Pc (4312)+ and Pc (4337)+ as interfering Σc D̄ and Λc D̄ ∗ threshold cusps
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The recent LHCb data on Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ revealed a new pentaquark-like Pc (4337)+ structure,
while finding no evidence for Pc (4312)+ discovered earlier in Λ0b → J/ψpK − . Though puzzling, the
data actually offer an important hint to understand the nature of the pentaquark candidates. We
develop a model to analyze the Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ data. We find that a Σc D̄ one-loop mechanism causes a
threshold cusp that fits well the Pc (4337)+ peak. Also, the Σc D̄ and Λc D̄∗ threshold cusps interfere
with each other to reproduce an oscillating behavior in the proton helicity angle distribution. These
results combined with our earlier analysis on Λ0b → J/ψpK − indicate that Pc (4312)+ and Pc (4337)+
are created by different interference patterns between the Σc D̄ and Λc D̄∗ (anomalous) threshold
cusps. The proposed scenario consistently explains why the Pc (4312)+ and Pc (4337)+ peaks appear
in Λ0b → J/ψpK − and Bs0 → J/ψpp̄, respectively, but not vice versa or both.
I.

INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of X(3872) [1], we have witnessed
many experimental observations of exotic hadron candidates that are not categorized in the conventional constituent quark structures such as q q̄ and qqq; see Refs. [2–
9] for reviews. Yet, we have not reached a satisfactory understanding of their nature. Many theoretical
attempts have been made to interpret the candidates
as hadronic molecules [10–39], compact multiquarks [40–
48], or hadrocharmonia [49–51]. However, difficulties of
these interpretations lie in: (i) We poorly understand
hadron interactions and thus formation mechanisms of
the exotic hadrons; (ii) Although resonances are expected
to appear in different processes, this is often not the
case and their appearances seem to be highly processdependent.
Kinematical effects, (anomalous) threshold cusps in
particular, are an interesting alternative mechanism that
can create resonancelike structures [52]. They are rather
free from the above item (i) since their singular behaviors
occur when certain kinematical conditions are satisfied,
irrespective of details of dynamics. The kinematical conditions are often satisfied in one process but not in others
and, thus, the item (ii) is naturally understood. In this
Letter, taking advantage of these characteristics of the
kinematical effects, we propose a scenario on how one can
consistently explain pentaquark candidates Pc ’s observed
in the recently measured Λ0b and Bs0 decay processes.
The pentaquark candidates were first discovered in
Λ0b → J/ψpK − 1 by the LHCb Collaboration [54]. The
recent update with ∼ 10 times larger statistics found
in the J/ψp invariant mass (MJ/ψp ) distribution three
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We follow the hadron naming scheme of [53]. For simplicity,
however, Σc (2455)+(++) , Σc (2520)+(++) , and J/ψ are often denoted by Σc , Σ∗c , and ψ, respectively. We also collectively denote
Λc and Σc by Yc . Charge indices are often suppressed.

clear peaks that were assigned to pentaquarks called
Pc (4312)+ , Pc (4440)+ , and Pc (4457)+ [55]. To establish Pc+ ’s as hadronic states, their appearances in different processes have been studied [56–62]. However, the
current experimental situation is not very supportive in
this regard, though higher statistics data in the future
might change the situation. For instance, a Pc search
in the GlueX J/ψ photoproduction cross section measurement ended up with a null result [63]. Moreover, in
Λ0b → J/ψpπ − data from the LHCb, an enhanced number of events is seen in the MJ/ψp bin of Pc (4440)+ while
this is not the case for the other Pc+ ’s [64]. Very recent LHCb data on Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ has made the situation
even more complex [65]. Their four-dimensional amplitude analysis found evidence for a new Pc (4337)+ signal
with a 3.1 − 3.7 σ significance, while no evidence was
found for Pc (4312)+ . 2
Recently, one of the present authors showed that the
Pc (4312)+ peak in Λ0b → J/ψpK − can be formed by
an interference between kinematical effects, including a
novel double triangle singularity (DTS), and a smooth
amplitude [66, 67]. Within this picture, we can explain
the absence of Pc (4312)+ in the other processes since the
DTS does not exist and the interference pattern is different. A similar idea can also be applied to the Pc (4337)+
signal in Bs0 → J/ψpp̄.
In this work, we develop a model for Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ that
consists of one-loop [Fig. 1(a)] and direct decay [Fig. 1(b)]
mechanisms. The one-loop amplitudes cause threshold
cusps in the MJ/ψp distribution. We demonstrate that
the Σc D̄ threshold cusp develops a structure that fits
well the Pc (4337)+ peak. Furthermore, the Σc D̄ and
Λc D̄∗ one-loop amplitudes, which are expected to have
comparable magnitudes, interfere with each other to create an oscillating behavior in the proton helicity angle
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We do not discuss Pc (4440)+ and Pc (4457)+ hereafter since they
are located (virtually) outside of the phase-space of Bs0 → J/ψpp̄.
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FIG. 1.
Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ mechanisms considered in this
work: (a) one-loop; (b) direct decay. Diagrams with chargeconjugated intermediate and final states are also considered.

