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A bstract

Charm ed (and bottom )hypernucleiare studied in the quark-m eson coupling (Q M C)

m odel.Thiscom pletessystem aticstudiesofcharm ed (�+c ;�c;�c),and �b hypernucleiin

the Q M C m odel. E�ectsofthe Pauliblocking due to the underlying quark structure of

baryons,and the�cN � �cN channelcoupling arephenom enologically taken into account

at the hadronic levelin the sam e way as those included for strange hypernuclei. O ur

results suggest that the �+ +
c and �+c hypernucleiare very unlikely to be form ed,while

the�+c ,�
0
c and �b hypernucleiarequitelikely to beform ed.Forthe�

+
c hypernuclei,the

form ation probability is non-zero though sm all. A detailed analysis is also m ade about

thephenom enologically introduced Pauliblocking and channelcoupling e�ectsforthe� 0
c

hypernuclei.
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1 Introduction

Based on thequark-m eson coupling (QM C)m odel[1],wehave recently initiated a system atic
study ofcharm ed and bottom hadronsin nuclearm atter[2].Theresultsim ply thattheform a-
tionsofB � -m eson nuclear(atom ic)bound states,and �+

c and �b hypernucleiarequite likely.
Theform ationsof�+

c and/or�b hypernucleiwere�rstpredicted in m id-1970sby Tyapkin [3],
and Doverand Kahana [4]. Lateron theoreticalstudies[5,6]aswellaspossibility ofexperi-
m entalobservation [7]werem ade.Further,wehave studied [8]the�+

c and �b hypernucleiby
solvingequationsofm otion forasystem ofhypernuclei,em bedding a�+

c ora�b intotheclosed
shellnuclearcore,within the Hartree,m ean-�eld,approxim ation using the QM C m odel. The
resultsagain supportthepossibleform ation of�+

c and �b hypernuclei.
In this article we present the results forthe �c and �c hypernuclei,as wellas som e of

the �+
c and �b hypernucleistudied recently [8]. Thisisan extension ofthe studiesm ade for

thestrangehypernuclei[9],and a com pletion ofoursystem atic study ofcharm ed and bottom
hypernuclei[2,8]in theQM C m odel.Theextension isstraightforward,sincetheheavy baryons
(aswellasnucleon)are classi�ed by the naive constituentquark m odel,and QM C can treat
them on thesam equark-based footing.

One ofthe other im portant issues in this study is a role ofthe u and d light quarks
in nuclear m edium ,in the charm ed or bottom baryons containing u and/or d quarks. This
concernsthepartialrestoration ofchiralsym m etry in nuclearm edium forheavy baryons.

Concerningtheexperim entalpossibilities,theapproved construction oftheJapan Hadron
Facility (JHF) with a beam energy of50 GeV,willproduce charm ed hadrons profusely and
bottom hadronsin lessernum bers,butstillwith an intensity which iscom parabletothepresent
hyperon production rates. Although the study ofpossible existence ofcharm ed and bottom
hypernucleim ay bein itsinfancy atpresent,itisclearthatconditionsforthe experim entsto
search forsuch heavy baryon hypernucleiarenow becom ing realistic,and would berealized at
JHF [10]. Thus,itisstillm eaningfulto considersuch heavy baryon hypernucleiatthisstage
forthefutureexperim entalstudies.

The QM C m odel(QM C-I),which isused in thisstudy,hasbeen successfully applied to
m any problem sofnuclearphysics,such as�nitenuclei[11,12],strangehypernuclei[9],nuclear
m atter[13],and otherproblem sincluding hadronic propertiesin nuclearm edium [14,15,16,
17,18,19,20]. (See also Refs.[21,22]for earlier,di�erent versions ofQM C,and Ref.[23]
forrelated work.) Forexam ple,the m odelwasapplied to the study ofm eson nuclearbound
states [15,16],J=	 dissociation in nuclear m atter [18],D and D production in antiproton-
nucleus collisions [19],and kaon properties in nuclear m atter and kaon production in heavy
ion collisions[20].Furtherm ore,although only som elim ited studiesforheavy m esons(notfor
heavybaryons)with charm in nuclearm atterwerem adebytheQCD sum rules(forJ=	[24,25]
and D (D )[26]),a study forheavy baryonscontaining charm orbottom quarkswasm adeonly
recently [2]using theQM C m odel.Furtherm ore,recentm easurem entsofpolarization transfer
in the 4He(~e;e0~p)3H and 16O(~e;e0~p)15N reactionsperform ed atM AM Iand Je�erson Lab [27],
supportthem edium m odi�cation oftheproton electrom agnetic form factorspredicted by the
QM C m odel[17].

There isalso anotherversion ofthe QM C m odel(QM C-II),where m assesofthe m eson
�eldsare also subjectto the m edium m odi�cation in a self-consistent m anner[28]. However,
fora properparam eterset(setB)the typicalresultsobtained in QM C-IIare very sim ilarto
thoseofQM C-I.Thedi�erenceis� 16% forthelargestcase,buttypically � 10% orless.(For
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thee�ectivem assesofthehyperons,thedi�erencesbetween thetwo versionsofQM C turn out
to belessthan � 8 % .Seealso Fig.2 in Ref.[15]forthedi�erencesin thescalarpotentialsfor
the � and ! m esonsin 208Pb nucleus.) Since we use QM C-I,the di�erencesin these num bers
m ay beregarded asuncertaintiesin them odel.

Certainly,the m odelhasshortcom ingsthathave to be im proved eventually. Di�culties
to handle the m odelwillincrease rapidly in handling the Hartree-Fock approxim ation even
fornuclearm atter[29],and furtherto include the Pauliblocking e�ectatthe quark level. In
addition,the �N � �N channelcoupling e�ecthasnotbeen im plem ented yetin a consistent
m annerwith the underlying quark degreesoffreedom [9].Itshould bem entioned thatin the
caseoflargerm assnum ber�hypernuclei,nonarrow stateshavebeen observed experim entally,
although 4

�
Hewascon�rm ed [30].Itisunlikelyto�nd such (narrow)bound statesin thepresent

situation,where the experim entalanalysis[30]supportsthe suggestion m ade by Harada [31],
thatalargeisospin dependent�-nucleuspotentialterm existsand the1/A (A:baryon num ber)
dependence ofthatterm reducesthelikelihood ofobserving bound statesforA > 5.Thisun-
likelinessm ay alsoarisefrom thewidth of�stateduetostrong�� �conversion.Furtherm ore,
an application to double hypernucleihasnotbeen attem pted,although recently the existence
wascon�rm ed forsm allbaryon num bernuclei[32].Asan attem ptto im prove the m odel,the
e�ectofshort-rangequark-quark correlationsassociated with thenucleon overlap wasstudied
in Ref.[33].W ith theaddition ofthecorrelations,thesaturation curve forsym m etric nuclear
m atterwasgreatly im proved athigh density.Despitetheshortcom ingsofthem odeldescribed
above,therearesom epositiveaspectsofthism odel,itssim plicity and successfulapplicability,
thatwe feelcon�dent thatthe QM C m odelwillprovide uswith a valuable glim pse into the
propertiesofcharm ed and bottom hypernuclei.

In the QM C m odel,the interactionsbetween nucleonsare m ediated by the exchange of
scalar (�) and vector (! and �) �elds self-consistently coupled directly to the quarks within
those nucleons,butnotto the nucleonsasin Quantum Hadrodynam ics(QHD)[34]. Thus,it
can besystem atically applied to study thepropertiesofany hadronsin nuclearm edium [2,14]
(ifthey contain u and/ord lightquarks).W e m ake use ofthisadvantageoftheQM C m odel,
and study thecharm ed and bottom hypernuclei.W ehopethatthepresentstudy inspiressom e
interestto m easure the propertiesofheavy baryonsin nuclearm edium ,atfacilitieslike JHF,
particularly at RHIC (high energy relativistic heavy ion facilities),and in very high energy
experim entsatCERN and Ferm ilab.

