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Abstract

This paper serves as an update of the previous work entitled “Heavy-Flavor-Conserving
Hadronic Weak Decays of Charmed and Bottom Baryons”. We make an improvement on
the bag wave functions by removing the center-of-mass motion of the bag. All the baryon
matrix elements are now calculated under the same framework without introducing new
parameters. The matrix elements of 4-quark operators are found to be nearly twice larger
than the previous ones. The calculated branching fractions of Z) — Af7~ and Z; — Adn~
are both in agreement with current experimental results. For the yet-to-be-measured heavy-
flavor-conserving decays, we find B(ES — Afn%) = (13.8 £ 1.4) x 1073, B(E) — AYr?) =
(2.64+0.3)x 1073, B(QY — EF77) = (2.04£0.2) x 1073 and B(2? — =97°) = (1.1£0.1) x 1073.

They are all accessible to LHCb, Belle and Belle II and can be tested in the near future.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.00257v1

I. INTRODUCTION

It is known that a rigorous and reliable approach for describing the nonleptonic
decays of heavy baryons, especially the nonfactorizable effects, does not exist. Never-
theless, there is a special class of weak decays of heavy baryons that deserves special
attention, namely, heavy-flavor-conserving (HFC) nonleptonic decays such as the singly
Cabibbo-suppressed decays =g — Agm and Qg — Zgm with @ = ¢,b [1]. They can
be studied in a more trustworthy way. Since the pion produced in HFC decays are
soft, it is legitimate to apply for the soft-pion theorem to evaluate the nonfactorizable
contributions in both S- and P-wave amplitudes. If the heavy quark behaves a spec-
tator, then we will have another great simplification, namely, the P-wave amplitude
will vanish in =y — Ag7m decays in the heavy quark limit, while the S-wave vanishes
in Qg — Egm decays in the limit of mg — oo. Indeed, this is the case for =, — Ay
and §2, — =, decays as the b quark does not participate in weak interactions in these
b-flavor-conserving decays. However, charm-flavor-conserving decays =. — A.m and
Q. — =.m receive additional contributions from the W-exchange diagrams via cs — dc
transition. Hence, the charm quark no longer acts as a spectator and the P-wave

(S-wave) will not diminish in =, — A.w (Q. — Z.7) decays in the heavy quark limit.

In the soft-pion limit, the HFC decay amplitudes can be formulated in terms of
the matrix elements of the current (i.e. 2-quark operator) and 4-quark operators [2].
Previously, they were estimated within the static bag model by two of us (HYC and
FX). However, the calculated branching fraction of 2% — Af7~ of order 1.76 x 1073 [2]

is too small by a factor of 3 compared to the recent LHCb measurement of (5.5+0.2+
1.8) x 1073 Q

The problem can be traced back to the fact that the description of the bag model
is a semi-classical one. Quarks are treated as quantum objects as they obey the free
Dirac equation, while the boundary of the bag is a classical object, an infinite potential
barrier, possessing a definite position. Clearly, a static bag is not invariant under space

translation, and it is impossible for a static bag to be at rest in the quantum mechanics



as 3 momenta are the generators of space translation. The problem is also related to
the salient feature that the bag quarks are unentangled. Although the expectation

value of the 3-momentum vanishes

(py) =0, (1)
it is impossible for (p?) to be zero due to
(p) = Eq — M; >0, (2)

where £, p, and M, are the energy, 3-momentum and mass, respectively, of the quark
q. Here, we have used the fact that the bag quarks obey the free Dirac equation and
possess a definite energy. Combining Eqs. ({l) and (&), we arrive at *

<p3> = <p41 _'_ptn +p%> = 07

(Pg) = ((Pgy + Pa + Pgy)?) = (P2)) + (P,) + (P2,) >0, (3)

where pg and pg, are the 3-momenta of the baryon and the ¢-th quarks, respectively,
and we have used (pg, - Pg;) = (Pq) - (Pg,) for i # j as the quarks are unentangled.
The variance of the baryon’s 3-momentum af) 5 = (p%) — (ps)?* would be referred to the
center-of-mass motion (CMM) of the bag. It is straightforward to see that the CMM

is Lorentz invariant:

o, = (Eg) — (0gph) g — (E8)* + (05) (05) Guw

= —(PapB) g + (V5) (PB) Gy » (4)

where pl is the 4-momentum of the baryon. Since the last two terms in the above
equation cancel each other, a physical bag with a definite momentum should not have
a CMM as o2 . = 0. However, in the static bag model we have ¢2 . > 0. This unwanted

CMM is an issue and it should be removed for a consistent treatment.

L Tt can also be deduced from the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. As the baryon is localized, it

cannot possess a definite 3-momentum.



