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Abstract

Motivated by the observation of the JP = 1+ resonance X(2085) in the pΛ̄ system by the BESIII

collaboration, we studied the molecular states of hexaquarks pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ with baryon-antibaryon

structures within the framework of the QCD sum rules. Non-perturbative contributions up to

dimension 13 were considered in our analysis. The results indicate the existence of six possible

molecular states pΛ̄ and pΣ̄, with quantum numbers JP = 0−, 0+, 1−. Consequently, the current

sum rule results do not support the interpretation of X(2085) as a pΛ̄ or pΣ̄ molecular state. On

the other hand, we find that the masses of the proposed pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ structures with JP = 1−

are in the vicinity of observed X(2075), which implies that the nature of this state needs more

invistigations. Moreover, the possible decay modes of the concerned hexaquark states are analyzed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the 1960s, to explain new particles discovered in large colliders, Gell-Mann et al.

proposed the quark model (QM) [1, 2], marking the beginning of human exploration of

strong interactions. By 1973, with the establishment of quantum chromodynamics (QCD),

the theory describing strong interactions was essentially complete. QCD calculations are

fundamentally performed at the level of quarks and gluons. However, no free quarks or

gluons have been observed experimentally so far; only hadrons, which are composed of

quarks and gluons, can be detected. Therefore, studying the properties of hadrons can help

us understand strong interactions and enrich our knowledge of the microscopic world.

Traditional hadronic states include mesons (qq̄) and baryons (qqq), while other configu-

rations of hadrons, such as hybrid states, glueballs and multi-quark states more than three

quarks, are also allowed by the QM. In 2003, the Belle Collaboration discovered a new res-

onance state X(3872) [3], considered as a bound-state particle with a tetraquark structure

[4–9]. Over the past two decades, with the development of experimental technology, numer-

ous exotic hadron states have been discovered [10–16]. Currently, experimentally observed

exotic hadronic states include tetraquark states and pentaquark states [10, 17, 18]. Research

on the properties of exotic hadronic states has garnered widespread attention worldwide and

has become an important area in particle physics.

Theoretically, there are various methods for studying exotic states, including quark mod-

els [1, 2], the MIT bag model [19], lattice QCD [20], chiral effective theory [21], AdS/QCD

[22], and QCD sum rules (QCDSR) [23, 24], etc. Among these, the QCDSR method pro-

posed by Shifman, Vainshtein, and Zakharov (SVZ) is based on the first principles of QCD

and effectively incorporates the non-perturbative contributions of QCD. QCDSR is a well-

established and effective approach for investigating hadron properties, providing analytical

expressions for hadron masses [23–27], form factors [28–35], decay constants [36–40], and

other observables [41]. For the first discovered exotic stateX(3872), QCDSR has successfully

provided explanations for its structure [7–9].

Since both tetraquark and pentaquark states have been observed, the study of hexaquark

states should be prioritized. The first studied hexaquark state is the dibaryon, a bound state

composed of two baryons. Although many theoretical predictions have been made [42–49],

it has yet to be observed experimentally [50]. Another typical hexaquark structure is the
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molecular state of baryon-antibaryon, where baryonium is a typical structure. The ΛcΛ̄c

heavy baryonium has been used to explain the structure of Y (4260) [51–53]. Subsequently,

a series of theoretically predicted light baryonium states have been proposed in QCDSR

[54, 55], which can also successfully explain the structures of X(1835) [56] and X(1840) [57]

observed in experiments. Furthermore, QCDSR has also provided predictions for the mass

spectra of other baryonium states [58–60].

Hexaquarks can form not only as baryonium states composed of a baryon and its corre-

sponding antibaryon but also as bound states made up of different baryons. Experimentally,

several structures have been observed in the final state of pΛ̄, including X(2075) [61] and

the recently discovered X(2085) [62], both of which lie close to the threshold of pΛ̄. Among

them, the quantum number of X(2085) has been determined to be JP = 1+. Theoretically,

X(2075) and X(2085) could be interpreted as a baryon-antibaryon molecular state of the

structure pΛ̄. Furthermore, other structures with near thresholds and the same quantum

numbers should also be considered, where the closest candidate being the molecular state

pΣ̄ [63]. Therefore, studying the mass spectrum of the molecular state of the s wave pΛ̄

and pΣ̄ could provide more insight into the nature of X(2075) and X(2085). The molecular

states pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ belong to the flavor SU(3) nonet [64], and studies based on the quark

models have already provided preliminary calculations of their mass spectra [63, 65].

In this work, we will determine the mass spectra of the ground molecular states pΛ̄

and pΣ̄ within the framework of QCDSR. The results will be compared with experiment,

and potential decay modes will be analyzed. The structure of this paper is organized as

follows: in Sect.II, we briefly introduce the theoretical framework of QCDSR and present

the fundamental formulas used in our calculations. In Sect.III, we provide numerical analyses

and results. Sect.IV discusses the possible decay modes of pΛ̄ and pΣ̄. Finally, in Sect.V,

we compare our results with experimental observations and summarize our findings.

II. FORMALISM

A. Choices of the Currents

In the framework of QCDSR, to calculate the mass spectrum of pΛ̄ and pΣ̄, it is essential

to first select appropriate hadronic interpolating currents. There are two independent in-
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terpolating currents for the baryon octet[66], and the other interpolating current structures

can be obtained by linear combinations of them through Fierz transformations [67]. In our

calculation, the mass of quarks u, d are rather smaller than the s-quark, so we take the

limit mu = md → 0, which simplifies the structure of the interpolating currents. The two

simplified interpolating currents we have chosen are [68, 69]

Type-1: η1B(x) = iεabc
[
qiTa (x)Cqjb(x)

]
γ5q

k
c (x) , (1)

Type-2: η2B(x) = iεabc
[
qiTa (x)Cγ5q

j
b(x)

]
qkc (x) , (2)

where for p,Λ,Σ, the indices (i, j, k) take the following values: (u, d, u) for p, (u, d, s) for Λ,

and (u, s, d) for Σ. a, b, c are the color indices. B denotes an arbitrary light baryon.

For the baryon-antibaryon type hexaquark molecular states BB̄′, the quantum numbers

of the ground states will take JP = 0−, 0+, 1−, 1+, and the corresponding interpolating

current structures are given by

j0
−
(x) = iη̄B′(x)γ5ηB(x), (3)

j0
+

(x) = η̄B′(x)ηB(x), (4)

j1
−

µ (x) = η̄B′(x)γµηB(x), (5)

j1
+

µ (x) = iη̄B′(x)γµγ5ηB(x), (6)

where the two baryonic interpolating currents η̄B′(x) and ηB(x) for each molecular state

must be chosen uniformly from either Eq.(1) or (2), respectively. Thus, for each bary-

onic interpolating current, there exist four possible molecular state structures of hexaquark,

corresponding to four different quantum numbers JP .