causing a significant pp̄ threshold enhancement [71, 72].
The absence of such enhancement in the LHCb data [65]
would indicate that this quark diagram plays a minor
role.
Now we present formulas for the one-loop amplitudes.
Masses and widths of the particles that contribute to
the amplitudes are taken from Ref. [53]. We denote
the energy, width, momentum, and polarization vector
of a particle x by Ex , Γx , px , and ǫx , respectively. The
initial Bs0 → Yc D̄(∗) (J P )p̄ vertices with Yc D̄(∗) (J P ) =
Λc D̄0 (1/2−), Λc D̄∗0 (1/2−), and Σc D̄(1/2− ) are given by
1/2−

v1a = cΛc D̄ p̄,Bs FΛ00c D̄p̄,Bs ,
distribution in a remarkable agreement with the data.
With these results, we provide a reasonable explanation
why the resonancelike Pc (4312)+ and Pc (4337)+ peaks
selectively appear in Λ0b → J/ψpK − and Bs0 → J/ψpp̄,
respectively.

II.

MODEL

The one-loop mechanisms [Fig. 1(a)] are initiated by
Bs0 → Yc D̄(∗) (J P )p̄ with Yc D̄(∗) (J P ) = Λc D̄0 (1/2− ),
Λc D̄∗0 (1/2− ), and Σc D̄(1/2− ); J P stands for the spin
(J) and parity (P ) of the Yc D̄(∗) pair. These weak decays would be mainly caused by quark-level mechanisms
shown in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). The Yc p̄ in Fig. 2(a) could
be generated from a decay chain such as Bs0 → D∗∗ D̄(∗) ,
D∗∗ → Yc p̄ with D∗∗ being an excited charmed meson. In
this case, a D∗∗ Yc D̄(∗) triangle diagram would contribute
to Bs0 → J/ψpp̄. However, such triangle diagrams may
be simulated by Fig. 1(a) because, with experimentally
confirmed charmed mesons, they do not cause triangle
singularities. Similarly, the diagram of Fig. 2(b) might
induce a Ȳc∗∗ Yc D̄(∗) triangle diagram that may be simulated by Fig. 1(a).
Another triangle diagram can be drawn from Fig. 1(a)
by replacing the contact interaction v2 with a D(∗) exchange mechanism. This triangle diagram is similar
to initial single pion emission (ISPE) mechanisms that
have been used to describe the Zb (10610) and Zb (10650)
structures [68] and the Zc (3900) structure [69]. Since the
exchanged D(∗) -meson is highly off-shell, this ISPE-like
mechanism should be well approximated and included in
the one-loop mechanism of Fig. 1(a). The contact interaction v2 would also include other possible short-range
mechanisms such as a quark-exchange.
Regarding the direct decay [Fig. 1(b)], we expect and
assume it to be also initiated by the quark diagrams
of Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). Thus, the direct decay simulates one-loop mechanisms including heavier Yc D̄(∗) (J P )
such as Σc D̄∗ (1/2− ). Meanwhile, one may expect another quark diagram of Fig. 2(c) as a main driver for
Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ [70]. However, the pp̄ pair created in this
way must go through a strong final state interaction,

