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Similar to the covalent bond in chemical molecules induced by shared electrons, we proposed
in Ref. [1] the hadronic covalent bond induced by shared light quarks to explain the T..(3875)
and the deuteron. In this paper we improve and extend this mechanism to explain the Z.(3900),
which is bound by the shared light quark-antiquark pair along with sea quark-antiquark pairs from
the vacuum. Our analysis is based on the following forward and backward reasoning: a hadronic
molecule exists, iff the attraction between its components is strong enough, iff the wave functions of
its components significantly overlap with each other, iff the Pauli principle is well satisfied among all
the shared quarks and antiquarks. Additionally, the X (3872) is so unique that we need to further
consider the annihilation of the shared light quark-antiquark pair, just in line with the reasoning that
the production and annihilation of sea quark-antiquark pairs should be given equal consideration.
Both the “production” and “annihilation” molecular bonds exist only in the strong interaction, not
in the electromagnetic interaction, and they provide a quasi-static low-energy platform for studying
the QCD confinement.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The past decade has marked a golden era in hadron
physics [2], which significantly improves our understand-
ing of the non-perturbative behavior of the strong inter-
action in the low-energy regime [3-17]. This now presents
an ideal opportunity to compare it with the electromag-
netic interaction through the investigation of the hydro-
gen atom/molecule and the charmed meson/molecule.

A hydrogen atom consists of an electron bound to a
proton, with a binding energy of 13.6 eV. In the ground
state, the interaction between the electron and proton
spins results in a slight increase in energy when the spins
are parallel, and a decrease when antiparallel. The en-
ergy difference between these two hyperfine states is ap-
proximately 5.87 x 1076 eV. The situation become more
complex in the hydrogen molecule, which consists of two
hydrogen atoms bound together by a chemical covalent
bond, with a binding energy of 4.73 eV. There are two
spin configurations of the hydrogen molecule, i.e., ortho-
hydrogen has parallel proton spins and higher energy,
while para-hydrogen has antiparallel proton spins and
lower energy. The energy difference between these two
spin isomers is approximately 0.0151 eV.

A comparable picture has been found in the strong in-
teraction, namely, the charmed meson and its hadronic
molecule. A D™ meson consists of a light up/down
quark bound to a charm antiquark within the conven-
tional quark model. There are two ground states, D
of J¥ = 0= and D* of J¥ = 1~, with a mass differ-
ence of about 140 MeV. Two D) mesons may form a
D) D®) hadronic molecule, but so far only the T..(3875)
has been observed in the LHCb experiment [18, 19],
which can be interpreted as the DD* hadronic molecule
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of (I'JF = (0)1", with a binding energy on the order
of 1 MeV. More D™ D®) hadronic molecules have been
predicted in the literature and are yet to be discovered,
which would contribute to completing this picture [3-17].

In addition to the many similarities between the hy-
drogen atom/molecule and the charmed meson/molecule,
there are two distinct differences:

e In the hydrogen atom and the hydrogen molecule,
the contribution from the proton spin is small and
negligible. In contrast, in the D) meson and its
hadronic molecule, the contribution from the spin
of the charm antiquark is no longer negligible.

e The binding energy of the hydrogen molecule, re-
sulting from the residual electromagnetic interac-
tion between two hydrogen atoms, is of the same
order as that of the hydrogen atom, which arises
from the direct electromagnetic interaction between
the electron and proton. In contrast, the binding
energy of the T..(3875), resulting from the residual
strong interaction between the D and D* mesons,
is significantly smaller than the “binding” energy of
the D) meson, which arises from the direct strong
interaction between the light up/down quark and
the charm antiquark.

Another related observation is that a muonic Z atom is
believed to behave as if it were a Z — 1 atom, though this
will not be discussed in the present study.

Similar to the chemical covalent bond, we proposed
in Ref. [1] the hadronic covalent bond to explain the
P./P.s/Te. [18-24] and the deuteron as possible hadronic
covalent molecules. In the hydrogen molecule, the two
electrons shared between two protons are antisymmet-
ric so that obey the Pauli principle. Similarly, we pro-
posed in the T,.(3875) that the two light up/down quarks
shared between two charm antiquarks are also antisym-
metric so that obey the Pauli principle, as illustrated in
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(b) Production bond: Z.(3900)
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(c) Annihilation bond: X (3872)

FIG. 1: Possible binding mechanisms induced by: (a) shared light quarks, (b) the shared light quark-antiquark pair along with
sea quark-antiquark pairs from the vacuum, and (c) the annihilation of the shared light quark-antiquark pair.

