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A candidate triple strange pentaquark state, Pcsss, is investigated through its strong decay channel
Pcsss → Ω−J=ψ . To calculate the relevant strong coupling constants, two possible interpolating currents
with spin-parity JP ¼ 1

2
− are used. Though the chosen currents for the state under consideration have

spin-parity quantum numbers JP ¼ 1
2
−, they couple to both the positive and negative parity states

simultaneously and the corresponding decay widths are obtained for both parities. These widths
are obtained as ΓðPcsss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 201.4� 82.5 MeV for the negative and ΓðP̃csss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼
316.4� 107.8 MeV for the positive parity state when the first current is used. For the second current,
we obtain ΓðPcsss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 252.5� 116.7 MeV for the negative and ΓðP̃csss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼
361.1� 98.4 MeV for the positive parity state. These results may provide insights into future experimental
observations of such candidate states and help to distinguish and fix their properties.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.107.014023

I. INTRODUCTION

The past few decades have become the era of the
observation of various hadrons which include both the
conventional hadrons with either three-quark or a quark-
antiquark substructures and their excitations as well as
nonconventional exotic states. As a result, nowadays,
investigation of the properties of the exotic states, such
as their substructures and quantum numbers, has become an
attractive research field. Since their first proposal by
Gell-Mann [1], their existence and possible properties
were widely probed out theoretically until their first
observation was announced for Xð3872Þ in 2003 by the

Belle Collaboration [2]. This observed state was a tetra-
quark state, and later other collaborations such as the
CDF II Collaboration [3,4], the BABAR Collaboration [5],
D0 Collaboration [6], LHCb Collaboration [7], and CMS
Collaboration [8] validated this observation.
Another member of the exotic state family is the

pentaquark configuration, for which the first observa-
tion came to light in 2015 in the J=ψ þ p decay channel
by the observation of the LHCb Collaboration [9]. The
observed states were stated to be Pcð4380Þ and Pcð4450Þ.
However, in 2019 the updated analyses of the LHCb
Collaboration indicated the splitting of the Pcð4450Þ into
two states, labeled as Pcð4440Þ and Pcð4454Þ [10].
In Ref. [10] a new state, Pcð4312Þ, was also announced.
The resonance parameters for these states were reported
as [9,10]:

mPcð4380Þþ ¼ 4380� 8� 29 MeV

ΓPcð4380Þþ ¼ 205� 18� 86 MeV;

mPcð4440Þþ ¼ 4440.3� 1.3þ4.1
−4.7 MeV

ΓPcð4440Þþ ¼ 20.6� 4.9þ8.7
−10.1 MeV;
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mPcð4457Þþ ¼ 4457.3� 0.6þ4.1
−1.7 MeV

ΓPcð4457Þþ ¼ 6.4� 2.0þ5.7
−1.9 MeV;

mPcð4312Þþ ¼ 4311.9� 0.7þ6.8
−0.6 MeV

ΓPcð4312Þþ ¼ 9.8� 2.7þ3.7
−4.5 MeV:

These observations were followed by the report of two
more observations in 2021 and 2022 which are Pcsð4459Þ
[11] and Pcð4337Þ [12], respectively. The Pcsð4459Þ
contains a strange quark and was observed in J=ψΛ
invariant mass spectrum, whereas Pcð4337Þ was observed
in both J=ψp and J=ψp̄ invariant mass spectra with the
following spectral properties [11,12]:

mPcsð4459Þ0 ¼ 4458.8� 2.9þ4.7
−1.1 MeV

ΓPcð4459Þ0 ¼ 17.3� 6.5þ8.0
−5.7 MeV;

mPcsð4337Þþ ¼ 4337þ7þ2
−4−2 MeV

ΓPcð4337Þþ ¼ 29þ26þ14
−12−14 MeV:

By the ripple of excitement brought by these observations,
these hadrons have become one of the focus of intense
theoretical studies. These theoretical studies aimed to
investigate the properties of these states to understand
their natures and substructures. Besides, some of these
works focused on other possible new states to contribute to
experiments by offering new possible states for their future
observations. Via various approaches and different struc-
ture assumptions, the observed states were investigated
thoroughly. In some of these works, to shed light on their
obscure substructure, these pentaquarks were treated as
compact pentaquark states. Diquark-diquark-antiquark or
diquark-triquark forms were adopted in Refs. [13–33].
References [34–38] considered the possibility of their
arising from the kinematical effects. Another common
structure suggested for the pentaquark states is the molecu-
lar form. Based the closeness of their observed masses to
meson baryon thresholds and their small widths, they were
investigated using different theoretical methods adopting
molecular structures. Among these theoretical models
considering molecular interpretations are the one-boson
exchange potential model [39–50], quasipotential Bethe-
Salpeter [51–53], the contact-range effective field theory
[54–57], the effective Lagrangian approach [58–61], and
the QCD sum rule method [62–69]. For more investigation
with the assumption of meson-baryon molecular state, we
refer to the Refs. [70–84]. Though the pentaquark states
were investigated deeply via the different models as
mentioned above, there still exists ambiguity in their
properties, and they need further investigation to be
identified clearly. Such investigations may either provide
insights into the observed states about their properties or
some of them may focus on their decay modes other than

the observation channels. Moreover, some new candidate
states can also be offered from the analyses for differ-
ent possible pentaquarks’ spectroscopic properties or
decay channels. One can find such investigations in
Refs. [58,59,85–100].
As is seen from all these researches, the pentaquark

