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In this letter we suggest that the obvious discrepancy betvleeoretical prediction on the nenDD decays
of y(3770) and data is to be alleviated by taking final state &mtion (FSI) into account. By assuming that
Y(3770) overwhelmingly dissociates infaD, then the final state interaction induces a secondary pspoes
calculate the branching ratios 9{3770) -» DD — J/yn, pn, wn, K*K. Our results show that the branching
ratio of ¢(3770)— non— DD can reach up thBFjr’F 5 = (0.2 ~ 1.1)% while typical parameters= 0.4 GeVv?
anda = 0.8 ~ 1.3 are adopted. This indicates that the FSl is obviously regligible.

PACS numbers: 13.30.Eg, 13.75.Lb, 14.40.Lb

Obviously, physics about Charmonium is still not a closedkoget, instead, this field is full with challenges and oppoities
[1]. Due to developments and improvements of facility archtéque, the detection precision is greatly enhanced irp#st
decade, as a direct consequence new puzzles have contiaoarged. Indeed, some old puzzles have been understogd now
but a number of them remain unsolved yet. Theorists are &ndag to look for solutions. The general strategy is thatfione
can fumble solutions in the framework of present theoryQ€D and see if we miss something in our calculations, theh if a
possibilities are exhausted one needs to invoke new phlysiaand the standard model. In this work, we follow the firstsigy
to explain excessive noBD component of inclusive/(3770) decay, which is conducted in a series of experimgntadBES
collaboration|[2, 3,14.,/%, 6] in the past three years.

As a well measured charmonium stat€3770) generally is considered as a mixture 8§ 2and £D; states|[7,18]. Since
3770 MeV is a bit above the threshold BD production, such a bound state may dissolve into open chahith eventually
hadronize intaDD. Therefore, before observing sizable nbf decay rates)(3770) was supposed to dominantly decay into
DD, |nclud|ngD°DO andD*D~. There could be some possible nbB#® modes|[9] 10, 11, 12, 18, 114], especially the hidden
charm decay modes, such 8g/nr andJ/yn with B[y(3770)— J/yr*n~] = (1.93+ 0.28)x 1073, B[y(3770)— J/yn°r°] =
(8.0+ 3.0)x 10* andB[y(3770)— J/ym] = (9 + 4) x 10~* respectively/[15], and E1 radiative decayg.,; with decay widths
172+ 30keV, 70: 17 keV andk 21 keV forJ = 0, 1, 2 respectively [10, 14]. The sum of all the branching ratibthese hidden
charm decay modes is less than 2%, so all these measurempptstshe allegation that(3770) overwhelmingly decays into
DD.

However, the BES collaboration investigated the includieeays ofy(3770) and found that the branching ratiau§8770)—

DD is about (85:5)% [3,4]. Thisis later verified by the measurements of @ahinclusive processes with the branching fraction
B[y(3770)— non- DD] = (134 + 5.0 + 3.6)% [5] andB[¢(3770)—> non— DD] = (151 + 5.6 + 1.8)% [6] respectively by
adopting two diferent methods. The CLEO measurements indicéee™ — (3770)— hadrons)= (6.38+0. 08+ 0) nb [16]
ando(e*e~ — ¥(3770)— DD) = (6.57+0.04+0.01) nb [17], which together make®(y(3770)— DD) = (1030+ 1.4*5 25)%.
Notice that the error on the high side is abow% [37], by this error tolerance, there could be a large{105)% fracuon of

¥ (3770)— non- DD decays. The CLEO and BES results are inconsistent2at level, and we would employ both of them as
inputs to our numerical computations and an obviotiedénce is explicitly noticed.

Kuang and Yan [18] calculated tli€3770)— J/ynr using the QCD multi-expansion, which properly deals withémission
of light hadrons during heavy quarkonia transitions (foe@ew see an enlightening paper|[19]). Their predictiorissistent
with the exclusive measurement on hidden charm decayg3#70). It is generally concurred that, the measurements on
the well measured channelgynn, J/yn andyy,., are consistent with present theoretical predictions. Thusmderstand the
experimental results, one should find whei@770) goes beside¥ynn, J/yn andyy.;. Recently He, Fan and Chao [20]
introduced the color-octet mechanism and calculate@(B&70)— lighthadrons in the framework of NRQCD by considering
next to leading order contribution. The calculation reshiows thaf[¢(3770) — lighthadrons] is_467§§; keV. If combing
radiative decay contribution with that ¢g{3770)— Light Hadrons, the branching ratio of the n@® of (3770) is about 5%
[20], which is still three times smaller than 15% nd> branching ratio measured by the experiment.
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Instead, Voloshin suggeste@(3770) is not a purec state. There exists a sizable four quark componant(dd)cc and the
fraction is aboutD(10%) iny(3770), which results in a measurable rate/(8770)— #°J/y, nJ/y [21]. _

Generally, one can categorize the strong decay mode$33f70) into three types: open charm dec&py, hidden charm
decay//yX (X = lightmesons) and the decay into light hadrons (L-H decayke €an be more confident that the rates of hidden
charm decays are properly evaluated in terms of the QCD +axitansion, and the L-H decay occurs via three-gluon eatissi
mechanismc — 3g.

