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Inspired by the detection of T, tetraquark state by LHCb Collaboration, we preform a systemical investiga-
tion of the low-lying doubly heavy charm tetraquark states with strangeness in the quark delocalization color
screening model in the present work. Two kinds of configurations, the meson-meson configuration and diquark-
antidiquark configuration, are considered in the calculation. Our estimations indicate that the coupled channel
effects play important role in the multiquark system, and a bound state with J* = 1* and a resonance state with
JP = 0% have been predicted. The mass of the bound state is evaluated to be (3971 ~ 3975) MeV, while the
mass and width of the resonance are determined to be (4113 ~ 4114) MeV and (14.3 ~ 16.1) MeV, respectively.

PACS numbers: 13.75.Cs, 12.39.Pn, 12.39.Jh

I. INTRODUCTION

In the recent two decades, an increasing number of
charmonium-like states have been observed experimentally,
which provide a good opportunity of searching for multiquark
states. As the first confirmed charmonium-like state, Z.(3900)
was first observed in the year of 2013 by the BESIII[1] and
Belle [2] Collaborations in the 7*J/¢ invariant mass spec-
trum of the process e*e” — n'n~J/y at a center of mass
energy of 4.26 GeV, and then the authors of Ref. [3] further
confirmed the existence of Z.(3900) by using the data sam-
ple collected by CLEO-c detector in the same process but
at v/s = 4.170 GeV. The partial wave analysis of the pro-
cess ete” — mtn~J/y with the data sample accumulated at
vs = 4.23 and 4.26 GeV indicated that the spin and parity
of the Z.(3900)* state are 1* [4]. The observations indicate
that such a new particle can not be simply interpreted in the
conventional quark-antiquark and three-quark schemes. Thus,
some exotic interpretations, such as tetraquark state [5-8],
hadronic molecular state [9—17], have been proposed. Besides
the resonance interpretations, Z.(3900) has also been consid-
ered as the kinematic effects [18-23], which indicated that
Z:(3900) was not a genuine resonance.

In the resonance frame, the quark component of Z.(3900)
is ccqg. The flavor independence of the strong interactions
naturally indicates the possible existence of the strange part-
ner of Z.(3900), whose quark components are ccsg. Such
kind of charmonium-like states with strangeness have been
predicted theoretically in various model, such as tetraquark
scenarios [24, 25], hadronic molecular model [26, 27], the
hadro-quarkonium model [25] and initial single chiral par-
ticle emission mechanism [28]. In the year of 2020, the
BES III Collaboration observed a new states named Z.,(3985)

Corresponding author
“E-mail: 1830592517 @qq.com

*E-mail:chendy @seu.edu.cn
YE-mail:hxhuang @njnu.edu.cn
IE-mail: jlping@njnu.edu.cn

Z,(3900) Z,5(3985)

—_—

Strange
Partner

Doubly Charmed ==

Hidden Charm

ch(3875) ch§(?)

FIG. 1: (Color online). The similarity of the hidden charm and
doubly charmed states. Hereinafter, 7. is used to refer the dou-
bly charmed state with strangeness.

in the K* recoil mass distributions of the process ete™ —
K*D;D*°/K*D*~D° [29]. Later on, the LHCb Collaboration
reported their observation of two exotic structures, Z.;(4000)
and Z.,(4220), in the J/Y K™ invariant mass spectrum of the
B* — J/y¢pK* decay in 2021 [30]. Since the observed masses
of Z.5(3985) and Z.,(4000) were similar, these two states may
be considered as the same one (hereinafter, we use Z.,(3985)
to refer to this state). It’s interesting to notice that Z.(3900) is
located in the vicinity of the D*D threshold, while Z,.,(3985)
is close to Df;D threshold, thus one can consider Z.4(3985)
as a strange partner of Z.(3900). Consequently, the hadronic
molecular [31-40], compact tetraquark [41-43] and hadro-
quarkonium [25] scenarios have been proposed to decode the
nature of Z.5(3985).

In the naive multiquark scenario, if there are multiquark
states composed of ccqg, the states composed of ccgg are
also expected to exist and have been considered to be the
molecular D** D° states [44—60], and compact states [61-63].
Recently, the LHCb Collaboration reported the observation
of the first doubly charmed tetraquark state 77.(3875) in the
DDz mass spectrum just below the D**D° mass thresh-
old [64, 65] with I(J¥) = 1(1*). As indicated in Fig. 1, the
quark components of T,.(3875) are ccqg, which indicate that
T..(3875) could be a good candidate of compact tetraquark
state. In Refs. [61, 62], the authors investigated the mass
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spectrum of the S —wave doubly heavy tetraquark states Q0gg
based on the improved chromomagnetic interaction model and
found a stable cciid tetraquark state with 7(J7) = 0(1*) below
the D**D° threshold, which is well consistent with the ob-
served 7/.(3875). Moreover, the QCD sum rule estimation
in Ref. [63] also supported the compact tetraquark interpre-
tation. In addition, the observed mass of T..(3875) is only
several hundred keV below the threshold of D°D**, which
imply that 7}.(3875) could be interpreted as a shallow molec-
ular state composed of D’D** + h.c.. Further estimations by
using the quark models [44-48, 57-59], QCD sum rules [49—
51], heavy quark symmetry [52-54, 60] and Bethe-Salpeter
equations [55, 56] indicated that 7/.(3875) could be a good
candidate of D°D** + h.c. molecular state.

