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Analysis of the X(4475), X(4500), Z
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states with the QCD sum rules
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Abstract

In this work, we introduce explicit P-waves to construct the diquark operators, then con-
struct the local four-quark currents to explore the hidden-charm tetraquark states with the
JPC = 0++, 1+− and 2++ in the framework of the QCD sum rules at length. Our cal-
culations indicate tiny light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects on the tetraquark masses due to
the special currents and the predictions support assigning the X(4775) and X(4500) as the
[uc]

V̂
[uc]

V̂
− [dc]

V̂
[dc]

V̂
and [sc]

V̂
[sc]

V̂
tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++ respectively, and

assigning the Zc(4600) and Zc̄s̄(4600) as the [uc]
V̂
[dc]

V̂
and [qc]

V̂
[sc]

V̂
tetraquark states with

the JPC = 1+− respectively, and thus account for the LHCb’s data.

PACS number: 12.39.Mk, 12.38.Lg
Key words: Tetraquark state, QCD sum rules

1 Introduction

In 2016, the LHCb collaboration performed the first full amplitude analysis of the decays B+ →
J/ψφK+ with J/ψ → µ+µ−, φ → K+K− with a data sample of 3 fb−1 of the proton-proton
collision data at

√
s = 7 and 8TeV [1, 2]. And observed four J/ψφ structures, two old particles

X(4140) and X(4274) and two new particles X(4500) and X(4700). The statistical significances
of the X(4140), X(4274), X(4500) and X(4700) are 8.4σ, 6.0σ, 6.1σ and 5.6σ, respectively. While
the statistical significances of the quantum numbers JPC = 1++, 1++, 0++ and 0++ are 5.7σ,
5.8σ, 4.0σ and 4.5σ, respectively [1, 2]. The measured Breit-Wigner masses and widths are

X(4140) :M = 4146.5± 4.5+4.6
−2.8 MeV , Γ = 83± 21+21

−14 MeV ,

X(4274) :M = 4273.3± 8.3+17.2
−3.6 MeV , Γ = 56± 11+8

−11 MeV ,

X(4500) :M = 4506± 11+12
−15 MeV , Γ = 92± 21+21

−20 MeV ,

X(4700) :M = 4704± 10+14
−24 MeV , Γ = 120± 31+42

−33 MeV . (1)

The LHCb collaboration determined the JPC of the X(4140) to be 1++, thus ruling out the 0++

or 2++ D∗+s D∗−s molecule assignments.
In 2021, the LHCb collaboration performed an improved full amplitude analysis of the exclusive

B+ → J/ψφK+ decays using the proton-proton collision data (6 times larger signal yield than
previously analyzed) corresponding to a total integrated luminosity of 9fb−1 at

√
s = 7, 8 and 13

TeV, observed the Zcs(4000) with the JP = 1+ in the J/ψK+ mass spectrum with the statistical
significance of 15σ, and the X(4685) (X(4630)) in the J/ψφ mass spectrum with the JP = 1+

(1−) with the statistical significance of 15σ (5.5σ) [3], furthermore, they confirmed the old particles
X(4140), X(4274), X(4500) and X(4700). The measured Breit-Wigner masses and widths are,

X(4140) :M = 4118± 11+19
−36 MeV , Γ = 162± 21+24

−49 MeV ,

X(4274) :M = 4294± 4+3
−6 MeV , Γ = 53± 5± 5 MeV ,

X(4685) :M = 4684± 7+13
−16 MeV , Γ = 126± 15+37

−41 MeV ,

X(4500) :M = 4474± 3± 3 MeV , Γ = 77± 6+10
−8 MeV ,

X(4700) :M = 4694± 4+16
−3 MeV , Γ = 87± 8+16

−6 MeV ,

X(4630) :M = 4626± 16+18
−110 MeV , Γ = 174± 27+134

−73 MeV . (2)

1E-mail: zgwang@aliyun.com.
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In 2024, the LHCb collaboration performed the first full amplitude analysis of the decays B+ →
ψ(2S)K+π+π− using the proton-proton collision data corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
9 fb−1, and they developed an amplitude model with 53 components comprising 11 hidden-charm
exotic states, Zc(4055), Zc(4200), Zc(4430), X(4475), X(4710), X(4650), X(4800), Zc̄s̄(4000),
Zc̄s̄(4600), Zc̄s̄(4900), Zc̄s̄(5200) [4]. They confirmed the Zc(4200) and Zc(4430) in the ψ(2S)π+

mass spectrum, and determined the spin-parity of the Zc(4200) to be 1+ for the first time with a
significance exceeding 5σ, and observed the Zc̄s̄(4600) and Zc̄s̄(4900) in the ψ(2S)K∗(892) mass
spectrum, which might be the radial excitations of the Zc̄s̄(4000).

