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Exploring the mass spectrum and electromagnetic property of the ΞccK(∗) and ΞccK̄(∗) molecules
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Using the one-boson-exchange model, we investigate the interactions between the doubly charmed baryon
Ξcc(3621) and the S−wave (anti-)kaon accounting for the S − D wave mixing and coupled-channel effects.
We find the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ state with I(JP) = 0(1/2−), the ΞccK∗ state with 0(1/2−), the ΞccK̄ state
with 0(1/2−), and the ΞccK̄∗ states with 0(1/2−, 3/2−) can be recommended as good doubly charmed molecular
candidates with strangeness |S | = 1. We further examine their M1 radiative decay behaviors and magnetic
moments within the constituent quark model framework. This information can enhance our understanding of
their inner structures, including the distribution of electric charge and the orientation of the constituent quarks’
spins.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, experimental discoveries of new hadron
matter have significantly advanced the study of hadronic spec-
troscopy, making it a prominent research focus in particle
physics (see reviews [1–7] for more details). Delving deeply
into hadronic spectroscopy cannot only reveals the inner struc-
tures and formation mechanisms of new hadronic states but
also provide insights into the complex non-perturbative dy-
namics of quantum chromodynamics (QCD).

Recently, the LHCb Collaboration observed two open-

charm exotic structures, T
a0(++)
cs̄ (2900) in the D+s π

−(π+) final
states [8]. Their quantum number configurations are I(JP) =
1(0+). The masses and decay widths are MT a0

cs̄ (2900) = 2892 ±
14 ± 15 MeV, ΓT a0

cs̄ (2900) = 119 ± 26 ± 12 MeV, MT a++
cs̄ (2900) =

2921 ± 17 ± 19 MeV
✿

, and ΓT a++
cs̄ (2900) = 137 ± 32 ± 14 MeV.

Due to their near-threshold behaviors and quantum numbers,

the T
a0(++)
cs̄ (2900) are proposed as isovector D∗K∗ molecules

with JP = 0+. The hadronic molecular explanations re-
mind us of the famous charm-strange states, the Ds0(2317)
and Ds1(2460). These states were observed by the BaBar
and CLEO experiments [9, 10] in the D+s π

0 and D∗+s π
0 de-

cay modes, respectively. These states were further confirmed
by the Belle and BaBar experiments [11–13]. Theoretically,
since they are located below the DK and D∗K mass thresh-
olds, Ds0(2317) and Ds1(2460) are often interpreted as S -
wave isoscalar DK and D∗K molecular states, respectively
[14–22].

Additionally, it is worth mentioning that in 2020, the
LHCb Collaboration first observed two other structures in the
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D−K+ invariant mass distribution, namely, the X0(2900) and
X1(2900), by analyzing the decay amplitude for the B+ →
D+D−K+ process [23]. The corresponding masses and decay
widths are MX0(2900) = 2866±7±2 MeV, ΓX0(2900) = 57±12±4
MeV, MX1(2900) = 2904±5±1 MeV, and ΓX1(2900) = 110±11±4
MeV, respectively. Their spin-parities are JP = 0+ and
1−, respectively. The X0(2900) and X1(2900) are also good
candidates for open-charm tetraquark states, as the valence
quark components in the final states are [c̄suu]. Because the
X0,1(2900) are very close to the mass thresholds for the D̄∗K∗

and D̄1K systems, they are often regarded as isoscalar meson-
meson hadron molecules [24–31].

In the bottom sector, there is an interesting discussion on
the existence of open-bottom tetraquarks. Experimentally,
in 2016, the DØ Collaboration reported a narrow structure,
X(5568), in the B0

sπ
± invariant mass spectrum [32]. However,

it was not confirmed by the ATLAS, CDF, CMS, and LHCb
collaborations [33–36]. Theoretically, the hadronic explana-
tions for the X(5568) have been examined in several studies
[37–43]. In particular, in our previous work [41], we found
that the X(5568) cannot be assigned as an isovector BK̄ molec-
ular state, however, there can exist possible isoscalar B(∗)K̄(∗)

molecular states. In addition, the BsJ(6158) was explained as
a B̄K∗ molecular state with 1+ [25].

Single charm ⇋ Double charm ⇋ Single bottom

Ds0(2317) ∼ DK Pccs̄ ∼ ΞccK(∗) X(5568) ∼ B̄K

Ds1(2460) ∼ D∗K BsJ(6158) ∼ B̄K∗

Tcs̄(2900) ∼ D∗K∗

X(2900) ∼ D̄∗K∗ Pccs ∼ ΞccK̄(∗)

As shown above, it is very interesting to explore the ΞccK(∗)

andΞccK̄(∗) interactions to search for possible doubly charmed
molecular candidates with strangeness |S | = 1. In fact, if we
ignore the coupling between the heavy quarks and the light
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quarks, the interactions between the double charmed baryon
and kaon are very similar to the interactions between the
charmed meson and kaon. Due to the heavier reduced masses,
there is a potential for the existence of the ΞccK(∗) and ΞccK̄(∗)

bound states.

