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Full heavy dibaryons
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The existence of full heavy dibaryons ΩcccΩbbb, ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb with J = 0, 1, 2, 3 and
P = ±1 are investigated in the framework of a constituent quark model. The dibaryon composed
of six c or b quarks with JP = 0+ is possible to be bound, while the dibaryon with the cccbbb
configuration is difficult to form any bound state. We also study the interaction between two full
heavy baryons, and the effective potentials, suggesting the existence of dibaryons ΩcccΩccc and
ΩbbbΩbbb, and the absence of binding for ΩcccΩbbb system. Besides, the calculation of the low-energy
scattering phase shifts of the ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb, as well as the scattering length also confirm
the existence of stable full heavy dibaryons ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb.

PACS numbers: 13.75.Cs, 12.39.Pn, 12.39.Jh

Introduction.— Understanding the hadron-hadron in-
teractions and searching for exotic quark states are
important topics in temporary hadron physics, among
which questing for dibaryons is a long-standing chal-
lenge. Among the various theoretical study of dibaryons,
the lattice QCD simulations by HAL QCD Collabora-
tion have studied the six-quark systems containing light
or strange quarks and confirmed the existence of the
NΩ and ΩΩ bound states with nearly physical quark
masses (mπ ≃ 146 MeV and mK ≃ 525 MeV) [1, 2].
Recently, Junnarkar and Mathur reported the first lat-
tice QCD study of deuteron-like (np-like) dibaryons with
heavy quark flavors by using a state-of-the-art lattice
QCD calculation [3]. They suggested that the dibaryons
ΩcΩcc(sscscc), ΩbΩbb(ssbsbb), and ΩccbΩcbb(ccbcbb) were
stable under strong and electromagnetic interactions, and
they also found that the binding of these dibaryons be-
came stronger as they became heavier in mass. How-
ever, the distinct conclusion was claimed in the work
of Ref. [4], where the authors explored the possibility
of very heavy dibaryons with three charm quarks and
three beauty quarks (bbbccc) in potential models, and
concluded that there was no evidence for any stable state
in such very heavy flavored six-quark system. Moreover,
in the case of equal massesmb = mc, there was no bound
state either in their calculation [4]. Thus, the stability of
the very heavy dibaryons has been largely undecided. It
may due to a lack of experimental information about the
strength of the interaction between heavy quarks.
The discovery of the doubly charmed baryon Ξcc by

the LHCb Collaboration [5] provided the crucial ex-
perimental input for the existence of the stable heavy
tetraquark QQq̄q̄ [6]. E. J. Eichten and C. Quigg also
predicted the existence of the novel narrow doubly heavy
tetraquark QQq̄q̄ by using the relations derived from
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the heavy-quark symmetry [7]. Inspired by the LHCb
Collaboration’s observation of the hidden-charm Pc pen-
taquarks [8], Ref. [9] connected the properties of heavy
antimesons (D, D∗) and doubly heavy baryons (Ξcc, Ξ

∗
cc)

with the application of heavy-antiquark-diquark symme-
try (HADS) [10], which states that the two heavy quarks
within a doubly heavy baryon behave approximately as a
heavy antiquark, and predicted the dibaryons 0+ ΞccΣc,
1+ ΞccΣ

∗
c , 2

+ Ξ∗
ccΣc, and 3+ Ξ∗

ccΣ
∗
c . Very recently, the

LHCb collaboration reported their results on the obser-
vations of full-charm states (ccc̄c̄). A narrow structure
X(6900), matching the lineshape of a resonance and a
broad structure next to the di−J/ψ mass threshold was
obtained [11]. Such a breakthrough offers more infor-
mation for the searching of the tetraquark consisting of
four charm quarks. By applying the HADS, a full heavy
dibaryon cccccc is also possible to be a stable state.

Thus, the observation of the full heavy dibaryons be-
come more interesting. Based on the study of strange
dibaryonNΩ, we predicted the NΩ-like dibaryonsNΩccc

and NΩbbb in the framework of the constituent quark
model [12]. The study of the H-particle was extended
to the heavy sector states ΛcΛc and ΛbΛb [13]. In the
present Letter, we extend our study to the possibility
of the full heavy dibaryon systems. We investigate the
interaction between two full heavy baryons. The effec-
tive potential, binding energy, as well as the low-energy
scattering phase shifts, the scattering length, and the ef-
fective range are also calculated to explore the existence
of the full heavy dibaryon systems.