B. 2-point Correlation Functions

After selecting the interpolating currents Eqs.(3)-(6), we can evaluate the two-point cor-

relation functions of the interpolating currents

Π(q2) = i

∫
d4x eiq·x ⟨Ω|T{j(x), j†(0)} |Ω⟩ , (7)
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Πµν(q
2) = i

∫
d4x eiq·x ⟨Ω|T{jµ(x), j†ν(0)} |Ω⟩ , (8)

where j(x), jµ(x) are the interpolating currents corresponding to the molecular states with

J = 0, 1, respectively, and |Ω⟩ represents the physical QCD vacuum state. The tensor-type

correlation function Πµν can not fully represent the J = 1 molecular state. It can be written

as the sum of two parts

Πµν(q
2) = −

(
gµν −

qµqν
q2

)
Π1(q

2) +
qµqν
q2

Π0(q
2), (9)

where the subscripts 1 and 0 correspond to particles with spin 1 and 0, respectively. By

projecting, we obtain

Π1(q
2) = −1

3

(
gµν − qµqν

q2

)
Πµν(q

2), (10)

which is the two-point correlation function for the J = 1 molecular state current.

1. OPE Side

We can analytically evaluate the correlation functions given in Eqs.(7)-(8). For the Type-

1 baryon current Eq.(1), the correlation functions in coordinate space are denoted as

ΠType-1pΛ̄
0 (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
s (x)γ5Γ

†γ5Sf1f
u (−x)γ5Γγ5

]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)CSbb1
d (x)

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)CSe1e
d (−x)

]
,

(11)

ΠType-1pΛ̄
1µν (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
s (x)γ5Γ

†
νγ5Sf1f

u (−x)γ5Γµγ5
]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)CSbb1
d (x)

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)CSe1e
d (−x)

]
,

(12)

ΠType-1pΣ̄
0 (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
d (x)γ5Γ

†γ5Sf1f
u (−x)γ5Γγ5

]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)CSbb1
s (x)

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)CSe1e
d (−x)

]
,

(13)

ΠType-1pΣ̄
1µν (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
d (x)γ5Γ

†
νγ5Sf1f

u (−x)γ5Γµγ5
]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)CSbb1
s (x)

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)CSe1e
d (−x)

]
,

(14)

where a, b, c, a1, b1, c1 are color indices, and Γ = 1, iγ5 correspond to the quantum numbers

0+ and 0−, respectively. Similarly, Γµ = γµ, iγµγ5 correspond to the quantum numbers 1−

and 1+, respectively. For the Type-2 baryon current Eq.(2), the correlation functions are
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similarly given by

ΠType-2pΛ̄
0 (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
s (x)Γ†Sf1f

u (−x)Γ
]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)Cγ5Sbb1
d (x)γ5

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)Cγ5Se1e
d (−x)γ5

]
,

(15)

ΠType-2pΛ̄
1µν (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
s (x)Γ†

νSf1f
u (−x)Γµ

]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)Cγ5Sbb1
d (x)γ5

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)Cγ5Se1e
d (−x)γ5

]
,

(16)

ΠType-2pΣ̄
0 (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
d (x)Γ†Sf1f

u (−x)Γ
]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)Cγ5Sbb1
s (x)γ5

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)Cγ5Se1e
d (−x)γ5

]
,

(17)

ΠType-2pΣ̄
1µν (x) =iεabcεa1b1c1εdefεd1e1f1 Tr

[
Scc1
d (x)Γ†

νSf1f
u (−x)Γµ

]
×

Tr
[
CSTaa1

u (x)Cγ5Sbb1
s (x)γ5

]
× Tr

[
CSTd1d

u (−x)Cγ5Se1e
d (−x)γ5

]
.

(18)

The propagator Sab
q (x) in the above correlation functions represents the full QCD propagator,

which incorporates both perturbative and non-perturbative contributions at all orders of

vacuum condensates. The full propagator for a light quark q = u, d, s can be expressed as

iSjk
q (x) =iδjk

/x

2π2x4
− δjkmq

1

4π2x2
− itjka

Ga
αβ

32π2x2

(
σαβ/x+ /xσαβ

)
− δjk

⟨q̄q⟩
12

+ iδjk
/x

48
mq⟨q̄q⟩

− δjk
x2

192
⟨gsq̄σ ·Gq⟩+ iδjk

x2/x

1152
mq⟨gsq̄σ ·Gq⟩ − tjka

σαβ

192
⟨gsq̄σ ·Gq⟩

− itjka
1

768
(σαβ/x+ /xσαβ)mq⟨gsq̄σ ·Gq⟩.

(19)

More details on the full propagator can refer to Refs.[70, 71]. The typical Feymann diagrams

of the correlation functions are shown in Fig.1, which also includes the contributions of the

non-perturbative vacuum condensates.

Through the Källén-Lehmann spectral representation

ρ(s) =
1

π
ImΠ(s), (20)

we can correspond the correlation functions given in Eqs.(11)-(18) to the spectral density and

derive the spectral density in the form of the operator product expansion (OPE). The spec-

tral density, including vacuum condensates up to dimension 13, can generally be expressed

as
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FIG. 1: The typical Feynman diagrams for the two-point correlation functions are shown,
where the thick lines represent light quarks, the spiral lines denote gluons, and the solid
dots indicate the condensates. The diagrams include contributions from the perturbative

term, quark condensates, gluon condensates, and mixed condensates.

ρOPE(s) =ρpert(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩(s) + ρ⟨G
2⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄Gq⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩

2

(s) + ρ⟨G
3⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩⟨G

2⟩(s)

+ρ⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩(s) + ρ⟨G
4⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩

3

(s) + ρ⟨q̄Gq⟩⟨G2⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩
2⟨G2⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄Gq⟩2(s)

+ρ⟨q̄q⟩
2⟨q̄Gq⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩⟨G

4⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩
4

(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩⟨G2⟩(s) + ρ⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩2(s) + ρ⟨q̄Gq⟩⟨G4⟩(s).

(21)

Subsequently, through the dispersion relation, the spectral density on the OPE side can be

used to express the correlation function ΠOPE
X,JP (q

2) as

ΠOPE
X,JP (q

2) =

∫ ∞

smin

ds
ρOPE
X,JP (s)

s− q2
, (22)

where X denotes the corresponding ground hadronic state and JP denotes its quantum

number; smin represents the kinematic threshold, typically corresponding to the sum of

the masses of all quarks involved in the hadronic interpolating current [26, 27, 54], i.e.

smin = m2
s for pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ molecular states. The analytical results of ρOPE

X,JP (s) are shown in
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the appendices.

