
Double pole structures of X1(2900) as the P -wave D̄∗K∗ resonances

Jun-Zhang Wang ,1, ∗ Zi-Yang Lin ,2, † Bo Wang ,3, 4, 5, ‡ Lu Meng ,6, § and Shi-Lin Zhu 1, ¶

1School of Physics and Center of High Energy Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China
2School of Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

3College of Physics Science & Technology, Hebei University, Baoding 071002, China
4Hebei Key Laboratory of High-precision Computation and Application of Quantum Field Theory, Baoding, 071002, China

5Hebei Research Center of the Basic Discipline for Computational Physics, Baoding, 071002, China
6Institut für Theoretische Physik II, Ruhr-Universität Bochum, D-44780 Bochum, Germany

We reveal the double pole structures of the manifestly exotic tetraquark state X1(2900) in the scenario of
P -wave D̄∗K∗ dimeson resonance. We find that the observed enhancement signal associated with X1(2900)
in B+ → D+D−K+ by LHCb contains two P -wave poles denoted as Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900), respec-
tively. After considering the channel couplings among the D̄K, D̄∗K, D̄K∗ and D̄∗K∗ and the width of the
K∗ meson, the masses and widths of the S-wave pole Tcs0+(2900) and two P -wave poles Tcs1−(2900) and
T ′
cs1−(2900) coincide with those of the X0(2900) and X1(2900) remarkably, which provides strong support

for identifying X0(2900) and X1(2900) as D̄(∗)K(∗) dimeson states. Furthermore, we extensively calcu-
late all S-wave and P -wave D̄(∗)K(∗) systems up to J = 3 and predict four new isoscalar charmed-strange
dimeson-type tetraquark states: an S-wave state Tcs1+(2900) with quantum number JP = 1+, three P -wave
states Tcs1−(2760) with JP = 1−, Tcs0−(2760) with JP = 0− and Tcs2−(2900) with JP = 2−. These
near-threshold poles can be searched for at LHCb, Belle II and BESIII.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past two decades, the experimental discovery of
an increasing number of near-threshold hadron states in
heavy-flavor realm indicates the existence of exotic heavy-
flavor hadronic molecules (see the reviews [1–9] for relevant
progress). These new hadrons usually cannot be accommo-
dated in the conventional meson and baryon spectroscopy pre-
dicted by the quark model due to their common near-threshold
features, the abnormal decay behaviors or the exotic quantum
numbers. Therefore, they provide a unique platform to study
the non-perturbative behavior of the strong interaction.

Among the potential exotic mesons, the most representative
near-threshold states include the charmoniumlike X(3872),
Zc(3900) and doubly charmed tetraquark T+

cc(3875), which
were first observed in the hidden-charm channel J/ψπ+π−

of the B meson decay [10], the charged channel J/ψπ± of
the e+e− → J/ψπ+π− [11] and the invariant mass spectrum
of D0D0π+ from the prompt production of the proton-proton
collision [12, 13], respectively. An intriguing feature of these
three states is that their masses are very close to the thresh-
old of DD̄∗/DD∗, especially for the X(3872), whose mass
difference relative to the neutral channel obtained by a Breit-
Wigner fit to the line shape [14] can even reach

δBW = mD0 +mD0∗ −mX(3872) = 0.00± 0.18 MeV. (1)

This phenomenon implies that the X(3872), Zc(3900) and
T+
cc(3875) do not emerge by accident. They can be correlated

with each other by the interaction between the charmed meson
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pairs. In addition, there have been significant progress in the
search of the exotic baryons. A typical example is the obser-
vation of three hidden-charm pentaquark states, the Pc(4312),
Pc(4440), and Pc(4457) in the Λb → J/ψpK by the LHCb
Collaboration [15]. The first and last two Pc states lie about
several to tens MeVs below the ΣcD̄ and ΣcD̄

∗ thresholds, re-
spectively [14]. These exotic hadrons are necessarily related
to the corresponding hadron-hadron dynamics, so are excel-
lent candidates for the hadronic molecules [1–9].

In 2020, the LHCb Collaboration observed two charmed-
strange tetraquark states X0(2900) and X1(2900) (also
named as Tcs0(2900) and Tcs1(2900) in the new naming
scheme for the exotic hadrons [16]) with the manifestly exotic
quark content c̄s̄ud in the D−K+ invariant mass spectrum of
the B+ → D+D−K+ [17, 18]. Their resonance parameters
are summarized as

X0(2900) : m = 2866± 7 MeV,Γ = 57± 3 MeV; (2)
X1(2900) : m = 2904± 5 MeV,Γ = 110± 12 MeV. (3)

This is the first observation of the manifestly exotic hadrons
with open heavy flavor and has inspired great interest to re-
veal their nature [19–38]. Very recently, the LHCb Collabora-
tion confirmed the existence of X0(2900) and X1(2900) and
their JP quantum numbers in a different production channel
B+ → D∗±D∓K+ [39]. The favored JP quantum num-
bers of the X0(2900) and X1(2900) are 0+ and 1− [18, 39],
respectively. So it is natural to interpret X0(2900) as an S-
wave molecular bound state of D̄∗K∗ since its mass is close
to the threshold of D̄∗K∗ [19–27, 40]. Other explanations of
X0(2900) include the S-wave compact c̄s̄ud tetraquark [28–
36] and the kinematic effects from the triangle singulari-
ties [37, 38]. It is worth mentioning that the calculations based
on the quark model [32, 33] does not support the explanation
of isoscalar compact tetraquark c̄s̄ud, whose mass is lower
than the experimental mass of the X0(2900).

For the 1− state, it seems hard to understand the approxi-
mate mass degeneracy between the X1(2900) with odd-parity
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and X0(2900) with even-parity. Consequently, the theoreti-
cal discussion on the inner structure of X1(2900) is still rel-
atively lacking at present. Several possible interpretations in-
clude the S-wave molecular bound state of D̄1(2420)K [20],
the P -wave excitation of the D̄∗K∗ bound state [24] and the
orbitally excited compact tetraquark state [29].

