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In 2020, the LHCD collaboration reported a fully charmed tetraquark state X(6900) in the invari-
ant mass spectrum of J/1 pairs. This discovery inspires us to further study the properties of the
fully heavy tetraquark system. In this work, we study systemically all possible configurations for the
ground fully heavy tetraquark states in constituent quark model. According to our calculations, we
analyze their binding energies, internal mass contributions, relative lengths between (anti)quarks,
and the spatial distribution of four valence (anti)quarks. We find no stable S-wave state exist in
fully heavy tetraquark system. We hope that our study will be helpful to explore further for fully

heavy tetraquark states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quark model allows not only traditional mesons
and baryons, but also exotic states including tetraquarks
and pentaquarks. Searching for exotic hadronic states
becomes an interesting topic with full of challenges and
opportunities. Since the X(3872) was firstly reported
by the Belle Collaboration in 2003 [IH3], a series of
charmonium-like or bottomonium-like exotic states [4-
17] and P. states [I8H20] have been observed in exper-
iment. The various interpretations also have emerged
including conventional hadrons, compact tetraquarks or
pentaquarks, loosely bound molecules, hybrids, glueballs,
kinematic effects and so on.

In 2003, another important observation is that
BaBar Collaboration observed a narrow heavy-light state

*0(2317) in the D 7% invariant mass spectrum [21].
Its tetraquark with Qqgg configuration was proposed
in Refs.[22H24]. Later, CLEO collaboration [25] con-
firmed the D7;(2317) and observed another narrow res-
onance D,1(2460) in D:T 70 final states. The masses of

*0(2317) and D,1(2460) deviate from quark model ex-
pectations [26] and their decay behaviors are unlike the
conventional charmed mesons. Later, SELEX Collabo-
ration reported a charmed-strange meson D, (2632) in
invariant mass spectra of Dy and D°K* [27]. In 2016,
DO Collaboration reported a narrow structure X (5568) in
the B%7* invariant mass spectrum with 5.1¢ significance
[28]. In 2020, LHCb collaboration reported the discov-
ery of two new exotic structures X((2900) and X;(2900)
[29, [30], which reignites the study of exotic charmed
mesons [3TH40].

In 2017, the LHCD Collaboration reported the observa-
tion of Z1 in the AT K~ 77" decay mode and its mass
was determined to be 3621.404+0.72(stat.) £0.27(syst.)+
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0.14(AF) MeV [42]. This observation motivates theorists
to further study the possible stable tetraquark states with
QQqq configuration [43H5I]. Recently, the LHCb Col-
laboration discovered a very narrow state, called T, by
analyzing the D°D%z T invariant mass spectrum, which
has a minimal quark configuration of ccud [52]. To our
knowledge, the tetraquark states with QQQqg configura-
tions are also studied in different frames [53H57].

As for the tetraquark state with QQQQ configuration,
it has inspired both the experimental and theoretical at-
tention. The existence of four heavy quark states was
discussed in a specific potential models [58]. The Q2Q?
system was studied with the Born-Oppenheimer approxi-
mation in the MIT bag model [59]. Moreover, Lloyd et al.
investigated four-body states with only charmed quarks
(ccee) in a parameterized non-relativistic Hamiltonian
[60]. Working in a large but finite oscillator basis, they
found several close-lying bound states. Later, Karliner
et al. estimated masses of Q1Q2Q3Q, resonant states in
a simple quark model, suggested how to produce and ob-
serve them, and obtained M(X¢cee) = 6192425 MeV and
M(Xpp55) = 18826 £ 25 MeV for the J©C = 07+ states
involving charmed and bottom tetraquarks [61]. Anwar
et al. calculated the ground-state energy of the bbbb
bound state in a nonrelativistic effective field theory with
one-gluon-exchange (OGE) color Coulomb interaction,
and the ground state bbbb tetraquark mass is predicted
to be (18.72 4+ 0.02) GeV [62]. In 2016, Bai et al. pre-
sented a calculation of the bbbb tetraquark ground-state
energy using a diffusion Monte Carlo method to solve the
non-relativistic many-body system [63]. In 2017, Debas-
tiani et al. extended updated Cornell model to study
the all-charm tetraquark (cceé) in a diquark-antidiquark
configuration [64]. Moreover, Chen et al. used a moment
QCD sum rule method augmented by fundamental in-
equalities to research the existence of exotic states ccée
and bbbb in the compact diquark-antidiquark configura-
tion. Meanwhile, they suggested to search for the doubly
hidden-charm states in the J/v.J/¢ and 7.(15)n s chan-
nels [65].

In 2016, the CMS Collaboration reported the first ob-
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servation of the Y(15) pair production in pp collisions
and they found an exotic structure in four lepton chan-
nel around 18.4 GeV with a global significance of 3.6 o,
which is probably a fully-bottom tetraquark state [66].
However, such a structure was not confirmed by latter
CMS experiments [67]. After that, the LHCb Collabora-
tion studied the Y(1S5),+,- invariant mass distribution
to seek a possible bbbb exotic meson, but they did not see
any significant excess in the range 17.5 — 20.0 GeV [6].

In 2020, the LHCDb Collaboration declared a narrow
resonance X(6900) in the di-J/v¢ mass spectrum with the
significance more than 50 [69]. Moreover, a broad struc-
ture ranging from 6.2 to 6.8 GeV and an underlying peak
near 7.3 GeV was also reported at the same time [69]. Re-
cently, the ATLAS and CMS collaborations released their
measurements on di-J /1 invariant mass spectrum. They
both confirmed the existence of the X(6900), meanwhile
they also found the signals of some new peaking struc-
tures [70L [7T]. These structures could be expected widely
to be a cccé configuration. The observation of X(6900) at-
tracts many scholars to interpret this state from different
views: (1) the first radial excitation states of 0T+ /2%+
or the first orbital excitation state of 0=+ /1% [72H77];
(2) a bound diquark-antidiquark system [78-80]; (3) the
gluonic tetracharm state in [3.]c. ® [8.] ® [3¢]zz configura-
tion with J©¢ = 0*+ [R1]; (4) a dynamically generated
resonance pole structure due to the coupled-channel in-
teractions between J/v¢ — J/v, J/ — ¢, and ¢ — 1
[82]; (5) a JPC¢ = 0+ BSM Higgs-like boson [83]; (6) a
non-resonant dynamical mechanism to understand sev-
eral new structures observed by LHCb [84] B5]; (7) the
scalar and axialvector four-quark states [86]; (8) a cusp
effect from the J/4(3770) channel [87].

For the stability of the fully heavy tetraquark state,
it has been discussed for a long time. Debastiani et
al. found that the lowest S-wave cccé tetraquarks might
be below the dicharmonium thresholds in their updated
Cornell model [88]. The 1* bbbe state is thought to be
a narrow state in the extended chromomagnetic model
[89]. However, many other studies suggested that the
ground state of fully heavy tetraquarks is above the di-
meson threshold. Wang et al. also calculated the fully-
heavy tetraquark state in two nonrelativistic quark mod-
els, which have different OGE Coulomb, linear confine-
ment and hyperfine potentials [90]. Based on the numer-
ical calculations, they thought their ground states are
located about 300 — 450 MeV above the lowest scat-
tering states, which indicates that there may not ex-
ist bound tetraquark state. The lattice nonrelativis-
tic QCD methodology was adopted to study the low-
est energy eigenstate of the bbbb system, and no state
was found below the lowest bottomonium-pair threshold
[91]. Moreover, JR Richard et al. also thought the all-
heavy configuration QQQQ is not stable if one adopts
a standard quark model and solves the four-body prob-
lem correctly [92]. Xin Jin et al. investigated full-charm
and full-bottom tetraquark by the quark delocalization
color screening model and the chiral quark model, re-

spectively, and the results within the quantum numbers
JP =0%,1%, and 2% show that bound state is in existent
by both models [93]. Until now, this topic is still an open
issue.

