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Lots of charmonium-like structures have been observed. Most of them share the same quantum
numbers with conventional charmonium states, with exceptions of those with an electric charge
and/or strangeness. We show that a neutral and zero-strangeness charmonium-like exotic state
with quantum numbers JPC = 0−−, denoted as ψ0(4360), is a robust prediction in the hadronic
molecular scenario, where the ψ(4230), ψ(4360) and ψ(4415) are identified as DD̄1, D

∗D̄1 and D∗D̄∗2
bound states, respectively; the mass and width are predicted to be (4366± 18) MeV and less than
10 MeV, respectively. The interactions are calculated by the t-channel vector and pseudoscalar
meson exchanges assisted by heavy quark spin symmetry. The coupled-channel effects and the u-
channel pion exchange including full 3-body effects of the D∗D̄∗π intermediate states are carefully
examined. The ψ0(4360) is significant in two folds: no 0−− hadron has been observed so far, and
a study of this state will enlighten the understanding of the mysterious vector mesons between 4.2
and 4.5 GeV. We propose that such an exotic state can be searched for and uniquely identified in
e+e− → ηψ0(4360) by measuring the angular distribution of the outgoing η meson.

Introduction.—The study on exotic states beyond the
conventional quark model [1, 2], where mesons and
baryons are composed of a pair of quark-antiquark(qq̄)
and three quarks (qqq), has been a focus of hadron
physics in the last two decades. Quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD), the underlying theory that guides the forma-
tion of hadrons from quarks and gluons, does not forbid
the existence of exotic configurations, such as multiquark
states (with more than 3 valence (anti)quarks), hybrid
states (with gluonic excitations in addition to the valence
quarks), glueballs (only gluons) and so on. Many candi-
dates of such exotic states have been observed in experi-
ments, see Refs. [3–16] for recent reviews on the experi-
mental and theoretical status of exotic states. However,
fundamental questions still remain unanswered, such as
whether there is a dominant configuration for the excited
hadrons and what that configuration (if any) should be.

Among the exotic states, those with exotic JPC are
of special interests since they cannot be ordinary qq̄
mesons, such as 0−−, 0+−, 1−+ and so on. Although
dozens of exotic candidates have been observed in exper-
iments, only a few of them have exotic JPC , including
π1(1400), π1(1600) [17] and the most recently observed
η1(1855) [18, 19], all of which lie in the light quark sector
and have JPC = 1−+. Up to now, no signal of 0−−

states occurs although many theoretical investigations
predict the existence of such states as compact tetraquark
states, hybrid states, glueballs or hadronic molecules.
In Refs. [20, 21] the 0−− light flavor tetraquark states
are predicted to be located at 1.35 GeV for a molec-
ular configuration and 2.15 GeV for a compact state
in the QCD Coulomb gauge approach. However, the
QCD sum rules concluded that no such states exist be-
low 2 GeV [22, 23]. For the 0−− hybrid states, the
constituent gluon model [24], QCD Coulomb gauge ap-

proach [25] and QCD sum rules [26–28] all predict the
existence but the resulting masses scatter between 1.6
and 3.3 GeV. The quenched lattice QCD predicted the
ground state 0−− cc̄g hybrid to be located at around
5.9 GeV [29]. Glueballs consisting of 3 gluons can have
JPC = 0−− and the masses are predicted to be around
4 GeV [30], while the results in Refs. [31–33] are around
6 or 7 GeV. A hadronic molecule composed of DD̄∗0 with
JPC = 0−− was predicted in Ref. [34] with a mass of
around 4.25 GeV but note that the D∗0 is too wide to form
a bound state [35, 36] and its mass listed in the Review of
Particle Physics (RPP) [37] is too high (see Ref. [38] and
references therein). In the tetraquark model of Ref. [39],
a 0−− hidden-charm state was predicted below 4.4 GeV,
which is accompanied by 2−− and 3−− states with masses
below 4.1 GeV [40].