Similar to the relation between Z.,(3985) and Z.(3900), one
can expect the existence of the strange partner of 7..(3875),
i.e., the tetraquark states composed of ccgs. Actually, before
the observation of 7/.(3875), the Lattice QCD estimations in
Ref. [66] predicted that the 75 state with JP = 1* was about
10 MeV below the threshold of D* D™, while the estimations
by using the heavy quark symmetry in Ref. [67] found its mass
to be about 180 MeV above the corresponding threshold. In
Ref. [68], the predicted 7,5 tetraquark state with JP =17
was below the threshold of D* D%, while those with JP =0t
and 2* were both above the corresponding thresholds. After
the observation of T, the authors in Ref. [60] took advantage
of the experimental information on the binding energy of 7',
to fix the cutoff regulator of the loops in the Bethe-Salapeter
equation and a D% D* bound state with J = 1* was predicted.
Besides, the color-magnetic model estimations in Ref. [69]
implied that both T}, and T} . system could be stable against
the strong interactions. However, the state T%.. was not found
in the quark model but if the mixing of S—D wave was taken
into account, this state may be obtained [59]. As mentioned
above, theorists have not reach an agreement on the existence
of T, tetraquark states. In the present work, we perform a
system estimations of T..; system by using the quark delo-
calization color screening model (QDCSM) in an attempt to
further explore the existence of the possible bounded and res-
onant states in the 7.5 system.

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduc-
tion, the details of the QDCSM and resonating group method
(RGM) are presented in Section II. Our numerical results and
the related discussions for 7.5 system are given in Section III,
and the last section is devoted to a short summary.

II. QUARK DELOCALIZATION COLOR SCREENING
MODEL AND THE RESONANTING GROUP METHOD

A. Quark delocalization color screening model

The QDCSM is an extension of the native quark cluster
model [70-73] and also developed with aim of addressing
multiquark systems. For the tetraquark system, the Hamil-

tonian reads,
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where T¢y is the center-of-mass kinetic energy, who is usu-
ally subtracted without losing generality since we mainly fo-
cus on the internal relative motions of the multiquark system.
The interplay is two body potential, which includes color-
confining potential Vo, one-gluon exchange potential Vogg,
and the potential results from Goldstone-boson exchange, V,,
ie.,

V(rij) = Vcon(rij) + Voge(rij) + V,(rij). 2)

In the present work, we focus on the S —wave low-lying
positive T ; tetraquark system with positive parity. In this
case, the spin-orbit and tensor interactions vanish and the po-
tential Vogg(ri;) becomes,
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where m; is the quark mass, o; and )\f are the Pauli matrices
and SU(3) color matrices, respectively. The a?¥ is the quark-
gluon coupling constant, which offers a consistent description
of mesons from light to heavy-quark sector. The values of «;;
are associated with the quark flavors and in the present work
they are fixed by reproducing the mass difference of the low-
lying mesons with § =0and § = 1.
The confining potential Vcon(ri)) is,

Veon(rij) = —acX{ - X[ firip) + Vo, | “)

where the VOq,q,- is determined by the mass differences of the
theoretical esmations and experimental measurement of each
kind of meson, which is also quark flavor related parameter.
In the QDCSM, the function f(r;;) is defined as,

2

T if i, j occur in the same cluster,
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e if i, j occur in different cluster,
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where the color screening parameter y;; relevant to the light
quarks can be determined by fitting the deuteron properties,
NN and NY scattering phase shifts [74-76], which are g, =
0.45, p1gs = 0.19 and uy, = 0.08. The parameter y;; satisfy the
relation ugs = Ugqlss, Where g represents u or d quark. When
extending to the heavy-quark case, we found that the depen-
dence of the parameter . is rather weak in the calculation
of the spectrum of P, states by taking the value of y.. from
107 to 1072 fm™2 [77]. Moreover, when z; is rather small,
the exponential function can be approximated to be,

2
e Ml = 1 —yijrizj +O(/lejr?j) (6)



TABLE I: Three sets of model parameters involved in the present estimations.

