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Abstract

We present a review of our results for the masses and couplings of the scalar fully heavy four-quarks and TQQq̄q̄′ (JP =

0±, 1±) tetraquarks states from (inverse) QCD Laplace sum rule (LSR), their ratios R and double ratio of sum rules
(DRSR) within stability criteria and including Factorized Next-to-Leading Order (FNLO) Perturbative (PT) correc-
tions. As the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) usually converges for d ⩽ 6 − 8, we evaluated the QCD spectral
functions at Lowest Order (LO) of PT QCD and up to ⟨G3⟩. Our results for the 0++ fully heavy four-quark states may
explain the LHCb broad structure around (6.2 − 6.7) GeV which can be due to ηcηc, χc1χc1 and J/ψJ/ψ molecules
or/and their analogue S cS c, AcAc and VcVc tetraquarks. The peak at (6.8 − 6.9) GeV can be identified to the χc0χc0
molecule or/and the PcPc tetraquark state. Then, combining R and DRSR we focus on the analysis of the four-
quark nature of Tccq̄q̄′ 1± and 0± states. We show that combining R and DRSR can provide more precise results:
MT 1+

cc
= 3886(6) MeV and MT 0+

cc
= 3883(3) MeV. In a similar way, one obtain the improved mass predictions:

MT 1+
ccs̄ū
= 3931(7) MeV, MT 0+

ccs̄ū
= 3983(7) MeV and MT 0+

ccs̄s̄
= 3993(11) MeV. From our estimates of the masses of the

Pseudoscalar and Vector Tccq̄q̄′ states, we observe that the interpolating currents lead to two classes: Class H (Heavy)
states with masses around 6 GeV and Class L (Light) states around (3.8 − 4.4) GeV where the pseudoscalar (resp.
all vector states) are below the DD0, DsDs0 (resp. DD1, DsDs1) open charm thresholds. Finally, we extend the
whole study to the bottom sector and confront our results with the ones from different LSR predictions and some
other approaches (lattice, potential models,· · · ) in the literature.

Keywords: QCD Spectral Sum Rules, Perturbative and Non-perturbative QCD, Exotic hadrons, Masses and Decay
constants.

1. Introduction

In this talk, we summarize the results of our original
works [1–3].
Motivated by the LHCb-group discovery of exotic states
around (6.2 − 6.9) GeV from the J/ψ-pair invariant
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1Speaker

mass spectrum [4] and at 3875 MeV from the D0D0π+

mass distribution [5] as we can see in Figs. 1 and 2, we
use the inverse Laplace transform sum rules (LSR) [6–
11] and its ratios R to improve the existing QCD
spectral sum rules (QSSR) 2 estimates of the masses
and couplings of the scalar (Q̄Q)(Q̄Q)3 molecules and
(Q̄Q̄)(QQ) tetraquarks states. Then, to interpret the
peak at 3875 MeV (Fig. 2) which is a good candidate
for (I)JP = (0)1+ state, we redo the analysis of the
masses and couplings of TQQq̄q̄′ by combining the direct

2For reviews, see [12–23]
3Q ≡ c, b
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mass determinations from the ratios R with the ratio of
masses from the double ratio of sum rules (DRSR).

Figure 1: Invariant mass spectrum of J/ψ-pair candidate. Data (resp.
background regions) in black (resp. blue) signal.

Figure 2: Distribution of D0D0π+ mass.

2. The Laplace sum rule

We shall work with the finite energy version of the QCD
inverse Laplace sum rules and their ratios:

LQ
n |H (τ, µ) =

∫ tc

t2
0

dt tn e−tτ 1
π

Im Π(1,0)
H

(t, µ) ;

Rc
H

(τ) =
L

Q
n+1|H

L
Q
n |H

, (1)

where t0 = 2MQ+mq+mq′ is the hadronic threshold, MQ

(Q ≡ c, b) and mq, mq′ (q, q′ ≡ u, d, s) are respectively
the heavy and light quarks masses (we shall neglect the
u, d quark masses), τ is the LSR variable, n = 0, · · · is
the degree of moments and tc is the ”QCD continuum”
threshold.
From the ratio of LSR, one can extract the mass squared
at the optimization point τ0 :

Rc
H

(τ0) = M2
H
. (2)

We shall also work with the double ratio of sum rules
(DRSR) [24] :

rH ′/H (τ0) ≡

√
Rc
H ′

Rc
H

=
MH ′
MH

, (3)

which can be free from systematics provided that Rc
H

and Rc
H ′

optimize at the same values of τ and of tc:

τ0|H ≃ τ0|H ′ , tc|H ≃ tc|H ′ . (4)

The spectral function Im Π(1,0)
H

(t, µ) associated to the
spin 1 and 0 interpolating operators can be evaluated
from the two-point correlator:

Π
(1,0)
H

(q2) = i
∫

d4x e−iqx⟨0|TO(1,0)
H

(x)(O(1,0)
H

(x))†|0⟩,

(5)

where O(1,0)
H

(x) are the interpolating currents describing
the four-quark states.
The QCD expressions of the leading order (LO) spectral
functions up to dimension 6 condensates, details about
the FNLO PT corrections and the different QCD input
parameters are given in Ref. [14, 21, 25–27].

3. Optimization criteria

In our previous works [28–42], we have used the
minimum sensitivity of the observables versus the
variation of the external variables τ, tc and µ to extract
the optimal masses and couplings from the analysis.

• τ-stability: The optimal result is obtained around
a minimum or inflexion point. These optimal values
of τ are equivalent to the so-called plateau used in the
literature using the Borel M2 ≡ 1/τ variable. At this
τ-stability region, one can check the lowest ground
state dominance of the LSR and the convergence of the
OPE.
• tc-stability: One expects it to be around the mass of
the first radial excitation. To be conservative, we take
tc from the beginning of τ-stability until the tc-stability
starts to be reached. The tc-stability region corresponds
to a complete dominance of the lowest ground state in
the QSSR.
• µ-stability: This is used to fix in a rigorous optimal
way, the arbitrary subtraction constant appearing in
the PT calculation of the Wilson coefficients and in
the QCD input renormalized parameters. From our
previous works, we have observed that the value
of µ-stability is (almost) universal for the different
heavy-light four-quark states:

µc = (4.65±0.05) GeV ; µb = (5.20±0.05) GeV , (6)
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respectively for the charm and bottom channels.
• We shall also request that the Pole (P) contribution
(resonance) to the spectral integral is larger than the
QCD continuum (C) one:

RP/C ≡

∫ tc
t0

dte−tτImΠ(t)∫ ∞
tc

dte−tτImΠ(t)
⩾ 1. (7)

This condition is necessary to better restrict the conser-
vative region of (τ, tc).

4. The (Q̄Q)(Q̄Q) molecules and (Q̄Q̄)(QQ)
tetraquarks states

We shall study the charm channels and their beauty
analogue. As the shape of the different curves are simi-
lar, we shall illustrate it in the case of χc0χc0. The final
and conservative results are compiled in Table 4.

4.1. Interpolating currents

We shall be concerned with the scalar interpolating cur-
rents.

Table 1: Interpolating currents with a definite C-parity describing the
molecules and tetraquarks states. Q, q ≡ c, b

Scalar States (0++) Currents (O(0)
H

)

Molecules
χq0χq0 (Q̄Q)(Q̄Q)
ηqηq (Q̄γ5Q)(Q̄γ5Q)
J/ψJ/ψ, υυ (Q̄γµQ)(Q̄γµQ)
χq1χq1 (Q̄γµγ5Q)(Q̄γµγ5Q)
Tetraquarks
PqPq (QT

a CQb)(Q̄aCQ̄T
b )

sqS q (QT
a Cγ5Qb)(Q̄aγ5CQ̄T

b )
AqAq (QT

a CγµQb)(Q̄aγ
µCQ̄T

b )
VqVq (QT

a Cγµγ5Qb)(Q̄aγ
µγ5CQ̄T

b )

4.2. χc0χc0 molecule state

We study the behavior of the coupling and mass in term
of the LSR variable τ for different values of tc at NLO
as shown in Fig. 3. We consider as final results the
mean of the value corresponding to the beginning of
τ stability for [tc( GeV), τ( GeV−2)] ≃ [55, 0.36] and
the one where the tc stability starts to be reached for
[tc( GeV), τ( GeV−2)] ≃ [70, 0.38] from which we de-
duce:

Mχc0χc0 = 6675(98) MeV, fχc0χc0 = 69(21) keV. (8)

Figure 3: The coupling fχc0χc0 and mass Mχc0χc0 as a function of τ at
NLO for # values of tc and for µ=4.5 GeV.