Hadronic molecules have a unique feature that they
are close to the thresholds of their components, which
results in the much less uncertainties of their masses
and distinguishes them from other exotic configurations.
Most of the experimental candidates of exotic states with
small widths are found to be possible hadronic molecules,
such as the χc1(3872) [41], the Zc(3900)± [42–44], the
Pc states [45] and the T+

cc [46, 47], see Refs. [7, 16, 48,
49] for reviews and general discussions. Besides, the
ψ(4230), ψ(4360) and ψ(4415) are good candidates of
hadronic molecules of 1−− DD̄1, D∗D̄1 and D∗D̄∗2 , re-
spectively [40, 50–53] (throughout this Letter, the D1

refers to the narrow D1(2420) listed in the RPP [37], and
DD̄1 means a linear combination of DD̄1 and their an-
tiparticles with certain C-parity and similar for others),
especially after noticing the remarkable feature that

mψ(4360) −mψ(4230) ≈ mD∗ −mD, (1)

mψ(4415) −mψ(4360) ≈ mD∗
2
−mD1

, (2)
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TABLE I. Hadronic molecules considered in this work and
their possible experimental candidates. The binding energies
of the 1−− states are obtained by the experimental masses of
their candidates and that of the ψ0 is the prediction in this
Letter. The values of the thresholds and EB are in units of
MeV.

Molecule Components JPC Threshold EB

ψ(4230) 1√
2
(DD̄1 − D̄D1) 1−− 4287 −67± 15

ψ(4360) 1√
2
(D∗D̄1 − D̄∗D1) 1−− 4429 −62± 14

ψ(4415) 1√
2
(D∗D̄2 − D̄∗D2) 1−− 4472 −49± 4

ψ0
1√
2
(D∗D̄1 + D̄∗D1) 0−− 4429 −63± 18

which is a natural consequence of heavy quark spin
symmetry (HQSS) where the low energy interaction be-
tween hadrons is independent of the spins of heavy
quarks. In fact, the interactions in these channels are
the most attractive ones among all the narrow charm-
(anti)charm meson pairs from exchanging the light vec-
tor mesons [48, 54], and thus these states could be the
deepest bound hadronic molecules in the hidden-charm
and double-charm meson-meson sectors.

In the heavy quark limit of mc → ∞, D and D∗ be-
long to the same spin multiplet H with the angular mo-
mentum of the light degrees of freedom s` = 1/2, and
D1, D

∗
2 belong to the multiplet T with s` = 3/2. Heavy

quark spin partners of the ψ(4230) have been estimated
using a constant interaction from the vector-meson domi-
nance model in the exploratory study of Ref. [48], among
which there are four isoscalar states with exotic quantum
numbers: a 0−− D∗D̄1 molecule (denoted as ψ0) around
4.4 GeV, and three 1−+ DD̄1, D∗D̄1 andD∗D̄∗2 molecules
(denoted as ηc1) from about 4.3 to 4.5 GeV. They can
be searched for in hadron and e+e− collisions. In e+e−

collisions below 5 GeV, within the current reach of the
BESIII experiment, the 1−+ can be produced through
e+e− → γηc1, while the ψ0 can be produced in reactions
with hadronic final states e+e− → ηψ0. Therefore, it is
timely to carefully investigate the ψ0, which does not mix
with ordinary charmonia and provides a unique portal to
understand the vector states in the energy region between
4.2 and 4.5 GeV. In this Letter, we show that the exis-
tence of the explicitly exotic ψ0 is robust in the molec-
ular picture of the vector states ψ(4230), ψ(4360) and
ψ(4415), and it can be searched for in electron-positron
collisions with an unambiguous signature.

Framework.—The flavor wave functions of the
ψ(4230), ψ(4360) and ψ(4415) as 1−− molecules, and ψ0

as a 0−− molecule are listed in Table I, where we have
adopted the following charge conjugation conventions,

C|D〉 = |D̄〉, C|D∗〉 = −|D̄∗〉,
C|D1〉 = |D̄1〉, C|D∗2〉 = −|D̄∗2〉. (3)

In the near-threshold energy region, the interactions
between charmed mesons can be described with a nonrel-
ativistic effective field theory, and at leading order there

are four independent constant contact terms for the S-
wave interactions between the H and T multiplets (for
each possible isospin) [7]. In the lack of data to fix these
contact terms, their values may be estimated with the
resonance saturation model by considering the exchange
of light mesons [55, 56].

