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Abstract
The existence of doubly heavy flavor baryons has not been well established experimentally so far. In

this Letter we systematically investigate the weak decays of the doubly charmed baryons, EfF and =},

which should be helpful for experimental searches for these particles. The long-distance contributions are

first studied in the doubly heavy baryon decays, and found to be significantly enhanced. Comparing all the
++

It > ATK 77t and Ef 7t are the most favorable decay modes for experiments to search

processes, =

for doubly heavy baryons.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Plenty of hadrons including quite a few exotic candidates have been discovered in experiments
during the past few decades. Doubly and triply heavy flavor baryons, however, with two or three
heavy (b or ¢) quarks, are so far still absent in hadron spectroscopy [IH4]. Searches for the doubly
and triply heavy baryons will play a key role in completing hadron spectroscopy and shedding light
on perturbative and non-perturbative QCD dynamics.

n

The only evidence was reported by the SELEX experiment for ZF, via the process =f. —

AFK 7t in 2002 [5], followed by Ef, — pDT K~ [6]. However, this has not been confirmed by

—cc

any other experiments so far. The FOCUS experiment reported no signal right after SELEX’s
measurements [7]. The BaBar [§] and Belle [9] [10] experiments searched for =4 with the final
states of 207" (7 F) and AFK -7 (nt), and did not find any evidence. The LHCb experiment
performed a search using the 0.65fb~! data sample in the discovery channel used by SELEX,
Er — AFK 7", but no significant signal was observed [I1]. Besides, the mass measured by
SELEX, mz+ = 3518.9£0.9 MeV, is much lower than most theoretical predictions, for instance
mz,,= 3.55-3.67 GeV predicted by lattice QCD [12HI7]. These puzzles can only be solved by
experimental measurements with high luminosities.

At the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), plenty of heavy quarks have been generated, and thereby
abundant doubly heavy hadrons has been produced due to quark-hadron duality, such as B,
which has been studied in great detail by LHCb. The cross sections of the hadronic production
of Z.. at the LHC have been calculated in QCD [18], and are of the same order as those of B,
[19]. As LHCD has a data sample larger than 3fb~! and is collecting even more data during Run

2, there is now a good opportunity to study Z... One key issue left is to select the decay processes

with the largest possibility of observing doubly charmed baryons.

=++
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In this work, we will systematically study the processes of and =7, decays to find those
with the largest branching fractions which should be helpful for experimental searches for the dou-
bly charmed baryons. The lowest-lying heavy particles can only decay weakly. We will analyze
the color-allowed tree-operator dominated decay modes using the factorization ansatz. For other
decay channels which are suppressed in the factorization scheme, the non-factorizable contribu-
tions might be significant and behave as long distance contributions. With a direct calculation in
the rescattering mechanism, we will demonstrate that long-distance contributions are significantly
enhanced for some decay modes with high experimental efficiencies. At the end, we will point out

—_
—

that instead of searching for the Z.. using the SELEX discovery channels Zf, — ATK 7" and



pDTK ™, one should measure =}." — AT K~ 7nT7" and =7t with the highest priority.

The branching fractions depend on the lifetimes of = and ZF, which, however, are predicted
to be quite different in the literature. Predictions for the lifetime of =, vary from 53 fs and 250 fs,
while those for Z1" range from 185fs to 670 fs [20-23] except for 724+=1550fs in Ref. [24] which
is too large compared to the lifetimes of singly charmed baryons. Despite the large ambiguity in
the absolute lifetimes, it is expected that 7(Ef") > 7(E})) for their relative lifetimes, due to the
effect of the destructive Pauli interference in the former. The ratio between their lifetimes is then

Tt
R, = —= =0.25 ~ 0.37, (1)

Tot++

with small uncertainty in all these calculations [20H23]. The branching fractions of =t decays
should be relatively larger due to its longer lifetime, compared to those of Z7.. Besides, particles
with longer lifetimes can be better identified with high efficiency at the detectors. Thus, we

recommend experimentalists to search for 21 before Z7.