The organization ofthis article is as follows. In Section 2,the relativistic form ulation
ofthe charm ed and bottom hypernuclearsystem in the QM C m odelwillbeexplained briey.
A m ean-�eld Lagrangian density and equations ofm otion willbe given in Section 2.1,while
charm ed and bottom hadronsin nuclearm atterwillbediscussed in Section 2.2.In Section 3,
the e�ects necessary for a realistic calculation forthe charm ed (bottom ) hypernucleiwillbe
described. Spin-orbitpotential,and the e�ectofthe Pauliblocking atthe quark levelwillbe
explained in Sections 3.1 and 3.2,respectively. In addition,�c;bN � �c;bN channelcoupling
e�ectwillbeexplained in Section 3.2.Theresultsforthecharm ed and bottom hypernucleiwill
bepresented in Section 4,and �nally Section 5 willbedevoted to sum m ary and discussion.
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2 C harm ed and bottom hypernucleiin the Q M C m odel

In thisSection,webriey explain them ean-�eld equationsofm otion fora charm ed orbottom
hypernuclearsystem ,and review som epropertiesofthecharm ed and bottom baryonsin nuclear
m atter.

2.1 M ean-�eld equations ofm otion

W econsiderstatic,approxim ately spherically sym m etriccharm ed and bottom hypernuclei,i.e.,
closed shellnuclearcoreplusonecharm ed oronebottom baryon (heavy baryon)con�guration,
ignoring non-sphericale�ectsdue to the em bedded heavy baryon.The existence ofthe heavy
baryon insideoroutsideofthenuclearcore(in particular,�b which interactsrelatively strong
with core nucleons) breaks sphericalsym m etry,and one should include this e�ect in a truly
rigoroustreatm ent. W e have neglected thise�ect,since itisnotexpected to be so im portant
for spectroscopic calculations [35,36]for the m iddle and/or large baryon num ber charm ed
hypernuclei(butm ay notbetrue for�b hypernuclei),and beyond the scopeofpresentstudy.
However,weincludetheresponseofthenuclearcorearisingfrom theself-consistentcalculation,
which is a purely relativistic e�ect [36,37]. Thus,we always specify the state ofthe heavy
baryon in which thecalculation isperform ed,becausethecorenucleusresponseisdi�erentdue
to theself-consistentcalculation.(Thisself-consistentprocedurewillbeapplied also when the
e�ective Pauliblocking and/or� c;b� �c;b areintroduced later.)

W eadopttheHartree,m ean-�eld,approxim ation.In thisapproxim ation the�N N tensor
coupling contributes to a spin-orbit force for a nucleon bound in a static sphericalnucleus,
although in Hartree-Fock italso contributesa centralforce[11,12].(Furtherm ore,itgivesno
contribution fornuclearm attersince the m eson �eldsare independentofposition and tim e.)
Thus,weignorethe�N N tensorcoupling in thisstudy asin Ref.[9].

A relativistic Lagrangian density fora charm ed ora bottom hypernucleus in the QM C
m odelm ay begiven by [9]:

LC H Y
Q M C = LQ M C + LC

Q M C ;

LQ M C =  N (~r)

"

i � @ � M
?
N (�)� (g!!(~r)+ g�

�N3

2
b(~r)+

e

2
(1+ �

N
3
)A(~r))0

#

 N (~r)

�
1

2
[(r �(~r))2 + m

2

��(~r)
2]+

1

2
[(r !(~r))2 + m

2

!!(~r)
2]

+
1

2
[(r b(~r))2 + m

2

�b(~r)
2]+

1

2
(r A(~r))2;

LC
Q M C =

X

C = �
+

c ;�
0;+ ;+ +

c ;

�
0;+
c ;� b

 C (~r)
h

i � @ � M
?
C (�)� (gC! !(~r)+ g

C
� I

C
3
b(~r)+ eQ C A(~r))0

i

 C (~r); (1)

where N (~r)( C (~r))and b(~r)arerespectively thenucleon (charm ed orbottom baryon)and the
� m eson (thetim ecom ponentin thethird direction ofisospin)�elds,whilem �,m ! and m � are
them assesofthe�,! and � m eson �elds.g! and g� arethe!-N and �-N coupling constants
which arerespectively related to (u;d)-quark-!,gq!,and (u;d)-quark-�,g

q
�,coupling constants

as g! = 3gq! and g� = gq� [11,12]. Note that these m eson �elds,�;! and �,represent the
quantum num bers and Lorentz structure which m ediate the interactions am ong the nucleons
in nuclearm edium asin originalQHD [34],corresponding,� $ �0,! $ V0 and b$ b0,and
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they m ay notbedirectly connected with thephysicalparticles,norquark m odelstates.Their
m assesin nuclearm edium do notvary in the presenttreatm entofQM C-I.Hereafterwe will
usenotationsforthequark avors,q� u;d and Q � s;c;b.

In an approxim ation where the�,! and � �eldscouple only to the u and d quarks,the
couplingconstantsfortheheavy baryon areobtained asgC! = (nq=3)g!,and gC� � g� = gq�,with
nq being thetotalnum berofvalence u and d lightquarksin theheavy baryon C.IC3 and Q C

are the third com ponentofthe heavy baryon isospin operatorand itselectric charge in units
ofthe proton charge,e,respectively. The �eld dependent �-N and �-C coupling strengths
predicted by theQM C m odel,g�(�)� gN� (�)and g

C
� (�),related to theLagrangian density of

Eq.(1)arede�ned by

M
?
N (�) � M N � g�(�)�(~r); (2)

M
?
C (�) � M C � g

C
� (�)�(~r); (3)

where M N (M C )isthe free nucleon (heavy baryon)m ass. Note thatthe dependence ofthese
coupling strengths on the applied scalar �eld m ust be calculated self-consistently within the
quark m odel[9,11,12].Hence,unlikeQHD [34],even though gC� (�)=g�(�)m ay be2/3 or1/3
depending on the num beroflightquarksin the heavy baryon in free space,� = 0,(butonly
when theirbag radiiin freespaceareexactly thesam e),thiswillnotnecessarily bethecasein
nuclearm atter.ExplicitexpressionsforgC� (�)and g�(�)willbegiven laterin Eq.(14).From
theLagrangian density Eq.(1),asetofequationsofm otion fortheheavy baryon hypernuclear
system isobtained:

[i � @ � M
?
N (�)� (g!!(~r)+ g�

�N
3

2
b(~r)+

e

2
(1+ �

N
3
)A(~r))0] N (~r)= 0; (4)

[i � @ � M
?
C (�)� (gC! !(~r)+ g�I

C
3
b(~r)+ eQ C A(~r))0] C (~r)= 0; (5)

(�r 2

r + m
2

�)�(~r)= �[
@M ?

N (�)

@�
]�s(~r)� [

@M ?
C (�)

@�
]�Cs (~r);

� g�CN (�)�s(~r)+ g
C
� CC (�)�

C
s (~r); (6)

(�r 2

r + m
2

!)!(~r)= g!�B (~r)+ g
C
! �

C
B (~r); (7)

(�r 2

r + m
2

�)b(~r)=
g�

2
�3(~r)+ g

C
� I

C
3
�
C
B (~r); (8)

(�r 2

r)A(~r)= e�p(~r)+ eQ C �
C
B (~r); (9)

where,�s(~r)(�Cs (~r)),�B (~r)(�
C
B (~r)),�3(~r)and �p(~r)arethescalar,baryon,third com ponentof

isovector,and proton densitiesatthe position ~r in the heavy baryon hypernucleus[9,11,12].
On therighthand sideofEq.(6),�[@M ?

