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Masses of the ground, orbitally and radially excited states of the asymmetric fully heavy
tetraquarks, composed of charm (c) and bottom (b) quarks and antiquarks are calculated in the
relativistic diquark—antidiquark picture. The relativistic quark model based on the quasipotential
approach and quantum chromodynamics is used to construct the quasipotentials of the quark—quark
and diquark—antidiquark interactions. These quasipotentials consist of the short-range one-gluon ex-
change and long-distance linear confinement interactions. Relativistic effects are consistently taken
into account. A tetraquark is considered as a bound state of a diquark and an antidiquark which
are treated as a spatially extended colored objects and interact as a whole. It is shown that most of
the investigated tetraquarks states (including all ground states) lie above the fall-apart strong decay
thresholds into a meson pair. As a result they could be observed as wide resonances. Nevertheless,
several orbitally excited states lie slightly above or even below these fall-apart thresholds, thus they

could be narrow states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility of the existence of hadrons with a con-
tent of valence quarks and antiquarks different from the
quark—antiquark pair for mesons and three quarks for
baryons has been considered since the first days of the
existence of the quark model [I 2]. Nevertheless the lack
of convincing experimental evidence of such multiquark
states reduced interest in their study. However, in the
last two decades the situation has completely changed,
as the first explicit experimental evidence of such exotic
hadrons has finally been obtained (see the extensive re-
views [3H5] and references therein). Currently, a several
dozens of exotic hadron candidates and a number of reli-
ably confirmed tetraquarks qqqq (csud — LHCb 2020 [6];
cuds, cdus — LHCD 2022 [7]; cctid — LHCb 2021 [§]; cucs
— LHCb 2021 [9]; cdés — LHCDb 2023 [10]; cscs — CMS
2013 [11], LHCb 2016, 2021, 2022 [9, 12| 13]; ccce —
LHCb 2020 [14], ATLAS 2023 [15], CMS 2023 [16]) and
pentaquarks qqqqq (uudec — LHCb 2015, 2019 [17, 18];
udscc — LHCb 2022 [19]) have been discovered. The
most recent detailed review on the exotic hadrons can be
found in Ref. [20].

Currently in the literature there is no consensus on
the nature of experimentally observed states with exotic
properties. Thus significantly different interpretations
have been proposed for four-quark states. The main of
them are the following.

e Compact tetraquark (i.e. exotic hadron) consist-
ing of a diquark and an antidiquark, bound by the
strong color interactions [21H23];
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e Molecule consisting of two mesons loosely coupled
by the meson exchange [24];

e Hadroquarkonium consisting of a heavy quarko-
nium embedded in a light meson [25], 26];

e Kinematic casp [27], etc.

Discriminating among these description is a very difficult
experimental task.

The simplest exotic system is a tetraquark consisting of
two quarks and two antiquarks. Heavy tetraquarks are
of particular interest, because the presence of a heavy
quark increases the binding energy of the bound system
and, as a consequence, the probability that masses of
such tetraquarks will be below the thresholds of decay
into mesons with open or hidden heavy flavors. In such
case the fall-apart strong decays occurring through the
rearrangement of quarks and antiquarks are kinemati-
cally forbidden. Then the corresponding tetraquarks can
decay only via the weak or electromagnetic interactions
and, therefore, they must have a narrow decay width. If
the predicted tetraquarks have masses slightly (by several
MeV) exceeding these thresholds, then they could also be
observed as resonances. The excited states of tetraquarks
despite the large phase space could also be narrow reso-
nances since their decays could be suppressed either by
a centrifugal barrier between quarks and antiquarks for
orbitally excited states or by nodes of the wave function
for radially excited states or by both simultaneously.

The fully heavy tetraquark states have been studied
in the literature since the beginning of 80s (see e.g.
Refs. [28432]).

In this paper we study the asymmetric in flavor fully
heavy (containing only heavy quarks) tetraquarks. This
choice significantly reduces the number of approaches
used to describe them. There are already a number of
theoretical calculations within the framework of a vari-
ety of models [33H52], but there is no consensus in them
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which of the predicted states can live long enough for
their experimental detection.

Experimental searches for the fully heavy tetraquarks
are actively conducted at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC). And a certain successes have already been
achieved. The LHCDb [I4], ATLAS [I5] and CMS [I6]
Collaborations have discovered the above mentioned fully
charmed tetraquark cccc (resonance X(6900), etc.), and
its mass is consistent with our recent predictions from
Refs. [63H55]. On the other hand, the searches for
the fully bottom tetraquark bbbb by the LHCb [56]
and CMS [57, B8] Collaborations has not yet yielded
any results which is also consistent with our predic-
tions. Note that production of the asymmetric fully
heavy tetraquarks is much more difficult experimental
task since it requires production of at least three heavy
quark—antiquark pairs. Nevertheless, the search for the
fully heavy tetraquarks of every possible flavor composi-
tion continues.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[] we give
a description and physical justification of the model we
have chosen for studying these four-quark structures. In
Sec. [III] we describe the Relativistic Quark Model and
its application to the calculation of the tetraquark mass
spectra. In Sec. [[V] we present the results of our calcu-
lations. In Sec. [V] we analyze our predictions by com-
paring them with the thresholds for the fall-apart strong
decays into a pair of heavy mesons. In Sec. [V we give a
comparison of our results with the predictions of other re-
searchers. Finally, in Sec.[VII] the results and conclusions
are summarized.

II. MODEL OF FULLY HEAVY TETRAQUARKS

A tetraquark is a bound system of two quarks and two
antiquarks q1q2q50q,. There are 6 flavors of quarks which
are classified by their current mass values [59] into two
groups.

e Light (u,d,s) with mq < Aqcp
— my = 2.161552 MeV,
— mq = 4.671513 MeV,
— mg = 93.475% MeV;
e Heavy (c,b,t) with mq > AQCD
— me = 1.27 £ 0.02 GeV,
— my, = 4187593 GeV,
— my = 172.69 £ 0.30 GeV.
where Agcep =~ 200 MeV is the quark confinement mass
scale. In this paper we focus on the tetraquarks consist-
ing only of heavy flavor quarks and antiquarks. How-
ever, we don’t consider the t-quark as one of the possible
constituents. It is almost two orders of magnitude heav-

ier than the other heavy quarks, and, due to its colos-
sal mass, it decays too quickly (7, < 1072 s) via the

weak interaction not having enough time to form a bound
state [60].

Two heavy quark flavors can be arranged into 9 types
of fully heavy tetraquarks as follows.

e 3 symmetric (with hidden charm and/or bottom)

— fully charmed cccc,
— doubly charmed-bottom cbeb,
— fully bottom bbbb;

e 6 asymmetric (with open charm and bottom)

— triple charmed and bottom cccb, bceeg,

— double charmed and double bottom ccbb,
bbee,

— triple bottom and charmed bbbg, cbbb.

Calculations for the ground states of all compositions [53]
54] and excited states of symmetric compositions [55]
have been done in previous papers. Here we continue our
study and calculate excited states of asymmetric compo-
sitions.

Tetraquarks are formed from the closely produced
quark—antiquark pairs. Formation of symmetric combi-
nations requires the production of only two pairs (2 x ct,
¢ + bb and 2 x bb), while the formation of asymmet-
ric combinations requires the production of at least three
pairs which is a less probable event. Thus, symmetric
states are more convenient for the experimental searches
and we already have experimental candidates for the fully
charmed tetraquarks (additional discussion on this topic
can be found in Sec. .

We employ the diquark—antidiquark picture in which
the tetraquark is considered as a bound state of two unob-
servable colored structures: the diquark [Q;Qz] and the
antidiquark [Q;Q,]. This model is not new and is widely
used in the hadron spectroscopy giving good agreement
between the calculations (for example, baryon masses)
and experiments [61], 62].

Another widely used approach for the description of
four-quark states is the meson—meson molecular model.
We consider such a picture to be significantly less prob-
able for the fully heavy tetraquarks. Indeed, the bind-
ing in the molecule is mainly provided by the meson ex-
change resulting in the Yukawa-type potential. In the
case of fully heavy tetraquarks such a meson contains
only heavy quarks, thus, it is too massive to provide the
sufficient binding (see discussion in Ref. [55], Sec. 2).

When calculating in the diquark—antidiquark picture
one must take into account that the diquark (the fur-
ther discussion applies to the antidiquarks as well) is a
bound system of fermions and therefore obeys the gener-
alized Pauli principle requiring the overall diquark wave
function to be antisymmetric

\I]diquark = ¢space X /(/Jcolor X wﬂavor X wspin = \IJantisym. . (1)



The parity of the spatial part of the wave function is
determined by the angular momentum L. Consid-
ering only ground states of the diquarks (the justi-
fication of this assumption will be given further in
Sec. [IV]) and allowing excitations in the diquark—
antidiquark system we get

Pground state = (_1)Lground state — (_1)0 — 1’

- wspace = wsym.-

(2)

The color part of the wave function depends on the
choice of the color representation of the diquark.
Two quarks are two color triplets, and in combi-
nation they can give either a color symmetric sex-
tet or an antisymmetric antitriplet (symmetrically-
reversed for antidiquarks)

3x3=6 )
Note that in the color-sextet representation the in-
ternal interaction between the quarks within the
diquark is repulsive, since the mean value of the
product of the color SU(3) generators between sex-
tet states is positive. Therefore, the color-sextet
diquark cannot be a bound state. Contrarily, the
interaction between the quarks within the color-
antitriplet diquark is attractive, thus, it is reason-
able to choose the color-antitriplet for the further
considerations. As a result

(4)

Note that if the quark—antiquark cross diquark—
antidiquark interactions are included then they
could stabilize the sextet—antisextet diquarks in
the tetraquark. However, such interactions are
neglected in the pure diquark—antidiquark model
which we adopt here. This approximation reduces
the Hilbert space leading to an upper limit of the
full result.

¢color = wantisym. .

Thus, the remaining combination of the flavor and
spin parts of the diquark wave function should be

J

Here:
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indexes d and T denote the diquark and the
tetraquark, respectively;

P is a vector of the relative momentum;

symmetric

'l/]ﬂavor X wspin = 1/]sym.~

Therefore, two combinations are allowed

{wﬂavor = wsym.a (6)

'l/)ﬂavor = 'l/)antisym.a
or
wspin = wsym.a

¢spin = ¢antisym.-

This means that if a diquark consists of quarks of the
same flavor with the symmetric flavor part it can only be
axialvector with the symmetric spin part. If a diquark
contains quarks of different flavors then both symmetric
and antisymmetric flavor parts are possible and the di-
quark can be both axialvector (A) and scalar (S) with
spins Sq = 1 and Sq = 0, respectively.

