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The newly observed open-flavor tetraquark T¢s0(2900) has attracted many attentions, and search-
ing for its spin partners is crucial to exploring the internal structure of those states. In this work, we
will show that, the D 7" invariant mass distribution of the process Bt — D*~ DI n™ measured by
LHCD has a resonant-like structure around 2830 MeV, which could be associated with the predicted
Tes2, the spin J = 2 partner of T;:50(2900). Furthermore, we have evaluated the momenta of the
angular mass distribution, which are very different for each of the spin assumptions, and have larger
strength at the resonant energy than the peaks seen in the angular integrated mass distribution.
We make a call for the experimental determination of these magnitudes, which could be used to pin

down the existence of the T,355.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the charmonium-like state X (3872) was observed
by the Belle Collaboration in 2003 [1], many candidates of
the exotic states were reported by experiments. In 2020,
the LHCD Collaboration observed two charm-strange res-
onances X,(2900) and X;(2900) (renamed Tzs0(2870)
and T51(2900)) in the process Bt — DYD- Kt [2, 3],
which have several different theoretical interpretations
about their nature, such as the compact tetraquark [4—
8], molecular structure interpretations [9-19], or trian-
gle singularity [20]. Subsequently, the LHCb Collab-
oration analyzed the processes B’ — D°D}r~ and
Bt — D™D in 2022, and found two new open-flavor
tetraquark states T,50(2900)° and T.50(2900)** in the
Dfn~ and Df 7" invariant mass distributions [21, 22].
Since these two resonances contain four different flavor
quarks c5td (csud), and cannot be described within con-
ventional quark models, there are several different in-
terpretations for their structure, such as the ‘genuine’
tetraquark state [23-25], the molecular state [26, 27].
Meanwhile, the T.50(2900) lies close to the thresholds
of Dfp and D*K*, thus the two-hadron continuum
is expected to be of relevant for its existence, which
makes the T,50(2900) natural candidate for the molec-
ular state [28, 29]. In Ref. [27], the authors argue that
the T,50(2900)" and T.50(2900)° may be modelled as
molecules D*tpt and DiTp~, respectively. In addi-
tion, the T,50(2900) also can be considered as a vir-
tual state created by the DZp and D*K™* interactions
in coupled channels [30], and the further analysis of the
D*K* interaction in a coupled-channel approach favors
the T¢50(2900) as a bound/virtual state [26, 31-34].

Indeed, before the X((2900) was reported by LHCb
in Refs. [2, 3], the X((2900) and its spin partner states
with J = 1,2 were already predicted in Ref. [35]. Re-
cently, Ref. [30] has studied D*K* and DZ¥p interac-
tion within the local hidden gauge approach, and pre-
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dicted a JP = 2% spin partner T.s;» with mass of
2834 MeV and width of 19 MeV. Meanwhile, a T.so
state with mass around 2800 MeV is also predicted in
Ref. [26]. Thus, searching for the spin J = 2 partner of
T.50(2900) is crucial to testing the theoretical predictions
of Refs. [26, 30, 35], and exploring the internal nature of
the open-flavor tetraquark T,.50(2900).

Using proton-proton collision data at center-of-mass
energies of /s = 7,8,13 TeV, the LHCb Collaboration
has measured the process BT — D*~ D+ K+ where the
DT KT invariant mass distribution shows a peak struc-
ture around 2830 MeV [36], precisely the same mass of
the predicted T,s2 of Ref. [30]. In Ref. [37], we have in-
vestigated this process by considering the D* K* and D p
interactions, and found that the peak structure around
2830 MeV measured by LHCb could be associated with
the predicted Te.so [26, 30]. Furthermore, we have eval-
uated the momenta of the angular mass distribution of
this process, and shown that they are very different for
each of the spin assumptions, which could be tested by
experiments in future [37]. Subsequently, Ref. [38] has
studied the Tz in the process Ay, — XFTTD"K™ in a
similar way, and predicted the signal of the T:s in the
D~ K~ invariant mass distribution.

