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This work presents the first prediction of tetralepton resonant states containing muons, extending beyond the
simplest tetralepton system, dipositronium (Ps2). With the rapid advancements in experimental facilities, the
production and study of these intriguing states may be within reach. We perform a comprehensive analysis of
S-wave trilepton and tetralepton systems within the framework of a QED Coulomb potential. We employ the
Gaussian expansion method to solve the three- or four-body Schrödinger equation and utilize the complex scal-
ing method to identify resonant states. We uncover a series of bound and resonant states in the trilepton systems
e+e+e−, µ+µ+µ−, e+e+µ−, and µ+µ+e−, as well as the tetralepton systems e+e+e−e−, µ+µ+µ−µ−, and
µ+µ+e−e−. The energies of these states range from −30 eV to −1 eV below the total mass of three or four
leptons, with their widths varying from less than 0.01 eV to approximately 0.07 eV. Additionally, we calculate
the spin configurations and root mean square radii of these states, providing insight into their spatial struc-
tures. No bound or resonant states are found in the trilepton e+µ+e−, µ+e+µ− systems, nor in the tetralepton
µ+e+µ−e− system. A comparison with fully heavy tetraquark systems reveals that the additional color degree
of freedom in QCD results in the absence of low-energy bound and resonant states. However, this extra degree
of freedom allows for a broader range of JPC quantum numbers to produce resonant states, highlighting the
rich complexity of QCD systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Few-lepton systems are composed of charged leptons,
which primarily interact via electromagnetic forces, with
their fundamental theory being quantum electrodynamics
(QED). Due to their theoretical simplicity and precise cal-
culability, leptonic systems held an important place in par-
ticle physics. The study of such systems dated back to
1946, when Wheeler first predicted the existence of poly-
electrons [1]. Subsequently, an increasing number of stud-
ies have explored few-electron bound states, such as the
e+e+e− [2–9] and e+e+e−e− (Ps2) [10–31] systems. At
the same time, the exploration of multi-lepton bound states
has expanded from electron systems to systems containing
muons, including µ+e+e− [3, 6, 8, 9, 32], µ+µ+e− [8, 33],
µ+e+e−e− [27, 32, 34–36], µ+µ+µ−e− [36], as well as sys-
tems with varying mass ratios, such as X+Y +Y −Y − (where
X and Y denote particles with different masses) [27, 35–39],
X+X+Y −Y − [27, 35–38, 40], X+X−Y +Y − [18, 27, 36,
41–46] systems, see reviews [47–51]. These exotic systems
are not only of interest to particle physicists but also to re-
searchers in atomic and molecular physics.

However, researches on the few-lepton systems have pri-
marily focused on bound states, the exploration of resonant
states remains limited. Some progress has been made, such as
the investigation of resonant states in the e+e+e− [8, 52–64]
and e+e+e−e− [21, 56, 57, 60, 65–67] systems. For systems
with muons, only the e+e+µ− resonant states have been in-
vestigated [8, 52]. Up to now, no studies have yet explored
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the tetralepton resonance states involving muons. The limi-
tation is partly due to the significantly increased complexity
of four-body systems compared to three-body systems. In
fact, calculating resonance states requires far more compu-
tational resources than solving bound states, which was dif-
ficult to achieve in the past. Furthermore, for systems con-
taining both muons and electrons, the significant mass dif-
ference between the muon and the electron makes the cal-
culations even more challenging. Although the mass differ-
ence in hydrogen molecules is even greater, previous stud-
ies on hydrogen molecules have mostly relied on the Born-
Oppenheimer approximation to reduce the problem to an ef-
fective two-body system [68], and no resonance states have
been explored in such system. As a result, the physical charac-
teristics of tetralepton resonance states involving muons have
yet to be revealed clearly. However, with advancements in
computational techniques, we are now able to partially over-
come these challenges. In this work, we present the first pre-
diction of tetralepton resonant states beyond the simplest 4-
body system, Ps2, opening up a new type of state. This paves
the way for a more comprehensive exploration of few-lepton
systems, providing new opportunities to uncover their physi-
cal characteristics.

Experimental efforts in the search for few-lepton states have
already yielded significant results. The first experiment to
prove the existence of the positronium negative ion was per-
formed by Mills in 1981 [69], demonstrating the feasibility of
detecting such exotic tetralepton states. The existence of the
Ps2 molecule bound state was experimentally seen by Cas-
sidy and Mills in 2007 [70]. With advancements in experi-
mental facilities, the production of tetralepton states contain-
ing muons may be possible. For example, the Super τ -Charm
Facility [71] may provide an potential platform for produc-
ing and studying these tetralepton states. Additionally, with
the upgrade of muon beams, such states could potentially be
produced by inserting a µ beam into electron gas [72–75].
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In addition to the intrinsic value of exploring tetralepton
states themselves, another reason why the tetralepton system
is particularly significant is that it shares many similarities
with the recently popular tetraquark states (see [76–82] for re-
views), which have been intensively studied over the past two
decades since the discovery of X(3872) in 2003 [83]. They
both contain two particles and two antiparticles as shown in
Fig. 1. For heavy tetraquark systems, the small quark kinetic
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FIG. 1. Tetralepton system and tetraquark system.

energy leads to a shorter distance between the quarks, thereby
making the color-electric Coulomb interaction dominant, just
as in the tetralepton system. Therefore, the tetralepton sys-
tem can be regarded as the QED counterpart of the tetraquark
state.

