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We discuss a novel effective-field-theory-based approach for extracting two-body scattering infor-
mation from finite volume energies, serving as an alternative to Lüscher’s method. By explicitly
incorporating one-pion exchange, we overcome the challenging left-hand cut problem in Lüscher’s
method and can handle finite volume energy levels both below and above the left-hand cut. Applied
to the lattice data for DD∗ scattering at a pion mass of 280 MeV, as an illustrative example, our
results reveal the significant impact of the one-pion exchange on P-wave and S-wave phase shifts.
The pole position of the Tcc(3875)

+ state, extracted from the finite-volume energy levels at this pion
mass while taking into account left-hand cut effects, range corrections and partial-wave mixing, is
consistent with a near-threshold resonance. This study demonstrates, for the first time, that two-
body scattering information can be reliably extracted from lattice spectra including the left-hand
cut.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last two decades, numerous exotic hadronic
states have been discovered in the heavy quark sector,
challenging conventional quark models. Quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD), with its color confinement, is com-
patible with a wide range of color-neutral hadrons, such
as multiquarks, hadronic molecules, hybrids, glueballs
etc., see [1–8] for the review articles. Yet, the specific
configurations that are realized in nature remain enig-
matic. Consequently, experimental searches for exotic
hadrons and the analysis of data in a manner consistent
with unitarity and analyticity, allowing for the appro-
priate extraction of pole positions, are fundamental for
enhancing our understanding of the strong interaction in
the Standard Model. Additionally, the pertinent infor-
mation can be gained from lattice simulations – a first
principle approach to solve QCD in a non-perturbative
regime, see [9–14] for recent reviews.

Recently, LHCb observed the first manifestly exotic
doubly-charmed narrow resonance Tcc(3875)

+, whose
minimal quark content is ccūd̄ [15, 16]. With its mass
being just a few hundreds keV below the D∗+D0 thresh-
old and the width almost completely dominated by the
only available strong decay to DDπ, this state has been
extensively analyzed using low-energy effective field the-
ories (EFT) [17–22] and phenomenological models, see,
e.g., [7] and references therein.

The Tcc has also been recently investigated in lat-
tice QCD [23–25]. In the first two studies, the Lüscher
method was employed to determine the DD∗ phase shifts
(step 1) at pion masses of 280 and 350 MeV, respec-
tively. The extracted infinite-volume phase shifts were
then parameterized using the effective-range expansion
(ERE) (step 2), leading to the determination of low-
energy parameters for DD∗ scattering, namely the scat-
tering length and effective range. Furthermore, the pole
position determined in Ref. [23] is consistent with the
Tcc being a virtual state, indicative of its molecular na-
ture [26]. However, the analyses of Refs. [23, 24] were
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the approach employed in
this study. V denotes the effective potential in chiral EFT,
involving the OPE and contact interactions; EFV stands for
the finite volume energy levels in lattice simulations, used here
as input.

questioned in a recent study [27], which highlighted the
important role of the one-pion exchange (OPE), which
brings a new scale into the problem from a nearby left-
hand cut (lhc). The presence of the lhc restricts the ERE,
commonly used for analyzing infinite volume phase shifts
at step 2, to a very narrow energy range, rendering it un-
suitable for accurate pole extractions [27]. Moreover, the
validity of the Lüscher formula [28–31], which is the cor-
nerstone for extracting infinite volume amplitudes from
finite volume (FV) energy levels at step 1, becomes ques-
tionable in the presence of a nearby lhc [32–34].

In this study, we resolve the challenging lhc problem
inherent in Lüscher’s method, which is fundamental for
extracting two-body scattering information from finite
volume energy spectra. This achievement is made pos-
sible by employing a chiral EFT-based approach, which
explicitly incorporates the longest-range interaction from
the OPE. We can, therefore, extract infinite volume ob-
servables from finite volume energy levels both below and
above the lhc. Our method also naturally accounts for
range effects and exponentially suppressed corrections re-
lated to the OPE [35]. Additionally, the formulation of
chiral EFT using the plane wave basis [36] enables us
to investigate and understand the impact of partial-wave
mixing in a finite volume on the extracted phase shifts.

In parallel to our work, a modified Lüscher formula was
proposed to address the lhc problem in Ref. [32]; however,
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no practical implementations of this approach to lattice
data were conducted. To demonstrate our method, we
undertake a thorough analysis of lattice energy levels
from Ref. [23] to extract, for the first time, the pole of
the Tcc state while considering all the effects above and
quantifying the uncertainties. Our method is general and
applicable to the analysis of a wide range of hadronic re-
actions utilizing lattice energy levels.

II. FRAMEWORK

In the 1990s, Lüscher established a method that
connects the infinite-volume scattering matrix T (E) to
the discrete energy levels EFV of a system in a peri-
odic box [28, 29]. The Lüscher formula, also known
as Lüscher’s quantization conditions (LQCs) can be
schematically expressed as [9, 13]

det[F−1(E,P, L)− 8πiT (E)] = 0, (1)

where F−1(E,P, L) is a known quantity that captures
the kinematics of the finite volume. It depends on the
box size L, the total momentum of the two-body system
P and the total energy E. Equation (1) determines a set
of lattice energy levels EFV if the infinite-volume scatter-
ing amplitude T (E) is known. However, to obtain observ-
ables in the infinite volume, a solution of the inverse prob-
lem is required, where T (E) is extracted from EFV . The
method is applicable to two-body scattering, including
various partial waves and coupled hadron-hadron chan-
nels below the lowest three-body threshold. However,
while this approach is generally model-independent, it is
valid under certain conditions. First, the box size L is
required to be significantly larger than the interaction
range R, in order to justify the neglect of exponentially
suppressed corrections ∼ e−L/R. Yet, for not very large
volumes, these exponentially suppressed terms, governed
by the longest-range OPE interaction, can be numeri-
cally significant [35]. Another complication stems from
breaking the rotational symmetry in cubic boxes, which
results in energy levels typically receiving contributions
from multiple partial waves [29, 37]. Partial wave mixing
is sometimes disregarded at very low energies due to the
threshold suppression of higher partial waves, Tl ∼ El,
ensuring a one-to-one correspondence between the phase
shifts and the FV energy levels. However, for more gen-
eral cases where the partial wave mixing effect is sig-
nificant, this correspondence is lost, and a more com-
plex formalism involving appropriate parameterization of
the T -matrix is required to determine scattering informa-
tion, see, e.g., [38, 39] and references therein. One option
for parameterization is the ERE [40], which, however, is
only valid in a very narrow energy range limited by the
lhc [27]. Finally and most importantly, Lüscher’s quan-
tization conditions fail in the presence of the nearby lhc
[32, 33, 41]. Indeed, because the amplitude T (E) is com-
plex below it, while the function F−1(E,P , L) remains