Parameters QDCSM1 QDCSM2 QDCSM3
m,(MeV) 313 313
Quark Mass mg(MeV) 536 536
m.(MeV) 1728 1728 1728
b(fm) 0.3 0.315
a.MeV fm™?) 101 101
Vo..(MeV) -2.3928 -2.2543 -2.0689
Confinement Vo.,(MeV) -1.9137 -1.7984 -1.6429
Vo..(MeV) -1.4175 -1.3231 -1.2052
Vo,,(MeV) -1.3448 -1.2826 -1.2745
Vo, MeV) -0.7642 -0.6739 -0.5452
Vo..(MeV) 0.6063 0.7555 0.9829
at 0.2292 0.2567 0.3019
ay’ 0.2655 0.2970 0.3484
ale 0.3437 0.3805 0.4405
OGE ay’ 0.3856 0.3604 0.3360
a¥ 0.5969 0.6608 0.7649
st 1.5101 1.6717 1.9353

in the small r region. Accordingly, the confinement potential
between two clusters is approximated to be,

(1= e
Veon(rip) = —acdi - A | ———— + Vo,
HMij
~ —acd - A (r + Vo), @)

which is the same with the expression of two quarks in the
same cluster. Thus, when the value of the y;; is very small,
the screened confinement will return to the quadratic form,
which is why the results are insensitive to the value of u... So
in the present work, we take p.. = 0.01 fm™2. Then Use and
Uy are obtained by the relation p2. = pgtee and (2, = fluflees
respectively.

The Goldstone-boson exchange interactions between light
quarks appear because the dynamical breaking of chiral sym-
metry. For the T,.; system, the 7 exchange interaction van-
ishes because there is no unflavor quark pair in the tetraquark
state, and then the concrete form of the Goldstone-boson ex-
change potential becomes,

,
VE = Vi(rp) D8 a4+
a=4

Vy(rip) [(4F - A%) cosBp — (A - A sinp],  (8)
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where Y(x) = ¢™*/x is the standard Yukawa function. The A?
is the SU(3) flavor Gell-Mann matrix. The mass of the K and
n meson is taken from the experimental value [78]. The chiral

coupling constant, g., is determined from the 1NN coupling
constant through,

(10)
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where the SU(3) flavor symmetry only broken by the different
masses of the light quarks. All the other model parameters are
the same as the ones in Ref. [79], where three different sets of
parameters were used to study the ccs5 tetraquark system and
some experimental discovered charmonium-like state, such as
Xc0(3930), X(4350), X(4500), X(4700) and X(4274), coule be
well explained. For the sake of completeness, we collect the
relevant model parameters in Table I.

In the QDCSM, the single-particle orbital wave functions in
the ordinary quark cluster model are the left and right centered
single Gaussian functions, which are,

(ra-15;7

1YV
¢a(s,~)=(@) e

3
1 )Z _(rg+} 8P
e

$p(—=Si) = (@ w (11)

The quark delocalization is realized by writing the single-
particle orbital wave function as a linear combination of the
left and right Gaussians, which are,

Va(Sin€) = ($a(Si) + €ba(~S) IN(e),
Up(=Si,€) = (dp(=S) + egp(S) IN(e),
N(e) = V1+e +2ee St (12)

where €(S)) is the delocalization parameter determined by the
dynamics of the quark system rather than free parameters. In
this way, the system can choose its most favorable configura-
tion through its dynamics in a larger Hilbert space.



B. The resonating group method
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FIG. 2: The meson-meson configuration (diagram (a)) and diquark-
antidiquark configuration (diagram (b)) in the 7.5 tetraquark system.

In the present work, the RGM is employed to carry out
the dynamical calculation. When dealing with the two-cluster
system in this method, one can only consider the relative mo-
tion between the clusters, while the two clusters are frozen
inside [80]. So the wave function of the 7.5 system can be
constructed as,

vig = AlWaeawstep] " e ®|'. (13)

where the symbol A is the antisymmetry operator, which is
defined as

A = 1-Pps. (14)

where the P;3 indicates the exchange of the particle positions
with numbers 1 and 3 from the Fig. 2. [o] = [222] gives the
total color symmetry. The symbols 7, S, L, and J represent
flavor, spin, orbit angular momentum, and total angular mo-
mentum of 7.5 system, respectively. ¥4 and 5 are the wave
functions of the two-quark cluster, which are,

1V :
= (ﬁ) P 0, S ax
1 3/4 2 2 .
v = () B Cmswi 09

where 77, S, and y represent the flavor, spin and internal color
terms of the cluster wave functions, respectively. According
to Fig. 2, we adopt different Jacobi coordinates for different
diagrams. As for the meson-meson configuration in Fig. 2-
(a), the Jacobi coordinates are defined as,

PA = Tq —Tg, PB=Tg ~Tg,
m\ry, +mprg,
Ry = P L i
my + my
Ry = mary, +marg,
ms3 + ny
R = R4 — Rp,
m\rq +myrg, + mary +murg,
R, = ‘ : . (16)

my +my +msz + my

where the subscript g/g indicates the quark or antiquark par-
ticle, while the number indicates the quark position in Fig. 2-
(a). As for the diquark-antidiquark configuration as shown in
Fig. 2-(b), the relevant Jacobi coordinates can be obtained by
interchanging r,, with r3, in Eq. (16).