Inspired by these, we use the variational method to cal-
culate the ground state masses for fully heavy tetraquark
states. Moreover, we also provide the binding energies,
the internal mass contributions, the expectation value of
the hyperfine potential, the relative distances between
(anti)quarks, and the spatial distribution of four valence
(anti)quarks for every state.

This paper is organized as followings. Firstly, we intro-
duce the Hamiltonian of the constituent quark model and
give the corresponding parameters in Section[[I] Next we
give the spatial function in a simple Gaussian form and
construct the flavor, color, and spin wave functions of
fully heavy tetraquark states in Section [[II} Then, we
show the numerical results obtained from the variational
method and further analyze the internal mass contribu-
tions and relative lengths between (anti) quarks in Sec-
tion [[V] Finally, we give a short summary in Section [V]

II. HAMILTONIAN

We choose a nonrelativistic Hamiltonian for fully heavy
tetraquark system, which is written as,

- p; 3o XS )‘5 C Ss
H = : Ly = 2N 2 DiyCon 4 78Sy (1
Yomct ) =3 L5 VW)

Here, m; is the (anti)quark mass, A¢ is the SU(3) color
operator for the i-th quark, and for antiquark, A{ is re-
placed with —A§*. The internal quark potentials Vg"”

and Vl*j % have the following forms:

KR Tiq
Vg ="y p,
Tij ao
/
K 1 .2 2
Vi = e g0y, (2)
mimm; ToijTaj
where r;; = |r; — r;| is the distance between the i-th

(anti)quark and the j-th (anti)quark, and the o; is the
SU(2) spin operator for the i-th quark. As for the r;;
and &', we have

m;m;
rog = 1/(a+f-=m ),
i j
"= k(14 y— ), 3
¥ = (14 ®

The corresponding parameters appearing in Eqs. (213)
are shown in Table [l Here, x and x’ are the couplings
of the Coulomb and hyperfine potentials, respectively,
and they are proportional to the running coupling con-
stant a(r) of QCD. The Coulomb and hyperfine interac-
tion can be deduced from the one-gluon-exchange model.
1/a? represents the strength of linear potential. Toij 18
the Gaussian-smearing parameter. Further, we introduce



ko and 7 in &’ to provide better descriptions for the in-
teraction between different quark pairs [94].

TABLE II. All possible flavor combinations for the fully-heavy
tetraquark system.

System Flavor combinations
TABLE I. Parameters of the Hamiltonian. Y — -
~ ccee bbbb cbeb
Parameter K ao D QRAQQ| __ _ N o
Value |120.0 MeV fm | 0.0318119 (MeV~'fm)"/2| 983 MeV cebb (bbec)  cceb (beee) — bbbe (cbbb)
Parameter a 153 Me
—1 —1
Value 1.0499 fm 0.0008314 (MeVm) 1918 MeV Here, we set the Jacobi coordinates with the following
Parameter Ko ~ me conditions:
Value 194.144 MeV 0.00088 MeV ! 5343 MeV mi=ms=ms=my=m for ccéc
- - - - (3] b
M1 =mg =mg =my =my, for bbb,
M1 = Mo = Me, M3 =My =my, for cchb,
my = Mg = M3 = M, My = My, for ccél_),
III. WAVE FUNCTIONS -
my = Mg = M3 = My, Mg = M., for bbbe,
Here, we concentrate on the ground fully-heavy M = Me, M = My, M = Me, My =my,  for  cheb.

tetraquark states. We present the flavor, spatial, and
color-spin parts of total wave function for fully-heavy
tetraquark system. In order to consider the constraint
from the Pauli principle, we use a diquark-antidiquark
picture to analyze this tetraquark system.

A. Flavor Part

Firstly, we discuss the flavor part. Here, we list
all the possible flavor combinations for the fully-heavy
tetraquark system in Table [[I}

In Table [} the three flavor combinations in the first
line are purely neutral particles and the C parity is a
“good” quantum number. For the other six states in
the second line, every state has a charge conjugation
anti-partner, and their masses, internal mass contribu-
tions, relative distances between (anti)quarks are abso-
lutely same, and thus we only need to discuss one of the
pair.

Moreover, the ccée, bbbb, and ccbb states have the two
pairs of (anti)quarks which are identical, but only the
first two quarks in the ccéb and bbbé states are identical.

B. Spatial Part

In this part, we construct the wave function for the
spatial part in a simple Gaussian form. We denote the
fully heavy tetraquark state as Q(1)Q(2)Q(3)Q(4) con-
figuration, and choose the Jacobian coordinates system
as follows:

x1 =/1/2(r1 — ra);

X3 =1/1/2(r3 — ry);
1 miry + moro mars + mary

x3 = 5[ )= ( ) (4)
2 mi + mo ms =+ my

Based on these, we construct the spatial wave func-
tions of QQQQ states in a single Gaussian form. The
spatial wave function can satisfy the required symmetry

property:
RS = eXp[—CuX% — CQQX% — ngX%], (5)

where C11, Cas, and Cs3 are the variational parameters.

Moreover, it is useful to introduce the center of mass
frame so that the kinetic term in the Hamiltonian of Eq.
(1) can be reduced appropriately for our calculations.
The kinetic term denoted by T, is as follows:

4 2
Tc — pCE3

2R
2my

2
pmg
!/
2my

pz2 _ ng —_ pil
~2m; 2M  2m}

+ o2+

(6)

where different states have different reduced masses m/
and we show them in Table [TIl

TABLE III. The reduced mass m; in different states.

States|m}; mh mj5 |States| m} mh mh
= —7 2memy  (Metmy)me
ccee | me Mme Me cech Me metme  30metimy)
bbbb my Mmp mp bbbe mp Zmemy - (metmp)my,
me+myp  2(3mp+me)
17 2memy -7 2memy 2memy me+my
cebb | me my et cbeb et metme 5

C. Color-spin Part

In the color space, the color wave functions can be an-
alyzed by applying the SU(3) group theory, where the
direct product of the diquark-antidiquark components
reads:

(3:®3:) ® (3. ®3.) = (6. D3.) @ (6.®3.). (7)



Based on these, we get two kinds of color-singlet state:

d1 = [(Q1Q2)*(Q3Q4)%), b2 = (Q1Q2)°(Q3Q4)%). (8)

In the spin space, the allowed wave functions in
diquark-antidiquark picture read:

= [(Q1Q2)1 (Q:?3C:2 )1)2, X2 = [(Q1Q2)1(Q3Q4)1)1,
= (Q1Q2)1(Q3Q4)0)1, x4 = [(Q1Q2)0(Q3Q4)1)1,
= (Q1Q2)1(Q3Q4)1)0, X6 = [(Q1Q2)0(Q3Q4)0)0(9)

In the notation [(Q1Q2)spin1 (Q3Q4)spin2)spin3, the spinl,
spin2, and spin3 represent the spins of diquark, antidi-
quark, and the whole tetraquark state, respectively.
Because the flavor part and spatial part are chosen to
be fully symmetric for the (anti)diquark, the color-spin
part of the total wave function should be fully antisym-
metric. Combining the flavor part, we show all possible
color-spin part satisfied Pauli principle with JF¢ in Ta-

ble [V]

TABLE IV. The allowed color-spin parts for every flavor con-
figuration.

