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We investigate the charmed meson spectrum using a constituent quark model (CQM) with one-
loop corrections applied to the one-gluon exchange (OGE) potential. The study aims to understand
if these one-loop corrections sufficiently account for the charmed meson spectrum observed exper-
imentally, without invoking exotic configurations like tetraquarks. Within this model, charmed
mesons’ masses are computed, comparing theoretical predictions to experimental data. The re-
sults suggest that the model, with one-loop OGE corrections, generally reproduces mass splittings
and level ordering observed for charmed mesons. Discrepancies, particularly in P -wave states, are
addressed by incorporating higher-order interaction terms. The findings emphasize that while the
traditional quark model is limited in fully describing charmed mesons, enhanced potential terms may
bridge the gap with experimental observations. The study contributes a framework for predicting
excited charmed meson states for future experimental validation.

I. INTRODUCTION

A simple analysis about the properties of mesons con-
taining a single heavy quark, Q = c or b, can be carried
out in the limit of mQ → ∞. In such a regime, the heavy
quark acts as a static color source for the rest of the
heavy-light meson, i.e. its spin sQ is decoupled from the
total angular momentum of the light antiquark, jq, and
they are separately conserved. As a result, heavy-light
mesons are grouped into doublets, each associated with
a specific value of jq and parity. The members of each
doublet differ from the orientation of sQ with respect to
jq and they are degenerate in the heavy quark symme-
try (HQS) limit [1], whose mass degeneracy is broken at
order 1/mQ.

For Qq̄ states, and following HQS, one can write j⃗q =

s⃗q + ℓ⃗, where sq is the light antiquark spin and ℓ is its
orbital angular momentum relative to the static heavy
quark. Therefore, the lowest-lying Qq̄ mesons correspond

to ℓ = 0 with jPq = 1
2

−
. This doublet comprises two S-

wave states with spin-parity JP = (0−, 1−), where J⃗ =

j⃗q + s⃗Q. For ℓ = 1, it could be either jPq = 1
2

+
or jPq =

3
2

+
, and thus the two corresponding doublets are JP =

(0+, 1+) and JP = (1+, 2+), respectively. The mesons

with ℓ = 2 are collected either in the jPq = 3
2

−
doublet,

consisting of states with JP = (1−, 2−), or in the jPq =
5
2

−
with JP = (2−, 3−); and so forth and so on.
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If we now focus on the spectrum of charmed mesons,
(cn̄)-states with n = u or d quark, it contains a number
of long known and well established states collected in
the Review of Particle Physics (RPP) of Particle Data
Group (PDG) [2]. We find the lowest-lying S-wave
states with quantum numbers JP = 0− and 1−, de-
noted as D and D∗ mesons. The P -wave ground states
with spin-parity quantum numbers 0+ (D∗

0(2300)), 1+

(D1(2420) and D1(2430)) and 2+ (D∗
2(2460)) are also

given in Ref. [2]. In addition, the PDG lists as well-
established state, a highly-excited charmed meson, with
spin-parity JP = 3−, denoted as D∗

3(2750). It was ob-
served as a resonant substructure in the B0 → D̄0π+π−

and B− → D+π−π− decays analyzed with the Dalitz
plot technique [3, 4].
Over the past 15 years or so, several new signals in

the charmed meson sector have been observed. The
now namedD0(2550), D

∗
1(2600), D2(2740) andD

∗
3(2750)

were observed for the first time by the BaBar collabora-
tion in 2010 [5], and were confirmed by the LHCb ex-
periment with slightly different masses in 2013 [6]. Fur-
thermore, the LHCb collaboration reported in Refs. [6]
two new higher D-meson excitations, D∗

J(3000) and
DJ(3000), with natural and unnatural parities,1 respec-
tively, collectively named by the PDG as D(3000)0. In
2015, again the LHCb collaboration observed a new state
D∗

1(2760) with spin-parity quantum numbers JP = 1−

in the D+π− channel by analyzing the B− → D+K−π−

decay [7]. Finally, there have been observed two more

1 Natural parity means that the bosonic meson field behaves under
reflection as +1 for even spin and −1 for odd spin; note then
that, for heavy-light mesons, the superindex “∗” is used for those
having natural parity.
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states which are not collected in the RPP of PDG. The
first one is the named D∗(2640)± seen in Z decays by
Abreu et al. [8] but missing in the searches performed in
Refs. [9, 10], thus requiring confirmation. The second was
observed in 2016 by the LHCb collaboration in theD+π−

channel when analyzing the B− → D+π−π− decay [4];
they assigned to this signal the nameD∗

2(3000) with spin-
parity JP = 2+ because its resonance parameters were
inconsistent with the previously observed D(3000)0 [6].

