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We investigate the possibility of deuteron-like Σ∗
cΣ̄ bound states within the one-boson-exchange

model and systematically analyze the effects of the contact-range δ3(r⃗ ) potential, the tensor term
from the vector-meson exchange, and nonlocal potentials due to the dependence on the sum of the
initial and final state center-of-mass momenta. We find that the pion-exchange potential including
the δ3(r⃗ ) term and the tensor term of the ρ-exchange potential exhibit comparable magnitudes but
opposite signs for any S-wave baryon-antibaryon systems. For the Σ∗

cΣ̄ system, it is most likely to
form bound states with mass around 3.7 GeV in the I(JP ) = 0(2−) and 1(2−) channels.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the landmark discovery of X(3872) in 2003 [1],
there has been a significant surge in both experimen-
tal and theoretical investigations into exotic states. Up
to now, dozens of exotic states or their candidates have
been observed in experiments, and theoretical frame-
works explaining the underlying structures of these ex-
otic states, such as molecular states, multiquark states,
hybrids, or glueballs, are continuously evolving and be-
ing refined. We refer to Refs. [2–19] for reviews of
the experimental and theoretical studies. Intriguingly,
many of the observed exotic states are located in close
proximity to the thresholds of a pair of hadrons that
they can couple to, including the following famous ex-
amples, X(3872) [1] and Zc(3900)

± [20–22] around the
DD̄∗ threshold, the Tcc(3875) [23, 24] near the DD∗

threshold, the Zc(4020)
± [25, 26] near the D∗D̄∗ thresh-

old, the Zb(10610)
± and Zb(10650)

± [27, 28] near the
BB̄∗ and B∗B̄∗ thresholds, the Zcs(3985) [29–32] near
the D̄sD

∗ and D̄∗
sD thresholds, the Pc states [33] near

the D̄(∗)Σc thresholds, the Pcs states [34, 35] near the
D̄(∗)Ξc threshold and so on. It is natural to explain
them as hadronic molecules composed of the correspond-
ing hadron pairs [7, 36].

The hadronic molecule picture has undergone a process
of ongoing refinement and evolution. The first proposal
of a hadronic molecule composed of a pair of charmed and
anticharmed mesons was advanced in 1976 [37]. Merely a
year later, the ψ(4040) peak observed in e+e− annihila-
tion, which was ultimately interpreted as a charmonium
state, was speculated to be a result of the production of a
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D∗D̄∗ molecule based on preliminary analysis [38]. Given
the notable success of the one-pion-exchange (OPE) po-
tential model in describing the deuteron and nucleon-
nucleon scattering, it was widely conceived that the pi-
ons play a significant role in the formation of hadronic
molecules. In 1980s, an accurate description of the nu-
clear force was achieved with the one-boson-exchange
(OBE) model [39–42]. In 1991 and 1994, Törnqvist car-
ried out a comprehensive analysis of the potential exis-
tence of deuteron-like meson-meson bound states using
the OPE, employing both qualitative and quantitative
methods [43, 44].

The theoretical analyses mentioned thus far can be
considered as preliminary attempts to model two-body
hadronic molecular states, in the absence of definitive
experimental results apart from the deuteron. Never-
theless, with the discovery of the X(3872) by Belle Col-
laboration, which lies beyond the conventional charmo-
nium spectrum [45, 46], these initial attempts have been
extended to study possible hadronic molecules in var-
ious hadron systems. Numerous studies suggest that
the X(3872) may be a DD̄∗ molecule [47–52], based
on its distinct characteristics near the DD̄∗ threshold,
and the observed ratio of its isospin breaking decays
Γ(X → J/ψπ+π−) and Γ(X → J/ψπ+π−π0), which can
be easily explained within the molecular picture [53, 54].
In 2008, Thomas and Close undertook a comprehen-
sive analysis, examining and verifying the calculations
of the molecular state model in the literature thus far.
They scrutinized several pivotal aspects, including dif-
ferent conventions for charge conjugation eigenstates, the
δ3(r⃗ ) term and the tensor force [55]. Their research sug-
gested that the X(3872) could potentially be a bound
state within the OPE model. However, these results
demonstrated a significant sensitivity to the cutoff in the
form factor. For an in-depth discussion on the form fac-
tor and renormalization related to the short-distance in-
teractions, we refer to Refs. [56, 57]. Furthermore, in
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Ref. [58], the authors elaborated on the OPE model in
a constituent quark model by integrating additional con-
tributions from mid- and short-range interactions. These
interactions were linked to exchanges of the η, σ, ρ and
ω mesons.

In this study, we will investigate the potential exis-
tence of Σ∗

cΣ̄ hadronic molecules with quark components
cs̄qqq̄q̄. If such states exist, they would significantly en-
rich the excited Ds state spectrum in a higher energy
region beyond the scope of conventional cs̄ mesons and
their mixture of cs̄qq̄ configurations [59]. We will explore
various issues associated with the OBE model, including
the effects of δ3(r⃗ ) which has been repeatedly discussed,
the contribution of the tensor term in the vector-meson
exchange, and the impact of nonlocal terms due to the de-
pendence on the sum of the initial and final state center-

of-mass (c.m.) momenta (denoted as k⃗), which has not
been thoroughly investigated in the hadronic molecular
context. It is important to clarify that this work is not
aiming at precisely predicting the masses of possible Σ∗

cΣ̄
bound states, but rather at exploring the potential exis-
tence of such hadronic molecules and attempting to for-
malize the calculation process of the OBE model after
considering various factors.

This paper is organized as follows. After the Introduc-
tion, we begin by presenting the effective potential of Σ∗

cΣ̄
in Sec. II. We then proceed to discuss various factors, in-

cluding the effects of momentum k⃗, the δ3(r⃗ ) term and
the tensor potential in the OBE model in Sec. III. Subse-
quently, we present the numerical outcomes of the OBE
model in Sec. IVA. In Sec. IVB, we show that cancel-
lations generally exists between the pion and ρ-meson-
exchange potentials, as derived from the quark model.
Possible Σ∗

cΣ̄ bound states are discussed in Sec. IVC.
Finally, we present a summary in Sec. V. Technical and
pedagogical details are relegated to Appendices A, B, C
and D.

II. POTENTIAL FOR THE Σ∗
cΣ̄ SYSTEM

FIG. 1. Feynman diagram for the Σ∗
cΣ̄ → Σ∗

cΣ̄ process
with t-channel meson exchanges, where P1 = (MΣ∗

c
, p⃗ ), P2 =

(MΣ,−p⃗ ), P3 = (MΣ∗
c
, p⃗ ′), P4 = (MΣ,−p⃗ ′) and q = P1 − P3

represent the four momenta of the corresponding particles.

In this section, we perform calculations to determine
the OBE potential between Σ∗

cΣ̄, as depicted in Fig. 1.

The Lagrangians for the couplings of Σ with the ex-
changed mesons (σ, π, η, ρ and ω) are adopted from
Ref. [60],

LΣΣσ = −gΣΣσΣ̄σΣ, (1)

LΣΣπ = −gΣΣπ

mπ
Σ̄γ5γµτ⃗ · ∂µπ⃗Σ, (2)

LΣΣη = −gΣΣη

mη
Σ̄γ5γµ∂µηΣ, (3)

LΣΣρ = −gΣΣρΣ̄

[
γµ − kΣΣρ

2MΣ
σµν∂ν

]
τ⃗ · ρ⃗µΣ, (4)

LΣΣω = −gΣΣωΣ̄

[
γµ − kΣΣω

2MΣ
σµν∂ν

]
ωµΣ, (5)

where the isospin multiplets are defined as

Σ =
(
Σ+,Σ0,Σ−)T , (6)

π⃗ =

(
π+ + π−

√
2

,
π− − π+

i
√
2

, π0

)
, (7)

ρ⃗µ =

(
ρ+µ + ρ−µ√

2
,
ρ−µ − ρ+µ

i
√
2

, ρ0µ

)
, (8)

the tensor operator in spinor space is σµν = i(γµγν −
γνγµ)/2, the isospin operator τ⃗ = (τ1, τ2, τ3) with τi (i =
1, 2, 3) the traceless isospin-1 matrices, and mπ, mη, MΣ

represent the respective masses of the corresponding par-
ticles.1 In the heavy quark limit, Σ∗

c belongs to the light
flavor SU(3) sextet [62],

B∗
6 =


Σ∗++

c
Σ∗+

c√
2

Ξ∗+
c√
2

Σ∗+
c√
2

Σ∗0
c

Ξ∗0
c√
2

Ξ∗+
c√
2

Ξ∗0
c√
2

Ω∗0
c

 (9)

and the related couplings satisfying heavy quark spin
symmetry read [63],2

LB∗
6B

∗
6σ

= gB∗
6B

∗
6σ
Tr
[
B̄∗µ

6 σB∗
6µ

]
, (10)

LB∗
6B

∗
6p

= gB∗
6B

∗
6p
Tr
[
B̄∗µ

6 iγ5PB∗
6µ

]
, (11)

LB∗
6B

∗
6v

= gB∗
6B

∗
6v
Tr
[
B̄∗µ

6 γνVνB∗
6µ

]
+ i

fB∗
6B

∗
6v

2M6∗
Tr
[
B̄∗

6µ(∂
µVν − ∂νVµ)B∗

6ν

]
, (12)

1 Since we are not interested in isospin symmetry breaking effects,
the isospin averaged masses are used for all particles within the
same isospin multiplet. Regarding the σ, we select the mass value
to be used in the OBE model, m ≃ 519 MeV, given in Ref. [61]
that corresponds to the coupling constant gΣΣσ listed in Table I.

