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The nature of near-threshold XYZ states
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We demonstrate that the recently obser¥edr, Z states cannot be purely from kinematiteet.
Especially the narrow near-threshold structures in @adtannels call for nearby poles of tise
matrix which are qualified as states. We propose a way tondisish cusp £ects from genuine
states and demonstrate that (not all of) the recently obdgetyY, Z states cannot be purely from
kinematic dfects. Especially, we show that the narrow near-threshaldtstres in elastic channels
call for nearby poles of th&-matrix, since the normal kinematic cusfifeet cannot produce that
narrow structures in the elastic channels in contrast taigers-matrix poles. In addition, it is also
discussed how spectra can be used to distinguigbrdnt scenarios proposed for the structure of
those poles, such as hadro-quarkonia, tetraquarks andriiadnolecules. The basic tool employed
is heavy quark spin symmetry.
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1. Introduction

In the last decade many narrow structures were observedhwhbinot fit into the well-established
guark model in both charmonium and bottomonium sectorstifithem are located close to nearby
S-wave open flavor thresholds. For instance, in the charmorgactorX(3872) andZ.(3900) are
close to theDD* (here and in the following, one of the two open-flavor mesam#tains a heavy
guark and the other contains a heavy anti-quark) threshmml@g4020) is close to th®*D*, while in
the bottomonium sector th&,(10610) andZ,(10650) are close tBB* andB*B*, respectively. Due to
their proximity to the thresholds, various groups concltidg those structures are simply kinematical
effects [1, 2] (and references therein) which occur near e8emave threshold. In contrast to this
there are many publications where the experimental sigesitare interpreted as states with various
suggestions for the underlying structure. The most prontipeoposals are hadro-quarkonia [3, 4],
hybrids [5-7], tetraquarks [8—14] and hadronic moleculés-B3].

This contribution consists of two parts. In the first part vasrnstrate that although there is
always a cusp at the opening of 8rwave threshold, it cannot produce a narrow pronouncedtsimel
in the elastic channel (the channel where the final stateeagcethe channel that produces the cusp)
from a perturbative rescattering [34, 35]. As a consequafchis, the narrow structures in elastic
channels as observed in experiments necessarily call éttheonperturbative interactions between
heavy mesons that lead to poles of 8wenatrix or call for poles formed on the quark level. Having
established that we need to talk about genuine states, iseit@nd part of this contribution, we
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Fig. 1. The tree-level (a), one-loop (b) and two-loop (c) Feynmagycims forY(4260)— 7DD*.

employ heavy quark spin symmetry (HQSS) to distinguishehdiferent dynamical models, i.e.
hadro-quarkonia, tetraquarks and hadronic moleculesltsasely on their mass spectra [36].

2. Kinematic effect or S-matrix pole?

In this section, we analyse the existing datZgB900) observed ii¥(4260) —» 7#DD* to illustrate
our argument about how to distinguish the presence ds-amatrix pole from a purely kinematic
effect. However, it should be clear that the conclusion is mameegal and can be applied to all
narrow structures ne&@-wave thresholds such as thoX& Z states mentioned above. To illustrate
this point, we do not aim at field theoretical rigor but use @asable interaction for all vertices,

L = gYn(DE;)TYM%(DS*)T(DS*H..-, 1)

and a Gaussian regulator
fa(B?) = exp(-2p%/A?) , 2)

for each loop. Her&r#, D, D; andr are the fields for th&/(4260),D, D* andr, respectively. The
couplinggy is the source term strength a@dis the DD* rescattering strength. It is the size of this
parameter that will eventually allow us to decide whetherréscatteringféect is perturbative or not.

In the regulatorj is the three momentum of tHe-meson in the center-of-mass (c.m.) frame of the
DD* system and\ is the cut-d¢f parameter. Therefore, the loop function reads

GA(E) = f dq (@) A HK g2 erfi(%k)—i] 3)

@ E-m-m-G5/@0) @R e

wherek = /2u(E - m; — my), and erfig) = 2/(yr) [, € dt.

