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The LHCb collaboration reported a fully charmed tetraquark state X(6900) in the invariant mass
spectrum of J/ψ pairs in 2020. This discovery inspires us to further study the fully heavy pentaquark
system. In this work, we investigate systematically all possible configurations for ground fully heavy
pentaquark system via the variational method in the constituent quark model. According to our
calculations, we further analyze the relative lengths between quarks and the contributions to the
pentaquark masses from different terms of the Hamiltonian. We think no stable states exist in
fully heavy pentaquark system. We hope that our study will be helpful to explore for fully heavy
pentaquark states.

I. INTRODUCTION

After the birth of the quark model for baryons and
mesons, people naturally propose the multiquark states
beyond the traditional hadrons [1–3]. Since 2003 many
experimental discoveries support the possible existence
of multiquark configurations. For example, a series
of charmoniumlike XYZ states have been observed in
experiment [4–11]. d∗(2380) was measured by CEL-
SIUS/WASA [17] and WASA-at-COSY Collaborations
[18, 19], and it is expected to be a six-quark configuration
only composed of u,d quarks. The LHCb Collaboration
has reported Pc states which can be the hidden-charm
molecular pentaquark states [14–16]. Recently, a narrow
doubly charmed tetraquark state named as the Tcc state
was observed at LHC [12, 13], and it is an explicitly ex-
otic hadron.
Moreover, the LHCb collaboration noticed a narrow

structure in J/ψ-pair invariant mass of approximately
6.9 GeV with significance greater than 5 σ [20]. This
structure is expected to be a ccc̄c̄ configuration. The
relevant properties of the fully heavy tetraquark state
have been studied, such as the decay behavior [21], inner
configuration [22–24], mass spectra [25–35], and the pro-
duction mechanism [36–44]. The discovery of fully heavy
tetraquark state naturally makes us speculate that the
fully heavy pentaquark state may also exist.
If one replaces the J/ψ meson with the Ωccc baryon,

we can obtain a fully heavy charmed pentaquark con-
figuration. Inspired by these, we study systematically
all possible fully heavy pentaquark configurations in the
constituent quark model.
For the constituent quark model, various versions of

nonrelativistic and relativistic models were proposed and
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widely applied in studying the hadron properties. Al-
most all of them incorporate both the short-range one-
gluon-exchange (OGE) force and the term representing
the color confinement in either the coordinate or mo-
mentum space. Bhaduri et al. used phenomenological
nonrelativistic potentials to fit the low-lying charmonium
spectra [45]. The qqQ̄Q̄ states have been investigated via
the variational method based on simple Gaussian trial
function [46], and a good stable candidate, the lowest
I(JP ) = 0(1+) udb̄b̄ state, was predicated and supported
by other works [47–54]. Park et al. improved the po-
tential terms in the constituent model and systemically
calculated the Pc states, the doubly heavy tetraquark
states, and many dibaryons with different configurations
[55–60]. It is interesting to extend the constituent quark
model to fully heavy pentaquark states.

The fully heavy pentaquarks have been studied in var-
ious models. In the framework of the modified chromo-
magnetic interaction (CMI) model, the mass spectra for
the ground fully heavy pentaquarks QQQQQ̄ has been
systematically investigated [68], and a JP = 3/2− ccbbb̄
state is considered as a good stable candidate which can-
not decay through the strong interaction. In the frame-
work of the chiral quark model and quark delocalization
color screening model, Yan et al. systematically investi-
gate the ccccc̄ and bbbbb̄ states and obtain three bound
three fully heavy pentaquarks [69]. However, it still needs
to be further confirmed by solving accurately the five-
body problem for the configurations as pointed out in
Ref. [70]. Richard et al. have used a potential model
to investigate QQQ̄Q̄ tetraquarks [71] and QQQQQQ
dibaryons [72]. Based on these studies, they infer that a
serious solution of the potential model does not lead to a
proliferation of stable multiquarks. On the other hand,
they also think that the part of the spectrum above the
threshold is also extremely instructive [70].

Moreover, the fully heavy QQQQQ̄ pentaquark states
was calculated with the QCD sum rule [73], and the
mass spectrums are predicted to be 7.41 GeV for the
ccccc̄ state, and 21.6 GeV for the bbbbb̄ state, respec-
tively. If the fully heavy pentaquark states are the
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diquark-diquark-antiquark type, QCD sum rules give
that Mccccc̄ = 7.93±0.15 GeV and Mbbbbb̄ = 23.91±0.15
GeV [74].

This paper is organized as follows. Firstly, we intro-
duce the Hamiltonian and construct the wave functions
of the constituent quark model in Sec. II. Then we show
the numerical results and discussion for the masses of the
fully heavy pentaquarks obtained from the variational
method in Sec. III. Finally, we give a short summary in
Sec. IV.

II. HAMILTONIAN AND WAVE FUNCTIONS

We choose a nonrelativistic Hamiltonian of the follow-
ing form [58]

H =

5
∑

i=1

(

mi +
p
2
i

2mi

)

− 3

4

5
∑

i<j

λci
2
.
λcj
2

(

V CON
ij + V SS

ij

)

(1)

where mi is the i-th (anti)quark mass, the color opera-
tor λci/2 is the Gell-Mann matrix for the i-th quark and
replaced with −λc∗i for antiquark. The V CON

ij is the con-
finement potential between i-th quark and j-th quark
and composed of the linearizing term and the Coulomb
potential term while the V SS

ij is the hyperfine potential

V CON
ij = − κ

rij
+
rij
a20

−D,

V SS
ij =

κ′

mimjc4
1

r0ijrij
e−r2ij/r

2

0ijσi.σj , (2)

where mi (mj) is the mass of the i-th (j-th) quark, and
rij is distance between i-th and j-th quark. For r0ij and
κ′, we have

r0ij = 1/

(

α+ β
mimj

mi +mj

)

,

κ′ = κ0

(

1 + γ
mimj

mi +mj

)

. (3)

The parameters in Eqs. (2) and (3) are chosen from Ref.
[58] and given in Table I. Here, κ and κ′ are the cou-
plings of the Coulomb and hyperfine potentials, respec-
tively, and they are proportional to the running coupling
constant αs(r) of QCD. The Coulomb and hyperfine in-
teraction can be deduced from the one-gluon-exchange
model. 1/a20 represents the strength of linear potential.
r0ij is the Gaussian-smearing parameter. Further, we in-
troduce κ0 and γ in κ′ to provide better descriptions for
the interaction between different quark pairs.

Now we construct the wave function satisfied with
Pauli Principle for fully heavy pentaquark states. The
specific wave functions include the flavor, spatial, and
color-spin parts.

TABLE I. Parameters of the Hamiltonian.

Parameter κ a0 D

Value 120.0 MeV fm 0.0318119 (MeV−1fm)1/2 983 MeV

Parameter α β mc

Value 1.0499 fm−1 0.0008314 (MeVfm)−1 1918 MeV

Parameter κ0 γ mb

Value 194.144 MeV 0.00088 MeV−1 5343 MeV

A. Flavor part

According to flavor symmetry, we can divide the fully
heavy pentaquark system into the following three groups:
(1) the first four quarks are identical: the ccccc̄, ccccb̄,
bbbbc̄, and bbbbb̄ systems; (2) the first three quarks are
identical: the cccbc̄, cccbb̄, bbbcc̄, and bbbcb̄ systems; (3)
the two pairs of quarks are identical: the ccbbc̄ and ccbbb̄
systems. We use the notation {1234} ([1234]) to label
that the quarks 1, 2, 3, and 4 are fully antisymmetric
(symmetric), and the notations such as {34} and [123]
are similar.

B. Jacobian coordinates and spatial part

We construct the wave function for the spatial part in a
simple Gaussian form. In the center-of-mass frame of the
pentaquark system, the number of Jacobian coordinates
of the system is reduced to 4. In the case where the
constituent quark masses are all different, the Jacobian
coordinates are as follows [57]:

x1 =

√

1

2
(r1 − r2);

x2 =

√

2

3

[

r3 −
(

m1r1 +m2r2

m1 +m2

)]

;

x3 =

√

1

2
(r4 − r5);

x4 =

√

6

5

[(

m1r1 +m2r2 +m3r3

m1 +m2 +m3

)− (
m4r4 +m5r5

m4 +m5

)]

.(4)

The Jacobian coordinates in Eq. (4) can be used for
the ccbbc̄ and ccbbb̄ states if the masses are arranged as
follows:

m1 = m2 = mc,m3 = mc̄,m4 = m5 = mb for ccbbc̄,

m1 = m2 = mb,m3 = mb̄,m4 = m5 = mc for ccbbb̄.(5)

Then a single Gaussian form can accommodate the re-
quired symmetry property:

R = exp[−C11x
2
1 − C22x

2
2 − C33x

2
3 − C44x

2
4], (6)
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where C11, C22, C33, and C44 are the variational param-
eters. In this work we only consider the S-wave pen-
taquarks. Then spatial function in Eq.(6) is symmetric
between 1 and 2, and at the same time symmetric be-
tween 4 and 5. We will denote this symmetry property
of spatial function by [12]3[45].
For the cccbc̄, cccbb̄, bbbcc̄, and bbbcb̄ states, we set the

specific masses in the Jacobian coordinates of Eq. (4) as

m1 = m2 = m3 = mc,m4 = mb,m5 = mc̄ for cccbc̄,

m1 = m2 = m3 = mc,m4 = mb,m5 = mb̄ for cccbb̄,

m1 = m2 = m3 = mb,m4 = mc,m5 = mc̄ for bbbcc̄,

m1 = m2 = m3 = mb,m4 = mc,m5 = mb̄ for bbbcb̄.(7)

Similarly, we also give a single Gaussian form of cccbc̄,
cccbb̄, bbbcc̄, and bbbcb̄ states by

R = exp[−C11(x
2
1 + x

2
2)− C22x

2
3 − C33x

2
4], (8)

where C11, C22, and C33 are the variational parameters.
The spatial function in Eq.(8) is symmetric among 1,2,
and 3. We can denote this symmetry property of spatial
function by [123]45.
For ccccc̄, ccccb̄, bbbbc̄, and bbbbb̄ states, their spatial

wave function needs to have the [1234]5 property. Ac-
cording to discussion in Ref. [60], the four Jacobian co-
ordinates can be

x1 =
1

2
(r1 − r2 + r3 − r4);

x2 =
1

2
(r1 − r2 − r3 + r4);

x3 =
1

2
(r1 + r2 − r3 − r4);

x4 =
1

2
√
5
(r1 + r2 + r3 + r4 − 4r5). (9)

and the spatial wave function is

R = exp[−(C11(x
2
1 + x

2
2 + x

2
3)− C22(x4)

2)], (10)

where C11 and C22 are variational parameters.
At the same time, it is useful to introduce the kinetic

term in the center-of-mass frame

Tc =

5
∑

i=1

p
2
i

2mi
=

p
2
x1

2m′
1

+
p
2
x2

2m′
2

+
p
2
x3

2m′
3

+
p
2
x4

2m′
4

,

(11)

where different states have different reduced masses m′
i

and we show them in Table.II.

