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Abstract

We demonstrate that the propagator derived from an Effective Field Theory
(EFT) that incorporates Weinberg’ s compositeness theorem provides a more
general formula for describing S-wave near-threshold states. By fitting the line-
shape using this propagator, we can extract the Z factor for these states and
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Introduction

The Belle Collaboration first observed the X(3872) state [?]. Since then, an
increasing number of nonconventional (exotic) states have been discovered [?].
Despite renewed interest in the spectroscopy of these exotic (or XY Z) states
over the past two decades [?, ?], their nature remains uncertain.

Effective field theory is widely used in hadron physics and also for studying
exotic states. For example, in Ref.~[?], an effective field theory called XEFT
was proposed to study X(3872). In XEFT, the X(3872) is assumed to be a
weakly bound molecule of a charm meson pair. Recently, LHCb reported the
observation of the decay mode X(3872) — (2S5)v, and measured the ratio
of this partial width to that of X(3872) — J/4¢y to be R,,, = I'[X(3872) —
Y(28)7]/T[X(3872) — J/y] = 1.67 £ 0.21 £ 0.12 £ 0.04 [?]. The value R,,, is
sensitive to the nature of X (3872). The measured ratio makes the interpreta-
tion of X(3872) as a pure DD* molecule questionable and indicates a sizeable
compact component in X(3872) [?]. In view of this, it is necessary to consider
the compact component in effective field theory.

In Ref.~[?], an effective field theory that incorporates Weinberg’ s compositeness
theorem and considers the X (3872) as a compact state that couples strongly to
DD* was proposed. To distinguish such an effective field theory from XEFT,
we will call the effective field theory proposed in Ref.~[?] CEFT throughout this
paper. The CEFT has been further used to study the structure of the Z, states
[?] and, very recently, to study the structure of X (3872) [?, ?].

The aim of this paper is to discuss some properties of CEFT, particularly the
propagator function in CEFT. Typically, three amplitudes are used to describe
these near-threshold states: Breit-Wigner, Flatté, and low-energy scattering
amplitude. Let us consider a two-body channel, denoted as DD, with a threshold
M,,, and a near-threshold state X with mass M and width I'. In the center-of-
mass frame, the Breit-Wigner propagator is defined as P* = (E, P), where E,
and M can be parameterized as £y = M, + E and M = M,;, — B, respectively.
Here E is the energy relative to the threshold, and B is the binding energy (we
call it binding energy in the sense that it is defined relative to the threshold).
We choose the convention that B > 0 if the state lies below threshold. Near
the threshold, terms suppressed by O(p?) can be neglected. The amplitude can
then be written as f(E) = Dpw(E), where Dpw(E) = E+ B +1il'/2.

The Flatté formula is a general model used to parameterize the resonant struc-
ture near a hadron-hadron threshold [?]. The Flatté amplitude can be written as
f(E) = 1/Dgy(E), with Dgy, (E) defined as Dgy (F) = E—E; —/—2uFE —ic +
il';/2. Here, E; is the Flatté energy parameter related to the mass, p is the re-
duced mass of the two-body state DD, g, characterizes the coupling between X
and DD, and I'; accounts for decay modes other than DD. As we will illustrate
later, the Flatté amplitude assumes the existence of a compact object.

Finally, the low-energy amplitude is written as f(F) = 1/Dyg(F), with D} 5 (FE)
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defined as Dy g(E) = —1/a++/—2uE — i€, where a is the scattering length. We
call it low-energy amplitude; one should note to distinguish it from the low-
energy expansion amplitude f = a + %rpQ — ip, where 7 is the effective range.

In this paper, we investigate the relationship between the propagator derived
from CEFT and the three amplitudes commonly used. We find that the CEFT-
derived propagator serves as a more general form, making it particularly useful
for characterizing the lineshape of S-wave near-threshold states.

Revisiting Weinberg’ s Compositeness Theorem

To proceed, we will first revisit Weinberg’s method [?, ?]. The total Hamiltonian
H of interest can be divided into a free part H, and an interaction part V:

H=H,+V.

