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Double-heavy tetraquarks with strangeness in the chiral quark model
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Recently, some progresses have been made on the double-heavy tetraquarks in the experiments,
such as Tcc reported by LHCb Collaboration, andXccs̄s̄ reported by the Belle Collaboration. Coming
on the heels of our previous work about Tcc and Tbb, we present a study on the bound states and the
resonance states of its companions QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s) tetraquarks with strange flavor in the
chiral quark model. Two pictures, one with meson-meson picture, another with diquark-antidiquark
picture and their couplings are considered in our calculations. Isospin violation is neglected herein.
Our numerical analysis indicates that the states ccūs̄ with 1

2
(1+) and bbūs̄ with 1

2
(1+) are the most

promising stable states against strong interactions. Besides, we also find several resonance states
for the double-heavy strange tetraquarks with the real scaling method.

I. INTRODUCTION

Searching for exotic hadrons, made of more than three
quarks(antiquarks), is one of the most interesting sub-
jects in hadron physics, because they may contain abun-
dant low-energy strong interaction information than or-
dinary hadrons. A large amount of new hadrons have
been observed by experiments since the Belle collabo-
rations discovery of the state X(3872) in 2003 [1]. For
these new observed hadron states, some of them cannot
be explained as the conventional mesons because they
are charged states, such as Z+

c , and some others can-
not be explained very well in the traditional qq-meson or
qqq-baryon framework. Multiquark states have therefore
attracted much attention theoretically.
Recent experimental studies of the heavy meson spec-

troscopy revealed several new states, such as Tcc reported
by LHCb Collaboration [2, 3], andXccs̄s̄ by the Belle Col-
laboration [4], which cannot be simply accommodated in
the quark-antiquark (qq̄) picture [5]. These states may be
good candidates of multiquark states. The simplest mul-
tiquark system is a tetraquark, made up of two quarks
and two antiquarks. Heavy tetraquarks are of particu-
lar interest, because the presence of a heavy quark will
increase the binding energy of the bound system. As a
consequence, such tetraquarks will have masses below the
thresholds and forbid the strong decays to mesons with
open heavy flavor, with the small decay width generated
by weak and electromagnetic decay. So it is important to
investigate the possible stability of the QQq̄q̄ tetraquarks
since they are explicitly exotic states with the heavy fla-
vor number equal to 2. And their observations will be a
direct proof of the existence of multiquark states.
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Until now, there are many theoretical studies about
the double-heavy tetraquarks in various phenomenologi-
cal methods, such as constituent quark model, chiral per-
turbation theory, string model, lattice QCD and QCD
sum rule approach [6–36]. Most of them predicted that
ccūd̄, bbūd̄ with 0(1+) and ccūs̄, bbūs̄ with 1

2 (1
+) have the

stable masses below the corresponding thresholds. Yet,
none of them has so far been confirmed experimentally
except Tcc. what’s more, the states with masses above
some two-hadron thresholds become resonances with of-
ten a large fall-apart decay width, which are also the
possibly observable objects experimentally in the future.

Following our previous work about Tcc and Tbb [38],
the purpose of this paper is to systematically study
tetraquarks with two heavy quarks QQ(Q = b, c) and
two light/strange quarks us or ss with possible quan-
tum numbers constrained by the Pauli principle, and
try to find stable bound states and resonance states in
the strong interaction in the non-relativistic chiral quark
model. According to previous results about Tcc, the dif-
ferent quark picture can lead to diverse conclusions. For
instance, the diquark-antidiquark structure leads to the
deeply bound states, whereas the meson-meson picture
brings about weakly bound state. When considering the
coupling of the two pictures, we can get the deeper bound
states, but the weakly bound state disappears. We may
look forward to the future more precise experimental data
if there exist states with much deeper binding energy.

What’s more, along with the discoveries of the new
hadron states in experiments, we are blessed with new
opportunities and faced with new challenges, such as, the
chiral quark model. In the quark model, the quark-quark
interactions have a good achievement on hadron spec-
trum, where the unique color structure, color-singlet, is
accepted. Nowadays, we usually generalize the quark-
quark interactions used in color-singlet baryons and
mesons to multiquark systems, such as using Casimir
scaling [37]. With the accumulations of the experimen-
tal data, it can deepen our understanding of the hadron-
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hadron interactions and may shed light on the properties
of the newly observed exotic states.
In our present work, different quark configura-

tions such as the meson-meson picture, the diquark-
antidiquark picture and their couplings are also consid-
ered to show the stability of states. For Tcc states, the
SU(2) flavor symmetry is applied, and for the double-
heavy tetraquarks with strangeness, SU(2) flavor sym-
metry may be a good choice, but the Goldstone bo-
son K meson exchanges will be inoperative. So for the
strange double-heavy tetraquarks, in the introducing of
the Hamiltonian for the hadron states, the octet Gold-
stone boson exchanges V π,K,η are considered. But the
SU(3) flavor symmetry breaking is also taken into ac-
count, with the different masses of u, d and s quark, and
gives rise to the different masses of π and K. In the con-
struction of the wavefunctions, we also takes the mass
differences into consideration.
We find no bound stats for strange double-heavy

tetraquarks when pure meson-meson or diquark-
antidiquark pictures are considered, but we find a bound
state for ccūs̄ and bbūs̄ with isospin and spin-parity
I(JP ) = 1

