1707.01779v1 [hep-ph] 6 Jul 2017

arxXiv

Establishing low-lying doubly charmed baryons
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We systematically study the S -wave doubly charmed baryons using the method of QCD sum rules. Our results
suggest that the E** recently observed by LHCb can be well identified as the S-wave E.,. state of J* = 1/27,

“cc

while it may also be identified as the S -wave Z,. state of J© = 3/2*. We study their relevant Q.. states, whose
masses are predicted to be around 3.7 GeV. We also systematically study the P-wave doubly charmed baryons,
whose masses are predicted to be around 4.1 GeV. Especially, there can be several excited doubly charmed
baryons in this energy region, and we suggest to search for them in order to study the fine structure of the strong

interaction.
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Introduction.— Fifteen years ago, the SELEX Collaboration
reported an observation of the doubly charmed baryon =, in
the Y. — AYK n* process [1], and determined its mass to be
3518.9 + 0.9 MeV [2]. This is the only experimental evidence
for the doubly charmed baryons, but all the other experiments
did not confirm this signal [3], until the recent LHCb exper-
iment [4], which observed the Z}F in the A} K n*n* invari-
ant mass spectrum. However, its mass was measured to be
3621.40 + 0.72 £ 0.27 + 0.14 MeV by LHCb, which value is

significantly larger than that determined by SELEX.

Besides the recent LHCb experiment, there have been many
other experiments in recent years [2, 5, 6], which conse-
quently observed many excited heavy baryons, and gradually
make the heavy baryons as well as heavy mesons an ideal plat-
form to study the fine structure of the strong interaction. We
refer to the review [7] for more discussions on this point. The
doubly charmed baryons have been extensively studied using
various theoretical methods, such as various quark models [8],
the bag model [9], QCD sum rules [10], and lattice QCD sim-
ulation [11], etc [12]. Again, we refer to Ref. [7] for a brief re-
view on these studies. More relevant discussions can be found
in Refs. [13].

In this letter we systematically study the S-wave and P-
wave doubly charmed baryons using the method of QCD sum
rules [14]. We construct all the local S -wave doubly charmed
baryon fields by investigating two configurations: one con-
tains a [cc] diquark [15] together with a light quark, and the
other contains a [cq] diquark together with another charm
quark. These two configurations can be related by using the
Fierz transformation (as long as local fields are used). After
carefully examining these relations, we find a doubly charmed
baryon field of J¥ = 1/2*, where all the three quark fields in-
side are at the ground-state. We use this field mixed with a few
other component to perform QCD sum rule analyses, and find

that the Z} recently observed by LHCb [4] can be well iden-
tified as the S-wave Z,. state of J© = 1/2*. We use another
mixed field of J” = 3/2* to perform QCD sum rule analy-
ses, and find that the Z}" may also be identified as the S-wave
Z. state of J¥ = 3/2%. Moreover, we study the S-wave Q..
states, whose masses are predicted to be around 3.7 GeV.
Following the same approach, we systematically study the
P-wave doubly charmed baryons, whose masses are predicted
to be around 4.1 GeV. Moreover, our results suggest that there
can be several excited doubly charmed baryons in this energy
region, similar to our previous studies on the excited singly
heavy baryons [16], where we also found that there can be sev-
eral singly excited charmed baryons. Recently, the LHCb ex-
periment observed as many as five excited Q. states [6]. This
may also happen for the excited doubly charmed baryons, so
we suggest to search for them in the future LHCb and Bellell
experiments. We believe this would greatly help us under-
stand the fine structure of the strong interaction, and conse-
quently improve our understanding of the quantum world.

Constructions of S -wave doubly charmed baryon fields.— As
the first step, we discuss how we systematically construct
the local S-wave doubly charmed baryon fields. They can
only have the antisymmetric color configuration [eabcqacbcc],
where the subscripts a - - - ¢ are color indices, g represents an
up, down or strange quark, and c¢ represents a charm quark.
The other structures, including flavor and spin/orbital/total an-
gular momenta, can be generally described by using either

Bi(x) = € (el ()CT10p(0)) Tage(), (1)
or
Ba(x) = € (g ()CT3¢5(x)) Tace(x). )

Here, C = iy»yy is the charge-conjugation operator, the super-
script T represents the transpose of the Dirac indices only, and



the matrices I'j..4 are Dirac matrices describing the Lorentz
structure. The other configuration

By(x) = € (c] (X)CT5q5(x) Toce(x), (3)

can be transformed to be B,(x).

