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The LHCb collaboration reported a fully charmed tetraquark state X(6900) in the invariant mass
spectrum of J/v 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 ﬂﬁ] 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-
SIU%WASA [17] and WASA-at-COSY Collaborations

,119], and it is expected to be a six-quark configuration
only composed of u,d quarks. The LHCb Collaboration
has reported P, states which can be the hidden-charm
molecular pentaquark states m—lﬁ] Recently, a narrow
doubly charmed tetraquark state named as the T, state
was observed at LHC ﬂﬁ, ], and it is an explicitly ex-
otic hadron.

Moreover, the LHCb collaboration noticed a narrow
structure in J/t¢-pair invariant mass of approximately
6.9 GeV with significance greater than 5 o [20]. This
structure is expected to be a ccéc configuration. The
relevant properties of the fully heavy tetraquark state
have been studied, such as the decay behavior [21)], inner
configuration s spectra M], and the pro-
duction mechanism [36-144]. 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/¢ meson with the ... 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 ﬂﬁ] The gqQQ 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(17) udbb state, was predicated and supported
by other works Park et al. improved the po-
tential terms in the constituent model and systemically
calculated the P. states, the doubly heavy tetraquark
states, and many dibaryons with different configurations

]. Tt 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 QQQQQ has been
systematically investigated [68], and a JF = 3/2~ ccbbb
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 ccccé and bbbbb states and obtain three bound
three fully heavy pentaquarks @] However, it still needs
to be further confirmed by solving accurately the five-
body problem for the configurations as pointed out in
Ref. @] Richard et al. have used a potential model
to investigate QQQQ tetraquarks ﬂﬂ] and QQOQQQ
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 @]

Moreover, the fully heavy QQQQQ pentaquark states
was calculated with the QCD sum rule [73], and the
mass spectrums are predicted to be 7.41 GeV for the
ccece state, and 21.6 GeV for the bbbbb state, respec-
tively. If the fully heavy pentaquark states are the
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diquark-diquark-antiquark type, QCD sum rules give
that Mecece = 7.93£0.15 GeV and M5 = 23.914£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. [l Then we show
the numerical results and discussion for the masses of the
fully heavy pentaquarks obtained from the variational
method in Sec. [IIl Finally, we give a short summary in

Sec. V1

II. HAMILTONIAN AND WAVE FUNCTIONS

‘We choose a nonrelativistic Hamiltonian of the follow-
ing form [5§

S\ 2 45 2 20" N

where m; is the i-th (anti)quark mass, the color opera-
tor A§/2 is the Gell-Mann matrix for the i-th quark and
replaced with —\¢* for antiquark. The V.9 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 sz 9 is the hyperfine potential
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where m; (m;) is the mass of the i-th (j-th) quark, and
r;; is distance between ¢-th and j-th quark. For rp;; and
k', we have

m;m;
1:1 — )
1o /<a+ﬂmi+mj>
=g (14— 3
. no< s 3)

The parameters in Egs. () and (@] are chosen from Ref.
[58] and given in Table I Here, x and &’ are the cou-
plings of the Coulomb and hyperfine potentials, respec-
tively, and they are proportional to the running coupling
constant as(r) of QCD. The Coulomb and hyperfine in-
teraction can be deduced from the one-gluon-exchange
model. 1/a? represents the strength of linear potential.
T0s5 is the Gaussian-smearing parameter. Further, we in-
troduce kg and ~y in k' 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 K ao D
Value |120.0 MeV fm | 0.0318119 (MeV ~'fm)*/2 | 983 MeV

Parameter o 8 Me
Value 1.0499 fm™' | 0.0008314 (MeVfm)™' |1918 MeV

Parameter Ko o my
Value | 194.144 MeV 0.00088 MeV ! 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 ccccé, ceecb,
bbbbé, and bbbbb systems; (2) the first three quarks are
identical: the cccbé, cccbb, bbbee, and bbbch systems; (3)
the two pairs of quarks are identical: the ccbbé and ccbbb
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 ﬂﬁ]

1
X1 = \/;(1‘1 - 1'2);

2 <m11‘1 +m2r2>}
xo=1/= |rs— (——— | |
3| mi + meo

1
X3 = §(r4 —r5);

o — 9- miri + Mmoro + Ms3rs B mqyr4 + msrs 4
4 5| mi1 + mo + mg my + ms

The Jacobian coordinates in Eq. (@) can be used for
the ccbbe and ccbbb states if the masses are arranged as
follows:

My = Mo = Me, M3 = Mg, My = M5 = My, for ccbbé,

My = Mg = My, M3 = My, Mg = ms = m, for ccbbb.(5)

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

R = exp[—Ci1x] — Caox3 — C33x3 — Cuax3],

(6)

(4)



where C11, Cos, C33, and Cyy are the variational param-
eters. In this work we only consider the S-wave pen-
taquarks. Then spatial function in Eq.(0]) is symmetric

TABLE II. The value of reduced mass m; in Eq. () for
different states.

between 1 and 2, and at the same time symmetric be- States |m) mh my  mh |States|m| m, m} m
tween 4 and 5. We will denote this symmetry property ; ( )
. . _ — Mem 5me(me+m
of spatial function by [12]3[45]. ceeet | Me Me Me  Me | ceebC | Me Me i S50k
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mip = Mo = M3 = Mg, Mg = My, M5 = Mg for cecbe, _
- bbbbe | my mp My % bbbce | my mp  Mme gomj‘rg”’
mp = My = M3 = Me, Mg = My, M5 = my, for cccbb, mpFme 3mp+2me
— 7 Smem = Smem
my = Mo = M3 = My, Mg = M., M5 = Mg for bbbee, ceebb | me me ey gt | bbbed | my my me ET

my = mg = m3 = My, My = M, ms = my, for bbbcb.(7)

Similarly, we also give a single Gaussian form of cccbe,
ccebb, bbbee, and bbbeb states by

R = exp[—Cqy (x3 +x3) — C’ggxg — C33x7)], (8)

where C11, Cas, and (33 are the variational parameters.
The spatial function in Eq.(®) is symmetric among 1,2,
and 3. We can denote this symmetry property of spatial
function by [123]45.

For ccccé, cceeh, bbbbé, and bbbbb states, their spatial
wave function needs to have the [1234]5 property. Ac-
cording to discussion in Ref. @], the four Jacobian co-
ordinates can be

1
X1 = 5(1'1 —Tro+r3—ry);

1
Xy = 5(1'1 —ry —r3+ry);

1
X3 = 5(1‘1 +I‘2 — I3 —I‘4);

1

Xy = —(1'1 —|—I‘2 —|—I‘3 —|—I‘4 —41‘5). (9)

2V
and the spatial wave function is
R = exp[—(Cu1 (x] +x3 +x3) — Ca2(x4)”)], (10

where C11 and Cyo are variational parameters.
At the same time, it is useful to introduce the kinetic
term in the center-of-mass frame

5 p2 p2 p2 p2 p2
T — L — 1 T2 T3 T4 ,
¢ ; 2m;  2m) + 2m}, + 2m/ + 2m}

(11)

where different states have different reduced masses m;
and we show them in Table[Tll

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. [TAlL

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 M] 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:

1[2] 1[3] 1[4]
Gy = i ® (5)3702 = 3 ® (5)3703 = z ® (5)3
K1 K1 3]
(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 QQQQQ 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:

5

J =2 {I23[AT5),

;3 [1[2[374] [1]2[3[5] [1][2[4]5] [1[3[4]5]

_22 17i 273 372 4,

5 L [172[3] [112]4] [1]3[4] [A3[5] [1]2[5]

T2 s BB LA S RA SBA
(14)

According to these ten Young tableaux, we can obtain
three Young diagrams without particle 5:
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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.@) or ([IQ).

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. () and the parameters in
Table[ll We show the results in Table[[TIl 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.

[68):

BT = Mpentaquark - Mbaryon - Mmeson7 (17)

where Mpentaquark 1S the mass of ground pentaquark
states; Mparyon and Miyeson 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 = 1/27 pentaquark states, they
are octet baryons + pseudoscalar mesons or decuplet
baryons + vector mesons. While for the J¥ = 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-

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

1

4]

[

3

|pl>|[\>>—~

SIS
S3

|OJ|[\>>—~

4

|>J>|N>)—l

2[3]
5 )

S3

(16)

[ o] =

|C,0}—l

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

[68).