In this update, we shall make an improvement on this shortcoming by getting rid
of the CMM of the bag. In particular, it has been shown that the axial form factors
‘j] once the CMM issue is remedied.

are found to be 15% larger

The layout of this work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we recall the expressions
of the HFC decay amplitudes given previously. In Sec. III, we construct the baryon
wave functions free of the CMM effect and sketch the methods of computing the matrix
elements. Numerical results and discussions are presented in Sec. IV. We conclude our
study in Sec. V. Baryon wave functions are summarized in Appendix A. Appendix B

is devoted to an explicit evaluation of a given matrix element of 4-quark operators.

II. FORMALISM

In this section we recapitulate the formalism outlined in Ref. B] In the HFC
processes, the W-exchange through su — ud transitions is described by the following

effective Hamiltonian,

v _ Gr
eff \/5

where G is the Fermi constant, c; o the Wilson coefficients and V,, the Cabibbo-

ViaVus (107 + ¢205) (5)

Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements. For HFC decays of charmed baryons,
they receive additional W-exchange contributions from the c¢s — dc transition. The

relevant effective Hamiltonian reads

c G * c c
eff — TZ cd‘/cs (ClOl + 0202) ) (6)

with
Of = (d}L'qa) (b Luss) O = (ahL'qa)(dLyusp) (7)
where the Greek (a, 3,7) alphabets stand for the color indices and L* = ~%9#(1 — ;).

The general amplitude for B, — By + P is given as



where By are the parent (daughter) baryons with wu,) their Dirac spinors, and A

and B correspond to the parity-violating (PV) S-wave and parity-conserving (PC) P-

wave amplitudes, respectively. The partial wave amplitudes of HFC =p — Agm and

(g — Egm decays have been studied in Ref.

p

| for @ = b, c. The expressions of the

S-wave amplitudes are collected as follows [2] 2
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whereas the P-wave amplitudes read

A(w*) M+ + Myo
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(10)

2 The reader may notice that the expressions of the S- and P-wave amplitudes in this work have
opposite signs to that given in Ref. E] We use the PDG convention (7~ (¢)|A4,]0) = —ifzq, B],

which was erroneously stated in the first footnote of Ref. B], and then follow the scenario outlined

in Ref. ﬂa] for partial-wave amplitudes.



along with the following abbreviations

Gr
V2fs

In Egs. (@) and (I0), the factorizable contributions are expressed in terms of pa-

(c1—c2) . (11)

(NN

(=—Vo Vs, c- =

rameters a; o given by

2 =t X (12)

CL:C+—, )
1 1 Nc Nc

and the form factors f58 and ¢%'® defined by
_ , , p
(BT 070 018) =7 (75" = 1Yo 2 1 15 Y, (19
mpg mpg

<H@mwmmwm=%(ﬁﬁﬁw—£WmM%Z+%ijQ%w,

where (¢',q) = (u,s) and (d, s), depending on the isospin of B’ and B. In Egs. ({Q)

and (I0), the form factors fB5 and ¢¥B are evaluated at ¢> = m2. Note that the

Wilson coefficients ¢y » and the parameters a; o are evaluated at the scalBu = m, and
]

m(my) for charmed and bottom baryons, respectively. We follow Ref.

the Wilson coefficients ¢; = 1.336 and ¢; = —0.621 at the scale p = m, and ¢; = 1.139

to employ

and ¢y = —0.307 at p = my(my).

Nonfactorizable contributions arising from the W-exchange diagrams induced by
su — ud and cs — dc transitions are dedicated by the PC matrix elements aj,,; and

a$y s, respectively, of 4-quark operators defined by 3

B0V — 05|B) = s () + b ) s, (14)

where both aB, B ) and bB, 5 have canonical dimension 3. The axial couplings gB,(Bi)

ng(B ) in Eq. (I0) are the special cases of gy, obtained by taking (¢’,q) = (u,d) and

(¢.q) = ((u,u) — (d,d))/2 at ¢°> = 0, respectively.

From Eqgs. (@) and (I0) we see that the S-wave of 0, — =Z,m and the P-wave of

and

=y — Apm vanish. This is ascribed to the fact that the b quark in these HFC decays

3 Recall that the commutator term of the S-wave in the soft-pion limit is proportional to

(Bf|[Q3, Heg]1Bi) = —(By|[Q", Hegl|Bi).-



does not participate in weak interactions. The diquark transition 17 — 0" + 0~ in
2, — =y in S-wave is prohibited by conservation of angular momentum. Likewise,
the diquark transition 0% — 0" + 0~ in Z, — A7 in P-wave is not allowed by the

same token.

III. MODEL CALCULATION

In this section we shall calculate the matrix elements of the current and 4-quark
operators using the homogeneous bag model in which the unwanted CMM of the bag

is removed [4].

