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Abstract

Motivated by the recent discovery of a new tetra-quark T+
cc state with two charm quarks and two light

quarks by LHCb collaboration, we calculate the spectroscopic parameters, namely, the mass and residues

of beauty partners of T+
cc within QCD sum rules. The obtained results are compared with the predictions

of different approaches in the literature.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of hadron spectroscopy represents a promising way to understand the inner structure

of the hadrons. The quantum chromodynamics (QCD) theory allows the existence of multiquark

states in a color singlet state. The first observation of such states, X(3872), was achieved by BELLE

collaboration [1]. Many multi-quarks states have been discovered up to now. The properties of such

states have been widely analyzed by theorists and experimentalists (see review [2–4]).

All the discovered exotic hadrons have been achieved by analyzing their strong interactions. The

measured decay widths lie in the domain of a few to a few hundred MeV. On the other hand,

observing a long-lived exotic state that is stable with respect to the strong interaction would be

exciting. The first candidates of such states are expected to be hadrons with two heavy quarks

(Q) and two light antiquarks (q). Recently, LHCb collaboration has reported discovering such a

state, namely tetraquark state T+
cc with two charm quarks and two light antiquarks in the D0D0π+

spectrum [5, 6] with quantum numbers JP = 1+. The observed decay width and the mass difference

is .[5]

δm = mT+
cc
− (mD∗+ +mD0) = −273± 61± 5+11

−14 keV

ΓT+
cc
= 410± 165± 43+18

−38 keV .
(1)

This observation can stimulate studies of exotic hadrons in new ways. One of the possible interpre-

tations of T+
cc is that it is a compact DD∗ hadronic state. This discovery inspires us to use the QCD

sum rules approach to investigate the mass and residues of all the exotic Tbbqq states, potentially to

be observed in the near future, with quantum numbers JP = 1+. In calculations, we also take into

account the SU(3) violation effects.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we derive sum rules for the mass and residue of

the possible bottomonium states. Section III is devoted to the numerical analysis of the obtained

sum rules. This section also contains discussions and comparisons of our findings with the other

approaches. And finally, we conclude our study.

II. MASS SUM RULES FOR BOTTOMONIUM STATES WITH JP = 1+

Before deriving the sum rules, we present all the possible bottomonium states with quantum

numbers JP = 1+ (see Table I.)
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Tbb States Tetraquark Contents

T−−
bb B−B∗−

T−
bb B0B∗−, B−B∗0

T 0
bb B0B∗0

T−
bb(s) B0

sB
∗−, B∗0

s B−

T 0
bb(s) B0

sB
∗0, B∗0B∗0

s

T 0
bb(ss) B0

sB
∗
s

TABLE I. Possible states of Tbb with J
P = 1+.

We choose the interpolating current for Tbb state with quantum numbers JP = 1+ as

jµ = (q̄1
aiγ5Q

a
1)(q̄2

bγµQ
b
2) (2)

where a and b are the color indices, q1(q2) is the light quark, and Q1(Q2) represents heavy quarks.

The light and heavy quarks can either be the same or different.

To obtain the mass sum rules we consider the following correlation function,

Πµν = i

∫

d4x〈0|T
(

jµ(x)j
†
ν(0)

)

|0〉

= (−gµν +
pµpν
p2

)Π1 +
pµpν
p2

Π2

(3)

where Π1 and Π2 represent the invariant functions corresponding to transversal and longitudinal

parts of the correlation function.

According to the QCD sum rules method, the correlation function is calculated in two differ-

ent kinematical regions; in terms of hadrons and in the deep Euclidean region p2 → −∞ using

the Operator product expansion(OPE). Matching these two representations and performing Borel

transformation with respect to the variable −p2 to suppress the contributions from the excited states

and continuum as well as to enhance the ground state contribution, we get mass sum rules.