Studying such tetralepton resonant states could provide
deeper insights into the nature of tetraquark states. Notably,
all experimentally observed fully heavy tetraquark candidates,
such as X(6900) and X(7200) [84–86], lie above the di-
charmonium thresholds. This suggests that they are resonant
states with finite lifetimes. As a heavy quark system dom-
inated by Coulomb interactions, it should exhibit properties
similar to those of the tetralepton system. Meanwhile, in the
doubly heavy tetraquark system, although the experimentally
discovered T+

cc(3875) is a shallow bound state [87], numerous
theoretical studies have predicted the existence of resonance
states in such systems [88–93]. Therefore, even for the pur-
pose of comparison with tetraquark states, exploring tetralep-
ton resonant states above the threshold is highly worthwhile.

In this work, we investigate the bound and resonant states
in trilepton systems e+e+e−, µ+µ+µ−, e+e+µ−, µ+µ+e−,
e+µ+e−, µ+e+µ− and tetralepton systems e+e+e−e−,
µ+µ+µ−µ−, µ+µ+e−e−, µ+e+µ−e−. We utilize the com-
plex scaling method [94–96] to obtain possible bound states
and resonant states simultaneously. We employ the Gaussian
expansion method [97] to solve the n-body Schrödinger equa-
tion, which has been successfully used in our previous work
on bound states [98, 99] and resonant states [93, 100–103].
We show the spectra, spatial structures and spin configura-
tions of the obtained states.

This paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce
the theoretical framework, including the Hamiltonian with the
Coulomb potential, the construction of the wave function, the
complex scaling method, and the approach to analyzing the
spatial structures. In Sec. III, we present the numerical results
for the properties of the trilepton and tetralepton bound and
resonant states. Finally, we give a brief summary and discus-
sion in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Hamiltonian

The nonrelativistic Hamiltonian of an n-body system reads

H =

n∑
i

Å
mi +

p2
i

2mi

ã
+

n∑
i<j=1

Vij , (1)

where mi and pi are the mass and momentum of particle i.
We use the Coulomb potential for leptonic systems

Vij(r) =
QiQj

rij
, (2)

whereQi represents the charge of lepton i. The lepton masses
and the fine-structure constant α are taken from Particle Data
Group [104]. The calculated masses of the two-lepton bound
states are presented in Table I. Our results match the analyt-
ical solutions exactly. Since no spin-dependent interaction is
introduced, their spin and C-parity are degenerate.

TABLE I. The exact binding energies ∆Eexact, calculated binding
energies ∆Ecalc and rms radii rrms

calc of the l+l(
′)− systems. Ps rep-

resents the positronium e+e−.

JPC System ∆Eexact ∆Ecalc rrms
exact rrms

calc

0−+/1−− Ps(1S) -6.80 eV -6.80 eV 0.18 nm 0.18 nm

Ps(2S) -1.70 eV -1.70 eV 0.69 nm 0.69 nm

Ps(3S) -0.76 eV -0.76 eV 1.52 nm 1.52 nm

µ+e−(1S) -13.5 eV -13.5 eV 0.09 nm 0.09 nm

µ+e−(2S) -3.4 eV -3.4 eV 0.34 nm 0.34 nm

µ+e−(3S) -1.5 eV -1.5 eV 0.76 nm 0.76 nm

µ+µ−(1S) -1.41 keV -1.41 keV 0.9 pm 0.9 pm

µ+µ−(2S) -0.35 keV -0.35 keV 3.3 pm 3.3 pm

µ+µ−(3S) -0.16 keV -0.16 keV 7.4 pm 7.4 pm

B. Wave function construction

The wave function bases of the l+1 l
+
2 l

−
3 trilepton and

l+1 l
+
2 l

−
3 l

−
4 tetralepton systems can be expressed as the direct

product of spatial wave function ϕ and spin wave function χs.

ψ = A (ϕ⊗ χs) , (3)

where A is the antisymmetrization operator, represent-
ing the exchange of identical leptons. For instance,
for the e+e+e−e− and µ+µ+e−e− system, A =
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(1− P12) (1− P34), where Pij permutes the ith and jth
(anti)leptons.

For the spatial wave function, the Gaussian expansion
method (GEM) [97] is employed. Namely, the spatial wave
function is expanded using the following basis:

ϕnlm(r) =

√
2l+5/2

Γ
(
l + 3

2

)
r3n

Å
r

rn

ãl
e
− r2

r2n Ylm(r̂), (4)

where the rn is taken in geometric progression, rn = r0a
n.

Ylm is the spherical harmonics.
For an n-body system, one can work on the Jacobi coor-

dinates to exclude the center-of-mass motion. In principle,
one could construct a complete basis functions using any type
of Jacobi coordinates. However, to get rid of the complexity
from the angular momentum, we use only S-wave bases con-
structed in different types of Jacobi coordinates to partially
compensate for higher partial waves (see Ref. [98] for details).
In this work, we include different types of Jacobi coordinates
for the trilepton and tetralepton systems as shown in Fig. 2 and
Fig. 3 respectively. Their Jacobi coordinates can be expressed
as:

rij = ri − rj , (5)

rij,k =
miri +mjrj
mi +mj

− rk, (6)

rij,kl =
miri +mjrj
mi +mj

− mkrk +mlrl
mk +ml

. (7)

The settings of the basis parameters for each system in our
calculation are summarized in Appendix A.

