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Weak Decays of Singly Heavy Baryons in Light-Front Approach
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In this work, we perform a comprehensive analysis of weak decays of singly heavy baryons.
The two spectator quarks in baryonic transitions are treated as a diquark and form factors
are calculated in the light-front approach. The form factor results are applied to study the
semi-leptonic and nonleptonic singly heavy baryon decays. We find that our results are
comparable with the available experimental data and other theoretical predictions. Decay
branching fractions for many channels are found to reach the level 1073 ~ 102, which are
promising to be discovered in the future measurments at BESIII, LHCb and Bellell. The
SU(3) symmetry in semi-leptonic decays are examined and sources of symmetry breaking

are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quite recently, the LHCb collaboration has announced the discovery of the doubly charmed
baryon Z [1]. Undoubtedly this discovery will open a new door to study strong interactions in
the presence of a pair of heavy quarks. Accordingly it has triggered great theoretical interests in
studying doubly heavy baryons from different aspects ].

Inspired by this discovery, we also expect a renaissance in the study of singly bottom or charm
baryons. Particularly there are rapid progresses in the study of A, decays at BESIII | and
many studies have been performed on Ay and A, decays by LHCDb, some recent ones can be found in
Refs. |. Many more decay modes will be established in future. Thus an up-to-date theoretical
analysis is highly demanded, and this work aims to do so.

Quark model is a most successful tools in classifying mesons and baryons. A heavy baryon is
composed of one heavy quark ¢/b and two light quarks. Light flavor SU(3) symmetry arranges
the singly heavy baryons into the presentations 3 ® 3 = 6 @ 3, as can be seen from Fig. [l For

charmed baryons, the irreducible representation 3 is composed of A} and g0

)3 +’+’O, =7 and Q0. They all have spin 1/2, but only 4 of them weakly decay

while the sextet
is composed of
predominantly: Al and =% in the representation 3 and €0 in the representation 6. Others can
decays into the lowest-lying states via strong or electromagnetic interactions. This is similar for
bottomed baryons. In this article, we will focus on weak decays of singly heavy baryons and more

explicitly we will consider only the following channels:
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e C sector:

n(dud)/A(sud),

Y0 (dus)/A(dus) /Z° (sus),
Y7 (dds) /=7 (sds),

=7 (dss);

L 4Ll

e b sector:

pluud) /A (cud),
ST (uus) /ZF (cus),
¥ (uds)/A(uds) /22 (cds),

Z0(uss)/Q0(css).

]
B
L 4Ll

In the above, we have listed the quark contents of the baryons in the brakets and placed the quarks
that participate in weak decay in the first place.
The light baryons in the final state are composed of 3 light quarks and belong to the baryon

octet. Their wave functions, including the flavor and spin spaces, have the form [34]

Bs = \/g(PSX(MS) +pax(Ma)). (1)

Here pg(4) stands for the mixed symmetric (antisymmetric) 8 in the SU(3) representation decm-
position 3® 3 ® 3 = 10 ® 8 ® 8 @ 1 in the flavor space, while X(MS(A)) stands for the mixed
symmetric (antisymmetric) 2 in the SU(2) representation decmposition 2@ 2® 2 =4 & 2@ 2

” means the states are symmetric

in the spin space. Here the “mixed symmetric (antisymmetric)
(antisymmetric) under interchange of the first two quarks. The wave functions for baryons in the
initial and final states are collected in the Appendix [Al
Many works have been done on the theoretical side, and some of them can be found in Refs. @f
]. In this work, we will adopt the light-front approach. This method has been widely used to
study the properties of mesons @] Its application to baryons can be found in Refs. @@]
In the transition form factors, the two spectator quarks do not change and can be viewed as a
diquark. In this diquark scheme, the two quarks are treated as a whole system, and thus its role is
similar to that of the antiquark in the meson case, see Fig. 2l In the process like Ay — A, where
the light quarks u and d are considered to form a scalar diquark, which is denoted by [ud], while
in the process like 2y — €., the light s quarks are believed to form an axial-vector diquark, which
is denoted by {ss}.
Some recent works have been devoted to investigate the decay of heavy baryon with the help of
flavor SU(3) symmetry @@] Based on the available data, the SU(3) analysis can give predictions

on a great number of decay modes ranging from semi-leptonic decays to multi-body nonleptonic



FIG. 1: Anti-triplets (panel a) and sextets (panel b) of charmed baryons with one charm quark and two
light quarks. It is similar for the baryons with a bottom quark.

