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In this work, we systematically calculate transition magnetic moments, radiative decay widths,
and axial-vector coupling constants of octet hidden-charm molecular pentaquark states with different
flavor representations in constituent quark model. We discuss the relations between transition
magnetic moments and decay widths for pentaquark states. For octet pentaquark states with the 8¢

and 825 flavor representations, decay widths of the processes Py|2 ™) = Pyl37)

and Pw|%7)

(tte1-) (ttgo—)7

1- : : 3—
(1+@1-) — Pyl3 )(%+®0,)7 are quite close, decay widths of the Py|3 )(%+®1,) —
Pw|%7>(%+®1,)7 process are close to zero, and we notice that the axial-vector coupling constants

of the pentaquark states are generally smaller than that of the nucleon.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 2003, X(3872) was observed by Belle Collaboration, which led to an explosive exploration
of exotic hadronic states[l]. In the past decades, a large number of exotic hadronic states were
experimentally observed, which stimulated many discussions[2-11]. In 2015, the pentaquark states
P, (4380)T and Py (4450)" were observed in the A — J/1pK ~ decays by the LHCb Collaboration,
which are close to the ¥*D and ¥.D* thresholds[12]. It is the first time that the pentaquark state
was observed experimentally. In 2019, the LHCb Collaboration observed that the Py (4450)% consists
of two narrow overlapping peaks, Py (4440)" and Py (4457)", and reported a new state P, (4312)"
near ¥.D threshold[13]. Subsequently LHCb Collaboration announced the existence of a series of
pentaquark states such as Py, (4459)%[14], P, (4337)*[15] and P, (4338)*[16], and these P, states are
considered to be hidden-charm pentaquark state candidates. The observation of pentaquark states
aroused a great deal of interest among researchers, and theorists engaged in extensive discussions
about the nature of pentaquark states[17-36].

Exploring exotic hadronic states can deepen our understanding of the nonperturbative behavior
of QCD in the low-energy regime, and help us to understand more about the inner structure of
hadrons. The axial-vector coupling constant is another important physical quantity which can help
us analyze the electroweak and strong interactions in the Standard Model, and it is also an indicator
of non-perturbative QCD chiral symmetry breaking. The inner structure of pentaquark states has
been investigated by various methods, such as quark model[37-39], QCD sum rules[40-42], chro-
momagnetic interaction (CMI) model[43-45], and one-boson-exchange (OBE) model[46-48]. The
masses and decay behavior of pentaquark states are studied in some pictures including molecu-
lar picture[49-52], diquark—diquark—antiquark picture[53-55], diquark—triquark picture[56-58] and
compact pentaquark picture[59-61]. In Ref. [62], the authors systematically investigated mag-
netic moments, transition magnetic moments and radiative decay behaviors of the S-wave isoscalar

= DO molecular pentaquark states in constituent quark model. In Ref. [63], the authors calcu-

lated the effective potentials of the ¥..D* systems with the heavy hadron chiral perturbation theory,

and employed quark model with heavy quark spin symmetry to get some relations between different

systems. In Ref. [64], the authors studied the mass spectrum of doubly charmed pentaquark states
1+ 3+

in the A D™ and £ D™ channels with J? = 1% 3% and 2% within the framework of QCD
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sum rules. In Ref. [65], the authors predicted the mass spectrum of Qt(;*)Dg*)—type doubly charmed
molecular pentaquark candidates with OBE model considering both the S-D wave mixing effect and
the coupled channel effect.

Previously, we systematically studied magnetic moments and axial charges of the octet hidden-
charm pentaquark states in Ref. [66] with constituent quark model. We noticed that the axial
charges of octet hidden-charm pentaquark states are generally smaller than that of the nucleon. In
this work, we continue to explore further the radiative decay and axial-vector decay behaviors of the
octet hidden-charm pentaquark. The properties of these states can provide more information about
the inner structure of the hidden-charm pentaquark states, which are also helpful for the studies of
chiral effective theory.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we construct the wave functions of octet hidden-
charm pentaquark states. In Sec. III, we calculate the transition magnetic moments and radiative
decay widths of the octet hidden-charm pentaquark states, and we conclude their relations. In Sec.
IV, we construct the Lagrangians of the axial-vector decays and calculate the axial-vector coupling
constants of the pentaquark states. Finally, we provide a brief summary in Sec. IV.

II. WAVE FUNCTIONS

The total wave function of hadronic state can be expressed as

U= ¢ﬂavorXspin§colornspace; (1)

where @gavor; Xspins Ecolors Mspace are flavor wave function, spin wave function, color wave function
and spatial wave function respectively. The total wave function of the pentaquark states requires
the fermion exchange symmetry to be satisfied, thus the total wave function is required to be
antisymmetric. For the S-wave pentaquark states we discussed in this work, the color wavefunction is
antisymmetric and the spatial wavefunction is symmetric, so the spin-flavor wavefunction ¢gavor Xspin
should be symmetric.

