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The exact eigenenergies of the Ty = [cc][ee], Tap = [bb][bb], and Thpe = [be][be] tetraquarks are
calculated within the extended transitional Hamiltonian approach, in which the so-called Bethe
ansatz within an infinite-dimensional Lie algebra is used. We fit the parameters appearing in the
transitional region from phenomenology associated with potential candidates of tetraquarks. The
rotation and vibration transitional theory seems to provide a better description of heavy tetraquarks
than other attempts within the same formalism. Our results indicate that the pairing strengths
are large enough to provide binding; an extended comparison with the current literature is also

performed.

I. INTRODUCTION

A system of interacting bosons is a well-studied prob-
lem. Having its roots in the Bose-Einstein conden-
sates [IH3], the framework has been applied to studies
of nuclear and molecular structure [4HG], and examples
of algebraic methods applied to hadron physics can be
found in Refs. [THII]. We have recently applied the in-
teracting boson approximation proposed by Arima and
Tachello [12], which includes two types of bosons (s and
d-bosons), to the computation of wave functions in an
interacting sl many-body boson system [13].

Quarks can combine to form hadrons such as
mesons (quark-antiquark pair) and baryon (three-
quarks). Within an algebraic framework, the spectrum
of hadrons began to be studied with the seminal work of
Tachello in 1989 [7]. He was also able to elucidate some
features about the structure of mesons and baryons, and
the emergence of general patterns. An extension of the
interacting boson approximation for studying eigenener-
gies of mesons in the U(4) model was proposed by et al.
in 2006 [14]. The mass spectra of QQ mesons, with Q
either ¢ or b quark, has been recently discussed by the
U(3) — O(4) transitional theory [7, 8, [14]. Herein, we
want to extend this model to multi-quark states [I5], in
particular, tetraquarks with only heavy-quark content.
In an extension of the sl boson system, the largest dy-
namical symmetry group is generated by s and [ (I =
Q, Q,...) boson operators. We examine a similar Hamil-
tonian, based on SU(1, 1) algebraic technique [13}, [29-31]
and in a sl boson system to describe the masses of the
[QQ)[QQ)] tetraquarks. Our predictions will provide a
new solvable model in hadron physics. We shall show
that the masses of the [QQ][QQ] tetraquarks are sensible
to the vector quark pairing strengths.

* jjalili@nankai.edu.cn

T Tuoya@nankai.edu.cn
¥ daipan@dlut.edu.cn

§ ljsegovia@upo.es

Fully-heavy tetraquarks have recently received consid-
erable attention, both experimentally and theoretically.
On the experimental side, it is thought that all-heavy
tetraquark states will be very easy to spot because their
masses should be far away from the typical mass regions
populated by both conventional heavy mesons and the
XYZ states discovered until now [32]. A search for deeply
bound bbbb tetraquark states at the LHC was motivated
by Eichten et al. in Ref. [33], and it was carried out by the
LHCb collaboration [34] determining that no significant
excess is found in the g p~Y(1S) invariant-mass distri-
bution. Note, however, that a search for exotic mesons
at the CMS experiment reported a potential candidate
of a fully bottom tetraquark Ty, = [bb][bb] around 18-19
GeV [35]. On the other hand, the LHCD collaboration
has recently released in Ref. [36] a study of the J/¢-pair
invariant mass spectrum finding a narrow peak and a
broad structure which could originate from hadron states
consisting of four charm quarks.

From the theoretical side, we find fully-heavy
tetraquark computations based on phenomenological
mass formulae [37H39], QCD sum rules [40H43], QCD
motivated bag models [44], NR effective field theo-
ries [45, [46], potential models [A7H60], non-perturbative
functional methods [6I], and even some exploratory
lattice-QCD calculations [62]. Some works predict the
existence of stable QQQQ (Q = c or b) bound states
with masses slightly lower than the respective thresholds
of quarkonium pairs (see, for instance, Refs. [37, [38), 40-
[42] [45], [46], [54]. In contrast, there are other studies that
predict no stable ccéé and bbbb tetraquark bound states
because their masses are larger than two-quarkonium
thresholds (see, e.g., Refs. [39] [47, 49] 511 [62]). To some
extent, a better understanding of the mass locations of
fully-heavy tetraquark states would be desirable, if not
crucial, for our comprehension of their underlying dy-
namics and their experimental hunting.
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II. THEORETICAL METHOD