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams for baryon-baryon transitions in the diquark picture. P") is the momentum of

the incoming (outgoing) baryon, pgl) is the quark momentum, py is the diquark momentum and the cross

mark denotes the corresponding vertex of weak interaction.

decays. However, as we know, in the case of ¢ quark decay, SU(3) symmetry breaking effects are
sizable and can not be omitted. A quantitative study of SU(3) symmetry breaking effects will be
conducted within the light-front approach.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, we will present briefly the framework of
light-front approach under the diquark picture, and the wave function factors are also given. Our
results are shown in Sec. III, including the results for form factors, predictions on semi-leptonic
and nonleptonic decay widths, and detailed discussions on the SU(3) symmetry and sources of

symmetry breaking. A brief summary will be given in the last section.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we will briefly overview the theoretical framework for form factors using the
light-front approach. More details can be found in Refs. B] and M] It is necessary to point out
the physical form factors should be multiplied by a factor due to the overlap of wave funtions.
These overlapping factors are determined by the wave functions of the baryons in the initial and

final states.



A. Form factors

The transition matrix elements are parameterized as

<B/(P/=S;)’VM‘B(P7 SZ)> = ﬁ(P’jS;) [’Yufl((f) +iauuqﬁuf2(q2) + qﬁfi%(qz)} U(Pa S.),

(B/(P,’S;)|AM|B(Py Sz)> = ’L_L(P/,S;) |:7u91(q2) + io’uqu92(q2) + %93(q2):| ’75U(P, 52)7 (2)

where ¢ = P — P’, M denotes the mass of the parent baryon B, and f;, g; are form factors.

In the light-front approach, hadron states are written in terms of quark states, where the
momentum and other quantum numbers are considered simultaneously. Then the weak transition
matrix element can be obtained as

¢" (' K )p(x, kL)
1 (p1- P +mi Mo)(ph - P+ m M)

(B(P SOV = Al BP,5.) = [{d*p}
’ J Yo

< a(P', SO (g +mi)vu(1 = 95)(py +m)lu(P,Sz).  (3)

From Egs. ([2) and (B]), we can extract the explicit expressions of form factors:

A& _/ ded’k, &' (o', K)oz, ko )[ki - K| + (x1Mo + mq) (2} M + m])]
e 2(2m)3 2 2 / I A\2 ” ’
IOm+ 21 0Mo)2 + R3] [ + 4 M§)2 + 7]
91(q2) :/ d:L'dku_ qb,(:E/’ kl)¢($a kJ_)[_kJ_ : k/’ﬁ_ + (33'1M0 + ml)(ﬂj‘,lM(,) + mll)]

3 )
2(2r) V1m0 Mo)? + 3] [(mf + 24 M) + 7]
hle®) 1 / ded®ky o (a', KB, b )[— (1 + 1 MoK, - qu -+ (mh + 2| M)k - g
Mgt ) 2(2n)? V1m0 M0)? + 3] [ + 24 M) + 7]

92(¢®) _ 1 / drd’ky ¢ (2 K )p(a, ki) [—(ma + an Mo)K!, - qu — (my + @ My)ky - q.] (4)
Mgt ) 2(2r)? \/[(ml + 21 Mp)? + k2] [(m] + 2| M{)? + K]



for a scalar diquark involved in the initial and final baryons, or

Fil@®) = 1 /d$2d2k1 o' (@' K )p(z, k1)
1 8Pt P+ 2(2m)% 6\/x12 (p1 - P+ myMo)(ply - P' + m/, M)
_ a,B
7 bap a
x Te[(P + Mo)y T (P + Mp)vsva(p, + mi)yT(p, +ma)ys7s)( 22— g%),
5
g (q2) _ 1 / d$2d2kl (10/(3:,7 k‘j_)gD(:E, kJ_)
1 8PP ) 2027)% 2y/ay 2] (py - P+ miMo)(p) - P+ m| Mp)
_ a, B
o bap o
x Te[(P + Mo)y s (P + Mp)vsva () + mh) v s (g, + ma)vsvsl( =9 %),
2
L) 1 ﬁ/dxzd%l o' (@, K ez, k1)
M 8PTP'* ¢2 2(2m)% 2y/x12 (p1 - P+ miMo)(ply - P' + m/, M)
_ o, B
7 i pap «
x Te[(P + Mo)o™ (' + M§)ysva (P, + mh)y T (p, + ma)vssl( ;22 —g*),
2
g 1 ﬁ/dlEdeh o' (' K oz, k)
M 8PP ¢f 2(2m)% 2\/x12h (p1 - P +miMo)(py - P' + m/ M})
_ a, B
7 i PP a
x Te[(P + Mo)o™ s (P + Mp)vsva (P, + mi)v s (p, + ma)vsvs)( 22 =g") ()
)

if an axial-vector diquark is involved.

B. Wave functions

In the last subsection, we have presented the explicit expressions of form factors. It should be
noted that, the physical transition form factors should be multiplied by the overlapping factors:

1physical(q2) _ Overlapping « fin Sec. |IIE|(q2)7 (6)

etc..
From the discussions in the Appendix A, we can obtain these factors and the corresponding

results are collected in Tab.[Il

IIT. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

All the inputs will be collected in the first subsection. In the following subsections numerical
results for form factors, semi-leptonic and nonleptonic processes will be given, and some comments

will be presented.