Form the variational principle, after variation with respect
to the relative motion wave function y(R) = Y; xr(R), one
obtains the RGM equation, which is,

fH(R, R)x(R)dR =
f N(R,R)x(R)dR. (17

where H(R, R’) and N(R, R’) are Hamiltonian and norm
kernels, respectively. The eigenenergy E and the wave func-
tions can be obtained by solving the RGM equation. In the
present estimation, the function y(R) can be expanded by
gaussian bases, which is

| |\
x(R) = \ﬁ;(@) ZCLL
Xfe—%(R—si)z/bZYL ($:)dS.. (18)

where C; is the expansion coefficient, and »n is the number
of gaussian bases, which is determined by the stability of the
results. S, is the separation of two reference centers. R is the
dynamic coordinate defined in Eq. (16). After including the
motion of the center of mass, i.e.,

34 2R2
) e, (19)

pc(R.) = (@

one can rewrite Eq. (13) as,
48 2 4
vag = A Cu | = [_] $a (Si) ]_[ ¢ (—S))
0L
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where ¢,(S;) and ¢g(—.S;) are the single-particle orbital wave
functions with different reference centers, whose specific ex-
pressions have been presented in Eq. (11).

With the reformulated ansatz as shown in Eq. (20), the
RGM equation becomes an algebraic eigenvalue equation,
which is,

D, CuHyy = EZC,L ot @1)
JL

where NL and HLL are the overlap of the wave functions
and the matnx elements of the Hamiltonian, respectively. By
solving the generalized eigenvalue problem, we can obtain the
energies of the tetraquark systems E and the corresponding
expansion coefficients C;;. Finally, the relative motion wave
function between two clusters can be obtained by substitut-
ing the C;; into Eq. (18). As for the flavor, spin and color



wave functions of the tetraquark system, they are constructed
in a two step way. One can first construct the wave functions
for the two clusters, and then coupling the wave functions
of two clusters to form the wave function of tetraquark sys-
tem. The details of the flavor, spin and color wave functions
of tetraquark system are collected in the Appendix A.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, only the low-lying S —wave T tetraquark
state are considered and the spin of the tetraquark system can
be 0, 1, and 2. Thus, the spin parity of T,.; tetraquark states
can be 0, 1" and 2%, respectively. Moreover, in the present
estimations, both the meson-meson and diquark-antidiquark
configurations are considered. In general, there are two types
of color structures for the meson-meson configuration, which
are color singlet-singlet (1. ® 1.) and the color octet-octet
(8.®8.). The later color structure have been taken into account
by introducing the color screening effects in the model , thus,
we only consider the color singlet-singlet structures in the
present estimations. A for the diquark-antidiquark configura-
tion, both the antitriplet-triplet (3. ® 3.) and sextet-antisextet
(6.®6,) structure are taken into account. All the relevant chan-
nels for all possible quantum numbers are listed in Table II,
where Fi;S7; X shows the necessary basis combinations in

flavor (F'), spin (S f;) and color (x;) degrees of freedom.

A. Bound State

With the above preparations, the low-lying S—wave 7.5
tetraquark states are systematically explored herein. In Ta-
bles III- V, we collect the estimated eigenenergies of the Tz
tetraquark states with different J© quantum numbers. In those
tables, the index of the first column represents the symbols
of each channel and in the second and third columns we list
all the involved channels and the corresponding theoretical
threshold, respectively. Moreover, E;. is the eigenenergy ob-
tained in the single channel estimations, E.. and E,,;, are the
eigenenergies estimated by considering the coupled channel
effects in each kind of configuration, and in both configura-
tions, respectively.

Additionally, we define the binding energy E; of the 7.5
tetraquark states as Ep; = E; — E4(c0) to identify whether or
not the tetraquark states are stable against the strong interac-
tions, where E4(c0) is the lowest possible threshold of the two
meson structure estimated in the QDCSM. and i represents
the different situation of channel coupling. Such a subtraction
procedure can greatly reduce the influence of the model pa-
rameters on the binding energies. If E, > 0, the tetraqaurk
systems can fall apart into two mesons via the strong interac-
tions. If E, < 0, the strong decay into two mesons is forbid-
den kinemetically and therefore the decay can only occur via
either the weak or electromagnetic interaction.