III. RELATIVISTIC DIQUARK-ANTIDIQUARK

PICTURE

The considered tetraquarks should be treated relitivis-
tically. Indeed, the estimates from Ref. [63] show that
heavy quark velocities can reach up to half the speed
of light. In particular, we use the relativistic kinemat-
ics and dynamics provided by the Relativistic Quark
Model based on the quasipotential approach which has
successfully been applied for calculating the mass spec-
tra of ordinary three-quark baryons [62] and quark-
antiquark mesons [64]. Moreover, for the calculation
of the tetraquarks mass spectra we use the diquark—
antidiquark picture of tetraquarks and treat constituent
diquarks as non-pointlike, spatially extended objects
which interact as a whole. Thus, we account for the
diquark internal structure and do not consider cross in-
teractions between a quark from the diquark with an an-
tiquark from the antidiquark.

In this framework the mass of a bound state is the
solution of the relativistic Schrodinger-type quasipoten-
tial equation [65H67] which describes this bound state of
two particles in a given quasipotential. In particular, we
reduce the four-body problem to two consecutive two-
body problems, as we first apply this approach to the
quark—quark system forming a diquark [23] [61] 68 69],
and then to the diquark—antidiquark system forming a
tetraquark [23] [69]. The quasipotential equation has the
following form

V(p,q; M)¥q4 1(q).

(

e M is the mass of the bound state;

e ur is the relativistic reduced mass of the con-



stituents, given by

E\E,

_ _ MY = (m} —m3)?
=5 =

4M3 ’ (8)

MR

where:

— My o are masses of the constituents,
— B o are the on-mass-shell energies of the con-
stituents

M2 +m?., —m?2
g — 1,2 2,1 : 9)

e b?(M) is the on-mass-shell relative momentum in
the center-of-mass system squared

[M? — (my + mg)?][M? — (m1 —my)?]

b2(M): AM?2

; (10)

e U 4(p) are the bound state wave functions;

e V(p,q; M) is the quasipotential operator of the
constituents.

Indeed, Eq. is relativistic. Its left-hand side con-
tains relativistic kinematics, since the reduced mass of

J

(d(P)] 1, 1d(Q))

Vip,q M) =
(p,a; M) NN

4
a, D™ (k)

the bound state ur and the on-mass-shell relative mo-
mentum b*(M) are complicated functions of the bound
state mass M (Egs. , ) The relativistic dynam-
ics is contained in the right-hand side of Eq. , as the
quasipotential V(p, q; M) is constructed with the help of
the off-mass-shell scattering amplitude, projected onto
the positive-energy states and contains all relativistic
spin-independent and spin-dependent contributions.

The quasipotential of the quark-quark interaction in a
diquark, as a constituent of the tetraquark, was already
thoroughly discussed in, e.g., Ref. [55] (see Egs. (5)-(15)).
On its basis the diquark masses were already calculated
in Refs. [23] 61}, [68] which we use here as an input. Thus
we do not give here further details. On the other hand,
calculation of the tetraquark mass spectra is the main
goal of this paper. Therefore, we discuss the construc-
tion of the diquark—antidiquark quasipotential in detail.
First, we use the same assumptions about the structure
of the interaction as for the quark—quark case. The ef-
fective interaction is the sum of the usual one-gluon ex-
change term with the mixture of the long-range vector
and scalar linear confining potentials, where the vector
confining potential vertex contains the additional Pauli
term. Second, we take into account the finite size of the
diquarks and their integer spin. As a result, the quasipo-
tential is given by [23] [69]

{d'(P)] J 1d'())
2VEyVEsy

diquark—gluon interation

+ Wa(P)W (P)[Ja T Ve

ont. (k) + Vigur (K)]0a(Q)¥ar (Q), (11)

where the first term dominates at short distances while
the second one is dominant at long distances. The main
ingredients of Eq. are as follows (for more details
and their explicit forms see Eqs. (10)-(12), (16)-(23) in
Ref. [53]).

e d and d’ denote the diquark and the antidiquark
(i.e. constituents);

e Q= (Eq4, £q) and P = (Eq, £p) are the initial
and final diquark momenta, respectively;

e k=P —-0Q=(0,k);

e Iy 4 are the on-shell diquark energies defined by
Eq. @D, where my 2 = Mg,q- are the diquark and
antidiquark masses and M is the tetraquark mass;

e oy is the running QCD coupling constant with
freezing [70, [71] that takes into account the num-
ber of open quark flavors and energy scale as the
reduced constituents mass;

confinement

e D,, (k) is the gluon propagator in the Coulomb
gauge;

e Uy(P) is the diquark wave function which is unit
matrix for the scalar diquark and polarization vec-
tor for the axialvector diquark;

e Jg,, is the effective long-range vector interaction
vertex of the diquark with the total chromomag-
netic moment of the diquark chosen to be equal to
zero to vanish the long-range chromomagnetic in-
teraction.

Let us briefly discuss the most important terms.

° Vc\énsf are the vector and scalar confining potentials
which in the nonrelativistic limit in configuration
space have the form consistent with the lattice cal-
culations

Voont. (1) = (1 = €)Veour.(r),

conf.



L d =
&
A 4
0,8
! - == {cc}
’
sl fl {cb}. [cb]
’
= " {bb}
0,4 ’
v
(]
024 7
)
)
0,0 . ; ; ; ;
00 0l 02 03 04 05 06
r, fm

Figure 1. Form factors F(r) for the various doubly heavy
diquarks. {Q, Q’} denotes the axialvector and [Q, Q'] denotes
the scalar diquarks, respectively.

Vc%nf. (1) = eVeont. (1),

‘/Conf.(r) = ‘/;an.(r) + ‘/C%nf.(’r) = Ar + B,

(12)

where ¢ is the mixing coefficient.

o (d(P)|J,|d(Q)) is the diquark-gluon interaction
vertex that accounts for the internal structure of
the diquark and leads to the emergence of the form

J

factor F(r) smearing the one-gluon exchange po-
tential (see Fig. 1 and Egs. (24)-(27) in Ref. [55]).

It is necessary to calculate the matrix elements of
quark currents between diquarks (d(P)| J,, |d(Q)) to take
into account the finite size of the diquark. These matrix
elements are elastic (diagonal) and can be parametrized
by the set of form factors hy 1.23(k?) (see Egs. (28)-(29)
in Ref. [55]). They, in turn, can be expressed by the
form factor in the momentum space F(k?) calculated as
the overlap integral of the diquark wave functions (see
Egs. (30)-(31) in Ref. [55]). The form factor F(r), which
accounts for the diquark size, was first introduced for the
description of doubly heavy baryons in Ref. [68] as the

Fourier transform of the Ff:f) multiplied then by r. It

can be parametrized with high accuracy as [68]

F(r)=1—e <" (13)

These form factors for the doubly heavy diquarks are
shown in Fig. [T} In the tetraquark case the convolution
of the diquark and antidiquark form factors arises. The
numerical calculation shows that it can be well approx-
imated by modifying the Coulomb potential via the di-
quark and antidiquark form factors in the following way

Veooul. (1) = —%asw. (14)
As can be seen from Fig. [I| the closer we are to the dou-
bly heavy diquark the more of its internal structure is
resolved, while at large distances (r > 0.5 fm) its inter-
nal structure cannot be resolved and it looks point-like.
Thus it is not necessary to introduce the diquark form
factor into the confining interaction.
Finally, we obtain the diquark—antidiquark interaction
potential [54] 55 [69)

1 / 1.2
V(r) = | Veou.(r) + Veont. (1) + B {p [VCoul.(T) + ‘/conf.(r):| p- ZAVanf.(T) + VCoul.(T)2} (15.1)
152 r
+ 1 |: 1 + 1 :l Vleoul.(T) _ 1 |: 1 + 1 :| V::lonf. (’I")
2 El(El +M1) EQ(E2+M2) T 2 Ml(E1+M1) MQ(E2+M2) r
pal 1 1 ] Veme() 1 [ pa( B By o1
" 4 |:]\412 - MQQ] r i EFy Voou (1) + 4 (Ml + MQ)Vconf'(r) r L(S1 +82)
W { 1 ~ 1 } Voou(r) 1 { 1 ~ 1 ] Veont. (1)
2 E1<E1 +M1) Eg(EQ-‘ng) r 2 Ml(E1+M1) MQ(EQ—FMQ) r
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T [Mf M22] r E B, 4 (M1 Mz) r (81-8z) (15.2)
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where indexes 1, 2 denote the diquark and antidiquark, p
is the relative momentum, M; 2 and E; o are the masses
and energies of the diquark and antidiquark, pq is the
total chromomagnetic moment of the diquark (we chose
it to be zero), Sy 2 is the diquark spin, L is the relative
orbital momentum of the system, Viou¢. is the confining
potential in the nonrelativistic limit .

The quasipotential (15) contains the spin-
independent @ including orbit—orbit interaction
and spin-dependent terms, namely, spin—orbit inter-
action , tensor interaction and spin—spin
interaction . To evaluate the mass of the state
with particular quantum numbers we need to calculate
the spin-orbit matrix elements of the quasipotential.
Employing the known relations between the orbital
momentum L, total S and constituent spins S; 2 and
the total momentum J

J=L+S8,

16
S =8 +S,, (16)

J

and known matrix elements of the momenta squared

(LSJIK?|L'S'"J)=K(K+1)61,1:65,50.,

17
K :Lvsvsl,2a']a ( )

we obtain the following expressions for the considered
spin—orbit matrix elements (for details see Ref. [72]).

e Orbit—orbit interaction [Lﬂ =LL:

(L'S J|LL ‘L/ S’ JI> =L(L+1)- 0r,1/05,5/0,.1- (18)

e Spin—orbit interactions [L(Sl + Sz)} =LS,:

(LS I|LSs [/ S Iy =(—1)LHSH/+81+8241 /T L 1)(2L + 1)(28 + 1) (25 + 1) {é 7 {}
' 1
X ((1)5 VS1(S1 4+ 1)(25; +1) {‘g,% % SQ}
S Sy Sy 1
+(—1)%/Sa(Sy + 1)(2S5 + 1) s s () onrdsr (19)

e Tensor interaction [:)2 (Slr) (Sgl‘) — Slsz] =T
(LS JITIL' 8" J') = (=1)5T7\/30(2L 4+ 1)(2L’ +1)(2S + 1)(25" + 1)
x+/S81(S1 +1)(251 + 1)/Sa(S2 + 1)(2S5 + 1)
S, Sy S
L'2L\[(J S L
X(o 0 0) {2 L S} Si 52 ST dg (20)
11 2
e Spin—spin interaction [8182} =SS:
1
(LSISSIL S J) =5 (S(s £1) = S1(S; + 1) — Sa(Ss + 1)) Op.108.5050. (21)

Eqgs. — contain 3j-, 6j- and 9j-symbols which can
be found in the literature [72].

