
ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

14
99

4v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

8 
N

ov
 2

02
2

Nature of X(3872) in B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) decays
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We investigate the decays of B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) based on the picture where the

X(3872) resonance is strongly coupled to the DD̄∗ + c.c. channel. In addition to the decay mechanism where

the X(3872) resonance is formed from the cc̄ pair hadronization with the short-distance interaction, we have

also considered the DD̄∗ rescattering diagrams in the long-distance scale, where D and D̄∗ are formed from c
and c̄ separately. Because of the difference of the mass thresholds of charged and neutral DD̄∗ channels, and

the rather narrow width of the X(3872) resonance, at the X(3872) mass, the loop functions of D0D̄∗0 and

D+D̄∗− are much different. Taking this difference into account, the ratio of B[B0 → K0X(3872)]/B[B+ →
K+X(3872)] ≃ 0.5 can be naturally obtained. Based on this result, we also evaluate the decay widths of

B0
s → η(η′)X(3872). It is expected that future experimental measurements of these decays can be used to

elucidate the nature of the X(3872) resonance.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the X(3872) [also known as χc1(3872)]
resonance by the Belle Collaboration in 2003 [1] and con-

firmed later by other experiments [2–10], ushered in a new

era in hadron physics [11–13], which cannot be easily ex-

plained as a conventional charmonium state in quark mod-

els [14, 15]. The isospin of X(3872) is zero, and its quan-

tum numbers JPC = 1++ were extracted by the LHCb

Collaboration [9, 10]. Particularly, the mass of X(3872),
MX(3872) = 3871.65± 0.06 MeV, is very close to the thresh-

old ofD0D̄∗0, MD0D̄∗0 = 3871.69±0.11MeV, and its width

is ΓX(3872) = 1.19± 0.21 MeV [16], which is rather narrow.

A precise determination of the mass of the X(3872) reso-

nance is crucial to understanding its nature [17]. Furthermore,

the branching fractions of the X(3872) resonance decaying

into J/ψρ0 and J/ψω are similar [18]. It is found that the

contributions of the ω meson to the X(3872) → J/ψπ+π−

decays are sizeable [18, 19], which indicates that theX(3872)
resonance has sizeable coupling to the J/ψω channel. Re-

cently, the e+e− → ωX(3872) reaction was observed by the

BESIII Collaboration [20].

About two decades since the discovery of the X(3872) res-

onance, in spite of all the available experimental data mea-

sured by different collaborations [1–10], the nature of the
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X(3872) resonance is still unclear [21–28]. It has been inter-

preted as a tetraquark state of the diquark-antidiquark struc-

ture [29–33]. While in recent works [34–36], it is pointed out

that, from the viewpoint of effective ranges, the X(3872) res-

onance should be viewed as an elementary core coupled with

a sizeable DD̄∗ component in the continuum. In fact, a new

method was proposed in Ref. [37] to determine the short dis-

tance cc̄ component of X(3872) from its production in the

semileptonic and nonleptonicBc decays.

Because of the high efficiencies and very good mass reso-

lution in the construction of the decay modes of the X(3872)
resonance, the open-charm decays and radiative transitions of

the X(3872) resonance have been investigated by the BESIII

Collaboration [20, 38], and it was found that the experimen-

tal results, taking into account the model predictions [39–41],

support that the X(3872) resonance is more likely a molecule

or a mixture of a molecule and a charmonium, rather than a

pure charmonium state.

Nevertheless, the interpretation of X(3872) as a DD̄∗

molecule is the most popular, due to its proximity to the DD̄∗

threshold, which explains naturally the large isospin violat-

ing J/ψρ0 decay mode [42–50]. In addition, using an effec-

tive hadron theory based on the hidden-gauge Lagrangian, the

X(3872) resonance can be dynamically generated from the S-

wave interaction of a pair of pseudoscalar and vector charmed

mesons [51]. While within the nonrelativistic effective field

theory, the one boson exchange model and the molecular hy-

pothesis of the X(3872) resonance as a DD̄∗ bound state,

other S-wave hadronic molecules formed by a pair of ground

state charmed and anticharmed mesons are proposed [52–54].

In Ref. [55], based on the molecular nature of X(3872), its
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charmless decays via intermediate meson loops were studied.

By studying the production of X(3872) in B and Bs de-

cays, more information ofX(3872) can be extracted [56–61].

