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Inspired by the observations of three Pc states, we systematically investigate interactions between an S-wave
charmed baryonB(∗)

c = �c/�c/�
∗
c and an anticharmed meson T̄ = D̄1/D̄∗

2 with the one-pion-exchange potential
model and the one-boson-exchange potential model, and search for possible new types of Pc states with the
structures of B(∗)

c T̄ . Both S-D wave mixing and coupled channel effects are considered. Our results suggest that
in some B(∗)

c T̄ systems there are ideal candidates of new types of Pc states—i.e., the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) =
1/2(1/2+), the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+), the �∗
c D̄1 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+), and the �∗

c D̄∗
2 states

with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+)—and we suggest that these predicted new types of Pc states can be detected in the
process �0

b → ψ (2S)pπ−. Meanwhile, we also extend our study to the interactions between an S-wave charmed
baryon and a charmed meson in a T doublet, and we predict a series of double-charm molecular pentaquarks.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.101.025201

I. INTRODUCTION

Exploration of exotic hadronic configurations, which are
beyond conventional mesons and baryons in the unquenched
quark model, is the academic frontier of hadron physics since
these exotic hadronic states have a special position in hadron
spectroscopy. Studying exotic hadronic states can provide use-
ful hints to deepen our understanding of the nonperturbative
behavior of quantum chromodynamics (QCD). In the past
16 years, experimentalist have observed more and more char-
moniumlike XY Z states and Pc states, which have stimulated
the development of investigations of exotic hadronic states
(see review papers [1–6] for more details).

In March of 2019, the LHCb Collaboration announced
new progress on pentaquarks. By revisiting the process �0

b →
J/ψ pK with the combined data set collected in Run 1 plus
Run 2 [7], it was found that three resonance structures,
Pc(4312), Pc(4440), and Pc(4457), exist in the J/ψ p invariant
mass spectrum. This observation shows that the Pc(4450)
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structure reported by LHCb in 2015 contains two substruc-
tures Pc(4440) and Pc(4457) [8]. This updated result of Pc

states provides strong evidence to support the molecular pen-
taquark [9–48].

When facing such new and exciting results of exploring
exotic hadronic states, we propose the question, Where are we
going? Let us review the charmoniumlike XY Z from B meson
decays. As the first reported charmoniumlike state, X (3872)
has inspired extensive discussion of the DD̄∗ molecule, which
is related to an S-wave charmed meson interacting with an
S-wave anticharmed meson. Of course, one must be curious
about other hidden-charm charmoniumlike molecular states
which are composed of an S-wave charmed meson and a
P-wave anticharmed meson. Especially, the observation of
Z (4430) directly results in the discussion of whether it can
be a D∗D̄1 or D∗D̄′

1 molecule [49,50]. Later, our group carried
out a systematical calculation of molecular systems composed
of an S-wave charmed meson and a P-wave anticharmed
meson with JP = 0+, 1+ [51], and predicted the possible
heavy molecular states from the interaction between a pair
of excited charm-strange mesons with JP = 0+ or 1+ [52]
and a pair of excited charmed mesons JP = 1+ or 2+ [53].
The observations of charmoniumlike structures in the J/ψφ

and J/ψω invariant mass spectra also made us combine
these experimental data with former theoretical results to
carry out further phenomenological work [54]. To date, more
and more higher charmoniumlike XY Z states from B meson
weak decays not only make the charmoniumlike XY Z family
become abundant, but also inspire interest of researchers
in studying the interaction of more highly excited charmed
mesons [1].
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FIG. 1. The observed Pc states from �b baryon decays [7,8] and
charmoniumlike XY Z states from B meson decays [55–64] with the
corresponding first observation year.

When checking the production processes of Pc states from
�b baryon decays and XY Z states from B meson decays, there
exists a similarity. At present, LHCb has only observed few Pc

states, which are closely related to the S-wave charmed meson
and S-wave anticharmed baryon (see Fig. 1). According to the
experiments behind discovered XY Z states, we have enough
reason to believe that more Pc states with larger mass will
be reported by LHCb in the near future. Theorists should
pay more attention to this interesting issue and give more
suggestions for future experimental searches for Pc states. In
fact, the present status of the theoretical study of Pc is also
similar to that of XY Z states around 2008. Thus, it is a good
starting point to investigate how an S-wave charmed baryon
interacts with a more highly excited anticharmed meson, by
which we can provide valuable information of new types of
hidden-charm molecular pentaquarks.

In this work, we will investigate the interactions between
an S-wave ground charmed baryon B(∗)

c = �c/�c/�
∗
c and an

anticharmed meson in a T̄ doublet (D̄1, D̄∗
2 ), where the four

P-wave charmed mesons have narrow widths [65]. We also
extend our work to study systems with a charmed baryon
B(∗)

c and an excited charmed meson D1/D∗
2. Here, we re-

spectively adopt the one-pion-exchange (OPE) model and the
one-boson-exchange (OBE) model, including the exchange
contributions from π , σ , η, ρ, and ω in the latter model,
which is similar to the study of nuclear force. In addition,
the S-D wave mixing effects and coupled channel effects
are taken into account in our calculations. We hope that
valuable information provided here can be helpful for further
experimental searches for the predicted Pc states with larger
masses.

This paper is organized as follows. After this Introduction,
we present the detailed framework in Sec. II. New types of
Pc states with the structures of �(∗)

c T̄ and �cT̄ are given
in Secs. III and IV, respectively. In Sec. V, we show the
numerical results for doubly charmed molecular pentaquarks.
The paper ends with a summary in Sec. VI.

II. FRAMEWORK

To answer whether or not an S-wave ground charmed
baryon B(∗)

c = �c/�c/�
∗
c and an anticharmed meson in T̄

doublet (D̄1, D̄∗
2 ) can be bound together to form a molecular

state, we first investigate the interactions between B(∗)
c and

D̄1/D̄∗
2. In this work, we adopt the OPE model and the OBE

model, which were developed to study the interactions be-
tween hadrons with observed XY Z charmoniumlike states and
Pc states [3], to quantitatively describe the strong interactions
between B(∗)

c and D̄1/D̄∗
2.

In general, there are three typical steps for extracting
the effective potentials which depict the strong interactions
between hadrons:

(1) By the effective Lagrangians approach, we can write
out the scattering amplitudesM(h1h2 → h3h4) of the
scattering process h1h2 → h3h4. Later, we list the ef-
fective Lagrangians adopted in the present work.

(2) Due to the Breit approximation, the effective potentials
in momentum space can be related to the scattering
amplitudes, i.e.,

VE (q) = −M(h1h2 → h3h4)√∏
i 2Mi

∏
f 2M f

, (2.1)

where Mi( f ) denotes the mass of the initial (final) state.
(3) By the Fourier transformation, the effective potentials
VE (q) can be transformed into VE (r) in coordinate
space, i.e.,

VE (r) =
∫

d3q
(2π )3

eiq·rVE (q)F2
(
q2, m2

E

)
, (2.2)

where mE and q are the mass and four-momentum
of the exchanged particle, respectively. The monopole
type form factor F(q2, m2

E ) = (�2 − m2
E )/(�2 − q2)

[66,67] compensates for the effects from the off-shell
exchanged mesons and the more complicated struc-
ture of vertices. The cutoff � as a phenomenological
parameter reflects the intrinsic size of hadrons or the
typical hadronic scale. In addition, the introduced form
factor also regularizes the effective potentials to cure
the ultraviolet singularity.

We can obtain the properties for some possible bound
states by solving the Schrödinger equation with the effective
potentials.

To write out the relevant scattering amplitudes, one needs
the effective Lagrangians to describe the interactions between
B(∗)

c /D̄1/D̄∗
2 and the light scalar, pesudoscalar, or vector

mesons [68,69], i.e.,

LT̄ = g′′
σ

〈
T

(Q̄)μ
a σT (Q̄)

aμ

〉 + ik
〈
T

(Q̄)μ
b A/baγ5T (Q̄)

aμ

〉
− iβ ′′〈T (Q̄)

bλ vμ(Vμ − ρμ)baT (Q̄)λ
a

〉
+ iλ′′〈T (Q̄)

bλ σμνFμν (ρ)baT (Q̄)λ
a

〉
, (2.3)

LB3̄
= lB〈B̄3̄σB3̄〉 + iβB〈B̄3̄v

μ(Vμ − ρμ)B3̄〉, (2.4)

LS = lS〈S̄μσSμ〉 − 3
2 g1ε

μνλκvκ〈S̄μAνSλ〉
+iβS〈S̄μvα (Vα − ρα )Sμ〉 + λS〈S̄μFμν (ρ)Sν〉, (2.5)

LB3̄S = ig4〈S̄μAμB3̄〉 + iλIε
μνλκvμ〈S̄νFλκB3̄〉 + H.c., (2.6)
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which can be constructed in heavy quark symmetry and the
chiral symmetry [68–73]. Here, v = (1, 0) is the four-velocity
under the nonrelativistic approximation. The multiplet field T
is composed of an axial-vector meson D̄1 = (D̄0

1, D−
1 , D−

s1)T

and a tensor meson D̄∗
2 = (D̄∗0

2 , D∗−
2 , D∗−

s2 )T [69]:

T (Q̄)μ
a =

[
D̄∗μν

2a γν −
√

3

2
D̄1aνγ5

(
gμν − 1

3
(γ μ − vμ)γ ν

)]

× 1 − /v

2
.

Its conjugate field satisfies T
(Q̄)μ
a = γ 0T (Q̄)μ†

a γ 0. Superfield
Sμ includesB6 with JP = 1/2+ andB∗

6 with JP = 3/2+ in the

6F flavor representation, i.e., Sμ = −
√

1
3 (γμ + vμ)γ 5B6 +

B∗
6μ. Axial current Aμ and vector current Vμ are defined

as Aμ = (ξ †∂μξ − ξ∂μξ †)/2 and Vμ = (ξ †∂μξ + ξ∂μξ †)/2,
respectively. Here, ξ = exp(iP/ fπ ) and fπ = 132 MeV is
for the pion decay constant. In the above formula, vector
meson field ρμ and its strength tensor Fμν (ρ) are ρμ =
igV Vμ/

√
2 and Fμν (ρ) = ∂μρν − ∂νρμ + [ρμ, ρν], respec-

tively. Here, matrices B3̄ and B(∗)
6 are

B3̄ =
⎛
⎝ 0 �+

c �+
c

−�+
c 0 �0

c
−�+

c −�0
c 0

⎞
⎠,

B(∗)
6 =

⎛
⎜⎜⎝

�(∗)++
c

�(∗)+
c√

2

�(′ ,∗)+
c√

2
�(∗)+

c√
2

�(∗)0
c

�(′ ,∗)0
c√

2
�(′ ,∗)+

c√
2

�(′ ,∗)0
c√

2
�(∗)0

c

⎞
⎟⎟⎠,

respectively. Additionally, matrices P and Vμ have the con-
ventional form, which can be found in Ref. [30].

