arXiv:2302.01718v2 [hep-ph] 17 Apr 2023

Analysis of the T_{cs̄}(2900) and related tetraquark states with the QCD sum rules

Xiao-Song Yang^{∗†}, Qi Xin^{∗†}, Zhi-Gang Wang^{∗ 1} Department of Physics, North China Electric Power University, Baoding 071003, P. R. China^∗ School of Nuclear Science and Engineering, North China Electric Power University, Beijing 102206, P. R. China^†

Abstract

In this research, we tentatively assign the Tcs̄(2900) as the AĀ-type tetraquark state, and study the mass spectrum of the tetraquark states with strange and doubly strange, which have the spin-parity J^P = 0^+, 1^+ and 2^+, in the framework of the QCD sum rules in details, where the A denotes the axialvector diquark state. The predicted mass M = 2.92 ± 0.12 GeV is in consistent with the experimental values M = 2.892 ± 0.014 ± 0.015 GeV and 2.921 ± 0.017 ± 0.020 GeV from the LHCb collaboration and supports assigning the Tcs̄(2900) to be the AĀ-type scalar cs̄qq̄ tetraquark state. The predictions for other tetraquark states can be confronted to the experimental data in the future to diagnose the nature of the fully open flavor exotic states.

PACS number: 12.39.Mk, 12.38.Lg Key words: Tetraquark state, QCD sum rules

1 Introduction

In 2020, the LHCb collaboration carried out the amplitude analysis of the process B^+ → D^+D^−K^+ using the LHCb pp collision data taken at √ s = 7, 8, and 13 TeV corresponding to a total integrated luminosity of 9 fb^{−1} and observed a narrow peak in the D^−K^+ invariant mass spectrum [1, 2]. The peak can be parameterized in terms of two Breit-Wigner resonances with the spin-0 and spin-1, the masses and widths are determined to be,

X_0 (2900) : M = 2.866 ± 0.007 ± 0.002 GeV , Γ = 57 ± 12 ± 4 MeV , X_1 (2900) : M = 2.904 ± 0.005 ± 0.001 GeV , Γ = 110 ± 11 ± 4 MeV , (1)

respectively. It is the first exotic structure with fully open flavor and leads to several research works to explore its inner structures, such as the tetraquark state [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8], molecular state [9, 10, 11, 12], triangle singularity and cusp effect [13, 14]. Among those interpretations, we adopted the tetraquark state scenario, and studied the axialvector-diquark-axialvector-antidiquark ( AĀ ) type and scalar-diquark-scalar-antidiquark ( SS̄ ) type fully open flavor csūd̄ tetraquark states with the spin-parity J^P = 0^+ via the QCD sum rules, and got the conclusion that it is reasonable to assign the X_0 (2900) to be the AĀ-type csūd̄ tetraquark state.

Very recently, the LHCb collaboration observed the tetraquark candidates T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++} with the spin-parity J^P = 0^+ in the processes B^+ → D^−D^+_s π^+ and B^0 → D̄^0D^+_s π^− with the significance larger than 9σ [15, 16]. The measured Breit-Wigner masses and widths are

T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^0 : M = 2.892 ± 0.014 ± 0.015 GeV , Γ = 0.119 ± 0.026 ± 0.013 GeV , T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{++} : M = 2.921 ± 0.017 ± 0.020 GeV , Γ = 0.137 ± 0.032 ± 0.017 GeV , (2)

respectively, such tetraquark candidates maybe exist in the diquark-antidiquark picture [3, 5, 8], due to the light-flavor SU(3) symmetry and the flavor-blinded strong interaction.

They may be the isospin partners of the tetraquark candidates composed of the cs̄ud̄ and cs̄ūd, and hence have attracted a lot of research works to comprehend their nature. In the scenario of tetraquark states, the masses of the T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++} can be reproduced in the framework of

1E-mail: zgwang@aliyun.com.

the nonrealistic potential quark model [17], and the color flux-tube model [18]. The T_{cs̄0}(2900)^0, T_{cs̄0}(2900)^{++} and X_0(2900) can be accommodated in the light flavor SU(3)_F symmetry sextet [19]. In the scenario of molecular states, the T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++} can (cannot) be assigned as the D^∗K^∗ molecular states in the framework of the QCD sum rules [20, 21], the one-boson-exchange model [22], and the effective Lagrangian approach [23] (Bethe-Salpeter equation [24]). On the other hand, we cannot exclude that they are not real resonances and just threshold effects [25, 26]. More works on analogous structures are still needed to diagnose their nature. (After the present work is finished, Ref.[27] appears, where the strong decays of the T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++} in the scenario of tetraquark states are studied with the QCD sum rules.)

In our previous works, we have investigated the hidden-charm, doubly-charm, hidden-bottom tetraquark (molecular) states in our special scheme via the QCD sum rules in a comprehensive way, and reach satisfactory assignments of the exotic X, Y , Z and T states and made many predictions [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. In the present work, we extend our previous works to make possible assignments of the T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++}, just like what we have done in Ref.[4]. Due to the similar masses, spin-parity and quark constituents of the T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++} and X_0 (2900), we consider to assign the T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++} and X_0 (2900) in the same picture as the compact AĀ-type tetraquark states tentatively, and construct the AĀ-type currents to study the ground state mass spectrum of the tetraquark states with strange and doubly strange (and have the spin-parity J^P = 0^+, 1^+ and 2^+) via the QCD sum rules to verify the inner structures of the T^a_{cs̄0}(2900)^{0/++}.

The article is organized as follows: we get the QCD sum rules for the tetraquark states with strange and doubly strange in Section 2; in Section 3, we present the numerical results and discussions; finally, Section 4 is reserved for our conclusion.

