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The recent discovery of the Dso(2590)+ meson by the LHCb Collaboration has stimulated the
analysis of meson-meson channels effects in the two-body quark-antiquark meson spectrum. This
resonance, assigned to the radial excitation of the pseudoscalar D meson, has a mass much lower
than the predictions of naive quark models, which could indicate a non-negligible D™ K™ coupling
which reduces its mass. Based on the importance of nearby meson-meson thresholds in the dynamics
of P-wave D; mesons such as the D%, (2317)" and D;1(2460)7, in this work we perform a coupled-
channels calculation including the D(*>K(*), Dg*)w and DZn channels, and study the impact of
incorporating those channels in the mass of the bare ¢s. The coupling between two and four-quark
sectors is done by means of the *Py mechanism, with all the parameters constrained from previous
studies of the heavy meson spectroscopy. The masses, widths and production line shapes of the

resulting state are analyzed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The heavy-strange spectrum is an excellent system to
explore the strong interaction. In particular, it helps to
test and improve low-energy models of quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD), such as the quark model. The
charm-strange meson spectrum has been on the spot-
light since the discoveries, in 2003, of the D*,(2317)" [1]
and the Dg;(2460)" [2] resonances, two positive-parity
states with unexpected low masses and narrow widths
compared to those predicted in quark models for a sim-
ple ¢5 [3H5].

Such discrepancy led to many theoretical interpreta-
tions of their inner structure, ranging from conventional
¢§ states [6H8] to molecular or compact tetraquark inter-
pretations [9HI6]. In Ref. [17], these special features of
the low-lying P-wave Ds mesons were properly described
when meson-meson degrees of freedom are incorporated
in the quark-antiquark dynamics. Indeed, the coupling
of the 07 (17) meson sector to the DK (D*K) thresh-
old was found to be essential to both lower the masses of
the bare ¢5 mesons predicted by the naive quark model
to those of the corresponding D7;(2317) and D, (2460)
states and describe the Dg;(2536) meson as the 17 state
of the jé) = 3/2% doublet, as predicted by heavy quark
symmetry, reproducing its strong decay properties.

Recently, the LHCb Collaboration has announced the
discovery of a new JP = 0~ D, meson [I8], dubbed
D40(2590) ™, which has been proposed as the radial exci-
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tation of the pseudoscalar DT meson. Its mass and width
are

Meyp =2591 4 6 4 7 MeV
Coxp =89 4 16 + 12 MeV. (1)

which are found to be much lower than the masses pre-
dicted by naive quark models [I9]. In Ref. [20], the
authors performed a coupled-channels calculation of the
215y ¢5 and D* K channel, using the 3 Py mechanism with
the aim to reduce the mass of the bare 215, close to
the experimental D4(2590). Neglecting the interaction
between the D* and K mesons, they obtained a renor-
malized state at 2585 MeV/c? with a width of 23 MeV.
The study suggests that the coupling with P-wave meson-
meson channels may be relevant to explain the Dy (2590)
resonance.

In this letter, we explore the effect of coupling the
naive c5 215 to all the nearby meson-meson thresholds,
considering the residual interaction between mesons, in
order to properly describe the masses of the recently
found Dgp(2590)". The analysis is done in the frame-
work of the constituent quark model (CQM) proposed in
Ref. [21], 22]. This model successfully describes hadron
phenomenology and reactions [23H25] and has recently
been applied to (non)conventional hadrons containing

heavy quarks [26H30].

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

For the present analysis, we will use the same theoret-
ical formalism as in the study of J¥ = 0% and 1% D,
low-lying spectrum of Ref. [17].
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A. Constituent quark model

Details of the constituent quark model, explicit expres-
sions for all the potentials and the value of the model pa-
rameters can be found in Ref. [2I], updated in Ref. [31].
Thus, let us briefly discuss the most relevant aspects of
the model.

Within the CQM, light quarks acquire a dynamical
constituent mass due to the dynamical breaking of the
chiral symmetry in QCD. Such spontaneous chiral sym-
metry breaking, which induces the exchange of Goldstone
bosons between light quarks, can be modelled with the
effective Lagrangian [32]

L=y —M(@*)U"), (2)

which is invariant under chiral transformations. In the
previous equation, M (q?) is the dynamical (constituent)
quark mass and U = ¢?e®"75/f~ is the matrix of
Goldstone-boson fields. Expanding such matrix, we can
write

