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Abstract

We introduce a set of observables representing angular distribution asymmetries, which can

be viewed as a generalization of the forward-backward asymmetry of angular distributions, and

can be used as an effective tool to search for CP violation in three-body decays of bottom and

charmed baryons. We propose to search for such CP asymmetries (1) in decays with Λ0, Σ±, or Λ+
c

involved, such as Λb → Λ0D and Λb → Λ0ρ(770)0; and (2) in three-body decays of bottom baryons

with opposite parity intermediate resonances involved. Typical examples include Ξ−
b → pK−K−,

Λ0
b → pKSπ

− and Λ0
b → pπ0π−, in which the last decay channel is used as a toy model to illustrate

of the basic idea.
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I. INTRODUCTION

CP violation (CPV), which is an important component of the Standard Model (SM) of

particle physics [1], has been observed inK, B, Bs andD meson decay processes. Theoretical

investigations of CPV have been performed in baryon decay processes[2–14]. It has been

shown that there can be relatively large CP asymmetries (CPAs) in some decays of bottom

baryons [6]. On the experimental side, the CPAs have been investigated in some typical

two-body decay channels of Λ0
b by the Collider Detector at Fermilab (CDF) [15, 16] and

Large Hadron Collider beauty (LHCb) [17], in three- or four-body decays of Λ0
b , Ξ

0
b , Ξ

−
b , Λ

+
c

and Ξ+
c by LHCb [18–24], and very recently in hyperon decays by the Beijing Spectrometer

III (BESIII) [25] and Belle [26] experiments. However, the pursuit of CPV in the baryonic

sectors, which is of great importance for testing the SM and for the indirect search for new

physics beyond SM, has not had a positive result after years of efforts.

Since baryons are particles with spins, other than the partial decay width, CPV in the

baryon decay processes can be present in observables associated with the angular distribu-

tions of the final particles. One such observable is the decay parameter in two-body weak

decay processes of baryons. Typical examples include Λ0 → pπ− and Λ0
b → DΛ0, where the

decay parameter and the associated CPAs of the former channel have been measured by

BESIII through baryon-anti-baryon pair production J/ψ → Λ0Λ0 [25], and those of the lat-

ter were proposed for extracting the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) phases γ through

the dual weak cascade decays Λ0
b → DΛ0 with Λ0 → pπ− [2, 12, 13]. In both cases, the de-

cay parameters can be related to forward-backward asymmetries (FBA) of the final particle

distributions in certain reference frames.

CPV can also leave tracks in the angular distributions of final particles in multi-body de-

cay processes of hadrons. Examples include CPAs associated with the triple product asym-

metries (TPAs) in baryon decay processes [7, 19, 21, 27] and partial-wave CPAs (PWCPAs)

[28]. In fact, the largest CPAs ever observed are those localized in certain regions of the

phase space in three-body decay channels of bottom mesons, such as B± → π±π+π−,

B± → K±K+K−, B± → K+ ± π+π− and B± → π±K+K− [29–34]. Take B± → π±π+π−

as an example. Very large regional CPAs were observed in part of the f0(500) − ρ(770)0

interference region corresponding to the angle between the two same-sign pions smaller than

90◦. This large regional CPA can be explained by the interference of the s- and p-wave
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amplitudes (corresponding to f0(500) and ρ(770)
0, respectively) with a natural inclusion of

a non-perturbative strong phase difference between the two waves [35], which can be ide-

ally studied through the angular distribution asymmetry observables FBA [36, 37]. It is

naturally expected that there are similar CPAs associated with the anisotropy of angular

distributions of the final particle in multi-body decays of baryons.

The aim of this paper is to introduce a set of angular distribution asymmetry observables

which can be viewed as a generalization of the aforementioned FBAs in the multi-body

decay processes of baryons and mesons. The newly introduced observables can be used in

searching for CP violations in the baryon decay processes, especially in the bottom baryon

decays.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II, we present the definition

of the angular distribution asymmetry observables and their corresponding CPV observables.

In Sect. III, we discuss the potential applications of the newly introduced CPV observables.

In Sect. IV, we use a toy model, Λ0
b → pπ0π−, to illustrate the basic idea. In the last section,

we give a brief summary of this paper.

II. ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION ASYMMETRY AND THE CORRESPONDING

CPV OBSERVABLES

To put the discussion on more general grounds, we consider a three-body weak-decay

process of a hadron H , H → h1h2h3. It can be proven that the square of the spin-averaged

decay amplitude, which is defined as |MJ |2 ≡ 1
2J+1

∑

mz ,λk

∣

∣MJmz

λ1λ2λ3

∣

∣

2
for unpolarized H ,

where MJmz

λ1λ2λ3
is the corresponding decay amplitude in the helicity form, can be expressed

as

|MJ |2 =
∑

j

w(j)Pj

(

cθ′1
)

, (1)

where J and mz are the spin and its z-axis component of H , λi (i = 1, 2, 3) is the helicity

of hi, Pj is the j-th Legendre polynomial, w(j) represents the weight of the j-th wave,

cθ′1 ≡ cos(θ′1) =
s13−(s13,max+s13,min)/2

(s13,max−s13,min)/2
, where θ′1 is the angle between the momenta of h1 and

H in the center-of-mass (c. m.) frame of the h1h2 system (see Fig. 1 for illustration; note

that θ′1 is also the angle between the momenta of h1 and h3 in the same frame), and s13,min

and s13,max are the minimum and the maximum of the s13 constraint by the phase space.
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the definition of θ′1.

The presence of odd-j terms w(j) results in angular distributions asymmetries, i.e., asym-

metries between θ′1 ↔ π − θ′1. To account for this kind of asymmetry, we introduce a set of

observables, which is defined as

AFB
j =

(

−
∫ x

(j)
1

−1
+
∫ x

(j)
2

x
(j)
1

−
∫ x

(j)
3

x
(j)
2

· · ·+
∫ +1

x
(j)
j

)

|MJ |2dcθ′1
∫ +1

−1
|MJ |2dcθ′1

(2)

for odd j, where x
(j)
k (k = 1, 2, . . . , j) is the k-th zero point of the Legendre polynomial

Pj(x). Note that this can be viewed as a generalization of the FBA for meson decays such

as B± → π±π+π−, or for baryon decays such as Λ0
b → Λ(→ pπ−)D.1 As one can see for

the case k = 1, AFB
1 reduces to the FBA. Hence, we will call AFB

j the j-th FBA. The

corresponding CP -violating observables, which will be named the j-th FBA-induced CP

asymmetry (j-th FB-CPA), can then be defined as

AFB
j,CP =

1

2

(

AFB
j − AFB

j

)

, (3)

1 Note, however, that the newly introduced observables cannot be viewed as a generalization of the decay

parameter of the hyperon two-body decay Λ0 → pπ− [38, 39]. As the decay parameter of the hyperon decay

αΛ→pπ−

is defined according to the angle between the spin of the hyperon and the momentum of the proton,

which is a parity-odd quantity, the corresponding CPA can be defined as AαΛ

CP ≡ 1
2

(

αΛ→pπ−

+ αΛ→pπ+
)

.
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where AFB
j is the j-th FBA of the charge conjugation process, and the presence of the minus

sign is because AFB
j,CP and AFB

j are parity-even observables.2

One can easily see from the definition that AFB
j (and hence AFB

j,CP ) can only get contribu-

tions from w(j′) with odd j′. None of the w(j′)s with even j′ contribute to any of the AFB
j s.

On the other hand, there is no one-to-one correspondence between AFB
j and w(j), meaning

that each AFB
j obtains contributions from all the w(j′) for odd j′. Despite of this, for a fixed

j = j0, the most important contributions to AFB
j0 and AFB

j0,CP
come from w(j0).

In what follows, we consider cascade decay H → Ri(→ h1h2)h3, where the subscript i in

Ri indicates that there may be more than one intermediate particle with similar masses. We

first leave it open to whether Ri → h1h2 is weak or strong. w(j) can be expressed in terms

of the corresponding decay amplitudes. After some algebra, one has

w(j) =
∑

ii′

〈

S
(j)
ii′ W

(j)
ii′

IRi
IRi′

〉

, (4)

where the notation “〈· · ·〉” indicates the integral with respect to s12 over a small interval

which covers all the resonances of interest Ri, andW
(j)
ii′ and S

(j)
ii′ contain the decay amplitudes

of H → Rih3 and Ri → h1h2, respectively, and take the form 3

W
(j)
ii′ =

∑

σλ3

(−)σ−s〈sRi
− σsRi′

σ|sRi
sRi′

j0〉FJ
Ri,σλ3

FJ∗
Ri′ ,σλ3

, (5)

and

S
(j)
ii′ =

∑

λ′

1λ
′

2

(−)s−λ′

〈sRi
− λ′sRi′

λ′|sRi
sRi′

j0〉F
Ri,sRi

λ′

1λ
′

2
F

Ri′ ,sRi′
∗

λ′

1λ
′

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ′=λ′

1−λ′

2

, (6)

where the notation 〈· · · | · · ·〉s are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. Note that the introduc-

tion of s in the above two equations is to make σ − s and s− λ′ integers and can take the

form of either sRi
or sRi′

. The Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in Eqs. (5) and (6) restrict j in

Eq. (1) so that it can only take integer values from 0 to maxi(2sRi
).