Here, we also define the V¢ 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¢ and kinetic energy are repulsive, and
therefore the contribution from the color spin interaction
becomes important in these circumstances @] 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. [6§], 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.



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 Cj; in Eq. (@) and they are in units of

fm 2.

Meson J/ Ne T M Be. B}
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 Qece | Qoo ceo | Qeev | Qe Qbbe
Theoretical | 4801.4 |14421.6 | 8063.8 | 8029.5 | 11273.2 | 11234.2
Parameters | a=9.3 | az39.5 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 See e 7 Ae A b))
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. ccccé, bbbbb, cccch, and bbbbé systems

Firstly we investigate the ccccé, bbbbb, ccecb, and bbbbé
systems. These four systems need to satisfy the {1234}5
symmetry. There are only J¥ =3/27 and a JF =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 [VUVTI, respectively.

Among four systems, it is J = 1/2~ bbbbe state that
is most likely to be stable against the strong decay ac-
cording to the Tables [VIIVTIl However, even this state is
still much above the corresponding lowest baryon-meson
threshold, and its binding energy Br = +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 cccce system as an example. Accord-
ing to Table[[V] the masse of J© = 3/27 and J* =1/2~
ccece states are 8144.6 MeV and 8193.2 MeV, respec-
tively. Meanwhile, their binding energy Br 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= (J¥ = 1/27) 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 ¢ — ¢ between (ccc), the ¢ — ¢, and the
(cce) — (cc) pairs. Accordingly, the sum of the internal
kinetic energies of Qccene or QeeeJ/1 states comes from
the three internal ¢—c between (ccc) and ¢—¢. Therefore,
cccec system has an additional kinetic energy needed to
bring the Qecene or Qeeed /1) into a compact configuration.
The actual kinetic energies of the ¢ — ¢ of (ccc) and ¢ — ¢
in the pentaquark state are smaller than those inside the
Qeeene and Qeeed /1) system. Meanwhile, even if consider-
ing the additional kinetic energy between the (cec) — (c)
pairs, the total kinetic energies in the ccccc states are still
smaller than that of the lowest baryon-meson threshold.
The relative length between the pair ¢ — ¢ (¢ — ¢) are
longer in the pentaquark. Thus the contributions from
V¢ 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 Br. The cccec states cannot
bind into a compact configuration.

Compared to the ccccé states, the VC between the
heavy quarks seems to be more attractive in the bbbbb
states, which is also consistent with Refs. m, @] The
reason comes from the smaller relative length between the
pair b—b (b—b) which is 0.55 times that of c—c (c—¢) in
pentaquark states. These show that the relative heavy
quark pairs (bb and bb) are much more compact than
the relative light quark pairs (cc and ¢¢). However, the
quark-antiquark distances are still longer than those of T
and 7y, and this leads to a smaller attraction in the bbbbb
states. Thus, the bbbbb 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 @] Here, we take the bbbbc system as an ex-
ample. In the CMI model, the masses of J© = 3/2~ and
1/27 states are constructed as the following formulas:



TABLE IV. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for ccccé
system and their lowest baryon-meson thresholds. Here, (7,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™?).

ccece The contribution from each term Ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera.
Jr =3 Value  Qceene Difference|(4,5) 27 Qeeene Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 8144.6 7800.0  344.6 |(1,2) 81 -22.7(Qcce) 4, 7672.0 Smmec  AT57.3
. B 2 2 2
Variational | ¢ | 86 9.3 (1.3) 81 -22.7(Qecc) TooyooTaoy 2t 781 Lmee 15343
Parameters ™ ™2 o2 ™3
(fm~—2) Coo 53  15.0 (2,3) 81 -22.7(Qece) T 32.3
C C
Quark Mass 9590.0 9590.0 0.0 |(1,4) 8.1 vV (12) + V7 (13)+
Confi P ial -2423.8 -2762.7  338.9 Vo +VI(+ 486
onfinement Potential - 8 - . . (274) 8.1 c-quark VC(24)+VC(34)
(3,4) 8.1 sVeay+veas)
(175) 3.7 +Vc(23)+vc(l4)] :
V¢ Subtotal 33.7 -3052 3389 (25) -3.7 -2D -1966
(3,5) -3.7 Subtotal 6560.6 6291.6
(4,5) -3.7 -237.2(n.) me 1918.0 Lmee 1534.3
2
o Relative Lengths (fm) ame Py 129.0
Kinetic Energy 942.4 1021.1 -78.7 mehme 2my
(1,2) 0.409 0.370(Qccc) & quark %[VCC(12)+VCC 13) .,
) (1,3) 0.409 0.370(ecc) +V(23) + VT (14)]
CS Interaction 36.0 -48.5 84.5
(2,3) 0.409 0.370(Qcec) iD -491.5
(1,4) 0.409 Subtotal 1548.1 1534.3
Total Contribution 10121 667.4 3447 [(24) 0.409 =V (12) + V>(13)
+VS(23) +VS(14) 525 L0ce 66.2
(3,4) 0.409 s +V5(24) + V5(34)]
(1’5) 0.385 Interaction —%[VS(15)+VS(25) _ 1, R
S /e s 16.5 1ves 28.4
(2,5) 0.385 +V>(35) + V7 (45)]
(3,5) 0.385 Subtotal 35.9 37.8
(4,5) 0.385 0.290(n.) Total 8144.6 7863.6
JE = %7 Value Qecced/9 Difference | (4, j) %7 QeceJ /) Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 8193.2 7893.6  299.6 |[(1,2) 11.6 -22.7(Qecc) 4m,. 7672.0 3mee  4757.3
B A 2 2 2
Variational Chi 8.9 9.3 (1.3) 11.6 -22.7(Qeee) ;’”1, + ;’”% + ;“‘f 746.9 %mcé 1534.3
Parameters ™ M2 o, =M
(fm~2) Cias 52 125 (2,3) 11.6 -22.7(Qece) T ;Zlé 31.7
C C
Quark Mass 9590.0 9590.0 0.0 [(14) 116 V= (12) + VT (13)+
Confi - o] f Ve (23) +Ve(14)+  69.6
onfinement Potential -2385.0 -2689.7 304.7 (2,4) 11.6 c-quark VO(24)+VC(34)
(34) 116 Ve +veas)
(15 0.7 +VO@3) +ved)]
V¢ Subtotal 725 -2322 3047 (25 0.7 -2D -1966
(3,5) 0.7 Subtotal 6555.6 6291.6
(4,5) 0.7 -164.2(J/) me 1918.0 mes 1534.3
2
o Relative Lengths (fm) e ;“”1, 126.8
Kinetic Energy 905.4 945.0 -39.6 metme 2my
(1,2) 0.416 0.370(Qcc) e quark %[v§(12)+vcc(13) 14
, (1,3) 0.416 0.370(Qece) +VE(23) + VT (14)]
CS Interaction 82.8 48.3 34.5
(2,3) 0.416 0.370(Qece) iD -491.5
(1,4) 0.416 Subtotal 1554.7 1534.3
Total Contribution ~ 1060.7 761.1  299.6 |(24) 0.416 3V (12) + V>(13)
+V5(23) + V5 (14)  50.9 Lvee 66.2
(3,4) 0.416 s +VS(24) + VS (34)]
(1’5) 0.393 Interaction %[VS(15) + VS(25) 31.8 21} _ 56.7
(2,5) 0.393 +VEE5) + VI(E)] T R '
(3,5) 0.393 Subtotal 82.8 123.0
s . . ota. . .
(4,5) 0.393 0.318(.J/¢) | Total 8193.2 7948.8




