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Abstract

We evaluate the light baryonium spectrum, viz. the baryon-antibaryon states, in the framework
of QCD sum rules. The nonperturbative contributions up to dimension 12 are taken into account.
Numerical results indicate that there might exist eight possible light baryonium states, i.e. p-p, A-A,
¥-¥, and =-Z with quantum numbers of 0~F and 1~ ~. For the A-A, -3, and Z-= states, their masses
are found above the corresponding dibaryon thresholds, while the masses of p-p states are not. The
possible baryonium decay modes are analyzed, which are hopefully measurable in BESIII, BELLEII,
and LHCDb experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The establishment of quark model (QM) in 1960s H, B] led to a renaissance in the explo-
ration of micro worlds. The spectroscopy of conventional hadrons (¢g or gqq) in QM is being
gradually confirmed through experiments and will be completed soon. Entering the new
millennium, with development of technology, the emergence of the so-called exotic state such
as X(3872) has been reported [3], and new ones tend to appear more frequently. Presently,
a bunch of charmoniumlike/bottomoniumlike states XYZ and pentaquark states P. are ob-
served in experiments; this situation is similar to the phase of “particle zoo” witnessed in the
last century. To discover more exotic states and explore their properties is currently one of
the most intriguing and important topics in particle physics, which may greatly enrich the

hadron family and our knowledge of the nature of QCD.

Facing the observations of tetraquark and pentaquark states, it is nature to conjecture
existence of the hexaquark states, and it is time for hunting them. Deuteron, created at the
beginning of the Universe and its stability is responsible for the production of other elements,
is a typical and well-established dibaryon molecular state with J” = 17 and binding energy
Ep = 2.225MeV [4]. Interestingly, the strong interactions bring stability to deuterons and
also allow various other stable deuteronlike dibaryon states; however, no such states, though
speculated about many times EQ], have been observed yet [13]. On the other hand, the
baryonium state composed of a baryon-antibaryon pair is another special class of heaxquark
configuration. The interaction between baryon-antibaryon pair is analogous to that between
two baryons, which will provide important hints to understanding the absence in observation

of the stable deuteronlike dibaryon states.

Actually, the history of the investigation of baryon-antibaryon states dates back to the
1940s, when Fermi and Yang proposed that m-mesons may be composite particles formed by
the association of a nucleon with an antinucleon ], and their scenario was later on replaced
by the quark model. Entering the new millennium, the heavy baryon-antibaryon hadronic
structures, and, hence, the term of baryonium, were proposed and employed to explain the
extraordinary nature of Y (4260) , | and other charmoniumlike states observed in ex-

periments. Later on, more investigations on baryonium are performed from various aspects



BQ] Partly due to the the small spacings between light hadron states, it is normally
hard to discriminate exotic states from conventional ones. However, with a large amount
of J/v samples, BESIII Collaboration is carefully examining the physics happening in the
energy region around 2.0 GeV BQ], which motivates a fresh interest in light exotic states
. In the literature, theoretical investigations on light baryonium were made through various
techniques, including flux tube model [33, 134], one-boson-exchange potential (OBEP) model

|, Bethe-Salpeter approach ,Q], and QCD sum rules (QCDSR) [38].

Of those techniques, the model with the independent Shifman, Vainshtein, and Zakharov
(SVZ) sum rule technique [39] has some peculiar advantages in exploring hadron properties
involving nonperturbative QCD. Rather than a phenomenological model, QCDSR is a QCD
based theoretical framework which incorporates nonperturbative effects universally order by
order and has already achieved a lot in the study of hadron spectroscopy and decays. Its
starting point is to construct the proper interpolating currents corresponding to the hadron of
interest ,which possesses the foremost information about the concerned hadron, like quantum
numbers and the constituent quark or gluon. With the currents, the two-point correlation
function, which has two representations, the QCD representation and the phenomenological
representation, can be constructed. Equating these two representations, the QCD sum rules

will be formally established, from which the hadron mass and decay width may be deduced.

In this work, we investigate the light baryonium states, i.e., %-% states with quantum
numbers JP¢ = 0+, 0=+, 17T and 17~ in the framework of QCD sum rules, where %
denotes light baryon. The possible baryonium decay channels are also analyzed. The rest
of the paper is organized as follows. After the introduction, a brief interpretation of QCD
sum rules and some primary formulas in our calculation are presented in Sec. [l We give
the numerical analysis and results in Sec. [l In Sec. [Vl possible decay modes of light

baryonium states are investigated. The last part is left for conclusions and discussions.



II. FORMALISM

To evaluate the mass spectrum of #-2 states in QCDSR, the appropriate currents cou-
pling to the states have to be constructed. The lowest order interpolating currents for %-%

states with quantum numbers 0T, 0~F, 177, and 17~ can be respectively constructed as

i (@) = ifm(@)sna(z) (1)
Jp () = fz@)yunsz) (2)
i (@) = fig@)ns(z) (3)
G (@) = ifig(@)yunsna () . (4)

Here, we use the notion 74 to represent the Dirac baryon fields without free Lorentz indices.

As shown in Ref. ], 1 may takes the following quark structure :

ns(@) = icaelds” (x)Csq] (@)l (z) (5)

where the superscripts 4, j, and k denote the flavor of light quarks, subscripts a, b, and ¢ are
color indices, and C' is the charge conjugation matrix. In our calculation, (7,7, k) = (u,d,u),

(u,d,s), (u,s,d), and (s, u, s) for p, A, ¥ and Z states, respectively.
With the currents (Il)— @), the two-point correlation function can be readily established,
ie.,
) = i [ dlac ™ OT (o). 1 O)0) (©)

(%) = i / dLei (O[T (ju(x), 73(0)}]0) (7)

where j(z) and j,(x) are the relevant hadronic currents with J = 0 and 1, respectively, and
|0) denotes the physical vacuum. For j,(z), the correlation function has the following Lorentz

covariance form:

e e
() = — (g0 — 257 )I0(0) + 5 T00(e?) (8)

where the subscripts 1 and 0, respectively, denote the quantum numbers of the spin 1 and 0

mesons.



On the phenomenological side, after separating the ground state contribution from the
hadronic state, the correlation function H?Pc(q2) can be expressed as a dispersion integral

over the physical regime, i.e.,

(A PC) [ pXPC(s)
W) = e s [t )
e (myec)? = Tl 5=

where the superscript X denotes the lowest lying %-% hexaquark state, mfpc is the mass
of X with the quantum number of J¥C, pfpc (s) is the spectral density that contains the
contributions from higher excited states and the continuum states above the threshold s,

and A\¥ is the coupling constant.

