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Abstract

In this talk, we briefly report the investigations of the mass spectra for the ccc̄c̄, bbb̄b̄, bcb̄c̄ and ccb̄b̄ tetraquark
states by using the QCD moment sum rule method. The calculations for the fully-charm ccc̄c̄ tetraquarks have been
successfully predicted the existence of di-J/ψ resonances including X(6900) in LHCb’s observation. The quantum
numbers for these resonance structures are also suggested. More efforts are still needed in both theoretical and
experimental aspects to study the properties of these fully-heavy tetraquark states. They may be observed at facilities
such as LHCb, CMS and RHIC in the future.
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1. Introduction

Plenty of charmoniumlike exotic states including the
so called XYZ and Pc states have been observed af-
ter 2003. Since they can not be fitted into the conven-
tional quark model, many exotic hadron configurations
have been proposed to understand their inner structure,
such as hadron molecules, compact multiquarks, hybrid
mesons and so on [1–5].

Very recently, the LHCb Collaboration reported a
narrow resonance X(6900) with the significance more
than 5σ, a broad structure ranging from 6.2 to 6.8
GeV and a hint for another structure around 7.2 GeV
in the di-J/ψ mass spectrum [6]. These structures are
immediately considered as good candidates of com-
pact fully-charm tetraquark states since the absence
of light quarks [7, 8]. Actually, there have been al-
ready some theoretical investigations in fully-heavy
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tetraquark states before LHCb’s observation [9–18]. Af-
ter LHCb reported X(6900) and another two potential
exotic structures, many theoretical researches are raised
to study the fully-charm ccc̄c̄ tetraquarks for their mass
spectra [19–46], their production mechanisms [42, 47–
56] and their decay properties [22, 31, 57–60].

In this talk, I shall present recent progresses on the
calculations of the mass spectra for the fully-heavy
ccc̄c̄, bbb̄b̄, bcb̄c̄ and ccb̄b̄ tetraquark states by using the
method of QCD moment sum rules.

2. Formalism of QCD sum rules

To introduce the QCD sum rule method [61, 62],
we start from the two-point correlation functions for
the scalar, vector and tensor interpolating currents
J(x), Jµ(x) and Jµν(x)

Π
(
p2

)
= i

∫
d4xeip·x

〈
0
∣∣∣∣T [

J(x)J†(0)
]∣∣∣∣ 0〉 , (1)

Πµν

(
p2

)
= i

∫
d4xeip·x

〈
0
∣∣∣∣T [

Jµ(x)J†ν (0)
]∣∣∣∣ 0〉 , (2)
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Πµν, ρσ

(
p2

)
= i

∫
d4xeip·x

〈
0
∣∣∣∣T [

Jµν(x)J†ρσ(0)
]∣∣∣∣ 0〉 (3)

=

(
ηµρηνσ + ηµσηνρ −

2
3
ηµνηρσ

)
Π2

(
p2

)
+ · · · , (4)

where

ηµν =
pµpν
p2 − gµν , (5)

and the invariant functions Π2

(
p2

)
, Π1

(
p2

)
, Π0

(
p2

)
re-

late to the spin-2, spin-1 and spin-0 intermediate states,
respectively. To study the fully-heavy tetraquark sys-
tems, we use the interpolating currents constructed for
the ccc̄c̄, bbb̄b̄, bcb̄c̄, bbc̄c̄ tetraquarks in Refs. [9, 63,
64] to calculate the above correlation functions.

The invariant functions can be described by the dis-
persion relation at the hadronic level

Π
(
p2

)
=

(
p2

)N

π

∫ ∞

s<

Im Π(s)
sN (

s − p2 − iε
)ds

+

N−1∑
n=0

bn

(
p2

)n
,

(6)

where bn is the subtraction constant. The imaginary part
of the correlation function can be written as the sum
over a series of δ functions

ImΠ(s) = π
∑

n

δ(s − m2
n)〈0|J|n〉〈n|J+|0〉 (7)

= π f 2
Hδ(s − m2

H) + · · · , (8)

in which the “pole plus continuum” ansatz is adopted
in the last step, and the “· · · ” represents the contribu-
tions from the higher excited states and the continuum.
The parameters fH and mH are the coupling constant and
mass of the lowest-lying resonance

〈0|J|H〉 = fH ,〈
0
∣∣∣Jµ∣∣∣ H

〉
= fHεµ ,〈

0
∣∣∣Jµν∣∣∣ H

〉
= fHεµν ,

(9)

with the polarization vector εµ and polarization tensor
εµν.

At the quark-gluonic level, the invariant function
Π(p2) can be evaluated via the operator product ex-
pansion (OPE) method, and expressed as the function
of various QCD condensates, the heavy quark masses
and QCD coupling αs. For the fully-heavy tetraquark

systems, we calculate the correlation functions up to
gluon condensate since the higher dimensional nonper-
turbative terms such the tri-gluon condensate are very
small to be neglected. We shall not show the expres-
sions of these invariant functions here since they are
very lengthy and complicated.

We introduce the following moment as derivatives of
the invariant function Π(p2) in Euclidean region Q2 =

−q2 > 0

Mn

(
Q2

0

)
=

1
n!

