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The discovery of numerous new hadrons in the last two decades provides an unprecedented opportunity
to explore the non-perturbative QCD and hadron structure. Many of these hadrons cannot be understood as
conventional qq̄ mesons and qqq baryons but instead as hadronic molecules. The most essential ingredient
in the hadronic molecule picture is the hadron-hadron interactions. Therefore, It is vital to calculate/verify
the underlying hadron interactions both theoretically and experimentally. In this letter, utilizing the model-
independent DK potential extracted from the relevant experimental data, we predict an exotic JPC = 0−−

D̄sDK three-body hadronic molecule with a mass of 4310+14
−24 MeV. This state is exotic in two ways. First,

the quantum number of JPC = 0−− cannot be formed by conventional cc̄ mesons. Second, it cannot be a
two-body state D̄sD

∗
s0 because their interaction is weak rather robust. We further demonstrate that the B+ →

D∗−D+K+ decay could be a suitable channel for searching for the predicted exotic state.

Introduction.— Quantum chromodynamics (QCD), the funda-
mental theory of the strong interaction, displays strong cou-
plings at low energies, leading to color confinement, i.e., the
degrees of freedom are hadrons instead of quarks and gluons,
which makes the study of the low-energy strong interactions
difficult at the quark level. As a result, hadron spectroscopy is
essential for studying the non-perturbative strong interactions,
especially for the many new heavy hadrons observed since
2003. A remarkable feature of the spectrum of these heavy
hadrons is that most are near the threshold of a pair of hadrons.
The recent studies from the unquenched quark model [1–4],
effective field theories [5–10], and lattice QCD [11–15] in-
dicate that the heavy hadrons have strong couplings to a pair
of hadrons, where the hadron-hadron interactions characterize
the non-perturbative strong interaction interaction. Such non-
perturbative effects also appear in the final-state interactions
of heavy hadron decays [16, 17] and their productions [18–
20]. Therefore, the hadron-hadron interactions are crucial for
understanding the properties of heavy hadrons.

A salient example is the DK interaction, whose study
is experiencing a renaissance since the discovery of the
D∗
s0(2317) [21]. Assuming D∗

s0(2317) as the cs̄ charmed
strange meson of JP = 0+, its mass is lower by around
160 MeV than the prediction of the Godfrey-Isgur model [22].
The mass puzzle of D∗

s0(2317) is solved if the DK molecu-
lar component is embodied [2–4, 23–25]. With the scatter-
ing length and effective range of the DK scattering obtained
in lattice QCD simulations [11, 14, 26], it is found that the
DK molecular component accounts for more than 70% of the
physical D∗

s0(2317) wave function [2, 4, 6, 9, 10]. Due to the
scarce experimental data for theD∗

s0(2317), the verification of

the above picture from alternative physical observables is not
realized yet. Studying the DK interaction and D∗

s0(2317) in
three-body hadron systems have been proposed [27], inspiring
many studies on similar three-body hadronic molecules [27–
34]. Three-body hadronic molecules are new configurations
of hadron compositions and can further advance our under-
standing of hadronic matter and the non-perturbative strong
interactions, which may also pave the way towards a new
paradigm in the hadron spectroscopy.

Originally, the Valencia group employed the Fixed Cen-
ter Approximation to the Faddeev equations and predicted
the existence of two exotic hadrons: three-body NDK [35]
and DKK̄ [36] molecules, where the DK interaction is
determined by reproducing the mass of D∗

s0(2317). How-
ever, verifying the DK interaction via the above three-body
hadron systems is less optimal since the DN and KK̄ po-
tentials are strongly attractive [35, 36]. Then, we turned to
the DDK system. Since the DD interaction is weak, the
DK interaction plays a dominant role in forming the DDK
molecule [30, 37, 38]. On the other hand, it isn’t easy to pro-
duce the DDK molecule in e+e− collisions [39]. It could
be produced in Bc decays [27] but faces the challenge of the
low production rate of Bc mesons. Later, a DD̄K molecule
was also predicted [40], but its yield in the inclusive pro-
cess of e+e− collisions is lower than that of the two-body
DK molecule by three orders of magnitude [41]. In addi-
tion, other components can mix with the three-body hadronic
molecule [42]. As a result, a good three-body molecule can-
didate without possible mixing with other components and
likely produced in experiments is still missing, whose exis-
tence can play a significant role in confirming the existence of
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three-body hadronic molecules and verifying the underlying
hadron-hadron interactions.

In this letter, we obtain a JPC = 0−−D̄sDK three-body
molecule with a binding energy of about a few tens of MeV.
Such a quantum number is exotic for cc̄ mesons, indicating
that it can not mix with conventional charmonium states [43].
Moreover, the subsystem JPC = 0−− D∗

s0D̄s is hard to
bind [44, 45], but the three-body system D̄sDK can bind, in-
dicating this three-body molecule can not mix with two-body
molecules. In addition, such a D̄sDK molecule can be pro-
duced in B decays. The observation by the LHCb Collabo-
ration is promising, considering its decay behaviors and pro-
duction rates.

FIG. 1. Three permutations of the Jacobi coordinates for the D̄sDK
system.