Model and method.— We study the full heavy dibaryon
systems within the constituent quark model, which is
similar to what was used in our previous work of
dibaryons: d∗, NΩ, and ΩΩ [14–16]; and it has been
extended to the heavy dibaryons NΩccc [12]. When ap-
plying to the full heavy systems, neither the SU(3) scalar
octet meson exchange nor the Goldstone-boson exchange
works. Besides, since we investigate the ground state of
the full heavy systems as the first step, the spin-orbit and
tensor forces are neglected. Here, we list the interaction
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Hamiltonian we used in this work:

H =
6

∑

i=1

(

mi +
p2i
2mi

)

− TCM +
6

∑

j>i=1

(

V CON
ij + V OGE

ij

)

,

(1)
Where TCM is the kinetic energy of the center of mass.
V CON
ij is the phenomenological confinement potential:

V CON
ij = −acλc

i · λc
j(r

2
ij + v0), (2)

and V OGE
ij is the one-gluon-exchange interaction:

V OGE
ij =

αs

4
λ
c
i ·λc

j

[

1

rij
− π

2
δ(rij)(

1

m2
i

+
1

m2
j

+
4σi · σj

3mimj
)

]

.

(3)
The other symbols in the above expressions have their
usual meanings. All parameters, which are fixed by fit-
ting to the masses of baryons with light flavors and heavy
flavors, are taken from our previous work [12].
The resonating group method (RGM) [17] and gener-

ating coordinates method [? ] are used to carry out a
dynamical calculation. The conventional ansatz for the
two-cluster wavefunctions is

ψ6q = A
[

[φB1φB2 ]
[σ]IS ⊗ χL(R)

]J

, (4)

where the symbol A is the anti-symmetrization operator.
For the dibaryon with six c quarks or six b quarks, A =
1 − 9P36; while for the dibaryon composed of three c
quarks and three b quarks, A = 1. [σ] = [222] gives the
total color symmetry and all other symbols have their
usual meanings. φBi is the 3-quark cluster wavefunction,
and χL(R) is the relative motion wavefunction, which is
expanded by a set of gaussians with different centers,

χL(R) =
1√
4π

(
3

2πb2
)3/4

n
∑

i=1

Ci

×
∫

exp

[

− 3

4b2
(R− Si)

2

]

YLM (Ŝi)dŜi, (5)

By including the center of mass motion:

φC(RC) = (
6

πb2
)3/4e−

3R2
C

b2 , (6)

the ansatz Eq.(4) can be rewritten as

ψ6q = A
n
∑

i=1

Ci

∫

dŜi√
4π

3
∏

α=1

φα(Si)

6
∏

β=4

φβ(−Si)

×
[

[ηI1S1(B1)ηI2S2(B2)]
ISYLM (Ŝi)

]J

× [χc(B1)χc(B2)]
[σ], (7)

where φα(Si) and φβ(−Si) are the single-particle orbital
wavefunctions with different reference centers:

φα(Si) =

(

1

πb2

)
3
4

e−
(rα−Si/2)

2

2b2 ,

φβ(−Si) =

(

1

πb2

)
3
4

e−
(rβ+Si/2)

2

2b2 . (8)

From the variational principle, one generalized eigenvalue
equation:

∑

j

CjHi,j = E
∑

j

CjNi,j . (9)

where Hi,j and Ni,j are the Hamiltonian matrix elements
and overlaps, respectively. By solving the generalized
eigen problem, we can obtain the energy and the corre-
sponding wavefunctions of the dibaryon system.
Results.— The masses of the full heavy baryon Ωccc

and Ωbbb have been calculated in our former work [12],
and they are 5068.8 MeV and 15111.6 MeV, respectively.
So the threshold of ΩcccΩccc, ΩbbbΩbbb, and ΩcccΩbbb is
10137.6 MeV, 30223.2 MeV,and 20180.4 MeV, respec-
tively. We first calculate the energy of these three
full heavy dibaryon systems with the quantum numbers
J = 0, 1, 2, and 3. Since both the ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb

include six identical quarks, the J = 0 and 2 systems
have the positive parity while J = 1 and 3 systems have
the negative parity. However, nonidentical quarks in two
subclusters of the system ΩcccΩbbb leads to both posi-
tive and negative parity are possible for this system with
J = 0, 1, 2, and 3. The details are given in Table I.

TABLE I. The energy (in MeV) of the full heavy dibaryon
systems.