real, Eq. (1) can not be applied at least below the lhc.
In this work, we advocate an alternative approach (see

also [36]), which allows one to account for all effects dis-
cussed above, thereby avoiding the complexity of solving
the inverse problem, see Fig. 1 for a schematic illustra-
tion. Specifically, we start from the effective Hamilto-
nian, which incorporates the long-range dynamics due
to the OPE and involves contact interactions in relevant
partial waves. We then calculate the FV energy spec-
trum using the plane wave basis with discrete momen-
tum modes and adjust the low-energy constants (LECs),
accompanying the contact terms, to achieve the best de-
scription of the FV energy levels EFV . The resulting
effective Hamiltonian, with all the LECs being fixed to
EFV , is then used to calculate the scattering amplitude
in the infinite volume.

III. APPLICATION TO Tcc

In Ref. [23], the FV energy levels of isospin-0 DD∗

scattering were extracted in lattice QCD using the lat-
tice spacing of a ≈ 0.08636 fm at mπ ≈ 280 MeV, corre-
sponding to the D and D∗ meson masses of MD = 1927
MeV and MD∗ = 2049 MeV, respectively, and two spa-
tial lattice sizes L = 2.07 and 2.76 fm, as shown in Fig 2.
Following Ref. [23], we consider the nine lowest-lying
energy levels in the irreducible representations (irreps)
T+
1 (0), A−

1 (0) and A2(1) of the point groups as input in
our calculations. The integer numbers d in the parenthe-
ses are related to the total momentum of two particles
P = 2π

L d with d ∈ Z3.
Starting from the Lippmann-Schwinger-type inte-

gral equations (LSE) in the FV, T(E) = V(E) +
V(E)G(E)T(E), the FV energy levels are obtained by
solving the determinant equation

det
[
G−1(E)− V(E)

]
= 0. (2)

The matrix in the argument of the determinant can be
block-diagonalized according to the lattice irreps. Here,
the discretized propagator G is defined as

Gn,n′ = J 1

L3
G(p̃n, E)δn′,n, (3)

where J is the Jacobi determinant arising from the
transformation between the box and the center-of-mass
frames, see [41] for details, while p̃n are the discretized
momenta. Further, the Green function G reads

G(p̃, E) =
1

4ω1ω2

(
1

E − ω1 − ω2
− 1

E + ω1 + ω2

)
, (4)

where ωi =
√

m2
i + p̃2 with m1 = MD and m2 = MD∗ .

To solve Eq. (2) in a finite volume, we use the plane
wave basis instead of expanding it in partial waves. This
allows us to naturally account for all partial wave mixing
effects arising from rotational symmetry breaking in a
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FIG. 2. Fit results for the center-of-mass energy Ecm =√
E2 −P2 of the DD∗ system normalized by EDD∗ = MD +

MD∗ , for the heavier charm quark mass and two different vol-
umes from Ref. [23] in various FV irreps. The lattice energy
levels are shown by open circles, squares and triangles: the
blue and green points in the irreps T+

1 (0), A−
1 (0) and A2(1)

are used as input in this analysis as well as in the scattering
analysis of Ref. [23]. The orange symbols, slightly shifted to
the right for transparency, represent the results of our full cal-
culation (Fit 2), including pions. For each irrep, we indicate
the lowest partial waves, which contribute to it. Our results
in the irrep A2(4) are predictions. The solid and dot-dashed
lines correspond to the noninteracting DD∗ and D∗D∗ ener-
gies, respectively.

cubic box [36].
The effective potential V is constructed in chiral EFT

up to O(Q2), with Q ∼ mπ being the soft scale of the
expansion, and reads

V = V
(0)
OPE + V

(0)
cont + V

(2)
cont + ..., (5)

where the two-pion exchange contributions at the con-
sidered value of mπ are assumed to be saturated by the
contact terms. Truncating the contact interactions to
O(Q2), the most relevant contact potentials contributing
to the irreps T+

1 (0), A−
1 (0) and A2(1) read

V
(0)+(2)
cont [3S1] =

(
C

(0)
3S1

+ C
(2)
3S1

(p2 + p′2)
)
(ϵ · ϵ′∗)

V
(2)
cont[

3P0] = C
(2)
3P0

(p′ · ϵ′∗)(p · ϵ) , (6)

where p (p′) and ϵ (ϵ′) denote the cms momentum and
polarization of the initial (final) D∗ meson, respectively.
While the irreps T+

1 (0) and A2(1) can also receive con-
tributions from the S-to-D-wave short-range interactions
as well as from the 3P2 partial waves at O(Q2), in what
follows, we consider fits with 3-parameters from Eq. (6)
as our main results and use the additional contributions

from other partial waves to estimate systematic uncer-
tainties in [41]. The longest-range interaction between
the D and D∗ mesons is driven by the OPE, which in
the static approximation reads

V
(0)
OPE = −3

MDMD∗g2

f2
π

(k · ϵ)(k · ϵ′∗)
k2 + µ2

, (7)

where µ2 = m2
π − ∆M2, ∆M = MD∗ − MD and k =

p′ + p. The pion mass dependence of the pion decay
constant fπ is considered along the lines of Ref. [27, 42],
which gives fπ = 105.3 MeV for mπ = 280 MeV. The
value of the coupling constant g is extracted from the fits
to its physical value and the lattice data of Ref. [42]. For
the given lattice spacing of a ≈ 0.086 fm and mπ = 280
MeV, we found g = 0.517± 0.015 [41]. When both p and

p′ are on shell, p = p′ =
λ(E2,M2

D,M2
D∗ )

1/2

2E (λ is the Källén
function), the OPE and, consequently, the on-shell DD∗

partial wave amplitudes, exhibit the lhc with the closest
to the threshold branch point given by [27]

(p1πlhc)
2 = −µ2

4
= −(126 MeV)2 ⇒

(
p1πlhc
EDD∗

)2

≈ −0.001,

(8)
where EDD∗ = MD +MD∗ . In principle, the OPE may
also have the three-body right-hand cut, corresponding
to the on shell DDπ state. However, for mπ = 280 MeV,
it starts at momenta far away from the threshold, p2rhc3 =

