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Abstract

We study charmless two-body baryonic B decays using the topological amplitude approach.
We extend a previous work to include all ground state octet and decuplet final states with full
topological amplitudes. Relations on rates and CP asymmetries are obtained. The number of
independent topological amplitudes is significantly reduced in the large mp asymptotic limit. With
the long awaited B° — pp data, we can finally extract information on the topological amplitudes
and predict rates of all other modes. The predicted rates are in general with uncertainties of a factor
of two by including corrections to the asymptotic relations and from sub-leading contributions. We
point out some modes that will cascadely decay to all charged final states and have large decay
rates. For example, BY — Q~Q~, B~ — pA+tt, B~ — Ap and BY — AA decays are interesting
modes to search for. We find that the B® — pp mode is the most accessible one among octet-
anti-octet final states in the AS = 0 transition. It is not surprise that it is the first B, — BB
mode being observed. With the detection of 7 and/or v many other unsuppressed modes can be
searched for. The predicted BY — pp rate is several order smaller than the present experimental
result. The central value of the experimental result can be reproduced only with unnaturally scaled
up “subleading contributions”, which will affect other modes including the B® — pp decay. We
need more data to clarify the situation. The analysis presented in this work can be systematically

improved when more measurements on decay rates become available.



I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, following the observation of B~ — A(1520)p decay [1], LHCb collaboration

found the evidence for the charmless two-body baryonic mode, B® — pp, with [2]

B(B" — pp) = 14784048 x 1075, (1)
and also obtained

B(B; — pp) = (2.841161015) x 107" (2)

The present experimental situation for charmless two-body baryonic decay rates is shown in
Table [[] [IH5]. Many three-body baryonic modes have been observed [6], and show threshold
enhancement behavior, with the baryon pair moving colinearly, in their spectra. It has been
conjectured that the threshold enhancement is the underlying reason of the large three body
rates from the two-body ones [7]. The rates and threshold enhancement can be understood
and reproduced theoretically with factorization approach right after the observations of some
of the three-body modes [8HIH]. For reviews, see [16, [17].

On the other hand, progress on the study of two-body modes is slow and on a smaller
scale [16, I7]. The two-body baryonic decays are in general non-factorizable, which makes
the theoretical study difficult. In general, one has to resort to model calculations. There
are pole model [11, 18-20], sum rule [2I], diquark model [22 23] and flavor symmetry
related [24H27] studies. Predictions from various models usually differ a lot, and explicit
calculations usually give too large rates on the charmless modes. For example, all existing
predictions on B — pp rate are off by several order of magnitude comparing to the LHCb
result [2, [16, [17].

Given that direct computation is not reliable at this moment, it is thus useful to use
symmetry related approach to relate modes and make use of the newly measured B — pp
rate to give information on other modes. In [9], we use the quark diagram or the so-called
topological approach, which was proposed in and has been used extensively in mesonic
modes [28-32] (for a recent review, see [16]), to the charmless two-body baryonic decays
and obtained predictions on relative rates. In fact, the same approach was also applied
to charmful baryonic B® — Afp decay [27]. Note that the quark diagram approach is
closely related to the SU(3) flavor symmetry [28| B31], 33]. It is important to stress that the



TABLE I: Current experimental status of rates of two-body baryonic modes. Upper limits are at

90% C.L..

Mode B(107%) Reference
B~ — AR < 32 3]
B~ — Ap < 32 3]
B~ — AAT < 82 [4]
B~ — A% <138 5]
B~ — pAFF <14 [5]

B = pp LATET00 2

B — AAD <93 [

BS = pp 2.8477 637008 2

topological approach does not rely on any factorization assumption and, hence, is applicable
to the study of non-factorizable decay modes, such as charmless two-body baryonic modes
that we are interested to in this study. With the evidence on the B° — pp mode, it is timely
to revisit the subject. In this work we will extend the previous work to include all topological
amplitudes, where only dominant ones were considered previously [9]. We can now make
use of the newly observed B — pp rate to extract information on decay amplitudes and
proceed to provide predictions on rates of all other charmless two-body baryonic modes of
ground state octet and decuplet baryons.

As a first step towards numerical study, we use asymptotic relations in the large mpg
limit [34] to relate various topological amplitudes [9]. The number of independent amplitudes
are significantly reduced. It should be note that the same technics has been used in the
study of the three-body case [I1], 13| [14]. It leads to encouraging results. For example, the
experiment finding of B(Apr—) > B(X%7~) [35] can be understood [I4] and three-body
decay spectra are consistent with the QCD counting rule [36] expectations. Due to the large
energy release, we expect the asymptotic relations to work even better in the two-body
case than in the three-body case. The smallness of two-body decay rates may due to some
1/m?% suppression as expected from QCD counting rules. We will extract the asymptotic
amplitude from the B — pp data.

We then try to relax the asymptotic relations and estimate uncertainties on rates. As we



shall see, with the present situation, rates can only be predicted or estimated at best within a
factor of two following the above procedure. However, even order of magnitude estimation on
rates is useful, as it can single out several prominent modes that our experimental colleagues
may be interested to search for. Furthermore, the results can be systematically improved
when the measurements of other modes become available in the future.

The layout of this paper is as following. In Sec. II, we give our formulation for baryonic
decays modes, including all ground state decuplet-decuplet, octet-decuplet and octet-octet
final states. Full topological amplitudes are given for these charmless two-body baryonic
modes. Asymptotic relations are provided at the end of the section. In Sec. III, we discuss
the phenomenology of the charmless two-body baryonic decays. Relations on rates and Acp
using the full topological amplitudes are obtained. We give predictions on all charmless
two-body baryonic modes with the input from the B° — pp data. Some suggestion on the
experimental searching are put forward. In Sec IV we give the conclusion followed by three
appendices on a brief derivation of the asymptotic relations, the decomposition of amplitudes

into independent amplitudes and a collection of baryon decay rates.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we first develop the formalism of topological amplitudes of charmless two-
body baryonic B, 4 decays. The full amplitudes of all ground state octet (B) and decuplet
(D) baryon final states are given using the formulas. Simplification can be obtained in the
large mp limit and the asymptotic forms of the amplitudes will be shown before we end this

section.

A. Effective Hamiltonian for topological decay amplitudes of charmless two-body

baryonic B decays

The effective weak Hamiltonian for charmless B decays is [37]

{ Z quV* (107 + 205 — ViV, Zcz Z}+H.c., (3)

r=u,Cc

where ¢ = d, s, and

Of = (rb)v-a(qr)v-a, O = (Tabs)v—a(qsra)v-a,
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FIG. 1: Pictorial representation of (a) 1" (tree), (b) P (penguin), (c) E (W-exchange), (d) A
(annihilation), (e) PA (penguin annihilation) and (f) Pgw (electroweak penguin) amplitudes in B
to baryon pair decays. These are flavor flow diagrams. We use subscript and superscript according

to the field convention. For example, we assign a subscript (superscript) to the initial (final) state

7")

anti-quark G, (g
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3 _ 3, _
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with O3_g the QCD penguin operators, O;_19 the electroweak penguin operators, and

(7q)vea = @v.(1 + £75)¢. The next-to-leading order Wilson coefficients,

cp = 1.081, co = —0.190, c3 = 0.014, ¢4 = —0.036, c5 = 0.009, ¢ = —0.042,

Cr = —0.0llC(EM, Cg — OO600&EM, Cog — —1.254OJEM, Cio = 022305EM7 (5)

are evaluated in the naive dimensional regularization scheme at scale p = 4.2GeV [38].

We will concentrate on the flavor structure of the effective Hamiltonian first. We fol-
low the approach of [9]. As shown in Fig. [l we have tree (T'), penguin (P), electroweak
penguin(Pgy ), W-exchange (£) annihilation and penguin annihilation (PA) amplitudes.
It is straightforward to obtain the coefficients of these topological amplitudes. We recall
that for the b — uud and b — ¢gd processes, the tree (O = Oy ), penguin (Op = O3z_¢)

and electroweak penguin (Opwp = O7_19) operators have the following flavor quantum

numbers [see Eqs. and ([4))]

Or ~ (ab)(du) = H;*(Gb)(Gxq’),  Op ~ (db)(@q") = H"(@b)(@iq"),
Opwp ~ Q;(db)(q;¢°) = HEW;k(Cfib)(quj%
H}* =1=H? Hpw}* = Q;0} otherwise H* = Hpy'" = H* =0, (6)

respectively. 1 Note that the above equations also apply to the |[AS| = 1 case, with d,
H{? =1 = H? and HEW?’“ = QjcS;»“ replaced by s, H{®* = 1 = H? and HEW?’“ = Qjcﬂ?,
respectively.

We are now ready to proceed to B to decuplet-anti-decuplet decays. A decuplet with
¢:q:q: flavor as shown in Fig. [1|is produced by a Dy field, while a decuplet with ¢'¢’ g™ flavor
is created by a D™ field, where D™ is the familiar decuplet field with D' = AT+ D12 =
A+/V3, D2 = A°/\/3, D22 = A—, D' = 5= /\/3, D' = 50/\/G, D = 5 /\/3,
D133 = =0 //3 D? = =%~ /\/3 and D?* = Q~ (see, for example [39]). Hence by using the

correspondent rule, we have
Heg = 6Tpp BrH"DijyDV"™ + 2P By H* Dy D™ + 6 Epys BiH "Dy D™
+6App Bill" Dy D™ + 6P Apg BiH D1y D™ + 6 Pryyrys B H ity ;D D™,
(7)

! Note that Hi*(= H*) does not lead to any additional term.
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with B,, = (B *,EO,ES). Without lost of generality, the pre-factors before the above terms
are assigned for latter purpose.
For B to octet-anti-decuplet baryonic decays, the anti-decuplet part is as before, while

for the octet part, we have [39]

30 A +
ﬁ + % Dy P
B = > —% + % n , (8)
=- =0 /24

and note that the BJ has the flavor structure P Pteapr — %c%'ch“qb [39]. To match the

flavor of ¢;qrqi, ¢'¢7q™ final states as shown in Fig. , we use

=1 =250 =1
Gaqi — €ikaB;, €iaBis (€arilB;),

qPq" — '8y, B (B, 9)

as corresponding rules in obtaining H.g. Since not all terms shown in the above equation
are independent, €;oB; + €iuBy + €auB; = 0 = 9°B + ElmeZ + ebjmgé, for each of the
qrq;jq and '@ q" configurations we only need two independent terms. To be specific those
in the parentheses in Eq. @ will not be used.
To obtain the effective Hamiltonian for the B — BD decays, we replace Dy, in Eq.
by (B1)ir = €iraB; and (Ba)ix = €auB; and get
Het = —V6T, 55 B H ¥ e B D™ — 2v/6 Tyys5 By HiF €01a By D™
_\/épr EmerkmE?Dlim - \/EEBﬁ PkH;kEilag;Dmlj - \/6A35 EiH;kEklaB;Dmlj
_\/EPIEWBﬁ EmHEW;kEikaB?,Dljm - 2\/6 PQEWB@ EmHEW;kGQkZB?DUm, (10)
where some pre-factors are introduced for later purpose. Note that terms obtained with
the replacement D — B, from penguin, exchange and annihilation topologies of Eq. are
vanishing. We have two tree, one penguin, one exchange, one annihilation, two electroweak
penguin and no penguin annihilation amplitudes. For example, penguin annihilation ampli-

tude cannot exist in this case as the decuplet is symmetric in flavor index, while the octet

part comes in through antisymmetric combination.
For the B — DB case, by replacing DY™ in Eq. by (By)im = €9PBm and (By)l™ =

™ B! we have
Heff = — \/6 TIDE EmH;k@iMEUbB;n + \/6 TQDE PmH;kﬁilebijé
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—l—\/éppg B,,H*D, ;"™ Bll) +6 Erg BLH ;kfz‘lm ol B + V6 Apg B, ijimmEbli B
—V6 P pwpB EmHEW§k@iklelijl§n +v6 PygwpB EmHEW;'k@iszbijé. (11)

Without lost of generality, we introduce some pre-factors for later purpose. Note that terms
obtained with the replacement D — B; from penguin, exchange and annihilation topologies
of Eq. are vanishing. We have two tree, one penguin, one exchange, one annihilation,
two electroweak penguin and no penguin annihilation amplitudes.