II. FORM FACTORS

In the study of the exclusive modes of heavy hadron decays, the transition form factors are
required in the calculations. The hadronic matrix elements of =.. decaying into the anti-triplet
and sextet singly charmed baryons, i.e. B. = Z., ., A, and X, are expressed in terms of the form

factors as

<Bc(pf)’J;Y’Ecc<pi)>

= uy(py) {'Yufl(QQ) + %%qyfz(qz) + gfifg(qz)] ui(pi)

7

_ 10,,q" q
—ty(pyr) [wgl(qQH :;'L’ gz(q2)+T:gs(q2)] Ysui (pi),

% )

(2)

where the initial and final baryons are all %Jr states, J); is the weak current in the relevant decays
and ¢ = p; — py. In this work, the form factors are calculated in the light-front quark model
(LFQM). The LFQM is a relativistic quark model under the light front approach, and has been
successfully used to study the form factors of heavy meson and heavy baryon decays [25H27]. We
adopt the diquark picture for the two spectator quarks [25, 26]. The diquark state with a charm
quark and a light quark can be either a scalar (J = 0T), or an axial-vector state (17). Considering

the wave functions of the relevant baryons, the hadronic matrix elements of Z.. decaying into the



TABLE I: The transition form factors of Z.. decaying into singly charmed baryons. The form factors with

the scalar and the axial-vector diquarks are shown with 07 and 17 respectively.

Zeo — 2o/EL(0F) Eee — Eo/ZL(1H)
f1 g1 f2 92 f1 91 f2 93
F()| 075 062 -0.78 —0.08] 0.74 —0.20 0.80 —0.02
met 1.84 2.16 1.67 1.29 1.58 2.10 1.62 1.62
1) 0.25 0.35 0.30 0.52 0.36 0.21 0.31 1.37
Zee — Ao/So(0F) Tee = Ae/Te(17)

*

f1 g1 fo g2 1 g1 f2 95

F()| 065 053 -0.74 -0.05| 0.64 —0.17 0.73 —0.03

met 1.72  2.03 1.56 1.12 1.49 1.99 1.53 2.03
1) 0.27 0.38 0.32 1.10 0.37 0.23 0.32 2.62

anti-triplet and sextet singly charmed baryons are linear combinations of the transitions with the

scalar and the axial-vector diquarks,

V6 V6

(Bol3)| T3 1Eee) = YT Nor + L (T,
BB 1Ze) = =22 (o + L2 3)

In the case with two identical quarks in the final state, for instance X2, an overall factor of v/2 has
to be considered. The details of the calculations of the form factors in the LFQM can be seen in

Ref. [29]. The results are given in Table [I, with the ¢> dependence of

2 4
F@%=F@Vﬂ+a£%+6£éx (4)

where a = +1 for g2(¢?) with 17 diquarks as shown with stars in Table|l, and o = —1 for all the
other form factors. Under the flavor SU(3) symmetry, the form factors are related to each other
between =ft and =}, decays, and between ¢ — s and ¢ — d transitions as seen in Table [I. The

uncertainties of the form factors can then be mostly cancelled in the relative branching fractions

between decay channels.

III. SHORT-DISTANCE CONTRIBUTION DOMINATED PROCESSES

With the form factors obtained above, we proceed to study the non-leptonic decays of =...
The short-distance contributions in the external and internal W-emission amplitudes of two-body
non-leptonic modes are calculated in the factorization approach manifested in the heavy quark

limit. The amplitudes of =.. decaying into a singly charmed baryon and a light meson (M) can be



expressed by the product of hadronic matrix elements

A(Zee = BcM)sp = AM(M(q)|J"|0) <Bc(pf)|JX’Ecc(pi)>v (5)

where A = %VCK ma12(p), Voxm denotes the product of the corresponding Cabibbo-Koboyashi-
Maskawa matrix elements, and a1(p) = C1(p) + Co(p)/3 for the external W-emission amplitudes
and ag(p) = Co(p) + C1(p)/3 for the internal W-emission ones, with C(u) = 1.21 and Ca(u) =
—0.42 at the scale of u = m. [32]. In this work M denotes a pseudoscalar meson (P) or a vector

meson (V'), with the hadronic matrix elements of decay constants as

(P(q)]J*10) = ifpg", (V(g)|J"|0) = fymye™ (6)