Theoretical framework.— We first construct a three-body
wave function for the D̄sDK system of good C parity:

ΨC =
1√
2
(ΨD̄sDK + CΨ′

DsD̄K̄
), (1)

where the eigenvalue C = ±1 and Ψ (Ψ′) is the wave func-

tion of D̄sDK (DsD̄K̄) system. The wave function ΨC

can be solved by Schrödinger equation with the Hamiltonian
H = T + T ′ + V + V ′ + V C , where T (T ′) and V (V ′) are
the kinetic energy term and the hadron-hadron potentials of
Ψ (Ψ′), respectively. The potential V C dependent on the C-
parity could be a three-body interaction and correlate the wave
function Ψ and Ψ′. Here, since the DK potential can form a
bound state D∗

s0, we use the two-body D̄sD
∗
s0 potential.

With the potentials, the Schrödinger equation of ΨC can be
simplified as

⟨ΨC |(T + V + CV CD̄sD∗
s0−DsD̄∗

s0
− E)|ΨC⟩ = 0, (2)

which can be solved by the Gaussian Expansion Method
(GEM) with three Jacobi channels shown in Fig. 1 [46]. The
details of the GEM calculations are introduced in the Supple-
mental Material.

As shown in the following, there exists a JPC = 0−−

D̄sDK molecule (denote by X) in this work. Since the de-
cays and productions of the X play an important role in its
likely experimental discovery, we employ the triangle mech-
anism to study its partial decay and production in B de-
cays [47, 48]. From the analysis of the weights of Jacobi con-
figurations in Fig. 1, we assume that theX decays via the sub-
system D̄sD

∗
s0, which then inelastically scatters into J/ψη,

D̄∗D, and D̄∗
sDs via the meson exchange mechanism, as il-

lustrated in Fig. 2. These Feynman diagrams can be calculated
using the effective Lagrangian approach. The Lagrangians
describing the interactions of each vertex in the triangle di-
agrams are shown in the Supplemental Material. With the La-
grangian for each vertex in Fig. 2, we obtain the corresponding
amplitudes as

iMa = gXD∗
s0D̄s

gD∗
s0DsηgψD̄sDs

∫
d4q

(2π)4
(kµ2 − qµ)

1

k21 −m2
D∗

s0

1

k22 −m2
D̄s

1

q2 −m2
Ds

εµ(p2)F (q
2), (3)

iMb = gXD∗
s0D̄s

gD∗
s0DsηgD̄sD∗

sη

∫
d4q

(2π)4
qµ

1

k21 −m2
D∗

s0

1

k22 −m2
D̄s

1

q2 −m2
η

εµ(p2)F (q
2), (4)

iMc = gXD∗
s0D̄s

gD∗
s0DK

gD̄sD∗K

∫
d4q

(2π)4
qµ

1

k21 −m2
D∗

s0

1

k22 −m2
D̄s

1

q2 −m2
K

εµ(p2)F (q
2), (5)

where the molecule couplings to their constituents are deter-
mined by the residues of the pole obtained by solving the
Lippmann-Schwinger equation [49], i.e., gXDs0D̄s

= 15.86±
2.34 GeV, gD∗

s0DK
= 11.39 ± 1.17 GeV, and gD∗

s0Dsη =
7.51 ± 1.11 GeV. Moreover, the other couplings are deter-
mined as gψD̄sDs

= 5.8 ± 0.9, gDsD∗
sη

= 5.72 ± 0.58, and
gDsD∗K = 14.00± 1.73 via SU(3)-flavor symmetry [50].

Since the minimum quark constituent of the X is c̄c, it
will likely be observed in B decays. It is well known
that many charmonium/charmoniumlike states are produced
in B decays, proceeding via the decay b → cc̄s at the

quark level [27, 51]. However, such decay modes are color-
suppressed and can not be factorized in the naive factorization
approach. The final-state interaction is an effective approach
to deal with the non-perturbative effect in heavy-hadron weak
decays [47, 52–57].

In this letter, we assume that theB meson firstly decays into
a pair of D̄∗ and D∗

s0 mesons, and then the D̄∗ meson scat-
ters into D̄s and K mesons. Finally, the D̄sDK molecule is
dynamically generated by the subsystem D̄sD

∗
s0 as shown in

Fig. 3. In Ref. [49, 58], the productions of D∗
s0 as a hadronic

molecule in B decays are investigated, which laid the foun-
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FIG. 2. Triangle diagrams of the X via the subsystem D∗
s0D̄s decaying into J/ψη, DsD̄

∗
s , and DD̄∗.

FIG. 3. Triangle diagrams accounting for the weak decays of B →
XK.

dation for the present study. Similarly, we employ the effec-
tive Lagrangian approach to calculate the Feynman diagram
of Fig. 3, and its amplitude is written as

M = gD̄∗D̄sKgD∗
s0D̄sXA(B → D∗

s0D̄
∗)µ (6)

−gµν+
k
µ
1 kν

1

k2
1

(k21−m2
D̄∗ )(k

2
2−m2

D∗
s0

)(q2−m2
D̄s

)
pν1F (q

2),

where the amplitude A(B → D∗
s0D̄

∗) is shown in the Sup-
plemental Material. To avoid the ultraviolet divergence of the
above loop integral and account for the internal structure of
the involved hadrons, we add the following form factor in the
meson exchange vertex,

F (q,Λ,m) = (
Λ2 −m2

E

Λ2 − q2
)2, (7)

where mE represents the mass of the exchanged particle and
Λ is an unknown parameter, which can be further parameter-
ized as Λ = αΛQCD +mE [47, 59].

