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The double thresholds distort the lineshapes of the P$5(4338)0 resonance
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Very recently, the LHCb Collaboration reported the first observation of the hidden charm pentaquark with
strangeness, P$s (4338)°. Considering this state is very close to the 22D° and ZF D~ thresholds, we explore
the possible bias of the Breit-Wigner parameterization, with emphasis on the effect of its coupling to the double
thresholds Z2D° and ZF D~. We first use a qualitative picture based on the “uniformization” of the Riemann
surface of the two-channel system to understand the positions of the enhancement. Then we use the Lippmann-
Schwinger equation (LSE) formalism (equivalent to the K -matrix parameterization) with two models, the zero-
range model and Flatté model to investigate the J/¢A lineshapes. Our results show that the nominal peak of
the Pfﬁ\s (4338)° could arise either from the pole well above the =} D~ threshold on the (—, +) sheet or from
the pole well below the Z°D° threshold on the (—, —) sheet in the two-channel system. Using the Breit-Wigner
distribution to depict the above two lineshapes could be misleading. We also find a novel type of lineshapes
with the enhancement constrained by the threshold difference. We urge the LHCb collaboration to perform the
refined experimental analysis considering the unitarity and analyticity, e.g. using the K-matrix parameterization.
As a by-product, we obtain that the ratio of the isospin violating decay I" PA,—J/4% /T PA — /v could be up

to 10%.

I. INTRODUCTION

Very recently, the LHCb Collaboration announced the
first observation of the hidden-charm pentaquark state with
strangeness [1]. The signal was observed in the J/9A in-
variant mass spectrum of the decay B~ — J/¢Ap. The
state is composed of at least five quarks (ccuds). Within the
new naming convention recommended by the LHCb Collabo-
ration [2] (the convention will be adopted here and following),
the state is labeled as P$S (4338)°. Within a relativistic Breit-
Wigner (BW) lineshape fitting as shown in Fig. 1, the mass
and width of the resonance were extracted,

m = 4338.3 £ 0.7 £ 0.4 MeV,
'=70£12+13MeV. (1)

One can see that the resonance is very close to the =.D
thresholds (~ 4336 MeV). Meanwhile, the amplitude analysis

prefers the 5 " spin-parity quantum numbers and excludes the

possibility of %+ at 90% confidence level.

The observation of P1j}\s(4338)0 is the follow-up story of
the Plf)v states [3, 4], see [5—11] for recent reviews of the ex-
otic states. The evidence of the pentaquark with strangeness,
P$5(4459)0 was reported by LHCDb [12], but the significance
is less than 5 0. After the observation of the P/ (4338)°, Kar-

liner and Rosner pointed out that the proximity to the thresh-

old, its J© = 1~ quantum numbers and the narrow width

strongly suggest its Z,D molecule nature [13]. The partners
of the P2, (4338)° were also investigated in Refs. [14-16]. It
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is worthwhile to emphasize that the P!, (4338)° had been pre-

dicted as the Z.D molecule before the experimental report.
In 2019, we investigated the spectrum of the strange hidden
charm molecular pentaquarks systematically with chiral effec-
tive field theory in Ref. [17] (see [11] for a recent review). The
Z.D bound state with quantum number I(J¥) = 0(3 ) was
predicted. In the same work, the =.D* bound state was also
obtained, which coincides to the experimental Pé}(‘;(4459)0
state. Later, a unified description of the loosely bound molec-
ular systems composed of the heavy flavor hadrons (D, D*),
(Ao, X, X%), and (Z., =L, Z%) was presented in Ref. [18],
where the Z.D molecular state was predicted around 4328
MeV. Either the Z.D bound state or virtual state depending
on the cutoff parameter was predicted in the vector-meson-
exchange model in Ref. [19]. Before the experimental results
of LHCb, the hidden charm pentaquarks with strangeness,
were also investigated in Refs. [20-25]. The evidences of
P$S (4459)Y incited a new round of discussion [26-32].

The peak of the resonance in Fig. 1 is in the vicinity of the
=.D thresholds. Specifically, the mass extracted from the rel-
ativistic BW parameterization is about 0.93 MeV above the
=+ D~ threshold as shown in Fig. 5. Considering the uncer-
tainty of the mass, it is hard to judge whether this signal is a
below-threshold or above-threshold state. For a long time, it
has been realized that the lineshape of the resonance would
be distorted from the conventional BW distribution if it ap-
pears near the threshold and strongly couples to the threshold
at the same time [33-35]. Therefore, the present BW mass
and width could have large discrepancy to the pole position.
What is more, the effect of the EEDO threshold could also be
important. It is about 3 MeV below the BW mass, which is
comparable to the half width of the resonance. In principle,
the enhancement in the lineshape could arise from the pure
kinetic effect, such as the threshold effect and triangle singu-
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FIG. 1. The experimental fitting with the relativistic Breit-Wigner
lineshape of the P, (4338)° [1].

larity (see Ref. [36] for a comprehensive review), rather than
from the pole of the T-matrix. However, it rarely happens.
The more common case is that the resonance lineshape is dis-
torted by the threshold effect, or equivalently, the threshold
effect is amplified by the nearby pole. Therefore, in the work,
we focus on the distorting effect of the double thresholds on
the resonance lineshape. In contrast to the literature concern-
ing one threshold, the effect of the double thresholds will be
emphasized. We will first discuss the uniformization [37-41]
technique to unfold the Riemann sheets and present a qualita-
tive picture of the double threshold effect. Then we will use
two specific models to show the lineshapes explicitly.

