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Investigation of the analog of the P. states-the doubly charmed molecular pentaquarks
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Motivated by the LHCb Collaboration’s observation of a doubly charmed tetraquark state 7..(3875), we
systematically investigate the existence of doubly charmed pentaquark states using the resonating group method
based on the QDCSM framework. The effective potential of the two involved hadrons and the bound state
dynamics are included in the present work. Moreover, we have also calculated the scattering phase shifts of
open channels by channel coupling to look for possible resonance states. Our estimations indicate that there is
a bound state in /(J”) = %(%_), with a mass of 4461.7 MeV. Additionally, five resonance states can be obtained
by coupling the open channel, which are Z..p and X.D* with I(J?) = %(%_), A.D* and £.D* with I(J?) = %(%_)
and X.D* with I(J*) = %({)respectively. The existence of these predicted doubly charmed pentaquark states
needs to be supported by experimental measurements and discoveries. We hope that some experiments can find

evidence of these states.

PACS numbers: 13.75.Cs, 12.39.Pn, 12.39.Jh

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of an unexpected charmonium state in 2003
gave birth to the long saga of exotic quarkonia. Since then,
numerous charmonium-like states have been experimentally
measured, which cannot be directly explained by the baryons
with ggg and mesons with gg. So this new class of hadrons
poses a significant challenge to our understanding of the
strong interaction. Hence, exploring the structure and proper-
ties of these exotic states is a particularly hot topic in hadron
physics.

Among the exotic quark states, the Z.(3900) is particularly
interesting, as it is the first observed charged charmonium-
like state, implying that it contains at least four quarks: ccqg.
The Z.(3900) was discovered in 2013 by two independent ex-
periments, BESIII [1] and Belle [2], in the n*J/y invariant
mass spectrum of the process e*e™ — n*n~J/y at a center
of mass energy of 4.26 GeV. Meanwhile, in Ref. [3], the au-
thor analyzed the decay y(4160) — J/yn*n™ and observed
the charged Z.(3900) using data of CLEO-c, which recon-
firmed the existence of Z.(3900). Besides, further experi-
mental evidence for the Z.(3900)* — J/yn* came from the
semi-inclusive decay of b—flavored hadrons in the DO experi-
ment [4], with the J/yx*zx~ invariant mass also constrained
around the Y(4260) mass region. From these experiments,
the favored spin-parity quantum numbers for this peak were
JP = 1*. Extensive theoretical research has been done to un-
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FIG. 1: The similarity of the hidden charm and doubly charmed
states.

derstand the nature of the Z.(3900) structure, providing expla-
nations for it as a compact tetraquark [5-8] or as a DD* reso-
nance or virtual molecular state [9—19], or special kinematical
near-threshold cusp [20-23].

The discovery of the Z.(3900) with quark component ccqg
further inspires theoretical physicists to search for similar
multiquark states, especially the possible hidden charm pen-
taquark states. In 2015, the LHCb Collaboration announced
the first evidence of two hidden charm pentaquark states
Pg(4380) and Pg(4450) in the J/yp invariant mass spec-
trum measured from the decay process A, — J/ypK~ [24].
Later in the same channel on higher statistics, the LHCb re-
ported the observation of three new pentaquarks: Pg (4312)*,

Pg (4440)*, and P{X (4457)* [25]. The obtained hidden charm
pentaquark states masses are below and close to the corre-
sponding threshold of the S —wave charmed baryon X, and
the S—wave anticharmed meson D™, which provides the
compelling experimental evidence for the existence of X D*-
type hidden charm molecular pentaquark states in the hadron
physics world. Thus, the molecular scheme is one of the
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more popular explanations [26-55]. However, other inter-
pretations cannot be ruled out, such as the diquark-triquark
states [56, 57], the diquark-diquark-antiquark states [58—
61], the genuine multiquark states [62], the topological soli-
ton [63], the kinematical threshold effects in the triangle sin-
gularity mechanism [64-66], etc., because the structure and
properties of the P, states are still unclear.

Furthermore, from the perspective of a multiquark state,
the existence of multiquark states with quark content ccgg
implies the possibility of multiquark states with quark con-
tent ccgg. Indeed, a new exotic state, T..(3875), contain-
ing two charm quarks, was reported by the LHCb Collabo-
ration in the D°D%* mass distribution [67, 68]. The obser-
vation of this extremely narrow state has a small binding en-
ergy for the D’D** threshold, which stimulated interest in the
hadron community. The proximity of the mass of this exotic
state to the D°D** and D*D*" thresholds has given support
to the molecular picture in these channels [69-80], although
a few investigations in the compact tetraquark picture have
been accomplished [81-85], even prior to the 7..(3875) dis-
covery [81, 82].

As mentioned above, the relation between Z.(3900) and P,
suggests that T,..(3875) should also have a corresponding re-
lation, namely, there should exist multiquark states involving
ccqqq for T..(3875). Some earlier investigations on such sys-
tems are given in Refs. [48, 69, 86-97]. In Ref. [86], the au-
thors obtained the masses of the meson-baryon type doubly
charmed pentaquark states with J* = { below 4.2 GeV based
on the unitarized coupled-channel approach. In Ref. [87],
some deeply bound states of EE.* )D™ with binding energies of
about 100 MeV were found through the extension of the chi-
ral unitary approach to describe meson-baryon interactions.
Such conclusions are qualitatively consistent with the results
of Ref. [69]. Besides, the meson-baryon transitions between
the coupled channels A D*-XD-X.D*-X;.D* were performed
and a doubly charmed state =.(4380) exists with almost the
same mass as P.(4380) in Ref. [88]. Several doubly charmed
baryon resonance states can be also found from the S —wave
scattering of ground states doubly charmed baryons and light
pseudoscalar mesons within chiral effective theory [89]. Sys-
tematic studies on the £ D™ interaction within the one bo-
son exchange model [90, 91], the chiral effective field the-
ory [92] and the unitarized coupled-channel approach [93]
were carried out and all the .’ D® systems with isospin / = 1
can be possible doubly charmed molecular pentaquarks with
binding energies of about several or dozens MeV, the sim-
ilar conclusion also can be obtained in Ref. [69]. Further-
more, some compact pentaquark states with doubly heavy
quarks were proposed in various models, such as quark model
with color magnetic interaction [94, 95], non-relativistic con-
stituent quark model [48, 96] and QCD sum rules [97].

In the present work, the possible existence of doubly
charmed pentaquark states is systematically investigated by
using the resonating group method within the framework of
the quark delocalization color screening model. The inter-
action between two involved hadrons with different quan-
tum numbers is studied by evaluating the effective poten-
tial. Additionally, the possible bound or resonance states of

doubly charmed pentaquarks are estimated by performing the
bound state calculation and then taking into account the possi-
ble strong decay channels of the doubly charmed pentaquark
states.

The article is arranged as follows. The details of the QD-
CSM are given in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we present the numerical
results and discussions, and the last section is reserved for our
conclusion.

II. THE QUARK DELOCALIZATION COLOR
SCREENING MODEL

The QDCSM is an extension of the native quark cluster
model [98-101] and was developed with aim of addressing
multiquark systems (More detail of QDCSM can be found in
the Refs. [102-106]). In the QDCSM, the general form of the
Hamiltonian for the pentaquark system is,

5 2 5
H=Z[mi+%)_TCM+ Z V(r[j), (1)
i=1 !

