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With a combined analysis of data on Y(55) — hy(1P,2P)n*n~ and Y(55) — B®B™r in an
effective field theory approach, we determine resonance parameters of Z; states in two scenarios. In
one scenario we assume that Z; states are pure molecular states, while in the other one we assume
that Z, states contain compact components. We find that the present data favor that there should
be some compact components inside ZIS’) associated with the molecular components. By fitting the
invariant mass spectra of T(55) — hy(1P,2P)n 7~ and Y(5S) — B™ B*x, we determine that the
probability of finding the compact components in Z, states may be as large as about 40%.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Two charged bottomonium-like states Z;"(10610) and Z;F (10650)—denoted as Z;, and Z;—were discovered
by the Belle Collaboration in decays T(5S) — Y (nS)rt7~ for n = 1,2, or 3 and T(5S) — hy(mP)r 7™
form=1or2 @, E] The masses and decay widths averaged over the five channels are myz, = 10607.2+2.0
MeV, I'z, = 18.4 + 2.4 MeV, and mg; = 10652.2 + 1.5 MeV, FZ{) = 11.5 £ 2.2 MeV E] The average

masses are about 2 MeV above the thresholds of both B*B and B*B*. Recently, Belle [4] also reported
the observation of these two Z, states in Y(55) — [BB* + c.c.|]m, and Y(55) — B*B*r. The discovery of
the Zj states has inspired many interesting theoretical discussions. For example, it is suggested that these
states can be molecular states of the BB* + c.c. or B* B* meson pairs E—Iﬂ] They are also proposed to be
candidates of tetraquark states [13]. In Ref. [14, [15] the threshold enhancements are considered to be caused
by cusp effects.

Although the masses of these Z, states determined from the experimental fits are slightly above the thresh-
olds, one should note that the masses are extracted by the Breit-Wigner parametrization. As emphasized
in ﬂg, ], if an S-wave shallow bound state exists below the threshold, the amplitude should not be param-
eterized in the Breit-Wigner form. Using the line shape for a pure bound state, Ref. ﬂQ] shows that the data

on T(55) — hy(mP)rtx~ are consistent with the bound state nature of ZIE/). Furthermore, the observed
enhancements in Y(559) — [BB* + c.c.]Jt and Y(55) — B*B*r by Belle are very close to the thresholds
of the B® B™) systems. It is also found that the masses of the Z, states can be below the corresponding
thresholds if these masses are extracted from data on Y(55) — B*) B™)r [4].

As a fact of observations, Z; states and their analogues in the charmonium sector Z.(3900) ﬂE—IE],
Z.(4020/4025) [19, [20] and also the famous X (3872) appear to be strongly correlated to the thresholds of
either B*) or D™ pairs. This feature makes it natural to interpret these states as molecules. However, as
was pointed out in Ref. , ], it is difficult to understand the large production rates of these states in
B-factories, e.g. X(3872), if these states are assumed to be loosely bound molecular states. In particular,

the recent LHCb measurement of the ratio Ry, = Béf;?g;?%ﬁ}?i;’;) = 2.46 + 0.64 + 0.29 [23] seems not

to support a pure D*°D? molecular interpretation of X (3872), since Ry~ is predicted to be rather small
for a pure D*°D° molecule M] Meanwhile, a compact component inside such states can compromise both
threshold phenomena and sizeable production rates. It is shown in Ref. , ] that the radiative decays
of X(3872) are not only sensitive to long-range parts but also to short-range parts of the wave function.
The search for a hidden-beauty counterpart of X (3872), which is usually denoted as X, is important for
understanding the structure of X (3872). An effective field theory study shows that if X (3872) is a molecular
bound state of D** and D° mesons, the heavy-quark symmetry requires the existence of molecular bound
state X; of B*0B with mass of 10604 MeV [27]. However, there is no significant signal of X}, near the
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threshold of B*°B% in X;, — 7#t7~Y(15) [28] and in X}, — wY(15) [29]. Ref. [30] suggests that X, may
be close in mass to the bottomonium state x41(3P) and mixes with it. Therefore, the experiments which
reported observing x1(3P) might have actually discovered Xj.

Obviously, more experimental data and theoretical development are required to clarify the nature of these
near threshold states. In Ref. [31] an effective field theory (EFT) approach is proposed for the study of near
threshold states (see also an independent study in Ref. [32]). In this framework the compositeness theorem
can be incorporated with a determination of parameter Z which is the probability of finding an elementary
component in the bound state, and the nature of near threshold states can be described by the presence of
both molecular and compact components in their wavefunctions.

The main purpose of this work is to study structure of Z, states by doing a combined analysis of data
on Y(55) — hy(mP)rt7r~ and T(5S) — B™ B®™ 7 within EFT approach proposed in [31]. Our work is
organized as follows: in Sec. II, we recall the EFT approach proposed in Ref. [31]. In Sec. III, we present the
analysis of the YT(55) — hy(mP)rtr~ transitions and in Sec. IV, the Y(55) — B®*) Bz, Our numerical
results are presented in Sec. V. Finally, a brief summary is given in Sec. VI.
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for the two particle scattering. The double lines denote the bare state.