Within this framework, diquark clusters must be as-
sumed in order to describe a tetraquark system. Accord-
ing to this, a tetraquark

T =Q1Q2Q3Q4 (1)

contains two point-like diquarks and we extend the in-
teracting boson model to multi-level pairing considering
algebraic solutions of an sl-boson system [13]. Note that
the dynamical symmetry group is generated by s and [
operators, where [ can be the configuration of the multi-
quark states. In the Vibron Model, elementary spatial ex-
citations are scalar s-bosons with spin and parity [™ = 0%
and vector [-bosons with spin and parity {™ = 17. In the
finite-dimensional SU(1, 1) algebra, we have the genera-
tors, which satisfies the following commutation relations

[Q°(D, Q)] = +Q* (), (2a)
[@F (), Q)] = —2Q°(). (2b)

Now, we apply the affine SU(1,1) algebra for Us(1) ®
Ug,@.(3) ® Ugp,a,(3) ® Us(3) — SO(10) transitional
Hamiltonian. It is important to note that Q1Q2Q3Q4
responds, respectively, to Ty. = [cc|[ég], Ty = [bD][bD]
and Ty, = [bc|[be] systems; and also that the quasi-spin
algebras have been explained in detail in Refs. [I3] 29-
31).

By using Eqgs. (2a) and as generators of the
SU'(1,1)-algebra for tetraquarks we have

Qry =it 1t, (3)
Q()=5I-1, (30)
Q°(1) % <1T I+ 212+1> , (3¢)

where [T is the creation operator of an I-boson constituy-
ing the tetraquark, and I, = (—1)"1_,.

It is accepted that the basis vectors of U(2] + 1) D
SO(20+1) and O(2l +2) D O(2] + 1) are simultaneously
the basis vectors of SU(1,1)! D U(1)} and SU(1,1)*! D
U(1)%!, respectively. Their complementary relation for

tetraquark states can be expressed as

|Q1, Q2, Q3,Q4, Nyny vy ,naJ M) =
=1Q1,Q2,Q3,Qus, Ny ki pu ,naJM), (4)

with r; = 1+ 2(20+ 1) and p = in; + (20 + 1); and
where N, n;, v, J and M are quantum numbers of U(N),
U2l + 1), SO2l + 1), SO(3) and SO(2), respectively.
The quantum number na is an additional one needed to
distinguish different states with the same J. However,
the pairing models of multi-level are also characterized
by an overlaid U(nj +mns +. ..) algebraic structure which

has been described in detail in, for istance, Refs. [13] 14}
30, BI]. This is to say either

U(10) > U(9) (5)
N ng

or

U(10) 5 SO(10) > SO(9)
N v v
5 50(3)® SO(3)

s Q1Q2

®SO(B)®S0(3). (6)
Q?’Qél J

Affine Lie algebras are famous among the infinite-
dimensional Lie algebras and have widespread applica-
tions because of their representation theory. We know
that affine Lie algebra is far richer than that of finite-
dimensional simple Lie algebras. Hence, in contrast to
Egs. and , the operators under the correspond-
ing SU(1,1) irreducible representations satisfy the fol-
lowing commutation relations:

Q0. (1), QE(1)] = £@5 1, (D) (Ta)
QL) Qn (1] = —2Q% 1,1 (D). (7b)

Accordmg to the definitions, Q¥, with Q = 0,4 and
=0, £1, £2,... generate the affine Lie algebra with-

out central extension. The infinite dimensional SU/(rl)
Lie algebra defined by

Qn = 5O (Q1) + 5. QT(Q2) + 5T QT (@)
+ C2fn+1Qi(Q4)7 (8a)

Q) = e Q(Q1) + 3L Q°(Q2) + ¢5. Q°(Qs)
+cgQ%(Qu), (8b)

where cg’s are real-valued control parameters for
tetraquarks, and n can be taken to be 1, 2, 3, ...

The lowest weight state of fully-heavy tetraquarks
should satisfy @~ (I)|lw) = 0. Then, we define |lw) by
the following expression:

llw) = |Q1, Q2, Q3, Qa, N; kit pu, naJ M), (9)

where N = 2k +vq, +vq, +vg, + Vg, Hence, we have

o1 20 +1
Ot = ALjiw), AL =3 <nl+2>. (10)

l

It is apparent that the system is in the vibrational U(9)
and rotational SO(10) transition region as the pairing
strengths, ¢;, vary continuously within the closed inter-
val [0,¢;]. The quantum phase transition occurs in the
all-heavy tetraquark pairing model. The U(9) limit is ful-
filled by cq, = cq, = cg, = cg, = 0 where as the SO(10)
limit occurs when cq, = cq, =cg, =cg, =1. In our
calculation, we have extracted different values for the
control parameters between U(9) and SO(10) limits, viz.
co, €[0,1] withi=1,...,4.



