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Abstract

The attractive interaction between J/ψ and ψ(3770) has to be strong enough to form
the molecular resonant structure, i.e., X(6900). We argue that since ψ(3770) decays pre-
dominantly into a DD̄ pair, the interactions between J/ψ and ψ(3770) may be significantly
enhanced due to the three point DD̄ loop diagram. The enhancement comes from the
anomalous threshold located at t = −1.288GeV2, which effect propagates into the s-channel
partial wave amplitude in the vicinity of

√
s ≃ 6.9GeV. This effect may be helpful in forming

the X(6900) peak.

The X(6900) peak observed by the LHCb Collaboration in the di-J/ψ invariant mass spec-
trum [1] [2], and later in the Jψψ(3686) invariant mass spectrum [3]. has stimulated many dis-
cussions in theory aspects (see for example Ref. [4] for an incomplete list of references). On the
other side, since X(6900) is close to the threshold of J/ψψ(3770), J/ψψ2(3823), J/ψψ3(3842),
and χc0χc1 (and X(7200) is close to the threshold of J/ψψ(4160) and χc0χc1(3872)), inspired by
this, it is studied in Ref. [5] the properties of X(6900) and X(7200), by assuming the X(6900)
coupling to J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(3770), J/ψψ2(3823), J/ψψ3(3842) and χc0χc1 channels, andX(7200)
to J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(4160) and χc0χc1(3872) channels. For the S-wave J/ψJ/ψ coupling, the pole
counting rule (PCR) [6], which has been applied to the studies of “XY Z” physics in Refs. [7–10]
is employed to analyze the nature of the two structures. It is found that the di-J/ψ data alone
is not enough to judge the intrinsic properties of the two states. It is also pointed out that the
X(6900) is unlikely a molecule of J/ψ ψ(3686) [5] – a conclusion drawn before the discovery of
Ref. [3]. More recently, Refs. [4, 11,12] made an analysis on X(6900) using a combined analysis
on di-J/ψ and J/ψψ(3686) data and concluded that X(6900) cannot be a J/ψψ(3686) molecule.

Nevertheless, as already stressed in Ref. [4], even though X(6900) is very unlikely a molecule
of J/ψψ(3686), it does not mean that it has to be an “elementary state” (i.e., a compact c̄c̄cc
tetraquark state). It is pointed out that, it is possible that X(6900) be a molecular state
composed of other particles, such as J/ψψ(3770), which form thresholds closer to X(6900), if
the channel coupling is sufficiently large.

This note will discuss a possible mechanism for the enhancement of the J/ψψ(3770) channel
coupling. The DD̄ (or D∗D̄∗) component inside ψ(3770) may play an important role, so far
ignored in the literature, in explaining the X(6900) resonant peak, through the anomalous
threshold emerged from the triangle diagram generated by D (D∗) loop, as depicted in Fig. 1.

Noticing that ψ(3770) or ψ′′ couples dominantly to DD̄, we start from the Feynman diagram
as depicted in Fig. 1 by assuming it contributes J/ψψ′′ elastic scatterings near J/ψψ′′ threshold.
1 Assuming an interaction lagrangian2

1It could be wondered that the X(6900) be a D̄DJ/ψ three body halo state, see Refs. [14, 15].
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Figure 1: The DD̄ triangle diagram in J/ψψ′′ scattering process.

L =− ig(D0∂µD̄
0 − D̄0∂µD

0)ψ′′µ − ig(D+∂µD
− −D−∂µD

+)ψ′′µ

+ g′D0D̄0J/ψµJ/ψµ + g′D+D−J/ψµJ/ψµ ,
(1)

after performing the momentum integration the amplitude as depicted by Fig. 1 is

iM = (−16g2g′) (ϵ2 · ϵ4) ϵµ1 ϵν3
∫
dDk

kµkν
((k − p1)2 −m2

D)((k − p3)2 −m2
D)(k

2 −m2
D)

≡ (−16g2g′) (ϵ2 · ϵ4) ϵµ1 ϵν3 Aµν

(2)

where

Aµν =
−i
16π2

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy

{
pµ3p

ν
1 xy

∆
− gµν

4
Γ(ϵ)

1

∆ϵ

}
≡ −i

16π2

{
pµ3p

ν
1 B +

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy

(
−g

µν

4
Γ(ϵ)

1

∆ϵ

)}
,

(3)

and

B(t) =
∫ 1

0

dx
x

2M2

2(M2(1− 2x) + tx)
ArcTan(M

2−tx
Λ(t,x) )−ArcTan(M

2(2x−1)−tx
Λ(t,x) )

Λ(t, x)

+ ln
m2 + t(x− 1)x

m2 +M2(x− 1)x

)
.

