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Inspired by the observation of the doubly charmed tetraquark state T +
cc at the LHCb Collaboration, we system-

atically study the S -wave interactions between a pair of charmed mesons (D1, D∗2) in the T -doublet, where we
adopt the one-boson-exchange model and consider both the S -D wave mixing and coupled channel effects. Our
numerical results suggest that the prime doubly charmed molecular tetraquark candidates are the S -wave D1D1

state with I(JP) = 0(1+), the S -wave D1D∗2 states with I(JP) = 0(1+, 2+, 3+), and the S -wave D∗2D∗2 states with
I(JP) = 0(1+, 3+). The S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 1(2+), the S -wave D1D∗2 state with I(JP) = 1(3+), and
the S -wave D∗2D∗2 state with I(JP) = 1(4+) may be the possible isovector doubly charmed molecular tetraquark
candidates. We expect the experiments like the LHCb or Belle II collaborations to search for these predicted
doubly charmed molecular tetraquarks near the D1D1, D1D∗2, and D∗2D∗2 thresholds in the future.

I. INTRODUCTION

Very recent, the LHCb Collaboration reported the first ob-
servation of the doubly charmed tetraquark state T +

cc in the
D0D0π+ invariant mass spectrum [1]. Obviously, it is be-
yond the conventional hadron since the T +

cc has minimal quark
component ccūd̄. In Ref. [2], the pole parameters ŝ =

mpole − iΓpole/2 for the T +
cc state related to the D0D∗+ mass

threshold are

δmpole = −360 ± 40+4
−0 keV/c2,

Γpole = 48 ± 2+0
−14 keV.

Additionally, its spin-parity quantum number is JP = 1+.
After the observation of the T +

cc state, a series of theoretical
studies tried to understand its inner structures and properties
within the doubly charmed molecular tetraquark [3–20] and
compact doubly charmed tetraquark pictures [21–24]. In fact,
before the above LHCb experiment, several theoretical groups
predicted the existence of the DD∗ doubly charmed molec-
ular tetraquark state [25–36] and compact doubly charmed
tetraquark states [37–65], and suggested experimentalists to
carry out the search for them.

The importance of the observed Tcc is equal to that of the
X(3872). In 2003, the X(3872) discovered by the Belle Col-
laboration [66] inspired extensive discussion of assigning it
as the DD̄∗ charmoniumlike molecular state with I(JPC) =

0(1++) [67–73]. Obviously, it is a start point of exploring
hidden-charm molecular tetraquark state since more hidden-
charm molecular tetraquark explanations to the charmonium-
like X/Y/Z states have been proposed [74–80], which also
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stimulated the study of the hidden-charm molecular pen-
taquarks [81–86] and the observation of the Pc states [87, 88]
(see Table I for a concise review).

TABLE I: A summary of experimental observations and the corre-
sponding hidden-charm and doubly charmed molecular tetraquark
explanations.

Hidden-charm molecular tetraquark systems

HH̄ [67–73, 89–102]

X(3872) [66], Zc(3900) [103], X(3915) [104],

Z(3930) [105], Y(3940) [106], Y(4008) [107],

Zc(4020) [108], Zc(4025) [109], Z+(4051) [110]

HT̄ [99, 111–116]
Z+(4248) [110], Y(4260) [117], Y(4360) [118],

Y(4390) [119], Z+(4430) [120]

HS̄ [121–123] Z+(4248) [110], Z+(4430) [120]

TT̄ [99, 124]

S S̄ [125]

Doubly charmed molecular tetraquark systems

HH [3–18, 25–36] T +
cc [1]

HT [9, 126]

As we can see, there are several common features between
the X(3872) and Tcc states. Their masses are very close to the
threshold of the DD∗ pair, and the long-range interaction for
the DD̄∗ state with I(JPC) = 0(1++) is exactly same as the DD∗

state with I(JP) = 0(1+) [3]. Inspired by the X(3872), a zoo of
the hidden-charm molecular tetraquarks has been formed [89].
Along this line, the T +

cc observation must initiate a parallel zoo
of the doubly charmed molecular tetraquarks. Searching for
the doubly charmed molecular tetraquarks not only deepens
our understanding to the interactions between charmed meson
pair, but also may provide some hints to shed light on the in-
teractions between charmed meson and anti-charmed meson.
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In the heavy quark spin symmetry [127], the charmed
mesons with the same light quark spin-parity quantum number
jP
l can be categorized into a doublet, such as H[ jP

l = 1/2−] =

(D, D∗), S [ jP
l = 1/2+] = (D∗0, D′1), and T [ jP

l = 3/2+] =

(D1, D∗2). Here, we need to mention that the D1 and D∗2 states
are abbreviation for the D1(2420) and D∗2(2460) states in the
Particle Data Group (PDG), respectively. In Refs. [25–36],
the authors predicted the possible doubly charmed molec-
ular tetraquark candidates composed of a pair of charmed
mesons in the H-doublet. Recently, we performed a system-
atic study of the HT -type meson-meson interactions, and pre-
dicted a series of possible HT -type doubly charmed molecular
tetraquark candidates [126].

The newly reported doubly charmed tetraquark state Tcc
makes the study of the interactions between two charmed
mesons an intriguing and important research issue [1, 2],
we expect that there exists a zoo of the doubly charmed
molecular tetraquarks in the hadron spectroscopy. In fact,
the present research status of the doubly charmed molecular
tetraquark states is similar to that of the hidden-charm molec-
ular tetraquark states around 2003 [75], the theorists should
pay more attention to making the reliable prediction of various
types of the doubly charmed molecular tetraquark states and
give more abundant suggestions to searching for the doubly
charmed molecular tetraquarks accessible at the forthcoming
experiment, by which we hope that the crucial information
can encourage experimental colleagues to focus on the dou-
bly charmed molecular tetraquark states. For continuing the
exploration of doubly charmed molecular tetraquark family,
in this work, we focus on the S -wave interactions between a
pair of charmed mesons in the T -doublet by adopting the one-
boson-exchange (OBE) model. In realistic calculation, both
the S -D wave mixing effect and the coupled channel effect are
considered. With these obtained OBE effective potentials, we
can further solve the coupled channel Schrödinger equation to
search for the bound state solutions. By this way, we study
how charmed and anti-charmed mesons in the T doublet form
the TT -type doubly charmed molecular tetraquark states. Fi-
nally, several possible TT -type doubly charmed molecular
tetraquark candidates are predicted, which is the important
step to construct the family of the doubly charmed molecular
tetraquarks, where the provided crucial information is helpful
to the experimental search for the possible doubly charmed
molecular tetraquark candidates in the future expriment.

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduction in
Sec. I, we illustrate the detailed deduction of the S -wave in-
teractions between a pair of charmed mesons in the T -doublet
by adopting the OBE model in Sec. II. With this preparation,
we present the corresponding bound state properties of the S -
wave D1D1, D1D∗2, and D∗2D∗2 systems, and further conclude
whether there exist possible TT -type doubly charmed molec-
ular tetraquark candidates in Sec. III. This work ends with the
summary in Sec. IV.