For the kinematic explanations of theX& Z states [1, 2], it was claimed that the sum of tree-
level (Fig.1 (a)) and one-loop (Fig.1 (b)) diagram can diéscthe invariant mass distribution quan-
titatively. In other words, the claim is that the rescattgrprocess is perturbative and one does not
need to add also the higher order loops. We confirm the rektiieocalculation by employing the
tree-level diagram plus the one-loop diagram to fit the neta lam BESIII [37] as shown by the
red solid curve in Fig. 2 (a). The fitted parameters are

gy = 4001 GeV®?, C=18737GeV?, A =0257GeV (4)

The results shown here are updated compared to our prevasufis [35] where the used data did
not unambigously identify th®D* final state. In contrast to this for the new data the final state
was measured exclusively. This leads to a moderate decoééise data at the higher energies. We
find that this decrease requires an increase in the resogtsrength, without changing the general
reasoning. In particular, also from this analysis it folttlat one has to sum all the bubble loops up to
infinite order for a consistent treatment. To illustrates ghoint we plot the full two-loop contribution
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Fig. 2. TheDD* invariant mass distribution iM(4260)— nDD*. The data are from Ref. [37] and the green
dotted, red solid, pink dashed and brown long dashed cumeetha contributions from the tree level, full
one-loop, full two-loop and the sum of all the loops, resjpvety. The dot-dashed line shows the full one-loop
result with the strength of the rescattering requested tenta| enough to justify a perturbative treatment as
described in the text. Figure (a) and Figure (b) show theltesuith the full one-loop and the sum of all the
loops fitted to the experimental data, respectively. Thenesvbelow theDD* threshold are from the energy
resolution that is not included in the theoretical caldolas.

(Fig. 1 (a)+ (b) + (c)) as dashed curve in Fig. 2 (a): The deviation of this ctnwe the full one-loop
contribution is much larger than what is allowed in a perdtitke scheme. In addition: a summation of
the bubble leads to a bound state with a 9 MeV binding energg dlearly illustrates that restricting
oneself to a single rescattering is not self-consistent.

Turning the argument around, we can see that the pertugbaquirement, namely that the two-
loop contribution is at most half of the one-loop contribuati cannot produce the pronounced near-
threshold structure as shown by the dot-dashed line in Hig).2Z'he crucial point of this analysis is
that in the elastic channel the contribution from the sotecs (Fig. 1 (a)), as shown by the dotted
curve in Fig. 2 (a), can be disentangled from Bile* rescattering process Fig. 1 (b). The former one
is fixed by theDD* invariant mass distribution above3.94 GeV and the latter one is used to explain
the near-threshold structure.

As discussed above, since the narrow near-threshold @teucteans a nonperturbative rescatter-
ing process, one needs to sum all the bubble loops to infiniteroDoing this to fit the data we find
for the parameters

gy = 3385 GeV®2, C=2009GeV? A=0.89GeV (5)

The fit results are shown in Fig. 2 (b). With the above fittedapaaters, we find a pole below the
DD* threshold with the binding energyd® MeV. This demonstrates that a narrow pronounced near-
threshold structure in the elastic channel requires a pdleeS-matrix and cannot be produced from
kinematic d€fects alone.

Our reasoning is in contrast to that of Ref. [2], which is te knowledge the only work so far
that claims a kinematic origin for the near—threshold stmes and also looks at the elastic channel.
It should be stressed that in this work, while the structumethe inelastic channels are explained
as cusps, those in the elastic channels come solely fronothefactors employed. In this way our
argument presented above is evaded. However, from our pbinéw the problem of this explana-
tion is that it appears unnatural to explain both the narroucture as well as the higher energy tail
in the elastic channels as form factors because this calthéosimultaneous presence of drastically
different length scales in the production vertex. We therefonead regard the mechanism of Ref. [2]

2



4.40F
: Y360 72(4350)
N (43200 4310)
— 430F e
> [
3 F e
= 4250 y@e0)
< 4208 0
415}
E n(4140)
4108 o+ - -
JPC

Fig. 3. (color online). The full spectroscopy of hadro-charmoraadd on the assumption th§4260) and
Y(4360) are the mixed states of twolhadro-charmonia [38]. The dotted lines are the unmixe@stathe
masses o¥(4260) andy(4360) are the inputs as shown by the dashed green lines.

as a plausible explanation for the near threshold strugtoioserved. Thus, for the rest of these pro-
ceedings we regard it as established that¥Ne& structures are states and discuss a certain proposal,
how their internal structure could be disentangled expemnily.

3. Different scenariosfor the XYZ states

Having established that th€Y Zstates require a near-threshold pole structure in thaeEsin-
nel we now discuss how to distinguishfigrent models for these poles such as hadro-quarkonia,
tetraquarks and hadronic molecules [36].

