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In this paper, we study the resonant state X(6900). The scattering amplitudes of coupled chan-
nels, J/ψJ/ψ-J/ψψ(2S)-J/ψψ(3770), are constructed with the interaction of four vector mesons
described by effective Lagrangians. The amplitudes are calculated up to one loop, decomposed by
partial wave projection, and unitarized by Padé approximation. These amplitudes are fitted to the
latest experimental data sets of di-J/ψ and J/ψψ(2S) invariant mass spectra of LHCb, CMS, and
ATLAS. High-quality solutions are obtained. With these partial wave amplitudes, we extract the
pole parameters of the X(6900). Its quantum number is likely to be 0++. According to the pole
counting rule as well as analysis of the phase shifts of the partial waves, it supports our previous
conclusion that the X(6900) prefers to be a compact tetra-quark.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the 1960s, quark model [1–3] has turned out to be a successful classification scheme for hadrons, that is, a
meson is composed of a pair of quark and anti-quark, and a baryon/anti-baryon is composed of three quarks/anti-
quarks. Hundreds of hadrons listed in the particle data group (PDG) [4] can be formed as such inner structure.
However, until now, there is no fundamental principle to rule out other inner structures of hadrons, such as hadronic
molecules, quark-gluon hybrids, glueballs, and multi-quark states. Searching for exotic states remains a keen interest of
the physics community. In 2003, a tetraquark candidate, X(3872), was discovered by Belle [5] and other collaborations
[6–8]. In 2013, BESIII and Belle discovered the Z+

c (3900)[9, 10] in the J/ψπ+ invariant mass spectrum, implying the
c̄cd̄u component. In 2015, LHCb discovered two Pc states [11] and later they are found to be ‘splitted’ into three
such states [12], P+

c (4312), P+
c (4440), P+

c (4457), with about nine more times decay events collected. The Pcs are
observed in the J/ψp invariant mass spectra, and hence they should contain at least five quarks, c̄cuud. In 2021,
LHCb discovered the T+

cc in D0D0π+ invariant mass spectrum [13, 14]. This further grasps the attention of theorists
as it is very likely to be evidence for multi-quark states, ccūd̄. All these exotic hadrons observed so far contain at most
two heavy (charm or bottom) quarks/anti-quarks, but as many models predicted, there should also be multi-quark
states composed of three or more heavy quarks/anti-quarks [15–19]. This is confirmed by the very recent experiment
of LHCb collaboration [20]. With the datasets of proton-proton collision in the center-of-mass energies

√
s = 7, 8 and

13 TeV collected by the LHCb detector, the invariant mass spectrum of J/ψJ/ψ was measured in the energy range
of [6.2-7.4] Gev/c2, and a narrow structure was found near 6.9Gev/c2, labeled as X(6900), with the signal statistical
significance being larger than 5 σ. Its mass and width are given in two ways: On the one hand, they assume that the
non-resonant single-parton scattering (NRSPS) continuum is not disturbed, and Breit-Wigner forms fit the structure.
Then the mass and width are determined to be

M [X(6900)] = 6905± 11± 7 MeV/c2 ,

Γ[X(6900)] = 80± 19± 33 MeV/c2 .

On the other hand, once the contribution of the NRSPS continuum is taken into account, one has

M [X(6900)] = 6886± 11± 11 MeV/c2 ,

Γ[X(6900)] = 168± 33± 69 MeV/c2 .

Recently, ATLAS and CMS presented their measurements on J/ψJ/ψ invariant mass spectra, too. They confirmed
the existence of the X(6900). For CMS, the mass and width of the X(6900) are given as [21]

M [X(6900)] = 6.87± 0.03+0.06
−0.01 GeV ,

Γ[X(6900)] = 0.12± 0.04+0.03
−0.01 GeV .
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and ATLAS measures the mass and width of the X(6900) as [22]

M [X(6900)] = 6927± 9± 5 MeV ,

Γ[X(6900)] = 122± 22± 19 MeV .

Not limited to confirming the X(6900), they also find a new fully heavy quark state, X(6600). These measurements
certainly should be included in the analysis.

One would notice that the X(6900) is discovered in the di-J/ψ invariant mass spectrum, which is also suggested
by earlier theoretical prediction Ref.[23]. Hence, it is not a stretch to infer that this state is composed of at least two
charm quarks and two charm anti-quarks, resulting in a cornucopia of models trying to classify its origin and search
for similar states, see e.g., Refs. [24–37]. Nonetheless, before discussing its inner structure, a natural and fundamental
problem is determining the mass, width, and quantum number of the X(6900). Among the theoretical research,
Ref. [24] unitarize the amplitudes and fit them to the invariant mass spectrum. They extract the mass and width
of the X(6900) as 6818+28

−32 − i142+14
−10 MeV in the third Riemann sheet in their two-channel case, with the quantum

number either to be 0++ or 2++, while in the triple-channel case they do not find such a pole. They also claim a
near-threshold resonance named X(6200). In Ref. [27], they discuss the nature of the X(6900) and conclude that it
could very well be confining states or molecular states, but it is impossible to distinguish them at present. In Ref. [32],
they find that the wide peaks between 6200 and 6800 MeV are caused by contributions of S-waves, with the quantum
number to be either 0++ or 2++. While the X(6900) can be regarded as a P-wave resonance, with the quantum
number to be either 0−+ or 1−+. Nevertheless, these works are not originated from partial wave decomposition, and
they assign a quantum number to the resonance. Correspondingly, only a sole partial wave is taken into account when
fitting the data.

In our earlier work [38], we perform an amplitude analysis to extract the pole parameters (mass, width, and
residues). Nonetheless, the previous work is only about the LCHb’s data, and we need to update it to include the
new measurements from ATLAS and CMS. The strategy is similar to before: The amplitudes are calculated up to
one loop with effective Lagrangians, and partial wave projections are applied. Padé approximation is used to perform
unitarization, and the scattering amplitudes are constructed. By fitting to the experimental data, the unknown
couplings of the effective Lagrangians are fixed, and thus one can obtain the pole information of the resonance at last.
With the pole information, one can study the nature of the X(6900) according to the pole counting rule [39–41], which
is helpful to distinguish molecule or Breit-Wigner type origins. The conclusion can be further tested by extracting
the phase shifts of the scattering amplitudes. As has been recognized in the last few decades, phase shift is one of
the most critical inputs for S-matrix methods such as dispersion relation [42, 43]. Obtaining exact phase shifts would
help to confirm the existence and also give clues for the nature of the resonance 1. Therefore, we will also extract the
phase shifts of the J/ψJ/ψ partial wave scattering amplitudes.

In the following part of the paper, in Sec. II, we build the scattering amplitude and perform its partial wave
decomposition. In Sec. III, we fit our amplitudes to the invariant mass spectrum of J/ψ-pairs, and determine the
mass and width of the X(6900) as well. Finally, we give the conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

A. Effective Lagrangians and scattering amplitudes

For the scattering of coupled channels J/ψJ/ψ-J/ψψ(2S)-J/ψψ(3770), we construct the following effective La-
grangians2:

L = c1VµVαV
µV α + c2VµVαV

µV ′α + c3VµV
′
αV

µV ′α + c4VµV
′µVαV

′α + c5VµVαV
µV ′′α

+c6VµV
′′
α V

µV ′′α + c7VµV
′′µVαV

′′α + c8VµV
′
αV

µV ′′α + c9VµV
′µVαV

′′α , (1)

where V , V ′, V ′′ represent for J/ψ, ψ(2S), ψ(3770), respectively. Note that the interactions of four heavier vector
mesons, V ′,′′, such as V ′µV

′
αV
′µV ′α, are ignored since the thresholds of V ′(′′)V ′(′′) would be heavier than 7.2 GeV,

beyond the energy region of the invariant mass spectrum we focus on. The χc0χc0 and χc1χc1 channels are ignored,
too, as they are farther away from the structure (the peak around 6.90 GeV and the dip around 6.75 GeV) of di-J/ψ
spectra, compared with the V V ′ and V V ′′ channels. Also, the left hand cuts generated by the meson exchanges
through t- and u-channels scatterings in the processes of J/ψJψ → χcJχcJ are farther away than J/ψJψ → JψJψ,

1Typical examples can be found in research for light scalars [44–47].
2Some of the formalism has been given in Ref. [38], but for reader’s convenience, we rewrite it and give more detials.
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Jψψ(2S), Jψψ(3770). For more details, see discussions in Appendix B. For simplicity, the interactions between
vectors and pseudoscalar or scalar mesons, for instance, V V ππ terms, are not taken into account as what is done in
the hidden gauge symmetry formalism [48, 49]. Also, we ignore the intermediate channels of ηcηc, hchc, as they are
suppressed by heavy quark spin symmetry [24, 50], too. These effective Lagrangians are consistent with the leading
order (LO) Lagrangians constructed by HQSS[51]. The heavier meson with angular momentum J = 1 is realized in
the formalism of HQSS as

J =
1 + v/

2
[Hµγ

µ − ηγ5]
1− v/

2
,

J̄ = γ0J†γ0 =
1− v/

2
[H†µγ

µ + η†γ5]
1 + v/

2
.

Consequently, the LO interaction Lagrangian for J/ψJ/ψ → J/ψJ/ψ is

LLOHQSS = g1〈JJ̄JJ̄〉

= 〈1 + v/

2
H/

1− v/
2

H/
† 1 + v/

2
H/

1− v/
2

H/
† 1 + v/

2
〉

= 2NCg1VµVαV
µV α , (2)

where NC is the number of colors. It is the same as Eq. (1) with c1 = 2NCg1. The other interaction Lagrangians
can be obtained in the same way. With these effective Lagrangians, we can calculate the scattering amplitude. The
Feynman diagrams up to next-to-leading order (NLO) can be seen in Ref.[38]. In the appendix A, we give the concrete
expression of the amplitude T ij . The superscripts ‘i, j’ are labels dor channels, with the numbers ‘1,2,3’ specified as
J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(2S) and J/ψψ(3770).

