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Abstract
The pentaquark states, P.(4312), P.(4440) and P.(4450), can be nicely arranged into a multiplet of

(%)

seven molecules of D(*)E((;*) dictated by heavy quark spin symmetry, while the Z. E((;*) system can be

related to the D(*>2£*) system via heavy antiquark diquark symmetry. In this work we employ the one
boson exchange model to study the interactions between ESZ) and 2§*> with constraints from the pentaquark
system. We show that a multiplet of ten triply charmed dibaryons emerge naturally in the isospin-1/2 sector,
while only three appear in the isospin-3/2 sector. In addition, we study their heavy quark flavor partners.
Ten triply bottom diybaryons are found in the isospin-1/2 sector, while only nine are likely in the isospin-3/2
sector. Furthermore, the predicted mass splitting between the 0" =..3,. state and its 17 counterpart is found

to be consistent with the correlation implied by heavy antiquark diquark symmetry recently pointed out in

Pan et al..
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since the Belle collaboration discovered X (3872) in 2003 [[I]] and the BESIII collaboration
discovered Z.(3900) [2] and Z.(4020) [3], many studies have been performed to explore the exis-
tence of multiplets of hadronic molecules in the meson-meson sector. For instance, assuming that
X (3872) is a 17T DD* state, a 2*+ D*D* state has been predicted [4, 5] . With further assump-
tions on the nature of some other states, such as X (3915) [4] or Z,(10610) [5] or the adoption of
more model-dependent approaches, such as the one-boson exchange (OBE) model [6], more states
can be predicted. Nevertheless, whether or not a complete multiplet of molecules exists remains
unsettled in the meson-meson sector, partly due to the fact that the weak attraction between D and
D* deduced from the small binding of X (3872) could easily disappear or even turn repulsive away
from the strict heavy quark symmetry (HQS) limit, which might explain the continued absence of
its spin-2 partner, X (4012).

In 2019 the LHCb collaboration surprised the hadron physics community by reporting the ob-
servation of three pentaquark states, P.(4312), P.(4440) and P.(4457) [7]], updating their 2015
study [8]]. Given the fact that P,(4312) is located 9.8 MeV below the DY... threshold, and P.(4440)
and P,.(4457) are 21.8 and 4.8 MeV below the D*Y, one, they provide the most robust candidates
so far for hadronic molecules. E] Indeed, a large number of theoretical works have been performed
within the molecular picture, focusing on various aspects ranging from mass spectroscopy [26-39]
and decay widthes [40-435] to production mechanisms [46550]]. In our previous work we adopted
the contact range effective field theory (EFT) to describe the three pentaquark states in the hadronic
molecular picture, and we showed the emergence of a complete multiplet of hadronic molecules
in the meson-baryon system [26], dictated by heavy quark spin symmetry (HQSS) [51}52], which
has later been corroborated by many studies [26, 30, 32, 33} 35, 53]].

Heavy antiquark diquark symmetry (HADS) dictates that a heavy antiquark behaves the same
as a heavy diquark from the perspective of the strong interaction in the limit of heavy quark
masses [54, 55]. Therefore, the strong interaction experienced by a heavy anticharm meson is
the same as that of a doubly charmed baryon. As a result, the interaction between D™ and n{

is the same as that between =) and X', as shown in Fig. 1, up to the breaking of HADS.

' It should be noted that the existence of D)X molecules had been predicted before the first LHCb results [9-14]
and although at present the molecular interpretation is the most favored one, there exist other explanations, e.g.,
hadro-charmonium [15]], compact pentaquark states [16-21]], or virtual states [22]]. See Refs. [23-25] for some

latest reviews.



