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Abstract
In this article, we calculate the contributions of the vacuum condensates up to dimension-
10 in the operator product expansion, and study the Cv, — C7, type scalar, axial-vector and
tensor tetraquark states in details with the QCD sum rules. In calculations, we use the formula

= \/Mf(/y/z — (2M,)? to determine the energy scales of the QCD spectral densities. The
predictions My = (4.027003) GeV, My—1 = (4.0270 %) GeV favor assigning the Z.(4020)
and Z.(4025) as the JPC = 1%~ or 2% diquark-antidiquark type tetraquark states, while

the prediction M,—o = (3.8510:33) GeV disfavors assigning the Z(4050) and Z(4250) as the
JjPe

= 07" diquark-antidiquark type tetraquark states. Furthermore, we discuss the strong
decays of the 07, 17—, 27T diquark-antidiquark type tetraquark states in details.

PACS number: 12.39.Mk, 12.38.Lg
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1 Introduction

In 2008, the Belle collaboration reported the first observation of two resonance-like structures in the
71 X1 invariant mass distribution near 4.1 GeV in the exclusive B Kt X1 decays, and deter-
mined the masses and widths Mz(4050) = (4051 + 14‘_"2?) MeV, Mz 4250y = (4248*_'33*_'}3?)0) MeV,
I'z(4050) = (821%%‘:3;) MeV and I'z(4250) = (177f§3f2%6) MeV, respectively [I]. There have been
several tentative assignments, such as the tetraquark states [2 B, 4], molecular states [5], etc.
In 2011, the BaBar collaboration searched for the Z*(4050) and Z7*(4250) states in the decays
BY - xcaa K~7F and BT — x.1 K27 based on the data collected with the BaBar detector at the
SLAC PEP-II asymmetric-energy e*e™ collider, and observed no evidences [6]. The Z*(4050) and
Z7(4250) still need confirmation.

In 2013, the BESIII collaboration observed the ZF (4025) near the (D* D*)* threshold in the 7
recoil mass spectrum in the process ee™ — (D*D*)*7T at a center-of-mass energy of 4.26 GeV,
and determined the mass and width MZC(4025) = (40263:‘: 2.6t 37) MeV and FZC(4025) = (248:‘:
5.647.7) MeV, respectively [7]. Furthermore, the BESIII collaboration observed the Z.(4020) in the
7t h, mass spectrum in the process ete™ — w77~ h, at center-of-mass energies (3.90 — 4.42) GeV,
and determined the mass and width My _(4020) = (4022.9 £ 0.8 £2.7) MeV and I'; (4920) = (7.9 £
2.7 4+ 2.6) MeV, respectively [8]. There have been several tentative assignments of the Z.(4025)
and Z.(4020), such as the re-scattering effects [9], molecular states [10], tetraquark states [11], etc.

The S-wave D* D* systems have the quantum numbers J¢ = 0t+, 11—, 24+ the S-wave 7+ h,
systems have the quantum numbers JF¢ = 177, the S-wave 7%, systems have the quantum
numbers JP¢ = 1% (or JPY = 177). On the other hand, it is also possible for the P-wave
7th, and 7y, systems to have the quantum numbers J©¢ = 0++ 17— 24+, In Ref.[12], we
observe that the predictions based on the QCD sum rules disfavor assigning the Z.(4020) and
Z.(4025) as the diquark-antidiquark type vector tetraquark states. The Z.(4020) and Z.(4025)
are potential candidates of the axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states [12]. The Z(4050) and
7(4250) are potential candidates of the scalar tetraquark states [2[3]. However, we cannot exclude
the possibilities that the Z.(4025), Z.(4020) and Z(4050) are the same particle with the J©¢ = 1~
or 2T+, The Z.(4025), Z.(4020), Z(4050) and Z(4250) are charged charmonium-like states, their
quark constituents must be céud or cédu irrespective of the diquark-antidiquark type or meson-
meson type substructures. The interested reader can consult Ref.[I3] for more articles on the exotic
X, Y and Z particles.
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In Refs.[12] [14], we distinguish the charge conjugations of the interpolating currents, calculate
the contributions of the vacuum condensates up to dimension-10 in the operator product expansion,
study the diquark-antidiquark type axial-vector and vector tetraquark states in a systematic way
with the QCD sum rules, make possible assignments of the X (3872), Z.(3900), Z.(3885), Z.(4020),
Z.(4025), Y (4360), Y (4630) and Y (4660). Furthermore, we explore the energy scale dependence
of the hidden charmed tetraquark states in details for the first time, and suggest a formula

po= My~ @M, (1)

with the effective c-quark mass M, = 1.8 GeV to determine the energy scales of the QCD spectral
densities in the QCD sum rules. The masses of the JP¢ = 177,17~ tetraquark states with
symbolic quark structure ccud disfavor assigning the Z.(4020), Z.(4025) and Y (4360) as the vector
tetraquark states; the masses of the vector tetraquark states with symbolic quark structures ccss
and cé(ut + dd)/+/2 favor assigning the Y (4660) (or Y (4630)) as the 1=~ tetraquark state [12].

