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Axial-vector hadronic molecules May = T B, and MVAV = n, B.~ with the quark content bbbe are
studied using QCD sum rule method. The spectroscopic parameters of these molecules are computed
in the context of the two-point sum rule method. Predictions for their masses are identical to each
other and confirm that they are structures unstable against dissociations to ordinary heavy mesons.
We evaluate the width of the state May and assume that it is equal to that of May. To this
end, we explore its dominant decay channels May — YB. and May — n,B.~. There also are
subleading modes of Mayv generated due to annihilation of bb quarks. We consider decays of the
molecule Mav to pairs of the mesons B*fﬁo, E*()Df7 Bfﬁ*o, EOD’“, E:OD;, and ESD:T To
find strong couplings at the M av-meson-meson vertices which determine the partial widths of these
processes, we apply QCD three-point sum rule approach. The mass m = (15800 + 90) MeV and
width I'[Mav] = (112 £ 17) MeV of the molecule Mavy are useful for experimental studies of fully

heavy molecular structures at ongoing and planning experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is known that hadronic molecular structures are
among objects interesting for high energy physics. These
exotic states are presumably composed of ordinary
mesons and establish a class in the hadron spectroscopy.
Though existence of different hadronic molecules was al-
ready supposed [1-3], binding mechanisms of these struc-
tures, the processes at which they might be discovered
and methods for computations of the parameters of such
states were elaborated mainly in the later publications
[4-24].

States that are built of only heavy mesons form an in-
teresting and rapidly growing subclass of the hadronic
molecules. They may contain an equal number of charm
or bottom quarks-antiquarks. This group of molecules
was studied in Refs. [25-28]. We also explored the fully
heavy molecules 7.7, XcoXco, and Xc1Xxc1 by calculating
their masses and decay widths [25, 26]. In these articles
we suggested their interpretation as possible candidates
of new four X resonances which supposedly are ccce par-
ticles [29-31].

Hidden charm-bottom molecules belong to this group
of particles as well, and were investigated in Refs. [28,
32-36]. Thus, in the framework of the coupled-channel
unitary approach the properties of molecules Bg*HBg*)*
were addressed in Ref. [32]. The parameters and decay
channels of the states Bf B., (B}" B, + BfB*~)/2 and
BT B*~ with spin-parities J*¢ = 0T+, 17+, and 2+
were explored in our publications [34-36].

Hadronic molecules with the nonsymmetrical contents
bbbe and cccb establish another group of fully heavy par-
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ticles. The molecules with these contents also attracted
interest of researches [28, 37]. In fact, in Ref. [37] we
calculated the mass and decay width of the scalar states
My, = npBS and M. = n.BF: Our results demonstrated
that they are relatively broad compounds.

In this article, we investigate the axial-vector hadronic
molecules May = TB, and May = n B~ and calcu-
late their masses and full decay widths. These structures
composed of bbbé quarks are counterparts of the scalar
molecule My, from our previous paper [37]. Here, compu-
tations are performed in the context of QCD SR method
[38, 39]. Parameters of May and May show that de-
spite different internal organizations, they have almost
identical masses: There is a difference around of a few
MeV which is considerably smaller than the accuracy of
the sum rulgv method. Therefore, we treat the molecules
My and My as identical particles, and concentrate
on properties of May.

The structure M 4y is strong-interaction unstable par-
ticle and easily dissociates to constituent mesons Y B .
The decay to a pair n, B2~ is also among its kinemat-
ically allowed decay channels. These two processes are
dominant decay modes of M ay, in which all quarks from
M v participate in formation of the final-state mesons
with required spin-parities. Besides, there are channels
which are triggered by annihilation of bb quarks and gen-
eration of light quark-antiquark pairs gg and ss. Hav-
ing combined with the remaining heavy quarks they cre-
ate conventional meson pairs. In this work, we explore
production of mesons B**EO, F*OD*, B*ﬁ*O,FOD*’,
E:OD;, and EgD;‘_ due to this mechanism. This mech-
anism for transformation of four-quark states was con-
sidered in Refs. [40-42] and applied to decays of various
diquark-antidiquark states. It was successfully used to

study processes with molecular structures as well [34—
37].
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Partial widths all of these channels depend on numer-
ous parameters such as masses and current couplings
(decay constants) of particles involved into a process.
They contain also strong couplings of particles at the rel-
evant molecule-meson-meson vertices. These couplings
are objects of our present calculations. They can be esti-
mated by applying technical tools of QCD three-point SR
method. But there are differences in treatments of the
dominant and subleading modes. Thus, in the case of the
dominant channels, we apply the standard techniques to
compute a correlation function of interest, whereas the
subleading decays require additionally a replacement the
vacuum expectation value (bb) by the gluon condensate
(asG? /7). Nevertheless this operation does not imply
introduction into analysis of new parameters.

