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Using the QCD sum rules we test if the charmonium-like stmee (4274), observed in thé/y¢ invariant
mass spectrum, can be described wibs®(2317)+ h.c. molecular current witld”© = 0+, We consider the
contributions of condensates up to dimension ten and we atddading order ivs. We keep terms which are
linear in the strange quark masg. The mass obtained for such statenis,p, = (4.78 + 0.54) GeV. We also
consider a molecular® DDy(2400)+ h.c. current and we obtaimpp, = (4.55+ 0.49) GeV. Our study shows
that the newly observeld(4274) in theJ/y¢ invariant mass spectrum can be, considering the unceesjnt
described using a molecular charmonium current.

PACS numbers: 14.40.Rt, 14.40.Lb, 11.55.Hx

In the recent years, many new charmonium states were oldar current withJ°© = 0, to see if the new observed struc-
served by BaBar, Belle and CDF Collaborations. There idure, theY(4274), can be interpreted as such molecular state.
growing evidence that at least some of these new states awe also investigate thBDg molecular current. Previous cal-
non conventionatc states. In some cases the masses of theseulations for the new charmonium states interpreted asenole
states are very close to the meson-meson threshold, like thdar or tetraquark states can be found at —36].
X(3872) [1] and thez*(4430) [2]. Therefore, a molecular A possibleDsDg molecular current with1?¢ = 0+ is
interpretation for these states seems natural. Otherlgessi given by
interpretations for these states are tetraquarks, hybegbms,

. [ _ _ _
or threshold gects. j = —= [(S5Ca) (@) + (Carss)(Bw)] . (1)
Very recently the CDF Collaboratiohl [3] reported a further V2
study of the structures in th&/y¢ invariant mass, produced \ynerea andb are color indices.
in exclusiveB* — J/y¢K™ decays. Besides confirming the  the QCDSR approach is based on the two-point correlation
Y(4140) state[[4] with a significance greater than, EDF function
also find evidence for a second structure with approximately
3.10 significance. The reported mass and width of this struc- (o) = i fd4x d9%OTTi(x) i (0)10). 2
ture areM = 42744*%%(stat) MeV andl' = 32.3*215(stat) @ OITLIC91"(O1I0) @

MeV_[E]. This new structure, refered a§4274) in ref. 5], The sum rule is obtained by evaluating the correlation func-
was interpreted as the S-walleD«(2317)+ h.c. molecular . ~. : o . :
. tion in Eq. [2) in two ways: in the OPE side and in the phe-
state. The authors of rel.|[5] have also predicted a S-wave . . . :
) nomenological side. In the OPE side we work at leading or-
DDo(2400)+ h.c. molecular state with a mass around 4.2 GeV’der inas in the operators, we consider the contributions from
which they call as the cousin §{4274). This state is compat- S b '

ible with the enhancement structure around 4.2 GeV observq%gggfgsﬂgzgrgégg'&Z?E'%nafﬁn %n?h\évzﬁgﬁgrfernm;(\;\é?é? are

in the J/yw invariant mass spectrum froBidecay 5] side, the correlation function is calculated by insertinggi-

These two pseudoscalar molecular states could be the angpediate states for thBsDg molecular state. The coupling
logue of theY(4140) andY(3930) (reported by the Belle Col- ¢ the molecular statéMl, to the currentj, in Eq. [1) can be
laboration|[6] and confirmed by the BaBar Collaboratidn [7]) parametrized in terms of the parameter
that were interpreted, in ref.|[8], d3;D; and D*D* scalar
molecular states respectively. Some interpretationster t OjIM) = A. 3)
Y(4140) can be found in refs|[8422].

Here we use the QCD sum rules (QCDSR) [23-26], to Although there is no one to one correspondence between

check the suggestion made by the authors of fef. [8]. Theret-he current and the state, since the current in Eq. (1) can be

fore, we study the two-point function based oB @< molec- rewritten in terms of a sum over tetraquark type currents, by
’ the use of the Fierz transformation, the paramgtexppear-

ing in Eq. [3), gives a measure of the strength of the cou-

pling between the current and the state. Besides, as shown in
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indices. This means that if the physical state is a molecular
state, it would be best to choose a molecular type of current
so that it has a large overlap with the physical state. There-
fore, if the sum rule gives a mass and width consistent with
the physical values, we can infer that the physical stateahas
structure well represented by the chosen current.