Fig. 1(a). Since the binding energy of the T..(3875) is sig-
nificantly smaller than the “binding” energy of the D(*)
meson, the two shared light up/down quarks need not be
fully antisymmetric, as long as there is enough antisym-
metric component to provide sufficient attraction.

However, the hadronic covalent bond cannot explain
the hadronic molecule composed of one D*) meson and
one D) meson. Specifically, the Z.(3900) [25, 26] and
the X (3872) [27] can be interpreted as such hadronic
molecules [3-17]. An interesting question related to the
electromagnetic interaction is whether there exists the
chemical molecule composed of one hydrogen atom and
one anti-hydrogen atom. While the answer is not yet
known to me, it is likely that additional binding mecha-
nisms exist in the strong interaction.

In this paper we extend the hadronic covalent bond
to explain the Z.(3900) as the DD*/D*D hadronic
molecule with 1¢JF¢ 1717, As illustrated in
Fig. 1(b), we consider not only the light quark-antiquark
pair from the D™ and D™ mesons, but also two sea
quark-antiquark pairs from the vacuum. Consequently,
the annihilation of the light quark-antiquark pair should
also be considered. As illustrated in Fig. 1(c), this effect
has been studied in Refs. [28-30] to explain the X (3872)
as the mixture of a c state and the DD*/D*D compo-
nent with 71¢JP¢ = 01+, We refer to the two binding
mechanisms above as the “production” and “annihila-
tion” bonds, which exist only in the strong interaction,
not in the electromagnetic interaction. These two bonds
provide a quasi-static low-energy platform for studying
the QCD confinement, so we refer to them collectively as
the “confined” bond, with the relevant molecule termed
the hadronic “confined” molecule.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we im-
prove the hadronic covalent bond proposed in Ref. [1],
and apply it to study the T..(3875) and the deuteron.
In Sec. III we propose the hadronic production bond
to explain the Z.(3900) through the shared light quark-
antiquark pair along with sea quark-antiquark pairs from
the vacuum. In Sec. IV we use the hadronic annihilation
bond to explain the X (3872) by further considering the
annihilation of the light quark-antiquark pair, after which
we conclude the paper.

II. COVALENT BOND

We proposed in Ref. [1] the hadronic covalent bond
induced by shared light quarks, as illustrated in Fig. 2.
In the chemical covalent bond the shared electrons are
totally antisymmetric so that obey the Pauli principle.
Similarly, we found in the hadronic covalent bond that
“the light-quark-exchange interaction is attractive when
the shared light quarks are totally antisymmetric so that
obey the Pauli principle”. In this section we improve this
mechanism and apply it to study several examples in the
following subsections.

q

q q

FIG. 2: Possible binding mechanism for the T..(3875) as
the DD* hadronic molecule with (I)JF = (0)17, due to the
hadronic covalent bond induced by shared light quarks.

A. T..(3875)

In this subsection we study the hadronic molecules
composed of two D™*) mesons. In order to form these
molecules, the light quark from one D™ meson and the
light quark from the other D*) meson should be totally
antisymmetric according to the Pauli principle. This en-
sures that the wave functions of the two D*) mesons sig-
nificantly overlap with each other, resulting in a strong
attraction that may lead to the formation of a hadronic
covalent molecule. The two light quarks shared between
the two D) mesons have the same color and so the sym-
metric color structure. Besides, we assume their orbital



structure to be S-wave and so also symmetric. Conse-
quently, we only need to investigate their spin and flavor
structures (¢ = up/down):

e DOuyéa)-DP[uscy]. Let us exchange u; from the
first D° meson with us from the second D° meson.
uy and ¢ inside the first D° meson spin in opposite
directions, us and ¢o also need to spin in opposite
directions in order to form another D° meson, so u;
and w3 spin in the same direction with the symmet-
ric spin structure. The flavor structure of u; and
ug is also symmetric, so they are totally symmetric
(S=symmetric and A=antisymmetric):

color flavor spin orbital total
Ul <> us3 S S S S S

Accordingly, the D°DO covalent molecule does not
exist.

e D[q12]-D[qs¢4]. After including the isospin sym-
metry, exchange can occur between the up and
down quarks. Let us exchange ¢ from the first D
meson with g3 from the second D meson. As dis-
cussed above, they have the symmetric spin struc-
ture, so they can be totally antisymmetric as long
as their flavor structure is antisymmetric:

color flavor spin orbital total
Qg S A S S A

However, this configuration still vanishes, i.e.,
|DD;1=0)=D°D~ —D"D°=0, (1)

so there is no DD covalent molecule, neither with
I =0 nor with I = 1.