Y5 — L S5ya_a __ i a,_a
U —1+f7r'y)\7r 2f72r7T7T +... (3)
where the first term generates the constituent light quark
mass, the second describes a one-boson exchange inter-
action between quarks and the third term comes from
two-pion exchanges, which has been modelled by means
of a scalar-meson exchange potential. Goldstone-boson
exchanges are not allowed for QQ and Q¢ quark pairs,
being @ = {¢,b} and g = {u,d, s}, as the chiral symme-
try is explicitly broken for those quark pairs.
Besides, the model incorporates a one-gluon exchange
potential, generated from the vertex Lagrangian

Lygg = VAT gy, GEXY, (4)

where A¢ are the SU(3) colour matrices, G* is the gluon
field and «; is the strong coupling constant. The scale
dependence of s can be found in e.g. Ref. [21], it allows a
consistent description of light, strange and heavy mesons.
Let us remark here that the pseudo-scalar (7) and scalar
(o) mesons can be safely exchanged together with the
gluon without any double counting [33].

The model is completed with a confining potential,
which models the linearly rising attractive potential pro-
portional to the distance between infinitely heavy quarks
that emerges from multi-gluon exchanges. In order to
consider the influence of sea quarks, the confining in-
teraction is screened at larger distances, to mimic the
breaking of the quark-antiquark binding string [34],

Veon (7) = [—ac(l — e #e") + A] (XS - XS), (5)

where a. and p. are model parameters. This potential
shows a linear behaviour at short distances, with an ef-
fective confinement strength, o = —ac pie (A7 - A§), while
it becomes constant at large distances.

The meson energies and wave functions are obtained
by solving the Schrodinger equation using the Gaussian
Expansion Method [35] which provides enough accuracy
and it simplifies the subsequent evaluation of the needed
matrix elements.

B. Coupled-channels calculation

The hadronic wave function of the present coupled-
channels calculation will be described as the combination
of ¢35 states and meson-meson channels,

0) =D calta) + D xs(P)|$adnb), (6)
o 8

where [¢),) are cs eigenstates of the two-body Hamilto-
nian, ¢); are wave functions associated with the A and
B mesons, |pa¢pB) is the two meson state with 5 quan-
tum numbers coupled to total J¥¢ quantum numbers
and xg(P) is the relative wave function between the two
mesons in the molecule.

Two possible sources of interaction emerge from this
hadron state. On the one hand, the two and four quark
sectors can be coupled via the creation of a light-quark
pair. On the other hand, the meson-meson channels in-
teract among them through a residual interaction derived
from the same intrinsic qq interactions described by the
CQM. To derive the latter meson-meson interaction we
use the Resonating Group Method (RGM) [36, B7] (see,
e.g, Ref. [I7] for details).

The RGM allows us to describe the strong interaction
at the meson level from the constituent gg interactions.
The mesons are taken as gq clusters, and the residual
cluster-cluster interaction emerges from the microscopic
interaction among constituent quarks.

The wave function of a system composed of two mesons
with distinguishable quarks, A and B, is given by

(PaPBPP.m |6a0B8) = da(Fa)os(@r)xs(P), (7)

where, e.g., ¢4(pa) is the wave function of the meson A
with P4 the relative momentum between its quark and
antiquark. The relative motion of the two mesons is taken
into account by the wave function xg (P).

Within RGM, a general process AB — A’B’ can be de-
scribed by means of exchange or direct kernels, whether
there are quark exchanges between clusters or not. The

direct potential, RGMVg’B/(IS’, B)), can be written as

KMV (BB = S [ dpvdpadiadgn
i€A,jEB

X ¢4 (5a) 0 B VLT (P P (5a)ds (B) . (8)

where [ labels the set of quantum numbers needed
to uniquely define a certain meson-meson partial wave,

where Vi?ﬁ,(]s’, ]5;) are the gq potentials from the CQM



and the sum runs over the constituent particles inside
each cluster. ,

The exchange potentials RGMVgﬁ (13’ ,]5;) represent a
natural way to connect meson-meson channels with dif-
ferent quark content such as Dsw and DK*. It is given
by

x (B ) VI (P, P) Py x
A ICALRIEES IO

where P,,, is an operator that exchanges quarks between
clusters.

The coupling between the ¢5 and D™ K*) sectors re-
quires the creation of a light quark-antiquark pair. For
that purpose, we will use the 3 Py transition operator [38],
the same mechanism employed to describe the open-
flavour meson strong decays. The non-relativistic op-
erator that describes this process is

3Z/d d®p, 63 ( pu+p,,)2f; V257 X
m

_pu 11 -

<P (B 0 (32)

[ 2 22) |, mm

where p (v) are the spin, flavour and colour quantum
numbers of the created quark (antiquark). The spin of
the ¢ and ¢ is coupled to one. The Vi, (9) = p'Yim (D)
is the solid harmonic defined in function of the spherical
harmonic. The strength of the quark-antiquark pair cre-
ation from the vacuum is v = g5/2m, m being the mass
of the created quark (antiquark).

