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Abstract

The S -wave DD∗ scattering in the isospin I = 0, 1 channels is studied in N f = 2 lattice QCD at mπ ≈ 350 MeV. It is
observed that the DD∗ interaction is repulsive in the I = 1 channel when the DD∗ energy is near the DD∗ threshold.
In contrast, the DD∗ interaction in the I = 0 channel is definitely attractive in a wide range of the DD∗ energy. This
is consistent with the isospin assignment I = 0 for T +

cc(3875). By analyzing the components of the DD∗ correlation
functions, it turns out that the quark diagram responsible for the different properties of I = 0, 1 DD∗ interactions can
be understood as the charged ρ meson exchange effect. This observation provides direct information on the internal
dynamics of T +

cc(3875).

1. Introduction

Ever since the discovery of X(3872) in 2003 [1], there have been quite a lot near-DD̄ and BB̄ threshold structures
observed in experiments and are generally named XYZ particles [2]. In phenomenological studies, they are usually
assigned to be conventional heavy quarkonia, DD̄ (BB̄) molecules, or tetraquarks. Among XYZ states, Zc(3900) may
be the most prominent candidate for a multiquark state since it has the minimal quark configuration cc̄ud̄ and has been
observed in different experiments [3, 4]. Recently, LHCb reported the first doubly-charmed narrow structure T +

cc(3875)
in the D0D0π+ invariant mass spectrum, whose minimal configuration must be ccūd̄ [5]. The mass of T +

cc(3875) is
measured to be below the D0D∗+ threshold by −273±61±5+11

−14 keV, and its width is as small as Γ = 410±165±43+18
−38

keV (A unitarised Breit-Wigner analysis gives an even smaller width ΓU = 48 ± 20
−14 keV[6]). LHCb searched other

charged channels and found no evidence for the existence of a similar structure, and therefore assigned T +
cc(3875) to

be an I = 0 state [5, 6].
Prior to the observation of T +

cc(3875), there have been many theoretical studies on doubly-charmed tetraquarks,
whose predictions of the mass and width of the ground state JP = 1+ isoscalar tetraquark are consistent with those of
T +

cc(3875)[7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36,
37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42]. In the molecular picture, an early quark model calculation predicted the existence of a DD∗

bound state below the DD∗ threshold by 1.6 ± 1.0 MeV [13]. Recent theoretical studies find that light vector meson
exchanges may induce an attractive interaction between D and D∗ [43, 44, 45]. One can also refer to a recent review
of the present status of theoretical studies on T +

cc(3875) in Ref.[46]. There are also several lattice studies performed
on exotic doubly-charmed meson states. The spectra of hidden-charm and doubly charmed systems with various JP

quantum numbers are explored in N f = 2+1 lattice QCD using meson-meson and diquark-antidiquark operators [26],
but the results do not indicate the existence of bound states or narrow resonances, since most of lattice energy levels
are close to the corresponding non-interacting meson-meson energies. Another N f = 2 + 1 + 1 lattice QCD study
on doubly heavy tetraquarks observes the ground state of udc̄c̄ system [30], which is below the DD∗ threshold by
23 ± 11 MeV after the continuum and chiral extrapolation. However, it is not enough to claim a bound state from the
lowest energy level. Apart from these studies focusing on the extraction of the finite-volume energy levels, Ref. [47]
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Table 1: Parameters of N f = 2 gauge ensembles with degenerate u, d sea quarks.

L3 × T β a−1
t (GeV) ξ Ncfg mπ(MeV) mJ/ψ(MeV) Nvec

163 × 128 2.0 6.894(51) ∼ 5.3 6950 348.5(1.0) 3099(1) 70

performs the first lattice QCD study on the pole singularity of the DD∗ scattering amplitude at the pion mass mπ ≈ 280
MeV, and reports an S -wave virtual bound state pole below the DD∗ threshold by approximately 10 MeV, which may
correspond to T +

cc(3875) when mπ approaches to the physical value.
Since the LHCb experiment observed T +

cc(3875) only in the I = 0 channel, it is conceivable that the isospin-
dependent interaction plays a vital role in its formation. The existing lattice QCD studies focus on the I = 0
channel from the point of view of tetraquark and DD∗ scattering, and pay little attention to the isospin-sensitive
properties. Given the large negative scattering length a = −7.16(51) fm of DD∗ scattering relevant to T +

cc(3875) [6],
the characteristic size Ra = |a| of T +

cc is too large for the present lattice QCD to investigate directly. An alternative
way is to study the relevant DD∗ scattering in several different lattice volumes and then perform the infinite volume
extrapolation to check the existence of a bound state [48, 49]. With only one lattice at hand, we cannot study the
property of T +

cc in this way yet. We focus on the S -wave DD∗ scatterings in I = 0 and I = 1 channels, and explore if
there are dynamical differences between them. This study may shed light on the property of the DD∗ interaction and
provide qualitative information for future phenomenological investigations.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we describe the lattice setup, operator construction, and the
method for studying the hadron-hadron interaction on the lattice. The results of DD∗ scatterings in I = 0, 1 channels
are presented in Section 3, and the discussions can be found in Section 4. Section 5 is a summary of this work.