2 (1
+) only when considering the coupling of the

meson-meson and diquark-antidiquark pictures, having a
binding energy of 7.0 MeV and 104.4 MeV, respectively.
And for bbūs̄ with I(JP ) = 1

2 (1
+), theK meson exchange

is much larger than the ccūs̄ system and plays a role
in obtaining the deeper bound energy. Meanwhile, the
possible resonance states are also searched within a real
scaling method (RSM) [39] in the full channel-coupling
calculations. With the help of RSM, we obtained some
observable resonances for double-heavy tetraquarks with
strangeness.
The article is organized as follows. In the next section

we perform the framework of the chiral quark model and
the wave functions of the tetraquark states. In Sec. III,
we present analyses of our results. We conclude with a
summary and outlook in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

A. Hamiltonian

As we all know, quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) has
three important properties, asymptotic freedom, color
confinement, approximate chiral symmetry and its spon-
taneous breaking. Until now, it is still difficult for us
to obtain the hadron spectra analytically from the QCD
Lagrangian. The QCD-inspired chiral quark model is
widely regarded as an effective tool to get the hadron
spectra and understand the hadron-hadron interactions.
In the chiral quark model, the quark-quark interactions
within confinement scale (∼ 1 fm) have undergone a wide
check in the hadron spectra, where the unique color struc-
ture, color-singlet, is accepted. For the multiquark sys-
tem, with various color structures, the effects of color
structures are considered by Casimir operator λc

i ·λc
j [40].

In the chiral quark model, the Hamiltonian of the four-
quark system reads

H =
4

∑

i=1

mi +
p2
12

2µ12
+

p2
34

2µ34
+

p2
r

2µr

+

4
∑

i<j=1



V C
ij + V G

ij +
∑

χ=π,K,η

V χ
ij + V σ

ij



 , (1)

where mi is the constituent mass of ith quark (anti-

quark).
p

2
ij

2µij
(ij = 12; 34) and

p
2
r

2µr
represents the inner

kinetic of two-cluster and the relative motion kinetic be-
tween two clusters, respectively, with

p12 =
m2p1 −m1p2

m1 +m2
, (2a)

p34 =
m4p3 −m3p4

m3 +m4
, (2b)

pr =
(m3 +m4)p12 − (m1 +m2)p34

m1 +m2 +m3 +m4
, (2c)

µij =
mimj

mi +mj
, (2d)

µr =
(m1 +m2)(m3 +m4)

m1 +m2 +m3 +m4
. (2e)

The potential energy is constituted from pieces describ-
ing quark confinement “V C

ij ”, one-gluon-exchange (OGE)

“V G
ij ”, Goldstone boson exchange “V χ=π,K,η

ij ” and scalar
σ meson exchange; and the central part form of them for
the four-quark system is [41]:

V C
ij = (−acr

2
ij −∆)λc

i · λc
j , (3a)

V G
ij =

αs

4
λ
c
i · λc

j

[

1

rij
− 2π

3mimj
σi · σjδ(rij)

]

,

δ(rij) =
e−rij/r0(µij)

4πrijr20(µij)
, r0(µij) = s0/µij , (3b)

V π
ij =

g2ch
4π

m2
π

12mimj

Λ2
π

Λ2
π −m2

π

mπv
π
ij

3
∑

a=1

λa
i λ

a
j , (3c)

V K
ij =

g2ch
4π

m2
K

12mimj

Λ2
K

Λ2
K −m2

K

mKvKij

7
∑

a=4

λa
i λ

a
j , (3d)

V η
ij =

g2ch
4π

m2
η

12mimj

Λ2
η

Λ2
η −m2

η

mηv
η
ij

×
[

λ8
iλ

8
j cos θp − λ0

iλ
0
j sin θp

]

,

vχij =

[

Y (mχrij)−
Λ3
χ

m3
χ

Y (Λχrij)

]

σi · σj , (3e)

V σ
ij = −g2ch

4π

Λ2
σ

Λ2
σ −m2

σ

mσ

×
[

Y (mσrij)−
Λσ

mσ
Y (Λσrij)

]

,

Y (x) = e−x/x. (3f)
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TABLE I. Model parameters, determined by fitting the me-
son spectra.

Quark masses mu = md 313
(MeV) ms 536

mc 1728
mb 5112

Goldstone bosons mπ 0.70
(fm−1

∼ 200MeV ) mσ 3.42
mη 2.77
mK 2.51
Λπ = Λσ 4.2
Λη = ΛK 5.2
g2ch/(4π) 0.54
θp(

◦) -15
Confinement ac (MeV fm−2) 101

∆ (MeV) -78.3
OGE α0 3.67

Λ0(fm
−1) 0.033

µ0(MeV) 36.98
s0(MeV) 28.17

σ are the SU(2) Pauli matrices. λ, λc are the SU(3)
flavor, color Gell-Mann matrices, respectively. g2ch/4π
is the chiral coupling constant, determined from the π-
nucleon coupling. and αs is an effective scale-dependent
running coupling [41],

αs(µij) =
α0

ln
[

(µ2
ij + µ2

0)/Λ
2
0

] . (4)