In the following we first focus on the t-channel ex-
changes and then discuss the u-channel pion-exchange
corrections (the contribution of the u-channel exchanges
of other mesons are much weaker than the t-channel
ones [48, 57]). We consider the exchange of light vec-
tor (V ) and pseudoscalar (P ) mesons by keeping the mo-
mentum dependence in the Yukawa potentials, which can
be regarded as a way of resumming part of higher order
contributions in the momentum expansion. The three
meson-meson 1−− channels listed in the second column
of Table I can couple with one another and the scattering
amplitudes by the t-channel V and P exchanges can be
expressed as

MV
ij = AVij

1

q2 +m2
V

+BVij , (4)

MP
ij = APij

1

q2 +m2
P

+BPij , (5)

where q is the transferred 3-momentum and i, j = 1, 2, 3
denote channels. They are derived using Lagrangians
satisfying HQSS, SU(3) flavor symmetry and chiral sym-
metry (and hidden local symmetry for light vectors),
constructed in Refs. [58–63] and collected in Ref. [48].

The coefficients AV,Pij , BV,Pij can be expressed in terms of
coupling constants with phenomenologically known val-
ues [64–67], see the Supplemental Material. The ampli-
tude of the 0−− D∗D̄1 scattering by the t-channel V and
P exchanges is similar to the 1−− ones but with different
coefficients AV,P0 , BV,P0 .

The first term of these amplitudes corresponds to
Yukawa potentials contributing to the long and mid-
range interaction, while the second term is a short-range
constant contact term. It turns out that the t- and u-
channel exchanges of V and P mesons produce four differ-
ent contact terms; the number matches that of the lead-
ing order terms from HQSS analysis [7] mentioned above.
Since the contact terms produce ultraviolet (UV) diver-
gence in the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (LSE), they
receive scale dependence from renormalization. There-
fore, we introduce two scale-dependent factors cV (Λ) and
cP (Λ) to the constant terms in Eqs. (4) and (5) serving
as counterterms (the constant terms from the u-channel
exchanges produce another two). The nonrelativistic po-
tential in momentum space reads

Vij = − 1

Π4
α=1

√
2mα

Mij , (6)

with mα the mass of the initial or final particle and

Mij =
AVij

q2 +m2
V

+
APij

q2 +m2
P

+ cVB
V
ij + cPB

P
ij . (7)
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The potential for the 0−− system is similar with the same
parameters cV and cP due to HQSS.

Bound states are obtained by solving the LSE,

Tij(E;k′,k) = Vij (k′,k)

+
∑
n

∫
d3l

(2π)3

Vin (k′, l)Tnj(E; l,k)

E − l2/ (2µn)−∆n1 + iε
, (8)

where k and k′ are the 3-momenta of the initial and
final states in the center-of-mass (c.m.) frame, µn is the
reduced mass of the n-th channel, E is the energy relative
to threshold of the first channel and ∆n1 is the difference
between the n-th threshold and the first one. A Gaussian
form factor is introduced to regularize the UV divergence,

Vij (k′,k)→ Vij (k′,k) e−q
2/Λ2

(9)

with q = k − k′ and Λ the cutoff.
The parameters cV (Λ) and cP (Λ) at a given Λ are de-

termined by reproducing the binding energies of the three
1−− molecular candidates, as shown in the last column
in Table I. We define the χ2 function,

χ2 =
∑
i

(
EB,ii − Ecen

exp,ii

Eerr
exp,ii

)2

, (10)

where EB,ii is the binding energy of i-th channel bound
state depending on cV (Λ) and cP (Λ), and Ecen, err

exp,ii is the
corresponding experimental center value and error.
t-channel results.—Let us first focus on the single-

channel case by turning off the off-diagonal elements
of the potential matrix Vij . By minimizing the χ2 in
Eq. (10) for a given Λ, which is chosen in the phe-
nomenologically reasonable range of 0.8 ∼ 1.5 GeV, we
obtain the results shown in the top plot of Fig. 1. It
is clear that when Λ ≈ 1.2 GeV, we can find suitable
cV = 0.50, cP = 0.18 reproducing the experimental cen-
tral values and the corresponding binding energy of ψ0

is (−72.4 ± 17.4) MeV, where the error is estimated by
setting χ2 = 1 for Λ = 1.2 GeV.