2. Numerical Details

2.1. Lattice Setup
We generate gauge configurations with N f = 2 degenerate u, d quarks on an L3×T = 163×128 anisotropic lattice.

We use tadpole improved gauge action [50, 51] for gluons and the tadpole improved anisotropic clover fermion action
for light u, d quarks [52, 53]. The renormalized aspect ratio is determined to be ξ = as/at = 5.3, and the temporal
lattice spacing is set to be a−1

t = 6.894(51) GeV [54]. Using the at and the ξ, we get as ≈ 0.152(1) fm. Our bare
u, d quark mass parameter gives mπ = 348.5(1.0) MeV and mπLas ≈ 3.9. For the valence charm quark, we adopt
the clover fermion action in Ref. [55], and the charm quark mass parameter is tuned to give (mηc + 3mJ/ψ)/4 = 3069
MeV. The distillation method [56] is used to generate the perambulators for u, d quarks and the valence charm quark
on our gauge ensemble. In practice, the perambulators are calculated in the Laplacian Heaviside subspace spanned by
Nvec = 70 eigenvectors with the lowest eigenvalues. The parameters for the gauge ensemble are listed in Table 1.

2.2. Operators and correlation functions
In the lattice study of hadron-hadron scattering, one key task is to extract the lattice energy levels as precisely

as possible, from which the scattering matrix elements can be parameterized with quantities reflecting the scattering
properties, such as the scattering phase shift and scattering length, etc. Concerning the properties of T +

cc(3875), we
focus on the DD∗ scattering in the JP = 1+ channel with isospin I = 0 and I = 1. Throughout this work, the D(D∗)
operators and DD∗ operators are built in terms of smeared quark fields. We use quark bilinears OΓ = q̄γ5c for D
mesons and OΓ = q̄γic for D∗ mesons (here q refers to u for D0 and d for D+). Accordingly, the operators for D(D∗)
mesons moving with a spatial momentum ~p are obtained by the Fourier transformation OΓ(~p, t) =

∑
~x

e−i~p·~xOΓ(~x, t).

The correlation functions of D and D∗ at a spatial momentum ~p are calculated precisely using the distillation
method and are parameterized as

CX(~p, t) = W1 cosh
[
−EX(~p)(

T
2
− t)

]
+ W2 cosh

[
−E′X(~p)(

T
2
− t)

]
, (1)
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Figure 1: The effective energies and dispersion relation of D and D∗. For the effective energies of D (left panel) and D∗ (middle panel), the grey
bands illustrate the fittings using Eq.( 1) in the time window t ∈ [20,T − 20]. For the dispersion relations (right panel), the data points are measured
energies E2

X(~p) at different momenta ~p = 2π
asL~n (labelled by ~n2) with X referring to D or D∗, and the grey bands are the fittings using Eq. (3).

Table 2: The energies of D and D∗ at different spatial momentum modes ~n. The energies are converted into the values in physical units with the
lattice spacing a−1

t = 6.894 GeV.

~n modes (0, 0, 0) (0, 0, 1) (0, 1, 1) (1, 1, 1) (0, 0, 2) (0, 1, 2)

ED(~p)(GeV) 1.88191(52) 1.94969(63) 2.01575(90) 2.0793(12) 2.1356(18) 2.1938(33)

ED∗ (~p)(GeV) 2.02161(91) 2.0841(15) 2.1460(25) 2.2072(30) 2.2637(33) 2.3107(72)

where X refers to D or D∗ and the second term account for the higher state contamination. The modes ~n of the spatial
momentum ~p = 2π

Las
~n involved in this work are ~n = (0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 0, 2), (0, 1, 2). Fig. 1 shows

the effective energies Eeff
p (t) of D (left panel) and D∗ (middle panel) at different momenta ~p, which are defined by

Eeff
p (t) = cosh−1 CX(~p, t − 1) + CX(~p, t + 1)

2CX(~p, t)
, (2)

and the grey bands illustrate the fit results using Eq. (1) for the time interval t ∈ [20,T − 20]. The results of ED(~p)
and ED∗ (~p) in the physical units are listed in Table 2 with jackknife errors. It is seen that the hyperfine splitting
∆m = ED∗ (~0) − ED(~0) = 139.70(57) MeV almost reproduces the experimental values mD∗− − mD0 = 142.0(1) MeV
and mD∗+ − mD+ = 140.6(1) MeV [57], which manifests our tuning of charm quark mass and the scale setting scheme
reasonable. The momentum dependence of ED(~p) and ED∗ (~p) are plotted in Fig. 1 (right panel), where the shaded line
is the fit results using the continuum dispersion relation

E2
X(~p) = m2

X +
1
ξ2 |~p|

2. (3)

The fitted ξ is 5.329(12) for D and 5.324(26) for D∗, both of which are consistent with ξ = 5.3 in Table 1.