2 CPV can be investigated through PWCPA, which are defined as A
(j)
CP ≡ wj−wj

wj+wj
. However, in order to

get wj and wj , partial-wave analysis (PWA) is inevitable. The events distributed in different locations

of the phase space are not treated equally in PWA, which complicates the experimental analysis. As an

example of PWA, see Ref. [40].
3 One can also replace the helicity decay amplitudes by the spin-angular ones. For example, FJ

Ri,σλ3
=

∑

ls

(

2 l+1
2J+1

)
1
2

〈l0sσ − λ3|lsJσ − λ3〉〈sRi
σs3λ3|sRi

s3sσ − λ3〉a
J
Ri,ls

.
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III. APPLICATIONS

For the applications of the newly introduced observables AFB
j and AFB

j,CP , we want to

consider two situations, according to whether the decay Ri → h1h2 is weak or strong. In

the first one, the decay Ri(′) → h1h2 is a weak process. In this situation, the intermediate

state Ri(′) has negligibly narrow decay width. Hence, there is no need to consider the

interference of nearby resonances, which means that there is only one intermediate state,

Ri. Typical processes include (1) Λ0
b → Λ0M , with M being mesons such as π, ρ, D,

or J/ψ, and Λ0 as Ri and decaying through Nπ; (2) Λ0
b → Σ±M , with Σ± as Ri and

decaying through Nπ; (3) Λ0
b → Λ+

c M , with Λ+
c as Ri and decaying through pKs or Λ0π+.

Since the sub-process Ri(′) → h1h2 is a weak process, there is no extra constraint from the

parity conservation. The only constraint worth mentioning comes from the Clebsch-Gordan

coefficients in Eqs. (5) and (6), which tells us that j can only take integer values 0 and

1 for all these aforementioned examples with spin-parity
(

1
2

)+
baryons as Ri. Hence, the

square of the spin-averaged amplitude always takes the form |MJ |2 ∝ 1+AFB
1 cθ′1 . The only

practically relevant observable is the first FBA AFB
1 , which is in fact the well known decay

asymmetry parameter.

Another situation is when the decays Ri(′) → h1h2 are strong processes. These strong

decay processes respect parity symmetry, which implies from Eq. (6) that

S
(j)
ii′ = ΠRi

ΠRi′
(−)jS

(j)
ii′ , (7)

where ΠR
i(′)

is the parity of Ri(′) . If there is only one resonance Ri entering into the decay

process, Eq. (7) will reduce to S
(j)
ii = (−)jS

(j)
ii . Hence S

(j)
ii = 0 for odd j. All the w(j)

will simply be zero for odd j! This means that there is no need for the consideration of

AFB
j and AFB

j,CP at all. The only way out of this dilemma is when there are (at least) two

resonances, say Ri1 and Ri2 , with opposite parities and similar masses. It is this situation

that has the most similarities with the aforementioned three-body decays of B±, in which

the largest regional CPAs are observed. Now S
(j)
i1i2

can be nonzero for odd j according to

Eq. (7); hence, AFB
j and AFB

j,CP can be nonzero.

The interference of nearby intermediate resonances are fairly common phenomena in

multi-body decay of bottom or charmed hadrons. We list two typical examples of three-

body decay of bottom baryons for the second situation.
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The first one is Ξ−
b → pK−K−. It has already been observed by LHCb that there are some

resonant structures in the low invariant mass region of the pK− system, such as Σ(1775)

and Σ(1915), whose spin-parities are (5
2
)+ and (5

2
)−, respectively [22]. Consequently, j can

take integer values from 0 to 5, according to Eqs. (5) and (6). Hence, w(1), w(3) and w(5)

will be nonzero. Correspondingly, there can be angular distribution asymmetries, which are

suitably studied through the measurements of AFB
1 , AFB

3 and AFB
5 . Moreover, the associated

CP asymmetries, AFB
1,CP , A

FB
3,CP , and A

FB
5,CP , can also be measured. It should be pointed out

that AFB
3 and AFB

5 (hence AFB
3,CP and AFB

5,CP ) have never been studied in any decay channels

before.

Anther example is Λ0
b → pK∗(892)0π−. Although the nature of the resonant structures

observed by LHCb in the low invariant mass region of the pπ− system remains unclear [41],

there is still a good chance for the presence of N+(1440) and N+(1520), whose spin-parities

are (1
2
)+ and (3

2
)−, respectively, and j can take integer values 0, 1, and 2, according to Eqs.

