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We propose that the X (3915) observed in the J/1 w channel is the same state as the x.2(3930), and
the X (3960), observed in the D} D, channel, is an S-wave D D; hadronic molecule. In addition,
the J¥¢ = 07 F component in the BY — D" D~ K™ assigned to the X (3915) in the current Review
of Particle Physics has the same origin as the X (3960), which has a mass around 3.94 GeV. To
check the proposal, the available data in the DD and D D, channels from both B decays and vy
fusion reaction are analyzed considering both the DD-D;D,-D*D*-D*D? coupled channels with
0" and a 277 state introduced additionally. It is found that all the data in different processes can
be simultaneously well reproduced, and the coupled-channel dynamics produce four hidden-charm
scalar molecular states with masses around 3.73, 3.94, 3.99 and 4.23 GeV, respectively. The results
may deepen our understanding of the spectrum of charmonia as well as of the interactions between

charmed hadrons.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last two decades, lots of charmonium(-like)
states have been observed in experiments in the charmo-
nium region, which have significantly enriched the hadron
spectrum and extended the traditional c¢¢ mesons to the
so-called exotic states, see Refs. [1-17] for recent reviews.
The masses of charmonia have been predicted in, e.g.,
Ref. [18], among which the low-lying ones are in good
agreement with experimental results, but the highly ex-
cited states do not match the experimental pattern.

Focusing on the energy region near 3.9 GeV, there
are several experimental candidates of charmonium(-like)
states, namely, the X (3915), the Z(3930), the x.0(3930),
the x2(3930), and the X (3960). The X (3915) was ob-
served in the J/¢ w final state in the two-photon fusion
reaction by Belle [19], but the quantum number possibili-
ties JP¢ = 0FF or 277 could not be distinguished. Soon
after this observation, it was argued that the X (3915)
was the P-wave charmonium x.o(2P) from the analysis of
its decay pattern [20]. Later, BaBar confirmed the exis-
tence of the X (3915) and suggested J©'¢ = 0+ quantum
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numbers for this state [21]. But this assignment is in dis-
agreement with the expected properties for the conven-
tional P-wave charmonium x.o(2P) [22-24]. Moreover,
it was also argued in Ref. [25] that the helicity-2 domi-
nance hypothesis, which is reasonable for the coupling of
a 27T cc state to two photons [26] and it is supported by
experimental measurements [27], adopted in the BaBar
analysis [21] was not reliable since the X (3915) may not
be a purely cc state. If such an assumption was removed,
the data appear more consistent with the assignment of
2%+ to the X (3915) [25]. For a related discussion on the
possible 27T state in this energy region as a hadronic
molecule, see Ref. [28].! Besides, both the Belle [29]
and BaBar [30] experiments reported a peak structure,
denoted as Z(3930) originally, in the vy — DD reac-
tions near 3.93 GeV. Since the measured helicity angular
distributions suggested a spin-2 state, it was then as-
signed to the radially excited charmonium x.2(2P), and

I Tt was also found in Ref. [28] that the helicity-2 amplitude dom-
inates over the helicity-0 one within the molecular scenario. The
conclusion there was based on relating the coupling of the spin-2
D*D* molecular state (X2) to D*D* to that of the x.1(3872),
also known as X (3872), to DD*, and recasting both resonances
into a spin multiplet superfield. However, the superfield was
constructed for heavy quarkonia and a direct use to relate the
couplings in the case of hadronic molecules is questionable. If the
21+ state nearby is indeed the X3 state, its binding energy would
be much larger than that of the x.1(3872) as a DD* molecule,
and the coupling 9x,D* D* would naturally also be much larger

than g, | (3872)p D=


mailto:jiteng@itp.ac.cn
mailto:dongxiangkun@itp.ac.cn
mailto:Miguel.Albaladejo@ific.uv.es
mailto:du.ml@uestc.edu.cn
mailto:fkguo@itp.ac.cn
mailto:jmnieves@ific.uv.es
mailto:zoubs@itp.ac.cn

is now denoted as x.2(3930) in the Review of Particle
Physics (RPP) [31]. Recently, the LHCb Collaboration
reported measurements for the Bt — K+tDTD~ [32]
and BT — KT™D}D; [33, 34] decays. In the DT D~
channel, it was found that both 0TF (x.0(3930)) and
27F (x2(3930)) are needed to describe the structure near
3.93 GeV. In the D D channel, an abrupt enhancement
appears just above the DDy threshold, which is de-
scribed by a Flatté-like function, referred as X (3960) in
Ref. [33]. The mass and width parameters in the Flatté
parameterization are My = (3956 £ 5 £ 10) MeV and
Ty = (43+13+8) MeV, respectively. It is worthwhile to
notice that these values do not correspond to the pole po-
sition (M —iI'/2) of the resonance. The abrupt enhance-
ment just above threshold indicates a nearby pole [35], as
in the Z.(3900) case [36-39], and it was found in Ref. [40]
that the signal for the X (3960) can be well described by
a bound or virtual state of D} D} below threshold.