JP 0+ 1− 2+ 3−

ΩcccΩccc 10136.3 10146.5 10139.5 10147.8

ΩbbbΩbbb 30222.9 30226.2 30223.8 30226.6

JP 0± 1± 2± 3±

ΩcccΩbbb 20181.4 20181.4 20181.4 20181.4

Obviously, the energies of all states are above the corre-
sponding theoretical threshold, except the state ΩcccΩccc

and ΩbbbΩbbb with JP = 0+, the energy of which is −1.3
MeV and−0.3 MeV lower than the corresponding thresh-
olds, respectively. Therefore, for the JP = 0+ systems,
the dibaryon with six c quarks or six b quarks is possible
to form bound state, while the one composed of three
c quarks and three b quarks is unbound. This is due
to the different symmetry requirement for the different
dibaryons. It is antisymmetric between the same baryon
clusters, while there is no symmetry requirement between
the clusters Ωccc and Ωbbb. We also note that the energy
of the states ΩcccΩbbb with different quantum numbers is
the same. The main reason is that there is no interaction
between two color singlet subclusters due to no exchange
term.
To investigate the interactions between two full heavy

baryons in detail, we derive the analytical expressions of
the Hamiltonian matrix elements of each interaction and
list them in Table II. To save space, we only show the re-
sults of the systems with JP = 0+ here. Since the expres-
sions of the dibaryons with six c quarks and six b quarks
are the same, we only list the expressions of two systems,
which are ΩcccΩccc and ΩcccΩbbb. All the results shown
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TABLE II. The matrix elements (in MeV) of each interac-
tion term in Hamiltonian for the full heavy dibaryon sys-
tems ΩcccΩccc and ΩcccΩbbb with JP = 0+. Vk: kinetic en-
ergy; VCON: confinement; VCL: color Coulomb and VCMI:

color magnetic interaction in the OGE. O = exp[−( S2

2b2
)],

x = S/
√
8b2; and S is the distance between two baryons.

Terms ΩcccΩccc ΩcccΩbbb

Vk
1

4mcb2
[3− S2

b2
( O
1+O

)] 3

8b2
( 1

mc
+ 1

mb
)

VCON 0 0

VCL αs[
4

b

√

2

π
− 32

3S
erf(x) + 4

3S
erf(2x)]( O

1+O
) 0

VCMI ( 1

2πb2
)3/2 αsπ

m2
c
[ 4
9
+ 80

9
O1/4 + 4

3
O]( O

1+O
) 0

in the table are ones with subtracting the internal inter-
action of the two baryons. Note that when two clusters
are far apart (S → ∞), the kinetic energy of the relative
motion between two Ωccc clusters is 3(4mcb

2)−1, and the
one between Ωccc and Ωbbb is

3
8b2 (m

−1
c +m−1

b ). From the
analytical expressions in Table II we can see that there is
no confinement interaction between two subclusters. For
ΩcccΩbbb system, the color Coulomb interaction or the
color magnetic interaction between the baryons Ωccc and
Ωbbb is also 0. The kinetic energy between Ωccc and Ωbbb

is only the one of the relative motion, which indicates
that there is no attractive interaction between Ωccc and
Ωbbb, so it is difficult for the ΩcccΩbbb system to form any
bound state. By contrast, the case is different for the
ΩcccΩccc system. The kinetic energy will be negative by
subtracting the one of the relative motion at S → ∞,
which means that it can provide effective attractive be-
tween two Ωccc subclusters. Besides, the Coulomb in-
teraction will be negative with some suitable value of S,
although the color magnetic interaction is positive. So it
is possible for the ΩcccΩccc system to form a bound state.
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FIG. 1. The effective potential of the ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb

systems.

The effective potentials are also calculated to under-
stand the interaction between two full heavy baryons,

which are shown in Figs. 1 and 2. The effective poten-
tial between two colorless clusters is defined as V (S) =
E(S)−E(∞), where E(S) is the diagonal matrix element
of the Hamiltonian of the system in the generating coor-
dinate. It is clear that the potential for both ΩcccΩccc

and ΩbbbΩbbb with JP = 0+ are attractive, which leads
to the possibility for these two systems to form bound
states. However, the potentials for other systems are all
repulsive. That is why the other states are unbound.
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FIG. 2. The effective potential of the ΩcccΩbbb system.