There is an alternative explanation to the puzzle. Twendyyago, Lipkin proposed that the ndm) strong decays af(3770)
realize viaDD intermediate states, and further suggestedykiaf 70) does not 100% decay infD [2Z]. Later Achasov and
Kozhevnikov calculated the nabD channels ofy(3770) only considering the contribution from the imaginpart of the decay
amplitude [23]. Namely such final state interactions whigdiavolved in the hadronic loopffects, do contribute to both the
hidden charm and L-H decays. The essential point of the Iéi@gtes attributed to the coupled channéfeets. A quark-level
process is explicitly illustrated in the left diagram of Hij Such a mechanism should exist in all hidden charm and leddys
of charmonial[24|, 25]. As shown in Fi§l #(3770)— J/yX andy(3770)— LightHadrons processes do notf&r from the
Okubo-Zweig-lizuka (OZI) suppression. Sing€3770)— DD takes place near the energy threshold, one can expect that th
FSI may be significant.

FIG. 1: Quark-level descriptions of the hadronic loop meism for the hidden charm decay (diagram (a)) and L-H deciagfdm (b)) of
¥w(3770).

In this letter, we focus on two-body hidden charm decay mddgg,) and two-body L-H decay modep, wn andK*K)
which obviously are the main ones. HetéK denoteX*K + K*K.

In order to calculate the hadronic looffect in strong decays af(3770), we consider the diagrams depicted by Fify. 2,
which are an alternative description in the hadron-leveglaage.y(3770) first dissolves into two charmed mesons, then by
exchangingD* in t-channel, they turn into two on-shell real hadrofi@nd8. Since the dissociation does notfeu from the
OZI suppression, one can expect it to be dominant.
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FIG. 2: The hadron-level diagrams depicting hadronic lofpat ony(3770) — DODO — J/ym, p°=°. Of course they can be simply replaced
by other state®®°(D*)%) — D&+(DM-) with an isospin transformation ar*® — D with a charge conjugate transformation to constitute
new but similar diagrams. By replacing relevant mesons, areobtain the diagrams fayp andK* K channels.

One can obtain the absorptive part of the decay amplitugg3#70)— D + D — A + B (AB = J/ym, pr, wn andK*K)

Ans(M3) = 327':;'% dOM’ [4(3770) DD
xM[DD — AB| - F2[m2,. ¢?] . )

1/2 _ . . .
wherelp| = [A(MZ, %, %)] / (2M.,,) is the three-momentum of the intermediate charmed mesdhs icenter of mass frame

of Y(3770).A(a, b, ¢) = a® + b? + ¢? — 2ab — 2ac — 2bc is the Kallen function. The form fact(Yf'[ 2] is the key point for
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the evaluation of the amplitude. One can use the monopate factor (FF)

A(m;)? - ml2

Tt )= R

)
which compensates thdfeshell gfect of exchanged meson and describes the structigret ©f the interaction vertex. As a free
parameterA can be parameterized am;) = m; + @Agcp [26]. m; denotes the mass of exchanged meggpyp = 220 MeV.
The range of dimensionless phenomenological parameitearound B < a < 2.2 [26]. As a matter of fact, there are other
possible forms foﬁ'[ miy.,. q ] such as the exponential one etc. in literature. Genetadly are equivalent somehow, as long
as their asymptotic behaviors are the same.

Since the mass af(3770) is close to the threshold oD production, the dispersive part of the amplitude/¢8770) —
D+ D — A+ B makes a large contribution to the decay width, By unitadtye can obtain the dispersive part in terms of the
dispersion relation. The total decay amplitude/¢8770)—» D + D — A + B which includes both absorptive and dispersive
parts is expressed by [27,/28] 29]

M[y(3770)> DD — A S|

1 f‘” Ans() R()

- — 2
m er

dr + Azg(M3), (3)
whererilj = 4mf). After repIacingMj in the amplitude in eq[{1) with, we get the amplitudd #5(r). The energy dependent
factorR(r) is defined aR(r) = exp (-7 |q(r)|?), which not only reflects thig(r)|-dependence of the interaction betweg€a770)
andDD mesons, but also plays the role of ultraviolet ¢iitdleanwhile,R(r) can be understood as the coupled chanfiete
summing up all the bubbles from the charmed meson ldops [B6fe|q(r)| denotes the three momentummdfmeson in the
rest frame ofy(3770) with the mas34, ~ +/r. The interaction length factaf is related to the radius of the interaction by
I = R/6 [31]. Pennington and Wilson indicated that= 0.4 GeV-? corresponding t&® = 0.3 fm is favorable when studying
the charmonium mass shift [31]. _ _

