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Abstract

Motivated by the observation of the J¥ = 1 resonance X (2085) in the pA system by the BESIII
collaboration, we studied the molecular states of hexaquarks pA and p¥ 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 pA and p¥, with quantum numbers J¥ = 07,0, 17. Consequently, the current
sum rule results do not support the interpretation of X (2085) as a pA or p¥ molecular state. On
the other hand, we find that the masses of the proposed pA and p¥ structures with JX = 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) [I], 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 (¢¢) and baryons (gqq), 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
[4H9]. Over the past two decades, with the development of experimental technology, numer-
ous exotic hadron states have been discovered [I0HI6]. 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 [1I, 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 [36H40], and
other observables [41]. For the first discovered exotic state X (3872), QCDSR has successfully

provided explanations for its structure [7H9].

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 A.A.
heavy baryonium has been used to explain the structure of Y (4260) [51H53]. 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 pA, including X (2075) [61] and
the recently discovered X (2085) [62], both of which lie close to the threshold of pA. Among
them, the quantum number of X (2085) has been determined to be J¥ = 1. Theoretically,
X (2075) and X (2085) could be interpreted as a baryon-antibaryon molecular state of the
structure pA. Furthermore, other structures with near thresholds and the same quantum
numbers should also be considered, where the closest candidate being the molecular state
pY [63]. Therefore, studying the mass spectrum of the molecular state of the s wave pA
and pX could provide more insight into the nature of X (2075) and X (2085). The molecular
states pA and p¥ 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 pA
and p¥ 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[lll we briefly introduce the theoretical framework of QCDSR and present
the fundamental formulas used in our calculations. In Sect[ITI} we provide numerical analyses
and results. Sect discusses the possible decay modes of pA and pX. Finally, in Sect

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 pA and p3, 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 m,, = my — 0, which simplifies the structure of the interpolating currents. The two

simplified interpolating currents we have chosen are [68, 69

Type-l: map(t) = icae [ (2)Cq)(2)] 15ac(2) | (1)
Type-2:  1hs(w) = icae [a; (2)Crsq) ()] 2 (2) | (2)

where for p, A, ¥, the indices (i, j, k) take the following values: (u,d,u) for p, (u,d, s) for A,
and (u, s,d) for 3. a, b, c are the color indices. % denotes an arbitrary light baryon.

For the baryon-antibaryon type hexaquark molecular states %', the quantum numbers
of the ground states will take J” = 07,0%,17,1%, and the corresponding interpolating

current structures are given by

7 (x) =i (x)ysns(T), (3)
(@) =Nw(@)ma(), (4)
Ju (@) =Tz (2)yma(), (5)
g (@) =il () y05m2(2), (6)

where the two baryonic interpolating currents 74 () and ng(z) for each molecular state
must be chosen uniformly from either Eq. or , respectively. Thus, for each bary-
onic interpolating current, there exist four possible molecular state structures of hexaquark,

corresponding to four different quantum numbers J¥.

B. 2-point Correlation Functions

After selecting the interpolating currents Eqs.-@, we can evaluate the two-point cor-

relation functions of the interpolating currents

() = i / dtz 07 (0] T{j(), 51(0)} |9) (7)
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M (¢ = i / a6 (| T(ju(), 750} 1) (8)

where j(z), j,(z) are the interpolating currents corresponding to the molecular states with
J = 0,1, respectively, and |Q2) represents the physical QCD vacuum state. The tensor-type
correlation function II,,, can not fully represent the J = 1 molecular state. It can be written

as the sum of two parts

HW<q2>:—(gW ng”)rll( #)+ L), ©)

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

projecting, we obtain

() =~ (o - £ ) mute?), (10)

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

1. OPFE Side

We can analytically evaluate the correlation functions given in Eqs.—. For the Type-