(552 MeV)2 [27], which makes it irrelevant for the cur-
rent analysis. It should be noticed that all partial waves
are included in Eq. (7), as no partial wave expansion and
truncation is made for the OPE in our plane wave ex-
pansion method.
The contact interactions in the LSE are supplemented

with the exponential regulators of the form e
−(pn+p′n)

Λn

with n = 6. The regularization of the operators with the
single pion propagator preserving long-range dynamics is
worked out in Ref. [43] and can be implemented by a
substitution:

1

k2 + µ2
→ 1

k2 + µ2
e

−(k2+µ2)

Λ2 . (9)

In what follows, we present the results for the cutoff Λ =
0.9 GeV and consider the cutoff variation from 0.7 to 1.2
GeV to estimate systematic uncertainties in [41].
To see the impact of the OPE on the results, we per-

form two calculations: In Fit 1, we start from a pure
contact potential without the OPE and adjust the LECs

C
(0)
3S1

, C
(2)
3S1

and C
(2)
3P0

to obtain the best χ2 fit to EFV .
In Fit 2, we include, in addition to the contact inter-
actions, also the OPE; the corresponding results for the
energy levels are shown in Fig. 2. For both fits partial
wave mixing is included when calculating EFV in differ-
ent lattice irreps. The OPE, however, induces additional
mixing between S and D waves due to the long-range
tensor interactions. Furthermore, the OPE introduces a
new momentum scale related with the branch point of the
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FIG. 3. Phase shifts in the 3S1 (left panel) and 3P0 (right panel) partial waves extracted from the FV energy levels EFV

calculated in lattice QCD. Red bands represent the results of our 3-parameter fits to EFV without the OPE (Fit 1, upper
panel) and with the OPE (Fit 2, lower panel), including the 1σ uncertainty. Green dots in the left panel are the phase shifts
extracted from EFV using the single-channel Lüscher quantization conditions in Ref. [23]. Green dots in the right panel are
extracted in this study using the same method. Blue bands are the results of the 4-parameter fits of EFV using the ERE in
Ref. [23]. Orange lines in the left panel correspond to ip = ±|p| from unitarity, normalized to EDD∗ . The gray vertical dashed
line denotes the position of the branch point of the left-hand cut nearest to the threshold.

lhc in Eq. (8), which has several important consequences
on the observables: (i) It modifies the analytic structure
of the scattering amplitude, making, in particular, the
phase shifts complex when analytically continued below
the lhc; (ii) It controls the energy dependence of the scat-
tering amplitude in the near-threshold region and (iii) It
governs the leading exponentially suppressed corrections
∼ e−µL, neglected in the Lüscher approach.

With the LECs fixed from the best fits to EFV , we are
in the position to calculate the infinite volume observ-
ables and confront them with the results of the Lüscher
analysis of Ref. [23]. In Fig. 3, the results are shown
for the phase shifts in the 3S1 and 3P0 partial waves.
In the vicinity of the threshold, the phase shifts can be
expanded employing the ERE

p2l+1 cot δ(l,J) =
1

a(l,J)
+

1

2
r(l,J)p2 + . . . . (10)

The predictions of Fit 1 for δ3S1
(upper left panel) are

consistent with the analysis of Ref. [23] using the ERE

(10) and also yield very similar values for the ERE pa-
rameters and the pole position of the Tcc state, as summa-
rized in Table I. This is not surprising since both analyses
involve two parameters in this partial wave, which can be
matched to the scattering length and effective range. On
the other hand, the contact fit results for the δ3P0

are un-
able to describe all the data points since the low-energy
behavior of the phase shifts can not be captured with
a single-parameter fit. To account for the range correc-
tions, the two-parameter fit was introduced in Ref. [23] in
line with Eq. (10). This is, however, not needed, since the
range corrections in this channel are almost completely
driven by the OPE – see our Fit 2 in the lower right
panel. The effect of the OPE on δ3S1

is also very substan-
tial. The nontrivial interplay of the repulsive OPE and
attractive short range interactions results in the appear-
ance of a pole in p cot δ3S1

in the vicinity of the lhc, in line
with the results of Ref. [27]. This significantly impacts
the validity range of the ERE, the extracted values of the
scattering length and effective range, as well as the Tcc

pole position, which, in our calculation, is highly likely to
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a3S1
[fm] r3S1

[fm] δmTcc
[MeV] a3P0

[fm3] r3P0
[fm−1] χ2/dof

LQCs+ERE fit [23] 1.04± 0.29 0.96+0.18
−0.20 −9.9+3.6

−7.2 0.076+0.008
−0.009 6.9± 2.1 3.7/5

Fit 1: cont. 1.09± 0.35 0.75± 0.14 −10.6± 4.4 0.028± 0.004 −4.3± 0.05 5.52/6

Fit 2: cont.+OPE 1.46± 0.57 0.096± 0.53 −6.6(±1.5)− i4.0(±3.7) 0.497± 0.007 5.63± 0.19 2.95/6

TABLE I. Results for the Tcc pole position δmTcc , defined relative to the DD∗ threshold, and the DD∗ ERE parameters.
The results obtained via the Lüscher QCs plus ERE in Ref. [23] are present in the second row. Our results from Fits 1 and 2
are given in the third and forth rows, respectively. The Tcc pole position in Fit 2 corresponds to a resonance state with 85%
probability within the 1σ uncertainty. The residual 15% probability corresponds to a scenario with two virtual poles–see the
intersection area of the red band with the orange curve in Fig. 3.

be a resonance state – see Table I for details. In addition,
comparing the phase shifts extracted using the Lüscher
approach (green points) with our Fit 2 reveals discrepan-
cies, in particular, for the two lowest-energy datapoints,
which are strongly influenced by the lhc. On the other
hand, the Lüscher method is consistent with our analysis
above the DD∗ threshold for both δ3S1

and δ3P0
phase

shifts within errors.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We discuss a novel approach based on effective field
theory to extract information on two-body scattering
from finite-volume energies relying on the chiral expan-
sion at low energies. Its main advantage as compared to
the Lüscher method consists in the explicit account for
the longest-range interaction including the leading left-
hand cut, which is crucial for maintaining the appropri-
ate analytic structure of the scattering amplitude near
the threshold. Using this method, the finite-volume en-
ergy levels can be directly calculated as solutions of the
eigenvalue problem both below and above the left-hand
cut. It also addresses range effects and the leading expo-
nentially suppressed corrections from the longest-range
interaction in a model-independent way. The efficacy of
our calculation benefits from using the plane wave basis
expansion and the eigenvector continuation – the modern
computational technique to fully incorporate the partial-
wave mixing effects on lattice and to effectively solve the
eigenvalue problem with the small computational cost.