Now let us calculate the correlation function from the hadronic side first. The hadronic represen-

tation of the correlation function satisfies the dispersion relation,

Πi =

∫

ρi(s)ds

s− p2
+ subtractions, (4)

where i = 1(2) corresponds to Π1 and Π2 and ρi(s) is the corresponding spectral density. Inserting

a complete set of intermediate states with the same quantum numbers as the interpolating current
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JP = 1+ and isolating the ground state contribution for the spectral density we get

ρi = λ2
i δ(s−m2

T ) + ... (5)

where dots denotes the contribution from higher states. To obtain this spectral density, we used the

standard definition

〈0|jµ|TQQ(p)〉 = λǫµ , (6)

where λ, and ǫµ are the decay constant, and vector polarization of TQQ bottomed state. Then we

performed summation over spins of TQQ and separated the coefficient of the structure gµν − pµpν
p2

.

As we already noted that the theoretical part of the correlation function is calculated in the

deep Euclidean domain with the help of OPE. After simple calculations, we obtain the correlation

function for Tbb as follows: for case Q1 = Q2 = Q and q1 6= q2:

Πµν = i

∫

d4xeipx

{

Tr
[

Sba′

Q (x)γ5S
a′a
q1 (−x)γ5S

ab′

Q (x)γνS
b′

q2(−x)γµ
]

−Tr
[

γ5S
aa′

Q1
(x)γ5S

a′a
Q1

(−x)
]

Tr
[

γµS
bb′

Q (x)γνS
b′b
q2 (−x)

]

} (7)

and for Q1 = Q2 = Q and q1 = q2 = q case:

Πµν = i

∫

d4xeipx

{

Tr
[

γ5S
ab′

Q (x)γνS
b′a
q (−x)

]

Tr
[

γµS
ba′

Q (x)γ5S
ab
q (−x)

]

+Tr[γ5S
aa′

Q (x)γ5S
a′a
q (−x)]Tr

[

γµS
bb′

Q (x)γνS
bb′

d (−x)
]

−Tr
[

Sba′

Q (x)γ5S
a′a
d (−x)γ5S

ab′

Q (x)γνS
b′b
q (−x)γµ

]

−Tr
[

Sbb′

Q (x)γνS
b′a
d (−x)γ5S

aa′

Q (x)γ5S
a′b
q (−x)γµ

]

}

(8)

The QCD sum rules are obtained by choosing the same Lorentz structures from both representations

of the correlation function and then matching the coefficients of these structures. In our calculations,

we choose the structure gµν since it only contains the contributions of spin-1 particles. From Eq. (7),

it follows that light and heavy quark propagators are needed to calculate the correlation function.

Light quark propagator in x-representation up to the first order of light quark mass is given as .[7, 8]

Sab
q (x) =

i/xδab

2π2x4
− mq

4π2x2
δab − 1

12
〈q̄q〉δab +

gsG
n
µν(

λn

2
)ab

32π2x2
(iσµν/x+ i/xσµν) + imq

q̄q

48
/xδab

+
1

192
m2

0〈q̄q〉x2δab − i
mq

1152
m2

0〈q̄q〉x2/xδab − 4π

39210
〈q̄q〉〈αsG

2〉x2δab + ...

(9)
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Besides, the heavy-Quark propagator in x-representation is (see for example [9]).

Sab
Q (x) =

m2
Qδ

ab

(2π2)

{

i/x
K2(mQ

√
−x2)

(
√
−x2)2

+
K1(mQ

√
−x2)√

−x2

}

−
mQgsG

n
µν(

λn

2
)ab

8(2π)2

{

i[σµν/x+ /xσµν ]
K1(mQ

√
−x2)√

−x2
+ 2σµνK0

}

− δab〈g2sG2〉
576(2π)2

{

(i/xmQ − 6)
K1(mQ

√
−x2)√

−x2
(−x2) +mQ(x

2)2
K2(mQ

√
−x2)

(
√
−x2)2

}

(10)

where Ki are the modified Bessel functions of the second kind.

Using the Eqs. (9) and (10) for the light and heavy quark propagators, after lengthy calculation we

can find the spectral density ρ1. The expressions of the spectral density are presented in Appendix.