In Refs.[2} 8], we study the Cvy, — Cy* and Cvs — Cy5 type scalar tetraquark states with the
QCD sum rules by carrying out the operator product expansion to the vacuum condensates up to
dimension-10 and setting the energy scale to be = 1GeV. In Ref.[I1], the Qiao and Tang study
the vector and tensor tetraquark states with the QCD sum rules by carrying out the operator
product expansion to the vacuum condensates up to dimension-8. They try to assign the Z.(4025)
as the J© = 2% tetraquark state (to be more precise, the J©¢ = 27~ tetraquark state), but do
not show (or do not specify) the energy scales of the QCD spectral densities. In Refs.[2] [3] [I1],
some higher dimension vacuum condensates involving the gluon condensate, mixed condensate and
four-quark condensate are neglected, which maybe impair the predictive ability.

In this article, we distinguish the charge conjugations of the interpolating currents, calculate
the contributions of the vacuum condensates up to dimension-10 in a consistent way, study the
scalar, axial-vector, tensor hidden charmed tetraquark states with the C'y, —Cy, type interpolating
currents in a systematic way, make tentative assignments of the Z.(4020), Z.(4025), Z(4050) and
Z(4250) based on the QCD sum rules. Furthermore, we explore validity of the formula on how to
determine the energy scales of the QCD spectral densities [12].

The diquarks have five Dirac tensor structures, scalar Cys, pseudoscalar C, vector Cy,,s, axial
vector C'y,, and tensor C'o,,,. The structures C'y,, and Co,, are symmetric, the structures Cys, C
and Cv,vs are antisymmetric. The attractive interactions of one-gluon exchange favor formation
of the diquarks in color antitriplet 3., flavor antitriplet 3; and spin singlet 15 (or flavor sextet
67 and spin triplet 3,) [I5], the favored configurations are the scalar and axial-vector diquark
states. We take the diquark states as the basic constituents following Jaffe and Wilczek [16]. If
additional partial derivative is not introduced, the scalar C~v5 diquark-antidiquark pair can form
scalar tetraquark states only, while the axial-vector C'y,, diquark-antidiquark pair can form scalar,
axial-vector, tensor tetraquark states. The scalar and axial-vector heavy-light diquark states have
almost degenerate masses from the QCD sum rules [17]. In this article, we choose the Cvy, — Cv,
type interpolating currents to study the tetraquark states.

The article is arranged as follows: we derive the QCD sum rules for the masses and pole
residues of the scalar, axial-vector, tensor tetraquark states in section 2; in section 3, we present
the numerical results and discussions; section 4 is reserved for our conclusion.



2 QCD sum rules for the scalar, axial-vector and tensor
tetraquark states

In the following, we write down the two-point correlation functions II,,,43(p) and II(p) in the QCD
sum rules,
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where the ¢, j, k, m, n_are color indexes, the C is the charge conjugation matrix. Under charge
conjugation transform C, the currents 7,, (z) and n(z) have the following properties,

CA'm“,(x) c' o= 7 (@) luwa for t==£1,
C()C™ = 1) Juesa, (6)
which originate from the charge conjugation property of the axial-vector diquark states,
C [eijkqjC’yﬂck} C-' = kg 7, Cc* (7)

The charged currents 7, () and n(x) change their charge signs under charge conjugation. The
neutral partners 7, and 7,
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are eigenstates of the charge conjugation. The currents 7,, and 7, (7 and 1) have the same
charge conjugations. We take the currents n(x), 1/~ (z) and 5/t () to interpolate the scalar,
axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states, respectively. The Z.(4020) and Z.(4025) are potential
candidates of the axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states, the Z(4050) and Z(4250) are potential
candidates of the scalar tetraquark states. Other possibilities are not excluded.

At the hadronic side, we can insert a complete set of intermediate hadronic states with the
same quantum numbers as the current operators 7,,(z) and 7(z) into the correlation functions
IT,,,08(p) and II(p) to obtain the hadronic representation [18| [I9]. After isolating the ground state
contributions of the scalar, axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states, we get the following results,
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Puv "the components Il (p) are irrelevant in the present analysis

[20], we add the superscripts and subscripts J = 2, 1, 0 to denote the total angular momentum.
The pole residues Az are defined by

where the notation g, = g —

Ol (0)1Z1=2(p)) = Azeuw,
<0|77f;7(0)|ZJ:1(p)> = Az (E,upv - Evp,u) y
(0[n(0)|Zs=0(p)) = Az, (13)

the €, and €, are the polarization vectors of the tensor and axial-vector tetraquark states respec-
tively with the following properties,

S ctspew(p) = Senditdelin Sedl

ZEZ()‘ap)EV(/\vp) = _g;w- (14)
A

The tensor current 773737 has no coupling with the J¥ = 2% (or tensor) tetraquark states, as the
Lorentz indexes o and 8 are antisymmetric.

In the following, we briefly outline the operator product expansion for the correlation functions
II.,0p(p) and II(p) in perturbative QCD. We contract the u, d and ¢ quark fields in the correlation
functions II,,,.s(p) and II(p) with Wick theorem, and obtain the results:
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where the £ correspond to ¢ = & respectively, the U;;(z), D;;(z) and C;;(x) are the full u, d and
¢ quark propagators respectively (the U;;(x) and D;;(z) can be written as S;;(x) for simplicity),
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and t" = %, the A™ is the Gell-Mann matrix, Dy, = 0y —igsG2t™ [19], then compute the integrals
both in the coordinate and momentum spaces to obtain the correlation functions II,,.5(p) and
II(p) therefore the QCD spectral densities. In Eq.(16), we retain the terms (g;0,,¢;) and (g;v.¢:)
originate from the Fierz re-arrangement of the (g;g;) to absorb the gluons emitted from the heavy
quark lines to form (q;gsG% st1,, 0 @) and (@57uqi9s Dy G pth,,,) 0 as to extract the mixed con-
densate and four-quark condensates (7gs0Gq) and g2(qq)?, respectively. One can consult Ref.[14]
for some technical details in the operator product expansion.