A. Inputs

The quark masses used in the model are given as

my = mgq = 0.25GeV, mgz =0.37GeV, m.=1.4GeV, my = 4.8GeV.



TABLE I: The overlapping factors in the transitions

transitions overlapping factors
At (cud) — n(dud)/A(sud _%7 Lg
= (cus) — X0(dus)/A(dus) /= (sus) %7 ﬁ, _LQ
Z(cds) — B~ (dds)/Z~ (sds) \/LE’ _\/LE

09(css) — =7 (dss) 1

AY(bud) — pluud)/AJ (cud) E
E)(bus) — Xt (uus)/ZF (cus) LQ, 1

Z, (bds) — X%(uds)/A(uds)/Z%(cds) | 3, —ﬁ7 1
Q, (bss) — E%(uss)/Q2(css) 19

These values are widely adopted in Refs. @B] The diquark masses are chosen as

m[ud} = 0.50GeV, TTL[US} = TTL[dS] = 0.60G6V,
Myu) = Miydy = Myqqy = 0.77GeV,  my, = mygsy = 0.87GeV,  my, = 0.97GeV.

Here the square brackets (curly braces) denote a scalar (an axial-vector) diquark.

The beta parameters are given as

Bojud) = 0.66GEV, By = Bojas] = 0.68GeV,  Byieey = 0.78GeV,
Befud) = 0.56GeV,  Beus) = Bejas) = 0.58GeV, B = 0.66GeV,
Bsjua) = 0.45GeV,  Byus) = Bas) = 0.46GeV,

Bajuda) = 0.40GeV,  Byng = Bajas) = 0.41GeV,  Byrsey = 0.44GeV,
Bufuq) = 0.40GeV,  Byus = Bujas) = 0-41GeV,  By(ssy = 0.44GeV.

Some comments on the above parameters are given in order.

e my,g = 0.50GeV and my,qy = 0.77GeV are taken from Refs @, @] Other diquark masses

are taken as the above values since the s quark mass is expected to be 0.1 GeV higher than
that of u or d quark.

e The beta parameters for baryons are constrained by the corresponding ones for mesons @]
To be specific, By 4; are taken as between Bz = 0.623 and Sy = 0.886; .4 are taken as

between B.s = 0.535 and B.z = 0.753; 34 4; are taken as between Bgs = 0.393 and B4z = 0.470;
Bs,qi are taken as between [s5 = 0.440 and Ss = 0.535.

The masses and lifetimes of the parent baryons are given Tab. [Iland the masses of the daughter
baryons are given in Tab. [II @]



TABLE II: Masses and lifetimes of parent baryons. A and Z are in the representation 3 while ) are in the

representation 6.

+ | =+ =0 0 0 =0 = -
baryon | AT | EF | Z) | Q2 || Ay | B | E, | @,

mass/GeV|2.286(2.468|2.471(2.695|/5.620(5.792|5.795|6.046
lifetime/fs| 200 | 442 | 112 | 69 || 1466|1464 | 1560 | 1570

TABLE III: Masses of daughter baryons. They form the baryon octet.
baryon D n At |20 5| &0
mass/GeV1]0.938|0.940|1.116{1.189|1.193|1.197|1.315[1.322

(1]

Fermi constant and CKM matrix elements are also taken from PDG @]

Gp =1.166 x 107°GeV 2,
Vgl = 0.974,  |Vis| = 0.225,  |Viy| = 0.00357,
Vgl = 0.225,  |Ves| = 0.974,  |Viy| = 0.0411. (7)

B. Form factors

The formulas for form factors are given in Sec. II. Results of parameterized form factors can be
found in Tab. [Vlfor charmed baryons and Tab. [Vl for bottomed baryons. The following expressions
have been used to fit the form factors

F(0)

2
154 +6 (%)

Mgy Mgy

F(q®) =

(8)

where the F(0) is the form factor at ¢> = 0. The mg; and § are two parameters to be fitted from
numerical results. For the form factor go, a plus sign is adopted in Eq. (8) otherwise the fitted
parameter mg, becomes purely imaginary. The minus sign is taken for all the other situations.