In fact, it was shown that the nonleptonic weak decays of

B mesons can be useful tools to study hadronic resonances,

some of which are subjects of intense debate about their na-

ture [62]. In addition, those weak decays are also helpful

to investigate final-state interactions and hence have the po-

tential to shed further light on the nature of some puzzling

hadrons [63–66]. For example, in a recent work [67], the weak

decays of B → D̄(∗)D∗
s0(2317) and B → D̄(∗)Ds1(2460)

are investigated by including the triangle diagrams where the

B meson first decays weakly into D̄(∗)D
(∗)
s and J/ψK(ηcK),

and then the D∗
s0(2317) and Ds1(2460) are dynamically gen-

erated by the final-state interactions of D
(∗)
s η and D(∗)K via

exchanges of η and D(∗) mesons. The obtained branching

fraction of B → D̄(∗)D∗
s0(2317) is in reasonable agreement

with the experimental data.

In a recent work [56], the CMS Collaboration ob-

served the B0
s → φX(3872) decay. Meanwhile, it was

found that the ratio of B[B0
s → φX(3872)]/B[B0 →

K0X(3872)] is consistent with one, while the ratio of

B[B0
s → φX(3872)]/B[B+ → K+X(3872)] is two times

smaller. This supports the previous measurement by the Belle

Collaboration [68]:

RK =
B[B0 → K0X(3872)]

B[B+ → K+X(3872)]

= 0.50± 0.14(stat.)± 0.04(syst.). (1)

This indicates a difference in the production dynamics of the

X(3872) resonance in B0 and B+ decays.

Within the compact tetraquark picture that the X(3872)
resonance is a mixture of four quark states Xu = [cu][c̄ū]
and Xd = [cd][c̄d̄], the above difference shown in Eq. (1)

can be explained with certain phenomenological model pa-

rameters [58]. Meanwhile, the production rates of the charged

tetraquark states X+ = [cu][c̄d̄] and X− = [cd][c̄ū] are also

predicted, which vary widely.

Before the experimental measurements of the B0 →
K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) decays, a pioneering

theoretical study of the exclusive production of the X(3872)
resonance in B meson decays was performed in Ref. [69]. In

that work, in the molecular picture where the X(3872) reso-

nance is a loosely bound S-wave state of the charmed mesons

D0D̄∗0 or D̄0D∗0 [70], the ratio of the branching fractions

of B0 → X(3872)K0 and B+ → X(3872)K+ is expressed

in terms of the model parameters that parameterize the am-

plitudes of the B → D̄D∗K decays. Based on the deter-

mined model parameters from the analysis of the experimental

data, it was shown that the calculated branching fraction of the

B0 → K0X(3872) decay is suppressed by more than one or-

der of magnitude compared to that of theB+ → K+X(3872)
decay.

Indeed, the quoted branching fractions of B0 →
K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) decays by the review

of particle physics (RPP) are [16]

B[B0 → K0X(3872)] = (1.1± 0.4)× 10−4, (2)

B[B+ → K+X(3872)] = (2.1± 0.7)× 10−4, (3)

from which one can deduce RK = 0.52 ± 0.26, which is

in agreement with the Belle result shown in Eq. (1) within

uncertainties.

In this work, based on the molecular picture where the

X(3872) resonance is strongly coupled to the DD̄∗ chan-

nels, 1 we study the decays of B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ →
K+X(3872). By considering the long-distance production of

the X(3872) resonance from the rescattering of D and D̄∗

and the short-distance production of the X(3872) resonance

from the cc̄ pair, we investigate the difference of the above

two decays. Furthermore, with the same reaction mechanisms

and model parameters, the decays of B0
s → η(η′)X(3872)

are evaluated.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present

the theoretical formalism for the production of X(3872) res-

onance in the B meson decays, and in Sec. III, we show our

theoretical numerical results and discussions, followed by a

short summary in the last section.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

In this section, we present the two kinds of reaction mech-

anisms for the B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872)
decays. One is that the production ofX(3872) is mainly from

the short-distance dynamics, namely the hadronization of the

cc̄ pair. The other one is the long-distance contribution where

theX(3872) resonance was produced from the rescattering of

the charmed meson pair D and D̄∗.