The 3P, model only depends on one parameter, the
dimensionless strength parameter v. The values of such
parameter can be constrained through fits to charmed,
charmed-strange, hidden-charm and hidden-bottom sec-
tors. A global fit to those sectors was performed in
Ref. [39], finding a running of the strength parameter
given by

ol (B) -

(10)

.
() = () (0:) : (11)

~o and pg being free parameters, whereas p is the reduced
mass of the quark-antiquark in the decaying meson. In
this work, we use the value of v corresponding to the
charmed-strange sector, i.e., v = 0.379.

From the operator in Eq. , we define the transition
potential hg,(P) within the °Fy model as

p2

(D1, 01, BIT|0) = 63 (Pow) Phpa(P)e 27, (12)

where P is the relative momentum of the two-meson
state. In order to soften the 3P, production vertex at
high momenta, we follow the suggestion of Ref. [40] and

used a Gaussian-like momentum-dependent form factor
to truncate the vertex, where A = 0.84 GeV is the value
used in this work. This value of the cut-off is taken
from past studies of the J” = 0% and = 11 charmed-
strange [I7] and charmed-bottom sectors [28], so no fine
tuning of parameters is employed in the present work.
Following previous studies on XYZ states [41], incor-
porating the coupling with charmed-strange states, the
coupled-channels equations can be written as

ca My + Z/hag(P)xg(P)PQdP = Fcg,
S [ HosP, PIxs(P)P2ap+ (13)

+) hga(P
«

where M, are the masses of the bare c¢5 mesons and Hg/g
is the RGM Hamiltonian for the two-meson states ob-
tained from the CQM g¢q interaction. Solving the cou-
pling with the ¢35 states, we end up with a Schrédinger-
type equation for the meson-meson wave functions,

Z/HMP’ )+VEE (P, P)) x

XXg( )P dP:EXB/(P/),

ca = Exp (P'),

(14)

where we have an effective potential which encodes the
coupling with the two-quark sector,

hoa(PVhas(P)

eff . —
VER(P' PiB) =y = A

[e3%

(15)

In order to explore states above and below meson-
meson thresholds, the coupled-channels equations of
Eq. are, then, rewritten as a set of coupled
Lippmann-Schwinger equations,

T (B0 ) =V (0 p) + Z/dp” V00"
/8//
N (E;p",p) (16)
E _ 5[—}// (p//) ﬁ ) 9 9

where Vﬂﬁ / (p',p) is the projected potential that contains
the sum of direct, exchange and effective potentials of
Eqgs. (), (9) and (T5)), respectively. £z (p”) is the energy
corresponding to a momentum p”, which in the nonrela-
tivistic case is

5,3(])) = — 4+ AM/; . (17)

Herein, pg is the reduced mass of the meson-meson sys-
tem corresponding to the channel §, and AMjg is the
difference between the meson-meson threshold and the
lightest one, taken as reference.



Once the T-matrix is calculated, we determine the on-
shell part which is directly related to the scattering ma-
trix (in the case of non-relativistic kinematics):

S = 1= 2miv/usppkaky T5 (B +i0% ke ka) . (18)

with kg the on-shell momentum for channel 3. All the
potentials and kernels will be analytically continued for
complex momenta; this allows us to find the poles of the
T-matrix in any possible Riemann sheet.

The bare ¢§ amplitudes ¢, from Eq. @ can be calcu-
lated with the generalized eigenvalue problem:

(Malaa’a _ za’a) co = Ecy, (19)

with 2 the complete mass-shift of the state,

E) th
Z ¢, P2 /20 — lg p2dp. (20)

The ¢(p; E)*? function is the 3P, vertex dressed by
the RGM meson-meson interaction, defined as [41]

h(p)”® ,
d,
B pap,
(21)
where Tﬁ f(P', P;E) is the T matrix calculated exclud-
ing the eﬂectlve potentlal of Eq. (| .
Then, the meson-meson wave function can be ex-
pressed as,

é(p; E)*P = h(p

Z/ e p72/2u

xs(p) == m (22)

Hence, with the usual normalization for the complete
wave function of Eq. @,

(W[w) = Z |cal? + Z Xglxs) = (23)

we have that the probability for the bare ¢s channel is
Po = |cal?, and for the meson-meson channel 3,

2

B
Cad(p; B p2dp. (24)

P2)2n—E E

Ps = (xslxs) = Z/

III. RESULTS

A first approach to the J¥ = 0~ D, spectrum within
the CQM, calculated as a two-body c¢s state, predicts the
masses shown in Table [l As it can be seen, the 115y is

n25+1LJ mcqQm [MGV] Mexp [MeV}
1Sy 1983.896  1968.35 £ 0.07
218, 2728.942 2591+ 6+ 7

318, 3178.464
4'S, 3487.090
51, 3704.448

TABLE I. Masses of the J© D, mesons predicted by the
CQM used in this work.

