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Hadronic states composed of multi-quark flavors may exist in reality since they are not prohibited
by QCD. Compact four quark systems of color singlet are classified as tetraquarks. To understand
the properties of these states, more theoretical and experimental efforts are needed. In this work,
we study charmed tetraquarks with three light flavors using flavor SU(3) symmetry. States with
three different light quarks must be in a 6 or a 15 multiplet. We investigate the production of
charmed tetraquarks X. in B — XC(YC)P and B, — X.P decays. Whether the states with
three light quarks belong to 6 or 15 can be determined by studying various tetraquark B and B.
decays. We demonstrate that the decay amplitudes for these decays can be parametrized by a few
irreducible SU(3) invariant amplitudes. We then derive relations for decay widths and CP violating
rate difference which can be examined experimentally. Although no experimental measurement is
available yet, they might be accessed at the ongoing and forthcoming experiments like the LHCb
and Belle-II. Measurements of these observables can not only provide useful information for the
study of exotics spectroscopy but are also valuable information towards a better understanding of
some non-perturbative aspects of QCD.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although most hadrons observed in experiments can be well accommodated in quark model where mesons are
composed of a quark and an anti-quark and baryons are made of three quarks, it is widely believed that there
exist structures beyond naive quark model. They are generally called as hadron exotics. In the past decades, great
progresses have been made in finding exotic hadron states. A milestone is the discovery of X 4(j>872), firstly in B
decays by Belle @] and subsequently confirmed in many reactions by different experiments @ ]. Since then the
identification of the exotic hadrons becomes a key topic in hadron physics. A number of new interesting structures
were discovered in the mass region of heavy quarkonium, now generically under the name XYZ states. For recent
reviews, see Refs. [3-18].

Many of the newly discovered XYZ states defy the quark model assignment, meson as gg or baryon as qqq. Two
natural interpretations in theory include the hadron molecule in which XYZ states are formed by two loosely bounded
constituents, and the compact tetraquark. However the determination of their internal degrees of freedom may be
vague because their quantum numbers can overlap with ordinary mesons and baryons. Thus looking for the four-quark
states with different flavors are of unambiguously importance. The DO collaboration has announced the discovery of
a bottomed state X (5568) decaying into the B, E] Unfortunately, soon after the DO announcement, the LHCb
collaboration reported negative results in their search HE] The existence of the X (5568) claimed by DO was not
supported by the LHCb data. Nevertheless, the possibility of such exotic state has attracted a lot of theoretical
attentions ] The properties of such exotic states are still being actively studied.

In this work, we propose to search for tetraquarks composed of a charm quark and three different light quarks
states, édst, ésud, and éuds, in B, and B decays. Whether such states exist will be subject to the future experimental
investigations. We first use flavor SU(3) symmetry to classify the charmed tetraquarks X., and then estimate their
masses by making use of a constituent quark model. Finally we explore B. and B decay into a X, state and a
pseudoscalar octet state P from flavor SU(3) symmetry respectively. In particular we derive relations for decay
widths and CP violations among different decay channels, which can be tested by experiments.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.[[T} we give an overview of SU(3) classification of charmed tetraquarks with
different light quarks and their associated members, and estimate their masses. In Sec. [Tl we study the B.(B) — X.P
decay amplitudes using SU(3) symmetry. In Sec. [V] we discuss some useful relations for decay widths and CP
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violations in B.(B) — X.P decays. In the last section, we provide a brief summary of this work.

II. CHARMED TETRAQUARKS SPECTROSCOPY
A. Charmed tetraquarks X. in SU(3)

Charmed tetraquark states X. ~ [qq’]g"¢ with three light quarks, ¢, ¢" and ¢”, can be conveniently organized by
flavor SU(3) symmetry [24]. Under the flavor SU(3) symmetry, the three light quarks, (u, d, s) form a triplet 3
representation and the charm quark c is a singlet ﬁﬂ@] Tetraquark states formed by three light quarks (g, ¢’ and
q" are different ones) and one charm quark can have the following irreducible representations

33R3=33306D15. (1)

We will be interested in charmed tetraquark states with four different quarks, namely cdsu, ésud, and uds states.
They must be in a 6 or a 15 representation. We label 6 representation by X []z E Here the flavor components are
i

antisymmetric under the exchange of i and j, and traceless X (i) = 0. More explicitly, the components are given

by [24]

1 1 1
1 / 2 / 3 _ /
X[2,3] - %defu X[371] = EXsu(i’ X[LQ] = % uds»
1 1 1
Xiio = Xpo = QY(/ua,sg)da X = Xizg = Ey(luﬁ,dfi)s’ Xfio = Xpa = QY(/d(Z,sg)u' (2)

P

The 15 representation is denoted as X fz ﬂﬁ Here the representation is symmetric when exchanging i and j, and
:

traceless X{ii jy = 0 with the components

1 1 1
1 _ 2 _ _ 3 —
Xioay = ﬁdea, X{z1) = 7§Xsud7 X9y = ﬁXudga
YTru Yu 1 Yﬂ'd Yd 1 Yﬂ'S Ys
Xy = —+L), X; =—<—+i>, X{ =—< +”>,
" (\/5 V6 U2 va\va Ve b= B2 Ve
1 YTru Yu Yﬂ'd Yd 1 Yﬂ'S Ys
Xy = (B Bm), = (B B, - k(T T),
L VG ( V2 V6 22 V2 VG 3 v Ve
Y, Y, Y,
3 _ nu 3 _ n 3 _ ns
Xen=""15 Apa="5 ean= 5
Xiooy = Zadws X33y = Zssus
X{Ql,l} = Zou’ X{23,3} = ZssJa
Xty = Zuusy Xiaoy = Zaas (3)

It is clear that if SU(3) flavor symmetry plays an important role in classifying charmed tetraquark states, there are
associated members with those tetraquarks with three different light quarks. Whether they come as a 6 or 15 has to
be determined experimentally.

