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Abstract

We study the doubly charmful two-body and three-body baryonic B decays B — AfA; and B —
AFAZ K. As pointed out before, a naive estimate of the branching ratio O(10~8) for the latter decay
is too small by three to four orders of magnitude compared to experiment. Previously, it has been
shown that a large enhancement for the AT A, K production can occur due to a charmonium-like
resonance (e.g. X (4630) discovered by Belle) with a mass near the A.A. threshold. Motivated by the
BaBar’s observation of a resonance in the A.K system with a mass of order 2930 MeV, we study in
this work the contribution to B — AT A K from the intermediate state Z.(2980) which is postulated
to be a first positive-parity excited D-wave charmed baryon state. Assuming that a soft ¢g quark
pair is produced through the o and 7 meson exchanges in the configuration for B — =.(2980)A. and
AcA., it is found that branching ratios of B — AFTAZ K and B — AFA; are of order 3.5 x 10™* and
5 x 1072, respectively, in agreement with experiment except that the prediction for the A A K~ is
slightly smaller. In conjunction with our previous analysis, we conclude that the enormously large

rate of B — AFA_ K arises from the resonances Z.(2980) and X (4630).
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I. INTRODUCTION

There are several unique features in baryonic B decays. First, a peak near the threshold area
of the dibaryon invariant mass spectrum has been observed in many baryonic B decays. Second,
three-body decays usually have rates larger than their two-body counterparts; that is, B(B —
BB'M) > B(B — BB’). This phenomenon can be understood in terms of the threshold
effect, namely, the invariant mass of the dibaryon is preferred to be close to the threshold. The
configuration of the two-body decay B — BB’ is not favorable since its invariant mass is mg. In
B — BB’M decays, the effective mass of the baryon pair is reduced as the emitted meson can
carry away much energy. The low mass threshold effect can be understood in terms of a simple
short-distance picture [1]. For singly charmful baryonic B decays, experimentally we have
BB~ — Ajﬁﬁ_wa > B(B~ — Atpr) > B(B® — A+p) [2, 1] and B(B® = DW*rpp) >

|

B(B® — D"%p) []. Therefore, we have a pattern like

B(B — B(B'MM') > B(B — B(B'M) > B(B — ByB), (1)

where B, denotes a charmed baryon.
The experimental measurements for doubly charmful B decays are summarized in Table [Il

For B — Z.A. decays, we extract their branching ratios using B(Z? — Z-7%) = 1.3% and

c

—_
—

B(Er — E-ntnt) = 3.9% [, 9], respectively,

B(B~ — Z°A]) = (2.0£0.671) x 107* (average of BaBar and Belle) ,
B(B® - =fA]) = (3.8£3.1757) x 107* < 1.4 x 107 (BaBar),
= (24+1.2723) x 1073 (Belle), (2)

where the second errors originate from the uncertainties in B(Z? — Z-7") ranging from 0.83%
to 1.74% and B(Ef — E- 77 ") from 1.2% to 10.1% dﬂ] Theoretically, it is expected that the
charged and neutral B decays to Z.A, should have similar rates. Experimentally, this feature
should be tested by the forthcoming measurements. Since B(B — A.p) ~ 2 x 107° [3], we have

another pattern
B(B — B.B.) ~ 107> B(B — B.B') ~107° > B(B - BB') 107" (3)

for two-body baryonic B decays.

Since the doubly charmed baryonic decay B — Z.A, proceeds via b — csé, while B — A.p
via a b — cdu quark transition, the CKM mixing angles for them are the same in magnitude
but opposite in sign. One may wonder why the BB/, mode has a rate two orders of magnitude

larger than B.B. According to the conjecture made by Hou and Soni ], one has to reduce
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TABLE I: Branching ratios of doubly charmful two-body (in units of 107°) and three-body (in units
of 107*) baryonic B decays.