B. Partial wave decomposition

To clarify the quantum number of the possible resonances that appear as the intermediate states in the scattering,
we need to carry out partial wave projection for the scattering amplitudes. Partial wave projection of the helicity
amplitude is given as [52]:

T ijµ1µ2;µ3µ4
(s, zs) = 16πNij

∑
J

(2J + 1)T J,ijµ1µ2;µ3µ4
(s)dJµµ′(zs) . (3)

Here one has zs = cos θs, with θs the scattering angle in the center of mass frame in s-channel. µ = µ1 − µ2 and
µ′ = µ3 − µ4 are the difference in the helicities of the two particles in initial or final states, respectively. Nij is the
normalization factor caused by the property of identical particles, with N11 = 2 for J/ψJ/ψ → J/ψJ/ψ amplitude,

Ni1,1i =
√

2 for J/ψJ/ψ → J/ψψ(2S), J/ψψ(3770) amplitudes, and N = 1 for others. s is the Mandelstam variable,
with s = (p1 + p2)2. dJµµ′ is the standard Wigner functions defined according to rotations[52]. The partial wave

amplitudes T J,ijµ1µ2;µ3µ4
(s) can be obtained in Ref.[38]. Indeed, each polarization vector of Eq. (A1) can have three

different helicities, {+1, 0,−1}, as all of the quantum number of J/ψ, ψ(2S), and ψ(3770) are 1−−. For details of the
polarization vectors. See Eq.(A6) in Appendix A. Therefore, for each angular momentum J , there are as many as
81 amplitudes with different combinations of helicities. Nevertheless, according to discrete symmetry such as P and
T , these amplitudes can be reduced to much less independent ones. The conservation of the amplitudes under parity
transform gives

T Jµ1µ2;µ3µ4
(s) =

η3η4
η1η2

(−1)s1+s2−s3−s4T J−µ1−µ2;−µ3−µ4
(s) , (4)

where ηi is the intrinsic parity of the i−th particle, and si is the spin. The conservation of the amplitudes under time
reversal transformation gives

T Jµ1µ2;µ3µ4
(s) = T Jµ3µ4;µ2µ1

(s) . (5)

Notice that the time reversal invariance holds true only if the initial states are equal to the final states. According to
Eq. (4), the amplitudes will be reduced to 41 independent ones. With the other constraint of Eq. (5), the amplitudes
will be reduced again, resulting in 25 independent amplitudes in the processes of J/ψJ/ψ → J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(2S) →
J/ψψ(2S), J/ψψ(3770)→ J/ψψ(3770). See discussions below.
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In order to clarify the quantum number of the possible resonance that appears as an intermediate state in these
scatterings, we need to transfer the partial wave amplitudes from |JMµ1µ2〉 to the |JMLS〉 representation. This is
converted by the following operations [52]

|JM ;µ1µ2〉 =
∑
LS

(
2L+ 1

2J + 1
)

1
2 〈LS0µ|Jµ〉 〈s1s2µ1,−µ2|Sµ〉 |JM ;LS〉 , (6)

where the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients can be found in PDG [4]. With Eqs. (3,6), the partial wave decomposition of
each helicity amplitude in the |JMLS〉 representation can be seen Eq.(A11) in Appendix A.

Further, it is convenient to list the quantum number JPC of the J/ψJ/ψ system to separate the partial waves. In
di-J/ψ system, the charge conjugation and parity are given by C = (−1)L+S and P = (−1)L. A pure neutral system
requires L + S to be even so that one has C = 1. Further, we only consider the lowest partial waves with L = 0, 1
and ignore all other higher partial waves. That is, five partial waves are included in total: The S-waves, 0++ and
2++; The P-waves, 0−+, 1−+, and 2−+. See Table I. The quantum numbers in bold and italics in Table I are those

L S = 0 S = 1 S = 2

0 0++ (1S0) 1+− 2++ (5S2)

1 1−− 0−+ (3P0) 1−+ (3P1) 2−+ (3P2) 1−− 2−− 3−−

2 2++ 1+− 2+− 3+− 0++ 1++ 2++ 3++ 4++

...
...

...
...

TABLE I. Quantum number (JPC) of J/ψJ/ψ system. The number in the bracket is in the |JMLS〉 representation, with the
form of 2S+1LJ .

that meet the requirements of discrete and Bose symmetry. Since the higher partial waves of L ≥ 2 are ignored,
the partial wave of italics is excluded, and there is no coupling between the partial waves of L = 0 and L = 2 (for
example, 1S0 −5 D0.). For the partial wave amplitudes T ij (i 6= j, inelastic scatterings), there are 41 independent
helicity amplitudes, and the partial waves can be expressed as

T ij1S0
(s) =

1

3
[2T 0,ij

++++(s) + 2T 0,ij
++−−(s)− 2T 0,ij

++00(s)− 2T 0,ij
00++(s) + T 0,ij

0000(s)] ,

T ij5S2
(s) =

1

15
[T 2,ij

++++(s) + T 2,ij
++−−(s)] +

√
6

15
[T 2,ij

+++−(s) + T 2,ij
+−++(s) + T 2,ij

++−+(s) + T 2,ij
−+++(s)]

+

√
3

15
[T 2,ij

+++0(s) + T 2,ij
+0++(s) + T 2,ij

++0+(s) + T 2,ij
0+++(s) + T 2,ij

++−0(s) + T 2,ij
−0++(s) + T 2,ij

++0−(s) + T 2,ij
0−++(s)]

+
1

5
[T 2,ij

+00+(s) + T 2,ij
0++0(s) + T 2,ij

+00−(s) + T 2,ij
0−+0(s) + T 2,ij

+0+0(s) + T 2,ij
0+0+(s) + T 2,ij

0+0−(s) + T 2,ij
+0−0(s)]

+

√
2

5
[T 2,ij

+−+0(s) + T 2,ij
+0+−(s) + T 2,ij

+−0+(s) + T 2,ij
0++−(s) + T 2,ij

−++0(s) + T 2,ij
+0−+(s) + T 2,ij

−+0+(s) + T 2,ij
0+−+(s)]

+
2

15
[T 2,ij

++00(s) + T 2,ij
00++(s) + T 2,ij

0000(s)] +
2
√

6

15
[T 2,ij

+−00(s) + T 2,ij
00+−(s)] +

2

5
[T 2,ij

+−+−(s) + T 2,ij
+−−+(s)]

+
2
√

3

15
[T 2,ij

+000(s) + T 2,ij
00+0(s) + T 2,ij

0+00(s) + T 2,ij
000+(s)] ,

T ij3P0
(s) = T 0,ij

++++(s)− T 0,ij
++−−(s) ,

T ij3P1
(s) =

1

2
[T 1,ij

+0+0(s)− T 1,ij
+00+(s)− T 1,ij

0++0(s) + T 1,ij
+0−0(s)− T 1,ij

+00−(s)− T 1,ij
0−+0(s) + T 1,ij

0+0+(s) + T 1,ij
0+0−(s)] ,

T ij3P2
(s) =

√
3

5
[T 2,ij

+++0(s) + T 2,ij
+0++(s) + T 2,ij

++0+(s) + T 2,ij
0+++(s)− T 2,ij

++−0(s)− T 2,ij
−0++(s)− T 2,ij

++0−(s)− T 2,ij
0−++(s)]

+
3

10
[T 2,ij

+0+0(s) + T 2,ij
0+0+(s)− T 2,ij

0+0−(s)− T 2,ij
−0+0(s) + T 2,ij

+00+(s) + T 2,ij
0++0(s)− T 2,ij

+00−(s)− T 2,ij
0−+0(s)]
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+
2

5
[T 2,ij

++++(s)− T 2,ij
++−−(s)] . (7)

Due to the time reversal invariance, the partial wave amplitudes of T ii (elastic scatterings), i.e., the amplitudes of
processes of J/ψJ/ψ → J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(2S) → J/ψψ(2S), J/ψψ(3770) → J/ψψ(3770), have only 25 independent
helicity amplitudes and the partial waves can be simplified as

T ii1S0
(s) =

1

3
[2T 0,ii

++++(s) + 2T 0,ii
++−−(s)− 4T 0,ii

++00(s) + T 0,ii
0000(s)] ,

T ii5S2
(s) =

2
√

6

15
[T 2,ii

+++−(s) + T 2,ii
++−+(s)] +

2
√

3

15
[T 2,ii

+++0(s) + T 2,ii
++0+(s) + T 2,ii

++−0(s) + T 2,ii
++0−(s)] +

2

15
T 2,ii
0000(s)

+
2

5
[T 2,ii

+−+−(s) + T 2,ii
+−−+(s) + T 2,ii

+00+(s) + T 2,ii
+00−(s)] +

2
√

2

5
[T 2,ii

+−+0(s) + T 2,ii
+−0+(s) + T 2,ii

−++0(s) + T 2,ii
−+0+(s)]

+
4

15
T 2,ii
++00(s) +

1

5
[T 2,ii

+0+0(s) + T 2,ii
0+0+(s) + T 2,ii

0+0−(s) + T 2,ii
+0−0(s)] +

4
√

6

15
T 2,ii
+−00(s)

+
4
√

3

15
[T 2,ii

+000(s) + T 2,ii
0+00(s)] +

1

15
[T 2,ii

++++(s) + T 2,ii
++−−(s)] ,

T ii3P0
(s) = T 0,ii

++++(s)− T 0,ii
++−−(s) ,

T ii3P1
(s) =

1

2
[T 1,ii

+0+0(s)− 2T 1,ii
+00+(s) + T 1,ii

+0−0(s)− 2T 1,ii
+00−(s) + T 1,ii

0+0+(s) + T 1,ii
0+0−(s)] ,

T ii3P2
(s) =

2

5
[T 2,ii

++++(s)− T 2,ii
++−−(s)] +

2
√

3

5
[T 2,ii

+++0(s) + T 2,ii
++0+(s)− T 2,ii

++−0(s)− T 2,ii
++0−(s)]

+
3

10
[T 2,ii

+0+0(s) + T 2,ii
0+0+(s)− T 2,ii

0+0−(s)− T 2,ii
−0+0(s)] +

3

5
[T 2,ii

+00+(s)− T 2,ii
+00−(s)] . (8)

For details of each partial wave, see Eq.(A13) in Appendix A.

C. Unitarizaton

The unitarity of the partial wave amplitudes in terms of the |JMLS〉 representation is given as [38, 52–54]. |~p ′′|, E′′cm
are the modulus of the three-momentum and energy of one of the particles in the intermediate process. As can be
found in Table I, there is no coupled partial waves with different initial and final orbit angular momentums, where
L should be either zero or one. In the present analysis, we consider the coupled channels scattering of J/ψJ/ψ-
J/ψψ(2S)-J/ψψ(3770). Therefore, one can write the unitarity relation for each partial wave as

ImT ijJLS =

a∑
k=1

T ikJLS ρk T
kj ∗
JLS , (9)

ρk(s) =
2|~pk|
Ek

=
λ1/2(s,m2

1k,m
2
2k)

s
. (10)

where ‘a=2,3’ represents a couple-channels case or a triple-channels case. See discussions below. For simplicity, the
quantum numbers ‘J, L, S’ are ignored from now on. ρk is the phase space factor for the k-th channel, given as [55],
where m1k and m2k are the masses of the two particles in the k-th channel. The triangle function λ(s,m2

1k,m
2
2k) has

been given in the Appendix.A.
The scattering amplitudes given in Eqs. (7,8) do not fulfill unitarity since they are calculated according to the

spirit of perturbation theory. In order to restore the unitary, we apply Padé approximation [40, 41, 56] to realize the
unitarization3. Here, the matrix Padé approximation is performed by constructing the amplitudes from the LO and
NLO amplitudes. One has

T = TLO · [TLO − TNLO]−1 · TLO . (11)

3There are some similar approaches are successful in unitarizing chiral amplitudes, for instance, the inverse amplitude method. See
Refs. [57–59] for details.
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It is not hard to check that Eq. (11) can not only satisfy coupled channel unitarity as given in Eq. (9), but also restore
the perturbation calculations up to NLO once the one-loop corrections are smaller than that of the tree diagrams4. In
practice, the partial waves of 3P0 and 3P2 (with the quantum numbers 0−+ and 2−+) vanish at LO, and they are still
small at NLO. Hence, we do not perform unitarization on them to avoid further complications to our model. Finally,
we apply the Padé approximation for three partial waves, 1S0, 5S2, 3P1. Furthermore, for 3P0 and 3P2 waves, we
use the perturbative amplitudes without unitarization. We sum these five partial waves to obtain the invariant mass
spectrum of J/ψ-pair system and fit it to the data. The relation between S matrix element and T amplitudes may
also be helpful for searching poles:

Sjk(s) = δjk + 2i
√
ρj(s)ρk(s)Tjk(s) . (12)

With the fixed T amplitudes and S matrix elements, one can extract the pole information and study the property of
the resonance. See discussions in the next section.