In Sec. II, we analyze the topological structure of the two-
channel T-matrix and introduce the uniformization of the two-
channel Riemann surface. In Sec. III, we introduce the for-
malism to investigate the lineshape of the J/¢¥A in the B~ —
J/yAp decay with two models to depict the J/1A-=0DO-
EF D~ rescattering effect. In Sec. IV, we choose twelve dif-
ferent pole masses on different Riemann sheets to show the
possible lineshapes of the resonances. In Sec. V, we give
a brief summary. In Appendix A, we will clarify the rela-
tions between our two models in this work and those in liter-
ature. In Appendix B, we evaluate the isospin violating decay
P} (4338)0 — J/y3.

II. UNIFORMIZATION OF THE TWO-CHANNEL
RIEMANN SURFACE

In this work, we will focus on three channels,
1) = [J/¥A),

The threshold of the corresponding channel |i) is labelled as
mr,. The resonance is in the vicinity of the mp, and mr,,
which is our energy region of interest. However, the mp, is
far below the energy region, mr, , — mr, ~ 125 MeV, which
is also about the Q-value of P) (4338)° — J/¢A . Very

similar to the hidden-charm decays of the PN states, such a
large (Q-value only induced a small width about 7 MeV, which

2) = [22D°%), [3)=[EfD7). (2

2

implies that the coupling between P$S(4338)0 and J/YA is
very weak and supports the =Z.D molecular interpretation of
the P$S (4338)°. Arranging two well-separated ¢ and ¢ in the
hadronic molecule into a single meson (J/%)) is suppressed
naturally. Similar mechanisms are also responsible for the
dominant decay patterns of the charmonium-like states [42—
44]. Based on the above analyses, it is rational to assume that
the P;),(4338)° is generated from the Z.D interaction. The
inclusion of the J/¢A channel will not affect its existence but
slightly correct its pole position. In the following, we will
first focus on the two-channel problem (|=} D~) and |20 DO)
channels).
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FIG. 2. The topological structure of Riemann surface and its uni-
formization for the single-channel system. The different sheets are
shown in different colors, with label of signs of the imaginary parts
of momenta. The subscript “U” and “L” represent upper- and lower-
half sheets respectively. The red solid line, red dashed line and red
open markers represent the k> > 0, k* < 0 and k* = 0, respec-
tively. The subfigure (a) illustrates connection relations of different
sheets by the colored lines cross real axis in different regions.
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FIG. 3. The topological structure of Riemann surface and its uni-
formization for the double-channel system. The different sheets are
shown in different colors, with label of signs of the imaginary parts
of momenta. The subscript “U” and “L” represent upper- and lower-
half sheets respectively. The solid lines, dashed lines and open mark-
ers represent the k2 > 0, k2 < 0 and k? = 0 with red (blue) for
the lower (higher) channel, respectively. The subfigure (a) illustrates
connection relations of different sheets by the colored lines cross real
axis in different regions.

In general, the elements of the multi-channel S-matrix are
functions of momentum k; of each channel. Because of the
square-root type function relating k; to energy F, the elements
of the S-matrix become the multi-value functions in the com-
plex E-plane. With the opening of each channel, an extra
branch of the S-matrix comes up. The branch cut is related
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FIG. 4. The corresponding relations between the pole position and
|T'|? peak position in the physical region under the assumption in
Eqgs. (8) and (9). For each subfigure, the regions marked with differ-
ent colors [or (A), (B),...] imply that the distance from the poles
in these regions to the physical regions [(a), (b), ...] is the shortest.
Consequently, the pole at the regions (A), (B), ... will give rise to
a peak at the physical regions (a), (b), ..., respectively. The left and
right subfigures are for the one-channel system and two-channel sys-
tem, respectively.

to the unitarity of the S-matrix and the starting point (branch
point) of the cut is just the threshold of the new opening chan-
nel. In Fig. 2 (a) and Fig. 3 (a), we illustrate the topological
structures of the Riemann surfaces of the single-channel and
two-channel systems, respectively. We use the signs of the
imaginary parts of the momenta in the threshold ascending
order to label different Riemann sheets [45—47]. For exam-
ple, there are four Riemann sheets for two-channel system,
(+,4), (= +), (=, —) and (+, —), where the first and the
second signs are for the lower and higher channels, respec-
tively. We also introduce the subscript “U” and “L” to label
the upper-half and lower-half planes respectively. The physi-
cal region appears on the real axis of the physical sheet with
all positive signs.

If the resonance pole is near the physical region but away
from the branch points, the pole surrounding could be re-
garded as flat and one can use a simple pole of E to parame-
terize the resonance,

1 1
“E_E, "E-M+ir/2

T 3)

where Ej is the pole position with M and —I"/2 as the real
and imaginary parts. This is the nonrelativistic BW parame-
terization. However, when the resonance pole appears near
the thresholds, the branching behavior of T'(E) will make
the simple parameterization unreasonable. Alternatively, we
could try to find a variable z to set a mapping from £ to z and
make the T-matrix a single value function of z in the locally
flat surface. This process is called uniformization. It has been
shown that the single-channel and two-channel S-matrix can
be mapped into a single plane [37—40].