C. Color-spin part

Because the spatial and flavor parts are exchange sym-
metric, we need to require the color ⊗ spin part to be
exchange antisymmetric due to Pauli Principle. Fur-
ther, according to these three groups of the Sec. II A,

TABLE II. The value of reduced mass m′
i in Eq. (11) for

different states.

States m′
1 m′

2 m′
3 m′

4 States m′
1 m′

2 m′
3 m′

4

ccccc̄ mc mc mc mc cccbc̄ mc mc
2mcmb

mc+mb

5mc(mc+mb)
2(4mc+mb)

bbbbb̄ mb mb mb mb bbbcb̄ mb mb
2mcmb

mc+mb

5mb(mc+mb)
2(4mb+mc)

ccccb̄ mc mc mc
5mcmb

4mc+mb
cccbb̄ mc mc mb

5mcmb

3mc+2mb

bbbbc̄ mb mb mb
5mbmc

4mb+mc
bbbcc̄ mb mb mc

5mcmb

3mb+2mc

cccbb̄ mc mc mb
5mcmb

3mc+2mb
bbbcc̄ mb mb mc

5mcmb

3mb+2mc

we need to construct the color ⊗ spin part, which sat-
isfies {1234}5, {123}45, and {12}{34}5 symmetries, re-
spectively. We consider symmetry properties without the
particle 5 because the particle 5 is an antiquark.
The Young tableau, which represents the irreducible

bases of the permutation group, enables us to easily iden-
tify the multiquark configuration with certain symmetry
properties [57]. In this part, we use the Young tableau,
Young diagram, and Young-Yamanouchi basis vector to
describe the symmetry of a state. We first start by sepa-
rately discussing the color and spin wave functions, and
then provide the color ⊗ spin wave functions.
For the possible color states, we only consider the color

singlets because of color confinement. Here, the color
part is based on the SU(3) symmetry. We can construct
three color singlets and use the corresponding Young
tableau to represent them:

C1 =
1 2
3
4

3

⊗ (5)3̄, C2 =
1 3
2
4

3

⊗ (5)3̄, C3 =
1 4
2
3

3

⊗ (5)3̄.

(12)

According to these three Young tableaux, we can obtain
the corresponding Young diagram without particle 5:

. (13)

The spin part is based on the SU(2) symmetry. For
ground QQQQQ̄ system, all possible total spins are J =
5/2, 3/2, and 1/2, respectively. Here, we show corre-
sponding Young tableaux for different spin states:

J =
5

2
: 1 2 3 4 5

1
,

J =
3

2
:
1 2 3 4
5

1

,
1 2 3 5
4

2

,
1 2 4 5
3

3

,
1 3 4 5
2

4

,

J =
1

2
:
1 2 3
4 5

1

,
1 2 4
3 5

2

,
1 3 4
2 5

3

,
1 3 5
2 4

4

,
1 2 5
3 4

5

.

(14)

According to these ten Young tableaux, we can obtain
three Young diagrams without particle 5:



4

S
: J =

5

2
,
3

2
,

S

: J =
3

2
,
1

2
,

S

: J =
1

2
.

(15)

By using the Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficient of the

permutation group Sn, one obtains the coupling scheme
designed to construct the the color ⊗ spin wave func-
tions. The detailed procedure can be found in Ref. [68].
As an example, we show the two corresponding Young-
Yamanouchi basis vectors with {1234}5 symmetry

J =
3

2
:

1
2
3
4

CS1

=
1√
3

1 2
3
4

C1

⊗ 1 3 4 5
2

S5

− 1√
3

1 3
2
4

C2

⊗ 1 2 4 5
3

S4

+
1√
3

1 4
2
3

C3

⊗ 1 2 3 5
4

S3

;

J =
1

2
:

1
2
3
4

CS1

=
1√
3

1 2
3
4

C1

⊗ 1 3 4
2 5

S5

− 1√
3

1 3
2
4

C2

⊗ 1 2 4
3 5

S4

+
1√
3

1 4
2
3

C3

⊗ 1 2 3
4 5

S3

, (16)

with which the color-spin wave functions can be easily
written [68].

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we substitute the wave function and
perform variational analysis to determine the masses of
ground pentaquark states, corresponding variational pa-
rameters, and the relative lengths between quarks in
Eqs.(4) or (10).
Before that we first check the consistence between the

experimental masses and the obtained masses of some
traditional hadrons using the variational method based
on the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) and the parameters in
Table I. We show the results in Table III. We can see that
our values are relatively reliable since the deviations for
most states are less than 10 MeV.
Here, we define the binding energy according to Ref.

[58]:

BT =Mpentaquark −Mbaryon −Mmeson, (17)

where Mpentaquark is the mass of ground pentaquark
states; Mbaryon and Mmeson are the masses of corre-
sponding baryons and mesons in the lowest threshold
with the same quantum numbers as the pentaquark, re-
spectively. For the JP = 1/2− pentaquark states, they
are octet baryons + pseudoscalar mesons or decuplet
baryons + vector mesons. While for the JP = 3/2− pen-
taquark states, they are decuplet baryons + pseudoscalar
mesons or octet baryons + vector mesons.
According to the obtained variational parameters, we

have the wave functions and thus can further calcu-

late the internal contributions to the ground pentaquark
states and their lowest meson-baryon thresholds, includ-
ing quark masses part, kinetic energy part, confinement
potential part, and hyperfine potential part. Moreover,
in order to understand the composition of the total en-
ergy of the pentaquark states in comparison to the lowest
meson-baryon threshold, it is important to understand
the relative lengths between quarks for the pentaquark
states. These determine the magnitude of the various ki-
netic energies and the potential energies between quarks
[58].

Here, we also define the V C : the sum of Coulomb po-
tential and linear potential. In most of the multiquark
configurations, the contributions to the bound state from
the parts of V C and kinetic energy are repulsive, and
therefore the contribution from the color spin interaction
becomes important in these circumstances [58]. However,
the hyperfine potential is far smaller compared to other
contributions in the fully heavy pentaquark system from
corresponding tables because the hyperfine potential part
is inversely proportional to the quark masses.

Based on these internal contributions, we compare the
compositions of the masses from the constituent quark
model and from the Chromomagnetic Interaction (CMI)
model for fully heavy pentaquark states. In the CMI
model, as discussed in Ref. [68], the mass of a hadron is
typically composed of the sum of the effective quark mass
term (including the color interaction term) and the color-
spin interaction term. We want to identify the origin of
the effective quark mass term and the color-spin interac-
tion term used in the CMI model from our calculation.
Then, we investigate whether it is sensible to extrapolate
these concepts to higher multiquark configurations.
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TABLE III. Masses of some mesons and baryons obtained
from the variational method. The masses and corresponding
errors are in units of MeV. The variational parameters “a”
and “b” are similar to Cii in Eq. (6) and they are in units of
fm−2.

Meson J/ψ ηc Υ ηb Bc B∗
c

Theoretical 3092.2 2998.5 9468.9 9389.0 6287.9 6350.5

Parameters a=12.5 a=15.0 a=49.7 a=57.4 a=22.9 a=20.2

Experimental 3096.9 2983.9 9460.3 9399.0 6274.9

Error -4.7 14.6 8.6 10.0 13.0

Baryon Ωccc Ωbbb Ω∗
ccb Ωccb Ω∗

bbc Ωbbc

Theoretical 4801.4 14421.6 8063.8 8029.5 11273.2 11234.2

Parameters a=9.3 a=32.5
a=10.4 a=10.8 a=26.0 a=26.8

b=15.1 b=16.1 b=14.2 b=15.2

Baryon Ξcc Σc Σ∗
c Λc Λ Σ

Theoretical 3612 2445 2518 2283 1110 1188

Parameters
a=8.0 a=2.1 a=2.0 a=2.8 a=2.7 a=2.1

b=3.2 b=3.7 b=3.4 b=3.7 b=2.7 b=3.1

Experimental 3621 2454 2518 2287 1116 1189

Error -9.0 -9.0 0.0 -4.0 -6.0 -1.0

In the following subsections, we discuss systematically
the configurations of fully heavy pentaquark states group
by group.

A. ccccc̄, bbbbb̄, ccccb̄, and bbbbc̄ systems

Firstly we investigate the ccccc̄, bbbbb̄, ccccb̄, and bbbbc̄
systems. These four systems need to satisfy the {1234}5
symmetry. There are only JP = 3/2− and a JP = 1/2−

states in every system. We show their masses, varia-
tional parameters, the internal contribution, the relative
lengths between quarks, and their lowest baryon-meson
threshold in Tables IV-VII, respectively.

Among four systems, it is JP = 1/2− bbbbc̄ state that
is most likely to be stable against the strong decay ac-
cording to the Tables IV-VII. However, even this state is
still much above the corresponding lowest baryon-meson
threshold, and its binding energy BT = +253.4 MeV.
Thus there are no bound states in these four systems,
and they all are unstable states which can decay into a
baryon and a meson through the strong interaction.

