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In this work, we systematically investigate the mass spectra of fully-heavy hexaquarks within a constituent

quark model by including the color Coulomb potential, linear confining potential, and spin-spin interactions.

Our results show that all of the fully-heavy hexaquarks lie above the corresponding baryon-baryon thresholds,

and thus no stable compact one exists. These states may subsist as resonances and decay into two fully-heavy

baryons easily through the fall-apart mechanism, which can be searched in future experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Theoretical and experimental studies on the exotic

states beyond the conventional hadrons play essential roles

in understanding the nonperturbative properties of quan-

tum chromodynamics (QCD). In the past two decades,

researchers have witnessed lots of new hadrons observed

by large-scale scientific facilities, and many of them are

difficult to interpreted as the conventional hardons. With this

remarkably experimental achievement, theorists also payed

plenty of attentions and efforts to study the inner structures

of these exotica and provided highly valuable information for

experimental searches. More details of these discoveries and

recent progresses can be found in the review articles [1–14].

Those new exotica are usually interpreted as compact

multi-quark states, loosely bound molecules, kinematic

effects, or even the conventional states. Actually, people

often have difficulties distinguishing the various explanations

if they lie in the similar energy region and have same

quantum numbers. Fortunately, the fully-heavy exotics

are particularly interesting and less troublesome, where

they are far away form the scope of conventional hadrons.

Also, without the light meson exchanges, the loosely bound

molecular configurations seem to be disfavored. Moreover,

the relativistic effects should be small enough owing to the

absence of light quark, and the nonrelativistic quark model

can describe these fully-heavy systems pretty well. Thus,

it is a good place to hunt for the genuine compact exotic states.

Since the observations of X(6900) by the LHCb Collab-

oration in 2020 [15], the fully-heavy exotics have attracted

lots of interests in recent years [16–42]. Also, more structures

in the J/ψ − J/ψ and J/ψ − ψ(2S ) invariant mass spectrum
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very recently [43, 44]. These structures are good candidates

for the fully-heavy tetraquarks, which have been suggested in

the literature. Also, the masses of the ground states for fully-

heavy pentaquarks are investigated within the framework of

quark model [45, 46].

Unlike the thriving scene of the tetraquarks and pen-

taquarks, the experimental and theoretical progresses on

dibaryons seem relatively few. The deuteron is certainly

a well established six-quark state, which is interpreted as

a proton-neutron molecular state. Another six-quark state

is the d∗(2380) observed by the WASA-at-COSY Collabo-

ration [47, 48], and are investigated by several theoretical

groups [49–62]. Moreover, other possible structures are

also claimed experimentally, such as the isotensor ∆N

dibaryon resonance D21 [63, 64] and proton–Ω correlation in

heavy-ion collisions [65], and the readers interested in light

hexaquarks is referred to the recent review [66, 67]. Owing

to the complexities of light few-body systems, the nature of

d∗(2380) is a long-standing problem, which seems intractable

and will stay in dispute in the near future. A more realistic

and intelligent way to looking for the hexaquarks is turning

to the heavy systems, where the structures may be picked out

more easily by experiments.

There have been several studies on the fully-heavy

hexaquarks in the literature, which mainly concentrate on

the ΩcccΩccc, ΩcccΩbbb, and ΩbbbΩbbb systems. Within

the lattice QCD method, the authors calculated the mass

of various dibaryons and pointed out that the ΩccbΩcbb,

ΩcccΩccc, and ΩbbbΩbbb dibaryons and should be below

their respective two-baryon thresholds [68–70]. Also, the

one-boson-exchange model and QCD sum rule approach

suggested that there should exist weakly bound ones [71, 72].

However, several studies within quark models disfavored the

bound hexaquarks [73–75] except the work of Ref. [76]. In

short, the previous works between quark models and quantum

field theory approaches show quite different conclusions.

Thus, it is interesting for us to investigate this controversy and

find out possible reasons. Moreover, a systematical and solid

study in a constituent quark model with the same potential

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.03041v1
mailto:lvqifang@hunnu.edu.cn
mailto:chendy@seu.edu.cn
mailto:dongyb@ihep.ac.cn


2

and parameters as conventional hadrons are essential to

ensure the validity of our exploration.