Based on thefective Lagrangian approach, one can formul&tgy(3770) - DD] and M[DD — AB]. The dfective
Lagrangians related to our calculation are constructedbgidering the chiral and heavy quark symmetties|[32, 3B, 34

Lypp = igwpp [Di‘(;pﬂﬂ] €',

Lypp = gwon € Pe,d,D,95D;"

Lppe = —igpoe (D020 - D"L9"p; D) |

Lobv = =2forou s @), (D]5 D - D15 D),

where¥ denotes charmonium statésy andy(3770). P andv are the octet pseudoscalar and nonet vector meson matrices,
respectively. The values of coupling constants relevawutocalculation argypp = 4.70, gjypp = 4.25 GeVl, gppp =
17.31 andfp-py = 2.33 GeV'! determined in Refs| [24, 32, 34].

For the procesg(3770)— D(k1) + D(k2) — J/w(kg) + 11(k4) by exchangind*?, one formulates its amplitude

Ip| .
Ay = Gajgn Quin 327rI;M fdQ [lgwp(kl —k2) - €¢]
[l 811wDD* Exgar€yyy (=i ki)(iqT)] [gZ)*DP @i k4;1)]

X i2 (g’“+m )7‘_2[me] (4)

2
qc — mp.

The absorptive amplitude gf(3770)— D(k1) + D_(k2) — P(ks) + V (k4) reads as

v = Gev Qpv & fdQ [ing)Z)(kl — ko) - 51//]

3222M,,
X |=2i for oy el k)€l (=ikT = ig™)| [ 8 me (i k)|
. .
x( g’“+q2q) ! Tz[mD,qZ]. (5)
m. ) q% -,

Here the isospin factor frora andv matrices results in an extra factgizs in the above amplitudes, which ar¢ 16, 1/2, 1
and 1 V12 for the amplitudes of /ymn, p°7°, K** K~ (K*~K*, K*°K°, K*°K°), wn modes, respectively. If considering SU(3)
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symmetry, the facto@ s comes from both the isospin transformatiof?) — D®* and the charge conjugate transformation
D® — D) which results iQag = 4, 2 for the amplitudes of /ymn (0°7°, wy) andK** K~ (K*K*, K*°K°, K*°K°) channels,

respectively.
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FIG. 3: The dependence of decay width of sumy@@770) — J/yn, pr, wny, K*K channels orr with several typical valug = 0.4 ~ 1.0
GeV2. In right-hand diagram, witli = 0.4 GeV2, we also show the variation of partial decay widthsy¢8770) — J/yn, pr, wn, K*'K
with a.

In the left diagram of Figl]3, we plot the dependence of nucaéresult ony with several typical valug = 0.4 ~ 1.0 GeV?,
which is the sum of decay widths ¢{3770)— pn, wn, K*K induced byDD intermediate states. We 9¢i/(3370)— DD —
pn] = 3[y(3370)— DD — p°7° andI'[y(3370)— DD — K*K] ~ 4T[y(3370)— DD — K**K~] which are determined by
the SU(3) symmetry. The dependence of decay widths of eaclesi@3770)— J/yn, pr, wn, K*K induced by long-distant
contribution on the parameterwithin the range of B < a < 2.2 is shown in the right diagram of Figl 3, where a typical value
7 = 0.4 GeV?is adopted. _

Our numerical results indicate that the decay widthg@770) - DD — pr, K*K are about one order larger than that of
¥w(3770)— DD — J/yn, wn as we set the same values of parameteasd 7 for all the processes. Theftirence between the
widths ofy(3770)— DD — prn, K*K and that 0i)(3770)— DD — J/yn, wn is due to the phase space, factGegs andQas.
Whereas the amplitudes fpr, K*K are comparable, and they are the main rddD decay channels obviously.