1. Internal contributions

Here, we take the ccccc̄ system as an example. Accord-
ing to Table IV, the masse of JP = 3/2− and JP = 1/2−

ccccc̄ states are 8144.6 MeV and 8193.2 MeV, respec-
tively. Meanwhile, their binding energy BT are +344.6
MeV and +299.6 MeV, respectively. Thus, they are both
obviously higher than the corresponding rearrangement
baryon-meson thresholds.
For internal contributions, the quark contents of the

pentaquark state are the same as the corresponding re-
arrangement decay threshold. Thus, the quark mass term
need not be considered. Moreover, the contribution from
the hyperfine potential term is negligible relative to the
contributions from other terms. As for the kinetic en-
ergy, the JP = 3/2− (JP = 1/2−) pentaquark state has
942.4 (905.4) MeV, which can be understood as the sum
of three internal kinetic energies: kinetic energies of the
three internal c − c between (ccc), the c − c̄, and the
(ccc) − (cc̄) pairs. Accordingly, the sum of the internal
kinetic energies of Ωcccηc or ΩcccJ/ψ states comes from
the three internal c−c between (ccc) and c−c̄. Therefore,
ccccc̄ system has an additional kinetic energy needed to
bring the Ωcccηc or ΩcccJ/ψ into a compact configuration.
The actual kinetic energies of the c− c of (ccc) and c− c̄
in the pentaquark state are smaller than those inside the
Ωcccηc and ΩcccJ/ψ system. Meanwhile, even if consider-
ing the additional kinetic energy between the (ccc)− (cc̄)
pairs, the total kinetic energies in the ccccc̄ states are still
smaller than that of the lowest baryon-meson threshold.
The relative length between the pair c − c (c − c̄) are
longer in the pentaquark. Thus the contributions from
V C are thought to be attractive but much smaller than
the contribution from the meson-baryon threshold, which
is the main reason why these pentaquark states all have
positive binding energies BT . The ccccc̄ states cannot
bind into a compact configuration.
Compared to the ccccc̄ states, the V C between the

heavy quarks seems to be more attractive in the bbbbb̄
states, which is also consistent with Refs. [47, 58]. The
reason comes from the smaller relative length between the
pair b−b (b− b̄) which is 0.55 times that of c−c (c− c̄) in
pentaquark states. These show that the relative heavy
quark pairs (bb and bb̄) are much more compact than
the relative light quark pairs (cc and cc̄). However, the
quark-antiquark distances are still longer than those of Υ
and ηb, and this leads to a smaller attraction in the bbbbb̄
states. Thus, the bbbbb̄ states still have a large positive
binding energy.

2. The comparison with CMI model

Let us compare the masses of three states calculated
from the constituent quark model and from the CMI
model [68]. Here, we take the bbbbc̄ system as an ex-
ample. In the CMI model, the masses of JP = 3/2− and
1/2− states are constructed as the following formulas:
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TABLE IV. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for ccccc̄
system and their lowest baryon-meson thresholds. Here, (i, j) denotes the contribution from the i-th and j-th quarks. The
number is given as i=1,2,3,4 for the quarks, and 5 for the antiquark. The masses and corresponding contributions are in units
of MeV, and the relative lengths (variational parameters) are in units of fm (fm−2).

ccccc̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ωcccηc Difference (i, j) 3

2

−
Ωcccηc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 8144.6 7800.0 344.6 (1,2) 8.1 -22.7(Ωccc)

c-quark

4mc 7672.0 3
2
mcc 4757.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.6 9.3 (1.3) 8.1 -22.7(Ωccc)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

781.1 1
2
mcc̄ 1534.3

C22 5.3 15.0 (2,3) 8.1 -22.7(Ωccc) mc̄

4mc+mc̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

32.3

Quark Mass 9590.0 9590.0 0.0 (1,4) 8.1 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

48.6
Confinement Potential -2423.8 -2762.7 338.9 (2,4) 8.1

V C Subtotal 33.7 -305.2 338.9

(3,4) 8.1 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-7.4

(1,5) -3.7

(2,5) -3.7 -2D -1966

(3,5) -3.7 Subtotal 6560.6 6291.6

(4,5) -3.7 -237.2(ηc)

c̄-quark

mc̄ 1918.0 1
2
mcc̄ 1534.3

Kinetic Energy 942.4 1021.1 -78.7
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mc

4mc+mc̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

129.0

(1,2) 0.409 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-7.4

CS Interaction 36.0 -48.5 84.5
(1,3) 0.409 0.370(Ωccc)

(2,3) 0.409 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution 1012.1 667.4 344.7

(1,4) 0.409 Subtotal 1548.1 1534.3

(2,4) 0.409

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

52.5 7
6
vcc 66.2

(3,4) 0.409

(1,5) 0.385 −
1
4
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
-16.5 −

1
3
vcc̄ -28.4

(2,5) 0.385

(3,5) 0.385 Subtotal 35.9 37.8

(4,5) 0.385 0.290(ηc) Total 8144.6 7863.6

JP = 1
2

−
Value ΩcccJ/ψ Difference (i, j) 3

2

−
ΩcccJ/ψ Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 8193.2 7893.6 299.6 (1,2) 11.6 -22.7(Ωccc)

c-quark

4mc 7672.0 3
2
mcc 4757.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.2 9.3 (1.3) 11.6 -22.7(Ωccc)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

746.9 1
2
mcc̄ 1534.3

C22 5.2 12.5 (2,3) 11.6 -22.7(Ωccc) mc̄

4mc+mc̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

31.7

Quark Mass 9590.0 9590.0 0.0 (1,4) 11.6 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

69.6
Confinement Potential -2385.0 -2689.7 304.7 (2,4) 11.6

V C Subtotal 72.5 -232.2 304.7

(3,4) 11.6 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
1.4

(1,5) 0.7

(2,5) 0.7 -2D -1966

(3,5) 0.7 Subtotal 6555.6 6291.6

(4,5) 0.7 -164.2(J/ψ)

c̄-quark

mc̄ 1918.0 1
2
mcc̄ 1534.3

Kinetic Energy 905.4 945.0 -39.6
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mc

4mc+mc̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

126.8

(1,2) 0.416 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
1.4

CS Interaction 82.8 48.3 34.5
(1,3) 0.416 0.370(Ωccc)

(2,3) 0.416 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution 1060.7 761.1 299.6

(1,4) 0.416 Subtotal 1554.7 1534.3

(2,4) 0.416

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

50.9 7
6
vcc 66.2

(3,4) 0.416

(1,5) 0.393 1
2
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
31.8 2

3
vcc̄ 56.7

(2,5) 0.393

(3,5) 0.393 Subtotal 82.8 123.0

(4,5) 0.393 0.318(J/ψ) Total 8193.2 7948.8
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TABLE V. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for ccccb̄
system and their lowest baryon-meson threshold. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

ccccb̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value ΩcccBc Difference (i, j) 3

2

−
ΩcccBc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 11477.8 11089.3 388.5 (1,2) -5.6 -22.7(Ωccc)

c-quark

4mc 7672.0 3
2
mcc 4757.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.9 9.3 (1.3) -5.6 -22.7(Ωccc)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

812.6 mc

mc+mb̄
mcb̄ 1577.5

C22 8.1 22.9 (2,3) -5.6 -22.7(Ωccc)
mb̄

4mc+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

49.4

Quark Mass 13015.0 13015.0 0 (1,4) -5.6 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

-33.3
Confinement Potential -2520.8 -2940.3 419.5 (2,4) -5.6

V C Subtotal -63.3 -482.8 419.5

(3,4) -5.6 1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)

+V C(35) + V C(45)]
-15.0

(1,5) -7.5

(2,5) -7.5 -2D -1966.0

(3,5) -7.5 Subtotal 6519.7 6334.8

(4,5) -7.5 -414.8(Bc)

c̄-quark

mc̄ 5343.0
mb̄

mc+mb̄
mcb̄ 4744.8

Kinetic Energy 932.9 1037.2 -104.3
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mc

4mc+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

70.9

(1,2) 0.381 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-15.0

CS Interaction 50.7 -22.6 73.3
(1,3) 0.381 0.370(Ωccc)

(2,3) 0.381 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution 920.3 531.8 388.5

(1,4) 0.381 Subtotal 4907.4 4744.8

(2,4) 0.381

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

58.7 7
6
vcc 66.2

(3,4) 0.381

(1,5) 0.377 −
1
4
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
-8.0 −

1
3
vcb̄ -15.7

(2,5) 0.377

(3,5) 0.377 Subtotal 50.7 50.5

(4,5) 0.377 0.234(Bc) Total 11477.8 11130.1

JP = 1
2

−
Value ΩcccB

∗
c Difference (i, j) 3

2

−
ΩcccB

∗
c Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 11501.5 11151.9 350.0 (1,2) -3.6 -22.7(Ωccc)

c-quark

4mc 7672.0 3
2
mcc 4757.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.7 9.3 (1.3) -3.6 -22.7(Ωccc)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

793.7 mc

mc+mb̄
mcb̄ 1577.5

C22 8.0 20.2 (2,3) -3.6 -22.7(Ωccc)
mb̄

4mc+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

48.9

Quark Mass 13015.0 13015.0 0 (1,4) -3.6 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

-21.6
Confinement Potential -2499.7 -2885.9 386.2 (2,4) -3.6

V C Subtotal -42.2 -428.4 386.2

(3,4) -3.6 1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)

+V C(35) + V C(45)]
-10.4

(1,5) -5.2

(2,5) -5.2 -2D -1966.0

(3,5) -5.2 Subtotal 6516.6 6334.8

(4,5) -5.2 -360.4(B∗
c )

b̄-quark

mc̄ 5343.0
mb̄

mc+mb̄
mcb̄ 4744.8

Kinetic Energy 912.8 981.5 -68.7
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mc

4mc+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

70.2

(1,2) 0.385 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)

+V C(35) + V C(45)]
-10.4

CS Interaction 73.3 41.3 32.0
(1,3) 0.385 0.370(Ωccc)

(2,3) 0.385 0.370(Ωccc) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution 943.9 594.4 349.7

