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A coupled-channel perspective analysis on bottom-strange molecular pentaquarks
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At present work, we systematically study various bottom-strange molecular pentaquarks to search for pos-
sible bound states and resonances by adopting one-boson-exchange model within complex scaling method.
According to our calculations, we predict several bound and resonant states for bottom baryon Yb(Λb,Σb)K̄(∗)

and YbK(∗) systems. In particular, a bound state in the I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−) ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ system may
correspond to the particle Ξb(6227). Meanwhile, the predicted bound state with 6303 ∼ 6269 MeV in the
I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−)ΣbK/ΛbK∗/ΣbK∗ system is flavor exotic and does not appear in the spectroscopy of conven-
tional baryons, which provides a practical way to clarify the nature of particle Ξb(6227). We highly hope that
our proposals can offer helpful information for the future experimental searches.
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I. INTRODUCTION

After the discovery of the X(3872) on the Belle experi-
ment [1] in 2003, a large amount of data has been accumulated
in the past two decades in high energy collision experiments.
In the mean while, a series of new phenomenology studies re-
lated to the XYZ and Pc/Tcc states have been reported [2, 3].
A detialed investigation of those exotic hadron states provides
new insights for decoding their internal structures, which may
deepen our understanding of the nonperturbative properties of
quantum chromodynamics (QCD). Since many new particles
locate near the hadron-hadron thresholds, these states could
be naturally interpreted as candidates of molecular states [4–
10]. It is highly desirable to identify those molecules states out
of lots of candidates and predict more ones for experimental
searches, which will motivate the experimental search of such
molecular states.

In 2021, the LHCb collaboration reported two resonances,
namely X0(2900) and X1(2900) in D−K+ invariant mass spec-
trum by analyzing the decay amplitude of the B+ → D+D−K+

decay channel [11, 12]. Since these two states are located near
the D̄∗K∗ and D̄∗1K∗ threshold, they are regarded as hadronic
molecules candidates [13–18, 33]. Recently, in the analysis of
D+s π

+ and D+s π
− invariant mass spectrum, the LHCb collabo-

ration has observed two new peaks T 0
cs̄0

(2900) and T++
cs̄0

(2900),

whose masses and widths are M(T 0
cs̄0

) = 2892±14±15 MeV,
Γ = 119 ± 26 ± 12 MeV and M(T++

cs̄0
) = 2921 ± 17 ± 19

MeV, Γ = 137 ± 32 ± 14 MeV [19, 20], respectively. Given
their near-threshold behaviors and quantum numbers, these

two T
0(++)
cs̄0

states are proposed as isovector D∗K∗ molecules

with JP = 0+ [21–23].

Until now, most molecular candidates were observed in
the charm sector, while the experimental observations in the
bottom sector are still scarce. In 2006, the DØ Collabora-
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tion announced a narrow structure, referred to as the X(5568)
in B0

sπ
± channel [24]. Then, the LHCb collaboration in-

vestigated the B0
sπ
± invariant mass spectrum, but no signif-

icant signal is found [25]. Later, the ATLAS, CDF, and
CMS collaborations [26–28] released similar results. Mean-
while, the X(5568) has been theoretically discussed in pre-
vious works [29–31], and can not be assigned as an isovec-
tor BK molecular state. In 2021, the LHCb collaboration re-
ported two states in B±K± mass spectrum, which are named
as BsJ(6063) and BsJ(6114). If the missing photo from the
B∗± → B±γ was taken into consideration, the masses and
widths were measured to be BsJ(6109) : M = 6108.8 ±
1.1 ± 0.7MeV and Γ = 22 ± 5 ± 4MeV and BsJ(6158) : M =

6158 ± 4 ± 5MeV and Γ = 72 ± 18 ± 25MeV [32], respec-
tively. In theory, the BsJ(6158) was widely investigated in
the literature [33]. Some of the existing works suggested that
BsJ(6158) can be interpreted as a B̄K∗ molecular state with
I(JPC) = 0(1+). Also, several works showed that the existence
of B̄(∗)K(∗)(B(∗)K̄(∗)) molecular states are allowed [34–37].

