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Dirac sea effects on heavy quarkonia decay widths in magnetized matter:
A field theoretical model of composite hadrons
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We study the partial decay widths of charmonium (bottomonium) states to DD(BB) mesons in
magnetized (nuclear) matter using a field theoretical model of composite hadrons with quark (and
antiquark) constituents. These are computed from the mass modifications of the decaying and produced
mesons within a chiral effective model, including the nucleon Dirac sea effects. The mass modifications of
the open charm (bottom) mesons are calculated from their interactions with the nucleons and the scalar
mesons, whereas the mass shift of the heavy quarkonium state is obtained from the medium change of a
scalar dilaton field, y, which mimics the gluon condensates of QCD. The Dirac sea contributions are
observed to lead to a rise (drop) in the quark condensates as the magnetic field is increased; an effect called
the (inverse) magnetic catalysis. These effects are observed to be significant, and the anomalous magnetic
moments (AMMs) of the nucleons are observed to play an important role. For pg = 0, there is observed to
be magnetic catalysis (MC) without and with AMMs, whereas, for pp = p,, the inverse magnetic catalysis
is observed when the AMM s are taken into account, contrary to MC, when the AMMs are ignored. In the
presence of a magnetic field, there are also mixings of spin O (pseudoscalar) and spin 1 (vector) states
(PV mixing), which modify the masses of these mesons. The magnetic field effects on the heavy
quarkonium decay widths should have observable consequences on the production the heavy flavor
mesons, which are created in the early stage of ultrarelativistic peripheral heavy ion collisions, at RHIC and

LHC, when the produced magnetic fields can still be extremely large.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074003

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the in-medium properties of the heavy flavor
mesons [1], in particular in the presence of strong magnetic
fields, has been a topic of intense research due to its relevance
in relativistic heavy ion collision experiments. The heavy
flavor mesons are created at the early stage when the magnetic
fields resulting from ultrarelativistic peripheral heavy ion
collisions, estimated to be huge [2], can still be extremely
large. The heavy quarkonium states and the open heavy
flavor mesons have been studied extensively in the literature
using the potential models [3-13], the QCD sum rule
approach [14-31], the coupled channel approach [32-38],
the quark meson coupling (QMC) model [39-47] as well as
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using a chiral effective model [48-55]. Studies of heavy
quarkonium states (QQ bound states, Q = c, b) in presence
of a gluon field, assuming the distance between Q and Q to be
small as compared to the scale of the gluonic fluctuations,
show that the mass modifications of these states arise from the
medium modification of the scalar gluon condensate in the
leading order [56-58]. A study of the mass modifications of
the charmonium states due to the gluon condensates as well as
DD meson loop [59] showed that the dominant contributions
are due to the medium modifications of the gluon conden-
sates. In a chiral effective model, the in-medium masses of the
heavy quarkonium (charmonium and bottomonium) have
been computed from the medium change of a scalar dilaton
field [50,51,55], which simulates the gluon condensates of
QCD within the effective hadronic model.

The chiral effective model, in the original version with
three flavors of quarks [SU(3) model] [60-63], has been
used extensively in the literature, for the study of finite
nuclei [61], strange hadronic matter [62], light vector
mesons [63], strange pseudoscalar mesons, e.g., the kaons
and antikaons [64-67] in isospin asymmetric hadronic
matter as well as for the study of bulk matter of neutron
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stars [68]. Within the QCD sum rule framework, the light
vector mesons [69,70] as well as the heavy quarkonium
states [16—18] in (magnetized) hadronic matter have been
studied, using the medium changes of the light quark
condensates and gluon condensates calculated within the
chiral SU(3) model. Using the in-medium masses of the
heavy flavor mesons in the (magnetized) hadronic matter,
calculated within the chiral effective model, the partial
decay widths of the heavy quarkonium states to the open
heavy flavor mesons have been studied in (magnetized)
hadronic medium [51,71], using a light quark-antiquark
pair creation model [72], namely the 3P, model [73-76] as
well as using a field theoretical model for composite
hadrons with quark (and antiquark) constituents [77-81].
The effects of magnetic field on the masses of the
heavy flavor mesons have been studied in Refs. [82—-89],
and it is observed that the spin-magnetic field interac-
tion leads to mixing between the pseudoscalar meson and
the longitudinal component of the vector meson (PV
mixing). This results in a dominant rise (drop) in the
mass of the longitudinal component of the vector meson
(pseudoscalar) meson for the heavy quarkonia (charmonia
and bottomonia) states as well as for open charm (bottom)
mesons [84—89]. In the presence of a magnetic field, the
studies of the effects of Dirac sea (DS) in the quark
matter sector [90-93] within the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio
model [94-96] are observed to lead to enhancement of
the light quark condensates with increase in the magnetic
field; an effect called the magnetic catalysis (MC). The
opposite trend of the light quark condensates with magentic
field, namely the inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) is
observed in some lattice QCD calculations [97], where
the critical temperature, 7. is seen to decrease with increase
in the magnetic field. For the nuclear matter, the effects of
Dirac sea (DS) have been studied using the Walecka model
as well as an extended linear sigma model in Ref. [98].
These are observed to lead to magnetic catalysis (MC)
effect for zero temperature and zero density, which is
observed as a rise in the effective nucleon mass with the
increase in magnetic field. In Ref. [99], the contributions of
Dirac sea of the nucleons to the self-energies of the
nucleons have been studied in the Walecka model by
summing over the scalar (o) and vector (w) tadpole
diagrams, in a weak magnetic field approximation of the
fermion propagator. At zero density, the effects of the Dirac
sea are seen to lead to magnetic catalysis (MC) effect at
zero temperature [99]. When the anomalous magnetic
moments (AMMs) of the nucleons are taken into account,
at a finite density and zero temperature, there is observed to
be a drop in the effective nucleon mass with increase in the
magnetic field. This behavior with the magnetic field is
observed when the temperature is raised from zero to
nonzero values, up to the critical temperature, 7., when the
nucleon mass has a sudden drop, corresponding to the
vacuum to nuclear matter phase transition. The decrease in

T, with increase in value of B is identified with the inverse
magnetic catalysis (IMC) [99].

In the present work, the partial decay widths of the
charmonium (bottomonium) states to open heavy flavor
mesons, DD(BB) are studied in magnetized (nuclear)
matter using a field theoretical model of composite
hadrons. As the matter created in ultrarelativiistic periph-
eral heavy ion collisions is dilute, we study the partial
decay widths of the lowest quarkonium states in the charm
and bottom sectors, y(3770) and Y (4S) (which decay to
DD and BB in vacuum). These are investigated for pg = 0
as well as for pp = py, the nuclear matter saturation density,
for symmetric as well as asymmetric nuclear matter in the
presence of an external magnetic field. The study of effects
of temperature on the open charm and charmonium masses
(and hence on the charmonium decay widths) [50,51] have
been observed to be marginal for small densities (up to pg).
Within the chiral effective model, the mass shift of the
heavy quarkonium states and the open heavy flavor mesons
arise from the medium modifications of the dilaton field
and the scalar fields, which have marginal modifications
due to temperature, and hence, the temperature effects on
the quarkonium decay widths (due to mass modification of
these mesons) are not taken into account in the present
study. The magnetic effects are the most dominant effects
for the (dilute) matter resulting from ultrarelativistic
peripheral collisons, which include the contributions from
the magnetized Dirac sea of nucleons as well as PV mixing,
in addition to the Landau level contributions for the charged
hadrons. In the chiral effective model, the effects of the
Dirac sea are incorporated to the nucleon propagator,
through summation of scalar (o, £, and d) and vector (@
and p) tadpole diagrams. When the anomalous magnetic
moments (AMMs) of the nucleons are not taken into
account, for zero density as well as for pg = p,, magnetic
catalysis (MC) is observed. However, when the AMMs of
nucleons are considered, for pp = p, (both for symmetric
and asymmetric nuclear matter), inverse magnetic catalysis
(IMC) is observed; i.e., the quark condensate is observed to
be reduced with rise in the magnetic field.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II,
we describe briefly the chiral effective model used to
calculate the masses of the charmonium (bottomonium)
and open charm (bottom) mesons, accounting for the
effects of the Dirac sea for the nucleons. The PV mixing
effects are also taken into account which modify the
masses of the heavy quarkonium states as well as open
heavy flavor mesons. In Sec. III, the computations of the
decay widths of y(3770) — DD and Y(4S) — BB using
the field theoretical model of composite hadrons are briefly
described, and, the salient features of the model are
presented in the Appendix. The results of the partial decay
widths in magnetized (nuclear) matter are discussed in
Sec. 1V, and the summary of the present work are given
in Sec. V.
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II. MASS MODIFICATIONS OF CHARM
AND BOTTOM MESONS

We describe briefly the chiral effective model used to
study the open charm (bottom) mesons and the charmo-
nium (bottomonium) states in magnetized nuclear matter.
The model is a generalization of a chiral SU(3) model,
based on a nonlinear realization of chiral symmetry and the
breaking of scale invariance of QCD. The scale symmetry
breaking is incorporated through a scalar dilaton field
(which mimics the scalar gluon condensate), and the mass
modifications of the heavy quarkonium states are obtained
from medium modifications of the dilaton field. The in-
medium masses of the open heavy (charm and bottom)
flavor mesons are obtained by generalizing the chiral SU(3)
model to include the interactions of the open charm and
bottom mesons with the light hadrons.