B. Estimation of X. masses

Before discussing B.(B) — X.P, we estimate the masses for X.. Here we focus on the lowest-lying tetraquarks
where their orbital angular momenta are zero. We assume that the X, mass is from the constituent quark masses and
also various spin-spin correlations as proposed in Ref. m, @] This approach has been applied to various multiquark
systems m, . The effective Hamiltonian is given by

H = ms+mgr +me+ Hgs + Hg;é + Hgg, + Hg%, (4)



with the spin-spin interactions
Hgs = 2(kqq)3(Sq - S¢),
HES" = 2req)3(Se - Syr).
Hg(gl = 2kqq7(Sq - Sqv) + 26q37 (8¢ - Sq),
HEG = 2k4e(Sq - Se) + 2k¢2(Sy - Se) - (5)

In the above, the mg is the constituent mass of the two quarks [¢¢’] to form a diquark §. The spin operator of light
quarks and heavy antiquark is S,¢) and Sg, respectively. The spin-spin interaction inside the diquark is denoted as

Hgs, while the Hg;c is the spin-spin interaction between two antiquarks. The Hg‘g/ and Hgés reflect the spin-spin
interaction between the quark and antiquark. The orbital-related terms are neglected for S-wave tetraquark states.
The coefficients r4,4, and (kg q;)3 correspond to the spin-spin coupling strengths.

The wave function of a tetraquark consists of four parts, i.t. space-coordinate, color, flavor, and spin subspaces:

U(q,q',q7",¢) = ¥(z1,22,23,24) ® Xc(C1, C2,c3,c4) @ Xf(f1, f2, [3, f1) ® Xs(51, 52, 83, 84) , (6)

where we use the labels 1, 2, 3, 4 to denote ¢, ¢, ¢”, ¢, respectively; ¥ (z;), xc(ci), x7(fi), and xs(s;) denote the
space, color, flavor, and spin wave functions, respectively. Since we focus on the tetraquarks with L = 0, the space
wave function is symmetric. The diquark is attractive only in the triplet representation in color space, thus the color
wave function is antisymmetric.

If the spin wave function of the light quark system [gq’] is antisymmetric, i.e. S5 = 0, the flavor function should
be also antisymmetric. In this case, the charmed tetraquarks can be decomposed into the 6 representation, with the
spin-parity J© =0, 1*:

195, % o %&7/» % 0s) = %[(T Jag = VMg ] [(Nar e = g (Del,
|067 % //; %&7/’ %E, 1J> = % [(T)q(i)q’ - (J')q(T)q’] (T)q” (T)Eu (7)

In the above, the tetraquark states are classified according to |Ss, Sg+; Ssq7, Sz, Ss); the S5, Sz, Sz and S5z stand
for the spins of diquark [gq’], antiquark, heavy antiquark, and [¢q']7”, respectively, while the S is the total angular
momentum.

Using the basis defined in Eq. (), one can derive the mass matrix for the J© = 0% and J¥ = 1T tetraquarks in
the 6 representation

3
M(O+) = Mg + Mgy + Me — ) ((’iqq’)ﬁ + (“cq”)ﬁ) )
1
M(1+) = Mg + Mgy + Me — ) (3(”1111’)3 - (’icq”)ﬁ) ) (8)

where we use the flavor SU(3) symmetry kqz = ke and kg7 = g g for simplification, and this leads to the vanishing

contribution from both ngsn and HJ% interactions, because S, + S, = S5 = 0.

If the spin wave function of the light quark system [gq’] is symmetric, namely S5 = 1, the flavor function is also
symmetric. In this case, the charmed tetraquarks can be decomposed into the 15 representation. The spin-parity
could be J¥ =071, 11, 27F:

1 1 1 1 1
15, 20 Dsgr’ 2 05) = %{(T)q(ﬁq' g (Dz+ Hg(Dg (Mg (Dz = 5 [(DalBg + Da(Ma ] [(Nar (e + (g (De]

3 Bagr 30 10) = 75 2D W (e = (DD + WD) (D (e}

153, 5500050010 = 30530 (D (e = Dt War (e = (Db + Ol ] D (1),

16, %q”; géq”’ %5’ 27) = MMy (T)Q(T)Q' Y

|157

The masses for the J© = 0% and J” = 27 tetraquarks in the 15 representation are given as
1
M(O+) =Mms + Mg +Me + ) ((Kqq')3 + (’icq”)g) -2 (“qu + “qé) )

1
M(2+) = Mg + Mg + Me + Kggr + Kge + B ((Fgq' )3 + (Kegr)3) - (10)



Note that there are two possible ways for the charmed tetraquark with spin-parity J© = 17. One of them is from the
light quark system gq'q” having the spin 5 1 and combing to the total spin 1 with the heavy antiquark, while the other
one is from the light quark system qq’q” havmg the spin 3 and combing to the total spin 1 with the heavy antiquark.
They mix with each other, since they have the same quantum numbers. Using the second and third basis defined in
Eq. (@), one can obtain the mass matrix M for J¥ = 17 tetraquarks in the 15 representation

) — ., 1 e ~2kqq + Shge — g (Kgre)s  5V2((Kgre)s — kge) )
MQA™) =ms + Mar + M+ 2 (Faa')a + ( %ﬁ((”q%)é - “qé) KRqg' — 2(2“qc + (“q”C)B) ' ()
Diagonalizing the above matrix, one obtains two different eigenvalues of masses.