We pick the interaction terms which contain only one light
meson by expanding the effective Lagrangians (2.3)–(2.6);
such terms are collected in Appendix A.

We need several input parameters to obtain the numerical
results. First, the coupling constants existing in Eqs. (2.3)–
(2.6) are lS = −2lB = 7.30, g1 = 2

√
2g4/3 = 0.94, βSgV =

−2βBgV = −12.00, λSgV = −2
√

2λIgV = −19.20 GeV−1,
and k = −0.59 [68], which are widely used to discuss
hadronic molecular states [14,30,33]. Here, the coupling
constant g1 can be extracted from the strong decay
�(∗)

c → �cπ [65]. The coupling constant k for D1D∗
2π

vertex is the same as the DD∗π coupling constant within
the quark model [74], which is determined from the
experimental width �(D∗ → Dπ ) [65]. As is well known,
information about the coupling constants g′′

σ , β ′′, and λ′′ is
very scarce at present [69]. In this work, we estimate these
coupling constants in the quark model [75], and they can
be extracted from the D(∗)-D∗ interactions [30]. Thus, we
use g′′

σ = −0.76, β ′′gV = −5.25, and λ′′gV = 3.44 GeV−1

in the following numerical analysis [68,76], and the signs
for these coupling constants are fixed by the quark model.
In addition, the adopted mass values are mσ = 600.00 MeV,
mπ = 137.27 MeV, mη = 547.85 MeV, mρ = 775.49 MeV,
mω = 782.65 MeV, mN = 938.27 MeV, mD1 = 2422.00 MeV,

mD∗
2
= 2463.05 MeV, m�c = 2286.46 MeV, m�c = 2453.54

MeV, and m�∗
c

= 2518.07 MeV [65]. In our calculation, only
the cutoff � is a free parameter, and we attempt to find bound
state solutions by varying the cutoff parameter in the range of
0.79–4.00 GeV.

In general, the loosely bound states are sensitive to the
details of the effective potentials. Because of the uncertainties
of the coupling constants g′′

σ , β ′′, and λ′′, we should be
cautious when studying the existence possibility of the B(∗)

c T̄ -
type hadronic molecular states with the OBE potential model.
On the other hand the π exchange interaction, which is clear
and widely accepted, contributes to the long-range force in the
formation of hadronic molecular states. However, the scalar
and vector meson exchange interactions are used to provide
the intermediate and short-range contributions, which are not
determined very precisely. If the π exchange interaction is
dominant and strong enough to generate a loosely bound state,
such a loosely bound state can be regarded as a relatively re-
liable candidate for a hadronic molecular state. Therefore, we
study the B(∗)

c T̄ molecules within both OPE and OBE models.
In our numerical analysis, we first give the numerical results
with the OPE potential model. After that, we further take into
account other pseudoscalar meson exchange interactions and
the scalar and vector meson exchange interactions, and repeat
the numerical analysis to check the effects. By comparing the
numerical results, we can discuss which bound states are more
reliable and less dependent on models.

As is known well, the deuteron is a loosely bound state
composed of a proton and a neutron, and may be regarded
as an ideal molecular state. Here, we briefly reproduce the
binding energy E and root-mean-square radius rRMS for the
deuteron via the OPE and OBE models; detailed information
on the effective potentials is provided in Ref. [77]. We sum-
marize the numerical results in Table I. A reasonable cutoff
in the study of the deuteron is estimated to be around 1.0
GeV, but varies among different scenarios [66,67]. The tensor
forces from the S-D wave mixing effects are important for
the study of the deuteron. Nevertheless, the S-wave contri-
bution plays the leading role and the D-wave correction is
subleading. There are about 95% S-wave and 5% D-wave
nucleon-nucleon (NN) in the deuteron, which is consistent
with the results from chiral effective field theory [78,79]. In
addition, the deuteron is a loosely bound state, and its typical
size should be much larger than the size of all the component
hadrons. Knowledge of the deuteron helps us to study other
molecular states.

TABLE I. Reproducing the binding energy E and root-mean-
square radius rRMS for the deuteron with four different scenarios:
(A) OPE without S-D mixing effects, (B) OPE with S-D mixing
effects, (C) OBE without S-D mixing effects, and (D) OBE with S-D
mixing effects.

Models � (GeV) E (MeV) rRMS (fm)

OPE(S-D ×)
OPE(S-D �) 1.07 −2.42 3.63
OBE(S-D ×) 1.17 −2.06 3.79
OBE(S-D �) 0.87 −2.56 3.58
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TABLE II. Flavor wave functions for the discussed �(∗)
c T̄ sys-

tems. Here, I and I3 are their isospin and the third components,
respectively.

System |I, I3〉 Configurations∣∣ 3
2 , 3

2

〉 |� (∗)++
c T −〉∣∣ 3

2 , 1
2

〉 √
1
3 |� (∗)++

c T −〉 +
√

2
3 |� (∗)+

c T̄ 0〉
� (∗)

c T̄
∣∣ 3

2 , − 1
2

〉 √
2
3 |� (∗)+

c T −〉 +
√

1
3 |� (∗)0

c T̄ 0〉∣∣ 3
2 , − 3

2

〉 |� (∗)0
c T −〉∣∣ 1

2 , 1
2

〉 √
2
3 |� (∗)++

c T −〉 −
√

1
3 |� (∗)+

c T̄ 0〉∣∣ 1
2 , − 1

2

〉 √
1
3 |� (∗)+

c T −〉 −
√

2
3 |� (∗)0

c T̄ 0〉

III. NEW TYPES OF Pc STATES: �(∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) SYSTEMS

In this section, we focus on the �(∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems in
detail to illustrate how we search for bound states. First, we
need to construct the flavor and spin-orbital wave functions
for these discussed �(∗)

c T̄ pentaquark systems. In Table II, we
summarize the flavor wave functions |I, I3〉 for the discussed
�(∗)

c T̄ systems.
For these discussed �(∗)

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems, their spin-orbital

wave functions read as

|�cD̄1(2S+1LJ )〉 =
∑

m,m′,mSmL

CS,mS
1
2 m,1m′C

J,M
SmS ,LmL

χ 1
2 mεm′ ∣∣YL,mL

〉
,

|�cD̄∗
2(2S+1LJ )〉 =

∑
m,m′′,mSmL

CS,mS
1
2 m,2m′′C

J,M
SmS ,LmL

χ 1
2 mζ m′′ ∣∣YL,mL

〉
,

|�∗
c D̄1(2S+1LJ )〉 =

∑
m,m′,mSmL

CS,mS
3
2 m,1m′C

J,M
SmS ,LmL

� 3
2 mεm′ ∣∣YL,mL

〉
,

|�∗
c D̄∗

2(2S+1LJ )〉 =
∑

m,m′′,mSmL

CS,mS
3
2 m,2m′′C

J,M
SmS ,LmL

� 3
2 mζ m′′ ∣∣YL,mL

〉
,

(3.1)

where CJ,M
SmS ,LmL

, CS,mS
1
2 m,1m′ , CS,mS

1
2 m,2m′′ , CS,mS

3
2 m,1m′ , and CS,mS

3
2 m,2m′′ are

the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. |YL,mL 〉 is the spherical har-
monics function. χ 1

2 m and � 3
2 m are defined as the spin wave

functions for fermions with S = 1/2 and 3/2, respectively.
εm′

(m′ = 0,±1) and ζ m′′
(m′′ = 0,±1,±2) [80] are the po-

larization vector and tensor, respectively. The explicit expres-
sions for these wave functions are

ε0 = (0, 0, 0,−1),

ζ m′′ =
∑
m,n

C2,m′′
1m;1nε

mεn,

ε±1 = 1√
2

(0,±1, i, 0),

� 3
2 m =

∑
m1,m2

C
3
2 ,m
1
2 m1;1m2

χ 1
2 ,m1

εm2 . (3.2)

With the above preparation, we further write out the spin-
orbit wave functions when the S-D wave mixing effects are
considered in our calculation, which becomes more com-

plicated. The general expressions corresponding to several
typical JP quantum numbers are

|JP = 1/2+〉 : �cD̄1

∣∣2S 1
2
/4D 1

2

〉
,

�∗
c D̄1

∣∣2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

〉
,

�∗
c D̄∗

2

∣∣2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

〉
,

|JP = 3/2+〉 : �cD̄1

∣∣4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2

〉
,

�cD̄∗
2

∣∣4S 3
2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

〉
,

�∗
c D̄1

∣∣4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

〉
,

�∗
c D̄∗

2

∣∣4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2
/8D 3

2

〉
,

|JP = 5/2+〉 : �cD̄∗
2

∣∣6S 5
2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

〉
,

�∗
c D̄1

∣∣6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

〉
,

�∗
c D̄∗

2

∣∣6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2
/8D 5

2

〉
,

|JP = 7/2+〉 : �∗
c D̄∗

2

∣∣8S 7
2
/4D 7

2
/6D 7

2
/8D 7

2

〉
, (3.3)

where the notation |2S+1LJ〉 is used, in which S, L, and J
denote the spin, relative angular momentum, and total angular
momentum of the corresponding systems, respectively.

Take the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+) as an exam-
ple to illustrate how we consider the S-D wave mixing effects.
The corresponding spatial wave function |ψ〉, the kinetic term
K, and the effective potentialV can be expressed as

|ψ〉 = (
�cD̄1

∣∣2S 1
2

〉
, �cD̄1

∣∣4D 1
2

〉)T
, (3.4)

K = diag

(
−�2

2μ
, −�2

2μ
+ 3

μr2

)
, (3.5)

V =
(
V�cD̄1|2S 1

2
〉→�cD̄1|2S 1

2
〉 V�cD̄1|2S 1

2
〉→�cD̄1|4D 1

2
〉

V�cD̄1|4D 1
2
〉→�cD̄1|2S 1

2
〉 V�cD̄1|4D 1

2
〉→�cD̄1|4D 1

2
〉

)
,

(3.6)

respectively. μ = m�c mD1/(m�c + mD1 ) is the reduced mass
of the �cD̄1 system. The superscripts in Eq. (3.6) represent
the corresponding scattering processes, which are presented
in Appendix B 1. By solving the coupled channel Schrödinger
equation, i.e., (K+V) |ψ〉 = E |ψ〉 with E the binding en-
ergy, we can obtain the properties of the bound state �cD̄1

with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+) as new type of Pc state. Now we can
present the numerical results for the �(∗)

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems with

the OPE and OBE models, respectively.

A. �(∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems with the OPE model

Generally speaking, the π exchange interaction plays an
irreplaceable role in forming loosely bound molecular states.
In Table III, we present the binding energy E , root-mean-
square (RMS) radius rRMS, and probabilities for different
components for the bound states composed of �cD̄1 and �cD̄∗

2
with the OPE model. In order to check the specific roles of
the S-D wave mixing effects, we show the numerical results
without and with the S-D wave mixing effects.