2 QCD sum rules for the tetraquark states

Let us write down the two-point correlation functions at first,

Π(p) = i ∫ d^4x e^{ipx} ⟨0|T { J(x)J^†(0) } |0⟩ , Π_{μναβ} (p) = i ∫ d^4x e^{ipx} ⟨0|T { J_{μν} (x)J^†_{αβ} (0) } |0⟩ , (3) where the currents J(x) = J^0_s (x), J^0_{ss}(x) and J_{μν} (x) = J^1_{s,μν} (x), J^1_{ss,μν} (x), J^2_{s,μν} (x), J^2_{ss,μν} (x), J^0_s (x) = ε^{ijk}ε^{imn}u^T_j (x)Cγ_μc_k(x)d̄_m(x)γ^μCs̄^T_n (x) , J^0_{ss}(x) = ε^{ijk}ε^{imn}u^T_j (x)Cγ_μc_k(x)s̄_m(x)γ^μCs̄^T_n (x) , J^1_{s,μν} (x) = ε^{ijk}ε^{imn} [ u^T_j (x)Cγ_μc_k(x)d̄_m(x)γ_ν Cs̄^T_n (x) − u^T_j (x)Cγ_ν c_k(x)d̄_m(x)γ_μCs̄^T_n (x) ] , J^1_{ss,μν} (x) = ε^{ijk}ε^{imn} [ u^T_j (x)Cγ_μc_k(x)s̄_m(x)γ_ν Cs̄^T_n (x) − u^T_j (x)Cγ_ν c_k(x)s̄_m(x)γ_μCs̄^T_n (x) ] , J^2_{s,μν} (x) = ε^{ijk}ε^{imn} [ u^T_j (x)Cγ_μc_k(x)d̄_m(x)γ_ν Cs̄^T_n (x) + u^T_j (x)Cγ_ν c_k(x)d̄_m(x)γ_μCs̄^T_n (x) ] , J^2_{ss,μν} (x) = ε^{ijk}ε^{imn} [ u^T_j (x)Cγ_μc_k(x)s̄_m(x)γ_ν Cs̄^T_n (x) + u^T_j (x)Cγ_ν c_k(x)s̄_m(x)γ_μCs̄^T_n (x) ] , (4)

the i, j, k, m and n are color indexes, (thereafter) the superscripts 0, 1 and 2 denote the spins of the currents, the μ and ν are the Lorentz indices, and the subscripts s and ss denote the currents with strange and doubly strange, respectively. With a simple replacement u ↔ d, we obtain the corresponding currents in the same isospin multiplets. In the isospin limit, the tetraquark states in the same multiplets have the same masses.

On the hadron side, we insert a complete set of intermediate hadronic states with the same quantum numbers as the currents into the correlation functions [34, 35], and isolate the ground state contributions,

Π^0(p) = λ^2_T M^2_T − p^2 + · · · , = Π_T (p^2) ,

Π^1_{μναβ} (p) = λ^2_T M^2_T (M^2_T − p^2) ( p^2g_{μα}g_{νβ} − p^2g_{μβ} g_{να} − g_{μα}p_ν p_β − g_{νβ}p_μp_α + g_{μβ} p_ν p_α + g_{να}p_μp_β )

+ λ^2_Y M^2_Y (M^2_Y − p^2) (−g_{μα}p_ν p_β − g_{νβ}p_μp_α + g_{μβ} p_ν p_α + g_{να}p_μp_β ) + · · · , = ~Π_T (p^2) ( p^2g_{μα}g_{νβ} − p^2g_{μβ} g_{να} − g_{μα}p_ν p_β − g_{νβ} p_μp_α + g_{μβ} p_ν p_α + g_{να}p_μp_β ) +~Π_Y (p^2) (−g_{μα}p_ν p_β − g_{νβ} p_μp_α + g_{μβ} p_ν p_α + g_{να}p_μp_β) ,

Π^2_{μναβ} (p) = λ^2_T M^2_T − p^2 ( ~g_{μα}~g_{νβ} + ~g_{μβ} ~g_{να} 2 − ~g_{μν} ~g_{αβ} 3 ) + · · · , = Π_T (p^2) ( ~g_{μα}~g_{νβ} + ~g_{μβ} ~g_{να} 2 − ~g_{μν} ~g_{αβ} 3 ) + · · · , (5)

where ~g_{μν} = g_{μν} −^{pμ pν}_{p2} , the pole residues are defined by

⟨0|J^0(0)|T (p)⟩ = λ_T , ⟨0|J^1_{μν} (0)|T (p)⟩ = λ_T M_T ε_{μναβ} ε^αp^β , ⟨0|J^1_{μν} (0)|Y (p)⟩ = λ_Y M_Y (ε_μp_ν − ε_ν p_μ) ,

⟨0|J^2_{μν} (0)|T (p)⟩ = λ_T ε_{μν} , (6)

the current J^1_{μν} (x) couples potentially to both the J^P = 1^+ and 1^− tetraquark states T and Y , respectively, and the ε_μ and ε_{μν} are polarization vectors of the tetraquark states. We choose the components Π_T (p^2) to explore the properties of the T -states.