2. Phenomenological Side

In the phenomenological side, the contributions from the ground state and excited states

to the spectral density can be separated as

ρPhenX,JP (s) = λ2
X,JP δ

(
s−m2

X,JP

)
+ θ (s− s0) ρX,JP (s), (23)

where λX,JP and mX,JP represent the decay constant and mass of the ground state, respec-

tively; s0 represents the threshold of the continuum spectrum, above which the spectral

density should include contributions from higher excited states and the continuum spec-

trum. Consequently, the phenomenological correlation function can be expressed through

the dispersion relation as

ΠPhen
X,JP

(
q2
)
=

λ2
X,JP

m2
X,JP − q2

+

∫ +∞

s0

ds
ρX,JP (s)

s− q2
. (24)

C. Hadronic Mass

According to the principle of quark-hadron duality , the correlation functions from both

the OPE and the phenomenological sides should be consistent. Above the continuum thresh-

old s0, the spectral density satisfies ρX,JP (s) ≈ ρOPE
X,JP (s). Based on this principle, we combine

the two sides of the correlation function Eqs.(22), (24) and apply the Borel transformation to

both sides, which suppresses the contributions from higher excited states and the continuum,

yielding

λ2
X,JP e

−m2
X,JP /M2

B =

∫ s0

smin

ds ρOPE
X,JP (s)e

−s/M2
B . (25)

From the above equation, the mass of the ground-state hadron X can be determined as

mX,JP

(
s0,M

2
B

)
=

√
−
LX,JP ,1 (s0,M

2
B)

LX,JP ,0 (s0,M
2
B)

, (26)
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where

LX,JP ,0

(
s0,M

2
B

)
=

∫ s0

smin

ds ρOPE(s)e−s/M2
B +Πsum(M2

B),

LX,JP ,1

(
s0,M

2
B

)
=

∂

∂M−2
B

LX,JP ,0

(
s0,M

2
B

)
.

(27)

Here, Πsum(M2
B) represents the part of the correlation function that has no imaginary part

but provides non-trivial contributions after the Borel transformation, which are proportional

to the masses of u, d quarks. Since we have taken the limit mu = md → 0, this contribution

vanishes and does not appear in our calculations.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In the numerical calculations of QCDSR, we adopt the following input parameters [41,

54, 72], where q represents the u, d quarks:

⟨q̄q⟩ = −(0.24± 0.01)3 GeV3, ⟨s̄s⟩ = (1.15± 0.12)⟨q̄q⟩,

⟨g2sG2⟩ = (0.88± 0.25) GeV4, ⟨g3sG3⟩ = (0.045± 0.013) GeV6,

⟨q̄gsσ ·Gq⟩ = m2
0⟨q̄q⟩, ⟨s̄gsσ ·Gs⟩ = m2

0⟨s̄s⟩,

m2
0 = (0.8± 0.1) GeV2, ms = (95± 5) MeV.

(28)

In the process of establishing QCDSR, we also introduce two additional parameters,

namely the continuum threshold parameter s0 and the Borel parameter M2
B. Theoretically,

the mass mX should not depend on these two parameters. Therefore, it is necessary to

identify a range of s0 and M2
B in which the variation of mX remains relatively stable. This

range of parameters is the so-called Borel window. To determine an appropriate Borel

window, we need to introduce two criteria. First, since we are calculating the mass of

the ground-state hadron, the pole contribution should dominate. According to Eq.(27),

the contribution to the spectral density from s ≫ M2
B is significantly suppressed [73–75].

Therefore, the fraction of pole contribution can be defined as

RPC
X,JP =

LX,JP ,0(s0,M
2
B)

LX,JP ,0(∞,M2
B)

. (29)

For hexaquark states, we assume that this value should be no less than 15% [54, 58]. Sec-

ondly, the OPE should converge, which means that the contribution from the highest-
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dimensional condensate should be as small as possible. In this work, we calculate the

contributions to the spectral density up to the dimension 13 condensates. The ratio of the

dimension 13 condensate contribution is defined as

ROPE
X,JP =

∣∣∣∣∣L
⟨O13⟩
X,JP ,0

(s0,M
2
B)

LX,JP ,0(s0,M
2
B)

∣∣∣∣∣ , (30)

where

L
⟨O13⟩
X,JP ,0

(s0,M
2
B) =

∫ s0

smin

ds ρ⟨O13⟩(s)e−s/M2
B . (31)

To determine the range of s0, we adopt the method proposed in Refs.[26, 27, 54, 76, 77].

First, since s0 represents the threshold for the onset of the continuum spectrum, it should be

slightly larger than the hadron mass mX , that is,
√
s0 ∼ mX + δ, where δ is typically taken

as 0.4−0.8GeV [41, 54, 78]. Next, within this interval of
√
s0, we search for the range of MB

where the mass mX remains nearly stable. Since the contribution to the spectral density

of s ≫ M2
B is significantly suppressed, the s ∼ MB region is pole dominated. Therefore,

MB should characterize the energy scale of the hadron X. The range of s0 and MB that

satisfies the above requirements is the Borel window, which corresponds to the physical state

of the hadron under our investigation. In practice, we allow
√
s0 to vary within a range of

±0.1GeV. A stable physical state is identified when the variation of M2
B within the Borel

window exceeds 0.5GeV2, ensuring the stability of the results.

Based on the above discussion, we performed numerical calculations for the mass spectra

of the ground states of the pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ molecular states. For the pΛ̄ states, we identified

the Borel windows that satisfy the requirements for the 0+ states of the Type-1 current

and the 0−, 1− states of the Type-2 current. For the other states, no suitable Borel window

could be identified regardless of the choice of s0 and M2
B. Therefore, we conclude that the

corresponding current does not couple to such states, which is consistent with our previous

work on the light bayronium [54]. The choices of Borel windows and the mass of pΛ̄ states

are shown in Table.I. For the 0− state, the dependence relationships between mpΛ̄,0− and

M2
B is shown in Fig.2(a), and the ratios RPC

pΛ̄,0−
and ROPE

pΛ̄,0−
are shown as functions of M2

B in

Fig.2(b) and Fig.2(c) with different values of
√
s0, respectively. The same figures for 0+ and

1− states are shown in Fig.3 and Fig.4 , respectively.
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Current JP √
s0(GeV) M2

B(GeV2) MX(GeV)
Type-1 0− · · · · · · · · ·

0+ 2.9± 0.1 2.4− 2.9 1.96± 0.03
1− · · · · · · · · ·
1+ · · · · · · · · ·

Type-2 0− 2.8± 0.1 1.6− 2.2 2.00± 0.20
0+ · · · · · · · · ·
1− 2.8± 0.1 1.6− 2.1 2.05± 0.18
1+ · · · · · · · · ·

TABLE I: The continuum thresholds, Borel parameters, and predicted masses of pΛ̄ molec-
ular states

For the pΣ̄ state, we obtained similar results. We identified the Borel windows that satisfy

the requirements for the 0+ states of the Type-1 current and the 0−, 1− states of the Type-2

current. For the other states, no suitable Borel window could be identified regardless of the

choice of s0 and M2
B, either. Choices of Borel windows and the mass of them are shown in

Table.II. The figures for the above 3 states are shown in Figs.5, 6, 7, respectively.
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(b)
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(c)
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s0 =2.9 GeV
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p
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(G
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(c)

FIG. 2: The figures for the 0− pΛ̄ state: (a) The mass mpΛ̄,0− as a function of M2
B for

different values of
√
s0. (b) The ratio RPC

pΛ̄,0−
as a function of M2

B for different values of
√
s0.