As shown in Table III, these states can be bound with
several MeV binding energy when cutoffs are around 1.1 GeV,
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TABLE III. Bound state properties (binding energy E , root-mean-square radius rRMS, and probabilities for different components) for the
�cD̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems with the OPE model. Cutoff �, binding energy E , and root-mean-square radius rRMS are in units of GeV, MeV, and fm,
respectively. The largest probability of the quantum number configuration for a bound state is indicated by bold typeface. In Tables III–VI and
VIII–XI, we use same convention when numerical results are presented: the second column group shows results without considering the S-D
wave mixing effects while the last column group shows the relevant results with the S-D wave mixing effects.

�cD̄1

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
1.04 −0.23 4.79 0.99 −0.22 4.92 99.52/0.48
1.15 −3.96 1.55 1.10 −3.65 1.64 99.05/0.95
1.26 −12.69 0.93 1.21 −11.82 1.00 98.90/1.10

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
2.22 −0.27 4.98 97.06/0.38/2.56
2.48 −3.50 1.87 92.10/0.95/6.95
2.74 −12.05 1.13 88.28/1.35/10.37

3
2

(
3
2

+)
3.51 −0.19 4.96 2.22 −0.28 4.68 98.33/0.39/1.28
3.67 −3.88 1.46 2.40 −3.91 1.59 95.69/1.00/3.31
3.83 −12.49 0.84 2.57 −11.97 0.97 94.01/1.39/4.60

�cD̄∗
2

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.12 −0.19 4.96 1.02 −0.23 4.91 99.11/0.12/0.77
1.24 −4.10 1.51 1.14 −3.80 1.64 98.16/0.25/1.59
1.35 −12.52 0.93 1.26 −12.44 0.99 97.84/0.31/1.86

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
2.13 −0.30 4.88 96.59/0.89/2.51
2.38 −3.72 1.83 90.75/2.33/6.92
2.63 −12.86 1.11 86.13/3.41/10.46

3
2

(
5
2

+)
2.94 −0.27 4.60 2.08 −0.26 4.74 98.59/0.57/0.84

3.09 −3.95 1.45 2.26 −4.05 1.55 96.36/1.47/2.16
3.24 −12.27 0.85 2.43 −12.57 0.94 95.07/1.99/2.95

which are reasonable cutoff values. Their RMS radii are all
around a few fm, which is consistent with the typical size of a
hadronic molecular state. Thus, such loosely bound states can
be good candidates of Pc states with larger masses.

In contrast, the π exchange interactions result in repulsive
potentials at long range for the �cD̄1 states with I (JP ) =
3/2(1/2+), 1/2(3/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 states with I (JP ) =
3/2(3/2+), 1/2(5/2+), and therefore such states cannot be
bound with the OPE model if we do not consider the S-D wave
mixing effects. For the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+)
and the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(5/2+), the OPE po-
tentials are slightly attractive at short range. Compared to
the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+), the �cD̄∗

2 state with
I (JP ) = 3/2(5/2+) is more easily bound because of stronger
OPE attractions and hadrons with heavier masses, and we
can obtain bound solutions for these two states when the
cutoffs are taken to be around 3.6 and 3.0 GeV, respectively. In
general, a loosely bound state with smaller cutoff corresponds
to more attractive force. For the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) =
1/2(3/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(5/2+), these
weakly bound state solutions with the cutoff around 2.2 GeV
disappear after removing the contributions of the D-wave
channels, which implies that the S-D wave mixing effects play
an important role in generating these loosely bound states.

Here, recall that the tensor force in the effective potentials
plays a critical role in the formation of the loosely bound
deuteron.

For the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(1/2+) and the �cD̄∗
2

state with I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+), there do not exist bound states
with the OPE model, even if the S-D wave mixing effects are
considered.

Following the procedure discussed above, we present the
binding energy, RMS radius, and probabilities for different
components for the �∗

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems with the OPE model

in Table IV.
From the numerical results in Table IV, the investigated

�∗
c D̄1 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+) and the �∗

c D̄∗
2 states with

I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) can be good candidates of the new
types of Pc states since they have small binding energies
and suitable RMS radii under reasonable cutoffs, which is
because the π exchange interactions give strongly attractive
forces around 1.0 fm, and strongly attractive interactions at
long range can be used to generate these reasonable loosely
bound states. The attractive interactions from the π exchanges
contribute at short range for the �∗

c D̄1 state with I (JP ) =
3/2(5/2+) and the �∗

c D̄∗
2 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(7/2+),

which makes loosely bound state solutions possible: we find
that there exist weakly bound state solutions when the values
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TABLE IV. Bound state properties for the �∗
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems with the OPE model. Conventions are the same as Table III.

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P(2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2
)

1
2

(
1
2

+)
0.87 −0.24 4.74 0.82 −0.27 4.08 99.23/0.47/0.30
0.97 −3.92 1.57 0.92 −3.78 1.66 98.57/0.89/0.54
1.07 −12.48 0.96 1.02 −11.93 1.03 98.38/ 1.02/0.60

3
2

(
1
2

+)
3.80 −0.34 4.57 96.54/1.62/1.83
3.90 −1.50 2.55 93.12/3.15/3.73
4.00 −3.75 1.68 89.55/4.67/5.78

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.84 −0.27 4.59 1.31 −0.24 4.89 98.24/0.44/1.19/0.14

�∗
c D̄1 1.98 −4.23 1.43 1.46 −3.78 1.68 95.84/1.03/2.82/0.31

2.11 −12.56 0.87 1.61 −12.53 1.01 94.53/1.35/3.72/0.40

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.98 −0.37 4.65 95.76/0.14/0.12/3.97
2.22 −3.88 1.83 89.04/0.26/0.32/10.37
2.45 −12.50 1.15 83.55/0.30/0.48/15.34

3
2

(
5
2

+)
2.38 −0.24 4.73 1.81 −0.26 4.95 98.75/0.18/0.05/1.02
2.53 −4.11 1.43 1.98 −3.96 1.57 96.72/0.47/0.13/2.68
2.67 −12.33 0.86 2.14 −12.55 0.95 95.61/0.63/0.17/3.59

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
0.82 −0.29 4.55 0.79 −0.75 3.35 98.82/0.60/0.58
0.91 −3.64 1.63 0.88 −4.80 1.52 98.27/0.90/0.83
1.01 −12.29 0.97 0.96 −11.86 1.05 98.11/0.99/0.80

3
2

(
1
2

+)
3.70 −0.56 3.89 95.89/1.81/2.31
3.85 −2.49 2.05 91.84/3.52/4.64
4.00 −6.33 1.36 87.92/5.13/6.95

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2
/8D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.11 −0.21 4.86 0.97 −0.28 4.68 98.68/0.34/0.62/0.12/0.23
1.23 −4.16 1.48 1.09 −3.97 1.62 97.30/0.71/1.31/0.25/0.43
1.34 −12.62 0.91 1.21 −12.80 0.99 96.71/0.88/1.61/0.30/0.48

3
2

(
3
2

+)
3.68 −0.26 4.88 97.15/0.72/0.96/0.23/0.95
3.89 −3.11 1.81 91.51/2.05/2.69/0.66/3.08
4.00 −6.29 1.32 88.66/2.68/3.50/0.87/4.29

�∗
c D̄∗

2 I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2
/8D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.57 −0.25 4.93 97.21/0.29/0.14/2.29/0.07
1.75 −3.61 1.79 92.85/0.67/0.37/5.96/0.16
1.93 −12.09 1.07 89.90/0.87/0.52/8.49/0.22

3
2

(
5
2

+)
3.40 −0.27 4.76 97.81/0.59/0.15/1.39/0.06
3.65 −3.77 1.62 93.73/1.75/0.45/3.93/0.15
3.90 −12.49 0.96 90.50/2.71/0.69/5.88/0.23

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

8S 7
2
/4D 7

2
/6D 7

2
/8D 7

2

)
1
2

(
7
2

+)
1.88 −0.29 4.97 95.75/ 0.11/ 0.01/ 4.09
2.12 −3.67 1.89 88.01/ 0.22/ 0.14/ 11.62
2.35 −12.38 1.17 82.00/ 0.25/ 0.22/ 17.53

3
2

(
7
2

+)
2.00 −0.21 4.85 1.63 −0.24 4.81 98.86/0.14/0.02/0.98
2.14 −3.82 1.48 1.79 −4.06 1.54 97.20/0.34/0.04/2.42
2.28 −12.27 0.86 1.94 −12.70 0.93 96.35/0.45/0.05/3.15

of the cutoff parameters are taken around 2.4 and 2.0 GeV,
respectively. Additionally, the effective potential from the π

exchange provides a very weak attractive force for the �∗
c D̄∗

2
state with I (JP ) = 1/2(5/2+) if we only consider the S-wave

component, and we cannot obtain bound state solutions until
we increase the cutoff parameter to be around 4.0 GeV.

In contrast to the above situation, the π exchange ef-
fective potentials are repulsive for the �∗

c D̄1 states with
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TABLE V. Bound state properties for the �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems with the OBE model. Conventions are the same as Table III.

�cD̄1

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
0.91 −0.40 4.24 0.88 −0.22 4.98 99.61/0.39
1.01 −5.07 1.49 0.98 −4.65 1.57 99.20/0.80
1.10 −12.30 1.05 1.07 −12.28 1.07 99.04/0.96

3
2

(
1
2

+)
2.106 −0.48 3.27 1.96 −1.64 2.06 89.81/10.19
2.112 −5.63 0.79 1.97 −5.30 1.14 86.95/13.05
2.118 −12.02 0.53 1.98 −10.20 0.84 85.98/ 14.02

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.59 −0.26 4.99 1.24 −0.35 4.71 97.88/0.34/1.78
1.78 −4.11 1.68 1.35 −3.93 1.83 94.91/0.81/4.29
1.97 −12.71 1.04 1.46 −12.24 1.16 92.92/1.11/5.97

3
2

(
3
2

+)
2.02 −0.40 4.28 94.71/1.32/3.97
2.11 −4.55 1.58 86.34/3.50/10.16
2.19 −12.28 1.07 81.06/4.98/13.96

�cD̄∗
2

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
0.94 −0.38 4.32 0.90 −0.37 4.38 99.21/0.11/0.68
1.04 −5.39 1.46 0.99 −4.39 1.62 98.53/0.21/1.26
1.14 −12.36 1.05 1.08 −11.98 1.09 98.21/0.26/1.53

3
2

(
3
2

+)
2.202 −0.66 2.65 1.93 −1.01 2.76 90.84/1.95/7.21
2.208 −5.92 0.75 1.95 −5.75 1.19 85.30/3.19/11.51
2.214 −12.27 0.52 1.96 −9.21 0.96 84.13/3.48/12.40

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.65 −0.30 4.78 1.24 −0.29 4.93 97.72/0.69/1.58
1.84 −4.21 1.66 1.35 −3.80 1.86 94.09/1.78/4.13
2.02 −12.61 1.03 1.46 −12.32 1.16 91.58/2.52/5.89

3
2

(
5
2

+)
2.08 −0.22 5.02 96.24/1.64/2.12
2.18 −3.89 1.69 88.61/5.11/6.28
2.28 −12.54 1.07 83.14/7.79/9.07

I (JP ) = 3/2(1/2+, 3/2+), 1/2(5/2+) and the �∗
c D̄∗

2 states
with I (JP ) = 3/2(1/2+, 3/2+, 5/2+), 1/2(7/2+), and there
do not exist bound state solutions with the OPE model if the
contributions of the D-wave channels are not considered. The
tensor forces from the S-D wave mixing effects are essential
in the formation of these loosely bound states. There are no
bound solutions for the �∗

c D̄1 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+)
with the OPE model, even if we consider the S-D wave mixing
effects.