In addition, they observed that the ψ(2S)π+π− mass spectrum are dominated by the X0 →
ψ(2S)ρ0(770) decays with the X0 = X(4475),X(4650),X(4710) and X(4800), which are similar to
the previously observed J/ψφ resonances X(4500), X(4685), X(4700) and X(4630), respectively.
The spin-parity of the X(4630) have not been unambiguously determined yet, the assignment
JP = 1− is favored over JP = 2− with a significance of 3σ and other assignments are disfavored
by more than 5σ. The X(4475), X(4650), X(4710) and X(4800) have the isospin (I, I3) = (1, 0),
while the X(4500), X(4685), X(4700) and X(4630) have the isospin (I, I3) = (0, 0) according the
final states ψ(2S)ρ0(770) and J/ψφ. A possible explanation is that those states are genuinely
different states, however, for example, if the X(4475) state is the cc̄(uū − dd̄) isospin partner of
the X(4500) interpreted as the cc̄ss̄ state, one would generally expect a larger mass difference of
MX(4500) −MX(4475) ≈ 200MeV rather than several MeV (or degenerated masses).

On the other hand, we should bear in mind, the observation of the Zc(4055), X(4800) and
Zc̄s̄(5200) should not be considered as confirmations of specific states but rather effective descrip-
tions of the generic ψ(2S)π+, ψ(2S)ρ0(770) and ψ(2S)[K+π−]S contributions respectively with
the spin-parity JP = 1− [4].

The measured Breit-Wigner masses and widths are,

X(4475) : M = 4475± 7± 12 MeV , Γ = 231± 19± 32 MeV ,

X(4650) : M = 4653± 14± 27 MeV , Γ = 227± 26± 22 MeV ,

X(4710) : M = 4710± 4± 5 MeV , Γ = 64± 9± 10 MeV ,

Zc(4200) :M = 4257± 11± 17 MeV , Γ = 308± 20± 32 MeV ,

Zc(4430) :M = 4468± 21± 80 MeV , Γ = 251± 42± 82 MeV ,

Zc̄s̄(4600) :M = 4578± 10± 18 MeV , Γ = 133± 28± 69 MeV ,

Zc̄s̄(4900) :M = 4925± 22± 47 MeV , Γ = 255± 55± 127 MeV . (3)

Also in 2024, the LHCb collaboration accomplished the first investigation of the J/ψφ produc-
tion in diffractive processes in the proton-proton collisions, which is based on a data-set recorded
at

√
s = 13TeV corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 5 fb−1 [5]. The data are consistent

with a resonant model including several resonant states observed previously in the B+ → J/ψφK+

decays. The X(4500) and X(4274) were observed with significances over 5 σ and 4 σ, respectively.
Now we reach a short summary, the X(4140), X(4274), X(4500), X(4630), X(4685) and

X(4700) were observed in the J/ψφ mass spectrum with the symbolic valence quark structures
cc̄ss̄ and isospin (I, I3) = (0, 0), JPC = 0++, 1++, 2++ for the S-wave systems, and 0−+, 1−+,
2−+, 3−+ for the P-wave systems. The X(4475), X(4650), X(4710) and X(4800) were observed
in the ψ(2S)ρ0(770) mass spectrum with the symbolic valence quark structures cc̄(uū − dd̄) and
isospin (I, I3) = (1, 0), JPC = 0++, 1++, 2++ for the S-wave systems, and 0−+, 1−+, 2−+,
3−+ for the P-wave systems. The Zc̄s̄(4600) and Zc̄s̄(4900) (Zc̄s̄(4000)) were observed in the
ψ(2S)K∗(892) (ψ(2S)K) mass spectrum with the symbolic valence quark structures cc̄us̄ and
isospin (I, I3) = (12 ,

1
2 ), J

PC = 1+− for the S-wave systems.
Now we would like to see from the angle of the tetraquark picture for the X , Y and Z states and

resort to the QCD sum rules. We often take the diquarks as the basic valence constituents to study
the tetraquark states. The diquarks εabcqTb CΓq

′
c have five spinor structures, where CΓ = Cγ5, C,

Cγµγ5, Cγµ and Cσµν (or Cσµνγ5) for the scalar (S), pseudoscalar (P ), vector (V ), axialvector (A)
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and tensor (T ) diquarks (which have both the JP = 1+ (Ã) and 1− (Ṽ ) components), respectively,
and the a, b, c are color indexes.

In Ref.[6], we explore the energy scale dependence of the QCD sum rules for the X , Y and Z
states for the first time, then we suggest an energy scale formula,

µ =
√
M2

X/Y/Z − (2MQ)2 , (4)

via introducing effective heavy quark masses MQ to obtain the suitable energy scales of the QCD
spectral densities for the hidden-charm (hidden-bottom) tetraquark states [7, 8, 9], which can mag-
nify the ground state contributions substantially and improve convergence of the operator product
expansion substantially. If there exist valence s-quarks, we modify the energy scale formula,

µ =
√
M2

X/Y/Z − (2MQ)2 − κMs , (5)

to count for the light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects via introducing the effective s-quark mass Ms,
where the κ is the valence s-quark’s number. The modified energy scale formula plays an important
role in exploring the light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects in the multiquark states, especially those
X states [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19].