II. COMPOSITENESS THEOREM IN EFT

In Ref. |31], we have developed an EFT approach which incorporates Weinberg’s compositeness theo-
rem [33, 134]. Here we recall some of the main points; more details can be found in Ref. [31]. Consider a
bare state |B) with bare mass — By and coupling go to the two-particle state, where the bare mass is defined
relative to the two-particle threshold. The two particles have masses my, mg respectively. If |B) is near
the two-particle threshold, then the leading two-particle scattering amplitude can be obtained by summing
the Feynman diagrams in Fig. [0l Near threshold, the momenta of these two particles are non-relativistic.
Therefore, the loop integral in Fig. [[lcan be done in the same way as that in Ref. |35,136]. The loop integral
can be written as
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where p is the reduced mass of the two particles, and E is the kinematic energy of the two-particle system.
Obviously, the above integral does not diverge in D = 4. Using the minimal subtraction(MS) scheme which
subtracts the 1/(D — 4) pole before taking the D — 4 limit, one obtains

T =il (—2uE —ie)V/2. 2)
2

It is interesting to note that, with the MS scheme no counter term is needed in the renormalization. We
then have the two body elastic scattering amplitude for Fig. [I
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If a bound state exists, we can have the following relations

27 21\/2iB
% =912, Bo==—F=B, g¢'= —z -2, (4)

where B is the binding energy, and Z is the probability of finding an elementary state in the physical bound
state. Note that for the bound state, we mean a below threshold pole in the physical sheet. With Eq. (),
Eq. @) can be re-expressed as

A= 9 (5)

where

We can also express Eq. (@) in the form
iA =igo - G(E) - igo, (7)
where G(F) is the complete propagator for the S-wave near threshold state
17
T E+B+S(E)+il/2

G(E) (8)

We have added a constant width T' in the propagator, which can simulate the decay channels other than
the bottom and anti-bottom mesons. From Eq. (), one can find that the Feynman rule for the coupling
between the near threshold state and its two-particle component is igg. Treating the binding momentum
v = (2MB)1/2 and the three-momentum of the two-particle state p as small scales, i.e., 7,p ~ O(p), one can
then find that the leading amplitude Eq. (f)) is at the order of O(p~!).

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams for Y(55) — Zé')w — hy(mP)nm, where the Z, states are produced in direct production
processes. Solid lines in the loop represent bottom and anti-bottom mesons.

II. Y(5S) DECAYS TO hy(1P,2P)rtn~

In this section, we study the decay T(5S5) — ZIE/)W — hp(mP)nr in the EFT approach. Generally, in

the decay Y(55) — ZIE/)F, Zp states can be produced through both direct and indirect processes. In direct
production processes, Z; states are produced directly via its compact component, while in indirect production
processes a bottom and anti-bottom meson pair is produced first in the T(55) decay and then rescatters

to ZZSI). Similarly, the decay ZIS/) — hp(mP)m can proceed through both direct and indirect processes. In

direct decay, Z; state will decay to hy(mP)7 directly. In indirect decay, ZZSI) will first decay into a bottom
and anti-bottom meson pair and then the meson pair rescatters into hy(mP)n.



The three-momenta of heavy mesons in decay Y(55) — ZIE/)TF — hy(mP)rm are small compared with
their masses. Therefore, these heavy mesons can be treated as non-relativistic, and one can set up a power
counting in terms of the small three-momentum p |31, 137-439]. From the power counting, one can find that

if ZIS/) contains a compact component, its production will be driven by this compact component [31] (see
also Ref. |21, 122]). In Figll we show Feynman diagrams where the Z; states are produced via compact
components and decay through both direct and indirect processes.

If ZZS/) is a pure molecular state, its production should via indirect processes. The leading Feynman

diagrams for indirect production of ZIS/) are shown in Fig. Note that there are two kinds of indirect

production mechanisms for Z; states. In Fig.[Bl(a,b), Y(55) first decays to a bottom and anti-bottom meson
pair and pion in the same vertex, then the bottom and anti-bottom meson pair rescatters to ZIS/). While
in Fig. Blc,d), Y(55) first decays to a bottom and anti-bottom meson pair, and after emitting one pion,

the bottom and anti-bottom meson pair rescatters to Zé/). It is shown in Ref. [12] that both mechanisms
contribute at leading order for the indirect production of Z, states.

/7,7’ /7,7’ 7/T,’ g
T Zy Iy T Zy

FIG. 3: Feynman diagrams for Y(55) — lel)ﬂ' — hy(mP)mm, where the Z, states are produced in indirect production
processes. Solid lines in the loops represent bottom and anti-bottom mesons.

As we are only interested in low energy physics, it is convenient to collect B mesons in a 2 x 2 matrix [40, 41]
Hy=P'.G6+P, H,=-P'.G+P, P®=(BM- B 9)

where o' are the Pauli matrices, and a is the light flavor index, P; and P, annihilate the vector and

pseudoscalar heavy mesons respectively, and Pé*) annihilates the corresponding anti-particle. The leading
effective Lagrangian describing the coupling of Z;, states to the bottom and anti-bottom mesons can be
written as that in Ref. [9]

2v2 Z* —Lz°

g ) o g o ) LZ(I)O Z(/)_
Loymn = = TZ Hoo Hy] + ——=Te[(Z" )i Hyo H],  Za = | V2 ’ . (10)
2v/2 \
where Z,;, annihilates Z,, Zlb creates Zgp, and go is defined in Eq. (). The Lagrangian for the coupling of
the P-wave quarkonia and the B mesons reads |37
9h