In Ref. [56], HADS was utilized in the contact range EFT to explore the likely existence of
)

=) dibaryons implied by the existence of the pentaquark states, and a complete multiplet
of ten dibaryons emerges even when taking into account the breaking of HADS at the level of
25%. Another interesting finding of Ref. [56] is the existence of a strong correlation between
the mass splitting of any doublet in the dibaryon system and the spin assignments of P.(4440)
and P.(4457). Though a lattice QCD study of the pentaquark system is difficult [57, 58], the
study of the dibaryon systems seems to be relatively easier and has recently been performed in
Ref. [59]. However, unfortunately, only the deuteron-like 17 states were studied. If the spectrum
of the 0T states can be obtained, one could determine the spins of P.(4440) and P.(4457) model

independently using the correlation dictated by HADS, as first observed in Ref. [56].
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FIG. 1. From hidden charm pentaquark states to triply charmed hexaquark dibaryons through HADS

In this work we adopt the OBE model to study the interactions between =% and ©"). The OBE
model is one of the most widely used theoretical tools in studying heavy hadron molecules, see,
e.g., Refs. [60,61]. According to this model, the potential between two hadrons is generated by the
exchange of a series of light mesons, such as the 7, o, p, and w. Though physically intuitive and
numerically clean, the OBE model suffers from the need for regulators (form factors and cutoffs)
to mimic the finite sizes of hadrons involved. There is no a priori information for which cutoff to
use EL though according to the size of typical hadrons, a value of 0.5 to 1 GeV is preferred [62, 163].
In the nucleon-nucleon system, because of the large nucleon-nucleon scattering dataset, the form
factors and related cutoffs can be determined by fitting to the large amount of data [64]]. In the
heavy sector, however data are scarce, and as a result, in most cases the cutoff has to be determined
by fitting to the same data that one wants to describe, therefore giving the impression that the
model has no predictive power. In this sense, the OBE model should better be used to estimate the

interaction between two hadrons by varying the cutoffs within a reasonable range. On the other

2 We implicitly assume that different regulators should yield the same physical results, if the theory is properly

normalized, and focus on the impact of the value of the cutoff in a cutoff regularization scheme.
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hand, in a few cases where there is a clean bound-state candidate of two hadrons, one can fix the
cutoff by reproducing such a state first and then make predictions for other related systems using
symmetry arguments. This is the case for the present study. In this work, following Ref. [33] and
assuming that P,(4312) is a bound state of DY, we can fix the cutoff, i.e., A = 1.119 GeV. With
this cutoff and the OBE potential, we study the =% S system.

The manuscript is structured as follows: In Sec. |lI, we present the details of the OBE model as
applied to the baryon-baryon system containing heavy quarks c and b. In Sec. we determine
the cutoff in the OBE model by reproducing P.(4312) as a hadronic molecule, and from this we

predict the full spectrum of triply heavy dibaryon molecules. Finally we present the conclusions

in Sec. IVl

II. FORMULISM

In this section, we derive the OBE potentials that we use in this work. The OBE interaction
of two heavy hadrons is generated by the exchange of 7, o, p, and w. Among them, the vector
mesons, p and w, provide the short-range interaction, the scalar meson o provides the middle-range
interaction, and the m meson provides the long-range interaction. Given the exploratory nature of

the present work, the contributions of other mesons are neglected [33, 165]].

A. Interaction Lagrangian

The Lagrangians describing the interaction between a doubly heavy charmed baryon and a light

meson, p, w, o, and 7, can be written as [6]

i e e
ETCCchﬂ' = TCC : (7_ : ,/TV X TCC) Y (1)
V2fn
‘CTCCTCCU == galfjca ' j—;cc y (2)
ETCCTCCp = gﬂlﬁc(F ' p_o) : ic
Fol ot = i i
- T).7- (00 —0p") Teej 3
4M1 cczT ( ﬁﬂ P ) 9) ( )
£TCCTCCUJ = gwlﬁcwo : 7_—‘::c
fwl = i g i i\
- T, (0'w’ — Pw') Ty (4)
where T, = (\%ECCE + =7 ) is a superfield of =, and Z*, constrained by HQSS. With HADS,

these Lagrangians can also be derived from the Lagrangians describing the interaction between
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a heavy meson and a light meson [66]. The g, and g, are the couplings to the 7 and ¢ meson,
respectively, while the g, and f, with V' = p, w are the electro- and magnetic-type couplings to
the vector mesons, and M is a mass scale rendering f, dimensionless.