II. INTERACTIONS OF THE S -WAVE TT SYSTEMS

In this section, we present the detailed derivation of the
OBE effective potentials for these discussed S -wave TT -type
doubly charmed tetraquark systems, and we include the con-
tributions from the light scalar meson (σ), pseudoscalar me-
son (π/η), and vector meson (ρ/ω) exchange processes. In this
work, we treat the D1 and D∗2 states as the P-wave charmed
mesons to study the doubly charmed molecular tetraquark
candidates [128]. Here, we need to point out that the D1 and
D∗2 states as the hadronic molecular states were also studied in
the past decades [80, 129–132].

A. The flavor and spin-orbital wave functions

Before deducing the effective potentials, we first construct
the flavor and spin-orbital wave functions for these discussed
TT -type doubly charmed tetraquark systems. The isospin
quantum numbers for the TT -type doubly charmed tetraquark
systems can be either 0 or 1, and we collect the relevant
flavor wave functions |I, I3〉 for the TT systems in Table II
[4, 32, 35, 126].

TABLE II: Flavor wave functions |I, I3〉 for the TT systems. Here, I
and I3 stand for their isospin and the third component of these dis-
cussed TT systems, respectively. For the S -wave D1D∗2 system, the
factor (−1)

JD1D∗2
−3

comes from the exchange of two charmed mesons
[112, 116, 124, 126, 133].

|I, I3〉 D1D1 system D∗2D∗2 system

|1, 1〉 |D+
1 D+

1 〉 |D∗+2 D∗+2 〉

|1, 0〉
1
√

2

(
|D0

1D+
1 〉 + |D

+
1 D0

1〉
) 1

√
2

(
|D∗02 D∗+2 〉 + |D

∗+
2 D∗02 〉

)
|1,−1〉 |D0

1D0
1〉 |D∗02 D∗02 〉

|0, 0〉
1
√

2

(
|D0

1D+
1 〉 − |D

+
1 D0

1〉
) 1

√
2

(
|D∗02 D∗+2 〉 − |D

∗+
2 D∗02 〉

)
|I, I3〉 D1D∗2 system

|1, 1〉
1
√

2

(
|D+

1 D∗+2 〉 + (−1)
JD1D∗2

−3
|D∗+2 D+

1 〉

)
|1, 0〉

1
2

[(
|D0

1D∗+2 〉 + |D
+
1 D∗02 〉

)
+ (−1)

JD1D∗2
−3 (
|D∗+2 D0

1〉 + |D
∗0
2 D+

1 〉
)]

|1,−1〉
1
√

2

(
|D0

1D∗02 〉 + (−1)
JD1D∗2

−3
|D∗02 D0

1〉

)
|0, 0〉

1
2

[(
|D0

1D∗+2 〉 − |D
+
1 D∗02 〉

)
− (−1)

JD1D∗2
−3 (
|D∗+2 D0

1〉 − |D
∗0
2 D+

1 〉
)]

These allowed quantum numbers for the S -wave D1D1 and
D∗2D∗2 states include

D1D1[I(JP)] : 1(0+), 0(1+), 1(2+),
D∗2D∗2[I(JP)] : 1(0+), 0(1+), 1(2+), 0(3+), 1(4+).

The spin-orbital wave functions |2S +1LJ〉 for the D1D1, D1D∗2,
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and D∗2D∗2 systems can be expressed as

D1D1 : |2S +1LJ〉 =
∑

m,m′,mS ,mL

CS ,mS
1m,1m′C

J,M
S mS ,LmL

ε
µ
mε

ν
m′ |YL,mL〉,

D1D∗2 : |2S +1LJ〉 =
∑

m,m′,mS ,mL

CS ,mS
1m,2m′C

J,M
S mS ,LmL

ελmζ
µν
m′ |YL,mL〉,

D∗2D∗2 : |2S +1LJ〉 =
∑

m,m′,mS ,mL

CS ,mS
2m,2m′C

J,M
S mS ,LmL

ζ
µν
m ζ

λρ
m′ |YL,mL〉,

respectively. Here, Ce, f
ab,cd is the Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-

cient, and |YL,mL〉 stands for the spherical harmonics function.
ε
µ
m (m = 0, ±1) and ζµνm (m = 0, ±1, ±2) denote the polariza-

tion vector and tensor for the axial-vector charmed meson D1
and the tensor charmed meson D∗2, respectively. In the static
limit, their explicit expressions can be written as [134]

ε
µ
0 = (0, 0, 0,−1) , ε

µ
± =

1
√

2
(0, ±1, i, 0) ,

ζ
µν
m =

∑
m1,m2

C2,m
1m1,1m2

ε
µ
m1ε

ν
m2
.

B. The effective Lagrangians

In the following, we adopt the effective Lagrangian ap-
proach to deduce the OBE effective potentials for the D1D1,
D1D∗2, and D∗2D∗2 systems. Based on the heavy quark sym-
metry, the chiral symmetry, and the hidden gauge symme-
try [135–139], the compact form of the relevant effective La-
grangians can be constructed as [140]

LTTσ = g′′σ〈T
(Q)µ
a σT

(Q)
aµ 〉, (2.1)

LTTP = ik〈T (Q)µ
b A/baγ5T

(Q)
aµ 〉, (2.2)

LTTV = iβ′′〈T (Q)λ
b vµ(Vµ − ρµ)baT

(Q)
aλ 〉

+iλ′′〈T (Q)λ
b σµνFµν(ρ)baT

(Q)
aλ 〉, (2.3)

where the four velocity is v = (1,0) in the static approxi-
mation. Surperfield T (Q)µ

a can be expressed as a linear com-
bination of the axial-vector heavy flavor meson P(Q)

1 with
I(JP) = 1/2(1+) and the tensor heavy flavor meson P∗(Q)

2 with
I(JP) = 1/2(2+), which reads as [140]

T (Q)µ
a =

1 + v/
2

P∗(Q)µν
2a γν −

√
3
2

P(Q)
1aνγ5

(
gµν −

γν(γµ − vµ)
3

) ,
where P(c)

1 = (D0
1, D+

1 ), P∗(c)
2 = (D∗02 , D∗+2 ), and the nor-

malization relations for these discussed charmed mesons are
〈0|Dµ

1 |cq̄(1+)〉 = εµ
√

mD1 and 〈0|D∗µν2 |cq̄(2+)〉 = ξµν
√mD∗2 . Its

conjugate field T
(Q)µ
a is written as T

(Q)µ
a = γ0T (Q)µ†

a γ0.
In Eqs. (2.1)-(2.3), we define the axial currentAµ, the vec-

tor current Vµ, the vector meson field ρµ, and the vector me-
son field strength tensor Fµν(ρ), i.e.,

Aµ =
1
2

(ξ†∂µξ − ξ∂µξ†), Vµ =
1
2

(ξ†∂µξ + ξ∂µξ
†),

ρµ =
igV
√

2
Vµ, Fµν(ρ) = ∂µρν − ∂νρµ + [ρµ, ρν],

with ξ = exp(iP/ fπ). Here, P and Vµ stand for the pseu-
doscalar meson and vector meson matrices, respectively,
which have the forms of