There exist other theoretical schemes and possible assignments for those X states, irrespective
in the tetraquark picture [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25], molecule picture [26, 27, 28], or charmonium
picture [29, 30, 31, 32], which can count for some experimental data in some extent, however, no
definite conclusion can be obtained up to now, more theoretical and experimental works are still
needed.

In the theoretical scheme of the QCD sum rules having our unique feature, we have performed
comprehensive analysis of the hidden-charm/hidden-charm-hidden-strange tetraquark states with
the JPC = 0++, 0−+, 0−−, 1−−, 1−+, 1+−, 2++ [14, 18, 19, 33, 34], hidden-bottom tetraquark
states with the JPC = 0++, 1+−, 2++ [35], hidden-charm molecular states with the JPC = 0++,
1+−, 2++ [11], doubly-charm tetraquark (molecular) states with the JP = 0+, 1+, 2+ [36] ([13]),

hidden-charm pentaquark (molecular) states with the JP = 1
2

−
, 3

2

−
, 5

2

−
[37]([38]), and make

suitable assignments based on the predicted masses.
In Ref.[19], we take account of the light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects comprehensively, and

revisit the assignments of the potential hidden-charm-hidden-strange tetraquark candidates and
supersede the old assignments [39, 40, 41, 42], the calculations support assigning the X(3960)
and X(4500) as the 1S and 2S [sc]S [sc]

∗
S tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++ respectively;

assigning the X(4700) as the 2S [sc]A[sc]A or [sc]Ã[sc]Ã (or 1S [sc]V [sc]V
∗) tetraquark state with

the JPC = 0++; assigning the X(4140) and X(4685) as the 1S and 2S [sc]S [sc]A + [sc]A[sc]S or
[sc]S [sc]Ã + [sc]Ã[sc]S tetraquark states with the JPC = 1++ respectively; assigning the X(4274)
as the [sc]Ṽ [sc]V − [sc]V [sc]Ṽ tetraquark state with the JPC = 1++. All in all, the light-flavor
SU(3) breaking effects on the tetraquark masses are remarkable.

If the X(4500), X(4685), X(4700) and X(4630) have the same Dirac spinor structures with
the X(4475), X(4650), X(4710) and X(4800) respectively, but different Isospin structures, the
light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects on the hadron masses should be very small, we would like to
explore the odd phenomenon.

In Ref.[43], we introduce an explicit P-wave to construct the doubly-heavy diquark operators

εabcQT
b Cγ5

↔
∂ µ Qc (V̂ ), where the derivative

↔
∂ µ=

→
∂µ −

←
∂ µ embodies the net P-wave effect, then we

take the vector operators V̂ as the basic constituent to construct the four-quark currents to study
the fully-charm tetraquark states at length with the QCD sum rules. In this work, we take the

diquarks εabccTb Cγ5
↔
Dµ qc (V̂ ) with q = u, d, s andDµ = ∂µ−igsGµ as the elementary constituents

and extend our previous works to explore the cqc̄q̄′ tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++, 1+−

and 2++ comprehensively, and examine the light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects in this special case,
and make reasonable assignments of the new LHCb X states. In the heavy quark limit, the c-quark
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is static, the operators εabccTb Cγ5
↔
Dµ qc are reduced to the form εabccTb Cγ5Dµqc, and we would

like take the reduced operators. In Ref.[20], Chen et al choose a D-wave diquark cTb CγαDµDνsc in
the color antitriplet (sextet) and an S-wave antidiquark c̄Tb γβCs̄c in the color triplet (antisextet) to
construct the four-quark current to interpolate the tetraquark state with the JP = 0+, and obtain
the tetraquark mass 4.55+0.19

−0.13GeV (4.66+0.20
−0.14GeV) by requiring the pole contribution ≥ 20%,

then assign them as the X(4500) and X(4700), respectively. While in this work, we choose the
[cq]V̂ [c̄q̄

′]V̂ -type currents, which have two P-waves (an effective D-wave) in stead of a D-wave.
The article is arranged as follows: we obtain the QCD sum rules for the hidden-charm tetraquark

states in section 2; in section 3, we present the numerical results and discussions; section 4 is
reserved for our conclusion.