e D[q1¢2]-D*[q3¢4]. Let us exchange ¢; from the D
meson with ¢z from the D* meson. In this case
¢1 and g3 do not need to spin in the same direc-
tion, since the DD* molecule can transform into
the D*D molecule with the exchange of these two
light quarks. Accordingly, there are two possible
configurations that satisfy the Pauli principle, ei-
ther

strong color flavor spin orbital total
q1 < g3 S A S S A

or

weak  color flavor spin orbital total
g+ q S S A S A

As discussed in Ref. [1], the former configuration
with (I)JF = (0)17 is more stable than the latter
one with (I)J¥ = (1)0*. Accordingly, we refer
to the former as the “strong” bond and the latter
as the “weak” bond. Additionally, there exists a

“repulsive” bond due to the exchange of the two
charm antiquarks:

repulsive color flavor spin orbital total
Co <+ Cy S S S S S

Therefore, we mneed to consider both the
“strong/weak” bond and the “repulsive” bond
in order to verify the existence of the I = 0/1
DD* covalent molecule. Specifically, as illustrated
in Fig. 1(a), the T..(3875) can be interpreted
as the DD* hadronic covalent molecule with
(I)JF = (0)1*, which contains one strong bond
and one repulsive bond.

e D*[qi¢2)-D*[g3c4). Similarly, we study the D*D*
covalent molecule. Our results suggest the possi-
ble existence of the (I)JF = (0)1* D*D* covalent
molecule, which contains one strong bond and one
repulsive bond. However, the (I)JF = (0)0 and
(I)JF = (0)2* D*D* covalent molecules do not
exist. Besides, our results suggest the possible ex-
istence of the (I)J¥ = (1)0* and (I)JF = (1)2*
D*D* covalent molecules, each of which contains
one weak bond and one repulsive bond, while the
(I)JP = (1)1T D*D* covalent molecule does not
exist.

Summarizing the above discussions, our results suggest
the possible existence of the (I)J¥ = (0)1* DD* co-
valent molecule and the (I)J¥ = (0)17 D*D* cova-
lent molecule, both of which contain the strong cova-
lent bond; our results suggest the possible existence of
the (I)JF = (1)1t DD* covalent molecule and the
(I)JY = (1)0/2% D*D* covalent molecules, which con-
tain the weak covalent bond.

B. Deuteron

In this subsection we study nuclei as the hadronic co-
valent molecules composed of nucleons. We take the
p(roton)/n(eutron)/A as combinations of an (I)J¥ =
(0)0T wup-down quark pair along with an isolated
up/down/strange quark, and explore several examples
as follows (¢ = up/down and s = strange):

o Niqi(u2ds)oyo+]-Nlga(usds)yo+].  Let us ex-
change ¢; and g4 in order to share them between
two nucleons. There are two possible configurations
that satisfy the Pauli principle, either

strong color flavor spin orbital total
qi<rqs S A S S A

or

weak  color flavor spin orbital total
@ <rqa S S A S A




TABLE I: Binding energies of some possible hadronic covalent molecules, estimated within our toy model through the simplified
formula B = NgS + NwW + NaA — NrR — Ne, with S ~ 23 MeV, W ~ 17 MeV, A ~ 18 MeV, R ~ 14 MeV, and € ~ 4 MeV.
The spin effects are not taken into account in this formula.

Covalent molecules Binding energies Covalent molecules Binding energies
2H, D*D™) /B*B™ 1 MeV D*B™ /D™ B* 15 MeV
SH/*He, D*D*D™) /B*B*B™ 9 MeV D*D*BY /DY B*B*/ ... 37 MeV
o D*D*D*B™ /DY B*B*B*/- .. 68 MeV

‘He, D*D*D*D™ /B*B*B*B™ 26 MeV

D*D*B*BY /DY D*B*B*/ ... 82 MeV
) /pn) 24 MeV NI 38 MeV
DORE  DEIRE)  BeIn() / peIn) 15 MeV
D*DWsM /D DO /... 37 MeV
D*B{ /D™ B 10 MeV
8H, D*D*D'” /D™®) D*D* 1 MeV D*D*B{ /DY D*B: /- 15 MeV
4H/iHe, D*D*D*D{” /D™ D* D* D* 13 MeV D*D*D*B /D D*D*B:/ - 41 MeV
3He, D*D*D*D*D{" /- -. 30 MeV D*D*D*D*B{" /... 58 MeV
ASHe, D*D*D*D*D{ DY/ - .. 34 MeV D*D*D*D*B{ B /... 90 MeV
Ml Izl 19 MeV sl gl 33 MeV
g2yl /mimg() 14 MeV zim=l 28 MeV
Rl m0= g0 45 MeV nMEgl) mozgl 73 MeV
DW=/ pHE(™ /pE(™) /ptIE(™) 15 MeV
D*DWEY) /D*DWE /... 32 MeV
D*DWEE!) /D DHEIME /. 55 MeV

