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In strongly interacting massive particle (SIMP) scenarios, dark matter is comprised of stable dark
pions whose 3 — 2 or 4 — 2 reactions set the dark matter relic abundance. Recent work has shown
that shallow two-pion bound states significantly affect the freeze-out, but did not establish whether
such states actually form. In this work we demonstrate that a scalar isosinglet bound state does exist
in a well-defined region of parameter space by solving an on-shell Lippmann—Schwinger equation in
a chiral-unitary framework and analyzing the S-wave w7 amplitude in the complex energy plane.
We determine the range of mr/fr for which a pole appears below the two-pion threshold, extract
the corresponding residue, and, in the non-relativistic limit, obtain the bound-state wave function
at the origin, |¥(0)|, which controls bound-state-assisted annihilation and decay rates relevant for
catalyzed freeze-out. Comparing this T-matrix based result with variational estimates using simple
finite-range potentials, we find agreement within order-one factors for shallow binding. For binding
energies of order the freeze-out temperature, Eg ~ mx /20, we obtain |¥(0)| ~ O(0.1) m3?, thereby
supporting the parametric assumptions used in previous phenomenological analyses.

Strongly self-interacting dark matter (DM) with scattering cross section over DM mass at the level of ogeir/mpy ~
0.1-10 cm?/g has become an appealing scenario, modifying small-scale astrophysical structures relative to the col-
lisionless DM framework [Il, 2]. This can ease tensions associated with central densities and inner slopes in dwarf
galaxies and galaxy clusters, while remaining compatible with large-scale structure and cluster constraints. In this
context, the so-called strongly interacting massive particle (SIMP) mechanism [3] provides a concrete thermal pro-
duction scenario in which number-changing 3 — 2 or 4 — 2 processes among dark-sector states set the observed
relic abundance, rather than the usual 2 — 2 DM annihilation into Standard Model (SM) particles. In the SIMP
scenario, the same interactions naturally give rise to sizable elastic self-scattering, thereby tying together the DM relic
density and small-scale structure phenomenology. This framework has received substantial attention in the past, see,
e.g. [4H29).

A particularly economical class of SIMP models identifies the DM particle with pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons
m (“dark pions”) of a new confining gauge sector. Prominent ultraviolet (UV)-complete confining theories feature
gauge groups Sp(2N,) or SU(N,.) with a small number of light fermion flavors. In these realizations, the leading 3 — 2
processes are generated by the Wess—Zumino—Witten (WZW) term [30} 3I], while 2 — 2 self-scattering arises from the
usual chiral Lagrangian interactions. In those explicit constructions based on confining gauge theories, reproducing
the observed relic abundance typically requires [32]

M/ fr ~ Olfew), (1)

where m. is the dark pion mass and f is the pion decay constant, so that the chiral expansion is pushed towards the
boundary of its nominal regime of validity. This tension has motivated systematic analyses of strongly coupled SIMP
theories [33], and consideration of higher-order terms in the chiral Lagrangians [34]. Lattice simulations of Sp(4)
and related theories [35H40] have begun to map out the light spectrum and extract low-energy constants, providing
first-principle information on the relation between m, and f,, and phenomenologically relevant quantities [33} [41], 42].

Dark confining theories generically contain a tower of composite states beyond the lightest pseudoscalars, including
scalar and vector mesons, with some works addressing their potential impact [I8], 26, [43]. Recently, Ref. [44] empha-
sized that shallow two-pion bound states can significantly affect SIMP freeze-out in dark-pion models. In particular,
an S-wave scalar bound state X = [rr] with its binding energy of the order of the freeze-out temperature, Ep ~ Ti,,
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can mediate efficient bound-state-assisted annihilation processes, thereby modifying both the relic abundance and
the late-time self-interaction phenomenology. However, that analysis treated the existence of such a state and its
wave function at the origin, |¥(0)|, as input, constrained only by general considerations on short-range potentials.
From the point of view of a UV-complete SIMP model based on an Sp(2N.) gauge theory, it remains a dynamical
question whether such a state actually forms for cosmologically relevant values of m,/fr, and, if so, what range of
|¥(0)] is realized. The prospect that a scalar state appears close to the two-pion threshold and can behave as a
shallow two-pion molecule once the interactions become sufficiently strong has a potential SM analogue: as reviewed
in [45] 46], for m, 2 300-500MeV, it is generally believed that the SM sigma meson (fo(500)) can be viewed as a
hadronic molecule just below the two-pion threshold. The existence of an analogous dark scalar in Sp(4) theories has
also been suggested in the lattice literature [47, [48], but a quantitative study of the conditions for its formation and
of its internal structure in the SIMP-relevant parameter range has been lacking.

In this work we address this question quantitatively in a concrete SIMP-motivated setup, using methods developed
for SM strong dynamics. We consider a QCD-like theory with N, dark colors in the fundamental representation of
Sp(4) and Ny = 2 Dirac fermions, so that the global symmetry breaking pattern is SU(4) — Sp(4) and the dark pions
form a two-index anti-symmetric representation, denoted by 5, of Sp(4). Working within the chiral effective field
theory of these dark pions, and using the O(p?) and O(p?*) results of Refs. [34, 49], we study two-pion scattering in a
chiral-unitary framework. We determine the range of m,/fr for which a pole in the singlet S-wave T-matrix moves
below the two-pion threshold when the amplitude is unitarized in a Lippmann-Schwinger approach, and extract the
residue at the pole to obtain the non-relativistic bound-state wave function at the origin, |¥(0)|, in a controlled way.
This turns |¥(0)] from a free phenomenological parameter into a prediction of the underlying confining dynamics,
directly relevant for bound-state—assisted annihilation in catalyzed SIMP freeze-out. We also compute the P-wave
scattering amplitude and assess whether an ¢ = 1 two-pion bound state is viable within the regime where the chiral-
unitary treatment remains reliable.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. we review the SIMP dark-pion framework based on an Sp(4) confining
gauge theory with global symmetry breaking SU(4) — Sp(4), summarize the relevant features of the chiral effective
theory, and specify the parameter choices motivated by lattice results. In Sec. [[]f we construct the two-pion scattering
amplitudes in the singlet S-wave and in the relevant P-wave channels, project them onto partial waves, and implement
unitarization in a Lippmann-Schwinger framework. Sections [[TI] and [[V] contain our main results: in Sec. [[TI] we
determine the range of m,/f. for which a scalar singlet pole moves below threshold, quantify its binding energy;
we also analyze the P-wave amplitude and assess the viability of an £ = 1 bound state. In Sec. we extract the
corresponding non-relativistic wave function of the scalar bound state at the origin |¥(0)|, and discuss the implications
of our findings for bound-state—assisted SIMP freeze-out and late-time self-interactions, emphasizing how |¥(0)| and
the existence of the scalar bound state feed into phenomenological analyses. We conclude in Sec.[V]and collect technical
details of the amplitude projections, unitarization procedure, and alternative methods in several appendices.

I. THE DARK SECTOR FRAMEWORK

Throughout this work, we consider a QCD-like theory with N, dark colors, transforming in the fundamental
representation of the Sp(NN.) gauge group. The matter content contains Ny Dirac fermions, or, equivalently, 2Ny
Weyl fermions (“quarks”). The pseudo-real nature of color Sp(IV.) implies a global symmetry G = SU(2Ny) acting
on the massless Weyl fermions. Nevertheless, confinement (or a quark mass term) reduces the global symmetry to
H = Sp(2Ny) and thus generates (2Nf2 — Ny — 1) dark pions, or pseudo-Goldstone bosons, after color confinement.
For simplicity, these fermions are taken to have equal and non-vanishing masses m,, leading to a common pion mass
my. As is well known, this setup allows for an odd-numbered Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) interaction among these
dark pions [32].

By labeling the broken group generators by X¢ and unbroken ones by 7% (a = 1,..., ZN? — Ny —1), we obtain the
associated Goldstone boson manifold G/H, with a coset representative

u = exp (\/Qfxw> , )

where the generators are normalized to <X e X b> = 0% and (.) denotes trace in flavor space and a summation over
repeated indices is implied. The quantity v transforms under SU(2Ny) as

u — guhl, (3)

with g € G and the compensator field h € H. In this setup, the orientation and the associated Goldstone fluctuations



of the chiral condensate are characterized by

0 I
Ye=Ja= Lol Y=uXut =uJau’, (4)

respectively, where ¥ transforms under SU(2Ny) as
Y = g¥gt. (5)

The relations among these SU(2N;) generators, T%J4 = —J4(T*)T and X%J4 = J4(X*)7T, ensure that ¥ is invariant
if g € H, while it is moved along the G/H manifold for transformations induced by the broken generators. Throughout
this work, we use u to write down the chiral effective Lagrangian, which is sometimes referred to as the Callan-
Coleman-Wess-Zumino scheme or construction [50, 5I]. For the description of the Lagrangian using ¥ instead, see
e.g. [52, (3.