Once the analytical expressions are obtained, we can take the quark-hadron duality below the
continuum thresholds sy and perform Borel transform with respect to the variable P2 = —p? to
obtain the following QCD sum rules:

M?2 so s
A% exp <_T—2Z> :A ds p(s) exp (_ﬁ) ) (18)

m2
where

p(s) = po(s) + ps(s) + pa(s) + ps(s) + ps(s) + pz(s) + ps(s) + pio(s), (19)

the subscripts 0, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 10 denote the dimensions of the vacuum condensates in
the operator product expansion, the T2 denotes the Borel parameter. The explicit expressions
of the QCD spectral densities p;(s) are given in the appendix. In this article, we carry out
the operator product expansion to the vacuum condensates up to dimension-10 and discard the
perturbative corrections. Furthermore, we assume vacuum saturation for the higher dimension
vacuum condensates. The terms associate with %, %, % in the QCD spectral densities p;,
i =7,8,10, manifest themselves at small values of the T2, we have to choose large values of the T2
to warrant convergence of the operator product expansion and appearance of the Borel platforms.
In the Borel windows, the higher dimension vacuum condensates play a less important role. In
summary, the higher dimension vacuum condensates play an important role in determining the
Borel windows therefore the ground state masses and pole residues, though they maybe play a less
important role in the Borel windows. We should take them into account consistently.

Differentiate Eq.(18) with respect to %, then eliminate the pole residues Az, we obtain the
QCD sum rules for the masses of the scalar, axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states,

S0

im2 05 =7y p(5) exp (= 72)
Jimz dsp(s) exp (= 7z)

M% = (20)

3 Nwumerical results and discussions

The vacuum condensates are taken to be the standard values (7q) = —(0.24+0.01 GeV)?, (Gg;0Gq) =
m3(qq), mg = (0.8 £0.1) GeV?, (22€€) = (0.33 GeV)* at the energy scale = 1GeV [18, 19, 21].
The quark condensate and mixed quark condensate evolve with the renormalization group equa-
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In the article, we take the M S mass m.(m.) = (1.275+0.025) GeV from the Particle Data Group

[22], and take into account the energy-scale dependence of the M S mass from the renormalization
group equation,
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where ¢ = log &3, by = 23202 py = 188dony 1y ZTRMERENG A 913 MeV, 296 MeV
and 339 MeV for the flavors ny = 5, 4 and 3, respectively [22].

In the conventional QCD sum rules [18, [19], there are two criteria (pole dominance and con-
vergence of the operator product expansion) for choosing the Borel parameter 72 and threshold
parameter sg. The light tetraquark states cannot satisfy the two criteria, though it is not an indi-
cation of non-existence of the light tetraquark states (For detailed discussions about this subject,
one can consult Ref.[23]). We impose the two criteria on the hidden charmed tetraquark states to
choose the Borel parameter 72 and threshold parameter sg. Furthermore, we take it for granted
that the energy gap between the ground states and the first radial excited states is about 0.5 GeV.

In Fig.1, the masses of the scalar (J = 0), axial-vector (J = 1) and tensor (J = 2) tetraquark
states are plotted with variations of the Borel parameters T2, energy scales p, and continuum
threshold parameters s, where s§=2 = s=" = 20.5 GeV?, s]=° = 18.5 GeV?, 5 2(4050) = 21.0 GeV?,

and sZ(4250) 22.5GeV?2. From the figure, we can see that the masses decrease monotonously
with increase of the energy scales. The parameters s§=2 = sJ=! = 20.5GeV? and p = 1.8 GeV
can reproduce the experimental values of the masses of the Z.(4020) and Z.(4025) in the cases of
JPC =17~ or 2+ assignments. In Ref.[I2], we observe that the predictions based on the QCD
sum rules disfavor assigning the Z.(4020) and Z.(4025) as the diquark-antidiquark type vector
tetraquark states.

In Ref.[14], we observe that the energy scale © = 1.5 GeV is the lowest energy scale to reproduce
the experimental values of the masses of the X (3872) and Z.(3900) or Z.(3885). In Ref.[I2], we
suggest a formula to estimate the energy scales of the QCD spectral densities in the QCD sum

rules for the hidden charmed tetraquark states, y = \/ X/v)z — (2M,)?, with the effective c-

quark mass M, = 1.8 GeV. The heavy tetraquark system could be described by a double-well
potential with two light quarks ¢’g lying in the two wells respectively. In the heavy quark limit,
the ¢ (and b) quark can be taken as a static well potential, which binds the light quark ¢’ to form a
diquark in the color antitriplet channel or binds the light antiquark ¢ to form a meson in the color
singlet channel (or a meson-like state in the color octet channel). Then the heavy tetraquark states
are characterized by the effective heavy quark masses Mg (or constituent quark masses) and the

virtuality \/ M; vz~ (2Mg)? (or bound energy not as robust). It is natural to take the energy

