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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 2% recently observed by LHCb can be well identified as the S-wave =, state of J* = 1/2*.

=cc

We study its relevant Q. state, whose mass is 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 Ef. — AfK 7" 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 ZF 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. Note that
the E7F and Z, are isospin partners, and their mass difference
should be only a few MeV.

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], lattice QCD sim-
ulation [11], and others (for a incomplete list of works see
Refs. [12]). Again, we refer to Ref. [7] for a brief review
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 E" recently observed by LHCb [4] can be well
identified as the S -wave Z,, state of J* = 1/2*. We also study
its relevant S-wave Q. state, whose mass is 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 to understand
the fine structure of the strong interaction, and consequently
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 [e“”"qacbcc],
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

B1(x) = € (] (ICT165(0)) T2ge(), )
or
Ba(x) = € (g4 ()CT3¢5(x)) Tace(). )

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

Bs(x) = € (e (X)CT5q5(x)) Tece(). 3)

can be transformed to be $,(x).

The former $;(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 B;(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. Follow-
ing the method used in Ref. [17], we systematically construct
all the possible fields, and find altogether two independent
Dirac fields (without any free Lorentz index) of the spin-parity
JP = 1/2%, two independent Rarita-Schwinger fields (with
one free Lorentz index) of the pure spin-parity J* = 3/2%,
and one tensor field (with two free antisymmetric Lorentz in-
dices) of the same J = 3/2*:

M) = e (chCYuenx) ¥y5q:(x). @)
M) = € (el @)Couen(x) o ysge(x) 5)
Ma(X) = Taue™ (ch 0V 1)) o). (6)
Naa(x) = Do x (€7 (I (DCTH cp(0)) yygex) — (7)

+ € (el ()CTyseh(6) 1yysde())
Mscan(®) = Tayana X (€7 (ch (0C* c(x)) y5gc(x) (8)

+ € (ch (OCTyseh(x)) 4e())

where 'y, and Ty, o,y are the two projection operators:

1
ryv = 8uv — ZY#VV s &)

1 1 1
r,uvaﬁ = 8ua8vp — EgvﬁyyYJ + Egyﬁyvya + 80-;41/0-&[3 . (10)

Among them, 77, 3,(x) contain the S -wave [cc] diquark
e el ()Cyucp(x) [PHL; = 3811, (11)

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

771(X) L S[ee] = 1» l[cc] =O’ j[cc] = 17 J = 1/2’
n3a(x) . s[cc]:l’l[cc]:O’j[cclzl’J:3/2-

Here, si¢c), ljcc) and jjcc) 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 sys-
tematically construct all the possible fields, and find that there
are five non-vanishing Dirac fields of J© = 1/2*:

() = € (g ()Cysep(0) ce(x) (12)
00 = € (s (DY) ¥ ysecn),  (13)
(1) = € (g4 (DCeh(x)) ysce(x), (14)
0 = € (gl (ICyyser0)Yie),  (15)
() = € (gl (OCTmen(x) o yscox).  (16)

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

(7 5 mly my m) = (m o) x (
Among them, 17} ,(x) contain the S -wave [cq] diquarks:

e ql (x)Cyscp(x) ['Sol, (18)
gl (x)Cyucn(x) PS11, (19)

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

M)t S =0, lieg =0, jieg =0, J=1/2,
77/2()6) . S[Cq] = 1, l[Cq] = O, j[cq] = 1, J = 1/2

Here, sicq), lieq) and jicq are the spin, orbital and total angu-
lar momenta of the [cq] diquark. Especially, from Eq. (17)
we have the relation 1 = —2n),, making this field interesting
because all the three quark fields 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@ = Taue™ (g4 (DY cp() ce(), 0

o) = Tap x (€™ (gL ()C* cp(0) yvee(x)  (21)
+ € (@ (IC v (0) yrysee)

Mo () = Fmawx( gabe (qg(x)CO—HVCb(x))'ySCc(x) (22)

+ € (g1 ()CT*ysep() ce(1))