In the presence of a magnetic field, the Lagrangian for
SU(3) model has the form [100],

L= ‘Ckin + ZEBW + Evec + [’0 + /:’scalebreak
w

+£SB +£§1};1g7 (1)

where L, refers to the kinetic energy terms of the baryons
and the mesons, Ly is the baryon-meson interaction term,
Lec describes the dynamical mass generation of the vector
mesons via couplings to the scalar mesons and contain
additionally quartic self-interactions of the vector fields, £,
contains the meson-meson interaction terms, L. jebreak 1S
the scale invariance breaking term and Lgg describes the
explicit chiral symmetry breaking. The kinetic energy terms
are given as

- 1
Ly = iTxBy, DB + = TeD, XDAX
1

o+ Tr(u, XutX + Xu,uX) + 5 TeD, Y DY

I P »
+§D”)(D X — ZTr(VﬂUV ) _ZTr(A”UA )

1
— TH(F ), 2)

where B is the baryon octet, X is the scalar meson multiplet,
Y is the pseudoscalar chiral singlet, y is the scalar dilaton
field, vV, =9,V,-9,V,, A,y = 9,A, -0, A,,and F,, =

v
9,A, —d,A, are the field strength tensors of the vector

meson multiplet, V¥, the axial vector meson multiplet, A,
and the photon field, A*. In Eq. (2),

u' (9,u) = (Qu")u) = (u(du’) = (Qu)u™)].  (3)

u, :_Z[(

and the covariant derivative of a field ®(=B, X, Y, y) reads
D,®=9,®+ [Fﬂ, @], with

r =

" —%[(MT(%M)—(%MT)M)+(u(0ﬂMT)—(ayu)uf)}, (4)

where u = exp( Py5> where P = z¢2%, with 7 and ¢,
i =1,...8, as the pseudoscalar mesons and the Gell-Mann
matrices. The interaction of the baryons with the meson, W
(scalar, pesudoscalar, vector, axialvector meson) is given as

Lpw = —\/Egév(aw[BOBW]F + (1 —ay)[BOBW])p)

9N i
- I THBOBW (W) (5)

where, the F-type (antisymmetric) and D-type (symmetric)
couplings are defined as [BOBW|=Tr(BOWB—BOBW)
and [BOBW|, =Tr(BOWB+BOBW)—3Tr(BOB)Tr(W).
In Eq. (5), (W.0) = (X, 1), (u.7°). (V.7*), and (A, y"p’)
for the interactions of the baryons with the scalar, the
pseudoscalar, the vector, and the axial-vector mesons,
respectively.

The Lagrangian for the vector meson interaction is
written as

2,2
Lo = VX Te(v, V) + ETr(v,, v x?)
2 X6 4

A
+ % (Tr(V*))? + 2(g4)* Tr(V,V*)>. (6)
The masses of w, p, and ¢ are fitted from my, u, and Ay.
The Lagrangian describing the interaction for the scalar
mesons, X, and pseudoscalar singlet, Y, is given as [61]

1
ﬁo:_§k0)(212+k1(12)2+k214+2k3113’ (7)

with I, =Tr(X+iY)?, I3=det(X+iY),and I,=Tr(X+iY)*.
In the above, y is the scalar dilaton field that is introduced in
order to mimic the QCD trace anomaly, i.e., the nonvanishing
energy-momentum tensor,

0 = (Bocn/29) (G5, G") + Zm Giqi, (8)

where Gy, is the gluon field tensor and the second term in
the trace accounts for the finite quark masses, with m; as the
current quark mass for the quark of flavor, i = u, d, s. The
scale breaking and the explicit chiral symmetry breaking
terms are given as [60,61]

1,2 d I3 VA%
calebreak = =~ %+ S 441 £
‘Cscalebredk 4)( n}{g 3)( n((det(X>0> (}(0 B (9)

Lsp = TrA, (u(X +iY)u+u' (X = i¥)u’),  (10)
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with A, = 1/v/2m?f,diag(1, 1, ’”KfK— 1); here, m, and

my are the masses of the pion and K meson, and f, and f,
their decay widths.

In the present investigation, we use the mean field
approximation, where all the meson fields are treated as
classical fields. In this approximation, only the scalar and
the vector fields contribute to the baryon-meson interaction,
Lgw, since for all the other mesons, the expectation values
are zero. The various terms of the Lagrangian density in the
mean field approximation are given as

Lpx + Lpy = —Z WilginYo® + gigyod + mily; (11)
i

1y
Evec = 2y
+ g3 (0* + 2¢* + 60°p* + p*) (12)

2
%(ma,a) + miw* + myw?)

1
Lo =—5kor*(6® + 2 +8) + ki(0? + ¢+ 8°)°

ot &t
+k, <7 Tt C4> +kay(0® =) — kgt (13)

1 d o _52 Z:
Escalebreak: 4 1 )(g+§ 411’1( Oé’() (X) )

The baryon-scalar meson interactions generate the
baryon masses and the parameters corresponding to these
interactions are adjusted so as to obtain the baryon masses
as their experimentally measured vacuum values. In
Eq. (11), the effective mass of the baryon of type i
(i = p.n, A, %9, 5%7) is given as

—95i0 — gCiC = 950, (15)

which is calculated from the values of the scalar fields in the
magnetized medium, and the masses with the vacuum
values of the scalar fields correspond to the experimentally
measured vacuum values of the baryons.

The explicit chiral symmetry breaking term is given as

Lop=Tr [diag (— % 12 (0 +8). =5 m2f oo = ),

(ﬂm%fk -~ m%f,f> c)]
{ ,,f,,a+(f mifx = f m)c} (16)

In the above, the matrix, whose trace gives the Lagrangian
density corresponding to the explicit chiral symmetry
breaking in the chiral SU(3) model, has been explicitly
written down. Comparing the above term with the explicit

chiral symmetry breaking term of the Lagrangian density in
QCD given as

£EP — _Tr[diag(m,au, mydd, mss)],  (17)

one obtains the nonstrange quark condensates ((#u) and
(dd)) and the strange quark condensate ((3s)) to be related
to the scalar fields, o, 8, and ¢ as

m ) = 32 fo(o +8); my{dd) = Sm2f (o~ o)

mf5s) = (Vandf =i ) (18)

It might be noted here that with the choice for A, in
the explicit symmetry breaking term as given by
Eq. (10), together with the constraints oy = —f,, {o =

- ﬁ (2fx — f ) assure that the PCAC relations of the pion
and kaon are fulfilled. Using one loop QCD f function

Bacp(9) = — ligv,;f (1- 12 lNNf ), with N, = 3, the number of

colors and N, as the number of quark flavor, in the trace of
energy momentum tensor in QCD given by Eq. (8) and
equating with @), of the chiral model,

oL

9””:)(&_452

(1 _d))(4? (19)

the scalar gluon condensate gets related to the dilaton fleld
as [51]

a 24
=Gy = — (1 =d)y*, 20
(Zonom) ~ gy 0-ar @

in the limiting situation of massless quarks in the energy
momentum tensor of QCD given by Eq. (8).

The term Emag in the Lagrangian given by Eq. (1),
describes the interaction of the baryons with the electro-
magnetic field and is given as [101-103]

ﬁrlr;l};g = —yq;7,A'wi — %KiﬂNl/;iaﬂbF;wWiv (21)
where, y; corresponds to the ith baryon. The tensorial
interaction of baryons with the electromagnetic field given
by the second term in the above equation is related to the
anomalous magnetic moments of the baryons. We choose
the magnetic field to be uniform and along the z axis and
take the vector potential to be A* = (0,0, Bx,0). The
number and scalar densities of the proton have contribu-
tions from the Landau energy levels and the neutrons have
contributions to their number and scalar densities due to the
anomalous magnetic moment, in the presence of a magnetic
field [101,102]. The expressions for the number and scalar
densities of the proton in the presence of a uniform
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magnetic field (chosen to be along z direction) and
accounting for the anomalous magnetic moments for the
nucleons are given as [104—106]

eB [ ) (max) )
Pr =2 [Z ki, + Z ki (22)
V=l v=1
and
) eBm, v A /m;‘,2 +2eBv+A,
Pp= 27>

v=0  \/m}*+2eBv

K2+ B

\/ *24+2eBu+ A,

Vi A/ m;‘,z + 2eBr — A ) 1 + E( 2
v=1 m*2—|—2eBz/ \/m*2+2eB1/ A,
+p5 P9, (23)

where kﬁf’ D) 4 are the Fermi momenta of protons for the

Landau level, v for the spin index, S = +1, i.e., for spin up
and spin down projections for the proton. These Fermi
momenta are related to the Fermi energy of the proton as

s B = (i aemesn, ). 9

The number density and the scalar density of neutrons are
given as

1 2 n n
P=732 {5 s+ 58, {(m;; - SaS
4n”

n . »+SA,
+EY >z<sm_1 (m +(n) )_g)” (25)
Ey

and
(n) (n)
m;, n) fs—i-Ef
k; E SA )*1In
g 4,,252[ i+ 5o )

+p®9. (26)
(n)

The Fermi momentum, k;g for the neutron with spin
projection, S [S = %1 for the up (down) spin projection]

is related to the Fermi energy for the neutron, Egp") as

ks = \/ Ef

In the Egs. (22)—(27), the parameter A; is related to the
anomalous magnetic moment for the nucleon, i (i = p, n)