2 QCD sum rules for the hidden-charm tetraquark states

At the beginning, we write down the two-point correlation functions Π(p) and Πµναβ(p),

Π(p) = i

∫
d4xeip·x〈0|T

{
J(x)J†(0)

}
|0〉 ,

Πµναβ(p) = i

∫
d4xeip·x〈0|T

{
Jµν(x)J

†
αβ(0)

}
|0〉 , (6)

where Jµν(x) = J±µν(x),

J(x) = εijkεimnDµq
T
j (x)Cγ5ck(x)D

µq̄′m(x)γ5Cc̄
T
n (x) , (7)

J±µν(x) =
εijkεimn

√
2

[
Dµq

T
j (x)Cγ5ck(x)Dν q̄

′
m(x)γ5Cc̄

T
n (x) ±

Dνq
T
j (x)Cγ5ck(x)Dµq̄

′
m(x)γ5Cc̄

T
n (x)

]
, (8)

the i, j, k, m, n are color indexes, q, q′ = u, d or s, the charge conjugation matrix C = iγ2γ0,
the superscripts ± denote the ± charge conjugation, respectively. We check the parity and charge-
conjugation properties,

P̂ J(x)P̂−1 = +J(x̃) ,

P̂ J±µν(x)P̂
−1 = +Jµν

± (x̃) , (9)

where the coordinates xµ = (t, ~x) and x̃µ = (t,−~x), and

ĈJ(x)Ĉ−1 = +J(x) ,

ĈJ±µν(x)Ĉ
−1 = ±J±µν(x) . (10)

In the isospin limit, the currents with the symbolic quark constituents c̄cd̄u, c̄cūd, c̄c ūu−d̄d√
2

,

c̄c ūu+d̄d√
2

couple potentially to the tetraquark states with degenerated masses, the currents with

the isospin I = 1 and 0 lead to the same QCD sum rules, while the currents with the symbolic
quark constituents c̄cq̄s and c̄cs̄q (with q = u and d) couple potentially to the tetraquark states
with degenerated masses, and lead to the same QCD sum rules. In this work, we would like choose
the quark configurations c̄cd̄u, c̄cs̄q and c̄cs̄s to explore the mass spectrum.

At the hadron side, we insert a complete set of intermediate hadronic states with the same spin-
parity-charge-conjugation as the current operators J(x) and Jµν(x) into the correlation functions
Π(p) and Πµναβ(p) to reach the hadronic representation, and isolate the ground state contributions,

Π(p) =
λ2X+

M2
X+ − p2

+ · · · = Π+(p
2) ,

(11)
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Π−µναβ(p) =
λ2X+

M2
X+

(
M2

X+ − p2
)
(
p2gµαgνβ − p2gµβgνα − gµαpνpβ − gνβpµpα + gµβpνpα + gναpµpβ

)

+
λ2X−

M2
X−

(
M2

X− − p2
) (−gµαpνpβ − gνβpµpα + gµβpνpα + gναpµpβ) + · · ·

= Π̃+(p
2)
(
p2gµαgνβ − p2gµβgνα − gµαpνpβ − gνβpµpα + gµβpνpα + gναpµpβ

)

+Π̃−(p
2) (−gµαpνpβ − gνβpµpα + gµβpνpα + gναpµpβ) ,

Π+
µναβ(p) =

λ2X+

M2
X+ − p2

(
g̃µαg̃νβ + g̃µβ g̃να

2
− g̃µν g̃αβ

3

)
+ · · · ,

= Π+(p
2)

(
g̃µαg̃νβ + g̃µβ g̃να

2
− g̃µν g̃αβ

3

)
+ · · · , (12)

where g̃µν = gµν− pµpν

p2 . We use the superscripts ± in the Π±µναβ(p) to denote ± charge conjugation,

respectively, and use the superscripts/subscripts ± in the X±/Π±(p
2)/Π̃±(p

2) to denote ± parity,
respectively. We define the pole residues λX± ,

〈0|J(0)|X+(p)〉 = λX+ ,

〈0|J+
µν(0)|X+(p)〉 =

λX+

MX+

εµναβ ε
αpβ ,

〈0|J−µν(0)|X−(p)〉 =
λX−

MX−

(εµpν − ενpµ) ,

〈0|J+
µν(0)|X+(p)〉 = λX+ εµν , (13)

where the εµ/α and εµν are the hadron polarization vectors. We choose the components Π+(p
2) and

p2Π̃+(p
2) to explore the tetraquark states without contaminations from other states. The quantum

filed theory does not forbid the currents J(x) and Jµν(x) coupling to the two-meson scattering
states if they have the same quantum numbers, there maybe exist contaminations from the two-
meson scattering states. In Refs.[44, 45], we illustrate that the two-meson scattering states play an
unimportant role and cannot saturate the QCD sum rules by themselves, on the other hand, the
tetraquark (molecular) states play an irreplaceable role, and we can saturate the QCD sum rules
with or without the two-particle scattering states, it is reliable to study the tetraquark (molecular)
states. In other words, we choose the local four-quark currents, and the mesons have finite average
radii