(c) The ratio ROPE
pΛ̄,0−

as a function of M2
B for different values of

√
s0.
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FIG. 3: The same caption as Fig.2 but for the 0+ pΛ̄ state.
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FIG. 4: The same caption as Fig.2 but for the 1− pΛ̄ state.
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FIG. 5: The same caption as Fig.2 but for the 0− pΣ̄ state.
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FIG. 6: The same caption as Fig.2 but for the 0+ pΣ̄ state.
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FIG. 7: The same caption as Fig.2 but for the 1− pΣ̄ state.

Current JP √
s0(GeV) M2

B(GeV2) MX(GeV)
Type-1 0− · · · · · · · · ·

0+ 2.9± 0.1 2.4− 2.9 1.98± 0.04
1− · · · · · · · · ·
1+ · · · · · · · · ·

Type-2 0− 2.8± 0.1 1.6− 2.1 1.99± 0.18
0+ · · · · · · · · ·
1− 2.8± 0.1 1.7− 2.2 2.06± 0.18
1+ · · · · · · · · ·

TABLE II: The same table as Table.I but for pΣ̄ atates.

From Tables.I, II, it can be observed that the mass results of the hexaquark states exhibit

uncertainties. These uncertainties arise from the input quark masses, the vacuum conden-

sates, and the choices of
√
s0 and M2

B. We also compared our results with those calculated

through constituent quark models without annihilation interactions [63], including the chi-

ral quark model (ChQM) and the quark delocalization color-screening model (QDCSM) in

Table.III. In this comparison, we adopted the mass data of p, Λ and Σ from the Particle

Data Group (PDG) [79]. It can be seen that the results for pΛ̄ obtained from both models

are less than the corresponding dibaryon threshold. However, for pΣ̄, the results from the
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chiral quark model exceed the corresponding dibaryon threshold, which is rather larger than

the central values of our results.

X

mX(GeV) Models
This work QDCSM ChQM

pΛ̄ 0− 2.00
2.045 2.045

pΛ̄ 0+ 1.96
pΛ̄ 1− 2.05

2.048 2.047
pΛ̄ 1+ · · ·
pΣ̄ 0− 1.99

2.132 2.165
pΣ̄ 0+ 1.98
pΣ̄ 1− 2.06

2.152 2.189
pΣ̄ 1+ · · ·

TABLE III: The comparison between hexaquark state masses obtained in this work and the
results from the constituent quark model.

IV. DECAY MODES ANALYSES

To search for these hexaquark states experimentally, the simplest and most direct ap-

proach is to reconstruct them from their decay products. In this section, we provide the

possible decay modes of the six pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ molecular states studied earlier, with the hope

that they can be observed on the running experiments like the BESIII, BELLEII, and LHCb.

Since the masses of these molecular states are all below their corresponding diquark thresh-

olds, their direct decays into p, Λ̄ or p, Σ̄ are forbidden. The remaining possible decay modes

are listed in Table.IV.

JP 0− 0+ 1−

Modes of pΛ̄ (pΣ̄) ππK ππK∗ ππK∗

ωωK ωωK∗ ωωK∗

TABLE IV: Typical decay modes of the pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ molecular states for each quantum
number.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the ground state mass spectra of the hexaquark molecular configurations

pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ with the four quantum numbers: JP = 0−, 0+, 1−, 1+ in the QCDSR framework.

Two independent octet baryonic currents were chosen to establish the QCDSR. The results
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indicate that only the hexaquark states pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ with JP = 0−, 0+, 1− exist, with masses

below their corresponding diquark thresholds. Since the quantum number of X(2085) have

already been confirmed as JP = 1+, and our results indicate the absence of pΛ̄ and pΣ̄

with JP = 1+, we exclude the possibility of X(2085) of being this structure. On the other

hand, the mass of X(2075) lies close to the 1− pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ molecular states. Based on these

results, we also analyzed the possible decay modes of these six hexaquark states, leaving to

experimental confirmation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We appreciate the enlightening discussion with Bing-Dong Wan and Liang Tang. This

work was supported in part by the National Key Research and Development Program of

China under Contracts No. 2020YFA0406400, by the National Natural Science Foundation

of China(NSFC) under the Grants 12475087 and 12235008.

[1] M. Gell-Mann, Phys. Lett. 8, 214 (1964).

[2] G. Zweig, An SU(3) model for strong interaction symmetry and its breaking. Version 2, in

DEVELOPMENTS IN THE QUARK THEORY OF HADRONS. VOL. 1. 1964 - 1978 , edited

by D. B. Lichtenberg and S. P. Rosen (1964) pp. 22–101.

[3] S. K. Choi et al. (Belle), Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 262001 (2003), arXiv:hep-ex/0309032.

[4] S. Pakvasa and M. Suzuki, Phys. Lett. B 579, 67 (2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0309294.

[5] M. B. Voloshin, Phys. Lett. B 579, 316 (2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0309307.

[6] X. Liu and Y.-M. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 49, 643 (2007).

[7] R. D. Matheus, S. Narison, M. Nielsen, and J. M. Richard, Phys. Rev. D 75, 014005 (2007),

arXiv:hep-ph/0608297.

[8] S. H. Lee, M. Nielsen, and U. Wiedner, J. Korean Phys. Soc. 55, 424 (2009), arXiv:0803.1168

[hep-ph].

[9] W. Chen, H.-y. Jin, R. T. Kleiv, T. G. Steele, M. Wang, and Q. Xu, Phys. Rev. D 88, 045027

(2013), arXiv:1305.0244 [hep-ph].

[10] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb), Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 072001 (2015), arXiv:1507.03414 [hep-ex].

16

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9163(64)92001-3
https://doi.org/10.17181/CERN-TH-412
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.262001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0309032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.11.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0309294
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.11.014
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0309307
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-006-0135-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.014005
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0608297
https://doi.org/10.3938/jkps.55.424
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.1168
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.1168
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.045027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.045027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.0244
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.072001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.03414


[11] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII), Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 252001 (2013), arXiv:1303.5949 [hep-ex].

[12] K. Chilikin et al. (Belle), Phys. Rev. D 90, 112009 (2014), arXiv:1408.6457 [hep-ex].

[13] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb), Sci. Bull. 65, 1983 (2020), arXiv:2006.16957 [hep-ex].

[14] M. Ablikim et al. ((BESIII Collaboration)*, BESIII), Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 042001 (2022),

arXiv:2201.10796 [hep-ex].

[15] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII), Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 192002 (2022), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett.

130, 159901 (2023)], arXiv:2202.00621 [hep-ex].

[16] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII), Phys. Rev. D 106, 072012 (2022), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 107,

079901 (2023)], arXiv:2202.00623 [hep-ex].

[17] H.-X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu, T. G. Steele, and S.-L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 172001

(2015), arXiv:1507.03717 [hep-ph].

[18] Z.-G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 70 (2016), arXiv:1508.01468 [hep-ph].

[19] A. Chodos, R. L. Jaffe, K. Johnson, C. B. Thorn, and V. F. Weisskopf, Phys. Rev. D 9, 3471

(1974).

[20] K. G. Wilson, Phys. Rev. D 10, 2445 (1974).