Coupled-channel effects.—After turning on the off-
diagonal Vij , the poles corresponding to the ψ(4360)
and ψ(4415) will move to the complex plane on the un-
physical Riemann sheets (RSs) due to the opening of
the lower D1D̄ channel. However, it turns out that the
coupled-channel effects are negligible and the pole loca-
tions are very close to the real axis (the imaginary part
at Λ = 1.2 GeV is less than 1 MeV). We take the real
parts of the complex pole locations as the correspond-
ing binding energies and the results are shown in the
bottom plot of Fig. 1. The best solution is still located
at Λ ≈ 1.2 GeV and the predicted binding energy of
ψ0(4360) is −72.4 MeV. The difference from the single-
channel result, ∼ 0.1 MeV, is much less than the esti-
mated uncertainty from the experimental errors, see the
Supplemental Material for more comparisons. Therefore,
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FIG. 1. The minimized χ2 as a function of Λ and the cor-
responding cV,P (Λ) for the single-channel (top) and coupled-
channel (bottom) cases.

we conclude that the coupled-channel effects are negligi-
ble.
u-channel pion exchange and 3-body effects.— Al-

though the contribution from the u-channel exchange
is usually small, the u-channel exchanged pion can go
on-shell, which means that it contributes to the longest-
range interaction and the intermediate 3-body channel
will introduce additional cuts to the scattering ampli-
tude and result in nonzero decay widths of the predicted
molecules. Thus, we take the D∗D̄1 single channel as an
example to carefully investigate such 3-body effects to
the pole positions.

It is known that for the D1(2420), although dominated
by s` = 3/2 state, the S-wave contribution to the decay
width of D1 → D∗π is sizeable [59, 68]. The D1D

∗π
coupling reads

LD1D∗P = gS
√
mD1mD∗Dµ

1 ∂νPD
∗†
µ v

ν

+ gD
√
mD1

mD∗
[
3Dµ

1 ∂µ∂νPD
∗†ν

−Dα
1

(
∂2P − ∂µ∂νPvµvν

)
D∗†α

]
+ h.c., (11)

with gS = 2.0 GeV−1 and gD = 4.9 GeV−2, where the
latter is fixed from D∗2 width and the former from repro-
ducing the D1 width together with the gD term. Corre-
spondingly, the S- and D-wave decay widths of D1(2420)
are around 12 and 19 MeV, respectively.

For the S-wave coupling in Eq. (11), the transition
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amplitude of D∗D̄1 → D1D̄
∗ reads

Mu =
g2
S

4
(m2

D1
−m2

D∗)2 1

q2 −m2
π + iε

. (12)

As for the D-wave D1D
∗π coupling, its inclusion would

lead to new UV divergence and calls for more coun-
terterms. To avoid this issue, we consider only the S-
wave coupling with two different values of gS : gS0 =
2.0 GeV−1 as given above and gS1 =

√
31/12 gS0 to

mimic the total width of D1. As the D-wave vertex is
of higher order in the momentum expansion than the S-
wave one, the real u-channel pion-exchange contribution
should live between these two extreme cases.

Note that the exchanged pion can be on-shell, i.e.,
Eq. (12) can diverge in the physical energy region. There-
fore, the D∗D̄∗π 3-body channel enters the problem in
two aspects [69, 70]. First, the propagator of the ex-
changed pion in LSE reads

1

q2 −m2
π + iε

→ 1

2E(mπ, q)

(
1

d1
+

1

d2

)
(13)

where

di =
√
s− E(mπ, q)− E(mi,k)− E(mi,k

′) (14)

with m1 = mD∗ ,m2 = mD1
,
√
s = E + mD∗ + mD1

and

E(m,p) =
√
m2 + p2. Second, the D∗π loop contributes

to the D1 self-energy, leading to an energy-dependent
width of D1,

ΓD1(E, l) =
g2
S

4
(m2

D1
−m2

D∗)2 pcm

8πm2
D∗π

, (15)

where mD∗π is the invariant mass of D∗π and pcm is
the magnitude of the 3-momentum of D∗/π in their c.m.
frame, determined by√

m2
D∗π + l2 +

√
m2
D∗ + l2 = E +mD∗ +mD1 , (16)√

m2
D∗ + p2

cm +
√
m2
π + p2

cm = mD∗π. (17)

The iε term in Eq. (8) should be replaced with
i
2ΓD1

(E, l).
Equations (13) and (15) introduce additional cuts to

the amplitude [71], which should be properly treated
when searching for poles on the unphysical RS. The de-
tails can be found in the Supplemental Material and here
we only show the final results, as listed in Table II. We
find that the D1 self-energy gives the molecule a width
smaller than that of D1 and has little influence on the
binding energy, and the u-channel pion exchange has in-
fluence on both the real and imaginary parts of the pole
position: the imaginary parts from the above two con-
tributions interfere constructively for the ψ(4360) and
destructively for the ψ0; the binding energies change by
. 10 MeV, within the errors of the t-channel results.

