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The hadronic molecular picture of the observed exotic states has inspired numerous investigations into few-
body systems. Recently, the lattice effective field theory studied the effect of a three-body interaction on the
binding energy of the DD∗K system, revealing an intriguing phenomenon in the binding energy. This work
uses the Gaussian expansion method to explore the underlying physics. Our results show that as the repulsive
three-body interaction strengthens, the spatial size of the DD(∗)K bound state gradually increases. Further
enhancement of the three-body interaction causes the DD(∗)K three-body bound state to break into a D(∗)K
two-body bound state, accompanied by a distant D meson. The identical nature of the two D mesons leads to
the fact that the DDK system consistently resembles an isosceles triangle-shaped spatial configuration.

I. INTRODUCTION

The traditional quark model classifies hadrons into two
categories: mesons as qq̄ bound states and baryons as qqq
bound states. However, Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD),
the fundamental theory of the strong interaction, allows for
more complex configurations, such as qqq̄q̄ mesons and qqqqq̄
baryons. These states, which the traditional quark model
cannot explain, are often referred to as exotic states. In
2003, the Belle collaboration discovered a charmonium-like
state X(3872) [1], later confirmed by many other collabora-
tions [2–7]. Its mass deviation from the quark model predic-
tions [8] and the observed isospin violation [9–12] suggest
that it is unlikely a pure cc̄ charmonium state. Recent studies
proposed that X(3872) might be a mixture of two configura-
tions, a D̄∗D molecular configuration and a χc1(2P ) char-
monium configuration [13–19], with the molecular compo-
nent contributing more than 80% to its wavefunction [18, 20–
23]. D∗

s0(2317), first discovered by the BaBar collaboration in
2003 [24] and later confirmed by the CLEO [25], Belle [26],
and BESIII [27] collaborations, is also believed to have a sig-
nificant DK molecular component, contributing more than
70% to its wave function [28–32]. In 2020, the LHCb collab-
oration discovered a narrow doubly charmed tetraquark state,
Tcc(3875)

∗, which lies about 350 keV below the D∗+D0

threshold [33]. Recent compositeness analyses [16, 34–38]
suggested that Tcc(3875)∗ is predominantly a DD∗ molecu-
lar state.

Based on the molecular picture for X(3872), D∗
s0(2317),

and Tcc(3875)+, one can obtain the interactions between the
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respective hadron pairs, which has inspired numerous the-
oretical investigations into three-body systems composed of
D(∗) and K(∗) mesons [39–53]. Ref. [43] predicted a DDK
bound state with a binding energy of about 70 MeV in the
Gaussian expansion method (GEM), consistent with the 90
MeV from the chiral Faddeev equation [41] and 70 MeV from
finite volume [42]. The DD̄K system was found to have
a binding energy of about 45 MeV in the GEM [45] and
fixed center approach [49]. The DD∗K system has a bind-
ing energy of about 50 MeV [50]. However, in Ref. [51],
the authors found that the binding energy of the DD∗K
molecular state is very small, only 0.8 MeV, based on the
quark level calculation. Additionally, bound states such as
DD̄∗K [45, 50, 52], D∗D∗K̄∗ [53], D(∗)D(∗)D(∗) [54–56],
and D(∗)D(∗)D̄(∗) [51, 57] have also been predicted.

Recently, the effect of a three-body interaction on the
DD∗K system was studied by the lattice effective field theory
in Ref. [46]. Without the three-body interaction, the DD∗K
system has a binding energy of about 79 MeV. The binding en-
ergy of theDD∗K decreases as the strength of the three-body
repulsive interaction increases and asymptotically approaches
about 45 MeV when the repulsion is infinitely strong. The
authors concluded that the three-body system remains bound
even with an infinitely strong repulsive three-body interaction.

Interestingly, this binding energy of 45 MeV matches the
binding energy of the D∗

s0(2317) and Ds1(2460) states as
DK and D∗K molecular states, respectively. This raises an
intriguing question: is there an underlying physics connecting
these two numbers? In this work, we employ the Gaussian ex-
pansion method to study the effect of the three-body interac-
tion on the DD(∗)K systems. This approach enables precise
calculation of binding energies and provides valuable insights
into the spatial configurations of the systems studied.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
briefly explain how the GEM is used to solve the three-body
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Schrödinger equation and the two-body and three-body inter-
actions we employ. The results are presented and discussed in
Sec. III, followed by a summary in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
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FIG. 1: Three Jacobi channels of the DD(∗)K system.
Channels c = 1, 2 should be symmetrized for the DDK
system.