TABLE V. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for cccch
system and their lowest baryon-meson threshold. The notations are same as those of Table. [Vl

cceeh The contribution from each term Ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JP=3" Value QceeBe Difference| (i,5) 27 QceeBe Contribution Value |Contribution Value
Mass 11477.8 11089.3  388.5 |(1,2) -5.6 -22.7(Qce) 4mc 7672.0 3 Mce 4757.3
N N 2
Variational | ¢, 89 93 (1.3) -5.6 -22.7(Qece) "“ +1 Pey 8126 | —Me m, 1577.5
Parameters metmy
(fm™2) Co 81 229 (2,3) -5.6 -22.7(Qece) 4m7:L+bmh ;’;; 49.4
C
Quark Mass 13015.0 130150 0 |(1,4) -5.6 vea)+v (13)+
, Ve (23) +ve(4)+ -333
Confinement Potential -2520.8 -2940.3 419.5 (2,4) -5.6 c-quark VC(24)+VO(34)
(3.4) -5.6 %[v§(15)+vcc(25) 150
(1,5) -7.5 +VE(35) + V(45)]
V¢ Subtotal -63.3 -482.8 4195  (25) -75 -2D -1966.0
(3,5) -7.5 Subtotal 6519.7 6334.8
45) -7.5 -414.8(B. me 5343.0 b g  A744.8
( ) ) ( me+mg cb
2
o Relative Lengths (fm) e ;“, 70.9
Kinetic Energy 932.9 1037.2 -104.3 Mettmy 2my
(1,2) 0.381 0.370(Qece) &quark 1ve(12) + v (13) 150
+V9(23) + VE(14)] :
_ (1,3) 0.381 0.370(Qece)
CS Interaction 50.7 -22.6 73.3
(2,3) 0.381 0.370(ece) iD -491.5
(1,4) 0.381 Subtotal 4907.4 4744.8
Total Contribution ~ 920.3 5318 3885 |(2,4) 0.381 = (V7(12) +V7(13)
+VS(23) +VS(14) 88T Tee 66.2
(3,4) 0.381 s +V5(24) + VS (34)]
(1’5) 0.377 Interaction _i[vs(15)+vs(25) _ S B
s s 8.0 Lo 15.7
(2,5) 0.377 +V7(35) + V7 (45)]
(3,5) 0.377 Subtotal 50.7 50.5
(4,5) 0.377 0.234(B.) | Total 11477.8 11130.1
JP = i Value QceeB; Difference|(4,5) 27 QeeeB: Contribution Value |Contribution Value
Mass 115015 11151.9  350.0 |(1,2) -3.6 -22.7(Qece) 4m. 7672.0 3 Mece 4757.3
Variati 1 pz pr px Mme _
P:;;?n Lot‘;?q Cn 8.7 9.3 (1.3) -3.6 -22.7(Qece) T o +2mf 7937 | SHs-me 15775
— my, P1
(fm~2) Cao 8.0 202 (2,3) -3.6 -22.7(Qece) Tt 3 48.9
(e
Quark Mass 13015.0 130150 0 (14) -3.6 (12)+V (13)+
Confi Potential 386.2 Vo@n+VE(+ 216
onfinement Potential -2499.7 -2885.9 . (2,4) -3.6 c-quark VE(24) + vV (34)
(34) -3.6 sVeas) +veeEs) o,
(1,5) -5.2 +VE(35) + VE (45)]
VY Subtotal -42.2 -428.4  386.2  (2,5) -52 -2D -1966.0
(3,5) -5.2 Subtotal 6516.6 6334.8
(4,5) -5.2 -360.4(B}) me 5343.0 n—t’mﬁmb 4744.8
2
o Relative Lengths (fm) I dme ;’,”, 70.2
Kinetic Energy 912.8 981.5  -68.7 metmg 2my
— C C
(1,2) 0.385 0.370(Qeee) b-quark 2[VC(15) +vc 25) o4
(1,3) 0.385 0.370(Cece) +VE(35) + VT (45)]
CS Interaction 73.3 41.3 32.0
(2,3) 0.385 0.370(Qeec) iD -491.5
(1,4) 0.385 Subtotal 4911.3 4744.8
Total Contribution  943.9  594.4  349.7 [(2.4) 0.385 V" (12) + V7(13)
+VS(23) +VS(14)  BTT T0ec 66.2
(3:4) 0.385 s +VS(24) + V5 (34)]
(1’5) 0.382 Interaction %[Vs(w) +VS(25) 2, _
s s 15.6 2vep 31.5
(2,5) 0.382 +V?>(35) + V> (45)]
(3,5) 0.382 Subtotal 73.3 97.7
(4,5) 0.382 0.250(B.) | Total 11501.3 11177.3




TABLE VI. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contribution, and the relative lengths between quarks for bbbbe
system and their lowest baryon-meson threshold. The notations are same as those of Table. A

bbbbe The contribution from each term Ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JE = %7 Quop B Difference Vaule Qupop Be Contribution Value |Contribution Value
Mass 20974.5 20709.5  265.0 -80.8 -287.9(ppp) 4my, 21372.0 Smy 14309.4
0 n 2 2 2
Variational | ¢ 32.5 -80.8 -287.9(Qvp) Dh 4P Ph 8166 | L ompe 47836
Parameters m) ml 2 m b +me
(fn~2) Coo 22.9 -80.8 -287.9(Quis) e 20.5
C C
Quark Mass 232000 0 -80.8 v (12)+V (13)+
. VE(23) + vV (14)4+ -484.8
Confinement Potential -3394.7 -3735.8 341.1 -80.8 b-quark VC(24)+VC(34)
-80.8 1ve(12) +v9(13) 9962
1131 +VC(23) + VO (14)] )
V¢ Subtotal 212783 341.2 -113.1 -2D -1966.0
-113.1 Subtotal 19532.1 19093.0
5) -113.1 -414.8(B.) me 1918.0 | e—mye  1538.6
, ,
o Relative Lengths (fm) T ;’”, 228.2
Kinetic Energy 11832 -117.9 mytmy 2my
0.261 0~197(beb) &-quark %[VC(IQ) + VC(13) 996.9
C C - .
. 0.261  0.197(Qsp) +V=(23) + V= (14)]
CS Interaction -27.9 41.9
0.261  0.197(Qwwp) iD -491.5
0.261 Subtotal 1428.5 1538.6
Total Contribution 1230 265.1 0.261 (Vo (12) + V7(13)
+VS(23) +V9(14) 312 Zubs 35.8
0.261 s +VE(24) + V5 (34)]
0.225 Interaction _%[Vs(lf’) +V9(25) 173 L 157
0.254 +VE(35) + V5 (45)] 37t
0.254 Subtotal 14.0 20.1
0.254 0.234(B.) Total 20974.6 20651.7
JP = %_ Qupp B Difference Value  Qupp B2 Contribution Value |Contribution Value
Mass 20772.1  253.4 -77.0 -287.8(Qs) 4my 21372.0 Smuy, 14309.4
A n 2 2 2
Variational | ¢ | 32.5 7.0 -287.8(Qunp) Do 4P P 7789 | —Tmye 47836
Parameters ™ M2, SMs mpTmE
(fm~2) Coa 20.2 770 -287.8(Qwet) Tt B 20.0
C C
Quark Mass 232000 0.0 77,0 v _(12) 4+ V (13)+
. VE(23) + VP (14)+ -462.0
Confinement Potential -3350.5 -3681.4 330.9 -77.0 b-quark VC(24)+V0(34)
-77.0 sVea+veas) .
_107.8 +V9(23) +V°(14)] ’
VC Subtotal -1223.9  330.9 -107.8 -2D -1966.0
-107.8 Subtotal 19527.3 19093.0
5) -107.8 -360.4(B;) me 1918.0 | e—mye  1538.6
2
L Relative Lengths (fm) %’—7 ;’”, 223.3
Kinetic Energy 1127.5  -105.5 Mg 2y
0.266  0.197(Quup) & quark sVea) +veas) o
C C - .
. 3) 0.266 0.197(Qws) +V7(23) + V¥ (14)]
CS Interaction 36.0 27.7
3) 0.266 0.197(Qps) iD -491.5
4) 0.266 Subtotal 1434.2 1538.6
Total Contribution -60.4 253.3 4) 0.266 %[Vb(lg) + Vb(13)
+V5(23) +V9(14) 303 Zubs 35.8
4) 0.266 s +V5(24) + V5 (34)]
5) 0.231 Interaction _%[VS(LS) + VS(25) 33.5 2, _ 31.5
VS(35) + V5 (45)] : 300 :
5) 0.231 +V(
5) 0.231 Subtotal 63.7 67.2
5) 0.231 0.250(B;) Total 21025.3 20698.8




