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We have performed a combined analysis of the BESIII data for both the Z.(3900) and
Z¢5(3985) structures, assuming that the latter is an SU(3) flavor partner of the former one.
We have improved on the previous analysis of Ref. [1] by computing the amplitude for the
D1 DD* triangle diagram considering both D and S-wave D;D*7 couplings. We have also
investigated effects from SU(3) light-flavor violations, which are found to be moderate and
of the order of 20%. The successful reproduction of the BESIII spectra, in both the hidden-
charm and hidden-charm strange sectors, strongly supports that the Z.4(3985) and Z.(3900)
are SU(3) flavor partners placed in the same octet multiplet. The best results are obtained
when an energy-dependent term in the diagonal D(*)Dg)) interaction is included, leading
to resonances (poles above the thresholds) to describe these exotic states. We have also
D*D* and D* D} molecules, with
JPC = 1%~ and JP = 1%, respectively. These states would be heavy-quark spin symmetry
(HQSS) partners of the Z. and Z.s. Besides the determination of the masses and widths of
the Z.(3900) and Z.4(3985), we also predict those of the Z* and Z7, resonances.

made predictions for the isovector Z and isodoublet Z7

cs?

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the x.1(3872) [2], also known as X (3872), in 2003 built a landmark in the
study of strong interactions and opened the gate to the abundance of the XY Z structures in the
heavy quarkonium region. Many of them are difficult to be understood from the conventional quark
model point of view and thus turn out to be excellent candidates for exotic states, i.e., hadrons
with a content other than a quark-antiquark pair (gg) or three quarks (gqq). A large amount of
experimental and theoretical studies are devoted to those XY Z states, see e.g. Refs. [3-13]. Among
these states, the charged Z.(3900) [14, 15] and Z.5(3985) [16] states are of particular interest since
they are close to the DD* and D*Ds/DD? thresholds, respectively, with widths of the same order,
which suggests that the latter be a candidate to be the strange partner of the former.

The structure associated to the Z.(3900)* was simultaneously first observed in the .J/¢)7* mass
spectrum of the ete™ — J/YmT 7~ reaction by the BESIII [14] and Belle [15] collaborations. In
BESIII, the ete™ center of mass (c.m.) energy was fixed to M = 4.26 GeV, while in the Belle
experiment, using the initial state radiation method, the energy was taken in the Y (4260) region.
The peak was confirmed in an analysis of the CLEO-c data of the J/¢m* mass spectrum, with a
slightly lower c.m. energy of the ete™ pair, at about 4.17 GeV [17]. Further experimental evidence

for the Z.(3900)* — J/7* came from the semi-inclusive decays of b-flavored hadrons in the
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DO experiment [18], with the J/¢7m 7~ invariant mass also constrained around the Y (4260) mass
region.

In addition, the first evidence of the neutral Z.(3900)° decaying into .J/17°, was reported in
Ref. [17] using the CLEO-c data. Later, a similar charged structure, named as Z.(3885)%, was
observed in the (DD*)" mass distribution by the BESIII Collaboration [19, 20]. The angular
analysis showed that the favored spin-parity quantum numbers for this peak were JI = 17. The
similarity of the masses and widths of the Z.(3900)% and Z.(3885)% peaks suggests a common
origin for both of them.

Extensive theoretical research has been done to understand the nature of the Z.(3900) structure,
providing explanations for it as a compact tetraquark [21-25] or as a DD* resonant or virtual
molecular state [1, 26-34]. The possibility that the observed peaks had a kinematic origin was
also discussed in Refs. [35-38]. However, it was demonstrated in Ref. [39] that a pure kinematic
two-body threshold cusp, without a near-threshold pole, is unlikely to produce a narrow peak in
the mass distribution of the elastic channel of the pair of open heavy-flavor mesons, which has the
threshold in the vicinity of the observed peak.! Furthermore, it was shown in Ref. [41] that the
half-maximum width of the two-body threshold cusp lineshape is proportional? to 1/(ua3), where
1 and ag are the reduced mass and the S-wave scattering length of the hadron pair, respectively.
Therefore, a pronounced peak would imply a large scattering length, unless the reduced mass is
very big, and consequently it points out to the existence of a near-threshold pole. Thus, the pure
two-body threshold cusp effect interpretation of the XY Z states, which show up as pronounced
near-threshold peaks, is not favored, and unitarity (or re-summing up the s-channel loops) will
necessarily lead to a near-threshold pole with such an interaction.

However, the situation becomes more complicated when there can be triangle singularities in
the same near-threshold region. A triangle singularity (TS) is a logarithmic branch point [42-44],
which could produce a peak resembling a resonance when it is close to the physical region (for a
detailed review, we refer to Ref. [11]). The manifestation of the TS in the D1(2420)DD* loop in
the J /17T distribution, relevant to the Z.(3900) structure in the reaction ete™ — J/ynt71~, was
immediately noticed [26, 45] after the Z.(3900) discovery. It was demonstrated that the triangle
diagrams need to be properly taken into account to reproduce the spectrum, while they alone can
not satisfactorily describe the .J/17® mass distribution. In Ref. [1], the final-state interactions
for the J/vym-DD* coupled channels are accounted for in the re-scattering T-matrix, calculated
using the proper triangle diagrams. Such a scheme provides a satisfactory description of the
efe™ — Y (4260) — J/yntn™ and Y (4260) — 77 (D°D*~) data simultaneously. Two different
scnearios are considered to describe the DD* interaction, and in each case only one pole is found
to be identified as the Z, state [1], which implies that the Z.(3900)" [14, 15] and Z.(3885)" [19, 20]
have the same origin and are generated by the DD* interaction. On the other hand, the JPAC
collaboration concluded that the data could also be described if there is no pole in the near-
threshold region [38].> A difference between the analyses carried out in Refs. [1] and [38] is that
a D-wave D1 D*m vertex was considered in the former, while an S-wave one was assumed in the

! In the lattice simulation of the HAL QCD Collaboration, performed with pion masses ranging from 410 to 700 MeV,
a pole more than 100 MeV (with a large uncertainty) below the DD* threshold was found in the J/¢m-n.p-DD*
coupled-channel space [37, 40]. However, the predicted DD* distribution is much broader than the experimental
one reported by BESIII [20].

2 This is the case when the interaction between the hadron pair is attractive, but it is not strong enough to form a
bound state. In this case, the pole is a virtual state, and the maximum of the absolute value of the amplitude is
exactly at the threshold, where a cusp is produced (see also Refs. [7, 10]).

3 In the fit corresponding to the “no pole” scenario (denoted as “tr.”), the JPAC analysis [38] includes a penalty in
the merit x? function to exclude a near-threshold pole. The authors found that this scenario cannot be statistically
rejected. We nevertheless point out that even in this case, the amplitude would still allow for the existence of a
pole, though its position, being far from threshold, was not given in the JPAC paper.



latter.

Later on, new charged charmoniumlike structures Z.(4025)* were observed near the (D*D*)*
threshold in the 77 recoil mass spectrum [46] and another charged peak, Z.(4020)*, was reported
in the h.r® invariant mass distribution [47]. While the mass of Z.(4020) is close to that of
the Z.(4025), the reported width of the Z.(4020) is larger than that of the Z.(4025), although
the resonance parameters of both exotic states agree within 1.50 [47]. The proximity of the
Z.(4020)/Z.(4025) to the D*D* threshold suggests that it could be a proper candidate for the
heavy quark spin symmetry (HQSS) partner of the Z.(3900), which would imply that the spin-
parity of this isovector resonance would be J¥ = 11 [28, 48, 49].