√
〈r2〉, the net effects of the small overlapping of the wave-functions can be absorbed into

the pole residues safely [46].
We accomplish the operator product expansion up to the condensates of dimension 10 con-

sistently based on our unique counting rules and adopt truncation O(αk
s ) with k ≤ 1 for the

quark-gluon operators so as to estimate reliability and feasibility [14, 18, 33, 34], and compute the
condensates 〈q̄q〉, 〈αsGG

π 〉, 〈q̄gsσGq〉, 〈q̄q〉2, 〈q̄q〉〈αsGG
π 〉, 〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉, 〈q̄gsσGq〉2 and 〈q̄q〉2〈αsGG

π 〉
with q = u, d or s. Then we obtain the QCD spectral densities ρQCD(s) through dispersion relation
directly. In computations, we take the full quark propagators,

Sij(x) =
iδij 6x
2π2x4

− δijmq

4π2x2
− δij〈q̄q〉

12
+
iδij 6xmq〈q̄q〉

48
− δijx

2〈q̄gsσGq〉
192

+
iδijx

2 6xmq〈q̄gsσGq〉
1152

−
igsG

a
αβt

a
ij(6xσαβ + σαβ 6x)
32π2x2

− δijx
4〈q̄q〉〈g2sGG〉
27648

− 1

8
〈q̄jσµνqi〉σµν + · · · , (14)
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Sij
Q (x) =

i

(2π)4

∫
d4ke−ik·x

{
δij

6k −mQ
−
gsG

n
αβt

n
ij

4

σαβ(6k +mQ) + (6k +mQ)σ
αβ

(k2 −m2
Q)

2

+
gsDαG

n
βλt

n
ij(f

λβα + fλαβ)

3(k2 −m2
Q)

4
−
g2s(t

atb)ijG
a
αβG

b
µν(f

αβµν + fαµβν + fαµνβ)

4(k2 −m2
Q)

5
+ · · ·

}
,

fλαβ = (6k +mQ)γ
λ(6k +mQ)γ

α(6k +mQ)γ
β(6k +mQ) ,

fαβµν = (6k +mQ)γ
α(6k +mQ)γ

β(6k +mQ)γ
µ(6k +mQ)γ

ν(6k +mQ) , (15)

and Dα = ∂α − igsG
n
αt

n [6, 47, 48]. We introduce the new terms 〈q̄jσµνqi〉 in the full light-quark
propagators through the Fierz re-arrangement [6], which absorb the gluons emitted from the other
quark lines and result in the mixed condensate 〈q̄gsσGq〉.

We match the hadron side with the QCD side for the components Π+(p
2) and p2Π̃+(p

2) in the
spectral representation below the continuum thresholds s0 and carry out the Borel transform in
regard to the P 2 = −p2 to obtain the QCD sum rules:

λ2X+ exp

(
−M

2
X+

T 2

)
=

∫ s0

4m2
c

ds ρQCD(s) exp
(
− s

T 2

)
, (16)

where the T 2 is the Borel parameter.
As last, we differentiate the QCD sum rules in Eq.(16) with respect to the variable τ = 1

T 2 ,
and obtain the QCD sum rules for the masses of the cqcq tetraquark states X+ with the positive
parity,

M2
X+ = −

∫ s0
4m2

c
ds d

dτ ρQCD(s) exp (−τs)
∫ s0
4m2

c
dsρQCD(s) exp (−τs) . (17)

3 Numerical results and discussions

At first, we write down the energy-scale dependence of the input parameters,

〈q̄q〉(µ) = 〈q̄q〉(1GeV)

[
αs(1GeV)

αs(µ)

] 12
33−2nf

,

〈q̄gsσGq〉(µ) = 〈q̄gsσGq〉(1GeV)

[
αs(1GeV)

αs(µ)

] 2
33−2nf

,

mc(µ) = mc(mc)

[
αs(µ)

αs(mc)

] 12
33−2nf

,

ms(µ) = ms(2GeV)

[
αs(µ)

αs(2GeV)

] 12
33−2nf

,

αs(µ) =
1

b0t

[
1− b1

b20

log t

t
+
b21(log

2 t− log t− 1) + b0b2
b40t

2

]
, (18)

where the quarks q = u, d and s, t = log µ2

Λ2
QCD

, b0 =
33−2nf

12π , b1 =
153−19nf

24π2 , b2 =
2857− 5033

9
nf+

325
27

n2
f

128π3 ,

ΛQCD = 210MeV, 292MeV and 332MeV for the flavors nf = 5, 4 and 3, respectively [49, 50].
And we choose nf = 4 in the present analysis.