(1,4) 0.385 Subtotal 4911.3 4744.8

(2,4) 0.385

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

57.7 7
6
vcc 66.2

(3,4) 0.385

(1,5) 0.382 1
2
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
15.6 2

3
vcb̄ 31.5

(2,5) 0.382

(3,5) 0.382 Subtotal 73.3 97.7

(4,5) 0.382 0.250(Bc) Total 11501.3 11177.3
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TABLE VI. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for bbbbc̄
system and their lowest baryon-meson threshold. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

bbbbc̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value ΩbbbBc Difference (i, j) Vaule ΩbbbBc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 20974.5 20709.5 265.0 (1,2) -80.8 -287.9(Ωbbb)

b-quark

4mb 21372.0 3
2
mbb 14309.4

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 24.9 32.5 (1.3) -80.8 -287.9(Ωbbb)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

816.6 mb

mb+mc̄
mbc̄ 4783.6

C22 9.4 22.9 (2,3) -80.8 -287.9(Ωbbb)
mb̄

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

20.5

Quark Mass 23290.0 23290.0 0 (1,4) -80.8 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

-484.8
Confinement Potential -3394.7 -3735.8 341.1 (2,4) -80.8

V C Subtotal -937.1 -1278.3 341.2

(3,4) -80.8 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-226.2

(1,5) -113.1

(2,5) -113.1 -2D -1966.0

(3,5) -113.1 Subtotal 19532.1 19093.0

(4,5) -113.1 -414.8(Bc)

c̄-quark

mc̄ 1918.0 mc

mb+mc̄
mbc̄ 1538.6

Kinetic Energy 1065.3 1183.2 -117.9
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mb

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

228.2

(1,2) 0.261 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-226.2

CS Interaction 14.0 -27.9 41.9
(1,3) 0.261 0.197(Ωbbb)

(2,3) 0.261 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution 142.2 -123.0 265.1

(1,4) 0.261 Subtotal 1428.5 1538.6

(2,4) 0.261

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

31.2 7
6
vbb 35.8

(3,4) 0.261

(1,5) 0.225 −
1
4
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
-17.3 −

1
3
vbc̄ -15.7

(2,5) 0.254

(3,5) 0.254 Subtotal 14.0 20.1

(4,5) 0.254 0.234(Bc) Total 20974.6 20651.7

JP = 1
2

−
Value ΩbbbB

∗
c Difference (i, j) Value ΩbbbB

∗
c Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 21025.6 20772.1 253.4 (1,2) -77.0 -287.8(Ωbbb)

b-quark

4mb 21372.0 3
2
mbb 14309.4

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 23.7 32.5 (1.3) -77.0 -287.8(Ωbbb)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

778.9 mb

mb+mc̄
mbc̄ 4783.6

C22 9.2 20.2 (2,3) -77.0 -287.8(Ωbbb)
mb̄

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

20.0

Quark Mass 23290.0 23290.0 0.0 (1,4) -77.0 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

-462.0
Confinement Potential -3350.5 -3681.4 330.9 (2,4) -77.0

V C Subtotal -893.0 -1223.9 330.9

(3,4) -77.0 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-215.6

(1,5) -107.8

(2,5) -107.8 -2D -1966.0

(3,5) -107.8 Subtotal 19527.3 19093.0

(4,5) -107.8 -360.4(B∗
c )

c̄-quark

mc̄ 1918.0 mc

mb+mc̄
mbc̄ 1538.6

Kinetic Energy 1022.2 1127.5 -105.5
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mb

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

223.3

(1,2) 0.266 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-215.6

CS Interaction 63.7 36.0 27.7
(1,3) 0.266 0.197(Ωbbb)

(2,3) 0.266 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution 192.9 -60.4 253.3

(1,4) 0.266 Subtotal 1434.2 1538.6

(2,4) 0.266

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

30.3 7
6
vbb 35.8

(3,4) 0.266

(1,5) 0.231 −
1
4
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
33.5 2

3
vbb̄ 31.5

(2,5) 0.231

(3,5) 0.231 Subtotal 63.7 67.2

(4,5) 0.231 0.250(B∗
c ) Total 21025.3 20698.8
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TABLE VII. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contributions, and the relative lengths between quarks for bbbbb̄
system and their lowest baryon-meson threshold. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

bbbbb̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ωcccηb Difference (i, j) Vaule Ωbbbηb Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 24210.7 23810.6 400.1 (1,2) -113.7 -287.9(Ωbbb)

b-quark

4mb 21372.0 3
2
mbb 14309.4

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 28.2 32.5 (1.3) -113.7 -287.9(Ωbbb)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

926.1 1
2
mbb̄ 4722.5

C22 17.5 57.4 (2,3) -113.7 -287.9(Ωbbb)
mb̄

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

38.3

Quark Mass 26715.0 26715.0 0 (1,4) -113.7 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

-682.2
Confinement Potential -3649.6 -4200.2 550.6 (2,4) -113.7

V C Subtotal -1192.1 -1742.7 550.6

(3,4) -113.7 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-254.8

(1,5) -127.4

(2,5) -127.4 -2D -1966.0

(3,5) -127.4 Subtotal 19433.4 19031.8

(4,5) -127.4 -879.1(ηb)

b̄-quark

mb̄ 5343.0 1
2
mbb̄ 4722.5

Kinetic Energy 1117.7 1338.5 -220.8
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mb

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

153.2

(1,2) 0.225 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-254.8

CS Interaction 27.6 -41.7 69.3
(1,3) 0.225 0.197(Ωbbb)

(2,3) 0.409 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution -46.8 -446.9 400.1

(1,4) 0.225 Subtotal 4749.9 4722.5

(2,4) 0.225

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

40.2 7
6
vbb 35.8

(3,4) 0.225

(1,5) 0.212 −
1
4
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
-12.6 −

1
3
vbb̄ -15.3

(2,5) 0.212

(3,5) 0.212 Subtotal 27.6 20.5

(4,5) 0.212 0.148(ηb) Total 24210.9 23774.8

JP = 1
2

−
Value ΩbbbΥ Difference (i, j) Value ΩbbbΥ Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 24248.0 23890.5 357.5 (1,2) -110.0 -287.8(Ωbbb)

b-quark

4mb 21372.0 3
2
mbb 14309.4

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 27.2 32.5 (1.3) -110.0 -287.8(Ωbbb)
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

+
p
2

x3

2m′

3

891.3 1
2
mbb̄ 4722.5

C22 17.2 49.7 (2,3) -110.0 -287.8(Ωbbb)
mb̄

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

37.5

Quark Mass 26715.0 26715.0 0 (1,4) -110.0 V C(12) + V C(13)+
V C(23) + V C(14)+
V C(24) + V C(34)

-660.0
Confinement Potential -3609.6 -4117.8 508.2 (2,4) -110.0

V C Subtotal -1152.1 -1660.0 508.0

(3,4) -110.0 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-246.0

(1,5) -123.0

(2,5) -123.0 -2D -1966.0

(3,5) -123.0 Subtotal 19428.8 19031.8

(4,5) -123.0 -796.7(Υ)

b̄-quark

mb̄ 5343.0 1
2
mbb̄ 4722.5

Kinetic Energy 1078.9 1253.2 -174.3
Relative Lengths (fm) 4mb

4mb+mb̄

p
2

x1

2m′

4

150.1

(1,2) 0.228 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
[V C(12) + V C(13)

+V C(23) + V C(14)]
-246.0

CS Interaction 63.6 40.0 23.6
(1,3) 0.228 0.197(Ωbbb)

(2,3) 0.228 0.197(Ωbbb) 1
2
D -491.5

Total Contribution -9.6 -366.8 357.3

(1,4) 0.228 Subtotal 4755.6 4722.5

(2,4) 0.228

CS
Interaction

7
12

[V S(12) + V S(13)
+V S(23) + V S(14)
+V S(24) + V S(34)]

39.1 7
6
vbb 35.8

(3,4) 0.228

(1,5) 0.216 −
1
4
[V S(15) + V S(25)

+V S(35) + V S(45)]
24.5 2

3
vbb̄ 30.7

(2,5) 0.216

(3,5) 0.216 Subtotal 63.6 66.5

(4,5) 0.216 0.160(Υ) Total 24248.0 23820.8
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MJP=3/2− =
3

2
mbb +mbc̄ +

7

6
vbb −

1

3
vbc̄,

MJP=1/2− =
3

2
mbb +mbc̄ +

7

6
vbb +

2

3
vbc̄, (18)

where mbb and mbc̄ are the parameters which combined
effective quark masses and color interaction between two
quarks, and vbb and vbc̄ are the parameters for the color-
spin interaction. These parameters are determined from
the traditional hadron masses. We can divide the inter-
nal contributions from constituent quark model and CMI
model into the b effective quark mass, c̄ effective quark
mass, and the color-spin interaction term, and then com-
pare with them in Table VI.
In our opinion, the effective quark mass term (includ-

ing the color interaction term) of the CMI model absorbs
the quark mass term, confinement potential term, and ki-
netic term of the constituent quark model. Here, we give
some explanations of the division of the effective quark
mass. For the −D term and the V C term, it is divided
into each quark by multiplying a factor of 1/2 [58]. For
the kinetic term, it is divided according to their relative
contribution depending on the mass of the single quark.
Similarly, the division of the mbc̄ in the CMI model is
also dependedt on the mass of the single quark.
Now, we compare the values from the constituent

quark model and the CMI model in Tables IV-VII. Note
that these parameters of both different models are deter-
mined from the traditional hadron masses and can de-
scribe the traditional hadron mass spectrum well. These
two different models used in the fully heavy pentaquark
system have some existing differences.
On the whole, the effective quark masses from the

constituent quark model are systematically larger than
those from the CMI model according to Tables IV-VII.
For example, the b effective quark masses are 19433.4
MeV in the consistent quark model and about 400 MeV
larger than that of the CMI model in the bbbbb̄ state with
JP = 3/2−. Meanwhile, we have noticed similar situa-
tions for the qqQ̄Q̄ system according to the CMI model
[76] and the constituent quark model [58]. It seems that
the effective quark masses should have different values
in the meson, the baryon, the tetraquark states, and the
pentaquark states.
On the contrary, the color-spin terms from two differ-

ent models have much similarity. Thus the mass gaps of
the CMI model are relatively reliable.

