
ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

14
43

0v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

3 
M

ay
 2

02
3

Unraveling the nature of the novel Tcs and Tcs̄ tetraquark candidates

P. G. Ortega,1, 2, ∗ D. R. Entem,1, 2, † F. Fernández,2, ‡ and J. Segovia3, §

1Departamento de F́ısica Fundamental, Universidad de Salamanca, E-37008 Salamanca, Spain
2Instituto Universitario de F́ısica Fundamental y Matemáticas (IUFFyM),
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Using proton-proton collisions at centre-of-mass energies 7, 8, and 13 TeV, with a total in-
tegrated luminosity of 9 fb−1, the LHCb collaboration has performed amplitude analyses of the
B+

→ D+D−K+, B+
→ D−D+

s π+ and B0
→ D̄0D+

s π− decays, observing that new Tcs and Tcs̄

resonances are required in order to explain the experimental data. These signals could be the first
observation of tetraquark candidates that do not contain a heavy quark-antiquark pair; in fact, they
consist of four different flavours of quarks, one of which is a doubly charged open-charm state. We
present herein an analysis of the Tcs and Tcs̄ states, which is an extension of our recently published
study of similar T+

cc exotic candidates. Our theoretical framework is a constituent-quark-model-
based coupled-channels calculation of qq′s̄c̄ and cqs̄q̄′ tetraquark sectors for Tcs and Tcs̄ structures,
respectively. We explore the nature, and pole position, of the singularities that appear in the scat-
tering matrix with spin-parity quantum numbers: JP = 0±, 1∓, and 2±. The constituent quark
model has been widely used in the heavy quark sector, and thus all model parameters are already
constrained from previous works. This makes our predictions robust and parameter-free. We find
many singularities in the solution of various scattering-matrix problems which are either virtual
states or resonances, but not bound states. Some of them fit well with the experimental observa-
tions of the spin-parity, mass and width of Tcs and Tcs̄ candidates, and thus tentative assignments
are made; however, with caution, because the experimental Breit-Wigner parameters are related to
the pole characteristics.

I. INTRODUCTION

One century of fundamental research in atomic and
nuclear physics has shown that all matter is corpuscu-
lar, with the atoms that comprise us, themselves con-
taining a dense nuclear core, which is composed of pro-
tons and neutrons, collectively called nucleons, which are
members of a broader class of femtometre-scale particles,
named hadrons. In working towards an understanding of
hadrons, we have discovered that they are complicated
bound-states of quarks and gluons whose interactions are
described by a Poincaré invariant quantum non-Abelian
gauge field theory; namely, Quantum Chromodynamics
(QCD).
QCD has three salient features: (i) colour confine-

ment, which means that isolated quarks and gluons have
never been observed, preferring instead to be grouped
into colourless hadrons; (ii) asymptotic freedom charac-
terizing the strength of the interaction between quarks
and gluons, which increases as the energy scale decreases,
making perturbative calculations in terms of the cou-
pling constant invalid in the low energy region where
hadrons coexist; and (iii) chiral symmetry and its spon-
taneous breaking, which basically mean that the QCD

∗ pgortega@usal.es
† entem@usal.es
‡ fdz@usal.es
§ jsegovia@upo.es

Lagrangian exhibits exact SU(3)L ⊗ SU(3)R chiral sym-
metry when the current quark masses of the up, down
and strange quarks vanish, however, it is spontaneously
broken to the SU(3)V . In addition, other (approximate)
symmetries can be used to characterise the dynamics of
QCD. For example, at small current quark masses, QCD
exhibits the approximate SU(3) flavor symmetry. On
the other hand, when the masses of the charm, bottom
and even top quarks are very large, QCD shows non-
relativistic dynamics and approximate heavy quark spin
symmetry.
The information about QCD dynamics in the non-

perturbative regime is encoded in the observable prop-
erties of hadrons. This complexity makes hadron spec-
troscopy, the collection of readily accessible states con-
stituted from gluons and quarks, the starting point for
all further investigations. A very successful classification
scheme for hadrons in terms of their valence quarks and
antiquarks was proposed independently by Murray Gell-
Mann [1] and George Zweig [2] in 1964. This classifica-
tion, called the quark model, basically divides hadrons
into two large families: mesons and baryons. These are
quark-antiquark and three-quark bound-states, respec-
tively.1 However, QCD allows for the existence of more
complex structures, generically called exotic hadrons or
simply exotics. These include tetra-, penta- and even

1 For further details, the interested reader is referred to the Particle
Data Group and its topical mini-review on the subject [3].
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hexa-quark systems, hadronic states with active gluonic
degrees of freedom (hybrids), and even bound states con-
sisting only of gluons (glueballs).

Exotic hadrons have been systematically searched for
since the 1960s in numerous experiments around the
globe, without success until the beginning of this mil-
lennium, when many new hadrons that do not exhibit
the expected properties of ordinary mesons and baryons
were discovered. These hadrons belong mostly to the
heavy quark sector and are collectively known as XYZ

states. An enormous effort devoted to unravel the na-
ture of these exotic hadrons has been deployed using a
wide variety of theoretical approaches. In fact, one can
already find many comprehensive reviews on the subject
in the literature [4–15].