P =


π0
√

2
+

η
√

6
π+ K+

π− − π0
√

2
+

η
√

6
K0

K− K̄0 −

√
2
3η

,

Vµ =


ρ0
√

2
+ ω
√

2
ρ+ K∗+

ρ− −
ρ0
√

2
+ ω
√

2
K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 φ


µ

,

respectively. Once expanding the effective Lagrangians in
Eqs. (2.1)-(2.3), we can further obtain the concrete effective
Lagrangians between the charmed mesons in the T -doublet
and the light mesons, which can be explicitly expressed as

LD1D1σ = −2g′′σD1aµDµ†
1aσ, (2.4)

LD1D1P = −
5ik
3 fπ

εµνρτvτD1bνD
†

1aµ∂ρPba, (2.5)

LD1D1V = −
√

2β′′gV (v · Vba) D1bµDµ†
1a

+
5
√

2iλ′′gV

3

(
Dµ

1bDν†
1a − Dν

1bDµ†
1a

)
∂µVbaν, (2.6)

LD∗2D∗2σ = 2g′′σD∗µν2a D∗†2aµνσ, (2.7)

LD∗2D∗2P =
2ik
fπ

εµνρτvνD∗2bατD
∗α†
2aρ∂µPba, (2.8)

LD∗2D∗2V =
√

2β′′gV (v · Vba) D∗λν2b D∗†2aλν + 2
√

2iλ′′gV

×
(
D∗λν2b D∗µ†2aλ − D∗µ2bλD∗λν†2a

)
∂µVbaν, (2.9)

LD1D∗2σ =

√
2
3

ig′′σε
µνρτvρ

(
D∗2aµτD

†

1aν − D1aνD
∗†

2aµτ

)
σ, (2.10)

LD1D∗2P = −

√
2
3

k
fπ

(
D∗µλ2b D†1aµ + D1bµD∗µλ†2a

)
∂λPba, (2.11)

LD1D∗2V =
iβ′′gV
√

3
ελαρτvρ (v · Vba)

(
D∗2bλτD

†

1aα − D1bαD∗†2aλτ

)
+

2λ′′gV
√

3

[
3εµλντvλ

(
D∗2bατD

α†
1a + Dα

1bD∗†2aατ

)
∂µVbaν

+2ελαρνvρ
(
D∗µ2bλD†1aα + D1bαD∗µ†2aλ

)
×

(
∂µVbaν − ∂νVbaµ

)]
. (2.12)

In this work, we estimate all the coupling constants in the
quark model (see Refs. [141–144] for more details). The
values for the involved coupling constants are g′′σ = 0.76,
k = 0.59, fπ = 132 MeV, β′′ = 0.90, λ′′ = 0.56 GeV−1, and
gV = 5.83 [141]. The masses of these involved hadrons are
mσ = 600.00 MeV, mπ = 137.27 MeV, mη = 547.86 MeV,
mρ = 775.26 MeV, mω = 782.66 MeV, mD1 = 2422.00 MeV,
and mD∗2 = 2463.05 MeV [145]. As the important input pa-
rameters within the OBE model, the information about the
coupling constants is crucial when studying the existence pos-
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sibility of the hadronic molecular states. However, the cou-
pling constants with the charmed meson in T -doublet cannot
be fixed based on the experimental data at present, and we esti-
mate these coupling constants by the quark model in this work
[142], which is often adopted to determine the coupling con-
stants. Because of the uncertainties of the coupling constants,
we should be cautious when studying the existence possibility
of the hadronic molecular states. Here, we need to indicate
our results of the existence possibility of the hadronic molec-
ular states at the qualitative level, but the uncertainties of the
coupling constants do not significantly affect our qualitative
conclusions.

C. The effective potentials

Based on the above preparation, we can further deduce the
effective potentials to judge whether these discussed doubly-
charmed molecular tetraquark states exist or not. As indicated
in Ref. [141], there exists the standard strategy to judge the
possibility of the existence of the investigated hadronic molec-
ular state within the OBE model, which is given in Fig. 1.

Effective Lagrangian 
approach

Scattering 
amplitude

Breit 
approximation

Effective potential 
In momentum space

Fourier 
transformation

Effective potential 
In coordinate space

Solving coupled channel  
Schrödinger equation

The bound state solution 
Binding energy 

Root-mean-square radius 
Probabilities for different components

FIG. 1: (color online) The standard strategy to judge the possibility
of the existence of the investigated hadronic molecular state within
the OBE model.

For extracting the effective potential in the coordinate
space, which is shown in the upper part of the Fig. 1, we
will give a brief introduction in the following. First, we can
write down the scattering amplitudeMh1h2→h3h4 (q) of the scat-
tering process h1h2 → h3h4 by exchanging the light mesons
under the effective Lagrangian approach. The relevant Feyn-
man diagram is given in Fig. 2, and the scattering amplitude
Mh1h2→h3h4 (q) can be written as

iMh1h2→h3h4 (q) =
∑

m=σ,P,V

iΓh1h3m
(µ) P(µν)

m iΓh2h4m
(ν) , (2.13)

where the interaction vertices Γ
h1h3m
(µ) and Γ

h2h4m
(ν) can be ex-

tracted from the former effective Lagrangians.
And then, we adopt the Breit approximation [146, 147]

and the nonrelativistic normalizations to obtain the rela-
tions between the effective potential in the momentum space
V

h1h2→h3h4
E (q) and the corresponding scattering amplitude

h1

h2 h4

h3

m

Γh1h3m

Γh2h4m

FIG. 2: The relevant Feynman diagram for the scattering process
h1h2 → h3h4.

Mh1h2→h3h4 (q), i.e.,

V
h1h2→h3h4
E (q) = −

Mh1h2→h3h4 (q)√∏
i 2mi

∏
f 2m f

, (2.14)

where mi( f ) are the masses of the initial (final) states. Finally,
we can perform the Fourier transformation to deduce the ef-
fective potential in the coordinate spaceVh1h2→h3h4

E (r), i.e.,

V
h1h2→h3h4
E (r) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3 eiq·rV
h1h2→h3h4
E (q)F 2(q2,m2

E).

(2.15)

In order to compensate the off-shell effect of the exchanged
particles, we introduce the form factor F (q2,m2

E) at every in-
teraction vertex, F (q2,m2

E) = (Λ2−m2
E)/(Λ2−q2). Here, Λ, q,

and mE are the cutoff parameter, the four-momentum, and the
mass of the exchanged light mesons, respectively. According
to the experience of studying the deuteron, a reasonable cutoff

value is taken around 1.00 GeV [28, 148], in this cutoff re-
gion, we can reproduce the masses of the three Pc states [81–
86] and the Tcc state [3–9, 24, 32, 33, 35, 36] in the hadronic
molecular picture.

After getting the effective potentials in the coordinate space
for the discussed systems by the above three typical steps, we
can search for the bound state solutions by numerically solv-
ing the coupled channel Schrödinger equation,

−
1

2µ

(
∇2 −

`(` + 1)
r2

)
ψ(r) + V(r)ψ(r) = Eψ(r), (2.16)

where ∇2 = 1
r2

∂
∂r r2 ∂

∂r , and µ = m1m2
m1+m2

is the reduced mass for
the discussed systems. In our calculation, the obtained bound
state solutions mainly include the binding energy E and the
radial wave function ψ(r), with which we can further calculate
the root-mean-square radius rRMS and the probability of the
individual channel Pi.