TABLE VII. The masses, variational parameters, the internal contributions, and the relative lengths between quarks for bbbbb
system and their lowest baryon-meson threshold. The notations are same as those of Table. [V]

bbbbb The contribution from each term Ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JP = %7 Value  Qceenp Difference| (4,5) Vaule Quob M Contribution Value |Contribution Value
Mass 24210.7 23810.6  400.1 |(1,2) -113.7 -287.9(Qws) 4my, 21372.0 Sy, 14309.4
;’2;;1?:;2 Chn 282 325 (1.3) -113.7 -287.9(Quu0) ;’;,1 + ;;22 + o p” 926.1 lmy 47225
(fm~2) Coo 175 574 (2,3) -113.7 -287.9(Qpot) Tt ;’;; 38.3
C
Quark Mass 267150 26715.0 0 |(1,4) -113.7 Ve(12) +VC(13)
Confi P ial -3649.6 -4200.2 X ( 3)+ VE(14)+ -682.2
onfinement Potential -3649.6 -4200. 550.6 (2,4) -113.7 b-quark ( )+VC(34)
(3:4) -113.7 1[VCC( )+v§(13) o5
(1,5) -127.4 +V5(23) + V= (14)]
V¢ Subtotal -1192.1 -1742.7 5506 (2,5) -127.4 -2D -1966.0
(3,5) -127.4 Subtotal 19433.4 19031.8
(4,5) -127.4 -879.1(mp) m; 5343.0 Lmyp 4722.5
2
o Relative Lengths (fm) 4ﬂ‘% ;“, 153.2
Kinetic Energy 1117.7 1338.5  -220.8 mptmg 2my
(1,2) 0.225 0.197(Qws) bquark %[v§(12)+vcc(13) o5
. (1,3) 0.225 0.197(Qss) +V7(23) + V¥ (14)]
CS Interaction 27.6 -41.7 69.3
(2,3) 0.409 0.197(Qws) iD -491.5
(1,4) 0.225 Subtotal 4749.9 47225
Total Contribution ~ -46.8 -446.9  400.1 |(2,4) 0.225 V7 (12) + V7(13) ]
+VS(23) +VS(14)  40.2 Loy, 35.8
(3,4) 0.225 s +V5(24) + VS (34)]
(1’5) 0.212 Interaction _%[;/s(ls) +;/5(25) -12.6 —Lug -15.3
(2,5) 0.212 +V7(35) + V= (45)] 3
(3,5) 0.212 Subtotal 27.6 20.5
(4,5) 0.212  0.148(m) Total 24210.9 23774.8
JP=1- Value Qupp T Difference | (¢,5) Value Qopp T Contribution Value |Contribution Value
2
Mass 24248.0 23890.5  357.5 |[(1,2) -110.0 -287.8( ) 4my, 21372.0 3 e 14309.4
n n 2
pariational | ¢, 272 325 (1.3) -110.0 -287.8(ms) L + Ty sols | dmy 47225
_ Py
(fm=2) Cos 172 49.7 (2,3) -110.0 -287.8(Qip) i e QCm‘a 37.5
Quark Mass 26715.0 267150 0 (1,4) -110.0 v _(12) 4V (13)+
e vE(23) + VY (14)+ -660.0
Confinement Potential -3609.6 -4117.8 508.2 (2,4) -110.0 b-quark VC(24) +Vc(34)
(3,4) -110.0 1 f(l )+V§(13) 46,0
(1,5) -123.0 +VE(23) + VE(14)]
V< Subtotal -1152.1 -1660.0  508.0  (2,5) -123.0 -2D -1966.0
(3,5) -123.0 Subtotal 19428.8 19031.8
(4,5) -123.0 -796.7(Y) m 5343.0 Lmyp 47225
2
L Relative Lengths (fm) 4ﬂ% ;”, 150.1
Kinetic Energy 1078.9 1253.2  -174.3 mptmy 2my
(1,2) 0.228 0.197(Qwp) bquark %[v§(12)+v5(13) 246.0
_ (1,3) 0.228 0.197(Qps) +V©(23) + VT (14)]
CS Interaction 63.6 40.0 23.6
(2,3) 0.228 0.197(Qps) iD -491.5
(1,4) 0.228 Subtotal 4755.6 47225
Total Contribution 9.6 -366.8 3573 |(2,4) 0.228 = [V°(12) +V>(13)
+VS(23) +VS(14) 391 Zows 35.8
(34) 0.228 s +V5(24) + VS (34)]
(175) 0.216 Interaction _i[VS(IS) + VS(25) 24.5 2, 30.7
s s . 3 Ubb .
(2,5) 0.216 +V?°(35) + V°(45)]
(3,5) 0.216 Subtotal 63.6 66.5
(4,5) 0.216  0.160(Y) Total 24248.0 23820.8
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3 1
Myr—z/2- = Smub +Mbe + Vb = Vb,
3 7 2
Mjyp_y)2- = oMb + mpe + g Ve + 3 Ve (18)

where mp, and mpz are the parameters which combined
effective quark masses and color interaction between two
quarks, and vy, and vz 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, ¢ effective quark
mass, and the color-spin interaction term, and then com-
pare with them in Table [Vl

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¢ term, it is divided
into each quark by multiplying a factor of 1/2 [5§]. 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 myz 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 [VHVIIl 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 [VHVTII
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 bbbbb state with
JP = 3/27. Meanwhile, we have noticed similar situa-
tions for the qgQQ system according to the CMI model
[76] and the constituent quark model [5§]. 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. cccbé, bbbeb, cecbb, and bbbee systems

The cccbé, bbbeb, ccebb, and bbbeé systems need to sat-
isfy the {123}45 exchange antisymmetry. There is one
JP = 5/27 state, three J¥ = 3/27 states, and three
JP =1/27 states in every system.

Here we take the cccbé system as an example. For
a JP = 5/27 state, its mass is 11151.9 MeV, which is

very close to the sum of the masses of the Q... and B.
Moreover, its variational parameters are C1; = 9.3 fm™~,
Cas = 20.2 fm ™2, and Cs3 ~ 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 Q... and B}.
Similarly, the lowest two J¥ = 3/27 states and the low-
est JI = 1/27 state have similar situations, in which the
variational parameters Cs3 all trend to be 0. In conclu-
sion, only the highest J© = 3/2~ state and two higher
JP =1/27 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 [VITIIXT] for
lowest genuine states, respectively.

According to Tables [VIIIHXT we find that among the
four systems, the J¥ = 1/27 bbbcé state is most likely
to be stable against the strong decay. However, even for
this state, its binding energy Br = +370.0 MeV. Thus
all pentaquarks are considered as unstable states in these
four systems.

For the kinetic energy part, the lowest J© = 1/2~ bbbce
state obtains 998.2 MeV, which is smaller than that of the
baryon-meson threshold 2% _,n.. 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¢ for most
of pentaquarks is attractive according to Tables [VIIIF
XTI Because the internal distances of pentaquark states
are bigger than the lowest corresponding baryon-meson
thresholds, the V¢ 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 Qppp.

The V¢ value of (4,5) is repulsive in the JF = 3/2~
bbbce state; thus this state seems to decay to Qppe B eas-
ily, and the Qupp7. decay process may be suppressed.

There is a slight difference between the binding en-
ergy Br and the difference of the total contributions in
Tables [VITIHXIIIl This is because the eigenstate |¢)¢i&en)
of the Hamiltonian is the superposition of the color-
spin states with special exchange symmetry, [¢°&en) =
1 [T + ca|s™) + ... and we approximately use
[7™) to calculate the matrix elements of the interac-
tion since |¢1| > 90% mostly in this work.

In Tables VIITUXT] we also give the comparisons for its
mass according to the constituent quark model and the
CMI model. Here, we take bbbcc 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, ¢, and ¢ in Ta-
ble X1l Here, we notice that the effective quark mass ¢, &
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 cccbé system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. <