III. FIT RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Fit to the invariant mass spectra

With the partial wave amplitudes obtained by Padé approximation, one can get the helicity amplitude and fit it to
the J/ψJ/ψ invariant mass spectrum. The events distribution is calculated by [62]

d Events1

d
√
s

= Ñ1 pcm(s)
∑

µ1µ2µ3µ4

∫ 1

−1
dzs|

a∑
i=1

αiT
i1
µ1µ2µ3µ4

(s, zs)|2 ,

d Events2

d
√
s

= Ñ2 p
′
cm(s)

∑
µ1µ2µ3µ4

∫ 1

−1
dzs|

a∑
i=1

αiT
i2
µ1µ2µ3µ4

(s, zs)|2 , (13)

where pcm and p′cm are the momentum of J/ψJ/ψ and J/ψψ(2S) in the center-of-mass frame, respectively. The
superscript of the summation symbol is the number of coupled channels we consider, i.e., a = 2 for a couple-channels
case and a = 3 for a triple-channels case. The superscripts ‘1,2’ represent for invariant mass spectra of di-J/ψ or
J/ψψ(2S). Note that only ATLAS gives the data of the J/ψψ(2S) invariant mass spectra, which will be able to

perform a combined analysis on these two invariant mass spectra. Ñ1,2 is a normalization factor. Notice that the
other factors, such as the integration on the azimuthal angle φ, a factor 2π, and the normalization factor of the final
states, have been absorbed into the normalization factor Ñ1,2. The superscript ‘i’ is the label for the channels. See
discussions below. As discussed before, the helicity amplitudes are composed of five partial waves, F1S0

(s), F5S2
(s),

F3P0
(s), F3P1

(s), F3P2
(s). The quantitative contributions of the intermediate states J/ψJ/ψ to J/ψJ/ψ re-scattering

are unknown. Indeed it is possible that each of the amplitudes, T 11, T 21, and T 31, has a significant contribution to
the J/ψJ/ψ invariant mass spectrum. In addition, the threshold of J/ψJ/ψ(2S) is 6783 MeV, and the threshold of
J/ψJ/ψ(3770) is 6867.6 MeV, which is close to the X(6900) and may play a significant role on the resonance structure
in the invariant mass spectrum. Hence, the strategy we use here is that: each channel, Ti1 (Ti2), contributes a ratio,

αi, with the normalization condition
∑
i α

2
i ≡ 1. Note that the α2

i and Ñ are multiplied together and fitted to the
distribution of the events. Hence the normalization condition is to fix the dependence between them. The specific
expression of the amplitude part of Eq.(13) can then be expressed as∑
µ1µ2µ3µ4

∫ 1

−1
|
a∑
i=1

αiT
i1,i2
µ1µ2µ3µ4

(s, zs)|2dzs = 512π2
[
|F 1,2

1S0
(s)|2 + 5|F 1,2

5S2
(s)|2 + |F 1,2

3P0
(s)|2 + 3|F 1,2

3P1
(s)|2 + 5|F 1,2

3P2
(s)|2

]
,

(14)

The relationship between F amplitudes and T amplitudes can be expressed as

F 1
JLS(s) = α1N1T

11
JLS(s) + α2N2T

21
JLS(s) + α3N3T

31
JLS(s) ,

F 2
JLS(s) = α1N1T

12
JLS(s) + α2N2T

22
JLS(s) + α3N3T

32
JLS(s) , (15)

4We are aware that the Padé approximation is not as model-independent as some other methods such as dispersion relation [60, 61], and
it violates the crossing symmetry and introduce some fake poles [40, 41]. However, it is still successful in confirming the existence of the
σ and κ, with reasonable poles found by unitarizing amplitudes of chiral perturbation theory.
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Here Ni is the normalization factor caused by the property of identical particles in the initial states of T amplitudes,
which is given as N1 =

√
2 and N2,3 = 1. Indeed, the way to achieve F 1,2

JLS(s) is indeed the same as the Au-Morgan-
Pennington (AMP) method [63, 64], where final state interactions [65] is taken into account systematically, with αi
including the left-hand cut and distant right-hand cut.

As discussed above, except for measurements on the invariant mass spectrum of J/ψ pairs by LHCb collaboration
[20], there are two other new measurements. One is from the CMS collaboration [21], where the X(6900) is confirmed
in the invariant mass of di-J/ψ, and also a new X(6600) resonant structure is observed. The other is from ATLAS
collaboration [22], they measured the invariant mass spectra of 4µ, both from di-J/ψ and from J/ψ-ψ(2S), respectively.
Following these three sets of data, we perform three kinds of fits. Each focuses on one data set, and each has two
fits: one for couple-channels case (J/ψJ/ψ-J/ψψ(2S)) and the other for triple-channels case (J/ψJ/ψ-J/ψψ(2S)-
J/ψψ(3770)). 5 At the end of the day, we classify our fits as follows: the ones for LHCb (Fit. I for the couple-channels
case and Fit. IV for the triple-channels case), for CMS (Fit. II and Fit. V), and for ATLAS (Fit. III and Fit. VI).

The input parameters, such as the masses of the particles, are taken from PDG [4]. They are given as: mJ/ψ =
3096.9 MeV, mψ(2S) = 3686.1 MeV, mψ(3770) = 3773.7 MeV. The renormalization scale of one-loop amplitudes is
taken to be µ = 1 GeV. The other parameters, the couplings of the effective Lagrangians and the normalization factor,
are fixed by MINUIT [66], which is a common tool to find the solution with minimum χ2

d.o.f.. The parameters and

the χ2
d.o.f of Fits. I, II, and III are shown in Table II for the couple-channels case. Those of Fits. IV, V, and VI are

parameter Fit.I(LHCb) Fit.II(CMS) Fit.III(ATLAS)

c1 −0.1236+0.0001
−0.0001 −0.1504+0.0001

−0.0002 −0.0618+0.0001
−0.0001

c2 −0.5336+0.0021
−0.0001 −0.6203+0.0001

−0.0001 −0.3369+0.0004
−0.0001

c3 −0.3180+0.0171
−0.0001 −0.3492+0.0004

−0.0001 −0.3171+0.0091
−0.0003

c4 −0.6178+0.0234
−0.0002 −0.6835+0.0004

−0.0001 −0.5386+0.0078
−0.0001

Ñ1 1.5600+0.6284
−0.0850 0.5336+0.1404

−0.0193 0.1888+0.1109
−0.1934

Ñ2 · · · · · · 0.2200+0.0721
−0.0198

α1 0.3831+0.0104
−0.0052 0.3510+0.0012

−0.0001 0.1812+0.0473
−0.0032

α2 −0.9237+0.0089
−0.0022 −0.9364+0.0001

−0.0009 0.9834+0.1861
−0.0088

χ2
d.o.f. 1.31 1.77 2.53

TABLE II. Parameters of couple-channels case. The unit of the normalization factor Ñ is 10−4MeV−2. The uncertainties of
the parameters are taken from bootstrap.

shown in TableIII for the triple-channels case. The errors of the parameters are mainly from bootstrap [67] rather

parameter Fit.IV(LHCb) Fit.V(CMS) Fit.VI(ATLAS)

c1 −0.1254+0.0007
−0.0002 −0.1466+0.0007

−0.0001 −0.1258+0.0001
−0.0001

c2 −0.5860+0.0001
−0.0001 −0.5892+0.0002

−0.0001 −0.5895+0.0001
−0.0001

c3 0.1908+0.0024
−0.0013 0.0072+0.0045

−0.0001 0.0993+0.0008
−0.0001

c4 −1.0690+0.0055
−0.0022 −0.8476+0.0069

−0.0001 −1.0289+0.0014
−0.0011

c5 −0.0611+0.0001
−0.0001 −0.0892+0.0006

−0.0001 −0.0542+0.0001
−0.0001

c6 −0.2811+0.0006
−0.0003 −0.3468+0.0016

−0.0010 −0.2897+0.0002
−0.0001

c7 0.5994+0.0007
−0.0003 0.7950+0.0020

−0.0017 0.5903+0.0002
−0.0001

c8 0.2618+0.0003
−0.0001 0.5295+0.0004

−0.0001 0.2299+0.0001
−0.0001

c9 −0.2169+0.0007
−0.0001 −0.6789+0.0027

−0.0001 −0.2408+0.0002
−0.0001

Ñ1 2.4583+1.5452
−0.2999 0.7274+0.2454

−0.1157 0.1487+0.0750
−0.0214

Ñ2 · · · · · · 0.1247+0.0651
−0.0184

α1 0.3624+0.0529
−0.0254 0.2721+0.0018

−0.0003 0.1761+0.0252
−0.0083

α2 −0.8610+0.1072
−0.0511 −0.9312+0.0276

−0.0088 −0.7333+0.1380
−0.0426

α3 −0.3568+0.1085
−0.0633 −0.2426+0.0912

−0.0511 −0.6567+0.2220
−0.0901

χ2
d.o.f. 1.30 1.95 1.91

TABLE III. Parameters of triple-channels case. The unit of the normalization factor Ñ is 10−4MeV−2. The uncertainties of
the parameters are taken from bootstrap.

5In Ref.[38], we have already presented the results with LHCb’s experimental data. Here we add the fits for the data sets of CMS and
ATLAS to check the stability of the conclusion.
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than MINUIT, as the latter is much smaller. The uncertainties of bootstrap are counted by varying the experimental
data within its uncertainty, multiplying a normal distribution function. The fit results are shown in Fig.1.

FIG. 1. Fits to the invariant mass spectra and individual contribution of each partial wave. The graphs on the left side are for
the couple-channels case, and the ones on the right side are for the triple-channels case. The data sets are taken from Refs.
[20–22]. The cyan bands are the uncertainties of our solutions, taken from the bootstrap method within 2σ.

It can be found from Tables II and III that, almost in all the Fits, c2, c4 and c7 are relatively large, indicating
that T 12, T 22, and T 33 play significant roles in the coupled channel scatterings. They could contribute to the di-J/ψ
spectrum through process such as J/ψψ(2S) → J/ψψ(2S) → J/ψJ/ψ. This implies that J/ψψ(2S) should have a
relatively significant contribution to the resonant structure of the X(6900). The strength of the couplings confirms
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Data RS pole location (MeV)
gJ/ψJ/ψ = |g|eiϕ gJ/ψψ(2S) = |g|eiϕ

|g1|(MeV) ϕ1(◦) |g2|(MeV) ϕ2(◦)

LHCb(Fit.I)
II(- +) 6882.8+8.3

−2.4-i16.5+2.9
−0.3 992.5+36.5

−3.6 −89.9+0.8
−0.1 684.3+4.0

−1.4 89.1+0.1
−0.1

III(- -) 6880.4+8.4
−2.4-i27.8+3.2

−0.1 981.2+40.2
−3.8 87.4+0.1

−0.1 681.0+6.7
−2.2 84.9+0.2

−0.1

CMS(Fit.II)
II(- + ) 6897.4+10.7

−4.3 -i20.9+0.7
−0.3 1113.7+7.7

−4.2 89.9+0.1
−0.1 815.3+4.7

−2.8 88.9+0.1
−0.1

III(- -) 6893.2+10.7
−4.1 -i37.7+0.3

−0.1 1104.2+8.2
−4.8 86.5+0.3

−0.1 804.5+4.7
−2.8 83.8+0.1

−0.1

ATLAS(Fit.III)
II(- + ) 6887.3+31.2

−2.9 -i16.7+0.2
−0.6 821.1+5.4

−13.3 −89.9+0.1
−0.1 394.5+2.3

−6.9 88.7+0.1
−0.1

III(- - ) 6886.6+31.3
−2.9 -i20.6+0.2

−0.4 820.8+4.8
−4.8 89.1+0.1

−0.1 393.0+2.3
−2.4 85.8+0.1

−0.1

TABLE IV. Poles locations and residues for Fits. I-III. RS represents the Riemann sheet, and the signs in the bracket are for
the phase space factors, ρ1, and ρ2.

this point. See discussions on the residues of the X(6900).
As can be seen in Fig.1, the solutions of the triple-channels case fit better to the data in the energy region

from 6200 MeV to 6800 MeV than those of the couple-channels Fits. In comparison, both of them fit perfectly
around 6900 MeV (the resonant structure for the X(6900)) except for Fits.III and VI, the couple-channels cases for
ATLAS. Of course, The χ2

d.o.f. (except for that of the ATLAS’s) of couple-channels and triple-channels are almost
the same, though the latter has better fit quality. This is caused by the fact that there are more parameters in the
triple-channels case. Correspondingly, where the contributions from re-scatterings such as J/ψψ(3770) → J/ψJ/ψ
and J/ψψ(3770) → J/ψψ(2S) have been included. It should be stressed that though the J/ψψ(3770) channel will
contribute little to the X(6900), it supplies a significant background to the J/ψJ/ψ invariant mass spectra and thus
improve the fit quality, especially around the J/ψψ(3770) threshold.

