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We use lattice QCD to investigate the existence of strong-interaction-stable antiheavy-antiheavy-
light-light tetraquarks. We study the b̄b̄us system with quantum numbers JP = 1+ as well as the
b̄c̄ud systems with quantum numbers I(JP ) = 0(0+) and I(JP ) = 0(1+). We carry out computa-
tions on five gauge-link ensembles with 2 + 1 flavors of domain-wall fermions, including one at the
physical pion mass. The bottom quarks are implemented using lattice nonrelativistic QCD, and
the charm quarks using an anisotropic clover action. In addition to local diquark-antidiquark and
local meson-meson interpolating operators, we include nonlocal meson-meson operators at the sink,
which facilitates the reliable determination of the low-lying energy levels. We find clear evidence for
the existence of a strong-interaction-stable b̄b̄us tetraquark with binding energy (−86±22±10) MeV
and mass (10609±22±10) MeV. For the b̄c̄ud systems we do not find any indication for the existence
of bound states, but cannot rule out their existence either.

I. INTRODUCTION

Hadrons with integer spin, in particular those corresponding to low-lying states in the respective spectra, are typi-
cally ordinary mesons composed of a single valence quark and a single valence antiquark. They might, however, also
contain two valence quarks and two valence antiquarks. Such so-called tetraquarks1 were discovered only recently,
primarily in the heavy-quark sector [1–8]. Of particular importance is the recent discovery of an anticharm-anticharm-
light-light tetraquark Tcc by the LHCb collaboration with isospin I = 0 and mass slightly below the lowest two-meson
threshold corresponding to DD∗ [9, 10]. Such antiheavy-antiheavy-light-light systems Q̄Q̄qq are manifestly flavor-
exotic and are simpler to investigate theoretically than their Q̄Qq̄q counterparts, because the lowest relevant decay
threshold consists of a pair of heavy-light mesons, typically with similar mass, and not the significantly lighter scatter-
ing states containing a light meson and ordinary quarkonium (or even the annihilation products of the quarkonium).
Moreover, strong-interaction-stable Q̄Q̄qq tetraquarks are expected to exist for sufficiently large heavy quark masses
mQ [11–13]. In this limit, the two heavy antiquarks form a color-triplet with size of order (αsmQ)−1 and binding
energy of order α2

smQ due to the attractive Coulomb potential at small Q̄Q̄ separations. Q̄Q̄qq tetraquarks are then
quite similar to heavy-light-light baryons Qqq, just like heavy-heavy-light baryons Q̄Q̄q̄ are related to heavy-light
mesons Qq̄ [14–17]. Thus, the question is whether the physical heavy quark mass mc or mb is sufficiently large for
Q̄Q̄qq bound states to exist below the corresponding lowest Q̄q-Q̄q two-meson thresholds.

Following initial studies using potential models, effective field theories, and QCD sum rules [11–13, 18–32], as well
as analyses based on static meson-meson potentials from lattice QCD [33–38], direct lattice-QCD calculations with
finite-mass b-quarks implemented using lattice NRQCD have now firmly established the existence of a stable b̄b̄ud
tetraquark with quantum numbers I(JP ) = 0(1+) [39–42]. Q̄Q̄qq systems with different flavor combinations have
also been explored. Lattice calculations by two independent groups [39, 40] yield agreement that there is a strong-
interaction-stable b̄b̄us tetraquark with JP = 1+ and binding energy around −80 MeV . . .− 100 MeV. There is more
variation among non-lattice approaches, with Refs. [13, 18, 26, 28, 30, 43–45] predicting a stable b̄b̄us tetraquark
while Refs. [24, 46, 47] conclude the opposite, in contradiction with the aforementioned lattice-QCD results. Another
interesting four-quark system is the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+), which was also investigated using lattice QCD.
In this more challenging case, independent groups have so far arrived at different conclusions. In Ref. [48] the existence
of a strong-interaction-stable tetraquark was reported, but later revoked [49], while other authors find indication for
its existence [50]. Also other approaches do not exhibit a consistent picture. Refs. [26, 27, 43, 51–56] predict the
existence of such a tetraquark, while Refs. [13, 24, 30, 44, 46] claim the opposite. Clearly, further precision lattice
QCD studies of this system are highly desirable.

Note that Q̄Q̄qq tetraquarks with heavy b̄ quarks have not yet been observed experimentally. However, possible
search strategies are discussed in Refs. [57–59]. As mentioned above, the closely related Tcc tetraquark with quark

1 In the literature, the term “tetraquark” is somewhat ambiguous. In certain papers it exclusively refers to a diquark-antidiquark structure,
while in other papers it is used more generally for arbitrary bound states and resonances with a strong four-quark component, including
e.g. mesonic molecules. Throughout this paper we follow the latter convention.
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content c̄c̄ud was recently discovered by the LHCb collaboration [9, 10]. A first lattice-QCD study of this system at
a heavier-than-physical pion mass can be found in Ref. [60].

In this work we focus on the b̄b̄us system with quantum numbers JP = 1+ and the b̄c̄ud systems with quantum
numbers I(JP ) = 0(0+) and I(JP ) = 0(1+). We employ the same lattice QCD setup as in our previous study
of the b̄b̄ud tetraquark with quantum numbers I(JP ) = 0(1+) [41], i.e. we use NRQCD to discretize b̄ quarks and
domain-wall light quarks. The charm quarks, which were not part of our previous study, are implemented using
an anisotropic clover action with three parameters tuned nonperturbatively to eliminate heavy-quark discretization
errors. In the construction of the two-point correlation functions, we consider not only local interpolating operators
(in which the four quarks are jointly projected to zero momentum, i.e. where each quark is centered around the same
point in space), but also non-local interpolating operators (in which each of the two quark-antiquark pairs forming a
color-singlet is projected to zero momentum individually). It has been shown in previous studies of other four-quark
systems that including both types of interpolating operators is required to reliably determine ground state energies in
exotic channels [41, 61, 62]. In this way we expand on the works of Refs. [39, 40, 48–50], where non-local interpolating
operators were not considered.

This article is organized in the following way. In Section II we briefly summarize our lattice setup. In Section III we
discuss the interpolating operators for the three systems we investigate and the corresponding correlation functions.
In Section IV we give the lattice results for the single heavy-light meson energies. Section V is the main section,
where we present our numerical results for the antiheavy-antiheavy-light-light four-quark systems. We explore the
importance of each of our interpolating operators, extract finite-volume energy levels for all ensembles, and formulate
conclusions concerning the existence of antiheavy-antiheavy-light-light tetraquarks at the physical u and d quark mass
and in infinite spatial volume. We summarize the main points of our work in Section VI and give a brief outlook.
Note that results obtained at an early stage of this project were presented at recent conferences [63, 64].

II. LATTICE SETUP

A. Gauge link configurations, light quark and bottom quark propagators

The computations presented in this work were carried out on five ensembles of gauge link configurations generated
by the RBC and UKQCD collaborations [65, 66] using the Iwasaki gauge action [67] and Nf = 2 + 1 flavors of
domain-wall fermions [68–71]. The ensembles differ in the lattice spacing, the lattice size and the pion mass and are
summarized in Table I. Further details can be found in our previous lattice QCD study of a b̄b̄ud tetraquark [41],
where we used exactly the same ensembles.