Similar to the DD* covalent molecule, the former
strong bond is more stable than the latter weak
bond, and moreover, there exists a repulsive bond
due to the two (I)JF = (0)0 up-down quark pairs:

repulsive color flavor spin orbital total
U <> Uy S S S S S
ds <»ds S S S S S

Therefore, we mneed to consider both the
strong/weak bond and the repulsive bond in
order to verify the existence of the I = 0/1 NN
covalent molecule. Specifically, the deuteron can
be interpreted as the proton—neutron hadronic
covalent molecule with (I)J¥ = (0)1F, which
contains one strong bond and one repulsive bond.

o ‘Help(u1)p(uz)n(ds)n(dy)]. It is interesting to
study how many light quarks can be shared at most

in the lowest orbit. We find that the *He nucleus
can accommodate four light up/down quarks with
the configuration of (I)J¥ = (0)0", satisfying that
any two of these four quarks are totally antisym-
metric so that obey the Pauli principle:

color flavor spin orbital total

U <> U S S A S A
weds S A0S S A
Uy <> dy S A S S A
up<ds; S A S S A
Uo <> dy S A S S A
ds <»dy S S A S A

This makes the *He nucleus quite stable.

e 3H[p(u1)n(d2)A(s3)]. Let us exchange u; from the

proton, do from the neutron, and s3 from the A. It



is possible for any two of them to be totally anti-
symmetric, either

color flavor spin orbital total
uy <> do S A S S A
do <> s3 S A S S A
S3 <> U7 S S A S A

or

color flavor spin orbital total
up <> ds S A S S A
do <> S3 S S A S A
s3> u; S A S S A

We use the strong/weak ¢q bond to refer to the
strong/weak bond composed of two light up/down
quarks, and the strong/weak ¢s bond to refer to the
strong/weak bond composed of one light up/down
quark and one light strange quark. It seems that
the 3H nucleus contains one strong gg bond, one
strong ¢s bond, one weak gs bond, and three re-
pulsive bonds. However, the weak gs bond may be
even weaker than the repulsive bond, so it is possi-
ble that there is only one strong qq bond, one strong
gs bond, and two repulsive bonds in this system.

C. A toy model

Many possible hadronic covalent molecules can exist,
in addition to the T..(3875) and the deuteron investi-
gated in the previous subsections. A toy model was de-
veloped in Ref. [1] to estimate their binding energies (B),
and in this subsection we update it as

B = NgS+ NwW + NAA — NgrR — Ne, (2)

where S is the energy of the strong gg bond with Ng its
number, W is the energy of the weak qg bond with Ny
its number, A is the energy of the strong ¢s bond with
N, its number, R is the energy of the repulsive bond with
Np its number, and € is the residual energy of each com-
ponent hadron with N the number of components. The
weak ¢s bond is not taken into account. Note that the
term Ny W was neglected in Ref. [1], while the term to
describe the spin effects is neglected here, since we do not
consider the spin effects in the present study. Assuming
the P./P.s/T.. as possible hadronic covalent molecules,
we estimate these parameters to be

S ~ 23 MeV,
W ~ 17 MeV,
A ~ 18 MeV, (3)
R ~ 14 MeV,
€ ~ 4 MeV.
We use the above toy model to estimate the binding en-

ergies of some possible hadronic covalent molecules, and
the obtained results are summarized in Table 1.

IIT. PRODUCTION BOND

The hadronic covalent bond studied in the previous
section cannot explain the hadronic molecule composed
of one D) meson and one D) meson, which will be
explored in this section. To address this, we extend the
covalent bond by incorporating not only the light quark-
antiquark pair from the D*) and D) mesons, but also
two sea quark-antiquark pairs from the vacuum, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1(b).

We use ¢1g2 to denote the light quark-antiquark pair
from the D*) and D*) mesons, where g, is from the D)
meson and ¢ is from the D) meson. We use gzqs and
G596 to denote the two sea quark-antiquark pairs from the
vacuum. According to the Lagrangian £ = qiy*D,,q with
D, =0, +1igsA,, we assume their quantum numbers to
be both

(S : I=0,S=1,L=0,J=1, (4)
and their total quantum numbers to be
FSi]®[S1] : I=0,5=0,L=0,J=0. (5

Moreover, we require that the three antiquarks ¢ 3 s,
which orbit around the charm quark in the D) meson,
have the same color and so the symmetric color structure;
the three quarks gz 4,6, which orbit around the charm
antiquark in the D) meson, also have the same color
and so the symmetric color structure; the two antiquarks
g3 and @5 form a strong bond, while the two quarks ¢4
and g form another strong bond. There are numerous
sea quark-antiquark pairs and sea gluons in the QCD
vacuum, making it possible for these assumptions to be
satisfied.