For the Lagrangians describing the interaction between a singly charmed baryon and a light

meson, we have [33]]

Cosin = S1- (79 x ). ©
Ls.5.0 = gr2Sio - S, (6)
Ls.s.p = 902SHT - 7°) - S

IR ST op - )8, ™)
Ls.5.0 = gunSiw’ - S,

— L{L]\; St (0w — dw') gcj (8)

where S, = (\%Ec& + iZ) denote the superfield of ¥. and X} dictated by HQSS, and g2, g2, g2

and f, are the corresponding coupling constants.

B. The OBE potentials

With the Lagrangians for the doubly charmed and singly charmed baryons, the OBE potentials

can be easily derived as follows,
V=CVat Vot V,+( Vo, ©)
where ( = +1, for which our convention is

¢(=+1 for7.S,, (10)

(=-1 forT,S,. 11
and V., , ., are the OBE poentials in momentum space, whose explicit form can be found in, e.g.,
Refs. [6,133]].

To take into account the finite sizes of hadrons, we introduce a monopolar form factor for each

vertex, and then the resulting potentials in momentum space can be written as

VM(@ A) = VM(CD Fl(Cﬁ A1)F2(Cfa AQ) ) (12)
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where the monopolar form factor is

A% —m?

F(q’A):M——q?'

(13)

For the sake of simplicity, we adopt the same cutoff for both vertices appearing in the one-boson
exchange. With the consideration of form factors, the coordinate-space potentials can be easily
obtained by Fourier transforming the momentum-space potentials. For details, please refer to
Refs. [6,133].

Note that in the present work, following Ref. [33], we remove the Dirac delta potential, 6(7),
in the spin-spin component of the OBE potential. The delta potential, as can be seen in Fig. 2 of
Ref. [33], distorts the long-range one pion exchange potential at a distance of about 1 fm, thus
obscuring the physics of the pion exchange, which given its long range, is expected to be model
independent and should not be distorted. In Ref. [33], it was shown that only by removing this
delta potential can one achieve a simultaneous description of the three pentaquark states with a
single cutoff fixed by reproducing either of the three states. Otherwise, one will be forced to adopt

different cutoffs for different pentaquark states. We note that the RCNP group also follows such a
procedure in their use of the OBE model [[67H69]].

C. Coupling constants

The OBE potentials are determined by the couplings of the exchanged bosons to the heavy
baryons and mesons. In this section, we explain how they are fixed and estimate how uncertain
they are. The coupling of the 7 to the doubly charmed baryon can be derived from either the quark
model or HADS. Both approaches yield a similar value: g; = —0.25 [70] from the quark model
and g; = —0.2 [71] from HADS, and in this work we adopt —0.2. The coupling of the 7 to .
and X%, g2, was extracted to be 0.84 in lattice QCD [[72], which is smaller than the prediction of
the quark model [73]].

For the couplings to the o meson, we estimate them using the quark model. From the nucleon
and o-meson coupling of the liner sigma model, g,y = 10.2, the corresponding couplings are
determined to be go1 = 5gonny = 3.4 and gos = Zgonn = 6.8 [74].

The couplings of the light vector mesons include those of both electric(g, ) and magnetic( f, )types,
which are related via f, = k,g,. For the p and w couplings, from SU(3)-symmetry and the OZI

rule, we obtain g, = g, and f,, = f,. The electric-type coupling of the doubly charmed baryon
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TABLE I. Couplings of the doubly and singly charmed baryons to the light mesons. The magnetic coupling
of the p and w mesons is defined as f, = x,g,, and M refers to the mass scale (in MeV) involved in the

magnetic-type couplings.