[21] G. ’t Hooft, Phys. Rev. D 14, 3432 (1976), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 18, 2199 (1978)].

[22] J. Erlich, E. Katz, D. T. Son, and M. A. Stephanov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 261602 (2005),

arXiv:hep-ph/0501128.

[23] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein, and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 147, 385 (1979).

[24] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein, and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 147, 448 (1979).

[25] S.-Q. Zhang, B.-D. Wan, L. Tang, and C.-F. Qiao, Phys. Rev. D 106, 074010 (2022),

arXiv:2206.13133 [hep-ph].

[26] B.-D. Wan and C.-F. Qiao, Phys. Lett. B 817, 136339 (2021), arXiv:2012.00454 [hep-ph].

[27] B.-D. Wan and C.-F. Qiao, Nucl. Phys. B 968, 115450 (2021), arXiv:2011.08747 [hep-ph].

[28] B. L. Ioffe and A. V. Smilga, Nucl. Phys. B 216, 373 (1983).

[29] Y.-M. Wang, H. Zou, Z.-T. Wei, X.-Q. Li, and C.-D. Lu, Eur. Phys. J. C 54, 107 (2008),

arXiv:0707.1138 [hep-ph].

[30] B. Wu, G.-L. Yu, J. Lu, and Z.-G. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 859, 139118 (2024), arXiv:2406.08181

[hep-ph].

[31] Z.-X. Zhao, R.-H. Li, Y.-L. Shen, Y.-J. Shi, and Y.-S. Yang, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 1181 (2020),

arXiv:2010.07150 [hep-ph].

17

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.5949
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.112009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.6457
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2020.08.032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.16957
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.042001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.10796
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.192002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.00621
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.072012
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.00623
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.172001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.172001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.03717
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-3920-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01468
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.9.3471
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.9.3471
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.2445
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.14.3432
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.261602
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0501128
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(79)90022-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(79)90023-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.074010
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.13133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136339
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.00454
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115450
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.08747
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90291-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0498-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.139118
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.08181
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.08181
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08767-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.07150


[32] Z. Neishabouri, K. Azizi, and H. R. Moshfegh, Phys. Rev. D 110, 014010 (2024),

arXiv:2404.12654 [hep-ph].

[33] T. M. Aliev, K. Azizi, and M. Savci, Phys. Rev. D 81, 056006 (2010), arXiv:1001.0227 [hep-ph].

[34] S.-Q. Zhang and C.-F. Qiao, Phys. Rev. D 108, 074017 (2023), arXiv:2307.05019 [hep-ph].

[35] S.-Q. Zhang, X.-H. Zhang, and C.-F. Qiao, JHEP 06, 122, arXiv:2402.15088 [hep-ph].

[36] C. A. Dominguez and N. Paver, Phys. Lett. B 197, 423 (1987), [Erratum: Phys.Lett.B 199,

596 (1987)].

[37] A. Khodjamirian, R. Ruckl, S. Weinzierl, C. W. Winhart, and O. I. Yakovlev, Phys. Rev. D

62, 114002 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/0001297.

[38] P. Gelhausen, A. Khodjamirian, A. A. Pivovarov, and D. Rosenthal, Phys. Rev. D 88, 014015

(2013), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 89, 099901 (2014), Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 91, 099901 (2015)],

arXiv:1305.5432 [hep-ph].

[39] X.-H. Hu, Y.-L. Shen, W. Wang, and Z.-X. Zhao, Chin. Phys. C 42, 123102 (2018),

arXiv:1711.10289 [hep-ph].

[40] S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 807, 135522 (2020), arXiv:2004.03622 [hep-ph].

[41] P. Colangelo and A. Khodjamirian, QCD sum rules, a modern perspective, in At the frontier

of particle physics. Handbook of QCD. Vol. 1-3 , edited by M. Shifman and B. Ioffe (World

Scientific, 2000) pp. 1495–1576, arXiv:hep-ph/0010175.

[42] R. L. Jaffe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38, 195 (1977), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 38, 617 (1977)].

[43] P. J. Mulders, A. T. M. Aerts, and J. J. De Swart, Phys. Rev. D 21, 2653 (1980).

[44] A. P. Balachandran, A. Barducci, F. Lizzi, V. G. J. Rodgers, and A. Stern, Phys. Rev. Lett.

52, 887 (1984).

[45] T. Sakai, K. Shimizu, and K. Yazaki, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 137, 121 (2000), arXiv:nucl-

th/9912063.

[46] Y. Ikeda and T. Sato, Phys. Rev. C 76, 035203 (2007), arXiv:0704.1978 [nucl-th].

[47] M. Bashkanov, S. J. Brodsky, and H. Clement, Phys. Lett. B 727, 438 (2013), arXiv:1308.6404

[hep-ph].

[48] P. E. Shanahan, A. W. Thomas, and R. D. Young, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 092004 (2011),

arXiv:1106.2851 [nucl-th].

[49] H. Clement, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 93, 195 (2017), arXiv:1610.05591 [nucl-ex].

[50] J. P. Lees et al. (BaBar), Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 072002 (2019), arXiv:1810.04724 [hep-ex].

18

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.014010
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.12654
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.056006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.0227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.074017
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.05019
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)122
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.15088
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90414-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.114002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.114002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0001297
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.014015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.014015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.5432
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/42/12/123102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.10289
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135522
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.03622
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812810458_0033
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812810458_0033
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0010175
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.38.195
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.21.2653
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.52.887
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.52.887
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.137.121
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9912063
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9912063
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.76.035203
https://arxiv.org/abs/0704.1978
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.10.059
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.6404
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.6404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.092004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2851
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2016.12.004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05591
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.072002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04724


[51] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar), Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 142001 (2005), arXiv:hep-ex/0506081.

[52] C.-F. Qiao, Phys. Lett. B 639, 263 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0510228.

[53] C.-F. Qiao, J. Phys. G 35, 075008 (2008), arXiv:0709.4066 [hep-ph].

[54] B.-D. Wan, S.-Q. Zhang, and C.-F. Qiao, Phys. Rev. D 105, 014016 (2022), arXiv:2109.07130

[hep-ph].

[55] Z.-G. Wang and S.-L. Wan, J. Phys. G 34, 505 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0601105.

[56] J. Z. Bai et al. (BES), Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 022001 (2003), arXiv:hep-ex/0303006.

[57] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII), Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 151901 (2024), arXiv:2310.17937 [hep-ex].

[58] B.-D. Wan, L. Tang, and C.-F. Qiao, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 121 (2020), arXiv:1912.12046 [hep-

ph].

[59] H.-X. Chen, D. Zhou, W. Chen, X. Liu, and S.-L. Zhu, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 602 (2016),

arXiv:1605.07453 [hep-ph].

[60] X.-W. Wang, Z.-G. Wang, and G.-l. Yu, Eur. Phys. J. A 57, 275 (2021), arXiv:2107.04751

[hep-ph].

[61] M. Ablikim et al. (BES), Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 112002 (2004), arXiv:hep-ex/0405050.

