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In the framework of the one-boson-exchange model, we hawiest the interaction of th8*B and B*B*
system. After considering the S-wave and D-wave mixing, aftice that bothz,(10610f andZ,(10650F can
be interpreted as th&*B andB*B* molecular states quite naturally. Within the same framéwibrere also exist
several molecular charmonia includiXg3872) and several other molecular bottomonia, which agértners
of Z,(10610) andZ,(10650). The long-range one-pion-exchange force alongasg enough to form these
loosely bound molecular states, which ensures the nunheealts quite model-independent and robust.

PACS numbers: 14.40.Rt, 12.39.Jh, 12.39.Hg, 14.40.Nd014b

I. INTRODUCTION and B®) meson pair and indicated that there probably exist
loosely bound S-wav&*B* or B*B* molecular states [3] 4].

To some extent, such studies were stimulated by a series of

Very recently, the Belle Collaboration announced two ) A .
charged bottomonium-like stat@(10610) andZ,(10650). gggirtt;‘ggfgo'd charomonium-liké, Y, Z states in the past

These two states were observed in the invariant mass spectr ) ) ]
of hp(NP)* (n = 1,2) andr(mS)z* (m = 1,2, 3) of the cor- Molecular states involving charmed quarks were first pro-
respondingr’(5S) — hy(NP)x*z~ andY(5S) — T(MS)r - posed by Vol_oshln and Qkun more than thirty years ago [5].
hidden-bottom decays|[1]. With the above five hidden-bottont-ater, De Rujula, Georgi and Glashow speculai¢é040) as
decay channels, Belle extracted #$10610) andZ,(10650) @ D"D* molecular c_harmonlunﬂ[G]. Tonqvist calculated the
parameters. The obtained averages over all five channels ap@ssible deuteron-like two-meson bound states sudbLais
Mz,(10610) = 106084 + 2.0 MeV/c?, Tz,a0610) = 15.6 + 2.5 andD*D _using the quark-pion interaction model D’.S]' T_he
MeV/c2, Mz, o650y = 106532 = 1.5 MeV/c2, Tz, 10650) = observations 0fX(3872), three charged charomonium-like
14.4 + 3.2 MeV/c2 [d]. In addition, the analysis of the angu- StatesZ*(4350), Z] (4050), Z*(4250) andY(4140), Y(4274)

lar distribution indicates botFy,(10610) andZ,(10650) favor etc. again inspired theorists’ inter_est in the moleculatey
18(3P) = 1+(1). composed of charmed meson pair (see Réfs.| [3,(4./9-37] for

If Z,(10610) andZ,(10650) arise from the resonance details). ] ) ]
structures, they are good candidates of non-conventional AS the first observed charged bottomonium-like states,
bottomonium-like states. The masses of #f& = 1++ and  4b(10610) andZ,(10650) have attracted the attention of
JPC = 1*- bbgq tetraquark states were found to be aroundMany theoretical groups. The authors discussed the spe-
101 ~ 102 GeV in the framework of QCD sum rule for- Cial decay behavior of thd = 1 S-waveBB" and B'B"
malism [2], which are significantly lower than these two Molecular states based on the heavy quark symmetry in
charged?, states. Therefore, it's hard to accommodate thenRef. [38]. Chen, Liu and Zhu [39] found that the inter-
as tetraquarks. If comparing the experimental measuremefiediateZy(10610) andzy(10650) contribution tor'(5S) —
with the BB* andB*B* thresholds, one notices tha$(10610) T(2S)r*n~ naturally explains Belle's previous observation of
and Z,(10650) are close to thresholds BB* and B*B*, re-  the anomalou§(2S)z*z~ production near the peak af(5S)
spectively. One plausible explanation is that bag10610) at Vs = 1087 GeV [40], where the resultindI(Y'(5S) —

and Z,(10650) are eitheB*B* or B*B* molecular states re- 1 (2S)7"77)/dmy.,- and dI'(7(5S) — T (2S)x*x")/d cosd
spectively. distributions agree with Belle’s measurement after inolis

Before the observations of two charg@g(10610) and gLiheefribrﬁga;E:(l&elgf ;hn(gfb?f&%%[ﬁi%e: iﬁgﬁg_o
Z5(10650) states, there have been many theoretical Worlﬂ?lar bottomonium-like current in the QCD sum rule calcu-
which focused on the molecular systems compose8df lation. Yanget al. studied the mass spectra of the S-wave
[bal[bq], [bg]*[ba], [ba]*[bq]* in the chiral quark model and
indicated thaz,(10610) andZ,(10650) are good candidates
+Corresponding author of the S—waveBB*.and B*B* l:_)ound states [42]. Bugg pro-
*Corresponding author posed a non-exotic explanation 2§(10610) andZ,(10650),
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[43], respectively. Nieves and Valderrama suggested tle pofor the isovector states, and