Concretely, we follow [34] [49] and organize the effective Lagrangian in the standard chiral expansion Lo = Lo +
L4+ ..., where Lo collects all operators of chiral order O (p%). The O(p?) and O(p?) interactions are concretely
given by [54],

f2
vy

Lo (upu + x4, (6)

L4 = Lo (uyu,ubu”) + Ly (u,u?) (upu”) + Lo (uyu,) (whu”) + Ly (uufu,u”)
1
+ Ly (u"u,) (x+) + L (uPuuxs ) + Lo (x4)” + Lz (x-)% + ng O +x2), (7)
where the bi-fields are defined as

0 M,

Uy =1 (uT(?uu — u@MuT) , X+ = u‘L(XJA)uJr + u(JAXT)u7 X = 2By M
— 0
q

(8)

Here f, and By are the leading order low-energy constants (LECs) with f, the chiral-limit dark pion decay constant and
By being proportional to the quark condensate; M, is the quark mass matrix, and, under our equal mass assumption,
M, = my1 and hence x = 2BymgJa. Above, p is a generic soft-scale (external momenta and pseudo-Goldstone
masses m,) and O(p?*) is shorthand for powers of the dimensionless ratio p/A with A = 47 f,; in the small quark
mass limit, one counts 9, ~ O(p), my ~ O (p?), and mr ~ O (p). For the LECs in the O(p*) Lagrangian, we use the
modified MS scheme, where

I

Li=Li= 505
Here e = 4 — d, yg = —T’(1) is the Euler-Mascheroni constant; the constants I'; can be found in Tab. 1 of Ref. [55].
The renormalized coefficients L] depend on the energy scale 1 introduced by dimensional regularization. In this work,
we adopt the central values of LECs from Ref. [56], but rescale them down by one order of magnitude, to values of
order (9(10*4), in line with the expectations in [34]. Restricting ourselves to @ and @, we have neglected gauge or
Yukawa interactions with external particles. In this case, it is straightforward to see that the constructed Lagrangian
is invariant under the global symmetry H.

Below, we simplify our analysis by adopting Ny = 2, which is a commonly used benchmark value in SIMP models.
In fact, for wx scattering in the flavor-singlet channel-—which we will show is the most relevant one in the context of
bound states—the corresponding scattering amplitude grows for increasing Ny [49]. For instance, at LO the scattering
length increases linearly with N¢. Therefore, S-wave bound states are expected to form with even smaller values of
My / fr, when adopting larger values of Ny.

2
R, with R=E+log(47r)—’7E+1. 9)

II. S-WAVE SCATTERING OF DARK PIONS

This section lays the groundwork for the analysis of the S-wave pole by first providing the explicit expressions for
the 77 scattering amplitudes. Such a pole in the scattering amplitude with the center-of-mass energy /s < 2m,, if
present and physical, would indicate a two-pion bound state. As the pole approaches the two-pion threshold from
below, the binding energy of the corresponding bound state decreases and eventually vanishes. For S-wave elastic
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FIG. 1: The LO (a) and NLO (b—d) diagrams for pion-pion scattering. The solid blue circle is a vertex from Ly, and
the solid red square is a vertex from L, .

scattering, the low-momentum behavior can be parametrized in terms of the scattering length ag by the scattering
phase shift dg(k) ~ —kag for & — 0 and |kag| < 1. In the usual convention, a weakly attractive interaction that is
not strong enough to form a bound state has a negative scattering length, ag < 0, and hence a small positive phase
shift, ds(k) > 0, or, equivalently, a positive scattering amplitude M > 0. As the attractive coupling is increased, |ag]
grows. If one reaches

ds — g and ag — —o0, (10)

a zero-energy bound state appears as a genuinely non-perturbative effect. An infinite scattering length corresponds
to a pole in the scattering amplitude M, or more precisely, in the partial wave projection of the T-matrix amplitude.
Here we define the T-matrix operator from the S-matrix operator via

S=1+iT,

where a positive sign is chosen to match the most widely used convention, while Refs. [57, 58] adopt a negative sign.!
Thus, by locating zeros in the real part of the inverse T-matrix amplitude in a given partial wave, at a centre-of-mass
energy s < 4m2, one can diagnose whether S-wave or higher-¢ bound states are expected to form.

In what follows we analyze the T-matrix organized in the chiral expansion in the vicinity of the two-pion threshold.
The expansion parameter p/A is hence m, /(47 f,) as all external momenta are soft. The leading-order (LO) O(p?)
contribution to the T-matrix element corresponds to the leftmost diagram (a) shown in Fig. [If and is solely due
to Lo. The next-to-leading order (NLO) O(p*) contribution arise due to the tree-level diagram (b) from £, and
one-loop diagrams (c) and (d) with interactions from Lo. We will estimate the associated theoretical uncertainty by
comparing the contributions at each order. We emphasize that issues of unitarization at high energies—relevant when
amplitudes from higher-dimensional operators grow with s—are not a serious concern here, since we restrict ourselves
to the low-energy regime with s < 4m2.

A. LO amplitude in the flavor-singlet channel

Expanding the effective Lagrangian Lo of Eq. @ in the pion fields up to sixth order, one finds

2
1 a_a 1 b_b a L,_a b b a L,_a m727 b_b
Egzimiza:ﬂ' Tt — 12f7%azb:[7r 7 (8,7) (0" 7") — w°(9,7") T (8" 7] +48f,$ zb:ﬂ'ﬂ'
1 | 2 ’
a,_a b_b c c b by, _c c Mx a,_a
+ 18072 (%:cﬂ 7 (77’ (0,m€) (8" 7€) — 70 (9, m”)mE (O )] — 28801 (%:ﬂ ™ ) . (11)
Here and in the following, the sums over flavor indices run as a,b,c = 1,...,5. At LO, considering the elastic 7*-x®

scattering of same-flavor pions, the last term of the first line produces a contributing four-point vertex and its positive

1 Others, e.g., [49] [59], while choosing a positive sign for T, define the scattering length with an opposite sign with respect to ours.



coefficient gives an attractive force.? For its S-wave component, this corresponds to a positive scattering amplitude
Maa—saa > 0, and a negative scattering length in the weak coupling limit.

To proceed systematically, we label the flavor indices and the momenta for incoming and outgoing particles in the
general two-body process as

“(p1) + 7 (p2) = 7 (ps) + 7 (pa) - (12)

As is usually done, we parameterize the kinematics in terms of the Mandelstam invariants s = (p; —|-102)2 ,t =
(p1 — pg)2 ,and u = (p; — p4)2, which satisfy s+t +u = Zle p?. For elastic m scattering with all external pions on
shell, p? = m2, this implies, as usual, s + ¢+ u = 4m2. In the physical scattering region these variables are real, but
below we will regard s, t,u as complex variables when discussing the analytic structure of the amplitudes. At leading
order one finds the following independent tree-level amplitudes:

3m2

Mgao—ma = 12 ) (13)
—3m2 + 3t

Mab%ab = T (a' 75 b) ) (14)
—3m?2 + 3s

Maa%bb = 67,]02 (CL # b) ) (15)

where a and b label the pion flavors. The expressions suggest an attractive (a repulsive) force between identical
(different) pions for non-relativistic scattering. These directly correspond to the S-wave amplitudes by setting s = 4m?2
and t = u = 0. So, they can be used to calculate the partial-wave T-matrix at LO later.

In the language of group theory, in the case of Ny = 2, the four Weyl fermions (“quarks”) transform in the funda-
mental representation of Sp(4), and the pions, as two-quark states, are in the adjoint antisymmetric representation,
which can be written as 5. As a result, the intermediate state of two-pion scattering @7’ spans a tensor product
5 ® 5, which can be de-composed into three irreducible Sp(4) multiplets as,

5©5=1310 ¢ 14. (16)

The 1 is the flavor singlet (isoscalar) channel, while 10 and 14 are non-singlet “isospin” channels; for a detailed group
theory discussion of Sp(4), see App. [Al A convenient normalized basis state for the singlet in the two-pion sector is

|B1) Z \f'” (17)

which, as the name suggests, is invariant under Sp(4) flavor rotations.
It is useful to regard the scattering amplitude as an T-matrix operator 7 acting on the two-pion flavor space, with

matrix elements (r%sm% |7'\W“1w“2>. Projecting this operator onto the singlet state defines the isosinglet amplitude,
M;(s,t,u), via

(R1| T |R;) = (2m)*0W (py + pa — ps — pa) M(s,t,u). (18)

At leadlng order, M (s, t,u) is thus given by a specific linear combination of the channel amplitudes MLO,  MLO

and ./\/laa L bb above. Consequently, one obtains its leading-order expression as
4s — 3m2
LO _ T
M7 (s, t,u) = 72]2% , (19)

in agreement with Eq. (69) of Ref. [49]. Near threshold, s = 4m2, the amplitude is positive, suggesting a desired
attractive potential. By contrast, projecting the T-matrix operator T at leading order onto the 10 and 14 irreducible
representations yields amplitudes dominated by the mixed-flavor channels with a # b. Near threshold these combina-
tions are negative (or at best small), corresponding to repulsive or only weakly attractive interactions. Therefore, in
what follows we focus on the singlet channel, which is the most attractive S-wave channel and thus the most promising
for forming a two-pion bound state.

2 As is well known, the associated negative potential is not bounded from below, and additional potential terms are always needed.



B. LO, NLO (and NNLO) amplitudes in the flavor-singlet channel

For the singlet channel, we include both LO and NLO amplitudes, making extensive use of the scattering amplitudes
computed in [34, [49]. The scattering amplitudes, up to NLO, may be cast in the following form [34]

M(s,t,u) =£419293%B(s, t,u) + 1324 B(t, u, s) + 149293 B(u, 5, 1)

+ 0192493 C (s, t,u) + 0143 0?MC(L, u, s) + 014029 C(u, s,t), (20)
where the factor £91923% gtems from the SU(4) — Sp(4) pattern of chiral symmetry breaking, given by
grvansns _ L graosgoas _ gmosgra | g o)
with {a1,a2,a3,a4} =1,...,5. In addition, the B and C functions are defined by
B(s,t,u) = Bro(s,t,u) + ByrLo(s,t,u), (22)
C(s,t,u) = Cro(s,t,u) 4+ CnxrLo(s, t,u), (23)

with their full expressions given in App. [B]?

