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ABSTRACT

The spectra of baryons containing two heavy quarks test the form of the QQ

potential through the spin-averaged m asses and hyper ne splittings. The m ass
splittings In these spectra are calculated In a nonrelativistic potential m odel and
the e ects of varying the potential studied. The sim pl description In tem s of
light quark and pointlike diquark is not yet valid for realistic heavy quark m asses.
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It isweltknown that the quarkonim ( and ) soectra test the QCD potential
between quark and antiquark. In this case, a phenom enological avor-independent
potentialand a Q CD -derived hyper ne interaction can be used to describe them asses
and splittings of the cc and Hom esons [L]. Furthem ore, such m odels allow predictions
tobem ade forthe undbserved states In the spectra @]and fortheB . system [3]. In the
sam e way, the doubly-heavy baryons (those containing cog orbbq) test the potential
between two quarks. T he oneglion-exchange potential between heavy quarks di ers
from the quark-antiquark potentialby a relative color factor 2. T his relation doesnot
hoH at higher orders: the one-loop corrections to the QQ and Q Q potentials are not
equal $]. The con ning potential, which is determ ined phenom enologically, should
be studied ©rQQ interactions as it hasbeen ©rQQ .

Tests of the QQ potential can be inplm ented not only In the spin-averaged
soectra of the doubly-heavy baryons, but also by studying the hyper ne spolittings of
these partickes. This is surprising, as the hyper ne interactions contain two types of
tem s: those describing the soin—spin interaction betw een the heavy quarks ( 1=mf2 )y
which depend on the QQ potential analogously to the quarkoniuim case, and those
describing the spin-spin interactions between heavy and Iight quarks ( 1=mgmg),
which m ight be thought to depend on the light-heavy quark interaction and not
signi cantly on the heavy-heavy quark potential. N evertheless, the wave function of
the light quark depends su ciently on the heavy quark pair to provide nfom ation
on the Q Q binding.

Baryon spectroscopy w ith non-relativistic potentialm odels is relatively accurate,
although not perfect. The m ethod is clearly lim ited by its use of a non-relativistic
treatm ent of the light quarks. Nonetheless, such m odels provide a relatively good
description of the baryon spectra and stable predictions for the hyper ne splittings

o o and o o orthe baryons containing one heavy quark [1]. O ne potential
choice which provides a good t to the ocbserved baryon soectrum is the power-law
form BI:
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w ih
= 01; A= 8337Gev; B = 6:9923GeV" ; C = 2572Gev?;
mg= 03Gev; mgs= 06GeV; m.= 1895Gé&V; my= 5255G&vV:

The light and strange quark m asses and the power are held =xed at reasonabl
values, and the parameters A, B, and C are obtained from a t to the masses of
theN, , and . The cham and bottom quark masssare ttothe .and .
T his potential, when rescaled by the relative color factor of 2 between 00 and Q0Q
oneglion exchange, tsthe J= and goh-averaged soectra as well. Such power—
law potentials are fam iliar from the description of Q Q bound states @] and give the
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choice of used above. The value of C given above is however signi cantly larger
than that obtained from a ttothe J= { . hyper ne splitting, which is 1172 [B].

A though this potential ts the known baryon spectrum , it is not convenient for
study ofthe e ects on the spectra of varation ofthe Q Q potential. In particular, it is
Interesting to be abl to vary ssparately the C oulom b-lke sn alldistance contribution
to the potential and the long-distance con ning tem . T he potential between light
and heavy quarks is therefore keft as .n Eq. (), whil the QQ interaction is replaced
w ith the Comell orm [10]:
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a= 02005Gev?; k = 0:4274; c= 10455GeV:

The param eters a, k, and care obtalned from a ttotheJ= and spectra,w ih the
quark m assesand C held xed to the values given above. The e ects on the hyper ne
splittings of am all varations in a and k are then studied. T hese variations, aswell as
the power-law type potential given above, are plotted in F igure 1 for com parison.