Decay BaBar [5] Belle [6, 7]

B~ = 2= =7 HA7 2.08 +0.65 + 0.29 + 0.54 4808 £1.14+1.2
B’ 5 EH (o Eatr)A; 1.50 +1.07 £ 0.20 £ 0.39 < 5.6 93737 4+1.9+24
B = AFAZ 22122 1 13 <6.2
B~ = AfAK- 114+ 15+ 1.74+6.0 6.5 00+ 1.1+3.4
B’ 5 AFAC R 3.843.1+05+20<15 7972912441

the energy release and at the same time allow for baryonic ingredients to be present in the final

state in order to have larger baryonic B decays. Hence, it is expected that

['(B — B1B3) = |CKM|?/ f(energy release) = |[CKM|?/(Q value), (4)
where CKM stands for the relevant CKM angles. For charmful modes, one will expect

BB’ = AT p) = [Via/Ves2B(B® — =7 A )(dynamical suppression), (5)

where the dynamical suppression arises from the larger energy release in A}p than in Z.A,. This
is because no hard gluon is needed to produce the energetic Z.A. pair in the latter decay, while
two hard gluons are needed for the former process |§]. Therefore, A.p is suppressed relative to
Z.A, due to a dynamical suppression from O(a?) ~ 1072. These qualitative statements have
been confirmed by the realistic calculations of B — Z A, in [§] and B — A.p in ]

For B — AFA_, we expect a branching ratio of order 10=° from the estimate of B(B° —
AFAD) =~ |Viog/Ves|? B(BY — ZFAL) and from |V,y/V,a|*B(B° — A.p)/(dynamical suppression).
Hence, the expected branching ratio obtained from the naive extrapolation from B(B° — ZFA;)
and from B(B° — A.p) is in accordance with experiment.

The three-body doubly charmed baryonic decay B — A A.K has been observed at B facto-
ries with the branching ratio of order (1073 — 10~%) |5, H] Since this mode is color-suppressed
and its phase space is highly suppressed, the naive estimate of B(B — A.A.K) ~ 1078 from
Fig. [Ml(a) is too small by three to four orders of magnitude compared to experiment. It was orig-
inally conjectured in [§] that the great suppression for the A7 A, K production can be alleviated
provided that there exists a hidden charm bound state X,; with a mass near the A A, threshold
[see Fig. [i(b)], of order 4.6 ~ 4.7 GeV. This possibility is motivated by the observation of many
new charmonium-like resonances with masses around 4 GeV starting with X (3872) and so far

ending with Z(4430) by BaBar and Belle. This new state that couples strongly to the charmed
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FIG.1: B~ — ATA~ K~ as proceeding through (a) the internal W-emission diagram, (b) the dominant
charmonium-like resonance X,z and (c) the resonant state of D-wave Z.(2980)°. The blob in (b) and

(c) shows where the strong decays take place.

baryon pair can be searched for in B decays and in pp and ete™ collisions by studying the
mass spectrum of D(*)ﬁ(*) or A.A.. However, an initial investigation of the A.A. spectrum in
the B — A A.K decays by Belle did not reveal any new resonance with a mass near the A.A,
threshold (see Fig. 3 in version 2 of [7]). Nevertheless, the situation was dramatically changed
recently. Using initial-state radiation, Belle has reported a near-threshold enhancement in the
ete” — AFA. exclusive cross section [13]. With an assumption of a resonance origin for the
observed peak, called the X (4630), Belle obtained m = 4634155 MeV and I' = 92750739 MeV.
Interestingly, these values are consistent within errors with the mass and width of the Y (4660)
with J”¢ = 17~ found in ¢(25)77 decays M]

Other possibilities for the enhancement of A.A K rates include final-state interactions and
A.K resonances. For the first possibility, the weak decay B — DODE followed by the rescat-
tering of DH D to A.A K has been considered in ] For the second possibility, BaBar has
recently studied possible intermediate states in B — A.A.K and found a resonance in the A K

invariant mass distribution [5]

m=2931+3+5MeV, I'=36+7=£11 MeV. (6)

0

This could be interpreted as a single =

resonance. An examination of the =, spectroscopy

suggests that this resonance can be identified with =.(2980) @]
Z.(2980)" : mz =2974+£5MeV, T'=33+8MeV,
=.(2980)" : mz, = 2974 £4 MeV, T'=31+£11 MeV. (7)
In this work, we shall consider the A K resonant contribution to B — A A K from =:(2980)
to see if it can lead to the anomalously large rate for this decay mode (Fig. [(c)). Besides, we
also examine B° — AFAJ to give a concrete prediction. This paper is organized as follows.