For the single-channel system, the most convenient uni-
formization is to go to the momentum plane. In Fig. 2 (b), we
present the k-plane of the S-matrix. For the two-channel sys-
tem, we first introduce two momentum-like variables ¢; and
qn,

@ = (E*-m%), ¢ =(E*-m3,), 4)

where my, and my, are the lower and higher thresholds,
respectively. For our problem, there are m7, = mg, and
mr, = mr,. Apparently, the sign of the imaginary part of
¢; (i =1, h) should be related to different sheets of S(E). We
can introduce the real positive A as,

ql2 — qi = mQTh — mQTl = A2 5

We set up the mapping E to z from the following relations,

@ +qn = Az, QZ_Qh:%- (6)
In Fig. 3 (b), we present the z-plane of the S-matrix, where the
regions corresponding to four sheets and two cuts are shown in
different colors. Apparently, the element of the S-matrix will
be a single value function of the z. The two branch points in
the F-plane is unfolded into four points, which are shown as
open markers in Fig. 3 (b). The origin point corresponds to the
infinities of (—, +) and (+, —) sheets. For the non-relativistic
system, one can introduce g; j, as follows,
2

%’2 = (mTh + mTz)(E - mTi) = (mTh + mTz)TL? (N
where p; is the reduced mass for the corresponding channel.
The remaining derivations are the same as those of the rela-
tivistic case.

In Fig. 4, we show the physical regions of the single-
channel and double-channel systems in the uniformized plane
with the solid red lines. For the single-channel system, the
positive imaginary axis (a) corresponding to the £ < 0 re-
gion. The positive real axis (c) corresponding to the cut in the
physical regions. The two lines form a right angle with vertex
of the branch point (b). Assuming a smooth function in the
k-plane, its value along the physical region (a) — (b) — (c¢)
will become unsmooth at point (b). In this picture, one can
easily understand the appearance of the “cusp” effect in the
threshold. For the two-channel system, the physical regions
are (a) where neither channel opens, (b) the lower threshold,
(¢) where the only the lower channel opens, (d) the higher
threshold and (e) where both thresholds open. The lines or
arc form two right angles at two thresholds. Thus, one can ex-
pect the unsmoothness appears at two thresholds for the am-
plitudes. It should be noticed that one could choose other uni-
formizations e.g. by introducing another mapping with the
arbitrary analytical function g(k) or g(z). However, the trans-
formation introduced by the analytical function will be con-
formal, which locally prevents the angle. Thus, the above dis-
cussion about the threshold effects based on the right angles
will not change.

Now, we expect the T-matrix will be the analytical function
of k or z after uniformization except possible poles. Naively,
we could introduce the simplest pole parametrizations like the
Breit-Wigner function but in k- or z-plane.

1 1

single-channel: T" e — o) x U F — k) (8)
1 1

double-channels: T" o ox 9)

(z—20) (2= 20 —iz)



where kg = k, +ik; and 29 = 2, + iz; are poles. Apparently,
the |T'|? is inversely proportional to the square of the geomet-
ric distance between z(k) and z( (k) in the uniformized plane.
Here we only keep the contribution of the single pole. With
this rough picture, we know the physical |T'|> will achieve its
maximum at the point closest to the pole. In Fig. 4, we divide
the whole planes into several regions (A), (B), ... according
to their closest physical regions (a), (b), .... For example, the
pole appears in region (A) will give a peak at physical region
(a). Comparing Fig. 4 with Fig. 2 (b) and Fig. 3 (b), one can
get a rough impression where the peak will appear for the pole
at different sheets.

For the single channel system, the pole on the (—), sheet,
the lower-half E-plane of the second sheet, will give a peak
above the threshold. For every pole on the (—), sheet, there
is a conjugate pole at (—) sheet (we will discuss it in details
later). Such a pole could enhance the threshold effect. The
virtual state pole on the negative imaginary axis of k-plane
tends to contribute to a peak on the threshold.

For the two-channel system, the pole on the (+,—) or
(—,+) sheets only give a peak between two thresholds (in-
cluding two thresholds). The large region (B) and (D) will
give a peak in thresholds, which include the whole (+,—)
sheet, upper-half (+, —) region, part of (4, +) sheet and part
of (—,—) sheet. Meanwhile, one can see the pole on the
(—,—) sheet only gives a peak above the lower threshold.
The pole on the (+,+) sheet could give a potential peak in
all (a) — (e) regions.

Apart from the above topological property, the analyticity
constrains the S-matrix from the Schwartz reflection princi-
ple [48]. Apparently, the elements of the S-matrix in the (a)
region in Fig. 4 are real and analytical except the possible
bound state poles. With the Schwartz reflection principle, the
elements of the S-matrix satisfy

5(z) = 57(=27), (10)

where z is the variable after uniformization and becomes k
for the single-channel systems. Considering the T' ~ (1 —
S)/(ik1), the matrix elements of T'(z) satisfy the same reflec-
tion rule and the poles will appear in pairs as

o ch
T(z) = - 11
(2) z—2z0 242 (i

where ¢y and —cj; are the residues of the two poles. In the
E-plane, the pole will become symmetric with respect to the
real axis for each sheet. If we assume ¢y is real cyp = ¢, we
can get the possible lineshapes of the |T'(2)|2.