σ · ǫD̄∗ FΛ00c D̄∗ p̄,Bs ,


1
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1/2−
= cΣc D̄ p̄,Bs 1tΣc tD̄
,
F 00
2
2 2 Σc D̄p̄,Bs
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v1c

(1)

1/2−
cΛc D̄∗ p̄,Bs

(2)
(3)

respectively,
with complex coupling constants
P
cJYc D̄(∗) p̄,Bs . The parenthesis is an isospin ClebschGordan coefficient with tx being the isospin z-component′
LL
of a particle x. We have used dipole form factors Fijk,l
defined by

LL′
Fijk,l

Λ2
2
2
Λ + qij

1
= p
Ei Ej Ek El

!2+ L2

Λ2
2
Λ + p̃2k

2+ L2′
,(4)

where qij (p̃k ) is the momentum of i (k) in the ij (total)
center-of-mass frame. Unless otherwise stated, we use a
common cutoff value Λ = 1 GeV in Eqs. (4) and (8) for
all the interaction vertices. The subsequent s-wave inter−
0
−
+ ∗0
−
actions for Λ+
c D̄ (1/2 ), Λc D̄ (1/2 ), Σc D̄(1/2 ) →
J/ψp are given by separable interactions with coupling
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FIG. 2. Possible quark diagrams for (a,b) Bs0 → Yc p̄D̄(∗)
and (c) Bs0 → J/ψpp̄; q = u or d.
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constants cJψp,Yc D̄(∗) as

with form factors

1/2−

(5)

1/2−

(6)

0
fΛ0 c D̄ ,
v2a = cψp,Λc D̄ σ · ǫψ fψp
0
fΛ0 c D̄∗ ,
v2b = cψp,Λc D̄∗ σ · ǫψ σ · ǫD̄∗ fψp
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00
Adir = cdir σ · ǫψ Fpψ
p̄,Bs ,

(12)

1/2−

where cdir is a coupling constant. This amplitude creates J/ψpp̄ such that all two-particle pairs are in s-wave
and, therefore, it has a similarity to the non-resonant
amplitude used in the LHCb analysis [65].

The scattering length (a) is related to the phase shift (δ) by
p cot δ = 1/a + O(p2 ).

(8)

The one-loop amplitudes including Yc D̄(∗) (J P ), de, are given with the above ingrenoted by A1L
Yc D̄(∗) (J P )
dients as

0
fψp
fΛ0 c D̄ FΛ00c D̄p̄,Bs

,
W − EΛc − ED̄ + iǫ
Z
0
fψp
fΛ0 c D̄∗ FΛ00c D̄∗ p̄,Bs
1/2−
1/2−
,
d3 pD̄∗
= 3 cψp,Λc D̄∗ cΛc D̄∗ p̄,Bs σ · ǫψ
W − EΛc − ED̄∗ + iǫ
2 Z
0
X 
fψp
fΣ0 c D̄ FΣ00c D̄p̄,Bs
1
11
1/2−
1/2−
3
1tΣc tD̄
= cψp,Σc D̄ cΣc D̄p̄,Bs σ · ǫψ
,
d pD̄
2
22
W − EΣc − ED̄ + 2i ΓΣc
charge

P
0
where charge indicates the summation over Σ+
c D̄ and
++ −
Σc D intermediate states with the charge dependent
particle masses; W ≡ E − Ep̄ ; the tiny ΓD∗ has been neglected. The above expressions are implicitly sandwiched
by the spinors of the final p and p̄.
The one-loop amplitudes in Eqs. (9)-(11) are further
supplemented by Yc D̄(∗) scattering amplitudes. Here,
we use a Yc D̄(∗) single channel scattering model used
in Ref. [66]; see Sec. 2 of the Supplemental Material in
Ref. [66] for details. We assume possible coupled-channel
and/or multi-loop effects to be absorbed by the coupling
constants that are fitted to the data. The Yc D̄(∗) interaction strengths are fixed such that the scattering lengths 3
are a ∼ 0.5 fm (attractive) for Σc D̄ while a ∼ −0.2 fm
(repulsive) for Λc D̄∗ as in Ref. [66]. Regarding Λc D̄ not
considered in Ref. [66], we use a scattering amplitude of
a ∼ −0.2 fm as the fit prefers a repulsion. The one-loop
amplitudes create threshold cusps in the MJ/ψp spectrum that become significantly sharper [less sharp] as the
Yc D̄(∗) interactions are more attractive [repulsive] [73].
However, the positions of the cusps are not very sensitive to the a values since they are determined by the
kinematical effects.
For the direct decay amplitude, we employ the following one for pJ/ψ(1/2−) partial wave as

