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We study the radiative decays Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s0(2317) and Ds1(2460) → γD0K+/γD+K0 and

argue that their simultaneous experimental measurement, or at least a constraint on the ratio of
the corresponding branching fractions, can allow one to probe the nature of the D∗

s0(2317) and
Ds1(2460) mesons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Radiative decays play a distinguished role in strong
interaction physics as they often provide a convenient
doorway to establishing the nature of hadronic states.
The photon emission vertex is controlled by Quantum
Electrodynamics (QED)—the most developed and well-
understood field theory within the Standard Model. The
small QED coupling constant, αem = e2/(4π) ≈ 1/137,
results in the suppression of electromagnetic radiative
processes by two orders of magnitude in probability com-
pared to analogous nonradiative reactions. However, if
the fine structure curse is overcome by the experimen-
tal statistics, then the information gained on the studied
hadronic states may provide a valuable reward for the
efforts spent.

It should be noted that the radiative decays of dif-
ferent hadronic systems are sensitive to different com-
ponents of their wave functions and, therefore, provide
different insights into the nature of such states. For ex-
ample, the radiative decays ϕ(1020) → γS and S → γV ,
with S for a0/f0(980) and V for ρ, ω, γ, exhibit quite dis-
tinct hierarchy patterns for compact or molecular struc-
tures of the scalar mesons [1]. In contrast, the experi-
mentally measurable ratio of the radiative decay widths
Γ(X(3872) → γψ(3686))/Γ(X(3872) → γJ/ψ) [2–6] is
sensitive to the short-range component of the X wave
function and appears not to be decisive concerning its
molecular component [7]; see also Ref. [8] for a pedagog-
ical introduction to the subject. The P -wave positive-
parity DsJ mesons, with J = 0, 1, 2, offer yet another
example of hadronic systems whose radiative decays may
serve as a probing tool for investigating their nature.
A recent update on the widths of the radiative decays

D∗
s0(2317) → γD∗

s and Ds1(2460) → γD
(∗)
s evaluated in

the molecular model for the decaying DsJ mesons can
be found in Ref. [9] (see also Refs. [10, 11] for earlier
studies in the same spirit). These decays have also been
comprehensively calculated in the chiral doublet model,
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which assumes that the D∗
s0(2317) andDs1(2460) mesons

are chiral partners of the pseudoscalar Ds and vector D∗
s

mesons, respectively, with opposite parity [12]. A calcu-

lation of the radiative decay widths Ds1(2460) → γD
(∗)
s

and Ds1(2536) → γD
(∗)
s performed assuming all in-

volved charm-strange mesons to be conventional quark–
antiquark states is presented in Ref. [13]. In Ref. [14], the

decays Ds1(2460) → γD
(∗)
s are studied in a model that

includes both cs̄ and two-hadron components. Since the
existing experimental information on such radiative de-
cays is very limited, further experimental studies as well
as reanalyses of the already existing data from different
collaborations in the spirit of Ref. [15] are necessary to
shed light on the nature of these hadronic states.

In this work, we focus on yet another radiative de-
cay, Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317), which can be employed to
probe the nature of the involved DsJ mesons. There are
two kinds of contributions possible to this decay that are
depicted in Fig. 1. The loop diagram is sensitive to the
molecular component of theDsJ mesons while the second
diagram (with a contact term) depends on an a priori
unknown parameter, hereinafter denoted as κcont, that
describes the contribution from short-range physics [9–
11]. Since a sufficiently accurate experimental measure-
ment of the partial decay width Γ(Ds1 → γD∗

s0) is cur-
rently not available [16], an alternative experimental in-
put is needed to quantify the aforementioned short-range
term and in this way get access to the significance of the
loop contribution. Thus, in this work, we also study the
three-body radiative decays Ds1(2460) → γD0K+ and
Ds1(2460) → γD+K0 and argue that they can be useful
in this context. In particular, we demonstrate that the
ratio of branching fractions,

R =
Br(Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317))

Br(Ds1(2460) → γD0K+)
, (1)

is very sensitive to the value of the short-range parame-
ter κcont and thus can be used to determine or at least
strongly constrain it. In this way, it should become pos-
sible to improve our understanding of the nature of the
D∗

s0(2317) and Ds1(2460) mesons and make precise the-
oretical predictions for various reactions involving the
vertex Ds1D

∗
s0γ as a building block or related to it via

heavy-quark symmetry.
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Figure 1. The loop and contact contributions to the decay amplitude Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s0(2317).