Recently, the LHCb Collaboration has analyzed the
process Bt — D*~Dfrn" and reported that the fit frac-
tion of the state T,.50(2900) is less than 2.3% at a 90%
confidence level [39]. However, the DI 7 invariant mass
distribution measured by LHCDb has event excess around
2.83 GeV (see Fig. 9(b) of Ref. [39]), which is consistent
with the mass of the predicted T.52 [26, 30].

In the present work, we will continue with this line
to investigate whether the open-flavor tetraquark T,.so,
the spin partner of the T.50(2900), exists in the pro-
cess Bt — D*~Dfrt. Furthermore, we will predict
the D7t moments of the invariant mass distribution
from [ = 0 to | = 4, which could be used to discrimi-
nate between the spins J = 0, 1, 2 for the possible reso-
nance. Given the compelling theoretical support for the
T.52 state, the work done here should be an incentive for
this experimental analysis to be performed.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present the theoretical formalism of the process BT —
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FIG. 2. Quark level diagrams for the processes BT —

D*"D**K** (a) and BT — D*”D:tpT (b).

D*~Dfx". Numerical results and discussion are shown
in Sec. III. Finally, we give a short summary in the last
section.

II. FORMALISM

In analogy to Refs. [40-46], the process Bt —
D*~Dtnt decay can proceed via the W external emis-
sion, as shown in Fig. 1. The b quark from B+ meson
weakly decay into a ¢ quark and a W+ boson, and then
the W™ boson decays into a ¢s quark pair. Next, the ¢35
quark pair will hadronize into D meson. The u quark

of the BT meson and the ¢ quark from b decay, together
with the dd quark pair created from vacuum, hadronize
into D*~ and m+ mesons. As a consequence, it is possible
to directly produce BT — D*~DFxT at the tree level.

Since the predicted T,.s2, as the spin partner of the
T.50(2900), stems from the interaction of the D*K* and
D?*p channels, we could also have the process B* —
D*~D*TK*T via the W™ internal emission mechanism
and BT — D*~D!Tp* decay via the W external emis-
sion mechanism shown in Figs. 2(a) and (b), following by
transition of D** K**/D**pt — Dfrt.

For the process BT — D*~ D*T K*T, considering that
the angular momentum is conserved in the weak decay,
D*= with JP = 1=, B with JP = 0~, and D*tK**
in S-wave, we need a P-wave mechanism to govern the
reaction, contracting e/ (D*~) with a vector, as discussed
in Ref. [37]. And for the process Bt — D*~Dfn™, we
want D7t coming from the S-wave D** K** interac-
tion, which will generate the 0T or 2% resonance, follow-
ing by its decaying into Dfn" in S or D-wave. Thus
the e polarization of the D*~ has to be contracted with
Py, . And the process BT — D*~D;*p* can proceed in
a similar way. In this case, following Refs. [37, 38, 47—49],
we can write the amplitude for the BT — D*~Dfr™t,

T: GM(D*_)P§+ (CLYOO +b}/20 —|—CY10), (1)
assuming that we have first produced
D*=D**K*t (D:*Tp*), and then the systems of

the S-wave D*TK*T and D:tpt will transit into
Df 7t in S-wave (a term in Eq. (1)), D-wave (b term in
Eq. (1)). The D**K** (D#*p™) in S-wave cannot decay
in Df 7t in P-wave, because of the parity conservation.
However, it is very probable observed experimentally
that a peak correspond to the J¥ = 1~ state which
couples to DF 7+ in P-wave, and then we introduce the
term of bY3 to account for this possibility in Eq. (1) [37].