Jj>i=1

where the center-of-mass kinetic energy, Tcwm, is subtracted
without losing generality since we mainly focus on the in-
ternal relative motions of the multiquark system. The two
body potentials include the color-confining potential, Vcon,
one-gluon exchange potential, Vogg, and Goldstone-boson
exchange potential, V,,, respectively, i.e.,

V(rij) = Veon(rij) + Voge(rij) + Vi (7). (2)

Noted herein that the potentials include the central, spin-
spin, spin-orbit, and tensor contributions, respectively. Since
the current calculation is based on S-wave, only the first two
kinds of potentials will be considered attending the goal of
the present calculation and for clarity in our discussion. In
particular, the one-gluon-exchange potential, Vogg(7;;), reads,

1
Voce(rij) = aijAj - XS
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where m; is the quark mass, o and A€ are the Pauli matrices
and SU(3) color matrices, respectively. The QCD-inspired ef-
fective scale-dependent strong coupling constant, «;;, offers a
consistent description of mesons and baryons from the light
to the heavy quark sectors. Their values are associated with
the quark flavor and determined by the mass difference of the
hadrons. It is worth mentioning that a conventional meson
contains only one quark and one antiquark, while a baryon has
three quarks, which suggests the existence of three-body inter-
actions in the baryon system. Therefore, when using a simple
two-body interaction to reproduce the meson and baryon spec-
trum in a non-relativistic quark model with OGE potential, the
parameter values «,, and a,g , which are determined individ-
ually by the baryon and meson spectrum, are not the same.



In the QDCSM, the confining interaction Vcon(7;;) can be
expressed as

Veon(rij) = —acAf « A;[f(rij) + VO,/-] , 4)

where a, represents the strength of the confinement potential
and V), refers to the zero-point potential. In the case of quark-
quark interactions, the value of Vo, is determined based on the
differences between theoretical estimations and experimental
measurements of baryon masses. This value is the same for
quarks with different flavors. On the other hand, for quark-
antiquark interactions, the value of Vq . is determined by re-
producing the mass differences between theoretical estima-
tions and experimental measurements of the meson masses,
which is also flavor-independent. Moreover, in the quark de-
localization color screening model, the quarks in the consid-
ered pentaquark state ccnnn are first divided into two clusters,
which is baryon cluster composed of three quark and meson
cluster composed of one quark and one antiquark. And then
the five-body problem can be simplified as a two-body prob-
lem the f(7;;) is,
rl.zj if i, j occur in the same cluster,

S(rij) = { Lo il

ij

if i, j occur in different cluster,

where the color screening parameter y;; is determined by fit-
ting the deuteron properties, nucleon-nucleon and nucleon-
hyperon scattering phase shifts [106-108], with w,, =
0.45 fm™2, y,s = 0.19 fm~2 and p,, = 0.08 fm~2, satisfying the
relation u2, = pnptss, Where n represents u or d quark. From
this relation, a fact can be found that the heavier the quark, the
smaller the parameter u;;. When extending to the heavy-quark
case, we investigate the mass spectrum of P{X with . varying

from 107 to 1072 fm~2 [34], and our estimation indicated that
the dependence of the parameter . is not very significant'.
In the present work, we take p.. = 0.01 fm~2. Then Use and
Mne are obtained by the relations ,ugc = UssMce and y,zw = UnnMecs
respectively.

! The typical size of the multiquark system should be several femtometres,
for example, if the size of the multiquark system to be 2 fm, then one
can find preer? o (1074 ~ 1072), penr? = ectmnr® o (1072 ~ 1071
and fies? = \Heoftss> o (1072 ~ 1071), thus the value of the ;7 is
rather small when at least one charm quark included, and in this case, the
exponential function can be approximated to be,

—piir
e Ml = —yijrizj + O(y%jr?j). (6)

Accordingly, the confinement potential between two clusters is approxi-
mated to be,

| — e Hij
Veon(rij) = —acdi - A5 [7 + Vo,/]

2

—acX - XS (rF + Vo). @)

which is the same as the expression of two quarks in the same cluster.
Thus, when the value of the p.. is very small, the screened confinement
will return to the quadratic form, which is why the results are insensitive to
the value of ..

The Goldstone-boson exchange interactions between light
quarks appear because of the dynamical breaking of chiral
symmetry. The following m, K, and 7 exchange terms work
between the chiral quark-(anti)quark pair, which read,

3 7
VX(rij) = vg.(r,»j) Z /l?/l? + V{i(rij) Z /17/1(]1 + v:.;(rij)

a=1 a=4
(28 - 28) cos0p — (A0 - 29) sin 6p ], (8)
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with B = (7, K, n) and Y(x) = e /x to be the standard Yukawa
function. A% is the SU(3) flavor Gell-Mann matrix. The
masses of the 7, K and 7 meson are taken from the experi-
mental value [109]. By matching the pion exchange diagram
of the NN elastic scattering process in the quark level and in

the hadron level, one can relate the mgg coupling with the one
of NN, whichis [110, 111],

5
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which assumes that the flavor SU(3) is an exact symmetry,
and only broken by the masses of the strange quark. As for
the coupling g nyv, it was determined by the NN elastic scat-
tering [111].

Besides, based on the uncertainties in the parameters of the
quark model, with the Minuit program, we can determine a set
of optimized parameters with errors by fitting the masses of
the ground state mesons and baryons in QDCSM. The model
parameters with errors are shown in Table I and the masses of
the fitted mesons and baryons are listed in Table II.

In QDCSM, the quark delocalization is realized by specify-
ing the single-particle orbital wave function as a linear combi-
nation of left and right Gaussian basis, the single particle or-
bital wave functions used in the ordinary quark cluster model
reads,

Va(si,€) = (Pals)) + eDs(sy)) IN(e),

Up(si€) = (Dplsi) + €als)) /N(e),
N = VI+e +2ee 47,
3

1 \* e

Do) = (o) eI

1\ o (rp+2s)
Dp(-s;) = (m) e WP (11
with s;, i = (1,2,...,n), to be the generating coordinates,

which are introduced to expand the relative motion wave func-
tion [112-114]. The parameter b is indicating the size of



TABLE I: The values of the model parameters.
mesons and baryons take their experimental values. m,=0.7 fm™!,

mg=2.51 fm™', m,=2.77 fm~", A,=4.2 fm~!, A,x=5.2 fm".

The masses of

Parameter Value
m, (MeV) 313 +0.346
Quark masses my; (MeV) 573 +0.035
m. (MeV) 1788 + 0.891
a. MeV fm2) 58.03 + 0.589

confinement Vo,, (fm?) -1.2883 + 0.001
Vo, (fm?) -0.7432 £ 0.005
Quu 0.5652 +0.033
e 0.2091 + 0.025
OGE e 05501 + 0.018
Qi 1.4914 + 0.003
Qe 0.9629 + 0.008
Wave function b (fm) 0.518+ 0.003

TABLE II: The masses of the ground baryons and mesons in the unit
of MeV. Experimental values are taken from the Particle Data Group

(PDG) [109].

States M+AM PDG  States M+AM

N 939.1 £19.5 9395 b 139.1 +7.5 139.6
A 12322 £15.2 1232.0 e 770.0 3.7 7753
Hee 36205 +11.2 36214 7219 +2.8 7827
=2 3632.1 £ 10.1 3696.5 n 283.2+5.1 547.8
A, 22847 £16.6 22865 D 1940.2 £1.4  2006.9
PR 2472.4 £ 142 2455.0 D 1869.2 £2.1  1869.6
X 2483.9 £ 13.1 2520.0

S

the baryon and meson clusters, which is determined by fit-
ting the radius of the baryon and meson by the variational
method [115]. In addition, The mixing parameter €(s;) is not
an adjusted one but determined variationally by the dynamics
of the multi-quark system itself. This assumption allows the
multi-quark system to choose its favorable configuration in
the interacting process. It has been used to explain the cross-
over of the transition between the hadron phase and the quark-
gluon plasma phase [105, 116]. Due to the effect of the mixing
parameter €(s;), there is a certain probability for the quarks be-
tween the two clusters to run, which leads to the existence of
color octet states for the two clusters. Therefore, this model
also includes the hidden color channel effect, which is con-
firmed by Refs. [117, 118].