We can project out the components Π_T ( p^2 ) and Π_Y ( p^2 ) via the projective operators P^{μναβ}_T and P^{μναβ}_Y ,

Π_T ( p^2 ) = p^2 ~Π_T ( p^2 ) = P^{μναβ}_T Π^T_{μναβ} (p) , Π_Y ( p^2 ) = p^2 ~Π_Y ( p^2 ) = P^{μναβ}_Y Π^Y_{μναβ} (p) , (7) where P^{μναβ} T = 1 6 ( g^{μα} − p^μp^α p^2 ) ( g^{νβ} − p^ν p^β p^2 ) , P^{μναβ} Y = 1 6 ( g^{μα} − p^μp^α p^2 ) ( g^{νβ} − p^ν p^β p^2 ) − 1 6 g^{μα}g^{νβ} . (8) On the QCD side, we firstly contract the u, d, s and c quark fields in the correlation functions with the Wick’s theorem, and obtain one heavy full quark propagator and three light full quark propagators, U/D_{ij} (x) = iδ_{ij} x̸ 2π^2x^4 − δ_{ij} ⟨q̄q⟩ 12 − δ_{ij} x^2⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 192 − ig_sG^a_{αβ} t^a_{ij} ( x̸σ^{αβ} + σ^{αβ} x̸ ) 32π^2x^2 − δ_{ij} x^4⟨q̄q⟩⟨g^2_s GG⟩ 27648 − 1 8 ⟨q̄_j σ^{μν} q_i⟩σ_{μν} + · · · , (9)

S_{ij} (x) = iδ_{ij} x̸ 2π^2x^4 − δ_{ij} m_s 4π^2x^2 − δ_{ij} ⟨s̄s⟩ 12 + iδ_{ij} x̸m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 48 − δ_{ij} x^2⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 192 + iδ_{ij} x^2 x̸m_s⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 1152 − ig_sG^a_{αβ} t^a_{ij} ( x̸σ^{αβ} + σ^{αβ} x̸ ) 32π^2x^2 − δ_{ij} x^4⟨s̄s⟩⟨g^2_s GG⟩ 27648 − 1 8 ⟨s̄_j σ^{μν} s_i⟩σ_{μν} + · · · , (10)

C_{ij} (x) = i (2π)^4 ∫ d^4ke^{−ik·x} { δ_{ij} k̸ − m_c − g_sG^n_{αβ} t^n_{ij} 4 σ^{αβ} (k̸ + m_c) + (k̸ + m_c) σ^{αβ} (k^2 − m^2_c )^2 − g^2_s ( t^at^b ) ij G^a_{αβ} G^b_{μν} ( f^{αβμν} + f^{αμβν} + f^{αμνβ} ) 4 (k^2 − m^2_c )^5 + · · · } , f^{αβμν} = (k̸ + m_c) γ^α (k̸ + m_c) γ^β (k̸ + m_c) γ^μ (k̸ + m_c) γ^ν (k̸ + m_c) , (11)

where t^n =^{λn}_2 , the λ^n is the Gell-Mann matrix [35, 36, 37], then we accomplish all the integrals to obtain the QCD representations. For technical details, the interested readers can consult Refs.[37, 38, 39, 40]. If the heavy quark line emits a gluon and every light quark line contributes a quark-antiquark pair, we can get a quark-gluon operator g_sGq̄qq̄qq̄q of dimension 11, its vacuum expectation can be factorized into the form ⟨qq̄⟩⟨qq̄⟩⟨qg_sσGq̄⟩ by assuming the vacuum saturation, where q = u, d or s. Therefore, we should calculate the vacuum condensates up to dimension 11. In details, we take account of the vacuum condensates ⟨q̄q⟩, ⟨^{αsGG}_π ⟩, ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩, ⟨q̄q⟩^2, ⟨q̄q⟩⟨^{αsGG}_π ⟩, ⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩, ⟨q̄q⟩^3, ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩^2, ⟨q̄q⟩^2⟨^{αsGG}_π ⟩, ⟨q̄q⟩^2⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩, with the truncations of the operators of the orders O ( α^k_s ) with k ≤ 1 consistently, just like in our previous studies [37, 38, 39, 40].

We obtain the QCD spectral densities ρ_{QCD} (s) through dispersion relation, and the explicit spectral densities ρ_{QCD} (s) are given in the Appendix. Then, we match the hadron spectral densities with QCD spectral densities bellow the continuum thresholds with the assumption of quark-hadron duality, and perform Borel transform in regard to the variable P^2 = −p^2 to get the QCD sum rules,

λ^2_T exp ( − M^2_T T^2 ) = ∫_{s0} m^2_c dsρ_{QCD} (s) exp ( − s T^2 ) , (12)

where the T^2 is the Borel parameter.

Finally, we differentiate Eq.(12) with respect to τ =^1_{T 2} and obtain the masses of the tetraquark states,

M^2_T = − d dτ ∫_{s0} m^2_c ds ρQCD (s) exp (−τs) ∫_{s0} m^2_c ds ρQCD (s) exp (−τs) . (13)

3 Numerical results and discussions

We adopt the standard values of the input parameters on the QCD side ⟨q̄q⟩ = −(0.24±0.01 GeV)^3, ⟨s̄s⟩ = (0.8 ± 0.1)⟨q̄q⟩, ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ = m^2_0⟨q̄q⟩, ⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ = m^2_0⟨s̄s⟩, m^2_0 = (0.8 ± 0.1) GeV^2, ⟨^{αs GG}_π ⟩ = (0.33 GeV)^4 at the energy scale μ = 1 GeV [34, 35, 41], and take the modified minimal subtraction masses of the charm quark and strange quark m_c(m_c) = (1.275±0.025) GeV and m_s(μ = 2 GeV) = (0.095±0.005) GeV from the Particle Data Group [42]. Furthermore, we set m_u = m_d = 0 because of the small current quark masses and take account of the energy-scale dependence of the input parameters from the renormalization group equation [43], ⟨q̄q⟩(μ) = ⟨q̄q⟩(1 GeV) [ α_s(1 GeV) α_s(μ)

] 12_{33−2nf} , ⟨s̄s⟩(μ) = ⟨s̄s⟩(1 GeV) [ α_s(1 GeV) α_s(μ)

] 12_{33−2nf} , ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩(μ) = ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩(1 GeV) [ α_s(1 GeV) α_s(μ)

] 2_{33−2nf} , ⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩(μ) = ⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩(1 GeV) [ α_s(1 GeV) α_s(μ)

] 2_{33−2nf} , m_c(μ) = m_c(m_c) [ α_s(μ) α_s(m_c) ] 12_{33−2nf} , m_s(μ) = m_s(2 GeV) [ α_s(μ) α_s(2 GeV)

] 12_{33−2nf} , α_s(μ) = 1 b_0t [ 1 − b_1 b^2_0 log t t + b^2_1(log^2 t − log t − 1) + b_0b_2 b^4_0t^2 ] , (14)

where t = log^{μ2}_{Λ2} , b_0 =^{33−2nf}_{12π} , b_1 =^{153−19nf}_{24π2} , b_2 =^{2857− 50339 nf + 32527 n2f}_{128π3} , Λ = 213 MeV, 296 MeV and 339 MeV for the flavors n_f = 5, 4 and 3, respectively [42]. We take the flavor numbers n_f = 4 (i.e. u, d, s and c) and the typical energy scale μ = 1.0 GeV in the present study as in our previous works [4].