It is still under debate what is the nature of these
charmonium(-like) states near 3.9 GeV. In Ref. [41], the
X (3915) and the Z(3930) are considered as the conven-
tional P-wave charmonium states, x.0(2P) and x.2(2P),
respectively. In Ref. [42], the vy — DD data in the
Belle and BaBar measurements are described by intro-
ducing both the x.0(2P) and x.o(2P) states. In addi-
tion, there are also studies that predict non-conventional
charmonium-like states near this region. The X (3915)
was interpreted as a c¢Cs§ tetraquark state [43-46] or
a DI D; molecule [47]. In the lattice quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD) study of Ref. [48], there appears
a state near the DI D threshold that originates from
the DD-D} D7 interaction and couples predominantly
to the Df D, channel. The authors point out that it
may correspond to the X(3915) and x.0(3930), which
are suggested to be the same state, while in Ref. [49],
the xc0(3930) is assigned to the x.0(2P). After the ob-
servation of the X (3960), it was interpreted as a molec-
ular state in Refs. [40, 50-54] and identified as the same
state as the x.0(3930) in Ref. [50], the conventional char-
monium x.o(2P) [55], or a scalar diquark-antidiquark
([es][e3]) tetraquark state [56].

In the current (2022) version of RPP [31], the X (3915)
J

2Coq V2(Coa — Cia)
V= 1| V2(Coa —Cia)  Cou+Cia
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where i,7 = 1,...,4 and m;1(m;2) is the mass of

V6(Cop — C1p)
Q(Coa — 2(301,)
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and the x.0(3930) are assigned to the same 0% state
Yeo(3915); the Z(3930) in vy — DD [29, 30] and the
2+ component in BT — KT DT D™ [32] are assigned to
the same 27T state x.2(3930). In this work, we assume
the following assignments, which are different from those
in RPP [31]:

e the X(3915) would have the same origin as the
Xe2(3930) [25];

e the X(3960) would be a DFD;
state [40];

e the peak structures near 3.93 GeV in the Dt D~
distribution from the B* — K*DT D~ and in the
DD distribution from the vy — DD would contain
two contributions, one from the 27 X(3915) and
the another one from the molecular state of D D,
i.e., the X(3960).

molecular

Under the above assumptions, we construct the
corresponding amplitudes to simultaneously fit the ex-
perimental D4 Dy distributions reported by Belle [29]
and BaBar [30] for the vy — DD reaction, and by
LHCD [32, 33] from the analysis of the BT — K+*DtD~
and BT — K*DF D decays.

II. FORMALISM
A. Interactions between HH

We label the DD, DfD;, D*D* and D:D¥, with
(I)JPC = (0)0**, channels as 1, 2, 3 and 4, respec-
tively. In the near-threshold region, the interactions
can be approximated by considering only contact-range
terms, which at leading order are given by constants.
Heavy quark spin symmetry (HQSS) and light-flavor
SU(3) symmetry can be employed to express the contact
terms, which read [40, 57]

Vij = 4/mamam;imys Vij, (1)

with

2v/3Cop V6(Cop — Cip)
V3(Cop + C1p)
V2(Coa — 2Cop — Ciq + 2C1p)

Coa — 2Cop + C1a — 2C1p

(2)

(

the first (second) particle in channel 7. In addi-



tion, Coq, Cop, Cia, and Cyp are the low energy con-
stants (LECs) in the effective Lagrangian and will
be rearranged into Cpu, Cia, Cox = Coq + Cop, and
Cix = Cyq + Cqp for later convenience. In our pre-
vious work [40], these LECs are estimated by four
experimental inputs: (i) the pole position of the
Xe1(3872) as an (1)JPC = (0)1*+ DD* bound state;
(ii) the isospin violation decay ratio of the x.1(3872),
By, (3872)— J/gomt 7 /BX61(3872)_)J/1/)7T+77—7(0; (iii) the pole
position of the Z.(3900) as an (I)JF¢ = (1)1t~ DD*
virtual state; and (iv) the X (3960) as a J©'¢ = 0+ vir-
tual or bound state of D} D, . The first two inputs are
much more precise than the latter two, which implies that
Cox = —0.73700% fm? and Cyx = —0.29700% fm? deter-
mined from i) and ii) are more reliable than the other
two LECs. Therefore, we will fix Cox (the most precise
one) in what follows and keep an eye on the value of C; x
to check whether the fitted value is consistent with the
previous result obtained in Ref. [40].