To obtain B — BB decays effective Hamiltonian, we first replace Dj; and D™ in Eq. (7)
by (By)im = EikaE? and (Ba)in = eale?, and (B))'™ = €WB" and (By)'™ = mB,

respectively, and obtain

Heg = (Heg)11 — (Het)12 + 2(Hesr)21 — 2(Hegt )22,
(Heff)pq = quBE EmHJZk (Bp)ikl(Bq)ljm + quBE EmHk (gp)kil<6q)lim

+quBE FkH;k (Bp)ilm (BQ)mlj + quBE E’LH]Zk (Ep)klm(Bq)mlj

+quEWBE PWHEW;k(Bp)Zkl (Bq)ljm _I— PquBE Ek’Hk(Bp)lmn(Bq)nml7 (12>

where without lost of generality the coefficients in front of (Heg),, are assigned for
later purpose. Using identities, —2(B;)pa(B1)"™ = (Bo)ra(B1)'™ = —2(Bs)ru(Ba)"™,
—2(B1)1mn (B1)™™ = (B1)imn(B2)"™ = (B2)imn(B1)"™ = —2(B3)1mn(B2)™™, and redefind-
ing topological fields, 2 we finally get

Heg = Tipp PmijEikaB?EUbB? —Tysp EmH;k€ikaB?€bijll;
+20 355 B Hj €aaBi €' By — 2T 55 B ear B €™ B,
~5P 55 B H" 1By €' By — Py B H"e4iaBy "™ B,
~5E, 5 BiH citaB ™" B) — oy BiH;' ciraB,, e By,
~54, 55 BiH} e1a By, B) — Agysg Bil}" €110 B, " By,
+P pwiB EmHEW;keikaB?aij? — PopwiB EmHEwékeikaB?Ebijé
2P, oy 55 B Hw eaniBi €° By — 2P, pyyis5 B Hw | araB; €™ By

—3PAgg BrH €10 B "™ B}, (13)

2 Explicitly, we redefine Tisg = T15 Lo = Tioss T3 = Toiss Liss = Tyopp (and similarly for
P rowis) —9Pisg = Piigg — 4Ps155 — 2Psos5 Posg = Piosg (and similarly for A,z and E, %) and

*3PABE = PAnsﬁ + 2PA1zBE - 4PA21BE - QPAzzng'



We have four tree, two penguin, two exchange, one annihilation and four electroweak penguin

amplitudes.
All of the above results are for AS = 0 transitions. For AS = —1 transitions, we use 71",

P’ and so on for the corresponding topological amplitudes.

B. Topological amplitudes of two-body charmless baryonic B decays

Here we collect all the B — DD, DB, BD, BB decay amplitudes expressed in term of
topological amplitudes as obtained using formulas in the previous subsection. These are

some of the main results of this work.

1. B to decuplet-anti-decuplet baryonic decays

The full B — DD decay amplitudes for AS = 0 processes are given by

4
A(B™ = ATATF) = 2V3Ty5 + 2V3Pp5 + —=Pywpp + 2V3 455,

V3

_ 2

- 2
A(B™ = ATAY) = 2V3Pp5 — = Prypp + 2V3 A5,

V3
N — V2
A(B™ = £5F) = V2Tpp +2V2Pp5 + 3 Py +2V2A55,

2V/2
3 PEWDﬁ + 2\/§AD57

AB~ = ¥ 50) = 2V2P = —

_ —%—70 2
A(B — o = 0) = 2PD5 — gPEWDﬁ + 2AD57 (14)

A(BY — ATTATY) = 6B,y + 18P A5,
_ S 4
A(BO — A+A+> = 2TD5 + 2P’D5 + §PEWD5 + 4ED§ + 18PA,D5,
_ - 2
A(BY — A°A%) = 2T 5 + 4Pps + 3 Powop + 2Epp + 18P App,
A(B® = A"A~) = 6Ppp — 2Pyypp + 18P Aps,

_ - 2
A(B" — £HEF) = S6Epp + 18P A,

_ — 1
A(BO N Z*OZ*O> = Tpﬁ + 2PD5 + gPEWDf + QEDf + 18PAD§,

_ . 4
A(B® = £ 57) = 4Ppp — o Poywop + 18P A,



_ — 1
A(B® — EME2%0) = 3 Epp + 18P App,
. 2
AB" - EE) = 2Ppp — §PEWD5 + 18P App,
A(BO — Q_W) = ]_8PADf7
and
_ _ 4
A(Bg — A+E*+) = 205 + 2P55 + gPEWD57
V2

A(BS — A"S*0) = \/§T735 + 2\/§PD5 + ?PEWDf’
_ o P
AB? - A7) = 2\/§P'D5 - ﬁPEWD57
50 *0=%0 \/§
A(BY — 9290) = 2T 5 + 2V2Py5 + ?Pvaﬁa
_ _ 4
A(BY = ¥ =%) = 4Py5 — gPEWD57
2

A(BO ’_‘*—T) = 2\/§PD§ - ﬁpEWDﬁ’
while those for AS = 1 transitions are given by
A(B™ — STATR) = 23T+ 2V3P 5 +

\/_ E WDD

— 2
A(B - SYEF) = VaThs + 23R+ 2P,

A(B™ — E*_F) = 2P£5 3P/EWDD + 2A/DD’

L 2
AB™ — Z5F) = 2T) 5 + 4P}~ + 3P;EWDD + 4455,

— 2
AB™ = E759) = 2v2P5 - \;_PIEWDD +2V2405,
2
A(B™ = QE9) = 2V3P5 - \/§PJ,5WDD +2V3 A0,

_ . 4
A(B" = X7AT) = 2Tpp + 2Ppp + 2 Ppwon:

B o 2
- o 2

A(BO N 2**A—) = 2\/§PD§ - ﬁPEWD57
) - 2
_ —_—— 4

A(B° - E%%) = 4Py5 — gPEWD57

_ _ 2
A(B® = Q=) = 2V3Ppp — 3L EwoD:

10

+2V3 A5,

3 ' EWDD + 2\/§A;>5’

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)



and

A(B] = ATTATF) = 6B+ 18PA 5,
A(BY = ATAY) = 4E 5 +18PA -,
DD’

= 18PA/

DD’

)
)
A(B? — A°AY) = 2E7 =+ 18PA]
A(BY? - ATAY)
)

_ — 4
A(B) — S8 ) = 210 5+ 2P = + §P5EWD5 +4E 5+ 18PA =,

N — 1
A(BY = $9590) = Ths + 2P + - P,

5+ 5Phwop + 2Epp + 18P4;

DD’

_ - 2
A(B! = ¥*5*) = 2P} 5 — ~Pp =+ 18PA]

3 B DD’
A(B} — ZYE90) = 2T =+ 4P 5 + gp,;wm +2E,5 + 18P A5,
A(B) - B E%) = 4P 5 — ;lP,;WDD + 18P A 5,
AB? = Q Q) = 6Ppp — 2Ppypp + 18P A . (19)

2. B to octet-anti-decuplet baryonic decays

The full B — BD decay amplitudes for AS = 0 processes are given by

o 2
A(B™ = pATF) = —V6(T 55 — 2Top) + V6P + 2\/;P1EWBD + V645,

. 24/2
AB™ = n8) = VT +V3Pp + L2 (P pysn — Pysyen) + V2 Agp
_ _ 1
AB™ = X5 F) = —2Tyup — Pgp + g(PwWBﬁ — 6P, pywsp) — Apps
_ = 1
AB™ - X78%0) = —Pgs + 37 1EWBD — App,
2
A(B™ = EE9) = —V2Pg + \g_PlEWBD ~ V2445,
_ 2 1
A(B - AE*+) = E(Twﬁ - T2l’>’5) - \/gpzsﬁ - E(wasﬁ - 2P2EW85) - \/§A3§7
(20)
. _ 2V/2
A(B® = pAF) = —V2(Ty 35 — 2Tysp) + V2Ps5 + —3 Dipwep — V2Egs,
. 2
A(B” = nAY%) = —\@Tw’f + \/§PB§ + T(PIEWBf — 3P pwsp) — \@Ezsfa

A(B® = 2Y5F) = V2E s,

11



_ S 1 1 1
A(BO — ZOE*O) - _\/§T235 - EPL@ + Biﬂ(PlEWBf - 6P2EWB§> - EEB@

_ I 2
AB® - %75%) = —V2Pgp + \é_PmWBDa

A(B® — Z'29) = V2E5,

_ _ 2
AB® - 27E7) = _\/§P35 + \g_PlEWBD’
I 2 3 1 3
A(B” — AYX0) = g(Tmﬁ — Topp) — §PB§ - %(PlEWBf — 2P, pypp) + §E135>
(21)
and
_ _ 2v/2
A(B) — pEt) = —\/§(T165 — 2T555) + \/§P35 + TPIEWBf?
_ _ 2
A(B) = n¥*) = =T 35+ Pgp + g(PwWBf — 3P, pwisp)

i} _ 1

A(BY = £°20) = —2Typ5 — Pyp + g(PmWBf — 6P,y 55),

V2

A(Bg —YTE) = _\/EPBf + ?PlEWva
— e — 2
A(BS —Z707) = _\/EPBﬁ + \/;PlEWBDa
_ 9 1
A(Bg — A:*O) = %(Twﬁ - TzBﬁ) - \/§ng - ﬁ(PlEWBf - 2P2EWB§)a (22)

while those for AS = 1 transitions are given by

_ -~ 2
AB™ = S7E) = VT~ 2Mhep) ~ V3P4~ 2 2Plpyam — Vil

_ — 1
A(B™ = £OA%) = —T 5+ 2T} s + 2P + 3Plewes + 245,
I V2
AB™ = X7AY) = \/_PL/;D PllEWBD + \/_A/BD’

N 2v/2
A(B %:OEH) = \/§T1,BD \/—PI;D 3 <P1,EWBD 3P2/EWBD) \/§A2357

A(B™ = E780) = P — 3P1/EWBD + Ayp

A(B_ — AE) = TIIBD + 2T, PI,EWBD 4P2/EWBD)

1
255) ~ \/g( (23)

1
\/g(

A(BY — XTAT) = \/§<T1/BD 275 5p) — \/ipzlaﬁ \?)/_Pl/EWBD’

_ 1
0 0
AB? = 2PA%) = T + 2Ty55 + 2655 + S Pl pwwn

2BD

12



A(B® — %~
A(B® — 29%90) = T/

AB* - =27%) =

and
A(B? — pAT)
A(B? — nAY)

A(BY = x5

2

A7) = \/EPZ’@ - §P1/EW35>
18D PL/@ - g( {EWBf o SPQ/EWBf)’
\/épzlsf B \f 1/EW35>
A(BO — AF) - \}§<T1/BD + 2T2/B§) - ﬁ( 1/EW35 - 4P2/EW35)7
= —V2Eg,
= —V2E,
= \/§<T1/35 - 2T2/35) - \/ﬁpz/sf o 2\3/§ {EWBf + \/§E/Bf’
1

A(B — $053)

= ——=(T}gp — 2T35p) + V2Pjp +

V2
V2
= ﬁpéﬁ T3 {EWBf’

2v/2
3 ( 1/EW35 - 3P2/EW65) + \/EEQS@

1 1
3\/§P1,EW65 o EEZSB

= V2T — V2P -

V2
= \/ﬁpéf T3 1,EW85’

1
= — (T =+ 2T!