Λ0, α0, µ0, s0 are adjustable model parameters, and θp is

fixed by η and η
′

mixing.
It is important to be noted that the noncentral part of

the OGE, tensor and spin-orbit forces, between quarks
are omitted in the present calculations, since only S-wave
tetraquarks are studied here, and the contributions of
the noncentral part are small or approximatively zero.
Secondly, for QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s) systems, Gold-
stone bosons potential V π and V σ will be zero herein.
Lastly, we show the model parameters [42] in Table I.
Need to note that, in the reference [42], the confinement
item takes the form V C

ij =
(

−ac(1−e−µcrij
)

+∆)(λc
i ·λc

j).
And in our present calculations, the usual quadratic con-
finement V C

ij = (−acr
2
ij −∆)λc

i ·λc
j is employed, so some

parameters are different such as quark mass, ac and ∆.
Using the model parameters, we calculated the ground-

state masses of the most mesons, especially the relevant
mesons D, D∗, Ds, D

∗
s , B, B∗, Bs, B

∗
s in the present

work, which are demonstrated in Table II. From the ta-
ble, we can find that the quark model achieves great suc-
cess on describing the hadron spectra, especially for the
ground-state heavy mesons.

B. Wave function

The properties of the double-heavy tetraquark states
can be obtained with a complete wave function, which

TABLE II. The ground-state masses of the mesons in the

chiral quark model in comparison with the experimental data

[43] (in unit of MeV).

Meson I(JP ) Mass PDG [43]

π 1(0−) 139.3 139.6

K 1

2
(0−) 493.9 493.7

ρ 1(1−) 772.0 770.0

K∗ 1

2
(1−) 914.0 892.0

ω 0(1−) 701.6 782.7

η 0(0−) 669.2 547.0

φ(1020) 0(1−) 1016.5 1019.4

ηc(1s) 0(0−) 2986.3 2983.6

J/Ψ 0(1−) 3096.4 3096.9

D0 1

2
(0−) 1862.6 1864.8

D∗0 1

2
(1−) 1980.6 2007.0

D+
s 0(0−) 1950.2 1968.3

D∗+
s 0(1−) 2079.9 2112.2

B− 1

2
(0−) 5280.8 5279.3

B∗− 1

2
(1−) 5319.6 5325.2

B̄s
0

0(0−) 5367.7 5366.8

B̄∗
s
0

0(1−) 5410.2 5415.4

ηb(1s) 0(0−) 9334.7 9399.1

Υ(1s) 0(1−) 9463.9 9460.3

should be a direct product of the orbital, spin, color and
flavor wave functions that contribute to a given well de-
fined quantum numbers I(JP ).
For orbital part, in our calculations, the orbital wave

function is

ΨML

L = [[Ψl1(r)Ψl2(R)]l12ΨLr
(Z)]

ML

L , (5)

where, r, R and Z are the relative spatial coordinates,
and one of the definitions of the Jacobi coordinates can
be written as,

r = r1 − r2,

R = r3 − r4,

Z =
m1r1 +m2r2

m1 +m2
− m3r3 +m4r4

m3 +m4
,

Rc =
m1r1 +m2r2 +m3r3 +m4r4

m1 +m2 +m3 +m4
. (6)

Rc is the center-of-mass coordinate. In Eq. (5), l1, l2
is the inner angular momentum of the two sub-cluster;
Lr is the relative angular momentum between two sub
clusters. L is the total orbital angular momentum of
the four-quark system, with L = l1 ⊕ l2 ⊕ Lr. In the
present work, we just consider the low-lying S-wave dou-
ble heavy tetraquark states, so it is natural to assume
that all the orbital angular momenta are zeros. The
parity of the double-heavy tetraquarks QQq̄s̄ can be ex-
pressed in terms of the relative orbital angular momenta,
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with P = (−1)l1+l2+Lr = +1. So as to get the reliable
information of the four-quark system, a high precision
numerical method, Gaussian expansion method (GEM)
[44] is applied in our work. In GEM, any relative mo-
tion wave function can be expanded in series of Gaussian
basis functions,

Ψm
l (x) =

nmax
∑

n=1

cnNnlx
le−νnx

2

Ylm(x̂), (7)

where Nnl are normalization constants,

Nnl =

[

2l+2(2νn)
l+ 3

2

√
π(2l+ 1)

]
1

2

. (8)

cn are the variational parameters, which are determined
dynamically. The Gaussian size parameters are chosen
according to the following geometric progression

νn =
1

r2n
, rn = r1a

n−1, a =

(

rnmax

r1

)
1

nmax−1

. (9)

This procedure enables optimization of the expansion us-
ing just small numbers of Gaussians. For example, in
order to obtain the stable ground-state masses of mesons
in Table II, we takes,

r1 = 0.01 fm, rnmax
= 2 fm, nmax = 12. (10)

For the spin part, we first write down the wave func-
tions for two-quark system,

χ11 = αα, (11a)

χ10 =
1√
2
(αβ + βα), (11b)

χ1−1 = ββ, (11c)

χ00 =
1√
2
(αβ − βα). (11d)

If the spin of one cluster is coupled to S1 and that of
another cluster to S2, the total spin wave function of the
four-quark system can be obtained as S = S1 ⊕ S2,

χσ1
00=0⊕0 = χ00χ00, (12a)