2 Indeed, Eqs. (10-12) can be reformulated in a manner similar
to Eqs. (1-5). Specifically, Eq. (10) is of the form as Eq. (1);
Eq. (11) aligns with Eqs. (2,3) in terms of axial vector cou-
pling at the tree level [64]; Eq. (12) can be restructured into the
form as Eqs. (4,5) using the Gordon identity, that is, the terms
iB̄∗

6µ(∂
µVν − ∂νVµ)B∗

6ν and B̄∗
6µ(−2M6∗γ

µVν + σµα∂αVν −
2M6∗γ

νVµ + σνα∂αVµ)B∗
6ν are equivalent at the tree level.
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TABLE I. Pertinent coupling constants for the Σ∗
cΣ̄ → Σ∗

cΣ̄
process [60, 61, 66]. gΣΣσ is obtained by matching the
amplitude of ππ-exchange with that of the σ-exchange for
the t-channel process of ΣΣ̄ → Σ̄Σ [61]. For the vector-
meson coupling constants, we use gΣΣρ = gΣΣω = gΣΣv and
kΣΣρ = kΣΣω = kΣΣv.

Couplings gΣΣσ gΣΣπ gΣΣη gΣΣv kΣΣv

Value 3.50 0.79 0.69 7.48 1.33

Couplings gB∗
6B∗

6σ gB∗
6B∗

6p gB∗
6B∗

6v fB∗
6B∗

6v

Value 5.64 59.50 9.19 95.80

where Tr [· · · ] means the trace over flavor indices, and [65]

P =


π0
√
2
+ η√

6
π+ K+

π− − π0
√
2
+ η√

6
K0

K− K̄0 − 2√
6
η

 , (13)

Vµ =


ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2
ρ+ K∗+

ρ− − ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2
K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 ϕ


µ

. (14)

The pertinent coupling constants are listed in Table I.
Utilizing the aforementioned Lagrangians, we can de-

rive the Σ∗
cΣ̄ scattering amplitude, and the details can be

found in Appendix B. The Σ∗
cΣ̄ potential in the momen-

tum space is linked to the scattering amplitude through

⟨p⃗ ′|V̂ |p⃗ ⟩ ≈ − 1

(2π)3
M
(
Σ∗

cΣ̄ → Σ∗
cΣ̄
)
, (15)

with p⃗ and p⃗ ′ the relative momenta of the incoming and
outgoing particles; see Appendix C for additional de-
tails. As usually done in the OBE model, we introduce a
monopole form factor with a cutoff parameter Λ at each
vertex,

F (q) =
Λ2 −m2

ex

Λ2 − q2
, (16)

which equals unity when the exchanged particle is on
shell. Then one gets the effective potential in momen-
tum space, which can be subsequently converted to the
coordinate space potential utilizing the Fourier transfor-
mation; see Appendix A for details. Consequently, we
obtain the S-wave Σ∗

cΣ̄ effective potential from exchang-
ing the scalar meson (σ), pseudoscalar mesons (p = π, η)
and vector mesons (v = ρ, ω) as V = Vσ +

∑
p=π,η Vp +∑

v=ρ,ω Vv, where

Vσ = −gB∗
6B

∗
6σ
gΣΣσFσ(I)H0(r,mσ,Λ), (17)

Vp = −
gB∗

6B
∗
6p
gΣΣp

2MΣ∗
c
mp

Fp(I)H1(r,mp,Λ)∆SASB
, (18)

Vv = Fv(I)
(
V (1)
v + V (2)

v + V (3)
v + V (4)

v

)
, (19)

TABLE II. The relevant isospin factors for exchanging σ, π,
η, ρ, ω for the Σ∗

cΣ̄ → Σ∗
cΣ̄ process.

Isospin factors Fσ(I) Fπ(I) Fη(I) Fρ(I) Fω(I)

I = 0 1
√
2 1/

√
6

√
2 1/

√
2

I = 1 1 1/
√
2 1/

√
6 1/

√
2 1/

√
2

I = 2 1 −1/
√
2 1/

√
6 −1/

√
2 1/

√
2

with

V (1)
v = −gB∗

6B
∗
6v
gΣΣvH0(r,mv,Λ), (20)

V (2)
v =

gB∗
6B

∗
6v
gΣΣvkΣΣv

2MΣ∗
c
MΣ

(
∆SASB

−
3MΣ∗

c

2MΣ

)
H1(r,mv,Λ),

(21)

V (3)
v =

fB∗
6B

∗
6v
gΣΣv

2MΣ∗
c
MΣ

∆SASB
H1(r,mv,Λ), (22)

V (4)
v =

fB∗
6B

∗
6v
gΣΣvkΣΣv

2MΣ∗
c
MΣ

∆SASB
H1(r,mv,Λ), (23)

and

H0(r,m,Λ) =
1

4π

[
e−mr − e−Λr

r
− Λ2 −m2

2Λ
e−Λr

]
,

(24)

H1(r,m,Λ) =
2e−mrm2 + e−Λr

[
−rΛ3 +m2(−2 + Λr)

]
24πr

.

(25)

For the S-wave Σ∗
cΣ̄ systems, the spin factor ∆SASB

out-
lined in Appendix B is defined as

∆SASB
=

9− 2S(S + 1)

3
=

{
5
3 , S = 1
−1, S = 2

(26)

with S the total spin. The pertinent isospin factors are
listed in Table II.

III. OBE MODEL

A. Effects of k⃗ on the effective potential

The relation between the scattering amplitude and the
effective potential in coordinate space, as demonstrated
in Eq. (A17), clearly indicates the necessity to perform
the Fourier transformations of both q⃗ ≡ p⃗ ′ − p⃗ and

k⃗ ≡ p⃗ ′ + p⃗, followed by integration with respect to x⃗ ′

that is defined in Eq. (A12). However, altough this math-
ematical operation can be found in certain old references,
e.g., [39, 67–69], currently the majority of OBE models
used for calculating the effective potential for hadronic

molecules do not take into account the k⃗-dependent terms
from the spinors of the initial and final states [66, 70–
74]. In the subsequent analysis, we specifically exam-

ine the influence of k⃗ on the final results, particularly
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on the binding energy of a specified bound state. From

Eqs. (A43-A47), one finds that k⃗ in the amplitude in-
troduces the derivatives of the radial wavefunction and
is thus a nonlocal contribution. Furthermore, consid-
ering Eq. (A19), for the S-wave, we need to solve the
Schrödinger equation represented as

ψ′′(r) + 2µEψ(r)− 2µrV̂
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(r)
ψ(r)

r
= 0, (27)

where V̂
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(r) is the potential operator in the coor-

dinate space, defined in Eq. (A22). We can then proceed
with the following substitution,

r V̂
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(r)
ψ(r)

r
= V

M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
0 (r)ψ(r)

+ V
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
1 (r)ψ′(r) + V

M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
2 (r)ψ′′(r), (28)

where the additional subscripts 0, 1 and 2 of VM(p⃗,p⃗ ′)(r)
defined here represent the number of the derivatives of
ψ(r), specifically ψ(r), ψ′(r) and ψ′′(r), respectively. The

momentum k⃗, from the spinor wavefunction of a spin-
1/2 particle as given in Eq. (B2), consistently appears as

k⃗/(2M) with M the baryon mass, which would be small
if the composite state was loosely bound. Via numerical
calculations we find that the effects of ψ′(r) and ψ′′(r) on
the final binding energy are indeed negligible. However,

the k⃗-dependent contribution in V
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
0 (r) could be siz-

able (see Appendix D). In the following, we will keep the

k⃗-dependent terms in our calculations, i.e., we will com-
pute the effective potential in the form of Eq. (B2), rather

than neglecting the σ⃗ · k⃗/(2M) term, as was often done
in literature.

B. The δ3(r⃗ ) potential

As per Eq. (A25), a Fourier transformation of the am-
plitude, denoted as F−1

q⃗→r⃗[M(q⃗ )], is required to derive
the effective potential in the coordinate space. We now
consider two distinct forms of amplitudes:

M1(q⃗ ) =
1

q⃗ 2 +m2
, (29)

M2(q⃗ ) =
q⃗ 2/M2

q⃗ 2 +m2
=

1

M2

(
1− m2

q⃗ 2 +m2

)
, (30)

and the Fourier transformation yields

F−1
q⃗→r⃗[M1(q⃗ )] =

1

4π

e−mr

r
, (31)

F−1
q⃗→r⃗[M2(q⃗ )] =

1

M2

[
δ3(r⃗)− m2

4π

e−mr

r

]
, (32)

respectively. The zero-range δ3(r⃗ ) potential in Eq. (32)
leads to a strong repulsion or attraction at r⃗ = 0 depend-
ing on the sign of the prefactor which has been neglected

in the above. Being of short-distance in nature, the δ3(r⃗)
potential requires a regularization. Considering the form
factor in Eq. (16), the potentials become

F−1
q⃗→r⃗

[
M1(q⃗ )F

2 (q⃗)
]
= H0(r,m,Λ), (33)

F−1
q⃗→r⃗

[
M2(q⃗ )F

2 (q⃗)
]
=

1

M2

[(
Λ2 −m2

4π

)2
2π

Λ
e−Λr

−m2H0(r,m,Λ)

]
, (34)

where (
Λ2 −m2

4π

)2
2π

Λ
e−Λr

is the smeared form of δ3(r⃗) in Eq. (32). Not only does
q⃗ 2/(q⃗ 2 +m2) contribute to the δ3(r⃗) potential for S-

wave interactions, but also does A⃗ · q⃗B⃗ · q⃗/(q⃗ 2 +m2) [70,
75]. This observation aligns with Eq. (A42), where for
S-wave, we have

A⃗ · q⃗B⃗ · q⃗
q⃗ 2 +m2

∼ A⃗ · B⃗
3

q⃗ 2

q⃗ 2 +m2
.