The formalism is given in Sec. II followed by a numerical analysis. We then give a discussion

on physical results and conclude the paper in Sec. V.
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FIG. 2: (a) B — Z.(2980)A, and (b) BY — AfA_ as proceeding via internal W-emission diagrams.
In (a), ¢¢ = du and ud for B~ and B decays, respectively.

II. FORMALISM

The Cabibbo-allowed two-body doubly charmed baryonic B decays B — Z.(2980)A. and
Cabibbo-suppressed decay B — A.A. receive contributions from the internal W-emission (Fig.
2) and weak annihilation. The latter contribution can be safely neglected as it is not only quark-
mixing but also helicity suppressed. As mentioned in the Introduction, we shall consider the

A K resonant contribution to B — A A K from Z.(2980) using the narrow width approximation
B(B — AAK) = B(B — Z.(2980)A.)B(Z.(2980) — A.K). (8)

Since for an energetic charmed baryon its momentum is carried mostly by the charmed quark,
the two-body doubly charmful baryonic B decays can proceed without a hard gluon. In other
words, the ¢q pair (e.g. ¢'¢’ in Fig. Pl(a) and uu in Fig. (b)) is likely produced from the vacuum
via the soft nonperturbative interactions so that it carries the vacuum quantum numbers 3P,.
Following |8], we shall consider the possibility that the ¢g pair is produced via a light meson
exchange. The qq pair created from soft nonperturbative interactions tends to be soft. To be
specific, we assume the exchange of the o, 7° and 7~ between the soft ¢ quark pair and the
spectator as shown in Fig. Bl It should be stressed that Fig. 3 here differs from Fig. 5 of dg]
as =, in the latter is a ground-state S-wave cascade charmed baryon, while =.(2980) in the
former is an excited charmed baryon. Hence, a repeat of the analysis in 8] will not provide any
information on B — =Z.(2980)A...

To obtain the amplitudes of B~ — Z.(2980)°A and B — AF A, we start from the short-

distance effective Hamiltonian given by

Gr
V2
where Oy = (eb)(qc) and Oy = (cc)(gb) with ¢ = s for Z.(2980)°, ¢ = d for A} and (q¢') =
qv.(1—75)¢'. We shall use the Wilson coefficients ¢; = 1.169 and ¢, = —0.367. The Lagrangian

Her = VsV (€101 + ¢204) (9)
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FIG. 3: B — Z.(2980)A., where qq3q3 g2 = uddu(udud) for o, 7° (7%) exchange in B~ decays, and

44393 q2 = duud(dudu) for o, 7° (7+) exchange in B° decays.

for meson-quark interactions reads

Loy = go(tiu+dd)o,
'Cﬂoqq = gno (ﬂl’}/g,u - Ji%’)d)ﬂ-o )
Loteq = gulUiysdn™ + diysun™), (10)

0

where g; (i = o, 7°, 7) is the coupling constant, and g, = v/2g,0 from isospin symmetry. The

amplitude of B~ — Z.(2980)°A; in Fig. B thus has the form
A=A, + Ao + Ars. (11)

In the case of o exchange, the amplitude reads

. G * !/ - o o
A, = TI;VCchs(cl — o) /d4zd4z (zga)z(a(z)a(z/))(—I)FQPFB(;F,W,FW

X (2(2980)°[ca(0)35(0)d5 (2) 0} (A, |e5(0)uyy ()5 (2) 0} {0]an(2)b5(0)[ BT) . (12)

with the Latin superscripts denoting the color indices, the Greek subscripts the Dirac indices,
and z; = 2] = 20 =y =0, 23 = 2}, = 2, y; = 25 = 2’ in the position space for the constitute
quarks. The propagator for the ¢ meson exchange is given by

d*p 1

2m)4 p? — m2 +im,I,

(0(2)o(#)) = / : e PG (13)