(a) (b)
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FIG. 2. Two types of structures for the 3-lepton system.
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FIG. 3. Two types of structures for the 4-lepton system. (a) dilepton-
antidilepton structure. (b) lepton-antilepton pair structure.

For the spin wave function, the bases for total spin S are

• 3− body :

S =
1

2
:


[(
l+1 l

+
2

)
0
l−3
]

1
2[(

l+1 l
+
2

)
1
l−3
]

1
2

,

S =
3

2
:
[(
l+1 l

+
2

)
1
l−3
]

3
2

.

(8)

• 4− body :

S = 0 :


[(
l+1 l

+
2

)
0

(
l−3 l

−
4

)
0

]
0[(

l+1 l
+
2

)
1

(
l−3 l

−
4

)
1

]
0

,

S = 1 :


[(
l+1 l

+
2

)
0

(
l−3 l

−
4

)
1

]
1[(

l+1 l
+
2

)
1

(
l−3 l

−
4

)
0

]
1[(

l+1 l
+
2

)
1

(
l−3 l

−
4

)
1

]
1

,

S = 2 :
[(
l+1 l

+
2

)
1

(
l−3 l

−
4

)
1

]
2
.

(9)

Since the potential is spin-independent, there is no coupling
between these spin channels.

Besides the antisymmetrization operation in Eq. (3), since
the l+l+l−l− system carries definite C-parity, it is necessary
to add (or subtract) the C-transformation of each term in Eq.
(3) to ensure that the overall wave function has the desired
positive (or negative) C-parity. The specific C-transformation
is î(

l+1 l
′+
2

)s1 (
l−3 l

′−
4

)s2óS
ϕ (r1, r2, r3, r4)

C−→(−1)S−s1−s2
î(
l+1 l

′+
2

)s2 (
l−3 l

′−
4

)s1óS
ϕ(r3, r4, r1, r2).

The particle l and l′ can be different leptons.

C. Complex scaling method

The complex scaling method (CSM) is a direct approach
to obtain the energies and the decay widths of resonant states
in a many-body system by performing an analytical continu-
ation of the Schrödinger equation [94–96]. This is achieved
by carrying out a complex rotation on the coordinate r and
momentum p, given by

U(θ)r = reiθ, U(θ)p = pe−iθ. (10)

Under the rotation, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) becomes

H(θ) =

n∑
i=1

Ç
mi +

p2i e
−2iθ

2mi

å
+

n∑
i<j=1

Vij
(
rije

iθ
)
. (11)

Meanwhile, for the resonant states with pole positions within
the range of the rotated angle, their wave functions become
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normalizable by integration, thereby solvable through local-
ized Gaussian bases in the same way as bound states. As a
result, solving the complex-scaled Schrödinger equation will
simultaneously yield the eigenenergies of bound states and
resonant states within the rotated angle.

A typical pattern of the solved eigenenergies in the com-
plex energy plane is shown in Fig. 4. The bound states lie
on the negative real axis of the energy plane. The contin-
uum states align along beams originating from thresholds with
Arg(E) = −2θ. The resonant states with mass MR and
width ΓR are located at ER = MR − iΓR/2, and only those
within |Arg (ER)| < 2θ can be solved. The positions of the
bound and resonant states remain unchanged with the vari-
ation of the rotation angle. One can find more details in
Refs. [100, 105, 106].

bound states

continuum states

2θ

resonant states

Im(E)

Re(E)

FIG. 4. Typical eigenvalue distribution of the complex scaled H(θ)
for two-body systems. The black circles on the negative horizontal
axis represent the bound states and the triangles represent the reso-
nant states. The continuum states (open circles) align along the 2θ-
line (dashed line).

D. Spatial structure

The root-mean-square (rms) radius is a good physical quan-
tity for reflecting the spatial structure of the states. The defi-
nition of the rms radius under CSM is

rrms,C
ij ≡ Re


Ã(

Ψ(θ)
∣∣∣r2ije2iθ∣∣∣Ψ(θ)

)
(Ψ(θ) | Ψ(θ))

 , (12)

where the Ψ(θ) is the obtained complex wave function of the
n-lepton state. The round bra-ket represents the so-called c-
product [107] defined as

(ϕn | ϕm) ≡
∫
ϕn(r)ϕm(r)d3r, (13)

without taking complex conjugate of the bra-state. This pro-
cedure ensures the function inside the integral is analytic,
thereby the expectation value of the physical quantity remains

stable as the rotation angle changes. The rms radius calculated
from the c-product is generally not real; however, its real part
can still reflect the internal lepton clustering behavior if the
resonant state is not too broad, as discussed in Ref. [108].

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Trilepton systems

1. e+e+e− and µ+µ+µ−

The complex eigenenergies yielded for e+e+e− system
with JP = 1

2

−
, 32

− are shown in Fig. 5. We choose dif-
ferent complex scaling angles θ = 3◦, 6◦, 9◦ to distinguish
bound states and resonant states, which remain stationary as
the angle changes, from the continuum states. The markers
that align along beams originating from positronium-positron
thresholds with Arg(E) = −2θ are the continuum state
eigenenergies. The bound and resonant states are marked out
by black circles. A bound state is found below the lowest
[ee](1S)e threshold and a series of resonant states are ob-
tained. Their complex energies, spin configurations, and rms
radii are summarized in Table II. Since the annihilation of
positron and electron is not considered here, the widths of res-
onant states are actually underestimated.

The binding energy of the bound state is consistent with
previous studies [2–4]. And the energies and widths of reso-
nant states are consistent with Ref. [8, 52, 57]. This consis-
tency confirms the accuracy and reliability of our calculations.