5. TQQq̄q̄′ states

We extend the study to the case of the (pseudo)scalar
and (axial-)vector TQQq̄q̄′ tetraquarks states using the ra-
tios R of LSR and the double ratio DRSR. We do not
consider the molecule assignment of the TQQq̄q̄′ states
as the method cannot disentangle the molecule from the
tetraquark states. As the analysis will be performed us-
ing the same techniques, we shall illustrate it in the case
of 1+ Tccūd̄. The final results are compiled in Tables 5, 6
and 7.

5.1. Interpolating currents

We shall be concerned with the interpolating currents
in Table 2. We have also re-analyzed the results of
Ref. [43] using the currents in Table 3.

5.2. Tccūd̄ or Tcc(1+) state from LSR at NLO

The τ and tc behavior of the mass and coupling are
shown in Fig. 4. The optimal results are obtained for the
set: (τ, tc) =(0.31,30) to (0.34,46) (GeV−2,GeV2) from
which we deduce:

MT 1+
cc
= 3885(123) MeV, fT 1+

cc
= 491(48) keV. (9)
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Figure 4: fTcc (1+) and MTcc (1+) as a function of τ at NLO for # values
of tc and for µ=4.65 GeV.

5.3. Tcc(1+) state from DRSR

The optimal result is obtained for the set:
(τ, tc) =(0.31,30) to (0.34,46) (GeV−2,GeV2) (Fig. 5)
from which we deduce:

rT 1+
cc /Xc

= 1.0035(10)⇒ MT 1+
cc
= 3886(4) MeV, (10)

where we have used the experimental mass of the
Xc(3872) [44].
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Figure 5: Ratio of masses rT 1+
cc /Xc

as a function of τ at NLO for #
values of tc and for µ=4.65 GeV.

♢ Final value of MT 1+
cc

from LSR⊕DRSR

As a final value of MT 1+
cc

, we take the mean of the previ-
ous two determinations:

MT 1+
cc
= 3886(4) MeV. (11)

This estimation is comparable with the LHCb data
Tcc(1+) = 3875 MeV which is slightly above the D∗D
threshold of 3877 MeV.

6. Summary

We have presented improved predictions of QSSR
for the masses and couplings of JPC = 0++ fully heavy
molecules and tetraquarks states using LSR at NLO of
PT series and including non-perturbative contribution
condensates up to dimension d ⩽ 6. We have also
improved the existing QSSR results of (pseudo)scalar
and (axial-)vector TQQq̄q̄′ states by combining the direct
mass determinations from the ratios R of LSR with the
ratio of masses from DRSR. Our analysis has been done
within stability criteria with respect to the LSR variable
τ, the QCD continuum threshold tc and the subtraction
constant µ. To better restrict the stability region of
(τ, tc), we have also requested that the Pole contribution
is larger than the QCD continuum (RP/C ⩾ 1).
– From the previous analysis, we can conclude that
the broad structure around (6.2 ∼ 6.7) GeV might be
explained by the ηcηc, χc1χc1 and J/ψJ/ψ molecules
or/and their analogue S cS c, AcAc and VcVc tetraquarks.
The narrow structure at 6.9 GeV can be identified with
a χc0χc0 molecule or PcPc tetraquark.
– The χc1χc1 mass is below the χc1χc1 threshold, while
all of the predicted masses of the beauty state are above
the ηbηb and Υ(1S )Υ(1S ) thresholds.
– Our predictions for the Xc and Zc states can reproduce
quite well the observed masses of the Xc(3872) and
Zc(3900). However, as mentioned above and in [2], our
method cannot distinguish the molecule and four-quark
nature of a state. At the present stage, we can only
provide a description of these states as Tetramole (T ).
– Comparing our results with different QSSR predic-
tions in the literature, one can conclude that within
the errors, there are (almost) good agreement among
different determinations. Most of the approaches
predict the scalar and axial Tccqq′ states to be above the
hadronic thresholds while the Tbbqq′ is expected to be
below the physical thresholds.
– Confronted to different approaches in the lit-
erature (lattice calculations [51–54], light front
holographic [55], quark and potential models ⊕heavy
quark symmetry [56–64]) one can also notice that our
LSR⊕DRSR predictions are (almost) in agreement
(within the errors). The 0+ and 1+ Tcc states is expected
to be above the physical threshold while the Tbb ones
are grouped around the threshold.
– Our different predictions for 0+ and 1+ states from
LSR⊕DRSR are clustered in the range −250 to +150
MeV of the physical thresholds.
– From our results for the masses, we can divide the
pseudoscalar and vector states into two classes: The
Heavy (Class H) and Light (Class L) states. The masses
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of the Class H Tccq̄q̄′ (resp. Tbbq̄q̄′ ) states are around 6
(resp. 13) GeV which are about 2 GeV higher than the
ones of their axial and scalar partners. This findings
goes in line with our previous predictions for XYZ
states [31, 38, 40, 41]. For the Class L states the masses
of the charm channels are around (3.8 ∼ 4.4) GeV,
while for the bottom ones they are about 10.4 GeV and
all of them are below the open beauty thresholds.

