χc0(1P ). The DSE/BSE results are
included for comparison [16].

The Belle collaboration provided the first measurement
of the TFF Fχc0γ(Q2), albeit with limited statistics [25].
The extracted data are shown in Fig. 5. A recent result
from DSE/BSE is also shown for comparison [16]. The
TFF at Q2 = 0 is accessed from the two-photon decay
width ΓS→γγ from various processes as compiled by PDG
[27]. Our predictions using the LFWFs (15) as well as us-
ing the LCDA (17) are both in agreement with the exper-
imental data despite the low statistics. The BLFQ/DA
prediction is scaled by FSγ(0) obtained from BLFQ. The
value is also in agreement with that extracted from the
two-photon decay width ΓS→γγ (see Table I).

C. χc1 → γγ

The two-photon width of an axial vector 1++ vanishes
due to the Landau-Yang theorem [54, 55]. Instead, one
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can define the reduced width as,

Γ̃A→γγ = lim
q21→0

M2
A

q2
1

Γ(A→ γ∗l γt). (18)

The Belle collaboration recently measured the reduced
width of χc1(3872) using single-tag events [26]. The ob-
tained result is,

Γ̃χc1(3872)→γγ = 20− 500 eV. (19)

On the theory side, the amplitude of A → γγ can be
parametrized by three TFFs, FA1–3:

Mµνα =
i

M2
A

{
εµνβγq1βq2γ(q1 − q2)αFA1 (q2

1 , q
2
2)

+
[
εανβγq1βq2γq

µ
1 + εαµνβq2βq

2
1

]
FA2 (q2

1 , q
2
2)

+
[
εαµβγq1βq2γq

ν
2 + εαµνβq1βq

2
2

]
FA3 (q2

1 , q
2
2)
}
,

(20)

where FA2 (q2
1 , q

2
2) = −FA3 (q2

2 , q
2
1) owing to the boson

statistics of photons. The reduced width is related to
the TFFs FA2 and FA3 as,

Γ̃A→γγ =
πα2

em

6
M3
A

∣∣FAγ(0)
∣∣2, (21)

where FAγ(q2) = FA2 (−q2, 0)/MA = −FA3 (0,−q2)/MA.
The LFWF representation of this TFF is,

FAγ(Q2) =
16MA

M2
A +Q2

e2
f

√
NC

∫ 1

0

dx

2
√
x(1− x)

×
∫

d2k⊥
(2π)3

(kx + iky)ψ
(λ=−1)
↑↓+↓↑/A(x,~k⊥)

k2
⊥ + x(1− x)Q2 +m2

f

. (22)

Using the BLFQ LFWFs, the reduced two-photon
width of χc1(1P ) is predicted to be Γ̃χc1→γγ = (6 ±
1) keV. Our BLFQ calculation further predicts an ex-
cited pure cc̄ axial vector meson with the mass Mχ′c1

=
3.948(31)(17) GeV. The two-photon width of this state

is predicted to be Γ̃χ′c1→γγ = (6± 2) keV, a value signif-
icantly above the recent Belle measurement for the 2P
candidate χc1(3872), suggesting that the state possesses
a large portion of non-cc̄ component [26].

D. χc2 → γγ

The two-photon decay width of the tensor χc2 is mea-
sured by various experiments as compiled by PDG, and
the average value is, Γχc2→γγ = 0.56(5) keV [27]. Phys-
ically, this process is determined by two helicity ampli-
tudes,

ΓT→γγ =
πα2

em

5MT

(∣∣H++;0

∣∣2 +
∣∣H+−;+2

∣∣2). (23)

The LFWFs representation of the helicity amplitudes are,

H++;0 = e2
f

√
2NC

∫
dx

2[x(1− x)]
3
2

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)3

×
{k2
⊥(2x− 1)ψ

(λ=0)
↑↓+↓↑/T (x,~k⊥)

k2
⊥ + x(1− x)Q2 +m2

f

+

√
2mf (kx + iky)ψ

(λ=0)
↑↑/T (x,~k⊥)

k2
⊥ + x(1− x)Q2 +m2

f

}
, (24)

and

H+−;+2 = e2
f

√
2NC

∫
dx

2[x(1− x)]
3
2

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)3

×
{

(kx−iky)2
(2x− 1)ψ

(λ=+2)
↑↓+↓↑/T (x,~k⊥) + ψ

(λ=+2)
↑↓−↓↑/T (x,~k⊥)

k2
⊥ + x(1− x)Q2 +m2

f

+

√
2mf (kx − iky)ψ

(λ=+2)
↑↑/T (x,~k⊥)

k2
⊥ + x(1− x)Q2 +m2

f

}
. (25)

From these expressions, we obtain the width Γχc2→γγ =
0.70(13) keV, consistent with the PDG value 0.56(5) keV.
Similarly, we can make a prediction for the 2P tensor as
pure cc̄ state. The value Γχ′c2→γγ = 0.58(25) keV is con-
sistent with the PDG lower bound Γχc2(3930) > 0.17 keV
for the 2P candidate χc2(3930).

E. Asymptotic limit

The large Q2 asymptotic behavior of the TFFs can be
computed from perturbative QCD [44],

Q2FPγ(Q2)
Q2→∞

= 6e2
ffP , (26)

Q2FSγ(Q2)
Q2→∞

= 6e2
ffS(µ). (27)

Figure 6 shows Q2FHγ as a function of Q2 up to large
Q2 from various approaches. The BLFQ results (solid
blue) and the BLFQ/DA results (dashed orange) are
computed with fixed scale µ = µuv ≈ κ

√
Nmax. For the

pseudoscalar, their agreement at large Q2 is excellent as
expected. For large Q2, the evolution of the DAs may
not be negligible. We thus evolve the LCDA using the
ERBL evolution [18]. The evolved results (BLFQ/DA,
µ = Q, green dotted) show some small deviation from
the fixed scale results. However, up to Q2 = 500 GeV2

all results are below the pQCD asympotic limit, confirm-
ing the long-standing observation that the convergence
to the pQCD asympotic limit is very slow [19].

For a scalar meson, the r.h.s. of (27) is scale dependent.
The BLFQ result (solid blue) and the BLFQ/DA results
at fixed scale (dashed orange) or evolved (dotted green),
show large differences at large Q2.
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FIG. 6. Large Q2 behavior of the TFF.

III. SUMMARY

In this work, we investigated the two-photon transi-
tions of heavy quarkonia in the light-front approach us-
ing wave functions directly computed from an effective
Hamiltonian inspired by light-front holography and one-
gluon exchange from light-front QCD. We computed the
two photon decay widths and the transition form factors
of pseudoscalar, scalar, axial vector and tensor mesons.
The results are in good agreement with the available ex-
perimental measurements. This is significant since all re-
sults reported here are pure predictions – no parameter
fitting is performed to obtain these results. We also make
predictions for two-photon processes yet to be measured.

In combination with the successes in charmonium spec-
troscopy as well as other observables, e.g., decay con-
stant, radiative transitions, leptonic transitions, elec-
tromagnetic form factors, and parton distributions, our
work provides a unified framework to describe the rel-
ativistic structure of the charmonium system. We also
compare the results with those computed from the ex-
tracted light-cone distribution amplitudes, laying the
foundation for applications to exclusive processes at high
energy.
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