The total Hamiltonian is represented in terms of the
Casimir operators Cs by branching chains. The two first
terms of the Hamiltonian, QarQa and QY, are related to
SU(1,1) algebra and the remaining ones are constant ac-
cording to Casimirs. In duality relation for tetraquarks,
the irreducible representations reduce the quasi-spin al-
gebra chains and as well, and the labels for the
chains are connected through the duality relations. By
employing the generators of algebra SU(1,1), the pro-
posed Hamiltonian for heavy tetraquark pairing model
is

H=gQfQy +aQ!+BC2(50(9))
+71 C2(SO(3),) + 72 C2(SO(3) g, )
+ 793 C2(S0(3) g, 0.) + 7 C2(SO(3).1), (11)

where g, «, 8, 71, Y2, 73, and -y are real-valued parame-
ters.

To find the non-zero energy eigenstates with k-pairs,
we exploit a Fourier Laurent expansion of the eigenstates
of Hamiltonians which contain dependences on several
quantities in terms of unknown c-number parameters z;,
and thus eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian for excitations

can be written as
|k; VQIVQ2VQ31/Q4TLAJM> = Z anlnz...nk

n;€Z
=atwy?ey® . ak :1 :[2 :j .. Q:k [lw),  (12)
and
co, c
e Q@+ Q@)
cQ 1— cQ
c c
ta Q@) Q@) (13)
cQ x; 1-— CQ T;

The c-numbers, z;, are determined through the following
set of equations

21+1)

Loy
o 1—clml

A similar structure to Eq. was first used by
Gaudin [63] as a guess in obtaining exact solutions of in-
teraction systems, which is now confirmed to be a consis-
tent operator form in composing the Bethe ansatz wave
function, Eq. for the current tetraquark system.

Our formalism and methods for masses of heavy
tetraquarks are the same as the procedure in Ref. [14] [30}
31]. The representation is totally symmetric, corre-
sponding to the fact that the excitations (vibrations and
rotations) are bosonic in nature. So, we have to define the
number of bosons in our system. Here the boson number
value depicts the total number of vibrational states in
the representation [IN].

The quantum phase transition occurs between vibra-
tional and rotational limits in the full heavy tetraquark
pairing model. The quark (antiquark) configuration can

_inij. (14)

J#i

Rotation

Vibration

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the rotational and vibra-
tional degrees of freedom in the studied tetraquark systems.

perform vibrations and rotations (Fig. [1)) defined by the
quantum numbers vq,, Vg, and J. We do not study
here bending and twisting of tetraquarks since these are
required to lie at higher masses. The pure configura-
tion problem of Fig. [I] is slightly complicated by the
fact that quarks and antiquarks have internal degrees of
freedom. Here we apply the solvable model to consider
both geometric and internal excitations of the tetraquark
masses. Our formalism and methods for masses of heavy
tetraquarks are the same as the procedure in Ref. [14].

III. RESULTS

In the diquark-anti-diquark pairing model, the
tetraquark mass can be determined by solving the eigen-
value problem of Eq. . Moreover, the quantum num-
bers that define a tetraquark state are the spins of di-
quark and antidiquark clusters, and the total spin, spa-
tial inversion symmetry and charge conjugation of the
system, i.e. the JFC quantum numbers. Following
Ref. [64], for a Q1Q2Q3Q4 system, the quantum labels
are JPC=0**+, 17~ and 2**, and thus we have:

1. Two states for the scalar system:

077) =100, 2, 00,0,:J = 0), (15a)
0% = 119,04, 13,0.: J = 0) - (15b)
2. Three states for the vector system:
|A) =100,@2:1g,0,:d = 1), (16a)
|B> = |1Q1Q27OQ3Q4; J = 1> ’ (16b)
|C> = |1Q1Q271Q3Q4; J = 1> . (160)

Under charge conjugation, we have different con-
figurations in which |A) and |B) interchange while



|C) is odd. Thus, the J = 1% involves one C-even
and two C-odd states:

17+ = %M +1B)), (17a)
-~ 1

1) = S5(14) = |B). (17b)

\1*”) =1C). (17¢)

Note here that we must select the appropriate val-
ues for the spin of Q1Q3 and @Q2Q4. This means
that the only state with C' = + is that in which

Q1Q3 has spin So,0, = 1.

