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Abstract

The diquark-diquark-antiquark model describes pentaquark states both in terms of
quarks and hadrons. The latest LHCb data for pentaquarks with open charm emphasize
the importance of hadron components in the structure of pentaquarks. We discuss pen-
taquark states with hidden charm P (c̄cuud) and those with open charm P (ūussc) which
were discovered recently in LHCb data (J/Ψp and Ξ+

c K
− spectra correspondingly). Con-

sidering the observed states as members of the lowest (s-wave) multiplet, we discuss the
mass splitting of states and the dumping of their widths.
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1 Introduction

A narrow peak in J/Ψp spectra was seen in LHCb data1 and was interpreted as a pentaquark.
In Refs. [2–5] it was considered as an antiquark-diquark-diquark system P = c̄ · (cu) · (ud).

The recent discovery of the system of resonances which can be interpreted as a pentaquark
with open charm attracts again the attention to the problem of many-quark systems. Five
narrow peaks which are seen in the Ξ+

c K
− channel6 can be interpreted as P = ū · (cs) · (su)

and P = ū · (cu) · (ss) states.

However, in the channel Ξ+
c K

+ analogous narrow states are not observed. In the quark
language these two channels differ in the permutation of u and s quarks: ū · (cs) · (su) →

s̄ · (cu) · (su) and ū · (cu) · (ss) → s̄ · (cs) · (uu). Nevertheless, from the point of view of the
quark composition, the absence of states in the second channel may be surprising. In the terms
of the hadronic component it is not so.
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The hadronic component was analyzed for tetraquarks.7 This component is formed by quark
recombination of the type (q1q2) · (q̄3q̄4) → (q1q̄3) · (q2q̄4) + (q1q̄4) · (q2q̄3). It is seen that the
same content of quarks can produce different hadrons with correspondingly different threshold
singularities. Different probabilities of transition of exotic states to hadrons are essential for
their mass shifts. The effects of influence of hadronic components on pentaquark masses are
crucial for their observation. In the present paper we discuss shortly the mass shifts for both
pentaquark with hidden charm and pentaquark with open charm in the framework of diquark-
diquark-antiquark approach; a more complete consideration of the hadronic components for
pentaquarks is discussed in the subsequent papers.

2 Hidden charm pentaquarks P (c̄cq1q2q3)

A pentaquark states with hidden charm P (c̄cuud) = P (c̄cqq′q′′) were observed by the LHCb
collaboration.1 There were detected broad state P (4380) and narrow one P (4450). These
resonances generated a wide discussion.2,8–15 We will concentrate on discussing the narrow
state because there are different variants of interpretation for broad state (for example see
Ref. [16]). In Refs. [4,5] it was proposed that the lowest pentaquark states are s-wave systems

with P (4450) being a 5
2

−

state.

It is reasonable to discuss mass splitting of pentaquarks on the basis of results for standard
mesons (qq̄) and baryons (qqq). It was understood relatively long ago that the mass splitting
of hadrons can be well described in the framework of the quark model by the short-ranged
color-magnetic interactions of the constituents.17–19 For mesons and baryons the mass formulae
discussed by Glashow are:19

MM =
∑

j=1,2

mq(j) + a
~s1~s2

mq(1)mq(2)

, (1)

MB =
∑

j=1,2,3

mq(j) + b
∑

j>ℓ

~sj~sℓ
mq(j)mq(ℓ)

,

where ~sj and mq(j) refer to spins and masses of the constituents,∆ is the parameter of spin
splitting. Mass splitting parameters in eq. (1), a and b, are characterized by the size of the
color-magnetic interaction and the size of the discussed hadron, the short-range interaction is
supposed in Ref. [19]. For the 36-plet mesons (qq̄) and 56-plet baryons (qqq) formulae of eq.
(1) work well.

