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Abstract
With the discovery of the doubly heavy =.. baryon, comprehensive studies of the properties of the doubly
heavy baryons are started. In the present work, we examine the =y, — Y00~ and Z.. — L AT¢~ decays
induced by flavor-changing neutral currents (FCNC) in the framework of the light-cone sum rules. After
obtaining the sum rules for the form factors induced by the tensor current, the branching ratios of the
relevant transitions are estimated. We found that the branching ratio for the ¢ — u transition is around

five orders smaller than the b — d transition. Our findings are also compared with other approaches.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The quark model has been quite successful in the classification of the hadrons. However, up to
now, only the hadron state =+ has been discovered among all the baryons containing double heavy
quarks anticipated by the quark model [1-3]. The detailed analysis to determine the properties of
these hadrons is crucial to precisely testing the Standard Model(SM) as well as looking for new
physics effects. Weak decays induced by flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) of doubly heavy
baryons are an ideal framework to check SM predictions at the loop level. The new physics effects
can manifest themselves in these interactions either by modifying the so-called Wilson coefficients
existing in the SM without introducing new operators or by introducing new effective operators.

The observation of the doubly heavy hadrons triggered many theoretical studies on this subject
(see 4] and the references therein). In this context, a comprehensive analysis of the weak decays of
doubly heavy baryons occupies a special place. The main ingredient of weak decays is the transition
matrix elements between the initial and final states due to the weak currents of quarks. These matrix
elements are parametrized in terms of the form factors. Calculation of the form factors is the main
ingredient of studying the weak decays which belong to the non-perturbative domain of the QCD.
For this reason, some non-pertubative methods are needed for their calculation. Among various
non-perturbative methods, sum rules method that is based on the fundamental QCD Lagrangian
occupies an exceptional place. Form factors of some of the doubly heavy baryons due to the charged
current are already studied with the traditional and light cone version of the sum rules in 5], and
[6, [7], respectively. It should be noted here that form factors of the doubly heavy baryons decaying
to single heavy baryons are studied in the works [8-11] in the framework of the light-front quark
model. Moreover, FCNC processes of the doubly heavy baryons are studied within this approach in
[12] and [10]. It should also be noted that the FCNC-induced decay of Zgg — Aglt¢~ decay within
the light-cone sum rules are studied in [13].

Before we delve into our analysis, we would like to say a few words about the SU(3) classification of
the doubly heavy baryons. A doubly heavy baryon contains two heavy and one light quark. Doubly
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heavy baryons with spin L= in the cc sector are =17, = and Q) and those in the bb sector are =),
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=,, and Q. Additionally, there are two sets of baryons in the bc sector which are antisymmetric or

symmetric under the interchange of b and ¢ quarks. While the single heavy baryons Ay, =¢ belong

to the triplet(anti) representation, X, ¥¢, and {2g baryons lie in the sextet representation of SU(3).
In the present work, we study the Zf, — ST¢T¢~, and =), — X2¢T(~ decay in the framework

of the light cone QCD sum rules method (LCSR). This method is an extension of the traditional

QCD sum rules method [14], and to the light cone [15, 16]. Within the framework of this method,



many aspects of the hadron physics are studied (see the review [17]). In the framework of the LCSR
method, instead of the local operator product expansion (OPE), the light cone expansion of the
non-local operators is used. Moreover, in this method, light-cone distribution amplitudes appear
instead of the local condensates, and OPE is performed over twists rather than the dimensions of
the local operators.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [[I, we derive the sum rules for the relevant form
factors for the Yoo — XolT¢~ decay in framework of the LCSR method. Numerical analysis of
these form factors is presented in Section Il In this section, we also estimate the branching ratios
of the corresponding decay using these form factors. Conclusions and discussions of the obtained

results are presented in the last Section V1

II. SUM RULES OF THE TRANSITION FORM FACTORS FOR THE Zgo — Xolt(~
DECAYS

The flavor-changing neutral b — ¢(d or s)¢*¢~ transitions up to mass dimension six is described
by the standard weak effective field theory [18]. The effective Hamiltonian for this transition can be
written as