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

HOType—lpA(x) :igabcgalblclgdefgdlelfl Tr [Sscq <$>75FT75S1{1]0(_$)75F75] X

(11)
Tr [CSI (2)CSY (2)] x Tr [CSIN(—2)CSS(—x)],

H?Zse-lpA(x) =1€abcEarbiciEdefEdyes fr 1T [8561< )75F 75Sf1f( )75Fu75} X (12)
Tr [CST* (2)CSY (z)] x Tr [OSIN(—2)CS ()],

HOType—lpi(m) :igabcgalblclgdefg(hmﬁ Tr [qu (x)75FT7581{1f(_x)75F75} X (13)
Tr [CSTo ()OS ()] x T [CSTHY(—2)CS ()]

H}ZSE 1p2<x> :igabcgalbwlgdef(fdlelfl Tr [Sgcl( ) SFTfyg)Sflf( )751—‘#75} X (14)

Tr [CS]* (2)CSY (z)] x Tr [CS, " (—2)CS5(—)] |

where a, b, c, a1, by, c; are color indices, and I' = 1,i7; correspond to the quantum numbers
0" and 07, respectively. Similarly, '), = ~,,17,75 correspond to the quantum numbers 1~

and 17, respectively. For the Type-2 baryon current Eq., the correlation functions are
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similarly given by

HOType_sz(ZL‘) :ifabc5a1b1c15d6f€d1€1f1 Tr [88061 (m)FTSJIf(_x)F} x

(15)
Tr [CSI“ (2)Cys Sy (2)75) x Tr [CSEM(—2)CysS5e(—x)7s] |

H?XEG-QPA(QT) :igabc5a1b1c1€def5d1e1f1 Tr [S;:Cl (x)Fj,Sqflf(—x)F“] X (16)
Tr [CSI* (2)Cys ST (2)75]) % Tr [CSLM(—2)CysS5e(—x)7s]

T3P (2) =ieabearbner SaesEarer p T S5 (@) SIY (—2)I] x a7
Tr [CS]“" (2)Crs S () 5] x Tr [CSLHY (—2)CysSSe(—2)vs)

H"lfgse-Zpi (ac) :igabcgalblclgdefgdlelfl Tr [Sgcl (x>ri851f(_$)rﬂ} % (18)

Tr [CS]“" (2)Crs S (x) 5] x Tr [CSL MY (—2)CysSTe(—z)vs) -

The propagator Sgb(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 ¢ = u, d, s can be expressed as

‘ ‘ , 1 . GY
ISgk(ZL") :iajk ‘¢ _5jk‘mq4 o _it]k; af (0a6¢+¢’0a6) 5]]9 <QQ> +15]k¢ q<qq>

27r2:v4 @ 32722 12 48
T2
— 5k o -G 51k o - Gq) — "2 g e . G
192<g qo-Gq) +i 1152%(9 go - Gq) —t; 192<g go - Gq)
1

(19)
More details on the full propagator can refer to Refs.[70, [7T]. The typical Feymann diagrams
of the correlation functions are shown in Figl] which also includes the contributions of the

non-perturbative vacuum condensates.

Through the Kallén-Lehmann spectral representation

p(s) = l ImII(s), (20)

™

we can correspond the correlation functions given in Eqs.- 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



SO0
A A

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.

or _ 2 _ = \2 3 = 2
pOTE(s) =pP () + 9 (5) + p'F (5) + pl999 (5) + pl997(5) + p'7 () + 99 (s)
+pl09GD) () 1 G () 4 plaD® (g)  plAGDNG?) () 4 plAD*E) () 4 plIGD* (4)
+pl90*(@G) () 4 plaa(Gh (g} 4 plaa () 4 plaataGDIG?) (g) 4 plaaaGa)® (g) 4 plaGDIG ()
(21)

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

used to express the correlation function II{ 77 (¢?) as

OPE
o pxr(s)
0 X,J
Mgt = [ s P (22)
Smin §— q
where X denotes the corresponding ground hadronic state and J? denotes its quantum
number; sy, 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 = mg for pA and pY molecular states. The analytical results of pg)fﬁp(s) are shown in