Ensemble N3
s ×Nt a [fm] am

(sea;val)
u;d am

(sea)
s am

(val)
s mπ [MeV] Nsamples

C00078 483 × 96 0.1141(3) 0.00078 0.0362 0.0362 139(1) 2560 sl, 80 ex

C005 243 × 64 0.1106(3) 0.005 0.04 0.0323 340(1) 9952 sl, 311 ex

C01 243 × 64 0.1106(3) 0.01 0.04 0.0323 431(1) 9056 sl, 283 ex

F004 323 × 64 0.0828(3) 0.004 0.03 0.0248 303(1) 8032 sl, 251 ex

F006 323 × 64 0.0828(3) 0.006 0.03 0.0248 360(1) 14144 sl, 442 ex

TABLE I. Gauge link ensembles [65, 66] and light quark propagators used in this work. Ns, Nt: number of lattice sites in

spatial and temporal directions; a: lattice spacing; am
(sea)
q : sea-quark mass of flavor q; am

(val)
q : valence-quark mass of flavor q;

mπ: pion mass. We use all-mode-averaging [72, 73] with 32 or 64 sloppy (sl) and 1 or 2 exact (ex) samples per configuration,
leading to the total numbers of samples given in the last column of the table.

We use point-to-all propagators with Gaussian-smeared sources (cf. Sec. III A 4). We employ the all-mode averaging
technique [72, 73] with 32 or 64 sloppy (sl) and 1 or 2 exact (ex) samples per configuration, where the sloppy correlation-
function samples differ from the exact samples in that they use light and strange propagators computed with a reduced
solver iteration count. The light-quark propagators are identical to those used in Ref. [41]. The valence strange-quark
masses are close to the physical value [66]. For the bottom quarks we use lattice NRQCD [74, 75]; also here the setup
is the same as in Ref. [41].
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B. Charm quark propagators

For the charm quarks we use an anisotropic clover action, following the approach developed in Refs. [76–82],
which allows the removal of discretization errors of order |ap|, (am)n, and |ap|(am)n for all non-negative integers n.
Specifically, our action is of the same form as in Ref. [82], and we tuned the mass amc (denoted as am0 in Ref. [82]),
anisotropy parameter ζ, and clover coefficient cP nonperturbatively such that the Ds meson rest mass, kinetic mass,
and hyperfine splitting extracted from two-point functions on each ensemble match the experimental values [83].
These observables calculated on each ensemble are found to agree with experiment within 0.4%, 1.0%, and 1.4% (or
better) precision, respectively. The values of the action parameters are given in Table II.

Ensemble amc ζ cP

C00078 0.2751 1.1883 2.0712

C005, C01 0.1541 1.2004 1.8407

F004, F006 −0.0517 1.1021 1.4483

TABLE II. Parameters used in the anisotropic clover action for the charm quarks. The form of the heavy-quark action is given
in Ref. [82], where mc is denoted by m0.

III. INTERPOLATING OPERATORS AND CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

A. Four-quark systems

The main goal of this work is to compute low-lying energy levels of antiheavy-antiheavy-light-light four-quark
systems with quark content b̄b̄us and b̄c̄ud and to explore whether the ground-state energies are below the lowest
corresponding meson-meson thresholds. A ground-state energy sufficiently far below threshold (compared to the
expected size of finite-volume effects) would indicate a four-quark bound state, i.e. the existence of a strong-interaction-
stable tetraquark. In the b̄b̄us case we consider exclusively the JP = 1+ channel, which is the only channel where
one can expect sufficiently strong attractive forces to generate a bound state (see the symmetry arguments given in
Section III.B of Ref. [37]). In the b̄c̄ud case we focus on I = 0, again because of the related stronger attraction of the
four quarks [13, 35]. There are two promising I = 0 channels, because the heavy antiquark pair b̄c̄ can be either flavor
symmetric or flavor antisymmetric. The symmetric I(JP ) = 0(1+) channel is conceptually similar to the JP = 1+

channel for b̄b̄us (and also for b̄b̄ud, as investigated in detail within the same setup in our previous work [41]), while
the antisymmetric I(JP ) = 0(0+) channel is different.

To be able to resolve possibly existing four-quark bound states as well as meson-meson scattering states, we
employ both local interpolating operators and non-local (“scattering”) interpolating operators. Local operators are
constructed from products of four quark fields at the same point in space, followed by projection of the product to
total momentum zero. Scattering operators, on the other hand, resemble two heavy-light mesons with independent
spatial locations and individual projection of each meson to momentum zero. Local interpolating operators can be
categorized further into meson-meson and diquark-antidiquark operators. The local meson-meson operators (as well
as the scattering operators) resemble pairs of mesons with overall quantum numbers identical to those of the four-
quark system of interest. For each local meson-meson operator we also consider a corresponding scattering operator,
which differs only in the momentum projection. The importance of diquark-antidiquark pairs was pointed out in Refs.
[84–86]. Following Jaffe’s notation of “good” and “bad” diquarks [84], our diquark-antidiquark operators are designed
in such a way that the light diquark (us or ud) is a “good” diquark. If possible, we choose for the heavy diquark also
a “good” configuration (in the case of b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(0+)), otherwise we use a “bad” heavy diquark (for b̄b̄us
and for b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(1+)).

As we demonstrated in our previous work [41], scattering operators play an important role in extracting low-
lying energy levels, because they generate sizable overlaps to energy eigenstates close to two-meson thresholds. In
particular, if a four-quark bound state exists, scattering operators can eliminate contamination in the fit result for
the corresponding energy level caused by nearby scattering states.
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1. Interpolating operators for b̄b̄us with JP = 1+

In contrast to the b̄b̄ud system discussed in Ref. [41], which has an SU(2) isospin symmetry, there is no such
symmetry for the light us quarks for the b̄b̄us system. The consequence is that there are not only two, but three
relevant meson-meson thresholds, which are rather close, within around 50 MeV. They correspond to BB∗s , B∗Bs
(which is around 5 MeV above BB∗s ) and B∗B∗s (which is around 50 MeV above BB∗s ). The corresponding four local
interpolating operators (three meson-meson operators and one diquark-antidiquark operator) are

O1 = O[BB∗s ](0) =
∑
x

b̄γ5u(x) b̄γjs(x) (1)

O2 = O[B∗Bs](0) =
∑
x

b̄γju(x) b̄γ5s(x) (2)

O3 = O[B∗B∗s ](0) = εjkl
∑
x

b̄γku(x) b̄γls(x) (3)

O4 = O[Dd](0) =
∑
x

b̄aγjCb̄b,T (x)ua,TCγ5s
b(x), (4)

and the three scattering operators are

O5 = OB(0)B∗s (0) =

(∑
x

b̄γ5u(x)

)(∑
y

b̄γjs(y)

)
(5)

O6 = OB∗(0)Bs(0) =

(∑
x

b̄γju(x)

)(∑
y

b̄γ5s(y)

)
(6)

O7 = OB∗(0)B∗s (0) = εjkl

(∑
x

b̄γku(x)

)(∑
y

b̄γls(y)

)
. (7)

Above, a, b are color indices, j, k, l are spatial indices, and C = γ0γ2 is the charge conjugation matrix.

We note that the operators O3, O4 and O7 are antisymmetric in the light quark flavors. The operators O1 and
O2 as well as the operators O5 and O6 can be linearly combined in such a way that there is one symmetric and one
antisymmetric light flavor combination.