The BESIII collaboration reported in Ref. [16] the first signal of a hidden-charm resonant
structure with strangeness, Z.s(3985)~, observed in the K recoil-mass spectrum of the reaction
ete”™ — KT (D*D; + D°D;~) for events collected at a c.m. energy /s = 4.681 GeV for the eTe~
pair. The pole mass and width were determined as (3982.575542.1) MeV and (12.8137+3.0) MeV,
respectively. The proximity of Z.s(3985) to the D** D, and D°D? thresholds, which are located at
3975 MeV and 3977 MeV, respectively, immediately spurred the hadronic molecular interpretation
of this state [34, 50-58], as a strange partner of the Z.(3900). Other possible interpretations for the
nature of the Z.;(3985) were also suggested, see e.g. Refs. [59-67]. An analysis of the D** D,+D°D*
invariant mass spectra was performed in Ref. [50], in which the D*D; and DD? S-wave interactions
(JP = 1%) were related to that of the DD* pair in the JP¢ = 17~ channel using the SU(3) light-
quark flavour symmetry. There, in addition to the direct point-like production of K+ D*°D, and
K* DD}, a triangle diagram mechanism with the loop D%, D D" was also considered because of
the presence of a nearby TS, which can mimic the peak structure and enhance the production
of near threshold molecules [11, 68]. The analysis was, in principle, improved in Ref. [58] by
incorporating the D*D*/D*D? channels and extending the analysis to the whole energy range
covered by the BESIII data. Two types of solutions that describe the data almost equally well
are found in Ref. [58], and both are consistent with the interpretation of the Z.4(3985) sate as an
SU(3) partner of the Z.(3900). In Ref. [69], the LHCb collaboration reported, from an analysis of
the BT — J/¢¢K™ decay amplitude, two new hidden-charm strange structures Z.s(4000)" and
Z.5(4220)" decaying into J/9 K. In particular, the Z.5(4000)" was determined to have a mass of
(4003467 1) MeV, a width of (131+15426) MeV and J¥ = 1* spin-parity. While its mass is close
to that of the Z.5(3985), its width is much larger than that of the Z.5(3985), which has generated
a debate on whether the Z.5(3985) and the Z.5(4000) correspond to the same state [50, 56| or
not [70, 71] (see also Ref. [72]).

In Ref. [50], the SU(3) strangeness partner of the Z.(3900) was predicted from the pole position
obtained for this state in the study of Ref. [1]. In that work, fits to the KT recoil-mas distributions
of the process ete™ — K+(D*D, + D'D?), for events collected at different energy points by
BESIII, were also carried out (see Figs. 3 and 4 of Ref. [50]). A difference of a few tens of MeV
was found between the two mass determinations, which is largely covered by the uncertainties.

In the present work, we perform a combined analysis of the BESIII data for both the Z.(3900)
and Z.5(3985) structures assuming that the Z.5(3985) is an SU(3) flavor partner of the Z.(3900).
Additionally, we improve on a different aspect. In the analysis of Ref. [1], the amplitude for the
D1 DD* triangle diagram considered a DiD*r coupling in D-wave. However, it was found in
Ref. [68] that the D-wave coupling accounts only for about half of the D;(2420) decay width, and
a D1 D*m coupling in S-wave is also required. The inclusion of an S-wave D1 D*r vertex could have



a significant impact on the triangle diagram mechanism for the Z.(3900) peak, since it provides a
sizable different background contribution to the J/¢m invariant mass distribution. Both the S- and
D-wave couplings are considered in Ref. [33] in the tree-level diagrams, however there, the triangle
mechanism is not included. Moreover, Gaussian regulators are employed in Refs. [1, 50] to render
the integrals in the Lippmann-Schwinger equation ultraviolet (UV) finite. While it is legitimate to
use such a renormalization scheme in the small momentum regime, the interaction strength could
be significantly enhanced (weakened) in the energy region far below (above) the relevant channel
threshold. In order to bypass this issue and test the stability of the results obtained in Refs. [1, 50],
we will use in this work dimensional regularization as only contact interactions are involved.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly review the contact potentials, consistent
with HQSS and SU(3) light-flavour symmetries, and construct the hadron T-scattering matrix and
production amplitudes taking both the point-like and triangle diagram production mechanisms into
account. The parameters related to the T-matrix are determined from a best fit to the .J /7, DD*
and DsD* + DD? mass distributions in various scenarios and the resulting poles are investigated
in Sec. ITI. Section IV is devoted to studying possible SU(3) flavour violation effects. Finally, the
main conclusions of this work and a brief outlook are collected in Sec. V. The explicit expression
of the scalar three-point loop function is relegated to Appendix A.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we construct the coupled-channel amplitudes, considering both DD* (D* D, and
DD?) and J /7 (J/K) channels, which we use to describe the measured D°D*~ (KT recoil-mass
RM(K ™)) spectrum in the ete™ — Y (4260) — DD*x [20] (ete™ — K*T(D**D, + D°D?) [16])
reaction and the J/¢7® invariant mass distribution in the ete™ — J/¢mm process [73]. To
construct the S-wave contact potentials between the DD*, D*D, DD}, D*Dy, J/¢r* and J/¢Y K
hadron pairs, we follow the approach of Ref. [49], which is consistent with HQSS and SU(3) light-
flavour symmetries.

A. Contact interactions

(s)
[74], with sg and j, the total spin of the heavy-quark subsystem and the total angular momentum

The two-particle ‘Dg:))l_)(*)> hadron states can be expanded in the HQSS basis |sqg ® jg; J I S)

of the light degrees of freedom, respectively. For S-wave states, jy is just the total spin of the light-
quark subsystem and the parity of the state is P = +. In addition, the total angular momentum,
J, of the state is obtained by coupling sg ® j;, and I and S stand for the isospin? and strangeness
of the light degrees of freedom. For simplicity, and when it cannot be misleading, we will omit the
quantum numbers of the HQSS basis elements. In what respects to the light degrees of freedom,
the D,y and DE*S) form a ‘% ® %> spin multiplet. Thus in a given isospin-strangeness sector, the

4 We use the isospin convention @ = |1/2,—1/2) and d = —|1/2,+1/2), which induces D° = [1/2,—1/2) and
Dt = —|1/2,+1/2).



S-wave ‘D(*)D(*)> can be decomposed as®

() P0s)
<}D<s>1?(s>>> _ (é 5’) <I0®0>> | (1a)
‘D(S)D(S)> J=0 73 _% ‘1®1> J=0

* T 1 1 1
1D{oyDis)) A AWRULDY
1Dy Di)) =l 3 —z2 5|20 : (1b)
* Tk 1 1
1Dt Dy J=1 oY itel) ),
|D{yyDig))a=2 = 1@ 1) =2, (1c)

where the subindex J denotes the total angular momentum. HQSS implies that the strong inter-
action is independent of the conserved heavy quark spins in the mg — oo limit. Therefore, we

have <5Q ®1 ‘7:[1

50 ® O> = 0, and we introduce the low energy constants (LECs)

Co= <5Q®0‘7:[1)SQ®0>, (2a)

O = <3Q®1‘7§L1)3Q®1>, (2b)

for the interactions between the Dg:)) Dg:)) channels, where the LECs Cp; depend on the isospin
and strangeness of the light-quark subsystem. We will come back to this point below since SU(3)
flavor symmetry will reduce the number of independent LECs to only four [49]. Then the contact

potentials have the form

1 _V3
Vij=o = (Cd j§2cf 2 1Cf ) ) (3a)
—2Cr Ca—3Cy
Cat 3Cr %C{ —5Cr
Viei=| 3¢ Cat+3Cr 5Cr |, (3b)
1 1
Vima =Cq+Cy . (3¢)

They coincide with the interactions derived from the effective Lagrangian in Ref. [58] by identifying
Cq= (Co+C1)/2 and Cy = (C1 — Cp)/2, and with those obtained in Ref. [49], taking into account
that in this latter case, there is a sign difference between the D’(ks) states used there and those
employed in this work (see Footnote 5).

The charge conjugation of the |DD>, ‘DSDS>, ‘D*D*> and ‘D:D:> S-wave meson and anti-
meson states is C' = (—1)7. In addition, in the J = 1 sector, while the C-parity of the meson-
antimeson pair D*D* can only be negative, both positive and negative C-parities can be achieved

5 The convention for charge conjugation used in this work is CD(S)Cf1 = D(S> and CDZ:»C*l = DZ*S). This convention
is the same as in Ref. [50], but differs by a minus sign in the transformation of the heavy-light vector meson field
with respect to that used in Refs. [1, 49].



by the combinations

Ax\C=% 1 )* *
P07 = LoDy < D)) 0
Thus, the potentials, V;rc, for J¢ = 1t~ and JP¢ = 17+ read
Cq C
Vipc_1+- = < d f) , Vype_i1++ = Cqg+Cy, (5)
C; Cy

with the basis {% (|pD*)y — |D*D)), {D*D*>} for JP¢ =17~ and {% (|DD*) + ‘D*D>)} for
JPC = 17+ respectively, which coincide with the results of Ref. [49].