Coupling Value for E../=},.|Coupling Value for ¥./%7
g1 -0.2 92 0.84
9ol 34 Jo2 6.8
9p1 2.6 9p2 5.8
Guw1 2.6 w2 5.8
Kpl -0.8 Kp2 1.7
Rwl -0.8 Kw2 1.7
M, 940 M, 940

to the vector mesons is estimated to be g,; = 2.6 [[75], and the corresponding coupling to the
singly charmed baryon is determined to be g,» = 5.8 [73]. The magnetic-type coupling of the

(%)

E((;*) baryon is estimated to be x,5 = 1.7 [76], and the corresponding coupling of the = baryon

is k1, = —0.8. All the couplings are given in Table [I| for easy reference. In addition, the =,

(%)

21()*)’ and =.. masses are from Ref. ([/7]), and the =, and Ebz masses are taken from lattice QCD

simulations [78]].

D. Wave functions and partial wave decomposition
The generic wave function of a baryon-baryon system reads
|W) = W (7) | I M), (14)

where |I M) denotes the isospin wave function and W ;,,(7) denotes the spin and spatial wave
function. The dynamics in isospin space is embodied in the isospin factor 7 - 7'. In this work the

(%)

total isospin is either 1/2 or 3/2 for the Z. »{ system, and the corresponding isospin factor are

—2 and 1, respectively.

The spin wave function can be written as a sum over partial wave functions, which can be
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TABLE II. Relevant partial wave matrix elements for the Egéﬁg)

system with Q = c or b.

State JP Partial wave (dy - da) Sia(dy, da, )
200X |J=0 LS -3 0
(1 0 0 V8
20020 J=1 351-3Dy
01 V8 —2
-50 0 0 —%5 %
2 EHoXe| ] =1 351-3D1-°Dy 0 -30 -+ 1 -3
0 03 % -4 3
200 0 3y/15 315
205 602 e | =2 555-3Dy-5Dy 0-30 3./ -1 3./3
0 0 3 3y —3\V7
L0 0 -3
E50%6 J=0 1S4-°Dyg
0o -3 -3 -3
-0 0 0 0 A5 0 -3
2506 J=1 38,-3D;-°D;-"D; O 00 51775 "1 0 %\@
0 0 =30 0o 0 -2 0
0 0 0} S O
-30 0 00 0 —% 0 3y/& O
0o -% 0 00 - 0 0 3\@ 0
20020 J=225-1Ds-3Ds5Do-"TDo || 0 ¢ _% 0 0 0 0 % 0 % %
0 0 0 ~dol[3/h3/2 o & o
0 0 0 0 % 0 0 &/ o %
20 00 0 33 o B
Zho%h | =3 TSs-DsPDyTDy 0 -3 00 ¥ oo
00 -20 0 0o 2 0
00 03 e IR




written as (in the spectroscopic notation)

‘2S+1LJ> — Z <LMLSM5|JM> ’SMS> YLML(/f)7
Mg, My,

(15)

where (LM, SMg|JM) are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, | SMg) is the spin wavefunction, and
Y7, (7) is the spherical harmonics.
In the partial wave decomposition of the OBE potential, we encounter both spin-spin and tensor

components

Cip = 71 - 02, (16)

512:351'726"2'72—531'6"2, (17)

In the present study, we consider both S and D waves. E] The relevant matrix elements are listed in
Table Il

We would like to note that in principle, some of the particle channels can mix: for instance, for
the I(JF) = 1/2(17) states, X;=,. and X.=*, can mix with ¥.=... We checked that our results
in the single-channel case remain qualitatively the same when coupled channels effects are taken
into account. Given the exploratory nature of the present study, we stick to the single-channel

dominance assumption.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The main ambiguity of the OBE model is the value of the cutoff in the form factor, which in
principle is a free parameter in the range of 0.5~2 GeV. However, cutoffs in this range heavily
affect the resulting interaction. One way to make concrete predictions is to fix the cutoff using a
well-established molecular state as a reference, and then with this value, one predicts interactions
in other related systems and studies the likely existence of molecular states. Such an approach has
been adopted in a number of studies. For instance, assuming that X (3872) is a hadronic molecule
of DD*, the cutoff was determined to A = 1.04GeV [6]]. In Ref [33]], the cutoff was determined to
be A = 1.119 GeV, assuming that P.(4312) is a bound state of DY.... Thus, in this work we adopt
A =1.119 GeV to study the triply charmed and bottom dibaryon systems.