The practical advantages of the approach are demon-
strated by making a comprehensive analysis of the lat-
tice energy levels on DD∗ scattering from [23] in connec-
tion to the doubly charm tetraquark, understanding the
properties of which is of fundamental importance in the
context of the XYZ exotic states. The long-range inter-
action from the OPE is demonstrated to significantly in-
fluence the understanding of infinite volume observables.
Its presence governs the range effects in the 3P0 channel
and, contrary to the Lüscher method, allows one to prop-
erly calculate amplitudes in the vicinity of the left-hand
cut. The systematic corrections related to the truncation
of the EFT expansion are shown to be small compared to
statistical uncertainties. The extracted pole position of
the T+

cc state appears to be most likely a below-threshold

resonance shifted to the complex plane due to the OPE.
If the uncertainty of the energy levels is substantially re-
duced, our approach can be used to directly extract the
strength of the OPE, represented by the ratio g/fπ, from
lattice data. The incorporation of three-body (DDπ)
right-hand cuts is also straightforward and expected to
play an important role for analyzing lattice data for lower
values of the pion masses – see also [44].
Our approach is applicable to a wide range of hadronic

systems at unphysical pion masses, where finite volume
energy levels are already available or will be computed in
lattice simulations. For instance, it can enhance our un-
derstanding of nucleon-nucleon scattering, where partial
wave mixing effects are expected to be important at the
physical values of the quark masses and the effects from
the lhc are significant [36], and can shed light on hyperon-
nucleon and hyperon-hyperon scattering, difficult to ob-
tain otherwise. Consequently, the effect of the lhc is ex-
pected to be relevant for probing nuclear structure, neu-
tron stars, Σ hypernuclei, D-mesic nuclei, etc., but also
for understanding exotic hadrons – tetraquarks [23, 45],
pentaquarks [12] and even six-quark states [34]. These
investigations provide important insights into QCD dy-
namics and its manifestations in the hadron spectrum
and reactions.
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tegral equation, we use the method of Blankenbecler and
Sugar equation [48].

The Green function reads

G(q, E) = i

∫
dq0

2π

1

(P − q)2 −m2
1 + iϵ

1

q2 −m2
2 + iϵ

=
1

4ω1ω2

(
1

E − ω1 − ω2
− 1

E + ω1 + ω2

)
=

1

2ω1ω2

(ω1 + ω2)

E2 − (ω1 + ω2)2 + iϵ
, (A1)

with ωi =
√
m2

i + q2. Here, the total four-momentum
of the two-particle system in the center of mass frame is
Pµ = (E,0), while q and P−q refer to the four-momenta
of the particles. The second line in Eq. (A1) corresponds
to the propagators written in terms of time-ordered per-
turbation theory (TOPT), with the first term possessing
the two-body DD∗ cut [49]. The effects neglected in
this treatment start from the so-called stretched boxes –
one loop diagrams in TOPT with no two-body cuts in-
volved and therefore contributing at higher orders, see,
e.g., [50, 51] for a related discussion. The Lippmann-
Schwinger-type three-dimensional equation is

T (p,p′, E) = V (p,p′)+

∫
d3q

(2π)3
V (p, q)G(q, E)T (q,p′, E).

(A2)
The three-dimensional momenta which appear in the
equation above are defined in the center of mass frame.

For two particles in the FV, the momenta become dis-
crete to satisfy the periodic boundary condition. The
quantization condition of momenta in the box frame is
qb
n = 2π

L n with n ∈ Z3. The total three-dimensional

momentum in the box frame is P = 2π
L d with d ∈ Z3.

To obtain the LSE in the FV, we replace the integration
over the loop momentum with a summation∫

d3q

(2π)3
f(q) =

∫
d3qb

(2π)3
J f [q(qb)] →

∑
n∈Z3

1

L3
J f [q(qb

n)],

(A3)
where the Lorentz boost transformation connecting q
in the center of mass frame and qb in the box frame
reads [52]

q = γ

(
qb
∥ −

ωb
1

ωb
1 + ωb

2

P

)
+ qb

⊥, (A4)

γ =
ωb
1 + ωb

2√
(ωb

1 + ωb
2)

2 − P 2
, (A5)

with ωb
1 =

√
m2

1 + (qb)2 and ωb
2 =

√
m2 + (P − qb)2,

qb
∥ = (qb · P )P /P 2 and qb

⊥ = qb − qb
∥. The Jacobian J

in Eq. (A3) has the form

J =

(
ω1ω2

ω1 + ω2

)(
ωb
1ω

b
2

ωb
1 + ωb

2

)−1

. (A6)

In FV, the LSE turns into the matrix equation

T = V+ V.G.T , (A7)

with

G(E) =
J (qn)

L3
G(qn, E)δn′,n, V = V (qn, qn′) . (A8)

The FV energy levels can be obtained by solving the
equation

det[G−1(E)− V] = 0. (A9)

One can introduce the modified Green function and po-
tential matrices

G̃−1(E) = E2I− H̃0, Ṽ = 1
L3

√
N.V.

√
N, (A10)

with

H̃0 = [ω1(qn) + ω2(qn)]
2δn,n′ , (A11)

N =
ωb
1(qn) + ωb

2(qn)

2ωb
1(qn)ω

b
2(qn)

δn,n′ , (A12)

and identity matrix I, so that the determinant equation
to obtain the FV energy levels becomes det[G̃−1(E) −
Ṽ] = 0. The solutions can be found by solving the eigen-
vector problem

(H̃0 + Ṽ)v = E2v, (A13)

where v is the eigenvector.

The plane wave basis with discrete momenta gives
rise to a (reducible) representation of the correspond-
ing point group. We can decompose this representa-
tion into irreps using the projection operator technique,
which is discussed in detail in Ref. [36]. After reduc-

tion, the matrix H ≡ H̃0 + Ṽ becomes block-diagonal,
H = diag(HΓ1 ,HΓ2 , ...), where Γi labels different irreps.
For a specific irrep, one can obtain the FV energy lev-
els by solving the eigenvalue problem of the sub-matrix,
HΓiv = E2v.

