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In this study, we propose using the Zc(3900) pole position to constrain the existence of the DDD∗ three-
body bound state within the one-boson-exchange (OBE) model. The existence of the DDD∗ bound state
remains uncertain due to significant variations in the OBE interaction, particularly in the strength of scalar-
meson-exchange interactions, which can differ by a factor about 20 between two commonly used OBE models.
This discrepancy renders the DDD∗ system highly model-dependent. To address this issue, we constrain the
scalar-meson-exchange interaction using the Zc(3900) pole position, where the pseudoscalar-meson coupling
is well-determined, and the ρ- and ω-exchange interactions nearly cancel each other out, leaving the coupling
constant of the σ-exchange as the only unknown parameter. Our results indicate that the isospin- 1
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bound states exist when Zc(3900) is a virtual state of DD̄∗/D̄D∗ located within approximately −15 MeV of
the threshold. However, the three-body bound state is gone when the Zc(3900) virtual state pole is more than
20 MeV away from the threshold. Each experimental progress, either on the DDD∗ state or the Zc(3900),
can shed light on the nature of the other state. Another significant outcome is a refined set of OBE model
parameters calibrated using the pole positions of X(3872), Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900), rigorously addressing
the cutoff dependence. These parameters provide a valuable resource for more accurate calculations of systems
involving few-body D, D∗ and their antiparticles. Additionally, we find no evidence of the DDD∗ three-
body resonances after extensive search using a combination of the Gaussian expansion method and the complex
scaling method.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past two decades, doubly heavy (either the hidden
flavor or the open flavor) di-hadron systems have become a hot
topic in hadron physics. This interest stems from the exper-
imental discovery of numerous multiquark candidates since
2003, many of which are frequently interpreted as molecu-
lar states formed by two heavy-flavor hadrons, see Refs. [1–
7] for reviews. Among these di-hadron states, the X(3872)
(also referred to as χc1(3872)) [8], Zc(3900) [9, 10], and
Tcc(3875) [11, 12], stand out as the “star” examples, which
are considered as two-body systems of [DD̄∗/D̄D∗]C=+1,
[DD̄∗/D̄D∗]C=−1 and DD∗ respectively. Theorists’ inter-
ests in doubly charmed hadronic molecular states can be
traced back to an even earlier time [13–15].

In the di-hadron scenario, the interactions forming doubly
heavy molecules are studied using various frameworks, in-
cluding meson-exchange models [14–30], quark models [31–
35], QCD sum rules [36–39], effective field theories [40–46],
and lattice QCD [47–51] etc. Notably, the meson-exchange
model–often referred to as the one-boson-exchange (OBE)
model–has achieved significant success in elucidating heavy-
flavor hadronic molecules [14, 15, 17–23], just like its high-
precision description of nuclear forces [52]. This model con-
siders the exchange of mesons such as π, η, ρ, ω, and σ. Prior
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to the discovery of Tcc(3875), Li et al. had predicted a very
loosely bound DD∗ state using the OBE model, employing
parameters initially developed in their study of X(3872) [53,
54]. The interactions governing Tcc and X(3872) are con-
sistent with G-parity rules. It should be noticed that while
doubly heavy tetraquark states have been predicted for over
40 years [55] (see a concise review in Ref. [56]), explicit pre-
dictions of molecular-type doubly charmed tetraquark states
were scarce before the landmark LHCb observations [11, 12].
Recently, the OBE model was extended to P-wave DD∗ and
DD̄∗/D̄D∗ systems, suggesting that the G(3900) structure,
recently observed by BESIII and previously reported by the
BaBar [57] and Belle [58] collaborations, corresponds to a P-
wave DD̄∗/D̄D∗ resonance [59].

Discussions on heavy-flavor di-hadron systems have natu-
rally been extended to three-body systems, particularly given
that three-body systems exhibit fascinating features not seen
in two-body systems, such as the Efimov effect and the three-
body force effect, which remain mysterious even in nucleon
systems [60, 61]. In Refs. [62, 63], the three-body univer-
sality was explored in the charmed and bottom sectors, re-
spectively. The existence of three-body bound states such
as BBB∗ [64] and DDD∗ [65] was reported based on in-
teractions modeled using the OBE framework, with the lat-
ter prediction inspired by the observation of the Tcc(3875)
state. Additionally, investigations have been conducted into
systems like D(∗)D(∗)D(∗) [66–69], D(∗)D(∗)D̄(∗) [70, 71],
and D(∗)B(∗)B̄(∗) [72], as well as systems where one, two,
or three heavy mesons are replaced by kaons [73–79]. In
Ref. [80], the prediction of three-body and four-body bound
states composed of X(3872) was discussed. For a compre-
hensive review of three-body heavy-flavor systems, one can
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refer to Refs. [81, 82].
From a theoretical perspective, there are two complexities

which may hinder our ability to make reliable predictions for
three-body heavy flavor systems: the uncertain interactions
and the computational challenges associated with three-body
systems, particularly in the case of resonance states. Even ne-
glecting the complexity from the unknown three-body inter-
actions, the two-body interaction for the heavy hadrons sys-
tems can vary significantly across different models. For ex-
ample, the OBE models for the DD∗ and DD̄∗/D̄D∗ sys-
tems presented in Refs. [53, 54] (referred to as model-I) and
Refs. [65, 83] (model-II) share very similar analytical ex-
pressions. However, the scalar-meson-exchange potential in
model-II is nearly 20 times stronger than that in model-I,
as illustrated in Table I. Consequently, the model-II predicts
a bound DDD∗ state [65], whereas calculations using the
model-I yield an unbound result (see Sec. III). Notably, both
interactions provide reasonable and consistent results for the
X(3872) and Tcc(3875). Meanwhile, exactly solving the
Faddeev equations [84] for three-body systems is notoriously
challenging, particularly for resonance states with finite life-
times. In such cases, the analyticity of the three-body scatter-
ing amplitude becomes highly complex [85].

