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We argue why the recently observed Tcc could either be a compact multiquark configuration or a
loosely bound molecular configuration composed of charmed mesons, whereas the X(3872) is most
likely a molecular configuration. The argument is based on different short range interactions for
these tetraquark states coming from the color-color and color-spin interaction in a quark model,
and the presence of a common strong D-wave mixing at larger distance similar to the deuteron case,
which for the molecular configurations lead to large sizes. Such an analogy at large distance allows
us to calculate the transverse momentum dependence of the loosely bound molecular configuration
of tetraquarks produced in heavy ion collisions using the coalescence model that successfully repro-
duces the deutron data using the proton spectra. The ratio of the integrated X(3872) yield obtained
from our method to the ψ(2S) yield obtained from statistical hadronization model method is cal-
culated to be 0.806± 0.234, which is a factor of 2.47 larger than that obtained by using statistical
model predictions for both particles and in line with the data from the CMS experiment. As the
previously calculated transverse momentum distribution of the Tcc assuming the structure to be a
compact multiquark configuration is markedly different, experimental measurements of the trans-
verse distribution of the tetraquark states will discriminate between their two possible structures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Besides the historical discovery of Higgs boson, one of
the greatest victories of Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is
the discovery of numerous new hadrons, more than 50
over the past decade [1]. In particular, observation of
several resonances composed of four or five quarks (and
anti-quarks) unambiguously confirmed the existence of
tetraqurk and pentaquark states, so called exotic parti-
cles. These results provide novel inputs for understand-
ing the nature of strong force in the hadronic scale, thus
providing crucial clue to comprehend the property of
confinement[2–6]. The most important remaining ques-
tion would be the internal structure; are they in molec-
ular system composed of loosely bound hadrons, or are
they tight multiquark states where the quarks and anti-
quarks form compact configurations with the size of a
typical hadron? No clear answer has been reported so
far.

In this paper, we discuss X(3872) (cc̄uū, a
hidden-charm tetraquark) and Tcc (ccūd̄, open-charm
tetraquark), which are of extraordinary interest for their
conjugate relation in terms of charm quark flavor. Fur-
thermore, they are the representative candidates that
could either be compact multiquark configurations or
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loosely bound molecular configurations. We provide
strong arguments that X(3872) must be in molecular
state of DD̄∗ based on two evidences; (a) one is the
absence of strong short range attraction required for a
compact configuration, and (b) the other is the presence
of a strong D-wave mixing coming from pion exchange,
a mechanism crucial for the binding of the deuteron. On
the other hand, we report that the Tcc has possibilities to
be either a compact multiquark state or a loosely bound
molecular state of DD∗ due to two competing effects: (a)
the presence of a strong short range attraction, and (b) a
strong mixing of the D-wave configuration of DD∗ by the
π-exchange that is similar but weaker than that present
in X(3872).

We also show that the transverse momentum distri-
butions calculated for both the compact mutiquark and
loosely bound molecular states are completely differ-
ent, thus allowing the discrimination of their structures
through high statistics measurements at the LHC heavy
ion experiments in near future. Such measurement will
need data at lower transverse momentum than that re-
ported in the recent anomalous enhancement of X(3872)
production in heavy ion collision experiments[7].

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss
the short range interaction of tetraquark states based on
a quark model. In Sec. III, we discuss the D-wave mix-
ing. In Sec. IV, we discuss the transverse momentum
distribution for the deuteron and 3He measured in heavy
ion collision and the fit from a coalescence model. In Sec.
V, we use the same coalescence model to predict the dis-
tribution for the molecular configuration of tetraquarks
and compare the result assuming a compact configura-
tion. Finally, we give the summary in Sec. VI. The
appendix provides the fitting formula and details of the
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coalescence model used in this work.

II. SHORT DISTANCE ATTRACTIONS

In a previous publication[8], we have shown that the
short distance parts of the baryon-baryon interactions for
various quantum numbers from the recent lattice calcu-
lation can be well reproduced using a constituent quark
model with color-spin interaction. In fact, the full con-
stituent quark model calculations are found to be com-
parable to the simple estimates based on the following
color spin factor for a multiquark configuration[8].