A. Baryon wave functions

The baryon wave functions are given in Appendix A. Here we take the antitriplet

charmed baryons for an illustration
/ Pt ( :?1)815(362) (T )\I]%)Tc(dsc (%1, To, T5)[d°Z]|0)
\/7
/ \/7 aB’Yuaa(x1>Slg(x2> c*y( )W?élb:(usc (xlvf2af3)[dgf”o>7

1) = [ e @yl (F) V0, T ) ETO) (1)
where [d37] = d*7,d>Tod®Z’3, the Latin (a, b, c) alphabets are the spinor indices, and e
is a totally anti-symmetric tensor. Compared to the static bag wave functions given in
Ref. [7], the wave functions here are expressed in terms of creation operators and the

Fermi statistics is taken care of by the anti-commutation relation

{daa (@), 45 ()} = 0up0asd™ (¥ — T') . (16)
For the spatial distribution ¥ of the quarks, we shall describe it using the homogeneous

bag model first proposed in Ref. [§]
abc = =
lIin(tht]Qtl?))(xl’ x2, I3 \/— / q1T IA) qzi( - ZEA)

_¢Zli(fl - fAWZQT(@ - fA)} ¢231(53 - fA)dng,



where A is a normalization constant and ¢y are the bag wave functions in the static

bag model,

E. g r
welr s Jo(|Pglm) Xy for r<R.

Ggy(7) = = E_ji(|pg|7)7 - Fxy (18)

ve(r)7 - X
! 0 for r> R,

with x4+ = (1,0)" and x| = (0,1)” representing J, = +1/2, B, = \/E, + M,, and jo
the spherical Bessel functions. Note that the spin structure of Eq. (I7) is simply

1
— — ) 19
NG (=47 (19)
and the heavy quark clearly points to the same direction with the antitriplet baryon.

The integral of d37x in Eq. ([7) plays an essential role of removing the CMM,
rendering the wave function to be invariant under space translation. To see this, we

apply the space translation operator 7z on |[A}) for example,
TN = [ el + Dyl + el -+ W (3, )50
/ \f el fl)ulﬁ(afz) (T )‘I’%Tc(duc)(fl —d, @y — d, @5 — d)[d*7)|0)
= [ e bl el ()W B ) 0) = A7) (20)

where use of T7¢! (¥ )T — ¢! (Z+d) and 77]0) = |0) has been made in the first line of
the equation, and the second and third lines are obtained by changing the integration

variables

51,2,3 — f1,2,3 - J7 (21)
and

PA = Ta+d, (22)

respectively. As the 3-momentum operator P is the generator of space translation, we
deduce that
PIAS) = P?AS) = 0. (23)

8



Thus, the CMM is taken away from the static bag. Throughout this work, we give the

integration variables Za an additional meaning. By eliminating every d*Za integrals,
the formulae would be reduced to the ones in the static limit é

For a baryon at rest (i.e. with zero momentum), quarks distribute homogeneously
all over the space to fulfill the translation-invariant requirement. Now the baryons are
described by a linear superposition of infinite bags. Although quarks are no longer

localized, they are confined with each other in the sense that

\I,abc (fl,fg, fg) =0, for ‘fl — fj| > 2R, (24)

A4(q19293)

with 7,7 = 1,2,3 and ¢ # j. It can be proved by noticing that the integrand in Eq. (I7))
vanishes when |¥x — Z;| > R. While Eq (24) holds in the homogeneous bag model
because the locations of the quarks are entangled, it is also valid in the static bag

model since quarks are localized.

Of course, it is possible to construct other baryon wave functions free of the CMM
issue in different bag models. Nevertheless, we believe that the homogeneous bag model
for ¥ which we have adopted here is the simplest one as it requires no new parameter

and the static limit can be easily recovered.

By taking the normalizing condition as

(p5 |Py) = u'v/(27)°6° (Ps — Pp) (25)

we find 4] )
e / H /¢ 7)) bq (77) d°%;, (26)

where 77 = 7; + ¥a/2. In Eq. (20), the spin direction of ¢,, is not important as it
leads to the same result. In the following, we will suppress the spin indices whenever

they make no difference.

To cooperate with the soft pion limit, we take the 3-momenta of the initial and
final baryons to be zero for consistency. In particular, the matrix elements of 4-quark
operators would simply vanish if the baryons have different momenta as H.g respects

the energy-momentum conservation law. Since ¢*> = m2 ~ (Mz, — My, )* = (Mg, —



]\/IEQ)2 ~ 0, the treatment we adopt here is in fact an excellent approximation. For
example, the errors of the form factors are of order 1073, The method of boosting the
baryon wave functions requires several additional steps, and the interested readers are

referred to Ref. [4] for detail.

B. Current operators

To illustrate the calculation of form factors, we take =2 — AT as an example. It
follows from Eq. (@) that
(Al (0) P50 (0)Z2) = / W (F,0,3) (L)W (74,0, 5) T d s (27)
— [T ERET G, @~ )60 @ )6 () Los () 6L (F — ) 00 s — 7).