Some comments are given in order.

e It should be noted that, in Tabs. [V] and [Vl the overlapping factors are not taken into
account. Then physical transition form factors should be multiplied by the corresponding

factors, see Eq. ().

e An advantage of the results in Tab.[[V]is that, they can be directly be used to explore SU(3)
symmetry and its breaking effects. In fact, if we take the approximations
mgq = msg,
Mud) = Mus] = M[ds] = M{ss}>
ﬁc[ud} = ﬁc[us] = ﬁc[ds} = 50{33}7
Bajud) = Bsjud) = Bajus) = Bsfus] = Bdjds] = Bsjds] = Bafss}



TABLE IV: Parameterized form factors for charmed baryon decays. The plus sign is adopted in the fit

formula Eq. @) for the ones with asterisk, and the minus sign is adopted for all the others.
F F(0) |mge| o F FO) | mae | O
A= 0726 |2.06/0.07] £ [ 0376 1.71 | 0.21

gM 7] 0.626 [2.40(0.19] ¢ ™ |—0.048 1.42 | 0.2
flAjaA 0.810 12.1910.06 fé\jHA —0.384]1.81 ] 0.20
gt M 0.705 [2.52]0.16] ¢3¢ 7 |—0.060| 1.58 | 0.25
£ ot [2.00[0.01] £ 7 [ —0.421] 1.69 [ 0.22
g7 7] 0.614 |2.34)0.22] g5 7™ |~0.054] 1.39 | 0.32
£ ot [2.00(0.01] £55 7 [—0.421] 1.69 | 0.22
M ] 0614 [2.34]0.22] 657N [~0.054] 1.39 | 0.32

=T 58 =T a0
fre 0.802 [2.13[0.10| f5< = |—=0.431| 1.79 | 0.22
EF—E EF-E
g 0.694 |2.46(0.19] g5 —0.065| 1.55 | 0.28
Foe7 1 0.717 [2.00(0.11] £ |—0.422( 1.69 | 0.22

gre 0.614 [2.34/0.22|g5° —0.054| 1.39 | 0.32
7% | 0.802 [2.13[0.10[ £57% [ —0.432] 1.79 | 0.22
= | 0.604 |2.46(0.19] g7 [—0.065] 1.55 | 0.28
£ ] 0.653 |1.51]0.35] £ 7= | 0.620 | 1.54] 0.28
g% 10.182(1.92]0.08] ¢ 7= | 0.002* |0.407 |0.14

and
Mp+ = Mgt = M=o = Mqo,

all the form factors will be the same with each other in different channels. From the results
in Tab. [[V] we can see that the SU(3) symmetry is not severely broken. In the discussion
of semi-leptonic results, we will see that the sizable SU(3) breaking may come from baryon

mass differences in the final state.

e We found that numerical results are not sensitive to the beta parameters.

C. Semi-leptonic results

The differential decay width for semi-leptonic process reads
darr dl'y  dlp
= 9
dg?>  dg? + dq? 9)
with the polarized decay widths are given as
dly G%Verkml* ¢®p
dq? (2m)3  24M?
dr _ GiVorm* ¢*p
dg? (2m)3  24M?

(Hy o+ H o), (10)

(|H%,1|2+|H_%,—1|2)- (11)



TABLE V: Same as Tab. [[V] but for the bottomed baryon case.

F | FO) |ma| 6 | F | F(0) |mgt| &
0] 0
1“ v 7P 1(0.282 4.66(0.30 2;A v 7P 10.084/3.94]0.37
0 0
g7 " | 0.273 |4.81[0.32| g5 7" |-0.012(3.67|0.37
F=A 0670 [5.62(0.23] £ | —0.132]4.67]0.32
0_ A+ O At
g | 0,656 [5.730.24| ghr A |—0.012|4.37]0.28
=0 T =0 +
=07 0.260 |4.46(0.34] £50 7 | —0.086)3.84[0.40
=0 + =0 +
g7 | 0.251 |4.60(0.36| g5 7 |—0.012|3.56(0.41
=== 0.654 [5.420.27] £50 = [—0.143)4.59]0.34
g2 5] 0,640 |5.53]0.28| 6577 [~0.015]4.33]0.30
=— 0 = 0
= 7200260 |4.46[0.34] £20 7| —0.086]3.84(0.40
== 0 = 0
gt 77 | 0.251 |4.60/0.36g5* 7 |~0.012[3.56(0.41
= 70,260 |4.46(0.34] £50 7™ |-0.086/3.84]0.40
g M| 0.251 [4.60[0.36| g5* ™ |—0.012{3.56]0.41
=— =0 =2 =
0T 0.654 5.42(0.27( £ 0| —0.143]4.59(0.34
=— .=0 =— _y=0
g7 77| 0.640 |5.53]0.28] g5 | —0.015|4.33]0.30
1 2
£ 710,169 [3.30(0.64| £ 7 | 0.193 |3.45(0.49
— =0 —_y=0
g0 7 1-0.033]4.38[0.20| g5 77 |-0.041]4.32]0.65
£ 7% 0566 |3.92(0.49| £5 79| 0.531 [4.08[0.41
_ 0 — 0
%) _0.170(4.80(0.23| g5 | —0.031[9.02|5.05

Here the ¢? is the lepton pair invariant mass, p = VQ;Q_/2M and Qi = (M + M')? —
(M) is the mass of the parent (daughter) baryon.