(

Note, that the calculation of the masses of tetraquarks
with the asymmetric compositions requires additional ac-



count for the significant mixing between the states with
the same observable quantum numbers (total momentum
and parity) J¥, but different full tetraquark spins S, S’
within the same excitation nL: n2s+1LJ > nzS/HLJ.
In particular, the spin—orbit matrix elements for the
orbit—orbit LL- , spin—orbit LS - and spin—spin
SS- (21) terms are always diagonal, while the spin—orbit
LS and tensor T- terms are generally non-
diagonal. In the case of a symmetric composition the
numerical multiplier before the spin—orbit LS_-term van-
ishes and it effectively drops out of the calculations while

J

the tensor T-term introduces only numerically insignifi-
cant mixing for orbitally excited (e.g. P-,D-wave) states
with JP¢ = 177,2%% which can be neglected. In the
case of an asymmetric composition the spin—orbit LS_-
term plays a substantial role in mixing of the orbitally
excited tetraquark states with the axialvector both di-
quark and antidiquark.

The masses of the corresponding mixed states are the
eigenvalues of the mixing matrices. We introduce the
following notations:

ML:a, J=b = Ma,b7

Mi—q, j=p(S = ¢,

AMayb(Q d) = [Ma,b(c, d)]

where [M]gy denotes the mass calculated with the
complete quasipotential , and [M]spin—ind. denotes
the mass calculated with only its spin-independent

S =d) = M,(c,d),
Ma,b(c, d)]

(22)

full [ spin—ind.’

(

part (15.1). The mixing matrices then can be expressed
as follows.

e For the P-wave states the masses for the given total
momenta J are eigenvalues of the matrices

M11(0,0) AM;1(0,1) AM;1(0,2)
J: 1 M1’1 == )\ AMl’l(l,O) Ml,l(]-a ) AM1’1(1,2) s
AM;1(2,0) AM11(2,1) M;i1(2,2)
_ _ Mi2(1,1) AM;2(1,2)
J = 2 M1,2 - A(AM1’2(2, 1) ‘2\4-1’2(27 ) . (23)
[
e Similarly, mixing matrices for the D-wave states
Moq(1,1) AM34(1,2)
J=1 Moy = A ’ ’
21 (AM2’1(2,1) ‘2\42’1(27 ) ’
M>2(0,0) AM;2(0,1) AM;2(0,2)
J=2 Mao = AN AM22(1,0) Mso(1,1) AMy2(1,2) ], (24)
AM>52(2,0) AM32(2,1) M22(2,2)
. _ M, 3(1,1) AM,35(1,2)
J=3: Maa= A(AMQ,R,@, 1) Ms(2,2) )

The general algorithm of the calculations of the
tetraquark masses is as follows. First, we calculate the
masses and wave functions of the doubly heavy diquarks
as the bound quark—quark states. It is done by solv-
ing Eq. with the quark—quark interaction quasipo-

tential (see Egs. (5)-(15) in Ref. [55]) numerically. The
initial value of the relativistic reduced mass ugr is
fixed to its nonrelativistic value and Eq. is solved as
the Schrodinger equation (for details see Ref. [73]). Then
the masses of the bound states are found by the succes-



sive approximations method (for details see Ref. [67]).
The masses of the tetraquarks and their wave functions
are calculated for the bound diquark—antidiquark states
with the quasipotential using the same procedure
with the obtained diquark masses as constituent masses.

All free parameters of our model, such as the con-
finement potential mixing coefficient €, anomalous chro-
momagnetic moment x, parameter of the running cou-
pling constant A, confining potential parameters A, B
and quark masses m.y, were fixed previously and are
taken from the study of the properties of mesons and
baryons [(4H7T]. They are listed in Table [I} The diquark
masses Mcc cb,bb and the parameters of their form factors
¢ and ¢ were already calculated earlier [68] [69] and are
given in Table [T}

IV. MASSES OF ASYMMETRIC FULLY HEAVY
TETRAQUARKS

The calculated mass spectra of ground states (1S) and
orbitally and radially excited states (1P, 2S, 1D, 2P, 3S)
of asymmetric fully heavy tetraquarks (CCGB bege, ccbb,
bbce, bbbe, cbbb) are presented in Table Note that
the account of the finite size of the diquark weakens
the one-gluon exchange potential thus increasing the pre-
dicted tetraquark mass. Masses of the ground states of
all possible flavor compositions (i.e. three symmetric and
six asymmetric), as well as the same excitations of sym-
metric fully heavy tetraquarks (ccce, cbeb, bbbb) have
already been calculated in our previous papers [53H55].
Although, the mixing arising exclusively from the ten-
sor term between the orbitally excited symmetric states
was not taken into account since, as we just discussed in
Sec. [T} in the symmetric case mixing can be discarded
without loss of accuracy.

As we discussed in Sec. [[] a diquark can be either in
scalar state with spin Sq = 0 or in axialvector state
with Sq = 1. According to the Pauli principle the
scalar diquark must contain quarks of different flavors
while all diquarks can be in axialvector state. Therefore,
the ccbb, bbee tetraquarks can contain only axialvector
diquarks and antidiquarks while the cccb, bcec, bbbe,
cbbb tetraquarks can consist both from the axialvec-
tor diquark—antidiquark pair or a mixture of axialvector
and scalar diquarks and antidiquarks. As a result, the
ccchb, beec, bbbe, cbbb tetraquarks have more possible
states, an additional 12 mixed scalar—axialvector states
are added to the 32 pure-axialvector states.

It can be seen from Table [[T]] that the predicted spec-
troscopy of the ground and excited states of tetraquarks
within the diquark—antidiquark model is very rich.
Nonetheless, not all of the predicted states can be re-
liably observed in experiments due to the fast fall-apart
strong decays into two heavy mesons through the quark
rearrangement. In order to determine states that are the
most promising to live long enough to be observed, we
can put a number of limitations.

e First, we consider diquarks only in the color-triplet
state. This choice was explained in Sec. [[I] and
is based on the following argument. In the color-
antitriplet diquarks the internal quark—quark inter-
action potential is attractive thus the bound state is
possible. Contrary the color-sextet diquarks have
the repulsive internal interaction potential which
makes the bound state unlikely to exist. Neverthe-
less, some researchers argue that the color-sextet
diquarks can also contribute to the observable spec-
troscopy (for the discussion related to the asym-
metric fully heavy tetraquarks in particular, see
Refs. [35] 39, [42], [44] 48, [49]) and sometimes even
dominate it (see Refs. [42, 44 [49] for the argument
on the some ground states being dominated by the
(6 x 6)-color configuration).

e Second, we consider only the ground state diquarks
with excitations occurring only between the di-
quark and antidiquark. Such excitations lead to a
larger separation between the diquark and antidi-
quark within the tetraquark, consequently increas-
ing the mean distance between the heavy quarks of
the diquark and antiquarks from the antidiquark.
Such configuration reduces the probability of the
rapid fall-apart strong decay process and, as a re-
sult, these states have more chances to be observed
as resonances. Contrarily, excitations within the
diquark and/or antidiquark increase the diquark
mass and size thus providing a larger overlap be-
tween the diquark and antidiquark which enhances
the rapid fall-apart strong decay processes.

Additionally, suppression by the phase space, which is de-
termined by the difference between the tetraquark mass
and the meson pair decay threshold, increases chances of
the state to be observed experimentally as a relatively
narrow resonance (more on this topic in the following
section). However, the excited states of the tetraquarks
could be narrow despite the large phase space since it is
necessary to overcome the suppression in the fall-apart
process, either due to the centrifugal barrier for the or-
bital excitations or due to the presence of the nodes in
the wave function of the radially excited state.

V. THRESHOLD ANALYSIS

In the previous section we have calculated the masses
of asymmetric fully heavy tetraquarks. Now we need
to understand which of the predicted tetraquark states
could be observed experimentally, i.e. could appear as
narrow resonances in different decay modes. Note that
whether the state is truly a resonance is a difficult ques-
tion requiring additional complex analysis. Such analysis
is beyond the scope of the present paper. In the following
we only identify states which could be observed as reso-
nances. The probability rate of different types of decays
is as follows.



Table I. Parameters of the model from Refs. [74H77].

me, GeV my, GeV A, GeV?

B, GeV A, MeV € K

1.55 4.88 0.18

-0.3 414

Table II. Masses Mqq: and form factor parameters &, ¢ of the diquarks from Refs. [68, [69]. d is the axialvector (A) or scalar
(S) diquark. [Q, Q'] and {Q,Q'} denote combinations of quarks asymmetric and symmetric in flavor, respectively.

QQI d Q =cC Q = b

Mg/, MeV £, GeV ¢, GeV? Mg/, MeV £, GeV ¢, GeV?
Q, ] S 6,519 1.50 0.59
{Q,c} A 3,226 1.30 0.42 6,526 1.50 0.59
{Q,b} A 6,526 1.50 0.59 9,778 1.30 1.60

e The most probable is the fall-apart strong decay,
where the quarks and antiquarks from the initial
tetraquark rearrange into two mesons

Q1Q2Q3Q4 — Qng + Q2Q4-

If energetically possible and isn’t forbidden by the
quantum numbers, this is the main decay channel.
As the state can decay very rapidly, it could be
observed as a broad resonance in this channel.

(25)

e Then there is the strong decay due to the heavy
quark—antiquark annihilation into gluons (g), fol-
lowed by their hadronization into lighter hadrons

(hi)
Q1Q2Q3Q, — g + g +...—hy + hy +.... (26)

Such processes are strongly suppressed by the
Okubo-Zweig-lizuki rule. Nevertheless, such decays
are always possible for the fully heavy tetraquarks
which contain at least one quark—antiquark pair of
the same flavor (we have only two heavy quark fla-
vors). Thus, if the fall-apart strong decay is forbid-
den the state could be observed as narrow in this
decay channel.

e Even less probable is the radiative decay which is
determined by the radiative transition from the
higher to the lower excitation of the tetraquark
state

Q1Q2Q3Q4 — Q1Q2Q3Q4 + 7.

These processes are suppressed by the significantly
lower coupling constant of the electromagnetic in-
teraction o (o < ag). Thus, if the fall-apart strong
decay is forbidden and and gluon-annihilation is
significantly suppressed than the tetraquark could
be observed as a very narrow state in this decay
channel.

(27)

e In fact, the least probable is the weak decay which
can be completely neglected in this discussion due
to the smallness of the weak coupling constant ayy

(aw < a < ag). However, the possible weak de-
cay channels of the ccbb, bbcc tetraquark in the
ground state are discussed in Ref. [37].