It can be seen that numerous exotic hadronic molecular
states containing heavy quarks have been observed experi-
mentally. The heavy quark symmetry is supposed to have
been proven to play a significant role in predicting undiscov-
ered states and understanding their production mechanisms,
which intrigues several theoretical studies of it [38–41]. In
a previous work, the author investigated open charm molecu-

lar counterpart of the newly T
a0(++)
cs̄ composed of Yc(Λc,Σc)

and strange meson K(∗) interactions by adopting one bo-
son exchange model. From their estimations, there can ex-
ist some bound states corresponding to the new observation

T
a0(++)
cs̄ [42]. According to the heavy quark symmetry, on the

bottom sector, the light diquark in the heavy baryons Σb/Λb

has the same color structure as q̄, as shown in Figure 1. If
BsJ(6158) can be explained as a B̄K∗ molecular state with
I(JPC) = 0(1+), there should also exist possible isoscalar
B̄(∗)K(∗) molecular state. Under the circumstances, it is natural
to conjecture whether there could exist possible open bottom
molecular pentaquarks. Moreover, it is worth mentioning that,
in 2018, the LHCb reported a peak in both Λ0

b
K− and Ξ0

b
π−

invariant mass spectra named Ξb(6227) [43]. However, un-
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FIG. 1: A sketch of heavy superflavor symmetry between Σb(Λb)K(∗)

pentaquarks and B̄K(∗) tetraquarks. q stands for the light quarks (u or
d).

til now, whether the Ξb(6227) should be accommodated into
traditional baryon λ−mode P−wave Ξ′

b
with JP = 3/2− and

5/2− [44, 46–48] or molecular state pure ΣbK̄ with JP = 1/2−

is still on discussion [49–51] . Thus, it is urgent and neces-
sary to explore the possibility of Ξb(6227) being a molecular
states and predict more bottom-strange molecular pentaquark
candidates for future experiments.

Recently, we systematically study the hidden bottom
molecular tetraquark with complex scaling method by adopt-
ing one-boson-exchange(OBE) model [52], at present work,
utilizing the same formulism, we systematically study vari-
ous bottom-strange molecular pentaquarks to search for pos-
sible bound states and resonances by adopting within com-
plex scaling method [48, 53, 54, 60, 61] and Gaussian expan-
sion method [55, 56]. For bottom baryon Yb(Λb,Σb) and anti-
strange meson K̄(∗) interactions, our calculations demonstrate
that some bound and resonant states are reveled. For instance,
in the I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−) ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ system, we obtain
a bound state below ΣbK̄ threshold that can be regarded as the
particle Ξb(6227). Meanwhile, we extend our study to YbK(∗)

systems, and find two flavor exotic bound states, which can be
searched in future experiments.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We briefly
introduce the formalism of effective interactions and complex
scaling method in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we present the numeri-
cal results and discussions for the YbK(∗) and YbK̄(∗) systems.
Finally, we summarize in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM OF EFFECTIVE INTERACTION AND

COMPLEX SCALING METHOD

A. The effective interactions

In this work, we adopt the one-boson-exchange model to
describe the interaction between the hadrons and analyze the
formation mechanisms of molecular states. The chrial sym-
metric interacting Lagrangian which corresponds to the cou-
pling between a bottom baryon and a light mesons, can be

constructed as [57]

LB3̄
= lB〈B̄3̄σB3̄〉 + iβB〈B̄3̄vµ(Vµ − ρµ)B3̄〉, (1)

LB6
= lS 〈S̄µσSµ〉 −

3

2
g1ε

µνλκvκ〈S̄µAνSλ〉

+ iβS 〈S̄µvα
(

Vα
ab − ρ

α
ab

)

Sµ〉 + λS 〈S̄µFµν(ρ)Sν〉, (2)

LB3̄B6
= ig4〈S̄µAµB3̄〉 + iλIε

µνλκvµ〈S̄νFλκB3̄〉 + h.c.. (3)

The axial current Aµ, vector currentVµ, and the vector meson
field strength tensor Fµν(ρ) are defined by