The former B;(x) contains a [cc] diquark together with a
light quark, where we can clearly see the orbital structure be-
tween the two charm quarks; while the latter $,(x) contains
a [cq] diquark together with another charm quark, where we
can clearly see the orbital structure between the charm and
light quarks inside the [cq] diquark. In the present study we
use local fields, so these two configurations can be related by
using the Fierz transformation.

The first configuration 8 (x) can be easily constructed, be-
cause we can directly apply the Pauli principle to the two
identical charm quarks contained in the [cc] diquark. Fol-
lowing the method used in Ref. [17], we find altogether two
independent Dirac fields (without any free Lorentz index) of
the spin-parity J* = 1/2*, two independent Rarita-Schwinger
fields (with one free Lorentz index) of the pure spin-parity
JP =3/2*, and one tensor field (with two free antisymmetric
Lorentz indices) of the same J* = 3/2*:

mx) = € (el (@DCy.ch(0) ¥y5q:(x), )
mx) = € (el (DCTmen(x)) o ysgex), (5)
Ma(®) = Taue™ (el ()CYcp(0)) gel). (6)

Mia(x) = Top X (€™ (ch ()Coes(0) 1uge®) — (7)
+ € (el ()CT™ysch(0)) Yry5qc(x))

= Loy X (€7 (ch(CT e()) y56.(0) (8)
+ e (CZ (x)Co* V?’scb(x)) Clc(X)) ,

N5,y ()C)

where Iy, and Iy, 4,y are the two projection operators:

1
ryv = 8uv — Zyyyv P )

1 1 1
Civep = 8ua&vp — Egvﬂyuya + zgﬂ[i')’v')’a + go-yvo-aﬁ . (10)

Among them, 77, 3,(x) contain the S -wave [cc] diquark
e el ()Cyucp(x) [PLy = S1], (11)

while the other three contain excited [cc] diquarks. We can
further identify:

nl(x) o Slee) = 19 l[cc] 209 j[cc] = 1, J = 1/2,
7]3”()6) L S[ee] = 17 l[cc] = 0, j[cc] = 1, J = 3/2

Here, si¢c), ljcc) and jicc) are the spin, orbital and total angular
momenta of the [cc] diquark, and J is the total angular mo-
mentum of the doubly charmed baryon.

The second configuration $B,(x) can not be so easily con-
structed. Still following the method used in Ref. [17], we find

that there are five non-vanishing Dirac fields of J© = 1/2*:

() = € (g (DCYseh(0) celx), (12)
) = € (gl (DY) ¥ ysec),  (13)
() = € (gh(0Cen(x)) ysce(x), (14)
) = € (gl (DCyayses(n) ¥ee), (15)

() = € (gl (OCTmen(x) o yscex).  (16)

However, only two of them are independent, and we can use
the Fierz transformation to relate them to 7;(x) and r,(x):

1111
7 / / / ’ 1 A T kY O
(771 M N ’78)=(’71 x|t 2 4 2 1 ].a7
8 0 8 0 2

Among them, 77/1,2(95) contain the S -wave [cq] diquarks:

€ qq(OCyscy(x) ['Sol, (18)
€ gy (OCYuch(x) [S11, (19)
while the other three contain excited [cq] diquarks. We can
further identify
Mm@ Sieqt =0, liegg = 0, e =0, J =1/2,
M) © Seq =1, lieg =0, jieg =1, J =1/2.
Here, Sicq), ljcq) and jicq) are the spin, orbital and total angular
momenta of the [cq] diquark. Especially, from Eq. (17) we
have the relation 1 = —2n), making this field interesting that
all the three quark fields inside are at the ground-state.