Using Eq.[(8), the phenomenological side of &d. (2) can be

written as
00 con S
. f 4s” t(z)’
0 S—¢

where the second term in the RHS of E%.(4) denotes the con-
tribution of the continuum of the states with the same quantu
numbers as the current. As usual in the QCDSR method, it is
assumed that the continuum contribution to the spectral den
sity, p®"{(s) in Eq. (@), vanishes below a certain continuum
thresholds,. Above this threshold, it is given by the result
obtained in the OPE side. Therefore, one uses the ansatz [37]

(5)

In the OPE side the correlation function can be written as a
dispersion relation:

Pee?) = (4)

pP"(s) = pP"H(9O(s - ) -

(6)

wherep®PE(s) is given by the imaginary part of the correla-
tion function:zp°PE(s) = IM[II°PE(s)]. After transferring the
continuum contribution to the OPE side, and after perfognin

a Borel transform, the sum rule for the state described by a
DsDg pseudoscalar molecular current can be written as:

S
12e Moeng/M? _ f ds e—s/szOPE(S)’ )
4me
where
10
P9 = " ptP(9) (8)
D=0

with plP! representing the dimensidd-condensates. To ex-
tract the mass of the state we take the derivative of BHq. (7)
with respect to IM?, and divide the result by EQ.](7):

LTTO% ds es/M? SpOPE(S)
Joe 0 €5/ pOPE(s)

(9)

DDy —

The contributions t@°"&(s), up to dimension-ten conden-
sates, using factorization hypothesis, are given by:

@max

lesfa,sf (1-a-

@min Brmin
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where the integration limits are given bymn = range 0.4 GeV to 0.6 GeV smaller thafg. Using this crite-
(1- VI=4M2/9)/2, amax = (1+ 1-4n€/9)/2, Bmin =  TiON, we obtaing in the range 8 < & < 5.3 GeV.

amg/(se — mg), and we have usetbgr.Gs) = n(ss. For The Borel window is determined by analysing the OPE con-
consistency, we have included the small contribution of thevergence, the Borel stability and the pole contributiond@e
dimension-six condensatg®G®). We have also included termine the minimum value of the Borel mass we impose that
the dimension-8 and dimension-10 condensate contribgitionthe contribution of the higher dimension condensate shioeild
related with the mixed condensate-quark condensate, glucsmaller than 10% of the total contributiokt?;  is such that
condensate squared, mixed condensate squared, four-quark

condensate-gluon condensate and, three-gluon condensate OPE summed up dim n-l\l(fmn) 0.9 (11)
gluon condensate. total contribution ¥2,) |

For a consistent comparison with the results obtained for
the other molecular states using the QCDSR approach, we |, Fig. [ we show the relative contribution of all the
have considered here the same values used for the quagkms in the OPE side of the sum rule, in the regicd 2
masses and condensates as in refs.[[27-36, B8m) M2 < 4.0 Ge\? for y§ = 5.2 GeV. From this figure

(1.23+0.05) GeV,ms = (0.13+0.03) GeV.(qq) = ‘2(0-223i we see that the contribution of the dimension-10 condensate
0.03)° GeV’, (59 = 0.8(qa), g = 0.8 GeVf, (°G®) = 5 smaller than 10% of the total contribution for values of
0.88 Ge\. For the three-gluon condensate we (36 = M2 > 2.4 Ge\?, and that we have an excellent OPE con-
0.045 GeVf [23]. vergence foM? > 2.4 Ge\?. To have an idea of the impor-
tance of the dferent terms in the OPE, we show, in Hig. 2,
the contribution of each condensate. As we can see, the con-
densates of dimension higher than six are, at least, one orde
of magnetude smaller than the perturbative contributioa]li
considered Borel region.
3
e
. . . . . . w
2.2 24 2.6 2.8 3.0 3.2 3.4 3.6 3.8 4.0 %
M? (GeV?)
FIG. 1: The OPE convergence for ti8® = 0-*, DsDg molecule, 1E-11 +——————1————1——1————1——
in the region 2 < M? < 4.0 Ge\ for y§ = 5.2 GeV. We plot 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40
the relative contributions starting with the perturbatoantribution M> (GeVz)

(solid line), and each other line represents the relativeriaution
after adding of one extra condensate in the expansio® = 3
(dashed line)+ D = 4 (dotted line)#+ D = 5 (solid line with circles),
+ D = 6 (dashed line with squares}, D = 8 (dotted line with
triangles),+ D = 10 (solid line with triangles).