It seems natural to apply modified formulae (1) to pentaquark systems. For multiquark
states from Ref. [1] we have:

Mq1q2·q3c·c̄ = 3mD(q1q2)D(q3c)c̄ + 4∆
(

~µD(q1q2)~µD(q3c) + ~µD(q1q2)~µc̄ + ~µc̄~µD(q3c)

)

3mD(q1q2)D(q3c)c̄ = mD(q1q2) +mD(q3c) +mc̄ (2)

where ~µD and ~µc̄ are colour-magnetic moments of diquarks and c-quark. Diquarks are con-
sidered as composite systems of quarks analogous to light nuclei. The magnetic moments are
written as sums of quark magnetic moments:

~µD(q1q2) =
~sq1
mq1

+
~sq2
mq2

, ~µD(q3c) =
~sq3
mq3

+
~sc
mc

≃
~sq3
mq3

,
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~µc =
~sc
mc

≃ 0. (3)

In our estimations we take into account that mc >> mq.

Let us discuss such a scheme for the lowest multiplet of pentaquarks c̄cqq′q′′. Estimation of
diquark masses is the most problematic issue in the study of diquarks (see for example Ref. [?]).
Basing on Refs. [?] and [7] we estimate the masses of diquarks as follows (in MeV units):

mq = 330, mc = 1450,
mS(q1q2) = 700, mS(q3c) = 2000,
mA(q1q2) = 800, mA(q3c) = 2100.

(4)

It gives:

3µS(q1q2)S(q3c)c̄ = 4150, 3µA(q1q2)A(q3c)c̄ = 4350,

3µS(q1q2)A(q3c)c̄ = 4250, 3µA(q1q2)S(q3c)c̄ = 4250. (5)

Here the standard splitting parameter (∆ = 50 MeV) is close to that used in the description
of splitting of tetraquark states.7 It gives the location of the lowest pentaquark multiplet in
the mass region 4100-4500 MeV:

P
(L,JP )
DDcc̄

mass MeV

P
(0, 1

2

−

)

SScc̄
3µSScc̄ ≃ 4150

P
(1, 1

2

−

)

AScc̄
3µAScc̄ + 2∆ ≃ 4200 + 100 =4300

P
(1, 3

2

−

)

AScc̄
3µAScc̄ + 2∆ ≃ 4200 + 100 =4300

P
(1, 1

2

−

)

SAcc̄
3µSAcc̄ ≃ 4250

P
(1, 3

2

−

)

SAcc̄
3µSAcc̄ ≃ 4250

P
(0, 1

2

−

)

AAcc̄
3µAAcc̄ − 4∆ ≃ 4350− 200 =4150

P
(1, 1

2

−

)

AAcc̄
3µAAcc̄ − 2∆ ≃ 4350− 100 =4250

P
(1, 3

2

−

)

AAcc̄
3µAAcc̄ − 2∆ ≃ 4350− 100 =4250

P
(2, 3

2

−

)

AAcc̄
3µAAcc̄ + 2∆ ≃ 4350 + 100 =4450

P
(2, 5

2

−

)

AAcc̄
3µAAcc̄ + 2∆ ≃ 4350 + 100 =4450

(6)

In such a scheme all lowest pentaquark states have negative parity. Really in the Glashow
formulae the coordinate part of the wave function is hidden in parameters a and b. They may
be different for standard and exotic hadrons. Let us emphasize that all mass estimations are
qualitative.

Experimental data give us one narrow state P (4450). The consideration of decays gives us

reasons to see only one narrow peak: states 1
2

−

and 3
2

−

can decay in the recombination mode with

s-wave J/Ψ p states, while the s-wave decay of 5
2

−

requires the transition P (4450) → J/Ψ+N
3

2 .

The threshold of P (4450) → J/Ψ + N
3

2 is situated 50Mev higher, so the d-wave transition
P (4450) → J/Ψ+ p is allowed here only. The d-wave decay leads to the suppression of width.

Overlapping and mixing of states can also produce broad and narrow resonances. A remark-

able feature of the scheme (6) is the overlapping of states with equal quantum numbers (P
( 1
2

−

)

SScc̄
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and P
( 1
2

−

)

AAcc̄
). Such overlapping can produce a strong mixturing of these states. It results in the

shift of pole singularities in complex s-plane: one resonance becomes narrow with a small width
value, the width of the other resonance becomes large.22 The wide resonance can be hardly
seen in an observed spectrum.

2.1 Amplitude poles for multiquark states

We are based on the hypothesis that amplitude pole singularities exist both for three-quark and
five-quark baryons. As an example let us consider the amplitude for ∆-isobar, ∆(1240) → π+N .
Due to the decay process this isobar contains both three-quark and five-quark components. In
the standard consideration we use only the three-quark component. But if five-quark forces
would be strong enough, then the five-quark pole should be situated near the physical region.
We suppose that an analogous situation is realized for standard and exotic charmed states.

