
ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

19
44

0v
2 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

6 
Ju

l 2
02

4

Investigation of full-charm and full-bottom pentaquark states

K. Azizi∗

Department of Physics, University of Tehran, North Karegar Avenue, Tehran 14395-547, Iran
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The continuous advancement of experimental techniques and investigations has led to observations
of various exotic states in particle physics. Each addition to this family of states not only raises
expectations for future discoveries but also focuses attention on such potential new states. Building
upon this motivation and inspired by recent observations of various traditional and exotic particles
containing an increased number of heavy quarks, our study provides a spectroscopic search for

potential pentaquark states with spin-parity 3
2

−
and composed entirely of charm or bottom quarks.

We predict the masses for full-charm and full-bottom pentaquark states as m = 7628 ± 112 MeV
and m = 21982 ± 144 MeV, respectively. We also compute the current couplings of these states to
vacuum, which are main inputs in investigations of their various possible decays.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the proposal of the quark model, hadrons with non-conventional structures, which do not fit the conventional
baryons composed of three quarks (antiquarks) and mesons composed of a quark and an antiquark, have been subjects
of interests. The theory of strong interaction does not rule out the existence of such states, and this has attracted
interest in these states. They were investigated extensively in both theory and experiments. Finally, the first evidence
came out with the observation of X(3872) state in 2003 [1]. And following this observation, many other such exotic
state candidates were observed [2–10] and listed in Particle Data Group (PDG) [11]. These observations were also
followed by many theoretical investigations trying to explain their internal structures, which still have ambiguity and
need to be clearly identified with more scrutiny. It is evident that we will come across with other such possible exotic
states in the future. This expectation necessitates their examinations in detail via different approaches to provide
an understanding of their substructure and properties and provide feedback for future investigations. Besides, these
states help to deepen our understanding of the dynamics of the strong interaction.
The pentaquark states are among these non-conventional states with their first observation reported in 2015 by

the LHCb collaboration [3]. The investigation of the Λ0
b → J/ψpK− process resulted in two pentaquark states in

the J/ψp invariant mass spectrum with the following resonance parameters [3]: mPc(4380)+ = 4380 ± 8 ± 29 MeV,
ΓPc(4380)+ = 205±18±86MeV andmPc(4450)+ = 4449.8±1.7±2.5MeV, ΓPc(4450)+ = 39±5±19MeV. This observation

was supported by a full amplitude analysis for Λ0
b → J/ψpπ− decays [4] in 2016. In 2019, using updated data, a new

pentaquark state, Pc(4312)
+, was reported withmPc(4312)+ = 4311.9±0.7+6.8

−0.6 MeV and ΓPc(4312)+ = 9.8±2.7+3.7
−4.5 MeV

by the LHCb collaboration and analyses revealed two narrow overlapping peaks for the previously observed peak of the
Pc(4450)

− state with masses and widths: mPc(4440)+ = 4440.3± 1.3+4.1
−4.7 MeV, ΓPc(4440)+ = 20.6± 4.9+8.7

−10.1 MeV and

mPc(4457)+ = 4457.3± 0.6+4.1
−1.7 MeV, ΓPc(4457)+ = 6.4± 2.0+5.7

−1.9 MeV [5]. In the recent investigations, new states with

the strange quark were also added to this family. The LHCb collaboration reported the Pcs(4459)
0 state through the

investigation of JψΛ invariant mass distribution in Ξ−
b → J/ψK−Λ decays [9]. The mass and width for the Pcs(4459)