We note that the factor of (—1) in Eq. (I2)) comes from quark reordering, I'n, = [7,(1 —75)]ap,
Lps = [v"(1 — 5)lgs from Heg in Eq. @), and '], = Ty, = 1 from L,y in Eq. ([I0).
Note that the relevant Wilson coefficient is (¢; — ¢o) rather than as = ¢y + ¢1/3 due to the
totally antisymmetric color indices in the baryon wave function and in the anti-triplet operator
(O1 — Os), which is indeed the case found in the pole model calculation ]
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To write down the matrix elements in Eq. (I2)) that are related to the wave functions of the
B meson and charmed baryons, we first assign the four-momenta of B~, =.(2980)°, A., and

their constitute quarks as

, . = Py =((1—&pf (1 — &pp.00),
v P = (057 00) {pz = (&ph, pp,01)
ki = (z1p™,p7, Eu) 3
=.(2980): P = (p*,p~,0.), {k2 = (z9p™,0 ka1 ),
ks = (x3p+,0 7g3L) )
K= (2 K )
Pr=@ptp,00), { Ky = (0, ahp'~, Kay), (14)
ky = (0,240, K31),

é> I

where x; («}) is the momentum fraction of the quark 7 in the charmed baryon =.(2980) (A.),
and K;, the corresponding transverse momenta. Note that the light-cone momenta p3 are

equal to mp in the B rest frame when the light quark masses are neglected. As discussed in
1
2
L, =2 and J, = 1, where L, and J,; are the orbital and total angular momenta of the two light

the Appendix, we will assume that =.(2980) is a first positive-parity excitation with J¥ =

quarks of Z.(2980). In terms of the explicit four-momenta in Eq. (I4]), the matrix elements

involving B~, D-wave =.(2980)° and S-wave =, and A, are given by

da 1
O (OB (pm)) = =522 + mel [ e Dlc),
€ f=_(2080) -1 7 7
(2c(2980)°(P)]c%(0)55(0)d5 (2)[0) = ; %[U(P)%%]a%{C [ %(;{Kw Kk
2 - - i PH
- \/%k'K(V _mag) (P+m5’c)}wﬁ

X /[dl’][d%ﬂeikg'z‘l’ac(zgso)(36’1,$2,$3,gu,]gu,Eu)7

Eabc f:
[=Te)

EUPEOSOEE0) = L a(P), [0+ ma)]
X /[d:c][d%l]eik@z\lfgc(:cl,x2,x3,Eu,lgu,/gu), (15)
(R (PO (A (210) = - Llo(PY P~ ma)Cly

x / [da[d?k! )™= o202y, ly, Ky K K )



with the decay constants fp, fz.(2080), fa., the charge conjugation matrix C', and
[dz"] = dz\’da{dx5(1 — Zxﬁ.’))

(kY] = &R dRS) PR R+ RS+ R
1 1
Bo=slh— k), K = (ks —2k), (16)

where A = A — P(P - A)/mZ, for A =k or K. Recall that k; and k3 are the 4-momenta of
the two light quarks in Z.(2980). The wave functions of =. and A. are taken from dﬁ] The
derivation of the structures of the matrix elements involving the D-wave =.(2980) is shown in
the Appendix.
The amplitude A, in Eq. ([I2) then becomes
ig? Gr

A = 18 % 43%‘/517‘/;( c2)fp fz.2080) fao—=—=;
1

X (2%)454(k3+ké+ké_pl)(k3+k/)2_m2 +im,I
3 o (el

\fﬁQ / d¢ / [dx][d*k ] [d2/][d*K, ]

X ¢B(§)\DEC(2980)(371>I2>I&li_ak2J_>k53J_)\IIAC(I,1ax/2axg> /u, éb éL)

x w5Vl [(#p + mp) T (P — ma,)vCIT7

-1 3 (miu Y 3~,~ H_P“
(o [ B ey 2ok 2

where the delta function §*(k3 + k5 + k% — p;) in light-cone is presented as

11
54(k3+kg+k;—pl):—2—+175(3—%)5(xg+x’ ip3)52(k;L+k3L+k ). (18)