3

fijL

(9)
(10)
(11)

Our full Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ decay amplitude also includes
the diagrams obtained from Fig. 1 by replacing the intermediate and final particles with their charge-conjugates.
The amplitudes for such charge analogous mechanisms
are obtained from Eqs. (9)-(12) by replacements Yc → Ȳc
and D̄(∗) → D(∗) , and by interchanges p ↔ p̄, assuming that the coupling constants do not change. Thus,
the Dalitz plot distribution from this model is symmetric
with respect to interchanging p and p̄. See Appendix B
of Ref. [74] for details on how to calculate the Dalitz plot
distribution using the presented amplitudes.

III.

RESULTS

Our Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ model is fitted to the LHCb data for
the MJ/ψp and MJ/ψp̄ distributions and also for the proton helicity angle (θp ) distribution; cos θp ≡ −p̂p · p̂ψ with
p̂x ≡ px /|px | in the pp̄-at-rest frame. As the LHCb data
is the sum of the Bs0 and B̄s0 decays, the data is symmetric with respect to interchanging p and p̄ under the CP
conservation. Regarding the fitting parameters, each of
the one-loop amplitudes [Eqs. (9)-(11)] has an indepen1/2−

1/2−

dent complex parameter cψp,Yc D̄(∗) cYc D̄(∗) p̄,Bs . The direct
decay amplitude [Eq. (12)] also has a coupling constant
1/2−

cdir . Since the overall normalization and phase of the
full amplitude are arbitrary, we totally have six fitting
parameters.
A reasonable fit is obtained for the MJ/ψp and MJ/ψp̄
distributions as shown in Fig. 3(a); the theoretical curves
have been smeared with the bin width. By working with
the six fitting parameters, we do not find another solution of a comparable quality. Parameter values are given
in Table I. We have plotted the results for two models,
one with the Yc D̄(∗) single channel scattering amplitude
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FIG. 3. J/ψp and J/ψ p̄ invariant mass distributions for Bs0 → J/ψpp̄. (a) Comparison with the LHCb data [65]. The red
solid [blue dashed] curve is from the full model with [without] the Yc D̄(∗) single-channel scattering amplitudes, augmented by
experimental background (green histogram) [65] and smeared with the bin width. The dotted vertical lines indicate thresholds
0
+ ∗0
++ −
for, from left to right, Λ+
D , respectively. The black crosses (cyan circles) are the J/ψp (J/ψ p̄)
c D̄ , Λc D̄ , and Σc (2455)
data and are shifted by −2 MeV (+2 MeV) along the MJ/ψp(p̄) axis for better visibility. (b) Contribution from each mechanism.
The blue dashed, green dotted, and magenta dash-dotted curves are from the Σc D̄, Λc D̄∗ , and Λc D̄ one-loop mechanisms,
respectively; the corresponding charge-conjugate Ȳc D(∗) one-loop is also included in each. The brown dash-two-dotted curve is
from the direct decay mechanism. These contributions are coherently summed to give the red solid curve. The curves are not
smeared.

included (red solid curve), and the other without (blue
dashed curve). As we observe in the figure, the fit quality
is not significantly different between the two models. The

TABLE I. Parameter values for our Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ models.
The second (third) column is for the model that includes
(does not include) the single channel Yc D̄(∗) scattering amplitudes. The parameters above (below) the horizontal line
are obtained from (not) fitting the LHCb data [65]. The parameters above the horizontal line can be arbitrarily scaled
by a common complex overall factor. The last three parameters are Yc D̄(∗) → Yc D̄(∗) interaction strengths defined by
Eq. (43) in the Supplemental Material of Ref. [66].
1/2−