(m} + SA,)>. (27)

asA; = — %K,»,u ~ B, where k; occurring in the second term in
the Lagrangian density given by Eq. (21), is the value of the
gyromagnetic ratio of the nucleon corresponding to the
anomalous magnetic moment of the nucleon. In the present
study of magnetized (nuclear) matter, the meson fields are
treated as classical in the mean field approximation, and
nucleons as quantum fields and the self energies of the
nucleons include the contributions from the Dirac sea. In
addition to using the mean field approximation, where the
meson fields are replaced by their expectation values, we
also use the approximations that yr,y; = 6;;(Wy;) = 6;;p;
and g y*y; = 6,;6°°(y ;) = 6;,6p;, where pi and p;
are the scalar and number density of baryon of species i
(corresponding to neutron and proton in the present
investigation). Using the scalar densities of the nucleons
in the presence of magnetic field, the values of the scalar
fields, o, £, and 6 are obtained by solving their coupled
equations of motion, for given values of the baryon density,
isospin asymmetry parameter and magnetic field. The last
terms in Egs. (23) and (26) correspond to the contributions
of the Dirac sea for the scalar densities of proton and
neutron. The magnetized Dirac sea contribution to the
nucleon self-energy has been calculated by summing over
the tadpole diagrams arising due to the interaction of the
nucleons with the scalar field ¢ within the Walecka model in
the weak magnetic field approximation [99]. Generalizing
to include the interactions of the nucleons to the strange ¢
and the nonstrange isovector § scalar fields as well, in
addition to the interaction with the nonstrange o field, for
the chiral effective model used in the present investigation,
the contribution due to the magnetized Dirac sea to the self-
energy of the ith nucleon (i = p, n) is given as

2
9ai> [(q:B)?
. E
' An’m? [3m

a=0,,6

el

where g; is the charge and A; = — %Ki/,lNB is related to the
anomalous magnetic moment of the baryon i (p and 7 in the
present investigation).

The interactions of the D(D) and B(B) mesons with
the baryons and the scalar mesons are obtained by genraliz-
ing the chiral SU(3) model to the charm and bottom
sectors [48—51,53]. For the chiral SU(3) model, the baryon
as well as meson octets can be written in terms of the 3 x 3
Gell-Mann matrices, as ® ~1,¢*, ® =B,P, X, Vﬂ, A”.
However, when the model is generalized to SU(4) to include
the charm hadrons, the meson multiplets (being 15-plet) can
be expressed as 4 x 4 Gell-Mann matrices (1,,a = 1, ...15),
but the baryon multiplet, being a 20-plet, can not be written as
a square matrix of the same order as meson multiplets. When
chiral SU(3) model is generalized to the charm (and bottom)
sectors, the baryons are represented by the tensor, Bk,

iB)*m; + (|q;1B)(AB)}
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which is antisymmetric in the first two indices. The baryon-
pseudoscalar meson interaction term (the Weinberg-
Tomozawa term) is then written as

Lwr = ) [Bijer*((T,), B 4-2(T,),/B™)].  (29)

For the nuclear matter as considered in the present study, the
relevant entries of the baryon tensor are B'>! = —B?!! and
B'?? = —B?'2_ corresponding to p and n, respectively. The
masses of the open charm (bottom) mesons are obtained from
the interaction Lagrangian,

Line = Lwr + Lsve + Lispange T Lat + La,»  (30)

where the first term is the Weinberg-Tomozawa term, Lgy iS
the scalar exchange term, and Ljgynge, £4, and Ly, are the
range terms. The scalar meson exchange term is obtained
from explicit symmetry breaking term given by (10), with

the generalizations: A, =1/ V2m2f diag(1, 1, 2:::2%(; K—1,

2plo 1) and A, = 1/V2mfdiag(1. 1,255~ 1,

2m3 fp 2m%fp
mf, ~ b, T b,
for the SU@) and SU(5) cases

diag(%2, =2 ¢.¢,) and X=diag(“G2L0.0),

respectively, where (.~ (¢c) and ¢, ~ (b ) The range
terms are obtained from the interaction terms [51],

and the scalar meson multiplet
is given as X =
(6-8) (0+6)

Lisirange = Tr(u, XutX + Xu, utX), (31)
dy - .
Ly = Z](BijkBl]k(uﬂ)lm(u”)ml)7 (32)
and
d . .
La, = = [Bije ()" ((w"),* B + 2(u),,/B)].  (33)

=

2
In the above equations, u# occurring in the expressions
of u# and ™ given by Egs. (3) and (4) is given as,
u= exp( Aam%y®), where A, are the 4 x 4 (5 x 5) Gell-

Mann matnces with a=1,...15 (a=1,...24) for the
generalization to the case of SU(4) [SU(5)] model. The

masses of the open charm (D*, D°, D) and the open bottom
(B*,B°, B%) mesons in magnetized (nuclear) matter are
modified due to their interactions with the nucleons and
the scalar fields [101,102]. The in-medium masses are
obtained by solving their dispersion relations, which are
obtained from the Fourier transformations of their equations
of motion. These are given as

—? + K + m3, = gy (@,

. Q=0 (34

where I1p7), denotes the self energy of the meson F (=D, B),

F(=D, B) in the medium. Explicitly, the self energies for the
D and D are given as [101]

S
HD(w’ |k|) = % [3(pp +pn) + (pp _pn))]w
m%) / \/5 Ry
+E(g + gc )
1 / / /
+ _E(G J,-\/EZ:C:I:5> 2fD(pp+pn>
d, -
a7z (057 £ (05 = i) | (@7 = ),
(35)
and
HD(CO’ _') 4f2 [3(pp +pn)i<pp _pn)]w
2
+E( ’—1-\5@’2&:5’)
1 / / d_ s s
gy VRt ()
d S S _>2
4fD((pp+pn):l:(pn_pn)) (wZ_k )’ (36)

where the + signs refer to the D° and D™, respectively, in
Eq. (35) and to the D° and D™, respectively, in Eq. (36). For
the B meson doublet (B*,B?) and B meson doublet (B~, B),
the self energies are given by [102]

- 1
HB(w’ |k|) = 4fB [ (pp +pn) + (pp _pn)]w
2
2fB( V)
L, / / d
+ —f—B(a +\/§Cbi5)+m(px +p)
d ) ) >
g7z 30h +20) = (0 =) | (@2 - k),
(37)
and
- 1
HB(C‘)’ k|) = WB(pp +pn) + (pp —,0,,)]0)
m% / \/5 Ay
+%(0 + z-:b )
+ —i(0’+\/§CZi5’) +712(p§7+p§‘)
/B B
d

— o) |(@? = &),

(38)

2 s S S
+ vl By, +p5) £ (05,

where the & signs refer to the B* and B, respectively, in
Eq. (37) and to the B~ and B° mesons, respectively, in
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Eq. (38). The terms in the self-energies refer to the leading
Weinberg-Tomozawa term and the subleading terms (the
scalar exchange term and the range terms) in chiral perturba-
tion expansion. The parameters d; and d, are fitted from the
KN scattering lengths [51]. In Egs. (35)~(38), ¢/(= 6 — 6¢),
{(=Cp —Cpo), and &' (= 6 — &) are the fluctuations of o,
{p, and 6, from their vacuum expectation values.

FE) = = w(|k| = 0), which
depend (through the self energies) on the values of the
scalar fields (o, ¢, and 6) as well as the number and scalar
densities of the nucleons. In the presence of a magnetic
field, the lowest Landau level (LLL) contributions are taken
into account for the charged D*(B*) mesons. The effective
masses of the open charm and bottom mesons are thus
given as

The masses are given as m’

eff _
D+

migt = \fm? £ eB. mig g = my (39)

where m*F( 7)
obtained as solution of the dispersion relation given by
Eq. (34).

The mass shift of the heavy quarkonium states arises
from the medium modification of the scalar gluon con-

densate in the leading order and is given as [56-59]

k
s =35 | P75 ) g 2
x <<“— G,‘j,,G’“’”> —< G;UG””“> ) (40)
z 0

which, using Eq. (20), gives the mass shift of the heavy
quarkonium state as [50,51]
> K|
K[?/mep) + e

Ampr) :%(1—d)/dk|2< oy (k)

X (= x0%). (41)

) -5 /1%

In Eq. (41), d is a parameter introduced in the scale
breaking term in the Lagrangian, y and y, are the values
of the dilaton field in the magnetized medium and in
vacuum, respectively. The wave functions of the quarko-
nium states, y(k), are assumed to be harmonic oscillator
wave functions, m. ;) is the mass of the charm (bottom)
quark, and € = 2m, ;) — my,(y) is the binding energy of the
charmonium (bottomonium) state of mass, n,,(y). It might

m mziz + eB, mt = m*

is the mass of the open charm (bottom) meson

where

(42)

be noted here that the leading order mass formula [given by
Eq. (40)] was derived using the binding of the heavy quark
and antiquark in the heavy quarkonium state to be
Coulombic. This is a good approximation for the ground
state but not realistic for the excited states [59] as the mass
shift formula contains derivatives of the wave function,
which measure the dipole size of the system. The wave
functions for the charmonium and bottomonium states are
assumed to be harmonic oscillator type, with the strengths
of the potential determined from the rms radii of the
quarkonium states. The mass shifts of the heavy quarko-
nium states are thus obtained from the values of the dilaton
field, y [using Eq. (41)].