The helicity amplitudes are related to the form factors through the following expressions:

HY, = */\/q <(M + M) f — —2f2>
H%l <fl+M+M’f2>
Hi )= —i <M Mg1+]\; )
H 2Q+< 91— Mo M/gz>,

where Q1 = 2(P - P’ + M M’). The negative helicity amplitudes are given as

H‘_/)\/ = H;\/;)\W and Hé)\/’_ —HS?/’)\W

=AW Aw

The helicity amplitudes for the left-handed current are obtained as

_ v A
Hy e = Hynyy — Hy ay



TABLE VI: Semi-leptonic decays for charmed baryons.

channels I'/GeV B I'y/Tr
AF — netv. [6.62x 1071°(2.01 x 1073| 1.78
AF — Aetr, |5.36 x 10714|1.63 x 1072| 1.96
EF = 2%t 1,279 x 10715|1.87 x 1073| 1.85
EF = Aefr, [1.22x 1071°(8.22 x 107%| 1.79
= — =%+, (8.03 x 10714|5.39 x 1072| 1.98
Z0 = Y 7eT1,|5.57 x 1071°/9.47 x 107*| 1.86
0 - E7et,|7.91 x 10714135 x 1072| 1.98
Q0 — E7et1,[2.08 x 1071°(2.18 x 10~*| 7.94
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The numerical results are given in Tabs. [VI] and [VIIII Comparison to some recent works and

the experimental results can be found in Tabs. [VII and [X]

TABLE VII: Comparison with some recent works for semi-leptonic charmed decays.

channel this work Ref. [68] Ref. [67] Ref. [72] | Ref. [73] | Experiment [69]
AF = netr. |2.01 x 1073 - (2.7£0.3) x 1073 - J207x10°? -
AF — Aety, |1.63 x 1072 - - 272x1072| -~ |(3.6+£0.4) x 102
Ef = X%t |1.87 x 1077 -- (0.84+0.1) x 1073 - - .
EF = Aefr, 822 <1071 -- (2.5+0.4) x 1074 - - .
EF — 2% (5.39 x 1072| (3.38%33%) x 1072 | (3.0£0.5) x 1072 -- -- --
20 ¥etr,|9.47 x 10~ - (60 +8) x 104 - - -
20 5 St [1.35 x 1072|(4.87 + 1.74) x 1072|(11.9 + 1.6) x 1072 - - - -
Qg — E7et1,.|2.18 x 1074 - - - - - - - _ -

TABLE VIII: Semi-leptonic decays for bottomed baryons.

channels I'/GeV B T'L/Tr
A s pe . |1.41x 10716[3.14 x 10-4| 1.25
AY = Ate 1, [3.96 x 10-14(8.83 x 10-2| 1.71
E) = XTe v, [1.27 x 10716]2.83 x 1074 1.27
20 Srem 1, [3.97 x 107148.83 x 1072| 1.70
=, — X% 7, ]6.37 x 10717151 x 10| 1.27
S, = Ae . [2.20 x 10717542 x 1073| 1.25
=, — 2067, |3.97 x 10714]9.42 x 10~2| 1.70
0 — Z% 5. |1.18 x 10717]2.82 x 1073| 1.72
Oy — Q0w |1.14 x 10714/2.72 x 1072 6.26
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TABLE IX: Comparison with some recent works for semi-leptonic bottomed decays.
channel this work | Ref. [72] | Ref. [73] | Experiment [69]
AY — pe 7, |3.14 x 1074 -- 2.9x 107*[(4.1+£1.0) x 1074
A) — Afe 7,(8.83 x 107269 x 1072| - - (6.2713) x 1072

D. Non-leptonic results

The decay width for the B — B’P (P denotes a pseudoscalar meson) is given as

p <(M+M/)2_m2’A‘2+(M_M,)2_m2’B‘2>7 (15)

" 8 M2 M2
where p is the magnitude of the three-momentum of the daughter baryon B’ in the rest frame of
the parent baryon B. M (M’) is the mass of the parent (daughter) baryon. For B — B’V (A) (V
denotes a vector meson while A denotes an axial-vector meson) decay, the decay width is

_p(E'+ M)

E2
2 2y, &7 2 2
po M (gw|+um)+mgw+p|+wuﬁ, (16)

where E (E’) is the energy of the meson (daughter baryon) in the final state, and

S:_Al7
p (M+ M
A=-% <E’+M’Bl+B2> ’
B p
Py = Bar M,Bh
p2
P="g@ A

A, B, A1 and By 7 are given as

A= =Xfp(M = M) fi(m?),
B = ~\fp(M + M')gy(m?),

Ay = —Afym [gl(mz) + 92(m2)M#M/} ;

Ay = —2/\fvmg2(m2),

By = Afym [fl(WQ) - fz(mz)%} ;

Bg = 2)\fvmf2(m2). (17)

Here \ = G—\/gVCKMVq“;%al with a; = Cq(pe) + Co(pe)/3 = 1.07 @], the first CKM matrix element
corresponds to the process of B — B’ and the second comes from the production of the meson.
M(M') is the mass of the parent (daughter) baryon and m is the mass of the emitted meson.
For the decay mode with an axial-vector meson involved, fir should be replaced by —f4 in the

expressions of A 9 and Bj o in Eq. ([T).



