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We systematically explore their electromagnetic characteristics to improve our understanding of
the quark-gluon dynamics underlying the complex and controversial nature of multiquark systems.
In this study, the magnetic dipole moments of DΣc, DΣ∗

c and D∗Σc doubly-charmed pentaquarks
are extracted, which are directly related to the inner organization of the relevant states. The mag-
netic dipole moments of these states have been evaluated employing the QCD light-cone sum rules
technique with isospin spin-parity I(JP) = 1

2 ( 1
2

−), I(JP) = 1
2 ( 3

2
−) and I(JP) = 1

2 ( 3
2

−), for DΣc, DΣ∗
c

and D∗Σc doubly-charmed pentaquarks respectively. Our predictions for the magnetic dipole mo-
ment µDΣc = 2.98+0.76

−0.54 µN for the DΣc pentaquark, µDΣ∗
c

= 1.65+0.45
−0.34 µN for the DΣ∗

c pentaquark,
and µD∗Σc = −3.63+0.79

−0.60 µN for the D∗Σc pentaquark. Furthermore, we have also extracted the
electric quadrupole and the magnetic octupole moments of the DΣ∗

c and D∗Σc doubly-charmed
pentaquarks. These values show a non-spherical charge distribution. As a by-product, the magnetic
dipole moments of the isospin- 3

2 partners associated with these doubly-charmed pentaquarks have
also been determined. The magnetic dipole moments are calculated as follows: µDΣc = 3.78+0.94

−0.70 µN ,
µDΣ∗

c
= 2.08+0.57

−0.43 µN , µD∗Σc = −4.59+0.99
−0.76 µN for the isospin- 3

2 partners DΣc, DΣ∗
c and D∗Σc

doubly-charmed pentaquarks, respectively. We hope that our predictions of the magnetic dipole
moments of the doubly-charmed pentaquarks, in conjunction with the results of other theoretical
investigations of the spectroscopic parameters and decay widths of these intriguing pentaquarks, will
prove valuable in the search for these states in future experiments and in elucidating the internal
structure of these pentaquarks.

I. INTRODUCTION

The conventional quark model is unable to explain the exotic hadrons, such as the compact multiquark states
and hadronic molecular states. These states have become a central topic in hadron physics and have been the
subject of considerable research over the past three decades. In particular, several hidden-charm pentaquarks have
been discovered, including the Pc(4380), Pc(4450), Pc(4440), Pc(4457), Pc(4312), Pcs(4459), and Pcs(4338) [1–4].
Given that these states contain at least five quarks (cc̄udd or cc̄uds), they are ideal candidates for the hidden-
charm pentaquarks. In 2021, the LHCb Collaboration reported observation of a first doubly charmed tetraquark
state T+

cc(3875) in the D0D0π+ mass spectrum [5, 6]. The simplest assumption on its valence quark component is
ccūd̄ and spin-parity quantum numbers were determined to be JP = 1+. Following the experimental discoveries,
several theoretical interpretations were put forth to elucidate them, including the compact states, hadronic molecular
states, kinematical effects, and so on [7–22]. Nevertheless, despite the considerable efforts made, the substructures
and quantum numbers of these multiquark states remain one of the most challenging and significant questions in
high-energy physics.

The discovery of the T+
cc(3875) tetraquark state will provide a novel avenue for the search for additional states beyond

the conventional hadrons. If the T+
cc(3875) is indeed the doubly-charmed tetraquark state, it is also possible that the

doubly-charmed pentaquarks may exist. The aforementioned argument follows a similar logic to that which was
employed in the prediction of the hidden-charm pentaquarks, given the existence of the hidden-charm tetraquarks. In
light of the lack of evidence supporting the existence of doubly-charmed pentaquarks, it becomes crucial to investigate
the reasons behind this apparent absence. To date, theoretical studies have been conducted to examine the potential
existence of doubly-charmed pentaquarks [22–36]. The results of the studies conducted indicate that the doubly-
charmed pentaquarks are lie below the relevant meson-baryon threshold and they maybe form the bound states. In
comparison to doubly-charm baryons, doubly-charm pentaquarks are expected to have a larger mass. Nevertheless,
the intricate interactions within multiquark states may result in a reduction in mass, potentially complicating the
distinction between traditional baryons and pentaquarks solely based on mass. An investigation of these states’ other
properties, including electromagnetic properties, may provide insights into their internal composition.
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The electromagnetic multipole moments represent measurable quantities that may offer significant insights into the
quark-gluon composition of hadrons and their fundamental nature, including their underlying dynamics. In the electro-
or photo-production of pentaquarks, the magnetic dipole moments of the pentaquarks have a significant impact on
both the differential and total cross-sections. Consequently, it is of paramount importance to determine the magnetic
dipole moments of the pentaquarks to verify their nature. While the electromagnetic properties of pentaquarks
have not been as extensively studied experimentally or theoretically as their mass spectra, production properties,
quantum numbers, and decay behavior, they have gained increasing interest as key parameters in understanding
states with controversial internal structures [37–59]. In this study, therefore, we employ the QCD light-cone sum
rules to study the magnetic dipole moments of the D(∗)Σ(∗)