Matching the expressions of spectral density ρ1(s) from hadronic and OPE parts and performing

Borel transformation with respect to variable −p2 to suppress the continuum and higher states as

well as enhancing the contribution of the ground state by using the quark-hadron duality, we get

the sum rules for the spectroscopic parameters (mass and residue) of the considered Tbb meson:

λ2e−m2
T /M2

=

∫ s0

smin

dsρ1(s)e
−s/M2

(11)

where smin = (mQ1
+ mQ2

+ mq1 + mq2)
2, M2 and s0 are the Borel mass parameter square and

continuum threshold respectively. Getting derivative with respect to (−1/M2) and dividing the

obtained result to Eq. (11) we get the desired sum rule for the mass of Tbb

m2
T =

∫ s0
smin

sρ1(s)e
−s/M2

ds
∫ s0
smin

ρ1(s)e−s/M2ds
(12)

Moreover, once the m2
T is obtained from Eq. (12), we can obtain the residue by putting it into the

Eq. (11).

At the end of this section, we would like to note that next to leading order (NLO), perturbative

corrections to the correlation function for tetraquark systems with two heavy quarks have been

calculated in ,[10] and it is obtained that the radiative corrections are quite small. Similarly, NLO

corrections to the correlation function for the considered states are also expected to be small, and

hence we neglected them in our calculations.
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Parameters Value

ms(1 GeV ) 0.114± 0.021 GeV [11]

mb(mb) 4.18± 0.03 GeV [11]

mK 0.497 GeV [11]

〈q̄q〉 −(0.245)3 GeV 3 [11]

〈s̄s〉 (0.8± 0.2) 〈q̄q〉 GeV 3 [12]

m2
0 (0.8± 0.2) GeV 2 [13]

〈αsG2

π
〉 (0.012+0.006

−0.0012) GeV 4 [14],

TABLE II. The values of the input parameters used in our calculations.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

Having derived the expressions for the mass and residue for Tbb, we present the numerical results

of these quantities in this section. The values of the input parameters used in our calculations are

depicted in Table II. For the heavy quark masses, we used their MS values.

The Borel mass parameters, M2, and continuum threshold, s0, are the auxiliary parameters of the

sum rules. Hence, physical quantities are expected to be independent of these parameters. For this

purpose, we need to find the “working regions” of these parameters where measurable quantities are

insensitive to the variation of them. The upper bound of M2 is determined from the condition that

the higher states and continuum contributions should be suppressed compared to the total result,

i.e., the dominance of pole contribution. The pole contribution (PC) is defined as

PC(s0,M
2) =

∫ smax

smin
ρ1(s)e

−s/M2

ds
∫∞

smin
ρ1(s)e−s/M2ds

(13)

We require that the pole contribution constitute more than 50% of the total result. The minimum

value of the M2 is obtained from the requirement that the operator product expansion is convergent.

For this goal, we consider the following quantity

D(n) =

∫ s0
smin

ρ
(n)
1 (s)e−s/M2

ds
∫ s0
smin

ρ1(s)e−s/M2ds
(14)

where ρ
(n)
1 corresponds to the spectral density describing the contribution of the condensate of

dimension n. We demand that the contribution of condensate with maximum dimension in sum

rules should be less than, say, 5% of the total result. The minimum value of M2 is determined from

the condition that the continuum and higher state contributions should be suppressed compared
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States M2(GeV 2) s0(GeV
2) mass(GeV) λ2(GeV 10) Pole contribution (%)

BB∗ 10− 20 115 − 120 10.3± 0.1 0.030 ± 0.008 64− 38

BsB
∗ 10− 20 120 − 125 10.4± 0.1 0.05 ± 0.01 68− 38

BB∗
s 10− 20 120 − 125 10.4± 0.1 0.05 ± 0.01 68− 38

BsB
∗
s 10− 20 125 − 130 10.7 ± 0.12 0.07 ± 0.02 72− 42

TABLE III. The working regions of M2 and s0 as well as the value of residues for the considered states.

s0 = 120 GeV 2

s0 = 115 GeV 2

m
T
bb
(d̄
ū
)
(G

eV
)

M 2 (GeV 2)

12.011.010.09.08.0

10.4

10.2

10.0

9.8

s0 = 120 GeV 2

s0 = 115 GeV 2

λ
2 T
bb
(d̄
ū
)
(G

eV
10
)

M 2 (GeV 2)

12.011.010.09.08.0

0.04

0.03

0.02

0.01

0.00

FIG. 1. The dependencies of mass and residue of the Tbb state on Borel mass square at the fixed values of

s0.

to the total result. Besides, the upper bound of M2 is obtained from the requirement the operator

product expansion should be convergent, i.e., the power corrections should be suppressed with respect

to the total result.