B. �(∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems with the OBE model

Usually, the pion exchange interaction plays a dominant
role in forming the loosely bound states at long range due to
the molecular state being a loosely bound state; the interac-
tions from other light meson exchanges, especially the vector
exchange interaction, may play an important role to modify
the bound state properties to a large extent at intermediate and
short ranges. In fact, the η exchange interaction usually plays a
minor role in generating the loosely bound states [81], and the
contribution from the σ exchange always gives an attractive
force [82].

The OBE model is a little more complex, and we carry out
an analysis similar to that for OPE. For the �cD̄1 and �cD̄∗

2
systems, the π , σ , η, ρ, and ω exchanges contribute to the total
effective potentials. In Table V, we present the corresponding
bound properties for the �cD̄1 and �cD̄∗

2 systems within the
OBE model.

As shown in Table V, we can obtain more loosely bound
states with reasonable cutoffs after considering the scalar
and vector meson exchange effective potentials. For the
�cD̄1 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 state with
I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+), we find loosely bound state solutions
within reasonable cutoffs for both the OPE model and the
OBE model, and the energies and radii are similar, which
means that the total effective potentials mainly come from
the π exchanges, and the scalar and vector meson exchange
effective potentials play a minor role in the formation of these
bound states when cutoff parameters � are around 0.95 GeV.
Therefore, we conclude that the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) =
1/2(1/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+) are
favored to be the better candidates of the new types of Pc

states. By comparing the numerical results of the OPE model,
the cutoffs are relatively more reasonable for the loosely
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bound states in the �cD̄1 system with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+) and
the �cD̄∗

2 system with I (JP ) = 1/2(5/2+) within OBE model.
Here, the ρ and ω exchange attractive forces play a significant
role in the formation of these loosely bound states with cutoffs
of about 1.65 GeV.

The binding energies of the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) =
3/2(1/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+) are
very sensitive to the cutoffs, which differs from other states
greatly. The main reason is that the ρ and ω exchange inter-
actions give strongly attractive forces at relatively short range
when the cutoff parameter � is around 2.2 GeV, and there are
almost no attractive forces at intermediate and long ranges.
Especially, the effective potentials related to the q2/(q2 + m2)
term in momentum space have a great influence on these
bound states, and the short-range dynamics make the numeri-
cal results more sensitive to the values of the cutoffs.

In many �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems, the binding energy in the

OBE model is larger than that in the OPE model with the
same cutoff parameters since the intermediate and short-range
interactions often play an essential role in the formation of
the loosely bound states. Comparing the results with and
without the S-D wave mixing effects, it is obvious that the S-D
wave mixing effects are important in the formation of several
molecular states, especially for the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) =
3/2(3/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(5/2+).
Similarly to the �cD̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems, we present the bound
properties for the �∗

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems with the OBE model in

Table VI. From Tables VI and IV, it is obvious that the bound
state properties will change accordingly after we consider
the contributions from the scalar and vector meson exchange
effective potentials.

We can obtain loosely bound states in the �∗
c D̄1 system

with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+) and the �∗
c D̄∗

2 system with I (JP ) =
1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) with the cutoffs around 1.00 GeV by using
both the OPE model and the OBE model. Different from
the OPE case, the ρ and ω exchange attractive forces play
an important role in the formation of the �∗

c D̄1 states with
I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+, 5/2+) and the �∗

c D̄∗
2 state with I (JP ) =

1/2(5/2+, 7/2+), and they are loosely bound molecular states
with the OBE model, especially when we consider the
contributions of the D-wave channels. The situation of the
�∗

c D̄1 states with I (JP ) = 3/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and the �∗
c D̄∗

2
states with I (JP ) = 3/2(1/2+, 3/2+) is similar to that of the
�cD̄1 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(1/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 state with
I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+) qualitatively, and their properties signif-
icantly depend sensitively on the cutoff parameter, and thus
our results indicate that these bound states cannot be good
candidates of hadronic molecular states.

C. Discussion and rating for bound states

The D-wave components with small contributions does not
obviously change some bound state properties [53]. However,
for the �(∗)

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) states with I = 3/2 and others, their bound

state properties may change considerably after considering the
S-D wave mixing effects, which is mainly determined by the
nondiagonal matrix elements of the effective potentials [83].

The states with I = 1/2 are easier to bind as a hadronic
molecular candidate than those with I = 3/2 for the low

spin �(∗)
c T̄ -type systems. This is not surprising since the

π exchange effective potentials are weakly repulsive with
I = 3/2 and strongly attractive with I = 1/2 for the low spin
hidden-charm pentaquark states.

Empirically, the vector exchange interaction may be im-
portant for the formation of hadronic molecular states if
the cutoff parameter is greater than 1.5 GeV; this is due
to the introduction of the form factor F(q2, m2

E ) = (�2 −
m2

E )/(�2 − q2) into the effective potential in the present
work. Of course, when the cutoff parameter is relatively
small, it is obvious that the π exchange interaction plays an
irreplaceable role in generating these loosely bound molecular
states.

As shown in Tables III–VI, we can predict a series of
possible new types of Pc states with the form �(∗)

c T̄ . We
have considered four different scenarios: (A) OPE without
S-D mixing effects, (B) OPE with S-D mixing effects, (C)
OBE without S-D mixing effects, and (D) OBE with S-D
mixing effects. We notice that some bound states exist in some
scenarios but disappear in other scenarios. Shall we treat them
equally?

Many hadron molecular states have been predicted by
different theoretical groups, and we try to categorize them in
some reasonable way and give a rough indication which states
deserve experimental resources.

If a bound state can be formed both with and without D-
wave contributions, it means that the convergence of partial-
wave expansion is good and thus the results are more reliable
in our scheme. For similar reasons, the states bound within
both OPE and OBE models have smaller theoretical uncer-
tainties.

Therefore, we provide a preliminary rating scheme. If a
bound state can exist in n scenarios with reasonable cutoff
around 1.0 GeV, we rate it as an n-star state. For example,
�∗

c D̄1 with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+) can be bound in scenarios (B),
(C), and (D), and thus we assign it three stars. In this rating
system, Pc(4440) is a four-star state. In Table VII we present
our rating for new types of Pc states in �(∗)

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems.

In this rating scheme, the deuteron has only three stars
but is still in the top two among five ranks. There are many
zero-star states which cannot be bond in any scenario and are
not listed in Table VII. However, in an ideal rating scheme the
deuteron should most probably be in the top rank. The rating
scheme in this paper definitely needs efforts from particle
physicists to be improved in future.

To investigate the uncertainties of cutoff for these four-star
states within the OPE model and OBE model, in Fig. 2 we
present the � dependence of the binding energy and root-
mean-square radius for two typical states, �cD̄1 with I (JP ) =
1/2(1/2+) and �cD̄∗

2 with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+). We can see
clearly that the binding properties of these four-star states are
not significantly dependent on the cutoff �.

In comparison to those large spin states, we find that the
low spin states may be bound more tightly for the �(∗)

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 )

states with I = 1/2, which have results similar to the �(∗)
c D̄(∗)

states with I = 1/2 [30]. The observations of three resonance
structures, Pc(4312), Pc(4440), and Pc(4457), are from the
�b baryon decays [7], and thus one can search for these
predicted new types of Pc states through the �b baryon weak
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TABLE VI. Bound state properties for the �∗
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems with the OBE model. Conventions are the same as Table III.

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
0.82 −0.31 4.50 0.79 −0.35 4.40 99.26/0.45/0.29
0.91 −4.68 1.52 0.88 −4.72 1.56 98.71/0.80/0.49
1.00 −12.98 1.02 0.96 −12.49 1.06 98.51/0.93/0.56

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.917 −0.29 4.42 1.71 −0.25 4.73 93.76/2.85/3.39
1.923 −5.51 0.82 1.73 −4.11 1.43 84.65/6.96/8.39
1.929 −12.21 0.54 1.75 −11.55 0.90 81.92/8.25/9.84

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.09 −0.36 4.44 1.00 −0.41 4.32 98.63/0.36/0.91/0.11
1.22 −5.06 1.51 1.10 −4.69 1.62 97.15/0.75/1.89/0.21

�∗
c D̄1 1.34 −12.54 1.05 1.19 −12.08 1.12 96.37/0.95/ 2.42/0.26

3
2

(
3
2

+)
2.979 −0.36 3.49 2.02 −0.54 3.71 92.95/2.58/3.89/0.58
2.985 −5.80 0.67 2.06 −5.86 1.27 84.19/5.91/8.62/1.28
2.991 −12.26 0.45 2.09 −13.10 0.90 80.98/7.21/10.31/1.50

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.74 −0.29 4.86 1.24 −0.38 4.61 97.00/0.15/0.10/2.75
1.92 −3.85 1.72 1.35 −4.18 1.80 92.61/0.33/0.23/6.82
2.10 −12.63 1.02 1.45 −12.36 1.18 89.80/0.42/0.33/9.45

3
2

(
5
2

+)
1.99 −0.38 4.36 95.62/0.79/0.19/3.40
2.10 −4.40 1.63 88.59/2.18/0.50/8.72
2.20 −12.30 1.10 83.91/3.26/0.73/12.10

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

)
�∗

c D̄∗
2

1
2

(
1
2

+)
0.79 −0.40 4.16 0.79 −1.57 2.47 98.74/0.64/0.62
0.88 −5.12 1.46 0.86 −6.19 1.40 98.42/0.82/0.76
0.96 −12.96 1.01 0.92 −12.60 1.06 98.26/0.91/0.83

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.860 −0.67 2.69 1.65 −0.33 4.40 93.70/2.71/3.59
1.866 −6.33 0.77 1.67 −4.24 1.42 85.61/6.17/8.22
1.871 −12.09 0.55 1.69 −11.81 0.90 83.01/7.32/8.67