c states, considering that these pentaquarks are DΣc,
D∗Σc, and DΣ∗

c molecular configurations with isospin-spin-parity I(JP) = 1
2 ( 1

2
−), I(JP) = 1

2 ( 3
2

−), and I(JP) = 1
2 ( 3

2
−),

respectively. Among the numerous tools available for calculating non-perturbative parameters, the QCD light-cone
sum rule represents a highly efficient approach [60–62]. In the context of QCD light-cone sum rules, the correlation
function will be calculated on two sides. The first of these is referred to as the "hadronic side", while the second is
the "QCD side". According to the principle of quark-hadron duality, computations of these two representations will
be coordinated. This enables the derivation of sum rules for magnetic dipole moments at the hadronic level.

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduction, the QCD light-cone sum rules for the magnetic dipole
moments of the DΣc, D∗Σc, and DΣ∗

c pentaquarks are derived in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we present the corresponding
numerical results. The manuscript ends with a summary in Sec. IV.

II. THE METHOD OF CALCULATING THE MAGNETIC DIPOLE MOMENTS

The QCD light-cone sum rules for the magnetic dipole of the spin-1/2 and spin-3/2 doubly-charmed pentaquarks
(Pcc → JP = 1

2
−, P∗

cc → JP = 3
2

−) can be extracted from the analysis of the following two-point correlation functions
in a weak external electromagnetic field, denoted by γ,

Π(p, q) = i

∫
d4xeip·x⟨0|T

{
JPcc(x)J̄Pcc(0)

}
|0⟩γ , (1)

Πµν(p, q) = i

∫
d4xeip·x⟨0|T

{
J

P∗
cc

µ (x)J̄P∗
cc

ν (0)
}

|0⟩γ , (2)

where JPcc(x) and JP∗
cc(x) are the interpolating currents of the corresponding states. The relevant interpolating

currents required for our analysis in the framework of the QCD light cone sum rule are given by the formulas

JDΣc(x) = − 1√
3

| D+Σ+
c ⟩ −

√
2
3 | D0Σ++

c ⟩ = − 1√
3

[
d̄d(x)iγ5c

d(x)
][
εabcuaT

(x)Cγαd
b(x)γαγ5c

c(x)
]

−
√

2
3

[
ūd(x)iγ5c

d(x)
][
εabcuaT

(x)Cγαu
b(x)γαγ5c

c(x)
]
, (3)

J
DΣ∗

c
µ (x) = − 1√

3
| D+Σ∗+

c ⟩ −
√

2
3 | D0Σ∗++

c ⟩ = 1√
3

[
d̄d(x)iγ5c

d(x)
][
εabcuaT

(x)Cγµd
b(x)cc(x)

]
−

√
2
3

[
ūd(x)iγ5c

d(x)
][
εabcuaT

(x)Cγµu
b(x)cc(x)

]
, (4)

JD∗Σc
µ (x) = 1√

3
| D∗+Σ+

c ⟩ −
√

2
3 | D∗0Σ++

c ⟩ = − 1√
3

[
d̄d(x)γµc

d(x)
][
εabcuaT

(x)Cγαd
b(x)γαγ5c

c(x)
]

−
√

2
3

[
ūd(x)γµc

d(x)
][
εabcuaT

(x)Cγαu
b(x)γαγ5c

c(x)
]
. (5)

In this study, the corresponding interpolating currents are constructed with the definite isospins to couple with the
color singlet-singlet type doubly-charmed pentaquarks rather than with undesired effects such as the meson-baryon
scattering states or thresholds. This crucial step in resolving the puzzle surrounding the doubly-charmed pentaquarks
serves to enhance the precision and reliability of these analyses.