scale p =virtuality. The resulting energy scales are p = 1.5GeV for the Z.(3900) and X (3872)
[14], 1 = 3.0 GeV for the Y (4660) [12], u = 1.8 GeV for the Z.(4020) and Z.(4025) in the present
case.
If the Z(4050) and Z(4250) are scalar tetraquark states, the energy scale p = 1.8 GeV is too
large, see Fig.1.
o If the Z(4050) is a scalar tetraquark state, the energy scale 1 = 1.2 GeV is the optimal energy
scale.
o If the Z(4250) is a scalar tetraquark state, the energy scale 4 = 1.0 GeV is the optimal energy
scale.
In the two cases, the energy scales p < 1.8 GeV, it is very odd that the energy scales of the QCD
spectral densities of the Z(4050) and Z(4250) are much smaller than that of the Z.(4020) and
Z.(4025). We can draw the conclusion tentatively that the predictions based on the QCD sum
rules disfavor assigning the Z(4050) and Z(4250) as the Cy, — Cy* type scalar tetraquark states.
In Refs.[2], 3], we obtain the masses (4.36 £0.18) GeV, (4.37+0.18) GeV and (4.56 £ 0.14) GeV
for the Cv, — Cv*, Cvs — Cvs and Cv,vs — Cy* s type scalar cécd tetraquark states respec-
tively using the QCD sum rules. In calculations, we take the mass m.(u=1GeV) = (1.35 +
0.10) GeV, the energy scale p = 1GeV is much smaller than that determined by the formula

w = \/ X/v)z ~ M,)2. The masses of the Cvy,75 — Cy* 75 type scalar tetraquark states are

much larger than that of the Cy, — Cy* and Cvs — Cvs type scalar tetraquark states [2], [3]. If the
Z(4050) and Z(4250) are scalar tetraquark states, they may be the Cy,v5 — Cy*v5 or C'— C type.
Under the Fierz re-arrangement, we can rearrange the diquark-antidiquark type currents into
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Figure 1: The masses with variations of the Borel parameters T2 and energy scales j for the J =
2,1,0 tetraquark states. The horizontal lines denote the experimental values of the masses of the
Z.(4020) and Z.(4025) in the case of J = 1 and J = 2; the experimental values of the masses of the
Z(4050) and Z(4250) in the case of Z(4050,.J = 0) and Z(4250,J = 0). In the figures denoted by
the Z (4050, J = 0) and Z(4250, J = 0), we take the Z(4050) and Z(4250) as the J = 0 tetraquark
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JPC | T?(GeV?) | s0(GeV?) pole Mz(GeV) Az
271 26-30 | 205+1.0 | (50 — 73)% | 4.027505 | 3.977535 x 10 2GeV®
17~ ] 28-32 [205+1.0 | (51 —72)% | 4.027007 [ 0.807011 x 102GeV”
07t | 2.0-24 [ 185+1.0 | (50 —78)% | 3.857075 | 3.157 075 x 10~2GeV®
Table 1: The Borel parameters, continuum threshold parameters, pole contributions, masses and

pole residues of the scalar, axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states.

the color singlet-singlet type + color octet-octet type currents [24], the energy scale formula can
be applied to study the molecular states in the QCD sum rules [25].

We take the energy scales as p = 1.8GeV, 1.8 GeV and 1.4 GeV for the J = 2, 1 and 0
tetraquark states, respectively. In Fig.2, the contributions of the pole terms are plotted with
variations of the threshold parameters sy and Borel parameters T2. In calculations, we observe
that the values SOJ:2 < 18.5 GeVz7 SOJ:1 < 18.5 GeV? and 30‘]:0 < 16.5 GeV? are too small to satisty
the pole dominance condition and result in reasonable Borel windows. In Fig.3, the contributions
of different terms in the operator product expansion are plotted with variations of the Borel
parameters T for the threshold parameters s]=2 = sf=! = 20.5 GeV?, sJ= = 18.5GeV?*. The
contributions of the vacuum condensates of dimensions 3, 5, 6, 8, 10 change quickly with variations
of the Borel parameters at the regions 72 < 2.4 GeV? and 2.0 GeV? for the J = 2 and 0 tetraquark
states, respectively, the contributions of the vacuum condensates of dimensions 3, 5 change quickly
with variations of the Borel parameter at the region 72 < 2.4 GeV? for the J = 1 tetraquark state,
which does not warrant platforms for the masses.

In this article, the Borel parameters are chosen as T2 = (2.6 — 2.8) GeV?, (2.8 — 3.2) GeV? and
(2.0 —2.4) GeV? for the J = 2, 1 and 0 tetraquark states, respectively, the continuum threshold
parameters are chosen as sg = (20.5 & 1.0) GeV?, (20.5 & 1.0) GeV? and (18.5 & 1.0) GeV? for
the J = 2, 1 and 0 tetraquark states, respectively. Then the convergent behavior in the operator
product expansion is very good. Such Borel parameters and threshold parameters can also lead to
analogous pole contributions. The Borel parameters, continuum threshold parameters and the pole
contributions are shown explicitly in Table 1. The two criteria (pole dominance and convergence
of the operator product expansion) of the QCD sum rules are fully satisfied, so we expect to make
reasonable predictions.