3. DD∗ scattering

In this work, we only focus on the S -wave DD∗ scattering in the isospin I = 0 and I = 1 channels. The recent
lattice study on T +

cc also found that the contribution of D-wave scattering to the JP = 1+ DD∗ system is small enough
to be neglected temporarily [47]. The operators for S -wave DD∗ system with a relative p = |~p| momentum can be
built through

ODD∗ (p, t) =
1

N~p

∑
R∈O

OD(R ◦ ~p, t)OD∗ (−R ◦ ~p, t), (4)

3



where OD(~p, t) and OD∗ (~p, t) are the momentum projected single particle operators for D and D∗, respectively, R refers
to the rotational operations in the lattice spatial symmetry group O (the octahedral group). The operators O(I)

DD∗ for a
definite isospin I is built according to the isospin combinations

I = 0 : |DD∗〉 =
1
√

2

(
|D0D∗+〉 − |D+D∗0〉

)
I = 1 : |DD∗〉 =

1
√

2

(
|D0D∗+〉 + |D+D∗0〉

)
. (5)

We tentatively assume the coupling between the S -wave the D∗D∗ state and DD∗ state is weak and do not include
D∗D∗ operator in our calculation. Therefore, to extract the energies of DD∗ systems, we calculate the following
correlation matrix in both I = 0 and I = 1 channels in the framework of the distillation method,

C(I)(p, p′; t) =
1
T

∑
τ

〈
O(I)

DD∗ (p, t + τ)O(I)
DD∗ (p′, τ)

〉
, (6)

where we average the source time slices τ to increase the statistics. Then we solve the generalized eigenvalue
problem (GEVP) C(I)(p, p′; t)v(m)

p′ (t, t0) = λm(t, t0)C(I)(p, p′; t0)v(m)
p′ (t, t0) to get the optimized operator O(I)

DD∗ (pm) =

v(m)
p (t, t0)O(I)

DD∗ (p) that couples most to the m-th state of DD∗ system with energy E(I)
DD∗ (pm). Here pm is the scattering

momentum of the m-th state and is determined by E(I)
DD∗ (pm) through the relation

E(I)
DD∗ (pm) =

√
m2

D + p2
m +

√
m2

D∗ + p2
m. (7)

In practice, the lowest four momentum modes of ~p are involved in the GEVP analysis, hence the momentum modes
~n = (0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1) are replaced by m = 0, 1, 2, 3 to present the state of the m-th optimized operator.
It is known that, under the periodic temporal boundary condition, in addition to the physical states that all the physical
degrees of freedom propagate alongside in the same time direction, the so-called thermal states or wrap-around states
that the D and D∗ states propagate in opposite temporal directions [58] also contributes to the correlation function
C(I)(p, p′; t). Therefore, the correlation function of the optimized operator O(I)

DD∗ (pm) can be parameterized as

C(I)(pm, t) = W (I)
1 cosh

(
E(I)

DD∗ (pm)(t −
T
2

)
)

+ W (I)
2 cosh

([
ED(pm) − ED∗ (pm)

]
(t −

T
2

)
)

+ W ′(I) cosh
(
E′(t −

T
2

)
)
, (8)

where the first term comes from the desired physical state, the second term accounts for the contribution of the thermal
state, while the third term is introduced to account for the residual contamination from higher states. Note that W (I)

2
is proportional to exp[−(ED(pm) + ED∗ (pm))T/2] which guarantees the thermal state term vanishes when T → ∞. It
turns out that this function form describes C(I)(pm, t) very well in a wide time range as shown in the left panels of
Fig. 2 and 3.

Lüscher’s formalism provides an approach to extracting the hadron-hadron scattering properties from the energy
levels of a two-meson system in a finite box [59, 48]. When the energies E(I)

DD∗ (pm) is derived precisely, we can obtain
the value of the scattering momentum pm using Eq. (7). Usually, one also introduces the dimensionless quantity
q =

pmLas
2π for convenience. According to Lüscher’s formalism, the phase shifts of S -wave scattering can be derived

from p (or q) by

p cot δ0(q2) =
2

Las
√
π
Z00(1, q2) =

1
πL

lim
R→∞

|~n|<R∑
~n∈Z3

1
~n2 − q2 − 4πR

 . (9)

where Zlm(s, q2) is the Lüscher zeta function [59] and the second equality above is the lattice regularized version of
Zlm(s, q2) [48]. For the low-energy scattering, the effective range expansion (ERE) up to O(p2) gives

p cot δ0(p) =
1
a0

+
1
2

r0 p2 + O(p4) (10)

where a0 and r0 are the S -wave(l = 0) scattering length and effective range respectively. In the following, we discuss
the DD∗ scatterings in the I = 0 and I = 1 channels in detail.
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Figure 2: The results of the DD∗(I = 0) scattering. Left panel: Data points are the effective energies of DD∗(I = 0) system and the grey bands are
the fits by Eq. (8) in the time window t ∈ [20,T − 20]. Middle panel: Effective energy shifts ∆E(pm, t) defined through the ratio function R(pm, t),
where the colored bands are from the function forms of R(pm, t) defined through Eq. (1) and Eq. (6). Right panel: The phase shifts of S -wave
DD∗(I = 0) scattering, where the grey band shows the result of Eq. (10) with best-fit parameters in Eq. (12) and the red band illustrates the fitting
range.