In this work, we adopt the one-boson-exchange (OBE)
model to derive the effective potentials for the ΞccK(∗) and
ΞccK̄(∗) systems, including the π, σ, η, ρ, and ω exchanges
interactions. In our calculations, we also consider the S − D

wave mixing effects and the coupled-channel effects. Using
these OBE effective potentials, we solve the coupled channel
Schrödinger equations to search for possible loosely bound
state solutions.

Our study can not only predict the existence of possible
ΞccK(∗) and ΞccK̄(∗) molecular candidates, but also deepen our
understanding of the interactions between the doubly charmed
baryon and the (anti-)strange meson. In addition, this study
will test the molecular-state picture for the open-charm exotic
structures with strangeness to some extent.

Afterward, we use the obtained bound state solutions to
explore the M1 radiative decay behaviors and the magnetic
moments of the predicted molecular candidates. And we em-
ploy the constituent quark model, which is often adopted to
study the electromagnetic properties of the baryons [44–52]
and multiquarks [53–70]. These efforts can provide valuable
clues to understand the inner structures of the open heavy fla-
vor multiquarks.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce
the theoretical frameworks of the OBE effective potentials, the
M1 radiative decay behaviors, and the magnetic moments for
the ΞccK(∗) and ΞccK̄(∗) systems. In Sec. III, we present the
corresponding numerical results. The paper ends with a sum-
mary in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS

A. OBE effective potentials

In this subsection, we study the ΞccK(∗) and ΞccK̄(∗) inter-
actions using the OBE model. First, we introduce the relevant
Lagrangians. For the interactions between the strange mesons
and the light mesons (σ, π, η, ρ, ω), we construct the effective
Lagrangians based on S U(3) symmetry [71–73], i.e.,

LPPσ = gσmP〈PPσ〉, (1)

LVVσ = gσmV 〈VVσ〉, (2)

LPPV =
ig
√

2
〈∂µP(PVµ − VµP)〉, (3)

LVVP =
gVVP√

2
εµναβ〈∂µVν∂αVβP〉, (4)

LVVV =
ig

2
√

2
〈∂µVν(VµVν − VνVµ)〉. (5)

Here, P and V are the S U(3) matrices containing the octets of
vector and pseudoscalar mesons, respectively, which are given

as follows:

P =































π0
√

2
+

η√
6

π+ K+

π− − π0
√

2
+

η√
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√

2
3
η































,

V =



























ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2
ρ+ K∗+

ρ− − ρ0

√
2
+ ω√

2
K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 φ



























.

Once expanding the Eqs. (1)−(5), we can obtain

LK(∗)K(∗)σ = g′σmK K̄Kσ − g′σmK∗ K̄∗ · K∗σ, (6)

LPKK∗ =
ig

4

[

(

K̄∗µK − K̄K∗µ
)

(

τ · ∂µπ +
∂µη√

3

)]

+
ig

4

[

(

∂µK̄K∗µ − K̄∗µ∂µK
)

(

τ · π + η
√

3

)]

, (7)

LVKK =
ig

4

[

K̄∂µK − ∂µK̄K
]

(τ · ρµ + ωµ) , (8)

LVK∗K∗ =
ig

4

[(

K̄∗µ∂
µK∗ν − ∂µK̄∗νK∗µ

)

(τ · ρν + ων)
]

+
ig

4

[(

∂µK̄∗νK∗ν − K̄∗ν∂
µK̄∗ν

) (

τ · ρµ + ωµ
)]

+
ig

4

[(

K̄∗νK∗µ − K̄∗µK∗ν
)

(τ · ∂µρν + ∂µων)
]

, (9)

LPK∗K∗ = gVVPεµναβ∂
µK̄∗ν∂αK∗β

(

τ · π + η
√

3

)

, (10)

LVKK∗ = gVVPεµναβ
(

∂µK̄∗νK + K̄∂µK∗ν
)

(

τ · ∂αρβ + ∂αωβ
)

. (11)

Drawing from the experience from the nucleon-nucleon in-
teractions, we construct the effective Lagrangians between
the doubly charmed baryons and the light mesons as follows
[74, 75]:

LΞccΞccσ = gσΞ̄ccσΞcc, (12)

LΞccΞccP = gπΞ̄cciγ5PΞcc, (13)

LΞccΞccV = hvΞ̄ccγµVµΞcc +
fv

2mΞcc

Ξ̄ccσµν∂
µVνΞcc. (14)

We estimate the coupling constants in Eqs. (1)-(14) as fol-
lows. With the help of the the quark model, we can obtain
the relationship between the coupling constants of double-
charm baryons and those of nucleon-nucleon interaction [76–

78], gσ =
1
3
gσNN , gπ = −

√
2mΞcc

5mN
gπNN , hv =

√
2gρNN , and

hv + fv = −
√

2mΞcc

5mN
(gρNN + fρNN ). g′σ = −3.65 [79], g = 12.0

[80], gVVP = 3g2/(32
√

2π2 fπ), and fπ = 132 MeV are esti-
mated by using the vector meson dominance model [81]. We
further fix the phase between all the coupling constants in the
quark model. These values are summarized in Table I.

With the preparations of the effective Lagrangians, we next
derive the OBE effective potentials for the ΞccK(∗) systems,
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TABLE I: Coupling constants adopted in our calculation. The cou-
pling constants for the nucleon-nucleon interactions are taken from
Refs. [76–78].