3 However, the D-wave contributions are found to only account for a few percent of the binding energies.



Since we have used HADS in deriving the potentials of the =Hn system, we should study the

breaking of the HADS, which is only exact in the infinite heavy quark mass limit. The breaking of
HADS can be estimated, as a rule of thumb, by calculating Agcp/mgv with v being the velocity
of the heavy diquark pair [54], which yields a value of 0.25 — 0.4 for the charm system. In the
present work, following Ref.[56], we take 25% as an educated guess. The change of our potentials
induced by such a breaking can be taken into account by modifying the OBE potentials in the

following way:

V =Vope(l+4 0naps), (18)

where Vg is the central value of the OBE potentials derived above and dgaps = 0.25 is the
uncertainty induced by HADS.
With all the ingredients explained above we can solve the Scrodinger equation in coordinate

space, and study the spectrum of the =)

») system. Those with [ = 1/2 are presented in Table
Interestingly, we find ten triply charmed dibaryons with binding energies of 10 ~ 40 MeV.
In our previous study, we employed the contact range EFT constrained by HQSS and HADS to
predict ten triply charmed dibaryons from the LHCb pentaquark states [S6]. Our current results
are consistent with those of Scenario B of that study. In addition, the predicted binding energy
of the 17 =2, state, B = 21.61?2% MeYV, is consistent with the lattice QCD result of Ref. [59]],
which is 8 £ 17 MeV. [

The spins of P.(4440) and P.(4457) are not determined experimentally yet, while in Ref. [56]
we discovered that the mass splittings between any doublets of the triply charmed dibaryons are
correlated with that of P.(4440) and P.(4457). For instance, if the 07 =, state has a larger
mass than its 17 counterpart, then the spin of P.(4457) is 3/2 and that of P.(4440) is 1/2. On the
other hand, if the 0" =X -state mass is smaller than 17, then the opposite assignment would be
favored. The present OBE results for the 0" Z..X. and the 11 =..X. seem to prefer Scenario B,
which indicates that the spins of P.(4440) and P.(4457) should be 3/2 and 1/2, respectively.

Unlike the EFT approach, the isospin-1/2 and isospin-3/2 sectors are correlated in the OBE

model. Thus, we can calculate the spectrum of the =4 n) system with / = 3/2, and the results

are displayed in Table Unlike the / = 1/2 case, not all the possible combinations have

4 As mentioned in Ref. [59]], lattice artifacts, such as finite volume effects, should be carefully addressed in a future
work, particularly for the .2, dibaryon of spin-parity 17. As a result, the quoted lattice QCD number should be

taken with caution.
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TABLE III. Binding energies of the triply charmed and bottomed dibaryons with I = 1/2, with uncertainties

originating from the breaking of HADS, and the corresponding masses, for which only central values are

given.
Molecule I J¥|B Heeo MeV) My, MeV)|By,,, MeV) Mpg,,, (MeV)
YoE0o & 0F| 20.4%3%] 6046 89.7132% 15850
YoEqo 3 17| 21.6779% 6053 76.11292 15864
HEqq 3 17| 29.8%3%% 6109 89.3752 15872
SHEqq 3 2F| 214752 6118 74.51350 15886
S0ZhHo 3 17| 156707 6167 64.37352 15900
S84 3 27| 3457300 6148 99.67351 15861
586 3 07| 13.27153 6237 58.6751 7 15926
S5Z6ho 3 17| 1657100 6230 65.2755-9 15920
S8 3 27| 247133 6222 80.7130-7 15904
SHEho 3 37| 35.71379 6211 98.5735% 15886

attraction strong enough to bind. As a matter of fact, only three states, 17 X .=Z*,, 0" X*=* and 11

Y*=r. , bind within the uncertainties induced by the breaking of HADS.