The branching ratio o§(3770) — non- DD including all J/yn, pr, wy, K*K modes with a fixed valug = 0.4 GeV?
is shown in Fig.[# within the range of = 0.8 ~ 2.2. Furthermore, let us compare our result with the BES ddtarfl the
result ofy(3770)— LightHadrons including the color-octet mechanism caltadaup to next to leading order in the approach
of NRQCD [20]. Fig.[4 shows that when FSifects are taken into account, the NRQCD results plus FSI iboiitsn can be
very close to the BES data as long@asakes a value of 2£2.2. Since our results heavily depend on the parametesich
is fully determined by the non-perturbative QCBeets and therefore cannot be determined based on a firsipgdeingne can
only phenomenologically fix it by fitting data. We also notibat the amplitudes in eqd](4)}(5) are dependent on theesalu
of coupling constant in every vertex, which results in theg tlecay width is proportional to the square product of athef
coupling constants. If the uncertainty is 20% for each cimgptonstant, the maximum of uncertainty the decay widti¥s 4

The BES dataB[(3770) — pn] < 2.4 x 1072 with corresponding widthi[¢(3770) — pr] < 65 keV and the CLEO data
B[y(3770)— pr] < 4.0 x 10°3 with corresponding widtfi[y(3770)— px] < 109 keV [12] help to further constrain the range
ofat0 0.8 < @ < 1.1 and 08 < a < 1.3, respectively. The relevant values of the decay widthsthedbranching fraction are
listed in Tablé]l. It is noted that when the FSl is taken into@mmt andr is much restricted, the prediction of the branching ratio
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FIG. 4: The comparison of our result (blue dash-dotted hvi#) the BES data (dashed line with shadow band) of exceasingdD component
of the inclusivey(3770) decay!|5] and the result @f{3770) — LightHadrons (dash-dotted line with shadowed band) by thereoctet
mechanism calculated up to next to leading order within thenéwork of NRQCDI[20]. Here the red line with green shadowand is the
total result including the NLO NRQCDfkects and FSI contribution. The green shadowed band comdspo the error tolerance, coming
from the NRQCD estimate in Refl_[20]. The orange and lighekdhadowed bands are the suitable windowafowhich is respectively
determined by the BES data [35] and CELO data [12}(#770)— px.

@ T, (keV) ! (keV) B (%) BINROCD + Ours] (%)
0.8 20 48 0.2 14~37(22)
0.9 32 75 0.3 15 ~ 3.8(2.3)
1.0 47 113 0.4 16 ~ 3.9(24)
1.1 66 160 0.6 18 ~ 4.1(25)
1.2 94 223 0.8 D ~ 4.3(28)
1.3 127 301 1.1 3~ 4.6(31)

TABLE I: The typical values of decay width pfr channel,, the sum of decay widthg’s! - and the branching rati’S! - of all channels

discussed in this work. Here we fix= 0.4 GeV-2. The branching fractio[ NRQCD + Ours], which is the sum of our result and the NRQCD
result. The values in bracket are the central values.

of ¢(3770)— non— DD caused by the FSI can reach upﬂﬁr‘r’F ~ = (0.2 ~ 1.1)% (taking CLEO data of(3770)— pr to
constraine). It indicates that even though FSl is S|gn|f|cant it carmake a drastic change as longaass restricted to be less
than 2.1. Furthermore, the upper limit of the total conttitnu of the NRQCD and FSl is up ta@%. The branching ratios of E1
transitiony(3770) — yx.s (3=0,1,2) andy(3770)— J/ynr, J/yn are about (5 ~ 1.8)% [10,. 14/ 1B5]. If summing up all the
above nonbD contributions, the branching ratio of the channels with-fn final states can be as large a4%, which is still
smaller than the experimental val@§/(3770)— non— DD] = (134 + 5.0 + 3.6)% but near its lower bound![5].

As a short summary, let us emphasize a few points. First, imtiding contributions of color-octet, the NRQCD predbict
on the branching ratio af(3770) - non— DD which is calculated up to NLO, cannot coincide with the dat&BS [20].
At the energy range, the FSI obviously is significant and afiegation has been confirmed by many earlier phenomeraalbgi
studies on other processes. When the H®lots are taken into account, the discrepancy between tiecsdrgrediction and data
is significantly alleviated, even though nofiscient. Considering the rather large error range in measemésrof both inclusive
non- DD decay ofy(3770) and the exclusive mog€3770)— px, one would still be able to obtain a value for the parameters
a which does not conflict with the data, by which the theoria@diction and data might be consistent. The more accurate
mesurements which will be conducted in the future will pde/more information which can help to make a definite conctusi
if the FSI indeed solves the "puzzle” or not. Secondly, osuteshows that the FSI can make significant contributiorltthe
channels ofy(3770)— pr, K*K, and each of them should be searched in future experimehitglly; no doubt, more accurate
measurements af(3770)— non— DD, especially(3770)— Light Hadrons, are necessary. Thanks to the great improwveme



of facility and technology of detection at the charm-taurggeegion, the BESIIII[36] will provide much more precisetaa
by which we may gain more information. Furthermore, aloreydther lines more theoretical studies which may involvepth
mechanics, even new physics beyond standard model are teeligd.
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