The two most promising theoretical approaches to the
XYZ states are effective field theories (EFTs) and lattice-
regularised QCD (Lattice-QCD). EFTs derived directly
from QCD, such as non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) [16,
17] or potential non-relativistic QCD (pNRQCD) [18, 19]
(for some reviews see Refs. [20, 21]), efficiently disen-
tangle the dynamics of the heavy quarks from that of
the light degrees of freedom in a model-independent
way. On the other hand, the fully relativistic dynam-
ics can be treated without approximations using lattice
gauge theories (see, e.g., Ref. [22] for a standard lat-
tice heavy quarkonium spectrum). Heavy quark calcu-
lations within these two approaches have experienced
a considerable progress for states away from the low-
est open-flavor meson-meson decay threshold. However,
most of the XYZ states appear in the threshold region
and then remain problematic for both EFTs and Lattice-
QCD [23–30]. Taken together, this explains why many
of our theoretical expectations in exotic heavy hadrons
still rely on phenomenological potential models. Poten-
tial formulations have successfully described the heavy
quark-antiquark system since the early days of charmo-
nium and bottomonium (see e.g. [31–45]). Moreover, the
predictions within this formalism of heavy quarkonium
properties related to decays and reactions have proved
very valuable for experimental searches. Finally, the sim-
plicity of extending the quark model to describe exotic
systems makes this framework a very suitable one for
exploratory purposes.

Therefore, considering all of the above, in this
manuscript we analyse the nature of the recently discov-
ered Tcs̄ and Tcs states using a constituent quark model
(CQM) [46, 47] which is widely used in the heavy quark
sector, by studying their spectra [48–52], their electro-
magnetic, weak and strong decays and reactions [53–57],
their possible compact multiquark components [58–62]
and also their potential coupling to meson-meson thresh-
olds [63–67]. The advantage of using an approach with a
relatively long history is that all model parameters are al-
ready constrained by previous works. Consequently, from
this perspective, we present a parameter-free calculation
of the Tcs̄ and Tcs states, which is also an extension of
our recently published analysis of similar T+

cc exotic can-

didates [68].
The LHCb collaboration, using proton-proton colli-

sion data taken at centre-of-mass energies of 7, 8, and
13 TeV, with an integrated luminosity of 9 fb−1, has
recently performed amplitude analyses of the decays
B+ → D+D−K+ [69, 70], B+ → D−D+

s π
+ and B0 →

D̄0D+
s π

− [71, 72]. For the B+ → D+D−K+ reaction,
in order to obtain good agreement with the experimen-
tal data, it turns out to be necessary to include new
spin-0 and spin-1 Tcs resonances in the D−K+ chan-
nel. These signals may constitute the first observation of
exotic hadrons not containing a heavy quark-antiquark
pair and, moreover, they could be the first experimen-
tal detection of tetraquark candidates with four different
flavours of quarks uds̄c̄. On the other hand, the enhance-
ment in theD+

s π
+ invariant mass of the B+ → D−D+

s π
+

decay may indicate the first observation of a doubly
charged open-charm tetraquark state with minimal quark
content cs̄ud̄; whereas the one observed in the D+

s π
−

channel of the B0 → D̄0D+
s π

− reaction is interpreted as
the Tcs̄ neutral partner of an isospin triplet. Both Tcs̄
candidates are found to have isospin 1 and spin-parity
JP = 0+.
The above announcements made by the LHCb collab-

oration triggered a lot of theoretical work using a wide
variety of approaches. Regarding the Tcs candidates, one
can mention interpretations of these states as either com-
pact tetraquarks or hadron molecules using QCD sum
rules [73–77], nonrelativistic and (extended) relativized
quark models with different types of quark–(anti-)quark
interactions [78–88], and effective field theories [89–91],
but they can be also interpreted as triangle singulari-
ties [92, 93]. In addition, their decay and production
properties have been studied in the literature [94–96].
With respect to Tcs̄ signals, the literature is more lim-
ited; to mention only a few, the reader is referred to
Refs. [97–104].
The manuscript is structured as follows. After this in-

troduction, the theoretical framework is briefly presented
in section II. Section III is mainly devoted to the analy-
sis and discussion of our theoretical results. Finally, we
summarise and draw some conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

A. Naive quark model

Constituent light quark masses and Goldstone-boson
exchanges, which are consequences of dynamical chiral
symmetry breaking in QCD, together with the perturba-
tive one-gluon exchange (OGE) and a non-perturbative
confinement interaction, are the main parts of our con-
stituent quark model [46, 47].
A simple Lagrangian invariant under chiral transfor-

mations can be written in the following form [105]:

L = ψ̄(i /∂ −M(q2)Uγ5)ψ , (1)
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where M(q2) is the dynamical (constituent) quark mass
and Uγ5 = eiλaφ

aγ5/fπ is the matrix of Goldstone-boson
fields that can be expanded as

Uγ5 = 1 +
i

fπ
γ5λaπa − 1

2f2
π

πaπa + . . . (2)

The first term of the expansion generates the constituent
quark mass while the second term gives rise to a one-
boson exchange interaction between the quarks. The
main contribution of the third term comes from the
two-pion exchange interaction, simulated by means of a
scalar-meson exchange potential.
It is well known that multi-gluon exchanges produce

an attractive linearly rising potential proportional to the
distance between infinite-heavy quarks [106]. However,
sea quarks are also important ingredients of the strong
interaction dynamics that contribute to the screening of
the rising potential at low momenta and eventually to the
breaking of the quark-antiquark binding string [107]. Our
constituent quark model attempts to mimic this behavior
by implementing the following expression:

VCON(~r ) =
[

−ac(1 − e−µcr) + ∆
]