ccebe The contribution from each term Ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera
JP = 3 Value Q7 n. Difference|(i,j) Vaule Q%7 Contribution Value| Contribution Value
Mass 114437 11062.3 3814 [(1,2) -4.6 -45.4(Q) 3me 5754.0) £ me. 1189.3
P, | Pi metm 523.1| _m. 9
Variational [C11] 86 104 (1,3) -4.6 L 4 Py [m:%%] | s ma 18024
Parameters | Cyy 10.1 15.1 (2,3) -4.6 VE(12) + VE(13) + VI (23) -13.9 19 4, 1726.1
(fm™2) ’ cquark | 1yCg) 4 vO1a) 4+ VO(34)]  -204]
Css 95 150 (1,4) -13.6 -109.4(Q%) g[vc(15)+vc(23)+vc(14)} 208
Quark Mass ~ 13015.0 13015.0 0.0  [(2,4) -13.6 -109.4(Q%.,) -3D -1474.5
Confinement o pouc g |(B4) 136 Subtotal 4863.1 4717.8
Potential (1,5) -13.8 t mp 4 5343.0 m"r;n % mey 5415.7
me  Pis me 3m. P2, 55.1| M e
- (2,5) -13.8 me by 2mi e P Tme b, 2ml - 424.2 e Lrmpe -592.9
Subtotel 08 4703 3885 (35) 138 -237.2(r) | bavark | 2V (14”5 Eiféi” o o
(45) 5.4 iD L4915
Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 4913.1 4822.8
(1,2) 0.384 0.349(,,) me 1918.01 19 0 1726.1
Kinetic my  Pig my, 3me  Pry 153.4
937.8 1038.2 -100.4 |(1,3) 0.384 metmy Zmf ety Tme g 2my 4674 — e dmy: -197.3
Energy c c c etmy
’ : ive ( 5) 2.7
(1,4) 0.373 0.305(92%;) iD -491.5
(2,4) 0.373 0.305(Q%) Subtotal 1629.2 1528.8
cS 056 510 0. (3,4) 0.328 5 [VS (512) + V5 213) +Ve (323)] 32.3 Svee 35.5
Interaction : e : (1,5) 0.369 21 [V (14) + V7 (24) + V7 (34)] 5.0 240eb 6.6
o) O - Csf [v5(15) +VS(25) +V5(35)]  -10.8 7ivee -17.7
(2,5) 0.369 nteraction —3ivo(45) -LO| g7 2.0
Total
Contribution 5726 5049 3677 |(35) 0369 0.290(nc) Subtotal 25.6 22.3
(4,5) 0.354 Total 11431.0 11091.5
Jr :% Value  Qcepne Difference| (i, 5) Vaule QeevNe Contribution Value| Contribution Value
Mass 11438.2 11028.0 4102 |(1,2) -0.8 -52.8(ect) 3me 5754.0| 2 mee 1189.3
c 84 108 1,3) -0.8 Py 4 Pop) ) motmy Py 509.4) _me 9 1802.4
Variational | €11 . . (1,3) -0. [gm ]+[4mL+mb 2m4] L 145.1| motme s Meb .
Parameters | Cyy 7.4 16.1 (2,3) -0.8 VC(12) + VC (13) + vV (23) -2.3 19 o 1726.1
-2 ' c-quark c c c 38 Mcb
(fm™") o 1o 150 14) 168 2[v (14) + VE(14) + VE(34)) -25.1
33 : : (1,4) -16. [VC(15)+VC(23) +VvC4)]  -241
Quark Mass  13015.0 13015.0 0.0 (2,4) -16.8 -109.4(Qcep) ,,D -1474.5
Confinement. o oo o0 |(3:4) S168 -109.4(Qcc) Subtotal 4882.5 4717.8
Potential ' : ") -16. L . SBig-g =2 me, 5415.7
me  Pag me 3m. Pz .
o (2,5) -16.1 mCJrrrCL‘b 2m3 mLC+mb 4mL+ng 2,"; +30.4 *ﬁm—b émbc -592.9
Sugtotal 1062 5088 4026 (35) 161 -237.2(n.) | b-quark | 2LV (14”“; 5243+V (34)] 22;
(4,5) -5.4 -iD L4915
Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 4897.4 4822.8
(1,2) 0.389 0.342(Qcn) , ™ o 1IBOE L9y o 17261
Kinetic my P my 3ms  Pag 112.2
Ener 922.0 1067.7 -145.7 (1,3) 0.389 me+my 27713 me+my, dme+mg 27n4 +84.6|— Me *mhp -197.3
gy c C c me+my 8
(23) 035 equaric | SVE08)VEED) £ V()] ol
’ : iye ( 5) -2.7
(1,4) 0.370 0.297(Qecs) iD 4915
(2,4) 0.370 0.297(Qccp) Subtotal 1596.5 1528.8
©s 520 884 1213 |08 0870 V) +VI(I3) +VI(23)]  304] Fue 35.5
Interaction (1,5) 0.371 cs
(2,5) 0.371 Interaction +%VS(45) 2.5 § b 5.9
Total 8487 4705 3782 |(:
Contribution . . . (3,5) 0.371  0.290(7.) 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 bbbchb system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. A

bbbeb The contribution from each term ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JP = 3 Value  Qp.m Difference| (i,5) Vaule — Qpp.mp Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 21091.6 20662.2  429.4 (1,2) -46.2 -235.9(Qpc) 3my, 16029.0 % M 3573.6
pl, | PP metmy, P2 450.9| _my
Variational i 20.6 26.0 (1,3) -46.2 [ amr ot ]+ hm@imi zmz} +80.0 mb+hmcg mep 5416.5
Parameters | 1y, 15.5 14.2 (2,3) -46.2 VC(12) + Vc(13) +V9(23) S138.5| 19 5312.8
(fm~?) bavark | 1yC 14y 4 vC(14) 4 VO(34)]  -1684] o
. _ _ * 2 .
Css| 183 574 (1,4) -112.2 -131.2(Q%5.) FVe(is) 1+ vO(23) 4 vO(1D)] 1773
Quark Mass ~ 23290.0 23290.0 0.0 (2,4) -112.2 -131.2(Qppe) -3D -1474.5
3,4) -112.2 Subtotal 14601.2 14302.9
C‘P’)nﬁnemelnt 32560 -38349 5789 |
otentia (1,5) -118.2 Me 1918.0 —’10 %meb 1802.7
. p;iS - 3 me 236.1 ml: me
o (2,5) -118.2 nlzc+néb 2mf mc+mb 4mb+7g 2m}  4+129.8 M7Tn(7nb8 5 -197.4
Sul‘)/total -798.5 -1377.4  578.9  (3,5) -118.2 -879.1(mp) c-quark V79 ﬁgcgigg ey _1??2
2 .
(4,5) 31.3 -iD -491.5
Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1639.6 1605.3
(1,2) 0.248 0.221(Q%.) mp 5343.0\ 19, 53128
Kimetic 30980 12513 -223.3 me _Phyy_me__smPh, S8
Energy . . - . (173) 0.248 m¢_+néb 2ml mf_Cerb 4ml,+gLL 2m} +46.6 e tmy S’NL(I) -593.0
) (2.9) 0248 bquark | 2 1[v©(15) + VE(25) +V=(35)]  -177.3
3) 0. lye ( 5) 15.6
(1,4) 0.269 0.281(Qy.) iD -491.5
(2,4) 0.269 0.281(Q.) Subtotal 4821.2 4719.8
CS ) (3,4) 0.269 g[vs(m) +V5(13) + VI(23)] 18.4 %vbb 19.2
Interaction 198 442 64.0 (1,5) 0.264 _ﬁ[v (14) + v (24) + v (34)] 8.5 24 Ved 6.6
©) D CS | SvSas)+ V@) + V@) 55| —Fuy 90
(2,5) 0.264 Interaction sV (45) 15 —21—4% 2.0
Total .
Contribution 249.5 -170.3  419.6 |(3,5) 0.264 0.148(m) Subtotal 19.8 14.9
(4,5) 0.286 Total 21081.8 20641.1
JP = %7 Value  Qpvemp Difference| (4, j) Vaule Qbpen Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 21079.0 20623.2  455.8 (1,2) -38.3 -243.2(Qusc) 3my, 16029.0 % M 3573.6
c 178 26.8 1,3) -38.3 pzl 4 Pogy [metmy Payy o 3889) _my o 5416.5
Variational |11 : : (1,3) -38. 2 o T el op g | eme s Mer 9410
Paramezters Caw| 148 152 (2,3) -38.3 bquark VCC(IQ) + VCC(IS) + VCC(QS) -115.00  L%m,; 53128
(fm™) g 1Vve14) +ve(14) +v9(34)] -180.0
Css| 231 574 (1,4) -120.0 -145.0(Qpe) Fo(is) + VO(28) + VO(14)] 1835
Quark Mass ~ 23290.0 23290.0 0.0 [(2,4) -120.0 -145.0(Qs.) -3D -1474.5
3,4) -120.0 Subtotal 14601.2 14302.9
C%“ﬁne‘?elnt 32706 38698 5992 |
otentia (175) -122.3 Me 1918.0 771“ 9 mep 1802.7
my  Pag my, 3m,  Pay 225.4 | Mo tme 8
o (27 ) -122.3 7r11c+72‘b 2mf mcc+7n(, 47nb+glc 2m}  4+164.2 ?’IL:T;;‘Lb gMeh -197.4
SulYtotal WI30 14123 5992 (35) 1223 -870.0(p) | c-auark | 2V (14)+1508§3+V o Y
2 .
(4,5) 28.9 -iD -491.5
Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1639.6 1605.3
(1,2) 0.267 0.217(Qve) my 5343.0\ 19, 53128
Kinetic Mme p“L3 4 me 3my, p14 80.9 —my 1
Energy 1019.4 1286.4 -267.0 (1,3) 0.267 mc[Jr"gb( 2"7')3 c+("’b)‘“’"b+2]( QTSLT +58.9 me+my gmcg -593.0
7 V(15 +V 25) + V= (35 -183.5
(2,3) 0.267 b-quark 2 .
3VE ( 5) 14.4
(1,4) 0.263 0.272(Qpe) iD -491.5
(2,4) 0.263 0.272(Qpe) Subtotal 4821.2 4719.8
©s 207 833 1040 | 0263 3VE(12) + VI(13) + V5(23)] 162 Fow 19.2
Interaction (1,5) 0.261 cs
(2,5) 0.261 Interaction +§VS(45) 4.5 %%E 5.9
Total
Contribution 2271 2093 436.4 1(35) 0.261 0.148(ns) 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 cccbb system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. <