V(S)(MeV)

Sy (fm)

FIG. 2: The effective potentials defined in Eq. (12) for different chan-
nels of the doubly charmed pentaquark systems with 7 = 1/2 in QD-
CSM.
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FIG. 3: The effective potentials defined in Eq. (12) for different chan-
nels of the doubly charmed pentaquark systems with / = 3/2 in QD-
CSM.

III. THE RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the present work, we investigate the possible lowest-
lying and resonance states of the ccnnin (where n=(u or d))
pentaquark systems within QDCSM. Specifically, we focus
on pentaquark states with negative parity, indicating a total
angular momentum of zero. Consequently, the total angualr
momentum, J, aligns with the total spin, S, and can have val-
ues of 1/2,3/2, and 5/2. Moreover, all estimation results are
based on the molecular state scenario. The possible baryon-
meson channels involved which are under consideration in the
estimations are listed in Table III.

A. The effective potentials

Given that an attractive potential is essential for the forma-
tion of a bound state or resonance state, we initially estimate



TABLE III: All possible channels for doubly charmed pentaquark systems with different quantum numbers
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the effective potential between hadron pairs as listed in Ta-
ble II1. The effective potential is defined as

V(Sm) = E(Sm) = E(e), 12)

where E(S,,) represents the diagonal matrix element of the
system’s Hamiltonian in the generator coordinate. Here, S,
denotes the separation between the meson and baryon clus-
ters. E(oo) corresponds to the energy sum of the two clusters
when separated by a sufficiently large distance. The effec-
tive potentials for doubly charmed pentaquark systems with
isospins / = 1/2 and I = 3/2 are depicted in Figs. 2 and 3,
respectively.

For the case of I(J)F = %(%_), there are eleven channels.
From Fig. 2(a), all the physical channels showattractive in-
teractions expect for E..17, E..m and ) .w. In particular, the
attraction between X, and D" is the largest one, followed by
that of =..p channel, which is a little larger than of the E..w
channel. The attractive interactions of the remaining physical
channels are small compared to these channels. These phe-
nomena indicate the X.D*, E..p and E..w are more likely to
form bound or resonant states due to deeper attractive interac-
tions. For the case of the I(J)” %(%7), as shown in Fig. 2(b),
the potential of the Z’.n channel is repulsive while the po-

tentials of the remaining channel are attractive. From the
channels with attractive potentials, A.D* and X*D* have the
largest potentials, which implies that it is possible for A.D*
and £*D* to form bound and resonance states. For the case
of I(J)F %(%7), the potentials are all attractive for chan-
nels Z_p and Z’ w, while for the X7 D* channel, it is strongly
repulsive.

In addition, we also estimate the effective potentials of the
1= % with different angular momentum which are shown in
Fig. 3. For the case of JP = %7, the interaction of Z..7r chan-
nel is repulsive, which means that no bound state or resonance
state can be found in this channel, while the potentials of the
remaining channels are attractive, so the bound states or res-
onance states are possible for these channels with attractive
potentials. Besides, as shown in Fig. 3(a), the attraction be-
tween X, and D* is the largest, closely followed by Z..0 and
=:.p. In addition, the attractions of X;D* and X.D are the
smallest during these five attractive channels. For the case of
JP = %_, similar results to that of J” = = system are ob-
tained. The potentials are all attractive for the Z;D*, = p,
XD, E..p and Z.D" channels expect = 7 channels. Further-
more, from Fig. 3(b), our estimation also indicates that the

attraction potential of X7D* is much stronger than that of the
other channels, and the attraction potentials for the remaining
channels are similar. For the case of J¥ = %7, the effective
potentials of Z p and X7D* channels present the property of
attractive in Fig. 3(c), so one can find that bound states or res-
onance states are likely to exist due to the attractive nature of

the hadron pairs.

B. Possible bound states

In this section, to search for possible bound or resonance
states, we perform dynamical calculations of the doubly
charmed pentaquark systems under the QDCSM employing
the resonating group method (RGM) [119-121]. Here, the
doubly charmed pentaquark states are divided into two struc-
tures, ccn — nin and cnn — cit, to be investigated. The esti-
mated results are listed in Table IV and V, which correspond
to the states with I = 1/2 and I = 3/2, respectively. In
these tables, E. is the single channel eigenenergy for differ-
ent channels; E..; and E., stand for the eigenenergies of the
channel-coupling for each kind of structure, and the estimated
eigenenergies by simultaneously considering the two struc-
tures. thl”dd and Egl’(p represent the theoretical estimations
and experimental measurements of the thresholds of the chan-
nels. Considering the uncertainty of the model estimation, we
obtain the corrected estimates based on the relative corrective
error calculation. As shown in Table IV and V, E7_, E/ | and
E! , are corrected eigenenergies, and their definitions are the
same as those of E., E .1 and E_..

As for the I(JF) = %(%_) system, the single channel es-
timations indicate that the obtained central eigenenergies of
the £.D* in the cnn — cn structure and E..p in the ccn — nin
structure are lower than the corresponding theoretical thresh-
old of those, and the binding energies are about —42.1 MeV
and —0.7 MeV, respectively. From the Fig. 2, the £.D* and
E..p have stronger attractive interaction, so this is the rea-
son why two states form bound states. It is worth the main
point that we mainly search for the possible bound states with
the mass below the corresponding physical threshold in the
present work. In addition, the estimations in Refs. [69, 90—
93] showed that £.D* may be a good candidate for a doubly
charmed molecular state, which accords with that of £.D* sin-
gle channel estimation. However, for the remaining channel in
the cnn—cii structure, along with Z..w and E_p in the ccn—nn



TABLE IV: The masses of every single channel and those of channel coupling for the pentaquarks with / = 1/2. The values are provided in

units of MeV.

I(J?)  structure  Channel E,. E.cl E. E, E, E, Elodel Ef;f”
S 39073262 3762534 3759.8+4.2 4172.8462 37645434 37643462 39037  4169.2

Sew 43453134 4407.1+13.4 43424 4404.1

OOn_nn  Tew 43566127 4481.8+12.7 4353.9 44792

Bt 3762.9+3.7 3764.5+3.7 3759.5 37610

E.p  4389.8+13.8 4396.0+13.8 4390.5  4396.7

3G Sip 440324132 4473.0+13.2 4402.0 44718
AD  41573£14.6 4157.046.2 4159.5+14.6 4158.1+6.2 41539 4156.1

AD* 422824154 4296.7+15.4 42249 42934

Omn— Qi  £.D  43450+123 4328.0+12.3 4341.6 43246

D 4370.4+11.0 4419.7+11.0 44125 44619

$ID° 44273119 4530.2+11.9 44241 45269

Sew 43453139 3773.623.1 37725832 4407.0+13.9 3838.8+3.1 3837.64#32 43424  4404.1

Eln 3918.9+5.1 4247.9+5.1 39153 42443

oon_ny  Tew 567127 4481.9+12.7 4353.9 44792

Eep  4390.9+14.1 4397.1x14.1 43904  4396.7

L S 37741226 3839.242.6 37710  3836.1
22) Sip 440284131 4472.5+13.1 44020 44718
AD* 422224149 4219.9+14.2 4290.6+14.9 4288.5+14.2 42249 42934

om_gn D 154129 4464.7+12.9 44125 44619

D 4355.5+11.1 4392.0+11.1 4353.1  4389.6

D 4421.4+114 452424114 44241 45269

. Elw 435694127 44022+13.1 4402.1+12.5 448224127 4471.9+13.1 4471.8+12.5 43539  4479.2

