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Abstract. The present day experimental data on X{8872) decays do not allow to make clear conclusions on therdtding
structure of this state. We discuss here an alternative wayudy its structure by means of the two-st@p(or D) production
in pAreactions. If this process is mediated ¥{8872), the characteristic narrow peaks of Bre(or D) distributions in the light
cone momentum fraction at small transverse momenta wiléapprhis would unambiguously signal tB®* + c.c. molecular
composition of theX(3872) state.
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I ntroduction

The cc containingX(3872) state (will be denoted below ax™for brevity) has been discovered by BELLE [1] as a
peak int* 7~ J/y invariant mass spectrum froBt — K*x*z~J/y decays. The quantum numbersoare JPC = 1++

as determined by LHCDb [2] based on angular correlationsérBth— K*X, X — n*n~J/y, /¢ — u*u~ decays.
The structure of this state is nowadays under extensiveisigans. The closeness of tKemass to the two-meson
thresholdD®D*, |my — mpo — Mg.o| < 1 MeV, stimulated the mesonic molecular model of ¥hstate [3, 4, 5, 6] bound
by pion exchange potentfalThe size of such a molecule, i.e. the root-mean-squarantistbetween components,
can be estimated from a binding enefgyas

Jsp. = % ~11-4.4fm, 1)

a

wherea = +/2uEy, is a range parameter,= mgmp. /(Mg +mp-) is the reduced mass. The lower limitin (1) is obtained
for the charged components; D**, with E, ~ 8 MeV (marginally consistent with the molecular interptita),
while the upper limit — for the neutral componer®¥D*, with E, ~ 0.5 MeV. (The recent determination of tip°
mass [7] based on CLEO data results in even smaller bindiagygiE, < 0.2 MeV. Thus, the size of thB°D*° +

c.c. molecule may be even larger.) Hence, if ¥state has the predominad®D*® + c.c. molecular structure, it is
most likely to be a quite extended object with a size largantthe deuteron size. According to the recent theoretical
studies [8, 9], the radiative deca)¥s— yJ/y(y’) are weakly sensitive to the structure Xfat large distances. The
decay channeX — D°D%° is more &ected by wave function at large distances. However, theabptedictions of

the model calculations [8] are still quite uncertain dueotw energy constants and FSfexcts.

1we disregard the éfierence between th@ andD states (and similar for thB* and other charmed mesons). Thus, the overbar is dropped in
many places below.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.05536v1

PD* =~ Plab/2

FIGURE 1. A schematic view of th®* production (5s£ripping) process induced by the antiproton annihilatiorm bound proton
in a nuclear target to th&(3872) state assumed to b®®* molecule.

In this work we further discuss the possibility to explore gtructure ofX(3872) by using antiproton-nucleus
reactions proposed in our recent paper [10]. It is expettatitis strongly coupled to thpp channel [11] and, thus,
can be produced in pp — X exclusive reaction. In the case of a nuclear target, theymediX will propagate in
the nuclear residue and possibly experience the stripgiagtion on a nucleon, as illustrated in Figure 1. Since the
relative motion of theD andD* in a molecule is slow, the outgoing* will propagate in a forward direction with
momentum~ piap/2. In terms of a light cone momentum fraction,

_ 2(wp + )
E§+ Mp + Piab ’

)

this corresponds ta ~ 1. Here,wp: (k) = (k? + m3.)Y/2, E5 = (p, + M3)*/, andz axis is chosen along the beam
momentum.

M odel

In order to calculate the process of Fig. 1, we have to knowwlnemain ingredients: the production rgte — X,
and the cross section of the procegs— D*.

The molecule production rate (see Eq.(12) below) is pramoat to the modulus squared of the matrix element.
The latter can be expressed via detailed balance as

47T(2Jx + 1)m)2<1"x_>5p

g -t

where an overline means summation over helicityXcdind averaging over helicities @f and p. The partial decay
width X — pphas been theoretically estimated in [11] tolbe, 5, ~ 30 eV.

IMx;ppl? =
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FIGURE 2. The amplitude for the proces§3872)+ p — D* + F whereF = {#1,...,%n} is an arbitrary final state in theD
interaction. Wavy lines denote the elastic scattering #&uog#s. Straight lines are labelled with particle’s fouommenta. The blob
represents the wave function of the molecule.