The energy gaps from the ground states to the first radial excited states are 0.5 ∼ 0.7 GeV approximately for the charmed mesons. We tentatively adjust the continuum threshold parameters √ s_0 = M_T + 0.5 ∼ 0.7 GeV and Borel parameters T^2, and search for the best values via trial and error to avoid the contaminations from the higher resonances and continuum states, and to satisfy the two fundamental criteria of the QCD sum rules, which are pole dominance at the hadron side and convergence of the operator product expansion at the QCD side. The pole contributions are defined by

pole = ∫_{s0} m^2_c dsρQCD (s) exp ( −^s_{T 2} ) ∫_∞ m^2_c dsρQCD (s) exp ( −^s_{T 2}

) , (15)

and are required to reach the values about 40% − 60% consistently, just like in our previous works [4, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33].

In calculations, we determine the continuum threshold parameters and Borel parameters by the pole contributions alone, then we check whether or not the operator product expansion is convergent automatically. In Table 1, we can see clearly that the maximum ranges of the pole contributions are 38%−66% and all the central values for the six states are larger than 50%, which implies that the criterion of pole dominance is satisfied pretty well.

In addition, we calculate the contributions of the vacuum condensates in regard to dimension, which is defined by

D (n) = ∫_{s0} m^2_c ds ρn,QCD (s) exp ( −^s_{T 2} ) ∫_{s0} m^2_c ds ρQCD (s) exp ( −^s_{T 2}

) , (16)

to judge the convergence of the operator product expansion, where the n presents the spectral densities concerning the condensates of dimension n. We plot the results of the cs̄qq̄ type tetraquark states as an example in Fig.1, and find that the contributions D(0), D(3), D(5), D(6) and D(8) play

Figure 1: The contributions D (n) for the cs̄qq̄ tetraquark states, where A, B and C denote the tetraquark states with J^P = 0^+, 1^+ and 2^+, respectively.

a major role, while the contributions D(4) and D(7) are rather small due to the tiny contributions of the gluon condensate ⟨^{αs GG}_π ⟩. The absolute values show a descending trend |D(6)| > |D(8)| > |D(9)| > |D(10)| ∼ |D(11)| ∼ 0. The criterion of convergence of the operator product expansion is satisfied very well.

Then we consider all the uncertainties of the input parameters to get the values of the masses and pole residues, and plot the masses of the six tetraquark states with respect to the Borel parameters T^2 in Fig.2. We can see clearly that there appear flat platforms in the Borel windows, which are the regions between the two short perpendicular lines, for all the six states, and thus it declares the reliability of our predictions.

In Table 1, we display the spin-parity, Borel parameters, continuum threshold parameters, pole contributions, masses and pole residues of the tetraquark states with strange and doubly strange. The predicted mass of the J^P = 0^+ state cud̄s̄, M = 2.92 ± 0.12 GeV, is in very good agreement with the experimental values M = 2.892 ± 0.014 ± 0.015 GeV and 2.921 ± 0.017 ± 0.020 GeV from the LHCb collaboration [15, 16], and supports assigning the T_{cs̄}(2900) to be the AĀ-type cs̄qq̄ tetraquark states with the spin-parity J^P = 0^+. The pole residues can be used to calculate the decay widths of the corresponding tetraquark states in the following works. As the experimental data for the fully open flavor exotic states are still far from complete at the present time, we expect for further experimental data to confront with our predictions for the other related tetraquark states to illuminate the nature of the fully open flavor exotic hadrons.

4 Conclusion

In this article, we construct the AĀ-type currents to study the fully open heavy flavor tetraquark states with strange and doubly strange which have the spin-parity J^P = 0^+, 1^+ and 2^+ via the QCD sum rules approach in details. We perform the operator product expansion up to the vacuum condensates of dimension 11 in a consistent way, and obtain the masses and pole residues of those tetraquark states. The predicted mass of the cud̄s̄ state, M = 2.92 ± 0.12 GeV, is in very good agreement with the experimental data M = 2.892±0.014±0.015 GeV and 2.921±0.017±0.020 GeV from the LHCb collaboration, as a consequence, it is reasonable to interpret the T_{cs̄}(2900) as the AĀ-type scalar cud̄s̄ and cdūs̄ tetraquark states. Besides, we expect more experimental data to

J^P T^2(GeV^2) √ s_0(GeV) pole M_T (GeV) λ_T (10^{−2}GeV^5) cud̄s̄ 0^+ 1.9 − 2.3 3.50 ± 0.10 (40 − 65)% 2.92 ± 0.12 1.62 ± 0.33 cud̄s̄ 1^+ 2.2 − 2.6 3.65 ± 0.10 (40 − 62)% 3.10 ± 0.10 1.59 ± 0.27 cud̄s̄ 2^+ 2.5 − 2.9 3.95 ± 0.10 (42 − 61)% 3.40 ± 0.10 3.51 ± 0.55 cus̄s̄ 0^+ 2.0 − 2.4 3.60 ± 0.10 (38 − 66)% 3.02 ± 0.12 2.72 ± 0.43 cus̄s̄ 1^+ 2.3 − 2.7 3.75 ± 0.10 (40 − 65)% 3.20 ± 0.10 2.64 ± 0.33 cus̄s̄ 2^+ 2.6 − 3.0 4.05 ± 0.10 (41 − 64)% 3.49 ± 0.10 5.70 ± 0.65

Table 1: The spin-parity, Borel parameters, continuum threshold parameters, pole contributions, masses and pole residues of the tetraquark states.