A. Decays of B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872)

For the B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) de-

cays, the X(3872) resonance can be produced directly from

the hadronization of the cc̄ pair via the W -internal exchange

diagram of the weak decay, as shown in Fig. 1 (a). In this

way, the X(3872) resonance is produced mainly from the

short-distance dynamics, whose contribution to the B0 →
K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) decays are expected to

be the same, up to the small differences between the particle

masses involved in the above two decays.

For the diagrams shown in Fig. 1 (b), the corresponding

decay amplitudes can be written as

t1(B
0) = gBKXp

µ
B0ǫ

∗
µ(X), (4)

t1(B
+) = gBKXp

µ
B+ǫ

∗
µ(X), (5)

1 For simplicity, in the rest of this paper, the charge conjugate states are

always implied for DD̄∗, D+D∗−, and D0D̄∗0 unless otherwise stated.
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FIG. 1: Quark-level and hadron-evel Feynman diagrams of the

B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) decays. The cc̄ pair

is hadronized into the X(3872) resonance with or without a pair of

sea quarks.

where pB0 and pB+ are the four-momenta of the B0 and B+

mesons, respectively, and ǫ(X) is the polarization vector of

theX(3872) resonance. Note that the same effective coupling

strength gBKX is taken to be the same.

As seen in Fig. 1 (a), there are also contributions from

rescattering of D and D̄∗ that are hadronized from the cc̄ pair.

However, these contributions can be easily absorbed into the

coupling strength of gBKX .

On the other hand, the B0 → K0X(3872) decay can also

proceed via the following processes: in the first step the anti-

bottom quark in the B0 meson turns into an anti-charm quark

and a s̄c pair via the W -external emission diagram, which is,

in general, the dominant term of the weak decays [71]. The

next step consists in introducing a pair of sea quarks dd̄ with

the quantum numbers of the vacuum, to form a K0 and a D+

(or D∗+) with the s̄c pair. While the c̄ and d quark from

the B0 meson will be hadronized into a D∗− (or D−) me-

son. These above processes are shown in Fig. 2 (a). Finally,

the final-state interactions of the D+D∗− and D∗+D− will

lead to the production of the X(3872) resonance, as shown in

Fig. 2 (b).

The B+ → K+X(3872) decay can also occur in the same

way, as shown in Fig. 3. In this case, to produce the X(3872)
resonance in the final state, one has to produce the D̄0D∗0 or

D0D̄∗0 states in the hadronization process. Then theX(3872)
resonance will be produced by the final state interactions of

charmed D0 and D̄∗0 mesons.

For the B → KDD̄∗ vertex, it is in P -wave because of

angular momentum conservation. Thus the amplitudes of

Fig. 2 (b) and Fig. 3 (b) for the B0 → K0X(3872) and

b̄

d

c̄

W+

d

c

d̄

d

s̄

B0

K0

D+, D∗+

D∗−, D−

(a)

B0

K0

D+, D−

D∗−, D∗+

X(3872)

(b)

FIG. 2: Quark-level and hadron-level Feynman diagrams of the

B0 → K0X(3872) decay.

b̄

u

c̄

W+

u

c

ū

u

s̄

B+

K+

D0, D∗0

D̄∗0, D̄0

(a)

B+

K+

D̄0, D0

D∗0, D̄∗0

X(3872)

(b)

FIG. 3: Quark-level and hadron-level Feynman diagrams of the

B+ → K+X(3872) decay.

B+ → K+X(3872) decays can be written as

t2(B
0) = VP gX(3872)D+D̄∗−p

µ
B0GD+D∗−ǫ∗µ(X), (6)

t2(B
+) = VP gX(3872)D0D̄∗0p

µ
B+GD0D̄∗0ǫ∗µ(X), (7)

where VP is a global production factor, containing the dy-

namics which is common to the B0 → K0X(3872) and

B+ → K+X(3872) decays. While gX(3872)D+D̄∗− and

gX(3872)D0D̄∗0 are the coupling constants of theX(3872) res-

onance to the charged and neutral DD̄∗ channels. Besides,

in the above equations, G is the loop function of D and D̄∗,
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which reads [42, 51, 72],

G =
1

16π2

(

α+ log
m2

1

µ2
+
m2

2 −m2
1 + s

2s
log

m2
2

m2
1

+
p√
s

(

log
s−m2

2 +m2
1 + 2p

√
s

−s+m2
2 −m2

1 + 2p
√
s

+ log
s+m2

2 −m2
1 + 2p

√
s

−s−m2
2 +m2

1 + 2p
√
s

))