Ln,np = E’I‘r[hZiHaaiﬁa] +H.ec. (11)



The chiral Lagrangian for the B mesons and the S-wave quarkonia can be written as [12]
Tt ot L A HL oA T ETAO, 4 Tte. 9
ﬁHHxPT = gﬂ"I‘r[Hao Hb] ab_gﬂ'Tr[HaHbU ]Aba+591’I‘r[THaHb]Aab+5292’I‘r[THaU' 0 Ha]+H'C'7 (12)

where A9 B = A(OB) — (8A)B, T is the 2 x 2 matrix field defined as T = T(55) - & + 75(55), and A,, is
the axial vector pion current which is given by

. iM Lm0 Tt
Ay = 5(€10,6~€0,6T) = ~0uM/[Fytoo, €=, M= < Vi _%7@)7 Fy = 132 MeV. (13)
2

We set gr = 0.25 as in [9, 142]. Note that our convention is different from that in [9], because a factor of

V2M has been absorbed into the field operator of the heavy meson in our convention [31], then our g, is
half of the value which is used in Ref. [9]. The leading effective Lagrangian describing the Zyhym interactions
reads

Ethbﬂ' = gzgijknghlekb + :H.C.7 (14)

a

which describes the direct decay of ZZSI) — hp(mP).

Finally, we come to the vertex describing decay of Y(55) into lel)ﬂ'. The corresponding Lagrangian to
the leading order of the chiral expansion is given by [9]

Lyz,n = gTTi(5S)Z;‘;A2b + H.c.. (15)

Similar to Ref. [9], we use the same coupling gv, g, for Z, and Z].
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FIG. 4: Feynman diagrams for non-resonant processes Y (55) — hy(mP)nm. Solid lines in the loop represent bottom
and anti-bottom mesons.

With the above effective Lagrangians and Eq. (§) as the propagator of ZIE/), one can then write out the
amplitudes for all the Feynman diagrams in Fig. Rland[Bl We treat the loop integrals as was done in Ref. [37].
We present the relevant one loop three-point functions in Appendix A, and give all the amplitudes of Fig.
and Blin Appendix B. In the following we address several points before ending this section.

e As in Ref. 9], we assume that Z, only couples to BB* while Z; only couples to B*B*. We then
find that there is a relative minus sign between iMasq 3p 3¢,34 for T(55) — Zgrw_ — hy(mP)rt 7~ and
those for Y(55) — Z, "7~ — hy(mP)x+ 7. It should not be surprising to find this relative minus sign,
since if one assumes Z;(Z}) couples to B*B*(BB*) with the same strength as that of Z,(Z}) couples
to BB*(B*B*), one would find that the meson loop amplitudes would be suppressed in heavy-quark
spin symmetry world as noticed in [37].



e Assuming that Z;, and Z] are spin partners of each other, we can use the same Z for Z;, and Z;. In
this way, we can reduce the number of free parameters in our fitting.

e We show the Feynman diagrams for non-resonant contributions to Y(5S) — hy(mP)nm in Fig. @
Ref. [43] shows that the non-resonant diagrams do not satisfy the two-cut condition near Y(55) region.
Hence their contributions will not be enhanced by the kinematic singularity. We do not include their
contributions in the present work, since they are suppressed by the heavy-quark spin symmetry. The
experimental fits also find no significant non-resonant contributions [, [2].

FIG. 5: Feynman diagrams for T (55) — Zé')w — B®B®x. Solid lines in the loop and in the final state represent
bottom and anti-bottom mesons.

IV. Y(5S) DECAYS TO B®WB™r

In this section, we will study the decay Y (55) — B®*) B®)7 in EFT. For the previous study one may refer to
Ref. [12], where the Z; states are assumed to be molecules. Instead of fitting data directly, Ref. [12] constrains
some parameters using data on Y(55) — B®* B(™) and it then calculates the differential distribution for
Y (55) = B® B™ 1 as a function of invariant mass of the B*) B(*) pair. In this work, we give the amplitudes
for T(55) — B® B®)x in EFT and constrain parameters by fitting the data directly.

Similar to Y(55) — ZIE/)TF — hy(mP)wm, Z, states can be produced through both direct and indirect
processes. The leading order Feynman diagrams for these two different production mechanisms are presented

in Fig. Bl The Feynman diagrams for the non-resonant contributions are shown in Fig. [0l We give all the
amplitudes for Fig. Bl and [6] in Appendix C.

FIG. 6: Feynman diagrams of the non-resonant contribution to Y(55) — B®B® . The solid lines represent the
bottom and anti-bottom mesons.