In this work, we adopt a nonrelativistic constituent

quark model to investigate the mass spectra of fully-heavy

hexaquarks within compact configurations. This frame-

work composed of potential and parameters have been

widely employed to study the conventional and tetraquark

states [16, 77–80], and have been proven effective enough

for these fully-heavy systems. In the fully-heavy hexaquarks,

the relativistic effects should be extremely small and no

light meson exchange needs considering, which assures the

reliability of results obtained by the nonrelativistic constituent

quark model including Coulomb potential, linear confining

potential, and spin-spin interactions. We find that all of

the fully-heavy hexaquarks lie above the corresponding

baryon-baryon thresholds, and thus no stable compact one

exists. We hope our results can provide valuable information

for future experimental and theoretical studies.

This article is organized as follows. In Section II, we in-

troduce the framework of the nonrelativistic constituent quark

model for hexaquarks. The results and discussions for the

mass spectra of fully-heavy heavy hexaquarks are given in

Section III. The last section is a summary.

II. FRAMEWORK

In the nonrelativistic constituent quark model, the Hamil-

tonian of the fully-heavy hexaquark systems can be expressed

as

H =

( 6
∑

i=1

mi + Ti

)

− TG +
∑

i< j

Vi j(ri j), (1)

where mi and Ti are the constituent quark mass and kinetic

energy of the ith quark, respectively; TG stands for the center-

of-mass kinetic energy of the hexaquark system; Vi j(ri j) cor-

responds to the potential between the i-th and j-th quark,

which includes short-range one-gluon-exchange interaction

and long-range linear confinement. The explicit formula of

Vi j(ri j) can be written as [78]

Vi j(ri j) = VOGE
i j (ri j) + V

Con f

i j
(ri j) , (2)

with

VOGE
i j =

αi j

4
(λi · λ j)



















1

ri j

− π
2
·
σ3

i j
e−σ

2
i j

r2
i j

π3/2
· 4

3mim j

(σi · σ j)



















,

(3)

and

V
Con f

i j
(ri j) = −

3

16
(λi · λ j) · bri j. (4)

The relevant parameters are shown in Table I. With these

parameters, the mass spectra of fully-heavy mesons, baryons,

and tetraquarks have been described well in previous

works [16, 77–80]. Also, some calculated masses of

fully-heavy conventional hadrons are listed in Table II for

reference. Thus, it is suitable to adopt the same framework to

investigate the fully-heavy hexaquark systems.

TABLE I: Relevant parameters in the constituent quark model.

mc (GeV) 1.483

mb (GeV) 4.852

αcc 0.5461

αbb 0.4311

αbc 0.5021

σcc (GeV) 1.1384

σbb (GeV) 2.3200

σbc (GeV) 1.3000

b (GeV 2) 0.1425

To solve this Hamiltonian, we also need to construct the

fully antisymmetric color-spin-flavor-orbital wave functions

according to the Pauli exclusion principle. Since the charm

and bottom quarks are not identical particles, the flavor

parts of these systems are always trivial, that is, symmetric

in the identical subsystems and no permuting symmetry

between charm and bottom quarks. Also, the orbital parts

are symmetric for the S−wave ground states. Then, the

color-spin wave functions should be antisymmetric in the

charm or bottom subsystem. All the possible configurations

for the S−wave fully-heavy hexaquark systems are listed in

Table III. The explicit forms for color-spin wave functions can

be obtained with the help of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of

groups S U(N) and S N after tedious calculations [57, 82–84].

With the color-spin-flavor wave functions, one can calculate

the matrix elements of operators λi · λ j and λi · λ jσi · σ j in

the Hamiltonian. Here, we present the final elements for all

configurations in Table IV for reference.