3.1 Hadro-quarkonia

The hadro-quarkonium picture was proposed by Voloshin][Baged on the fact that several ex-
otic candidates mainly decay into a heavy quarkonium pgig hadrons. Examples are ti¢4260)
discovered inJ/ynmr channel, theZ;(4430) discovered ig’x channel, and th¥(4360) andyY(4660)
observed i’z channel. The basic idea is that tK¥ Zstates contain a compact heavy-quarkonium
core surrounded by a light-meson cloud. Based on the receasunement that the cross sections
for J/yn*n~ andho™n™ at 426 GeV and 86 GeV ine*e™ collisions are of similar size, Li and
Voloshin include HQSS breaking to describe th@260) andY(4360) as a mixture of two hadro-
charmonia [38]:

Y(4260)= cosfy3 —Sinfy, Y(4360)= sinfy3 + cosd iy , (6)

wherey; ~ (1) ® (07")gg andys ~ (177)s ® (07)qg are the wave functions of tha™c =
17~ hadro-charmonia with a*T and I~ cc core charmonium, respectively. Since the leading order
interaction between the heavy core and the light meson deumdt dependent on the spin of the
heavy core, spin partners for the heavy hadro-quarkonideddentified by replacing the core with
the corresponding spin partner [36].

Accordingly, the spin partners &f(4260) andY(4360) are found by replacing thi in the core
of y3 by n¢ and replacing thé. in they; state by any of the threg.; states. The relative mixing
amplitude can be obtained by constructingGiP-odd operator with the HQSS breaking [36]

1 - > v/ i rds ,
Omixing = ZO‘T @Yy +he.=h- ¢ + V3ylm +hec. )

Hence, the mixing amplitude of the pseudoscalar sectorgsidy a factory3 than that in the vector
sector. The resulting masses of these hadro-charmonia@masn Fig. 3 as an illustration. We notice
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Fig. 4. Panel (a) and (b) stand for ti&ewave andP-wave tetraquark spectroscopy in the charmonium sector,
respectively. The input and prediction are denoted by teemgdashed and blue solid lines, respectively.

that the interpretation of(4260) andY(4360) as mixed hadron-charmonia implies the existence of
two states with1”¢ = 0+,

The search for these partners will provide more insights thé nature of the twd states. For
the two pseudoscalar states, g(4140) andy(4320), the large mixing amplitude leads to masses
that allow both of them to decay im;ﬁ’)mr andy . Because of their guantum numbers the states
cannot be produced directly &e collisions. An alternative way for searching for them isBn
meson decays, e.g* — Kin(c’)nﬂr‘ as suggested in Ref. [39] for the search of the spin partner of
theY(4660). Another way to search for these two pseudoscal#ns imdiative decays of(4260) and
Y(4360) via theiny” component. Since the branching ratiodf— yy is two orders of magnitude
larger than that fo” — yn;, one could expect to observe these two states iretee — yycon
process at center-of-mass energies around the masses 6f4P@0) and they(4360). The states
nc1(4310) andy(4350) can be searched for in analogous processes in thgsdeC#(4360) with
the yqo in the final state replaced by the; andy,, respectively. The search for the above states can
be performed at BESIII or a future high-luminosity super-tiarm factory.

3.2 Tetraquarks

Among the diferent tetraquark scenarios we here focus on the compactrédiqntidiquark states
suggested by Maiani et al. [8] for simplicity. It is a straifgiiward extension of the quark model.
Since the four-quark system is bound by tHEeetive gluon exchanges, the isoscalar tetraquark is
mostly degenerate with the isovector tetraquark similathtop—w degeneracy in the light meson
sector.

In this model, the mass of a tetraquark is given by [8, 36]

L(L+1
M = Moo+ B,m=+ 1)

+aL(L+1)+S(S+1)-JI+1)] +keq[S(s+1)+S(s+1)-3], (8)

with s andsthe total spin of diquark and antidiquark syste®he total spinL the relative orbital
angular momentum between diquark and antidiquark sysfethe total angular momentum. The
parameters., a andxcq are defined such that they are positive to fit to the massedeafted states.
As a result, the mass of the tetraquarks increases withasitrgL andS, but decreases for growing
J, which is a rather unusual feature for composite systems.

As discussed above, the most striking feature is a very gebtsoscopy emerging in the tetraquark
model, as shown in Fig. 4. In what follows, we will limit thesgussion of the implications of the
model toS-wave andP-wave tetraquark states only [36]. Since the isospin strghel triplet are
almost degenerate, there should be in totab24ave tetraquark states even without considering ra-
dial excitations, which are expected to be about 400 MeV ieedlkan the corresponding ground
states [8]. Among the ground states, the authors of Refd@jtified theX(3872) as the isoscalar
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1** ground state and.(3900) andZ.(4020) as the iso-triplet*L ground states, respectively. One
may also assigix(3915) andX(3940) as 0+ and 2*, respectively [8], although there are sizeable
deviations between the predicted and the empirical valtigeanasses, cf. Fig. 4. Therefore, at least
15 moreS-wave tetraquarks still needs to be observed or identified.