We take twelve different pole masses M; ; = M, & iM?
with ¢ = 0,1,2,3 and j = 1,2, 3 to investigate the corre-
sponding lineshapes, with

M. € {(mp, — IMeV), (mr, — IMeV),
(mrp, + 1MeV), (mg, + 5MeV)},
2Mim| =T € {2, 7, 20}MeV. (12)

These “synthetic” poles are presented in Fig. 5. One can see
that these poles are below the two thresholds, between the

two thresholds, slightly above the higher threshold, and sig-
nificantly above the higher thresholds. The imaginary values
include the experimental one (treating BW mass as the pole
mass), a much smaller one and much larger one. In the calcu-
lation, we will consider the twelve poles on different Riemann
sheets. In principle, we have taken all the qualitatively differ-
ent cases into consideration. We plot the lineshape of |T'|? in
Fig. 6 using parametrization in Eq. (11) with ¢y = ¢j.

One can see that the pole appearing in (+,—) and (—, +)
sheets will give an enhancement to the region between two
thresholds, which agrees with Fig. 4. The peaks move from
the lower threshold to the higher threshold with the increasing
mass for the (—, +) sheet poles. However, the peaks only ap-
pear on the second threshold for the (4, —) sheet poles. For
the poles on the (—, —) sheet, the peaks appear in the regions
above the higher thresholds. When the pole mass is below the
higher threshold, the peak appears on the second threshold.
When the pole mass is increasing above the higher thresh-
old, the peak tends to move with the pole mass. Only for the
poles on the (4, +) sheet with a small imaginary part, the
peak will move with the pole mass all the time. Therefore, in
most cases, the BW mass could not reflect the real pole po-
sition. We will see the results from two dynamical models
are qualitatively consistent with the analysis with the simple
parameterization in the uniformization scheme.

III. DYNAMICAL MODELS

In order to verify the qualitative analysis in Sec. II, we
adopt two models to calculate the lineshapes explicitly. In
the model-I, we introduce the contact interactions for three
channels in Eq. (2) with the isospin symmetry,

0 —C c
1

Vizi —C 01+C0 C1 — Cp ) (13)

¢ ca—c¢ caa+c
where ¢y, ¢g and ¢ are defined as follows,
(B.D, 1 =1i|V|2.D, T =j) = ¢;0i, (14)
(2.D,I =0|V|JpA, I =0) =é. (15)

We omit the interaction between J/v¢ and A. The above in-
teraction is a natural extension of our previous works [42—
44, 49, 50].

In the model-II, the =.D interactions are introduced
through a bare isospin singlet resonance which couples to
these =.D channels,

0 —c c
1 2 2
V = — —~ g9 _ g9 16
n= g ¢ i o | (16)
- 2 2
C —EaZ B2
0 0

where my is the bare mass of the resonance and g is the cou-
pling constant. The coupling of J/1¥A and Z.D is the same
as that in the model-1.
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FIG. 5. The “synthetic” pole positions, the Z.D thresholds and experimental mass and width. In the left subfigure, the gray dashed lines

represent two =.D thresholds.

The orange pentagon with error bars stands for the experimental measurement of the mass and width of

P$S (4338)° within relativistic BW parameterization. The other markers are the “synthetic” poles used to investigate the lineshapes. The
middle and right subfigures are the distribution of these poles on the z-plane.

With the interactions, the coupled-channel 7-matrix can be
obtained by solving the LSEs,

T=V+VGT, G =diag{G1,GsGs}. (17)

The G; is
i = Zf (271')4 127m 2, +ie (P— 1)2 m i€ (18)
A 1241 wi1twio (19)

0 (2m)2 wirwi2[E2—(wi1 +wiz)?+ie]’

with wiq = (1% 4+m2,)'/2. We use the m;, to denote the mass
of the a-th particle of the i-th channel. The total momentum
of the two particles reads P = (F,0) at the center of the
mass frame. The analytical results of the above integral can
be found in Ref. [51]. In order to continue the 7-matrix to the
unphysical sheets, one can use the following replacement to
the channels with a negative imaginary part of the momentum,

.k
Gi%Gi+Z4ﬂ_E, (20)
where the k; is defined as
Ky = VIE? — (mi + mig)?[E? — (mi — miz)?] @

2F

The physical meaning is the momentum of the final states m,;;
or mys in the two body decay of a mother particle with mass
E. In the calculation, we keep the slight mass differences of
the charged and neutral =, (D) to embed the possible isospin
violation effect. In our calculation, the reflection principle in
Eq. (10) is satisfied.

In order to show the relations of above models with the
other similar ones in literature, we give the reduced non-
relativistic interaction of the Z.D two-channel systems in Ap-
pendix A. One can see the clear corresponding relations be-
tween the LSE formalism and the K-matrix parameteriza-
tion [52]. Meanwhile, one can see that the model-I is the
zero-range model in Refs. [53, 54]. The model-II is the Flatté
parameterization in Refs. [33, 34], which was also called the

Flatté model in Ref. [54]. The renormalization of the two
models has been discussed in Refs. [53, 54], which shows
that the cutoff dependence of the 7'-matrix can be eliminated.
Therefore, we only take A = 500 MeV in the following cal-
culation. In principle, one can adopt the general models com-
bining the model-I and model-II [54]. In this work, in order
to reduce the unknown parameters, we adopt the two models
separately.

