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In this paper we present the main results of our investigaifahecqgg single-
charm scalar tetraquarks and their S(8¢presentationsi5g, 35, 64 and3 4. We
use the Fermi-Breit interaction Hamiltonian with SU(3) flasymmetry breaking to
determine the masses of the single-charm tetraquarks. $@ledeédcuss mass spectra
obtained from meson and baryon mass fits. The mass spectvargrsimilar to those
obtained with Glozman-Riska hyperfine interaction, ang ihdicate that some of the
experimentally detected states may have tetraquark nature

Key words: nonrelativistic quark model, hadron mass models and tzlons,
light quarks, charmed quarks.

PACS: 12.39.Jh, 12.40.Yx, 14.65.Bt, 14.65.Dw

1. INTRODUCTION

The possible existence of four-quark states for light fladiorensions, as well
as some predictions for tetraquark spectroscopy, was figgested by Jaffé [1]. In
Ref. [2] it is also provided a framework for a quark-modelssification of the many
two-quark-two-antiquark states. In Ref| [3] the energiediquoniag?(¢?) with or-
bital angular momentuni = 0 are calculated and compared to the treshold energies.
The first observations of the scalar charmed mesons haverbperted [[4=8]. In
Refs. [9:11] some observed mesons (as for instanc@®L7)) are explained as a
scalarcs systems. Many studies appeared in the past p(2B17) ( [12£14] and ref-
erences therein). Possible interpretations includegetik states or moleculd? K
or DK* states[[15]. The origin of the lightest scalar mesons, itiqdar, the light
o-meson is given in[16] in the framework of the instanton icgmodel of the QCD
vacuum. Terasaki and Hayashigakil[17, 18] have investigtite decay rates of the
members of the same multiplet in class of four-quark mesals®, in Refs. [19-21]
it is shown that the existence of some exotic states with doe-duark structures
might be expected. There are more results indicating thafueak-antidiquark struc-
ture is acceptable for some observed states [22—26]. In [21$28] a mixture of
conventional quark-antiquark states and four-quark corapts is considered. Also,
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there are predictions for some hidden charm states to kgtetrks. For example,
in [29] the masses of the ground state heavy tetraquarksaémelated in the frame-
work of the relativistic quark model, based on the quasipté approach in quan-
tum chromodynamics. These authors found that some exosomeandidates can
be tetraquark states with hidden charm. A concise overviemasons with heavy
quarks including charmed mesons and charmonium (or chanmelike) states is

given in [30]. The mass spectrum of the scalar hidden chadrbattom tetraquark
states is studied in [31].

In this paper we perform a schematic study (two quark intemal of the
masses of the single-charmgq tetraquarks in the SU(3) flavor representations. We
consider states with the spin-parity quantum numbgrs= 0" (J = total angular
momentum,P = parity). Using the colored version of the Fermi-Breit (RB)per-
fine interaction (HFI)[[8, 32=35] we investigate the possifiur-quark structure of
these mesons. According to the mass constraint, expemtheindicated states can
contain only one-quark. If each of them contains no heavy quarks, mass iteo |
and if it contains one heavy quark ér ¢) or two c-quarks mass will be too high.
Only two possible solutions areygqg that we investigate andjqq that is analyzed
by Liu et al. [23].

We showed|[36] that the constituent quark masses are vesjtigento the
system in which they are contained, and their values ditfss lor more in differ-
ent systems. That is why we analyzed tetraquark masses insiegendent meson
and baryon fits for constituent quark masses. These fitfys&gynman-Hellmann
theorem for FB interaction_[37, 88]. Constituent quark neass tetraquarks are
somewhat different for both cases: quark masses from mesandifrom baryon
fit [861/39].

We choose relatively simple FB HFI because it nicely sagsRencaglia in-
equalities for mass differences [87] 38]. We deal with theropharm states. Since
our intention is to investigate the possible tetraquarkimadf 27¢qqq states, it is not
necessary to develop an advanced relativistic quark modwedt is why masses of
the scalar charmed tetraquarks are discussed in the fratnefvthe nonrelativistic
quark model, in which the mass of a hadron is considered tbdsum of the con-
stituent quark masses and contributions of the FB HFI. Aglitog shown later, our
simple model is quite sufficient for investigating wave ftioes and masses of these
states. Also, this model is used to get estimates of the¢tieal meson and baryon
masses. We prefer to deal with four quarks instead of diguaeicause our system
under consideration consists of one heavy and three lighkgu

In this paper we present detailed calculation of masseg ushinteraction,
and it is the first time this interaction is applied to 27 statécqqq tetraquarks in
order to derive formulas for masses. We also compare thesdtgevith another
phenomenological interaction: Glozman-Riska hyperfiteraction (GR HFI)[40].
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2. ANALYSISAND METHOD

We discussed single-charm tetraquarks in Refl [41], whieeeflavor wave
functions and masses ofgg tetraquarks are calculated using GR HFI. Now we
present detailed calculation of massegqfq tetraquarks using FB HFI.