3G) eon = Eip 44022125 4471.9+12.5 44020 44718
Onn— Qi $:D* 44252109 4527.9410.9 44241 45269

structure, although the effective potentials are attractive, no
bound states have been found in those channels because the
attractive interactions between the two hadrons are too weak.
For the 2.1, E.. and =} w, the obtained central eigenener-
gies are higher than the corresponding theoretical threshold
due to the repulsive nature. After considering the coupling
between channels in the same structures, we find that the cen-
tral eigenenergies are estimated to be 3764.5 MeV and 4158.1
MeV for the ccn — nin and cnn — ci structures, respectively.
Further complete coupled-channels estimations predict a state
with a mass to be 3764.3 MeV, which is still above the low-
est threshold of Z... In addition, from the estimation of the
channel coupling, the obtained central eigenergies are close
to that of single channel results, which indicates that the ef-
fect of channel coupling is very small in the estimation of the
dynamic.

For the I(J*) = %(%7) system, there are ten channels in

this system as shown in Table I'V. The single channel estima-
tions show that the A.D* and £?D" in the cnn — ci structure
are the bound states with the binding energy of about —2.7
MeV and -2.7 MeV, respectively. It should be noted that
the existence of two bound states is due to the deep attrac-
tive interaction of A.D* and X?D*. Similar conclusions can
be drawn in Refs. [69, 90-93], where those results propose
the 7D [69, 90-93] and A.D* [69] with 1/2(3/27) to be
good candidates for doubly charmed molecular pentaquarks.
As for the remaining channel in the two structures except for
the E7.n, there are no bound states because of the weak attrac-
tion interaction. For the 7 7, the potential is repulsive, and
thus the obtained central eigenenergy of =’ 7 is also above the
corresponding threshold. When considering the channel cou-
pling of the same structure, the obtained central eigenenergy
is below the lowest physical channel A.D* threshold with the
binding energy of -4.9 MeV in the cnn — cii structure while in



TABLE V: The masses of every single channel and those of channel coupling for the pentaquarks with / = 3/2. The values are provided in

units of MeV.

I(J?)  structure  Channel E,. E.cl E. E, E, E, Elodel EtEh’W
Bl 3763.2+3.7 3763.2+3.9 3763.1£3.7 3764.7£3.7 3764.7£3.9 3764.6+3.7 3759.5 3761.0
Q0n — nn Zeep 4393.1+14.5 4399.3+14.5 4390.5 4396.7
%(%_) =2 .p 4404.2+13.4 4474.0+13.4 4402.0 4471.8
x.D 4344.9+12.3 4344.8+5.2 4328.0+12.3 43279452 4341.6 4324.6
Onn-Qn  ¥.D* 4363.7+10.9 4413.1+10.9 4412.5 4461.9
XD 4427.3+11.8 4530.1+11.8 44241 4526.9
Eep 4393.3+14.6 3774.8+2.7 3774.7+2.7 4399.6+14.6 3839.8+2.7 3839.7+2.7 4390.5 4396.7
00n —nn S ¢ 3774.7+£2.6 3839.8+2.6 3771.0 3836.1
33 Zp 4404.5+13.4 4474.3+13.4 4402.0 4471.8
2 x.D* 4415.4+12.9 4355.0+7.1 4464.8+12.9 4391.5+7.1 4412.5 4461.9
Onn — On D 4355.6+11.0 4392.1+£11.0 4353.1 4389.6
X Dr 4421.1x11.4 4523.9+11.4 4424.1 4526.9
35— 00n —nn =2 .p 4404.4+13.7 4391.9+11.2 4474.1+13.7 4461.7£11.2  4402.0 4471.8
2G) Onn—Qn XD 4425.5+11.3 4528.3+11.3 4424.1 4526.9

the ccn — ni structure the channel coupling estimation is the
opposite of the result for channel coupling under the cnn — cin
structure. All channels coupling obtain the lowest state whose
central energy is 3837.6 MeV and approach the lowest phys-
ical threshold. For the I(J”) = %(g_) system, no pentaquark
states below the respective physical thresholds are found in
both single channel and multi-channel coupled calculations.

For the I(J) = 3(1") system, a pentaquark molecular state
¥.D* with a binding energy of about —48.8 MeV below its
physical threshold is achieved in the dynamical single chan-
nel calculation because of the strong attraction between X, and
D*. In comparison, the central eigenenergies obtained from
other single channel calculations surpass their corresponding
physical thresholds. Additionally, a comparison of the above
results with those of Ref. [91] reveals that the conclusion of
the bound state calculations for X.D* state with 3/2(1/27) is
consistent, with both supporting the likelihood of X.D* state
being considered a candidate of hadronic molecule. Chan-
nel coupling estimation from different structures demonstrates
that the central eigenenergies obtained in the ccn — nin and
cnn — ci structures are 3764.7 MeV and 4327.9 MeV, respec-
tively, which are both higher than the physical thresholds of
the lowest channels in the relevant structures. The channel
coupling calculations for all channels reveal that the central
eigenenergy is 3764.6 MeV, which is about 4 above the thresh-
old of the lowest channel 2. For the I(J¥) = %(%_) Sys-
tem, the single channel calculation reveals that all the central
eigenenergies are above their corresponding physical thresh-
olds, except for X7D*, whose central eigenenergy is 4392.1
MeV, which is more than -3.0 MeV below its physical thresh-
old. Neither the ccn — nit structure nor the cnn — cii structure

channel coupling calculation produces any bound states. The
central eigenvalue from the channel coupling calculation for
all structures is 3839.7 MeV, which is also above the thresh-
old of the lowest channel Zf 7. In the case of I(JF) = %(g_)
system, it includes two channels, namely Z.p and X2D", as
shown Table V. Initially, within the single channel estima-
tions, the central eigenenergies for =’ p and X:D* are both
higher than the physical threshold of their own channels.
However, in the channel coupling calculation for all channels,
a bound state Z’ o with a binding energy of -10.1 MeV is
found, whose obtained central eigenenergy is 4461.7 MeV.
According to the above estimations, a bound state =} p in

1(J?) = 3(37) system with a center mass to be 4461.7 MeV
is obtained. However, to further check the possibility of this
bound state, the low-energy scattering phase shifts of this state
are investigated by the variational method, which is shown
in Fig. 4. From the Fig. 4, the low-energy phase shifts of
E;.p in the channel coupling estimation can reach up to 180
degrees at E;, ~0 (Ej, is the incident energy of the relevant
open channel.), and, the valuation of the low-energy phase
shifts scattering is intensely reduced at gradually increasing
incident energies. This behavior indicates the presence of a
bound state, which is also consistent with the results of the
dynamical calculations.

In addition, we have used a new method to calculate the
binding energy here. Firstly, based on the low-energy scat-
tering phase shifts calculation, we can obtain the scattering
length a( and the effective range ry at the low-energy scatter-
ing phase shifts by

kcotd, =

11
—— + =gk + O(kY), (13)
ao 2
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FIG. 4: The low-energy scattering phase shifts of the doubly charmed
pentaquark systems with /(J*) = 3(37) in QDCSM.