In the above derivation, no partial wave expansion is
performed. The usage of the plane wave basis is advanta-
geous to include partial wave mixing effect arising from
breaking of the rotation symmetry in a cubic box. In
the context of moving two-body systems with unequal
masses in the FV, space inversion invariance is also bro-
ken, resulting in a mixture of states with even and odd
parities [37, 53]. For example, for the states residing in
the A2(1) irrep in Fig. 2 of the main text, the parity is
not a good quantum number, since the energy levels in
this irrep receive contributions from the DD∗ interac-
tions both in S and P waves.
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FIG. 4. Feynman diagram for one-pion exchange interactions.

2. Chiral EFT interactions

For the DD∗ system, the OPE constitutes the longest-
range interactions (apart from negligibly small electro-
magnetic interactions). We choose the kinematics as il-
lustrated in Fig. 4 such that p (p′) denotes the momen-
tum of the initial (final) D∗ meson and the corresponding
D mesons have momenta of opposite signs. In this con-
vention, the initial and final relative momenta between
D∗ an D mesons are simply p and p′ and have the same
sign. Such choice is convenient when the partial wave
decomposition is performed, since in this case the initial
and final states are decomposed in the same way. We also
introduce the combinations q = p′ − p and k = p′ + p.
The regularized leading-order (LO) OPE potential is ex-
pressed as follows, see Ref. [43] for a related discussion:

V
(0)
OPE(p

′,p) = Ciso
4MDMD∗g2

4f2
π

D(k)e−
k2+µ2

Λ2 ,(A14)

D(k) =
(k · ϵ′∗)(k · ϵ)

k2 + µ2
+ Csub(ϵ

′∗ · ϵ), (A15)

Csub = −
Λ(Λ2 − 2µ2) + 2

√
πµ3e

µ2

Λ2 erfc( µΛ )

3Λ3
(A16)

where µ2 = m2
π −∆M2, ∆M = MD∗ −MD and Λ is the

cutoff parameter. Furthermore, the isospin coefficient
for the isospin singlet DD∗ system reads Ciso = −3. The
effective mass µ sets the typical scale of the OPE in-
teraction in the DD∗ system. It is worthwhile to stress
that for the physical pion mass, one has µ2 < 0. In
this case, however, the kinetic energies of D and D∗,
neglected in Eq. (A14), have to be taken into account.
This results in the modification of the static propagator
in the OPE potential in the three-body (DDπ) TOPT
Green function, which can go on shell. Consequently, in
this case one would encounter the three-body (DDπ) cut
[27]. For such values of the quark masses, exponentially
suppressed corrections from the OPE and partial wave
mixing are expected to become increasingly significant.

Up to O(Q2) (NLO), one can construct six contact
operators in general, ϵ′∗ · ϵ, q2(ϵ′∗ · ϵ), k2(ϵ′∗ · ϵ), (q ·
ϵ′∗)(q · ϵ), (k · ϵ′∗)(k · ϵ) and (ϵ′∗ × ϵ) · (q×k), which are
labeled as O1−6 in order. We can recombine them into
six operators contributing to specific partial waves,

O(0)
3S1

= O1,

O(2)
3S1

=
1

2
O2 +

1

2
O3,

O(2)
3S1−3D1

= −O2 −O3 + 3O4 + 3O5,

O(2)
3P0

= −1

4
(O4 −O5) +

1

4
O6, (A17)

O(2)
3P1

= −3

2
(O2 −O3) +

3

2
(O4 −O5) +

3

2
O6,

O(2)
3P2

= −3

2
(O2 −O3)−

1

2
(O4 −O5)−

5

2
O6.

Alternatively, by applying the Fierz transformations,
one can express the relevant contact operators, cor-
responding to the diagonal partial-wave transitions
3S1,

3P0 and 3P2, as well as to the off-diagonal transi-
tion 3S1 → 3D1 as (see also Eq. (6) in the main text)

V
(0)+(2)
cont [3S1] =

(
C

(0)
3S1

+ C
(2)
3S1

(p2 + p′2)
)
P [3S1]iP [3S1]

†
i

V
(2)
cont[

3S1−3D1] = C
(2)
SDp′2 P [3S1]iP [3D1]

†
i

V
(2)
cont[

3P0] = C
(2)
3P0

P [3P0]P [3P0]
† , (A18)

V
(2)
cont[

3P2] = C
(2)
3P2

P [3P2]ijP [3P2]
†
ij ,

where P [2S+1LJ ] (P
†[2S+1LJ ]) denotes a projector of the

initial (final) DD∗ pair onto the partial wave 2S+1LJ ,
normalized according to [54]

1

2J + 1

∫
dΩ

4π
Tr

(
P [2S+1LJ ]ij...P

†[2S+1LJ ]ij...
)
= 1,

where the trace is taken with respect to the spin indices
i, j, . . . . Specifically, the relevant projectors read

P [3S1]i = ϵi,

P [3D1]i = −
√
3

2
ϵi

(
ninj −

1

3
δij

)
,

P [3P0] = n · ϵ,

P [3P2]ij =

√
3

2

(
niϵj + njϵi −

2

3
(n · ϵ)δij

)
,

where n = p/|p|.

3. Details of the fits to lattice QCD data

To determine the LECs from the best fit to the FV
energy levels obtained from lattice simulations, the fol-
lowing χ2 function is minimized,

χ2({Ccont.}) =
∑
i,j

δEcm(i, {Ccont.})

C−1(i, j)δEcm(j, {Ccont.}) , (A19)

where

δEcm(i, {Ccont.}) = ELQCD
cm (i)− EEFT

cm (i, {Ccont.}) ,
(A20)
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the exact results for the FV energy
levels EExact

cm (green circles labeled as EC-points) and the
approximations EEC

cm obtained using eigenvalue continuation
(red triangles labeled as training points). ∆Ecm is the devi-
ation ∆Ecm = EExact

cm − EEC
cm .

is the difference between the FV energy levels from lattice
QCD simulations (ELQCD

cm (i)) and our EFT calculations
(EEFT

cm (i, {Ccont.})). C is the covariance matrix of the
lattice calculation [23].