Therefore, in order to analyze the possibility of the ex-
perimental observations it is useful to compare the calcu-
lated tetraquark masses with the fall-apart strong decay
thresholds, i.e. masses of pairs of mesons composed of
the same quarks and antiquarks as the initial tetraquark.
This difference determines the phase space and, thus, the
probability of the corresponding fall-apart strong decays.
Hence, two cases can be distinguished.

e If a mass of the tetraquark exceeds the mass of
the meson pair (energetically possible) and total
momentum-parity J¥ of the initial and final sys-
tems coincides (allowed by the quantum numbers),
then the fall-apart strong decay is possible and
it is the main channel. As we have just discussed,
generally such states could be observed as broad
resonances. Note that the closer the tetraquark
mass is to the threshold the narrower the state can
be.

e If a mass of the tetraquark lies below the cor-
responding threshold then the fall-apart strong
decay is forbidden and the main channels
will be either gluon-annihilation or radia-
tive decays , if allowed. Such processes are
both strongly suppressed and, as a result, these
tetraquark states are narrow and could be ob-
served experimentally in other decay channels into
hadrons composed of lighter quarks and antiquarks,
or into the lower tetraquark excitation and a pho-
ton.

Note than an excited tetraquark can fall-apart into a
meson pair, allowed by the total momentum—parity con-
servation, either in the S-wave with the orbital momen-
tum between these mesons Ly, = 0, or in the higher
wave with Lin,. > 0. In the former case the final state
contains orbitally excited mesons with heavier masses. In
the latter case the final mesons have lower masses due to
the lower orbital excitations. However, such decays are
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Table I1I. Masses Mg of the ground (1S) and excited (1P, 2S, 1D, 2P, 3S) states of the asymmetric fully heavy tetraquarks

(cceh, beee, ccbb, bbee, bbbe, cbbb). d and d’ are the axialvector (A) or scalar (S) diquark and antidiquark, respectively. nL
denotes the overall excitation. n, is the radial quantum number. L is the relative orbital momentum between the diquark and
antidiquark. S is the total spin of the diquark-antidiquark system. J¥ is the total momentum-parity of the tetraquark. All

masses are given in MeV.

!

da nL Ny L S JP MCCEB bcce MCC% bbcc MbbEE cbbb
0 0T 9,606 12,848 16,102
1S 0 0 1 1T 9,611 12,852 16,104
2 27 9,620 12,859 16,108
1 0 9,875 13,106 16,326
0 9,871 13,103 16,325
1 1~ 9,877 13,108 16,326
1P 0 1 2 9,881 13,111 16,329
i - 9,875 13,106 16,327
2 9,882 13,112 16,329
2 3= 9,881 13,110 16,330
0 0T 10,063 13,282 16,481
28 1 0 1 1T 10,064 13,282 16,481
2 27 10,064 13,283 16,481
2 0T 10,113 13,330 16,513
1 1+ 10,111 13,328 16,513
AR 2 10,114 13,331 16,514
0 10,108 13,324 16,513
1D 0 2 1 ot 10,113 13,330 16,514
2 10,117 13,334 16,515
1 3+ 10,111 13,327 16,515
2 10,116 13,332 16,516
2 4T 10,114 13,329 16,516
1 0 10,265 13,468 16,631
0 10,258 13,461 16,629
1 1~ 10,264 13,468 16,630
2P 1 1 2 10,270 13,472 16,633
1 o 10,260 13,463 16,630
2 10,268 13,470 16,632
2 3= 10,263 13,466 16,631
0 0T 10,442 13,629 16,765
3S 2 0 1 1T 10,442 13,629 16,765
2 27 10,440 13,628 16,764
1S 0 0 1T 9,608 16,099
0~ 9,873 16,320
1P 0 1 1~ 9,872 16,321
2 9,871 16,322
25 1 0 1T 10,057 16,474
SK AS 1 1T 10,108 16,507
’ 1D 0 2 27 10,107 16,508
3T 10,105 16,509
0 10,262 16,624
2P 1 1 1~ 10,260 16,624
2 10,254 16,624
3S 2 0 1T 10,434 16,758

highly suppressed by the additional factor (p2?/M?)Eesr.
where p is the relative momentum. The estimates of
these suppression factors for the fully heavy tetraquarks
give values less than 1072, Thus in this paper we consider
only the S-wave fall-apart strong decays.

In Tables [VHVI] we compare our calculations for the
asymmetric fully heavy tetraquarks masses from Ta-
ble with the meson—meson fall-apart strong decay

thresholds. As we just discussed, the values of the mass
separation from the threshold A which determines the
phase space volume are of special interest

A - MQQ/®, - Mthr.a (28)
where MQQ,®/ is the tetraquark mass and M;y,. is the

threshold for the decay into a meson pair which is the



sum of the meson masses. We are interested in the most
probable decay modes for each state. The rate of the
fall-apart strong decay is governed by the phase space
volume. The main principle is the following: the smaller
the phase space is, the less energetically favorable the
decay is. Consequently, at any given time, the probabil-
ity of transition to the final state (i.e. decay) is small.
Thus the main decay channel being the most probable
decay mode corresponds to the largest of possible val-
ues of A: Apax. Therefore, in Tables [[VHVI we compare
the masses of tetraquarks only with the lowest fall-apart
strong decay thresholds, as

[Mihr. Jmin <> Amax <> more probable decay mode.

From the Tables[[VHVI] a number of conclusions can be
drawn. In particular, we can distinguish three types of
tetraquark states: those lying significantly above, slightly
above and below the fall-apart strong decay thresholds.

e For all of the considered ground and excited states
of asymmetric fully heavy tetraquarks, with the ex-
ception of two higher excitations (they will be dis-
cussed separately), there is at least one heavy me-
son pair with a total mass less than the tetraquark
mass (Apax > 0). Therefore, for almost all of

J

cceb, beee AA 1D
ccbb, bbee AA 1D

Note that our calculations have a theoretical error:
the uncertainties of our calculations come from the
quark model and diquark—antidiquark approxima-
tion. We roughly estimate them from our previ-
ous experience to be about 20 — 50 MeV. Thus,
if Apax is slightly negative, it does not mean for
sure that the state cannot fall-apart into a meson
pair. However, if the value of Apax is sufficiently
negative than the state definitely cannot decay via
the strong fall-apart strong decay processes into
two heavy mesons. In this case the main channels
will be a strong decay due to the heavy quark—
antiquark annihilation into gluons with their sub-
sequent hadronization into the lighter hadrons or
radiative decays, if allowed. As a result, this state
could be a narrow state that could be observed
experimentally in other decay channels, either to
hadrons made up of lighter quarks and antiquarks
or two heavy mesons and a photon.

In the Table [VII| we additionally present states of the
asymmetric fully heavy tetraquarks which lie below or

JP:4+
JP =4%
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the considered states of tetraquarks there is a pos-
sibility of such fall-apart strong decay. More-
over, for the vast majority of considered states of
tetraquarks the value of the A, 4, significantly ex-
ceeds 100 MeV and for many of them it even ex-
ceeds 500 MeV. As we have discussed in the be-
ginning of this section, experimentally such states
could manifest themselves as wide resonances.
However, this statement is true only for the ground
states of tetraquarks. For the excited states the
additional restrictions appear. In particular, these
decays can be suppressed either by the centrifugal
barrier between the quark and the antiquark (for
the orbital excitations), or by the zeros of the wave
function (for the radial excitations), or both, and
therefore they still can end up being narrow reso-
nances.

e Nonetheless, there is a number of states for which
Ainar < 100 MeV. Although, such states lie above,
they are already close to the threshold of the fall-
apart strong decay into a pair of mesons. Thus,
in Tables [[VHV]] they are highlighted in purple as

promising to be relatively narrow.

e Finally, there are two states (highlighted in red in
Tables [IVHVI)) which lie below any of the possible
heavy meson pair thresholds with their A4, < 0:

M = 10,114 MeV, (29)
M = 13,329 MeV. (30)

(

slightly above (Apax S 100 MeV) the meson—meson fall-
apart strong decay thresholds. Such states have the most
chances to be observed in experiments, as it was discussed
above. Also in Tables[[VI[VI we highlight in bold all low-
est thresholds containing the BF(1'Sy)-meson. The rea-
son is that currently only two charmed-bottom mesons
were observed [59] — BF(1'S,) and BF(2'Sp), both
with total momentum—parity J*© = 07.

Let us discuss the recent experimental progress. As
we have already mentioned in Sec. [T the symmetric fully
heavy flavor compositions are easier to obtain. Moreover,
the first experimental data for the symmetric states of the
fully charmed tetraquark (X(6900) and a few broad peaks
in the 6.4-7.4 GeV mass region) were recently reported by
the LHCb [14], ATLAS [I5] and CMS [16] Collaborations.
All experiments indicate the existence of at least three
structures which can be denoted as X(6600), X(6900) and
X(7200). In Table we compare these data with our
previous predictions from Ref. [55] and propose possible
quantum numbers JZ¢ for the observed states.
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Table IV. Masses Mo qq of the ground (1S) and excited (1P, 2S, 1D, 2P, 3S) states of the triple charmed and bottom
(cceh, beee) fully heavy tetraquark, composed from the axialvector and /or scalar diquarks and the corresponding meson-meson
fall-apart strong decay thresholds. d and d’ are the axialvector (A) or scalar (S) diquark and antidiquark, respectively. nL
denotes the overall excitation. S is the total spin of the diquark-antidiquark system. J¥ is the total momentum-parity of the
tetraquark. Min,. is the corresponding meson—meson threshold [59, [64]. Amax is the difference between the tetraquark mass
and lowest fall-apart threshold Apax = MQQ,®/ — [Mihr.Jmin. All masses are given in MeV. States with the Apax < 100 MeV
are additionally highlighted in violet and bold. States with the Ana.x < 0 are additionally highlighted in red and bold. The
lowest thresholds, containing the Bci(l 150)—meson, are additionally highlighted in bold.

!