N (�)=@�]� g�CN (�)and �[@M ?
C (�)=@�]� gC� CC (�),

where g� � g�(� = 0) and gC� � gC� (� = 0),are a new,and characteristic feature ofQM C
beyond QHD [34,41,42,43].Thee�ectivem assfortheheavy baryon C isde�ned by

@M ?
C (�)

@�
= �nqg

q
�

Z

bag

d
3
x  q(~x) q(~x)� �nqg

q
�SC (�)= �

@

@�

h

g
C
� (�)�

i

; (10)

with theM IT bagm odelquantities,and them assstability condition tobesatis�ed in obtaining
thein-m edium bag radius[1,9,11,12]:

M
?
C (�)=

X

j= q;Q

nj
�

j � zC

R �

C

+
4

3
�(R �

C )
3
B ; (11)
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SC (�)=

�

q=2+ m �

qR
�

C (

�

q � 1)


�

q(

�

q � 1)+ m �

qR
�

C =2
; (12)


�

q =
q

x2q + (R �

C m
�

q)2; 
�

Q =
q

x2Q + (R �

C m Q )2; m
�

q = m q � g
q
��(~r); (13)

CC (�)= SC (�)=SC (0); g
C
� � nqg

q
�SC (0)�

nq

3
g��C =N =

nq

3
g�SC (0)=SN (0); (14)

dM ?
C

dR C

�
�
�
�
�
R C = R

�
C

= 0: (15)

Quantitiesforthenucleon aresim ilarlyobtained byreplacingtheindices,C ! N ,in Eqs.(10)-
(15).Approxim ating the constant,m ean m eson �eldswithin the bag neglecting the Coulom b
force,the wave functions, f(x)(f = u;d;s;c;b),satisfy the Dirac equationsforthe quarksin
thebaryon bag centered ata position ~r ofthenucleus,(j~x� ~rj� bag radius[15,16,20]):

�

i � @x � (m q � V
q
� (~r))� 

0

�

V
q
! (~r)�

1

2
V
q
� (~r)

��  
 u(x)
 d(x)

!

= 0; (16)

[i � @x � m Q ] Q (x) = 0; (17)

where,q = u or d,and Q = s;c or b. The constant,m ean-�eld potentials within the bag
are de�ned by V q

� (~r) � gq��(~r),V
q
! (~r)� gq!!(~r)and V q

� (~r) � gq�b(~r),with gq�,g
q
! and gq� the

corresponding quark-m eson coupling constants. The eigenenergies,�u;d;Q in unitsof1=R �

C are
given by  

�u

�d

!

= 
�

q + R
�

C

�

V
q
! (~r)�

1

2
V
q
� (~r)

�

; �Q = 
�

Q ; (18)

where,
�

q and 

�

Q aregiven in Eq.(13).
In the expressionsofthe M IT bag quantitiesEqs.(11)and (13),zC ,B ,xq;Q ,and m q;Q

arethe param etersforthe sum ofthe c.m .and gluon uctuation e�ects,bag pressure,lowest
eigenvaluesforthequarksqorQ,respectively,and thecorrespondingcurrentquark m asses.zN
and B (zC )are�xed by �tting thenucleon (heavy baryon)m assin freespace.Forthecurrent
quark m assesweuse(m u;d;m s;m c;m b)= (5;250;1300;4200)M eV,wherethevaluesform c and
m b are the averaged valuesfrom Refs.[38]and [39],respectively,and these valueswere used
in Refs.[2,8,16,18,19].Then,weobtain thebag pressure B = (170 M eV)4,by choosing the
bag radiusforthe nucleon in free space R N = 0:8 fm . The quark-m eson coupling constants,
which aredeterm ined so astoreproducethesaturation propertiesofsym m etricnuclearm atter
are,(gq�;g

q
!;g

q
�)= (5:69;2:72;9:33),where g� � gN� � 3gq�SN (0)= 3� 5:69� 0:483= 8:23 [12].

(See Eq.(14) with the replacem ent,C ! N .) The param eters zj,and the bag radiiR j in
freespace(j= N ;�;�;�;� +

c;�c;�c;�b)and alsosom equantitiescalculated atnorm alnuclear
m aterdensity �B = 0:15fm �3 ,are listed in Table 1,togetherwith the free space m asses[40].
(Nuclearm aterlim itwillbediscussed in Section 2.2.)

Atthehadroniclevel,theentireinform ation on thequark dynam icsiscondensed intothe
e�ective couplingsC N ;C (�)ofEq.(6).Furtherm ore,when CN ;C (�)= 1,which correspondsto
a structurelessnucleon ora heavy baryon,theequationsofm otion given by Eqs.(4)-(9)can
be identi�ed with those derived from QHD [41,42,43],exceptforthe term sarising from the
tensor coupling and the non-linear scalar and/or vector �eld interactions introduced beyond
thenaiveQHD.

The explicit expressions for coupled di�erentialequations to obtain various �elds and
baryon wave functions to describe a heavy baryon hypernuclear system ,for the spherically
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Table 1: The bag param eters,the baryon m asses and the bag radiiin free space [at norm al
nuclearm atterdensity,�B = 0:15fm �3 ]zj;R j and M j [R �

j and M
?
j](j= N ;�;� +

c ;�c;�c;�b),
respectively.

j zj M j (M eV) R j (fm ) M ?
j (M eV) R �

j (fm )
N 3.295 939.0 0.800 754.5 0.786
� 3.131 1115.7 0.806 992.7 0.803
� 2.810 1193.1 0.827 1070.4 0.824
� 2.860 1318.1 0.820 1256.7 0.818
�+
c 1.766 2284.9 0.846 2162.5 0.843
�c 1.033 2452.0 0.885 2330.2 0.882
�c 1.564 2469.1 0.853 2408.0 0.851
�b -0.643 5624.0 0.930 5502.9 0.928

sym m etric nucleusplusone heavy baryon con�guration can beobtained by replacing thecor-
responding indicesfrom hyperon to heavy baryon (Y ! C)in Ref.[9].

2.2 N uclear m atter lim it

Here,wesum m arizetheresultsand discussionsgiven in Refs.[2,9]foralim itofnuclearm atter.
New thingsin thissubsection aresom eresultsgiven in Tables1and 2,and toinform thesim ilar
treatm ents(param eterizations)also work forcharm ed and bottom baryonsaswillbeshown in
Eqs.(21)and (22),which m ay notbe so trivial. In the nuclearm atterlim itallm eson �elds
becom econstant,and wedenotethem ean-valuesofthe! and � �eldsby ! and �,respectively.
Then,equationsforthe! and self-consistency condition forthe� aregiven by [1,11,12,13]

! =
4

(2�)3

Z

d
3
k�(kF � k)=

g!

m 2
!

2k3F
3�2

=
g!

m 2
!

�B ; (19)

� =
g�

m 2
�

CN (�)
4

(2�)3

Z

d
3
k�(kF � k)

M ?
N (�)

q

M ?2
N (�)+ ~k2

=
g�

m 2
�

CN (�)�s; (20)

where g� = 3gq�SN (0)(seeEq.(14)by thereplacem ent,C ! N ),kF istheFerm im om entum ,
�B and �s are the baryon and scalar densities,respectively. Note that M ?

N (�) in Eq.(20),
m ust be calculated self-consistently by the M IT bag m odel,through Eqs.(10) -(16). This
self-consistency equation forthe � isthe sam e asthatin QHD,exceptthatin the latterone
hasCN (�)= 1 [34]. Using the m ean �eld value �,the corresponding quantity forthe heavy
baryon C,CC (�),can bealso calculated using Eqs.(10)-(17)neglecting thee�ectofa single
heavy baryon on them ean �eld value�,in in�nitenuclearm atter.