Theoretical predictions of the spectrum of charmed
mesons dates from the early days of phenomenological
quark models [11–14]. In the recent years, many theoret-
ical studies have been carried out within different theoret-
ical approaches such as lattice-regularized QCD [15–19],
unitarized coupled-channels T -matrix analyses [20–22],
heavy meson effective theory [23, 24], Regge-based phe-
nomenology [25, 26] and phenomenological quark mod-
els [27–36]. This is mainly because two reasons; the
first one is the recent experimental measurements in the
subject which provide sustained progress in the field
as well as the breadth and depth necessary for a vi-
brant theoretical research environment. The second is
related mostly with the fact that D∗

0(2300) and D1(2420)

charmed mesons, which belong to the doublet jPq = 1
2

+

predicted by HQS, have surprisingly light masses, com-
pared with naive quark model expectations, and are lo-
cated below Dπ and D∗π thresholds, respectively. This
implies that these states are narrow. These facts have
stimulated a fruitful line of research, suggesting that their
structure is much richer than what one might guess as-
suming the qq̄ picture [37–39].

The quark model has been notably successful in de-
scribing the heavy quark-antiquark system since the early
days of charmonium studies (see, for example, Refs. [40–
47]). Predictions from this framework on the proper-
ties of heavy quarkonium, including those related to de-
cays and interactions, have proven highly valuable for
guiding experimental searches. Additionally, the quark
model’s adaptability makes it well-suited for exploratory
research. Thus, the theoretical results presented here are
based on a constituent quark model (CQM), initially pro-
posed in Ref. [48], and recently applied to conventional
mesons containing heavy quarks, capturing a broad range
of physical observables related to spectra [49–52], strong
decays [53–55], hadronic transitions [56–58], and both
electromagnetic and weak reactions [59–61]. To im-
prove the accuracy of mass splittings, we adopt the ap-
proach in Ref. [62] and incorporate one-loop corrections
to the One-Gluon Exchange (OGE) potential as derived
by Gupta and Radford [63]. These corrections include
a spin-dependent term that impacts only mesons with
quarks of different flavors. Our primary objective is to
determine whether the entire spectrum of experimentally
observed charmed mesons can be described within the
quark-antiquark model alone, without needing to invoke
more exotic configurations.

The manuscript is organized as follows. After this in-
troduction, the theoretical framework is briefly presented
in Sec II. Section III is mainly devoted to the analysis and
discussion of our theoretical results. Finally, we summa-
rize and draw some conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

Dynamical chiral symmetry breaking in Quantum
Chromodynamics (QCD) is responsible, among other
phenomena, of generating constituent quark masses and
Goldstone-boson exchanges between light quarks. This
together with one-gluon exchange and confining interac-
tions consist on the main pieces of our constituent quark
model [48, 64].
Under chiral transformations, the following Lagrangian

L = ψ̄(i /∂ −M(q2)Uγ5)ψ , (1)

is invariant [65]. In Eq. (1), M(q2) is the dynami-
cal momentum-dependent constituent quark mass and
Uγ5 = eiλaϕ

aγ5/fπ , with ϕ = {π⃗,K, η8}, is the matrix
of Goldstone-boson fields that can be expanded as

Uγ5 = 1 +
i

fπ
γ5λaϕa − 1

2f2π
ϕaϕa + . . . (2)

One can guess that the first term of the expansion pro-
vides the constituent quark mass, the second gives rise to
one-boson exchange interactions between quarks and the
main contribution of the third term comes from the two-
pion exchange which is simulated in our case by means
of a scalar-meson exchange interaction. Note, however,
that in the presence of heavy quarks chiral symmetry is
explicitly broken and Goldstone-boson exchanges do not
appear. However, it constrains the model parameters
through the light-meson phenomenology [66].
At higher energy scales, the CQM incorporates QCD

perturbative effects by taking into account one-gluon
fluctuations around the instanton vacuum through the
vertex Lagrangian

Lqqg = i
√
4παs ψ̄γµG

µ
c λ

cψ , (3)

with λc the SU(3) color matrices and Gµ
c the gluon field.