At the initial points, we adopt the standard values 〈q̄q〉 = −(0.24± 0.01GeV)3, 〈s̄s〉 = (0.8±
0.1)〈q̄q〉, 〈q̄gsσGq〉 = m2

0〈q̄q〉, 〈s̄gsσGs〉 = m2
0〈s̄s〉, m2

0 = (0.8 ± 0.1)GeV2, 〈αsGG
π 〉 = (0.012 ±

0.004)GeV4 at the particular energy scale µ = 1GeV with q = u and d [47, 51, 52], and adopt the
modified-minimal-subtraction masses mc(mc) = (1.275 ± 0.025)GeV and ms(2GeV) = (0.095 ±
0.005)GeV from the Particle Data Group [49], and set mu = md = 0 considering the tiny values.
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In our previous works, we adopt the modified energy scale formula µ =
√
M2

X/Y/Z − (2Mc)2 −
κMs to choose the suitable energy scales of the QCD spectral densities [8, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 19],
where the Mc and Ms are the effective c and s-quark masses respectively, and have common values,
and we takeMc = 1.82GeV [53] andMs = 0.20GeV (0.12GeV) for the S-wave (P-wave) tetraquark
states [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 19].

In the picture of tetraquark states, we can assign the X(3960) and X(4500) as the 1S and 2S
[sc]S [sc]

∗
S tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++ [19], assign the Zc(3900) and Zc(4430) as the 1S

and 2S [uc]S [d̄c̄]A − [uc]A[d̄c̄]S tetraquark states with the JPC = 1+−, respectively [54, 55, 56],
assign the Zc(4020) and Zc(4600) as the 1S and 2S [uc]A[dc]A, [uc]S [dc]Ã−[uc]Ã[dc]S or [uc]Ã[dc]A−
[uc]A[dc]Ã tetraquark states with the JPC = 1+−, respectively [57, 58], and assign the X(4140)
and X(4685) as the 1S and 2S [sc]S [sc]A + [sc]A[sc]S or [sc]S [sc]Ã + [sc]Ã[sc]S tetraquark states
with the JPC = 1++, respectively [19]. Up to now, we draw the conclusion approximately that
the mass gaps between the 1S and 2S tetraquark states are about 0.55 ∼ 0.59GeV.

In the present analysis, we would like set the continuum threshold parameters as
√
s0 =MX +

0.60 ± 0.10GeV, then vary the continuum threshold parameters s0 and Borel parameters T 2 to
meet with the four criteria:
• Pole dominance at the hadron side;
• Convergence of the operator product expansion;
• Appearance of the enough flat Borel platforms;
• Satisfying the modified energy scale formula,
via trial and error. We define the pole contributions (PC),

PC =

∫ s0
4m2

c
dsρQCD (s) exp

(
− s

T 2

)
∫∞
4m2

c
dsρQCD (s) exp

(
− s

T 2

) , (19)

and the contributions of the vacuum condensates D(n) of dimension n,

D(n) =

∫ s0
4m2

c
dsρQCD,n(s) exp

(
− s

T 2

)
∫ s0
4m2

c
dsρQCD (s) exp

(
− s

T 2

) , (20)

in the same way as in our previous works.
The condensates 〈αsGG

π 〉, 〈q̄q〉〈αsGG
π 〉, 〈s̄s〉〈αsGG

π 〉, ms〈q̄gsσGq〉, ms〈s̄gsσGs〉, msmc〈s̄gsσGs〉2
and msmc〈q̄gsσGq〉〈s̄gsσGs〉 are not companied with inverse powers of the Borel parameter 1

T 2 ,
1
T 4 · · · and play an unimportant (tiny) role. Although the condensates mc〈q̄gsσGq〉, mc〈s̄gsσGs〉,
m2

c〈q̄gsσGq〉2, m2
c〈s̄gsσGs〉2 and m2

c〈q̄gsσGq〉〈s̄gsσGs〉 play an important role, they are also not
companied with inverse powers of the Borel parameter 1

T 2 ,
1
T 4 · · · , and thus they cannot man-

ifest themselves at small values of T 2 to result in very flat platforms. As the dominant con-
tributions originate from the perturbative terms plus mc〈q̄gsσGq〉 plus mc〈s̄gsσGs〉, if we re-
quire the contributions |D(10)| to be about 1%, the condensates m2

c〈q̄gsσGq〉2, m2
c〈s̄gsσGs〉2 and

m2
c〈q̄gsσGq〉〈s̄gsσGs〉 almost make no difference, which leads to very small light-flavor SU(3)-

breaking effects on the tetraquark masses in contrary to the behaviors of that from the four-
quark currents without explicit P-waves [11, 13, 14, 18, 19]. The modified energy scale formula

µ =
√
M2

X/Y/Z − (2Mc)2 − κMs with κ = 0, 1 and 2 cannot be satisfied, we have to set the

effective s-quark mass Ms to be zero, in other words, we have to resort to the energy scale formula

µ =
√
M2

X/Y/Z − (2Mc)2 to restrict the QCD sum rules.