Vµ =
1

2
(ξ†∂µξ + ξ∂µξ

†), (4)

Aµ =
1

2
(ξ†∂µξ − ξ∂µξ†), (5)

Fµν(ρ) =∂µρν − ∂νρµ + [ρµ, ρν], (6)

respectively. Here, ξ = exp(P/ fπ) and ρ
µ

ba
= igVV

µ

ba
/
√

2. The

B3̄, Bµ = −
√

1
3
(γµ + νµ)γ5B6 + B∗6µ, P, and V denote the

matrices of ground state of singly heavy baryons multiplets
in 3̄F , 6F , light pseudoscalar and vector mesons, respectively,
whose explicit form read

B6 =



















Σ+
b

Σ−
b√
2

Σ−
b√
2
Σ0

b



















, B3̄ =

(

0 Λ0
b

−Λ0
b

0

)

,

P =

















π0
√

2
+

η√
6

π+

π− − π0
√

2
+

η√
6

















, V =

















ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2
ρ+

ρ− − ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2

















.

Under the SU(3) symmetry, the effective Lagrangians describ-
ing the interactions between the strange mesons and light
mesons can be expressed as [69]

LPPV =
ig

2
√

2
〈∂µP

(

PVµ − VµP
〉

, (7)

LVVP =
gVVP√

2
ǫµναβ

〈

∂µVν∂αVβP
〉

, (8)

LVVV =
ig

2
√

2
〈∂µVν

(

VµVν − VνVµ

)

〉. (9)
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More specifically, one can further write the effective La-
grangian depicting the couplings as

Lσ = lB〈B̄3̄σB3̄〉 − lS 〈B̄6σB6〉, (10)

LP = i
g1

2 fπ
εµνλκvκ〈B̄6γµγλ∂νPB6〉

−
√

1

3

g4

fπ
〈B̄6γ

5 (γµ + vµ) ∂µPB3̄〉 + h.c., (11)

LV =
1
√

2
βBgV〈B̄3̄v · VB3̄〉 −

βS gV√
2
〈B̄6v · VB6〉

− λIgV√
6
εµνλκvµ〈B̄6γ

5γν (∂λVκ − ∂κVλ)B3̄〉 + h.c.

− i
λgV

3
√

2
〈B̄6γµγν (∂µVν − ∂νVµ)B6〉, (12)

LK(∗)K(∗)σ = gσmK K̄Kσ − gσmK∗ K̄
∗ · K∗σ, (13)

LPKK∗ =
ig

4

[

(

K̄∗µK − K̄K∗µ
)

(

τ · ∂µπ +
∂µη√

3

)

+
(

∂µK̄K∗µ − K̄∗µ∂µK
)

(

τ · π + η
√

3

)]

, (14)

LVKK =
ig

4

[

K̄∂µK − ∂µK̄K
]

(τ · ρµ + ωµ) , (15)

LVK∗K∗ =
ig

4

[(

K̄∗µ∂
µK∗ν − ∂µK̄∗νK∗µ

)

(τ · ρν + ων)

+
(

∂µK̄∗νK∗ν − K̄∗ν∂
µK∗ν

) (

τ · ρµ + ωµ
)

+
(

K̄∗νK∗µ − K̄∗µK∗ν
)

(τ · ∂µρν + ∂µων)
]

, (16)

LPK∗K∗ = gVVPεµναβ∂
µK̄∗ν∂αK∗β

(

τ · π + η
√

3

)

, (17)

LVKK∗ = gVVPεµναβ
(

∂µK̄∗νK + K̄∂µK∗ν
)

(

τ · ∂αρβ + ∂αωβ
)

. (18)

With the above Lagrangian at hand, one can obtain the rel-
evant potentials straightforwardly by using the Breit approxi-
mation. The effective potential in momentum space reads

Vh1h2→h3h4 (q) = −M(h1h2 → h3h4)

4
√

m1m2m3m4

, (19)

in which M(h1h2 → h3h4) denotes the scattering amplitude
for the h1h2 → h3h4 process and mi is the mass of the particle
hi. The Fourier transformation with respect to q leads to the
effective potential in position space,

V(r) =

∫

d3
q

(2π)3
eiq·rV(q)F 2(q2,m2

i ), (20)

where F denotes the form factor with explicit form

F (q2,m2
i ) =

Λ2 − m2
i

Λ2 − q2
. (21)

Here, the parameter Λ is introduced as an UV cut-off origi-
nates from the fact that the hadrons have a non-zero size to
account for the inner structures of the interacting hadrons.