Figure 2: The masses with variations of the Borel parameters T^2, where the A, B and C (D, E and F ) denote the J^P = 0^+, 1^+ and 2^+ tetraquark states with strange (doubly strange), respectively.

examine our predictions for the other tetraquark states in the future to illustrate the nature of the T -states.

Appendix

The detailed QCD spectral densities, ρ_{QCD}(s) = ρ^{0/1/2}_{s/ss} (n) , (17) where the superscripts 0, 1 and 2 stand for the spins of the tetraquark states, the subscripts s and ss stand for the valence s-quarks, and the n stands for the dimensions of the condensates,

ρ^0_s (0) = 1 1536π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^4 ( 3s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )_3 ,

ρ^0_s (3) = − m_s (⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 16π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^2 ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 32π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2 ,

ρ^0_s (4) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { 1 768π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 + 2x) (1 − x)^2 ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m^2_c 2304π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4

x^2 ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^0_s (5) = m_s (9⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − 8⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩) 384π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c )

− m_s⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 256π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2 ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c ) + m_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 64π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x) ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^0_s (6) = ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 6π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩ (4⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 12π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ,

ρ^0_s (7) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { m_sm2_c (⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2 x^2 ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2

x^3 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( 2 − 3 (1 − x) x^2 )

+ m_s (4⟨q̄q⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩) 384π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x) [ 2 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_s (4⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩) 1152π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx [ 2 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] } , ρ^0_s (8) = ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 96π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − 4x) [ 2 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m_sm_c (8⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 9⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − 96⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 576π^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 48π^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^0_s (9) = − 4m_c⟨q̄q⟩^2⟨s̄s⟩ 9 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^0_s (10) = ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 1536π^2 { 8 ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m^2_c ) + 3 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )}

+ m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ (8⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − ⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩) 384π^2T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c ) − m_sm_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩^2 192π^2T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 216 [ −3 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 2 ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m^2_c )]

− m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (4⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 216T^4

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^3 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (8⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 432T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 288T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩ (4⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 72T^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m^2_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 108T^4

∫_1 x_i dx s (1 − x) x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^0_s (11) = m^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 2⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 9T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩ (⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 36T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^1_s (0) = 1 30720π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^5 [( s − m̃^2_c )_4

+ 12s ( s − m̃^2_c )_3

+ 8s^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2]

+ 1 18432π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^4 ( 3s + m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )_3 ,

ρ^1_s (3) = − m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 288π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ 3 (1 − x)^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ (1 − x)^3 ( 5s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_s⟨q̄q⟩ 32π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^2 ( 3s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 576π^4

∫_1 x_i dx { 3x (1 − x)^2 ( s^2 − m̃^4_c ) + x (1 − x)^3 [ 3 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2 + 18s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 4s^2 ]} , ρ^1_s (4) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { − 1 1152π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^2 ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ 1 13824π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^3 [ 3 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 18s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 4s^2 ]

− 1 55296π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^3 [ 13 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 4s ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− 1 221184π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4 [ 9 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 48s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 8s^2 ]

− m^2_c 69120π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^5 x^2 [ 3 ( 4s − m̃^2_c ) + 2s^2δ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m^2_c 13824π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4 x^2 m̃^2_c } ,

ρ^1_s (5) = − m_s⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 576π^4

∫_1 x_i dx { 2x (1 − x) m̃^2_c + x (1 − x)^2 [ 12s − 3m̃^2_c + 2s^2δ ( s − m̃^2_c )]}

+ 5m_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 1152π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ 2 (1 − x) ( s − m̃^2_c ) + (1 − x)^2 ( 3s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m_s⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 768π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (23x − 1) (1 − x) ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^1_s (6) = ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 6π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩ (6⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 36π^2

∫_1 x_i dx − m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 36π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x) [ 1 + 2sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] ,

ρ^1_s (7) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { − m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 13824π^2

∫_1 x_i dx { 2 (1 − x) [ 17 + 4sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

+ (1 − x)^2 [ 15 + 2 ( 13s +

4s^2 T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ] }

+ m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 6912π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ 32 − ( 21x^2 − 31x + 32 ) (1 − x) x^2 − 2s ( 5x^2 − 13x + 24 ) (1 − x) x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ]

+ m_sm^2_c ⟨s̄s⟩ 5184π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ (1 − x)^2

x^2 ( 6 − 3s T^2 ) + (1 − x)^3 x^2 ( 2 − s T^2 + 2s^2 T^4 )] δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ 2592π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ (2 + x) (1 − x)^2 x^3 + 2s (1 − x)^3 x^3T^2 ] δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_s (4⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 1152π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx [ 1 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] + m_sm^2_c ⟨q̄q⟩ 288π^2T^2

∫_1 x_i dx s (1 − x)^2 x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ 5m_s⟨q̄q⟩ 1152π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x) [ 3 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] } , ρ^1_s (8) = ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − 12x) [ 1 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m_sm_c (8⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 11⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − 144⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 1728π^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m_sm_c (8⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 11⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 1728π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( −1 + 2s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^1_s (9) = − 2m_c⟨q̄q⟩^2⟨s̄s⟩ 9 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^1_s (10) = ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 4608π^2T^2 [ 40sδ ( s − m^2_c ) − 19

∫_1 x_i dxsδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ (36⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − 11⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩) 3456π^2T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_sm_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ (3⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − 11⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩) 3456π^2T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 864 [ −5 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 2 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 8s T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ]