Channel Mass [MeV]
D*K 2504.20 MeV
D 2659.96 MeV
Dew  2750.93 MeV

DK™ 2760.85MeV
Diw 2894.75 MeV
D*K* 2902.16 MeV

TABLE II.
this work.

Threshold masses of the channels considered in

properly described, just 15 MeV above the experimen-
tal state, whereas the 215y c5 state is nearly 140 MeV
above the experimental D,(2590) mass, not significantly
different from the 80 MeV predicted by Ref. [19]. Simi-
lar discrepancies where found in the 07 and 17 sectors,
where the Dy(2317) and Ds;(2460) states have masses
below the predictions of naive quark models. The rel-
evance of S-wave scattering channels for Dy states was
already pointed out in Ref. [42]. In Ref. [I7], such large
mass differences were explained as the effect of the cou-
pling with nearby meson-meson thresholds, which lower
the masses of the naive cs states. As the Dy(2590)" is
close to open meson-meson channels, it is reasonable to
assume that the bare 2'Sy will strongly couple to them,
thus reducing its mass. We want to stress here that this
effect on the mass of the D4((2590)" is a consequence
of the presence of nearby meson-meson thresholds and,
hence, it cannot be explicitly absorbed in a redefinition
of the model parameters as explained in Ref. [43].

In order to describe this state, we will couple the 115,
and 215y ¢35 bare mesons to the D) K () D?inand Dg*)w
channels, whose thresholds are detailed in Table E All
of those channels are in a relative 3P, partial wave in the
JF =0 sector. [] Further ¢s states do not contribute to
the mass-shift of the 2! Sy, so they can be neglected.

The coupled-channels calculation includes two types of
interactions: On the one hand, the residual interaction
among the meson-meson channels described by the RGM

I There are other possible meson-meson channels in a relative S
wave that can be considered, such as the D[’;K or the D; fo chan-
nels. We have analyzed their inclusion, but their impact is small
in the final results and can be safely neglected.



kernels and, on the other hand, the effective interaction
due to the coupling with intermediate cs states, mediated
by the 3Py model. The D™ K*) can directly coupled to
the c5 states through the 3P, mechanism, whereas the
¢s§ — Din and ¢5 — DY
tions.

A first calculation, considering the D® () —l—Dg*)w—i—
D?n channels coupled to 11Sy and 25y c3, gives us a state
with mass 2598 MeV and a width of 55.5 MeV for the
dressed 2'Sy. Here, the parameters of the 2Py transition
are v = 0.38 and A = 0.84 GeV, taken from previous
works [I7]. Such mass is just 7 MeV above the central
experimental value of the D4((2590)", within the error
bar (see Fig. , whilst its width is 1.70 below.

In order to complete the analysis, we will analyze the
stability of the dressed 2'Sj state with the 3P, param-
eters v and A. We will allow the v and A to vary in a
10% range, that is, v = 0.380£0.038, following Ref. [39],
and A = 0.840 + 0.084 GeV. Results are shown in Ta-
ble The sensitivity of the results will be expressed as
an error band for the parameters of the state, taken as

w are OZI-suppressed transi-

Ogx = |l‘max - mmin|~
A [GeV]  0.840 + 0.084
5 0.380 + 0.038
M [MeV] 2598+3L
I [MeV] 5679
Pis [%] 1.3+04
Pos (%] 4671
Pp* K [%] 44.4tg
Pp:y (%) 0.06+1
Ppaw [%] 0.0117F8
Pox~ [%] 4475,
Pprw (%]  0.05775,

Ppexc+ (%) 3.6 +0.1

TABLE III. Masses, widths and probabilities of the 2'Sp
component for the coupled-channels calculation with different
values of v and A, as detailed in the text. The central value of
each magnitude is the result with v = 0.38 and A = 0.84 GeV.
The error band is calculated as the difference between the
maximum and minimum value of each property (0z = |ZTmax —
Zmin|) when the uncertainties of v and A are considered.