The corresponding one-boson-exchange effective potential-
sare taken from Ref. [42] and listed in Table I, where G = −2
for I = 1/2 system andG = 1 for I = 3/2 system. The explicit
expressions for factorsF1,2, U and Y in the effective potentials
listed in Table I are given by

F1(r, a, b) = χ
†
3

(

a · b∇2 + S (r̂, a, b)r
∂

∂r

1

r

∂

∂r

)

χ1

F2(r, a, b) = χ
†
3

(

2a · b∇2 − S (r̂, a, b)r
∂

∂r

1

r

∂

∂r

)

χ1

U(Λ,m, r) =
1

4πr

(

cos(mr) − e−Λr
)

− Λ
2 + m2

8πΛ
e−Λr

Y(Λ,m, r) =
1

4πr
(e−mr − e−Λr) − Λ

2 − m2

8πΛ
e−Λr, (22)

where S (r̂, a, b) ≡ 3(r̂ · a)(r̂ · b) − a · b. The values of relevant
parameters are listed in Table II [57–59].

B. Complex scaling method

At the present work, in order to obtain possible poles
for these investigated systems, the complex scaling method
(CSM) is applied [53, 54]. In the CSM, the relative distance r
and the conjugate momentum p are replaced by

r
′ → reiθ,p′ → pe−iθ (23)

where the scaling angle θ is chosen to bepositive. Apply-
ing such replacement to the Schrödinger equation, we get the
complex scaled Schrödinger equation for the coupled chan-
nels which read

[

1

2µ j

(

− d2

dr2
+

l j(l j + 1)

r2

)

e−2iθ +W j

]

ψθj(r)

+
∑

k

V jk(reiθ)ψθk(r) = Eψθj(r), (24)

where µ j, W j, and ψθ
j
(r) are the reduced mass, corresponding

threshold, and the orbital wave function, respectively.

It is worth noting that the properties of the solutions of the
complex scaling Schrödinger equation can be predicted by the
so-called ABC theorem [60, 61], which means

1. The wave functions for resonant states should be
square-integrable on the complex plane, which is the
same as bound state.

2. On the complex plane, the eigenvalues of the bound
states and resonances are independent of the scaling an-
gle θ.

3. The continuum states change along the 2θ line.

According to this theorem, one can locate the poles on the
complex plane. Moreover, in this work, the orbital wave func-
tions are expanded in terms of a set of Gaussian basis func-
tions. With the obtained wave functions, the root-mean-square



4

TABLE I: The effective potentials for Yb(Λb,Σb)K̄(∗) systems.

Processes Effective potentials

VΛb K̄∗→Λb K̄∗ lBgσ(ǫ2 · ǫ†4)χ†
3
χ1Y(Λ,mσ, r) − βBgV g

4
(ǫ2 · ǫ†4)χ†

3
χ1Y(Λ,mω, r)

VΛbK̄∗→Σb K̄∗ − 1
6

g4gVVP

fπ
F1(r,σ, iǫ2 × ǫ†4)Y(Λ0,mπ0, r) − 1

6
√

2

λI gV g

mK∗
F2(r,σ, iǫ2 × ǫ†4)Y(Λ0,mρ0, r)

VΣb K̄∗→Σb K̄∗

+ 1
2
lS gσχ

†
3
χ1ǫ2 · ǫ†3Y(Λ,mσ, r) + g1gVVP

6
√

2 fπ
F1(r,σ, iǫ2 × ǫ†4)G(I)Y(Λ,mπ, r) − g1gVVP

18
√

2 fπ
F1(r,σ, iǫ2 × ǫ†4)Y(Λ,mη, r)