(4)

In above Λ(t, x) =
√
4m2M2 −M4 + 4M2tx2 − 2M2tx− t2x2, ∆ = M2(x2 + y2) + (2M2 −

t)xy−M2(x+ y)+m2, Γ(ϵ) 1
∆ϵ = 1

ϵ − ln∆− γ+ln 4π+O(ϵ). On the right hand side of Eq. (3),
only the B term will be considered since the rest will be absorbed by the contact interactions
to be introduced latter. M is the mass of ψ(3770), m is the mass of D(D̄). The parameter g is
the coupling strength of ψ′′ DD̄ three point vertex, g′ the coupling strength of J/ψJ/ψDD̄ four
point vertex; t = (p2 − p4)

2. The parameter g can be determined by the process ψ′′ → D0D̄0

decay,
iMψ′′DD = i g ϵ(ψ′′) · [p(D0)− p(D̄0)] ,

Γ =
1

8π
|iMψ′′DD|2

q(DD)

M2
ψ′′

=
1

6π
g2
q(DD)3

M2
ψ′′

,
(5)

where q(DD) is the norm of three-dimensional momentum of D0 or D̄0 in final state. The PDG
value Γψ′′→D0D̄0 ∼ 27.2 × 52% × 10−3 [16] determines g ∼ 12. 3 Parameter g′ is unknown
and left as a free parameter. The amplitude Eq. (4) contains rather complicated singularity
structure, especially the well-known anomalous threshold, which in history was discovered by

2We neglect all the complexities such as form factors, hence our calculations are only qualitative or at best
semi-quantitative.

3In Ref. [17], g is estimated to be larger (∼ 30).
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Mandelstam who use it to explain the looseness of deuteron wave function [13]. The anomalous
threshold locates at

sA = 4m2 − (M2 − 2m2)2

m2
. (6)

Putting the mass of ψ′′ and D0 mesons, one gets sA = −1.28GeV2 (for D+ loop, -0.98GeV2 ).
Numerically function B is plotted in Fig. 2a, where one clearly sees the anomalous threshold,
beside the normal one at t = 4m2. Notice that if M2 were smaller than 2m2, the anomalous
branch point locates below physical threshold, but on the second sheet. It touches the physical
threshold 4m2 and turns up to the physical sheet if the value of M2 increased to 2m2. When
further increase M2, the anomalous threshold moves towards left on the real axis and pass the
origin when M2 = 4m2, and finally reach the physical value, i.e., -1.28GeV2. The situation is
depicted in Fig. 2b. Notice that sA here is negative, contrary to what happens in deuteron,
because the latter is a bound state with a normalizable wave function, whereas ψ′′ is an unstable
resonance.

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Left: triangle diagram contribution (the y axis label is arbitrary). Right: the trajectory
of the anomalous threshold with respect to the variation of M2.

To proceed, one needs further to make the partial wave projection of M and gets

T Jµ1µ2µ3µ4
(s) =

1

32π

1

2q2(s)

∫ 0

−4q2(s)

dt dJµµ′

(
1 +

t

2q2(s)

)
Mµ1µ2µ3µ4(t) , (7)

where the channel momentum square reads: q2(s) = (s− (M −MJ)
2)(s− (M +MJ)

2)/4s with
MJ the mass of J/ψ, µi denotes the corresponding helicity configuration and µ = µ1 − µ2,
µ′ = µ3 − µ4. The key observation is that the integral interval in Eq. (7) will cover sA if√
s > 6.96GeV (for D+ loop,

√
s > 6.94GeV). In other words, the partial wave amplitude will

be enhanced in the vicinity of X(6900) peak by the anomalous threshold enhancement in the t
channel, see Fig. 3 for illustration.

Based on the above observation it is suggested that the X(6900) peak may at least partly be
explained by the anomalous threshold generated by the triangle diagram as depicted in Fig. 1.
Furthermore, to get the L = 0 (s wave) amplitudes, we need the relation between s wave and
helicity amplitudes (see Refs. [11, 12] for more discussions):

T 0,ij
L=0(s) =

1

3

[
2T 0,ij

++++(s) + 2T 0,ij
++−−(s)− 2T 0,ij

++00(s)− 2T 0,ij
00++(s) + T 0,ij

0000(s)
]
, (8)
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Figure 3: The enhancement of the J/ψψ′′ scattering amplitude from the triangle diagram.