The three-body Schrödinger equation is solved by the
Gaussian Expansion Method (GEM), which has been widely
applied to study few-body systems [58–63]:

[T +

3∑
1=i<j

V (rij) + V123 − E]ΨJM = 0 , (1)

where T is the kinetic energy, V (rij) are the two-body po-
tentials between particles i and j, V123 is the three-body po-
tential, and ΨJM is the total wave function of the three-body
system with J the total angular momentum, which can be ex-
pressed as the sum of the wave functions of the three Jacobi
channels in Fig. 1:

ΨJM =
∑
c,α

SDΦc
JM,α(rrrc,RRRc) (c = 1− 3) , (2)

where the lower index c denotes the three Jacobi channels.
SD is the symmetrization operator for the two channels (c =
1, 2) in the study of the DDK system, required by the Bose-
Einstein statistics for the two identical particles D. The wave
functions of each Jacobi channel, denoted by Φc

JM,α(rrrc,RRRc),
are given by

Φc
JM,α(rrrc,RRRc) = Cc,α

{[
ϕGnclc(rrrc)ψ

G
NcLc

(RRRc)
]
Λ
⊗ ΩS

}
JM

,
(3)

where Cc,α are the expansion coefficients and α represents a
set of labels {n,N, l, L,Λ, S}. In this notation, l andL are the
orbital angular momenta associated with each channel’s coor-
dinates r and R, and Λ is the total orbital angular momentum.
ΩS is the spin wave function with S the total spin angular
momentum, which can be neglected in this work. The func-
tions ϕGnclc

and ψG
NcLc

are the spatial wave functions that can
be expanded in terms of the Gaussian functions of the Jacobi
coordinates rrr,RRR:

ϕGnlm(rrr) = ϕGnl(r)Ylm(r̂rr) , ϕGnl(r) = Nnlr
le−νnr

2

,

ψG
NLM ′(RRR) = ψG

NL(r)YLM ′(R̂RR) , ψG
NL(R) = NNLR

Le−λNR2

,
(4)

where Nnl and NNL are the normalization constants. The
parameters νn and λN are given by

νn = 1/r2n, rn = r1a
n−1, (n = 1, 2, ..., nmax)

λN = 1/R2
N , RN = R1A

N−1, (N = 1, 2, ..., Nmax)
(5)

where {nmax, r1, a or rmax} and {Nmax, R1, A or Rmax}
are Gaussian basis parameters. In this work, we set nmax =
40, Nmax = 30, rmin = Rmin = 0.01 fm, and rmax =
Rmax = 50 fm. Further optimization of the Gaussian param-
eters does not change the results. For a detailed calculation of
the DD∗K system by GEM, refer to Refs. [43–45].

Since this work focuses on the effect of the three-body in-
teraction, we employ the same two-body potentials as those in
Refs. [43–45]. The DD(∗) potential is described by the one-
boson exchange model with a monopole form factor Λ2−m2

Λ2−q2 .
The cutoff Λ in the form factor was determined by reproduc-
ing the mass ofX(3872) as aDD̄∗ bound state with a binding
energy of 4 MeV, resulting in Λ = 1.01 GeV.

The leading order (LO)D(∗)K potential is described by the
Weinberg-Tomozawa (WT) term. After the Fourier transfor-
mation with a Gaussian regulator, the potential in coordinate
space reads

VD(∗)K(r) = CLe
−(r/b)2 , (6)

where b is the effective range, and CL is a free parameter
determined by reproducing the mass of D∗

s0(2317) as a DK
molecule. In this work, we set b = 1 fm and CL = −320.1
MeV [43].

For the three-body potential, we follow Ref. [46], where the
LO three-body Lagrangian is given by

LDD∗K = c3 Tr
[
HDµH

†HDµH†] , (7)

with c3 a free parameter describing the strength of the three-
body potential and H the superfield of the charmed meson
doublet. The covariant derivative is defined as

Dµ = ∂⃗µ − ⃗∂µ + (u†∂µu+ u∂µu
†)/2 , (8)

where u = exp( iϕ√
2fπ

) with ϕ representing the pseudoscalar
meson octet,

ϕ =


π0
√
2
+ η√

6
π+ K+

π− − π0
√
2
+ η√

6
K0

K− K0 − 2η√
6

 . (9)