This paper is structured in the following from: In Sec.
II, we calculate the spectroscopic parameters of the axial-
vector molecules M ay and M ay. The Sec. III is devoted
to investigation of the dominant decay channels My —
TB, and May — mpB}~. The subleading decays of the
molecule My are considered in Sec. IV. Here, we also
find the full decay width of May. The last section V
contains our analysis of the results and a few final notes.

II. SPECTROSCOPIC PARAMETERS OF THE
MOLECULES May AND My

To evaluate the masses and current couplings (pole

residues) of the molecular structures May and My,
we introduce the relevant interpolating currents

Ju(@) = ba ()70 ()8 (2)ivsbs (), (1)

and

Tu(@) = Bu(@)insba(@)2(@)yby (a). (2)

Here, b(x) and ¢(z) are the quark fields, whereas a and b
denote the color indices.

The SRs for the mass m and current coupling A of
My can be extracted from analysis of the following cor-
relation function

1, () :i/d4wem<0|T{Ju(fc)«fi(0)}|0>, 3)

with 7 being the time-ordered product of two currents.

In the framework of the sum rule method the correla-
tor II,,,, (p) should be calculated by two alternative ways.
Thus, it has to be found using the parameters m and A.
The correlation function calculated by this manner forms
the physical side HEI}}VS (p) of the corresponding SRs. The

correlator HE,}}VS (p) is determined by the expression

(01 Mav (. ) Moy (p, )13 0)
m2 7p2
T &

I (p) =

where €, is the polarization vector of the axial-vector
molecule. The term presented above explicitly is the con-
tribution of the ground-level molecule, whereas ellipses
denote contributions of the higher resonances and con-
tinuum states.

We calculate II};2¥5(p) by introducing the matrix ele-
ment

(0[Ju[Mav(p, €)) = Aeu(p), (5)
and obtain
A? Pup
Phys _ nlv
11,5 (p) = e (gw 2 ) R (6)

The correlation function contains two Lorentz structures.
Because the term ~ g, receives contributions arising
only from the spin-1 particle, we choose it to carry our
the sum rule analysis. Then the factor A?/(m? — p?) is
the invariant amplitude ITP"3(p?) necessary for future
studies.

The correlator II,,,, (p) should be computed by employ-
ing heavy quark propagators Sy)(z) and using tech-
niques of the operator product expansion (OPE) . As
a result, we get

MEYP(p) = 1 [ dtae e { 3,85 (@)L (~a)s
xS (@) S5 (—a)| = T [ 85 (2)3, S5 (—a)]

XTr |7551" (2)5 52 (—2)| } (7)

The explicit expressions for Sy () can be found in Ref.
[43]. The function Hgf E(p) establishes the QCD compo-
nent of the sum rules.

The function II9)®(p) is also composed of two terms.
We choose a term which is proportional to g,, and label
by ITOPE(p?) corresponding invariant amplitude. After-
wards, we equate amplitudes TI'"(p?) and TIOFE(p?),
carry out required operations detailed in Ref. [44], and
obtain the sum rules for parameters m and A of the
molecule M ay

(M2, s0)
2 )
m-= H(MQ,SO)’ (8)
and
A? = em2/M2H(M2,SO). 9)

Above, we wuse the mnotation II'(M?2 s9) =
dII(M?, s9)/d(—1/M?), where II(M?,so) is the am-
plitude TT°PE(p?) subjected to Borel transformation
and continuum subtraction procedures. The first of
them is done to subdue effects of higher resonances and
continuum states, whereas the second procedure permits
one to subtract these terms from the QCD side of the
SR formula. Then, II(M?, sp) becomes a function of the



Borel M? and continuum subtraction sg parameters. In
the case under analysis, it is given by the formula

I(M?, 50) = /

(3mp+me)?

s0

dSpOPE(S)efs/IV[2 + H(M2)

(10)
Here, p is the spectral density found as an imag-
inary part of the function IT°PF(p?). In the current
work we take into account contributions to ITOPE(p?)
coming from the perturbative and dimension-four ~
(sG? /1) terms , therefore p©FF(s) consists of pPrt(s)
and pPM4(s) components. The function IT(M?) is ex-
tracted from the correlation function IIOPE(p) and does
not contain terms included into p©FE(s).