Reference [49] classifies the two-meson intermediate states in the pseudo-real case SU (2Ny) / Sp (2Ny) in terms of
Sp (2Ny) irreducible representations Rx using Young tableaux. In the Sp(4) case (Ny = 2) this reduces to the three
relevant channels shown in . In the notation of [49] the singlet 1, the 10-plet 10 and the 14-plet 14 representation
are denoted by their definite flavor-symmetry properties as Ry, Rg and Rjsg, respectively. Here, the label S refers to
a symmetric and MS to a mixed-symmetric representation.*

To obtain the amplitude in each of these channels, one projects the full flavor amplitude onto the corresponding
irreducible representations using the projection operators given in Tab. 4 of [49]. Concretely for Sp(4), the resulting
invariant amplitudes read

MI(37t7u) = g B(s,t7u)+8(t,u7s) - gB(u,s,t)} +5C(s,t7u)+C(t,u,s)+C(u,s,t), (24)
Ms(S,t,U) = B(t,u,s) —B(S,t, u) +C(t7u,s) —C(U,S,t), (25)
Mags(s, ) = Blu,s,t) +Clt,u,s) +Clu, 5,1). (26)

As already discussed at the end of the previous subsection, M is the channel of interest in this work, since it is the
most attractive S-wave channel. At LO and NLO levels, the S-wave projection of its corresponding amplitudes are
given by:

11 +1

Tro(s) = TI:SO’I(S) = 55/ d(cos ) Py(cos ) MEO | (27)
-1
11 +1

Txro(s) = TRio. 1(s) = 32/, d(cos ) Py(cos ) M}, (28)

where the integral is over the cosine of the center-of-mass scattering angle, cos 8; of course, Py(cosf) = 1. One factor
of one-half accounts for the S-wave projection normalization and another factor of one-half is for identical particles
in both, initial and final states [62]. As already implied in the equations, unless otherwise stated, for simplicity we
omit the superscript “S” for the S-wave projection and subscript “I” for the flavor singlet channel, as this is the main
focus of our work. To be explicit, in the flavor singlet channel, we use T'(s) and v(s) for the S-wave projection of
scattering amplitude and interaction kernel, respectively. A subscript, such as “LO” and “NLO”, is added to indicate
contributions from leading order or next-to-leading order.

We now compare the contributions to the scattering amplitude of the flavor singlet channel at different orders
after the S-wave projection, in order to estimate the range of effective couplings, m,/f, for which the perturbative
expansion is valid, determining where the LO and NLO results can be trusted (for s < 4m?2) . In the numerical analysis,
we account for the uncertainties of the LECs by assigning to each of them an independent Gaussian fluctuation with

3 The physical pion mass and fr also receive subleading corrections from the NLO terms [60} [61]. These corrections are assumed to be
absorbed into a re-definition of the LEC parameters, and are thereby accounted for within the associated uncertainties here.
4 Rg is in fact totally anti-symmetric under the exchange of the two initial states [49].
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FIG. 2: Left: Comparative contributions of NLO and NNLO T-matrix amplitudes relative to the one of lower chiral
order, after taking S-wave projection for the flavor singlet channel at s = (1.95m)2. Right: Real and imaginary
components of the amplitudes at LO and NLO level, as a function of s for m,/f; = 4. In all figures, uncertainties of
LECs at NLO (combination of NLO and NNLO) are included by adding independent Gaussian fluctuations to their
central values with a standard deviation of 10~ (107%), shown as pink (cyan) dots.

a common standard deviation of 10™* at NLO and 1075 at NNLO level. The resulting ratios are shown in the left
panel of Fig. |2} indicating that the LO result is reliable only for m,/fr < 2.6, while the sum of LO and NLO terms
dominates the total amplitude up to m,/fr = 4. For the numerical results, we fix the dimensional regularization scale
1 = 2m, and the cutoff momentum g,.x = 3m,, and evaluate the ratios at s = (1.95mw)2. The bound states obtained
below typically locates at smaller s, where higher-order contributions are even less important. Right panel of Fig.
in turn illustrates for a fixed value of m, /f, the dependence of the corresponding S-wave projected amplitudes, T1,0
and TNLo, on s in the vicinity of the 4m?2 threshold. At tree level, the amplitude is always real, and increases with
the centre-of-mass energy. At loop level, the imaginary part of the amplitude appears for s above the threshold, as
required by the optical theorem. This imaginary component does not rely on the LECs, as can be seen from the optical
theorem as well. Moreover, it is relatively small compared with the real part of the total amplitude, 71,0 + Tnro0,
having at most a mild effect on the numerical results, even at s > 4m?2.

Consequently, we always adopt the LO and NLO combination below, and consider m,/f, < 5, where higher-order
contributions are subleading. For even larger couplings, NNLO contributions would become dominant, see e.g. [33].5

III. BOUND STATES FROM T-MATRIX POLES

In this section, we will adopt a unitary, on-shell Lippmann-Schwinger equation by using the effective scattering
potential that we derive from the LO and NLO scattering amplitudes above. We will then search for the pole positions
in the unitarized amplitude after partial wave projection, representing the bound state in the dark pion-pion system.

A. The S-wave case

In the chiral unitary approach [64H66] one solves an on-shell-factorized Lippmann—Schwinger equation, where the
interaction kernel is taken from the chiral Lagrangian, where the external legs are on shell and its iteration is encoded
in a two-pion loop function G(s) defined via an on-shell subtraction in the dispersion-relation framework. This
construction ensures exact elastic unitarity of the partial-wave T-matrix and leads to a factorization of the transition
amplitude in the integral equation, so that the Lippmann—Schwinger equation can be written in the compact form

5 Interestingly, Ref. [63] suggests that the LO contribution alone can provide a good fit for certain scattering channel, even for my / fr ~ 10.



(for a review, see [57, [58]),

_u(s)

1+ u(s)G(s)’

where the loop function of the two-pion propagators, G(s), has the form of

G(s) :i/ (d a ! ! (30)

2m)% 2 — m2 +ie (P — q)%2 — m2 + i€’

T(s) (29)

and its details are further given in App. As mentioned above, we have omitted the superscript “S” and the
subscript “I” in both T'(s) and v(s) for the S-wave projected amplitudes of the flavor singlet channel studied here.
Since G(s) results in a negative real number below the two-pion threshold s < 4m2, we expect a pole only for positive
effective scattering kernel, being consistent with the discussion above from the viewpoint of the scattering length.

We follow the treatment in [45] [59], which assumes a perturbative hierarchy of the scattering kernel, v(s) ~
vrLo(s) + vnLo(s) + ..., to expand the above expression of the T-matrix amplitude in terms of

T(s) = vLo(s) + vnro(s) — vEo(s)G(s) + ... (31)

Meanwhile, in the last section, we already obtained first- and second-order contributions to the S-wave projected
amplitude as T'(s) ~ Tro(s) + TnLo(s). A matching of the two expressions of T'(s) thus yields

vro(s) = Tro(s), (32)
UNLO(S) ~ TNLo(S)ﬁLTEO(S)G(S). (33)

According to the right panel of Fig. [2] the real part of the S-wave projected amplitude is always positive in the
vicinity of s ~ 4m2, suggesting an attractive force. And to search for the pole at the NLO level, we need to calculate
the solution of Mandelstam s below the 4m?2 threshold®

1+ [Tro(s) + Thro(s) + TEo(s)G(s)] G(s) = 0. (34)

Denoting the pole solution as s = sp, we show our numerical results in the left panel of Fig. [3] where the y-axis
shows the pole location in terms of the (absolute value) of the binding energy Ep normalized to the pion mass,
k = Ep/myz = (2my — /5p)/mr. Hence, a positive x implies the formation of a physical bound state. The plot
suggest that a bound state appears when m,/f; becomes slight larger than 3.5. As expected, the binding energy
increases with the magnitude of the attractive coupling. Bound states seem to appear already at LO level, for
my/fr > 4.2, where, however, the convergence of the result cannot be guaranteed.

Such large values of the effective coupling, which are required to generate a wm bound state in our analysis,
correspond in the underlying confining theory to quark masses m, of order the confinement scale A. In the chiral
limit with m, < A one has m2 f2 ~ m,A% and f, ~ O(A/4r), so that m./fx < \/mg/A is parametrically small and
the chiral interactions are too weak to induce a bound state. Therefore, achieving m,/ fr 2 O(few) requires my ~ A,
i.e., pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons whose masses are comparable to the confinement scale. In this situation, the
isosinglet state |R;) resembles the sigma meson of QCD, if the physical pion mass were artificially increased above
~ 400 MeV. Such a scalar can then be interpreted as a molecule composed of two pseudoscalar mesons; see, e.g.,
Refs. [67], [68] for the kaon case, and Refs. [45] 146, [69] for general reviews. Lattice results for the Sp(4) theory point
to a similar picture when heavy quark (equivalently, heavy meson) masses are used [47, [70].

For even larger values of m,/fr, a pole in the S-wave projected amplitude is still expected, but the corresponding
state should behave more like a compact diquark—diantiquark configuration rather than a weakly bound two-pion
molecule; see, e.g., Ref. [71] and the reviews cited above. We emphasize that for such large values of m / f. theoretical
uncertainties in both analytical and lattice calculations increase significantly, and quantitative results need to be
interpreted with caution.

B. The P-wave case

In this subsection, we briefly study the P-wave channel to probe the strength of the corresponding interaction and

assess whether an ¢ = 1 pole could exist. We note that only the amplitude for the 7%7® — 7%7® (a # b) channel

6 For a discussion of other methods and reasons why they do not perform well for our purpose here, see App.
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FIG. 3: Left: Binding energy Ep normalized to pion mass m, of S-wave bound state as a function of effective
coupling m/ fr. Pink dots show the range of variation under adding Gaussian noise to the LECs, as specified in the
main text. Right: Estimated absolute values of the bound state wave function at r = 0 for small binding energies,
calculated via the T-matrix and variational methods with various trial functions as labeled.

contributes to the P-wave. At LO, its corresponding P-wave projected amplitude reads

P I m2 s
T asal®) = 3 [ dlcost) Prlcost) Muo = 775 (25 ~1). (35)
which is analogous to the SM pion case [59]. This results in negative values and thus repulsive forces below the 2m
threshold, whereas above threshold, the interaction turns to be attractive. The absolute value of the loop function
G(s) is numerically small, with |G(s)| < 0.023 for /s < 3m,. Achieving a pole in the unitarized amplitude with

14+ T8 (s)G(s) =0, (36)

therefore requires [T (s)| = 43 in the relevant s-range, corresponding to m,/fr = 10. Such values are beyond the
regime where the chiral expansion can be trusted: even after including NLO and NNLO contributions, higher-order
corrections beyond NNLO are expected to be sizable. We thus conclude that, within the parameter region where our
chiral-unitary framework is under quantitative control, the P-wave interaction is too weak to generate an £ = 1 pole.
This suggests that in contrast to the sigma meson, the rho meson cannot be explained as a bound state or resonance
composed of two pions, even in the heavy quark case.