2GF « % eff
Hepy = _WE‘/ﬁJV;q Z G (m)O; (1)
where G is the Fermi constant, V;; are the elements of Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix
elements, « is the electromagnetic coupling, C 7 (u) are the short-distance Wilson coefficients and
O; are the local effective field operators. For the transition under consideration, the leading operators

are

07 = mb(jau,,(l + ’}/5)wa,
Oy = qru(1 — 75)bly"l (2)

O10 = q7u(1 — ¥5)bly sl

At the quark level, the Zgg — XolT¢~ decays take place through the ¢ — w or b — d transitions.
The hadronic matrix elements for the Z., — 3.T¢~ and Zy, — X¢T¢~ decays are determined by
sandwiching the transition currents between the initial and final hadron states. For example, the

matrix element for the b — ¢/~ transition amplitude between the initial and final hadron states



can be written

GFa * eff _ —_ me eff . y _ _
M= 2\/§7rvtbvtq (57 (Sblq7,(1 = 75)bIZm) — ?07 (Xs|qiowq” (1 + ’75)b|:bb>>57“l
+ Cf§f<2b|cjw(1 - 75)b|5bb>l_7u75l] . (3)

The effective Wilson coefficient C¢// for the b — ¢f* ¢~ transition is,

gl = {09 + h(me, ¢*)Co + A [h(mc, ¢°) = h(mu, ¢*) | (3C1 + C2)

1 1
- §h(mb, q2)(4C3 + 404 + 305 + C6) - §h(0, q2)<C3 + 304)

2
+ 5(303+C4+3C5+06)} , (4)
where,
ViiaVub
)\u: " ,and, 00:301+02—|—303+C4—|—3C5—|—C6 y (5)
Vi Vig

8. m 8§ 4 2
h(mg, ¢*) = —§ln#+2—7+§x—§(2+x)\/|l—x|

(6)

q

I+/1-x 1
(1 —xq)<ln—q —iw) + O(z, — 1) 2 arctan ——

h(0,¢°) = —= — = In - + —ir . (7)

In the last equation, z, = 4m/q* and ©(z) is the heaviside step function. Both h(m.,¢*), h(ms, ¢*)
can be obtained from h(mg, ¢*) by making the replacements m, — m. and m, — my, respectively.
The numerical values of the Wilson coefficients CS// and €¢I/ as well as the other C; for the b — d
transition can be found in [19].

The matrix element for the =, — X.T¢~ can be obtained from Eq. ([B) with the help of the

following replacements:

U

ViVig = VeaViaq + VesVis mp — me Epp = Ece (8)

and replace C¢T for the b-quark case with the corresponding c-quark counterparts given as below.



The effective Wilson coefficient C&/¥ for ¢ — u transition is given as [2(],
eff 9 4 64
Cg = Cg + hc(mc, q ) 703 + §C4 + 7605 -+ 306
9 4 9 69 8
— hc(mc, q )(303 + 3005) + gh(o, q ) 303 + 04 + 705 + 1606 + §<C3 + 1005)
* 2 * 2 2 1
— [ViVaah(0. %) + ViaVish(my, )] | 5C1+ 562 | (9)

The values of the Wilson coefficients are presented in [21], and the effective Wilson coefficient C’?f !
is given in [20], which we shall use in further numerical analysis. Note also that, due to the GIM
cancellation, C¢{7 is zero.

It should be noted here that, Cgef ! , which appears in the ¢ — u and b — d transitions, receives
contributions also from vector mesons (long-distance effects). However, we neglect these effects in
our numerical analysis, and take only short-distance effects into account. After these preliminary
remarks, we now proceed to calculate the form factors in the framework of the QCD sum rules.