Similarly, we find two independent Rarita-Schwinger fields
and one tensor field, all of which have J* = 3/2*:

M) = Toue™ (gL ()CY0p() ce(), (20)
o) = Tap x (€™ (] )CO* cp(0) yee(x) — (21)
+ € (g (DCTysen(0) yrysee(x)
Loy X (€7 (g ()Co c(1)) ysce(x) (22)

+ € (gh ()Ca*ysep(x) ce(x))

The former two fields ngm 1,(X) can be related to 734 44(x) by
using the Fierz transformation, and n;mdz (x) can also be re-
lated t0 7754,4,(x). Only the first one n} (x) contains the S -
wave [cq] diquark, while the other two contain excited di-
quarks. We can further identify

Msgya,(X) =

ngw(x) . Sleql = 1, l[cq] = O, j[cq] = 1, J = 3/2

Interpretations of the Z}F.— In the present study we shall use

n1 = =21}, 17}, N3¢ and 175, to perform QCD sum rule analyses
in order to study the S -wave doubly charmed baryons of J* =
1/2* and J* = 3/2%. We shall pay special attention to the
field m(x) = —-2n5(x). Besides these single fields, we shall
also study their mixing

n(tt,x) = 1 X75(x) + h X 7j(x), (23)
ML (t1,12,X) = 13 X 3a(X) + tg X 173, (%) . (24)



These fields can couple to the doubly charmed baryons 8
through

OBy = fpu(p), (25)

Then the two-point correlation functions can be written as:

() =i f d*xe " OIT [nRO)][0) = (¢ + M) T1(¢?) .

In the present study we use the terms proportional to Mg to
perform numerical analyses. Following Refs. [18] we obtain
Mg through:

fsso e‘s/Mlz?p(s)sds

—_—, (26)
fs‘o eS™Mip(s)ds

M2(s0, Mp) =

where s. is the physical threshold, and p(s) is the QCD
spectral density which we evaluate up to dimension ten, in-
cluding the perturbative term, the quark condensate (gq),
the gluon condensate {g>GG), the quark-gluon mixed con-
densate (g,goGq), and their combinations (Qq>(g§GG> and
(8:0Gq)(g:GG):

p(s) = p(s) +pI0(s) +p 9 (s) + pI0(s)  (27)
+ pl@aXGO) (g 4 GGAXGC) ()

We find that the leading perturbative term (D = 0) and the
next-to-leading quark condensate (gg) (D = 3) are important.
The results of these spectral densities are too lengthy, so we
list them in the supplementary file “OPE.nb”. We use the val-
ues listed in Refs. [18] for these condensates and the charm
quark mass (see also Refs. [19]).

There are two free parameters in Eq. (26): the Borel mass
Mg and the threshold value sy. In order to obtain reliable QCD
sum rule results, we require that the sy dependence and the
Mp dependence of the mass prediction be weak. Beside this,
we also need to carefully examine: a) the convergence of the
QCD spectral density p(s) through:

My _ f:" eSIM5 % p@IXGO) () x ds o8
- o _sIMA ’

Iy fs<eY 5 X p(s) X ds

o _ J:j e~ /Mi x plataea) (5) x ds 29)

I f:o e™S™M5 X p(s) X ds |

and b) the pole contribution defined as:

fsso e~5Mp x p(s) xds

PC=s :
fs e ™Ms x p(s) X ds

(30)

Firstly, we study the =.. by replacing ¢ — u/d. The masses
obtained using 77} and 77}/(1; = 1,1, = 0.1) are shown in Fig. 1
as functions of the threshold value sy and Borel mass Mp,
and those obtained using 7, and 77’2'/(’[ (t1 = 1,6 = 0.1) are
shown in Fig. 2. We choose the working regions of sy and

Mg to be 22 GeV? < sy < 28 GeV? and 3.2 GeV? < M3 <
3.8 GeV?Z, and find that the mass curves are quite stable inside
these shady regions. We also list them in Table I together with
g /Iy, /Iy and PC defined in Eqgs. (28-30). We find
that the pole contributions are sufficiently large and the OPE
spectral densities have good convergence inside these regions,
suggesting that our sum rule results are reliable.
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FIG. 1: Variations of My 1/>+ (dashed curves) and qu”(ﬂ:l,tg:()d),l/Z*
(solid curves) with respect to the threshold value sy (left) and the
Borel mass My (right).
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FIG. 2: Variations of My, 3>+ (dashed curves) and Moy 210,037+
(solid curves) with respect to the threshold value so (left) and the
Borel mass Mp (right).