The scattering amplitudes are given by
T(W)=[1-VGW)™V, 3)

where G(W) is a diagonal matrix with the nonvanishing
matrix element G;;(W) given by the meson two-point
loop function,

dl i
6 = | oy TP %
4

with m;1, m;2 the masses of the intermediate particles
in channel 4, and P their four-momentum [P* = (W,0)

in the center-of-mass (c.m.) frame]. Using dimensional
regularization (DR), it reads

1 m2 s — A m>
= —<q 1 il ‘1 i2
) 167T2 {a (M) + Og 'LLQ + 25 Og mfl

GOR(W
k;

+ o [1og kW + 5+ A;) + log (2k;W + 5 — A,)

—log (2k; W — s+ A;) — log (2k;W — s — A;) } }, (5)

where s = W?2 A, = m3 — mdh, k =

A/2(W2 m2,m2,)/(2W) is the corresponding three-
momentum magnitude with A\(z,y,z) = 2% + y? + 22 —
2xy—2yz—2xz the Kéllén triangle function, and a(u) is a
subtraction constant with u, chosen to be 1 GeV, the DR
scale. The branch cut of k;, taken from the threshold of
the i-th channel to infinity along the positive real W axis,
splits the whole complex energy (W) plane into 2* = 16
Riemann sheets (RSs), denoted by r = (&, +, 4, +) and
on each RS, Im(k;) = r;|Im(k;)|. Another way to regular-
ize the loop integral is to insert a Gaussian form factor,

/ 12dl 6_212/A2/(4mi1mi2)

A — -
G(W)_ 27T2W—12/2u¢—m¢17mi2+ie’

(6)
with p; = mjimia/(mi1 + my2) the reduced mass of the
two particles in channel ¢, where the nonrelativistic ap-
proximation has been taken for both intermediate parti-
cles. The cutoff A is usually in the range of 0.5 ~ 1.0 GeV
and we take A = 1.0 GeV in the following analysis.
The subtraction constant a;(u) in DR is determined by
matching the values of the loop function G;; obtained
from these two methods at threshold, W = (m;1 + m;2).
We will use the DR loops with the so-determined sub-
traction constants for numerical calculations.

B. Distribution formulas for the LHCb data

The LHCb Collaboration has measured the BT —
DTD~K* [32] and Bt — DfD; K+ [33] decays. The
D*D~ and D} D7 pairs can couple both to JF¢ = 0+
Therefore, both sets of
quantum numbers will be considered in our analysis. We

and 27T quantum numbers.

ailm to analyze the data with a minimal number of res-
onances, in the spirit of Occam’s razor principle. We
assume that the 07T signatures in both reactions have
the same origin, and the 27 component is from the
known x.2(3930). In principle, the x.2(3930) also con-
tributes to the DI D distribution. However, the LHCb
analysis shows that the 07+ quantum numbers are pre-
ferred over 271 ones by 12.30, and the inclusion of the
Xc2(3930) into their baseline analysis does not lead to a
significant improvement [33]. In addition, for the decay
Bt — DI D; K™, there are no publicly available angular
distribution data. Thus, the x.2(3930) will be neglected
in the present analysis of the DI D distribution.

The 2+ component is parameterized as a DBreit-
Wigner resonance with mass msy and width I's,

1-32%

S — m% + imQFQ 2

mal'y

MD(S7ZB):HD 5 (7)
where zp = cos fpg, with 0p the helicity angle, defined as
the angle between the outgoing KT and DT mesons in
the c.m. frame of the D*D~. The overall normalization
Hp is a free parameter.

The 0T+ component produced in BT decays is dom-
inated by the process bu — césu + ¢, with ¢ = u, d, s.
The productions of the 0t+ D°DY D+*D~ and DF D7
are in general different [58]. Hence we introduce three
parameters Pl+ , PP, and P, for the point-like production
sources of D¥D~, DD, and D} D7, respectively, and

s

similarly, P3+, P, and P, for D**D*~, D*9D*0 and



Dt D*~ | respectively. Therefore, the production am-
plitudes of D*D~ and D D, denoted as Mg(s) and
Mgo(s), with the final state rescattering, read
1
V2
1
(P§L + P;SO)G33T31 + 7P4G44T411 (8)
V2
1
Mga(s) = P+ PoGaoToa + E(Pf + Plo)Gule

(P54 P))G33Ts2 + PyGasTuz.  (9)

1
Mg (s) =P + 5(131+ + P))G11T11 + —=P2Gas T

+

DN =

n 1
V2
Note that P3+ and PY only appear under the combination
P; + PY and hence we introduce Py = Py + PJ as the
parameter to be fitted.