For theP-wave tetraquarks, there are four iso-singlet &tates without radial excitations. Three
of them are identified as th§4008),Y(4260) andy(4630), and the other one was identified as one of
two structures, called(4220) andY(4290) observed iefe™ — hortn~ [8]. The statesr(4360) and
Y(4660) were assigned to be the radial excitations oM#08) andy(4260) [8]. Thus, besides the
first radial excitations, only 6 of 112 (28 if considering yithe iso-singlet onedp-wave tetraquark
states have candidates so far. As shown in Fig. 4 (b), theréwar exotic quantum numbers, i.e.
0~ and I'*, and two 0% states which might mix with each other. Since the mass dsesewith
the increasingl, a rather light charmonium(-like) state with= 3 is the particular feature of the
discussed tetraquark picture [8].

3.3 Hadronic molecules
A hadronic molecule is an extended object which is compos$agamor more narrow hadrons via

their nonperturbative interactions. Because of theirtiradly narrow widths the ground state hadrons
have a long enough life time to form a bound state. Since sdrte XY Zstates are close ®-wave
thresholds and strongly couple to the corresponding couatinstates, an interpretation as hadronic
molecules appears quite natural. In this contribution, @s$ on the interaction of the members of
two narrow charmed meson doublets with one of them contaiquark. Those are characterized by
the quantum numbers of their light degrees of freedom, rbals‘j’ei: %_ for the doublet D, D*) and

& = £ for the doublet D1(2420) D(2460)). In particular, we discuss ther 4 and3 + 3 hadronic
molecules. There are two kinds of interaction between tliketong-ranged one-pion exchange and
short-ranged interactions. The latter need to be fixed byta éixperimental data. Since there are not
enough data available, for now we mostly restrict the disiomsto qualitative statements based on the
pion exchange potential. As a result, instead of a predidtio the spectrum we show the potentially
relevant thresholds for thg + 3 molecules and + 3 molecules (cf. Fig.5). However, this already
allows us to highlight some striking features of hadronidenoles which can be used to distinguish
them from the hadro-charmonium and tetraquark scenarios.

There is one exception to this lack of predictive power: asutised in [29], to leading order the
potentials for 1* and 2+ are identical, which means an iso-singlet hadronic moewith quantum
number 2* near theD*D* threshold would have a large probability to exist if Kg872) is assigned
as an iso-singleDD* molecule.

As is well-known the one-pion exchange potential haBedent signs in the iso-singlet and iso-
triplet channels. Hence it is natural that an iso-triplatestdoes not exist if thB meson pair forms an
iso-singlet and vice versa. This means we do not expect adyiet state with quantum numbers
1** or 2**. Due to the same reason, org€3900) andZ;(4020) are assigned as isovecib* and
D*D* hadronic molecules, one would not expect to find isoscaldrdmc molecules with quantum
number I~ at the similar mass region. For th&*0channel the absence of the one-pion exchange in
the DD diagonal potential prevents us from speculating about xistezice of molecular structures
with these quantum numbers.

For the% + % system, because there are two kinds of one-pion exchandgbtions, i.e.t-
channel andi-channel exchange diagrams. They depend &eréint products of unknown coupling
constants, and thus no strong conclusion can be drawn iegétte existence or non-existence of
these states. Yet, one may still have reasonable speadatithout dynamical analysis. For instance,
since hadronic molecules exist near thevave thresholds, the Iighte%t+ % molecular state is
expected be close to the,D threshold (cf. Fig. 5), and have quantum numbers of eitherdk
17*. If a 0°* molecule exists, it should be around theD* threshold which is similar to that in the
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Fig. 5. The two-body thresholds in the charmonium mass range paligntelated to the formation of
hadronic molecules with fixed quantum numbers. The left agiat panel are fog + 3 and$ + 2 hadronic
molecules, respectively.

tetraquark picture and veryftiérent from that in the hadro-charmonium picture where thesate is
expected to be the lightest one. Another way to distinct betwmolecular and tetraquark scenarios
is the location of thel = 3 state. It will be the lightest state in the tetraquark pietiout close to the
D,D* threshold (cf. Fig. 5) in the molecular picture.

4. Summary and Outlook

In this contribution, we demonstrate that a narrow pronedmmeak in the elastic channel cannot
be produced by purely kinematiéfects. A consistent treatment of these narrow structuresssac
ily calls for poles in theS-matrix which correspond to physical states. To furthed@ethe nature
of theseXY Z states, namely whether they are hadro-charmonia, tetriegjoa hadronic molecules,
we study their spectra in thoseffdirent scenarios using mainly HQSS and identify their disitie
features. The prominent components of those puzzlingsstaged to be identified by further exper-
iments and detailed analysis, which will deepen our undedig of QCD in the nonperturbative
regime.
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