Our Fits. I and IV for LHCb data have much smaller χ2
d.o.f.. The reason is as follows: For the data of ATLAS, it

has fewer statistics and data points. Not to say that some of the data points are not so consistent with each other in
the energy region around the X(6900); For CMS’s data, it has an apparent ‘peak-like’ structure in the energy region
around 6500 MeV, but our solutions do not have such a structure. Hence, the χ2

d.o.f. is larger. Of course, our main
goal is to extract the pole information and the quantum number of the resonance. Hence, we will satisfy the fit around
6500 MeV and pay more attention to the energy region around 6900 MeV6. Roughly, the solutions of Fits. I/IV (for
LHCb) and Fit.II/V (for CMS) are similar to each other, as shown in the four graphs at the top of Fig.1. This is
confirmed by the relatively small differences between their parameters. See Tables II and III. For the solutions of
ATLAS, they fit well the invariant mass spectra of di-J/ψ and J/ψψ(2S). See the last four graphs at the bottom of
Fig.1. Nevertheless, the latter has fewer statistics, and we will focus on the former to extract pole information. See
discussions in the following sub-section.

B. On the nature of the X(6900)

To study the nature of the X(6900), one needs to extract the pole locations (mass and width) and quantum numbers
from the partial wave scattering amplitudes. Firstly we need to extend the partial wave amplitudes to the complex-s
plane. It is performed by unitarity and reflection, and now searching for poles is converted into finding zeros of S11,
S22, detS, etc. See Ref. [55] for details of the definition of nonphysical Riemann sheets. One also needs to search for
poles in the relevant partial waves, i.e., 1S0, 5S2, and 3P1 waves, while the other two (3P0 and 3P2 waves) are rather
small and contribute as a background. Finally, only one pole is found in the 1S0 partial wave. All the pole parameters
are shown in Tables IV and V for couple-channels and triple-channels case, respectively. Though the invariant mass
spectra are quite different, it is impressive to find that the pole parameters are somehow stable in all these solutions.
Firstly, we only find one resonant state in the 1S0 (with quantum numbers of 0++) partial wave for each of these fits.
Specifically, in each solution, we find two poles for the couple-channel case or four poles for the triple-channels case in
the unphysical Riemann sheets (RS). Even the RSs (where the poles locate) are the same for these different solutions.
This confirms the reliability of the models and also the extracted pole parameters.

6Indeed, our solutions do not find a pole like the X(6600). It should be caused by either more complicated dynamics such as two-loop
contributions or contributions from some other channels.
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Data RS pole location (MeV)
gJ/ψJ/ψ = |g|eiϕ gJ/ψψ(2S) = |g|eiϕ gJ/ψψ(3770) = |g|eiϕ

|g1|(MeV) ϕ1(◦) |g2|(MeV) ϕ2(◦) |g3|(MeV) ϕ3(◦)

LHCb(Fit.IV)

II(- + +) 6874.8+5.0
−5.8-i50.4+1.7

−1.1 1398.5+21.6
−15.8 85.9+0.3

−0.1 962.1+14.9
−10.9 84.6+0.1

−0.1 18.2+0.7
−0.4 −79.9+1.2

−0.2

III(- - +) 6862.0+4.3
−6.2 -i68.9+1.9

−2.0 1364.7+20.1
−12.2 80.6+0.3

−0.1 927.4+13.4
−8.3 77.5+0.5

−0.1 19.3+0.7
−0.4 −79.0+0.6

−0.3

IV(- - -) 6862.0+4.3
−6.2 -i68.9+1.9

−2.0 1361.6+19.0
−12.4 80.7+0.2

−0.1 925.3+12.5
−8.7 77.5+0.4

−0.1 19.4+0.7
−0.4 −78.6+0.5

−0.2

VII(- + -) 6874.8+5.0
−5.8 -i50.4+1.7

−1.1 1394.3+17.7
−17.5 85.9+0.2

−0.1 959.2+11.7
−12.1 84.5+0.1

−0.1 18.4+0.7
−0.4 −79.2+1.0

−0.3

CMS(Fit.V)

II(- + +) 6888.4+11.3
−7.2 -i59.4+1.7

−0.5 1452.8+23.1
−6.8 85.6+0.1

−0.1 795.8+12.2
−4.3 83.3+0.1

−0.1 38.8+2.1
−0.1 82.2+0.3

−0.1

III(- - +) 6878.9+11.3
−7.4 -i73.1+2.6

−1.1 1430.3+29.4
−5.7 82.0+0.1

−0.1 773.9+15.5
−4.2 77.8+0.2

−0.1 36.4+2.2
−0.1 65.0+1.6

−0.4

IV(- - -) 6878.9+11.3
−7.4 -i73.1+2.6

−1.1 1430.5+18.8
−5.0 82.0+0.1

−0.1 773.8+8.7
−3.1 77.8+0.2

−0.1 36.7+2.1
−0.1 65.6+1.6

−0.4

VII(- + -) 6888.4+11.5
−7.2 -i59.4+1.7

−0.5 1452.3+24.4
−5.6 85.6+0.1

−0.1 795.4+13.6
−3.4 83.3+0.1

−0.1 39.4+2.2
−0.1 83.4+0.4

−0.2

ATLAS(Fit.VI)

II(- + +) 6897.7+19.1
−4.3 -i50.9+0.9

−0.2 1409.8+12.0
−1.9 86.2+0.1

−0.1 997.0+8.8
−1.8 85.0+0.1

−0.1 5.7+0.1
−0.1 56.7+0.8

−0.3

III(- - +) 6883.8+18.3
−4.0 -i73.4+2.8

−0.7 1373.6+7.3
−2.7 80.8+0.1

−0.1 960.0+5.6
−1.3 77.5+0.1

−0.2 7.2+0.1
−0.1 21.6+1.1

−1.0

IV(- - -) 6883.8+18.3
−4.0 -i73.4+2.8

−0.7 1379.0+10.0
−2.0 80.8+0.1

−0.1 963.8+7.1
−1.2 77.5+0.1

−0.1 7.3+0.1
−0.1 22.1+1.1

−1.0

VII(- + -) 6897.7+19.1
−4.3 -i50.9+0.9

−0.2 1406.7+10.4
−2.0 86.2+0.1

−0.1 994.9+7.4
−2.3 85.0+0.1

−0.1 5.8+0.2
−0.1 57.6+0.9

−0.2

TABLE V. Poles locations and residues for Fits. IV-VI. RS represents the Riemann sheets, and the signs in the bracket are
for the phase space factors, ρ1, ρ2, and ρ3.

For the couple-channels case, two poles can be found in RS-II and RS-III in 1S0 wave. The latter is the closest one
to the physical sheet. The pole parameter of Fit. I (fitting to the LHCb data) is M = 6880.4+8.4

−2.4 and Γ = 55.6+6.4
−0.2,

that of the Fit. II (fitting to CMS’s) is M = 6893.2+10.7
−4.1 and Γ = 75.4+0.6

−0.2, and that of Fit. III (fitting to ATLAS’s)

is M = 6886.6+31.3
−2.9 and Γ = 41.2+0.4

−0.8. According to the pole counting rule [39, 40], a pair of accompanying shadow
poles in RS-II and RS-III indicate that the X(6900) should be a Breit Wigner type particle. In another aspect, this
resonance state contains at least four quarks (ccc̄c̄), so it is likely to be a compact tetra-quark state. Its couplings
to the J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(2S) channels are given in Table IV. The magnitudes of g1 and g2 are large and in the same
order. Both of them are much larger than that of g3. It implies that the two channels, J/ψJ/ψ and J/ψψ(2S), couple
strongly to the X(6900). This is compatible with our discussions above, where J/ψψ(2S) should have a relatively
large contribution to the di-J/ψ invariant mass spectrum.

For the triple-channels case, we find four poles in RS-II, RS-III, RS-IV, and RS-VII, and again in 1S0 wave only.
The information about their pole parameters is shown in Table V. In the energy region between

√
sth2

= 6783.0 MeV
and
√
sth3

= 6870.6 MeV, RS-IV is the closest one to the physical sheet, while in the energy region above
√
sth3

=
6867.6 MeV, RS-IV is the closest one to the physical sheet. Specifically, the poles being closet to the physical sheet
are as follows: M = 6862.0+4.3

−6.2 and Γ = 137.8+3.8
−4.0 in RS-IV for Fit. IV (fitting to LHCb’s); M = 6878.9+11.3

−7.4 and

Γ = 146.2+5.2
−2.2 in RS-IV for Fit.V (fitting to CMS’s); And M = 6883.8+18.3

−4.0 and Γ = 146.8+5.6
−1.4 in RS-IV for Fit.VI

(fitting to ATLAS’s). It can also be seen from Table V that for each fit, g3 is much smaller than g1 and g2. This
confirms that J/ψψ(3770) should contribute little to the X(6900). However, as we have pointed out in Ref.[38], it
still contributes to the amplitudes significantly as a background. This also demonstrates the correctness of our choice
of a couple-channels model. Since there are four accompanying poles in the unphysical sheets, it again suggests that
the X(6900) should be a Breit- Wigner type particle. Further, it should be a compact tetra-quark state, similar to
the conclusion of the couple-channels case.

We show the contribution of each partial wave in Fig.1. The blue solid, brown dashed, gray dotted, olive dash-
dotted, and pink solid lines are for 1S0, 5S2, 3P0, 3P1, and 3P2 waves, respectively. As can be seen from Fig 1, for
each solution, in the energy region between 6200 MeV and 6800 MeV, the contribution is mainly from the 5S2 partial
wave, and 1S0 and 3P1 may have small contributions in some solutions. Also, no waves have a resonance-like structure
around the 6600 MeV. This is compatible with the fact that we do not find a pole relative to the X(6600). In contrast,
in the energy region of [6800, 7200] MeV, the main contribution is from 1S0 and 5S2, while the other contributions
from the P-waves can be ignored. In all these solutions, the 1S0 partial wave has an obvious resonant structure around
6900 MeV, and the 5S2 partial wave contributes as a smooth background. It suggests that the X(6900) should be
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1S0(0++) state. The shape of the contribution of the X(6900) is similar to a normal Breit-Wigner’s, being compatible
with the conclusion from the pole counting rule. That is, the X(6900) looks like a normal Breit-Wigner resonance.