We can calculate the amplitude of B~ — J/1Ap according
to the Fig. 7,

P+ PAGITH + ) PAGIMT

i—2.3
=PV T+ Y (P - PRV V) G
i—2,3
=PTu+ ) Py, (22)
i—2,3
where we use the T}; = VA (14+G)T11) + Sicas VAGAT,

to obtain the first equation. The direct production vertices P/*
is cutoff-dependent. We can eliminate the cutoff-dependence
by renormalizing the P; and get the final results following
Ref. [55].

The three direct production vertices PiA from Eq. (22) are
presented at the quark level in Fig. 8. For the Pj* and Pé\, their
relative sign is very important. In the isospin limit, there are
relations Th; = —T3; and G4 = G%. Therefore, if there is the
relation P)* = PJ, the contribution from the third diagram
in Fig. 7 will be canceled out for ¢ = 2 and 3. In order to
evaluate the ratio of P;*/P{, we first define the initial state of
the strong interaction,

/sf}

where the superscripts represent the spin and isospin, and the
subscripts represent the color representation. The initial state
is the spin-flavor-color wave functions of the cscu after weak

linitial) = ‘ {le(se )7 qq)°5’01> , (23)
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FIG. 6. The lineshape of |T|? using the parameterization in Eq. (11) with co = c.

vertices and two quark pairs generated from QCD vacuum.
We estimate the P3*/P3* by evaluating the overlap of the ini-
tial state and |=.Dp),

P)  (initial 22Dp)

2= =1
PY ™ (initial| = D p)

(24)

The above result indicates that there is no cancellation in the
third diagrams of Fig. 7.

We can use Py T11+ Pa(T51 —T31) to evaluate the lineshape
of J/¢¥A. However, the P; and P, are unknown parameters.
In the following analysis, we will assume the B~ — J/9¥Ap
is either the .J/¢)A-driving or the =.D-driving. Thus, we can
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FIG. 7. The Feynman diagrams for the B~ — J/1Ap. The dashed
lines represents the antiproton. The solid lines represent the three
channels in Eq. (2). The P2 are the vertices of the direct produc-
tion. The solid square are the scattering T'-matrix in Eq. (17). The
superscripts A label the quantities with the cutoff-dependence.

only focus on |T%1|? and |T2; — T51|? respectively to draw the
lineshapes.

IV. LINESHAPES

In our calculation, the reflection principle in Eq. (10) is sat-
isfied. The poles appear in pairs as Eq. (11). There are three
unknown parameters in each model, ¢y, ¢; and ¢ for model-I
and mg, g and ¢ for model-II. In order to fix the three pa-
rameters, we take a two-step procedure. First, we solve a two-
channel problem (|2) and |3)) to find poles at M. +iMjy, x 0.8.
We assume the main properties of the resonance (central mass
and 80% of the width) are determined by the =.D interaction
as we explained in Sec. II. In this step, we can determine the
co and ¢; for model-I, and g and mgq for model-II. In the sec-
ond step, we will include the channel |1) and tune the ¢ to
add the extra 20% width. The partition of the contribution to
the width can be slightly different but the Z.D ones should
be dominant. The two-step procedure can help us fix all the
model parameters except the poles below the Z2D° thresh-
old in sheet (—, +, +), which correspond to the Z.D bound
states. For the =, D bound states, we take the vanishing widths
in the first step and introduce the width by coupling with the
J/1A channel in the second step. For the bound state solu-
tion, we have to eliminate one parameter manually in the first
step. We take c¢; = 0 to ignore the effect of the isospin triplet
channel in the model-I and take the BW mass as the bare mass
mgo = 4338.3 MeV in the model-II.

In determining the unknown parameters, we also use some
criteria to delete the solutions that are inconsistent with the
present understandings.

 For model-1, we only keep the solutions with ¢y < 0 and
c; > 0. Because the calculations in Refs. [17-19] imply
that the interactions for the isospin singlet and triplet of
the Z.D are attractive and repulsive, respectively.

 For model-II, we only keep the solution with m close
to the present P$§(4338)0 mass, see 4238 MeV <
mo < 4438 MeV.

* For the two-channel Flatté model, there are in general
four pole solutions belonging to two pairs considering
the reflection principle as shown in Appendix A. We

TABLE 1. The allowed poles on different Riemann sheets for the
pole masses in Eq. (12). We use the “0” to label the poles which are
permitted by tuning the parameters in a reasonable range. The results
for model-I and model-II are separated by /.

Model-IIT (=, +,+) (=, —+) (= — =) (= +,-)
Mo 1 o/o /o /o
Mo,2 o/o o/o /o
Mo, o/o o/o /o
My /o /o
M o o/o /o
M3 o/o /o
Ms 1 /o /o
Mo o o/o /o
Moy 3 o/o /o
M1 /o /o
M3 9 o/o /o
M3 3 o/o /o

have checked that only one pair of them could appear
in our region of interest. The other pair of solutions are
about 2 GeV away from the P$S(4338)0 mass or even
further.

* We neglect all the solution at sheet (—, +, —). The nu-
meral calculations show that the 7T-matrix with poles
on this sheet is suppressed by two orders as compared
to others.