investigations are among the very hot topics, not only
including the survey of the observed related states but also
of the ones that have the potentials to be observed in future
experiments. Ongoing improvements in both experimental
facilities and techniques make the expectation for the
observations of such new states natural. In this respect,
there occurred many theoretical efforts to offer such new
states to shed light on experimental investigations. With
this motivation, in Refs. [50,101–122] the pentaquark states
involving bottom quark were investigated. Pentaquarks
with full heavy quark content were studied in
Refs. [123–126]. The expectation of new pentaquark states
with quark content other than the first observed states has
been advocated by the observation of new states with the
strange quark, that is, Pcsð4459Þ0 and Pcsð4337Þþ. Inspired
by the observed pentaquark states with and without strange
quark, the observed states with strange quark were ana-
lyzed [29,30,53,58,67,69,76–78,92,94,127–140]. Besides
the observed strange pentaquark states, the possible states
containing double or triple strange quarks were taken into
account in the Refs. [22,31,43,66,134,135,139,141–144] to
provide insights for the future experiments by supplying
information such as their possible spectroscopic properties
or decay mechanisms. This natural expectation of the
forthcoming observations of the new pentaquark states
with possible different substructures has also motivated us
to study the properties of such possible new states. With
this motivation, in Ref [31], we analyzed the possible
double strange pentaquark and calculated the probable
mass and decay width for this state. In this work, we aim to
make a similar analysis for a candidate state of triple
strange pentaquark by investigating the decay width for the
strong Pcsss → Ω−J=ψ transition by applying the QCD
sum rule method [145–147]. This method has yielded many
successful predictions consistent with the experimental
findings up to now, which puts it among the powerful
nonperturbative approaches. In this method, the main
ingredient is a proper interpolating current, and in this
work, we take into account two of them, which were also
suggested in Ref. [22]. In that work, the masses for the
pentaquark states were predicted with these interpolating
fields, and we apply these mass values as inputs in our
analyses. These currents are in diquark-diquark-antiquark
form with spin-parity quantum numbers JP ¼ 1

2
− and can

couple to both the negative and positive parity states.
Therefore in the analyses, we consider the possible penta-
quark candidate states with both negative and positive
parities that couple to each interpolating current and obtain
their corresponding decay widths.
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The present article contains the following outline: In
Sec. II we give the details of the QCD sum rule calculations
to obtain the QCD sum rules for the coupling constants
entering the decays calculated for both the currents used for
the triple pentaquark state, which will be represented as
Pcsss in the text. Section III presents the numerical analyses
for the obtained QCD sum rules. The last section contains
the summary and conclusion.

II. THE STRONG DECAY Pcsss → Ω− J=ψ
In this section, we provide the analyses for the strong

decay of candidate pentaquark state, Pcsss → Ω−J=ψ , to
obtain the coupling constants. These coupling constants are
among the main ingredients of the related decay width
calculations. To get the coupling constants via the QCD
sum rule method the three-point correlation function given
below is used:

Πμμ0 ðp; qÞ ¼ i2
Z

d4xe−ip·x
Z

d4yeip
0·y

× h0jT fJΩ−
μ ðyÞJJ=ψμ0 ð0ÞJ̄PcsssðxÞgj0i; ð1Þ

where JPcsss is the interpolating current for the candidate
Pcsss pentaquark. In this work we consider two different
possible currents with the following forms:

JPcsss
¼ ϵilaϵijkϵlmnsTj Cγαsks

T
mCγαcnCc̄Ta ; ð2Þ

and

JPcsss
¼ 1ffiffiffi

3
p ϵilaϵijkϵlmnsTj Cγαsks

T
mCγ5cnγ5γαCc̄Ta : ð3Þ

As is seen in Eq. (1), besides the current of the pentaquark
state, one also needs the currents for the Ω− and J=ψ final
states, which are

JΩ
−

μ ¼ ϵlmnðsTl CγμsmÞsn;
JJ=ψμ0 ¼ c̄lγμ0cl: ð4Þ

In Eqs. (2)–(4) the subindices, i, j, k, a, l,m, n, represent the
color indices, and s, c are used to symbolize the correspond-
ing quark fields andC is the charge conjugation operator. The
calculationof the correlation function requires some standard
steps separated into two parts. In the first part, a hadronic
representation of it is obtained, in the other part, a repre-
sentation is attained in terms of QCD degrees of freedom. A
proper match of both parts via a dispersion relation results in
the physical parameters obtained in terms of QCD ones. In
thiswork, these parameters are the coupling constants, g1, g2,
and g3 for the transition of pentaquark state with negative
parity and f1, f2, and f3 for the transition of pentaquark state
with positive parity that are obtained in terms of perturbative
and nonperturbative QCD degrees of freedom as well as
some auxiliary parameters involved.
To calculate the correlator’s hadronic representation in

terms of hadronic degrees of freedom, we insert complete
sets of hadronic states, which have same quantum numbers
with the considered interpolating currents, into the corre-
lation function. After taking the four integrals, we get the
results of this side as

ΠHad
μμ0 ðp; qÞ ¼

h0jJΩ−
μ jΩ−ðp0; s0Þih0jJJ=ψμ0 jJ=ψðqÞihJ=ψðqÞΩ−ðp0; s0ÞjPcsssðp; sÞihPcsssðp; sÞjJ̄Pcsss j0i

ðm2
Ω− − p02Þðm2

J=ψ − q2Þðm2
Pcsss

− p2Þ

þ h0jJΩ−
μ jΩ−ðp0; s0Þih0jJJ=ψμ0 jJ=ψðqÞihJ=ψðqÞΩ−ðp0; s0ÞjP̃csssðp; sÞihP̃csssðp; sÞjJ̄Pcsss j0i