The matrix elements entering into Eq.(3]) are parametrized in terms of the form factors in the

following way,

(o)1 = 75)Q/Zaa(p + 1) = s, (») [’mﬁ(f) + L g ()

Sate)
q 10Y54" V54
+ " f3(¢*) = 11591 (¢%) — —F92(0°) — = 3(0°) | uzge (P + @) (10)
MZqq MZqq MZqq
_. y - - 2 1T(q2)
(B (P)qi0wq" (1 +5)Q1=00(p + ¢)) = s (P) | (Vuq” — gu)* —
EQq
4 v T2 2 ng(QQ) ; v, T2
0w q” f2 (07) + (ud” = @ul) = + 0754”93 (47) | Uz (P +4) - (11)
EQq
where ug,, and uz,, are the spinors of the single and doubly heavy baryons. The form factors f;

and g; are estimated in the framework of the light cone sum rules method in [7], and for this reason,
we pay attention to the calculation of the form factors fI and g! using the LCSR method only.
In order to calculate the form factors fI and g/ in the framework of the LCSR method, we start

with the following form correlation function.

I,(p, q) = i/d4x6iq'x<2cz(p)lqicrwq”(1 +795)Q Jzool0) (12)



where ) = c or b. The interpolating current of the =g baryon is,

200 (0) = QT CA*Q") v, 15¢° (13)

where a, b, ¢ are the color indices. In the LCSR method, the expression of the correlation function is
obtained in two different ways. One of the representations can be written in terms of the hadrons,
and the other is from the QCD side, i.e. in terms of the quarks and gluons. On the hadronic side,
the correlation function is obtained by inserting hadronic states with the quantum numbers of Zgq

baryon. Then, isolating the ground state contributions of the Zqq baryon, we get,

~ (Be0)giouwq” (14 75)Q1Zqe (P + ) (Eqq(p + @)lize0 (0))
IL.(p,q) = o p— :

(14)

~—
[\

The second matrix element can be written as,

<EQQ<p + q)|55QQ <O>> = fEQQaEQQ (p + Q) )

and the first matrix element which is defined in terms of the form factors, is given in Eq.(IT).
Using the completeness condition of the Dirac bispinors, we get the following result for the

correlation function in terms of hadrons

2 T
,.(p,q) = — foae 7?6(10){ /i (Vuq® — qud) + if3 0w q”

mEQQ - (p + q)2 mEQQ
91T 2 T
+ — (Vua” — ‘MZ)% + 195 014" (]ﬁ +q+ Mzoq) (15)
Eqe

=t | (3

(@ + 1) ng + g2T 459, — 2m292T¢75%} + other structures.
my

+

In the last step of the derivation, we used the heavy quark limit, i.e., p, — ms,v,, and for brevity we
replaced m=,, by mi, ms, by ms, and fz,, by f. Having obtained the expression of the correlation
function from the hadronic side, let us turn our attention to the calculation of the correlation function

from the QCD side.



After using the Wick theorem for the correlation function from the QCD side, we get

,(p,q) = / d‘*:cei("'“{[iauuq”(l + 95)]as (V577) 7 (CYr ) €™

x (S (v)] (=34(2)q,(0)Q5(0) S5, () + Ga(2)q,(0)Q5(0) 55 (w)) |0>} : (16)

The matrix element eabC(Zc(v)|cjg(t1)qg(t2)Q;(0)|O> appearing in Eq.(I0) is determined in terms
of the heavy baryon DAs. The light cone distribution amplitudes are studied in [22]. In determining
the parameters appearing in DAs, the standard sum rules method in heavy quark mass limit is
considered. The distribution amplitudes of the ¥ baryon in the sextet representation of SU(3) are

determined in the following way,

%Eab6<0|quC7/£qg(t2)Q§(0)|ZQ(U)> _ L

) V3

0" abc a c 1
i—e(0]q1" Coapds(t2)Q5(0)|Ze(v)) = —=

vy V3
0™ (0lgi T Ca3(t2)Q5(0)[Xg (v)) = %
1

V3

where 1; are the distribution amplitudes with definite twist, ¢; are the distance between the ith

Ya(ty, ta) feuy
wg(tl,tz)f@)f‘?ﬁuv ;
wg(tl,tz)f(z)eﬁuy ;

_U+@;L€abc<0‘qu0%qg<t2)ny(0)‘EQ (v)) = Yy(ty, tQ)f(l)gﬂLU»y )

light quark and the origin along the direction of n, n* and n* are the two light vectors, v* =

1 [/ nt 1 /n#

3 (— — mj&“), vt = 3 (— + v+ﬁ“), and the space coordinates are taken as t;n*. In further
Uy UV

discussion we will work in the rest frame of the ¥ heavy baryons, i.e., v, = 1.