Based on the above assumptions, we find that the g1
pair with the quantum numbers

I=1,5=0,L=0,J=0, (6)

is capable of forming the following configuration:

[I1SoLoJo] color flavor spin orbital total
q1 <> Qo 1c S A S [150]
q1 < G3 S S A S A (weak)
q1 <> G5 S A S S A (strong)
qs <> s S A S S A (strong)
G2 < q4 S A S S A (strong)
G2 < g6 S S A S A (weak)
G4 < qg S A S S A (strong)
73 > qa 8c A S S [*S1]
qs <> Qe 10/8(} S A S [7T(7)]
G5 <> Q4 10/8(} S A S [7T(7)]
05 <> go 8¢ A S S *S]
q1 < qa - A/S S S -
q1 <> ge - S S S -
43 <> q2 - S S S -
qs <> Qo — A/S S S —




We refer to this configuration as the hadronic produc-
tion bond due to the activity of sea quark-antiquark pairs
from the vacuum, thus being closely related to the QCD
confinement. It contains four strong bonds (7175, @375,
2¢4, and qgaqs) and two weak bonds (q1gs and ¢2gs),
which attract the D™ and D®) mesons to potentially
form a hadronic confined molecule that behaves as a res-
onance lying above the D®) D(*) threshold. Additionally,
the two color-octet sea quark-antiquark pairs from the
vacuum, gsq4 and ¢sqs both with I =0 and J = 1, cou-
ple strongly to sea gluons, so their quantity is tremen-
dous; moreover, they can be recombined into the two
color-singlet quark-antiquark pairs, ¢3qs and gsqq4 both
with I =1 and J = 0, which couple strongly to the pseu-
doscalar mesons 7 and so capable of providing long-range
attraction.
Besides, the g1q2 pair with the quantum numbers

I=0,S=1,L=0,J=1, (7)

can form another similar configuration:

[1pS1LoJ1] color flavor spin orbital total
q1 < q2 1c A S S [351]
q1 < 43 S S A S A (weak)
q1 < s S A S S A (strong)
q3 < s S A S S A (strong)
g2 < qa S S A S A (weak)
g2 < g6 S A S S A (strong)
qa <+ Gs S A S S A (strong)
q3 < qa 8¢ A S S [351]
q3 < ge 10/80 S A S [7T(7)]
Qs < qa 10/80 S A S [7T(7)]
J5 < 46 8¢ A S S [>51]
q1 < q4 — A A/S S —
q1 < ge — S S S —
qs < q2 - A A/S S —
qs < q2 — S S S —

However, the ¢1¢2 pair with the quantum numbers
I=0,5=0,L=0,J=0, (8)

cannot form this type of configuration, nor can the ¢ go
pair with the quantum numbers

I=1,85=1,L=0,J=1. (9)

Besides the configurations mentioned above, there are
other possible configurations that could form hadronic
production bonds, and thus hadronic confined molecules.
We list them in Appendix A, but we shall not investigate
them in the present study.

We apply the above binding mechanism to study sev-
eral examples, as follows:

e D[q1¢7]-D[g2¢s]. The D meson cannot employ the
weak ¢1q3/q135 bond, and the D meson cannot em-
ploy the weak ¢2q4/g2qs bond either. Accordingly,
there is no DD confined molecule, neither with
I =0 nor with I = 1.

e D[qic7]-D*[q2¢s] ® D*[Gic7]-Dlgacs]. The D me-
son itself cannot employ the weak q1G3/q1G5 bond,
but the D and D* mesons together can employ the
weak ¢133/q135s bond, making it possible for the
combination of DD* and D*D to form a hadronic
confined molecule.