Due to space limitation, we did not include in this pa-
per some results like the first radial excitations ones,· · ·
For more details, refer to the original works [1–3].
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Table 2: Interpolating operators describing the ZXT states where b = 0 is the optimized mixing parameter [31].

States I(JP) 3̄c3c Four-quark Currents

Zc (1+) OAcq = ϵi jkϵmnk
[
(qT

i Cγ5 c j)(q̄′mγµC c̄T
n ) + b, (qT

i C c j)(q̄′mγµγ5C c̄T
n )
]

OD∗qDq = (c̄γµq)(q̄′ iγ5c)

Xc (1+) O3
X = ϵi jk ϵmnk

[ (
qT

i Cγ5 c j

) (
c̄m γ

µC q̄T
n

)
+
(
qT

i Cγµ c j

) (
c̄m γ5C q̄T

n

) ]
O6

X = ϵi jk ϵmnk
[ (

qT
i Cγ5λ

a
i j c j

) (
c̄m γ

µCλa
mn q̄T

n

)
+
(
qT

i Cγµλa
i j c j

) (
c̄m γ5Cλa

mn q̄T
n

) ]
OD∗qDq =

1
√

2

[
(q̄γ5c)(c̄γµq) − (q̄γµc)(c̄γ5q)

]
Oψπ = (c̄γµλac)(q̄γ5λ

aq)

Tccūd̄ 0(1+) O1+
T =

1
√

2
ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
cT

i Cγµ c j

) [ (
ūm γ5C d̄T

n

)
−
(
d̄m γ5C ūT

n

) ]
Tccūs̄

1
2 (1+) O

T1+
us
= ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
ci CγµcT

j

) (
ūm γ5Cs̄T

n

)
Tccūd̄ 1(0+) O0+

T =
1
√

2
ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
cT

i Cγµ c j

) [ (
ūm γµC d̄T

n

)
+
(
d̄m γµC ūT

n

) ]
Tccūs̄

1
2 (0+) O

T0+
us
= ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
ci CγµcT

j

) (
ūm γ

µCs̄T
n

)
Tccs̄s̄ 0(0+) O0+

T = ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
ci CγµcT

j

) (
s̄m γ

µCs̄T
n

)
Tccūd̄ (0−) O

T0−
ud
= 1
√

2
ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
cT

i Cγµ c j

) [ (
ūm γ5 γµC d̄T

n

)
−
(
d̄m γ5 γµC ūT

n

) ]
Tccūs̄ (0−) O

T0−
us
= ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
ci CγµcT

j

) (
ūm γ5 γ

µCs̄T
n

)
Tccūd̄ (1−) O

T1−
ud
= 1
√

2
ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
cT

i Cγµ c j

) [ (
ūm C d̄T

n

)
−
(
d̄m C ūT

n

) ]
Tccūs̄ (1−) O

T1−
us
= ϵi jk ϵmnk

(
ci CγµcT

j

) (
ūm Cs̄T

n

)

Table 3: Interpolating operators describing the Tccq̄q̄′ -like states used in Ref. [43].