The trail orbital wave function for a hexaquark state in the

coordinate space can be expanded by a series of Gaussian

functions,

ψ(r1, r2, r3, r4, r5, r6) =

n
∑

ℓ

Cℓ
6

∏

i=1

(

miωℓ

π

)3/4

exp

[

−miωl

2
r2

i

]

≡
n

∑

ℓ

Cℓ
6

∏

i=1

φ(ωℓ, ri), (5)

which is usually adopted to study the compact multiquark sys-

tems [78, 85, 86]. Some useful overlaps for Gaussian func-

tions are shown as follows

〈 6
∏

j=1

φ(ωℓ, r j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
∑

i=1

Ti − TG

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
∏

k=1

φ(ωℓ, rk)

〉

= 3840
(ωℓωℓ′ )

11/2

(ωℓ + ωℓ′ )10
.

(6)
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TABLE II: Masses of fully-heavy conventional hadrons. Experimental date are taken from PDG [81]. The units are in MeV.

State ηc J/ψ Bc B∗c ηb Υ Ωccc Ωccb Ω∗
ccb

Ωcbb Ω∗
cbb

Ωbbb

Mass 2983 3097 6271 6326 9390 9460 4828 8047 8070 11248 11272 14432

Experiments 2984 3097 6271 · · · 9399 9460 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·

TABLE III: All possible configurations for S−wave fully-heavy hex-

aquark systems. The subscripts and superscripts stand for the spin

and color types, respectively. The braces { } are adopted for the sub-

systems with symmetric flavor wave functions.

System JP Configuration

cccccc 0+ |{cccccc}1
0
〉1

0
· · ·

cccccb 0+ |{ccccc}3̄
1/2

b3
1/2
〉1

0
· · ·

1+ |{ccccc}3̄
1/2

b3
1/2
〉1

1
· · ·

ccccbb 0+ |{cccc}3
1
{bb}3̄

1
〉10 |{cccc}6̄

0
{bb}6

0
〉10

1+ |{cccc}3
1
{bb}3̄

1
〉1

1
· · ·

2+ |{cccc}3
1
{bb}3̄

1
〉1

2
· · ·

cccbbb 0+ |{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

0
|{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉1

0

1+ |{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

1
|{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉1

1

2+ |{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

2
· · ·

3+ |{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

3
· · ·

bbbbcc 0+ |{bbbb}3
1
{cc}3̄

1
〉1

0
|{bbbb}6̄

0
{cc}6

0
〉1

0

1+ |{bbbb}3
1
{cc}3̄

1
〉1

1
· · ·

2+ |{bbbb}3
1
{cc}3̄

1
〉1

2
· · ·

bbbbbc 0+ |{bbbbb}3̄
1/2

c3
1/2
〉1

0
· · ·

1+ |{bbbbb}3̄
1/2

c3
1/2
〉1

1
· · ·

bbbbbb 0+ |{bbbbbb}1
0
〉1

0
· · ·

〈

ψ(ωℓ, ri, r j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ri j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ψ(ωℓ′ , ri, r j)

〉

= 2

√

mi j

π

(ωℓωℓ′ )
3/2

(
ωℓ+ωℓ′

2
)5/2

, (7)

〈

ψ(ωℓ, ri, r j)
∣

∣

∣

∣

e−σ
2
i j

r2
i j

∣

∣

∣

∣

ψ(ωℓ′ , ri, r j)

〉

=

















mi j(
2ωℓωℓ′
ωℓ+ωℓ′

)

mi j
ωℓ+ωℓ′

2
+ σ2

i j

















3
2

,

(8)

〈

ψ(ωℓ, ri, r j)
∣

∣

∣ri j

∣

∣

∣ψ(ωℓ′ , ri, r j)
〉

= 2

√

1

πmi j

(ωℓωℓ′ )
3/2

(
ωℓ+ωℓ′

2
)7/2

, (9)

where ψ(ωi, ri, r j) ≡ φ(ωℓ, ri)φ(ωℓ, r j), mi j = mim j/(mi +m j).