K = −
n∑
i<j

1

mimj
λciλ

c
jσi · σj , (1)

where λci and σi are, respectively, the color and spin oper-
ators and mi the mass of the i’th quark among n quarks.
Although a full quark model calculation will include the
spatial wave function, if the interquark distancees among
quarks are all the same, the short distance interaction
between hadrons can be well described using only the
color-spin factor times an overall factor that determines
the interaction strength at the hadron size.

The color-spin wave function for X(3872), which is a
IG(JPC) = 0+(1++) state, is composed of two states.
Using the quark-antiquark basis (cc̄) ⊗ (qq̄) with c, q
being the charm and light quarks, the two states are
(1⊗ 1)C=1(V ⊗V )J=1 and (8⊗ 8)C=1(V ⊗V )J=1, where
the first brackets denote two color singlets (1) or octets
(8) combined into color singlet and the second two spin 1
(V ) into spin 1. After subtracting the K factors for the
lowest DD̄∗ threshold, the color-spin interaction factor
is as follows.
KX(3872) −KD −KD̄∗ =(

16
3m2

c
+ 16

3m2
q

+ 32
3mqmc

0

0 − 2
3m2

c
− 2

3m2
q
− 4

3mqmc

)
,

where the factor 32
3mqmc

are due to the subtracted thresh-

old. One notes that the second diagonal component com-
ing from the color octet element gives an attractive con-
tribution. However, noting that the K factor coming
from the delta nucleon mass difference is 16

m2
q
, which gives

a mass difference of around 290 MeV, we find that using a
contitutent quark mass of mc = 1500 MeV and mq = 300
MeV, the attraction can only be around 17.4 MeV as-
suming that all quarks occupy the size of a nucleon. The
additional kinetic energy needed to bring the two mesons
to 0.3 fm separation, which is the expected typical size of
a compact heavy tetraquark configuration, is larger than
200 MeV. Hence, the attraction is not strong enough to
confine the X(3872) into a compact multiquark configu-
ration.

A detailed quark model calculation introduces some
mixing from the singlet contribution due to the differ-
ent spatial distributions of heavy and light quarks. This

could introduce some contribution from the color-color
type of interaction and mixing from the color singlet
contribution. However, it should be noted that at very
short distance the color-color interaction is dominated
by the Coulomb potential so that it is repulsive for the
color octet heavy quark-antiquark pair and do not in-
troduce any additional attraction. One can also convert
the previous basis into basis involving DD̄∗ color config-
urations. Then the color octet basis is composed domi-
nantly of color singlet D and color singlet D̄∗ basis: the
singlet-singlet to octet-octet fraction is 8 to 1. This result
furthermore implies that the attraction between DD̄∗ is
small at short distance.

On the other hand, assuming that JP = 1+ for the
Tcc, a better way to describe the color-spin wave function
is using the diquark-antidiquark (ud) ⊗ (c̄c̄) basis, for
which the two states are (3̄⊗ 3)C=1(S ⊗ V )J=1 and (6⊗
6̄)C=1(V ⊗ S)J=1, where the first and second brackets
show the color combination and spin with S denoting the
spin zero scalar state, respectively. Using these basis, the
K factor for the Tcc after subtracting the K factor for the
threshold is given as follows.

KTcc −KD −KD∗ =

 − 8
m2

q
+ 8

3m2
c

+ 32
3mqmc

8
√

2
mcmq

8
√

2
mcmq

− 4
3m2

q
+ 4

m2
c

+ 32
3mqmc

 .

Using the same parameters as above, we find the at-
traction from the first diagonal component to be around
104.4 MeV, much larger compared to 17.4 MeV for the
X(3872). Diagonalizing the matrix, the attraction is ex-
pected to be larger. Futhermore, the color-color inter-
action is expected to produce further attraction in the
color triplet or antitriplet quark pair. This is so be-
cause λciλ

c
j = − 16

3 ,−
8
3 and 2

3 for the i, j quark or an-
tiquark pair in color singlet, triplet(or antitriplet) and
octet quark pairs, respectively. This attraction, coming
from the most attractive diquark, was the original moti-
vation for the possible compact Tcc configuration[9]. De-
tailed constituent quark model calculations agree on the
deeply bound compact configurations for the Tbb, but do
not for the Tcc [10–12].