The partial decay widths of Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 can be finally
obtained as

Γ =
1

2J + 1

1

8π

|p⃗|
M2

¯|M|2, (8)

where J is the total angular momentum of the initial state M ,
the overline indicates the sum over the polarization vectors of
final states, and |p⃗| is the momentum of either final state in the
rest frame of M .
Results and discussions.— In this letter, we employ the
contact-range effective field theory (EFT) to construct the
DK, D̄sK, and DD̄s potentials [49, 60]. Since the D∗

s0D̄s

potential associated with the C-parity of the D̄sDK system
can not be determined by the contact-range EFT, we employ
the one boson exchange (OBE) model [45, 61]. By repro-
ducing the masses of the exotic states as well as using the

TABLE I. Binding energy (in units of MeV) and weights of Jacobi
channels of 0−− D̄sDK molecule based on the components of the
D∗

s0(2317).

Sets B.E.(0−−) PD̄sK−D PDK−D̄s
PD̄sD−K

α = 1 22+23
−14 11+1

−1 % 78−1
+2 % 11+0

−1 %
α = 2 20+22

−13 10+1
−1% 80−1

+2 % 10+0
−1 %

SU(3)-flavor symmetry [11, 62–65], we found that the DK,
D̄sK, and DD̄s contact potentials satisfy approximately the
following relationship: CDKa : CD̄sK

a : CD̄sD
a = 1 : 0.5 : 0.1

for a cutoff of Λ = 1 GeV. Since the DK potential plays an
important role, we show below the detail of determining the
DK interaction by reproducing the mass of D∗

s0(2317).
To precisely determine the DK interaction, we assume the

D∗
s0(2317) as a mixture of a DK − Dsη molecular state

and a cs̄ bare state rather than a pure DK molecule. The
lattice QCD simulations or reanalysis of lattice QCD re-
sults [2, 4, 6, 9–11, 14, 26] found that the molecular compo-
nent accounts for more than 70% of theD∗

s0(2317) wave func-
tion. Therefore, we assume that the molecular and bare com-
ponents account for 70% and 30% of the physical D∗

s0(2317).
In the mixture picture, the extracted DK potential forms a
bound state with a binding energy of 14 MeV, which is less
attractive than assuming D∗

s0(2317) as a pure DK molecule.
To estimate the uncertainty of the extracted DK potential, we
vary the molecular compositeness of D∗

s0(2317) from 50%
to 100%, and then similarly determine the DK interaction as
shown in Table II of the Supplemental Material.

With the so-obtained potentials, the D̄sDK system is cal-
culated with GEM. To be consistent with the meson ex-
change mechanism in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, we vary the α of the
D̄sD

∗
s0 → DsD̄

∗
s0 OBE potential from 1 to 2. Two bound

states with JPC = 0−− and 0−+ are generated, and the lat-
ter is more bound than the former, where the binding energies
are weakly dependent on α. The results for the JPC = 0−+

state are listed in the Supplemental Material. As shown in Ta-
ble I, the binding energy of the 0−− D̄sDK bound state is
about 21+24

−14 MeV. Our results indicate that, as theDK−Dsη
molecular component of the D∗

s0(2317) is in the range of
50% ∼ 100% , the D̄sDK system always remains bound. In-
terestingly, the weights of Jacobi channels c = 1− 3 in Fig. 1
are stable, which are about 10%, 80%, and 10% of D̄sK−D,
DK−D̄s and D̄sD−K, respectively, varying only 1 ∼ 2 per-
cent. This indicates the 0−− three-body bound state is mainly
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FIG. 4. Partial decay widths of X → J/ψη, X → D̄sD
∗
s , and X → D̄∗D as functions of α. The dashed line and band correspond to their

central value and uncertainties.

composed of the (DK) − D̄s channel, weakly dependent on
the molecular component of the D∗

s0(2317). To test the im-
pact of cutoff to our results, the mass ofX as a function of the
cutoff Rc is shown in Fig. 5, which indicates that its mass is
weakly dependent on the cutoff.

FIG. 5. Mass of X as a function of the cutoff Rc.

Next, we turn to the strong decays and production of X . In
our study, in addition to the parameter α uncertainties, the
dominant uncertainties originate from the couplings of the
three vertices of the triangle diagrams. As a result, we ob-
tain the uncertainties of the decay widths originating from the
uncertainties of these parameters via a Monte Carlo sampling
in their 1 σ intervals.