The invariant mass and angular distribution is given
by

dr 1 1
My (DInt)d  (2m)1 8M, 7P
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where Q is the solid angle of D 7t in their rest frame,
and
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with A(z,y,2) = 22 + y> + 22 — 22y — 2yz — 2z2. We
easily find for the sum over the D*~ polarization in |T?,

Mg+ \?
ST = (3725 ) v (10P¥G + 0P + 7

+ 2Re(ab*)Y00Y20 + QRG(GC*)YE)OYN)
+ 2Re(be’)VaoYi0), (4)




then one can define the following moments,
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with the relation (see Eq. (4.43) of Ref. [50]),
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where C (I1lal3; mimamg) is the Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-
cients. Therefore, we can easily obtain the relations,

Ar = PAC [l + P+,
dCJl\ZV = FAC [2Re 5R e(be* )],
dﬁiv = [ V5|2 + = \f|02+2Re(ab*)}
d‘;\zv = FAC\/T) x =Re(bc"),
dCJl\Zv = FAC ?|b|2, (7)
where
FAC = \/11?(27104 8Mé*_ PE. ppe k. (8)

Hence, the decay width could be related with the I'g as

ar dly
De V" )
Here dI';/dMin, of Eq. (7) agree with Refs. [37, 38, 47—
49].

In this work, we will take three cases for the total am-
plitude, in order to show the results for different spin as-
sumption. First case is considering an S-wave resonance,
a # 0, b= c =0, thus we only have the dT'y/d My, term.
Second case is considering a P-wave resonance, a # 0,
b =0, ¢c # 0, resulting in dl'g/dMi,y, dT'1/dMiyy, and
dls/dM;yy terms. Third case is considering a D-wave
resonance (our preferred choice from present theoretical
calculations), a # 0, b # 0, ¢ = 0 and we have dTy/d My,
dls /dMiyy, and dT'y/d My, terms.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

With the above formalism, one can write down the
amplitude from Eq. (1). For case I, we have,
M2,
M2 (Df7nt) — M3 +iMgl'g

mnv

Yoo,

(10)

CLYOO = <CLO + (10

where ag is the contribution of tree level, and af, is the
relative strength of the S-wave resonance. It should be
stressed that, for the three cases, we assume Mpr =
2834 MeV and I'r = 19 MeV, taken from Ref. [30].
We fit then a¢ and aj to the LHCb measurements [39]
from 2650 MeV to 3150 MeV, the energy region around
2834 MeV.
For case II, we have,

CLYOO + CY10
Mp+k
M2 (Djﬁ+) - MI% + iMRFR

mv

=a1Ypo + ¢

Y10(11)

where we have put the factor k suited to a P-wave ampli-
tude. Here we consider the contribution of the tree level
in S-wave (a1Ypp). Then we fit again a1 and ¢’ to the
LHCb measurements [39].

For case III, we have,

aYoo + bYao
]}2
M2 (Dfnt) —

mv

= azYoo + V' Yo0(12)

M2 +iMgpTg

where, again, we implement explicitly the factor k2 suited
to the D-wave resonance, and consider the contribution
of the tree level in S-wave (a2Ypo). We fit ag and b to
the LHCb measurements [39].
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FIG. 3. Fit to dI'/dM+_ incaseI: a #0,b=c=0.

In the present work we follow the same path as in
Ref. [37], and take a small background term a; (i =
1,2,3) as follows,

k

i = Gio—, 13

@i = G (13)

where with this background we can fairly reproduce the
LHCb measurement [39].

We show the results for case I in Fig. 3, and the

fitted parameters are o = 8.93 MeV™ ' and a) =

4.84 x 107* MeV~!. The magenta-dashed curve shows
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the DF 7T invariant mass distribution of dl'g/d My, and
the black-solid curve shows the DIz invariant mass
distribution of dI'/dMiny. One should note that the
S-wave background will interfere with the S-wave res-
onance, and because of b = ¢ = 0, all of the other
dl';/dMiny = 0 (I # 0). One can find that our results
are in fair agreement with the LHCb measurements.

In Fig. 4, we present the results for case II, and we
can also obtain the acceptable fit parameters, a; =
8.73 MeV ™! and ¢ = 2.01 x 1072 MeV~'. In this fig-
ure, the green-dotted curve shows the DI 7T invariant
mass distribution of dT'; /dMiy,y, and the blue-solid curve
shows the result of dI'y/dM;,,. One can see that the
dTl'y /d My is the interference between the contributions
of the S-wave (a;) and P-wave (¢’), going from nega-
tive to positive, while the dI'y/dM,, is always positive.
Our results of case II are in agreement with the LHCb
measurements.