1/2−

cψp,Λc D̄ cΛc D̄p̄,Bs

0.25 − 1.48 i

−0.09 − 0.71 i

1.29 − 0.02 i

0.49 + 0.40 i

−0.99 − 1.99 i

1.33 − 4.54 i

2.16 + 0.00 i

1.52 + 0.00 i

1000

1000

hΛc D̄(1/2− )

2.5

0

hΛc D̄ ∗ (1/2− )

2.5

0

hΣc D̄(1/2− )

−2

0

1/2−
1/2−
cψp,Λc D̄ ∗ cΛc D̄ ∗ p̄,Bs
1/2−
1/2−
cψp,Σc D̄ cΣc D̄p̄,Bs
1/2−
cdir

Λ (MeV)

0
+ ∗0
Λ+
c D̄ , Λc D̄ , and Σc D̄ one-loop amplitudes create cusp
structures near their thresholds. In particular, the Σc D̄
threshold cusp appearing slightly above the Σc D̄ threshold well describes the Pc (4337)+ peak structure. The
cusp can mimic a 1/2− resonance contribution, which is
consistent with one of possible Pc (4337)+ spin-parity assignments found in Ref. [65]. Thus, within our model,
Pc (4337)+ does not exist as an exotic hadron.
Contributions from various mechanisms are plotted in
Fig. 3(b); the Yc D̄(∗) single channel scattering amplitudes
are implemented. The spectra are not smeared with the
bin width. The blue dashed curve is from the coherently
summed Σc D̄ and Σ̄c D one-loop amplitudes. The Σc D̄
and Σ̄c D one-loop amplitudes create a threshold cusp and
a reflection (broad bump in MJ/ψp = 4.1 − 4.2 GeV), respectively, in the fairly separated MJ/ψp regions. Due
to the attractive Σc D̄ interaction, the threshold cusp is
rather sharp. Similarly, the green dashed curve is from
∗0
the Λ+
and Λ̄c D∗0 one-loop amplitudes. The rec D̄
+ ∗0
pulsive Λc D̄ interaction creates a less sharp thresh0
0
old cusp. Meanwhile, the Λ+
c D̄ and Λ̄c D one-loop amplitudes significantly interfere with each other, and the
0
Λ+
c D̄ threshold cusp does not appear as a peak structure
(magenta dash-dotted curve).
The calculation is also compared with the Mpp̄ distribution data in Fig. 4(a). Although this observable is