With the full wave functions and all the matrix elements

involved in the Hamiltonian, the masses without a mixing

mechanism can therefore be calculated by solving the gen-

eralized eigenvalue problem straightforwardly

n
∑

ℓ′=1

(Hℓℓ′ − ENℓℓ′ )Cℓ′ = 0, (ℓ = 1, 2, ..., n), (10)

where the Hℓℓ′ are the matrix elements of the total Hamilto-

nian, Nℓℓ′ are the overlap matrix elements of the Gaussian

functions arising from their nonorthogonality, E stands for

the mass, and Cℓ′ is the eigenvector corresponding to the co-

efficients of the orbital wave function for a fully-heavy hex-

aquark. Moreover, for a given hexaquark system, different

configurations with same JP can mix with each other in prin-

ciple. The mixing effects are taken into account and discussed

in present calculations, and then the final mass spectra and

wave functions are obtained by diagonalizing the mass matrix

of these configurations.

III. MASS SPECTRA AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we adopt the same variational parameters

ωℓ and n as previous work [78] to solve the generalized

eigenvalue problem numerically. With these parameters, we

can obtain stable mass spectra of fully-heavy tetraquarks, and

also fully-heavy hexaquarks here. Certainly, these variational

parameters are introduced just for a numerical calculation and

do not affect the final results of constituent quark model when

the numerical procedure is convergent and stable enough [87].

The predicted masses for S− wave fully-heavy hexaquarks

are listed in Table V and Figure 1.

It can be seen that all of the fully-heavy hexaquarks

are predicted to lie above the corresponding thresholds.

These results are consistent with other quark model calcu-

lations [73–75] but contradict with conclusions of lattice

QCD [68–70], one-boson exchange model [71], and QCD

sum rule [72]. Instead of the absolute masses, whether

above or below the threshold is just a qualitative conclusion,

which can not be simply boiled down to the uncertainties of

models and numerical calculations. Our results together with

previous quark model works indicate that the potential with

Coulomb potential, linear confining potential, and spin-spin

interactions can hardly give a stable compact fully-heavy

hexaquark. Probably, more interactions or mechanism

are included in lattice QCD approach, which lead to this

difference. More theoretical works and future experimental

data will help us to resolve this puzzle.

With the obtained wave functions, we can also estimate

the expectations of 〈r2
i j
〉1/2 for cc, cb, and bb subsystems.

We find that these expectations are similar in different

configurations, and are about 0.53 ∼ 0.55, 0.43 ∼ 0.44, and

0.29 ∼ 0.30 fm for cc, cb, and bb subsystems, respectively.

These relatively small distances show typical features of the

compact multiquarks, which are significantly different from

the loosely bound molecular picture. Moreover, for ccccbb,

cccbbb, and bbbbcc systems, some configurations with same
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TABLE IV: Color-spin matrix elements for the cccccc, cccccb, ccccbb, and cccbbb systems. The color-spin matrix elements for the bbbbbb,

bbbbbc, and bbbbcc systems are same as that of cccccc, cccccb, and ccccbb systems by interconverting the charm and bottom quarks, respec-

tively.