sible existence of two positive C-parity isoscalar statas: 1

3S; -2 D, state with a binding energy of 90-100 MeV and 1ZSL 3% = —(lB**B*‘) n |B*°I§*°>) (4)

a 3P, state located about 20-30 MeV below tRB* threshold BE V2

[44]. Unfortunately, the quantum number of the above state%r the isoscalar state. In the above expressions, the super

does not match those of these two charggstates. Danilkin, . . ; L .
Orlovsky and Simonov studied the interaction between a ”gh_scrlptsT and S. in Eqgs. [1)#) are appll_ed to distinguish the
.||sovector and isoscalar states, respectively. The togulan

hadron and heavy quarkonium through the transition to a pai omentum of the S-wavB'B* systems is) = 0,1, 2. Thus,

of intermediate heavy mesons. Based on the above coupleal . . e
channel fect, the authors discussed the resonance structur € use the extra notation [J] in EqE] (B)-(4) to distingulsh t

) R* ; : B* systems with dferent total angular momentudn
close to theB® B* threshold[[45]. Using the chromomagnetic >
interaction, the authors of Rel._[46] discussed the podsibi Belle indicated that botl,(10610) andZ,(10650) belong

of Z,(L0610) ancZ;(10650) being tewaguark states. In con- 21 ST BECS 0 e Qe DR reepond
trast, thebbqq tetraquark states were predicted to be around P Y, they P

102 ~ 103 GeV using the color-magnetic interaction with © Zgg. andZTL [1] in Eqs. [1) and((B), respectively. Since
the flavor symmetry breaking correctiohsl[47], consistetiiw  Zb(106109 is of C-odd parity, i.e.C = —1, thus the coiicient
the values extracted from the QCD sum rule approach [2]. €= +1listakeninEq.[{1). The choice of the ¢beientc = -1

As emphasized in Ref_[39], future dynamical study of theandC = +1 leads toX(3872) and its partners, whex¢3872)
mass and decay pattern of the S-w@E andB*B* molec-  corresponds t@®) " listed in Table[!.
ular states are very desirable. In this work, we perform more In Tablel, we summarize the quantum numbers of the states
thorough study of théB* and B*B* systems using the One- when we discuss whether there exist B& andB*B* molec-
Boson-Exchange (OBE) model. fBérent from our former ular states. Moreover, we extend the same formalism to study
work in Refs. [8/ 4], we not only consider S-wave interactiontheDD* andD*D* systems, where the flavor wave function of
but also include D-wave contribution betweBf) andB®).  theDD* andD*D* systems can be obtained with replacement
Such a study will be helpful to answer whether 88* and ~ B*) — D® andB® — D®).
B*B* molecular bottomonia exist or not.

This paper is organi_zed as follows. After trl*e introd*u%tion,TABLE I A summary of theBB", B'B', DD, D'D" systems. If tak-
we present t_he _formallsm of the study_of B8 and_B B ingc = —-1in Egs. ) and{?2), we obtain the flavor wave functions of
systems, which includes thg re[evaﬁbetwe Lagrangian and 70" andZ’, which are the partners mg% andz®. respectively.
coupling constants, the derivation of thigegtive potential of ~ ° B8 B BB
the BB* andB*B* system, the numerical results etc.. Finally,

. . . . R+ /| R* R* N D G¢ 1PC
the paper ends with the discussion and conclusion. BB'/B'B" systemsDD"/D"D" systems =)
z0 z02, 1+(1%)
z8 z8. 0 (1)
Il. DEDUCTION OF EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL BB DD
ARSI VARSIN 17(0), 1°(2), 1*(1%)
A. Flavor wave function ZE(BS*)@ [J] Zl()s*)li* [3] 0*(0**), 07 (2**),0-(1*°)
m’ M’ -
ZB§* ZD5* (1)

We list the flavor wave functions of tH&B* andB*B* sys-
tems constructed in Refs[|[3, 4]. TH&B* systems can be z&)! z8 0*(1*)
categorized as the isovector and isoscalar states withothe ¢
responding flavor wave functions

. _ _
|Z(B:§)*,> = \/%(“3’“r §0> +cB* ?"0), B. Effective Lagrangian and coupling constant
1Z43. ) = (1BB% + cB BY), (1)

In order to obtain the féective potential of theBB* and
B*B* system, we employ the OBE model, which is an ef-
© % _ /0o 050 o G050 fective framework to describe tH&B* or B*B* interaction by
g 2 = 5[('5 B)+B"B )+ C(B B” +B'B )] (2) exchanging the light pseudoscalar, scalar and vector nseson
In terms of heavy quark limit and chiral symmetry, the inter-
wherec = + corresponds to C-parit§ = ¥ respectively[[3, actions of light pesudoscalar, vector and scalar mesoas int
@]. The flavor wave functions of thB*B* systems can be acting with S-wave heavy flavor mesons were constructed in

|Z|(3T§)*O> = %[UBH B™) - B*Ogo) + c(B+ B — B°I§*O)],

constructed as Refs. [28/ 48-53]
205 1)) = 1B7B) _
120 [9]) = BB 3) Lunp = ig(Hf,Q))’uAﬁaVsHéQ))

|ZET*§*[J]O> = 2(IB*B") - [B°B)) +ig(HQy, A ysHQ), (5)