So far in the discussion, we have not explicitly considered the isospin-strangeness of the light
quark subsystem. As mentioned above, the LECs C4 s depend on these quantum numbers, but
SU(3) symmetry provides relationships among them. From the light-quark flavor symmetry point of
view, we have that three ‘D(*)O> , ‘D(*)*> and ’Dﬁ*)> anti-charmed heavy-light mesons form a SU(3)

triplet (3) irreducible representation (irrep), which we denote as a column-vector |D(*)A>, A=
1,2 and 3. Similarly, the three ‘D(*)O> , }D(*)+> and ‘Dg*)> charmed heavy-light mesons are the

members of an SU(3) anti-triplet (3) irrep, which we denote as a row-vector ‘DS)>. From the

reduction 3 ® 3 = 1 @ 8, we conclude that assuming both HQSS and SU(3) flavor symmetries,
there is only a total of four independent LECs, which correspond to SU(3) singlet and octet (or

equivalently isoscalar and isovector) spin LECs (Cy and Cy or Cq and Cy) [49]. This is to say,
(8)

for instance, Cf , C((ls), Cj(cl) and C((il). In this notation, we can construct the singlet and octet
representations as:

‘DuD(* > Z‘D(*)D(*> ‘D< 55108 > \/Z ‘D@D(*)B% (6)

where )\;’s are the Gell-Mann matrices. It immediately follows
8
_ 1 _ 1 =
pWpWBY — =~ 5B ’D(*)D(*), 1)+ —S" ()58 ‘D(*)D(*),S;z‘ . 7

As the SU(3) symmetry implies that the D™ D) interaction only distinguishes the singlet and

octet representations, we introduce

<D(*)D(*)71‘;C[I’D(*)[)(*)’l> —cO, <D<> D™ 8

’H[‘D )83> C®s;,  (8)

where C) and C'® rely on the heavy-quark structure of the system. Then it is straightforward
to obtain (without summing over either A or B in the following expressions and for A # B)

(D) Dt ‘HI) D D<*>A> _ é(cm +20®),
(DDA 7| D D) %(Cm —c®),
( (



The octet representation contains an isospin triplet (S = 0,1 = 1), one isospin singlet (S = 0,1 = 0)
and two isospin doublets (S = +1,1 = %) It follows that in the basis {D(*)D(*), 8; SIM1>,

<Dmmw&omquDwaﬁm1M§_<prwﬂﬁﬂ;Mﬂﬁ4mwmﬂ&ig;m>
=C®), (10)

and hence we find that the interactions in the channels of the Z.(3900) and of its strange partner
[Z:5(3985)] are identical in the SU(3) limit [50]. As a result, one finds in the heavy quark limit
that for the J = 1% sector

(8)

{8) ) ) (11)

d

with the bases in the order { 1 (|DD*) — |D*D)),[D"D*)}, { & (|DD:) — |D*D,)),|D* D)}
and {% (‘DSD*> — ‘D:D>) , {D;“D*>}, respectively. One can make contact with the results of

Ref. [49] using Cc(ls) = (C14 — C1p) and C}g) = 2Cq with Ci, and Oy the LECs defined therein.
Note that, assuming the existence of the Z.(3900) and of the Z.5(3985), then the structure of the
potentials of Eq. (11) supports the existence of their D* D* and D* D} HQSS partners, where the
first one could be identified with the Z.(4025), and the second one was first predicted in Ref. [50].

The inelastic transitions between the D(S)DE;) and J/vr (J/WK, J/9K) are also required to
describe the J/¢m mass distribution, as well as to account for the contribution from .J/¢m and
J/YK to the widths of the Z. and Z, respectively.® The S-wave J/¢m (J/YK, J/¢YK ) system
can also be expressed in the heavy-light basis ’J/I/)W(K,K)>J:1 = |sg = 1®jy = 0)’, with the
isospin and strangeness of the state determined by the Golsdtone boson (pion, antikaon or kaon)
of the state. Following the same strategy discussed above, it is straightforward to find that J/¢7

(J/¥K) only couples to % (DDE‘S) — D*D(s)) and D*DZ‘S) in J = 1 and thus using the same

elements of the basis as in Eq. (11), we find

1
I=1 m*] 1:5
VJPC:1+—[DD ] - VJP:1+ — VygP=1+

(8)
_ —1 _ c,” C
wmrv’waﬂ:<dc

_ _ . =1 _ _ =1 _ V
VJIP_C}:H,[DD = J/Yr| =V, 2 [DDg = J/YK| =V, 2 [ [DsD* — J/YK] = ( —V) ,(12)
R /
where we have introduced the LEC V = — <1 ®O"H1‘ 1 ®O> /v/2 and assumed SU(3) flavor

symmetry. The direct transitions J/ym — J/vm, J/WK — J/YK and J/YK — J/¢YK are
neglected due to the OZI suppression. The contact interaction potentials can also be constructed
from an effective Lagrangian; see, e.g., Refs. [58, 76].

In this work, we will focus on the Z.(3900) and Z.s(3985) resonances, which are close to the DD*
and DD?/D*D; thresholds, respectively. To reduce the number of free parameters, we neglect the
DZ‘S)D?S) higher coupled-channel, and we only include explicitly J/¢7 and (DD* — D*D) /V/2, or

5 In addition to the D(S)DZ‘S) and J/vym(K) channels, the n.p(K™) threshold is located in the energy range of interest.
However, regarding the Z ) structures and the D(S)DE‘S) and J/vy7 invariant mass distributions, neglecting the

nep(K™) channel is a sounded approximation. On one hand, the n.p(K™*) interaction is Okubo-Zweig-lizuka (OZI)
suppressed and no significant structure is observed near its threshold. On the other hand, the n.p(K*) threshold
is relatively far from the Z.() peak and the J/¢m(K) threshold, which makes it possible to absorb, in an effective
way, its contribution in the inelastic D) Df,y — J/¢m(K) transition contact term. In principle, the channel
nep(K*) could also be included explicitly, once the data of interest for this channel were statistically significant.
However, currently the signal of the Z.(3900) in the pn. channel [75] is much less significant/important than that
in the J/¢m channel. Nevertheless, it is worth exploring whether the HALQCD observation that the 7.p channel

has a strong coupling with the DD* channel [37] is consistent with this experimental fact.



J/YK and (DD’S" — D*DS) / V2, labelled as channels 1 and 2, respectively. As commented above,
the first channel acts as a support or decay channel. Then the couple-channel contact interactions
in the Z.(3900) and Z.5(3985) sectors read

(s)

— I=1s 0 V (VY

Lf;é:1+7 =1 P_27+ = < s 125 ) = ( 8) > s (13)
JP=1 V1(2) V2(2) Y, Cc(l

where the superscript s stands for the strange sector. In what follows, we parameterize the matrix
elements of the potential as’

Vi) = \/2mD(S)2mD*2m Jp2maVis) Vi) =2mp  2mp-Vyy). (14)

HQSS and SU(3) light flavor symmetries imply that 17132 = Vi and 17252 = V2.8 The coupled-channel
T-matrix can be obtained by

1

0__ 1
™ =TV o

V), (15)

where G is the loop-function diagonal matrix G(s) = diag {G1(s), G2(s)},

4
Gi(s) :i/ (d a ! , s=p°, (16)

4 . .
27)% (g2 —m2, +ie) |(p— @)2 — m2, +ic

with m; 1 and m; 2 the masses of the two mesons in the ¢th channel. Note that the use of physical
masses in the above loop functions breaks SU(3) symmetry. The loop functions are logarithmically
divergent and need to be regularized. In Refs. [1, 50], Gaussian form factors are introduced into
the potentials to render the G;(s) function UV well defined, which however distorts the interaction
strength for energies far from thresholds. In this work, we evaluate the loop function G;(s) with a
once-subtracted dispersion relation and its explicit expression reads for s > (m; 1 +m;2)? [77]

1 m?, s—mi +m2,  m,
Re G, _ = 1, 1 i, i, H2 | i,
eGi(s) 62 a;(p) + log 2 + os 0g "2,
oi(s) . s+oi(s) —miy —mi,
+ 2 2|
2s s —oi(s) —mg; —mi,
oi(s
Im Gy(s) = — 16(%2 (17)

with o;(s) = [s — (mi1 + mi,Q)Z]%[s — (mig — mi,g)Q]% and p the renormalization scale. The G;(s)
function should be u-independent, and a change of p should be compensated by that of a;(1). The
value of a;(u) could be estimated by matching the above expression for G;(s) to the loop function
regularized by a hard cutoff ¢max of the order of 1-1.5 GeV (see for instance, Eqs. (51) and (52)
of Ref. [78]). Taking into account that we have to evaluate the function G;(s) not only for real
s > (mi1+m;2)?, but also below threshold and in the second Riemann sheet (RS) of the complex-s
plane as well, to look for the position of resonances, we refer to Appendix A of Ref. [79] for its

7 Here the v/2m, factor is introduced only for dimensional arguments, and does not imply that we treat non-
relativistically the pion.

