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Abstract

An analysis of the J/¢ — nn'y decay by the BESIII collaboration claims the observation of
an exotic state 11(1855) with I¢J7¢ = 0t17+. To establish its C-parity partner 7}(1855) in
the picture of the K K;(1400) molecular state, we propose that J/1 — 7}(1855)n"") receives the
main contributions from the final state interaction of K K*(K+K*~, K~ K**  K°K* and K°K*?).
Specifically, K and K* in J/1¢ — K K* decays transform as 7} (1855)1""), by exchanging a K7 (1400).
We predict B(J/v — 1} (1855)n) = (6.373%%) x 1075, and B(J/v» — n}(1855)n") = (6.5758) x 1079,
which can be studied in the J/v — K*K *n() decays.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Although most conventional hadrons are mesons or baryon, Quantum Chromodynamics
actually allows the existence of other types of states, called exotic states as long as the
color confinement is satisfied. One decisive way to judge whether a meson is exotic states
or not is to examine its J, for which conventional mesons can’t have quantum numbers

JFC =077, (even)*~, and (odd)~*. The BESIII Collaboration has recently observed a new

JPC

state 1,(1855) = r; with quantum numbers = 177" on the nn’ invariant mass spectrum

of the J/v — nn'y decay [1, 2] and determined the mass and width to be
my, = (1.855 £ 0.00975:50%) GeV, ', = (188 £ 18%3) MeV . (1)

The JFC of n; unambiguously indicates it is an exotic state. However, it deserves more
efforts to further determine which type of exotic states the 7, is.

Many theoretical hypotheses interpreting the nature of 7; have been proposed imme-
diately after its observation, such as an Ssg isoscalar hybrid meson [3-7] or a tetraquark
state [8], but the mass’ being around the threshold of total mass of K and K;(1400) = K,
makes the 7; more naturally to be interpreted as a K K;+c.c. molecular state [9-11]. (KK,
denotes the various combinations KT K7, K~ K;", K°K?, and K°K? in the following.) Ref-
erence [10] has showed the binding energies of the isoscalar K K;(1400) are all negative
in various situations in its Fig. 2 and proved the attractive force between K and K, by
exchanging mesons, is strong enough to form a bound state using the one-boson-exchange
model. This shows the newly discovered 7; could be the candidate of a K K; molecular state
with JP¢ = 17+, At the same time, the molecular model uniquely predicted that n;(1855)
should have a C-parity partner with J¥¢ = 177 called 7] (1855) = 7} [10, 11]. Hence, ex-
amining existence of the 7} is very important to decide whether the n§/) are molecular states
or not.

In this paper, we analyze the productions of ng/), assuming they are K K; bound states, in
the J/W¥ — n,n") decays. In principle, all the possible bases that can connect the initial state
J/¥ and final state 7;n") should be considered. The direct estimations of these production
process at the quark level are difficult, but the loops composed by hadrons can be regarded as
the major contributions as indicated in Refs. [12, 13]. The dominant diagrams contributing
to J/U — nin"), as depicted in Fig. 1, can give large enough branching ratios to be observed.
The 7] could be produced through the final state interaction in the J/i¢» — KK* decay
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FIG. 1. Rescattering J/¢ — n\n") decays.

(KK* = K*K*~, K- K**, K°K*°, and K°K*?), followed by the K-K* rescattering. The K
and K* then transform to 77"} with the K, exchange in the triangle-rescattering process.
The size of the contribution from this triangle-rescattering effect highly depends on the
couplings of involved intermediate interactions, which are crucial and required in calculation
of the triangle loop. Fortunately, the branching fractions of the J/¢ — KK* and K; — K*r
decays have been measured to be at 1072 level and almost 100%, respectively [14], implying
a strong coupling constant gy, i,y with the helping of the SU(3) flavour symmetry. In
addition, the 7], as a candidate of a K K; molecular, should couple to K K; strongly [10].
Therefore, we investigate the J/¢ — n|n") decays in the molecular model in this work and

show that they are anticipated to be accessible in the BESIII experiment.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we analyze the .J/¢ — n,n") decay in the molecular model. Its triangle-
rescattering process, as depicted in Fig. 1, can be separated into three parts:J/¢ — KK*,
n, — KK, and K; — K*n".