We analyze the tetraquark states with one charm quark whismglet under
the transformation of SU(38) There are four multiplets according to produdt®
303®1=155+35+64+34, i.e. two anti-triplets, one anti-15-plet and one sextet.
Young diagrams for these SU@Inultiplets, as well as the weight diagrams, can be
found in Figs. 1 - 5 of[[411]. In these tetraquark multipletd,states have a charm
number equal to 1. Labels for all 27 states are the same asfén |R#/42]. These
labels are taken only by analogy with baryons, but of counsg fare not baryons.
Many authors use the same labelingl[19, 20]. The strong FBHtrhiltonian [3]
may be written in the following form:

4 L5
995 (\C\C
Hpp cgil o (AEXS), (1)
wereo; are the Pauli spin matrices{ are the color Gell-Mann matrices andis a
constant proportional to strong hyperfine structure conista Hamiltonian [(1) has
explicit color and spin exchange dependence and impligitA@y of quark masses)
flavor dependence. Its contribution to tetraquark masses is
my,rp = (V| (x| Hrs|x) V), ()
wherey denotes the spin wave function ameflavor wave function. For total masses
m, We have:
my = mu,O + myFB, (3)
wherem,, o are masses without influence of FB HFI.

Here we have to mention that the mixing of states is taken actmunt. In
Table | of the papei[41] the four-quark content and quantumivers of scalarqgq
tetraquarks are given. One can see from that table whiobssiaix due to the same
guantum numbers. So we took into account the mixing wherutzlng masses of
these tetraquarks.

3. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

In our model (total spin = 0), the corresponding symmetricand antisym-
metric x 4 spin functions have the following forms:

xsh = S NI+ UL+ T + U 210 2 1), @)

) = 3 AL — L1 — 4T+ 411 (5)
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The spin wave functions are symmetrigs() or antisymmetric { 4) under in-
terchange between the pair of quarks and between the paintiojuarks (not for
quark-antiquark interchange). Tetraquarks are bosaghiey have integer spin (for
scalar tetraquarks it equals 0). For the open charm sysigja, the interaction be-
tween the light quarkg and thec quark is suppressed in the heavy quark limit [43].
Thus, in the first approximation, three light quarks are deted from the heavy
quark and there can be considered states compoundeddgnd s as triquarks or
color nonsinglet baryons (in the bound stafe) [43]. Symynefrtheir total wave
functions is determined as in the case of fermions becawse Hre three quarks in
SU(3) group:qqq, whereq = u, d, s. In the case of fermions the total wave function
has to be antisymmetric, as well as the color state functidhe case of all hadrons,
and therefore the particles from multipléitSs and3s have the symmetric spin and
flavor wave functionsys,vs), while the particles from multipleté 4 and 3,4 have
the antisymmetric spin and flavor wave functions (v4).

The calculation of FB contribution to tetraquark masses$ mél described in
more details. First we will explain how to calculate #ig’; products of Pauli spin
matrices for each pair in the scalar system of four quarkses&tproducts are the
expected values of spin matrix elements. We use the spiratgezigenvalues for
triplet and singlet states: (+1) and (-3), respectively.alge use the following values
of the matrix element§; 55:

(M 102 1) = =1 = (1| d152 1)
(13152 [11) =1 = (JH G102 1) (6)
(613211 =2 = (116152 [1) .
In addition to that, for total spirt and its projectionm,, for symmetric state it
holds:

S =1,ms =0) = Z 1L+ 41) )
[S=1ms=-1) =),
from where we gett] + /1) = v2|S = 1,ms = 0).
For antisymmetric state it holds:
1

|S=0,ms=0>=%IN—H>, (8)
and combining expressiorls (7) and (8), we dét) = % (|IS=1)+]|S=0)) and
) =515 =1)-[5=0)).