As discussed above, the real 3-body effects should live
between those of gS = gS0 and gS1 since the D-wave
coupling in Eq. (11) is of higher order in the derivative
expansion than the S-wave one. Thus, we conclude that
the ψ0 has a mass of (4366 ± 18) MeV, where the cen-
tral value is obtained by averaging the results of ψ0 with
gS = gS0 and gS1 and the uncertainty sums in quadra-
ture half their difference and the one from the t-channel
fitting (that in the second row of Table II).

The existence of lower channels which are not consid-
ered here can increase the widths, which are twice the
absolute values of the imaginary parts of the poles listed
in Table II. In particular, the S-wave J/ψ(ψ′)ππ and P -
wave D(∗)D̄(∗) should be crucial to bring the width to
(96± 7) MeV [37] measured by experiments [72–75]. On
the contrary, the ψ0 cannot decay into J/ψ(ψ′)π+π− or
DD̄, and its width should be significantly smaller than
that of the ψ(4360). An estimate of the decay width by
considering ψ0 → D∗D̄1 → D(∗)D̄∗ through the V and
P exchanges leads to about 1 ∼ 5 MeV for D̄∗D̄∗ and
. 1 MeV for DD̄∗. Consequently, we expect the total
width of the ψ0 to be . 10 MeV.

Experimental search.—The exotic 0−− ψ0 can be
searched for in electron-positron collisions in final states
such asD(∗)D̄∗ and J/ψ(ψ′)η. At

√
s ≈ 5 GeV, reachable

by the BESIII experiment, the only production chan-
nel is e+e− → ηψ0(4360) in P -wave. Given that the
e+e− → π+D0D∗− cross section is as large as about
0.4 nb at 4.6 GeV, and the integrated luminosity of BE-
SIII at 4.95 GeV is 0.16 fb−1 [76], there is a high chance
for the ψ0(4360) to be found in the D(∗)D̄∗ final state of
e+e− → ηD(∗)D̄∗.

However, this process may always be accompanied by
e+e− → ηψ(4360). The decay channels of ψ0, such as
D∗D̄∗ and J/ψη, are also shared by the ψ(4360). Fur-
thermore, the masses of these two resonances are simi-
lar. Therefore, we need to identify an observable that is
unique in distinguishing the ψ0 from the ψ(4360), and
the distribution of the angle between the outgoing η and
the e+e− beam in the laboratory frame, denoted as θ,
fulfills the requirement.

For e+e− → γ∗ → η(p1)ψ0(p2) and η(p1)ψ(p2), the
amplitudes M0 and M1 have the following forms,

M0 ∝ ε(γ∗) · q, (18)

M1 ∝ εαβγδεα(γ∗)ε∗β(ψ)P γqδ, (19)

where P = p1 +p2 and q = p1−p2. Because the interme-
diate virtual photon γ∗ from e+e− annihilations at high
energy is transversely polarized, summing over the initial
and final polarizations leads to totally different angular
distributions for e+e− → ηψ and e+e− → ηψ0, as shown
in Fig. 2, and the ψ0 signal can be clearly distinguished
from that of the ψ(4360).

Conclusion and outlook.—The existence of a 0−−

D∗D̄1 bound state ψ0 is a natural consequence in the
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TABLE II. Pole positions relative to the D∗D̄1 threshold in units of MeV with cV = 0.50, cP = 0.18 from the single t-channel
fitting. The uncertainties of t-channel EB inherit from the experimental errors of EB . “Only ΓD1” means the D1 self-energy
considered while the u-channel pion exchange not and “Full 3-body” means both contributions included.