The DYD~ and D} D invariant mass distributions
are then given by

dar 1

_ P11
de+D— (27T)3 SmQB

1
X / dzp (\./\/151\2 + Mp|* + C) , (10)
1

dr’ 1
=H
dmp+ p- 52 (

P2 q2
2m)3 4m%

(M|, (11)

and the D™D~ helicity angular distribution reads

dr VAP 1 ,
_ :/ d\/g 3p1 q21 (|Ms1+6mMD‘2+C),
dzp N (2m)3 8m3%

(12)

where [s;,sf] = [15,16] GeV? is the energy region cor-
responding to the helicity angular distribution. Hgs is
a normalization constant for the D} D invariant mass
distribution, and py() is the magnitude of the three-
momentum of the K in the rest frame of the B+ meson
for the decay BT — K*DTD™ (D} D) and ¢y (2) is the
magnitude of the three-momentum of the D¥ (DY) in the
cm. frame of the DT D~ (Df D; ) pair. We have intro-
duced a phase factor e’® to account for the interference
between the 07+ and 27F components in the angular
distribution. This interference vanishes when integrating
over zp in Eq. (10). In addition, ¢ is a free parameter
introduced as a background without interference, but fi-
nally it turns out that from the best fit it is compatible
with zero within errors and therefore, we will drop this
parameter in the following analysis.

The formulas used to fit the experimental data read

2
Am7y, - dr’
2mD+D7 deJer

ANy = A4 : (13)

dr’
ANy = A;A - 14
2 2 ijDs deSJrD;7 ( )
T
AN3 = AgAZBid 3 (15)
dZB

with AN, the events in each energy bin and A; the cor-
responding normalization constants with unit of MeV 1!,
Am2D+D_ = 3.7 x 10* MeV?, AijD; = 20 MeV and
Azp = 0.067 are the corresponding bin widths in exper-
iments. Note that A; = A3 can be absorbed by produc-
tions and Ay by Hgs.

C. Distribution formulas for the Belle and BaBar
data

The differential cross section of the vy — DD can
be represented by two independent helicity amplitudes
My as [25)

A0~ 64n2s3/2

do \/s —4m?
VI (M + M+ Mg )
(16)

where

My (s,20) =161 Y (2T + 1) Fyo(s)dg o(2,),  (17)
J>0

Mi—(s,2,) = 167 (2] + D) Fya(s)dd (=), (18)
J>2

where F; g and Fj5 are the partial-wave amplitudes with
the angular momentum J for helicities 0 and 2, respec-
tively, z, = cosf,, with 6, the angle between the out-
going D and the incoming < in the c.m. frame, and
d;’mm, are the Wigner d-functions. In addition, we have
introduced a 07+ Breit-Wigner resonance as the nonin-
terfering background,

moro(S)
My = H : ,
b P8~ m2 + imolo(s)
To(s) = p(s) mo (19)

=Toomd) Vs’

where p(s) is the magnitude of the three-momentum of
D7 in the c.m. frame of the DD~ and mg, Iy are two
free parameters.

We consider only the lowest partial waves, Fg g, F2
and F5 o, which are expressed as

Foo = Py1 + P GiiThy + PyaGaoly

+ P,3G33T31 + PyuGaaTyy, (20)
F2O = HA/()mQFQ/(S - mg + imQFZ)a (21)
F22 = H»ngz].—‘g/(s — mg + imQFZ)a (22)



with P,; the production of channel 7 in the v+ annihila-
tion reaction. We have tried many different fits, and it
turns out that the four production parameters P,; have
almost the same absolute values and hence they are rep-
resented by the same parameter P, in the final result to
be presented below, with P, 9 = —P,34 = P,. In addi-
tion, H,o and H,, are two free parameters and represent
the contribution of the 2+ resonance for different helic-
ities, while mo and I's are the same parameters as those
in the formulas for the LHCb data [see Eq. (7)]. The
energy distribution is given by

_ fBaBar 1 /1 do

and the angular distribution reads

do 1 1 Ey do
L g~ [ TapiZ 24
dz,  "Nep E; — E; /E aQ’ (24)

where N,,» = 4 and Ny, = 10 are the numbers of bins of
the energy and angular distributions in the experimental
data, and [E;, Ef] = [3.91,3.95] GeV is the energy re-
gion corresponding to the angular distribution. Finally,
fBaBar 1s fixed to 1 when fitting to Belle data while it is
treated as a free parameter when fitting to BaBar data.

III. FIT RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Given the above distribution formulas, the different
datasets can be fitted to by minimising the x? function
using the MINUIT algorithm [59-61]. In total, we have
23 parameters, A, Cox, Cix, Coa, Cia, P;, P, P, Ps,
]347 Pfy, H’yO7 nyg, HD, HSQ, Hbga ma, Fg, mo, Fo, a,
c and fgapar. The LEC Cox = —0.73 fm? is fixed as
discussed above in Section IT A. The cutoff parameter A
is fixed to 1 GeV, corresponding to the scale at which
the quoted Cyox value is obtained [40]. A variation of
the cutoff A can be almost completely absorbed by the
LECs. As discussed at the end of Section IIB, ¢ is set
to 0. After fixing these parameters, there remain 20 free
parameters.