(
−

d
dQ2

)n

Π
(
Q2

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
Q2=Q2

0

(10)

=

∫ ∞

s<

ρ(s)(
s + Q2

0

)n+1 ds . (11)

Applying to Eq.(6), the moment can be expressed as

Mn

(
Q2

0

)
=

f 2
H(

m2
H + Q2

0

)n+1

[
1 + δn

(
Q2

0

)]
, (12)

where δn(Q2
0) contains the contributions from higher ex-

cited states and continuum. It will tend to zero as n go-
ing to infinity for a specific value of Q2

0. Defining the
following ratio

r
(
n,Q2

0

)
≡

Mn

(
Q2

0

)
Mn+1

(
Q2

0

) (13)

=
(
m2

H + Q2
0

) 1 + δn

(
Q2

0

)
1 + δn+1

(
Q2

0

) , (14)

where the relation δn(Q2
0) ≈ δn+1(Q2

0) will be achieved
when n is large enough. Finally, the hadron mass of the
lowest-lying hadron state can be extracted as

mH(n, Q2
0) =

√
r
(
n,Q2

0

)
− Q2

0 , (15)

which is the function of n and Q2
0.

3. Moment QCD sum rules and numerical results
for the ccc̄c̄, bbb̄b̄, bcb̄c̄, bbc̄c̄ tetraquark sys-
tems

We use the following values of heavy quark masses
and gluon condensate to perform numerical analy-
ses [65–67]

mc (mc) = (1.27+0.02
−0.02)GeV ,

mb (mb) = (4.18+0.03
−0.02)GeV ,〈

g2
sGG

〉
= (0.88 ± 0.25)GeV4 .

(16)



Wei Chen / Nuclear and Particle Physics Proceedings 00 (2022) 1–5 3

�� �� �� �� �� �� �� �� �� �� ��
���

���

���

���

���

���

����

�

�
�
[�
��

]

ξ=5.0

ξ=4.0

ξ=3.0

ξ=2.0

Figure 1: Hadron mass for the fully-charm ccc̄c̄ tetraquark state with
JPC = 0−+.

As shown in Eq. (15), there are two important param-
eters n and Q2

0 in the hadron mass. One needs to care-
fully choose the suitable working regions for these two
parameters. For simplicity, we define ξ = Q2

0/16m2
c , ξ =

Q2
0/m

2
b, ξ = Q2

0/(m
2
b + m2

c) for ccc̄c̄, bbb̄b̄ and bcb̄c̄/bbc̄c̄
tetraquark systems, respectively. These two parameters,
n and ξ, are correlated with each other:

1. A larger value of ξ results in slower convergence
of δn(Q2

0), which can be compensated by taking
higher derivative n of Π(q2) for the lowest lying
resonance to dominate.

2. However, a large value of n means moving fur-
ther away from the asymptotically free region. The
OPE convergence would also become bad for large
value of n.

The upper limit of n can be obtained by studying the
convergence of the OPE series, by requiring the pertur-
bative term to be larger than the gluon condensate term.
The upper bound nmax usually increases with respect to
the value of ξ. In principle, one can arrive at a region in
the (n, ξ) plane where the lowest lying resonance domi-
nates the moments in Eq. (12) and the OPE series has
good convergence. We shall perform our analysis in
such (n, ξ) parameter regions to establish reliable mo-
ment sum rules for hadron masses.

We show the numerical analysis for the fully-charm
ccc̄c̄ tetraquark state with JPC = 0−+ as an example, by
using the interpolating current J+

1 (x) for such quantum
numbers in Ref. [9]. Considering the above criteria, we
find that the upper bound nmax will increase with respect
to the value of ξ = 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0. The mass curves
are shown as a function of n with different value of ξ in
Fig. 1, in which the mass plateaus are obtained to extract

Table 1: Masses for the fully-charm ccc̄c̄ and fully-bottom bbb̄b̄
tetraquark states with various JPC quantum numbers.

JPC Currents mXc (GeV) mXb (GeV)

0++ J1 6.44 ± 0.15 18.45 ± 0.15

J2 6.59 ± 0.17 18.59 ± 0.17

J3 6.47 ± 0.16 18.49 ± 0.16

J4 6.46 ± 0.16 18.46 ± 0.14

J5 6.82 ± 0.18 19.64 ± 0.14

0−+ J+
1 6.84 ± 0.18 18.77 ± 0.18

J+
2 6.85 ± 0.18 18.79 ± 0.18

0−− J−1 6.84 ± 0.18 18.77 ± 0.18

1++ J+
1µ 6.40 ± 0.19 18.33 ± 0.17

J+
2µ 6.34 ± 0.19 18.32 ± 0.18

1+− J−1µ 6.37 ± 0.18 18.32 ± 0.17

J+
2µ 6.51 ± 0.15 18.54 ± 0.15

1−+ J+
1µ 6.84 ± 0.18 18.80 ± 0.18

J+
2µ 6.88 ± 0.18 18.83 ± 0.18

1−− J−1µ 6.84 ± 0.18 18.77 ± 0.18

J−2µ 6.83 ± 0.18 18.77 ± 0.16

2++ J1µν 6.51 ± 0.15 18.53 ± 0.15

J2µν 6.37 ± 0.19 18.32 ± 0.17

the hadron mass as

mccc̄c̄ = 6.84 ± 0.18 GeV, (17)

in which the error comes from the uncertainties of the
parameters (n, ξ), gluon condensate and heavy quark
mass. After carefully numerical analyses, we obtain
systematical mass spectra for the ccc̄c̄/bbb̄b̄, bcb̄c̄ and
bbc̄c̄ tetraquark states in Table 1, Table 2 and Table 3,
respectively.