On the OPE (operator product expansion) side, the dispersion relation can express the

correlation function prc(qz) as

X, OPE
HX’ OPE 2) B o ds pJPC (S) (10)
e (q B Smin 5= q 7

where s,,;, is the kinematic limit, which usually corresponds to the square of the sum of

] XOPE‘():I [XOPE‘

current-quark masses of the hadron [41, P IT52c 7 (s)]/m is the spectral

density of the OPE side and contains the contributions of the condensates up to dimension

12 which can be expressed as:

OPE(S) _ ppert( )+,0 QQ)( )+P<G2>(S) —l—p<qu>(S) +p<qq>2(8) +p<G3>(S)

+ plT9(aGa) (5) 4 plaa)*(C%) () 4 plICD)* () 4 plT0)*(ACD) () 4 plaa)* (g)

= chs”. (11)

Here, ¢, is the coefficient of the s™ term with corresponding vacuum condensates.

p

To calculate the spectral density of the OPE side, Eq. (), the full propagators szj(a:)

of a light quark (¢ = u, d, or s) are used:

- o _ 6 _ djkmg - it?kGZfﬁ o8 af Ojh - 1011 qq) — 5]kx
S5(0) = 52T~ Gptgr T Bam2 0 4 T 12 T (@0) + =55 malde) ~ Sg5{0sd - Ga)
i5jk$2¢ t(}kaaﬁ a

my(gsqo - Gq) — (9540 - Ga) + =22 (0apt + #oap)my(g,d0 - Ga) ,  (12)

1152 192 768

where, the vacuum condensates are clearly displayed. For more explanation on above prop-

agator, readers may refer to Refs. , ]



Performing a Borel transform on both Eq. (@) and Eq. (I0), and matching the OPE side
with the phenomenological side of the correlation function II(¢?), one can finally obtain the

mass of the hexaquark state,

X 2
e (50, M) = | — 222 100 5) (13)
J ’ L§P070(807Mg)

Here Ly and Ly are respectively defined as

S0
Li{PC7 0(807 M%) = / dS pflsgPE(s)e_S/M% (14)
and
9 9
Lipc (50, M) = 8—1LJPC o(s0, M5) (15)
MZ,

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In the numerical calculation of QCD sum rules, the input parameters are taken from
b s
(@q) = —(0.24 £ 0.01)® GeV? | (5s) = (1.15 £+ 0.12)(qq) ,

(g2G?) = (0.88 £ 0.25) GeV*, (g2G®) = (0.045 4 0.013) GeV*® |

(G950 - Gq) = m(qq) , (5950 - Gs) = m§j(5s) (16)
mé = (0.8+0.1) GeV? , ms = (95 £5) MeV ,
my = 2.167052 MeV | mg = 4.67T515 MeV |

Note, a large strange quark condensate value is taken in numerical evaluation according to

the recent lattice QCD calculation [50)].

Furthermore, there exist two additional parameters, i.e., the continuum threshold sy and
the Borel parameter M%, introduced in establishing the sum rule, which can be fixed in
light of the so-called standard procedures abiding by two criteria @, Q, |;|] The first one
asks for the convergence of the OPE, which is to compare individual contributions with the
overall magnitude on the OPE side, and then a reliable region for M% will be chosen to retain

the convergence. The second criterion of QCD sum rules is the pole contribution (PC). As



discussed in Refs. BQ], the large power of s in the spectral density suppresses the PC
value; thus, the pole contribution will be chosen larger than 15% for hexaquark states. The

two criteria can be formulated as follows:

L5380 (50, M3)

pX.0PE _ |ZJPC 0 7 (17)
JPC prq o(50, M%)

RX.PC _ Li{PC,o(SO’Mé) 18

JPC T X 2\ ( )
LJPC7 O(OO7MB)

Here, the superscript ¢y denotes the contribution given by the ¢y term. In addition, to
find an optimal Borel window the contributions of ¢, ¢z, and c3 terms are also taken into

account.

In order to determine a proper value for sg, a similar analysis in Refs. , , @, @]
will be carried out. Since the continuum threshold sy relates to the mass of the ground
state by \/so ~ (m* + §), in which § lies in the range 0.4 — 0.8 GeV @, Q], various /s
satisfying this constraint are taken into account. Among these values, the one which yields an
optimal window for Borel parameter M3 should be selected out. That is, within the optimal
window, the mass of hexaquark is somehow independent of the Borel parameter Mé as much
as possible. In practice, we will vary /sg by 0.1 GeV, which obtained the lower and upper
bounds hence the uncertainties of |/sq.

With the above preparation the mass spectrum of baryonium in light sector will be numer-
ically evaluated. For p-p states, the ratios Rév,]z’ OPE and Révﬁ’ pc

Borel parameter M3 in Fig. [l(a) and Fig. 0i(b) with different values of V50, i.e., 2.4, 2.5, and

are shown as functions of

2.6 GeV. Since the ¢y term will vanish in the chiral limit, we estimate the OPE convergence
by inspecting the contributions of ¢; over ¢y and ¢y over c3, which clearly indicate that higher
dimensional terms yield relative small contributions, as shown in Figs. 1—4. The dependence
relationships between mévﬁ and parameter M?B are given in Fig. [[{c). The optimal Borel

window is found in the range 1.6 < M]23 < 2.2 GeV?, and the mass mé\ﬂ can be extracted as

follows:

mdN = (1.8140.09) GeV. (19)



The ratios RijY OPE and RijY P are presented in Fig. Mi(d) and Fig. @(c) with different

values of \/sq, i.e., 2.4, 2.5, and 2.6 GeV, and the relationships between m{\@ and parameter

M?B are displayed in Fig. [[[f). The optimal Borel window is found in 1.6 < M?B < 2.2 GeV?,

NN

1~ can be evaluated as follows:

and the mass m

mNN = (1.82+0.10) GeV. (20)

For A-A states, we show the ratios Ré\i’ OPE and Ré\i’ PCin Fig. Rl(a) and Fig. 2(b) with
different values of /sq, i.e., 2.8, 2.9, and 3.0 GeV, and the relationships between mf}i and
parameter M3 are given in Fig. Bl(c). The optimal Borel window is found in 1.9 < M3 <

2.5 GeV?, and the mass mf}i can be obtained as follows:

md, = (2.27+0.13) GeV. (21)

The ratios RffXLOPE and Rf& PC are shown in Fig. 2(d) and Fig. 2e), where \/sg = 2.8,
AA

12 and parameter

2.9, and 3.0 GeV, respectively, and we display the relationships between m

M]23 in Fig. 2If). The optimal Borel window is found in 1.9 < M% <25 GeV2, and the mass

AA

2o can be estimated as follows:

m
A _
miM = (2.34+0.12) GeV. (22)

For the Y- states, the ratios R?E’ OPE and R?E’ PC can be found in Fig. B(a) and Fig.

Bi(b) with different values of |/sq, i.e., 2.9, 3.0, and 3.1 GeV, and the relationships between

mga and parameter M3 are presented in Fig. Blc). The optimal Borel window is found in

2.0 < Mé < 2.6 GeV?, and the mass moza can be acquired as follows:

my> = (2.3940.13) GeV. (23)

We present the ratios Rlz,i,’ OPE and Rlz,i; P in Fig. B(d) and Fig. Ble) with different

values of \/sq, i.e., 3.0, 3.1, and 3.2 GeV, and the relationships between mlz,i, and parameter

M?% are shown in Fig. B(f). The optimal Borel window is found in 2.0 < M} < 2.6 GeV?,

PH

1. can be extracted as follows:

and the mass m

my> = (248 +0.12) GeV. (24)
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FIG. 1: Figures for N-N baryonium states. (a) The ratio Rgf;E state as functions of the Borel
parameter M3 for different values of /Sg, where blue lines, red lines, and green lines represent the
contribution of ¢y terms, contributions of ¢; over ¢y, and the contribution of ¢y over cs, respectively.
(b) The pole contribution R{jﬁ as functions of the Borel parameter M3 for different values of ,/3q.
(¢) The mass Mévfy as a function of the Borel parameter M3 for different values of \/59. The same

captions for (d), (e) and (f) as in (a), (b) and (c), respectively, but for the 17~ state.