Our results are:

e The spectral densities extracted from 7;(x) = —27(x)

and 773,(x) are not complete, i.e., phi 7. (s) = pf,‘_f’G,gz(s) =
0, so we can not use them to obtain reliable sum rule

results.

The masses extracted from 7](x) and 175, (x) are both
around 4.0 GeV, significantly larger than the mass of the
E.. measured in the SELEX and LHCb experiments.

We carefully fine-tune #;, to be t; = 1.0 and , = 0.1,
and use n’l"’ to perform sum rule analyses. The mass is
extracted to be

M=t n=0nz.072 = 3.5857 GeV, 31

where the central value is obtained by choosing sy =
25 GeV? and T? = 3.5 GeV?, and the uncertainties
come from #, (= 0.1 + 0.05), s9, Mp, and various quark
masses and condensates [18]. Hence, the Z' recently

observed by LHCb [4] can be well identified as the S -
wave E,, state of J¥ = 1/2*.



TABLE I: Masses of the S-wave charmed baryons.

Fields Baryons | sy (GeV) M2 (GeV?) | Pole Convergence Mass (GeV) [ (GeV?)
g /My yo/Man

- _2 ’ Ecc - - - - - - -

m up Q. _ _ B B _ B B
, =R 2-28 32-38 |[>72%| <1%  <1% 3.947018 (04670010
g Q.. 22-28 32-38 [>72%| <1%  <1% 3.981012 00471000

M3 QCC _ B B _ B _ B
" B 2-28 32-38 [>73%| <1%  <1% 3.957013 (0407000
3” Q. 22-28 32-38 [>73%| <1%  <1% 3974012 0,041+0008
= — —_ +0.15 +0.008
W = 10,6 =01 = 2-28 32-38 [>87%| <1%  <1% 3587015 (0370008
Qe 22-28 32-38 [>84%| <1%  <1% 3701013 0.040700%
= — — +0.14 +0.004
W = 10201 = 22-28 32-38 [>90%| <1%  <1% 3.587014 (03170004
Q.. 2-28 32-38 [>86%| <1%  <1% 3.69°011  0.0342007

o Similarly, we fine-tune #34 to be 13 = 1.0 and #4 = 0.1,
and use 1y to perform sum rule analyses:

My -1-on gz = 3582575 GeV,  (32)

'720
where the central value is again obtained by choosing
so = 25 GeV? and T? = 3.5 GeV>. Hence, the Z+ may
also be identified as the S-wave Z,, state of J* = 3/2*.

e Similarly, we use n{(t; = 1.0,1, = 0.1) and ) (t; =
1.0,#, = 0.1) to study the Q.. by replacing ¢ — s. The
masses are extracted to be

0.13

3707515 GeV,

0.11
3.697515 GeV .

(33)
(34)

Mo =16=0.1).0..(1/2%) =

My 4 21.1,20.1).0,.G/2%) =

Again, the central values are obtained by choosing s¢ =
25 GeV? and T? = 3.5 GeV>.

Our study on P-wave doubly charmed baryons.— The local
P-wave doubly baryon fields are much more complicated than
the S-wave ones. We follow Refs. [16] and construct them
using the S-wave diquark fields defined in Eqgs. (11,18-19) as
well as the following P-wave diquark fields:

e [D*qL (0)]Cyscp(x) ['Pi], 35)
€D gL (0)]Cy ep(x) [PPol/CP11/PPal,  (36)
e (D T (0ICY er(x) [PP/PPI/IPPA],  (37)

Here, D" = 0" + igA* is the gauge-covariant derivative. There
are altogether four configurations:

e Type 1-[Dg-c]c: we construct three fields of J¥ = 1/2*,
three of J¥ = 3/2*, and one of J* = 5/2*.

e Type 2-[q-c]Dc: we construct three fields of J¥ = 1/2*,
three of J = 3/2*, and one of J* = 5/2+.

e Type 3-[c-c]Dg: we construct two fields of J¥ = 1/27,
two of J¥ = 3/2*, and one of J* = 5/2*.

e Type 4-[Dc-clg: we construct one field of J© = 1/2*
and one of J* = 3/2*.