The αs is a scale-dependent effective strong coupling con-
stant that allows a comprehensive description of light,
strange and heavy meson spectra [48, 64]:

αs(µ) =
α0

ln
(

µ2
ij+µ2

0

Λ2
0

) , (4)

in which µij is the reduced mass of the meson’s con-
stituent qq̄ pair and α0, µ0 and Λ0 are parameters of the
model.
The potential derived from Eq. (3) contains central,

tensor, and spin-orbit contributions given by
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V C
OGE(r⃗ij) =

1

4
αs(λ⃗

c
i · λ⃗cj)

[
1

rij
− 1

6mimj
(σ⃗i · σ⃗j)

e−rij/r0(µ)

rijr20(µ)

]
,

V T
OGE(r⃗ij) =− 1

16

αs

mimj
(λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj)

[
1

r3ij
− e−rij/rg(µ)

rij

(
1

r2ij
+

1

3r2g(µ)
+

1

rijrg(µ)

)]
Sij ,

V SO
OGE(r⃗ij) =− 1

16

αs

m2
im

2
j

(λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj)

[
1

r3ij
− e−rij/rg(µ)

r3ij

(
1 +

rij
rg(µ)

)]
×

×
[
((mi +mj)

2 + 2mimj)(S⃗+ · L⃗) + (m2
j −m2

i )(S⃗− · L⃗)
]
, (5)

where Sij = 3(σ⃗i · r̂ij)(σ⃗j · r̂ij) − σ⃗i · σ⃗j is the quark

tensor operator and S⃗± = 1
2 (σ⃗i ± σ⃗j) are the symmetric

and antisymmetric spin-orbit operators. Besides, r0(µ) =
r̂0

µnn

µij
and rg(µ) = r̂g

µnn

µij
are regulators which depend

on µij , the reduced mass of the meson’s constituent qq̄

pair. The contact term of the central potential has been
regularized as δ(r⃗ij) ≈ (1/4πr20) · e−rij/r0/rij
To improve the description of charmed mesons, we fol-

low the proposal of Ref. [62] and include one-loop cor-
rections to the OGE potential as derived by Gupta et

al. [63]. As in the case of VOGE, V
1−loop
OGE contains cen-

tral, tensor and spin-orbit contributions, given by [67]

V 1−loop,C
OGE (r⃗ij) = 0,

V 1−loop,T
OGE (r⃗ij) =

CF

4π

α2
s

mimj

1

r3
Sij

[
b0
2

(
ln(µrij) + γE − 4

3

)
+

5

12
b0 −

2

3
CA

+
1

2

(
CA + 2CF − 2CA

(
ln
(√
mimj rij

)
+ γE − 4

3

))]
,

V 1−loop,SO
OGE (r⃗ij) =

CF

4π

α2
s

m2
im

2
j

1

r3
×

×

{
(S⃗+ · L⃗)

[ (
(mi +mj)

2 + 2mimj

) (
CF + CA − CA

(
ln
(√
mimj rij

)
+ γE

))
+ 4mimj

(
b0
2
(ln(µrij) + γE)−

1

12
b0 −

1

2
CF − 7

6
CA +

CA

2

(
ln
(√
mimj rij

)
+ γE

))
+

1

2
(m2

j −m2
i )CA ln

(
mj

mi

)]
+(S⃗− · L⃗)

[
(m2

j −m2
i )
(
CF + CA − CA

(
ln
(√
mimj rij

)
+ γE

))
+

1

2
(mi +mj)

2CA ln

(
mj

mi

)]}
,

(6)

where CF = 4/3, CA = 3, b0 = 9, γE = 0.5772 and the
scale µ ≈ 1GeV.
Finally, an important non-perturbative term of our

CQM is color confining interaction between quarks and
antiquarks to ensure colorless hadrons. The potential

used here is linearly-rising for short interquark distances,
but acquires a plateau at large distances to mimic the
effect of sea quarks, which induces the breakdown of the
color binding string [68]. Its explicit expression is
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V C
CON(r⃗ij) =

[
−ac(1− e−µcrij ) + ∆

]
(λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj),

V SO
CON(r⃗ij) =−

(
λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj

) acµce
−µcrij

4m2
im

2
jrij

[
((m2

i +m2
j )(1− 2as) + 4mimj(1− as))(S⃗+ · L⃗)

+(m2
j −m2

i )(1− 2as)(S⃗− · L⃗)
]
, (7)

where the model parameters are ac, ∆, µc and as, be-
ing the last one the mixture between scalar and vector
Lorentz structures of the confinement.