σ π/η ρ/ω

g2
σNN

4π
= 5.69

g2
πNN

4π
= 13.60

g2
ρNN

4π
= 0.84

fρNN

gρNN
= 6.10

gσ = −2.82 gπ = 14.26 hv = 4.65 fv = −28.11

which relate to the scattering amplitudes in the Breit approxi-
mation:

Vh1h2→h3h4

E
(q) = − M(h1h2 → h3h4)

√
∏

i 2Mi

∏

f 2M f

. (15)

Here, M(h1h2 → h3h4) denotes the scattering amplitude for
the h1h2 → h3h4 process by exchanging the light meson
(σ, π, η, ρ, ω) in t channel. Mi and M f are the masses of the
initial states (h1, h2) and final states (h3, h4), respectively. By
performing a Fourier transformation, we can obtain the effec-
tive potential in the coordinate spaceV(r):

Vh1h2→h3h4

E
(r) =

∫

d3q

(2π)3
eiq·rVh1h2→h3h4

E
(q)F 2(q2,m2

E).

Here, we introduce a monopole form factorF (q2,m2
E

) = (Λ2−
m2

E
)/(Λ2 − q2) at each interactive vertex, which can reflect the

off-shell effect of the exchanged boson. Λ, mE , and q are the
cutoff, mass, and four-momentum of the exchanged meson,
respectively. In our OBE effective potentials, the cutoff Λ is
the only free parameter, relating to the typical hadronic scale
or the intrinsic size of hadrons. Based on the experience of
the deuteron [82, 83], a reasonable cutoff value is around Λ ∼
1.00 GeV.

In order to obtain the total OBE effective potentials, we fur-
ther construct the wave functions for the investigated systems.
For the ΞccK(∗) systems, the wave function |Ψ〉 can be con-
structed as the direct product of the color wave function |φc〉,
the flavor wave function |I, I3〉, the spin-orbit wave function
|2S+1LJ〉, and the radial wave function |ψ(r)〉:

|Ψ〉 = |φc〉|I, I3〉|2S+1LJ〉|ψ(r)〉. (16)

Here, the color wave functions is 1, indicating that the color
configuration is a singlet. The isospin I can be either 0 or 1
for the ΞccK(∗) systems. We can construct their flavor function
as follows:

|0, 0〉 =
√

1

2

(∣

∣

∣Ξ++cc K(∗)0
〉

−
∣

∣

∣Ξ+ccK(∗)+
〉)

,

|1, 1〉 =
∣

∣

∣Ξ++cc K(∗)+
〉

,

|1, 0〉 =
√

1

2

(∣

∣

∣Ξ++cc K(∗)0
〉

+
∣

∣

∣Ξ+ccK(∗)+
〉)

,

|1,−1〉 =
∣

∣

∣Ξ+ccK(∗)0
〉

.

When we consider the S −D wave mixing effects, the spin-
orbit wave functions |2S+1LJ〉 can include

ΞccK : JP = 1
2

−
∣

∣

∣

∣

2S 1
2

〉

, (17)

ΞccK∗ : JP = 1
2

−
∣

∣

∣

∣

2S 1
2

〉

,
∣

∣

∣

∣

4D 1
2

〉

, (18)

JP = 3
2

−
∣

∣

∣

∣

4S 3
2

〉

,
∣

∣

∣

∣

2D 3
2

〉

,
∣

∣

∣

∣

4D 3
2

〉

. (19)

The general expressions can be expressed as follows:

ΞccK :
∣

∣

∣

2S+1LJ

〉

= χ 1
2

ms

∣

∣

∣YL,mL

〉

,

ΞccK∗ :
∣

∣

∣

2S+1LJ

〉

=

ms,mL
∑

m,m′

C
S ,mS

1
2

m,1m′
C

J,M
S mS ,LmL

χ 1
2

mǫ
m′

∣

∣

∣YL,mL

〉

.

Here, C
S ,mS

1
2

m,1m′
and C

J,M
S mS ,LmL

are the Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-

cients. χ 1
2

m and
∣

∣

∣YL,mL

〉

denote the spin wave function and

spherical harmonics function, respectively. ǫm′ is the polar-
ization vector for the vector meson K∗, which has the form of
ǫm
± = ∓ 1√

2

(

ǫm
x ±iǫm

y

)

and ǫm
0 = ǫm

z , with ǫ±1 =
1√
2

(0,±1, i, 0)

and ǫ0 = (0, 0, 0,−1).
Finally, the total OBE effective potentials for the ΞccK →
ΞccK, ΞccK∗ → ΞccK∗, and ΞccK → ΞccK∗ processes, de-
noted as V11, V22, and V12, respectively, can be written as

V11 = −
1

2
gσg′σY(Λ,mσ, r)

+

√
2

8
ghVYI

1(Λ,mρ,mω, r)

+

√
2 fV g

32m2
Ξcc

∇2YI
1(Λ,mρ,mω, r), (20)

V22 = −
1

2
gσg′σ(ǫ†

4
· ǫ2)Y(Λ,mσ, r)

+

√
2gπgVVP

24mΞcc

F (r, iσ, ǫ2 × ǫ†4)YI
2(Λ,mπ,mη, r)

+

√
2hVg

8
(ǫ†

4
· ǫ2)YI

1(Λ,mρ,mω, r)