V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

With the amplitudes given in Appendix B and C, we do a combined fit to data on Y(5S) —
hy(mP)rtn~ [1, 2] and Y(55) — B®B®x [4]. Data on Y(55) — B® B*r are nonvanishing below
the B®) B(™) thresholds, hence we have to convolve the invariant mass spectra with detector resolution
function. Data on YT(5S) — hy(mP)ntn~ are collected per 10 MeV, so the invariant mass spectra should
be convolved with detector resolution function and integrated over 10 MeV histogram bin. The detector
resolution is parameterized by a Gaussian function with energy resolution parameter ¢ = 5.2 MeV for
Y(55) = hy(mP)rtn~ [1] and 0 = 6 MeV for Y(55) — B*) B®x [4]. To compare different scenarios for
the structure of Z; states, we do the fit with two alternative schemes:

a. We assume that Z; states are pure molecular states, then we have to set Z = 0 in the fit. In this way,
only the diagrams in Fig. Bl(a,c), B{b,c) and [@ give nonvanishing amplitudes.

b. We assume that Z; states contain substantial compact components, i.e., tetraquark component. It is
shown in Ref. [22] that the production rate of a molecular state is proportional to its wave function square
at the origin |¥(0)|?. Because the wave function of the molecular component in a loosely bound state

|2 is quite small, then the production rate of ZZSI)

spreads far out in space, |¥(0) through the molecular

component will be suppressed. Therefore, we further assume that Zé/) is mainly produced through the
compact component, and we set g1 = g2 = 0 in the fitting. It is worth mentioning that Ref. [21], [31]
demonstrate that the production of a near threshold state (by which we mean a mixture of the compact
component and molecular component) is driven by the compact component. On the other hand, the

hadronic decays of lel) into hy(mP)m will mainly go through the molecular component. This can be
found from the power counting analysis. We treat the binding momentum +, the three momentum of the
bottom meson pp and the four momentum of pion p, as small scales, i.e., they are all at the order of O(p).
Note that in the non-relativistic effective field theory, the propagator of the heavy meson is at the order
of O(p~2), and the measure of the one loop integration is at the order of O(p°). One can then find that
Fig. Bla) is at the order of O(p~'/?), while Fig. Blb) is at the order of O(p"). Thus, as a leading order
study, we set g, = 0 and neglect the contribution from Fig. 2(b). Up to now, we have shown that while

the production of Zé/) is driven by the compact component, its hadronic decays mainly go through the
molecular component. It is interesting to note that similar features are adopted for X (3872) in Ref. [21]].
By setting g1 = g2 = ¢g. = 0, one can find that only the diagrams Fig. 2(a) and Bl(a) give nonvanishing
amplitudes, and the number of the relevant free parameters in this scheme is the same as that in scheme
(a) (see Table. [I)).

We then compare our fitting schemes with that used in Ref. [9]. Although scheme(b) and Ref. [9] use the
same decay mechanism for Y(55) — Zpm — hymm as shown in Fig. 2la), there are some differences between
them. The main difference is that Ref. [9] sets Z = 0, while in scheme(b) we let Z to be a free parameter
which satisfies 0 < Z < 1. As shown explicitly in Appendix B, the amplitude for Fig. 2(a) is zero by setting
Z = 0. Physically, by setting Z = 0, one assumes the Z; states as pure molecular states which do not
contain compact components, hence they cannot be produced through the compact components. Therefore,
if one uses Fig. 2l(a) to describe the decay mechanism of Y(55) — Zym — hymm, one cannot set Z = 0 as
in Ref. [9]. The consistent treatment is to let Z to be a free parameter which satisfies 0 < Z < 1. On the

other hand, if one assumes Zé/) to be a pure molecular state, i.e., Z = 0, one should note that it can only be
produced through indirect process. Therefore, for the pure molecular scenario, one should use Fig. Bfa,c),
i.e., scheme(a), instead of Fig. la) to describe the decay mechanism of Y(55) — Zym — hpnm.

Now we come to discuss the applicability of EFT. In the decay ZZSI) — hp(2P)7, the momentum of the
pion is around 300 ~ 400 MeV in the energy region of our concern, hence the pion can be treated as soft,
and one would expect the EFT expansion can converge fast enough. But in Zé/) — hp(1P)7, the momentum
of the pion is relatively large and around 600 ~ 700 MeV. Based on naive dimensional analysis, Ref. |10]
warns that the EFT expansion may not be good enough for decay Zé/) — hy(1P)7 due to the relatively
large pion momentum. However, the results from the complete loop calculations can be more complex than
the naive dimensional analysis. One may refer to Ref. [44] for an example. Generally, it is complex to study



the convergence of the effective field theory, and reliable conclusions can only be achieved once the complete
higher loop contributions are available. Since such a kind of study is beyond the scope of the this work, we
take a more pragmatic approach with two options in the fit.

1. We use data sets of Y(55) — hy(1P,2P)nt 7, Y(5S) — BB*1 and Y(55) — B*B*r in our fit.
2. We use data sets of Y(5S5) — hy(2P)rT7n~, Y(55) — BB*m and Y(5S5) — B*B*r in our fit.

We choose an individual normalization factor for each final state in the fit. In this way, we need not to
fix values of gy and gp. We present all the fitted parameters in Table. [l and we show the fitting results of
fit(1a), fit(2a) and fit(1b) in Figlll B Note that the width T in Table. [[lis not the total width, but the width
defined in Eq. (8.

TABLE I: Parameters for four fits.