In an effective field theory (EFT), one can introduce
counterterms to absorb the cutoff dependence.3 How-
ever, due to the lack of data for most hadron-hadron scat-
terings, such counterterms can hardly be fixed. Thus, in
the phenomenological OBE models, one normally does
not bother introducing counterterms but rather plays
with the δ3(r⃗) term. The δ3(r⃗) term is retained in its
entirety in Refs. [64, 66, 73, 76–80], while it is discarded
in Ref. [75] and the authors simply make the following
substitution4

q⃗ 2

q⃗ 2 +m2
π

→ − m2
π

q⃗ 2 +m2
π

. (35)

Moreover, in Ref. [44], the δ3(r⃗ ) term in the central
potential is omitted. In Ref. [70], the authors dismiss
the δ3(r⃗ ) term, arguing that in a loosely bound state,
the zero-range components are not anticipated to be im-
portant. Furthermore, in Ref. [55], the authors explore
the impacts of including or excluding the δ3(r⃗ ) term in
the OPE potential when solving the Schrödinger equa-
tion for the deuteron, and they find that the cutoff pa-
rameters need to be varied significantly to achieve the

3 In Ref. [57], the authors introduce a novel semi-local regulariza-
tion approach for the chiral two-nucleon potentials. To minimize
the short-range contributions in the regularized OPE potential,
i.e., ensuring that the corresponding potential vanishes as r → 0,
they have incorporated a leading-order contact interaction within
the momentum space representation.

4 In fact, this substitution also triggers a substantial shift in the
low-momentum part, even to the extent of changing its sign.
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same binding energy. In Ref. [74], the authors claim that
the removal of the short-range δ3(r⃗ ) contributions to the
OBE potential is a necessary step for describing the pen-
taquark states consistently, and they argue that the be-
havior of the OBE potential at a distance shorter than
the size of hadrons is not physical, so they remove these
short-range δ-potential contributions completely. How-
ever, for a hadronic molecule close to threshold, its ex-
tended nature does not imply that the short-range po-
tential is insignificant. In contrast, it indicates that the
binding of molecular state can not probe details of the
short-range binding force, which is distinct from being
negligible. In line with the EFT treatment, in Ref. [81] an
additional parameter is introduced to adjust the strength
of the δ3(r⃗) term to reproduce the experimental masses
of the Pc states [33].

We can see from the above that the δ3(r⃗ ) term is a
contentious aspect within the OBE model for describing
hadronic molecular states. It is an intrinsic defect of the
OBE model and can be rectified as in EFT by introduc-
ing counterterms, which can be fixed only when sufficient
data are available. Note that the coupling constants that
will be used are taken from Refs. [60, 66], which fits to ex-
perimental data keeping full contributions from the δ3(r⃗)
potential. Hence, we will fully retain the δ3(r⃗) term in
the subsequent calculations to maintain self-consistency.

C. The tensor potential

In this subsection, we concentrate on the contribution
of the tensor term in the Lagrangian, i.e., the second
term on the right-hand side of Eqs. (4,5,12), to the ef-
fective potential. This term is to be distinguished from
the vector term, which is the corresponding first term on
the right-hand side of the same equations. Many papers
have argued that the contribution of the tensor term to
the effective potential is negligible [18, 82, 83], or it is
ignored to simplify the calculation [84–86]. In general,
the significance of the tensor term is case dependent and
cutoff dependent. As an illustration, here we consider
the Σ∗

cΣ̄
∗
c dibaryon systems composed of spin-3/2 singly

charmed baryons that have been studied in Ref. [66].

The Lagrangian utilized in Ref. [66] for the vector me-
son exchange is given in Eq. (12), with the associated
coupling constants listed in Table I.5 The S-wave effec-

5 In Ref. [66], the following relations are used: gvB∗
6B∗

6
=

2
√
2gρNN and gvB∗

6B∗
6

+ fvB∗
6B∗

6
= 6

√
2(gρNN +

fρNN )
√

MiMf/(5MN ) with Mi(f) being the mass of the
baryon in the initial (final) state. Using gρNN = 3.25
and fρNN = 19.82, they obtained gvB∗

6B∗
6

= 9.19 and

fvB∗
6B∗

6
= 95.80 as listed in Table I. The large value of fvB∗

6B∗
6

is attributed to the large mass of the charmed baryon.

tive potentials for vector meson exchanges read

VC(r, v, g, f) = Cv

[
g2H0(r,mv,Λ)

+
3

8MAMB
(g2 + 4gf)H1(r,mv,Λ)

]
,

VSS(r, v, g, f) = Cv
g2 + 2gf + f2

2MAMB
H1(r,mv,Λ)∆

∗
SASB

,

where the subscripts C and SS denote the central and
spin-spin potentials, respectively, g and f are the cou-
pling constants of the vector and tensor coupling terms,
respectively, MA and MB are the baryon masses, Cv is
the isospin factor, mv (v = ρ, ω, ϕ) is the mass of the
exchanged meson, and

∆∗
SASB

=
2S(S + 1)− 15

9
.

Taking the ρ-exchange potential as an example, we assess
the contribution of the tensor term by comparing the
following specific effective potentials:

Vtot(r) = VC(r, ρ, g, f) + VSS(r, ρ, g, f),

Vvector(r) = VC(r, ρ, g, 0) + VSS(r, ρ, g, 0),

Vtensor(r) = VC(r, ρ, 0, f) + VSS(r, ρ, 0, f),

(36)

where Vvector(r) only contains the contribution of the vec-
tor coupling term in the Lagrangian, Vtensor(r) only con-
tains the contribution of the tensor term, and Vtot(r)
is the total effective potential. Note that Vtot(r) ̸=
Vvector(r) + Vtensor(r) due to interference.
The results for the isoscalar JP = 0−, 2− and 3− Σ∗

cΣ̄
∗
c

systems, using the chosen cutoffs as presented in Ref. [66],
are depicted in Fig. 2. It is observed that the tensor term,
Vtensor(r), plays a predominant role in the JP = 0− and
3− cases. In particular, for the I(JP ) = 0(3−) system,
the total effective potential between the two particles be-
comes repulsive at short distances when the tensor term
is included, despite the attractive nature of Vvector(r).
Note that the vector coupling does not lead to a δ3(r⃗)
term while the tensor coupling does. Thus, the relative
importance of the tensor coupling contribution crucially
depends on the form factor and cutoff.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Results of the general OBE

The quantum numbers I(JP ) of the S-wave Σ∗
cΣ̄ sys-

tems encompass 0(1−), 1(1−), 2(1−), 0(2−), 1(2−) and
2(2−). Figure 3 showcases the effective potentials that
include both the δ3(r⃗) term and the vector-meson ten-
sor coupling term. The total effective potential in our
calculation comprises the exchanges of σ, π, η, ρ and ω,
i.e.,

Vtotal(r) = Vσ(r) + Vπ(r) + Vη(r) + Vρ(r) + Vω(r).
(37)
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FIG. 2. Contributions of the vector and tensor coupling terms, Vvector and Vtensor, respectively, in comparison to the total
ρ-exchange potential for the Σ∗

cΣ̄
∗
c systems with total spin J = 0 (top row), J = 2 (middle row), and J = 3 (bottom row).

Because of the δ potential in the tensor term, the relative importance is sensitive the cutoff. Here the Λ values are those taken
in Ref. [66].

This effective potential is used to solve the Schrödinger
equation (A19) to search for bound state solutions for
the specific quantum numbers. The results obtained by
varying Λ from 0.8 GeV to 1.1 GeV are depicted in Fig. 4.
It is evident that the employed potential supports Σ∗

cΣ̄
bound state solutions when the cutoff is larger than cer-
tain values in the chosen range, except for the case of
2(2−).