+

√
2hVg

32m2
Ξcc

(ǫ†
4
· ǫ2)∇2YI

1(Λ,mρ,mω, r)

+

√
2

64

(hV + fV )g

mΞcc
mK∗

F ′(r, iσ, ǫ2 × ǫ†4)YI
1(Λ,mρ,mω, r),

(21)

V12 = −
√

2

24

hVgVVP

24mΞcc

√

mK∗

mK

F ′(r,σ, ǫ†
4
)YI

1(Λ0,mρ0,mω0, r)

−
√

2

24

fV gVVP

24mΞcc

√

mK∗

mK

F ′(r,σ, ǫ†
4
)YI

1(Λ0,mρ0,mω0, r)

−
√

2

64

gπg

mΞcc

√
mKmK∗

F (r,σ, ǫ†
4
)YI

2(Λ0,mπ0,mη0, r).

(22)

Here, the variables in the Eq. (22) are Λ2
0
= Λ2 − q2

0
, m2

0
=

m2 − q2
0
, and q0 =

m2
K∗−m2

K

2(mK∗+mΞcc )
. And we define serval useful

functions:

F (r,a, b) = a · b∇2 + S (r̂,a, b)r
∂

∂r

1

r

∂

∂r
,
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F ′(r,a, b) = 2a · b∇2 − S (r̂,a, b)r
∂

∂r

1

r

∂

∂r
,

S (r̂,a, b) = 3(r̂ · a)(r̂ · b) − a · b,
YI

1(Λ,m1,m2, r) = G(I)Y(Λ,m1, r) + Y(Λ,m1, r),

YI
2(Λ,m1,m2, r) = G(I)Y(Λ,m2, r) +

1

3
Y(Λ,m2, r),

with Y(Λ,m, r) = e−mr−e−Λr

4πr
− Λ2−m2

8πΛ
e−Λr, the isospin factors

G(0) = −3 and G(1) = 1. The a · b and S (r̂,a, b) are the
spin-spin interactions and tensor force operators, respectively.
In Table II, we collect the matrices elements for the spin-spin
interactions and tensor force operators involved in the OBE
effective potentials as showed in Eqs. (21)-(22), they can be
obtained by sandwiched the discussed spin-orbit wave func-
tions in Eqs. (17)-(19).

TABLE II: Matrices elements for the spin-spin interactions and ten-
sor force operators in the OBE effective potentials.

J = 1
2

J = 3
2

〈ǫ†
4
· ǫ2〉

















1 0

0 1















































1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1































〈iσ ·

(

ǫ2 × ǫ†4
)

〉
















−2 0

0 1















































1 0 0

0 −2 0

0 0 1































〈S (r̂,σ, iǫ2 × ǫ†
4

)〉
















0 −
√

2

−
√

2 −2















































0 1 2

1 0 −1

2 −1 0































〈σ · ǫ†
4
〉

















√
3

0

















. . .

〈S (r̂,σ, ǫ†
4

)〉
















0

−
√

6

















. . .

B. The M1 radiative decay behaviors and the magnetic

moments

In this work, we further discuss the M1 radiative decay
behaviors and the magnetic moments of the possible ΞccK(∗)

molecules. If the possible ΞccK and ΞccK∗ molecules can co-
exist, we can estimate the M1 radiative decay width for the
ΞccK∗ → ΞccK + γ process [61]:

ΓH→H′γ =
αEM

2JH + 1

k3

m2
p

∑

JH′z,JHz

(

JH′ 1 JH

−JH′z 0 JHz

)2

(

JH′ 1 JH

−Jz 0 Jz

)2

|µH→H′ |2

µ2
N

.

(23)

In the above formula, αEM ≈ 1/137 is the electromagnetic
fine structure constant, k is the moment of the emitted pho-
ton with k = (m2

H
− m2

H′ )/2mH, JA and JAz with A = (H,H′)

denote the total and the z−component spin of the involved
hadrons, respectively. µN = e/2mp with mp = 0.938 GeV

[84].

(

JH′ 1 JH

−JH′z 0 JHz

)

and

(

JH′ 1 JH

−Jz 0 Jz

)

stand for the 3 − j

coefficients, and Jz is the minimun value of the total spin JA

of the involved hadrons. µH→H′ is the corresponding transition
magnetic moment, which can be expressed as

µH→H′ = 〈JH′ , Jz|
∑

j′

µ̂
spin

z j′ e−ik·r j′ + µ̂orbital
z |JH , Jz〉 . (24)

Here, e−ik·r j′ stands for the spatial wave function of the emit-
ted photon. In our calculations, e−ik·r j′ is expanded as a serial
of series contening the spherical Bessel functions jl(x) and the
spherical harmonic functions Ylm(Ω), i.e.,

e−ik·r j′ =

∞
∑

l=0

l
∑

m=−l

4π(−i)l jl(kr j′ )Y
∗
lm(Ωk)Ylm(Ωr j′ ). (25)

In order to gain a more comprehensive understanding of the
spatial wave functions of the initial and final states, it is nec-
essary to consider the spatial wave functions of the molecular
states, the doubly charmed baryon, and the (anti-)kaon. In the
case of the molecular states, we utilise the precise spatial wave
functions by solving the Schrödinger equation. In the case of
the doubly charmed baryon and the (anti-)kaon, we adopt the
simple harmonic oscillator wave function, given by the ex-
pression ψn,l,m(β, r), to describe their spatial wave functions.
This can be written as

ψn,l,m(β, r) =

√

2n!