At the same time, by analyzing the energy of a com-
pact Tcc configuration, one can estimate the attraction
between D − D∗ at relative distance estimated within
that configuration. Using a simple Gaussian wave func-
tion, one finds that at rD−D∗ = 0.3 fm, the attraction
is around 200 MeV. This is similar to what has been es-
timated in the lattice gauge calculation[13]. Therefore,
we expect that in the hadronic picture, while there is
no short range attraction in the X(3872) channel, there
will be an additional short distance attraction in the Tcc
channel.
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FIG. 1. Left - Tensor potential due to pion exchange contributing to the X(3872) and Tcc with additional short range potential
for Tcc as a function of distance between two constituents. Right - Wave functions of X(3872) and Tcc. The wave functions of
the deuteron are similar to those of the Tcc.

Molecule Constituents Vshort Vπ (S wave) Vπ (D wave-mixing) 〈r〉 (fm) Eb (MeV)

d pn repulsive attractive attractive 1.9 2.2

X(3872) DD̄∗ negligible negligible attractive 3.0 0.33

Tcc DD∗ attractive negligible attractive 2.2 0.65

TABLE I. Comparison of molecular structures.

III. D-WAVE MIXING

To estimate the D-wave mixing, We will use the pion
exchange type of potential between D− D̄∗ and D−D∗
for the X(3872) and Tcc quantum numbers, respectively,
that were used in Ref.[14, 15].

V (r) = −γV0

[(
0 −

√
2

−
√

2 1

)
Tπ(r)

]
, (2)

where V0 = 1.3 MeV as determined by the πN coupling
constant and the pion decay constant, and γ = 3 and
−3 for X(3872) and and Tcc channels, respectively[14].
For the X(3872), the attractive tensor potential and the
D-wave mixing coming from the off diagonal component
in the tensor potential lead to a loosely bound molecular
configuration [14]. While there is a single pion exchange
in [14], this contribution can be neglected. On the other
hand, because the tensor part is repulsive for the Tcc, it is
not bound despite of the common D-wave mixing coming
from Eq. (2) which lowers the ground state energy[14, 15].

However, as discussed before, one should note that
there is a strong attraction at short distance in the Tcc
channel which will be modeled as follows: Vshort(r) =

Vωe
−µ2

ωr
2

, where µ2
ω = m2

ω − (mV −mP )2 is taken to re-
produce the r dependence in the lattice result [13], which
can be viewed as the effect from omega meson exchange.
Furthermore, the overall constant Vω = −448 MeV is

taken to reproduce the attraction extracted from the con-
stituent quark model discussed previously.

This short range potential in addition to the tensor po-
tential (cf. Fig. 1) leads to a loosely bound state of Tcc in
the molecular configuration with binding energy Eb and
radius 〈r〉 given in Table I. As discussed before, short
range attraction obtained in the quark model is negligi-
ble in the X(3872) channel, so that we do not add the
additional attraction in that channel. In fact, even if we
add the relatively small attraction there, the result does
not change much. Their corresponding wave functions
are shown in Fig. 1. While the short range attraction
is crucial in providing the additional attraction, because
the main attraction is coming from the D-wave mixing,
the wave function is extended to large distances due to
angular momentum barrier so that changing the form or
attraction of the potential below 0.3 fm do not give rise
to any significant changes in the molecular configuration.

When the formalism is applied to the deuteron case, in
which case there is an additional S-wave central potential,
one finds γ = 25/3, and the off diagonal and the lower

diagonal components are replaced by
√

8 and −2 in the
second term of Eq. (2), respectively. Again, the strong
attraction coming from the D-wave mixing leads to the
well known deuteron wave function with a small binding
and a large radius (cf. Table I) [14].

Therefore, we find that the molecular structures of the
X(3872) and Tcc composed of heavy mesons are similar
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to that of the deuteron composed of the nucleons.

IV. TRANSVERSE MOMENTUM
DISTRIBUTION OF d AND 3HE:

Since both the molecular tetraquarks and the deuteron
are weakly bound broad molecular states, their trans-
verse momentum dependence in heavy ion collisions
should be determined by the distributions of their re-
spective constituents at the kinetic freeze-out point. This
is so because for widely separated molecules, their cross
section with other hadrons should be just the sum of that
for the individual constituents. Such descriptions can be
well encoded in the coalescence model, where one could
use the observed distribution of the constituents.