For the Z-= states, the ratios OE,E;OPE and (?,E;PC are shown in Fig. [fa) and Fig.

4(b) with \/sg = 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 GeV, respectively, and the relationships between mg=, and

parameter M3 are given in Fig. @(c). The optimal Borel window is found in 2.1 < M3 <
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FIG. 2: The same caption as in Fig. [l but for the A-A states.

2.8 GeV?, and the mass mg=, can be obtained as follows:

msZ, = (2.67+0.12) GeV. (25)

The ratios RIE,ELOPE and RIE,ELPC are shown in Fig. Mld) and Fig. Efe)with different
values of \/sq, i.e., 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4 GeV, and the relationships between mla,é, and parameter
M% are given in Fig. @l(f). The optimal Borel window is found in 2.1 < M% < 2.9 GeV?, and

the mass mIE,E, can be evaluated as follows:
mT= = (2.7940.11) GeV. (26)
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FIG. 3: The same caption as in Fig. [ but for the X-3 states.

The errors of the results, (I9)—(28), mainly stem from the uncertainties in quark masses,
condensates, Borel parameter M% and threshold parameter /sg. The nonperturbative contri-
butions by dimensions higher than 12 are also evaluated, and it is less than 10% of dimension
12, so the convergence of OPE makes the high-dimension condensates contributions negligi-

ble.

We also analyze the %-% states with the situations of 07 and 17+, and find that no
matter what values of M% and /sg take, no optimal window for stable plateaus exists. That

means the currents in Eqs. () and @) do not support the corresponding %-% hexaquark

11
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FIG. 4: The same caption as in Fig. [ but for the =-Z states.

molecular states.

For the convenience of reference, a collection of continuum thresholds, Borel parameters,

and predicted masses of hexaquark states are tabulated in Table [l

IV. DECAY ANALYSES

To finally ascertain these light baryonium states, the straightforward procedure is to

reconstruct them from their decay products, though the detailed characters still ask for more

12



TABLE I: The continuum thresholds, Borel parameters, and predicted masses of hexaquark molecular

states.

B-PB JPC /50 (GeV)  M3Z (GeV?)  MX (GeV)
N_R

N 0—* 2.5+0.1 1.6 —2.2 1.81+0.09
1= 25+0.1 1.6 —2.2 1.82+0.10
o++
1++

A—A 0+ 29+£0.1 1.9-2.5 2.274+0.13
1= 29+0.1 1.9-25 2.34+£0.12
o++
1++

r-3 0—* 3.0+0.1 2.0-2.6 2.39+£0.13
1= 3.1£0.1 20-26 248 £0.12
o++
1++

E—E 0+ 3.2£0.1 21-28 2.67+0.12
1= 3.3£0.1 21-29 2.79+0.11
o++
1++

investigation. In our evaluation, the masses of A-A, ¥-3, and Z-Z states are above the
threshold of their respective £.% dibaryons, so the AA, ¥3, and Z= decay channel will be
the primary decay mode, respectively. On the other hand, the masses of p-p states are below
the threshold of pp dibaryon, so the pp decay channel should be forbidden. The typical
decay modes of the light baryonium for different quantum numbers are given in Table[II, and
these processes are expected to be measurable in the running experiments like the BESIII,

BELLEII, and LHCb.
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TABLE II: Typical decay modes of the light baryonium for each quantum number.

JPC¢  N-N A-A )IBY ==
0—t T AA vy Z= nKK
N N T mm KK
wn’ mn’ wrn’ n'n'm
KK KK '
1= W AA )HY =2 wKK
O W TTW oo pKK
O T wwT
TK*K* nK*K* woT

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we investigate the light baryonium states in molecular configuration with
quantum numbers of JF¢ = 0~*, 17—, 071, and 171 in the framework of QCD sum rules.
Our results suggest that there exist eight possible light baryonium states, i.e., p-p, A-A,
¥-¥%, and Z-Z with quantum numbers of 0~ and 17—, and their masses are tabulated in
Table I According to our evaluation, the masses of A-A, ¥-3, and =-Z states are above
their corresponding dibaryon thresholds, while the masses of p-p states are not. Moreover,
the primary and potential decay modes of these light baryonium states are analyzed, which

might serve as a guide for experimental exploration in BESIII, BELLEII, or LHCb.
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Appendix A: The spectral densities #-% hexaquark states

1. The spectral densities of 0~ p-p hexaquark states

The 0~ p-p hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

i S0
W7 (0. 203) = [

Smin

e ME N ey 8" ds + T (M) | (A1)

Here,

1
€T = 923 % 32 52 x 72 710 ° (A2)
My (2mg + my,)
— A3
< 220 % 32 x 52 x 710”7 (A3)
o o Md (mg + 2my) m?2 ~ {qq) (mg + 2my,) (GG) (A4)
> 219 % 3 x 52 710 217 % 32 x 5278 | 222 x 32 x 52 10’
(GG) (Mg + my) my B (qq) (m§ + dmymg + m%) My
221 x 3 x 5l0 216 x 3 x 578
mimi  (GGq) (ma + 2my) (79)”
218 » 57710 217 x 3 x 578 21 % 3 x 576’
_ <GG> mdmi <QGQ> (m?l +4my,mg + mi) n mqg (2md + mu) mi
7 919 ¢ 3410 215 % 378 — (aq) 911 5 378
(qGq) (GG) (mg + 3my,) (Gq)? (m?2 + 24m,mg + 14m2)
213 % 376 218 32 8 + 214 » 32 16 ’
(mg + 2my,) ((jq>3 n (11m§ + 18my,myg + m%) m2 (GQG) (G >2
C f— —
2 97 % 32 74 912 % 376 912 5 32 76 | 14

A m2 MM m?
[_<GG>(3md+mu)mi (aGg) (mg + 14mumq +9 “)}<6q>

Cq4 =

(A5)

(A6)

216 »x 378 212 % 3 b
(@Gq) mam3j (2mq +m.) (GG (qGq) (ma+3m.) | (3Gq)*
213 18 + 217 »« 3718 214 6 ?
((jq>4 My (3m3 + 11mymg + 3m%) <q‘q>3
25 x 32 28 x 374
3m§mi 7T(GG) (Mg + my) my n (GGq) (mgq + 2my,) (G >2
211 6 211 5 370 26 x 37t 1
(@Gq) (Tm2 + 10mymg +m2) m?  (GG) (qGq)

211 76 212 % 376

(qq)

(GG) (qGq) m3, (3ma + my) n (7Gq)” (m3 + 10mymq + 7Tm3)
916 8 913 16 ’
(GG mgm?  (qGq) (2m3 + Tmymg + 2m2) mu]

(A8)

—\2
o = (79" | 5 3. 98 1A
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(GGq)* m2 (6m3 + 8mymg+m2)  (Gg)* (m2+ 18mymg + 11m?)