8 Note that the use of mp or mp, in Eq. (14), from the normalization pre-factors of the heavy-fields, introduces a
small SU(3) breaking correction.



analytical continuation.

B. Production amplitudes

The T-matrix introduced in Eq. (15) accounts for the final-state re-scattering, and one ad-
ditionally needs to construct a model for the production amplitudes for the ete™ — J/¢mm,
efe”™ — DD*r, and ete™ — KTD*9D,/K* DD} reactions. In Refs. [1, 26, 38, 45, 68, 80], it
was demonstrated that the D;(2420)DD* triangle diagram is important for the understanding
of the Z.(3900) . It can produce a resonance-like structure, which enhances the production of
near-threshold resonances [11]. In addition to the triangle-diagram production mechanism, we
will also include the direct point-like production in this work. The Feynman diagrams for the
ete™ — J/ymm and DD*r are shown in Fig. 1, where the reactions proceed through the formation
of the resonance Y (4230)/Y (4260). The value of the coupling Y D, D is irrelevant for the descrip-
tion of the line shapes as it can be effectively absorbed into the overall normalization factors.
Regarding the D D*7 vertex, in Refs. [1, 26] a D-wave coupling is used supported by the small
width of D1(2420), (31.3+1.9) MeV [81], which suggests that it is approximately a charmed meson

3

with jf = §+7 with j, the total angular momentum of its light degrees of freedom, and thus decays

into the D™ 7 mainly in D-wave. The D-wave D D*m coupling is described by the Lagrangian

Lp = ZhTDTr [Tio? H}]0'0 fpa, (18)

which respects HQSS [68, 82], where Fy = 92.1 MeV and o® are the pion decay constant and the
spin Pauli matrices, respectively. On the other hand, the super-fields H, and T},

y T I
H,=D}o' + D,, T;:D;Jaahr\/; 11a+2\/;6ijkD{aUk7 (19)

represent the j, = %_ and %Jr spin multiplets, respectively. In addition, Tr[-] denotes the trace in

the spinor space, and ¢y, collects the pion fields with a, b the light flavor indices

7['0 7T
¢:< v _Wo;ﬂ). (20

The D-wave coupling hp is determined from the central value of the Dy width to be |hp| =
1.17 GeV~1! [68], which in turn leads to 15.2 MeV for the D;(2420) width, that is, only about half
of the total. By requiring that the decay of the D is saturated by the D*r (and sequential D7)
mode, an S-wave D1 D*7 coupling is required to account for the rest of the Dy width [6§],

hs
V6F,

with |hg| = 0.57, where the pion-energy factor is introduced because the pions are pseudo-Goldstone

Ls =1

Dy D" pa, (21)

bosons of the spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry.

We denote by Aj(s,t) and As(s,t) the amplitudes of the Y — J/ynt7~ and Y — 7t D*~ DY
decays, respectively. Here s (t) stands for the square of the invariant masses of the J/¢7m~ or
D*=D° (J/ynt or D*~wT) pairs, respectively, for each of the two reactions. Then, up to some
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FIG. 1. Mechanisms for the Y (4230/4260) — J/¢mm and Y (4230/4260) — 7 D* D reactions. In the first case,
the panels (1a)-(1b) and (1c) stand for the D; DD* triangle diagram and the direct point-like productions
of J/¢mm, respectively. The production of the 7D*D through the intermediate D; state and the point-like
production followed by the final-state re-scatterings are shown in panels (2a)—(2d).

irrelevant constants, the amplitude A; (s, t) reads

A0 = i, { (sabad = 092) 10079 + 5] + 2 100 Tialo)

+(8 gy < g, Err < Eﬁ*)a (22)

where ¢+ and FE,+ are the three-momentum and the energy of the 7%, respectively, and the «
term accounts for the D-wave contribution of the point-like production (panel (1c) in Fig. 1). The

S-wave 7wt

7w~ re-scattering is not explicitly included in the amplitude and its contribution will be
modeled by a symmetric smooth background. On the other hand, T12(s) represents the scattering

amplitude of DD* — J /)7~ obtained in Eq. (15) and I(s) is the scalar three-point (D7 DD*) loop

function
) d*q 1
I(s) =1 , 23
= (7~ ) (P 0% — ] [(a— K — i) =

where P2 = M? k? = m2,s = (P — k)? with M the total c.m. energy of eTe™ system. The
expression for the triangular loop function of Eq. (23) is explicitly given in Appendix A. After the

appropriate sum and average over the polarizations, one obtains”

C082 -
% [7(s)7 (1) + 7(s)*7(t) | 42 () g2 (t)

5 {IPG)PE2s) + 1P OP B + [ (5)° (0) + 7/ ()7 (1] Ex () Ea(9) ), (29)

[A(s, )2 = [7(5) ]z (s) + [7(8)Paa(t) +

where ¢2(s) = A\(M?,s,m2)/(4M?) with A(x,y,2) = 22 + y? + 22 — 22y — 2yz — 222z the Killén
function, E(s) = (M? +m2 — s)/(2M), and @ is the relative angle between the two pions in the
9 There is a typo in Ref. [1] for the corresponding equation. The factor 1/4 of the third term on the right side of

Eq. (6) in that reference should be 1/2 (c.f. the third term in Eq. (24) here). We have checked that it has only a
marginal numerical impact.
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Y (4230)/Y (4260) rest frame. In addition,

T(s) = \/§I(S)T12(s) + a, ' (s) = ZiﬁI(S)Tlg(S). (25)

D

Likewise, one finds

2
| Aa(s, t)[2 = ‘t—irﬂ +1(s)Ta2(s)| qa(s)
Dy
1 h 1 ?
+§ Ew(s)ﬁ [t_szl + I(s)Tea(s)| + [1 + G2(8)T22(8)] ) (26)

where 3 accounts for the 77 D*~ DY point-like production, i.e. panel (2¢) of Fig. 1. In Ref. [1],
only the D-wave D1 — D*r transition was considered. To assess the impact of the S-wave vertex,
we will consider in this work two cases: only D-wave, i.e. hg = 0, as in Ref. [1], and both S- and
D-wave couplings.

The data on ete™ — K+(D°D? + D*°D,) are measured within the ete™ c.m. energy region
M € [4.268, 4.698] GeV [16]. In this energy region, especially for M = 4.681 GeV, it is found that
the D%, (2573)D: DY triangle diagrams, see Fig. 2, can facilitate the production of the Z.s(3985)
resonance. The D¥ DK vertex can be described by the SU(3) extension of the Lagrangian of
Eq. (18). Since only the D-wave coupling is involved for D}, — D™ K, its strength is irrelevant
as it can be reabsorbed into the normalization factor for line shapes. For the eTe™ energy values
measured by BESIII, it is natural to assume that the reaction ete™ — KT (D°D: + D*0Dy)
proceeds through the 1(4660) resonance, ete™ — 1(4660) — KT (D°D? + D*9D,). We denote by
As.1(8,t) [As2(s,t)] the amplitude for ¢ (4660) — K+ DOD* [1)(4660) — K+ D*¥D;], with s and ¢
the D°D* and D°K* [D**D, and D**K™*] invariant masses squared, respectively. We obtain, up

to an irrelevant common constant [50],'
2
s, OF = 1 +SL()TR0)| ak(s)
Y t— m%;Q + imD;QFD:Q 2 2 K
1 2
+r? {1+ B [GDD;?(S) + GD*DS(S)} T35(s)|
1 2 1 2
Asa(s, ) = \2Is<s>T;2<s> Ghe(s) + 12 [1+ 5 |Gy (8) + G, (9| T(s)| . (27)

where g% (s) = M(M?, s,m%)/(4M?), Gp, p, is the loop function of Eq. (17) evaluated with P; and
P, the particles running in the two-body loop, and I(s) represents the D%,D*D scalar triangle
integral. Here we have used the relation