B. General relation between π- and ρ-exchange
potentials in S-wave BB̄′ systems

If we use the same form factor with the same cutoff
for all the potentials of different mesons, as commonly
done in literature, a distinct characteristic can be ob-
served from Fig. 3: for the S-wave Σ∗

cΣ̄ systems, the
pion-exchange potential (including the δ3(r⃗ )) and the
ρ-exchange potential (including the tensor-term contri-
bution) always have opposite signs, suggesting a mutual
cancellation. A similar phenomenon is also noticeable

in the Σ∗
cΣ̄

∗
c , Ξ

∗
c Ξ̄

∗
c , ΣcΣ̄c and Ξ′

cΞ̄
′
c systems [66, 87]. In

the following, we will use the quark model to demonstrate
that this pattern holds for any S-wave baryon-antibaryon
(BB̄′) system: the total pion-exchange potential is com-
parable in magnitude to the tensor-term contribution in
the ρ-exchange potential, but with opposite signs. This
observation provides a theoretical substantiation for the
model considering only the vector term for the vector-
meson exchange potential [18, 19].
As per Refs. [64, 88], at the quark level, the Lagrangian

for the coupling of pseudoscalar (P), vector (V) and σ
mesons and quarks reads

Lq = gpqq q̄iγ5Pq + gvqq q̄γµVµq + gσqq q̄σq, (38)

where q = (u, d, s)T represents the light quark flavor
triplet, and gpqq, gvqq, gσqq are the couplings of the light
quark to the light mesons. The Lagrangian in Eq. (38),
assuming interaction vertices calculated at the quark and
hadron levels to be identical, is frequently utilized to esti-
mate certain coupling constants [64, 73, 88]. For instance,
the relation between gπBB and gπqq, the former of which
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FIG. 3. Effective potentials for the S-wave Σ∗
cΣ̄ systems with Λ = 1 GeV.

FIG. 4. Dependence of the binding energy E on the cutoff Λ
for the S-wave Σ∗

cΣ̄ systems with the potential in Eq. (37).

represents the coupling constant between a baryon B and
pion in LπBB, can be derived from

⟨B, s⃗ |LπBB|B, s⃗ ⟩ ≡ ⟨B, s⃗ |Lπqq|B, s⃗ ⟩, (39)

where s⃗ represents the spin of B. The calculation of the
right-hand side of the above equation necessitates specific
quark-model wavefunctions for the initial and final states.
Following Ref. [64], we deduce

gpqq =
3
√
2

5

mq

MN
gπNN , (40)

gvqq =
√
2gρNN , (41)

gσqq =
1

3
gσNN , (42)

where gπNN , gρNN and gσNN can be obtained by fitting

FIG. 5. Diagrams for the t-channel pion and ρ-meson ex-
changes for BB̄′ → BB̄′.

to experimental data and mq ≈MN/3 ≈ 313 MeV [88] is
the constituent quark mass. Utilizing g2πNN/4π = 13.6,
g2ρNN/4π = 0.84 [40, 89], and gσNN = 8.7 [61], we obtain
gpqq ≈ 3.7, gvqq ≈ 4.6 and gσqq ≈ 2.9.

In order to evaluate the contributions of the pion-
exchange and the ρ-exchange in a generic BB̄′ system,
we will examine the amplitudes of the two processes de-
picted in Fig. 5(a) and (b). At the hadronic level, we
have

Mπ(BB̄′ → BB̄′) = −⟨B|LπBB|B⟩⟨B̄′|LπB′B′ |B̄′⟩
Q2 −m2

π

, (43)

where Q denotes the four-momentum of the exchanged
particle. Concurrently, with Eq. (39), the above equation
can be expressed at the quark level as

Mπ(BB̄′ → BB̄′) = −⟨B|Lπq1q1 |B⟩⟨B̄′|Lπq2q2 |B̄′⟩
Q2 −m2

π

. (44)
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Utilizing Eq. (38), we obtain6

Mπ(BB̄′ → BB̄′) = ⟨BB̄′|
−g2pqq
8m2

q

σ⃗1 · Q⃗σ⃗2 · Q⃗
Q2 −m2

π

|BB̄′⟩. (45)

Similarly, we derive the amplitude of the ρ exchange as

Mρ(BB̄′ → BB̄′) = ⟨BB̄′|
g2vqq
2

1

Q2 −m2
ρ

|BB̄′⟩

+⟨BB̄′|
g2vqq
8m2

q

(Q⃗× σ⃗1) · (Q⃗× σ⃗2)

Q2 −m2
ρ

|BB̄′⟩, (46)

where the second term on the right-hand side corresponds
to the contribution of the tensor term at the hadronic
level.

Using (⃗a1× a⃗2) ·(a⃗1× a⃗3) = a⃗21(⃗a2 · a⃗3)− (⃗a1 · a⃗2)(⃗a1 · a⃗3)
and Eq. (A42), for the S-wave BB̄′ system we get,

Mtensor
ρ (BB̄′ → BB̄′) = ⟨BB̄′|

g2vqq
8m2

q

2

3

σ⃗1 · σ⃗2Q⃗2

Q2 −m2
ρ

|BB̄′⟩,

(47)

Mπ(BB̄′ → BB̄′) = ⟨BB̄′|
−g2pqq
8m2

q

1

3

σ⃗1 · σ⃗2Q⃗2

Q2 −m2
π

|BB̄′⟩,

(48)

and their relative strength reads

Mtensor
ρ (BB̄′ → BB̄′)

Mπ(BB̄′ → BB̄′)
= −

2g2vqq
g2pqq

Q⃗2 +m2
π

Q⃗2 +m2
ρ

. (49)

As illustrated in Fig. 6(a), the ratio lies between approx-

imately −0.1 and −2.0 as |Q⃗| varies from 0 to 1 GeV,
indicating a certain degree of cancellation. To more ac-
curately depict this mutual cancellation effect, we convert
Eqs. (47,48) into the coordinate space using Eq. (A41).
Consequently, the ratio of the contribution from the ten-
sor term in the ρ-exchange potential to the pion-exchange
potential in the S-wave BB̄′ system reads

V tensor
ρ (r,Λρ)

Vπ(r,Λπ)
=

−2g2vqq
g2pqq

h(r,mρ,Λρ)−m2
ρg(r,mρ,Λρ)

h(r,mπ,Λπ)−m2
πg(r,mπ,Λπ)

.

(50)

At r = 0 fm, Λρ = Λπ = 1 GeV, we have

V tensor
ρ (r = 0 fm,Λρ = 1 GeV)

Vπ(r = 0 fm,Λπ = 1 GeV)
≈ −0.42, (51)

in line with Fig. 3. Varying the cutoff for the pion ex-
change to a smaller value, a larger cancellation may be
achieved,

V tensor
ρ (r = 0 fm,Λρ = 1 GeV)

Vπ(r = 0 fm,Λπ = 0.76 GeV)
≈ −1.0, (52)

6 Note that we omitted the flavor index in Eqs. (45,46) because it
is evident from Eq. (38) that the pion and ρ exchanges possess
identical flavor structure, which does not influence the assess-
ment of their relative strength.

as depicted in Fig. 6(b).
The same analysis can be applied to other pseudoscalar

mesons and vector mesons, provided they share the same
flavor structure. For instance, in the case of the S-wave
BB̄′ system where the light quark component includes
only u, d, ū and d̄, we can conduct a similar analysis for
η, ω and σ. The results are shown in Figs. 7 and 8. It is
observed that the contribution of the tensor term in the
ω-exchange potential is opposite in sign to that of the η-
exchange potential. Moreover, the former is significantly
stronger than the latter, which further elucidates why the
contribution of the η is nearly negligible in the general
OBE model. Concurrently, the vector coupling term in
the ω-exchange potential at short distances is comparable
in magnitude to that of the σ-exchange potential and
shares the same sign.
In conclusion, we find that it is a plausible approxima-

tion to consider the contribution of the tensor term in the
ρ-exchange potential and the pion-exchange potential as
mutually cancelling, i.e., Vπ + V tensor

ρ ≈ 0, in the OBE

model for any S-wave BB̄′ systems. In addition, if the
light quark component comprises only u, d, ū and d̄, then
the η-exchange potential becomes entirely negligible in
comparison to the ω-exchange potential. Given the spin-
isospin independence of the σ meson, which effectively
leads to a single background term, this observation eluci-
dates the rationality of the OBE model being dominated
by the exchange of vector mesons.

C. Results after considering Vπ + V tensor
ρ ≈ 0

From the above discussion, one may use the following
approximation for the effective potential,

Vtotal(r) = Vσ(r) + Vη(r) + V vector
ρ (r) + Vω(r), (53)

shown in Fig. 9. Results for the binding energies of the
S-wave Σ∗

cΣ̄ system with this potential are depicted in
Fig. 10. The difference between the corresponding curves
in Fig. 4 and Fig. 10 is an indication of the unavoidable
model dependence of the OBE model. Nevertheless, a
Σ∗

cΣ̄ bound state solution exists for 0(2−) and 1(2−) for
both potentials with the cutoff in the range between 0.9
to 1.1 GeV.

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we take the calculation of the Σ∗
cΣ̄ bound

states as an example and systematically clarify the com-
plex issues encountered in the OBE model, including the

effects of the sum of initial and final state momenta k⃗,
the δ3(r⃗ ) potential, and the contribution of the tensor

term in the vector-meson exchange. The momentum k⃗
in the amplitude, which originates solely from the spinors
and introduces derivatives of the radial wavefunction, is
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(a) (b)

FIG. 6. (a) Ratio of the tensor-term contribution in the ρ-exchange amplitude to the pion-exchange amplitude in the S-wave
BB̄′ → BB̄′ process, and (b) ratio of the tensor-term contribution in the ρ-exchange potential to the pion-exchange potential at
r = 0 fm with Λρ = 1 GeV in the S-wave BB̄′ system.

(a) (b)

FIG. 7. (a) Ratio of the tensor-term contribution in ω-exchange amplitude to total η-exchange amplitude in the S-wave
BB̄′ → BB̄′ process, and (b) ratio of the tensor-term contribution in ω-exchange potential to total η-exchange potential at
r = 0 fm and Λω = 1 GeV in the S-wave BB̄′ system.

suppressed as O(k⃗2/M2) in the potential and thus negli-
gible when the particle mass is significantly heavier than
the binding momentum of the bound state. For the Σ∗

cΣ̄

systems, we retain the k⃗ dependence as the Σ is a light
baryon.