QQ'QQ’ dd nL S JE Mygaq M. Amax Meson pair
0 [ 9,606 9,258 348 n.(1S) B (1'So)
18 1 v 9,611 9,317 294 n.(1S) BE(1°5y)
2 27 9,620 9,430 190 J/9(1S) BF (1°Sy)
1 0~ 9,875 9,683 192 n.(1S) BE(1°Py)
0 9,871 144
1 1- 9,877 9,727 150 n.(18) BX(1Py)
1P 2 9,881 154
: 2 gg;g 9,745 e ne(1S) BE(1P2)
2 3 9,881 9,858 23 J/¢(1S) BE(1°P2)
0 0" 10,063 9,258 805 1.(1S) BF(1'So)
25 1 " 10,064 9,317 74T ne(1S) BZ(1°Sy)
2 27 10,064 9,430 634 J/¢(1S) BZ(1°Sy)
2 0" 10,113 9,258 855 1.(1S) BF(1'So)
AT ; I }gﬂi 9,317 ;g‘; ne(18) BE(1%8)
0 10,108 678
1D 1 2t 10,113 9,430 683 J/¢(18) BE(13%81)
2 10,117 687
; 3+ 11%’}1161 10,013 30% ne(18) BE(13D3)
ceeb, 2 47 10,114 10,126 12 J/%(1S) BE(1°D3)
beee 1 0~ 10,265 9,683 582 n.(1S) BE(1°Py)
0 10,258 531
1 1- 10,264 9,727 537 n.(18) BX(1Py)
2P 2 10,270 543
: 2 18322 9,745 o ne(1S) BE(1°P2)
2 3 10,263 9,858 405 J/¢(1S) BE(1°P2)
0 0" 10,442 9,258 1,184 1.(1S) BF(1'So)
38 1 " 10,442 9,317 1,125 ne(1S) BZ(1°Sy)
2 27 10,440 9,430 1,010 J/¢(1S) BE(1°Sy)
1S " 9,608 9,317 291 ne(1S) BZ(1°Sy)
o 0 9,873 9,683 190 ne(1S) BZ(1°Po)
1P i 9,872 9,727 145 n.(18) BE (1 P1)
2~ 9,871 9,745 126 1.(1S) BZ(1°Ps)
25 17 10,057 9,317 740 ne(1S) BZ(1°S1)
SA. AS o 1 17 10,108 9,317 791 n.(1S) BZ(1°S1)
’ 1D 27 10,107 9,430 677 J/¢(1S) B (1°Sy)
37 10,105 10,013 92 7c(1S) BX(1°D3)
o 0~ 10,262 9,683 579 ne(1S) BZ(1°Po)
2P 1 10,260 9,727 533 ne(1S) BZ (1 Py)
2- 10,254 9,745 509 n.(1S) B (1°P2)
73S ihi 10,434 9,317 1,117 ne(1S) BZ(1°5))

Unfortunately, no experimental data on asymmetric
fully heavy tetraquark states are available yet. Nonethe-
less, our calculations , show that there is a fair
possibility to observe at least some of the higher excita-
tions in D-wave in the future.
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Table V. Same as in Table , but for the double charmed and double bottom (ccbb, bbec) fully heavy tetraquark, composed

from the axialvector diquarks.

QQQQ’ dd’ nL S Jr Mooy M. Amax Meson pair
0 ot 12,848 12,549 299 Bi(l So )Bi(l So)
18 1 17 12,852 12,607 245 BI(1 180) T(17S1)
2 27 12,859 12,666 193 BZ(1°S:) Ci( ’Sy)
1 0~ 13,106 12,973 133 Bi(l So) BZ(1°Py)
0 13,103 86
1 1 13,108 13,017 91 BZ(1'So) BE(1Py)
1P 2 13,111 94
; 2” igjgg 13,035 ;; BF(1'Sp) BE(1%P2)
2 3 13,110 13,094 16 BZ(1°S:) BE(1°P»)
0 0t 13,282 12,549 733 BZ(1'So) BZ(1'So)
28 1 1T 13,282 12,607 675 BI(17So) BX(17%S1)
2 27 13,283 12,666 617 B (1°S:) BF(1°%S1)
2 0t 13,330 12,549 781 BZ(17So) BZ(1'So)
_ I 13,328 721 .
ccbb, AR 9 1 13331 12,607 724 BE(1'So) BE(1%81)
bbee 0 13,324 653
1D 1 2t 13,330 12,666 664 BZ(1%S1) BE(12S)
2 13,334 668
I 13,327 24
9 3+ 13,332 13,303 29 B (11Sp) BX(1°D3)
2 47 13,329 13,362 -33 BZ(1°S:) BF(1°Ds)
1 0~ 13,468 12,973 495 BZ(17So) BE(1°Py)
0 13,461 444
1 1~ 13,468 13,017 451 BE(1'So) BE(1Py)
2P 2 13,472 455
I _ 13,463 428
9 2 13470 13,035 435 B (1'Sp) BE(1°%P2)
2 3~ 13,466 13,094 372 BI(1°S:) BE(1°P,)
0 0t 13,629 12,549 1,080 BZI(17So) BZ(11Sy)
3S 1 1T 13,629 12,607 1,022 BI(17So) BI(1°5))
2 2% 13,628 12,666 962 BZ(1°S1) BF(1°Sy)

VI. THEORETICAL PREDICTIONS

It is important to compare the predictions for the

masses of the asymmetric fully heavy tetraquarks in dif-
ferent theoretical approaches in order to identify the most
promising candidates for the experimental searches and
their mass ranges. We present such comparison in the
Tables [XHXVITI

Approaches in the considered papers can be divided
into the following general groups.

e Various quark models [34H42] [44] [45], [47-49];
e QCD sum rules [43] [46];
e Lattice QCD [33].

We can further distinguish several rather popular ap-
proaches which are used commonly. For them we in-
troduce the following abbreviations which are utilized in

the Tables [XIXVIII

e Interpretations of the 4-quark state structure

— DA — diquark—antidiquark picture,

— MM — meson—meson model,

— mix — mixture of the models above.

e Mathematical models

— CM — chromomagnetic model,

— MCFTM — multiquark color flux-tube model,

— DDM — dynamical diquark model,
— RDM — relativized diquark model,
— NChQM — nonrelativistic chiral quark model,

— NCoQM — nonrelativistic constituent quark

model.

e Computational methods

— DMCM — diffusion Monte Carlo method,
— QCDSR — QCD sum rules,

— VA — variational approach.
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Table VI. Same as in Table but for the triple bottom and charmed (bbbg, cbbb) fully heavy tetraquark, composed from

the axialvector and/or scalar diquarks.

!

QQ'QQ’ dd nL S Jr Myqqq M. Amax Meson pair
0 0t 16,102 15,673 429 1, (1S) B (1'So)
18 1 1T 16,104 15,732 372 m,(1S) BT (1°S1)
2 2T 16,108 15,793 315 Y(1S) BE(17S))
1 0~ 16,326 16,098 228 b (1S) BX(1°Py)
0 16,325 183
1 1~ 16,326 16,142 184 m(1S) BE(1Py)
1P 2 16,329 187
; 2- }gggg 16,160 }g; m(18) BE(13Py)
2 3~ 16,330 16,221 109 Y(1S) BE(1°P»)
0 0t 16,481 15,673 808 1,(1S) BZ(1'So)
28 1 1T 16,481 15,732 749 m,(1S) BE(1°S1)
2 27 16,481 15,793 688 T(15) BE(1°Sy)
2 0F 16,513 15,673 840 7, (1S) BE(11So)
- é 1+ }ggﬁ 15,732 ;2; m(1S) BE(13S1)
0 16,513 720
1D 1 2+ 16,514 15,793 721 Y(1S) BE(12S1)
2 16,515 722
) ; 3+ }g,giz 16,428 SZ m(1S) BE(1°Ds)
bbbe, 2 4t 16,516 16,489 27 T(1S) BZ (1°Ds)
cbbb 1 0" 16,631 16,098 533 o (1S) BE(1°Po)
0 16,629 487
1 1~ 16,630 16,142 488 m(1S) BE(1Py)
2P 2 16,633 491
; 2- }g:ggg 16,160 gg m(18) BE(13Py)
2 3 16,631 16,221 410 T(15) BF(1°P2)
0 0t 16,765 15,673 1092 1,(1S) BZ(1'So)
3S 1 1T 16,765 15,732 1033 o (1S) BZ(1°Sy)
2 27 16,764 15,793 881 T(1S) BE(1°S))
1S 1T 16,099 15,732 367 7o (1S) BZ(1°Sy)
0~ 16,320 16,098 222 (1) BZ(1°Py)
1P - 16,321 16,142 179 m(1S) BX (1 Py)
2” 16,322 16,160 162 b (1S) BZ(1°P5)
25 i) 16,474 15,732 742 76 (1S) BE(1°S1)
SA. AS T 1 i) 16,507 15,732 775 m(1S) BX(1°S1)
’ 1D 27 16,508 15,793 715 T(15) BX(1°Sy)
37 16,509 16,428 81 m(1S) BX(1°D3)
T 0~ 16,624 16,098 526 (1) BZ(1°Py)
2P 1 16,624 16,142 482 m(1S) BX(1Py)
2- 16,624 16,160 464 m(1S) BZ (1°Pg)
73S 1T 16,758 15,732 1026 no(1S) BX(1°S1)

Note, that in Ref. [48] the authors use for the spin-
dependent interaction either the one-gluon exchange
(OGE) or instanton-induced interaction (INS). Addition-
ally, in Tables we highlight results obtained in
the diquark—antidiquark picture which is the same as ours
interpretation of the four-quark state structure.

A few remarks on the results presented in the Ta-

bles [XHXVIII] are necessary.

e The study of asymmetric ccbb tetraquark using the
similar to ours assumptions was performed in the

relativized diquark model in Ref. [40]. The color-
(3 x 3) diquarks and antidiquarks were consid-
ered with the excitations occurring only between
them. The main difference from our approach con-
sists in the construction of the relativistic interac-
tion potential. We systematically include all spin-
dependent and spin-independent contributions and
take into account the finite diquark size while the
authors of Ref. [40] take only spin-dependent rel-
ativistic corrections to the one-gluon exchange po-
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Table VII. Excited states of the asymmetric (CCGB, bcce, ccbb, bbée, bbb, cb%) fully heavy tetraquarks which lie slightly
above or below the meson—meson fall-apart strong decay thresholds. All notations are explained in the caption of Table

QQ’@’ ad nL S Jr MQQ,®/ Mipy Amax Meson pair
1P 2 3 9,881 9,858 23 J/4¥(18) BE(1°P,)
- - I N 10,111 98 PP
(];Occh AA D 5 3 10116 10,013 103 ne(18) BE(1%Ds)
cee 2 47 10,114 10,126 12 J/4(1S) BZ(1°Ds)
SA, AS 1D 1 3T 10,105 10,013 92 7.(1S) BE(1°D3)
0 13,103 86
1 1~ 13,108 13,017 91 B(1'Sp) BE(1Py)
P 2 13,111 94
— 1 - 13,106 1 — T
({)CEE, A% 5 2 13112 13,035 o BE(1'Sp) BX(1°P,)
e 2 3" 13,110 13,004 16 BX(1°S;) B (1°Py)
1 N 13,327 24 +q1 +(13
D 5 3 13332 13,303 5 BE(1'Sy) BX(1°Ds)
2 It 13,329 13,362 33 BZ(1°S;) B (1°Ds)
B 1 N 16,515 87 3
bbb, AR 1D 2 3 16,516 16,428 88 m(18) B (17Ds)
cbbb 2 v 16,516 16,489 27 Y(1S) B= (1°Ds)
SA, AS 1D 1 3F 16,509 16,428 81 m(1S) BE(1°D3)

Table VIII. Exotic X states observed and hinted by the LHCb [14], ATLAS [15] and CMS [16] Collaborations in di-J/1 and
J/v1(2S) invariant mass spectra and our candidates [55]. nL denotes the overall excitation. S is the total spin of the diquark—
antidiquark system. All masses M and total widths I" are given in MeV.