Luny i,3<HéQ)Vp((Vﬁa — P H)
HAHQ o, F (0)HQ)
ALY )
HAHQ o, F (0)HQ),
gs<H§Q)cTI-T§Q)> + gs<|-T§Q)cTH§Q)>,

(6)

LhHe (7)

where the multiplet fieltH@ is composed of the pseudoscalar

# and vectorP* with POT = (DO,
And H@ andH@ are defined by

D) or (BG0, B,

1+ )(/

1+)(/

H® t)

(9)

H©

[7’”7" +Plys]

Here,H = yoH yo andv = (1, 0).

As given in Refs.[[2€, 54], the anti-charmed or bottom me-

son fieldsP®)T = (D™, D®) or (B®O, B()*) satisfy

P;, = -CP3,C™, Pa=CP.C™™. (10)

The multiplet fieldH@ with the heavy antiquark can be de-
fined as

HQ = c(cHRCH)TC™ = [Py, - Bays) 12 (12)
—= 1 —
A = 22X [y, + Payel (12)

If considering the following charge conjugation transferm
tion,
cict=¢£", cv,.Ct= -V,

CALC=A,, CpCct=-p", (13)

one obtains the Lagrangian relevant to the mesons with hea

antiquarkQ which is converted from the one related to the\BFsponding terms for the interactions between the heawyrflav

meson with heavy quar®, where the Lagrangians are given

in Egs. [3)47)[2B[.54]. In the above expressions, (&)
andp* (SD*) satisfy the normalization reIauoKn@lPqu(O )=

(OPIQu(07)) = VMp and(01P;IQG(17)) = (OIP:IQY(1)) =

€. VMp.. The axial current ist = 2(§-‘ Bué — E0,£7) =
flnaﬂp + - with ¢ = exp(P/f,) and f;, = 132 MeV.
Pﬁa igVV /‘/_ 2, Fuv(p) = 8upy = 0vpyu + [ous pv], F V(0) =

0upy — 0vpu — [pus pv] @ndgy = m,/ fr, with gy = 58 Here,
P andV are two by two pseudoscalar and vector matrices

1.0 n
=+ = n
P:[\@_\/é oo b (14)
T _ﬁﬂ. +%
Lopw
V = fiﬁ P (15)
P "B

By expanding Eqs[{5)=[7), one further obtains tffeetive
Lagrangian of the light pseudoscalar mesBngth the heavy

flavor mesons

2 o

Lppp = _|f—geWM7>b”7>;‘a Pra
+ nggaﬂm\f’?’*"‘?’*%%, (16)

Lopp = _f_(sobso’; + Pp P Poa
Zg DT D DT+ A 17
+f—”(SDa/1Pb + PP Pap. a7)

The dfective Lagrangian depicting the coupling of the light
vector meson¥ and heavy flavor mesons reads as

Lppy = —V2BGP PV Vo + \/ZBQV%SL%SW - Vab,
(18)
Lppy = —2N200V' e 405(P, PR + PP VE)pa
~2V229u V' e 40p (P Py + PPN VP )abs
(19)
Lppy = V2BOP; - PiV- Via
—i2V2agvP Py (0,Vy — 3,V )ba
~ V280 P Piv - Vap
—i2V2a9y P P (0,Vy — 0,V,) b (20)

The dfective Lagrangian of the scalar messrinteracting
with the heavy flavor mesons can be expressed as

~2g¢PyPro — 298P PLo
= 294P; - Pi o+ 294P; - Py o

(21)
(22)

-EWU'
LSD* Po

As shown in Eqgs.[(I6)-(20), the terms for the interactions
between the anti-heavy flavor mesons and light mesons can
obtained by taking the following replacements in the cor-

mesons and light mesons:

Vo -V,a—b, b— a
x _ ot ot
P,o P PP,
] D* T D
P, =P P - =P

= 0.59 is extracted from the experimental width Df*

]. The parameteg relevant to the vector meson can be
fixed asg = 0.9 by the vector meson dominance mechanism
while 1 = 0.56 GeV! was obtained by comparing the form
factor calculated by light cone sum rule with the one obtaine
by lattice QCD. As the coupling constant related to the scala
mesono, gs = g./(2V6) with g, = 3.73 was given in Refs.

[,53].