All the data can be well described under the picture
we are considering. The best fitted line shapes are shown
in Fig. 1 with

x?/d.o.f. = 176.5/(173 — 20) = 1.15. (25)

Note that the LHCb analysis in Ref. [32] indicates
that the cosfp angular distribution of the D™D~ with
cosfp > 0, shaded region in Fig. 1(c), receives a signif-
icant contribution from possible X (2900) states in the
DK channel. Thus, we only fit to the cosfp data in the

region of cosfp < 0, which are almost free of such con-
tributions, as shown by the red dotted line in Fig. 11(b)
of Ref. [32]. In addition, we use the fitted parameters to
calculate the line shapes of the Belle data with cos 8, > 0
and cos¢, < 0. They are shown in Fig. 2. We see that
the present scheme provides a very good description of
these distributions as well.

The best fit parameters are listed in Appendix A. The
LECs from the best fit are:?

Cix = (—0.33 £0.02) fm?,
Coa = (—1.36 4 0.06) fm?, (26)
Cia = (—0.33 4+ 0.02) fm?.

We see that Cyx, although it is let free in the fit, takes
within errors almost the same value as the previously
determined one, (—0.29700%) fm?, from the y.1(3872) —
77 (70) decays [40]. On the other hand, C, also agrees
quite well with that in Ref. [40], (—0.31700%) fm?, while
Coq here is close to the value, (71.50Jj8:g) fm?, found for
scenario IT of Ref. [40], where D} D forms a bound state
in the single-channel treatment. In the present frame-
work, there is a virtual-state-like pole below the D D
threshold (see below) and this difference results from the
consideration of coupled-channel dynamics.

The resonance parameters for the 27+ state are also
free in the fit and the obtained mass and width are

my = (3922 4+ 2)MeV, Ty =(16+3)MeV. (27)

They are consistent with the values for the X (3915)
state in the J/¢Yw mode from the Belle [19, 62] and
BaBar [21, 63] measurements, which were averaged to
be (3918.4 £ 1.9) MeV and (20 £ 5) MeV, in the 2020
version of RPP [64].

The resonance parameters for the 07 background in
the vy — DD annihilation reaction are found to be

mo = (3815 +10) MeV, Ty = (90 & 13)MeV. (28)

This background, if interpreted as a resonance, may cor-
respond to the x.0(2P) state as argued in Ref. [22].
Actually, its mass and width were determined to be
m = (3837.6 + 11.5) MeV and ' = (221 £+ 19) MeV
in Ref. [22] from the vy — DD data [29, 30], and m =
(3862732) MeV and I' = (2017}5)) MeV by the Belle

2 The error of the fitted parameters, as well as their correlations,
are obtained from MINUIT [59-61], as mentioned before. The
uncertainty from the output quantities computed from these pa-
rameters are obtained through Monte Carlo simulations, by sam-
pling the fitted parameters according to multi-variate Gaussian
distributions, taking into account their errors and correlations.



50 30
(a) —— Best fit (b) —— Best fit (c) Unfitted range
40 1 -== 0"t 40 1 ¢ LHCb data 251 —— Best fit
—— 2+t 20 ¢ LHCb data
230 ¢ LHCb data 2301 2
5 5 g 15
> > >
a4} [ad] 20 [£d]
10 A
101 51 ** *
7
. . . =, . 0 [+ . t 4 . . ! '
3870 3900 3930 3960 3990 3950 4050 4150 4250 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
mpp[MeV] mp:+p- [MeV] cosfp
25 1 . . .
(d) — Best fit (e) — Best fit (63) —— Best fit
-—= 0F* 15 1 ¢ Belle data 30 1 -—= 0**
20 1 —_— g+ —— g+
wacd VUL M o Background ” w 11 1 mte Background
2151 ¢ Belle data 210 = 207 ¢ BaBardata
2 2 2
B 101 0 m
54 101
5 4
S : e . - 0 . . . . ~— —
3800 3900 4000 4100 4200 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 3800 4000 4200
mppMeV] cosf, mpp[MeV]
FIG. 1. Best fit to the LHCb data for the Bt — K*DtD~ [32], Bt — K1tD}D; [33] decays and the Belle [29] and

BaBar [30] data for the 4y — DD reaction. The orange bands stand for the statistical uncertainty of the fitted line shapes,
which are inherited from the errors of the different data sets. In each panel, we split the different contributions considered in
the present scheme. Note that we have averaged the distributions over each energy bin to compare with the experimental data.

The line shapes before averaging are shown in Appendix A.