With Eq. (26), it is easily seen that form factors are independent of the normalization

condition of the Dirac spinors (uu). By changing the integration variables
- =/ — — — 1 — — ]' — — — — —
Y,y T, %3) = | =72 — 5T, T2 + 5T L1 = T2, Ty — T2 (28)
we recast Eq. (7)) to a more symmetric form
(b O) Lo 0)2) = [[@a1dTadl () Lo ()

x ¢h () da (F7) 6L (£F) e (75) |

(29)

where the static limit is recovered by taking 7~ — ;. By matching Eqs. (I3 and 29),
we find

(f17 gl) = (09787 0)7 (30)

where we have used B]
R=(50+£01) GeV™', M,=0, M, =028CGeV, M =165 GeV. (31)

For form factors, the uncertainties of the bag radius can be neglected for the precision

under consideration in this work. Notice that f; is very close to 0.985 obtained from

10



TABLE I: Numerical results of the form factors with 7 € {7, 7"}, depending on the isospin

of the baryons.

(B,B) (AF,%0) (21,29 (=F,24) E%20) | (8,8) (=000 =0 0;)

C

ghe 0614 —0436 —0218 0218 | gD _0616  —0.597

the MIT bag model E] It is ascribed to that f; = 1 is protected by the SU(3)r

symmetry and hence a large correction is not expected.

Since the ¢ quark shares the same spin direction with Z2 and A, we are forced to
choose both baryon spins aligned in the same direction to get a non-vanishing result.
Thus, the spin flipping term g¢; vanishes, providing that the spin of the antitriplet
baryon arises solely from the ¢ quark. It can also be understood as the transition
of the diquark 07 — 0" + 7 is forbidden by conservation of angular momentum and
parity B,QB] Thus, the strong coupling of B.B.m vanishes and so does gz 5 . On the

other hand, the ¢ quark in the sextet baryon does not necessarily share the same spin

direction with the baryon and hence the aforementioned argument cannot be applied.

The relevant form factors are given in Table [l Notice that in contrast to f;, g; not
protected by the flavor symmetry and found to be 16% larger than the one in the static

limit [2].

C. 4-quark operators

The calculations of 4-quark operators are similar to those of the current ones. We
take the su — wud transition in =F — AT to illustrate the method. Applying the

C

anti-commutation relation in Eq. (I]), we find

(AZI(d](0) L ua (0)) (u}(0) Lyss(0) IET)

C

N /\I’Z?ICT)(Ov0=53)(“)“,“(%)”6‘1’74%’@%)(070753)613537

duc

11



for O}, and

(AFI(uf(0) L u5(0))(dL (0) Lyusa (0))E7)

Cc

a'tlcf 7. b'a a’by,abe -\ 132 (33)
- / \IIA(duc) (O’ 07 x3)(Lu) (L,u) \I]A(usc) (07 07 .C(Zg)d T3,

for OY. With the Fierz identity (L*)Y?(L,)"" = —(L*)¥*(L,)"?, it is straightforward
to show that (A|(OF + O%)|ZY) = 0, as it should be because the operator O} + OY
is symmetric in color indices, while the baryon wave function is color anti-symmetric.
This is known as a special case of the Koéner-Pati-Woo theorem [10]. On the other

hand, for the sextet baryon Bg we have
(Bs|OY[Bs) =0, (34)
which can be deduced by substituting S for A in Eqs. (32)) and using ¥4¢ = Wb< along

with the Fierz identity.

Substituting Eq. ([I7) into Eq. (32) leads to

1 - - — 73 =/ - — - —/
S5 G [ Padity ol @ - 5 o7 - )
(Al

X @l (=7) Ludurs (=F") dhs, (=) L' osr, (=77)
=y % (=) / PENT308 (7)) de (75)

(Al
[ B0 () s, () o, (77) L0 ()

_ / PEAD(a)T(F) (35)

where [)A] stands for the possible configurations of spins

()\1a )\Qa )\Ba )\4) € {(i’a Ta \l/a T)’ (Ta \lfa \l/a T)’ (Ta \lfa Ta i/)’ (\1/7 T> Ta i,)} . (36)

To sort out the expression, we have changed the integration variables

(ya y/>$3) — (_I - §$Aa —T + §$Aa xr3 — Zlf) ) (37)

12



and taken the short hand as
D.(7a) = [ ETol(a)enz)

D) = 305 (0 [ ol (%) Ludus, () o, () Do, () (39)
(Al

Although Eq. (B8] seems complicated, it can be understood as follows:

e The ¥ is the distance between the static bags of the initial and final baryons.