In this work, we show the results of a few gold channels with the highest probability of being
observed in experiments. More discussions on various processes can be found in Refs. [28431].
According to Eq. , the relative branching fractions of the other processes compared to that of

=++ =+ -+ 3
S T 2 T are given as

B(~+ = ~0 +>/B(~++ g, ”‘*‘ +) R, =0.25~0.37,
BELH — Afwt)/BELF - Siat) = 0.056, ™

B(ELT — =) /BELT - EHrt) = 0.71,

The above relations are basically unambiguous, since the uncertainties from the transition form
factors are mostly cancelled under the flavor SU(3) symmetry. It is obvious that the branching
fraction of =" — Ef7T is the largest, compared to that of X7 — AT#x" which is a Cabibbo-
suppressed mode, and that of = — Z07F due to the expected smaller lifetime of ZF. The semi-

ErT — Ef¢Tv suffers a low efficiency of detection for the missing energies of

leptonic mode of =,

neutrinos. Similarly, some other processes with possible larger branching fractions may lose lots of
events at hadron colliders, due to neutral particles such as in 2} p*(— 7+7°) and ZH(— =F~)7 .
The final state of Zfa] (— 7777 7~) has two more tracks, reducing the eﬂiciency of detection.
Besides, the longer lifetimes of =17 and ZF compared to those of ZF, and =Y, respectively, benefit
higher efficiencies of the identification of the particles in experiments. Thus the =5t — =Efa™

process is the best of the external W-emission processes to search for the doubly charmed baryons.

The absolute branching fraction of Zf " — Ef 7T is calculated to be

T=
B(ELr = Ehat) = <36(§s) x 7.2%. 8)



This result is given by comparing the lifetime of Zf* with 300fs, which is in the range of the
predictions. Even if considering the uncertainties of the transition form factors and the lifetime, the
branching fraction of this process is of the order of percent, which is large enough for measurements.

To measure =57 — Efn™ =F can be reconstructed using the mode =f — pK 7" at hadron
colliders with all the charged particles in the final state. The absolute branching fraction of
this process has never been directly measured, but the relative branching ratio was measured as
B(EF — pK)/B(EF — pK~n") = 0.54 £ 0.10 [33]. Besides, the relation A(Z} — pK ™) =
A(AF — ZTK*0) holds under U-spin symmetry. With the measurement of B(A} — L TK*0) =

(0.36 = 0.10)% [34], the branching fraction is
B(ES - pK 1) = (22+0.8)%. 9)

The relatively larger branching fraction of this Cabibbo-suppressed mode is induced by the larger
phase space of ZF — pF*O and the longer lifetime of Zf. The main uncertainty in Eq. (9) arises
from the branching fraction of A7 — YT K*? and the ratio between =} — p?*o and =f — pK 7,
which may be measured by BESIII, Belle IT and LHCb with higher precision. Considering the

relatively large value of B(E} — pK ~n") within the 1o range, we suggest to measure the process

of Eft — Efat with ZF reconstructed by the final state pK 7.

IV. LONG-DISTANCE CONTRIBUTION DOMINATED PROCESSES

In the factorization approach, only the factorizable contributions are taken into account. For the
color-allowed tree-operator dominated channels, the non-factorizable contributions are expected to
be small. For the color-suppressed processes with a tiny Wilson coefficient as, the decay widths are
likely to be underestimated in the factorization framework. For instance, the branching fractions
of the internal W-emission decays of X+ — N+(2455)K ™ and =f — AFK™ are predicted to
be of the order of 1077, due to az(u) ~ —0.02.

However, the long-distance contributions are usually significantly enhanced in charmed meson
decays, which can be described well by the rescattering mechanism of the final-state-interaction
effects [35H38]. The rescattering mechanism in the heavy-flavor-baryon decays was only considered
in Ref. [39] to study the Cabibbo-suppressed decays of A7 — pr® and n7w™, whose results have
not been directly manifested so far, but are consistent with the upper limit recently measured by
BESIIT [40]. In doubly heavy flavor baryon decays, the long-distance contributions have never

been considered. In this work we first calculate the rescattering effects in two-body non-leptonic
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FIG. 1: The t-channel rescattering diagram of =} — =%t Ej+F*O. The rescattering is induced

by the quark exchanges, shown in the top figure. The bottom figure is the diagram at the hadron level.