Indeed, lattice results for the Sp(4) theory [47, [70], as well as other studies of QCD-like theories [28, B3] [72] [73],
indicate that for m,/fr larger than a few the lightest vector meson can become lighter than the sigma scalar and
lie below the 2m, threshold. In this regime the rho meson is a stable vector resonance and cannot be interpreted
as the ¢/ = 1 excited bound state of two pions within a purely pseudoscalar description. Quite the opposite: in
the P-wave channel the pre-existing light rho-meson resonance must be included explicitly in the effective chiral
Lagrangian, which substantially modifies the P-wave amplitude Tfo(s) compared to the simple contact interaction
discussed above; see, e.g., Refs. [62, [74]. As a consequence, the location and nature of P-wave poles cannot be reliably
inferred from perturbative w7 scattering amplitudes built only from pseudoscalar degrees of freedom. A consistent
treatment requires either lattice input for the vector channel or an explicit resonance Lagrangian that incorporates
the rho meson from the outset.

IV. BOUND-STATE WAVE FUNCTION

In most SIMP realizations, the dark pions must scatter efficiently with lighter degrees of freedom, typically SM
particles, in order to dissipate energy during their freeze-out to become cold dark matter. Once a two—pion bound
state X = [n7] exists, the same interactions typically destabilize X, and allow it to decay into those lighter states. In
addition, bound states open up new number-changing channels such as X X — 7w and 7.X — 7w, which can catalyze
freeze—out by turning the original 3 — 2 and 4 — 2 reactions into effective two—body processes. Those aspects were
the subject of [44].



10

The decay and annihilation processes are governed by short-distance operators acting on the two constituents
of X. When the corresponding operators are local in the relative coordinate, the matrix elements factorize into a
short—distance coefficient and the bound-state wave function at zero separation, so that the rates scale as [¥(0)|? (or
as |[V¥(0)|? for P-wave states). In particular, the efficiency of the catalyzed freeze-out mechanism studied in [44]
is controlled by ratios of such bound-state-assisted annihilation rates to scattering and breakup rates, and thus

ultimately by the value of |¥(0)].
In this section, we will estimate the wave function of the bound state in the non-relativistic limit as a function of
the binding energy, using two independent methods.

A. Bound-state wave function from the non-relativistic T-Matrix

In the non-relativistic limit, the two-pion bound state can be described in the centre-of-mass frame by a relative
wave function ¥(7), which one may view as the wave function of one pion in the rest frame of the other. We define
the coordinate-space wave function in terms of the relative momentum eigenstates ) as

P
Flw == [ e ), (37)
and our goal is to determine ¥(0) following the method of Ref. [75].

The bound state satisfies the Schrodinger equation (E — Hp)|¥) = V |¥), with the full Hamiltonian operator
H = Hyg+ V, where Hy is the free part (including inertial mass) and V is the non-relativistic potential. In the

momentum basis this gives
/d3 /d3k’ <* ><k|V|k > </’é’ | x11> . (38)

For the S-wave component, we approximate the potential by a separable contact interaction with a sharp momentum
cutoff for k) = [k,

K|V = —0O(A — k) O(A — k), (39)

where A is the cutoff and the minus sign is chosen such that ¢ and the T-matrix amplitude have the same sign at the
pole. The free resolvent in the two-pion centre-of-mass frame is (p|(E — Ho)"}|k) = 0@ (5— k) (E — 2mx — p2/my) L,
where we used m; = mg = m, and reduced mass j = m, /2, so that the relative kinetic energy is p2/(2u) = p?/m..
Inserting this and Eq. into Eq. yields

/d3 /d3 K 6O (5 — k) ! — 0OA—k)OA—K) (K| V)

—Qmﬂ——%ﬂ'

@(A p) /3/ NI
=———0 | PPEOAN-K) (K| V), 40
~E_om. v (A=K (K" | ¥) (40)

where p = |p]. Within this model, we see that (5| ¥) has only support for p < A, and vanishes for larger momenta.
Multiplying both sides by ©(A — p) and integrating over d®p, gives

/d3p O(A — p) (7| ¥) = — 5 G(E) /dSk'@(A W) (| W), where G(E) = /d3 2 _ORED
—om, — 22

A non-trivial bound-state solution therefore requires 1 + o ~CNJ(E) = 0, which is precisely the pole condition of the

non-relativistic two-body Green’s function. The function G(E) is the non-relativistic limit of the relativistic loop

function G(s) up to an overall factor, G(E) = 16m°m,/s G(s), and 9 G(E) = v G(s), since both combinations must

reproduce the same pole position.”

7 The relativistic loop function G(s) used here corresponds to GF T'(s) in Ref. [75]. See App. for further details.
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We now turn to the normalization condition of the bound-state wave function. In momentum space it reads

1:/d3p|(ﬁ| w)|* :/d3p (%)2 72 /d?’k’@(Afk’) <E’ | xp>

where in the second equality the first integral identifies with —dé’(E) /dE. This identity is the key observation that
allows us to express the wave function in coordinate space at the origin, since the latter can be expressed as

2 : (42)

V0)= (7 =01 9) = o [ d'Od—p) (7] 9). (43)

Concretely, replacing the first and second integrals on the right hand side of Eq. with —dG(E)/dE and ¥(0),
and using the equality 1 + 0 G(E) = 0 at the pole, one obtains

—1/2

_1G(B)|
(2m)3/2

dG(B)

v0) -

at E=2m,—FEp. (44)

Thus, the bound-state wave function at the origin can be expressed in terms of the loop function G(E), evaluated
at the bound-state energy £ = 2m, — Ep. We note in passing that the corresponding non-relativistic bound-state
condition 1+ ¢ G(E) = 0 is associated with the pole condition in the relativistic formulation 1+ v(s) G(s) = 0 whose
solution determines the pole position sp = (2m, — Ep)? defined in the previous section.

B. Comparison with the variational method

Short-range non-relativistic interactions can often be approximated by an effective potential of finite range, for
which a characteristic relation between the binding energy and the wave function at the origin is expected. The
variational method provides a simple way to estimate this relation, with a mild dependence on the assumed trial wave
function.

For a finite-range attractive potential we first adopt a simple exponential trial wave function ¥(r) = ce™"/™, a
variational parameter and c is fixed by normalization. In this case one finds that for the expectation value of the
non-relativistic Hamiltonian operator (binding energy)

1

myrg’

Ep = <‘1/‘ﬁnonrel.|\l’>‘ ~ ‘—<‘1/‘T|\I/>‘ ~ (45)

where ﬁnonrel, is the sum of the potential operator ‘A{ and the kinetic energy operator T. In the last step, we have
used the virial theorem for an attractive potential 2(T") = (- VV') ~ (V'), which implies Ep ~ (T"). Solving for r( in
terms of the binding energy and inserting into ¥(0) yields

[T(O)] 26"

SR
where we have again adopted the dimensionless binding parameter x. The numerical results are shown as the dashed
line in right panel of Fig. [3 deviating from the those obtained from the T-matrix method (solid black line) by a factor
of a few. This is understandable since a wavefunction of this form, commonly used for the Coulomb potential, is not
well-suited for finite-range interactions.

For a shallow bound state the asymptotic behavior of the exact wave function at large distances becomes e?*2" /r
with imaginary binding momentum kg = v/—2mEp, i.e., an exponentially decaying tail proportional to e~ 1¥5I" /T
determined by the binding momentum. This tail carries essentially no information about |¥(0)|, so a trial function
chosen to reproduce only the asymptotic form does not give a reliable estimate of the wave function at the origin
either, as illustrated by the dotted line in the right panel of Fig. [3] Interestingly, a variational ansatz that combines
an algebraic core with an exponential tail up to a pre-factor of wave function normalization

)5 (47)

(46)

1 MeT
U(r) « —— 4+ c-exp(—
() oy +e-exp(~ T

which agrees better with the T-matrix-based result for |¥(0)|. In our fits this typically requires ¢ > 1, indicating
that the wave function is nearly flat inside a sphere of radius 7 < 2m 1, with the exponential fall-off setting in only
outside this core region.
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The results for |¥(0)| as a function of the binding energy are summarized in right panel of Fig. [3] including various
trial functions. For shallow bound states (k < 1) the T-matrix method and the variational estimate agree within an
overall factor of order unity. For binding energies of order the freeze-out temperature, Eg ~ Tt, ~ m, /20, we obtain

| (0)] ~ O(0.1) m¥? in good agreement with the values assumed in our previous analysis [44].

C. Implications for DM phenomenology

In this subsection, we connect our findings to the particle phenomenology, focusing on the contribution of an S-wave
pole in the 77 scattering and comparing it with the astrophysical bound on DM self-scattering. What one actually
gains from the existence of a S-wave pole is a non-perturbative contribution to the amplitude of (R;|T|R;) following
Eq. , with its tree-level expression given by Eq. . Because of concrete form of the two-pion state |Ry), the
presence of such intermediate pole only contributes to self-scattering processes with pair-wise equal flavors, 7%7% —
77 (including the channel a = b). The amplitudes are equal for any incoming/outgoing flavor a, b = 1,2,3,4, 5.
We may, therefore, consider concretely m'7! — w272, whose scattering amplitude via the intermediate pole, can be
expressed as

(n|(x®|R1) (R1|T|Rr) (Ry|mh)|x") = %(er’flRﬁ : (48)

The strength of this matrix element is in turn decided by the scattering amplitude of the flavor singlet channel,
M (s, t,u), using Eq. (18).