Our candidates

Collaboration Resonance M r T g 7PC N
LHCb 6,400 <+ 6,600
mo, model A 6,410 + 80159 590 + 3507 320 18 2 27+ 6,367
+30 +60
ATLAS mo, model B X(6600) 6,650 £ 20158 440 + 501?‘{0
my, model A 6,630 = 50759 350 £ 11077
CMS no interforence 6,552 + 10 + 12 124t‘§§uil?f 28 0 0* 6,782
interorznce 6,638735 51 44075557 540
LHCh _ NmsPs, 6,905+ 11+£7 80+ 19+33
VRSPS, 6,886+ 11+ 11 168 £33 £ 69 2S 2 21+ 6,868
ma, model A 6,860 &+ 30729 110 £ 50739 0 PANS 6,921
ATLAS o model B X(6900) 6,010 £ 10 £ 10 150 £30 £ 10 D 2 0+t 6,399
mg, model A 6,960 £ 50 £ 30 510 £ 1707150 2 1+ 6,904
OMS o Wa 6,927+ 9+4 122737 +18 2 2t 6,915
intertotsnce 6, 847755750 19175575
LHCb 7,200 + 7,4&({)} o 0 o+t 7950
ATLAS m3, model 7,220 + 301 59 90 £+ 60759
AR X(7200) 0 o 3
OMS no intapiovence 7, 287705 £ 5 95 40 £ 19 2 o+t 7,333
intortesbnce 7,13475500s 97129756

tential and consider diquarks to be point-like. Note
that the spin—orbit interaction term is missing in
their potential. Moreover, while we solve numeri-
cally the quasipotential Eq. with the quasipo-
tential in Ref. [40] the variational procedure
with the harmonic oscillator trial wave functions is
employed.

Most of the researches within the diquark—
antidiquark picture consider both possible color

structures (and sometimes also the mixture of
them): diquark-antidiquark in the (3 x 3) and
(6 x 6) color configurations. In Secs. we
have already thoroughly discussed why we con-
sider the latter case inappropriate for our prob-
lem (to put it in a few words, the internal quark—
quark interaction within the color-sextet diquark
is repulsive, thus, it cannot be a bound state if
diquarks interact as a whole). Additionally, the
color-sextet diquarks and -antisextet antidiquarks
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can simultaneously have Sq = 0, making possible e mixture of those two [36].
the color-(6 x 6) tetraquarks of scalar-scalar spin
configuration. On the contrary, the fully heavy
color-antitriplet diquarks and -triplet antidiquarks
can produce only axialvector-axialvector and/or
scalar—axialvector tetraquarks. It is important,

We now can analyze how our predictions relate to those
of the other scientific groups. From the Tables [[XHXVIII]
it can be seen that our results agree within the £75 MeV
range with the following predictions.

that in the Tables [XHXVIII] we present the results e For the ccgb, bete tetraquarks.

within the specific diquark—antidiquark spin con- B
figurations. Hence, in these Tables we omit the re- — In the diquark—antidiquark pure (3 x 3)-color
sults for the color-(6 x 6) scalar-scalar tetraquarks configuration: all predictions [47]; only J* =
which are impossible within our framework. Note, 0,1% [@5]; J” = 2% [48] [INS].

that in literature there is no consensus in how the — In the diquark—antidiquark (3 x 3)- and
color configuration should affect the mass spec- (6 x 6)-color configurations mixed or cou-
tra of fully heavy tetraquarks. For example in pled for J” = 0,1%: all predictions [41} 45],
Ref. [38] the masses of the ground states of the fully [42] [MCFTM], [48] [INS]; only J” = 0" AA-
heavy tetraquarks were calculated in the poten- and JP = 11t SA-, AS-spin configurations
tial quark model with linear confinement, Coulomb [48] [OGE]; only SA-, AS-spin configurations
and spin—spin interactions. Both color (3 x 3) and [49).

(6 x 6) color components as well as their mixture
were considered in a four-body fashion using Gaus-
sian functions. In Refs. [35] [38] 48] the calculated
masses of the sextet—antisextet color configurations
lie approximately 5 — 200 MeV higher than their
antitriplet—triplet counterparts. On the contrary,

— In the other models: all predictions [45]
[meson—meson (8 x 8)-color configuration cou-
pled, some other spatial configurations]; only
SA-, AS-spin configurations [45] [diquark—
antidiquark pure (6 x 6)-color configuration).

in Refs. [39, 441 145, 49]7 the masses of the sextet— e For the CC%’ bbce tetraquarks.

antisextet color configurations are approximately _

5 — 200 MeV lower than their antitriplet—triplet — In the diquark—antidiquark pure (3 x 3)-color

counterparts. configuration: 1S, all predictions [36] 4T, [45]
48]; 18, 28, all predictions [39].

e In papers [43, 46] the excited P-wave diquarks ~ In the diquark —antidiquark (3 x 3)- and (6 x
(pseudoscalar, vector and pseudotensor with J¥ = 6)-color configurations mixed or coupled for
0, 17, 27) were also considered. This leads to the JP = 0*: 18, all predictions [36, 39, 4T} 45
emergence of more possible diquark—antidiquark 18, [19], [42] [1\7/ICFTM]. S

spin configurations, not available within our
framework. Also, recalling our discussion from
Sec. [Vl we consider the tetraquarks contain-
ing excited diquarks to be less stable due to

— In the other models: all predictions [45]
[meson—meson (8 x 8)-color configuration cou-
pled, some other spatial configurations].

the enhanced diquark—antiquark overlap leading e For the bbbg, cbbb tetraquarks.

to faster fall-apart strong decay. Therefore, in

the Tables [XHXVIII] we present results only for — In the diquark—antidiquark pure (3 x 3)-
the axialvector—axialvector and scalar—axialvector color configuration: all predictions [38] 45} [47],
tetraquarks which are built from the ground S-wave [42] [MCFTM]; JF = 2+ [41] 48, 49].
diquarks. — In the diquark—antidiquark (3 x 3)- and

(6 x 6)-color configurations mixed or cou-
pled for J¥ = 0,17: all predictions [49],
[42] [MCFTM, NCoQM], [48] [OGE]; only
JP =0% [|1]; only JP =11 [48] [INS].

e Authors considering two constituent color struc-
tures, i.e. (3 x 3) and (6 x 6) for the diquark—
antidiquark picture and (1 x 1) and (8 x 8) for the
meson—meson model, usually assume them to be

the pure states and/or allow their mixture (or cou- —In the other models: only JZ = 2% [45]
pling) with varying percentage of each component. [some other spatial configurations]; only SA-
If within one paper there are several results we ex- , AS-spin configurations [38, [45] [diquark—
plicitly identify the color state for which the result antidiquark pure (6 x 6)-color configuration].

was obtained. A number of other conclusions can be drawn from this

For the further analysis we additionally distinguish re- comparison.
sults obtained in the following models e Predictions of Ref. [39] (in particular, Model I)
o diquark-antidiquark picture [34-36, 38 49]; are in a good agreement with our results for

the ground state ccbb, bbce tetraquarks in the
e meson—meson model [36] 45]; diquark—antidiquark picture;



17

Table IX. Comparison of different theoretical predictions for the masses of the triple charmed and bottom fully heavy tetraquark
(cceh, beee) with the axialvector—axialvector spin configuration in the ground state. d and d’ are the axialvector (A) or scalar
(S) diquark and antidiquark, respectively. nL denotes the overall excitation. S is the total spin of the diquark—antidiquark
system. JP is the total momentum-parity of the tetraquark. Min,. is the corresponding meson—meson threshold [59, [64]. All
masses are given in MeV. Results are sorted chronologically, oldest predictions first.

!

dd AA
nL 1S
S 0 1 2
J¥ 0F 1T 2T
Mnr. 9,258 9,317 9,430
Our 9,606 9,611 9,620
[34](vA DA) 59,390
9,313 (MM thrtfhold] 9,400 (MM thr(fhold] 9,442 [MM threshold]
[35])(cm) 10,144 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA mixed with 10,231 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA mixed with ’

10,273 [DA]

(6 x 6)-SS] -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
[38](NCoQM DA) 9,740 9,749 9,768
9,615 [(3 x 3)-AA coupled with 9,610 [(3 x 3)-AA coupled with -SA
[41](pMCM DA) (6 x 6)-55] and (6 x 5)-AS] 9,719
9,343 [CM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled
9,314 [CM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
with (6 x 6)-SS] 9,683 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AA
9,670 [MCETM, 3 X 3);AK coupled with -AS andﬁ(ﬁ X 6)-§K] 9,442 [oM)
coupled with (6 x 6)-SS] 9,705 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AA
[42](DA) 9.705 = — . = 9,732 [MCFTM]
s [MCFTI:/[, 3 x 37)—A ] coupled vzlth —ASL 9,839 [NCoQM]
9,753 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled 9,766 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled ’
with (6 x 6)-SS] with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
9,813 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA] 9,808 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled
with -AS]
9,505.9 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with 9,484.3 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with
Edl(cm DA (6 x 6)-SS] -AS and (6 x 6)-SA] 9,525.9
9,243 [MM, (1 x 1) coupled] 9,317 [MM, (1 x 1) coupled]
9,559 [MM, (8 x 8) coupled] 9,587 [MM, (8 x 8) coupled] 9,451 MM, (1 x 1)]
9,620 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA coupled with 9,638 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA coupled with 9,650 MM, (8 x 8)]
[45](NCoQM) (6 x 6)-SS] -AS and (6 x 6)-SA] 9,714 [DA, (3 x 3)]

9,673 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA]
9,310, 9,551, 9,599, 9,621 [other

coupled spatial configurations]

9,687 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA]
9,546, 9,568, 9,619, 9,640 [other

coupled spatial configurations]

9,593, 9,688, 9,704, 9,717 [other

coupled spatial configurations]

9,560 [set I 9,571 [set II] 9,594 [set I1]
H7) (oDM DA) 9,579 [set 1] 9,590 [set 1] 9,613 [set 1]
9,615 [INS, (3 x 3)-AA mixed with 9,646 [INS, (3 x 3)-AA mixed with
[A8] (NCoQM DA) (6 x 6)-s5] -AS and (6 x 6)-SA] 9,645 [INS]
9,665 [OGE, (3 x 3)-AA mixed 9,699 [OGE, (3 x 3)-AA mixed 9,713 [OGE]
with (6 x 6)-SS] with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
[49J(NCOQM DA) 9,766 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with 9,706 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with -AS 9.731

(6 x 6)-SS]

and (6 X 6)-SA]

e Predictions of Refs. [41} 45] give partial agreement
for the ground state cccb, bcec and ccbb, bbce
tetraquarks in the diquark—antidiquark picture;

e Predictions of Refs. [48] (in particular, INS) give
partial agreement for the ground state cccb, bcce
tetraquarks in the diquark—antidiquark picture;

e Predictions of Ref. [45] give partial agreement for
the ground state ccbb, bbcc tetraquarks in the

meson—meson model;

e There are no predictions which are in good agree-
ment for the ground state bbbc, cbbb tetraquarks.