Taking into account all uncertainties of the input parameters, finally we obtain the values of
the masses and pole residues of the scalar, axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states, which are
shown explicitly in Figs.4-5 and Table 1. The predictions M;_ = (4.027003) GeV, M;_; =
(4.0275:07) GeV are consistent with the experimental values My_(4025) = (4026.3£2.6£3.7) MeV,
Mz, (4020) = (4022.9£0.84+2.7) MeV from the BESIII collaboration [7,8]. The present predictions
favor assigning the Z.(4020) and Z.(4025) as the J©¢ = 17~ and 2+ diquark-antidiquark type
tetraquark states. More experimental data on the spin and parity are stilled needed to identify
the Z.(4020) and Z.(4025), while the Z(4050) and Z(4250) still need confirmation.

In Table 1, the pole residues Az(1+-) = (0.8070:11) x 1072GeV* and Az(a++) = (3.9770:25) x
10~2GeV® are quite different due to the definitions, see Eq.(13), although the interpolating cur-
rents nfji are similar. The Az(;+-) has smaller dimension of mass compared to the Az(z++), the
Az++)s Az(+—)yMz@+-y, Az@++) are of the same magnitude. The correlation function Hiffﬁ (p)
(Hi;}ﬁ (p)) is symmetric (anti-symmetric) in exchanging the Lorentz indexes p < v or « > 3, the
vacuum condensates of the dimensions 8 and 10 and some other vacuum condensates disappear
at the QCD side of the correlation function H;J;o}l? (p) due to the anti-symmetry property of the
Lorentz indexes, which leads to weaker current-meson coupling, Az+-yMza+-) < Ag@++). If
we study the strong decays of the 17~ and 21+ tetraquark states with the three-point QCD sum
rules by taking the pole residues Az(1+-) and Az(2++) as input parameters, the difference in the
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pole residues at the hadronic side is expected to be compensated by the difference in the spectral
densities at the QCD side, so the difference in the pole residues will not influence the decay widths
significantly.

The BESIII collaboration observed the ZF(4025) and Z(4020) in the following processes [7} 8],

ete™ —  ZF(4025)7T — (D*DH)EF (0,1t 2t 07t 1727 37 )T,
ete™ = ZF(4020)nT = (hem)T(17 7,07 177 27 ) T (22)

where we present the possible quantum numbers JZC of the (D*D*)* and (h.m)* systems in
the brackets. If the ZF(4025) and Z*(4020) are the same particle, the quantum numbers are
JPC =17=, 0%+, 1=, 2%+, On the other hand, the Z*(4025)7F and ZF(4020)77 systems have
the quantum numbers JP¢ = 177 then the survived quantum numbers of the ZF(4025) and
Z*(4020) are JPC =177, 17~ and 27+, The predictions based on the QCD sum rules reduce the
possible quantum numbers of the Z.(4025) and Z.(4020) to JF¢ = 17~ and 27+ [12]. The strong
decays

Y (4260)/7*(4260) —  Z+(4025/4020)(2 1) 7T, (23)

take place through relative D-wave, and are kinematically suppressed in the phase-space compared
to the strong decays

Y (4260)/7%(4260) —  Z*(4025/4020)(1F7) 7 ¥ . (24)

The 271 assignment is disfavored, but not excluded.
In the following, we list out the possible strong decays of the ZF(4025) and Z*(3900) in the
case of the JP¢ = 17~ assignment.

ZEA25)(1T) o ho (P Jfort e () L xe(em)i  (DDYYE, (DD
Zci(3900)(1+7) — hc(lP)wjE , J/1/)7TjE , ncpi, nc(mr);f , Xcl(ﬂ'ﬂ')% , (25)

where the (77)p denotes the P-wave w7 systems have the same quantum numbers of the p. We
take the Z.(4025) and Z.(4020) as the same particle in the J©¢ = 17~ assignment, and will denote
them as Z.(4025). In Ref.[I4], we observe that the Z.(3900) couples to the axial-vector current
ni@,. In the following, we perform Fierz re-arrangement both in the color and Dirac-spinor spaces
to obtain the result,

Ez]k eimn

e = TR

1 _ _ _ _
= —— {civsedy!u — ey ediysu + cu dyHyse — eyPysu de
2\/5{ Vscdy ye divys Yyse — EyH s

{uj Crsctdm O — uij“ckJm%—,CE"} ,

—iey,yscdotu + icot e dy,ysu — ico" ysu dyye + ievudot s ) (26)

the components o™ c vy, ysu, ¢y divsu, iyscdy u, Giyscdy"u couple to the h.(1P)rt, J/ym™,
nep™, ne(wm)y, respectively. The strong decays

Z;(3900)(177) = he(IP)m™, J/om , nep™, me(mm)p (27)

are Okubo-Zweig-lizuka super-allowed, we take the decays to the (ww)% final states as Okubo-
Zweig-lizuka super-allowed according to the decays p — 7m. The BESIII collaboration observed
no evidence of the Z.(3900) in the process ete™ — w77~ h. at center-of-mass energies (3.90 —
4.42)GeV [8]. We expect to observe the Z*(3900) in the h.(1P)r* final states in the futures
when a large amount of events are accumulated. The components éo** ysu dv, ¢ and &y, u do" vsc
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couples to the scattering state (D*D*)*. In the nonrelativistic and heavy quark limit, the current
coM ~ysu dy,c is reduced to the following form,

e _ , Lo ol ol _ .
co¥ysudye o ElodCuxhd kil o €l-Cuxlée = Sp - Spe

i 7 ijket k= 70 to 7 ik a” TUj 3 a
coysudyje o« €Y {Za G kuCuxyo - kao?& o< € 527@ nggc =Sp X Sp+, (28)

where the &, (, x are the two-component spinors of the quark fields, the k are the three-vectors of the
quark fields, the o* are the pauli matrixes, and the S are the spin operators. It is obvious that the
currents éoysu dy,c and &y,u do*ysc couple to the J© = 0 and 1+ (D*D*)* states. However,
the strong decays ZF(3900)(17~) — (D*D*)* are kinematically forbidden. The Z.(4025) and
Z.(3900) have the same quantum numbers and analogous strong decays but different masses and
quark configurations.