(~λcq · ~λcq̄) , (3)

where ac and µc are model parameters. At short dis-
tances, this potential presents a linear behavior with an

effective confinement strength, σ = −ac µc (~λ
c
i ·~λcj), while

it becomes constant at large distances, with a threshold
defined by

Vthr = {−ac +∆}(~λci · ~λcj). (4)

Finally, the dynamics of the bound state system is ex-
pected to be governed by QCD perturbative effects at
short inter-quark distances. This is accounted for by the
one-gluon exchange potential derived from the following
vertex Lagrangian

Lqqg = i
√
4παs ψ̄γµG

µ
c λ

cψ , (5)

with αs an effective scale-dependent strong coupling
constant which allows us to consistently describe light,
strange and heavy quark sectors, and whose explicit ex-
pression can be found in, e.g., Ref. [48].
Detailed expressions for all the potentials and the val-

ues of the model parameters can be found in Ref. [46],
updated in Ref. [48]. We would like to point out here that
the interaction terms between light-light, light-heavy and
heavy-heavy quarks are not the same in our formal-
ism, i.e. while Goldstone-boson exchanges are consid-
ered when the two quarks are light, they do not appear
in the other two configurations: light-heavy and heavy-
heavy; however, the one-gluon exchange and confinement
potentials are blinded in flavor and so they affect all the
cases. Finally, the meson eigenenergies and eigenstates
are obtained by solving the Schrödinger equation using
the Gaussian Expansion Method [108] which provides
sufficient accuracy and simplifies the subsequent evalu-
ation of the required matrix elements.

B. Resonating group method

The aforementioned CQM specifies the microscopic in-
teraction between the constituent quarks and antiquarks.
To describe the interaction at the meson level, we use
the Resonating Group Method [109], where mesons are
considered as quark-antiquark clusters and an effective
cluster-cluster interaction emerges from the underlying
quark(antiquark) dynamics.
We assume that the wave function of a system com-

posed of two mesons A and B can be written as2

〈~pA~pB ~P ~Pc.m.|ψ〉 = A
[

φA(~pA)φB(~pB)χα(~P )
]

, (6)

where A is the full antisymmetric operator, φC(~pC) is
the wave function of a general meson C calculated in the
naive quark model, and ~pC is the relative momentum
between the quark and antiquark of the meson C. The
wave function taking into account the relative motion of

the two mesons is χα(~P ), where α denotes the set of
quantum numbers needed to uniquely define a particular
partial wave.
The projected Schrödinger equation for the relative

wave function can be written as follows:
(

~P ′2

2µ
− E

)

χα(~P
′) +

∑

α′

∫

[

RGMV αα′

D (~P ′, ~Pi)+

+ RGMV αα′

R (~P ′, ~Pi)

]

χα′(~Pi) d~Pi = 0 , (7)

where E is the energy of the system. The direct potential
RGMV αα′

D (~P ′, ~Pi) can be written as

RGMV αα′

D (~P ′, ~Pi) =
∑

i∈A,j∈B

∫

d~pA′d~pB′d~pAd~pB×

× φ∗A′(~pA′)φ∗B′(~pB′)V αα′

ij (~P ′, ~Pi)φA(~pA)φB(~pB) . (8)

where V αα′

ij is the CQM potential between the quark i
and the quark j of the mesons A and B, respectively.

The quark rearrangement potential RGMV αα′

R (~P ′, ~Pi)
represents a natural way to connect meson-meson chan-
nels with the same quark content, and it is given by

RGMV αα′

R (~P ′, ~Pi) =
∑

i∈A,j∈B

∫

d~pA′d~pB′d~pAd~pBd~Pφ
∗
A′(~pA′)×

× φ∗B′(~pB′)V αα′

ij (~P ′, ~P )Pmn

[

φA(~pA)φB(~pB)δ
(3)(~P − ~Pi)

]

,

(9)

2 Note that, for the simplicity of the discussion presented here, we
have omitted the spin-isospin wave function, the product of the
two colour singlets and the wave function describing the centre-
of-mass motion.
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where Pmn is the operator that exchanges the quark m
of A with the quark n of B.
From Eq. (7), we derive a set of coupled Lippmann-

Schwinger equations of the form

Tα′

α (E; p′, p) = V α′

α (p′, p) +
∑

α′′

∫

dp′′ p′′2 V α′

α′′ (p′, p′′)

× 1

E − Eα′′(p′′)
Tα′′

α (E; p′′, p) , (10)

where V α′

α (p′, p) is the projected potential containing the
direct and rearrangement potentials, and Eα′′(p′′) is the
energy corresponding to a momentum p′′, written in the
non-relativistic case as

Eα(p) =
p2

2µα
+∆Mα . (11)

Here, µα is the reduced mass of the (AB)-system corre-
sponding to the channel α, and ∆Mα is the difference
between the threshold of the (AB)-system and the one
we use as a reference.
We solve the coupled Lippmann-Schwinger equations

using the matrix-inversion method proposed in Ref. [110],
but generalised to include channels with different thresh-
olds. Once the T -matrix is computed, we determine the
on-shell part which is directly related to the scattering
matrix. In the case of non-relativistic kinematics, it can
be written as

Sα′

α = 1− 2πi
√

µαµα′kαkα′ Tα′

α (E + i0+; kα′ , kα) , (12)

where kα is the on-shell momentum for channel α.
Our aim is to explore the existence of states above

and below thresholds within the same formalism. Thus,
we have to continue analytically all the potentials and
kernels for complex momenta in order to find the poles
of the T -matrix in any possible Riemann sheet.