States Four-quark Currents Light quarks q
Pseudoscalar 0−

Tccq̄q̄ η1 =
(
cT

a C cb

) [ (
q̄aγ5 C q̄T

b

)
+
(
q̄bγ5 C q̄T

a

) ]
u, d, s

Tccq̄q̄ η2 =
(
cT

a Cγ5 cb

) [ (
q̄a C q̄T

b

)
+
(
q̄b C q̄T

a

) ]
u, d, s

Tccq̄ū η4 =
(
cT

a Cγµ cb

) [ (
ūa γ

µγ5 C q̄T
b

)
−
(
ūb γ

µγ5 C q̄T
a

) ]
d, s

Tccq̄ū η5 =
(
cT

a Cγµγ5 cb

) [ (
ūa γ

µ C q̄T
b

)
+
(
ūb γ

µ C q̄T
a

) ]
d, s

Vector 1−

Tccq̄q̄ η1 =
(
cT

a Cγµγ5 cb

) [ (
q̄aγ5 C q̄T

b

)
+
(
q̄bγ5 C q̄T

a

) ]
u, d, s

Tccq̄q̄ η2 =
(
cT

a Cγ5 cb

) [ (
q̄a γµγ5 C q̄T

b

)
+
(
q̄b γµγ5 C q̄T

a

) ]
u, d, s

Tccūq̄ η5 =
(
cT

a Cγµ cb

) [ (
ūa C q̄T

b

)
−
(
ūb C q̄T

a

) ]
d, s

Tccūq̄ η6 =
(
cT

a C cb

) [ (
ūa γ

µC q̄T
b

)
+
(
ūb γ

µC q̄T
a

) ]
d, s
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Table 4: Scalar fully heavy molecules/tetraquarks couplings and masses predictions from LSR at NLO. |∆µ| = 0.20 (resp. 0.25) for the charm (resp. beauty) case.
|∆τ| = 0.02 GeV−2. In the case of asymmetric errors, we take the mean value.

Table 5: Summary of the results of the XZT states masses in units of MeV obtained from LSR and DRSR. Our final values are in the column “LSR ⊕ DRSR” which
are the mean from LSR with the ones deduced from DRSR.

Mass ∆EB
States JP Decay Thresholds Data Config. LSR LSR ⊕ DRSR
Zc 1+ D̄0D∗+ 3876 3900 D∗D 3912(61) [31]

3̄c3c 3889(58)[31]
TZc 3900(42) [31] +24(42)

Zb 1+ B̄0B∗+ 10605 TZb 10579(99) [31] –26(99)

Xc 1+ D̄0D∗+ 3876 3872 3̄c3c 3876(76)
6̄c6c 3864(76)
ψπ 3889(76)
D∗D 3912(61)
TXc 3876(44) +0(44)

Xb 1+ B̄0B∗+ 10605 3̄c3c 10545(131) –60(131)

Tccūd̄ 1+ D̄0D∗+ 3876 3875 3̄c3c 3885(74) 3886(4) +14(6)
Tccūs̄ 1+ D̄0

s D∗ 3975 – 3940(89) 3931(7) -44(7)
Tccq̄q̄ 0+ D̄0D0 3730 – 3882(81) 3883(3) +153(3)
Tccūs̄ 0+ D̄0

s D 3833 – 3936(90) 3927(6) +94(6)
Tccs̄s̄ 0+ D+s D−s 3937 – 4063(72) 3993(11) +56(11)

Tbbūd̄ 1+ B̄0B∗+ 10605 – 10441(147) 10501(98) -104(98)
Tbbūs̄ 1+ B̄0

s B∗+ 10692 – 10476(154) 10521(83) -171(83)
Tbbq̄q̄ 0+ B̄0B0 10559 – 10419(146) 10484(63) -75(63)
Tbbd̄s̄ 0+ B̄0

s B0 10646 – 10454(153) 10511(58) -135(56)
Tbbs̄s̄ 0+ B̄0

s B0
s 10734 – 10538(129) 10567(57) -167(57)
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Table 6: Tccq̄q̄′ Predictions of the couplings [keV] and masses [MeV] compared with the ones in Ref. [43].

Our Work Ref. [43]
States Current tc [GeV2] τ [GeV−2] f NLO

Tccqq′
τ [GeV−2] MNLO

Tccqq′
tc τ [GeV−2] MLO

Tccqq′

Class H
0−

Tccūd̄ O0−
T , η4 50→ 60 0.12→ 0.18 1559(133) 0.16→ 0.18 6303(123) 22 0.29→ 0.37 4430(130)