The threshold parameter s0 is determined via the minimized variation of the Tbb mass with respect

to the variation ofM2. Considering these restrictions, one can determine the s0 andM2 for Tbb states.

Our numerical analysis shows that the conditions mentioned above are satisfied in the regions of M2

and s0 presented in Table III. In this Table, we also present the pole contribution.

In Fig. 1, we presented the dependency of the mass of Tbb state on Borel mass parametersM2 at the

fixed values of s0. From this figure, we getm = 10300±100 MeV for the Tbb state. Performing similar

numerical analysis for the other Tbb states such as BsB
∗(BB∗

s ) and BsB
∗
s , we obtained the residues

and mass values of the corresponding states that are presented in Table III. In the determination

of the mass, we take into account the uncertainties coming from input parameters as well as from

the variation of M2 and s0. In Table IV, we present our theoretical results for the binding energy

(in MeV) of Tbb states. Moreover, for completeness in this Table, we also present the binding energy

predicted by the other approaches. From the comparison, we observe that our predictions on the

binding energy of Tbb are larger than the results of other approaches, especially for BsB
∗, BB∗

s ,
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States BB∗(10604) BsB
∗(10692) BB∗

s(10695) BsB
∗
s (10782)

This Study -304 -291.5 -295.1 -82

[15] -215 — — —

[16] -121 -48 -48 —

[17] -133 -47 NB NB

[18] -116 -21 -21 NB

[19] -464 — — —

[20] -404 — — —

[21] -224 -120 -123 —

[22] -6 ∼ 0 -2.1 ∼ 0

[23] -150 — — —

[24] -35 — — —

[25] -120.9 — — —

[26] -317.6 — — —

[27] -54 — — —

[28] -102 NB NB NB

[29] -173 -59 -59 —

[30] NB NB NB —

[31] -145 -42 — —

[32] -278 -49 -49 NB

[33] -189 -98 -98 —

[34] -143 -87 -87 —

[35] -128 — — —

[36] -167 — — —

TABLE IV. Theoretical results for the binding energy (in MeV units) of Tbb states predicted by different

approaches are presented. Here, NB stands for the no-bound state. The values inside the parenthesis

correspond to the threshold values of the corresponding meson-meson states.

and BsB
∗
s states. On the other hand, for the BB∗ state, our finding on the mass difference is less

than the predictions obtained in [19, 20, 26] and larger than the other results. This circumstance

hopefully can be clarified in future experiments.

Finally, we would like to make the following remark. To derive the sum rules, we used a simple

one-pole approximation. However, for the case of a multiquark state, the physical side of the sum

rules in principle can receive contributions from two-particle hadronic states at least. This point
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was first raised in [37, 38]. The multiquark state can decay into kinematically allowed states; hence,

we should take into account the decay width of multiquark states. Once we do that, the quark

propagator should be replaced in the following way.

1

m2 − p2
→ 1

m2 − p2 − iΓ
√

p2
, (15)

where Γ is the decay width of Tbb state. For the observed T+
cc state, the width was measured as

ΓTcc
∼ 400 keV , which was smaller than the mass of T+

cc . We expect a similar case for the Tbb

state. In this situation, one can safely neglect the contributions of two hadronic states in the

phenomenological part of the correlation function.