The Dirac sea contributions are included in the scalar
densities of the nucleons, which occur in the equations of
motion of the scalar fields, o, { and 6. For given values of
the baryon density, pp, the isospin asymmetry parameter,
n=(pn—pp)/(2pp) (with p, and p, as the neutron and
proton number densities), the magnetic field, B (chosen to
be along z direction), the fields (o, ¢, J, and y) are solved
from their coupled equations of motion. Within the chiral
effective model, the masses of the open charm and bottom
mesons are given by Eq. (39), which are obtained from the
solutions of the dispersion relations given by Eq. (34) for

|%| = 0, with additional Landau level contributions for the
charged mesons.

A. Pseudoscalar-vector meson (PV) mixing

In the presence of a magnetic field, there is mixing
between the spin 0 (pseudoscalar) meson and spin 1
(vector) mesons, which modifies the masses of these
mesons [78,79,84-88,107]. The PV mixing leads to a drop
(rise) in the mass of the pseudoscalar (longitudinal com-
ponent of the vector) meson. The mass modifications have
been studied using a phenomenological Lagrangian density
of the form [86-88],

IV o (4P VY, (43)

av

[’PV;/

for the heavy quarkonia [78,81,85-87], the open charm
mesons [79], and the strange (K and K) mesons [107]. In
Eq. (43), m,, = (my + mp)/2, mp and my are the masses
for the pseudoscalar and vector charmonium states, and F w
is the dual electromagnetic field. In Eq. (43), the coupling
parameter gpy is fitted from the observed value of the
radiative decay width, I'(V — P + y). Assuming the spatial
momenta of the heavy quarkonia to be zero, there is
observed to be mixing between the pseudoscalar and the
longitudinal component of the vector field from their
equations of motion obtained with the phenomenological
PVy interaction given by Eq. (43). The physical masses of
the pseudoscalar and the longitudinal component of the
vector mesons, including the mixing effects, obtained by
solving their equations of motion, are given as [86—88]
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2 2 g2 4

ev) _1 Cpv 2epyM7 | cpy

Mp yi _§<Mi+mz \/Mi"' st | (44)
av av av

where M2 =m%+m}, M2 = m3, — m%, and cpy = gpyeB.

The effective Lagrangian term given by Eq. (43) has been
observed to lead to the mass modifications of the longi-
tudinal J/y and 5. due to the presence of the magnetic
field, which agree extremely well with a study of these
charmonium states using a QCD sum rule approach
incorporating the mixing effects [85,86].

The PV mixing effects for the open charm mesons (due
to D — D* and D — D* mixings) [79], in addition to the
mixing of the charmonium states (due to J/y — ., ' — 1.
and y(3770) — 5. mixings) [78,79], as calculated using the
phenomenological Lagrangian given by Eq. (43), have
been observed to lead to an appreciable drop (rise) in the
mass of the pseudoscalar (longitudinal component of the
vector) meson. These were observed to modify the partial
decay width of y(3770) — DD [78,79], with the modifi-
cations being much more dominant due to the PV mixing in
the open charm (D — D* and D — D*) mesons.

For the bottom sector, due to a lack of data on radiative
decays, V — Py, the modifications in the masses of the
pseudoscalar and vector mesons (Q; Q, bound states) due
to the PV mixing effects have been estimated from the
mixing of spin with the external magnetic field [81], using
the Hamiltonian [84,88],

2
Hspin—mixing == Zﬂz - B, (45)
i=1

which describes the interaction of the magnetic moments of
the quark (antiquark) with the external magnetic field. In
the above, u; = gle|q;S;/(2m;) is the magnetic moment of
the ith particle, g is the Lande g factor [taken to be 2 (-2)
for the quark (antiquark)], ¢;, S;, m; are the electric charge
(in units of the magnitude of the electronic charge, |e|),
spin, and mass of the ith particle [86,88]. This interaction
leads to a drop (increase) of the mass of the pseudoscalar
(longitudinal component of the vector meson) given as [84]

AE
AMPV:T((H—AZ)VZ—I), (46)

where A=2g|eB|((q,/m)—(q2/m,))/AE, AE=my—mp
is the difference in the masses of the pseudoscalar and
vector mesons. It was observed in Ref. [81] that the partial
decay widths Y(4S) — BB in the presence of an external
magnetic field, calculated using a field theoretical model of
composite hadrons, has significantly larger contributions
from the PV mixng effects from the open bottom mesons
(B — B* and B — B* mixings) as compared to the mixing of
the bottomonium states, Y'(4S) and 7, (4S). As we shall see
later, the inclusion of the Dirac sea contributions are

observed to lead to significant modifications to the meson
masses, especially when the AMMs of the nucleons are
taken into consideration, which, in turn, has significant
effects on the partial decay widths of the charmonium
(bottomonium) states to the open charm (bottom) mesons.
In the following section, we shall briefly describe the field
theoretical model used to calculate the heavy quarkonium
partial decay widths [77-81].

IIL. PARTIAL DECAY WIDTHS OF CHARMONIUM
(BOTTOMONIUM) STATE TO DD(BB)

In this section, we briefly describe the field theoretical
model of composite hadrons [108—110] used to study the
partial decay widths of the vector heavy quarkonium states
to open heavy flavor mesons in magnetized (nuclear)
matter, specifically, the decay widths of the charmonium
state y(3770) and the bottomonium state Y (45), which are
the lowest states which decay to DD and BB in vacuum. As
the matter produced in the noncentral ultrarelativistic heavy
ion collisions (where strong magnetic fields are created) is
dilute, the quarkonium decay widths are studied for
vacuum (pg = 0) and for pp = p, in the presence of a
magnetic field. The model used for the calculation of the
decay widths describes the hadrons as comprising of quark
(and antiquark) constituents. The constituent quark field
operators of the hadron in motion are constructed from the
constituent quark field operators of the hadron at rest, by a
Lorentz boosting. Similar to the MIT bag model [111],
where the quarks (antiquarks) occupy specific energy levels
inside the hadron, it is assumed in the present model for the
composite hadrons that the quark (antiquark) constituents
carry fractions of the mass (energy) of the hadron at rest (in
motion) [108,109]. With explicit constructions of the
charmonium (bottomonium) state and the open charm
(bottom) mesons, the decay width of the heavy quarkonium
state to open heavy flavor mesons is calculated using the
light quark antiquark pair creation term of the free Dirac
Hamiltonian for constituent quark field [77]. The salient
features of the field theoretic model for composite hadrons
are presented in the Appendix.

The relevant part of the quark pair creation term is
through the ¢g(q = u, d) creation for decay of the char-
monium (bottomonium) state, ¥ (), to the final state, DD
(BB). The pair creation term is given as

Hyig(x,1=0) = O (x)" (—iac- 7 + pM,) O (x), (47)

where M, is the constituent mass of the light quark
(antiquark). The subscript g of the field operators in
Eq. (47) refers to the fact that the light antiquark, g, and
light quark, ¢, are the constituents of the D(B) and D(B)
mesons with momenta p and p’, respectively, in the final
state of the decay of the charmonium (bottomonium)
state, ¥(3770)(Y(4S)).
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Assuming the initial and final state mesons to be bound
by a harmonic oscillator potential, the explicit construc-
tions for the vector quarkonium states y(3770) (corre-
sponding to 1D state) and Y (4S), at rest (with spin
projection m) are given as [77,80,112]

1 .
m(3770)(0)) = dk k)c,i(k)'
W (E770)0) = o= [ i1 000, (K)
x u, (6" = 3(c - k)k")c, (=K )v,|vac).
(48)
with
16 1/2
”y/(lD)(k) = (E) ﬂ—1/4<Ri(lD))7/4k2
1
X exp <_§RW(ID)2k2>’ (49)
and
) ) = [ dkibiis) s (k)
X a”’l;sivs(—kl)|vac>, (50)
with
1 V35 /R: 45\ ¥4
uyus) (ki) = 4 <”> <1—2R§<4S)k%
4 8
4 k k6
5 Rrag ki = o5 K )
xexp[ } (51)

In Egs. (48) and (50), ci7(bhi") creates a charm (bottom)
quark of spin r and color i, & (132) creates a charm (bottom)
antiquark of spin s and color i, " =1¢™ gives the spin
projection of the charm (bottom) quark (antiquark), and u,
and v, are the two component spinors for the quark and
antiquark. The value of the harmonic oscillator strength for
the charmonium state 1;/(3770) is fixed from its rms radius,

Fms = 1 fm, to be R™! y(3770) = =370 MeV [51,59], and for

the bottomonium state, Y (4S), it is fixed from the value of
the leptonic decay width [Y(4S) — eTe™] of 0.272 keV to
be R}l(m as 638.6 MeV [55,80].