T 2,ij
L=0(s) =

1

15
[T 2,ij

++++(s) + T 2,ij
++−−(s)]

+

√
6

15
[T 2,ij

+++−(s) + T 2,ij
+−++(s) + T 2,ij

++−+(s) + T 2,ij
−+++(s)]

+

√
3

15
[T 2,ij

+++0(s) + T 2,ij
+0++(s) + T 2,ij

++0+(s) + T 2,ij
0+++(s)

+ T 2,ij
++−0(s) + T 2,ij

−0++(s) + T 2,ij
++0−(s) + T 2,ij

0−++(s)]

+
1

5
[T 2,ij

+00+(s) + T 2,ij
0++0(s) + T 2,ij

+00−(s) + T 2,ij
0−+0(s) + T 2,ij

+0+0(s)

+ T 2,ij
0+0+(s) + T 2,ij

0+0−(s) + T 2,ij
+0−0(s)]

+

√
2

5
[T 2,ij

+−+0(s) + T 2,ij
+0+−(s) + T 2,ij

+−0+(s) + T 2,ij
0++−(s)

+ T 2,ij
−++0(s) + T 2,ij

+0−+(s) + T 2,ij
−+0+(s) + T 2,ij

0+−+(s)]

+
2

15
[T 2,ij

++00(s) + T 2,ij
00++(s) + T 2,ij

0000(s)] +
2
√
6

15
[T 2,ij

+−00(s) + T 2,ij
00+−(s)]

+
2

5
[T 2,ij

+−+−(s) + T 2,ij
+−−+(s)] +

2
√
3

15
[T 2,ij

+000(s) + T 2,ij
00+0(s) + T 2,ij

0+00(s) + T 2,ij
000+(s)] ,

(9)

where i, j = 1, 2, 3 denote the corresponding outgoing and incoming channels (corresponding to
J/ψJ/ψ, J/ψψ(3685) and J/ψψ(3770), respectively). In practice, it is found that the anomalous
enhancement gives a more prominent effect to the J = 2 amplitude than the J = 0 amplitude.
The amplitude T J,ijL=0 is a K- matrix unitarized amplitude obtained from the tree level amplitudes
generated from the following contact interaction lagrangian:

Lc =c1VµVαV µV α + c2VµVαV
µV ′α + c3VµV

′
αV

µV ′α + c4VµV
′µVαV

′α + c5VµVαV
µV ′′α

+ c6VµV
′′
α V

µV ′′α + c7VµV
′′µVαV

′′α + c8VµV
′
αV

µV ′′α + c9VµV
′µVαV

′′α,
(10)

The production amplitudes F Ji are parameterized as,

F Ji (s) =

3∑
k=1

αk(s)T
J,ki
L (s) , (11)

where αk(s) are real polynomial functions in general and are set to be constants here, and further
we set α1(s)

2 = 1. Further,
dEventsi
d
√
s

= Ni pi(s) |Fi|2 , (12)

where pi(s) refers to the abs of three momentum for corresponding channel. According to partial
wave convention, for J = 0 and J = 2 case, they have a total scale factor that [11,12]

|Fi|2 = |F J=0
i |2 + 5 |F J=2

i |2 . (13)

The fit is overdone since there are many parameters. One solution is shown in Fig. 4, and the
fit parameters are listed in Tab. 1 for illustration. During the fit many solutions are examined,
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Figure 4: The fit results from table 1.

nevertheless it is found that the triangle diagram contributions are all small. It is not totally
clear to us why it behaves like such but one possible reason could be that the peak position
through anomalous threshold contribution, as shown in Fig. 3, is roughly 60 – 80MeV above the
X(6900) peak, and hence the fit does not like it. One possible way to rescue the problem may
be to adopt another parameterization in which the background contributions are more flexible
to be tuned, hence the interference between the background and the anomalous enhancement
can lead to the shift of the peak position by a few tens of MeV. We leave this investigation for
future studies.

Parameter χ2/d.o.f g′ N1 N2 α2 α3

Fit 0.93 −18.3± 1.6 23± 10 0.34± 0.23 −4.94± 0.02 3.97± 0.05

c5 c6 c7 c8 c9

11.34± 0.05 50.79± 0.05 −35.01± 0.19 −64.71± 0.07 1.529± 0.002

Table 1: The fit parameters of Fig. 4. The ci parameters are defined in Eq. (10). In this fit, we
set c1, · · · , c4 to be negligible.
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