System 1−− 0−−

t-channel −63.5± 13.8 −72.4± 17.4
gS gS0 gS1 gS0 gS1

Only ΓD1 −61.5− 3.5i −61.5− 9.2i −70.0− 3.5i −70.0− 8.9i
Full 3-body −65.8− 6.6i −73.1− 14.2i −65.8− 0.30i −59.4− 1.1i

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 2. Angular distributions of e+e− → ηψ0 and ηψ. θ
is the angle between the outgoing η and initial e+e− beam.
The distributions are in arbitrary units and the maxima are
normalized to 1.

molecular scenario of the ψ(4230), ψ(4360) and ψ(4415).
Being explicitly exotic, it does not mix with charmonium
states. We have shown that the existence of the ψ0 is ro-
bust against coupled-channel and 3-body pion-exchange
effects. The mass and width of the ψ0 are predicted to be
(4366 ± 18) MeV and . 10 MeV, respectively. We may
denote such a state as ψ0(4360).

It is promising to search for the ψ0(4360) in e+e− col-
lisions through the process e+e− → ηψ0(4360). The an-
gular distribution provides an unambiguous signature to
distinguish the explicitly exotic ψ0(4360) from states of
other possible quantum numbers, such as a vector state
in the same mass range. Moreover, the width of the
ψ0(4360) is expected to be much smaller than that of
the ψ(4360).

So far no 0−− meson has been observed. Being a robust
prediction of the hadronic molecular model, the ψ0(4360)
will provide a unique opportunity to infer the internal
structure of the vector mesons in the mass range between
4.2 and 4.5 GeV, which has been a riddle since the dis-
covery of the ψ(4260) [77].
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2
VmDmD∗ − 4

9
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2
ρ(6β2λmD1

+ 5βλ2mD∗ + 40λλ2mD1
mD∗), (35)

BV0 =
4

9
g2
V (6β2λmD1

+ 5βλ2mD∗ + 40λλ2mD1
mD∗),

(36)

AP0 = AP22, BP0 = BP22. (37)

Note that the isospin factors for isospin-0 have been taken
into account. For the P exchange, the Yukawa term
contains only the pion-exchange contributions while the
corresponding counterterm contains contributions from
both the pion and the η(′) mesons. The numerical val-
ues of coupling constants are g = −k = 0.59 [59, 65],
β = −β2 = 0.9 [65], gV = 5.8 [64], λ = −λ2 =
0.56 [66, 67] and fπ = 132 MeV is the pion decay con-
stant. The masses of the involved particles are taken
from the RPP [37].

Analytical properties of amplitudes

The on-shellness of the propagating intermediate par-
ticles will introduce cuts to the scattering amplitudes,
which are analytical functions of the complex energy ex-
cept for these cuts and possible poles. Usually, the cut
introduced by the intermediate component particles, say
D∗D̄1 in the ψ(4360) case, is chosen from the thresh-
old to positive infinity, called the right-hand cut (RHC)
while those from the exchanged particles are called the
left-hand cuts (LHCs). Here we give detailed discussions
on the cuts in the D∗D̄1 scattering amplitude including
the D∗D̄∗π 3-body channel.

The RHC in the D∗D̄∗π (with D̄∗π from D̄1) channel
originates from the pcm in ΓD1(E, l) (see Eq.(15)) and
starts from s = s0(|l|) to positive infinity by choosing a
cut of the square root function in pcm so that

Im[pcm] ≥ 0 on 1st RS,
Im[pcm] < 0 on 2nd RS.

(38)

Note that the branch point s0(|l|) is a moving point from
s0(0) = (2mD∗ + mπ)2 to the right as |l| increases. See
the red-dashed line in Fig. 3 for the cut with |l| = 0. Due
to the finite decay width of D1, one of the branch points
of the D∗D̄1 RHC is located at

√
s = mD∗ +mD1− i

2ΓD1

on the 2nd RS, instead of at the nominal threshold on
the real axis. See the green line in Fig. 3.

To see the LHCs, we need to analyze the poles of the
meson-exchange potentials (both on-shell and off-shell for
the initial and final scattered particles) before the partial
wave projection. For the on-shell t-channel one, the cut
lies at s ∈ (−∞, s1] with s1 < (mD∗ + mD1

)2. While
for the off-shell one with |k|, |k′| ≥ 0, there is no cut.
The branch points for the u-channel pion exchange are

determined by d1 = 0 at z ≡ cos k̂ · k′ = ±1 with d1

given in Eq. (14), which translates to√
m2
D1

+ k2 =
√
m2
D∗ + k′2

+
√
m2
π + k2 + k′2 ± 2|k||k′|. (39)

For the on-shell case where |k| = |k′|, it is actually a
RHC (still called “L”HC in the following) from a point s2

above threshold to positive infinity. For the off-shell case
with |k|, |k′| ≥ 0, one of the branch points, s3(|k|, |k′|), is
moving from s3(0, 0) = (2mD∗ +mπ)2 to the right as |k|
and |k′| increase and the other is positive infinity, again
a RHC (“L”HC). See the blue line in Fig. 3 for the cut
with |k|, |k′| = 0.