χσ2
00=1⊕1 =

√

1

3
(χ11χ1−1 − χ10χ10 + χ1−1χ11), (12b)

χσ3
11=0⊕1 = χ00χ11, (12c)

χσ4
11=1⊕0 = χ11χ00, (12d)

χσ5
11=1⊕1 =

1√
2
(χ11χ10 − χ10χ11), (12e)

χσ6
22=1⊕1 = χ11χ11. (12f)

The subscript of χ represents the SMS = S1 ⊕ S2, and
MS is the third projection of the total spin S.
For the meson-meson picture, the indices of particles

are “1234”, and for the diquark-antidiquark picture, the

indices are “1324”. For the color part, in the meson-
meson picture, the colorless wave functions can be ob-
tained from

[

[Qq̄]1c [Qs̄]1c
]

1
or

[

[Qq̄]8c [Qs̄]8c
]

1
. In the

diquark-antidiquark picture, the color representation of
the diquark maybe antisymmetrical [QQ]3̄c or symmet-
rical [QQ]6c , and for antidiquark, the color form is anti-
symmetrical [q̄s̄]3c or symmetrical [q̄s̄]6̄c . There are two
rules to couple the diquark and antidiquark into a col-
orless wave function: one is the good diquark with at-
tractive interaction

[

[QQ]3̄c [q̄s̄]3c
]

1
, and another is the

bad diquark with repulsive interaction
[

[QQ]6c [q̄s̄]6̄c
]

1
.

So we can easily write down the color wave functions
in the meson-meson picture and the diquark-antidiquark
picture, respectively.

χc1
1⊗1 =

1

3
(rr̄ + gḡ + bb̄)12(rr̄ + gḡ + bb̄)34, (13a)

χc2
8⊗8 =

√
2

12
(3rb̄br̄ + 3rḡgr̄ + 3gb̄bḡ + 3bḡgb̄

+ 3gr̄rḡ + 3br̄rb̄ + 2rr̄rr̄ + 2gḡgḡ

+ 2bb̄bb̄− rr̄gḡ − gḡrr̄ − bb̄gḡ

− bb̄rr̄ − gḡbb̄− rr̄bb̄)1234, (13b)

χc3
3̄⊗3 =

√
3

6
(rgr̄ḡ − rgḡr̄ + grḡr̄ − grr̄ḡ

+ rbr̄b̄− rbb̄r̄ + brb̄r̄ − brr̄b̄

+ gbḡb̄− gbb̄ḡ + bgb̄ḡ − bgḡb̄)1324, (13c)

χc4
6⊗6̄ =

√
6

12
(2rrr̄r̄ + 2ggḡḡ + 2bbb̄b̄ + rgr̄ḡ

+ rgḡr̄ + grḡr̄ + grr̄ḡ + rbr̄b̄

+ rbb̄r̄ + brb̄r̄ + brr̄b̄+ gbḡb̄

+ gbb̄ḡ + bgb̄ḡ + bgḡb̄)1324. (13d)

For the flavor wave functions of QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q =
u, s) systems, the quarks, Q and s, have no contributions
to the total isospin, which is only determined by the fla-
vor of q̄. There are six types of the flavor wave functions
in the diquark-antidiquark picture,

χd1 = (QQs̄s̄)1324, (14a)

χd2 = (QQūs̄)1324, (14b)

χd3 = (QQs̄ū)1324, (14c)

χd4 = (bcs̄s̄)1324, (14d)

χd5 = (bcūs̄)1324, (14e)

χd6 = (bcs̄ū)1324. (14f)

For the meson-meson picture, the flavor wave functions
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can be expressed as,

χt1 = (Qs̄Qs̄)1234, (15a)

χt2 = (QūQs̄)1234, (15b)

χt3 = (Qs̄Qū)1234, (15c)

χt4 = (bs̄cs̄)1234, (15d)

χt5 = (būcs̄)1234, (15e)

χt6 = (bs̄cū)1234. (15f)

It needs to note that the subscripts of the wave functions
for color and flavor stand for the indices of particles. Tak-
ing all degrees of freedom into account, we give the spin-
flavor-color basis of S-wave QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s) sys-
tems constrained by Pauli principle in Table III. Finally,
the complete wave function ΨMIMJ

IJ is obtained by cou-
pling the orbital and spin, flavor, color wave functions.
Actually, a real physical state should be the mixture of
these basis with the same quantum numbers I(JP ). And
we can obtain the ground-state masses and the eigenvec-
tors of the double-heavy strange tetraquarks by solving
the Schrödinger equation with the Rayleigh-Ritz varia-
tional principle,

H ΨMIMJ

IJ = EIJΨMIMJ

IJ . (16)

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the framework of the chiral quark model, we
present a systematic calculation about the double-heavy
tetraquarks with strange flavor QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q =
u, s). Through solving the four-body Schrödinger equa-
tion with GEM, the converged numerical ground-state
masses are obtained. As we all know, a system always
tends to take the position with the lowest energy. For
a four-quark system, there is a stable configuration with
two well separated mesons, the threshold we called, which
plays an important role here. A tetraquark state should
be stable against strong interaction if its energy lies below
all possible two-meson thresholds, and the decay must be
weak or electromagnetic interaction. If the state has the
energy higher than the sum of the masses of two mesons,
the tetraquark state can fall apart into two mesons via
strong interaction. Resonance states may exist. In the
following, we will present our numerical results of look-
ing for possible bound states and resonance states for
QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s).