The first part is J/i¢p — KK*. The relevant Lagrangian term is [15, 16]

Ly = P K0 P K 2)
My

where gy x+ is the coupling constant for the J/¢ — KK* decay and € (€}.) is the polar-
ization four-vector of the J/¢(K*). We derive this amplitude to be

Mi(If = KK) = 208 ol (3)

The relations between various gyxr+ can be given by SU(3) flavour symmetry [15, 16]:

gé\g |958‘ 55
JyK+K*— = gyK-K*+ = Jg8 — 2—\/5 + Te ,



GyKOE*0 = GyROK*0 = g — —29\8/83 — —|g88|615E s (4)

where gg, gil, g& and Jp are the coupling constants of the octet term, the mass-breaking
term, and the electromagnetic-breaking term, and the phase angle between electromagnetic
and strong interaction, respectively.

The second part is ] — K K;. The corresponding Lagrangian term is
Ly = gn;KKlq)[_p%E]Kni K, (5)
and the amplitude is derived to be
My(ny = KKy) = gy ki, Pl—phlen, - €k, (6)

where pp is the Euclidean Jacobi momentum and g, xx, = Gy xirr = Gy koK =

G KOR = Gy ROK:0 are the coupling constants of the 77 — KK; decays. For the sake

mKg

T The correlation function ®[—p3]

of calculation, p3;, = —(px, — Apy)?* and X =
can be parameterized as a Gaussian form vertex function [17, 18] or a pole form vertex

function [19-21]:

®[—P2E] = eXp[—p%E/ Af] , [Gaussian form|
O[—pZ] =1+ ph/A},  [Pole form] (7)

with Ay is the size parameter. In this paper, the Gaussian form will cause the integration
divergence and, alternatively, we choose the pole vertex form correlation function. We
determine the coupling constants between the hadronic molecule and its components using
the pole vertex form by the consequence of the Kdllén-Lehmann representation (see Eqs. 22-
27) and the triangle diagram can be calculate by the ‘tHooft-Veltman technique [22] (see
Eq. 19).

Note that using the Gaussian form is more common than the Pole form to determine the
coupling constant by the compositeness condition in an one loop diagram [23]. However,
calculating triangle diagram with the Gaussian form may have singularities, called anoma-
lous thresholds [24]. A parameter z,. has been proposed [25] to prejudge whether there
are anomalous thresholds. The parameter z,. describes the triangle diagram in which A
particle decay into B and C' particles with a, b, and ¢ particles as propagators. Take Fig. 1
for example, A/B/C = J/¥,n,,n") and a/b/c = K/K,/K*. Then, z,. is given by

2 2 2 2 2 2
Zioe = Qg + apmy + aem; — ago M5 — agop My — apa ME, (8)
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with oy + @ + . = 1 and a; > 0(i = a,b,¢). There will be no anomalous thresholds
if 25, is always positive.! In this paper, the set of masses (M4, Mp, Mc,mq, my.m.) =
(m J/q,,mni,mn(,),mK,mKl,mK*) make 2z, not always positive, implying divergence will
happen if the Gaussian form is used.

The third part is K; — K*n®), whose Lagrangian term and amplitude are written as

L3 = g, goqon K1 - K* (9)
and
M3(K1 — K*n(/)) = _igKlK*T](’)EKl CERx (10)
where
b cosfcosd — Lsinfeosd+ - cosOsing + —— sin fsin
— e = — €08 0 cos ¢ — — sin 6 cos cos f sin sin 6 sin
gKlK n 4 4 2\/§ 2\/§
b b
o Qﬂcosecosgbjt2\/§sm€cos¢—Zcos@smaﬂ—zsmesmgb (11)
and

Ik K0 = YK K0 = YKOK-on0 = JROR0n() 5 (12)
where (a, b) are the parameters for coupling constants and (6, ¢) are the mixing angles of
(K1 ~ K3, n~n') [26].