(5) and (6). Consequently, w(1) will be nonzero. The corresponding angular distribution

asymmetries, AFB
1 , will be nonzero. There can also be nonzero associated CP asymmetries,

AFB
1,CP .

IV. CPV ANALYSIS FOR Λ0

b
→ pπ0π−

To illustrate, we present in this section a brief CPV analysis of the decay channel Λ0
b →

pπ0π−. We consider the interference effects of the intermediate resonances N(1440)+ and

N(1530)+, whose spin-parities are 1
2

+
and 3

2

−
, respectively. When the square of the invariant

mass of the pπ0 system, s, is around the masses of N(1440)+ and N(1530)+, the decay

is dominated by the cascade decays Λ0
b → Nj(→ pπ0)π− (with N1 and N2 representing

N(1440)+ and N(1530)+, respectively). Hence, the decay amplitudes can be expressed as

a summation of those corresponding to the two aforementioned baryonic resonances, which

reads

M = MN1 +MN2e
iδ, (8)

where MNj
(j = 1, 2) represents the amplitudes for the cascade decay Λ0

b → Nj(→ pπ0)π−,

and N1 and N2 represent N(1440)+ and N(1530)+, respectively, which take the form

MNj
=

1

sNj

∑

pol. Nj

MΛb→Njπ−MNj→pπ0, (9)

7



where MΛb→Njπ− and MNj→pπ0 are the decay amplitudes for the two-body processes Λb →

Njπ
− and Nj → pπ0, respectively, and sNj

= s−m2
Nj

+ imNj
ΓNj

. Note that a strong phase

δ is introduced in Eq. (8). This strong phase is in fact the phase difference between the

effective strong couplings of N1 → pπ0 and N2 → pπ0.

After some algebra, the square of the spin-averaged decay amplitude of the decay Λ0
b →

pπ0π− can be expressed as

|M|2 =
λ(m2

Λb
, s, 0)λ(m2

p, s, 0)

s

[

|αN1 |
2

|sN1 |
2
+

|αN2|
2

|sN2|
2

(

1 + 3 cos2 θ
)

+ 12ℜ

(

αN1α
∗
N2
eiδ

sN1s
∗
N2

)

cos θ

]

,

(10)

where the kinematic function λ is defined as λ(a, b, c) ≡ a2 + b2 + c2 − 2ab− 2bc− 2ca, and

αNj
∝ λua

tree
Nj

− λta
penguin
Nj

, with the CKM factors taking the form λq = VqbV
∗
qd, and atreeNj

and apenguinNj
representing the remaining factors of the tree and penguin parts for the decay

processes Λ0
b → Nj(→ pπ0)π−. The angle θ is now the relative angle between the momenta

of the two pions in the c.m. frame of the pπ0 system. In deriving the above expression, we

have taken the limit mπ → 0. In addition, we have replaced m2
N1

and m2
N2

by s except in

the Breit-Wigner factors 1/sNj
. This is reasonable because we are working in a small region

of the phase space around N(1440)+ and N(1530)+; hence, s is close to mNj
.

The decay amplitudes for the CP -conjugate process Λ0
b → pπ+π0 can be obtained by

replacing the CKM matrix elements in Eq. (10) by their complex conjugates. The CPV

behavior is now clear to us. The first two terms in Eq. (10), which are even under the

exchange θ ↔ π− θ, contain the CPV of the two-body decays Λ0
b → N1π

− and Λ0
b → N2π

−,

respectively. This CPV is caused by the interference of atreeNj
and atreeNj

, while the last term

represents the interference between N1 and N2. One can easily see from the definition of

the FBA AFB
1 in Eq. (2) that only this term is present in the numerator of AFB

1 , since

this term is proportional to cos θ and hence is odd under the exchange θ ↔ π − θ. The

presence of the strong phase δ in this term is crucial to the corresponding FB-CPA AFB
1,CP .