212 76 - 26 x 3272
_mamyy (q@q)° (2ma +ma)  ma(39) (GG) (4Gg) (ma +mu) (A9)
27 x 374 211 x 376 ’

and IT*"™ is the sum of those contributions in the correlation function that have no imaginary

part but are nontrivial after the Borel transformation, and

Ccr =

Ce

C5

C4

C3

C2

1

T (M) =

(Gq)* m2 (24mamy, + 14m?% + m2) N (39)* (qGq) mgm? (2mg + m,,)
28 x 32 72 28 x 374

. (A10)

The spectral densities of 07 p-p hexaquark states

The 07" p-p hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1

T OB P x5 x T2 710 (A1)
My (My — 2my)
920 % 32 » B2 5 71 710 (A12)
(@0) (g = 2ma) 3 mamy ) (6G)? s
217 % 32 x 52 18 219 5 3 x 527710 922 32 » 52 10 ( )
(qq) my (m§ — My, (6mg + mu)) . (GG>2 My (Mg — Mmyg)
216 % 3 x 578 221 % 3 x 5l
(@Gg)mq _ 9m3mi —167* (gq)*
217 x 3 x 578 218 % 32 x 510 7 (Al4)
4 918 » 32 78 91 5 378
(GGY? mgm3  (GGq) my (2mgmy, — m3 +m2)
219 » 3710 215 % 378
2(qq)” mu (4mq + 9Imy) + (Gq)° (—m3) + 2(qq) (¢Gq) AL
214 5 32 76 ’ ( )
{q9) (GG)>m2 (Tmg + ma,) N (GG)? (qGq) (mu — ma) N (qGq) m3 (mgma, +2m32)
216 x 378 217 % 378 213 78

(05 (@0~ 1 () (06 ) + o (22 (0 6 a) G

_\3 _ 2
- 2 _\2 4| (qq)” mu _ (aGq)
(a0 (aGa) i+ (q0)* | — 2 I

B (qq)® ma, (Tmgmy + m3 + m2) (@ [3 (GG my (Mg + my) N (qGq) mu]

212 x 376

(A16)

28 rd 214 76 25 x 374
(GGY? (GGq) m2 (3mg + my,) B (GGq)? (—2mgm, +m3 — 5m?2) (Gg)*
216 ;8 213 6 25 % 32 T2
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m [m2((@a)* m3 ~ (a0) (@Ga)) — 14 (qa) (aGa) mam, — 11 (qa) (@Ga) 3]

+ ST 6 . (A17)
(ag)* (22mamy +mE+15m2)  (Gg)* m2md (qg) (GG)? (GGq) my (ma + my,)
= 26 x 32 12 T 912 6
(Ga)* (aGq) mu (Blmagmy, + Tm2 +Tm2)  (GGq)* m? (8mgmy + 6m2 + m?)
+ 28 % 374 + 212 76 ’
(A18)
and
_\2 /= 2.3 3 2.2 4
sumyr g2y G0)”(@Gq) (mdm3) oy mam? mami  my
(M) = 28 x 374 {gq) % % 32a2 T o2 28y 322 - (A19)

3. The spectral densities of 17~ p-p hexaquark states

The 17~ p-p hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1
220 x 34 x 52 x 72410
My (Tmg + 4my,)
= — A21
€6 222 % 32 x 52 x Tql0”’ (A21)
(Gq) Bma+Tmy)  mamg (3mg +Tm,) (GG)
216 x 32 x 52 x 78 28 x 3 x 52 x Twl0 221 x 3 x 52 x 7wl0’
I (@q) my (256mgmy, + 5m2 + 6m?) ~ (GG) my (5mg + 6m.)
! 217 % 32 x 578 222 % 32 x 510
(@Gq) (5mg +11m,)  mimy  (gq)*
218 % 32 x 578 218 5 510 211 33 x 56’
<(jq>2 (28mdmu +m3 + 18m3)
212 % 32 x 576
L @ (GG) (mg +4my) . mgm3 (11mg + 5my,) 13 {qGq)
1| 7916 % 32 x 518 211 % 3 % 578 913 % 32 x 5 70
(GGYmgm?  (7Gq) my (19mgmy, + 4m7 + 5m?)

219 x 37710” - 215 % 3 x 578 ’ (A24)

(d9)* (Tmq + 17my,) m (3Tmgmy, + 23m3 +2m2)  7(GG) ]

Cr = (AQO)

Cy; = (A22)

(A23)

Cc3 = —

R— 2 —
© = 210 » 32 74 {aq) 913 % 376 215 32 76

- @ (GGYm2 (Tmg + 2my,) N (qGq) (52mgmy, + 3mZ + 37m2)
94 27 % 375 214 5 3 76
(GGq) mam? (2mg+my)  5(qGq)>  (GG) (qGq) (3mg + 11my,,) A95
B 213 18 C 215 346 219 % 378 ’ (A25)
(dq)° m (38mamu, +9m3 +9m2)  (GG) (qGq) m? (3mq + my,)

€ = 28 % 32 14 - 916 8
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e [_11<Ga>mu(md+mu) (aGq) (5ma + 12m,,) mimﬁ}

213 x 32 16 27 x 32 4 ~ 28 x 376
- G0 (qGq) m? (32mgmy, + 23m2 + 3m?2) N 5(GG) (GGq)
211 % 376 213 % 32 16
 (aGq)® (13mgmy +mi+10m2)  (gq)* (A26)
212 % 376 22 x 3372’
o — (79)" (19mgmy +m3 + 12m2) N (@g)° mami} (3mg + m.,)
N 26 x 32 72 29 74
o | (GG)Yymgm3  (GGq) my (94mdmu + 25m2 + 25m%)
T |~ e 210 » 37t
3(Gq) (GG) (qGq) my (mg+my)  (GGq)>mZ (8mamy, + 6m3 +m?) (A27)
* 214 16 B 212 6 ’
and
—\2 /-
B 2% x 3272 2Tx2 28 x 3272 28 x 3t

4. The spectral densities of 171 p-p hexaquark states

The 17" p-p hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1
T T 34 x 52 x 727107 (A29)

my, (Tmg + 4my,)

‘6 = 922 32 w 52 % 710 (A30)
o ag) (Bma+Tmy)  mami (3ma + Tma) (GG)? (A31)
b 216 % 32 x 52 x 778 218 x 3 x 52 x Twl0 9221 x 3 x 52 x 710’
o — (qq) my (25mamy, + 5m2 + 6m?) B (GG my (5mg + 6my,)
v 217 % 32 x 578 222 % 32 x 5710
(GGq) (5mg + 11my,) 27m§mi 4+ 277t <qu>2 A
218 %32 %58 2B %3 x5g0 (A32)
- (GG)? (mg +4my)  mgm3 (11mg + 5my,) 13 (7Gq) (GG mgm}
3 =\ 216 % 32 x 578 214 % 3 x 578 213 % 32 x 576 219 » 3710
(qGq) my, (19mgmy, + 4m3 + 5m?2) (qq)* (28mgmy, + m3 + 18m32) A
B 215 x 3 x 578 B 212 % 32 x 576 ’ (A33)
(@) (Tmg +17Tmy)  7T(Gq)*(GG)?  5(3Gq)*>  (qGq) mam? (2ma +my,)
2 = 910 « 32 ;4 T 915 32,6 915 » 346 913 8
2 (Tmg + 2my, 7(qG 7Gq) (52mamy, + 3m?3 + 37m?
a0 licey? my (Tma +2m.) __T(aGq) \ q) (52mg 2 )
217 % 378 215 % 32 16 214 376
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B (GG (GGq) (3ma + 11my,)  (Gq)* m? (37Tmamy, + 23m2 + 2m?)