From our analysis, the X decays into J/ψη, DsD̄
∗
s , and

DD̄∗. Its mass is estimated to be 4310+14
−24 MeV. In Fig. 4,

we show the partial decay widths of X = 4310 MeV as a
function of α, where the uncertainties of the couplings of ver-
tices induce the bands. We can see that the partial widths
of the decays X → J/ψη, X → D̄sD

∗
s , and X → D̄∗D

are up to the order of 101, 102, and 103 keV, indicating that
the partial decay width of X → D̄∗D is larger than those
of X → D̄sD

∗
s and X → J/ψη by one and two orders of

magnitude, respectively. In Fig. 1 of the Supplemental Mate-
rial, we show the partial decay widths of X = 4286 MeV and
X = 4324 MeV. The ratio of Γ(X → D̄∗D)/Γ(X → D̄sD

∗
s)

lies in the range of 9.9 ∼ 13.6, 9.3 ∼ 12.6 , and 8.7 ∼ 11.8
for the lower, center, and upper mass of X , and the corre-
sponding ratio of Γ(X → D̄sD

∗
s)/Γ(X → J/ψη) lies in the

range of 5.2 ∼ 6.1, 5.1 ∼ 5.7 , and 4.9 ∼ 5.4. Regardless of

the mass of X , the ratio of Γ(X → D̄∗D) : Γ(X → D̄sD
∗
s) :

Γ(X → J/ψη) ≈ 50 : 5 : 1. Therefore, we conclude that the
JPC = 0−− D̄sDK molecule dominantly decays into D̄∗D.

FIG. 6. Branching fraction of the decays B → KX as a function of
α.

Finally, we analyze the production rate of X in B de-
cays. In Fig. 6, we show the branching fraction of the decay
B → KX as a function of α, whereX = 4310 MeV. One can
see that the branching fraction of the decayB → KX is up to
the order of 10−6. Moreover, as shown in Fig. 2 of the Supple-
mental Material, the production rate of X in B decays is still
of the order of 10−6 for its lower and upper mass. Thus, the
production rate of the JPC = 0−− D̄sDK molecule in B de-
cays is up to the order of 10−6. Comparing with the yields of
D∗
s0(2317) in B decays [49], we find that the production rate

of the two-body molecule DK in B decays is larger than that
of three-body molecule D̄sDK in B decay by three orders of
magnitude, consistent with the ratio of the yields of the two-
body molecule DK to that of the three-body molecule D̄DK
in e+e− collisions [41], indicating that the ratio of the pro-
duction rates of the DK molecule to those of the DD̄(s)K
molecule is only dependent on the long-range interaction but
independent on the short-range interaction in the production
process.

Our results indicate that the X dominantly decays into
D̄∗D. In the isospin limit, the branching fraction of X de-
cays into D̄∗0D0, D̄0D∗0, D∗+D−, and D+D∗− is around
0.25. As a result, we estimate the branching fraction of the
decay B+ → (X → D∗−D+)K+ up to be 5 × 10−7. Re-
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ferring to the branching fraction B(B+ → D∗−D+K+) =
6 × 10−4 [66, 67], we estimate the ratio of B[B+ → (X →
D∗−D+)K+]/B(B+ → D∗−D+K+) ∼ 10−3. The event
number of the decay B+ → D∗−D+K+ of the LHCb Col-
laboration corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 9 fb−1

is around 2×103 [68]. We can expect that the event number of
the decay B+ → (X → D∗−D+)K+ would reach up to be
at least 10 and 102 corresponding to the integrated luminosity
of 50 fb−1 and 350 fb−1.

FIG. 7. With theDK potential determined by reproducing the mass
of the D∗

s0(2317) as a mixture of a DK −Dsη molecular state and
a cs̄ bare state, a three-body D̄sDK molecule is predicted.

Summary and outlook.— Some exotic states discovered in
the past 20 years are widely regarded as hadronic molecular
candidates, which not only motivate us to study the hadron-
hadron interaction but also offer the opportunity to investigate
the existence of three-body hadronic molecules. In this let-
ter, with theDK interaction determined by theD∗

s0(2317) as-
suming as a mixture state, we predicted a rather special three-
body hadronic molecule JPC = 0−− D̄sDK with a mass
of about 4310 MeV as shown in Fig. 7. A careful study of
its decay behaviors and production mechanism shows that it
dominantly decays into D̄∗D, and its production rate in B de-
cays is of the order of 10−6. In particular, we found that the
ratio of the production rates of the DK molecule to those of
the DD̄(s)K molecules is only dependent on the long-range
interaction of the production processes, indicating that the for-
mation of three-body hadronic molecules is responsible by the
non-perturbative strong interaction.

Moreover, the event number of the decay B+ → (X →
D∗−D+)K+ in the LHC corresponding to the integrated
luminosity of 50 fb−1 and 350 fb−1 is estimated to be at
least 10 and 102, respectively. It should be noted that the
LHCb Collaboration observed the signal of JPC = 0−−

charmonium/charmoniumlike states in the decay B+ →
D∗−D+K+ [68]. Therefore, the observation of the JPC =
0−− D̄sDK molecule by the LHCb Collaboration in the
future is promising. On the other hand, the 0−− D̄sDK
three-body bound state is easily distinguished from charmo-
nium states and two-body molecules. The discovery of the
0−− D̄sDK three-body hadronic molecule will extend the
configuration of the hadron spectrum and help derive the
hadron-hadron interaction even pinpoint the molecular na-
ture of D∗

s0(2317). We strongly recommend experimental
searches for the 0−− D̄sDK molecule in the decay channel
B+ → D̄∗0D0K+.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

In this Supplemental Material, we provide some details about how to solve the D̄sDK three-body system with GEM and
relevant hadron-hadron interactions and how the Feynman diagrams of Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 in the main manuscript are calculated
in the effective Lagrangian approach. In addition, we present the contact-range EFT in which the D∗

s0(2317) is dynamically
generated in three scenarios, and the partial decay widths and the production rate of X in B decays.