C. Effective potential

With the above preparation, we deduce tffedive poten-
tials of theBB* andB*B* systems in the following . Generally,



the scattering amplitudé\(J, J;) is related to the interaction

potential in the momentum space in terms of the Breit approx-

imation
M(B(*) B®) — BXBM)

VITi2Mi T 2My

B( B )(q)

2S+1
* o _ IM Smg m _m
BB (L )> = > YO e e,

mn,m.,mg
(28)

to the dfective potential obtained from the scattering ampli-
tude. CJM ., CM

andCS™  are the Clebsch-Gordan

ImLm ' ~Sms,Lm_ Imdny

whereM; and M; denote the masses of the initial and final coefficients. Yim 1S the spherical harmonics function. The

states respectlvely The potential in the coordinate spé&c
is obtained after performing the Fourier transformation

polarization vector for the vector heavy flavor meson is de-
fined asel' = 17(ex +ig) andel' = €. Here, the polariza-

tion vector in Egs. IIZ?)EBS) is just the one appearing in the

Ve = (Zﬂ)s DS @ VEH F (@ me),  (23)
where we need to introduce the monopole form factor (FF)
F(g?,m2) = (A% - m2)/(A? - ) to reflect the structure ef-

fect of the vertex of the heavy mesons interacting with the

effective potentials which will be presented later.

1. TheBB" system

Ilght mesons. mg denotes the exchange meson mass. For The general expressions of the totéketive potentials of

> — 0 we can treat FF as a constant while fors m FF
approaches unity. The behavior of FF indicatés [3] (1) when
the distance becomes infinitely large, the interactionevert
looks like a perfect point corresponding of the constant FF;
(2) when the distance is very small, the inner structure doul
manifest itself. In reality, the phenomenological diita is

around one to several GeV, which also plays the role of regu-

lating the dfective potential.

In this work, we consider both S-wave and D-wave interac-
tions betweerB® andB®* mesons. In general, ti@B* and
B*B* states can be expressed as

@O 'BB*(381)> o B*|§*(1So)>

|ZBB* >_ 'BB*(3D1)> ’|ZB*B*[0]>_ B*Ig*(5Do)>,

s et

a * Ok @ 2

) | freens) | - 070
B*B*(5D1)> _ .

B''(D2))

(24)

with @ = S, T, where we use the notatidd 1L to denote the
total spinS, angular momenturh, total angular momentum
J of the BB* or B*'B* system. Indice$ andD indicate that
the couplings betweeB* and B* occur via theS-wave and
D-wave interactions, respectively.

Thus, the total #ective potentials of th8B* andB*B* Sys-
tems are

VZg’; v _ <Z(‘Yl (') Z /B (r)|z(ry) (')> (25)
Total BB* E ’
E=nn,00,0w
Z(a) [J] n o
Vg = (Z5m)] Y vEF 0zl 1) 28)
E=nn,00,w

which are 2x 2 and ( + 2) x (J + 2) matrices respectively. We
impose the following constraint

(B
B8 > > M dVum. 27)
mmg,Ms

A3 = A?—(mg —mg)?,

the isoscalar and isovectBB* systems are

Z0 O birect Ly ,Di ty 1 b ty c
5 — ngec 2Vp irec 2waec 4 2V ross
2 C Ci C
3VT7 ross__ 2Vp orss 2Vw ross , (29)
250 _ \/Direct | 3,/0i ty 1 b i, C(eve
e — Vglrec 2\/p irec 2lerec Z 6Vn ross
+§V']Cross+ 6V§0rss+ 2V“C)orss)’ (30)

where the subpotentials from then, o, p andw meson ex-
changes are written as

Cross 92 1
n = €2 3 25 5
Vv Z(€2- €1)Z(Az, My, 1)

f2 3
+—S(f, €2, €)T(Ag, My, r)], (31)
Vs = fz[ (€2 €5)Z(Aa, e, 1)
+§S(f, €, €5)T(As, s, )], (32)
VDireet _ _gg(ez.eZ)Y(A,mnr), (33)
yoreet _%ﬂzg\zl(ez.ez)y(lx,n%,r), (34)

vEross = 2/129\2,[2(52 - €))Z(Ao, Mo, T)
1. 4
—3S(7, €2, €9)T (Ao, Mo, 1)}, (35)

VBirect 9\2/(52 . eZ)Y(A, My, I), (36)

= _}/32
Veross — 242 [ (€2 eg)Z(Al, My, 1)

—§S(f, €2, €T (A1, My, r)]. (37)

In the above expressions, we define

M = % — (Mg — mg)?,



Af = A*—(mg —mg)’, Mg =nT — (Mg — Mg)?,
A§ = A% —(mg —mg)’, Mg =nm’— (Mg — mg)’,
Al = A~ (mg —mg)’,  m; =)~ (Mg — mg)”,

andS(f,a,b) = 3(f - a)(f - b) — a- b. Additionally, functions

2. The B*B* system

For the isoscalar and isovectBtB* systems, the general
expressions of the totatfective potentials are