The paper is organised as follows: In Sec. II, we
evaluate the width of the two-body radiative decay
Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317) and study its dependence on
the short-range parameter κcont. We provide estimates
for the value of this parameter based on existing theo-
retical predictions and experimental data. In Sec. III,
we calculate the widths of the three-body radiative de-
cays Ds1(2460) → γD0K+/γD+K0, which also depend
on κcont through the intermediate vertex Ds1D

∗
s0γ. In

Sec. IV, we discuss the dependence of the ratio in Eq. (1)
on κcont and argue that conclusions about the nature of
the D∗

s0(2317) and Ds1(2460) mesons can be drawn from
experimental measurements of this ratio.

II. THE DECAY Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s0(2317)

The amplitude of the radiative decay Ds1(2460) →
γD∗

s0(2317) can be expressed as

M(Ds1 → γD∗
s0) = 2κ(q2)εµναβ p

µ
3 ϵ

∗ν(p3)ϵ
α(P )vβ , (2)

with κ(q2) for the transition amplitude (here q = P −
p3), P and p3 for the 4-momenta of the Ds1 meson and
photon, respectively, and the corresponding ϵ’s for their
polarisation vectors. The decay width is then calculated
as

Γ(Ds1 → γD∗
s0) =

κ(m2
Ds0∗

)2ω3

3πm2
Ds1

, (3)

where ω ≈ 139 MeV is the energy of the photon in the
rest frame of the decaying particle and κ(q2) is evaluated
at q2 = m2

D∗
s0

for the on-shell D∗
s0 meson.

Formally, the decay Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s0(2317) can

proceed through the diagrams shown in Fig. 1, so the
amplitude κ(q2) in Eq. (2) acquires two contributions,

κ(q2) = κloop(q
2) + κcont, (4)

where, in addition to a contact term κcont, we introduce
an effective momentum-dependent contribution from the
loop, κloop(q

2). In the molecular model for the positive-
parity D∗

s0(2317) and Ds1(2460) mesons [10, 17–23],
the loop contribution is sizeable, while if both external
hadrons were compact states, the loops would be neg-
ligible. A key observation of this work is that one can
determine the significance of the loop contribution by

exploiting its q2-dependence. Thus we start from evalu-
ating κloop(q

2).
Assuming that both Ds1(2460) and D∗

s0(2317) are
dynamically generated from the D∗K-D∗

sη and DK-Dsη
coupled channels, respectively, within unitarised chiral
perturbation theory (UChPT) [18, 20, 21] we employ the
effective Lagrangians,

L(0)
HM =

1√
2
gDKD

∗
s0

(
D+†K0† +D0†K+†)
+ gDsηD

∗
s0D

+†
s η† + h.c., (5)

L(1)
HM =

1√
2
gD∗KD

µ
s1

(
D∗+†

µ K0† +D∗0†
µ K+†)

+ gD∗
sη
Dµ

s1D
∗+†
s,µ η

† + h.c., (6)

with the coupling constants between hadronic molec-
ular states and their constituent mesons determined
from the residues of the S-wave scattering amplitudes
in UChPT [9, 24],

gDK = (9.4± 0.3) GeV,

gDsη = (7.4± 0.1) GeV,

gD∗K = (10.1+0.8
−0.9) GeV,

gD∗
sη

= (7.9± 0.3) GeV.

(7)

Finally, the effective Lagrangian for the magnetic
decays V → γP reads [25, 26]1

LMM =
i

2
eFµν√mDmD∗

[
εµναβvα

(
βQ+

Qc

mc

)
ab

×(PaV
†β
b − V β

a P
†
b ) +

(
βQ− Qc

mc

)
ab

V µ
a V

†ν
b

]
,

(8)

where the heavy-quark spin multiplets are filled with the
open-charm heavy–light pseudoscalar and vector mesons,

P = (D0, D+, D+
s ), V = (D∗0, D∗+, D∗+

s ), (9)