The integrals of d®Za can be viewed as computing the overlapping of the bags.

e The D.(Zx) is the overlapping of the spectator quark in the static bags separated

at a distance of Za.

e The I'(Zx) describes the weak transition, where the (su) and (ud) pairs are anni-

hilated and created in the static bags centering at —%fA and %fA, respectively.

To extract anEj’ we choose the parity-conserving part of the operators, namely
(L) (L) = (V)P (V) 4 (A#)*(A,) (39)

Plugging Eq. (39) to Eq. (35) and comparing with Eq. (I4]), we find
dysos = (3744 0.20) x 1072 GeV?, (40)

where the uncertainties arise from the bag radius in Eq. (31]) and the details are sketched

in Appendix B. Note that this value is consistent with the estimation

(5.6 £ 1.1) x 107%GeV?, (41)
C1 — C2

made in the diquark model H]

In the previous bag model calculation, it was found a%,_, = 1.67 x 107> GeV? B].A‘

v, _. is enhanced by a factor of 2.2

Interestingly, our current result indicates that aj,_,

once the CMM is removed from the static bag. The large correction can be seen by the

4 The matrix elements @yt and af+o-+ are denoted by X and Y, respectively, in Ref. E]

13



TABLE II: Parity-conserving matrix elements of the 4-quark operators in units of 1072

GeV3.
(B,B') (AF,EF) (AY,E)) (ALLES) (52 (BLE) (2,2 (2,EY)
als  3.74(20) 3.68(20) O 0 0 0 0
aGe  095(5) 0 —161(9) 1.61(9) 2.28(13) —2.26(11) —3.97(25)

fact that e has canonical dimension 3, and the only possible canonical dimension
comes from the bag radius in the massless limit of M, 4. ® Therefore, it is expected
that

a?\jEj [0 R_3 . (42)

This implies that a,+=z+ is sensitive to the bag radius. It has been shown in Ref. ﬂg]
that the distance between the quarks will become smaller by around 20% once the
CMM is eliminated. This explains the large correction since (4/5)7% ~ 2. Likewise,
it is ready to evaluate the matrix elements of Of, in a similar vein. In the static bag
model, it was found af,_, = 0.55 x 1072GeV? [2]. We see from Table [l that this
matrix element is enhanced by a factor of 1.7 after taking the CMM effect into account.

The light diquark of the antitriplet and sextet baryons form spin-0 and spin-1
configurations, respectively. Since Of is a scalar, it is unable to bring spin-1 to spin-0.

Thus, we obtain

(B3| OF | Be) = 0. (43)

As shown in Ref. B], the combined heavy quark and chiral symmetries severely restrict
the weak transitions allowed. It turns out that Bz — Bg weak transition via the weak
Hamiltonian HY; is prohibited in the heavy quark limit, namely, (Bz|H%|Bs) = 0,
which is consistent with Eq. ([@3]). However, the same argument is not applicable to

Of , since neither cs nor cd forms a spin eigenstate.

The results of the matrix elements a%’g, are summarized in Table [I For charm

baryons, we take the parameters in Eq. [B1), whereas we take M, = 4.78 GeV for

> We do not include Mg here, as spectator quarks have little effects on the matrix elements.

14



bottom baryons.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Before proceeding to the numerical results, we shall follow Ref. B] to treat N, in
Eq. [@2) as an effective parameter and take N°T = 18.8 and 1.88 at the u = m, and

= my(my) scales, respectively. For the heavy baryon lifetimes, we shall use |3, [12]

7(2}) = (453 £ 5) fs, 7(22) = (150.5 + 1.9) fs, 7(Q0) = (274.5 £ 12.4) fs,
7(2)) = (1.480 + 0.030) ps, 7(Z,) = (1.572+£0.040) ps, 7(€,) = (1.647013) ps.

(44)

Expressions of the S- and P-wave amplitudes for various HFC decays obtained in
the previous work are collected in Eqs. (@) and (I0). Since the matrix elements ajg
evaluated in the static bag model led to B(Z, — Aj7r~) = 6.6 x 10~%, which is too
small compared to the LHCb measurement (see Eq. (@@) below), a hybrid scheme was
adopted in Ref. [2] for the matrix elements of 4-quark operators, namely, the diquark
model for a%s and the static bag model for ag, . We have noticed in passing that
the matrix elements aj,, evaluated in the homogeneous bag model without the CMM
is consistent with the diquark model. Thus we shall use the homogeneous bag model
to compute both aygg and agy for reason of consistency. Using the values of matrix
elements from Table [I] and form factors from Table [l the calculated S- and P-wave
amplidutes, branching fractions and up-down asymmetries of various HFC decays are

displayed in Table [[TII

The first measured HFC weak decay is the b-flavor-conserving and strangeness-

changing weak decay Z, — A7~ Its relative rate was measured by LHCD to be [1§]

f=-
7 b B(Z, — Adr7) = (5.7+1.8798) x 1074, (45)
AY

6 . . . .
The diquark model is not applicable to the matrix elements ajg, .