cecbb The contribution from each term Ve o n Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JP = 37 ‘ Value  Qccemp Difference| (i,5) Vaule — Qceemp Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 14687.2 14190.4  496.8 |(1,2) -2.4 -22.7(Qecee) 3me 5754.0) 2 mee 1189.3
3 3 2m;  Pa 526.9| _me
Variational | €11 8.7 9.3 (1,3) 24 -22.7(Qece) [t + 3t 1+ (38 2| 1657 ST mes 18024
Parameters |y, | 158  57.4 (2,3) -24 -22.7(Qece) VE(12) 4+ V9(13) +VE(23) 72| me 2 gy o 17884
fm2) c-quark | 1,0 c c } mptme 8
(fm c 136 (14) -52.4 LV (14) + vC(14) + VC(34)] 78.6
33 : =) TR 1VO(15) + VO (23) +VO(14)]  -78.6
Quark Mass ~ 16440.0 16440.0 0.0  |(24) -52.4 -3D -1474.5
3,4) -52.4 Subtotal 4807.7 4780.1
C%nﬁnemelnt o465 31046 oss1 |V
otentia (175) -52.4 , mp ) 53;22 #m:imc% Meb 5415.7
1Pz3 1 3mg Pz, .
2,5) -52.4 2 2mr T2 3mot2my 2ml 5| —Llmy;  -590.3
ve 2800 -047.1  638.1 (3 ;) 52.4 b-quark %[ch(zl“i*z‘;c(;f) e Twel
Subtotal ‘ ‘ 1 (35) 52 4 1V (45) 16.2
(4,5) 324 -897.1(m) —3D -491.5
Relative Lengths (fm Subtotal 4920.3 4825.4
g
(1,2) 0.382 0.370(Qece) . my, , 5343.0 =2 mg 5326.0
Kinetic 1Pey 1 3mg Py 86.6 11
. . - . s . . cee 22ml 2 3m.+2m; 2m 44.6 —53Myp -090.
o 955.0 11915 -236.5 |(1,3) 0.382 0.370(Cece) 52 B oy ] + 28 590.3
o (2,3) 0.382 0.370(Qeee)| b-quark SV 4 VE@s) S Vi@ e
) . . cce %VC(45) 16.2
(1,4) 0.328 —iD -491.5
(2,4) 0.328 Subtotal 4920.3 4735.7
S S S 5
cs (3,4) 0.328 $[Vo(12) + Vo(13) + V(23)] 312 Jve 35.5
Iteraction 200 L TR o | AH+VEHLVEEY] 63| g 66
) S 2[V5(15) + VI(25) + V9(35)] 63| v 9.8
(2,5) 0.328 nteraction —1v9(45) L0 —5qu -1.9
Total X
Cont;;b?ltion 7045 2080 4965 (3,5) 0.328 Subtotal 30.3 30.4
(4,5) 0.283 0.148(m,) | Total 14678.6 14371.6
JP =1 Value Qe YT Difference|(i,7) Vaule QY Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 14676.3 14270.3  406.0 |(1,2) -3.0 -22.7(Qecce) 3me 5754.0) 2 mec 1189.3
oy 88 93 (1,3) -3.0 -22.7(Qece) (Phy | Phyg g 2mp Phy 5333) _me 9,0 15004
Variational 1 . . 3 . . cce zm’l 2771,/2 3me+2my 2m/) 1160.2 mp+me 8 cb .
Parameters| Cy, | 168 49.7 (2,3) -3.0 -22.7(Qece) . VE(12) + VC(13) + V(23) 90| me— g mg, 17884
(fm~2) . 139 L) 530 ¢-quar VO (14) +ve(14) + VO(34)] 795 ’
w| 18 (L4) -53. fveqs)+vees) +vea) 195
Quark Mass ~ 16440.0 16440.0 0.0  |(2,4) -53.0 -3D -1474.5
3,4) -53.0 Subtotal 4805.0 4780.1
Confinement o402 53905 5735 |0V ok
Potential (1,5) -53.0 mp 5343.0 = 2 mep 5415.7
P2, s, P2 92.1| Mo tme
o (2,5) -53.0 " C%(QlZ%JF%V 3792;‘)% i;ﬁ o 4431| —Limg 5903
X X 5 + + ‘ -79.5
- - — 2
Subtotal 291.2 -864.8 573.6 (3,5) -53.0 b-quark %Vc(45) 178
(4,5) 35.5 -796.7(T) -iD -491.5
Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 4925.0 4825.4
(1,2) 0.380 0.370(cc) f me , P343.01 _me 9y 5 5326.0
Kinetic 1107.2 143 4 1Pi3 +1__3ms pl, 92.1| " 1;
Ener 963.8 07.2  -143. (1,3) 0.380 0.370(cce) 22m}, T 2 Bmet2my 2m) +43.1] —zsmy  -590.3
N (23) 0380 0.370(0uce)| Bquarke | 31V719) 4 VI +VOEI 19
) . . cee %VC(45) 17.8
(1,4) 0.327 -iD -491.5
(2,4) 0.327 Subtotal 4925.0 4735.7
cs a8 453 135 | &Y 0327 SVS(12) + VS(13) + VS(23)] 315 B 35.5
Interaction (1,5) 0.327 cs
(2,5) 0.327 Interaction +%VS(45) 3.1 $ Vb5 5.7
Total 7044 2877 416.6
Contribution . . . (3,5) 0.327 Subtotal 34.6 41.2
(4,5) 0.274 0.160(T) 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 bbbce system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. <