The states for the open charm and bottom mesons
(F = D, B, F = D, B) with finite momenta are constructed
in terms of the constituent quark field operators, obtained
from the quark field operators of these mesons at rest

through a Lorentz boosting [110]. These are given as

F(p)) = % (g) v / Ik exp (_ Rg;kz>

x 0,'(k + 4,p) ulq, (—=k + 4, p)v,dk,  (52)

o = ()" [ (25X

x ¢,/ (k + 4p) uf 0, (=k + Lp')vidk, (53)

where, for the heavy charm quark, Q =c¢, g = (d, u)
correspond to the states (D, D~) and (D°, D°), respec-
tively, and, for heavy bottom quark, Q =b, g = (u,d)
correspond to the open bottom mesons (B~,B") and
(B°, BY), respectively. In Egs. (52) and (53), 4, and 4,
are the fractions of the mass (energy) of the open charm
(bottom) meson at rest (in motion), carried by the con-
stituent light [¢ = (d, u)] antiquark (quark) and the con-
stituent heavy charm (bottom) quark (antiquark), with
A1+, = 1. The values of A; and A, are calculated by
assuming the binding energy of the hadron as shared
by the quark (antquark) to be inversely proportional to
the quark (antiquark) mass [77,80,109]. Taking the con-
stituent masses of the u and d quarks to be same
(M, =M, = M,), the energies of ¢(g), (¢ = u, d), and
as [109]

(c,b) in F(F) meson are then given

wI:Mq—i—MLxBE and 0)2:MQ+MLQXBE, (54)
q

with u is the reduced mass of the light heavy, Qg(qQ)
system, givenas 1/u = 1/My + 1/M, with M, and M, as
the constituent masses of the heavy (Q) quark and
light (¢) quark, respectively, BE is the binding energy,

BE = mpp) — Mgy —M,, and, 1; = mf("ﬁ), i =1, 2 are the

energies carried by the light quark (antiquark) and heavy
antiquark (quark). The motivation for the assumption that
the contributions from the quark (antiquark) to the binding
energy of the hadron to be inversely proportional to the
mass of the quark (antiquark) as in Eq. (54) is as follows. In
fact, in general, the contributions to the binding energy of
the bound state composed of particles of 1 and 2, with
masses m; and m,, are assumed to be given as y/m;, i = 1,
2, multiplied by the binding energy of the bound state,
where u is the reduced mass of the system, calculated
from 1/ = 1/m; + 1/m,. In other words, the contribu-
tions from the particles to binding energy are inversely
proportional to their masses, and the total binding energy is
the sum of the individual contributions, i.e., BE =
((u/my) + (u/my)) x BE = BE, as it should be. The
reason for making this assumption comes from the example
of hydrogen atom, which is the bound state of the proton
and the electron. As the mass of proton is much larger as
compared to the mass of the electron, the binding energy
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contribution from the electron is - X BE ~ BE of hydro-

X x BE,

which is negligible as compared to the total blndlng energy
of hydrogen atom, since m, > m,. With this assumption,
the binding energies of the heavy-light mesons, e.g., D and
D mesons as well as for B and B mesons, mostly arise from
the contribution from the light quark (antiquark).

The decay width of the quarkonium state, M, for the
decay process M — FF, with (M,F,F)=(y(3770),D,D),
(Y(4S),B,B), is calculated from the matrix element of the
light quark-antiquark pair creation part of the free Dirac
Hamiltonian, between the intial quarkonium state and the
final state mesons for the reaction M — F(p)F(p’) as
given by

gen atom, and the contribution from the proton is ~

(F(p)|(F |/qu (x. 1 = 0)dx|M" (0))

=6(p +p)Au(p)Pm. (55)

where the expression for Ay (|p|) is written in the
Appendix. The decay width is calculated to be

282 o PePDPE(RD

T(M—F(p)F(=p))=r,—Ip Au((p])?.

(56)

with PF (|p‘) (m%-(p) + |p|2)1/2,

tude of the momentum of the outgoing F(F) meson is
given as

(mp* —m

my? e 4 oma? _2\2\ 1/2
pl = (M- R )

4mM2

In the above, the masses of the F(F) and heavy quarko-
nium state are the in-medium masses in the magnetized
nuclear matter calculated in the chiral effective model, with
additional contributions from lowest Ladau levels for the
charged open charm (bottom) mesons, as given by
Egs. (39) and (41). The parameter, y,,, in the expression
for the quarkonium decay width, is a measure of the
coupling strength for the creation of the light quark
antiquark pair, to produce the FF final state. This parameter
is adjusted to reproduce the vacuum decay widths of
w(3770) to D*D~ and D°DP [77] for the charm sector
and Y(4S) - B*B~ and Y(4S) - B°B° [80] for the
bottom sector.

When we include the PV mixing effect, the expression
for the decay width is modified to

FPV(M—>F<p) (-p))
_ K p |3pF(|p|)ZF(Ip|) M<|p|)2>

n <%|f)|3 PF(|I~)’B£]F(|I~’|)AM(|I~)|>2>} (58)

M

where, p is the expression of p [given by Eq. (57)], with
my; — (m
transverse polarizations for the quarkonium state, M,
whose masses remain unaffected by the mixing of the
pseudoscalar and vector charmonium states. The second
term in (58) corresponds to the longitudinal component,

whose mass is modified due to the mixing with the
pseudoscalar meson in the presence of the magnetic field.

]’f)’) .In Eq. (58), the first term corresponds to the

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We discuss the results obtained due to the effects of
Dirac sea contributions for the nucleons and the PV mixing
on the decay widths of charmonium state, y(3770) — DD
as well as Y (4S) — BB, in magnetized isospin asymmetric
nuclear matter. The decay widths are calculated using a
field theoretical model of composite hadrons for y(3770)
and Y (4S5), the lowest quarkonium states, which decay to
DD and BB in vacuum. As the created matter produced in
peripheral ultrarelativistic heavy ion collision experiments,
e.g., at RHIC, BNL, and at LHC, CERN, is extremely
dilute, we study the effects of the magnetic field on the
quarkonium partial decay widths at zero density and at
P = po, for symmetric as well as asymmetric magnetized
nuclear matter. In magnetized nuclear matter, the medium
modifications of the quarkonia decay widths are obtained
from the mass modifications of the initial (quarkonia states)
and the final (open charm and bottom mesons) calculated
using a chiral effective model [from Egs. (39) and (41)],
including the effects of Dirac sea of the nucleons, with
additional LLL contributions for the charged D*(B¥)
mesons, which further undergo mass modifications due
to pseudoscalar meson-vector meson (PV) mixing in the
presence of a magnetic field, [given by Egs. (44) and (46)
for the charm and bottom sectors]. As has already been
mentioned, the open charm and bottom meson masses are
obtained from interactions with the nucleons and scalar
mesons (o, ¢, and §) and mass shifts of the quarkonium
states are obtained from the modifications of a scalar
dilaton field, y, which mimics the gluon condensates of
QCD in the chiral effective model. The scalar fields and the
dilaton field are solved from their coupled equations of
motion, for given values of the baryon density, pg, isospin
asymmetry parameter, 7, and the magnetic field, B. In the
present study, the AMM:s of the nucleons are considered,
which are observed to be important for the mass mod-
ifications, especially, when the Dirac sea effects are taken
into account.
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There is observed to be enhancement of the quark
condensates [calculated from the scalar fields ¢ and ¢
using Eq. (18)] with increase in the magnetic field, due to
Dirac sea contributions for zero density as well as for pp =
po (Wwhen AMMs of nucleons are not considered) both for
symmetric (7 = 0) and asymmetric (with 7 = 0.5) nuclear
matter, an effect called magnetic catalysis (MC). However,
when the AMMs of nucleons are taken into account, there
is observed to be inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) for
pp = Po, both for symmetric as well as asymmetric (with
n = 0.5) nuclear matter in presence of a magnetic field. The
Dirac sea contributions have appreciable effects on the
meson masses and hence, on the decay widths of
w(3770) = DD and Y (4S) — BB. The quarkonium decay
widths in magnetized (nuclear) matter were studied using a
field theoretical model of composite hadrons [78], includ-
ing the effects of the mixing of the charmonium (botto-
monium) states [y(3770) —7.(25) [Y(4S) —n,(4S)]
mixings] [78,81] as well as the PV mixing of the open
charm (bottom) mesons [D(B)— D*(B*) and D(B) —
D*(B*) mixings] [79,81], in addition to the Landau level
contributions for the charged D*(B*) mesons. The Dirac
sea contributions to the self energies of the nucleons are
observed to lead to important modifications on the decay
widths, which were not considered in Refs. [78,79,81] for
the mass modifications of the initial and final state mesons,
hence on the quarkonia decay widths.

Including the effects of the Dirac sea of the nucleons, the
masses of the open charm [113], the bottom meson
mesons [114], and the heavy quarkonia states [115] have
been studied in magnetized (nuclear) matter. The inclusion
(exclusion) of the AMM:s of nucleons give rise to the IMC
(MC) for pp = py, which lead to very different behaviors
for the masses of the quarkonium states y/(1D) and Y (4S),
with a drop (increase) in the mass, with an increase in the
magnetic field, when the PV effects are not taken into
account [115]. For the open heavy flavor mesons, there is
observed to be a monotonic increase with magnetic field
when the AMMs are not taken into account, whereas there
is obserevd to be an initial increase followed by a drop in
these masses when the magnetic field is further increased,
and the behavior remains similar when the PV mixing
effects are also taken into account [113]. The decay width
of the quarkonium state y(1D) [Y(4S)] (decaying at rest)
to DD (BB) depends on the magnitude of the momentum of
the outgoing open heavy flavor mesons, |p|, given by
Eq. (57) in terms of the in-medium masses of the quarko-
nium state and the open heavy flavor mesons. The
dependence of the quarkonium decay width on |p| is
through a polynomial term multiplied by an exponential
term, as can be seen from the expression of the decay width
given by Eq. (58), in which the expression AM[|p| given by
Eq. (A12)] is in the form of an exponential as well as
polynomials, 7%, whose explicit expressions are written

i

down in the Appendix. As we shall see there is observed to

be a significant difference in the decay width of
Y (4S) — BB, for py = py, for both symmetric and asym-
metric nuclear matter, when the AMMSs are taken into
account, as compared to when these are ignored. This is due
to the different behaviors of the masses of the quarkonium
and open charm (bottom) mesons, due to the different
behaviors of the scalar fields, corresponding to (inverse)
magnetic catalysis, in the presence (absence) of the AMMs
of the nucleons. The effects of the Dirac sea contributions
are seen to be more significant for the Y(4S) — BB, with
observation of nodes at high values of the magnetic field,
for both the charged and neutral BB final state decay
widths.