TABLE VI: The scattering length ay, the effective range ry and the
binding energy E7; determined by the variation method.

I1(J?) Channel ap (fm) ro (fm) Ej; (MeV)
330 o 2.335+0.092  0.933+0.003 -12.2:+0.004
where k = 2uE;,, i, and E;, are the reduced mass of two

hadrons and the incident energy, respectively.
According to above results, the wave number a can be
available by the relation [122],

)
rn = —|1-—].
a aay

Finally, the binding energy E7; is calculated according to the
relation,

(14)

. h*a?
Ej = o (15)

For the bound state, the scattering length ag, the effective
range ro, and the binding energy E7, are calculated, which are
presented in Table VI, from which the fact can be seen that the
scattering length of Z p is positive, and the binding energy
obtained by the variational method, E7,, is close to the binding
energy by the RGM calculations, which further confirm the
existence of bound states.

C. Possible resonance states

From the above bound-state estimation, some bound states
are obtained from the single channel calculation due to the
strong attraction of two hadrons. However, these states can
decay to the corresponding open channels by coupling to
some open channels and may be resonance states or scattering
states, so here, to check whether the bound states can be trans-
formed into resonance states after coupling to the open chan-
nels, the study of the scattering phase shifts of the open chan-
nel is needed. It is worth mentioning that only the S —wave
pentaquark states composed of ccnnii are considered in the

present work because the width of the high partial waves is
almost negligible. Besides, we only consider the two-body
decay channels, so the total decay widths of the states given
below are the lower limits. We perform the phase shifts of the
corresponding open channels, which are shown in Fig. 5, 6
and 7. The mass and width of resonance states are listed in
Table. VII.

For the I(JF) = %(%_) system, two bound states, E..0 and
2.D*, can be found in the single calculation. From the Ta-
ble IV, the bound state Z..p can be coupled to five open chan-
nel: Z..n, .., AcD, A.D* and X.D; the bound state X.D*
can be coupled to six open channel: Z..n, E..w, E..m, A:D,
A.D* and Z.D. So the phase shifts of two-channel coupling
with a single bound state and the corresponding open chan-
nel are shown in Fig. 5. From the Fig. 5(a), the resonance
state Z..p0 can be available in the phase shifts of A.D* and
>.D while there is no resonance state in the phase shifts of
Zeel], Ecer and A D. For the bound state X.D*, one can be
seen from the Fig. 5(b) that it only has resonance behavior in
the scattering phase shifts of A.D, A.D* and X.D. The reso-
nance mass and decay width can be obtained from the shape
of the resonance. It is important to note that the x-axes, la-
beled as Ej., in Fig. 5 represent the incident energy, so the
resonance mass My needs to be acquired by the correction of
Mg = Ei(R) — E!(c) + E/.(0) + ng”, where E;,(R) repre-
sents the incident energy at which the resonance phenomenon
emerges at 5, E’ (c) stands for the bound channel in the sin-
gle channel calculation, £’ (o) denotes the open channel, and
Ei"” means the experimental measurements of the thresholds
of the bound channel. Table. VII lists the corrected resonance
masses and decay widths. The masses of resonance states Z..0
and X.D* are (4391.8 ~ 4395.5) MeV and (4420.3 ~ 4461.3)
MeV, respectively, and their decay widths are 3.7 MeV and
13.0 MeV, respectively. From the above estimates, it can be
observed that the mass shifts of each resonance state are not
larger, which implies that the channel coupling effect between
the bound state and the scattering state is weak. This phe-
nomenon is primarily due to the large mass difference between
the two channels.

For the I(J?) = %(%_) system, the situation is similar to
I(JP) = %(%_) system. There are also two bound states, A.D*
and Z.D", in the single-channel calculation. Bound state A.D*
can decay to two open channel: Z/ .1 and Z r, and their scat-
tering phase shifts are shown in Fig. 6(a). From Fig. 6(a), one
can see that there is no resonance state under the scattering
phase shifts of 7, but there is a resonance state A.D" in the
scattering phase shifts of =7 5. Its resonance state mass and
decay width are 4286.6 MeV and 8.9 MeV, respectively. For
the bound state £’ D*, which could be sought in the scatter-
ing phase shifts of the open channel: Z..w, Z} 1, B, .w, =7,
X.D" and X! D, respectively. From Fig. 6(b), it can be seen that
the resonance state X’ D" is only found in the scattering phase
shifts of &’ .w and E &, while the D" disappears in the scat-
tering phase shifts of other open channels, which is because
the channel coupling effect with X2D* and other open chan-
nels pushes the bound state X7 D* above its threshold, turning
it into a scattering state. From Table VII, the resonance mass
and decay width are estimated to be (4522.2 ~ 4526.1) MeV
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FIG. 5: The scattering phase shifts of the open channels with I(J¥) = %(%_) in QDCSM.
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FIG. 6: The scattering phase shifts of the open channels with I(J¥) = %(%7) in QDCSM.

and 7.6 MeV, respectively.

For the I = % system, all possible scattering phase shifts of
open channels are presented in Fig. 7. A bound state X.D" is
obtained from J* = { though the single calculation, which
can decay into open channels: E..m and X.D. By analyzing the
scattering phase shifts of two channel coupling with a bound
state and a open channel in Fig. 7(a), the resonance state X.D"
can be found in the scattering phase shifts of channel Z.D,
and the resonance mass and decay width are 4431.0 MeV and
5.2 MeV, respectively. For the J* = %7 system, a bound state
> D" is shown to exist in the single channel calculation, which

can couple with open channels: =Z 7, £.D* and X’D to per-
form the scattering phase shifts calculation. A careful study
of Fig. 7(b) reveals the absence of the resonance state in the
scattering phase shift of Z’ ., X.D* and X’D. This observa-
tion implies that the bound state X7 D" has been transformed
into a scattering state as a result of the two channel coupling

effect.
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FIG. 7: The scattering phase shifts of the open channels with / = % in QDCSM.

TABLE VII: The masses and decay widths (in the unit of MeV) of resonance states with the difference scattering process. my stands for the
modified resonance mass. I is the partial decay width of the resonance state decaying to an open channel. 'y, is the total decay width of the

resonance state.

17 = 147 107 = 13 107 = 340
Eeep x.Dr A.D* x.D* x.D"

Open channels My r My r Mpg r Mp r Mp r

Beell

Zeew

Eeemt e e 44613 34

A:.D e e 44203 1.3

A.D” 4391.8 25 44553 3.2

%D 43955 1.2 4458.1 5.1 4431 52

. 4286.6 8.9

g 45222 1.2

) 4526.1 6.4

X D"

XD

I otar 3.7 13.0 8.9 7.6 5.2

IV. SUMMARY

Recently, a tetraquark state 7..(3875) with doubly charmed
components, which is below the D**D° mass threshold with
I(JP) = 1(1%), was observed by the LHCb Collaboration.
These exotic states lead us to wonder: are there doubly
charmed pentaquark states in the particle physical world? To
explore this question, we systematically estimate the situation

for all possible quantum numbers within the framework of
QDCSM by using the resonating group method. In the present
work, we calculate the effective potentials for each channel to
determine whether there is an attractive mechanism between
two hadrons, which is a necessary condition for forming a
bound state. In addition, we perform dynamic calculations
for each single channel and channel coupling. The results
show that there is a bound state Z..0 with quantum number



IJP) = %(g_), whose center mass is about 4461.7 MeV.