After integrating over the variables with the ¢ functions, we are led to

(F+mgé)}Fv, (17)

igy G 1 P /pp
A = 3 1043 TZVC*’VCZ(CI — 2)[B [zo(2080) [2.2(27) 5(%)/ de
1-¢pg /vt 4 /v g -
X / % 552 dk dik?, dk d923 d933,
0 p
x ¢ (5)\1136(2980)(1'1> X2, T3, k’lJ_, k2J_, k?’J_)\IIA (1’1’ 1'2, :ng’ kllJ_’ kéj_’ kéj_
(a’J + ba%’))
1
ks + )2 — m2 + im, T, (19)
where
12T, o, omE o,
to = <o U8 — )+ = (e — ad) |y m sy (mp s, — ),
19 m2,
b= o K+ TR = o)
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with

+ —_
" _ ow_ o . & , &
Ty =1—1xy — g, 353——p+ y Ty = e — Ty,
ki = —(koy + k31), k1, = ksy. (21)

Note that #5353 and 633 are the angles of Eg 1 and of Eé | as measured against Eg 1, respectively.
We can also obtain Ao and A+ in Eq. () by replacing the notation of ¢ in Eq. (I9) by «°

and 7F, respectively, a, and b, by

—12 2 2 m252 2 2
Qrox) = NGTE (k3 — k3i) + 4 (x5 — 3) | mz, (mp — ma, + mz,)(mp +ma, —mz,),
12 2 2 m%’c 2 2 2 2 2
bror) = fTW (k3 —k3,)+ 1 (23 — x3) |mz; (mp + my, —mz, +mzma,), (22)
and ng, = —FZ;;[, = —F:,(;, = Fiﬁ, = ivs. The amplitude of B — AFA_ is similar to that of

B — = A, studied in @] except for the CKM matrix element being replaced by V.,V , and its

Gy, by G o+), boox) are given by

a, = —4dmy mp(mp + 2my,),
by = 4mp,(mp —2my,)(mp +2my,),
Aok = 4mAchB ,
brory = —4mp mp(mp —2my,) . (23)

Once the explicit expressions for the wavefunctions ®p, W= (20980), ¥a, and other parameters

are given, we are ready to carry out the numerical analysis.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

To proceed with the numerical calculations, we need to specify the relevant wave functions.

For the B meson, it is given by @]

2.2
B1(€) = Nu(1 - )exp [ L mB} ,

2

5 (24)

with wp = 0.38 £ 0.04 GeV, where Np is determined by the normalization

/0 dEB(€) = 1. (25)



For the charmed baryon, such as D-wave Z.(2980) and S-wave A., we assume that their wave

functions have similar expression [20]

3 -,
- Ng k2 + m?
\IIBC(LL’Z', ]fZJ_) = - | | expl— =t y (26)

with 8 = 0.96 £ 0.04 GeV and m,; the mass of the constitute quark 7, where Ng_ is given by

the normalization

[t ) = [ ids]No, Ha: exp [ - o } = (27)

For the decay constants, fy. can be related to the decay constant of the A, by the relation
fB.mB, = fa,ma, [21], and we let fz (20s0) ~ fz, due to the lack of information on the decay

constant of the D-wave charmed baryon. For other input parameters, see Table [1l

TABLE II: Summary of the input parameters.
wp =0.38+0.04 GeV  |fp = 0.2 GeV
B=0.96+0.04 GeV |fz (20s0) ~ f=.

s =0.46 £0.06 GeV  |fz, = 6.2 x 1073 GeV?
Mgy = 0.26 £0.04 GeV|fa, = 6.7 x 1073 GeV?
mz,(2080) = 2.93 GeV [5] |y = 0.6 GeV

9o=3.35 [8] Io=78x10"? GeV

Gr = V2g,0=4.19 [8] I+ =25x10"1" GeV

For the two-body baryonic B decay amplitude given by

A(B — BB.,) = u(A+ Bs)v, (28)
the decay rate reads ]
(B > BB = L { AR, — (o + 1m, 2 + [BEdy — (o, —om, 1| (29)
B

where p, is the c.m. momentum. To obtain the rate for B — AFAJK, we shall use
B(Z.(2980) — A.K) = 0.5 derived from the 3P, model ] The calculated results for
B —Z.A., B® = AFA; and B — AFA7 K are summarized in Table [TI
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TABLE III: Branching ratios (in units of 10=%) of doubly charmful two-body and three-body baryonic
B decays, where the first and second theoretical errors come from 8 and wpg, while the third and
fourth errors are from i, (g) and 7, respectively. Use of B(E.(2980) — A.K) = 0.5 has been made
to derive the rate of B — A A K.