TABLE X: Nonleptonic decays for charmed baryons.

channels T'/GeV B channels I'/GeV B

AF > nrt [3.97x 10715[1.21 x 10°3|AF — npt [1.33 x 107 14]4.04 x 1073
AF = nab  ]9.88 x 10719(3.00 x 1073|AF — nK* |3.04 x 10716/9.23 x 107
AF = nK*t [6.71 x 10716(2.04 x 10~

AF = At 477 x 10714]1.45 x 1072|AF — Apt [1.39 x 10713[4.24 x 102
AF — AK*t 16.47 x 10715|1.97 x 1073 |Af — AKT |3.47 x 107°]1.05 x 1073
=+ 07+ [1.90 x 1015]1.28 x 103|=F — X0+ [6.21 x 10~15[4.17 x 103
=+ - 20 [2.96 x 10715[1.99 x 1073 |+ — XOK+[1.45 x 10716(9.74 x 10~°
=+ — YOK*H(3.08 x 10716(2.07 x 104

=+ Ant o |7.00 x 10716]4.76 x 104|EF — Apt [2.41 x 10715[1.62 x 103
=+ o Aaf [1.91 x 10715[1.29 x 1073 |+ — AK* |5.49 x 10717|3.69 x 10~°
EF — AK*T [1.23 x 10716(8.24 x 1077

EF - 207t |7.30 x 10714]4.91 x 1072|ZF — 20+ 2,13 x 10713143 x 107!
=+ 5 SOK[9.85 x 10715(6.62 x 1073 |+ — ZOK+|5.33 x 10715(3.58 x 10~3
=0 5 S-rt [3.80 x 10715]6.46 x 104[20 — ¥-p+ [1.24 x 10~ 14[2.11 x 103
=0 Y-al (5,85 x 10715[9.95 x 10~4|Z0 — ©~K+[2.90 x 10716]4.93 x 10~°
=0 5 B K*+6.16 x 107 16{1.05 x 104

=0 5 =t |7.26 x 10714124 x 1072[E0 — = p* [2.11 x 10-13[3.60 x 102
EY 5 ETK*T(9.73 x 1071°]1.66 x 1073|=% - =~ K1[5.29 x 107%|9.01 x 10~
Q0 = nt |1.68 x 10713176 x 1074]Q0 — = p+ [4.28 x 10~15[4.49 x 10~*
Q0 - =-al [2.51 x 10715(2.63 x 1074|Q0 — EK*[1.49 x 1016|1.57 x 10~°
Q0 - =7 K*+|2.03 x 10716]2.13 x 1075

TABLE XI: Comparison with some recent works for charmed nonleptonic decays.

channel | this work Ref. [68] Experiment [69]
A — Art [1.45 x 102 - (1.30 £ 0.07) x 102
AF = Apt [4.24 x 1072 - <6x10°2
AF = AK+[1.05 x 1073 - (6.1+1.2) x 104
S+ — 207t |4.91 x 1072| (8.1 £ 4.0) x 1073 -

20 5 =t |1.24 x 1072|(15.7 £ 0.7) x 103 -
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The masses of the mesons in the final states can be taken from Ref. @] The decay constants

are adopted as @, B, Iih

fr=1304MeV, f, =216MeV, f,, =238MeV, fr = 160MeV, fx+ = 210MeV,

fp =2074MeV, fp- =220MeV, fp, = 247.2MeV, fp: = 247.2MeV.

(18)

The numerical results are given in Tabs. [X| [XII and [XITI. Comparison with some recent works

and the experimental results can be found in Tab. X1l



TABLE XII: Nonleptonic decays for A, and =;.

channels T'/GeV B channels I'/GeV B
A= pr— [3.99 x 10718[8.90 x 10-6|A0 — pp~  |1.17 x 10717|2.61 x 105
A = pay  |1.56 x 10717[3.48 x 1075 |A? — pK~ [3.22 x 10719|7.18 x 107
A = pK*~ [6.02x 1071°[1.34 x 10-6|A? — pD~  |5.76 x 10719|1.28 x 10~
A = pD*=  [8.95 x 10719(1.99 x 106|AY — pD;  |1.54 x 10~17(3.44 x 1075
AY — pD:= (219 x 10717]4.88 x 1077