On the other hand, the total yield could be determined
earlier, where the number of constituents are smaller than
that at the kinetic freeze-out point where the contribu-
tions of excited states are added through feed-down.

To check our idea and to determine the number of con-
stituents at the formation point, which involves subtract-
ing the contributions of the feed-downs at the formation
time, we will try to fit the transverse momentum distri-
butions as well as the magnitudes of both the deuteron
and 3He simultaneously.

For that purpose, we will use a two dimensional coa-
lescence model with a Wigner function of the Gaussian
type scaled by σ and the coalescence volume A. We cal-
culate the deuteron distribution in Pb–Pb collisions at√
sNN = 2.76 TeV [16]. Along the line, it is necessary

to know the transverse momentum distribution of con-
stituents, the σ, A and Rb. σ is a parameter that can
be determined by the size of the produced hadron, and
the pT distribution of constituents were fitted using the
pT distribution measured by ALICE collaboration and
parametrized as in the Appendix. A is the kinetic freeze-
out area. Finally, Rb is the ratio between the bare pro-
tons and the final protons at the formation point. (A,Rb)
can be determined by fitting the coalescence model re-
sults to both the deuteron and 3He data. This is possible
because in the coalescence model, the deuteron produc-
tion is proportional to R2

b/A while the 3He production is
proportional to R3

b/A
2.

For the deuteron, we compare the coalescence model
result with the pT distribution measured in Pb–Pb col-
lisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV and 0–10% centrality by

ALICE collaboration. For 3He, we compare the data at
0-20% by scaling A according to the charged particle mul-
tiplicity. The proton data were taken at their respective
centralities.

In the upper graph of Fig. 2, we show the transverse
momentum distribution for deuteron at 0–10% central-
ity using both the original two-dimensional coalescence
model (B1) with different sizes and σ = ∞ model (B5).
In this calculation we use A = 608 fm2, Rb = 0.368,
proton mass 938 MeV and neutron mass 939 MeV. Also,
since σ =

√
8/3r Ref. [18] and the radius of deuteron is

taken to be rd = 1.9, we used σ = 3.1 fm. The 0–10%
proton distribution was obtained using the average of the
0–5% distribution and the 5–10% distribution. As can be
seen in the upper graph of Fig. 2, the coalescence formula
with the physical radius rd = 1.9 fm and that obtained in
the σ →∞ limit lies almost on top of each other and well
reproduces the experimental results. The effect of small
radius becomes visible only when σ << 1/

√
mT (m is

the reduced mass of its constituent) such as r = 0.1 fm
shown in the figure. In the lower graph of Fig. 2, the 3He
data are well reproduced with the same Rb, although at
higher pT the model lies at the lower boundary of the
error bar.

Therefore, since the expected radius in the molecular
configurations of both the X(3872) and Tcc are larger
than that of the deuteron, we can calculate the transverse
momentum dependence for these molecular tetraquark
configuration using σ →∞.

It is interesting to note that the factor Rb obtained to
simultaneously fit the deuteron and 3He are close to what
is expected of the fraction of bare proton number using
statistical hadronization model(SHM)[17] at the chemi-
cal freeze-out point. Therefore, we will also use the SHM
with charm quarks to estimate the corresponding Rb fac-
tor for the D and D∗ mesons that will be used as the
input in the coalescence model for X(3872) and Tcc.

V. TRANSVERSE MOMENTUM
DISTRIBUTION OF X(3872) AND Tcc:

Fig. 3 shows coalescence model result for the trans-
verse momentum distribution of Tcc and X(3872) at
centrality 0–10% for Pb–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02

TeV. Assuming a molecular configuration of X(3872),
its production will be determined by the distribution of
D0 and D̄∗0 at the kinetic freeze-out point. We fitted
the observed D0 and D̄∗+ data in Pb–Pb collisions at√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. As the the D∗0 pT distribution is

not currently measured, we used the measured D̄∗+ dis-
tribution here. Taking into account feed downs, we ex-
pect that 31% of the measured D0 will participate in the
coalescence (See Appendix for details). Yield of D0 in
Pb–Pb collisions at 5.02 TeV is dND0/dy = 6.819 [20],
so that the expected bare number is 2.12.