Type | JT(©) Color-spin Part
cc§§ o+(+) d1x1
bbbb | 177 | i xo
ccbb 0+ | Grs Soxe
cceb 2" o
1T dixe dixs doxa
bbbe 0+ | éixs oxe
27T | oixa P2x1
o |92 de (X +dixa)
cbcb 5 (2x3 + d2x4)
1 5 (d1xs — d1xa) J5(d2xs — d2xa)
0" |pixs d2X5 1X6 P2X5

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we firstly introduce a useful method
that can be used to examine the stability of the
tetraquarks through the eigenvalue of the hyperfine po-
tential matrix generated by the independent color ® spin
bases. This hyperfine matrix is essential in identify-
ing possible attraction [95H99]. A stable or resonant
multiquark state can only exist if the hyperfine poten-
tial of the multiquark configuration is sufficiently attrac-
tive compared to its rearrangement decay channels [99].
Here, the matrix form of the hyperfine factor is given as
<Zf<j mlmj Af - Ajoi - 0j). Then, we diagonalize them
to get the lowest eigenvalue of the hyperfine factor, and

show them in corresponding Tables. To compare the ex-
pectation values of the tetraquarks’ hyperfine factor bet-
ter, we also show the corresponding values for all possible
decay channels in same Tables.

Next, we check the consistence between the experimen-
tal masses and the obtained masses of some mesons using
the variational method based on the Hamiltonian of Eq.
and the parameters in Table [ We show the results in
Table [V] and notice that our values are relatively reliable
since the deviations for most states are less than 10 MeV.

TABLE V. Masses of some mesons obtained from the theoret-
ical calculations. The masses and errors are in units of MeV.
The variational parameter is in units of fm~=?2

Meson J/Y Ne T m B. B

3092.2]2998.5|9468.9 | 9389.0 | 6287.9 | 6350.5
Variational parameters| 12.5 15.0 | 49.7 | 57.4 | 229 | 20.2
3096.9 | 2983.9|9460.3 | 9399.0 | 6274.9
Error -4.7 14.6 8.6 10.0 13.0

Theoretical masses

Experiment masses

Moreover, we have systemically construct the total
wave function satisfied with Pauli Principle in the previ-
ous section. The corresponding total wave function could
be expanded as follows:

Z I YR [dix;])- (10)

To investigate the mass of the fully heavy tetraquarks
with the wvariational method, we calculate the
Schrodinger equation H|VU,) = FE,|¥,), diagonal-
ize the corresponding matrix, and then determine the
ground state masses for the fully heavy tetraquarks.
According to corresponding variational parameters, we
further give the internal mass contributions, including
quark masses part, kinetic energy part, confinement
potential part, and hyperfine potential part. As a
comparison, we also show the lowest meson-meson
thresholds for the tetraquarks with different quantum
numbers and their internal contributions. Thus, we
define the binding energy:

MmesonQa (11)

where Mtet7'aquark7 M’rnesonl: and Mmeson2 are masses of
tetraquark and the two mesons at lowest threshold al-
lowed in the rearrangement decay of the tetraquark, re-
spectively. In order to discuss conveniently in next sub-
section, we also define the V¢: the sum of Coulomb po-
tential and linear potential.

Lastly, it is also useful to investigate the spatial size of
the tetraquarks which strongly relates to the magnitude
of the various kinetic energies and the potential energies
between quarks. Understanding the relative lengths be-
tween quarks in tetraquarks and their lowest thresholds

BT = Mtetraqua?'k - M’rnesonl -



is also important, and the relative distance between the
heavier quarks is, in general, shorter than that between
the lighter quarks [47]. This tendency is also maintained
in each tetraquark state according to corresponding Ta-
bles.

In the following subsections, we concretely discuss all
possible configurations for fully heavy tetraquarks.

A. ccec and bbbb states

Firstly, we investigate the ccéé and bbbb systems. There
are two JPC = 011 states, a JP¢ = 17~ state, and a
JPC = 2%+ state according to Table We show the
eigenvalue of the hyperfine factor for the ground states
and their possible decay channels in Table [VIl Moreover,
we also show the masses of ground states, variational
parameters, the internal mass contributions, the relative
lengths between quarks, and their lowest meson-meson
thresholds in Table [VII] respectively.

Here, we take the ground JP¢ = 0t+ bbbb state as
an example, and others have similar discussions accord-

relative distances in Table [VII} we find that the relative
distances of (1,2) and (3,4) pairs are same, and other rel-
ative distances are same in all the ccéé and bbbb states
This is because of the permutation symmetry for the
ground state wave function in each tetraquarks [5I]. For
the c1coC384 and bybobsby states, they need to satisfy the
Pauli principle for identical particles are as follows:

A2 Wiot) = A3a|Wrot) = —[Utor), (13)

where the operation A;; means exchanging the coordi-
nate of Q; (Q;) and Q; (Q;).

Meanwhile, they are pure neutral particles with def-
inite C-parity, so the permutation symmetries for total
wave functions as follows:

A1a-34] W0ty = £[TUs0r), (14)

where Ajs_34 means exchanging the coordinate of di-
quark and antidiquark.

Based on these, the relationship of relative distances
for all the ¢1c2838, and bybybsb, states can be obtained
as follows:

(Wiot|r1 — 13| Wior)

ing to Tables [VI] and [VII} According to Table [VI the = (W | AT} Ara|ry — r3| AT} Apo|Whor) = (Wyor|ro — r3|Wp0)
eigenvalues for ground states are not equal to expecta- — (U |A_1A Ity — 1 |A_1A [Wor) = (Wyor|ra — 1| Tror)
tion values for two meson states. Moreover, we also find for1 34 34lt2 03 s 341 tot fot T2 7 T4l Fot
the ground JP¢ = 0*+ bbbb state has a smaller eigen- = (Vrot| A1y Arafra — ra Ay Ara|Wior) = (Pror|rs — ra| Vo),
value and thus less attractive than the nyn, decay chan- (15)

nel, but is still more attractive than TY decay channel.
Nevertheless, the reason why this state has energy obvi-
ously larger than 7,1, and YY decay channels is that the
contribution from the confinement potential is obviously
larger than those of nyn, and TY decay channels. Hence,
it should be a compact state, but is not a stable state,
which can decay into rearrangement decay channels.

We now analyze the numerical results obtained from
the variational method. As for the ground JF¢ = 0++
bbbb state, its mass is 19240.0 MeV, and corresponding
binding energy Br is +461.9 MeV. The total wave func-
tion is given as:

[Wiot) = 0.936|F)|R®)|[p2xe]) — 0.352|F)|R®)|[¢1x5])-
(12)

Its variational parameters are given as Cy; = 7.7 fm™ 2,
Co = 7.7 fmfz, and Cs33 = 11.4 fnfz7 which shows
roughly the inverse ratios of size for diquark, antidiquark,
and between the center of diquark and antidiquark, re-
spectively. We naturally find that the Ci; is equal to
(2, hence the distance of (b —b) would be equal to that
of (b—b), and the reason is that bbbb system is a neutral
system.