Then we calculate symmetritys|d;7;|xs) and antisymmetric matrix ele-

ments(x 4|57 |xa) for the following pairs:qiq2, 4143, q1G4, 9243, 4244, G3G4, and
apply them to relations for spin wave functiof$ (4) and (59r &xample, forg; o
pair, we use only spins of the first and second patrticle, tbhexdhe other two spins
e.g. of the third and forth particle are used only to deteemirhich addends are
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non-zero. In case of symmetric spin wave function it leadmfeq. [9) to eq.[{10):
(xs|d102|xs) =
= 713 ((t1d2 +4112) T3da + (Trda + 1) daTa +
—2T1T2d3da =2 LilaTsTal ¥ 9)
x(d102) [(T1d2 + d1T2) T3da + (T1l2 + l1t2) data +
—2T1T2dsda =2 LilaTata) o- 2\f,

(xs|3152|xs) =
= Z (ML +I)+ M+ 11 -2 =21 | x
NASURAIANL AR/ (10)

I I
X (3152) [(1 + 41) + (1 + 1) =211 —2.04)).

Nevertheless, we see that addends labeled with | and Il if{&f). cannot be com-
bined into non-zero matrix elements because the spins ditideand fourth particles
aret] in case |, and1 in case Il. So we derive:
(xs|d1d2]xs) =
L (V2(S = 1,m, = 0] (5152)|S = 1,m,, = 0) v/2+
+V2(S = 1,m,s = 0](5162) |S = 1,m, = 0) V2+ (11)
+(=2) (S =1,ms = 1|(162) |S = 1,ms = 1) (—2) +
H(=2) (S =1m, = ~1|(@102)[S = 1m, = 1) (-2)),
from where we obtain this resultys| 5155 [ys) = &5 (2-1+2-1+4-1+4-1) = 1.
In this way we get the results for all quark paisg;:
(xs]d102|xs) =1 = (xs|F304|xs)
(xs|d103[xs) = =2 = (x5 F204]x5) (12)
(xa|F102|xa) = =3 = (xa| T304 [xa)
(xa| 5103 |xa) = 0= (xa| 5204 |x4).

Table 1.

The products\; A; (Gell-Mann matrices for color SU(8) and the products;5; (Pauli spin
matrices) for symmetric and antisymmetric multiplets.

multiplet 4iq5, 4iq; qiq;

1_55 and35 )\1)\2:)\3)\42 —g )\1)\32)\1)\42)\2)\32)\2)\42 —%
Flg = Gy =1 G153 =10, = Gofs = Gofy = —2

6A andgA )‘1)\2:)\3)\4: _g )\1)\3:)\1)\4:)\2)\3:)\2)\4: —%
5152:5354:—3 5153:5154:5253:5254:0

In Table[1 we give the products of Gell-Mann matrices for c@t(3): and
the products of Pauli spin matrices. When we put valuessfor and \;\; from
Table[1 into equatiori{2), we get the following FB HFI contitibns for symmetric
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Table 2.

Masses of scalatggq tetraquarks distributed in SU@)multiplets, with mixing between states with
the same quantum numbers,, o are tetraquark masses without influence of FB HFl andrp are
FB HFI contributions to tetraquark masses.

multlplet cqqq myo (mu = md) my FB (mu = md)
_ - 8 2 2 1 1
155 — my + 2mg + me 30 (msmc + MyMs  MyMe m%)
8 1 1
s 2meytms + me 30\ mz T e
8 1 1
A 3mu + me gC m—% + T
8 2 2 1 1
Y 2my, +ms +me gc (mumC + Mums  Mmsme m_%)
15 3 - 8 1 1 -8 1 1
15¢ -3¢ Dg 2m,, + ms + me, 3mg + m, 3C<m%+msmc), 3C<m§+msmc)
. 8 1 1 .4 3 2 1
3my + Me; My + 2ms +me §C<m%+mumc)’gc(m_g—’_mumc_m%)
1 1
6A ES Zmu +mg +me 8C (W—qumC)
1 1
Q 2my, + mg + me 8C(m—%+m>
5} 1 1
34 D, 2m, + mgs + m, 8C (W+W)