Table 3: The lattice results of the S -wave DD∗ scattering in I = 0 channel. Four lowest energy levels E(I)
DD∗ (pm) corresponding to the four

momentum modes are obtained. The energy shifts ∆E and the scattering momenta pm are determined accordingly. The values are in physical units
converted from a−1

t = 6.894 GeV. The measured aspect ratio ξ = 5.33(3) from the dispersion relation is used to derive the dimensionless q2. All
the errors here are jackknife ones.

~pm modes m = 0 m = 1 m = 2 m = 3

ED(~pm) + ED∗ (~pm) (GeV) 3.9035(14) 4.0338(19) 4.1617(29) 4.2864(36)
E(I=0)

DD∗ (pm) (GeV) 3.8977(14) 4.0166(15) 4.1369(18) 4.2682(28)
∆E (GeV) -0.00582(22) -0.0172(12) -0.0248(23) -0.0183(32)
p2

m (GeV2) -0.01134(43) 0.22362(92) 0.4686(20) 0.7442(49)
q2 = (pmLas/2π)2 -0.0440(17) 0.867(10) 1.816(22) 2.884(38)

3.1. The I = 0 and JP = 1+ DD∗ scattering

We carry out the jackknife analysis to the correlation functions CX(~pm, t) (X refers to D and D∗) and C(I)(pm, t)
for all the momentum modes using equations Eq. (1) and Eq. (8), respectively (see details in Appendix B). In this
procedure, the energies ED(~pm), ED∗ (~pm), E(I)

DD∗ (pm) for m = 0, 1, 2, 3 are obtained simultaneously along with the
energy shifts ∆E(I)(pm) = E(I)

DD∗ (pm) − ED(~pm) − ED∗ (~pm) and the squared scattering momenta p2
m. As shown in

the left panel of Fig. 2 as colored bands, the function form Eq. (8) describes C(I)(pm, t) very well in the time range
t ∈ [20,T − 20]. The dip around t = T/2 also manifests the existence of the thermal states. The final results in the
I = 0 channel are listed in Table 3, where the energies with jackknife errors are converted into physical units.

It is seen that the energy shifts ∆E(I=0) = E(I=0)
DD∗ (p) − ED(p) − ED∗ (p) are uniformly negative for all the four

momentum modes. This indicates the interaction between D and D∗ in the I = 0 channel is attractive. The energy
shifts ∆E(p) are also checked through the ratio function

R(pm, t) ≡
C(I=0)

DD∗ (pm, t)
CD(~pm, t)CD∗ (~pm, t)

∼ e−∆E(pm)t (t � 1). (11)

This ratio function is used sometimes to estimate ∆E(pm) from the plateau of ∆E(pm, t) ≡ ln R(pm,t)
R(pm,t+1) . The middle

panel of Fig. 2 shows ∆E(pm, t) for momentum modes m = 0, 1, 2, 3 in I = 0 channel, where the data points are
the values from the measured correlation functions involved in Eq. (11), and the colored bands illustrate the results
through the function forms in Eq. (1) and (8) with their fitting parameters. Obviously, ∆E(pm, t) does not show a
plateau at all, but can be well described by the function mentioned above. the slant behaviour of ∆E(pm, t) in the
intermediate time region is caused by the third term in Eq. (8) (the excited state term), while its steep behaviour near
T/2 is the effect of the second term (the thermal state term). This manifests that the energy shifts ∆E(pm) listed in
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Table 4: The lattice results of the S -wave DD∗ scattering in I = 1 channel (similar to Table 3).

~pm modes m = 0 m = 1 m = 2 m = 3

ED(~pm) + ED∗ (~pm)(GeV) 3.9035(14) 4.0338(19) 4.1617(29) 4.2864(36)
E(I=1)

DD∗ (pm)(GeV) 3.9120(13) 4.0405(14) 4.1628(16) 4.2836(22)
∆E(I=1)(GeV) 0.00851(23) 0.0067(12) 0.0011(23) -0.0028(33)
pm(GeV) 0.1289(17) 0.52131(73) 0.7226(11) 0.8815(18)
q2 = (pmLas/2π)2 0.0644(19) 1.053(12) 2.024(24) 3.012(36)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110

t

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

M
eff

(G
eV

)

pm=0, I = 1

pm=1, I = 1

pm=2, I = 1

pm=3, I = 1

10 20 30 40 50 60

t

−0.002

−0.001

0.000

0.001

0.002

a
t∆
E

pm=0, I = 1

pm=1, I = 1

pm=2, I = 1

pm=3, I = 1

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

p2/GeV2

−15

−10

−5

0

p
co

t
δ 0

(p
2
)/

G
eV

Figure 3: The results of the DD∗(I = I) scattering. The three panels are similar to those of Fig. 2.

Table 3 are derived correctly. Note that the terms for excited states in Eq. (1) and (6) are necessary to describe the
data.