2. Interpolating operators for b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(0+)

The lowest meson-meson thresholds in this channel are BD and B∗D∗. Their energy difference is, however, sizable,
approximately 190 MeV. Thus, we expect that resolving energy levels close to the B∗D∗ threshold is not of central
importance when studying this channel and exploring the possible existence of a four-quark bound state below the
BD threshold. Consequently, we only consider a single meson-meson structure of BD type. The corresponding two
local operators are

O1 = O[BD](0) =
∑
x

b̄γ5u(x) c̄γ5d(x)− (d↔ u) (8)

O2 = O[Dd](0) =
∑
x

b̄aγ5Cc̄b,T (x)ua,TCγ5d
b(x)− (d↔ u), (9)

and the only scattering operator is

O3 = OB(0)D(0) =

(∑
x

b̄γ5u(x)

)(∑
y

c̄γ5d(y)

)
− (d↔ u). (10)

The quantum number I = 0 implies the antisymmetric light flavor combination ud− du (as in our previous study [41]
of the b̄b̄ud system). The heavy quark flavors b̄c̄ are also in an antisymmetric combination, allowing J = 0, which is
not possible for heavy quark flavors b̄b̄.
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3. Interpolating operators for b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(1+)

For total angular momentum J = 1 the lowest meson-meson thresholds are B∗D, BD∗ and B∗D∗. We follow a
similar strategy as in the previous subsection and do not consider a B∗D∗ meson-meson structure. The other two
thresholds are separated by approximately 100 MeV. Thus, we use the three local operators

O1 = O[B∗D](0) =
∑
x

b̄γju(x) c̄γ5d(x)− (d↔ u) (11)

O2 = O[BD∗](0) =
∑
x

b̄γ5u(x) c̄γjd(x)− (d↔ u) (12)

O3 = O[Dd](0) =
∑
x

b̄aγjCc̄b,T (x)ua,TCγ5d
b(x)− (d↔ u), (13)

and the two scattering operators

O4 = OB∗(0)D(0) =

(∑
x

b̄γju(x)

)(∑
y

c̄γ5d(y)

)
− (d↔ u) (14)

O5 = OB(0)D∗(0) =

(∑
x

b̄γ5u(x)

)(∑
y

c̄γjd(y)

)
− (d↔ u). (15)

4. Quark propagators and correlation functions

As in our previous work [41] we apply standard smearing techniques to improve the overlap generated by the
interpolating operators to the low-lying energy eigenstates. All quark-fields in Eq. (1) to Eq. (15) are Gaussian-
smeared,

qsmeared =

(
1 +

σ2
Gauss

4NGauss
∆

)NGauss

q, (16)

where ∆ is the nearest-neighbor gauge-covariant spatial Laplacian. For the Gaussian smearing of the up, down,
and strange quarks we use APE-smeared spatial gauge links [87]2, while for the charm quarks we use stout-smeared
spatial gauge links [89]. The reason for using different types of smearing is that we reuse quark propagators computed
previously for other projects. No link smearing is used in the bottom quarks. All smearing parameters are listed in
Table III.

Ensemble Up and down quarks Strange quarks Charm quarks Bottom quarks

NGauss σGauss NAPE αAPE NGauss σGauss NAPE αAPE NGauss σGauss Nstout ρ NGauss σGauss

C00078 100 7.171 25 2.5 30 4.350 25 2.5 10 2.00 10 0.08 10 2.0

C005, C01 30 4.350 25 2.5 30 4.350 25 2.5 10 2.00 10 0.08 10 2.0

F004, F006 60 5.728 25 2.5 60 5.728 25 2.5 16 2.66 10 0.08 10 2.0

TABLE III. Parameters for the smearing of quark-fields.

For each of the three systems discussed in Section III A 1 to Section III A 3 we computed temporal correlation
matrices

Cjk(t) =
〈
Oj(t)O†k(0)

〉
(17)

(〈. . . 〉 denotes the expectation value of the lattice QCD path integral, and j, k now label different operator structures),
from which we determine the low-lying energy eigenvalues and obtain information about the quark composition of
the corresponding eigenstates, as discussed in detail in Section V.

2 A single sweep of APE smearing with parameter αAPE is defined as in Eq. (8) of Ref. [88], and we apply NAPE such sweeps.
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All computations are based on point-to-all propagators with sources smeared as discussed above. For the light
quarks we used the same propagators as in our previous work [41], where further technical details are discussed. As
a consequence, we are restricted to correlation functions with a local interpolating operators at the source, for which
one can use translational invariance to replace the spatial sum by a simple multiplication with the spatial volume.
At the sink, however, both local and non-local interpolating operators are used. Thus, our correlation matrices are
non-square matrices of sizes 7 × 4, 3 × 2 and 5 × 3, respectively, for the systems discussed in Section III A 1 to
Section III A 3. It is straightforward to show that all three correlation matrices are real-valued and that the square
sub-matrices are symmetric. We verified that our numerical results are consistent with these properties and exploited
them to increase statistical precision. Similarly, we used the time reversal symmetry to relate Cjk(t) and Cjk(−t),
which reduces statistical uncertainties even further.

B. B, Bs and D mesons

In Section V we will compare the resulting ground state energies of the b̄b̄us and b̄c̄ud four-quark systems discussed
above to the respective lowest meson-meson thresholds. To this end, we also computed the energies of the pseudoscalar
and vector B, Bs, and D mesons using exactly the same setup. The corresponding interpolating operators are

OB(0) =
∑
x

b̄(x)γ5u(x), (18)

OB∗(0) =
∑
x

b̄(x)γju(x), (19)

OBs(0) =
∑
x

b̄(x)γ5s(x), (20)

OB∗s (0) =
∑
x

b̄(x)γjs(x), (21)

OD(0) =
∑
x

c̄(x)γ5u(x), (22)

OD∗(0) =
∑
x

c̄(x)γju(x). (23)

IV. ENERGIES OF PSEUDOSCALAR AND VECTOR B, Bs AND D MESONS

We determined the ground-state energies of pseudoscalar and vector B, Bs and D mesons via uncorrelated χ2-
minimizing fits of constants to the corresponding effective-energy functions at sufficiently large temporal separations
combined with a jackknife analysis. As usual, these effective energies are defined as

aEeff(t) = ln

(
C(t)

C(t+ a)

)
, (24)

where C(t) is a temporal correlation function of one of the interpolating operators (18) to (23). The results for all six
mesons for each of the five ensembles are listed in Table IV. As a cross-check we also determined these meson energies
by correlated exponential fitting as in our previous work [41] and found consistent results. To exemplify the quality
of our numerical data, we show in Fig. 1 effective-energy plots for ensemble C005 together with the corresponding
plateau fits.

Ensemble aEB aEB∗ aEBs aEB∗s aED aED∗

C00078 0.4564(46) 0.4814(49) 0.5052(12) 0.5349(15) 1.0823(14) 1.1638(21)

C005 0.4639(12) 0.4936(14) 0.4998(8) 0.5294(9) 1.0616(4) 1.1462(8)

C01 0.4737(11) 0.5052(13) 0.5025(8) 0.5338(10) 1.0714(4) 1.1586(7)

F004 0.3757(10) 0.3976(11) 0.4031(6) 0.4256(7) 0.7944(4) 0.8566(6)

F006 0.3786(6) 0.4007(7) 0.4033(4) 0.4258(5) 0.7981(2) 0.8609(4)

TABLE IV. Energies of pseudoscalar and vector B, Bs and D mesons.
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FIG. 1. Effective energies for pseudoscalar and vector B, Bs and D mesons for ensemble C005. The horizontal lines represent
the corresponding plateau fits in the range t/a = 7 . . . 20.