We now proceed to establish a connection between M (s,t,u) and the bound state wave function at the origin,
|¥(0)|. This can be done in the non-relativistic limit, where Eq. directly yields

Mi(s,t,u) ~2T(s), (49)

in which 7T'(s) is the S-wave projection of the corresponding amplitude, given by Eq. (29). To make connection to the
bound state wave function, we take the non-relativistic form of the amplitude via s = E?,

v

T(E?) ~ (32w3m3)m,

(50)

where the relations G(E) ~ 327%m2 G(s) and G(E)o = G(s)v have been used. The intermediate pole has a mass
smaller than 2m, and cannot decay into two pions, so there is no imaginary part in the denominator for £ < 2m,,.
Given the existence of a below-threshold pole, following [75], we may also write this as

T<E2) _ gg(ﬂ'ﬂ' . (51)
E — (2m, — Ep)

The squared effective bound state-two pion coupling g%, is defined as the residue of the two-pion projected T-matrix
at the bound-state pole, treated as a constant for S-wave scattering,

Gorr = lim T(E*)(E — (2mx — Ep))

E—(2mn.—Eg)

E — (2m, — Ep)

= 3273m2 lim =
E—=(2m.~Ep) 0714+ G(E)
~ -1
dG(E)
= 3273m? 2
32m°ms ( iE ) ; (52)
E:Qmﬂ-—EB

where in the last step we have taken the derivative with respect to E for both the numerator and denominator at
the pole. In the non-relativistic limit, ¢ is usually treated as energy-independent. Recall that ¥(0) is proportional
to (dG/dE)~'/? at the pole, one obtains gxr» o ¥(0), being consistent with the result from the method using the
non-relativistic limit of the Bethe-Salpeter equation [76].
Now one can express the scattering amplitude taking the approximation F ~ 2m,, which yields
. -1
My(4mZ,0,0) =~ 6473 m?2 (dG(E)) _ sl | w(0)
G(Qmﬂ- — EB)

Qmﬂ- - (Qmﬂ- - EB) dE EB
E:Qmﬂ-fEB
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Note that a negative sign has been adopted for the last expression, as dG /dE is negative at the pole below threshold.
After including the 1/5 factor from Eq. for the mlm! — 7272 scattering amplitude and multiplying a symmetry
factor 1/2 for identical final state particles, the corresponding scattering cross section is given by

2 4

1
1287™m2

s

204871 m?2
25F%

v(0)
é(Qmﬂ- — EB)

01122 =

1
5M1(4m72r7 Ou 0)

(54)

Regarding DM phenomenology, relevant observable quantities typically rely on the total number of self-scattering
events per time and unit volume. For the S-wave pole-dominated scattering of interest here, an averaged cross section
can thus be defined as
1 Za Zb(nﬂ'a )2 1

O = == 4 =-0 , 55

(Oself) 5 (17)? 11522 = 5 011522 (55)
where we sum up all possible initial states a and final states b, of which each process contributes the same as 01199
through the intermediate pole, and the pre-factor 1/2 is the usual symmetric factor introduced to avoid double-
counting due to identical initial states. In addition, here we consider the case where the particle number density is
equipartitioned across all five flavors, each therefore constituting one-fifth of the total dark pion density ny =), nya.
At last, we express the averaged self-scattering cross section normalized to benchmark values:

(Gse1) ) (0.1)2 <0.5 GeV>3 ( 1W(0)] )4 ( 0.02 )4
— ~1lcm*/g| — , 56
Mr / K My 014m§/2 ‘G(S)‘s:@mwfmmw)? ( )

for which G(F) and Ep have been replaced with dimensionless parameters G(s) and & for clarity. That is, for sub-
GeV DM of the framework investigated above, reasonable parameter choices yield DM self-scattering cross sections
that are able to address astrophysical small-scale puzzles; see [T7HR2] for recent reviews. Due to the presence of the
pole, for m,/fr ~ 5 we generally obtain values of (o) larger than the NLO results of [34] by a factor of O(50). In
this respect, it is also worth mentioning that self-scattering cross section induced by a bound state has non-trivial
velocity-dependence, which is phenomenologically interesting. A detailed exploration of the bound-state affected
SIMP phenomenology is left for future work.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work we have addressed a basic but so far largely open question in SIMP dark sectors based on confining
Sp(Ve) dynamics with Ny = 2 Dirac fermions: does a w7 bound state exist in the regime of parameters relevant
for dark-pion SIMP phenomenology? Focusing on the SU(4)/Sp(4) coset, we have constructed the low-energy mm
scattering amplitude in the flavor-singlet channel using the chiral Lagrangian with an SU(4)-invariant mass term,
including LO and NLO contributions in the chiral expansion. Employing the on-shell Lippmann-Schwinger equation
in the chiral-unitary framework, we have studied the analytic structure of the S-wave T-matrix in the complex s-plane
and searched for poles below the two-pion threshold.

Within this setup, we find that an S-wave pole in the flavor-singlet channel emerges below s = 4m?2 once the
effective coupling m,/fr exceeds a critical value of order three. This value is obtained from the NLO-unitarized
amplitude, and is lower than what would be inferred from the LO kernel alone, which would suggest a bound state
only for m,/fr 2 4.2, in a regime where the LO chiral expansion is no longer under perturbative control. Using
the size of the NLO contribution and an estimate of the NNLO effects (via Gaussian variations of the LECs at the
level of 1074-107°) as a proxy for the truncation uncertainty, we find that the combined LO+NLO singlet amplitude
dominates over higher orders for m,/fr < 4-5 when s < 4m2, and the bound-state pole for m, /fr = 3 therefore lies
within the region where the chiral-unitary treatment is still quantitatively meaningful. The same analysis also shows
that for smaller couplings, m,/fr < 2.5, the amplitude remains perturbative and no pole approaches the two-pion
threshold from below.

The parameter region where the singlet bound state appears corresponds in the underlying confining theory to the
regime where the (degenerate) dark-quark masses satisfy mq ~ A, with A the confinement scale. In the chiral regime
mg < A one has my/fr \/m < 1, so that the chiral interactions are too weak to form a bound w7 state. Our
result therefore supports the picture that in the SIMP-motivated regime with moderately heavy pseudo-Goldstone
bosons, where m,/f; is of order a few, the lightest scalar beyond the dark pions is naturally interpreted as a 7
molecule in the most attractive S-wave flavor-singlet channel, in close analogy to the sigma meson in QCD when the
physical pion mass is hypothetically increased into the few-hundred-MeV range. We have also examined the P-wave
amplitude in the non-singlet channels, where we conclude that, within the parameter region where the chiral-unitary
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framework is under control, the P-wave interaction is too weak to support an £ = 1 bound state solely built from two
dark pions.

To connect with the phenomenological role of a scalar S-wave mm bound state in SIMP freeze-out, we have estimated
the bound-state wave function at the origin, |¥(0)|, which controls bound-state-assisted decay and annihilation pro-
cesses mediated by local operators. Using the non-relativistic reduction of the on-shell T-matrix near the pole, and the
relation between the residue and the bound-state wave function derived in the separable-potential framework, we have
obtained |¥(0)|. This field-theoretic determination was then cross-checked against simple variational estimates. For
shallow binding, kK = Ep/m, < 1, the two methods agree within an overall factor of a few. In particular, for binding

energies of order the typical SIMP freeze-out temperature, Ep ~ Ti, ~ m,/20, we find |¥(0)] ~ O(0.1) m¥?. This
range is fully compatible with the parametric assumptions underlying the previous analysis of bound-state-catalyzed
SIMP freeze-out [44], where the enhancement of 4 — 2 annihilation channels via intermediate X = [7n] bound-states
was encoded through |¥(0)|. Beyond its role in number changing freeze-out, the same S-wave pole also induces a non-
perturbative contribution to the late time dark pion self scattering rate. We showed that the corresponding average
self-interaction cross section can be expressed in terms of the binding energy and the wave function at the origin. For
the same class of shallow bound states that efficiently catalyze even numbered SIMP interactions at freeze-out, with
k ~ 0.1 and |¥(0)| ~ 0.1 m¥? for sub-GeV m, we find that (0se1f) /My naturally lies in the astrophysically interesting
range of order O(1) cm?/g, compatible with addressing small-scale structure puzzles.