Following the methodology of the QCD light-cone sum rule, the correlation function is first expressed as a function
of the physical parameters of the hadron. In the context of hadron parameters, a complete set of hadronic states
with the same quantum numbers as the interpolating currents JPcc(x) and JP∗

cc(x) are inserted into the correlation
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functions. The dispersion relation allows for the correlation functions to be written as

ΠHad(p, q) = ⟨0 | JPcc(x) | Pcc(p, s)⟩
[p2 −m2

Pcc
] ⟨Pcc(p, s) | Pcc(p+ q, s)⟩γ

⟨Pcc(p+ q, s) | J̄Pcc(0) | 0⟩
[(p+ q)2 −m2

Pcc
] + · · · , (6)

ΠHad
µν (p, q) = ⟨0 | JP∗

cc
µ (x) | P∗

cc(p, s)⟩
[p2 −m2

P∗
cc

] ⟨P∗
cc(p, s) | P∗

cc(p+ q, s)⟩γ
⟨P∗

cc(p+ q, s) | J̄P∗
cc

ν (0) | 0⟩
[(p+ q)2 −m2

P∗
cc

] + · · · . (7)

To perform further calculations, it is necessary to have access to the matrix elements specified in Eqs. (6) and (7).
These elements can be expressed in terms of the hadronic parameters as follows:

⟨Pcc(p, s) | Pcc(p+ q, s)⟩γ = εµ ν̄(p, s)
[[
f1(q2) + f2(q2)

]
γµ + f2(q2) (2p+ q)µ

2mPcc

]
ν(p+ q, s), (8)

⟨P∗
cc(p, s) | P∗

cc(p+ q, s)⟩γ = −eūµ(p, s)
[
F1(q2)gµνε/− 1

2mP∗
cc

[
F2(q2)gµν + F4(q2) qµqν

(2mP∗
cc

)2

]
ε/q/

+ F3(q2) 1
(2mP∗

cc
)2 qµqνε/

]
uν(p+ q, s), (9)

where ν(p + q, s) and the uµ(p, s) are the spinors of the Pcc state and P∗
cc state, respectively, and; fi’s and Fi’s are

the form factors of the related transitions.
With the help of the above equations, we obtain the following expressions for the hadronic representation of the

correlation functions for magnetic dipole moments:

ΠHad(p, q) =λ2
Pcc
γ5

(
p/+mPcc

)
[p2 −m2

Pcc
] ε

µ

[[
f1(q2) + f2(q2)

]
γµ + f2(q2) (2p+ q)µ

2mPcc

]
γ5

(
p/+ q/+mPcc

)
[(p+ q)2 −m2

Pcc
] , (10)

ΠHad
µν (p, q) =

λ2
P∗

cc

[(p+ q)2 −m2
P∗

cc
][p2 −m2

P∗
cc

]

[
gµνp/ε/q/F1(q2) −mP∗

cc
gµνε/q/F2(q2) − F3(q2)

4mP∗
cc

qµqνε/q/

− F4(q2)
4m3

P∗
cc

(ε.p)qµqνp/q/+ · · ·
]
. (11)

To compute the FM (Q2) and GM (Q2) magnetic form factors, where the FM (q2) and GM (q2) are magnetic form
factors for the Pcc and P ∗

cc pentaquarks, respectively, for these doubly-charmed pentaquarks, it is necessary to express
the form factors in terms of the previously defined Fi(Q2). These expressions are provided below:

FM (q2) = f1(q2) + f2(q2), (12)

GM (q2) =
[
F1(q2) + F2(q2)

]
(1 + 4

5η) − 2
5

[
F3(q2)

]
+

[
F4(q2)

]
η (1 + η) , (13)

where η = − q2

4m2
P∗

cc

. The aforementioned expressions permit the determination of the electromagnetic form factors of

these doubly-charmed pentaquarks. However, as we are working with a real photon (q2 = 0), we require expressions
for these form factors in terms of the magnetic dipole moment. The following expressions provide the relevant details:

µPcc = e

2mPcc

FM (0), µP∗
cc

= e

2mP∗
cc

GM (0), (14)

with FM (0) = f1(0) + f2(0), and GM (0) = F1(0) + F2(0).
In the context of QCD parameters, the quark field is first contracted with Wick’s theorem, and then the operator

product expansion (OPE) is performed. Following the contraction of the quark field operators on the QCD side,
the correlation function is obtained regarding the propagators of both the light and heavy quarks, as well as the
distribution amplitudes (DAs) of the photon. To illustrate, for the DΣc state, the result of these manipulations is
acquired in the following manner:

ΠQCD−DΣc(p, q) = i

3ε
abcεa′b′c′

∫
d4x eip·x

⟨0 |
{

Tr
[
γ5S

dd′

c (x)γ5S
d′d
d (−x)

]
Tr

[
γαS

bb′

d (x)γβS̃
aa′

u (x)
]
(γαγ5S

cc′

c (x)γ5γ
β)

+ 2Tr
[
γ5S

dd′

c (x)γ5S
d′d
u (−x)

]
Tr

[
γαS

bb′

u (x)γβS̃
aa′

u (x)
]
(γαγ5S

cc′

c (x)γ5γ
β)

+ 2Tr
[
γ5S

dd′

c (x)γ5S
d′d
u (−x)

]
Tr

[
γαS

ba′

u (x)γβS̃
ab′

u (x)
]
(γαγ5S

cc′

c (x)γ5γ
β)

}
| 0⟩γ , (15)
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where S̃ij
Q(q)(x) = CSijT

Q(q)(x)C. The relevant light (Sq(x)) and heavy (SQ(x)) quark propagators are expressed in the
following manner [63, 64]:

Sq(x) = Sfree
q (x) − ⟨q̄q⟩

12

(
1 − i

mqx/

4

)
− ⟨q̄q⟩

192 m
2
0x

2
(

1 − i
mqx/

6

)
+ igs G

µν(x)
32π2x2

[
/xσµν + σµν/x

]
, (16)

SQ(x) = Sfree
Q (x) − mQ gs G

µν(x)
32π2

[
(σµνx/+ x/σµν)

K1
(
mQ

√
−x2

)
√

−x2
+ 2σµνK0

(
mQ

√
−x2

)]
, (17)

with

Sfree
q (x) = 1

2πx2

(
i
x/

x2 − mq

2

)
, (18)

Sfree
Q (x) =

m2
Q

4π2

[
K1

(
mQ

√
−x2

)
√

−x2
+ i

x/ K2
(
mQ

√
−x2

)
(
√

−x2)2

]
, (19)

where m0 is defined through the quark-gluon mixed condensate m2
0 = ⟨0 | q̄ gs σµν G

µν q | 0⟩/⟨q̄q⟩, Gµν is the gluon
field-strength tensor, and Ki’s being the modified second type Bessel functions.

In the QCD representation, two distinct contributions to the correlation function can be identified. The first is the
perturbative contribution, which arises when a photon is radiated at short distances. The second is the nonperturbative
contribution, which occurs when a photon is radiated at long distances.

To obtain contributions coming from short distances, it is necessary to use the following formula,

Sfree(x) →
∫
d4y Sfree(x− z) /A(z)Sfree(z) , (20)

and the four propagators that survive in Eq. (15) are considered to be free. This amounts to taking T̄ γ
4 (α) = 0 and

Sγ(α) = δ(αq̄)δ(αq) as the light-cone distribution amplitude in the three particle distribution amplitudes (see Ref.
[65]). To obtain contributions coming from the long distances, it is recommended that the following approach should
be employed,

Sab
αβ(x) → −1

4

[
q̄a(x)Γiq

b(0)
](

Γi

)
αβ
, (21)

and the four propagators that remain in Eq. (15) are considered to be full propagators. Here Γi = {1, γ5, γµ, iγ5γµ,
σµν/2}. When the procedures outlined in Eq. (21) are performed, new expressions, such as ⟨γ(q) |q̄(x)ΓiGαβq(0)| 0⟩
and ⟨γ(q) |q̄(x)Γiq(0)| 0⟩, emerge as prerequisites for the continued analysis. These terms, which are defined by photon
wave functions, are of great importance for the evaluation of long-distance contributions (for details see Ref. [66]).
The computations of the QCD representation of the correlation functions are conducted using the expressions in
Eqs. (15)-(21). These expressions are then transferred to the momentum space through the application of the Fourier
transform. The QCD representation of the magnetic dipole moments is obtained through the application of the
aforementioned, tedious and technical procedures.