1Here v stands for the 4-velocity of the D∗
(s)

meson. However,

in what follows we do not distinguish it from the 4-velocity of the
Ds1 (see, for example, Eq. (16) below) since the difference is of
subleading order in the heavy quark mass expansion and can thus
be disregarded.
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and the subscripts a and b label the light quark flavour.
The parameter β defines the contribution of the light
quarks (u, d, and s) to the magnetic moment of the
meson, with Q = diag(2/3,−1/3,−1/3) for the matrix
of the light-quark charges, while the respective contribu-
tion from the heavy charm quark is provided by the term
Qc/mc, with Qc = 2/3 and mc for the c-quark charge
and mass, respectively. The parameters β and mc can be
fixed directly from the experimental data on the radia-
tive decays of the D∗ mesons; see, for example, Ref. [26].
It should be noted, however, that the numerical values of
these parameters are very sensitive to the experimental
inputs, which have changed appreciably in recent years.
In addition, only the total width of the chargedD∗ meson
has been measured experimentally. Thus, in the current
analysis, we fix the charm quark mass to a phenomeno-
logically adequate value often adopted in the literature
for its pole mass (see, for example, Refs. [27–30]) and ex-
tract the parameter β from the data on the measured par-
tial decay width Γ(D∗+ → γD+) = (1.33±0.33) keV [16].
This yields

mc = 1.5 GeV, β−1 = 360+27
−21 MeV, (10)

with β−1 of the order of ΛQCD, as expected. For the
masses of the D meson and kaon, we use their isospin-
averaged values,

mD =
1

2
(mD0 +mD+) = 1867 MeV,

mK =
1

2
(mK0 +mK+) = 496 MeV,

(11)

while for the other masses, we use their standard values
quoted in the Review of Particle Physics [16].

Notice that the D∗
(s) propagator in the loop in Fig. 1

is contracted with the photon emission vertex derived
from the Lagrangian in Eq. (8). Since this vertex contains
a totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor contracted
with the D∗

(s) 4-velocity (see footnote 1), the longitudi-

nal part of the D∗
(s) polarisation tensor drops out. Thus,

the loop integrals are ultraviolet convergent and no reg-
ularisation procedure needs to be invoked. In addition,
the tiny widths of the mesons in the loop are disregarded
for simplicity. Then, with the help of the effective La-
grangians in Eqs. (5), (6) and (8), an explicit expression
for the effective coupling κloop(q

2) introduced in Eq. (4)
reads

κloop(q
2) =

e
√
mDmD∗

12mc

[
gDKgD∗K(βmc + 4)

× J (0)(m2
Ds1

, q2, 0,m2
D∗ ,m2

D,m
2
K)

− 2gDsηgD∗
sη
(βmc − 2)

× J (0)(m2
Ds1

, q2, 0,m2
D∗

s
,m2

Ds
,m2

η)
]
,

(12)

where J (0) is the standard scalar three-point loop func-

Figure 2. Momentum dependence of the effective loop cou-
pling κloop(q

2) in Eq. (12). For presentation purposes, here
the loop integration in Eq. (13) (see also Appendix A) is per-

formed for the masses of D(∗)+ and K0. The vertical dash-
dotted line shows the position of q2 = m2

D∗
s0

relevant for

the two-body decay Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s0(2317) (see Eqs. (4)

and (15)). The gray shaded region shows the range of the
phase space integration in p212 = q2 in the three-body decay
Ds1(2460) → γD0K+, (mD0 + mK+)2 ⩽ q2 ⩽ m2

Ds1
(see

Eq. (38)). The plot for the decay Ds1(2460) → γD+K0 looks
similar and is not shown. Note also that in the actual cal-
culations performed in this work the spin-average masses in
Eq. (11) are used.

tion,

J (0)(k21, k
2
2,k

2
3,m

2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3)

=
1

16π2

ˆ 1

0

δ(1− x1 − x2 − x3)
d3x

∆3
,

(13)

with x1,2,3 denoting the Feynman parameters and

∆3 =

3∑
i=1

xim
2
i − x1x2k

2
3 − x1x3k

2
2 − x2x3k

2
1. (14)

Further details of this calculation and the explicit ex-
pression for a generic loop integral J (0) are provided in
Appendix A.