A significant problem has not yet been answered, i.e., is it
possible to depict the feature of X0(2900) and X1(2900) in
a unified theoretical picture? In this work, we aim to answer
this question and show that this ostensible mass degeneracy
is a strong evidence for the dimeson nature of X0(2900) and
X1(2900). In this scenario, the X1(2900) calls for a P -wave
potential between D̄∗ and K∗, which has been thought to be
difficult to generate hadronic molecules for a long time due to
the repulsive contribution from the high partial wave centrifu-
gal barrier [20, 21]. However, our recent work has clearly il-
lustrated the mechanism of generating near-threshold P -wave
resonance poles with a weakly attractive interaction [41]. It is
a universal result once the P -wave potential is weakly attrac-
tive rather than absolutely repulsive. An excellent candidate
is the recently observed vector charmoniumlike state Y (3872)
in the e+e− → DD̄ by BESIII [42], which can be identified
as the first P -wave DD̄∗/D∗D̄ resonance [41].

In this work, after reproducing the X0(2900) as an S-wave
D̄∗K∗ bound state, we find the existence of the near-threshold
P -wave D̄∗K∗ resonances with JP = 1− in the unified me-
son exchange model, which can be related to the X1(2900).
More remarkably, the X1(2900) peak involve two underlying
resonance poles denoted by Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900),
which are generated by the coupling among three different
total spin channels of D̄∗K∗ with S = 0, 1, 2. Further-
more, the complete coupled-channel analysis involving the
lower D̄K, D̄∗K and D̄K∗ channels indicates that the ob-
served X1(2900) enhancement structure comes mainly from
the Tcs1−(2900) because of its stronger coupling to the D̄K
channel. We urge searching for the possible signal around
2.9 GeV dominated by the other resonance pole T ′

cs1−(2900)

in the final state of D̄K∗ in b decay processes such as B+ →
D(∗)+D(∗)−K∗+ and the prompt production in proton-proton
collision.

Furthermore, we perform extensive coupled-channel calcu-
lations for all S-wave and P -wave D̄(∗)K(∗) systems up to
J = 3, and predict more isoscalar charmed-strange dimeson-
type tetraquarks.

This paper is organized as follows. The theoretical frame-
work for the P -wave D̄∗K∗ resonances and the dimeson state
explanation of X1(2900) are illustrated in Sec. II. The double
pole structures of X1(2900) with the coupled-channel analy-
sis are discussed in Sec. III. Predictions for the pole properties
of more charmed-strange dimeson-type tetraquark states are
presented in Sec. IV. This paper ends with the summary and
outlook in Sec. V.

II. THE DIMESON STATE EXPLANATION OF X1(2900):
THE P-WAVE D̄∗K∗ RESONANCE

A. Lagrangians and effective potentials

For the near-threshold dimeson hadrons composed of
D̄∗K∗, the typical scale–its center-of-mass momentum γm,
is usually smaller than the strange quark mass mQM

s ∼ 500
MeV and charm quark massmQM

c ∼ 1600 MeV in the consti-
tute quark model [43, 44]. In this case, the strange and charm
quarks are approximately treated as spectators (heavy color
source) in the scattering dynamics. So we can adopt heavy
meson effective Lagrangians to describe the D̄∗K∗ interac-
tion. For the D̄∗K∗ → D̄∗K∗ scattering, there are t-channel
interactions from exchanging the pseudoscalar mesons π, η,
vector mesons ω, ρ and scalar meson σ in the meson exchange
model. The relevant effective Lagrangians are constructed ac-
cording to the heavy quark symmetry, chiral symmetry and
the SU(2) flavor symmetry, i.e., [45–50]

LD̃(∗)D̃(∗)σ = −2gsD̃†
bD̃bσ + 2gsD̃∗

b · D̃
∗†
b σ, (4)

LD̃(∗)D̃(∗)P = +
2g

fπ
(D̃bD̃∗†

aλ + D̃∗
bλD̃†

a)∂
λPba + i

2g

fπ

×vαεαµνλD̃∗µ
b D̃∗λ†

a ∂νPba, (5)

LD̃(∗)D̃(∗)V = +
√
2βgV D̃bD̃†

av · Vba − 2
√
2λgV

×ϵλµαβvλ(D̃bD̃∗µ†
a + D̃∗µ

b D̃†
a)(∂

αV β
ba)

−
√
2βgV D̃∗

b · D̃∗†
a v · Vba

−i2
√
2λgV D̃∗µ

b D̃∗ν†
a (∂µVν − ∂νVµ)ba ,(6)

LK(∗)K(∗)σ = −2g′sK
†
bKbσ + 2g′sK

∗
b ·K∗†

b σ, (7)

LK(∗)K(∗)P = +
2g′

fπ
(KbK

∗†
aλ +K∗

bλK
†
a)∂

λPba + i
2g′

fπ

×v′αεαµνλK∗µ
b K∗λ†

a ∂νPba, (8)

LK(∗)K(∗)V = +
√
2β′g′VKbK

†
av

′ · Vba − 2
√
2λ′g′V

×ϵλµαβv′λ(KbK
∗µ†
a +K∗µ

b K†
a)(∂

αV β
ba)

−
√
2β′g′VK

∗
b ·K∗†

a v
′ · Vba

−i2
√
2λ′g′VK

∗µ
b K∗ν†

a (∂µVν − ∂νVµ)ba ,(9)

where the g = 0.59 ± 0.07 ± 0.01 and g′ = 1.12 ± 0.01 are
extracted from the decay widths of D∗ → Dπ and K∗ →
Kπ [14], respectively, and the fπ = 132 MeV is the pion
decay constant. The gV = g′V = mρ/fπ = 5.8 [51, 52].
The β =0.9 is fixed by the vector meson dominance model,
and the λ = 0.56 GeV−1 is determined through a comparison
of the form factor between the theoretical calculation from
the light cone sum rule and lattice QCD [51, 52]. Here, the
β′ = 0.835 can be determined by the hidden-gauge symmetry
of the vector meson [40], which is very close to the value of
β in the charmed meson sector. Therefore, we take λ′ = λ
in this work and its impact on the numerical results is also
discussed. For the coupling constant associated with the σ
meson, gs = g′s = 0.76 [53]. The field matrices P and V in
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the SU(2) flavor symmetry are written as

P =

(
π0
√
2
+ η√

6
π+

π− − π0
√
2
+ η√

6

)
,

V =

(
ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2
ρ+

ρ− − ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2

)
.