In the flavor SU(3) symmetry, all charmed tetraquark states will have the identical masses. By distinguishing the
strange quark from the up and down quarks, one can obtain the charmed tetraquark masses including the SU(3 )
symmetry breaking effects. In the numerical calculation, we will use the quark masses as mgy = 305MeV,m, =
490MeV, m. = 1.670GeV [44d, [53]. For the light diquark § = [gq], we use myq = 0.395GeV and mg, = 0. 590GV [46].
The strange diquark mass mss = 0.785GeV is estimated by the relation mss — msy = Mgy — Mgq. The spin-spin
couplings are (kqq)z = 103MeV, (ksq)z = 64MeV, (keq)3 = 22MeV, (kes)z = 25MeV, mslﬁ = T2MeV, (Kqz)0 =
315MeV, (ksg)o = 195MeV, (ks5)o = 121MeV, (Iicq)o = 70MeV and (k.s)o = 72MeV 46 h The relation x;; =
%(Iiij)o for the quark-antiquark state derived from one gluon exchange model has been employed.

For the tetraquarks in the 6 representation, their masses are estimated to be:

2.44GeV |, JP =07 |
m(X(Iisﬁ) = (X;ud) (Y(/uu dd)s) { 2.48GeV , JP =1+ (12)
;o\ [236GeV, JP =07,
m( ud§) - { 241GeV , JP — 1+ , (13)
, B , [ 2.40GeV , JP =01,
MY un s9)8) = MUY ad s9p0) = { 245GeV , JP =1t | (14)

The spin of charmed tetraquark states in the 15 representation could be 0, 1, and 2. We give the predictions for their
masses:

2.47GeV , JP =0t
m(Xasa) = m(X,,q) = m(Yas) = 2.51GeV,2.60GeV , JF =11 (15)
2.67GeV JP =2t
2.49GeV , JP =0t |
m(Xuas) = m(Zyus) = m(Zaas) = { 2.52GeV,2.61GeV , JI =11, (16)
2.69GeV , JP =2t
2.24GeV JP =0t
m(Yay) = m(Yrq) = m(Z,,5) = m(Zaaa) = { 2.27GeV,2.45GeV , J' =11 (17)
2.53GeV JP =2t
2.55GeV JP =0t
m(You) = m(Yya) = { 2.58GeV,2.66GeV , JF =1* (18)
2.74GeV , JP =2t
2.76GeV , JP =0t |
m(Yys) = { 2.79GeV,2.84GeV , JI =11, (19)
2.92GeV | JP =2t
2.71GeV , JP =0t
m(Zssa) = m(Z,,5) = { 2.74GeV,2.78GeV , JF =11 | (20)
2.86GeV , JP =2t .

The masses of X, are in the range between 2.24GeV and 2.92GeV. The above discussion shows that there should
be enough phase space to allow B.(B) — X.P occur.

IIT. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN AND DECAY AMPLITUDES FOR B.(B) = X.P

In this section, we study the B. — X.P and B — X P decays. Let us first identify the flavor SU(3) symmetry
properties of the particles involved. As already mentioned before X, can be in 6 or 15. The other SU (3) transformation



TABLE I: Decay amplitudes of B. — X.P decays into a 6 charmed tetraquark.

channel AS =0 amplitude channel AS =1 amplitude

B - K~ X! . _% B -1 X\.; a372a672a15+bs
B — ﬂ-iy(ldi,ss-)u _% BT — Kﬁ)/(ldti,sg)u a3*2a6ga15+b6

By - KX, | twtectioscte | Bo o pty),, |-tatestissie
B, —» K’ (lu/a,d(i)s w B %Foy(luﬂ,sg)d _a3+2a6725a157b6
B — ﬂ-oy(,uﬁ,ssT)d _ a3*2a627f/7§¢115+b6 B — ﬂ-oy(,uﬂ,dd_)s asjgus

B; — 77Y(,u/a,s§)d - 3a3+2a3\7/ga157b6 B; -1 (,uﬂ,dj)s _2%7?}%—57%

properties are: the B, is a singlet in the SU(3), while the B; = (B, (ub), B4(db), Bs(sb)) transform as 3 representation,
and the pseudo-scalar meson P is an octet:

4 + +
. 2"’\/6 Dﬂ' K
Pi= - I+ KO (21)
— -0 _on
K K 2\/6

A. B.— X.P decays

The B, — X P decays are induced by charmless b — ¢ (¢ = d, s) transition. The weak Hamiltonian H. s is given
by:

G ) ) 10
Herr = TQ{VubVJq [Cloyu + Cgogu} — ViV [Zciol} } +H.c., (22)
1=3

where the V;; is CKM matrix element. The O; is a four-quark operator or a moment type operator. At the hadron
level, penguin operators behave as the 3 representation while tree operators in Eq. (Z2) transform under the flavor
SU(3) symmetry as 3@ 3® 3 = 3®3®6 @ 15. So the Hamiltonian can be decomposed in terms of a vector H*(3), a

traceless tensor antisymmetric in upper indices, H ,[jj] (6), and a traceless tensor symmetric in upper indices, H ,iij } (15).
For the AS = 0(b — d)decays, the non-zero components of the effective Hamiltonian are [55-157):

H*(3) =1, H{*(6)=—H{'(6) = Hi’(6) = —H5*(6) =1,
2H,*(15) = 217" (15) = —3H3*(15) = —6H3°(15) = —6H3*(15) = 6, (23)
with all other remaining entries zero. For the AS = 1(b — s) decays the nonzero entries in H*(3), H ,[jj] (6), H ,iij) (15)

are obtained from Eq. (23) with the exchange 2 + 3.