Then the real on-shell value κloop(q
2 = m2

D∗
s0
) enter-

ing Eq. (4) for the two-body radiative decay Ds1 → γD∗
s0

is straightforwardly calculated employing the parameters
listed in Eqs. (7) and (11) to be

κloop(q
2 = m2

D∗
s0
) = 0.190± 0.004. (15)

The uncertainty here comes from that of β quoted in
Eq. (10). Furthermore, in Fig. 2, we show the mo-
mentum dependence of the real and imaginary parts of
κloop(q

2) evaluated in a broad range of q2 relevant for
the further studies in this work. It is evident from this
figure that the q2-dependence in the near-threshold re-
gion, q2 ∼ (mD +mK)2, is rather pronounced. This be-
haviour arises from the two nearby singularities: (i) the
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3. Contributions to the decay amplitude Ds1 → γDK as given in Eq. (28). The structure of the vertex Ds1 → γD∗
s0 in

diagram (b) is shown in Fig. 1. Details concerning the vertex Ds1 → γD∗
s in diagram (c) can be found in Refs. [9, 11, 31].

DK threshold at mD0 +mK+ = 2.359 GeV and (ii) the
triangle singularity [32, 33] at (2.319− i0.013) GeV, eval-
uated using the formula in Ref. [34]. This nontrivial q2-
dependence provides a near-threshold enhancement to
the DK invariant mass distribution for the three-body
decays Ds1(2460) → γDK, which will be discussed in
Sec. III below.

The Lagrangian for the leading-order contact in-
teractions relevant for the radiative decays of the DsJ

mesons reads [9–11],

Lcont =αcontFµν

(
vµD∗

s0D
∗†ν
s +Dµ

s1v
νD†

s

+ εµναβDs1αD
∗†
sβ

)
+ κcontε

µναβFµνvβDs1αD
∗†
s0 + h.c.,

(16)

where v denotes the 4-velocity of the Ds1 meson (see
also footnote 1 above), and κcont has been introduced in
Eq. (4). The first term in Eq. (16), which controls the
radiative transitions from the DsJ to the ground state
D-mesons, will be needed below for the calculation of
the continuum transition; see the last diagram in Fig. 3.
The coupling αcont deserves a comment. Its value was
previously fixed from the averaged ratio of the branching
fractions [16]

R2 =
Br(Ds1(2460) → γDs)

Br(Ds1(2460) → πD∗
s)

(17)

and further employed to predict other ratios like

R1 =
Br(D∗

s0(2317) → γD∗
s)

Br(D∗
s0(2317) → πDs)

(18)

in Refs. [9, 11]. Recently, Belle II announced the first ob-
servation of the radiative decay D∗

s0(2317) → γD∗
s and a

measurement of the ratio R1 [35], which can be employed
to update the extraction of αcont but demonstrates a ten-
sion with the theoretical prediction contained in Ref. [9].
Furthermore, predictions for R1 obtained in the molecu-
lar picture for the D∗

s0(2317) and using R2 from various
experimental measurements [36–38] as input sizably dif-
fer from each other—see Appendix B for a brief overview.

We notice, however, that the dependence of the results
of this work on the value of αcont is weak, since the con-
tribution from the last diagram in Fig. 3 is small numer-
ically. Therefore, for the purposes of the present work,
we perform a straightforward simultaneous fit to the ex-
perimental values of both aforementioned ratios of the
branching fractions, R1 = 0.38 ± 0.05 (from the PDG
FIT [16]) and R2 = 0.071± 0.007 (from Belle II [35]), to
arrive at

αcont = −0.030± 0.008, (19)

which is used in the calculations below (see, in particular,
Figs. 5-7).

The magnetic coupling κcont that, in the studied de-
cay Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317), defines the strength of the
contact diagram in Fig. 1 is hitherto unknown, including
its sign. This fact prevents us from making a definite
prediction for the studied radiative decay, so the corre-
sponding decay width in Eq. (3) can be presented in the
form

Γ(Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s0(2317))

= 47×
(
0.190(4) + κcont

)2
keV.

(20)

A simple order-of-magnitude estimate for |κcont| is
given by the ratio ΛQCD/mc ≃ 0.2, since the decay
Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317) involves a heavy quark spin
flip. A model-dependent estimate for κcont can be ob-
tained from the calculated radiative decay width of a
charm-strange meson in a model that does not con-
sider the molecular component. In particular, apply-
ing the formula for the width in Eq. (3) to the result
Γ(1+(cs̄) → 0+(cs̄) + γ) ≈ 2.74 keV obtained in the chi-
ral doublet model [12], one readily finds |κcont| ≃ 0.24,
in good agreement with the order-of-magnitude estimate
above. Remarkably, comparing the above estimates with
the result in Eq. (15), we observe that, in line with the
power counting provided in Ref. [11],

|κcont| ≃ |κloop(q2 = m2
D∗

s0
)|. (21)

Therefore, the dependence of the width Γ(Ds1(2460) →
γD∗

s0(2317)) in Eq. (20) on the strength of the contact in-
teraction κcont, with κloop(q

2 = m2
D∗

s0
) fixed to the value
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in Eq. (15), is rather pronounced—we plot it in Fig. 4
for κcont varied within a natural (and sufficiently broad)
range [−0.4, 0.4] motivated by the estimates above.