The present analysis can be extended and refined in several directions. On the theoretical side, a dedicated lattice
determination of the 77 spectrum in Sp(4) with degenerate quarks along the lines of [83] will allow a more precise
matching of the chiral-unitary description, sharpening the prediction for the critical m,/f, and the binding energy
and clarifying the molecular vs. compact nature of the scalar. Recent lattice extractions of NLO LEC combinations
in the SU(4)/Sp(4) effective theory with non-degenerate quark masses [61] provide a useful benchmark for the size
of higher-order effects, although they are not directly tailored to the degenerate quark mass limit studied here; a
systematic implementation of this input is left to future work. More broadly, it would be interesting to generalize our
approach to other gauge groups and flavor contents, to include vector resonances and coupled-channel effects, and
to embed the bound state into a full finite-temperature Boltzmann analysis of SIMP-like cosmology. We leave these
refinements to future work. In summary, our findings lend theoretical support to phenomenological SIMP models in
which a single light scalar resonance, interpreted as a wm bound state, plays a distinguished role in determining the
relic abundance and self-interactions of dark pions.
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Appendix A: Basis of two-quark and four-quark states

Here we adopt the fundamental representation of SU(4) defined in Egs. (A12)—(A14) of Ref. [33]. In this basis,
among the 15 generators of SU(4), the 10 unbroken generators in Sp(4) can be organized into several sets of SU(2)
subalgebras:

[Ty, T2 =T, and [Ty, T7] =Ty, (A1)
and

1

'), (42

U 1o 1- S 1-
[T, T7] = i(§T5’ + 5T;;), and [T*,T%) = i(§T5’ -

This provides a Cartan—Weyl basis for the rank-2 group Sp(4), allowing the definition of weight vectors labeled by
(I, I4), as well as the corresponding raising/lowering operators

TE=T!+4iT?, and TF =T} +iT7, (A3)

and the raising/lowering operators that change the third components of both I,, and I; by one half, along either the
diagonal (D) or off-diagonal (O) directions in the (I, I;) plane:

T =T"+4T7, and T =T" 4478, (A4)
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1. Single-quark states

In the basis above, the vector of four Weyl fermions, which differs by an interchange of the second and third
components relative to the convention used in the main text of Ref. [33], is written as

ur,

B QS*

g= |77 (A5)
dr,

o2Sd,

where S is the color matrix, as defined in Ref. [33]. The corresponding isospin assignments with respect to the
two SU(2) subalgebras above, labeled as (I, I3;14,13), are (+1/2,+1/2;0,0) for ur, (+1/2,—1/2;0,0) for uf,

(0,0;+1/2,41/2) for dr, (0,0;+1/2,—1/2) for d}, respectively. Adopting the fundamental representation of this
basis on WU, the raising/lowering operators above change the four Weyl fermions as follows:

ur, 0 ur, uR ur, 0 ur, 0
u; ul N 0 u; 0 I 0
th r = 5 Tu r = P T;_ R = P Td r = 5 (A6)
dL 0 dL 0 dL 0 dL d*R
dy 0 dy 0 d dy, dy 0
and
ur, dE ur, 0 Uy, dr, ur, 0
us 1 0 us 1 dr, u 1 0 us 1 —d*
TH| % = — L TH | R === L TE R === el IR e S !
P dL \/§ UE P dL \/§ 0 © dL \/§ 0 © dL \/Q ur,
dr, 0 dr ur, dr —up dy 0

The equations above directly illustrate that T;5|+1/2,41/2;0,0) = %|0, 0;+1/2,—1/2), acting along the off-diagonal

line, and T4 | +1/2,+1/2;0,0) = %|0, 0;4+1/2,+1/2) acting along the off-diagonal line in the (I3, I3)-plane. Both
conserve the sum I = I, + I;. In analogy with the SM isospin, the conjugates of the four Weyl fermions have the same
isospin assignments and transform in the same way, once they are arranged into the vector (—ug, u}, —dg, d})7.

2. One-pion states

Since our analysis of the two-pion sector singles out the flavor singlet combination, it is natural to already consider
the singlets at the one-pion level, as it prepares the grounds for the subsequent state construction. The quark bilinears
are organized into irreducible representations of the SU(2), 4 subalgebra. This construction allows one to distinguish
a genuine SU(2),, 4 singlet—which is annihilated by all raising and lowering operators—from neutral states that are
simply the I3 = I3 = 0 components of nontrivial isospin multiplets.

For the two-quark states defined in Tab. 4 of Ref. [33], there exists the 7 state, n) = %(a%u + dysd), which
is invariant under all raising and lowering operators introduced above. It is therefore a genuine flavor singlet under
SU(2) .4, in direct analogy with the " in QCD, and is expected to receive a parametrically larger mass from the chiral
anomaly. As a consequence, 7, does not belong to the light pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone multiplet associated with the
SU(4)/Sp(4) breaking pattern and it is natural to treat it as a heavier state that can be integrated out in the low
energy description. In contrast, the orthogonal combination

1 - 1
7¢ = ﬁ(i’wg,u — drysd) = E(U*R“L —ujur — drdry + djdR) (A8)

also has I3 = I3 = 0, but is not flavor-blind. It transforms non-trivially under the SU(2),, 4 sub-algebra and is the

neutral component of an isospin multiplet. For instance, the action of the raising operator Tg on w¢,
1 * * * * 1 * * * *
E (TG ug)ur —(Tgur )ur— (T dg)dr +(Tg dp)dr)+ —=[up (T ur) —up (T ur) —dp(T5 dr) +d 1 (T dr)]

V2

+, C _
T5m =
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FIG. 4: Two-quark and four-quark states. Left: the singlet 1) and quintuplet 74 ¥ of two-quark states (circles in
black). Right: four-quark states (circles in red) constructed from the two quintuplets: 5 ® 5 =1 & 10 @ 14. Here
each possible combination of two pion states (one circle of red) is depicted schematically by adding another pion
(indicated by a blue arrow according to its weight vector), to a pre-existing one (labeled as 7! in black).

yields another pion state, 74 = wvysd, where the Tg operator acts non-trivially on the first (second) state in the first
(second) square bracket. One finds

TgwAzO, TgﬂB:—ﬂ'C, TgT('C:T(A, TO_T(AZTI'C, TO_ﬂ'B:O, and TO_ﬂ'C:—ﬂ'B, (A9)
and similar relations can be obtained for TE. For sub-algebra SU(2), 4, we have
TJ—ﬂ'B =7, Td_7rE =78, Td_7rA = 7P, and TJ'WD =7, (A10)

and, again, similar relations hold for 7F. These relations are also demonstrated in the left panel of Fig.

3. The 14-plet of two-pion states

For four-quark states, it is easy to see that the states |74)|74), [7B)|7B), |7P)|xP), and |7F)|7rF) have the highest
weights in the (I3, Ig) plane, as illustrated in the right panel of Fig. Other states are obtained by acting with
lowering operators on them. The resulting set of 14 linearly independent states is closed under the Sp(4) action,
realizing the 14-dimensional representation, i.e., the mixed-symmetric channel Rj;g. Indeed, although not shown
explicitly in the figure, TF and T(f do not change the total I, and thus connect the symmetric states of the 14-plet.

For instance, from |74) = %, —%; %7 %>7 one obtains
Ty ) e ) = TF 1, -151,1) = VL ~131,0) = —[z2)]r) — 7)) (A11)
So there are
[L-11,0) = == (#D)lnt) + i) | (A12)
L1100 = = (=P)In®) + 7)) | (A13)
L01,-1) = —— (2)}r®) + 7)) | (A14)
LOLL) = = (2)lr) + [n4)[72)) (A1)
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where the overall negative sign does not play any physical role, and can be disregarded for simplicity. Similarly, there
are states of the form (|77/)|7) 4+ |7)|7”))/v/2 with J = A, B, D, E. The same eight states can also be derived from
T3 olm”)|n?) for J = A, B, D, E, once the overall negative signs are omitted.

We now turn to the last two eigenstates of the 14-plet, which have I3 = Ig’ = 0. It is easier to obtain them with
Tg,o as follows:

To (Im ) m ) +m ) at)) = (7)) =[x ) [nF) =[x B) |x4) +[7 )7 ) = —(|a ) |[xF) =27 ) |7 ) +|x7)|x)) , (A16)
and, similarly,
Ty (In2)|7€) + [79) |7 P)) = [7P) |7 ®) = 27 )7 ) + |7 F)|x ") . (A17)
In addition, if the global Sp(4) flavor symmetry is exact, the basis can be arbitrarily rotated. It is therefore equivalent
to choose, first, the sum of Eq. and
—[m 7By = [7B)m ) + 17 P) 7 E) + |7 F)|xP) (A18)
which coincides with 7;7[1,0;1,1) up to a normalization factor, and, second, the difference

[ H)a?) + [7P) | h) = 4|x ) 7 ) + |7 D)7 F) + |7 F) 7 ") (A19)

Note that gauging quarks under a U(1) symmetry and assigning different charges to u and d fixes the physical states;
see, e.g., Tab. 2 of Ref. [33].

4. The singlet and 10-plet of two-pion states

The singlet in the two-pion states, via 5®5 = 1@ 10 ® 14, must be symmetric under interchange of the two pions.
In the neutral sector with I3 = I3 = 0 there are three symmetric states: two of them belong to the 14-plet and
have been constructed above, while the third should be the singlet. Imposing orthogonality to the 14-plet states and
normalizing it fixes the singlet uniquely. Direct computation yields

L a_B By_A D\_E E\_D
%(\W Y + 7 B)m ) + (1) 7 ) + [7P)nF) + |7 F)x b)) (A20)

This is in agreement with Tab. 3 of [49] (see also Ref. [47]) which states the two-meson singlet as,

Tr[TeT?]
VE2-2+1)(2-1)

We can rewrite this state in the {745 D:F} hasis. Using

) )ty =3 %ww. (A21)

TP = —( 1:i:i7r2), ¢ =n3, WD’EZL(W{—):EZ'WZL). (A22)

V2 V2

and the relations 74 = (78)" and 7P = (7F)T, one also finds that the states with I2 = I3 = 0, such as the three
given by Eqgs. (A18), (A19)), and (A20]), are automatically self-conjugate, as expected. At last, the 10-plet states are
antisymmetric combinations of two pions as

>
&
-

(In")a”) =l h)ixt)) (A23)

Sl

where I #J =A,B,C, D, E.