GEM TO SOLVE THE D̄sDK THREE-BODY SYSTEM

TABLE I. Quantum numbers of the Jacobi coordinate channels (c = 1− 3) of the D̄sDK three-body systems.

c l L λ t T s S J P C nmax Nmax

1 0 0 0 1
2

0 0 0 0 − −(+) 10 10
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − −(+) 10 10
3 0 0 0 1

2
0 0 0 0 − −(+) 10 10

We use GEM to solve the following Schrödinger equation in Eq.(2) to study the D̄sDK system

⟨Ψ|(T + V + CV CD̄sD∗
s0−DsD̄∗

s0
− E)|Ψ⟩ = 0. (9)

The spatial wave function of each channel has the following form

Ψ =

3∑
c=1

Φcα(rc,Rc) , (10)

where α is a set of quantum numbers labeling the wave function. The quantum numbers of all the allowed configurations are
determined by angular momentum conservation, isospin conservation, parity conservation, and C-parity conservation. Given
that only S-wave interactions are considered, we have l = L = λ = J = 0. SinceDs is isospinless and only theDK interaction
in I = 0 is dominant, the total isospin of these systems should be 0. The used configurations are shown in Table I.

The spatial wave function ΦclL,λ is given in terms of Gaussian basis functions

ΦclL,λ(rc,Rc) = [ϕGnclc(rc)ψ
G
NcLc

(Rc)]λ, (11)

ϕGnlm(rc) = Nnlr
l
ce

−νnr2cYlm(r̂c) , (12)

ψGNLM (Rc) = NNLR
L
c e

−λnR
2
cYLM (R̂c) . (13)

Here Nnl(NNL) are the normalization constants of the Gaussian basis and the range parameters νn and λn are given by

νn = 1/r2n, rn = rmina
n−1 (n = 1, nmax) ,

λN = 1/R2
N , RN = RminA

N−1 (N = 1, Nmax) ,
(14)

in which {nmax, rmin, a or rmax} and {Nmax, Rmin, A or Rmax} are Gaussian basis parameters.
The kinetic energy term corresponds to Jacobi channel c reads

T = − ℏ2

2m
∇2
rc −

ℏ2

2M
∇2
Rc

(15)

where m and M are the reduced masses corresponding to the coordinates r and R. The potential includes two parts, the
two-body C-parity independent potentials V = VD̄sK(r1) + VDK(r2) + VD̄sD(r3) and the C-parity dependent potential
V C
D̄sD∗

s0−DsD̄∗
s0
(R2), which are introduced in the hadron-hadron potentials section.

After the basis expansion, the Schrödinger equation of this system is transformed into a generalized matrix eigenvalue prob-
lem: ∑

[T abαα′ + V abαα′ − ENab
αα′ ]Cb,α′ = 0 . (16)

Here, T abαα′ = ⟨Φaα|T |Φbα′⟩ is the kinetic matrix element, V abαα′ = ⟨Φaα|V + CV C
D̄sD∗

s0−DsD̄∗
s0
|Φbα′⟩ is the potential matrix

element and Nab
αα′ = ⟨Φaα|Φbα′⟩ is the normalization matrix element. The eigenenergy E and coefficients are determined by the

Rayleigh-Ritz variational principle. Thus, the binding energies and spatial structures can be studied.
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HADRON-HADRON POTENTIALS

TABLE II. Masses of DK − Dsη and DK molecules (in units of MeV), and probabilities in D∗
s0(2317) based on the different molecular

components of D∗
s0(2317).

Components of D∗
s0(2317) M(DK −Dsη) M(DK) M(cs̄) [4] P (cs̄) P (DK) P (Dsη)

70% molecule+30% cs̄ 2280 2349 2406 30% 60% 10%
100% molecule 2318 2358 2406 0% 90% 10%

50% molecule+50% cs̄ 2230 2336 2406 50% 42% 8%

In this letter, we employ the contact-range EFT to construct the hadron-hadron interaction. The DK, D̄sK, and DD̄s

potentials in momentum space are characterized by an unknown parameter Ca [49, 60]. Since the three-body Schrödinger
equation is solved in coordinate space, the above contact-range potentials are transformed into Caδ3(r⃗) [69]. The δ3(r⃗) term
can be regulated by a Gaussian shape regulator so that the contact-range potential can be transferred into a finite-range one

V (r) = Ca
e(r/Rc)2

π3/2R3
c

, (17)

where Rc is a cut-off radius of the order of a typical hadronic size.
For DK interaction, we use the D∗

s0(2317) as the input. In this letter, the D∗
s0(2317) is regarded as a mixture of a DK−Dsη

molecular state and a cs̄ bare state, in which the former accounts for about 70% and the later accounts for 30%. In terms of
the relativistic quark model [4], the mass of 0+ cs̄ bare state is adopted to be 2406 MeV [4]. The coupled-channel DK −Dsη
contact potential is written as [49]

V J
P=0+

DK−Dsη =

(
VDK(r) −

√
3
2 VDK(r)

−
√
3
2 VDK(r) 0

)
. (18)

The strength Ca of the DK interaction can be determined by the leading-order chiral perturbation theory [30], i.e., the
Weinberg-Tomozawa term CDKa = −CW

2f2
π

, where CW = 2 and fπ = 130 MeV [11], resulting in the value of CDKa = −2.24

fm2. Assuming the D∗
s0(2317) as a mixture of a DK − Dsη molecule and a cs̄ bare state, Rc is determined as 0.472 fm.