, (8)

where m1 and m2 are the masses of D and D̄∗ mesons,

respectively. The subtraction constant α at the regulariza-

tion scale µ is a free parameter. As done in Refs. [51], we

fix µ = 1000 MeV. Note that µ and α are not indepen-

dent, this justifies setting the energy scalre µ at a fixed value

and fitting just α to data. In the following, the value of α
will be determined by the experimental branching fractions of

B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872).
In Eq. (8), p is the three momentum of the two mesons in

the center mass frame of X(3872), which is

p =
λ1/2(s,m2

1,m
2
2)

2
√
s

, (9)

with the Källen triangle function λ(x, y, z) = x2 + y2 + z2 −
2xy − 2yz − 2zx, and s =M2

X(3872).

The two amplitudes t1 and t2 from the two different reac-

tion mechanisms play a vital role in the decays of B0(+) →
K0(+)X(3872). The total decay widths read [16]

ΓB0→K0X(3872) =
1

8π

|q|3
M2

X

×
(

g2BKX + g2B0 |GD+D∗− |2
)

, (10)

= ΓI
B0 + ΓII

B0 ,

ΓB+→K+X(3872) =
1

8π

|q|3
M2

X

×
(

g2BKX + g2B+ |GD0D∗0 |2
)

, (11)

= ΓI
B+ + ΓII

B+ ,

where MX stands for the mass of the X(3872) resonance,

and gB0 = VP gX(3872)D+D̄∗− and gB+ = VP gX(3872)D0D̄∗0 .

ΓI
B0/B+ and ΓII

B0/B+ represent the contributions from t1 and

t2, 2 respectively. While the three-momentum q is

|q| =
λ1/2(M2

B0/B+ ,m2
K0/K+ ,M2

X)

2MB0/B+

, (12)

where MB0/B+ and mK0/K+ are the masses of B0(+) and

K0(+), respectively. In this work, we take MB0 = 5279.65

2 The interference terms are not considered here, since, in general, these

contributions are smaller than the two main processes. Furthermore, in-

cluding such contributions, more parameters are needed, and one can not

determine or constrain these parameters at present. Hence, we will inves-

tigate the interference terms in future works when more experimental data

become available.

MeV, MB+ = 5279.34 MeV, mK0 = 497.611 MeV, and

mK+ = 493.677 MeV.

B. Decays of B0
s → η(η′)X(3872)

Based on the mechanisms for the B(0,+) →
K(0,+)X(3872) decays, one can also investigate the

processes of B0
s → η(η′)X(3872), where the X(3872) reso-

nance is produced from the hadronization of the cc̄ pair. The

quark and hatron level diagrams ofthe B0
s → η(η′)X(3872)

decay are shown in Fig. 4. Considering SU(3) flavor

symmetry, the corresponding amplitude is

t(B0
s ) = gBKXp

µ
B0

s

ǫ∗µ(X). (13)

Then, the partial decay widths for the processes B0
s →

ηX(3872) and B0
s → η′X(3872) are given by

ΓB0
s
→η(η′)X(3872) =

g2BKXfη/η′

8π

|pη/η′ |3
M2

X

, (14)

|pη/η′ | =
λ1/2(M2

B0
s

,m2
η/η′ ,M2

X)

2MB0
s

. (15)

We take MB0
s

= 5366.91 MeV, mη = 547.86 MeV, and

mη′ = 957.78 MeV. In addition, we also need the coefficients

fη and fη′ since the η and η′ mesons are the mixture of flavor

eigen-states η1 and η8, and we take fη = 1/3 and fη′ = 2/3
as in Refs. [73–77]. The flavor wave functions of the η and η′

mesons are:

η =
1√
3
(uū+ dd̄− ss̄), (16)

η′ =
1√
6
(uū+ dd̄+ 2ss̄). (17)

Note that in Ref. [51], it is found that the X(3872) reso-

nance can be dynamically generated from DD̄∗ and DsD̄
∗
s

coupled channels in S-wave interactions, and the X(3872)
resonance has a sizeable coupling to theDsD̄

∗
s channel. Thus,

for theB0
s → η(η′)X(3872) decays there should be also long-

distance contributions from Ds and D̄∗
s rescattering. How-

ever, since the DsD̄
∗
s mass threshold is much higher than the

X(3872) mass, the loop function GDsD̄∗

s

will be very small

at the X(3872) mass, thus it is expected that the contributions

from these diagrams should be tiny and we ignore them here.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

To calculate the branching fractions of B[B0 →
K0X(3872)] and B[B+ → K+X(3872)], we need to know

the coupling constants gX(3872)D0D̄∗0 and gX(3872)D+D̄∗− .