We find using quark model relations that for any S-
wave baryon-antibaryon system the pion-exchange po-
tential with the δ3(r⃗ ) term and the tensor coupling con-
tribution to the ρ-exchange potential have similar magni-
tudes but with different signs, indicating a tendency for
mutual cancellation.

Despite the model dependence of the results, we find
that I(JP ) = 0(2−) and 1(2−) each emerge as the most
probable quantum numbers to have a Σ∗

cΣ̄ bound state,
with mass around 3.7 GeV. They may be looked for in
the final states of D̄sΣ

∗
cΣ̄, D̄sΣ

∗
cΛ̄, D̄sΛcΣ̄

(∗), D̄sΛcΛ̄,
D̄sD

∗
sπ, D̄sD

∗
sη, D̄sDsρ, D̄sDsω, D̄sD

∗K, etc. from the
e+e− annihilation process at Belle-II or experiments at
other electron-positron colliders with higher luminosity
in the future.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 8. (a) Ratio of the vector-term contribution in ω-exchange amplitude to the total σ-exchange amplitude in the S-wave
BB̄′ → BB̄′ process, and (b) ratio of vector-term contribution in ω-exchange potential to total σ-exchange potential at r = 0 fm
and Λω = 1 GeV in the S-wave BB̄′ system.

FIG. 9. Effective potentials for the S-wave Σ∗
cΣ̄ systems at Λ = 1 GeV after dropping the pion-exchange potential and the

contribution of the tensor term in the ρ-exchange potential.

Appendix A: Basic formalism of the OBE Model

To find the bound state of two particles, we need to solve the relative-motion part of the Schrödinger equation for
the two-body system in quantum mechanics (QM), given by

Ĥ|Ψ⟩ = E|Ψ⟩. (A1)

Here, Ĥ represents the relative-motion part of the Hamiltonian of the system, and |Ψ⟩ is the wavefunction of the
relative motion. Let us impose the constraint that the solution of this equation is given by

|Ψ⟩ = |f⟩r|2S+1LJ , Jz⟩|I I3⟩. (A2)

Here, the |f⟩r represents the radial part of the relative-motion wavefunction |Ψ⟩, and the notation |2S+1LJ , Jz⟩|I I3⟩
denotes that the quantum number of the total spin is S, the relative orbital angular momentum is L, the total angular
momentum is J , the third component of total angular momentum is Jz, the total isospin is I and the third component
of the total isospin is I3 of the system. We can rewrite the Schrödinger equation as

Ĥ|f⟩r|2S+1LJ , Jz⟩|I I3⟩ = E|f⟩r|2S+1LJ , Jz⟩|I I3⟩. (A3)
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FIG. 10. Dependence of the binding energy E on the cutoff
Λ for the S-wave Σ∗

cΣ̄ systems with the potential in Eq. (53)
which has dropped the pion-exchange potential and the con-
tribution of the tensor term in the ρ-exchange potential.

Multiplying r⟨r|⟨2S+1LJ , Jz|⟨I I3| from the left to the above equation, we have

r⟨r|⟨2S+1LJ , Jz|⟨I I3|Ĥ|f⟩r|2S+1LJ , Jz⟩|I I3⟩ = Ef(r). (A4)

Taking into account

|2S+1LJ , Jz⟩ = | ((S1S2)SL) JJz⟩ =
∑

Sz Lz

∑
S1z S2z

CSSz

S1S1z ;S2S2z
CJJz

SSz ;LLz
|S1S1z⟩|S2S2z⟩|LLz⟩

=
∑

Lz S1z

C
S(Jz−Lz)
S1S1z ;S2(Jz−Lz−S1z)

CJJz

S(Jz−Lz);LLz
|S1S1z⟩|S2(Jz − Lz − S1z)⟩|LLz⟩, (A5)

the complete bases ∫
d3x⃗|x⃗⟩⟨x⃗| = 1,

∫
d3p⃗ |p⃗ ⟩⟨p⃗ | = 1, (A6)

and Ĥ =
ˆ⃗p 2

2µ + V̂ , where CSSz

S1S1z ;S2S2z
is the Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficient for the SU(2) group, and µ is the reduced

mass of the two-body system, Eq. (A4) can be rewritten as

− 1

2µr

d2

dr2
(rf(r)) +

L(L+ 1)

2µr2
f(r) +

∑
LzS1z

∑
L′

zS3z

C
S(Jz−Lz)
S1S1z ;S2(Jz−Lz−S1z)

CJJz

S(Jz−Lz);LLz
C

S(Jz−L′
z)

S1S3z ;S2(Jz−L′
z−S3z)

CJJz

S(Jz−L′
z);LL′

z

∫
dxδ(r − x)

(∫
dΩd3p⃗ ′d3p⃗d3x⃗ ′f(x′)Y Lz

L (θ′, φ′)Y
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ)

⟨x⃗|p⃗ ′⟩⟨p⃗ |x⃗ ′⟩⟨p⃗ ′, S1S3z, S2 (Jz − L′
z − S3z) , II3|V̂ |p⃗, S1S1z, S2 (Jz − Lz − S1z) , II3⟩

)
= Ef(r) ,

(A7)

with the boundary conditions

lim
r→0

rf(r) = 0, lim
r→∞

rf(r) = 0. (A8)

We will solve Eq. (A7) for the radial wavefunction f(r), subject to the boundary conditions in Eq. (A8), to find
bound states. Furthermore, for simplicity, we define∑̂

≡
∑

LzS1z

∑
L′

zS3z

C
S(Jz−Lz)
S1S1z ;S2(Jz−Lz−S1z)

CJJz

S(Jz−Lz);LLz
C

S(Jz−L′
z)

S1S3z ;S2(Jz−L′
z−S3z)

CJJz

S(Jz−L′
z);LL′

z
, (A9)

∑̂
S−wave

≡
∑
S1z

∑
S3z

CSJz

S1S1z ;S2(Jz−S1z)
CJJz

SJz ;00
CSJz

S1S3z ;S2(Jz−S3z)
CJJz

SJz ;00
. (A10)
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Using the relation between the amplitude in Quantum Field Theory (QFT) and the potential in momentum space in
QM, Eq. (C16), the Schrödinger equation becomes

− 1

2µr

d2

dr2
(rf(r)) +

L(L+ 1)

2µr2
f(r) +

∑̂∫
dxδ(r − x)

[∫
dΩd3p⃗ ′d3p⃗d3x⃗ ′f(x′)Y Lz

L (θ′, φ′)Y
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ) ⟨x⃗|p⃗ ′⟩⟨p⃗ |x⃗ ′⟩

× −1

(2π)3
M(p⃗, S1S1z, S2 (Jz − Lz − S1z) , II3 → p⃗ ′, S1S3z, S2 (Jz − L′

z − S3z) , II3)

]
= Ef(r). (A11)

Considering ⟨r⃗ |p⃗ ⟩ = (2π)−3/2eip⃗·r⃗, the variable transformations
q⃗ = p⃗ ′ − p⃗

k⃗ = p⃗ ′ + p⃗

x⃗1 = x⃗−x⃗ ′

2

x⃗2 = x⃗+x⃗ ′

2

⇐⇒


p⃗ = k⃗−q⃗

2

p⃗ ′ = k⃗+q⃗
2

x⃗ = x⃗1 + x⃗2
x⃗ ′ = x⃗2 − x⃗1

, (A12)

and the Fourier transformation

Fx⃗→q⃗[f(x⃗)] =

∫
f(x⃗)e−iq⃗·x⃗d3x⃗, (A13)

F−1
q⃗→x⃗[g(q⃗ )] =

1

(2π)3

∫
g(q⃗ )eiq⃗·x⃗d3q⃗, (A14)

the integrals of Eq. (A11) in momentum space can be recast as∫
d3p⃗ ′d3p⃗⟨x⃗|p⃗ ′⟩⟨p⃗ |x⃗ ′⟩ −1

(2π)3
M(p⃗, p⃗ ′) = −1

8
F−1

q⃗→x⃗2

[
F−1

k⃗→x⃗1

[
M

(
k⃗ − q⃗

2
,
k⃗ + q⃗

2

)]]
, (A15)

where the −1/8 arises from the variable transformation. Furthermore, we introduce a new function ψ(r) = rf(r) to
simplify the calculation further. Finally, the Schrödinger equation can be rewritten in the following form

ψ′′(r)− L(L+ 1)

r2
ψ(r) + 2µEψ(r)− 2µrV̂

M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1LJ ,Jz ;I,I3⟩(r)
ψ(r)

r
= 0, (A16)

where

V̂
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1LJ ,Jz ;I,I3⟩(r)f(r) = −1

8

∑̂∫
dxδ(r − x)

[∫
dΩd3x⃗ ′f(x′)Y Lz

L (θ′, φ′)Y
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ)

×F−1
q⃗→x⃗2

[
F−1

k⃗→x⃗1

[
M

(
k⃗ − q⃗

2
, S1S1z, S2 (Jz − Lz − S1z) , II3 → k⃗ + q⃗

2
, S1S3z, S2 (Jz − L′

z − S3z) , II3

)]]]
. (A17)

