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Abstract

We tentatively assign the Y (4230) as the vector tetraquark state with a relative P-wave be-
tween the scalar diquark pair, and explore the three-body strong decays Y (4230) — D*~D*%zt,
D*~ D%, J/ypntn™ and J/o KT K™ with the light-cone QCD sum rules by assuming contact
four-meson coupling constants. The resulting partial decay widths are too small to account for
the experimental data, and we expect those decays take place through an intermediate meson.
We can search for the intermediate states and precisely measure the branching fractions to
diagnose the nature of the Y states.
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1 Introduction

In the past years, several vector charmonium-like states have been observed, they cannot be ac-
commodated comfortably in the traditional charmonia.

In 2005, the BaBar collaboration investigated the initial-state radiation (ISR) process eTe™ —
~vrsr ™~ J/1¢ and observed the Y (4260) in the 777~ .J/1 mass spectrum [I], subsequently, the
Y (4260) was confirmed by the Belle and CLEO collaborations [2, [3].

In 2006, the BaBar collaboration observed a broad structure at 4.32 GeV in the 7771’ mass
spectrum in the process ete™ — w7+’ [4]. In 2007, the Belle collaboration studied the process
ete™ — vyrspmtm~ Y, and observed two structures Y (4360) and Y (4660) in the 7T 7~ ¢’ mass
spectrum [Bl [6]. In 2008, the Belle collaboration explored the process ete™ — v;srATAL and
observed the Y(4630) in the AYA_ mass spectrum [7]. The Y (4360) and Y (4660/4630) were
confirmed by the BaBar collaboration [g].

In 2014, the BESIII collaboration searched for the process ete™ — wXco/1/2, and observed a
resonance Y (4220) in the wxo cross section, the measured mass and width are 4230 + 8 + 6 MeV
and 38 + 12 + 2MeV, respectively [9]. In 2016, the BESIII collaboration measured the cross
sections of the process eTe™ — 7w~ h,, and observed two resonances, the Y (4220) has a mass of
4218.4753+£0.9MeV and a width of 66.073%3 +0.4 MeV, respectively, and the Y (4390) has a mass
of 4391.67%3 +£1.0MeV and a width of 139.5735-2 + 0.6 MeV, respectively [10]. Also in 2016, the
BESIII collaboration precisely measured the cross section of the process ete™ — 777~ J/¢ and
observed two resonances, which are consistent with the Y (4230) and Y (4360), respectively [11].

In 2018, the BESIII collaboration measured the cross section of the process ete™ — 7+ DOD*~
and observed two enhancements around 4.23 and 4.40 GeV, respectively, the lower enhancement
has a mass of 4228.6 + 4.1 + 6.3 MeV and a width of 77.0 + 6.8 + 6.3 MeV, and it is compatible
with the Y (4230) [12]. In 2022, the BESIII collaboration explored the ete™ — K+tK~.J/1 cross
sections and observed two resonant structures, one is consistent with the well-known Y (4230); the
other was observed for the first time and denoted as the Y (4500) [13].

Recently, the BESIII collaboration explored the Born cross sections of the process eTe™ —
D*~D*971t and observed three enhancements, whose masses are 4209.6 + 4.7 + 5.9 MeV, 4469.1 +
26.2 + 3.6 MeV and 4675.3 £ 29.5 £ 3.5 MeV, respectively, and widths are 81.6 £ 17.8 £ 9.0 MeV,
246.3 £ 36.7 = 9.4 MeV and 218.3 £ 72.9 + 9.3 MeV, respectively, and they are consistent with the
Y (4230), Y (4500) and Y (4660) states, respectively [14].

There have been several assignments for those Y states, such as the tetraquark states [I5, [16]

[17, 18, 19, 20, 211, 22] 23, 24} 25| 26, 27], hybrid states [28] 29, [30, 1], hadro-charmonium states
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[32, 133], molecular states [34] [35], [36] 37], kinematical effects [38] 39, [40] [41], baryonium states [42],
etc. The Y (4260), which is the milestone of the Y states, has been extensively studied.