Γ(n + l + 3
2
)
L

l+ 1
2

n (β2r2)βl+ 3
2

×e−
β2r2

2 rlYlm(Ω). (26)

In this context, the radial, orbital, and magnetic quantum num-
bers of the hadrons are designated as n, l, and m, respectively.

L
l+ 1

2
n (x) is used to represent the associated Laguerre polyno-

mial. The oscillating parameters β is taken to be 0.4 GeV in
the realistic calculations [61].

In the constituent quark model, the spin magnetic moment

for all the involved quarks (µ̂
spin
z ) and the orbital magnetic mo-

ment linking the molecular components (µ̂orbital
z ) can be ex-

pressed as [61, 67, 70, 87]:

µ̂
spin

j′z =
e j′σ̂z j′

2m j′
, (27)

µ̂orbital
z =

(

mM

mB + mM

eB

2mB

+
mB

mB + mM

eM

2mM

)

L̂z. (28)

Here, e j′,B,M and m j′,B,M are the charges and the masses of the
j′−th constituent quarks of the hadron, the constituent baryon
B and meson M, respectively. σ̂z j′ and L̂z are the z-component
of the Pauli spin operator of the j′−th constituent quarks of the
hadron and the orbital angular momentum operator between
the baryon and meson, respectively.

In general, the hadronic magnetic moment µH can be esti-
mated by the expectation values of the z−component of the to-

tal magnetic moment operator µ̂z, i.e., µ̂z =
∑

j′ µ̂
spin
j′z + µ̂

orbital
z .
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For the possible ΞccK(∗) molecules, their magnetic moments
read as µH = 〈ΨH |µ̂z|ΨH〉, where |ΨH〉 is the wave function
of the hadron H. For example, the magnetic moment for the
S−wave ΞccK∗ state with I(JP) = 0(1/2−) can be written as

µΞcc K∗ = 〈ΨΞccK∗ |µ̂z|ΨΞcc K∗〉
= 〈I′, I′3||I, I3〉〈ψ′(r)||ψ(r)〉〈2S 1/2|µ̂z|2S 1/2〉. (29)

Once we construct the spin and flavor wave functions for the
doubly charmed baryonΞcc[ccq] and strange mesons K(∗)[qs̄],
one can easily write down the corresponding magnetic mo-
ments. As collected in Table III, we summary the spin and
flavor wave functions and the magnetic moments for the dou-
bly charmed baryon Ξcc and strange mesons K(∗). The masses
of the constituent quarks can be taken as mu = 0.336 GeV,
md = 0.336 GeV, ms = 0.450 GeV, and mc = 1.680 GeV [88].

TABLE III: The spin and flavor wave functions and the magnetic mo-
ments for the doubly charmed baryon Ξcc and strange mesons K(∗).

Hadron |S , S z〉 |I, I3〉 µH

Ξ+cc |1/2, 1/2〉 |1/2,−1/2〉 4
3
µc − 1

3
µd

|1/2,−1/2〉 − 4
3
µc +

1
3
µd

Ξ++cc |1/2, 1/2〉 |1/2, 1/2〉 4
3
µc − 1

3
µu

|1/2,−1/2〉 − 4
3
µc +

1
3
µu

K∗0 |1, 1〉 |1/2,−1/2〉 µd + µs̄

|1, 0〉 0

|1,−1〉 −µd − µs̄

K∗+ |1, 1〉 |1/2, 1/2〉 µs̄ + µu

|1, 0〉 0

|1,−1〉 −µs̄ − µu

K0/K+ |0, 0〉 |1/2,−1/2(1/2)〉 0

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

After deriving the total OBE effective potentials, we search
for the bound state solutions (binding energy E and root-
mean-square (RMS) radius rRMS ) for the ΞccK(∗) and ΞccK̄(∗)

systems by solving the coupled channel Schrödinger equa-
tions. For a hadronic molecular state, reasonable bound state
solutions have a binding energy E ranging from several to sev-
eral tens of MeV and an RMS radius rRMS around 1.00 fm or
larger.

A. The ΞccK(∗) systems

In this subsection, we first study the mass spectrum behav-
ior of the ΞccK(∗). We present our numerical results in six
cases:

• Case I, II, and III correspond to the numerical re-
sults after considering the one-pion-exchange (OPE)

interactions, the scalar together with vector meson
exchanges (OSVE) interactions, and the one-boson-
exchange (OBE) interactions in the single-channel anal-
ysis, respectively.

• Case IV, V, and VI correspond to the numerical results
after considering the OPE, the OSVE, and the OBE in-
teractions in the coupled-channel analysis, respectively.

With these discussions, one can further explore the roles of the
OPE, the OSVE interactions, and the coupled-channel effects
in forming the ΞccK(∗) bound states.

For the ΞccK systems, the vertex K − K − π violates the
spin-parity conservation, so there don’t exist the OPE interac-
tions as shown in Eq. (21). Therefore, one cannot obtain the
bound state solutions in case I. The bound state solutions for
the single ΞccK system in case II are the same as those in case
III.