3. One state for the tensor system:

12%F) = 19,02, 1050, = 2), (18)

where this state has also SQ1Q3 =1.

A. The [cc][ce] system

In the pairing tetraquark model, the rigid and non-
rigid phases correspond, respectively, to the SO(10) and
U(9) symmetry cases. Both are idealized situations and
must coexist in real world. Therefore, the U(9) <
SO(10) transitional region is where the two phases co-
exist and vibrational-rotational modes appear.

The parameters in the transitional region are called the
phase parameters since the cg, = 1, with i = 1,...,4,
case corresponds to the rotational mode, while the cg, =
0 case corresponds to the vibrational mode. We first can
calculate the mass spectrum of the pairing tetraquark
model with fixed phase parameters. Then, the transi-
tional spectra from one phase to the other can be ob-
tained modifying the phase parameters within the closed
interval [0, 1].

From a transitional theory point of view, the ideal
way of extracting the values of the phase coefficients
is looking at the meson-meson thresholds 7.(15)7.(15)
and J/¥(18)J/(18) for JPC = 0+, 0.(15)J/%(1S)
for JP¢ = 1= and J/¢(18)J/(18S) for JPC = 2++.
Our values are cq, = 0.92, ¢, =1, and c¢n, = cg, =0,
which results into the following masses

10FH) = 1o, Laz; J = 0) : M = 5.978GeV,  (19)
11H) = Loy 1o J = 1) : M = 6.155GeV,  (20)
287 = 1o, Lo J = 2) : M = 6.263GeV,  (21)

for the Ty, tetraquark system.

B. The [bb][bb] system

The situation here is very similar with respect the case
above. This time, from a transitional theory point of
view, the extraction phase coefficients must be performed

4

attending to the meson-meson thresholds 7,(15)n,(1S)
and Y(18)Y(1S) for JP¢ = 0+*, n(19)Y(1S) for
JPC = 17— and T(15)Y(19) for JP¢ = 2+*. Our
numerical values are cq, = 0.97, ¢, = 1, ¢g, = 1 and
cg, = 0, which provide the following masses:

074 = |1, 155;J = 0) : M = 18.752GeV,  (22)
11F77) = |1y, 1555 J = 1) : M = 18.805GeV,  (23)
127F) = |1y, 1gp; J = 2) : M = 18.920GeV,  (24)

for the Ty tetraquark system.

C. The [bd|[bd] system

The final structure analyzed in this work is the Tb. =
[bc][be] tetraquark system. In this case, the [bc] diquark
spin can be either 0 or 1 and thus all states analyzed
at the beginning of this section are possible. Again,
from a transitional theory point of view, the best ex-
traction procedure of the control parameters in the T
tetraquarks are the corresponding meson-meson families
which deliver the following values: cg, = cg, = 1, and
cos = ¢g, = 0. The masses computed in this case can
be classified as follows:

(i) The JPC = 0*F contains two scalar states with
masses

|0T) = |0pe, 0pz; J = 0) : M =12.359GeV,  (25)

0T = [1pe, 13 J = 0) : M = 12.503GeV.  (26)

(ii) The JPY = 1%~ contains two states with masses

1
177) = —(|0pe, 1 J = 1
[177) ﬁ(\ bes 15 )

— [1pe, Opes J = 1)) : M =12.896 GeV,  (27)
157") = [Lpe, 1oz J = 1) : M = 12,016 GeV.  (28)

(iii) The J¢ = 1*+ contains one state with mass

1
1) = ——(|0pe, 1gos J = 1
| > \/5(‘ bey Lbe >

+ [1pe, Opa; J = 1)) : M = 12.155GeV.  (29)

(iv) The JP¢ = 2+ contains one state with mass

12FF) = |1, Lgos J = 2) : M = 12.897GeV.  (30)

IV. DISCUSSION

In the calculation procedure, we fix the Hamiltonian
parameters and allow the phase parameters to vary dur-
ing the transition. In Ref. [8] we showed that the quan-
tum number of the amount of bosons can be taken in the



TABLE L.