Among the different methods to solve the Schrödinger
equation in order to find the quark-antiquark bound
states, we use the Gaussian Expansion Method [69] be-
cause it provides enough accuracy and makes the sub-
sequent evaluation of matrix elements easier. This pro-
cedure provides the radial wave function solution of the
Schrödinger equation as an expansion in terms of basis
functions

Rα(r) =

nmax∑
n=1

cαnϕ
G
nl(r), (8)

where α refers to the channel quantum numbers. Follow-
ing Ref. [69], we employ Gaussian trial functions with
ranges in geometric progression. This enables the opti-
mization of ranges employing a small number of free pa-
rameters. Moreover, the geometric progression is dense
at short distances, so that it allows the description of
the dynamics mediated by short range potentials. The
fast damping of the gaussian tail is not a problem, since
we can choose the maximal range much longer than the
hadronic size. The coefficients, cαn, and the eigenvalue, E,
are determined from the Rayleigh-Ritz variational prin-
ciple

nmax∑
n=1

[
(Tα

n′n − ENα
n′n) c

α
n +

∑
α′

V αα′

n′n c
α′

n = 0

]
, (9)

where Tα
n′n, N

α
n′n and V αα′

n′n are the matrix elements of
the kinetic energy, the normalization and the potential,
respectively. The matrices Tα

n′n and Nα
n′n are diagonal

whereas the mixing between different channels is given
by V αα′

n′n .

III. RESULTS

Model parameters relevant for this analysis are shown
in Table I. As we have mention in the introduction,
all model parameters were constrained based on prior
investigations into hadron phenomenology (see, for in-
stance, Refs. [48, 50, 64]). Then, from this perspective,
we present a parameter-free model-dependent prediction
of charmed mesons. Finally, the parameters were fixed
to describe a set of hadron observables within a certain

TABLE I. Constituent quark model parameters.

Quark masses mn (MeV) 313
mc (MeV) 1763

OGE α0 2.118
Λ0 (fm−1) 0.113
µ0 (MeV) 36.976

r̂0 (fm) 0.181
r̂g (fm) 0.259

Confinement ac (MeV) 507.4
µc (fm−1) 0.576
∆ (MeV) 184.432

as 0.81

range of agreement and thus a theoretical uncertainty is
associated with this model adjustment. To assess this,
the results presented in this manuscript show a theoreti-
cal uncertainty of ±25MeV in the meson’s mass.
In Table II, we show the charmed meson masses, in

MeV, from constituent quark model (CQM) and exper-
iment [2, 6, 8]. We show, for CQM’s energy levels, the
quark-antiquark value taking into account the one-gluon
exchange potential O(αs) and including its one-loop cor-
rection O(α2

s). For experiment, we distinguish between
well established states ([2]) and those levels which still
need confirmation and so have been omitted from the
summary table ([2]∗).
Two charmed mesons with quantum numbers JP = 0−

have been experimentally observed, D and D0(2550).
The first one is the ground level of charmed mesons
and it is well established in the RPP of PDG [2]. The
second is still omitted from the summary table because
even though two experiments observed this state its mass
is slightly different. Our theoretical predictions are in
reasonable agreement with experiment, confirming that
there should be a first excitation of the D-meson at
around 2550MeV; note that the experimental masses
measured until now go from 2518 to 2580 MeV for this
state. Another important feature to highlight is that
O(α2

s) OGE corrections are zero in this JP -channel and
thus our näıve quark model must predict correctly these
two states from the original global fit of hadron phe-
nomenology.
There are four P -wave states measured experimen-

tally and denoted in the RPP of PDG as D∗
0(2300),

D1(2420), D1(2430), D
∗
2(2460). Two of them, D∗

0(2300)
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TABLE II. Charmed meson masses, in MeV, from constituent
quark model (CQM) and experiment [2, 6, 8]. We show, for
CQM’s energy levels, the quark-antiquark value taking into
account the one-gluon exchange potential O(αs) and includ-
ing its one-loop correction O(α2

s). For experiment, we dis-
tinguish between well established states ([2]) and those levels
which still need confirmation and so have been omitted from
the summary table ([2]∗).

Meson JP n The. O(αs) The. O(α2
s) Exp. Ref.

D 0− 1 1876 1876 1867.95± 0.27 [2]
2 2595 2595 2549± 19 [2]∗

3 3154 3154

D∗
0 0+ 1 2416 2346 2343± 10 [2]

2 3033 2925
3 3366 3292

D∗ 1− 1 2010 2008 2009.12± 0.04 [2]
2 2656 2654 2627± 10 [2]∗

3 2835 2805 2781± 18± 13 [2]∗

D1 1+ 1 2433 2449 2422.1± 0.8 [2]
2 2495 2435 2412± 9 [2]
3 3008 3033

D2 2− 1 2758 2768 2747± 6 [2]∗

2 2973 2961
3 3227 3234

D∗
2 2+ 1 2465 2476 2461.1± 0.7 [2]

2 3037 3059
3 3217 3204

D∗
3 3− 1 2767 2788 2763.1± 3.2 [2]

2 3249 3260
3 3429 3422

D3 3+ 1 2887 2891
2 3222 3217
3 3408 3411

D∗(2640)± ?? 2637± 2± 6 [8]
D(3000)0 ?? 3214± 29± 49 [6]

and D1(2430), belong to the jPq = 1
2

+
doublet of HQS

symmetry and the other two, D1(2420) and D∗
2(2460),

pertain to the jPq = 3
2

+
as shown in Table VI of Ref. [61].