+ 1
8
βS gV gχ

†
3
χ1ǫ2 · ǫ†3G(I)Y(Λ,mρ, r) +

λS gV g

8
√

3mΣb

χ
†
3
χ1ǫ2 · ǫ†3G(I)∇2Y(Λ,mρ, r) − λS gV g

24
√

3mK∗
F2(r,σ, iǫ2 × ǫ†4)G(I)Y(Λ,mρ, r)

− 1
8
βS gV gχ

†
3χ1ǫ2 · ǫ†3Y(Λ,mω, r) − λS gV g

8
√

3mΣb

χ
†
3χ1ǫ2 · ǫ†3∇2Y(Λ,mω, r) +

λS gV g

24
√

3mK∗
F2(r,σ, iǫ2 × ǫ†4)Y(Λ,mω, r)

VΣbK̄→Σb K̄

1
2
lS gσχ

†
3χ1Y(Λ,mσ, r) + G(I)

8
βS gV gχ

†
3χ1Y(Λ,mρ, r) − G(I)

24mΣb

λS gVgχ
†
3χ1∇2Y(Λ,mρ, r)

− 1
8
βS gV gχ

†
3
χ1Y(Λ,mω, r) + 1

24mΣb

λS gV gχ
†
3
χ1∇2Y(Λ,mω, r)

VΛbK̄∗→Σb K̄
1
6

g4g

fπ
√

mK mK∗
F1(r,σ, ǫ2)U(Λ1,mπ1, r) − λI gV gVVP

3
√

2

√

mK∗
mK
F2(r,σ, ǫ2)Y(Λ1,mρ1, r)

VΣb K̄∗→Σb K̄

− g1gF1 (r,σ,ǫ2 )

24
√

2 fπ
√

mK mK∗
G(I)Y(Λ2,mπ2, r) +

g1g

72
√

2 fπ
√

mK mK∗
F1(r,σ, ǫ2)Y(Λ2,mη2, r)

+
λS gV gVVP

6
√

3

√

mK∗
mK
F2(r,σ, ǫ2)G(I)Y(Λ2,mρ2, r) − λS gV gVVP

6
√

3

√

mK∗
mK
F2(r,σ, ǫ2)Y(Λ2,mω2, r)

TABLE II: The relevant parameters adopted in this work.

Parameters Values

ls = 2lB 7.300

g1 = (
√

8/3)g4 1.000
βsgv = −2βBgv 12.000

λsgv = −2
√

2λIgv 19.200 GeV−1

gσ −3.650
g 12.000

gVVP 3g2/(32
√

2π2 fπ)
fπ 0.132 GeV

(RMS) radii rRMS and component proportions P can be calcu-
lated by [62–64]

r2
RMS = 〈ψθ |r2|ψθ〉 =

∑

i

∫

r2ψθi (r)2d3
r, (25a)

P = 〈ψθi |ψθi 〉 =
∫

ψθi (r)2d3
r, (25b)

where the ψθ
i

are normalized as

∑

i

〈ψθi | ψθi 〉 = 1. (26)

It is worth to mention that the scaling angle θ should be
larger than 1/2Arg(Γ/2E) to ensure the normalizability of
wave functions of the resonant states [65].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Performing the above procedure, we can systematically in-
vestigate the bottom-strange molecular pentaquarks by solv-
ing coupled channel Schrödinger equation. In this work,
the only free parameter is the UV cutoff Λ in Eq. (21),

which may vary for different coupled systems being inves-
tigated and it lays within the range of 800 ∼ 5000 MeV.
We firstly deal with bottom baryon Yb and K̄∗ meson sys-
tems to reveal possible bound and resonant states and give
them reasonable interpretations. The same technique can be
applied in the analysis of bottom baryon Yb and K meson
systems. Our estimations for these investigated systems de-
pending on the cutoff value Λ are plotted in Figure 2 and
listed in Table III. In the present work, both S − D wave
mixing effects and coupled channel effects are taken into ac-
count. According to the isospin, spin, and parity, the bot-
tom baryon and anti-strange meson systems can be clas-
sified as 1/2(1/2−)ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗, 3/2(1/2−)ΣbK̄/ΣbK̄∗,
1/2(3/2−)ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗, and 3/2(3/2−)ΣbK̄∗ channel, respec-
tively. The corresponding classification also exists for the bot-
tom baryon and strange meson systems.