Y(A,m 1), Z(A, mr) andT (A, mr) are defined as Vs = W, - %wp + %ww - %wn - %wn, (47)
1 A% —mg 5 0 3 1 3 1
Y(A _ _— (aMer _ o-Ary _ E —Ar 38 A _ 2 = 2 -
(Ame,r) = ——(e )-—gh & (38 Vs Wo + W + 5Vo + 5We + 2W,, - (48)
10 ,0
Z(A,me,1) = V2Y(A,mg,r) = 25" gY(A, me, r)39)  respectively, where the, 7, o, p andw meson exchanges
910 can contribute to thefective potentials. The corresponding
T(A,mg,r) = aFa—Y(A Mg, ). (40)  subpotentials are expressed as

In Egs. [29){(3D)c = +1 corresponds to thzgg andZéSEg
states including these two chargggstates observed by Belle

collaboration while takingg = —1 corresponds to thE(T)

andzés)* states which are partner states of X(3872).

As indicated in Eq.[{24), we consider both S-wave and D-
wave interactions between tfeeand B* mesons. Finally the
total éfective potential can be obtained by making the replace-
ment in the subpotentials

+
@l 110 shea-| © V2
(e2- eZ) 01 -V2 1
which results in the totalféective potential of th&B* system,
i.e, a two by two matrix.
The dfective potential of thé©D* system is similar to that
of BB_* system. They, o, p andw meson exchange potentials
of DD* system can be easily obtained by replacing the param-
eters for theBB* system with the ones fddD* system. Since
the mass gap ofy, andmp is larger than the mass of which

is different from the case of thBB* system, ther exchange
potential of theDD* system is([3, 4]

2

W, = fz[ (€1 % 63) (e2 x 64)Z(A m, )

+§S(f, €1 X €, €2 X € T(A, My, 1), (49)

g’[1 t i _

W, -E[é(el x €) - (€2 x €)zZ(Am,.1)

+%S(f, €1 X eg, € X GZ)T(A, m,, )|, (50)
W, = —g(e1- €)(€ - €))Y(A, M, 1), (51)
W, ——{2829 (e1- )er- €)Y(A.M,.1)

-81%g [ (€1 X 63) (e2 x 64)Z(A m,,r)

——S(f, €1 X e;, € X eZ)T(A, m,, r)]}, (52)
W, {Zﬂzg (e1- €l)(ez - €)Y(A M)

2
V](EI’OSS = - fz[ (6 63)ZED (A4’ m, r)

-81%g [ (€1 X 63) (e2 x 64)Z(A my, )

—§S(?, €1 % €5, €2 X €)T(A,m,, r)]}. (53)

+§S(f, €2, €,) TP (Ag, My, r)], (41)
Here, the definitions o¥(A, m,r), Z(A,m,r), T(A,m,r) and
where S(t,a,b) are given in Sed_1C|1.
1 r(Az + mg) In this work, we consider both S-wave and D-wave interac-
YPP (Ag,my, 1) = _( —g e g tions between th&* andB* mesons, which are illustrated in
Anr T 2M Eq. (24). Thus, the totalffective potential of thé8*B* with
42 J=0,12is2x2,3x3, 4x4 matrices, which can be obtained
+cosrur) | (42) by replacing the corresponding terms in the subpotentials,
. 19 ,0
Z2% (Ag,mu, 1) = VAYPP (Ag,my,r) = _2_r2_ 10
oo (e1- €l)ler - €)) — , (54)
XY (Ag, My, 1), (43) * 4 01
T (Mamir) = 1o O (). (44)
orror i i 2 0
] (e1 X €) - (e2X €)) — , (55)
In the present case, the parametgfandny are defined as 0 -1
As = VA? - (mp- — Mp)2, (45) . . 0 V2
S(f,e1 X €, €2 X €)) — 56
m; = \/(mD*—mD)Z—m},. (46) (F.e1x €5, €2 X €y) N (56)



for the B*B* states with] = 0,

100
(e1-€)(e2-€) |0 10, (57)
001
100
(e1x€) (e2xe)—|01 0 [ (58)
00 -1
0 -vV20
S(f,elxe;, ezxe2)>—> -Vv2 1 0 (59)
0 0 1
for the B*B* states with] = 1, and
1000
W . 0100
(e1- 63)(62 . 64) — , (60)
0010
0001
-100 O
. . 0200
(€1 x €) - (e2X €,) — , (61)
0 01 O
0 00-1
0 2 0 - ¥
) . 2 0O 0 -2
S(T, €1 X eg, € X ED — \/g \
0 0 -1 0
14 2 3
—\/; -5 0 -7
(62)

for the B*B* states with] = 2.