1. The relative distances and symmetry

Here, we concentrate on the the relative distances be-
tween the (anti)quarks in tetraquarks. Looking into the

and

<\I’tot|1‘1 - I‘2N’tot>

= <‘I’tot|A1_21,34A12—34|1‘1 - I‘2||A1_21,34A12—34\‘I’tot>

= (Vyot|rs — ra|[Wiot)- (16)
Obviously, our theoretical derivations are in perfect
agreement with the calculated results in Table [VII

Further, we can also prove three Jacobi coordinates,

Rl’g =Tr] —To, R3’4 =r3 —ry, and R = 1/2(1‘1 +1ro —
r3 —ry4), are orthogonal to each other for all the cccc and
bbbb states:

(Wior|(R,2 - Ra,a)[Wior)

= (W0t (34) 71 (34)|(Ra,2 - Rg,a)[ (34) 7 (34) | Wror)
—(Wiot|(R1,2 - R3a)|Wior) = 0, (17)

(ror Rz - R Wior)
= (V1r|(12) 71 (12)| (R 2 - R)|(12) 7 (12) | Wi0r)
= ~{(Vrot|(Riz2 - R Wror) = 0, (18)

and

qjtot'(RSA . Rl)‘\lltot>
Wior|(34) 7 (34)|(Ra,2 - RY)[(34) 71 (34) [ Wror)
= —<‘I’tot|(R3,4 . R/)|\Iltot> =0, (19)

o~ o~

According to the relative distances in Table [VII] and
the relationship of Eqs. (13{18]), we can well describe the



TABLE VI. The expectation value of the hyperfine factor for the ccéé and bbbb systems and their possible decay channels.

(unit:(GeV)™?)

Systems ccce bbbb
JPe 0++ 1+- ot++ o+ 1+ ot++
16 32 86 16 _ _ 32 8v6
<Z4 L 2.\ - o) 3m2  3meme  meme 16 _ 16 164 16 3mZ  3mpmp  mpmy 16 16 16 16
i<j omymy Tt CgEr R 8v6 8 3m?2 3meme 3m?2 3meme 86 8 3m2 3mymy 3m2 3mpmy
meme m2 mymg m%

Lowest Eigenvalue -5.26 0 2.90 -0.68 0 0.37
Deacy channel J/WJ /Y J/Une NeNe TY Tne oMb
(==L X% X0y - 0j) 16 16 16 _ 16 __16  _ _16 16 16 16 16 __16 _ _16
mymy i A% 0 Smems | 3mems Smems | mema mems | mems 3mymy | 3mpmg Smymg  mymg mymy | mpmy

Quantum number ott, 2t+ 1+ ott ott, ot+ 1+ ott
Value 2.90 -2.90 -8.70 0.37 -0.37 -1.12

TABLE VII. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for ccéé, bbbb
systems, corresponding lowest meson-meson thresholds, and their differences (Do, D1, or D2). The number is given as i=1,2 for
the quarks, and 3,4 for the antiquarks. The masses, Br, and contributions are in MeV unit. The relative lengths (variational
parameters) are fm (fm™?) unit.

Systems cccc bbbb
Jre \(i,j) 0t | nene Do | 177 | J/yme Dy | 27T |J/pd/w Do | O | ey Do | 1T | Yy Dy | 2TF | YT Ds
Mass/Br | 6384.4|5997.0 387.4|6451.5|6090.7 360.8|6482.7| 6184.5 208.2(19240.0|18778.1 461.9 [19303.9|18857.9 446.0 |19327.9|18937.8 390.1
Variationall C11 | 7.7 | 15.0 9.1 | 150 89 | 125 246 | 574 307 | 574 30.0 | 49.7
Parameters| Cpy | 7.7 | 15.0 9.1 | 125 89 | 125 246 | 57.4 30.7 | 49.7 30.0 | 49.7
=) o | 114 7.3 6.9 39.5 24.0 23.0
Quark Mass | 7672.0|7672.0 0.0 |7672.0|7672.0 0.0 |7672.0| 7672.0 0.0 [21372.0[21372.0 0.0 [21372.0[21372.0 0.0 [21372.0(21372.0 0.0
C;ﬂ‘:ﬁg‘;‘“ -2083.8-2440.4 356.6 |-1998.8|-2367.4 368.6|-1973.6| -2294.4 320.8/-3101.0(-3724.2 623.2|-3003.4|-3641.9 638.5 |-2977.3|-3559.5 582.2
Kinetic Energy | 814.0 | 915.1 -101.1| 767.2 | 839.0 -71.8| 752.0 | 762.9 -10.9| 970.4 |1255.9 -285.5| 934.0 | 1171.6 -237.6| 908.1 | 1087.3 -179.2
CS Interaction | 22.7 |-150.0 172.7| 1.5 | -52.9 54.4| 32.3 | 43.9 -11.6| 17.0 |-125.5 1425 1.3 | -43.8 451 | 25.1 | 38.0 -12.9
(1,2)] -6.8 194 -14.6 111.8 974.5 -269.1
(1,3)] -26.1 [-237.2(n.) 15 |-237.2(n0) 54 |-164.2(J/¢) |-339.7 [-879.1(ns) | -122.1 |-879.1(ms) | -118.3 |-796.7(T)
(2,3)] -26.1 15 5.4 -339.7 11221 -118.3
vl |4)] 261 15 5.4 -339.7 11221 -118.3
(2,4)| -26.1 [-237.2(n.) 15 |-164.2(J/v) | 54 |-164.2(J/v) |-339.7 |-879.1(ns) | -122.1 |-796.7(T) -118.3 |-796.7(T)
(3,4)] -6.8 -19.4 -14.6 111.8 274.5 -269.1
Total| -117.8 | -474.4 356.6| -32.8 |-401.4 368.6| -7.6 | -328.4 320.8/-1135.0|-1758.2 623.2|-1037.4|-1675.9 632.5|-1011.3|-1593.5 582.2
Cona?f)fﬁon 718.9 | 291.0 427.9| 745.5 | 384.7 360.8| 776.7 | 478.5 208.2| -147.6 | -627.9 480.3|-102.1 | -548.1 446.0| -78.1 |-468.2 390.1
(1,2)] 0.406 0.373 0.377 0.227 0.203 0.205
(1,3)] 0.371 [0.290(n.) 0.395 [0.290(n.) | 0.403 [0.318(J/¢) | 0.204 [0.148(ns) 0.217 {0.148(m) 0.220 0.160(T)
Relative | (9 3y| .371 0.395 0.403 0.204 0.217 0.220
Lengths
(fm) | (L4)| 0371 0.395 0.403 0.204 0.217 0.220
(2,4)| 0.371 [0.290(n.) 0.395 [0.318(J/¢) | 0.403 [0.318(J/¢) | 0.204 [0.148(ns) 0.217 [0.160(T) 0.220 0.160(T)
(3,4)| 0.406 0.373 0.377 0.227 0.203 0.205
(1,2)-(3.4)] 0.235 0.294 0.302 0.126 0.162 0.165
Radius(fm) | 0.235 0.237 0.241 0.130 0.130 0.132

relative positions of the four valence quarks for all the
ccee and bbbb states. Meanwhile, using the relative dis-
tances between (anti)quarks and orthogonal relationship,
one can also determine the relative distance of (12)—(34),
and it is consistent with our results in Table[VII] Further,

we can give the relative position of R, and the spherical
radius of the tetraquarks. Here, we define that the R,
is the geometric center of the four quarks (the center of
the sphere). Based on these results, we show the spa-
tial distribution of four valence quarks for the ground



FIG. 1. Relative positions for four valence quarks and R.
in the J¥¢ = 0%* ground bbbb state. Meanwhile, we label
the relative distances of Ry, Ry 5, R, R, and the radius
(units: fm).

JPC = 0+ bbbb state in Fig.

2. The internal contribution

Here, let us now turn our discussion to the internal
mass contribution for the ground J©¢ = 0++ bbbb state.