This explains why the D1(2420) has a slightly higher
mass than the D1(2430) despite their PDG’s notation.
As one can see in Table II, our theoretical results re-
produce correctly the level ordering and they are also in
global agreement with the experimental reported masses
once the one-loop OGE corrections are incorporated.
The addition of theO(α2

s) OGE corrections was proposed
by Lakhina et al. in [62] motivated by the fact that in
the one-loop computation there is a spin-dependent term
which affects only to mesons with different flavor quarks
and it is not negligible for P -wave states where theory
and experiment find their most significant differences.
We demonstrate herein that näıve quark models cannot
reproduce P -wave charmed meson spectrum but, instead
of resorting to more complicated solutions such as exotic

hadron structures, one should investigate the possibility
of having missed potential terms that may be relevant
for this sector.

The partner of the D-meson which belongs to the

jPq = 1
2

−
doublet in heavy quark spin symmetry is the

D∗ meson. As one can see in Table II, there are three
candidates: D∗, D∗

1(2600) and D
∗
1(2760); the first one is

well established in PDG the other two are omitted from
the summary table since they need confirmation. The
1-loop OGE corrections are small to moderate in this
channel producing mass shifts from 2 to 20 MeV; how-
ever, these corrections are in the correct direction when
trying to get agreement between theory and experiment.
One may state that our results for JP = 1− channel
agrees well with the experimental masses reported until
now, despite of being a bit larger.

The RPP of PDG reports two more charmed mesons
with well established spin-parity quantum numbers, the
D2(2740) and D∗

3(2750) mesons. The first one is omit-
ted from the summary table whereas the second is a well
established charmed meson. Theoretically, both are dom-
inant D-wave states whose masses are close to the exper-
imental measurements; therefore, we may confirm that
the experimental assignment is plausible. When incorpo-
rating theO(α2

s) OGE corrections, the theoretical masses
of these states grow moderately, moving away from the
experimental figures, but the change is not dramatic.

Focusing now on the two states whose quantum num-
bers have not been assigned (see last part of Table II).
The D∗(2640)± seems to have a mass similar to the
expected one for the first excitation of the D∗ meson.
In fact, there is no other possible case attending to
the mass only. The D(3000)0, whose mass is actually
(3214 ± 29 ± 49)MeV, could be fitted as the first exci-
tation of either D∗

3 or D3, but could be also assigned as
the second excitation of either D2 or D∗

2 mesons.

In summary, the näıve constituent quark model is not
able to reproduce the spectrum of charmed mesons. How-
ever, there are higher-order terms of the gluon exchange
potential that seem to be very significant in those chan-
nels of charmed mesons where there is a larger discrep-
ancy between theory and experiment. As can be guess
from the discussion so far, and see in Fig. 1, when these
higher-order interaction terms are included in the model,
the spectrum of charmed mesons is described reasonably
well. This does not mean that more complex structures
such as tetraquark degrees of freedom in the meson’s
wave function cannot play a role but before resorting to
such exotic solutions one should explore simpler refine-
ments. Finally, Fig. 1 also show schematically our the-
oretical predictions for higher excited states of charmed
mesons which should serve as a template in order to find
them in future high energy nuclear and particle experi-
ments.
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FIG. 1. Charmed meson spectrum from constituent quark model (CQM) and experiment [2]. We show, for CQM’s energy
levels, the quark-antiquark value taking into account the one-gluon exchange potential O(αs) and including its one-loop cor-
rection O(α2

s). For experiment, we distinguish between well established states (purple bands) and those levels which still need
confirmation and thus they have been omitted from the summary table (pink bands). The vertical extension of the experimental
band is given by the experimental uncertainty.

IV. SUMMARY

We have evaluated the effectiveness of one-loop cor-
rections to the one-gluon exchange potential in describ-
ing the spectrum of charmed mesons within a well-
established constituent quark model. By incorporat-
ing these corrections, particularly spin-dependent terms
that mainly affect P -wave states of mesons with differ-
ent flavor quarks, the model aims to bridge gaps between
theoretical predictions and experimental measurements
across the charmed meson spectrum. The study investi-
gates both well-established and recently observed states
listed by the Particle Data Group.

