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In this paper, we study the resonant state X (6900). The scattering amplitudes of coupled chan-
nels, J/yJ/-J/p(25)-J/pp(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/v and J/4(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 07T. 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 Z1(3900)[9, 10] in the J/¢7" invariant mass spectrum, implying the
éedu component. In 2015, LHCb discovered two P, states [11] and later they are found to be ‘splitted’ into three
such states [12], P (4312), P (4440), P+ (4457), with about nine more times decay events collected. The P.s are
observed in the J/¢p invariant mass spectra, and hence they should contain at least five quarks, ¢cuud. In 2021,
LHCb discovered the T in DYDY+ invariant mass spectrum [13, 14]. This further grasps the attention of theorists
as it is very likely to be evidence for multi-quark states, cciid. 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/¢.J/1y was measured in the energy range
of [6.2-7.4] Gev/c?, and a narrow structure was found near 6.9Gev/c?, labeled as X (6900), with the signal statistical
significance being larger than 5 o. 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/c?,
T'[X(6900)] = 80 + 19 + 33 MeV /c?.

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

M[X (6900)] = 6886 & 11 & 11 MeV /c?,
(6900)] = 168 + 33 4 69 MeV/c?.

=
P

Recently, ATLAS and CMS presented their measurements on J/1J /1 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 & 0.0375-06 GeV,
T[X(6900)] = 0.12 £ 0.0475:0% 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 ,
T[X(6900)] = 122 & 22 4+ 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/t 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 6818725 — i1427 15 MeV in the third Riemann sheet in their two-channel case, with the quantum
number either to be 07 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 07 or 27+, While the X (6900) can be regarded as a P-wave resonance, with the quantum
number to be either 0% or 17T, 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 '. Therefore, we will also extract the
phase shifts of the J/vyJ/vy 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/y-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/v.J/v-J/ynp(2S)-J/1p(3770), we construct the following effective La-

grangians®:
L=c1V,Vo VIV + oV, Vo, VIV 4+ sV, VIVEV'S + eV, V VLV + 5V, V, VIV

+egV VI VIV + eV VRV VY + sV VA VIV 4 gV, VRV, VY (1)

where V', V', V" represent for J/v, 1(25), ¥(3770), respectively. Note that the interactions of four heavier vector

mesons, V""", such as V;VoV'#V'® are ignored since the thresholds of V'Y would be heavier than 7.2 GeV,

beyond the energy region of the invariant mass spectrum we focus on. The x.0Xxeo and Xc1xe1 channels are ignored,

t00, as they are farther away from the structure (the peak around 6.90 GeV and the dip around 6.75 GeV) of di-J /¢

spectra, compared with the VV’ and VV” channels. Also, the left hand cuts generated by the meson exchanges
through ¢- and u-channels scatterings in the processes of J/¥Jy — Xcsxes are farther away than J/¢Jy — JJ,

ITypical 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.



JY(2S), Jy(3770). For more details, see discussions in Appendix B. For simplicity, the interactions between
vectors and pseudoscalar or scalar mesons, for instance, VVrr 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 n.n., h.h., 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

1+ 9 1-—
= " TIH ~AH
J = = [HaA" =l
- 1-— 1+

Consequently, the LO interaction Lagrangian for J/¢J/¢ — J/1J /1) is
Ligss = g1(JJJJ)
IR /A R R S
=t L g P
= 2Neg1 V, Vo VAV, (2)

where N¢ is the number of colors. It is the same as Eq. (1) with ¢; = 2Ngg;. 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%. The superscripts ‘i, j’ are labels dor channels, with the numbers ‘1,2,3’ specified as

T T[4, J[ip(25) and J/ip(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]:

7] J,ij J
Tuiuz;uzm (5,25) = 167Ny § :(2‘] + I)Tu1ﬂz;u3u4(s)duu'(25)' 3)
J

Here one has z; = cosf,, with 6, the scattering angle in the center of mass frame in s-channel. y = pu; — po and
' = ps — pa are the difference in the helicities of the two particles in initial or final states, respectively. N;; is the
normalization factor caused by the property of identical particles, with N1y = 2 for J/vJ /v — J/vJ /1 amplitude,
Ni1i = V2 for J/yJ /v — J/pip(28S), J/92p(3770) amplitudes, and N = 1 for others. s is the Mandelstam variable,
with s = (p1 + p2)2. d;f#, is the standard Wigner functions defined according to rotations[52]. The partial wave

amplitudes T7:%7 . (s) can be obtained in Ref.[38]. Indeed, each polarization vector of Eq. (Al) can have three
different helicities, {+1,0, —1}, as all of the quantum number of J/v,1(2S5), and ¢(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

J _ 11374 S1+S9o—83—s J
T#wz;usm(s) - @(_1) e 4T*#1*#2;*H3*#4(8)’ (4)

where 7); is the intrinsic parity of the ¢—th particle, and s; is the spin. The conservation of the amplitudes under time
reversal transformation gives
J _J
T, waipana (s) = T, paspamm (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/¢YJ /v — J/YJ /¢, J/pp(28) —
J/Ppp(2S), J/4p(3770) — J/1p(3770). See discussions below.



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 |JM uqps) to the |[JMLS) representation. This is
converted by the following operations [52]

2L +1
2J +1

[TM: juapiz) = (557)* (LSOulT ) {svsapn, —pua|Spa) | TM; LS) (6)

LS

where the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients can be found in PDG [4]. With Egs. (3,6), the partial wave decomposition of
each helicity amplitude in the |JM LS) representation can be seen Eq.(A1l) in Appendix A.

Further, it is convenient to list the quantum number JX¢ of the .J/1.J/1 system to separate the partial waves. In
di-J /v system, the charge conjugation and parity are given by C' = (—1)Y*% and P = (—~1)’. 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, 07+ and
27+ The P-waves, 0~F, 17", and 27+. See Table I. The quantum numbers in bold and italics in Table I are those

L S=0 S=1 S =2
0tt (1Sg) 1+- 2+t (58,)
1 17~ 0" (®Po) 177 (®P1) 271 (3P2) 1/ 27~ 37~
2 ot+ 1t— ot— 3+- grt gtt o ogtt gttt

TABLE 1. Quantum number (J¥) of J/1J/1 system. The number in the bracket is in the |JM LS) representation, with the
form of 25t'L ;.

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, 15y —5 Dy.). For the partial wave amplitudes T% (i # j, inelastic scatterings), there are 41 independent
helicity amplitudes, and the partial waves can be expressed as

ij 10,5 0,ij 0,ij 0,ij 0,ij
Tlf%(s) = §[2T++J++(3) + 2T++377(s) - 2T++J00(5) - 2T00-ﬁ+(5) + Tooojo(s)] )
Tii _ 1 2id 2id @ 2id 2 i T2
55, (5) = 15[ e () T ()] + 15[ ) F T () + T (s) + T2, (s)]
V3,
15
1 T2 T2 T2 T2 2 T2:ii T2:ii 2
+5[ 100+ (8) + T o(8) + Tign—(8) + T (s) + Tioho(8) + Toi04 (8) + Toio— () + Tl o(s)]
V2

2 (T3 0(8) + TEgh () + T4 (5) + Toi () + T2 (5) + TRl 4. (5) + T2, () + To L (5)]

2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij
+ T++]+0(3) + T+oi+(3) + T++]0+ (s) + T0+i+(5) + T++J—0(3) + T—oi—-s-(s) + T++J0— (s) + TO—i—-i—(s)]

2 ij Jij ij 2V6 2 ij 2 ij ij

15 [T2500() + Tg12- () + Togio ()] + o= (12200 (5) + Toof— (9)] + LT3, () + TEE_(s)]
2V3 s 2,ij 2,ij 2,1

+ 5 [T5000(8) + TogTo(s) + To 50 (s) + Togo (5]

ij 0,ij 0,ij
Tip,(s) = Ty 4 (5) = Ty _(s),
Tl () — Lyl Tlii Tlii i TLii Tl i i
3p (s) = 5[ Loro(8) = Tinpy () — Toi5o(s) + Thiglo(s) — Tinp—(s) — To %0 (s) + Toiog (s) + Toip—(s)]