Tccd̄d̄ η2 48→ 60 0.14→ 0.18 1348(165) 0.16→ 0.18 6267(148) –
Tccūs̄ O

T0−
us
, η4 44→ 58 0.16→ 0.20 983(147) 0.15→ 0.20 6102(172) –

Tccs̄s̄ η2 42→ 58 0.16→ 0.22 1164(168) 0.18→ 0.22 5946(180) –
1−

Tccūd̄ O1−
T , η5 46→ 60 0.14→ 0.18 841(117) 0.15→ 0.18 6212(172) –

Tccd̄d̄ η2 48→ 60 0.13→ 0.16 1165(107) 0.14→ 0.16 6362(140) –
Tccūs̄ O

T1−
us
, η5 44→ 58 0.16→ 0.20 558(76) 0.17→ 0.20 6064(167) –

Tccs̄s̄ η2 46→ 58 0.15→ 0.20 1085(109) 0.17→ 0.20 6110(154) –
Class L
0−
Tccūd̄ η5 24→ 36 0.32→ 0.45 289(42) 0.41→ 0.47 4380(128) 23 0.27→ 0.40 4410(140)
Tccd̄d̄ η1 24→ 36 0.25→ 0.35 402(45) 0.25→ 0.35 3965(76) 24 0.26→ 0.33 4430(120)
Tccūs̄ η5 24→ 36 0.50→ 0.56 236(51) 0.50→ 0.56 4251(127) 24 0.24→ 0.39 4500(160)
Tccs̄s̄ η1 24→ 36 0.25→ 0.36 322(42) 0.25→ 0.36 4096(96) 25 0.25→ 0.36 4460(130)
1−
Tccūd̄ η6 26→ 40 0.22→ 0.31 293(51) 0.22→ 0.31 4113(108) 23 0.27→ 0.32 4340(160)
Tccd̄d̄ η1 26→ 40 0.23→ 0.32 380(39) 0.23→ 0.32 4170(110) 23 0.28→ 0.33 4350(140)
Tccūs̄ η6 26→ 40 0.23→ 0.32 262(29) 0.23→ 0.32 4157(100) 23 0.27→ 0.35 4350(160)
Tccs̄s̄ η1 26→ 40 0.26→ 0.35 289(37) 0.26→ 0.35 4210(103) 24 0.27→ 0.36 4470(130)

Table 7: Tbbq̄q̄′ predictions of the couplings [keV] and masses [MeV] compared with the ones in Ref. [43].

Our Work Ref. [43]
States Current tc [GeV2] τ [GeV−2] f NLO

Tbbqq′
τ [GeV−2] MNLO

Tbbqq′
tc τ [GeV−2] MLO

Tccqq′

Class H
0−
Tbbūd̄ O

T0−
ud
, η4 185→ 230 0.060→ 0.075 424(108) 0.060→ 0.075 13100(278) – ?

Tbbūd̄ η5 180→ 220 0.080→ 0.090 165(31) 0.080→ 0.095 12730(207) 115 0.13→ 0.14 10300(300)
Tbbd̄d̄ η2 185→ 230 0.060→ 0.080 373(90) 0.065→ 0.080 13039(258) —
Tbbūs̄ O

T0−
us
, η4 185→ 230 0.070→ 0.080 283(65) 0.070→ 0.080 13005(247) –

Tbbūs̄ η5 175→ 210 0.085→ 0.090 144(40) 0.080→ 0.100 12553(252) 115 0.13→ 0.14 10400(200)
Tbbs̄s̄ η2 185→ 230 0.060→ 0.085 302(82) 0.080→ 0.085 12745(274) —
1−
Tbbūd̄ O

T1−
ud
, η5 190→ 230 0.065→ 0.080 246(59) 0.065→ 0.080 13053(262) ?

Tbbd̄d̄ η2 190→ 230 0.065→ 0.075 361(75) 0.065→ 0.075 13131(240) –
Tbbūs̄ O

T1−
us
, η5 180→ 230 0.070→ 0.085 158(41) 0.070→ 0.085 12910(268) –

Tbbs̄s̄ η2 180→ 230 0.075→ 0.090 294(69) 0.075→ 0.090 12834(246) –
Class L
0−
Tbbd̄d̄ η1 130→ 160 0.120→ 0.160 14(2) 0.120→ 0.160 10407(124) 125 0.10→ 0.14 10600(300)
Tbbs̄s̄ η1 130→ 160 0.130→ 0.170 12(2) 0.130→ 0.170 10437(109) 125 0.10→ 0.15 10600(300)
1−
Tbbūd̄ η6 130→ 160 0.110→ 0.150 11(2) 0.110→ 0.150 10469(110) 120 0.11→ 0.14 10400(200)
Tbbd̄d̄ η1 130→ 160 0.120→ 0.160 12(2) 0.120→ 0.160 10412(99) 125 0.11→ 0.14 10600(300)
Tbbūs̄ η6 130→ 160 0.120→ 0.160 10(2) 0.120→ 0.160 10438(97) 120 0.11→ 0.14 10400(200)
Tbbs̄s̄ η1 130→ 160 0.130→ 0.170 10(2) 0.130→ 0.170 10445(116) 125 0.10→ 0.15 10600(300)
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