Eventually, the amplitude of the triangle-rescattering process for the J/v — nin"") decay
is obtained by

d4q MMM Fy (qS)
(J/'l?b — 77177 Z/ : 2 2 2 a 2 2 ) (13)
—mi ) (g5 — mi, ) (g5 — mi-)
where >} | sums over all possible Feynman diagrams for K +(* . K (_1(*), K? and K 0(* ,

and Fy, (¢5) = (A3 —m3,)/(A5 — ¢3) is the monopole form factor [27-29], which can be
adopted to represent the off-shell effect by exchanging K7 mesons and also plays the role of
avoiding integration divergences. Besides, ¢» = p, — ¢1 and g3 = py — ¢1 correspond to the

momentum flows in Fig. 1. In the general form, one can expresses the amplitude as

_;Junin® vop o
M(J/ — 77177(/)) 7:;1:; Euupapwewpz'e i (14)

! This could happen when, for example, A is a molecular state and the circumstance |m, — m.| < ma <

me + me is satisfied.



To obtain Gy ONE needs to integrate over the variables of the triangle loop in Eq. 13,

which gives

M/ = ) =

In KK 9N 9B s a2 ,
-9m 1 i U o
~amtmy, <98 T3 6 ) ATGx, ey Cppop€y(D? — D) (15)

The propagators of K* and K; are supposed to contain vector and tensor structures, but
contributions from the tensor structures will be zero due to the term €,,,, in Eq. 13. Hence,
we only consider the vector structures here. The vector four-point function is written as

d4 14
D (19
in? (g7 — mi +ie)[gs — mi, +iellgs — mic +ie][(q — Apy)? — AT + ie]

such that one obtains
DP — PZng +pﬁD2, (17)

with the linear combination of scalar point functions

2 2 2
md} + mn(,) — mna

2

D, =
23 _ (2 22
g ma, (m3, + m. o, mni)

[(m? +m% —m3, )Do+ Coa — Cop] . (18)

The D, term doesn’t contributed to M(J/¢ — nin")) due to euapplyp, = 0. The one loop
scalar 3- and 4-point functions can be calculated with the ‘tHooft-Veltman technique [22, 30—

34] and are given by

D — / d4ql 1
’ in? (qf — mi +ie)gg — mi, +iellgf — mie. +iel[(q — Apy)? — AT +ide]
C /d4q1 1
A= [ = : . —,
0 im? (g5 — mi, +i€][q5 — mie 4 i€][(qn — Apy )2 — AT+ ie]
d4ql 1
Con = [ . . . 19
0p it? (qf —mi +ie)[g3 — mi- +ie][(qr — Apy)? — AT + ie] (19)

As for the term D’?, one can obtain D7 = pfz,lDi +pl, Dy by replacing my, in Egs. (17-19) with
As. Next, one can derive G m® by comparing Eqgs. 14 and 15 and defining D; = D; — Di:

G :_ganKl gs — 9]8\? _g_%8
Ymin” A2 23 6

At this point, all parameters relevant to M(.J/¢ — n,n"")) are given except 9 KK, Which can

6i6E> A%gKlK*n(’)Dl . (20)

be determined by a consequence of the Kallén-Lehmann representation (see the discussion

below).



FIG. 2. the one-loop correction to the propagator of 7.

Upon resummation of the one-loop contributions, as in Fig. 2, the propagator of | takes

the form

; gt + ...
p? — m?ﬁ + Re[Z(mii)] — X(p?) +ie

D:;: — (21)

The metric tensor term, g"”, already provides enough information to determine the coupling

9y kK, and the rest can be ignored (denoted as [...]). The spectral function of the state

n) in the Kallén-Lehmann representation can be obtained as the imaginary part of the

propagator [19, 20]:

d,

T

(") = —\ lim I'm[p* — my, + Re[S(my )] — () + ic] 7| (22)

e—0t

and the normalization is required to be satisfied:
oo 2\ 72
[ gt =1. (23)
In the above equation, we define

S (p ) —g" 2( )+
/ (0" + 0" /e )8 {(g — (1 — N)p)? (24)