ðm2
Ω− − p02Þðm2

J=ψ − q2Þðm2
P̃csss

− p2Þ þ � � � : ð5Þ

In Eq. (5), to represent negative and positive parity one-particle pentaquark states, we respectively use jPcsssðp; sÞi and
jP̃csssðp; sÞi; andmPcsss

andmP̃csss
are their correspondingmasses.Similarly, jΩ−ðp0; s0Þi, jJ=ψðqÞi,mΩ− , andmJ=ψ are the one-

particle states andmasses for theΩ− and J=ψ states, respectively. The matrix elements between vacuum and one-particle states
present in Eq. (5) are defined in terms of the current coupling constants, spinors and masses as

h0jJPcsss jPcsssðp; sÞi ¼ λPcsss
uPcss

ðp; sÞ;
h0jJPcsss jP̃csssðp; sÞi ¼ λP̃csss

γ5uP̃css
ðp; sÞ;

h0jJΩ−
μ jΩ−ðp0; s0Þi ¼ λΩ−uΩ−;μðp0; s0Þ;

h0jηJ=ψμ0 jJ=ψðqÞi ¼ fJ=ψmJ=ψεμ0 ; ð6Þ

where εμ0 andfJ=ψ are polarizationvector and decay constant of J=ψ and λPcsss
, λP̃csss

, and λΩ− are current coupling constants of
the negative, positive parity pentaquark states andΩ− state, respectively. ThemassesmPcsss

andmP̃csss
and the current coupling

constants λPcsss
and λP̃csss

are calculated in Ref. [22] using the same currents as the present study.Wewill use them as inputs in
the analyses of the considered strong decays. The spinors for the states are represented as uPcsss

, uP̃csss
, and uΩ−;μ which satisfy
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X
s

uPcsss
ðp; sÞūPcsss

ðp; sÞ ¼ ð=pþmPcsss
Þ;

X
s

uPcsss
ðp; sÞūP̃csss

ðp; sÞ ¼ ð=pþmP̃csss
Þ;

X
s0
uΩ−;μðp0; s0ÞūΩ−;νðp0; s0Þ ¼ −ð=p0 þmΩ−Þ

�
gμν −

1

3
γμγν −

2p0
μp0

ν

3m2
Ω−

þ p0
μγν − p0

νγμ
3mΩ−

�
;

εαε
�
β ¼ −gαβ þ

qαqβ
m2

J=ψ

: ð7Þ

The matrix elements, hJ=ψðqÞΩ−ðp0; s0ÞjPcsssðp; sÞi and hJ=ψðqÞΩ−ðp0; s0ÞjP̃csssðp; sÞi have the following forms in terms
of coupling constants of the interested interactions

hJ=ψðqÞΩ−ðp0; s0ÞjPcsssðp; sÞi ¼ ūΩ;αðp0; s0Þfg1ðqα=ε − εα=qÞ þ g2ðP:εqα − P:qεαÞ þ g3ðq:εqα − q2εαÞguPcsssðp;sÞ;

hJ=ψðqÞΩ−ðp0; s0ÞjP̃csssðp; sÞi ¼ ūΩ;αðp0; s0Þff1ðqα=ε − εα=qÞ þ f2ðP:εqα − P:qεαÞ þ f3ðq:εqα − q2εαÞgγ5uP̃csssðp;sÞ; ð8Þ

where P ¼ ðpþ p0Þ=2. Insertion of all these matrix
elements given in Eqs. (6) and (8) into Eq. (5) and using
the Eq. (7) to make the summations over the spinors and
polarization vectors, gives us the final form of the
hadronic side after which double Borel transformations
with respect to p2 and p02 are applied. The Borel trans-
formations supply a suppression over the contributions
coming from higher states and continuum. The result
contains many Lorentz structures, and the coefficients of

some of them will be used in the analyses to obtain the
coupling constants. We will take these coefficients, which
belong to the same Lorentz structure, from the hadronic
side and QCD side and equate them. By employing this
procedure, we get some coupled equations to be solved
for the coupling constants. In the below equation, we
represent the correlator for the hadronic side in terms of
these Lorentz structures keeping only the ones we directly
use in our analyses.