In the present work, we will focus on the scenario of tetraquark states. In Ref.[I5], L. Maiani et
al assign the Y (4260) as the first orbital excitation of a (scalar)diquark-(scalar)antidiquark state
[cs][e5] based on the spin-spin and spin-orbit interactions. In Ref.[I7], A. Ali et al investigate
the hidden-charm P-wave tetraquarks and the newly observed excited charmed 2. states in the
diquark model using the spin-spin, spin-orbit and tensor interactions, and observe that the preferred
assignments of the ground state tetraquark states with L = 1 are the Y (4220), Y (4330), Y (4390),
Y (4660) rather than the Y (4008), Y (4260), Y (4360), Y (4660). However, the observation of the
process Y (4260) — Z.(3900)*7F — J/imTn~ disfavors assigning the Y (4230) as tetraquark state
with the symbolic quark constituents csés [43] [44].

In Ref.[20], we introduce an explicit P-wave between the diquark and antidiquark to construct
the four-quark currents, and study the vector tetraquark states with the QCD sum rules sys-
tematically, and obtain the lowest vector tetraquark masses up to now. The predictions support
assigning the Y (4220/4260), Y (4320/4360) and Y (4390) as the vector tetraquark states with a
relative P-wave between the diquark (gc) and antidiquark (gé) pair.

In Ref.[23], we take the scalar, pseudoscalar, axialvector, vector and tensor (anti)diquarks as
the basic building blocks to construct vector and tensor four-quark currents without introducing
explicit P-waves, as the P-waves are implied in negative-parity of the (anti)diquarks, and explore
the mass spectrum of the vector hidden-charm tetraquark states via the QCD sum rules com-
prehensively, and obtain the lowest tetraquark mass about 4.35 GeV and revisit the assignments
of the Y states. At the energy about 4.5 GeV, we obtain three hidden-charm tetraquark states
with the JP¢ = 17—, the tetraquark states with the symbolic structures [uc]y[dc]a — [uc]a[dc]y,
[uc] z[dcly + [uc]v[dc] ; and [uc]g|dc]y, — [uc]y [de]s have the masses 4.5340.07 GeV, 4.4840.08 GeV
and 4.50 4= 0.09 GeV, respectively, thus we have three candidates for the newly observed Y (4500)
[14]. At the energy about 4.7 GeV, we obtain the mass 4.69+0.08 GeV for the [uc]a[dc|a tetraquark
state with the JP¢ = 17~ which is in very good agreement with the newly observed Y (4708) [45].
It is not necessary that the Y states below and above 4.4 GeV to have the same structures.

We cannot assign a hadron unambiguously with the mass alone, we have to explore the decay
width to make more robust assignment. In this work, we tentatively assign the Y (4230) as the
tetraquark state |Sye, Sge; S, L; J) = [0,0;0,1; 1) with the JZ¢ = 17~ according to the calculations
in Ref.[20], and extend our previous works to study the three-body strong decays Y (4230) —
J/prtr=, J/WKTK~, D*~D%F and D*~ D*°r* with the light-cone QCD sum rules [46]. In
Ref.[46], we tentatively assign the Y (4500) as the [uc] ;[wev + [uc]v [ud] 5 + [dc] 5[dc]v + [de]v [dc] 5
tetraquark state with the J¥¢ = 17~ and suggest to calculate the four-meson coupling constants
via the light-cone QCD sum rules directly based on rigorous quark-hadron duality, then study
three-body decay Y (4500) — D*~ D*0x .

The article is arranged as follows: we obtain the light-cone QCD sum rules for the four-meson
coupling constants in section 2; in section 3, we present numerical results and discussions; section
4 is reserved for our conclusion.



2 Light-cone QCD sum rules for the four-meson coupling
constants

Firstly, we write down the three-point correlation functions Il,as(p, q), 11, (p, ¢) and IT2, (p, ¢) in
the light-cone QCD sum rules,
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interpolate the mesons Y(4230) D*, D*, D, J/+ and 7 respectively [20], the |7(r)) is the external
—
m state, the derivative (’~)M (’~)H 0, embodies the P-wave effects.
At the hadron side, we insert a complete set of intermediate hadronic states having potential
couplings with the interpolating currents into the three-point correlation functions, and isolate the
ground state contributions explicitly,
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where
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p’ = p+ q+ r, the decay constants Ay, fp«, f5-, /D, f7/¢» f= and hadronic coupling constants
G4, Gp, Go, Gp are defined by,
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the €, £, and (g are polarization vectors of the Y (4230), D*(J/1) and D*, respectively. In the
isospin limit, m, = mgq, fp+ = fp- and mp- = mp.. (Yo.(p)|J/Y(p)K(q)K(r)) = —Grq-re-&,
in the SU(3) limit, Gg = Gp, we have a universal coupling constant.