+ m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (4⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 432T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c ) + m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 648 ∫_1 x_i dx 1 − x x^3 ( − 5 T^4 + 2s T^6 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (6⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 648T^4

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^3 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩ (6⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 216T^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ 11m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 5184T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 5184

∫_1 x_i dx 24 − 23x x^2 ( 3 T^2 − 2s T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m^2_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 108 ∫_1 x_i dx 1 − x x^2 ( 1 T^2 − s T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^1_s (11) = m^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 2⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 18T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩ (⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 216T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^2_s (0) = 1 46080π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^4 ( 27s − 7m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )_3

+ 1 76800π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^5 [ 3 ( s − m̃^2_c )_4

+ 44s ( s − m̃^2_c )_3

+ 40s^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2] , ρ^2_s (3) = − m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 144π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ 3 (1 − x)^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ (1 − x)^3 ( 5s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 1440π^4

∫_1 x_i dx { 3x (1 − x)^2 ( 17s − 7m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

+x (1 − x)^3 [ 9 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 66s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 20s^2 ]}

− m_s⟨q̄q⟩ 16π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^2 ( 3s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^2_s (4) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { − 1 5760π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^2 ( 59s − 19m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ 1 34560π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^3 [ 9 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 66s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 20s^2 ]

− 1 34560π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^3 ( 43s − 23m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

− 1 34560π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4 [ 9 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 51s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 10s^2 ]

− m^2_c

172800π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^5

x^2 [ 3 ( 14s − 3m̃^2_c ) + 10s^2δ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m^2_c

34560π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4

x^2 ( 12s − 7m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^2_s (5) = 7m_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 576π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ 2 (1 − x) ( s − m̃^2_c ) + (1 − x)^2 ( 3s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_s⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 1440π^4

∫_1 x_i dx { 2x (1 − x) ( 12s − 7m̃^2_c ) + x (1 − x)^2 [ 42s − 9m̃^2_c + 10s^2δ ( s − m̃^2_c )]}

+ m_s⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 384π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (25x + 1) (1 − x) ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^2_s (6) = ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 3π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩ (6⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 18π^2

∫_1 x_i dx − m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 18π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x) [ 1 + 2sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] , ρ^2_s (7) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { m^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ 1296π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ (2 + x) (1 − x)^2 x^3 + 2s (1 − x)^3 x^3T^2 ] δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 864π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ 8 − ( 7x^2 − 13x + 8 ) (1 − x) x^2 − 2s ( 7x^2 − 5x + 2 ) (1 − x) x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ]

− m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 5760π^2

∫_1 x_i dx { 19x^2 − 52x + 43 + { [ 10 + 33 (1 − x)^2 ] s + 10s^2 T^2 } δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) }

+ m_s⟨q̄q⟩ 144π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ 3 − 4x + (1 − 2x) sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_sm^2_c ⟨s̄s⟩ 12960π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2

x^2 [ 2 (1 + 2x) + s (8 + 7x)

T^2 + 10s^2 (1 − x) T^4 ] δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_sm^2_c ⟨q̄q⟩ 144π^2T^2

∫_1 x_i dx s (1 − x)^2

x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^2_s (8) = − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 144π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 + 12x) [ 1 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m_sm_c (8⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 13⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − 144⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 864π^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m_sm_c (8⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 13⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 864π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( −1 + 2s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 144π^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^2_s (9) = − 4m_c⟨q̄q⟩^2⟨s̄s⟩ 9 δ ( s − m^2_c ) , ρ^2_s (10) = 7⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 6912π^2T^2 [ 24sδ ( s − m^2_c ) + 5 ∫_1 x_i dxsδ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ]

+ m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ (36⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ − 13⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩) 1728π^2T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ (3⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ + 13⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩) 1728π^2T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 108 [ − ∫_1 x_i dx ( 2 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 2s T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ]

+ 7m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 1296T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) + m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (4⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 216T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩ (6⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 108T^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ (6⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩) 324T^4

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^3 δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 324 ∫_1 x_i dx 1 − x x^3 ( − 5 T^4 + 2s T^6 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 1296

∫_1 x_i dx 12 − 13x x^2 ( 3 T^2 − 2s T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m^2_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 54 ∫_1 x_i dx 1 − x x^2 ( 1 T^2 − s T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^2_s (11) = m_c⟨q̄q⟩ (⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 108T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m^3_c⟨q̄q⟩ (⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 2⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 9T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^0_{ss} (0) = 1 1536π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^4 ( 3s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )_3 ,

ρ^0_{ss} (3) = − m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 32π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2 ,

ρ^0_{ss} (4) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { 1 768π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 + 2x) (1 − x)^2 ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m^2_c 2304π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4 x^2 ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^0_{ss} (5) = m_s⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 192π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c ) − m_s⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 128π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2 ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c )

+ m_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 64π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x) ( s − m̃^2_c ) , ρ^0_{ss} (6) = ⟨s̄s⟩^2 6π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 3s − 2m̃^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 2π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ,

ρ^0_{ss} (7) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { m3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2

x^3 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( 2 − 3 (1 − x) x^2 )

+ 5m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 192π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x) [ 2 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] − m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 576π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx [ 2 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] } ,

ρ^0_{ss} (8) = ⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 48π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − 4x) [ 2 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_sm_c (40⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 39⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 288π^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 24π^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^0_{ss} (9) = − 4m_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩^2 9 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^0_{ss} (10) = ⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩^2 1536π^2 { 8 ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m^2_c ) + 3 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) }

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 192π^2 ( − 2 T^2 + 7s T^4 ) δ ( s − m^2_c )

+⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { ⟨s̄s⟩2 216 [ −3 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 2 ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m^2_c ) ]

− m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 36T^4

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^3 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) − m^2_c ⟨s̄s⟩^2 108T^4

∫_1 x_i dx s (1 − x) x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 12T^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) + m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 432 ( − 3 T^2 + 14s T^4 ) δ ( s − m^2_c ) } ,