We can search for the ZF(4025)(177) in the final states h.(1P)7™, xan®, J/vmE, nep®,
nc(ww)g, Xel (ww)g. Now we perform Fierz re-arrangement both in the color and Dirac-spinor
spaces to obtain the following result,

€l k eimn

mil. = 7 {w/ CytcFdmyr Ce™ —u! CrcFdmymCen}

1 _ - _ _
— { idu eo?’ ¢ + ido""u ec + idc éotVu + idotV c cu
2v/2
—eo" yse divsu — Giyse do ysu — et ysu diysc — divysc ot ysu
+ie" By s e dyPu — i Py e dyPysu
+iet P ey ygu dyPe — ie P ey u dyPysce b (29)
The scattering states J /Yt nep™, ne(mm)f, xe1(7m)f, (DD*)* couple to the components éo# ysc divsu,
civsc do™ ysu, Givsedot ysu, eV Peyysc dyPu, éot ysu diysc, respectively. The strong decays
ZE4025)(1T7) = J/ynE nep™, ne(nm)E, xer(nm)E , (DDY)E, (30)
are Okubo-Zweig-Tizuka super-allowed. In this article, we take the decays to the (7m)E /(7mm)%
final states as Okubo-Zweig-lTizuka super-allowed according to the decays p — nm/w — 7.

We can also search for the neutral partner Z9(4025)(1* ) in the following strong and electro-
magnetic decays,

ZCO(4025)(1+_) — I’LC(:[P)?TO Y J/T/”TO Y J/?/}T], cho 9 ch 9 Wc(ﬂﬂ)% 9 XCJ (T”T)loz’ Y
nc(ﬂ-ﬂ-ﬂ-)OP ) ch(TMT?T)% > N s Xej™ s (DD*)O ) (31)

where the (m7m)p denotes the P-wave mrm systems with the same quantum numbers of the w.
On the other hand, if the Z.(4025) and Z.(4020) are different particles, we can search for the
Z*+(4025/4020)(0%*) and ZF(4025/4020)(2+7) in the following strong decays,

ZE(4025/4020)(07F)  —  nert, J/pT, J/(rm)E , xant, DD, D*D*,
ZE(4025/4020)(27F) = nert, J/pt, J/(an)E | xanT, DD, D*D*.
(32)

The strong decays
Y (4260)/~%(4260) —  ZF(4025/4020)(0F ) x T, (33)

cannot take place. The 0+ assignment is excluded. If the ZF(4025/4020)(0**) states are observed
one day, it is odd indeed.
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In the following, we perform Fierz re-arrangement to the tensor and scalar currents ngf+ and
No++ both in the color and Dirac-spinor spaces to obtain the results,

Eijk 6imn ) _ ) _

Mooy = 7 {uJCw‘Lckdmv”CE" + uJCw”ckdmw‘LCE"} ,

1 _ _ _ _
= 375 { eV yscdy ysu + ey yscdyysu — eytedy’u — ey e dytu

+eyHysudy yse 4+ ey ysu dytyse — eytudy’ c — ey udyte

+gap (0" cdo”Pu+ ea"*cdotPu + eo'*udo"P e + co¥u dotPc)

_ _ _ _ 1 _
+gt” (cc du + Ciysc diysu + ¢y dy*u — Eyaysc dy ysu — §Eaaﬂcd00‘ﬂu
_ _ _ _ 1 _
+eude + Ciysu diyse 4 Eyau dy®e — ey ysu dytysc — iéaaﬁu dao‘ﬁc) } , o (34)

Nor+ = uijuckva“CE" ,
_ _ 1 _ 1 _
= ccdu+ ciysediysu + §E”yac dy*u — Eéfya%c dy“ysu
- - 1 - 1 =
+cude + ciysu diyse + Eéfyau dy%e — 55’}/0/}/5u dv*vysc, (35)

where we add the quantum numbers 2t+ and 07 as subscripts to show the J¢ explicitly. The
currents 747, and ng++ couple to the ZF(4025/4020)(27") and ZF(3850)(07 ), respectively. We
denote the scalar hidden charmed tetraquark states with the mass 3850 MeV as the Z.(3850), see
Table 1. Then we obtain the Okubo-Zweig-lizuka super-allowed decays by taking into account the
couplings to the meson-meson pairs,

ZE(4025/4020)(27F) = nert, J/pT, J/(rm)E , xant, DD, D*D*,
ZE(3850)(07 %) — men®, J/(rm)E , xanT, DD. (36)

We can search for the scalar and tensor tetraquark states in the futures at the BESIII, LHCb
and Belle-II. The diquark-antidiquark type current with special quantum numbers couples to a
special tetraquark state, while the current can be re-arranged both in the color and Dirac-spinor
spaces, and changed to a current as a special superposition of color singlet-singlet type currents.
The color singlet-singlet type currents couple to the meson-meson pairs. The diquark-antidiquark
type tetraquark state can be taken as a special superposition of a series of meson-meson pairs, and
embodies the net effects. The decays to its components (meson-meson pairs) are Okubo-Zweig-
Tizuka super-allowed, the kinematically allowed decays take place easily.