B. cccbc̄, bbbcb̄, cccbb̄, and bbbcc̄ systems

The cccbc̄, bbbcb̄, cccbb̄, and bbbcc̄ systems need to sat-
isfy the {123}45 exchange antisymmetry. There is one
JP = 5/2− state, three JP = 3/2− states, and three
JP = 1/2− states in every system.
Here we take the cccbc̄ system as an example. For

a JP = 5/2− state, its mass is 11151.9 MeV, which is

very close to the sum of the masses of the Ωccc and B∗
c .

Moreover, its variational parameters are C11 = 9.3 fm−2,
C22 = 20.2 fm−2, and C33 ∼ 0 fm−2, respectively. The
first and the second parameters are relevant to the size
of the baryon and meson clusters, respectively, while the
last parameter reflects that the distance between the the
baryon and meson clusters approaches infinity. Thus we
regard these states as a scattering state of Ωccc and B∗

c .
Similarly, the lowest two JP = 3/2− states and the low-
est JP = 1/2− state have similar situations, in which the
variational parameters C33 all trend to be 0. In conclu-
sion, only the highest JP = 3/2− state and two higher
JP = 1/2− states are genuine pentaquark states in these
four systems.
Here, we show the mass, corresponding variational pa-

rameters, the internal contribution from each term, and
the relative lengths between quarks in Tables VIII-XI for
lowest genuine states, respectively.
According to Tables VIII-XI, we find that among the

four systems, the JP = 1/2− bbbcc̄ state is most likely
to be stable against the strong decay. However, even for
this state, its binding energy BT = +370.0 MeV. Thus
all pentaquarks are considered as unstable states in these
four systems.

For the kinetic energy part, the lowest JP = 1/2− bbbcc̄
state obtains 998.2 MeV, which is smaller than that of the
baryon-meson threshold Ω∗

ccbηc. The potential parts of
pentaquark state are far smaller than those of the baryon-
meson threshold.

For the potential part, we notice that the V C for most
of pentaquarks is attractive according to Tables VIII-
XI. Because the internal distances of pentaquark states
are bigger than the lowest corresponding baryon-meson
thresholds, the V C contributions in the pentaquarks are
much smaller. For example, in Table XI the quark dis-
tance of the (1,2) pair is 0.256 fm in the pentaquark state
while it is 0.197 fm in Ωbbb.
The V C value of (4,5) is repulsive in the JP = 3/2−

bbbcc̄ state; thus this state seems to decay to ΩbbcB
∗
c eas-

ily, and the Ωbbbηc decay process may be suppressed.
There is a slight difference between the binding en-

ergy BT and the difference of the total contributions in
Tables VIII-XIII. This is because the eigenstate |ψeigen〉
of the Hamiltonian is the superposition of the color-
spin states with special exchange symmetry, |ψeigen〉 =
c1|ψcs;sym

1 〉 + c2|ψcs;sym
2 〉 + ... and we approximately use

|ψcs;sym
1 〉 to calculate the matrix elements of the interac-

tion since |c1| > 90% mostly in this work.
In Tables VIII-XI, we also give the comparisons for its

mass according to the constituent quark model and the
CMI model. Here, we take bbbcc̄ system as an example,
and we also absorb the quark mass term, the color poten-
tial term, and kinetic energy term of constituent quark
model into the effective quark masses b, c, and c̄ in Ta-
ble XI. Here, we notice that the effective quark mass c, c̄
and color-spin interaction term have less differences. The
main differences come from the effective b quark mass,
which leads to the pentaquark masses in the constituent
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TABLE VIII. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution from each term in the Hamiltonian, and the relative lengths
between quarks for cccbc̄ system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

cccbc̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ω∗

ccbηc Difference (i, j) Vaule Ω∗
ccbηc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 11443.7 11062.3 381.4 (1,2) -4.6 -45.4(Ω∗
ccb)

c-quark

3mc 5754.0 3
8
mcc 1189.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.6 10.4 (1,3) -4.6 [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+ [ mc+mb

4mc+mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 523.1
+115.6

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.4

C22 10.1 15.1 (2,3) -4.6 V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(14) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(23) + V C(14)]

−
3
2
D

-13.9
-20.4
-20.8

-1474.5

1
2

9
8
mcc̄ 1726.1

C33 9.5 15.0 (1,4) -13.6 -109.4(Ω∗
ccb)

Quark Mass 13015.0 13015.0 0.0 (2,4) -13.6 -109.4(Ω∗
ccb)

Confinement
Potential

-2548.3 -2936.8 388.5
(3,4) -13.6 Subtotal 4863.1 4717.8

V C

Subtotal
-90.8 -479.3 388.5

(1,5) -13.8

b-quark

mb

mc

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mc

mc+mb

3mc

4mc+mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
55.1

+24.2
-20.4

2.7
-491.5

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5415.7

(2,5) -13.8 −
mb

mc+mb

1
8
mbc̄ -592.9

(3,5) -13.8 -237.2(ηc)

(4,5) 5.4

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 4913.1 4822.8

Kinetic
Energy

937.8 1038.2 -100.4

(1,2) 0.384 0.349(Ω∗
ccb)

c̄-quark

mc

mb

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mb

mc+mb

3mc̄

4mc+mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
153.4
+67.4
-20.8

2.7
-491.5

1
2

9
8
mcc̄ 1726.1

(1,3) 0.384 −
mc

mc+mb

1
8
mbc̄ -197.3

(2,3) 0.384

(1,4) 0.373 0.305(Ω∗
ccb)

(2,4) 0.373 0.305(Ω∗
ccb) Subtotal 1629.2 1528.8

CS
Interaction

25.6 -54.0 79.6
(3,4) 0.328

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

−
5
24

[V S(14) + V S(24) + V S(34)]
5
24

[V S(15) + V S(25) + V S(35)]
−

1
8
V S(45)

32.3
5.0

-10.8
-1.0

5
8
vcc

5
24
vcb

−
5
24
vcc̄

−
1
24
vbc̄

35.5
6.6

-17.7
-2.0

(1,5) 0.369

Total
Contribution

872.6 504.9 367.7

(2,5) 0.369

(3,5) 0.369 0.290(ηc) Subtotal 25.6 22.3

(4,5) 0.354 Total 11431.0 11091.5

JP = 1
2

−
Value Ωccbηc Difference (i, j) Vaule Ωccbηc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 11438.2 11028.0 410.2 (1,2) -0.8 -52.8(Ωccb)

c-quark

3mc 5754.0 3
8
mcc 1189.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.4 10.8 (1,3) -0.8 [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+[ mc+mb

4mc+mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 509.4
+145.1

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.4

C22 7.4 16.1 (2,3) -0.8 V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(14) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(23) + V C(14)]

−
3
2
D

-2.3
-25.1
-24.1

-1474.5

1
2

9
8
mcb̄ 1726.1

C33 11.9 15.0 (1,4) -16.8

Quark Mass 13015.0 13015.0 0.0 (2,4) -16.8 -109.4(Ωccb)

Confinement
Potential

-2563.7 -2966.3 402.6
(3,4) -16.8 -109.4(Ωccb) Subtotal 4882.5 4717.8

V C

Subtotal
-106.2 -508.8 402.6

(1,5) -16.1

b-quark

mb

mc

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mc

mc+mb

3mc

4mc+mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
40.3

+30.4
-25.1
-2.7

-491.5

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5415.7

(2,5) -16.1 −
mb

mc+mb

1
8
mbc̄ -592.9

(3,5) -16.1 -237.2(ηc)

(4,5) -5.4

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 4897.4 4822.8

Kinetic
Energy

922.0 1067.7 -145.7

(1,2) 0.389 0.342(Ωccb)

c̄-quark

mb

mb

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mb

mc+mb

3mc̄

4mc+mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
112.2
+84.6
-24.1
-2.7

-491.5

1
2

9
8
mcc̄ 1726.1

(1,3) 0.389 −
mc

mc+mb

1
8
mbc̄ -197.3

(2,3) 0.389

(1,4) 0.370 0.297(Ωccb)

(2,4) 0.370 0.297(Ωccb) Subtotal 1596.5 1528.8

CS
Interaction

32.9 -88.4 121.3
(3,4) 0.370

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

+ 3
8
V S(45)

30.4

2.5

5
8
vcc

1
8
vbc̄

35.5

5.9
(1,5) 0.371

Total
Contribution

848.7 470.5 378.2

(2,5) 0.371

(3,5) 0.371 0.290(ηc) Subtotal 32.9 41.4

(4,5) 0.414 Total 11409.3 11110.8
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TABLE IX. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution from each term in the Hamiltonian, and the relative lengths
between quarks for bbbcb̄ system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

bbbcb̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ω∗

bbcηb Difference (i, j) Vaule Ω∗
bbcηb Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 21091.6 20662.2 429.4 (1,2) -46.2 -235.9(Ω∗
bbc)

b-quark

3mb 16029.0 3
8
mbb 3573.6

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 20.6 26.0 (1,3) -46.2 [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+ [ mc+mb

4mb+mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 450.9
+80.0

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5416.5

C22 15.5 14.2 (2,3) -46.2 V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(14) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(23) + V C(14)]

−
3
2
D

-138.5
-168.4
-177.3

-1474.5

1
2

9
8
mbb̄ 5312.8

C33 18.3 57.4 (1,4) -112.2 -131.2(Ω∗
bbc)

Quark Mass 23290.0 23290.0 0.0 (2,4) -112.2 -131.2(Ω∗
bbc)

Confinement
Potential

-3256.0 -3834.9 578.9
(3,4) -112.2 Subtotal 14601.2 14302.9

V C

Subtotal
-798.5 -1377.4 578.9

(1,5) -118.2

c-quark

mc

mb

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mb

mc+mb

3mb

4mb+mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
236.1

+129.8
-168.4

15.6
-491.5

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.7

(2,5) -118.2 −mc

mc+mb

1
8
mcb̄ -197.4

(3,5) -118.2 -879.1(ηb)