V3

ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij 2,ij
TS?:@ (s) = ?[T++]+0(3) + T+Oi+(3) + T++j0+(5) + T0+i+(s) - T++J70(5) - Tfoi+(3) - T++j07(3) - T07]++(3)]

3 ij ij Jij Jij Jij Jij Jij Jij
+1—0[TJQF’OJ+O(5) + T02’+6+(s) - T02+67(8) - Tzoio(s) + TiO(JH(s) + To2+j+o(3) - Tﬁo(j)f(s) - T()ino(s)]



T2 () -T2 (o). M

Due to the time reversal invariance, the partial wave amplitudes of T% (elastic scatterings), i.e., the amplitudes of
processes of J/WJ /Y — T[T/, J/p(2S) — J/Yp(2S), J/w(3770) — J/4p(3770), have only 25 independent

helicity amplitudes and the partial waves can be simplified as

i1 1 11 [ 11 11
Tl () = [2T00 () + 2T _(s) — AT o0 (s) + Togoo(9)]
3

i 2V6 i 2,ii
Tis,(s) = W[T+’++,(s) + T+ (9] +

2V3 o 2,ii 2,ii 2,ii 2 9.
T5[T+7++0(5) + T 0 (8) + T o(s) + T ()] + BTO(’)OO(S)

2 . . . . 24/2 . . . .
I[P, (s)+ TH L (s) + Thoo, () + T (s)] + 2v2 (T3 0(s) + TP () + T2 o (s) + T2, ()]

5 5
4 i 1 2 i i i ANV6, 2
+ET42§+00(5) + B[Tibw(s) + TOQJ}O+(5) + TO2—,&-O—(3) + Ti’o-o(s)] + fTi—oo(S)
A4V3 o i 1 i ii
5 [T000() + T o0 (9)] + 5 T2 (5) + T _(s)],
i 0,0 0,ii
T3P0(3) =T (s) =T _(s),
i 1 1,4 1,4 1,ii i 1,4
T5p, () = E[TJIFOJFO(S) — 2T 04 (8) + T o(s) — 2T 50 (5) + T01+0+(5) +Tyio— ()],
T, (s) = g[Ti7+++(5) - Ti’+——(5)] + T[T42§++0(5) + T—‘t2-,+0+(8) - Ti?——o(s) - Ti#o-(s)}
+E[Tib+o(5) + Toloy () = T (s) = T340 (s)] + g[TJQr'ow(S) — T80 ()] (8)

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

C. TUnitarizaton

The unitarity of the partial wave amplitudes in terms of the |JM LS) representation is given as [38, 52-54]. |[p'”|, EZ.,
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/vJ/¢-
J /P (25)-J /¢1p(3770). Therefore, one can write the unitarity relation for each partial wave as

ij i kj
ImT%) g = ZTJIZS pe Tris s (9)
k=1

2|p] N2(s,m?,,m2
Pk(s) _ ZH — ( 1k 2k) ) (10)
k S

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. py is the phase space factor for the k-th channel, given as [55],
where myy and moy are the masses of the two particles in the k-th channel. The triangle function A(s, m%k, m%k) has
been given in the Appendix.A.

The scattering amplitudes given in Egs. (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
unitarization®. Here, the matrix Padé approximation is performed by constructing the amplitudes from the LO and
NLO amplitudes. One has

T:TLO . [TLO_TNLO]fl '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.



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 diagrams*. In
practice, the partial waves of 3Py and 3P, (with the quantum numbers 0~ and 2~7) 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, 'Sy, 5Ss, 3P,. Furthermore, for 3Py and 3P, waves, we
use the perturbative amplitudes without unitarization. We sum these five partial waves to obtain the invariant mass
spectrum of J/y-pair system and fit it to the data. The relation between S matrix element and T amplitudes may
also be helpful for searching poles:

Sik(s) = 5i +2iy/pj(s)pr(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.

ITII. 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/vJ /1 invariant mass spectrum. The events distribution is calculated by [62]

d Events! - il 9
—as oM Pem(s) D /_ dzs\Zaszwm $,2)|",

H1p2 K3 e

d Events? -
s = N2 p,(5) Z / dzé\Zozz 2 apapa (5,287 (13)
[ 2 43 fha

where pe,, and pl,, are the momentum of J/¢.J/v and J/¢1p(2S5) 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/¢ or
J/1p(2S). Note that only ATLAS gives the data of the J/1(2S) invariant mass spectra, which will be able to
perform a combined analysis on these two invariant mass spectra. NLQ is a normalization factor. Notice that the
other factors, such as the integration on the azimuthal angle ¢, a factor 27, and the normalization factor of the final
states, have been absorbed into the normalization factor N; 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, Fig,(s), Fsg,(s),
Fsp,(s), Fsp, (), F3p,(s). The quantitative contributions of the intermediate states J/¥.J/y to J/¢J /1 re-scattering
are unknown. Indeed it is possible that each of the amplitudes, T, T2!, and T3', has a significant contribution to
the J/1J /4 invariant mass spectrum. In addition, the threshold of J/J/1(2S) is 6783 MeV, and the threshold of
J /1 J/(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, T;; (T}2), contributes a ratio,
a;, with the normalization condition ), a? = 1. Note that the o? and N 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

> / IZ%T:&&Wszs>\2dzs=512w2[|F11gi<s>|2+5|F£éi<s>\2+|F£;3i<s>|2+3\F;é<s>|2+5|F35;i<s>|2},

H1p2 43 e

(14)
The relationship between F amplitudes and T amplitudes can be expressed as
Fjps(s) = a1NTyps(s) + aaNoT7ps(s) + asN3Tips(s),
Fips(s) = arNiTy7 5(s) + aaNoT77 (5) + asNsT7 5(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
o and k, with reasonable poles found by unitarizing amplitudes of chiral perturbation theory.



Here N; is the normalization factor caused by the property of identical {)articles in the initial states of T" amplitudes,
which is given as N; = v/2 and N33 = 1. Indeed, the way to achieve ijs(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 o
including the left-hand cut and distant right-hand cut.

As discussed above, except for measurements on the invariant mass spectrum of J/4 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/+, and also a new X(6600) resonant structure is observed. The other is from ATLAS
collaboration [22], they measured the invariant mass spectra of 4, both from di-.J/v and from J/1-1(2S5), 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/¢J/1-J/1(25)) and the other for triple-channels case (J/v¥J/¥-J /11 (2S)-
J/p(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. IT 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: My =
3096.9 MeV, my25) = 3686.1 MeV, my 3770y = 3773.7 MeV. The renormalization scale of one-loop amplitudes is
taken to be p = 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 7, .- The parameters and

the x of Fits. I, 11, an are shown in Table or the couple-channels case. ose of Fits. IV, V, an are
h c2i.o.f f Fits. I, IT d II1 h in Table IT for th le-ch 1 Th f Fits. IV, V d VI

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

+0.000T
—0.1236 " 5001

F0.000T
—0.1504 7 5002

+0.000T
70'0618—0.0001

Cc1
ca —0.5336F0001 —0.6203% (0001 —0.33697 (000
s —0.3180%0 0001 —0.3492F 00001 —0.3171 00008
es  —0.6178¥0050 —0.68357 000 —0.53867 (000
N LB600FGGE 0533670000 0.1888T0 o0
v i - 0.2200 06705
o OSETanm OSM0lgen 0182Thoe
2Oé2 —0.9237F 00055 —0.93647( 5000 0-98347 0005
Xd.o.f. 1.31 1.77 2.53

TABLE II. Parameters of couple-channels case. The unit of the normalization factor N is 107*MeV 2. The uncertainties of

the parameters are taken from bootstrap.

shown in TablellI 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)
ar —0.1254T0 000 —0.146670 0007 —0.125870 000
2 —0.58601070001 —0.589270 0007 —0.580510:0001
s 0190870107 0.007250005  0.009375 000
s —1.0690700055 —0.8476 10001 —1.0280 501
s —0.061170 000 —0.0892+0:0000 —0.05427 0001
co  —0.281170 0008 —0.3468T0 0010 —0.28971 (0008
o1 0.599475:0007  0.795015:00%7  0.59031 50007
s 02618707007 05205700001 0.220975 0001
co  —0.216975001 —0.678975 5051 —0.2408 755000
Nio 245837532 0m2mat{E 01470
Na 0.1247 00631
ar o 0.3624%005% 0.2721700005  0.176180:05%3
az 0861075817 ~0.03127G 0818 —0.73337 0458
az  —0.356870 55, —0.242670 0% —0.65670 355
Xi.o.f. 1.30 1.95 1.91

TABLE III. Parameters of triple-channels case. The unit of the normalization factor N is 10"*MeV 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.