bbbce The contribution from each term Ve o " Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JP = 37 ‘ Value Quepne Difference| (i, j) Vaule Qupb1e Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 17891.2 17420.1  471.1 [(1,2) -41.6 -287.8(lws) 3my 16029.0| 2 my 3573.6
p? p? m.  Pa 4141 m
Variational C11 18.9 32.5 (1,3) —416 —2878(beb) 2ml/l + ﬁ}“r [amiTmc ZmZ +581 Wbm(‘% Meb 5415.7
Parameters|Cy, | 92 15.0 (2:3) -41.6 -287.8(Qw)| , | VO(2)+VOA3) 4 VE23)  -124.9| T8 e 53365
(fm™) o 133 (14) -68.4 4 Lve(4) + VO (24) + VO (34)]  -103.0
33 : 4) -68. $[VE(5) +VE(25) + V9 (35)]  -103.0
Quark Mass  19865.0 19865.0 0.0  |(2,4) -68.4 -2D -1474.5
3,4) -68.4 Subtotal 14695.8 14325.8
Confinement o075 aosco  groq O
Potential (175) -68.4 Me 1918.0 me 9 mey 1802.4
1P, 1 3m, P2 139.5 | ™ot 8
) (2,5) -68.4 2 3m T3 By T zmé +121.3] —ilmee  -1918
v $VE4) + V9 (24) + VE(34)]  _103.0
- - ' 2 .
Subtotal 530.0 -1100.7  570.7  (3,5) -68.4 c-quark %Vc(45) 6
(45) 52 -237.2(n.) —3D -491.5
Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1586.8 1610.6
(1,2) 0.258 0.197(Qwws) , ™ . 1918.01—me — 9 1. 1776.0
Kinetic - lpﬁ+l 3mz  Pay 139.5] ¢ 11
Energy 993.7 1167.1 -173.4 |(1,3) 0.258 0.197(Qpss) Y 2 2ml 2 It omg 2y } +121.3] —Lilme 1918
T s[VE(15) + V¥ (25) + V¥ (35) -103.0
2,3) 0.258 0.197(92 b-quark 2 .
(2,3) (S2e00) q %V(i(%) p
(1,4) 0.311 —iD -491.5
(2,4) 0.311 Subtotal 1586.8 1584.2
s (3,4) 0.311 $VE(12) + VE(13) + V5(23)] 17.1 gvbb 19.2
teraction 40 ST —HVEA) + V) +VIGY] 68| jua 66
©) O cs S[VS(15) + V5 (25) + V5(35)] 68|  —Zuse 9.8
(2,5) 0.311 Interaction —1vS(45) 22| —Love -3.5
Total . . "
Contribution  +786 126 466.0  |(3,5) 0.311 Subtotal 14.9 123
(4,5) 0.372  0.290(1..) Total 17884.3 17532.9
JP = %_ Value Qi J/¢ Difference| (4,j) Vaule  QpppJ /v Contribution Value | Contribution Value
Mass 17883.8 17513.8  370.0 |(1,2) -42.6 -287.8(ls») 3my 16029.0| £ my 3573.6
P P, m. P2 421.5| my, <
Variational |C11|  19:3 32.5 (1,3) -42.6 -287.8(Qsp) (3 + 2t 1t (st 2 e =S e, 5415.7
Parameters | 1y, 9.6 12.5 (2,3) -42.6 -287.8(yp) VO(12) + VE(13) + VO (23) S127.8| —ms 9 . 5336.5
o ’ b-quark 11e,C c c mp+mz 8 ©
(fm™2) Lve(14) + VO (24) + VE(34)]  -102.0
Clss 12.6 (1,4) -68.0 in,c c c
: ’ : Tve@s) +vO(25) +vE(35)] -1020
Quark Mass ~ 19865.0 19865.0 0.0  |(2,4) -68.0 -2D -1474.5
3,4) -68.0 Subtotal 14699.3 14325.8
Confinement o000 gye0 4994 | o
Potential (1,5) -68.0 me 1918.0)_me 9 1\ 1802.4
’ 1 P2 1 am, P 145.5| e ®
; (2,5) -68.0 2 2m), T3 By 4 3me zm; 11152 —iime  -191.8
1% lveaa) +ve(24) + VvV (34)]  _102.0
-528.3 -1027.7  499.4 } _quark | 2 .
Subtotal 528.3 027.7 % (3,5) -68.0 c-quar %VC(45) 3.6
(4,5) 7.2 -164.2(J/v) -iD -491.5
Relative Lengths (fm) Subtotal 1588.8 1610.6
(1,2) 0.256 0.197(Qsp) , mp . 1918.0) —me 8 e 1776.0
Kinetic 1Peg 1 3me  Pay 145.5 11’
Energy 998.2  1091.1  -92.9 |(1,3) 0.256 0.197(Qws) y 02(2m§ Q—Sgl(c+2)m5 2mé( ) 4115.2| —3gmee  -191.8
T s[VZ(15) + V= (25) + V= (35 -102.0
2,3) 0.256 0.197(% b-quark | 2 .
( ’ ) ( bbb) q %Vﬁi(45) 3.6
(1,4) 0.311 -iD -491.5
(2,4) 0.311 Subtotal 1588.8 1584.2
Cs ) 2.1 43.0 -18.9 (3:4) 0311 %[VS(12) + VS(13) + VS(23)] 17.3 %Ubb 19.2
Interaction (1,5) 0.311 cs
(2,5) 0.311 Interaction +%VS(45) 6.7 Vce 10.6
Total
Contribution 494.0 106.3  387.7 |(3,5) 0.311 Subtotal 24.1 29.8
(4,5) 0.364 0.318(J/1) | Total 17901.0 17550.4




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

C. ccbbe and bbeeh systems

The ccbbé and ccbbb systems need to satisfy the
{12}{34}5 symmetry. There is one J¥ = 5/2 state, four
JP = 3/27 states, and four JE = 1/2~ states in these
two systems. Meanwhile, we think all of these states are
genuine pentaquark states.

For JP = 5/27 ccbbé and cchbb states, their masses
are 14637.5 MeV and 17851.7 MeV, respectively. Ac-
cordingly, their blind energies Br are +272.1 MeV and
+319.0 MeV, respectively. Relative to other lowest
states, we find that the J© = 5/27 ccbbe 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 JX =
3/27 and JE = 1/27 ccbbe (ccbbb) states in Table [XIII
(XTII). Based on Tables XTI and [XIIIl we find the ccbbe
and ccbbb systems have similar situations as previously
discussed systems. One notes that the V¢ of cchbbé sys-
tem is much more attractive than that of bbeeh system.

In Tables [XII] and [XIIIl 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 ¢ 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 b, which lead to the
ccbbb 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 = 3/27 ccbbc (cchbbb) state has a similar values
while the J¥' = 1/27 ccbbé (ccbbb) 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
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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 =.. 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 J* 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 JE =3/27 and a J¥ = 1/2" state in
each of the ccccé, bbbbb, ccceb, and bbbbé systems due to
the {1234}5 symmetry, and the V¢ of two bbbbb states
seems to be more attractive relative to other systems.
For the cccbé, bbbeb, ccebb, and bbbeé systems, there is
only one JE = 3/27 and two J¥ = 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 ccbbé and bbech
systems, there is one J¥ = 5/27 four J¥ = 1/27, and
four J¥ = 1/2~ genuine states in every system.

In summary, we find that all of the lowest states have
a large positive binding energy Br. 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 ¢ 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 cchbb system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. <