Zee decays for the internal W-emission and W-exchange amplitudes, and then find some other
processes with large branching fractions.

The absorptive part of the amplitudes is obtained by the optical theorem [41], summing over all
possible amplitudes of Z..(p;) decaying into the states {py}, followed by the rescattering of {py}
into the final state B.(ps)M(q),

d
AbsM(p; = prq) = (H/ o f;Ek> (2m)*

r
J
x0'(pr +q =Y pi)M(p = {pe T (pra — {pi})- (10)
k=1

One typical rescattering diagram is given in Fig. [1} taking as example the t-channel triangle diagram
of =+ — E((;/)+p+ — Ej“Lf*O via quark exchange. The rescattering amplitudes are calculated
using the effective Lagrangian [42H45]. The hadronic strong coupling constants are related to each
other under the flavor SU(3) symmetry, and the chiral and heavy quark symmetries [42H44], with
the values taken from Refs. [41l46H52]. The effective Lagrangian and the strong coupling constants
are given in the Appendix. Most of the uncertainties will then be cancelled in the relative branching
ratios. The results of the rescattering amplitudes depend on the form factor F'(¢, m) which describes
the off-shell effect of the exchanged particle. It is parametrized as F(t,m) = (A2 — m?)/(A? —t)
[41], with the cutoff A = m 4+ nAqcp, m and ¢ being the mass and the momentum squared of
the exchanged particle, respectively, and Aqcp taken as 330 MeV. The free parameter 1 cannot be
calculated from first principles. In this work, we take n varying in the range from 1.0 to 2.0, as

found in Ref. [41]. The dependence of F(¢,m) on n is plotted in Fig2]
The relative branching fractions of some processes dominated by the long-distance contributions

=+t — $++(2455)K ™ are shown in Table [ The results of the relative

compared to that of =7

branching fractions are less ambiguous in theory, since the uncertainties from the effective hadronic
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FIG. 2: The form factor F(t,m) as a function of 7.

TABLE II: Branching fractions of Z}F and Zf, decays with the long-distance contributions, relative to that
of EHF 5 S (2455)K .

Baryons Modes Bip

=+ (ceu) S (2455) K defined as 1
pD*+ 0.04
pD* 0.0008

=t (ced) AR (R,/0.3) x 0.22

S (2455) K~ (R./0.3) x 0.01

Erp° (R,/0.3) x 0.04
AD* (R-/0.3) x 0.004
pD° (R./0.3) x 0.001

strong coupling constants and from the transition form factors are mainly cancelled due to the flavor
SU(3) symmetry and the chiral and heavy quark symmetries as discussed before. The absolute
branching fractions depend heavily on the values of the parameter 7, as seen in the top plot of Fig.
taking as examples B(Zft — S+ (2455)K %) and B(ELT — pD*T) as functions of 1. In the
bottom of Fig. [3 l we plot the ratio B(EL" — pD*T)/B(EL — ST K" %) as a function of 5. The
ratio of branching fractions is insensitive to 1. Therefore, the theoretical uncertainties are under
control for the relative branching fractions. From Table it is obvious that S+ — X+ (2455)K "
has the largest branching fraction, which is useful for experimental measurements. In the process
St — NF(2455)K ", the dominant rescattering amplitude is =5+ — 2ot - K™ with
exchange of K**, depicted in Fig. Considering some other triangle diagrams including the

() ()+

t-channel rescattering by Z¢’ " 77 with exchange of K*, and u-channels rescattering by =
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FIG. 3: The absolute branching fractions of =}t — Ej“"?m and pD** (top) and the ratio of
B(ELt — pD* ) /B(ELT — SHE” ) (bottom) as functions of 7.