The superscript M(p⃗, p⃗ ′) denotes the amplitude corresponding to the effective potential, while the subscript
|2S+1LJ , Jz; I, I3⟩ represents the state labeled by the corresponding quantum numbers of the two-body system. The
quantum numbers of Jz and I3 are generally omitted since they do not affect final results. Similarly, the boundary
conditions in Eq. (A8) can be rewritten as

lim
r→0

ψ(r) = 0, lim
r→∞

ψ(r) = 0. (A18)

For S-wave (L=0), the aforementioned formulas can be simplified as

ψ′′(r) + 2µEψ(r)− 2µrV̂
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(r)
ψ(r)

r
= 0, (A19)

where

V̂
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(r)f(r) = − 1

32π

∑̂
S−wave

∫
dxδ(r − x)

[∫
dΩd3x⃗ ′f(x′)

×F−1
q⃗→x⃗2

[
F−1

k⃗→x⃗1

[
M

(
k⃗ − q⃗

2
, S1S1z, S2 (Jz − S1z) , II3 → k⃗ + q⃗

2
, S1S3z, S2 (Jz − S3z) , II3

)]]]
. (A20)
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By further simplifying with the redefined amplitude

M|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(p⃗→ p⃗ ′) ≡
∑̂

S−wave

M(p⃗, S1S1z, S2 (Jz − S1z) , II3 → p⃗ ′, S1S3z, S2 (Jz − S3z) , II3) , (A21)

Eq. (A20) can be streamlined to

V̂
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(r)f(r) = −
∫

dxδ(r − x)

[∫
dΩd3x⃗ ′ f(x

′)

32π
F−1

q⃗→x⃗2

[
F−1

k⃗→x⃗1

[
M|2S+1SJ ;I⟩

(
k⃗ − q⃗

2
→ k⃗ + q⃗

2

)]]]
. (A22)

It is worth noting that, in most papers concerning the OBE model, the amplitude generally does not include terms

depending on the sum of the initial and final state c.m. momenta k⃗, i.e., setting k⃗ = p⃗+ p⃗ ′ = 0. As a result, only the
momentum q⃗ of the exchanged meson from the propagator remains in the amplitude of Eq. (A17). For this specific
case, according to

−1

8
F−1

q⃗→x⃗2

[
F−1

k⃗→x⃗1
[M(q⃗ )]

]
= −F−1

q⃗→x⃗2
[M(q⃗ )] δ3(x⃗− x⃗ ′) , (A23)

Eq. (A17) can be further simplified to

V̂
M(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩(r)f(r) = −
∑̂[∫

dΩY Lz

L (θ, φ)Y
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ)F−1

q⃗→r⃗[M(q⃗)]

]
f(r). (A24)

Clearly, the impact of an effective potential operator on the radial wavefunction, i.e., V̂
M(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩(r)f(r), can be simply

regarded as an effective potential function

V
M(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩(r) =
∑̂[∫

dΩY Lz

L (θ, φ)Y
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ) (−1)F−1

q⃗→r⃗[M(q⃗)]

]
. (A25)

Hence, in the subsequent discussion of the amplitude, which only contains the momenta q⃗, we may get rid of the hat
on V̂ to imply that its effect is equivalent to a function in Schrödinger equation.
In particular, with the redefined amplitude in Eq. (A21), the corresponding case for S-wave is

V̂
M(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(r)f(r) = − 1

4π

∫
dΩF−1

q⃗→r⃗

[
M|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(q⃗ )

]
f(r). (A26)

In other words, when the amplitude contains only momentum q⃗, computing the S-wave effective potential boils down to
taking the average of the redefined amplitude across the full solid angle space after applying a Fourier transformation,
subject to a minus sign determined by the established convention within the relation between amplitude and potential.

We introduce an monopole form factor

F (q) =
Λ2 −m2

ex

Λ2 − q2

at each vertex, where Λ represents the cutoff parameter and mex denotes the mass of the exchanged meson. Since we
are interested in near-threshold bound state, we disregard the term of O( 1

M2 ). Actually, we only need to calculate
the following cases of M in Eq. (A17),

1

q⃗ 2 +m2
F 2(q⃗ ), 1 · F 2(q⃗ ),

q⃗ 2

q⃗ 2 +m2
F 2(q⃗ ),

A⃗ · q⃗B⃗ · q⃗
q⃗ 2 +m2

F 2(q⃗ ),

k2

q⃗ 2 +m2
F 2(q⃗ ),

A⃗ · k⃗B⃗ · k⃗
q⃗ 2 +m2

F 2(q⃗ ),
A⃗ · q⃗B⃗ · k⃗
q⃗ 2 +m2

F 2(q⃗ ),
k⃗ × q⃗

q⃗ 2 +m2
F 2(q⃗ ).

(A27)

After lengthy derivations and using the following notations,

ψ(r⃗, L, Lz) = f(r)Y Lz

L (θ, φ) , (A28)

g(r,m,Λ) = F−1
q⃗→r⃗

[
F 2(q⃗ )

q⃗ 2 +m2

]
=

1

4π

(
e−mr − e−Λr

r
− Λ2 −m2

2Λ
e−Λr

)
, (A29)
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h(r,m,Λ) = F−1
q⃗→r⃗

[
1 · F 2(q⃗ )

]
=

(
Λ2 −m2

4π

)2
2π

Λ
e−Λr, (A30)

we arrive at the following results:

V̂
1

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂

(−1)g(r,m,Λ)δLzLz′ f(r), (A31)

V̂
1·F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩f(r) =
∑̂

(−1)h(r,m,Λ)δLzLz′ f(r), (A32)

V̂
q⃗2

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂

(−1)
[
h(r,m,Λ)−m2g(r,m,Λ)

]
δLzLz′ f(r), (A33)

V̂
A⃗·q⃗B⃗·q⃗
q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂∫

dΩY
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ)ψ(r⃗, L, Lz)

(
A⃗ · ∇B⃗ · ∇

)
g(r,m,Λ), (A34)

V̂
k⃗2

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂∫

dΩY
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ) 4

[
∇2 (ψ(r⃗, L, Lz) g(r,m,Λ))−∇ψ (r⃗, L, Lz) · ∇g(r,m,Λ)

− 3

4
ψ (r⃗, L, Lz)∇2g(r,m,Λ)

]
, (A35)

V̂
A⃗·k⃗B⃗·k⃗
q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂∫

dΩY
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ)

[
4A⃗ · ∇B⃗ · ∇(ψ(r⃗, L, Lz) g(r,m,Λ))− 2A⃗ · ∇

(
ψ (r⃗, L, Lz) B⃗ · ∇g(r,m,Λ)

)
− 2B⃗ · ∇

(
ψ(r⃗, L, Lz) A⃗ · ∇g(r,m,Λ)

)
+ ψ(r⃗, L, Lz) B⃗ · ∇A⃗ · ∇g(r,m,Λ)

]
, (A36)

V̂
A⃗·q⃗B⃗·k⃗
q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂∫

dΩY
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ)

[
2
(
B⃗ · ∇ψ(r⃗, L, Lz)

)(
A⃗ · ∇g(r,m,Λ)

)
+ ψ(r⃗, L, Lz)

(
B⃗ · ∇A⃗ · ∇g(r,m,Λ)

)]
, (A37)

V̂
k⃗×q⃗

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1LJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂∫

dΩY
L′

z∗
L (θ, φ) 2 (∇ψ(r⃗, L, Lz))× (∇g(r,m,Λ))

=
∑̂

(−2i)
f(r)

r

dg(r,m,Λ)

dr

∫
dΩY

L′
z∗

L (θ, φ)
ˆ⃗
LY Lz

L (θ, φ) , (A38)

where
ˆ⃗
L = r⃗ × ˆ⃗p = r⃗ × (−i∇) is the orbital angular momentum operator.

It is worth noting that the momentum k⃗ introduces the derivative of the radial wavefunction, specifically f ′(r) and
f ′′(r). Furthermore, for S-wave, the aforementioned Eqs. (A31-A38) will be simplified as follows:

V̂
1

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂

S−wave

(−1)g(r,m,Λ)f(r), (A39)

V̂
1·F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩f(r) =
∑̂

S−wave

(−1)h(r,m,Λ)f(r), (A40)

V̂
q⃗2

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂

S−wave

(−1)
[
h(r,m,Λ)−m2g(r,m,Λ)

]
f(r), (A41)

V̂
A⃗·q⃗B⃗·q⃗
q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
A⃗ · B⃗
3

V̂
q⃗2

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+10J ;I⟩ f(r), (A42)

V̂
k⃗2

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂

S−wave

1

8πΛr2

[
e−r(Λ+m)

(
emr

(
4f ′(r)

(
r
(
m2 (2− Λr) + Λ3r

)
− 2Λ

)
+ 4rf ′′(r)

(
m2r − Λ (Λr + 2)

)
+ Λrf(r)

(
m2 (Λr − 2)− Λ3r

))
+ 2ΛeΛr

(
(4− 4mr) f ′(r) + 4rf ′′(r) +m2rf(r)

))]
, (A43)

V̂
A⃗·k⃗B⃗·k⃗
q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
A⃗ · B⃗
3

V̂
k⃗2

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗)

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r), (A44)
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V̂
q⃗·k⃗

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
∑̂

S−wave

[
2e−mr

(
m2rf(r)− 2 (mr + 1) f ′(r)

)
8πr2

+
e−Λr

(
2f ′(r)

(
−m2r2 + Λr (Λr + 2) + 2

)
+ rf(r)

(
m2 (Λr − 2)− Λ3r

))
8πr2

]
, (A45)

V̂
A⃗·q⃗B⃗·k⃗
q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =
A⃗ · B⃗
3

V̂
q⃗·k⃗

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r), (A46)

V̂
k⃗×q⃗

q⃗2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

|2S+1SJ ;I⟩ f(r) =0. (A47)

In summary, the crucial computation in the OBE model can be broken down into three steps:

1. Compute the amplitude M(p⃗, S1S1z, S2S2z, II3 → p⃗ ′, S1S3z, S2S4z, II3) of the t-channel Feynman diagram. For
S-wave, this step involves computing the redefined amplitude M|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(p⃗→ p⃗ ′) as depicted in Eq. (A21).