Masses of fully-heavy tetraquark systems as computed within the theoretical framework presented herein. The

meson-meson threshold is Eip, the A = M — E, represents the energy distance of the tetraquark with respected its lowest
meson-pair threshold. Notation s and a indicates scalar and axial-vector diquarks.

Structure Configuration Jre Mieirq in this work (GeV) Threshold Eyp, (GeV) A (GeV)
= 5 078 7e(15)7:(15) 5.963 0.01
Tyoec|[ed] wa _ T/ (18)J/(1S) 6.104 -0.216
c ir 6.155 1e(18).J/4(15) 6.081 0.074
27T 6.263 T8 J/9(1S) 6.194 0.060
- 7 (15)7 (1S) 18.797 0.045
Tarm 5850 . o 18.752 T(I5)T(15) 18.920 20,168
5 18.308 m(18)Y(15) 18.859 ~0.051
27 18.920 T(15)Y(15) 18.920 0.0
(1977 (15) 12.383 0.12
J/(1S)Y (1S 12.557 -0.054
U 12.508 (B,:,':)B:F( ] 12.550 -0.047
BIEB:T 12.666 -0.163
i ne(18) T (15) 12.444 -0.428
- 12.016 SIS 12.496 -0.48
BB 12.608 20.592
BB 12.666 20.65
J/Y(1S)Y (1S 12.557 0.34
) 2** 12.897 /ngig:; ] 12.666 0.231
Tope=[bc][bc] J/(AS)T(19) 12.557 -0.402
1+ B BT 12.608 -0.453
12.155 BEB T 12.666 0511
5 (a8 + sa) ne(1S)Y(15) 12.444 0.452
_ J/(1S)n (1S 12.496 0.4
¥ 12.896 /wJ(B;“J;ZJF( ] 12.608 0.238
BEBT 12.666 0.23
7e(15)7(15) 12.383 -0.024
_ J/Y(1S)Y (1S 12.557 -0.198
5 0 12359 : 1(951)93( ) 12.550 -0.191
BB 12.666 -0.307
2000 enough to cover all known and unknown states up to a
e /‘ maximum value of the quantum number of the angular
1500 —o— 7 / momentum, and other quantum numbers connected with
. —A— 7, /7 applications. In the present investigation, we take this to
2 10001 A -v—r| 7 be the same as that used in Ref. [§] with N = 100.
£ 5004 DA i 4 /// The trend of Hamiltonian is similar to that of the O(4)
g - Y L . )
= - - T~ 7 limit condition proposed in mesons when the control pa-
c: 0- E——— 3 -~ - rameter is taken to be 1. Most importantly, our investiga-
'E =T ,1t T~ tion shows that the control parameters cg, and c¢g, can-
£ -500- P N - not be taken to be 1 when heavy antiquarks are involved
E _— -’ - N N except for Ty tetraquarks. This is because the masses of
=l N Ty, tetraquarks are 2 — 3 times heavier than Toy. and Ty,
1500- \ ones. In this condition for heavy mass tetraquarks, the
N . effect of pairing strength is strong, which can be seen in
22000 . . r the fact that cg, for Ty is larger than in the T}, case.
Ty T T2pc The values of the parameters in Hamiltonian for the
mentioned structures are given in Figure [2| In the tran-
FIG. 2. The resulting parameters of the Hamiltonian  Sition region, a is taken to be 1.5. Since the vibrational-

when predicting the tetraquark masses based on the diquark-
antidiquark pairing model. In the calculation, the effective
g-factor is taken to be 1.

N — oo limit. Moreover, it was adequate to take N large

rotational transition within the pairing model is a second-
order quantum phase transition, the masses wave func-
tions in the U(9) model of studied tetraquarks behave
smoothly with respect changes in the parameters, which
allows us to fix them in the transition region.

Table [ shows the difference between the calculated



TABLE II. Comparison of our results with theoretical predictions for the masses of Tup = [bb] [BB], and Ty, =
All results are in GeV.

[cc][ee] tetraquarks.