Specifically, H, can be the Hamiltonian in quark models, where only the inter-
actions between the quarks are considered. The eigenstates of the free part H,,
include continuum states |«) (for example, the two-body state DD) and possible
discrete bare elementary states |B) near the DD threshold. |B) is a compact
state, possibly a tetraquark state or a quarkonium. V describes the interaction
between |B) and DD. We then have:

Hyla) = E(a)|a),  (la) = 6(8 - a), (1)
Hy|B) = =By|B), (a|B)=0, (B|B)=1, (2)
(alV]B) = gy, (3)

where the energies are defined relative to the DD threshold. We adopt the
convention that B, > 0 if the mass of |B) is below the DD threshold. We
parameterize the matrix element («|V|B) as a constant g, since the coupling
between |B) and |a) is an S-wave coupling. Higher-order corrections in effective
field theory can be considered by replacing g, with g, + gfp, where g; is a
constant and p is the momentum of D in the center-of-mass frame of the DD
system. Near the threshold, p is a small scale, allowing us to neglect the term
gfp in the leading-order result.

A physical bound state |X) is a normalized eigenstate of the total Hamiltonian
H, with:

H|X)=-B|X), (X|X)=1.
Without loss of generality, the wave function of |X) can be written as:

X) = Z|B) + / da C,la),

where Z is the probability of finding |B) in the bound state |X). We refer to
|X) as a bound state in the sense that it includes continuum states in its wave
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function, and its mass is below the threshold, or equivalently, B > 0. If Z = 0,
then |X) contains only the continuum states in its wave function, and we will
refer to such a state as a pure molecular state to distinguish it from a bound
state | X) with Z # 0.

The coefficient C,, can be explored as:

iy @ HX) avix)
Co= 0= TE@ B " B+ B

Using the wave function of |X), the matrix element («|V|X) in the above can
be expressed as:

wwm=zwwm+/w%wwm

noting that (a|V|B) = g,, as defined in Eq.~(5). If we parameterize the matrix

element (a|V|X) as Weinberg did, (a|V|X) = g, where ¢ is a constant, and by

setting («|V|5) = 0, we immediately obtain the relation g = Zg,, or equivalently
2 2

9° =295

Actually, the above relation is one of the matching relations given in Ref.~[?].
There, the relation is obtained through the matching between a non-relativistic
effective field theory and Weinberg s compositeness theorem. This relation
can be reproduced by setting («|V|5) = 0, which simply reflects the fact that
the direct four-body DD — DD contact interaction terms and also the D — D
interactions mediated by t-channel meson exchange are not explicitly included
in the effective field theory of Ref.~[?]. This is because their contributions are
of order O(p®) (where p is the momentum of D) or higher, which is smaller than
the leading-order D — D scattering amplitude (which is O(p~!)) in CEFT. The
contribution of the matrix element (|V|a) can be taken into account in the
next-to-leading-order results of CEFT by including the four-body DD — DD
contact interaction terms and also the t-channel meson exchange interactions.

With (a|V]|X) = g, we can write Eq.~(8) as:

Using the normalization condition of |X), i.e., [da|C,|* =1—Z, with [da =

1l % = % = 2pE dE where E = p? /2, we then obtain:

g2

972l

With Eq.~(13), Weinberg derived the well-known relations between Z, B and the
effective range expansion parameters, i.e., the scattering length a and effective
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range 7, as:
21-2)/2-2) 1
o= 20220 4 o, 0
_ Z/1=2Z) 1
r= _72MB + O(m;1). (5)

It is worth mentioning that in the case of X(3872), Ref~[?] finds that the
corrections to the low-energy expansion parameters from pions are extremely
small (see also Ref~[?]). Thus, it is a very good approximation to neglect
the correction terms O(m,!) in Eq.~(14) and Eq.~(15). For the X(3872), the
charged DD channel may also need to be taken into account besides the neutral
channel. We will denote the charged continuum state as |a,), while |a) denotes
the neutral continuum DD states. We then have:

Hola,) = (E(a,) +0)|e),  {ala,) =0, (Blag) =0, (6)
<Bc|ac> = 6(6c - ac)’ <ac|V|B> = Y0c> (7)

where § is the mass splitting between the charged channel and neutral channel.
4 is included because E(a,) is defined relative to the threshold of the charged
channel, while the eigenvalue of H, is defined relative to the threshold of the
neutral channel. We use a new constant g,., which may differ from g, defined in
Eq.~(5), to parameterize the matrix element (o |V|B), as the isospin violation
is sizeable for the X (3872). With the charged channel taken into account, the
wave function of the X (3872) can be written as:

| X (3872)) = Z|B) +/daCa\oz> +/dac Cy, o).

Along the same line to treat C,, we can have:

- lal[H — HyX(3872)) (o, |V]X(3872)
Co. = {0 XB8T2) = e S s B = Fla) 46+ B

where we have used the wave function of the X (3872) in Eq.~(17), (o, |V|B) =
9o in Eq.~(16), and (o |V]a) = (a.|V|B.) = 0 in the last step. Thus, the
matrix element (o, |V|X(3872)) can be expressed as:

{a [VX(3872)) = Z{a|V|B) = Zgo. = g

Again, the matrix elements (a,|V|a) and {(a,|V|S,) are set to be zero, as their
effects will only appear in the next-to-leading-order results. Now the wave
function normalization of X (3872) reads:

/da |C,|% + /dac |Cac\2 =1.
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After performing the phase space integral, we have:

g° g2

+ =1—-Z,
2B | 25\/2,(B 1 0)
where p is the reduced mass of neutral DD and g, is the reduced mass of
charged DD. Eq.~(21) is the extension of Eq.~(13) to further include another

continuum spectrum. Note that if we further assume g = g2, we can obtain
the expression for g with Eq.~(21).

We will further discuss X (3872) later, and now we will turn to study the matrix
element (B|X). We have:

H—H, (BIV]X)

B|X)=(B -
(BIX) = (Bl 5 %) = S

or equivalently:
(BIV|X) = Z(B, — B).

On the other hand, (B|V|X) can also be estimated by using the wave function
of X, i.e., Eq.~(7), as:

wmm:/mquw

Note that we set (B|V|B) = 0, since at leading order V describes the interactions
between |B) and DD. The above integral has ultraviolet divergence and can
be handled in momentum space with dimensional regularization. Using the
definition («|V|B) = g, in Eq.~(5), and relations in Eq.~(10), (11) and (12), we
have:

wwmz/mgwww (8)
asr —g
/ 277 p /wn+B ®)
1
_ (2 ) ol pD‘2dp
——9901/ DF %) p2—|—2uB (11)

—-D (2M K F(SQD)F(%) (12)
%) 202uB)

- —92@\/2,@, (13)
T
where v is the additional scale introduced in dimensional regularization. Note

that there is no pole at D = 4. After taking the D — 4 limit and using Eq.~(13),
we obtain:

(B|V|X) = %M%B =2(1—Z)B.
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Combining Eq.~(23) and Eq.~(26), we have:
2—7

BO - ?Ba

which is exactly the other matching relation that was obtained in Ref.~[?]. Here
we reproduced it using a different approach as a cross-check. With the new
approach, we can straightforwardly extend the above relation to X (3872), where
the charged channel may also be included. Using the wave function for the
X(3872) in Eq~(17), C,, in Eq.~(18), and the matrix element (a,|V|B) in

Eq.~(19), we obtain: ’
(B|V|X(3872)) = /daOa<B|V|oz) +/dac C. (BIV]a) (14)
g9 gz
=5 2uB+i\/2uc(B+5). (15)

The integrals in the above are treated in the same way as in Eq.~(25). Combin-
ing Eq.~(28) and Eq.~(23) (note that Eq.~(23) now becomes (B|V|X(3872)) =
Z(B, — B)), we can then generalize Eq.~(27) to:

B _ L 9 2/¢B+g—3\/2u (B+6)+ ZB|.
"7 Zlom o ¢

We will utilize this relation later to obtain the propagator for the X (3872).