Furthermore, we also search for possible resonance states
by calculating the scattering phase shifts of the open channel.
The current estimation results show that five resonance states
are present in the doubly charmed pentaquark system, which
are E..p and =.D* with I(J*) = 1(37) (Mg = 4286.6 MeV,
I' = 3.7 MeV, and My = (4420.3 ~ 4461.3) MeV, I" = 13.0
MeV), A.D* and .D* with I(JF) = %(%7) (Mg = (4391.8 -
4395.5) MeV, I' = 8.9 MeV, and My = (4522.2 ~ 4526.1)
MeV, I' = 7.6 MeV), and £.D* with I(J*) = 3(3) (Mg =
4431.0 MeV, I = 5.2 MeV).

11

Acknowledgments

This work is supported partly by the National Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China under Contract Nos. 12175037,
11775118, 11535005, and 11865019; and Jiangsu Provin-
cial Natural Science Foundation Project, No. BK20221166
and National Youth Fund: No. 12205125 also supported this
work.

[1] M. Ablikim er al. [BESII], Phys. Rev. Lett. 110
(2013), 252001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252001
[arXiv:1303.5949 [hep-ex]].

[2] Z. Q. Liu et al. [Belle], Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013),
252002 [erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013), 019901]
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252002 [arXiv:1304.0121
[hep-ex]].

[3] T. Xiao, S. Dobbs, A. Tomaradze and K. K. Seth, Phys. Lett.
B 727 (2013), 366-370 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2013.10.041
[arXiv:1304.3036 [hep-ex]].

[4] V.M. Abazov et al. [DO], Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.5, 052010
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.052010 [arXiv:1807.00183 [hep-
ex]].

[5] E. Braaten, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013), 162003
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.162003 [arXiv:1305.6905
[hep-ph]].

[6]J. M. Dias, F S. Navarra, M. Nielsen and
C. M. Zanetti, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) no.1, 016004
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.016004 [arXiv:1304.6433 [hep-
ph]].

[7] L. Maiani, F. Piccinini, A. D. Polosa and V. Riquer, Phys.
Rev. D 89 (2014), 114010 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.114010
[arXiv:1405.1551 [hep-ph]].

[8] C.F. Qiao and L. Tang, Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) no.10, 3122
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3122-x [arXiv:1307.6654 [hep-
ph]].

[9] M. Albaladejo, F. K. Guo, C. Hidalgo-Duque and
J. Nieves, Phys. Lett. B 755 (2016), 337-342
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2016.02.025 [arXiv:1512.03638
[hep-ph]].

[10] Q. Wang, C. Hanhart and Q. Zhao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111
(2013) no.13, 132003 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.132003
[arXiv:1303.6355 [hep-ph]].

[11] E. Wilbring, H. W. Hammer and U. G. Meiiner, Phys. Lett.
B 726 (2013), 326-329 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2013.08.059
[arXiv:1304.2882 [hep-ph]].

[12] C. Deng, J. Ping and F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014),
054009 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.054009 [arXiv:1402.0777
[hep-ph]].

[13] £ K. Guo, C. Hidalgo-Duque, J. Nieves and
M. P. Valderrama, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013), 054007
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.054007 [arXiv:1303.6608 [hep-
ph]].

[14] Y. Dong, A. Faessler, T. Gutsche and V. E. Lyubovit-
skij, ~Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) no.l, 014030
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.014030 [arXiv:1306.0824 [hep-
ph]].

[15] J. R. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) no.l11, 116004
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.116004 [arXiv:1304.5748 [hep-
ph]].

[16] F. Aceti, M. Bayar, E. Oset, A. Martinez Torres, K. P. Khem-
chandani, J. M. Dias, F. S. Navarra and M. Nielsen, Phys. Rev.
D 90 (2014) no.1, 016003 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.016003
[arXiv:1401.8216 [hep-ph]].

[17] M. Albaladejo, P. Fernandez-Soler and J. Nieves, Eur. Phys. J.
C 76 (2016) no.10, 573 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4427-8
[arXiv:1606.03008 [hep-ph]].

[18] M. C. Du, Q. Wang and Q. Zhao, [arXiv:2011.09225 [hep-
ph]].

[19] Z. G. Wang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 36 (2021) no.15, 2150107
doi:10.1142/S0217751X21501074 [arXiv:2012.11869 [hep-
ph]].

[20] D. Y. Chen, X. Liu and T. Matsuki, Phys. Rev. D
88 (2013) no.3, 036008 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.036008
[arXiv:1304.5845 [hep-ph]].

[21] E. S. Swanson, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) no.3, 034009
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.034009 [arXiv:1409.3291 [hep-
ph]].

[22] Y. lkeda et al. [HAL QCD], Phys. Rev. Lett. 117
(2016) no.24, 242001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.242001
[arXiv:1602.03465 [hep-lat]].

[23] A. Pilloni et al. [JPAC], Phys. Lett. B 772 (2017), 200-209
doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2017.06.030 [arXiv:1612.06490 [hep-
ph]].

[24] R. Aaij er al. [LHCb], Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015), 072001
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.072001 [arXiv:1507.03414
[hep-ex]].

[25] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019)
n0.22, 222001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.222001
[arXiv:1904.03947 [hep-ex]].

[26] J. J. Wu, R. Molina, E. Oset and B. S. Zou, Phys. Rev. Lett.
105 (2010), 232001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.232001
[arXiv:1007.0573 [nucl-th]].

[27] J. J. Wu, R. Molina, E. Oset and B. S. Zou, Phys.
Rev. C 84 (2011), 015202 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.84.015202
[arXiv:1011.2399 [nucl-th]].

[28] W. L. Wang, F. Huang, Z. Y. Zhang and B. S. Zou, Phys.
Rev. C 84 (2011), 015203 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.84.015203
[arXiv:1101.0453 [nucl-th]].

[29] Z. C. Yang, Z. F. Sun, J. He, X. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Chin.
Phys. C 36 (2012), 6-13 doi:10.1088/1674-1137/36/1/002
[arXiv:1105.2901 [hep-ph]].

[30] S. G. Yuan, K. W. Wei, J. He, H. S. Xu and B. S. Zou,
Eur. Phys. J. A 48 (2012), 61 doi:10.1140/epja/i2012-12061-2



[arXiv:1201.0807 [nucl-th]].

[31] J.J. Wu, T. S. H. Lee and B. S. Zou, Phys. Rev. C 85 (2012),
044002 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.85.044002 [arXiv:1202.1036
[nucl-th]].

[32] C. Garcia-Recio, J. Nieves, O. Romanets, L. L. Sal-
cedo and L. Tolos, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013), 074034
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.074034 [arXiv:1302.6938 [hep-
ph]l.

[33] C. W. Xiao, J. Nieves and E. Oset, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013),
056012 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.056012 [arXiv:1304.5368
[hep-ph]].

[34] H. Huang, C. Deng, J. Ping and F. Wang, Eur. Phys. J.
C 76 (2016) no.11, 624 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4476-z
[arXiv:1510.04648 [hep-ph]].

[35] R. Chen, X. Liu, X. Q. Li and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115
(2015) no.13, 132002 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.132002
[arXiv:1507.03704 [hep-ph]].

[36] H. X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu, T. G. Steele and
S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015) no.17, 172001
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.172001 [arXiv:1507.03717
[hep-ph]].

[37] L. Roca, J. Nieves and E. Oset, Phys. Rev. D 92
(2015) no.9, 094003 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.094003
[arXiv:1507.04249 [hep-ph]].

[38] J. He, Phys. Lett. B 753
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2015.12.071
(hep-ph]].

[39] G. Yang and J. Ping, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) no.1, 014010
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.95.014010 [arXiv:1511.09053 [hep-
ph]].