The model successfully reproduces many S-wave state
masses, including the ground state charmed mesons D
and D∗, as well as excited P and D wave states. No-
tably, P -wave states initially posed significant discrep-
ancies with naive quark model predictions. However,
incorporating one-loop corrections to the OGE poten-
tial reduced these differences, aligning theoretical predic-
tions more closely with observed values. This adjustment
suggests that refinements of the näıve constituent quark
model can be effectively reproduce the charmed meson
spectrum without resorting to exotic configurations, such

as tetraquarks or meson-meson molecules.

Overall, this enhanced CQM provides a refined frame-
work for describing the charmed meson spectrum, offer-
ing insight into both the nature of charmed mesons and
the dynamics governing their mass structure. The results
set a foundation for predicting higher-excited charmed
states, potentially guiding future experimental searches
and broadening the understanding of charmed meson in-
teractions.
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noloǵıas avanzadas para la exploración del universo y sus
componentes” (Code AST22-0001).



7

[1] N. Isgur and M. B. Wise, Spectroscopy with heavy quark
symmetry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 1130 (1991).

[2] S. Navas et al. (Particle Data Group), Review of particle
physics, Phys. Rev. D 110, 030001 (2024).

[3] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb), Dalitz plot analysis of B0 →
D

0
π+π− decays, Phys. Rev. D 92, 032002 (2015),

arXiv:1505.01710 [hep-ex].
[4] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb), Amplitude analysis of B− →

D+π−π− decays, Phys. Rev. D 94, 072001 (2016),
arXiv:1608.01289 [hep-ex].

[5] P. del Amo Sanchez et al. (BaBar), Observation of new
resonances decaying to Dπ and D∗π in inclusive e+e−

collisions near
√
s =10.58 GeV, Phys. Rev. D 82, 111101

(2010), arXiv:1009.2076 [hep-ex].
[6] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb), Study of DJ meson decays to

D+π−, D0π+ and D∗+π− final states in pp collision,
JHEP 09, 145, arXiv:1307.4556 [hep-ex].

[7] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb), First observation and amplitude
analysis of the B− → D+K−π− decay, Phys. Rev. D
91, 092002 (2015), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 93, 119901
(2016)], arXiv:1503.02995 [hep-ex].

[8] P. Abreu et al. (DELPHI), First evidence for a charm ra-
dial excitation, D*-prime, Phys. Lett. B 426, 231 (1998).

[9] G. Abbiendi et al. (OPAL), A Search for a narrow radial
excitation of the D*+- meson, Eur. Phys. J. C 20, 445
(2001), arXiv:hep-ex/0101045.

[10] S. Chekanov et al. (ZEUS), Production of excited charm
and charm-strange mesons at HERA, Eur. Phys. J. C 60,
25 (2009), arXiv:0807.1290 [hep-ex].

[11] S. Godfrey and N. Isgur, Mesons in a Relativized Quark
Model with Chromodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 32, 189
(1985).

[12] J. Zeng, J. W. Van Orden, and W. Roberts, Heavy
mesons in a relativistic model, Phys. Rev. D 52, 5229
(1995), arXiv:hep-ph/9412269.

[13] S. N. Gupta and J. M. Johnson, Quantum chromody-
namic potential model for light heavy quarkonia and
the heavy quark effective theory, Phys. Rev. D 51, 168
(1995), arXiv:hep-ph/9409432.

[14] T. A. Lahde, C. J. Nyfalt, and D. O. Riska, Spectra and
M1 decay widths of heavy light mesons, Nucl. Phys. A
674, 141 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9908485.

[15] D. Mohler and R. M. Woloshyn, D and Ds me-
son spectroscopy, Phys. Rev. D 84, 054505 (2011),
arXiv:1103.5506 [hep-lat].

[16] G. Moir, M. Peardon, S. M. Ryan, C. E. Thomas, and
L. Liu, Excited spectroscopy of charmed mesons from
lattice QCD, JHEP 05, 021, arXiv:1301.7670 [hep-ph].

[17] M. Kalinowski and M. Wagner, Masses of D mesons, Ds

mesons and charmonium states from twisted mass lattice
QCD, Phys. Rev. D 92, 094508 (2015), arXiv:1509.02396
[hep-lat].

[18] K. Cichy, M. Kalinowski, and M. Wagner, Continuum
limit of the D meson, Ds meson and charmonium spec-
trum fromNf = 2+1+1 twisted mass lattice QCD, Phys.
Rev. D 94, 094503 (2016), arXiv:1603.06467 [hep-lat].

[19] L. Gayer, N. Lang, S. M. Ryan, D. Tims, C. E. Thomas,
and D. J. Wilson (Hadron Spectrum), Isospin-1/2 Dπ
scattering and the lightest D∗

0 resonance from lattice
QCD, JHEP 07, 123, arXiv:2102.04973 [hep-lat].