In the fitting and uncertainty quantification proce-
dures, the eigenvalue problem in Eq. (A13) is repeatedly
solved for different values of the LECs. Using the plane
wave basis, the dimension of the matrix H is rather large

NExact ∼
(
ΛUV/

2π

L

)3

∼ O(1000), (A21)

where ΛUV is the truncation scale of the discrete mo-
mentum modes. In principle, one can choose ΛUV cor-
responding to the lattice spacing a as the truncation,
which would result in ΛUV ≈ 2.3 GeV. In our calcula-
tions, we choose ΛUV ≈ 4 GeV to make ΛUV significantly
greater than the regulator Λ of the chiral EFT, ensuring
that the energy levels EFV are independent of the trun-
cation scale. To accelerate the calculations, we employ
a recently developed subspace learning technique known
as eigenvector continuation (EC) (see [55] for a recent
review). In this approach, we randomly choose several
sets of LECs, referred to as the training points, and use
them to solve the eigenvalue problem exactly during the
subspace learning process. Subsequently, the eigenvalue
problem for arbitrary LECs is solved in the subspace
spanned by the eigenvectors of the training points. It
is expected that the solutions in the subspace serve as
good approximations of the exact ones, significantly ac-
celerating the calculations due to the drastically reduced
dimensionality of the subspace. The dimensionality of

the matrix after subspace learning is roughly given by,

NEC ∼
(
pmax/

2π

L

)
∼ O(10), (A22)

where pmax ≈ 0.6 GeV represents the typical momen-
tum of the highest EFV of interest. It is evident that
pmax < Λ ≪ ΛUV. Notably, NEC varies linearly with L,
unlike NExact, which increases as L3. Although subspace
learning incurs some additional computational cost ini-
tially, it is a one-time investment. The reliability of the
EC is further facilitated in the EFT framework by us-
ing the naturalness assumption to constrain the values
of the LECs. For a detailed description of this technique
we refer to Ref. [56].
We utilize the finite-volume problem of irreducible rep-

resentation T+
1 (0) in the box L = 2.07 fm as an example

to showcase the efficiency and accuracy of the EC, as
depicted in Fig. 5. Specifically, we select three sets of
LECs as training points and consider the first four non-
degenerate states to span the subspace. The EC method
yields highly accurate results, with discrepancies primar-
ily observed beyond the range covered by the training
points and well above the region of interest for T+

1 (0)
states, as illustrated in Fig. of the main text.

Appendix B: Coupling constants

To determine the pion decay constant at the unphysical
value of the pion mass corresponding to the lattice-QCD
simulations of Ref. [23] we adopt the values from Ref. [27]:
fπ = 105.3 MeV for mπ = 280 MeV and f0 = 85 MeV in
the chiral limit. These values are obtained through chi-
ral extrapolation using the formula detailed in Refs. [57].
Note also that no statistically significant dependence of
the pion decay constant on the lattice spacing was ob-
served in [58].
For the D∗Dπ coupling constant, we follow a slightly

different procedure as compared to that in Ref. [27].
Specifically, to extract this coupling, we perform two-
dimensional fits of lattice data [42] by simultaneously
varying mπ and the lattice spacing, since the finite-
volume energy levels discussed in the main text are ob-
tained not in the continuum, but at a = 0.08636 fm.
We adopt three different extrapolation formulas given
in Ref. [42], namely one linear extrapolation and
two extrapolations based on chiral perturbation theory
(ChPT) [59, 60]:

• Linear extrapolation:

g(a,mπ) = g0(1 + αm2
π + βa2) , (B1)

• ChPT-I:

g(a,mπ) = g0

(
1− 2g20

(4πf0)2
m2

π lnm
2
π + αm2

π + βa2
)

,

(B2)
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FIG. 6. The D∗Dπ coupling constant as a function of m2
π for different values of the lattice spacing, each represented by a

different color. The magenta symbols represent the physical value, while the remaining symbols denote coupling constants
obtained from lattice simulations at unphysical pion masses mπ and lattice spacings a [42]. The left, middle, and right panels
correspond to the extrapolation formulas in Eqs. (B1), (B2), and (B3), respectively. The value of the D∗Dπ coupling constant
employed in our analysis, which corresponds to the lattice spacing of a = 0.08636 fm and the pion mass of mπ = 280 MeV used
in [23], can be read off from the intersection of the orange dashed and gray dashed lines.

• ChPT-II:

g(a,mπ) = g0

(
1− 1 + 2g20

(4πf0)2
m2

π lnm
2
π + αm2

π + βa2
)

.

(B3)

In the two ChPT formulas, the renormalization-scale de-
pendence of the logarithmic term and the counter-term
∝ α cancel each other and are, therefore, not shown.
For each extrapolation approach, there are three pa-
rameters to be determined, namely the coupling con-
stant g0 in the chiral and continuum limits, the coef-
ficient α of the m2

π-term and the coefficient β control-
ling the continuum extrapolation. We utilize the lattice
data for g at different pion masses and lattice spacings
in Ref. [42] as input. Additionally, the physical value
gph = g(0,mph

π ) = 0.567 ± 0.009, which is determined
from the experimental D∗ → Dπ decay width [61], is also
used to constrain the three parameters. In Fig. 6, the in-
put data are compared with the best-fit results shown as
a function of the pion mass at different lattice spacings.
In Table II, the parameters corresponding to the best
fits, their uncertainties and the extracted coupling con-
stants at mπ = 0.280 GeV and a = 0.08636 fm are listed
for three different extrapolation methods from Eqs. (B1)-
(B3). The obtained results for the D∗Dπ coupling con-
stant g ≡ g(0.08636, 0.280) from different extrapolations
are in excellent agreement with each other. In the main
text, we adopt the value of 0.517 ± 0.015, which is ap-
proximately 20% smaller than the value used in Ref. [27].

Appendix C: Systematic uncertainties

In this section, we provide a qualitative discussion of
the systematic uncertainties in the results arising from
variations in the cutoff in the regularized potentials and
the inclusion of additional contact terms at O(Q2).

g0 α [GeV−2] β [fm−2] g

Linear 0.561(9) 0.53(13) −16.1(44) 0.517(15)

ChPT-I 0.547(8) 0.24(14) −19.1(45) 0.517(15)

ChPT-II 0.511(8) −0.59(15) −27.6(48) 0.519(15)

TABLE II. The parameters of the considered extrapolations
from Eqs. (B1)-(B3) obtained from best fits to input data,
as described in text, and the extracted values of the coupling
constant g at mπ = 0.280 GeV and a = 0.08636 fm.