When we vary the cutoff value from 0.80 GeV to 5.00 GeV,
we find the single ΞccK state with I(JP) = 0(1/2−) can be the
only bound state. The loosely bound state solutions appear
with the cutoff value Λ > 3.60 GeV, which is obviously far
away from the reasonable value Λ ∼ 1.00 GeV. Therefore, the
OSVE interactions cannot provide strong enough interactions
to bind the single ΞccK systems.

When we take into account the coupled channel effects,
there are three channels, the ΞccK(2S 1/2), ΞccK∗(2S 1/2), and
ΞccK∗(4D1/2) channels. The OPE interactions exist in the
ΞccK → ΞccK∗ and the ΞccK∗ → ΞccK∗ processes. As shown
in Table IV, we collect the bound state solutions for the cou-
pled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ systems with I(JP) = 0, 1(1/2−) in cases IV,
V, and VI. Here, we find that for the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ sys-
tem with I(JP) = 0(1/2−), the loosely bound state solutions
in cases IV, V, and VI emerge at the cutoff value around 2.50
GeV, 1.70 GeV, and 1.45 GeV, respectively. The dominant
channel is the ΞccK(2S 1/2) channel. Therefore, the solo OPE
interactions cannot provide the strong enough interactions to
bind the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ system with I(JP) = 0(1/2−).
Compared to the OPE interactions, the OSVE interactions are
much stronger attractive. When we consider the OBE interac-
tions, the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ system with I(JP) = 0(1/2−)
can be recommended as a good molecular candidate, as the
cutoff value is very close to the reasonable range Λ ∼ 1.00
GeV. In addition, the coupled channel effects play an impor-
tant role in bind this coupled channel bound state.

For the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ system with I(JP) = 1(1/2−),
we cannot find the bound state solutions when considering
only the OPE interactions. However, in OSVE case, the
loosely bound state solutions appear when the cutoff is taken
around 2.60 GeV. If we further consider the OPE interactions
together with the OSVE interactions, this bound state binds
slightly deeper. Thus, the OSVE interactions contribute sig-
nificantly to the formation of this bound state, while the OPE
interactions play a tiny but positive role. In comparison with
the results in the single channel case, the cutoff value in the
coupled channel case is much smaller, indicating that the cou-
pled channel effects also play a positive role here.

For the ΞccK∗ systems, the discussed quantum number con-
figurations include I(JP) = 0(1/2−), 1(1/2−), 0(3/2−), and
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TABLE IV: The bound state properties (the binding energy E, the RMS radius rRMS , the probabilities pi(%) for all the discussed channels) for
the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ systems with I(JP) = 0(1/2−) and 1(1/2−) after adopting the OPE, OSVE, and OBE effective potentials. Here, E,
rRMS , and Λ are in units of MeV, fm, and GeV, respectively.