[40] U. G. MeiBner and J. A. Oller, Phys. Lett. B 751 (2015), 59-62
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2015.10.015 [arXiv:1507.07478 [hep-
phl].

[41] C. W. Xiao and U. G. MeiBiner, Phys. Rev. D 92
(2015) no.11, 114002 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.114002
[arXiv:1508.00924 [hep-ph]].

[42] R. Chen, X. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Nucl. Phys. A 954 (2016), 406-
421 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2016.04.012 [arXiv:1601.03233
[hep-ph]].

[43] H. X. Chen, E. L. Cui, W. Chen, X. Liu, T. G. Steele
and S. L. Zhu, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) no.10,
572 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4438-5 [arXiv:1602.02433
[hep-ph]].

[44] K. Azizi, Y. Sarac and H. Sundu, Phys. Rev. D
95 (2017) no.9, 094016 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.95.094016
[arXiv:1612.07479 [hep-ph]].

[45] Z. G. Wang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 35 (2020) no.01, 2050003
doi:10.1142/S0217751X20500037 [arXiv:1905.02892 [hep-
ph]].

[46] Z. H. Guo and J. A. Oller, Phys. Lett. B 793 (2019), 144-149
doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2019.04.053 [arXiv:1904.00851 [hep-
ph]].

[47] H. Mutuk, Chin. Phys. C 43 (2019) no.9, 093103
doi:10.1088/1674-1137/43/9/093103 [arXiv:1904.09756
[hep-ph]].

[48] R. Zhu, X. Liu, H. Huang and C. F. Qiao, Phys. Lett.
B 797 (2019), 134869 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134869
[arXiv:1904.10285 [hep-ph]].

[49] M. 1. Eides, V. Y. Petrov and M. V. Polyakov,
Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35 (2020) no.18, 2050151
doi:10.1142/S0217732320501515 [arXiv:1904.11616 [hep-
ph]].

[50] X. Z. Weng, X. L. Chen, W. Z. Deng and
S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) no.l, 016014

(2016),  547-551
[arXiv:1507.05200

12

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.016014
[hep-ph]].

[51] F. L. Wang, R. Chen, Z. W. Liu and X. Liu, Phys. Rev. C
101 (2020) no.2, 025201 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.101.025201
[arXiv:1905.03636 [hep-ph]].

[52] M. Z. Liu, Y. W. Pan, F. Z. Peng, M. Sdinchez
Sénchez, L. S. Geng, A. Hosaka and M. Pavon Valder-
rama, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) no.24, 242001
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.242001 [arXiv:1903.11560
[hep-ph]].

[53] J. He, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) no.5, 393
doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6906-1 [arXiv:1903.11872
[hep-ph]].

[54] L. Meng, B. Wang, G. J. Wang and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D
100 (2019) no.1, 014031 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.014031
[arXiv:1905.04113 [hep-ph]].

[55] C. W. Xiao, J. Nieves and E. Oset, Phys. Rev. D
100 (2019) no.1, 014021 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.014021
[arXiv:1904.01296 [hep-ph]].

[56] R. F. Lebed, Phys. Lett. B 749 (2015), 454-457
doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2015.08.032 [arXiv:1507.05867
[hep-ph]].

[57] R. Zhu and C. E. Qiao, Phys. Lett. B 756 (2016), 259-264
doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2016.03.022 [arXiv:1510.08693 [hep-
ph]].

[58] L. Maiani, A. D. Polosa and V. Riquer, Phys. Lett.
B 749 (2015), 289-291 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2015.08.008
[arXiv:1507.04980 [hep-ph]].

[59] V. V. Anisovich, M. A. Matveev, J. Nyiri, A. V. Sarantsev and
A. N. Semenova, [arXiv:1507.07652 [hep-ph]].

[60] R. Ghosh, A. Bhattacharya and B. Chakrabarti,
Phys. Part. Nucl. Lett. 14 (2017) no4, 550-552
doi:10.1134/S1547477117040100 [arXiv:1508.00356 [hep-
ph]].

[61] Z. G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) no.2, 70
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-3920-4 [arXiv:1508.01468
(hep-ph]].

[62] A.Mironov and A. Morozov, JETP Lett. 102 (2015) no.5, 271-
273 doi:10.7868/S0370274X15170038 [arXiv:1507.04694
[hep-ph]].

[63] N. N. Scoccola, D. O. Riska and M. Rho, Phys. Rev. D
92 (2015) no.5, 051501 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.051501
[arXiv:1508.01172 [hep-ph]].

[64] F. K. Guo, U. G. MeiBiner, W. Wang and Z. Yang, Phys. Rev.
D 92 (2015) no.7, 071502 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.071502
[arXiv:1507.04950 [hep-ph]].

[65] X. H. Liu, Q. Wang and Q. Zhao, Phys. Lett. B
757 (2016), 231-236 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2016.03.089
[arXiv:1507.05359 [hep-ph]].

[66] M. Mikhasenko, [arXiv:1507.06552 [hep-ph]].

[67] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], Nature Phys. 18 (2022) no.7, 751-754
doi:10.1038/s41567-022-01614-y [arXiv:2109.01038 [hep-
ex]].

[68] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], Nature Commun. 13 (2022) no.1, 3351
doi:10.1038/s41467-022-30206-w [arXiv:2109.01056 [hep-
ex]].

[69] X. K. Dong, F. K. Guo and B. S. Zou, Commun. Theor. Phys.
73 (2021) no.12, 125201 doi:10.1088/1572-9494/ac27a2
[arXiv:2108.02673 [hep-ph]].

[70] A. Feijoo, W. H. Liang and E. Oset, Phys. Rev. D 104
(2021) no.11, 114015 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114015
[arXiv:2108.02730 [hep-ph]].

[71] X. Z. Ling, M. Z. Liuy, L. S. Geng, E. Wang
and J. J. Xie, Phys. Lett. B 826 (2022), 136897

[arXiv:1904.09891



doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2022.136897 [arXiv:2108.00947
[hep-ph]].

[72] S. Fleming, R. Hodges and T. Mehen, Phys. Rev. D 104
(2021) no.11, 116010 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.116010
[arXiv:2109.02188 [hep-ph]].

[73] H. Ren, F. Wu and R. Zhu, Adv. High Energy Phys.
2022 (2022), 9103031 doi:10.1155/2022/9103031
[arXiv:2109.02531 [hep-ph]].

[74] K. Chen, R. Chen, L. Meng, B. Wang and S. L. Zhu, Eur. Phys.
J. C 82 (2022) no.7, 581 doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10540-
5 [arXiv:2109.13057 [hep-ph]].

[75] M. Albaladejo, Phys. Lett. B 829 (2022),
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137052
[hep-ph]].

[76] M. L. Du, V. Baru, X. K. Dong, A. Filin, F. K. Guo, C. Han-
hart, A. Nefediev, J. Nieves and Q. Wang, Phys. Rev. D
105 (2022) no.1, 014024 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.014024
[arXiv:2110.13765 [hep-ph]].

[77] V. Baru, X. K. Dong, M. L. Du, A. Filin, F. K. Guo,
C. Hanhart, A. Nefediev, J. Nieves and Q. Wang, Phys. Lett.
B 833 (2022), 137290 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137290
[arXiv:2110.07484 [hep-ph]].

[78] N. Santowsky and C. S. Fischer, Eur. Phys. J. C
82 (2022) no.4, 313 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10272-6
[arXiv:2111.15310 [hep-ph]].

[79] C. Deng and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) no.5, 054015
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.054015 [arXiv:2112.12472 [hep-
ph]].