Π̃Had
μμ0 ðp; qÞ ¼ −e−

m
P2csss
M2 e−

m2
Ω−
M02

fJ=ψλΩ−λPcsss
mJ=ψ

ðm2
J=ψ þQ2Þ

h
−
1

3
ðg2mΩ−ðm2

Ω− −m2
Pcsss

Þ − 2g3mΩ−Q2 þ g1ðmΩ−mPcsss

þ 2m2
Pcsss

þ 2Q2ÞÞpμγμ0 þ
1

6mΩ−
ð−4g1ðmΩ− −mPcsss

Þ þ 2g3ðm2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

þm2
Pcsss

−Q2Þ

þ g2ð3m2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

−m2
Pcsss

þQ2ÞÞ=p0pμp0
μ0 þ

1

6
ð−4g1mΩ− − ðg2 − 2g3Þ½2m2

Ω− þmΩ−mPcsss

þ 2ðm2
Pcsss

þQ2Þ�Þpμpμ0 −
1

6
ð−4g1ðmΩ− þmPcsss

Þ þ g2ðmΩ−mPcsss
þ 4m2

Pcsss
þ 2Q2Þ þ 2g3ð2m2

Ω−

þmΩ−mPcsss
þ 2m2

Pcsss
þ 4Q2ÞÞpμp0

μ0 −
mΩ−

2
ð−2g1mΩ− þ g2m2

Ω− þ 2g1mPcsss
− g2m2

Pcsss
− 2g3Q2Þ=pgμμ0

þ 1

2
ððm2

Ω− þmΩ−mPcsss
þm2

Pcsss
þQ2Þð2g1ðmΩ− −mPcsss

Þ þ g2ð−m2
Ω− þm2

Pcsss
Þ þ 2g3Q2ÞÞgμμ0

þ other structures
i

− e−
m2
P̃csss
M2 e−

m2
Ω−
M02

fJ=ψλΩ−λP̃csss
mJ=ψ

ðm2
J=ψ þQ2Þ

h1
3
ðf2mΩ−ðm2

Ω− −m2
P̃csss

Þ − 2f3mΩ−Q2 þ f1ð−mΩ−mP̃csss
þ 2m2

P̃csss
þ 2Q2ÞÞpμγμ0

þ 1

6mΩ−
ð4f1ðmΩ− þmP̃csss

Þ − 2f3ðm2
Ω− þmΩ−mP̃csss

þm2
P̃csss

−Q2Þ − f2ð3m2
Ω− þmΩ−mP̃csss

−m2
P̃csss

þQ2ÞÞ=p0pμp0
μ0

þ 1

6
ð4f1mΩ− þ ðf2 − 2f3Þ½2m2

Ω− −mΩ−mP̃csss
þ 2ðm2

P̃csss
þQ2Þ�Þpμpμ0 þ

1

6
ð−4f1ðmΩ− −mP̃csss

Þ
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þf2ð−mΩ−mP̃csss
þ4m2

P̃csss
þ2Q2Þþf3ð4m2

Ω− −2mΩ−mP̃csss
þ4m2

P̃csss
þ8Q2ÞÞpμp0

μ0

−
mΩ−

2
ð−f2m2

Ω− þf2m2
P̃csss

þ2f1ðmΩ− þmP̃csss
Þþ2f3Q2Þ=pgμμ0 −

1

2
ððm2

Ω− −mΩ−mP̃csss
þm2

P̃csss
þQ2Þð2f1ðmΩ− þmP̃csss

Þ

þf2ð−m2
Ω− þm2

P̃csss
Þþ2f3Q2ÞÞgμμ0 þother structures

i
þ�� � ; ð9Þ

where Q2 ¼ −q2; and M2 and M02 are the Borel param-
eters. The “other structures” in Eq. (9) represents the other
present structures that are not used in the analyses, and � � �
is used to indicate the contributions of higher states and
continuum. As is seen from Eq. (9), we have six coupling
constants, to obtain them we need six equations, and
we get these six equations from coefficients of six different
Lorentz structures obtained in both the hadronic and
QCD sides.
As stated, the coupling constants are obtained from the

solutions of the coupled equations that are constructed from

the matching of the coefficients of the same Lorentz
structures calculated in both the hadronic and QCD sides.
Hence, we need to have the results for the QCD side as
well. To this end, we calculate the correlation function,
Eq. (1), in quark-gluon language and in terms of the
fundamental QCD degrees of freedom in deep Euclidean
region. To proceed, the explicit forms of the interpolating
currents given in Eqs. (2)–(4) are inserted into the corre-
lation function. Using the Wick’s theorem, we contract all
the quark fields giving the results in terms of the light and
heavy quark propagators. In this step, we find

ΠOPE
μμ0 ðp; p0; qÞ ¼ i2

Z
d4xe−ip·x

Z
d4yeip

0·yϵklmϵi
0l0a0ϵi

0j0k0ϵl
0m0n02fTr½γνCSTkj0s ðy − xÞCγμSlk0s ðy − xÞ�

× Smm0
s ðy − xÞγνCSTnn0c ð−xÞCγμ0CSTa0nc ðxÞCþ Smj0

s ðy − xÞγνCSTkk0s ðy − xÞCγμSlm0
s ðy − xÞ

× γνCSTnn
0

c ð−xÞCγμ0CSTa0nc ðxÞCþ Smk0
s ðy − xÞγνCSTlj0s ðy − xÞCγμSkm0

s ðy − xÞ
× γνCSTnn

0
c ð−xÞCγμ0CSTa0nc ðxÞCg; ð10Þ

for the first current, given in Eq. (2) and

ΠOPE
μμ0 ðp; p0; qÞ ¼ −i2ffiffiffi

3
p

Z
d4xe−ip·x

Z
d4yeip

0·yϵklmϵi
0l0a0ϵi

0j0k0ϵl
0m0n02fTr½γνCSTkj0s ðy − xÞCγμSlk0s ðy − xÞ�

× Smm0
s ðy − xÞγ5CSTnn0c ð−xÞCγμ0CSTa0nc ðxÞCγνγ5 þ Smj0

s ðy − xÞγνCSTkk0s ðy − xÞCγμSlm0
s ðy − xÞ

× γ5CSTnn
0

c ð−xÞCγμ0CSTa0nc ðxÞCγνγ5 þ Smk0
s ðy − xÞγνCSTlj0s ðy − xÞCγμSkm0

s ðy − xÞ
× γ5CSTnn

0
c ð−xÞCγμ0CSTa0nc ðxÞCγνγ5g; ð11Þ

for the second current, given in Eq. (3). As it is seen from the above equations, to proceed we need to have the explicit forms
of the quark propagators in x-space. We use the following light and heavy quark propagators [148,149]:

Ss;abðxÞ ¼ iδab
=x

2π2x4
− δab

ms

4π2x2
− δab

hs̄si
12

þ iδab
=xmshs̄si

48
− δab

x2

192
hs̄gsσGsi þ iδab

x2=xms

1152
hs̄gsσGsi

− i
gsG

αβ
ab

32π2x2
½=xσαβ þ σαβ=x� − iδab

x2=xg2s hs̄si2
7776

; ð12Þ

and

Sc;abðxÞ ¼
i

ð2πÞ4
Z

d4ke−ik·x
�

δab
=k −mc

−
gsG

αβ
ab

4

σαβð=kþmcÞ þ ð=kþmcÞσαβ
ðk2 −m2

cÞ2

þ π2

3

�
αsGG
π

�
δijmc

k2 þmc=k
ðk2 −m2

cÞ4
þ � � �

�
; ð13Þ
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whereGαβ
ab ¼ Gαβ

A tAab andGG ¼ Gαβ
A Gαβ

A with a, b ¼ 1, 2, 3
and A ¼ 1; 2;…; 8. Here, tA ¼ λA

2
with λA being the Gell-

Mann matrices. After using the propagators in Eqs. (10)
and (11), we apply the Fourier transformation by perform-
ing the integral over x to transform the results to the
momentum space. In terms of the Feynman diagrams,
the calculations done up to this point are equivalent to the
calculations of the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 1
directly in the momentum space. We shall say that our
calculations cover all the possible diagrams up to dimen-
sion six nonperturbative operators, part of which is shown
explicitly in Fig. 1.
The procedures above lead to the following expres-

sion for the QCD side in terms of different Lorentz
structures:

ΠOPE
μμ0;aðp; qÞ ¼ Πa;1pμγμ0 þ Πa;2=p0pμp0

μ0 þ Πa;3pμpμ0

þ Πa;4pμp0
μ0 þ Πa;5=pgμμ0 þ Πa;6gμμ0

þ other structures; ð14Þ

with “other structures” representing the contributions of
other possible structures. We select the coefficients of the
explicitly shown structures in this equation in the QCD

side. The subindex a ¼ 1, 2 in ΠOPE
μμ0;a is used to indicate the

result for either the first pentaquark current or the second
one. From the calculations we obtain the spectral densities
defined as ρa;iðs; s0; q2Þ ¼ 1

π ImðΠa;iÞ, with subindices
i ¼ 1; 2;…; 6 corresponding to the considered Lorentz
structures. These spectral densities are used in the follow-
ing dispersion relation:

Πa;i¼
Z

ds
Z

ds0
ρperta;i ðs;s0;q2Þþρnonperta;i ðs;s0;q2Þ

ðs−p2Þðs0−p02Þ ; ð15Þ

where we represent the spectral densities obtained for the
perturbative part with ρperta;i ðs; s0; q2Þ and for nonperturba-

tive part with ρnonperta;i ðs; s0; q2Þ, expressions of which are
very lengthy and we do not present them here. The next
step is to apply the Borel transformation with respect
to the variables p2 and p02 and perform the continuum
subtraction supplied by the quark-hadron duality
assumption. These procedures bring two continuum
threshold parameters s0 and s00 respectively in the initial
and final state besides the two Borel parameters previously
discussed.

x

0

y
x

y

0

x

0

y

x
y

0
x

y

0
x

y

0

x x
y y y

x
0 0 0

0

y
x x

y

0
+ other possible diagrams

FIG. 1. The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the terms considered in the QCD side of the strong decay calculations. The light and
heavy quarks are represented by the solid and dashed lines, respectively.
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The matches of the coefficients of the given Lorentz structures obtained from both sides provide us with six coupled
equations to be solved for the required strong coupling constants:

A
1

3
ðg2mΩ−ðm2

Ω− −m2
Pcsss

Þ − 2g3mΩ−Q2 þ g1ð−mΩ−mPcsss
þ 2m2

Pcsss
þ 2Q2ÞÞ − B

1

3
ðf2mΩ−ðm2

Ω− −m2
P̃csss

Þ
− 2f3mΩ−Q2 þ f1ð−mΩ−mP̃csss

þ 2m2
P̃csss

þ 2Q2Þ ¼ Π̃a;1;

− A
1

6mΩ−
ð−4g1ðmΩ− −mPcsss

Þ þ 2g3ðm2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

þm2
Pcsss

−Q2Þ þ g2ð3m2
Ω− −mΩ−mPcsss

−m2
Pcsss

þQ2ÞÞ

− B
1

6mΩ−
ð4f1ðmΩ− þmP̃csss

Þ − 2f3ðm2
Ω− þmΩ−mP̃csss

þm2
P̃csss

−Q2Þ − f2ð3m2
Ω− þmΩ−mP̃csss

−m2
P̃csss

þQ2ÞÞ ¼ Π̃a;2;

− A
1

6
ð−4g1mΩ− − ðg2 − 2g3Þ½2m2

Ω− þmΩ−mPcsss
þ 2ðm2

Pcsss
þQ2Þ�Þ − B

1

6
ð4f1mΩ− þ ðf2 − 2f3Þ

× ½2m2
Ω− −mΩ−mP̃csss

þ 2ðm2
P̃csss

þQ2Þ�Þ ¼ Π̃a;3;

− A
1

6
ð−4f1ðmΩ− þmPcsss

Þ þ g2ðmΩ−mPcsss
þ 4m2

Pcsss
þ 2Q2Þ þ 2g3ð2m2

Ω− þmΩ−mPcsss
þ 2m2

Pcsss
þ 4Q2ÞÞ

− B
1

6
ð−4f1ðmΩ− −mP̃csss

Þ þ f2ð−mΩ−mP̃csss
þ 4m2

P̃csss
þ 2Q2Þ þ f3ð4m2

Ω− − 2mΩ−mP̃csss
þ 4m2

P̃csss
þ 8Q2ÞÞ ¼ Π̃a;4;

A
mΩ−

2
ð−2g1mΩ− þ g2m2

Ω− þ 2g1mPcsss
− g2m2

Pcsss
− 2g3Q2Þ þ B

mΩ−

2
ð−f2m2

Ω− þ f2m2
P̃csss

þ 2f1ðmΩ− þmP̃csss
Þ þ 2f3Q2Þ ¼ Π̃a;5;