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.
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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 20.

It can be found from Tables IT and III that, almost in all the Fits, co, ¢4 and c; are relatively large, indicating
that T2, T?2, and T3 play significant roles in the coupled channel scatterings. They could contribute to the di-J /v
spectrum through process such as J/y(25) — J/¢Y(2S) — J/1J /1. This implies that J/¢¥(2S) should have a
relatively significant contribution to the resonant structure of the X (6900). The strength of the couplings confirms



91/wa/e = 191€"° | 91/puw2s) = lgle’?
lg1|(MeV) | ©1(°) |lg2|(MeV)| ¢2(°)

Data RS pole location (MeV)

I1(- +) | 6882.8753-316.5727 992.5736:5|-89.970-31684.377:9 [89.1+5

LHCb(Fit.I)
IT1(- -) | 6880.4754-i27.873-2 |981.27%%2 | 87.470-1 |681.0757 [84.9192

II(- + )| 6897.473%7-20.975°7 [1113.7F7 7| 89.9761 |815.375 % |88.9701

CMS(Fit.IT)
III(- -) [6893.27)%7 -i37.710:%3 |1104.2%%2 | 86,570 % | 804.5757 |83.815 ]

II(- + )| 6887.37352-316.775-2 |821.175.1, | —89.9701 | 394.5723 |88.770-]

ATLAS(Fit.IIT)

I1I(- - ) |6886.673%;% -i20.6752 | 820.8%48 | 89.1701 |393.0723 85,8101

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, p1, and pa.

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 x2 7. (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/¢(3770) — J/¢J /)
and J/y(3770) — J/11p(2S) have been included. It should be stressed that though the J/¢(3770) channel will
contribute little to the X (6900), it supplies a significant background to the J/1J/1 invariant mass spectra and thus
improve the fit quality, especially around the J/11(3770) threshold.

Our Fits. I and IV for LHCb data have much smaller x2 7.~ 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 x2 7. 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 MeV®. Roughly, the solutions of Fits. I/TV (for
LHCDb) 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 IT and III. For the solutions of
ATLAS, they fit well the invariant mass spectra of di-J/¢ and J/¢1(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 Si1,
Saz, detS, ete. 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., 1Sy, Ss, and ®P; waves, while the other two (3P, and 3P, waves) are rather
small and contribute as a background. Finally, only one pole is found in the 'Sy 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 1Sy (with quantum numbers of 07 F) 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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91/wi/e =191 | 91/0w2s) = 191€° | 95 9w i770) = lgle™?
lg1|(MeV) | 1(°) |lg2l(MeV) | @2(°) |lgal(MeV)| 3(°)

Data RS pole location (MeV)

II(- + +) | 6874.873:0-i50.41 17 |1398.5771%185.970%]962.1F107 [84.6701 | 18.2707 |-79.91 03

4.3 1.9 +20.1 0.3 +13.4 +0.5 0.7 +0.6
LHOb(Fit IV) III(- - +) | 6862.0745 -i68.91 19 |1364.71201180.619:3 [927.47 134 |77.570-2 | 19.3%57 | —79.0%5:§

IV(---) | 6862.0753 -i68.9725 |1361.67195 [80.77521925.37 125 | 77.575-4| 19.4707 | -78.675-3

VII(- + -)| 6874.873% -i50.47 1] [1394.37177 |85.91071959.27 137 [84.510:1 | 18.470 7 |-79.2709

(- + +) | 6888.47153.359.470 7 |1452.872% 85,6751 | 795.871%2(83.3751 | 38.872 1 | 82.2703

_ III(- - +) [6878.9F 113 -i73.179:5 11430.372%*82.070 1 | 773.97 %% | 77.8703 | 36.472% | 65.0738
CMS(Fit.V)

IV(---) |6878.97153 4731729 11430.5718.8182.070-1| 773.8787 |77.8102| 36.772:1 | 65.67S

VII(- + -) [6888.4 7155 -i59.470 7 11452.37244 85,6701 [795.472%,6183.3701 | 39.4722 | 83.4752

(- + +) | 6897.771%1-i50.975-5 11409.871%0(86.275-1 | 997.013-% |85.070-1| 57701 | 56.770%

III(- - +) |6883.8718:3 _i73.472:81 1373.617-2 |80.8791 | 960.0756 |77.5+0-1| 72401 | 97 gH+1-1
ATLAS(Fit.VI) 4.0 0.7 2.7 0.1 1.3 0.2 0.1 1.0

IV(- - -) |6883.873%3 -i73.472811379.071%° [80.875-1| 963.877-% |77.575-1| 7.3701 | 22.171

VII(- + -) [6897.7F2% -i50.9709 [1406.7725%:*86.2701 | 994.977-% 1850191 | 5.8792 | 57.6759

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, p1, p2, and ps.

For the couple-channels case, two poles can be found in RS-II and RS-III in 'Sy 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%5} and T = 55.615,
that of the Fit. IT (fitting to CMS’s) is M = 6893.27,%7 and T' = 75.4755, and that of Fit. IIT (fitting to ATLAS’s)
is M = 6886.6f§‘1§3 and I' = 41.2f8:§. According to the pole counting rule [39, 40], a pair of accompanying shadow
poles in RS-IT 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 (cccc), so it is likely to be a compact tetra-quark state. Its couplings
to the J/yJ /v, J/P1p(2S) channels are given in Table IV. The magnitudes of g; and go are large and in the same
order. Both of them are much larger than that of g3. It implies that the two channels, J/v.J /v and J/¢(2S), couple
strongly to the X (6900). This is compatible with our discussions above, where J/¢¥(2S) should have a relatively
large contribution to the di-J/v 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 'Sy wave only.
The information about their pole parameters is shown in Table V. In the energy region between /s;5, = 6783.0 MeV
and /5¢p, = 6870.6 MeV, RS-IV is the closest one to the physical sheet, while in the energy region above /sy, =
6867.6 MeV, RS-1V is the closest one to the physical sheet. Specifically, the poles being closet to the physical sheet
are as follows: M = 6862.0753 and I = 137.8755 in RS-IV for Fit. IV (fitting to LHCb’s); M = 6878.9711 and
[ = 146.2753 in RS-IV for Fit.V (fitting to CMS’s); And M = 6883.87}%% and T' = 146.875% 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 g; and go. This
confirms that J/41)(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 1Sy, 5Ss, 3Py, 3Py, and 3P, 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 355 partial
wave, and 'Sy and 3P, 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 1Sy and %S5, while the other contributions
from the P-waves can be ignored. In all these solutions, the Sy partial wave has an obvious resonant structure around
6900 MeV, and the °Sy partial wave contributes as a smooth background. It suggests that the X (6900) should be
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185(07 ) 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 m. Therefore, we give the phase shifts of §,(J/¢J/vp — J/1J/1) 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 1Sy partial wave is very likely

150 |

100 |

d,(degree)

50 |

150

100

6, (degree)

50 |

6250 6500 6750 7000 6250 6500 6750 7000 6250 6500 6750 7000

My s [MeV] My 50 [Mev] My/ps/e [MeV]