FIG. 2: The OPE convergence for tdg° = 0-*, DsDg molecule,
in the region 2 < M? < 4.0 Ge\? for y§ = 5.2 GeV. We plot
the contributions of all individual condensates in the ORIe: per-
turbative contribution (solid line){ss contribution (dashed line),
The continuum threshold is a physical parameter thatg’G?) contribution (dotted line)mi(s9 (solid line with cicles),
should be determined from the spectrum of the mesons. Th@&s? (dashed line with circles)g®G®) (dotted line with circles),
value of the continuum threshold in the QCDSR approach is[g(s9? (solid line with squaresg’G?)* (dashed line with squares),
in general, given as the value of the mass of the first excitate(T5(59)? (dotted line with squares)S9*(g°G?) (dashed line with
state squared. In some known cases, likegthemd J/u, the  1iangles)(g’G?)g*G®) (solid line with triangles).
first excitated state has a mass approximaté&y®eV above
the ground state mass. In the cases that one does not knowAs commented above, the OPE convergence is very good
the spectrum, one expects the continuum threshold to be ajr the Borel range 2 < M? < 4.0 Ge\?. However, the
proximately the square of the mass of the state plas®eV:  Borel stability for the mass of the state is only good for
S = (Mp+0.5 GeVY. Therefore, to fix the continuum thresh- M2 > 2.8 Gel\?, as can be seen through the solid line in
old range we extract the mass from the sum rule, for a giverrig.[3. Therefore, we fix the lower value ®? in the sum

s, and accept such value &f if the obtained mass is in the rule window asM?2, = 2.8 Ge\~.
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FIG. 3: The pseudoscalar meson mass, described withy FIG. 4: The pseudoscalar meson mass, described withy

molecular current, as a function of the sum rule parameté?) (  molecular current, as a function of the sum rule parame) (
for S = 52 GeV. The solid line shows the result obtained for /S = 5.1 GeV (dotted line),«/S = 5.2 GeV (solid line) and
considering all contributions up to dimension-10. The @ash +/S = 5.3 GeV (dot-dashed line).

and dotted lines show, respectively, the results obtairegdenting

the contributions of the dimension-8g¢G2)?) and dimension-10

(PG PG®), (g°G?)(59?) gluon condensates.

In Fig.[d we also show, through the dashed and dotted
lines, the result obtained if we neglect the contribution of
dimension-8 and dimension-10 gluon condensates. We see
that the contribution of the dimension-8 and -10 gluon con-
densates((’G?)?, (g°G>)(g°G®), (g°G?)(59?) are only im-
portantin the regioM? < 2.8 Ge\?, which is notin our Borel
window, due to the mass stability. Therefore, at least ia thi
case, the contribution of higher dimension gluon condessat 0.3 -
could be safely neglected. Besides, as can be seen ifilFig. 4, ; -
where we show the results for the mass fdfetent values of 024 -7
/S considering all condensate contributions up to d|men5|0n-. 2a 24 26 28 30 a2 31 36 33 20
10, the dependence of the mass on the OPE convergence is ) )
smaller than the its dependence on the continuum threshold M” (GeV’)
parameter.

To be able to extract, from the sum rule, information about
the low-lying resonance, the pole contribution to the sula ru FIG. 5: The solid line shows the relative pole contributitime(pole
should be bigger than, or at least equal to, the continuum coreontribution divided by the total, pole plus continuum, tution)
tribution. Since the continuum contribution increaseshwit and the dashed line shows the relative continuum contdbtfor
M2, due to the dominance of the perturbative contribution,V = 5.2 GeV.
we fix the maximum value of the Borel mass to be the one for
which the pole contribution is equal to the continuum centri

pole x continuum (%)

bution. current obtained from the sum rule foifidirent values ofy/S.
From Fig.[5 we see that fox/S; = 5.2 GeV, the pole VS (GeV)| M7, (GeV)

contribution is bigger than the continuum contribution for 5.1 3.43

M? < 3.66Ge\. We show in Table | the values dflyax 5.2 3.66

for other values ofyS. Although for S = 5.0 GeV there 53 3.90

is still a small allowed Borel window, the flierence between
the obtained mass and the continuum threshold is very small To estimate the dependence of our results with the values
(smaller than 0.2 GeV). Therefore, we do not consider value§f the quark masses and condensates, we/Bx= 5.2 GeV
of v <5.1 GeV. and vary the other parameters in the ranges:= (1.23 +
0.05) GeV,ms = (0.13 + 0.03) GeV,(qqg) = —(0.23 +
Table|: Upper limits in the Borel window for the®, DDy 0.03)* Ge\?, mg = (0.8 + 0.1) Ge\A. In our calculation we



have assumed the factorization hypothesis. However,nt4s i
portant to check how a violation of the factorization hypoth
esis would modify our results. To do that we multiply the
contribution of the four-quark condensates»f= 6,8 and

D = 10in Eq. [I0) by a factoK, and we vary in the range
0.5 < K < 2. The dependence of our results with all the
variations mentioned above is show in Table II.