Fit 1: cont.

Fit 2: cont.+OPE

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

FIG. 7. Cutoff dependence of the reduced χ2 for different
fits. In our Fits 1 and 2, there are three parameters and six
degrees of freedom (dof). The gray dashed line represents the
reduced χ2 of the four-parameter fit using LQCs and ERE in
Ref. [23].

The variation of reduced χ2 values for Fits 1 and 2
is illustrated in Fig. 7 as the cutoff Λ is gradually in-
creased from 0.6 to 1.2 GeV with a step size of 0.1 GeV.
Note that the reduced χ2 for Λ = 0.6 GeV is significantly
larger than for other values. However, this observation
is not surprising, given that the highest energy level in
the fitting data set, corresponding to the A−

1 (0) irrep for
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L = 2.07 fm (see Fig. 2 of the main text), corresponds
to a momentum of approximately 0.56 GeV, which is
only slightly smaller than the chosen cutoff. When Λ
is varied from 0.7 to 1.2 GeV, Fit 2 demonstrates es-
sentially cutoff-independent behavior, while the reduced
χ2 for Fit 1 gradually increases. The reason behind this
lies in the fact that in Fit 1, where only one LEC is
employed to fit the data for the 3P0 partial wave, the
effective range is primarily provided by the regulators,
making the χ2 sensitive to the choice of cutoff. In con-
trast, Fit 2, with the same number of parameters, ex-
hibits cutoff independence because in this case the range
corrections in the 3P0 channel are naturally driven by the
OPE interactions. Another noteworthy observation from
Fig. 7 is that the reduced χ2 in our pionful Fit 2, involv-
ing three parameters, is smaller than that of the four-
parameter fit using Lüscher quantization conditions and
the ERE in Ref. [23] with the same input for the energy
levels. Indeed, once the OPE is incorporated into the
fits, besides its significant influence in the 3S1 channel,
the parameter-free long-range physics largely dictates the
energy dependence of the 3P0 phase shift. Consequently,
the subleading contact term in the 3P0 channel, needed in
Ref. [23], becomes obsolete. The suppression of this con-
tact term, which in chiral EFT enters at O(Q4), is fully
in line with the hierarchy of the operators and provides
further support for the whole framework.

To further investigate the effect of varying the cutoff
on observables in our pionful Fit 2, in Fig. 8 we present
the phase shifts obtained from the best fit while varying
cutoff Λ from 0.7 to 1.2 GeV. It can be observed that
the systematic uncertainties arising from the cutoff de-
pendence are very small.

In our main results, we consider three contact terms:

V
(0)+(2)
cont [3S1] and V

(2)
cont[

3P0] in Eq. (A18) which cor-

respond to the structures O(0)
3S1

, O(2)
3S1

, and O(2)
3P0

in

Eq. (A17). This is justified, since the 3S1 and 3P0 partial
waves are expected to give a dominant contribution to the
energy levels in the irreps T+

1 (0) and A−
1 (0), respectively.

Nevertheless, the partial waves 3D1 and 3P2 also con-
tribute to the FV energy levels used in fits, as indicated
in Fig. 2 of the letter. To investigate their impact, we
conduct two four-parameter fits. In Fit 2′, we start from
our original pionful formulation corresponding to Fit 2

and supplement it with the contact term V
(2)
cont[

3S1−3D1]
in Eq. (A18). To obtain Fit 2′′, the original Fit 2 is sup-

plemented with the contact term V
(2)
cont[

3P2]. Then, the
four-parameter fits are performed to obtain the best fits
to the energy levels as before.

The results of Fit 2′, which incorporates the V
(2)
cont[

3S1−
3D1] contact term, are presented in Fig. 9. Consequently,
the reduced χ2 decreases slightly from 2.95/6 ≈ 0.49 in
Fit 2 to 1.71/5 ≈ 0.34 in Fit 2′. Meanwhile, the scatter-
ing length and effective range in the 3P0 partial wave are
almost unaffected by the additional contact term, cf. the
ERE parameters in Table I of the main text with those
shown in the legend in Fig. 9. Also, the change in the

pole position of the Tcc state is minor and falls within
the quoted errors. The central values of the scattering
length and effective range of the 3S1 partial wave experi-
ence moderate changes. This is expected, since the ERE
has a very limited applicability range, given the pres-
ence of the nearby left-hand cut and the pole in p cot δ.
Consequently, the ERE parameters may undergo adjust-
ments when additional interactions are introduced in fits.
However, we stress that the modifications in the ERE
parameters are consistent with the Fit 2 results within
errors.
The results of Fit 2′′, which incorporates V

(2)
cont[

3P2],
are presented in Fig. 10. In comparison with the results
of Fit 2, the change in χ2 is very minor, resulting in a
slightly larger reduced χ2. The scattering lengths, ef-
fective ranges, and the Tcc pole position remain almost
unaffected. Therefore, it can be concluded that the effect

of the V
(2)
cont[

3P2] term can be neglected given the uncer-
tainties of the present input for the energy levels.
If the accuracy of the energy levels is improved, one

could employ the Bayesian methods to quantify system-
atic uncertainties for the observables in a more rigorous
way.

Appendix D: The left-hand cut problem

In this section, we discuss the details of the problem
in lattice QCD, related with the emergence of the left-
hand cut, which we refer to as the left-hand cut problem.
In particular, we discuss why the left-hand cut in our
framework does not pose any technical problems.
The left-hand cut problem occurs when the finite vol-

ume energies calculated in lattice QCD are connected
with the infinite volume amplitudes using the Lüscher
formula [32–34]. It is the on-shell infinite volume ampli-
tude T (E), see Eq. (1) in the main text, which encoun-
ters the left-hand cut from the long-range interaction, re-
stricting the applicability of Lüscher’s method. Indeed,
since the amplitude T (E) is complex below the lhc (for
details, see below), while the function F−1(L,P , E) is
not, Lüscher’s quantization conditions can not be used
at least below the lhc.

At this place a comment is in order. The process of
extracting physical properties of two-particle scattering
from lattice QCD energy levels involves two key steps, as
shown in Fig. 11:

(i) Extracting infinite volume amplitudes (and thus
the phase shifts) from the finite volume energy lev-
els. To carry out this step, the lattice calculations
so far have used the Lüscher formula.