FIG. 2. Phase shifts of J/¥J/1y scatterings of different partial waves. The solid blue, dashed brown, dash-dotted olive, dotted
gray, and solid pink lines are for 'So, 552, 3P1, 3Py, and 3Py, 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/¢.J/v) -J/1(2S) and J/oJ /¢ -J/¢1p(2S)-
J/p(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 1Sy, °Sy, 2Py,3P;, and 3P, waves are left. The padé approximation is
applied to recover the unitarity. By fitting to the di-J/¢ invariant mass of LHCb, ATLAS, and CMS, as well as the
J/¢1p(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 = 6862.07¢5 and T' = 137.813% in Fit.IV, fitting
to the date of LHCb; M = 6878.971L% and T' = 146.2%52 in Fit.V, fitting to the date of CMS; M = 6883.8+15%3
and I' = 146.81‘?:2 in Fit.VI, fitting to the date of ATLAS. All of these poles are from 'Sy wave, implying that their
quantum number is 07", 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 7% can be expressed as
T = B3 (e1 - £2)(} - €5) + Fil (61 - €3)(e2 - €3) + 2 (e1 - €})(e2 - €5), (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 Wlth different polarization structures. Notice that the effective Lagrangians do not contain derivatives.
Hence, the polarization vectors are contracted by the metric tensors g% g® '8 without complicated momentum terms,
resultlng in a simple formalism for the scattering amplitude as shown in Eq. (A1). The specified expressions of the

form factors F(i,z)(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(,g) are given by

1
62 [256¢1 Bo(s, m?, m3) + 32¢2Bo(s, m?, m3) + 32¢2By(s, m?,m3) + (32¢3 + 16c3¢4) Bo(s, m3, m3)
+(32¢2 + 16¢sc7) Bo(s, m3, m3) + (16¢2 + 8cgco) Bo(s, ma, m3) + 64ci Bo(t, m?,m3) + 8c2Bo(t,m?, m3)

+8¢2Bo(t,m?, m3) + 4c; Bo(t,m3, m3) + 4¢3 Bo(t, m3,m3) + 2¢3 Bo(t, mg,m?,) + 64¢1 By (u, m%,mf)

+8¢3Bo(u, m}, m3) + 8¢ Bo(u, m3, m3) + 4¢3 Bo(u, m3, m3) + 4c2Bo(u, m3, m3) + 2c3 Bo(u, m3, m3)],

Fly =8+ —

1
F(b) =8+ — T6r [SCQBO(S m3, m3) + 8¢ Bo(s,m}, m3) + 64ci Bo(s,m7, m3) + 32¢3By(t,m3, m3)

+32¢2 By (t,m3, m3) 4 256¢2 By(t, m?,m3) + 8c§Bo(u m3,m3) + 8¢ Bo(u, m?, m3) + 64c2 Bo(u, m?, m?)
+2¢3Bo(s,m3, m3) + 4ci Bo(s,m3, m3) + 4¢3 By (s,m3, m3) + 8cg(2cs + c9) Bo(t, m3,m3)

+16¢3(2¢3 + ¢4)Bo(t, m3, m3) 4 4¢3 Bo(u, m3, m3) + 16¢¢(2cs + c¢7)Bo(t, m3, m3) + 2¢2 Bo(u, m3, m3)
+4C$B0(u m3,m3)],

FH) =8¢y + 8c2Bo(s,m?,m3) + 8c2Bo(s,m?, m3) + 64c3 By (s, m?, m?) + 8c3By(t, m3, m3) + 8c2 By (t, m?,m3)

16m 2[
+64c3 Bo(t,m3,m3) + 32¢5Bo(u, m?, m3) + 32c2 Bo(u, m3, m3) + 256¢2 By (u, m3, m?) + 2c3 Bo(s,m3, m3)
+4c2Bo(s,m2, m3) + 4c2 By (s, m32, m2) + 2c2Bo(t,m3, m3) + 4c2 By (t, m3, m3) + 4c2By(t, m3, m3)
+808(208 + ¢9) Bo(u, m3,m3) + 16¢3(2¢3 + c4) Bo(u, m3, m3) + 16¢6(2c + c7)Bo(u, m3, m3)],

F12) = 2¢y + —— [4(2¢3 + Teq)caBo(s, m?,m3) + 2cs5(2cs + Tcg) Bo(s, m?,m3) + 64cicaBo(s, m3, m?)

16 1672
+4(2¢3 + c4)caBo(t, mT, m3) + 2¢5(2cs + o) Bo(t,m3,m3) + 16¢1c2Bo(t, m3, m7)
+4(2¢3 —|— c4)caBo(u, m?,m3) + 2¢5(2cs + o) Bo(u, m3,m3) + 16¢1c2Bo(u, m3, m?)],

F(1b2) =200+ — 16 ——[4(2¢3 + ca)caBo(s,mi, m3) + 2¢5(2cs + o) Bo(s,mi, m3) + 16¢1c2Bo(s, m3, m7)

+4(2¢3 + Teg)eaBo(t, m?, m3) 4 2¢5(2cs + Teg) Bo(t, m?, m3) 4 64cica Bo(t, m?,m?)

+4(2c¢3 —|— c4)c2Bo(u, m?, m3) + 2c5(2cs + o) Bo(u, m3,m3) + 16¢1c2Bo(u, m3, m?)],

F(lc) 2¢y + —— [4(2¢3 + c4)caBo (s, m3, m3) + 2¢5(2cs + o) Bo(s,m?,m3) 4+ 16¢1c2Bo(s, m3, m?)

16 1672
+4(2¢3 + c4)caBo(t, m3,m3) + 2¢5(2cs + o) Bo(t, m?,m3) 4 16c1cBo(t, m3, m?)
+4(2¢3 + Teg)ea Bo(u, m?,m3) 4 2¢5(2cs + Teg) Bo(u, m?, m3) 4 64c1coBo(u, m?,m?)],
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1
Fla?’) =20+ — T6m 5[2¢2(2¢s + Tcg) Bo(s, m?,m3) + 4(2c6 + Ter)es Bo(s,m3, m3) + 64cics Bo(s, m3, m?)

+2¢2(2¢8 + co) Bo(t, m?, m3) + 4(2c6 + c7)cs Bo(t,m?,m3) + 16¢1c5 By (t, m3, m?)
+2¢2(2¢8 + ¢9) Bo(u, m?, m3) + 4(2¢6 + c7)cs Bo(u, m?,m32) + 16¢1c5 By (u, m?,m?)]

1
62 [2¢2(2¢8 4 ¢9) Bo(s, m?, m3) + 4(2c + c7)cs Bo(s,m3,m3) 4 16¢1c5Bo (s, m3, m?)
+2¢2(2¢g + Teg) Bo(t, m3,m3) + 4(2¢6 + Ter)es Bo(t, m3,m3) + 64cic5 Bo(t, m?, m?)
+2¢2(2¢8 + ¢9) Bo(u, m?,m3) + 4(2¢6 + c7)cs Bo(u, m?,m3) + 16¢1c5 By (u, m?,m?)]

F(lb?i = 205 +

Flz’; = 2¢5 + ——[2ca(2c8 + o) Bo(s,m?,m3) + 4(2¢6 + c7)es Bo(s, m3, m3) + 16¢1¢5Bo(s,m3, m3)

1
1672
+2¢2(2¢ + co) Bo(t, m}, m3) + 4(2c6 + c7)cs Bo(t,m3,m3) + 16¢1c5 By (t, m3, m?)
+202(2¢:8 + Teg) Bo(u, m?,m3) + 4(2¢6 + Ter)es Bo(u, m2,m3) + 64cic5Bo(u, m?, m?)],

F22) = 2¢4 + ——[8ca(2c3 + 3c4) Bo(s,m3, m3) + 2co(2cs + 3c9) Bo(s,m3,m3) + 16¢3Bo(s,m3, m?)

16 2

+166104Bo(t m3,m3) + 16czcq Bo(u, m3,m3) + 4egco Bo(u, m3, m3) + 4caBo(u, m3,m?)],
F(QbQ) =4dcg + —— 16 — [4(4c2 + c2)Bo(s,m3,m3) + (4c2 + c2)Bo(s,m3, m3) + 4c2 By (s, m3, m?)
+16¢1 (6¢3 + c4)Bo(t, m?,m?) 4 4(4c2 + c3)Bo(u, m3,m3) + (4¢3 + c2)Bo(u, m?,m3) + 4c3 Bo(u, m3, m?)],

F22)—204—|-

; 16¢3c4Bo(s,m?, m%) + 4egegBo(s, m?, mg) + 40530(5, m?2,m?) + 16¢,c4Bo(t, m?, m?)