Appendix B: Amplitudes and their S-wave Projections

As mentioned in the main text, we have adopted the expressions of these 77 scattering amplitudes at various orders
from Ref. [49]. For completeness and clarity, we provide here the details of the the amplitudes, as well as their S-wave
projections.
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1. Definition of useful variables and functions

Before going to the expressions of the amplitudes, useful variables and functions have to be introduced, which
simplify the expressions in the following subsection. First, we assign the Mandelstam variables for two-body scattering
of 7 (p1) + 72 (p2) — w*(p3) + 7% (py) as

s = (p1+p2)°=(ps+ps)°=w’,

t = (p1—p3)® = (pa—p2)°,
u = (p1—pa)® = (ps —p2)°, (B1)
where a new variable w for the center-of-mass energy is also introduced. The angular dependence in the center-of-mass

frame for two-body elastic scattering is, as usual, t = —2p? (1 — cos ), and u = —2p? (1 + cos#), where p and 6 are
the incoming 3-momentum and scattering angle in the center-of-mass frame, and

5 1 4m?2

1
p’ == (s—4m2) =~ so’(s), o(s)=io(s) =14/1— (B2)
4 4 s
The functions &(s) and o(s) will be used for the kinematic regions of s below and above two-pion threshold, respec-
tively.
Several other useful functions are defined as
- o(s)—1 -1
I(s) = o(s)In [a(s) n 1] , and J(s) = Tom2 [I(s)+2] . (B3)

The exact calculation of the Chew-Mandelstam function, J(s), depends on the value of s, whether 0 < s < 4m2 or
s > 4m2. So we correspondingly adopt the notation that

T 2
e = {J_(s) for 0<s<dm?, (B4)

Ji(s) for s>4m?2.

For the corresponding ranges of s, one obtains [84]

J_(s)= # {1 —&(s)tan™! (&(Z))] (B5)
and
() = 1o [2 +o(s)Ln(s) + m(s)} : (B6)

where, for s > 4m2, we have defined

Ln(s) = In (;28) . (B7)

Furthermore, in order to project the S-wave components from the one-loop amplitudes, one always encounters the

integration over cos @ involving the loop-functions, J(t) and .J(u), while integrating J(s) over cos@ is trivial and will
not be further explained. Thus, before ending this subsection, we will perform the integration of the loop-function

J(t), to express them eventually as functions of s. The results are the same for J(u), by introducing the notation
j07172(5) from

Ji—(s) for 0<s<4m?2,

Ji(s) for s>dm?. (B8)

Ji(s) = [1 d(cos@)tij(t)z{



Below the two-pion threshold, one finds

Jo—(s) E/ d(cosf) J

87T2 = {35&2 — 4m?2 tan~"' (5)° — 255 tan " (&)] ,

Ji_(s) = / d(cos0) t J(t 3%280_2 [ (16m;*r (4 ~ tan~! (&)2) — 36m2s + 552)
4 (8mjy — 6m2s + s°) tan™! (6)} ,
Jo—(s) = / d(cos ) t? J(t) = 144732 = [1285’ (Tm2s — 6my — s°) tan™" (&) — 16mS (9 tan~' ()% — 44) ,
+165m2s? — 612ms — 1453] ,

J3—(s)

1
. 1
/_ 1 d(cos0) 2 J(t) = 52 e [16384m8 — 19152m5s + 7620m*s* — 1288m?*s>

—2880m® tan~! (5)°
— 2455 (60m® — 118m*s + 34m?s® — 3s) tan™" (5) + 8134] .

Above the two-pion threshold, the J;4+ functions read

Torl(s) = /_ 11 d(cos 0) J(t) = mi6 /_ 11 d(cos 0) (I(t) +2) = mu (To(s) +4) |

Tiils) = / d(cos 0) (1) _m/ d(cos0) (tI(t) +2¢) = 16 (Ta(s) — 250%(s)) |
Toul(s) = / d(cos 0) 12 J(1) = m1g [ dfeost) (P T(0) +262) = mg (Iz(s)+§82 04(s)> ,
T34 (s) = [1d(cosﬂ) 3 J(t) = me /11 d(cos®) (2 I(t) +2¢) = mig (Zo(s) — s* 0%(s)) ,

where we have also used the integrals of the I-function introduced above:

Io(s) = /_1 d(cos ) I(t)

—2m?2 ) . 2,
- o () (02(s) = 1) [40 (s) +40(s)Ln(s) + (a (s) 1) Ln?( )] ,

1
Zi(s) :/ d(cos0)tI(t)

—1

- SU(S)z;Z; — 1)2 {4 o?(s) +40(s) (02(8) + 1) Ln(s) + (02(3) — 1)2 Ln2(s)} ,

Io(s) = / 1 d(cos ) t* I(t)
) —4 m?r
9sa(s)(02(s) —1)°
x [_4 o%(s) (40 (s) — 21 0%(s) +9) + 120(s) (30*(s) + 80%(s) — 3) Lu(s) + 9 (02(s) — 1)° Ln2(s)] ,

Is(s) = /_1 d(cos )t I(t)

—8m?8
L - { — 320% +1730% — 1500" + 4502 4 45 (6> — 1) tanh ! (0)?
9s0 (02 —1)

-6 (1506 + 730" — 5502 + 15) atanhfl(a)} .
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2. Loop function of two-body propagators

For two-body scattering with initial total four-momentum P, the loop function G(s) with masses M; and M> has
the generic form [66]

G()_,/ d* 1 1
5)=1 (2m)4 g2 — M} +ie (P — q)? — M2 + ie

1 A M? v s—A+v qM—f s+A+v 1+q
_il — + — log max _|_10g max

T 392
32m M —s+A+v 1—&—qM2 *S*A+I/\/1+q22

Q/ M2 M2 M2M2
+2—1og ‘1 —2log < 1+ ><1+ 14 -2 ) +1log —; 2} , (B9)
1 + 2 Qmax qmax max
%
where v = (s — (M + My) ) ( Ms) ) and A = M22 —M12. In the case of equal masses, M7 = My = m,,
the above formula reduces to

| o(s) /1 25 41 o :
G(s) = 3 | o) log m;x —2log { Tmax (g [y 4 : (B10)

( 71') O'(S) / q2 mx 1 may max

where gpax is the cut-off momentum, considered to be a free parameter that indicates the energy-scale of the system.
In this work, we adopt gmax = 3m, for the numerical results.

3. S-wave projection of the scattering amplitude in the flavor singlet channel

Below we proceed to compute the S-wave projection of the scattering amplitudes in the flavor singlet channel needed
to evaluate the pole position of the two-pion bound state. Following Ref. [57], one obtains

1 +1

T(s) = i/, d(cos8) Py(cos ) M(s,t,u),

+1
= i/,l d(cos 9) [g [B(s,t,u) + B(t,u,s) — gB(u,S,t)} +5C(s,t,u) +C(t,u,s) +C(u,s,t) |, (B11)

where Py(cosf) =1, and the functions B and C are defined by

B(s,t,u) = Bro(s,t,u) + Byro(s,t,u) + Banno(s, t,u) , (B12)
C(s,t,u) = Cro(s,t,u) 4+ CnxrLo(s,t,u) + Canro(s, t,u). (B13)
Using the results of Ref. [49], one obtains for the LO amplitudes,
1/ 1 )
Bro(s,t,u) = 7\ 73 t+ms |, (B14)
Cro(s,t,u) = 0, (B15)
and for the NLO amplitudes,
Bnro(s, t,u) = f4 [Bp(s,t,u) + Bs(s,t —u)+ Bs(u,t — s) + Br(t)] ,

(B16)
CNLo(&t,u) = F [Cp(sﬂf, ’LL) + Cs(s) + CT(t) + CT(U)] .

™

Here Bp(s,t,u) and Cp(s,t,u) are the polynomial parts, the remaining terms are collectively known as the unitarity
correction. Following Ref. [49], we rewrite these parts in their simplest form, satisfying the symmetry constraints,

Bp(s,t,u) = aymt + agm? t + azt? + au(s — u)?,

B17
CP(s7t7u):Blmfr+52m7278+ﬂ382+ﬂ4(t7u)27 ( )
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in which the coefficients «; and (; are given by

7 1 2n 19 b5n 1
= 16 (L} + Lg -+ —-——=—L — — — + — B18
ay (Lo + 8)+(6+n 3) +<18 9+n)71'167 (B18)
T . on 2 5 1lln
Qg = —16L0—4L5+ (12 S)L <9 36) 716 5 (B].g)
S S (L o (I (B20)
@ = AT T R 16 48 24 ) ™6
1 n 5 n
(i (B B21
= s (24+48> (144+36> e (B21)
1
B = 32(L7{*L£+Lg)*ﬁ@+7716)7 (B22)
B = 16 (L} —2L7), (B23)
- - 3 3
By = SLj+2L; — ~omio — =L, (B24)
11
Pa = 2L — gL — 1g™s> (B25)

where we have introduced the following short-hand notation for the logarithmic terms arising from the loop diagrams
with respect to the dimensional regularization energy scale p as

m?2 1
T16 108 ( /l2 > ) 16 167T2 ( )

Above, we have fixed a typo of relative sign in front of the mg from Ref. [49] for the as term, as pointed out by
Ref. [34]. The remaining terms, Bg, Br, Cs, and Cr are written as follows:

Bs(s,t—u) = J(s) {_2171 - imi s+ %(n +1)s2+ %(n ~1) (mi - Z) (t— u)} : (B27)
Bs(u,t —s) = J(u) [_2171 mi %miu + %6(71+ 1) u? + %(n ~1) (mi - %) (t— s)] , (B28)
Bs(t,u—s) = J(t) [;nm;ﬁ %mit+1i6(n+1)t2+%(nfl) ( 2 _ i) (w—s)| (B29)
Bs(s,u—t) = J(s) {—;n mh — %mi s+ %(n +1)s2+ %(n ~1) (mi - Z) (u— t): : (B30)
Bs(u,s —t) = J(u) [_2111 mi — imiw %6(71-1- 1)+ %(n —1) (mi - %) (s — t)] , (B31)
Bs(t,s —u) = J(t) [—21nmfr - imit—&- %(m )£+ %(n ~1) <m3 - D (s — u): , (B32)
and
Br(t) = —g 0t —2m2)?, (B33)
s(s) = 7(5) (gt + 5. (B34)
Crlt) = ST~ 2m?)?, (B35)
Cru) = LJ(0)(u—2m2)? (B36)