In Fig. 1, we plot the decay widths of y(3770) — DD
for pp = 0 including the Dirac sea (DS) contributions for
the nucleons as well as effects from the PV mixing in the
presence of a magnetic field. In Fig. 1(a) shows the decay
widths of (I) w(3770) — D*D~, (I) w(3770) - D°D",
and sum of these subchannels, in the absence of the PV
mixing of the charmonium states as well as open charm
mesons. In the absence of the DS contributions, for pg = 0,
the masses of the charmonium and the neutral open charm
mesons remain at their vacuum values, but the masses of
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FIG. 1. Decay widths of (I) w(1D)—»D*D~, (I) w(1D)—

D°DP, and (III) the sum of these two channels (I) and (II), as
functions of eB/m2, for py = 0 with the AMMs of nucleons
taken into account. The effects due to the Dirac sea (DS)
contributions are included. The effects of the D — D*
(D — D*) mixing on these decay widths are shown in (b) and
(d), without and with the additional effect from w(1D) — 1.
mixing, respectively. The results are compared with the
cases when the AMMs of nucleons are not considered (shown
as dotted lines).
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charged mesons D™ have positive shifts in the presence of a
magnetic field due to the lowest Landau level (LLL)
contributions. Hence, when the Dirac sea effects are

neglected, the decay width with the DD final state stays
at its vacuum value, whereas the decay width of
w(3770) — D" D~ decreases with increase in the magnetic
field (due to the increase in the masses of the charged D*
mesons) and becomes zero at and larger than a certain value
of magnetic field (when the decay is no longer kinemat-
ically possible). In the presence of the Dirac sea contribu-
tions, but when the PV mixing effects are not taken into
account, the masses of the neutral open charm mesons and
charmonium states are observed to have negligible depend-
ence on the magnetic field [113,115]. However, there is
increase in the masses of the charged D* mesons due to the
lowest Landau level (LLL) contributions, which leads to a
drop in the decay width for the charged open charm meson
pair final state in the presence of a magnetic field, whereas,
the decay width of charmonium to neutral DD is observed
to drop marginally with increase in the magnetic field, in
the absence of PV mixing, as can be seen from panel (a) in
Fig. 1. The contributions due to PV mixing have been
observed to be significant in Refs. [78,79]. The Dirac sea
contributions are taken into account using the summation
of the tadpole diagrams, using weak field approximation
for the nucleon propagator [99], and, in the presence of
AMMs of the nucleons, the solutions do not exist for the
scalar fields for eB > 4m2, for pg = 0 in this approxima-
tion. The effects of AMMs on the charmonium decay
widths, for this range of magnetic field where the solutions
for the scalar fields and hence the masses of the open and
hidden charm mesons exist, are observed to be quite small,
as compared to the case when the AMMs are neglected
(shown as the dotted lines). The mixings of the D — D* and
D — D* mesons lead to drop in the masses of the open
charm pseudoscalar mesons, and this is observed as a
significant enhenacement of the decay width in the neutral
DD channel, as can be observed in panel (b) in Fig. 1.
However, the D(D) — D*(D*) mixings are not observed to
affect the decay channel with D+ D~ final state, the reason
for this is due to the fact that the PV effects on the masses of
the charged D* mesons become appreciable for higher
values of magnetic fields (eB > 3m2) [113], and, for these
values of the magnetic field, the decay to the charged DD is
no longer kinematically possible, due to the positive
Landau level contributions leading to increase in the
masses of the charged DT mesons. In the presence of
the w(1D) — 5.(2S) mixing (which leads to an increase in
the mass of the longitudinal component of w(1D)), but
without accounting for the mixing in the open charm meson
sectors, there is observed to be a rise in the decay widths for
both the sub channels for high values of magnetic field,
as can be seen from panel (c) in Fig. 1. When both the
mixings (for the charmonium as well as open charm

mesons) are considered, there is observed to be significant

rise in the charmonium decay width to the neutral DD, as
well as, an increase for the charged DD channel at higher
values of the magnetic field, as can be seen in panel (d)
of Fig. 1.

The decay widths of w(1D) — DD, along with the
decay widths for the subchannels (I) w(1D) - DTD~

and (Il) w(1D) — D°DY, are shown for pg = p,, account-
ing for the Dirac sea contributions to the scalar densities of
the nucleons as well as with the PV mixing effects from the
charmonium states [y(1D) — .. mxing]. These are shown
without and with the PV effects for the open charm
(D(D) — D*(D*) mixing) mesons, for symmetric (7 = 0)
nuclear matter, in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively. When the
AMMs of the nucleons are considered, the Dirac sea
contributions are observed to modify the decay width of
charmonium to the neutral DD appreciably at high mag-
netic fields, for # = 0 in the absence of PV mixing of open
charm mesons. However, the additional PV mixing for the
charmonium states [y(1D) — 7. mixing], is observed to
only modify the decay widths marginally, as can be seen
from panels (b) and (d) of Fig. 2. There is observed to be
significant rise in the decay widths when the PV mixing in
open charm sectors, is taken into account, as can be seen

60 T T T T 60 T T T T
-1 (a) - (b)
50— I =0, = 50 I :
S — I
40 {40 | 4
. 20 ! {120 F ! E
w/o Y(1D)-n, w/o Y(1D)-n,
10 {110} 4
0 0 It i
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
60 ————————1— 60 ————
(©) (d)
50 | 450 | 4
!
4ot Y(ID)-n {ao b [ VODI7 E
>
Q
30 30 | - 4
20 20 ]
10 10 \ 1
0 = 0 e 1

eB/m,r2

FIG. 2. Decay widths of (I) w(1D) - D™D, (I) w(1D) —
DD, and (III) the sum of these two channels (I) and (II), as
functions of eB/m?2, for py = p, and n = 0 with the AMMs of
nucleons taken into account. The effects due to the Dirac sea (DS)
contributions are shown in (b) and (d), without and with the
w(1D) — 1. mixing, respectively. The results are compared with
the cases when the AMM s of nucleons are not considered (shown
as dotted lines).
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FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2, with additional mass modifications of

the open charm mesons from D — D* and D — D* mixing effects.

from Fig. 3. The effects of the isospin asymmetry is
observed to be much less dominant as compared to the
effects due to the Dirac sea contributions and the PV
mixing effects. The AMMs of the nucleons however do
play an important role, and the Dirac contribution effects
lead to inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) when the AMMs
are considered, whereas there is observed to be magnetic
catalysis (MC) when the AMMs are neglected. Due to the
opposite behavior of the scalar fields (proportional to the
light quark condensates), the behaviors of the open charm
mesons are quite different without and with the inclusion of
the AMMs of the nucleons, at pgp = py, for symmetric as
well as asymmetric nuclear matter in the presence of a
magnetic field.

In Fig. 4, the decay widths of Y(4S) — BB, along with
the subchannels corresponding to the final states (I)
charged and (II) neutral BB are shown for pp = 0, taking
into account the Dirac sea contributions. In Fig. 4(a), in the
absence of the PV mixings for the bottomonium states
(Y(4S) —1,(4S)) as well as for the open bottom mesons
(B — B* and B — B*), due to the positive contributions to
B* masses from Landau levels, one observes a drop in the
width of the decay to BT B~ final state with increase in the
magnetic field, which becomes (and remains) zero for
eB > 5m2. On the other hand, the decay width for the
neutral BB final state shows a steady increase with the
magnetic field, reaching a value of 45.16 MeV at eB =
10m2 from the vacuum value of around 10 MeV. There is
observed to be a significant increase in the decay widths,
more dominant for the B¥B~ final state, due to the PV
mixing in the B(B) — B*(B*) mesons, as can be seen in

- — T
200 @ — | C o |20 (b) wlo T(4S)-ny(4S)
— I+
160 | 160 — |
~ W/ T(48)-7y(4S) B(B)B (B)
s 120 | 4
=
~ s} |woB(@®B)B(®B) i
8 10
200 F(©) 1200 F@ [ y(48),(45) ]
T(4S)-n,(4S)
R 160 =160 | B(E)-B*(E*) -
2120 =\ R " g
2 w/oBB)-B'(B)
~ s} 4

eB/mW2

FIG. 4. Decay widths of (I) Y(4S) - B*B~, (I) T(4S) —
BOBY, and (III) the sum of these two channels (I) and (II),
as functions of eB/m2, for py = 0 with the AMMs of nucleons
taken into account. The effects due to the Dirac sea (DS)
contributions are included. The effects of the B — B* (B — B*)
mixing on these decay widths are shown in (b) and (d), without
and with the additional effect from Y(4S) —#,(4S) mixing,
respectively. The results are compared with the cases
when the AMMs of nucleons are not considered (shown as
dotted lines).