1
167 2[
+8¢4(2¢3 + 3c4) Bo(u, m?, m3) + 2c9(2cs + 3co) Bo(u, m3, m3) + 16¢5Bo(u, m3, m?)],

F(Qa‘s) o + ——=[4(cacs + c3co + 3caco) Bo(s, m?, m32) + 4(creg + coco + 3crco) Bo(s, m?, m3) + 16cac5Bo(s,m3,m?3)

1
1672
+80109B0(t m%, mf) + 4(cqcs + c3cg)Bo(u, m%, m%) + 4(cres + cgey) Bo(u, m%, m%) + 4cocs Bo(u, m%, mf)} ,

F(zb?i =2cg + T6m 2[ (4czes + caco)Bo(s, m?,m3) + 2(4cecs + creg) Bo(s, m?,m3) + 4eges Bo(s, m3, m?3)

+8¢1(6cg + co) Bo(t, m?, m3) + 2(4czcs + caco) Bo(u, m3, m3) + 2(4eges + crco) Bo(u, m3, m3)
+40205B0(u m3,m?)],

2 2

Fz?j = g + —[4(cacs + c3c9) Bo(s, m3,m3) + 4(cres + cgco) Bo(s, m3, m3) + dcacs Bo(s, m3,m?)

16 2
+8¢1c9Bo(t, m?, m?) + 4(csco + calcs + 3¢o)) Bo(u, m2,m32) + 4(cgeo + cr(cs + 3¢9))Bo(u, m?, m32)
+160205Bo(u,m%,m%)]a

F33) =27+ —

a

16 ——5[2¢9(2cs + 3c9) Bo (s, m?,m3) + 8¢cr(2¢6 + 3¢7) Bo(s,m3, m3) + 16¢2 Bo(s,m3, m?)

+160107Bo(t m3,m3) + dcgeg Bo(u, m?, m3) + 16¢ge7 Bo(u, m3, m3) + 4c2 Bo(u, m3, m?)],

Fgfﬁ = dcg + —— [(4¢2 + c2)Bo(s, m?,m3) + 4(4cz 4 ¢2)Bo(s,m}, m3) + 4c2Bo(s,m?, m?)

16 2
+16¢1 (6¢g + c7)Bo(t, m?,m?) 4 (4cz + c2)Bo(u, m?, m3) 4 4(4c2 + c2)Bo(u, m3,m3) + 4c2 Bo(u, m3, m?)],

1
F31§ 27 + —— 62 5 [4csco Bo(s, m3,m3) 4+ 16cgcr Bo(s, m3,m3) + 4cz Bo(s, m3,m3) + 16¢1¢7Bo(t, m3, m7)

+2¢9(2cg + 3c9)Bo(u, m3, m3) + 8c7(2¢6 + 3¢7)Bo(u, m?, m3) + 1605B0(u, m?, mf)} , (A2)

where s,t,u are the Mandelstam variables with s = (p1 + p3)?, t = (p1 — p3)? and u = (p1 — p4)?. M1 23 Tepresent
for the masses of J/v, 1(2S), and ¥ (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
Bo(s,m2,m?) is defined as[68]

BO(S,mg,mg) =

)\1/2(s,m2,mb In <\/s— Mg + Myp)? \/s— —mb)2>

S \/s— o — Mp) +\/s— (Mg + myp)?
2 2 2
myp ma® —my® + s myp
—ln(‘uQ>+2+( “ 2 )1H< 2) 5 (A3)

s Mg



14

where \(a,b,c) = (a + b — c)? — 4ab is the triangle function. In the equal mass case, it can be simplified into

~In (Tf) — p(s,m)n <f’(m>“) T2,

B 2 2y
O(Sam y T ) p(s,m) 1

(A4)

with p(s,m) = /1 —4m?2/s the phase space factor. Note that in the calculation of the one-loop diagrams, the
propagator we used is
Kk,
. , (1 _f) e
iDyu(k) = —i? R : (A5)
where the Feynman gauge is applied, i.e., £ = 1. The polarization vectors are expressed as [69, 70]
E
E (P, £) = = (0, 71, —i,0)T n51,0) = (il g 0, Bryr
€ (p1, £) 9 ( + ) € (p1,0) (m m1> )
L V2 . " |P2| Es
b (pa, ) = 7 (0; %1, —i,0)" b (P2,0) = (m2 :0,0, —m—Q) ,
2 p3| E E
b (ps, +) = g(o; Fcosl,, —i, £sinf,)” b (p3,0) = (‘%ZI, m—z sin @y, 0, m—z cos )"
2 D E E
€y (Ps, £) = g(O;:I:COS 05, —i, Fsin ) el (Ps,0) = (M; — L §in6,,0, ——2 cosb,)” (A6)

my Ty Ty

where E; = /m? + |p;|? is the energy of the i—th particle, and 65 is the scattering angle in the z — z plane. Here the
overall phase of the polarization vector of spin-one particle has been fixed such that

(7, —N) = (=) (7). (A7)
For the other particle moving in the —p’ direction, one has
(=7, =A) = =69 s (7 A) .- (A8)

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

6(]7, )\) . 6(}5: )\/)* = —(5)\)\/ .

For the scattering of the coupled channels, J/vJ/y-J/i1p(2
are given as:

(A9)
S)-J/11p(3770), the 41 independent helicity amplitudes

1 1 9 i
—(2zs +1)? F(b) + -1) F(g),

T-i&-J;i-++(S7ZS) = F(izz) + 4 4(

Tf;s-+—(572s = ( — Z ) (b) NS F”
ij 1 i
T"rj—-‘r-i-(S? Z (1 Z, ) (b) —+ F j
Tf—&-—-y(svzs = % (1 Z: ) + F”
ij 1 i ;
Toras(s2) = 3 (1 ) (Faf) F}),

TV o(s,25) =

_( \/1—22E2F2J

ma b)

V(2 £ 1 M@ i
b

Tfo++(5>28) = (

477’L4 )
ij V2(zs +1)y/1-22E1
T o4 (s,25) = 4m, Fay +
ij ZS+1 \/l—ZEg ij
T 14 (s,25) = dms Foy =

2(255 — 1)\/ 1-— Z?EQ FU

c)>’
— 1 \/1 — Z2E4FU

@)

\/ 1— 22E1 FU

- (c)

—1 \/1—2,’ E3F”

4msg O



Tf_k__(s, zs) = F(Zi) +

1 2 ij 1 2 1]
Z(zs—l) F(Z> Z(Zerl) F(g)’

Iy 1 ij ij
TY | (s,25) = 7 (2 + 1)*(Fy) + Fl),

4

i 1 ij ij
TP (s,2) = J(2s = 12 (F) + F())