Here, the value of n is determined by the symmetry breaking pattern of SU(2n) — Sp(2n). We adopt n = 2 below,
corresponding to Ny = 2 of the main text, to derive the final expressions of amplitudes for the concrete model of the
work. Finally, we note that the analytical expressions at NNLO are significantly more lengthy and will thus not be
reproduced here. We direct the interested reader to Sec.4.3 and App. D of Ref. [49].



a. S-wave projection of scattering amplitude from tree-level diagrams

At LO, we obtain the following S-wave projected expressions as

-1 4 -1 fg

) s I 1 1 /1
B (s) Z/ d(cos0) Bro(t, u,s) = 1 [1 d(cos ) 7 ( u+ mfr) = <2 so2 + mi) ,

+1
(w) 1 _1/ L . L (R D
/1 d(cos0) Bro(u, s,t) = 1 d(cos ) I 25—|—m7T =372 2s—|—m7r ,

I e 1/ 1 1 /1
BESO)(S) Z/ d(cos0) Bro(s,t,u) = 7/ d(cosb) — (215 erfr) = (2 so? erfr) ,
1
2

-1

oy
ke
o
=
i
|

and
Cro(s,t,u) = Cro(t,u,s) =Cro(u,s,t) =0.
b. S-wave projection of scattering amplitude from NLO at tree-level diagrams
At NLO, the Bnr.0 and Cxio at S-wave level are read®
BE) o (s) = i / d(cos 0) Baro(s, t,u)

- zlfg/d@os 0) [Bp(s,t,u) + Bs(s,t — u) + Bs(u, t — s) + Br(t)],

81(\?1)40(3) = i/d(cosH) Bnro(t,u, s)
= 4—1f#/d(cos 0) [Bp(t,u,s) + Bs(t,u — s) + Bs(s,u —t) + Br(u)],
Bf\ruL)o(s) = i/d(cos@) Bnro(u, s, t)
- 4—1f#/d(cosﬁ) (Bp(u,5,1) + Bs(u, s — ) + Bs(t, s —u) + Br(s)],
and
Cl(\flzo(s) = i/d(cos@)CNLo(s,t,u)
_ 4;# [ dteost) (Ca(s.t.u) +Cs(s) + Cr(t) + Cr(uw)]
cWols) = / d(cos 6) Crro(t, u, 5)
= 4}# /d(cos 0) [Cp(t,u,s) + Cs(t) + Cr(u) 4+ Cr(s)]
CIEIUEO(S) = i/d(cos@)CNLo(u,s,t)

— 4;;rl/d(COSH) [Cp(u,s,t) +Cs(u) +Cr(s) + Cr(t)] .

8 In the following we suppress the integration boundaries of the d(cos @) integrals as they are always the same.
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All relevant S-wave projections of Bp and Cp are given by

B (s) = i / d(cos 0) Bp(s, t, u)

1
=7 d(cos0) [ar my + asmZt + azt® + oy (s — u)?]
1 4 2. 2,2 94 2 2 2, 2 2 4
=1 200m,; — aam; so —1—50435 ot as (28" +2s°0 +§8 o ,
®)(g) = 1
By'(s) = 1 d(cos0) Bp(t,u,s)
1
= Z/d(cos&) [ My + o mZ u+ azu® 4+ au(t — s)?]
1 4 2, 2,2 94 2 2 2, 2 2 4
1 200m; — aam; so —|—§oz35 ot t+ays |25 +2s5°0 +§8 o ,
(W) gy = 1
Bp (5):1 d(cos0) Bp(u, s,t)
1
= Z/d(cos&) [y My + o m?Z s+ ags® + o (u—t)?]
1 4 2 2 2 2 _4
1 200m; +2aam;s+2ass +§Oé48 o,

and

C;,S)(s) = i/d(cos@) Cp(s,t,u)

1
= Z/d(cos@) [Brmis + BomZ s+ B3 8>+ Ba (t — u)?]
Zi[251mi+2ﬁzmi$+25382+;548204] ;
cWigy = 1
p(s) = 1 d(cos @) Cp(t,u,s)

1

2 2
7 [ZBlme— 52m3302+§ﬂ35204+54 (232—1—23202—1—35204)} ,

Cl(gu)(s) = i/d(cos 0)Cp(u, s,t)

i/d(cos 0) [B1my + BomZu+ Bzu® + Ba(s —t)?]

1 2 2
=1 [QBlmi— Bgmisa2+5535204+54 (282+28202+38204>:| .

c.  S-wave projection of scattering amplitude at NLO from one-loop diagrams

23

Using the expressions calculated from Eq. (B§|), we now can express the S-wave projection of the one-loop terms

Bs, Br, Cs, and Cr as follows:
B (s) = E / d(cos 0) Bg(s,t — u)

- 1 1 1 1
= /d(cos@)](s) [—4mi—4mis+832+12(mi—2) (t—u)}
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(mgr s — ;mi) Jo(s) — B (5 + mi) Ji(s) + % »72(3)} )

:—é/d(cow) J(u) [“—Qmﬂz]

- 1 1
=5 M Jo(s) + 5 mz Tis) = 5 \72(5)} 7
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and
e = 1 [ dleos)cs(s)
_ i/d(cos@) I(s) (;mi+252>
= 1370 )]
cP(s) = i / d(cos 0) Cs (1)
:i/dcose (;m +é >
— 1[smt e+ g me] .
cW(s) = i / d(cos 0) Cs (1)
= i/d(cosé)) J(u) (;mi+éu2>
- i:émij()(snl@(s)} ,
cP(s) = i/d(COSO)CT { /dcose ) Br(t }
= 1 |pmt e - gt A+ {0
e(s) = § [ateost)rtu) = 1| [ ateost) Brlw)
- i[émims)lmijl(s>+1jz(s>] ,
cP(s) = i/d(cos@)CT { /dcose ) Br(s }
_ i[ij(s)(s—?mi)} .

Appendix C: Discussion of other pole-finding methods

In this appendix, we comment on alternative pole-finding methods with various unitarization approaches. After a
brief explanation of the methods, we explain the reasons why they cannot be properly applied to our case. While
there are also methods that operate beyond the weak-binding assumption, such as the modern bootstrap method, a
systematic investigation along those lines is beyond the scope of this work.

a. The inverse amplitude method

The inverse amplitude method (IAM) relies on an expansion of the amplitude as

1 1 1 INLO
T Tio+Tnwo+--- Two TP,

+ .., (C1)

which is supposed to be faithful for |TxLo| < |TLo| (and a continuing hierarchy at higher orders), where T1,0 and
TnLo are the respective LO and NLO contribution to the T-matrix amplitude.

The inverse of the exact amplitude T—! = Re 7144 Im GG, and the LO contribution Ty is real. As illustrated in
Ref. [66] (it defines the T-matrix operator via & =1 — T, with an opposite sign to ours), now the amplitude can be
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written as
T = ! =T ! T

T ReT '+iIlmG  "°TioReT ' +ilmG)Tro °°
1

~ Tro - Tro

Tro(g5 — Re :,;I:%LOO +iIm G)Tro

1

~ T T

Lo Tro — ReTnro +iTLo Im G110 Lo
1
~ TLO 5 (C2)

Lo
Tr.o0 —INLo

where for the last equality the approximation Im Tnpo ~ —Tro Im G110 has been used. The IAM is built on the
assumption that 71,0 — TLo never gets close to zero. Bound states, however, are defined by zeros of T~! implying the
condition 71,0 = Tnpo in , where the series for T~ is no longer convergent and higher orders are parametrically
as important as the terms kept in the IAM. In other words, the IAM is tailored to unitarize the amplitude in the
physical region and describe resonances above threshold [59] [66], but it is intrinsically ill-suited for a controlled search
for subthreshold poles associated with bound states.

We may also note that, if Tnpo = —TLo G TLo, where Eq. in the main text yields vnpo = 0, Eq. also
goes back to the LO result as follows:

ULO Tro
T ~ = . C3
1+vo0G 1+T.0G (C3)

b. The N/D method

There is also the generic N/D method, which is based on separating the unitarity cut at s > sy, = 4m2 (in the
denominator) and the unphysical cut at s < s, = 0 (in the numerator) by defining the T-matrix amplitude in the
form

(C4)
For s > sy, the numerator and denominator are related via

tm D(s) = — 2 N (s) + Z A(5:)0(s — 55) -

167

The last term compensates the discontinuities when 7'(s) vanishes at s = s;. A detailed derivation of this method can
be found in [59]; here we only provide a brief overview of the key results relevant for us.

Taking advantage of the Cauchy integration theorem, for an arbitrary s and an integer n, one may express D(s)
as

D(s) =

M o o ImD(s/) B (S—SO)" qn—1 D(Z)
T /Sm I (8 = s)(s" — s0)" (n—1)! den"1z—s |2=s0 - (C5)

In order to obtain a finite result from the integral on the right hand side of the equation, the asymptotic scaling needs
to be D(s)/s™ — 0 at s — oco. The choice of n = 1 has been generally adopted for renormalizable theories in the
literature. One example is a study of the Higgs self-interaction [85], adopting sy = —1 as a preferred value.

In our effective field theory approach, n > 3 is needed in order to properly take into account the NLO contribution.
Using the fact that the last term of Eq. is a polynomial of degree (n — 1) and choosing n = 3, we reach

Dats) = - | oo B S)év/(f)so)g s —s0) ax(s —s0)* + 3 T (Co)

Now the high-energy behavior of the integral can be regularized by the denominator of the integrating factor. Moreover,
the value of ag may be fixed by setting a normalization condition D(s)|s=s, = 1 after neglecting the discontinuities.
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Nevertheless, there is no further input to find out the values of a; and as. We have checked that the uncertainties in
a1 and as eliminate the predictive power of this method.
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