\/6 1BD 285) -

3. B to decuplet-anti-octet baryonic decays

The full B — DB decay amplitudes for AS = 0 processes are given by

A(B~ — A%)
A(B~ — A™n)
A(B™ — ©%)

A(B™ — ¥*7X0)

V2
= \/§T1DE - \/§PDE + ?(SplEW’DE + PQEWDE) - ﬁA’DE?

2
- _\/EPDE + gPQEWDE - \/EADEv

= —Typg + Ppp —
1
= _PDE+§P2EWDE_ADE=

V2
?P 2oEWDB T \/§ADE’

1
§(3P1EWDE + Pypwog) T Aps

= \@PDE_

1
= \/gppﬁ - 7P2EWDE + \/§ADEa

V3

13

1 3
%( 1/EW85 — 4P, ZIEWBf) + \/;E;SD'

(24)

(25)

(26)



_ 24/2
AB® = Atp) = \/§T2DB + \/EPDE + \?)/_P2EWDB - ﬂEDE?

_ - V2
A(BO - AO”) - \/§<T1DE + T2DE) + \/§PDE + ?(SPUEWDE + 2P2EWDE) - \/§EDE’

AB® — SEF) = V2ELg,
- == 1 1 1

ABY — %0 = T,z — —=Ppz + —=(3P, 5+ P z) — —=Epg,
( ) \/§ 1DB \/5 DB 3\/5( 1EWDB 2EW"DB) \/5 DB

_ _ 2
AB’ = ¥7%7) = _\/§PDB + \é—P2EWDB7
A(BY — =20 = \/§EDE,
V2

A<BO ETET) = _\/§PDE + ?PQEWDE7

_ “0~ 1 3 1 3
A(BO —- X OA) = _%(Twé + 2T2DE) - \/;PDB - %(PIEWDE + P2EWDE) + \/;EDBa

(27)

and

I 23
A(Bg — ATYH) = —V2T, Typg \/_PDE TP2EWD37

_ _ 1
A(BS — AOEO) = Typg +2Pp + §P2EWDE7

— 2
A<Bg — ATYT) = \/EPDE - \/;PQEWDB7
_ w0=r 1
A(Bg — 2 050) = _(TwE + TQDE) - PDE - §(3P1EWDE + 2P2EWDE)a

_ — V2
A(BO = XTET) = \/§PDE - ?PZEWDE7

_ _ 1 1
A(Bg - AOA) - _E(QTwE + TQDE) - %(QPUEWDE + PzEWDE)v (28)

while those for AS = 1 transitions are given by

Al

1
— P = 3P DB

AB™ — Z*OT’) =T PE T 3( 1EWDB

1DB + P,

2EWDB)

AB™ =¥ 7m) = —V2Pj g+ -~ V2 — V24,5,

3 2EWDB

V2

A(B™ = Z57) = —V2T {5+ V2Pp5 — =5

(3P1,EWDE + PQIEWDB) + ﬁA,DE?

_ ——— 1
AB™ = 27X = =P+ 3P2/EWDB Abs:

AB™ = Q2 = \/EP{DB - \/;PIEWDB + \/EAIDE7

A(B~ = E"A) = V3P 5 — +VBALL, (29)

\/_ 2EWDB
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2v/2

A(B® = ©**p) = \/§T2,’DE + \/51%3 + 3 — Papwop
A(B” = 1) = iy + Ty + Phs + 5Pl + 2Phayo)
A(BO - E*O@) = TIIDB Pl DB + §(3P,EW’DB + P2/EWDB)
AB® - =Z7%) = _\@le)E + \sz/EWD&
AB® - Q7E7) = V6P + \/§P2EWDB>
A(B  Z8) = == (Tip + i) ~ V3Pl = =(Plpurs + Pl (30)

A(B? — A'p) = —V2E],
A(B? — A'm) = —V2E

2v2 .,

e
B 3775) = Bl VB - 5

2EWDB + \/_ DB’
1
- \/— QDB + \/_ \/§P2/EWDE B ﬁl%ﬁ’
V2
Pl

A(BO - E*_F) = \/§P1’)E 3 ' 2EWDB’

_ - V2
A(Bg - = 0:0) = _\/i(TIIDE 2DB> \/_Pllazs 3 <3P1/EWDB + 2PIEWDB) + \/_E;?l@
e V2
A(Bg —Z7E7) = \/§P1/>E 3 PZIEWDB’
ABY 5 ) = 0T, Tho) — =Pl Phyo) 4P 61)
V6 V6 2

4. B to octet-anti-octet baryonic decays

The full B — BB decay amplitudes for AS = 0 processes are given by
_ _ 2
AB~ —np) = —T\g5 — 5P 55 + g(PlEWBE — Pspwes + Papwis) — 5A1s6,

A(B™ = X°5F) = V2T5 + ﬁ@PwE — Pygp) + ﬁ(PlEWBE + Popwes + 2Pspwes

1
—2P, pwig) + E(E)AlBE — Aopg);
1
(5P,35 — Popg) — 3\/§<P1EWBE + Popwrs — 4Pspwss — 2Piewss)

(5AlBE - AzBE)a

AB~ - X730 = —

Sl =Sl

15



A(B° — pp)

A(B® — nn)

A(BY — =T8T
A(B® s X°50)

1
—%(53@ + Pysp) — 37\/6(P1EWBB — Popwes — APspwis — 2Pipwss)
1

——=(5A,55 + AosB);

V6
1
—Pypp + 31 2EwEE Aopps
2 1 1
g(TmE - T3BE) - %(5P1BE + P2BB> + %(5P1EWBE + P2EWBE
1
—4P;pvw s + 2P, pwes) — %(SAIBE + Aypsg), (32)

9
—Tosp + 2Lysp + Pogs + 5 apwis — DEgs + Lopp — 9P Aggs

2
—(T\g5 + Tyzg) — (5P gg — Pygg) + g(PlEWBE + Pypwis
—Pypwss — 2Pipwss) + Eosg — 9P Agg,

—5E 55 + Eyps — 9P Ayp,
1
—Tsp5 — 5(513133 — Pygg) — 6(P1EWBE + Popwes + 2Pspwss — 2Pipwss)
1
_5(5E16§ - EQBE) - 9PABEv

1

1
\/g(T?)BE + 2T 55) + ﬁ@ng + Popg) + @(wazsé — PypwiB

1
+2Pspw g + 10P, pwis) — == (5F 55 + Eosp),

2V/3
1
—(5P 55 — Popp) — g(PlEWBE + Popwss — 4Pspwis — 2Pipwss)

—9P Az,

= Eygg — 9P Ayp,
1
PQBE - §P2EWBB - 9PABB’

1 1 1
E(Twé - ngsE) + ﬁ@PwE + Pzst) - m('SPlEWBE + P2EWBE

1
—2Pspwis + 2P, pwes) — m(E)ElBE + Eopg),
1 5
_g(Tm’E + QTQBE - T3BE - 2T4BE) - E(PwE - P2BE)

1 5
+E(5P1EWBE + 7P2EWBB - 2P3EWBE - 10P4EWBE) - 6(E1BE - EzBE)
—9P Ay, (33)
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_ _ 2
A(BS = pXt) = Topp — 2Ty55 — Pops — 3P2EWBB7

1 V2
_ETQBE + \/—PQBB + 5 3 (Popwss — 3PipwsB):

1 1
A(B! = nA) = %(2T16§ + Topg) + \/6<10P188 Pysg)

1 /2
_3\/;<2P1EWBB + Popwes — 2Pspwss — Pipwss)s

] _ 5 1
A(B? — X°2%) = V2(Tyu5 + Tisp) + ﬁPwB + ﬁ(PlEWBE + 2P pwis + 4P pwsE)
o 1
AB} - YZ7) = —bP g+ §<_P1EWBE + 4P pywis + 2P, pwes),
o 2 1
A(Bg - AZO) = _\/;(Twzs + TzBE - T3BE - T4BE> - %(5PIBE - 2P2BE)
3\/—( vewsB T 4Ppwss — 2Pspwis — 4PipwsE) (34)

while those for AS = 1 transitions are given by

A(B™ = ¥%) = \/1§(T1,BB — 2T35) — \}§P2/BB + 3\1/§<3P/EWBB + Pypwes) — ol
AB™ = ¥n) = —Pyp+ ;leEWBB Aps
A(B™ = Z%F) = —T|g5 — 5P/ g5 + i(PllEWBB Pipwes + Pipwss) — 54155
AB™ = 5T = — Pl = 5Pl — WPl — Piswes) ~ 75
AB- = EZA) = 16(5P1/BB 2P, p5) — 3\1/6<P1,EWBB + 2P, s — APspwes — 2P ipwss)
~ 7554 ~ 245)
A(B™ — Ap) = \}E(Tm[s + QTP:BB) \}6(10]31/88 PQIBB) 3\1/6(P1/EWBB PQ/EWBB
—4Ppys + 4P pwe) + \}6(10A’133 Apsp): (35)

i} B 2
A(B® = ¥7p) = Ty — 2T 55 — Pogp — SPQ/EWBB’
_ 1 1
0 0
AB’ = ¥'n) = \/§(T,BB + Ty — 2T s — 2T 55) + EPQ’BE
1
+3\/§(3P/EWBB + 2P 5 5B):

17



o 1 5 V2
A(BO — :020> = 7T1,BE + 7P1,BE - 7( {EWBE - Psl,EWBE + A;EWBE)7
V2 V2 3
o 1 1
A(B" = ="A) = 7! 155 + 2T35) — %(513{35 = 2P5)
L /2 =4 2P P 5P
+§ g( 1EW BB + 2EWBB ' 3EWBB 4EWBE)>
0 ——3'—\ __
AB" — = ) = —5Pjp — g( 'ewes — 4Pspwes — 2PiEwsB):
_ B 1 1
A(B® = Anm) = %(T{BE + Topg + 20555 + 2T)55) + %OOP{BE — Pyyp)
1
_3\/6(P1,EWBE +2 2/EWBE - 4P:;EWBE - 8P41EWBE)’ (36>
and
A(B] — pp) = —5E 5+ By — IP A,
_ o
A(By = nn) = Ez— 9PAz,
_ _ 2
0
A(Bs — E+Z+) = _T2/BE + QTQBE + PQ/BE + §P2,EWBE - 5EiBE + E;BE - 9PA1/BEv
_ — 1 1 1
0 0
A(B; = B30 = — 258 — 2T4sm) + Pogp + 6P2/EWBE - 5(5EiBB — Ejpg) — 9P Ayg,
_ _ 1 1
0 0
A(B; = X°A) = 2\/§<2T1/BE + g — 4155 — 2T 5) — 2\/§(2P1/EWBE + Ppwes)
1
573 \/3(5E133 + Ejpg),
_ o 1
A(B? — X ) = QIBE - §P2/EWBE - QPAIBE’
_ _ 2
0 —=0= _
A(Bs — = HO) - _TllBE - TQIBE - (5P1,BE - PQIBE) + g(PllEWBE + 2/EWBE - P?:EWBE
—2P, pyip) + By — 9P Apg,
_ _ 1
0 m—m=—
A(By = E7E7) = —(5P/g5 — Pyup) — §( ewes T Pagwes — 4Psewss — 2Pewen)
9P AL,
_ _ 1 1
A(B] = AX?) = 2\/§<T2/BE + 2T g5) + 2\/3(_P2/EWBE + 4P 68)
1
_2\/5(5E185 + E;BE)’
_ _ 1 1
0 _
A(BS — AA) = _6<2T1/BE + TleE + 4TéB§ + ZTQBE) — 5(10]31/83 — PQ/BE)
1
+T8(2P{EWBE + P2/EWBE B 8P§EWBE - 4P11EWBE)
5
s (B gp — Eypg) — 9P Ay (37)
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C. Large mp limit

Using the chirality structure of Heg in Eq. (3) and large mpg limit, topological amplitudes

are related [9, [34]. As shown in the appendix we have

TV = Tz(a% = ngﬁwﬁ = Tl(gE,QDE = Tl(gﬁﬂBB,:iBEABE’

P = PO = Pl(;% = Pé% = Pfgazzsé’
P](S/I)A/ = Pgl)ypf =P fgwgf,zEWBf =P fgWDEQEWDE =P 1(27WBE,2EWBE,3EWBB,4EWBE’
Enp 5D,08,185,268) “pD,55. 08,188,258 L' App 58 = 0, (38)

in the large mp asymptotic limit. In that limit, we need only one tree, one penguin and one
electroweak penguin amplitudes for all four classes of charmless two-body baryonic modes.
The asymptotic decay amplitudes can be easily read out using the results shown in the
previous subsection and Eq. .