In the molecular model (q1¢2Q)(Qgs3), we construct the wave functions of the pentaquark with
SU(3) symmetry. Here, ¢ and @ denote the light quark and the heavy quark, respectively. In the
flavor space, the three light quarks ¢;¢2g3 form the flavor representations

(B3®3)®3=(6863)®3=1076 81 &85 P 1y, (2)

the flavor wave functions of the pentaquark states can be obtained by adding the heavy quark ¢ and
the antiquark ¢ to the flavor wave functions of the three light quarks. In the molecular model, the
pentaquark states are composed of charmed baryons and anti-charmed mesons. Based on the flavor
symmetry of light diquarks, the charmed baryons can be divided into 3 and 6 flavor representations,
3s represents the flavor antisymmetry of light diquark, and 6 represents the flavor symmetric of
light diquark, we list the quark constituents of the charmed baryons and the anti-charmed mesons
with different flavor representations in Table I. For example, =¥ represents the S-wave charmed
baryon in the 6; flavor representation, and =0 represents the S-wave charmed baryon in the 3¢
flavor representation. The charmed baryons and anti-charmed mesons can form the 8y and 8¢
flavor representations, and we list the flavor wave functions of the octet hidden-charm molecular
pentaquark states in Table II.

We construct the spin wave functions of the pentaquark states, the total angular momentum of the

pentaquark states can be expressed as J© = J,fD ®JE, where Jgg and JI are the spins of baryons and
mesons, respectively. We consider the spin configurations %7(%+®0_), %7(%+®1_) and 3~ (%+®1_)
, the spin wave functions of the pentaquark states are listed in Table III. Since ¢gavorXspin =
symmetric, the spin wave functions of the pentaquark consists of the spin wave functions of the
charmed baryons and the anti-charmed mesons, we need to construct the symmetric and anti-
symmetric spin wave functions of the constituent hadrons, the corresponding spin wave functions
with different flavor representations are collected in Table IV. Here, 6paryon, gbaryon and 3meson

represent the spin wave functions of the hadrons with different flavors.



TABLE I: The quark constituents of charmed baryons and anti-charmed mesons.

Hardons Quark constituents Hardons Quark constituents
ot uuc =F \/g(usc — suc)
)Ipy \/g(udc + duc) =9 \/g(dsc — sdc)
»2 dde A \/g(udc — duc)
=0t \/g(usc + suc) DO cu
0 \/g(dsc + sdc) D)= ed
QS ssc D,g*)_ cs

TABLE II: The flaver wave functions of the octet hidden-charm molecular pentaquark states.

States Flavors Flavor wave functions
(*)0 *)—
Py 81/ LSEDEO \/gzjﬂ)( )
8af AF DO
1 + *)— 250 7y (%)0
oo 81/ Lxrpt)- - \/;ECD( )
! 8af AF DO
1=+ ()0 2y++ ) —
PE+ 81f %‘—‘:’; D( 0 _ \/;Ec DS
8o =5 D0
PEO 81f %EQ‘FD(*)f + %E/LOD(*)O . \/ngDg*)f
s A1 =+ )= 4 L =07(*)0
82f \/E‘ACD + \/5‘—‘CD
1 =+ ()= _ 1 =/0 /5(%)0
PAU 81f V2 —c D Nokmd D
: 82 L5 D™~ 4 LED™0 — [2AF D{-
1 =0 p()— 230 ()=
o 81y L=0pt- - \/;ECDS
Ps
827 =0D™~
ss 82 Eng*)_
o 81y LECD(IT — \/§92D<*>*
Pss *)—
) =D

TABLE III: The spin wave functions of the octet hidden-charm molecular pentaquark states.

States |S, S3) Spin wave functions
11,1y 3+3(0,0)

Py VAE DL — 215 D)
) V25 DIL0) + /5L -1 1)




TABLE IV: The spin wave functions of constituent hadrons.

|S, S3) Spin wave functions
. 5,3 VAT - 1t - 1)
33 VAU + 11 -2 1)
oo 5:3) VA =i
3-8 VAU — 110
0,0) NG
. 1,1) 1
11,0) VAL + 1)
1,-1) "

III. TRANSITION MAGNETIC MOMENTS AND RADIATIVE DECAY WIDTHS

In this section, we present the calculations of the transition magnetic moments of pentaquark
states, and we calculate the radiative decay widths of pentaquark states through the results of
transition magnetic moments. In the constituent quark model, the transition magnetic moments
can be expressed as

HH—H' = < wH’lﬂze_ik‘rle% (3)

where k is the emitted photon momentum, and ¥y and g denote the spin-flavor wave functions
of the initial and final states, respectively. For the S-wave pentaquark state, the magnetic moments
operator at the quark level can be expressed as

N €i .