Since the chemical potential can be almost neglected, a
molecular configuration of Tcc will have almost identical
transverse momentum distribution of X(3872) as given
in Fig. 3. The band in Fig. 3 shows the statistical
uncertainty of the input D,D∗ data transferred into the
coalescence result. One also notes that for the radii given
in Table I, the results are almost identical to the result
given in the σ →∞ limit.

We also plot, the expected transverse momentum dis-
tribution of Tcc as given in Ref. [21], obtained assuming
that it has a compact multiquark configuration. The re-
sult in Ref. [21] given for collision energy at 2.76 TeV,
has been multiplied by 1.63 to take into account the dif-
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FIG. 2. The transverse momentum distributions of deuteron
[16, 19] (top figure) and 3He [16] (bottom figure) in Pb-Pb
collisions at 2.76 TeV and the corresponding fits.

ference in the charm quark number squared at 5.02 TeV
as given in [22] to compare with the result for the molec-
ular configuration calculated here. As can be seen in the
figure, the expected transverse momentum distributions
for two possible configurations of the Tcc are markedly
different in addition to the difference in the total yields.
Therefore, once the transverse momentum distribution of
Tcc is measure, we will be able to discriminate its struc-
ture.

VI. TOTAL YIELDS AND SUMMARY

One of us has previously noted that for an exotic
hadron to be compact, it has to include multiple heavy
quarks and that it could therefore be abundantly pro-
duced in a relativistic heavy ion collision, where many
heavy quark-antiquark pairs are produced [23, 24]. Later,
two of us with the ExHIC collaboration have shown that
one could discriminate whether an exotic is a molecu-
lar configuration or a compact multiquark state, from its

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
pT  (GeV/c)

10 10

10 9

10 8

10 7
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10 5
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1/
(2

p T
)d
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p T
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)
2 Pb-Pb, sNN =5.02 TeV

0-10%,  |y|<0.5

Compact 4q
Tcc or X(3872), DD *  molecule, r=
Tcc or X(3872), DD *  molecule, r=2.2 fm
Tcc or X(3872), DD *  molecule, r=3 fm

FIG. 3. The transverse momentum distribution of X(3872)
and Tcc (0–10% event). The bands for molecular configura-
tions are due to the uncertainties in the input data.

production rate in a heavy ion collision [22, 25, 26]. Re-
cently, the CMS collaboration at CERN measured the
X(3872) for the first time in a heavy ion collision, and
found its production ratio to ψ(2S) to be anomalously
larger than that in pp collision [7]. According to the Ex-
HIC papers, enhanced production of X(3872) in heavy
ion collisions implies that its structure is a loosely bound
molecular configuration. Therefore, we estimate the total
yields of hadrons per unit rapidity at central rapidity in
a collision event by integrating the calculated transverse
momentum distributions in the σ →∞ limit.

Table II shows the ratio between the total yield of d
and 3He calculated using the coalescence model and the
statistical model with TH = 156 MeV and µB = 0.7
MeV. The coalescence model reproduces the SHM result
for the deuteron yield but slightly underestimates the
corresponding value for 3He.

The total yields for the tetraquark states are given in
Table III. Assuming the tetraquark states are of molec-
ular configurations, the coalescence model results, which
are the same for the X(3872) and the Tcc, are appre-
ciably larger than that from the statistical model re-
sult with charm (SHMc) [27]: the ratio is 2.47. It
should be noted that unlike the deuteron case where one
has to consider the feeddown contribution for both con-
stituents, one only eliminates those for D and not for
D∗ or D̄∗. However, assuming that the Tcc is composed
of a compact multiquark configuration, the coalescence
model gives a smaller value than that expected from the
SHMc. The last colume in Table III shows the yield ra-
tio of tetraquark states to ψ(2S) in the SHMc. As can
be seen in the table, the ratio is 0.806 ± 0.234 if the
tetraquark is assumed to be of molecular configuration.
Although the experimental measurement is at high trans-
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verse momentum and that the data takes into account
the different branching ratios into J/ψππ, considering
further suppression of ψ(2S) in heavy ion collision, the
observed ratio seems consistent with a molecular picture
for X(3872).