The decay amplitudes A(B, — X.P) = (X.P|[Hess|Bc) can be separated into two parts, tree and the penguin
amplitudes Agc and Agc, with

A(Be = X P) =V Vi AL+ Va Vi AL, (24)

The A%TT"P are then obtained by contracting the SU(3) indices in all possible ways. Each independent way will have
an irreducible and non-perturbative SU(3) amplitude. For the 6 charmed tetraquark, we have

« arri(o j o rrlid a rrlil j a i} = i
% =asH(3)XE Pl +ag bzied (6)XE Pl +bg Hi ](6)X{;ﬂ P/ +ag,Hy }(15)X[’;7j]aﬂ. (25)

i,5]

For the 15 charmed tetraquark, we similarly have
o QTTi(D j (e iJ} TR o il} 4 j o il j
A = SHI(B)X], Pl + s HI (AB) XY,y PL+ dss HID (TB)XE, P + cdH (6)XF, P/ (26)

Expanding the above expressions, one can obtain the decay amplitudes A%,.. Results for the Agc are collected in

Tables [l [ In these tables, we have dropped the superscript o = T for simplicity. Penguin amplitudes AL have

similar expressions but only the triplet contributions containing of’ are nonzero.



TABLE II: Decay amplitudes of B. — X.P decays into a tetraquark in the 15 representation.

channel AS =0 amplitude channel AS =1 amplitude
By — K~ Xuas cateatbindis Be =1 Xoua —
B, — K+de71 W B, — 7T+deﬂ 03*057?[6215+3d15
B, — 7t Zaaa c3 — cg — 2c15 + 3d1s B - K" Zsu c3 —cg — 2c15 + 3dis
B: — K Zaas c3 +ce — 2c15 — dis B - K°Z, 4 cs + cs — 2c15 — dis
B- = Y., (2+\/§)C3*2\/565742(273\/5)‘:1574&115 B V.. %
B — ﬂ_OY—nd (\/572)12374\/§c5+2(£f\/3§+2)61572(\/572)d15 B: — ﬂ_anS *CG+4015+2d15
B = 7 Yru —%L 4L 3o+ 2 4 dys By = K™ Ynu (LHv2)eot (1+3V2) 15
B =1 Y. 03+(2+\/§)C;+:‘215+3\/§d15 B- > K'Y, (1+\/§)66+2(3+\/§)d15
B — K., _ (0370572;1575d15) B — FOY"U[ _263+(\/5*1)662*4:15*(7*\/i)dm
B — KOYns C3+366g20315+3d15 Br = K Yy, _2037(\/571)06*32(*:;1C15+(1+\/§)d15)
B, — 77Y7rd (\@72)63+2(j+2\/§)(615+d15) B — 7}Y7rs _ 3C67461Z+2d15
Br — Y (2+5\/§)c3+2(3\/§c67(122#\/§)c15+2(\/§71)d15) By — Y, SC3723c15275d15

TABLE III: Decay amplitudes of B — X.P decays into a charmed tetraquark in the 6 representation.

channel AS =0 amplitude channel AS =1 amplitude
B™ — Kﬁ?sui —2 +2C B — 7Ti?uda‘ b +26
- ~ _ bstc — ~ _ bstc
B” = Yl(dd,s§)u 82 . B = K Y/(dd,s§)u — 82 8
=0 —0~, as+bs -0 037 ag+bg
B—>KXsud_ - B Bs—>KXud§ >
—0 < —d —0 < —d
B — Y’(uﬂ,s§)d —a82 8 BS —)K Y/(uﬁ,d(i)s ——a82 8
B o KX | ok | B RX.,, | —ak
uds /2 s sud 2
-0 -3 ag—c 50 N7 ag—c
B = K'Y wadps| —=5° Bs = 7 Y (wa.ss)d S
-0 o7 ag+bg+cg—d -0 o7 ag—c
B — Y/(dd_,s§)u —=8 ; 28 8 BS - T Y/(dci,s§)u - S 28
70 ivai Bag+bgs—cg—d 70 ivai 3ag+2bg+cg—2d,
B — nY/(dd_,SE)u 8 28 68 = BS - nY/(dJ,s§)u 8 28 68 8
B . KV, - bs+ds B oKV, - bs +ds
s (dd,ss)u 2 - (dd,s35)u 2
—0 < e —d. —0 7 —d
Bs — T Y/(uﬂ,dd_)s — 8 2 & B — K Y/(uﬂ,s§)d e 2 8
=0 — - =y —
B, — ﬂ'OXlsu(j fg—dg 2d8 B = 7T0X,ud§ _bg;cs
=0 — =y — =
By = nX',,q | ot B = nX'uis e

B. B—X.P decays

For B — X .(X.)P decays, the b-quark in B should decay into a charm (anti-charm) quark so that X, or its charge
conjugate can be generated. The operator to produce a charm quark from a b-quark, ¢bqu is given by

Gr
V2
The light quarks in this effective Hamiltonian form an octet with the nonzero entry

H(8) =1 (28)
for the b — ciid transition, and H;(8) = 1 for the b — ciis transition.

Similarly as for the B decays, one can write down the irreducible SU(3) amplitudes for B — X .P decays. This time,

there exist only tree amplitudes which one can normalize A(B — X .P) = VeoVigApx,- For 6 charmed tetraquarks,
the decay amplitudes can be constructed as

Hepy VoV [C105" + CL05" | + Hee.. (27)

Ays = asBHI(8)X ' PF 4 by B HY (8)X) P + o5 B HE(8)X ) P + ds B Hi (8)X, "' PF. (29)



TABLE IV: Decay amplitudes of B — X.P decays into the 15 representation.

channel AS =0 amplitude channel AS =1 amplitude
B = K X4 fates B™ = 1 X s st
B™ - 17 .3 7f8+9827h8 B™ = 7% us m—;’s
B™ = K yus hs B~ ~ K Zyi hs

B~ — 777ou fs+gs6+h8 B~ — 7}7uu§ f8+!]8(;2h8
B~ 571 Y —fa—ggt2he B = K Yo, Ly
B~ — 7T7?,7u fs+g28+3\/§hs B K*?ﬁﬂ *2f8*22983+\/§h8
B 5 KXo eathe B 5 KXo ath
B KX, ath B KX, caths
EO — 7T+7uu(z es + fs ES — Kt Zyus es + fs
B - KY7Z us es ES A es