− A
1

2
ððm2

Ω− þmΩ−mPcsss
þm2

Pcsss
þQ2Þð2g1ðmΩ− −mPcsss

Þ þ g2ð−m2
Ω− þm2

Pcsss
Þ þ 2g3Q2ÞÞ

− B
1

2
ððm2

Ω− −mΩ−mP̃csss
þm2

P̃csss
þQ2Þð2f1ðmΩ− þmP̃csss

Þ þ f2ð−m2
Ω− þm2

P̃csss
Þ þ 2f3Q2ÞÞ ¼ Π̃a;6; ð16Þ

where

A ¼ e−
m
P2csss
M2 e−

m2
Ω−
M02

fJ=ψλΩ−λPcsss
mJ=ψ

ðm2
J=ψ þQ2Þ ;

B ¼ e−
m2
P̃csss
M2 e−

m2
Ω−
M02

fJ=ψλΩ−λP̃csss
mJ=ψ

ðm2
J=ψ þQ2Þ ; ð17Þ

and Π̃a;i are the Borel transformed results of the QCD side
corresponding to the results obtained for the first and
second currents. These six coupled equations are solved
for the unknowns, which are the strong coupling form
factors entering the transitions of the negative and positive
parity pentaquarks. The strong coupling form factors at
Q2 ¼ −m2

J=ψ are called the strong coupling constants
defining the strong decay under study. As we previously
mentioned, the results for Π̃a;i are too long, and therefore
we do not provide their explicit expressions here.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSES

After extracting the QCD sum rules for the coupling
constants in the previous section, we proceed to analyze
them numerically. They contain various input parameters
such as the masses of the quarks entering the calculations,
quark, gluon and mixed quark-gluon condensates, masses

of the hadrons, etc. These input parameters are given in
Table I. Among the input parameters, we also need the
masses and current coupling constants for the considered
pentaquark states. These are calculated in Ref. [22] for both
of the currents used in this article. Their values are given for
negative and positive parities asmPcsss

¼ 4.68� 0.13 GeV,
λPcsss

¼ð6.47�1.10Þ×10−3GeV6, mP̃csss
¼4.89�0.13GeV,

λP̃csss
¼ ð3.44� 0.61Þ × 10−3 GeV6 for the first current

TABLE I. Necessary input parameters used in the analyses of
the coupling constants.

Parameters Values

mc 1.27� 0.02 GeV [150]
ms 93þ11

−5 MeV [150]
hq̄qið1 GeVÞ ð−0.24� 0.01Þ3 GeV3 [151]
hs̄si 0.8hq̄qi [151]
m2

0 ð0.8� 0.1Þ GeV2 [151]
hq̄gsσGqi m2

0hq̄qi
hαsπ G2i ð0.012� 0.004Þ GeV4 [152]
mJ=ψ ð3096.900� 0.006Þ MeV [150]
mΩ− ð1672.45� 0.29Þ MeV [150]
λΩ− ð0.068� 0.019Þ GeV3 [153]
fJ=ψ ð481� 36Þ MeV [154]
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and mPcsss
¼ 4.71� 0.11 GeV, λPcsss

¼ ð6.84� 1.00Þ×
10−3 GeV6, mP̃csss

¼ 5.40� 0.08 GeV, λP̃csss
¼ ð12.17�

1.28Þ × 10−3 GeV6 for the second current [22]. Note that
the central values of the masses for the negative parity
pentaquark states for both currents are lower than the total
mass values of the final states, mJ=ψ þmΩ− . Therefore, in
the calculations, considering the errors of these masses,
we take their upper values, which are higher than the
mJ=ψ þmΩ− .
In addition, there enter four more auxiliary parameters in

the analyses. These are the Borel parameters M2 and M02,
and the threshold parameters, s0 and s00. The continuum
thresholds are selected such that the analyses include both
the resonances under study. To extract the working regions
for these parameters, we follow some standard criteria
required by the QCD sum rules. For the upper limits of
the Borel parameters, the criterion is that contributions
coming from the interested states (the two first resonances)
dominate over the higher states and continuum, and for
their lower limits the convergence of the operator product
expansion (OPE) (the perturbative contribution exceeds
the total nonperturbative contribution and the higher the
dimension of the nonperturbative operator the lower its
contribution) is taken into account. For the pole or two
resonances dominance, we require that,

PC ¼ Πa;iðs0; s00;M2;M02Þ
Πa;ið∞;∞;M2;M02Þ ; ð18Þ

to be equal or greater than 0.5. This means that the two
resonances under consideration constitute at least 50% of
the total contribution. By this way we fix the upper limits of
the Borel parameters. As for the lower limits of the Borel
parameters, we demand the OPE convergence. We require
that the following parameter that represents the contribu-
tions of the higher two dimensions:

R ¼ ΠðD5þD6Þ
a;i ðs0; s00;M2;M02Þ
Πa;iðs0; s00;M2;M02Þ ; ð19Þ

be equal or smaller than 0.05, i.e., the nonperturbative
contributions of dimensions five and six constitute max-
imally the 5%, of the total contributions for each current
and selected structure. Furthermore, in the determined
regions, the results are required to be as independent as
possible of these variables. Considering all these criteria,
the working regions for the Borel parameters are deter-
mined as:

5.5 GeV2 ≤ M2 ≤ 6.5 GeV2;

2.0 GeV2 ≤ M02 ≤ 3.0 GeV2: ð20Þ

As for the threshold parameters, they are related to the
energies of the excited states at the initial and final
channels. Considering again the dominance of the two
considered resonances over the higher states and con-
tinuum and the OPE convergence as well as the relatively
weak dependence of the results on continuum thresholds,
the following working windows are obtained:

28 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤ 32 GeV2;