In the lim it of heavy quark m ass, the heavy Q Q pair is m ore easily excited to
higherenergy states than the light quark. In the ham onic oscillator potential, for
gram prl, the ratio of the excitation energies for light and heavy degrees of freedom is

@my, + m1)=3m ; L1]1. T he states considered here are those containing two identical
heavy quarks (oc and b rather than bc) in a rehtive S-wave state, so that Fem i
statistics require that the heavy quarks be in a spin-1 (symm etric) state. In the
standard notation the Iowest-energy states orQQu orQQd are 44 ( 00) for soin
1/2 (3/2),and orQQ s they aredenoted by oo ( 5, ). Theheavy-heavy hyper ne
termm s cancel in the di erence between spin-3/2 and 1/2 states as the expectation
value of the spin-gpin operator, < ~; s>, is dentical for these two cases. The
hyper ne spolittings discussed below thus originate sokly from the light-heavy quark
Interactions. T hree di erent m ass splittings are considered here for each com bination
of heavy and light quark avors. The rst is the di erence between the centersof-
m ass of the states n which the QQ pair is In 2S and 1S states. The other two are
the hyper ne splittings between the s0in3/2 and spin-1/2 baryons for the 23S and 1S
QQ ocon gurations.

O nce the potentials are set, the solution of the threebody problem can be ap-
proached using a variety of num ericalm ethods [[1]. T he Bom-0 ppenhein er m ethod
is an e cient solution m ethod for the case of two heavy and one light quark. The
wavefunction is solit into heavy—and lightquark degrees of freedom ,

X
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n

w here is the distance between the two heavy quarks m; and m,), and ~ =
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(e Rlz)q msm+mj,)= 15,Mm;+m,+m;3) is proportional to the distance between
the light quark m 3 and the centerofm assR;, ofthe heavy—quark pair. T his choice of
variables ssparates the non-relativistic kinetic energy tem s: p§= @m )+ p§= (@m ,) +
Pi=0Cms3) = p*+ PP EFQR 12),where 1, isthe reduced m ass of the two heavy quarks.
T he dependence on the light-quark m ass has been absorbed into the de nition of
T he Iight quark wavefunction f is found for xed

" #
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where rj3 is the distance between the light quark and heavy quark i. The energy of
the Q Q g state is approxin ated by:
L #

1
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Kesping only the zeroth term In the expansion of corresponds to the so-called
\uncoupled adisbatic" {12] approxin ation.

T he Bom-O ppenhein er m ethod integrates over the distances between the heavy
quarks In the second step Eg. ()), so that the above approxin ation di ers from
that in which the heavy-quark pair behaves as a spin-one pointlke diquark, as it
would for n nitely heavy quark mass. Because this m ethod does not depend on
the Iim it of n nitem o, i works well already for the cham ed baryons. In the lim it
m;., m 3 these equations approach the expected formm : The distances rj5 In Eg. @)
are independent of the quark m asses, and the term p”=2 1, | pi=2m s, o that the
light-quark wavefunction is independent of the distance between the heavy quarks.
Eqg. @) then reduces to the usual non—relativistic twodbody equation. In the lin it of
in nitem ,, the QQ g spectra can be sinply related to the m eson spectra [B]. The
solittings obtained In thisway are however signi cantly am aller than those obtained
from the potential m odel calculation, and the m asses of the soin-averaged states
som ew hat higher. This lin it gives the values: M = 3811GeV,M = 342G €&V,
M = 10484GeV,andM , = 10460GeV [].

cc

bb

The Coulomb and lneartem s in the Q Q potentialare now varied by introducing
param eters x, and Xy :
!
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which are varied between 0.8 and 12 to determm ine the e ect on the m ass di erences
M @2S){M (1S), M (1S),and M (2S).Varationsin cdonota ect the splittings, only

the m asses them selves. Varations In C cbviously cause proportional changes in the
hyper ne splittings. The e ect of C on the 2S{1S m ass di erence com es from the



1=mé hyper ne temm s only, and is sn all. These resuls of the x, and x, variations
are presented in Tab]ef]:, along w ith the percent change 100( M x ;= 12) M ;=
08))=M (x;= 1). The values for x, = xx = 1 are In agreem ent w ith previous
calculations fl4] when the powerZaw type potential isused for the QQ interaction.