Fig. 4(b). With further rise in the magnetic field, there is
observed to be a drop in the decay widths of both the sub-
channels, reaching zero value (corresponding to the nodes),
for the values of eB of around 7.5 and 11 m2 for the
subchannels (I) and (II), respectively. Similar behaviors of
the decay widths are observed when the PV mixng in the
bottomonium sector is also taken into account [shown in
Fig. 4(d)]. However, the PV mixing effects in the open
bottom sector are observed to be much more appreciable as
compared to the PV mixing effect in the bottomonium
sector, as can be seen in panels (c) and (d) of Fig. 4. The
observation of the nodes (vanishing of the decay widths)
arises due to the dependence of the decay widths [given by
Eq. (58)] on the magnitude of the momentum of the
outgoing B(B) meson [given by Eq. (57)] as a polynomial
term multiplied by a gaussian contribution, and the node
occurs when the polynomial part becomes zero. The nodes
arise from taking into consideration the internal structure of
the mesons in terms of the quark and antiquark constitu-
ents [51,72,78,81]. On the other hand, a phenomenological
interaction, L;,, ~ T*(B(9,B) — (,B)B), without account-
ing for the internal structure of the mesons, leads to the
decay widths, which increase monotonically with increase

in |p|.
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In Fig. 5, the decay widths are shown for pg = p, for
symmetric nuclear matter, without accounting for the mix-
ings in the open bottom sector. In Figs. 5(a) and 5(c), these
are plotted for the cases of without and with Y (45) — 7, (4S)
mixing, and, without accounting for the Dirac sea effects.
The decay widths are observed to have significant contri-
butions with inclusion of Dirac sea effects, when the AMMs
of the nucleons are taken into account, as can be seen
from Fig. 5(b) and 5(d), respectively. There is observed to be
an initial rise and then a drop and vanishing of the decay
widths at around eB = 10m2, for both the subchannels [(I)
Y(4S) — B*B~ and (Il) Y(4S) — B°B°], when the AMMs
are taken into account. As the magnetic field is further
increased, there is observed to be increase in these
decay widths. As can be observed in panels (b) and (d) in
Fig. 5, including the Dirac sea effects, when the AMMs of
the nucleons are ignored (shown as dotted lines), there is
observed to be adrop in the decay width (I) Y (4S) — B*B~,
which becomes zero for eB ~ 6m2, whereas the decay width
for the neutral BB final state shows a steady, but slow
decrease with rise in the magnetic field, without and with the
Y (4S) — n,(4S) mixing effect taken into consideration. The
effects on the decay widths of Y(4S) — BB from the PV
mixing of the bottomonium states are observed to be
marginal as compared to the effects from Dirac sea

T T T T T

b

(a) (b)
160 | | wio T(4S)-1,(4S) -

~ 120 120 F
:
= 0 w/o T (4S)-1,(4S) 80

L@
160 | H160 || Y(4S)-n,(4S) 1
[

120 - -

FIG. 5. Decay widths of (I) Y(4S) - B™B~, (Il) T(4S) —
BOBO, and (III) the sum of these two channels (I) and (II), as
functions of eB/m?2, for py = py and n = 0 with the AMMs of
nucleons taken into account. The effects due to the Dirac sea (DS)
contributions are shown in (b) and (d), without and with the
Y (4S) — 1,(4S) mixing, respectively. The results are compared
with the cases when the AMMs of nucleons are not considered
(shown as dotted lines).

contributions, as can be seen from Fig. 5. In the presence
of Dirac sea effects and AMMs of nucleons, when the
Y (4S) — 1,(4S) mixing is also taken into account, there is
observed to be a nonsmooth behavior of the decay widths in
both charged and neutral DD channels at around eB ~ 7m2
[as can be seen in panel (d) of Fig. 5]. This behavior of the
decay widths (which depend on |p|) arises from dependence
of the mass of the bottomonium state, Y (4S) (hence of |p|)
with the magnetic field, which is observed to be nonsmooth
at around this value of eB [115].

In Fig. 6, the decay widths are shown accounting for the
B(B) — B*(B*) mixings. In the absence of DS effects, there
is observed to be appreciable effect due to these mixings
which are observed to lead to only marginal modifications,
when the Y(4S) —#,(4S) mixing is also considered [see
Figs. 6(b) and 6(d) as compared to Figs. 6(a) and 6(c)].
There is observed to be a node in the decay width for the
BT B~ final state at around eB ~ 7m2 in the absence of DS
effects, without and with the PV mixing effects taken into
account, as can be seen from Figs. 6(a) and 6(c). In the
presence of DS effects, the initial rise is followed by a drop
leading to vanishing of the decay width and again an
increase as the magnetic field is further increased. The
nodes are observed for values of eB around 6.3 (8.2) and
9 (10.5) m2, for the charged (neutral) BB final states when
the AMMs of the nucleons are taken into account. The DS
effects are observed to be much larger at higher values of
the magnetic fields, when the AMMs are considered.

In Fig. 7, the decay widths are shown for pgp = p, for
asymmetric (with # = 0.5) nuclear matter, accounting for
the mixings in the bottomonium as well as the open bottom

o | @ [worasynas) | | 1O Nuorasipas)]| ]

B(®B)-B'(B)

0 2 4 6
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8

120 |

80

40 b N N, o
[ . N
"
! ! Ny Ly KL
0 2 4 6 8 10
eB/m,”

FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5 with additional mass modifications of
the open bottom mesons from B — B* and B — B* mixing effects.
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FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 6, with n = 0.5.

sector. In Figs. 7(a) and 7(c), these are plotted without DS
effects, which are observed to show similar behavior as for
the symmetric nuclear matter shown in Fig. 6; however, the
values for eB =0 are much higher for the asymmetric
nuclear matter as compared to the symmetric matter. In the
absence of the DS contributions, for zero magnetic
field [80], the different mass modifications of the botto-
monium state and open bottom mesons (and hence of
values of p
matter, lead to the difference in the decay widths of
Y(4S) — BB. The effects from the PV mixings for the
open bottom mesons are observed to dominate over the
effects due to the mixing in the bottomonium sector, both in
the symmetric and asymmetric nuclear matter.

The magnetic field effects considered on the decay width
of the charmonium (bottomonium) state w(1D) — DD
(T(4S) — BB) in the present work, are due to the Dirac
sea effects of the nucleons, the effects from w(1D) — 7.
(Y(4S) —n,(4S)), D—-D* (B—B*), and D—D* (B -
B*) mixings and Landau level contributions for the
charged, D*(B*) mesons. The Dirac contributions are
observed to lead to significant modifications to the quar-

konium decay widths. The decay of ¥(3770) to the D°D°
is observed to have much larger contribution from the Dirac
sea effects as compared to the decay width for the charged
D" D~ final state. The effects of the Dirac sea contributions
are observed to be more significant for the Y(4S) — BB
(as compared to the decay width of yw(1D) — DD). With
Dirac sea effects, there is observed to be a significant
difference in the decay width of Y(4S) — BB in magnet-
ized nuclear matter, for pgp = py, for the cases of ignoring
(including) the AMMs of the nucleons, when the (inverse)

magnetic catalysis is observed. The strong magnetic field
created at the early stage should have observable conse-
quences on the production of the hidden and open charm
mesons arising from ultrarelativistic heavy ion collision
experiments.

V. SUMMARY

To summarize, we have studied the decay widths of the
charmonium states y(1D) to DD and of the upsilon state
Y(4S) — BB in magnetized (nuclear) matter, accounting
for the Dirac sea contributions for the self-energies of the
nucleons within a chiral effective model. The open charm
(bottom) mesons are calculated from their interactions with
the nucleons and the scalar mesons, whereas the quarko-
nium masses are calculated within a chiral effective model
from the medium change of a scalar dilaton field, which
mimics the gluon condensates of QCD. There is observed
to be magnetic catalysis effect, i.e., enhancement of the
quark condensates (given in terms of the scalar fields) with
rise in magnetic field, for pp = 0, for both the cases of
accounting and ignoring the AMMs of the nucleons.
However, for pp = pg, there is observed to be inverse
magnetic catalysis (IMC) when the AMMs of the nucleons
are taken into account. The effects from PV mixing
[y (1D) — 5., D — D* and D — D* mixings for the charm
sector and T(4S) — ,(4S), B — B* and B — B* mixings for
the bottom sector] in the presence of the magnetic field are
also taken into account, in addition to the Landau con-
tributions for the charged open charm (bottom) mesons.
The effects of the Dirac sea as well as PV mixings are
observed to be quite significant on the heavy quarkonium
decay widths. These should have observable consequences
on the production of heavy quarkonium states and open
heavy flavor mesons, as these are created at the early stage
of the noncentral ultrarelativistic heavy ion collision experi-
ments, when the magnetic field can be still be large.
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APPENDIX: MODEL FOR COMPOSITE
HADRONS

The model describes hadrons comprising of quark (and
antiquark) constituents. The field operator for a constituent
quark for a hadron at rest at time, ¢ = 0, is written as

wix.t=0) = (20) [ (U0, explik - x)