A. Looking for bound states

In this subsection, we try to find the promising sta-
ble bound states for QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s). The
chiral quark model predictions on the lowest energies of
the double-heavy strange tetraquark states with a set

of given I(JP ) are presented in Table IV. In the ta-
ble, EMM and EDA represents the ground-state mass
just only in the pure meson-meson (MM) picture and
the diquark-antidiquark (DA) picture, respectively. Ecc

is the ground-state energy by considering the coupling of
the MM and the DA pictures. We express the theoretical
lowest threshold of the double-heavy strange tetraquark
as ETheo, with ETheo =Mass(meson1)+Mass(meson2).
The relevant masses of mesons can be read in Table II.
The binding energy of the states can be therefore defined
as

EB = Ecc − ETheo. (17)

In the table, we find that the energies are always lower
in the MM picture than those in the DA picture ex-
cept bbūs̄ state with 1

2 (1
+), and the coupling of the two

pictures are small for the ground state for the double-
heavy strange tetraquarks except ccūs̄ and bbūs̄ states
with 1

2 (1
+). In our previous work about ccūd̄ and bbūd̄

tetraquarks, we also obtained the lower energies for the
DA picture and the coupling of the two pictures can
not be neglected either[38]. In the last column in Ta-
ble IV, we find two promising stable bound states. For
the state ccūs̄ with 1

2 (1
+), the chiral quark model indi-

cates that the binding energy is about 7.0 MeV, which
is well consistent with the lattice QCD result with 7.7
MeV binding energy [20]. For bbūs̄ with 1

2 (1
+), it has

the binding energy 104.4 MeV. For the other double-
heavy strange tetraquark states in Table IV, they all lie
above the corresponding lowest thresholds within the chi-
ral quark model.
In Table V, the contributions of each potential in

the system Hamiltonian of ccūs̄ and bbūs̄ system with
I(JP ) = 1

2 (1
+) are given for comparisons. From the

table, we can easily found that for bbūs̄ system, the K
meson exchange is much larger than the ccūs̄ system and
plays a role in obtaining the deeper bound energy. Be-
cause the larger mass of b quark than c quark, the relative
kinetic energy will diminish. The repulsion of the system
will decrease, and attraction will be predominant. Orig-
inal stable state is broken, which leads to the smaller
distance between quarks. For K meson exchange, it will
become larger with the decrease of the quark distance.
In our previous work about Tcc states with 0(1+), we

obtained a deep bound state if all the structures, meson-
meson and diquark-antidiquark, are considered. And the
model can get a very shallow bound state, which is very
consistent with the experimental data, if the structure is
limited to meson-meson one. Now when replace d quark
with heavier s quark, we get the different conclusions, we
cannot find the bound states in the pure meson-meson
structures or the diquark-antidiquark structures, but a
shallow bound state with binding energy -7.0 MeV is
obtained in the calculations of structures coupling. It
would perhaps helpful to trace the appearance of deep
bound state in nonstrange systems (equivalently the ab-
sence of deep bound state in the strange system). So
in order to understand the difference of the binding en-



6

TABLE III. The spin-flavor-color basis of S-wave QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s) systems constraint of Pauli principle. For simplicity,

in the table, we use the superscripts of the χ to represent the wave functions, such as, χσ1
00=0⊕0 = σ1, χc1

1⊗1 = c1, χd1 = d1.

QQs̄s̄ QQūs̄ bcs̄s̄ bcūs̄

0(0+) 0(1+) 0(2+) 1

2
(0+) 1

2
(1+) 1

2
(2+) 0(0+) 0(1+) 0(2+) 1

2
(0+) 1

2
(1+) 1

2
(2+)

(σ1, t1, c1) (σ3, t1, c1) (σ6, t1, c1) (σ1, t2, c1) (σ3, t2, c1) (σ6, t2, c1) (σ1, t3, c1) (σ3, t3, c1) (σ6, t3, c1) (σ1, t5, c1) (σ3, t5, c1) (σ6, t5, c1)

(σ1, t1, c2) (σ3, t1, c2) (σ6, t1, c2) (σ1, t2, c2) (σ3, t2, c2) (σ6, t2, c2) (σ1, t3, c2) (σ3, t3, c2) (σ6, t3, c2) (σ1, t5, c2) (σ3, t5, c2) (σ6, t5, c2)

(σ2, t1, c1) (σ4, t1, c1) (σ6, d1, c3) (σ2, t2, c1) (σ4, t2, c1) (σ6, t3, c1) (σ2, t3, c1) (σ4, t3, c1) (σ6, d3, c3) (σ2, t5, c1) (σ4, t5, c1) (σ6, t6, c1)

(σ2, t1, c2) (σ4, t1, c2) (σ2, t2, c2) (σ4, t2, c2) (σ6, t3, c2) (σ2, t3, c2) (σ4, t3, c2) (σ2, t5, c2) (σ4, t5, c2) (σ6, t6, c2)

(σ1, d1, c4) (σ5, d1, c3) (σ1, t3, c1) (σ5, t2, c1) (σ6, d2, c3) (σ1, d3, c4) (σ5, t3, c1) (σ1, t6, c1) (σ5, t5, c1) (σ6, d5, c3)