As a result, the matrix element (3 (v)|qf, (t1)d5;(t2)Q5(0)[0) in terms of ¢ distribution

amplitudes can be written as

4

e (S () |qt, (1) B (t2) Q5 (0)|0) = ZAi(ﬂzﬁ%)v(C*lFi)aﬁ ; (17)
=1

where
1 o)
Ay = ng(thb) 7 Az = ng (t1,t2)
1. 1
Ay = —ng(s 'ty ) Ay = §¢4(t17t2) : (18)



and I'y = 77L, Iy, = iaagno‘ﬁﬁ, I's = I, I'y = 9. The distribution amplitudes v are defined as,

o) 1
1/1(t1,t2) = / dww/ due*iw(“““ﬂ)w(tl,b) s
0 0

where u = 1 — u, t; = vx;, wo = uw and w is the total light diquark momentum. Although the
DAs are presented only for the bottomed baryons in [22], one can use these DAs for the baryons
containing charm quarks as well in the heavy quark mass limit. In the present work, both ¥, and

Y, are described by the same DAs given in [22]. Their explicit forms are,

2 3/2 2u 1
Yo(u,w) = w uuz a3, G @u—l) e
n= 0 |C |
2 1/2
B a, Cn’ " (2u—1) 0.
M(u,w)—w uun ng )
2 1/2
7,5) _w %M —w/en 19
,QZ)S (u,w) QUU; 5% |C%/2|2 € . ( )

The values of the parameters ag, ai, as, and gy, €1, €y are given in [22], and C?(2u — 1) is the
Gegenbauer polynomial.

Substituting the light-cone distribution amplitudes Eq(I7) into Eq(I6) and using the heavy quark
propagator in momentum representation and performing integration over x, the correlation function

at the QCD level can be written as,

() w.w
HgCD[(p-i-q /du/de{ C Qud + %gvu (20)

L A +M R
(A—m2) = dnd Vs (A ) — v, + other structures

where the invariant functions pgf), (1 =1,2,3,4) are presented in Appendix . and

uw uw
P+ +¢*(1—
ms, my

A:

) — uw(myg — aw) . (21)

Q

Matching the coefficients of the structures ¢q,., ¢v,, ¢75q,, and ¢vsv, in both representations of the
correlation function and applying the Borel transformation with respect to the variable —(p + ¢)?
in order to enhance the contributions of the ground states, and suppress the higher states and

continuum contributions, the desired sum rules for the fI and g form factors are obtained from



the following equations,

(2 1) e e
my

2mpfe ™M FT = TIF

f{ (@ : 1) of +92T}em%/M2 =1y,
my

—2myfe” mi/M? g =117 |

(22)

where TI? are the Borel transformed coefficients of the structures mentioned above, and M? is the

Borel mass parameter.

The Borel transformation and continuum subtraction is performed with the help of the following

master formula.

dww — S { —1)" o dw 6_8/M2 [n

J gy = X, e e
(D" e 1 a1\

R [<n—1>!e / ;W (dws’) ["Lw }

where

p(u, w)

(5)

I, =

/

Note that w = wy is the solutions of the equations s = sy, (and also s = 4mé), s =

differential operator is defined as,

j—1

d 1 d| d1
)AL B

(dws) n%dw[dws’ n]’

where - - - means the operation should be repeated j — 1 times.

s
dw’

and the



III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

The primary aim of this section is to determine the ¢® dependence of the form factors f{, fI, g7,
and g7, whose LCSR are derived in the previous section. Then we estimate the branching ratios of
the Egg — YolT ¢~ decays.