[20] M. Albaladejo, P. Fernandez-Soler, F.-K. Guo, and

J. Nieves, Two-pole structure of the D∗
0(2400), Phys.

Lett. B 767, 465 (2017), arXiv:1610.06727 [hep-ph].
[21] M.-L. Du, M. Albaladejo, P. Fernández-Soler, F.-K.

Guo, C. Hanhart, U.-G. Meißner, J. Nieves, and D.-
L. Yao, Towards a new paradigm for heavy-light me-
son spectroscopy, Phys. Rev. D 98, 094018 (2018),
arXiv:1712.07957 [hep-ph].

[22] M.-L. Du, F.-K. Guo, C. Hanhart, B. Kubis, and U.-G.
Meißner, Where is the lightest charmed scalar meson?,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 192001 (2021), arXiv:2012.04599
[hep-ph].

[23] Z.-G. Wang, Analysis of strong decays of the charmed
mesons D(2550), D(2600), D(2750) and D(2760), Phys.
Rev. D 83, 014009 (2011), arXiv:1009.3605 [hep-ph].

[24] Z.-G. Wang, Analysis of strong
decays of the charmed mesons
DJ(2580), D

∗
J(2650), DJ(2740), D

∗
J(2760), DJ(3000), D

∗
J(3000),

Phys. Rev. D 88, 114003 (2013), arXiv:1308.0533 [hep-
ph].

[25] D.-M. Li, B. Ma, and Y.-H. Liu, Understanding masses
of c anti-s states in Regge phenomenology, Eur. Phys. J.
C 51, 359 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0703278.

[26] J.-K. Chen, Regge trajectories for the mesons consisting
of different quarks, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 648 (2018).

[27] M. Di Pierro and E. Eichten, Excited Heavy - Light Sys-
tems and Hadronic Transitions, Phys. Rev. D 64, 114004
(2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0104208.

[28] S. Godfrey, Properties of the charmed P-wave mesons,
Phys. Rev. D 72, 054029 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0508078.

[29] F. E. Close and E. S. Swanson, Dynamics and decay of
heavy-light hadrons, Phys. Rev. D 72, 094004 (2005),
arXiv:hep-ph/0505206.

[30] F. E. Close, C. E. Thomas, O. Lakhina, and E. S. Swan-
son, Canonical interpretation of the D(sJ)(2860) and
D(sJ)(2690), Phys. Lett. B 647, 159 (2007), arXiv:hep-
ph/0608139.

[31] B. Zhang, X. Liu, W.-Z. Deng, and S.-L. Zhu, DsJ(2860)
and DsJ(2715), Eur. Phys. J. C 50, 617 (2007),
arXiv:hep-ph/0609013.

[32] W. Wei, X. Liu, and S.-L. Zhu, D wave heavy mesons,
Phys. Rev. D 75, 014013 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0612066.

[33] D. Ebert, R. N. Faustov, and V. O. Galkin, Heavy-light
meson spectroscopy and Regge trajectories in the rela-
tivistic quark model, Eur. Phys. J. C 66, 197 (2010),
arXiv:0910.5612 [hep-ph].

[34] Q.-T. Song, D.-Y. Chen, X. Liu, and T. Matsuki, Higher
radial and orbital excitations in the charmed meson fam-
ily, Phys. Rev. D 92, 074011 (2015), arXiv:1503.05728
[hep-ph].

[35] J. Ferretti and E. Santopinto, Open-flavor strong
decays of open-charm and open-bottom mesons in
the 3P0 model, Phys. Rev. D 97, 114020 (2018),
arXiv:1506.04415 [hep-ph].

[36] J.-B. Liu and C.-D. Lu, Spectra of heavy–light mesons
in a relativistic model, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 312 (2017),
arXiv:1605.05550 [hep-ph].

[37] T. Barnes, F. E. Close, and H. J. Lipkin, Implications
of a DK molecule at 2.32-GeV, Phys. Rev. D 68, 054006
(2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0305025.