(σ2, d1, c3) (σ1, t3, c2) (σ5, t2, c2) (σ6, d3, c3) (σ2, d3, c3) (σ5, t3, c2) (σ1, t6, c2) (σ5, t5, c2) (σ6, d5, c4)

(σ2, t3, c1) (σ3, t3, c1) (σ3, d3, c3) (σ2, t6, c1) (σ3, t6, c1) (σ6, d6, c3)

(σ2, t3, c2) (σ3, t3, c2) (σ4, d3, c4) (σ2, t6, c2) (σ3, t6, c2) (σ6, d6, c4)

(σ1, d2, c4) (σ4, t3, c1) (σ5, d3, c3) (σ1, d5, c3) (σ4, t6, c1)

(σ2, d2, c3) (σ4, t3, c2) (σ1, d5, c4) (σ4, t6, c2)

(σ1, d3, c4) (σ5, t3, c1) (σ2, d5, c3) (σ5, t6, c1)

(σ2, d3, c3) (σ5, t3, c2) (σ2, d5, c4) (σ5, t6, c2)

(σ3, d2, c4) (σ1, d6, c3) (σ3, d5, c3)

(σ4, d2, c3) (σ1, d6, c4) (σ3, d5, c4)

(σ5, d2, c3) (σ2, d6, c3) (σ4, d5, c3)

(σ3, d3, c4) (σ2, d6, c4) (σ4, d5, c4)

(σ4, d3, c3) (σ5, d5, c3)

(σ5, d3, c3) (σ5, d5, c4)

(σ3, d6, c3)

(σ3, d6, c4)

(σ4, d6, c3)

(σ4, d6, c4)

(σ5, d6, c3)

(σ5, d6, c4)

ergy of Tcc and ccūs̄, we give the contributions of each
potential in the system Hamiltonian by considering the
couplings of the meson-meson and diquark-antidiquark
structures in Table VI. We can easily find that for Tcc,
π meson exchange plays an important role in getting a
bound state. In comparison, for ccūs̄ system, the kaon
exchange is weaker than the pion exchange because of s
quark’s larger mass.

In the Table VII, we give the binding energies (∆E)
of the diquark ūd̄ and ūs̄, as well as the contributions
of each potential in the system Hamiltonian. The second
and third column tells us that ūd̄ is much easier to be the
bound state than ūs̄. If we take the mass of s quark to
be that of d quark, we get the deeper bound energy due
to the stronger kaon exchange in the fourth column. If
we take the mass of K to be that of π, the kaon exchange
doesn’t seem to change a lot. By tuning the ms and mK ,
we find that the main reason for the shallow bound state
of the ccūs̄ system coming from the heavier mass of s
quark.

What’s more, in Table VIII, we give the binding energy
of the state bbūs̄ with 1

2 (1
+) within various theoretical

methods for comparisons. In the table, most of the work
get the bound state for this state, but the binding energy
is different from each other. In General, the value is
about 10 ∼ 50 MeV in the quark model [8, 9, 13–15, 27,
30], 100 MeV in the lattice QCD calculations [10, 20, 21,
26], 180 ∼ 500 MeV in the QCD sum rules [22, 28]. In
the references [31, 32], the authors get no bound states
for bbūs̄ with 1

2 (1
+) in the relativistic quark model. Our

results for bbūs̄ with 1
2 (1

+) state is also well consistent
with the lattice QCD calculations [10, 20, 21, 26].

B. Looking for resonance states

Next we try to find possible resonance states for
double-heavy strange tetraquarks QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q =
u, s). Herein, the real scaling method (RSM) [39] is ap-
plied to find the genuine resonances. In the RSM, the
Gaussian range parameters rn in Eq. (9) just only for the
meson-meson picture with the color singlet-singlet con-
figuration are scaled as rn → αrn. In our calculations, α
takes the values from 1.0 to 3.0. When α is varied, the
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TABLE IV. The ground-state mass of double-heavy strange tetraquarks QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s), masses unit in MeV.