Based on the Lagrangian described above, the LO S-wave
three-body potential is

VDD∗K =
c3
4f2π

(p1 + p′1 + p2 + p′2)(p3 + p′3) . (10)

where p1,2,3 and p′1,2,3 are the four-momentum of the incom-
ing and outgoing particles. With non-relativistic approxima-
tions, the three-body potential simplifies to a contact potential.
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By introducing the same regulator as employed in the D(∗)K
potential, the potential in coordinate space is given by

VDD∗K(r,R) = C
e−r2/a1

π3/2a31

e−R2/a2

π3/2a32
, (11)

where r and R are the Jacobi coordinates illustrated in Fig. 1.
a1 and a2 are the effective ranges, and C is a free parame-
ter encapsulating all constants to describe the strength of the
three-body potential. Due to the lack of sufficient information
on three-hadron interactions, we consider the strength of the
three-body potential to vary within the range (0,+∞) MeV.
This study focuses exclusively on the repulsive three-body
potential, as an attractive one would trivially lead to a more
bound DD∗K system. Given the exploratory nature of this
work, the effective ranges involved in the three-body potential
are set to a1 = 0.5 fm and a2 = 0.4 fm. Notably, we have ver-
ified varying the effective range does not alter the qualitative
conclusions of our study.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Without the three-body potential, the DD∗K system has a
binding energy of 77.8 MeV, consistent with the 79.1 MeV in
Ref. [46]. Similarly, the DDK system has a binding energy
of 71.2 MeV, in agreement with the results of Ref. [43]. As
the strength of the three-body potential increases, the binding
energies decrease, as shown in Fig. 2, consistent with the find-
ing of Ref. [46]. These trends in the binding energies of the
DD(∗)K systems can be readily explained by the repulsive
nature of the three-body potential.

FIG. 2: Binding energies of the DD(∗)K systems as a
function of the strength C of the three-body potential.

An interesting phenomenon shown in Fig. 2 is that as the
strength of the three-body potential approaches infinity, the
binding energies of the DD(∗)K three-body systems asymp-
totically approach those of the D(∗)K two-body systems.
Such a phenomenon also was found in Ref. [46]. However,
the authors didn’t discuss it further. To understand the un-
derlying physics, we investigate the spatial configuration of

the DD(∗)K three-body systems by calculating the distance
between each hadron pair. This distance is related to the
root-mean-square (rms) radii of Jacobi coordinate r, specifi-

cally,
√
⟨ΨTotal

J |r2i |ΨTotal
J ⟩, which we abbreviate as ⟨r⟩ here-

inafter.

Next, we analyze each case individually. First, for the
DD∗K system, we plot its spatial configuration as a func-
tion of the strength of the three-body potential in the two-
dimensional x-y plane, with the scale in fm, as shown in
Fig. 3. There are two stages in the evolution. In the first stage,
where C ≲ 2× 105 MeV, the distances between each hadron
pair increase as the strength of the three-body potential in-
creases, which is in accordance with intuition. In the second
stage, where C ≳ 2 × 105 MeV, as the strength of the three-
body potential continues to increase, the distances between
DD∗ and between DK keep increasing, while the distance
between D∗K begins to decrease. When the strength of the
three-body potential becomes infinite, the distance between
D∗K in the DD∗K three-body system is 1.27 fm, corre-
sponding to the characteristic size of a D∗K two-body bound
state. These results suggest that as the three-body potential
strengthens, the size of the DD∗K bound state gradually in-
creases. The continued strengthening of the potential eventu-
ally breaks apart theDD∗K three-body bound state, resulting
in a D∗K two-body bound state with a distant D meson.

The DD∗K bound state can be viewed as a superposition
of three configurations: [D∗K]D, [DK]D∗, and [DD∗]K,
corresponding to the three Jacobi channels shown in Fig. 1.
The notation [D∗K]D refers to a D∗K cluster with a D me-
son. We then study the probabilities of each configuration,
which are reflected in the probabilities of the Jacobi channels,
denoted as Pc. Sine the attraction of the D(∗)K potential is
much stronger than that of the D∗D potential, the contribu-
tion from channel c = 3 (the [DD∗]K configuration) can be
neglected. Thus, in the following discussion, we focus only
on channels c = 1 and c = 2. It is important to note that the
basis functions are not orthogonal to each other, so we cannot
directly obtain the exact probability of each channel, which is
calculated by ⟨Ψc

J |Ψc
J⟩. However, the expectation values of

the two-body potentials can provide an estimate of the proba-
bility to some extent, i.e., P1 ∼ ⟨ΨTotal