We multiply Eq.[ ) with the tensor 4,%? and obtain

H,u@w (pa q) = EGwaB H,uaﬁ (pa q)
iG A (JuwTo — guoTw) — 1GB (Guwbly — guopl,)
= )\ny*mQ* B B Lot M7 w + e
DT = ) iy — ) i — )
= {iHA(p'27P2, ¢*) — illp(p”, p?, qz)} (Gpwro — guorw)
("% P, ¢*) (Guwdo — 9uoge) + -+, (10)
where
Ga
HA(p/Q,pQ,qQ) = AYfz*’rn?* + - )
PP (3 — p)(m%, — p?)(m3. — ¢?)
HB(pl2ap2aq2) = AYf%)*m%)* 2 2 QGB 2 2 2 + (11)
(my —p )(mD* - p?)(mp- — ¢?)

then we choose the tensor structures g7 — 967w and guwqs — guog. to explore the G4 and Gp,
respectively.
We obtain the hadronic spectral densities pg(s', s, u) through triple dispersion relation,

Iy (2, 0% ¢* / dS/ ds/ du pH(S 5, ) , 12
7P P% ) A2 A2 A2 (" =p?)(s —p?)(u—q¢?) (12)

where the A2, A2 and A2 are the thresholds, we add the subscript H to denote the hadron side,
and H = A, B, C and D.




We carry out the operator product expansion up to the vacuum condensates of dimension 5
and neglect the tiny gluon condensate contributions [46, 47, 48], and choose the 7 light-cone wave
functions [49],
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and the approximation,
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for the twist-3 quark-gluon light-cone wave functions. In calculations, the terms proportional to
2

m?2 are greatly suppressed and are neglected, however, the terms proportional to

2 _
enhanced due to the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner relation mf "J’Z; — _2(qq)
u d frr

account. Now we list out the light-cone wave functions explicitly,

are Chiral

mﬂ'
Moy +Mg
, and are fully taken into

or(u) = 6uu|l+ Azg (56> —1) + A418—5 (21" — 14¢% + 1)
ps(u) = 1+ Bg% (3> — 1) + B% (35¢* — 30t +3) ,
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where ¢t = 2u — 1, and the coefficients As = 0.44, A4 = 0.25, B> = 0.43, By = 0.10, C5 = 0.09,
and the decay constant fs, = 0.0035 GeV? at the energy scale u = 1 GeV [49, 50]. We neglect the
twist-4 light-cone wave functions due to their small contributions.

In the soft limit r, — 0, (or we assume) ¢ = (¢ +r)? = ¢*> and p* = (p +7)? = p?, we
set 114, p/c/p(p% 0%, ¢%) or W p/c/p(p? 6%, ¢*) = Na p/c/p(p? ¢°), then we obtain the QCD
spectral densities pocp (s, u) through double dispersion relation,

QCD pQCD(S u)
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again the A2 and A? are the thresholds, we add the superscript or subscript QCD to denote the
QCD side.

We match the hadron side with the QCD side bellow the continuum thresholds sg and ug to
obtain rigorous quark-hadron duality [47] 48],

/M s /Ag du sp—QCD( /A2 ds /A2 . l/m = —p’giisi Z;)lgu =

and we carry out the integral over ds’ firstly, then write down the hadron representation explicitly,
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where p, = n{ "_T;Ld, we introduce the parameters C'4/p/c/p to parameterize the contributions

involving the higher resonances and continuum states in the s’ channel,

©  pas(smd, mb.)
N R e
So
s m2*,m2

Co = / d/pc( D D),
50 S_p
o0 ﬁD(Sam 7m72-r)

Cp = / ds' A (19)
s{ s =P

where the hadronic spectral densities pr (s',5,u) = pa/p(s’, s, u)d(s—m%.)d(u—m7. ), po(s’, s, u)d(s—
m2.)6(u—m%) and pp(s’,s,u)d(s —m?2, )5(u —m?2), respectivel
D= D D 39y J /1 ) y.