A. Bottom baryon and anti-strange meson systems

In this subsection, we firstly discuss the coupled I(JPC) =
1/2(1/2−) ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ systems. As shown in Fig. 2(a),
one could find that a bound state and a resonance emerge
within the range Λ = 880 ∼ 1100 MeV. When the cutoff Λ is
set to 880 MeV, the bound state locates below ΣbK̄ threshold
with binding energy about 4 MeV, the rRMS is 3 fm and dom-
inated by the ΣbK̄(2S 1/2) channel. Sliding the cutoff to 1080
MeV, the mass varies to be around 6222 MeV and the rRMS

varies to be 0.8 fm, which is consistent with the sizes of exotic
hadronic molecular state. Thus, this bound state is a good can-
didate of the particle Ξb(6227). These results favors the con-
clusion in Refs. [49–51]. Meanwhile, with the cutoff Λ = 970
MeV, we can obtain a resonant state with E = 6693 − 17i

MeV and rRMS = 1.70 + 1.43i fm, which is mainly composed
of the ΣbK̄∗(2S 1/2) component. Also, it can be regarded as a
good hadronic molecular state. Moreover, our predictions in-
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FIG. 2: The Λ dependence for the bottom-strange pentaquarks systems. The red solid dots stand for the bound states. The blue open circles
with bars correspond to the resonances, with the lengths of bars being the total widths of the corresponding resonances.

TABLE III: The numerical results for the obtained bound states.

Λ(MeV) rRMS (fm) E(MeV) (ΣbK̄(2S 1/2) ΣbK̄∗(2S 1/2) ΣbK̄∗(4D3/2))

I(JP) = 3/2(1/2−)

3600 3.77 6304.84 (99.08 0.47 0.45)

3850 1.44 6292.68 (95.75 2.28 1.97)

4100 1.03 6278.37 (92.78 3.97 3.25)

Λ(MeV) rRMS (fm) E(MeV) (ΛbK̄∗(4S 3/2) ΛbK̄∗(2D3/2) ΛbK̄∗(4D3/2) ΣbK̄∗(4S 3/2) ΣbK̄∗(2D3/2) ΣbK̄∗(4D3/2))

I(JP) = 1/2(3/2−)

1360 1.69 6509 (0.28 0.25 61.53 36.11 0.06 1.77)

1380 0.96 6499 (0.34 0.32 45.49 51.00 0.12 2.74)

1400 0.76 6487 (0.39 0.34 36.98 58.73 0.17 3.39)

Λ(MeV) rRMS (fm) E(MeV) (ΣbK̄∗(4S 3/2) ΣbK̄∗(2D3/2) ΣbK̄∗(4D3/2))

I(JP) = 3/2(3/2−)

1300 3.90 6704 (99.26 0.16 0.58)

1400 2.36 6721 (98.67 0.29 1.04)

1500 1.61 6697 (98.17 0.40 1.43)

Λ(MeV) rRMS (fm) E(MeV) (ΣbK(2S 1/2) ΣbK∗(2S 1/2) ΣbK∗(4D1/2))

I(JP) = 3/2(1/2−)

1260 1.51 6298.01 (76.17 23.72 0.10)

1270 0.90 6284.01 (65.82 34.04 0.15)

1280 0.67 6265.52 (58.84 41.00 0.16)

Λ(MeV) rRMS (fm) E(MeV) (ΛbK∗(4S 3/2) ΛbK∗(2D3/2) ΛbK∗(4D3/2) ΣbK∗(4S 3/2) ΣbK∗(2D3/2) ΣbK∗(4D3/2))

I(JP) = 1/2(3/2−)

1260 2.64 6511 (41.20 0.06 40.34 17.16 0.32 0.92)