As indicated in Ref. [69], the result of Rc = 0.5 fm in coordinate space is equal to the result of Λ = 1 GeV in momentum
space. The DK potential determined for Rc = 0.472 fm should be consistent with that for Λ = 1 GeV. As shown later, the
DK potential in the third scenario is determined as CDKa = −2.06 fm2, consistent with that in coordinate space. With such
a DK potential, we found a bound state with a binding energy of 14 MeV, which indicates that the obtained DK potential is
less attractive than that of assuming D∗

s0 as a pure DK bound state, consistent with the conclusion derived in momentum space.
In addition, we make the molecule compositeness of D∗

s0(2317) range from 50% to 100% to estimate the uncertainties of the
input. Accordingly, we can obtain the corresponding DK interaction, of which Rc ranges from 0.4383− 0.513 fm. The results
are summarized in Table II. Once the DK potential is determined, the D̄sK potential is determined as half of the DK potential
from the SU(3)-flavor symmetry, i.e., VD̄sK(r) = 1

2VDK(r) [11, 62–64].
For the D̄sD interaction, we use X(3872) as the input. X(3872) can be regarded as a 1++ D̄∗D bound state. By fitting

X(3872) with the contact-range EFT, the strength of the D̄∗D potential CD̄
∗D

a is about −0.79 fm2 and Rc = 0.434 fm.
According to the light meson saturation approach [70], we have CD̄

∗D
a : CD̄sD

a = 1.35 : 0.42, resulting Ca = −0.24 fm2.
Since no experiment inputs can determine the D̄sD

∗
s0 contact-range potential, we turn to the OBE model for help. In Refs. [45,

61], the authors claimed that the η and ϕmeson exchange are responsible for D̄sD
∗
s0 → DsD̄

∗
s0 potential, where the latter meson

generates attractive interaction, but the former is attractive and repulsive for the charge parity C = + and C = −, respectively.
Therefore, the potential of JPC = 0−+ D̄sD

∗
s0 is more attractive than that of JPC = 0−− D̄sD

∗
s0, consistent with Ref. [44].

As for the three-body system, only the term on the C-parity is adopted. The one η exchange potential for the D̄sD
∗
s0 system is

written as

V CD̄sD∗
s0−DsD̄∗

s0
= −2

3

k2

f2π
q20Y (r,meff ,Λ), (19)

where q0 = mD∗
s0
−mDs , k = 0.56, fπ = 130 MeV [61], and Λ = αΛQCD +meff , meff =

√
m2
η − (mD∗

s0
−mDs)

2.
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TABLE III. D∗
s0(2317) coupling to its constituents (in units of GeV).

Couplings X = 4.286 X = 4.310 X = 4.324

gXD∗
s0D̄s

21.72± 4.28 15.86± 2.34 9.86± 0.81

gD∗
s0DK 14.61± 2.03 11.39± 1.17 7.79± 1.08

gD∗
s0Dsη 9.47± 1.65 7.51± 1.11 4.93± 0.27

EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIANS

The Lagrangians describing the interactions between the hadronic molecules and their constituents are written as

LXD∗
s0D̄s

= gXD∗
s0D̄s

XD∗
s0D̄s, (20)

LD∗
s0Dsη = gD∗

s0DsηD
∗
s0Dsη,

LD∗
s0DK

= gD∗
s0DK

D∗
s0DK,

where g with different subscript denote the bound-state coupling to their constituents. In this letter, we take the mass of X
under the DKD̄s mass threshold 21+24

−14 MeV, where the D∗
s0D̄s sub-system account for around 80% of the total wave function.

Therefore, the couplings of gXD∗
s0D̄s

, gD∗
s0Dsη , and gD∗

s0DK
are estimated by the contact-range EFT as shown in Table III,

where the uncertainties of the couplings come from the cutoff varying from 1 to 2 GeV. It should be noted that the D∗
s0 is not the

D∗
s0(2317) instead of a DK bound state with a binding energy of 21+24

−14 MeV.
The Lagrangian describing the charmed mesons couplings to one light meson and J/ψ are written as [71]

LψD̄sDs
= igψD̄sDs

ψµ(∂
µDsD̄

†
s −Ds∂

µD̄†
s), (21)

LDsD∗
sη

= −igDsD∗
sη
(Ds∂

µηD∗†
sµ −D∗

sµ∂
µηD†

s),

LDsD∗K = −igDsD∗K(Ds∂
µKD∗†

µ −D∗
µ∂

µKD†
s).