Heavy quark flavor symmetry dictates that in our above study, we can replace the charm quark
with its bottom counterpart, and the interactions will remain the same, again up to corrections of
1/my—1/m,. As aresult, we can study the spectrum of the Egz)Zl()*) system with both / = 1/2 and
I = 3/2. Naively, as the constituents of the system become heavier, the binding energy becomes
larger, because the interaction remains the same but the kinetic energy of the system decreases.
This can be clearly seen in Tables [[IIf and All the ten states in / = 1/2 bind, but not all of the

I = 3/2 states. For instance, it is quite likely that the 3" ¥; =/, state does not bind.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Motivated by the experimental discovery of P.(4312), P.(4440), and P.(4457) by the LHCb

collaboration and the fact that they could well be part of a complete multiplet of D<*>2£*)
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TABLE IV. Binding energies of the triply charmed and bottomed dibaryons (if they exist) with [ = 3/2,
with uncertainties originating from the breaking of HADS, and the corresponding masses, for which only
central values are given. The t indicates that the particular channel does not bind, and ? denotes the likely

existence of a bound state.

Molecule I J¥|B Heeo MeV) My, MeV)|By,,, MeV) Mpg,,, (MeV)
YgEgq 3 0F t t 1.87%2 15938
YoEqo 3 1F t t 11.8729 15928
SHEqq 3 1% t t 2.8732 15958
SHZ0q 527 0170 ? 16.775%% 15944
S0EHo 5 11| 31755 6180 28.11187 15936
$0ZHo 32T t t 3.1152 15961
SHEhg 5 0T 7815 6237 40.9173%2 15944
SHEho 5 17| 4.27%3 6230 30.17175 15935
SHEhg 527 0317 ? 14.41353 15971
S58ho 5 3* f i 0.5 ?

molecules, we have studied the =

ni system in the OBE model. Ten triply charmed dibaryons
with isospin 1/2 are found to bind, consistent with scenario B of the previous EFT study [56]. In
addition, ten triply bottom dibaryons are predicted in the isospin-1/2 sector. As for the isospin-3/2
sector, only three molecular states are likely in the charm sector, while nine are possible in the
bottom sector.

It should be noted that the 11 Z..X. state has a larger mass than its 0" counterpart in the OBE
model, consistent with HADS as predicted in the previous EFT study, which is different from
the calculations of Ref. [[79] because they kept the delta potential in the OBE model [79]. We
found that by removing the delta potential of the spin-spin component in the OBE model, we
could describe the three LHCb pentaquark states with a single cutoff in the hadronic molecular
picture [33]], thus, here we also removed the delta potential in the OBE model. In Ref. [80] Wang

employed QCD sum rules to calculate the masses of 17 and 0" =..X., which, however, cannot

determine the relative ordering of these two states because of the relatively large uncertainties of
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their approach. Future lattice QCD studies of these systems will provide a nontrivial test not only

of HADS but also of the molecular nature of the pentaquark states.

To help experimental searches for the predicted states, it would be of great value to study the
decay and productions of these states. Although it is beyond the scope of the present work, it is
instructive to point out that some of the states can decay strongly, as shown in Fig. for »=l
molecules, e.g., via triangle diagrams to p{2... or A.=... A more quantitative study of such decays

will be left for a future work.

») ot £ p—F—
Hccc 7'['(/)) Hccc D(*)
=cc cce

FIG. 2. Likely strong decays of EE?EE*) molecules via triangle diagrams to Z..A. and Q..p.
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