Theory BaBar Belle Average
B~ — 2% 10.4758+0-5+2.2+03 16 + 719 37+ 15125 20+ 6713
B — EFfA; 9.4TSTOSTEOT0S || 38+3185 <14 | 24+12% —
BT = AfACK—| 3650700715107 11.4+6.4 6.5+ 3.7 77432
BY 5 ATAZ KO 3.31 a0 e t09to-2 3.8+3.0 7.9+ 5.2 52+3.0
BY — AfA7 0520 3 F 000100 — 0227030 <0.62 | <0.62

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work we have studied the doubly charmful two-body and three-body baryonic B
decays B — ATA; and B — AFA; K. For the former decay, our prediction for its branching
ratio of order 5 x 107° (see Table [[T)) is consistent with the extrapolation from B(B? — ZFA7)
and from B(B® — A.p) provided that the dynamical suppression of A.p relative to A A, is taken
into account. As pointed out before, a naive estimate of the branching ratio O(107®) for the
decay B — AFA K is too small by three to four orders of magnitude compared to experiment.
Previously, it has been shown that a large enhancement for the AXAZ K production can occur
due to a charmonium-like resonance (for example, the X (4630) state discovered by Belle) with
a mass near the A A, threshold. Motivated by the BaBar’s observation of a resonance in the
A K system with a mass of order 2930 MeV, we have studied the contribution to B — AFAS K
from the intermediate state =.(2980) which is postulated to be a first positive-parity excited
D-wave charmed baryon state. Assuming that a soft ¢q quark pair is produced through the o
and 7 meson exchanges in the configuration for B — Z.(2980)A,, it is found that the branching
ratio of B — AFA K is of order 3.5 x 10~*. This is in agreement with experiment for A A K°,
but slightly smaller for A,A.K ~. In conjunction with the previous analysis [§], we conclude that
the enormously large rate of B — AFA; K arises from the resonances =.(2980) and X (4630).

We have also presented updated results for B — Z.A, which are slightly smaller than our

previous analysis [8] but are consistent with experiment.
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APPENDIX A:

It has been conjectured that =.(2980) is likely to be a first positive-parity excitation with
JP = %Jr ] Denoting the quantum numbers L; and L as the eigenvalues of Ei and E?{,
respectively, the k-orbital momentum L, describes relative orbital excitations of the two light
quarks, and the K-orbital momentum L describes orbital excitations of the center of the mass
of the two light quarks relative to the heavy quark @] The first positive-parity excitations are
those states with Ly + Ly = 2. According to Table IV of ], possible antitriplet candidates for
=.(2980) are écl({r), é’c’o(;r), é’c’l({r) and :’0’1(2 ), where the quantum number in the subscript
labels Jy, the total angular momentum of the two light quarks. (We use a tilde to denote states
with antisymmetric orbital wave functions (i.e. Lxg = Ly = 1) under the interchange of two
light quarks.) Strong decays of these four states have been studied in B] using the 3P model.
It turns out that F(ucl(ﬁ)) ~ 3.2 MeV is too small and F(é’c’l(;r)) ~ 148 MeV is too large
compared to the experimental value of order 30 MeV [see Eq. ()], while :’C’O( ") does not
decay into =7 and A.K. Therefore, the favored candidate is é’c’{(;r) which has L, = 2 and
Jy=1.