Before ending this section, we would like to discuss the interpretation of Z in
Weinberg’ s compositeness theorem. As previously illustrated, Z represents the
probability of finding |B) in a physical bound state |X). However, |B) is not
a physical state but rather an eigenstate of H,, with the interaction V turned
off. When the interaction V turns on, |B) will couple with the continuum state
DD, resulting in 0 < Z < 1. Consequently, a large Z, for example close to
one, indicates that the compact state couples weakly with the continuum state.
Conversely, a small but non-vanishing Z indicates that the compact state couples
strongly with the continuum state. On the other hand, Z = 0 implies that the
physical state |X) is dynamically generated by the DD interaction without a
compact state. It is worth noting that this point has also been addressed in
Ref.~[?].

The General Propagator for S-Wave Near-Threshold States

Weinberg’ s compositeness theorem has been incorporated into a non-relativistic
effective field theory (CEFT) in Ref.~[?]. There, the propagator for the S-wave
near-threshold state is written as:

Gx(E) = m, (16)
Dgpr(E) = E+ B+ Y/(E) 4 il/2, (17)
S = —g? [V/—2uE —ic+ (E— B)] . (18)
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The term ¢I'/2 was directly inserted into the denominator of the above propa-
gator, thereby rendering the physical interpretation of I' ambiguous [?]. Now,
we will re-derive the propagator and find that I" can be naturally incorporated
in field theory. This methodology will elucidate that I" has a distinct physical
interpretation, namely, it is the renormalized width resulting from the non-DD
decays of X.

Consider a bare state | B) with bare mass —Bj,, width 'y, and coupling g, to the
two-particle state DD. If | B) is near the two-particle threshold, the propagator
of this bare state can be written as 1/(E+ By+il;/2), as shown in Eq.~(1). The
full propagator can be obtained by summing the Feynman diagrams in Fig.~1
[Figure 1: see original paper]. Near threshold, the momenta of the particles are
non-relativistic. The loop integral in Fig.~1 can be calculated straightforwardly
with the minimal subtraction (MS) scheme; the result can be written as [?]:

_ o [ 47 i

Tus = / (2m)P [00 — 22/ (2m,)) + i€][E — €0 — 02/ (2my) + i€] (19)
N 1
B / 2m)P=L E—02/(2p) + ic (20)
_ _Z-le(jéf} V3E e, (21)

Here m; and m, are the masses of the DD states. Note that the above loop
integral is linearly divergent and has a pole at D = 3, but it has no pole at
D = 4. In the minimal subtraction scheme, counterterms are added to subtract
the pole at D = 4. Since the result has no pole at D = 4, no counterterm is
needed in the MS scheme. It is easy to consider the widths of DD states by
replacing the propagator in Eq.~(33) with i/[(° — 2/(2m) + il'/2]. The result
can be obtained by simply replacing the e in the final expression of Eq.~(33)
with u(I'y + T'y), where I'; and T'y are the decay widths of the DD states (a
similar result is also given in Ref.~[?] when X is a pure molecular state).

It is worth mentioning that due to the absence of log divergences, the additional
renormalization scale does not appear in the final result of the loop integral.
This feature makes it possible to incorporate the relation Eq.~(13), which is
obtained from quantum mechanics, into the EFT (as in Ref.~[?]). Because if
the result of the loop integral depends on the renormalization scale, the coupling
g2 will also depend on the renormalization scale through the renormalization
group equation. A similar argument can be applied to the field renormalization
constant Z, thus Z does not depend on the renormalization scale and can have
a physical interpretation, i.e., the probability.

After summing the contributions from all the diagrams, the full propagator

reads:
1

T E+ By— 2vV_2uE —ic+il,/2’

Gx(E)
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Actually, the above amplitude is just the Flatté amplitude. The separation of
the self-energy into two terms iI';/2 and —g3+/—2pFE — i€ may not make too
much sense if the mass of the bare state is well above the threshold, because in
this case —g2/—2uE — i€ is pure imaginary as the iI'j/2 term in the concerned
energy region. But such separation is necessary if the mass of the bare state is
below the threshold, as —g3+/—2pE — i€ is real for E < 0 [?].