Fit gg/gl B B’ sz FZé A X2/d.0.f.
la 0.049(15) 0.11(12)eV 27(58)keV 2(1)keV 1.9(1.9)MeV 0 110/58
2a  0.0017(69) 12(21)keV 0.14(7)MeV  0.12(8)MeV 0.59(27)MeV 0 72/45
1b — 0.19(22)eV 1.6(1.8)eV  5.5(1.8)MeV 7.8(2.2)MeV 0.42(12) 81/58
2b - 0.38(65)eV 0.51(86)eV  6.1(2.8)MeV 4.6(2.2)MeV 0.42(18) 69/45

We give some brief discussions as regards our fitting results as follows

e It is found in the experimental fits that the relative phase between Z, and Z; in the hy(mP)nm channel
is 180° [1,12]. In fitting scheme (a), the relative minus sign between iMs, 3. for Z;, and Z] can account
for this relative phase. However, one can not find such a relative phase in amplitudes which are used
in scheme (b). In our fitting, we find that scheme (b) gives a good fit only if such a relative phase is
included. This may be attributed to gy (defined in Eq. (IH)) which has a relative minus sign between
Zy and Zj. We note that a very recent paper Ref. [45] proposed an explanation for this relative minus
sign.

e From the fitting results of fit(1b) and fit(2b), one can find that the fitted parameters in fit(1b) and
fit(2b) are close to each other. This indicates that the fitting results in scheme (b) are not sensitive to
data on Y(55) — hy(1P)mT7~. Whether this means that the effective field theory can be successfully
applied in T(55) — hp(1P)r 7~ needs to be further investigated. Nevertheless, our numerical results
show that such a possibility exists. It is also interesting to find that in scheme (b) the fitted binding
energy and the width of Z; are close to those of Z;. This seems to be consistent with the heavy-quark
spin symmetry.

e With all data sets, scheme (1b) gives much better fitting quality than scheme (1a). Unfortunately,
if data on Y(55) — hy(1P)rTn~ are dropped, the two schemes give almost equal fitting qualities.
In this sense, it seems too early to claim conclusively that Z; states contain substantial compact
components. However, a substantial compact component in ZZSI) can explain its large production rates
in experiments. In contrast, a pure molecular state with the tiny binding energy as determined in
scheme (a) is not likely to have large production rates in Y(55) decays.

e The binding energies of the Z, states from the fit are generally very small. If we fix B = 0.1 MeV, which
is the case for X (3872), and Z = 0.4 in fit(1b), we get a fitting quality x? = 90, which is still acceptable
and better than fit(1a). The other fitting parameters are B’ = 0.23(14) MeV, I'z, = 6.5(9) MeV and
[z =5.6(9) MeV. This result also seems to be consistent with the heavy-quark symmetry.

e One can also analysis data on Y(5S5) — T(nS)nt7~ in the EFT approach. However, different from
hy(mP)rtn~ and B*)B®™)x, the non-resonant contribution in Y (nS)rtn~ is significant. It is im-
possible to consider the interference with the non-resonant contribution correctly in one-dimensional
analysis. To analysis data on Y(55) — Y (nS)mtm~, one needs to fit the two-dimensional Dalitz
distribution, which is beyond the scope of the present manuscript.



VI. SUMMARY

We have done a combined analysis of data on Y(55) — hy(1P,2P)rT7n~, Y(55) — BB*r and Y(55) —
B*B*r within EFT approach. With a combined analysis, we determine the resonance parameters of Zj,
states in two scenarios. In one scenario we assume that Z;, states are pure molecular states, while in the
other one we assume that Z; states contain compact components. It is found that by assuming that Z; states
contain substantial compact components, one can have a better description of all data than by pure molecular
assumption. By fitting the invariant mass spectra of Y(55) — hy(1P,2P)nt 7~ and Y(55) — B™ B, we
determine that the probability of finding a compact component in ZZS/) is about 40% . It is also interesting

to note that the probability of finding a compact component in ZIE/) could be close to that in X (3872) which
are around 26% ~ 44% |46, 47).
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FIG. 7: Comparison of the invariant mass spectra of hy(1P)7 and hy(2P)7 in fit(1a), fit(2a),fit(1b) and the experi-
ment. The dotted line is the result of fit(1la). The dashed line is the result of fit(2a). The solid line is the result of
fit(1b). Data are from [1].
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The dotted line is the result of fit(1la). The dashed line is the result of fit(2a). The solid line is the result of fit(1b).
Data are from [4] and have had background subtracted.
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APPENDIX A: ONE LOOP THREE POINT FUNCTIONS

The three-point loop functions we will encounter are

I(ml,m2,m3,Q)

9 [t !
= (-1

(2m)* (o - +26)(€0+b12+——26)[404‘1?12—523—( @ + ie]

piofes 1 1 cd—c 1 2a+c—c

= tan™ " (——=—=—==) + tan , 16

2 \/al (2 a(c—ie)) (2 a(c —a — ie) (16)

I(l)(mlam27m3aq)
/_
= —H;;g;?’ (\/c—ie—\/c’—a—ie)—i—%[(ml,mg,m&q), (17)

where p;; = m;m;/(m; + m;) are the reduced masses, big = mq +ma — M, bag = mo + ms3 + q¢° — M, and

“ (%Y 7, ¢ = 212012, ¢ = uzybay + L2, (18)
ms m3
I (my, my, ms, q) is defined as
de 0
20)T (00 — B i) (0 + bra + 32 — ie) [0 + byg — bag — S0 4]

¢' TN (m1, mg,m3, q) = (—i)/(

For more details, one can refer to Ref. [31].