To perform computations, one should specify the pa-
rameters in Eqgs. (8) and (9). The gluon condensate
(asG?/7) = (0.01240.004) GeV* as well as masses my, =
(4.183 £0.007) GeV and m, = (1.2730 £ 0.0046) GeV of
the quarks are universal parameters [38; 39, 45]. Con-
trary, the pair M? and sg is fixed by a problem under
consideration and should meet well-known constraints of
SR investigations. One of them is dominance of the pole
contribution (PC) to obtained quantities: As a result,
one demands fulfilment of the restriction PC > 0.5 . Con-
vergence of OPE is the next constraint of credible SR in-
vestigations. Because, the correlator II(M?, sy) contains
dimension-4 nonperturbative term ITP™4 (M2, 50), it is
enough fulfillment of [TIP™4 (M2 s0)| < 0.05[TI(M?2, s¢)|
which guarantees convergence of OPE. One has also
to remember that extracted quantities should be stable
against variations of M? and sg.

Armed with this knowledge, we have performed numer-
ical computations of m over wide range of the parameters
M? and sg: Some of these computations are visualized
in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1: The mass m as a function of parameters M? at var-

ious sg. Two vertical lines fix borders of M? inside of which
restrictions imposed on II(M?, so) are fulfilled.

Collected predictions allow us to find the windows for
M? and sy, where all restrictions discussed above are
satisfied. We find that intervals

M? € [16,19] GeV?, s € [278,283] GeV?, (11)

meet these constraints. Indeed, at maximal M? the
sp-averaged pole contribution is PC ~ 0.51, whereas
at minimal value of the Borel parameter it is equal to
PC ~ 0.63. At M2 =16 GeV? the nonperturbative term
is negative and forms approximately 1.4% of II(M?2, sq).
As a function of M? the PC is depicted in Fig. 2, where
all lines exceed the limit PC = 0.5.

1.0
0.8 ]
0.6

] [ 3

o L ]
0.4 50=283.0 GeV/? 1

L . - 2 ]
02 50=280.5 GeV i

v 80=278.0 GeV?

0-07““\““\““\““\““\““7
16.0 165 170 175 18.0 185 19.0

M?GeV?)

FIG. 2: Dependence of PC on the Borel parameter M? at
fixed so. The circle shows the point M? = 17.5 GeV? and
s0 = 280.5 GeV>.

We extract m and A as mean values of these parame-
ters in the regions Eq. (11) and obtain

m = (15800 + 90) MeV,
A = (3.3340.35) GeV®. (12)

The results in Eq. (12) are effectively equal to SR predic-
tions at M2 = 17.5 GeV? and so = 280.5 GeV?, where
PC ~ 0.57 ensuring the dominance of PC in m and A.
The uncertainties in Eq. (12) are equal to £0.6% for the
mass m, and to £11% for the current coupling A. They
appear mainly due to choices of M? and sg: Ambigui-
ties generated by errors in quark masses and gluon con-
densate are negligibly small. Note that these theoretical
errors remain within limits accepted in SR analyses.

Dependence of m on the parameters M? and sq is
shown in Fig. 3. Having inspected curves presented there
one can be convinced in stability of this prediction.
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FIG. 3: The mass m as a function of M? (left panel), and so (right panel).

Investigations aimed to find the parameters m and A of
the hadronic molecule M sy are carried out in accordance
with a scheme described above. The QCD side of relevant
SRs are given by the expression

0TS ) =i [[atee e {[35Sp" (@82 (-2,
X Sp (235 55 (~2)| = Tr [555 (2)5 55 ()

XTr [ 88 (23 82" (~2) | } (13)
whereas their phenomenological component can be ob-
tained from Eq. (6) by simple substitutions m, A — m,
A. Numerical computations confirm that SRs lead to
almost identical predictions for m, A: Observed devia-
tion, for instance, of m from m amounts approximately
to 1 — 2 MeV which is beyond the accuracy of the used
SR method. Therefore, below we consider cigcays of the
hadronic molecule My and assume that My has the
same full width as May.

III. DECAY OF Mav TO FINAL STATES YB.

AND n, B~

Here, we study dominant decays May — YTB_ and
Mav — mBZ~ of the hadronic molecule My, and
calculate their partial widths. The result for the mass
m = (15800 £+ 90) MeV of the molecule May shows
that it exceeds the two-meson thresholds for produc-
tion of the pairs TB; and n,B}~. Indeed, the masses
my = (9460.40 + 0.10) MeV and mp, (6274.47 +
0.27 £ 0.17) MeV of the mesons T and B, as well as
my, = (9398.7 & 2.0) MeV and mp: = 6338 MeV of
the mesons 1, and B}~ determine limits 15735 MeV and
15737 MeV which make possible dissociation to these
particles. Note that my, mp_, and m,, are experimental

data [45], whereas for mp- we use the model prediction
[46].