5
tion of the initial weak vertices as well as higher statistics
data for Bs0 → J/ψpp̄.
The Pc (4312)+ and Pc (4337)+ peaks appear in Λ0b →
40
J/ψpK − and Bs0 → J/ψpp̄, respectively, but not vice
40
versa or both. Considering (anomalous) threshold cusps,
we can draw a consistent picture of this mutual exclu20
siveness as follows. As shown in Fig. 3, the Pc (4337)+
20
peak can be understood as the Σc D̄ threshold cusp. This
∗0
may imply a comparable Λ+
threshold cusp, which is
c D̄
0
0
also supported by the oscillating cos θp distribution data
1.9
2
2.1 2.2
-1
0
1
in Fig. 4(b). In Refs. [66, 67], the Pc (4312)+ peak is
cos θp
Mpp− (GeV)
∗0
explained by an interference between the Λ+
threshc D̄
old cusp and an anomalous Σc D̄ threshold cusp due to
the double-triangle diagram. Thus, the Pc (4312)+ and
FIG. 4. (a) pp̄ invariant mass and (b) proton helicity angle
Pc (4337)+ peak structures are consequences of the difdistributions for Bs0 → J/ψpp̄. The other features are the
ferent
interference patterns of the (anomalous) Σc D̄ and
same as Fig. 3.
∗0
Λ+
D̄
threshold cusps.
c
In Ref. [75], the authors discussed Pc (4312)+ and
+
P
as resonance or bound state poles from
c (4337)
not included in the fitting procedure, the agreement is
(∗)
+ ∗0
Λc D̄ − Σc D̄ coupled-channel dynamics. Within this
reasonable.
picture, however, it is difficult to explain the above muFinally, a comparison is made for the proton helictual exclusiveness of the Pc+ ’s appearances. Another posity angle distribution data in Fig. 4(b). Remarkably,
sibility discussed in the paper is that Pc (4337)+ is a χc0 p
our model reproduces an oscillating behavior rather well.
bound state (hadrocharmonium). However, a strongly
The Σc D̄ and Σ̄c D threshold cusps create the larger
attractive charmonium-nucleon interaction does not seem
peaks at cos θp ∼ ±0.5, and an interference with the
∗0
∗0
likely since lattice QCD calculations found rather weak
Λ+
D̄
and
Λ̄
D
threshold
cusps
causes
the
smaller
c
c
J/ψN and ηc N interactions [76, 77]. Also, this scepeaks at cos θp ∼ ±0.2. On the other hand, in the LHCb
nario implies that the strength of a weak Bs0 → χc0 pp̄
analysis [65], while the Pc (4337)+ and P̄c (4337) resonant
decay vertex would be significantly larger than that of
mechanisms well reproduce the peaks at cos θp ∼ ±0.5,
Bs0 → J/ψpp̄; this implication does not seem likely, eitheir model’s flat distribution in | cos θp | <
∼ 0.3 is qualitather. As mentioned earlier, the weak Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ decay
tively different from the seemingly oscillating data. Yet,
vertex would play a minor role since the pp̄ threshold enthe LHCb’s flat distribution is still consistent with the
hancement is absent; other Bs0 → charmonium + pp̄ are
data within large errors. It is important to confirm the
also expected to be minor. Thus, the scenarios discussed
oscillating behavior with higher statistics data to discrimin Ref. [75] do not seem as comparably convincing as the
inate different models.
one proposed in this work.
We varied the common cutoff in the form factors over
Λ = 0.8 − 2 GeV, and refitted the parameters. The fit
quality does not significantly change. This stability is
expected since the singular behaviors of the threshold
IV. SUMMARY
cusps do not sensitively depend on the cutoff.
(∗)
Can we observe effects of the Yc D̄ coupled-channel
We developed a model to analyze the recent LHCb
dynamics in the LHCb data ? The red solid and blue
data on Bs0 → J/ψpp̄. The Σc D̄ one-loop mechanism
dashed curves in Figs. 3(a) and 4 are rather similar. The
in the model causes a threshold cusp that fits well the
fit quality does not significantly change as long as the
Pc (4337)+ peak in the J/ψp invariant mass distribution
Yc D̄(∗) scattering length is varied within a range where
data. We also showed that an oscillating behavior in the
the sign does not change and neither a bound pole nor
proton helicity angle distribution data can be understood
a virtual pole very close to the threshold appears. This
as an interference between the Σc D̄ and Λc D̄∗ threshold
indicates that the structures in the spectra are essencusps. Combining these results with our earlier analysis
tially caused by the kinematical effects, irrespective of
on Λ0b → J/ψpK − , we conclude that Pc (4312)+ in Λ0b →
the dynamical details. The result also partly supports
J/ψpK − and Pc (4337)+ in Bs0 → J/ψpp̄ are due to difour assumption that the complex couplings (fitting pa(∗)
ferent interference patterns between the Σc D̄ and Λc D̄∗
rameters) well absorb the Yc D̄ coupled-channel effects
(anomalous) threshold cusps. In this way, we can conthat determine the magnitude and phase of each onesistently understand why the Pc (4312)+ and Pc (4337)+
loop amplitude. Conversely, the Yc D̄(∗) coupled-channel
peaks appear in Λ0b → J/ψpK − and Bs0 → J/ψpp̄, reeffects may be extracted from the data only if we unspectively, but not vice versa or both. The conclusion
derstand the initial weak vertices in advance. Thus, to
may also call for the reconsideration of the existing data
address the question at the beginning of this paragraph,
that have been interpreted as exotic hadron signals.
we need an experimental and/or lattice QCD determinaCandidates
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