IthasbeenfoundthatthefunctionCj(�)(j= N ;�;�;�;� +
c ;�c;�c;�b)canbeparam etrized

asa linearform in the� �eld,g��,forpracticalcalculations[9,11,12]:

Cj(�)= 1� aj � (g��); (j= N ;�;�;�;� +

c ;�c;�c;�b): (21)

The valuesobtained foraj arelisted in Table 2.Thisparam eterization worksvery wellup to
about three tim es ofnorm alnuclear m atter density �B ’ 3�0 (�0 ’ 0:15 fm �3 ). Then,the
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e�ective m assesforthebaryon,j,in nuclearm atterarewellapproxim ated by [9,11,12]

M
?
j ’ M j �

nq

3
g�

�

1�
aj

2
(g��)

�

�; (j= N ;�;�;�;� +

c ;�c;�c;�b); (22)

with nq being the num ber oflight quarks in the baryon j. Forthe �eld strength g�� versus
baryon density,onecan �nd in Ref.[11].

Table2:Theslopeparam eters,aj (j= N ;�;�;�;� +
c ;�c;�c;�b).

aj �10�4 M eV �1 aj �10�4 M eV �1

aN 8.8 a� b
10.9

a� 9.3 a
�
+

c
9.8

a� 9.5 a� c
10.3

a� 9.4 a�c 9.9

Next,wediscussbriey thescalarand vectorpotentialsofcharm ed and bottom baryons
in nuclearm atter[2]. The scalar(V j

s )and vector(V
j
v )potentialsforthe baryon j,in nuclear

m atteraregiven by

V
j
s = m

?
j � m j; (23)

V
j
v = nqV

q
! + I

j

3V
q
� ; (24)

whereIj3 isthethird com ponentofisospin projection ofthebaryon j.Thus,thevectorpotential
fora heavy baryon with charm orbottom quark(s),isequalto thatofthe hyperon with the
sam e lightquark num berin the QM C m odel. Calculated resultsforthe scalarpotentialsfor
the baryonsin sym m etric nuclearm atterare shown in Fig.1,which istaken from Ref.[2]by
om itting those form esons. From the results itis con�rm ed thatthe scalarpotentialforthe
baryon j,V j

s ,followsa sim plelightquark num bercounting rule:

V
j
s ’

nq

3
V
N
s ; (25)

where nq is the num ber oflight quarks in the baryon j,and V N
s is the scalar potentialfor

the nucleon. (See Eq.(23).) It is interesting to note that,the baryons with charm and bot-
tom quarks (�c is a quark avor con�guration,qsc),show features very sim ilar to those of
the corresponding strange hyperons with the sam e light quark num bers. Then,ignoring the
Coulom b force although itisim portantin a realistic hypernucleus,we m ay expectthatthese
heavy baryons with charm or bottom quarks,willalso form som e heavy baryon hypernuclei
atthisstage,asthestrange hyperonsdo.(Recallthattherepulsive,vectorpotentialsarethe
sam eforthecorresponding hyperonswith thesam elightquark num bers.)

3 C alculations

In this section,we discuss param eters used in the calculations: spin-orbit force in the QM C
m odel,thePauliblocking e�ectatthequark level,and thee�ectofchannelcoupling,� c;bN �
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�c;bN .Theparam etersarethesam easthoseused in thestudyofstrangehypernuclei[9],except
forthose related to charm ed and bottom hypernucleigiven in Section 2,butthe treatm entis
thesam easthatofRef.[9].M oredetailed discussionsm ay befound in Ref.[9].

3.1 Spin-orbit force in the Q M C m odel

The origin ofthe spin orbitforce fora com posite nucleon m oving through scalarand vector
�eldswhich vary with position isexplained in detailin Ref.[11].Forthe�;� and � casesare
explained in Ref.[9].Although thespin-orbitsplittingsforthenucleon calculated in QM C are
already som ewhatsm aller[11,12],itwasdem onstrated thatm uch sm allerspin-orbitsplittings
were obtained for the � in QM C [9]. These willturn out to be even sm aller for the heavy
baryon hypernuclei.

In orderto include the spin-orbitpotentialapproxim ately,e.g.,forthe �+
c ,we add per-

turbatively thecorrection duetothevectorpotential,� 2

2M ?2

�
+

c

(~r)r

�
d

dr
g�

+

c

! !(~r)
�
~l� ~s,tothesingle-

particle energies obtained with the Dirac equation,in the sam e way as that added for the
strange hypernuclei[9]. Thism ay correspond to a correctspin-orbitforce which iscalculated
by theunderlying quark m odel[9,11]:

V
�
+

c

S:O :(~r)~l� ~s= �
1

2M ?2

�
+

c

(~r)r

 
d

dr
[M ?

�
+

c
(~r)+ g

�
+

c

! !(~r)]

!

~l� ~s; (26)

sincetheDiracequation atthehadroniclevelsolved in usualQHD-typem odelsleadsto:

V
�
+

c

S:O :(~r)~l� ~s= �
1

2M ?2

�
+

c

(~r)r

 
d

dr
[M ?

�
+

c
(~r)� g

�
+

c

! !(~r)]

!

~l� ~s; (27)

which hastheoppositesign forthevectorpotential,g�
+

c

! !(~r).Thecorrection to thespin-orbit
force in the QM C m odel,appearsdue to the structure ofthe baryon (�nite size). This m ay
also be m odeled at the hadronic levelofthe Dirac equation by adding a tensor interaction,
m otivated by thequark m odel[44,45].In addition,oneboson exchangem odelwith underlying
approxim ateSU(3)sym m etry in strong interactions,alsoleadstoaweakerspin-orbitforcesfor
the(strange)hyperon-nucleon (Y N )than thatforthenucleon-nucleon (N N )[46].

In practice,becauseofitsheavy m ass(M ?

�
+

c

),contribution to thesingle-particleenergies
from thespin-orbitpotentialbothwith orwithouttheinclusion ofthecorrectionterm ,turnsout
tobeeven sm allerthanthatforthe�hypernuclei,and furthersm allerforthe� b hypernuclei[8].
Contribution from the spin-orbitpotentialwith the correction term istypically oforder0:01
M eV,andeven thelargestcaseis’ 0:5M eV,am ongalltheheavybaryonhypernucleicalculated
in thisstudy. Thiscan be understood when one considers the lim it,M ?

�
+

c

! 1 in Eq.(26),
where the quantity inside the square bracketsvariessm oothly from an orderofhundred M eV
to zero nearthesurfaceofthehypernucleus,and thederivativewith respectto r is�nite.The
resultsfortheotherheavy baryon hypernucleiarequitesim ilar,and spin-orbitforcesgiveonly
tiny contributionsforthe single-particle energies. Thus,the spin-orbitsplittingsare expected
to besm all.

3.2 E�ects ofthe Pauliblocking and channelcoupling

Below,webriey explain thee�ectsofthePauliblocking dueto thequark structure,and the
channelcoupling [9].

8



Although thepresenttreatm entisbased on theunderlyingquark structureofthenucleon
and heavy baryons,itism issing an explicitinclusion ofthePauliblocking e�ectatthequark
levelam ong the u and d quarksin the core nucleonsand the heavy baryons. Forthe strange
hypernuclei,the e�ect ofthe Pauliblocking was included in a speci�c way at the hadronic
level. W e follow the treatm ent ofRef.[9],and include e�ective Pauliblocking and also the
�c;bN � �c;bN channelcoupling e�ects,although thechannelcoupling e�ectisexpected to be
sm allerthan thatforthe�N � �N ,sincethem assdi�erencefortheform erislargerthan the
latter.Thus,thechannelcoupling e�ectthatisincluded forthe� c hypernucleiin thepresent
study should beregarded asthelim iting case.