The total OBE effective potentials for all the discussed TT -
type doubly charmed tetraquarks can be expressed as

V1 = −g′′2σ O1Yσ −
25k2

108 f 2
π

(O2Zr + O3Tr)
(
GYπ

2
+

Yη
6

)
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+
1
2
β′′2g2

VO1

(
GYρ

2
+

Yω
2

)
−

25
54
λ′′2g2

V (2O2Zr − O3Tr)
(
GYρ

2
+

Yω
2

)
(2.17)

for the D1D1 → D1D1 process,

V2 = −g′′2σ
O4 + O′4

2
Yσ

−
5k2

18 f 2
π

(
O5 + O′5

2
Zr +

O6 + O′6

2
Tr

) (
GYπ

2
+

Yη
6

)
+

1
2
β′′2g2

V

O4 + O′4

2

(
G

2
Yρ +

1
2

Yω

)
−

2
3
λ′′2g2

V

(
2
O5 + O′5

2
Zr −

O6 + O′6

2
Tr

) (
GYρ

2
+

Yω
2

)
(2.18)

for the D1D∗2 → D1D∗2 process,

V3 =
k2

18 f 2
π

(
O7 + O′7

2
Zr +

O8 + O′8

2
Tr

) (
GYπ0

2
+

Yη0

6

)
+
λ′′2g2

V

9

(
2
O7 + O′7

2
Zr −

O8 + O′8

2
Tr

) (
GYρ0

2
+

Yω0

2

)
(2.19)

for the D1D∗2 → D∗2D1 process, and

V4 = −g′′2σ O9Yσ −
k2

3 f 2
π

(O10Zr + O11Tr)
(
GYπ

2
+

Yη
6

)
+

1
2
β′′2g2

VO9

(
GYρ

2
+

Yω
2

)
−

2
3
λ′′2g2

V (2O10Zr − O11Tr)
(
GYρ

2
+

Yω
2

)
(2.20)

for the D∗2D∗2 → D∗2D∗2 process. Here, the constant G is taken
as −3 for the isoscalar system and 1 for the isovector system,
respectively. For the convenience, we define the following
expressions

Zr =
1
r2

∂

∂r
r2 ∂

∂r
, Tr = r

∂

∂r
1
r
∂

∂r
,

Yi =
e−mir − e−Λir

4πr
−

Λ2
i − m2

i

8πΛi
e−Λir. (2.21)

Here, m0 =

√
m2 − q2

0 and Λ0 =

√
Λ2 − q2

0 with q0 = mD∗2 −

mD1 .
In the above OBE effective potentials, we define several rel-

evant operators O(′)
k , which include

O1 =
(
ε†3 · ε1

) (
ε†4 · ε2

)
, O2 =

(
ε†3 × ε1

)
·
(
ε†4 × ε2

)
,

O3 = S (ε†3 × ε1, ε
†

4 × ε2, r̂),

O4 = A
(
ε†3 · ε1

) (
ε†4a · ε2c

) (
ε†4b · ε2d

)
,

O′4 = A
(
ε†4 · ε2

) (
ε†3a · ε1c

) (
ε†3b · ε1d

)
,

O5 = A
(
ε†4a · ε2c

) [(
ε†3 × ε1

)
·
(
ε†4b × ε2d

)]
,

O′5 = A
(
ε†3a · ε1c

) [(
ε†4 × ε2

)
·
(
ε†3b × ε1d

)]
,

O6 = A
(
ε†4a · ε2c

)
S (ε†3 × ε1, ε

†

4b × ε2d, r̂),

O′6 = A
(
ε†3a · ε1c

)
S (ε†4 × ε2, ε

†

3b × ε1d, r̂),

O7 = A
(
ε†3a · ε1

) (
ε†4 · ε2c

) (
ε†3b · ε2d

)
,

O′7 = A
(
ε†4a · ε2

) (
ε†3 · ε1c

) (
ε†4b · ε1d

)
,

O8 = A
(
ε†3a · ε1

) (
ε†4 · ε2c

)
S (ε†3b, ε2d, r̂),

O′8 = A
(
ε†4a · ε2

) (
ε†3 · ε1c

)
S (ε†4b, ε1d, r̂),

O9 = B
(
ε†3a · ε1c

) (
ε†3b · ε1d

) (
ε†4e · ε2g

) (
ε†4 f · ε2h

)
,

O10 = B
(
ε†3a · ε1c

) (
ε†4e · ε2g

) [(
ε†3b × ε1d

)
·
(
ε†4 f × ε2h

)]
,

O11 = B
(
ε†3a · ε1c

) (
ε†4e · ε2g

)
S (ε†3b × ε1d, ε

†

4 f × ε2h, r̂)

(2.22)

with S (x,y, r̂) = 3 (r̂ · x) (r̂ · y) − x · y, A =∑c,d
a,b C2,a+b

1a,1b C2,c+d
1c,1d , and B =

∑e, f ,g,h
a,b,c,d C2,a+b

1a,1b C2,c+d
1c,1d C2,e+ f

1e,1 f C2,g+h
1g,1h .

The operator matrix elements 〈 f |O(′)
k |i〉 are collected in Ap-

pendix A.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we solve the coupled channel Schrödinger
equations to search for the bound state solutions for the S -
wave D1D1, D1D∗2, and D∗2D∗2 systems. Our numerical calcu-
lations are presented in three cases. First, we perform a sin-
gle channel analysis with the OBE effective potentials. After
that, we further introduce the S -D wave mixing effect and the
coupled channel effect, and give the numerical analysis again.
With these steps, we can reveal the roles of the S -D wave mix-
ing effect and the coupled channel effect in the formation of
the TT -type doubly charmed molecular tetraquark states.

When we consider the S -D wave mixing effect and the
coupled channel effect, the relevant spin-orbit wave functions
|2S +1LJ〉 for the D1D1, D1D∗2, and D∗2D∗2 systems are

(I, JP) = (1, 0+) : D1D1|
1S0〉/|

5D0〉, D∗2D∗2|
1S0〉/|

5D0〉;

(I, JP) = (0, 1+) : D1D1|
3S1〉/|

3D1〉, D1D∗2|
3S1〉/|

3,5,7D1〉,

D∗2D∗2|
3S1〉/|

3,7D1〉;

(I, JP) = (1, 1+) : D1D∗2|
3S1〉/|

3,5,7D1〉;

(I, JP) = (0, 2+) : D1D∗2|
5S2〉/|

3,5,7D2〉;

(I, JP) = (1, 2+) : D1D1|
5S2〉/|

1,5D2〉, D1D∗2|
5S2〉/|

3,5,7D2〉,

D∗2D∗2|
5S2〉/|

1,5,9D2〉;

(I, JP) = (0, 3+) : D1D∗2|
7S3〉/|

3,5,7D3〉, D∗2D∗2|
7S3〉/|

3,7D3〉;

(I, JP) = (1, 3+) : D1D∗2|
7S3〉/|

3,5,7D3〉;

(I, JP) = (1, 4+) : D∗2D∗2|
9S4〉/|

5,9D4〉.