As discussed in the introduction, the phase shifts help study the property of the state. With intuitive views, a narrow
Breit-Wigner resonance should have a step-function-like phase shift of the scattering amplitude, which dramatically
jumps from 0 to π. Therefore, we give the phase shifts of δ1(J/ψJ/ψ → J/ψJ/ψ) of each partial wave, shown in Fig.2.
For all the Fits, these phase shifts are similar to each other. The phase shift of the 1S0 partial wave is very likely

FIG. 2. Phase shifts of J/ψJ/ψ scatterings of different partial waves. The solid blue, dashed brown, dash-dotted olive, dotted
gray, and solid pink lines are for 1S0, 5S2, 3P1, 3P0, and 3P2, respectively.

to be generated by a normal Breit-Wigner resonance, which rises 180 degrees steeply and crosses 90 degrees around
6900 MeV. The phase shifts of other partial waves are tiny, and they should contribute as smooth ‘backgrounds’,
which changes slowly. In contrast, we do not find any poles in these partial waves too. This again supports the
hypothesis that the X(6900) is a tetra-quark state with the quantum number of 0++.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we consider two models of coupled channel scatterings: J/ψJ/ψ -J/ψψ(2S) and J/ψJ/ψ -J/ψψ(2S)-
J/ψψ(3770). The effective Lagrangian is constructed, and the corresponding tree and one-loop Feynman diagrams for
the scattering amplitudes are calculated. With these amplitudes, we perform partial wave decomposition to separate
different partial wave amplitudes, where 1S0, 5S2, 3P0,3P1, and 3P2 waves are left. The padé approximation is
applied to recover the unitarity. By fitting to the di-J/ψ invariant mass of LHCb, ATLAS, and CMS, as well as the
J/ψψ(2S) invariant mass spectrum from ATLAS, the unknown couplings are fixed. The amplitudes are continued to
the complex-s plane. From them, we extract the pole parameters for each partial wave. Our fits, coming from the
triple-channels case, give the mass and width of the X(6900) as: M = 6862.0+4.3

−6.2 and Γ = 137.8+3.8
−4.0 in Fit.IV, fitting

to the date of LHCb; M = 6878.9+11.3
−7.4 and Γ = 146.2+5.2

−2.2 in Fit.V, fitting to the date of CMS; M = 6883.8+18.3
−4.0

and Γ = 146.8+5.6
−1.4 in Fit.VI, fitting to the date of ATLAS. All of these poles are from 1S0 wave, implying that their

quantum number is 0++. Since we find a pair of accompanying poles in the couple-channels model and four poles in
the triple-channels model, the X(6900) is likely to be a Breit-Wigner type particle, i.e., a compact tetra-quark. We
check it by extracting the phase shifts of each partial wave, and it supports the Breit-Wigner origin. Nevertheless, our
solution can not describe the data around 6500 MeV well. Correspondingly, the X(6600) is not found in our study,
though it will not affect the results about the X(6900). To clarify the X(6600), one needs more information about
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the dynamics in the relevant energy region. More experimental measurements on the angular distributions would lend
credibility and plausibility to the partial wave decomposition and further study the nature of the X(6900).
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Appendix A: Scattering amplitudes

The scattering amplitudes T ij can be expressed as

T ij = F ij(a)(ε1 · ε2)(ε∗3 · ε∗4) + F ij(b)(ε1 · ε
∗
3)(ε2 · ε∗4) + F ij(c)(ε1 · ε

∗
4)(ε2 · ε∗3) , (A1)

The subscripts ‘1,2,3,4’ of the polarization vectors are the labels for the particles. The subscripts ‘(a,b,c)’ are used to
tag form factors with different polarization structures. Notice that the effective Lagrangians do not contain derivatives.
Hence, the polarization vectors are contracted by the metric tensors gαβgα

′β′
without complicated momentum terms,

resulting in a simple formalism for the scattering amplitude as shown in Eq. (A1). The specified expressions of the

form factors F ij(k)(k = a, b, c) up to NLO can be found in Eq. (A2). The coupled channel scattering amplitudes up to

the next-to-leading order are written as Eq.(A1). The form factors F ij(k) are given by

F 11
(a) = 8c1 +

1

16π2
[256c21B0(s,m2

1,m
2
1) + 32c22B0(s,m2

1,m
2
2) + 32c25B0(s,m2

1,m
2
3) + (32c23 + 16c3c4)B0(s,m2

2,m
2
2)

+(32c26 + 16c6c7)B0(s,m2
3,m

2
3) + (16c28 + 8c8c9)B0(s,m2

2,m
2
3) + 64c21B0(t,m2

1,m
2
1) + 8c22B0(t,m2

1,m
2
2)

+8c25B0(t,m2
1,m

2
3) + 4c24B0(t,m2

2,m
2
2) + 4c27B0(t,m2
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2
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2
3) + 64c21B0(u,m2
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2
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2
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2
3) + 4c24B0(u,m2
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2
2) + 4c27B0(u,m2

3,m
2
3) + 2c29B0(u,m2

2,m
2
3)] ,

F 11
(b) = 8c1 +

1

16π2
[8c22B0(s,m2

1,m
2
2) + 8c25B0(s,m2
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2
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2
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2
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2
1) + 8c22B0(u,m2

1,m
2
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2
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2
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3)] ,

F 11
(c) = 8c1 +

1

16π2
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2
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2
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2
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3)] ,

F 12
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1
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[4(2c3 + 7c4)c2B0(s,m2
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1)] ,
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1

16π2
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2
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2
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2
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2
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2
3) + 16c1c2B0(u,m2

1,m
2
1)] ,

F 12
(c) = 2c2 +

1

16π2
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2
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2
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2
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F 13
(a) = 2c5 +

1

16π2
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1)] ,
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2) + 4(2c6 + 7c7)c5B0(t,m2

1,m
2
3) + 64c1c5B0(t,m2

1,m
2
1)

+2c2(2c8 + c9)B0(u,m2
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2) + 4(2c6 + c7)c5B0(s,m2

1,m
2
3) + 16c1c5B0(s,m2

1,m
2
1)

+2c2(2c8 + c9)B0(t,m2
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F 23
(c) = c9 +

1
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2
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2
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2
1)] ,
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1
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1)] ,
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1

16π2
[(4c28 + c29)B0(s,m2

1,m
2
2) + 4(4c26 + c27)B0(s,m2

1,m
2
3) + 4c25B0(s,m2

1,m
2
1)

+16c1(6c6 + c7)B0(t,m2
1,m

2
1) + (4c28 + c29)B0(u,m2

1,m
2
2) + 4(4c26 + c27)B0(u,m2

1,m
2
3) + 4c25B0(u,m2

1,m
2
1)] ,
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16π2
[4c8c9B0(s,m2

1,m
2
2) + 16c6c7B0(s,m2

1,m
2
3) + 4c25B0(s,m2

1,m
2
1) + 16c1c7B0(t,m2

1,m
2
1)

+2c9(2c8 + 3c9)B0(u,m2
1,m

2
2) + 8c7(2c6 + 3c7)B0(u,m2

1,m
2
3) + 16c25B0(u,m2

1,m
2
1)] , (A2)

where s, t, u are the Mandelstam variables with s = (p1 + p3)2, t = (p1 − p3)2 and u = (p1 − p4)2. m1,2,3 represent
for the masses of J/ψ, ψ(2S), and ψ(3770), respectively. Notice that the first term of each form factor is from
the tree-level Feynman diagrams (LO), and the left parts are from one-loop diagrams (NLO). The scalar function
B0(s,m2

a,m
2
b) is defined as[68]

B0(s,m2
a,m

2
b) =

λ1/2(s,m2
a,m

2
b)

s
ln

(√
s− (ma +mb)2 −

√
s− (ma −mb)2√

s− (ma −mb)2 +
√
s− (ma +mb)2

)

− ln

(
mb

2

µ2

)
+ 2 +

(
ma

2 −mb
2 + s

)
2s

ln

(
mb

2

ma
2

)
, (A3)
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where λ(a, b, c) = (a+ b− c)2 − 4ab is the triangle function. In the equal mass case, it can be simplified into

B0(s,m2,m2) = − ln

(
m2

µ2

)
− ρ(s,m) ln

(
ρ(s,m) + 1

ρ(s,m)− 1

)
+ 2 , (A4)

with ρ(s,m) =
√

1− 4m2/s the phase space factor. Note that in the calculation of the one-loop diagrams, the
propagator we used is

iDµν(k) = −i
gµν − (1− ξ) kµkν

k2−m2

k2 −m2
, (A5)

where the Feynman gauge is applied, i.e., ξ = 1. The polarization vectors are expressed as [69, 70]

εµ1 (~p1,±) =

√
2

2
(0;∓1,−i, 0)T εµ1 (~p1, 0) = (

|~p1|
m1

; 0, 0,
E1

m1
)T ,

εµ2 (~p2,±) =

√
2

2
(0;±1,−i, 0)T εµ2 (~p2, 0) = (

|~p2|
m2

; 0, 0,−E2

m2
)T ,

εµ3 (~p3,±) =

√
2

2
(0;∓ cos θs,−i,± sin θs)

T εµ3 (~p3, 0) = (
|~p3|
m3

;
E3

m3
sin θs, 0,

E3

m3
cos θs)

T ,

εµ4 (~p4,±) =

√
2

2
(0;± cos θs,−i,∓ sin θs)

T εµ4 (~p4, 0) = (
|~p4|
m4

;−E4

m4
sin θs, 0,−

E4

m4
cos θs)

T , (A6)

where Ei =
√
m2 + |~pi|2 is the energy of the i−th particle, and θs is the scattering angle in the x− z plane. Here the

overall phase of the polarization vector of spin-one particle has been fixed such that

εµ(~p,−λ) = (−1)λεµ(~p, λ)∗ . (A7)

For the other particle moving in the −~p direction, one has

εα(−~p,−λ) = −ξλgαβεβ(~p, λ) . (A8)

where gαβ = diag (1,−1,−1,−1) is the metric tensor. Note that there is no summation on the indices αα. One has
ξλ = 1 for the other particle in the initial/final states in the Jacob-Wick convention [71]. In summation, these spin-1
polarization vectors satisfy

ε(~p, λ) · ε(~p, λ′)∗ = −δλλ′ . (A9)

For the scattering of the coupled channels, J/ψJ/ψ-J/ψψ(2S)-J/ψψ(3770), the 41 independent helicity amplitudes
are given as:

T ij++++(s, zs) = F ij(a) +
1

4
(zs + 1)2F ij(b) +

1

4
(zs − 1)2F ij(c) ,

T ij+++−(s, zs) =
1

4

(
1− z2s

)
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,
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1

4

(
1− z2s

)
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij++−+(s, zs) =
1

4

(
1− z2s

)
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij−+++(s, zs) =
1

4

(
1− z2s
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(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij+++0(s, zs) = −(

√
2(zs + 1)

√
1− z2sE2

4m2
F ij(b) +

√
2(zs − 1)

√
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4m2
F ij(c)) ,
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√
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√
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√
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√
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√
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√
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√
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T ij++−−(s, zs) = F ij(a) +
1

4
(zs − 1)2F ij(b) +

1

4
(zs + 1)2F ij(c) ,

T ij+−+−(s, zs) =
1

4
(zs + 1)2(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,
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1
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√
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√
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√
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1− z2sE1

4m1
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√
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F ij(b) −
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√
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(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij+0+−(s, zs) = −
√
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√

1− z2sE4

4m4
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij+−0+(s, zs) =

√
2(1− zs)