15



TABLE III: The magnitudes of the S- and P-wave amplitudes (in units of 10~7), branching

fractions (in units of 107) and the up-down asymmetries of various HFC decays.

Mode A B BF Q@
20— AfmT —3.244+0.20 —522 £ 30 7.2+£0.7  0.46 £0.05
EF = Afa® —25140.14 —410 £23 13.8+1.4  0.45+0.05
Q- Efr~ 3.06+£0.15 —91+£6 2.0+£0.2 ~ —1.00
Q0 — =070 —217+£0.12 69 +4 1.1£0.1 ~ —1.00
Z, — A7~ —3.27+£0.20 0 42+0.5 0

=) — A)r® —2.67+0.14 0 2.6£0.3 0

Q, — Edn 0 16.1 £0.1 | (6.54+0.7)1072 0

Q, -5, 0 3.49£0.02 | (3.240.3)1073 0

where fs; and fA(b) are b — =, and b — A} fragmentation fractions, respectively. The
values of fz; / a0 were obtained by LHCD by invoking SU(3) symmetry in =) — J/p="
and AY — J/¢A decays [19], leading to *

B(E, = A7 )exp = (6.0£1.8) x 1072 (46)

The charm-flavor-conserving decay 20 — A7~ first advocated and studied in 1992 H]
was finally measured by LHCD in 2021 E] and Belle very recently @] with results in

excellent agreement with each other:

0.554+0.18)% LHCb,
B(Z0 = AF 7 )exp = ( )% (47)
(0.54 +£0.14)% Belle.

Our results B(Z2 — Afr) = (7.2 £0.7) x 107% and B(Z, — A)r") = (4.2 £
0.5) x 1073 are both in agreement with experiment. The predicted branching fractions
for Q; — Z)7~ and Q, — =, 7 decays are very small as they proceed only through

factorizable external and internal W -emission diagrams, respectively. The factorizable

" This value can be found explicitly in Ref. B]
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TABLE IV: Branching fractions (in units of 102) of heavy-flavor-conserving decays Z. — A.7

and Z, — Ay predicted in various models. All the model results have been normalized using

the current world averages of lifetimes for Z5° and Eg’_ given in Eq. (@4).

Mode (CLY)? Faller Gronau Voloshin Niu HYC This work Exp

3] [14] [15] [16] [17] 2]

20 Afr 017 <39 018T0%  >0.25+0.15 58+21 1.767915 72407 54+1.1

1.34+0.53

EF = Af® 011 <61 <0.2 - 11.1+£4.0 3.03703) 13.8+14 -
2.0140.80 @

E, A 70 19-76 64+4.3 8+3 1.4+£0.7 467133 42405 6.0+1.8

E) - A 25 09-37 32+21 - 0.17£0.15 2.877530 2.6+0.3 -

?Assuming (wrongly) constructive interference between the W-exchange diagrams induced by cs —

dc and su — ud transitions.

amplitude is proportional to the pion’s momentum, which is of order 205 MeV in HFC

), decays. Consequently, their rates are suppressed.

In Table [V], we compare our results with other model calculations. For HFC
20 — Af7m~ decay, it is clear that all the early predictions before 2020 with the
branching fraction of order (1 ~ 3) x 107* are too small compared to experiment.
As first pointed out by Niu, Wang and Zhao (NWZ) ] and independenly by Groote
and Korner ], the P-wave amplitude induced through cs — dc W-exchange was
overlooked in all the previous model calculations. It turns out that owing to the
small mass difference between =, and the intermediate . pole, of order 16 MeV, PC

amplitudes are two orders of magnitude larger than the PV ones (see Table [II). That

is, E. — AJ 7 receives largest contributions from the Y. pole terms.

We next turn to the HFC decays of the bottom baryon =,. From Eqgs. (@) and (I0)

we see that if the factorizable contributions to =, — A,7 are neglected, we will have

17



the relation ]

\/§A52—>A27r0 _ AE;—>A27T’ ’ (48)
for S-wave amplitudes, while P-waves vanish, leading to
2B(Z) — M%) ~ B(Z, — AJr7). (49)

Since the factorizable amplitude is proportional to the pion’s momentum, it vanishes in
the soft-pion limit. In reality, it is a small contribution to HFC decays as the pion is soft.
Hence, the above relation ([9) is expected to be approximately valid. However, it is
badly broken in the work of NWZ , see Table[[V]l To see this, from Table VII of Ref.
] we see that negative-parity baryon pole contributions to the S-wave amplitudes
do respect the relation ([ 8). However, NWZ claimed a large factorizable contribution

8 comparable to the pole terms, which

to Z; — Ar~ from the external TW-emission

breaks the relation (@8] badly. In our case, nonfactorizable terms dominate the S-wave,

namely, %oz > fZ(mz, —my,), see Eq. [@). At any rate, this issue will be clarified
b—b

by measuring B(Z) — Ajr°).