The amplitude of the weak decay B(k0) → D∗
s0(q1)D̄

∗(q2), described by the naive factorization approach [49], is written as

A(B → D∗
s0D̄

∗) =
GF√
2
VcbVcsa1fD∗

s0
{−q1 · ε(q2)(mD∗ +mB)A1

(
q21
)
+ (k0 + q2) · ε(q2)q1 · (k0 + q2) (22)

A2

(
q21
)

mD∗ +mB
+ (k0 + q2) · ε(q2)[(mD∗ +mB)A1(q

2
1)− (mB −mD∗)A2(q

2
1)− 2mD∗A0(q

2
1)]},

where GF = 1.166 × 10−5 GeV−2, Vcb = 0.0395, Vcs = 0.991, fD∗
s0

= 59 MeV, and a1 = 1.07. The form factors of A0(t),
A1(t), and A2(t) with t ≡ q21 can be parameterized as [72]

X(t) =
X(0)

1− a (t/m2
B) + b (t2/m4

B)
. (23)

For these form factors, we adopt those of the covariant light-front quark model, i.e., (A0(0), a, b)
B→D̄∗

= (0.68, 1.21, 0.36),
(A1(0), a, b)

B→D̄∗
= (0.65, 0.60, 0.00), and (A2(0), a, b)

B→D̄∗
= (0.61, 1.12, 0.31) [72]. Following Ref. [73], the B → D̄∗

transition results in a 10% uncertainty.

CONTACT-RANGE EFT

The following briefly introduces the contact-range EFT approach. The scattering amplitude T is responsible for the dynamical
generations of hadronic molecules, which is obtained by solving the following Lippmann-Schwinger equation

T (
√
s) = (1− V G(

√
s))−1V, (24)

where V is the hadron-hadron potential determined by the contact-range EFT approach, and G(
√
s) is the loop function of the

two-body propagator. The loop functions of G(
√
s) is

G(s) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
e−2q2/Λ2

√
s−m1 −m2 − q2/(2µ12) + iε

, (25)
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where
√
s is the total energy in the center-of-mass frame of m1 and m2, µ12 = m1m2

m1+m2
is the reduced mass, and Λ is the

momentum cutoff.
With the potentials, we can search for poles generated by the hadron-hadron interactions and determine the couplings between

the molecular states and their constituents from the residues of the corresponding poles,

gigj = lim√
s→√

s0

(√
s−

√
s0
)
Tij(

√
s), (26)

where gi denotes the coupling of channel i to the dynamically generated state and
√
s0 is the pole position. With the couplings

gi, one can further obtain the compositeness of each component

Pi = −g2i
∂ Gii(

√
s)

∂
√
s

. (27)

DK and D̄sK potentials

TABLE IV. D∗
s0(2317) coupling to its constituents (in units of GeV).

Couplings Λ = 0.50 Λ = 1.00 Λ = 1.50 Λ = 2.00 Λ = 0.50 Λ = 1.00 Λ = 1.50 Λ = 2.00

gD∗
s0DK 19.37 14.72 13.32 12.66 16.20 12.28 11.16 10.63

gD∗
s0Dsη 13.23 9.54 8.40 7.86 10.42 7.70 6.89 6.50

Ca(fm2) -5.78 -1.84 -1.03 -0.71 -6.96 -2.06 -1.12 -0.75
Compositeness Λ = 0.50 Λ = 1.00 Λ = 1.50 Λ = 1.00 Λ = 0.50 Λ = 1.00 Λ = 1.50 Λ = 2.00

PDK 0.92 0.90 0.89 0.88 0.65 0.63 0.62 0.62
PDsη 0.08 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.05 0.07 0.08 0.08

The DK contact-range interaction is parameterized by a constant Ca, and the DK − Dsη coupled-channel contact-range
potential V in matrix form read [49]

V J
P=0+

DK−Dsη =

(
Ca −

√
3
2 Ca

−
√
3
2 Ca 0

)
. (28)

To estimate the dressed effect of bare states, we have added an energy-dependent term

V = α(s− s̄), (29)

where s̄ is the energy squared of the mass threshold. The unknown parameter α is determined by the weight of molecular
components. Since recent studies showed that the molecular component account for more than 70% of the total wave function
of D∗

s0(2317) [2, 19, 74], we set the weight as 70% to determine the value of α.
In the following, we study three scenarios to determine the DK interaction by reproducing the mass of D∗

s0(2317), i.e., the
D∗
s0(2317) is assumed as a DK molecule, a Dsη − DK molecule, and a mixture of 70% Dsη − DK molecular component

and 30% bare component. Assuming the D∗
s0(2317) as a DK bound state, one can determine the value of Ca = −0.98 fm2

for a cutoff Λ = 2.0 GeV, Ca = −1.41 fm2 for a cutoff Λ = 1.5 GeV, Ca = −2.44 fm2 for a cutoff Λ = 1.0 GeV, and
Ca = −7.21 fm2 for a cutoff Λ = 0.5 GeV. Then, assuming that the D∗

s0(2317) is dynamically generated by DK and Dsη
coupled channels, one can determine the value of Ca as a function of cutoff in the left panel of Table IV. One can see that the size
of Ca decreases, and the DK and Dsη components account for around 90% and 10% of the total wave function, respectively.
Finally, when taking into account the effect of bare states, we find that the size of Ca increases, a bit smaller than the first
scenario. In the third scenario, the DK and Dsη components account for around 63% and 7% of the total wave function. After
theDK interaction is determined, the D̄sK potential is determined as half of theDK potential from the SU(3)-flavor symmetry,
i.e., VD̄sK = 1

2VDK [11, 62–64].