T5,(s)
TD0D§—>DOD;‘(S) = —TDOD;—>D*0DS(3) = 222 ) (28)

and 7 represents the point-like production of K+ D°D?*/K+D**Dy and is a parameter accounting

10 The contributions of the production through DZ, and the point-like one in Ref. [50] should be added incoherently,
instead of coherently as done in Ref. [50], because their accompanied KT are in D- and S-waves, respectively. The
impact on the numerical results of Ref. [50] is marginal due to the very small contribution from the interference
terms.
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FIG. 2. Diagrams for the efe™ — K+(D°D? + D*0Dy).

for the relative weight between diagrams (3a, 3b) and (3c, 3d) in Fig. 2.
For the Y — J/yntr~ and Y — 7t D*~ DO reactions, the J/ir~ and DYD*~ spectra are
obtained from the amplitudes as

CM—N{/ QA DR+ Bi(s),  i=1,2 (29)

where N; is an unknown normalization factor, ¢ (s) are the limits of the Mandelstam variable
t for the decay mode i (see, e.g., the Dalitz plot section of the Kinematics review in Ref. [81]),
and B;(s) is an incoherent background mimicking possible contributions from crossed channels,
misidentified events, and higher waves other than the S-wave. For the J/v7~ and D" D*~ spectra,
the background is parameterized as [1, 14]

Bi(s) = B; [(v/s — mi_)(my — V/35)] ", (30)

with m; _ = My + Mg, M2 — = mp+ +mp, and my = M — m,. In this work, we will fix d; =1
to reduce the number of free parameters. We have checked that releasing d; as a free parameter
barely improves the fit quality.

For the ete™ — K+ (D°D? + D*'Dy), we will be only interested in the energy region close to
the D*Dg and DD} thresholds and we will only fit to the low-energy tail. Hence, we will simply
use the background (B) employed in the experimental analysis of Ref. [16]. The line shape for the
K™ recoil mass distribution at the different total ete™ energy values M can be computed as [50]

dNj _
m = Ns \/g‘cmt fv:orr‘E

1
]\42 — mi + ime‘w

2 t;l - t;2 -
/ dt [ A1 (5, 6) 2 + / dt [ Asa(s )7 | +8,
6t -

5,2 (31)
with tii(s) the limits of the Mandelstam variable t for the decay mode i. The integrated luminosity
Lint, the detection efficiency € and the correction factor feorr can be found in Ref. [16], and my, =
4630 MeV and I'y, = 62 MeV are employed for the mass and width of the )(4660) resonance,
respectively [81]. Finally, the factor N is associated with the eTe™ annihilation vertex, and here
we take the same value for the ete™ energy range from 4.628 to 4.698 GeV.

III. DESCRIPTION OF THE EXPERIMENTAL SPECTRA: THE SU(3) FLAVOUR
SYMMETRIC CASE

In this section, we will determine the hidden-charm two-meson scattering T-matrix of Eq. (15),
assuming SU(3) flavour symmetry, from a combined fit to the J/¥7~, D’D*~ and the K+ recoil-



13

mass [RM(KT)] distributions of the ete™ — J/¢mT7~ at c.m. energies of 4.23 and 4.26 GeV [73],
ete™ — 7t DOD*~ at 4.26 GeV [20], and eTe™ — KT(D*'D; + D°D:~) at 4.628, 4.641, 4.661,
4.681 and 4.698 GeV [16]. The leading-order (LO) approximation for the contact potentials of
Eq. (13) amounts to approximating them simply by constants. However, such interaction kernels
cannot generate resonances above the higher threshold, even when coupled channel effects are
considered. To avoid this problem and to take into account the possibility of the Z () poles being
located above the corresponding open-charm thresholds, we introduce an energy-dependent term
in ‘72(25)7 and fix ‘71(25 ) to a constant, since the J/ym (J/¥K) threshold is located far from the Z,.

(ch)a

b
Z(mD(s) + mp=

‘72(25) =Cz+ ) 5= (mD(s> + mD*)z} , ‘71(28) = C1a, (32)
where Cz, b, and C'o are constants. The LO constant potential case corresponds to b = 0, and
we will consider both scenarios below, i.e., b = 0 and b # 0. Before proceeding to describe the
data, we need to discuss the subtraction constants a;(x) in the G;(s) functions defined in Eq. (17),
which can be determined by matching the loop function evaluated at threshold with a hard cutoff
or a Gaussian form factor with the cutoff A around 1 GeV [78, 83]. We have taken a;(1) = ai(p),
consistent with SU(3) flavor symmetry. Nevertheless, it is easy to check that variations of aj(u)
can be fully absorbed into changes of the Cz, b, and C12 LECs. However, this is not the case for the
subtraction constant ag(y).!! Thus, in this work we have fixed a1(u) = —2.77, with g = 1 GeV, to
match the G(s) function at the J/¢m threshold to that in Ref. [1], regulated using a Gaussian form
factor with A = 1.5 GeV. For as(pr = 1 GeV), we have considered two different values, —2.5 and
—3.0, although only the results for as() = —3.0 will be shown in plots. The LECs obtained from
fits with as(p) = —2.5 will be included in the uncertainties of the pole analysis and are collected
in Table II. As commented above, an alternative way to evaluate the loop integral in Eq. (16) is
to use a hard cutoff gmax, see e.g. Ref. [85]. The subtraction constant a(p) may be estimated by
comparing with the loop function obtained using a hard cutoff (gmax) regularization, with a natural
value for ¢max. Matching the loop function using the two regularizations evaluated at the DD*
threshold, ag(u =1 GeV) = —2.5 and —3.0 correspond to gmax = 1.2 and 1.8 GeV, respectively.

In summary, we have only three'? (Cz, C1a, b) free parameters for the T-matrix, four normaliza-
tion factors (N7 and N for ete™ — J/ymTm™ at 4.26 and 4.23 GeV, respectively, N3 for eTe™ —
7t DOD*~ at 4.26 GeV, and a common one N for the ete™ — 1(4660) — KT (D**D; + D'D:™)
reaction for all ete™ c.m. energies), three background parameters (see Eq. (30)) for each of the
ete™ — Y (4230) — J/ymtn—, ete” — Y (4260) — J/yntr™ and ete™ — Y (4260) — m T D*~ DY,
and three additional parameters «, 3 and r related to the point-like production of J/ymT 7™,
7T D°D* and K*(DDg*) + D*Dy), respectively. There is a total of 19 real (or 18 in the case of
constant potentials) fit parameters, to be determined from fitting to more than 220 data points.
Adding a relative phase between the TS and the point-like production mechanisms barely improves
the fits.

In this work, we will consider four different fit schemes, which correspond to considering or
neglecting the strength (hg) of the S-wave D D*71 vertex and the energy-dependent term of the

1 The reason is that we have set the contact term for the diagonal J/vm (J/WK) — J/ym (J/9K) element of the
potential matrix to zero (see Eq. (13)). It was shown in Refs. [41, 84] that the UV divergence of the coupled-channel
non-relativistic effective field theory can be completely absorbed when the general form of the potential matrix
is kept. The assumption made here, Vl(f) = 0, based on the consideration of the OZI suppression, is still valid
for a reasonable variation of the scale since the two-point scalar loop integral is only logarithmically divergent, as
reflected by the log o term in Eq. (17).

12 Two for the case of constant potentials.
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~2(28 ) diagonal part of the interaction between the two heavy-light mesons (parameter b in Eq. (32)),
e Scheme IA: We use only the D-wave D;D*r coupling (hg = 0) and take constant potentials

(b= 0).

e Scheme IB: We extend the Scheme A by considering also the energy-dependent part of the
two heavy-light meson interaction (b # 0).

e Scheme ITA: We use both S- and D-wave DiD*m couplings (hs # 0) and take constant
potentials (b = 0).

e Scheme IIB: We extend the Scheme ITA by considering also the energy-dependent part of
the two heavy-light meson interaction (b # 0).

As mentioned above, for each scheme two different values for the subtraction constant, as(p =
1 GeV) = —2.5 and —3.0 are considered. Results of the four fit scenarios are collected in Table I,
where only the parameters of the two-meson T-matrix are compiled. The results obtained for
constant potentials (b = 0), i.e., in Schemes TA and ITA, are shown in Figs. 3 and 4, for the Z. and
Z.s structures, respectively. The two fits lead to similar x?/dof, and the best fit curves are barely
different, in particular, for the J/i¢7 invariant mass distributions. However, they correspond to
distinctly different backgrounds [cf. Eq. (30)], especially for the Y (4230) — J/¢7 reaction. The
difference can be traced back to that the D-wave DiD*m coupling would induce D-wave pions,
which lead to a different Dalitz plot projection onto the J/¢m invariant mass distribution compared
with the S-wave ones; see Ref. [68]. Nonetheless, the scattering 7-matrix is well constrained.