= —0"7 4
K Z 2m; v ( )
where e; and o; represent the charge and Pauli’s spin operator of the i-th constituent of the hadrons,
respectively. When the emitted photon momentum is extremely small, the factor (R;|e~*"|R;)
is close to zero, and the spatial wave functions has almost no effect on the transition magnetic
moments. The Eq. (3) can be simplified as

pa—H = (Y| fz|Ym). (5)

In order to calculate the transition magnetic moments of the S-wave pentaquark states, it is nec-
essary to calculate the magnetic moments of the constituent hadrons and the transition magnetic
moments between them. The calculations of the magnetic moments are similar to that of tran-
sition magnetic moments. Inserting the z component of the magnetic moment operator into the
corresponding spin-flavor wave functions, we obtain the magnetic moments

pa = (Yol V), (6)

we take the charmed baryon X1 as an example to illustrate the calculations of the magnetic moments,
the spin-flavor wave function of T can be expressed as

X5 = @ (ude + duc) & @ (2 11 — 11 = 141, (7)

According to Eq. (6), we can obtain the expression for the magnetic moment of T state as
% oy + % d — % te. With the same method, we list the magnetic moments of the constituent hadrons
in Table V. In the numerical calculations, we take the quark masses m, = mg = 0.336 GeV,
ms = 0.540 GeV, m, = 1.660 GeV|[67].



TABLE V: The magnetic moments of baryons and mesons, the unit is nuclear magnetic moment .

States Quantities Expressions Results

st SHu — Fhe 2.36

=f FHu + FHa — g 0.49

6 0 3pa — Spe -1.37
A 2pu + 2ps — Fphe 0.73

E¢ Sha + Fp0s — e -1.13

2 Fhhs — 3 e -0.90

=+ fhe 0.38

3y =0 e 0.38
AT fhe 0.38

Dt° fiu + e 1.48

35 D™= pa + pe -1.31
D™ fhs + pie -0.96

In the discussion that follows, we use P;(j = 1,2,3) to represent octet hidden-charm pentaquark
states with different spin configurations, and P;, P, and Ps represent pentaquark states with spin
configurations J = |%7>(%+ ®07), JI = %7>(%+ ®17) and J¥ = |%,>(%+ ® 17) respectively.
We take the process PQJYZ)+ — Pﬂ[;'y with 817 flavor representation as an example to illustrate the
calculations of the transition magnetic moments of the S-wave hidden-charm pentaquark states.
According to Tables IT and I1I, we can write the spin-flavor wave functions of initial and final states

1 ~x0 2 *—
111 21 1
==, =)1,0) — 4/ =|=,—=)|1,1
® \/g2,2>| ,0) 35 =5 >],
1 _ 2 11
—xtpY — \/j2++D_ — = .
XPINJr \/g c g7 ®|252>|070> (9)

Taking the magnetic moment operator into the spin-flavor wave functions of initial and final states,
we can calculate the transition magnetic moment of the process PQJ:Z+ — Pﬂ[f’y is @(u pro_po +
2up+—_p-). We notice that the transition magnetic moments of pentaquark states are composed
of the transition magnetic moments of its constituent hadrons, therefore we present the transition
magnetic moment of the process D** — D%y as an example to illustrate the calculations, the spin-
flavor wave functions of D*® and D° can be expressed as

Xpi = Jslew) @ [ 14+ 1), (10)
NS = Llew @ | 14 - 11). (11)

Taking the above wave functions into Eq. (5), we calculate the transition magnetic moments of

the D*® — DOy process as jiz — ftu, We can obtain the transition magnetic moments of the other
constituent hadrons in Table VI.

The linear combination of magnetic moments and transition magnetic moments enables us to
calculate the transition magnetic moments of pentaquark states with the 8,y and 8y flavor repre-
sentations, we collect their results in Tables VII and VIII.

—~



TABLE VI: The transition magnetic moments of mesons, the unit is nuclear magnetic moment pn.

States Expressions Results
D% = D% Be — Hu -2.24
D"~ - D™y e — lhd 0.55
D;” —- D~ e — s 0.20

Analyzing the above results for the transition magnetic moments of the hidden-charm pentaquark
states, we can summarize the following key points :

e The transition magnetic moments of the hidden-charm pentaquark states are not only related
to the transition magnetic moments between their constituent hadrons, but also related to the
magnetic moments of the hadrons.

e With different flavor representations, the decay processes have different transition magnetic
moments. For example, for Pév " state, the transition magnetic moment of the process
Y.D*|27) = S.D|3 )7 with 85 flavor representation is -0.31, while the transition magnetic

moment of the process AcD*|3") — A:.D|3 )y with 825 flavor representation is -1.83, since
the pentaquark states have different flavor wave functions in different flavor representations.

e With the same flavor representations, the different transition magnetic moments satisfy pro-

portional relations. For example, for state Pév " with 81y flavor representation, the transition
magnetic moments satisfy the relation

1 %3~ 1-
3.D |2 >‘>ECD‘2 Y :\/5 (12)