In this work, we focus on the DDD∗ three-body sys-
tem. While the existence of three-body bound states in
this system has been explored in Ref. [65], it has not yet
been definitively established, especially considering possi-
ble variations in the OBE interaction, particularly the scalar-
exchange contributions. To address this, we constrain the
scalar-meson-exchange interactions using the pole position of
the Zc(3900). For Zc(3900), the pseudoscalar-meson cou-
pling is well-determined and the ρ- and ω-exchange interac-
tions are expected to largely cancel each other, leaving the
coupling constant of the σ exchange as the unique unknown
parameter. Additionally, the coupling constants in OBE mod-
els are inherently cutoff-dependent, a factor often overlooked
in previous literature, leading to ambiguity in predictions. In
this work, we address this issue by adopting definite cutoffs
and recalibrating the coupling constants for vector meson and
scalar meson exchanges using the pole positions of X(3872),
Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900). Coupling constants corresponding
to cutoff values ranging from 1.00 to 1.35 GeV, in increments
of 0.05 GeV, are provided, which serve as a valuable resource
for more precise calculations in few-body systems involving
D, D∗ and their antiparticles. Meanwhile, the combination of
the Gaussian expansion method (GEM) [86] and the complex
scaling method (CSM) [35, 87–99] has proven to be a pow-
erful tool for studying few-body resonance systems. In this
work, we also investigate the potential existence of DDD∗

resonances using CSM within Gaussian bases.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the OBE in-

teraction is introduced, and the model parameters are deter-
mined. In Sec. III methodology for studying DDD∗ three-
body systems along with the numerical results is presented.
The final conclusions are provided in Sec. IV. Appendix A
details the Fourier transformation used to derive the potential
in coordinate space from its momentum-space representation.
Appendix B offers supplementary information on the spatial

structures of the DDD∗ and Tcc(3875) systems.

II. ONE-BOSON-EXCHANGE INTERACTION

A. Analytical results

Using the heavy quark spin symmetry, the pseudoscalar me-
son D and vector meson D∗ can be formulated in a superfield
H [17, 18, 53, 54, 100–102],

H =
1 + /v

2
(P ∗

µγ
µ − Pγ5), (1)

where P = (D0, D+) and P ∗
µ = (D∗0, D∗+)µ. The velocity

of the heavy meson is denoted by v = (1, 0, 0, 0). Similarly,
their antiparticles can be described by the superfield H̃, de-
fined as,

H̃ = (P̃ ∗
µγ

µ − P̃ γ5)
1− /v

2
, (2)

with P̃ = (D̄0, D−)T and P̃ ∗
µ = (D̄∗0, D∗−)T

µ. Here, we

choose the convention of charge conjugation, D C−→ D̄ and
D∗ C−→ −D̄∗, namely H C−→ C−1H̃TC, where C = iγ2γ0 is
the charged conjugation matrix. The conjugations of H and
H̃ are defined as H̄ = γ0H†γ0 and ¯̃H = γ0H̃†γ0.

The Lagrangians in the OBE model read,

L = gsTr
[
HσH̄

]
+ igaTr

[
Hγµγ5AµH̄

]
+iβTr

[
Hvµ(Vµ − ρµ)H̄

]
+ iλTr

[
HσµνFµνH̄

]
+c.c. terms (H → ¯̃H, H̄ → H̃), (3)

where Fµν = ∂µρν − ∂νρµ − [ρµ, ρν ] represents the field
strength tensor of vector mesons, Vµ and Aµ are the vec-
tor and axial building blocks of pseudoscalar mesons respec-
tively,

Vµ =
1

2
[ξ†, ∂µξ], Aµ =

1

2
{ξ†, ∂µξ}, ξ = exp(iP/fπ).(4)

The pseudoscalar meson matrix P is defined as

P =

 π0
√
2
+ η√

6
π+

π− − π0
√
2
+ η√

6

 .
(5)

The multiplet of the vector meson fields ρµ is

ρµ =
igV√
2

ρ0+ω√
2

ρ+

ρ− −ρ0+ω√
2


µ

. (6)
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TABLE I. Momentum space potentials for the DD, DD∗, and DD̄∗/D̄D∗ systems. The superscripts D and C denote the direct and cross
diagrams, respectively. Two sets of Ccoupling values are provided: model-I from Refs. [53, 54], used as the baseline for this work, and model-II
from Refs. [65, 83]. The terms ϵ′∗ and ϵ represent the polarization vectors of the final and initial vector mesons, respectively. ForDD systems,
the substitution ϵ′∗ · ϵ → 1 is required. In the direct diagram, q = p′ − p, while in the cross diagram, k = p′ + p, where p′ and p are
the momenta of the final and initial states, respectively. Here, u denotes the effective mass of the exchanged meson. Two additional isospin
operators are defined as τ1 · τC

2 ≡ (3I − τ1 · τ2)/2 and IC ≡ (I + τ1 · τ2)/2. The potential in coordinate space can be obtained through
Fourier transformation, as detailed in Appendix A.

V
Ccoupling

Or,s

Oiso

Model-I[53, 54] Model-II[65, 83] DD∗ DD [DD̄∗/D̄D∗]C=+1 [DD̄∗/D̄D∗]C=−1

V D
ρ

β2g2v
2

13.62 2g2ρ 13.52

− ϵ′∗·ϵ
u2+q2

−τ1·τ2
2

−τ1·τ2
2

−τ1·τ2
2

−τ1·τ2
2

V D
ω

β2g2v
2

13.62 2g2ω 13.52 − 1
2
I − 1

2
I 1

2
I 1

2
I

V D
σ g2s 0.58 g2σ 11.56 I I I I

V C
π

g2a
f2
π

19.15 g2

f2
π

20.66 (k·ϵ′∗)(k·ϵ)
u2+k2

−τ1·τC
2

2
0 τ1·τ2

2
−τ1·τ2

2

V C
η

g2a
f2
π

19.15 0 0 − 1
6
IC 0 − 1

6
I 1

6
I

V C
ρ 2λ2g2v 21.10

f2
ρ

2M2 19.64 (k·ϵ′∗)(k·ϵ)−k2(ϵ′∗·ϵ)
u2+k2

τ1·τC
2

2
0 τ1·τ2

2
−τ1·τ2

2

V C
ω 2λ2g2v 21.10 f2

ω
2M2 19.64 1

2
IC 0 − 1

2
I 1

2
I

TABLE II. Hadron masses and coupling constants in model-I [53,
54, 103]. All masses and fπ are given in units of GeV, while λ is
expressed in GeV−1. The present values of ga and fπ have been
updated based on recent experimental results, leading to slight dif-
ferences compared to those in Refs. [53, 54]. The values of gs, λ,
and β are used as baseline parameters, where a rescaling factor can
be applied, as specified in Eq. (7).