For the T,.; tetraquark system with JP = 0%, there are two
channels in the meson-configuration and two channels in the

diquark-antidiquark configuration. The estimated eigenener-
gies of T,.5 state with JP = 0% are listed in Table III. The
theoretical thresholds of the meson-meson channels are also
presented for comparison. With the parameters in QDCSM1,
the single channel estimations in the meson-meson configura-
tion find that the eigenenergies are all above the corresponding
threshold, which indicate that the single channel estimations
do not support the existence of the bound states. In addition,
when considering the coupled channels effects in the meson-
meson configurations, we find the estimated eigenenergy is
3836.2 MeV, which is above the threshold of D°D?. The low-
est eigenenergy obtained by coupled channel estimations in
the meson-meson configuration is very close to the one of the
single channel estimations in the D°D? channel, which indi-
cates that the coupled channel effect in the meson-meson con-
figuration is rather weak. As for the diquark-antidiquark con-
figuration, both the single channel estimations and the coupled
channel estimations indicate that the eigenenergies are above
the threshold of D°D?. Different from the meson-meson con-
figuration, we find the eigenenergy obtained from the cou-
pled channel estimation is at least 20 MeV below the lowest
one of the single channel estimation, which indicate the cou-
pled channels effect in the diquark-antidiquark configuration
is much strong. Moreover, we extend the coupled channel ef-
fect in both configurations, and the eigenenergy is estimated
to be 3836.2 MeV, which is still above the threshold of D°D?.
The results estimated with the parameters in QDCSM2 and
QDCSM3 are very similar with those obtained with the pa-
rameter in QDCSM1 and no stable tetraquark state is found.

For the T,.; tetraquark system with JP = 1%, there are six
channels, including three channels in the meson-meson con-
figuration and three channels in the diquark-antidiquark con-
figuration. From Table IV, the estimated results of three sets
of model parameters are almost identical. When consider-
ing the single channel estimations in the meson-meson con-
figuration, we find that the estimated eigenenergy of D°D**
and D*D; channels are above the theoretical threshold of the
corresponding physical channels, which indicates that these
channels are scattering channels in single channel calcula-
tions. However, a bound state in the D*D;" channel with
the bound energy about 1 ~ 10 MeV is obtained with all
three sets of model parameters. Besides, by the coupling
channels with the meson-meson configuration, the estimated
eigenenergy is slightly above the lowest theoretical thresh-
old of the D*D?, which show that the effect of couple chan-
nels in the meson-meson configuration is rather weak. For
the diquark-antidiquark configuration, the estimated eigenen-
ergies obtained for the single-channel and channel-coupled
estimations are above the theoretical threshold of the lowest
channel D*D?. Nevertheless, when the channel coupling be-
tween the two configuration are taken into account, a shallow
bound state is detected, although the magnitude of the bound
energy is slightly different with different sets of the model pa-
rameters.

In view of the above conclusions, we estimate the average
values of each terms in the Hamiltonian to examine how a
shallow D*D? bound state with J¥ = 1% is created. In Ta-
ble VI, we present the contributions of each interaction by



TABLE II: The relevant channels for all possible J” quantum numbers.

JP =0 JP =1t JP=2*
index FSx channels index S channels index S channels
[i;j:k] [i:j:k] [i:j:k]
1 [1,1,1] DD 1 [1,3,1] DDt 1 [1,6,1] D*D;*
2 [1,2,1] DD 2 [1,4,1] D*D; 2 [2,6,4] (co)(@%)
3 [2,1,3] (cc)(g3) 3 [1,5,1] DD}t
4 [2,2,4] (cc)(@5) 4 [2,3,3] (co)(@5)
5 (2.4.4] (ce)(@3)
6 (2,5.4] (ce)(g3)
TABLE III: The low-lying eigenenergies (in unit of MeV) of T.; tetraquark states with J© = 0*.
Index Channel Threshold Qbesmi QDCSM2 QDCSM3
E, Ee Epix E, Eee  Epix Ey Ee Epix
1 DD 3833 3836.3 3836.2 3836.2 3836.3 3836.3 3836.2 3836.2 3836.2 3836.2
2 D*D:* 4119 4119.7 4120.9 4121.2
3 (co)(g5) 4589.3 4299.8 4585.1 4291.8 45747 42779
4 (co)(@%) 4321.3 4316.5 4308.0
TABLE IV: The same as Table III but for the tetraquark states with J* = 17,
Index Channel Threshold Qbesmi QDCSM2 QDCSM3
E, E. Eix E, E. Eux E, E. Eix
1 DDt 3977 3978.2 3977.1 3971.1 3978.2 3977.7 3973.8 3978.2 3978.1 3974.8
2 D*D; 3975 3978.0 3978.1 3978.2
3 DD}t 4119 4110.8 4117.2 4118.1
4 (co)(@%) 45442 41282 45354 41272 4518.9 4124.1
5 (co)(g5) 4132.7 4132.5 4130.7
6 (co)(g5) 4337.5 4334.1 4327.8
TABLE V: The same as Table III but for the tetraquark states with J* = 2+,
Index Channel Threshold Qbesmi QDCSM2 QDCSM3
E, Ee Epix E, Eee  Epix Ey Ee Epix
1 DD}t 4119 41220 — 41215 41222 — 41221 41223 — 41222
2 (co)(@%) 4367.1 — 4366.3 — 4364.1 —

considering the single channel and coupled channel calcu-
lations. In addition, the average values of each interaction
of two conventional D*and D} mesons without interactions,
i.e., the distance between the two mesons are large enough,

are also listed in the table for comparison. From the Table,
one finds that the magnitude of the average values of each
terms for different sets of model parameter are very similar.
Here, we define AE,. = E,. — Ey, AE.. = E.. — Ey and