Based on the above interaction vertices, the effective po-
tentials for the D̄∗(p1)K

∗(p2) → D̄∗(p3)K
∗(p4) are sum-

marized as follows

VD̄∗K∗→D̄∗K∗

σ = −gsg′s
(
→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ3

†
)(

→
ϵ2 ·

→
ϵ4

†
)

→
q
2
+m2

σ

Cσ, (10)

VD̄∗K∗→D̄∗K∗

π/η =
gg′

f2π

((
→
ϵ1 ×

→
ϵ3

†
) · →q )((→ϵ2 ×

→
ϵ4

†
) · →q )

→
q
2
+m2

π/η

×Cπ/η, (11)

VD̄∗K∗→D̄∗K∗

ρ/ω = (
ββ′gV g

′
V

2

(
→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ3

†
)(

→
ϵ2 ·

→
ϵ4

†
)

→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

+
2λλ′gV g

′
V

→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

[(
→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ2)(

→
ϵ3

†
· →q )(→ϵ4

†
· →q )− (

→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ4

†
)

×(
→
ϵ3

†
· →q )(→ϵ2 ·

→
q )− (

→
ϵ2 ·

→
ϵ3

†
)(

→
ϵ4

†
· →q )(→ϵ1 ·

→
q )

+(
→
ϵ3

†
· →ϵ4

†
)(

→
ϵ1 ·

→
q )(

→
ϵ2 ·

→
q )])Cρ/ω, (12)

where the transferred momentum
→
q =

→
p1 − →

p3, and initial
state momentum |→p1| = p and final state momentum |→p3| = p′.
In our calculations, the iospin breaking effect is ignored and
the isospin averaged masses of the charmed meson from the
Particle Data Group (PDG) are taken [14]. The flavor wave
function for the isoscalar D̄∗K∗ system can be expressed as

|0, 0⟩ =
1√
2
(|K∗0D̄∗0⟩ − |K∗+D∗−⟩). (13)

Hence, the corresponding isospin factors are Cσ = 1, Cπ =
−3/2, Cη = 1/6, Cρ = −3/2 and Cω = 1/2. The effective
potentials of D̄∗(p1)K

∗(p2) → D̄∗(p3)K
∗(p4) are actually

governed by the following six operators, i.e.,

O1 = (
→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ3

†
)(

→
ϵ2 ·

→
ϵ4

†
),

O2 = ((
→
ϵ1 ×

→
ϵ3

†
) · →q )((→ϵ2 ×

→
ϵ4

†
) · →q ),

O3 = (
→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ2)(

→
ϵ3

†
· →q )(→ϵ4

†
· →q ),

O4 = (
→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ4

†
)(

→
ϵ3

†
· →q )(→ϵ2 ·

→
q ),

O5 = (
→
ϵ2 ·

→
ϵ3

†
)(

→
ϵ4

†
· →q )(→ϵ1 ·

→
q ),

O6 = (
→
ϵ3

†
· →ϵ4

†
)(

→
ϵ1 ·

→
q )(

→
ϵ2 ·

→
q ), (14)

in which O1, O2, O3 ∼ O6 refer to the scalar, pseudoscalar
and vector meson exchange respectively. For the poten-
tials Vi = Oi(p, p

′, z)D(p, p′, z) with z =
→
p · →

p
′
/pp′ and

D(p, p′, z) = 1/(p2+p′2−2pp′z+m2), the concrete expres-
sions of their partial-wave expansion potentials under S-wave
and P -wave are summarized in the Appendix.

B. Complex scaling method

In general, the generation of the P -wave bound state is
more difficult compared with that of the S-wave bound state
due to the repulsion effect of the centrifugal barrier. Even
so, as indicated in our previous work [41], by continuously
decreasing the coupling strength in the potential to be less
attractive, the possible P -wave bound poles on the physical
sheet tend to migrate into the unphysical sheet and become the
P -wave resonance poles. Thus, in order to effectively search
for the possible P -wave dimeson-type resonance, the complex
scaling method is employed.

The complex scaling method (CSM) is a powerful approach
to simultaneously obtain the resonance and bound state poles
by solving the eigenenergy in the complex scaled Schrödinger
equation [54–57]. This is achieved by performing a complex
rotation on the coordinate r or momentum p given by

U(θ)r = r̃ = reiθ, U(θ)p = p̃ = pe−iθ. (15)

Based on this transformation, the complex scaled Schrödinger
equation in the momentum space can be written as

Eϕ(p̃) =
p2e−i2θ

2µ
ϕ(p̃) +

∫
d3ke−i3θ

(2π)3
V (p̃, k̃)ϕ(k̃), (16)

where µ is the reduced mass and V (p̃, k̃) is the effective po-
tential. For the resonance poleER =MR−iΓR/2, we require
the rotation angle 2θ > |Arg(ER)| to ensure the valid analyt-
ical continuation of the resonance wave function. As long as
this condition satisfied, the resonance pole position remains
independent of the choice of the rotation angle. Additionally,
in order to regularize the ultraviolet divergence in the above
integral equation, we introduce a non-local monopole regula-
tor

F(p2, p′2) =
Λ2

Λ2 + p2
Λ2

Λ2 + p′2
(17)

to suppress the potential contribution at the large momentum,
where the cutoff Λ is the only unknown parameter but can be
reliably estimated by reproducing the S-wave X0(2900) pole
associated with the 1S0 isosinglet D̄∗K∗ system.