219 x 378 ; 213 % 376 ’ (A34)
- (dq)* m, (38mgmy, + 9m3 + Im?) +(3)? (- 11(GGY? my, (mg + ma)
a = 98 % 32 4 99 913 w 32 16
(qGq) (5mg + 12m,,) _ [{@Gq) m? (32mgmy, + 23m7 + 3m32)
- gt )T 911 5 370
1{GG)* (qGg) mu (ma+ma)]  (qa)*
213 % 32 76 22 % 33 12
<GG>2 (qGq) m2 (3mg +my,) ((qu>2 (13mdmu + m?l + 10m3) <(jq>2 mim? A35
B 216 78 B 212 x 3 76 28 x 376 (A35)
o ()" (19mgmy, + m3 + 12m2) N (a@q)% mam3 (3mg +my,)
0 26 x 32 72 20 74
o | (GGYEmgm?  (qGq) my (94mgmy, + 25m3 + 25m2)
+ 41" |~ 210 % 34
(qq) (GG)? (qGq) mgm?  (qGq)* m?2 (8mgmy, + 6m3 + m?2) A36
B 214 6 - 212 -6 ) ( )
and
4 2.3
IS (M2) = (ag)? (G o Mmgmy,, Mgy,
(Mg) = (q9)” (qGq) < 59 % 3.0 294
—_\4 2
u +my
L a0 (mamii(ma +m)) (A37)

27 x 32 72
5. The spectral densities of 0~ A-A hexaquark states

The 0~F A-A hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

7T 93 ><152 x 7210’ (A38)
2

% = 920 32 xmg2 X 70 (439)

€ = 9m ;(2;?52 710~ 917 :S§2> 7)?(”&;2 8 (A40)

. _GG)m . (5Gshms (7q)” N (5s)” (Ad1)

221 % 3x 5710 " 21T x 3 x 578 23 x 32 x50 214 x 32 x 576"
(Gq)” m? (3s)?m?  (3s) (GG)ms  (qq) (GGq)  (3s) (3Gs)

T QU 30 T2 340 21T x 3275 212 x 3270 215 x 3270 (A42)
e = (gg)? |GG {ss)ms ] {g) 4Ga) m;
? 213 % 3276 27 x 32 7t 210 376
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(sG's) ms (55)? (GGq)? (5Gs)?
+ [216 <38 218 32 wﬁl 213 % 376 214 % 376 (A43)
. sGs> ms (3s) (Ga) (3s) (aGg) ms  (GG) (4Gq)
L= 212 x 3776 2T x3mt oA x3ege| N\ 29 74 913 x 376
ss)°m2  (3s)(sGs) | | (¢Gq)’m?  (qa)*
+ {(GG) [214 % 376 213 x 370 212 76 2% x 3272’ (Add)
o tagtmi o (ge) (5s)°mi  (aq) (GG) (aGg) m] (A45)
0 ™ 294 32,2 25 x 32 72 212 36

It should be noted that, the contribution of the masses of u and d quarks are so tiny for

A-A, ¥-¥ and =-Z states that we have not displayed them.

6. The spectral densities of 07" A-A hexaquark states

The 0+ A-A hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1
T T 2 B2 x 210 (A46)
2
mS
€6 = 920 % 32 52 % 71710’ (A47)
B (55) M (GG)?
T Tl 3 x 528 22 x 32 x K2 4l0 (A48)
(GG’ m? 3(5Gs) mg + 872((35)* — 2(qq)?)
“4 = 531 3 pal0 217 % 32 % 578 ’ (A49)
o 9)(GGm,  md((59)’ 8 (a0)*) +2(55) (Gs) | (ag) (Ga) A5
3 217 % 378 914 3 32 76 212 5 32 76
(GG)? (3(5Gs)my +872(55)°)  (565)2 — 97 22 (55) (q)?m
2= 216 5 32 78 + 914 5 376
(@) (GG (aGq)® (g9 (aGq)m? (A51)
213 % 32 76 213><3776 210 % 376
_ (GG)’m (55)° | (38) (@Gg)yms  (GG)* (3Gq)
er = {qq)” 22 350 T ot gz | D) 97 ad 918 340
 (89) (GG)? ((55) m? +2(5Gs)) N (@Gq)*m? | (5Gs)(qq)*ms  (q9)" (A52)
24 376 212 76 27 x 374 25 x 3272
o tagtmi o (qe)*(5s)*mi  (q) (GG)? (aGq) mS (A53)
0 7 94 32,2 25 x 32 12 212 3 3 6 ’
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7. The spectral densities of 17~ A-A hexaquark states

The 17~ A-A hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1
T TR0 3 B2 X 7210 (A54)
2
mS
6T TR0 32 K2 Tl (A55)
(Ss) ms (GQG)
O I 2 52 7aS 22 x3x52x TAl0 (A56)
(GG) m} (5G's) ms (a0)* (55)" A
T TR 350 20T x3x ha® 24 x 3370 21 %32 x 570 (A5T)
o l@@)’mi  (ss)Pmi | (5s) (GG)ma
37 Tl w3246 212532 x 50 | 216 x 3 x 518
(qq) (qGq) (55) (5G's)

T O X 32 x50 2B x 3240 (A58)

27 Y 5953240 T 215 ¢ 340 210 5 376
(sG's) mg (55)? (GGq)* (5Gs)?

+ GG | 55 378 218 % 32 16 915 76 Ql4 36’ (A59)

o = (a2 |- CGm: _ (@Gq)m, _ ($Gs)my (53
! 212 5 376 27T x 374 2T x 374 2% x 322
_ [{GG) (qGq)  (3s) (qGq) ms
+ (q) [212 X 3276 25 x 32t
e (35) (5Gs)  (5s)°m? | (qGq)’m?  (q9)" (A60)
213 % 376 213 x 3276 212 76 2 5 3B p2
— \4 2 —\2 /= \2 2 - _ 2

o = (g9)" ms  (aq)” (3s)" mg N (29) (GG) (aGq) m3 7 (AG1)

24 x 32 2 26 x 32 72 212 x 376
8. The spectral densities of 17" A-A hexaquark states

The 17+ A-A hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1

_ A62
“r 220 x 3% x 52 x 72107 e
2
ms
T B xR x T g0 e
(5s) M (GG)*
o - A64
“ 215 x 32 x5 x 78 221 x3x 52 x 7wl0] (A6
2 9 - 2(3(35)2 — 5 (gqg)?
o — (GG mE  9(5Gs)ms +872(3(5s)° — 5 (7)) (AG5)

221 % 3 x 5710 217 % 33 x 578
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C3 =

C2

C1

co =

9.