The potentials of th®*D* system and3*B* system have

. A Ao
K, @ = diad - , ==, 64
2010 = i ‘~{ 2 2m2) (64)
T _ A _ A2 B Ao
Kzl(;)g*[l] = dlaﬁ{ Zmz, ZI"ﬁg’ Zmz]y (65)
- diad -2 _ %22 _ L2 _ L2
Ko 1 = d'a{ 2M," 2@, 2mp 2@](66)
respectively. Herea = 3212 2 p; = o - 8. iy =

mBm%*/(mB + mg-) andrf, = mg:/2 are the reduced masses of
theZb'i andZS% systems, whermg andmg: denote the masses

of the pseudoscalar and vector bottom mes@s [59], respec-
tively. Of course, the kinematic terms for tBD* andD*D*
systems are of the same forms as those foRBeandB*B*
systems, where we replace the masB6¥ with that of B®).

In this work, the FESSDE prograrh [56.157] is adopted
to produce the numerical values for the binding energy and
the relevant root-mean-squargvith the variation of the cut-
off in the region of B < A < 5 GeV. Moreover, we also
use MATSCEI[58], a MATLAB package for solving coupled-
channel Schrodinger equation, to perform an independent
cross-check.

Throughout this work, we will first present the numerical
results of the obtained bound state solutions when all tgpes
the one-meson-exchange (OME) potentials are included. The
one-pion-exchange force contributes to the long range-inte
action between the heavy meson pair, which is clear and well-
known. In contrast, the scalar and vector meson exchanges
are used to mimic the intermediate and short range interacti
between the heavy mesons, which are not determined very
precisely. In order to find out whether the existence of the
possible bound molecular states is sensitive to the dethils
the short-range interaction, we will also study the casenwhe
only the one-pion-exchange (OPE) contribution is congider
In the following illustration, we use OME and OPE to distin-
guish such two cases. If the OPE force alone is strong enough
to form a loosely bound state, such a case is particulamy-nt
esting phenomenologically.

A. TheBB'and DD’ systems

In the following, we first present the numerical results for

the same form. We only need to replace the parameters fqre 7™ andzS states wherg™ corresponds t&,(10610)

the B*B* system with the ones for tH&*D* system.

I11. NUMERICAL RESULTS

obse?\B/ed by %Bélleﬂl]. As ShO\?Vﬂ in Talle I, there exist two
systems wittc = —1 andC = +1 in the flavor wave functions,

where are marked a'éBTE%' andZéSE%*'.

1. In Tabld1l, we present the numerical results of the ob-
tained bound state solutions in both OME and OPE

With the obtained fective potentials, we can find
the bound state solution by solving the coupled-channel
Schrodinger equation. Corresponding to the systems in Eqs
(29)-(30), the kinetic terms for thE(B”é*' and Zgﬁ)é*[\]] =
0,1,2) systems are

- diad - & _ %2
Kag = d'ag{ 2y zml)’ (63)

cases. We find the pound state solutions for the two
isoscalarZ(Bsé andZ(BSE%* with reasonable\ values A ~

1 GeV), which indicates the existence of m% and
Z&) " molecular states.

2. For theZ(Tg)* state, we also find the bound state so-
lution witﬁ A around 2.2 GeV. Our result shows that
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Z(TE%* could be as a molecular state with a very shallowthe DD* systems. We need to specify t )1' with 0 (1*+)
binding energy. In addition, its binding energy is not directly corresponds to the obser(872) [60].

strongly dependent oA. Thus, it is quite natural to in- The BaBar Collaboration measured the radiative de-
terpretZ,(10610) as 8B* molecular state with isospin cay of X(3872) and found a ratio ofB(X(3872) —
| =1. Ww(2S)y)/B(X(3872)— J/yy) =34+14 [61], which contra-

@’ . dicts the prediction with a purel®D* molecular assignment
3. For therEﬁ* system, the bound state solution can bey, x(3872) [13]. However, very recently Belle reported a new
found in the regiom > 4.7 GeV. To some extent, the measurement of the radiative decayX(B872), where only
value ofA for thezgé seems a little large compared to the decay mod(3872)— J/wy was observed and the upper
1GeV. limit B(X(3872)— (2S)y)/B(X(3872)— J/yry) < 2.1 was
iven [62]. The inconsistence between the Belle and BaBar

i M oM S’ ©) esults indicate that the study ®{3872) is still an important
OPE potential. For th€Zy2., Zy2., Zgz ) Or Zgz, W regearch topic. Our numerical results suggest that the mass

) B ,
need 10 decrease or increase m@/a?ue to obtain the of the loosely bound molecular stﬁé*/ is consistent with
8

same binding energy as_thgt from OME. The ON€ PIONat of X(3872). The assignment 72) as a molecular
meson exchange potential indeed plays the crucial ro'%andidate is still very attractive

in the formation of théBB* bound states.

4. We also discuss the case when we only consider th

TABLE IlI: The obtained bound state solutions (binding &jyeE
and root-mean-square raditgys) for DD* systems. Here, we dis-
cuss two situations, i.e., including all one meson exchddE)
contribution and only considering one pion exchange (OREp
tial to BB* systems.