Following Ref.[9],weassum ethatthePauliblocking e�ectissim ply proportionalto the
nucleon baryonic density (or u and d totallight quark num ber density),although one could
consider a m ore com plicated density dependence. Then, the Dirac equation for the heavy
baryon C,Eq.(5),m ay bem odi�ed by

[i � @ � M
?
C (�)� (�C �B (~r)+ g

C
! !(~r)+ g�I

C
3 b(~r)+ eQ C A(~r))0] C (~r)= 0; (28)

where,�B (~r)isthe baryonic density atthe position ~r in the heavy baryon hypernucleus due
to the core nucleons,and �C isa constant,taken the sam e value to thatdeterm ined forthe
strange hyperon. W e note that the Pauliblocking e�ect associated with the light quarks
in the heavy baryon should also lead to som e repulsion for the nucleons. Contrary to the
com m ent m ade in Ref.[9],the actualcalculationsin this study (and in Ref.[9])include the
e�ectofthem odi�cation m ade in Eq.(28)in a self-consistentm anner.In practice,theabove
m odi�ed Eq.(28)hasbeen inserted again intoasystem ofcoupled di�erentialequationsforthe
sphericalstatic(heavy baryon)hypernuclearsystem ,from Eq.(4)toEq.(18),and calculations
areperform ed again.Thus,theresponseofthecorenucleonsduetothem odi�cation in Eq.(28)
fortheheavy baryon,isincluded.

Forthe � hypernuclei[9]the param etercorresponding to � C in Eq.(28)waschosen to
reproducetheem piricalsingleparticleenergy forthe1s1=2 in 209

�
Pb,-27.0M eV [48].The�tted

value forthe constantwas,�� = 60:25 M eV (fm )3. Thus,we use the sam e value also forthe
�c;b,i.e.,�� c;b

= 60:25M eV (fm )3.Forthe�c and �c hypernuclei,wecan deducetheconstants
�� c;�c,corresponding to the e�ective Pauliblocking e�ectas,� � c

= �� c
,and ��c =

1

2
�� c

,by
counting thetotalnum berofu and d quarksin theheavy baryons.

Onem ay regard thatthis�tted valueincludesalso theattractive� c;bN ! �c;bN channel
coupling e�ectforthe � c;b single-particle energies,since the value�tted forthe� hypernuclei
includes the experim entally observed e�ect ofthe �N ! �N channelcoupling. As for the
�cN ! �cN channelcoupling e�ect,itm ustbeincluded in addition to reproducetherelative
repulsiveenergy shiftin thesingle-particleenergiesforthe�c hypernuclei,aswasdoneforthe
� hypernuclei.

The�N � �N channelcoupling wasestim ated using theNijm egen potentialin Ref.[9].
The e�ect forthe � was included by assum ing the sam e form asthatforthe e�ective Pauli
blocking via ���B (r),and adjusted the param eter,�� = �� ! ~�� 6= ��,to reproduce this
di�erencein thesingle-particleenergyforthe1s1=2 in � 0

209Pb,nam ely,�19:6= �26:9(’ �27:0)+
7:3 M eV.Thevalueobtained for~�� in thisway was,~�� = 110.6 M eV (fm )3.Thus,weusethe
sam e value,~�� c

= 110.6 M eV (fm )3,although the e�ectisexpected to besm allerconsidering
them assdi�erences,m � � m � ’ 77M eV and m � c

� m
�
+

c
’ 166M eV [40].Asforthe�N � ��

channelcoupling the e�ectwasestim ated to be negligible in Ref.[9],and we also neglectthe
e�ectofchannelcoupling on � c in thisstudy.
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4 R esults for heavy baryon hypernuclei

Before presenting the results,we sum m arize in Table 3 the param eters atthe hadronic level
�xed by thesaturation propertiesofsym m etricnuclearm atter.Concerning theparam etersfor
the � �eld,we note thatthe propertiesofnuclearm atteronly �x the ratio,(g�=m �),with a
chosen value,m � = 550 M eV.Keeping thisratio to be a constant,the value m � = 418 M eV
for �nite nuclei(hypernuclei) is obtained by �tting the r.m .s. charge radius of 40Ca to the
experim entalvalue,rch(40Ca)= 3.48fm [12].(SeealsoSection 2.1forthevalueofg� in nuclear
m atter.)

Table3:Param etersatthehadroniclevelfor�nitenuclei[12].

�eld m ass(M eV) g2=4� (e2=4�)
� 418 3.12
! 783 5.31
� 770 6.93
A 0 1/137.036

First,in Tables4and5,wesum m arizethecalculated single-particleenergiesfor17j O,
41
j Ca,

49
j Ca,

91
j Zrand

209
j Pb (j= �;� +

c ;�
0;+ ;+ +
c ;�0;+

c ;�b)hypernuclei,togetherwith theexperim ental
data [47,48]for the � hypernuclei. The results for the � +

c and �b,and � hypernucleiare
taken from Refs.[8],and [9],respectively forcom parison.In thecalculation,wehavesearched
forthe single-particle statesup to the sam e higheststateasthatofthe core neutronsin each
hypernucleus,sincethedeeperlevelsareusually easierto observe in experim ent.

Aftera �rstlook attheresultsshown in Tables4 and 5 wenotice:

1.�+ +
c and �+

c hypernucleiare very unlikely to be form ed in usualcircum stances. Solid
conclusions m ay notbe drawn about 49

�
+ +

c ;�
+

c

Ca. Although resultsim ply the form ations
ofthese hypernuclei, those num bers m ay be regarded within the uncertainties ofthe
m odeland the approxim ationsm ade in the calculation. Only a m ajoralteration ofthe
param etersm ay yield such bound hypernuclei.

2.�0
c and �+

c hypernucleim ay have som e possibilities to be form ed. However,due to a
peculiarfeaturethatthecorrect1s1=2 stateisnotfound in 17

� 0
c
O,49

� 0
c
Caand 91

� 0
c
Zr,oneneeds

som e caution to take this statem ent naively. (Discussions on this m atter willbe m ade
laterin detail.) A calculationalm odi�cation could increasecon�dencein predicting such
hypernuclei.

3.�+
c ;�

0
c and �b hypernucleiareexpected to beform ed quitelikely in a realisticsituation.

However,forthe �b hypernuclei,itwillbe very di�cultto achieve such a resolution to
distinguish the states experim entally. The question ofexperim entalobservation is not
tackled realistically.

4.The Coulom b force plays a crucialrole in form ing (unform ing) hypernuclei, by com -
paring the single-particle energies am ong/between the m em bers within each m ultiplet,
(�;� +

c ;�b),(�0
c;�

+
c ;�

+ +
c ),and (�0

c;�
+
c )hypernuclei.
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Table 4: Single-particle energies (in M eV) for 17
j O,

41
j Ca and 49

j Ca (j = �;� +
c ;�c;�c;�b).

Resultsfor�+
c and �b,and � hypernucleiare taken from Refs.[8],and [9],respectively. Ex-

perim entaldata are taken from Ref.[47]. Spin-orbitsplittings forthe � hypernucleiare not
welldeterm ined by theexperim ents.