Within the OBE model, the bound state properties are de-
pend on the cutoff values, but the cutoff parameter cannot
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be determined exactly without relevant experiment data. Ac-
cording to the experience of studying the deuteron, we be-
lieve the cutoff parameter around 1.0 GeV is the reasonable
input [28, 148]. Thus, we attempt to find the loosely bound
state solutions of the S -wave TT systems by varying the cut-
off parameter in the range around 1.0 GeV in this work. In
addition, when judging whether the bound state is an ideal
hadronic molecular candidate, we expect that the typical root
mean square radius should be larger than the size of all the
included component hadrons, and the reasonable binding en-
ergy is around several MeV to several tens MeV only, which
is due to the hadronic molecular state is a loosely bound state
[75]. Therefore, we consider the root mean square radius is
greater than 0.7 fm and the binding energy is less than 20.0
MeV when presenting the loosely bound state solutions of the
S -wave TT systems in the present work. In short, a loosely
bound state with the cutoff parameter closed to 1.0 GeV can be
suggested as a good hadronic molecular candidate in realistic
calculation.

A. The S -wave D1D1 system

When we take the cutoff value Λ in the range of 0.8 < Λ <
2.5 GeV, we cannot find the bound state solutions for the S -
wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 1(0+), even if we include the
S -D wave mixing effect and the coupled channel effect.

In Fig. 3, we present the cutoff parameter Λ dependence
of the binding energy E, the root-mean-square (RMS) radius
rRMS , and the probabilities for different components Pi for the
S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 0(1+) after considering the
single channel, the S -D wave mixing effect, and the coupled
channel effect. As we can see, for the single |3S1〉 channel
analysis, the binding energy appears when taking the cutoff

value Λ ∼ 1.23 GeV. With increasing the cutoff value, its
binding becomes deeper. When the cutoff value Λ is taken
as 1.44 GeV, the binding energy increases to be 18.00 MeV,
and the RMS radius decreases to be 0.80 fm. Thus, we sug-
gest that the S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 0(1+) can be
a good doubly charmed molecular tetraquark candidate when
we only consider the contribution of the |3S1〉 channel. Af-
ter considering the S -D wave mixing effect, the bound state
solutions are very similar to those in the single channel anal-
ysis, but the cutoff value Λ becomes smaller if obtaining the
same binding energy. Thus, the S -D wave mixing effect is
helpful to form the D1D1 bound state with I(JP) = 0(1+).
Here, we find that the probability for the D-wave component
for this bound state is very tiny, which is less than 1%. When
we perform the coupled channel analysis from the D1D1|

3S1〉,
D1D∗2|

3S1〉, and D∗2D∗2|
3S1〉 interactions, we can obtain the

loosely bound state solutions with the cutoff value Λ around
1.12 GeV, which is a little smaller than those in the single
channel and the S -D wave mixing analysis. Obviously, the
coupled channel effect can help to generate this bound state.
When the binding energy is less than a dozen of MeV, the
dominant channel is the D1D1|

3S1〉 component, followed by
the D1D∗2|

3S1〉 and D∗2D∗2|
3S1〉 channels. As the increasing of

the cutoff value, the D1D∗2|
3S1〉 and D∗2D∗2|

3S1〉 channels be-

come much more important. To summary, the S -wave D1D1
state with I(JP) = 0(1+) can be a good doubly charmed molec-
ular tetraquark candidate, and the S -D wave mixing effect and
the coupled channel effect play a minor role in generating the
S -wave D1D1 bound state with I(JP) = 0(1+).
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FIG. 3: (color online) The cutoff parameter Λ dependence of the
bound state solutions for the S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 0(1+)
when performing (a) the single channel analysis, (b) the S -D wave
mixing analysis, and (c) the coupled channel analysis.

For the S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 1(2+), there does
not exist the bound state solutions with the cutoff parameter
around 0.80 to 2.50 GeV after performing both of the single
channel analysis and the S -D wave mixing analysis. How-
ever, when we take into account the coupled channel effect
by including the D1D1|

5S2〉, D1D∗2|
5S2〉, and D∗2D∗2|

5S2〉 chan-
nels, we can find weakly binding with the cutoff value larger
than 2.30 GeV, which is much larger than the cutoff value in
the S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 0(1+). Thus, the S -wave
D1D1 state with I(JP) = 1(2+) may be the possible doubly
charmed molecular tetraquark candidate. As shown in Fig. 4,
we present the bound state solutions for the S -wave D1D1
state with I(JP) = 1(2+) after considering the coupled channel
effects, where the D1D1|

5S2〉 is the dominant channel with the
probability over 80%.

Because the hadrons are not point-like particles, we usu-
ally introduce the form factor at each interaction vertexes to
describe the off-shell effect of the exchanged light mesons
and reflect the inner structure effect of the discussed hadrons.
As a general rule, the monopole form factor F (q2,m2

E) =

(Λ2 − m2
E)/(Λ2 − q2) is often adopted to discuss the hadron-

hadron interactions within the OBE model, which may reduce
the strength of the vector meson exchange interactions com-
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FIG. 4: The cutoff parameter Λ dependence of the bound state solu-
tions for the S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 1(2+) by performing
the coupled channel analysis.

pared with the π exchange interaction. However, the contri-
bution of the vector meson exchange interactions may not be
suppressed by the factor (Λ2 − m2

E) [149]. In order to fur-
ther test our conclusions, we use other kind of form factor
F (q2) = Λ2/(Λ2 − q2) to discuss the bound state properties
[150], which is not suppress the contribution of the vector
meson exchange interactions. Here, we would like to men-
tion that the cutoff values around 1.0 GeV in the form factor
F (q2,m2

E) = (Λ2−m2
E)/(Λ2−q2) and 0.5 GeV in the form fac-

tor F (q2) = Λ2/(Λ2 − q2) are the reasonable input parameters
to study the hadronic molecular candidates [150]. In Table III,
we give the bound state properties for the single S -wave D1D1
states with the form factors F (q2,m2

E) = (Λ2 −m2
E)/(Λ2 − q2)

and F (q2) = Λ2/(Λ2 − q2). For the S -wave D1D1 state with
I(JP) = 0(1+), we can obtain the bound state solution by
setting the cutoff values around 1.24 GeV in the form fac-
tor F (q2,m2

E) and 0.63 GeV in the form factor F (q2), which
reflects that the S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 0(1+) can be
viewed as a good doubly charmed molecular tetraquark candi-
date when using the two types of form factors. For the S -wave
D1D1 states with I(JP) = 1(0+, 2+), we cannot find the bound
state solutions with the two types of form factors until we in-
crease the cutoff value to be around 2.5 GeV, which indicates
that the S -wave D1D1 states with I(JP) = 1(0+, 2+) as the
hadronic molecular candidates are no priority if we use the
two types of form factors. Based on the analysis mentioned
above, it is clear that the qualitative conclusion of the exis-
tence priority of the S -wave D1D1 hadronic molecular states
does not change when increasing the contribution of the vec-
tor meson exchange interactions.