IV. CONCLUSION

Motivated by the recent observation of double charmed tetraquark T+
cc by LHCb collaboration,

we investigated the mass spectrum and residues of the possible doubly bottomed tetraquark states

with quantum numbers JP = 1+ within the QCD sum rules method. We compared our results

with the findings of other theoretical approaches. Future LHCb experiments will hopefully hunt

the states considered in this study.
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Appendix: The expression of the spectral densities

In this Appendix, we present the expressions of the spectral density for the BB∗ system with the

quantum number JP = 1+. The spectral density contains the perturbative contribution, the quark,

and gluon condensate terms, quark-gluon mixed terms, four quark condensates, and dimension eight,

nine terms. Their expressions are;

ρ(pert) =
1

(3× 214)π6

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α3

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ

β3

[

(α+ β)m2
b − αβs

]2

×
{

(1− β)βm3
b

[

(8 + 29β(1 + β))mb − 120β(md + βmd + 2mu)
]

− α4(29m2
b − 33βs)(m2

b − βs) + 2αmb

{

mb

[

(4 + 21β − 58β3)m2
b

+ 12β(33− 32β)mdmu − 60βmb(md − 3β2md + 2mu − 4βmu)
]

− (1− β)β
[

(4 + 31β(1 + β))mb − 60β(md + βmd + 2mu)
]

s
}

− 2α3β(58m4
b − 60m3

bmd − 93βm2
bs+ 60βmbmds+ 33β2s2)

+ 3α2
{

(7− 58β2)m4
b + 40βm3

b(3βmd + 2mu)− 80β2mb(βmd +mu)s

− 2βm2
b(128mdmu + 9s− 31β2s)− β2s

[

8mdmu − 11(1− β2)s
]}

}

(A.1)

ρ(〈ūu〉) = − 〈ūu〉
210π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α(1− α)

[

m2
b − (1− α)αs

]

×
[

20(1− α)mbmdmu −m2
b(2md + 11mu) + (1− α)α(2md + 11mu)s

]

− 〈ūu〉
210π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α2

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ

β

[

(α + β)m2
b − αβs

]

×
{

mb

{

4mb

[

5(α+ β)mb − 11αmd

]

+ α
[

9(α + β)mb − 20βmd

]

mu

}

− αβ(20mb + 11αmu)s
}

(A.2)
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ρ(〈d̄d〉) =
〈d̄d〉
210π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α(1− α)

[

m2
b − (1− α)αs

]

{

mb

{

11mbmd

+ 2
[

mb − 10(1− α)md

]

mu

}

− (1− α)α(11md + 2mu)s)

− 〈d̄d〉
210π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α2

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ

β

[

(α + β)m2
b − αβs

]

{

m2
b

{

(α+ β)

×
[

20(α+ β)mb + 9αmd

]

− 44αmu

}

− αβ
[

20(α+ β)mb + 11αmd

]

s
}

(A.3)

ρ(〈g
2G2〉) =

〈g2G2〉
(3× 215)mbπ6

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α(1− α)

{

[

m2
b − (1− α)αs

]

×
(

mb

[

33m2
b + 80(1− α)mdmu − 20mb(md +mu)

]

− (1− α)α
[

33mb − 20(md +mu)
]

s
)}

− 〈g2G2〉
(3× 216)mbπ6

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α2

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ

β2

{

βm4
b

(

{

108 + β
[

219 + β(360 + 233β)
]}

mb

− 24β
{[

− 6 + 4(−1 + β)β
]

md + (−3 + 5β)mu

}

)

− 3α4mb(m
2
b − βs)2 + 2α3(m2

b − βs)
{

2m2
b

[

(27 + 47β)mb + 18βmd

]

+ β2(−61mb + 80md)s
}

+ 2m2
bα

(

mb

[

3
{

18 + β
[

1 + 2β(82 + 55β)
]}

m2
b + 6β(12 + 35β)mdmu

− 4βmb

{

3
[

− 6 + 5β(14 + β)
]

md + (−9 + 94β)mu

}

]

− β
[

{

54 + β
[

111 + 5β(114 + 37β)
]}

mb

− 12β
{[

− 6 + β(−4 + 9β)
]

md + (−3 + 10β)mu

}

]

s
)

+ α2
[

m3
b

(

3(−71 + 244β + 206β2)m2
b + 8βmb

[

6(−37 + β)md − 79mu

]

+ 420βmdmu

)