7(8s) (GG)’ms =20 (qq)” m2 +2(55)° m2 + 5 (55) (5Gs)  (qq) (aGq)

_ (

216 % 32 x 578 213 % 32 x 576 210 % 32 x 5776”%6)
{qq) (aGq)m? | 3(3Gs)® — 3527 (3s) (qq)” ms

210 % 376 914 x 32 76
(GG)? [3 (3Gs) my — 672 (Gq)> + 82 <§s>2] (G o
916 32 18 915 6
20 200 =12 =\2 e

- (35) (GGq) ms  (GGY? (qGq) (GG) {ms(ﬁ (qq)” — (35)7) + 3 (3s) <SGS>]
4 24 5 32 7 212 5 32 76 213 % 32 76
(@Gq)’m? | (3Gs) (@)’ ms  (q0)*  (q9)° (5s)° (A68)

212 76 27 x 374 M % 332 24 %3242

(q0)'m?  (q9)®(3s)° m?  (qq) (GG)* (qGq) m? (AG9)

C 24 % 322 26 % 32 12 212 % 376 ’

The spectral densities of 0~1 ¥-X hexaquark states

The 0~ 2-¥ hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

Cr =

Ce

Cy =

C4

C3 —

C2

C1

1
223 X 32 X 52 X 72 7.‘.10 ’ (A70)
=0, (AT1)
216 % 32 x 5278 | 217 x 32 x 5278 | 922 % 32 x 5210
_ _ {aGg)ms (q9)” (qa) (55) (AT3)
T 3 x 58 214 x32 x50 213 x32x 576"
(Gq)” m? _ (5s) m? (GG) my (qGq) (5G's)
212 gz ) | T g T 2T g 9 3240 218 X 320
(55)%m? (85) (GG)ms  (3s) (qGQq)
+ 214 » 32 16 218 328 913 32 16’ (A74)
— (o) (55)% m, _ {gGqym; | (35)(GG) | (Gq)° ms
- 28 x 3274 211 x 376 213 x 3246 27 x 32 74
_ (5s) m? (sGs) 2 (GQG) (ss) ms
+ (@G [212><37T6+213><37T6 )" |5 gt T Bk g
_ _ 2
(GG) (qGq) ms (qGq) (AT5)

217 % 378 214 5 3767

— (Gg) [<ss> (@Gq)ms  (3s) (5Gs) m

28 x 374 29 x 374

213 x 376~ 214 x 376

+ (qq)

24

28 74 28 x 37t 25 x 3272

913 6

(@Gq)ms | (5Gs)my  (5s) ] (qGq)? m?



(85)* (aGq)ms | (q9)° (3s)  (55) (GG) (aGa)

o _ A6

29 x 374 +24><327r2 214 376 ’ ( )
o la)'md (qq)’ (ssym? | (gg)® (55)° m3 (ATT)
07 943252 24 x 3242 26 x 3272

10. The spectral densities of 0" %-% hexaquark states

The 07+ 3-¥ hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1
T T R x 210 (A78)
Ce — 0, (A79)

_ {gq) ms (55) ms (GG)?
D T 916 x 32 x 5278 217 x 32 x 5278 222 % 32 x 52 10 (A80)

_ (qGq) ms (qq) (3s) (7q)°
“T T 3x5 2B x32 x50 | 21 X 32 x 50 (A81)

| 2Esym2+ (3Gs)  (GG)?my (gGq) (35) (GG)? m
¢ = {00) | =555 37 917 % 3278 218 x 3270 | 218 5 32 18

m2(4(qq)” + (55)*) | (ss) (aGyq)

a PIERvE T R TR vy i (A82)

.- (7g)° ms ) (@Gqgym?  (ss)®my  (35)(GG)*|  (5)(qq)” ms
2 27 x 32 71l 211 x 376 28 x 3274 213 x 3276 28 x 374
_ {gGg) (2(ss)mi + (5Gs)) (GG {gGa)ms  (a9)* (GG)” | (aGg)” (A83)
213 376 217 % 378 213 % 3276 " 214 x 346

_ (55) (aGq) ms | (3s) (5Gs) ms 2, (3GSs) (aGq)
e = (a9) [ 28 7t T O reavy P AT po )

. (GGq) ms ((§s>2 +6<ch>2> gt m (@g)* (3 (5Gs) m + 872 <§s>2)

29 x 3774 213 76 28 x 32 71l
(79)° (55) | (59) (GG)* (qGq)

T oo g 21 x 376 (A84)
o a0 mE {ga)* (ss)mi | (gq)® (55)" m (A85)
07 2% 3272 21 x 322 26 x 3272

11. The spectral densities of 1-~ 3-3 hexaquark states

The 17~ %-¥ hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:
1

220 x 3% x 52 x 72710’

Ce = 0 5 (A87)

Cr = (A86)
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Cr

Ce

Cy =

C4

C3

C2

1

Ccy —

12.

215 x 3 x 52 xTw8 216 x 3 x 52 x 778 221 x 3 x 52 x 7xl0’
_ {@Gqym,  (Gsyms  (q@)*  (dq)(5s) (A89)
218 % 3278 21T x 3 x 58 24 x 32 x 56 214 x 3376
B L e B CL KL (GG)m (aGq)
210 % 32 x 576 | U |910 32 x 570 | 215 x 32 x 548 | 213 x 32 70
N (5G's) _ (ss)?m?2 (35)(GG) m, (55) (qGq) (A90)
211 % 32 x 576 212 32 x 56 216 x 32 x 58 211 x 32 x 540’
_ (@q)®ms o] (s8sims  (GG)
2T x 3274 (gq) 29 x 3274 213 x 3246
_ (35)°ms | (GGg)ym?  (55) (GG)
+ (aq) [ 910 % 371 | 2136 915 % 3.6
_ (ssym? (3Gs)] (GG)(aGq)ms  (qGq)*
+ {aGq) [_ o4 76 915 6| 919 8 T 9l 3.6 (A91)

(@Gq)ms  (5Gs) m (55)°

(s5) (qGq) m,

— \2
= (qq) 58 1

2T x 324 24 x 332

ms  (58) (§Gs) mg

- [_ (55) (aGq)

28 x 32 74

28 x 32 74

(qGq) (3G's)

T +<GG><

(@Ga)°m?  (qq)° (5s) | (3s) (GG) (qGq)

212 x 376 24 x 3272 213 x 3276 7

(qq)” (35) m3

(qa)'m?  (a9)* (5s)” m3

2 2

24 x 32 2 24 x 32 2 26 x 3272 7

The spectral densities of 17" ¥-% hexaquark states

213 x 376

213 % 32 76

)

(A92)

(A93)

The 17+ 3-3 hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

Cy =

Cq4 =

C3

1

220 % 34 x 52 x 72 7107

0,
(qq) ms

(55) my (GG)?