J |VD∗K |ΨTotal
J ⟩, and

P2 ∼ ⟨ΨTotal
J |VDK |ΨTotal

J ⟩.
Table I collects the binding energies, expectation values of

the D(∗)K potentials, and rms radii of the DD∗K three-body
system. As the strength of the three-body potential increases,
one can observe several trends. In the first stage (C ≲ 2×105

MeV), the distance between the D∗ and K mesons increases,
whereas in the second stage (C ≳ 2 × 105 MeV), this dis-
tance begins to decrease. Meanwhile, the distance between
the D and K mesons and between the D and D∗ mesons
continues to increase. Additionally, the probability of chan-
nel c = 1 consistently grows, indicating that the [D∗K]K
configuration plays an increasingly dominant role. When the
strength of the three-body potential becomes infinite, we find
that P1 = 100%, ⟨rD∗K⟩ = 1.27 fm, and ⟨rDK⟩ → ∞.
These results indicate that the DD∗K three-body bound state
has effectively transformed into aD∗K two-body bound state,
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FIG. 3: Spatial configuration of the DD∗K system as a function of the strength of the three-body potential, depicted in a
two-dimensional x-y plane. The D meson is fixed at the origin (0, 0). The length of the line segment connecting any two
particles represents the corresponding rms radius ⟨r⟩, with the color indicating the strength of the three-body potential.

with the D meson separated far away.

TABLE I: Binding energies, expectation values, and rms
radii of the DD∗K three-body system. Energies are in units
of MeV, and radii are in units of fm. The values inside the
brackets are calculated as ⟨VD(∗)K⟩/⟨VD∗K + VDK⟩.

C BDD∗K ⟨VD∗K⟩ (P1) ⟨VDK⟩ (P2) ⟨rD∗K⟩ ⟨rDK⟩
0 77.8 −100.5 (50.6%) −98.1 (49.4%) 1.24 1.26

1× 104 52.1 −72.5 (52.6%) −65.4 (47.4%) 1.92 2.05

2× 105 46.9 −79.4 (62.8%) −47.1 (38.2%) 2.54 4.01

6× 105 46.2 −100.4 (80.0%) −25.1 (20.0%) 2.29 10.29

8× 105 46.1 −111.8 (88.9%) −13.9 (11.1%) 1.93 18.93

∞ 46.1 −125.9 (100%) 0 (0%) 1.27 ∞

In addition, we can qualitatively understand this phe-
nomenon from the potential between the K meson and the
DD∗ cluster, i.e., VK[DD∗] = VD∗K+VDK+V123. Due to the
many independent variables involved, plotting this potential
intuitively and accurately is difficult, so we make two approx-
imations. First, the distance between the D and D∗ mesons is
chosen to be ⟨rDD∗⟩, as obtained from the GEM results. We
then set the center of mass of the DD∗ cluster at the origin in
the (x, y) plane. The positions of the D and D∗ mesons are
given by (− mD∗

mD+mD∗ ⟨rDD∗⟩, 0) and ( mD

mD+mD∗ ⟨rDD∗⟩, 0),
respectively. Second, for the same two-body potential, the
binding energy of the D∗K system is larger than that of the
DK system due to the larger reduced mass (or smaller kinetic
energy) of the D∗K system. Since the D and D∗ mesons are
fixed, we assume that the D∗K potential is more attractive
to account for the kinetic energy effect. This is reflected by
VD∗K = kVDK . We choose k = 1.3 for illustrative purposes
to make the effect more visible.

With the two approximations mentioned above, the effec-

tive potentials 1 between the K meson and the DD∗ clus-
ter are shown in Fig. 4. Without the three-body potential,
VK[DD∗] resembles a cone-shaped potential well, which is
nearly symmetric between the D and D∗ mesons, with the
lowest point closer to the D∗ meson. This potential attracts
the K meson closer to the D∗ meson, i.e., the distance be-
tween D∗K being slightly smaller than that of DK, which is
consistent with the results presented in Table I. As the strength
of the three-body potential increases, a saddle point gradually
appears in the effective potential. The minimum of the poten-
tial is closer to the D∗ meson, indicating that the [D∗K]D is
the most stable configuration. When C ≲ 2 × 105 MeV, the
saddle point is negative, allowing for a high transition prob-
ability from the [D∗K]D configuration to the [DK]D∗ con-
figuration. This means both configurations contribute to the
three-body bound state. Consequently, the superposition of
these two configurations increases the size of the three-body
bound state, as shown in Fig. 3. When C ≳ 2× 105 MeV, the
potential splits into two parts, and the distance between the
D and D∗ mesons continues to grow as the potential strength
increases, which makes the transition from the [D∗K]D con-
figuration to the [DK]D∗ configuration increasingly difficult.
As a result, when the strength becomes infinite, the DD∗K
three-body system with a binding energy of 46.1 MeV effec-
tively becomes a D∗K two-body bound state with a distant D
meson.