S (p ——,
) (¢ _mK1+Z€)[(q p)? _mK+Z€]

and can give

2(]92) _ _g]/ i (p2 + m%ﬁ B m%{)2[/ . [éa 3—2A + m%ﬁ B m%{ m%ﬁ B A%
3°? 12p*m%. om0 12 12p2 6(1 — \)p?
Iy (1=2\ mi —mi A —mj Ioq — Inc Loy — I (25)
mi, \ 12 12p? 6Ap? 6(1 — A)m%,p*>  6Ami p?’
where
[ _ S / dq 1
o it (¢ -, +ie{la— (10— NplP = AT +ied[(g — p)? — mi +id]
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ganKl /_q 1
2 (@ — iy + i {([a— (1= NP — A+ ie}
ganKl /_q 1
2 — Ny 2 = AL +ie}[(q — p)? — mi +ie]
ganKl / g 1
d’q , 26
2(q* = mi, +i€)[(q — p)* — mik + ie] (26)
and
dlg d]2a(b)
Ié = d—A%’ Iéa(b) = dA% (27)

The normalization of the spectral function of the 7], Eq. 23, causes a constraint in the
Kallén-Lehmann representation. With this constraint, the g, x, term in Eq. 26 can be
evaluated analytically with the ‘tHooft-Veltman technique. More specifically, one can obtain
an analytical expression for d, (p®) by substituting Eqs. 24-27 into Eq. 22. After integrating
out the momentum p? in Eq. 23, one can determine the relationship between I KK, and
A1, as shown in Fig. 3. In this relationship, the masses of the relevant mesons are the only
input parameters.

Note that I5,, Io, or I, itself possesses logarithmic divergence. However, Eq. 25 doesn’t

diverge because the divergence will cancel by Iy, — I, and Iy, — Is..

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the numerical analysis, we adopt (gs, g3a, gig)=(6.57 £0.16,1.81 +0.41,1.73+0.22) x
1073, 65 = (69.5 £ 12.6)° from Ref. [16}%, (a,b) = (5.43 4 0.26,7.00 + 0.22) GeV, and
¢ = (56.3 +4.2)° from Ref. [26].

We can then fit g, s, = 1.00705¢ GeV using Ay = 1507002 GeV [19-21] and Eqs. 22-27.
The choice of Ay are typical in hadronic theories. Figure 3 shows the coupling constant
9y KK, related to Aj. Empirically, we are allowed to use Ay >~ 2 ~ 3 GeV, which is not
sensitive for the branching ratio of J/1 — n{n") because the triangle Feynman diagrams
to calculate M (J/¢ — nin") is convergent even without the monopole form factor. As a

consequence, we obtain

B(J/¢ — nin) = (6.353%°) x 107°, B(J/y — min) = (6.5%55) x 107°. (28)

2 Parameters (gs, gid, gL), and dp in SU(3) flavor symmetry theory describe the .J/1 to pseudoscalar-
vector decays, e.g. J/¢ — pm, J/¢ — wr, and J/¢ — K*K. They are extracted from fitting to measured

branching ratios.
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FIG. 3. The coupling constant I KK, related to the parameter A;.

Approximately, we present the resonant branching fractions as
B(J/ = " ny — K*K*) = B(J /¢ = nin") B, — K*K*), (29)
and, with B(n, — K*K*) ~ 22% [10], predict

B(J/Y — nin,ny — K*K*) = (14355) x 107°,

B(J /¥ — i ,my — K*K") = (14%15) x 107°. (30)

The uncertainty is evaluated by repeating the calculation after varying the parameters ac-
cording to their uncertainties. The uncertainty associated with A; dominates. The larger
Ay yields the lower predicted branching fractions, but when A; is set to be in the typical

region, the predicted branching fractions remains being of O(107°).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The C-parity partner of 7, called 7}, is a peculiar prophecy in the molecular model.
Confirming the existence of the 7] will be a critical support of the molecular model and
helps to pin down the nature of ;. On the other side, the absence of 7} would correspond
to a falsification of the molecular approach. We have studied the rescattering decays J/¢ —
KK* — nin". In the triangle loop, K and K* transform as 7} and ) by exchanging
K, respectively. We have proposed the J/¢ — nin"), n} — K*K* decay as a candidate
decay to search for the 7] exotic state. In particular, we have predicted B(J/¢ — nin) =
(6.373%%) x 107% and B(J/¢ — n\n") = (6.575%) x 1076 in the molecular model.
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The BESIII collaboration has collected about 10 billion J/1 events at /s = 3.097 GeV
and can reach the sensitivity of 1077-107% level for branching fractions of J/1 decays. Our

proposal is shown to be accessible by the BESIII experiment.
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