Firstly, for the kinetic energy, this bbbb state has 814.0
MeV, which can be understood as the sum of three inter-
nal kinetic energies: kinetic energies of two pairs of the
b — b, and the (bb) — (bb) pair. Accordingly, the sum of
the internal kinetic energies of 7,7, state only come from
the two pairs of the b — b. Therefore, this bbbb state has
an additional kinetic energy needed to bring the 7,1, into
a compact configuration. The actual kinetic energies of
two pairs of the b — b in the the ground JX¢ = 0T bbbb
state are smaller than those inside the nyn, state. This
is so because as can be seen in Table [VII] the distance of
b — b in the tetraquark state is larger than in the meson:
the distance of b— b is 0.204 fm in this bbbb state while it
is 0.148 fm in 7. Meanwhile, we find even if considering
the additional kinetic energy between the (bb) — (bb) pair,
the total kinetic energies in this bbbb state is still smaller
than that of the n,n, state. However, this does not cause
the ground JFC = 0+ bbbb state to a stable state due
to confinement potential part.

As for the confinement potential part, the contribu-
tions from V¢ for the ground JFC = 0Tt bbbb state
in Table [VI]] are all attractive. Thus, this state has a
large positive binding energy. However, it still above the
meson-meson threshold because the V¢ (bb) in 1, is much
attractive. As for other internal contributions, the quark
contents of this state are the same as its corresponding
rearrangement decay threshold. Moreover, the mass con-
tribution from the hyperfine potential term is negligible
relative to the contributions from other terms.

B. cchb state

Here, we concentrate on the ccbb system. Similar to
the ccée and bbbb systems, the ccbb system is also satis-
fied with fully antisymmetric for diquark and antiquark.
There are two J© = 01 states, a JI = 171 state, and
a JP = 2% state in ccbb system. We show the eigen-
value of the hyperfine factor for the ground states and
their possible decay channels in Table [VIIIl Moreover,
we also show the masses of ground states, corresponding
variational parameters, different internal mass contribu-
tions, the relative lengths between quarks, and their low-
est meson-meson threshold in Table [X] respectively.

TABLE VIII. The expectation value of the hyperfine fac-
tor for the ccbb system and their possible decay channels.
(unit:(GeV)™?)

System ccbb
P ot
+ 8 32 8v6
4 1 e c 3m2 3memy memg,
(Sl i Ao ) ( e U
mem m2 T m2
emg ¢ H
Lowest Eigenvalue -1.845
Jr 1+ 2+
4 —1 e ye 5
i 7!1,1711,1 A7+ Ajoi - o) (3m2 +anz 3m - 3m1fm5) (3m2 + 37n2 + smhmb)
Lowest Eigenvalue 0. 298 1.339
Deacy channel B:B! B:B. B.B.
—1 ye.ye. 16 16 6 _16 —16 _ _16
(o m; AT Ajoi - o) Smemy | Bmemg 3memg | memp memg | memy
Quantum number ot, 2% 1" 0
Value 1.041 -1.041 -3.123

Firstly, to compare the hyperfine factors of the ccbb
tetraquarks with the corresponding sum of two mesons
in the possible decay channels, we need to obtain and
diagonalize <Z?<j - milmj A§-Afoi-0j) to get the the cor-
responding eigenvalues. The corresponding results are
shown in Table[VIII] The B.B. system is more attractive
than any ccbb state. The ground J¥ = 01 cchb state is
also less attractive than the B.B. decay channel but still
more attractive than the B} B} decay channel. Thus, it
can decay into rearrangement decay channels and is not
a stable state.

Next, we take the ground J¥ = 01 ccbb state as an
example to discuss its properties with the variational
method. Similar situation also happens in other two
quantum numbers according to Tables [VIII] and [[X] The
mass of the lowest J* = 07 ccbb state is 12920.0 MeV,
and corresponding binding energy Br is +344.2 MeV
according to Table [VIIl Thus, the state is obviously
higher than the corresponding rearrangement meson-
meson thresholds. The wave function is given as:

[Wiot) = 0.966|F)|R®)|[¢1x5]) — 0.259|F)|R®)|[P2xe])-
(20)

Here, we notice that the mass contribution of ground
state mainly come from the [(Q1Q2)3(Q3Q4)3)o com-



TABLE IX. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for ccbb system,
corresponding lowest meson-meson thresholds, and their differences (Do, D1, or D2). The number is given as i=1,2 for the
quarks, and 3,4 for the antiquarks. The masses, Br, and contributions are in MeV unit. The relative lengths (variational

parameters) are fm (fm™?) unit.

System ccbb
JPC ) ot |B.B. Do | 1* |B!B. Di| 2% |B:B' D,
Mass/Br 12920.0(12575.8 344.2(12939.9/12638.4 301.5/12960.9|12700.9 260.0
Variational|  Ci 23.9 | 22.9 24.8 | 20.2 24.5 | 20.2
Parameters|  Ch, 105 | 22.9 10.3 | 22.9 10.1 | 20.2
(fm ™) Cas | 123 1.1 10.7
Quark Mass 14522.0{14522.0 0.0 |14522.0{14522.0 0.0 (14522.0{14522.0 0.0
Confinement Potential|-2420.1|-2795.5 375.4|-2400.7|-2741.1 340.4|-2382.1|-2686.8 304.7
Kinetic Energy | 835.9 | 947.3 -111.4| 814.0 | 891.5 -77.5| 795.6 | 835.7 -40.1
CS Interaction -7.0 -98.0 91.0 4.6 -34.0 38.6| 25.3 30.0 -4.7
(1,2) |-271.1 -225.5 -222.4
(1,3) | -47.5 |-414.8(B.) -41.6 |-360.4(B) | -38.7 |-360.4(B)
(2,3) | -475 41.6 -38.7
ve (1,4) | -47.5 -41.6 -38.7
(2,4) | -47.5 |-414.8(B.) -41.6 |-414.8(B.) | -38.7 |-360.4(B;)
(34) | -46.9 -43.0 -38.9
Total | -454.0 [ -829.5 375.3|-434.7 | -775.1 340.4] -416.0 | -720.8 304.8
Total Contribution | 374.9 | 19.8 355.1| 383.9 | 82.4 301.5| 404.9 | 144.9 260.0
(1,2) | 0.230 0.226 0.227
(1,3) | 0.308 |0.235(B.) 0.317 |0.250(B%) | 0.322 |0.250(B;)
Relative | 9 3y | .308 0.317 0.322
Lengths
(fm) (1,4) | 0.308 0.317 0.322
(2,4) | 0.308 |0.235(B.) 0.317 [0.235(B.) 0.322 |0.250(B;)
(34) | 0.348 0.351 0.355
(1,2)-(3,4)| 0.226 0.238 0.243

ponent, and the |(Q1Q2)3(Q3Q4)8)¢ component is neg-
ligible. Its variational parameters are given as C1; =
23.9fm ™2, Cyy = 10.5fm ™2, and Cs3 = 12.3fm 2.

Let us now turn our discussion to the internal contri-
bution for the ground ccbb state. For the kinetic energy
part, the J¥ = 01 ccbb state obtains 835.9 MeV, which
is smaller than that of the meson-meson threshold B.B..
The potential part of this state is far smaller than that
of the lowest meson-meson threshold. Further, we notice
that all the V¢ for this state are attractive. However,
relative to the V€ of B_.B., these attractive values seem
to trivial. This is because the length between ¢ — b in
tetraquarks is longer than that in B, according to Table
In summary, we trend to think these ccbb states are
unstable compact states.