B 107, | CYPetVEUstesths) [ B0 oy (2+v2)es

4

-0
B — 1Y,

4
- (V2—2)es+v2(fs—gs+hs)

-0
B, — 7Y,

*ﬁ(\/ﬁ*Q)&g*Q\/ggg

B o1 Yo S=Venihs B o Yo ;

B > Yo ma b B, > Yo a—2ds
B’ 5 K Y -— BY > K Vr eaths
B — K Y, catgs B. — K Yo, cs—20pths
EO N U?wu -~ (ﬁ*2)68+f§f8+98+h8) ES N U?nu (\/?;2,)68
B 5V (2+5ﬁ)eg+1¢25ifs+gs+hg) B 5V (2+5ﬁ)eg+2{2§(éfg—gs+2hs)
ES —1°X . @ B - 70X as g8 —fs
B, = X . S B’ = X uas e

B. » K" Z4ua fs B = 1 Zuus fs

B, » K Z, gs B’ = 1 Zuas gs

B, = KV — B K Y ———
B, — KV . fo-2s B - K Yo he—2s
BY = 1 Vs ha—gs B’ = K V.4 bs

Bo — 7 Yo gsths B K Yy he—2es

For the 15 representation, the effective Hamiltonian is similar:

Apg = es BLHI(8)X S PY + fsB,HN®)X " P 4 g5 B HE(8)X " P + he B H(8)X " PF. (30)
Results for Apx  are obtained by expanding the above expressions and summarized in Tables [Tl and [V1
C. B — X.P decays
For the anti-charm production, the operator having the quark contents (ub)(gc) is given by
G’F * uc uc
MHopp = ﬁv“bch [C1O}° + C205°| + Hec.. (31)

The two light anti-quarks form the 3 and 6 representations. The anti-symmetric tensor H(3) and the symmetric
tensor H(6) have nonzero components

H¥3)=-H0%(3)=1, H"(6)=H(6)=1, (32)



TABLE V: Decay amplitudes of B — X.P decays into the 6.

channel AS =0 amplitude channel AS =1 amplitude
B~ — KT X}, actbstbstes B~ —rtX).. _ agtbstbetes
Su 2 Su 2
B™ — K Xz 2096 bs B =1 X\ —Raatiotls
- Y/ - _ a6 _ by - -y/ - —2a3tag+bs
B~ == )/(dd,s§)u as 2) 2 B™ = K )/(dd,s§)u 2
— 0/ ag+bs—bg+cs — 770~/ —ag—bz+bg—csa
B” =K (ut,dd)s 2 B = K Y—(uﬂ,s§)d 2
B — ﬂ_0}/(/ 5.55)d 2a3—ag—bz—2bg B — ﬂ_O (/ dj) —2a3+2ag+2b3+bg+cs
uii,s3 22 ut,dd)s 2v2
— / 2a3—3ag —3b3z —2c3 — / _ _ 2a3—3bg+c3
B — n}/(uﬂ,sg)d 2v6 B™ — n (ut,dd)s 2 (;

B’ — K'x!,; | =wethitera | B L KX] —_
B 5K X, Zagtag=bs B. » K°X'_; 203 -aotby
B — T Y050 Zeatgota B, - K* (wa,dd)s —aatothy
B - K* (um.aqys| —Tgrete B. - T Ya,s5)d R S
FO 0 (/d(z,sg)u _2a3+a§—§3+2b5 ES 0 (Id(i,sg-)u 7a6+232b6+03
3 " (Id(z,sg)u W Eg o (Id(i,sg-)u 4a3+3a5;3b63+3b67C3
B° . KOV . 2a3—bg+cs B Ry . —2a3+bg—cs
S (dd,s3)u 2 (dd,s3s)u 2
Eg - K+Y(lwa,s§)d % B = 7T+Y(luﬂ,dj)s —2a3-bg—cs
B - m0X, . —bg B X Zagtbatey
BY = nXlas —2este B’ - nX.,; —feaata

for the b — wués transition. For the transition b — ucd one requests the interchange of 2 <» 3 in the subscripts. The
first kind of decays is proportional to [V, V.| ~ AX?* while the second of decays is proportional to |V.qV5| ~ AN,
thus the latter is greatly suppressed compared to the first ones.

Charmed tetraquarks can be produced by the b — uéd(s) transition. The irreducible SU(3) amplitudes can be
obtained by repeating previous procedure for B — X .P decays. We normalize A(B — X .P) = VunVeyApx, . For the

6 charmed tetraquarks, the effective Hamiltonian can be constructed as

Apx. = asB;HU(3)X) Pl + b3 BiH(3) X[ | Pl + c3 B HY(3) X}, P
+ag BiHU (6) X} Pl + be BLH') (6)XT; P/, (33)
with the similar expression for the 15 representation:
Apx, = dsB;HY(3)X[; )\ P} + esBLH"(3)X{, ,, P!
+ds BiHUY (6)X{, )\ Pl + ecBiH'Y (6)X{, |, Pi + foB;H 7} (6) X, , P/ (34)

The results for Agx, are collected in Tables[V] and [Vl

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS: DECAY WIDTHS AND CP VIOLATION

Expanding the irreducible SU(3) amplitudes obtained in the previous section, one obtains the decay amplitudes
for each individual decays. They are listed in Tables [l to [VIl Due to the non-perturbative nature of QCD, we are far
from being able to calculate these amplitudes from first principle. We will not attempt to do so in this work. Instead,
we will use the amplitudes obtained to derive relations which may be testable experimentally. We find three types of
relations of interest which related two different decays. We provide some details in the following.