0

were given as m = 4458.8 ± 2.9+4.7
−1.1 MeV, and Γ = 17.3 ± 6.5+8.0

−5.7 MeV [9]. Pcs(4338) state was reported with the
mass 4338.2± 0.7± 0.4 MeV and the width 7.0± 1.2± 1.3 MeV from the amplitude analyses of B− → J/ψΛp̄ [10].
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Following the observations of the above pentaquark states, theoretical researches chasing the purpose of identifying
their various properties have focused on these states. The sub-structures and quantum numbers of these observed
pentaquark states still have uncertainty and this makes them attractive theoretically. Their investigations provide
information not only about their nature and substructure but also for future experiments searching for new such
states. Their scrutiny also supports and contributes to improving our understanding of the nonperturbative domain of
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) with their distinct quark substructures compared to conventional hadrons with three
quarks/antiquarks or a quark and an antiquark. With all these issues, these states were investigated thoroughly with
the application of different approaches assigning them different substructures such as diquark-diquark-antiquark [12–
26] and diquark-triquark [24, 27] models, and meson baryon molecular states [28–45]. Topological soliton model [46]
and a variant of the D4-D8 model [47] were applied to search their properties, and in Refs [48–52] their being
kinematical effects were taken into account. With the possibility for observation of new pentaquark states with quark
content different from the observed ones, various candidate pentaquark states were also studied in the literature [53–
67].
These observations and the advances in experimental facilities and techniques indicate the possibility of observing

more exotic states in the future. With this expectation, these states with different possible structures and quark
contents have been studied using various models [53–83]. The observed traditional baryons with double valence heavy
quarks or exotic states with full heavy quarks in the recent years [84–90] enhance the expectation for future observation
of such pentaquark states with two, three, or more heavy valence quarks in their quark substructures. This expectation
motivates us to study such types of systems, and to this end, in this work, our focus is to study the pentaquark stets
with full charm or full bottom quark contents. With the same motivation, the pentaquark states with full charm or
bottom compositions were also studied in Refs. [64, 91–97]. However, to enhance our knowledge, better understand
these states, and give support for possible future experiments, we need more analysis to explain their nature and
possible structures. Furthermore, such analysis helps improve our understanding of nonperturbative regime of the
quantum chromodynamics and refines our knowledge about the dynamics of heavy quarks. To investigate these
states, we apply a method that has revealed its success so far with its predictions consistent with the experimental
observations, namely the QCD sum rule method [98–100]. Using this method, we aim to calculate the masses and

current coupling constants for considered states with spin-parity 3
2

−
with a proper choice of interpolating current

defining these states and composed of heavy quark fields. The information obtained about such states, which have the
potential to be observed and investigated in future experiments, may provide support to conduct these experiments
and help to explore and understand their properties.
The outline of the paper is as follows: In Section II, the QCD sum rules giving the masses and current coupling

constants of the considered states were obtained. Section III gives the numerical analyses of the QCD sum rule results
attained. The last section is devoted to the summary and conclusion.

II. THE QCD SUM RULES FOR THE MASSES OF FULL-CHARM AND FULL-BOTTOM

PENTAQUARKS

This section provides the QCD sum rule calculations that give the masses and corresponding current coupling
constants of the considered full-charm and full-bottom pentaquarks. The mass calculations with the QCD sum rule
method start with a two-point correlation function given as

Πµν(p) = i

∫

d4xeip·x〈0|T {η
P(5Q)
µ (x)η̄

P(5Q)
ν (0)}|0〉, (1)

where T stands for time ordering operator and η
P(5Q)
µ represents the full-heavy pentaquark currents either composed

of completely charm quarks or completely bottom ones with the following form:

η
P(5Q)
µ = [ǫijkQT

i CγµQjQk][Q̄liγ5Ql]. (2)

The Q in Eq. (2) is either charm quark or bottom quark field, T represents transpose, i, j, k, l are the color indices,
and C is the charge conjugation operator. We use this interpolating current to investigate both the fully-charmed
pentaquark state using all its heavy quark fields as c quark fields and the fully-bottom pentaquark state using them
as all b quark fields.
In the calculation of Eq. (1), two paths are followed; in the first path, it is calculated in terms of hadronic degrees

of freedom. Since the result of the calculation contains the mass of the hadron and the current coupling constant, this
path is called the hadronic side. On the other hand, the same equation is also computed in terms of QCD degrees of
freedom, that is, in terms of the masses of the included quarks, quark-gluon condensates, and QCD coupling constant.
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Therefore, this path is called the QCD side of the calculation. After following these two paths to study the same
correlation function, the obtained results are matched considering the coefficients of the same Lorentz structure on
each part using a dispersion relation to obtain the QCD sum rules of the required quantities, masses, and current
coupling constants in this work. The obtained results also take contributions from higher states and continuum, which
need to be suppressed to obtain the required physical parameters. Borel transformations and continuum subtractions
are applied to both sides to provide this.
On the hadronic side, the interpolating currents are treated as annihilation or creation operators of the considered

hadrons. A complete set of hadronic states carrying the same quantum numbers as the interpolating current is inserted
inside the correlation function between the interpolating currents, and the integral over four-x is performed. With
these operations, the result becomes