In Table 1, one notes that the masses for the fully-
charm ccc̄c̄ tetraquark states with JPC = 0−+, 1−+ are
predicted to be 6.8-6.9 GeV, which are in good agree-
ment with the mass of X(6900) observed by LHCb [6].
Moreover, the fully-charm ccc̄c̄ tetraquarks with JPC =

0++, 2++ are predicted around 6.3-6.6 GeV, which are
consistent with the mass region of the broad structure
in the di-J/ψ spectrum. Such results successfully pre-
dicted the existence of these di-J/ψ structures before
the LHCb’s observation. For the fully-bottom bbb̄b̄
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tetraquark systems, our results show that they are be-
low the two-bottomonium thresholds, which shall re-
strict such two-body strong decays.

Table 2: The mass spectra of bcb̄c̄ tetraquark states with various JPC .

JPC Current Mass[GeV] Current Mass[GeV]

[3̄ ⊗ 3]c [6 ⊗ 6̄]c

0++ J1 12.28+0.15
−0.14 j1 12.37+0.15

−0.14

J2 12.46+0.17
−0.15 j2 12.29+0.15

−0.12

J5µν 12.35+0.14
−0.12 j5µν 12.32+0.15

−0.12

J5µν(T ) 12.45+0.17
−0.15 j5µν(T ) 12.29+0.14

−0.12

0−+ J3µ 12.99+0.22
−0.18 j3µ 13.16+0.23

−0.20

0−− J4µ 12.98+0.22
−0.18 j4µ 13.17+0.23

−0.19

1++ J3µ 12.30+0.15
−0.14 j3µ 12.36+0.16

−0.14

1+− J4µ 12.32+0.15
−0.13 j4µ 12.34+0.15

−0.14

J6µν(A) 12.38+0.13
−0.12 j6µν(A) 12.30+0.14

−0.12

1−+ J5µν 13.23+0.24
−0.20 j5µν 13.17+0.23

−0.20

1−− J6µν 12.91+0.19
−0.16 j6µν 13.13+0.22

−0.19

2++ J5µν 12.30+0.15
−0.14 j5µν 12.35+0.15

−0.14

4. Summary

In this talk, I have presented our investigations of
the mass spectra for the ccc̄c̄/bbb̄b̄, bcb̄c̄ and bbc̄c̄
tetraquark states in QCD moment sum rule method.
Our results strongly suggest that the X(6900) resonance
to be a ccc̄c̄ tetraquark state with JPC = 0−+ or 1−+,
while the broad structure in LHCb’s observation to be
a ccc̄c̄ tetraquark state with JPC = 0++ or 2++. For the
fully-bottom bbb̄b̄ tetraquark states in all channels, their
masses have been predicted to be lower than the ηbηb

and Υ(1S )Υ(1S ) thresholds, indicating that they are not
able to decay into the two bottomonium final states via
strong interaction.

The S-wave positive parity bcb̄c̄ and ccb̄b̄ tetraquark
states have been predicted to be lower than the two-
meson strong decay thresholds, implying that they are

Table 3: The hadron mass predictions for the ccb̄b̄ tetraquark states
with various JP.

Current JP Mass(GeV) Current JP Mass(GeV)

η+
1 0+ 13.32+0.30

−0.24 η−1 0− 12.97+0.25
−0.21

η+
2 0+ 12.41+0.21

−0.17 η−2 0− 12.72+0.22
−0.19

η+
3 0+ 12.33+0.18

−0.15 η−3 0− 13.16+0.29
−0.24

η+
4 0+ 12.36+0.18

−0.15

η+
5 0+ 12.36+0.19

−0.16

η+
1µ 1+ 13.35+0.33

−0.26 η−1µ 1− 13.02+0.26
−0.21

η+
2µ 1+ 13.33+0.28

−0.22 η−2µ 1− 12.77+0.24
−0.19

η+
3µ 1+ 12.36+0.19

−0.16 η−3µ 1− 12.99+0.27
−0.22

η+
4µ 1+ 12.34+0.18

−0.15 η−4µ 1− 12.87+0.24
−0.20

η+
1µν 2+ 13.41+0.34

−0.26

η+
2µν 2+ 12.37+0.19

−0.16

probably stable against the strong interaction. The P-
wave negative parity bcb̄c̄/ccb̄b̄ tetraquarks can decay
into the charmonium plus bottomonium and B-meson
pair final states via the spontaneous dissociation mech-
anism. These tetraquark states may be observed at fa-
cilities such as LHCb, CMS and RHIC in the future.
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