215 x 3x 52 x 778 216 x3x52x 77w 221 x 3 x 52 x 7l0

(qGq) m (qq)

(s3) (q9)*

218 x 3278 214 x

P62 x 32 x 5767

2 (55) m2 + (5Gs) (GG my (qGq)

(35) (GG)* m

(qq)

m3 (4 (Gq)” + (35)*)

211 % 32 x 546

215 « 32 x 58 213 x 3216

(ss) (aGq)

212 x 32 x 576

211 % 32 x 567
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© 216 32 x 518

(A94)
(A95)
(A96)

(A97)

(A98)



Cy =

C1

co =

13.

The 0—F

Cr =

Ce

Cs

Cq

C3

C2

<qq>[<qu>m§ ms(8(qq)% + 3 (3s)2)  (ss) (GG>2]_(qu> (2 (3s) m2 + (3G's))

213 7.‘.6 210 % 32 7T4 215 % 37‘r6 215 7.‘.6

5(ss) (ag)"ms  (GG)* (aGgyms  (39)° (GG)*  (4Gg)”
29 x 32 71'4 219 78 213 x 32 76 214 % 3767
) (GGq) ms  (3s) (3G's) my 9 (8Gs)  (aGq)
28 x 32t 28 x 3274 +(GG) (213 x 3276 213 x 376

(aGq) ms (< s)> + 9 (qq) ) N (@Gq)*m2  (5Gs) (qg)* ms

S

28 x 32 74 212 5 376 27 x 320
(aq)’ (55) _ (a9)° (55)"  (55) (GG)” aGa)
2 3272 A x 3312 913 % 3270
(qg)'m?  (q0)°(3s)m?  (q9)* (55)° m?
2% 32x2 20 x 322 206 x 272

The spectral densities of 0~+ Z-Z hexaquark states

1
223 x 32 x B2 x 727107
m;
220 x 32 x 52 x 7710’
(GG) ~ {aq)ms
222 % 32 x 5210 216 » 32 528”7

(A99)

)

(A100)

(A101)

=-Z hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

(A102)
(A103)

(A104)

(G) (3s) B m3 (5s)y m? (GG) m?

213 x 32 x 576 215 x 3 x 578 216 x 3 x 578 221 x 3 x 510

(aGq) ms (5Gs) ms (55)*
21" x 3 x 578 21" x3x 578 214 x 32 x 576’
qq 2 m?2 _ 5s) m? GG) mg sGs 55)% m?2
s (gg) s _ _ _ s
212 % 32 76 212 x 376 217 x 3278 213 x 3276 213 x 32 76
58) (GGY myg _ m3 35 ss) (sG's
L e i S .
918 x 3278 U915 g a8 T o185 3246 | 913 3210
_ (55)% m (3s) m3 (5s) m?

_ ST Ms e ( B s ) B s
<qq>[ 5 ant GO ST 3 T 3 ga8) T 210 30
(gGq) m? ~ (8Gs) m? +(Gg)? m? _ (8s)ms (55)3 m
211 % 376 211 76 210 x 376 27 x 3274 28 x 32 4

(ss)mi | (aCq)ms | (5Gs)ms , (5s)" ]

GG
< >216><37r8 21T x 378 216 x 378 213 x 32 76

=2
(55)" mg

212 x 376

) (5G's) (5s)m2]  (ss)(3Gs)m2  (5Gs)?
(4G9 | 5155 3,6 ~ 91256 9 5 376 | 21 376
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(A105)

(A106)

(A107)



€0

(a0’ |- (3s)m?3  (3Gs)my (55)* B (55)2 (5Gs)yms  (GGq)* m?2
a = 277t B x3at | 25 x 3272 98 x 374 913 76
| (5s)?m? (5s) m? (sG's) _ (58) ms m?
+ (q) [ g +{GG) (211 X376 2l 37r6> + (aGa) (27 <371 210776)
_ | 3(5s) (5G's) ms (55)°
+ () [ 29 71 21 x 32 12
(55)2 m?2 _ m3 (ss) (ss) (5G's)
+ GO |~ gy TG (216778 T ol 37r6> T 218 X 376
_ (35)>my  (3s)m?  3(5Gs)m?2
+ {aGq) 99 4 11 6 912 ;6 ’ (A108)
- (5s)°m2  (5Gs)m? i (3s)'m?  (s5)* (qGq)m3  (s5)* (5Gs) m?
MY 1903 T 6 gt | T 26 < 3242 29 74 29 % 374
+ (G |- (35)°m? | (ss)(qGq)m3  (5s) (sGs)m?  (GG) (3Gs)m?
1| 795 x 372 27 7t 28 74 913 76
(5) (5Gs)m2  (5s) (qGq)m?] _ (qGq)*m}
+ (GG [ 218 % 376 212 376 202576 (A4109)
14. The spectral densities of 07" =-Z hexaquark states

cr

Ce

Cy =

Cq4 =

C3

C2

The 07+ Z-Z hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

1
223 % 32 x 52 x 72107
m;
220 % 32 x 52 x 71 7107

(qq) ms

(8s) ms

(GG)*

(qq) (3m? + 47> (5s))

216 % 32 x 5278 215 x 32 x 528 222 x 32 x K210’
6 (55) m2 + 3 (sGs) ms + 872 (3s)*

215 % 32 x 578

217 % 32 x 578

L _GePmE  (aGayms
221 x 3 x 5710 21" x 3 x 578’
| 18(Es)ym2 4+ (5Gs)  (GG)*ms | T(5s)(GG)? m
= (a0 918 % 32 76 917 % 3278 | 218 x 3218
(@Gq) (3m3 + 47> (35))  m2(2(qq)” + (55)°) + (55) (5Gs)
* 215 5 32 78 - 213 5 32 76

)

(A110)
(A111)

(A112)

(A113)

(A114)

6472 (55)°> ms + 3 (8 (35) (5G's) m2 + 4m3(4 (qq)* + (3s)?) + <§Gs>2)

214 X 32 7.‘-6
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M (2 (8s)ym3 + 3 (5G's) ms + 24> <§S>2> (GG)? (3m? + 4n2 (55))