(4,5) 31.3

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1639.6 1605.3

Kinetic
Energy

1028.0 1251.3 -223.3

(1,2) 0.248 0.221(Ω∗
bbc)

b̄-quark

mb

mc

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mc

mc+mb

3mb

4mb+mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
84.8

+46.6
-177.3

15.6
-491.5

1
2

9
8
mbb̄ 5312.8

(1,3) 0.248 −mb

mc+mb

1
8
mcb̄ -593.0

(2,3) 0.248

(1,4) 0.269 0.281(Ω∗
bbc)

(2,4) 0.269 0.281(Ω∗
bbc) Subtotal 4821.2 4719.8

CS
Interaction

19.8 -44.2 64.0
(3,4) 0.269

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

−
5
24

[V S(14) + V S(24) + V S(34)]
5
24

[V S(15) + V S(25) + V S(35)]
−

1
8
V S(45)

18.4
8.5

-5.5
-1.5

5
8
vbb

5
24
vcb

−
5
24
vbb̄

−
1
24
vcb̄

19.2
6.6
-9.6
-2.0

(1,5) 0.264

Total
Contribution

249.5 -170.3 419.6

(2,5) 0.264

(3,5) 0.264 0.148(ηb) Subtotal 19.8 14.2

(4,5) 0.286 Total 21081.8 20641.1

JP = 1
2

−
Value Ωbbcηb Difference (i, j) Vaule Ωbbcηb Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 21079.0 20623.2 455.8 (1,2) -38.3 -243.2(Ωbbc)

b-quark

3mb 16029.0 3
8
mbb 3573.6

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 17.8 26.8 (1,3) -38.3 [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+ [ mc+mb

4mb+mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 388.9
+101.1

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5416.5

C22 14.8 15.2 (2,3) -38.3 V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(14) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(23) + V C(14)]

−
3
2
D

-115.0
-180.0
-183.5

-1474.5

1
2

9
8
mbb̄ 5312.8

C33 23.1 57.4 (1,4) -120.0 -145.0(Ωbbc)

Quark Mass 23290.0 23290.0 0.0 (2,4) -120.0 -145.0(Ωbbc)

Confinement
Potential

-3270.6 -3869.8 599.2
(3,4) -120.0 Subtotal 14601.2 14302.9

V C

Subtotal
-813.0 -1412.3 599.2

(1,5) -122.3

c-quark

mc

mb

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mb

mc+mb

3mb

4mb+mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
225.4

+164.2
-183.5

14.4
-491.5

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.7

(2,5) -122.3 −mc

mc+mb

1
8
mcb̄ -197.4

(3,5) -122.3 -879.1(ηb)

(4,5) 28.9

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1639.6 1605.3

Kinetic
Energy

1019.4 1286.4 -267.0

(1,2) 0.267 0.217(Ωbbc)

b̄-quark

mb

mc

mc+mb

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ mc

mc+mb

3mb

4mb+mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
80.9

+58.9
-183.5

14.4
-491.5

1
2

9
8
mbb̄ 5312.8

(1,3) 0.267 −mb

mc+mb

1
8
mcb̄ -593.0

(2,3) 0.267

(1,4) 0.263 0.272(Ωbbc)

(2,4) 0.263 0.272(Ωbbc) Subtotal 4821.2 4719.8

CS
Interaction

20.7 -83.3 104.0
(3,4) 0.263

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

+ 3
8
V S(45)

16.2

4.5

5
8
vbb

1
8
vcb̄

19.2

5.9
(1,5) 0.261

Total
Contribution

227.1 -209.3 436.4

(2,5) 0.261

(3,5) 0.261 0.148(ηb) Subtotal 20.7 25.1

(4,5) 0.292 Total 21082.7 20653.1
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TABLE X. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution from each term in the Hamiltonian, and the relative lengths
between quarks for cccbb̄ system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

cccbb̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ωcccηb Difference (i, j) Vaule Ωcccηb Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 14687.2 14190.4 496.8 (1,2) -2.4 -22.7(Ωccc)

c-quark

3mc 5754.0 3
8
mcc 1189.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.7 9.3 (1,3) -2.4 -22.7(Ωccc) [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+ [
2mb̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 526.9
+165.7

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.4

C22 15.8 57.4 (2,3) -2.4 -22.7(Ωccc) V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(14) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(23) + V C(14)]

−
3
2
D

-7.2
-78.6
-78.6

-1474.5

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb̄ 1788.4

C33 13.6 (1,4) -52.4

Quark Mass 16440.0 16440.0 0.0 (2,4) -52.4

Confinement
Potential

-2746.5 3404.6 658.1
(3,4) -52.4 Subtotal 4807.7 4780.1

V C

Subtotal
-289.0 -947.1 658.1

(1,5) -52.4

b-quark

mb

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mc̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
86.6

+44.6
-78.6
16.2

-491.5

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5415.7

(2,5) -52.4 −
1
2

1
8
mbb̄ -590.3

(3,5) -52.4

(4,5) 32.4 -897.1(ηb)

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 4920.3 4825.4

Kinetic
Energy

955.0 1191.5 -236.5

(1,2) 0.382 0.370(Ωccc)

b̄-quark

mb

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mc̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
86.6

+44.6
-78.6
16.2

-491.5

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb̄ 5326.0

(1,3) 0.382 0.370(Ωccc) −
1
2

1
8
mbb̄ -590.3

(2,3) 0.382 0.370(Ωccc)

(1,4) 0.328

(2,4) 0.328 Subtotal 4920.3 4735.7

CS
Interaction

38.5 -36.4 74.9
(3,4) 0.328

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

−
5
24

[V S(14) + V S(24) + V S(34)]
5
24

[V S(15) + V S(25) + V S(35)]
−

1
8
V S(45)

31.2
6.3
-6.3
-1.0

5
8
vcc

5
24
vcb

−
5
24
vcb̄

−
1
24
vbb̄

35.5
6.6
-9.8
-1.9

(1,5) 0.328

Total
Contribution

704.5 208.0 496.5

(2,5) 0.328

(3,5) 0.328 Subtotal 30.3 30.4

(4,5) 0.283 0.148(ηb) Total 14678.6 14371.6

JP = 1
2

−
Value ΩcccΥ Difference (i, j) Vaule ΩcccΥ Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 14676.3 14270.3 406.0 (1,2) -3.0 -22.7(Ωccc)

c-quark

3mc 5754.0 3
8
mcc 1189.3

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 8.8 9.3 (1,3) -3.0 -22.7(Ωccc) [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+ [
2mb̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 533.3
+160.2

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.4

C22 16.8 49.7 (2,3) -3.0 -22.7(Ωccc) V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(14) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(23) + V C(14)]

−
3
2
D

-9.0
-79.5
-79.5

-1474.5

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb̄ 1788.4

C33 13.2 (1,4) -53.0

Quark Mass 16440.0 16440.0 0.0 (2,4) -53.0

Confinement
Potential

-2748.7 -3322.2 573.5
(3,4) -53.0 Subtotal 4805.0 4780.1

V C

Subtotal
-291.2 -864.8 573.6

(1,5) -53.0

b-quark

mb

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mc̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
92.1

+43.1
-79.5
17.8

-491.5

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5415.7

(2,5) -53.0 −
1
2

1
8
mbb̄ -590.3

(3,5) -53.0

(4,5) 35.5 -796.7(Υ)

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 4925.0 4825.4

Kinetic
Energy

963.8 1107.2 -143.4

(1,2) 0.380 0.370(Ωccc)

b̄-quark

mb

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mc̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

5343.0
92.1

+43.1
-79.5
17.8

-491.5

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb̄ 5326.0

(1,3) 0.380 0.370(Ωccc) −
1
2

1
8
mbb̄ -590.3

(2,3) 0.380 0.370(Ωccc)

(1,4) 0.327

(2,4) 0.327 Subtotal 4925.0 4735.7

CS
Interaction

31.8 45.3 -13.5
(3,4) 0.327

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

+ 3
8
V S(45)

31.5

3.1

5
8
vcc

1
8
vbb̄

35.5

5.7
(1,5) 0.327

Total
Contribution

704.4 287.7 416.6

(2,5) 0.327

(3,5) 0.327 Subtotal 34.6 41.2

(4,5) 0.274 0.160(Υ) Total 14676.3 14357.9
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TABLE XI. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution from each term in the Hamiltonian, and the relative lengths
between quarks for bbbcc̄ system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

bbbcc̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ωbbbηc Difference (i, j) Vaule Ωbbbηc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 17891.2 17420.1 471.1 (1,2) -41.6 -287.8(Ωbbb)

b-quark

3mb 16029.0 3
8
mbb 3573.6

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 18.9 32.5 (1,3) -41.6 -287.8(Ωbbb) [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+ [ 2mc

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 414.1
+58.1

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5415.7

C22 9.2 15.0 (2,3) -41.6 -287.8(Ωbbb) V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

−
3
2
D

-124.9
-103.0
-103.0

-1474.5

mb

mb+mc̄

9
8
mbc̄ 5336.5

C33 13.3 (1,4) -68.4

Quark Mass 19865.0 19865.0 0.0 (2,4) -68.4

Confinement
Potential

-2987.5 -3558.2 570.7
(3,4) -68.4 Subtotal 14695.8 14325.8

V C

Subtotal
-530.0 -1100.7 570.7

(1,5) -68.4

c-quark

mc

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mb

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
139.5

+121.3
-103.0

2.6
-491.5

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.4

(2,5) -68.4 −
1
2

1
8
mcc̄ -191.8

(3,5) -68.4

(4,5) 5.2 -237.2(ηc)

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1586.8 1610.6

Kinetic
Energy

993.7 1167.1 -173.4

(1,2) 0.258 0.197(Ωbbb)

b̄-quark

mb

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mc̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
139.5

+121.3
-103.0

2.6
-491.5

mc̄

mc̄+mb

9
8
mbc̄ 1776.0

(1,3) 0.258 0.197(Ωbbb) −
1
2

1
8
mcc̄ -191.8

(2,3) 0.258 0.197(Ωbbb)