One can then establish the QCD light-cone sum rules for the magnetic dipole moments, which are based on the
quark-hadron duality, that the correlation functions obtained at the hadronic and quark-gluonic levels must be equal
to each other. At this point, it is necessary to undertake one additional step. That is to increase the contribution
of the ground state and at the same time reduce the effect of the contributions of the continuum and higher states.
To this end, we have applied the continuum subtraction and Borel transformation techniques following the standard
procedure of the QCD light-cone sum rules approach. The outcomes yielded by the application of the aforementioned
procedures for magnetic dipole moments are as follows:

µDΣc λ
2
DΣc

mDΣc = e
m2

DΣc
M2 ρ1(M2, s0), (22)

µDΣ∗
c
λ2

DΣ∗
c
mDΣ∗

c
= e

m2
DΣ∗

c
M2 ρ2(M2, s0), (23)

µD∗Σc λ
2
D∗Σc

mD∗Σc = e
m2

D∗Σc
M2 ρ3(M2, s0). (24)

As the forms of the ρi(M2, s0) functions are similar, for illustrative purposes, we only present the explicit form of the
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ρ1(M2, s0) function in the following manner:

ρ1(M2, s0) = mc

226 × 32 × 53 × 72π7

[
3(ed + 9eu)

(
149I[0, 7] + 427I[1, 6]

)
+ 5ec

(
239I[0, 7] + 1337I[1, 6]

)]
− m2

c⟨g2
sG

2⟩⟨q̄q⟩f3γ

220 × 33π3 (ed + 9eu)I2[ψa]I[0, 2]

− m2
c⟨q̄q⟩m2

0f3γ

219 × 34 × 5π3 (ed + 9eu)I2[ψa]I[0, 3]

− mc ⟨q̄q⟩2

218 × 32 × 52π3

[
(ed + 9eu)

(
15I[0, 4]hγ [u0] + 2χI[0, 5]φγ [u0]

)]
+ mc ⟨g2

sG
2⟩f3γ

227 × 35 × 5π5 (ed + 9eu)
[
63I1[V] + 80(−9I2[ψa] + 4ψa[u0])

]
I[0, 4]

+ m2
c⟨q̄q⟩f3γ

219 × 34 × 5π3 (ed + 9eu)
[
9
(
I1[V] − 4I2[ψa]

)
I[0, 4] + 22I[0, 4]ψa[u0]

]
+ mc f3γ

224 × 32 × 52 × 72π5 (ed + 9eu)
[(

5I1[V] + 10I2[ψa] + 7ψa[u0]
)
I[0, 6]

]
, (25)

where the I[n,m] and Ii[F ] functions are given as:

I[n,m] =
∫ s0

M
ds sn(s− M)m e−s/M2

,

I1[F ] =
∫
Dαi

∫ 1

0
dv F(αq̄, αq, αg)δ′(αq + v̄αg − u0),

I2[F ] =
∫ 1

0
du F(u)δ′(u− u0), (26)

with M = 4m2
c , and F being the relevant photon DAs.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS OF THE MAGNETIC DIPOLE MOMENTS

In this section, we will perform numerical analyses of the expressions related to the magnetic dipole moments for
doubly-charmed pentaquarks. To do so, we require a set of input parameters, which are presented in Table I. From
sum rules in Eq. (25), it follows that the photon DAs are also required. Their explicit expressions are borrowed from
Ref. [66].

TABLE I. Input parameters in this work [36, 67–70] .
Inputs Values Unit
mc 1.27 ± 0.02 GeV
mDΣc 4.30+0.07

−0.08 GeV
mDΣ∗

c
4.38+0.07

−0.07 GeV
mD∗Σc 4.46+0.08

−0.08 GeV
m2

0 0.8 ± 0.1 GeV2

χ −2.85 ± 0.5 GeV−2

⟨q̄q⟩ (−0.24 ± 0.01)3 GeV3

⟨g2
sG2⟩ 0.48 ± 0.14 GeV4

λDΣc (2.46+0.34
−0.32) × 10−3 GeV6

λDΣ∗
c

(1.61+0.21
−0.20) × 10−3 GeV6

λD∗Σc (3.13+0.41
−0.39) × 10−3 GeV6

In addition to the aforementioned parameters, there are two further parameters to consider: the Borel parameter,
denoted by M2, and the threshold parameter, denoted by s0. The results are analyzed under the standard constraints
of the QCD sum rule method. These constraints are known as pole dominance (PC) and convergence of OPE (CVG)
are expressed in the following manner:

PC = ρi(M2, s0)
ρi(M2,∞) , CVG = ρDimN

i (M2, s0)
ρi(M2, s0) , (27)
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where ρDimN
i (M2, s0) is the highest dimensional term in the OPE of ρi(M2, s0). Following the aforementioned re-

quirements, we have established the working windows for the auxiliary parameters M2 and s0. These intervals are
presented in Table II for the states under study. Additionally, the values of PC and CVG obtained from the analyses
for each state are included in the aforementioned table. For the sake of completeness, Fig. 1 depicts the dependence
of the magnetic dipole moment of the doubly-charmed pentaquarks on the Borel mass parameter, M2, and s0. As can
be observed from this figure, the variation of magnetic dipole moments concerning M2 is relatively stable. Despite
the high variation compared to s0, this variation remains within the error limits of the method employed.

TABLE II. Working regions of s0 and M2 together with the PC and CVG for the magnetic dipole moments of the doubly-
charmed pentaquarks.

Pentaquarks s0 (GeV2) M2 (GeV2) PC (%) CVG (%)

DΣc 23.0 − 25.0 2.5 − 3.1 37.66 < 2.0

DΣ∗ 23.8 − 25.8 2.7 − 3.3 34.52 < 2.5

D∗Σc 24.6 − 26.6 3.0 − 3.6 33.08 < 2.5

After the numerical analyses, we collect the predicted magnetic moments for JP = 1
2

− and 3
2

− doubly-charmed
pentaquarks are presented in Table III. For completeness, the electric quadrupole and magnetic magnetic octupole
moments of the JP = 3

2
− doubly-charmed pentaquarks are also included. The errors in the results can be attributed

to the inherent uncertainties associated with the s0 and M2, in addition to the various input parameters enumerated
in Table I, along with the input parameters employed in the photon DAs.

TABLE III. Numerical values of the magnetic dipole moments for the doubly-charmed pentaquarks with isospin-1/2. As a
by-product, the electric quadrupole (Q) and the magnetic octupole (O) moments of the relevant pentaquarks are also given.

Pentaquarks µ (µN ) Q (fm2)(×10−2) O (fm3)(×10−3)

DΣc 2.98+0.76
−0.54 - -

DΣ∗
c 1.65+0.45

−0.34 −2.09+0.36
−0.33 −0.09+0.02

−0.02

D∗Σc −3.63+0.79
−0.60 −0.79+0.15

−0.13 1.07+0.11
−0.09

Several key points can be summarized from the numerical results presented in Table III:
• The initial observation from the analysis is that the D(∗)0Σ(∗)++

c component of the interpolating current provides
the primary contribution. This contribution is approximately 90% for the DΣc and DΣ∗

c pentaquarks, while in the
case of D∗Σc it is approximately 80%.

• When we analyze the individual quark contributions (this can be done with the help of the charge factors eu,
ed, and ec), we find that: In the DΣc case, the magnetic moment is governed by light quarks (terms proportional to
eu (90%) and ed (10%)). In contrast, in the DΣ∗

c case, the opposite is true, with the c-quark (terms proportional to
ec (88%)) governing the analysis. Finally, in the case of the D∗Σc, both light and heavy quarks contribute almost
equally to the results, with the former contributing terms proportional to ec (53%), secondly the contributing terms
proportional to eu (40%), and the least contributing terms proportional to ed (7%).

• The results of the magnetic dipole moment sign obtained for the DΣc and DΣ∗
c pentaquarks are positive, while the

sign of the D∗Σc pentaquark is negative. The main reason for this may be that different diquark components of the
interpolating currents used in the calculations produce different results in the analysis. Upon a detailed examination of
the analysis, it has been determined that the terms contributing the most to the DΣc and DΣ∗

c states are proportional
to those with positive signs, whereas, in the D∗Σc state, the terms contributing the most are proportional to those
with negative signs. This discrepancy in the signs of these pentaquarks has been observed.
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• The magnitude of magnetic dipole moments may be employed to provide insights into the experimental accessibility
of such entities. The magnetic dipole moments obtained for the doubly-charmed molecular pentaquarks are notably
large, a consequence of the double electric charge. Their magnitude suggests that these results may be accessible in
future experiments.