To incorporate Weinberg’ s compositeness theorem, one should use the matching
relations between the bare parameters (g, By) and the renormalized parameters
(g, B) as given in Ref.~[?] (and they are also reproduced in the previous section):

@ =/7, (22)
2—-7

B, = ?B, (23)
where g2 is defined in Eq.~(13) and B is the binding energy. Note that g, B,
become infinite in the limit Z — 0. The matching relation Eq.~(35) is obtained
in the limit I'j) — 0 in Ref.~[?]. We assume that this relation still holds for
a non-vanishing Ty, as the long-distance physics (the coupling between X and
DD channel) should not be sensitive to the short-distance physics (the coupling
between X and non-DD channels). Notice that B and B, have the same sign for
0 < Z <1, so the bare state is below the threshold if X is below the threshold,
and vice versa.

Using Eq.~(35), Eq.~(36) and Eq.~(13), the full propagator can be rewritten as:

Z
OxB) = TG 2B = gty anF —ic 1 2T, (24)
Z
_ 2

E+ B — g2/=2uE —ic — (1 — Z)(E — B) +iZT,/2 )
B z (26)
E+B— 5t/ —9uE —ic — (1— Z)(E — B) +iZT,/2
_ 4 (27)

E+B— {2 /~2uE —ic — (1 — Z)(E — B) +iZly/2’

which is precisely the form of Gy (F) as defined in Eq.~(30). By comparing
Eq.~(30) and Eq.~(37), we can find that I satisfies:

I = ZT,.

Thus, we have demonstrated that the width I' can be naturally incorporated
into CEFT. This width can be interpreted as the renormalized width, which
comes from the non-DD decay of the elementary state. In this manner, one can
naturally extend Weinberg’ s compositeness theorem to resonances. Actually,
what we have addressed above is the coupled-channel effect between the DD
decay channel and the non-DD channels. The parameters B, and I'; may
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have physical interpretation; in other words, they may be calculated from some
specific tetraquark model. For 0 < Z < 1, the coupled-channel effect will shift
the mass of the state near to the threshold, i.e., B < By in Eq.~(36).

We now come to discuss the relation between the propagator G x(E) and the
Breit-Wigner, Flatté, and low-energy amplitudes. Firstly, for Z = 1 (¢? = 0),
one can find that Dgpp(E) is just Dpw (F) defined in the near-threshold form
of Breit-Wigner, i.e., Eq.~(1). This can be easily understood as by using Breit-
Wigner for the propagator of the bare state in Fig.~1, we assume the interactions
V have been turned off. If the interactions have been turned on (g # 0),
the propagator of the compact state should be replaced with the bubble sum
shown in Fig.~1. In other words, the Breit-Wigner amplitude assumes the below-
threshold compact state does not couple with the continuum state. Note that
this conclusion cannot be extended to a compact state with mass above the
threshold, because for a state above the threshold the relation g% = 27v/2uB(1—
Z) does not hold anymore, and the coupling between the compact state and the
continuum states can be absorbed into the width term I' of the Breit-Wigner.
That means, if one uses Gy (F) to fit some near-threshold structure, and the
best fit gives B < 0 (above the threshold), then the meaningful fitting result
should have Z — 1 at the same time. In such a case one can claim that the near-
threshold structure is a compact state with mass above the threshold. Therefore
G x(E) can also be used to identify the structure of threshold states with mass
above the threshold.

Secondly, for Z = 0, by using the relation in Eq.~(14), Dgpp(F) is equal to
—1/Dy g (F), with Dy (F) defined in the low-energy amplitude, i.e., Eq.~(3) (in
other words, the low-energy amplitude can only be used for a pure molecule).
This point has already been mentioned in Ref.~[?]; we address it again for the
completion of our discussions.

Finally, for Z #+ 1 and Z # 0, B, and g, are well-defined. The form of the de-
nominator of Eq.~(34), i.e., the propagator in its bare form, is precisely Dp; (E)
as defined in Eq.~(2). The matching between them yields the relations:

E;=—-By, g =gp/m, T;=T,.