(ii) Appropriate parameterization of the extracted
infinite volume phase shifts to get access to the low-
energy scattering properties, such as the effective
range parameters, pole positions and so on.

Ref. [27] demonstrated that the left-hand cut, located
in the vicinity of the threshold, significantly constrains
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FIG. 8. Residual cutoff dependence of the 3S1 (left panel) and 3P0 (right panel) phase shifts corresponding to the cutoff
variation Λ = 0.7− 1.2 GeV in the pionful Fit 2.
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FIG. 9. Phase shifts in the 3S1 (left panel) and 3P0 (right panel) partial waves with an additional 3S1−3D1 contact term

V
(2)
cont[

3S1−3D1] in Eq. (A18). The notations are the same as those in Fig. 3 of the main text. The legend shows the ERE
parameters and the pole position of the Tcc. Calculations are performed for the cutoff Λ = 0.9 GeV.
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FIG. 10. Phase shifts in the 3S1 (left panel) and 3P0 (right panel) partial waves with an additional 3P2 contact term V
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3P2]
in Eq. (A18). The notations are the same as those in Fig. 3 of the main text. The legend shows the ERE parameters and the
pole position of the Tcc. Calculations are performed for the cutoff Λ = 0.9 GeV.
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the validity range of the conventional parameterization
of the infinite-volume amplitude using the effective range
expansion, as employed in step (ii). However, Ref. [27]
does not call into question step (i), simply relying on the
phase shifts extracted from finite volume energy levels
using the Lüscher method. The solution to the lhc prob-
lem is proposed in this work (see also [32]) and explicitly
applied to real lattice data.

(ii) Parameteriza�on

Finite volume  
spectrum

Infinite volume 
K-matrix

Du et al.
PRL131, 131903

(i) Lüscher formula

This work

FIG. 11. Two key steps for extracting physical properties of
two-particle scattering from lattice QCD energy levels. The
issues addressed in this work and Ref. [27] are delineated by
red and green dashed lines, respectively.

In order to illustrate the left-hand cut problem, we
write the long-range potential in the form

V (p,p′) =
f(p,p′)

(p+ p′)2 +m2
=

f(p,p′)

(p2 + p′2 + 2pp′z) +m2
,

(D1)

where m represents the mass of the exchanged parti-
cle, p and p′ are the off shell momenta and z = p̂ · p̂′.
We also introduce the on shell momentum pon, which
in the non-relativistic kinematics is related to the en-
ergy as p2on = 2µE with µ being the reduced mass of the
two-body system. (Please note also that in Eq. (10) of
the main text, the on shell momentum is defined as p.)
Since the function f(p,p′) in the numerator is smooth
and analytic, to tackle the left-hand cut problem, it can
be safely ignored. Therefore, without losing generality,
in what follows, we set f(p,p′) = 1.
When E > 0, there is no singularity arising from the

potential in Eq. (D1). Indeed, both the on-shell poten-
tial V (ponn, ponn

′) ≡ V (pon, pon, z) and the half-off-shell
potential V (pon, q, z), entering the Lippmann-Schwinger-
type equations (A2), are analytic in the domain E > 0
and z ∈ [−1, 1]. However, when E < 0, which corre-
sponds to imaginary pon, a singularity arises in the on-
shell potential V (pon, pon, z), since the denominator of
the potential can be equal to zero

2p2on(1 + z) +m2 = 0 ⇒ z = − m2

2p2on
− 1 , (D2)

Re

Im
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FIG. 12. The S-wave on-shell potential, as defined in Eq. (D4)
with m = mπ. The red vertical dashed line denotes the posi-
tion of the branch point of the left-hand cut at p2on/m

2 = − 1
4
.

Below this point, the potential, so as the corresponding T -
matrix, become complex. The real and imaginary parts of the
potential are shown by blue and orange lines, respectively.

provided that

p2on ≤ −m2

4
when− 1 ≤ z ≤ 1. (D3)

Thus, the on-shell potential in the plane wave basis has
a pole in line with Eqs. (D2)-(D3). If the partial wave
decomposition is performed, one finds, e.g., for the S-
wave potential

Vl=0(p, p
′) =

∫ 1

−1

dz
1

p2 + p′2 + 2pp′z +m2

=
1

2pp′
log

(
(p+ p′)2 +m2

(p− p′)2 +m2

)
. (D4)

Instead of a pole in V (pon, pon, z), the on-shell potential
Vl=0(pon, pon) in the partial wave basis develops the left-

hand cut for p2on ≤ −m2

4 , see Fig. 12 for illustration.
The same is also true for the corresponding on shell T -
matrix Tl=0(pon, pon). Consequently, because of the lhc,
the original Lüscher formula cannot be straightforwardly
extended to accommodate long-range interactions.

However, it appears crucial to emphasize that, con-
trary to the on-shell potential, the half off-shell potential
V (pon, q, z) in Eq. (D1), so as the partial-wave projected
potential Vl=0(pon, q) in Eq. (D4), with real positive q,
as used in the LSE, are free of the pole and the lhc, re-
spectively, when E < 0. The same is of course also true
for the fully off shell potential. This is the reason why
no problems occur when solving the eigenvalue problem
for E < 0 within our method.

Our procedure can be formulated as a two-step pro-
cess. In step 1, we utilize our effective potential, consist-
ing of the OPE and a series of contact interactions, to
calculate the FV energy levels both below and above the
lhc from the condition that the determinant in the LSE
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vanishes. Technically, in our case, this amounts to solv-
ing the standard eigenvalue problem in the Hamiltonian
approach, see Eq. (A13), which is completely straight-
forward, since the off-shell t-channel potential entering
Eq. (A13) only needs to be evaluated for real positive
momenta. In this regime, the potential is completely an-
alytic and free of t-channel poles in the plane wave basis
(or the t-channel lhc in the partial-wave basis). Then,
we adjust the low-energy constants to achieve the best
fit to the FV energy levels. In step 2, we use the fully

determined effective potential, with all low-energy con-
stants fixed at step 1, to calculate the infinite volume
amplitude T (E) from the LSE. How to deal with the last
step technically is well known from phenomenology of
two-body scattering at low-energies, e.g., from NN scat-
tering, where the effects from the lhc are included at the
level of multi-pion exchanges, see, e.g., [62] for a recent
review and [63, 64] for a related discussion. The tech-
nique of solving the LSE in the infinite volume can be
found, e.g. in the textbook [65].
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