III. RESULTS

A detailed discussion of the peculiarities of our
coupled-channels calculation will be given in the follow-
ing subsections. However, a comment on the theoret-
ical uncertainty is in order here. There are two types
of theoretical uncertainties in our results: one is intrin-
sic to the numerical algorithm and the other is related
to the way the model parameters are fixed. The nu-
merical error is negligible and, as mentioned above, the
model parameters are adjusted to reproduce a certain
number of hadron observables within a determinate range
of agreement with experiment. It is therefore difficult to
assign an error to these parameters and consequently to
the quantities calculated using them. In order to ana-
lyze the uncertainty of the calculations presented in this
manuscript, we will estimate the error of the pole prop-
erties by varying the strength of our potentials by ±10%.

A. Nature of Tcs states

The LHCb collaboration carried out an amplitude
analysis of B+ → D+D−K+ decays at the end of
2020 using proton-proton collision data taken at

√
s =

7, 8, and 13 TeV, with an integrated luminosity of
9 fb−1 [69, 70]. New spin-0 and spin-1 charm-strange res-
onances in the D−K+ channel had to be included to ob-
tain good agreement with the experimental data. Their
Breit-Wigner parameters are

Tcs0(2900)
0 : M = (2866± 7± 2)MeV/c

2
,

Γ = (57± 12± 4)MeV , (13)

Tcs1(2900)
0 : M = (2904± 5± 1)MeV/c

2
,

Γ = (110± 11± 4)MeV , (14)

where the first uncertainties are statistical and the sec-
ond systematic. With an overwhelming significance,
these resonances constitute the first observation of ex-
otic hadrons with open flavor, not containing a heavy
quark-antiquark pair and also of a possible tetraquark
candidate with four different flavors of quarks: uds̄c̄.
We perform a coupled-channels calculation in charged

basis3 of the JP = 0+, 1− and 2+ qq′s̄c̄ sectors in which
the D−K+ discovery-channel can be measured. We in-
clude the following meson-meson thresholds in the cal-
culation:4 D̄0K0 (2362.45), D−K+ (2363.34), D∗−K∗+

(2901.92) and D̄∗0K∗0 (2902.40). Besides the direct in-
teraction between D̄(∗)K(∗) pairs, we have to consider
exchange diagrams to deal with indistinguishable quarks
from different mesons in the molecule. Moreover, the de-
cay width of the strange vector meson is large enough
to be included in the calculation. The experimental val-
ues of the widths reported in Ref. [3] for the neutral and
charged partners, respectively, are ΓK∗0 = 47.3MeV and
ΓK∗± = 51.4MeV.
With all the above, our calculation yields the infor-

mation shown in Table I. The first observation is that
many poles appear in the scattering matrix; they are ei-
ther virtual or resonance states but we do not find bound
states. With all due caution, as we should not compare
Breit-Wigner resonance parameters with pole positions,
a tentative assignment of the Tcs0(2900)

0 experimental
signal would be the second state with quantum num-
bers JP = 0+. Its mass and width are 2902MeV/c

2

and 51MeV, respectively; both compare well with the
corresponding experimental values shown in Eq. (13). It
is worth noting that a very similar state appears in the
JP = 2+ channel; however, there is a resonance close
(at 2.922 GeV/c2) to it which has a large decay width
that could interfere with the experimental signal. We
find a possible candidate of the Tcs1(2900)

0 signal in the

3 The charged basis is selected in this case because there is no
experimental evidence of the isospin content of the Tcs states.

4 In parenthesis the mass of the threshold in MeV/c2.
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JP = 1− channel with pole parameters 2888MeV/c
2
and

190MeV, and whose nature seems to be virtual. No-
tice that the 1− D̄∗K∗ molecule is in a relative P -wave,
whereas it is in a relative S-wave for the 0+ and 2+ sec-
tors. The theoretical width is twice the experimental
value, see Eq. (14), but this could be due to the fact
that the experimentalists simply perform cross section
fits and do not derive the pole structure that produces
the signals.
For completeness, we perform a coupled-channels cal-

culation of the JP = 0−, 1+ and 2− qq′s̄c̄ sectors;
in this case, however, the meson-meson thresholds to
be included are D∗−K+ (2503.94), D̄∗0K0 (2504.46),
D̄0K∗0 (2760.39),D−K∗+ (2761.32),D∗−K∗+ (2901.92)
and D̄∗0K∗0 (2902.40). This means that the final state
D̄K, through which the Tcs0(2900)

0 and Tcs1(2900)
0 res-

onances were found, is not reached by the tetraquark
channels we are now considering. Our results are shown
in Table II. Again, many poles are found in the complex
energy plane, they are all virtual states or resonances
close to D̄(∗)K(∗) thresholds, with decay widths of the
order of tens to hundreds of MeV. There is no evidence
of bound states. The 1+ emerges as a promising sector
for new Tcs1 states. In this case, the D̄(∗)K(∗) are in rel-
ative S-waves, so the formation of molecules is favoured.
Potential detection channels are the lower D̄∗K channels.