C. Results and discussion

For the D̄∗K∗ system with JP = 1−, there are three
partial-wave channels |2S+1LJ⟩ = |1P1⟩, |3P1⟩ and |5P1⟩,
where S, L, J denote the total spin, orbital angular mo-
mentum and total angular momentum, respectively. The 0+

D̄∗K∗ system corresponds to the single channel |1S0⟩. The
partial-wave potentials of the isosinglet D̄∗K∗ scattering in
|1S0⟩ → |1S0⟩, |1P1⟩ → |1P1⟩, |3P1⟩ → |3P1⟩, |5P1⟩ →
|5P1⟩ and |1P1⟩ → |5P1⟩ are depicted in Fig. 1. The poten-
tials of the 1S0 and 3P1 channels are attractive and the poten-
tials of the 1P1 and 5P1 channels are repulsive in total. For
the nondiagonal interaction in the 1− system, the coupling of
D̄∗K∗(1P1) → D̄∗K∗(5P1) is very strong and other cou-
plings between |1P1/

5P1⟩ and |3P1⟩ are forbidden. There is a
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FIG. 1. The partial-wave potentials of the isosinglet D̄∗K∗ scattering under |1S0⟩ → |1S0⟩, |1P1⟩ → |1P1⟩, |3P1⟩ → |3P1⟩, |5P1⟩ → |5P1⟩
and |1P1⟩ → |5P1⟩ in the meson exchange model. The S-wave channel and P -wave channels correspond to the X0(2900) and X1(2900),
respectively. Here, only p = p′ results are shown.

simple explanation of this selection rule. In the heavy meson
limit, the D̄∗ and K∗ act as the identical particles. The opera-
tors O1∼3, O4+O5, O6 in Eqs. (14) are completely symmet-
ric under the exchange operation of the D̄∗ andK∗. However,
the total spin wave functions of |1P1⟩ and |5P1⟩ have the same
symmetry of particle exchange, but have the opposite symme-
try with respect to the total spin wave function of |3P1⟩. Thus,
one concludes

⟨3P1|O1∼3,6/(O4 +O5)|1,5P1⟩ ≡ 0. (18)

Therefore, the three-channel calculations in the 1− D̄∗K∗

system is reduced to a two-channel plus single-channel sce-
nario. From Fig. 1, it can also be found that the long-
distance pion-exchange force dominates the P -wave interac-
tions, whereas the ρ exchange force is more important for the
S-wave interaction. Therefore, it can be expected that the pre-
dictions for the possible P -wave poles should be robust due to
the well-known pion exchange interaction.

For the 0+ D̄∗K∗ system, we find a bound state pole de-
noted by Tcs0+(2900), whose pole mass matches the exper-
imental value of X0(2900) when the cutoff Λ ≈ 0.57 GeV.
Intriguingly, within the same scattering dynamics, we find
two near-threshold P -wave resonances with JP = 1− that
are very close to each other in the unphysical Riemann sheet,
in which the first resonance Tcs1−(2900) is generated by the
coupled-channel interaction between the 1P1 and 5P1 chan-
nels and the second resonance T ′

cs1−(2900) corresponds to
the 3P1 channel. In Fig. 2, we show the pole trajectories of
Tcs0+(2900), Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900), as the cutoff Λ
varies from 0.5 to 0.7 GeV. One can see that the dependence

- 1 2 0 - 1 0 0 - 8 0 - 6 0 - 4 0 - 2 0 0 2 0 4 0 6 0
- 6 0
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Λ = 0 . 5

Λ = 0 . 5

Λ = 0 . 7

Λ = 0 . 5

Λ = 0 . 7

Im
[E]

 (M
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)

R e [ δ E ]  ( M e V )

 T c s 0 + ( 2 9 0 0 )  
 T c s 0 + ( 2 9 0 0 )  
 T ' c s 1 - ( 2 9 0 0 )  
 T ' c s 1 - ( 2 9 0 0 )  
 T c s 1 - ( 2 9 0 0 )  
 T c s 1 - ( 2 9 0 0 )  

Λ = 0 . 5
T h e  b r a n c h  c u t  o f  D * K *

FIG. 2. The pole trajectories of S-wave Tcs0+(2900), P -wave
Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900) with the varying cutoff parameter Λ
from 0.5 to 0.7 GeV. Here, the circle and diamond points correspond
to the poles in the physical and unphysical Riemann sheets, respec-
tively. The hollow and solid points represent the results without and
with the width effect of the K∗ meson, respectively.

of the P -wave states on the regulator is obviously insensitive
compared to the S-wave case. Thus, the emergence of these
two P -wave resonances is very natural so long as there exists
an S-wave 0+ bound state.
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The X0(2900) has a width of 57 ± 3 MeV [17, 18], which
can be naturally understood in the D̄∗K∗ molecule interpreta-
tion, if we consider the total width Γ = 51.4±0.8 MeV [14] of
the unstable K∗ meson. We introduce the energy-dependent
width of K∗ (D∗ can be roughly considered as a stable par-
ticle here due to its tiny decay width) into the scattering dy-
namics of D̄∗K∗ → D̄∗K∗ by modifying the Schrödinger
equation as [56, 58]

Eϕ(p) = (
p2

2µ
− i

Γ(E)

2
)ϕ(p) +

∫
d3k

(2π)3
V (p,k)ϕ(k),(19)

where Γ(E) is the energy-dependent decay width of K∗ →
Kπ. The pole positions of Tcs0+(2900), Tcs1−(2900) and
T ′
cs1−(2900) with the width of the K∗ are presented by the

solid points in Fig. 2. The imaginary parts of the two P -
wave poles are consistent with the large width of X1(2900)
[17, 18], which strongly supports X1(2900) as the P -wave
D̄∗K∗ resonance.