Collaboration in Ref. [65] from the ete™ — J/¥DD.
However, we cannot claim in the present analysis that
the background must come exclusively from such a res-
onance, because there could be other sources. In what
follows, we consider two other possible scenarios for the
background. In the first one, we introduce the contribu-
tion from the off-shell x.0(1P), whose mass and width
are taken as 3414 MeV and 10.8 MeV [31]. Although
this state is a few hundred MeV below the energy region
we are focusing on, the tail of x.o(1P) together with
an s-channel off-shell form factor, following the frame-
work of Ref. [66], provides a description of the data with
x?/d.o.f. = 1.25, which is only slightly larger than the
one reported above with Eq. (19) as the background. In
the second case, the background term is dropped and
the best fit leads to a x?/d.o.f. = 1.39. The compar-
ison is shown in Fig. 3. More precise data are needed
to distinguish the different scenarios and to establish the
existence or not of the broad 07 meson with a mass
around 3.8 GeV.

The found value for the ratio Hyo/H,o = 0.8 + 0.7
supports that the helicity-0 amplitude provides a signifi-
cant contribution to the fusion vy — DD reaction. It is
generally consistent with the arguments in Ref. [25] that
the pure helicity-2 assumption in the BaBar analysis is

not justified.

With the fitted LECs, the pole positions of the HH
coupled-channel JP¢ = 0+ isoscalar T-matrix (Eq. (3))
can be obtained and the results are collected in Table I.3
The couplings between these poles and different channels
are characterised by the residues of the T-matrix, and
determined by

gi;= lim (E* - E})T;(E),

’ E—E; (29)

where ¢ and I label the channels and the poles, respec-
tively, Ey is the pole position listed in Table I, and the
T-matrix elements should be computed on the RS where
the pole is located. The results lead to the following
conclusions.

There exists a pole about 7 MeV below the lowest
threshold on the physical RS r = (+,+,+,+) and it

3 There exists a shadow pole located at 3987.0 — i3.0 MeV on
the RS r = (—,+,+,+). This pole comes from the coupled-
channel dynamics [67] and it is a “shadow” of the pole on the
RS r = (—,—,+,+). It is further away from the physical region
than this latter pole and it has a smaller impact on the physical
line shape. Hence in Table I, we report the pole on the RS
r=(——+,+).



TABLE 1. Pole positions of the DD-D,D4-D*D*-D:D? coupled-channel J¥¢ = 07+ isoscalar T-matrix and their effective

couplings to the relevant channels.

Pole [MeV]| 3727.8%702 440  3936.5105 +i(16.1753) | 39931702 +4(—4.57032) |  4228.115% +i(10.7752)
RS (+7+a+7+) (+7_7+a+) (_7_a+a+) (+a+7+7_)
Channel Coupling g;; [GeV]
DD 9.361999 10 | 4.587083 4 j(—2.57702L)|  0.48+093 1 i(—1.65199%)|  0.63700¢ +i(0.0179:97)
DDy 3.7270-42 4-i0 3.8070-08 +-3(10.87052) | 0.277058 +-i(—2.07T052) | 0.5570 55 +i(0.017997)
D*D* 2.20705% 400 | 2.087051 +i(—4.6715320 13.857000 4-3(0.7970:02) | 4.227099 4+ i(—2.4470 %))
D*tD*~ 1377003 +i0 | 1.02F535 4 i(—2.50159 6.017015 4 (0.5179-03) 4.8370-0% 1-4(9.9110-58)
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FIG. 2. Predicted line shapes for the for the vy — DD re-
action with cosé, > 0 (top) and cosf, < 0 (bottom). We
compare our results with the Belle data [29)].

couples most strongly to the DD channel. This cor-
responds to a isoscalar 0%+ DD bound state, which
has been previously predicted by various phenomenol-
ogy models [15, 57, 68-72], and more recently by the
lattice QCD calculation of Ref. [48]. The existence of
the isoscalar 0T DD state has also received support in
Refs. [73-75] from the analysis of the Belle and BaBar
data [29, 30, 76]. Since the DD is the lowest channel
that is considered, the pole has a vanishing imaginary
part. The existence of lower channels, such as the n.n,
J/1 3w and x.o 27, should give the pole a finite width.