The scattering phase shifts p cot δ0(q2) are obtained by using Eq. (9) at each q2 and is plotted as data points in the
right panel of Fig. 2, where dashed lines illustrate the function form in Eq. (9). The fit to the four data points of lower
q2 using Eq. (10) gives

a(I=0)
0 = 0.538(33) fm, r(I=0)

0 = 0.99(11) fm. (12)

Our results are in line with a0 ∼ 1 fm and r0 ∼ 1.0 fm determined in Ref [47] at a lighter pion mass mπ = 280 MeV.
Both results indicate the attractive interaction of DD∗ in the I = 0 channel. Since we have only one lattice volume,
we cannot make a proper discussion on the existence of a bound state yet.

3.2. The I = 1 and JP = 1+ DD∗ scattering

The data analysis of the I = 1 DD∗ scattering takes the same procedure as the one for the I = 0 channel. The
results of E(I=1)

DD∗ (pm) are listed in Table 4 along with the values of corresponding energy shifts ∆E(I=1), the scattering
momentum pm etc.. The major results of I = 1 DD∗ scattering are illustrated in Fig.3 similar to Fig. 2 for the I = 0
case: The left panel shows the the effective energies of C(I=1)(p, t) and the related fits using Eq. (8). The middle panel
shows the verification of the energy shifts ∆E(I=1) for different momentum ~pm. The right panel is for the S -wave phase
shifts of the DD∗(I = 1) scattering, which is obtained from the scattering momentum pm. It is seen that E(I=1)

DD∗ (p) is
higher than ED(~p) + ED∗ (~p) when it is not far from the DD∗ threshold (the lowest two energy levels of E(I=1)

DD∗ (p)).
This reflects a repulsive interaction for the low-energy D and D∗ scattering in the I = 1 channel. When the scattering
momentum p is larger, the energy shifts get smaller and finally become consistent with zero within the errors. This is
in striking contrast to the case of I = 0 where the energy shifts are uniformly negative in a large range of the scattering
momentum. Accordingly, the corresponding q2 for the two higher energies are consistent with integers, such that
when the phase shifts are determined through Eq. (9), their errors blow up, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 3. The
fit to these phase shifts using Eq. (10) gives the scattering length and the effective range as

a(I=1)
0 = −0.433(43) fm, r(I=1)

0 = −3.6(1.0) fm. (13)
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4. Discussion

In the previous section, we present the numerical results of the S -wave DD∗ scattering in the I = 0 and I = 1
channels. The major observation is that DD∗ interaction is attractive for I = 0 in a wide momentum range and
repulsive for I = 1 when the energy of DD∗ is near the DD∗ mass threshold. It is conceptually in agreement with the
observation of LHCb [5] that the T +

cc state is found only in the D0D∗+ system.
To understand the isospin-dependent interaction of DD∗, let us take a closer look at the quark diagrams (after

the Wick contraction) which contribute to the correlation functions C(I)(p, t). There are four distinct terms whose
schematic quark diagrams are shown in the left part of Fig. 4: The diagram on the upper left side is named D (direct)
term which comes from the direct contractions between OD(OD∗ ) in the sink and source operators. The diagram on
the upper right side is called the C1(π/ρ) (crossing) term which involves either the u, d quark exchange effects (as
illustrated in the figure) or charm quark exchange (if flipping upside down the positions of D0 and D∗+j on the right-
hand side). In the lower-left diagram, D′ is the direct contraction between D and D∗. The lower right diagram C2(ρ)
also illustrates a u, d quark exchange one. As such C(I)(p, t) can be abbreviated as

C(I)(p, t) = D −C1(π/ρ) + (−)I+1 (
D′ −C2(ρ)

)
, (14)

where the minus signs of C terms come from the single quark loops after Wick contraction.
The contributions of these terms to C(I)(p, t) at ~p = 0 are checked to have the hierarchy D � C2(ρ) & C1(π/ρ) �

D′ with each level being smaller by roughly two orders of magnitude, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 4, where
the magnitudes of D, C1(π/ρ), C2(ρ) and D′ at ~p = 0 are scaled by the product of single meson correlation functions
CD(~p = 0, t) and CD∗ (~p = 0, t) (abbreviated by CDCD∗ ). The contribution of D′ term is quite small and negligible in
the following discussion. The C1(π/ρ) term contributes equally to C(I=0)(p, t) and C(I=1)(p, t), while the contributions
of C2(ρ) have opposite signs for I = 0, 1 and are necessarily responsible for the energy difference of E(I=0,1)

DD∗ (p).
As shown in the right panel of Fig. 4, in the intermediate time range, C1(π/ρ)/(CDCD∗ ) and C2(ρ)/(CDCD∗ ) show
approximately linear behaviors in the logarithmic scale with positive slopes, while D/(CDCD∗ ) is almost a flat line
throughout the time range. Since CDCD∗ behaves as We−(mD+mD∗ )t in the intermediate time range, the D term must
have a similar time dependence, namely, A0e−E0t with E0 ≈ mD + mD∗ . Accordingly, the time dependence of C1(π/ρ)
and C2(ρ) is also approximately exponential, and can be expressed qualitatively as A0εie−Eit,where i = 1, 2 refer to
C1(π/ρ) and C2(ρ), respectively, and εi ∼ O(10−2) � 1 is indicated by the figure. On the other hand, the positive
slopes of C1(π/ρ)/(CDCD∗ ) and C2(ρ)/(CDCD∗ ) imply that C1(π/ρ) and C2(ρ) damp in time more slowly than D does,
such that one has E0 − Ei = δEi > 0. Thus one has the approximation (see Appendix C) for the energy of the DD∗

system

E(I)
DD∗ ≈ ln

C(I)(p, t)
C(I)(p, t + 1)