According to the heavy quark spin symmetry [31-
37], we perform the spin decomposition:

| (DD* — D*D) /V2; JF¢ = 17F) (10)

= _|85807 =1,5q4, = LJ= 1>7

| (DD* + D*D) /v/2;J7¢ =177) (11)
= +8eser = 1, 8g100 = 0;J = 1)/V/2
— [Seger = 0, 80140 = 1;J = 1)/V/2.
There are three possibilities:

1. The state given in Eq. (10) contains the q;¢2
pair with sg,4, = 1, so its isoscalar component
can form a production bond, making it possi-
ble to interpret the X (3872) as the DD*/D*D
confined molecule with 1¢JF¢ = 0t1++,

2. The state given in Eq. (11) contains the §1¢2
pair with sg4, = 0, so its isovector com-
ponent can form a production bond, making
it possible to interpret the Z.(3900) as the

DD*/D*D confined molecule with 1¢.JF¢ =
11t

3. The state given in Eq. (11) also contains
the ¢iqo pair with sg,4, = 1, suggesting the
possible existence of the DD*/D*D confined
molecule with I€JP¢ = 0~11t~. However, its
corresponding cgcy pair has sz, = 0, which
could render this system potentially unstable.

e D*[q1c7]-D*[gacs]. According to the heavy quark
spin symmetry, we perform the spin decomposition:

|D*D*; JPC — O++> (12)
= —[Seeer = 0,57,4, = 0;J = 0) x V/3/2
+ [Seger = 1, Sq1q, = 13 =0)/2,
|D*D*; JP¢ =117) (13)
= —|Seger = 1, 80,00 = 0;.J = 1)/V/2
—|8eger = 0, 8q100 = 1;J = 1)/V/2,
\D*D*; JPC = o++) (14)
= —|Szger = 1,854, = 1;J =2).

After requiring sz,., = 1, there are three possibili-
ties remaining:



1. The state given in Eq. (12) contains the q1¢2
pair with sg 4, = 1, so its isoscalar compo-
nent can form a production bond, suggesting
the possible existence of the D*D* confined
molecule with 1¢.JF¢ = 0t0*+,

2. The state given in Eq. (13) contains the §1¢2
pair with sg,4, = 0, so its isovector compo-
nent can form a production bond, suggesting
the possible existence of the D*D* confined
molecule with 1¢JP¢ = 1+t1+-,

3. The state given in Eq. (14) contains the §1q2
pair with sg4, = 1, so its isoscalar compo-
nent can form a production bond, suggesting
the possible existence of the D*D* confined
molecule with 1¢JF¢ = 0t2++,

Summarizing the above discussions, our results suggest
the possible existence of the /¢ JF¢ = 0+t1++/1+1+~
DD*/D*D confined molecules and the I¢JFC¢ =
0t0*t*/1+1t= /0t 2+ D*D* confined molecules, all of
which contain the hadronic production bond.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper we systematically study the D®) D®*) and
D™ D®) hadronic molecules. For the D™*) D(*) hadronic
molecules, we proposed in Ref. [1] the hadronic covalent
bond induced by shared light quarks, and used this bind-
ing mechanism to interpret the 7..(3875) as the DD*
covalent molecule with (I)JF = (0)1*. In this paper
we improve upon this binding mechanism and estimate
the binding energies of some possible hadronic covalent
molecules. The obtained results are summarized in Ta-
ble I, based on the hypothesis proposed in Ref. [1] that
“the light-quark-exchange interaction is attractive when
the shared light quarks are totally antisymmetric so that
obey the Pauli principle”.

The covalent bond cannot explain the D®*)D®)
hadronic molecules. In this paper we attempt to ex-
plain them by incorporating not only the light quark-
antiquark pair from the D™ and D™ mesons, but
also two sea quark-antiquark pairs from the vacuum.
These three quarks and three antiquarks together can
form four strong covalent bonds and two weak covalent
bonds, potentially attracting the D) and D*) mesons to
form a hadronic confined molecule. Our results suggest
the possible existence of the I¢JP¢ = 0+t1++/1+1+-
DD*/D*D confined molecules and the I¢JFC =
0t0*+*/1+1*t= /0t 2++ D*D* confined molecules.

Given that the production of sea quark-antiquark pairs
from the vacuum has been considered, their annihilation
back into the vacuum should receive equal consideration:

e The annihilation bond does not affect the isovector
D™ D™ molecule, but it could potentially desta-
bilize the isoscalar D) D) molecule unless a rele-
vant charmonium state is nearby. Accordingly, the

7

IGJPC = 0t0+*/0+2++ D*D* confined molecules
might not exist.

e The annihilation bond could reduce the mass of
the molecule due to its mixing with the relevant
charmonium state. Accordingly, the mass of the
X (3872), interpreted as the DD*/D*D confined
molecule of I¢.JFP¢ 0T17" mixed with the
Xc1(2P) state, becomes smaller than the mass of
the Z.(3900), interpreted as the DD*/D*D con-
fined molecule of 1¢JP¢ = 1T1+~.

The hadronic production and annihilation bonds provide
a quasi-static low-energy platform for studying the QCD
confinement. Besides the D) D) confined molecules, a
brief application of these two bonds to the hidden-charm
baryonium states is presented in Appendix B.