Tablell: Values obtained fompp,, in the Borel window
3.0 < M? < 3.65 Ge\?, when the parameters vary in the ranges

1.6 4

1.4

showed.
parameter Mpp,, (GeV)
m = (1.23+ 0.05) GeV 476+ 0.07
ms = (0.13+ 0.03) GeV 476+ 0.06
(@ = —(0.23+0.037 Ge\?| 4.89+0.27 R
rn% — (08 + 01) Ge\/? 4.753+ 0.003 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.8 3.0 3.2 34 3.6 3.8 4.0
05<K<2 480+011 M? (GeV?)

Taking into account the uncertainties given above and the
uncertainties due to the continuum threshold parameter and

due to the OPE convergence, we finally arrive at

Mppy, = (4.78i 0.54) GeV,

FIG. 6: Same as Fig. 1 for tHeD, current for/S; = 5.0 GeV: per-
turbative contribution (long-dashed line), relative ednition after
adding of one extra condensate in the expansiol® = 4 (dotted
line), + D = 6 (dashed line with squares),D = 8 (dotted line with

(12)

which, considering the error, is still in agreement with thejangles)+ D = 10 (solid line with triangles).

mass of the newly observed structvi@274).
One can also deduce, from EQl (7), the parametiafined
in Eqg. (3). We get:

A1=(6.0+39) x 1072 Ge\P. (13)

This number is of the same order as the current-state capuplin

obtained in ref.[[13], where thg*® = 0** D:D; molecular
current was considered to describe #{é140):

Ap:p; = (4.22+0.83) x 1072 Ge\P. (14)

Therefore, we can conclude that the state can be well repre-

sented by thgP® = 0+ D¢Dg molecular current
To obtain results for th® Dy molecular current witllPC =
0", we only have to takens = 0 and(s9 = (qq) in Eq. (10).

As can be seen by Fifll 6, the OPE convergence in this case

is also very good foM? > 2.4 Ge\2. Therefore to fix the
minimum value of the Borel parameter, we will consider the
Borel stability of the obtained mass. For this we show, in
Fig.[7 the results for the mass of the state describedDRpa
pseudoscalar molecular current, foffdient values ofy/.
We see that foM? > 2.7 Ge\? we get a good Borel stability.
Therefore we fixM2,, = 2.7 Ge\~.

In Table Il we give the values dfin.x for the considered
values of /.

Tablelll: Upper limits in the Borel window for the®, DDg
current obtained from the sum rule foffldirent values ofy/S,.

VS (GeV)| M7, (GeV)

4.9 3.19
5.0 3.40
51 3.61

Taking into account the uncertainties due to the quark
masses, condensates, continuum threshold parameter and

OPE convergence, we finally arrive at

Mpp, = (4.55+ 0.49) GeV, (15)

4.7 4

. (GeV)

£

4.3 4————1—
22 24 26

) v ) v ) v ) v ) v 1
30 32 34 36 38 40

M (GeV?)

—
238

FIG. 7: Same as Fifil 4 for tHeD, molecular current, for/S = 4.9
GeV (dotted line),+/S = 5.0 GeV (solid line) andyS = 5.1 GeV
(dot-dashed line).

which, although a little bigger than the prediction in il
for a S-waveDDg molecular state, is still in agreement with it,
considering the error. It is interesting to notive that tesult

in Eq. (15) is in a excellent agreement with the result oletdin
in ref. |40], where diferent tetraquark currents were used to
study JP¢ = 0~ and 0" charmonium-like states. For the

parameten we get:
App, = (5.4+3.9) x 1072 Ge\~. (16)

The mass we have obtained for tDeﬁo molecular state
is approximately two hundred MeV below than the value ob-



tained for the similar strange state. This is verjatent from  ant mass spectrum froBidecay [5].
the results obtained in ref. [13] where th#& = 0** DD} and
D*D* molecular currents were considered. In the case of the
scalar molecular currents, theffldrence between the masses
of the strange and non-strange states was consistent with ze
In conclusion, the newly observed struct@274) inthe  This work has been partly supported by FAPESP and CNPg-
J/y¢ invariant mass spectrum can be, considering the error®razil, and by the National Natural Science Foundation of
interpreted as the S-wa@Dg+h.c. molecular charmonium,  China under Grants No. 11035006, No. 11047606 and the
in agreement with the findings in ref] [5], where a dynami-Ministry of Education of China (FANEDD under Grant No.
cal study of the system, composed of the pseudoscalar arm0924, DPFIHE under Grants No. 20090211120029, NCET
scalar charmed mesons, was done. In the case of the S-wayader Grant No. NCET-10-0442, the Fundamental Research
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of Y(4274) in ref. [5], the QCDSR results are consistent with
the enhancement structure around 4.2 GeV indfijev invari-
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