ρ^0_{ss} (11) = m^3_c ⟨s̄s⟩ (2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 9T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 18T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^1_{ss} (0) = 1 1536π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^4 s ( s − m̃^2_c )_3 ,

ρ^1_{ss} (3) = − m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 288π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ (4 − x) (1 − x)^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 4 (1 − x)^3 s ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 16π^4

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^2 ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c ) , ρ^1_{ss} (4) = −⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { 1 4608π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 + 2x) (1 − x)^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2 + m^2_c 4608π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4 x^2 s } ,

ρ^1_{ss} (5) = − m_s⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 384π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ 2 (1 − 19x) (1 − x) s − (1 − 23x) (1 − x) m̃^2_c ]

− 5m_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 1152π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ (3x − 5) (1 − x) s − (x − 3) (1 − x) m̃^2_c ] ,

ρ^1_{ss} (6) = ⟨s̄s⟩^2 6π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 2s − m̃^2_c )

− m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 18π^2

∫_1 x_i dx { (1 − x) [ 1 + 2sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] − 5 } ,

ρ^1_{ss} (7) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { − m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 864π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( −4 +

(3 − 2x) (1 − x) x^2 )

− 3m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 576π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ 4x − 3 + s (2x − 1) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m^3_c⟨q̄q⟩ 2592π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ (2 + x) (1 − x)^2

x^3 + 2s (1 − x)^3

x^3T^2 ] δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_sm^2_c ⟨s̄s⟩ 288π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2

x^2 ( 1 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 1728π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( 5x^2 − 3x + 2 ) (1 − x) x^2 [ 1 + 2sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] } ,

ρ^1_{ss} (8) = − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 144π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (12x − 1) [ 1 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_sm_c (64⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 61⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 864π^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_sm_c (8⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 11⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 864π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( 1 − 2s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 144π^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^1_{ss} (9) = − 2m_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩^2 9 δ ( s − m^2_c ) , ρ^1_{ss} (10) = − ⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩^2 4608π^2 [ − 40s T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) + 19

∫_1 x_i dx s T^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ]

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 1728π^2 ( 8 T^2 + 25s T^4 ) δ ( s − m^2_c )

+⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { − ⟨s̄s⟩^2 216 [∫_1 x_i dx ( 2 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) − 2s T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ]

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 1296 ( 5 T^2 + 18s T^4 ) δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 324 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 5 (2 − x) x^3T^4 − 2s (1 − x) x^3T^6 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 1296

∫_1 x_i dx ( − 3 (32 − 11x) x^2T^2 + 2s (12 − 11x) x^2T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m^2_c ⟨s̄s⟩^2 108 ∫_1 x_i dx 1 − x x^2 ( − 1 T^2 + s T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )} ,

ρ^1_{ss} (11) = m^3_c ⟨s̄s⟩ (2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 18T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 108T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ,

ρ^2_{ss} (0) = 1 38400π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^5 [( s − m̃^2_c )_4

+ 16s ( s − m̃^2_c )_3

+ 16s^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2]

+ 1 11520π^6

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x)^4 ( 9s − 2m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )_3 ,

ρ^2_{ss} (3) = − m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 360π^4

∫_1 x_i dx { 3x (1 − x)^2 ( 34s − 11m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

−x (1 − x)^3 [ 3 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 24s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 8s^2 ]}

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 144π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ 3 (1 − x)^2 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ (1 − x)^3 ( 5s − m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )] ,

ρ^2_{ss} (4) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { − 1 34560π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 + 2x) (1 − x)^2 ( 113s − 37m̃^2_c ) ( s − m̃^2_c )

+ 1 69120π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 + 3x) (1 − x)^3 [ 3 ( s − m̃^2_c )_2

+ 24s ( s − m̃^2_c ) + 8s^2 ]

− m^2_c 43200π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^5

x^2 [ 3 ( 7s − 5m̃^2_c ) + 2s^2δ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m^2_c 34560π^4

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^4

x^2 ( 15s − 8m̃^2_c ) } , ρ^2_{ss} (5) = 7m_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩ 288π^4

∫_1 x_i dx [ (1 − x) ( s − m̃^2_c ) + (1 − x)^2 ( 3s − m̃^2_c )]

+ m_s⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 5760π^4

∫_1 x_i dx { x (1 − x) ( 1320s − 652m̃^2_c ) −16x (1 − x)^2 [ 3 ( 5s − m̃^2_c ) + 4s^2δ ( s − m̃^2_c )] + 30 (1 − x)^2 ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^2_{ss} (6) = − m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 9π^2

∫_1 x_i dx { (1 − x) [ 1 + 2sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] − 5 }

+ ⟨s̄s⟩^2 3π^2

∫_1 x_i dxx (1 − x) ( 2s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^2_{ss} (7) = ⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { m^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩ 1296π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ (2 + x) (1 − x)^2

x^3 + 2s (1 − x)^3

x^3T^2 ] δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_c⟨q̄q⟩ 864π^2

∫_1 x_i dx [ −8 + ( 7x^2 − 13x + 8 ) (1 − x)

x^2 + 2s ( 7x^2 − 5x + 2 ) (1 − x)

x^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ]

− m_s⟨s̄s⟩ 8640π^2

∫_1 x_i dx { 150x [ 1 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )] + 2 (1 − x) [ −121 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

−4 (1 − x)^2 [ 3 + 4 ( s + s^2

T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ] }

− m_sm^2_c ⟨s̄s⟩ 6480π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (1 − x)^2

x^2 [ (1 + 2x) + s (8x − 77)

T^2 + 8s^2 (1 − x)

T^4 ] δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) } ,

ρ^2_{ss} (8) = − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 72π^2

∫_1 x_i dx (12x + 1) [ 1 + sδ ( s − m̃^2_c )]