Note that the energies of the B, B∗, Bs and B∗s mesons listed in Table IV do not correspond to the full meson masses,
as e.g. measured in experiment. The reason is the use of NRQCD, resulting in negative energy shifts proportional to
nb, the number of b quarks present in the corresponding states. At tree level, this shift amounts to −nbmb, where
mb is the b-quark mass. Since we exclusively consider energy differences between four-quark states and meson-meson
thresholds with the same nb, these energy shifts cancel and there is no need to determine them.

V. RESULTS ON ANTIHEAVY-ANTIHEAVY-LIGHT-LIGHT FOUR-QUARK SYSTEMS

The correlation matrix (17) with interpolating operators from Section III A 1, Section III A 2 or Section III A 3 can
be written as a sum over the energy eigenstates |n〉 of the respective flavor and JP sector,

Cjk(t) =

∞∑
n=0

Znj Z
n
k e−Ent, (25)

with real valued

Znj = 〈Ω|Oj |n〉 (26)

and |Ω〉 denoting the vacuum. To extract the energy levels En and overlap factors Znj from the numerical lattice-QCD

results for Cjk(t), we carry out correlated χ2-minimizing multi-exponential fits of a truncated version of the right
hand side of Eq. (25),

Cfit
jk(t) =

N−1∑
n=0

Znj Z
n
k e−Ent, (27)

in a suitably chosen range tmin ≤ t ≤ tmax. For further technical details concerning this multi-exponential fitting we
refer to Section V A of our previous work [41]. To check for and to exclude systematic errors as well as to minimize
statistical errors, we also consider submatrices of the correlation matrices defined in Section III and vary the temporal
fit range.
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A. b̄b̄us with JP = 1+

1. Reduction of the size of the correlation matrix from 7× 4 to 6× 3

In a preparatory step we replace the local interpolating operators (1) to (4) by linear combinations of these operators,

O′j =

4∑
k=1

v̄j−1
k Ok , j = 1, . . . , 4. (28)

The coefficients v̄nj were determined by solving generalized eigenvalue problems

4∑
k=1

Cjk(t)vnk (t) = λn(t)

4∑
k=1

Cjk(t0 = a)vnk (t) , j = 1, . . . , 4 , n = 0, . . . , 3, (29)

where Cjk(t) is the lattice-QCD result for the 4 × 4 correlation matrix containing the local operators O1, O2, O3

and O4. We normalized the eigenvector components such that
∑
j |vnj (t)|2 = 1 and show them for ensemble C01 in

Fig. 2, where one can see that the eigenvector components vnj (t) are fairly independent of t, in particular for larger
values of t. Thus we defined the coefficients in Eq. (28) as v̄nj = vnk (t/a = 8), where t/a = 8 was selected because the
vnk (t/a = 8) have rather small statistical uncertainties and are already consistent with the plateaus formed at larger
values of t (for ensemble C01 the coefficients v̄nj are collected in Table V; for the other four ensembles they are quite
similar). With this definition, operator O′j , when applied to the vacuum, should create a trial state with large overlap
to energy eigenstate |j − 1〉. Thus, this new set of operators offers the possibility to discard some of them (e.g. O′4
or even O′4 and O′3) to keep the corresponding correlation matrix small, while retaining at the same time the overlap
to the low-lying energy eigenstates of interest. This is beneficial for the precision of the numerical analyses discussed
below.

v̄nj j = 1 j = 2 j = 3 j = 4

n = 0 +0.493 −0.501 −0.588 −0.399

n = 1 −0.708 −0.706 +0.002 +0.002

n = 2 −0.448 +0.446 −0.773 −0.056

n = 3 −0.351 +0.351 +0.529 −0.689

TABLE V. Coefficients v̄nj defining the interpolating operators O′j for ensemble C01 [see Eq. (28)].

Since we are mainly interested in the energy level of the ground state, O′1 is of particular importance. In practice, it
turned out that using in addition also O′2 and O′3 is favorable with respect to a precise determination of energy levels.
O′4, however, does not seem to be advantageous in our context and is therefore discarded. Altogether our analysis is
based on the three local interpolating operators O′1, O′2, O′3 and the three non-local interpolating operators

O′4 = O5, O′5 = O6, O′6 = O7 (30)

defined in Eqs. (5) to (7). Thus, in the following we will study a 6× 3 correlation matrix and its submatrices.

2. Energy levels

To reliably determine the lowest energy levels, in particular that of the ground state, we carried out multi-exponential
fits as discussed at the beginning of this section. We considered various submatrices, numbers of exponentials N ,
and fit ranges tmin ≤ t ≤ tmax. The corresponding results with correlated χ2/d.o.f. < 2 are summarized for ensemble
C01 in Fig. 3, while those for the other ensembles are collected in Appendix A. The boxes at the bottom of Fig. 3
indicate, for each fit, which interpolating operators were included. A filled/empty box represents an operator that was
included/excluded. From bottom to top, the boxes represent O′1, O′2, ..., O′6. Local operators are colored in black,
scattering operators in red. The fit results for E0 and E1 are shown as blue and green points with error bars, where
the energy of the lowest threshold, EB + EB∗s , is subtracted (this threshold is represented by the horizontal dashed
line). Above the plot, further details are provided for each fit: the number of exponentials, the temporal fit range,
and the resulting correlated χ2/d.o.f. .
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FIG. 2. Squared normalized eigenvector components |vnj |2 as functions of t for ensemble C01, obtained by solving generalized
eigenvalue problems as defined in Eq. (29). The corresponding 4 × 4 correlation matrix contains the four local interpolating
operators (1) to (4). The dashed horizontal lines represent the squares of the coefficients v̄nj , where v̄nj = vnk (t/a = 8).

The first seven columns from the left represent fits in which only local interpolating operators were considered.
Each of the three local operators seems to be associated with a specific energy, O′1 with ≈ 0 MeV, O′2 with ≈ 130 MeV
and O′3 with ≈ 200 MeV. This is not surprising, given that these operators were constructed in such a way that
the corresponding 3 × 3 correlation matrix is approximately diagonal in the region of t separations that enter the
multi-exponential fits. Clearly, O′1 is of particular importance for a precise determination of the energy of the ground
state. Thus, O′1 was included in all further fits, where in addition to local operators also scattering operators were
used.

It is crucial to note that for all fits that include at least O′1 and one of the scattering operators O′4 to O′6, the fit
result for E0 is around 100 MeV below the BB∗s threshold. This is a first clear indication that the ground state in
the b̄b̄us and JP = 1+ sector is a strong-interaction-stable tetraquark. One can also see that the fit result for E1

is in many cases close to 0 MeV, which is consistent with the expectation that the first excitation is a meson-meson
scattering state close to the BB∗s threshold. We note that the results for the other four ensembles are comparable,
i.e. E0 is around 100 MeV below the BB∗s threshold, and E1 is around 0 MeV for several fits (see Appendix A).

As one can see from Fig. 3, the results for E0 from fits including at least O′1 and one of the scattering operators
O′4 to O′6 (represented by the filled blue data points) agree within the statistical uncertainties. Thus, these fit results
seem to be suited to estimate the ground state energy and its uncertainty. We computed such an estimate by a
weighted average of these fit results, assuming 100% correlation, using a standard method also employed by the
FLAG collaboration [90] (see Appendix B for a brief summary). The estimated ground-state energies are also plotted
in the corresponding figures, e.g. for ensemble C01 in Fig. 3 (the blue horizontal line and the light blue error band).
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FIG. 3. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄b̄us system relative to the BB∗s threshold for ensemble C01.