Ps.p*|17)=x.D|L ")y

With the transition magnetic moments we obtained in this work, we can calculate the radiative
decay widths of the pentaquark states. The radiative decay widths and the transition magnetic
moments satisfy relations, which can be expressed as[68]

E'?; |MH—>H’|2
Phsny =asmg—5J PR (13)
3m 5%
where the electromagnetic fine structure constant agy is #, m,, is the the mass of proton with

my, = 0.938 GeV, the angular momentum coefficient J,(a = 1,2,3) can be written

Jy =Lt when Jp = Jg
Jo = Jg when Jy =Jg + 1. (14)
Jg = 7(']HJ;?I§?{I+3) when JH = JH/ -1

For the H — H'~y process, E, is the momentum of the emitted photon, which can be written as

2 2
E,Y:M (15)

2mH
where my and mpg represent the masses of the corresponding hadrons. Taking the results of the
transition magnetic moments into the Eq. (13), we can obtain the numerical results of the radiative
decay widths in Tables IX.

According to the results of the radiative decay widths in Table IX, several noteworthy points can
be identified:



TABLE VII: The transition magnetic moments of pentaquark states with the 8,5 flavor representation.
Here, the unit of the transition magnetic moment is nuclear magnetic moment pn.

States Processes Expressions Results
SeD*|37) = SeDI3 )y X5 (1o, po + 2p=— p-) -0.22
PYTS.D7[37) = SeDIS )y L (1pros 0 + 2ipe— s p-) 031
BeD*|27) = SeD* |37 ) B2 (2 + Apg+) — L (ppeo + 2ppe-) 1.81
SeD*|37) = SeDI3 )y B (fp-p- + 2fip-0 po) -0.76
PY"[5.D"(37) = SDIL )y L8 (jpe o + e po) 107
ScD*|37) = BeD*[5 ) Y2 (2 +Aps0) — 2 (e + 2ppr0) -0.97
S.D*[17) = BeD|3 )y Y3 (prospo + 2pe—p-) -0.35
PE (2D [37) = SeDI ) L (15050 + 2Mpr— o) -0.50
BeD*|27) = SeD* |37 ) 2 (gt + A+ ) — 2 (peo + 2pp-) 178
S.D*[L7) - S.D|3 )y Y3 (pe-p- + Hpeosp0) + B2 e e -0.08
PY 8D 37) 5 5D )| Blupe-p- +pronpn) + B8 e | 012

SeD*|27) = SeD* 3TN (o + pzo +Apgr) — L(ipe— + ppo +4pip.)| 0.53
ELD*[37) = ELD|E )y 2 (fupe— - + [0 po) -0.49
P} |ZLD|37) - 2D ) N ) -0.69
E.D*2T) 5 ELDM3 T )y 2 (s + piz0) — L (ppe- + ppeo) -0.61
SeD*|37) = ZeDl§ )y *F(1p-p- + 2p2-p) 018
Pj, [BeD*|37) = £cD*[3 )| Y (pe-p- + 2Mips- L p-) 0.26
BeD*|27) = SeD* |37 ) 2 2z + o) — B2 (pipe— + 2p-) -0.71
Q.D*[37) = QD|E 7 )y Y3 (Hpye—p= + 2150 p0) -0.82
P} |Q.D7[37) = QeD|3 )y B (e 2pe0 Bo) -1.16
Q.D*|37) = QD737 ) 22z + 4piay) = B (s + 241p0) -0.65
Q.D*|37) = QD|E 7 )y B (s p- + 20D+~ 5p-) 0.25
PJ, |Q:D7|37) » QD|3 ")y 3 (tpye—p + 2D+ p-) 0.36
QD7) = QLD*[37 )| Y2 (2pz0 + Apgo) — B (Hps— + 2pp--) -0.36

e For decay process X.D*[3 ") — £.D*|1 "), we can obtain its radiative decay width less than

0.06 keV, which is due to the fact that the masses of £.D*|3 ) and X.D*|% ) are very close
to each other. In other flavor representations, the radiative decay widths of this group are also
almost 0 due to the same reasons.

e For decay processes X.D*|3 ) — E.D|3 )y and £.D*[3") — S.D|1 )y, their transition
magnetic moments are not close, but their radiative decay widths are quite close, which is due to
the joint effects of the angular momentum coefficient J, and the transition magnetic moments
in Eq. (13). For example, for PJJV " state with 8; ¢ flavor representation, their transition



TABLE VIII: The transition magnetic moments of pentaquark states with the 825 flavor representation.