C. cceb and bbbe states

Here, we discuss the ccéb and bbbé systems. For these
two system, they only need to satisfy the antisymme-
try for the diquark. Thus, comparing to above three
systems, the ccéb and bbbé systems have more allowed
states. There are two J© = 0% states, three J© = 1T
states, one JP = 2% state in the ccéb and bbbé systems.
We show the eigenvalue of the hyperfine factor for the
ground states and their possible decay channels in Table
[VITI] Moreover, we calculate the masses of ground states,
corresponding variational parameters, different internal
contributions, the relative lengths between quarks, and
their lowest meson-meson threshold in Table [XI] respec-
tively.

Firstly, we compare the expectation values of the hy-
perfine factor of the tetraquarks with the corresponding
sum of two mesons in Table[VIII For the bbbé system, we
notice that the n.B. decay channel is the most attractive
channel. Moreover, the J¥ = 17 ground state is more at-



TABLE X. The expec
(unit:(GeV)™?)

tation

value of the hyperfine factor for the ccchb, bbbe

systems and their possible decay channels.

Systems cceh bbb
Jr ot o*
B 8 _ _ 16 _ _ 16 4v6 4V6 o4 - 8 . 16 . 16 46 46
4 -1 c c 3m2 3mezmg 3memg 3meme  memp meme 3m 3memg 3mymez 3mymy  mpme mpmyg
<Zi<j mim; AL Xjoi - aj) 4\/% 4J€b ib 4 ' 4\/% 4V6 ’ 4 4 ’
memg T mema mZ T mamyg mpmz T mpmg mZ T memg
Low Eigenvalue -3.58 -1.28
JP 1Jr 1+
_8 8 _ 8 _ 8 8v2 8v2 8 _ _ 8 _8 4 8 _ 8 _ 8 8vV2 _ _8V2 8 _ _ 8
3m?2 3memy 3memy 3memz  3meme 3memy  meme memg, 3m§ 3mezmy, 3myme 3mymg  3mpmg 3myms  mymy myme
4 — c c _ G G W G
ics m,,;z,] A Xjoi - oj) 31?(./3(—. - 3?{3[5 Tz — mfma mi:r/zz - 3:,,‘{2,,5 35\1,/72;,—) - zriz/iﬁ T m:m;) mj;r/i - 3riﬁ;
_8 8 —4v2 _ _4v3 4 8 _ 8 —4vZ _ 43 4 a4
memz | memyg meme | 3memp  meme | 3memyg mym; | mpme mymy, | 3mymz  mymp | 3memy
Low Eigenvalue -2.49 -1.34
J 2" 2t
(i s X X1 ) (7 + 5t + 5o + 5s) (2 + ot + o + )
Lowest Eigenvalue 1.97 0.71
Deacy channel J/YB: J/YB. neB} NeBe TB; TB. B mBe
1 c c 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16
<7 mim; /\i ) )\J‘O’i : U]> 3meme 3memy  3memz  memp | meme 3memy  memz | memy 3my,my, 3memy  3mpmy  memy  mpmy 3memy T mymy | memy
Quantum number 0,1t 2% 1+ 1+ 0" 0t,17,2% 1+ 1+ ot
Value 1.97 -0.11 -3.83 -5.91 0.71 -1.37 -0.04 -2.12
TABLE XI. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for bbbé
and cccb systems, corresponding lowest meson-meson thresholds, and their differences (Do, D1, or D2). The number is given
as i=1,2 for the quarks, and 3,4 for the antiquarks. The masses, Br, and contributions are in MeV unit. The relative lengths
(variational parameters) are fm (fm™?2) unit.
Systems bbb cceb
Jre ‘ (ij)| 0 | Bew Do | 1% | Bimy Di | 2% | B;Y Dy | 0" | Bepe Do | 17 | Bine Di| 27 |BiJ/Y Ds
Mass/Br 16043.9|15676.9 367.0[16043.2|15739.5 303.7 |16149.2|15819.4 329.8 | 9620.5 | 9286.4 334.1|9624.6 | 9349.0 275.6| 9730.5 | 9442.7 287.8
Variational| C11 | 125 | 22.9 124 | 202 144 | 20.2 114 | 229 111 | 20.2 13.7 | 202
Parameztcrs Ca | 21.7 58.8 21.0 57.4 28.6 49.7 7.2 15.0 6.9 15.0 8.9 12.5
Em) ) gy | 287 28.9 16.9 15.2 15.3 9.1
Quark Mass |17947.0{17947.0 0.0 |17947.0{17947.0 0.0 |17947.0{17947.0 0.0 |11097.0{11097.0 0.0 (11097.0{11097.0 0.0 |11097.0/11097.0 0.0
C‘}f(‘)fz:ﬁg;m -2786.7|-3259.9 473.2|-2779.8|-3205.5 425.7|-2659.7|-3123.1 463.4|-2280.0|-2618.0 338.0 [-2266.2|-2563.6 207.4|-2158.4|-2490.6 332.2
Kinetic Energy | 883.3 | 1101.6 -218.3| 876.1 | 1045.8 -169.7| 838.2 | 961.5 -123.3| 810.3 | 931.2 -120.9| 795.2 | 875.4 -80.2| 763.9 | 799.3 -35.4
CS Interaction 15.5 | -111.8 127.3| 4.8 -47.8 526 | 23.8 34.0 -10.2| 18.2 |-123.8 142.0| 8.0 -59.9 67.9| 28.0 36.9 -89
(1,2)| 40.8 39.7 -110.1 32.0 29.0 -99.6
(1,3)] -251.3 -248.2 -85.5 -91.9 -87.0 21.9
(2,3) | -228.3 |-879.1(m) -225.8 |-879.1(m) 77.6 |-164.2(Y) 74.8 |-879.1(n.) -68.9 |-879.1(n.) -17.3 |-164.2(J/v)
VE  |(1,4)|-251.3 |-414.8(B.) | -248.2 |-360.4(B;) | -85.5 |-360.4(B;) | -91.9 |-414.8(B.) -87.0 |-360.4(Bf) | -21.9 |-360.4(B;)
(2,4)] -228.3 -225.8 776 748 -68.9 -17.3
(3,4)| 97.7 94.5 -257.5 -12.7 -17.4 -14.3
Total| -820.7 |-1293.9 473.2| -813.8 |-1239.5 425.7| -693.7 [-1157.1 463.4| -314.0 | -652.0 338.0| -300.2 | -597.6 297.4| -192.4 | -524.6 332.2
Cong;oif)?lltion 78.1 | -304.1 382.2] 67.1 |-241.5 308.6| 168.2 | -161.6 329.8| 514.4 | 155.4 359.0| 503.0 | 218.0 285.0| 599.5 | 311.7 287.8
(1,2)| 0.318 |0.235(B.) 0.320 [0.250(B;) 0.296 |0.250(B) 0.333 |0.235(B.) 0.338 |0.250(B;) 0.304 |0.250(B;)
(1,3)] 0.239 0.240 0.256 0.325 0.328 0.350
Relative |9 3)1 0.249 0.250 0.266 0.336 0.340 0.359
Lengths
(fm) | (1.4)] 0.239 0.240 0.256 0.325 0.328 0.350
(2,4)] 0.249 0.250 0.266 0.336 0.340 0.359
(3,4)| 0.242 |0.148(m) 0.245 |0.148(ms) 0.210 [0.160(T) 0.418 {0.290(1.) 0.429 |0.290(7.) 0.378 [0.318(J /)
(1,2)-(3,4)| 0.148 0.148 0.194 0.204 0.203 0.264
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tractive than others, and meanwhile, it only slightly less
attractive than the Y B, decay channel. Therefore, we
can expect to have a compact stable state for J© = 1+
bbbé configuration when considering the hyperfine poten-
tial only.