In terms of the foregoing the pentaquark P (4450) can be considered as a pentaquark with a

small admixture of the three-quark state N
5

2
−(1675) due to annihilation process (c̄cuud)

5

2
−
→

(uud)
5

2
− + (c̄c)0+.

3 New LHCb data

In the recent work of LHCb collaboration five narrow peaks were observed which are ūcssu
system.6 In the case under consideration the corresponding states can be interpreted as:
P = ū · (cs) · (su) and P = ū · (cu) · (ss).

These LHCb data give an opportunity for the estimation of splitting parameter for pen-
taquarks with open charm. Following the previous section it is a perspective to discuss the
estimations for masses of the pentaquark P (ūussc) and versions of classification for observed
states.

There are twenty states for pentaquark consisting of ū, u, s, s and c quarks in the framework
of antiquark-diquark-diquark model. Ten states (see Eq. 6) for the first choice of diquarks:
P = ū · (cs) · (su) and analogous ten states for the second choice of diquarks: P = ū · (cu) · (ss).

In such a model it is reasonable to assume that the highest state formed by an antiquark

and two axial diquarks P
5

2
−

q̄AA refers to P (3119). There are several classification shemes for other
states. An example is given below in Eq. 7.

P JP

ūussc mass estimation(MeV) classification

P
1

2

−

ūussc 3050±100 P(3000)

P
3

2

−

ūussc 3200±100 P(3050), P(3060), P(3090)

P
5

2

−

ūussc 3300±100 P(3119)

(7)

This classification does not exhaust all variants of classifications. This formula is only a qualita-
tive estimation because the mixing of overlapping states is not taken into account. Errorbars of
masses in Eq. (6) and (7) are based on the phenomenological description of the systematisation
of light meson and baryon states.23–25

4



According to the model under consideration two highest states P
5

2
− = ū · (cs) · (su) and

P
5

2
− = ū · (cu) · (ss) have close values of masses and hence they are mixing. As a result there is

one narrow peak (Eq. 6) as it was discussed at the end of Section 2. If among the five narrow

peaks two states with JP = 5
2

−

are seen, it means that the hypothesis of the deutron-like
structure of diquarks has failed and formulae (2) are not applieble.

Similar to the case of pentaquarks with hidden charm (Sec. 2) the dumping of the width
is the consequence of the large orbital momentum in the Ξ+

c K
− channel. s-wave channel can

produce pentaquark with J = 1/2 only. J = 3/2 and J = 5/2 states require L = 2. Large
orbital momentum leads to additional dumping of widths.

LHCb collaboration did not observe any narrow peaks in Ξ+
c K

+ system at 2950 – 3450
MeV. It seems natural because of existing decay reaction which is located at lower pentaquark
masses: P(s̄uusc) → Σc(2455) + (2π)0++. We have to search for the narrow peaks in the system
of s̄, u, u, s and c quarks beginning at the threshold of this reaction – 2650 MeV.

4 Conclusion

We discuss the description of new LHCb data in terms of pentaquark states. Open charm
states can be interpreted as three-quark states.26 Predictions of Ref. [26] coincide mainly with
the predictions of diquark-diquark-antiquark model. It concerns spin-parities and decay modes.
Our discussion is motivated by believing that five-quark states exist and corresponding poles
should be investigated.

We discuss scenarios for the description of LHCb data.1, 6 We use an idea that the cor-
responding pole singularities can dive into the complex-energy plane due to large widths cor-
responding to recombination processes. In this situation the narrow states can be observed.
Such a state is P (4450) (Sec. 2). Another mechanism of creating narrow peaks is related to the
overlapping of resonance states (Sec. 3). The calculation of propagators, taking into account
loop-diagrams, gives an opportunity to see the effect of specific recombination channels on the
mass shifts. Such a procedure was done for tetraquarks. It is done for pentaquark with hidden
charm P (c̄cqq′q′′) (to be published). Analogous wave function calculation are to be done for
pentaquarks with open charm P (s̄suuc) and P (ūssuc).