System 〈Ô〉 λi · λ j λi · λ jσi · σ j

cc cb bb cc cb bb

cccccc 1
0〈{cccccc}10|Ô|{cccccc}10〉10 −16/15 · · · · · · −16/5 · · · · · ·

cccccb 1
0
〈{ccccc}3̄

1/2
b3

1/2
|Ô|{ccccc}3̄

1/2
b3

1/2
〉1

0
−16/15 −16/15 · · · −16/5 −16/5 · · ·

1
1〈{ccccc}3̄

1/2
b3

1/2
|Ô|{ccccc}3̄

1/2
b3

1/2
〉11 −16/15 −16/15 · · · −16/5 16/15 · · ·

ccccbb 1
0
〈{cccc}3

1
{bb}3̄

1
|Ô|{cccc}3

1
{bb}3̄

1
〉1

0
−4/3 −2/3 −8/3 −28/9 −4/3 −8/3

1
0
〈{cccc}6̄

0
{bb}6

0
|Ô|{cccc}6̄

0
{bb}6

0
〉1

0
−2/3 −5/3 4/3 −10/3 0 −4

1
0
〈{cccc}3

1
{bb}3̄

1
|Ô|{cccc}6̄

0
{bb}6

0
〉1

0
0 0 0 0

√
6 0

1
1
〈{cccc}3

1
{bb}3̄

1
|Ô|{cccc}3

1
{bb}3̄

1
〉1

1
−4/3 −2/3 −8/3 −28/9 −2/3 −8/3

1
2
〈{cccc}3

1
{bb}3̄

1
|Ô|{cccc}3

1
{bb}3̄

1
〉1

2
−4/3 −2/3 −8/3 −28/9 2/3 −8/3

cccbbb 1
0
〈{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
|Ô|{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

0
−8/3 0 −8/3 −8/3 0 −8/3

1
0
〈{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
|Ô|{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉1

0
−2/3 −4/3 −2/3 −10/3 −20/9 −10/3

1
0
〈{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
|Ô|{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉1

0
0 0 0 0 −16/9 0

1
1
〈{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
|Ô|{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

1
−8/3 0 −8/3 −8/3 0 −8/3

1
1
〈{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
|Ô|{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉1

1
−2/3 −4/3 −2/3 −10/3 20/27 −10/3

1
1〈{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
|Ô|{ccc}8

1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉11 0 0 0 0 −16

√
5/27 0

1
2
〈{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
|Ô|{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

2
−8/3 0 −8/3 −8/3 0 −8/3

1
3
〈{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
|Ô|{ccc}1

3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

3
−8/3 0 −8/3 −8/3 0 −8/3

TABLE V: The predicted masses for S−wave fully-heavy hexaquarks.

System JP Configuration 〈H〉 (MeV) Mass (MeV) Eigenvector Threshold (MeV)

cccccc 0+ |{cccccc}1
0
〉1

0
9960 9960 1 9656

cccccb 0+ |{ccccc}3̄
1/2

b3
1/2
〉1

0
13195 13195 1 12875

1+ |{ccccc}3̄
1/2

b3
1/2
〉1

1
13176 13176 1 12875

ccccbb 0+
[

|{cccc}3
1
{bb}3̄

1
〉1

0

|{cccc}6̄
0
{bb}6

0
〉1

0

] (

16378 −18

−18 16431

) [

16372

16437

] [

(−0.956, 0.295)

(0.295, 0.956)

]

16076

16076

1+ |{cccc}3
1
{bb}3̄

1
〉1

1
16373 16373 1 16076

2+ |{cccc}3
1
{bb}3̄

1
〉12 16363 16363 1 16076

cccbbb 0+
[

|{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

0

|{ccc}8
1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉1

0

] (

19521 −15

−15 19636

) [

19519

19638

] [

(−0.992, 0.130)

(0.130, 0.992)

]

19260

19260

1+
[

|{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

1

|{ccc}8
1/2
{bbb}8

1/2
〉1

1

] (

19521 −12

−12 19610

) [

19520

19612

] [

(−0.992, 0.127)

(0.127, 0.992)

]

19260

19260

2+ |{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

2
19521 19521 1 19260

3+ |{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

3
19521 19521 1 19260

bbbbcc 0+
[

|{bbbb}3
1
{cc}3̄

1
〉1

0

|{bbbb}6̄
0
{cc}6

0
〉1

0

] (

22780 −19

−19 22833

) [

22774

22839

] [

(−0.953, 0.302)

(0.302, 0.953)

]

22479

22479

1+ |{bbbb}3
1
{cc}3̄

1
〉1

1
22775 22775 1 22479

2+ |{bbbb}3
1
{cc}3̄

1
〉1

2
22764 22764 1 22479

bbbbbc 0+ |{ccccc}3̄
1/2

b3
1/2
〉1

0
26000 26000 1 25680

1+ |{ccccc}3̄
1/2

b3
1/2
〉1

1
25980 25980 1 25680

bbbbbb 0+ |{bbbbbb}1
0
〉1

0
29167 29167 1 28864

JP can mix with each other. The mixing effects arise from

the spin-spin interaction, and then are highly suppressed

by the masses of heavy quarks. Hence, it is inevitable that

these mixtures should be extremely small, and our numerical

results confirm this expectation.