It is worth emphasizing that May decays through
these channels provided one employs for m its central (or
larger) value. In the lower limit of the mass m decays to
pairs TB; and B}~ are kinematically forbidden pro-
cesses. Then to estimate the full width of My one can
consider only subleading channels. This problem will be
addressed later in this work, but here we utilize as the
mass of My the central value in our prediction.

A. Decay Mav — TBZ

The width of the process M ay — YT B_ contains, apart
from other input parameters, also the strong coupling g1
at the vertex MayYB_. The coupling ¢g; can be ex-
tracted at the mass shell ¢*> = m3_of the form factor
g1(¢?). The latter is evaluated using the SR obtained

from analysis of the three-point correlator

M, (p,yf) = &2 / dhad ye’ Ve~ (0| T{JT (y)

xJP< (0)J] (2)}0), (14)
where J, ;Lr (z) and JB: (z) are the interpolating currents
of T and B_, respectively. These currents are given by
the expressions

i (@) = bi(@)yubi(e), 5 (x) =¢(2)ivsbi (). (15)
The four-momentum p of the molecule M Ay is connected
to momenta p’ and q of produced particles, i.e., p = p’+q.

The correlation function Eq. (14) expressed using pa-
rameters of the particles May, T and B is the physical
component H}ihy 5(p,p’) of the desired SR. To determine
this correlator, we implement into Eq. (14) systems of



intermediate states for these particles and perform four-
dimensional integrations over x and y. After separating
the contribution of the ground-level states, we get

HlPhys( /) _ <0|Jg|’r(p/,€)> < Bg (q)>
po - \DsP ) = 2 —m2 2 _ ;2
T q B.

alJt
< (X0, ) B (@) Mav . ) LI

oo (16)

with €,, being the polarization vector of T. In Eq. (16)
the dots encode contributions of excited and continuum
states.

Having employed the matrix elements of the particles
T and B

OIIY|T (0 e)) = frmrey,

B () = 127 a7)

(O]
my + Me

we rewrite Hﬁhys(p, p') in a form suitable for our pur-
poses. In Eq. (17) fy and fp, are the decay constants of
T and B_, respectively. We also employ an expression

for the vertex (Y(p',e)B; (q)|Mav(p,€))
(Y(p',)B. (q)IMav(p,€)) = g1(a*) [(p- q)(e- ")
—(g-€e)(p-e")]. (18)

By applying these matrix elements, it is not difficult to
find that

2
HlPhys(p p/) — gl(qQ) AchmBCmeT
124 ) (mb 4 mc) (pQ _ m2) (p/Q _ mQT)
1 m* — mgr + q2 /
X Guv — Pubv + DDy
(2 — m2BC) B w w m
2 2 2 2
mso, ., o m-tmy —q
-5 + + e 19
mZTpupv m2. Pubv (19)

The function ILP™(p,p') is a sum of two different
Lorentz terms, one of which has be chosen for inves-
tigations. We continue with the invariant amplitude
thys (p?,p%, ¢%) that corresponds to the structure G-

The correlation function I, (p,p) in terms of the
quark propagators is equal to

OB, p) = [ dtadtye Ve v (10 [, - 2)
Sai _ Tr Sjb _ Sbj
XY Sp (@ — y)] Tr (1557 (—x)y55 (z)

—Tr [vuséb(y — 2)75SY ()75 S (— )7, S (& —

We label by TI?PE(p? p'?, ¢) the invariant amplitude as-
sociated with the structure ~ g,, and utilize it in our
studies.

By equating I1™(p?,p?,¢%) and TIPTE(p?,p?, ¢%)
and carrying out all required technical manipulations

(Borel transformations over the variables —p?, —p’?, sub-
traction of excited and continuum states’ contributions
), we determine SR, for the form factor g; (¢?)

(@) = 2(mp + me) - mQBc
AfBCmQBCmeT m2 — mQT +¢?
Xem2/Mlz€m%/M22H1(M2aSan2)’ (21)
where
S0 0
I, (M2, 50, ¢%) :/ dS/ ds'pi(s, s, ¢°)
(Bmp+m.)? 4’m§
xe—8/M7 o=s'/M3 (22)

In Egs. (21) and (22) II;(M?,s¢, ¢?) is the amplitude
IOPE(p2, p'?, ¢%) after the double Borel and continuum
subtraction procedures. The spectral density p(s, s, ¢?)
in the expression above is equal to the imaginary part of
LIOPE (s, o', ¢?).