We use the light-front approach to obtain the structure of the matrix element for the D-wave
charmed baryon as shown in Eq. (IH). In the light-front formalism, the charmed baryon bound
state with the total momentum P, spin J = 1/2 and the angular momentum of the light quark
ﬁr jl = 571 + El with 5} = §2 + §3 and El = Ek + EK can be written as (see, for example

b b))
\Bo(P, {Lg, Lr, Ly, Si, Ji}, J. . J.)) /{d3p Hd’pa}H{dps} \(/—) &*(P —p1 — po — P3)

X Z \D{Li (21,2, T3, k11, Koy, ksi, A, A2, Ag)
)\'70676777(171)

X £

(plaAl)Qf(p2>)\2)Qf’(p3a)\3)> (A1)

where a,b,c and f, f’ are color and flavor indices, respectively, Aj 23 denote helicities, py, pa
and p3 are the on-mass-shell light-front momenta,
_ omP4pi

- (A2)

p = (p+7pJ_) ) pPL = (p17p2) ) b

12



and

(@ph =TI 96) = 561500,
c(p1, A1)y (p2; A2)qy (ps, >\3)> =bl), (Pl)bj]fxz (pz)bzf,xg (p3)]0), (A3)
{bgx (1), bj],\(P)} =2(2m)° (P — P) Sxa Ogq-
The coefficients C%¢ = ¢¢/6 and F ;ﬁ} are normalized color factor and flavor coefficient,
respectively.

In terms of the light-front relative momentum variables (z;, k; 1) for i = 1,2, 3 defined by

3

p?‘:xiPJ", sz:la
i=1
3
pio=xPL ki, > ki =0, (Ad)

i=1

the momentum-space wave-function \I/fLJi can be expressed as

Wi ki ) = (TR (i, i malsa) ) (DSt duss | hSi; J2)
X (SiLa; sili|SiLus Jiji) (L Lie; Wl i | L Lic; Lily) (S2.S3; 5253052533 Sisi)
X Py L inlie (T1, T2, T3, k11, koo, ksl ), (A5)
where ¢y, (1, T2, T3, k11, k21, ks ) describes the momentum distribution of the constituents in
the bound state with the subsystem consisting of the particles 2 and 3 in the orbital angular

momentum (L), = I, (Li). = lx state, (J;S1;j151]J,S1; JJ,), and so on are Clebsch-Gordan

coefficients and Eﬁ\i |R;V[(x,~, k11, m;)|s;) is the well normalized Melosh transform matrix element.

],
AR (g I NMe) — u(ki, Nup(ki, s:) N _ﬁ(ki,)\)vD(kuSi)
<AZ|RM($2? li_a mz)|sz> - 2ml = le

Explicitly @,

o (mi‘l’IiMO)(s)\isi _2.6:)\1'52' 'EZ'J_ X 7 (A6)
\/(ml -+ S(,’Z-Mo)z + kz2J_ ’

with u(py and v(py Dirac spinors in the light-front (instant) form, 77 = (0,0, 1), a unit vector in

the z-direction, and

3 2 2 2 2
m2 4+ k- m; + k;
M? = § 17“-’ k; = Ziu‘, Mo, kin) = (e; — kiz, e + kiz, K

g ( oMy T L =te ’ o

M = _'_6 +6, QZI\/m2—|—]{j2 —|—]{;2: ¢ ZJ" kiZ: — L ZJ"
’ “ ? ’ ’ i v 2 Ql’ZMO 2 2I2M0

(A7)
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Note that wp(ks, s;) = u(ks, \)(N|RY,|s:) and, consequently, the state |q(ks, X)) (\i|Rh,|s:)
transforms like |q(k;, s;)) under rotation, i.e. its transformation does not depend on its momen-
tum. A crucial feature of the light-front formulation of a bound state, such as the one shown
in Eq. (A, is the frame-independence of the light-front wave function [29, Iﬂ] Namely, the
hadron can be boosted to any (physical) (P, P,) without affecting the internal variables (z;,
k.;) of the wave function, which is certainly not the case in the instant-form formulation.