In the light pseudoscalar meson matrix P, there exists the
η− η′ mixing. In the following, we test the effect of the η− η′

mixing in forming the bound states. If we consider the η − η′

mixing, the light pseudoscalar meson matrix P in the effective
Lagrangians is defined as

P =


π0
√

2
+ αη + βη′ π−

π− − π0
√

2
+ αη + βη′

 , (3.1)

where the parameters α and β can be related to the mixing
angle θ by

α =
cos θ −

√
2 sin θ

√
6

, β =
sin θ +

√
2 cos θ

√
6

. (3.2)

TABLE III: Bound state properties for the single S -wave D1D1 states
with different form factors F (q2,m2

E) = (Λ2 − m2
E)/(Λ2 − q2) and

F (q2) = Λ2/(Λ2 − q2). Here, “×” indicates no bound state solutions
until we increase the cutoff parameter to be around 2.5 GeV.

Form factors F (q2,m2
E) F (q2)

(I, JP) Λ(GeV) E(MeV) rRMS(fm) Λ(GeV) E(MeV) rRMS(fm)

(1, 0+) × × × × × ×

(0, 1+) 1.24 −0.42 4.18 0.63 −0.35 4.60

1.35 −6.80 1.27 0.82 −5.62 1.49

1.45 −19.50 0.81 1.00 −19.10 0.88

(1, 2+) × × × × × ×

Here, we use the mixing angle θ = −19.1◦ [151]. In Table IV,
we present the numerical results both without and with con-
sidering the η − η′ mixing for the single S -wave D1D1 state
with I(JP) = 0(1+). As presented in Table IV, if we take the
same cutoff value without and with considering the η−η′ mix-
ing, we notice that the binding energies increase less than 4.0
MeV for the single S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 0(1+).
Thus, the η − η′ mixing does not obviously affect the bound
state properties, which is due to the contribution from the η(η′)
exchange interaction is small compared with the π exchange
interaction [152].

TABLE IV: Bound state properties for the single S -wave D1D1 state
with I(JP) = 0(1+) without and with considering the η − η′ mixing.

Cases Without the η − η′ mixing With the η − η′ mixing

Λ(GeV) E(MeV) rRMS(fm) E(MeV) rRMS(fm)

1.24 −0.42 4.18 −0.16 5.27

1.35 −6.80 1.27 −5.21 1.42

1.45 −19.50 0.81 −15.88 0.88

B. The S -wave D1D∗2 system

In Table V, we present the obtained bound state properties
for the S -wave D1D∗2 system by performing the single chan-
nel, S -D wave mixing, and coupled channel analysis. For
simplicity, we collect typical loosely bound state solutions for
three groups, i.e.,

• For the D1D∗2 system with I(JP) = 0(1+), the bind-
ing energy appears at the cutoff parameter around 1.04
GeV, when we take into account the single |3S1〉 chan-
nel. When further adding the contribution from the D-
wave channels, it is easy to form the D1D∗2 bound state
with I(JP) = 0(1+). The probability of the |3S1〉 chan-
nel is over 99%, where the S -D wave mixing effect can
be ignored in forming the S -wave D1D∗2 bound state
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TABLE V: Bound state properties for the S -wave D1D∗2 system. The
cutoff Λ, the binding energy E, and the root-mean-square radius rRMS

are in units of GeV, MeV, and fm, respectively. Here, we label the
major probability for the corresponding channels in a bold manner.

Single channel analysis

I(JP) Λ E rRMS

0(1+)

1.04 −0.29 4.59

1.12 −6.01 1.33

1.20 −19.53 0.81

0(2+)

1.45 −0.42 4.20

1.62 −6.91 1.27

1.78 −20.03 0.81

1(3+)

2.26 −0.50 3.42

2.28 −4.92 1.08

2.30 −11.50 0.71

S -D wave mixing analysis

I(JP) Λ E rRMS P(3S1/
3D1/

5D1/
7D1)

0(1+)

1.04 −0.42 4.14 99.89/0.01/o(0)/0.10

1.12 −6.37 1.30 99.83/0.02/o(0)/0.15

1.20 −20.05 0.81 99.85/0.02/o(0)/0.13

I(JP) Λ E rRMS P(5S2/
3D2/

5D2/
7D2)

0(2+)

1.42 −0.26 4.83 99.82/o(0)/0.18/o(0)

1.59 −6.10 1.35 99.62/o(0)/0.38/o(0)

1.76 −19.47 0.82 99.60/o(0)/0.40/o(0)

I(JP) Λ E rRMS P(7S3/
3D3/

5D3/
7D3)

0(3+)

2.47 −0.26 5.01 98.81/0.05/o(0)/1.14

2.49 −0.30 4.84 98.75/0.05/o(0)/1.20

2.50 −0.33 4.75 98.72/0.05/o(0)/1.23

1(3+)

2.26 −0.60 3.17 99.96/0.01/o(0)/0.03

2.28 −5.12 1.06 99.97/0.01/o(0)/0.02

2.30 −11.75 0.70 99.98/0.01/o(0)/0.01

Coupled channel analysis

I(JP) Λ E rRMS P(D1D∗2/D
∗
2D∗2)

0(1+)

1.02 −0.40 4.18 99.00/1.00

1.09 −6.67 1.24 93.87/6.13

1.15 −19.07 0.79 86.86/13.14

0(3+)

1.75 −0.22 4.98 93.96/6.14

1.85 −5.20 1.25 66.77/33.23

1.95 −16.30 0.73 48.78/51.22

with I(JP) = 0(1+). By performing the coupled channel
analysis with the D1D∗2|

3S1〉 and D∗2D∗2|
3S1〉 channels,

we can obtain the loosely bound state solutions with the
cutoff value Λ = 1.02 GeV, and the probability for the
D1D∗2|

3S1〉 channel is over 85%.

• For the D1D∗2 system with I(JP) = 0(2+), the bound
state solutions appear at the cutoff parameter larger than
1.45 GeV for the single channel case. In the S -D wave
mixing case, the corresponding cutoff parameter be-
comes smaller if getting the same binding energy, where
the D-wave contribution is not obvious.

• For the D1D∗2 system with I(JP) = 0(3+), we can find a
shallow binding energy with the cutoff value Λ around
2.50 GeV after considering the S -D wave mixing effect.
However, taking this cutoff range, there is no bound
state solutions for the single channel case. If we fur-
ther consider the coupled channels like D1D∗2|

7S3〉 and
D∗2D∗2|

7S3〉, the bound state solutions appear with the
cutoff parameter around 1.75 GeV, and the D1D∗2 chan-
nel is the dominant component when the binding energy
is less than 12.00 MeV. Thus, the coupled channel effect
plays an important role for forming the S -wave D1D∗2
bound state with I(JP) = 0(3+).

• In the cutoff range 0.8 < Λ < 2.5 GeV, we cannot find
the bound state solutions for the D1D∗2 systems with
I(JP) = 1(1+, 2+) even if we introduce the S -D wave
mixing effect and the coupled channel effect.

• For the D1D∗2 system with I(JP) = 1(3+), we obtain the
loosely bound state solutions with the binding energy
around several to several tens MeV, where the RMS ra-
dius is around several fm in the cutoff value larger than
2.20 GeV. Here, the bound state solutions are almost
same for the single channel case and the S -D wave mix-
ing case.