64—-34 D 3y, + me; My, + 2mg + me 80( 1L 1c>;80(L+ 1 >

and antisymmetric multiplets:
8 1

My, FB,S = —§C<VS| lvs) +
mimsg M3y
8 1 1 1 1
+-C (vg| + + + lvs), (13)
3 mims  Mmimg4  Moms Moy

for symmetric multiplets 55 and3g, and

4 =80 VAl s o ). (14)

for antisymmetric multiplets 4 and3 4. The flavor wave functionsg andv 4 for the
scalarcqqq tetraquarks are given in Table Il of Ref. [41]. The masseewhtuarks
predicted from our model are given in Table 2. The mixing leetw states with the
same quantum numbers is included. There is mixing betweg@ssirom symmetric
multiplets155 and3g, and also between antisymmetric multiplétsands3 4, while
symmetric and antisymmetric multiplets do not mix with eather. We first show
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our predictions for spectra when FB HFI is not included (thiedt column of the
table) and then we show the FB HFI influence (the forth column)

Here we study mass spectra of single-charm tetraquarkg E&8HFI in sche-
matic approximation (two-particle interaction). The nmessef constituent quarks.,

(= mq), ms andm, and the constant are calculated froihfitting of the equations
for meson and for baryon masses, with FB interaction inadytie the experimental
meson and baryon masses|[36]. As one can see from Table 2.i[#B&Jedr Table 2 in
Ref. [45] and from references therein, our predictions famstituent quark masses
are similar to masses obtained using different phenomgitalomodels. We use
masses for these mesons: light pseudoscalar mesoRs light vector mesong,
K*,w, ¢, charmed meson®, D* and strange charmed mesadng, Dg. We did not
calculaten andn’ contribution because of their mixing and because they dao@o
described within such a model. Also, we use masses for thayeris: light baryon
octet N3, Z, A, light baryon decuplef\, ¥*, =%, €2 and heavy baryons., A, X},
Q.. For each set of equations, the minimizetvalues for masses are calculated by
formula (14) given in Ref[[41]. The corresponding expernta¢ masses are taken
from the "Particle Data Group” site: http://pdg.Ibl.gove4

From they? fit of all meson masses (when mesons with twquarks are ex-
cluded) we obtained the following values [36] (Table Ik),, = m, = 314.75 MeV,
ms = 466.80 MeV;m,. = 1627.31 MeV and the consta@t” = 1.5546 x 10" MeV?3.
These values for quark masses here we use for calculatinggtitagiuark masses.
For the constanC we use valueC*“" which is different fromC™eso", We fit-
ted C*" in that way to obtain the mass of the lowest state fidmequal as the
D (2317) meson:Ct¢*re = —5.80 x 10°MeV?. From the fit of all baryon masses
(when barions with twe-quarks are excluded), in [B6] (Table 1ll) we obtained;,
= my = 365.69 MeV,m, = 530.08 MeV,m, = 1700.17 MeV and the consta@y =
1.2513 x 10"MeV3. Here, we calculated®'"* = —11.90 x 10MeV? (in that way
to obtain the mass of the lowest state frdmequal as the D(2317) meson).

The values of theoretical masses of some mesons and barytm&BvHFI
included, using constituent quark masses and the consf&ht<? given in Table
Il of Ref. [36] (the upper rows which correspond to FB HFI) mesent in Tablds 3
and4. If we compare Tablg$ 3 dnd 4 we can notice that thealfgtabtained masses
of baryons using FB HFI are in better agreement with the spording experimental
masses than masses of mesons.

The values of masses (in MeV) of scalajjqg tetraquarks, obtained from the
meson fit, are given in TabJé 5, and their masses obtainedtfrermaryon fit are given
in Table[6. These tables with tetraquark masses show us vitver27 tetraquark
states are expected. There are uncertainties in calaylat#sses because we use the
model with schematic interaction.

The tetraquark mass spectra are given in Hifjs. 1T'and 2 (labekhe same as


http://pdg.lbl.gov

8 V. Borka Jovanovic, D. Borka

Table 3.

The values of theoretical masses,, (in MeV) of some mesons with FB HFI included, when we use
constituent quark masses and the constadfitobtained from the meson fit (Table 11l of Ref.[36]).
myy L are experimental massés [46] af\dn, is the absolute difference between these two values.

meson m,, (MeV) m;,” (MeV) Am,, (MeV)

s 159 140 19
K 464 494 30
p 786 776 10
K* 887 892 5
w 786 783 3
%) 1005 1020 15
D 1851 1869 18
D* 1972 2010 38
Dg 2033 1968 65
Dy 2015 2012 3
Table 4.