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2
/8D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
0.93 −0.28 4.64 0.87 −0.25 4.85 98.96/0.27/0.49/0.10/0.18
1.03 −4.52 1.55 0.96 −4.12 1.66 97.84/0.58/1.03/0.20/0.35
1.13 −12.14 1.04 1.05 −12.04 1.09 97.30/0.73/1.31/0.25/0.41

3
2

(
3
2

+)
2.194 −0.61 2.74 1.78 −0.24 4.77 94.09/1.40/7.84/0.46/2.21
2.200 −5.86 0.74 1.81 −4.38 1.42 84.22/3.74/4.83/1.21/6.01
2.206 −12.22 0.50 1.84 −12.87 0.88 80.40/4.70/6.00/1.49/7.40

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/ 6D 5

2
/8D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.23 −0.24 4.98 1.07 −0.37 4.52 98.08/0.25/0.11/1.52/0.04
1.38 −4.37 1.61 1.17 −4.26 1.71 95.68/0.53/0.24/3.46/0.09
1.53 −12.15 1.06 1.27 −12.41 1.12 94.19/0.68/0.32/4.68/0.13

3
2

(
5
2

+)
2.07 −0.27 4.73 95.08/1.46/0.36/2.97/0.12
2.13 −4.56 1.47 85.84/4.41/1.07/8.35/0.34
2.18 −12.17 0.98 81.25/6.03/1.43/0.86/0.43

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

8S 7
2
/4D 7

2
/6D 7

2
/8D 7

2

)
1
2

(
7
2

+)
1.83 −0.29 4.85 1.24 −0.36 4.71 96.65/0.13/0.05/3.17
2.00 −3.74 1.72 1.35 −4.10 1.82 91.44/0.29/0.13/8.15
2.16 −12.16 1.11 1.45 −12.47 1.17 88.03/0.36/0.18/11.43

3
2

(
7
2

+)
1.98 −0.32 4.50 96.24/0.63/0.04/3.09
2.10 −3.98 1.70 89.94/1.82/0.12/8.12
2.22 −12.19 1.10 85.31/2.86/0.17/11.66
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TABLE VII. Rating for new types of Pc states in � (∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 )
systems with (I, J ).

Rating �cD̄1 �cD̄∗
2 �∗

c D̄1 �∗
c D̄∗

2

� � ��
(

1
2 , 1

2

) (
1
2 , 3

2

) (
1
2 , 1

2

) (
1
2 , 1

2 / 3
2

)
� � �

(
1
2 , 3

2

) (
1
2 , 5

2

)
,
(

3
2 , 7

2

)
��

(
1
2 , 3

2

)
�

(
1
2 , 5

2

) (
1
2 , 5

2

) (
1
2 , 7

2

)

decays reported by the LHCb Collaboration. By simple partial
wave analysis, we suggest first searching for these low spin
�(∗)

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) states with I = 1/2 in the future. For these new

types of Pc states with the structures of �cD̄1, �cD̄∗
2, �∗

c D̄1,
and �∗

c D̄∗
2, the masses were predicted to be around 4.87, 4.91,

4.93, and 4.97 GeV, respectively.

IV. NEW TYPE OF Pc STATES: �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 ) SYSTEMS

In this section, we study the �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems only

within the OBE model since the pion exchange interaction
is forbidden because of spin-parity conservation. In addition,
there are no tensor force in the effective potentials for the
�cD̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems (see Appendix B 2 for more details), and
therefore we do not consider the S-D wave mixing effects in
this investigation.

The interactions of the �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems are quite sim-

ple, because spin-parity conservation forbids the vertexes
�c�cπ/η/ρ. Thus there are only ω and σ exchange interac-
tions. Moreover, the ω exchange potentials are repulsive while
the σ exchange potentials are attractive, and thus the total
potentials are very shallow. In fact, we cannot find the bound
states for the �cD̄1 systems with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+)
and the �cD̄∗

2 systems with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+, 5/2+) when
cutoffs � are tuned from 0.79 to 4.00 GeV. This is similar to
the results of the �cD̄(∗) systems; that is, �c does not combine

FIG. 2. The cutoff � dependence of the binding energy E and
root-mean-square radius rRMS for the �cD̄1 state with I (JP ) =
1/2(1/2+) and the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+) with the OPE
model and OBE model, respectively.

with D̄(∗) to form hidden-charm molecular pentaquarks for the
single-channel calculations [26].

Since the pion exchange interactions are allowed for the
processes �cT̄ → �(∗)

c T̄ , we expect that the coupled channel
effects play an important role to generate the loosely bound
hidden-charm molecular states for the �cT̄ systems. Thus,
we further briefly discuss the B(∗)

c T̄ coupled systems. In the
coupled channel analysis, the binding energy is provided
relative to the lowest-lying threshold [84].

Take the B(∗)
c T̄ coupled systems with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+)

as an example. The corresponding spatial wave function |ψ〉,
the kinetic termK, and the effective potentialV can be written
as

|ψ〉 = (|�cD̄1〉, |�cD̄1〉, |�∗
c D̄1〉, |�∗

c D̄∗
2〉)T , (4.1)

K = diag

(
− �2

2μ1
, − �2

2μ2
+ d1, − �2

2μ3
+ d2, − �2

2μ4
+ d3

)
,

(4.2)

V=

⎛
⎜⎜⎝
V�cD̄1→�cD̄1 V�cD̄1→�cD̄1 V�cD̄1→�∗

c D̄1 V�cD̄1→�∗
c D̄∗

2

V�cD̄1→�cD̄1 V�cD̄1→�cD̄1 V�cD̄1→�∗
c D̄1 V�cD̄1→�∗

c D̄∗
2

V�∗
c D̄1→�cD̄1 V�∗

c D̄1→�cD̄1 V�∗
c D̄1→�∗

c D̄1 V�∗
c D̄1→�∗

c D̄∗
2

V�∗
c D̄∗

2→�cD̄1 V�∗
c D̄∗

2→�cD̄1 V�∗
c D̄∗

2→�∗
c D̄1 V�∗

c D̄∗
2→�∗

c D̄∗
2

⎞
⎟⎟⎠,

(4.3)

FIG. 3. The cutoff � dependence of the binding energy E , root-
mean-square radius rRMS, and the largest probability P (%) for the
B(∗)

c T̄ coupled systems with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and I (JP ) =
1/2(3/2+, 5/2+); the masses of bound states are defined relative to
the �cD̄1 and �cD̄∗

2 thresholds, respectively.
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respectively. The specific effective potentials for each com-
ponent are presented in Appendixes B 1 and B 2. μ1, μ2, μ3,
and μ4 are the reduced masses of the �cD̄1, �cD̄1, �∗

c D̄1, and
�∗

c D̄∗
2 systems, respectively. In addition, di are defined as d1 =

m�c − m�c , d2 = m�∗
c
− m�c , and d3 = m�∗

c
+ mD∗

2
− m�c −

mD1 . Then, we solve the coupled channel Schrödinger equa-
tion and try to find the corresponding bound state solutions.

In Fig. 3, we present the cutoff � dependence of the
binding energy E , root-mean-square radius rRMS, and the
largest probability P (%) for the B(∗)

c T̄ coupled systems with
I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+, 5/2+). The
masses of bound states are defined relative to the �cD̄1 and
�cD̄∗

2 thresholds, respectively.
After including the coupled channel effects, the bound

solutions for the B(∗)
c T̄ coupled systems with I (JP ) =

1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+, 5/2+) are obtained
when the cutoffs � vary in a reasonable range, and they
are mainly composed of the �cD̄1 channel with probability
over 80% and the �cD̄∗

2 channel with almost 70% probabil-
ity, respectively. Their RMS radii are around or larger than
1.0 fm, and the binding energies are a few MeV. Therefore,
the �cD̄1 states with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and �cD̄∗

2
states with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+, 5/2+) are possible candidates
of the new types of Pc states with the coupled channel
effects.

V. DOUBLY CHARMED MOLECULAR PENTAQUARKS

In this work, we extend the obtained OBE effective poten-
tials to search for possible doubly charmed molecular pen-
taquarks composed of a charmed baryon B(∗)

c = �c/�c/�
∗
c

and an excited charmed meson in a T doublet (D1, D∗
2 ),

which is an interesting research topic full of opportunities and
challenges.

The effective potentials for the doubly charmed B(∗)
c T sys-

tems are related to those for hidden-charmed B(∗)
c T̄ systems

via the G-parity transformation. The potentials induced by
the σ , η, and ρ exchanges are same, while those resulting
from the π and ω exchanges have opposite signs between the
corresponding doubly charmed and hidden-charmed systems
with the same isospin and spin-parity quantum numbers [85].

A. �(∗)
c D1(D∗

2 ) systems

We show the numerical results for the �cD1(D∗
2 ) and

�∗
c D1(D∗

2 ) systems with the OPE model in Tables VIII and
IX, respectively.

In Table VIII, the binding energies and RMS radii are the
same for the bound states in the �cD1 system with I (JP ) =
3/2(1/2+) and the �cD1 system with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+)
when we do not consider the contributions of the D-wave
channels, owing to the same product of the matrix elements

TABLE VIII. Bound state properties for the �∗
c D1(D∗

2 ) systems with the OPE model. Conventions are the same as Table III.

�cD1

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
2.62 −0.34 4.68 95.15/4.85
2.78 −3.59 1.80 85.39/14.61
2.94 −12.22 1.08 75.90/24.10

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.86 −0.26 4.64 1.76 −0.28 4.62 99.65/0.35
2.00 −4.22 1.44 1.90 −3.95 1.52 99.23/0.77
2.13 −12.56 0.87 2.04 −12.46 0.90 99.05/0.95

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.86 −0.26 4.64 1.22 −0.24 4.96 97.51/0.59/1.90
2.00 −4.22 1.44 1.37 −3.91 1.70 93.83/1.45/4.72
2.13 −12.56 0.87 1.51 −12.25 1.07 91.85/1.89/6.26

�cD∗
2

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
2.30 −0.31 4.81 95.69/0.94/3.37
2.50 −3.68 1.83 87.29/2.82/9.89
2.70 −12.83 1.09 79.66/4.52/15.82

3
2

(
3
2

+)
2.03 −0.29 4.51 1.81 −0.20 4.99 99.42/0.08/0.50
2.17 −4.14 1.44 1.96 −3.66 1.58 98.59/0.19/1.22
2.30 −12.10 0.88 2.11 −12.04 0.93 98.18/0.25/1.56

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.57 −0.20 4.92 1.16 −0.32 4.58 97.68/0.95/1.37
1.70 −3.83 1.52 1.30 −4.05 1.66 94.95/2.06/2.99
1.83 −12.39 0.89 1.43 −12.12 1.05 93.60/2.57/3.82
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TABLE IX. Bound state properties for the �∗
c D1(D∗

2 ) systems with the OPE model. Conventions are the same as Table III.