Based on these, we now analyse the numerical results
of the J¥ = 17 ground bbbé state obtained from the
variational method according to Table [XI| Other states
would have similar discussions from Tables [VII1l and X1l
The mass of the lowest J© = 1T bbbé state is 16043.2
MeV, and corresponding binding energy Brp is +303.7
MeV. Thus, the state is obviously above the lowest re-
arrangement meson-meson decay channel B*n,, and it
is an unstable tetraquark state. Its variational parame-
ters are given as C1; = 12.4fm_2, Coy = 21.Ofm_2, and
Cs3 = 28.9fm~2. The corresponding wave function is
given as:

[Wior) = 0.984[F)|R®)|[Paxa]) + 0171 F)|R®)|[¢1x3])
— 0.044|F)|R*)[[$1x2])- (21)

Here, we notice that the mass contribution of ground
state mainly come from the [(Q1Q2)5(Q3Q4)%)1 compo-
nent, and other two components are negligible.

Now, let us turn our concentration to the internal
contributions for this state and relative lengths between
quarks. For the kinetic energy part, the state obtains
876.1 MeV, which is obviously smaller than that of the
lowest meson-meson threshold B.n,. The actual kinetic
energy of the b —b (b — ¢) in the J© = 1 bbbe state is
smaller than that inside the n,(B%) meson. The reason
can be seen in Table [XI The size of this pair is larger
in the JP = 11 bbbé state than that in the meson: the
distance (3,4) is 0.245 fm in this tetraquark while it is
0.148 fm in .

Here, let us turn our discussion to the potential parts.
The potential part of this state is far smaller than that
of its lowest meson-meson threshold. Though the V¢ be-
tween quark and antiquark are attractive, the V¢ in the
diquark and antiquark are repulsive. However, relative
to the 7, and B, mesons, the V¢ in the tetraquark are
less attractive. Thus, these lead to this state still have a
relative large positive binding energy.

D. cbcb state

Lastly, we investigate the cbéb system. Similar to the
ccéec and bbbb systems, the cbéb system is also a pure
neutral system and has a certain C-parity. Moreover,
Pauli principle does not give any constraints for wave
functions of the ¢béb system. Thus, comparing to other
discussed tetraquark systems, the cbéb system has more
allowed states. There are four J¥¢ = 01+ states, four
JPC = 11— states, two JFC = 11+ states, two JFC =
21+ states in the cbéb system.

Before discussing the numerical analysis, we compare
the expectation values of the hyperfine factor of the cbéb

states with the corresponding sum of two mesons in Ta-
ble [XII] We note that the 7.7, decay channel is now
more attractive than other channels, but the J©¢ = 0++
cbéb state is more attractive than its corresponding de-
cay channels. Therefore, we can expect to have a sta-
ble compact tetraquarks for J¢ = 0t+ cbéb configura-
tion. However, as we see in the Table [XITI} we find that
even for this state the two meson threshold lies below the
tetraquark mass.

Here, we now analyse the numerical results about the
cbéb system obtained from the variational method. Here,
we take the ground JP¢ = 01+ cbéb state as an exam-
ple to discuss specifically, and others would have similar
discussions. The mass of the lowest J©¢ = 0F+ cheb
state is 12759.3 MeV, and corresponding binding energy
Br is +371.8 MeV. Thus, the state obviously has larger
mass than the lowest rearrangement meson-meson de-
cay channel n7., and it should be an unstable compact
tetraquark state. Its variational parameters are given as
Ci1 =11.9fm™?, Cyy = 11.9 fm ™2, and O35 = 22.9 fm 2.
Because this state is a pure neutral state, we naturally
notice that the value of C1; is equal to Csg, which means
that the distance of (b—b) is equal to (b—b). Our results
also reflect these properties according to Table [XIIT| The
corresponding wave function is given as:

|Wiot) = 0.876|F)|R*)|[p2x2]) + 0.063|F)|R*)|[¢1 X2
+ 0.321|F) | R*)|[p2x3]) — 0.321|F)|R*)|[p2X4

)
D
— 0.105[F)[R*)[[#1x3]) + 0105 F) |[R”)|[P1xa])-
(

22)

Further, we find that its mass contribution of ground
state mainly come from the 66 component, correspond-
ing 3 ® 3 component is negligible.

Here, let us now turn our discussion to the internal con-
tribution for the ground J¢ = 17~ cbéb state. For the
kinetic energy part, the state obtains 858.5 MeV, which is
smaller than the 1001.2 MeV of the lowest meson-meson
threshold B.n, according to Table[XIII} As for the poten-
tial part, though the V¢ between quark and antiquark
are attractive, the V¢ in the diquark and antiquark are
repulsive. However, relative to the lowest meson-meson
threshold B.ny, the total V¢ is not attractive than the
B.ny, which leads that this state has a relatively larger
mass.

We also notice that the V(1,3), V9(2,3), V9(1,4),
and VY(2,4) are absolutely same, and meanwhile
the distances of (1,3), (1,4), (2,3), and (2,4) are also
same. These actually reflect (Uyoi|(R12 - R34)[Por) =
<\Ijt0t|(R1,2 : RI)‘\IItot> = <\Ijtot|(R3,4 : Rl)|\:[/tot> = 0
Obviously, it is unreasonable that the distance of c¢ is
just equal to that of the c¢b and bb. According to Sec IV
of Ref. [51], we only consider single Gaussian form which
the I; =l = I3 = 0 in spatial part of total wave function
is not enough. These lead to the cbéb state, which is far
away from the real structures in nature. We have reason
enough to believe that the (Uin|(Ri2 - Raa)|Pior)
should not be zero. Meanwhile, considering other spatial
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TABLE XII. The expectation value of the hyperfine factor for the cbéb system and their possible decay channels. (unit: GeV™2)

System cbeb system
JP 0++
-8 40 20 _ _ 20 —10 20 _ 10 42 _ 8V32 + 14v2 2v6 + 46 n 2v6
3memy, 3mpme 3meme 3mymy ﬁmbmb V3mymea V3memez mymy mpme memea mymy mpme meme
o —10 20 _ 10 8 216 46 26 0
<Z4 M> V3mpmy | VBmyme  VBmeme memy, mymy | mpmz | memg
i<j mim; 42 82 4V2 26 4V6 2v6 16 _ 8 _ 16 —4 + 8 _ 4
mymy myme memeg mpmy mpme meme 3memy 3mpmy 3mpme 3memz  VBmymg V3mymez V3memez
26 + 46 + 26 0 —4 + 8 _ 4 —16
mymy, mpme meme V3mymg V3myme V3memea Memp
Lowest Eigenvalue -5.50
Jr 1+
g( -4 _ 10 _ _5 _ _5 ) 2v2 _ _4V2 + 2v2 20 20 —4\/’E+ 4v2
3\memy — mpme | memz | mpmy mymy | mymg | memg mymy | memg mpmy | mema
. e 2v2 42 2V2 g( 4 _ 11 ) —4v2 V2 8 _ _8
(4 —AL-AJm-a,> memg  mpmz T mema 3Umemy ~ myms T memz  mpmg mpmy T mema mymy | mems
i<j mim; 20 20 74\/§+ 4v2 g( 4 0 5 5 ) 2v2 42 2v2
mymy | memg mymy | memg 3\ memy, T mpme | memz | mpmy mymy | mymz | meme
—4v2 + V2 8 _ _8 2v2 + 4v2 + 2v2 g( -4 S R | )
mymy | meme mymy | meme mymg | mpme | meme 3\ memy | mpmz | memz | mymy
Low Eigenvalue -4.29
JP 1++ ot+
e g( 4 45 45 _ _10 ) —2v2 _ 4v2 _ 2V2 g( -4 4 5 4 5 4 10 ) 2v2 42 + 2v2
<24 M> 3\ memy, mymg Mmeme mypme mpmy mpmg memea 3 Umemy, mymy, mema myme mymy mymez meme
i<j mim; —2v2 _ 4v2 _ 2V2 g( —4 Loyt 2 ) 2v2 42 + 2v2 g( 4 41 41 2 )
mymy | mpmz | memg 3\memy T mpmy | memz | myme mymy | mpmg | memg 3\ memy, T mpmy | memz | myme
Low Eigenvalue -1.38 0.97
Deacy channel J/PpYT J/my 1T NeMp B:B; B} B. B.B.
<*A§f'*;‘<’rf’;> 164 16 6 _ 16 16, 16 _ 16 _ 16 16, 16 6 16 _ 16 _ 16
mym; 3memz | 3mpmy 3memz | mpmy | memz | 3mpmy memz | mpmy 3memy | 3mymz  3memy | mpmz | memp | mpms
Quantum number | 0T+, 17+, 2FF 1 17 ot [CRau T R L B L R 0t
Value 1.64 0.89 -4.16 -4.91 1.04 -1.04 -3.12