Acknowledgments

The authors thank A.K. Likhoded, D.I. Melikhov, A.V. Sarantsev and A.V. Anisovich for useful
discussions.

The paper was supported by grant RSF 16-12-10267.

References

[1] LHCb Collab. (R. Aaji et al.), Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 072001, (2017),
arXiv:1507.03414v1 [hep-ex].

5

http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.03414


[2] Z.-G. Wang, Nucl.Phys. B 913, 163 (2016).

[3] L. Maiani, A.D. Polosa and V. Riquer, Phys.Lett. B 749, 289 (2015),
arXiv:1507.04980v1 [hep-ph].

[4] V.V. Anisovich, M.A. Matveev, J. Nyiri, A.V. Sarantsev, A.N. Semenova, Pentaquarks and
resonances in the pJ/ψ-spectrum , arXiv:1507.07652v1 [hep-ph], (2015).

[5] V.V. Anisovich, M.A. Matveev, J. Nyiri, A.V. Sarantsev and A.N. Semenova, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 30 No. 32, 1550190 (2015).

[6] LHCb Collab. (R. Aaji et al.), Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 182001, (2015),
arXiv:1703.04639v1 [hep-ex].

[7] V.V. Anisovich, M.A. Matveev, A.V. Sarantsev and A.N. Semenova, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A
30 No. 32, 1550186 (2015).

[8] M.I. Eides, V.Yu. Petrov, M.V. Polyakov, Phys.Rev. D 93 no.5, 054039 (2016).

[9] A. Esposito, A. Pilloni, A.D. Polosa, Phys.Rept. 668, 1 (2016).

[10] E. Oset et al., Nucl.Phys. A 954, 371 (2016).

[11] I.A. Perevalova, M.V. Polyakov, P. Schweitzer, Phys.Rev. D 94 no.5, 054024 (2016).

[12] A. Ali, I. Ahmed, M.J. Aslam, A. Rehman, Phys.Rev. D 94 no.5, 054001 (2016).

[13] T. Skwarnicki, Observation of J/ψp Resonances Consistent with Pentaquark States, in
Proc. 27th International Symposium on Lepton Photon Interactions at High Energy (LP15),
(Ljubljana, Slovenia, August 17-22, 2015), p. 4.

[14] E. Wang, H.-X. Chen, L.-Sh. Geng, D.-M. Li, E. Oset, Phys.Rev. D 93 no.9, 094001 (2016).

[15] Sh. Stone, Exotic hadrons at hadron colliders, Proc. 13th Conference on Flavor Physics
and CP Violation (FPCP 2015), (Nagoya, Japan, May 25-29, 2015), p. 41.

[16] V.V. Anisovich, M.A. Matveev, A.V. Sarantsev, A.N. Semenova, Modern Physics Letters
A 30, No. 38, 1550212 (2015).

[17] Ya.B. Zeldovich, A.D. Sakharov, Yad. Fiz. 4, 395 (1966).

[18] A. de Rujula, H. Georgi and S.L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. D 12, 147 (1975).

[19] S.L. Glashow, Particle Physics Far from High Energy Frontier, (Harvard preprint, HUPT-
80/A089, 1980).

[20] E.Santopinto, Phys. Rev. C 72, 022201 (2005).

[21]

[22] V.V. Anisovich, D.V. Bugg, A.V. Sarantsev, Phys.Rev. D 58, 111503 (1998).

[23] V.V. Anisovich, Phys. Usp. 47, 45 (2004), Usp. Fiz. Nauk 47, 49 (2004).

6

http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.04980
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.07652
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04639


[24] V.V. Anisovich, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, J. Nyiri, A.V. Sarantsev, Mesons and
baryons: Systematization and methods of analysis, (World Scientific, Hackensack, USA,
2008).

[25] A.V. Anisovich, V.V. Anisovich, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, J. Nyiri, A.V. Sarantsev,
Three-particle physics and dispersion relation theory, (World Scientific, Hackensack, USA,
2013).

[26] M. Karliner, J.L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 95, 114012, (2017),
arXiv:1703.07774v3 [hep-ph].

7

http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.07774

	1 Introduction
	2 Hidden charm pentaquarks P("7016ccq1q2q3 )
	2.1 Amplitude poles for multiquark states

	3 New LHCb data
	4 Conclusion