III. COUPLED CHANNEL ANALYSIS FOR THE DOUBLE
POLE STRUCTURES OF X1(2900)

In the above section, we reveal the novel double pole struc-
tures of X1(2900) in the D̄∗K∗ resonance scenario. How-
ever, the enhancement structure associated with X1(2900)
was observed in the invariant mass spectrum of D−K+.
In order to clearly learn the contributions of two P -wave
resonances in the X1(2900) structure, we need to carry
out the complete coupled-channel analysis for Tcs1−(2900)
and T ′

cs1−(2900), which involves six channels D̄K(1P1),
D̄∗K(3P1), D̄K∗(3P1), D̄∗K∗(1P1), D̄∗K∗(3P1) and
D̄∗K∗(5P1). Based on the effective Lagrangians in Eqs.
(4)-(9), the related effective potentials in the coupled-channel
framework can be given as

VD̄K∗→D̄K∗

σ = −gsg′s
1

→
q
2
+m2

σ

Cσ, (20)

VD̄K∗→D̄K∗

ρ/ω =
ββ′gV g

′
V

2

→
ϵ2 ·

→
ϵ4

†

→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

Cρ/ω, (21)

VD̄∗K→D̄∗K
σ = −gsg′s

1
→
q
2
+m2

σ

Cσ, (22)

VD̄∗K→D̄∗K
ρ/ω =

ββ′gV g
′
V

2

→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ3

†

→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

Cρ/ω, (23)

VD̄K→D̄K
σ = −gsg′s

1
→
q
2
+m2

σ

Cσ, (24)

VD̄K→D̄K
ρ/ω =

ββ′gV g
′
V

2

1
→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

Cρ/ω, (25)

VD̄∗K→D̄K∗

π/η =
−gg′

f2π

(
→
ϵ1 ·

→
q )(

→
ϵ4

†
· →q )

→
q
2
+m2

π/η

Cπ/η, (26)

VD̄∗K→D̄K∗

ρ/ω = 2λλ′gV g
′
V

1
→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

Cρ/ω

×[(
→
ϵ1 ·

→
q )(

→
ϵ4

†
· →q )− →

q
2
(
→
ϵ1 ·

→
ϵ4

†
)], (27)

VD̄K→D̄∗K∗

π/η =
−gg′

f2π

(
→
ϵ3

†
· →q )(→ϵ4

†
· →q )

→
q
2
+m2

π/η

Cπ/η, (28)

VD̄K→D̄∗K∗

ρ/ω = 2λλ′gV g
′
V

(
→
ϵ3

†
× →
q ) · (→ϵ4

†
× →
q )

→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

Cρ/ω,

(29)

VD̄∗K→D̄∗K∗

π/η =
igg′

f2π

(
→
ϵ4

†
· →q )(→ϵ3

†
× →
q ) · →ϵ1

→
q
2
+m2

π/η

Cπ/η, (30)

VD̄∗K→D̄∗K∗

ρ/ω = 2iλλ′gV g
′
V

(
→
ϵ4

†
× →
q ) · →ϵ3

†
(
→
ϵ1 ·

→
q )

→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

Cρ/ω,

(31)

VD̄K∗→D̄∗K∗

π/η =
igg′

f2π

(
→
ϵ3

†
· →q )(→ϵ4

†
× →
q ) · →ϵ2

→
q
2
+m2

π/η

Cπ/η, (32)

VD̄K∗→D̄∗K∗

ρ/ω = 2iλλ′gV g
′
V

(
→
ϵ3

†
× →
q ) · →ϵ4

†
(
→
ϵ2 ·

→
q )

→
q
2
+m2

ρ/ω

Cρ/ω.

(33)

TABLE I. The pole properties of the S-wave Tcs0+(2900) in
the coupled-channel calculations involving the D̄K(1S0) and
D̄∗K∗(1S0) channels.

Tcs0+(2900) λ′ = 0.56 λ′ = 0.28 λ′ = 0.84

Pole (GeV) 2.862-0.023i 2.878-0.029i 2.840-0.014i

P(D̄K) (-0.5-1.8i) % (-0.6-1.9i) % (-0.3-1.5i) %

P(D̄∗K∗) (100.5+1.8i) % (100.6+1.9i) % (100.3+1.5i) %

Res(D̄K) 3.48 4.25 2.33

Res(D̄∗K∗) 136.0 85.7 205.3

In the coupled-channel calculations, we fix the cutoff Λ =
0.6 GeV and always consider the dynamical width effect of
the unstable K∗ meson. We also investigate the impact of the
unknown coupling constant λ′ on the pole results by taking
three typical values λ′ = 0.5λ, λ, 1.5λ. By solving the com-
plex scaled coupled-channel Schrödinger equation, we can si-
multaneously obtain the poles and the corresponding wave
functions in different channels. For the non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian, the wave function normalization should be defined by
c-product [57], which reads

(ϕ|ϕ) =
∑
i

∫
dp3

(2π)3
e−3iθϕi(p̃)

2 = 1, (34)

where θ is the rotation angle in complex scaling method, and
subscript i stands for the involved channels. By employing the
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FIG. 3. The wave functions ϕD̄K(p̃) and ϕD̄∗K∗(p̃) of S-wave
Tcs0+(2900) with the rotation angle θ = 10o in the coupled-channel
calculations. The solid and dashed line stand for the real and imagi-
nary part of the wave function, respectively.

solved wave function ϕ(p) in the momentum space, we can
calculate the defined physical quantity Pi = (ϕi|ϕi), which
roughly reflects the ratio of the i-th channel. Additionally,
we can estimate the effective coupling strength between the
dimeson pole and the i-th continuum channel by the residue of
the scattering T -matrix or the pole wave function, specifically

Res(i) = g2i = limE→ER
(E − ER)Tii(E)

= |⟨kR,j |V̂ |ϕ⟩|2, (35)

whereER is the pole position, kR,j =
√

2µiδER,j , and T (E)

is the on-shell T matrix. Here, δER,j = ER −mi
th and mi

th
is the threshold of the i-th channel. One can find more details
in Ref. [57].

The pole properties of S-wave Tcs0+(2900) in the coupled-
channel analysis are listed in Table I. Accordingly, the wave
functions ϕD̄K(p̃) and ϕD̄∗K∗(p̃) of Tcs0+(2900) with the ro-
tation angle θ = 10o are depicted in Fig. 3. When involving
the lower D̄K channel, the quasi-bound state Tcs0+(2900)
can decay into the D̄K final state, so its pole width increases
by 20 MeV. Both the mass and width of Tcs0+(2900) coin-
cide very well with the LHCb measurements for theX0(2900)
[17, 18] after considering the coupled-channel effect. In ad-
dition, because the vector meson exchanges dominate the in-
teraction of D̄∗K∗(1S0) → D̄∗K∗(1S0), the properties of
Tcs0+(2900) are relatively sensitive to the coupling constant
λ′. Its binding becomes deeper and its decay width becomes
smaller with increasing λ′.