Nucleus NNucleus
SHM /Np

SHM NNucleus
coal /Np

SHM

d 9.07× 10−3 8.84× 10−3

3He 2.68× 10−5 2.03× 10−5

TABLE II. The yield ratio of light nucleus with proton in Pb–
Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. For deuteron and 3He the

centralities are 0–10 % and 0–20 %, respectively.

Tetraquark dNcoal/dy Ncoal/N
X(3872)
SHMc Ncoal/N

ψ(2S)
SHMc

DD∗ molecule (2.45± 0.71)× 10−3 2.47± 0.716 0.806± 0.234

Compact 4q 6.2 ×10−4 6.25× 10−1 0.204

TABLE III. The first column shows the total yield of the
tetraquark depending on its structure calculated by the co-
alescence model in Pb–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

at 0–10% centrality. The remaining columns show their
ratios to the statistical hadronization model with charm
(SHMc) [27]. Here we used dNψ(2S)/dy = 3.04 × 10−3 and
NX(3872)/Nψ(2S) = 0.326 obtained in SHMc.

We have argued why X(3872) should be a molecu-
lar configuration while Tcc could be either a molecu-
lar configuration or a compact mutlqiaruk state. Our
analysis suggest that the anomalously large yield ratio
X(3872)/ψ(2S) in heavy ion collision indeed seems con-
sistent with the moelcular picture of X(3872). However,
as the present experimental result is at higher transverse
momentum than what we calculated here, further mea-
surements of these as well as the newly observed exotics
[28] in heavy ion collision will be able to clearly discrim-
inate a compact multiquark configuration and a loosely
bound molecular configuration.

Appendix A: π-exchange potential

We use the following tensor potential as given in Ref.
[14, 15].

Tπ(r) =
µ2r2 + 3µr + 3

m3
πr

3
e−µr − Λ2r2 + 3Λr + 3

m3
πr

3
e−Λr

(A1)

− (Λ2 − µ2)(Λr + 1)

2m3
πr

e−Λr,

where Λ =1300 MeV and µ2 = m2
π − (mV −mP )2 stem-

ming from the recoil effect between pseudoscalar and vec-
tor mesons.

Appendix B: Coalescence model

We use the following two particle coalescence model in
two-transverse dimension at central rapidity, which for
the deuteron combines two nucleons.

d2Nd
d2PT

= gd

∫
d2x1d

2x2d
2p1T d

2p2T
d2Np

dALd2p1T

d2Nn
dALd2p2T

×Wd(~r,~k)δ(2)
(
~PT − ~p1T − ~p2T

)
, (B1)
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where gd, AL and Wd(~r,~k) are the deuteron statistical
factor divided by those of the constituents, the kinetic
freeze-out area in the Lab frame and the Winger function
of deuteron in the CM frame, respectively. Here, we use
a two-dimensional Gaussian-type Wigner function given
as follows:

Wd(~r,~k) = 4 exp

(
−r
′2
1

σ2
− σ2k′21

)
. (B2)

As emphasised in [29], to properly take into account
deuterons with large transverse momenta, the Wigner
function should be defined in the deuteron rest frame
with the following relative distance and momentum:

~R ′ =
m1~x

′
1T +m2~x

′
2T

m1 +m2
, ~r ′1 = ~x ′1T − ~x ′2T ,

~k ′ = ~p ′1T + ~p ′2T ,
~k ′1 =

m2~p
′
1T −m1~p

′
2T

m1 +m2
. (B3)

The parameter σ in Eq. (B2) is related to the deuteron

radius by σ =
√

8/3rd. Assuming a spatially homoge-

neous
d2Np

dALd2p1T
, the transverse momentum distribution

reduces as follows:

d2Nd
d2PT

=
gd
A

(2
√
π)2σ2

∫
d2p1T d

2p2T
d2Np
d2p1T

d2Nn
d2p2T

× exp (−σ2k′21 )δ(2)
(
~PT − ~p1T − ~p2T

)
.