In addition, the comparison of our results with those
of other scientific groups shows the following.

e For the cccb, beee tetraquarks, our results in gen-

scientific groups;

eral are slightly lighter than those of most other

e For the ccbb, bbec tetraquarks, our results are gen-

erally median (there are many results giving both
heavier and lighter masses);

e For the bbbg, cbbb tetraquarks, our results in gen-

scientific groups.

eral are slightly heavier than those of most other



18

Table X. Same as in Table [X] but for the scalar—axialvector spin configuration in the ground state. Notations are explained

in the caption of Table [X]

dd’ SA, AS
nL 1S
S 1
Jr 17
M. 9,317
Our 9,608
[34](vA DA) 59,390
9,343, 9,451 [MM threshold]
[35] (cm) 10,174 [DA, (3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

10,282 [DA, (6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]

[38](NCoQM DA)

9,746 [(3 x 3)-SA|
9,757 [(6 x 6)-AS]

[41](DMCM DA)

9,610 [(3 x 3)-SA coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-AS]

9,343 [CM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
9,683 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

[42](DA) 9,705 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA]
9,766 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
9,808 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA]
[44J(CM DA) 9,335.1 [(6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]

9,498.5 [(3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

[45](NCoQM DA)

9,638 [(3 x 3)-AA coupled with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
9,665 [(6 x 6)-SA]
9,675 [(3 x 3)-AS]

[48] (NCoQM DA)

9,605 [INS, (6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]
9,630 [INS, (3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
9,676 [OGE, (3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
9,718 [OGE, (6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]

[49](NCoQM DA)

9,625 [(6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AA and -AS]
9,729 [(3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

It is interesting, that the conclusions of different groups
are sometimes quite contradictory. Namely, the following
outlooks are made.

e For the cceb, beee tetraquarks.

— In Ref. [50] there is an indication of possi-
ble weak binding for the ground J¥ = 1%
state (see Ref. [50], Fig. 8). The authors of
Ref. [45] predict a number of narrow reso-
nances with fall-apart strong decay widths ly-
ing in the range of 1 — 10 MeV (see Ref. [43],
Table XII). Additionally, in Refs. [41], [42] [47]
the tetraquark is predicted to be compact.

— While the authors of Refs. [38| [39] [4T], [44] 47,
19] come to the conclusion that narrow bound
ground states are not favored since all of the
masses lie significantly above the lowest fall-
apart strong decay thresholds. Yet there is a
possibility for the resonances. Note, that in
Ref. [35] it is stated that “if this state does
exist, it should be less stable than the low-
est JE = 17 bbbe”. Also in Ref. [41] the
JP = 0,17 ground states are almost degen-
erate and the J = 2% ground state lies ~100
MeV above them.

e For the ccbb, bbee tetraquarks.

— The authors of Refs. [40l [43] [46], [47] conclude,
that the ground (S-wave positive parity) states
lie below the fall-apart strong decay thresh-
olds, implying that these tetraquark states can
only undergo radiative transitions or weak de-
cays and, thus, are expected to be narrow.
Note that in Ref. [34] the authors argue that
this tetraquark “remains stable against strong
decay”, because it cannot “decay strongly by
annihilating at least a pair of quarks and anti-
quarks of the same flavor”. Additionally, the
authors of Ref. [45] predict a number of narrow
resonances with fall-apart strong decay widths
lying in the range of 1—20 MeV (see Ref. [45],
Table XX). Also, in Refs. [41], [42] [47, [49] the
tetraquark is predicted to be compact.

— At the same time the authors of Refs. [33], [35]
301, 38, B9), 41, 44], 491, [50], [52] argue that these
tetraquarks should not be narrow and stable
or should not be bound and exist at all [33]
50]. In Refs. [36, B8] [39, [41] [44] the masses
in the ground states are all much lager than
the relevant fall-apart strong decay thresholds
indicating possibility only for the resonances.
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Table XI. Same as in Table but for the double charmed and double bottom fully heavy tetraquark (ccbb, bbee) with the
axialvector—axialvector spin configuration in the ground state. Notations are explained in the caption of Table

!

dd AA
nL 1S
S 0 1 2
Jr ot 17 oF
Mo, 12,549 12,607 12,666
Our 12,848 12,852 12,859
[34](vA DA) 512,580
35l (o 13 41;5’5957 [l\glv;%hrc?hozﬂ . 12,660 [MM threshold] 12,695 [MM threshold]
(CM) AVO G x 3)-AA mixed wi 13,560 [DA, (3 x 3)] 13,595 [DA, (3 x 3)]
(6 x 6)-SS]
12,683.9 [MM’8<1 . 1) coupled with 9 737 4 MM, (1 x 1) coupled with  12,790.7 [MM, (1 x 1) coupled with
12,683.9 i Shapdl el
I136] (NChQM) /089.9 [mix] 12,737.4 [mix] 12,790.7 [mix]

12,891.5 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA coupled
with (6 x 6)-SS]
13,140 [resonance]

12,897.6 [DA, (3 x 3)]
13,180 [resonance]

12,904.5 DA, (3 x 3)]
13,230 [resonance]

[38](NCoQM DA)

12,953

12,960

12,072

[39)(NCoQM DA)

12,863 [Model I, (3 x 3)-AA]
12,866 [Model I, (3 x 3)-AA mixed
with (6 x 6)-SS]

12,886 [Model II, (3 x 3)-AA mixed
with (6 x 6)-SS]

12,915 [Model II, (3 x 3)-AA]

12,864 [Model 1]
12,924 [Model I1]

12,868 [Model I]
12,940 [Model I1]

(RDM DA) ; ) )
40 12,445 + 210 12,536 12,614
[AT](DMCM DA) 12,865 13 éi)gf*sg]‘mpled with 12,908 12,926
12,597 [CM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled
with (6 x 6)-SS]
12,906 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AA 12,660 [CM] 12,695 [CM]

[42](DA)

coupled with (6 x 6)-SS]
12,940 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AA]
12,963 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA

coupled with (6 x 6)-SS]
13,023 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA]

12,945 [MCFTM]
13,024 [NCoQM]

12,960 [MCFTM]
13,041 [NCoQM]

[43] [46](QCDSR DA)

12,3307 159

12,3707 100

12,711.9 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with

[44)(cM DA) (6 x 5)-S] 12,671.7 12,703.1
12,550 [MM, (1 x 1) coupled]
12,853 [MM, (8 x 8) coupled] 12,624 [MM, (1 x 1) coupled] 12,698 MM, (1 x 1)]
12,836 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA coupled 12,851 [MM, (8 x 8) coupled] 12,916 MM, (8 x 8)]
TR with (6 x 6)-SS] 12,878 [DA, (3 x 3)] 12,899 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA]

12,867 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA]
12,689, 12,695, 12,832, 12,839
[other coupled spatial

configurations|

12,759, 12,788, 12,878, 12,880
[other coupled spatial

configurations]

12,806, 12,828, 12,900, 12,901
[other coupled spatial

configurations]

[47](DDM DA)

12,381 [set I1]

12,390 [set I1]

12,408 [set I1]

12,401 [set 1 12,409 [set 1] 12,427 [set 1]
12,791 [INS, (3 x 3)-AA mixed
48] (NCoQM DA) with (6 x 5)—S§]7 12,818 [INS] 12,838 [INS]
12,880 [OGE, (3 x 3)-AA mixed 12,890 [OGE] 12,902 [OGE]
with (6 x 6)-SS]
[49J(NCOQM DA) 12,920 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with 12,940 12,961

(6 x 6)-SS]
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Table XII. Same as in Table [XI] but for the first orbital excitation. Notations are explained in the caption of Table [X]

!

dd AA

nL 1P

S 1 0 1 2 1 2 2
JP 0~ 1~ 2” 3~
My, 12,973 13,017 13,035 13,094
Our 13,106 13,103 13,108 13,111 13,106 13,112 13,110

[40](RDM DA) 12,976 12,967 12,977
13,204 [MCFTM,
(3 x 3)-AA]

[42)(DA) 13,204 [MCFTM,
(3 x 3)-AA coupled

with (6 x 6)-SS]

Table XIII. Same as in Table [XI] but for the first radial excitation. Notations are explained in the caption of Table [X]

dd’ AR
nL 2S
S 0 1 2
JF 0t 1" 2"
M, 12,549 12,607 12,666
Our 13,282 13,282 13,283
[39] (NCoQM DA) 13,259 [Model I] 13,262 [Model I]
13,321 [Model 1] 13,334 [Model 1]
[40](RDM DA) 13,017 13,060 13,101

Moreover, the authors of Ref. [37] find a rather
short lifetime 7(X_55) = (0.1 — 0.3) x 107 *2%s
which is approximately 3 times smaller that
that of the B.-meson.

Note that in Ref. [36] the multiquark components
in the ground states of such tetraquarks were
studied in detail emphasizing the role played by
the meson—meson and diquark—antidiquark config-
urations in the formation of the tetraquark states.
The search for the resonances was performed
with the real scaling method. In Ref. [51] the im-
portance of studying such tetraquarks was claimed.

The masses of the ground and excited states
of tetraquarks presented in Ref. [40] are systemati-
cally lower than our predictions by about 100 —400
MeV. This is the result of different treatment of
the relativistic effects and diquark structure (see
the discussion above).

e For the bbbg, cbbb tetraquarks.