The function II;(M?2, sg,¢?) contains parameters
M? = (M2, M3) and sp = (so, s) where (M?,so) and
(M3, s})) correspond to channels of the particles May
and Y. They should be constrained in accordance with
usual rules of SR computations which have been ex-
plained in the previous section. Numerical analysis
proves that Eq. (11) for the parameters (M3, sg) and

2 € [10,12] GeV?, s), € [98,100] GeV?. (23)

for (M3, s{,) satisfy these constraints.

For numerical computations one needs also the spec-
troscopic parameters of the mesons Y and B_. There
are experimental information on masses of these parti-
cles [45]. Their decay constants fyr = (708 £ 8) MeV
and fp, = (371 £ 37) MeV are borrowed from Refs.
[47, 48], respectively. The SR approach generates reli-
able predictions in the Euclidean region ¢ < 0, whereas
91(¢*) becomes equal to g; at the mass shell ¢*> = m3 .
Therefore, it is convenient to introduce the new function
91(Q?%), where Q? = —¢?, and apply it in future studies.
The QCD predictions for g;(Q?) are depicted in Fig. 4,
where Q? changes inside limits Q% = 2 — 30 GeV?.

To extract g; at ¢ = —Q? = mQB , we introduce the
fit function F;(Q?): For Q2 > 0 it amounts to the QCD
data, but can also be extended to the region of Q% < 0.
We choose this function in the following form

2
Fi(Q%) = ]-'ioexp lllQ + 12 (g—i) ] , (24)

where the parameters F?, [}, and I? have to be extracted

from comparison of F;(Q?) and the QCD data. It is easy
to find them:

FY =321 GeV ' I} =15.40,and I? = —12.40. (25)

In Fig. 4 we also show F1(Q?%): A reasonable agreement
of F1(Q?) and QCD data is clear. As a result, for g; we
find

g1 =Fi(-m}) = (20£04) x 1071 GeV™'.  (26)



The width of the process May — YB_ can be calcu-
lated by means of the expression

A1
r YB.| = ¢*———|M? 2
[Mav — TB.] 95z Ml (27)
where
|M|? = yye [mG — 2771477123C +2mi (m3 — mQBC)2
T
+m2(mj§6 +6mp my — 3my)] . (28)

We have used also the parameter A\; = A(m,my, mp.)
with A(a, b, ¢) being defined as

\/a4 + 0%+ ¢t — 2(a?b? 4 a?c? + b32c?)

)\(a’ﬂ b7 C) = 2
a

(29)
Finally, we get,

I [Mav — TB; | = (46.9+£13.3) MeV.  (30)
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FIG. 4: QCD data and extrapolating functions Fi(Q?) (solid
curve) and F»(Q?) (dashed line). The diamond and circle fix
the points Q? = —mQBC and Q? = —mQB:, respectively.

B. Process Mav — mB:~

The process May — mB;~ is studied in accordance
with the scheme outlined above. Here, we are going to
estimate the coupling g2 at MaynpB:~. For these pur-
poses, we start from analysis of the correlation function
I, (p,p’) that should allow us to evaluate the form fac-
tor g2(q?): The latter at the mass shell ¢ = mQB: gives
g2.

This correlation function is introduced by means of the
formula

Hiu(pap/) = i2/d4xd4yeip/ye_ipl<()|7‘{an(y)

X I (0) ) (x)}]0), (31)

6

with J™(z) and Jf: (z) being the currents that inter-
polate particles 7, and B;~. They have the following
forms

T (@) = bi(@)ivsbi(x), J2 (x) = T(x)yubs(x).  (32)

The correlator Hf“,(p,p’ ) in terms of physical parame-

ters of the particles Mav, m, and B~ is given by the
expression

I, (p,p') = 92(@*) A3, f5: M

D) =

" 2my, (p? —m?) (p? —m2,) (¢ — m3.)
2 9 2 2

2 2
m°+m; —q m m° — My«
Mb /! c /
X 2 gMV - mQB*pMpu+ mQB* pppl/
2 2 2
m°+m;, —q
o Pupv +pup,) |+ (33)

2
2mB:

To derive II2P™5(p, p’) we have employed the matrix el-
ements

(01, 1B: ™ (a,2)) = fezmp:en,
foyms
O™ mo(p')) = =5 =, (34)

and
(m (") B: ™ (g,€)|Mav(p,€)) = g2(a°) [(p - ') (e - ")
—(' - e)(p-e]. (35)
The QCD side of the SR is determined by the formula