D̄sD potential

For the scattering process D̄sD → D̄sD, the contact potential is characterized by the parameter C1a [60], which is the same
as the isovector contact potential of D̄D → D̄D under SU(3)-flavor symmetry. In the following, we analyze the relationship
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of parameters of contact-range EFT by the light meson saturation approach [70]. The contact-range potentials of the isoscalar
D̄(∗)D(∗) system are parameterized as C0a and C0b, and the isosvector D̄(∗)D(∗) system as C1a and C1b. According to the light
meson saturation approach, we have the ratios C0a : C0b : C1a : C1b = 1 : 0.35 : 0.42 : 0. Identifying X(3872) as the bound
state of JPC = 1++D̄∗D, one can obtain the sum of C0a + C0b = −0.79 fm2 for a cutoff Λ = 1 GeV, then further obtain the
values of C0a = −0.58 fm2, C0b = −0.21 fm2, and C1a = −0.24 fm2. Similarly, we obtain the value of C1a = −0.60 fm2

for a cutoff Λ = 0.5 GeV, C1a = −0.15 fm2 for a cutoff Λ = 1.5 GeV, and C1a = −0.11 fm2 for a cutoff Λ = 2.0 GeV. In
Ref. [65], Ji et al. obtained the value of C1a = −0.33 ± 0.02 fm2 for a cutoff Λ = 1 GeV by simulating the mass distributions
of D̄(s)D(s) of the processes of γγ → D̄D and B+ → K+D+

(s)D
−
(s), consistent with the analysis of the light meson saturation

approach. A recent approach analyzing the Lattice QCD data of D̄D − D̄sDs coupled-channel scattering, the value of C1a is
estimated to be in the range of −0.44 ∼ −0.64 fm2 [75], a bit larger than our estimations and Ref. [65]. The ratio of the DK
potential in the first scenario to the D̄sD potential is from 8.9 to 12.0, and the ratio of the DK potential in the third scenario to
the D̄sD potential is from 6.8 to 11.6. The average of the above ratios is around 10.

ADDITIONAL RESULTS

Results of JPC = 0−+ D̄sDK molecule

TABLE V. Binding energy (in MeV) and weights of Jacobian channels of 0−+ D̄sDK based on the components of the D∗
s0(2317).

Sets B.E.(0−+) PD̄sK−D PDK−D̄s
PD̄sD−K

α = 1 26+22
−16 13+0

−1 % 76−0
+0 % 11−0

+1 %
α = 2 28+23

−17 14+0
−1% 74+1

+1 % 12−1
+0 %

The 0−+ state is a bit more bound than the 0−− state due to the attractive interaction in positive C-parity, which is about
27+24

−17 MeV. The weights of Jacobi channels c = 1− 3 are about 13%, 75% and 12% of DsK̄ − D̄, D̄K̄ −Ds and DsD̄ − K̄
respectively.

Results of strong decays and production rates

The main text only showed the partial decays and production rates for the mass X = 4310 MeV. Here, we present the partial
widths of the decays X → J/ψη, X → D̄sD

∗
s , and X → D̄∗D as a function of α for the mass of X = 4286 MeV and

X = 4324 MeV, as shown in the up and down panels of Fig. 1. One can see that the absolute values of the partial decay
width vary greatly, but their ratio varies little. Similarly, we present the production rates of the X in B decays for the mass of
X = 4286 MeV and X = 4324 MeV, as shown in the left and right panels of Fig. 2. We can see that the order of magnitude of
the production rate is about 10−6.

In addition, our results indicate that the branching fraction of the decay X → J/ψη is up to the order of 10−2, yielding the
branching fraction B[B+ → (X → J/ψη)K+] ∼ 10−8. With the branching fraction B(B+ → J/ψηK+) = 10−4 [76, 77],
we obtain the ratio B[B+ → (X → J/ψη)K+]/B(B+ → J/ψηK+) ∼ 10−4. The LHCb Collaboration showed that the event
number of the decay B+ → J/ψηK+ corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 9 fb−1 is around 5× 103 [78], and its event
number will reach up 10 as the integrated luminosity of 350 fb−1. As for the decay B+ → (X → D∗+

s D−
s )K

+, the D∗+
s

meson dominantly decays into D+
s γ, which would heavily reduce the detection efficiency in the LHCb detector. Additionally,

the experimental branching fraction of the decay B+ → D∗+
s D−

s K
+ is still missing [79]. Therefore, the most promising

channel of observing the JPC = 0−− D̄sDK molecule is B+ → (X → D∗−D+)K+.
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FIG. 1. Partial widths of the decays X → J/ψη, X → D̄sD
∗
s , and X → D̄∗D as a function of α. The up and down panels correspond to the

mass of X = 4286 MeV and X = 4324 MeV.

FIG. 2. Branching fraction of the decays B → KX as a function of α. The left and right panels correspond to the results for the mass of
X = 4286 MeV and X = 4324 MeV.
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