The hyper ne splittings are analogous to those In a heavy-light m eson system,
50 that in the Iim it of in nitely heavy m o they should approach =mgy, where is
Independent of heavy—quark avor. Them ass splittings in the tablk give (0coq,1S) =
0242 and (bqg,1S) = 0305. T hese states are not yet heavy enough to be accurately
described by the sin ple heavy—quark lin . The values of extracted for these and
for heavier m asses are shown In Fig. 2, where m ay be seen to approach the heavy-—
mass Iim it orm o> 15{20 G&V . This is In contrast to what is known from m eson
Soectroscopy, where the sin ple 1=m o description of the splittings works even for the
strange quark. A Ihough them asses ofthe diquarks are quite lJarge (  2mg ), the radii
for these states are also Jarge for realistic quark m asses, so that the sin ple application
of the n nitem ass lin it is not yet valid here. Typicalradii< r> forQQ statesare
24GeV ! ProclS,and 15GeV ' forkb 1S.For QQ states, typical radii are 1.7
Gev ! Prog,and 10Gev ! forio.

The percent changes In the m ass splittings are given In Fig. 3 or QQqg. The
sensitivity of the Q Q s states to changes in the potential is aln ost exactly that of
the QQq states. M 2S){M (1S) is more sensitive to changes in the QQ potential
than either of the hyper ne splittings. This m ass di erence is essentially the m ass
solitting between the 1S and 2S states of the twobody Q Q potential, so that the
strong dependence here is unsurprising. The dependence of M 2S){M (1S) on xi is
about onequarter (half) that on x, orthe cc b) states. The bb pair ism ore clossly
bound than the cc so that these states depend m ore strongly on the Coulomb (%)
part of the potential.

The hyper ne solitting In the 1S states, M (1S), depends m ore strongly on X 4
than on x; for the cc case, and on xy, than on x, forbb. The strong dependence of
the bb 1S splitting on the Coulomb temm in the potential re ects the closer binding
oftheb quarks. On the otherhand, M 2S) dgoends in both casesm ore strongly on
X, than on xy . This isa re ection ofthe arger radius K r> 3.0Ge&V Ly ofthe o
2S state.

In oconclusion, the spectra of doubly-heavy baryons have been studied in a non—
relativistic potentialm odel, w ith em phasis on the sensitivity of the m ass solittings of
these states to varations in the interaction between the two heavy quarks. A lthough
the hyper ne splittings are between the two possbl soin states of the light quark
relative to a heavy soin-1 system , it was found that dependence on the Q Q Interac-
tion rem ains. This dependence is however rather an all. The 2S{1S m ass di erence
ism ore sensitive to variations in the potential than the hyper ne splittings. A com —
parson of the splittings between the centerofm ass of the 2S5 and 1S states and the



hyper ne splittings in these levels exhibits di erent dependences on the strengths of
the separate parts of the potential (Coulomb vs. con ning tem s). M ore in portantly,
i is dem onstrated that the use of the n nitely heavy m o lin it, where the heavy
quarks form a pointlike diquark and the baryon as a whole a m eson-lke system , is
not yet valid for realistic heavy quark m asses.
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F igures

Fig.1l. The QQ potentials used In this paper. Solid lnes denote the powerlaw
Eqg. (@)) and Coulomb-pluslinear potentials Eq. £)) without any varia—
tion. The dotdashed (dotted) lines show the e ect of the variation of xy
(x,) between 0.8 and 1 2.

Fig.2. Thequantity = mg M (1S) asa function ofheavy-quark m ass.

Fig.3. Thepercent changesin themasssolittings M (x) = 100M &y)=M @) 1).
The labels1, 2,3 refertoM @2S){M (1S), M (1S),and M (2S), respectively,
while a and k indicate variations in x, or xy .

| | X, |[M @S)M (1s)| M (@s) | M @S) |

aogq 0.80 0394 0125 0.0802
1.00 0431 0128 0.0832
120 0467 0130 0.0861
% change 169 42 70
bbg 0.80 0280 0.0571 0.0417
1.00 0304 0.0581 0.0430
120 0328 0.0590 0.0441
% change 15.7 33 56
Xy
aogq 0.80 0423 0126 0.0828
1.00 0431 0128 0.0832
120 0440 0129 0.0837
% change 38 23 11
bbg 0.80 0294 0.0565 0.0425
1.00 0304 0.0581 0.0430
120 0316 0.0593 0.0435
% change 74 48 24

Tablk 1: M ass splittings GeV) in the cog and og system s as a function of the
param eters x, and Xy .
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6 = mgxAM(1S) [GeV”]
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