≈ E0 + ε1δE1eδE1t + (−)I+1ε2δE2eδE2t (15)

in the time range t ∈ [20, 50] where δEit � 1. The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (15) comes from the
C1(π/ρ) contribution and is positive for both I = 0, 1 channels. This means the C1(π/ρ) term reflects a repulsive
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interaction. In contrast, the third term, which is contributed from C2(ρ), is positive for I = 1 and negative for I = 0,
and thereby manifests a repulsive interaction for I = 1 and an attractive interaction for I = 0. On the other hand, as
shown in the right panel of Fig. 4, the curve for C2(ρ) is uniformly higher than that for C1(π/ρ) and thereby implies
ε2 & ε1. In the meantime, the larger slope of C2(ρ) indicates δE2 > δE1, such that one has ε1δE1eδE1t < ε2δE2eδE2t.
In other words, the combined effects of the C1(π/ρ) and C2(ρ) contribution result in negative energy shifts from the
non-interacting DD∗ energy ED(p) + ED∗ (p), which reflects the totally attractive interaction between D and D∗ in the
S -wave I = 0 channel. One can see Appendix C for itemized information.

On the hadron level, the four terms depicted in Fig. 4 can be interpreted as follows:

• D term: It involves two separately closed quark diagrams, each of which is the propagator of D(D∗) meson.
After the gauge averaging, the two parts can have an interaction mediated by at least two gluons that are
necessarily in a color singlet. Intuitively, quarks frequently exchange gluons among themselves during their
propagation. The “motion” status of light quarks can be changed more easily by absorbing or emitting a
(not hard) gluon, such that their trajectories in the spacetime are zigzag and may develop meson-exchange
interactions, such as exchanges of σ, ω, etc., on the hadron level. Either gluon exchanges on the quark level
or meson exchanges on the hadron level, the resultant effects are very tiny since the contribution of this term is
very close in magnitude (after the subtraction of the contribution from the wrap-around states) to the product of
the correlation functions of single D and D∗ mesons.

• D′ term: This also involves two closed quark diagrams, however, each one connects two different mesons D and
D∗. This diagram contributes to CDD∗ (p, t) only when color singlet gluon exchanges (at least two gluons also)
take place between the two parts after the gauge average. On the hadron level, the interaction can be mediated
by η, ω, etc. However, empirically in our study, it is found these effects are very weak, and the contribution
from the D′ term is negligible in comparison with the other terms.

• C1(π/ρ) term: As shown in the right upper part of Fig. 4, there are explicit u, d quark exchanges between D and
D∗ during their temporal propagation. This exchange effect can be viewed as that of the charged meson (π±,ρ±,
etc.) on the hadron level. If we flip the positions of D0 and D∗+ on the right-hand side, the figure implies a cc̄
exchange process, and accordingly charmonium Vc (J/ψ, ψ′, etc.) exchange process on the hadron level. Since
C1(π/ρ) contributes equally to C(I=0)

DD∗ (p, t) and C(I=1)
DD∗ (p, t), according to our discussion above, these intermediate

meson exchanges on the hadron level result in a repulsive interaction to the DD∗ system. Note that vector meson
exchange models [44, 45] also obtain a repulsive interaction for the J/ψ exchange.

• C2(ρ): This term also comes from the u, d quark exchanges. On the hadron level, since theP-parity conservation
prohibits the DDπ interaction, the effect of light quark exchange can be reflected mainly by the charged ρ
exchange, which provides an attractive interaction for the S -wave I = 0 DD∗ system and a repulsive interaction
for the S -wave I = 1 DD∗ system. Furthermore, the observation E(I=0)

DD∗ (p) < ED(p) + ED∗ (p) indicates that this
attractive ρ-exchange effect overcomes the repulsive interaction reflected by C1(π/ρ) term and results in a total
attraction interaction. This result is in qualitative agreement with those in Refs. [43, 44, 45].

5. Summary

The S -wave DD∗ scattering are investigated from N f = 2 lattice QCD calculations on a lattice with mπ ≈ 350
MeV and mπLas ≈ 3.9. Benefited from the large statistics, several lowest energy levels of the DD∗s of isospin I = 0
and I = 1 are determined precisely through the distillation method and by solving the relevant generalized eigenvalue
problems. In the I = 1 case, the DD∗ energy E(I=1)

DD∗ (p) is higher than the corresponding non-interacting DD∗ energy
ED(~p)+ED∗ (~p) threshold, and manifests a repulsive interaction between D and D∗. But when the scattering momentum
p rises large, the difference of E(I=1)

DD∗ (p) and ED(~p) + ED∗ (~p) becomes smaller and even indiscernible. In the I = 0
case, the DD∗ energy E(I=0)