[62] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII), Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 151901 (2023), arXiv:2303.01989 [hep-ex].

[63] H. Huang, J. Ping, and F. Wang, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 27, 1250039 (2012), arXiv:1112.5857

[hep-ph].

[64] C. Z. Yuan, X. H. Mo, and P. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 626, 95 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0506019.

[65] G.-J. Ding, J.-l. Ping, and M.-L. Yan, Phys. Rev. D 74, 014029 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0510013.

[66] H.-X. Chen, V. Dmitrasinovic, A. Hosaka, K. Nagata, and S.-L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 78, 054021

(2008), arXiv:0806.1997 [hep-ph].

[67] M. Fierz, Z. Phys. 104, 553 (1937).

[68] Y. Chung, H. G. Dosch, M. Kremer, and D. Schall, Nucl. Phys. B 197, 55 (1982).

[69] Y. Chung, H. G. Dosch, M. Kremer, and D. Schall, Phys. Lett. B 102, 175 (1981).

[70] Z.-G. Wang and T. Huang, Phys. Rev. D 89, 054019 (2014), arXiv:1310.2422 [hep-ph].

[71] R. M. Albuquerque, Charmonium Exotic States, Ph.D. thesis, Sal Paulo U. (2013),

arXiv:1306.4671 [hep-ph].

[72] L. Tang, B.-D. Wan, K. Maltman, and C.-F. Qiao, Phys. Rev. D 101, 094032 (2020),

arXiv:1911.10951 [hep-ph].

19

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.142001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0506081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.06.038
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510228
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/35/7/075008
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.4066
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.014016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.07130
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.07130
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/34/3/008
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0601105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.022001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0303006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.151901
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.17937
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7701-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.12046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.12046
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4459-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.07453
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-021-00576-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.04751
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.04751
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.112002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0405050
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.151901
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.01989
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732312500393
https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.5857
https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.5857
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.08.046
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.014029
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.054021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.054021
https://arxiv.org/abs/0806.1997
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01330070
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90154-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)91057-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.054019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.2422
https://doi.org/10.11606/T.43.2012.tde-06062013-170356
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4671
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.094032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.10951


[73] H.-X. Chen, E.-L. Cui, W. Chen, T. G. Steele, and S.-L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. C 91, 025204 (2015),

arXiv:1410.0394 [hep-ph].

[74] K. Azizi, S. S. Agaev, and H. Sundu, J. Phys. G 47, 095001 (2020), arXiv:1904.09913 [hep-ph].

[75] Z.-G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 642 (2017), arXiv:1707.09767 [hep-ph].

[76] C.-F. Qiao and L. Tang, Eur. Phys. J. C 74, 2810 (2014), arXiv:1308.3439 [hep-ph].

[77] L. Tang and C.-F. Qiao, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 558 (2016), arXiv:1603.04761 [hep-ph].

[78] S. I. Finazzo, M. Nielsen, and X. Liu, Phys. Lett. B 701, 101 (2011), arXiv:1102.2347 [hep-ph].

[79] S. Navas et al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev. D 110, 030001 (2024).

[80] V. Shtabovenko, R. Mertig, and F. Orellana, Comput. Phys. Commun. 256, 107478 (2020),

arXiv:2001.04407 [hep-ph].

[81] V. Shtabovenko, R. Mertig, and F. Orellana, Comput. Phys. Commun. 207, 432 (2016),

arXiv:1601.01167 [hep-ph].

[82] R. Mertig, M. Bohm, and A. Denner, Comput. Phys. Commun. 64, 345 (1991).

20

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.91.025204
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.0394
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ab9a0e
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.09913
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5207-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.09767
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2810-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.3439
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4436-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.04761
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.05.042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1102.2347
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.030001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107478
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.04407
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.06.008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.01167
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-4655(91)90130-D


In the appendix, the analytical results for the spectral densities are presented, correspond-

ing to 16 different configurations, i.e., four quantum numbers for each of the two hexaquark

states; pΛ̄ and pΣ̄ states with two different baryonic currents. In calculating the spectral

densities, the FeynCalc package [80–82] was utilized to trace out the γ-matrices.

We expand the spectral densities as

ρOPE = ρpert +
13∑
n=3

ρ⟨On⟩, (32)

where n denotes for the dimension of the vacuum condensates.

Appendix A: The Spectral Densities of pΛ̄ Hexaquark States

1. 0− pΛ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert =
s7

92484403200π10
, (A1)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = −mss
5(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)
58982400π8

, (A2)

ρ⟨O4⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (A3)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
mss

4(3⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
11796480π8

, (A4)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(⟨s̄s⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩)

737280π6
, (A5)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩s3(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)
2359296π8

, (A6)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
+

⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
, (A7)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)

2304π4
+

ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

393216π8
, (A8)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨s̄s⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 2⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (A9)

ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(⟨q̄q⟩(⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 9⟨q̄Gq⟩) + 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

2304π4
− ms⟨GG⟩2s(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)

75497472π8
,(A10)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩ − 2⟨s̄s⟩)

288π2
+

⟨GG⟩s(2⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (A11)
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ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(18⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 4⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

9216π4

+
ms⟨GG⟩2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

226492416π8
. (A12)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert =
s7

92484403200π10
, (A13)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = −mss
5(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)
58982400π8

, (A14)

ρ⟨O4⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (A15)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
mss

4(3⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
11796480π8

, (A16)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

737280π6
, (A17)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩s3(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)
2359296π8

, (A18)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
− s3(⟨q̄q⟩(4⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩) + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
, (A19)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

393216π8
− ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)

2304π4
, (A20)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(2⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
49152π6

, (A21)

ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(9⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

2304π4

− ms⟨GG⟩2s(2⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)
75497472π8

, (A22)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩+ 2⟨s̄s⟩)

288π2
− ⟨GG⟩s(⟨q̄q⟩(2⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩) + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

49152π6
, (A23)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(−18⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 4⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

9216π4

+
ms⟨GG⟩2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

226492416π8
. (A24)

2. 0+ pΛ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert = − s7

92484403200π10
, (A25)
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ρ⟨O3⟩ = −mss
5(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
58982400π8

, (A26)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (A27)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
mss

4(3⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
11796480π8

, (A28)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(⟨s̄s⟩+ 2⟨q̄q⟩)

737280π6
, (A29)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩s3(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
2359296π8

, (A30)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
, (A31)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

2304π4
+

ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

393216π8
, (A32)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨s̄s⟩+ ⟨q̄q⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 2⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (A33)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(⟨q̄q⟩(⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 9⟨q̄Gq⟩) + 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)
2304π4

− ms⟨GG⟩2s(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
75497472π8

, (A34)

ρ⟨O12⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩+ 2⟨s̄s⟩)
288π2

− ⟨GG⟩s(2⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

,(A35)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(18⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 4⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

9216π4

+
ms⟨GG⟩2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

226492416π8
. (A36)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert = − s7

92484403200π10
, (A37)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = −mss
5(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
58982400π8

, (A38)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (A39)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
mss

4(3⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
11796480π8

, (A40)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(⟨s̄s⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩)