AY = Afr— [3.83x 10717(8.53 x 1073[AY — AFp~ [1.09 x 10~14[2.44 x 102
AY = Afay |1.40 x 10714(3.12 x 102|A0 — AFK~[3.04 x 10716/6.78 x 10~4
A) - ATK* 1559 x 1071611.24 x 1073 |A) — AFD™|4.26 x 10716|9.49 x 10~*
AY = A¥D*=[6.90 x 10716154 x 1073 A9 — AF D7 |[1.10 x 10~14[2.46 x 102
A = A¥D*[1.64 x 10714(3.65 x 102

) = YFr 355 x 10718(7.91 x 107%|=) — ©Fp~ |1.05 x 1071712.33 x 1075
20 5 Yta; 141 x 10717[3.13 x 1079 |20 — S+ K~|2.87 x 10719]6.40 x 10~7
20 SHK*[5.39 x 10719(1.20 x 1076|20 — £+ D~ [5.30 x 10~19[1.18 x 1076
20 - N+D*~[8.23 x 10719]1.83 x 10~6|Z0 — N D; [1.42 x 10717|3.17 x 105
20— $+D 12,02 x 10717]4.50 x 103

20 Eha [3.76 x 10717(8.37 x 1073|20 — = p~ [1.08 x 10~14[2.40 x 1072
20— Efa;  |1.38 x 10714]3.08 x 107229 — S+ K~ [3.00 x 10716/6.67 x 1074
) -5 EFK*7 551 x 107161123 x 1073|=) — EF D~ |4.26 x 10716|9.49 x 10~*
29 5 4D [6.90 x 10716154 x 1073|290 — =X D7 |1.11 x 10~14[2.46 x 1072
20 EF D [1.64 x 10714(3.65 x 102

= = ¥or 1.78 x 1071814.22 x 1076 E, — ¥0p~ 15.23 x 10718]1.24 x 107°
5, — Y0a; |7.03 x 10718]1.67 x 1075 E, — YOK—|1.44 x 10719(3.41 x 107
S, — SOK*[2.70 x 1071916.40 x 10-7|Z; — £0D~[2.65 x 1071°/6.29 x 107
S, — XD [4.12 x 10719(9.76 x 10-7|Z; — £0D; |7.13 x 10~ 18[1.69 x 1075
Z; — Y0D*|1.01 x 1077|240 x 107

S, = Ar [6.03x 10719(1.43 x 1076|Z; — Ap~ |1.77 x 10~ 18[4.21 x 1076
S, — Aap  [2.39 x 10718|5.66 x 10°6|=; — AK~ [4.88 x 1072°|1.16 x 107
E, = AK*™ |9.15 x 1072912.17 x 1077 =, — AD™ |9.02 x 107201214 x 1077
S, — AD* 140 x 1079|332 x 1077|Z; — AD; (243 x 107 18[5.75 x 10~°
S, — AD~ [3.44 x 10718816 x 10~°

5, — 07~ |3.76 x 10717(8.93 x 1073 E, — 20~ [1.08 x 10714]2.56 x 1072
27— 20y [1.38 x 10714(3.28 x 1072|Z; — 0K ~|3.00 x 10~16|7.11 x 10~
2, — E0K [5.51 x 10716131 x 1073|Z; — 0D~ |4.27 x 10~16[1.01 x 1073
S, — Z0D* 6.91 x 10716[1.64 x 10-3|Z; — E0D7 |1.11 x 10714262 x 102
S, — Z0D: |1.64 x 10714]3.90 x 10~2
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TABLE XIII: Nonleptonic decays for €.

channels T'/GeV B channels T'/GeV B

Q, — % [6.05x 10719(1.44 x 1076|Q, — =%~ [1.73 x 10718]4.13 x 10~°
Q, — =%, (223 x10718/5.33 x 107%|Q, — Z°K~ |5.00 x 1072|1.19 x 10~ 7
Q, —» E°K*(8.86 x 1072012.11 x 1077|Q; — E°D~ [1.21 x 107'9{2.88 x 1077
Q, — E°D*|1.13 x 10719|2.69 x 107 7|Q;, — Z°D; |3.32 x 10718]7.91 x 10~¢
Q, — E°D:(2.68 x 10718/6.40 x 1076

Q, — Q07 [1.68 x 10715|4.00 x 1073|Q; — %~ |4.54 x 1071°/1.08 x 1072
Q, — Q7 [5.37x 1071%11.28 x 1072|Q, — QK ~|1.36 x 10716]3.26 x 10~*
Q, — Q0K*7(2.28 x 10716|5.44 x 1074|Q, — QID~|2.66 x 10716]6.36 x 10~*
Q, = QD" {214 x 1070|5.11 x 1074|Q; — QYD |7.17 x 107 °|1.71 x 102
Q, — Q2D [4.90 x 1071°|1.17 x 102