√
1− z2sE1

4m1
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij0++−(s, zs) = −
√

2(1− zs)
√

1− z2sE3

4m3
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij−++0(s, zs) = −
√

2(1− zs)
√

1− z2sE2

4m2
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,
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√
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√
1− z2sE4

4m4
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,
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√
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√
1− z2sE1

4m1
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij0+−+(s, zs) = −
√

2(−zs − 1)
√

1− z2sE3

4m3
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij++00(s, zs) = −E1E2 + p2cm
m1m2

F ij(a) +

(
z2s − 1

)
E1E2

2m1m2
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,
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m3m4
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(
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)
E3E4

2m3m4
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(zs + 1)(zsE2E4 − pcmp′cm)

2m2m4
F ij(b) +

(
z2s − 1

)
E2E4

2m2m4
F ij(c) ,

T ij+00+(s, zs) = −(

(
z2s − 1

)
E1E4

2m1m4
F ij(b) +

(zs − 1)(zsE1E4 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m1m4
F ij(c)) ,

T ij0++0(s, zs) = −(

(
z2s − 1

)
E2E3

2m2m3
F ij(b) +

(zs − 1)(zsE2E3 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m2m3
F ij(c)) ,

T ij0+0+(s, zs) =
(zs + 1)(zsE1E3 − pcmp′cm)

2m1m3
F ij(b) +

(
z2s − 1

)
E1E3

2m1m3
F ij(c) ,

T ij+0−0(s, zs) =
(zs − 1)(pcmp

′
cm − zsE2E4)

2m2m4
F ij(b) +

(
1− z2s

)
E2E4

2m2m4
F ij(c) ,

T ij+00−(s, zs) = −(

(
1− z2s

)
E1E4

2m1m4
F ij(b) +

(zs + 1)(zs(−E1E4)− pcmp′cm)

2m1m4
F ij(c)) ,

T ij0−+0(s, zs) = −(

(
1− z2s

)
E2E3

2m2m3
F ij(b) +

(zs + 1)(zs(−E2E3)− pcmp′cm)

2m2m3
F ij(c)) ,
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T ij0+0−(s, zs) =
(zs − 1)(pcmp

′
cm − zsE1E3)

2m1m3
F ij(b) +

(
1− z2s

)
E1E3

2m1m3
F ij(c) ,

T ij+−00(s, zs) =

(
1− z2s

)
E1E2

2m1m2
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij00+−(s, zs) =

(
1− z2s

)
E3E4

2m3m4
(F ij(b) + F ij(c)) ,

T ij+000(s, zs) =

√
2
√

1− z2sE1(zsE2E4 − pcmp′cm)

2m1m2m4
F ij(b) +

√
2
√

1− z2sE2(zsE1E4 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m1m2m4
F ij(c) ,

T ij00+0(s, zs) = −
√

2
√

1− z2sE3(zsE2E4 − pcmp′cm)

2m2m3m4
F ij(b) −

√
2
√

1− z2sE4(zsE2E3 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m2m3m4
F ij(c) ,

T ij0+00(s, zs) =

√
2
√

1− z2sE2(−zsE1E3 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m1m2m3
F ij(b) −

√
2
√

1− z2sE1(zsE2E3 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m1m2m3
F ij(c) ,

T ij000+(s, zs) = −
√

2
√

1− z2sE4(−zsE1E3 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m1m3m4
F ij(b) +

√
2
√

1− z2sE3(zsE1E4 + pcmp
′
cm)

2m1m3m4
F ij(c) ,

T ij0000(s, zs) =
(E1E2 + p2cm)(E3E4 + (p′cm)2)

m1m2m3m4
F ij(a) +

(pcmp
′
cm − zsE1E3)(pcmp

′
cm − zsE2E4)

m1m2m3m4
F ij(b) +

(zsE1E4 + pcmp
′
cm)(zsE2E3 + pcmp

′
cm)

m1m2m3m4
F ij(c) , (A10)

where Ei =
√
m2
i + |~pi|2 is the energy of the i-th particle (i=1, 2, 3, 4) in the center of mass frame, and |~pi|

is the modulus of the three momentum. One has |~p1| = |~p2| = pcm =
√
λ(s,m2

1,m
2
2)/4s, |~p3| = |~p4| = p′cm =√

λ(s,m2
3,m

2
4)/4s.

The decompositions of the helicity amplitudes in |JMLS〉 representation are given as:

T ijµ1µ2;µ3µ4
(s, zs) = 16πNij

∑
J

(2J + 1)dJµµ′(zs)
∑

LS,L′S′

√
(2L+ 1)(2L′ + 1)

2J + 1
〈LS0µ|Jµ〉 〈Jµ′|L′S′0µ′〉

〈s1s2µ1,−µ2|Sµ〉 〈S′µ′|s3s4µ3,−µ4〉T J,ijLS,L′S′ . (A11)

T ij++++(s, zs) =
16π

3
T ij1S0

(s) + 8πT ij3P0
(s) + [

4π

3
T ij5S2

(s) + 8πT ij3P2
(s)](3z2s − 1) + · · · ,

T ij+++−(s, zs) = 4πT ij5S2
(s)(1− z2s) + · · · ,

T ij+−++(s, zs) = 4πT ij5S2
(s)(1− z2s) + · · · ,

T ij++−+(s, zs) = 4πT ij5S2
(s)(1− z2s) + · · · ,

T ij−+++(s, zs) = 4πT ij5S2
(s)(1− z2s) + · · · ,

T ij+++0(s, zs) = [4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s) + 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s)]
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij+0++(s, zs) = [−4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)− 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s)]
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij++0+(s, zs) = [−4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)− 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s)]
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij0+++(s, zs) = [4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s) + 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s)]
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij++−−(s, zs) =
16π

3
T ij1S0

(s)− 8πT ij3P0
(s) + [

4π

3
T ij5S2

(s)− 8πT ij3P2
(s)](3z2s − 1) + · · · ,

T ij+−+−(s, zs) = 4πT ij5S2
(s)(1 + zs)

2 + · · · ,

T ij+−−+(s, zs) = 4πT ij5S2
(s)(1− zs)2 + · · · ,

T ij++−0(s, zs) = [−4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s) + 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s)]
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij−0++(s, zs) = (4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)− 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s))
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij++0−(s, zs) = [4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)− 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s)]
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij0−++(s, zs) = [−4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s) + 12

√
2πT ij3P2

(s)]
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,



17

T ij+−+0(s, zs) = −4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(1 + zs)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij+0+−(s, zs) = 4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(1 + zs)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij+−0+(s, zs) = −4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(1− zs)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij0++−(s, zs) = 4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(1− zs)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij−++0(s, zs) = −4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(zs − 1)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij+0−+(s, zs) = 4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(zs − 1)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij−+0+(s, zs) = 4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(zs + 1)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij0+−+(s, zs) = −4
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)(zs + 1)

√
1− z2s + · · · ,

T ij++00(s, zs) = −16π

3
T ij1S0

(s) +
8π

3
T ij5S2

(s)(3z2s − 1) + · · · ,

T ij00++(s, zs) = −16π

3
T ij1S0

(s) +
8π

3
T ij5S2

(s)(3z2s − 1) + · · · ,

T ij+0+0(s, zs) = 6πT ij3P1
(s)(1 + zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s) + 6πT ij3P2
(s)](2z2s + zs − 1) + · · · ,

T ij+00+(s, zs) = −6πT ij3P1
(s)(1− zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s) + 6πT ij3P2
(s)](−2z2s + zs + 1) + · · · ,

T ij0++0(s, zs) = −6πT ij3P1
(s)(1− zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s) + 6πT ij3P2
(s)](−2z2s + zs + 1) + · · · ,

T ij0+0+(s, zs) = 6πT ij3P1
(s)(1 + zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s) + 6πT ij3P2
(s)](2z2s + zs − 1) + · · · ,

T ij+0−0(s, zs) = 6πT ij3P1
(s)(1− zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s)− 6πT ij3P2
(s)](−2z2s + zs + 1) + · · · ,

T ij+00−(s, zs) = −6πT ij3P1
(s)(1 + zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s)− 6πT ij3P2
(s)](2z2s + zs − 1) + · · · ,

T ij0−+0(s, zs) = −6πT ij3P1
(s)(1 + zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s)− 6πT ij3P2
(s)](2z2s + zs − 1) + · · · ,

T ij0+0−(s, zs) = 6πT ij3P1
(s)(1− zs) + [4πT ij5S2

(s)− 6πT ij3P2
(s)](−2z2s + zs + 1) + · · · ,

T ij+−00(s, zs) = 8πT ij5S2
(s)(1− z2s) + · · · ,

T ij00+−(s, zs) = 8πT ij5S2
(s)(1− z2s) + · · · ,

T ij+000(s, zs) = −8
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij00+0(s, zs) = 8
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij0+00(s, zs) = 8
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij000+(s, zs) = −8
√

2πT ij5S2
(s)
√

1− z2szs + · · · ,

T ij0000(s, zs) =
16π

3
T ij1S0

(s) +
16π

3
T ij5S2

(s)(3z2s − 1) + · · · , (A12)

where the ellipses represent the ignored higher partial waves. With it, the summation of the square of the helicity
amplitudes can be obtained. See Eq. (14). According to Eqs.(3,7,8,A10), the partial wave amplitudes can be obtained
as follows:

T ii1S0
=

1

32πNii

∫ 1

−1

1

3m1m2m3m4
{F ii(a)[(E1E2 + p2)(E3E4 + (p′cm)2) + 4m3m4(E1E2 +m1m2 + p2cm)]

+F ii(b)[(pcmp
′
cm − E1E3z)(pcmp

′
cm − E2E4z) +m3m4(m1m2(z2s + 1)− 2E1E2(z2s − 1))]

+F ii(c)[(E1E4z + pcmp
′
cm)(E2E3z + pcmp

′
cm) +m3m4(m1m2(z2s + 1)− 2E1E2(z2s − 1))]}dzs ,

T ii5S2
=

1

32πNii

∫ 1

−1

1

30m1m2m3m4
{F ii(a)[2(3z2s − 1)((E1E2 + p2cm)(E3E4 + (p′cm)2) +m3m4(m1m2 − 2(E1E2

+p2cm)))] + F ii(b)[2((pcmp
′
cm − E1E3zs)((3z

2
s − 1)(pcmp

′
cm − E2E4z) +m4(6E2zs(z

2
s − 1)− 3m2z

3
s))

+m3(m1(3z3s(E2E4z − pcmp′cm) +m4(3E2(−2z4s + z2s + 1) +m2(3z4s + 2z2s + 2)))− E1(z2s − 1)(6z(E2E4zs

−pcmp′cm) + E2m4(4− 6z2s) + 3m2(−2E4z
2
s + E4 +m4(2z2s + 1)))))] + F ii(c)[2(3z2s − 1)(E1E4z + pcmp

′
cm) ∗

(E2E3zs + pcmp
′
cm)− 3E1m4(z2s − 1)(4zs(E2E3zs + pcmp

′
cm) +m2(E3 − 2E3z

2
s)) +m3(−4E2(z2s − 1) ∗

(3zs(E1E4zs + pcmp
′
cm) + E1m4(2− 3z2s)) + 6m2(2z3s(E1E4z + pcmp

′
cm) + E1m4(−2z4s + z2s + 1))
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+m1(3E2E4(2z4s − 3z2s + 1) +m4(6E2(−2z4s + z2s + 1) +m2(6z4s + 4z2s + 4))))]}dzs ,