With a large rotation angle θ = 78o, two P -wave
states Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900) appear and the cor-
responding wave functions ϕD̄K(p̃), ϕD̄∗K(p̃), ϕD̄K∗(p̃),
ϕD̄∗K∗(1P1)(p̃), ϕD̄∗K∗(3P1)(p̃) and ϕD̄∗K∗(5P1)(p̃) are de-
picted in Fig. 4. It is worth noticing that these two P -wave
states are resonances relative to all scattering channels. The
pole properties of two P -wave Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900)

TABLE II. The pole properties of the P -wave Tcs1−(2900) in the
coupled-channel calculations involving the D̄K(1P1), D̄∗K(3P1),
D̄K∗(3P1), D̄∗K∗(1P1), D̄∗K∗(3P1) and D̄∗K∗(5P1) channels.

Tcs1−(2900) λ′ = 0.56 λ′ = 0.28 λ′ = 0.84

Pole (GeV) 2.840-0.049i 2.838-0.057i 2.844-0.044i

P(D̄K) (0.2+0.7i) % (-0.0+0.8i) % (0.2+0.5i) %

P(D̄∗K) (0.5-0.2i) % (0.7-0.0i) % (0.5-0.2i) %

P(D̄K∗) (3.0-3.9i) % (5.3-3.6i) % (1.8-3.5i) %

P(D̄∗K∗(1P1)) (67.5-2.6i) % (57.5-12.5i) % (74.5-1.5i) %

P(D̄∗K∗(3P1)) (7.2+11.3i) % (6.8+16.1i) % (6.3+9.3i) %

P(D̄∗K∗(5P1)) (21.6-5.3i) % (29.7-0.8i) % (16.7-4.6i) %

Res(D̄∗K∗)(1P1) 6.55 6.64 10.7

Res(D̄∗K∗)(3P1) 2.33 2.97 2.87

Res(D̄∗K∗)(5P1) 2.65 3.15 3.78

TABLE III. The pole properties of the P -wave T ′
cs1−(2900) in the

coupled-channel calculations involving the D̄K(1P1), D̄∗K(3P1),
D̄K∗(3P1), D̄∗K∗(1P1), D̄∗K∗(3P1) and D̄∗K∗(5P1) channels.

T ′
cs1−(2900) λ′ = 0.56 λ′ = 0.28 λ′ = 0.84

Pole (GeV) 2.864-0.038i 2.863-0.041i 2.865-0.035i

P(D̄K) (-0.0+0.0i) % (-0.1+0.0i) % (-0.0+0.0i) %

P(D̄∗K) (0.3+0.6i) % (0.3+0.7i) % (0.3+0.5i) %

P(D̄K∗) (4.5+2.5i) % (4.7+3.6i) % (4.0+1.9i) %

P(D̄∗K∗(1P1)) (1.7+4.5i) % (1.3+5.0i) % (1.8+4.2i) %

P(D̄∗K∗(3P1)) (91.4-15.0i) % (93.1-18.3i) % (91.5-12.7i) %

P(D̄∗K∗(5P1)) (2.1+7.4i) % (0.7+9.0i) % (2.4+6.1i)%

Res(D̄∗K∗)(1P1) 0.50 0.60 0.43

Res(D̄∗K∗)(3P1) 11.69 13.1 10.8

Res(D̄∗K∗)(5P1) 0.62 0.76 0.51

in the coupled-channel analysis are listed in Table II and III,
respectively. The dominant components of Tcs1−(2900) and
T ′
cs1−(2900) are D̄∗K∗(1P1) and D̄∗K∗(3P1), respectively.

Because the interaction matrix elements of the scattering
D̄K∗ → D̄∗K∗(3P1/

5P1) and D̄∗K → D̄∗K∗(3P1/
5P1)

are not zero, the D̄K∗ and D̄∗K channels bridge an indi-
rect coupling between the D̄∗K∗(3P1) and D̄∗K∗(5P1) chan-
nels, which renders the T ′

cs1−(2900) state no longer cor-
responding to a pure 3P1 constituent of D̄∗K∗. Now the
T ′
cs1−(2900) contains small 1P1 and 5P1 components. Addi-

tionally, the pole properties of these two P -wave resonances
merely change with varying parameter λ′ from 0.28 ∼ 0.84.
This result further shows the reliability of our dynamical pre-
diction of the existence of the P -wave D̄∗K∗ resonances with
JP = 1−.
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FIG. 4. The wave functions ϕD̄K(p̃), ϕD̄∗K(p̃), ϕD̄K∗(p̃), ϕD̄∗K∗(1P1)
(p̃), ϕD̄∗K∗(3P1)

(p̃) and ϕD̄∗K∗(5P1)
(p̃) of two P -wave resonances

Tcs1−(2900) and T ′
cs1−(2900) with the rotation angle θ = 78o in the coupled-channel calculations. The solid and dashed lines stand for the

real and imaginary part of the wave function, respectively.

The direct interaction between the D̄∗K∗(3P1) and
D̄K(1P1) channel is missing due to the similar reason with
the analysis in Eq. (18). Namely, the potential operators in
Eqs. (28)-(29) are symmetric under the particle exchange.
Note that theX1(2900) was observed in the final state of D̄K.
Although there exists a double pole structure ofX1(2900), the
P -wave Tcs1−(2900) resonance makes a major contribution
to the formation of the pronounced enhancement structure.
From Table III, we recommend searching for the dominant
signal of T ′

cs1−(2900) in the invariant mass spectrum of D̄K∗

or D̄Kπ.