In numerical calculations, we take the unknown functions C4,p/c/p as free parameters and
adjust the values to obtain flat platforms for the hadronic coupling constants G4,p/c/p With
variations of the Borel parameters. Such a method works well in the case of three-hadron contact
vertexes [47) [48], 511, 52| 53] 54, [55], and four-hadron contact vertexes Y (4500)D*D*m [46]. We
set p2 = p? in the correlation functions Iy (p'?, p?, ¢%), and perform double Borel transform with
respect to P? = —p? and Q? = —¢? respectively, then we set T2 = T3 = T? to obtain four QCD

sum rules,

)\YD*D*GA m%* m%/ m2 m%* + m%*
w—mz. |\ ) e\ )| (- ) + Caewe (—
ds

3 2 4 2 — 2
MM 2 s“—m, s+ mg + uum;
= o3 /m2 / du vy (u (1 — —> (S +m; + 77 ) exp <_—T2 >

s/ du o (u) <
/

(5% + 8sm — m?) exp (=2 e+ uTmz
1927r2 b T2

E s+ mf + uamfT
du w5 (u exp(———m

M
2472
L

2\ 2 2 =2
HrMe mg 9 s+ mg +uum;
28872 , et (1_ s ) (Fo+Tmo) exp <_T)
pam? [, milagsoGg)] [* 2m?2 + utim?
R [<QQ> - T} /0 du o (u) exp 7
pr(39s0Gq) [ 2m?2 + uim?
_T/O du s (u) exp T
Mo <QQSUGQ> ! mz 2mg + uu
BT /0 dupo(u) { =2+ g Jexp | ——— |, (20)
Ayp+p-Gp m3, mi m2,. m2. +m?.
ol o () —ow (7)o (-5 ) + o (-
J 1 2 )
Ur{qgs0Gq 2mz + uumz
— < o0 >/ du(p5(u)exp <_T) , (21)
0



Ay p-pGe m2 . m? m? m%, +m?
im?—iﬁ o () o (<) o (<578 ) oo (- 222)

2.
+i§;:2 / du o (u (1 B _>3 (25 + mi) exp <_%+M)
AvypynGo

2
"y ( m?z)
exp | — —exp | — 7=
mi — mg/w ( T2 T2
SJ/w 4 2
72 dsy/1 / du o (u s+2m)exp< s—l—;um )
w2
T SJ/w 4 2
24:;% dsy/1 / du o (u)(s —4m )exp< s—i—;um > , (23)

Ay Fa/pmgsp fami
Moy +Mq '

_ 2 2 _ Ay fp=mp=fpm} _
where )\YD*D* = )\ny*mD*, )\YD*D = m—CD and )\YJ/ww =

3 Numerical results and discussions

We take the standard values of the vacuum condensates, (gq) = —(0.24 4 0.01 GeV)3, (ggs0Gq) =
m(Gq), m3 = (0.8 £ 0.1) GeV? at the energy scale = 1GeV [56, 57, 58], and take the MS mass
me(me) = (1.275 £ 0.025) GeV from the Particle Data Group [59]. We set m,, = mq = 0 and take
account of the energy-scale dependence of the input parameters,
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where t = log Agj’ bo = “ L, b = =5 =L, by = 128773 L. Agep = 210MeV,

292 MeV and 332 MeV for the flavors ny = 5, 4 and 3, respectively [59, [60], and we choose ny = 4,
and evolve all the input parameters to the energy scale u = 1GeV.

At the hadron side, we take m, = 0.13957 GeV, m/, = 3.0969 GeV, fr = 0.130GeV from
the Particle Data Group [59], mp+- = 2.01 GeV, mp = 1.87 GeV, fp+ = 263MeV, fp = 208 MeV,
s%. = 6.4 GeV?, 5% = 6.2 GeV? [61], frpp = 0.418GeV [62], my = 4.24GeV, Ay = 2.31 x
1072 GeV® [20] from the QCD sum rules, and fym2 /(m., +mq) = —2(qq)/ f~ from the Gell-Mann-
Oakes-Renner relation.