ΠHad
µν (p) =

〈0|Jµ|P(5Q)(p, s)〉〈P(5Q)(p, s)|J̄ν |0〉

m2
P(5Q)

− p2
+ · · · . (3)

In Eq. (3) the · · · is used for the contribution of higher states and continuum, |P(5Q)(p, s)〉 is one particle satate with
momentum p and spin s, and the matrix elements are defined in terms of the current coupling constants, λP(5Q)

, and

Rarita-Schwinger spinor, uµ(p, s), as

〈0|Jµ|P(5Q)(p, s)〉 = λP(5Q)
uµ(p, s). (4)

Though the states analyzed here are spin- 32 states, the current used in the calculation also couples to the spin- 12 state.

Therefore, to isolate the contribution to the analyses from the spin- 32 state and remove that from spin- 12 state, we

need to consider the matrix element entering the calculation relevant for the spin- 12 states as

〈0|Jµ|
1

2
(p, s)〉 = A 1

2
+(γµ +

4pµ
m 1

2
+

)γ5u(q, s), (5)

which indicates that the results getting contributions from these states are proportional to γµ or pµ. According to
these, if we choose a proper Lorentz structure that does not contain γµ or pµ, we separate the part of the results giving
contribution only to spin- 32 state. To this end, we take into account the Lorentz structure gµν in our computation.
After using the matrix element given in Eq. (4) inside the Eq. (3), we use the following summation over spin:

∑

s

uµ(p, s)ūν(p, s) = −(6p+m)
[

gµν −
1

3
γµγν −

2pµpν
3m2

+
pµγν − pνγµ

3m

]

, (6)

and obtain the hadronic side as

ΠHad
µν (p) =

λP(5Q)

2

p2 −m2
P(5Q)

(6p+mP(5Q)
)
[

gµν −
1

3
γµγν −

2pµpν
3m2

P(5Q)

+
pµγν − pνγµ
3mP(5Q)

]

+ · · · . (7)

As stated, to avoid the pollution of the spin- 12 state, we work with the coefficient of the structure gµν , which leads us
to

ΠHad
µν (p) =

λ2P(5Q)

p2 −m2
P(5Q)

mP(5Q)
gµν + · · · , (8)

where the contributions of other structures are represented by · · · . After the Borel transformation with respect to
−p2 this result turns into

ΠHad
µν (p) = λ2P(5Q)

mP(5Q)
e−

m2
P(5Q)

M2 gµν + · · · , (9)

where M2 is the Borel parameter arising from the Borel transformation.
After getting the hadronic side, we turn our attention to the QCD side of the calculation and use the same correlation

function, Eq. (1), with the explicit form of the interpolating current given in terms of the quark fields. Using Wick’s
theorem, we obtain the possible contractions between the quark fields and attain the result in terms of the heavy
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quark propagators as:

ΠQCD
µν (p) = i

∫

d4xeip·x2ǫabcǫa′b′c′

{

Tr[γν S̃
ba′

Q (x)γµS
ab′

Q (x)]Tr[iγ5S
ee′

Q (x)iγ5S
e′e
Q (−x)]Scc′

Q (x)

− Tr[γν S̃
ba′

Q (x)γµS
ab′

Q (x)]Sce′

Q (x)iγ5S
e′e
Q (−x)iγ5S

ec′

Q (x)

− 2Tr[iγ5S
ee′

Q (x)iγ5S
e′e
Q (−x)]Sca′

Q (x)γν S̃
ab′

Q (x)γµS
bc′

Q (x)

+ 2Sce′

Q (x)iγ5S
e′e
Q (−x)iγ5S

ea′

Q (x)γν S̃
ab′

Q (x)γµS
bc′

Q (x)

+ 2Sca′

Q (x)γν S̃
ab
Q (x)γµS

be′

Q (x)iγ5S
e′e
Q (−x)iγ5S

ec′

Q (x)

− 2Tr[Sea′

Q (x)γν S̃
ab′

Q (x)γµS
be′

Q (x)iγ5S
e′e
Q (−x)iγ5]S

cc′

Q (x)