DD∗ (p) is uniformly lower than ED(~p) + ED∗ (~p) when p goes up to around 800 MeV, and
reflects definitely an attractive interaction between D and D∗ in the I = 0 state. It is consistent with the experimental
assignment I = 0 for T +

cc(3875) given a DD∗ bound state. Based on these energy levels, the S -wave phase shifts
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of DD∗ scattering in I = 0, 1 channels are derived using Lüscher’s finite volume formalism. The effective range
expansions give the following scattering lengths a(I=0,1)

0 and the effective ranges r(I=0,1)
0

a(I=0)
0 = 0.538(33) fm, r(I=0)

0 = 0.99(11) fm,

a(I=1)
0 = −0.433(43) fm, r(I=1)

0 = −3.6(1.0) fm. (16)

To understand the isospin dependence of the DD∗ interaction, further analysis is performed on the components
of DD∗ correlation functions. It is found that the difference between the I = 0 and I = 1 DD∗ correlation functions
comes mainly from the C2(ρ) term that D and D∗ exchange u, d quarks when propagating in the time direction. This
term can be viewed as the charged vector ρ meson exchange in the hadron level and contributes to the I = 0 and I = 1
DD∗ correlation functions with opposite signs. As a result, it raises the DD∗ energy in the I = 1 channel, and pulls it
down in the I = 0 channel. This provides a shred of strong evidence that the DD∗ interaction induced by the charged
ρ meson exchange may play a crucial role in the formation of T +

cc(3875). This is in qualitative agreement with the
results of recent phenomenological studies [43, 44, 45].

Acknowledgements

We thank Prof. Q. Zhao of IHEP for valuable discussions. This work is supported by the Strategic Priority Re-
search Program of Chinese Academy of Sciences (No. XDB34030302), the National Key Research and Development
Program of China (No. 2020YFA0406400) and the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NNSFC) under
Grants No.11935017, No.11775229, No.12075253, No.12070131001 (CRC 110 by DFG and NNSFC), No.12175063.
The Chroma software system [60] and QUDA library [61, 62] are acknowledged. The computations were performed
on the HPC clusters at the Institute of High Energy Physics (Beijing) and China Spallation Neutron Source (Dong-
guan), and the CAS Sunrise-1 computing environment.

References

[1] S. K. Choi, et al., Observation of a narrow charmonium-like state in exclusive B± → K±π+π−J/ψ decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 262001.
arXiv:hep-ex/0309032, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.262001.

[2] N. Brambilla, S. Eidelman, C. Hanhart, A. Nefediev, C.-P. Shen, C. E. Thomas, A. Vairo, C.-Z. Yuan, The XYZ states: experimental and
theoretical status and perspectives, Phys. Rept. 873 (2020) 1–154. arXiv:1907.07583, doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2020.05.001.

[3] M. Ablikim, et al., Observation of a Charged Charmoniumlike Structure in e+e− → π+π− J/ψ at
√

s =4.26 GeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013)
252001. arXiv:1303.5949, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252001.

[4] Z. Q. Liu, et al., Study of e+e− −→ π+π−J/ψ and Observation of a Charged Charmoniumlike State at Belle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013)
252002, [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 111, 019901 (2013)]. arXiv:1304.0121, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252002.

[5] R. Aaij, et al., Observation of an exotic narrow doubly charmed tetraquark (9 2021). arXiv:2109.01038.
[6] R. Aaij, et al., Study of the doubly charmed tetraquark T +

cc (9 2021). arXiv:2109.01056.
[7] J. P. Ader, J. M. Richard, P. Taxil, DO NARROW HEAVY MULTI - QUARK STATES EXIST?, Phys. Rev. D 25 (1982) 2370. doi:

10.1103/PhysRevD.25.2370.
[8] B. Silvestre-Brac, C. Semay, Systematics of L = 0 q-2 anti-q-2 systems, Z. Phys. C 57 (1993) 273–282. doi:10.1007/BF01565058.
[9] C. Semay, B. Silvestre-Brac, Diquonia and potential models, Z. Phys. C 61 (1994) 271–275. doi:10.1007/BF01413104.

[10] M. A. Moinester, How to search for doubly charmed baryons and tetraquarks, Z. Phys. A 355 (1996) 349–362. arXiv:hep-ph/9506405,
doi:10.1007/s002180050123.

[11] S. Pepin, F. Stancu, M. Genovese, J. M. Richard, Tetraquarks with color blind forces in chiral quark models, Phys. Lett. B 393 (1997)
119–123. arXiv:hep-ph/9609348, doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(96)01597-3.

[12] B. A. Gelman, S. Nussinov, Does a narrow tetraquark cc anti-u anti-d state exist?, Phys. Lett. B 551 (2003) 296–304. arXiv:hep-ph/

0209095, doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(02)03069-1.
[13] D. Janc, M. Rosina, The Tcc = DD∗ molecular state, Few Body Syst. 35 (2004) 175–196. arXiv:hep-ph/0405208, doi:10.1007/

s00601-004-0068-9.
[14] F. S. Navarra, M. Nielsen, S. H. Lee, QCD sum rules study of QQ - anti-u anti-d mesons, Phys. Lett. B 649 (2007) 166–172. arXiv:

hep-ph/0703071, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2007.04.010.
[15] J. Vijande, E. Weissman, A. Valcarce, N. Barnea, Are there compact heavy four-quark bound states?, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 094027.

arXiv:0710.2516, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.76.094027.
[16] D. Ebert, R. N. Faustov, V. O. Galkin, W. Lucha, Masses of tetraquarks with two heavy quarks in the relativistic quark model, Phys. Rev. D

76 (2007) 114015. arXiv:0706.3853, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.76.114015.