The ground state masses of the scalar tetraquark states are M j—o = 3832 MeV or 3723 MeV in
the constituent diquark model [26], M j—o = 3852 MeV in the relativistic quark model [27], M j—¢ =
3729 MeV in the relativized quark model [28]. The present prediction M —o = (3.8570¢3) GeV is
compatible with the values from Refs.[26] 27].

4 Conclusion

In this article, we distinguish the charge conjugations of the interpolating currents, calculate the
contributions of the vacuum condensates up to dimension-10 in the operator product expansion,
study the Cy,, — Cv, type scalar, axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states in details with the

QCD sum rules. In calculations, we use the formula p = M)2<

previous work to determine the energy scales of the QCD spectral densities, the p can be inter-
preted as the virtuality (or bound energy not as robust) in the heavy quark limit. The predic-
tions Mj—o = (4.02‘_”8:88) GeV, Mj—; = (4.02‘_”8:8;) GeV are consistent with the experimental

1Y)z~ (2M,.)2 suggested in our
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values My (4025) = (4026.3 £ 2.6 & 3.7) MeV, My (4020) = (4022.9 £ 0.8 + 2.7) MeV from the
BESIII collaboration, which favor assigning the Z.(4020) and Z.(4025) as the JP¢ = 17~ or
27+ diquark-antidiquark type tetraquark states. The prediction Mj—g = (3.85;"8:3)3) GeV disfa-
vors assigning the Z(4050) and Z(4250) as the JP¢ = 0** diquark-antidiquark type tetraquark
states. There is no candidate for the scalar hidden charmed tetraquark state, the prediction
Mjy—o = (3.85703) GeV can be confronted with the experimental data in the futures at the
BESIII, LHCb and Belle-II. More experimental data on the spin and parity are stilled needed to
identify the Z.(4020) and Z.(4025), while the Z(4050) and Z(4250) still need confirmation. Fur-
thermore, we discuss the strong decays of the 07+, 17—, 27+ diquark-antidiquark type tetraquark
states in details, which are of phenomenological interest. The pole residues can be taken as basic
input parameters to study relevant processes of the scalar, axial-vector and tensor tetraquark states
with the three-point QCD sum rules.

Appendix

The spectral densities at the level of the quark-gluon degrees of freedom,

_ 1 Y 1y 2
J=2 _ Cw— )3 (s — T2 2 _ —2 —4
Py "(s) = 15360 / dy/ dzyz (1 2)° (s 2)” (293s* — 190smy + 17m,)
yf 1-y o4
512O7T6 / / dzyz(1—y—2)*(s—m2)", (37)
e = T [y [y om) s om) . @
), -
m2
J=2 _Me QSGG < Y 3
= —_— —_— 1 —_— —
A = i [ o[ (G L) a2

{565 — 17m; +10m45( —m.)}
Y

m?2  a;GG 1 . y , -
o [ [ ()0 eom
1 GG 1-y
—W<a—>/ dy/ dz (y+2) (1 — y — 2)? (185s% — 208sT2 + 437, )
Y e ) -

1 GG, [¥ v _\2

T i 8
230147r4 <ast> /yyf w /”’ dz (y+2) (1 —y — 2)* (155° — 165m; + 3¢
_@<@) /yyf dy /zly dz (1 -y — 2)° (25> — 24sm? + 370%)
69112774 <af . yy s /1 Vdeyz(1—y = 2) (255 = 2457 4 3
_mme /yyf dy/zjy dz(1—y -2 (s —72)°
@<g>/f dy/zjy dzyz (s —m?) (13s — 5m?2) (39)
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= me(q9s0Gq v 1y .
ps2(s) = %/ dy/ dz (y + z) (25 — ;)
Yi z

7

mc<(ngan> v v —2
+w/yi dy j dz(l—y—z)(2s—mc), (40)

i

=~ \2 Yr 2/=.\2 Ys 1-y
m06<:2q> / dy + 95449) / dy/ dzyz {565 - 17%5 + 10%35 (s - mg)}

Yi Zi

_|_
m? [19 4 20m26 (s —m2)] + (y + 2) [18 (35 — mz) + 10m2d (s —m2)] }
_|_

e e I )
]

m?2 [6 4 5m26 (s —m2)] + (y + z) [56s — 17m7 + 10m.6 (s — m2)

0 [ (5154 )0
e A A C ) L
+”1‘;<5§><O‘SSG>Cf dy/zjydz{l—i-mggé(s—mg)}
A e
e G [Ty vt s ) (12)
pte) = MG [y (1 B 5 (- )
_W/ldyy(ll—y)é(s_mg) ’ )
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J=1
Po

mZ2(qgs0Gq)* 45 (s — m2)

o) = e e — | dum g
_1O§3T21< SG>/ y{y_13+(1_1y)3}6(3 )
+ §6<§?2> <afG>/0 dy{§+(1_1 )2}5(3_7%5)
321@7(zé (= SG>/1 dym“s—ﬁ%f)
PO [yt s (o - )
S [ g
P (2 /0 dym35<s—m3>,
1 vs 1y ,
(5) = m/y dy/Zi dzyz(1—y—2)* (s = )" (49s° — 305 + 771,