TABLE II: The obtained bound state solutions (binding eyefgnd
root-mean-square radiugys) for the BB* systems. Here, we discuss
two situations, i.e., including all one meson exchange (Qbtintri-
bution and only considering one pion exchange (OPE) patenti

OME OPE OME OPE

G 1PC
() |State A E (MeV) rews (fm)] A E (MeV) rays (fm) | )| State A EMeV) raus ()] A E (MeV) rrws (fm)

46 -0.85 1.46
47 -3.42 1.17
48 -7.18 0.93
49 -12.40 0.75
ranzn - A :

21 -022 305 (22 -869 062
(1) |z 23 -1.64 131 |24 -2029 047 rae)|zZ - - )
25 -474 084 |26 -3854  0.36

49 014 364 |45 -17.79  0.56
@) |z8)" 50 -041 245 |46 -2265 052
51 -085 180 |47 -2829  0.48

13 - - 34 -011 1.74
14 -156 161 |35 -2.038 1.50
15 -12.95 0.98 |3.6 -4.79 1.26
1.6 -35.73 0.69 (3.7 -9.62 1.06

1.0 -028 335 |18 -10.09  0.96 01| 28
(1) z.

0(17)|z8 105 -1.81 171 |19 -1511 084

11 -536 118 [20 -21.53  0.76

0.8 -0.95 184 (1.0 -7.68 0.82

0°(L7)|z 09 -68L 091 |11 -1530  0.65 o |z B2 442 13818 74l 106
13 -11.78 105 |19 -1415  0.84

DD*
1.4 -21.88 0.86 | 2 -23.82 0.68

11 -0.61 1.7 -3.01 1.37

1.0 -19.92 0.65 1.2 -26.53 0.53

We extend the formalism in SeEl Il to study D" sys-
tems. As shown ,in Table]ll, we can exclude the existence of
thez{2 andz{) " since we do not find any bound state solu-

; (T) (T’ i )
tion fortheZDﬁ* andZDS* states. For the two |soscalzfl5*

andz® ", there exist loosely bound states with reasonable ~ The numerical results of the*B* systems are presented in
values. If only considering the OPE exchange potential, weTable[IM, which include the obtained binding energy and the
notice: (1) the bound state solution of th %* appears when corresponding root-mean-square radius. We find the bound
A ~ 4.6 GeV, which largely deviates from 1 GeV; (2) there state solution for all th®&*B* states with reasonablevalues:

B. TheB*B* and D*D* systems

i i i ) /. . .
still does not ?X|st any bound state solution Z(é% ; (3) for 1. A loosely bound state exists fﬁg);[ll corresponding
ZI()S%* andZI()S%* , A becomes larger in order to find the bound to the observed,(10650) withA slightly above 2 GeV.

state solution. The comparison between the OME and OPE Only considering the OPE potential, the obtained bind-
results also reflects the importance of one pion exchange in ing energy becomes deeper with the samelue.



8

2. In addition, theB*B* can form loosely bound molecu- respondingA is around 1 GeV. If only considering the
lar statesZ(S) [0, Z(T) [0], Z(S) [1] and Z(S) [2] with OPE contribution for theZ(S) -[01, Z(S) - [1] states, we
very reasonabla vaFues gompanng tﬁe results be- need to largely increas& vaIue in order to obtain a

tween OME and OPE cases, one notices again that the loosely bound state. Here, eithgf’- [0] or &
one pion exchange indeed is very important to form the could correspond to the observé 930) by Belledﬁb]
B*B* bound state. and BaBarH—_é)él] which is consistent with the conclusion

in Ref. [35].

3. For theZ(T}* [2] state, the existence of the loosely bound
state requires the value afaround 4.4 GeV.

2. There does not exist the bound s&{a_ [2]. The value
of A is about 3.6 GeV in order to form a bound state

TABLE IV: The obtained bound state solutions (binding eryeE) T [0] In the range B < A < 5 GeV, we cannot
and root-mean-square radiusg,s) for B*B* systems. Here, we dis- ul
cuss two situations, i.e., including all one meson excha@E) f'nd the bound state solution fdi‘ 5-11] in the OME
contribution and only considering one pion exchange (ORE P case. Thus, we exclude the eX|stence of Zé% [1]
tial to BB*systems. molecular state.