The dependence in Fig. 4 allows for yet another es-
timate of the value of κcont based on the existing exper-
imental data for the partial width of the radiative de-
cay Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317). The averaged experimen-
tal branching fraction for this decay is (though rather
vaguely) known to be [16]

Br(Ds1 → γD∗
s0) = 3.7+3.5

−2.4%. (22)

However, only a very high upper limit has been estab-
lished experimentally for the total Ds1(2460) width [16],

Γexp
tot (Ds1) < 3.5 MeV (CL = 95%). (23)

To arrive at a more definite estimate for the partial decay
width Γ(Ds1 → γD∗

s0), we sum up the known partial
decay widths for the Ds1(2460), as a hadronic molecule,
into various final states collected in Table I to obtain

Γth
tot(Ds1) ≃ 200 keV. (24)

Therefore, for the central value of the branching fraction
in Eq. (22), we arrive at an estimate

Γ(Ds1 → γD∗
s0) ≃ 7 keV, (25)

and, employing the curve in Fig. 4, find (including the
sign)2

κcont ≃ 0.2, (26)

again in good agreement with the previous estimates.
However, given the almost 100% uncertainty in the av-
eraged measured branching fraction in Eq. (22), we are
forced to conclude that the uncertainty of the result in
Eq. (26) is at the level of the central value itself. Thus,
although studies of the radiative decay Ds1(2460) →
γD∗

s0(2317) alone provide consistent estimates for the
value of κcont, such estimates are either model-dependent
or come with a large uncertainty. The latter can be
reduced by excluding the vaguely known partial decay
width Γ(Ds1 → γD∗

s0) from consideration and resorting
to ratios of branching fractions instead. In particular, be-
low we calculate the widths of the three-body radiative
decays Ds1(2460) → γDK and argue that they can allow
one to advance in extracting the short-range contribution
κcont and probing the nature of the mesons D∗

s0(2317)
and Ds1(2460).

2We disregard the second solution that corresponds to a large
and negative value of κcont lying beyond the phenomenologically
adequate range shown in Fig. 4.

Figure 4. Width of the radiative decay Ds1(2460) →
γD∗

s0(2317) in Eq. (20) for the strength of the contact inter-
action κcont in Eq. (16) varied in a natural range [−0.4, 0.4].

Table I. Partial decay widths of Ds1(2460) into various final
states obtained within the molecular model. We quote the
central values of the results presented in the respective ref-
erences. The asterisk indicates that the Dsπ

0π0 width was
estimated from the Dsπ

+π− one.

Mode D∗
sπ

0 Dsγ D∗
sγ Dsπ

+π− Dsπ
0π0 γD∗

s0

Width [keV] 111 42 13 16 8∗ ≃ 1...10

Reference [9] [9] [9] [39] [39] Fig. 4

III. THE DECAYS Ds1(2460) → γDK

The amplitude of the three-body decay Ds1(P ) →
K(p1)D(p2)γ(p3) takes a generic form

M(Ds1 → γDK) = Mµν(p1, p2, p3)ϵ
µ(P )ϵ∗ν(p3), (27)

where ϵ and ϵ∗ are the polarisation vectors of the Ds1

and photon, respectively. The three main contributions
to this amplitude come from the decay chains

(a) Ds1(2460) → D∗K → [γD]K,

(b) Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s0 → γ[DK],

(c) Ds1(2460) → γD∗
s → γ[DK],

(28)

as depicted in Fig. 3. In particular, the amplitude of the
process Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317) studied in the previous
section enters as a building block in diagram (b) (see
the effective vertex shown as a filled box) and brings in
the dependence on the unknown parameter κcont. For
convenience, we also employ the shorthand notations

p12 = p1 + p2, p23 = p2 + p3 (29)

for the momenta of the intermediate mesons in the dia-
grams in Fig. 3. The various contributions to the ten-
sor amplitude Mµν for the reactions Ds1 → D∗0K+ →
γD0K+ and Ds1 → D∗+K0 → γD+K0, with all allowed
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contributions (D0K+, D+K0, and D+
s η) included in the

loop (see Fig. 1), take the form

Ma
µν(γD

0K+)