I297E (p, p) = — / drxdlye™ Ve P Ty [y5 it (y — x)
x5S (@), 53 (~) 0 S5 (@ = )] - (36)

To find SR for the form factor g2(g?) we use the invari-
ant amplitudes IT,™* (p2, p2, ¢2) and TIPE (p2, p'2, ¢2) re-
lated to structures ~ g,, both in the phenomenological
and OPE versions of the correlation function ITZ, (p, p').
Then, the required SR reads

92(¢?) = Amy ¢ —mi;
Afnbm%b B;MBy m? + m%b - ¢
w ™ ME g, M3 T, (M2, 80, 2). (37)

Numerical computations are carried out by employing
the decay constants f,, = 724 MeV and fp: = 471 MeV
[49], respectively. The regions

M3 € [10,12] GeV?, sj, € [95,99] GeV?, (38)

in the channel of 7, meson meet necessary restrictions of
SR analysis. The relevant extrapolating function F(Q?)
has the parameters

F)=0.433 GeV 11} =447 and 12 = —9.31.  (39)



The SR data and the function F»(Q?) are plotted in Fig.
4 as well. We obtain for go
g2 =Fo(—mp ) = (1.7£03) x 107" GeV~'.  (40)
To evaluate the width of this decay we employ the
following expression
A2
247m?

where |Ms| is obtainable from |M;| upon mp,,
my — My, Mpx substitutions. Now A amounts to
A(m,my,, mp:). The width of this process is

[ [May = mBi~] = (31.7£9.5) MeV.  (42)

I [Mav = mB;~ ] =g5 | Ms|?, (41)

IV. DECAYS GENERATED BY ANNTHILATION
OF bb QUARKS

Annihilation of bb quarks triggers various decay modes
of the hadronic molecular state May. Decays May —
=D, B'D-, D", B'D*~, B:’D:, and B.D*~
are such channels. Note that parameters some of these
processes are very close to each other. This is connected
with the following fact: In this work we use the approx-
imation m, = mgq = 0 and mg = (93.5 £ 0.8) MeV.
Then it is not difficult to see that the QCD sides of the
SRs for the channels May — B*_EO and E*OD_, as

well as for May — B_B*Oand EOD*_ are given by the
same expressions. Differences in the physical sides are

connected with the masses of mesons, for example, D’
and D~ which are small. Therefore, we consider these
processes as identical channels including them into two
groups and calculate the partial width one of them.

A. Mav — B*_EO, E*OD_

In this subsection, we investigate the channel May —

B*~D" of the molecule My and compute its partial de-
cay width. We are going to estimate the coupling G at

—0 . . .
the vertex MayB*~D . The correlation function suit-
able for our purposes is

M, (p.y) = i / dhadtye Ve v (O T{JE (y)
xJP" ()5 (x)}|0), (43)

* =0 —0
where J7 and JP () are currents for B*~ and D
mesons which are given by the expressions

Jf* () = wi(x)yubi(x), JEU (x) =¢j(z)ivsuj(z). (44)

The phenomenological expression for I1,,, (p,p’) is ob-
tained using the matrix elements

O1JF 1B~ (p),¢)) = fp-mp-cp,
2
07 B - 120D (45)

Me

In Eq. (45) mp- = (5324.75 £ 0.20) MeV, mpo =
(1864.84 + 0.05) MeV and fz- = (210 & 6) MeV,
fp = (211.9 £ 1.1) MeV are the masses and decay con-
stants of the these mesons, whereas ¢, is the polar-
ization VGCE)OI‘ of the vector meson B*~. I%Dlg svertex
(B*~(p',e)D (q)|B*~ (p,€)) and correlator HW‘V (p,p")
are analogous to ones presented in section III.

Calculations of II,,, (p, p') using the quark propagators
yield

—OPE bb ol —ine i
I, (p,p) = <—3> /d4xd4ye P Y= "PTTYy [%LSb (y —x)
XY Y5987 (2)75.53 (—y)] - (46)

We use also the relation

() =

<asG2
12my " «

) (47)

obtained in Ref. [38] in the framework of SR method.
The form factor G(Q?) that at Q? = —m%o amounts

to G is computed in the region Q? = 2 — 30 GeV2. For
(M2, 59) we have used their values from Eq. (11), and the
parameters (M3, s;)) have been varied within the borders

M2 € [5.5,6.5] GeV?, s| € [34,35] GeVZ. (48)

Results for G(Q?) are plotted in Fig. 5. The extrap-

olating function F(Q?) is determined by the constants

F = 00166 Gev~!, 7' = 1328, and I© = —16.70.