The values of theoretical masses (in MeV) of some baryons with FB HFI included, when we use
constituent quark masses and the congtdhobtained from the baryon fit (Table 11l of Re[.[36]).
m;,"? are experimental massés [46] af\dn,, is the absolute difference between these two values.

baryon m; (MeV) m;"™” (MeV) Amy (MeV)

N 957 940 17
5 1179 1190 11
= 1319 1315 4
A 1121 1116 5
A 1237 1232 5
o+ 1373 1385 12
= 1513 1530 17
0 1657 1672 15
. 2438 2455 17
Ae 2291 2285 6

in Ref. [41]). It can be noticed that HFI determines masstemi in the spectrum,
i.e. its fine structure. And for mixing it can be said that pamtes two states. When
comparing Fig.[1L (or Fig[]2) from this paper with Fig. 6 fronl[4and Fig. 1
from [42], it can be noticed that GR HFI reduces masses (éXoep5s — 35 mixed
states) more than FB HFI, but that difference is not so sicanii. One can see that
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Table 5.

The values of masses (in MeV) of scatatjg tetraquarks distributed in SU@)multiplets, with
mixing between states with the same quantum numbers, ebt&iom the meson fitn, o (MeV) are
tetraquark masses without influence of FB Hirl, rg (MeV) are FB HFI contributions to tetraquark

masses and ;n(MeV) are the total tetraquark masses.

multiplet  tetraquark myo (MeV)  m,rg (MeV) m, (MeV)
15g = 2876 -150 2726
s 2724 -176 2547
A 2572 -186 2385
by 2724 -94 2629
15¢—3g Ds(15s—35) 2724;3028 -176; -91 2547; 2936
D(155—35) 2572;2876 -186; -59 2385; 2817
64 s 2724 -406 2317
Q 2724 -529 2194
34 D, 2724 -406 2317
64—34 D(64—34) 2572; 2876 -377; -559 2195; 2317
3.4
3.2
3.0 —\_DS
—~ el TN
> 28 _\_E D
Saef _\=x,
E 2.44 _\_A D’ 2s D
Q D,
2.2 b
2.0 : | : :
15, 3, 6, 3,

Fig. 1 — Tetraquark mass spectrum from the meson fit withefit §blumn) and with (right column)
FB HFI, both with SU(3) symmetry breaking.

FB HFI reduces the obtained masses and causes splittingedehvand >, (D)
in 155 and betweert; and2 in 64, and GR HFI only causes splitting betweEp
and(. Also, there is difference for5s — 35 mixed states when comparing with GR
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Table 6.

The values of masses (in MeV) of scatgijg tetraquarks distributed in SU@multiplets, with
mixing between states with the same quantum numbers, ebt&iom the baryon fitm, o (MeV) are
tetraquark masses without influence of FB Hirl, mp (MeV) are FB HFI contributions to tetraquark

masses and ;n(MeV) are the total tetraquark masses.

multiplet  tetraquark myo (MeV) m,rp (MeV) m, (MeV)

155 = 3126 -234 2892
P 2962 -273 2689
A 2797 -288 2509
by 2962 -157 2805

155 —-35 Ds(15s—3s) 2962; 3290 -273;-148  2689; 3142
D(15s —3s) 2797; 3126 -288; -102  2509; 3024

64 X 2962 -644 2317
Q 2962 -818 2144
34 Ds 2962 -644 2317

64—34 D(64—-34) 2797; 3126 -597,-865 2200, 2261

T\,
_ o

D

%
2

i

N
[\
1
oo M

_.
(9,

b
w1

&
o

>
w1

A

Fig. 2 — the same as Fig. 1, but for baryon fit.

HFI, but the forms of tetraquark spectra with FB and GR intBoas are similar.
It is interesting to note that the spectra are similar algfiothe one interaction is
color-spin, and the other one is flavor-spin.