APPENDIX B: AMPLITUDES FOR Y(55) — hy(1P,2P)n " n

The amplitudes for Y(55) — Z," 7~ — hy(mP)r 7~ in Fig. 2 and Bl read

iMz _ 2V 2Zgng7rghE7r 1 zgk i *J(hb) (T)
¢ F2 E+B+E(E)+iI‘Zb/2
X[I(mB*umBamB*uq) +I(mBumB*7mB*7Q)]' (19)
. .ngzETr Z ik * k
iMoy = —i = 7RG e*I (hy)eR (). 20
2 F? E+B+S(E)+ilz/2 " ()€ (X) (20)
Moy — _29°919xgnEx B (ouB — ie)l/? 1

¢ F2 7r E+ B+ %(E)+ilz,/2

xe kgt e (hy)e* (V) I (mp«, mp, mp~,q) + [(mp, mp«,mp«, q)]. (21)

10



V274 . . 1 L
iMyy = i LI oy — )/ _ £l gie*d (hy) ek (). (22)
2r F2 E+B+X(E)+ilz,/2
9°929n9%
iMs. = —mTF [(I(l)(mB*,mB*,vap)+I(1)(mB*,mB,mB*7p)) PP+
1
1Y (mp,mp,mp-,p) — IV (mp«,mp, mp-,p )Pkpm} X =
( ( ) ( ) E+B+3%(E)+1ilz,/2
XgijkqiE*j (hb)ﬁm(’r)[l(mB* ,mp, mB*aq) + I(m37 mpx,mpx, q)] (23)

iMsa = i4\/59921?# [(I(l)(mB*amB*,mB,P) +I(1)(mB*amBamB*7p)) PR+
vVZ
E+ B+ %(E)+ilz,/2
x e gl e*d (hy)e™ (). (24)

(I(l)(mB, mp,mp=,p) — I(l)(mB* ,MB, MpB* ,p)) pkpm} X

E is the energy defined relative to the BB* threshold. B is the binding energy. g¢ is defined in Eq. ().
E is the energy of 7—, p is the three-momentum of the 7—, and ¢ is the three-momentum of the =+.
o= % is the reduced mass. Note that the terms proportional to p*p™ in Ms. and Mszy will
disappear in the heavy-quark limit, i.e., mp = mp~. This indicates that in the heavy-quark limit, the D
wave decay of Y(55) — Z is forbidden. We neglect the terms proportional to p¥p™ in the fit, since they
will be suppressed by the heavy-quark spin symmetry.

The amplitudes for Y(55) — Z, 7~ — hy(mP)r* 7~ in Fig. 2 and Bl read

2v229'grgrgnEx _ 1 Eijkqie*j(hb)ek(fr)
F? E+ B +X(E)+il'z /2

x[I(mp+,mp+,mp«,q) + I(mp~, mp~,mp, q)]. (25)

Moy =

. .QTQZEW Z ijk i _%j k
Moy, = —i - e9%q ™ (hy)e” (). 26
2 FZ E+B +5(E)+ilg/2 (ho)e(T) (26)

1
E+ B' +%(E) +ilz /2
XEijkqiE*j(hb)Gk(T)[I(mB* , M B+, Mp*, Q) + I(mB* ,mp+,mp, Q)]- (27)

2 12 - Eﬂ-
9 9152% E(_2IuE_Z-€)1/2
P s

iMszq, =

1
E+ B +%(E) +1iTz/2

V2Z ¢ 19.Ex .
iMy, = —i~ 2T oy p — ie)l/?

ijk i xj k
5 Iz e%q' e (hy)e®(T). (28)

. 9929195 (1) (1) =2 ckm
ZM?)C = 16T |:(I (mB*7mB*7mB*7p) +I (mB7mB*7mB*7p)>p o +

1
E+ B +%(E) +1iTz/2
Xfijkqif*j(hb)em(T)[I(mB* ,mp,mp=,q) + I(mp+,mp~,mp, q)]. (29)

(I(l)(mB* ,MB+,MpB=,P) — I(l)(mB, mpx, mp 7p)) pkpm} X
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!
iMzqg = —i4y/2992920m {(I(l)(mB*,mB*,mBnp)+I(1)(mB,mB*,mB*7p)) pPok™

1
VZ
I(l) mp=, Mp+, MpB~, _I(l) mp,mp+,mpx, k. _m X =
( (mp=, mp~, mp=,p) (mp, mp-,mp p))pp } E+ B +35(E)+il'z /2
xe* gl (hy)e™ (). )

E is the energy defined relative to the B*B* threshold. B’ is the binding energy. ¢’ is the renormalized
coupling constant which is defined in Eq. [)). We use ¢’ here to distinguish from g, which is used in T(55) —
Z;' 7= — hy(mP)nt ™, since they may be different due to different binding energies. y is the reduced mass
of the B*B* system. Other notations are the same with that in Y(55) — Z; 7~ — hy(mP)rt7~. We also
neglect the terms proportional to p*p™ in the fit.

In the above, we have assumed that Z, only couples to BB* while Z; only couples to B*B*. We also
assume that the probability of finding an elementary state in Z; and Z; is the same. In other words, we use
the same Z for Z; and Z;.