The state is an 46% c5 state, with a large molecular
component, mostly D*K with a 44.4%, which is reason-
able as it is the closest channel to the dressed sector. This
result is, though, different from the 8% probability of the
D*K component found in Ref. [20], which could be due
to the inclusion of more channels and a more complete
description of the interaction between the meson-meson
channels done in our work. In Fig. 2] we show the evolu-
tion of the bare 2'Sy ¢5 pole with increasing coupling to
meson-meson channels. We see that the obtained state

45 (0 T Dsw_ |
[ ]
2700 + |
%‘ 2650 """""""""""""""" -'D‘;k:r]' 7l
z r b
= 2600 { 3
2550 - i
2500 P==mteee=e-e tosooros *DK
cs cs+csqq  Exp
FIG. 1. Mass of the Ds(2'Sp)" state without (blue) and

with (red) the effect of coupled channels, compared to the
experimental value (black).

corresponds to the dressed ¢s pole and not a new state,
even if the probability of meson-meson channels repre-
sent about half. We also appreciate that, initially, the
state reduces its mass and acquires a large width with
increasing coupling strength and, at some point near the
central strength value v = 0.38, the trajectory starts to
bend towards the real axis, thus reducing its width, which
goes to zero when we approach the D* K threshold. This
pattern is similar to the unitarization effect studied in
Ref. [44].

The effect of the Dg*)w and D¥n channels is found to
be negligible. They are disconnected from the main in-
teraction in this sector, which is the coupling with cs
states via the 3Py mechanism, and their interaction with
D™ K ®) is small as they are connected through quark re-
arrangement processes, which are much more suppressed
than direct interactions.

The mass of the dressed state is compatible with the
D40(2590) one. The width is still slightly smaller: the
upper limit of the theoretical width is 1.20 below the
experimental one. It is, then, reasonable to wonder if
this state is able to describe the experimental line shape
of Ref. [18], analyzed in the invariant mass spectrum
DtK*r~. Hence, we have calculated the production
line shape of the D* K + DK™ channels, which could con-
tribute to DT K7~ through the decay of the D* and K*,
respectively. The production amplitude is assumed to be
dominated by the ¢s component of the Dy(2590) wave
function, given by [45]

he? (k)
E - Ma + ga (E)

wg(E) =Ampgkg o(E) (25

with M, the bare mass of the 219y c5 state, kg the on-
shell momentum of meson-meson channel with 8 quan-
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FIG. 2. Trajectory of the bare 2'Sy ¢5 pole with increasing
values of the 3Py  parameter. The solid red line shows the
result for the central cut off value (A = 0.84 GeV), whereas
the red shadowed area shows the error band from the consid-
ered 10% uncertainty for A. The black dot shows the position
for A = 0.84 GeV and v = 0.38.

tum numbers, G, (E) the exact mass shift of the ¢35 state
and h*?(p) the 3Py potential dressed with the RGM in-
teraction,

S0B N raBy 2, TP% (p,q; E)h*? (q)
B () = b () ;/qdq et o

The line shape of the pair (M;Ms)s can be written as,

dBr (M M.
% = A x wy(E) (27)
We will calculate the sum of D*K 4+ DK™ line shapes.
The only free parameter of the calculation is, then, a
global normalization A, which encodes the ¢5 production
vertex amplitude. This normalization can be fitted to the
experimental {E;, N; + 0;} points via the x? function:

N 2
2= Z (Aw(E;) — N;) (28)

2
: g;

i=1

Actually, the previous x? function can be analytically

minimized, giving the normalization:

Ei, g

A= = (29)
N  w(Ej)?
Zj:l 0‘7]2]

The fit is performed in the range [2.55,2.90] GeV,
where the main peak is located. The first peak at 2.53
GeV is removed, as it corresponds to the Dg;(2536) res-
onance.

90
80 .
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60
50
40
30 +
20 +
o |1
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Events/(20 MeV)

2.526272829
M [GeV]

3 3132333435

FIG. 3. D"K*'n~ invariant mass spectrum. The colored
band shows the 67% C.L.

The resulting line shape is shown in Fig. with a
x?/dof = 1.24. The error band in the figure takes into
account the 67% C.L., considering the v, A and A uncer-
tainties. As we can see, the theoretical D4,(2590)" peak
agrees with the experimental data.

These results reinforce the assignment of the
D4(2590)T to the D,(21Sy)™ state, the first radial exci-
tation of the pseudoscalar ground-state D} meson, and
puts into manifest the importance of including the effect
of nearby meson-meson thresholds in the description of
the masses of mesons.
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