In the charm sector, . — =.m acquire additional contributions from nonspectator
W-exchange for both PC and PV amplitudes. The P-wave amplitude of . — Z.7 is
enhanced by the Z'. pole, though it is not so dramatic as in the case of =. — A.7.
The predicted branching fraction is of order 2 x 107 for Q2 — =f7~ and 1 x 1073
for Q0 — =270 These HFC decays are accessible to LHCDb, Belle and Belle II. Early
crude estimates given in ] indicated B(£, — Zpm) ~ O(107%) and B(Q, — =Z.7) <
O(107°).

The asymmetry parameter « vanishes in the decays =, — Aym and €, — =7
owing to the absence of P- and S-wave transitions, respectively. By contrast, it is
very close to —1 in . — Z.m modes. For decays =% — A7~ and =F — Af70, the
decay asymmetries are found to be positive, of order 0.45. In the work of NWZ [17],

the corresponding decay asymmetries are —0.16 and —0.007, ? respectively. Therefore,

8 On the contrary, the factorizable internal W-emission contribution to Z) — A7? was not considered

in Ref. B]
9 Decay asymmetries are obtained using the S- and P-wave amplitudes given in Table IV of Ref. B]
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NWZ predicted a negative up-down asymmetry in 20 — AT7~ and a negligible one in
=5 — Afa0

In short, although this work and the model of NWZ yield similar branching fractions
for Z. — A.m, we differ in the treatment of S-wave amplitudes: While NWZ rely on the
pole model to consider negative-parity baryon pole contributions, we appeal to current
algebra thanks to the soft nature of the pion produced in HFC decays. Furthermore,
NWZ claimed a sizable factroizable contribution to the S-wave while it is small in

our case due to the soft momentum of the pion. Consequently, NWZ predict (i) a

0

O — Af7~ and a negligible one in =F — AF7? and

negative decay asymmetry in = j

(ii) B(Z) — A)rY) < B(Z, — AJr~). Hence, measurements of decay asymmetries in
Z. — A and the rate of Z) — A0 relative to =, — AY7~ will allow to discriminate

different models.

V. CONCLUSION

We have improved the numerical estimations of the previous work B], where the
static bag was employed. The wave functions from the homogeneous bag model are
adopted in order to remove the CMM of the static bag. The calculations have been
carried out under the same framework, and we have shown that the matrix elements
of 4-quark operators are enhanced about twice. We have found that B(Z? — Afn~) =
(7.24+0.7) x 107% and B(E, — A)r~) = (4.2 £ 0.5) x 107, both are in agreement
with experiment. For the yet-to-be-measured heavy-flavor-conserving decays, we find
B(Er — Ara0) = (13.8 + 1.4) x 1073, B(ZY — A%0) = (2.6 +0.3) x 1073, B(Q° —
Efr7) = (2.0 £0.2) x 1073, and B(Q? — =Z27%) = (1.1 £0.1) x 1073, They are all
accessible to LHCb, Belle and Belle II and can be tested in the near future.
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Appendix A: Baryon wave functions

For antitriplet heavy baryons, the light qaurks (u,d, s) form spin-0 configuration.

Their wave functions are given by

1 - - - abc - 5 o —
= [ Tl sl (F) V1, 2, ).
/\[ e Ndl (1)) 5 (Fa) el (F3) W4 ooy (T1, B, ) [dPF]0), (A1)
/\[ Pt (7 )ngB(f?)czW(fii)\I]%}C(duc)(flv52753)[d3£’]|0>7

where the spatial parts of the wave functions are described by Eq. ().

On the other hand, the light quarks of the sextet baryons form spin-1 configuration.

Their wave functions read

= / = L () (33) Vi (1 B, ) €°5]0).
/ \/_ eNd (Z )ugﬁ(fg)c;ﬁ,y(fg)\lfgic(dm)(fl,;52753)[6135”0) 7
/ » e Mdh (#1)dhy (To) el (Fs) VS ey (81, T, T3) [d°E]|0)
— aBy 2 Nol (2N (7 abc - = o 3 =
> - /76 uaa(zl)sbﬁ(IQ)Ccy(x3)\I]Si(usc)(Ilﬁx2’x3)[d ZE'”O) )
H/O / \/_ aﬁ“/dT T )Szﬁ(fg)cl,y(fg)\lfgzc(dsc) (fl, 52’ f3)[d3f]‘0> ’

b=/ f"‘ﬁ” (#1)sh (F2) ek (E) UG ooy (Fr, B, ) T0) . (A2)
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where
\I]abc = = =\ N 2 a =/ b =/ c =/
Si (71, Xy, T3) = % ( ¢q1T(x1)¢q2T($2)¢q3¢($3)
R CATEANCAREINEAT MCATINEA PN
\I]abc( 2,:63 \/’/ q1¢ gQi(fQ)(é;sT(fé’))

¢Q1i( ) QZT(':L_:/2> qai( >+¢q1T( ) qzi(f/2> Z3¢(fg)) dngv

(A3)

. = = —
with @ = &; — Za.