By the way, the first two have been given in Ref.~[?] and the last one is new. It
can be observed that as Z approaches 0, the Flatté parameters (Ef, g1) become
infinite, due to (B, g,) becoming infinite. Conversely, as Z approaches 1, g;
becomes 0, coinciding with the vanishing of g?. Therefore, the Flatté parame-
terization can only be successfully applied in the case 0 < Z < 1. Hence the
Flatté amplitude assumes the existence of a compact object.

Thus far, we have demonstrated that the Breit-Wigner amplitude assumes a
compact state lies below the threshold and weakly couples to the continuum
state (Z — 1) or a compact state lies above threshold without knowing the
coupling strength between this state and the continuum state. The low-energy
amplitude proposed in Ref.~[?] assumes the below-threshold state to be a pure
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molecule. The Flatté amplitude assumes a below-threshold compact state with
its coupling strength with the continuum state determined by the value of Z.
Therefore, all three amplitudes have assumptions. In contrast, the propagator
G x(E) derived from CEFT includes the factor Z explicitly, thus it makes no
assumptions on the structure of the near-threshold states and provides a more
general formula to describe S-wave threshold states.

We now come to further discuss the X(3872), which may also consider the
charged DD channel. With Fig.~1, the full propagator, which includes the
charged DD channel, can be written as:
G B 1
KO B L By — g2V —2uF — i€ — g2 n/—2uo(E — 0) — e + iT /2

Using the matching relations g8 = ¢?/Z (i.e., Eq.~(10)), g3. = ¢2/Z (ie.,
Eq.~(19)), and Eq.~(29), we can have:

Z

G = = , 28
XS g By Sz +i0/2 (28)
2 2
V] g - 9. N
where S = 5 or (V2uB — /—2uE —ic) + BT (V21(B +0) = /=2p.(E — 5) — i)
(29)
g2 : 92 :
(30)
_ o |V2uE—ie+ (E - B) N V=24, (E —§) —ie+ (E — B —26)
g 47 B 4m(B + 9) ’
(31)

and I' = ZT;. Note that g? is determined by Eq.~(21) instead of Eq.~(13), and
we replace the factor (1 — Z) using Eq.~(21) in the last step of Eq.~(40). One
can also reobtain Eq.~(29) by noting that E = —B is the pole of Eq.~(38) in
the limit I'y — 0.

It is worth mentioning that the Flatté amplitude used by LHCb [?] for the
X(3872) (which was first proposed in Ref~[?]) is essentially the same as
Eq.~(38). As previously emphasized, using the Flatté amplitude involves an
assumption, as the Flatté parameters By, ¢y, 9o, become infinite in the limit
Z — 0. However, with the renormalized form, i.e., Eq.~(39), to parameterize
the propagator of the X(3872), no assumption is made about the structure
of X (3872) since all quantities are finite for 0 < Z < 1. Another important
point is that by using the coupled-channel Flatté amplitude to extract Z,
LHCDb further uses the compositeness relations Eq.~(14) and Eq.~(15) (or
equivalently, the relation between Z and the asymmetry of the pole location in
momentum space [?]). However, these compositeness relations are only valid in
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the single-channel scattering. Therefore, such analysis relies on extrapolation
to the single-channel case, and it is unclear whether this extrapolation is valid.
In contrast, one can directly determine the value of Z by using Eq.~(39) to
fit the lineshape without any extrapolation, since Eq.~(39) is derived from a
coupled-channel analysis.