Concerning the energy of the first excitation, Fig. 3 suggests that it is somewhere around the BB∗s threshold. We
refrain from estimating this energy in a quantitative way by computing a weighted average of selected fit results for
E1. The reason is that it is hard to decide whether E1 obtained by a particular fit indeed corresponds to the energy
of the first excitation. There are several states that could be close to the BB∗s threshold, e.g. a BB∗s or a B∗Bs
scattering state. Additionally, there might also be a B∗B∗s scattering state in that energy region because of the finite
spatial volume and the attractive interaction of the two mesons [37]. The low-lying excitations could correspond to
superpositions of these structures and are expected to have similar energies. Thus, a fit result for E1 close to the BB∗s
threshold could, for example, reflect the energy of the first or the second excitation or a mix of both. In principle,
one could try to disentangle these excitations by studying the resulting overlap factors Znj for each fit in detail. Since
we only need the ground-state energy for our final analysis in Section V D, we discuss the overlap factors just for a
single fit with N = 3 exponentials to the full 6× 3 correlation matrix (see the following subsection).

3. Overlap factors

A trial state O′j†|Ω〉 can be expanded according to

O′j†|Ω〉 =

∞∑
n=0

|n〉〈n|O′j†|Ω〉 =

∞∑
n=0

Znj |n〉, (31)

which shows that the overlap factors Znj contain information about the composition and quark arrangement of the
energy eigenstates |n〉. For example, an overlap factor |Znj | that is significantly larger than all other overlap factors

|Zmj | with m 6= n indicates that the trial state O′j†|Ω〉 is quite similar to the eigenstate |n〉. Vice versa, if the overlap
factor |Znj | is significantly smaller than at least one of the other overlap factors |Zmj | with m 6= n, one can conclude

that the trial state O′j†|Ω〉 is almost orthogonal to the eigenstate |n〉.
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In Fig. 4 we show normalized overlap factors

Z̃nj =
Znj

maxm(|Zmj |)
(32)

obtained via a multi-exponential fit with N = 3 in the range 16 ≤ t/a ≤ 24 to the full 6 × 3 correlation matrix of
ensemble F004. Corresponding results for the other ensembles are qualitatively identical. We start with an extensive
discussion of the overlap factors Z0

j associated with the ground state |0〉 and then briefly comment on the overlap
factors Znj with n > 0 related to the excitations.
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FIG. 4. Normalized overlap factors Z̃nj for the b̄b̄us system obtained via a multi-exponential fit with N = 3 in the range
16 ≤ t/a ≤ 24 to the full 6× 3 correlation matrix of ensemble F004. The index of the operator above each plot is identical to
the index j, while the labels of the energy eigenstates below each plot correspond to the index n.

The result |Z0
1 | � |Z1

1 |, |Z2
1 | suggests that the trial state O′1†|Ω〉 has a large ground-state overlap, i.e., is rather

similar to the ground state. Recall thatO′1 is a weighted sum of four local operatorsO1 toO4 (Eq. (28) with coefficients
v̄0
j as listed in Table V for ensemble C01). Since v̄0

1 ≈ −v̄0
2 , there is a local BB∗s and B∗Bs component (operators O1

and O2) that is antisymmetric in the light flavors us. There is also a local antisymmetric B∗B∗s component (operator
O3) of the same order of magnitude. Such a meson-meson composition is expected from existing static-light lattice
QCD results [37] on the strong-interaction-stable b̄b̄ud tetraquark with I(JP ) = 0(1+), a closely related four-quark
system (same quantum numbers JP , and because of isospin I = 0 antisymmetric in the light flavors), where it was
found that it is a roughly even mixture of BB∗ and B∗B∗. The b̄b̄us system also has a sizable diquark-antidiquark
component (operator O4), albeit somewhat smaller than the aforementioned meson-meson components. This, too, is
expected and is consistent with recent static-light lattice-QCD results on the b̄b̄ud tetraquark, where the meson-meson
to diquark-antidiquark ratio was estimated to be around 60%/40% [86].

The overlap factors Zn2 and Zn3 clearly show that the trial states O′2†|Ω〉 and O′3†|Ω〉 are essentially orthogonal to
the ground state |0〉. According to Table V, the operator O′2 is a local combination of BB∗s and B∗Bs (operators
O1 and O2) that is symmetric in the light flavors us, i.e. the analog of an I = 1 operator for light flavors ud. This
confirms that the b̄b̄us ground state is antisymmetric in the light flavors and indicates that it is the counterpart of
the b̄b̄ud tetraquark with I(JP ) = 0(1+). While the operator O′3 is flavor antisymmetric, it was constructed via the
GEVP in a way to generate almost no overlap with the ground state and with the lowest flavor-symmetric excitation
|2〉. Thus it is not surprising that Z̃0

3 ≈ Z̃2
3 ≈ 0.

The scattering trial states O′4†|Ω〉 and O′5†|Ω〉 both have overlaps to the ground state |0〉, but also sizable overlaps
to the first and second excitations. Thus, one should not infer that the ground state is quite similar to a scattering
state. Since the scattering operators O′4 and O′5 contain all terms present in the local operators O1 and O2, the
non-vanishing overlaps Z0

4 and Z0
5 rather support our conclusions above, namely that the b̄b̄us ground state is a

four-quark bound state with a large local flavor antisymmetric BB∗s and B∗Bs component.
As already discussed above in the context of energy levels and the fit parameter E1, one should be cautious in

formulating conclusions concerning the excitations based on our multi-exponential fit results. Still, it seems noteworthy
to mention that the trial states O′3†|Ω〉 and O′6†|Ω〉 have large overlap with the first excitation |1〉 and only little overlap
with |0〉 and |2〉. Since O′6 is a B∗B∗s scattering operator and the dominant component of O′3 is a local B∗B∗s structure
(see Table V), this might be a hint that the first excitation is of B∗B∗s type or at least contains a significant B∗B∗s
component. Even though the B∗B∗s threshold is around 50 MeV above the BB∗s threshold, the expected attraction
of a B∗ meson and a B∗s meson (see Ref. [37]) and the finite spatial volume could lead to an energy level of the first
excitation close to the BB∗s threshold, as indicated by Fig. 3.
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Finally, the overlap factors Z2
j represent almost exclusively symmetric light flavor combinations. This indicates that

also for the scattering states in our finite spatial lattice volume, SU(3) flavor symmetry is approximately preserved.
Thus, the second excitation seems to be the analog of the ground state in the b̄b̄ud four-quark sector with I = 1,
where no strong-interaction-stable four-quark state was found in a static-light lattice-QCD study [35, 37].

B. b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(0+)

As discussed in Section III A 2, we consider three interpolating operators for this system: two local operators and
one scattering operator. Thus, the corresponding correlation matrix has size 3×2. Since this is a rather small matrix,
there is no need to further reduce the number of operators in a preparatory step, as done for the b̄b̄us system.

To determine the energy of the ground state we proceed as in Section III A 2 and carry out multi-exponential fits.
Again we consider various submatrices, numbers of exponentials N , and fit ranges tmin ≤ t ≤ tmax. The corresponding
results with correlated χ2/d.o.f. < 2 are summarized for ensemble C01 in Fig. 5, while those for the other ensembles
are collected in Appendix A.
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FIG. 5. Fit results for E0 for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(0+) relative to the BD threshold for ensemble C01.