(1,4) 0.311

(2,4) 0.311 Subtotal 1586.8 1584.2

CS
Interaction

14.9 -53.8 68.7
(3,4) 0.311

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

−
5
24

[V S(14) + V S(24) + V S(34)]
5
24

[V S(15) + V S(25) + V S(35)]
−

1
8
V S(45)

17.1
6.8
-6.8
-2.2

5
8
vbb

5
24
vcb

−
5
24
vbc̄

−
1
24
vcc̄

19.2
6.6
-9.8
-3.5

(1,5) 0.311

Total
Contribution

478.6 12.6 466.0

(2,5) 0.311

(3,5) 0.311 Subtotal 14.9 12.3

(4,5) 0.372 0.290(ηc) Total 17884.3 17532.9

JP = 1
2

−
Value ΩbbbJ/ψ Difference (i, j) Vaule ΩbbbJ/ψ Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 17883.8 17513.8 370.0 (1,2) -42.6 -287.8(Ωbbb)

b-quark

3mb 16029.0 3
8
mbb 3573.6

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11 19.3 32.5 (1,3) -42.6 -287.8(Ωbbb) [
p
2

x1

2m′

1

+
p
2

x2

2m′

2

]+ [ 2mc

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

] 421.5
+55.1

mb

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 5415.7

C22 9.6 12.5 (2,3) -42.6 -287.8(Ωbbb) V C(12) + V C(13) + V C(23)
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

−
3
2
D

-127.8
-102.0
-102.0

-1474.5

mb

mb+mc̄

9
8
mbc̄ 5336.5

C33 12.6 (1,4) -68.0

Quark Mass 19865.0 19865.0 0.0 (2,4) -68.0

Confinement
Potential

-2985.8 -3485.2 499.4
(3,4) -68.0 Subtotal 14699.3 14325.8

V C

Subtotal
-528.3 -1027.7 499.4

(1,5) -68.0

c-quark

mc

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mb

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(14) + V C(24) + V C(34)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
145.5

+115.2
-102.0

3.6
-491.5

mc

mb+mc

9
8
mcb 1802.4

(2,5) -68.0 −
1
2

1
8
mcc̄ -191.8

(3,5) -68.0

(4,5) 7.2 -164.2(J/ψ)

Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1588.8 1610.6

Kinetic
Energy

998.2 1091.1 -92.9

(1,2) 0.256 0.197(Ωbbb)

b̄-quark

mb

1
2

p
2

x3

2m′

3

+ 1
2

3mc̄

3mc+2mb̄

p
2

x4

2m′

4
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25) + V C(35)]

1
2
V C(45)
−

1
2
D

1918.0
145.5

+115.2
-102.0

3.6
-491.5

mc̄

mc̄+mb

9
8
mbc̄ 1776.0

(1,3) 0.256 0.197(Ωbbb) −
1
2

1
8
mcc̄ -191.8

(2,3) 0.256 0.197(Ωbbb)

(1,4) 0.311

(2,4) 0.311 Subtotal 1588.8 1584.2

CS
Interaction

24.1 43.0 -18.9
(3,4) 0.311

CS
Interaction

5
8
[V S(12) + V S(13) + V S(23)]

+ 3
8
V S(45)

17.3

6.7

5
8
vbb

1
8
vcc̄

19.2

10.6
(1,5) 0.311

Total
Contribution

494.0 106.3 387.7

(2,5) 0.311

(3,5) 0.311 Subtotal 24.1 29.8

(4,5) 0.364 0.318(J/ψ) Total 17901.0 17550.4



15

quark model being about 300 MeV larger than those in
the CMI model directly.

C. ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ systems

The ccbbc̄ and ccbbb̄ systems need to satisfy the
{12}{34}5 symmetry. There is one JP = 5/2− state, four
JP = 3/2− states, and four JP = 1/2− states in these
two systems. Meanwhile, we think all of these states are
genuine pentaquark states.
For JP = 5/2− ccbbc̄ and ccbbb̄ states, their masses

are 14637.5 MeV and 17851.7 MeV, respectively. Ac-
cordingly, their blind energies BT are +272.1 MeV and
+319.0 MeV, respectively. Relative to other lowest
states, we find that the JP = 5/2− ccbbc̄ state is most
likely to be stable against the strong decay. However,
even this state can still decay into a baryon and a meson
through strong interaction.
Here, we show the masses, corresponding variational

parameters, the internal contribution from each term,
and the relative lengths between quarks for the JP =
3/2− and JP = 1/2− ccbbc̄ (ccbbb̄) states in Table XII
(XIII). Based on Tables XII and XIII, we find the ccbbc̄
and ccbbb̄ systems have similar situations as previously
discussed systems. One notes that the V C of ccbbc̄ sys-
tem is much more attractive than that of bbccb̄ system.
In Tables XII and XIII, we also give the comparisons

for the masses according to the constituent quark model
and the CMI model. According to Table XIII, we notice
that the effective c quark mass of the constituent quark
model is slightly larger than that from the CMI model.
For color spin interaction term, the differences between
each other are negligible. The main difference between
the constituent quark model and the CMI model comes
from the effective quark masses b and b̄, which lead to the
ccbbb̄ masses in the constituent quark model being about
250 MeV larger than those in the CMI model directly.
This seems to suggest that the effective quark mass in-
creases as the number of hadronic quarks increases.
As for the color spin interaction term, we find that

the JP = 3/2− ccbbc̄ (ccbbb̄) state has a similar values
while the JP = 1/2− ccbbc̄ (ccbbb̄) state has small differ-
ence between the constituent quark model and the CMI
model. However, the small differences are still negligible.
In summary, the color spin interaction of quark and anti-
quark results in the mass gaps of corresponding mesons,
and thus the mass gaps in the two quark models are con-
sistent.

IV. SUMMARY

The discovery of fully charmed tetraquark state give
us strong confidence to find the fully heavy pentaquark
state. Furthermore, all of the fully heavy pentaquarks
are flavor exotic. In this work, we use the variational
method with the spatial wave function in the a simple

Gaussian form to systematically investigate the masses
of fully heavy pentaquark states within the constituent
quark model. Moreover, we also give the corresponding
internal contributions, relative lengths, and the compar-
isons with the CMI model.
We repeat to calculate the masses of traditional

hadrons including the Ξcc with the variational method
and the same set of parameters in order to check the
reliability. We construct the spatial wave functions in a
simple Gaussian form and the wave functions in the color
⊗ spin space based on the permutation group property.
Based on these wave functions, we obtain the masses for
the lowest states with different JP quantum numbers.
Then we also give the contributions from the quark mass
term, kinetic energy part, confinement potential part,
and color spin interaction part. Meanwhile, we also cal-
culate the length between quarks to explain the mag-
nitude of confinement potential part. Correspondingly,
we also provide the numerical results for lowest baryon-
meson threshold.
There is only a JP = 3/2− and a JP = 1/2− state in

each of the ccccc̄, bbbbb̄, ccccb̄, and bbbbc̄ systems due to
the {1234}5 symmetry, and the V C of two bbbbb̄ states
seems to be more attractive relative to other systems.
For the cccbc̄, bbbcb̄, cccbb̄, and bbbcc̄ systems, there is
only one JP = 3/2− and two JP = 1/2− genuine states
in every system. The reason is that other states are con-
sidered as scattering states whose variational parameter
C33 ∼ 0 meaning the distance between the baryon and
the meson approaches infinity. For the ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄
systems, there is one JP = 5/2−, four JP = 1/2−, and
four JP = 1/2− genuine states in every system.
In summary, we find that all of the lowest states have

a large positive binding energy BT . Hence, we conclude
that there are no stable fully heavy pentaquark states,
which means that all of them can decay into a baryon and
a meson through the strong interaction. This conclusion
is same with Ref. [70] in which it is pointed out that
no bound multiquark state is found that contains solely
heavy quarks c or b within standard quark models.
As for the comparison with the CMI model, we have

found that the masses calculated in constituent model are
generally larger than the results in the CMI model. The
main differences come from the effective quark mass. On
the contrary, the contribution from the color spin terms
from two different models are similar, and thus the mass
gaps in the two quark models are consistent. All in all,
we hope our work will stimulate the interests in the fully
heavy pentaquark system.
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TABLE XII. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution from each term in the Hamiltonian, and the relative lengths
between quarks for ccbbb̄ system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

ccbbb̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ω∗

ccbηb Difference (i, j) Vaule Ω∗
ccbηb Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 17784.9 17452.9 332.0 (1,2) 76.2

b-quark

2mb

[
p
2

x1

2m′

1

] + [ 1
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 1
3

2mc

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(12)]+ 1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

10686.0
193.5
118.2
+13.1

76.2
-304.0
-77.6

-983.0

1
2
mbb 4763.8

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11

C22

C33

C44

17.7
32.4
9.8
9.0

10.4
15.1
57.4

(1,3) -38.8 -98.4(Ω∗
ccb)

mb

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 6017.1

(2,3) -38.8 1
2
×−

1
4
mbb̄ -1180.6

(1,4) -38.8 -98.4(Ω∗
ccb)

Quark Mass 19865.0 19865.0 0.0 (2,4) -38.8

Confinement
Potential

-3140.7 -3578.7 438.0
(3,4) -34.7 -45.4(Ω∗

ccb) Subtotal 9722.4 9600.3

V C

Subtotal
-683.2 -1121.2 438.0

(1,5) -304.0

c-quark

2mc

[
p
2

x3

2m′

3

] + [ 3mb

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(34)]+ 1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

3836.0 −
1
4
mcc -792.9

(2,5) -304.0 -879.1(ηb) 299.7
+164.5

mc

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 2003.0

(3,5) 19.2 -34.7
19.2

-77.6
-983.0

mc

mc+mb

5
4
mcb̄ 1973.7

(4,5) 19.2

Relative Lengths (fm)

Kinetic
Energy

1051.7 1208.6 -156.9

(1,2) 0.267 Subtotal 3224.1 3183.8

(1,3) 0.334 0.305(Ω∗
ccb)

b̄-quark

mb

[ 2
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 2
3

2mc

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

- 1
2
D

5343.0
236.4
+26.2
-304.0
19.2

-491.5

mb

mc+mb

5
4
mcb̄ 5929.2

(2,3) 0.334 1
2
×−

1
4
mbb̄ -1180.6

(1,4) 0.334 0.305(Ω∗
ccb)