1280 1.38 6506 (36.97 0.09 31.78 29.28 0.45 1.43

1300 0.98 6499 (33.72 0.11 25.67 38.26 0.51 1.73)

dicate that the pion exchange potential is crucial to form the
resonance while the contribution from η exchange interaction
is negligible. For the 3/2(1/2−) ΣbK̄∗ state, when the cutoff Λ
lies in the range of 3360 to 4100 MeV, a loosely bound state
is found with rRMS varying between 4 and 1 fm. However,
this range for cutoff value is quite different from the empirical
value of the deuteron, and then no molecular state is favored

in the 3/2(1/2−) ΣbK̄/ΣbK̄∗ system.

Besides, we have I(JP) = 1/2(3/2−)ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ channel
for Yb and K̄(∗) system, and the corresponding results are listed
in Table III. According to our estimations, a bound state ex-
ists below ΛbK̄∗ threshold, dominated by ΛbK̄∗(4D3/2) and
ΣbK̄∗(4S 3/2) channel, and is sensitive to the cutoff value. Since
the cutoff value consists with the empirical value for deuteron,
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FIG. 3: The complex energy eigenvalues of I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−) sys-
tem with varying the angle θ from 30◦ ∼ 40◦.

the I(JP) = 1/2(3/2−)ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ can be regarded as a possi-
ble molecular state candidate. In the I(JP) = 3/2(3/2−) ΣbK̄∗

system, a weakly bound state with energy of 6703 MeV ap-
pears at cutoff 1300 MeV and is dominated by S−wave chan-
nel. If only the one pion exchange potential is considered,
a bound state is obtain with cutoff 2400 MeV, which means
that the potentials of ρ and ω exchanges are helpful to form
the bound state.

B. Bottom baryon and strange meson systems

For YcK(∗) systems, the effective potentials from the ω and
π exchanges are in completely contrast with YcK̄(∗) systems.
Unlike bottom baryon and anti-strange meson systems, for
bottom baryon and strange meson systems, one can only ob-
tain bound state solutions. The corresponding numerical re-
sults are collected in Table III and Figure 2(b). For coupled
ΣbK/ΛbK∗/ΣbK∗ with I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−) system, a loosely
bound state below ΣbK channel is estimated. When the cutoff
lies in the range of 920 ∼ 1100 MeV, the mass varies from
6304 to 6269 MeV and the rRMS decreases from 3 to 1fm,
which can be regarded as a good molecular candidate. When
the single channel ΣbK is considered, one also can obtain a
bound state at Λ = 1900 MeV that is larger than 920 MeV.
This foundation also indicates that the coupled channel effect
is important to form a molecule. For the I(JP) = 3/2(1/2−)
ΣbK/ΣbK∗ system, we also obtain a bound state solution when
cutoff lies in a range of 1260 ∼ 1270 MeV. The predicted
mass varies from 6298 to 6284 MeV and the corresponding
rRMS decreases from 1.5 to 0.9 fm, which is sensitive to cutoff
value and may be a molecular state.

As for the ΛbK∗/ΣbK∗ system with I(JP) = 1/2(3/2−), at
the cutoff is 1260 MeV, a bound state below the ΛbK∗ thresh-

old emerges. One can also find that when only ΣbK∗ channel
is considered, a loosely bound state appears, which is listed in
Table III. Finally, for the I(JP) = 3/2(3/2−) ΣbK∗ system, we
can not obtain any bound state solution with Λ = 800 ∼ 5000
MeV.

C. Further discussions

For YbK̄(∗) systems, we can obtain bound states and res-
onances, but only bound states are revealed for YbK(∗) sys-
tems. The reason is that the flavor factors in the poten-
tials for these systems are quite different, which determine
the relative sign and strength and are crucial for the forma-
tion of molecular states. It is also interesting to note that
the root mean square (RMS) radius rRMS for the I(JPC) =
1/2(1/2−)ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ resonances can be a complex
number. In such cases, one can use the interpretation scheme
proposed by T. Berggren, which generalizes the concept of
expectation values from bound states to resonances [66]. Ac-
cording to this scheme, the real part of the complex rRMS rep-
resents the usual physical expectation value, while the imagi-
nary part indicates a measure of uncertainty in the observation.
Numerical calculations of r2 have supported this generalized
interpretation [67, 68]. We illustrate the The complex energy
eigenvalues of I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−) system with varying the an-
gle θ from 30◦ ∼ 40◦ in Figure 3.