Mass
mD mD∗ mπ mη mρ mω mσ

1.867 2.009 0.137 0.548 0.775 0.783 0.600

Coupling
fπ ga gV β λ gs

0.13025 0.57 5.8 0.9 0.56 0.76

In principle, the iso-triplet ρ (π) and the iso-singlet ω (η) be-
long to different multiplets under the flavor SU(2) symme-
try. However, to reduce the number of coupling constants,
we group them into the same matrix, taking into account their
relationship within the flavor SU(3) symmetry.

In the pseudoscalar sector of the Lagrangians, the param-
eters are well-determined. The pion decay constant fπ is a
well-known quantity, and the axial coupling constant ga can
be accurately extracted from the D∗ width. However, the re-
maining parameters can only be determined through model-
dependent methods. As an example, we adopt the values from
Refs. [53, 54] (model-I), which are summarized in Table II.
In the vector sector, there are three parameters: gV , β, λ,
and an additional scalar coupling gs. However, only three
of them are independent, as gV acts as an overall factor in
the vector sector. In model-I [53, 54], these couplings are de-
termined using vector meson dominance, combined with re-
sults from lattice QCD and light-cone sum rules [104]. In the

scalar sector, the σ mass and couplings are derived from the
Σ-model [19, 105]. Notably, the determination of these pa-
rameters is not achieved within an unified framework. In other
studies, such as Refs. [20, 83, 106], similar Lagrangians have
been constructed, but the coupling constants were determined
using different approaches, leading to variations in numerical
values. In this work, we adopt the values of model-I listed in
Table II as a baseline. To explore the impact of varying cou-
pling constants in the scalar and vector sectors, we introduce
three ratio factors,

λ→ λRλ, β → βRβ , gs → gsRs. (7)

The OBE potentials can be derived from two-body scatter-
ing Feynman diagrams, as shown in Fig. 1: (a) for DD, (b1)
and (b2) for DD∗, and (c1) and (c2) for DD̄∗/D̄D∗. Dia-
grams (b1) and (c1) are referred to as direct diagrams, while
(b2) and (c2) are referred to as cross diagrams. The analyti-
cal expressions for the potentials in momentum space can be
represented as

V = Ccoupling ×Or,s ×Oiso, (8)

where the ingredients are detailed in Table I. It is important
to note that the exchanged momenta differ between the direct
and cross diagrams: for the direct diagram, q = p′ −p, while
for the cross diagram, k = p′+p. This distinction affects sys-
tems with P-wave (and other odd partial waves), as discussed
in the Supplemental Materials of Ref. [59] and Appendix A.
In Table I, u represents the effective mass of the exchanged
meson, derived as follows:

− 1

k20 − k2 −m2
=

1

k2 + (m2 − k20)
=

1

k2 + u2
, (9)

using the cross diagram as an example. In the static limit,
k0 and q0 are determined by the mass differences between
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams to derive OBE potentials: (a) for DD,
(b1) and (b2) forDD∗, and (c1) and (c2) forDD̄∗/D̄D∗. Diagrams
(b1) and (c1) are referred to as direct diagrams, while (b2) and (c2)
are referred to as cross diagrams.

the initial and final states. Specifically, q20 = 0 and k20 =
(mD∗ −mD)2. Notably, k20 is very close to m2

π
1 and much

smaller than other meson masses. Thus, we set u = 0 for one-
pion-exchange (OPE) interaction and u = m for other cases.
The isospin-averaged particle masses are taken from the Re-
view of Particle Physics [103] and are listed in Table II. In
principle, the masses of the exchanged mesons in OBE do not
correspond exactly to their pole masses. This is particularly
true for vector and scalar mesons, which are resonances with
finite widths, however, only real masses are adopted in OBE
interactions. These masses should be viewed as parameters
that model medium- and short-range interactions. Vector and
scalar meson masses and their couplings can be derived by
matching the OBE amplitude to the correlated two-pion con-
tribution in effective field theories at low energy [106, 107].
However, in this work, we fix the meson masses to reduce the
number of parameters.

The potential in coordinate space can be readily derived
from its counterpart in momentum space; see Appendix A for
details. Potentials obtained directly from Feynman diagrams
are often singular, featuring terms like the δ function. To reg-
ulate these singularities, this work introduces a regulator to
suppress contributions from the high-momentum region:

V D(q, u) → V D(q, u)F 2(u,Λ, q2),

V C(k, u) → V C(k, u)F 2(u,Λ,k2),

F (u,Λ, q2) =
Λ2 − u2

Λ2 + q2
. (10)

1 In channels with specific charges, k20 > m2
π indicates the opening of DD̄π

three-body threshold. Such effects are neglected in this work.

Here, Λ acts as a new parameter, introducing additional model
dependence.