A. Equal or proportional decay widths with known coefficients

There are decays with equal or proportional decay widths. This class of decays happen among AS =0 or AS =1
separately which can be extracted from Tables [l to [VIl There are several of them. For convenience, we summarize



TABLE VI: Decay amplitudes of B — X.P decays into the 15 representation.

channel AS =0 amplitude channel AS =1 amplitude
B™ — Kt Xyea % B~ = 1t Xyen d3+63+265+f5
B~ — K~ Xuas 7‘13*2\%*66 B > n X,.q d3+2d§+66
B~ = 1" Zaaa dz+es+es+ fo B™ — K" Z.a ds+ es +es + fs
B~ — K Zaas ds + es B~ - K°Z..; ds + es
B~ =1 Y, —dy—2dg—Ze3—eq+v2 /g B~ — K Y et
B™ = 1 Yy, d3+2d6*\/2§e.’?3+56+\/§f6 B™ = K Yy, _2d3+4d6+\/2§6:?3+266*\/§f6
B™ = 7°Yra (2+ﬁ)d3+2ﬁdsfﬁeﬁﬁ%”“‘ B~ = 7%, S v, ——
B~ = 1Y, (\/572)d3+2\/§d24\;§\/563+\/5667266 B~ Y, Qdﬁgesﬁ”ﬁ
B~ = KV, e — B~ = K Y Jo—es
B~ = K. da—cateatla B~ — K Yy — 2ateatlea—fo
B~ — nYea (\/572)d3+2\/§dzj§\/§esf2eg+2\/§f6 B — nYas 2d64;3627f6
B~ = nYya (2+o\/g)d3+2\/§d61<;o\/566+266+2\/§f6 B = ¥, Gy 2 Seg 6o~ fo
B = KOXSM; %\/w Eg - FOXudg 7d3763;56+f6
EO N FOXudg 7d3+jg6+eg ES N KOXqu 7d3+236+66
EO_MT?Zou —dz —e3 +es + fo §2—>K7Zuu§ —d3z —e3+es+ fo
B’ = K Zuus e6 — ds BY w1 Zyua e6 — ds
EO Sty 7d3+2d6*\/§263+667\/§fﬁ ES S K1Y, *d3+22d6+66
7 Y 7d3+2d5+\2/_\2/e§3+66+\/§f6 ES - K1Y, _d372d6+22633766+2f6
B 20y, 7(2+\/§)d3+2\/§d6472\/§es+\/§es+255 ES Y B (2+\/§)4<d3766)
5 Yy (\/5*2)113*2\/§dz+§\/§€3*\/§es+266 E(S) = 1Y, (ﬁ72)d372ﬁe273ﬁe6+2e6fwifs
B — K'Y, —da—cgteaJo B. — 1 Yaq ca—dy
B K1Y, *d3+§3‘266+f6 B - Y _ d3+26;*§6+2f6
B = nYou (*/5*2)d3*Qﬂd;s*;/ﬁEGJr?ee*?\/ifs B Ve (ﬁ—?(zs—ee)
7 Yo 7(2+5\/§)d3+2\/§di;5\/§ee+266+2\/§f6 FS Yo 7(2+5\/§)d3+8\/§d6761\/fe3+5\/§eg+266+2\/§f6
FS — 7 Xuds es EO — WOXS,uJ M
BY = 1 Xuas v B’ = X, 2dgt3egJo
FS —>7T+de§ 63—|—f6 FO —>K+ZssJ e:;—‘—f(,'
Eg%ﬂ*zm@ fo —es3 B’ - K Z,.a fo —es
B = KtYea ds B Sty ds— @ _Is
FS — KTY,4 7‘1676%7106 B - 7Y 2d6;r€?é+f6
B = K'Y, —ds B 5 K Y o
BY - K, datesfo B = KV —idete T,

them in Table [VIIl In Tables [VII to [X] the left three columns are for the 15-plet or 15-plet, while the right three
columns are for the 6-plet or 6-plet. In Table [VIIl R is defined as the ratio of decay widths,

R= Fchannel—l/rchannel—Q (35)

of decay modes for “channel 1”7 and “channel 2” on the same line. For the pairs of such decays, all have equal CP
asymmetry Acp(channel —i). For example, for the first pairs on the left in the table, one has

F(BC_ — 7T+deﬂ) = 2F(BC_ — K+deﬂ) s ACP(BC_ — 7T+deﬂ) = ACP(BC_ — K+deﬂ) . (36)

Similarly, one can read from the table for other decay modes. The relations in Table [VII] hold if isospin symmetry
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TABLE VII: SU(3) relations for decay widths for the 6(6) and 15(15). Herein and in the following tables, the left three
columns are for the 15 or 15; while the right three columns are for the 6 or 6. R denotes the ratio of two decay widths.

channel 1 channel 2 R channel 1 channel 2 R
BT — " Zgas |BS — KT X4ea 2 B - K X\4s | B -7~ (ld(z,ss-)u 2
By — K Zewa| By — 7t Xaan 2 || Boon XLy B = K Y |2]
B - T 7 i B - Foysud‘ 2 B K X' _;|B — ﬂ'iw(dd"sg)u 2
Bl - 79X BY = 1 Yo 1 B’ 5 K'X'pus | B — 7Y (yass)a | 2
BY - KtZ,,; By — KV 4 B X, | B — 7Y aads | 1
B™ -5 7%Zuus | B~ = 1 Xuas 1 B™ =7 X'uis |B” = K'Y (4is5a|2
B 5K Zyg| B — K Yru 2 B™ =1 X'uas B’ = X 7as |2
B K Zygl B =K Yru 4 B - 7Y (ya,s5)d B - 7Y (4dssyu |2
B 5K Z,,4B — K Ynrar 4 Bl KX, |B — KY (yaadys |2