ccbbb The contribution from each term Ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JP = 3 Value  QJ.m Difference|(i,5) Vaule — Q%mp Contribution Value |Contribution  Value
Mass 17784.9 17452.9  332.0 |(1,2) 76.2 2me 10(1522.2 Lo 4763.8
Variational| 11| 177 104 (1,3) -38.8 -98.4(%up) ]+ R+ B i) 1182] 22 Sma 6017
Parameters Cy| 324 15.1 (2,3) -38.8 [VC(12)]+ [Vc(15)+vc(25)] +13.11 4 X —im; -1180.6
(fm~2) Css 9.8 57.4 b-quark 2[Vc(13)+vc(23)] 76.2| 2 1
Caa] 90 (1,4) -38.8 -98.4() FVO(14) + VE (24)] -304.0
-77.6
Quark Mass ~ 19865.0 19865.0 0.0  |(2,4) -38.8 -D _083.0
3,4) -34.7 -45.4(Q%, Subtotal 9722.4 9600.3
Conﬁnengent 31407 -3578.7  438.0 (3,4) (%eb)
Potential (1,5) -304.0 9me 3836.0| —im. =~ -792.9
2
} (2,5) -304.0 -879.1(y) ;’,’fﬂﬂﬁ;’;y ﬁgi'g e Smg,  2003.0
51‘3/ L 6832 11212 4380 (35) 192 VEEH+LVEEs) +vEEs) T e S 19737
ubtota (4 ) c—quark 1[V0(13)+VC(23)] 19.9 me+my
5) 19.2 c o
’ +VE(14) + V©(24)] 776
Relative Lengths (fm) - -983.0
(1,2) 0.267 Subtotal 3224.1 3183.8
Kinetic 5343.0 m, 5
Energy 1051.7 1208.6  -156.9 |(1,3) 0.334 0.305(2%.) my s mc+bm.bzm65 5929.9
(2.3) (2052 4 (2 2ms 2o 286417
2,3) 0.334 ~ 32m 3 3my, +2m. 2m]) +262| L x —1im,; -1180.6
B-quark 1y ©(15) + V' (25) Soaol 20"
(14) 0.334 0.305(Qy) ? c 304.0
= ecb 31V (35)1+V (45)] 19.2
(2,4) 0.334 -3 -491.5
3,4) 0.359 0.349(Q, Subtotal 4829.3 4748.6
It?st. 131 20 g1 | OV (%) : e 1 —
nteraction (1,5) 0.217 o 3(VS(12)] + [V (34)] Lo L0 + 2vce iy
(2,5) 0217 0.148(m) |[pteraction —3[V3(35) + V5 (45)] 26| —Hvg -3.9
(3,5) 0.322 Subtotal 13.1 13.2
Total
Conteibtion 177891 17452.9  336.2 |(4,5) 0.322 Total 17788.9 17554.2
JP=1" Value  Qccpmp Difference| (¢, 5) Vaule QeevMy Contribution Value | Contribution  Value
2
Mass 177845 174185  366.0 |(1,2) 79.7 2 wggg'? Lony 4763.8
Variational Cn }8'3 19'8 (1,3) -40.3 -109.4(Qccb) pL1}+[}3§722]+[3 3m§TSmL ;);4] 116.5 mfﬁnbimcb 6017.1
Parameters Cpz| 320 16.1 (2,3) -40.3 [Vc(12)]+ [Vc(15)+vc(25)] +13.3 1 xfimbg -1180.6
(fm~?) Csz| 9.9 57.4 b-quark %[VC(13)+VC(23)] 79.7( 2 I
Cu| 91 (1,4) -40.3 -109.4(Qcs) TVO(14) + VC(24)] -305.0
Quark Mass ~ 19865.0 19865.0 0.0  |(2,4) -40.3 -D _égg‘g
34) -36.0 -52.8(Qee Subtotal 9727.0 9600.3
Confinement 4117 ag00 405 |3 52:8(ect) Z
Potential (1,5) -305.0 2me 3836.0| —Lim. = -792.9
2
) (2,5) -305.0 -879.1(1y) "’“33}+[m‘:’%§;2} ﬁ’gé; e S, 20030
S l‘)/t tal -688.2 -1150.7 4625  (3,5) 19.5 VEBY+LVEEs) +VEME5)] 360 _me S, 19737
ubtota c-quark 3[VE3) +v(23)] 19.5| "
(4,5) 19.5 +VE(14) + vV (24)] -80.6
Relative Lengths (fm) -D -983.0
(1,2) 0.263 Subtotal 3223.8 3183.8
Kinetic m 5343.0 m
Energy 1057.2 1238.0 -181.0 |(1,3) 0.334 0.305(€2%.,) ) b mgfmbi G 5920.2
[QPT ]+ 2 pr} 232.9 |
(2,3) 0.332 _ 32m} ) T 13 3m, $2me 2m] +26.5] 2 x —im,; -1180.6
b-quark l[V ( 5) + VE(25)] _ 2 e
3 305.0
(2,4) 0.332 -%D 4915
3,4) 0.357 0.349(Q, Subtotal 4825.4 4748.6
Intercaition 211 763 974 oy () 31/S - O1a s 6.6 1 1 7.7
(1,5) 0.217 s 1V2(12)] + 5[V7(34)] 49| TV T EYe gk
(2,5) 0217 0.148(m) |[pteraction 1Vv9(35) + VI (45)] 5.2 Log 7.6
(3,5) 0.321 Subtotal 21.1 26.9
Total
Contribmtion 177975 174185 3789 |(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 ccbbé system and their baryon-meson thresholds. The notations are same as those of Table. <

ccbbe The contribution from each term Ve o 1 Present Work CMI Model
vera.
JP = 3 Value  Qjy.ne Difference|(i,5) Vaule — Q.1 Contribution Value | Contribution ~ Value

Mass 14579.4 142717 307.7 |(1,2) 2.0 2me 3222'8 Linee 1585.8

2 .
. PJ1 Pw m Py m, 5
Variational g 1§'§ Zg‘-g (1,3) -36.8 -131.2(Qp.) (3 1]+[§.m§]+[§ﬁ;mm3 ] +106.1| 25— 3me,  2003.0
Parameters | - 22 ' ) (2,3) -36.8 [Vc(12)]+ (VE(15) + V9 (25)] +40.5 Ly —Lme: -3836
(fmfz) Cs3| 24.1 15.0 ’ e-quark 2[Vc(13)+vc(23)} 20| 2 1Mee
Caa| 100 (1,4) -36.8 -131.2(%) TVE(14) + VE(24)) igg
Quark Mass ~ 16440.0 16440.0 0.0  |(2,4) -36.8 -D _983.0
3,4) -218.8 -235.9(. Subtotal 3140.4 3205.2
C(;)nfzneglelnt 28726 31930 3204 |V (sc)
otentia (1,5) -43.7 2my, 10686.0|  —3my,  -2381.9
o3 m. P2 263.4| _my, 5

o (25) -43.7 -237.2(n.) (5] + (2 38 | e Ama 60171
Subtotal -415.1  -735.5 3204 (3,5) 18.0 [VC(34)]+ [VE(35) +VE45)] 2188 TS, 5929.2
ubtota b-quark 1VO(13) + VO (23) +18.0| "

(4,5) 18.0 +VC(14)+VO(24)] -73.6
Relative Lengths (fm) - -983.0
(1,2) 0.388 Subtotal 9757.4 9564.4
Kinetic « Me 1918.0 z
Energy 10249 1080.9 5601 (1,3) 0.337 0.281((%c) 2 P2, 2my, P2, 212.2 ey e 1973.7
(2,3) 0.337 ~ [321m ]CHBSW%W 2] +81.1| 2 X —3mee  -383.6
(14) 0.337 0.281(%.) Canark sV (8 +V (25)] 437
= : bbe 2[V (35>1+V (45)] 18.0
(2,4) 0.337 -3 -491.5
Cs 55 68 7L (3,44) 0.229 0.221(Q5.) Subtotal 1694.1 1590.1
Interaction : e : 15) 0.358 315(12)] + L[VS(34 122] 1 1 14.2
( ; ) . oS 4[ ( )]+ 2[ ( )] +5.6 4UCC+ & Ubb +5.1
(2,5) 0.358  0.290(7c) |1pteraction —3[v9(35) + V5 (45)] 25— -3.9
(3,5) 0.326 Subtotal 153 15.4
Total
Conteibution 146075 142716 336.0 |(4,5) 0.326 Total 146071 14360.8
JP = %_ ‘ Value  Qppene Difference| (z,7) Vaule Qbbene Contribution Value | Contribution  Value
Mass 14566.0 14232.7  333.3 |(1,2) 6.6 2me 32222 L. 1585.8
2 .
P,, 2m Pz me
Variational gu 12.2 ?gg (1,3) -39.7 -145.0(Qpe) 5 IC]H“’” ]g[%m@ﬁ} +104.2 mﬁmﬂmcb 2003.0
Parameters 022 24'4 15'0 (2,3) -39.7 v (12)]+ [V®(15) + V™ (25)] +41.3 5 xfzmcﬁ -383.6
(fm2) 033 10.2 . c-quark %[VC(IS)—Q—VC(Q?))] 6.6
44| 10. (1,4) -39.7 -237.2(Que) TVE(14) + VE (24)] ";g-i
Quark Mass ~ 16440.0 16440.0 0.0  |(2,4) -39.7 -D _983.0
Confinement _,eoo = aoo g 438 (3,4) -221.7 -243.2(Uppe) Subtotal 3150.2 3205.2
Potential ' ' © o (15) 438 2m 10686.0|  —Lmy, 23819
2
q B Pm me Py . m 5 .

e (2,5) -43.8 -237.2(n.) [52] + [5msms 3] fgg? e Sme, 60171
Subiotal -425.0 -T70.4 4380  (35) 18.2 VOE+AVE(ss) +VEUs)  ory By 5929.2
ubtota b-quark LVE(13) + VE(23)] 82| "

(4,5) 18.2 +Vc(14)+Vc(24)] -79.4
Relative Lengths (fm) -D -983.0
(1,2) 0.379 Subtotal 9753.6 9564.4
Kinetic - me 1918.0| _me 5
Energy 1038.4 1116.0 -156.9 |(1,3) 0.333 0.272(Qbbe) s 7 D08 4 | Tt e 1973.7
(2,3) 0.333 B [32m’2]+[33m+2m T 1826 | L x —im.  -383.6
e-quark LVC(15) + VE(25)] a3 | 2!
(174) 0.333 0‘272(91755) %[V ( 5)1+ VC‘(45)} 18.2
(2,4) 0.333 -3D -491.5
Cs 54 054 551 (3.4) 0.228 0.217(Qpe) Subtotal 1691.9 1590.1
) . CS 1 2 +56 4U(:c GUbb +51
(2,5) 0.358  0.290(7c) |1pteraction 1V9(35) + V5 (45)] 5.1 Lobe 7.9
(3,5) 0.325 Subtotal 23.4 27.1

Total -

Contribmtion 177801 17452.9  336.2 |(4,5) 0325 Total 146191 143911
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