The second pole located on the RS r = (+,—,4+,+)
is close to the DF D7 threshold, 3937 MeV, and couples

40 : : : AL

¢ BaBar data

4000 4100

mpp[MeV]

3800 3900 4200

FIG. 3. Line shapes of the yy — DD from the best fits with
different parameterizations of the background. The red curves
denoted as xc0(3800) consider a ott Breit-Wigner resonance
(Eq. (19)) for the background, and they correspond to those
from the main result reported in this work (x?/d.o.f. = 1.15).
The blue dotted and green dashed curves show the results
obtained using the xc0(1P) supplemented with an off-shell
form factor (x?/d.o.f. = 1.25) and those obtained without
any background (x?/d.o.f. = 1.39), respectively; see text for
details.

to this channel most strongly. This pole is virtual-state-
like since it is not connected to the physical axis directly,
as can be seen in Fig. 4. Being shaded by the DD
threshold, this pole shows up as a threshold cusp, which
produces a dip in the BT — K*D+*D~ decay and a
peak in the y+ fusion reaction, exactly at the threshold
of DFD;. Tt is natural that the pole will give rise to
reaction-dependent line shapes due to different produc-



tion rates of the coupled channels [35]. The pole should
be located on the real axis below the D} D threshold on
the physical or unphysical RS (it would be on the phys-
ical RS if the LECs obtained here were used in a single-
channel treatment; see Ref. [40]), but here it moves to
the complex plane because of the coupling to the other
channels. In the lattice study carried out in Ref. [48],
the D} D forms a bound state in a single channel anal-
ysis and it becomes a resonance if the coupling to DD
is turned on. The phenomenological study of Ref. [77]
also predicted a bound DF Dy state, while the light vec-
tor meson exchange approach of Ref. [15] yields a virtual
state of DY Dy .

The third pole is located on the RS r = (—, —, +,+),
about 25 MeV below the threshold of D* D* and couples
most strongly to this channel. Therefore, it corresponds
to a 0Tt bound state of the isoscalar D*D* pair, which
moves to the complex plane due to the couplings to lower
energy channels. Such a pole is close to the physical axis
and hence it produces clear imprints in the line shapes of
DD invariant mass distributions, reflected by the dips in
the 0T contributions in Fig. 1(d) and (f) and in Fig. 3.
However, the energy intervals of the binned experimental
data are comparable with or even larger than the width
of this pole; thus, such dips are smeared when integrat-
ing over the energy intervals. It has been argued [78, 79]
the existence of an isoscalar-scalar state 07+ D*D* as
one of the HQSS partners of the x.1(3872). The light
vector meson exchange also supports the existence of a
D*D* bound state with I(J¥Y) = 0(0**) [15]. There
have also been predictions of a D*D* bound state with
quantum numbers I(JF¢) = 0(27+) with a mass around
4 GeV [15, 72, 78-80]. Because in the distributions there
are no apparent nontrivial signatures in this energy re-
gion, the contribution of this latter resonance has not
been included in the present analysis.

The fourth pole couples most strongly to the DZD:
and it is close to its threshold. Similarly to the second
pole, it behaves like a virtual state since it is located
on a shaded RS [r = (4,+,+,—)]. There have been
several calculations identifying the resonance X (4140),
first observed by the CDF Collaboration [81], to a bound
0t* or 27+ D! D state, with a large binding energy
about 80 MeV [82-87]. However, the recent LHCb
measurement [88] favours the quantum numbers of the
X (4140) to be 11+ using a Breit-Wigner representation.
In Ref. [35], the S-wave D} D? is more likely to form vir-
tual states with quantum numbers 07+, 27 and 17~
instead of bound states. Such a scenario is consistent
with the LHCb data [88] of the J/1¢ invariant mass dis-
tribution in the BT — J/9¢K ™t decay, where a clear dip
sits exactly at the D?D? threshold. This could be the
signal of a nearby virtual-state-like pole [35].

We now turn to further consequences that can be
drawn from our analysis of the probably exotic state
X (3960). The present coupled-channel approach allows
us to predict the line shapes produced by the second
pole, which predominantly couples to DI Dy, i.e., the
X (3960), in the DD invariant mass distributions from
ete™ — ¢/wDD reactions. The off-diagonal D D; <
DT D~ transition guaranties that the X(3960) should
show up in the DD invariant mass distributions. The role
of the off-diagonal term in connection with the X (3960)
is examined at length in Ref. [50]. Taking into account
that the quark contents of the ¢ and w mesons are §s and
(au + dd)/+/2, respectively, we expect that the ¢DF D7
and wDD productions, from the cyuc vector current,
should be larger than those of the ¢ DD and the wD Dy,
since the latter two are suppressed by the Okubo-Zweig-
Tizuka rule while the former two are not. Therefore,
the main production mechanism for the ¢DD should
be through the efe™ — ¢DFD; — ¢DD chain reac-
tion. The S-wave contribution to the DD invariant mass
distributions in the ete™ — ¢DD, wDD processes can
be estimated by |PaG22T%1|? and |Py + PyG11T11]? mul-
tiplied by the corresponding phase space, respectively,
where T;; are the T-matrix elements as given by Eq. (3),
Gy; is given by Eq. (4), and P; and P, are two param-
eters for the direct productions of the ete™ — wDD
and ete™ — ¢DF D, respectively. The predicted line
shapes are shown in Fig. 5. We can see that the D D
molecular state shows up as a peak exactly at the D D
threshold for the eTe™ — ¢.DD decay, while it produces a
dip just below the D} D threshold for the ete™ — wDD
reaction. It is similar to the line shape of the f;(980) in
the J/¢ — ¢mm and J/¢ — wnm processes [89, 90] as
discussed in Ref. [35].