-8 -6 -4 -2
-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

Re(E) [eV]

Im
(E
)
[e
V
]

θ = 0 °

θ = 3 °

θ = 6 °

θ = 9 °

-8 -6 -4 -2

Re(E) [eV]

FIG. 5. The complex energy eigenvalues of the e+e+e− states with
varying θ in the CSM. The solid lines represent the continuum lines
rotating along Arg(E) = −2θ. The resonant states do not shift as θ
changes and are marked out by the black circles.

For convenience, we label e+e+e− sequentially as 1, 2, and
3. The results show that only the total spin S = 1

2 system can
form bound and resonant states. And from the spin configu-
ration, we find that all these states are in [s12, s3]S =

[
0, 12

]
1
2

component. That is, the two identical e+ have their spins
anti-aligned. The absence of spin mixing is due to the spin-
independent potential. This result is reasonable because spin
anti-alignment is more likely to be bound. Due to the con-
straint of the Pauli principle, spin anti-alignment corresponds
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to a symmetric spatial wavefunction, which allows for an S-
wave configuration. In contrast, spin alignment leads to an
antisymmetric spatial wavefunction, requiring higher partial
waves, and thus results in higher energy levels.

From the rms radii of the e+e+e− states shown in Table II,
we can see that the distance between e+ and e+ is slightly
smaller than twice the distance between e+ and e−. This in-
dicates that the electron is shared by the two positrons, and
the state exhibits a structure similar to a covalent one-electron
bond. The state below the second threshold can be viewed as
the radial excitation of the bound state below the first thresh-
old. They have the same component and similar structures.

The results of µ+µ+µ− system are shown in Fig. 6 and
Table III. The pattern of the µ+µ+µ− system is totally identi-
cal to that of the e+e+e− system, differing only by a scaling
factor of mµ/me. This is because that in the QED Coulomb
potential system, the mass is the only energy scale, with no
other dimensional parameters in the potential. As a result, the
energy and width are necessarily proportional to the mass, and
the rms radii are inversely proportional to the mass.

-1.50 -1.25 -1.00 -0.75 -0.50 -0.25
-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0.00

0.02

Re(E) [keV]

Im
(E
)
[k
eV

]

θ = 0 °

θ = 3 °

θ = 6 °

θ = 9 °

-1.50 -1.25 -1.00 -0.75 -0.50 -0.25

Re(E) [keV]

FIG. 6. The complex energy eigenvalues of the µ+µ+µ− states with
varying θ in the CSM.

2. e+e+µ−

The eigenenergies for e+e+µ− system with JP = 1
2

−
, 32

−

are shown in Fig. 7. The bound and resonant states are marked
out by black circles. A bound state is found below the low-
est [µe](1S)e threshold and two resonant states are obtained.
Their complex energies, spin configurations, and rms radii are
summarized in Table II.

Our results for the binding energy of the bound state and the
complex energy of the first resonant state under the 2S thresh-
old are consistent with those in Ref. [8, 32]. Furthermore, we
have identified a new resonant state under the 3S threshold.

It remains the case that only the total spin S = 1
2 system

can form bound and resonant states, and their component is
also [s12, s3]S =

[
0, 12

]
1
2

. The bound state can be treated as
the analog of the hydrogen ion. In this system, since there
is no annihilation channel, the decay modes of the resonant
states correspond to the thresholds below them, i.e. [µe](1S)e
for two resonances and [µe](2S)e for the higher resonance.

-15.0 -12.5 -10.0 -7.5 -5.0 -2.5
-0.25

-0.20

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

Re(E) [eV]

Im
(E
)
[e
V
]

θ = 0 °

θ = 3 °

θ = 6 °

θ = 9 °

-15.0 -12.5 -10.0 -7.5 -5.0 -2.5

Re(E) [eV]

FIG. 7. The complex energy eigenvalues of the e+e+µ− states with
varying θ in the CSM.

3. µ+µ+e−

In the µ+µ+e− system, we obtain more bound and resonant
states marked out by black circles in Fig. 8. Their energies,
spin configurations, and rms radii are shown in Table II.

-15.0 -12.5 -10.0 -7.5 -5.0 -2.5

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

Re(E) [eV]

Im
(E
)
[e
V
]

θ = 0 °

θ = 3 °

θ = 6 °

θ = 9 °

-15.0 -12.5 -10.0 -7.5 -5.0 -2.5

Re(E) [eV]

FIG. 8. The complex energy eigenvalues of the µ+µ+e− states with
varying θ in the CSM.

We compare our results with Ref. [8, 33] and find that we
have identified more bound and resonant states. Although the
binding energies of our bound states are not entirely consistent
with their results, it is important to note that the focus of this
work is not on refining the calculations of bound states but
rather on investigating the existence of resonant states. Ad-
justing the parameters of the Gaussian bases could improve
the accuracy of bound state calculations; however, this would
compromise the description of the resonant states. Hence, we
have opted for a moderate parameter set.

In the µ+µ+e− system, the e− is shared by two µ+. From
the rms radii, it can be seen that rµ+µ+ and rµ+e− are compa-
rable. Although the two µ+ have large masses and low kinetic
energies, which would generally bring them closer, their pos-
itive charges result in a repulsive force that causes them to
remain far apart. As a result, the distance between the two µ+

is not significantly smaller than the µ+e− distance.