and =0)F pT with exchanging A} or X1, the absolute branching fraction is

— Tot+
=5 - S (2455) K 2 8~ 24, 11
B - D asK) = () x (38 ~ 246)% (1)

where the range corresponds to the value of 1 varying between 1.0 and 2.0. Compared to the
short-distance results of 21t — Ei+(2455)f*0 as O(1079), the long-distance contributions in
the doubly charmed baryon decays are significantly enhanced. The branching fractions of =1t —
Erpt and ZitpT are 12.6% and 17.4% respectively, which are large enough to lead to a result
for =5+ — N++(2455)K " of the order of percent. In the charmed meson decays, the large-N,
approach gives a good description of the internal W-emission contributions, which amounts to
lasf (ue)| = Co(pe) ~ —0.5 [53]. With this value, the branching fraction of this process is then
4.6%, which is in the range of Eq. . So the results considering the rescattering mechanism for
long-distance contributions are trustworthy.

=it - Zj+(2455)f*0 is actually a four-body process with the strong decays of 37T — A7t
and K™ — K~7n+. In the charmed meson decays, the resonant contributions almost saturate the
decay widths [54]. The final-state particles are not very energetic in charm decays, and hence easily
located in the momentum range of resonances. Thus the resonant contributions can indicate the
key physics. For the four-body process Zf " — AT K 77T, there are many low-lying-resonance
contributions, such as X171 (2455) and X1 1(2520) for Af7t, and K™ and (KT)g-wave for K—mt.
Recalling that B(ELH — S+ (2455) K" ) is as large as shown in Eq., the branching fraction
of 1 — ATK-ntn™ will be expected to be a few percent, or even reach O(10%). With A

reconstructed by pK~m", the process Ef " — AT K77t can be used to search for the doubly

charmed baryon.



Apart from the above four-body decay mode, the branching fraction of =}, — A K7™ should
be considerable, contributed by Aj? and X771 (2455) K. This process is just the one used by
the SELEX experiment to report the first would-be evidence of Z7, [5]. However, no significant
signal was observed by the LHCb experiment using this channel [I1]. We find the process =1t —
AFK~ntrnt is better than =}, — AF K7t for the searches for doubly charmed baryons, for the
following reasons. For the dominant resonant contributions in these two processes, the branching
fraction of =} — Y1+ (2455)K K™ is larger than that of = == A+K by a factor of about five,
due to the predicted value of R, ~ 0.3 with a small uncertainty, seen in Eq. . As explained

before, the efficiency of identifying =1 is larger than that of ZF, at LHCD by a factor around the

C
lifetime ratio, in the range of their predicted lifetimes. Even though Ef* — AT K 7T 7r* suffers
a lower efficiency in detection by a few factors, due to one more track than Zf, — ATK 7t it
can still be expected that there would be more signal yields in the former process. For the other

discovery channel by the SELEX experiment, =}, — pDVTK ™, there are no low-lying-resonance

cc
contributions. In the mode Zf, — AD™, whose branching ratio is small, the A state is below the
pK ™ threshold, while the higher excited resonances would be more difficult to produce. Therefore,
the process =17 — AT K~ 7ntn™ is the best of the long-distance contribution dominated processes
for the searches for doubly charmed baryons.

In addition to the study of the ground states of doubly charmed baryons, the suggested pro-
cesses should be useful to search for excited states below the charm-meson-charm-baryon thresholds.
Such particles strongly or radiatively decay into the ground states, which would be reconstructed
in experiments by the most favorable modes found in this work. Besides, the long-distance con-
tributions, for which we found large and important =.. decays, should also be considered in the

studies on the search for the discovery channels of other heavy particles, such as bottom-charm

baryons and stable open flavor tetraquarks and pentaquarks.

V. SUMMARY

We have systematically studied the weak decays of 21t and =}, and recommend the processes

ST - AFK ntrt and EL 7T as the most favorable decay modes for searches for doubly charmed
baryons in experiments. The channels ZF, —+ AT K~ 7" and pD™ K~ used by the SELEX and LHCb
experiments are not as good as the above two =1t decay processes. The short-distance contribu-

tions of the decay amplitudes are calculated under the factorization approach. The long-distance

contributions are first studied in the double-charm-baryon decays, considering the rescattering