From spectrum it is possible to identify/[2317) as the lowest state in multi-
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plet3 4. It agrees with the identification of 2317) with tetraquark state which was
considered in Ref[[47]. In Ref_[47], for 2632) it was claimed to be a candidate
for a tetraquark D), but they proposed different total angular momentuti £ 27).
In the present paper, the authors consider scalar tettaqubr. Also, from spectrum
we can see that FB HFI reduces the obtained masses for at stat

States [J(2632) [8] and (2308) [6] are mixed states: f§2632) is from
155 — 35 and D’'(2308) from64 — 34 mixing. Because of that mixing, their flavor
wave functions are given only in a first approximatibh [1] dnerefore calculations
are not sufficiently precise. Therefore these two states kfaeoretical predictions
which are not the same as the experimental ones. But nelesshdor meson fit,
their experimental masses are still between the two valeshtained in Tablgl5:
D/ (2632) has the mass between 2547 and 2936 MeV, whi{@3D8) has the mass
between 2195 and 2317 MeV. Obtained theoretical massesafgoib fit in case
of D°(2308) is lower than it it expected and for/[2632) is approximately in the
expected range. If we compare Talilés 5[and 6 and Figures[dwed:an conclude
that FB interaction gives lower total masses. FB interactitat we applied needs
some further improvement. Probably the biggest discrgpartween theoretically
obtained and experimentally detected state is becausensitigity of constituent
guark masses to the system in which they are contained (mleagron, tetraquark).

4. CONCLUSIONS

We calculated the mass spectra of two-quark-two-antigsgskem. We used
the observed meson masses, taken from "Particle Data Gfd6j"to obtain con-
stituent quark masses by way of mass fit. Applying the Hamiltoniari}(1) to the
constituent quarks, we obtained the theoretical mesornyohaand single-charm
tetraguark masses with FB contribution included. For th&t fime the FB HFI,
which is color-spin interaction, is applied to 27 statesfg tetraquarks in order to
derive formulas for masses and these are new results. Alsen womparing with
GR HFI, which is flavor-spin interaction, it is interestirigat we also obtained simi-
lar results for tetraquark masses, like in the case of mesdiaryon masses. In our
constituent quark model, FB HFI is calibrated in mesons agldns, and then used
in tetraquarks.

If the tetraquark states we have studied contained no hasasks), their mass
would be too low; if they contained one heavy quaklof t) or two c-quarks, mass
would be too high. According to that and to the mass congtdithe experimen-
tally indicated states, these states can contain no moredahac-quark. We also
showed [[36] that the constituent quark masses are verytisent the system in
which they are contained, and their values differ less oremiordifferent systems.
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That is why we analyzed tetraquark masses using meson agdnbfirs for con-
stituent quark masses, independently. Constituent quadses in tetraquarks are
somewhat different for both fits. We choose relatively senpB HFI because it
nicely satisfy Roncaglia inequalities for mass differen[&//38].

Symmetric155-plet mixes with the3s-plet ideally (D, and D states). This
mixing splits the two states into a heavy (hidden strang&rnasd a light one. Also,
antisymmetric6 4-plet mixes with3 4-plet (lowest mass D is the ideal mixture of
these antisymmetric multiplets, while the lowesti® pure3 4-plet). From the spec-
tra of single-charm tetraquark masses with Fermi-Breit,HtFdan be noticed that
this interaction implies no flavor dependent splitting agpamultiplets.

Flavor wave functions of the mixed states are given only imsd fipproxima-
tion (see Ref.[J1]). The mixing of the states also changesptbperties and shifts
masses from the theoretical predictions. For instancesilpigstetraquark states
DY(2308) and ¥ (2632) in our case are mixed states and the calculationseaf th
masses are not sufficiently precise! (2632) appears as a mixed state from mixing
of multiplets155 and3g, and ’(2308) would be from mixing 4 and3 4. Accord-
ing to our results, all three states'[2632), ’(2308), D' (2317) might have the
tetraquark nature. We gave the contribution of FB HRI¢@7 tetraquark masses and
also we calculated tetraquark masses and compared them HFGR

As it can be seen from Tablgs 5 did 6 and Figs. 1[&nd 2, FB HFtesdihe
obtained masses and causes splitting betwe&andX:; in 155 and betweert; and
2 in 6,4. Besides, the spectra obtained from different fits have dasiarrangement
of particles. Probably the biggest difference betweenrtteal and experimental
states is due to:

(i) sensitivity of constituent quark masses on systems iichvthey are contained,
(ii) wave functions for the two detected experimental st&d(2308) and I (2632)
are calculated only in a first approximation, and obtainedeaaare not precise,
(iif) FB HFI is not the completed HFI.

More experimental searches for detection of otlygiy members are needed in
the future.
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