B. Nature of Tcs̄ states

In December 2022, the LHCb collaboration reported
in Refs. [71, 72] a combined amplitude analysis for the
decays B0 → D̄0D+

s π
− and B+ → D−D+

s π
+, based on

proton-proton collision data at centre-of-mass energies of
7, 8 and 13 TeV, with an integrated luminosity of 9 fb−1.
Two new resonant states with masses and widths:

T a
cs̄0(2900)

0 : M = (2892± 14± 15)MeV/c
2
,

Γ = (119± 26± 13)MeV , (15)

T a
cs̄0(2900)

++ : M = (2921± 17± 20)MeV/c
2
,

Γ = (137± 32± 17)MeV , (16)

were observed, which decay to D+
s π

− and D+
s π

+, respec-
tively. In Eqs. (15) and (16), the first uncertainties are
statistical and the second systematic. The latter state
indicates the first observation of a doubly charged open-
charm tetraquark state with minimal quark content cus̄d̄,
and the former appears to be its neutral isospin partner.
Both states were found to have spin-parity JP = 0+, and
the detection channel indicates that they are isovector
states, i.e. both have isospin 1.
Interestingly, the cqs̄q̄′ sector was one of the first to

show evidence of exotic structures, with the discovery of
the D∗

s0(2317) and the Ds1(2460) in 2003 that did not
fit the quark model expectations. These states are in-
stead isoscalars and were tackled by our group consid-
ering them an effect of the coupling of conventional cs̄

states with nearby DK and D∗K thresholds [111]. Since
the recent T a

cs̄ states are isospin-1, there is no chance
of coupling with naive meson structures, and a pure
coupled-channels calculation has to be assumed.
Hence, we perform a coupled-channels calculation of

the isospin-1 JP = 0+, 1− and 2+ cqs̄q̄′ sectors, in which
the Dsπ discovery-channel can naturally be measured.
We include the following meson-meson thresholds in the
calculation:5 D+

s π
− (2107.92), D0K0 (2362.45), D∗+

s ρ−

(2887.46) and D∗0K∗0 (2902.40). In this case, all the
quarks involved are distinguishable, but the exchange
diagrams are taken into account to deal with the con-
nection between the DK- and Dsπ-type channels. In
addition, the decay widths of the light and strange vec-
tor mesons are large enough to be taken into account.
The experimental value reported in Ref. [3] for the ρ-
meson is Γρ = 149.5MeV, and the widths of the neutral
and charged kaon partners are ΓK∗0 = 47.3MeV and
ΓK∗± = 51.4MeV, respectively.
Table III shows our results. Again, with all due cau-

tion, since we should not compare Breit-Wigner reso-
nance parameters with pole positions when we are so
close to meson-meson thresholds, it is evident that we
predict a resonance with quantum number JP = 0+

whose mass, 2892MeV/c
2
, and width, 156MeV, are per-

fectly compatible with the experimental measurements,
Eqs. (15) and (16). On top of that, another resonance
in the same channel is found to be close to the first one;
moreover, its mass and width are also compatible with
the experimental measurements. It would be interesting
to see if the LHCb experiment signals to one 0+ Tcs̄ state
or, actually, two independent resonances. There is also
a singularity in each of the channels JP = 1− and 2+ of
the scattering problem. In the first case we have a virtual
state, while a resonance is found in the JP = 2+ channel,
though it does not seem to decay into the D+

s π
− final

state. Both have masses close to 2.9GeV/c2 but have
total decay widths larger than those of the resonances
found in the 0+ case.
Finally, we perform a coupled-channels calculation

of the isospin-1 JP = 0−, 1+ and 2− cqs̄q̄′ sectors;
in this case, however, the meson-meson thresholds to
be included are D∗+

s π− (2251.77), D∗0K0 (2504.46),
D+

s ρ
− (2743.61), D0K∗0 (2760.39), D∗+

s ρ− (2887.46)
and D∗0K∗0 (2902.40). That is to say, the final state
Dsπ, through which the Tcs̄0(2900)

0 and Tcs̄0(2900)
++

resonances have been found, is not reached by the
tetraquark channels we are now considering, but could
be detected in the D∗

sπ or Dsρ channels. Our results are
shown in Table IV. Many poles are found in the complex
energy plane. Except for one resonance state found in
the JP = 1+ channel with mass 2777MeV/c2 and width
115MeV, all the others are virtual states mostly located
near a certainD(∗)K(∗) threshold, and with decay widths

5 In parenthesis the mass of the threshold in MeV/c2.
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of the order of tens to hundreds of MeV. Again, as in the
Tcs case, the 1+ sector allows the D(∗)K(∗) states to be
in a relative S-wave and, thus, shows a rich spectroscopy
to be worth exploring.

IV. SUMMARY

The scientific community has witnessed two decades of
continuous exciting discoveries of exotic hadrons through
systematic searches in numerous experiments around the
world. These hadrons belong mostly to the heavy quark
sector and are collectively known as XYZ states. An
enormous theoretical effort has been devoted to unrav-
eling their nature, employing a wide variety of theoret-
ical approaches. However, due to the complexity of the
problem, many of our theoretical expectations in exotic
heavy hadrons are still based on phenomenological po-
tential models.
Using data from proton-proton collisions at centre-of-

mass energies of 7, 8, and 13 TeV, with an integrated
luminosity of 9 fb−1, the LHCb collaboration has very
recently performed amplitude analyses of the B+ →
D+D−K+, B+ → D−D+

s π
+ and B0 → D̄0D+

s π
− de-

cays. For the B+ → D+D−K+, it is necessary to include
new spin-0 and spin-1 Tcs resonances in the D−K+ chan-
nel to obtain good agreement with the experimental data.
The enhancements observed in B+ → D−D+

s π
+ and

B0 → D̄0D+
s π

− decays are interpreted as two JP = 0+

Tcs̄ states, partners of the same isospin triplet.
We have analyzed the Tcs and Tcs̄ states using

as a theoretical framework a constituent-quark-model-
based coupled-channels calculation of qq′s̄c̄ and cqs̄q̄′

tetraquark sectors. We have explored the nature and
pole position of the singularities in the scattering matrix
with spin-parity quantum numbers: JP = 0±, 1∓, and

2±. The constituent quark model has been widely used
in heavy quark sectors and thus all model parameters are
thoroughly constrained.