In Table I, we list the poles allowed by the above criteria.
For the (—, +, +) sheet, the poles are only allowed below the

thresholds. For the (—, —, +) sheet, all the poles are admitted
except poles with I' = 2 MeV in the model-I. The poles on
the sheet (—, —, —) are only allowed by model-IL

We will focus on the lineshape of .J/tA in a narrow region
near the =.D threshold in the decay B~ — J/¢¥Ap. Apart
from the dynamical part, the phase space part reads

ar

—— x kkt . (25)
dMjyn 0

where k; is the momentum of the p in the frame of the static
B~, and k7, is the momentum of .J/1) or A in their center
of mass frame. One can get their relations to Mj/,4 from
Eq. (21). The shape is shown in Fig. 9. Because the mass
of B~ is very close to the three-body threshold of Z.Dp, the
kinetic-allowed phase space will fall dramatically in the re-
gion of interest. However, the descending behaviour has been
included in experimental fitting. To investigate the possible
bias of the experimental analysis, we will first show the line-
shapes of the dynamical parts, i.e. |T11]? and |T12 — T13|? in
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FIG. 8. The Feynman diagrams for the B~ — J/vAp, B~ — J/¢=2D° and B~ — J/¢ZEF D™. The wiggle lines represent the W bosons.
The three diagrams correspond to the P vertices in Fig. 7. The rescattering effects of the hadrons are not included.

the .J /1) A-driving and =, D-driving mechanisms, respectively.
The sole dynamical part could help show its differences with
the BW parameterization. After that, we will take the phase
space into consideration.

50000F
— 40000f
e
= 30000F
2
£ 20000
10000F
b B ED ]
4332 4334 4336 4338 4340 4342
My [MeV]

FIG. 9. The lineshape of phase space of dI"/dM j /A, wWhich is pro-
portional to kzk /- The dashed gray lines represent the =9D% and
=+ D~ thresholds.

A. Poles on the Sheet (—, +, +)

In Fig. 10, we plot the |T'|? with the poles on the (—, +, +)
sheet. The poles correspond to the bound states of Z.D. The
widths come from the allowed decay pr\s — J/¢¥A. One
can see that for the poles with a small I" (2 MeV), the peaks
almost appear at the central mass, which agrees with that in
Fig. 6. For the poles with a larger I', the peaks will deviate
from the central mass. One can see that the model-II gives
the larger deviations than the model-I. Qualitatively, the two
models with two production mechanisms still give the consis-
tent lineshape. In all cases, the peaks appear below the lower
threshold, which is different from the experimental pattern of
the P$S(4338)0 peak that is close to the higher threshold, e.g.
see Fig. 1. Therefore, the present experimental results seem
to disfavor the P$S (4338)° as the Z.D bound state.

B. Poles on the Sheet (—, —, +)

In Figs. 11 and 12, the |T|? with poles on the (—, —, +)
sheet through the =.D-driving and .J/1A-driving mecha-
nisms are presented, respectively. One can see that the line-
shapes of resonances with the same pole mass in two models
with different driving mechanisms are very similar. The only
difference is that there do not exist solutions with I' = 2 MeV
for model-I. In other words, it is hard to discern the dynami-
cal model-I and model-II from the lineshapes in such a narrow
energy range.

When the poles move from the positions below the lower
threshold to the positions above the higher threshold, the
peaks of |T'|? will move from the lower threshold to the higher
one as expected in Fig. 6. For the poles below the lower
threshold (above the higher threshold), the peaks will not fur-
ther go with the poles but appear at the the lower (higher)
threshold. Most peaks appear as the “cusps” with unsmooth
maximum points on the thresholds, which is obviously differ-
ent from the smooth BW distribution.

In addition to the fact that the peak position does not reflect
the M., the nominal half-widths of the enhancements could
not correspond to the M;,. The shapes of the enhancement in
the subfigures (c), (d), (g), (h) of Figs. 11 and 12 with' =7
and 20 MeV are constrained by the two thresholds in the en-
ergy extension rather than the M. From Fig. 4 and Fig. 3 (b),
one can see the closest physical regions of poles on the (—, +)
sheet are (b), (¢), (d), i.e. the two thresholds and intermediate
regions.

We use the interactions permitting a pole at M5 » and giving
the |T'|* with ' = 7 MeV in Fig. 11 as an example to investi-
gate the effect of the double thresholds. We keep the same in-
teraction and shrink the differences of two thresholds by three
equal steps. We compare the |T'|? with different thresholds
in Fig. 13. One can see that the energy extension will be nar-
rowed with the change of the thresholds. Finally, the enhance-
ment becomes a very sharp peak when the two thresholds be-
come the same in the isospin symmetry limit. For the sharp
peak, the channels with different isospins are decoupled. We
find the peak corresponds to a near-threshold virtual state of
Z.D,I = 0). Therefore, the shapes in the subfigures (c),
(d), (g), (h) of Figs. 11 and 12 are the virtual states broadened
by the splitting of the thresholds. The states coupling to two
thresholds lead to a different pattern from those with a single
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FIG. 10. The |T'|? with the poles on the (—, +, 4) sheet. The dashed gray line represents the central mass of the pole. The solid vertical lines

represent two =D thresholds.

threshold effect.
The peaks of the lineshapes could truly reflect the pole po-
sition only when the poles on the (—, —, +) sheet lie between

the two thresholds, and its I' is small, such as the lines coin-
ciding toI' = 2 MeV in Fig. 11 (f) and Fig. 12 (f). Otherwise,
the BW parameterization could introduce a large discrepancy.
In principle, the experimental Pé}s(4338)0 could arise from a
pole higher than the peak position with the lineshape distorted
by the double threshold effect.