16
�
O (Expt.) 17

�
O 17

�
+

c

O 17

� 0
c
O 17

�
+

c

O 17

�
+ +

c

O 17

�0c
O 17

�
+

c

O 17
� b
O

1s1=2 -12.5 -14.1 -12.8 | -7.5 | -7.9 -2.1 -19.6
1p3=2 -2.5 (1p) -5.1 -7.3 -10.7 -4.0 | -3.5 | -16.5
1p1=2 -2.5 (1p) -5.0 -7.3 -10.2 -3.6 | -3.5 | -16.5

40
�
Ca (Expt.) 41

�
Ca 41

�
+

c

Ca 41

� 0
c
Ca 41

�
+

c

Ca 41

�
+ +

c

Ca 41

�0c
Ca 41

�
+

c

Ca 41
� b
Ca

1s1=2 -20.0 -19.5 -12.8 -16.3 -6.3 | -9.9 -1.0 -23.0
1p3=2 -12.0 (1p) -12.3 -9.2 -13.2 -4.1 | -6.7 | -20.9
1p1=2 -12.0 (1p) -12.3 -9.1 -12.9 -3.8 | -6.7 | -20.9
1d5=2 -4.7 -4.8 -9.9 | | -3.3 | -18.4
2s1=2 -3.5 -3.4 -9.3 | | -2.8 | -17.4
1d3=2 -4.6 -4.8 -9.4 | | -3.3 | -18.4

| 49
� Ca

49

�
+

c

Ca 49

� 0
c
Ca 49

�
+

c

Ca 49

�
+ +

c

Ca 49

�0c
Ca 49

�
+

c

Ca 49
� b
Ca

1s1=2 -21.0 -14.3 | -7.4 -5.0 -7.8 -5.1 -24.4
1p3=2 -13.9 -10.6 -7.2 -5.1 -3.4 -4.1 -2.8 -22.2
1p1=2 -13.8 -10.6 -7.0 -4.9 -3.2 -4.1 -2.8 -22.2
1d5=2 -6.5 -6.5 -4.0 -2.3 | -0.9 | -19.5
2s1=2 -5.4 -5.3 -4.9 | | -1.5 | -18.8
1d3=2 -6.4 -6.4 -3.6 -1.9 | -1.0 | -19.5
1f7=2 | -2.0 | | | | | -16.8
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Table5:Single-particleenergies(in M eV)for91j Zrand
208
j Pb (j= �;� +

c ;�c;�c;�b).Resultsfor
�+
c and �b,and �hypernucleiaretaken from Refs.[8],and [9],respectively.Experim entaldata

aretaken from Ref.[48].Spin-orbitsplittingsforthe� hypernucleiarenotwelldeterm ined by
theexperim ents.Thevaluesgiven insidethebracketsfor91

� 0
c
Zrarethoseobtained by switching

o� both thePauliblocking and thechannelcoupling e�ectssim ultaneously by setting ~�� c
= 0.

89
�
Yb (Expt.) 91

�
Zr 91

�
+

c

Zr 91

� 0
c
Zr 91

�
+

c

Zr 91

�
+ +

c

Zr 91

�0c
Zr 91

�
+

c

Zr 91
� b
Zr

1s1=2 -22.5 -23.9 -10.8 | (| ) -3.7 | -9.3 | -25.7
1p3=2 -16.0 (1p) -18.4 -8.7 -10.2 (-26.5) -2.3 | -6.6 | -24.2
1p1=2 -16.0 (1p) -18.4 -8.7 -10.1 (-26.4) -2.1 | -6.7 | -24.2
1d5=2 -9.0 (1d) -12.3 -5.8 -7.6 (-21.8) | | -4.0 | -22.4
2s1=2 -10.8 -3.9 -8.1 (-23.0) | | -3.9 | -21.6
1d3=2 -9.0 (1d) -12.3 -5.8 -7.3 (-21.6) | | -4.0 | -22.4
1f7=2 -2.0 (1f) -5.9 -2.4 -5.1 (-17.1) | | -1.3 | -20.4
2p3=2 -4.2 | -5.0 (-16.5) | | -1.3 | -19.5
1f5=2 -2.0 (1f) -5.8 -2.4 -4.7 (-16.8) | | -1.4 | -20.4
2p1=2 -4.1 | -4.9 (-16.3) | | -1.3 | -19.5
1g9=2 | | -2.4 (-12.4) | | | | -18.1

208
� Pb (Expt.) 209

� Pb 209

�
+

c

Pb 209

� 0
c
Pb 209

�
+

c

Pb 209

�
+ +

c

Pb 209

�0c
Pb 209

�
+

c

Pb 209
� b
Pb

1s1=2 -27.0 -27.0 -5.2 -7.5 | | -6.7 | -27.4
1p3=2 -22.0 (1p) -23.4 -4.1 -6.6 | | -5.4 | -26.6
1p1=2 -22.0 (1p) -23.4 -4.0 -6.5 | | -5.5 | -26.6
1d5=2 -17.0 (1d) -19.1 -2.4 -5.3 | | -3.9 | -25.4
2s1=2 -17.6 | | | | -3.3 | -24.7
1d3=2 -17.0 (1d) -19.1 -2.4 -5.1 | | -4.0 | -25.4
1f7=2 -12.0 (1f) -14.4 | -3.8 | | -2.2 | -24.1
2p3=2 -12.4 | | | | -1.4 | -23.2
1f5=2 -12.0 (1f) -14.3 | -3.5 | | -2.3 | -24.1
2p1=2 -12.4 | | | | -1.5 | -23.2
1g9=2 -7.0 (1g) -9.3 | -2.1 | | | | -22.6
1g7=2 -7.0 (1g) -9.2 | -1.8 | | | | -22.6
1h11=2 -3.9 | | | | | | -21.0
2d5=2 -7.0 | | | | | | -21.7
2d3=2 -7.0 | | | | | | -21.7
1h9=2 -3.8 | | | | | | -21.0
3s1=2 -6.1 | | | | | | -21.3
2f7=2 -1.7 | | | | | | -20.1
3p3=2 -1.0 | | | | | | -19.6
2f5=2 -1.7 | | | | | | -20.1
3p1=2 -1.0 | | | | | | -19.6
1i13=2 | | | | | | | -19.3
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W e discussbelow in detailthe �0
c hypernucleisingle-particle energies,which have a pe-

culiar feature. In som e ofthe hypernucleicalculated,the 1s1=2 state could not be found in
thefollowing sense.W ehavesearched forthe1s1=2 stateby varying m atching pointto getthe
eigenenergy and the corresponding eigen wave function for the �0

c in steps 0.1 fm ,from 0.2
fm to 5.0 fm from the centerofthe hypernucleus. However,alwaysa properlevelwith lower
energy than those ofthe 1p1=2;1p3=2 and 2s1=2 statescould notbe found,although a sm aller
m atching pointthan thatforthe 2s1=2 state and the Dirac’s� = �1 necessary to obtain the
correct1s1=2 wave function were input.In such a case,thesingle-particle energy levelbecam e
equalorhigherthan thatofthe2s1=2 state,which isalso abovethelevelsofthe1p1=2 and 1p3=2
states.In thesearch procedure,wealwayschecked thatthecorenucleon single-particleenergy
levelsare in correctorder.But,wheneverwe getthe lowersingle-particle energy levelforthe
1s1=2 state than those forthe 1p1=2;1p3=2 and 2s1=2 states,the core neutron 1s1=2 energy level
jum ped to becom eequalorlargerthan thatofthe2s1=2,and wediscarded theresultsin such
cases.In thism anner,the1s1=2 statein 17

� 0
c
O,49

� 0
c
Ca and 91

� 0
c
Zrcould notbefound.

To get greater insight as to what happens,as an exam ple,we show in Figs.2 and 3
the potentialstrengths and baryon density (together with the baryon density ofnucleons),
respectively for�0

c in
91

� 0
c
Zr,givingincorrect-"1s1=2(?)"(notationused in the�gures)and correct-

2s1=2 states. "Pa.+CC." standsforpotentialforthe e�ective Pauliblocking plusthe channel
coupling e�ects.By theterm inology,incorrect-"1s1=2(?)" state,wem ean by thattheobtained
solution isincorrect,sinceboth thesingle-particleenergyforthe�0

c and thecorenucleon energy
levelsare incorrect. In thiscase,the obtained single-particle energiesforthe �0

c are,-7.4 and
-8.1 M eV,respectively forthe "1s1=2(?)" and 2s1=2 states. Looking atthe potentialstrengths
in Fig.2,the di�erence between the two statesare only slight,and nearly indistinguishable.
However,looking atthe�0

c baryon density (scaled by a factor5)in Fig.3,itisclearthatboth
solutionshavetwo nodes,thusactually they are2s1=2 states.The�0

c density distributionsare
very di�erent,becausethecorenucleon density distributions(particularlyaround 3fm from the
centerofthe hypernucleus)are appreciably di�erentdue to the incorrectcore nucleon single-
particleenergy levels.Them ain di�erencein thecalculation ofthe� c hypernucleifrom thatof
the�hypernucleiisthebare(e�ective)m ass,wherem assofthe� c ism uch larger,and thewave
function (ifobtained)forthe1s1=2 isexpected tobelocalized considerably in thecentralregion
ofeach �c hypernucleuswhen theisospin dependentstronginteraction and Coulom b forcesare
neglected.Thism ay also bea consequenceofan interplay between theisospin dependentforce
forthe�0

c (theisospin third com ponentis�1),and baryonicdensity in thecentralregion.To
testthiswehaverepeated thecalculation for91