Using Eq. these amplitudes are estimated to be

. G _
TV = Vi ud(3)7;<cl — c2)xt' (1 —5)v,

. G _
PY = —thth(s)TJ;[Cs —ca+ 5 — colxu' (1 — 5)v,
35 @ ]
Pg‘)/v = —5‘/;5 td(S)T‘;[Cg - C10 + C? - CB]X’U,/(l — "}/5)'1). (39)

The minus signs between Wilson coefficients are from the color structure. Note that Oy 39,
and similarly O, 419, are only different on the flavor structure, their contributions are related

in the large mp limit (see er, ep, , in Appendix A). Similarly contributions from Os g

€PpwL

and Org are related.

The unknown amplitude y will be fitted from the recent B® — pp data.

III. PHENOMENOLOGY
A. Relations on rates and Acp

From the full topological amplitude expressions of decay amplitudes, we can obtain re-
lation on averaged rates and rate deferences, as the number of modes are greater than the

number of the independent amplitudes (see Appendix .
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For decuplet-antidecuplet modes, we have

2B(B~ — A~AD
B(B~ — A’AT
6B(B~ — ©* A0

B(BY — A"%+0
AB(BT — AT
B(B° — ¥*9AT

)
)
)
2B(B~ — L*AF)
)
)
)
4B(B° — ¥ A7)

Under U-spin symmetry, [40], using Im(V,, V.

= 2B(B~ — Q=)

= 4B(BY - = Q) =

= 3B(B~ — X" ¥0) = 6B(B~ — = =%0),
= 2B(B~ — ¥,

=3B(B~ — =* x*0),

= B(B~ — =%+,
= B(BY — %*=+0),

= B(B° — =%+0),
= 4B(B" - = %) = 3B(B" — Q =).
iwVia) = —Im(Vip Vi

pressions of amplitudes, we obtain

QACP(B_ — A_F) =

ACP(B_ — AOF) =

Acp(B™ — AYATF) =
Acp(BT — A'SH0) =

4A0p(372 — A_F) =

Acp(BO — ATST

'—*0'—' %0

ACP(BO

)
) =
Acp(BY — ZE) =
Acp(BY — $0%+0)

Q)

3Acp(B™ — X X)) = Agp(B™ — =7 =%0)
—6Acp(B™ — X*AY) = —2Acp(BT — Q7 =0)
—3Acp(B™ — =50),
20cp(B~ — 208*F) = —2A0p(B™ — VAT
“Acp(B - =05,
—Acp(B™ — SFPATT),
—Acp(B°

Acp(BY — $E%0) = — 2*OAD)

~Acp(B° — Z¥0%%0),

4ACP(BO H*_Q ) = 3ACP(§2 — Z*_?)

_4ACP —> YA ) = —4ACP(BO — E*_F)

(40)

wVis) and the ex-



Acp(BY — ATTATT
Acp(BO — S5+
Acp(BY — A"A-

) =
) =
) =
Acp(BY — ¥57) = —Acp
Acp(BY — ATAT) =
) =

Acp(BO — A'AY) = —App(B° — =9Z90), (41)

where Acp is defined as the B, decay rate subtracted by the rate of the CP conjugated
mode of B, decay.

For octet-antidecuplet modes, we have

B(B~ — = E%0) = 2B(B~ — ©7X*0),
2B(B~ — Z7%*0) = B(B~ — XA,
3TBdB(BO — E_F) = STBdB(BO — E_ET) = STBSB(BS — Z_?)

= TBSB(BS — EiQ_),

3, B(BY — XY = 33, B(B? - = E*) = 375,B(B" — =" %)
= 73,B(B° = Y©7AY),
B(B" — Xt3+F) = B(B° — =0=%0),
B(B® — pA¥) = B(B° — nA), (42)

and

Acp(B™ = nA¥) = —Agp(B™ — 208+,

Acp(B~ = Z7E0) = 2Acp(B™ = X 72%0) = —2A0p(B~ — Z7X%0)
= —Acp(B™ — XA,
Acp(B™ — pATH) = —Acp(B™ — STATH),
Acp(B? — nAY) = —Agp(B? — =Z0=%0),
3Acp(B° = X 7%*) = 3A¢p(BY — Z72) =3Acp(BY — =)
= Acp(B? - Z7Q7) = =3Acp(BY — ¥ %)

= —BACP(B — =" E*f) = —3ACP<BO — E’E**)
= —ACP(BO — Z_F>,
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Acp(B® = S75F) = Acgp(B® — 2°290) = —Acp(B] — pA¥)

= —Acp(B? — nAD),
Acp(BY = pAT) = —Agp(BY — $TE*T)
Acp(B? — n¥0) = —Acp(B° — 295%0)
Acp(BY — pX*t) = —Acp(B° — ZTAT)

For decuplet-antioctet modes, we have

37p,B(B° — X" X7) = 375,B(B" - Z =) = 75, B(B! = AX")
— 375 B(B — ¥E),
35, B(BY > %) = 3 B(B) + Z7E) = 3, B(B" - =%
= 75,B(B" — Q" E"),
B(B® — ©*t5F) = B(B® — =920),

B(B? — A™p) = B(BY — A),
and

Acp(B™ — A%) = 2A0p(B™ — B%F) = —2Acp(B™ — X*)
= —Acp(B™ — Z%T),

Acp(B~ = A™n) = =3Acp(B™ = =29 = 6Acp(B~ — B X0)
— 2Acp(B~ = S R) = —3Acp(B- — )
= —6Acp(B™ = Z80) = —Agp(B™ — Q20
= —2Acp(B~ — Z7A),

Acp(B® = ATp) = —Agp(B? — X*T8F),

3Acp(B° = YY7) = 3Acp(BY - ZE7) = Acp(BY - A™Y7)

s

= 3ACP(BS — Y=

I
|
w
>

Q
>
we]
1
N/
|
7

= —3Acp(BY - ZE7) = —3Acp(B — =ZF%0)
= —Acp(B* = QE),
Acp(BY = S75F) = Ap(B® — Z950) = —Agp(B° = A*p)
= —Acp(BY = A'n),
Acp(B® = AR) = —Acp(B? — =020)

)
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ACP(BS — A—"_F) = —ACP(BO — E*J’_TD),
ACP(BS — E*O@) = —ACP(BO — E*Oﬁ) (45)

For octet-octet modes, there are no relations for the averaged branching ratios, when the

full topological amplitudes are used (see Appendix B). 3 However for Acp, we have

BY — =7%). (46)

All of the above relations are obtained without using the large mp limits and are ready to

be checked experimentally.

B. Triangle relations on amplitudes

In the previous subsection we only make use of some of the relations on amplitudes.
There are, in fact, much more relations on amplitudes. For example, for AS = 0, B, to
decuplet-antidecuplet decay, we can have isospin relations,

V2A(B™ — ATATH) = /6A(B~ — A°AF) — 2A(B~ — A~AD),
V3A(BY — ATYH) = V/6A(BY — A'S*0) — A(BY — A=Y*),
A(BY — ATTATT) —3A(BY — ATAT) +3A(B° — AAY) — A(BY — A~A~) = 0,(47)

and,

2A(BY — 2 =) = A(BY — X =) + 24(B° — Q Q),

3 For approximated relations, using only the dominating terms in the amplitudes, one is referred to [9].
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2A(BO E*OZ*O — \/514(372% Z*O@)_i_A(@ ~*0~*0)7

A(BY — ATTATT) = 3A(B° — Z=%0) — 24(B% — Q Q),
A(BY — Y E*F) = 24(B0 — Z92%0) — A(BY — QO Q7),

3A(BY — =" =) — 24(B° — Q Q),

A(BY —» X% ) = 24(BY - =2 ) — A(BY = Q Q),

ABY — ATAT

)

)

)
ABY — ATA7) =

)

) = A(B? — ATYAH) + A(BY — S*3+F),

)

A(BY — A"A0%) = V2A(BY — A'S40) + A(BY — =*0=0), (48)

These can be easily obtained by using the full decay amplitudes given in the previous section
or in Appendix B.

There are many similar relations for amplitudes within decuplet-antidecuplet, octet-
antidecuplet, decuplet-antioctet and octet-antioctet modes. The interested reader can work
them out using formulas in Appendix B. In below we only give two examples of the relations

on octet-antioctet amplitues:

A(B® = pp) = —A(B? — pST) + A(B° — ©T%T), (49)
and

A(B? = pp) = A(B? — XT3F) + A(B — Xp). (50)

For more relations on amplitudes in various limits, one is referred to [9].

C. Numerical results on rates

In our numerical analysis, masses and lifetimes of hadrons are taken from [0], while
values of Wolfenstein parameters for the CKM matrix are from [41]. Our strategy is to fit
the asymptotic amplitude using the experimental B® — pp rate, and try to predict rates
on other baryonic modes with estimations on the corrections to the asymptotic relations
and contributions from sub-leading terms. In principle, we can extract the full topological
amplitudes directly from data, but at the moment since only one mode is found, we can
only start from the asymptotic limit, as the number of parameters is highly reduced, and
consider reasonable corrections to it. As we shall see, the prediction on rates are within a

factor of 2. The accuracy can be systematically improved when more modes are observed.
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Fitting to the experimental result on B — pp rate using the topological amplitude,
Eq.7 but in the asymptotic forms, Egs. and , we obtain

= (3.57T57) x 107 GeV?. (51)

Rates on other modes in the asymptotic limit can be obtained by using formulas in Sec.
I1.B and Egs. and .

In reality the topological amplitudes are, however, not in the asymptotic limit. Correc-
tions are expected and can be estimated as following. (i) The correction on Ti(/), Pi(/) and
P}g%‘,z are estimated to be of order mg/mp (the baryon and B meson mass ratio), which is

roughly, 0.2, hence, we have

T = (U )T, PO = (14 p) PO Py = (14 pi) Py, (52)

with
—02<t" p" p. <02, (53)

which parametrize the correction. (i) Furthermore, since the Fierz transformation of Os 67 5
are different from O; 234, the relation of the contributions from these two sets of operators
may be distorted when we move away from the asymptotic limit. We assign a coefficient x

in front of ¢5 — ¢ and ¢; — cg in Eq. with & having a 100% uncertainty:
k=141, (54)

to model the correction. (iii) For subleading terms, such as annihilation, penguin annihila-

tion, exchange amplitude, we have

Ei(/) = ﬂJ;B mBT(/ A(/) 02 /B mBT(/) PA(’) T fB mp P(/) (55)
BMB mpimpg mpmp

where the ratio fg/mp is from the usual estimation [32], the factor mpg/mpg is from the

chirality structure, and |n; ;x| are estimated to be of order 1. Explicitly, we take
0 < |nmijwl < Inl =1, (56)

where we set the bound |n| to 1 in our numerical results. We will return to this point later
when confronting the BY — pp data. Note that some SU(3) breaking effects in rates are

included, as the physical hadron masses [6] are used in the numerical analysis.
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TABLE IL: Decay rates for AS = 0, B, — DD modes. The first uncertainty is from the uncertainty
of the asymptotic amplitude, y, and from relaxing the asymptotic relations, by varying t;, p;, Pew:
(see Egs. and (53))), the second uncertainty is from dx (see Eq. (54)), and the last uncertainty
is from sub-leading contributions, terms with 7; ; 1 (see Eq. ) Occasionally the last uncertainty

is shown to larger decimal place.