2.8 GeV2 ≤ s00 ≤ 3.4 GeV2: ð21Þ

To see the dependence of the results on the Borel
parameters M2 and M02 as well as the thresholds s0 and
s00, we plot, as an example, the strong coupling form factor
f1 with respect to the Borel parameters in wide ranges
containing their working intervals (bordered by vertical red
lines) at different fixed values of the continuum thresholds
and at Q2 ¼ 7.5 GeV2 for the first current of the penta-
quark state in Fig. 2. From this figure, we see that the
dependence of f1 on the auxiliary parameters in their
working intervals is weak. The residual dependencies on

FIG. 2. Left: variation of the strong coupling form factor f1 obtained from the first current as function ofM2 at different fixed values of
the continuum thresholds, central value of M02 and at Q2 ¼ 7.5 GeV2 (the vertical lines are the boundaries of working region for M2.)
Right: the same as the left panel but as a function of M02 at central value of M2.
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M2 andM02 as well as the thresholds s0 and s00 appear as the
uncertainties in the presented values.
Using the working windows of the auxiliary parameters

and the values of other inputs, the behavior of the
strong form factors with respect to Q2 can be discussed.
The strong form factors, obtained in the previous
section, give reliable results at positive values of Q2,
however, as previously mentioned, we need their values at
Q2¼−m2

J=ψ . The strong form factors obtained at this point
are called the strong coupling constants defined the strong
decay under study. Hence, we need to extrapolate the
results to the negative values of Q2 using some fit
functions. Different fit functions are candidates for this
purpose, however, we use the one that best fits to the sum
rules predictions at positive values of Q2. The uncertain-
ties related to the fitting procedure is reflected in the
presented values, as well. The following fit function
best describes the Q2 behavior of our six strong form
factors:

giðfiÞðQ2Þ ¼ g0ðf0Þe
c1

Q2

m2
Pcsss

þc2

	
Q2

m2
Pcsss



2

; ð22Þ

where the fitting parameters are given in Tables II and III
for the first and second pentaquark currents, respectively.
The values of the strong coupling constants are also
presented at Q2 ¼ −m2

J=ψ in the last column of these tables
for both the currents. The errors presented for the values of
the strong coupling constants in Tables II and III are due
to the uncertainties inherited by the determination of the
working intervals of the auxiliary parameters, the errors of
the input parameters given in Table I as well as the fitting
procedures. For some of the input parameters given in the
Table I, such as the mass and condensate of the strange
quark and gluon condensate, there are also some recent
estimates in the literature [155,156]. In our predictions, we
consider the effects of the usage of such input values as well
and reflect the outcome in our error estimations.

TABLE II. Parameters for the fit functions of strong coupling constants, g1, g2, and g3 for Pcsss → Ω−J=ψ decay; and f1, f2, and f3
for P̃csss → Ω−J=ψ decay obtained from first current used for the pentaquark state. The numerical values of the strong coupling
constants obtained from the fit functions at Q2 ¼ −m2

J=ψ are also given.

Decay channel Coupling constant g0ðf0Þ c1 c2 giðfiÞð−m2
J=ψ Þ

Pcsss → Ω−J=ψ
g1 (GeV−1) 1.25 2.46 −0.51 0.41� 0.16
g2 (GeV−2) −0.23 4.17 3.05 −0.07� 0.03
g3 (GeV−2) 0.83 3.49 −0.04 0.19� 0.14

P̃csss → Ω−J=ψ
f1 (GeV−1) 0.62 4.98 −1.21 0.07� 0.01
f2 (GeV−2) −0.59 4.58 2.86 −0.15� 0.06
f3 (GeV−2) 1.48 1.37 4.45 1.75� 0.25

TABLE III. Parameters for the fit functions of strong coupling constants, g1, g2, and g3 for Pcsss → Ω−J=ψ decay; and f1, f2, and f3
for P̃csss → Ω−J=ψ decay obtained from the second current used for pentaquark state. The values of strong coupling constants obtained
from the fit functions at Q2 ¼ −m2

J=ψ are also given.

Decay channel Coupling constant g0ðf0Þ c1 c2 giðfiÞð−m2
J=ψ Þ

Pcsss → Ω−J=ψ
g1 (GeV−1) 3.33 −3.11 −25.79 0.15� 0.08
g2 (GeV−2) 26.39 3.73 −1.46 4.40� 0.59
g3 (GeV−2) −15.19 3.11 0.46 −4.91� 1.21

P̃csss → Ω−J=ψ
f1 (GeV−1) 6.67 2.30 −29.71 0.13� 0.07
f2 (GeV−2) 40.75 5.66 −8.89 1.42� 0.04
f3 (GeV−2) −26.03 5.52 −8.15 −1.75� 0.39
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The final task in this section is to calculate the width of the strong decay channels under consideration. We find the
following decay width formulas:

Γ ¼ fðmPcsss
; mJ=ψ ; mΩ−Þ

16πm2
Pcsss

�ððmΩ− þmPcsss
Þ2 −m2

J=ψ Þ
12m2

Ω−
ð4g23m2

J=ψ ½m4
J=ψ þ ðm2

Ω− −m2
Pcsss

Þ2 þ 2m2
J=ψð5m2

Ω− −m2
Pcsss

Þ�

þ 4g2g3m2
J=ψ ½m4

J=ψ − 11m4
Ω− þ 10m2

Ω−m2
Pcsss

þm4
Pcsss

− 2m2
J=ψ ðm2

Ω− þm2
Pcsss

Þ� þ 8g21½m4
J=ψ þ ðmΩ− −mPcsss

Þ2
× ð7m2

Ω− − 4mΩ−mPcsss
þm2

Pcsss
Þ − 2m2

J=ψ ðm2
Ω− − 3mΩ−mPcsss

þm2
Pcsss

Þ� þ g22½m6
J=ψ − 2m4

J=ψ ð3m2
Ω− þm2

Pcsss
Þ

þm2
J=ψð3m2

Ω− þm2
Pcsss

Þ2 þ 8ðm3
Ω− −mΩ−m2

Pcsss
Þ2� − 8g1mΩ− ½12g3m2

J=ψmΩ−ðmΩ− −mPcsss
Þ

þ g2½m4
J=ψ − ðmΩ− −mPcsss

Þ2ð5m2
Ω− þ 4mΩ−mPcsss

−m2
Pcsss

Þ − 2m2
J=ψ ðm2

Ω− þm2
Pcsss

Þ��Þ
�
; ð23Þ

for the negative parity pentaquark and

Γ ¼ fðmP̃csss
; mJ=ψ ; mΩ−Þ

16πm2
P̃csss

�ððmΩ− −mP̃csss
Þ2 −m2

J=ψ Þ
12m2

Ω−
ðð4f23m2

J=ψ ½m4
J=ψ þ ðm2

Ω− −m2
P̃csss

Þ2 þ 2m2
J=ψ ð5m2

Ω− −m2
P̃csss

Þ�

þ 4f2f3m2
J=ψ ½m4

J=ψ − 11m4
Ω− þ 10m2

Ω−m2
P̃csss

þm4
P̃csss

− 2m2
J=ψðm2

Ω− þm2
P̃csss

Þ� þ 8f21½m4
J=ψ − 2m2

J=ψ

× ðm2
Ω− þ 3mΩ−mP̃csss

þm2
P̃csss

Þ þ ðmΩ− þmP̃csss
Þ2ð7m2

Ω− þ 4mΩ−mP̃csss
þm2

P̃csss
Þ� þ f22½m6

J=ψ − 2m4
J=ψ

× ð3m2
Ω− þm2

P̃csss
Þ þm2

J=ψð3m2
Ω− þm2

P̃csss
Þ2 þ 8ðm3

Ω− −mΩ−m2
P̃csss

Þ2� − 8f1mΩ− ½12f3m2
J=ψmΩ−ðmΩ− þmP̃csss

Þ

þ f2½m4
J=ψ − ðmΩ− þmP̃csss

Þ2ð5m2
Ω− − 4mΩ−mP̃csss

−m2
P̃csss

Þ − 2m2
J=ψðm2

Ω− þm2
P̃csss

ÞÞ��Þ
�
; ð24Þ

for the positive parity pentaquark states with

fðx; y; zÞ ¼ 1

2x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
x4 þ y4 þ z4 − 2x2y2 − 2x2z2 − 2y2z2

q
:

ð25Þ

We obtain the numerical values of the corresponding
widths of the considered decay channels as

ΓðPcsss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 201.4� 82.5 MeV; ð26Þ

for the negative parity pentaquark, and

ΓðP̃csss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 316.4� 107.8 MeV; ð27Þ

for the positive parity pentaquark states when the first
interpolating current is used. And,

ΓðPcsss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 252.5� 116.7 MeV; ð28Þ

for the negative parity pentaquark, and

ΓðP̃csss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 361.1� 98.4 MeV; ð29Þ

for the positive parity pentaquark states when the second
interpolating current is used.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The improvements reached in time in both the exper-
imental and analyses techniques have led us to observa-
tions of new particles including the exotic states. The
indications for possible similar future observations
motivates the theoretical studies supplying information
for such experimental investigations. In recent years, a
pentaquark state with a single strange quark, Pcsð4459Þ0,
was reported by the LHCb Collaboration [11]. This
observation attained in the J=ψΛ invariant mass distribu-
tion of the Ξ−

b → J=ψΛK− also indicates the possible
existence of the pentaquark states with double or triple
strange quark content, which may be observed in the near
future. This expectation has motivated us to study the
possible double or triple pentaquark states. We considered
a possible double strange pentaquark state in Ref. [31].
In the present study, we investigated the strong transitions,
PcsssðP̃csssÞ → J=ψΩ−, for a possible triple strange
pentaquark state with negative (positive) parity within
the framework of the QCD sum rules considering two
different interpolating currents with spin-parity JP ¼ 1

2
−.
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The mass predictions for the considered state were
obtained using the same currents in Ref. [22], and we
used these results in our decay analyses.
The strong decay analyses may supply effective support

besides the mass predictions for fixing the possible quan-
tum numbers of these particles in their future observations.
In some analyses of currently observed pentaquark states,
their decays were also considered to fix the properties of
these particles besides the spectral analyses, since spectral
analyses might not suffice to do that. With this drive, in this
work, we calculated the corresponding strong coupling
constants for the decays, PcsssðP̃csssÞ → J=ψΩ−, and using
them we obtained the corresponding decay widths consid-
ering the two mentioned interpolating currents. Though the
currents have negative parity, they can create states both
with the negative and positive parities. And therefore,
we obtained the strong coupling constants gi and fi
for negative and positive parity states, respectively,
at Q2 ¼ −m2

J=ψ and using them we calculated their

corresponding decay widths for each current. These decay
widths are obtained for the negative and positive parity
states as ΓðPcsss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 201.4� 82.5 MeV and
ΓðP̃csss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼ 316.4� 107.8 MeV, respectively,
using the first current, as well as ΓðPcsss → J=ψΩ−Þ ¼
252.5� 116.7 MeV and ΓðP̃csss→J=ψΩ−Þ¼361.1�
98.4MeV, respectively, using the second current.
In the near future, for the possible observation of such

triple strange pentaquark states, the results of this work may
provide valuable information through the comparison of the
obtained results with the experimental observations. These
comparisons may help in decisive fixing of the physical
properties of these states.
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