To summarize, we can predict several possible doubly
charmed molecular tetraquark candidates, such as the S -wave
D1D∗2 states with I(JP) = 0(1+), 0(2+), and 0(3+). The D1D∗2
state with I(JP) = 1(3+) cannot be excluded as the possible
doubly charmed molecular tetraquark candidate. In addition,
we find the coupled channel effect plays an essential role in
the formation of the D1D∗2 bound state with I(JP) = 0(3+).

C. The S -wave D∗2D∗2 system

In Fig. 5, we present the relevant bound state properties for
the S -wave D∗2D∗2 system by performing the single channel
and S -D wave mixing analysis.

For the S -wave D∗2D∗2 state with I(JP) = 0(1+), there exists
the bound state solutions with the small binding energy and
the suitable RMS radius at the cutoff parameter around 1.04
GeV for the single channel analysis. Compared to the results
for the single channel case, the bound state properties in the
S -D wave mixing analysis change slightly.
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FIG. 5: The cutoff parameter Λ dependence of the bound state solu-
tions for the S -wave D∗2D∗2 system by performing the single channel
and S -D wave mixing analysis.

For the S -wave D∗2D∗2 state with I(JP) = 0(3+), the OBE
effective interactions are a little weaker than those in the S -
wave D∗2D∗2 state with I(JP) = 0(1+). When the cutoff value is
taken to be larger than 1.87 GeV, we can obtain the bound state
solutions for the single channel analysis. After considering
the mixing effect of the |7S3〉, |3D3〉, and |7D3〉 channels, there
exists the loosely bound state solutions at the cutoff value Λ >
1.64 GeV, and the probabilities for the D-wave components
are less than 2%.

For the S -wave D∗2D∗2 states with I(JP) = 1(0+, 2+), their
OBE effective potentials are weak attractive or repulsive by
varying the cutoff parameter in the range of 0.80 to 2.50 GeV,
these interactions are not strong enough to form the bound
states. For the D∗2D∗2 state with I(JP) = 1(4+), we can obtain

the loosely bound state solutions with the cutoff value around
2.25 GeV or even larger for both the single channel case and
the S -D wave mixing effect case, and the S -D wave mixing ef-
fect plays a rather minor role to form the S -wave D∗2D∗2 bound
state with I(JP) = 1(4+). Here, we need to specify that the cut-
off parameter is a little larger than the reasonable value around
1.00 GeV [28, 148], and we conclude that the D∗2D∗2 state with
I(JP) = 1(4+) may be viewed as the possible doubly charmed
molecular tetraquark candidate.

Based on the above numerical results, the D∗2D∗2 states with
I(JP) = 0(1+) and 0(3+) can be good doubly charmed molec-
ular tetraquark candidates, and the D∗2D∗2 state with I(JP) =

1(4+) as the possible doubly charmed molecular tetraquark
candidate can be also acceptable.

In the following, we discuss how the binding energies of
the S -wave D1D1, D1D∗2, and D∗2D∗2 states can be affected by
the S -wave DD, DD∗, and D∗D∗ states. For example, when
we restudy the bound state properties for the S -wave D1D1
state with I(JP) = 0(1+), we consider the S -wave DD∗, D∗D∗,
and D1D1 scattering processes. As shown in the Table VI, we
present the binding energies E for the single S -wave D1D1
state with I(JP) = 0(1+) in the second column, and the mass
gaps ∆M = Mresonance − MD1D1 between the mass of the ob-
tained resonance and the D1D1 threshold after considering
the S -wave DD∗/D∗D∗/D1D1 scattering processes in the third
column. From the Table VI, we can find the masses for the S -
wave D1D1 bound state with I(JP) = 0(1+) are almost the
same with the masses for the obtained resonance when we
take the same cutoff values. It indicates that the lower DD∗

and D∗D∗ states barely affect the binding energies for the S -
wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 0(1+), which is due to the mass
threshold of the D1D1 channel is far from that of the D(∗)D(∗)

channels around 1.0 GeV.

TABLE VI: Bound state properties for the single S -wave D1D1 state
with I(JP) = 0(1+) without and with considering the scattering states.

Λ(GeV) E(MeV) Mresonance − MD1D1 (MeV)

1.26 −1.01 −1.08

1.35 −6.80 −6.90

1.42 −14.96 −15.10

IV. SUMMARY

In the past decades, the study of the exotic hadronic state
has become an influential and attractive research field for the
hadron physics. Benefited from the accumulation of experi-
mental data with the high precision, the LHCb Collaboration
reported a new structure T +

cc existing in the D0D0π+ invariant
mass spectrum [1], where the T +

cc state can be regarded as the
DD∗ doubly charmed molecular state with JP = 1+ [3–20].
This new observation provides us a good opportunity to con-
struct the family of the doubly charmed molecular tetraquarks.
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In this work, we systematically study the S -wave interac-
tions between a pair of charmed mesons in the T -doublet,
where we can predict possible doubly charmed molecular
tetraquarks. For the interactions between charmed meson pair
in the T -doublet, we consider both the long-range contribution
from the pseudoscalar meson exchange and the short-range
and medium-range contributions from the vector and scalar
meson exchanges. In the realistic calculation, we explore
the roles of the single channel, the S -D wave mixing effect,
and the coupled channel effect to form the possible doubly
charmed molecular tetraquark states, simultaneously.

Our numerical results show that the S -wave D1D1 state
with I(JP) = 0(1+), the S -wave D1D∗2 states with I(JP) =

0(1+, 2+, 3+), and the S -wave D∗2D∗2 states with I(JP) =

0(1+, 3+) can be recommended as the prime doubly charmed
molecular tetraquark candidates, which are consistent with the
theoretical predictions in Ref. [9]. From the numerical re-
sults, we also can find that the binding properties of these most
promising doubly charmed molecular tetraquark candidates
are not significantly dependent on the cutoff values. Mean-
while, the S -wave D1D1 state with I(JP) = 1(2+), the S -wave
D1D∗2 state with I(JP) = 1(3+), and the S -wave D∗2D∗2 state
with I(JP) = 1(4+) may be the secondary doubly charmed
molecular tetraquark candidates. Their allowed decay modes
include (i) two charmed mesons, (ii) a doubly charmed baryon
plus a light anti-baryon, (iii) two charmed mesons plus one
light meson, and (iv) two charmed mesons plus one photon.

Experimental search for these predicted doubly charmed
molecular tetraquark candidates is an interesting and impor-
tant research topic. With the accumulation of the Run II
and Run III data [153], the LHCb Collaboration has the po-
tential to hunt for these predicted doubly charmed molecular
tetraquarks.
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Appendix A: The operator matrix elements 〈 f |O(′)
k |i〉[J]

For the operators O(′)
k (k = 1, · · ·, 11), they should be sand-
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TABLE VII: The operator matrix elements 〈 f |O(′)
k |i〉[J] for the operators O(′)

k (k = 1, · · ·, 11) in the effective potentials.