TABLE VI: Contributions of each terms in Hamiltonian to the energy of the D°D** bound state with J* = 1* in unit of MeV. E,, stands for the
sum of two mesons threshold. Our estimations indicate the contributions of 77 meson exchange potential are all less than 0.05 MeV in different
sets of model parameters. Thus, the contributions from 7 meson exchange are not presented.

QDCSM1 QDCSM2 QDCSM3
Hy Veon Voce Vk Hy Veon Voce Vk Hy Veon Voce Vk
E, 1081.3 -901.7 -506.6  ~0.0 1011.2  -7839 -5542 ~0.0 9179  -6159 -628.8 ~0.0
E. 1073.9  -895.9  -505.8 -0.1 1008.8  -782.5  -553.5 -0.1 917.1  -615.5 -628.5 ~0.0
E,ix 1049.0 -8204  -558.1 -4.4 9984  -752.4  -573.7 -3.5 9153  -609.8 -635.4 -0.3
Ey 1079.6  -903.3  -506.1 ~0.0 1008.7 -784.7 -553.8 ~0.0 915.0 -6163  -628.5 ~ 0.0
AE,. 1.7 1.6 -0.5 ~ 0.0 2.5 0.8 0.4 ~0.0 29 0.4 -0.3 ~0.0
AE,. -5.7 7.4 0.3 -0.1 0.1 22 -0.3 -0.1 2.1 0.8 0.0 ~ 0.0
AE,ix -30.6 82.9 -52.0 -4.4 -10.3 323 -19.9 -3.5 0.3 55 -71.2 -0.3
AE,ix = Enix — Ey. From our estimations, we find the contri- ° . ' ', ". ;. Te
butions of the confinement potential to AE., AE.. and AE,,;, ° ° . .. ..
are positive, which indicate the confinement potential hinders '. ‘. . . ..
the D* and DY subclusters from forming a bound states. For r . . ‘. .. °.
the kinetic energy term, with more physical channels taking N '. . . ‘. ., s
into consideration, the properties of kinetic energy basically § . ‘. ‘. ‘. ‘.
transforms gradually from repulsion towards very strong at- g ‘. ‘. ‘e %o,
traction, whereas the similar conclusions can be drawn for the %D ‘. °. ‘. ., ‘e,
one-gluon-exchange interaction. In addition, in the meson ex- & °. . '-. ‘e, °
change interactions, the meson exchange potential contribu- .. ., . *.,
tions to AE., AE.. and AE,,;, are negligible, in particularly, [ ., .. ., “o. ]
the contributions from 7 meson exchange potential are all less 9---"-----@_---o----u@--u-----@;:u-unu:Q
than 0.05 MeV, which are not listed in the table. According to .. '.. ".. ‘-..
the above analysis, one can find that the kinetic energy term 2 L e - —
. . 4 5 6 7 8 9
and the one-gluon-exchange potential have deep attractions
in the channel coupling calculations with both the meson- Sm(fm)

meson and diquark-antidiquark configurations, However, the
confinement potential displays as repulsive interaction, which
weaken the overall attraction. Such a phenomenon illustrates
the very delicate competition between the kinetic energy and
the interaction potential from various sources in the Hamilto-
nian.

For the T,.; tetraquark system with JP = 2%, only one
physics channel in the meson-meson configuration and one
channel in the diquark-antidiquark configuration exists. From
Table V, one can find the eigenenergies obtained from the
single channel estimation is higher than the physical meson-
meson channel. After considering the coupled channel effect
between the meson-meson and diquark-antidiquark configu-
rations, the estimated eigenenergy is still above the threshold
of D*D*, which indicates that there is no bound state in the
T,.s tetraquark system with J© = 2+,

FIG. 3: A sketch diagram of the resonance shape in the real-scaling
method.

B. Resonance States

In the bound state estimations, we find one bound state with
JP = 17 while there is no bound state in the J* = 0% and
JP = 2% systems. In the following, we will employ the real
scaling method to explore the possible resonance states in the
T; tetraquark system. To determine whether these resonance
states could be detected by the open channels, we perform
a channel coupling estimation by including all the meson-
meson and diquark-antidiquark channels in the estimations.