Here, we take them as the same, as expected in the molec-

ular picture of the X(3872) resonance [49, 54, 78], and then

absorb them into gB0 and gB+ . In doing this, we can reduce

the number of model parameters. In addition, we also need to
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b̄

s

s̄

s

B0
s η, η′W+

qq̄c̄ c

X(3872)

(a)

B0
s

η, η′

X(3872)

(b)

FIG. 4: Quark-level and hadron-level Feynman diagrams of the

B0
s → η(η′)X(3872) decays.

determine the other two unknown couplings gBKX , VP , and

the subtraction constant α.

One can find that the equations (10) and (11) mainly differ

in the loop functions GD0D̄∗0 and GD+D̄∗− . In other words,

the difference between the two decays B0 → K0X(3872)
and B+ → K+X(3872) originates mainly from the different

loop functions GD+D∗− and GD0D̄∗0 .

Note that in Ref. [50], a larger coupling of the X(3872)
resonance to the neutral D0D̄∗0 channel is used. It is found

that the difference coupling strengths of the X(3872) reso-

nance to its charged component D+D̄∗− and neutral compo-

nent D0D̄∗0 is one source of the strong isospin violation de-

cays of X(3872) → J/ψρ0 and X(3872) → J/ψω. In fact,

a larger value of gX(3872)D0D̄∗0 is also welcome in this work.

In Fig. 5 we show the numerical results for the loop func-

tions GD+D∗− and GD0D̄∗0 with MX(3872) = 3871.65 MeV,

mD0 = 1864.84 MeV, mD∗0 = 2006.85 MeV, mD+ =
1869.66 MeV, mD∗− = 2010.26 MeV. It is worthy to men-

tion that, with the above values, theX(3872) is located below

the mass thresholds of D0D̄∗0 and D+D̄∗−. Hence, the loop

functions GD+D∗− and GD0D̄∗0 are real and negative.

From Fig. 5, one can see that the absolute values ofGD0D̄∗0

are larger than those of GD+D∗− . Therefore, it provides a

natural explanation for the larger branching fraction ofB+ →
K+X(3872) with the loop function GD0D̄∗0 involved, where

the X(3872) resonance is produced by the rescattering of D0

and D̄∗0. In addition, as pointed out in Ref. [50], the coupling

of X(3872) to the neutral D0D̄∗0 channel is larger than the

one to the charged D+D̄∗− channel, which will enhance the

production of X(3872) in the B+ → K+X(3872) decay.

To minimize the number of free parameters, we fix the sub-

-3.0 -2.5 -2.0
0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

 |GD0D*0|

 |GD+D*-|

|
G
D
D
*
|

a

FIG. 5: Absolute values of GD+D∗− and GD0D̄∗0 as a function of

the subtraction constant α.

traction constant α at certain values, 3 and then determine

gBKX and gB = gB0 = gB+ by fitting them to the experi-

mental branching fractions of the B[B0 → K0X(3872)] and

B[B+ → K+X(3872)] decays. In fact, one can only de-

termine their absolute values. Therefore, in this work, we

take them as real and positive. The obtained results are listed

in Table I. The uncertainties of these fitted parameters are

propagated from the uncertainties of the branching fractions

B[B0 → K0X(3872)] and B[B+ → K+X(3872)].
In Ref. [51], the X(3872) resonance is generated using the

cutoff regularization for the DD̄∗ loop functions with a cutoff

of 567 MeV, which corresponds to a subtraction constant α =
−1.91 for the DD̄∗ channels with µ = 1000 MeV.

Based on the fitted parameters gBKX and gB , we can

calculate the ratio of the two contributions to the B0 →
K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) decays:

R1 =
ΓII
B0

ΓI
B0

, R2 =
ΓII
B+

ΓI
B+

. (18)

The theoretical results are also shown in Table I. On can see

that the long-distance contributions is dominant for the pro-

duction of the X(3872) resonance in the B0 and B+ decays,

particularly the latter, for most of the parameter space ex-

plored.