I(JP) Case I Case II Case III

0(1/2−) Λ 1.96 2.08 2.20 1.46 1.56 1.66 1.14 1.21 1.28

E −0.29 −4.50 −14.04 −0.52 −5.70 −16.99 −0.30 −4.83 −14.80

rRMS 5.11 1.80 1.06 4.65 1.74 1.07 5.19 1.86 1.14

ΞccK∗(2S 1/2) 99.72 99.34 99.14 99.99 99.96 99.92 99.89 99.79 99.78

ΞccK∗(4D1/2) 0.28 0.66 0.86 0.01 0.04 0.08 0.11 0.21 0.22

0(3/2−) Λ 4.90 5.09 5.28 1.90 2.30 2.70 2.30 3.30 4.30

E −0.81 −3.97 −10.09 −0.32 −4.83 −13.28 −0.17 −5.40 −14.13

rRMS 4.03 2.03 1.32 5.23 1.95 1.27 5.81 1.90 1.27

ΞccK∗(4S 3/2) 97.92 95.96 94.21 99.94 99.61 99.06 99.66 99.04 98.80

ΞccK∗(2D3/2) 0.28 0.54 0.75 0.01 0.08 0.21 0.06 0.16 0.19

ΞccK∗(4D3/2) 1.79 3.51 5.05 0.05 0.30 0.72 0.28 0.80 1.00

1(3/2−) Λ . . . . . . . . . 3.61 3.63 3.65 3.25 3.27 3.29

E . . . . . . . . . −0.93 −4.88 −10.91 −0.30 −4.04 −10.38

rRMS . . . . . . . . . 3.48 1.53 1.01 4.86 1.66 1.00

ΞccK∗(4S 3/2) . . . . . . . . . 99.08 98.35 97.92 99.95 99.89 99.85

ΞccK∗(2D3/2) . . . . . . . . . 0.13 0.23 0.29 0.01 0.02 0.02

ΞccK∗(4D3/2) . . . . . . . . . 0.78 1.42 1.79 0.04 0.10 0.13

I(JP) Case IV Case V Case VI

0(1/2−) Λ 2.49 2.51 2.53 1.70 1.73 1.76 1.43 1.45 1.47

E −0.62 −4.81 −11.92 −0.46 −3.86 −11.60 −0.54 −4.56 −13.01

rRMS 4.63 1.93 1.16 5.24 2.51 1.47 5.03 2.26 1.33

ΞccK(2S 1/2) 89.37 75.29 64.89 98.33 94.66 88.99 96.46 89.46 81.00

ΞccK∗(2S 1/2) 10.54 24.56 34.96 1.62 5.20 10.79 3.53 10.53 18.98

ΞccK∗(4D1/2) 0.09 0.14 0.15 0.06 0.14 0.22 0.01 0.02 0.02

1(1/2−) Λ . . . . . . . . . 2.63 2.65 2.67 2.58 2.60 2.62

E . . . . . . . . . −0.52 −5.18 −13.59 −0.34 −5.32 −14.61

rRMS . . . . . . . . . 4.93 1.99 1.21 5.27 1.94 1.15

ΞccK(2S 1/2) . . . . . . . . . 96.83 91.90 88.02 97.20 91.98 88.08

ΞccK∗(2S 1/2) . . . . . . . . . 2.60 6.72 10.02 2.60 7.47 11.12

ΞccK∗(4D1/2) . . . . . . . . . 0.57 1.38 1.96 0.20 0.56 0.80

1(3/2−). By varying the cutoff value in the range of 0.80 ≤
Λ ≤ 5.00 GeV, we cannot obtain the bound state solutions for
the ΞccK∗ system with 1(1/2−). For the remaining three ΞccK∗

systems, we present their bound state solutions in Table IV. If
taking the reasonable cutoff around 1.00 GeV, the ΞccK∗ state
with 0(1/2−) can be suggested as a good molecular candidate,

with the dominant channel being theΞccK∗(2S 1/2). The OSVE
interactions provide stronger interactions than the OPE inter-
actions, as the cutoff in case II is much closer to the reasonable
cutoff value.

For the isoscalar ΞccK∗ system with 3/2−, the interactions
arising from the OPE, OSVE, and OBE processes are stronger
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than those in the isovector systems. However, the cutoff in
the isoscalar system is still a little far away from the value
Λ ∼ 1.00 GeV. Therefore, the likelihood of the isoscalar
ΞccK∗ systems with 3/2− being a hadronic molecular candi-
date is rather limited. Moreover, it is evident that the OSVE
interactions yield stronger attractive forces compared to the
OPE interactions, particularly when considering the cutoffs in
cases I and II.

In summary, we can predict two promising candidates
for hadronic molecules: the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ state with
I(JP) = 0(1/2−) and the ΞccK∗ state with 0(1/2−). The for-
mation of these two bound states is notably influenced by the
OSVE interactions, while the coupled channel effects signif-
icantly contribute to generate the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ state
with I(JP) = 0(1/2−).

After that, we study the radiative decay width for the
single ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] molecule decaying into the coupled
ΞccK/ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] molecule and the photon. As is well
known, the radiative decay widths aren’t closely related to the
radial wave functions but the spin-orbit wave functions. As
shown in the Table IV, the probabilities of the D−wave chan-
nels are very tiny, which cannot significantly influence the
transition magnetic moments and the magnetic moments [61].
In the following, we adopt their wave functions in the S−wave
channels to calculate the corresponding electromagnetic prop-
erties. In Figure 1, we present the radiative decay width of
the ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)]→ ΞccK/ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] + γ process, and
we vary the binding energies for the single ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)]
molecule and the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] molecule si-
multaneously. In the binding energy region of 0 to −12 MeV,
the obtained radiative decay width of the ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] →
ΞccK/ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] + γ process is around a few keV.

0 -3 -6 -9 -12

1

2

3

G(
ke
V)

E(MeV)

FIG. 1: The decay width of the ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] →
ΞccK/ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] + γ process.

In addition, we further investigate the magnetic moments
for the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ molecule with I(JP) = 0(1/2−)
and the ΞccK∗ molecule with 0(1/2−). As shown in Figure
2, when we vary the binding energy from 0 to −12 MeV, the
magnetic moments for the coupledΞccK/ΞccK∗ molecule with
I(JP) = 0(1/2−) and the single ΞccK∗ molecule with 0(1/2−)
are around 0.34 µN and 0.66 µN , respectively. Our results in-

dicate that the magnetic moments are insensitive with the cor-
responding binding energies.

0 -3 -6 -9 -12

0.3

0.6

0.9

m(
m N

)

E(MeV)

XccK* [0(1/2-)]

XccK/XccK* [0(1/2-)]

FIG. 2: The magnetic moments for the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗

molecule with I(JP) = 0(1/2−) and the ΞccK∗ molecule with 0(1/2−).

B. The ΞccK̄(∗) systems

In this subsection, we extend our study to the ΞccK̄(∗)

interactions. The OBE effective potentials for the ΞccK̄(∗)

systems can be related to the ΞccK(∗) interactions by

using the G−parity rule [89], i.e., V
Ξcc K̄(∗)→ΞccK̄(∗)

E
=

(−1)GE V
Ξcc K(∗)→Ξcc K(∗)

E
, where GE is the G−parity for the ex-

changed mesons. Following the same procedures, we can first
search for possible ΞccK̄(∗) molecular candidates, and then ex-
plore their electromagnetic properties.