We note that: a) these exist more non-vanishing and indepen-
dent fields containing other diquark fields, and b) there are
some relations among these configurations due to the Fierz
transformation.

We use all these P-wave doubly baryon fields to perform
QCD sum rule analyses and systematically studied the P-wave
doubly charmed baryons of J© = 1/27, 3/2 and 5/2°. We
note that we have only used the single fields but have not in-
vestigated their mixing. We find that both type 1 ([Dg-c]c)
and type 2 ([g-c]Dc) can lead to reasonable sum rule analyses,
and our results suggest that the masses of the P-wave doubly
charmed baryons (both E.. and Q) are around 4.0-4.2 GeV.
Moreover, our results suggest that there can be several excited
doubly charmed baryons in this energy region. We shall de-
tailly discuss these results in our further work.

Summary and discussions.— We have systematically studied
the S-wave and P-wave doubly charmed baryons using the
method of QCD sum rules. We construct all the local §-wave
doubly charmed baryon fields, and find one field of J© = 1/2*
where all the three quark fields inside are at the ground-state
(verified by the Fierz transformation). We use this field mixed
with a few other component to perform QCD sum rule analy-
ses, and find that the E}' recently observed by LHCb [4] can
be well identified as the S-wave =, state of J* = 1/2*. We
use another mixed field of J* = 3/2* to perform QCD sum
rule analyses, and find that the Z}F may also be identified as
the S-wave =, state of J* = 3/2". We have also studied the
S-wave Q. states, whose masses are predicted to be around
3.7 GeV.

Following the same approach, we have systematically stud-



ied the P-wave doubly charmed baryons, whose masses are
predicted to be around 4.1 GeV. Our results suggest that there
can be several excited doubly charmed baryons in this energy
region, similar to our previous studies on the excited singly
heavy baryons [16], where we also found that there can be
several singly charmed baryons. Recalling that the LHCb ex-
periment observed as many as five excited Q. states [6], we
suggest to search for these excited doubly charmed baryons in
the future LHCb and Bellell experiments in order to study the
fine structure of the strong interaction.

Acknowledgments

This project is supported by the Natural Sciences and En-
gineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC) and the Na-
tional Natural Science Foundation of China under Grants No.
11475015, No. 11375024, No. 11222547, No. 11175073,
No. 11575008, and No. 11621131001; the 973 program;
the Ministry of Education of China (SRFDP under Grant No.
20120211110002 and the Fundamental Research Funds for
the Central Universities); the National Program for Support
of Top-notch Youth Professionals.

*

Electronic address: chenwei29 @mail.sysu.edu.cn

Electronic address: xiangliu@lzu.edu.cn

* Electronic address: zhusl@pku.edu.cn

[1] M. Mattson et al. [SELEX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 89,

112001 (2002).

C. Patrignani et al. [Particle Data Group], Chin. Phys. C 40,

100001 (2016).

R. Chistov et al. [Belle Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 97,

162001 (2006); B. Aubert et al. [BaBar Collaboration], Phys.

Rev. D 74, 011103 (2006); S. P. Ratti, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl.

115, 33 (2003).

[4] Talk given by P. Spradlin at EPS-HEP,

on behalf of  the LHCb Collaboration, see

https://indico.cern.ch/event/466934/contributions/2616767/.

J. Yelton et al. [Belle Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 94, 052011

(2016); Y. Kato et al. [Belle Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 94,

032002 (2016); R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], JHEP

1705, 030 (2017).

[6] R. Aaij er al. [LHCb Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 118,
182001 (2017).

[7] H. X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu, Y. R. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Rept.
Prog. Phys. 80, 076201 (2017).

[8] D. Ebert, R. N. Faustov, V. O. Galkin and A. P. Martynenko,

Phys. Rev. D 66, 014008 (2002); C. Albertus, E. Hernandez,

[2

—

3

—

(5

—

J. Nieves and J. M. Verde-Velasco, Eur. Phys. J. A 32, 183
(2007), Erratum: [Eur. Phys. J. A 36, 119 (2008)]; M. Karliner
and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 90, 094007 (2014).