APPENDIX C: AMPLITUDES FOR Y(55) - B®B®x

The amplitudes for Y(55) — BT B*°r in Fig. [ and [ read

iMs, — 9195 vz e(T) - e (B*0). (31)
V2F, E+ B+ %(E) +ilz,/2
2 /[ __ 4 _
iMay = gy b 9V 2E e ). e (B*). (32)

= €
N onFr B+ B+ S(E) +il2,/2

2 o .
iMse = 49}97,—29776*J(B*0)6m('f) [(I(l)(mB*,mB*,mB,qﬂ) + I(l)(mB*,mB,mB*,qF» (ffﬁjm—l—
1
E+B+X(E)+ily/2

(33)

(I(l)(mB,mB7mB*,qﬂ) - I(l)(mB*amBumB*aqﬂ')) q;q;n} X

iMega = gl%e(T) - *(B*0). (34)

T

iMgy, = —48297 (7)€ (B0)

I3 A (¢eph + ar - PEOY — €p)

(35)

R g
3 J _ 10 _ . 5lj
PBr — g (¢2Pp — 4r - PBOY) + . — A

E is the energy defined relative to the BB* threshold. E; is the pion energy, g is the three-momentum
of the pion. pu is the reduce mass of BB* system. pp and pg are the three-momentum of B* and B*°,
respectively. A is the hyperfine splitting of the B mesons.

The amplitudes for T(55) — B*TB*°r in Fig. [ and Fig. Bl read

ng/Ew Z\/Z

_ £ ()™ (B 0) e (B ). 36
V2F, E+ B +%(E)+1il'z /2 (D) (BT (B™) (36)

iMsq =

12



E, 2/ =2uE —i N _
iM5b _ igl 1Y g _ H .Ze Ezmnez(T)e*m(B*O)e*n(B*Jr)' (37)
21Fr E+ B' +X(E) +ilz /2

12
IMs. = 2.49;729# [(I(l)(mB*,mB*,mB*,qﬂ) +I(1)(m3,m3*,m3*,qﬂ)) q?rtskm—i-

™

1
I(l) mp=,Mmp*,MpB*,qr _I(l) mp,mpx,mpx, 7T) y m:| X S
( (mp«, mp«, mp, qr) (mp, mpe,mp+, 4r) ) ndx E+ B +3(E) +il'z/2
XEkjiEm(T)e*j(B*O)E*i(B*+)- (38)
Ex 5
iMGa _ ZglF_Elmn Z(T)E*W(B*-i_)é*n(B*O). (39)
. . 929rn %7 * xk ( D* 1 z m ikm,m
iMep = _14F—W6 (T)e™ (B*)e™ (B™) m( ImpEay + e PEaL)
1 . . .
+zi;(6”“”ﬁkp§p%<—€km“5”pgp%<+8"”kQ?qi—-’”mqiﬁf +—5””Q?P%)] (40)

E is the energy defined relative to the B*B™* threshold. E; is the pion energy, ¢, is the three-momentum
of pion. p is the reduce mass of B*B* system. pp and pp are the three-momentum of B** and B*°,
respectively. A is the hyperfine splitting of the B mesons.

[1] 1. Adachi [Belle Collaboration], larXiv:1105.4583] [hep-ex].
[2] A. Bondar et al. [Belle Collaboration|, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 122001 (2012) |arXiv:1110.2251! [hep-ex]].
[3] K. A. Olive et al. [Particle Data Group Collaboration]|, Chin. Phys. C 38, 090001 (2014).
[4] 1. Adachi et al. [Belle Collaboration], larXiv:1209.6450! [hep-ex].
[5] A. E. Bondar, A. Garmash, A. I. Milstein, R. Mizuk and M. B. Voloshin, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 054010
[arXiv:1105.4473] [hep-ph]].
[6] Y. Dong, A. Faessler, T. Gutsche and V. E. Lyubovitskij, J. Phys. G 40 (2013) 015002 |arXiv:1203.1894| [hep-ph]].
[7] X. Li and M. B. Voloshln Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 077502 [arXiv:1207.2425| [hep-ph]].
[8] G. Li, F. -1. Shao, C. -W. Zhao and Q. Zhao, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 3, 034020 [arXiv:1212.3784! [hep-ph]].
[9] M. Cleven, F. -K. Guo, C. Hanhart and U. —G. Meissner, Eur. Phys. J. A 47, 120 (2011)
[10] M. Cleven, Q. Wang, F. -K. Guo, C. Hanhart, U. -G. Meissner and Q. Zhao, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 7, 074006

F

rXiv:1301.6461] [hep-ph]].

. Mehen and J. W. Powell, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 114013 |arXiv:1109.3479! [hep-ph]].

. Mehen and J. Powell, Phys. Rev. D 88, no. 3, 034017 (2013) [arXiv:1306.5459 [hep-ph]].

. Ali, C. Hambrock and W. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 054011 [arXiv:1110.1333/ [hep-ph]].

. S. Swanson arXiv:1409.3291! [hep-ph].

. V. Bugg, Europhys. Lett. 96, 11002 (2011) [arXiv:1105.5492/ [hep-ph]].

. Ablikim et al. [BESIII Collaboratlon] Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 252001 (2013) [arXiv:1303.5949] [hep-ex]].

. Q. Liu et al. [Belle Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 252002 (2013) [arXiv:1304.0121! [hep-ex]].