States Processes Expressions Results
AD*|37) = AcDI3 )y X3 i p0_, po -1.29
P) [AD*27) = ADIL )y Y8y w0y b0 -1.83
AD*27) = AcD*|E 7)) X2 2y — ppeo) -0.33
AeD*[37) = AcDI3 )y B ipep- 0.32
PY" |A.D*|27) - AD|L )y e pe 0.45
AD*27) = AcD*|E 7)) 2 (2t — ppe-) 0.97
E.D*[37) = ED|3 )y X3 i p0_, po -1.29
Py |2.D%|27) = E.D|1 )y Y8, 5oy b0 -1.83
=.D*|37) = E.D*|L )y 2 (2=t — ppeo) -0.34
E.D*|37) = EcD|3 )y %(MD* ~p— *+ 1pro_,po) -0.49
Pdio ED*|37) = EcD|3 )y £(HD* ~p- + Hp+0_po) -0.69
E.D*|37) = ED* |57 )y 2 (nzs + pzo) — B2 (Hpe + fipeo) 0.31
AcD[3 ) — ACD|%_>’Y L(ND* Sp- + Hpropo) + 2\gfliD*f_,D -0.08
P} |AD*|27) > AD|E 7 )y Y (pipeyp- + o p0) + B ppe - 0.12
AD*[37) = AcD*[57 ) f(u~+ + p=o + Apy+) — Y2 (pupe- + fipro + Appx-) 0.64
E.D*|37) = ED|3 )y B Yipep- 0.32
PJ |E.D*|27) - E.D|L )y S lpe— - 0.45
EcD*|37) = EcD*|3 ) 22 (2uz0 — pip--) 0.97
=.D*[37) = E.D|L )y By - 0.12
PY|E.D%|27) —» Z.D[L )y Elipe- b 0.17
EcD*|37) = EcD*[57 ) F(2par — ppr-) 0.81
ECD*|%_> — ECD|%_>7 TSMD;*_,D; 0.12
P |E.D*[27) - E.D[L )y TR 0.17
EcD*[57) = ED"|5 ) 2 (2u=0 — pps-) 0.81

magnetic moments satisfy the relation

while the coefficients of angular momentum J, satisfy the relation 22

Hs,pe3 ) o5pl sy = V2 Do) 5w, ld )

to quite close radiative decay widths in Eq. (13).

J1

(16)

%. The relations lead

e We notice that the radiative decay widths of the PN ’ and PN 0 states in 8;¢ flavor represen-

tation are larger than 12.0 keV, the decay widths of the PN
representation are larger than 37.0 keV, and the decay Wldths of the remaining states are
around 5.0 keV. This is helpful for distinguish the pentaquark states experimentally.

and PE

states in 85 flavor



TABLE IX: The radiative decay widths of pentaquark states with the 8;¢ and 85 flavor representations.
Here, the radiative decay width is in units of keV.

States| 811 Sa
Processes Radiative decay widths Processes IRadiative decay widths
Pt SeD*|L7) = SeD|L )y 1.07 AcD*|17) = AcD|E 7 )y 37.61
v Y.D*37) = S.DI: )y 1.07 AD*[37) = A.D|3 7 )y 37.84
e SeD*|17) = SeD|L )y 13.05 AcD*|17) = AcD|L 7 )y 2.25
v SeD*|27) = ScD|L )y 12.94 AcD*|27) = AcD|E 7 )y 2.22
e Y.D*|17) = B.D|1 7 )y 3.28 E.D*|17) = EcD|I )y 37.69
" BD*ET) - .D|E )y 3.35 E.D*|37) = E.D|1 )y 37.92
P SeD*|L7) = SeD|L )y 0.15 E.D*[17) = EcD|L ) 5.36
T DT ET) 5 2D )y 0.17 E.D*|27) = E.D|L7 )y 5.31
o0 E.D*|17) = ELD|i )y 5.36 AD*|17) = AcD|L ) 0.15
" |=D*ETY 5 ELD|S )y 5.32 AD*[27) = AD|3 7)) 0.17
po SeD*|L7) = SeD|L )y 0.75 E.D*[17) = EcD|5 ) 2.25
T E.D*ET) 5 S.DF |37 0.78 E.D*|27) = Z.D|1 7 )y 2.23
a0 Q.D*[37) = Q.D|E )y 15.46 E.D*|17) = ED[: ) 0.34
T 1D ET) 5 QDL )y 15.47 =.D*|37) = E.D|1 )y 0.34
i Q:D*|17) = QD7 )y 1.41 E.D*|37) = EcD|: )y 0.34
T Q.D*ET) 5 QLD|E )y 1.46 E.D*|27) = Z.D|1 7 )y 0.34

IV. THE AXIAL-VECTOR COUPLING CONSTANTS OF PENTAQUARK STATES

In this section, we present the calculations of the axial-vector coupling constants of pentaquark
states. The Lagrangian in the chiral quark model is

Lywark = %9‘1&4’7H’V5aﬂ¢¢q ~ %gq@qazaz@pq
= 3 ¥ (0.0, mou — do,9,mod) + ..., (17)

where g, is the coupling coefficient, fr = 92 MeV is the decay constant of the meson, 1, and 1/71,1 are

the quark and antiquark fields, respectively. ¢ denotes the pseudoscalar meson field in the SU(2)
flavor symmetry.