2. Perform the integrals in Eq. (A17) with the assistance of Eqs. (A31-A38). For the S-wave scattering, this step
is simplified to calculating Eq. (A22) in light of Eqs. (A39-A47).

3. Solve the Schrödinger Eq. (A16), or Eq. (A19) for the S-wave case.

Appendix B: The amplitude for the t-channel process of Σ∗
cΣ̄ → Σ∗

cΣ̄

With the consideration that the spin of the particle Σ∗
c is 3

2 , its vector-spinor wavefunction is formed through the
coupling of the spin-1/2 spinor and spin-1 polarization vector [60], which can be expressed as

uµ(p⃗, λ) =
∑
λ1,λ2

〈
1λ1,

1

2
λ2

∣∣∣∣ 32λ
〉
ϵµ(p⃗, λ1)u(p⃗, λ2) =

∑
λ1,λ2

C
3
2λ

1λ1;
1
2λ2

ϵµ(p⃗, λ1)u(p⃗, λ2). (B1)

The wavefunctions for spin-1/2 and spin-1 particles are defined as follows:

u
(
p⃗, α

)
=

(
φα

σ⃗·p⃗
2Mφα

)
, v

(
p⃗, α

)
=

(
σ⃗·p⃗
2M χα

χα

)
, (B2)

ϵ(±1) = ∓ 1√
2
(0, 1,±i, 0) , ϵ(0) = (0, 0, 0, 1) , (B3)

where φα and χα are two-component spinors, σ⃗ represents the Pauli matrices, M is the mass of the particle, and p⃗ is
its momentum.

With these relations, one can derive the scattering amplitude for the process depicted in Fig. 1. We will neglect

the O
(
p⃗ 2/M2

)
terms, as their impact on the effective potential is minimal for non-relativistic systems. For a more

detailed discussion, see Appendix D. Below we derive the S-wave amplitudes.
For the σ exchange, based on Eq. (A21), it is straightforward to derive

Mσ
|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(p⃗→ p⃗ ′) ≈ −Cσ(I)

q⃗ 2 +m2
σ

, (B4)

where Cσ(I) = −gσB∗
6B

∗
6
gΣΣσFσ(I). For the pseudoscalar meson exchange, we have

Mp
|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(p⃗→ p⃗ ′) ≈ Cp(I)

2MΣ∗
c

∆SASB

3

q⃗ 2

q⃗ 2 +m2
p

, (B5)

where

∆SASB
=

9− 2S(S + 1)

3
=

{
5
3 (S = 1)
−1 (S = 2)

, (B6)

and Cp(I) = − 1
mp
gB∗

6B
∗
6p
gΣΣpFp(I). Analogously, for the vector meson exchange, the corresponding redefined ampli-

tude is

Mv
|2S+1SJ ;I⟩(p⃗→ p⃗ ′) ≈ Fv(I)gΣΣv

(
gB∗

6B
∗
6v
M1 + gB∗

6B
∗
6v
kΣΣv

2MΣ
M2 +

fB∗
6B

∗
6v

2MΣ∗
c

M3 +
fB∗

6B
∗
6v

2MΣ∗
c

kΣΣv

2MΣ
M4

)
, (B7)
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where

M1 =
1

q⃗ 2 +m2
v

, (B8)

M2 =
1

q⃗ 2 +m2
v

[
− q⃗ 2

2MΣ
+

1

8MΣ∗
c

(
8∆SASB

3
q⃗ 2 +

∆
(1)
ten

3
q⃗ · k⃗

)]
, (B9)

M3 =
1

2MΣ

1

q⃗ 2 +m2
v

(
∆

(2)
ten

q⃗ · k⃗
3

+ 2∆SASB

q⃗ 2

3

)
, (B10)

M4 =
1

q⃗ 2 +m2
v

(
−1

2

)
−4∆SASB

3
q⃗ 2, (B11)

and for the S-wave, one has

∆
(1)
ten = ∆

(2)
ten = 0. (B12)

Let us comment on one subtle detail in the derivation. The Σ̄ belongs to the 2̄ representation of the spin SU(2) group,
whereas the Σ belongs to the 2 representation. The 2 and 2̄ representations of the SU(2) group are equivalent. However,
to uphold consistency in the application of CG coefficients, a similarity transformation on the 2̄ representation is
required. We adopt the following convention for the two-component spinors in Eq. (B2):

φ
1
2 =

(
1
0

)
, φ− 1

2 =

(
0
1

)
, χ

1
2 =

(
0
1

)
, χ− 1

2 =

(
−1
0

)
. (B13)

Appendix C: Relation between the momentum-space potential and the QFT amplitude

The relation between the amplitude and the potential can be established by comparing the S-matrix elements in
QFT and in QM. Specifically, for a two-to-two elastic scattering process, the QFT representation is given by

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|Ŝ|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩ = ⟨p⃗1p⃗2|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩+ (2π)4δ4(pA + pB − p1 − p2) · iM(pA + pB → p1 + p2) . (C1)

In the QM context, it is represented as

⟨p⃗ ′|Ŝ|p⃗ ⟩ = δ3(p⃗ ′ − p⃗ )− 2πiδ(Ep⃗ ′ − Ep⃗) ⟨p⃗ ′|T̂
(
Ep⃗+i0+

)
|p⃗ ⟩≈ δ3(p⃗ ′ − p⃗ )− 2πiδ(Ep⃗ ′ − Ep⃗) ⟨p⃗ ′|V̂ |p⃗ ⟩. (C2)

Here p⃗ = (M2p⃗A −M1p⃗B)/M and p⃗ ′ = (M2p⃗1 −M1p⃗2)/M denote the relative momentum of the initial and final
two-body systems, respectively. Furthermore, p2A = p21 = M2

1 , p
2
B = p22 = M2

2 and M = M1 +M2. The S-matrix
elements in QFT and QM should be the same up to the normalization, i.e.,

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|Ŝ|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT
=

⟨p⃗ ′|Ŝ|p⃗ ⟩QM

⟨p⃗ ′|p⃗ ⟩QM
, (C3)

which implies that

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|Ŝ|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT =
⟨p⃗1p⃗2|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT

⟨p⃗ ′|p⃗ ⟩QM
⟨p⃗ ′|Ŝ|p⃗ ⟩QM. (C4)

In QFT, we adopt the normalization |p⃗, r⟩ =
√

2Ep⃗ a
r†
p⃗ |0⟩ and

{arp⃗, a
s†
q⃗ } = {brp⃗, b

s†
q⃗ } = (2π)

3
δ3(p⃗− q⃗ ) δrs (C5)

for the Dirac field. In QM, we have ⟨x⃗|p⃗ ⟩ = (2π)−3/2eip⃗·x⃗ and Eq. (A6). So we obtain

QFT ⟨p⃗, r|q⃗, s⟩ =
√

2Ep⃗

√
2Eq⃗ (2π)

3
δ3(p⃗− q⃗ ) δrs, (C6)

QM ⟨p⃗, r|q⃗, s⟩ = δ3(p⃗− q⃗ ) δrs. (C7)
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Clearly, the spin of a particle only generates the identical term δrs in both QM and QFT. For simplicity, we will
disregard the particle’s spin in the following. Thus, we have

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT

⟨p⃗ ′|p⃗ ⟩QM
=

√
2Ep⃗1

2Ep⃗2
2Ep⃗A

2Ep⃗B
(2π)

6
δ3(p⃗1 − p⃗A) δ

3(p⃗2 − p⃗B)

δ3(p⃗ ′ − p⃗ )
. (C8)

We define P⃗ = p⃗A + p⃗B and P⃗ ′ = p⃗1 + p⃗2 as the total three-momenta of the initial and final two-body systems,
respectively. Utilizing the property of the Dirac-δ function, i.e., f(x) δ(x− x0) = f(x0)δ(x− x0), we get

δ3(p⃗ ′ − p⃗ )δ3(P⃗ ′ − P⃗ ) = δ3
(
M2

M
(p⃗1 − p⃗A)−

M1

M
(p⃗2 − p⃗B)

)
δ3((p⃗1 − p⃗A)− (p⃗B − p⃗2))

= δ3
(
M2

M
(p⃗1 − p⃗A) +

M1

M
(p⃗1 − p⃗A)

)
δ3((p⃗1 − p⃗A)− (p⃗B − p⃗2))

= δ3(p⃗1 − p⃗A) δ
3(p⃗2 − p⃗B) . (C9)

Then, we have

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT

⟨p⃗ ′|p⃗ ⟩QM
=
√
2Ep⃗1

2Ep⃗2
2Ep⃗A

2Ep⃗B
(2π)