In Table III, the specific values of isospin factors are pre-
sented. Given the significant isospin violation observed in
the decay patterns of X(3872) [108–110], the DD∗ and
DD̄∗/D̄D∗ systems can be studied under two scenarios: the
exact isospin symmetry limit one and the isospin symmetry vi-
olating one. In the isospin-violating scenario, the mass differ-
ences between channels with different charges are taken into
account, rendering isospin no longer a quantum number of the
energy eigenstates. Conversely, in the isospin symmetry limit,
these mass splittings are neglected. For example, the relevant
mass splittings for the X(3872) and Tcc(3875) systems are:

δX = mD+ +mD∗+ −mD0 −mD∗0 = 8.2 MeV, (11)
δT = mD+ +mD∗0 −mD0 −mD∗+ = 1.4 MeV. (12)

In Fig. 2, the coordinate space potentials in the isospin sym-
metry limit for the systems corresponding to the X(3872),
Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900) states are presented. One can
clearly observe the contributions to the potential from dif-
ferent meson exchanges. In Table III, both the isospin fac-
tors in the isospin symmetry limit scenario and the isospin-
violating scenarios are given. Notably, for the isovec-
tor [DD̄∗/D̄D∗]C=−1

I=1 system, which corresponds to the
Zc(3900) state, the isospin factors for ρ and ω exchanges are
equal in magnitude but opposite in sign for both cross and di-
rect diagrams. As a result, if the mass difference between ρ
and ω is neglected, the vector-meson exchange vanishes en-
tirely. Consequently, the structure of Zc(3900) becomes sen-
sitive to the σ-exchange interactions. The σ-exchange inter-
action is isospin-independent, as shown in Table III, and pro-
vides an attractive force (as shown in Fig. 2) for all types of
particle pairs. This suggests that the strong σ-interaction fa-
cilitates the formation of the few-body bound states.

B. Fix the parameters

Even though one set of parameters for the OBE potential
(model-I) is provided in Table II, the model dependence and
uncertainties associated with these parameters have not been
seriously evaluated. Notably, the coupling constants reported
in the literature exhibit significant variation [20, 53, 54, 83,
106]. As shown in Table I, the strength of the σ-exchange
potential in model-II [83] are almost 20 times larger than that
in model-I [53, 54]. Consequently, the interaction of model-
II predicts a bound DDD∗ state [65], whereas calculations
using the interaction of model-I yield an unbound result (see
Sec. III). Additionally, uncertainties arising from cutoff de-
pendence remain largely unaddressed. A compromise ap-
proach is to fix the coupling constants and vary the cutoff
within a reasonably assumed range to examine the changes
in predictions. This leads to the fact that many theoretical
predictions based on the OBE model are highly sensitive to
the cutoff. In fact, during the determination of nuclear forces
using the OBE model, the coupling constants themselves are
cutoff-dependent. Only when the cutoff associated with the
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FIG. 2. The coordinate space potentials in the isospin limit for the systems corresponding to the X(3872), Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900) states.
The parameter Λ is set to 1.20 GeV, with Rβ , Rλ, and Rs fixed at 1.

TABLE III. Isospin factor for DD̄∗/D̄D∗ and DD∗ systems. The “diag.” and “off.” are the diagonal and off-diagonal matrix element in the
isospin violating scenario.

DD∗ DD̄∗/D̄D∗, C = +1 DD̄∗/D̄D∗, C = −1

⟨Oiso⟩ diag. off. I = 0 I = 1 diag. off. I = 0 I = 1 diag. off. I = 0 I = 1

V D
ρ

1
2

−1 3
2

− 1
2

1
2

1 3
2

− 1
2

1
2

1 3
2

− 1
2

V D
ω − 1

2
0 − 1

2
− 1

2
1
2

0 1
2

1
2

1
2

0 1
2

1
2

V D
σ 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1

V C
π −1 1

2
− 3

2
− 1

2
− 1

2
−1 − 3

2
1
2

1
2

1 3
2

− 1
2

V C
η 0 − 1

6
1
6

− 1
6

− 1
6

0 − 1
6

− 1
6

1
6

0 1
6

1
6

V C
ρ 1 − 1

2
3
2

1
2

− 1
2

−1 − 3
2

1
2

1
2

1 3
2

− 1
2

V C
ω 0 1

2
− 1

2
1
2

− 1
2

0 − 1
2

− 1
2

1
2

0 1
2

1
2

coupling constants is explicitly specified does the OBE model
possess genuine predictive power.

In this work, we propose using the pole positions
of X(3872), Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900) to determine the
three independent coupling constants in the OBE mod-
els—equivalently, the parameters Rλ, Rβ , and Rs in Eq. (7).
Recent refined analyses of the line shapes by LHCb [111]
and BESIII [112] suggest that the pole of X(3872) is lo-
cated on the physical sheet of the D0D̄∗0/D̄0D∗0 channel.
This implies that X(3872) is likely a loosely bound state of
DD̄∗/D̄D∗, assuming the effects of other coupled channels
such as DD̄π, DD̄γ, J/ψππ, and J/ψπππ are negligible.
For Tcc(3875), the experimental pole lies approximately 0.4
MeV below the D0D∗+ threshold [11, 12], strongly indicat-
ing that it is a bound state candidate of DD∗. Compared
to X(3872) and Tcc(3875), the pole properties of Zc(3900)
are less definite. However, several recent studies suggest that
the pole of Zc(3900) corresponds to a virtual state [113–115].

This virtual state is located on the unphysical Riemann sheet
and lies several tens of MeV below theDD̄∗/D̄D∗ threshold,
though alternative theoretical interpretations remain [116].

Building on the above progress, we treat X(3872) and
Tcc(3875) as bound states of DD̄∗/D̄D∗ and DD∗, respec-
tively, and Zc(3900) as a virtual state of DD̄∗/D̄D∗. Specif-
ically, we adopt the following pole positions relative to their
respective thresholds:

X(3872) : (−1)× (0.2, 0.4, 0.6)B MeV,
Tcc(3875) : (−1)× (0.2, 0.4, 0.6)B MeV, (13)
Zc(3900) : (−1)× (5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35)V MeV,

here the superscripts “B” and “V ” denote bound states and
virtual states, respectively. Based on these positions, we gen-
erate a total of 3 × 3 × 7 = 63 different combinations, al-
lowing us to numerically determine 63 sets of Rλ, Rβ , and
Rs. Notably, the binding energies of X(3872) and Tcc(3875)
are set to be below 1 MeV. This is valid only in the isospin-
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violating scenario, as the isospin mass splitting exceeds the
binding energies. Thus, for X(3872) and Tcc(3875), a two-
channel formalism that incorporates the isospin mass splitting
is employed. The specified pole positions are defined rela-
tive to the lower thresholds. For Zc(3900), whose pole varies
across a wide range, the isospin-violating effect is neglected
due to the larger uncertainties in its pole position. Therefore,
Zc(3900) is evaluated within the isospin-limit scenario. To
address the virtual state pole, we adopt the method outlined in
Ref. [96]. In this calculation, the small imaginary part of the
pole arising from the left-hand cut is ignored. While studies
such as Refs. [113–115] suggest that the Zc(3900) pole may
locate lower than -35 MeV relative to the threshold, we con-
sider such poles unlikely to have observable significance in
the line shape. Therefore, we restrict the pole to no more than
35 MeV below the threshold.