The strong coupling G is evaluated at the mass shell

¢ = m%o and equal to

G=F(—m%,)=(1.37+0.31) x 1072 GeV~L. (49
D

For the width of the process My — B* D’ our analysis
predicts

I [May = B D°] = (8.9£2.9) Mev.  (50)

Let us note that ambiguities above are total errors gen-
erated by uncertainties in G and in the masses of the

particles May, B*~, and D’

The width of the second process My — E*OD_, as it
has been discussed above, is approximately equal to that
of the first decay. In other words

I [May — E*OD—] ~T [MAV - B*_EO} . (51)

B. Mav — B_ﬁ*o, EOD*_

These channels are studied within the same approach.

Here, we give formulas for the decay May — B-D"
and our estimate its partial width: The partial width of
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FIG. 5: SR data for the form factors G(Q?) and G1(Q?) and

fit functions F(Q?) (solid line), F1(Q?) (dash-dotted line).
The circle and star are placed at positions Q2 = 7m%0 and

Q%= fm2D,7 respectively.

the second mode My — B D is approximately equal
to parameters of the first decay.
We start from studying the correlation function

M (p,p') = i / d'ad ye? Ve (0] T (TP (y)

)}0).

—=*0
Here, JP(x) and J;? (x) are relevant interpolating cur-
rents

TB(2) = y(w)inshi(x), TP (x) = & (@) ().

The correlator in Eq. (52) is required to find SR for the
) that at the mass shell of the meson

< JP"(0) ] (2 (52)

(53)

form factor G(¢?

D permits us to evaluate the strong coupling G at the

vertex MAVFOD*_. B
We calculate the correlator HEEYS (p,p’) by employing
the following matrix elements

O1J7|B~(p)) = {E™E,

mp
B*U —x0
(0|J# D “(q,¢)) = fprompoey, (54)
where mp = (5279.41 £ 0.07) MeV, fp = 206 MeV

and mz-0 = (2006.85 £ 0.05) MeV, fz-o = (252.2 &
22.66) MeV are spectroscopic parameters of the mesons

under discussion. The polarization vector of the D me-
son is labeled by ¢,,.
The QCD component of SR is found in the form

T Eb ip'y  —ipx ia
H,?VPE(PaP/) = <—3> /d4xd4ye”’ Ye "Pr Ty [7551) (y —x)
X%, Y5580 ()7, S5 (—y)] -

Numerical computations of SR for G(QQ) fulfilled at
Q? = 2—30 GeV? using the regions Eq. (11) for (M?, s0)

(55)

and

2 € [5.5,6.5] GeV?, s, € [33.5,34.5] GeV?,  (56)

for the parameters (M2, s})). The fit function F(Q?) that
employed to fix the coupling G has the e following param-

eters FO = 0.0049 GeV ™! l1 = 12.96, 12 = —16.96. This
function leads to the predlctlons

G = F(-mi.0) = (3.9440.78) x 107 GeV~', (57)

and

r [MAV = B—E*O} — (44+13) MeV.  (58)

The partial width of the process May — B'D* also
amounts to Eq. (58).

C. Mav — B.D;, B'D:~

Remaining two modes of My for investigations are
. . —x0 —0
its decays to the pairs of mesons B, D, and B ,D}™.
. . . —*0
We consider in detail the channel My — B, D, and
provide results for the second process.

—x0
For the decay May — B, D, one should analyze the
correlation function

i, (p.p) = i / dzd ye Ve~ (0| T{J2 ()

x JP2(0)J (x)}0),

which allows us to get SR for the form factor G (Q2). In
Eq. (59) JBS( ) and JPs(x) are interpolating currents
B and D7

(59)

T (x) = 5i(@)yubi(e), TP ()

To find the phenomenological component of SR we ap-
ply the matrix elements

for the mesons B

=¢;(x)ivss;(z). (60)

S—)
<0|Jf |Bs (p/7€)> = fB;mB;‘E,UJ
- fo,mb
D, = —. 1
(017710 (@) = 222 (61)
The vertex <§ (p',e)D; (q )|MAV(p, €)) has the stan-

dard form. In Eq. (61) mp: = (5415.4 £ 1.4) MeV,
fBs = 221 MeV and mp, = (1968.35 & 0.07) MeV,
fp. = (249.94+0.5) MeV are the parameters of the final-
state mesons.