In calculations, we fit the free parameters to be Cx = 0.00011(T? — 4 GeV?) GeV® and Cp =
—0.0000084(T?% — 4GeV?) GeV®, Co = 0.000179(T? — 4GeV?) GeV®, and Cp = 0.0015(72 —
4GeV?) GeV* to obtain uniform flat platforms 72, — T2,, = 1GeV? (just like in our previous
works [46], 47, 48, 511, 521 53], 541 [55] ), where the max and min denote the maximum and minimum
values, respectively. The Borel windows are T3 = (6.7 — 7.7) GeV?, T3 = (6.1 — 7.1) GeV?,
T2 = (6.4—7.4)GeV? and T3 = (4.2 —5.2) GeV?, where the subscripts A, B, C and D denote the
corresponding sum rules, the uncertainties G 4,/p/c/p come from the Borel parameters T? are less
than 0.01 (GeV~!/GeV/GeV~2). In Figlll we plot the G4, Gp, Gc and Gp with variations of the
Borel parameters. In the Borel windows, there appear very flat platforms indeed, it is reasonable
and reliable to extract the hadron coupling constants.

If we take the symbol £ to stand for the input parameters, then the uncertainties & — £48¢ result
in the uncertainties )\ny*fD*C_T'A/B — /\ny*fD*C_v'A/B + 5Any*fD*C_¥A/B, C_'A/B — C’A/B +
5CA/Bu

8fp- | Ofp- | v 5GA/B> 25)
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where the short overline ~ on all the parameters denotes the central values. Direct calculation
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indicates that we can set 6C4,p = 0 and 7S 7 aills iy cyyys approximately. And the

hadronic coupling constants G¢ and G p are treated in the same way. Now we obtain the hadronic

coupling constants routinely,

Gas = 869+027GeV!,

Gg = 0514+0.03GeV !,

Ge = 12154045,

Gp = 18.42+0.82CeV 2. (26)

Now we calculate the partial decay widths by taking the hadron masses my = 4.2225 GeV,
mp-- = 2.01026 GeV, mp-o = 2.00685 GeV, mpo = 1.86484 GeV, mj/, = 3.09690 GeV, and
my = 0.13957 GeV, mi = 0.493677 GeV from the Particle Data Group [59],

I (Y(4230) — D*D*n) = 0.068T) 51T KeV,
I'(V(4230) —» D*Dnt) = 0.12795 MeV,

T (Y(4230) —» J/yn—nT) = 0.315003 MeV,

I (Y(4230) — J/9K~K') = 0.01370901 MeV, (27)

where we set Gg = Gp in the light flavor SU(3) limit.

The partial decay widths are much smaller than the average total width I' = 48 + 8 MeV
from the Particle Data Group [59], it is obvious that the contact four-meson coupling constants
lead to too small partial decay widths, and disfavors observation of the Y (4230) in the three-
meson final states, however, the decays Y (4230) — 7*7~J/¢ [1], #* 7~ h. [10], =+ D°D*~ [12],
K+YK~J/4¢ [13], D*~ D*°z* [14] have been observed experimentally. We expect those decays take
place through an intermediate meson,

Y (4230) —  Z.(3900/4020) 7T — J/¢ntn~, ntn"he, x5 (DD*)T, 7F(D*D*)T,

Y (4230) —  J/¢fo(500) — J/yprta,

Y (4230) — D* Dit(2300) — D*~ D=t

Y (4230) —  Z.s(3985) KT — J/yKTK™, (28)
we can search for the intermediate states and precisely measure the branching fractions, which
maybe shed light on the nature of the Y states. In fact, the processes Y (4260) — Z.(3900)*#¥ —

J/ymrTr~ have been observed [43] [44]. We naively expect that the main decay channels of the
vector tetraquark states are two-body strong decays Y — DD, D*D* DD* D*D.
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Figure 1: The hadronic coupling constants with variations of the Borel parameters T2, where the
A, B, C and D denote the G4, Gg, G¢ and Gp, respectively.



4 Conclusion

In our previous works, we have proven that a vector tetraquark configuration with a relative P-
wave between the scalar diquark pair could reproduce the mass of the Y (4230), the lowest vector
tetraquark mass up to now. In the present work, we extend our previous works to investigate
the three-body strong decays Y (4230) — D*~D*Ox*, D*~ Dt J/yntn~ and J/9 K+ K~ with
the light-cone QCD sum rules by assuming contact four-meson coupling constants, and obtain the
corresponding partial decay widths, which are too small to account for the experimental data.
We expect that those decays take place through an intermediate meson, we can search for the
intermediate states and precisely measure the branching fractions, which maybe shed light on the
nature of the Y states.
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