To address the cutoff dependence, we vary the cutoff from
1.00 GeV to 1.35 GeV in steps of 0.05 GeV. For each cutoff
and each pole set, we determine a corresponding set of Rλ,
Rβ , and Rs. The resulting coupling constants for different
cutoffs are shown in Fig. 3. It is worth noting that among the
three poles, the Zc(3900) exhibits the largest variation in its
position. Therefore, we focus on the coupling constants as-
sociated with the Zc(3900) poles. For a very small number
of combinations of cutoff and pole position, there are no real
solutions for Rλ, Rβ , and Rs. For these instances, we pro-
vide the closest achievable results to the target poles. From
Fig. 3, it is evident that the scalar meson coupling constant
varies significantly, ranging from 2 to 5 times the baseline val-
ues in Table II (model-I). This implies that the strength of the
scalar meson potential varies between 4 and 25 times the base-
line. For Zc(3900), the ρ- and ω-exchange interactions almost
cancel each other out, rendering the Zc(3900) pole primarily
sensitive to Rs. The substantial uncertainties in the Zc(3900)
pole position contribute to a wide range of possible scalar me-
son coupling values.

The scalar exchange interaction is attractive as shown in
Fig. 2, meaning that a larger scalar meson coupling constant
moves the Zc(3900) virtual state pole closer to the threshold.
The strong scalar-meson coupling in model-II, withRs ≈ 4.5,
corresponds to a near-threshold Zc(3900) pole. In contrast,
the weaker scalar coupling in the model-I results in a pole po-
sition farther than -35 MeV from the threshold. Notably, the
Zc(3900) pole positions, which are reported to be several tens
of MeV below the threshold in Refs. [113–115], qualitatively
support the scenario of weaker scalar coupling. In compari-
son to the scalar-meson-exchange interaction, the variation in
the vector-meson exchanges is much smaller, remaining con-
sistently around 1. This indicates that the baseline choice for
vector-meson exchange is relatively reasonable.

The coupling constants determined in this work can be ac-
cessed via Zenodo repository [117]. These parameters can be
utilized to investigate other systems. Additionally, we have
calculated the pole positions of Tcc(3875) and X(3872) in
the isospin symmetry limit scenario and compared them with
those in the isospin-violating scenario, as shown in Fig. 4.
It can be observed that X(3872) and Tcc(3875), with bind-
ing energies around 0.2-0.6 MeV, would become bound states

with binding energies around 2-3.5 MeV and 0.5-1.5 MeV, re-
spectively. Apparently, the isospin violation effect appears to
play a more significant role in X(3872) than in Tcc(3875).

III. DDD∗ THREE-BODY SYSTEMS

A. Methodology

The three-body DDD∗ system was studied using the non-
relativistic Hamiltonian given by:

H =

3∑
i=1

(
mi +

p2i
2mi

)
+

∑
i<j

Vij . (14)

where mi and pi are the mass and momentum of D/D∗. Vij
is the pair interaction of OBE which has been discussed in
Sec. II. In Ref. [65], the isospin violation effects from the mass
splitting and Coulomb interactions were included. However,
the uncertainties of the three-body systems mainly arise from
the indefinite strong interaction even in the isospin symmetry
limit. Therefore, in this work, we will not consider the minor
effect from the isospin violation and Coulomb interaction.

The total wave function of the DDD∗ system can be ex-
pressed as the direct product of the spatial wave function ϕ,
the isospin wave function χf , and the spin wave function χs:

Ψ = S (ϕ⊗ χf ⊗ χs) , (15)

where S = 1 + Pij is the symmetrization operator, which
ensures the wave function is symmetric under the exchange
of two identical D mesons. Here, Pij is the exchange oper-
ator. During the symmetrization process, the wave functions
in different spaces are symmetrized simultaneously. In our
approach, there is no exchange symmetry constraint imposed
before applying the S operator, which differs from the strat-
egy used in Ref. [65]. An advantage of our method is that
the wave function space is more general, and wave functions
that do not conform to exchange symmetry are automatically
excluded. See Ref. [33] for further details. In this work, we
focus solely on the ground-state solution, where the total an-
gular momentum L = 0 is assumed for the spatial component.
The D meson has a spin of 0, while the D∗ meson has a spin
of 1, resulting in a total spin of 1 for the system. The isospin
of either the D or D∗ meson is 1/2, which allows the total
isospin of the system to be either 1/2 or 3/2. Both cases are
investigated in this study. For the isospin-3/2 system, there is
only one channel: two particles form an isospin triplet, which
then combines with the third particle to create an I = 3/2 sys-
tem. The isospin-1/2 system, however, consists of two pos-
sible isospin channels. Using the state |I, I3⟩ = | 12 ,

1
2 ⟩ as an

example, the isospin wave functions are given by:

∣∣∣∣12 , 12
〉

:


√

2
3D

+D+D∗0 −
√

1
6

(
D+D0 +D0D+

)
D∗+,√

1
2

(
D+D0 −D0D+

)
D∗+,

(16)
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FIG. 3. The coupling constants for the scalar- and vector-meson-exchange interactions determined by the pole positions of X(3872),
Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900), as specified in Eq. (13). The ratios Rβ , Rλ, and Rs are defined relative to the baseline values, as detailed in
Eq. (7) and Table II. Variations at the same Zc pole position arise from different fitting parameters for the Tcc(3875) and X(3872) pole
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FIG. 4. Comparison of the pole positions of Tcc(3875) and X(3872) in isospin-violating scenario and the isospin limit scenario.
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where the two D mesons can form either an isospin singlet or
triplet. Each configuration can then combine with the D∗ to
produce a total isospin-1/2 system. It is important to note that
other isospin bases can be chosen, as long as the isospin wave
functions form a complete set. These bases are equivalent in
describing the system [33].