〈 f |O(′)
k |i〉 〈 f |O(′)

k |i〉[J]

〈D1D1|O1|D1D1〉 Diag(1, 1)[0] Diag(1, 1)[1] Diag(1, 1, 1)[2]

〈D1D1|O2|D1D1〉 Diag(2,−1)[0] Diag(1, 1)[1] Diag(−1, 2,−1)[2]

〈D1D1|O3|D1D1〉

 0
√

2
√

2 2


[0]

 0 −
√

2

−
√

2 1


[1]


0

√
2
5 −

√
14
5√

2
5 0 − 2

√
7

−

√
14
5 − 2

√
7
− 3

7


[2]

〈D1D∗2|O4|D1D∗2〉 Diag(1, 1, 1, 1)[1] Diag(1, 1, 1, 1)[2] Diag(1, 1, 1, 1)[3]

〈D∗2D1|O
′
4|D

∗
2D1〉 Diag(1, 1, 1, 1)[1] Diag(1, 1, 1, 1)[2] Diag(1, 1, 1, 1)[3]

〈D1D∗2|O5|D1D∗2〉 Diag( 3
2 ,

3
2 ,

1
2 ,−1)[1] Diag( 1

2 ,
3
2 ,

1
2 ,−1)[2] Diag(−1, 3

2 ,
1
2 ,−1)[3]

〈D∗2D1|O
′
5|D

∗
2D1〉 Diag( 3

2 ,
3
2 ,

1
2 ,−1)[1] Diag( 1

2 ,
3
2 ,

1
2 ,−1)[2] Diag(−1, 3

2 ,
1
2 ,−1)[3]

〈D1D∗2|O6|D1D∗2〉



0 3
5
√

2

√
6
5

√
21
2

5

3
5
√

2
− 3

10

√
3
5 −

√
3
7

5√
6
5

√
3
5

1
2

2
√

35√
21
2

5 −

√
3
7

5
2
√

35
48
35


[1]



0 − 3
√

2
5 −

√
7
10

√
7

5

− 3
√

2
5

3
10

3
√

35
−

3
√

2
7

5

−

√
7
10

3
√

35
− 3

14
4
√

2
5

7
√

7
5 −

3
√

2
7

5
4
√

2
5

7
12
35


[2]



0 3
5
√

2
− 1
√

5
− 4
√

3
5

3
5
√

2
− 3

35 −
6
√

2
5

7 − 6
√

6
35

− 1
√

5
−

6
√

2
5

7 − 4
7

√
3
5

7

− 4
√

3
5 − 6

√
6

35

√
3
5

7 − 22
35


[3]

〈D∗2D1|O
′
6|D

∗
2D1〉



0 3
5
√

2
−

√
6
5

√
21
2

5

3
5
√

2
− 3

10 −

√
3
5 −

√
3
7

5

−

√
6
5 −

√
3
5

1
2 − 2

√
35√

21
2

5 −

√
3
7

5 − 2
√

35
48
35


[1]



0 3
√

2
5 −

√
7
10 −

√
7

5

3
√

2
5

3
10 − 3

√
35
−

3
√

2
7

5

−

√
7
10 − 3

√
35

− 3
14 −

4
√

2
5

7

−
√

7
5 −

3
√

2
7

5 −
4
√

2
5

7
12
35


[2]



0 3
5
√

2
1
√

5
− 4
√

3
5

3
5
√

2
− 3

35
6
√

2
5

7 − 6
√

6
35

1
√

5

6
√

2
5

7 − 4
7 −

√
3
5

7

− 4
√

3
5 − 6

√
6

35 −

√
3
5

7 − 22
35


[3]

〈D∗2D1|O7|D1D∗2〉 Diag( 1
6 ,

1
6 ,

1
2 , 1)[1] Diag( 1

2 ,
1
6 ,

1
2 , 1)[2] Diag(1, 1

6 ,
1
2 , 1)[3]

〈D1D∗2|O
′
7|D

∗
2D1〉 Diag( 1

6 ,
1
6 ,

1
2 , 1)[1] Diag( 1

2 ,
1
6 ,

1
2 , 1)[2] Diag(1, 1

6 ,
1
2 , 1)[3]

〈D∗2D1|O8|D1D∗2〉



0 − 23
15
√

2
−2

√
2

15 −

√
7
6

5

− 23
15
√

2
23
30 − 2

√
15

1
5
√

21

2
√

2
15

2
√

15
1
2 − 2

√
35

−

√
7
6

5
1

5
√

21
2
√

35
24
35


[1]



0 − 2
√

2
5 −

√
7
10 −

√
7

5

2
√

2
5 − 23

30 − 2
√

35

√
2
7

5

−

√
7
10

2
√

35
− 3

14 −
4
√

2
5

7
√

7
5

√
2
7

5
4
√

2
5

7
6

35


[2]



0 − 1
5
√

2
− 1
√

5
− 2
√

3
5

− 1
5
√

2
23
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4
√

2
5

7
2
√

6
35

1
√

5
−

4
√

2
5

7 − 4
7 −

√
3
5

7

− 2
√

3
5

2
√

6
35

√
3
5

7 − 11
35


[3]

〈D1D∗2|O
′
8|D

∗
2D1〉



0 − 23
15
√

2
2
√

2
15 −

√
7
6

5

− 23
15
√

2
23
30

2
√

15
1

5
√

21

−2
√

2
15 − 2

√
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1
2

2
√

35

−

√
7
6

5
1

5
√

21
− 2
√

35
24
35


[1]



0 2
√

2
5 −

√
7
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√
7

5

− 2
√

2
5 − 23
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2
√

35

√
2
7

5

−

√
7
10 −

2
√

35
− 3

14
4
√

2
5

7

−
√

7
5

√
2
7

5 −
4
√

2
5

7
6
35


[2]



0 − 1
5
√

2
1
√

5
− 2
√

3
5

− 1
5
√

2
23
105 −

4
√

2
5

7
2
√

6
35

− 1
√

5

4
√

2
5

7 − 4
7

√
3
5

7

− 2
√

3
5

2
√

6
35 −

√
3
5
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35


[3]

〈D∗2D∗2|O9|D∗2D∗2〉 Diag(1, 1)[0] Diag(1, 1, 1)[1] Diag(1, 1, 1, 1)[2]

Diag(1, 1, 1)[3] Diag(1, 1, 1)[4]

〈D∗2D∗2|O10|D∗2D∗2〉 Diag( 3
2 ,

3
4 )[0] Diag( 5

4 ,
5
4 , 0)[1] Diag( 3

4 ,
3
4 ,

3
4 ,−1)[2]

Diag(0, 5
4 , 0)[3] Diag(−1, 3

4 ,−1)[4]

〈D∗2D∗2|O11|D∗2D∗2〉

 0
3
√

7
10

2
3
√

7
10

2
15
14


[0]


0 − 13

10
√

2
3
√

7
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− 13
10
√

2
13
20 − 3

5
√

14
3
√

7
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5
√

14
36
35


[1]



0 3
√

7
2

10 −
3
√

5
14

2
9

5
√

14
3
√

7
2

10 0 − 3
2
√

5
0

−
3
√

5
14

2 − 3
2
√

5
− 45

196 − 18
49
√

5
9

5
√

14
0 − 18

49
√

5
0


[2]

0 3
√

3
10 − 3

√
3

5
3
√

3
10

13
70 − 18

35

− 3
√

3
5 − 18

35 − 33
70


[3]


0 3

√
70

−

√
11
7

3
√

70
15
49 −

3
√

55
2

49

−

√
11
7 −

3
√

55
2

49
65
98


[4]
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