(2,4) 0.334

CS
Interaction

13.1 -42.0 55.1
(3,4) 0.359 0.349(Ω∗

ccb) Subtotal 4829.3 4748.6

(1,5) 0.217
CS

Interaction

3
4
[V S(12)] + 1

2
[V S(34)] 6.4

+9.2
1
4
vbb + 1

6
vcc

7.7
+9.5

(2,5) 0.217 0.148(ηb) −
1
8
[V S(35) + V S(45)] -2.6 −

1
12
vcb̄ -3.9

Total
Contribution

17789.1 17452.9 336.2

(3,5) 0.322 Subtotal 13.1 13.2

(4,5) 0.322 Total 17788.9 17554.2

JP = 1
2

−
Value Ωccbηb Difference (i, j) Vaule Ωccbηb Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 17784.5 17418.5 366.0 (1,2) 79.7

b-quark

2mb

[
p
2

x1

2m′

1

] + [ 1
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 1
3

2mc

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(12)]+ 1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

10686.0
200.1
116.5
+13.3

79.7
-305.0
-80.6

-983.0

1
2
mbb 4763.8

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11

C22

C33

C44

18.3
32.0
9.9
9.1

10.8
16.1
57.4

(1,3) -40.3 -109.4(Ωccb) mb

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 6017.1

(2,3) -40.3 1
2
×−

1
4
mbb̄ -1180.6

(1,4) -40.3 -109.4(Ωccb)

Quark Mass 19865.0 19865.0 0.0 (2,4) -40.3

Confinement
Potential

-3145.7 -3608.2 462.5
(3,4) -36.0 -52.8(Ωccb) Subtotal 9727.0 9600.3

V C

Subtotal
-688.2 -1150.7 462.5

(1,5) -305.0

c-quark

2mc

[
p
2

x3

2m′

3

] + [ 3mb

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(34)]+ 1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

3836.0 −
1
4
mcc -792.9

(2,5) -305.0 -879.1(ηb) 301.7
+166.2

mc

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 2003.0

(3,5) 19.5 -36.0
19.5

-80.6
-983.0

mc

mc+mb

5
4
mcb̄ 1973.7

(4,5) 19.5

Relative Lengths (fm)

Kinetic
Energy

1057.2 1238.0 -181.0

(1,2) 0.263 Subtotal 3223.8 3183.8

(1,3) 0.334 0.305(Ω∗
ccb)

b̄-quark

mb

[ 2
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 2
3

2mc

3mb+2mc

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

- 1
2
D

5343.0
232.9
+26.5
-305.0

19.5
-491.5

mb

mc+mb

5
4
mcb̄ 5929.2

(2,3) 0.332 1
2
×−

1
4
mbb̄ -1180.6

(1,4) 0.332 0.305(Ω∗
ccb)

(2,4) 0.332

CS
Interaction

21.1 -76.3 97.4
(3,4) 0.357 0.349(Ω∗

ccb) Subtotal 4825.4 4748.6

(1,5) 0.217
CS

Interaction

3
4
[V S(12)] + 1

2
[V S(34)] 6.6

+9.2
1
4
vbb + 1

6
vcc

7.7
+9.5

(2,5) 0.217 0.148(ηb) 1
4
[V S(35) + V S(45)] 5.2 1

6
vcb̄ 7.6

Total
Contribution

17797.5 17418.5 378.9

(3,5) 0.321 Subtotal 21.1 26.9

(4,5) 0.321 Total 17797.3 17554.2
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TABLE XIII. The masses, variational parameters, the contribution from each term in the Hamiltonian, and the relative lengths
between quarks for ccbbc̄ system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. IV.

ccbbc̄ The contribution from each term V C

Overall
Present Work CMI Model

JP = 3
2

−
Value Ω∗

bbcηc Difference (i, j) Vaule Ω∗
bbcηc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 14579.4 14271.7 307.7 (1,2) 2.0

c-quark

2mc

[
p
2

x1

2m′

1

] + [ 1
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 1
3

2mb

3mc+2mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(12)]+ 1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

3836.0
256.0

+106.1
+40.5

2.0
-43.7
-73.6

-983.0

1
2
mcc 1585.8

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11

C22

C33

C44

8.4
10.5
24.1
10.0

26.0
8.5

15.0

(1,3) -36.8 -131.2(Ω∗
bbc) mc

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 2003.0

(2,3) -36.8 1
2
×−

1
4
mcc̄ -383.6

(1,4) -36.8 -131.2(Ω∗
bbc)

Quark Mass 16440.0 16440.0 0.0 (2,4) -36.8

Confinement
Potential

-2872.6 -3193.0 320.4
(3,4) -218.8 -235.9(Ω∗

bbc) Subtotal 3140.4 3205.2

V C

Subtotal
-415.1 -735.5 320.4

(1,5) -43.7

b-quark

2mb

[
p
2

x3

2m′

3

] + [ 3mc

3mc+2mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(34)]+ 1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

10686.0 −
1
4
mbb -2381.9

(2,5) -43.7 -237.2(ηc) 263.4
+65.4

mb

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 6017.1

(3,5) 18.0 -218.8
+18.0
-73.6

-983.0

mb

mc̄+mb

5
4
mbc̄ 5929.2

(4,5) 18.0

Relative Lengths (fm)

Kinetic
Energy

1024.9 1080.9 -56.0

(1,2) 0.388 Subtotal 9757.4 9564.4

(1,3) 0.337 0.281(Ω∗
bbc)

c̄-quark

mc

[ 2
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 2
3

2mb

3mc+2mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

- 1
2
D

1918.0
212.2
+81.1
-43.7
18.0

-491.5

mc̄

mc̄+mb

5
4
mbc̄ 1973.7

(2,3) 0.337 1
2
×−

1
4
mcc̄ -383.6

(1,4) 0.337 0.281(Ω∗
bbc)

(2,4) 0.337

CS
Interaction

15.3 -56.3 71.6
(3,4) 0.229 0.221(Ω∗

bbc) Subtotal 1694.1 1590.1

(1,5) 0.358
CS

Interaction

3
4
[V S(12)] + 1

2
[V S(34)] 12.2

+5.6
1
4
vcc + 1

6
vbb

14.2
+5.1

(2,5) 0.358 0.290(ηc) −
1
8
[V S(35) + V S(45)] -2.5 −

1
12
vbc̄ -3.9

Total
Contribution

14607.5 14271.6 336.0

(3,5) 0.326 Subtotal 15.3 15.4

(4,5) 0.326 Total 14607.1 14369.8

JP = 1
2

−
Value Ωbbcηc Difference (i, j) Vaule Ωbbcηc Contribution Value Contribution Value

Mass 14566.0 14232.7 333.3 (1,2) 6.6

c-quark

2mc

[
p
2

x1

2m′

1

] + [ 1
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 1
3

2mb

3mc+2mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(12)]+ 1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

3836.0
268.3

+104.2
+41.3

6.6
-43.8
-79.4

-983.0

1
2
mcc 1585.8

Variational
Parameters

(fm−2)

C11

C22

C33

C44

8.8
10.3
24.4
10.2

26.8
15.2
15.0

(1,3) -39.7 -145.0(Ωbbc) mc

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 2003.0

(2,3) -39.7 1
2
×−

1
4
mcc̄ -383.6

(1,4) -39.7 -237.2(Ωbbc)

Quark Mass 16440.0 16440.0 0.0 (2,4) -39.7

Confinement
Potential

-2882.5 -3227.8 438.0
(3,4) -221.7 -243.2(Ωbbc) Subtotal 3150.2 3205.2

V C

Subtotal
-425.0 -770.4 438.0

(1,5) -43.8

b-quark

2mb

[
p
2

x3

2m′

3

] + [ 3mc

3mc+2mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]

[V C(34)]+ 1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

1
2
[V C(13) + V C(23)]

+V C(14) + V C(24)]
-D

10686.0 −
1
4
mbb -2381.9

(2,5) -43.8 -237.2(ηc) 266.8
+66.7

mb

mc+mb

5
4
mcb 6017.1

(3,5) 18.2 -221.7
+18.2
-79.4

-983.0

mb

mc̄+mb

5
4
mbc̄ 5929.2

(4,5) 18.2

Relative Lengths (fm)

Kinetic
Energy

1038.4 1116.0 -156.9

(1,2) 0.379 Subtotal 9753.6 9564.4

(1,3) 0.333 0.272(Ωbbc)

c̄-quark

mc

[ 2
3

p
2

x2

2m′

2

] + [ 2
3

2mb

3mc+2mb

p
2

x4

2m′

4

]
1
2
[V C(15) + V C(25)]

1
2
[V C(35) + V C(45)]

- 1
2
D

1918.0
208.4
+82.6
-43.8
18.2

-491.5

mc̄

mc̄+mb

5
4
mbc̄ 1973.7

(2,3) 0.333 1
2
×−

1
4
mcc̄ -383.6

(1,4) 0.333 0.272(Ωbbc)

(2,4) 0.333

CS
Interaction

23.4 -95.4 55.1
(3,4) 0.228 0.217(Ωbbc) Subtotal 1691.9 1590.1

(1,5) 0.358
CS

Interaction

3
4
[V S(12)] + 1

2
[V S(34)] 12.7

+5.6
1
4
vcc + 1

6
vbb

14.2
+5.1

(2,5) 0.358 0.290(ηc) 1
4
[V S(35) + V S(45)] 5.1 1

6
vbc̄ 7.9

Total
Contribution

17789.1 17452.9 336.2

(3,5) 0.325 Subtotal 23.4 27.1

(4,5) 0.325 Total 14619.1 14391.1
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[42] R. Maciu la, W. Schäfer and A. Szczurek, “On the mech-
anism of T4c(6900) tetraquark production,” Phys. Lett.
B 812 (2021), 136010.

[43] A. Szczurek, R. Maciu la and W. Schäfer, What is the
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