The spatial wave function is addressed in GEM, which
is widely employed in few-body calculations and has been
demonstrated to be a highly effective technique [86]. We em-
ploy Jacobi coordinates as shown in Fig. 5 and work in the
center-of-mass frame to eliminate the motion of the center of
mass. In GEM, each wave function of a Jacobi coordinate is
expanded with the following basis:

ϕnlm(r) =

√
2l+5/2

Γ
(
l + 3

2

)
r3n

(
r

rn

)l

e
− r2

r2n Ylm(r̂), (17)

where Ylm represents the spherical harmonic function, and the
Gaussian size parameter rn is taken in the form of geometric
progression, rn = r1a

n−1. If we only use one single set of
Jacobi coordinates, the wave function completeness requires
an infinite number of Gaussian wave functions including or-
bital excited basis functions. However, it has been demon-
strated that a finite set of Gaussian basis functions in a geo-
metric progression, covering both long-range and short-range
correlations, provides an efficient approximation of the gen-
eral radial part of the wave functions [86]. For the angular
momentum component, since the ground-state solutions are
primarily dominated by S-wave functions, we employ S-wave
Gaussian basis functions in all relevant Jacobi coordinates of
the system. Additionally, including S-wave functions from all
Jacobi coordinates compensates for contributions from higher
partial-wave angular momentum components in a single co-
ordinate to some extent. Therefore, we adopt a finite set of
Gaussian bases in all Jacobi coordinates to achieve rapid con-
vergence of the results. In this work, the corresponding pa-
rameter values of bases are: rAB

1 = 0.015 fm, rAB
nmax

= 5 fm, nmax = 16

RAB,C
1 = 0.07 fm, RAB,C

nmax
= 10 fm, nmax = 16

,

(18)
where A,B,C represent D or D∗ meson.

In the GEM, the wave function of the DDD∗ system with
total angular momentum J and isospin I , can be expressed as:

ΨIJ = S
∑
jac

∑
α,ni

C(jac)
α,ni

[
χIα
f

[
χS
s ϕ

(jac)
n1,n2

]J]
. (19)

The notation (jac) = (a), (b) denotes the two Jacobi coordi-
nate channels (See Fig. 5). α specifies the isospin channel
(See Eq. (16) for an example), n1 and n2 correspond to the
parameters of the Jacobi basis sets in Eq. (18), and C(jac)

α,ni de-
notes the expansion coefficients, which are determined using
the Rayleigh-Ritz variational method. J and I represent the
total spin and total isospin respectively. ϕ(jac)n1,n2 is total spacial
wave function defined as

ϕ(jac)n1,n2
= ϕn1

(rjac)ϕn2
(Rjac), (20)

(a) (b)

𝒓𝐷𝐷

𝑹𝐷𝐷,𝐷∗

𝒓𝐷𝐷∗

𝐷𝐷

𝐷∗

𝐷𝐷

𝐷∗

𝑹𝐷𝐷,𝐷∗

𝐷𝐷

𝐷∗

FIG. 5. The two sets of Jacobi coordinates corresponding to dif-
ferent spatial configurations, where blue disks indicate two identical
bosonic D mesons and red disk the D∗ meson. The third set of Jo-
cobi coordinates by exchanging two D mesons in (b) is not shown,
however, it is included in the calculation.

where rjac and Rjac represent two independent Jacobi coor-
dinates in (jac). The expression for Gaussian function ϕ is
given by Eq. (17). Notably, before the symmetrization only
two sets of Jacobi coordinates are adopted. However, after
symmetrization, the third set by exchanging two D mesons in
set (b) will be included automatically.

Based on the form of the constructed total wave function,
the Schrödinger equation,

HΨIJ = EΨIJ , (21)

can be reformulated as a generalized eigenvalue problem us-
ing the Rayleigh-Ritz variational method,∑

j

[Hij − ENij ]Cj = 0, (22)

where Hij is the matrix element of Hamiltonian, and Nij

is the normalization matrix element, i, j are indices from
{jac, α, ni}.

The GEM performs the expansion in a set of square-
integrable wave functions, which is efficient for the bound
state solution. However, it cannot be used directly to probe
the resonant state with finite lifetime, since its wave function
is not square-integrable. However, by using the CSM [87,
88, 90], rescaling the Schrödinger equation with a phase fac-
tor, the resonant state solution with finite lifetime can also
be determined within GEM. By introducing a rotation to the
momentum p and the radial coordinate r in the Hamiltonian,
namely:

U(θ)r = reiθ, U(θ)p = pe−iθ, (23)

H(θ) =

3∑
i=1

(mi +
p2i e

−2iθ

2mi
) +

∑
i<j

Vij(rije
iθ), (24)

thereby resonant states can be treated in a manner similar to
bound states as shown in Eqs. (19)-(22). The results are pre-
sented in the complex energy plane, where bound states ap-
pear on the negative real axis, and continuum states lie along
rays extending from various energy thresholds. A resonance
with mass MR and width γR is located at ER =MR− iγR/2
in the complex energy plane, where R denotes the resonance.
The resonance can be solved when θ > |Arg(ER)/2|. As the
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rotation angle θ varies, the positions of both bound states and
resonant states remain unchanged, whereas continuum states
rotate clockwise by an angle of 2θ. This property is utilized
to distinguish resonant states from continuum states. When
employing the CSM, the rotation angle θ is chosen to be less
than π/4.