IV. SUMMARY

We investigated the PC = ++ states observed in
experiments with masses about 3.9 GeV, including the
X (3915), the Z(3930), the x0(3930), the x.2(3930), and
the X (3960). We assumed that these structures are due
to only two states. Namely, on the one hand, we as-
sumed that the X(3915) found in the J/¢¥w mode is
the same 27T state as the x.2(3930) [25], which is pa-
rameterized as a Breit-Wigner resonance in this work,
and on the other hand, the isoscalar DD-DyD,-D*D*-
DD coupled channels with 0*F quantum numbers re-
sulted in a molecular state near the DF D, threshold,
which accounts for the structures of the x.0(3930), the
X (3960), and the 0TF component in the Z(3930). We
found that both the Belle [29] and BaBar [30] data



!

Im(E)[MeV |

+<...“...

=10 }

3800 3900 4000 4100 4200 4300
Re(E)[MeV]

FIG. 4. Tllustration of the pole positions (points with errors)
computed using the best fit parameters and the paths that
reach them from the physical region (dotted arrow lines). The
horizontal lines with different colors represent the right-hand
cuts, which start from the thresholds of the four channels,
DD, D.D., D*D* and D} D} from left to right, respectively,
to positive infinity.

—_— —e'e” = ¢DD
.4? 15k~ e e” - wDD
a
=]
>
— ~
o] '~
:JE 1.0 \'\'
<o S
= S
Q \\
Sos5) S
3 e
~
(8
S d !
0.0 i 1 1 1 ~7 1
3850 3875 3900 3925 3950

mpp[MeV]

FIG. 5. Predicted DD invariant mass distributions, from the
S-wave contribution near the DI D] threshold due to the ex-
istence of the D D, molecular state, for the ete™ — ¢/wDD
reactions at E +,- = 5.4 GeV.

from the vy — DD fusion reaction, and the LHCb
HH distributions from the BY — KTDTD~ [32] and
Bt — K*tD}D; [33] decays can be well described si-
multaneously. The results suggest that the identifica-
tion of the 0™ component in the LHCb analysis of the
Bt — KTDTtD~ [32] to the X(3915), and correspond-
ingly the assignment of the X (3915) quantum numbers
to be 07 in the current version of the RPP [31] are
premature. Within our analysis, the 07 component
comes from the D} D molecular state, which leads to
the near-threshold enhancement of the D D invariant
mass distribution in the Bt — KTDFD_ decay. To

test our proposal, we predict that there should be a peak
and a dip around the D} Dy threshold in the DD in-
variant mass distributions of the ete~ — ¢DD and
ete”™ — wDD reactions, respectively. The prediction
can be checked at the upcoming upgrade of the Beijing
Electron-Positron Collider IT [91] and the possible Super
Tau-Charm Facilities [92, 93]. The lepto- and photo-
production of these states could also contribute valuable
information [94-96]. At last, we would like to emphasize
that the PC = 4+ states in the region from about 3.9
GeV to 4 GeV should be understood together, and HQSS
plays a valuable role [40, 57].
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Appendix A: Fit parameters and line shapes
without averaging over energy bins

We show in Fig. 6 the comparison of the best fit results
with data without averaging over each energy bin.

The central values and errors of the free parameters
from the best fit are

Cix = (—0.33 £0.02) fm?,
Coq = (—1.36 +0.06) fm?,
Ciqa = (—0.33 +0.02) fm?,
Pr=—-16+4,

PY/P;" = —20+6,



Py/Pf = —-3.1+28,
P3/Pf = —19 438,
Py/P;f = —43+ 8,
P, = (51+4) x 10°,
H.,/2m = (7.5 £ 2.6) x 10%,
H.y/Hyo = 0.8+0.8,
Hp = (1.1 4£0.1) x 10%,
Hgo =15 £ 6,
Hyg /27 = (1.13 £ 0.11) x 10°,

10

me = (3922 + 2) MeV,
Iy = (16 & 3) MeV,
mo = (3815 + 10) MeV,
Iy = (90 £ 11) MeV,
a = 2.26 +0.20,
fBaBar = 1.32 £ 0.09.

and their statistical correlations are collected in Table II.
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FIG. 6. Best fit to the LHCb data for the BY — K*D*D™ [32], Bt — K*DJ D [33] decays and the Belle [29] and BaBar [30]
data for the vy — DD reaction. The orange bands stand for the statistical uncertainty of the fitted line shapes, which are

inherited from the errors of the different data sets.
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