It is possible that for proper values of δ realized in nature, AFB
1,CP can be much larger than

CPAs corresponding to the two-body decays embedded in the first two terms in Eq. (10),

provided that
atree
N1

atree
N2

6=
apenguin
N1

apenguin
N2

.4

4 If
atree
N1

atree
N2

=
a
penguin

N1

a
penguin

N2

, the last term of Eq. (10) can be expressed as |α|2ℜ
(

ceiδ

sN1
s∗
N2

)

cos θ, where α can be either

αN1
or αN2

. As a result, the strong phase δ is isolated from the CPV-related factor |α|2 and does not affect

the CPV at all. It should be pointed out that this problem arises if one adopts the naive factorization

8



V. SUMMARY

In summary, a set of angular distribution asymmetry observables, which are called the

j-th forward-backward asymmetry for odd j, are introduced. They can be used in searching

for CP violations in decay channels of bottom baryons. Two typical situations for the

application of the newly introduced observables were discussed. The first is the two-body

decay of Λ0
b → Λ0M , Λ0

b → Σ±M , and Λ0
b → Λ+

c M , with Λ0, Σ±, or Λ+
c decaying weakly to

two hadrons. In this situation, the newly introduced observables are in fact equivalent to

the decay asymmetry parameters. The second situation corresponds to three-body decays

of bottom baryons with the interference of intermediate resonances of similar masses and

opposite parities. A typical example for the second situation is the decay channel Ξ−
b →

pK−K−, where possible interference between intermediate resonances Σ(1775) and Σ(1915)

is present. We suggest measuring AFB
1 , AFB

3 , andAFB
5 , and the corresponding CP asymmetry

observables AFB
1,CP , A

FB
3,CP , and A

FB
5,CP . Other examples include Λ0

b → pKSπ
−, Λ0

b → Λ0π+π−,

and so on. We also use the decay Λ0
b → pπ0π− to illustrate the basic idea. Last but

not least, the measurements of the angular distribution asymmetry observables and their

corresponding CP violation observables can also be performed in other decay channels of

bottom or charmed hadrons.
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Appendix A: Decay amplitude for H → h1h2h3

To obtain the expression of w(j) in Eq. (4), one needs to write down the decay amplitude

for the cascade decay H → Rih3, Ri → h1h2. Two reference frames, the rest frame of H

approach for the weak decay processes of the current decay mode. This does not mean that the FB-CPA

AFB
1,CP is small. Rather, it indicates that one must go beyond the naive factorization approach for the

study of the FB-CPA.
9



(RFH) and that of Ri (RFRi), are needed for the helicity forms of the decay amplitudes.

In RFH , the z-axis is chosen along the quantization direction of the spin of H , and the

momenta (helicities) of Ri and hk (k = 1, 2, 3), are denoted as p(σ) and qk(λk), respectively.

The decay amplitude of H → Rih3 can be expressed in the helicity form as

MH,Jmz

σλ3
= FJ

Ri,σλ3
DJ∗

mz ,σ−λ3
(φB, θB, 0), (A1)

where D is the Wigner-D matrix, (φB, θB) are the polar and azimuthal angles of ~p in RFH ,

F is the helicity decay amplitude. In RFRi, the z
′-axis is chosen along the direction of the

three-momentum of H [42]. The reason for choosing the z′-axis this way is that the helicity

of Ri in the RFH is just the z′-component of the spin of Ri in RFRi. In RFRi, the momenta

(helicities) of hk (k = 1, 2, 3), will be denoted as q′k(λ
′
k). The decay amplitude for Ri → h1h2

can be expressed as

M
Ri,sRi

σ

λ′

1λ
′

2
= F

Ri,sRi

λ′

1λ
′

2
Ds∗

σ,λ′

1−λ′

2
(φ′

1, θ
′
1, 0), (A2)

where (φ′
1, θ

′
1) is the polar and azimuthal angles of ~q ′

1 in RFRi. The decay amplitude for

H → h1h2h3 (with h1h2 decaying from Ri’s) can then be expressed as

MJmz

λ1λ2λ3
=

∑

i

∑

σ M̃
Ri,sRi

σ

λ1λ2
MH,Jmz

σλ3

IRi

, (A3)

where IRi
= s12 −m2

Ri
+ imRi

ΓRi
, sjk = (qj + qk)

2, (j, k = 1, 2, 3) is the invariant mass

squared of hj and hk, ΓRi
is the decay width of Ri, and M̃

Ri,sRi
σ

λ1λ2
is the decay amplitude

of Ri → h1h2 in RFH , which can be obtained by a Lorentz transform of the amplitude

M
Ri,sRi

σ

λ′

1λ
′

2
according to

M̃
Ri,sRi

σ

λ1λ2
=

∑

λ′

1λ
′

2

M
Ri,sRi

σ

λ′

1λ
′

2
Dj1∗

λ′

1λ1
(φW1, θW1, 0)D

j2∗
λ′

2λ2
(φW2, θW2, 0), (A4)

with ΩWk = (φWk
, θWk

), (k = 1, 2) being the polar and azimuthal angles of the Wigner

rotation, and Wk being a pure Lorentz boost that transforms qk into q′k.
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