According to the masses and quantum numbers, we present
some possible decay channels for these predicted states in Ta-
ble IV. For instance, the I(JPC) = 1/2(1/2−) ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗

bound state can be found inΛbK̄ and Ξ(′)
b
π channels. In the lit-

erature [44, 46–48], both JP = 1
2

−
molecular and JP = 3

2

−
/ 5

2

−

conventional interpretations exist for the particle Ξb(6227),
and the spin is certainly crucial for distinguishing these two
explanations. Another way to solve this puzzle is to hunt
for the flavor exotic state with 6303 ∼ 6269 MeV in the
I(JPC) = 1/2(1/2−) ΣbK/ΛbK∗/ΣbK∗ system, which is the
mirror state of Ξb(6227) in the molecular picture but does not
appear in the three-quark picture. We highly hope that the
future experiments can verify our proposals.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we systematically investigate the coupled
YbK̄(∗)(YbK(∗)) system to search for possible bound states and
resonances by adopting one-boson-exchange model within
complex scaling method. For the coupled I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−)
ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ systems, according to our estimations, a
bound state solution is obtained, which may correspond to the
observed particle Ξb(6227). Meanwhile, we find a I(JPC) =
1/2(1/2−) resonance near the ΣbK̄∗ threshold and a bound
state in the I(JP) = 1/2(3/2−) ΣbK̄∗ system.

Then, when we extend our study to the YbK(∗) systems,
two loosely bound states are obtained. It is worth pointing
out that the predicted bound state with 6303 ∼ 6269 MeV in
the I(JP) = 1/2(1/2−) ΣbK/ΛbK∗/ΣbK∗ system is flavor ex-
otic and does not appear in the spectroscopy of conventional
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TABLE IV: The summary of our predictions for bottom strange pentaquark molecular state systems with cutoff Λ in a range of 800 ∼ 1100
MeV. Here, the , ”X”(” × ”) represents that the corresponding state may (may not) form a molecular state.

I(JPC) Mass(MeV) Width(MeV) rRMS (fm) Status Selected decay mode

1
2
( 1

2

−
)ΣbK̄/ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗

6301 ∼ 6222 − 2.49 ∼ 0.73 X ΛbK̄/Ξ
(′)
b
π

6693 ∼ 6516 34.58 ∼ 31.00 1.70 + 1.43i ∼ 0.61 + 0.51i X ΛbK̄(∗)/ΣbK̄/ΛB̄(∗)/ΣB̄/Ξ
(′)
b
π/Ξ

(′)
b
η/Ξbρ/Ξbω

3
2
( 1

2

−
)ΣbK̄/ΣbK̄∗ − − − × −

1
2
( 3

2

−
)ΛbK̄∗/ΣbK̄∗ − − − × −

3
2
( 3

2

−
)ΣbK̄∗ 6703 ∼ 6702 − 3.37 ∼ 2.62 X ΛbK̄∗/Σ∗

b
K̄/ΛB̄∗/ΣB̄∗/Ξ∗

b
π/Ξ∗

b
η/Ξbρ/Ξbω

1
2
( 1

2

−
)ΣbK/ΛbK∗/ΣbK∗ 6303 ∼ 6269 − 3.13 ∼ 1.08 X NB̄s/ΛbK

3
2
( 1

2

−
)ΣbK/ΣbK∗ − − − × −

1
2
( 3

2

−
)ΛbK∗/ΣbK∗ − − − × −

3
2
( 3

2

−
)ΣbK∗ 6704 ∼ 6692 − 4.13 ∼ 1.34 X NB̄∗s/Λ

∗
b
K/Σ∗

b
K

baryons, which provides a practical way to resolve the puz-
zle of particle Ξb(6227). We hope our predictions can offer
valuable information to the future experiments observations.
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