− m_sm_c (64⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 59⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 432π^2 δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_sm_c (8⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + 13⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 432π^2

∫_1 x_i dx ( 1 − 2s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 72π^2

∫_1 x_i dx 1 x δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ,

ρ^2_{ss} (9) = − 4m_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩^2 9 δ ( s − m^2_c ) , ρ^2_{ss} (10) = 7⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩^2 2304π^2 [ 8s T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) + 5 3 ∫_1 x_i dx s T^2 δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) ]

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 864π^2 ( 16 T^2 + 23s T^4 ) δ ( s − m^2_c )

+⟨ α_sGG π ⟩ { − ⟨s̄s⟩^2 108 [∫_1 x_i dx ( 2 + s T^2 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c ) − 2s T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) ]

+ m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 648 ( 7 T^2 + 18s T^4 ) δ ( s − m^2_c )

− m_sm^3_c ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 162 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 5 (2 − x)

x^3T^4 − 2s (1 − x) x^3T^6 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m_sm_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩ 648 ∫_1 x_i dx ( 3 (13x − 32) x^2T^2 + 2s (12 − 13x) x^2T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )

− m^2_c⟨s̄s⟩^2 54 ∫_1 x_i dx 1 − x x^2 ( − 1 T^2 + s T^4 ) δ ( s − m̃^2_c )} ,

ρ^2_{ss} (11) = m^3_c ⟨s̄s⟩ (2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄g_sσGq⟩) 9T^4 δ ( s − m^2_c )

+ m_c⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄g_sσGs⟩ 54T^2 δ ( s − m^2_c ) , where m̃^2_c =^{m2c}_x and x_i =^{m2c}_s .

Acknowledgements

This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation, Grant Number 12175068.

References

[1] R. Aaij et al., Phys. Rev. D102 (2020) 112003.

[2] R. Aaij et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) 242001.

[3] Q. F. Lu, D. Y. Chen and Y. B. Dong, Phys. Rev. D102 (2020) 074021.

[4] Z. G. Wang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A35 (2020) 2050187.

[5] X. G. He, W. Wang and R. L. Zhu, Eur. Phys. J. C80 (2020) 1026.

[6] M. Karliner and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D102 (2020) 094016.

[7] J. R. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D103 (2021) 054019.

[8] S. S. Agaev, K. Azizi and H. Sundu, Phys. Lett. B820 (2021) 136530.

[9] M. W. Hu, X. Y. Lao, P. Ling and Q. Wang, Chin. Phys. C45 (2021) 021003.

[10] M. Z. Liu, J. J. Xie and L. S. Geng, Phys. Rev. D102 (2020) 091502.

[11] H. X. Chen, W. Chen, R. R. Dong and N. Su, Chin. Phys. Lett. 37 (2020) 101201.

[12] Y. Huang, J. X. Lu, J. J. Xie and L. S. Geng, Eur. Phys. J. C80 (2020) 973. [13] X. H. Liu, M. J. Yan, H. W. Ke, G. Li and J. J. Xie, Eur. Phys. J. C80 (2020) 1178. [14] T. J. Burns and E. S. Swanson, Phys. Lett. B813 (2021) 136057. [15] R. Aaij et al, arXiv:2212.02716 [hep-ex]. [16] R. Aaij et al, arXiv:2212.02717 [hep-ex].

[17] F. X. Liu, R. H. Ni, X. H. Zhong and Q. Zhao, arXiv:2211.01711 [hep-ph]. [18] J. Wei, Y. H. Wang, C. S. An and C. R. Deng, Phys. Rev. D106 (2022) 096023. [19] V. Dmitrasinovic, arXiv:2301.05471 [hep-ph].

[20] S. S. Agaev, K. Azizi and H. Sundu, arXiv:2207.02648 [hep-ph]. [21] S. S. Agaev, K. Azizi and H. Sundu, arXiv:2212.12001 [hep-ph]. [22] R. Chen and Q. Huang, arXiv:2208.10196 [hep-ph]. [23] Z. L. Yue, C. J. Xiao, D. Y. Chen, arXiv:2212.03018 [hep-ph]. [24] H. W. Ke, Y. F. Shi, X. H. Liu and X. Q. Li, Phys. Rev. D106 (2022) 114032. [25] Y. H. Ge, X. H. Liu and H. W. Ke, Eur. Phys. J. C82 (2022) 955. [26] R. Molina and E. Oset, arXiv:2211.01302 [hep-ph].

[27] D. K. Lian, W. Chen, H. X. Chen, L. Y. Dai and T. G. Steele, arXiv:2302.01167 [hep-ph]. [28] Z. G. Wang, Chin. Phys. C45 (2021) 073107. [29] Z. G. Wang and Z. H. Yan, Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018) 19. [30] Q. Xin and Z. G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. A58 (2022) 110. [31] Z. G. Wang, Phys. Rev. D102 (2020) 014018. [32] Z. G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C79 (2019) 489. [33] Z. G. Wang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A36 (2021) 2150107.

[34] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B147 (1979) 385; Nucl.

Phys. B147 (1979) 448.

[35] L. J. Reinders, H. Rubinstein and S. Yazaki, Phys. Rept. 127 (1985) 1. [36] P. Pascual and R. Tarrach, ”QCD: Renormalization for the practitioner”, Springer Berlin Heidelberg (1984).

[37] Z. G. Wang and T. Huang, Phys. Rev. D89 (2014) 054019. [38] Z. G. Wang and T. Huang, Eur. Phys. J. C74 (2014) 2891. [39] Z. G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C74 (2014) 2874. [40] Z. G. Wang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A35 (2020) 2050003. [41] P. Colangelo and A. Khodjamirian, hep-ph/0010175. [42] P. A. Zyla et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2020 (2020) 083C01. [43] S. Narison and R. Tarrach, Phys. Lett. 125B (1983) 217.