Since the difference in the binding energies between the
D∗K and DK two-body bound states is only 1 MeV, a con-
figuration in which aDK two-body bound state with a distant
D∗ meson should also exist when the strength of the three-
body potential becomes infinite. However, the Gaussian ex-
pansion method only identifies the configuration with the low-
est energy, specifically, a D∗K two-body bound state with a

1 Since the potential is not exact due to the approximations, we refer to it as
the “effective potential”
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FIG. 4: The effective potential between the K meson and the DD∗ cluster. The lower panels in each sub-figure are for y = 0.

distant D meson. Consequently, this work does not explore
the configuration involving a DK two-body bound state with
a distant D∗ meson.

The results differ for the DDK system, yet the underly-
ing physics remains the same. We label the two identical D
mesons as D(1) and D(2) to clarify the discussion. Fig. 5
shows its spatial configuration in the same manner as the
DD∗K system. One can find that as the strength of the three-
body potential increases, the size of the D(1)D(2)K system
continuously increases. This behavior is similar to the first
stage of the DD∗K system but differs from its second stage.
The system’s isosceles triangle shape is straightforward to un-
derstand due to the two identical D mesons. Remarkably,
when the strength of the three-body potential becomes infinite,
the DDK system with a binding energy of 45 MeV becomes
very large.

Similarly, the D(1)D(2)K bound state can be viewed as a
superposition of the [D(1)K]D(2) and [D(2)K]D(1) configu-
rations. Table II lists the binding energies, expectation val-
ues, and rms radii of the D(1)D(2)K three-body system. It
is important to note that the rms radii in Table II are calcu-
lated by the single Jacobi channel wave function, i.e., ⟨rc⟩c =√

⟨Ψc
J |r2c |Ψc

J⟩, and ⟨Rc⟩c =
√
⟨Ψc

J |R2
c |Ψc

J⟩ where Rc is the
Jacobi coordinate depicted in Fig. 1. Since the single Jacobi
channel wave function is extracted from the total wave func-
tion, ⟨rc⟩c does not represent the actual distance between the
D(1/2) and K mesons in the D(1/2)K cluster but serves as
an indicator of its trend. Additionally, ⟨Rc⟩c calculated by
the single Jacobi channel wave function reflects the distance
between the D meson and the DK cluster.

om the behavior of ⟨rD(1)K⟩1 in Table II, one can find
that as the strength of the three-body potential increases, the
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FIG. 5: Spatial configuration of the D(1)D(2)K system as a
function of the strength of the three-body potential, depicted
in a two-dimensional x-y plane. The D(2) meson is fixed at
the origin (0, 0). The length of the line segment connecting
any two particles represents the corresponding rms radius
⟨r⟩, with the color indicating the strength of the three-body
potential.

distance between the D(1) and K mesons initially increases
and then decreases. Meanwhile, the distance between the
D(2) meson and the D(1)K cluster, as reflected by ⟨R1⟩1,
shows a general increase 2. These trends indicate that as the

2 When C ≳ 2 × 105 MeV, ⟨R1⟩1 decreases slightly before increasing
again. This is due to the influence of other channels on the single Jacobi
channel wave function extracted from the total wave function.
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TABLE II: Binding energies, expectation values, and rms
radii of the DDK three-body system. Since ⟨VD(1)K⟩ =
⟨VD(2)K⟩, ⟨rD(1)K⟩1 = ⟨rD(2)K⟩2, and ⟨R1⟩1 = ⟨R2⟩2, we
provide only one value for each pair. Energies are in units of
MeV, and radii are in units of fm.