BT — n?uug EO — T]Yudg 2
B 1t Zyug| Be = 1% | 8(3 —2v2)
FS ST 7 i ES — 7Y rq 4
ES 7 Yra FS —nY 0 |6 (3 + 2\/5)
BY = K Zuus| Be — KX yus 2
B K X.,i| By = K Yas 2
B~ = 7" Zaga | BT — K1 Xusa B™ = K X4 | BT =7 Y10,
B »nZ,;| B —K°X,,; B 5K X,y | B = 7Y nena
B. = K'Yrq | Be = K"V, 1
B~ = K" Zsa| B~ = 7" Xasa 2 B™ =»n Xlg | B =K Y5.9.]|2
B~ 5K Yea | B = K Yru 1 B =Y .| B —omXlLa |1
B~ = K Yr,| B~ > K Yeq 2 B = 0Xly | B =Y a. |2
B’ — 7 Yrs B - X, .0 1 ES — 7T+1/'('7m75§)d FS — 7 (/(i(z,s§)u 2
B’ 5 'Y, | B~ = Y, 2 By —» K°X. ;| B = K'Y 0ua. |2
B K Z,,4 B-— K Y 4
B’ 50X,y | B — nYns 2
By = 7 Yea | Be = nYeu |6(3+2V2)
FS =T Zyud ES — 7 Y4 4
BY 1 Zyya| Be — 1 |83 —2v2)
B - K°X,,;| BY —» K'Yrs 2
BY 5 K~ Zuus| B. — K Xuas 2

holds. They are broken by small isospin violating effects. Measurements of the above equalities can provide details
information about charmed tetraquarks.

We comment that CP asymmetry Acp in B. — X.P can be sizeable, of order 10% similar to B — PP, due to
both tree and penguin contributions. While for CP asymmetry Acp for B — X, P and B — X_.P are much smaller
since there are only tree contributions.

B. U-spin relations for B — X.P and B — X_.P decays

In B — X.P and B — X_P decays, several decay amplitudes are related by U-spin symmetry, the exchange of d
and s quarks. This leads to the ratios of decay widths proportional to CKM matrix elements ratio |Vis|?/|Viq|? with
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TABLE VIII: U-spin relations for B — X.P decays involving both the 6 and 15. Results in the “channel 17 are for b — d
processes and the ones in the “channel 2” are for b — s processes. r denotes the ratio of the two amplitudes.

channel 1 channel 2 r channel 1 channel 2 r
B~ KZuwus|B~ =K Z,3| 1 |B =7 Vi, B =1 X | =
B = K°Zuus | B~ > K Yru| V2 ||B” =57 Y |B = K Y 4qesu] —1
B 5 KZuus| B 2K Yru| -2 ||[B— 7Y (4d s5)u B’ = 19X s -1
B~ = K"Zuus | B > K Ya| 2 B K Xluy | B o7 Xluas | -1
B~ 5 K X4 B — 1 Zuus| 1 B™ =+ K X'q |B” = K Y (4g0u| V2
B™ > K X,4B > Xuas| 1 B 5K X5 | B 51X | V2
B =17, | Be = K Zuus| 1 B 57 Y iend| Be— KX g -
B 571t Z,, | By » K'Xuas| V2 ||B — 7Y (4a,55)d Bl - KY aaas| —1
B’ = K Zuus | Be = 7 Zyua 1 B’ = KX yas B K X | -1
B’ = K™ Zuus | By = 1% ru [4—2V2|| B' = K'X'uas | B. — K7Y' (waadys |~ V2
B = K™ Zuus | Br =7 Yra 2 B 5 K'X,.q BY 5 KX pas | -1
=0 = =0 — 5 [550 — =0 —

B = K Zuus| Be > nVru |~ B = K Y (vaatys| Bs = Y (adssyu | V2
B’ = KX s | B > K X, 1 B - K™Y (ya.ad)s Bl - 7Y (assa | —1
B = K'Xuas | B > K Yo | V2 B. > mX i |B = K Y (ana| 1
B = FOYSWZ Be — K+ Zuus Lz B - 7Y (aad)s B = KY wassya| —1
EO — Foysu(z Bg — KOXudg 1 E(S) — Kov(dg,sg)u EO — Fov(dc{,sg)u —1
B 5 K Zyi| B® = 7 Zuus 1

FS%KOYﬂ-u B _>7T+Zuu5 _%

ES K Z,g|B =7 Zaas 1

1 =u,c.

For B — X P the decay amplitudes are equal to the irreducible amplitudes multiply the CKM factor Ve V), and
Ve Vii for AS = 0 and AS = 1 decay modes, respectively. Therefore the pairs listed in Table [VIII] the ratio of the
decay widths will be given by

T (channel — 1) o |Viual?
=7

= 37
I'(channel — 2) [Vis|? ' (87)

where the parameter r is defined by r = Agx (channel —1)/Apx (channel — 2).

For B — X_.P the decay amplitudes are equal to the irreducible amplitudes multiply the CKM factor V,,;, V., and
ViV for AS =0 and AS = 1 decay modes, respectively. Thereby for the pairs listed in Table [VIIIl the ratio of the
decay widths will be given by

I'(channel —1) |Vea|?

= . 38
T (channel — 2) g [Ves)? (38)

In this case the parameter 7 is defined by r = Apx, (channel — 1)/Apx,_(channel —2). We give the coefficient r for
B — X_.P and B — X P in Tables [VIII] and [Xl One can read off the relations for pairs related by U-spin and test
the symmetry by comparing the relations with data in future.