+ () [_ 911 x 370 - 915 x 32 78
N (qGq) m? GG 3 (5s) m?3 + 3 (5Gs) m, + 872 (5s)* _ {aGq) ms
211 % 376 216 % 32 78 217 x 378
7Gq) (18 (ss) m? + (3G 19)° (s
 (aGq) (18 (5s)m: + (3Gs))  (Gq)” (s5) ms , (A115)
213 x 376 27 x 32t
B (79)? (30 (s5)m3 + 3 (3Gs) ms + 87 <§s>2) (55)° ms (2 (3s) m2 + (3G's))
“a = 28 x 32 74 98 % 371
| (8s) (54 (55) m] + 45 (5G's) ms + 327 <§8>2) (GG)? (16 (3s) m? + (3G's))
+ {a0) 29 x 32 7 * 214 x 370
[(aGa) (872 (5s)ms +3md) |  {aGa)ms (2 (55) m + 3 (5Gs) m + 247 <§s>2)
-l 210 » 370 * 212 6
LGy (qGq) (3m? + 472 (5s)) ~ (5s) (7 (ss) m? + 2 (5Gs)) B (GGq)* m? (A116)
216 x 378 214 % 376 213 76
(Gq)*> m? (3 (3G's) mg + 32> <§s>2) (55)% m? (3 (5G's) mg + 8> <§s>2)
@ = 26 x 32 7t i 29 x 32 7t
_ _ ~\2
R 2 ({5Gs) m, +87° (55)°) | 5(53) (aCq)mi  (GG)’ (5Gs) m2
7 28 74 97 x 371 913 6
3 O m | e (59 GG mE () @Gy w2\ | G md
29 4 213 x 376 211 % 376 21246 7
and
2,12 4 _ = \3. 4 44
TIswm M2 _ (qq> <SS> Mg o (q(J> <SS> Mg <SS> Mg All
(Mp) 26 x 32 72 20 x 3272 25 x B2 (ALL8)
15. The spectral densities of 17~ Z-= hexaquark states
The 17~ Z-Z hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:
_ L (A119)
T T T X 31 x 52 x 72710
2
mS
T T 3 x5 x 710 (A120)
(qq) ms (8s) ms (GG)
= — A121
@ 215 x 3 x 52 x T8~ 216 x 32 x 52 x T8 221 x 3 x 52 x 7wl0 ( )
ol ] Gam  (GGm
“ T MY o 3 x5 2 x3340) 210 x3x 578 221 x 3 x h10
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(¢Gg)ms ~ (sGs)ymy (ss)?
218 % 3278 217 x 3 x 578 214 x 32 x 576
5s) m? GG) ms 5G's
o =+ 52 (c6) CI

(A122)

T2l 56 T 915 32 x 58 | 211 x 32 x 5 1f
(Gq)> m? (55)°m? (8s) (5G's)
210 % 32 x 576 210 % 32 x 546 213 x 3276
3

(35) (GG m, +<qu>[ (5s) m; } (A123)

215 % 32 % 578 211 % 32 x 56 215 % 378

_[5(55)% my m3 (Ss) (5s) m? (qGq) m?

(aq) [210 prr (215 X375 215 3376 ) T 910340 | 21310

(5G's) m? (55)% m (5s)ym? (GGq)yms  (5Gs)ms (3s)?
276 | 28 x 3274 a

Cy =

S 216 x 38 2198 216 5 378 213 x 3216

5 (5s) m2 <§Gs>> (55)* m4

+ (GG) [
+ (@G(ﬁ ( 914 6 s 215 6 T o9l2 37:6
(5s) (5G's) mg (§Gs>2 o (3s5)my m;l

211 36 214><3776+< ) 29 %374 210 x 36 ) ° (A124)

5(3s)ym3  (5Gs) mg (55)? ] (55)> m?

S S

26 % 3274 2T x 3274 24 % 33 2 28 x 32 gt

2 - 2o\ 2
+ (Gg) [ (5s)*m? —|—(GG>< (sG's) 7 (ss)m3 )]

a1 = (qq)’

26 % 3t 213 5 3276 212 » 3246

+ {q9) (aGq)

m? ~ (8s)ms \  5(ss) (3Gs)ms (35)°
21076 26 » 327l 28 x 34 24 % 3272

(5s)m2 (35) m3 (3s) (3G's)

25 w30 TG0\ ST 5T T 36 ,s ) T ol g0

+ (GG)

+ (aGa) 2T x3gd g6 91246 28 x 374 212 % 346 7 (A125)

(3s)>my  (3s)m}  3(3Gs) m?] (35)% (5Gs)ms  (GGq)* m?

S

S 24 %3272 26 x 374

co = (@@2[

- [<§s>3m§ 7(35) (qGq)m®  (3s) (3Gs)m3  (GG) <§Gs>m§]

5(ss)>m2  (5Gs) mt:’]

_ S

26 72 28 % 374 28 4 213 6

(35)'m? | 3(ss)” (@Gq)m?  (5s)° (5Gs) m3

26 % 32 72 910 74 29 % 374
L o) [5<88> (gGq)m;  (3s) (3Gs) m?] _ (aGq)® m}

A126
21 % 376 213 x 376 21276 7 ( )
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cr

Ce

16.

The spectral densities of 17+ Z-Z hexaquark states

The 17+ =-Z hexaquark state spectral densities on the OPE side can be expressed as:

Cy =

Cq

C3

C2

1

€o

+

 (aGq) (22 (55) m? + (5G's))

1

220 x 34 x 52 x 72410
2
ms
A128
220 % 32 x 52 x Tl 107 ( )

(Gq) ms 13 (3s) ms (GG)?
25 x 3x B2 xTn® 26 x32x52x 778 221 x 3 x 52 x 7710
(qq) (9m? + 1072 (3s)) 6 (55) m? + 3 (5Gs) m, + 872 (35)*
215 % 33 x 578 217 % 32 x 578
(GG)* m? (qGq) ms
221 x 3 x 50 218 x 3248
(Gq)* m? - [21 (3s) m2 + (3Gs) (GG m ] (55) (GG m

(A127)

(A129)

(A130)

210 % 32 x 516 211 % 32 x 576 215 « 32 x 578 | 213 x 32 x 578

(qGq) (15m3 + 167% (3s))  (5s) (8 (55) m2 + 5 (5G's)) (A131)
215 x 32 x 578 213 x 32 x 576 ’

((jq>2 (27r2 (8s) mg + m‘sl) N <GG>2 [3 (5s) m3 + 3 (5G's) mg + 872 <§8>2 B (GGq) mS]
210 x 376

216 x 32 78 219 8
an | - ms (2 (5s) m? + 3 (3G's) mg + 2272 (§s>2) B <GG>2 (m‘;’ g <§s>)
4 211 % 376 215 » 318
(GGq) mT 647 <§S>3 ms+ 3 (4 <§s>2 mi + 8(5s) (5G's) m? + <§Gs>2)
>+

213 7-‘-6 214 « 32 6

(A132)

215 ;6 ’
(79)? (42 (s5)m3 + 3 (3Gs) ms + 87 <§s>2) _(GG)? (22 (3s) m? + (3G's))
- 97 % 3374 + (a4) 213 x 32 10
(55) (24 (55) m3 + 21 (5Gs) my + 1672 (55))  (362) (1672 (55) ms + 9m?)
(qq) 2 % 32 74 - 210 x 32 76

(qGq) ms (6 (85)m3 +9(3Gs) my + 647 <§8>2) _ (85)2ms (5 (s5) m? + 3(sGs))

212 5 376 28 x 32t
(qGq) (9m? + 872 (5s))  (5s) (3(Ss) m? + (sGs>)] (GGq)* m2

2
— — A133
(GG) 216 x 32 78 213 x 376 212 x 376 ° ( )

(qq)?* m? <3 (3Gs) m + 2872 <§s>2> 5 (55)2 (§Gq) m? . (35)% m? <3 (3G's) m + 872 <§8>2>

26 x 32 74 210 74 29 x 327t
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. (ss)m? (3 (5Gs)ms +2072 (55)° ) 3/56) (aGaNm3 (G2 (3Cs) m?
* <qq> |: ( 28 x 374 ) + < >2§3qﬂ-4q> == < >21§1, 7T6> s

(ss) (sGs)m? 7 (ss) (qGQ>m§} N (qGq)* m?

2
+ (Ga) { 213 x 376 21 x 346 912 16

(A134)
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