Mode B(1079) Mode B(107®)

B~ — ATATT 17.15719624081 4 29 BY - AtSHF 51815031 £0
B~ — A'AT 6.42F T3+ 118 4 0 15 BY — AO%#0 2.91733540-5 £ 0
B~ — A~AD 0.759-83+089 4 (.05 BY — A—%— 0.6870: 10 0% £0
B~ — X0+ 2.9973424058 4 0.07 B — x*0E+0 2.7073:001088 + 0
B~ — $* %40 0.471353+0-22 4+ 0.03 BY — x* B 0.8410 251390 £ 0

B~ —» E*E9

0.217024+025 1 0,01 BY » = Q- 0.5810:550% £0

BY — ATTATT 04 0 4 0790053 BY — yrt3xF 040015051

BY — ATAT 529150303 +0-28 BY — 050 1.39%585 10,75 £ 0.09
B — AOAD 5.94 579+ 1-05+0-20 BY — ¥y 0.860 2192 +0.05
B - A—A- 2.08T2371H247 4 0.08 BY — =+0=+0 0+ 0+ 00016

B - QO 0 4 0 4 0750006 BY - =B 0.207035 7014 £ 0.02

Before we show our results, we comment on the detectability of baryonic final states. As
shown in Appendix C, we note that, (i) AT™0 A, == 3** =0 and O~ have non-suppressed
decay modes of final states with all charged particles, (ii) AT, X0 =0 3*0 and =*~ can
be detected by detecting a 7 or +, (iii) while one needs to deal with n in detecting A~
and X~. Modes with final states from the first group or even the second group and with
unsuppressed B decay rates should be experimentally accessible.

We are now ready to discuss our numerical results. Predictions on AS = 0, B, — DD
decay rates are shown in Table [[I The first uncertainty is from the uncertainty of the
asymptotic amplitude, y, and from relaxing the asymptotic relations, by varying t;, p;, Dewi
(see Egs. and (53))), the second uncertainty is from dx (see Eq. (54))), and the last
uncertainty is from sub-leading contributions, terms with 7; ;; (see Eq. (56)). Occasionally

the last uncertainty is shown to larger decimal place.
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TABLE III: Same as Table [[I, but with AS = —1, B, — DD modes.

Mode B(1078) Mode B(107®)

B~ — LP AT 13.947 52011708 +0.038 BY — AT 43015935 £ 0
B~ — DOA+ 9.74FHAHILO2 4 0.028 B — *0A0 9.024208 e’ £0
B~ — 5* A0 5.241596+5-22 4 0,015 B - v A 1454135241738 4
B~ — =05+ F 18.072L314+22.10 4 ( 052 BY — =*0%+0 8.371280+1023 4 ¢
B~ — Z* 20 9.717LLO+ILoA 4 (9 028 B 5 =y 17.96 7204342188 4
B~ — Q=0 13.38715,21415:89 4 ( 039 BY - Q= 12.3773407+1470 4
BY — AHHATF 0+ 04 00019 BY — 5T 4217588 7505050
BY & AYAT 0404 0F018 BY — 050 4425588355703
B — AVAD 040070017 BY - ¥y 4745 R30S
BY > A-A- 0+ 0+ 070017 B — 240550 16.33%5%3 1505 067
B = Q0" 36.2475150 a0 1757 B = EES 17,538 1055 10 7006

There are modes that will cascadely decay to all charged final states, such as pp with
one or more charge pions or kaons (see Appendix C). These include B — ATTA+T AVA0,
Q" Q-, 28+, 33+ and Z*°=*0 decays. Among them, we note that B® — AYA0 and
B — ¥*~Y* rates are at 107 level. These two modes are relatively easy to be detected,
while other modes are suppressed.

Modes need one 7° or one v for detections are: B~ — ATA++ AVA+ 308+ 3+-¥+0,
Z 20, B 5 ATYA AVSA0 1¥0Z20) v =E5 = and Z*7Q~ decays. Among them, we have
B(B~ — ATA+T) ~ 2 x 1077 and it reduces ~ 30% in producing p7®p7~ final state.

Modes with more than one 7° or v are more difficult to detect. They are B® — ATAT,
»*0%#0 =*~E*~ decays. The first two have rates of order 107%. Some modes need n for
detection and they are very difficult to be observed. They are B~ — A~A?, B® — A~A~
and B? — A=Y* decays.

Predictions on AS = —1, B, — DD decay rates are shown in Table From the table
we see that: (i) Modes having all charge final states in cascade decays with rates ranging
from 1078 to 10~7 are B~ — YA+ ¥ -A0 Q=0 BY — O-Q~, =920, ¥*0%* and
Y*+¥*F decays. Note that B? — Q~Q~ decay has the largest rate. (ii) With one 7° or v

for detection, we have B~ — Z*~¥*0 B0 — =Z*~¥*~ Q~=* with rate at 1077, (iii) All
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TABLE IV: Same as Table [lI, but with AS = 0, B, — BD modes. The latest experimental result

is given in the parenthesis.

Mode B(107%) Mode B(107°)

B~ — pAt+ 7.501 2533030 £ 0.10 B — pyrt 228581006 £ 0
(< 14) [

B~ — nA+¥ 2.54 12914014 + 0,03 BY — nx*0 11615831007 40

B~ — Y05+ 41215794008 1 0.03 BY — »0=+0 3.74T53T 002+ 0

B~ — Y30 0.0579:95+0-95 4 0,003 BY - x-=— 0.0810 891008 £ 0

B~ — =50 0.089:99+0.10 4 0.005 BY =0~ 0.2270 33 01 £ 0

B~ — AY*T 0.147052+0-17 + 0.009 BY — A=*0 0.1370 05 015 £ 0

BY — pAT 2.3175:37+0-11 4003 BY — Nty 00 4 0790001

BY = nA0 2.35173 091003 £ 0.03 BY — »0%+0 1.91F215846-02 4 0.01
BY — 50=%0 0= 0 4 0790001 B & x% 0.0910 52030 £0

BY - 2 = 0.07 008062 £ 0 BY — AX*0 0.0702110-%8 + 0.004

O or one 7y or even n for

other modes are either too small in rates or need more than one 7
detection.

Predictions on rates of AS = 0, B, — BD decays are shown in Table We note
that for modes having all charge final states in cascade decays, the central value of the
B~ — pAT+ predicted rate is only half of the experimental upper bound. It should be
searchable in the near future. Furthermore, the measurement of this mode will be useful
to reduce the theoretical uncertainty. Another all charge cascade decay final state mode
BY — p¥*T has rate at 107® order, while all other states with similar cascade decay final
states are suppressed. With one 7° or 7, one may search for B~ — X°%*+ B% — pA+ and
BY — ¥9Z*0. All other modes are either suppressed or are more difficult to be detected.

Predictions on AS = —1, B, — BD decay rates are shown in Table . There are only
two modes having all charge final states in cascade decays, namely B® — Z~%*~ and AAD,
The former has rate of 107® order, while the latter is of order 107 and is two order of
0

magnitude smaller than the experimental upper limit. With one 7

for B~ — YtA++ and B° — X°A0. Note that B~ — AA¥ is lower than the experimental

or 7 one may search
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TABLE V: Same as Table but with AS = —1, B, — BD modes. The latest experimental

results are given in parentheses.

Mode B(10~8) Mode B(107%)

B~ — StATT 57518764700 4 0,02 BY - =tAT L7730l £ 0

B~ — Y0A+ 40175904350 +0.01 BY — ¥OAD 3.717559 1551+ 0

B~ — %~A0 2.1573:3572:36 + .006 B - ¥ A~ 59888071 + 0

B~ — 203+ 2.3273-13+2:36 + 0.006 BY — =0%+0 LO7T e o3 £ 0

B~ —» 250 0.9575 957069 £ 0.003 B 5 E %+ L7508 8 0

B~ — AAT 0.18702% 4+ 0.005 + 0 B — AA° 0.177020 +0.004 + 0
(< 82) [ (< 93) [

BY — pAT 04 0 + (1300001 BY — ntoF 1757257219 4+ 0.005

BY — nAD 04+ 0 + 000001 BY — »0x+0 1.8312:31%2:22 4 9,003

BY — =0=x0 2.1173:8312-3 + 0.006 BY —» »-¥ 1.967T223+2:33 4

BY —» =75 L7220 4 0 BY — AX0 0.0870:82 4 0.002 + 0.0008

upper limit by one to two orders of magnitudes.

Predictions on AS = 0, B, — DB decay rates are shown in Table . Note that B~ —
A% and BY — A’A decays are modes that having all charge final states in cascade decays
and with rates of order 107%. The former is one to two orders of magnitudes below the
present experimental limit.

Predictions on AS = —1, B, — DB decay rates are shown in Table . Note that
BY = ¥*p, Q= and Z*°A are modes that having all charge final states in cascade decays
and have rates of order 1078,

Predictions on AS = 0, B, — BB decay rates are shown in Table . We see from the
table that the B® — pp decay has the highest rate among modes that have all charge final
states in cascade decays. Although there are rates higher than it, they require detection of
70 and/or v for observations. For example, the B? — Y°Z0 decay rate is of the order of
1077, but one needs v and 7° for detection. For AS = 0, B, — BB decays, the B — pp
decay is the most accessible mode among them. Therefore, it is not surprise that it is the

first B, — BB mode being found. Furthermore, we note that B® — Z7=- and AA decays

having all charge final states in cascade decays are predicted to be highly suppressed. In
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TABLE VI: Same as Table [[I, but with AS = 0, B, — DB modes

is given in the parenthesis.

. The latest experimental result

Mode B(107%) Mode B(107°)

B~ — A% 25412904014+ .03 BY — AtSF 21373567000 £ 0
(< 138) [A]

B~ 5 A™m 0.33+0-37+0:39 + 0.02 BY — AO%0 11975371021 4

B~ — ¥ 0%+ 1.0875:2240.0¢ 4 .013 BY 5 A S 0.28T032+0-33 + 0

B~ — %* 50 0.0579:95+0:95 4 0,003 BY — »*0=0 3.6515 18 005 £ 0

B~ — = =0 0.0810:99+0-19 1 0,005 BY - x5 0.0870 09 008 £ 0

B~ — %A 0.147038+0-17 +0.01 BY — AA 31730 0

BY - A*p 2.317265+0-10 +0.03 BY — %+ 0404 015000

BY - A 8.9971%25+0-19 4 0.06 B — x*050 0.5010:5 1003 = 0.006

BY — =00 00+ 075" BY - x5 0.0970 68 000 £ 0

B® » == 00755057002 £ 0 B° — »*0Q 1.52155540:01 £ 0.02
TABLE VII: Same as Table [II, but with AS = —1, B, — DB modes.

Mode B(107%) Mode B(107%)

B~ — »0p 13675331593 + 0.004 BY - ¥**p 1.821338+223 1

B~ = Y7 2.2112:5242:63 4 ( 006 BY — x5 0.907 585001 +0

2.27 1134320 £ 0.006
0.9373:28 T840 +0.003
4.8175 30512 £ 0.014
2.88 73281342 + 0.008
04+0+ 0t8.00001

0= 0+ 05!

1.4512-33 4182 + 0.004

+1.86+41.94
1.64 0.97-1.19 +0

B0 — =*0%0
BY -5 =y
BY - Q="
BY — =0A
BY — »rtyt
BY — x*0%0
BY — 2y
B? — ¥*0A

L0318 40
L7101 25 £ 0
444735 £ 0
237N £0
L6713 05759] £ 0.005
1751360228 4 0.003
1883 5 £ 0

0.09+-0.00
0.0810 02000 £ 0.001

fact, the latter is several orders of magnitudes below the present experimental limit. These

predictions can be checked experimentally.