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
1.95 −0.34 4.79 94.52/2.57/2.91
2.13 −3.80 1.85 83.60/7.10/9.30
2.30 −12.72 1.14 73.93/10.42/15.65

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.51 −0.20 4.93 1.41 −0.29 4.56 99.44/0.34/0.22
1.64 −3.88 1.51 1.54 −3.88 1.55 98.83/0.72/0.45
1.77 −12.62 0.89 1.67 −12.18 0.94 98.57/0.89/0.54

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
2.10 −0.35 4.62 95.68/1.57/2.42/0.33
2.32 −3.84 1.79 88.74/4.15/6.20/0.91

�∗
c D1 2.54 −12.66 1.11 83.27/6.21/9.08/1.44

3
2

(
3
2

+)
3.47 −0.21 4.84 2.40 −0.30 4.56 98.78/0.31/0.81/0.10
3.63 −3.98 1.51 2.58 −3.88 1.56 97.01/0.75/2.01/0.23
3.79 −12.55 0.83 2.76 −12.33 0.93 95.87/1.03/2.79/0.31

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.30 −0.26 4.63 1.02 −0.22 5.00 98.10/0.28/0.08/1.55
1.42 −3.98 1.51 1.15 −3.77 1.71 95.62/0.65/0.17/3.56
1.54 −12.57 0.91 1.28 −12.53 1.04 94.42/0.81/0.22/4.55

3
2

(
5
2

+)
3.80 −0.29 4.78 97.60/0.10/0.07/2.24
3.90 −0.99 3.06 95.95/0.14/0.12/3.79
4.00 −2.20 2.14 94.30/0.19/0.17/5.34

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

)
�∗

c D∗
2

1
2

(
1
2

+)
1.86 −0.35 4.80 94.65/2.37/2.98
2.06 −3.53 1.95 85.06/6.38/8.56
2.26 −12.10 1.20 76.58/9.66/13.76

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.41 −0.27 4.59 1.30 −0.25 4.75 99.38/0.32/0.31
1.54 −4.29 1.44 1.43 −3.85 1.57 98.64/0.70/0.66
1.66 −12.75 0.89 1.56 −12.40 0.94 98.33/0.87/0.80

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2
/8D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.90 −0.27 5.00 95.31/1.19/1.56/0.37/1.58
2.10 −3.64 1.87 85.84/3.33/4.30/1.07/5.46
2.29 −12.50 1.14 77.75/4.80/6.17/1.61/9.67

3
2

(
3
2

+)
2.00 −0.21 4.85 1.70 −0.21 4.95 99.17/0.22/0.39/0.08/0.14
2.14 −3.82 1.48 1.86 −3.99 1.53 97.92/0.55/1.00/0.20/0.34
2.28 −12.27 0.86 2.01 −12.60 0.91 97.30/0.72/1.30/0.25/0.42

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2
/8D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.80 −0.30 4.76 96.27/1.04/0.27/2.33/0.08
2.01 −3.83 1.76 90.33/2.80/0.71/5.94/0.23
2.21 −12.20 1.10 86.25/4.06/1.01/8.35/0.34

3
2

(
5
2

+)
2.94 −0.37 4.33 98.01/0.22/0.10/1.62/4.68
3.15 −3.89 1.58 95.07/0.50/0.26/4.06/0.11
3.36 −12.10 0.95 92.88/0.68/0.37/5.91/0.16

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

8S 7
2
/4D 7

2
/6D 7

2
/8D 7

2

)
1
2

(
7
2

+)
1.10 −0.21 4.86 0.93 −0.23 4.93 98.35/ 0.20/ 0.02/ 1.42
1.22 −3.64 1.57 1.05 −3.76 1.69 96.39/ 0.45/ 0.05/ 3.11
1.34 −12.62 0.91 1.17 −12.40 1.03 95.52/ 0.56/ 0.06/ 3.87

3
2

(
7
2

+)
3.65 −0.37 4.45 97.06/0.09/0.04/2.81
3.88 −3.04 1.85 92.74/0.18/0.10/6.98
4.00 −5.77 1.39 90.66/0.22/0.13/9.00
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TABLE X. Bound state properties for the �cD1(D∗
2 ) systems with the OBE model. Conventions are the same as Table III.

�cD1

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
1.31 −0.36 4.81 1.26 −0.32 4.97 99.20/0.80
1.48 −4.53 1.86 1.45 −4.80 1.84 98.47/1.53
1.65 −12.59 1.29 1.63 −12.95 1.29 98.69/1.31

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.38 −0.28 4.70 1.34 −0.24 4.90 99.82/0.18
1.59 −4.24 1.56 1.55 −4.25 1.57 99.58/0.42
1.80 −12.69 0.97 1.75 −12.48 0.99 99.47/ 0.53

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
0.94 −0.39 4.31 0.91 −0.55 3.92 98.19/0.41/1.40
0.98 −4.72 1.55 0.96 −5.30 1.54 97.32/0.59/2.09
1.01 −11.20 1.09 1.00 −13.35 1.06 97.49/0.54/1.97

3
2

(
3
2

+)
3.48 −0.28 4.87 98.96/0.17/0.87
3.79 −1.28 2.78 98.02/0.31/1.66
4.00 −2.48 2.07 97.39/0.41/2.20

�cD∗
2

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.30 −0.40 4.62 1.22 −0.32 4.96 98.80/0.24/0.96
1.47 −4.81 1.80 1.40 −4.47 1.88 97.65/0.48/1.88
1.63 −12.48 1.28 1.58 −12.22 1.31 97.87/0.44/1.69

3
2

(
3
2

+)
1.44 −0.23 4.94 1.38 −0.29 4.67 99.66/0.05/0.29
1.67 −4.03 1.59 1.59 −4.06 1.61 99.25/0.11/0.64
1.90 −12.34 0.97 1.80 −12.06 1.00 99.03/0.14/0.83

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
0.92 −0.45 4.11 0.89 −0.48 4.10 98.39/0.64/0.97
0.96 −5.19 1.47 0.94 −5.34 1.52 97.58/0.94/1.48
0.99 −12.33 1.04 0.98 −13.98 1.03 97.77/0.84/1.39

3
2

(
5
2

+)
3.50 −0.29 4.80 98.81/0.36/0.83
3.80 −1.35 2.72 97.72/0.69/1.59
4.00 −2.59 2.03 96.98/0.90/2.12

for the operators A2 and the isospin factors H(I ) giving rise
to identical and attractive π exchange interactions. Even if
we add the contributions of the S-D wave mixing effects,
the bound state solutions are still absent for the �cD1 state
with I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+) and the �cD∗

2 state with I (JP ) =
3/2(5/2+) with the OPE model. From Table IX, we also
notice that although the contribution of the π exchange ef-
fective potential gives a slightly attractive force for the �∗

c D∗
2

state with I (JP ) = 3/2(5/2+) when we only consider the
contributions of the S-wave channel, and we cannot obtain
bound state solutions until we increase the cutoffs to be around
4.00 GeV.

We have shown the OPE results above. To compare the
properties of the bound states with OPE and OBE models,
we still need to present the numerical results with the OBE
model. We list the bound state properties of the �cD1(D∗

2 )
systems and the �∗

c D1(D∗
2 ) systems with the OBE model in

Tables X and XI. The exchanges of π , σ , η, ρ, and ω are
allowed.

For the �cD1 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+) and the �cD∗
2

state with I (JP ) = 1/2(5/2+), the effective potentials of the
σ , π , η, ρ, and ω exchanges all supply attractive forces,
and therefore we can obtain loosely bound state solutions
with reasonable cutoff values according to the experience of
the deuteron [66,67], and thus they can be regarded as good
candidates of double-charm molecular pentaquarks. For the
�cD1 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+) and the �cD∗

2 state with
I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+), the π exchange potentials provide repul-
sive forces in the whole range, but the total effective potentials
are strongly repulsive in the range from 0.1 to 0.4 fm and
slightly attractive in the range 0.4 < r < 1.7 fm. Our results
suggest that there exist bound state solutions with cutoffs
around 1.3 GeV as indicated in Table X, and the attractive
force that binds these states mainly comes from the ρ and ω

exchanges. For the �cD1 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(3/2+) and
the �cD∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 3/2(5/2+), the π and ρ exchange
potentials are repulsive while the σ , η, and ω exchanges
provide the attractive force; nevertheless the contributions of
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TABLE XI. Bound state properties for the �∗
c D1(D∗

2 ) systems with the OBE model. Conventions are the same as Table III.

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
1.32 −0.36 4.83 1.22 −0.33 4.97 98.27/0.95/0.78
1.49 −4.50 1.89 1.41 −4.49 1.92 96.54/1.91/1.55
1.65 −12.21 1.33 1.59 −12.15 1.36 96.81/1.80/1.39

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.21 −0.23 4.88 1.17 −0.28 4.71 99.66/0.20/0.14
1.38 −4.07 1.58 1.34 −4.36 1.56 99.28/0.44/0.28
1.55 −12.31 0.98 1.50 −12.47 1.00 99.13/0.54/0.33

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.21 −0.33 4.78 1.14 −0.42 4.51 98.36/0.56/0.96/0.12
1.35 −4.83 1.72 1.28 −4.72 1.77 97.06/1.01/1.72/0.22

�∗
c D1 1.49 −12.84 1.20 1.42 −12.06 1.26 97.17/0.97/1.65/0.21

3
2

(
3
2

+)
1.94 −0.25 4.85 1.68 −0.25 4.90 99.47/0.15/0.35/0.04
2.35 −4.03 1.58 1.99 −4.00 1.63 98.58/0.39/0.93/0.11
2.76 −12.23 0.97 2.29 −12.07 1.01 97.97/0.55/1.33/0.15

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/6D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
0.89 −0.26 4.37 0.86 −0.53 3.93 98.23/0.25/0.07/1.45
0.93 −5.10 1.47 0.90 −4.00 1.70 97.43/0.35/0.09/2.12
0.96 −12.62 1.02 0.94 −11.81 1.10 97.52/0.32/0.09/2.07

3
2

(
5
2

+)
3.40 −0.29 4.83 98.60/0.08/0.04/1.28
3.70 −1.45 2.63 97.20/0.15/0.09/2.57
4.00 −3.81 1.72 95.77/0.20/0.13/3.89

System I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

2S 1
2
/4D 1

2
/6D 1

2

)
1
2

(
1
2

+)
1.32 −0.37 4.80 1.20 −0.34 4.96 97.88/1.00/1.11
1.49 −4.57 1.89 1.39 −4.46 1.94 95.67/2.08/2.25
1.65 −12.45 1.33 1.57 −12.10 1.37 95.85/2.03/2.11