After tedious trial and error, at last, we obtain the Borel windows, continuum threshold pa-
rameters, energy scales of the spectral densities, pole contributions, and contributions of the con-
densates of dimension 10, and show them explicitly in Table 1, where we can see explicitly that
the ground state contributions are about (37−65)% for the tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++

and (34− 55)% for the tetraquark states with the JPC = 1+− and 2++. For the tetraquark states
with the JPC = 0++, the pole dominance is satisfied certainly, while for the tetraquark states
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Figure 1: The masses of the [uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ (A) and [sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ (B) tetraquark states with the JPC =
0++ via variations of the Borel parameter T 2, where the isospin limit is taken.

with the JPC = 1+− and 2++, the pole dominance is only satisfied marginally. On the other
hand, the contributions of the vacuum condensates |D(10)| are about 1%, the operator product
expansion is convergent in all the sum rules. As the largest power of the QCD spectral densities
ρ(s) ∼ s6 (for the tetraquark states with explicit two P-waves or a D-wave) in stead of s4 (for the
tetraquark states without explicit P/D-waves), the convergent behaviors of the operator product
expansion become worse, the ground state or pole contributions become smaller. In Ref.[20], the
pole contributions only ≥ 20% in the QCD sum rules for the X(4500) and X(4700).

We take account of all uncertainties of the parameters and obtain the masses and pole residues of
the hidden-charm tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++, 1+− and 2++, and show them explicitly
in Table 2. From Tables 1–2, we can observe explicitly that the modified energy scale formula

µ =
√
M2

X/Y/Z − (2Mc)2 − κMs is satisfied (by setting Ms = 0), the light-flavor SU(3) breaking

effects on the tetraquark masses are tiny and can be neglected safely.
In Fig.1, we plot the masses of the [uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ and [sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ tetraquark states with the JPC =

0++ according to variations of the Borel parameters at much larger regions than the Borel widows,
which are characterized by two short vertical lines. For comparison, we present the experimental
values of the masses of theX(4475) andX(4500) from the LHCb collaboration [3, 4]. The predicted
masses increase monotonically and quickly with increase of the Borel parameters, at the point
T 2 = 2.4GeV2, the beginning of the Borel windows, the masses begin to increase slowly, it is
feasible to fix lower bounds of the Borel windows. Other Borel windows shown in Table 1 are
fixed in the same way. The energy gaps

√
s0 −MX ∼ 0.55GeV for the tetraquark states with the

JPC = 0++ and ∼ 0.65GeV for the tetraquark states with the JPC = 1+− and 2++, although the
value 0.65GeV is somewhat large [19, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58].

In Table 3, we present the assignments of the LHCb’s new tetraquark candidates.
The predictions MX = 4.50 ± 0.12GeV and 4.50 ± 0.12GeV for the X(4775) and X(4500)

respectively support assigning them as the [uc]V̂ [uc]V̂ − [dc]V̂ [dc]V̂ and [sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ tetraquark states
with the JPC = 0++ respectively, the light-flavor SU(3) breaking effect on the tetraquark masses
is tiny and can be neglected safely. In Ref.[19], we assign the X(3960) and X(4500) as the 1S and
2S [sc]S [sc]S

∗ tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++ respectively, where the light-flavor SU(3)
breaking effect MX(4140) −MX(3872) = 275MeV is consistent with the mass difference ms −mq =
135MeV and is normal. The X(4500) maybe have several significant Fock components. As for
the X(4700), we assign it as the first radial excitation of the [sc]A[sc]A or [sc]Ã[sc]Ã tetraquark
state with the JPC = 0++, or the [sc]V [sc]V

∗ tetraquark state with the JPC = 0++ [19]. However,
there is no room for the X(4710) with the symbolic valence quarks cc̄(uū−dd̄) without introducing
explicit P-waves in the diquarks [18]. We should resort to other diquark operators with explicit
P-waves to construct the four-quark currents to interpolate the X(4710) and X(4700) consistently.
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X(Z) JPC T 2(GeV2)
√
s0(GeV) µ(GeV) pole |D(10)|

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 0++ 2.4− 2.8 5.05± 0.10 2.6 (37− 65)% (1 ∼ 3)%
[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 0++ 2.4− 2.8 5.05± 0.10 2.6 (38− 66)% (1 ∼ 2)%
[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 0++ 2.4− 2.8 5.05± 0.10 2.6 (37− 65)% (1 ∼ 1)%

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 1+− 3.2− 3.6 5.25± 0.10 2.8 (35− 57)% (1 ∼ 1)%
[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 1+− 3.2− 3.6 5.25± 0.10 2.8 (35− 56)% (1 ∼ 1)%
[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 1+− 3.2− 3.6 5.25± 0.10 2.8 (34− 55)% (0 ∼ 1)%

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 2++ 3.3− 3.7 5.30± 0.10 2.9 (34− 55)% (1 ∼ 1)%
[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 2++ 3.3− 3.7 5.30± 0.10 2.9 (33− 54)% (1 ∼ 1)%
[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 2++ 3.3− 3.7 5.30± 0.10 2.9 (32− 53)% (0 ∼ 1)%

Table 1: The Borel windows, continuum threshold parameters, energy scales, pole contributions,
and contributions of the condensates of dimension 10 for the hidden-charm tetraquark states.