— In Ref. [50] there is an indication of possi-
ble weak binding which is slightly stronger
than for the cccb tetraquark for the ground
JP =17 state (see Ref. [50], Fig. 8). The au-
thors of Refs. [35] [44] conclude that the lowest
JP = 1% ground state can be narrow. Note
that in Ref. [35] the lowest J¥ = 1% ground
state is in the (3 x 3)-AS color—spin config-

uration. In Ref. [44] the corresponding state
is in the (6 x 6)-SA color-spin configuration.
Despite this state lying above the fall-apart
strong decay 7B, channel such decay is for-
bidden due to the conservation of the angular
momentum and parity. In addition, the au-
thors of Ref. [45] predict a number of narrow
resonances with fall-apart strong decay widths
lying in the range of 1—30 MeV (see Ref. [45],
Table XVI). Moreover, in Refs. [41],[42] [47] the
tetraquark is predicted to be compact.

Still the authors of Refs. [38] B9] [4T] [47, [49)
come to the conclusion that narrow bound
ground states are not favored since all of the
masses lie significantly above the lowest fall-
apart strong decay thresholds. Yet there is
a possibility for the resonances. Once again,
in Ref. [41] the J¥ = 0,1% ground states are
almost degenerate and the J© = 2% ground
state lies =100 MeV above them. Note, that
in Ref. [49] the ground state is dominated by
the (6 x 6)-SA color—spin configuration and
considering only the hyperfine potential one
can expect to have a narrow JI = 1T state
which, however, still lies above the meson—
meson threshold.

Comparing the results discussed above with our calcula-
tions we come to the following conclusions.

e QOur results for the ground states of all compositions
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Table XIV. Same as in Table [XI] but for the second orbital excitation. Notations are explained in the caption of Table [[X]

!

dd AA
nL 1D
S 2 1 2 0 1 2 1 2 2
Jr ot 1T 2t 3T 47
Mine. 12,549 12,607 12,666 13,303 13,362
Our 13,330 13,328 13,331 13,324 13,330 13,334 13,327 13,332 13,329
[A0](RDM DA) 13,208 13,205 13,206 13,204 13,204
13,398 [MCFTM,
(3 x 3)-AA]
[42](DA) 13,398 [MCFTM,

(3 x 3)-AA coupled
with (6 x 6)-SS]

Table XV. Same as in Table [XI} but for the first orbital-radial excitation. Notations are explained in the caption of Table [[X]

4

dd AA
nL 2P
S 1 0 1 2 1 2 2
Jr 0~ 1~ 2 3~
M. 12,973 13,017 13,035 13,004
Our 13,468 13,461 13,468 13,472 13,463 13,470 13,466
[40](RDM DA) 13,311 13,304 13,311

of tetraquarks agree with the arguments that these
states lie highly above the meson—meson fall-apart
thresholds (about 200 — 450 MeV, see Tables

X VIII) and thus they fall-apart rapidly.
e On the other hand

— For the cceb, beee and ccbb, bbee tetraquarks
we find a few orbitally excited states (1P and
1D, to be precise) lying just above the thresh-
olds, and one state (1D J¥ = 4%) even be-
low such a threshold (see Table and Ex-
prs. , )7 indicating a possibility of a
long-living state. However, all these thresh-
olds contain masses of the orbital excitations
of the BF-meson which were not observed yet
but were theoretically calculated in Ref. [64].

— For the bbbg, cbbb tetraquarks we again find
a few states right above the meson—meson
fall-apart thresholds but no states below such

thresholds (see Table [VII)).

It is worth noting, that the authors of Refs. [39, 50, H2]
did not predict any stable bound states for the fully
charmed ccce tetraquarks. However, a few states of this
composition were already observed (see Table and
related discussion in Sec. [V]).

VII. CONCLUSION

We calculated masses of the ground (1S) and excited
(1P, 2S, 1D, 2P, 3S) states of the asymmetric fully heavy

tetraquarks on the basis of the relativistic quark model.
The following compositions were studied: triple charmed
and bottom (cceb, bcec), double charmed and double
bottom (ccbb, bbce) and triple bottom and charmed
(bbbe, cbbb) tetraquarks.

Our model is discussed in Secs. The important
feature of our calculations is the consistent account of
the relativistic effects and the finite size of the diquark
which leads to the weakening of the one-gluon exchange
potential due to the form factors of the diquark-—gluon
interaction.

Additionally, a significant mixing of states with the
same total momentum and parity J but different full
tetraquark spins S occurs for the orbital excitations of
the asymmetric compositions. It originates both from
the spin—orbit and tensor terms of the quasipotential.
In symmetrical compositions the mixing occurs from the
tensor term only but just for a few orbitally excited
states. Moreover, its magnitude is insignificant and thus
this mixing can be completely neglected.

A detailed analysis of the calculated mass spectra is
presented in Sec. [V] We compared calculated tetraquark
masses with the thresholds of the fall-apart strong de-
cays into the meson pairs. It is shown that most of the
tetraquark states lie significantly above the threshold of
fall-apart strong decay into a meson pair. However, a few
tetraquark states are found to lie slightly above or even
below such thresholds. As a result, these states are most
likely to be observed as narrow states. An argument is
given, as to why the excited states in general could be
narrow despite the large phase space.

We also present a comprehensive comparison of our re-
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Table XVI. Same as in Table but for the second radial excitation. Notations are explained in the caption of Table

!

dd AA
nL 3S
S 0 1 2
Jr 0t 17 2T
Miny. 12,549 12,607 12,666
Our 13,629 13,629 13,628
. 13,297 [Model 1] 13,299 [Model 1]
[39](NCoQM DA) 13,364 [Model I1] 13,375 [Model 1I]
[40](RDM DA) 13,349 13,381 13,412

Table XVII. Same as in Table but for the triple bottom and charmed fully heavy tetraquark (bbbg, cbbb) with the
axialvector—axialvector spin configuration in the ground state. Notations are explained in the caption of Table

!

dd AA
nl 1S
S 0 1 2
JP 0+ 1+ 2+
Minr. 15,673 15,732 15,793
Our 16,102 16,104 16,108
[34](vA DA) 515,770
15,713 LI\IM thrishold] 15,773 LMM thrishold] 15,806 [MM threshold]
[35])(cm) 16,823 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA mixed with 16,884 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA mixed with )

16,917 [DA, (3 x 3)]

(6 x 6)-SS] -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
[38](NCoQM DA) 16,158 16,164 16,176
[41J(DMCM DA) 16,040 [(3 x B)ZAAfoupled with 16,013 [(73 x 3)-AA Eoupled with 16,129

(6 x 6)-SS] -SA and (6 X 6)-AS]

15,729 [CM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled
15,713 [CM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
with (6 x 6)-SS] 16,130 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AA
16,126 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AA coupled with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA] 15,806 [CM]

coupled with (6 x 6)-SS]

16,151 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AK

E2lA) 16,158 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AA] coupled with -AS] 11%’12871 [[1\1\/1[ SSQTI\R/;[]]
16,175 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA 16,179 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA ’
coupled with (6 x 6)-SS] coupled with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
16,224 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA] 16,230 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AA
coupled with -AS]
15,862.0 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with 15,851.3 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with
Fd) (oM D) (6 x 6)-SS] -AS and (6 x 6)-SA] 15,882.3
15,676 [MM, (1 x 1) coupled] 15,738 [MM, (1 x 1) coupled]
15,976 [MM, (8 x 8) coupled] 15,993 [MM, (8 x 8) coupled] 15,812 (MM, (1 x 1)]
16,012 DA, (3 x 3)-AA coupled 16,017 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA coupled 16,030 (MM, (8 x 8)]
5] (NCoQM) with (6 x 6)-SS] with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA] 16,087 [DA, (3 x 3)]

16,058 [DA, (3 x 3)-AA]
15,892, 15,906, 15,977, 16,013
[other coupled spatial

16,068 [DA, (3 x 3)-A%]
15,922, 15,944, 15,985, 16,018

[other coupled coupled spatial

15,980, 16,008, 16,065, 16,087
[other coupled spatial

configurations]

configurations] configurations
7] (DM DA 16,049 [set I1] 16,052 [set I 16,058 [set I1]
( ) 16,060 [set 1] 16,062 [set 1] 16,068 [set 1]
16,019 [INS, (3 x 3)-AA mixed 16,053 [INS, (3 x 3)-AA mixed
with (6 x 6)-SS] with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA] 16,051 [INS]
48] (NCoQM DA) 16,061 [OGE, (3 x 3)-AR mixed 16,079 [0GE, (3 x 3)-AA mixed 16,089 [OGE]
with (6 x 6)-SS] with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
[A9] (NCoQM DA) 16,163 [(3 x 3)—AA7mixed with 16,125 [(3 x 3)-AA mixed with -AS 16,149

(6 x 6)-S8]

and (6 x 6)-SA]
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Table XVIII. Same as in Table [KXVI]] but for the scalar—axialvector spin configuration in ground state. Notations are explained

in the caption of Table [X]

dd’ SA, AS
nL 1S
S 1
Jr 17
M. 15,732
Our 16,099
[34](vA DA) <15,770
15,729, 15,804 [MM threshold]
[35] (cm) 16,840 [DA, (3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

16,915 [DA, (6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]

[38](NCoQM DA)

16,157 [(3 x 3)-SA]
16,167 [(6 x 6)-AF]

[41](DMCM DA)

16,013 [(3 x 3)-SA coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-AS]

15,729 [CM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
16,130 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

[42](DA) 16,151 [MCFTM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA]
16,179 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
16,230 [NCoQM, (3 x 3)-AS coupled with -AA]
[44J(CM DA) 15,719.1 [(6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]

15,854.4 [(3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

[45](NCoQM DA)

16,017 [(3 x 3)-AA coupled with -AS and (6 x 6)-SA]
16,032 [(6 x 6)-SA]
16,049 [(3 x 3)-AS]

[48] (NCoQM DA)

16,009 [INS, (6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]
16,036 [INS, (3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
16,046 [OGE, (3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]
16,089 [OGE, (6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AS and -AA]

[49](NCoQM DA)

16,043 [(6 x 6)-SA mixed with (3 x 3)-AA and -AS]
16,144 [(3 x 3)-AS mixed with -AA and (6 x 6)-SA]

sults with the predictions of other theoretical calculations
in Sec. We find that these results do not agree with
each other in general. Nevertheless, almost all calcula-
tions indicate that the ground states of the asymmetric
fully heavy tetraquarks lie significantly above the corre-
sponding meson—meson thresholds.

In conclusion, we note that experimental searches for
the fully heavy tetraquarks are currently ongoing and
should be continued. Therefore, it can be expected that
new experimental candidates will appear in the near fu-

ture.
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