Like for the b̄b̄us system, we again find significantly lower values for E0 once the scattering operator O3 (see
Eq. (10)) is included, compared to fits in which only local interpolating operators are used. Averaging over the fits
that include the scattering operator leads to an estimate for the ground-state energy, which is slightly above, but
within its uncertainty compatible with, the BD threshold. We find similar results for the other four ensembles (see
Appendix A). This suggest that there is no strong-interaction-stable four-quark state in this channel. The lowest
energy eigenstate rather seems to be a BD scattering state.

In Fig. 6 we show the normalized overlap factors Z̃nj obtained via a multi-exponential fit with N = 3 in the range
6 ≤ t/a ≤ 10 to the full 3× 2 correlation matrix of ensemble F004. Corresponding results for the other ensembles are
qualitatively identical. It is obvious that the BD scattering trial state O3

†|Ω〉 has large overlap to the ground state
and almost negligible overlap to the first and second excitation. This supports our above conclusion that the ground
state is a meson-meson scattering state.
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FIG. 6. Normalized overlap factors Z̃nj for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(0+) obtained via a multi-exponential fit with N = 3
in the range 6 ≤ t/a ≤ 10 to the full 3× 2 correlation matrix of ensemble F004. The index of the operator above each plot is
identical to the index j, while the labels of the energy eigenstates below each plot correspond to the index n.

C. b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(1+)

According to Section III A 3 we consider five interpolating operators here: three local operators and two scattering
operators. Thus, the corresponding correlation matrix has size 5× 3. We do not reduce the number of operators in a
preparatory step as done for the b̄b̄us system.

To determine the energies of the ground state and of the first excitation, we again carry out multi-exponential fits
and consider various submatrices, numbers of exponentials N , and fit ranges tmin ≤ t ≤ tmax. The corresponding
results with correlated χ2/d.o.f. < 2 are summarized for ensemble C01 in Fig. 3, while those for the other ensembles
are collected in Appendix A.
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FIG. 7. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+) relative to the B∗D threshold for
ensemble C01.



14

As for the previously investigated four-quark systems, we find significantly lower values for E0 and E1 as soon as
the scattering operators O4 and O5 (see Eq. (14) and Eq. (15)) are included. In particular, operator O4, which has a
B∗D-like meson-meson structure, favors small values for E0 close to the B∗D threshold. Since the local operator O1

is also of B∗D type, we estimate the ground state energy by averaging over the fits that include both O1 and O4. The
result is slightly above, but within its uncertainty compatible with, the B∗D threshold. As before, we do not estimate
the energy of the first excitation quantitatively by computing a weighted average of selected fit results for E1. We
note, however, that this energy level seems to be close to the BD∗ threshold, which is around 100 MeV above the
B∗D threshold. We found similar results for the other four ensembles (see Appendix A). In summary, this suggests
that there is no strong-interaction-stable four-quark state in this channel. The lowest energy eigenstate rather seems
to be a B∗D scattering state.

In Fig. 8 we show the normalized overlap factors Z̃nj obtained via a multi-exponential fit with N = 3 in the range
14 ≤ t/a ≤ 20 to the full 5×3 correlation matrix of ensemble F004. Corresponding results for the other ensembles are
qualitatively identical. One can see that the B∗D scattering trial state O4

†|Ω〉 almost exclusively overlaps with the
ground state, i.e. Z0

4 � Z1
4 , Z

2
4 . Similarly, Z1

5 � Z0
5 , Z

2
5 , i.e. the BD∗ scattering trial state O5

†|Ω〉 almost exclusively
overlaps with the first excitation. This supports our interpretation of the ground state and the first excitation as B∗D
and BD∗ scattering states.
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FIG. 8. Normalized overlap factors Z̃nj for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+) obtained via a multi-exponential fit with N = 3
in the range 14 ≤ t/a ≤ 20 to the full 5× 3 correlation matrix of ensemble F004. The index of the operator above each plot is
identical to the index j, while the labels of the energy eigenstates below each plot correspond to the index n.

D. Final results for the b̄b̄us and b̄c̄ud ground-state energies

We list the final results for the ground-state energies relative to the lowest meson-meson thresholds for the three
investigated four-quark systems and for all five ensembles in Table VI. These energies correspond to the horizontal
blue lines and light blue error bands in Fig. 3, Fig. 5, Fig. 7, and Fig. 11 to Fig. 22. In Fig. 9, we plot these results
as a function of m2

π.

Ensemble b̄b̄us b̄c̄ud, J = 0 b̄c̄ud, J = 1

∆E0 [MeV] ∆E0 [MeV] ∆E0 [MeV]

C00078 −77(30) −39(43) −30(47)

C005 −76(22) 104(47) 79(35)

C01 −83(24) 43(29) 40(31)

F004 −92(15) 9(24) 21(40)

F006 −67(12) 101(29) 113(24)

TABLE VI. Ground-state energies relative to the lowest meson-meson thresholds for the three investigated four-quark systems
and for all five ensembles, i.e. ∆E0 = E0 − EB − EB∗s for b̄b̄us, ∆E0 = E0 − EB − ED for b̄c̄ud with J = 0, and ∆E0 =

E0 − EB∗ − ED for b̄c̄ud with J = 1.
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1. b̄b̄us with JP = 1+

For the b̄b̄us system we found ground-state energies around 70 MeV to 100 MeV below the BB∗s threshold. These
are the energies in a finite periodic spatial volume of linear extent Nsa ≈ 2.7 fm for ensembles C005, C01, F004 and
F006 and Nsa ≈ 5.3 fm for ensemble C00078. To extrapolate to infinite volume, we could, in principle, proceed as in
our previous work [41] on the b̄b̄ud tetraquark with I(JP ) = 0(1+) and use Lüscher’s finite volume method [91, 92].
For the b̄b̄us system this is, however, technically more complicated, because one has to take into account at least two
scattering channels, BB∗s and B∗Bs, which have almost the same threshold energy. Moreover, the energy levels of the
corresponding excitations are difficult to determine, as discussed in Section V A 2. However, since the finite-volume
ground-state energies are significantly below these thresholds, we expect only mild finite-volume corrections, much
smaller than our current statistical errors. This expectation is supported by our infinite-volume extrapolations of
b̄b̄ud results in Ref. [41], where the finite-volume ground-state energies turned out to be essentially identical to their
infinite-volume counterparts. Thus, we do not carry out an infinite-volume extrapolation in this work, but postpone
such an analysis until we have improved lattice data available, in particular correlation functions with scattering
operators at both the source and the sink.

Our five ensembles differ in the light-quark mass, corresponding to pion masses in the range 139 MeV<∼mπ
<∼

431 MeV, which allows us to perform an extrapolation of ∆E0 = E0 − EB − EB∗s to the physical point (note that
one of our ensembles, C00078, has a light quark mass that is almost physical). Since the observed dependence on the
light-quark mass is mild (in fact, consistent with no dependence), a fit that is linear in mu;d and hence quadratic in
m2
π is sufficient. We performed a χ2-minimizing fit using the ansatz

∆E0(mπ) = ∆E0(mπ,phys) + c
(
m2
π −m2

π,phys

)
, (33)

where ∆E0(mπ,phys) and c are fit parameters and mπ,phys = 135 MeV. The resulting values for these parameters are

∆E0(mπ,phys) = (−86± 22) MeV , c = (0.8± 2.1)× 10−4/MeV2 (34)

with χ2/d.o.f. = 0.81, indicating consistency of the lattice data with our linear ansatz. The data points and the fit
are shown in the upper plot of Fig. 9.