An interesting discovery is the inverted mass hierarchy

for several fully-heavy hexaquarks. Usually, one expect

that the mass of higher J state should be larger than that of

the lower J one for a given spin multiplicity, which is also

confirmed by the spectroscopy of conventional hadrons both

theoretically and experimentally. In the literature [88–91], the

authors discussed the possibilities of inverted mass hierarchy

for conventional hadrons by considering specific dynamical
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9960 16372

16437

16373
16363 22774

22839

22775
22764

29167

ΩcccΩccc

9656

ΩbbbΩbbb

28864

ΩcccΩcbb

16076

ΩccbΩbbb

22479

cccccc ccccbb bbbbcc bbbbbb

0
+

0
+

1
+

0
+

1
+

2
+

0
+

1
+

2
+

3
+

0
+

1
+

2
+

0
+

1
+

0
+

M
a
s
s
(M
e
V
)

FIG. 1: Mass spectra for the fully-heavy hexaquarks. The solid lines stand for the predicted masses of different systems, and dashed lines are

their corresponding thresholds.

mechanism, however, these predictions are not verified by

experiments until now. In the fully-heavy hexaquarks, the

lightest states for the cccccb, ccccbb, bbbbbc, and bbbbcc

systems have the highest total angular momentum. Moreover,

for the pure configurations, when the total angular momentum

increases, the masses decrease. This inverted mass hierarchy

is due in the symmetry constraint, where the color-spin wave

functions are limited in specific forms and jointly act on

the fine splittings. Especially, the four pure configurations

|{ccc}1
3/2
{bbb}1

3/2
〉1

S
with S = 0, 1, 2, 3 have the same mass

because no residual interaction is left between the ccc and

bbb subsystems. It can be seen that the exotic states have

more complicated color structures than that of conventional

hadrons, and thus can perform more particular spectrum. We

hope that the future experiments can test this inverted mass

hierarchy of fully-heavy hexaquarks.

We can also investigate the mass differences between

hexaquark states and their corresponding thresholds versus

different systems. The mass differences between the low-

est hexaquarks and thresholds for different systems are plot-

ted in Figure 2. It can be found that the cccbbb system has

lowest mass difference while the cccccc and bbbbbb systems

have larger mass differences. Compared with the cccccc and

bbbbbb systems, the cccbbb system seems to be more asym-

metric. Also, if one splits a fully-heavy hexaquark into two

three-quark subsystems, it is easy to see that the cccbbb sys-

tem has the largest mass ratio between these two subsystems.

Actually, in previous study on tetraquarks [92], we also found

that the systems with larger mass ratios tend to be stable. Our

present results indicate that the fully-heavy hexaquarks with

lower symmetry and larger mass ratios are more likely to sta-

bilize. If one keeps increasing the mass ratios, the fully-heavy

hexaquarks will become heavy-light systems. Thus, it is rea-

sonable to speculate that there may be some stable heavy-light

hexaquarks below the corresponding thresholds. More precise

calculations for the heavy-light hexaquarks within our frame-

work are needed to verify or deny this conjecture.

cccccc cccccb ccccbb cccbbbbbbbccbbbbbcbbbbbb
240

260

280

300

320

D
if
fe
re
n
c
e
(M
e
V
)

FIG. 2: Mass differences between the lowest hexaquarks and their

corresponding thresholds for different systems.

Furthermore, it should be emphasized that, even if a exotic

state is not bound, it may also subsist as a resonance with

finite decay width and be observed by future experiments.