We find 15 Tcs poles in the energy range from 2.3
to 3.2 GeV/c2 and a further 15 Tcs̄ poles in the en-
ergy interval 2.1 to 3.0 GeV/c2. A tentative assignment
of the Tcs0(2900)

0 experimental signal has been made.
Our virtual state has quantum numbers JP = 0+, its
mass and width are 2901.9+0.5

−0.8MeV/c
2
and 51+0

−1MeV,
respectively. We find a possible virtual-state candidate
of the Tcs1(2900)

0 signal in the JP = 1− channel with

pole parameters 2887.7+0.3
−0.4MeV/c2 and 189.5+0.4

−0.6MeV.
The theoretical width is twice the experimental value but
this could be due to the fact that experimentalists sim-
ply perform cross section fits and do not derive the pole
structure that produces the signals. With respect to Tcs̄
candidates, we have predicted a resonance with quantum
numbers JP = 0+ and whose mass, 2892+4

−3MeV/c
2
, and

width, 156+60
−7 MeV, are perfectly compatible with the

experimental measurements. Finally, we encourage ex-
perimentalists to search for either more Tcs states in the
D̄∗K and D̄K∗ channels or Tcs̄ signals in the D∗

sπ and
Dsρ final states.
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TABLE I. Coupled-channels calculation of the JP = 0+, 1− and 2+ qq′s̄c̄ sectors (Tcs states) in which the D−K+ discovery-channel can be measured. We include
the following meson-meson thresholds in the calculation (in parenthesis the threshold’s mass in MeV/c2): D̄0K0 (2362.45), D−K+ (2363.34), D∗−K∗+ (2901.92) and
D̄∗0K∗0 (2902.40). Errors are estimated by varying the strength of the potential by ±10%. 1st column: Pole’s quantum numbers; 2nd column: Pole’s mass in MeV/c2;
3rd column: Pole’s width in MeV; 4th column: Refers to D̄0K0, D−K+, D∗−K∗+ and D̄∗0K∗0 Riemann sheets, respectively, with F meaning first and S second;
5th − 6th columns: Isospin channel probabilities in %; 7th − 10th columns: Channel probabilities in %; 11th − 14th columns: Branching ratios in %.