Finally, we would like to discuss implications of our results in phenomenological
studies. Considering a scattering process: initial states — X + others — final
states, the scattering amplitude can be generally written as iM = ApxGxp,
where Apy is the production vertex of X, Gy is the propagator of X defined
in Eq.~(30), and Bpx is the decay vertex of X. The production vertex of X
can be further separated into a short-distance part AISQX and a long-distance
part A%,X, ie., Apx = A}";X + A%,X. In the short-distance part A%X, X is
produced directly, while in the long-distance part AL, X is produced through
DD rescattering. Specifically, if X is a tetraquark (for X (3872), it can also be
cc), A%X can be estimated by the tetraquark model, i.e., no additional factors
of Z are needed to be included in Af, y- This can be immediately realized by
replacing the propagator of X in the Feynman diagram of the scattering process
with the bubble sum in Fig.~1 and noticing that in the production vertex a bare
state |B) was first produced and then renormalized by the interaction. Similarly,
if we consider the non-DD decay modes of X, Bpy can be estimated by the
tetraquark model. Note that in this way, we assume the non-DD decay modes
come from the direct decay of the tetraquark, instead of through the final state
interaction of DD rescattering. This assumption is justified for the radiative
decay of X (3872) [?]. For the X (3872), it is also found that A% > AL [?, 7],
so the scattering amplitude is dominated by iM = A% G yBpy. Therefore, if
we consider the non-DD decay modes, A% y and Bpy can be estimated by the
tetraquark models and the factor Z only manifests itself in G5 of the scattering
amplitude. Otherwise, if we consider the DD decay modes, the dominated
scattering amplitude is written as iM = AP G yigy. It is then interesting to
constrain the parameters of the tetraquark models by fitting the cross section
data with the above amplitudes. A non-vanishing Z ensures that A?_,X and
the non-DD decay vertex Bpy can be estimated with the tetraquark model.
This feature ensures that the large production cross section of X(3872) at CDF
[?] and the large R, measured by LHCb [?] and also the strong coupling of
X (3872) with DD* can be well described in a compact state model for X (3872).
This picture is consistent with the result of Ref.~[?], which found that while the
nucleon-nucleon interaction can form a pure molecular state, the meson-meson
interaction cannot form such a pure molecular state in large N, QCD. This
discrepancy arises because the nucleon mass and the meson mass have different
N, scaling.

Summary

We have re-derived the propagator for near-threshold states in CEFT. In this
way, I' can be naturally included in the propagator and can be interpreted

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202503.00002 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202503.00002

ChinaRxiv [$X]

as the renormalized non-DD decay width of the compact state. We further
discuss the relations between the propagator in CEFT and the Breit-Wigner,
Flatté, and low-energy amplitudes. We find that the propagator in CEFT is the
more general formula to describe S-wave near-threshold states. By using this
propagator to fit the lineshape, one can extract Z for these states and eventually
clarify their structure. A study in this direction is presented in Ref.~[?]. Finally,
we discuss the implication of our results in phenomenological studies.

Acknowledgments

Guoying Chen would like to thank Profs. Jianping Ma and Hanqing Zheng.
Some of the ideas in the manuscript were inspired by discussions with them
over the past twenty years. He would also like to thank Prof. Qiang Zhao for
previous collaboration on exotic states. We also thank the anonymous referees
for their valuable comments which helped us to achieve a better understanding
of Weinberg’ s compositeness theorem and motivated us to further consider the
charged channel of X(3872).

* ning.yuchina@gmail.com

[1] S. K. Choi et al. (Belle collaboration), Observation of a narrow charmonium-
like state in exclusive B* — K*ntn~J /¢ decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 262001
(2003), arXiv:hep-ex/0309032.

[2] R. L. Workman et al. (Particle Data Group), Review of particle physics,
Progress of theoretical and experimental physics 2022, 083C01 (2022).

[3] A. Esposito, L. Maiani, A. Pilloni, A. D. Polosa, and V. Riquer, From the
line shape of the X(3872) to its structure, Phys. Rev. D 105, L031503 (2022),
arXiv:2108.11413 [hep-ph].

[4] H.-X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu, Y.-R. Liu, and S.-L. Zhu, An updated
review of the new hadron states, Rept. Prog. Phys. 86, 026201 (2023),
arXiv:2204.02649 [hep-ph)].

[5] S. Fleming, M. Kusunoki, T. Mehen, and U. van Kolck, Pion interactions in
the X (3872), Phys. Rev. D 76, 034006 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0703168.

[6] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb), Probing the nature of the x.;(3872) state using
radiative decays (2024), arXiv:2406.17006 [hep-ex].