IV. PREDICTIONS OF MORE CHARMED-STRANGE
DIMESON-TYPE TETRAQUARK STATES

For the isoscalar D̄(∗)K(∗) scattering, there are some other
S-wave channels with J = 1 and J = 2 and P -wave channels
with J = 0, J = 2 and J = 3. Based on the nice explana-
tions of the experimentally observedX0(2900) andX1(2900)
with three dimeson poles Tcs0+(2900), Tcs1−(2900) and
T ′
cs1−(2900), we also explore the potential poles in these

channels and the relevant results are summarized in Table
IV. The S-wave channels with JP = 1+ correspond to the
three-channel coupling involving D̄∗K(3S1), D̄K∗(3S1) and
D̄∗K∗(3S1). We find a quasi-bound state pole Tcs1+(2900)
relative to the D̄∗K∗ threshold. Its absolutely dominant com-
ponent is the D̄∗K∗, which is consistent with the conclusions
in Refs. [20–22, 26, 40]. The pole position of Tcs1+(2900)
is 2.895− 0.049i GeV, whose width is about two times larger
than that of Tcs0+(2900). We do not find any other resonance
or bound state poles in the 1+ channels. We notice that a
recent S-wave pole analysis for the D̄∗K and D̄K∗ coupled-
channel system suggested the existence of a resonance around
2.7 GeV [59]. However, it is worth mentioning that our con-
clusion is consistent with the dynamical quark model calcula-
tions with the complex scaling method in Ref. [27]. Finally,
the S-wave partial-wave potential of D̄∗K∗ with J = 2 is
repulsive at the large momentum, which cannot induce an ob-
servable pole.

We also find a new lower P -wave resonance Tcs1−(2760)
with a pole position of 2.686 − 0.107i GeV relative to the
D̄K∗ threshold, which has the same quantum number with
Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900). This pole locates on the Rie-
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FIG. 5. The spectrum of the charmed-strange dimeson-type tetraquarks. The horizontal and vertical coordinates represent the I(JP ) quantum
number and the masses, respectively. The color line and gray band correspond to the real part and the twice imaginary part of the energy pole,
respectively.

mann sheet (−,−,−,+), where the notations ”+” and ”−”
represent for the physical and unphysical sheets, respectively,
with respect to the four channels D̄K, D̄∗K, D̄K∗ and D̄∗K∗

successively. One can see that the pole width of Tcs1−(2760)
is too large to be easily detected. The P -wave channel with
JP = 0− also corresponds to a three-channel coupling in-
cluding D̄∗K(3P0), D̄K∗(3P0) and D̄∗K∗(3P0). We ob-
tain an energy pole with 2.664 − 0.029i GeV in the Rie-
mann sheet of (−,−,+). Additionally, we predict a P -wave
charmed-strange near-threshold resonance Tcs2−(2900) with
J = 2, which is absolutely governed by the D̄∗K∗(5P2)
channel and the corresponding pole position is predicted to
be 2.882 − 0.039i GeV. We suggest experimental search for
the Tcs0−(2760) and Tcs2−(2900) states by reconstructing
the final states of D̄∗K in B → D̄(∗)D(∗)K and D̄Kπ in
B → D̄(∗)D(∗)Kπ. The P -wave system with J = 3 cor-
responds to a single channel of D̄∗K∗(5P3), whose partial-
wave potential is fully repulsive in total and so no dimeson
pole exists.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We have proposed a unified dimeson state scenario to ex-
plain the recently observed manifestly exotic charmed-strange
tetraquark states X0(2900) and X1(2900) in the meson ex-
change model. Very intriguingly, we find the double pole
structures of X1(2900), including two near-threshold P -wave
D̄∗K∗ resonances Tcs1−(2900) and T ′

cs1−(2900) on the un-
physical Riemann sheet relative to the D̄∗K∗ channel. The
existence of these two P -wave resonances can be firmly es-
tablished because their interactions are fully dominated by
the well-known long-distance pion exchange and insensitive
to the cutoff parameter in the regulator. With the coupled-
channel analysis involving D̄K, D̄∗K, D̄K∗ and D̄∗K∗ and
the energy-dependent width of the K∗ meson, both the ex-
perimental masses and widths of X0(2900) and X1(2900) re-

markably coincide with our theoretical predictions of the S-
wave pole Tcs0+(2900) and two P -wave poles Tcs1−(2900)
and T ′

cs1−(2900), respectively. Therefore, our research pro-
vides strong support for the dimeson state explanation of
X0(2900) and X1(2900).

In addition, we have predicted the existence of more
isoscalar charmed-strange dimeson-type tetraquarks, which
include an S-wave state Tcs1+(2900) with quantum number
JP = 1+ in the Riemann sheet of (×,−,−,+), three P -
wave states Tcs1−(2760) with JP = 1− in the Riemann sheet
(−,−,−,+), Tcs0−(2760) with JP = 0− in the Riemann
sheet (×,−,−,+) and Tcs2−(2900) with JP = 2− in the
Riemann sheet (×,−,−,−), in which the notation ×,+,−
stands for the forbidden, physical and unphysical Riemann
sheet of the channel, respectively, and the four channels are
D̄K, D̄∗K, D̄K∗ and D̄∗K∗ successively. We suggest our
experimental colleagues to search for these exotic tetraquark
states and help construct the whole spectrum of the charmed-
strange dimeson-type tetraquarks, which has been presented
in Fig. 5. This should be accessible in future LHCb, Belle II
and BESIII experiments.

The LHCb Collaboration recently observed the T a
cs̄0(2900)

state with I(JP ) = 1(0+) [60, 61], which is a good candidate
of the S-wave D∗K∗ molecule state. Inspired by the double
pole structures of X1(2900), we shall also expect the promis-
ing P -wave resonances in the D(∗)K(∗) and D

(∗)
s ω/D

(∗)
s ρ

system, and these investigations are ongoing.
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TABLE IV. The pole properties of four charmed-strange dimeson-type tetraquark states, which include an S-wave state Tcs1+(2900), and
three P -wave states Tcs1−(2760), Tcs0−(2760) and Tcs2−(2900). The notation ×,+,− in the fourth row stands for the forbidden, physical
and unphysical Riemann sheet of the channel, respectively, and the four channels are D̄K, D̄∗K, D̄K∗ and D̄∗K∗ successively.