In practice it is more convenient to use the covariant form for the Melosh transform matrix

element
4 M,y _

MIRY (21, k11, ma)| s (TiSy; gisa | JiSh; J L) = _ a(pr, Ay us, (P, J.),
(MR (1, ko, ma)|s0)(JiSy; gis| 1St T Jz) e TN (P, M) g um (P, )

()\2\73;/1@2, ko, m2)|52) <)‘3‘R}‘\/[(x37 ksy, m3)|53) <S253; 5283|5253; 5181>

1 _

= — — U(pa, A2) (P + Mo)ysLs,s,0(p3, As), (A8)
2M0\/2(p2P+m2M0)(p2P+m2M0) o

with S; = J =1/2 and

1 _
Loo =1, Iy = —\/—g% 7 (P,m),

P = p1 + pa + ps,
— 2 —
eM(P,+1) = {F&(i—l) P, 0, 51(11)] o EL(E1) = T (1, +0)/V2,
5 1 (=Mg+ P}
MP,0)= — [ —L—2L
for states with J;, S; = 0 or 1, see @, Iﬂ] for the derivation the above expressions. The following

identities will be useful later:

, Pt Pl) , (A9)

(11;m'm”|11; 2m) (12; m""'m|12; 1n) £,(P,m')e, (P, m")e,(P,m")

= 23—0 e (P,m)e, (P, n)e,(P,m) + e, (P,n)e,(P,m)e,(P,m)]

[2 . . i
+ 3_€M(P> m)EV(P> m)EP(P>n)>
P,P,
ME
where ¢*(m) = (—)™e(—m) is used in the first identity, and A, is defined as —5/”;(?, m)le(P,m)-

A for later purposes.

0
6Z(P,m)5,,(P,m) = —guw +

(A10)

Under the constraint of 1 — 327 | 2; = 320 (ki)sy.. = 0, we have the expressions

i=1
3/2 ) )
om0 = (3) /G e (R, ) (1)
9000("%’ ﬁ) = ()0("%’ ﬁ)> Qplm(lza 5) = '%mspp('%; 5)) (Al]')
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where k,,, = &(P,m) -, or explicitly f,—+1 = F(ki, £ imly)/\/i, Km=o = K, with K, , ., in the

rest frame of P, are proportional to the spherical harmonics Y;,, in the momentum space, and

©, ¢, are the distribution amplitudes of S-wave and P-wave states, respectively, and the factor

(3/2)3/21/0(ks., /@,@8@2, z3) in Eq. (A1) is a normalization factor. For a Gaussian-like wave
, 128

function, one has

3 2 2
o5 = 1(5) e (-S5) aEn - Sems @

By using the above equations it is straightforward to obtain

(T O R (24, K, ma)[83)) (1S gisa| JiSh; JT)(SiLas sili| SiLas Jigi)
X{(LgLgc; Ul | L Lic; Lily) (S2.S3; S253]5253; Sisi) (A13)

1 D —
g — u 9 )\ c P, JZ U s >\ _'_ M C—T : )\
4y/TLi(p; - P+ m;My) u(pr, A1 )us,( ) U(p2, A2) (P 0)vsCu’ (p3, A3)

forJl:Sl:Ll:Lk:LK:Oand

(Hi<>\i|73j\4(ffi, ki, mg)|si)) (JiSt; gisa| 1St J ) (SiLi; sili|SiLa; Jiji)

V2l V3K
X <LkLK7 lle|LkLK7 Lﬂl)(SgSg; 8283|5253; Sl$l> ﬁkl BTlK
-1 B
u(p1, M) s Vuuse (P, J2) (A14)

- BrBr/12Wi(pi - P+ m; M)

_ 3 o, == 2. - pr
i(p2, A M, —(FK"+ Kk*) — | =k - K(v" — —) 3 Cu" (p3, A
X u(pz, A2) (P + 0){ 20(% + Kk") 30 (v Mo)} u' (ps, A3)
for L, = 2, L, = Lxg = S; = 1. Note that the factors of k,, = ¢(P,m) - (p, — p3)/2, and
K =¢e(P,m) - (ps + p3 — 2p1)/2 come from the wave function Eq. (A1) for the Ly = Ly = 1
case. Promoting P — P and M, — M and taking Hermitian conjugation (to change the
initial state to the final state) we obtain the structure of the matrix element for the S-wave

and D-wave charmed baryons as shown in Eq. (IH). Note that for simplicity we have taken

B = Br = Bk in Eq. (15).
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