10



mechanism. It is found that the long-distance contributions are significantly enhanced and are
essential for the favorable mode 21" — AT K~ 77", Our suggestions are based on the analysis of
the relative branching fractions between decay modes, which is less ambiguous since the theoretical
uncertainties are mainly cancelled by the flavor symmetries. The absolute branching fractions of
Ert - AFK ntrt and Zf T are estimated to be a few percent, or even reach the order of 10%,

which are large enough for experimental measurements.
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Appendix: The effective Lagrangians used in the rescattering mechanism are [42H45]:

»Ceff :»thh + Ephh + ﬁwBB + EpBB + £p7r7r + ﬁppp + ﬁpDD + £7TD*D + ['pD*D*7

Eﬂ'hh :gﬂ'BGBGTT[Bﬁi/—YE)HBG] + gﬂBngTT[Bgl’)/E)HBg] =+ {gﬂ'BGBgTT[BGl'YE)HBE] + h.C.},
Lot = F1o8685 7 [Bs7. V" B] + ‘7022’3516636%[86%8“1/”56]
+ flPB?,BéTT[BWuV”B?J + %TT[BEUWG“V”B?)]
3

5 f2pBsBs _ 5
+ {185, T [Be7, V" Bs] + ﬁﬂ“[[)’@awa"v Bs] + h.c.},

L8 =g88TrBivs115],

ﬁplglg :flpBBTT[B’tuMB} + %TT[BO’MV(?MVVB],
B

L9prm
Lopnn = \P& Tr[VHIIL, 9,11]],

ig y ig y
ﬁppp = \;%pTr[(f),,Vu — 8MV,,)V“V | = %T?‘[(&,VMV“ — V“@,,VM)V ],

L,pp = —ig,pp(D;d, DT — aMDZ-DJ'T)(V“);l,

Lrp+p = _ng*D(Dia“HijD;jT + D:f@“HiijT),

Lop+p+ = igpp-p+(D}* Dyt = 8,D7" D7) (VH)} + difyp-p- Dy (V" = &"V*);Di7. (12)

! Note added: very recently, the LHCb collaboration reported the discovery of 2/, with the final state Af K~ 77"
[55).
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where the corresponding II, V', B and Bg, B3 respectively represent the matrices

= +
\/§+\/6 m

1 m NI
K~ KY
ﬁ—FL +
v2Tv P

= - i -~

v p vt
K*— K*O
LO_FA ZJr

V2 T Ve
B > it

K-i—

KO 766 -
—\/%7
Kt
K*O , Bg —
¢

p

n

2
—%A

++ 1 v+ 1=+
)y AL
1 v+ 0 1 =10
ﬁzc EC ﬁ;_‘c 9
1 =+ _1 =00
V2T 2 ¢ Q2
+ =+

0 A

=+ =0
T —c T —c 0

(13)

According to the generalized form of baryons coupled with mesons in Eq., we extend to the

vertex B.BD and B.BD*, and write the Lagrangian as

LA ND, = grA.ND,(Aciys DgN + h.c.),

EACNDZ; = flACND; (AC’YMD;W’N =+ hC) =+

Ls ND, = 92.ND,(XcivsDgN + h.c.),

Ls.np; = fis.np; (B D" N + h.c.) +

szcND;
ma, + my

fox . ND;
my, + my

(Ao, O DN + h.c.)

(2e0, 0" DN + h.c.). (14)

where N denotes baryons belong to the octet baryon matrix B.

The strong coupling constants are taken from the literature [41], [46H52], and listed in Tables.
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TABLE III:

The strong coupling constants for VPP, VVV K B.B.P, BBP and B.BD.
vertex g vertex g vertex g
p— T 6.05| K* — Km |4.60] K*— K*p | 5.22

20— =Fr 10.70| 20 — EFr~ (310 EF — 207 | 0.99

EF - E0r |4.38) EF - E0%r [5.66|XFT - EFKT| —6.5
EF S SITK 9.0 |3 -5 ST 8.0 | BT — Afrt | —-6.36
p—nrt 120 A} —pD® |4.82| ¥+ —pD® | 3.78
Af - nDT |4.82| ©F - nDT [3.78| AF - Z2KT | —0.9

AF — 20K 14.38) AY — X0t |65 | BF — Z0K* | —6.5
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