States Tcs1+(2900) Tcs1−(2760) Tcs0−(2760) Tcs2−(2900)

JP 1+ 1− 0− 2−

Pole (GeV) 2.895-0.049i 2.686-0.107i 2.664-0.029i 2.882-0.039i

Sheet (×,−,−,+) (−,−,−,+) (×,−,−,+) (×,−,−,−)

P(D̄K) . . . (0.4+0.1i) % . . . . . .

P(D̄∗K(3S1)) (-2.1-1.3i) % . . . . . . . . .

P(D̄∗K(3P0)) . . . . . . (35.8+40.7i) % . . .

P(D̄∗K(3P1)) . . . (-3.4-1.1i) % . . . . . .

P(D̄∗K(3P2)) . . . . . . . . . (0.2+0.2i) %

P(D̄K∗(3S1)) (-7.7-6.8i) % . . . . . . . . .

P(D̄K∗(3P0)) . . . . . . (77.9-49.7i) % . . .

P(D̄K∗(3P1)) . . . (116.5+2.7i) % . . . . . .

P(D̄K∗(3P2)) . . . . . . . . . (1.1+0.0i) %

P(D̄∗K∗(3S1)) (109.8+8.1i) % . . . . . . . . .

P(D̄∗K∗(3P0)) . . . . . . (-13.7+9.0i) % . . .

P(D̄∗K∗(1P1)) . . . (-0.1+0.0i) % . . . . . .

P(D̄∗K∗(3P1)) . . . (-2.4-1.1i) % . . . . . .

P(D̄∗K∗(5P1)) . . . (-11.0-0.6i) % . . . . . .

P(D̄∗K∗(3P2)) . . . . . . . . . (-0.0-0.0i)%

P(D̄∗K∗(5P2)) . . . . . . . . . (98.7-0.2i)%

Res(D̄∗K) 5.60 . . . . . . . . .

Res(D̄K∗) 9.71 12.2 11.4 . . .

Res(D̄∗K∗(3S1)) 87.96 . . . . . . . . .

Res(D̄∗K∗(3P2)) . . . . . . . . . 0.0003

Res(D̄∗K∗(5P2)) . . . . . . . . . 14.7

TRR 110). J. Z. Wang is also supported by the National Post-
doctoral Program for Innovative Talent. B. Wang is also sup-
ported by the Start-up Funds for Young Talents of Hebei Uni-
versity (No. 521100221021).

Appendix A: The partial-wave expansion potentials with the
operators O1∼6

We list the partial-wave expansion for the potentials Vi =
Oi(p, p

′, z)D(p, p′, z) (i = 1 ∼ 6) under S-pave and P -
wave, in which z =

→
p · →p

′
/pp′ and D(p, p′, z) = 1/(p2 +

p′2 − 2pp′z +m2). For the operator O1, there are

V
J=0/1/2
S = 2π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)dz,

V
J=0/1/2/3
P = 2π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)zdz. (A1)

For the operator O2, there are

V J=0
S =

4π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=1
S =

2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=2
S = −2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=0
P = 2π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2z + p′2z − pp′(1 + z2))dz,

V J=1,S=0
P =

4π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − pp′z)zdz,

V J=1,S=1
P = π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(pp′)(1− z2)dz,

V J=1,S=2
P =

π

15

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)
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× (4p2z + 4p′2z − pp′(21− 13z2))dz,

V J=1,S=0⊗S=2
P = − 2π

3
√
5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz,

V J=2,S=1
P =

π

5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (4p2z + 4p′2z − pp′(1 + 7z2))dz,

V J=2,S=2
P = −π

5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (8p2z + 8p′2z − pp′(7 + 9z2))dz,

V J=3,S=2
P = −2π

5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (p2z + p′2z + pp′(1− 3z2))dz. (A2)

For the operator O3, there are

V J=0
S = 2π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=1,S=0
P = 2π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − pp′z)zdz,

V J=1,S=0⊗S=2
P =

2π√
5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz. (A3)

For the operator O4, there are

V J=0
S =

2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=1
S = −2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=2
S =

2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=1,S=0
P =

2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − pp′z)zdz,

V J=1,S=1
P = −π

5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (5p2z + 5p′2z − pp′(5 + 3z))dz,

V J=1,S=2
P =

π

30

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (34p2z + 34p′2z − pp′(21 + 47z))dz,

V J=1,S=0⊗S=2
P =

2π

3
√
5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz,

V J=1,S=1⊗S=2
P =

√
3π

2
√
5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz,

V J=2,S=1
P = − π

10

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (6p2z + 6p′2z + pp′(1− 13z2))dz,

V J=2,S=2
P =

π

10

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z + pp′(7− 11z2))dz,

V J=2,S=1⊗S=2
P = −

√
3π

10

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz,

V J=3,S=2
P =

π

5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (4p2z + 4p′2z − pp′(1 + 7z2))dz. (A4)

For the operator O5, there are

V J=0
S =

2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=1
S = −2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=2
S =

2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=1,S=0
P =

2π

3

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − pp′z)zdz,

V J=1,S=1
P = −π

5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (5p2z + 5p′2z − pp′(5 + 3z))dz,

V J=1,S=2
P =

π

30

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (34p2z + 34p′2z − pp′(21 + 47z))dz,

V J=1,S=0⊗S=2
P =

2π

3
√
5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz,

V J=1,S=1⊗S=2
P = −

√
3π

2
√
5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz,

V J=2,S=1
P = − π

10

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (6p2z + 6p′2z + pp′(1− 13z2))dz,

V J=2,S=2
P =

π

10

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z + pp′(7− 11z2))dz,

V J=2,S=1⊗S=2
P =

√
3π

10

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz,

V J=3,S=2
P =

π

5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (4p2z + 4p′2z − pp′(1 + 7z2))dz. (A5)
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For the operator O6, there are

V J=0
S = 2π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − 2pp′z)dz,

V J=1,S=0
P = 2π

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)(p2 + p′2 − pp′z)zdz,

V J=1,S=2⊗S=0
P =

2π√
5

∫ 1

−1

D(p, p′, z)

× (2p2z + 2p′2z − pp′(3 + z2))dz. (A6)
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