These fully-heavy hexaquarks can decay into the two fully-

heavy baryons by fall-apart mechanism. The precise decay

widths depend on the transition operator, wave functions of

initial and final states, and phase space, which are all model

dependent. Without any experimental data as a benchmark,

it is hard to estimate the total widths of these resonance
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theoretically at present.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we adopt the norelativistic constituent

quark model to investigate the S-wave fully-heavy hexaquarks

systematically. The mass spectra are obtained by solving

the Hamiltonian including the Coulomb potential, confining

potential, and spin-spin interactions. All of the fully-heavy

hexaquarks are predicted to lie above the corresponding

baryon-baryon thresholds, and thus no stable binding one

exists. Then, these fully-heavy hexaquarks can subsist as

resonances and may easily decay into the fully-heavy baryons

through the fall-apart mechanism. Our present results are

consistent with other quark model calculations but different

with the conclusions of lattice QCD, QCD sum rule, and

one-boson exchange model. More theoretical efforts and

future experimental data will help us to resolve this puzzle.

With the obtained wave functions, we estimate the expec-

tations of 〈r2
i j
〉1/2 for cc, cb, and bb subsystems, and find that

they have typical sizes of compact multiquarks. Also, we find

that some fully-heavy hexaquark have inverted mass hierar-

chy, that is, the masses of pure configurations decrease when

the total angular momentum increases. Moreover, the mass

differences between hexaquark states and their correspond-

ing thresholds for different systems are discussed, which can

provide clues for us to hunting for stable hexaquarks. Thus,

we speculate that there may be some stable heavy-light hex-

aquarks below the corresponding thresholds. We hope our

present predictions can provide helpful information for future

experimental searches.
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[62] Q. F. Lü, F. Huang, Y. B. Dong, P. N. Shen and Z. Y. Zhang, Six-

quark structure of d∗(2380) in a chiral constituent quark model,

Phys. Rev. D 96, 014036 (2017).

[63] P. Adlarson et al. (WASA-at-COSY), An Isotensor Dibaryon

in the pp → ppπ+π− Reaction?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 052001

(2018).

[64] P. Adlarson et al. (WASA-at-COSY), Examination of the pro-

duction of an isotensor dibaryon in the pp→ppπ+π− reaction,

Phys. Rev. C 99, 025201 (2019).

[65] J. Adam et al. (STAR), The Proton-Ω correlation function in

Au+Au collisions at
√

sNN=200 GeV, Phys. Lett. B 790, 490-

497 (2019).

[66] H. Clement and T. Skorodko, Dibaryons: Molecular versus

Compact Hexaquarks, Chin. Phys. C 45, 022001 (2021).

[67] H. Clement, On the History of Dibaryons and their Final Ob-

servation, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys.93,195 (2017).

[68] P. Junnarkar and N. Mathur, Deuteronlike Heavy Dibaryons

from Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123,

162003 (2019).

[69] Y. Lyu, H. Tong, T. Sugiura, S. Aoki, T. Doi, T. Hatsuda,



8

J. Meng and T. Miyamoto, Dibaryon with Highest Charm Num-

ber near Unitarity from Lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127,

072003 (2021).

[70] N. Mathur, M. Padmanath and D. Chakraborty, The most beau-

tiful strongly bound dibaryon, arXiv:2205.02862.

[71] M. Z. Liu and L. S. Geng, Prediction of anΩbbbΩbbb Dibaryon

in the Extended One-Boson Exchange Model, Chin. Phys. Lett.

38, 101201 (2021).

[72] Z. G. Wang, Fully-heavy hexaquark states via the QCD sum

rules, arXiv:2201.02955.

[73] J. M. Richard, A. Valcarce and J. Vijande, Very heavy flavored

dibaryons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 212001 (2020).

[74] J. M. Alcaraz-Pelegrina and M. C. Gordillo, Diffusion

Monte Carlo calculations of fully-heavy compact hexaquarks,

arXiv:2205.13886.

[75] X. Z. Weng and S. L. Zhu, Systematics of fully heavy

dibaryons, arXiv:2207.05505.

[76] H. Huang, J. Ping, X. Zhu and F. Wang, Full heavy dibaryons,

arXiv:2011.00513.

[77] W. J. Deng, H. Liu, L. C. Gui and X. H. Zhong, Charmonium

spectrum and their electromagnetic transitions with higher mul-

tipole contributions, Phys. Rev. D 95, 034026 (2017).
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