The former two fields ’73[,, 1o(%) can be related t0 734 40(x) by
using the Fierz transformation, and n’mm (x) can also be re-
lated €0 754,4,(x). Only the first one 7} (x) contains the S -
wave [cq] diquark, while the other two contain excited di-
quarks. We can further identify

ngw(x) . Sleql = 1, l[cq] = 0, j[cq] = 1, J = 3/2

Interpretations of the " .— 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) = -2n,(x). Besides these single fields, we shall
also study their mixing

n{”(@l, x) = cosf; xni(x)+sind; xn(x), (23)
M (02,X) = €086y X 3a(x) +sin 6y X175, (x) . (24)

These fields can couple to the doubly charmed baryons B
through

OInB) = fpu(p), (25)

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

()= f d*xe O/ [n(x)R(O)]10) = (¢ + M) T1 (47) .

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

[ e Mip(s)sds
[ e Mip(syds

where s. is the physical threshold, and p(s) is the QCD spec-
tral density which we evaluate up to dimension ten:

M(so, Mp) = (26)

p(s) = pP"'(s) + p99(s) + 99 (s) + p 99 (s)  (27)
+ p@q)(GG)( s) + p@Gq)(GG)( s) ,

where pP¢"(s) is the perturbative term; p‘99(s), pC%(s),

plGD(5), plaGO () and pld@94C0) () are the terms contain-
ing the quark condensate (7g), the gluon condensate (g>?GG),
the quark-gluon mixed condensate (g,G0Gg), and their com-
binations (qq)(gSGG) and (gxanq)(g?GG) respectively. We
find that the leading perturbative term (D = 0) and the next-
to-leading quark condensate (gq) (D = 3) are important. The
results of these spectral densities are too lengthy, so we list
them in the supplementary file “OPE.nb” [19]. We use the
values listed in Refs. [18] for these condensates and the charm
quark mass (see also Refs. [20]).

There are two free parameters in Eq. (26): the Borel mass
M and the threshold value s¢. In order to obtain reliable QCD
sum rule results, we require that the sy dependence and the
Mg 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:" e$IM3y x plaaGO) () x ds o8)
- 00 /Mz
Iy fs<es 8 X p(s)xds
00 _ /g2 =
My _ Jo e xp9099s) x ds .
Iy f:o e™SM5 X p(s) X ds

and b) the pole contribution (PC) defined as:

f ©eIM % p(s) X ds
PC = . (30)
fs e=S™M5 X p(s) X ds

Firstly, we study the :CC by replacing ¢ — u/d. The masses
obtained using 7} and 7y M@, = —11°) are shown in Fig. 1
as functions of the threshold value sy and Borel mass Mg,
and those obtained using 7, and 7712"2 (6, = 6°) are shown in
Fig. 2. We choose the working regions of sy and Mp to be
22 GeV? < 59 < 28 GeV? and 3.2 GeV? < M3 < 3.8 GeV?,
and find that the mass curves are quite stable inside these
shady regions. We also list them in Table I together with
g /Ty, o/l and PC defined in Eqgs. (28-30). We find
that the pole contributions are sufficiently large and the op-
erator product expansion (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 Mgy ——110),1/2+
(solid curves) with respect to the threshold value sy (left) and the
Borel mass Mp (right).

5.0 o . . 50 50 . " , 50
45- | i ! 145 45- | : ] {45
Z ] i b z .0 | ! ] 40
<) 4.0 RN 3 40 R SIS .
23— 135 g3—m—— 135
g ! i ] S ] i ]
30 ! i 1 30 = 30 ] ] ] 30
250 i | g 125 250 i i g 125
20 22 25 28 30 3.0 32 35 38 4.0

Borel Mass®> [GeV?]

FIG. 2: Variations of My, 3>+ (dashed curves) and M, Y (0=69)3/2+

(solid curves) with respect to the threshold value s (left) and the
Borel mass Mp (right).

Our results are:

e The spectral densities extracted from m(x) = =215(%)

and 773,(x) are not complete (pgf”(s) = py Gq)(s) =0

and phe"(s) = pfﬂf”(s) = O), so we can not use them to
obtain reliable sum rule results.