C. Poles on the Sheet (—, —, —)

In Fig. 14, we show the |T|?> with poles on the sheet
(—, —, —). One can see for the poles below the higher thresh-
old, the peaks tend to appear at the higher thresholds. For
the poles above the higher threshold, peaks tend to move with
the pole position. The picture is in good agreement with that
in Fig. 6. In other words, the experimental enhancement of
P$S (4338)" could arise from a pole on the sheet (—, —, —) be-
low the higher threshold even below the first threshold. Con-
sidering the resolution of the detector, the “cusp” at the higher
threshold amplified by the pole in other places would be iden-
tified as a BW peak and give a misleading resonance mass
and lifetime. Only when the poles on the sheet (—, —, —) are
above the higher threshold and with the small T'/2 comparing
with the |M,. — M, |, the effects from the thresholds could
be less important. In this way, the lineshapes could suit to the
BW parameterization, such as ones in Fig. 14 (c) and (g) with
I' = 2 MeV, and the ones in Fig. 14 (d) and (f) with I = 2
and 7 MeV.

D. Lineshapes considering the phase space

In this part, we take the phase space in Fig. 9 into consider-
ation. Since the two models and two driving mechanisms give
the similar shapes in the dynamical part, we only show the

lineshape using the model-II in the =.D-driving mechanism
as an example. In present models, the poles on the (—, +,+)
sheet can not give a peak above the second threshold. There-
fore, we only draw the lineshapes corresponding to the poles
on the (—,—,+) ans (—,+, +) sheets as shown in Fig. 15.
Apparently, the descending phase space will distort the line-
shapes. We still see the enhancements or cusps in the vicinity
of the =. D thresholds.

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we explore the possible effect of the =+ D~
and ZY DY thresholds on the lineshapes of the P$S (4338)Y in
the J/4A invariant mass spectrum of the B~ — J/¢Ap. We
assume the properties of P$S(4338)0 are mainly determined
by the Z.D effect with the coupling to .J/1A as a small cor-
rection. With the knowledge of the topological structure of
the two-channel system (EjD‘ and ESDO channels), we use
a qualitative picture of the uniformization to understand the
positions of the peaks. We use two dynamical models to cal-
culate the J/9A lineshapes in the LSE formalism to verify
the picture. In the calculation, the unitarity and the analyticity
associated with the two-channel system are considered care-
fully. The formalism is equivalent to the K-matrix parame-
terization in RPP [52]. The model-I is the zero-range model
and the model-II is equivalent to the Flatté model. We con-
sider two different production mechanisms in B~ — J /¥ Ap,
J /¢ A-driving one and Z.D one. We adopt the twelve pole
masses on (—,+,4+), (—,—,4) and (—, —, —) sheets to in-
vestigate the specific lineshapes. As a by-product, we calcu-
late the ratio of the isospin violation decays of P$S (4338)°.

From the numerical results, we can obtain the following
conclusions:

* The two models and two production mechanisms per-
mit the similar lineshapes. The lineshapes near the =, D
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FIG. 11. The |T |? with the poles on the (—, —, +) sheet assuming the Z.D-driving production mechanism. The dashed gray line represents

the central mass of the pole. The solid vertical lines represent two =D thresholds.

thresholds cannot be used to discern the underling dy-
namics. Because the lineshapes are roughly fixed by
the analyticity and unitarity, in particular the positions
of the poles and branch cuts.

=+ D~ threshold and the pole on the (—, —, —) plane
well below the EjD‘ threshold, where the BW param-
eterization may be misleading.

* For the poles near the thresholds, the conventional BW
parameterization cannot uncover the real pole mass. In-
stead, the parameterization in Eq. (11) with variable
z after uniformization gives consistent lineshapes with
the two dynamical models. The peaks of poles tend to
appear in the closest point in physical region of the pole
in the uniformized z-plane as shown in Fig. 4 rather

than the central mass position predicted by the BW pa-
rameterization.

* As a by-product, the isospin violating decay ratio
].—‘Plj\ _)J/’(/)E/szjp\ —J/PA could be at most 10%

Considering the potential discrepancy of BW parameteriza-
tion, we urge the LHCb Collaboration to perform the analysis
with the K -matrix parameterization, or the “Flatté¢” param-
eterization when the amount of data becomes large enough.
The present analysis using uniformization is very general,

which can be used to understand the other near-threshold

structures.
* For the poles on the (—, —, +) sheet, one could observe

that the enhancements with widths are determined by
the threshold differences rather than the imaginary parts
of the pole masses. The lineshapes are the virtual state
peaks in the isospin limits which are broadened by the
isospin splitting of the two thresholds. The phenom-
ena are consequences of the double thresholds appear-
ing near the resonance poles.