T ii3P0
=

1

32πNii

∫ 1

−1
(F ii(b) − F

ii
(c))zsdzs ,

T ii3P1
=

1

32πNii

∫ 1

−1

1

4m1m2m3m4
{F ii(b)[m2(−m4(z2s + 1)(pcmp

′
cm − E1E3zs)− 2E1E4m3zs(z

2
s − 1))

−m1m3(z2s + 1)(pcmp
′
cm − E2E4z)] + F ii(c)[m2(E1E3m4z(z

2
s − 1)− 2m3(z2s + 1)(E1E4zs + pcmp

′
cm))

+E2E4m1m3zs(z
2
s − 1)]}dzs ,

T ii3P2
=

1

32πNii

∫ 1

−1

1

20m1m2m3m4
{F ii(b)[3m2(m4(3z2s − 1)(−(pcmp

′
cm − E1E3zs))− 2E1m3zs(z

2
s − 1)(E4 + 2m4))

+m1m3(−3(3z2s − 1)(pcmp
′
cm − E2E4z)− 4m4zs(3E2(z2s − 1) +m2(1− 3z2s)))]

+F ii(c)[3m2(E1E3m4zs(z
2
s − 1) +m3(4E1m4zs(z

2
s − 1)− 2(3z2s − 1)(E1E4zs + pcmp

′
cm)))

+m1m3zs(3E2E4(z2s − 1) + 4m4(3E2(z2s − 1) +m2(1− 3z2s)))]}dzs ,

T ij1S0
=

1

32πNij

∫ 1

−1

1

3m1m2m3m4
{F ij(a)[(E1E2 + 2m1m2 + p2)(E3E4 + 2m3m4 + (pcm)2)] + F ij(b)[(pcmpcm − E1E3zs)

∗(pcmpcm − E2E4zs)− E1E2m3m4(z2s − 1) +m1m2(m3m4(z2s + 1)− E3E4(z2s − 1))] + F ij(c)[(E1E4zs

+pcmpcm)(E2E3zs + pcmpcm)− E1E2m3m4(z2s − 1) +m1m2(m3m4(z2s + 1)− E3E4(z2s − 1))]}dzs ,

T ij5S2
=

1

32πNij

∫ 1

−1

1

30m1m2m3m4
{F ij(a)[2(3z2s − 1)(E1E2 −m1m2 + p2cm)(E3E4 −m3m4 + (p′cm)2)] + F ij(b)[2(pcmp

′
cm

−E2E4zs)((3z
2
s − 1)(pcmp

′
cm − E1E3zs) + 3E1m3zs(z

2
s − 1)) + 2E2m4(z2s − 1)(3zs(pcmp

′
cm − E1E3zs)

+E1m3(3z2s − 2)) + 3m2(2(E4zs(z
2
s − 1)−m4z

3
s)(pcmp

′
cm − E1E3zs) + E1m3(z2s − 1)(E4(2z2s − 1)

−m4(2z2s + 1))) +m1(6zs(E3(z2s − 1)−m3z
2
s)(pcmp

′
cm − E2E4zs) + 3E2m4(z2s − 1)(E3(2z2s − 1)

−m3(2z2s + 1)) +m2(E4(z2s − 1)(2E3(3z2s − 2)− 3m3(2z2s + 1)) +m4(3E3(−2z4s + z2s + 1)

+m3(6z4s + 4z2s + 4))))] + F ij(c)[6(m2zs(−E3z
2
s + E3 +m3z

2
s)− E2m3zs(z

2
s − 1))(E1E4zs + pcmp

′
cm)

+2(3z2s − 1)(E1E4zs + pcmp
′
cm)(E2E3zs + pcmp

′
cm)− E1m4(z2s − 1)(6zs(E2E3zs + pcmp

′
cm)

+2E2m3(2− 3z2s) + 3m2(−2E3z
2
s + E3 + 2m3z

2
s +m3)) +m1(m4(6z3s(E2E3zs + pcmp

′
cm)

+m3(3E2(−2z4s + z2s + 1) +m2(6z4s + 4z2s + 4)) + 3E3m2(−2z4s + z2s + 1))− E4(z2s − 1)(6zs(E2E3zs

+pcmp
′
cm) + 3E2m3(1− 2z2s) +m2(−6E3z

2
s + 4E3 +m3(6z2s + 3))))]}dzs ,

T ij3P0
=

1

32πNij

∫ 1

−1
(F ij(b) − F

ij
(c))zsdzs ,

T ij3P1
=

1

32πNij

∫ 1

−1

1

4m1m2m3m4
{F ij(b)[m2(m4(z2s + 1)(E1E3zs − pcmpcm)− E1E4m3zs(z

2
s − 1)) +m1(m3(z2s + 1) ∗

(−(pcmpcm − E2E4zs))− E2E3m4zs(z
2
s − 1))] + F ij(c)[m2(E1E3m4zs(z

2
s − 1)−m3(z2s + 1)(E1E4zs

+pcmpcm)) +m1(E2E4m3zs(z
2
s − 1)−m4(z2s + 1)(E2E3zs + pcmpcm))]}dzs ,

T ij3P2
=

1

32πNij

∫ 1

−1

1

20m1m2m3m4
{F ij(b)[3m2(m4(3z2s − 1)(−(pcmp

′
cm − E1E3zs))− E1m3zs(z

2
s − 1)(E4 + 2m4))

+m1(m3(−3(3z2s − 1)(pcmp
′
cm − E2E4zs) + 2m4zs(m2(6z2s − 2)− 3E2(z2s − 1))− 6E4m2zs(z

2
s − 1))

−3E3m4zs(z
2
s − 1)(E2 + 2m2))] + F ij(c)[3m2(E1m4zs(z

2
s − 1)(E3 + 2m3)−m3(3z2s − 1)(E1E4zs + pcmp

′
cm))

+m1(m4(−3(3z2s − 1)(E2E3zs + pcmp
′
cm) + 2m3zs(3E2(z2s − 1) +m2(2− 6z2s)) + 6E3m2zs(z

2
s − 1))

+3E4m3zs(z
2
s − 1)(E2 + 2m2))]}dzs .

(A13)

One can estimate each partial wave amplitudes from Eq. (A13). Inputting these partial wave amplitudes into Eq. (14),
one can calculate the invariant mass spectrum and fit it to the data. Nevertheless, to get an impression about the
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partial wave scattering amplitudes intuitively, we list the analytical LO amplitudes as follows

T 11,LO
1S0

(s) =
c1(68m4

1 + 8sm2
1 + 5s2)

144πm4
1

,

T 11,LO
5S2

(s) =
c1(s+ 6m1

√
s+ 14m2

1)2

1800πm4
1

,

T 11,LO
3P0

(s) = 0 ,

T 11,LO
3P1

(s) = −c1(s− 4m2
1)

12πm2
1

,

T 11,LO
3P2

(s) = 0 ,

T 12,LO
1S0

(s) =
−10c2(m3

1 −m2
2m1)2 − 2s2(3m2

2 − 8m2m1 +m2
1) + s(m4

2 + 4m2
2m

2
1 + 56m2m

3
1 + 7m4

1) + 5s3

288
√

2πm2m3
1s

,

T 12,LO
5S2

(s) =
−c2(14m2

1 + 6m1
√
s+ s)((m2

1 −m2
2)2 − 3s3/2(m1 +m2)− 14m1m2s+ 3

√
s(m1 −m2)2(m1 +m2)− s2)

3600
√

2πm3
1m2s

,

T 12,LO
3P0

(s) = 0 ,

T 12,LO
3P1

(s) =
c2(m1 +m2)pcmp

′
cm

12
√

2πm2
1m2

,

T 12,LO
3P2

(s) = 0 ,

T 13,LO
1S0

(s) =
c5(−10(m3

1 −m2
3m1)2 − 2s2(3m2

3 − 8m1m3 +m2
1) + s(m4

3 + 4m2
1m

2
3 + 56m3

1m3 + 7m4
1) + 5s3)
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,
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One would find that the LO partial wave amplitudes are not simply the coupling constants, e.g., ci, as the particles in
the scattering have a spin J = 1. Also, it shows the threshold behavior of the elastic and inelastic scattering partial
waves. See 3P1 waves for details.

Appendix B: The channels of χcJχcJ

About the intermediate channels of χcJχcJ , they contribute through the processes of J/ψJ/ψ → χc0χc0 → J/ψJ/ψ
and J/ψJ/ψ → χc1χc1 → J/ψJ/ψ, see Fig.3. Here the ω exchange dominates the diagrams. To elaborate it clearly,

J/ψ

J/ψ

χc0

χc0

ω

J/ψ

J/ψ

χc1

χc1

ω

FIG. 3. The t-channel meson exchange diagrams of J/ψJ/ψ → χc0χc0 and J/ψJ/ψ → χc1χc1. The u- channel ones are similar
and not plotted here.

we construct the effective Lagrangians of SV V and AV V as

LSV V = h1χc0ψµ〈V µ〉 ,
LAV V = h2ε

µναβψµχc1ν〈Vαβ〉 , (B1)

where Vαβ = ∇αVβ − ∇βVα, and Vα is the Octec of lightest vector resonances [72]. According to these effective
Lagrangians, we can calculate the amplitudes listed in Fig.3. One has

Tχc0 =
2h21(ε1 · ε2)

t−m2
ω

+
2h21(ε1 · ε2)

u−m2
ω

,

Tχc1 =
8h22

t−m2
ω

((ε∗3 · ε∗4)((−p3 · ε1)(p4 · ε2)− t(ε1 · ε2)) + (ε2 · ε∗3)(t(ε1 · ε∗4)− (−p3 · ε1)(−p2 · ε∗4))

+(p1 · ε∗3)((−p2 · ε∗4)(ε1 · ε2)− (p4 · ε2)(ε1 · ε∗4))) +
8h22

u−m2
ω

((ε∗3 · ε∗4)((−p4 · ε1)(p3 · ε2)− u(ε1 · ε2))

+(ε1 · ε∗3)(u(ε2 · ε∗4)− (p3 · ε2)(p1 · ε∗4)) + (−p2 · ε∗3)((p1 · ε∗4)(ε1 · ε2)− (−p4 · ε1)(ε2 · ε∗4))) . (B2)

As done in the previous sections, the partial wave decomposition of these amplitudes, e.g, S-waves are given as

Tχc01S0
=

2
√

3

3
T 0,χc0
++ −

√
3

3
T 0,χc0
00
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=
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√
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. (B3)

From it, one sees very clearly the left hand cuts locate at (−∞, 5.908 GeV) for χc0χc0 and (−∞, 5.569 GeV) for
χc1χc1. Obviously, These left hand cuts would be farther compared with the ones generated by the mesons exchange
(such as ππ, σ, η and η′) of J/ψJ/ψ → J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(2s), J/ψψ(3770). Moreover, the thresholds of χc0χc0, χc1χc1
are 6.829 GeV and 7.021 GeV, respectively. They are farther away from the structure (the peak around 6.90 GeV or
the dip around 6.75GeV) of di-J/ψ spectra, compared with that of J/ψψ(2s) and J/ψψ(3770). See Fig.4. Hence, we

FIG. 4. The thresholds of χc0χc0, χc1χc1, J/ψψ(2s), and J/ψψ(3770).

ignore these two channels in our analysis.
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[18] Ming-Sheng Liu, Qi-Fang Lü, Xian-Hui Zhong, and Qiang Zhao. All-heavy tetraquarks. Phys. Rev. D, 100(1):016006,

2019.
[19] Muhammad Naeem Anwar, Jacopo Ferretti, Feng-Kun Guo, Elena Santopinto, and Bing-Song Zou. Spectroscopy and

decays of the fully-heavy tetraquarks. Eur. Phys. J. C, 78(8):647, 2018.
[20] Roel Aaij et al. Observation of structure in the J/ψ -pair mass spectrum. Sci. Bull., 65(23):1983–1993, 2020.
[21] Jingqing Zhang and Kai Yi. Recent CMS results on exotic resonances. PoS, ICHEP2022:775, 11 2022.
[22] Yue Xu. ATLAS results on exotic hadronic resonances, arxiv: 2209.12173 [hep-ex].
[23] Wei Chen, Hua-Xing Chen, Xiang Liu, T. G. Steele, and Shi-Lin Zhu. Hunting for exotic doubly hidden-charm/bottom

tetraquark states. Phys. Lett. B, 773:247–251, 2017.
[24] Xiang-Kun Dong, Vadim Baru, Feng-Kun Guo, Christoph Hanhart, and Alexey Nefediev. Coupled-Channel Interpreta-

tion of the LHCb Double- J/ψ Spectrum and Hints of a New State Near the J/ψJ/ψ Threshold. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
126(13):132001, 2021. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 127, 119901 (2021)].