The root-mean-square (RMS) radius serves as a significant
physical quantity for characterizing the spatial structure of the
studied system. Moreover, it is widely utilized to determine
whether a multi-quark system corresponds to a molecular state
or a compact state [35, 99]. For a bound state, the RMS radius
is:

rrms
ij ≡

√〈
ΨIJ

∣∣r2ij∣∣ΨIJ
〉

⟨ΨIJ | ΨIJ⟩
. (25)

For the resonant state in CSM, one can introduce the RMS
radius

rrms
ij ≡ Re

√(
ΨIJ(θ)

∣∣r2ije2iθ∣∣ΨIJ(θ)
)

(ΨIJ(θ) | ΨIJ(θ))

 , (26)

where the c-product [118] in the following form is introduced
to ensure the analyticity of the integral:

(Ψi | Ψj) ≡
∫

Ψi(r)Ψj(r)d
3r. (27)

B. Numerical results and discussions

In our three-body calculations, neither the isospin-breaking
effects nor the channel-coupling effects involving configura-
tions likeD∗D∗D andD∗D∗D∗ are considered. The binding
energy of the isospin- 12 three-body system is defined relative
to the TccD threshold, where Tcc is treated as a single-channel
DD∗ bound state in the isospin limit. The systematic uncer-
tainties due to isospin violation and channel-coupling effects
are expected to largely cancel out, provided that two-body and
three-body calculations are performed in a consistent manner.

In the calculation of the DDD∗ system, we first employ
the coupling constants in model-II [83], yielding consistent
results with Ref. [65] and confirming the presence of a bound
state in the parameter set. However, when using the parame-
ters in model-I [53, 54], no bound state is observed, indicat-
ing that the existence of a bound state is strongly parameter-
dependent. Comparing the two parameter sets given in Ta-
ble II, it is apparent that the strengths of the scalar-meson-
exchange interaction differ by approximately 20 times, which
plays a significant role. The differences in the pseudoscalar-
meson- and vector-meson-exchange strength are tiny. Addi-
tionally, another distinction is that the model-II does not in-
clude the η exchange, whereas it is considered in model-I.
However, since the η-exchange interaction is weak, it is not
a key point.

To investigate the possible variation of the DDD∗, we
employ the refined parameters recalibrated by the X(3872),

Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900) pole positions in Sec. II. The results
for I = 1/2 system are shown in Fig. 6, focusing on the con-
nection between the DDD∗ system and Zc(3900). One can
see the existence of the three-body bound state is closely tied
to the pole position of the Zc(3900): As the Zc(3900) pole
position moves toward its threshold, the three-body system’s
binding energy increases, while the Zc(3900) pole moves
away from its threshold, the three-body binding energy de-
creases until no bound state exists. This connection can be
easily understood through the variation in the strength of the
σ-meson-exchange interaction. A near-threshold Zc(3900)
pole corresponds to a strong attractive σ-meson-exchange in-
teraction, which tends to form a bound state. Conversely,
a distant Zc(3900) pole corresponds to a weak attractive σ-
meson-exchange interaction, resulting in an unbound three-
body system. In Fig. 7, examples of strong σ-exchange
(Rs = 4.0) and weak σ-exchange (Rs = 2.1) interactions are
shown in subfigures (a) and (b), respectively. Both subfigures
exhibit the continuous spectrum of the TccD system, indicat-
ing the existence of two-body DD∗ bound state. However,
only the strong coupling case in subfigure (a) demonstrates
the presence of DDD∗ bound states. It is unsurprising that
the two parameter sets in Table II yield different results for
bound and unbound DDD∗ states, as the σ-exchange inter-
actions in model-II (model-I) are stronger (weaker) than the
strong (weak) example illustrated in Fig. 7. To investigate
the spatial structures of the possible DDD∗ bound states, the
RMS radii of DD∗ and DD are presented in Appendix B.

In Fig. 6, the small variations in EDDD∗ at the same Zc

pole position result from different fitting parameters for the
Tcc(3875) and X(3872) pole positions. This indicates that
the uncertainties in the Tcc(3875) and X(3872) pole posi-
tions have minor impact on the existence of the DDD∗ state.
In Fig. 6, results under different cutoffs are shown. Notably,
varying the cutoff would not alter the results qualitatively.
Considering the uncertainties of Tcc(3875) and X(3872) and
the dependence on the cutoffs, the boundary between the
bound and unbound DDD∗ systems is approximately located
where the virtual state pole of Zc lies between −15 and −20
MeV. The recent analyses in Refs. [113–115] indicate the vir-
tual state pole of Zc(3900) is far below the threshold at least
about 40 MeV. These analyses support the weak σ-exchange
scenario and the unbound DDD∗ conclusion.

In addition to the isospin- 12 DDD
∗ systems, the isospin-

3
2 system is also investigated. Using the parameters deter-
mined from the pole positions in Eq. (13), we find no evi-
dence of isospin-1DD∗ orDD bound states, nor any isospin-
3
2 DDD

∗ bound states. Furthermore, we explore the potential
existence of an isospin- 32 three-body resonance state using the
complex scaling method but find no such resonance. Two rep-
resentative results are presented in Fig. 7(c) and (d).

IV. CONCLUSION

The existence of the DDD∗ bound state remains uncertain
due to significant variations in the OBE interaction, partic-
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FIG. 6. Variation of the three-body (I = 1/2) binding energy ∆EDDD∗ with the Zc(3900) pole position. ∆EDDD∗ is measured relative
to the TccD threshold, while the Zc(3900) pole position is defined relative to the DD̄∗/D̄D∗ threshold. Filled circles indicate bound states
(∆EDDD∗ < 0), and hollow circles represent unbound states (∆EDDD∗ > 0). Variations at the same Zc(3900) pole position arise from
different fitting parameters for the Tcc(3875) and X(3872) pole positions.

ularly in the strength of scalar-meson-exchange interactions.
We address this issue by constraining the bound DDD∗ sys-
tem using the Zc(3900) pole positions, assuming it to be a
virtual state. For the Zc(3900) state, the pseudoscalar-meson
coupling is well-determined, and the ρ- and ω-exchange in-
teractions nearly cancel each other out, leaving the coupling
constant of the σ-exchange as the only unknown parameter.
We solve the Schrödinger equation for the DDD∗ three-body
system via the Gaussian expansion method. The results re-
veal that the isospin-I = 1/2DDD∗ bound state exists when
the virtual state of Zc(3900) in the DD∗/D̄D̄∗ system lies
near its threshold, within approximately −15 MeV. However,
the three-body system ceases to be bound when the Zc(3900)
pole is shifted farther away from the threshold, beyond about
−20 MeV.