The wave functions of the b-baryons can be obtained by substituting b for c.

Appendix B: Evaluation of a“ Atet

In this appendix we evaluate one of the matrix elements, say [y explicitly. We

start with sorting out the overlapping of the spectator quark
D (Zp) = /d3x (ujx*, —ivxTo,e ) : :

W, 0y X

= / &7 [ufug + vz x" (0ur0a-) x] |

32 |0t~ S I A 1~T* 2.5

= [ &7 |uju, +vjv, (2T - —ix'(Ta x Z) - 0x ||,
rtr

- /d?’f [ufu; +ofo; (27-27)] (B1)

where we have taken the shorthand o, = © - ¢ with © an arbitrary unit vector, ujE =

8y

ug(r=) and vy = v,(r®) with r* = |#=|. To get the third line of the equation, we have

used the relation o;0; = 9;; + i€k gy,

The integrals in I'(Za) are much more complicated. We decompose them into

several parts as

/d?’* > Ti(Ea, 1) +PV (B2)

i=1,2,3,4
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Luiia, @) = 305 (1 oy, (7) dun (7)o, (7) 0, ()

(A
1
Pg(fA,f) = Z 5 (—1))\1_)\3 ¢IIA4 (I_H_) 75¢u)\2 (f_) ¢L)\3 (:ZH_) 75¢8)\1 (f_) )
(Al
1
Pa(Ta, @) = =D 5 (=D 72 0l (T7) Vidwr, (T7) Bl (F%) Vidwr, (T7) . (B3)
(A
Ly(Ta,7) = — Z % (_1)A1_A3 ‘f’zm (f+) Vivsdux, (f_) (b;rt)\a (f+) VisPsn, (f_) ’
(A

where V; = vy with ¢ = 1,2,3 and PV stands for the parity-violating part, which is

not concerned in this work.

In tidying up the spin indices, it is useful to note the identities

TN
25 DM 000 0.) =1,

1 A= 1 A=
3 L () (i) = 35 (D7 () (o) = 0, By
RY 2 RY 2

1 _
Z 5 (_1))\1 ha (XLSUZ'XM)(X&;UJX)Q) = _52']' )
(Al

which can be derived from a direct calculation. It can be interpreted as the interacting
quarks are spin-0, so the matrix elements cannot depend on a specific direction. Using

Eq. (B4), we arrive at

o _ . . _ A . (fA X l’)2 _ _
[ (Za, ) = (uju, +vjo 2t 27) (ufu, +ofv; 2t -27) + mv(jvuv:vs :
[o(Za, %) = (ujv,d™ —vjuya?) (ufv;d™ —vfu;at)
D3(Za, T) = To(@a, T) + 2 (ufv, 27 +vfu,2t) - (wfo 2™ +vfu;zt)
L B B B B L (Ta x T)?
Ly(Za, ) = 3ufuyulu; +oiv,vio; (24 (@7 27)2 + e
—(ufu vivy +ofv utul )zt -2 (B5)

To see the connection with the static limit, we take o = 0 and obtain

Q= / S L0, DT =2 / U utgtt + vava) (tatty + vov,)(drr2dr) . (B6)

C —cC
k=1,2,3,4

22



This is precisely the quantity X defined in Eq. (4.1) of Ref. E]

The integrals of d®*7 in Eqs. (BI) and (B2) can be further simplified by adopting

the cylindrical coordinate with Zx in the z direction given as

\/R%—r% /4 \/ R2—p2—ra/2 402 + 422 — 2
D(fA):%T/ pp/ dz<u+ e b TA),

d ¢ Ue T UV, o

0 /R2—p2+7”A/2 4T T

\/ R?2-r3 /4 v/ R2—p2—ra/2
pdp/

/0 —\/ R2—p2+rpa/2

where ra = |Za|, and we have used that the integrands are independent of the az-

[(Za) = 27 dz Y Ti(Za,p,2), (B7)

imuthal angule, and the bounds of the integrals come from the bag boundary. It is
easily seen that D(Za) and I'(Za) depend only on the magnitude of Z5. Thus, Eq. (B3]

can be recast as
2R
/dngDc(fA)P(fA) = 471'/ d’I“ADC(’I“A)P(TA) . (B8)
0

Here the upper limit of ro comes from that the static bags separated farther than 2R

do not overlap. This completes the evaluation of alf,_,.
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