The masses extracted from 7}(x) and 77} (x) are both
around 4.0 GeV, significantly larger than the mass of the
. measured in the SELEX and LHCb experiments.

We carefully fine-tune 6; to be —11°, and use 7, Mg, =
—11°) to perform sum rule analyses. The mass is ex-
tracted to be

Myyg=-tinz. a2y = 3.58%515 GeV, G

where the central value is obtained by choosing sy = 25
GeV? and M2 = 3.5 GeV?, and the uncertainties come



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

Fields Baryons | sy (GeV) M2 (GeV?) | Pole Convergence Mass (GeV) [ (GeV?)
Mg /Man  Io/Tan

- _2 ’ :(:c - - - - - -

m U Q. _ B B B B ~
, Eee 22-28 32-38 |[>72%| <1%  <1% 3.947018 (0460010
B Q. 22-28 32-38 |>72%| <1%  <1% 398012 (04700

ECC - - - - — -_—

M3 QCC _ B 3 _ _ B
y Bee 22-28 32-38 [>73%| <1%  <1% 3.957013 (0400008
3” Q. 22-28 32-38 |>73%| <1%  <1% 3.97+012  0,041+0008
6 =110y Ee 22-28 32-38 |>87%| <1%  <1% 3587015 (0370008
! Q.. 22-28  32-38 |>84%| <1%  <1% 3707013 0.040%09%
(0, = 6) . 22-28 32-38 [>90%| <1%  <1% 3587018 (0317000
: Q. 22-28 32-38 |[>86%| <1%  <1% 3.69°011  0.03470007

from 6, (= —11 + 5°), 59, M, and various quark masses
and condensates [18]. Hence, the E" recently observed

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

e Similarly, we fine-tune 6, to be 6°, and use 15/ (6, = 6°)
to perform sum rule analyses:

My g-0)=,.32) = 3-58%015 GeV, (32)

Tha

where the central value is again obtained by choosing
so = 25 GeV? and M3 = 3.5 GeV?. Hence, the E;;" may
also be identified as the S-wave =, state of J* = 3/2*.
However, the LHCb experiment preferentially retains
longer-lived Z7 candidates [4], disfavoring this inter-

pretation because the Z.. of J¥ = 3/2* probably has a
much shorter lifetime due to its radiative decays.

Similarly, we use 7¥/(6; = —11°) and n}(6, = 6°) to
study the Q.. by replacing ¢ — s. The masses are ex-
tracted to be

Mypo =110,/ = 370575 GeV, (33)
My -sn0..2 = 3697015 GeV. (34)

Again, the central values are obtained by choosing sy =
25 GeV? and Mlz3 =3.5GeV?2.

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 §-wave diquark fields defined in Eqgs. (11,18-19) as
well as the following P-wave diquark fields:

e [D"qE (0)]Cysep(x) ['Pi], 35)

e 1D"qE ()ICY ep(x) [PPol/PPi1/PP2],  (36)
e [D T (DY en(x) PPol/IPP1/IPP2l,  (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¥ = 1/27,
three of J¥ = 3/2~, and one of J¥ = 5/2".

e Type 2-[¢q-c]Dc: we construct three fields of J* = 1/27,
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-clq: we construct one field of JP = 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, 3/27 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 S -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 anal-
yses, and find that the E*F recently observed by LHCb [4]

—cc



can be well identified as the S-wave 2. state of J© = 1/27.
We have also studied its relevant S-wave Q.. state, whose
mass is predicted to be around 3.7 GeV. We suggest to search
for them in the future LHCb and Bellell experiments in the
Cabibbo-favored weak decay channels, such as ENE0 pE+
EVOTREO0 and Q07 (1), ete.

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 ex-
cited singly heavy baryons [16], where we also found that
there can be several singly charmed baryons. Recalling that
the LHCb experiment observed as many as five excited Q.
states [6], we also suggest to search for these excited dou-
bly charmed baryons in the future LHCb and Bellell ex-
periments in similar Cabibbo-favored weak decay channels
(Ecc — DO AD® TOK® A K® ZP7(p) and Q. —

ENO DO 200 g6 QP r(p), etc.) in order to study the fine
structure of the strong interaction.
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