The amplitude of thé®-stripping process with arbitrary final states is shown ig. 2i. We take into account the
impulse approximation (IA) graph (a) and the graphs whetteeeincoming (b) or outgoing (c) proton (or the most
energetic forward product of the inelasfib interaction) rescatters elastically on thémeson. The dierential cross



section ofD* production due to th® stripping from the molecul in the collision with a proton can be written in
the molecule rest frame as
dsO’pX-»D
d3k

whereo 7, is the totalpD interaction cross section,

o sn L (K (K)Px (4)

[(Epwp — ppkz)2 - (mme)z] 1z

IpD(k) = Pown
P

(®)

is the Moeller flux factor (normalized to 1 f@r at rest) (k) is the wave function of the moleculeis a factor taking
into account the screening and antiscreening corrections:

d’q ¥ (k + qt) ~
— tot B+ B 0212
k = l-oppTpor(K) f o vl (Bpo+Bpo-)o?
tot
T (K))? f dad’ef y(k + 0" (K +6) 5,0 (2o +Broli-al2 ©
4 (20)* (k)P
where we used the expression for the elemenpérelastic scattering amplitude
Mpo(ar) = 2ippwp po(kp)o e Bt /2 -

with g; being the transverse momentum transfer. (Expression®fahé flux factors ,p- (k) and for the amplitude
Mpp- () of pD* scattering are given by Egs.(5),(7) with replacenignt D*.)
In the summation over final statgswe used the unitarity relation [12]:

Mri— M = > Por ... Lo i(27)*%6“(pr — P IM My ®)
"L 2Es, (27)°  2Es (27)° FEoThe

where " and 'f’ are the elastic scattering states of thB system. In the impulse approximatien= 1 which is
quite accurate for small transverse momekt&; 0.1 GeV/c. The second (negative) term in Eq.(6) is the screening
correction due to the interference of the 1A amplitude (ahwie rescattering amplitudes (b) and (c) of Fig. 2. The
third (positive) term is the antiscreening correction duthe modulus squared of the sum of (b) and (c) amplitudes.

The total cross sections @D and pD* interactions are estimated a%’ = o-t;,g = o o(Pan/2)/2 =~ 14 mb
based on the color dipole model and comparison of the mesadiic (Here,pap = 7 GeV/c is the antiproton beam
momentum for the on-sheX production in thepp — X process.) The slope parameters of filzand pD* scattering
are estimated aBpp =~ Bpp- =~ Bpk+ With Bpk+ = 4 GeV2 as follows from the comparison of the radii of the D*
andK mesons [10]. The totad p cross section is close to the sum of e and pD* cross sections with a screening
correction depending on the molecule wave function. Indattons, we use—tOt 26 (23) mb for thed°D*° (D*D*)
component[10].

For the molecule wave function we adopt the asymptotic gnludf a Schroedinger equation at large distances,

a’?/x
a2+k2’

(k) = 9)

normalized asf d®ky(k)[? = 1. The molecule composition is given by 86% of theD*° + c.c. contribution, 12%
of theD*D*~ + c.c. contribution, and 2% of thBf D%~ + c.c. contribution, as it follows from the local hidden gauge
calculations [13]. We neglect the smBIED% + c.c. componentin calculations.

In order to calculate the fierential cross section @ (D) production inpAinteractions we apply the generalized
eikonal approximation [14, 15]. This method is based on #ynan graph representation of the multiple scattering
process and on the three assumptions: nonrelativisticomati nucleons in the initial and final nuclei; no energy
transfer in the multiple soft scatterings; no longitudimeimentum transfer in elementary amplitudes. By keeping the
leading order (absorptive) term in the scattering expamsie. neglecting the product terms in the matrix element



squared with the same nucleons-scatterers in the direat@rjdgated matrix elements, we obtain the Glauber-type
expression for the dlierential cross section:

2
d®opasp: L —% [ dzp(bs,2) d’TX(ry) . o
—— = vz} | PBrie "= fdz — G (@ ke -
¢ dad?k, P f ! Pat px x  (aki 2plt)
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Here, , ,
: d°c . d°c .
p—D _ Xp-D* Xp-D
Gy (a.kt) = wp - dad?k, (12)
is the invariant cross section Bf* production (orD-stripping),
T (r)  MymlPvs
P = orvag e (T P AR (12)

d?py  (21)24p2,E1

is the in-medium width op with respect to the production of with transverse momentupy, Vs = pian/Ep is the
antiproton velocity,

A0 - M, + EZ + 2EE; — mg
™ 2plab
is the longitudinal momentum of the struck proton obtainexirf the condition that the producedis on the mass
shell,i.e. A}, = pi, (ps+ p1)? = M. The quantityny(ra; px, A, ) in Eq.(12) is the proton phase space occupation
number. We apply a model where the local Fermi distributsocomplemented with a high-momentum tail due to the
short range proton-neutron correlations [16]:

(13)

7?P2ppla(P)IPO(P — Pr)
[ dpp2ya(p)R

PF

np(r;p) = (1 - P2)O(pr — p) + (14)

wherepg(r) = (3n20p(r))Y3 is the local Fermi momentum of protons,(r) is the proton density?, ~ 0.25 is the
proton fraction above Fermi surface, ang(p) is the deuteron wave function.