[38] E. van Beveren and G. Rupp, Observed Ds(2317) and
tentative D(2100–2300) as the charmed cousins of the

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.66.1130
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.030001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.032002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.01710
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.072001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.01289
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.111101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.111101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.2076
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)145
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.4556
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.092002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.092002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.02995
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00346-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520100696
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520100696
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0101045
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-0881-x
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-0881-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0807.1290
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.5229
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.5229
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412269
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.168
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.168
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9409432
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(00)00154-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(00)00154-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9908485
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.054505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.5506
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2013)021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.7670
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.094508
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.02396
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.02396
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.094503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.094503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.06467
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)123
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.04973
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06727
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.094018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07957
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.192001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04599
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04599
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.014009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.014009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.3605
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.114003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.0533
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.0533
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0286-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0286-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703278
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6134-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.114004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.114004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0104208
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.054029
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0508078
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.094004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0505206
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.01.052
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0608139
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0608139
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0221-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0609013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.014013
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0612066
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1233-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/0910.5612
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.074011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05728
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05728
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.114020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.04415
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4867-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.05550
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.054006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.054006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0305025


8

light scalar nonet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 012003 (2003),
arXiv:hep-ph/0305035.

[39] J. Vijande, F. Fernandez, and A. Valcarce, Open-charm
meson spectroscopy, Phys. Rev. D 73, 034002 (2006),
[Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 74, 059903 (2006)], arXiv:hep-
ph/0601143.

[40] E. Eichten, K. Gottfried, T. Kinoshita, K. D. Lane, and
T.-M. Yan, Charmonium: The Model, Phys. Rev. D 17,
3090 (1978), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 21, 313 (1980)].

[41] E. Eichten, K. Gottfried, T. Kinoshita, K. D. Lane, and
T.-M. Yan, Charmonium: Comparison with Experiment,
Phys. Rev. D 21, 203 (1980).

[42] S. N. Gupta, S. F. Radford, and W. W. Repko, Quarko-
nium Spectra and Quantum Chromodynamics, Phys.
Rev. D 26, 3305 (1982).

[43] S. N. Gupta, S. F. Radford, and W. W. Repko, Quantum
Chromodynamic Potential Model for Light and Heavy
Quarkonia, Phys. Rev. D 28, 1716 (1983).

[44] S. N. Gupta, S. F. Radford, and W. W. Repko, b anti-b
SPECTROSCOPY, Phys. Rev. D 30, 2424 (1984).

[45] S. N. Gupta, S. F. Radford, and W. W. Repko, Semirel-
ativistic Potential Model for Charmonium, Phys. Rev. D
31, 160 (1985).

[46] W. Kwong, P. B. Mackenzie, R. Rosenfeld, and J. L.
Rosner, Quarkonium Annihilation Rates, Phys. Rev. D
37, 3210 (1988).

[47] W. Kwong and J. L. Rosner, D Wave Quarkonium Levels
of the Υ Family, Phys. Rev. D 38, 279 (1988).

[48] J. Vijande, F. Fernandez, and A. Valcarce, Constituent
quark model study of the meson spectra, J. Phys. G 31,
481 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0411299.

[49] J. Segovia, A. M. Yasser, D. R. Entem, and F. Fernan-
dez, JPC=1– hidden charm resonances, Phys. Rev. D 78,
114033 (2008).

[50] J. Segovia, P. G. Ortega, D. R. Entem, and F. Fernández,
Bottomonium spectrum revisited, Phys. Rev. D 93,
074027 (2016), arXiv:1601.05093 [hep-ph].

[51] J. Segovia, D. R. Entem, and F. Fernandez, Charmed-
strange Meson Spectrum: Old and New Problems, Phys.
Rev. D 91, 094020 (2015), arXiv:1502.03827 [hep-ph].

[52] P. G. Ortega, J. Segovia, D. R. Entem, and F. Fernandez,
Spectroscopy of Bc mesons and the possibility of finding
exotic Bc-like structures, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 223 (2020),
arXiv:2001.08093 [hep-ph].

[53] J. Segovia, D. R. Entem, and F. Fernández, Scaling of
the 3P0 Strength in Heavy Meson Strong Decays, Phys.
Lett. B 715, 322 (2012), arXiv:1205.2215 [hep-ph].

[54] J. Segovia, A. M. Yasser, D. R. Entem, and F. Fer-
nandez, Ds-1 (2536) + decays and the properties of P-
wave charmed strange mesons, Phys. Rev. D 80, 054017
(2009).

[55] J. Segovia, D. R. Entem, and F. Fernandez, Strong char-

monium decays in a microscopic model, Nucl. Phys. A
915, 125 (2013), arXiv:1301.2592 [hep-ph].

[56] J. Segovia, D. R. Entem, and F. Fernández, Puz-
zles in hadronic transitions of heavy quarkonium with
two pion emission, Phys. Rev. D 91, 014002 (2015),
arXiv:1409.7079 [hep-ph].

[57] J. Segovia, F. Fernandez, and D. R. Entem, The Role of
Spin-Flipping Terms in Hadronic Transitions of Υ(4S),
Few Body Syst. 57, 275 (2016), arXiv:1507.01607 [hep-
ph].
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