. Xiao, S. Dobbs, A. Tomaradze and K. K. Seth, Phys. Lett B 727, 366 (2013) |arXiv:1304.3036/ [hep-ex]].
Abhklm et al. [BESIH Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, no. 24, 242001 (2013) [arXiv:1309.1896! [hep-ex]].
. Ablikim et al. [BESIII Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, no. 2, 022001 (2014) [arXiv:1310.1163 [hep-ex]].
. Meng, Y. J. Gao and K. T. Chao, Phys. Rev. D 87, no. 7, 074035 (2013) |hep-ph/0506222].

. Suzuki, Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 114013 [hep-ph/0508258|.

. Aaij et al. [LHCDb Collaboration], Nucl. Phys. B 886, 665 (2014) |arXiv:1404.0275! [hep-ex]].

.Dong, A. Faessler, T. Gutsche and V. E. Lyubovitskij, J. Phys. G 38 (2011) 015001 [arXiv:0909.0380! [hep-ph]].

AEERESDS%0N00E00
<EZQEZEZSNZUEP S5

13


http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.4583
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.2251
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.6450
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.4473
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.1894
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.2425
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.3784
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.6461
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.3479
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.5459
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.1333
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.3291
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.5492
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.5949
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.0121
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.3036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.1896
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.1163
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506222
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0508258
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.0275
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.0380

K. Guo, C. Hanhart, Y. S. Kalashnikova, U.-G. Meissner and A. V. Nefediev, larXiv:1410.6712! [hep-ph].
Mehen and R. Springer, Phys. Rev. D 83, 094009 (2011) [arXiv:1101.5175! [hep-ph]].
. T. AlFiky, F. Gabbiani and A. A. Petrov, Phys. Lett. B 640, 238 (2006) |hep-ph/0506141].
. Aad et al. [ATLAS Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 740, 199 (2015) |arXiv:1410.4409/ [hep-ex]].
. H. He et al. [Belle Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 no. 14, 142001 (2014) [arXiv:1408.0504/ [hep-ex]].
. Karliner and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 91, no. 1, 014014 (2015) larXiv:1410.7729| [hep-ph]].
. Y. Chen, W. S. Huo and Q. Zhao, Chin. Phys. C 39 (2015) 9, 093101 [arXiv:1309.2859! [hep-ph]].
. Meng, J. J. Sanz-Cillero, M. Shi, D. L. Yao and H. Q. Zheng, Phys. Rev. D 92, no. 3, 034020 (2015)
1:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.034020 |arXiv:1411.3106! [hep-ph]].
. Weinberg, Phys.Rev.130(1963) 776.
. Weinberg, Phys.Rev.137(1965) B672.
. B. Kaplan, M. J. Savage and M. B. Wise, Phys. Lett. B 424 (1998) 390 [nucl-th/9801034].
. B. Kaplan, M. J. Savage and M. B. Wise, Nucl. Phys. B 534 (1998) 329 |nucl-th/9802075].
-K. Guo, C. Hanhart, G. Li, U. -G. Meissner and Q. Zhao, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 034013 [arXiv:1008.3632
[hep-phl].
[38] F. K. Guo, C. Hanhart and U. G. Meissner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 082003 (2009) [Erratum-ibid. 104, 109901
(2010)] [arXiv:0907.0521] [hep-ph]].
[39] F. K. Guo, C. Hanhart, G. Li, U. G. Meissner and Q. Zhao, Phys. Rev. D 82, 034025 (2010) [arXiv:1002.2712
[hep-ph]].
J. Hu and T. Mehen, Phys. Rev. D 73, 054003 (2006) |hep-ph/0511321].
. Fleming and T. Mehen, Phys. Rev. D 78, 094019 (2008) [arXiv:0807.2674 [hep-ph]].
X.-Q. Li, F. Suand Y. -D. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 054019 [arXiv:1011.0269! [hep-ph]].
Q. Wang, C. Hanhart and Q. Zhao, Phys. Lett. B 725, no. 1-3, 106 (2013) |arXiv:1305.1997! [hep-ph]].
S. l mlng7 T. Mehen and I. W. Stewa.rt Nucl. Phys. A 677, 313 (2000) [nucl-th/9911001].
A. Ali, L. Maiani, A. D. Polosa and V. Riquer, Phys. Rev. D 91, no. 1, 017502 (2015) [arXiv:1412.2049] [hep-ph]].
C.
M.

Folokioiooiroio)
BESEx I8 &
zx@zem

TEEED
JAESES
woomw%o@

=

eng7 H. Han and K.-T. Chao, larXiv:1304.6710! [hep-ph].

4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4 Cardoso, G. Rupp and E. van Beveren, [arXiv:1411.1654! [hep-ph].

0]
1] S
2]
3]
4]
5]
6]
7]

14


http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.6712
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.5175
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506141
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4409
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.7729
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.2859
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.3106
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9801034
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9802075
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.3632
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.0521
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.2712
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0511321
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.2674
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0269
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.1997
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9911001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.2049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.6710
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.1654

	I Introduction
	II Compositeness theorem in EFT
	III (5S) decays to hb(1P,2P)+-
	IV (5S) decays to B()() 
	V Numerical results 
	VI Summary
	 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	 APPENDIX A: ONE LOOP THREE POINT FUNCTIONS
	 APPENDIX B: AMPLITUDES FOR (5S)hb(1P,2P)+-
	 APPENDIX C: AMPLITUDES FOR (5S)B()()
	 References