The real scaling method is developed to identify the gen-
uine resonances from the states with discrete energies with
finite volume [81] . In this method, a factor S,,, which is the
distance between two clusters, is adopted to scale the finite
volume. So with the increase of the distance between two
clusters, the continuum state will fall off toward its thresh-



old, the energy of the bound state remains unchanged, while
a resonance state will tend to be stable. If the energy of a
scattering state is far away from the one of the resonance, the
coupling between the resonance and the scattering states is
rather weak, and the energy of the resonance is almost sta-
ble. When the energy of the scattering state approaches the
one of the resonance due to the increasing of S,,, the coupling
will become strong, and if S,, increases further, the energy gap
between the resonance and scattering states will increase and
the coupling will become weak again. In this way, an avoided
crossing structure appears. This is a general feature of two
interacting energy levels. Because of the continuum nature of
the scattering states, the avoided crossing structure will show
up repeatedly with the increasing of S,, as shown in Fig. 3 and
the resonance line corresponds to the energy of the resonance
state. In addition, from the slopes of resonance and scattering
states, the decay width can be estimated by,

Ik llke|

L= V)l (22)
where k, and k. are the slopes of the resonance and scatter-
ing states, respectively. While, V,,,;,(S) is the minimal energy
difference between the resonance and the scattering state at
avoided crossing point. This method has been successfully
applied to investigate the pentaquark [82, 83], the dibaryon
[84], and the tetraquark systems [79, 85, 86].

In the present work, we expand the spacial wave function
with a set of gaussians with differences S,,, (m = 1,2,3,...,n)
and the distance with the relative motion of two clusters can
be scaled. So we calculate the energy eigenvalues of the 75
tetraquark system by taking the value of the largest distance
(S,») between two clusters from 4.0 to 9.0 fm to check if
there is any resonance state. Here, we take the results of
the QDCSMI1 as examples, which are shown in Fig. 4 with
different J© quantum numbers. For the T, tetraquark sys-
tem with J© = 0* as shown in Fig. 4-(a), one can note that
the lower black horizontal line corresponds to the physical
threshold of D D, while the upper blue horizontal line with
the energy to be about 4114 MeV, locates below the thresh-
old of D*D?¥*, which corresponds to a resonance state since
the resonance behavior appearing in the Fig. 4-(a) as the finite
space is constantly expanding. Moreover, the resonance state
is estimated by considering the full channel coupling, and the
present result indicates that its main ingredient is D*D}*. In
other words, the effect of the channel coupling push the en-
ergy of the physical channel D*D?* a bit below its threshold.
In addition, the width of this resonance state is estimated to be
about 14.3 MeV according to Eq. (22).

For the 7,5 tetraquark system with JP = 1% as shown in
Fig. 4-(b), it is obvious that the lowest red horizontal line lo-
cates at the energy of 3971 MeV, which is below the thresh-
old of the DOD:T*, and this represents the bound states of T;
tetraquark system with J = 1*. This conclusion is consis-
tent with the estimations in the last subsection. Moreover, two
additional horizontal lines are also presented, which stand for
the threshold of D*D} and D*D;*, respectively. The present
estimations indicate that there is no resonance state in the 7.5
tetraquark system with J¥ = 1%, and the bound state in the

D*Di* channel becomes the scattering state by the effect of
the channel coupling. For the T, tetraquark system with
JP = 2* as shown in Fig. 4-(c), there is one horizontal line,
which represents the threshold of D*D’*. It is clearly to con-
clude that there are no bound or resonant states in the T..s
tetraquark system with J¥ = 2,

In addition, we perform the same estimations for the T;
tetraquark system in the QDCSM2 and QDCSM3. The results
are similar to those of QDCSM1. We summarize the results
obtained from three sets of model parameters in Table VII. By
taking the coupled channel effects into consideration, we find
one resonance state with a mass 4113 ~ 4114 MeV for the
T,.s tetraquark system with J* = 0*. The dominant compo-
nent of the resonance state is D*D?* with the percentage of
this component to be about 80%. Moreover, the decay width
of this resonance state is predicted to be 14.3 ~ 16.1 MeV. For
the J¥ = 17 system, there is a bound state with energy range
(3971.1 ~ 3974.8) MeV and no resonance state is obtained.
For the T,; tetraquark system with JP = 2%, no resonance or
bound state is obtained by the channel coupling estimations.

TABLE VII: The energies and widths of the 7; tertraquark states.

State Parameter Sets
JP QDCSM1 QDCSM2 QDCSM3
Bound 1" 3971.1 3973.8 3974.8
Resonance 0F 4114/14.3 4144/15.8 4143/16.1

IV. SUMMARY

In the present work, the T, tetraquark system with the
quantum number J” = 0F,1*,2% are systemically investi-
gated to search for the possible bound state and resonance
state by using the RGM in the QDCSM framework. In the
model, both meson-meson and diquark-antidiquark configu-
rations are taken into account, and the single-channel and the
coupled channel calculations are preformed to obtain the en-
ergy of the T.; tetraquark system. In addition, a stabilization
calculation is carried out to seek for possible resonance states.
Furthermore, to check whether the estimated results are pa-
rameter dependent, three different sets of model parameters
are employed in the calculation and we find the qualitative re-
sults of three sets of model parameters for the 75 tetraquark
system are very similar.