As found in Ref. [1] and shown here in Table I, the fit quality is significantly improved once
the strength (b) of the energy-dependent potential term is allowed to vary (Schemes IB and IIB).
The spectra found for these two fits are shown now in Figs. 5 and 6 for the hidden-charm and
hidden-charm strange sectors, respectively. Both fits provide similarly quite good descriptions of
the experimental distributions, with only tiny differences. As in the case of Schemes IA and ITA,
displayed Figs. 3 and 4, the inclusion of the S-wave Dy D*n coupling modifies the relative weight
of the background in the non-strange hidden charm reactions.

A full discussion on the spectroscopic content of our fits will be given below, but we can antici-
pate here our main conclusion. We see that the BESIII data sets related to the Z.(3900)/Z.(3885)
and Z.5(3985) signatures can be simultaneously reproduced using SU(3) flavour symmetry, which
supports the assumption that the Z.5(3985) is the strange partner of the Z.(3900)/Z.(3885). Yet,
the Z.s structure is only significant in the data set at M = 4.681 GeV, likely due to the enhance-
ment induced by the triangle singularity from the diagram (3b) in Fig. 2, as already discussed in
Refs. [50, 58]. Data with higher statistics will be highly valuable.

Resonances and virtual states are identified as poles in different RSs of the T-matrix. For a two-
channel problem, one has a 4-sheet Riemann surface in the complex energy plane. The four RSs
can be accessed through the analytical continuation of the G;(s) loop functions. The expression
given in Eq. (17) stands for the physical or first RS, namely, G;(s) = G(s). The loop function in
the unphysical RS, GH(s), which is continuously connected to G(s) through the cut spanning from
the threshold of the ith channel to infinity along the positive real-s axis, is obtained by analytic
continuation as [79]

G(s) = Gl(s) + 2ipi(s), (33)



15

TABLE I. Parameters of the T-matrix obtained for the different fit schemes discussed in the text, together
with the corresponding x?/dof. The asterisk marks an input (fixed) value. Here only the statistical uncer-
tainties are presented.

Scheme| D1 D*7 coupling|ag(p)*|x?/d.o.f.| Cia [fm?] Cy [fm?] b [fm?]
—-2.5 1.62 0.005 £ 0.001 —0.226 £ 0.010 0*
IA D-wave
-3.0 1.62 | 0.005£0.001 —0.177 = 0.006 0*
A S D-wave —-2.5 1.83 0.006 +£0.001 —0.217 £0.010 0
-3.0 1.83 | 0.006 £0.001 —0.171 £+ 0.006 0*
—2.5 1.24 0.007 £0.004 —-0.222 +0.006 —0.447 £ 0.044
IB D-wave
-3.0 1.21 0.008 £0.001 —0.177 £0.004 —0.255 +£ 0.030
B St D-wave —2.5 1.37 ] 0.005£0.001 —0.203 +0.007 —0.473 £ 0.045

-3.0 1.27 ] 0.005 £0.001 —0.171 £0.005 —0.270 = 0.030

where p;(s) = 0i(s)/(16ms) is the corresponding two-body phase space. Different RSs can be
reached by properly choosing G(s) or GX(s) for different channels. By denoting G1(s) [G}(s)] by
plus [minus|, which is the sign of the imaginary part of the c.m. momentum of particles in the ith
channel, the four RSs can be labeled as RSt 1. In this convention, the physical RS for the 2-coupled
channels is labeled as RS-I = RS, and the other three RSs are: RS-II = RS_, RS-III = RS__,
and RS-IV = RS, _. RS-II is connected to the physical region through the interval between the 1st
and 2nd thresholds, and RS-III is connected to the physical region above the 2nd threshold along
the real axis. RS-IV is not directly connected to the physical region, however the poles located on
RS-IV can still leave impact on the physical observables. The real and imaginary parts of a pole
are identified as the mass and half width, respectively, for the corresponding resonance.

For Schemes IB and IIB, the poles are found above the D*D(S) threshold on RS-III, as
shown in Table II. They correspond to resonances which can decay to J/¢ /7 (J/YK) and DD*
(D*Ds/DD?).*3 The results for the non-strange sector are in agreement within errors with those
found in Ref. [1] for the Ay = 1.0 GeV case. We postpone the comparison of the predictions found
here for the strange sector with those obtained in our previous analysis of Ref. [50] to the next
section, where some SU(3) breaking effects will be included.

For Schemes TA and ITA (b = 0), the description of the experimental spectra is not as good as for
Schemes IB and IIB, with a larger x?/dof. The poles are found located below the D*D( s) thresholds
in RS-IV with negligible imaginary parts which are caused by the small C5 off-diagonal couplings
(see Table I). These poles would move into the real axis on the unphysical RS of the D*D( s) single-
channel scattering amplitude if the J/¢7m (J/¢K) channel was switched off. Therefore, the poles
obtained in Schemes IA and IIA are identified as D*D(S) virtual states, which do not correspond
to spatially localized particles in the sense that their spatial wave functions are not normalizable
(neither does that of a resonance). However, such singularities, if located near threshold, can
significantly modify the line shapes at the vicinity of the D*D( s) threshold. While the pole positions
hardly change when the the subtraction constant as(p) varies from —2.5 to —3.0, the inclusion of
the S-wave D1 D*m vertex, in addition to the D-wave coupling, produces a bigger impact on the

pole positions. It is interesting to notice that the real part of the virtual state pole in Schemes IA

13 In this work, we use the sum of the masses of the D, and D* mesons as the second threshold for the strange
sector. The difference between (mp, +mp+) and (mps +mp) is small (< 2 MeV) and it would produce negligible
uncertainties compared to the errors of the experimental distributions.
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FIG. 3. Fitted J/+¢n~ invariant mass distributions for ete™ — J/ymTn~ at the ete™ c.m. energies
M = 4.23 GeV (upper left) and 4.26 GeV (upper right) [73], and the D°D*~ invariant mass spectrum [20]
for the ete™ — 7 DYD*~ reaction at 4.26 GeV (lower panel). The results shown are for Schemes IA and
ITA (constant potentials, i.e., b = 0) with the subtraction constant as(u) setting to —3.0. The error bands
(as well as for those in Figs. 3-6) are statistical, propagated from the uncertainties quoted in Table I; so are
the bands in the following plots. The energy resolution in the BESIIT measurement is very high [73], much
finer than the bin size, and can be neglected. Thus, the effects due to the finite 15 MeV bin size for the
ete™ — J/¢mm reaction (upper panels) are accounted for by averaging over the energies of each bin.

and ITA is about 100 MeV below the corresponding threshold, in line with the HAL QCD result
for the Z.(3900) [37, 40]. This occurs when the attraction is relatively weak. However, when the
pole is located above threshold, as in Schemes IB and IIB, it is much closer to threshold.

In the heavy quark limit, the interactions of the isovector J¥¢ = 1t~ D*D* and of the isodoublet
JP =17 D*D; pairs are equal to those of DD* and (DD} — D*D,) /v/2, respectively (see Egs. (11)
and (12)). The existence of the Z. and Z.s hints at the possible existence of HQSS partner
resonances with the same quantum numbers. Based on the LECs obtained from the different fits
compilefl in Ta]i)le I, additional D*DE‘S) states, denoted by Z:(S), can be predicted, provided that
the D*D(s)—D*DE‘s) coupled-channel effects are neglected. Analogo%s to the Zc_and ?cs, the Z¥ and
Z*, appear to be virtual states with poles in RS-IV (of J/¢m-D*D* or J/pK-D%D* two-channel
amplitudes) below the higher thresholds for Schemes IA and ITA, while for Schemes IB and IIB,
they become resonances, above the thresholds with poles located in RS-III. The predictions for
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FIG. 4. Fitted K™ recoil-mass distributions for the e*e~ — K+(D*°D_ + D°D?*~) reaction [16] at different
c.m. energies M = 4.628, 4.641, 4.661, 4.681, and 4.698 GeV (panels from left to right). The fitted
energy region is shaded. The results shown are for schemes IA and ITA (constant potentials, i.e., b = 0)

with the subtraction constant az(u) setting to —3.0. Note that the two fit scenarios provide nearly identical
predictions, which are hardly distinguishable.
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FIG. 5. Same as in Fig. 3, but for Schemes IB and IIB, which incorporate a non-vanishing energy-dependent
part of the potential (b # 0).

masses and half widths of the Z¥ and Z}, are collected in Table II.
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FIG. 6. Same as in Fig. 4, but for Schemes IB and IIB, which incorporate a non-vanishing energy-dependent
part of the potential (b # 0).