JP Mpole Γpole RS PI=0 PI=1 PD̄0K0 P
D−K+ P

D∗−K∗+ PD̄∗0K∗0 BD̄0K0 B
D−K+ B

D∗−K∗+ BD̄∗0K∗0

0+ 2340.0 ± 0.6 28.8+0.5
−0.7

(S,S,F,F) 96+2

−3
4+3

−2
57+5

−4
33+5

−6
5.4 ± 0.6 4.3+0.2

−0.3
0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2901.9+0.5
−0.8

51+0

−1
(S,S,S,S) 22+7

−13
78+13

−7
0.5+0.2

−0
0.1+0.1

−0
54+1

−34
45+34

−1
72+2

−12
28+12

−14
0+7

−0
0+4

−0

1− 2887.7+0.3
−0.4

189.5+0.4
−0.6

(S,S,S,S) 10+4

−3
90+3

−4
0.7+0.6

−0.4
9.2 ± 0.8 51.0+0.9

−0.5
39.1+0.1

−0.7
12 ± 5 88 ± 5 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

3010 ± 2 257+23
−20 (S,S,S,S) 100 ± 0 0 ± 0 2.44 ± 0.06 2.51 ± 0.06 48.5+0

−0.1 46.6+0.1
−0 6.0+0.5

−0.4 6.2+0.4
−0.5 44.1+0.5

−0.6 43.7+0.5
−0.4

2+ 2902+1

−2
49.4+0.2

−0.3
(S,S,S,S) 14+30

−12
86+12

−30
0.05+0.03

−0.01
0.04+0.03

−0.02
56+5

−3
44+3

−5
48+2

−46
50+2

−48
0+55

−0
0+40

−0

2922 ± 2 287+8

−7
(S,S,S,S) 99.98+0

−0.01
0.02+0.01

−0
5.26+0.02

−0.01
5.28+0.02

−0.01
45.45+0.04

−0.03
44.01+0.05

−0.08
11.8 ± 0.5 11.9+0.6

−0.4
38.6 ± 0.5 37.6+0.6

−0.5

3160 ± 1 522+39
−33

(S,S,S,S) 100 ± 0 0 ± 0 2.1+0.3
−0.1

2.1+0.3
−0.1

48.4+0.1
−0.3

47.4+0.1
−0.3

3.4 ± 0.2 3.5 ± 0.2 46.7+0.2
−0.3

46.5+0.2
−0.3

TABLE II. Coupled-channels calculation of the of the JP = 0−, 1+ and 2− qq′s̄c̄ sectors (Tcs states) including the following meson-meson thresholds in the calculation
(in parenthesis the threshold’s mass in MeV/c2): D∗−K+ (2503.94), D̄∗0K0 (2504.46), D̄0K∗0 (2760.39), D−K∗+ (2761.32), D∗−K∗+ (2901.92) and D̄∗0K∗0 (2902.40).
Errors are estimated by varying the strength of the potential by ±10%. 1st column: Pole’s quantum numbers; 2nd column: Pole’s mass in MeV/c2; 3rd column: Pole’s
width in MeV; 4th column: Refers to D∗−K+, D̄∗0K0, D̄0K∗0, D−K∗+, D∗−K∗+ and D̄∗0K∗0 Riemann sheets, respectively, with F meaning first and S second;
5th − 6th columns: Isospin channel probabilities in %; 7th − 12th columns: Channel probabilities in %; 13th − 18th columns: Branching ratios in %.

JP Mpole Γpole RS PI=0 PI=1 P
D∗−K+ PD̄∗0K0 PD̄0K∗0 P

D−K∗+ P
D∗−K∗+ PD̄∗0K∗0 B

D∗−K+ BD̄∗0K0 BD̄0K∗0 B
D−K∗+ B

D∗−K∗+ BD̄∗0K∗0

0− 2744.6+0.1
−0.2

77.45 ± 0.03 (S,S,S,S,F,F) 74.7 ± 0.7 25.3 ± 0.7 37.8+0.6
−0.7

8.3 ± 0.3 19.6 ± 0.3 1.5+0.2
−0.1

26.7 ± 0.4 5.97+0.07
−0.08

90.0 ± 0.8 10.0 ± 0.8 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

3018+7

−11
378 ± 3 (S,S,S,S,S,S) 99.97+0.02

−0.03
0.03+0.03

−0.01
15+1

−3
15+1

−2
10+0

−1
10+1

−0
26 ± 2 25+2

−3
18+2

−3
17+3

−2
13.1+0.2

−0.3
13.0+0.7

−0.6
20+1

−2
19 ± 2

1+ 2488 ± 3 0.04 ± 0.01 (S,S,F,F,F,F) 1+3

−0
99+0

−3
57+10

−3
42+3

−11
0.3+0.4

−0.1
0.13+0.01

−0.07
0.3+0

−0.1
0.6+0.4

−0.2
0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2757 ± 2 50.3 ± 0.2 (S,S,S,S,F,F) 1+2

−0
99+0

−2
1.0+0.4

−0.3
2.4+0.6

−0.5
50+2

−1
46.6+0.2

−0.9
0.12+0.04

−0.03
0.10+0.04

−0.03
33+3

−4
67+4

−3
0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2896+3

−9
57+1

−28
(S,S,S,S,S,S) 5+82

−2
95+2

−82
3 ± 1 3+11

−1
9+7

−5
12+3

−6
40+14

−8
31+1

−10
36+3

−31
38+28

−3
12+0

−2
13+5

−0
0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2903+2
−6 34+10

−12 (S,S,S,S,F,F) 99+1
−7 1+7

−1 10+4
−6 10+6

−7 3 ± 2 3 ± 2 29+4
−0 41+22

−10 32+1
−0 34.3+0.1

−0.4 16.8+0.4
−0.7 16.6 ± 0.1 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2− 2744.4 ± 0.2 236.0 ± 0.2 (S,S,S,S,F,F) 52+4

−3
48+3

−4
6+2

−1
17.6+0.4

−0.2
22 ± 2 33 ± 4 4.4+0.8

−0.6
16.8+0.4

−0.3
26 ± 5 74 ± 5 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2936+3

−11
330+24

−41
(S,S,S,S,S,S) 100.0+0

−0.2
0.0+0.2

−0
10+0

−2
9+0

−1
15 ± 2 16+1

−3
25+2

−1
26 ± 1 9.8+0.5

−0.4
9.0+0.8

−0.5
25+2

−4
26+2

−4
15+3

−2
16+3

−2



1
0

TABLE III. Coupled-channels calculation of the isospin-1 JP = 0+, 1− and 2+ cqs̄q̄′ sectors (Tcs̄ states), in which the Dsπ discovery-channel can be naturally
measured. We include the following meson-meson thresholds in the calculation (in parenthesis the threshold’s mass in MeV/c2): D+

s π− (2107.92), D0K0 (2362.45),
D∗+

s ρ− (2887.46) and D∗0K∗0 (2902.40). Errors are estimated by varying the strength of the potential by ±10%. 1st column: Pole’s quantum numbers; 2nd column:
Pole’s mass in MeV/c2; 3rd column: Pole’s width in MeV; 4th column: Refers to D+

s π−, D0K0, D∗+
s ρ− and D∗0K∗0 Riemann sheets, respectively, with F meaning

first and S second; 5th − 8th columns: Channel probabilities in %; 9th − 12th columns: Branching ratios in %.