To end this paper, we list several unique features of
our framework, which is based on the hadronic covalent,
production, and annihilation bonds:

e The hadronic covalent molecule formed by shared
light quarks often behaves as a bound state, while
the hadronic confined molecule formed by the
shared light quark-antiquark pair often behaves as
a resonance lying above the relevant threshold due
to the activity of sea quark-antiquark pairs from
the vacuum.

e The DD /BB covalent molecules do not exist, nei-
ther for I = 0 nor for I = 1; the DD/BB confined
molecules possibly do not exist, neither for I = 0
nor for I = 1; however, the DY./DY;,/BY../BY,
covalent molecules with (I)JF = (1/2)1/2% do ex-
ist. Note that if the DD/BB confined molecules
exist, we would need to consider the configurations
provided in Appendix A and significantly modify
our framework.

e The binding energies of the (I)JF = (0)1t
DB*/D*B covalent molecules are much larger
than those of the (I)J¥ = (0)1* DD*/BB* co-
valent molecules, while the (I)JF = (1/2)1/2*
DY../DY,/BY../ BY;, covalent molecules have sim-
ilar binding energies.
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Appendix A: Other configurations for the
production bond

Besides the configurations provided in Sec. III,
there are other possible configurations that could form
hadronic confined molecules. We list them as follows:



e The q1¢2 pair with the quantum numbers or

I=1,8=0,L=0,J=0, (A1)

[IoSoLoJo] color flavor spin orbital total

can form only one configuration, which has been

= 1
provided in Sec. III. D g le A A S [So]
IRE S A S S A (strong)
° ?esidesl the. configuration provided in Sec. III, the @ g S A S S A (strong)
G192 pair with the quantum numbers - -
3 < s S S A S A (weak)
I=0,5=1,L=0,J=1, (A2) G2 < qq S A S S A (strong)
can form another configuration: q2 < g6 S A S S A (strong)
Qs < Q6 S S A S A (weak)
[1pS1LoJ1] color flavor spin orbital total & < 0 — A A/S S _
e 1l A S S [*51] Beow — 2 2A OAS S -
Q1< Q3 S A S S A (strong) Js < qu — A A/S S _
IR S A S S A (strong) Ts < 6 _ A A/S S _
R S S A S A (weak) G < _ S A/S S _
Q2 S A S S A (strong) J1 < qs _ S A/S S _
G2 < qs S A S S A (strong) T3 © ¢ _ S A/S S _
Qs < qe S S A S A (weak) Ts © ¢ _ S A/S S _
q3 <> Q4 — A A/S S —
q — A A/S S —
qu A / e The g1q2 pair with the quantum numbers
qs <> Q4 — A A/S S —
g — A A/S S - I=1,8S=1,L=0,J=1, (A4)
q1 <> qa - S A/S S —
J1 < g6 _ S A/S S _ is capable of forming the following configuration:
qs <> Qo - S A/S S —
G5 < G2 _ S A/S S _ [I151LoJ1] color flavor spin orbital total
q1 <> q2 1c S S S [351]
e The q1¢2 pair with the quantum numbers G < G S S A S A (weak)
I=0,8=0,L=0,J=0. (A3) Q1 q S A S S A (strong)
is capable of forming two configurations, either 4 45 S A S S A (strong)
G2 <> q4 S S A S A (weak)
[IoSoLoJy] color flavor spin orbital total q2 < Qg S A S S A (strong)
e 1l A A S [1So] pu<g S A S S A (strong)
q1 < @3 S S A S A (weak) 43 < qa - S S S -
q1 < @ S A S S A (strong) 43 <> qe - A/S A S -
q3 < s S A S S A (strong) Q5 <> q4 - A/S A S -
Q2 < qa S S A S A (weak) q5 <> g6 — S S S -
g2 <> Qs S A S S A (strong) 1 <> qa - S A/S S -
qa > qo S A S S A (strong) Q1< g - A/S S S -
ds < qa - A A S - 3 < @2 - S A/S S -
3w - S S S — @  — A/S S S -
05 < qa  — S S S -
95 < 96 - A A S - The above configurations might form some hadronic con-
Q1< Q4 — A S S - fined molecules. Furthermore, we can incorporate the
J1 > g6 _ S S S _ light strange quark to construct more configurations,
_ A g g which could potentially form additional hadronic con-
q_3 @ B B fined molecules to explain the Z.4 states. All these pos-
95 < 92 — S S S — sibilities will be explored in our future studies.