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

P)Pck,l?lg (s) = )@(,JP(S (5 - m%(,JP) + 6 (s — s0) pX,JP<8)7 (23)
where Ay jr and mx ;e represent the decay constant and mass of the ground state, respec-
tively; sg 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

HPheIIl) (q2) _ )\?X,JP + /+OO ds pX,JP(S) (24>
X,J m%(JP _ q2 s s — q2

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 sy, the spectral density satisfies px jr(s) ~ pgpﬁg(s). Based on this principle, we combine

the two sides of the correlation function Eqs., and apply the Borel transformation to
both sides, which suppresses the contributions from higher excited states and the continuum,
yielding

N jpe " /ME / " s oL (s)e M, (25)

Smin

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

LX JP1 (SOa Mé)
w2y | Lxar, 26
mx e (s0. Mp) \/ Ly yr o (50, M3)’ -
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where s
Lx,yv o (50, M%) = / ds pOPP(s)e™/Ms 4 I (M3),
Smin (27)

0
= WLX,JP,O (50, Mé) :
B

Lx e (s0, M3)
Here, 1" (M3) 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 m, = my — 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]

54l [72], where ¢ represents the u, d quarks:

(Gq) = —(0.24 £ 0.01)% GeV?, (3s) = (1.15 £ 0.12)(qq),

(?G?) = (0.88 £ 0.25) GeV*, (g2G?) = (0.045 £ 0.013) GeV®, (28)
(4950 - Gq) = mi(qq), (sgso - G's) = m§(ss),

mé = (0.8 £0.1) GeV?, ms = (954 5) MeV.

In the process of establishing QCDSR, we also introduce two additional parameters,
namely the continuum threshold parameter s, and the Borel parameter M3. Theoretically,
the mass mx should not depend on these two parameters. Therefore, it is necessary to
identify a range of s and M3 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.7
the contribution to the spectral density from s > M3 is significantly suppressed [73H75].

Therefore, the fraction of pole contribution can be defined as

RPC Lx g o(s0, M3) .
x Lx, yr o(00, M)

(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

(O13)
pors, _ | Exarolso M5) (30)
XJ LX,JP,O(‘SOaM%) ’
where
S0
L5 (oo M) = [ ds pO0 (s)e . (31)
Smin

To determine the range of sq, we adopt the method proposed in Refs.[26], 27, 54. 76, [77].
First, since sg represents the threshold for the onset of the continuum spectrum, it should be
slightly larger than the hadron mass mx, that is, \/so ~ mx + 9, where 0 is typically taken
as 0.4—0.8 GeV [41], 54, [78]. Next, within this interval of \/s¢, we search for the range of Mp
where the mass myx remains nearly stable. Since the contribution to the spectral density
of s > M} is significantly suppressed, the s ~ Mp region is pole dominated. Therefore,
Mp should characterize the energy scale of the hadron X. The range of sy and Mp 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 /sy to vary within a range of
+0.1GeV. A stable physical state is identified when the variation of M% within the Borel

window exceeds 0.5 GeV?, 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 pA and p¥ molecular states. For the pA states, we identified
the Borel windows that satisfy the requirements for the 0" states of the Type-1 current
and the 07,17 states of the Type-2 current. For the other states, no suitable Borel window
could be identified regardless of the choice of sy and M3. 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 pA states
are shown in Table. For the 0~ state, the dependence relationships between m,z o- and
M2 is shown in Fig(a), and the ratios Ri /—EO_ and Rg/{ OE_ are shown as functions of M3 in

Fig|(b) and Fig[[(c) with different values of \/sq, respectively. The same figures for 0 and
1~ states are shown in Fig[3| and Figld], respectively.
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Current JP V/S0(GeV) M3%(GeV?) Mx(GeV)
Type_l 07 . e
0F 294+0.1 24-29 1.96 + 0.03
1- e e .
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 pA molec-
ular states

For the p¥ 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 sy and M3, either. Choices of Borel windows and the mass of them are shown in

Table[lTl The figures for the above 3 states are shown in Figs[p] [6] [7] respectively.