+ 2βmb

(

mb

{[

105− β(702 + 343β)
]

mb + 8β(111 + 19β)md

}

+ 94β(4mb − 3md)mu

)

s+ β2
{[

3 + β(780 + 137β)
]

mb − 120β(βmd +mu)
}

s2
]}

(A.4)

ρ(m
2
0〈ūu〉) = − m2

0〈ūu〉
(3× 210)π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

{

mb

[

30m2
b + 10mdmu(1− α)α

− αmb(39md + 6αmd + 12mu + 22αmu)
]

− (1− α)α(30mb − 9αmd − 22αmu)s
}

− m2
bmum

2
0〈ūu〉

(3× 210)π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ (A.5)
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ρ(m
2
0
〈d̄d〉) = − m2

0〈d̄d〉
(3 × 210)π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

{

mb

[

30m2
b + 20mdmu(1− α)α

− αmb(12md + 22αmd + 39mu + 6αmu)
]

− (1− α)α(30mb − 22αmd − 9αmu)s
}

+
m2

0〈d̄d〉
(3× 210)π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ
{

m2
b

[

30(α+ β)mb − αmd

]

− 30mbαβs
}

(A.6)

ρ(〈d̄d〉〈ūu〉) =
〈d̄d〉〈ūu〉
(3× 28)π2

∫ αmax

αmin

dα
{

4mb

[

13mb − 5(2md +mu)
]

+ α
[

12m2
0 + 8mb(mb + 5md) +mu(20mb + 33md)− 12s

]

− 3α2(4m2
0 + 11mdmu − 4s)

}

(A.7)

ρ(〈ūu〉〈g
2G2〉) =

〈ūu〉〈g2G2〉
(32 × 213)mbπ4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

{

4
[

21− 2α(17− 5α)
]

m2
b

− αmb

[

2(61 + 74α+ 6α2)md + (133− 130α)mu

]

+ 60(1− α)2α(mdmu − 2s)
}

− 〈ūu〉〈g2G2〉
(3× 213)π4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ(12mb − αmu) (A.8)

ρ(〈d̄d〉〈g
2G2〉) = − 〈d̄d〉〈g2G2〉

(32 × 213)mbπ4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

{

4
[

3− α(193− 15α)
]

m2
b

+ αmb

[

(763− 760α)md + 2(61 + 74α+ 6α2)mu

]

− 40(1− α)α
[

3(1− α)mdmu − (3− 2α)s
]

}

+
〈d̄d〉〈g2G2〉

(32 × 213)mbπ4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ
{

4
[

8α− 9(3 + 2β)
]

m2
b

+ 3αmbmd + 120αβs
}

(A.9)

ρ(〈g
2G2〉2) = − 〈g2G2〉2

(33 × 218)m2
bπ

6

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

{

[

192− α(4143 + 584α)
]

m2
b

+ 132α
[

1− 2(3− α)α
]

mdmu + 20αmb

[

(31 + 74α)md + 11(mu + 2αmu)
]

− 8(3− α)(1− α)αs
}

+
〈g2G2〉2

(33 × 217)m2
bπ

6

∫ αmax

αmin

dα

α

∫ βmax

βmin

dβ

β

{

mb

[

18α2mb + 18(22− 9β)βmb

+ 5αβ(37mb − 24md)
]

− 6αβ(3α+ 5β)s
}

(A.10)

14



ρ(m
2
0
〈d̄d〉〈g2G2〉) =

5(m2
0〈d̄d〉〈g2G2〉)

(3× 212)mbπ4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα(1− α)2 (A.11)

ρ(m
2
0
〈ūu〉〈g2G2〉) =

5(m2
0〈ūu〉〈g2G2〉)

(3× 211)mbπ4

∫ αmax

αmin

dα(1− α)2 (A.12)

where

αmin =
s−

√

s(s− 4m2
b)

2s
,

αmax =
s+

√

s(s− 4m2
b)

2s
,

βmin =
m2

bα

sα−m2
b

,

βmax = 1− α . (A.13)

In these expressions, we take into account the light quark masses. The term for the spectral

density of BsB
∗(BB∗

s ) is obtained from these results by replacing u(d) with strange quark.
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