There is no annihilation channel in this system. So the res-
onant states can only decay to [µe](1S)µ through electromag-
netic decay. Moreover, we neglect the width of the muon it-
self.
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TABLE II. The complex energies ∆E − iΓ/2 (in eV), spin configuration and rms radii (in nm) of the l+1 l
+
2 l

−
3 = e+e+e−, e+e+µ− and

µ+µ+e− bound and resonant states with JP = 1
2

−. ∆E represents the binding energy relative to the three body threshold. In the “type”
column, “B” represents bound states, while “R” denotes resonant states. The spin configuration is represented as [s12, s3]S . In the rightmost
column, results from the literature using the variational method with different wave functions are presented for comparison. These include
the Pekeris method [2, 8], the Hylleraas-type wave function[4, 52], the stochastic variational approach with correlated Gaussians [57], and the
exponential variational expansion with nonlinear parameters [32, 33]. All resonance results were obtained using the complex scaling method.

system ∆E − iΓ/2 (This work) type configuration rrms
l+l+ rrms

l+l(
′)− ∆E − iΓ/2

e+e+e− −7.12 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.51 0.37 −7.13 [2, 4]

−2.01 R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

1.32 0.83 −2.07− 0.0006i [8, 52, 57]

−1.16− 0.01i R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

1.85 1.31 ...

−0.98 R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

2.62 1.61 −0.96− 0.001i [52, 57]

e+e+µ− −14.29 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.27 0.18 −14.29 [8, 32]

−4.03− 0.02i R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.75 0.44 −4.03− 0.02i [8]

−1.86− 0.02i R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

1.64 0.93 ...

µ+µ+e− −15.61 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.12 0.11 −15.92 [8, 33]

−14.92 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.15 0.13 −15.21 [8]

−14.37 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.18 0.15 −14.62 [8]

−13.95 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.22 0.18 ...

−13.67 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.30 0.23 ...

−13.54 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.56 0.41 ...

−3.63 R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.59 0.51 ...

−3.55 R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.67 0.56 ...

−3.48 R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

0.76 0.62 ...

TABLE III. The complex energies ∆E − iΓ/2 (in keV), spin con-
figuration and rms radii (in pm) of the l+1 l

+
2 l

−
3 = µ+µ+µ− bound

and resonant states with JP = 1
2

−. ∆E represents the binding en-
ergy relative to the three body threshold. In the “type” column, “B”
represents bound states, while “R” denotes resonant states. The spin
configuration is represented as [s12, s3]S .

system ∆E − iΓ/2 type configuration rrms
l+l+ rrms

l+l(
′)−

µ+µ+µ− −1.47 B [0, 1
2
] 1
2

2.5 1.8

−0.42 R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

6.4 4.0

−0.24− 0.002i R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

8.9 6.3

−0.20 R [0, 1
2
] 1
2

12.7 7.8

4. µ+e+µ− and µ+e+e−

We obtain no bound or resonant states in µ+e+µ− and
µ+e+e− systems. Our conclusion on the absence of bound
states aligns with Ref. [3]. This is a reasonable result, which
can be understood through simplified physical pictures. In the
µ+e+µ− system, the µ+µ− pair forms a dipole. Because of
their large reduced mass, the rµ+µ− is very small, as shown
in Table I, resulting in a small dipole moment and a weak in-
teraction with the extra e+. As a result, they cannot form a
three-body bound state. In the µ+e+e− system, the heavy µ+

can be treated as stationary, with the remaining e− being at-
tractive and the e+ repulsive. This makes it difficult to form
bound states. In contrast, the e+e+µ− system can form bound
and resonant states because the two e+ are both attracted by
the µ−, preventing them from flying away.

B. Tetralepton systems

1. e+e+e−e− and µ+µ+µ−µ−

The complex eigenenergies yielded for e+e+e−e− system
with JP = 0+±, 1+±, 2++ are shown in Fig. 9. The bound
and resonant states are marked out by black circles. We only
obtain bound and resonant states in the JP = 0++ system. A
bound state is found below the lowest Ps(1S)Ps(1S) thresh-
old and two resonant states are obtained. Their complex en-
ergies, spin configurations, and rms radii are summarized in
Table IV.

All obtained states have spin configuration [s12, s34]S =
[0, 0]0. This indicates the anti-alignment of spin of the two
identical e+, and the two identical e− as well. The anti-
alignment of spin makes it easier to form bound state because
the corresponding spatial wave function is symmetric, allow-
ing it to be an S-wave. The bound and resonant states are only
observed in the 0++ system because it allows for two pairs
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FIG. 9. The complex energy eigenvalues of the e+e+e−e− states with varying θ in the CSM. The solid lines represent the continuum lines
rotating along Arg(E) = −2θ. The resonant states do not shift as θ changes and are marked out by the black circles. The “Ps” represents
positronium.

TABLE IV. The complex energies ∆E − iΓ/2 (in eV), spin configuration and rms radii (in nm) of the l+1 l
+
2 l

−
3 l

−
4 = e+e+e−e− bound and

resonant states. ∆E represents the binding energy relative to the four-body threshold. ∆E′ represents the binding energy against dissociation
into two positronium atoms. In the “type” column, “B” represents bound states, while “R” denotes resonant states. The spin configuration
is represented as [s12, s34]S . In the rightmost column, results from the literature using the variational method with different wave functions
are presented for comparison. These include the Hylleraas-type wave function[11, 65] and explicitly correlated Gaussians [13, 14, 22]. All
resonance results were obtained using the complex scaling method.