= −e
√
2mDmD∗

3mc
εµναβ p

α
3 v

βgD∗K (βmc + 1)GD∗0(p23),

Ma
µν(γD

+K0)

= −e
√
2mDmD∗

6mc
εµναβ p

α
3 v

βgD∗K (βmc − 2)GD∗+(p23),

Mb
µν(γDK)

= −
√
2gDK

[
κloop(p

2
12) + κcont

]
εµναβ p

α
3 v

βGD∗
s0
(p12).

(30)

In the expressions above, the superscripts “a” and “b”
indicate the contributions from diagrams (a) and (b) in
Fig. 3, respectively. A detailed description of the am-
plitude Mc

µν for diagram (c) can be found in Ref. [31],
so we refrain from quoting it here. Notice that, in all
expressions above, the D∗ propagator (also the D∗

s prop-
agator in the skipped amplitude Mc

µν) is multiplied by
the photon emission vertex derived from the Lagrangian
in Eq. (8). Since the photon vertex contains a totally an-
tisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor contracted with the D∗

(s)

4-velocity, the longitudinal part of the D∗
(s) polarisation

tensor drops out (it is, however, retained in the sum over

the D∗ polarisations in |M|2 in Eq. (38) below). Thus,
for the propagators of the intermediate vector mesons in
Fig. 3, we resort to a universal Breit–Wigner distribution,

G−1
V (p23) = p223 −m2

V + imV ΓV , (31)

with V = D∗0, D∗+, and D∗
s . We use the standard values

of the D∗
(s) masses [16] and for their widths we employ3

ΓD∗0 = 55.3 keV, ΓD∗+ = 83.4 keV, (32)

while the tiny width of D∗
s [41, 42] is set to zero.

For the D∗
s0 propagator entering the amplitude for

the diagram in Fig. 3(b), we employ a Flatté distribu-
tion [43],

G−1
D∗

s0
(p12) = p212−m2

D∗
s0
+

g2DK

8π
√
p212

(γ+ ik)+ imD∗
s0
ΓD∗

s0
,

(33)
where γ = −ik(m2

D∗
s0
) and the momentum k in the D∗

s0

centre-of-mass frame reads

k(p212) =
1

2
√
p212

λ1/2(p212,m
2
D,m

2
K), (34)

3Since the D∗0 width has not been measured yet, its value is
taken from Ref. [40], where it is evaluated from the D∗+ width
using isospin symmetry.

with

λ(a, b, c) = a2 + b2 + c2 − 2ab− 2ac− 2bc (35)

being the standard Källén triangle function. For the real
part of the pole, interpreted as the D∗

s0 nominal mass,
we use

mD∗
s0

= 2317 MeV, (36)

and for the D∗
s0 width we take the value [24]

ΓD∗
s0

= 132 keV. (37)

Finally, the differential decay width,

dΓ(Ds1 → γDK) =
1

(2π)3
|M|2

32m3
Ds1

dp212dp
2
23, (38)

is integrated over the phase space of the three-body
final state. In particular, the differential widths
dΓ(Ds1(2460) → γD+K0)/dmDK and Γ(Ds1(2460) →
γD0K+)/dmDK , with mDK =

√
p212, are shown in

Fig. 5. An order-of-magnitude difference between the
two widths should not come as a surprise given a strong
cancellation between the contributions to the D∗+ mag-
netic moment from the charm quark and the cloud of
light quarks, so this suppression has the same origin as
the relation Γ(D∗+ → γD+) ≪ Γ(D∗0 → γD0). Thus,
in what follows, we focus on the final state γD0K+.
In particular, the dependence of the total decay width
Γ(Ds1(2460) → γD0K+) on the short-range contact pa-
rameter κcont is shown in Fig. 6.