4
i ~ V2(z = 1)1 - 22E; i V2(z +1)y/1 - 2B, Fii
Yi—o(s,2s) = Ammg Oh 4msy ()’
T” . \/§(ZS — 1)ME4 FU \/5(25 + 1) V 1- Z§E4 Fz]
_0++<37 Zs) = - 4my ) dmy (c)?
++0-18,%s) = amy (b) 4my ()
y V21— 2)/1— 22B5 i V2(=1—2,)\/1— 225
Tyl 1 (s,25) = = Fay — Feo
4m3 4m3
. V2(zs + 1)y/1 = 22Ey , . .
ij _ S s 1) 9
T tolsiz) = 4ms (Fipy + Fio)
y V2(zs + 1)y/1 = 22Ey y
ij _ s s () ©J
Tios-(s:25) = 4my (Fioy + o))
y VL - 2 ) VI= 2By
Tf—0+(57 zs) = 4my (F(zg) + F(zg)) ’
’ VB0 =2 T= By
Ty (9,20 = -2V S g,
ij \/i(l—zs)MEg ij ij
T_j_:,..l,_o(sv Zs) = — 4y (F(g) + F(Z)) ’
i V2(1 = 20)\/1 = 22B4 ij
Tio-+(s:25) = 4my (Fy + E)
V22, = O)\1=- 2B, i
T_j+0+(57 ZS) = 4m1 : (F(g) + F((J‘)) ’
V2(—zs —1)\/1=22E5, i = i
Toi—+(57 zs) = — Ams s (F(g) + F(g)) ’
J E\Es + Po iy, (VBB iy
ij — e T lem pey 4 \7s 7 TTTTE (pg "
T++00(37 zs) = myma F(a) - 2mima (F(b) - F(c)) ’
y EsEq+ (phn)? 5 (22 —1)EsEy, y
ij — 374 T \Wem) pij 4 \7s 7) TS0 pij "
Too4+(5,2s) = mamy Flay+ 2mgmy oy +F)-
2
ij o (Zs + 1)(ZSE2E4 7pcmp£:m) ij (ZS — 1) EyEy 1%
T fo4o(s:25) = 2mamy Foy+ 2mamy (@)
2 /
ij _ (E=YD BBy (= DB B+ PemPim) i
T 004 (8525) = —( 2y F(b) + rmyma F(C)) )
2 /
i _ (O BBy (5 = 1) (BB pembln) s
Ty’ 1o(s,25) = —( Mg F(b) + 2moms F(C))’
2
ij o (Zs + 1)(ZSE1E3 7pcmp/cm) ij (ZS — 1) EyE3 1%
Toho4(s525) = 2mims F(b) + 2mims F(C) ’
2
ij - (25 — 1)(pcmp(/:'7n — 25y By) ij (1 - Zs) EyE,y ij
T+0—0(57 zs) = Omgma F(b) + 2mamy F(C) ’
y 1-2)E\By ;i (25 +1)(25(—E1Ey) — ton) i
ij __(==) BB s s\~ 21 24) 7 PemPem) pig
T0-(8,25) = —( My F(b) + 2mimy F(C)
y 1—23)EsEs ;i (254 1)(25(—E2F3) — A
i _ (=) BaB (ot D) (e (BaBs) — Pembln) i
TO,JFO(S, ZS) - ( 2m2m3 F(b) + 2m2m3 F(C)

) I

15



16

ij _ (ze = D@embPl, — 2:E1Bs) 1y, (1= 25) 1B
Toto-(8:25) = 2myms oy + 2myms @
ij (1-2) BBy i
TY go(s,2s) = W(Faﬁ +F),
i (1—22) EsEy i
Top4—(8:25) = W(F(i) F)
. B ﬁMEl(st2E4 _pcmp/cm ij f\/ﬁEQ zsE1Ey +pcmpcm) ij
T 000 (85 25) = Fb Fop»
2mymamy (b) 2mimomy (€)
. V21— 22E3(2 B2 By — Pemblom) 1ii V2A/T — 22B4(2E B3 + PembDlom) i
T00+0(5>Zs) = E Fo
2mamamy (b 2momagmy (©
y V21— 2B (=2 E1E3 + Pemblm) i V21— 22E1 (25 B2 B3 + pemblm) i
Tooo(s, 2s) = Fiy = Fey
2mymams (b) 2mimams ()
2] \/EMEAL(_ZSEIES +pcmp::m ij IM‘E?’ Z5E1E4 +p0mpcm) ij
Tooo+(s,25) = — Fb Fey
2mymamy (b) 2mimsmy ()
.. EE 2 EE ! 2 i cm/ _SEE cm/ _SEE
Tééoo(sazs) — ( 14£2 +pcm)( 3Lug + (pcm) >F2J + (p Dem 2 1 3)(p Pem c 2 4)Fzg
e ———_ (a) mimamymy O
FE.FE D FEyF /
(Z.s 1444 +pcmpcm)(zé 2123 +pcmpcm)F1] , (AlO)
M1 MMMy (©

where E; = \/m? + [p;|? is the energy of the i-th particle (i=1, 2, 3, 4) in the center of mass frame, and |p;]
is the modulus of the three momentum. One has |pi| = [p2] = pem = VA(s,m3,m3)/4s, |ps| = |pa| =

A(s,m%,m3)/4s. -
The decompositions of the helicity amplitudes in |JM LS) representation are given as:
T (sem) = 162N, Y2 4 D) Y VL ;1+21Lf ) LSOl T (T |18 0
J LS,L'S'
(s1sopin, —pua|Sp) (S'p|s3sapts, —pa) Tralp g - (A11)
i _ 16w ij A s i 2
Vi (s,25) = 3 Tig, (s) + 87 Tsy, (s) + [+ 3 T%, () + 8115y, (8)](325 — 1) + -+,
TV, (5,25) = 40T, (s)(1— 22) + -,
T . (s,25) = 4.7TT5ié2(8)(1 —22) e,
T, (s,25) = 47TT5%2(5)(1 —22) 4,
T, . (s,25) = 471'Tff9 (s)(1—22) +
TV, o(s,2s) = [4V2rTEL (s) +12V2 ﬂT;f?D ()1 — 2224+ -,
Ty (5:20) = [—AVERT, (5) — 12V3rT, ()T = 222 4 -+
TP\ 0 (s,20) = [-4V2r T (s) — 12V27 105, ()]\/1— 222, + -,
Ty (5,25) = [AV2RTEL () + 12V20 T3, ()] VT — 222, + -
TP (5,2) = S5 T () = 87T (5) + [ T, () = Sn T ()32 = 1) -+
TV, (s,25) = 4n Ty, () (1 +2)° 4+,
T (s.2) = 4nTi ()L = 2)° 4,
T, ol ) = [AVIRTH, () + 12V30T, (VT — ot
T, (8, 20) = (4V2r T8 (s) — 12V2r T35, (s))y/1 — 222 + -+,
T o (s,25) = [4\f7TT” (s) — 12v27 T4, (s)]\/@zs +-e-,
Ty o (s,25) = [—4V21 T ,(8) + 12v2r Ty, (s)]\/q,zq +oen
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T o(8,25) = —AV2rToL (s)(1+ 25)y/1— 22 + -+,

) At

T8, (5,20) = 42T, ()14 2)/T— 22 + -+,
TV o (s,2) = —4V2rTe% (s) (1 — z)y/1— 22+ -+,
Ti,(s,25) = 4V/2n T, (s)(1 = 2) /1= 22 +--- ,
T, o(s,25) = —4\f7rT1f,g (s)(zs — 1)\ /1— 22+ -,
T8, (5,2) = 42T, ()(2 — )/ T— 22 + -,
T, 0, (5,25) = 42T (5)(2s + 1)y/T— 22+ -+,
Téi—+(5azs) = —4\f7rT” L)+ DV =224,

T, 00(s, %) = —M%Tff%( )+ %T;gz(s)(?)zg EED N

by (5:25) = —I%WT” (s) + %”T;'j (5)(322 = 1) +4--- ,

T 0(s,20) = 6755 (s)(1+ 20) + [AnTiL () + 67T5%, (8))(222 + 26 = 1) + -+,
Tos (5:25) = =6mT5p, (s)(1 = 25) + [4n T34, (s) + 6nT57, ())(—225 + 25 +1) + - -+,
T o5, 28) = —67T55, (s)(1 — 25) + [AnTEL (s) + 67T4%, (s)](—222 + 2o+ 1) + -+,
Téio+(37 zs) = 677T§f;1 (s)(1+z5) + [47TT” (s) + 67rTif32(s)](2z§ tzg—1) 4,
Ty (5, 25) = 67T, (5)(1 — 25) + [AnTiL (s) — 6mT5% (5)](—222 + 25 + 1) + -,
TPho(8,25) = —67T5%, (s)(1 4 25) + [A7TiL (s) — 67137, (5)](222 + 26 — 1) + -+,
T30 o(s,25) = —6mT5% (5)(1 + 25) + [AnTYL (s) — 67T, (5)](222 + 25 — 1) + -+,
Ty o (s,25) = 6745 (s)(1 — 25) + [AnTe% (s) — 67T (5)](—222 + 2 + 1) + -+,
T gos,2,) = 87T, (s)(1 = 22) + -+,