JPC ∆E − iΓ/2 (This work) ∆E′ (This work) type configuration rrms
e+e+ = rrms

e−e− rrms
e+e− ∆E − iΓ/2 ∆E′

0++ −14.00 −0.40 B [0, 0]0 0.37 0.29 −14.04 [13, 22] −0.41 [11], −0.44 [14]

−8.80− 0.07i ... R [0, 0]0 0.63 0.56 −8.52− 0.11i [65] ...

−7.59− 0.03i ... R [0, 0]0 1.30 1.16 −7.89− 0.08i [65] ...

of identical particles with anti-aligned spins. When the total
spin is 1, there can only be one pair of identical particles with
anti-aligned spins. When the total spin is 2, both pairs must
have aligned spins. The roughly equivalent rms radii of the
bound and resonant states show an even distribution of their
spatial structure. This is consistent with the spatial structure
of the resonant states previously obtained in the fully charm
tetraquark system [102], confirming the similarity between the
fully heavy tetraquark system and the tetralepton system.

The results of µ+µ+µ−µ− system are shown in Fig. 10 and
Table V. The pattern of the µ+µ+µ−µ− system is identical to
that of the e+e+e−e− system. The reason is the same as for
the µ+µ+µ− system: since mass is the only energy scale in
the QED Coulomb interaction system, the energy spectra are
necessarily proportional to the mass.

TABLE V. The complex energies ∆E−iΓ/2 (in keV), spin configu-
ration and rms radii (in pm) of the l+1 l

+
2 l

−
3 l

−
4 = µ+µ+µ−µ− bound

and resonant states. ∆E represents the binding energy relative to
the four body threshold. In the “type” column, “B” represents bound
states, while “R” denotes resonant states. The spin configuration is
represented as [s12, s34]S .

JPC ∆E − iΓ/2 type configuration rrms
µ+µ+ = rrms

µ−µ− rrms
µ+µ−

0++ −2.89 B [0, 0]0 1.8 1.4

−1.82− 0.015i R [0, 0]0 3.1 2.7

−1.57− 0.006i R [0, 0]0 6.3 5.6
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FIG. 10. The complex energy eigenvalues of the µ+µ+µ−µ− states with varying θ in the CSM. The solid lines represent the continuum lines
rotating along Arg(E) = −2θ. The resonant states do not shift as θ changes and are marked out by the black circles.

2. µ+µ+e−e−

In the µ+µ+e−e− system, we obtain more bound and reso-
nant states marked out by black circles in Fig. 11. Their ener-
gies, spin configurations, and rms radii are shown in Table VI.
The lowest bound state is −30.30 eV, which is consistent with
the ground-state energy of −31.05 eV in Ref. [27].

The results show that bound and resonant states exist only
in the 0+ and 1+ channels, with bound states appearing ex-
clusively in the 0+ system. The reasons are as follows. In
the 0+ case, both µ+µ+ and e−e− can have their spins anti-
aligned, resulting in symmetric spatial wave function, which
minimizes the energy and allows the formation of both bound
and resonant states. In the 1+ case, the total spin must be
combined to 1, so only one pair can have anti-aligned spins
(S-wave). This configuration cannot form bound states but
can still produce resonant states. Compared to the e+e+e−e−

system with 1+, where neither bound nor resonant states can
form, the µ+µ+ pair has larger mass and lower kinetic en-
ergy, which makes the formation of resonant states possible,
though bound states remain unlikely. In the 2+ case, neither
pair can have anti-aligned spins and no resonant/bound states
can form.

Note that in a system with positive parity, it is still possi-
ble for the spatial wave function to be exchange antisymmet-
ric only between one pair of identical particles. This compo-
nent arises from decomposing the S-wave lepton-antilepton
pair structure into the Jacobi coordinates of the dilepton-
antidilepton structure [97]. Its parity remains positive be-
cause, after decomposition, not only is the spatial wave func-

tion between one pair of identical particles in a higher partial
wave, but the spatial wave function between the dilepton and
antidilepton is also in a higher partial wave, collectively form-
ing a total orbital angular momentum of zero.

For the µ+µ+e−e− bound states, the spatial structure
is similar to the covalent bond structure of the hydrogen
molecule. A pair of electrons is shared between the two µ+.
The distance rµ+e− is comparable to the two-body µ+e− case.
The two heavy µ+ do not get very close to each other due to
their like charges, unlike in the doubly heavy tetraquark sys-
tems, where two heavy quarks form an attractive color 3̄c con-
figuration, bringing them closer.

In the 1+ system, the spin components of the resonant states
can be either [s12, s34]S = [0, 1]1 or [1, 0]1. For states with
leptons i, j forming sij = 1, the corresponding rij is gener-
ally larger.

It should be noted that in the energy range of
[−16,−14] eV, there exists (µ+µ+e−) e− three-body thresh-
olds originating from the bound states in Fig. 8. However, in-
cluding the K-type Jacobi structure in the calculation would
introduce significant complexity, making the extraction of res-
onant states really difficult. Therefore, K-type structures are
not included in our calculation. We have checked numeri-
cally that the inclusion of K-type structures would only affect
this specific energy range and would not impact states below
−16 eV.

In the two body Coulomb potential system, the energy of
the P-wave state satisfies E(1P ) = E(2S). Therefore, the
absence of the P-wave in this work does not affect the resonant
states below the µe(1S)µe(2S) threshold.
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FIG. 11. The complex energy eigenvalues of the µ+µ+e−e− states with varying θ in the CSM. The solid lines represent the continuum lines
rotating along Arg(E) = −2θ. The resonant states do not shift as θ changes and are marked out by the black circles.