TABLE VIII: Same as Table [T, but with AS = 0, B, — BB modes.

results are given in parentheses under the theoretical results.

The latest experimental

Mode B(10-8) Mode B(107%)
B~ = np 3.201+3.69+2.02+011 BY — put 142453967000 £ 0
B~ — 05+ 3.261 7050351017 BY = nx0 0.7210:55 4005 £ 0
B~ — x50 0.5140 337057700 B = nA 2.88% 171705 £ 0
B~ —=¥7A 0.390:5540:2- 003 B} — =0 108456757057 £ 0
B~ —E 20 0.060:0446:04.0:004 B} = %7E- L4 EEr G £ 0
B~ — AYLT 0.39+9-59+0.26+0.02 BY — A0 0.09 507 000 £ 0
B — pp 14T S 001 BY - Btyt 040 4 0T MO0
(LATE0SE0 " [2)
BY - nm 6.60 7051 t0 11 ) BY — %050 LA 000
B° — =00 0 4 0 4 0F0-0004 B -y %~ 0.94%5:65 565 0.0
B =5 0.06:+0-96-+0.07+0.01 B - 3K 410558540 117003
BY - AR 04533 4 g9 000708 BY — AS0 0.18% 031 0137001

(< 32) 3]

®Taken as the input of our numerical analysis.

Predictions on AS = —1, B, — BB decay rates are shown in Table . The results can be
summarized as following. (i) B~ — Ap, 2~ A and B? — AA, === decays are unsuppressed
modes having all charge final states in cascade decays. (ii) In fact, since B~ — Ap and
BY — AA decays having rates at 1077 level and do not lost much in producing ppr~ (reduced
26%) and pprTm~ (reduced 60%) final states, respectively, they are interesting modes to
search for. Indeed the predicted B~ — Ap rate is close to the present experimental upper
limit. It could be the second B — BB mode to be observed. (iii) Although B~ — =730
has rate of the order of 1077, it needs v for detection.

We now comment on the B — pp mode. The predicted rate is several order smaller than
the present experimental result, which, however, has large uncertainty. To accommodate the

central value of the experimental result on By — pp rate, one need to scale |n| from 1 [see

Eq. (56)] up to 20.54. Although it is unlikely that for || to be enhanced by factor 20, some
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TABLE IX: Same as Table but with AS = —1, B, — BB modes.

result is given in the parenthesis under the theoretical results.

The latest experimental

Mode B(10~8) Mode B(107%)

B~ —x% 0.887 413028 0.002 B = 5+p L18% 55 56 £ 0

B~ =Y w 1.447}64+1.1140.004 BY — x0q 0.591528+086 +

B~ — =%+ 32.541 5 2T+ 35 337000 BY — =050 15.05 5755 “1705 £ 0

B~ —»E7%0 16.761 5% 1551 1003 BY — =98 16811554195 £ 0

B~ —Z7A 2,044 83 451001 B’ - =75 31.001 51545555 + 0

B~ — Ap 18.78125-16-+22.8040.07 B° - Am 16.68*37 0573555 £ 0
(<32) [3]

BY — pp 040 & 010006 BY) - oot L1475 R 68108
(2.8477631053) 2]

B) = nm 040+ 055 B} - x0%0 1.20%525 058 1015

BY — =0=0 18.237 5051 13154058 B} = %75 1290576403014

BY - == 1955 1 51 15100 B) — %A 0.058:53 0000001

BY — AR 111070550 7 5%58° 1018 B) — AX0 0.050:03000 0001

enhancement is possible if final state rescattering is present [42]. Note that the last entries
of rates for modes with vanishing central values in Tables and scale with |n|?, while
those with non-vanishing central values, roughly scale with |n|. By naively scaling up |n| by
a factor of 20.54, we find that the contribution of the “subleading terms” (term with n) will
give rate five time of the tree contribution in B — pp rate. * This is highly un-nature and
unlikely. We certainly need more data to clarify the situation.

We give a summary of our suggestions before ending this section. We shall concentrate
on modes that will cascadely decay to all charged final states and have large decay rates.
(i) For B, — DD, AS = 0 decays, we have B — A’A? and B — £*~3*~ having rates
at 1078 level. (ii) For AS = —1, B, — DD decays, B~ — S*tA+H *~ A0 Q=0 and
B? — OO, =020 2 05+= $*+3*+ decays have rates ranging from 1078 to 1077, where

the BY — Q~Q~ decay has the largest rate. (iii) For AS = 0, B, — BD decays, the central

4 The last uncertainty in the B® — pp rate changes from +0.15 to 732.
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value of the B~ — pATT rate is only half of the experimental upper bound and should be
searchable in the near future, while another all charge final state B? — pX** has rate at
1078 order. (iv) For AS = —1, B, — BD decays, B® — =~ %*~ decay rate is at 10~® order.
(v) For AS =0, B, — DB decays, B~ — A% and BY — A’A decays have rates of order
1078, (vi) For AS = —1, B, — DB decays, B® — ¥*"p, Q== and =*°A rates are at the
order of 1078, (vii) For AS = 0, B, — BB decays, B — pp is the most accessible mode.
It is not surprise that it is the first B, — BB mode being observed. (viii) For AS = —1,
B, — BB decays, B~ — Ap and B? — AA have rates at 1077 level and do not lost much in
producing ppr~ and pprt 7~ final states, respectively. They are interesting modes to search
for. The B~ — Ap decay could be the second B — BB mode to be observed as its rate is
close to the present experimental upper limit. (ix)The predicted BY — pp rate is several
order smaller than the present experimental result. The central value of the experimental
result can be reproduced only with a unnaturally scale up |n|. By naively scaling up ||, we

find that the contribution of the “subleading terms” (term with n) will give rate five time

of the tree contribution in B® — pp rate. We need more data to clarify the situation.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we study charmless two-body baryonic B, 4, decays using the topological
amplitude approach. We extend previous work [9] to include all ground state octet and
decuplet final states with full topological amplitudes. Relations on rates and CP asymmetries
are obtained using these amplitudes.

There are in general more than one tree and one penguin amplitudes in the baryonic
decays. However, by considering the chirality nature of weak interaction and asymptotic
relations [34], the number of independent amplitudes is significantly reduced [9].

With the long awaited B® — pp data [2], we can finally extract information on the
topological amplitudes. Using ratio of the Wilson coefficients, we estimate the penguin
to tree amplitude ratio and be able to predict rates of all other modes in the asymptotic
limit. Corrections to the amplitudes by relaxing the asymptotic relations and including
sub-leading contributions are estimated. The predicted rates on decay rates are in general
with uncertainties of a factor of two.

We point out some modes that will cascadely decay to all charged final states and have
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large decay rates. (i) For B, — DD, AS = 0 decays, we have B — A’A0 and B® — %*~ X+~
having rates at 1078 level. (ii) For AS = —1, B, — DD decays, B~ — S*T A+ 3~ A0,
Q0= and B? — Q=Q~, =0=50, 3035+~ ¥*+3++ decays have rates ranging from 107% to
1077, where the B? — Q~Q~ decay has the largest rate. (iii) For AS = 0, B, — BD decays,
BY — p¥*t has rate at 107° order, while the predicted B~ — pA*+ rate is close to the
experimental upper bound and should be searchable in the near future. (iv) For AS = —1,
B, — BD decays, B — =~ %*= decay rate is at 107® order. (v) For AS =0, B, — DB
decays, B~ — A% and B? — AYA decays have rates of order 1078, (vi) For AS = —1,
B, — DB decays, B — ¥*p, Q"= and Z*°A rates are at the order of 1073, (vii) For
AS =0, B, — BB decays, B® — pp is the most accessible mode. It is not surprise that it
is the first B, — BB mode being found. (viii) For AS = —1, B, — BB decays, B~ — Ap
and BY — AA have rates at 107 level and do not lost much in cascade decays. They are
interesting modes to search for. In fact, the B~ — Ap decay could be the second B — BB
mode to be observed as its rate is close to the present experimental upper limit.

With the detection of 7° and/or v many other unsuppressed modes can be searched for.

The predicted BY — pp rate is several order smaller than the present experimental result.
The central value of the experimental result can be reproduced only with a unnaturally scaled
up |n|. By naively scaling up ||, we find that the contribution of the “subleading terms”
(term with n) will give rate five time of the tree contribution in B® — pp rate. We need
more data to clarify the situation.

The analysis presented in this work can be systematically improved when more measure-

ments on decay rates become available.
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Appendix A: Asymptotic relations in the large mp limit

In this appendix we summarize the main procedures to obtain asymptotic relations as in
Ref. [T4] and further extend it to include discussion on electroweak penguins. In general the
decay amplitudes of B to final states with octet baryon (B) and decuplet baryons (D) can
be expressed as [19]

A(B — BiBs) = w1 (Agzg + 75 Bgg)va,
A(B — D1B,) = i:;u‘f(ADB + V5 Bpp)ve,

m

A(E — 61@2) = Z‘%ﬂl (ABﬁ + 75885)Ug,
B

_ _ Haq¥
A(B — D1Ds) = a?(ADE + 75BD5)U2H + %wf(cpﬁ + Y5 Dpp ) vav, (A1)
B

where ¢ = p; — po and u”, v* are the Rarita-Schwinger vector spinors for a spin—% par-
ticle. The vector spinor can be expressed as [43] u,(+3) = €,(£1)u(£3) and u,(+1) =
(eu(ED)u(FL) + V2, (0)u(£3))/V/3, where €,()) and u(s) are the usual polarization vector
and spinor, respectively. By using q - €(A)12 = FIrompp./m12, where p. is the baryon
momentum in the B rest frame and the fact that €;(0) - €2(0) = (m% — m? — m3)/2myms is

the largest product among €} (A1) - €2(Ag), we have
- = 2 pe _
A(B — Dllgz) = —1 g—ul(ADg -+ '75BDE)"U2,
my
= = 2 pe _
A(B — Blpg) = 1 77“’1(‘/435 + ’75BB§)’UQ,
3 mo

mi

A(E — leg)

12

ETp— Uy (A;)§ + ’753375)@2; (A2)

where A’ ~ = Aps — 2(pe/mp)*Cpp and Bl = Bpps — 2(pe/mp)*Dpp and decuplets can
only in j:%—helicity states. All four B — BB, (BB = BB, DB, BD, DD) decays can be
effectively expressed as

A(E — Blﬁg) = Uy (A + ’753)1}2. (A3)

The chiral structure of weak interaction provide further information on A and B. For ex-
ample, in the AS = 0 processes, we have either b — upgrd; or b — qr(r)qr(r)dr decays,
therefore the produced dj, quark is left-handed. Furthermore, as strong interaction is chiral-
ity conserving, the pop up quark pair ¢’¢’ should have q’L( R) (j}z( 1)- From the conservation of

helicity, the produced baryon must be in a left-helicity state and the produced anti-baryon
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must be in a right-helicity state. In large mpg limit, as the spinor helicity identify to chirality,
we should have B — — A in above equations.

We follow Ref. [14) 34] to obtain the asymptotic relations these coefficients (A and B).
As noted we only need to consider helicity :l:% states. The wave function of a right-handed
(helicity= %) baryon can be expressed as

1
ARVE

i.e. composed of 13-, 12- and 23-symmetric terms, respectively. For B = p, n, X°, A, we

B 1) (IB; 1) + [B:11l) + [B; 111)), (A4)

have
A = w(u(@u(E)] 1), A1) = d(D)d2)(3)] 1),
AT = lu(Du2)d(E) + u(Ddu() + dDu)u(E)] 1),
A% = (JAT ) with w s d), |21 = (JAT; 1) with d & ),
014 = ;g[uu)d@)s(:s)+permutationn 1),
pitig) = | AEE ), ) ﬁumd(z)u@)] 11,

i) = (=lp; 1) with u & d),
u(1)d(3) + d(1)u(3)

St = [ SRR ) 4 HERE LA )
u(1)d(2) + d(1)u(2)
S s@) I,
Ay = [AROU@IE) ) DA I )] 11y, (as)

for the corresponding |B;1|71) parts, while the 12- and 23-symmetric parts can be obtained
by permutation.