IV. DISCUSSION

The estimate for κcont in Eq. (26) suggests that pos-
itive values are more natural. We further notice that, for
positive values of κcont, the dependencies of the partial
radiative decay widths Γ(Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317)) and
Γ(Ds1(2460) → γD0K+) shown in Figs. 4 and 6, respec-
tively, exhibit pronounced but opposite patterns: while
the curve in Fig. 4 rises, the one in Fig. 6 falls. Therefore,
studying the ratio of the branching fractions defined in
Eq. (1) appears to be advantageous from both the the-
oretical and experimental points of view. Indeed, the
predicted dependence R(κcont) depicted in Fig. 7 demon-
strates a rapid rise with increasing κcont—the values of R
predicted for κcont ≃ 0 and κcont ≃ 0.4 differ by an order
of magnitude. From the experimental point of view, mea-
suring a ratio of two branching fractions should be much
easier than determining the absolute values of the cor-
responding partial decay widths separately. A measure-
ment of either the partial widths of both radiative decays
Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317) and Ds1(2460) → γD0K+,
or at least the ratio of their branching fractions R in
Eq. (1), with sufficient precision, will allow for a reliable
determination of the short-range parameter κcont. More-
over, given the specific pattern exhibited by the curve
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Figure 5. DK invariant mass distributions for the three-body radiative decay Ds1(2460) → γD+K0 (left) and Ds1(2460) →
γD0K+ (right) obtained from Eq. (38) upon partial integration over the phase space of the final state. In both plots, the
red curve corresponds to κcont = 0.2 as suggested by Eq. (26) and the red band around it comes from the uncertainty in the
determination of the contact parameter αcont as given in Eq. (19); in both cases we use three times the corresponding standard
deviation for the uncertainty of αcont to increase its visibility. The gray bands correspond to αcont fixed to its central value in
Eq. (19) and κcont varied in the range [−0.4, 0.4].

Figure 6. Partial width of the radiative decay Ds1(2460) →
γD0K+ as a function of the contact interaction strength κcont

in Eq. (16), varied over the natural range [−0.4, 0.4]. The nar-
row band corresponds to the uncertainty in the determination
of the contact parameter αcont as given in Eq. (19) with three
times the standard deviation.

in Fig. 7, an experimentally established sufficiently high
lower bound on the ratio R may already allow one to
impose a restrictive constraint on the value of κcont.

A comment on the nature of the D∗
s0(2317) meson

and its influence on the studied three-body radiative de-
cays is also in order here. Throughout this paper, we
treated D∗

s0(2317) as mainly a DK molecular state, so
its coupling to the corresponding channel is large—see
the value of gDK in Eq. (7). Consequently, the ampli-
tude of Fig. 3(b), which is directly proportional to this
coupling, brings about a noticeable dependence of the
total three-body decay width Γ(Ds1 → γD0K+) on the
unknown parameter κcont that is in the spotlight of this

Figure 7. The ratio R of the widths (branching frac-
tions) for the radiative decays Ds1(2460) → γD∗

s0(2317) and
Ds1(2460) → γD0K+ as function of the contact interac-
tion strength κcont in Eq. (16), varied over the natural range
[−0.4, 0.4]. The (nearly invisible by eye) band corresponds to
the uncertainty in the determination of the contact parame-
ter αcont as given in Eq. (19) with three times the standard
deviation.

investigation. On the contrary, in the opposite limit of
a purely compact D∗

s0(2317), when its coupling to DK
is very much reduced, the contribution in Fig. 3(b) is
negligible. Then the amplitudes (a) and (c) in Fig. 3
are parameter free and provide a prediction for the total
width of the corresponding three-body decay,

[Γ(Ds1(2460) → γD0K+)]compactD∗
s0

≃ 0.68 keV. (39)

As can be concluded from Fig. 6, to achieve this value in
the molecular model for the D∗

s0(2317) one would need
κcont ≃ −0.4 , which is negative and, in addition, appears
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unnaturally large in absolute value. This result reflects
the fact that the loop contribution encoded in κloop(q

2)
is sizeable; see Fig. 2.