3
2

(
1
2

+)
1.16 −0.29 4.60 1.10 −0.26 4.78 99.59/0.21/0.20
1.32 −4.35 1.53 1.27 −4.36 1.56 99.13/0.44/0.43
1.47 −12.20 0.98 1.42 −12.51 1.00 98.95/0.54/0.51

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

4S 3
2
/2D 3

2
/4D 3

2
/6D 3

2
/8D 3

2

)
1
2

(
3
2

+)
1.29 −0.34 4.82 1.18 −0.33 4.90 98.09/0.54/0.74/0.16/0.48
1.46 −4.65 1.81 1.37 −4.78 1.83 96.14/1.10/1.48/0.31/0.97
1.63 −12.88 1.26 1.55 −12.47 1.30 96.37/1.07/1.42/0.29/0.86

3
2

(
3
2

+)
1.43 −0.27 4.70 1.33 −0.26 4.78 99.51/0.13/0.22/0.05/0.09
1.66 −4.28 1.53 1.54 −4.18 1.58 98.86/0.31/0.53/0.11/0.20
1.88 −12.39 0.96 1.74 −12.20 0.99 98.53/0.40/0.69/0.14/0.25

�∗
c D∗

2 I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

6S 5
2
/2D 5

2
/4D 5

2
/ 6D 5

2
/8D 5

2

)
1
2

(
5
2

+)
1.10 −0.38 4.49 1.04 −0.36 4.60 98.33/0.41/0.11/1.11/0.03
1.18 −4.77 1.63 1.13 −4.65 1.70 97.00/0.73/0.20/1.99/0.07
1.25 −11.96 1.13 1.21 −12.08 1.17 97.07/0.70/0.19/1.96/0.07

3
2

(
5
2

+)
3.50 −0.31 4.61 2.07 −0.26 4.85 99.18/0.12/0.05/0.64/0.02
3.80 −0.71 3.43 2.49 −3.83 1.66 97.66/0.32/0.13/1.84/0.05
4.00 −1.05 2.90 2.91 −11.45 1.03 96.48/0.46/0.19/2.79/0.08

I (JP ) � E rRMS � E rRMS P
(

8S 7
2
/4D 7

2
/6D 7

2
/8D 7

2

)
1
2

(
7
2

+)
0.86 −0.27 4.69 0.83 −0.47 4.06 98.36/0.19/0.02/1.42
0.90 −4.68 1.50 0.88 −5.04 1.53 97.52/0.29/0.03/2.16
0.93 −12.09 1.02 0.92 −13.93 1.01 97.67/0.26/0.03/2.04

3
2

(
7
2

+)
3.40 −0.34 4.62 98.32/0.07/0.02/1.59
3.70 −1.66 2.48 96.62/0.13/0.05/3.20
4.00 −4.36 1.62 94.89/0.18/0.07/4.85
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TABLE XII. Ratings for predicted double-charm molecular pen-
taquarks with � (∗)

c D1(D∗
2 ) systems (I, J ).

Rating �cD1 �cD∗
2 �∗

c D1 �∗
c D∗

2

� � ��
(

1
2 , 5

2

) (
1
2 , 5

2

)
,
(

3
2 , 1

2

) (
1
2 , 7

2

)
,
(

3
2 , 1

2

)
� � �

(
1
2 , 3

2

)
��

(
1
2

/
3
2 , 1

2

) (
1
2

/
3
2 , 3

2

) (
1
2 , 1

2

/
3
2

) (
1
2 , 1

2

/
3
2

/
5
2 ),

(
3
2 , 3

2

)
�

the ρ and ω exchanges cancel each other almost exactly,
and thus the total effective potentials are repulsive in the
whole range and dominated by the π exchange potentials.
In most cases of the �cD1(D∗

2 ) systems and the �∗
c D1(D∗

2 )
systems, if we take the same cutoff parameters, it is clear that
the numerical results within the OBE model are similar to
those within the OPE model except that the bindings become
deeper.

From Tables X and XI, we notice there are some similari-
ties between the �cD1(D∗

2 ). For instance, in the �∗
c D1 system

with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and the �∗
c D∗

2 system with
I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+, 5/2+), the bound states can also be
obtained with cutoff parameters of about 1.3 GeV.

Compared with the results with the OPE model in Table IX,
the �∗

c D1(D∗
2 ) states with the OBE model are more likely

to be bound in many of the cases from Table XI. The main
reason is that the σ exchange interaction always provides
an attractive force, and the vector meson exchange effective
potential usually plays an essential role in forming the loosely
bound molecular states for many of the �∗

c D1(D∗
2 ) states.

To summarize, we can predict a series of possible candi-
dates of double-charm molecular pentaquarks with the struc-
tures of �(∗)

c T as shown in Tables IX–XI. If we use the
same criteria as the �(∗)

c T̄ -type hidden-charm molecular pen-
taquarks, we can also present the ratings for these double-
charm molecular pentaquarks in Table XII, which provides
crucial information for further experimental search. Accord-
ing to our calculations, we find that there exist ideal candidates
of the double-charm molecular pentaquarks, such as the �cD∗

2
state with I (JP ) = 1/2(5/2+), the �∗

c D1 states with I (JP ) =
1/2(5/2+), 3/2(1/2+), and the �∗

c D̄∗
2 states with I (JP ) =

1/2(7/2+), 3/2(1/2+).

B. �cD1(D∗
2 ) systems

We also extend our work to investigate the bound prop-
erties of the �cD1(D∗

2 ) systems. Similarly to the �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 )

systems, we also mainly focus on the results of the cou-
pled channel effects in forming these bound states within
the OBE model. For the �cD1(D∗

2 ) systems, only the σ

and ω exchanges are allowed and both provide attractive
potentials. They enhance each other and lead to a strong
interaction. By solving the coupled channel Schrödinger equa-
tion, we can obtain bound solutions for the �cD1 states
with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and for the �cD∗

2 states with
I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+, 5/2+); the corresponding numerical re-
sults are presetnted in Table XIII. Thus, we conclude that these
four states are possible candidates of double-charm molecular
pentaquarks with coupled channel effects.

TABLE XIII. Bound state properties for the �cD1(D∗
2 ) systems.

Conventions are the same as Table III.

Systems � E rRMS � E rRMS

(J = 1/2, I = 1/2) (J = 3/2, I = 1/2)

0.96 −0.45 4.15 0.82 −0.30 4.63
�cD1 1.00 −4.30 1.56 0.86 −4.40 1.52

1.04 −12.25 0.98 0.90 −12.96 0.94
(J = 3/2, I = 1/2) (J = 5/2, I = 1/2)

�cD∗
2 1.07 −0.59 3.73 1.09 −0.24 4.94

1.09 −5.03 1.31 1.11 −4.24 1.42
1.10 −10.44 0.86 1.12 −12.00 0.73

VI. SUMMARY

Very recently, the LHCb Collaboration updated the ob-
servations of Pc states by analyzing �0

b → J/ψ pK−. They
not only reported a new structure, Pc(4312), but also found
that the Pc(4450) previously reported consist of two narrow
overlapping peaks, Pc(4440) and Pc(4457) [7]. These Pc states
can be naturally interpreted as hidden-charm molecular pen-
taquarks composed of an S-wave charmed baryon and an
S-wave anticharmed meson since the masses of the three Pc

states are just below the �cD̄(∗) thresholds [30].
In this work, we try to search for possible new types of

Pc states composed of an S-wave charmed baryon and an anti
charmed meson in a T doublet with the structures of B(∗)

c T̄ .
In the present study, both the S-D wave mixing effects and
the coupled channel effects are taken into consideration. As
for the unknown coupling constants, we estimate them within
the quark model. Our results indicate that there exist ideal
candidates of new types of Pc states: the �cD̄1 state with
I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+), the �cD̄∗

2 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(3/2+),
the �∗

c D̄1 state with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+), and the �∗
c D̄∗

2 states
with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+). Moreover, the low spin �(∗)

c T̄
states with I = 1/2 configuration can be more stable than
the I = 3/2 states with the same spin-parity configuration,
and we also find that the coupled channel effects play an
essential role for the �cT̄ systems; especially the �cD̄1 states
with I (JP ) = 1/2(1/2+, 3/2+) and �cD̄∗

2 states with I (JP ) =
1/2(3/2+, 5/2+) disappear without considering the coupled
channel effects. Besides the above predictions, we extend our
study to the interactions between an S-wave ground charmed
baryon and a charmed meson in a T doublet, and can predict
the existence of double-charm molecular pentaquarks with
typical quark configuration ccqqq̄.

Experimental searches for these predicted new types of Pc

states are an interesting research topic. Obviously, we suggest
that the �b baryon decay is an ideal process to produce
these predicted new type of Pc states, which can decay into
a ground charmed baryon with a ground anticharmed meson,
and a charmonium with a light baryon if kinetically allowed,
like �cD̄(∗), �(∗)

c D̄(∗), ηc(nS)N/� (n � 2), ψ (nS)N/� (n �
2), χcJ (1P)N/� (J � 2). Experimental searches for these
possible new types of Pc states can be also a crucial test of
hadronic molecular state assignments to the Pc states. The
Pc states are observed in the �0

b → J/ψ pπ− process by the
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LHCb Collaboration [7], and thus it would provide a sign
for the success of our work if these predicted states are
detected in the process �0

b → ψ (2S)pπ− since these and Pc

states have similar structures in the molecule picture. Actually,
the decay �0

b → ψ (2S)pπ− has been reported in the search
for hidden-charm pentaquark states with higher mass by the
LHCb experiment [86]. Unfortunately, no significant exotic
pentaquarks are observed due to the bin size of experimental
events being a little large. As commonly believed, a resonance
could not be identified in such rough data, especially a narrow
resonance. Thus, we hope further experiments can provide a
more precise measurement of the process �0

b → ψ (2S)pπ−,
and the existence of more Pc states with larger mass should
be revealed in the ψ (2S)p invariant mass spectrum, especially
for the low spin �(∗)

c D̄1(D̄∗
2 ) with I = 1/2 states.

The possible doubly charmed molecular pentaquarks with
the structures of B(∗)

c T can be searched for in their possible
two-body strong decay channels

�cD(∗), �(∗)
c D(∗), �ccπ, �ccρ, �ccω, �ccη

(′),

which helps to further explore them in experiments. These
doubly charmed molecular pentaquarks may be produced
via proton-proton collisions, and we hope experimental col-
leagues will bring us more surprises after the LHCb obser-
vations of three Pc states [7]. Nevertheless, we notice that no
open-charm multiquark states have been reported up to now.
Experimental searched for these possible doubly charmed

molecular pentaquarks are still difficult compared with the
hidden-charm exotic hadronic states.