Following Ref. [34] and using the above helicity argument, asymptotically we have

BB () = alpn) [ (1) u(p),
Fi) = Y« -B-B)R(®) (A6)

where O are the operators in H.g. For simplicity, we illustrate with the space-like case.
Note that the above equation is obtained in the large t(= (p; — p2)?) limit, where we may

take a large mp limit. Quark mass dependent terms are sub-leading and are neglected.

36



IR ur qp dr, st
ur, > = dr, s, qu(r) > > qL(R)
an . R . Gh(1)
(a) (b)
7 b
C]}z—r—l é& dr, st
qL(R) > - qL(R)
i) . i)

()

FIG. 2: (a) Tree, (b) penguin and (c) electroweak penguin B’ — B — B diagrams in the asymptotic
limit.
As shown in Fig,. (a) the B'(¢ uz, qr)-B(q}, b)-B(ur dr, qr) coupling is governed by the

the tree operator (ub)y _a(du)y_4. The corresponding coefficient er(B’ — B — B) is given

by

er(B'— B —=B) = (B; LI1]Qlgr(1) = ur(1);ur(2) — di(2)][B"; 111)
+(B; 1 [Q[gr(3) = ur(3);un(2) = di(2)][B;111), (A7)

where Q[¢(1(3)) — ur(1,3);ur(2) — dr(2)] changes the parallel spin ¢/(1(3))| 1) @ u(2)] {)
part of |B’; 1]1) to the u(1(3))| ) ® d(2)| |) part.
Similarly coefficients ep, p,(B" — B — B) for the B'(¢} q1 ¢%)-B(q;, b)-B(dL g1 ¢%,) and

B'(¢r qr q})-B(q;, b)-B(dL qr ¢}) couplings governed respectively by the penguin operators
(db)yv—a(qq)v=a are given by

ep,(B'= B —=B) = (B; U1 |Qlgr(1) = dr(1);q(2) — qr(2)]|B"; 1)
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TABLE X: The coefficients e p(B’ — B — B) for various modes obtained from Egs. 1) 1'
and (A9).

B'-B-B er ep CEWP B'-B-B er ep CEWP
»*0-B0-y+0 1/3 2/3 1/9 AY-B~-A— 0 2/V/3 —2/3V/3
AT-B~-AY 2/3 4/3 2/9 AT-B=-20 \/2/3  2V/2/3 V2/9
ATT-B7p 2/3 2/3 2v/2/3v3  X*0-BOA 0 ~1//6 1/3V6

AT-B%p V2/3 V2/3 2v/2/9 AT-B~-n  —2/3  V/2/3 —4+/2/9

»*+-Blp V2/3 V2/3 2v/2/9 AT-B=-x0 1/3 2/3 1/9
p-B~-A° V2/3  —V/2/3 44/2/9 p-BO-AT V2/3 V2/3 2v/2/9
n-B7-A~ 0 —/2/3  V2/3V3 A-BO-x*0 ~1/V/6  —1/vV6  —v/2/3V3
p-B~-3*0 1/3 ~1/3 4/9 n-BO-3*0 2/3 1/3 5/9

p-BY%p 1/3 1/3 2/9 p-B™-n -1/3 -5/3 2/9

n-B%n -2/3 —4/3 —2/9 A-BO-x° 1/v3 1/vV3 2/3v/3
»0-Bo-x0 -1/3 —-2/3 -1/9 ¥O0-BY-A 0 1/v3 -1/3V/3

A-BY-A 0 0 0 n-BY-A 2/3 3/2 1/V6

p-B~—-%° 1/3v2  —1/3V2 21/2/9 p-B™-A 1/V6 3/2 0
+(B; 1 [Qlgr(3) — dr(3);qr(2) — qu(2)]|B; 141),
ep(B'—B—B) = ¢p,(B'—B—B) =¢p, (B — B—-B). (A8)

The corresponding diagram is shown in Fig. (b) Note that that ep, is similar to ep
with the ¢x(1,3) — wu(1,3) and ur(2) — dp(2) operations replaced by the ¢(1,3) —
dr(1,3) and qr(2) — qr(2) operations, respectively. The equality of ep, and ep, can be
understood by interchanging g <> ¢” in B'(¢% qz ¢)-B(q; b)-B(dr qr, ¢%) and B'(¢k qr q})-
B(q; b)-B(dr qr q}). The coefficients for the |AS| = 1 case can be obtained by the suitable

replacement of d; — sy in the B content in Egs. [A8). Similarly for electroweak

penguin, we have

epwp,(B'— B —B) = Q(q)[(B; 111 [Qlar(1) — dr(1); qr(2) — qo(2)]/B; 1)
+(B; T 1QIdr(3) — dr(3);q(2) — qu(2)]|B'; 141,

6EWP(B/ — B - B) = eEWPL(B/ — E — B) = eEWPR(B/ — E — B) (Ag)
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where @(q) is the electric charge of quark g. Note that we do not include factor 3/2 in the
above formulas. The corresponding diagram is shown in Fig. (c)

By using the above equations, it is straightforward to obtain the coefficients of various
modes as shown in Table [X] Comparing these results to the decay amplitudes in terms of

topological amplitudes, we obtain the asymptotic amplitudes shown in Egs. and .

Appendix B: Independent amplitudes

The number of independent amplitudes are in general less then the one of topological am-
plitudes. In this appendix we express decay amplitudes in terms of independent amplitudes.
Although the physical interpretations and size estimations of these independent amplitudes
are not as clear as the topological amplitudes, they are useful in finding relations of decay
amplitudes, where some examples are given in Sec. III.A. Readers can use the following
expressions to work out additional relations.

For B, — DD decays, we have

V2A(B™ = ATAY) = VBA(B™ = 7 50) = V6A(B™ — 7 E9) = V6A,,
A(B™ = AYA¥F) = V2A(B™ — X5%F) = Ap — Ap 4 244,
A(B™ — ATATF) = V3(Ar — Ap + Ay), (B1)

AB — =950) = A,

A(BY - =E%) = Ap+ Apa,

2A(BY — ¥*%0) = Ap+ Ap +2Apg,
ABY - 0 O7) = Apa,

A(BY — ATTATF) = 34g — 2Apa,

A(BY — ) = 2Ap — Apy,
ABY = A"A7) = 3Ap + Apy,

A(BY — $5) = 2Ap + Ap,
A(BY — AYAF) = Ap 4245 — Apa,

)

A(BY — A'A0) = Ap+ Ap + Ap, (B2)
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and

V2A(BY — A'S90) = V2A(BY — SZ90) = Ap + Ap,
2A(BY - A™Y) = 2A(BY —» =*Q7) = V3A(BY — ¥ =) = 2V/34p,

A(BY — ATYH) = Ay, (B3)
where these Ar pa g pa can be easily read out by comparing the decay amplitudes to those
shown in Sec. [[I|B. It is important to strees that the labels T, P, A, E, PA of these As are for
the purpose of book keeping, they not necessarily correspond to tree, penguin, annihilation,
exchange and penguin annihilation amplitudes. These remarks are also true for the following
discussion. Note that there are only five independent amplitudes for these modes.

Similarly for AS = —1 transition, we have

V2A(B™ = SOAT) = A(B™ — =055 = Al — A}, + 24/,
VBA(B™ — A0 = V2A(B™ — Q E9) = V3A(B™ — = 50) = 64/,
A(B™ — SFAFF) = V3(AL — AL+ A), (B4)

V2A(B® — A0 = v2A(B° — =0550) = (A} + A}),

2A(B° — 2 A7) = 24(B° - =%7) = V3A(B® =) = 234,
A(B® — S*TAT) = Al (B5)
and
A(BY — AA0) = Al
A(BY - ATA7) = Ay,
2A(BY — ¥9%+0) = AL 4 Al + 24,
ABY — %) = A+ Ay,
A(BY — ATTATT) = 3A}, — 24,
A(BY — ATAT) = 24, — AL,

A(BY = S8 F) = A+ 247 — Ay,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
o)

A(B) = ZE0) = A+ A+ A,
A(B) = 2 E) = 245 + A}y,
AB® — = 34} + Al (B6)
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There are five independent amplitudes.

For B, — BD decays, we have

A(B~ = nAt) =
A(B™ — X0%+) =
V2B, =

V3BA(B~ — ATH) =
A(B~ — pAtt) =

V2(Bir + Bp — By),
B2T - BP7

AB~ — ="
—9Byy + By — 3Bp + 3B,
V6(Bir — Bor + 2Bp — By),

0) = V2A(B~ — %750),

A(B® — nA%) =

VZA(B® — £05%0)
V2Bp

V2B =

A(B? — pAT) =
VBA(BY — ATH0) =

and

BlT

BZT

VBABY 52" E7) = ABY =2 Q) =
A(B? — put)

\/E(BlT - BE)7
BQT - BEJ

AB® = ¥57) = A(B°

="57)
A(B® — 2TYF) = A(B° — 2Y=%0),
\/§(BIT — Bor + Bp — Bg),

—2By7 + Baor + 3Bg,

A(B® = n570),

s

A(B? — =),

s

s \/EBPa
\/Q(BIT — Bor + Bp),

\/§A(BS — A=) = —2Byy + Bor,

(B7)

(BY)

where we have five independent amplitudes for these modes. Those for |AS| = 1 transitions

are given by
A(B~ — XTATH

) =
V2A(B~ — X°AF) =
A(B™ — 2'%+F) =
) =
) =

V2A(B~ — E7%%0
V3A(B~ — AAT

—V6(B} — By + 2B} — B,
B — By + 2B, — 2B/,
—V2(Biy + Bp — By,

A(B~ = X~A%) = —2B/,,
—Bir — By,
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A(B® — BTAF —V2(Biy — By + Bp),

A(B° — ¥'A% = Bi. — B,
\/§A(BO N
V3BA(B® — AAD

)
)

A(B® = 29%99) = —B!,,
) = A(B" - £7A7) = —V6B},
)

o / /
= —Bjy — By,
and

A(BY — pA¥F) = A(BY = nA%) = —/2B7,

s

A(B] = ') = —V2(Bjp — By + Bp — Bp),

V2A(B? — ¥°%9) = B!, — 2B}, — B},
A(B] = 2°29) = —V2(Bi; - Bp),

) =
) =
) =
ABY —» 25 = A(B? - Z°E%) = —V2B),,
) =
) = —B\7 — Byy + 3B%.