TABLE VI. The complex energies ∆E − iΓ/2 (in eV), spin configuration and rms radii (in nm) of the l+1 l
+
2 l

−
3 l

−
4 = µ+µ+e−e− bound and

resonant states. ∆E represents the binding energy relative to the four body threshold. In the “type” column, “B” represents bound states, while
“R” denotes resonant states. The spin configuration is represented as [s12, s34]S .

JP ∆E − iΓ/2 type configuration rrms
µ+µ+ rrms

e−e− rrms
µ+e−

0+ −30.30 B [0, 0]0 0.08 0.14 0.10

−29.01 B [0, 0]0 0.11 0.16 0.11

−28.01 B [0, 0]0 0.13 0.18 0.13

−27.34 B [0, 0]0 0.18 0.22 0.16

−18.55 R [0, 0]0 0.12 0.41 0.29

−17.96 R [0, 0]0 0.16 0.41 0.29

−17.61 R [0, 0]0 0.21 0.41 0.30

−17.34 R [0, 0]0 0.26 0.44 0.31

−17.12 R [0, 0]0 0.32 0.48 0.34

−16.98 R [0, 0]0 0.41 0.56 0.40

−16.33− 0.03i R [0, 0]0 0.12 1.27 0.90

−16.22− 0.01i R [0, 0]0 0.15 0.91 0.65

−15.72− 0.01i R [0, 0]0 0.18 0.86 0.61

−15.60− 0.02i R [0, 0]0 0.16 1.30 0.92

−15.33− 0.01i R [0, 0]0 0.24 0.85 0.60

1+ −18.20 R [0, 1]1 0.13 0.39 0.27

−17.53 R [0, 1]1 0.16 0.41 0.29

−17.07 R [1, 0]1 0.35 0.48 0.34

−17.04 R [0, 1]1 0.16 0.66 0.47

−17.03 R [0, 1]1 0.17 0.64 0.45

−16.95 R [1, 0]1 0.46 0.58 0.41

−16.42− 0.01i R [0, 1]1 0.12 1.22 0.87

−16.95− 0.01i R [0, 1]1 0.14 0.95 0.68

−15.75− 0.01i R [0, 1]1 0.17 1.00 0.72

−15.58− 0.02i R [0, 1]1 0.17 1.18 0.84

−15.30 R [0, 1]1 0.23 0.88 0.63
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3. µ+e+µ−e−

We find no bound or resonant states in the µ+e+µ−e− sys-
tem, consistent with the conclusions in Ref. [41, 43, 44]. The
reason is the same as the µ+e+µ− system. The heavy µ+µ−

pair forms a dipole with small dipole moment, resulting in a
weak interaction with the remaining e+e−.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We calculate the mass spectrum of the S-wave trilepton
systems e+e+e−, µ+µ+µ−, e+e+µ−, µ+µ+e−, e+µ+e−,
µ+e+µ− and tetralepton systems e+e+e−e−, µ+µ+µ−µ−,
µ+µ+e−e−, µ+e+µ−e− using the QED Coulomb potential.
We employ the GEM to solve the n-body Schrödinger equa-
tion, and the CSM to identify genuine resonant states from
scattering states.

We obtain a series of bound and resonant states in the trilep-
ton systems e+e+e−, µ+µ+µ−, e+e+µ−, µ+µ+e−, as well
as tetralepton systems e+e+e−e−, µ+µ+µ−µ−, µ+µ+e−e−.
Their energies range from -30 eV to -1 eV relative to the total
mass of three or four leptons, with their widths spanning from
less than 0.01 eV to approximately 0.07 eV. We find no bound
or resonant states in the trilepton e+µ+e−, µ+e+µ− systems
and tetralepton µ+e+µ−e− system.

The spin configurations of the majority of bound and res-
onant states are such that the spins of identical particles are
anti-aligned. Except for the resonant states in the µ+µ+e−e−

system with 1+, where one pair of identical particles is anti-
aligned while the other pair is aligned. Based on the results of
the rms radii, the states in the e+e+e−, µ+µ+µ−, µ+µ+e−,
and µ+µ+e−e− systems exhibit a covalent bond-like spatial
structure, while in the e+e+e−e− and µ+µ+µ−µ− states, the
distributions are even.

Comparing tetralepton and tetraquark systems can provide
us with more insights. A comparison between the e+e+e−e−

(or µ+µ+µ−µ−) system and the fully heavy tetraquark sys-
tem [101, 102] reveals that all the states exhibit a uniform dis-
tribution, suggesting a similarity between these two types of
systems. Resonant states above the M(1S)M ′(2S) thresh-
old are obtained in both systems. However, in the fully heavy
tetraquark system, no bound states or resonant states are ob-
tained below the M(1S)M ′(2S) dimeson thresholds. More-
over, in the fully heavy tetraquark system, resonant states can
form for all JPC , whereas in the e+e+e−e− system, only the
0++ system can form bound or resonant states. The differ-
ence may arise from the fact that, although the fully heavy
tetraquark system is also dominated by the Coulomb potential,
quarks have an additional color degree of freedom compared
to leptons, making the system more complex. Moreover, the
Coulomb term in the interaction between quarks also includes
a color-dependent λi ·λj matrix element, which means that the
attraction and repulsion between quarks are not as straightfor-
ward as in the charged lepton systems.