From the present estimations, we find that the coupled
channel effects plays important role in the T, tetraquark
system. After taking the coupled channel effects into con-
sideration, we predict one bound state with the energy to be
3971.1 ~ 3974.8 MeV and J¥ = 1*. Moreover, one resonance
state with J” = 0% is also obtained, the resonance mass and
width are estimated to be 4113 ~ 4114 MeV and 14.3 ~ 16.1
MeV, respectively. The predictions in the present work could
be experimentally detected in the future by LHCb and Belle
II. Additionally the theoretical and further experimental in-
vestigations for properties of the 7.5 tetraquark could pave
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the way for possible doubly and triply tetraquark states.
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Appendix A: The wave function of the open heavy charm
tetraquark with strangeness

1. The color wave function

Plenty of color structures in multiquark systems will be
available with respect to those of conventional hadrons such
as gg mesons and ggq baryons. In this appendix, we present
how to construct the colorless wave function for a tetraquark
system.

For the meson-meson configurations, the color wave func-
tions of a gg cluster would be,

C[1111] \/g(rf +g8+ bB),

C[ZZI] = rb, C[321] =-rg,

Chy = b Chyy = —b3.

Chy = gk Cly, = bF,

Coy = \/g(rf—gg),

Chyy = \/g( — 17— gg + 2bb), (A1)

where the subscript [111] and [21] stand for color-singlet (1.)
and color-octet (8,), respectively. So, the SU(3)coi0r Wave
functions of color-singlet (two color-singlet cluters, 1. ® 1,)
and hidden-color (two color-octet clusters, 8. ® 8.) channels
are given, respectively,

_ 1
X = C[111]C[111]v
1
¢ 2 AT 4 5 3 6
g(C[Zl]C[Zl] - C[Zl]C[Zl] - C[21]C[21]

8 8 6 3 9 9
+ConCan = CanCpany + CronCrayy

5 4 7 2
~CChoiy + ChyChany)

S
I

(A2)

For the diquark-antidiquark structure, the color wave func-
tions of the diquark clusters are,

Chy = 1 Ch= \/g (rg+gr).

Ch = g8  Ch= \g(rb +br),

Chy, \/g (gb+bg),  Cfy =bb,

\/g(rg —gr). iy = \/g(rb — br),
(1] \g(gb - bg)'

7
C[II]

C9

(A3)

While the color wave functions of the antidiquark clusters can



be writen as,
| 2 _ T, __
Cipy = TF, Ch =-— E(rg + gr),
3 —_ 4 Lo o
C[22] = 88, C[22] = E(rb + br),

Chy = - %(g’l_? +bg).  Cly = bb,

1 [P
C[7211] = \/;(’:g - gf)’ CF211] =- \/;(7’17 - b'_’),
Chiy = %(gl_a—Bg). (A4)

The color-singlet wave functions of the diquark-antidiquark
configuration can be the product of color sextet and antisextet
clusters (6. ® 6,) or the product of color-triplet and antitriplet
cluster (3, ® 3,), which read,

I
¢ _ 1 1 2 2] 3 A3
X3 = \/; (CiarCloay = CarCiony + CinCio
4 4 5 5 6 6
+ClyChy = CiyChay + C5C5,),

L7 4 8 8 )
g(C[n]C[zn] =ChinCom + C[U]C[zu])- (A5)

S
Il

2. The flavor wave function

For the flavor degree of freedom, the different coupling
methods generate different flavor wave function. From the
Table 2, the T,.; tetraquark flavor wave function can be cat-
egorized as F', and F', where the subscript m and d refer to
meson-meson and the diquark-antidiquark configurations, re-
spectively. Distinctive structures are gotten the quark coupling
arrange. For the meson-meson structure, the coupling orders
can be accessed as,

F) = (cg) - (c9), (A6)
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while for the diquark-antidiquark structure, the flavor wave
function should be written as

Fj = (co)~(g5) (A7)
3. The spin wave function

The total spin S of tetraquark states ranges from O to 2.
All of them are considered. The wave functions of two body
clusters are,

X1 = aaq,
Xi0 = \/g(a/ﬂ+ﬁo/),
Xi-1 = BB,

1
Xoo = \/;(aﬁ—ﬁa)- (A3)
Then, the total spin wave functions S’ are obtained by con-
sidering the coupling of two subcluster spin wave functions

with SU(2) algebra, and the total spin wave functions of four-
quark states can be read as,

Sé = X00X005
1
5(2) = g(/yn/yl,l—)(lo/ho +X171X11),
Sf = X00X11»
ST = X11X00,
1
5 _
Sy = \/;(XIIXIO —Xlo)(n),
Sg = X1X11- (A9)
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