TABLE II. Masses and half widths of the Z.(3900), Z.s(3985), Z*, and Z!, states. The isovector Z*
[isodoublet ZZ] is a D*D* [D*D?] molecule, with J¥¢ = 1t= [J¥ = 17], that would be the HQSS
partner of the Z. [Z.s]. The uncertainties presented are obtained by propagating the errors and statistical
correlations of the besfit parameters.

Scheme| Dy D' coupling|as () Z. [MeV] Zes [MeV] Z¥ [MeV] Z%, [MeV]
Mass I'/2 | Mass I'/2 | Mass [I'/2 | Mass I'/2
IA Dowave —2.5 (381312 virtual|3920735 virtual|3962722 virtual 406972 virtual
—3.0 (3812732 virtual|3924133 virtual|396773) virtual|407871] virtual
A S4Dowave |20 3799722 virtual|39072% virtual 394932 virtual|40573 virtual
—3.0(3798%2 virtual|3911737 virtual|3955722 virtual |[4067 732 virtual
B Dowave —2.5|3897T 3718 | 399611 373 403577 378 |41377] 3677
—3.0| 389872 387101399672 3572 |403575 3479 [413675 33'5
B . ~2.5(39027% 3812 | 400215 3879 | 404272 38 414477 3719
+L-wave  — T5 19 5 T8 +5 +8 5 T8
3.0/ 390272 3779 |400077 3575 | 403973 3575 41407 337%

The spin partners predicted in Table IT were obtained by neglecting the channel coupling be-
tween the pseudoscalar-vector and vector-vector meson pairs. Yet, there is a possibility that the
channel coupling might be strong. The analysis done in Ref. [58] fits to the BESIII data of
efe” — KT(D**D; + D°D?~) in the whole range of RM(K ™) considering constant contact inter-
actions in the DD*/D*D-D*D* coupled channels. Depending on how the interaction is organized
in the coupled channels, radically different fits were obtained. The fits with weak DD?/D* D,-D* D*
channel coupling (fit 1 and fit 1’ therein) agree well with that in Ref. [50]. The pole closest to the
physical region is a virtual state pole, and thus also consistent with the analysis here in schemes
with b = 0; in this case, spin partners of the Z.(3900) and Z.5(3985) were also predicted close to
the D*D* and D* D} thresholds, respectively. However, for fit 2 in Ref. [58], the DD?/D* Ds-D* D*
channel coupling is stronger than the diagonal interaction, and it is mainly because of the channel
coupling that the Z.(3900) and Z.s(3985) are generated. In this case, the Z.(3900) (Z.s(3985))
does not have a spin partner with the same J"¢ (JF). A comprehensive analysis of all data for
the Z.(3900), Z.5(3985) and Z.(4020)/Z.(4025) would be helpful to finally pin down the role of
the channel coupling between the pseudoscalar-vector and vector-vector meson pairs.
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It is observed in Table II that the mass of the Z is close to that of the Z.(4020/4025), suggesting
that this latter (observed) resonance is the HQSS partner of the Z.(3900). Although the Z} width
is larger than that of the Z.(4020/4025) reported by BESIII, a direct comparison is not very
meaningful since the BESIII analysis was made using a Breit-Wigner parametrization. Also, as
mentioned in Ref. [50], just before the Z.5(4220) peak there is a dip around the D*D* threshold,
and it is well possible that the dip is a consequence of the Z}; (for a general discussion of the
appearance of a dip-like near-threshold structure, see Ref. [41]). It is plausible that the Z.s(4000)
reported by LHCb [69] has the same origin as the pole part of the Z.5(3985) signal reported by
BESIII despite that the reported width of the former is much larger than that of the latter. In
order to reach a firm conclusion on this, it would be very valuable to conduct in the future a
joint analysis of both data sets within the framework derived here. Nevertheless, the above claim,
proposed in the noted added of Ref. [50], finds support in Ref. [56], where both the BESIII and
LHCDb data can be described well within the same model, and with the Z.; and Z}, appearing as
virtual states.

Finally, we briefly discuss the production of the Z.(,. In Eq. (22), the point-like production of
the J/¢7mm (with 77 in D-wave) is modeled by a constant coupling «, and the final state interaction
for J/ym — J/iy7 direct transition is neglected, since it is OZI suppressed. Therefore, the point-
like production can not generate a peak structure in the J/¢)m mass distributions around the DD*
threshold. For the DD final state, all the fit schemes produce negligible values of 8 which have
magnitudes much smaller than their uncertainties. For the ete™ — K+(D**D_; +D°D*~) reaction,
the point-like production contribution for the M = 4.628 and 4.641 GeV eTe™ c.m. energies are
comparable with that of the TS mechanism. For M = 4.661, 4.681 and 4.698 GeV, which are the
energies closer to the TS in the M variable, are dominated by the T'S mechanism.

IV. SU(3) FLAVOR SYMMETRY BREAKING EFFECTS

Up to now, we have employed two-meson potentials in the SU(3) limit, which allows to use
common LECs (Cyz, Cy2 and b) for the DD* and D*D,/DD? interactions, cf. Eq. (32). However,
the SU (3) flavor is not an exact symmetry and we could expect violations of around 20%.

In addition, we should note that the parameters related to the T-matrix are mainly determined
by the Z. related mass distributions, since they incorporate more data points with smaller uncer-
tainties, which strongly constrain the fits. Although both the Z. and Z.s, can be well described in
the SU(3) limit, as demonstrated in Sec. ITI, cf. Figs. 5 and 6, we observe that the description of
the Z.s structure at M = 4.681 GeV can be probably improved by including SU(3) breaking effects.
In Table II, we observe that the mass differences between the Z.; and Z. states in Schemes IB and
IIB are 98-99 MeV, evaluated using the central values, which are consistent with the predictions
of Ref. [50] in the case of the SU(3) limit, i.e., 100-102 MeV evaluated using the central values
obtained with different UV cutoffs. To investigate effects from light-flavor symmetry violations,
we consider two ways to include SU(3) breaking terms:

e (b): introducing a breaking term in the diagonal (DD? — D*D,) /+/2 potential, C5, = Cz +
dz, and keeping the other terms of the two-body interactions unchanged.

e (c): introducing a breaking term in the off-diagonal J/¢K-(DD: — D*D,) /+/2 potential,
C7y = Ci2 + 412, and keeping the other terms of the two-body interactions unchanged.
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An SU(3) breaking correction in the energy-dependent term (b-term) is not considered because this
LEC is of higher order in the heavy-meson momentum expansion. On the other hand, as shown
in the previous section, the pole positions are insensitive to the value of the subtraction constant
as (), thus in this section we set az(u) = —3.0 for definiteness. In Table III we show the results of
these fits, and the poles so obtained are shown in Table IV.

The line shapes for the Z, structure are almost unchanged after introducing the SU(3) breaking
terms. The description of the RM(K ™) distributions, especially for M = 4.681 GeV, is significantly
improved in schemes of type (b). However, for schemes of type (c), the description of the RM(K ™)
distributions has been less improved (see Table III). Therefore and to illustrate the effects, we show
the comparison between the results obtained in the SU(3) limit and the type (b) SU(3) breaking
scenario in Fig. 7. In this figure, we consider a full S + D-wave D1 D*7 vertex.