There are also systematic errors due to the finite lattice spacing and the NRQCD action. We expect these errors
to be of the same order as for the related b̄b̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+). We have discussed these errors in detail
in Section VII our previous work [41] and estimated them to be not larger than 10 MeV. Thus, our final results for
the b̄b̄us tetraquark binding energy and mass are

∆E0(mπ,phys) = (−86± 22± 10) MeV , mb̄b̄us tetraquark(mπ,phys) = (10609± 22± 10) MeV, (35)

where mb̄b̄us tetraquark is obtained by adding the experimental results of the B and B∗s masses [83] to ∆E0.

2. b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(0+) and I(JP ) = 0(1+)

For both b̄c̄ud systems, the finite-volume ground-state energies are compatible with the corresponding lowest meson-
meson thresholds. Thus, there is no indication that strong-interaction-stable tetraquarks exist in these channels.
However, because of the statistical uncertainties of order 20 MeV . . . 50 MeV (see Table VI), we cannot exclude the
existence of a shallow bound state with binding energy of only a few MeV below the respective threshold.

Since we are not in a position to quantify finite-volume corrections, which might be sizable in particular for states
close to the threshold, we also refrain from extrapolating our lattice results to physical pion mass. To summarize our
finite-volume results in a graphical way, we nevertheless plot them in Fig. 9 in the same style as their b̄b̄us counterparts
together with the relevant meson-meson thresholds.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We investigated a b̄b̄us and two b̄c̄ud four-quark systems using lattice QCD with dynamical domain-wall u, d, and
s quarks. The charm quarks were implemented using an anisotropic clover action with parameters tuned to remove
heavy-quark discretization errors, while the b quarks were discretized within the framework of NRQCD. Our work
improves upon existing similar studies [39, 40, 48–50] by including also non-local (scattering) interpolating operators.
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FIG. 9. Ground-state energy as function of the squared pion mass for the b̄b̄us system (top), the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(0+)
(bottom left) and the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+) (bottom right). For b̄b̄us we also show the fit and linear extrapolation to
the physical point at mπ,phys = 135 MeV [see Eq. (33) and Eq. (34)]. Horizontal dashed lines indicate the lowest corresponding
thresholds: the BB∗s threshold for b̄b̄us, the BD threshold for b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(0+), and the B∗D threshold for b̄c̄ud with
I(JP ) = 0(1+).

In the b̄b̄us sector with quantum numbers JP = 1+, we find clear evidence for a strong-interaction-stable tetraquark.
The binding energy with respect to the BB∗s threshold is (−86±22±10) MeV, which is consistent with previous lattice
QCD results from Refs. [39, 40]. In Fig. 10 we summarize and compare these lattice QCD results with results obtained
using different approaches, e.g. quark models, phenomenological considerations, or sum rules [13, 18, 24, 26, 28, 30, 43–
47]. As discussed in the introduction, there are strong discrepancies, even on a qualitative level, between these non-
lattice results. Thus, it is important to have multiple independent first-principles lattice-QCD computations, and
the agreement of the lattice results from different groups, as shown with the blue and black data points in Fig. 10,
increase the confidence in these results.

For the b̄c̄ud systems with quantum numbers I(JP ) = 0(0+) and I(JP ) = 0(1+) the situation is less clear. We find
finite-volume ground-state energies that are compatible with the lowest thresholds corresponding to BD and B∗D,
respectively. To decide whether there is a shallow bound state, more precise data and infinite-volume extrapolations
will be needed. Results from previous lattice QCD studies [48–50] are mostly consistent with our results, but are also
inconclusive. It is interesting to note that Ref. [50] reports a ground-state energy for I(JP ) = 0(1+) below the B∗D
threshold for a fine lattice spacing a ≈ 0.06 fm, but not for the coarse lattice spacing a ≈ 0.12 fm. The authors of Ref.
[50] conclude that taking the continuum limit might be essential for the b̄c̄ud system. We do not observe such a trend
(see Fig. 9), but it should be kept in mind that the types of lattice actions used here differ from Ref. [50], except for
the bottom quarks. As discussed in the introduction, also non-lattice studies do not clarify the possible existence of
a strong-interaction-stable b̄c̄ud tetraquark, since they exhibit strong discrepancies (Refs. [26, 27, 43, 51–56] predict
the existence of a stable tetraquark, while Refs. [13, 24, 30, 44, 46] claim the opposite).

Our main goal for the future is to include scattering interpolating operators at both the sources and the sinks of our
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correlation matrices (rather than just the sinks as done here). We expect that this will allow us to determine the low-
lying energy levels, in particular those associated with scattering states, more reliably and more precisely. We could
then carry out infinite-volume extrapolations for the b̄c̄ud systems using Lüscher’s method [91] and possibly clarify the
existence or non-existence of a strong-interaction-stable b̄c̄ud tetraquark. Another interesting direction could be to
explore heavy-heavy-light-light four-quark systems with other quantum numbers for which stable tetraquarks are not
expected, but for which resonances could exist. A clear candidate is the b̄b̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1−), where such
a resonance around 15 MeV above the BB threshold was predicted using static-static-light-light potentials computed
with lattice QCD and the Born-Oppenheimer approximation [38].
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Appendix A: Summary plots of multi-exponential fits to determine energy levels for ensembles C00078,
C005, F004 and F006

In this appendix we show the results of multi-exponential fits to determine E0 and E1 for the ensembles C00078,
C005, F004, and F006:

• b̄b̄us with JP = 1+: Fig. 11 to Fig. 14.

• b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(0+): Fig. 15 to Fig. 18.

• b̄c̄ud with I(JP ) = 0(1+): Fig. 19 to Fig. 22.

The style of these figures is identical to Fig. 3, Fig. 5 and Fig. 7, respectively, where the same quantities are shown
for ensemble C01, and which are discussed in detail in Section V.
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FIG. 11. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄b̄us system relative to the BB∗s threshold for ensemble C00078.
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FIG. 12. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄b̄us system relative to the BB∗s threshold for ensemble C005.
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FIG. 13. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄b̄us system relative to the BB∗s threshold for ensemble F004.
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FIG. 14. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄b̄us system relative to the BB∗s threshold for ensemble F006.
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FIG. 15. Fit results for E0 for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(0+) relative to the BD threshold for ensemble C00078.
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FIG. 16. Fit results for E0 for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(0+) relative to the BD threshold for ensemble C005.
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FIG. 17. Fit results for E0 for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(0+) relative to the BD threshold for ensemble F004.
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FIG. 18. Fit results for E0 for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(0+) relative to the BD threshold for ensemble F006.

−100

0

100

200

300

400

E
−
E
D
−
E
B
∗

[M
eV

]

N
=

1,
t/
a

=
7−

15
:

1.
04

N
=

1,
t/
a

=
7−

24
:

1.
45

N
=

1,
t/
a

=
7−

15
:

0.
96

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
7−

17
:

1.
05

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
7−

16
:

1.
00

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
6−

11
:

1.
21

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
11
−

20
:

1.
13

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
7−

17
:

1.
05

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
11
−

18
:

0.
90

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
6−

21
:

1.
34

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
10
−

18
:

1.
02

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
6−

15
:

1.
89

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
7−

15
:

1.
77

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
11
−

21
:

0.
91

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
6−

16
:

1.
17

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
11
−

17
:

1.
11

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
8−

15
:

1.
26

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
11
−

21
:

1.
24

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
12
−

21
:

1.
28

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
11
−

16
:

1.
07

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
12
−

17
:

1.
63

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
10
−

22
:

1.
49

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
11
−

23
:

1.
32

FIG. 19. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+) relative to the B∗D threshold for
ensemble C00078.
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FIG. 20. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+) relative to the B∗D threshold for
ensemble C005.