9

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0309032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.262001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07583
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.05.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.5949
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.0121
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252002
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01038
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01056
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.25.2370
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.25.2370
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01565058
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01413104
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506405
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002180050123
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9609348
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(96)01597-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0209095
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0209095
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)03069-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405208
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00601-004-0068-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00601-004-0068-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703071
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.04.010
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.2516
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.094027
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.3853
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.114015


[17] S. H. Lee, S. Yasui, Stable multiquark states with heavy quarks in a diquark model, Eur. Phys. J. C 64 (2009) 283–295. arXiv:0901.2977,
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1140-x.

[18] Y. Yang, C. Deng, J. Ping, T. Goldman, S-wave Q Q anti-q anti-q state in the constituent quark model, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 114023.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.80.114023.

[19] T. F. Carames, A. Valcarce, J. Vijande, Doubly charmed exotic mesons: A gift of nature?, Phys. Lett. B 699 (2011) 291–295. doi:10.1016/
j.physletb.2011.04.023.

[20] T. F. Carames, A. Valcarce, J. Vijande, Too many X′s, Y′s and Z′s?, Phys. Lett. B 709 (2012) 358–361. arXiv:1203.1123, doi:10.1016/
j.physletb.2012.02.020.

[21] N. Li, Z.-F. Sun, X. Liu, S.-L. Zhu, Coupled-channel analysis of the possible D(∗)D(∗), B
(∗)

B
(∗)

and D(∗)B
(∗)

molecular states, Phys. Rev. D
88 (11) (2013) 114008. arXiv:1211.5007, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.114008.
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Appendix

A. Additional information for the dispersion relation of D and D∗
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Figure 5: The relative deviation of the fit to dispersion relation. ∆E ≡ Eeff (~p) − Ēcont(~p, ξfit), the colored bands present fitting errors.

B. Grouped jackknife analysis

Since the gauge configurations are generated through a Markov chain, they are not completely independent. There-
fore, the jackknife resampling technique is utilized in our data analysis procedure. We group the N configurations
into n blocks with each block including k = N/n configurations. The measurements in each block are averaged as one
individual measurement, then the one-eliminating jackknife analysis is performed. We vary the size k of the block
to check the k-dependence of the statistical errors and find that the errors of observables increase gradually when k
increases and finally saturate beyond some value of k. Fig. 6 shows the k-dependence of the errors of the correlation
function C(I=0)

DD∗ (t) and the DD∗ energy EDD∗ . It is obvious that the errors saturate when k & 50, eventually we choose
block size k = 50 for our measurements to avoid the underestimation of statistical errors.
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Figure 6: The statistical errors with the size k in each block.

C. Components of DD∗ energy E(I)
DD∗

We have the following major observation from the right panel of Fig. 4:

• The y-axis is plotted in the logarithmic scale, and D term (denoted by D(t) here), C1(π/ρ) term (C1(t)), C2(ρ)
term (C2(t)) and D′ term are scaled by CD(t)CD∗ (t);

• D(t)/(CD(t)CD∗ (t)) is almost flat and can be described as Ae−E0t with E0 ≈ mD + mD∗ (note that we discuss the
~p = 0 case).

• The linear rising behaviors of C1,2(t)/(CD(t)CD∗ (t)) in the intermediate time range imply that

Ci(t) ≈ Aεie−(E0−δEi)t (17)

with 0 < εi ∼ O(10−2) � 1 and δEi > 0 (Ci(t) is approximately O(10−2) of magnitude smaller then D(t).

• C2(t) is uniformly higher than C1(t) and has a large slope. This implies ε2 > ε1 and δE2 > ∆E1.

• D′ term is approximately O(10−4) of magnitude smaller than D term and is ignored in the discussion.

Based on these observations, in the intermediate time region, the energy of DD∗ can be estimated as

E(I)
DD∗ ≈ ln

C(I)(p, t)
C(I)(p, t + 1)

= ln
D(t) −C1(t) − (−)I+1C2(t)

D(t + 1) −C1(t + 1) − (−)I+1C2(t + 1)

= ln
D(t)

D(t + 1)
+ ln

1 − ε1 exp[δE1t] − ε2(−)I+1 exp[δE2t]
1 − ε1 exp[δE1(t + 1)] − ε2(−)I+1 exp[δE2(t + 1)]

≈ E0 + ε1 exp(δE1t)(eδE1 − 1) + ε2(−)I+1 exp(δE2t)(eδE2 − 1)
≈ E0 + ε1δE1eδE1t + (−)I+1ε2δE2eδE2t (18)

where εi, δEit � 1 is used.
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