737280π6
, (A41)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩s3(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
2359296π8

, (A42)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
, (A43)
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ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

393216π8
− ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

2304π4
, (A44)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨s̄s⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 2⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (A45)

ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(⟨q̄q⟩(9⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩) + 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

2304π4

− ms⟨GG⟩2s(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
75497472π8

, (A46)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s(2⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

49152π6
− ⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩ − 2⟨s̄s⟩)

288π2
, (A47)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

226492416π8

− ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(18⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 4⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
9216π4

. (A48)

3. 1− pΛ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (A49)

ρ⟨O3⟩ =
mss

5(7⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)
206438400π8

, (A50)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (A51)

ρ⟨O5⟩ = −mss
4(18⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 5⟨s̄Gs⟩)

70778880π8
, (A52)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(5⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)

2211840π6
, (A53)

ρ⟨O7⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩s3(5⟨q̄q⟩ − 2⟨s̄s⟩)

5898240π8
, (A54)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(−16⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 5⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 5⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

737280π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (A55)

ρ⟨O9⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(8⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)
9216π4

− ms⟨GG⟩s2(4⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
1572864π8

, (A56)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(3⟨q̄q⟩ − 4⟨s̄s⟩)

294912π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 2⟨s̄Gs⟩)
98304π6

, (A57)

ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩2s(3⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)

113246208π8

+
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

6912π4
, (A58)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s(−4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
− ⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)

432π2
,(A59)
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ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

6912π4

− ms⟨GG⟩2(6⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
452984832π8

. (A60)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (A61)

ρ⟨O3⟩ =
mss

5(7⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)
206438400π8

, (A62)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (A63)

ρ⟨O5⟩ = −mss
4(18⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 5⟨s̄Gs⟩)

70778880π8
, (A64)

ρ⟨O6⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩s4(5⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)
2211840π6

, (A65)

ρ⟨O7⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩s3(5⟨q̄q⟩ − 2⟨s̄s⟩)

5898240π8
, (A66)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(16⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 5⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 5⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

737280π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (A67)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(8⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)

9216π4
− ms⟨GG⟩s2(4⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

1572864π8
, (A68)

ρ⟨O10⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(3⟨q̄q⟩+ 4⟨s̄s⟩)
294912π6

− ⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨s̄Gs⟩)
98304π6

, (A69)

ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩2s(3⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)

113246208π8

− ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
6912π4

, (A70)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
− ⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)

432π2
,(A71)

ρ⟨O13⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
6912π4

− ms⟨GG⟩2(6⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
452984832π8

. (A72)

4. 1+ pΛ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (A73)
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ρ⟨O3⟩ = −mss
5(7⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)
206438400π8

, (A74)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (A75)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
mss

4(18⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 5⟨s̄Gs⟩)
70778880π8

, (A76)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(5⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)

2211840π6
, (A77)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩s3(5⟨q̄q⟩+ 2⟨s̄s⟩)
5898240π8

, (A78)

ρ⟨O8⟩ = −s3(16⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 5⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 5⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
737280π6

− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (A79)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
mss

2 (512π4⟨q̄q⟩2(8⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩) + 3⟨GG⟩(4⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩))
4718592π8

, (A80)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
s2 (3⟨q̄q⟩2⟨GG⟩+ 4⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄s⟩⟨GG⟩+ 9⟨q̄Gq⟩2 + 6⟨q̄Gq⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

294912π6
, (A81)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩2s(3⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
113246208π8

− ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
6912π4

, (A82)

ρ⟨O12⟩ = −s (1024π4⟨q̄q⟩3(⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩))
442368π6

+
3s⟨GG⟩(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

442368π6
, (A83)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩2(6⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

452984832π8

− ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
6912π4

. (A84)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (A85)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = −mss
5(7⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)
206438400π8

, (A86)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (A87)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
mss

4(18⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 5⟨s̄Gs⟩)
70778880π8

, (A88)

ρ⟨O6⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩s4(5⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)
2211840π6

, (A89)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩s3(5⟨q̄q⟩+ 2⟨s̄s⟩)
5898240π8

, (A90)
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ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(16⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 5⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 5⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

737280π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (A91)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
mss

2 (3⟨GG⟩(4⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)− 512π4⟨q̄q⟩2(8⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩))
4718592π8

, (A92)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
s2 (⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩(4⟨s̄s⟩ − 3⟨q̄q⟩)− 9⟨q̄Gq⟩2 + 6⟨q̄Gq⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

294912π6
, (A93)

ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

6912π4

− ms⟨GG⟩2s(3⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
113246208π8

, (A94)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
3s⟨GG⟩(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

442368π6

− s (1024π4⟨q̄q⟩3(⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩))
442368π6

, (A95)

ρ⟨O13⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(27⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 6⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)
6912π4

+
ms⟨GG⟩2(6⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

452984832π8
. (A96)

Appendix B: The Spectral Densities of pΣ̄ Hexaquark States

1. 0− pΣ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert =
s7

92484403200π10
, (B1)

ρ⟨O3⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s5

19660800π8
, (B2)

ρ⟨O4⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (B3)

ρ⟨O5⟩ = −ms⟨q̄Gq⟩s4

2949120π8
, (B4)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(⟨s̄s⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩)

737280π6
, (B5)

ρ⟨O7⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s3

1572864π8
, (B6)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
+

⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
, (B7)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(⟨s̄s⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩)

1536π4
− ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

589824π8
, (B8)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨s̄s⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 2⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (B9)
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ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(26⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 9⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 17⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

9216π4
, (B10)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩ − 2⟨s̄s⟩)

288π2
+

⟨GG⟩s(2⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (B11)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(−25⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 17⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 8⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

18432π4
. (B12)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert =
s7

92484403200π10
, (B13)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = − ms⟨q̄q⟩s5

58982400π8
, (B14)

ρ⟨O4⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (B15)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩s4

5898240π8
, (B16)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

737280π6
, (B17)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s3

4718592π8
, (B18)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
− s3(⟨q̄q⟩(4⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩) + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
, (B19)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

1179648π8
− ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

4608π4
, (B20)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(2⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
49152π6

, (B21)

ρ⟨O11⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s(10⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 7⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

9216π4
, (B22)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩+ 2⟨s̄s⟩)

288π2
− ⟨GG⟩s(⟨q̄q⟩(2⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩) + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

49152π6
, (B23)

ρ⟨O13⟩ = −ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(11⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 7⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 4⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
18432π4

. (B24)

2. 0+ pΣ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert = − s7

92484403200π10
, (B25)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = − ms⟨q̄q⟩s5

19660800π8
, (B26)
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ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (B27)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩s4

2949120π8
, (B28)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(2⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

737280π6
, (B29)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s3

1572864π8
, (B30)

ρ⟨O8⟩ = −s3(⟨q̄q⟩(4⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩) + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
147456π6

− ⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
, (B31)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

1536π4
+

ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

589824π8
, (B32)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(2⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)
49152π6

, (B33)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(26⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 9⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 17⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)
9216π4

, (B34)