Tghy—(5,25) = 87T (5)(1 = 22) + -+,

Ti00(s: 25) = —SﬁwaféQ(s)MZ«s N

Tiso(s,25) = 8\/§WT;752 (s)V/1— 2225+,

Téioo(sy Zs) = 8\/§7TT;§2 (s) \/st N

T (5, 25) = —8VZRTL, (s)3/T— 2224+,

Tohoo(s, 2s) = Tngo( s)+ 1§”ng2( )32 — 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:

1

TIS" 32w N;; /,1 3mimamsmy

+F(ilf)[(pcmp’cm — By E32)(pemplym, — B2F12) + mamy(mima (22 4+ 1) — 2E1 By (22 — 1))]

+ O (B1Baz + pemPlon ) (B2 E32 + PemDi) + mama(myima(z2 4+ 1) — 2B1 By (27 — 1))}z,
T552 327Ny /,1 30m1mlgm3m4 {Fl‘i) [2(323
02 )]+ Fipy 2((PemPlm — E1E325) (325 — 1) (pemPlom, — B2Baz) +ma(6E22s (25 — 1) — 3maz]))
+m3(m1 (323 (E2Esz — Pemploy) + ma(3Fo(—222 4+ 22 + 1) + mo (322 + 222 +2))) — B1(22 — 1)(62(E2E, 25
~PemPem) + Bama(4d — 623) + 3ma(=2E42 + Ex + ma(22 +1)))))] + F(5)[2(327 = 1)(E1Ea2 + PemPlo) *
(E2E32s + pemPlm) — 3E1ma(22 — 1)(425(E2E32s + pemPlm) + ma(Es — 2E322)) + ma(—4E2(22 — 1) *
(325(E1Eyzs + pemPhm) + E1ma(2 — 322)) 4+ 6ma (223 (E1Esz + DemPly) + E1ma(—2z22 + 22 + 1))

{F)[(B\Ey + p*) (B3 Ey + (pl.,,)?) + 4mgma(Ey By + myms + p2,,)]

— D)((E1E2 + p2)(EsEy + (ply,)?) 4+ mama(mymy — 2(E1 Es



T3P0 ==

i,

i,

ij
T S

ij
T 3,

j
T3,

T

T

3P2*

3P, ==

18
+m1 (3E2E4(22% — 322 + 1) + ma(6Ea (=223 + 22 + 1) + ma (627 + 422 +4))))] }dzs

327TN“ / Fiey)zsdzs
1

327TNZ'Z' _1 4mimaomsgmy
—mamz (23 + 1) (PemPlyn, — B2Eaz)] + Fii[ma(B1 Esmaz(23 — 1) = 2m3 (25 4+ 1)(B1Eazs + PemPiem))
+EyEymimazs (22 — 1)]}dzs

1
327Ny J_1 20mymamsmy
+mimz(—3(322 — 1) (PemPly, — EaEsz) — 4myzs(3F2(22 — 1) + ma(1 — 322)))]

—l—F(C) [3ma(EyEsmyzs (22 — 1) + ms(4Bymyzs(22 — 1) — 2(322 — 1)(E1E42s + DempPlm)))
+mimszs(3Fa By (22 — 1) 4+ 4my(3E5(22 — 1) + mao(1 — 322)))|}dz, ,

1
32mNyj J_1 3mimamsmy
#(PemPem — FaBazs) — EiEamgma(2] — 1) + myma(mama(27 + 1) — EsEy(27 —1))] + FZﬁ)[(ElEm
+PemPem) (B2 Bszs + pempem) — E1Bamama (22 — 1) + maima(mama (23 +1) = B3 By (27 — 1))]}dzs

1 i
32m N J_1 30mimamamy {F(;)
—E2E12)((322 — 1) (pemPly, — F1E325) + 3E1mazs(22 — 1)) + 2EBo9my (22 — 1) (324 (pemPly, — F1E325)
+E1m3(322 — 2)) + 3ma(2(Fyzs (22 — 1) — maz®) (pemplm — E1F325) + Eyms(22 — 1)(E4(222 — 1)
—my (222 +1))) +my(625(E3(22 — 1) — m322) (PemPlm — E2Eazs) + 3Eamy (22 — 1)(E3(222 — 1)
—m3(222 4+ 1)) + ma(Ey(2? — 1)(2E3(322 — 2) — 3m3(222 + 1)) + ma(3E3(—222 + 22 + 1)
+mg (625 + 427 +4))))] + Fij) [6(mazs(— B3z + Es +mg3z}) — Eamazy (22 — 1))(E1Eazs + pemPe,)
+2(322 — 1)(E1Eszs + PemPlom) (BaE32s + PemPhg) — E1ma (22 — 1)(625(E2E32s + DemPlm)
+2Eym3(2 — 322) + 3ma(—2E322 + E3 + 2msz? +m3)) + ml(m4(62 (E2E325 + DemPlam)
+m3 (3B (=222 + 22 4+ 1) + mo(622 + 422 +4)) + 3E3ma(—222 + 22 + 1)) — E4(22 — 1)(62,(E2F3z,
+pcmpcm + 3Eyma(1 — 222) + ma(—6F322 + 4F3 + m3(622 4 3))))] }dzs ,

{F(ZZ) [ma(—ma (22 4+ 1) (PemPh — E1E325) — 2E1Eymazs(22 — 1))

{F(y) [Bma(ma(3z2 = 1)(=(PemPlr, — B1E325)) — 2B1mazs(22 — 1)(Ey + 2my))

{F(li)[(ElEQ + 2mima + p2)(E3E4 + 2mgmy + (pcm)Q)] F(ZZ) [(pcmpcm - EIEBzS)

[2(322 = 1)(EvEz — mama + pZy) (B3 By — mama + (L)) + F(p) [2(pemPl

— ij
= 327-(-N’LJ / F(b) (C) stZs I

1
327TNij 1 4m1m2m3m4
(—(PemPerm — EaEazs)) — ExEsmyz(22 —1))] + F(cj) [mo(E1Esmyzs(22 — 1) — ma3(22 + 1)(E1 B, 2,
+pcmpcm)) + ml(E2E4mSZs(ZS - 1) - m4(zs + 1)(E2E3ZS +pcmpcm))]}dzs ,

1
327TNij 1 2Om1m2m3m4
+m1(m3(—3(3zf — 1) (pemPly, — E2E425) + 2m4zs(m2(623 —-2)— 3E2(z§ -1)) - 6E4mgzs(zf —-1))
—3B3mazs(2] — 1)(Ez 4 2m2))] + F{) [Bma(Evmazs(25 — 1)(Es + 2mg) — m3 (322 — 1)(E1Eazs + PemPlon,))

+m1(m4(—3(3,zf —1)(E2E325 + DempPl) + 2m32’5(3E2(Z§ — 1) +ma(2— 623)) + 6E3mgzs(zf —-1))
+3Eym3zs(22 — 1)(EBy + 2m2))] bz -

{F(ig) [ma(ma(22 4+ 1)(BE1E32s — PempPem) — E1Eamazs(22 — 1)) +my(ma(22 + 1) *

{F ) Bma(ma(322 = D)(=(Pemblm — E1Es2,)) — Eimazy(23 = 1)(Ea + 2ma))

(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

c1(68m3 + 8sm? + 55?)