To further check the possibility of the bound state
composed of six c quarks or six b quarks, we also calcu-
late the low-energy scattering phase shifts of the S−wave
ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb systems, which are shown in Fig.
3. The well developed Kohn-Hulthen-Kato(KHK) varia-
tional method is used here, the details of which can be
found in Ref. [17]. It is obvious that the scattering phase
shifts of both two systems go to 180 degrees at Ec.m. ∼ 0
and rapidly decreases as Ec.m. increases, suggesting the
presence of a bound state.

Then, we can extract the low-energy scattering param-
eters, scattering length a0 and the effective range r0 of
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FIG. 3. The phase shifts of the S−wave ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb

systems with JP = 0+.



4

both ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb systems by using the formula:

k cot δ = − 1

a0
+

1

2
r0k

2 +O(k4) (10)

where δ is the low-energy phase shifts obtained above; k
is the momentum of relative motion with k =

√
2µEc.m.,

in which µ is the reduced mass of two baryons, and Ec.m.

is the incident energy. Meanwhile, the binding energy B′

can be calculated according to the relation:

B′ =
h̄2α2

2µ
(11)

where α is the wave number which can be obtained from
the relation [19]:

r0 =
2

α
(1− 1

αa0
) (12)

Please note that we use another method to calculate the
binding energy here, so we label it as B′. The results are
listed in Table III, from which we can see that the scatter-
ing length are all positive for both dibaryons ΩcccΩccc and
ΩbbbΩbbb, which implies the existence of a bound state
of these two full-heavy dibaryons. The binding energies
obtained here are coincident with those calculated from
Table I.

TABLE III. The scattering length a0, effective range r0, and
binding energy B′ of the ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb systems with
JP = 0+.

a0 (fm) r0 (fm) B′ (MeV)

ΩcccΩccc 3.1572 1.1729 -1.3

ΩbbbΩbbb 3.7003 1.1644 -0.3

Discussion and outlook.— The main conclusion of our
dynamical investigation of full heavy dibaryons is that
the dibaryons composed of six c quarks or six b quarks
is possible to form bound states, and the quantum num-
bers are JP = 0+. But there is no evidence for any
stable dibaryon with the type of ΩcccΩbbb. This out-
come is based on the traditional constituent quark model
calculation. The principal reason for the instability of

ΩcccΩbbb system is that there is no symmetry requirement
between the clusters Ωccc and Ωbbb because the quark c
and quark b are not identical quarks. While for the full
heavy dibaryons ΩcccΩccc or ΩbbbΩbbb, the requirement of
the antisymmetrization between the same baryon clusters
introduce attractive interaction between two full heavy
baryons, which leads to a super-heavy bound dibaryon
ΩcccΩccc or ΩbbbΩbbb. This conclusion seems to be in ten-
sion with the results of Ref. [4], which concluded that
there was no evidence for any stable super-heavy hex-
aquark of the cccbbb and similar configurations, and the
principal reason is the constraint of antisymmetrization
in both the c and the b sectors. In Ref. [4], a “toy model”
was proposed to calculate a configuration cc

′

c
′′

bb
′

b
′′

with
nonidentical c−type and b−type of quarks, and a bind-
ing energy of about 100 MeV was obtained. We also
study the same configuration cc

′

c
′′

bb
′

b
′′

within the “toy
model”, but no any stable is obtained. The main reason
is still no symmetry requirement between the two clusters
with nonidentical quarks.
To conclude, in the framework of the constituent quark

model, the dibaryon composed of six c quarks or six b
quarks is possible to be bound, while the dibaryon with
the ΩcccΩbbb configuration is difficult to form any sta-
ble state. The study of the interaction between two
full heavy baryons, and the effective potentials provide
the evidence for the conclusion. Besides, the behavior
of low-energy scattering phase shifts and the scatter-
ing length also confirm the existence of stable full heavy
dibaryons ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb. The lattice QCD stud-
ied the deuteronlike dibaryons with heavy quark flavors
and with JP = 1+ [3]. They suggested that the dibaryons
ΩcΩcc(sscscc), ΩbΩbb(ssbsbb), and ΩccbΩcbb(ccbcbb) were
stable under strong and electromagnetic interactions, and
they also found that the binding of these dibaryons be-
came stronger as they became heavier in mass. We sug-
gest that the lattice QCD check whether the full heavy
dibaryons ΩcccΩbbb, ΩcccΩccc and ΩbbbΩbbb with J

P = 0+

exist or not.
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