Since 2003, the observations of abundant charmoniumlike
XY Z states have stimulated extensive discussion of the in-
teractions between charmed mesons and anticharmed mesons
[1]. With the observation of three Pc states by LHCb, search-
ing for heavy flavor pentaquarks will become a hot topic of
hadron physics; more opportunities and challenges are waiting
for us. Different from Pc states composed of an S-wave
charmed baryon and an S-wave anticharmed meson [32], we
find that new types of Pc states with the structures of B(∗)

c T̄
are more abundant due to different quantum number config-
urations, and we have reason to believe that these predicted
new types of Pc states can be accessible in future experiments
in the next decades.
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APPENDIX A: THE DETAILED LAGRANGIANS

The detailed effective Lagrangians for anticharmed mesons
in a T̄ doublet and light mesons are expressed as

LT̄ T̄ σ = −2g′′
σ D̄1aμD̄μ†

1a σ + 2g′′
σ D̄∗†

2aμνD̄∗μν
2a σ, (A1)

LT̄ T̄ P = − 5ik

3 fπ
εμνρτvνD̄†

1aρD̄1bτ ∂μPba + 2ik

fπ
εμνρτvνD̄∗α†

2aρ D̄∗
2bατ ∂μPba +

√
2

3

k

fπ

(
D̄†

1aμD̄∗μλ

2b + D̄1bμD̄∗μλ†
2a

)
∂λPba, (A2)

LT̄ T̄ V =
√

2β ′′gV (v · Vba)D̄1bμD̄μ†
1a + 5

√
2iλ′′gV

3

(
D̄ν

1bD̄μ†
1a − D̄ν†

1aD̄μ

1b

)
∂μVbaν

−
√

2β ′′gV (v · Vba)D̄∗λν
2b D̄∗†

2aλν + 2
√

2iλ′′gV
(
D̄∗λν†

2a D̄∗μ

2bλ − D̄∗λν
2b D̄∗μ†

2aλ

)
∂μVbaν

+ iβ ′′gV√
3

ελαρτvρ (v · Vba)(D̄†
1aαD̄∗

2bλτ − D̄1bαD̄†∗
2aλτ ) + 2λ′′gV√

3

[
3εμλντvλ

(
D̄α†

1a D̄∗
2bατ + D̄α

1bD̄∗†
2aατ

)
∂μVbaν

+2ελαρνvρ

(
D̄†

1aαD̄∗μ

2bλ + D̄1bαD̄†μ∗
2aλ

)
(∂μVbaν − ∂νVbaμ)

]
, (A3)

and those for S-wave charmed baryons and light mesons are

LB3̄B3̄σ
= lB〈B̄3̄σB3̄〉, (A4)

LB3̄B3̄V = 1√
2
βBgV 〈B̄3̄v · VB3̄〉, (A5)

LB(∗)
6 B

(∗)
6 σ

= −lS〈B̄6σB6〉 + lS
〈
B̄∗

6μσB∗μ
6

〉 − lS√
3
〈B̄∗

6μσ (γ μ + vμ)γ 5B6〉 + H.c., (A6)

LB(∗)
6 B

(∗)
6 P = i

g1

2 fπ
εμνλκvκ〈B̄6γμγλ∂νPB6〉 + i

√
3g1

2 fπ
vκε

μνλκ〈B̄∗
6μ∂νPγλγ

5B6〉 + H.c. − i
3g1

2 fπ
εμνλκvκ〈B̄∗

6μ∂νPB∗
6λ〉, (A7)
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LB(∗)
6 B

(∗)
6 V = −βSgV√

2
〈B̄6v · VB6〉+ βSgV√

2

〈
B̄∗

6μv · VB∗μ
6

〉−i
λSgV

3
√

2
〈B̄6γμγν (∂μV ν − ∂νV μ)B6〉+ i

λSgV√
2

〈B̄∗
6μ(∂μV ν − ∂νV μ)B∗

6ν〉

+ H.c. − i
λSgV√

6
〈B̄∗

6μ(∂μV ν − ∂νV μ)(γν + vν )γ 5B6〉 − βSgV√
6

〈B̄∗
6μv · V (γ μ + vμ)γ 5B6〉, (A8)

LB3̄B
(∗)
6 P = −

√
1

3

g4

fπ
〈B̄6γ

5(γ μ + vμ)∂μPB3̄〉 − g4

fπ
〈B̄∗

6μ∂μPB3̄〉 + H.c., (A9)

LB3̄B
(∗)
6 V = −λI gV√

2
εμνλκvμ〈B̄∗

6ν (∂λVκ − ∂κVλ)B3̄〉 + H.c. − λIgV√
6

εμνλκvμ〈B̄6γ
5γν (∂λVκ − ∂κVλ)B3̄〉. (A10)

APPENDIX B: RELEVANT SUBPOTENTIALS

For convenience, we define the following functions:

H(I = 1/2)Y (�, mP, r) = −Y (�, mπ , r) + 1

6
Y (�, mη, r),

G(I = 1/2)Y (�, mV , r) = −Y (�, mρ, r) + 1

2
Y (�, mω, r),

H(I = 3/2)Y (�, mP, r) = 1

2
Y (�, mπ , r) + 1

6
Y (�, mη, r),

G(I = 3/2)Y (�, mV , r) = 1

2
Y (�, mρ, r) + 1

2
Y (�, mω, r),

YE ≡ Y (�, mE , r) = 1

4πr
(e−mE r − e−�r ) − �2 − m2

E

8π�
e−�r, (B1)

respectively. Here, H(I ) and G(I ) are the isospin factors for the �(∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems, and I denotes the isospin. Additionally,
we also define several variables: A = lBg′′

σ , B = βBβ ′′g2
V , C = lSg′′

σ , D = g1k/ f 2
π , E = βSβ

′′g2
V , F = λSλ

′′g2
V , G = g4k/ f 2

π , and
H = λIλ

′′g2
V .

1. The effective potentials involved in �(∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems

With the above preparation, the OBE effective potentials in the analysis of the �(∗)
c D̄1(D̄∗

2 ) systems are given by
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(B2)
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(B5)

In Eqs. (B2)–(B5), we define several operators, i.e.,

A1 = ε†
4 · ε2χ

†
3 χ1,

A2 = χ
†
3 [σ · (iε†

4 × ε2)]χ1,

A3 = χ
†
3 S(σ, iε†

4 × ε2, r̂)χ1,

A4 = XY(ε†
4m · ε2a)(ε†

4n · ε2b)χ†
3 χ1,

A5 = XY(ε†
4m · ε2a)χ†

3 [σ · (iε†
4n × ε2b)]χ1,
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TABLE XV. Matrix elements 〈 f |Dk |i〉 in various channels for operatorsDk in the effective potentials.
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A6 = XY(ε†
4m · ε2a)χ†

3 S(σ, iε†
4n × ε2b, r̂)χ1,

A7 = ZTQ(
ε

†m′
2

3 · ε1
m2

)(
ε†

4 · ε2
)
,

A8 = ZTQ[(
ε

†m′
2

3 × ε1
m2

) · (ε†
4 × ε2)

]
,
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3 × ε1
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4 × ε2, r̂
)
,
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(ε†

4m · ε2a)(ε†
4n · ε2b),
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4m · ε2a)
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4n × ε2b)

]
,
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4m · ε2a)S
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4n × ε2b, r̂
)
.

Here, X = ∑
m,n C2,m+n

1m,1n , Y = ∑
a,b C2,a+b

1a,1b , Z = ∑
m1,m2

C
3
2 ,m1+m2
1
2 m1,1m2
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1,m
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C

3
2 ,m′
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1,1m′
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, Q = χ
†m′

1
3 χ

m1
1 , and S(x, y, r̂) =

3(r̂ · x)(r̂ · y) − x · y. We present the corresponding matrix elements 〈 f |Ak|i〉 in Table XIV, which are obtained by sandwiching
these operators between the relevant spin-orbit wave functions.

2. The effective potentials involved in �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems

The OBE effective potentials in the analysis of the �cD̄1(D̄∗
2 ) systems can be written as
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Here, the effective potentials in Eqs. (B8)–(B21) are only con-
cerned with the coupled channel analysis. Of course, we need
to emphasis that the relevant expressions of Appendix B 1 will
also be involved in the coupled channel analysis. Variables
qi (i = 0, 1, . . . , 13) in the above OBE effective potentials are
defined as
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In Eqs. (B8)–(B21), we also define several operators, i.e.,
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4m · ε2)χ†m1

3 S
(
iε†m2

3 × σ, ε†
4n, r̂

)
χ1,

D8 = XZ(ε†
4 · ε2m)χ†m1

3 [(iε†
3 × σ) · ε2n]χ1,

D9 = XZ(ε†
4 · ε2m)χ†m1

3 S(iε†
3 × σ, ε2n, r̂)χ1,
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D10 = XYZχ
†m1
3

(
ε†m2

3 · σ
)
(ε†

4m · ε2a)(ε†
4n · ε2b)χ1,

D11 = XYZ(ε†
4m · ε2a)χ†m1

3

[(
ε†m2

3 × σ
) · (ε†

4n × ε2b)
]
χ1,

D12 = XYZ(ε†
4m · ε2a)χ†m1

3 S
(
ε†m2

3 × σ, ε†
4n × ε2b, r̂

)
χ1,

D13 = XZTQ(ε†
4m · ε2)

[
i
(
ε

†m′
2

3 × ε1
m2

) · ε†
4n

]
,

D14 = XZTQ(ε†
4m · ε2)S

(
iε

†m′
2

3 × ε1
m2 , ε†

4n, r̂
)
,

D15 = Zχ
†m1
3

[
iε†m2

3 · (ε†
4 × ε2)

]
χ1,

D16 = Zχ
†m1
3 S

(
iε†m2

3 , ε†
4 × ε2, r̂

)
χ1,

D17 = XZ(ε†
4m · ε2)χ†m1

3

(
ε†m2

3 · ε†
4n

)
χ1,

D18 = XZ(ε†
4m · ε2)χ†m1

3 S
(
ε†m2

3 , ε†
4n, r̂

)
χ1,

D19 = X(ε†
4 · ε2m)χ†

3 (σ · ε2n)χ1,

D20 = X(ε†
4 · ε2m)χ†

3 S(σ, ε2n, r̂)χ1,

D21 = XZ(ε†
4 · ε2m)χ†m1

3

(
ε†m2

3 · ε2n
)
χ1,

D22 = XZ(ε†
4 · ε2m)χ†m1

3 S
(
ε†m2

3 , ε2n, r̂
)
χ1,

D23 = XYZ(ε†
4m · ε2a)χ†m1

3

[
iε†m2

3 · (ε†
4n × ε2b)

]
χ1,

D24 = XYZ(ε†
4m · ε2a)χ†m1

3 S
(
ε†m2

3 , iε†
4n × ε2b, r̂

)
χ1.

The operatorsDk (k = 1, 2, . . . , 24) are only concerned with
the coupled channel analysis. In Table XV, we collect the
relevant numerical matrices 〈 f |Dk|i〉 for these operatorsDk .
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