OME OPE

IG(JPC)| State A E (MeV) rrus (fm)| A E (MeV) rgus (fm)

1.2 - - 1 - - TABLE V: The obtained bound state solutions (binding endtgnd
root-mean-square radiugys) for D*D* systems. Here, we discuss
1+(0%) |z (T) [O] 14 -1.44 124112 032 1.53 two situations, i.e., including all one meson exchange (Qkiih-

-6.16 077 |11.4 -5.69 0.78 tribution and only considering one pion exchange (OPE)rgatkto
D*D* systems.
1.8 -15.15 0.54 |1.6 -18.82 0.50

0.9 - - 1 - -
I(JPC)| State A E (MeV) r fm)| A E (MeV) r fm
081 211 |12 -052 276 ) (MeV) rrus (fm) (MeV) rrus (fm)

1
0(0") Z(S*) .[0] N -
B'B 11 -9.98 102 |14 574 112 3.6 -0.94 1.74 |28 -2.038 1.47

1.2 -35.16 0.70 (1.6 -20.92 0.77 1+(0%) Z[()T)D*[O]

OME OPE

3.8 -6.16 1.00 |29 -6.10 1.00

-16.44 0.66 |3 -12.51 0.74
4.2 -33.28 0.49 |3.1 -21.56 0.59

22 -0.81 138 |2 -2.17 1.15

N 4 -331 0.95 [2.2 -8.01 0.68
17(1) ZB*B*[1]26 1.4 -1.72 162 |3 -5.70 1.24

-7.80 068 |24 -19.00  0.48
28 -1494 052 [26 -36.36  0.38 0-(0")|28) [o] 1798 088131 215 096
-54.60 047 |32 -21.83  0.78

1 -001 207 |14 -051  1.90
47 -6.96 094
0|28, 1 11 550 117 |16 365  -1.32
48 -1229  0.73
12 -21.76 -0.75|18 -10.26  0.96 114 [Z0m - - -
49 -1936  0.60

1.3 -53.68 0.55 (2.0 -21.81 0.75
5 -2831 0.51

44 -0.44 159 |3.6 -2.82 1.12

-1.59 128 (3.8 -6.21 0.85

1+(2) |z [2] 14 -344 144 |37 -1525 087
48 -342 101 |40 -11.41 068 0@)|z8 1 ' ' ' ' '
116,57 090 |3.8 -22.07 0.76

5. -6.16 081 |42 -18.77  0.57
1.6 -41.25 0.66 |3.9 -30.53  0.68
1+2%) (250121 - - - - -

13 - 3.6 -9.91 1.01

08 -233 132 |08 -1.81  1.48
0(27)|z¥,[21 0.9 -1045 084 (0.9 -564  1.01
10 -27.14 063 |10 -1228  0.76

11 -0.61 172 |16 -3.89 1.28

© 12 750 119 |17 -964 098
0 (27)(28..12]

In the following, we also present the numerical results for 13 -19.22 0.89 |1.8 -1838 0.77

the D*D* systems in TableV. Our calculation indicates:
1.4 -35.93 0.73 |1.9 -30.71 0.64

1. We find the bound state solutions for the three isoscalar
statesZI(DS*)IS* [0], ZI(DS*)IS* [1] and Z|(3$*)|5* [2], where the cor-



IV. SUMMARY [reo(1P)w, Y(1S)n, T(2S)n. n(1S)w, hu(1P)n).

T(1S)w, 1P)n, 1P)n, no(1S)7;,
Stimulated by the newly observed bottomonium-like states { (1S)e, xoa(TPYm, o2 1P, el )77}
Z5(10610) andz,(10650), we have carried out a systemati- egpectively. The above modes can be used in the future

cal study of theBB" and B'B* system using the one boson gynerimental search of the partner stateZg(fL0610) and
exchange model in our work. We have considered both the SZb(10650).

wave and D-wave interaction between f¢ andB" mesons, We also extend our formalism to study the molecular char-

which results in the mixing of th8-wave andD-wave contri-  gnia The observed possible molecular charmonia arel liste

bhutior;] as discussed igZSeEl II. Our nuTnericaIbreguIts imelicg in Table[Vl. The possible hidden-charm decay channels of the
that theZ,(10610) andz,(10650) signals can be interprete molecular statez(S) Zgi)ﬁ*[o]’ Z.(DS*).}[l] andzl‘f;)&[z] are

as theBB* and B*B* molecular states with®(J?) = 1*(1%) DD’
respectively.

As a byproduct, we also predict the existences of six other {UC(ls)w’ J/ "”(15)’7}’
BB* and B*B* bound states (see Talile]VI) within the same {3/yw.nS)n},
framework. We want to stress that the long-range interac-
tion between the heavy meson pair arises from the one-pion- {nc(ls)w, J/lﬁ(ls)n},

exchange force, which is clearly known. This OPE force alone
is strong enough to form the above loosely bound molec- {J/"b(ls)w’ UC(ls)n}’
ular states, which makes the present results quite modeil
independent and robust.

The observation of thes#,(10610) andZ,(10650) states
shows that the hidden-bottom decay are very important d
cay channels, which is characteristic and helpful to theckea

espectively. Due to the limit of phase space, the hidden-
charm decays for the other o S%*' molecular state are

e\}/1,0(18) or n¢(1S) plus multi-pions.

of the molecular bottomonium. After taking into account of Acknowledgment
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