11,LO _
vs, (9) 14dmm? ’
Tll’LO(S) o Cl(S + 6m1\/§ + 14m%)2
752 B 18007m] ’
T 5" (s) =0,
c1(s — 4m?
T31F1,1LO(3) - _ 1( 1) ,

127m?
T31113;LO (5) =0,

—10c2(m3 — m3m1)? — 25%(3m3 — 8mamy + m?) + s(m3 + 4m3m? + 56mam3 + Tmt) + 553

TIZLO () = ’
So () 288v/2mmams3s

T12’LO(8) _ —co(14m? + 6my+/s + 8)((m3 —m3)? — 35%/2(my + ma) — 14mimas + 3v/5(my —mo)?(my + my) — s2)
°52 3600v/2rmimas ’

T31123(;LO (5) = 0,

)

TSlQ,LO( ) — CQ(ml + mQ)pCmp,cm
P 12\/§7rm%m2

T3 (s) =0,

_c5(=10(m? — m3mq)? — 25%(3m3 — 8mims + m3) + s(m§ 4+ 4mim3 + 56mims + Tm?) + 5s°)

T13.LO (o) — 7
"o () 288v/2rmimss
T13,LO( ) = —c5(14m? + 6my/s + s)((m3 —m?)? — 35%/2(my 4+ ms3) — 14mimas + 3v/s5(m1 — ms3)?(my + ms3) — s2)
*52 3600v/2rmmss ’
TSI;%LO(S) _0,
13,LO cs(my + mg) * Do * Pl
Tsp1 (3) = 5 >
12\/§7rm1m3
T311§;LO (3) =0,
1
22,10
Tig™ (s) = W[—SB(?)TTL%(QCg + 3cyq) — dmyma(2c3 + Teq) + 3m3(2c3 + 3cs)) — s(2c3 + c4) *
(3m§ + dmims + 3mf)(m? — mg)2 + (2¢3 + 64)(m% - m§)4 + 52(803(m‘21 + 5m%m§ + m‘ll)
tea(Tmy — 24mym3 + T4m2m32 — 24m3mg + Tm3)) + 25*(c3 + 2¢4)]
2210 (g) _ (2¢3 + c4)(—(mF — m3)? + 35%/%(my + my) + 14mimags — 3/s(my — my)?(my + my) + s%)?
°52 B 7200mm2m3 s2
1750 (s) =0,
72210 () = _ [es(mF + m3) + 2camama]py,,
S 12m%m% ’
T3 (s) =0,
1
23,LO
Tig, " (s) = TT52mm2maimiss? [—53(3(2c8 + 3co)(2m3 + m3 + m3) — 4my (2cg + Teg)(ma +m3)) + 2(2cs + co) *
(m3 —m3)*(m? —m3)? + s2(2cg(m3 + 4m? (m3 + 8mams + m32) 4+ 6mam3 + m3 + 8mi) + co(mi
+2m?2(5m3 4 64mams + 5m32) 4+ 12m3m32 — 24m3 (my + ms3) — 24mymams(me + ms) + ms + 14m}))
—5(2¢cg + co)(4mymams(m3 +m3) — 3mT(m3 4+ m3) + 3mama(m3 + m3) + 3m3(m3 — 4mam3 + m3)
+4m2 (my + m3) — 8m3mams(my + m3) + 6m$) + 4s*(cg + 2¢9)],
1
ng;LO(s) = [(2¢s + co)((m2 — m2)? — 3532 (my + ma) — 14mymas + 3v/5(my — ma)? *

 14400mm3mamz s>

(my +mg) — 52) * ((m% — m%)2 — 353/2(m1 +mg3) — 14mymss + 3v/s(mq — m3)2(m1 + mg3) — 32)]



20

T35 (s) =0,

[2cs(m? + mams) + comi (ma + m3)|PemPhm

T:23,L0
op (8= 48mm2mams ’
TBQ;));LO (S) - O 9
: 1
33,LO
g " (s) = W[—SS(?)(ml +m32)(2c6 + 3c7) — dmyma(2c6 + Ter)) — s(2¢6 + ¢7)(3m3
+4mymz + 3m?)(m3 —m3)% + (2¢6 + c7)(mF — m2)* + s2(8cg(mj + 5mim3 + m})
+er(Tms — 24mym3 + T4m2m?2 — 24m3ms + ™m?)) + 25 (cg + 2¢7)]
T30 () — (2¢6 + c7)(—(m} — m3)? + 3532 (my + m3) + 14mymgs — 3y/5(m1 — m3)*(my + mg) + s2)*
792 B 7200mm3m3s?
33,LO
T‘?»P0 ( ) = Oa
THLO () — [cs(mF + m3) + crmamg]p3,
*Py 127rm3m? ’
T35 (s) =0, (A14)

One would find that the LO partial wave amplitudes are not simply the coupling constants, e.g., ¢;, 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 3P; waves for details.

Appendix B: The channels of x.jxcJs

About the intermediate channels of x.sxcs, they contribute through the processes of J/¥J/1 — xcoXco = J/P T/
and J/VJ/Y = xe1Xer — J/WJI /), see Fig.3. Here the w exchange dominates the diagrams. To elaborate it clearly,

J/w Xco ']/77/" Xel

> > > >

J/ /(/) X0 J / ,l/) Xe1

FIG. 3. The t-channel meson exchange diagrams of J/9J/1{ — xcoXco and J/1J/1) — Xe1Xe1. The u- channel ones are similar
and not plotted here.

we construct the effective Lagrangians of SVV and AVV as
Lsvv = hixeou(V"),
EAVV = h2€lwa5wu><clu<v&ﬁ> ’ (Bl)

where V3 = V. Vs — V3V, and V, is the Octec of lightest vector resonances [72]. According to these effective
Lagrangians, we can calculate the amplitudes listed in Fig.3. One has

o 2h%(€1 . 82) + 2h%(51 -52)

Teeo = t—m? u—m2
8h’% ) * * i * * *
Ty, = m((% ~e)((=ps -€1)(pa - €2) —t(e1-€2)) + (e2 - €3)(t(er - €1) — (—p3 - €1)(—p2 - €1))
2
+(p1-€3)((=p2 - €1)(e1 - €2) — (pa - €2)(e1-€1))) + %((53 ce)((—pa - €1)(ps - €2) —uler - £2))
+(e1-e3)(ulea - €1) — (3 - €2)(p1-€1)) + (—p2 - €3)((p1 - €1)(e1 - €2) — (—pa-€1)(e2 - €]))) - (B2)

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

2V3, o V3.0
T1Xn0 — T X 0 7T »X c0
So 3 3
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th(gmg/w +5) . 2(m3/w +m2  —ml)—s+ \/(s — 4m3/w)( —4m?2 )

\/gm?,/w\/(s—élm?j/w)(s—élmicg) 2(m3,, +m3,, —m3) —s—\/ —4m3,,)(s —4m2 )
1

T = Sertyg, v artye - ot - 2T + T
2 2 2
B h3mg[4m3 ,m3, | —s(m3,, +m3, )] . 2(m3, + My, — — s+ \/ —4m?3,,)(s —4m3, )

12”m3/wm3xc1 \/(S - 4m3/w)(s - 4m3X61) 2(m3/w + m?lxcl - ma) —S5— \/(S - 4mJ/¢)(S - 4mL2IXc1)

h% [4m3/wm3Xc1 - S(TTL%/w + m2JXc1 )]

2 2
127TmJ/mexc1

(B3)

From it, one sees very clearly the left hand cuts locate at (—o00,5.908 GeV) for x.oxco and (—o0,5.569 GeV) for
Xe1Xce1- Obviously, These left hand cuts would be farther compared with the ones generated by the mesons exchange
(such as 7w, o, n and n') of J/J /b — J/wJ /), T/ (2s), T/ (3770). Moreover, the thresholds of xeoXco, Xe1Xel
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/1 spectra, compared with that of J/¢(2s) and J/1(3770). See Fig.4. Hence, we

[ [
J/dd(2s) @ LHCb A ATLAS
(| I/ vl
bip(2s)
150 I 150 [ [ I
| o1 Koy } (N | Xe1Xey
| [ |
I { I 11 3/0gd3770)
100 100 | |1 I
(| { |
| |
} |
50 50 | B
¥ L
| | feoXeo |
‘ ‘ ‘ o b ‘ N 1
6250 6500 6750 7000 6250 6500 6750 7000
My /s MeV] My g5y MeV]

FIG. 4. The thresholds of XcoXco, Xe1Xe1, J/P10(2s), and J/y1p(3770).

ignore these two channels in our analysis.
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