X(Z) JPC MX(GeV) λX(GeV7)
[uc]V̂ [uc]V̂ 0++ 4.50± 0.12 (4.96± 1.39)× 10−2

[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 0++ 4.50± 0.12 (5.18± 1.41)× 10−2

[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 0++ 4.50± 0.12 (5.38± 1.42)× 10−2

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 1+− 4.59± 0.11 (2.15± 0.44)× 10−2

[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 1+− 4.61± 0.11 (2.20± 0.45)× 10−2

[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 1+− 4.63± 0.11 (2.20± 0.45)× 10−2

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 2++ 4.65± 0.11 (3.52± 0.71)× 10−2

[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 2++ 4.67± 0.11 (3.61± 0.73)× 10−2

[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 2++ 4.69± 0.11 (3.70± 0.74)× 10−2

Table 2: The masses and pole residues of the hidden-charm tetraquark states.

The predictions MZ = 4.59 ± 0.11MeV and 4.61 ± 0.11MeV for the Zc(4600) and Zc̄s̄(4600)
respectively support assigning them as the [uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ and [qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ tetraquark states with the
JPC = 1+− respectively. Again, the light-flavor SU(3) breaking effect on the tetraquark masses
is tiny and can be neglected safely. While in Refs.[18, 19, 57, 58], the Zc(4020) and Zc(4600) are
assigned as the 1S and 2S [uc]A[dc]A, [uc]S[dc]Ã − [uc]Ã[dc]S or [uc]Ã[dc]A − [uc]A[dc]Ã tetraquark
states with the JPC = 1+−, respectively, and the X(4140) and X(4685) are assigned as the 1S
and 2S [sc]S [sc]A + [sc]A[sc]S or [sc]S [sc]Ã + [sc]Ã[sc]S tetraquark states with the JPC = 1++,
respectively; the light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects on the tetraquark masses are normal. On the
other hand, the Zcs(3985/4000) can be assigned as the 1S [sc]A[sc]A tetraquark state with the
JPC = 1+− [15], then the Zc̄s̄(4600) and Zc̄s̄(4900) can be assigned as the 2S and 3S [sc]A[sc]A
tetraquark states with the JPC = 1+−, respectively, such a possibility also exists. The Zc(4600)
and Zc̄s̄(4600) maybe also have several significant Fock components.

In 2019, the LHCb collaboration performed an angular analysis of the decays B0 → J/ψK+π−

using the proton-proton collision data corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3 fb−1, exam-
ined the m(J/ψπ−) versus the m(K+π−) plane, and observed two structures in the vicinity of the
energies m(J/ψπ−) = 4200MeV and 4600MeV, respectively [59]. However, the Zc(4600) has not
been confirmed yet.

We can take the pole residues λX in Table 2 as input parameters to explore the strong decays of
those tetraquark states with the (light-cone) QCD sum rules, and acquire the partial decay widths
and branching fractions to diagnose the nature of those exotic states.
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X(Z) JPC MX(GeV) Assignments

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 0++ 4.50± 0.12 ?X(4775)
[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 0++ 4.50± 0.12
[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 0++ 4.50± 0.12 ?X(4500)

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 1+− 4.59± 0.11 ?Zc(4600)
[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 1+− 4.61± 0.11 ?Zc̄s̄(4600)
[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 1+− 4.63± 0.11

[uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ 2++ 4.65± 0.11
[qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 2++ 4.67± 0.11
[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ 2++ 4.69± 0.11

Table 3: The assignments of the hidden-charm tetraquark states, where the isospin limit is taken.

4 Conclusion

In this work, we introduce explicit P-waves to construct the diquark operators, then construct
the local four-quark currents to explore the hidden-charm tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++,
1+− and 2++ in the framework of the QCD sum rules at length. We carry out the operator
product expansion up to the condensates of dimension 10 in a consistent way. Direct calculations
indicate tiny light-flavor SU(3) breaking effects on the tetraquark masses and the modified energy

scale formula µ =
√
M2

X/Y/Z − (2Mc)2 − κMs can only be satisfied by setting Ms = 0. The

present calculations support assigning the X(4775) and X(4500) as the [uc]V̂ [uc]V̂ − [dc]V̂ [dc]V̂ and
[sc]V̂ [sc]V̂ tetraquark states with the JPC = 0++, respectively, support assigning the Zc(4600) and

Zc̄s̄(4600) as the [uc]V̂ [dc]V̂ and [qc]V̂ [sc]V̂ tetraquark states with the JPC = 1+−, respectively. In

other words, those tetraquark candidates have some V̂ −V̂ type under-structures, and could account
for the experimental data from the LHCb collaboration. Other predictions can be confronted to
the experimental data in the future to examine the exotic states.
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