241 (a) (b)

o 0.010¢ 50227 GeV
0.005F V5028 Gev
50229 Gev
0.000 . . . . . .
16 17 18 1.9 20 21 22
Mg?(GeV?)
(c)

FIG. 2: The figures for the 0~ pA state: (a) The mass m,5,- as a function of M3 for
different values of /5. (b) The ratio R;go, as a function of M3 for different values of /so.

(c) The ratio ROT( as a function of M3 for different values of \/so.

11



241 (@) (b)
08t
. 22f N Vso=28GeV — -~ — -
E 3 06l y/50-29 Gev
—~ ~
-~ 2 ,Z \\\ V/50=3.0 Gev
is‘o o, o04f
oo \\\
18 —
ys0=3.0 Gev o2 ——
50=2.9 GeV i -
16
) ) ) Aso=28Gev — - — 00
24 25 26 27 28 29 24 25 26 27 28 29
Mg?(GeV?) Mg?(GeV?)
(a) (b)
008 - - -
C
© sg-28GeV-— -~ — -
59.-2.9 GeV.
. 006 ‘E: -30GeV— — — — —
>
©
S
< o4t —
&
w
o
O o
002
0.00
24 25 26 27 28 29
Mg?(GeV?)

()

FIG. 3: The same caption as Fig but for the 0F pA state.
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FIG. 4: The same caption as Fig but for the 1~ pA state.
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FIG. 5: The same caption as Fig but for the 0~ pX state.
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FIG. 6: The same caption as Fig but for the 0 p3 state.
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(a)

A50=2.9 GeV.
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so=27GeV- — -~ - -
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FIG. 7: The same caption as Fig but for the 1~ pX state.

JP V/50(GeV)

0~
0" 29+0.1
1~
1+

0~ 2.8+0.1
0+
1~ 2.8+0.1
1+

M3%(GeV?) Mx (GeV)

1.98 £0.04

1.99 £0.18

2.06 £ 0.18

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

From Tables[I| [l 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 /5o and M%. 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[lTl} In this comparison, we adopted the mass data of p, A and ¥ from the Particle
Data Group (PDG) [79]. It can be seen that the results for pA obtained from both models

are less than the corresponding dibaryon threshold. However, for p3, 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.

;lX(GeV) Models This work | QDCSM | ChQM
DA 0F Lo6 2.045 2.045
DA 1+ - 2.048 2.047
px 0~ 1.99
V% 0+ 103 2.132 2.165
px 1- 2.06
51 - 2.152 2.189

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 pA and pY 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, A or p, ¥ are forbidden. The remaining possible decay modes

are listed in Table[IV]

JP 0~ 0t 1~
Modes of pA (pX) T K T K* T K*
wwk wwK* wwK*

TABLE IV: Typical decay modes of the pA and p¥ molecular states for each quantum
number.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the ground state mass spectra of the hexaquark molecular configurations
pA and p¥ with the four quantum numbers: J = 07,0%,17, 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 pA and pX with J” = 07,07, 1~ exist, with masses
below their corresponding diquark thresholds. Since the quantum number of X (2085) have
already been confirmed as J© = 1%, and our results indicate the absence of pA and pX%
with J = 17, 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~ pA and pX molecular states. Based on these
results, we also analyzed the possible decay modes of these six hexaquark states, leaving to

experimental confirmation.
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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; pA and pY states with two different baryonic currents. In calculating the spectral

densities, the FeynCalc package [80H82] was utilized to trace out the y-matrices.

We expand the spectral densities as

13
pOPE _ ppert + Zp«?n)’ (32>
n=3

where n denotes for the dimension of the vacuum condensates.
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