� 0
c
Zrsingle-particleenergiesby switching o�both

the Pauliblocking and the channelcoupling e�ects sim ultaneously by setting ~�� c
= 0. The

results are shown inside the brackets in Table 5. First,the energy levels from 1p3=2 to 1g9=2
statesseem to becorrect.Butagain thecorrect1s1=2 statesolution isnotfound,in thesense
thatthelowestsingle-particleenergy fors-stateobtained is-23.0 M eV,and thecorresponding
wavefunction hastwo nodes(2s1=2 state).Then,wehavelooked into thebehaviorof� m eson
�eld,particularly nearthecenterof91

� 0
c
Zr,which m ay show som ehints.Indeed,wehavefound

following,di�erentand distinctbehaviorsofthe� m eson �eld between the2s1=2 stateand that
fortheother(non-s)states:

� For allthe non-s states calculated,� m eson �eld is repulsive and varies in the range
+2� +5 M eV up to � 4 fm from thecenterof91

� 0
c
Zr,and gradually diesouttowardsthe

surface.
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� Forthe2s1=2 state,itisstrong attraction relativetothatforthenon-sstates,�28� �20
M eV up to � 0:4 fm from thecenterof91

� 0
c
Zr,and changesto repulsion around � 1 fm ,to

becom em axim um of� +7 M eV around 4 fm from thecenter,and sim ilarly fortheother
states,gradually diesouttowardsthesurface.

Thisim pliesthatthe1s1=2 statewould need m uch strongerattractive� m eson �eld than
thatforthe 2s1=2 stateto existnearthecenterof91� 0

c
Zr.However,such a case would certainly

disturb the core neutronswhich are bound deeply nearerto the centerof91

� 0
c
Zr,and resultin

giving incorrect core neutron energy levels as we have to discard such a solution observed.
Thereforewediscard such a solution.Thus,wewould concludethatthepeculiarfeatureofnot
�nding the correct1s1=2 state in 91

� 0
c
Zr(and probably also for 49

� 0
c
Ca)isdue to the behaviorof

theisospin-dependent� m eson �eld atvery nearthecenterof91
� 0
c
Zr.Ifoneignorestheincorrect

energy levels ofthe core neutrons,one would geta solution and regard itasa "1s1=2" state,
which is notcorrectin reality. Aswe willdiscuss lateragain in case of1s1=2 state in 209

� 0
c
Pb,

indeed the isospin dependent �-m eson �eld isexpected to work in a peculiarm annerforthe
�0
c-1s1=2 statein neutron rich �

0
c hypernuclei.

On the otherhand,recentexperim ent [49]suggests thata strongly repulsive �-nucleus
potentialwith a non-zero size ofthe im aginary part is favorable to reproduce the m easured
spectra form iddleand largebaryon num berhypernuclei.Ifwewish to beconsistentwith this
result,we need to introduce even strongerrepulsive potential,eitherby the channelcoupling
e�ect,orbased on the quark m odelanalysisto reproduce the �-atom data withoutresorting
to the channelcoupling e�ect [50],forthe treatm ents ofboth the � and � c hypernuclei. In
this case, the repulsion should be strong enough so that it entails no bound state for the
� hypernuclei (and probably also for the � c hypernuclei) in the m iddle and large baryon
num berhypernuclei.Thiswillneed a m oreelaborateinvestigation in thefuture,using further
accum ulated experim entaldata and analyses.

Next,in Figs.4 and 5 we show the potentialstrengthsforthe 1s1=2 state found in 41
j Ca

and 209
j Pb (j = �0;+

c ;�0
c). Recallthatthe e�ectsare di�erentforthe �

+
c and �c asthey are

true forthe � and �. Asin the lim itofnuclearm atterin Section 2.2,the scalarand vector
potentialsforthe heavy baryonsare also quite sim ilarto the strange hyperonswith the sam e
light quark num bers in the corresponding hypernuclei. This feature also holds between the
�c and � in the corresponding hypernuclei,except fora contributions due to the di�erences
in charges, where the Coulom b force a�ects the baryon density distributions and then the
vectorand scalarpotentialsarealso slightly m odi�ed.Thus,asfarasthetotalbaryon density
distributionsand thescalarand vectorpotentialsareconcerned,am ong/between them em bers
within each m ultiplet,(�;� +

c ;�b),(�;� c) and (�;� c) hypernuclei, they show quite sim ilar
features. However,in realistic nuclei,the Coulom b force plays a crucialrole as m entioned
before,and the single-particle energiesthusobtained show very di�erentfeatureswithin each
hypernucleim ultiplet.Ofcourse,them assdi�erenceswithin them ultipletisalsothedom inant
sourceforthedi�erencesin theobtained single-particleenergies.

The probability density distributions forthe heavy baryons forthe 1s1=2 state,in 41
j Ca

and 209
j Pb (j = �0;+

c ;�0
c),are shown in Fig.6. (W e m ention that the wave function for the

1s1=2 statefor41

� 0
c
Ca iscorrect,becauseithasonenodeasshown in Fig.6.) Itisinteresting to

com pare the �0
c and �0

c probability density distributions. Due to the Pauliblocking and the
channelcoupling e�ects,theprobability density distributionsforthe� 0

c arepushed away from
theorigin com pared to thoseforthe�0

c in both
41

� 0
c
Ca and 209

� 0
c
Pb.In particular,the�0

c density
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distributions in 209

� 0
c
Pb are really pushed away from the centralregion,and thusnearly losing

thecharacterofatypical1s1=2 statewavefunction.Thisfactshowsthattheisospin dependent
�-m eson m ean �eld forthe �0

c 1s1=2 state in centralregion ofthe neutron rich nucleiisvery
im portantasdiscussed before,and thatexplainswhy thecorrect1s1=2 statewavefunctionsare
notobtained in 49

� 0
c
Ca and 91

� 0
c
Zr,wherethe(isospin asym m etric)baryon density distributionsin

centralregion ofthesenucleiareexpected tobelargerthan thoseforthe 209

� 0
c
Pb asin thecaseof

norm alnuclei.(In thecaseof17
� 0
c
O,weexpectthatthesizeofthenucleusism uch sm allerand

�0
c feelsm ore sensitively the isospin dependent�-m eson m ean �eld,due to the higherbaryon

density and the lim itation ofthe m ean �eld approxim ation than those forthe 209

� 0
c
Pb.) On the

contrary,it is rather surprising that the �0
c probability density distributions are higher and

localized in the centralregion than those forthe �0;+
c ,although one can naively expect that

they have an opposite characteristic,because ofthe sm allerscalarattractive potentialforthe
�0
c. Thus,in the present calculation the e�ects ofthe Pauliblocking,and particularly the

channelcoupling,play an im portantroleforthesedi�erentfeatures.Then,wem ustbecareful
in drawing any de�niteconclusionsfrom the� 0

c and �
+
c probability density distributions.