1 T V2rt

o=+ (18)
™ \V2rm —mp
The nucleon N at quark level
, 1 |11y . , 1\ 5¢.
< N,js = +5:m0 ;§f—i(u<fz5 .ou — do.0.mod) ‘N,J3 = +§> = Eﬁgqv (19)
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where ¢, is the external momentum of 7y, at the hadron level

1ga - ZN . 1 1q.
- = N |N =4—)==-"" 20
i fa D) u¢ ) J3 B 5 FﬂgA’ ( )

where g4 is the axial-vector charge of the nucleon. According to Eq. (19) and Eq. (20), we can
obtain g, = %gA.

. 1
<Na.73 :+§;7T0

The SU(3) invariant Lagrangian of pentaquark state for P»(3 )Pi(3 )mo in 815 flavor represen-
tation reads

1 1 — _
gy 7 :Tr(gppwﬂf’{a%,&}+pr1%75[an>,132]), (21)

where {0'®, P;} = O*®P; + P;0*®, [0*®, P;| = O'®P; — P;o"®, and g,, f, are independent axial-
vector coupling constants of pentaquark states for P>(17 )Py (3 )mo in 8 flavor representation.
Here, P; represent octet hidden-charm molecular pentaquark states with different spin configurations

1 px° 1 pA° st Nt
P + 7. Py, Py
Pi(j=1,2,3) = Py —%Pfj + %ng Py |- (22)
N~ N© 2 pA°
Py, Py.. WL

® represents the pseudoscalar meson field in SU(3) flavor symmetry

7T0+%7] \/57'(Jr \/§K+

8
P = Z )\a(I)a = \/57'(_ —T0 + \/Lgn \/§KO . (23)
a=1
V2K V2K 2

Take @, P; into Eq. (21) and expand it. Here, we merely consider my term, we obtain

1

2y .

2 — 50 0 = A0 0
- 7gﬁg,,(PF ¥.0,7°P) + PMy.o.70P))

— 1 —
—3

- %(fp + gp)plNUEzazﬂ'OPévo
+ %(gp + f) PN S.0.00PN
+ f_lﬂ(gp - fp)plN7 Ezazﬂopé\ﬁ
(=) P T 0P

1 _
n f—z fPE s.0.70P0"
1 e _
—f—2pr12 ¥.0, 7Py . (24)

At the hadron level, for PJJV " state with 81y flavor representation, the Lagrangian for the decay
process Po — Pymy reads

1-_,1- 1 _ o4 4
Lo ? =590 + [P 7"50, 255
P
_ Y,
~ gp+fppljv+_ Z7T0P2N+. (25)

fx
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For Pa Z state with 8,7 flavor representation, the Lagrangian for the process P, — Py reads

1-_,1- 1 — 70 0
ZIDZNOA)2 = i(fp - gp>P1N 7“75‘9#@]32]\[
Pss
— g, =0 D,
~ %P{V“7 .o PN’ (26)

where % is the spin operator of the hidden-charm pentaquark states. At the hadron level, the

axial-vector coupling constants read

+ f + 2, + + 9o+ [0 Q-
PN+ ’ 9p PPN _a PN PN > _ JP p 4z 27
< Wy 370 oLy P 9 fﬂ_’ ( )
fp 9p 5N° E N° | pN© Jo—9p 4=
< wss’ O‘ Pwss 2 a ﬂ-OP P"/}ss> 2 fﬂ'. (28)

At the quark level, we notice that the m meson interactions only exist between light quarks. We
take PJJV " state with 81y flavor representation as example to illustrate the calculations, its wave

function is
|\/> (udec)(cu) \/> (duc)(éu)\/g(uuc)(cd)> (29)

o[l ©¢),, @ (@) (30)

where s; is the spin of the light diquark ¢;¢s, which couples to the spin of charm quark to form the
spin ss. s3 is the spin of the meson ¢gs, which couples to the baryon spin s, to form the total angular
momentum J, and J, is its third component. For the process P, — P;my, the wave functions of
initial and final states can be written as

’P2N+> \/g(udc)(éu) + \/g(duc)(éu) - \/g(uuc)(éd)> (31)

® [3<2| PR = 1 A0 = [HI T8 +1400) = 30 1) + | 4043 — 20 1)) 1)

]P{V*> - ‘f (ude)(cu) \[ (duc)(Gu) — uuc > (32)

%(2|TN>—|HT>—|TH> A = 1) ]

For the above bev " molecular state, its axial-vector coupling constant at the quark level can be
expressed as

<p1N+,+1 o ll%(uozazﬂoufjazazﬁod) P2N+,+%>
— 1(_§_£+£)q_z — \/_qz (33)
218 T 18 T 9 TR

Additionally, the axial-vector coupling constant can also be expressed in another way, and Eq. (33)
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can be written as