Appendix B: A brief investigation into the
hidden-charm baryonium state

In this appendix we briefly investigate the hidden-
charm baryonium state, i.e., the hadronic molecule com-
posed of one charmed antibaryon and one charmed
baryon, which have the quark contents ¢ig;c9 and
q29sc10, respectively. We use g3q4 and g5ge to denote the
two sea quark-antiquark pairs from the vacuum. We re-
quire that the three antiquarks g 3,5 have the same color,
and the three quarks gz 4,6 also have the same color. Uti-
lizing the hadronic production and annihilation bonds,
we examine several examples as follows:

o AJq1Grco)-Ac[gagscio]. Let us exchange the light
quark g» from the A, baryon with the sea quark g4
from the vacuum. ¢o and g¢g inside the A, baryon
spin in opposite directions, g4 and gg also need to
spin in opposite directions in order to form another
A. baryon, so g2 and ¢4 spin in the same direc-
tion with the symmetric spin structure. Similarly,
g2 and g4 have parallel isospin with the symmetric
flavor structure. As a result, the two light quarks
q2 and q4 are totally symmetric:

color flavor spin orbital total
G2 <+ qs S S S S S

Accordingly, there is no A.A. confined molecule.

o A[qiGrcol-Eclq2qscio] ® Xe[q1Grcol-Aclgagscio]. As
discussed above, the A, baryon itself cannot employ
a strong bond, but the A. and . baryons together
can, making it possible for the combination of A.X.
and Y. A. to form a hadronic confined molecule.
This state has I = 1, so we can assume that the ¢ g2
pair also has I = 1. Since there is no constraint on
the spin of this quark-antiquark pair, the following
configuration can potentially be formed:

[I1.S0LoJy] color flavor spin orbital total
q1 < q2 1c S A S [150]
q1 > @3 S S A S A (weak)
1< Qs S A S S A (strong)
q3 < Qs S A S S A (strong)
G2 < q4 S A S S A (strong)
g2 <> g6 S S A S A (weak)
qa > s S A S S A (strong)
qs < qa 8c A S S [351]
q3 < Qe 10/8(} S A S [7T(7)]
Qs < qa 10/8(} S A S [7T(7)]
qs < g6 8c A S S [381]
q1 < qa — A/S S S —
g1 < ge - S S S -
43 < q2 - S S S -
q5 < q2 — A/S S S —

This configuration is identical to the one formed
by the quark-antiquark pair given in Eq. (6). Its
corresponding hadronic production bond attracts
the combination of A%, and ¥.A. to potentially
form a hadronic confined molecule. However, the
hadronic annihilation bond may annihilate the g7gs
pair depending on its isospin, while leaving the
isovector ¢ig2 pair unaffected.

e X.[G1G7Col-Xc[q2gsc1p]-  This molecule can have
I =0, 1, or 2. Specifically, both the ¢;¢2 and grgs
pairs inside the isotensor state have I = 1. The
G192 pair can form a configuration identical to the
one described above, and the hadronic annihilation
bond does not affect either pair, suggesting that the
isotensor X%, confined molecule is likely to exist.

o =/ [q157C)] =.[q2s8c10]. This molecule can have
I =0 or I = 1. Specifically, the ¢q1¢2 pair inside
the isoscalar state has I = 0. Since there is no con-
straint on its spin, the following configuration can
potentially be formed:

[IoS1LoJ1] color flavor spin orbital total
q1 < q2 1c A S S [351]
q1 < @3 S S A S A (weak)
q1 > s S A S S A (strong)
ds <> s S A S S A (strong)
g2 <> Q4 S S A S A (weak)
g2 < g S A S S A (strong)
qs < g S A S S A (strong)
q3 <> qq 8¢ A S S [351]
s < g lc/8c S A S [m(?)]
qs < q4 10/8(} S A S [7T(7)]
5 < s 8¢ A S S [S1]
q1 4 qa - A A/S S -
d1 ¢ qs — S S S -
qs < q2 - A A/S S -
qs < q2 - S S S -

This configuration is identical to the one formed by
the quark-antiquark pair given in Eq. (7). Its cor-
responding hadronic production bond attracts the
=/ and Z., baryons to potentially form a hadronic
confined molecule. However, the hadronic annihila-
tion bond can annihilate the ¢;¢2 pair, potentially

destabilizing this molecule.

Summarizing the above discussions, our results suggest
the possible existence of the ACEC/ECAC, Y., and
Z!/'Z! confined molecules, along with many others. These
states may behave as resonances lying above the rele-
vant thresholds due to the activity of sea quark-antiquark
pairs from the vacuum, possibly linked to the behavior
of hadrons lying above the thresholds of current quarks.
A detailed analysis will be presented in our future work.
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