−100

−50

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

E
−
E
D
−
E
B
∗

[M
eV

]

N
=

1,
t/
a

=
14
−

24
:

0.
99

N
=

1,
t/
a

=
15
−

24
:

1.
41

N
=

1,
t/
a

=
14
−

22
:

1.
04

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
10
−

24
:

1.
33

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
15
−

24
:

1.
00

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
12
−

21
:

1.
19

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
8−

24
:

1.
28

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
13
−

22
:

1.
07

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
8−

24
:

1.
31

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
8−

24
:

1.
12

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
13
−

22
:

0.
98

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
12
−

22
:

1.
27

N
=

2,
t/
a

=
12
−

25
:

1.
30

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
11
−

18
:

0.
99

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
12
−

20
:

0.
84

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
12
−

24
:

1.
08

N
=

4,
t/
a

=
14
−

24
:

1.
03

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
15
−

24
:

1.
04

N
=

3,
t/
a

=
15
−

24
:

1.
07

N
=

4,
t/
a

=
14
−

20
:

1.
21

N
=

5,
t/
a

=
12
−

18
:

1.
01

FIG. 21. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+) relative to the B∗D threshold for
ensemble F004.
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FIG. 22. Fit results for E0 (blue) and E1 (green) for the b̄c̄ud system with I(JP ) = 0(1+) relative to the B∗D threshold for
ensemble F006.
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Appendix B: Method to estimate the ground state energy from several multi-exponential fits

To obtain a final estimate of the ground-state energy and its uncertainty from several different selected multi-
exponential fits, we follow the approach of the FLAG collaboration, discussed e.g. in Section 2.3.1 of their 2019 review
[90]. The starting point is the result of each fit given as

E
(j)
0 ±∆E

(j)
0 , (B1)

where j is the index of the fit, E
(j)
0 the mean value and ∆E

(j)
0 the statistical error.

We estimate the ground state energy by a weighted average,

Ē0 =
∑
j

ω(j)E
(j)
0 . (B2)

The weights are given by

ω(j) =
1/(∆E

(j)
0 )2∑

j 1/(S(j)∆E
(j)
0 )2

, (B3)

where σ(j) = S(j)∆E
(j)
0 with S(j) = max(1, (χ2

j/d.o.f.)(j))1/2). Thus, the estimate of Ē0 is equivalent to the result

of a weighted, uncorrelated, χ2-minimizing fit of a constant to the results (B1), where fits of bad quality, i.e. with
(χ2/d.o.f.)(j) > 1, are additionally suppressed by S(j).

The selected multi-exponential fits are based on the same gauge link configurations and the same two-point functions
and are, thus, correlated. The multi-exponential matrix fits are computationally demanding and a resampling proce-
dure needed to quantify the correlations was not feasible. We there therefore conservatively assume the correlations
to be maximal. The uncertainty of the ground state energy is then

∆Ē0 =

(∑
j,k

ω(j)ω(j)σ(j)σ(k)

)1/2

. (B4)

The results Ē0 ±∆Ē0 are shown as blue horizontal lines and light blue bands in Fig. 3, Fig. 5, Fig. 7, and Fig. 11 to
Fig. 22.
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Lett. 119 no. 20, (2017) 202001, arXiv:1707.07666 [hep-ph].
[28] Z.-G. Wang, “Analysis of the axialvector doubly heavy tetraquark states with QCD sum rules,” Acta Phys. Polon. B49

(2018) 1781, arXiv:1708.04545 [hep-ph].
[29] J.-M. Richard, A. Valcarce, and J. Vijande, “Few-body quark dynamics for doubly heavy baryons and tetraquarks,”

Phys. Rev. C97 no. 3, (2018) 035211, arXiv:1803.06155 [hep-ph].
[30] W. Park, S. Noh, and S. H. Lee, “Masses of the doubly heavy tetraquarks in a constituent quark model,” Nucl. Phys.

A983 (2019) 1–19, arXiv:1809.05257 [nucl-th].

[31] B. Wang, Z.-W. Liu, and X. Liu, “B̄(∗)B̄(∗) interactions in chiral effective field theory,” Phys. Rev. D99 no. 3, (2019)
036007, arXiv:1812.04457 [hep-ph].

[32] M.-Z. Liu, T.-W. Wu, M. Pavon Valderrama, J.-J. Xie, and L.-S. Geng, “Heavy-quark spin and flavor symmetry partners
of the X(3872) revisited: What can we learn from the one boson exchange model?,” Phys. Rev. D99 no. 9, (2019)
094018, arXiv:1902.03044 [hep-ph].

[33] P. Bicudo and M. Wagner, “Lattice QCD signal for a bottom-bottom tetraquark,” Phys. Rev. D87 no. 11, (2013)
114511, arXiv:1209.6274 [hep-ph].

[34] Z. S. Brown and K. Orginos, “Tetraquark bound states in the heavy-light heavy-light system,” Phys. Rev. D86 (2012)
114506, arXiv:1210.1953 [hep-lat].

[35] P. Bicudo, K. Cichy, A. Peters, and M. Wagner, “BB interactions with static bottom quarks from Lattice QCD,” Phys.
Rev. D93 no. 3, (2016) 034501, arXiv:1510.03441 [hep-lat].

[36] P. Bicudo, K. Cichy, A. Peters, B. Wagenbach, and M. Wagner, “Evidence for the existence of udb̄b̄ and the non-existence
of ssb̄b̄ and ccb̄b̄ tetraquarks from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D92 no. 1, (2015) 014507, arXiv:1505.00613 [hep-lat].

[37] P. Bicudo, J. Scheunert, and M. Wagner, “Including heavy spin effects in the prediction of a b̄b̄ud tetraquark with lattice
QCD potentials,” Phys. Rev. D95 no. 3, (2017) 034502, arXiv:1612.02758 [hep-lat].

[38] P. Bicudo, M. Cardoso, A. Peters, M. Pflaumer, and M. Wagner, “udb̄b̄ tetraquark resonances with lattice QCD potentials
and the Born-Oppenheimer approximation,” Phys. Rev. D96 no. 5, (2017) 054510, arXiv:1704.02383 [hep-lat].

[39] A. Francis, R. J. Hudspith, R. Lewis, and K. Maltman, “Lattice Prediction for Deeply Bound Doubly Heavy
Tetraquarks,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 no. 14, (2017) 142001, arXiv:1607.05214 [hep-lat].

[40] P. Junnarkar, N. Mathur, and M. Padmanath, “Study of doubly heavy tetraquarks in Lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D99
no. 3, (2019) 034507, arXiv:1810.12285 [hep-lat].

[41] L. Leskovec, S. Meinel, M. Pflaumer, and M. Wagner, “Lattice QCD investigation of a doubly-bottom b̄b̄ud tetraquark
with quantum numbers I(JP ) = 0(1+),” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 1, (2019) 014503, arXiv:1904.04197 [hep-lat].
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