[80] H. W. Ke, X. H. Liu and X. Q. Li, Eur. Phys. J. C
82 (2022) no.2, 144 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10092-8
[arXiv:2112.14142 [hep-ph]].

[81] J. 1. Ballot and J. M. Richard, Phys. Lett. B 123 (1983), 449-
451 doi:10.1016/0370-2693(83)90991-7

[82] S. Zouzou, B. Silvestre-Brac, C. Gignoux and J. M. Richard,
Z. Phys. C 30 (1986), 457 doi:10.1007/BF01557611

[83] T. Guo, J. Li, J. Zhao and L. He, Phys. Rev. D
105 (2022) no.1, 014021 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.014021
[arXiv:2108.10462 [hep-ph]].

[84] Y. Kim, M. Oka and K. Suzuki, Phys. Rev. D 105
(2022) no.7, 074021 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.074021
[arXiv:2202.06520 [hep-ph]].

[85] S. S. Agaev, K. Azizi and H. Sundu, Nucl. Phys. B
975 (2022), 115650 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2022.115650
[arXiv:2108.00188 [hep-ph]].

[86] M. J. Yan, X. H. Liu, S. Gonzalez-Solis, F. K. Guo,
C. Hanhart, U. G. Meiflner and B. S. Zou, Phys. Rev. D
98 (2018) no.9, 091502 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.091502
[arXiv:1805.10972 [hep-ph]].

[87] J. M. Dias, V. R. Debastiani, J. J. Xie and E. Oset, Phys. Rev.
D 98 (2018) 1n0.9, 094017 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.094017
[arXiv:1805.03286 [hep-ph]].

[88] Y. Shimizu and M. Harada, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017)
no.9, 094012 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.094012
[arXiv:1708.04743 [hep-ph]].

[89] Z. H. Guo, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) no.7, 074004
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.074004 [arXiv:1708.04145 [hep-
ph]].

[90] M. Z. Liu, J. J. Xie and L. S. Geng, Phys. Rev. D
102 (2020) no.9, 091502 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.091502
[arXiv:2008.07389 [hep-ph]].

[91] R. Chen, N. Li, Z. F. Sun, X. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Lett.
B 822 (2021), 136693 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136693
[arXiv:2108.12730 [hep-ph]].

[92] K. Chen, B. Wang and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 103

137052
[arXiv:2110.02944

13

(2021) no.11, 116017 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.116017
[arXiv:2102.05868 [hep-ph]].

[93] C. W. Shen, Y. h. Lin and U. G. MeiBner, Eur. Phys. J.
C 83 (2023) no.1, 70 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11177-8
[arXiv:2208.10865 [hep-ph]].

[94] Q. S. Zhou, K. Chen, X. Liu, Y. R. Liu and
S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. C 98 (2018) no.4, 045204
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.98.045204 [arXiv:1801.04557
[hep-ph]].

[95] W. Park, S. Cho and S. H. Lee, Phys. Rev. D 99
(2019) no.9, 094023 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.094023
[arXiv:1811.10911 [hep-ph]].

[96] Y. Xing and Y. Niu, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) no.11, 978
doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09730-4 [arXiv:2106.09939
[hep-ph]].

[97] Z. G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) no.10, 826
doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6300-4 [arXiv:1808.09820
(hep-ph]].

[98] A. De Rujula, H. Georgi and S. L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. D 12
(1975), 147-162 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.12.147

[99] N. Isgur and G. Karl, Phys. Rev. D 20 (1979), 1191-1194
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.20.1191

[100] N. Isgur and G. Karl, Phys. Rev. D 19 (1979), 2653 [erratum:
Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981), 817] doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.19.2653

[101] N. Isgur and G. Karl, Phys. Rev. D 18 (1978), 4187
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.18.4187

[102] F. Wang, G. h. Wu, L. j. Teng and J. T. Goldman, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 69 (1992), 2901-2904 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2901
[arXiv:nucl-th/9210002 [nucl-th]].

[103] L. Chen, H. Pang, H. Huang, J. Ping and F. Wang, Phys.
Rev. C 76 (2007), 014001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.76.014001
[arXiv:nucl-th/0703103 [nucl-th]].

[104] G. H. Wu, L. J. Teng, J. L. Ping, F. Wang and
J. T. Goldman, Phys. Rev. C 53 (1996), 1161-1166
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.53.1161

[105] H. Huang, P. Xu, J. Ping and F. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 84 (2011),
064001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.84.064001 [arXiv:1109.5607
[nucl-th]].

[106] M. Chen, H. Huang, J. Ping and F. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 83
(2011), 015202 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.83.015202

[107] J. L. Ping, F. Wang, G. H. Wu, L. J. Teng and J. T. Goldman,

[108] F. Wang, D. Qing, P. Xu and J. L. Ping, Nucl. Phys. A 631
(1998), 462C-466C doi:10.1016/S0375-9474(98)00048-7

[109] M. Tanabashi et al. [Particle Data Group], Phys. Rev. D 98
(2018) no.3, 030001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001

[110] J. Vijande, F. Fernandez and A. Valcarce, J. Phys. G
31, 481 (2005) doi:10.1088/0954-3899/31/5/017 [arXiv:hep-
ph/0411299 [hep-ph]].

[111] F. Fernandez and E. Oset, Nucl. Phys. A 455, 720-736 (1986)
doi:10.1016/0375-9474(86)90459-8

[112] G. h. Wu, J. L. Ping, L. j. Teng, F. Wang and J. T. Gold-
man, Nucl. Phys. A 673 (2000), 279-297 doi:10.1016/S0375-
9474(00)00141-X [arXiv:nucl-th/9812079 [nucl-th]].

[113] J. L. Ping, F. Wang and J. T. Goldman, Nucl. Phys.
A 657 (1999), 95-109 doi:10.1016/S0375-9474(99)00321-8
[arXiv:nucl-th/9812068 [nucl-th]].

[114] H. R. Pang, J. L. Ping, F. Wang and J. T. Goldman, Phys.
Rev. C 65 (2002), 014003 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.65.014003
[arXiv:nucl-th/0106056 [nucl-th]].

[115] F. Huang and W. L. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 98, no.7, 074018
(2018) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.074018 [arXiv:1810.02120
[nucl-th]].

[116] M. Xu, M. Yu and L. Liu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008), 092301
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.092301 [arXiv:0712.1641



[hep-th]].

[117] Z. Xia, S. Fan, X. Zhu, H. Huang and J. Ping, Phys. Rev. C
105 (2022) no.2, 025201 doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.105.025201
[arXiv:2105.14723 [hep-ph]].

[118] H. Huang, J. Ping, X. Zhu and F. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C
82 (2022) no.9, 805 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10749-4
[arXiv:2011.00513 [hep-ph]].

[119] M. Kamimura, Nucl. Phys. A 351 (1981),
doi:10.1016/0375-9474(81)90182-2

456-480

14

[120] M. Kamimura, Suppl. Prog. Theor. Phys. 62, 236 (1977)

[121] X. Liu, Y. Tan, X. Chen, D. Chen, H. Huang and
J. Ping, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) no.9, 094008
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.108.094008

[122] V. A. Babenko and N. M. Petrov, Phys. Atom. Nucl.
66 (2003), 1319-1327 doi:10.1134/1.1592586 [arXiv:nucl-
th/0307001 [nucl-th]].



	Introduction
	THE QUARK DELOCALIZATION COLOR SCREENING MODEL 
	The results and discussions
	The effective potentials
	Possible bound states
	Possible resonance states

	Summary
	Acknowledgments
	References