In Fig. 5, one show the results for case III with the
2% resonance, and we can obtain the fitted parameters,
Gy =873 MeV ™! and ¥/ = 1.44 x 10! MeV~!. One can
see that the green-solid curves show the DI wT invariant

mass distribution of dI's /d My, and the blue-solid curves
show the result of dl'y/dMip,. Our results of dI'/dMiyy
are also in agreement with the LHCb measurements. In-
terestingly, our results indicate that, since the interfer-
ence term dl'y/dMiy, is linear in b, while dTy/d My, is
quadratic in ', the strength of dl's/dM;y,, is bigger than
that of dT'y/dMipy, or dl'o/dMi,y,. In other words, the
use of the momentum magnitude dI'y/dM,,, has stressed
the signal of the resonance versus the one obtained from
dl' /d My .

We take advantage to mention, since the background
term does not interfere with the P-wave and D-wave res-
onance in the angle integrated mass distribution, then
the a; and as are the same. And we have taken as ver-
sus b’ (ay versus ¢’) of the same sign. If we reverse the
relative sign of ay versus b (a; versus ¢’), the interfer-
ence magnitude can not change, but the line shapes of
dl'y /dM;yy for case IT and dT's/d My, for case III will go
from positive to negative.

One can see that, although the calculated dT'/dMiy,y
for each case are in agreement with the LHCb measure-
ments, the predicted dI';/dM;,, are completely different
for each of the spin assumptions, i.e., J = 0,1,2. Thus, a
careful study of the different dI';/dM;,, associated with
the angular dependent mass distribution should be used
to distinguish between the different spins for the reso-
nance.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Recently, the LHCb Collaboration has analyzed the
process BT — D*~ Dtz and fitted the T.50(2900) state
in Df7t invariant mass distribution, but they do not
find its clear signal [39]. They, furthermore, cannot well
describe the data in the Df 7t invariant mass distribu-
tion around 2830 MeV. On the other hand, one spin
J = 2 partner of the T¢5(2900) is predicted to have a
mass of 2834 MeV and a width of 19 MeV, which may be
related to the structure around 2830 MeV in the Df 7+
invariant mass distribution reported by LHCb.

Thus, we have carried out a detailed study of the pos-
sible signal of the open-flavor tetraquark state T.zo in
the D7t mass distribution around 2834 MeV. We as-
sume three cases tied to three possible spins of resonance,
which are J =0, J = 1, and J = 2, respectively. We have
calculated the angular integrated mass distributions and
fit dT'/d My, to the data of LHCb [39], and found a good
agreement with the LHCb data. One can find that the
results of dI'/dM;y, alone cannot distinguish the spins
J =0,1,2 of resonance.

Furthermore, we have calculated the different mo-
menta from [ = 0 to [ = 4, and show that they are dras-
tically different for each of the spin assumptions, which
could be used to distinguish the spin of resonance. We
have also shown that, for J = 2 case (T¢s2), the momenta
that involve interference of amplitudes have a strength
bigger than the signal in the angular integrated mass



distribution. This work has provided one method to con-
firm the existence of the predicted J¥ = 27 state T2,
and advocated the experimental determination of these
magnitudes.

The fact that both the measurements on the processes
Bt — D*=Dfrt of Ref. [39] and BT — D* " DTK™ of
Ref. [36] show a peak in the Df 7" or DY K™ invariant
mass distributions at the same energy of 2830 MeV, pre-
cisely the same energy where the spin J* = 2% partner of
the T,50(2900) state predicted in Ref. [30] and close to the
one predicted in Ref. [26], gives a strong support to the
idea that the peak observed in both reactions should cor-
respond to that predicted state T,.s2. This should provide
a sufficient motivation to undertake the task of determin-

ing the moments studied in the present work, where extra
evidence for the existence of the resonance, and informa-
tion on its spin could be obtained.
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