Next, we turn to the B0
s → ηX(3872) and B0

s →
η′X(3872) decays. Based on the fitted parameter of

gBKX , we can calculate the partial decay widths of B0
s →

η(η′)X(3872). The theoretical predictions are also listed in

3 The natural value of the subtraction constant α is around −2 with µ about

1000 MeV. In this work, it is found that one can reproduce the branching

fractions of B[B0 → K0X(3872)] and B[B+ → K+X(3872)] by

varying the value of α in the range of −2.09 < α < −1.43.
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TABLE I: Fitted parameters of gBKX and gB , the ratios of R1 = ΓII

B0/Γ
I

B0 and R2 = ΓII

B+/Γ
I

B+ , and the so-obtained branching fractions

of B0
s → ηX(3872) and B0

s → η′X(3872) decays.

α
|GD+D∗− |2 |GD0D∗0 |2

gBKX (×10−8) gB (×10−5) R1 R2

Theoretical branching factions (×10−5)

(×10−5) (×10−5) B0
s → ηX(3872) B0

s → η′X(3872)

−1.86 0.45 1.10 7.45 ± 1.77 3.79 ± 0.90 1.18± 0.79 2.85± 1.92 1.94 ± 0.92 2.16± 1.02

−1.91 0.60 1.33 6.61 ± 1.57 3.59 ± 0.85 1.78± 1.19 3.90± 2.62 1.52 ± 0.72 1.70± 0.81

−1.96 0.77 1.56 5.62 ± 1.33 3.42 ± 0.81 2.83± 1.90 5.77± 3.87 1.10 ± 0.52 1.23± 0.58

−2.01 0.95 1.82 4.42 ± 1.05 3.27 ± 0.78 5.20± 3.49 9.94± 6.68 0.68 ± 0.32 0.76± 0.36

−2.06 1.16 2.10 2.72 ± 0.65 3.14 ± 0.74 15.35 ± 10.30 27.86 ± 18.70 0.26 ± 0.12 0.29± 0.14

−2.08 1.25 2.22 1.60 ± 0.38 3.09 ± 0.63 46.31 ± 31.11 82.53 ± 55.45 0.09 ± 0.04 0.10± 0.05

Table I. It is found that their fractions are smaller than those

of the B[B0 → K0X(3872)] and B[B+ → K+X(3872)]
decays by one order of magnitude. We hope that these pre-

dictions can be tested in future experiments. In addition, fu-

ture experimental measurements of the B0
s → ηX(3872) and

B0
s → η′X(3872) decays will help us to constrain the value of

the subtraction constantα in the loop functions of the charmed

D and D̄∗ mesons.

One might think that the decay formalism proposed here

can also be used for the B0
s → φX(3872) decay. How-

ever, it is known that the φ meson is a vector state with spin-

parity quantum numbers JP = 1−, then the vertex struc-

ture of B0
s → φX(3872) is different from those of the kaon

production. One should consider other contributions to the

B0
s → φX(3872) decay, and we will explore such a process

in further works.

IV. SUMMARY

In the present work, we have studied the X(3872) res-

onance production in the B meson decays. By consider-

ing the long-distance component of the X(3872) resonance,

the difference between the B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ →
K+X(3872) decays can be naturally explained. The en-

hancement of the B+ → K+X(3872) decay over the B0 →
K0X(3872) decay is a nontrivial prediction in the molecular

picture of the X(3872) resonance where it has strong cou-

plings to the DD̄∗ channel and is generated from the rescat-

tering of the charmed D and D̄∗ mesons. The mass differ-

ence between the neutral and charged charmed mesons leads

to different loop functions at the X(3872) mass, which pro-

vides the main factor accounting for the difference between

the B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872) decays. The

present results provide further support that the X(3872) res-

onance is not a pure charmonium state and contains a large

DD̄∗ component in its wave function.

Based on the fitted parameters from the branching frac-

tions of the B0 → K0X(3872) and B+ → K+X(3872)
decays, we also calculated the partial decay widths of B0

s →
ηX(3872) B0

s → η′X(3872), which are not yet measured. It

is expected that these results can be tested in the future by the

Belle II and LHCb collaborations.
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