To pin down or rule out the existence of the DDD∗ three-
body bound state requires determining the strength of scalar-
meson-exchange interaction in higher precision. However, it
can be linked to the Zc(3900) state from another perspective.
If the three-body bound state is observed experimentally, the
position of the Zc(3900) pole can be inferred. Conversely, if
the position of theZc(3900) pole is measured, the existence or
nonexistence of the three-body bound state can be determined.

Experimentally, the search for this three-body bound state can
be pursued through the decay channels DDD∗ → DDDπ
and DDD∗ → DDDγ [65].

Additionally, the potential existence of DDD∗ three-body
resonances in isospin-1/2 and isospin-3/2 channels is explored
using a combination of the Gaussian expansion method and
the complex scaling method. However, no resonance state for
the DDD∗ system was found in any of the channels.

As an another significant outcome, we recalibrate the cou-
pling constants in the OBE model based on the pole positions
of X(3872), Tcc(3875), and Zc(3900), rigorously addressing
the dependence on the cutoff. Eight sets of coupling constants
corresponding to cutoff values ranging from 1.00 to 1.35 GeV
in steps of 0.05 GeV are provided. These parameters provide a
valuable resource for more accurate calculations of few-body
systems involving D, D∗, and their antiparticles.
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Appendix A: Fourier transformation

In this section, we adopt the following normalization con-
ventions:

⟨r|r′⟩ = δ(r − r′),

⟨p|p′⟩ = (2π)3δ(p− p′). (A1)

Thus, the plane wave function is given by ⟨r|p⟩ = eip·r. The
general nonlocal potential in coordinate space can be related
to the potential in momentum space via Fourier transforma-

tion [119]:

V (r′, r) = ⟨r′|V̂ |r⟩

=

∫
d3p

(2π)3
d3p′

(2π)3
⟨r′|p′⟩⟨p′|V |p⟩⟨p|r⟩

=

∫
d3p

(2π)3
d3p′

(2π)3
V (p′,p)ei(p

′·r′−p·r)

=

∫
d3(k/2)

(2π)3
d3q

(2π)3
V (p′,p)ei(k·s/2+q·R).(A2)

In the last step of the above derivation, we introduce new sets
of coordinates and momenta:{

R = r+r′

2 , q = p′ − p,

s = r′ − r, k
2 = p′+p

2 .
(A3)

When V (p′,p) = Ṽ (q) depends only on the momentum q,
we obtain:

V (r′, r) = Ṽ (R)δ(s),

Ṽ (R) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eiq·RṼ (q). (A4)
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The coordinate space representation of the potential acting on
the wave function is:

⟨r|V̂ |ψ⟩ =

∫
d3r′V (r, r′)ψ(r′)

=

∫
d3r′Ṽ

(
r + r′

2

)
δ(r − r′)ψ(r′)

= Ṽ (r)ψ(r). (A5)

Therefore, we obtain the results for local interactions. When
V (p′,p) = Ṽ (k) depends only on k, the potential in coordi-
nate space is:

V (r′, r) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
d3(q/2)

(2π)3
Ṽ (k)ei(k·s/2+q·R)

= Ṽ
(s
2

)
δ(2R), (A6)

with

Ṽ
(s
2

)
=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·s/2Ṽ (k). (A7)

Therefore, the potential acting on a wave function becomes:

⟨r|V̂ |ψ⟩ =

∫
d3r′Ṽ

(
r − r′

2

)
δ

(
r + r′

2

)
ψ(r′)

= Ṽ (r)ψ(−r). (A8)

It is interesting to note the additional sign that appears for
the argument of the wave function compared to the local po-
tential. If ψ(r) contains only even partial wave components,
then ψ(−r) = ψ(r). Conversely, for odd partial wave states,
ψ(−r) = −ψ(r).

For the specific potential in this work, the Fourier transfor-

mation reads:

1

u2 + q2
F (u,Λ, q2)2 → H0(u,Λ, r),

q2

u2 + q2
F (u,Λ, q2)2 → −H1(u,Λ, r), (A9)

qiqj
u2 + q2

F (u,Λ, q2)2 → −[H3(u,Λ, r)Tij +H1(u,Λ, r)
δij
3
],

where Tij =
3rirj
r2 − δij . One can also easily obtain the trans-

formation for the case where V (p′,p) = Ṽ (k). The explicit
expressions of H0, H1, and H3 are:

H0(u,Λ, r) =
u

4π

[
e−ur − e−Λr

ur
− Λ2 − u2

2uΛ
e−Λr

]
,

H1(u,Λ, r) =
u3

4π

[
e−ur − e−Λr

ur
− (Λ2 − u2)Λ2

2u3Λ
e−Λr

]
,

H3(u,Λ, r) =
u3

12π

[
−
e−ΛrΛ2

(
3

Λ2r2 + 3
Λr + 1

)
ru3

−
e−Λr(Λr + 1)

(
Λ2 − u2

)
2ru3

+
e−ur

(
3

r2u2 + 3
ru + 1

)
ru

]
. (A10)

Appendix B: Root-mean-square radii

To investigate the spatial structures of the possible DDD∗

bound states, the RMS radii of DD∗ and DD compared with
that of Tcc(3875) are presented in Fig. 8. It should be noticed
that the RMS radii results are based on the Gaussian bases in
Eq. (18).
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