Flavor I(JP ) EMM EDA Ecc ETheo EB

ccs̄s̄ 0(0+) 3906.5 4217.4 3906.5 3900.4(D+
s D+

s ) 6.1

0(1+) 4033.8 4281.9 4033.8 4030.1(D+
s D∗+

s ) 3.7

0(2+) 4161.2 4345.5 4161.0 4159.8(D∗+
s D∗+

s ) 1.2

bbs̄s̄ 0(0+) 10736.5 10891.0 10736.5 10735.4(B̄0
s B̄

0
s ) 1.1

0(1+) 10778.8 10916.4 10778.8 10777.9(B̄0
s B̄

∗0
s ) 0.9

0(2+) 10820.9 10943.9 10820.9 10820.4(B̄∗0
s B̄∗0

s ) 0.5

ccūs̄ 1

2
(0+) 3814.3 4193.5 3814.2 3812.8(D0D+

s ) 1.4
1

2
(1+) 3933.0 4020.9 3923.8 3930.8(D∗0D+

s ) -7.0
1

2
(2+) 4063.0 4289.1 4062.9 4060.5(D∗0D∗+

s ) 2.4

bbūs̄ 1

2
(0+) 10649.2 10834.9 10649.2 10648.5(B−B̄0

s ) 0.7
1

2
(1+) 10687.8 10615.9 10582.9 10687.3(B∗−B̄0

s ) -104.4
1

2
(2+) 10730.9 10877.5 10730.9 10729.8(B∗−B̄∗0

s ) 1.1

bcs̄s̄ 0(0+) 7322.1 7650.7 7322.1 7317.9(B̄0
sD

+
s ) 4.2

0(1+) 7364.3 7662.2 7364.3 7360.4(B̄∗0
s D+

s ) 3.9

0(2+) 7491.1 7696.3 7491.1 7490.1(B̄∗0
s D∗+

s ) 1.0

bcūs̄ 1

2
(0+) 7232.0 7317.8 7231.6 7230.3(B̄0

sD
0) 1.3

1

2
(1+) 7274.1 7334.2 7272.4 7269.8(B∗−D+

s ) 2.6
1

2
(2+) 7392.2 7582.0 7392.1 7390.8(B̄∗0

s D∗0) 1.3

TABLE V. Contributions of each potential in the system

Hamiltonian of ccūs̄ and bbūs̄ system with I(JP ) = 1

2
(1+),

when considering the coupling of the meson-meson structure

and diquark-antidiquark structure. K1, K2, K3 represents

the inner kinetic energy and relative kinetic energy between

two clusters. ∆E is the binding energy of the system. (in

unit of MeV).

ccūs̄ bbūs̄

K1 434.6 546.0

K2 384.0 394.2

K3 202.7 166.8

V C -457.5 -507.5

V Coul -648.8 -658.1

V CMI -204.3 -212.9

V η -17.0 -40.5

V π 0.0 0.0

V σ -24.9 -47.2

V K -74.9 -178.1

E 3923.8 10582.9

∆E -7.0 -104.4

distance of the two color-singlet mesons is scaled with
α. The energy eigenvalues of the scattering states will
decrease as α increases. For the bound states, they will
be shown as the straight lines, and resonance states will
appear as an avoid-crossing structure like Fig. 1. Thus
the α dependence of energy eigenvalues can be used to

TABLE VI. Contributions of each potential in the system

Hamiltonian of Tcc states with I(JP ) = 0(1+) and ccūs̄ sys-

tem with I(JP ) = 1

2
(1+), when considering the coupling of

the meson-meson structures and diquark-antidiquark struc-

tures. ∆E is the binding energy of the state. (in unit of

MeV).

Tcc ccūs̄

K1 321.8 434.6

K2 929.7 384.0

K3 189.9 202.7

V C -432.8 -457.5

V Coul -645.8 -648.8

V CMI -346.4 -204.3

V η 75.4 -17.0

V π -464.6 0.0

V σ -48.8 -24.9

V K 0 -74.9

E 3660.7 3923.8

∆E -182.5 -7.0

distinguish resonance states from scattering states. The
results are demonstrated in Figs. 2 to 7.

In Fig. 2, for the state ccs̄s̄ with 0(0+), the blue lines
represent the theoretical thresholdsD+

s D
+
s andD∗+

s D∗+
s .

The red lines are the two possible resonance states with
mass 4176 and 4250 MeV. By analysing the components
of the resonance states, we found that for the resonance
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TABLE VII. The mass of the diquark ūd̄ and ūs̄. ∆E is the binding energy of the state. (in unit of MeV).

ūd̄ ūs̄

Ms = 536, MK = 494 Ms = 313,MK = 494 Ms = 536, MK = 139

K2 970.4 686.9 1133.8 624.2

V C -85.8 -87.3 -103 -82.9

V Coul -208.9 -184.3 -224 -176.2

V CMI -330.4 -204.7 -393 -180.9

V η 80.4 -40.2 -93.9 -35.2

V π -495.3 0 0 0

V σ -51.1 -46.9 -54.4 -44.7

V K 0 -176.7 -411.8 -156.8

∆E -120.7 -53.2 -146.3 -52.5

TABLE VIII. The stable tetraquark state bbūs̄ with quantum

numbers I(JP ) = 1

2
(1+) in various methods, units in MeV.

States I(JP ) Ours [8] [9] [10] [13] [14] [15] [20]

bbūs̄ 1

2
(1+) -7.0 -49 -48 -98 -7 -40 -59 -87

[21] [22] [26] [27] [28] [30] [31] [32]

-80 -477 -73 -48 -182 -42 14 40

1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8

En
er
gy
(M

eV
)

avoid-crossing point

FIG. 1. Stabilization graph for the resonance.

with the energy 4176 MeV, D∗
sD

∗
s channel with the hid-

den color component takes up a larger proportion, to
be 54%. For the resonance with the energy 4250 MeV,
DsDs channel with the hidden color component occupies
larger proportion, to be 44%. Need to be noted that
the wave function of resonance is not square-integrable
and the proportions of different channels are defined in
the sense of finite volume. The proportions of the reso-
nances could be changed by varying the “finite volume”.
In our work, we normalize the scattering state in the fi-
nite space occupied by the bound state (in the calculation
without open channels involved), then the proportions of
various components in the resonances will not depend

on “finite volume” anymore. The details can be seen in
the reference [45]. Besides, these proportions can reflect
the strengths of the coupling between the resonances and
the corresponding channels. For 0(1+) and 0(2+) states,
we find no resonance states. In the reference [19], the
authors also get a resonance state with the energy 4256
MeV for 0(0+) in the quark delocalization color screen-
ing model (QDCSM), which is well consistent with our
results.
In Fig. 3, for bbs̄s̄ states, we respectively find one res-

onance for 0(0+), 0(1+) and 0(2+), with the mass 11343
MeV, 11354 MeV and 11363 MeV. The resonance mech-
anism of these resonances also comes from the hidden
color structure since the hidden color component occu-
pies a large proportion.
In Fig. 4, there are more fund of resonances for bcs̄s̄.