11gq,_ -
) E(uazaﬂrou — do,0,md)

_ 11 _ _
= <DO; 7r0’ ;5%(@]02@#@11 — do,0,mod) ’D*O>

1
<P1]v+a +§;7T0

1
PN 42
2 ’+2>

9 j

2v3 = 1194, _ - =
+T <D ;71'0‘€§f—:i( azazﬂ'ou—daz@zﬂod)‘D >
\/ng

With the same method, the axial-vector coupling constant for the process P, — Pymg of Pa Z state
read

1

NO . NO 1 \/g q
<P1 ,+§, 70| Lauark | P ,+§> = *?f—igq- (35)
Compare with the axial-vector charge of the nucleon
1 Iot+1o fo—3p
Aoz -2 (36)
69q %9  —9Yq
We obtain g, = \1/_0§ ga and f, = —% ga. We can calculate the axial-vector coupling constants for

the octet pentaquark states via the combination of the coupling constants g, and f,. With the same
methods, we obtain the axial-vector coupling constants of the pentaquark states with other flavor
representations.

The Lagrangian of pentaquark states for the process P; — P;7g in 8; ¢ flavor representation reads

—1i-

‘,5,”37 2 = Tr(gapwwf’{a“q),ng} + faplfy#'yg’[a“@,ng]). (37)

The Lagrangian of pentaquark states for the process P; — P>7g in 815 flavor representation reads

3- 1= — =
25 78 = Tr(gaPeny 10", Po} + f5 Py [0"®, P ). (38)

The Lagrangian of pentaquark states for the process P, — Pymy in 8¢ flavor representation reads

1

L7 e Tr(gﬁﬁwﬂf’{aw,&} n fKP17H75[(')“(I>,P2]). (39)

The Lagrangian of pentaquark states for the process P3 — Pymy in 83y flavor representation reads

—1i-

3— _ _
RZE BN =Tr(gTPwm5{3“<I>,Psu}+fTwa5[5“‘1>aP3u])- (40)

The Lagrangian of pentaquark states for the process P; — P>7g in 825 flavor representation reads

1

s- 1- _ _
L 7 =T (9o ™01, P} + P[00, Pyy]). (41)
With the same method as above, we can calculate the values of the coupling constants g; and f;
(i = p,a, B, k, T,w) of the pentaquark states with different flavor representations, and we list them
in Table X. With the coupling constants g; and f;, we can obtain the axial-vector coupling constants
of the octet hidden-charm pentaquark in the 8;; and 8y flavor representations, and their results
are listed in Table XI and Table XII respectively.

Analyzing the numerical results in Table XI and Table XII, we can summarize the several points :
(i)Comparing with our previous work[66], we notice that the axial-vector coupling constants of the
pentaquark states are generally smaller than that of the nucleon g4, which is due to the fact that
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TABLE X: The transition coupling constants of the pentaquark states with different flavor representations.

Constants Results Constants Results
9o Yga fo —¥ga
9o 294 Ja — 1594
9gs 394 fs 3G,
9w ~¥3ga fr ~¥3ga
gr —2ga fr —2ga
Jo —¥3ga fu —¥3ga

the contributions of the three light quarks to the axial-vector coupling constants interfere with each
other, resulting in the smaller axial-vector coupling constants.

(ii) The axial-vector coupling constants of the pentaquark states with different flavor representations
are not the same in the identical decay modes. With different flavor representations, the pentaquark
states with the same angular momentum J have different spin-flavor wave functions, and the axial-
vector coupling constants of the hidden-charm pentaquark states are sensitive to the flavor and spin
configurations.

(iii)For the Pa Z, Pa 7 states with the 8,5 flavor representation, due to the coupling constants g, =
frs 97 = fr and g, = f.,, the axial-vector coupling constants of the processes Py|3 ) — Pyl )mo,
Py|27) — Py|3 7 )mo are equal to 0.

V. SUMMARY

In recent years, the researchs about hidden-charmed pentaquark states had great progress, most
of the studies were focused on the properties of pentaquark states such as mass and decay width.
Inspired by these studies, we systematically investigated the radiative decay and axial-vector decay
behaviors of octet hidden-charmed pentaquark states.

In this work, we construct the wave functions of the octet hidden-charm pentaquark states with
constituent quark model, we calculate the transition magnetic moments and radiative decay widths
of the octet pentaquark states. The numerical results show that the transition magnetic moments
and radiative decay widths of pentaquark states with the same flavor representations satisfy some re-
lations. For example, for the Pd])V " state with 81 flavor representation, their transition magnetic mo-

i =+/2, their radiative decay widths T’

SeD*|$7T)>%eDI3 T )y

are quite close, and the decay width I

Psep*|3=)on.p|1~

ments satisfy the relation

and Iy, pej3=)om.pi3 )y BeD*|47) 58D 3 7)Y
We also calculated the axial-vector coupling constants for the transition processes in the chiral quark
model, we notice that the m meson interaction only exists among light quarks, and the axial-vector
coupling constants are quite sensitive to the flavor and spin configurations. Among the pentaquark

states we discussed, for the Pd];\i : and Pd];\i ; states with 8y¢ flavor representation, the axial-vector

L.D*|37)=2.D|E )y

is close to 0.

coupling constants of the processes Py|3 ) = Pyl ), Py|2 ) — Py|3 )mo are all 0.