[9] S. Fleck and J. M. Richard, Prog. Theor. Phys. 82, 760 (1989);
D. H. He, K. Qian, Y. B. Ding, X. Q. Li and P. N. Shen, Phys.
Rev. D 70, 094004 (2004).

[10] E. Bagan, M. Chabab and S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 306, 350
(1993); J. R. Zhang and M. Q. Huang, Phys. Rev. D 78, 094007
(2008); Z. G. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 68, 459 (2010); S. Narison
and R. Albuquerque, Phys. Lett. B 694, 217 (2011).

[11] J. M. Flynn et al. [UKQCD Collaboration], JHEP 0307, 066
(2003); L. Liu, H. W. Lin, K. Orginos and A. Walker-Loud,
Phys. Rev. D 81, 094505 (2010); Y. Namekawa et al. [PACS-
CS Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 87, 094512 (2013).

[12] J. G. Korner, M. Kramer and D. Pirjol, Prog. Part. Nucl.
Phys. 33, 787 (1994); R. Roncaglia, D. B. Lichtenberg and
E. Predazzi, Phys. Rev. D 52, 1722 (1995); Z. F. Sun, Z. W. Liu,
X. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 91, 094030 (2015);
K. W. Wei, B. Chen and X. H. Guo, Phys. Rev. D 92, 076008
(2015); M. Karliner and J. L. Rosner, arXiv:1706.06961 [hep-
phl.

[13] H. Y. Cheng, Front. Phys. (Beijing) 10, 101406 (2015);
H. X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rept. 639,
1 (2016); F. K. Guo, C. Hanhart, U. G. Meissner, Q. Wang,
Q. Zhao and B. S. Zou, arXiv:1705.00141 [hep-ph].

[14] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein and V. 1. Zakharov, Nucl.
Phys. B 147, 385 (1979); L. J. Reinders, H. Rubinstein and
S. Yazaki, Phys. Rept. 127, 1 (1985); M. Nielsen, F. S. Navarra
and S. H. Lee, Phys. Rept. 497, 41 (2010).

[15] R. L. Jaffe, Phys. Rept. 409, 1 (2005).

[16] X. Liu, H. X. Chen, Y. R. Liu, A. Hosaka and S. L. Zhu, Phys.
Rev. D 77, 014031 (2008); H. X. Chen, W. Chen, Q. Mao,
A. Hosaka, X. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 91, 054034
(2015); Q. Mao, H. X. Chen, W. Chen, A. Hosaka, X. Liu
and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 92, 114007 (2015); H. X. Chen,
Q. Mao, A. Hosaka, X. Liu and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 94,
114016 (2016).

[17] H. X. Chen, V. Dmitrasinovic, A. Hosaka, K. Nagata and
S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 78, 054021 (2008).

[18] W. Chen, T. G. Steele, H. X. Chen and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D
92, 054002 (2015); H. X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu, T. G. Steele
and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 172001 (2015).

[19] K. C. Yang, W. Y. P. Hwang, E. M. Henley and L. S. Kisslinger,
Phys. Rev. D 47, 3001 (1993); M. Eidemuller and M. Jamin,
Phys. Lett. B 498, 203 (2001); S. Narison, Camb. Monogr. Part.
Phys. Nucl. Phys. Cosmol. 17, 1 (2002); V. Gimenez, V. Lu-
bicz, F. Mescia, V. Porretti and J. Reyes, Eur. Phys. J. C 41, 535
(2005); M. Jamin, Phys. Lett. B 538, 71 (2002); B. L. Ioffe and
K. N. Zyablyuk, Eur. Phys. J. C 27, 229 (2003); A. A. Ovchin-
nikov and A. A. Pivovarov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 48, 721 (1988)
[Yad. Fiz. 48, 1135 (1988)]; P. Colangelo and A. Khodjamirian,
“At the Frontier of Particle Physics/Handbook of QCD” (World
Scientific, Singapore, 2001), Volume 3, 1495.


mailto:chenwei29@mail.sysu.edu.cn
mailto:xiangliu@lzu.edu.cn
mailto:zhusl@pku.edu.cn

	 Acknowledgments
	 References