V(Kk)v,g,(k) exp(=ik - x)]dk
Q( )+ O(x). (A1)
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where U(k) and V(k) are given as

AR  /okg(K])
U(”‘(a-kgukw)’ V“”‘( £(IK) ) (A2)

The functions f(|k|) and g(|k|) satisfy the constraint [108],
2+ ¢°k? = 1, as obtained from the equal time anticom-
mutation relation for the four-component Dirac field
operators. These functions, for the case of free Dirac field
of mass M, are given as

k= () ) = (seera)

(A3)

where ky = (|k|?> + M?)'/2. In the above, M is the con-
stituent quark/antiquark mass. In Eq. (A1), u, and v, are the
two component spinors for the quark and antiquark,
respectively, satisfying the relations u}u, = viv, = &,,.
The operator ¢,(k) annihilates a quark with spin r and
momentum k, whereas §,(k) creates an antiquark with
spin s and momentum k, and these operators satisfy the
usual anticommutation relations,

{g,(k).q,(K')"} ={g,(k).g,(k") "} =5,,6(k —K'). (Ad)

The field operator for the constituent quark of hadron
with finite momentum is obtained by Lorentz boosting the
field operator of the constituent quark of hadron at rest,
which requires the time dependence of the quark field
operators. Similar to the MIT bag model [111], where the
quarks (antiquarks) occupy specific energy levels inside the
hadron, it is assumed in the present model for the composite
hadrons that the quark/antiquark constituents carry frac-
tions of the mass (energy) of the hadron at rest (in
motion) [108,109]. The time dependence for the ith
quark(antiquark) of a hadron of mass my at rest is given as
Qi(x) = Qi(x)e~™ . 0;(x) = Qi(x)e ™!, (AS)
where 4; is the fraction of the energy (mass) of the hadron
carried by the quark (antiquark), with > ;4; = 1. For a
hadron in motion with four momentum p, the field
operators for quark annihilation and antiquark creation,
for + =0, are obtained by Lorentz boosting the field
operator of the hadron at rest, and are given as [110]

0 (x.1) = | 5 SILP)UK) 0k + 29

x expli(k + Ap) - x — i1p°1]

and

O (x.1) = / K S(L(p)V(-K)D(~k + ip)

(2”)3/2

x exp[—i(=k + Ap) - x + iAp°1]. (A7)
In the above, 4 is the fraction of the energy of the hadron,
carried by the constituent quark (antiquark). In Egs. (A6)
and (A7), L(p) is the Lorentz transformation matrix, which
yields the hadron at finite four-momentum p from the
hadron at rest, and is given as [109]

p'p’
my(p® + mpy)

pH
L,o,=Ly, =—;
10 Ou my

. (AS8)
where u =0, 1, 2, 3 and i =1, 2, 3, and the Lorentz
boosting factor S(L(p)) is given as

(A9)

where a = (gg) are the Dirac matrices. The Lorentz

transformations used to obtain the constituent quark and
antiquark operators for hadron at rest to hadron with
momentum, p, as given by Eqgs. (A6) and (A7) have the
effect of addition of the hadron fractional momentum, Ap,
as a translation to the constituent quark (antiquark)
momentum, k(—k) [110]. This is similar to the quasipo-
tential approach, where the Lorentz transformation plays
the role of a translation [116]. Using the composite model
picture with Lorentz transformations as considered in the
present work, the various properties of hadrons, e.g., charge
radii of the proton and pion, the nucleon magnetic
moments [108,109] have been studied.
The pair creation term of the Dirac Hamiltonian density,
Hoip(x) = Q) (—ie- V + pM)0(x),  (A10)
is used to describe the decay of the heavy charmonium
(bottomonium) state, M at rest to open heavy flavor mesons
F(p) and F(p’). The operators for the light (¢ = u, d)
quark and antiquark creation in the above term, thus belong
to different hadrons, F and F with four-momenta p and p’,
respectively. The light quark pair creation term of the
Hamiltonian density is used to describe the decay of a
heavy charmonium state (QQ), Q = b, ¢ to D(B) and
D(B) states, which are bound states of Qg and Qg
respectively, with light (u, d) quark antiquark pair creation.
We evaluate the matrix element of the quark-antiquark pair
creation part of the Hamiltonian, between the initial
charmonium (bottomonium) state and the final state, FF,
F = (D, B), using explicit constructions for the initial and
final state mesons,
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Y(F(p |/H dx|Mm(O)>
=3(p +p")A(Ip|) py-

With <f|S|l> = 54(Pf - Pi)Mfi’ we have Mfl:
27(—iAM(|p|)p,, for evaluation of the matrix element of
the quark-antiquark pair creation part of the Hamiltonian,
between the initial charmonium state and the final state FF,
F = (D, B) state as given by Eq. (All), As the D(B)
and D(B) mesons are nonrelativistic, we shall assume
S(L(p)) and S(L(p’)) to be unity. We shall also take
the approximate forms (with a small momentum expansion)
for the functions f(|k|) and g¢(|k|) of the field opera-
tor as given by g(|k|) = 1/(2ko(ko + M))"/?> ~1/(2M),
and f([K|) = (1 - k)2 & 1 = ((¢°k3)/2) [77.

The expression for the decay width of M — FF is
obtained as given by Eq. (56). The expression for
AM(|p|) in the decay width is given as

(Al1)

AM(|p|) = 6y exp|(ayby® — REA3)P]

3/2 3 15
AN e e
Ay 2 Ay 4dM
105 105 x 9]

T T |, (A12)
M

a3,
|

Tl//(3770) — 22

T '{’(3770) = ¢°p*[14by 3770 — b? w(3770) ((32/ 3)+
Tg/(3770) = g2[7b (3770) (2/3))’2 - (4/3)}
™ =0, T =0.
TS = —(br as) = D(brias) = 42)(Bbyus) + 4 —4)g°|pl?

w(3770) (1 — Xp)p? + 2b? w(3770)9 (Pz)z(by/(377o)

where ay, by are given as [77] ay =31R3 + R}
by = R%1y/ay, and cy, for M =w(3770), and M =
Y(4S) are given as

_ (16) a1 (R? )7/4.1.<R_%)3/2
4 /3' 15 w(3770) 6 e

Cy(3770)

and

respectively. In the above expressions, R, and Ry refer to
the strengths of the harmonic oscillator wave functions for
the charmonium state, w(3770) [bottomonium state
Y (4S)], and the F(F), F = D, B mesons.

The expressions for T¥ for M = (¥(3770), Y (4S), are
given as

D) ((3/2)b} (3770) = (2 + D) by 3770) + 240 = (1/2)23),

+(37/3)A2) + by 3770)((28/3)42 = (1/3)23)],

(A13)

4 8
x (1 - 2R%f(4s)b%r(4s)|l’|2 + 5R$(4s>b§<4s)|l’|4 105 0 K% Y(45) b6 (45 |P|6>

2
11 =% 9(brasg — 1) = 206brag = = 2))
2 2p2
g’|p| RY 45
+ % [(=5bv(s) + 3)(3bys) + 42 — 4) (bras) — 42)

— 953 (45 (br(as) = 1) + 2by(as) Bbyas) — 4
492|p|4R4}r(4s)b2
15

9

_ 89 IPI°RS (45) b as)

—2)(3byus) —2)]
T
) [(751((4_9) = 5)(3bys) + 4 —4)(brus) — 42)

3 (bryas) — 1)%(45) — by(as)(Sbysy —4)Bbrus) — 4 — 2)}

1
105 [5 (9bv(as) = 7)Bbryasy + 4o — 4)(bras) — 42)

3

1
+ Eb%r(zts)(brus) —-1)- 3 b (as)(3bras) = 42 = 2)(Thr(as) = 6)}
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1
Y (4S
TZ( ) = 592R§(4s)(—9b'r(45) - 2/12 + 5)

4 1
+ gng‘w}@s) p|? {%(43)(7%(49 =5) + £ Bbrs) + 42 = 4)(brias) = 4) (Thris) = 3)

2
- Ebr(u) (3brus) — 42 = 2)(21byus) — 10)

4 1 4
+ —92R§(45) |p|4b?r(4s) [— = sz(m (9B 45y — 7) - — by(as) (br(4s) - /12)(3bT(4s) +A—4)

5 7 15
1 2
~3 (brasy = 1)(brasy — 42) (Bbyus) + 42 —4) + 105 by (as)(3bryasy — 42 — 2)(45by(s) — 28) |,
Tas)  29°
T4 = T3 Rias) (15615 + 242 = 5)
4 2 p6 2 4 3 2 2
+ gg RT(4s)|p| _ng(4S) - (bT(4S) - l)bT(4S) - ﬁbT(4S) (bT(4S) _12)(3bT(4S) + /12 - 4)
1 2
31 (bras) — 1)(bras) — 42)Bbrus) + 42 —4)) + ﬁbr(m) (3byasy = 42 —2)(27bys) — 10)],
492R6
T Y(4s
17 = = =5 2y + 21 - 9). (A14)

In the expressions for the decay widths of the y/(3770) (Y (4S5)) state, decaying to DD(BB), the parameter, ,; is introduced,
which refers to the production strength of DD(BB) from decay of ¥(3770)(Y(4S)) through light quark pair creation. This

parameter is chosen so as to reproduce the vacuum decay widths for the decay channels M — FTF~ and M — FOFO.
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