ρ⟨O12⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩+ 2⟨s̄s⟩)
288π2

− ⟨GG⟩s(⟨q̄q⟩(2⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩) + ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (B35)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(25⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 17⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 8⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

18432π4
. (B36)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert = − s7

92484403200π10
, (B37)

ρ⟨O3⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s5

58982400π8
, (B38)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

943718400π10
, (B39)

ρ⟨O5⟩ = −ms⟨q̄Gq⟩s4

5898240π8
, (B40)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(⟨s̄s⟩ − 2⟨q̄q⟩)

737280π6
, (B41)

ρ⟨O7⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s3

4718592π8
, (B42)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

3623878656π10
, (B43)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(⟨q̄q⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩)

4608π4
− ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

1179648π8
, (B44)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(⟨s̄s⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩)

73728π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 2⟨q̄Gq⟩)
49152π6

, (B45)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(10⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 7⟨s̄s⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)
9216π4

, (B46)
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ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s(2⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

49152π6
− ⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩ − 2⟨s̄s⟩)

288π2
, (B47)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩(11⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 7⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 4⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

18432π4
. (B48)

3. 1− pΣ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (B49)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = − ms⟨q̄q⟩s5

22937600π8
, (B50)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (B51)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
ms⟨q̄Gq⟩s4

3538944π8
, (B52)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s4(5⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)

2211840π6
, (B53)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s3

1966080π8
, (B54)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(−16⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 5⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 5⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

737280π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (B55)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(3⟨q̄q⟩ − 4⟨s̄s⟩)

6144π4
+

ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

786432π8
, (B56)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(3⟨q̄q⟩ − 4⟨s̄s⟩)

294912π6
+

⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 2⟨s̄Gs⟩)
98304π6

, (B57)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(52⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 27⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 51⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

, (B58)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s(−4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
− ⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)

432π2
,(B59)

ρ⟨O13⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(52⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 27⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 51⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

. (B60)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (B61)

ρ⟨O3⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s5

68812800π8
, (B62)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (B63)
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ρ⟨O5⟩ = −ms⟨q̄Gq⟩s4

7077888π8
, (B64)

ρ⟨O6⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩s4(5⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)
2211840π6

, (B65)

ρ⟨O7⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s3

5898240π8
, (B66)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(16⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 5⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 5⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

737280π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (B67)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩2s2(3⟨q̄q⟩+ 4⟨s̄s⟩)

18432π4
− ms⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

1572864π8
, (B68)

ρ⟨O10⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s2(3⟨q̄q⟩+ 4⟨s̄s⟩)
294912π6

− ⟨q̄Gq⟩s2(3⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨s̄Gs⟩)
98304π6

, (B69)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(20⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 9⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 21⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

, (B70)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨GG⟩s(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

147456π6
− ⟨q̄q⟩3s(⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)

432π2
,(B71)

ρ⟨O13⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(20⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 9⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 21⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

. (B72)

4. 1+ pΣ̄ Hexaquark States

a. Type-1 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (B73)

ρ⟨O3⟩ = −mss
5(16⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)
206438400π8

, (B74)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (B75)

ρ⟨O5⟩ =
mss

4(38⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 5⟨s̄Gs⟩)
70778880π8

, (B76)

ρ⟨O6⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩s3 (s(5⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩)− 18m2

s(5⟨q̄q⟩+ 2⟨s̄s⟩))
2211840π6

, (B77)

ρ⟨O7⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩s3(4⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
2949120π8

, (B78)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
17m2

s⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

73728π6
+

m2
s⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩s2

32768π6
+

m2
s⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s2

24576π6

−⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s3

46080π6
− ⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩s3

147456π6
− ⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩s3

147456π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (B79)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
mss

2 (256π4⟨q̄q⟩2(25⟨q̄q⟩+ 18⟨s̄s⟩) + 3⟨GG⟩(6⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩))
4718592π8

, (B80)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s (s(3⟨q̄q⟩+ 4⟨s̄s⟩)− 6m2

s(3⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩))
294912π6
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+
⟨q̄Gq⟩s (9s(3⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨s̄Gs⟩)− 16m2

s(9⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 2⟨s̄Gs⟩))
884736π6

, (B81)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨GG⟩2s(3⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)
113246208π8

−5ms⟨q̄q⟩s(32⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 7⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 15⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

, (B82)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
⟨q̄q⟩3 (9m2

s(4⟨q̄q⟩+ ⟨s̄s⟩)− 8s(⟨q̄q⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩))
3456π2

+
⟨GG⟩m2

s(34⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 4⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
589824π6

−4s⟨GG⟩(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
589824π6

, (B83)

ρ⟨O13⟩ =
ms⟨GG⟩2(6⟨q̄Gq⟩+ ⟨s̄Gs⟩)

452984832π8

−5ms⟨q̄q⟩s(32⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩+ 7⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩+ 15⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

(B84)

b. Type-2 Current

ρpert = − s7

104044953600π10
, (B85)

ρ⟨O3⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩s5

68812800π8
, (B86)

ρ⟨O4⟩ = − ⟨GG⟩s5

1101004800π10
, (B87)

ρ⟨O5⟩ = −ms⟨q̄Gq⟩s4

7077888π8
, (B88)

ρ⟨O6⟩ = −⟨q̄q⟩s4(5⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)
2211840π6

, (B89)

ρ⟨O7⟩ =
ms⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩s3

5898240π8
, (B90)

ρ⟨O8⟩ =
s3(16⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 5⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 5⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

737280π6
− ⟨GG⟩2s3

4529848320π10
, (B91)

ρ⟨O9⟩ =
mss

2 (256π4⟨q̄q⟩2(3⟨q̄q⟩ − 4⟨s̄s⟩)− 3⟨GG⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
4718592π8

, (B92)

ρ⟨O10⟩ =
s2 (⟨q̄q⟩⟨GG⟩(4⟨s̄s⟩ − 3⟨q̄q⟩)− 9⟨q̄Gq⟩2 + 6⟨q̄Gq⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩)

294912π6
, (B93)

ρ⟨O11⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(20⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 9⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 21⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

, (B94)

ρ⟨O12⟩ =
3s⟨GG⟩(4⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 3⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)

442368π6

−1024π4⟨q̄q⟩3(⟨q̄q⟩ − 3⟨s̄s⟩)
432π6

, (B95)

ρ⟨O13⟩ = −ms⟨q̄q⟩s(20⟨q̄q⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩ − 9⟨q̄q⟩⟨s̄Gs⟩ − 21⟨s̄s⟩⟨q̄Gq⟩)
27648π4

. (B96)

32


	The Spectra of p and p Hexaquark States
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Formalism
	Choices of the Currents
	2-point Correlation Functions
	OPE Side
	Phenomenological Side

	Hadronic Mass

	Numerical Analysis
	Decay Modes Analyses 
	Discussion and Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References
	The Spectral Densities of p Hexaquark States
	0- p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current

	0+ p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current

	1- p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current

	1+ p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current


	The Spectral Densities of p Hexaquark States
	0- p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current

	0+ p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current

	1- p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current

	1+ p Hexaquark States
	Type-1 Current
	Type-2 Current