TABLE XIII. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for cbéb
system, corresponding lowest meson-meson thresholds, and their differences (Dg, D1, or D2). The number is given as i=1,2 for
the quarks, and 3,4 for the antiquarks. The masses, Br, and contributions are in MeV unit. The relative lengths (variational
parameters) are fm (fm™?) unit.

System cbeb
Jre \ (i.J) 2t | TJ/p Dy | 17T | Tpe Dy | 1YY | YJ/p Dy | 0TF | e Do
Mass/Br 12882.4/12561.1 321.3(12796.9|12467.4 329.5 |12856.6/12561.1 295.5 |12759.3/12387.5 371.8
Variational Ch11 11.0 12.5 11.9 49.7 11.4 12.5 12.4 15.0
Parameters| (g 11.0 | 49.7 11.9 | 15.0 114 | 49.7 124 | 574
(fm™%) Cis 21.0 22.9 21.5 23.3
Quark Mass 14522.0(14522.0 0.0 [14522.0|14522.0 0.0 |14522.0/14522.0 0.0 |14522.0/14522.0 0.0
Confinement Potential|-2460.7|-2926.9 466.2|-2527.1|-3000.0 472.9 |-2488.0|-2926.9 438.9 |-2555.2|-3082.3 527.1
Kinetic Energy | 791.7 | 925.1 -133.4] 858.5 | 1001.2 -142.7| 818.6 | 925.1 -106.5| 888.3 | 1085.5 -197.2
CS Interaction 205 | 41.0 -11.5| -41.4 | 55.8 14.4 | 10.0 | 41.0 -31.0| -79.9 |-137.6 57.7
(1,2) | 280 35.6 32.0 40.0
(1,3) | -137.7 |-164.2(J/%) | -158.1 |-237.2(n.) | -146.5 |-164.2(J/%) | -167.3 |-237.2(n.)
(2,3) |-137.7 -158.1 -146.5 -167.3
Ve (1,4) |-1377 -158.1 -146.5 -167.3
(2,4) | -137.7 |-796.7(T) -158.1 |-796.7(Y) -146.5 |-796.7(T) -167.3 |-879.1()
(3.4) | 28.0 35.6 32.0 40.0
Total | -494.7 | -960.9 466.2| -561.1 |-1034.0 472.9| -522.0 | -960.9 438.9| -589.2 |-1116.3 527.1
Total Contribution | 326.5 | 5.1 321.4| 256.0 | -88.6 344.6| 306.6 | 5.1 301.5| 219.1 |-168.5 387.6
(1,2) | 0.340 0.331 0.333 0.320
(1,3) | 0.296 |0.318(J/%) | 0.289 [0.290(n.) 0.291 |0.318(J/%) | 0.280 |0.290(1)
Relative | (23) | 0.296 0.289 0.201 0.280
Lengths | (1,4) | 0.296 0.289 0.291 0.280
(fm) (2,4) | 0.296 |0.160(T) 0.291 |0.160(Y) 0.289 {0.160(T) 0.280 |0.148 (1)
(3.4) | 0.340 0.331 0.333 0.320
(1,2)-(3,4)| 0.174 0.168 0.172 0.165
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basis would reduce the corresponding to the binding
energy Br [51]. Yet these corrections would be powerless
against the higher binding energy Br of the ground
JPC = 1%~ ¢béb. In conclusion, we trend to think the
ground JPC¢ = 11~ cbéb state should be an unstable
compact state.

V. SUMMARY

The discovery of a narrow resonance X (6900) gives
us strong confidence to investigate the fully heavy
tetraquark system. Thus, we use the variational method
systematically investigate all possible configurations for
fully heavy tetraquarks within the constituent quark
model.

We first estimate the theoretical values of ground fully
heavy mesons. To obtain those, we need construct the
total wave functions of tetraquark states, including spa-
tial part, flavor part, color part, and spin part. Here, we
construct spatial part in a simple Gaussian form. Before
the discussing the numerical analysis, we also analyze the
stability condition by using only the color-spin interac-
tion. Further, we give the masses of ground states, corre-
sponding variational parameters, specific wave functions,
internal mass contributions, and relative lengths between
(anti)quarks. Meanwhile, we show these results in cor-
responding Tables and the spatial distribution of valence
quarks for the ground J¥¢ = 07+ bbbb state in Fig.

For the ccéé and bbbb systems, they are two pure neu-
tral systems with definite C-parity. There are only two
JFPC =01t states, a JFC = 17 state, and a JFC = 2++
state, because of the Pauli Principle. Moreover, we find
these states with different quantum numbers all are above
the lowest thresholds, and have larger masses. Due to
these states are pure neutral particles, we naturally ob-
tain variational parameters C; and Cy, are same, corre-
spondingly the distances of diquark and antidiquark are
also same. Meanwhile, the distances between quark and
antiquark are all the same following symmetry analysis
of the Eqgs. . Furthermore, three Jacobi coordi-
nates are orthogonal to each other according to the Egs.
(17H19). Based on these, we take the ground JF¢ = 0++

bbbb state as an example to show the spatial distribu-
tion of four valence quarks. As for internal contribution,
though the kinetic energy part is smaller than that of the
Ny state, the V' in 1, is much attractive relative to the
ground JFP¢ = 0F+ bbbb state, which is the mainly reason
that this state has a larger mass than the meson-meson
threshold.

Similar to ccéé and bbbb systems, the ccbb system has
same number of the allowed ground states. As for the
ground J¥ = 0% ccbb state, its mass contribution mainly
come from 3 ® 3 component. For the ccéb and bbbé sys-
tems, there are more allowed states due to less symmetry
restrictions. If considering the hyperfine potential only,
we can expect to have a compact stable state for J& = 1T
bbbé configuration. However, the V¢ of tetraquark are
less attractive than corresponding mesons, this state still
has a larger mass than the meson-meson threshold.

In the cbéb system, these states also are pure neutral
particles, and we naturally obtain their variational pa-
rameters C1; and Cyg are same. There is no constraint
from the Pauli principle, thus, there are four J©¢ = 0++
states, four JF¢ = 11~ states, two JFC = 177 states,
two JPC = 277 states. All of the cbéb states have larger
masses relative to the lowest thresholds.

Hence, we conclude that there is no compact bound
ground fully heavy tetraquark state which is stable
against the strong decay into two mesons within the
constituent quark model. We hope our work will stimu-
late the interests in the fully heavy tetraquark system.
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