For example, we find one resonance with energy 7698
MeV for 0(0+), coming from the hidden color channel res-
onance mechanism. For 0(1+), two possible resonances
between 7.5 GeV to 7.7 GeV are found. One with the en-
ergy 7660 MeV comes from the diquark-antidiquark with
6 ⊗ 6̄ color resonance mechanism, and the other with
the energy 7683 MeV comes from the B∗

sDs hidden color
channel resonance mechanism. For 0(2+), there are two
resonances between 7.7 GeV to 8.1 GeV, with the energy
7702 and 8089 MeV. They both come from the colorful
channel resonance mechanism, with B∗

sD
∗
s hidden color

(71%) and diquark-antidiquark with 3⊗ 3̄ (74%), respec-
tively.
For ccūs̄, in Fig. 5, there’s no resonance state for

1
2 (0

+), 1
2 (1

+) and 1
2 (2

+).
For bbūs̄ in Fig. 6, we also found no resonances for

both 1
2 (0

+) and 1
2 (1

+), but there is one resonance with

energy 11307MeV for 1
2 (2

+). With the lower energy than
B∗B∗

s (2S) channel, this resonance state may come from
the bound state of the B∗B∗

s (2S).
In Fig. 7, for bcūs̄ system, there are two resonance

states for 1
2 (2

+) with energy 7560 and 7890 MeV. They
also come from the color resonance mechanism since the
hidden color channel and the diquark-antidiquark chan-
nels occupy a large component.
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FIG. 2. The stabilization plots of the energies of ccs̄s̄ states with respect to the scaling factor α, masses unit in GeV.
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FIG. 3. The stabilization plots of the energies of bbs̄s̄ states with respect to the scaling factor α, masses unit in GeV.
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FIG. 4. The stabilization plots of the energies of bcs̄s̄ states with respect to the scaling factor α, masses unit in GeV.
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TABLE IX. The possible resonance states of double-heavy

strange tetraquarks QQq̄s̄ (Q = c, b; q = u, s), masses unit in

GeV.

Flavor I(JP ) Resonance states

ccs̄s̄ 0(0+) 4.176 4.250

0(1+) ...

0(2+) ...

bbs̄s̄ 0(0+) 11.343

0(1+) 11.354

0(2+) 11.363

ccūs̄ 1

2
(0+) ...

1

2
(1+) ...

1

2
(2+) ...

bbūs̄ 1

2
(0+) ...

1

2
(1+) ...

1

2
(2+) 11.307

bcs̄s̄ 0(0+) 7.698

0(1+) 7.660 7.683

0(2+) 7.702 8.089

bcūs̄ 1

2
(0+) ...

1

2
(1+) ...

1

2
(2+) 7.56 7.89

Succinctly, we collect all the resonance states in Table
IX.
Further more, the decay widths of the resonances can

be roughly estimated from the two-state crossing formula
given in Reference [39], as

Γ = 4|V (α)|
√

|Sr||Sc|
|Sc − Sr|

, (18)

where, V (α) is the energy difference between the upper
and lower branches at the avoid-crossing point with the
same value α. Sr and Sc are the slopes of the two crossing
levels, continuum and resonance, respectively. It should
be noted that the decay width is the partial strong two-

body decay width to S-wave channels included in the
calculation. For example, for ccs̄s̄ with 0(0+), there are
two resonance states with energy 4176 and 4250 MeV,
which has the decay width of 18 and 24 MeV, respec-
tively. This decay value is just the partial widths to
D+

s D
+
s and D∗+

s D∗+
s channels. For the other resonance

states in Figs. 3 to 7, we found that the slopes of the
resonance states lines approximately equal zero, so the
partial two-body strong decay width may approximately
be very small, and the decay width may come from the
width of excited mesons themselves.

IV. SUMMARY

We systematically study the doubly heavy tetraquark
states QQq̄s̄ with all possible quantum numbers con-
straint of the Pauli principle, where Q = c, b; q = u, s
within the framework of the chiral quark model.
In order to search for the possible stable states

against strong interaction, the meson-meson picture, the
diquark-antidiquark picture and the coupling calcula-
tions are considered respectively. The results predict that
ccūs̄ and bbūs̄ tetraquarks with 1

2 (1
+) are bound states

against strong interactions, with the binding energy 7.0
and 104.4 MeV, respectively, which may be explored in
the experiments in the near future. Meanwhile, some res-
onance states are also found with the real scaling method.
Until now, none of stable or resonant doubly heavy

tetraquarks with strange flavor has been observed in ex-
periments and therefore we need more investigations on
their properties. The future experimental values will pro-
vide an opportunity to check the availability of the dif-
ferent theoretical models.
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