+; /yf dy/l_y dzyz(1—y—2)? (s — m2)3 (35 + m2)
30727%s J, Y )., c e)

p3(s) = - 16774 / /1 ’ zy+2)(1—y—2z)(s—m2),
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2 1—y

J=1 mc OZSGG / / z Y 3

= d dz| = +2Z )1 —-9y—
7 (o) 2304rTs w T T V-l 1-y-2)
5
{ss—m2+ 225 (s — )
m2  a,GG, [V 1=y z y

c s d d z L —y— 9o
23047r43< 0 ) y/Z “ (y2 + 2) (1—y—z)"m;

4608775\ 7 1 i
230147r4<afG> yif dy/;y dz(y+2) (1 —y—2)° (5s — 4m2)
4147127r48 <QSSG> /yyf W /1y dz (1 -y — 2) (555° — 48sm; + 3m,)
s . / Vg (1 -y ) (557 - 37
_ﬁ<¥> s dy /Zlyd (1—y—2)? (s— mi) (25— Wi)

-y

! dzyz (s — ) (25— 2) , (47)

+ 172874

- (Gg9s0Gq)
ploie) = st
Yy

yﬂw/ dz(y + 2)

T
e 2q89§04Gq> /yyf / oy, "
J=1 yf 1=y me
ps— (s) = 6487r4 / / dzyz{Ss—m + 5(5_ )}
= TR

1—y
_g:a) - 29N (2 Y 2 (s - 2
129674 / /21 dz(1-y—2z) {3 (y + Z) + <y2 + 22> m2d (s —m?)

+(y+2) [8 +2m26 (s —m2)]}

93(a9)* v = v L
(1-—y-— 2 11 i
116647%s / / ARl sttt

mZm2s (s— c) + (y+2) [6 (8s — _i) + 10m§5 (s - mﬁ)]} , (49)
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J=0
Lo

a GG ys /1 y ( Yy z
2 d =+ =
2887r2T2 /y Y., B

-~

M (qq)

dy/
9672 /yl 2
ys ~y
~ me{qq) / d / dz6 (s — )
y 20 (s —m;
2887 | w2
y _ —
864#2 yl 2 z
me{(qq) asGG ~ 2 (50)
- ( ) dy5 (s—m?),
57672 7 '),
1 v Y 3 —2\2 (5 2 —2 4
(s) = m/ dy/ dzyz(1—y—2)° (s —m2)" (7s> — 6smz- + )
T
1-y
2566/ dy/ deyz(1—y—2)2(s—m ) (3s —m2) , (51)

=
{28 — e+ ngcé (s —mﬁ)}
m2  a,GG. [V 1=y z Y 9 5
o Me O )1y - 2)? (35 — 2m?
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A S
1 asGG, (Y v 2
2 dz(y+z2)(1—y—2)(s— 2s —
ys -y —
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384mt 7 i 2
1 a,GG [V v 3 2 — 9 | o4
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me(agsoGa) [ [TV _
—%/ dy/ dz(1—y—2)(3s—2m2) , (54)
Yi Zi

J= me(qgs0Gq) ¥ - Y .
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Yi Zi
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_95{aq) d o zZ. Y o2 zZ Y
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4872T6

me(qq)® asGG, [
" 54T = ™ >/0 dy{

me(qq)® asGG, [ 1 ~
I8 = ™ >/0 dy{y +(1—y)2}6(8_m5)

m2 =~ \2 1
(R 066 g,

_ s0G ~ ~
et = TEIOO [yt (s - )
0

54T? ™ 1—vy)
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Tty Wy et (- me)

<qgsUGQ> / 1 =2
4 393 ; dyy(1 _y)é(s m3)

m2(Gq)? a,GG. ', _ -
@58 [yt - ) (58)

the subscripts 0, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10 denote the dimensions of the vacuum condensates, y; =

Hi\/l;lmg/s, = 177\/1;4”13/57 2z = %7 mg — @erz*z)mz’ ﬁlg — y(71”__zy), f;fdy N foldya
lei_y dz — fol_y dz when the ¢ functions & (s —mZ) and & (s —m2) appear. The condensates
(2=GG), (q9)(%=GG), (79)*(2=GG), (qgs0Gq)? and g2(gq)* are the vacuum expectations of the op-
erators of the order O(a). The four-quark condensate g2(gq)? comes from the terms (gy,t*qgs D, GS.),

<(ijLDT Di,g;) and (g; D, D, D4g;), rather than comes from the perturbative corrections of (gg)?%.
The condensates (g2GGG), (22€€)2  (2:6C)(g4.5Gg) have the dimensions 6, 8, 9 respectively,
but they are the vacuum expectations of the operators of the order (9(045/2), O(a?), O(a 3/2)

S
respectively, and discarded. We take the truncations n < 10 and k£ < 1 in a consistent way, the
operators of the orders O(a*) with k > 1 are discarded. Furthermore, the values of the condensates

(g2GGG), (262 <asGG)<qgsqu> are very small, and they can be neglected safely.
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