Appendix A: Zero-range model and Flatté model

In order to show the relations of model-I and model-II with
the other similar ones in literature, we give the reduced non-
relativistic Z.D two-channel scattering formalism. Ignoring
the effect of J/¢A, we can solve the LSEs T =V + VGT,

* The enhancement of P$S (4338)Y could potentially arise
from the pole on the (—,—,+) sheet well above the
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The lineshapes and their corresponding thresholds are represented by
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try limit, of which the full view is displayed in the small figure.

with

v v )
v=| ? P, G=diag{G2.Gs).  (AD)

Vaa Vi3

With the non-relativistic approximation, the G; reads

1 /A 12dl 1
2mimia Jo (27)2 E —my — myp — % + i€

%

Ni[2A + ik, (A2)
Y

where the constant V; is N; = —mi‘—; = N. We have
neglected the mass difference from the isospin violation in V;.
ki is defined as k; = /2u;(E — m;1 — m;2) + ie. The mass
splittings of the two channels in the expression of k; are kept.
Solving the LSEs, we can obtain the inverse of the amplitude

A—l’

AL=NITP =NV 1-GQ) = K '—ikidy, (A3)
where K~! = N-1y -1 — %&-J-A. The Eq. (A3) is the K-
matrix parameterization in RPP [52].
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For model-I, one can define the cutoff-independent K-t

11

—1 azz a3

K= (A4)
11
az3  a22

For one channel case, the a;; is the scattering length. There-

fore, the above model is just the zero-range model [53, 54].
For model-II, one can get the amplitude,

Ay = Aoz = Az (AS)

9%/2

A(s —md)(m1 4+ ma)m + g2 A + i(52 4+ )

The above expression is the Flatté formalism [33]. If one takes
the approximation, £ + mg =~ my + mso and the following
replacement,

g2 g
2o Z-8(my +ma)?, (A6)

2 2

one can get
Agy = —Apz = Aszs (A7)
12
2

~ 97/ (A8)

E—mo+ g2 +i(25k 4 9%kay’

which is the Flatté-like formalism used in Ref. [34].
If one replaces the E, k2, k3 in the Flatté model with z in
uniformization scheme, one can obtain the denominator,

Denominator = A(z + %)2 +iB(z + %) +iC(z — %) + D,

(A9)
where A, B,C, D are real parameters. Therefore, there are
four pole solutions in the two-channel Flatté model. Mean-
while, the four solutions satisfy the reflection rules in Eq. (10),
and can be classified into two groups.

Appendix B: Isospin violating decay P$s (4338)° — J/y%

The peak of the P (4338)° resonance is very close to
the = D~ threshold, which could make the P$5(4338)0 pre-
fer to couple with the = D~ rather than equally couple to
two thresholds, Zf D~ and Z0D°. A natural consequence
of the above picture is the potentially large isospin violat-
ing decay be\s(4i’>38)0 — J/¢X, as in the di-pion decays
of the X (3872) [43, 56, 57]. The isospin violating decays
of the X (3872) and prv (4457) were also investigated in
Refs. [58, 59]. We can evaluate the isospin violating decay
ratio within a two-channel coupling scenario.
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We solve the LSEs in Eq. (A1) in the first step of our two-
step procedure. One can extract the couplings g2 and g3 from
the residues of the T'-matrix

hm (E — Mpole)ﬁj X g’lg]7

E—}Mp(,]e

(BI)

where ¢, j are the indices of the channels in Eq. (2). The Feyn-
man diagram for the P}, (4338)° — J/¢A(X) decay is pre-
sented in Fig. 16. We assume the vertices Z.D — J/9A(X)
satisfy the isospin symmetry. The isospin symmetry is vio-
lated in the g; couplings and GZA due to the mass splitting and
the phase space differences. Therefore, the isospin violating
decay ratio reads

R_ FP$S—>J/¢E

FP$8~>J/11)A
— g3G3(Mre) +92G2(Mre) 2

gSGB(Mre) - 92G2(Mre>

(B2)

k(Me,m g/, ms)

E(Mie,m gy, ma)

In Table II, we present the isospin violating decay ratios for
the different pole masses in two models. For all the model-1I
results and model-I results with poles on the (4, +) sheet, we
set the interaction in the isospin triplet channel to be vanishing
and only keep the isospin singlet interaction. This strategy
will lead to the difference of |g2| and |g3| negligible. The

I

P;(4338)°
A)

FIG. 16. The decay diagram for Py, (4338)° — J/¢A(X).

isospin violating decays mainly stem from Gg\ due to the mass
splittings and the phase space differences. Thus, one can see
the ratios only depend on the central mass and are insensitive
to the I' of the pole mass. Without the contribution of the
difference of |g2| and |gs]|, the ratios are smaller by almost
one order than others.

In the calculation, the largest isospin violating ratio is at
the order of 10%. The ratio is small as compared to that of
X (3872), since the P$S (4338)Y is not as close to the thresh-
old as the X (3872) and is not as narrow as X (3872). How-
ever, the 10% isospin violating effect could still be detected in
experiments.

Apart from the above formalism, one can choose to use a
four-channel coupling method to estimate the isospin violat-



TABLE II. The isospin violating decay ratios for the different pole
masses in the two models.

R L (+,+) L(—+) Ik (+,+) I: (—,+) (-, —)
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or alternatively,

00 —¢ é
1100 é ¢
Vn=§ o ) ) ) (B4)
—C C E?2—m2
- - 2 2
| ¢ ¢ "B Eromg

where we insert the J/1¥ channel based on the Eqgs. (13) and
(16). One can use the two-step procedure to determine the
three unknown parameters in each model. The couplings of
P$S — J/yA and PJ}S — J/1% can be extracted from the
residues of the four-channel T-matrix. The final results have
no qualitative difference with those in Table II.
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M1 0.007 0.007
M2 0.043 0.007 0.007
M3 0.038 0.007 0.007
Mo 1 0.002 0.002
Ma o 0.069 0.002 0.002
Mo 3 0.048 0.002 0.002
Ms 1 0.001 0.001
M3 2 0.092 0.001 0.001
M3,z 0.052 0.001 0.001
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