To search for poles corresponding to the ψ0(4360) and
ψ(4360), which are now located on the unphysical RS
marked by the red ⊗ in Fig. 3 and close to the physical
axis on the first RS, one has to perform the analytical
continuation properly.

• t- and u-channel cuts when the scattered particles
are on-shell: They will not contribute by construc-
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2mD∗ +mπ

mD∗ +mD1 − iΓ/2

Re[
√
s]

I

⊗

Im[
√
s]

D∗D̄∗π-RHCs

D∗D̄1-RHC

off-shell-u-channel-“L”HCs

O

FIG. 3. The cuts encountered in the D∗D̄1 system. The
off-shell u-channel “L”HC is located on the real axis and
moved away slightly for better illustration. For D∗D̄∗π RHCs
and off-shell u-channel “L”HCs, only that with |l| = 0 or
|k|, |k′| ≥ 0 is shown.

tion when solving LSE and therefore, they are not
shown in Fig. 3.

• The off-shell u-channel “L”HCs with |k|, |k′| ≥ 0:
When performing the S-wave projection, i.e. the
integral over z from −1 to 1 along the real axis,
the pole of the integrand, z0(E, |k|, |k′|), will move
from the lower half z-plane to the upper one when
E moves from physical axis to the unphysical re-
gion where the pole of T matrix is located. If
z0(E, |k|, |k′|) cross over the integral path, the re-
sult will have discontinuity. To avoid crossing over
these cuts, we deform the integral path of z from a
straight line −1→ 1 to a polyline −1→ −1+ ia→
1 + ia→ 1 with a a sufficiently large positive num-
ber.

• The RHC of D∗D̄1: This one is on the unphysical
sheet, beyond the region of the possible pole and
hence of no interest here.

• The D∗D̄∗π RHCs: If we use the cuts defined in
Eq. (38), it is found that the values of |1−V G| (an
intermediate function in solving LSE, whole roots
are the pole positions of the T matrix) in the 1st-
upper and 2nd-lower RSs do not match. The reason
is that when integrating |l| from 0 to +∞ along the
real axis, the argument of the square root function
in pcm would go across its branch point from right
to left, see the Fig. 7 in Ref [71]. Therefore we
have to change the integral path to avoid this dis-
continuation. In our calculation, we have chosen
a proper cut of the square root which lies parallel
to the negative imaginary axis to realize a smooth
continuation [70, 71]. See the red-solid line in Fig. 3
for the modified cut with |l| = 0.

After the above treatments, the values of |1 − V G| are
continued smoothly from the physical axis to the 2nd RS,
see Fig. 4 for illustration.

-0.08 -0.07 -0.06 -0.05 -0.04

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

FIG. 4. An illustration of the connection between the 1st-
upper (E + i10−7 GeV) and 2nd-lower (E − i10−7 GeV) RSs
where the solid and dashed (dotted and dotdashed) lines are
the real (imaginary) parts. “No u” means only t-channel in-
teraction considered and in turn no cuts while “Full u” means
that the u-channel interaction and D1 self-energy are both in-
cluded. The blue curves are covered by the red ones and hence
they are connected correctly.
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Λ (GeV)

c V
,P

□ cV
△ cP

FIG. 5. Comparison between cP,V of single-channel (solid)
and coupled-channel (dashed) results with only t-channel
meson-exchange interaction.

Comparisons between the single- and
coupled-channel results

Here we compare the values of cV,P explicitly in Fig. 5.
We can see that for Λ = 1.0 ∼ 1.3 GeV, there are al-
most no differences between single-channel and coupled-
channel results. The binding energies corresponding to
these parameters are shown in Fig. 6 and the predicted
binding energy of ψ0(4360) are robust against Λ.
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FIG. 6. Comparison of the single-channel (s.c.) and coupled-channel (c.c.) results for binding energies of the ψ(4230),
ψ(4360), ψ(4415) and ψ0(4360) with only the t-channel meson-exchange interaction. The dashed lines and shadows represent
the experimentally measured central values and errors.
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