The LCSR of the form factors contain numerous input parameters. In further numerical analysis,
we choose the masses of the heavy quarks in the MS scheme, i.e., Tq () = (1.28 +0.03) GeV, and
(M) = (4.18 £ 0.03) GeV [23]. The masses, lifetime and decay constants f of the doubly heavy
baryons are given in Table [l (see also [24-28]).

Baryons Mass (GeV) Life time (fs) f (GeV)3 [29)]

Sha 3.621 [1] 256 [3] 0.109 = 0.021
= 3.621 [1] 45 [30] 0.109 =+ 0.021
=9, 10.143 [31] 370 [32] 0.281 + 0.071
=5 10.143 [31] 370 [32] 0.281 +0.071

TABLE I. The mass, decay constants and lifetimes of the doubly heavy Zgg baryons.

The mass and decay constants of the g baryon are chosen as my, = 2.454 GeV, my, =
5.814 GeV, and f) = f = (.38 [33]

In addition to these input values, two extra auxiliary parameters, continuum threshold s;,, and
the Borel mass parameter M?, appear in the LCSR method. These parameters are determined
with the following criteria. The working region of M? is determined by requiring that the power
corrections and continuum contributions both should be suppressed compared to the leading twist-2
contribution. The continuum threshold s, is determined so that the mass sum rule reproduces the
experimentally measured value of mass to within 5% accuracy.

Based on these conditions imposed by the LCSR method, we obtain the following working regions
of the parameters sy, and M? for the transitions under consideration, i.e., sy = (16 4 1) GeV?,
M? = (10 £ 2) GeV? for the =, — ¥, transition, and s, = (112 + 2) GeV?, M? = (20 + 2) GeV?
for the =, — ¥, transition, respectively. It should be emphasized here that these working regions
are more or less in the same range as those determined for the transitions induced by the charged
current [7].

It should be reminded that LCSR predictions are reliable in the low-energy region. Our calcula-
tions show that the sum rule for the form factors is meaningful in the domains ¢> < 0.5 GeV? for
the Z,. — 3. transition and ¢> < 10 GeV? for the =y, — ¥, transition, respectively.

Having determined the working regions for the QCD results of the form factors, we can extend

10



the LCSR predictions to the entire physical region. For this goal, we extrapolate these form factors
to the physical region in such a way that in the region where LCSR is reliable, the result of the fit
formula and the result LCSR method coincide with each other. Our analysis shows that the best-fit

formula which satisfies the required restrictions is given as,
fi(0)
F’iT(qQ) = 2 (25)
q° q°
- — 4+ —
Mpiy Mpiy

where the values of the fit parameters f7(0), my;, and & are presented in Table [I.

Form factors (c-sector) f(0) T
(@) 305407 1.69 0.43
1T (q?) 049401 1.15 4.21
gt (¢*) 1444026 1.43 0.42
95 (¢*) 053+0.13 —
Form factors (b-sector)

(4% ~1.724+0.35 3.60 0.31
(%) 0.324+0.06 349 0.75
g1 (¢?) 021+0.04 —
9t (¢*) 0.324+0.06 293 042

TABLE II. The values of the fit parameters for the form factors of the Zgg — ¢ transition.

Branching Ratios Ours [10] [12]

ST STt 1.62(1£0.45) x 10713 — —

=0 — Yete” 2.51(1£0.35) x 1078 9.00 x 1079 591 x 10~°
=0 = Xoutu 1.73(1£0.30) x 107% 794 x 107  4.89 x 107°
=9 — Xrtr- 1.50(14+0.31) x 1072 1.18 x 107%  1.91 x 10710

TABLE III. The branching ratios of the Egg — ZglT ¢~ decays

The errors presented in the values of fI(¢*> = 0) point are due to the uncertainties in the mass
of the heavy quark, Borel mass parameter, continuum threshold sy, as well as from the input
parameters appearing in the DAs of the Y, baryon.