[25] Jun-Zhang Wang, Dian-Yong Chen, Xiang Liu, and Takayuki Matsuki. Producing fully charm structures in the J/ψ -pair
invariant mass spectrum. Phys. Rev. D, 103(7):071503, 2021.

[26] Chang Gong, Meng-Chuan Du, Qiang Zhao, Xian-Hui Zhong, and Bin Zhou. Nature of X(6900) and its production
mechanism at LHCb. Phys. Lett. B, 824:136794, 2022.

[27] Qin-Fang Cao, Hao Chen, Hong-Rong Qi, and Han-Qing Zheng. Some remarks on X(6900). Chin. Phys. C, 45(10):103102,
2021.

[28] Zhi-Hui Guo and J. A. Oller. Insights into the inner structures of the fully charmed tetraquark state X(6900). Phys. Rev.
D, 103(3):034024, 2021.

[29] Ze-Rui Liang, Xiao-Yi Wu, and De-Liang Yao. Hunting for states in the recent LHCb di-J/ψ invariant mass spectrum.
Phys. Rev. D, 104(3):034034, 2021.

[30] Xiao-Yun Wang, Qing-Yong Lin, Hao Xu, Ya-Ping Xie, Yin Huang, and Xurong Chen. Discovery potential for the LHCb
fully-charm tetraquark X(6900) state via p̄p annihilation reaction. Phys. Rev. D, 102:116014, 2020.

[31] Hong-Wei Ke, Xin Han, Xiao-Hai Liu, and Yan-Liang Shi. Tetraquark state X(6900) and the interaction between diquark
and antidiquark. Eur. Phys. J. C, 81(5):427, 2021.

[32] Hua-Xing Chen, Wei Chen, Xiang Liu, and Shi-Lin Zhu. Strong decays of fully-charm tetraquarks into di-charmonia. Sci.
Bull., 65:1994–2000, 2020.

[33] Jun-Zhang Wang and Xiang Liu. Improved understanding of the peaking phenomenon existing in the new di-J/ψ invariant
mass spectrum from the CMS Collaboration. Phys. Rev. D, 106(5):054015, 2022.

[34] Jie Zhang, Jin-Bao Wang, Gang Li, Chun-Sheng An, Cheng-Rong Deng, and Ju-Jun Xie. Spectrum of the S-wave fully-
heavy tetraquark states. Eur. Phys. J. C, 82(12):1126, 2022.

[35] Guang-Juan Wang, Qi Meng, and Makoto Oka. S-wave fully charmed tetraquark resonant states. Phys. Rev. D,
106(9):096005, 2022.

[36] Wen-Chao Dong and Zhi-Gang Wang. Going in quest of potential tetraquark interpretations for the newly observed Tψψ
states in light of the diquark-antidiquark scenarios, arxiv: 2211.11989 [hep-ph].

[37] Zhi-Gang Wang. Analysis of the X(6600), X(6900), X(7300) and related tetraquark states with the QCD sum rules. Nucl.
Phys. B, 985:115983, 2022.

[38] Qi Zhou, Di Guo, Shi-Qing Kuang, Qin-He Yang, and Ling-Yun Dai. Nature of the X(6900) in partial wave decomposition
of J/ψJ/ψ scattering. Phys. Rev. D, 106(11):L111502, 2022.

[39] D. Morgan. Pole counting and resonance classification. Nucl. Phys. A, 543:632–644, 1992.
[40] L. Y. Dai, X. G. Wang, and H. Q. Zheng. Pole Analysis on Unitarized SU(3) × SU(3) One Loop χPT Amplitudes.

Commun. Theor. Phys., 57:841–848, 2012.
[41] Ling-Yun Dai, Xuan-Gong Wang, and Han-Qing Zheng. Pole Analysis of Unitarized One Loop χPT Amplitudes - A Triple

Channel Study. Commun. Theor. Phys., 58:410–414, 2012.
[42] Shin Ishida, Muneyuki Ishida, Hiroyuki Takahashi, Taku Ishida, Kunio Takamatsu, and Tsuneaki Tsuru. An Analysis of

pi pi scattering phase shift and existence of sigma (555) particle. Prog. Theor. Phys., 95:745–766, 1996.
[43] Shin Ishida, Muneyuki Ishida, Taku Ishida, Kunio Takamatsu, and Tsuneaki Tsuru. Analysis of Kπ scattering phase shift

and existence of κ(900) particle. Prog. Theor. Phys., 98:621–629, 1997.
[44] Zhiguang Xiao and H. Q. Zheng. Left-hand singularities, hadron form-factors and the properties of the sigma meson. Nucl.

Phys. A, 695:273–294, 2001.
[45] Z. Y. Zhou, G. Y. Qin, P. Zhang, Zhiguang Xiao, H. Q. Zheng, and N. Wu. The Pole structure of the unitary, crossing

symmetric low energy pi pi scattering amplitudes. JHEP, 02:043, 2005.
[46] Irinel Caprini, Gilberto Colangelo, and Heinrich Leutwyler. Mass and width of the lowest resonance in QCD. Phys. Rev.

Lett., 96:132001, 2006.



23

[47] S. Descotes-Genon and B. Moussallam. The K*0 (800) scalar resonance from Roy-Steiner representations of pi K scattering.
Eur. Phys. J. C, 48:553, 2006.

[48] M. Bando, T. Kugo, S. Uehara, K. Yamawaki, and T. Yanagida. Is rho Meson a Dynamical Gauge Boson of Hidden Local
Symmetry? Phys. Rev. Lett., 54:1215, 1985.

[49] Li-Sheng Geng, Raquel Molina, and Eulogio Oset. On the chiral covariant approach to ρρ scattering. Chin. Phys. C,
41(12):124101, 2017.

[50] Chang Gong, Meng-Chuan Du, and Qiang Zhao. Pseudoscalar charmonium pair interactions via the Pomeron exchange
mechanism. Phys. Rev. D, 106(5):054011, 2022.

[51] R. Casalbuoni, A. Deandrea, N. Di Bartolomeo, Raoul Gatto, F. Feruglio, and G. Nardulli. Phenomenology of heavy
meson chiral Lagrangians. Phys. Rept., 281:145–238, 1997.

[52] A. D. Martin and T. D. Spearman. Elementary Partical Theory. Number 70-97206. North-Holland Publishing company-
Amsterdam, 1970.

[53] J. A. Oller. Coupled-channel approach in hadron–hadron scattering. Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys., 110:103728, 2020.
[54] Suh Urk Chung. SPIN FORMALISMS, CERN-71-08. 3 1971.
[55] Shi-Qing Kuang, Ling-Yun Dai, Xian-Wei Kang, and De-Liang Yao. Pole analysis on the hadron spectroscopy of Λb →

J/ΨpK−. Eur. Phys. J. C, 80(5):433, 2020.
[56] Tran N. Truong. Chiral Perturbation Theory and Final State Theorem. Phys. Rev. Lett., 61:2526, 1988.
[57] A. Dobado and J. R. Pelaez. The Inverse amplitude method in chiral perturbation theory. Phys. Rev. D, 56:3057–3073,

1997.
[58] J. A. Oller, E. Oset, and J. R. Pelaez. Nonperturbative approach to effective chiral Lagrangians and meson interactions.

Phys. Rev. Lett., 80:3452–3455, 1998.
[59] A. Gomez Nicola and J. R. Pelaez. Meson meson scattering within one loop chiral perturbation theory and its unitarization.

Phys. Rev. D, 65:054009, 2002.
[60] Ling-Yun Dai and Michael R. Pennington. Comprehensive amplitude analysis of γγ → π+π−, π0π0 and KK below 1.5

GeV. Phys. Rev. D, 90(3):036004, 2014.
[61] Ling-Yun Dai and Michael R. Pennington. Pion polarizabilities from γγ → ππ analysis. Phys. Rev. D, 94(11):116021,

2016.
[62] Ling-Yun Dai, Xiang Sun, Xian-Wei Kang, A. P. Szczepaniak, and Jie-Sheng Yu. Pole analysis on the doubly charmed

meson in D0D0π+ mass spectrum. Phys. Rev. D, 105(5):L051507, 2022.
[63] K.L. Au, D. Morgan, and M.R. Pennington. Meson dynamics beyond the quark model: A study of final state interactions.

Phys. Rev. D, 35:1633, 1987.
[64] Ling-Yun Dai and M. R. Pennington. Two photon couplings of the lightest isoscalars from BELLE data. Phys. Lett. B,

736:11–15, 2014.
[65] De-Liang Yao, Ling-Yun Dai, Han-Qing Zheng, and Zhi-Yong Zhou. A review on partial-wave dynamics with chiral effective

field theory and dispersion relation. Rept. Prog. Phys., 84(7):076201, 2021.
[66] F. James and M. Roos. Minuit: A System for Function Minimization and Analysis of the Parameter Errors and Correlations.

Comput. Phys. Commun., 10:343–367, 1975.
[67] B. Efron. Bootstrap Methods: Another Look at the Jackknife. Annals Statist., 7(1):1–26, 1979.
[68] G. Passarino and M. J. G. Veltman. One Loop Corrections for e+ e- Annihilation Into mu+ mu- in the Weinberg Model.

Nucl. Phys. B, 160:151–207, 1979.
[69] P. R. Auvil and J. J. Brehm. Wave functions for particles of higher spin. Phys. Rev., 145:1152–1153, May 1966.
[70] Howard E. Haber. Spin formalism and applications to new physics searches. In 21st Annual SLAC Summer Institute on

Particle Physics: Spin Structure in High-energy Processes (School: 26 Jul - 3 Aug, Topical Conference: 4-6 Aug) (SSI 93),
pages 231–272, 4 1994.

[71] M. Jacob and G. C. Wick. On the General Theory of Collisions for Particles with Spin. Annals Phys., 7:404–428, 1959.
[72] L. Y. Dai, J. Portoles, and O. Shekhovtsova. Three pseudoscalar meson production in e+e− annihilation. Phys. Rev. D,

88:056001, 2013.


	Study of X(6900) with unitarized coupled channel scattering amplitudes 
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Formalism
	A Effective Lagrangians and scattering amplitudes
	B Partial wave decomposition
	C Unitarizaton

	III Fit results and discussions
	A Fit to the invariant mass spectra
	B On the nature of the  

	IV Summary
	V Acknowledgements
	A Scattering amplitudes
	B The channels of cJcJ
	 References