[7] G.-Y. Chen, W.-S. Huo, and Q. Zhao, Identifying the structure of near-
threshold states from the line shape, Chin. Phys. C 39, 093101 (2015),
arXiv:1309.2859 [hep-ph].

[8] W.-S. Huo and G.-Y. Chen, The nature of Z, states from a combined
analysis of Y(55) — hy(mP)rn*7~ and Y(55) — B®B®x, Eur. Phys. J. C
76, 172 (2016), arXiv:1501.02189 [hep-ph].

[9] M.-X. Duan, The role of the short-distance interaction in ee™ — vX(3872)
(2024), arXiv:2403.06440 [hep-ph].

[10] H. Xu, N. Yu, and Z. Zhang, Study the structure of X(3872) from its
lineshape (2023), arXiv:2401.00411 [hep-ph].

[11] S. M. Flatte, Coupled-channel analysis of the 77 and KK systems near
KK threshold, Phys. Lett. B 63, 224 (1976).

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202503.00002 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202503.00002

ChinaRxiv [$X]

[12] E. Braaten and M. Lu, Line shapes of the X(3872), Phys. Rev. D 76,
094028 (2007), arXiv:0709.2697 [hep-ph].

[13] S. Weinberg, Elementary particle theory of composite particles, Phys.
Rev. 130, 776 (1963).

[14] S. Weinberg, Evidence that the deuteron is not an elementary particle,
Physical Review 137, B672 (1965).

[15] A. Esposito, D. Germani, A. Glioti, A. D. Polosa, R. Rattazzi, and M.
Tarquini, The role of the pion in the lineshape of the X (3872), Phys. Lett. B
847, 138285 (2023), arXiv:2307.11400 [hep-ph].

[16] E. Braaten, L.-P. He, and J. Jiang, Galilean-invariant effective field theory
for the X (3872) at next-to-leading order, Phys. Rev. D 103, 036014 (2021),
arXiv:2010.05801 [hep-ph].

[17] D. B. Kaplan, M. J. Savage, and M. B. Wise, A new expansion for nucleon-
nucleon interactions, Phys. Lett. B 424, 390 (1998), arXiv:nucl-th/9801034.
[18] R. Aaij et al. (LHCbD), Study of the lineshape of the x., (3872) state, Phys.
Rev. D 102, 092005 (2020), arXiv:2005.13419 [hep-ex].

[19] C. Hanhart, Y. S. Kalashnikova, A. E. Kudryavtsev, and A. V. Nefediev,
Reconciling the X (3872) with the near-threshold enhancement in the D°D*0
final state, Phys. Rev. D 76, 034007 (2007), arXiv:0704.0605 [hep-ph].

[20] V. Baru, J. Haidenbauer, C. Hanhart, Y. Kalashnikova, and A. E.
Kudryavtsev, Evidence that the a(980) and f;(980) are not elementary
particles, Phys. Lett. B 586, 53 (2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0308129.

[21] B. Grinstein, L. Maiani, and A. D. Polosa, Radiative decays of X(3872)
discriminate between the molecular and compact interpretations, Phys. Rev. D
109, 074009 (2024), arXiv:2401.11623 [hep-ph.

[22] C. Bignamini, B. Grinstein, F. Piccinini, A. D. Polosa, and C. Sabelli, Is
the X (3872) production cross section at Tevatron compatible with a hadron
molecule interpretation?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 162001 (2009), arXiv:0906.0882
[hep-ph].

[23] G.-Y. Chen, The 1/N, expansion in hadron effective field theory, Commun.
Theor. Phys. 70, 683 (2018), arXiv:1702.03520 [hep-ph.

Note: Figure translations are in progress. See original paper for figures.

Source: ChinaXiv —Machine translation. Verify with original.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202503.00002 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202503.00002

	The general propagator for S-wave threshold states (Postprint)
	Abstract
	Full Text
	Preamble
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Revisiting Weinberg’s Compositeness Theorem
	The General Propagator for S-Wave Near-Threshold States
	Summary
	Acknowledgments