• The results obtained for the higher multipole moments are found to be non-zero, which suggests that the charge
distributions of the DΣ∗

c and D∗Σc pentaquarks are non-spherical. The electric quadrupole moment sign for the DΣ∗
c

and D∗Σc pentaquarks is predicted to be negative, indicating that the geometric shape of these pentaquarks is oblate.
To ensure the comprehensiveness of the analysis, it is necessary to compare the results obtained with those presented

in the existing literature. In Ref. [59], the magnetic dipole moments of the DΣc, DΣ∗
c , and D∗Σc pentaquarks have

been calculated through the constituent quark model in the molecular configuration. The magnetic dipole moments are
obtained as 1.737µN , 3.163µN , and 1.178µN for the DΣc, DΣ∗

c , and D∗Σc pentaquarks, respectively. A comparison of
the quark model results with those obtained in this study reveals significant discrepancies, indicating that the results
are incompatible with each other. The discrepancy in the results may be attributed to the use of different models
and interactions, as well as the consideration of different sets of parameters. To get a more conclusive picture of these
results, further studies are encouraged.

TABLE IV. Numerical values of the electromagnetic multipole moments for the doubly-charmed pentaquarks with isospin-3/2.

Pentaquarks µ (µN ) Q (fm2)(×10−2) O (fm3)(×10−3)

DΣc 3.78+0.94
−0.70 - -

DΣ∗
c 2.08+0.57

−0.43 −2.64+0.46
−0.40 −0.12+0.03

−0.03

D∗Σc −4.59+0.99
−0.76 −1.00+0.18

−0.17 1.35+0.14
−0.12

As a final step of our analyses in this study, we have also presented the results of the magnetic dipole and higher
multipole moments of the isospin-3/2 partners of these double-charmed pentaquarks. The results are listed in Table
IV. It should be noted that the masses of both isospin-1/2 and isopin-3/2 doubly-charmed pentaquarks have been
obtained to be identical [36]. Nevertheless, the results of the magnetic dipole and higher multipole moment calculations
differ by approximately 27% to 33%. As known well, the magnetic dipole moments of the hadrons usually may reflect
their inner structures. Therefore, the magnetic dipole and higher multipole moment results presented in this study
may be used to distinguish between isospin-1/2 and isospin-3/2 doubly-charmed pentaquarks.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING NOTES

To gain insight into the nature of the controversial and as yet incompletely understood exotic states, we are
conducting a comprehensive investigation into their electromagnetic properties. The magnetic dipole moment of a
hadron represents a fundamental aspect of the dynamical properties of the state and contains significant information
regarding its deeper underlying structure. Motivated by the discoveries of the hidden-charm pentaquarks, the doubly-
charmed T+

cc(3875) state, the magnetic dipole moments of the isospin eigenstate of DΣc, DΣ∗
c and D∗Σc doubly-

charmed pentaquarks are extracted, which are directly related to the inner organization of the relevant states. The
magnetic dipole moments of these states have been evaluated through the QCD light-cone sum rules technique with
isospin spin-parity I(JP ) = 1

2 ( 1
2

−), I(JP ) = 1
2 ( 3

2
−) and I(JP ) = 1

2 ( 3
2

−), for DΣc, DΣ∗
c and D∗Σc doubly-charmed

pentaquarks respectively. The magnetic dipole moments obtained for the doubly-charmed molecular pentaquarks
are notably large, a consequence of the double electric charge. Their magnitude suggests that these results may
be accessible in future experiments. Furthermore, we have also extracted the electric quadrupole and the magnetic
octupole moments of the DΣ∗

c and D∗Σc doubly-charmed pentaquarks. The results obtained for the higher multipole
moments are found to be non-zero, indicating that the charge distributions of the DΣ∗

c and D∗Σc pentaquarks are
non-spherical. As it is known, the electric quadrupole moment allows for the acquisition of information regarding the
geometric shape of the system under study. The electric quadrupole moment sign for the DΣ∗

c and D∗Σc pentaquarks
is predicted to be negative, indicating that the geometric shape of these pentaquarks is oblate.

The electromagnetic characteristics of the pentaquarks with doubly-charm can be employed to ascertain substantial
knowledge regarding the size and geometric shape of the hadrons. To interpret the properties of hadrons concerning
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quark-gluon degrees of freedom, it is essential to determine the physical observables in question. As a topic with
significant potential for research, the electromagnetic properties of unconventional states warrant further attention
from both experimental and theoretical researchers, which can enrich our understanding of the true nature of hadronic
unconventional states. This can also deepen our understanding of the complex and elusive non-perturbative character
of the strong interaction in the low-energy regime.
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FIG. 1. The magnetic dipole moments of the doubly-charmed pentaquarks versus M2 (left panel), and s0 (right panel).
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