6
δ3(P⃗ ′ − P⃗ ), (C10)

which just means that the total momentum is conserved and in the usual QM treatment the c.m. motion has been
factored out. Substituting Eq. (C10) into Eq. (C4), we obtain

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|Ŝ|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT =
√

2Ep⃗1
2Ep⃗2

2Ep⃗A
2Ep⃗B

(2π)
6
δ3(P⃗ ′ − P⃗ )⟨p⃗ ′|Ŝ|p⃗ ⟩QM. (C11)

Considering Eqs. (C1,C6), we have

⟨p⃗1p⃗2|Ŝ|p⃗Ap⃗B⟩QFT =
√
2Ep⃗1

2Ep⃗2
2Ep⃗A

2Ep⃗B
(2π)

6
δ3(p⃗1 − p⃗A) δ

3(p⃗2 − p⃗B)

+ (2π)
4
δ4(pA + pB − p1 − p2) · iM(pA + pB → p1 + p2) . (C12)

Substituting Eq. (C2) into the right half part of Eq. (C11), we obtain

δ3(P⃗ ′ − P⃗ )⟨p⃗ ′|Ŝ|p⃗ ⟩QM = δ3(P⃗ ′ − P⃗ )δ3(p⃗ ′ − p⃗ )− (2π) iδ(Ep⃗ ′ − Ep⃗) δ
3(P⃗ ′ − P⃗ )⟨p⃗ ′|V̂ |p⃗ ⟩

= δ3(p⃗1 − p⃗A) δ
3(p⃗2 − p⃗B)− (2π) iδ4(pA + pB − p1 − p2) ⟨p⃗ ′|V̂ |p⃗ ⟩. (C13)

From Eqs. (C11-C13), it is easy to get

−
√
2Ep⃗1

2Ep⃗2
2Ep⃗A

2Ep⃗B
(2π)

7
i⟨p⃗ ′|V̂ |p⃗ ⟩ = (2π)

4
iM(pA + pB → p1 + p2) . (C14)

Finally, we obtain

⟨p⃗ ′|V |p⃗ ⟩ = − M(pA + pB → p1 + p2)

(2π)
3√

2Ep⃗1
2Ep⃗2

2Ep⃗A
2Ep⃗B

≈ − M(pA + pB → p1 + p2)

(2π)
3 √

2M12M22MA2MB

. (C15)

This relation differs from those in Refs. [71, 72, 77, 90], due to the distinct normalization relation of ⟨x⃗|p⃗ ⟩ in QM.

However, when using Eq. (B2) as the spin-1/2 particle wavefunction, where |p⃗, r⟩ = ar†p⃗ |0⟩, Eq. (C15) will not contain√
2Mi. Therefore, in this paper, the relation between amplitude and potential in momentum space reads

⟨p⃗ ′|V |p⃗ ⟩ ≈ − 1

(2π)3
M(pA + pB → p1 + p2). (C16)

Appendix D: Relative importance of each term in the scattering amplitude

In this appendix, we scrutinize the contribution from each term in the amplitude to the effective potential with the
intention of simplifying the computation by eliminating insignificant quantities.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 11. The different S-wave effective potential V (r) from different amplitude M(q⃗ ) (a) or the different S-wave effective

potential V0(r) from different amplitude M(q⃗, k⃗) (b), where Λ = 1 GeV, m = 0.5 GeV and A⃗ · B⃗ = 1. The curves of M2 and
M3 align perfectly, as they should according to Eq. (A42); similarly the M4 and M5 curves are identical due to Eq. (A44).

First, we compare the following four distinct terms:

M0 =
1

q⃗ 2 +m2
F 2(q⃗ ), M1 =

1

M2
1

F 2(q⃗ ), M2 =
1

M2
2

q⃗ 2

q⃗ 2 +m2
F 2(q⃗ ), M3 =

1

M2
3

A⃗ · q⃗B⃗ · q⃗
q⃗ 2 +m2

F 2(q⃗ ), (D1)

where we introduce additional masses Mi(i = 1, 2, 3) to match the dimensions of all terms. To compare the relative
importance of the effective potentials from the terms in Eq. (D1), we normalize them at r = 0 fm:

lim
r→0

VM0(r) = lim
r→0

VM1(r) = lim
r→0

VM2(r) = lim
r→0

VM3(r), (D2)

which results in

M2
1 = (Λ +m)

2
, M2

2 = Λ(Λ + 2m) , M2
3 =

A⃗ · B⃗Λ (Λ + 2m)

3
. (D3)

The resulting S-wave effective potentials obtained by assigning Λ = 1 GeV, m = 0.5 GeV and A⃗ · B⃗ = 1 are depicted
in Fig. 11(a). To a certain extent, from the results we can estimate that

q⃗ 2 → Λ (Λ + 2m) . (D4)

We note that the average effect of the exchanged-meson momentum is too large, even though we have incorporated
a form factor to suppress the contribution from high-momentum transition.

Next, we consider the other terms in amplitude, which contain momentum k⃗,

M4 =
1

M2
4

k⃗2

q⃗ 2 +m2
F 2(q⃗ ), M5 =

1

M2
5

A⃗ · k⃗B⃗ · k⃗
q⃗ 2 +m2

F 2(q⃗ ), M6 =
1

M2
6

A⃗ · q⃗B⃗ · k⃗
q⃗ 2 +m2

F 2(q⃗ ). (D5)

Given that k⃗ introduces the derivatives of the radial wavefunction, we adopt Eq. (28) in the form of

rV̂M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)(r)
ψ(r)

r
= V

M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
0 (r)ψ(r) + V

M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
1 (r)ψ′(r) + V

M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
2 (r)ψ′′(r), (D6)

where the additional subscripts 0, 1 and 2 correspond to the number of derivatives on ψ(r). For terms containing

only q⃗, they can also be expanded in this manner, where only V
M(q⃗ )
0 (r)ψ(r) appears, i.e., V

M(q⃗ )
1 (r) = V

M(q⃗ )
2 (r) = 0.

It can be verified that the effects from ψ′(r) and ψ′′(r) in the Schrödinger equation are marginal and do not alter the

existence of bound states as discussed in Section IIIA. Therefore, we primarily focus on the magnitude of V
M(p⃗,p⃗ ′)
0 (r)

as the main contribution of the corresponding term to the effective potential.
For a comparison of the behavior of each term, we take the following normalization at r = 0 fm

lim
r→0

VM0(r) = lim
r→0

VM4
0 (r) = lim

r→0
VM5
0 (r) = lim

r→0
VM6
0 (r), (D7)
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which results in

M2
4 = −Λ(Λ + 2m)

3
, M2

5 = − A⃗ · B⃗Λ(Λ + 2m)

9
, M2

6 =
A⃗ · B⃗Λ(Λ + 2m)

9
. (D8)

The results obtained by setting Λ = 1 GeV, m = 0.5 GeV and A⃗ · B⃗ = 1 are shown in Fig. 11(b).
Let us take the terms in ū(p⃗ ′, S3z)u(p⃗, S1z) as an example. With Eq. (B2) and the γ-matrices in Bjorken-Drell

representation,

γ0 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, γi =

(
0 σi

−σi 0

)
, γ5 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, (D9)

we obtain

ū(p⃗ ′, S3z)u(p⃗, S1z) = ϕS3z†
(
1− σ⃗ · p⃗ ′σ⃗ · p⃗

4M2

)
ϕS1z . (D10)

With (σ⃗ · a⃗1)(σ⃗ · a⃗2) = a⃗1 · a⃗2 + iσ⃗ · (⃗a1 × a⃗2) for [σ⃗, a⃗1] = [σ⃗, a⃗2] = 0, Eqs. (A12, A47) and the above normalizations
at r = 0 fm, for the S-wave we have

V
ū(p⃗ ′,S3z)u(p⃗,S1z)

q⃗ 2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

0 (r) = V

ϕS3z†
(
1− k⃗2−q⃗2

16M2

)
ϕS1z

q⃗ 2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

0 (r)
r→0−−−→ V

ϕS3z†(1+Λ(Λ+2m)

12M2 )ϕS1z

q⃗ 2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

0 (r)

= ϕS3z†
(
1 +

Λ(Λ + 2m)

12M2

)
ϕS1zV

1
q⃗ 2+m2 F 2(q⃗ )

0 (r). (D11)

In the computation of the Σ∗
cΣ̄ bound state with the σ, π, η, ρ and ω exchanges, we take the cutoff range to be

Λ ∈ [0.8, 1.5] GeV. Consequently, the value of Λ(Λ+2m)
12M2 reaches a maximum of about 0.27 for Σ (M ≈ 1190 MeV) and

0.06 for Σ∗
c (M ≈ 2520 MeV). Therefore, it is reasonable to neglect the term σ⃗·p⃗ ′σ⃗·p⃗

4M2 for the Σ∗
c vertex in Eq. (D10).

As for the Σ̄ vertex, the approximation may not be precise enough. However, considering that the primary purpose of
OBE is to explore the potential existence of a molecule state, this approximation is also acceptable. The main reason
for this difference is the significantly larger mass of Σ∗

c , compared to that of Σ. As a consequence, this reminds us
that the non-relativistic limit |p⃗ |/M ≪ 1 only holds well if the mass is considerably larger than the typical energy
scale of the interaction.
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