VBA(BY — AX
For B, — DB decays, we have

AB~ = A%) = —V2A(B~ — S°SF) = V2(Cip — Cp + Ca),
AB~ = A™m) = = —V3A(B~ - 27 20) = V6A(B~ — ¥ X0)
= —V2A(B~ = ¥*K) = V60,4,

A(B® = A'p) = V2(Cor + Cp — Cp),
V2A(B® = £950) = Oy — Ch,
VBAB® = $%7) = VBA(B® - B E) = —A(BY - A %)
= —VBA(B? - ¥=7) = V6Cp,
A(B® = ¥ 5F) = A(B” — 229) = V2Cp,
A(B® = A7) = V2(Cir + Cor — C),
VBA(B® = XA) = Cyp 4 2Cor — 3C,

and
A(BY = ATSF) = —V2(Cyr + Cp),
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A(B] — A"S0) = Cor,
A(B? — ¥20) = —(Cip + Cyy),

VBA(BY — A°A) = —(2Ci1 + Cyrp), (B15)
where we have five independent amplitudes. Similarly, the amplitudes for |[AS| = 1 transi-
tions are given by

V2A(B™ = ) = —A(B~ — 295F) = V2(Clp — Ch + C')),
V3A(B~ = ¥ 7m) = V6A(B™ = 2 20) = —A(B~ — QO =9)
= —V2A(B~ = = A) = V60, (B16)

) = \/é(CéT + C})?
AB® = o) = Clp+ Chy,
) - iTﬂ
) = AB° - QE7) = —V3A(BY - ¥ %)
= —VBA(B? —» = E7) = V60,
VBA(B® = ER) = —(Cir +2Cyy), (B17)
and

A(BY = Atp) = A(B® — A%n) = —V2C%,

p) s
A(BY = SHEF) = —V2(Chy + Cp — O,
V2A(B? — £50) = Chy — O,
A(B] = EE%) = —V2(Cip + Cyp — C),
VBA(B? — S °R) = —(2C%, + Chy — 3C%). (B18)
For B, — BB decays, we have

= —Dir+ Dp + Dia,

= 2D3r — Dp — D1a + Daa,

= Dia — Dau,

= Dia+ Daa,

A(B~ = =50) = Dy,

— —2Dyy + 2Dsp + Dp + Dya + Do, (B19)
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= —Dor + 2Dyr + D1 + Dap,
= —Di7 — Dyp + Dy,
= Dig+ Dy,

2A(B" — x0%0
2v3A(B° — XA

= _2D3T —l— DlE + DQE + DPA7
= 2D3p + 4Dy + D1g — Dop + Dpa,

- D2E7
- DPAa

)
)
)
)
)
A(B® = ¥7%7) = —Dp+ Dpa,
)
)
) = 2Dyp — 2D3r 4 D1 — Do + Dpa,
)

= —2Dyp — 4Dy + 2D3p + 4Dyr + D1g + 5Dsp + Dpya, (B20)
and

A(B? — pEt) = Dyp — 2Dy,
V2A(BY = n¥0) = —Dyy,

VBA(BY — nA) = 2Dy + Doy

A(B? — x020) = \/§(D3T + Dyr),

A(B? - $7E) = —Dp,
V3A(B? — AZ%) = V2(—~Dyr — Dor + Dar + Dur), (B21)

where we need ten independent amplitudes for these modes. Similarly the amplitudes for

|AS| =1 transitions are given by

V2A(B~ = X%) = —D\ + 2D} + D),
A(B™ = Xn) = Diy,
A(B~ = Z%F) = —Dip + Dp+ D'y,
V2A(B~ - 2750) = Dj,,
V6A(B~ — 2 A) = D, —2D},,
V6A(B™ — Ap) = Dy + 2D4y — 2D, — 2D, + Db, (B22)

A(B® = 5p) = Dy — 2Dy,
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) = —Dip — Dy +2D4 + 2D}y,
VIA(B® - 2°7) = Dy,
V6A(B® — Z°A) = —D'y — 2D}y,
) = ~Dh.
)

= DIIT + D;T + 2D;, 3 1 2D4Ta (B23>

and

A(B] = pp) = Dy + Djp,
A(B® = ©*SF) = — Dby + 2D}y + Dl + Dl

2A(BY — x0%0
2V/3A(BY — x°

= —Diyp + 2Dy + Dip + Dy + Dy,

=

= 2D\ + Diyp — AD4p — 2Dy + Dip — Dy + Dipy,

= Dpy,

= —Dip — Dyp + Dy,

= —Dp + Dy,

= DéT+2D:LT+D/1 D/2E+DPAa

= —2D}y — Dyp — 4Dy — 2Dy + Dy + 5D5 + Dy (B24)

Appendix C: Branching ratios of baryon dominant decay modes

In this appendix we collect dominant decay branching ratios of ground state octet and
ducuplet baryons. The informations are shown in Table XI. They will be useful in the
discussions of the accessibilities of searching of the charmless two-body baryonic modes. We
note that (i) AT™0 A, == ¥** =*0 and Q= have non-suppressed decay modes of final states

with all charged particles, (ii) AT, 70 20 3*0 and Z*~ can be detected by detecting a 7
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TABLE XI: Branching ratios of baryon dominant decay modes [6]. The n in 7™"*! follows the

charge of the decaying baryon.

+ 0

pm pm pm nm nm nmw
AT 100%
AT 2/3 1/3
A° 1/3 2/3
A~ 100%
A (63.9 £ 0.5)% (48.31 £ 0.30)%
it (51.57 +0.30)% (48.31 4 0.30)%
$- (99.848 + 0.005)%
An™ A~y rtan-l xOoxn Yogntl
30 100%
20 (99.525 +0.012)%
2 (99.887 £+ 0.035)%
St (87.0 £1.5)% (5.84+0.8)% (5.8+0.8)%
>0 (87.0+£1.5)% (1.257013)%  (5.8+£0.8)% (5.8 £0.8)%
S (87.0£1.5)% (5.840.8)%  (5.8+0.8)%
AK~ =070 =075~ E-xt =70
=0 1/3 2/3
= 2/3 1/3
Q- (67.8+0.7)% (23.6 + 0.6)% (8.6 +0.4)%

or 7, (iii) while one needs to deal with n in detecting A~ and .

[1] R. Aaij et al. [LHCDb Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 88, 052015 (2013) [arXiv:1307.6165 [hep-

ex]].

[2] R. Aaij et al. [LHCDb Collaboration], JHEP 1310, 005 (2013) [arXiv:1308.0961 [hep-ex]].

[3] Y.-T. Tsai et al. [BELLE Collaboration|, Phys. Rev. D 75, 111101 (2007) [hep-ex/0703048].

[4] M. -Z. Wang et al. [Belle Collaboration|, Phys. Rev. D 76, 052004 (2007) [arXiv:0704.2672

46


http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6165
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.0961
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0703048
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.2672

[hep-ex]].
[5] J. T. Wei et al. [BELLE Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 659, 80 (2008) [arXiv:0706.4167 [hep-
ex]].
[6] J. Beringer et al. [Particle Data Group Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 86, 010001 (2012).
[7] W.S. Hou and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4247 (2001) [hep-ph/0008079).
[8] C.K. Chua, W.S. Hou and S.Y. Tsai, Phys. Rev. D 65, 034003 (2002) [hep-ph/0107110].
[9] C.-K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 68, 074001 (2003) [hep-ph/0306092].
[10] C.K. Chua, W.S. Hou and S.Y. Tsai, Phys. Lett. B 528, 233 (2002) [hep-ph/0108068].
[11] H.Y. Cheng and K.C. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 66, 014020 (2002) |hep-ph/0112245].
[12] H.Y. Cheng and K.C. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 66, 094009 (2002) [hep-ph/0208185].
[13] C.K. Chua, W.S. Hou and S.Y. Tsai, Phys. Rev. D 66, 054004 (2002) [hep-ph/0204185].
[14] C.-K. Chua and W. -S. Hou, Eur. Phys. J. C 29, 27 (2003) [hep-ph/0211240).
[15] C. Q. Geng and Y. K. Hsiao, Phys. Lett. B 610, 67 (2005) [hep-ph/0405283]; Phys. Rev. D
75, 094013 (2007) [hep-ph/0702249]; Phys. Rev. D 74, 094023 (2006) [hep-ph/0606141].
[16] H. -Y. Cheng and J. G. Smith, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 59, 215 (2009) [arXiv:0901.4396
[hep-ph]].
[17] H.-Y. Cheng, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21, 4209 (2006) [hep-ph/0603003].
[18] N. G. Deshpande, J. Trampetic and A. Soni, Mod. Phys. Lett. 3A, 749 (1988).
[19] M. Jarfi, O. Lazrak, A. Le Yaouanc, L. Oliver, O. Pene and J. C. Raynal, Phys. Rev. D 43,
1599 (1991).
[20] H. Y. Cheng and K. C. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 65, 054028 (2002) [Erratum-ibid. D 65, 099901
(2002)] [arXiv:hep-ph/0110263].
[21] V. L. Chernyak and I. R. Zhitnitsky, Nucl. Phys. B 345, 137 (1990).
[22] P. Ball and H. G. Dosch, Z. Phys. C 51, 445 (1991).
[23] C. H. Chang and W. S. Hou, Eur. Phys. J. C 23, 691 (2002) |arXiv:hep-ph/0112219].
[24] M. Gronau and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 37, 688 (1988).
[25] X. G. He, B. H. McKellar and D. d. Wu, Phys. Rev. D 41, 2141 (1990).
[26] S. M. Sheikholeslami and M. P. Khanna, Phys. Rev. D 44, 770 (1991).
[27] Z. Luo and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 67, 094017 (2003) [hep-ph/0302110].
[28] D. Zeppenfeld, Z. Phys. C 8, 77 (1981).
[29] L. L. Chau and H. Y. Cheng, Phys. Rev. D 36, 137 (1987).

47


http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.4167
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0008079
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0107110
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0306092
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0108068
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112245
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0208185
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204185
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211240
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405283
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0702249
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0606141
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.4396
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0110263
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112219
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302110

[30]

[31]

[40]

[41]

[42]

L. L. Chau, H. Y. Cheng, W. K. Sze, H. Yao and B. Tseng, Phys. Rev. D 43, 2176 (1991)
[Erratum-ibid. D 58, 019902 (1998)].

M. Gronau, O. F. Hernandez, D. London and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 50, 4529 (1994)
[arXiv:hep-ph/9404283].

M. Gronau, O. F. Hernandez, D. London and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 52, 6374 (1995)
[arXiv:hep-ph/9504327].

M. J. Savage and M. B. Wise, Phys. Rev. D 39, 3346 (1989) [Erratum-ibid. D 40, 3127 (1989)].
S.J. Brodsky, G.P. Lepage and S.A. Zaidi, Phys. Rev. D 23, 1152 (1981).

M. Z. Wang et al. [Belle Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 201802 (2003) |hep-ex/0302024].
G.P. Lepage and S.J. Brodsky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 545 (1979) [Erratum-ibid. 43, 1625 (1979)].
A. J. Buras, hep-ph/9806471.

M. Beneke, G. Buchalla, M. Neubert and C. T. Sachrajda, Nucl. Phys. B 606, 245 (2001)
[hep-ph/0104110].

T. D. Lee, Contemp. Concepts Phys. 1, 1 (1981); H. Georgi, Weak Interactions And Modern
Particle Theory, Benjamin/Cummings, 1984.

N. G. Deshpande and X. -G. He, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1703 (1995) [hep-ph/9412393|;
M. Gronau, Phys. Lett. B 492, 297 (2000) [hep-ph/0008292];

J. Charles et al. [CKMfitter Group Collaboration|, Eur. Phys. J. C 41, 1 (2005) |hep-
ph/0406184]; updated results at http://ckmfitter.in2p3.fr.

H. -Y. Cheng, C. -K. Chua and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. D 71, 014030 (2005) [hep-ph/0409317];
C. -K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 78, 076002 (2008) [arXiv:0712.4187 [hep-ph]].

T. Moroi, arXiv:hep-ph/9503210; S. Deser, V. Pascalutsa and A. Waldron, Phys. Rev. D 62,
105031 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/0003011].

48


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9404283
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9504327
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0302024
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9806471
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0104110
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412393
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0008292
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406184
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406184
http://ckmfitter.in2p3.fr
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0409317
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.4187
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9503210
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0003011

	I Introduction
	II Formalism
	A Effective Hamiltonian for topological decay amplitudes of charmless two-body baryonic B decays
	B Topological amplitudes of two-body charmless baryonic B decays
	1 B to decuplet-anti-decuplet baryonic decays
	2 B to octet-anti-decuplet baryonic decays
	3 B to decuplet-anti-octet baryonic decays
	4 B to octet-anti-octet baryonic decays

	C Large mB limit

	III Phenomenology
	A Relations on rates and ACP
	B Triangle relations on amplitudes
	C Numerical results on rates

	IV Conclusion
	 Acknowledgments
	A Asymptotic relations in the large mB limit
	B Independent amplitudes
	C Branching ratios of baryon dominant decay modes
	 References