Results

Figure 3 shows the invariantftierential cross section @* and D production (10) as a function of the light cone
momentum fractiomr defined by Eq.(2) at the two flierent values of the transverse momentumkAt O, the cross
section reveals sharp peakswat 2my, /my = 1.04 forD* anda = 2mp/my = 0.96 for D. The peaks are much higher
and narrower foD*® andD° as compared t®** andD*. This is due to larger probability to find the charge neutral
D°D*%+c.c. configuration in the molecule and due to its smalleripigenergy. With increasing transverse momentum
the peaks gradually become smeared. It is, therefore, iapithat the transverse momentum of the outg@ng@D)

is small enoughi; < 0.1 GeV/c, in order the stripping signal to be visible. _

The major background for thé-mediatedD* (or D) production is given by the direct proceshl — DD*+c.c.
on the bound nucleon. The cross section of ppe— D*°DP process has been estimated in [11] from dimensional
counting considerations based on the measpieeb K*~K™* cross section. Using the result of ref. [11] as an input,
we have calculated the background cross sectidx®production. As one can see from Fig. 4, the background cross
section is much broader distributeddarthan the signal, i.e. th&-mediated cross section.

The binding energy of the molecule is the most crucial patamehich strongly influences the height and the
width of the a-distribution for the signal cross section. This is alsorgifeed in Fig. 4, where the calculations are
shown for the three tlierent values of the molecule binding energy. We observestiwdt a small binding energy like
Ep ~ 0.2 MeV [7] leads to an extremely sharp peak. The experimetgitification of such peak would require quite
high resolution of the light cone momentum fractiaa, ~ 0.01.
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FIGURE 3. The invariant diferential cross sections @°, D° D** andD* production inp?°Ar collisions atpy,, = 7 GeV/c vs
light cone momentum fractiom atk, = O (left panel) and, = 0.3 GeV/c (right panel). Fok, = 0, the cross sections &° andD°
production are divided by a factor of 100.
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FIGURE 4. Thea-dependence db*° production ak; = 0 in p*Ar collisions atpi, = 7 GeVic. The signal cross section due to
D-stripping from the intermediats is shown for the dferent binding energie&,, of the D°D*® molecule. The background cross
section is divided by a factor of 3. The inset shows a narroegion ofa.

The X(3872) state is the lightest exofic state. There are several exotic states containizigpair which are not
fit in the charmonium systematics, e.g. charge-neutral,0X¢940),Y(4140),X(4160),Y(4260),Y(4360), and the
charged one<(3900) Z,(4020) (cf. [17, 18, 19]). The charged states are likely taHsecompact tetraquarks [19].
However, the neutral ones have possible molecular strestwwhich can also be tested A\ reactions in a similar
way asX(3872). In particular, theT stateY(4360) may be the bound state of tlbé)D‘l’ + c.c. with a binding energy
of 67 MeV [19]. In this case, the-distribution of theD*° and D‘l) atk; = 0 due to the stripping reaction is shown in
Fig. 5. In calculations we assumed the branching rﬁt'[@gm)ﬁgp/l“%%o) = 1074, with the total Widthl“%%o) =74
MeV. Since the mass fierence oD*® andD{ mesons is largey 414 MeV, the peaks db*® andD{ distributions in
a are well separated. Due to the large binding energy(d860) state, the peaks are much smoother than in the case
of X(3872). Assuming the same shape of thdependence of the background as X§B8872) such peaks would be
visible as the bumps in thefiiérential production cross sectionBf® (ata ~ 0.9) andD‘l’ (ata ~ 1.1) atk; = 0.

Conclusions and outlook

We have demonstrated that the possb@*+c.c. molecular structure 0f(3872) manifests itself in the sharp peaks
of exclusiveD* or D production ate ~ 1 for small transverse momenta. These peaks are caused BrifiEng
reaction of one of the molecular componentsadn the nucleon and are well visible on the smooth backgroued d
to the direct production of charmed mesongM collision.
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FIGURE 5. Thee-dependence dd* + D*° and D9 + 5‘; production ak, = 0 in p*®Ar collisions atp,a, = 9.2 GeV/c due to the
stripping reaction with intermediat¥(4360) state.

Other possible structures of, e.g. charmonium, tetraquark oc-gluon hybrid, should produce more flat
distributions ofD* andD due to more violent production mechanismsXi collisions. Most likely, in these cases
the charmed mesons will be uniformly distributed in the &l@dée phase space volume in téN center-of-mass
frame. Thus, the proposed observable, i.e. the light conmentum fraction distributions ob* and D at small
ki, should be very sensitive to the hypothetical molecularcstire of X state and, probably, of the other exotic
candidates. Similar processes can be considered to igagsthe possible molecular structures of other hadroms. Fo
example, the assuméK molecule composition ady(980) andfp(980) mesons could be tested in a two-step process
y(@N - fN, fN — K(K) + anything = ap(980) f,(980)).

The experimental studies of such processes are possibiN@A, J-PARC, JLab and COMPASS.
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