We conclude, therefore, that experimental studies
of the three-body radiative decay Ds1(2460) → γD0K+

may provide valuable insights into the nature of the enig-
matic mesons Ds1(2460) and D

∗
s0(2317). It follows from

the results obtained in this work that the branching frac-
tion for this decay can be estimated at a per cent level,
so its experimental study at Belle II may become feasible
in the near future.
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Appendix A: Loop integrals

In this Appendix, we provide the analytical ex-
pressions that appear in the amplitudes of the decays
D∗

s0 → γD∗
s/D

∗
s0; see the loop diagram in Fig. 1 and di-

agrams (b) and (c) in Fig. 3. In particular, after tensor
reduction of the corresponding three-point one-loop am-
plitudes [31], we employ Package-X [44] to express the
remaining scalar integrals in terms of PolyLog functions.
The result reads

J (0)(M2, q2, 0,m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3)

= − 1

(4π)2
1

M2 − q2

[
Li2

(
F

(+)
1 + sgn(f1)iε

)
+ Li2

(
F

(−)
1 − sgn(f1)iε

)
− Li2

(
F

(+)
2 − sgn(f2)iε

)
− Li2

(
F

(−)
2 + sgn(f2)iε

)
− Li2

(
F

(+)
3 − sgn(f1)iε

)
− Li2

(
F

(−)
3 + sgn(f1)iε

)
+ Li2

(
F

(+)
4 − sgn(f3)iε

)
+ Li2

(
F

(−)
4 + sgn(f3)iε

)
− Li2 (F5) + Li2 (F6)

]
,

(A1)

where

F
(±)
1 =

2q2δ12 − 2M2δ13

M2(M2 −∆1) + δ12q2 ± (M2 − q2)λ
1/2
1

,

F
(±)
2 =

2M2(M2 −∆2) + 2δ12q
2

M2(M2 −∆1)δ12q2 ± (M2 − q2)λ
1/2
1

,

F
(±)
3 =

2M2δ13 − 2δ12q
2

M2∆2 − q2∆1 ± (M2 − q2)λ
1/2
2

,

F
(±)
4 =

2M2∆2 − 2(q2 − δ12)q
2

M2∆2 − q2∆1 ± (M2 − q2)λ
1/2
2

, (A2)

F5 =
δ23

(
M2∆2 + q2(q2 − δ12)

)
m2

3M
4 +BM2 +Dq2

,

F6 =
δ23

(
M2(∆2 −M2)− q2δ12

)
m2

3M
4 +BM2 +Dq2

,

with

λ1 = λ(M2,m2
1,m

2
2), λ2 = λ(m2

1,m
2
3, q

2), (A3)

and the triangle function λ(a, b, c) defined in Eq. (35),
while the signs of the functions fn (n = 1..3),

f1 = (M2 − q2)(M2δ13 − q2δ12),

f2 = (M2 − q2)(M4 −M2∆2 + δ12q
2),

f3 = (M2 − q2)(M2∆1 + q4 − q2δ12),

(A4)

determine the Riemann sheet of Li2(z±iε) for Re(z) > 1.
Finally, the auxiliary functions are defined as

∆1 = m2
1 +m2

2 − 2m2
3 + q2,

∆2 = m2
1 −m2

3 + q2,

δij = m2
i −m2

j ,

B = m4
3 +m2

1δ23 −m2
3q

2 −m2
2q

2 −m2
2m

2
3,

D = −m2
1δ23 +m2

2(q
2 + δ23).

(A5)

Note that, in the two-body decay studied in Sec. II,
the loop integral in Eq. (A1) is evaluated at a fixed value
q2 = m2

D∗
s0
, while in the three-body decays in Sec. III, it

is evaluated at q2 = (P − p3)
2, which varies across the

three-body phase space.

Table II. Extracted values of αcont and the corresponding ra-
tios R1 predicted in the molecular picture obtained by tak-
ing individual measurements for R2 from Belle [36, 37] and
BaBar [38] as input.

Input R2 αcont Predicted R1

0.55± 0.15 [36] 0.05± 0.03 0.010± 0.001

0.38± 0.12 [37] 0.01± 0.03 0.026± 0.003

0.274± 0.049 [38] −0.01± 0.02 0.044± 0.004
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Appendix B: R1 in the molecular picture

In this appendix, we discuss the ratio R1 defined in
Eq. (18) employing the molecular picture. The numeri-
cal value of R1 in Ref. [9] was obtained using αcont fixed
from the PDG FIT value 0.38±0.05 [16] for the ratio R2

in Eq. (17). However, we note that the values of R2 from
different measurements differ sizably. In Table II, we list

the values of αcont and the corresponding predicted ratios
R1 obtained in the molecular picture by taking individual
measurements for R2 from Belle [36, 37] and BaBar [38]
as input. Clearly, the values of R1 found in this way from
the different experiments are not consistent and deviate
from each other even more than the input quantities de-
rived from R2, since the contact term interferes with the
loop contribution.
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