Finally,weshow in Table6thecalculated bindingenergy perbaryon,�E =A,r.m .scharge
radius,rch,and r.m .sradiioftheheavy baryon (also �),neutron and proton distributions,rj,
rn and rp,respectively.Theresultslisted in Table6 arecalculated with the1s1=2 heavy baryon
con�guration forallcases.Ata �rstglance,itisvery clearthatther.m .sradiusforthe � b is
very sm allcom pared to thoseforotherbaryonswithin thesam ebaryon num berhypernucleias
onewould expect,dueto heavy m ass.On theotherhand,rch and/orrp forthe�b hypernuclei
are usually the largestin the allhypernucleicalculated. Thisim pliesthatthe protonsin the
corenucleusarerelatively m orepushed away com pared totheotherhypernuclei,although such
feature is not seen for rn. The radii,rch,rn and rp,m ay be grouped in sim ilar m agnitudes
forallheavy baryon hypernucleiand � hypernucleiwithin thesam ebaryon num berm ultiplet
(41j Ca and 49

j Ca in Table 6 m ay be grouped together),reecting the fact that the e�ect of
the em bedded baryon on these quantitiesare oforder,’ M C;�=[(A � 1)M N + M C;�]. Asfor
the binding energy perbaryon,the energy of�b hypernucleiisusually the largestam ong the
sam ebaryon num berhypernuclei.Oneofthelargestcontributionsforthisisthesingle-particle
energy ofthe1s1=2 state,even afterdividing by thetotalbaryon num ber.

5 Sum m ary and discussion

In sum m ary,wehavecom pleted system aticstudiesofthe�+
c ;�c;�c and �b hypernucleiin the

QM C m odel,extending the study m ade forstrange hypernuclei[9]. The spin-orbitpotentials
fortheheavy baryon hypernucleiarenegligibleforthesingle-particleenergies,becauseoftheir
heavy m asses.Ourresultssuggestthattheform ation of�+

c ;�
0
c and �b hypernucleiisexpected

to be quite likely,while thatofthe �+ +
c and �+

c isunlikely. Forthe �0
c and �+

c hypernuclei,
although therem ay besom epossibilitiesto beform ed,itisdi�cultto draw a solid conclusion
in view oftheuncertaintiesin them odeland approxim ationsm adein thecalculations.

Forthe�c and �c hypernuclei,theCoulom b forceiscrucialin thepossibility to form the
hypernuclei,in particularforthe�+ ;+ +

c hypernuclei.The resultsforthe�c hypernucleiim ply
thatthe phenom enologically introduced channelcoupling e�ects m ay be overestim ated when
usingthesam estrength asthatforthe�hypernuclei.Thus,weneed toinvestigatefurtherhow
such e�ects can be included consistently with the underlying quark structure. In this sense,
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Table6:Binding energy perbaryon,�E =A (in M eV),r.m .schargeradius,rch,and r.m .sradii
ofthe � and heavy baryons,rj,neutron,rn,and proton,rp (in fm )for 17

j O,
41
j Ca,

49
j Ca,

91
j Zr

and 209
j Pb (j = �;� +

c ;�c;�c;�b). The con�gurationsofthe � and heavy baryon j,are 1s1=2

forallhypernuclei.

hypernuclei �E =A rch rj rn rp
17
�
O 6.37 2.84 2.49 2.59 2.72

17

�
+

c

O 6.42 2.85 2.19 2.58 2.73
17

�
+

c

O 6.10 2.83 2.57 2.60 2.71
17

�0c
O 6.01 2.81 2.34 2.61 2.69

17

�
+

c

O 5.84 2.81 2.70 2.61 2.69
17
� b
O 6.69 2.87 1.81 2.57 2.75

41
� Ca 7.58 3.51 2.81 3.31 3.42
41

�
+

c

Ca 7.58 3.51 2.66 3.31 3.42
41

� 0
c
Ca 7.54 3.51 2.79 3.31 3.42

41

�
+

c

Ca 7.42 3.50 3.21 3.31 3.41
41

�0c
Ca 7.43 3.49 2.76 3.32 3.40

41

�
+

c

Ca 7.32 3.49 3.11 3.32 3.39
41
� b
Ca 7.72 3.53 2.22 3.30 3.43

49
�
Ca 7.58 3.54 2.84 3.63 3.45

49

�
+

c

Ca 7.54 3.54 2.67 3.63 3.45
49

�
+

c

Ca 7.39 3.54 3.17 3.64 3.44
49

�
+ +

c

Ca 6.29 3.57 3.62 3.71 3.47
49

�0c
Ca 7.34 3.53 2.57 3.65 3.43

49

�
+

c

Ca 7.32 3.53 3.19 3.65 3.43
49
� b
Ca 7.64 3.56 2.16 3.63 3.46

91
� Zr 7.95 4.29 3.25 4.29 4.21
91

�
+

c

Zr 7.85 4.29 3.34 4.30 4.21
91

�
+

c

Zr 7.77 4.29 4.03 4.30 4.21
91

�0c
Zr 7.78 4.28 3.01 4.30 4.20

91
� b
Zr 7.93 4.30 2.63 4.29 4.22

209
�
Pb 7.35 5.49 3.99 5.67 5.43

209

�
+

c

Pb 7.26 5.49 4.74 5.68 5.43
209

� 0
c
Pb 6.95 5.51 4.88 5.70 5.45

209

�0c
Pb 7.24 5.49 4.44 5.68 5.43

209
� b
Pb 7.48 5.49 3.45 5.66 5.43
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som eoftheresultsforthe�c hypernucleineed to betaken with caution.
Although there can be num erousspeculationson the im plicationsofthe presentresults

wewould liketo em phasize thatourcalculationsindicatethatthe�+
c ;�

0
c,and �b hypernuclei

would existin realisticexperim entalconditions,buttherem ay belesserpossibilitiesforthe�0
c

and �+
c hypernuclei.Furtherm ore,itisvery unlikely thatthe�+ +

c and �+
c hypernucleiwillbe

form ed. Experim ents atfacilitieslike JHF would provide quantitative inputto gain a better
understanding oftheinteractionsofheavy baryonswith nuclearm atter.Experim entsatcollid-
erssuch asRHIC,LHC and Ferm ilab could provideadditionaldata to establish theform ation
and decay ofsuch heavy baryon hypernuclei.A com bination ofthesedata inputsand a careful
analysis,with the presentcalculationsbeing considered asa �rststep,would give a valuable
inform ation aboutthephysicalim plicationsforthepresenceofheavy quarksin �nitenucleior
densenuclearm atter.Furtherm ore,theexperim entswould indicatecertainly theshortcom ings
oftheQM C m odeland in addition would providea guideto a properand consistentm odelto
treatbaryons with heavy quarks in �nite nucleiornuclearm atter. Eventually we hope that
these resultswillhave im portantim plicationsforstudiesin astrophysicsofneutron starsand
nuclearm atteratvery high densities.

Asfortheotheraspectsofinterestsforthepropertiesofheavybaryonsin nuclearm edium ,
additionalstudiesareneeded to investigate thesem i-leptonicweak decay of�+

c ;�c;�c and �b

hyperonsin nuclearm edium . Thiswillprovide inform ation on the weak currentform factors
ofheavy baryonsin nuclearm edium ,whetherornottheaxialcoupling constantofsuch heavy
system willbe m odi�ed appreciably,as is the case im plied for the quenching gA ofnucleon,
possibly duetotheinternalstructurechangeoftheheavy baryon in m edium [51].Todeterm ine
the role ofPauliblocking and density in inuencing the decay ratesascom pared to the free
heavy baryonswould be highly desirable. Such studiescan provide im portantinform ation on
thehadronization ofthequark-gluon plasm a and thetransportofhadronsin nuclearm atterat
high density. W illthe high density lead to a slowerdecay and a higherprobability to survive
itspassage through the m aterial? Atpresentthe study ofthe presence ofheavy baryonsin
�nite nucleiand/or nuclear m atter is in its infancy. Carefulinvestigations,both theoretical
and experim ental,would lead toam uch betterunderstanding ofthepropertiesofheavy quarks
and/orheavy baryonsin �nitenucleiand nuclearm atter.
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