C. U-spin for B. —+ X.P decay and CP violating relations

For B, — X P decays, there are two terms with different CKM factors. Although the U-spin symmetry can relate
AS = 0 and AS = 1 decays, there is no simple rate relation as in the case for B — X.P and B — X.P decays.
However, there exists a relation for the CP violating quantity A = I' — I'. We now derive such a relation. Let us

consider two U-spin connected decays with proportional amplitudes A:Ech and Agc, with the decay amplitudes

A(AS =0) =71 (Vip Vg AL + Vi VisAL )

A(AS =1) = Vi Vi AL, + Va Vi A, (39)
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TABLE IX: U-spin relations for B decays involving both the 6 and 15. Results in the “channel 1”7 are for b — d processes and
the ones in the “channel 2”7 are for b — s processes. r denotes the ratio of the two amplitudes.

channel 1 channel 2 r channel 1 channel 2 r
B™ = 7" Zaga |B” =7 Xasa| V2 ||BT = 7w Y0, B —m Xl |-
B™ = 1 Zgqu |B™ — K Zssa 1 B™ =1 Yii.0u|B = K Y50, -1
B~ = K" Xgwa|B~ > 7t Xaaa| 1 B” > K" Xjw | B- =7 X4 | —1
BT — K+deqj, B — K+Zssz7, % B — KO (’uﬂ’dd_)s B™ — FO}/(,’uﬁ,SE)d —1
B~ =K Zas |B~ = K'Z,;| 1 B 5K X.s | B> X, | -1
B7 — KﬁXud§ 37 — ﬂ-iXsu(z 1 B7 — K7X7,J,d§ B7 — Kﬁ)f(’dd_,s@u _\/5
EO =T Zyud F(j — FOXudg V2 EO — ﬂ—+1/(/uﬂ,s§)d FS — K" (/’uﬁ,d(z)s -1
EO — WﬁZuug Eg — KﬁZqu 1 FO — 7r+)/(,u/a,s§)d E(S) - KOX;uJ _%
EO — KOXSuJ E(s) — FOXud§ 1 EO — K+)f(’uﬂ,dd_)s Eg - 7T+)/(lu”315§)d -1
EO — KOXSUJ ES — KﬁZuug % EO - K+1/(/uﬁ,dci)5 ES — ﬂ—o (Id(z,sg)u \/5
B - FOXud§ E(s) — KYrs V2 B — KOX;W; ES — F()X;dg —1
B — K Xuas | By — K°X,q| 1 B’ 5K Xlys |Be— K'Y, a0, V2
B — K Zuus | Be = 7' Yag 2 B K 'Xius | Be— K°X.; | ~1
EO — l{izuu.sT ES — 7TOY7ru 4— 2\/§ ES - K+)f(’uﬂ,s§)d EO — 7r+}/(/u71,dci)s —1
B’ K Zuws |Be > Zya| 1 |Be 5 K'Ylua B =n°Xg | 1
EO — K™ Zyus Eg — 77Y7ru - 4f2 Eg - Koif(ldd_,sg)u EO - FO (Idc?,s§)u -1
B 5 Zus | B - K 2., 1
B 51 Zuws | B- > K Yag| 2
BY 5 1 Zuws | B~ = K Yeu| V2
BY = 1 Zuws | B. — K Yiu -2
ES — ﬂ'izuu§ EO — KﬁZou 1

TABLE X: U-spin relations for B. decays involving both the 6-plet and 15-plet. Results in the “channel 1”7 are for b — d
processes and the ones in the “channel 2” are for b — s processes. r denotes the ratio of the two amplitudes.

channel 1 channel 2 r channel 1 channel 2 r
B, — " Zgqa | B — 7 Xasa |V2|| BS — Wﬁ}?’d&,s‘?)u B, — WfX;,uJ %
Be = " Zaaa |Be = K" Zssa| 1 || B = 7 Vg 90| Be = K Yia.5.] —1
B - K™ Xyeu|Bo - 7" Xgsa| 1 || B — KT X} B -1 X, | -1
B: = K Xaw|B: = K" Zawa| % || B = KV 0 s | Be = K Yiunana| —1
B, - K Zas |B; > K°Z, ;| 1| BL 5K XL, | B. -7 x.; | -1
B = K™ Xuas|Be =7 Xgua| 1| Be = K Xias |Be = K Y7 .5, V2

Using the Jarlskog relation Im (Vi V5, Vi Via) = —Im(Vu Vi Vi Vis), the CP violating rate difference A(AS = i)
(AS =i) — T(AS = i) will be related with [58160)]

r?A(AS =0) = -A(AS=1). (40)
This leads to branching ratio B(AS = i) and CP asymmetry Acp(AS = i) relation,
Acp(AS =0) _TQB(AS =1) (41)
Acp(AS=1)  B(AS=0)’

In Table Xl we collect the B, decay pairs related by U-spin. CP asymmetries for these pairs satisfy relation in
Eq.( ). As already mentioned, CP asymmetries for B, — X.P decays are expected to be similar to B — PP
decays which can be of order 10%. Experimental measurements of these relations are important to test flavor SU(3)
symmetry and also CKM mechanism for CP violation.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have studied the charmed tetraquarks with three light flavors in weak decays of B, and B mesons.
If indeed a charmed tetraquark X, with three different light quarks is discovered, they should come in a 6 or a 15
multiplet of flavor SU(3). A most direct consequence of the flavor SU(3) symmetry is that tetraquarks are formed in
irreducible representations. Therefore to test whether flavor SU(3) symmetry is playing a role in organizing hadron
states, one needs to find all of the states in a given multiplet. We have studied production of X, in B, and B weak
decays. The total number of states with similar masses will be able to distinguish whether X, is in 6 or 15. The
doubly charged states Zyq;z and Zgsy; are the smoking guns for X, belonging to 15. We find a number of relations
among decay branching ratio for AS = 0 and AS = 1 processes separately. We also find relations among the CP
asymmetries and branching ratios for decays related by the U-spin symmetry. All these can serve to confirm the
existence of tetraquark states and to study their properties. With more data from the LHCb and Belle-II, one may
discover the X, states and study their properties. We urge our experimental colleagues to carry out related analysis
to learn more about hadron states built from multiquarks.
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