Having the results for the form factors, we now proceed to calculate the corresponding branching

ratios of the 2T — ST/~ and =Y, — 39¢T¢~ decays. Using the definition of the matrix element

11



of the 2y, — Xp¢T¢~ the decay width is obtained as

dr'(s) G%a’*my oo 1
ds = 409675 |‘/tbv;fd‘ Uy )‘(17T7 S) T1(8> + §T2<8)
4m2 2
where v = 4|1 — —25 is the lepton velocity, A\(1,7,s) = 1+ 1%+ s —2r — 25 — 2rs, s = —, and
q my
2
r= 1; The lengthy expressions Ti(s) and T5(s) can be found in [13]
my
2
Performing integration over the parameter s in the domain 51—% < s < (1 —+/r), and using the
lifetimes of 217, =, and =§;, we calculate the branching ratios of the Zgq — X decays, whose

numerical results are all presented in Table [IIl For comparison, we also present the corresponding
branching ratios predicted by the Light Front approach [10, [11]. We observe from this comparison
that our prediction for the Zgg — Xgl™¢~ (¢ = e, ) transition is larger than the predictions of the
Light Front approach. Considering the results summarized in Table [II, one can conclude that the
branching ratios of the Zy, — ¢4~ decays could be measured in future experiments at LHCb,
while the measurement of the branching ratios of the Z., — Y.£T¢~ decays presents quite a complex

problem.

IV. CONCLUSION

The decays induced by the flavor-changing neutral currents b — d and ¢ — wu of the doubly
heavy baryons are studied in the framework of the Light Cone Sum Rules method. We derive the
LCSR of the form factors induced by the tensor current. Using the results of the form factors
obtained, we estimated the corresponding branching ratios. We found out that the branching ratios
for 2y, — SplT0~ (¢ = e, p) is at the order of ~ 107%. Moreover, for 2. — X.(T¢~ decay, the
branching ratios are much smaller and at the order of ~ 107'3. The relatively large value of the
branching ratio =y, — 3,¢" ¢~ indicates the possibility of being observed in future experiments at
LHCb.

Future improvements for the DA’s of the ¥ baryon and the inclusion of the gluon radiative
corrections to the correlation function could pave the way to more accurate sum rules and numerical

predictions.
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(4)

Appendix: The expression of the invariant functions p;,’ (u, w)

P = FOuw ) (u,w) |

) = u{ | Omg D, w) | +2£O [aw — (g-0)] 957 (u,w)

5= )] o) 45 )+ 200 )]

pgl) _ 8f(2)ﬂ2 [q2 — ww? — 2mg ((J'U)] 1/15,0) (u,w) ,

AP = 27 w? ol (u,w) + 9 (u,w)] |

o _4u{ 10 By, w) + FDa[w(g-0) 957w, w)
om0 o)+ 436 ) |

o2 = 1605 g2 + 1) + #2(q-)] 9 ()

o) = —fPw i (w,w) |

RO a{fa)mQ D, w) — 2f [aw — (q~v)] 057 (u, w)
— [mQ _ 4(q-v)} Do (1, w) + 4f(2)71[w O (u, w) + 2@") (u,w)} } ;

pé3) _ _8f(2)ﬂ2 [qz — ?w? — QmQ(CJ'U)] g’)(% w)

4 _ s (o
pg ) = —2f(2)U|:U}21p3 )<U, U)) + wé )<u7w)] )

Py = —471{ 70 By, w)| = O w(g-v) 957 (u, w)

+ 2mg zjg’) (u,w) + aw (w @és) (u, w) + 4@”) (u, UJ))} } 7

A = —167@a2 2 mq + w) + aPw(gv) | 05 (u,w) (A1)

The functions {Z)\(u, w) and @/Z)\(u, w) are defined as,
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1]

[5]

[13]

arp(u, 7y’

<)

(u, w) =

dr'y(u, 7).

<)

(u> ’LU) =
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