The transition magnetic moments and decay widths play important role in the studies of inner
structure of pentaquark states, and can also distinguish experimentally between pentaquark states
with different configurations. The axial-vector coupling constants can help us understand the strong
interactions, and are also helpful for the calculations of chiral effective theory. We hope that the
present work will inspire more exploration of the properties related to octet hidden-charmed pen-
taquark states.
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TABLE XI: The axial-vector coupling constants of the octet hidden-charm pentaquark states with the 8:¢
flavor representation.

Processes Coefficients| Results
I <2 D? Sy (Z D* 25%> 9o+ fr | Y294
PY’|(2.D28y| 2 |5.D" 28y ) | ~90— 1o |~ %294
P <2 LECH ‘2 D" 2S%> 2f, | —¥ga

%7%%71{5{ (zD2sy| 2|zD"2s,)| Zeo | Lea
PY (D28, | 2 |5 28y ) | Zar | dea
PE(2in2s,| 2|z 2sy )| 2 | -¥Laa
PY(9:D2 84| 200" 284 )| g0+ £ |~ 220
PiL (9D 2 8| 2|00 2 51) | 90— fy | 2oa

Processes Coefficients| Results
ot <2 DSy ‘ECD*,4 Sg> ga+fa | 394

(2D 25y 2|20 5y ) g5+ 5 | 904
pa (20?5, (z D**83)| ~ga — fu | ~1ga
<ch*,251 2205y ) ~g5 — £ |- 1580
ot <ch,2 Sy (ECD*,‘l S%> 2fa | —394
“(zp s, z(ECD*,“ Sy)| 2 | Efga
o0 <:gD Sy| 2 |E.D", 4Sg> Fbe | Bga
T(Eprrsy| 2|2 sy )| Zes | Kea
- < D25, ‘2 D* 4S%> —2fa lga
’ < SD" 28y | 2 ‘2 D* 4S%> —2fs  |-1fga
. (.02, (Q D**S3)| ~ga+ fu | —2ga
<QCD*,251 (Q D* 4Sg> —g5+ f5 |-22ga
o (D2 8y| 2]0:D" 155 )| ga—fa | Zga
“0ep 28y 2]0.D7 185 gs— s | 20a
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TABLE XII: The axial-vector coupling constants of the octet hidden-charm pentaquark states with the 8¢

flavor representation.

Processes Coeflicients|Results
+ *
PY|(0D2 Sy | 20D 28y )| gnt o |-Ega
0 *
P} <ACD72 S1 .Z‘ACD )2 S%> ~gx — Jx | Fga
PZS+ <ECD7QS% j ECD*7QS%> Qf’i _ggA
20 /= 2 = yx 2 2 1
P <_CD, 81| £ [z.0", S%> Zge |—1ga
2 2 o .
PY|(AD2Sy| 2|0 28, )| Zoe | ~1ga
Py <ECD,2 Si|Z|ED"? S%> ~2fx | P
PZ\;Z <ECD72S% j ECD*7QS%> _g'i+f'i 0
P | (2025, 2|20 280)| gu—fu | O
Processes Coefficients|Results
2 * 4 3
IR (RSP IS e
(0D 28| 2 |0eD" 5y ) gt Lo |- Lga
2 * 4 . _ _ 3
P (AD2 8y | Z[AD 15y )| ~gr = fr | 294
<ACD*,2 Sy z‘ACD*,‘* S%> —go = fu | Lga
— 2 - * 4 3
- <_CD7 s:| 2|0, S%> 2f, | —2ga
’ <ECD*72 Si|2 5D S%> 26 |Lga
- 2 = 4 2 _ 3
PEO <~—4ch S% < Z.D 5 S%> \/597' 5 gA
N = p* 2 = D*4q. 2 _1
N L O P R
2 2
e (AD28y| 2 [AD 155} Zor |- Lga
‘ <ACD*,2 Sy .,zﬂ‘/\CD*,‘l S%> Zg. | —Lga
—_ 2 —_ * 4 3
o <:CD7 S% Z|E. D", S%> —2f- 594
’ <ECD*72 S:| 2 |g.0"* s%> —2f. | LBga
= 2 = D*4q, _
-~ (2:D28y| 2|20 53) | ~gr 4 £ | 0
<ECD*,2 Si|.2 |z S%> —go+fo| O
. <ECD7231 Z|z.p ¢ S%> g-—f | 0
Pss
<ECD*,231 b ECD*,4S%> go—1fo | O
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