Reference bbbb ccee
O++ 1+* 2++ 0++ 1+* 2++
This paper 18.752 18.808 18.920 5.978 6.155 6.263
[20] 18.460-18.490 18.320-18.540 18.320-18.530 6.460-6.470 6.370-6.510 6.370-6.510
[65] 18.690 - - - - -
[66] 18.748 18.828 18.900 5.883 6.120 6.246
[67] 18.750 - - < 6.140 - -
[68],[69] 18.754 18.808 18.916 5.966 6.051 6.223
[0, [71] 18.826 - 18.956 6.192 - 6.429
[72), 73] 18.840 18.840 18.850 5.990 6.050 6.090
[74] 19.178 19.226 19.236 - - -
[75] 19.237 19.264 19.279 6.314 6.375 6.407
[76] 19.247 19.247 19.249 6.425 6.425 6.432
[77, [78] 19.322 19.329 19.341 6.487 6.500 6.524
23] 19.329 19.373 19.387 6.407 6.463 6.486
[79] 19.255 19.251 19.262 6.542 6.515 6.543
[19] 20.155 20.212 20.243 6.797 6.899 6.956
[0, 1] - - - 5.969 6.021 6.115
[82] - - - 6.695 6.528 6.573
R3] - - - 6.480 6.508 6.565
[34) 19.666 19.673 19.680 6.322 6.354 6.385
[85] - - - 6.510 6.600 6.708
[86] 18.981 18.969 19.000 6.271 6.231 6.287
[87] 19.314 19.320 19.330 6.190 6.271 6.367
22] set. 1 18.723 18.738 20.243 5.960 6.009 6.100
[22] set. 11 18.754 18.768 18.797 6.198 6.246 6.323
[26] 19.226 19.214 19.232 6.476 6.441 6.475

TABLE III. Comparison of our results with theoretical predictions for the masses of Thy. = [bc][be] tetraquarks. All results are

in GeV.
Reference aa % (a5 £ sa) s3
0++ 17— 9t + 17t 17— T!:h
This paper 12.503 12.016 12.897 12.155 12.896 12.359
[68] 12359 12424 12566 12485 12488 12471
[66] 12374 12491 12576 12533 12533 12521
[67] < 12620 - - - - -
[88] 12746 12804 12809 - 12776 -
23] 12829 12881 12925 - - -
[77) 13035 13047 13070 13056 13052 13050
[19] 13483 13520 13590 13510 13592 13553

tetraquark masses and meson-pair threshold. We present
the values of A = Mietrq — Eypn, where Mieirq and Eyp,
are the tetraquark mass and its lowest meson-meson
threshold, respectively. A negative A indicates that the
tetraquark state lies below the threshold of the fall-apart
decay into two mesons and consequently should be sta-
ble. Besides, a state with a small positive value for the
A could also be observed as a resonance since the phase
space would suppress its partial decay width. The re-
maining states, with large positive A values, are sup-
posed to be broad and challenging to recognize in exper-
imental analyses.

Our analysis confirms that the control parameter cg,
deviating a little from 1 appears better in the extraction

of the tetraquark masses, specially for comprehensive
Tope families. One can also see that, in the Ty, = [bb][bD]
states, the higher contribution comes from the pairing
of c¢5, and cg, quarks. This means that at high en-
ergy, around 18 — 19 GeV, phase parameters for Q3 and
Q4 quarks begin to play an essential role in computing
tetraquark masses; while in the low energy regime, there
is a competition between the ()1 and Q-.

According to the above definition, it can be claimed
that the energy spectra of the studied fully-heavy
tetraquarks in which cg, ~ 0.9 — 1.0 corresponds to a
rotational phase. Note also that a change of +15% in all
coefficients produce a maximum variation of 30%, 23%,
17% in a particular channel’s mass of Ty, T4, and Top.



tetraquark systems, respectively; having that all remain-
ing masses experience lesser modifications.

Finally, the results obtain herein with the pairing
model are compared with the prediction of previous the-
oretical calculations in Tables Il and [[ITl One can deduce
that the theory fairly reproduces the other works, indi-
cating that our solvable model could still play an essential
role in the prediction of fully-heavy tetraquark mesons.
In order to do so, a possible improvement is to include
the large- N limit of the pure pairing Hamiltonian to gain
a better understanding of the multiquark dynamics.

V. SUMMARY

Inspired by the problem of solving the interacting si-
boson system in the transitional region, the solvable
extended Hamiltonian that includes multi-pair interac-
tions has been considered to provide the mass spectra
of fully-heavy tetraquarks. Numerical extractions of Ty,
Tup, and To. ground state masses, within the algebraic
model in which the Bethe ansatz is adopted, were car-
ried out to test the theory. The results reveal that the
U(9) — SO(10) Hamiltonian could predict spectra in fair

agreement with other theoretical approaches.

Finally, the solvable technique introduced in this
manuscript may also be helpful in diagonalizing more
general multiquark systems, which will be considered in
future work.
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