C BDDK ⟨VD(1)K⟩ (P1) ⟨rD(1)K⟩1 ⟨R1⟩1
0 71.2 −94.8 (50%) 1.02 1.41

1× 104 50.9 −68.3 (50%) 1.45 2.41

2× 105 46.1 −62.4 (50%) 3.32 4.01

6× 105 45.4 −62.1 (50%) 2.36 3.25

8× 105 45.3 −62.0 (50%) 2.26 3.37

∞ 45.0 −62.2 (50%) 1.29 ∞

strength of the three-body potential increases, the size of the
D(1)D(2)K bound state gradually increases. The continued
increase eventually breaks apart the D(1)D(2)K three-body
bound state into a D(1)K two-body bound state with a dis-
tant D(2) meson, similar to what is observed in the DD∗K
system. From the perspective of ⟨rD(2)K⟩2 and ⟨R2⟩2, the
result corresponds to a D(2)K two-body bound state with a
distant D(1) meson. Furthermore, the expectation values of
the D(1)K and D(2)K two-body potentials indicate that, re-
gardless of the strength of the three-body potential, the prob-
abilities of the [D(1)K]D(2) and [D(2)K]D(1) configurations
remains equal. Consequently, the superposition of these two
configurations causes the expression that the D(1)D(2)K sys-
tem continually expands, as shown in Fig. 5. This conclusion
is further supported by the effective potential between the K
meson and D(1)D(2) cluster, as shown in Fig. 6. With the
three-body potential, there are two minima, indicating that
both [D(1)K]D(2) and [D(2)K]D(1) are equally stable con-
figurations.

We can conclude that the DDK system exhibits two evo-
lutionary stages as the strength of the three-body potential in-
creases. In the first stage, the three-body system gradually
expands, while in the second stage, it breaks into a DK clus-
ter with a distant D meson. The identical nature of the two D
mesons makes the DDK system resemble an isosceles trian-
gle.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we employed the Gaussian expansion method
to investigate the effect of the three-body interactions on the
DD(∗)K bound states. The one boson exchange model pro-
vides the DD(∗) potentials, while the D(∗)K potentials are
described by the Weinberg-Tomozawa term. The three-body
interaction is formulated as a contact potential with a free pa-
rameter to describe its strength. Without the three-body po-
tential, the DD∗K and DDK systems are bound with bind-
ing energies of 77.8 MeV and 71.2 MeV, respectively. As the
strength of the three-body potential increases, the binding en-
ergies of the DD(∗)K bound states gradually decrease. In
the limit where the strength becomes infinite, the three-body

systems’ binding energies approach those of the D(∗)K two-
body bound states.

The spatial configurations of the DD(∗)K systems are
characterized by the root mean square (rms) radii between
each hadron pair in the three-body system. Without the three-
body potential, the sizes of the DD(∗)K bound states are 1
∼ 2 fm, consistent with that of a typical molecular state. In-
troducing a three-body repulsive interaction produces distinct
phenomena in the DD∗K and DDK systems. However, the
same underlying physics governs both systems.

For the DD∗K systems, as the strength of the three-body
interaction increases, there are two stages in the evolution of
its spatial configuration. In the first stage, the DD∗K sys-
tem gradually expands. In the second stage, the distance be-
tween the D∗ and K meson begins to decrease, while the
distance between the D meson and the D∗K cluster con-
tinues to increase. When the strength of the three-body in-
teraction becomes infinite, the distance between the D∗ and
K mesons reaches 1.27 fm, the same as the distance in the
D∗K two-body bound state. This indicates that, with an in-
finite three-body interaction strength, the DD∗K bound state
will break into a D∗K two-body bound state with a distant
D meson. The reason is that the DD∗K bound state can be
viewed as a superposition of two configurations: a D∗K clus-
ter with a D meson, denoted as [D∗K]D, and a DK clus-
ter with a D∗ meson, denoted as [DK]D∗. Since the kinetic
energy of the D∗K cluster is smaller than that of the DK
cluster, the [D∗K]D configurations are more stable. In the
first stage, both configurations contribute significantly. How-
ever, in the second state, the transition from the [D∗K]D
to the [DK]D∗ configuration becomes increasingly difficult,
with the [D∗K]D configuration playing a more dominant role.
When the strength of the three-body potential becomes infi-
nite, the [D∗K]D configuration accounts for 100%.

The two stages for the DDK system are similar to those in
the DD∗K system. When the three-body potential becomes
infinitely strong, the DDK bound state will break into a DK
two-body bound state with a distant D meson. However, the
identical nature of the twoD mesons results in a larger isosce-
les triangle-shaped spatial configuration.

The strength of the repulsive three-body interaction plays
a crucial role in determining the binding energies and spatial
configurations of three-body systems, making future experi-
mental studies on three-hadron interactions essential for gain-
ing deeper insights into their dynamics and properties.
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