JP Mpole Γpole RS P
D

+
s π− P

D0K0 P
D

∗+
s ρ−

P
D∗0K∗0 B

D
+
s π− B

D0K0 B
D

∗+
s ρ−

B
D∗0K∗0

0+ 2892+4

−3
156+60

−7
(S,S,S,F) 0+4

−0
1+9

−1
90+10

−33
10+20

−10
43+4

−38
22+2

−5
35+35

−1
0 ± 0

2954+8

−9
129+13

−11
(S,S,S,S) 0.5+0

−0.3
0.8+0.3

−0.5
81+13

−8
18+8

−12
6.2+1.0

−0.8
3 ± 0 54 ± 1 36 ± 2

1− 2889+2

−1
248+0

−1
(S,S,S,S) 0.65+0.04

−0.07
1.6+0.1

−0.2
55+4

−3
42 ± 4 25+6

−5
8+2

−1
67+6

−8
0 ± 0

2+ 2888+2

−4
155+3

−5
(S,S,S,F) 0 ± 0 0.08+0.08

−0.06
92+6

−8
8+8

−6
0+3

−0
7+90

−3
93+3

−93
0 ± 0

TABLE IV. Coupled-channels calculation of the isospin-1 JP = 0−, 1+ and 2− cqs̄q̄′ sectors (Tcs̄ states) including the following meson-meson thresholds in the
calculation (in parenthesis the threshold’s mass in MeV/c2): D∗+

s π− (2251.77), D∗0K0 (2504.46), D+
s ρ− (2743.61), D0K∗0 (2760.39), D∗+

s ρ− (2887.46) and D∗0K∗0

(2902.40). Errors are estimated by varying the strength of the potential by ±10%. 1st column: Pole’s quantum numbers; 2nd column: Pole’s mass in MeV/c2; 3rd

column: Pole’s width in MeV; 4th column: Refers to D∗+
s π−, D∗0K0, D+

s ρ−, D0K∗0, D∗+
s ρ− and D∗0K∗0 Riemann sheets, respectively, with F meaning first and S

second; 5th − 10th columns: Channel probabilities in %; 11th − 16th columns: Branching ratios in %.

JP Mpole Γpole RS P
D

∗+
s π− P

D∗0K0 P
D

+
s ρ−

P
D0K∗0 P

D
∗+
s ρ−

P
D∗0K∗0 B

D
∗+
s π− B

D∗0K0 B
D

+
s ρ−

B
D0K∗0 B

D
∗+
s ρ−

B
D∗0K∗0

0− 2479.6 ± 0.3 134.95 ± 0.08 (S,S,F,F,F,F) 21.99 ± 0.04 55.96+0.08
−0.09

4.14 ± 0.01 13.4 ± 0.1 1.24 ± 0.02 3.24 ± 0.04 100 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2718.8 ± 0.5 371.8+0.2
−0.3 (S,S,S,S,F,F) 0.05 ± 0.01 12.2 ± 0.2 56.06 ± 0.10 22.4 ± 0.1 0.06 ± 0.01 9.23 ± 0.03 0.9+0.1

−0.2 99.1+0.2
−0.1 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2892+4

−3
251+33

−4
(S,S,S,S,S,S) 1.1+0.1

−0.6
1.2+0.4

−0.1
20+1

−12
7+0

−1
44+4

−2
28+8

−2
23+2

−3
2.8+0.3

−0.2
33+2

−4
3+3

−0
38 ± 7 0 ± 0

1+ 2480+1

−0
59+0

−3
(S,S,F,F,F,F) 8+53

−0
14+23

−0
2+0

−2
58+0

−58
0.4+0

−0.1
17+0

−17
100 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2482.8+0.3
−0.4

26 ± 1 (S,S,F,F,F,F) 68.5+0.5
−0.3

30.6+0.3
−0.5

0.22 ± 0.01 0.292+0.002
−0.001

0 ± 0 0.133 ± 0.001 100 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2742+2

−4
155+1

−2
(S,S,S,F,F,F) 0.02 ± 0.01 1.1+0.8

−0.6
88 ± 7 10 ± 6 0.09+0.02

−0.04
0.8+0.6

−0.5
5+0

−3
95+0

−65
0+69

−0
0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2777 ± 7 115+8

−7
(S,S,S,S,F,F) 0.51+0

−0.06
1.2 ± 0.4 74+8

−6
24+6

−7
0.32+0.01

−0.04
0.8+0.1

−0.2
5.7+0.6

−0.2
3.3+0.5

−0.4
59+1

−0
32+0

−2
0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2878+3

−4
142 ± 1 (S,S,S,S,S,F) 0.04+0

−0.01
1+1

−0
70+3

−14
5+4

−0
21+5

−4
3+2

−0
2.3+0.8

−0.7
28+3

−2
13 ± 2 56.5+0.1

−0.6
0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2901 ± 4 83 ± 4 (S,S,S,S,S,S) 1.2 ± 0.1 5.1+0.3
−0.6 8.6+0.8

−0.9 29+4
−2 24 ± 4 32+1

−3 18+2
−3 9.4+0.2

−0.7 13+0
−2 24+0

−2 33+2
−1 0+12

−0

2− 2758.8+0

−0.2
338+3

−2
(S,S,S,S,F,F) 0.19 ± 0.01 2.62+0.03

−0.04
13+2

−1
77+1

−2
0.44+0.07

−0.06
6.51+0.01

−0.02
0.8+0.2

−0.1
4.1+0.2

−0.1
95.0 ± 0.3 0 ± 0 0 ± 0 0 ± 0

2886.2 ± 0.3 296.6+1.0
−0.7

(S,S,S,S,S,S) 0 ± 0 0.56+0.02
−0.01

1.49+0.04
−0.07

2.60+0.01
−0

47.3+0.3
−0.5

48.1+0.4
−0.3

13.1+0.4
−0.2

2.8+0.7
−0.6

47 ± 1 37 ± 2 0 ± 0 0 ± 0