+ 2Scb′

Q (x)γν S̃
ea′

Q (x)iγ5S̃
e′e
Q (−x)iγ5S̃

be′

Q (x)γµS
ac′

Q (x)
}

, (10)

where S̃ab
Q (x) = CSabT

Q (x)C and SQ(x) is the heavy quark propagator given as

SQ,ab(x) =
i

(2π)4

∫

d4ke−ik·x

{

δab
6k −mQ

−
gsG

αβ
ab

4

σαβ(6k +mQ) + (6k +mQ)σαβ
(k2 −m2

Q)
2

+
π2

3
〈
αsGG

π
〉δijmQ

k2 +mQ 6k

(k2 −m2
Q)

4
+ · · ·

}

. (11)

Using this propagator in Eq. (10), and taking the integral over x and applying the Borel transformation, we obtain
the final results, which are long and not presented here, given in the following form:

BΠQCD(s0,M
2) =

∫ s0

25m2
Q

dse−
s

M2 ρ(s), (12)

with ρ(s) being the result corresponding to the coefficient of the Lorentz structure gµν obtained in the QCD side of
the calculation.
The match of the results of the coefficients of the Lorentz structure gµν attained in hadronic and QCD sides gives

the QCD sum rule for the masses and current coupling constants as

λ2P(5Q)
mP(5Q)

e−
m2

P(5Q)

M2 = BΠQCD(s0,M
2), (13)

from which we obtain the mass by taking the derivative of the Eq. (13) with respect to − 1
M2 and dividing this new

result by Eq. (13) itself. This leads us to the mass as

m2
P(5Q)

=

d
d(− 1

M2 )
BΠQCD(s0,M

2)

BΠQCD(s0,M2)
, (14)

and current coupling constant is obtained from Eq. (13)using the mass result as

λ2P(5Q)
=
e

m2
P(5Q)

M2

mP(5Q)

BΠQCD(s0,M
2). (15)

The next stage is to analyze these results with the proper input parameters and fix the corresponding numerical values
for these quantities, as explained in the next section.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSES

To attain the numerical results from the QCD sum rules obtained for masses and current coupling constants, some
input parameters are required. These input parameters are provided in Table I. Besides, we need two auxiliary
parameters in each case. These auxiliary parameters are Borel massesM2 and threshold parameters s0 that enter the
calculations by the applications of Borel transformation and continuum subtraction, respectively. In the analyses, the
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Parameters Values

mc 1.27 ± 0.02 GeV [11]

mb 4.18+0.03
−0.02 GeV [11]

〈αs

π
G

2〉 (0.012 ± 0.004) GeV4[101]

TABLE I. Necessary input parameters for the numerical analyses.

working windows for these parameters are fixed following the standard criteria of the QCD sum rule application. To
determine the upper limits of the Borel parameters, dominance of the pole over the continuum is demanded, and for
the lower limits, the convergence of the OPE calculation is taken into account. Regarding these, the proper intervals
for the Borel parameters are fixed as follows:

8.0 GeV2 ≤M2 ≤ 10.0 GeV2, (16)

for full-charm P(5c) pentaquark state and

25.0 GeV2 ≤M2 ≤ 35.0 GeV2, (17)

for the full-bottom P(5b) pentaquark state. Regarding the intervals of the threshold parameters, these parameters are
not completely arbitrary and have connections to the energies of the possible excited states. For this reason, their
values are fixed by conjecturing the probable energies that may correspond to the first excited states of the considered
pentaquarks. Therefore, the following intervals are applied in the analyses:

60.0 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤ 64.0 GeV2 (18)

for P(5c) state and

485.0 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤ 500.0 GeV2 (19)

for P(5b) states. Together with these above criteria, another criterion for these auxiliary parameters is the stability
of the results with the variation of these parameters in their working intervals. Therefore, after fixing the intervals
of these auxiliary parameters, we check the dependence of our results on them and depict their behaviors with the
figures 1-4 for both the full-charm and full-bottom pentaquark states. As is seen from these figures, these expectations
are satisfied enough at the chosen working intervals.

● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●
▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼
■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■

● s0=64 GeV
2

▼ s0=62 GeV
2

■ s0=60 GeV
2

8.0 8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0
6.0

6.5

7.0

7.5

8.0

8.5

9.0

M
2 (GeV2)

m
P

 5
c

(G
e
V
)

● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼

■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■

● M
2
=10.0 GeV

2

▼ M
2
=9.0 GeV

2

■ M
2
=8.0 GeV

2

60 61 62 63 64
6.0

6.5

7.0

7.5

8.0

8.5

9.0

s0 (GeV
2)

m
P

5
c

(G
e
V
)

FIG. 1. Left: The variation of the mass of the P(5c) state as a function of the Borel parameter M
2 at various values of the

threshold parameter s0. Right: The variation of the mass of the P(5c) state as a function of the threshold parameter s0 at

various values of the Borel parameter M
2.

Having fixed the applicable intervals of the auxiliary parameters and by using all the inputs, the mass values and
current coupling constants for these states can be reported. The results are presented in Table II. In the results, the
errors arising from the errors of input parameters and uncertainties in the determination of the working intervals of
the auxiliary parameters are also presented.
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FIG. 2. Left: The variation of the current coupling constant λP(5c)
of the P(5c) state as a function of the Borel parameter M2

at various values of the threshold parameter s0. Right: The variation of the current coupling constant λP(5c)
of the P(5c) state

as a function of the threshold parameter s0 at various values of the Borel parameter M2.
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FIG. 3. Left: The variation of the mass of the P(5b) state as a function of the Borel parameter M
2 at various values of the

threshold parameter s0. Right: The variation of the mass of the P(5b) state as a function of the threshold parameter s0 at

various values of the Borel parameter M
2.
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FIG. 4. Left: The variation of the current coupling constant λP(5b)
of the P(5b) state as a function of the Borel parameter M2

at various values of the threshold parameter s0. Right: The variation of the current coupling constant λP(5b)
of the P(5b) state

as a function of the threshold parameter s0 at various values of the Borel parameter M2.
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State m (MeV) λ (GeV)6

P(5c) 7628 ± 112 (9.81 ± 2.97) × 10−2

P(5b) 21982 ± 144 1.51± 0.60

TABLE II. : Masses and current coupling constants for P(5c) and P(5b) states.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The number of members of exotic states is increasing day after day as a result of improvements in experimental
techniques and analyses. Each new member added to this family increases the expectations of future observations
of such states and collects attention over these possible new states’ investigations. With the motivations brought by
the observed states, the ones with quark content different from the observed ones have been studied using various
theoretical models to provide inputs or comparison grounds for future experimental findings. With the same motivation
and the motivation brought by new observations of conventional or exotic states containing more numbers of heavy
quarks, in the present work, we searched for possible pentaquark states composed of full charm or full bottom quarks

and carrying spin-parity quantum numbers JP = 3
2

−
. We predicted the masses for these states asm = 7628±112 MeV

for full-charm pentaquark and m = 21982± 144 MeV for full-bottom pentaquark. In the literature, there are a few
works investigating the full-heavy pentaquark states. The similar mass predictions in Ref. [64] are m = 7.41+0.27

−0.31 GeV

and m = 21.60+0.73
−0.22 GeV for full-charm and full-bottom states, respectively. In Ref. [92], the prediction for the mass

of the full-bottom pentaquark state with spin-parity 3
2

−
is m = 23748.2 ∼ 23752.3 MeV, on the other hand, they

obtained no bound state for the charm counterpart of this state. The predictions in Ref. [93] are m = 7863.6 MeV and

m = 23774.8 MeV for full-charm and full-bottom pentaquarks with spin-parity JP = 3
2

−
, respectively. Beside these,

in Ref [94], the analysis gave no stable full-heavy pentaquark system. The results of the present work are consistent
with those of Ref. [64] within the errors for both types of pentaquarks, on the other hand, they are smaller than the
predictions presented in Refs. [92, 93]. As is seen, there is a need to conduct more investigations about these states
to gain a deeper understanding of them.
Besides, since they are necessary for the calculation of the form factors that are used in the investigations of possible

decay mechanisms of these states, we calculated the corresponding current coupling constants for these states.
It is evident that further analyses of these states are necessary to gain a better understanding of their structure and

properties. These results may be supported by other works through comparisons of their results or used in further
investigations delving into the interaction mechanisms of these states.
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