When we adopt the OBE effective potentials and vary the
cutoff around 1.00 GeV, we can obtain four loosely bound
states, the single ΞccK̄ bound state with 0(1/2−), the cou-
pled ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ bound state with 0(1/2−), and the single
ΞccK̄∗ bound states with 0(1/2−) and 0(3/2−). In Figure 3,
we present the binding energies dependence of the cutoff val-
ues. It can be observed that the coupled channel effects play
a positive role in generating the coupled ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ bound
state with 0(1/2−). The OBE interactions for the ΞccK∗ bound
state with 0(1/2−) are weaker attractive compared to theΞccK∗

interactions with 0(3/2−) due to the larger cutoff values. The
OBE interactions for the isovector ΞccK̄(∗) systems cannot be
strong enough to form loosely bound states with the reason-
able cutoff values.

Based on the reasonable cutoff values, the coupled
ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ bound state with 0(1/2−), and the single ΞccK̄∗

bound states with 0(1/2−) and 0(3/2−) can be recommended
as the prime molecular candidates.

In the following, we analyze the radiative decay widths and
the magnetic moments of the coupledΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ bound state
with 0(1/2−), and the single ΞccK̄∗ bound states with 0(1/2−)
and 0(3/2−). As shown in Figure 4, we find the radiative decay
widths of the ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−)] → ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−)] + γ
and ΞccK̄∗[0(3/2−)] → ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−)] + γ processes
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0 -3 -6 -9 -12
1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0
L

(G
eV

)

E(MeV)

XccK  [0(1/2-)]

XccK* [0(3/2-)]

XccK/ XccK* [0(1/2-)]

XccK* [0(1/2-)]

FIG. 3: The binding energies dependence of the cutoff for the single
ΞccK̄ bound state with 0(1/2−), the coupled ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ bound state
with 0(1/2−), and the single ΞccK̄∗ bound states with 0(1/2−) and
0(3/2−).

are around several keV.

0 -3 -6 -9 -12

1

2

3

E(MeV)

G(
ke
V) XccK* [0(3/2-)]

XccK* [0(1/2-)]

FIG. 4: The decay widths of the ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−)] →
ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−)] + γ and ΞccK̄∗[0(3/2−)] →
ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−)] + γ processes.

In Figure 5, we present the binding energies dependence
of the magnetic moments for the coupled ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ bound
state with 0(1/2−), and the single ΞccK̄∗ bound states with
0(1/2−) and 0(3/2−). Here, we find the magnetic moments
for the ΞccK̄∗ molecules with 0(1/2−) and 0(3/2−) are around
−0.87 µN and −0.81 µN , respectively. In addition, the mag-
netic moment for the coupled ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ molecule with
0(1/2−) is around 0.34 µN .

IV. SUMMARY

The study of hadron spectroscopy is a fundamental is-
sue in non-perturbative strong interactions. Recent experi-
mental observations, such as the doubly charmed structures
Ξ++cc (3621) [90] and Tcc [91, 92], have sparked significant

0 -3 -6 -9 -12

-0.8

-0.4

0.0

0.4

m(
m N

)

E(MeV)

XccK/XccK* [0(1/2-)]

XccK* [0(1/2-)]

XccK* [0(3/2-)]

FIG. 5: The magnetic moments for the coupled ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ bound
state with 0(1/2−), and the single ΞccK̄∗ bound states with 0(1/2−)
and 0(3/2−).

interest in exploring other possible doubly charmed states.
Theoretical investigations have proposed various molecular
states and examined their formation mechanisms and proper-
ties [62, 67, 93–98]. In this work, we focus on possible doubly
charmed hadronic molecular states with strangeness |S | = 1
primarily composed of the S−wave ΞccK(∗) and ΞccK̄(∗) chan-
nels. We adopt the OBE model to study the relevant interac-
tions. When deducing the OBE effective potentials, we con-
sider both the S −D wave mixing effects and the coupled chan-
nel effects.

Finally, we can predict five primary hadronic molecular
candidates: the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ molecule with I(JP) =
0(1/2−), the ΞccK∗ molecule with 0(1/2−), the ΞccK̄ molecule
with 0(1/2−), and the ΞccK̄∗ molecules with 0(1/2−, 3/2−).
The coupled channel effects play an essential role in generat-
ing the coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ molecule with 0(1/2−).

Afterwards, we employ the constituent quark model to in-
vestigate the electromagnetic properties of these predicted
molecular candidates, including their M1 radiative decay
behaviors and magnetic moments between these molecu-
lar candidates. Our results indicate that the magnetic
moments of molecular states are almost independent of
their binding energies. The magnetic moments for the
coupled ΞccK/ΞccK∗ molecule with 0(1/2−) and the cou-
pled ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗ molecule with 0(1/2−) are around 0.34
µN , stemming from the doubly charmed baryon. For the
ΞccK∗ molecule with 0(1/2−), the ΞccK̄∗ molecules with
0(1/2−) and 0(3/2−), the magnetic moments are around 0.66
µN , −0.87 µN

✿

, and −0.81 µN , respectively. The decay
widths for the ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] → ΞccK/ΞccK∗[0(1/2−)] + γ,
ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−, 3/2−)] → ΞccK̄/ΞccK̄∗[0(1/2−)] + γ processes
are around a few keV.

Overall, our investigations can open up new avenues for
exploring the existence of possible doubly charmed molecular
pentaquarks with strangeness |S | = 1. We look forward to
experimental confirmation of these predictions.
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