(B4)

In the σ →∞ limit,

d2Nd
d2PT

= gd(2π)2
( γ
A

) d2Np
d2ppT

|~ppT =
mp
M

~PT

d2Nn
d2pnT

|~pnT = mn
M

~PT
,

(B5)

For the deuteron distribution in Pb–Pb collisions at
in
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV with 0–10% centrality, we use

A = 608 fm2. For 3He, we compare our calculation to
the data by ALICE collaboration measured for 0–20%
centrality [16]. 0–20% proton distribution was obtained
by averaging the 0–5%, 5–10% and 10–20% distributions.
Because we have a different centrality, the kinetic freeze-
out area A that we used in the deuteron fit will be
rescaled by the ratio of the charged particle multiplic-
ities between different centralities. This gives A = 507
fm2.

To estimate the feed down contribution, we use the

SHM [17]

Nstat
h = VH

gh
2π2

∫ ∞
0

p2dp

γ−1
h eEh/TH ± 1

,

≈ γhghVH
2π2

m2
hTHK2

(
mh

TH

)
, (B6)

where gh is the degeneracy factor of hadron, γh is fu-
gacity, K2 is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind, and VH and TH = 156 MeV are the hadronization
volume and temperature at chemical freeze-out.

For the calculation of molecular configuration of
X(3872) and Tcc, we present the result for Pb–Pb col-
lisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV with 0–10% centrality. The

coalescence area A in Pb–Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02

TeV was rescaled according to the charged particle mul-

tiplicity: using dN/dηPb-Pb,2.76 TeV
0−10% = 1447.5 ± 39 [30]

and dN/dηPb-Pb,5.02 TeV
0−10% = 1764 ± 25 [31], A was taken

to be A5.02 TeV
0−10% = 740.5 fm2. We fitted the observed

D0 and D̄∗+ data in Pb–Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02

TeV. As the D∗0 pT distribution is not currently mea-
sured, we used the measured D̄∗+ instead. We again
use the statistical model to estimate the fraction of the
D0 participating in coalescence. The decay channels
D∗(2007)0 → D0π0 (BR = 64.7%), D∗(2007)0 → D0γ
(BR = 35.3%), and D∗(2010)+ → D0π+ (BR = 67.7%)
are considered. We then find that 31% of the measured
D0 participates in the coalescence.

Appendix C: Parameterized transverse momentum
distributions

Here, we provide the distributions of the constituents
needed in the coalescence calculations, which were ob-
tained by fitting the transverse momentum distribution
measured in experiments. An exponential function and a
power-law type function were used for low and high pT ,
respectively:

dN

d2pT dy
= ae−b(pT /p1)c ( pT < pc),

=
d

[1 + (pT /p0)2]e
( pT > pc), (C1)

where a, b, c, d, e and p0 are fitting parameters. Here,
p1 = 1.0 GeV and |y| < 0.5. The values of pc and the
fitting parameters are shown in Table IV. Our form in
Eq. (C1) is close to the Blast wave form[30] but better
reproduces the proton data for pT > 3 GeV.

In Pb-Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV [30], the

transverse momentum distribution of protons was used
for deuteron and 3He calculations.

In Pb-Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV [20], the

transverse momentum distribution of D and D∗ meson
were used for X(3872) calculations.
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√
sNN (GeV) % a (GeV)−2 b c d (GeV)−2 e p0 (GeV) pc (GeV)

p 2.76 0–5 4.551 0.376 2.282 6.670 7.995 3.588 2.0

p 2.76 5–10 3.727 0.3477 2.42 7.384 5.55 2.644 2.0

p 2.76 10–20 2.937 0.3812 2.333 4.415 6.719 3.149 2.0

D0
u 5.02 0–10 0.7537 0.3224 1.788 3.028×108 3.053 0.08034 4.5

D0
l 5.02 0–10 0.5885 0.3463 1.836 9.959×1012 3.013 0.01264 4.0

D∗+u 5.02 0–10 0.2673 0.41 1.568 1.62×1010 2.824 0.02545 4.5

D∗+l 5.02 0–10 0.204 0.428 1.55 4.723×108 3.057 0.06464 4.5

TABLE IV. The fitting parameters. The subscripbs in the first column corresponds to the fits for the upper (u) and lower (l)
bounds in Fig. 3, respectively.
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