This comparison highlights that the additional color degree
of freedom in QCD systems, compared to QED systems, leads

to the disappearance of lower-energy bound states and reso-
nant states. However, it also enables a greater variety of JPC

quantum numbers to produce resonant states.
The presence of multi-lepton resonant states themselves

holds significant importance. This work, as the first to predict
tetralepton resonant states beyond the simplest 4-body system
Ps2, marks the advent of a new class of exotic states. These
tetralepton states, once beyond experimental reach, now stand
on the cusp of possible realization with the rapid advance-
ments in experimental technologies. The Super τ -Charm
Facility[71] in the future, holds great promise for the produc-
tion and study of these intriguing states. Furthermore, with
improvements in muon beam technology, there exists the po-
tential to generate these trilepton and tetralepton states, paving
the way for new insights into multi-lepton systems and ex-
panding our understanding of exotic states in particle physics.

Appendix A: Gaussian bases parameters

The settings of the basis parameters for each system in our
calculation are:

• e+e+e−:



e+ − e+ : rn ∈ [0.02, 3.0] nm, n = 12

(e+e+)− e− : rn ∈ [0.05, 5.2] nm, n = 12

e+ − e− : rn ∈ [0.02, 3.0] nm, n = 20

(e+e−)− e+ : rn ∈ [0.05, 5.0] nm, n = 20

(A1)

• µ+µ+µ−:



µ+ − µ+ : rn ∈ [0.097, 14.5] pm, n = 12

(µ+µ+)− µ− : rn ∈ [0.24, 25.1] pm, n = 12

µ+ − µ− : rn ∈ [0.097, 14.5] pm, n = 20

(µ+µ−)− µ+ : rn ∈ [0.24, 24.2] pm, n = 20

(A2)

• e+e+µ−:



e+ − e+ : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.06] nm, n = 12

(e+e+)− µ− : rn ∈ [0.03, 3.0] nm, n = 12

e+ − µ− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.7] nm, n = 30

(e+µ−)− e+ : rn ∈ [0.03, 3.0] nm, n = 30

(A3)
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• µ+µ+e−:

µ+ − µ+ : rn ∈ [0.0001, 0.01] nm, n = 12

(µ+µ+)− e− : rn ∈ [0.015, 3.0] nm, n = 12

µ+ − e− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.7] nm, n = 30

(µ+e−)− µ+ : rn ∈ [0.015, 1.5] nm, n = 30

(A4)

• µ+e+e−:

µ+ − e+ : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.7] nm, n = 12

(µ+e+)− e− : rn ∈ [0.02, 3.0] nm, n = 12

µ+ − e− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.7] nm, n = 30

(µ+e−)− e+ : rn ∈ [0.03, 3.0] nm, n = 30

e+ − e− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.7] nm, n = 30

(e+e−)− µ+ : rn ∈ [0.03, 3.0] nm, n = 30

(A5)

• µ+e+µ−:

µ+ − e+ : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.7] nm, n = 12

(µ+e+)− µ− : rn ∈ [2.0, 10.5] nm, n = 12

µ+ − µ− : rn ∈ [0.00003, 0.012] nm, n = 30

(µ+µ−)− e+ : rn ∈ [0.01, 5.0] nm, n = 30

e+ − µ− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.7] nm, n = 30

(e+µ−)− µ+ : rn ∈ [2.0, 10.5] nm, n = 30

(A6)

• e+e+e−e−:

e+ − e+ or e− − e− : rn ∈ [0.02, 3.0] nm, n = 12

(e+e+)− (e−e−) : rn ∈ [0.02, 3.0] nm, n = 12

e+ − e− : rn ∈ [0.02, 3.0] nm, n = 12

(e+e−)− (e+e−) : rn ∈ [0.02, 6.0] nm, n = 12

(A7)

• µ+µ+µ−µ−:

µ+ − µ+ or µ− − µ− : rn ∈ [0.097, 14.5] pm, n = 12

(µ+µ+)− (µ−µ−) : rn ∈ [0.097, 14.5] pm, n = 12

µ+ − µ− : rn ∈ [0.097, 14.5] pm, n = 12

(µ+µ−)− (µ+µ−) : rn ∈ [0.097, 29.0] pm, n = 12

(A8)

• µ+µ+e−e−:



µ+ − µ+ : rn ∈ [0.0001, 0.01] nm, n = 12

e− − e− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.06] nm, n = 12

(µ+µ+)− (e−e−) : rn ∈ [0.025, 0.7] nm, n = 12

µ+ − e− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.06] nm, n = 12

(µ+e−)− (µ+e−) : rn ∈ [0.025, 0.7] nm, n = 30

(A9)

• µ+e+µ−e−:



µ+ − e+ or µ− − e− : rn ∈ [1.0, 5.0] nm, n = 12

(µ+e+)− (µ−e−) : rn ∈ [3.5, 4.0] nm, n = 12

µ+ − µ− : rn ∈ [0.00005, 0.0086] nm, n = 12

e+ − e− : rn ∈ [0.05, 3.5] nm, n = 12

(µ+µ−)− (e+e−) : rn ∈ [0.025, 0.7] nm, n = 12

µ+ − e− or e+ − µ− : rn ∈ [0.01, 1.06] nm, n = 12

(µ+e−)− (e+µ−) : rn ∈ [3.45, 4.0] nm, n = 12

(A10)

In some cases, we employ a larger number of basis func-
tions to better describe the scattering states.
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