While the introduction of 415 for the strange sector does barely improve the fit quality, it,
however, leads to significantly larger uncertainties for the Zé:) parameters, see those for the schemes
of type (c) in Table IV. For the schemes of type (b), the decreased value of x2/dof is mainly caused
by the improved description of the Z.; structure at M = 4.681 GeV. It is easy to conclude from
Fig. 7 that the Z., pole position approaches to the D* D, threshold, as can be confirmed in Table IV,
which produces a more pronounced enhancement of the RM(K ™) distribution in the region close
to threshold. Let us focus on Schemes IB and IIB with SU(3) breaking of type (b), which lead
to smaller x2/dof than Schemes IA and ITA. The mass and width of Z. are almost unchanged
compared to those found in the SU(3) limit, while the mass and width of the Z s resonance are
reduced by around 15 MeV and 10 MeV, respectively. For convenience, in Fig. 8 we collect all
the resonance poles in Tables II and IV. The results of this work, when SU(3) breaking effects
are considered, compare reasonably well with those obtained in Ref. [50] from straight fits to the
BESIII RM(K ) distributions.

With the parameters in Table III, we estimate the size of the SU(3) breaking terms as

dz

Ap=— 2
T Oyt 64/2

~ 20%, (34)
which is consistent with a naive expectation. We stress that the A} value is not the unique
evaluation of the level of SU(3) violation since the LECs Cz and 0 are not physical observables and

they are renormalization scale-dependent. However, this quantity still provides a rough assessment
of the SU(3) violation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have performed a combined analysis of the BESIII data for both the Z.(3900) and Z.s(3985)
structures, and it is found that the data can be well described assuming that the latter is an SU(3)
flavor partner of the former one. We have improved on the previous analysis of Ref. [1] by computing
the amplitude for the D; DD* triangle diagram considering both D- and S-wave D1 D*m couplings.
Including the S-wave D D*m vertex has a certain impact on the triangle diagram mechanism for the
Z.(3900) peak, since it provides a sizable different background contribution to the J/¢m invariant
mass distribution. Moreover, we have used in this work dimensional regularization to render the
integrals in the Lippmann-Schwinger equation UV finite. This resolves the issue of employing
Gaussian regulators, as in Refs. [1, 50], which could significantly enhance (weaken) the interaction
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TABLE III. Parameters of the T-matrix obtained for the different fit schemes which include SU(3) breaking
effects (see text for details), together with the corresponding x?/dof. The asterisk marks an input (fixed)

value. Here we have set as(u) = —3.0. Only the statistical uncertainties are presented.
Scheme|y2/dof| C1a [fm?] Cy [fm?] Sz [fm?] 512 [fm?] b [fm?]
IA (b)| 1.58 | 0.004 +0.001 —0.171 £+ 0.006 —0.038 £ 0.009 - 0*
IA (c) | 1.62 | 0.004 +0.003 —0.175 £ 0.007 - 0.230 £0.110 0*
ITA (b)| 1.80 | 0.006 £+ 0.001 —0.166 + 0.007 —0.042 £ 0.007 - 0*
ITA (c¢) | 1.84 | 0.0054 0.001 —0.170 % 0.006 - 0.253 £0.103 0*
IB (b)| 1.19 | 0.007 +0.001 —0.175+ 0.004 —0.022 + 0.009 - —0.251 £ 0.030
IB (c¢) | 1.21 | 0.006 +0.001 —0.177 £ 0.004 - 0.194 +0.101 —0.255 4+ 0.030
IIB (b)| 1.24 | 0.005 4 0.001 —0.167 £ 0.005 —0.029 £+ 0.009 - —0.265 £ 0.029
IIB (c¢) | 1.26 | 0.005 4 0.001 —0.169 £ 0.005 - 0.235 4+ 0.093 —0.270 + 0.030
1 =681 Gev T [ ®1 M—asiGev = porsini=
* Brrange ] frrange

H

3.97 3.98 399 4.00 401 402 4.03 4.04 4.05 397 3.98 399 4.00 401 402 4.03 4.04 4.05
RM(K *)[GeV] RM(K *)[GeV]
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FIG. 7. Comparison of the RM(K ™) distributions at M = 4.681 GeV obtained in the SU(3) limit and the
SU(3) breaking scenario of type (b). The fitted energy region is shaded. The energy-dependent part of
potential, controlled by the LEC b is zero (different to zero and fitted to data) in the left (right) panel. In
all cases, the full S + D-wave Dy D*7 vertex is used. The error bands are statistical, propagated from the
uncertainties quoted in Table TII.

strength in the energy region far below (above) the relevant channel threshold. Finally, we have
investigated effects from SU(3) light-flavor violations, which are found to be moderate and of the
order of 20%.

The successful reproduction of the BESIII measured spectra, in both non-strange and strange
hidden-charm sectors, strongly supports that the Z.5(3985) and Z.(3900) are SU(3) flavor partners
placed in the same octet multiplet. The best results are obtained when an energy-dependent term in
the diagonal D(*)D((:)) interaction is included, leading to resonances (poles above the corresponding
open-charm thresholds) to describe these exotic states, though the data are also compatible with
the Z.(3900) and Z.5(3985) as virtual states (poles below the corresponding open-charm thresholds
on the real energy axis of the unphysical RS). We have also made predictions for the isovector Z*
and isodoublet Z*, D*D* and D*D} molecules, with J°¢ = 1*~ and J© = 1%, respectively.
These states would be HQSS partners of the Z. and Z.s. The masses and widths of the Z.(3900),
Z.5(3985), Z, and Z, resonances are collected in Table IV.
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TABLE IV. Masses and half widths of the Z.(3900), Z.s(3985), Z¥, and Z, resonances obtained with
different fit schemes, which include SU(3) breaking effects (see text for details). The subtraction constant
as(p) is fixed to —3.0. Uncertainties on the resonance parameters are derived from the errors and statistical
correlations of the best fit parameters.

Z. [MeV] Zes [MeV] Z¥ MeV] Z, [MeV]
Mass I'/2 | Mass TI'/2 | Mass I'/2 | Mass I'/2
b) | 3796120 virtual| 396717, virtual| 3954732 virtual| 411472 virtual
c) | 3808137 virtual| 3948152 virtual| 396475] virtual| 4101755 virtual
b)| 3784120 virtual| 396715 virtual| 3943717 virtual| 41143 virtual
) 3794f§§1 virtual 3946J_rg? virtual 3952333 virtual 41001“2% virtual
)| 3900%%  39%2 398219, 2715 | 403615 37y |4122710 247

Scheme

I
I

ITA

(
(
(
ITA (c
(b

(c) | 3899FF 38118 | 3985112 407'% | 403512 3517 | 4124713 39130
1B (b) | 390412 3912 39849 2618 | 404172 3778 | 412479 2378
IIB (c) | 390372 3879 | 3086742 42715 | 404012 35T% | 4125705 42177
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FIG. 8. Resonance pole parameters, collected from Tables II and IV, obtained in different fits studied in

this work, with an energy-dependent term in the diagonal D(*)DE:)) interaction. The respective nearby

thresholds are also shown.

One important feature of the contributions from triangle diagrams with a TS close to the
physical region is the sensitivity to the kinematic variables [11]. In the problem under study, the
significance of the Z.5(3885) signal at the ete™ c.m. 4.681 GeV relative to the other energies can
be attributed to this effect. At this respect and to better understand the nature of the Z.(3900),
high-statistic data in a sufficiently large range of eTe™ c.m. energies, including not only 4.23 and
4.26 GeV, but also for instance 4.29 GeV, where the TS plays a more important role, and other
energies far from 4.29 GeV will be highly valuable. In this way, one should have enough information
to map out the relative important on the relevant invariant mass spectra of the TS and the pole

contributions.
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Appendix A: Three-point scalar loop function

The scalar three-point (P;P»P3) loop function, see, e.g., Eq. (23), can be calculated analyt-
ically'? in terms of simple elementary functions when all of the three intermediate particles P,
P, and Ps, are treated nonrelativistically. The scalar three-point loop integral for the reaction
A — B+ C in Fig. 9 can be expressed as [11, 87]

1= | Gt a0 (P— )2 —m3+ie)) ((a— k)2 — 3 +ic)

- e -2
arctan | ——2—L | _ arctan e —— , (A1)
2/a(cy — ie) 2\/a(cy — a — ie)
where ¢1 = 2p12b12, ¢2 = 2p23baz + qh 03/ ms3, and a = (pag/ms)?q%, with pi; = mym;/(m; +m;),

bi1o = m1+mo — M, and bgs = mo + m3 + Ep — M. Here we have used the expressions in the rest
frame of the initial state, i.e. P* = {M,0}, and k* = {Ep, {5}, i.e.,

Higp23 L
o 16mmimaoms \/6

1

= oA (M2 m, ), (A2)

4B

where s is the invariant mass of C, i.e., s = (P — k)2.
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