The correlator H
propagators is

,(p,p’) in terms of the heavy quark

Y™ p) = =

X558 (2)v557 (—y)] -

bb L, . .
(bb) /d4xd4ye“’ Ye PPy [4,5 (y — x)

(62)



The SR for the form factor Gy(Q?) is found by utiliz-
ing amplitudes connected with the terms ~ g,, both in
Phys o
IT,¥5(p, p') and T (p, p').
Numerical calculations are performed by employing

M3 € [6,7] GeV?, s{, € [35,36] GeV?, (63)

for E:O channel. The constants in the fit function F; (Q?)
are Y = 0.0119 GeV ™', I} = 13.11, and l? = —16.36.
The corresponding strong coupling (1 is equal to

Gy = (9.75+1.87) x 1072 GeV 1. (64)

Then, the partial width of the decay May — F:OD;
amounts to

r [MAV = E:OD;} — (43+12) MeV.  (65)

The next channel with the final-state strange mesons
=0 . . o
Mayv — B, D}~ is treated in the context of similar anal-
yses. Our prediction for the coupling G5 reads

Ga = (3.214+0.67) x 1072 GeV ", (66)

Then, the partial width of the decay May — FSD;‘_
equals to

I [Mav - BID:"| = (26 +£0.8) Mev.  (67)

Note that this result has been obtained utilizing the pa-
rameters

M3 € [5.5,6.5] GeV?, s, € [34,35] GeV?, (68)

in ES meson’s channel. The coupling G has been es-
timated by means of the extrapolating function fg(QQ)
with 79 = 0.004 GeV ™', 11 = 12.78, and 12 = —16.64.

By taking into account all results obtained in this and
previous sections, it is easy to evaluate the full decay
width of the hadronic molecule M av:

I'[May] = (1124 17) MeV. (69)

This result shows that M ay is a rather broad compound,
where the subleading decays are essential and form up to
30% of its full width.

V. ANALYSIS AND FINAL NOTES

In the present article, we have continued our studies of
the exotic hadronic molecular structures with asymmet-
ric quark contents. In Ref. [37], we explored the scalar
states n,B_ and n.B_. with contents bbbc and cceb, re-
spectively. In this work, we have conAsi/dered the axial-
vector structures May = YB, and May = np B~ by

Channels |Strong c.x10® (GeV™)|T" (MeV)
B*D° 13.24+28 7.9+2.4
B D" 3.76 £ 0.75 39+1.1
BDs 9.34 £ 1.75 3.8+ 1.0
BiD:~ 3.07 + 0.62 2.34+0.7

TABLE I: Decay modes of the molecule May at the lower
limit of its mass 15710 MeV, relevant strong couplings, and
partial widths I'.

calculating their masses and decay widths. It turned out
that these particles have, at least within accuracy of the
SR method, identical masses. Therefore, we have as-
sumed that their decay widths are approximately equal to
each other and studied in detail decay channels of May.

Our prediction m = (15800 + 90) MeV for the mass
of the molecule M sy means that it is strong-interaction
unstable particle and decays to YB_ and n, B~ pairs of
ordinary heavy mesons. Apart from these two dominant
modes, there are channels of M sy which become possible
due to annihilation of bb quarks in My and generation
of light quarks’ pairs. We have investigated decays to
=D’ B'p-, B-D°B’D*, B’D;, and B.D*~
mesons from the class of subleading processes.

The fully heavy hadronic molecules were object of in-
teresting analyses in Ref. [28], in which the authors ap-
plied the extended local gauge formalism to investigate
such systems with different spin-parities. The masses of
the hadronic molecules were estimated there using the
cutoff momentum A of the model. The authors made in-
teresting conclusions about properties of the fully heavy
axial-vector Y B, , 0B~ and tensor Y B~ molecules. In
accordance with their predictions, these structures reside
below the corresponding two-meson thresholds and form
bound states. The mass of the axial-vector molecules
TB_ and 7, B~ was found there equal to 15725.3 MeV
at A = 1000 MeV.

This result is smaller than our prediction provided one
compares it with the central value m = 15800 MeV, but
at the lower limit, m = 15710 MeV, they are compa-
rable with each other. The hadronic molecule with the
mass 15710 MeV, of course, can not decay to TB_ and
My BX~ mesons. Nevertheless the subleading channels for
its transformation to conventional particles remain open
is this case as well. To elucidate this question we have
computed the width of My with the mass 15710 MeV.
Analysis has been carried out in accordance with the
scheme presented in section IV. Our predictions for the
partial decay widths of these modes are collected in Ta-
ble I. The width of the molecule My in this case is
I'[Mav] = (30 £ 4) MeV, which is not small and deter-
mines the mean lifetime of this structure.

Investigations performed in the present work provide
interesting information on parameters of the fully heavy
axial-vector hadronic molecules, but, at the same time,
give rise to different questions which should be clarified in



the context of presumably alternative models and meth-
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ods.
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