E. SU(3) analysis

From the overlapping factors above, we would expect the following relations

14

1 1
D(AS = netve)/(5Veal®) = DAL = AeTwe) /(5 Vs )

1 1 1
= T(EF = 20 u)/(4Vl®) = T(EF = A w) /(55 Veal?) = TES = 2 1)/ (5[Vasl?)
= T2 = S u)/(Vaal®) = (22 = =€) (Vi) (19)

for c-baryon sector and

D(AD — pe )/ (5) = T(E) — SFe )/ (5) = T(E; - e m)/(7) = T(Zy — Aew)/(55),

T(A) = Afe 7)) =T(E) - Efe 7)) =TI (5, — Ele ) (20)

for b-baryon sector, if the flavor SU(3) symmetry is respected. These relations for charmed case
are consistent with the corresponding ones in Ref. @], while the ones of bottomed case are firstly
derived in this work.

In the following, we will investigate the SU(3) symmetry breaking effects. The corresponding
results are collected in Tabs. [KIV] and KVl Take A7 — netv, and A} — Aetv, as examples. we

can see that:

e If we have considered the differences of CKM and overlappings but take all the other param-
eters as the same, we get the precise SU(3) symmetry prediction T(AT — netve)/(5|Veal?) =
L(Af — Aetw.)/(5|Ves|?). This prediction is also obtained in Refs. , 167].

e If we consider only the difference of daughter baryon mass but take all the other parameters
as the same, we get a result of 0.538. It means that SU(3) symmetry is broken by about 50%
between these two modes. The more accurate number is 35% (see Tab. [XIV]), if we have also

considered all the other relevant parameters.
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TABLE XIV: Quantitative predictions of SU(3) breaking for charmed semi-leptonic decays.

channels TI'/GeV (LFQM)|T'/GeV (SU(3))||ILFQM — SU(3)|/SU(3)
A S netve | 6.62x10715 | 6.62x 101 -

At = Aetv, | 5.36x1071 | 827 x 1014 35%

=+ Wety,| 2.79% 1071 | 3.31x 1015 16%

=5 Aetr, | 1.22x 1071 | 110 x 10719 11%

=+ o 20ty | 8.03x 10714 | 1.24x 10713 35%

=0 5 Yety,| 557x1075 | 6.62x 10715 16%

20 5 E ety 7.91x10°M | 124 x 10713 36%

TABLE XV: Same as Tab. XIV] but for

bottomed case.

channels |T'/GeV (LFQM)|T'/GeV (SU(3))||[LFQM — SU(3)|/SU(3)

A) = pe v | 141 x1071¢ | 1.41x1071° - -

0 5 Yte | 1.27x10716 | 1.41x 10716 9.9%
g, > X% | 6.37x10717 | 7.05x 10717 9.6%
E, »Ae". | 229x 10717 | 2.35x 10717 2.6%
A) — Afe .| 3.96x 107 | 3.96 x 10714 --

Z) - Efe v 397x 107 | 3.96x 10714 0.25%
g, > =% .| 3.97x107 | 3.96x 1071 0.25%

We can see from Tabs. XIV] and XV

e The SU(3) symmetry breaking is sizable for c-baryon decays while it is small for the b-baryon
decays. This can be understood due to a much smaller phase space in c-baryon decays, and

thus the result is sensitive to the mass deviation of the baryons in the initial and final states.

e SU(3) symmetry is broken more severely in the ¢ — s processes than in the ¢ — d processes
because of the larger mass of s quark than u and d quarks. The typical value of SU(3)

symmetry breaking for ¢ — s processes is 35% while that for ¢ — d processes is 15%.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have calculated the transition form factors of the singly heavy baryons using the
light-front approach under the diquark picture. Then these form factors are used to predict semi-
leptonic and nonleptonic decays of singly heavy baryons. Most of our results are comparable to
the available experimental data and other theoretical results. We have also derived the overlapping
factors that can be used to reproduce the SU(3) predictions on these decays. Using the calculated
form factors, we pointed out that the SU(3) symmetry breaking is sizable in the charmed baryon

decays while in the bottomed case, the SU(3) symmetry breaking is small.
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Appendix A: Wave fuctions in initial and final states

1. Wavefunctions in the standard flavor-spin basis

The wave functions of singly heavy baryons in the representation 6 and 3 in the standard
flavor-spin basis are given as follows.
For By, (S417 and Q9),

1
B 1) = (00) (75 (11 + 411 -2 111)) (A1)
q=u,d,s for 57" and 00, respectively.
For B, (SF and 56°),
1 1
Bosgar ) = <ﬁ<q1qz + q2ql>c> (ﬁm + -2 TN)) (A2)

(q1,q2) = (u,d), (u, s), (d, s) for =} and =", respectively.
For B3, ., (Af and =50,

B, i) = <%<ud— du)c) <%<m - m) (A3)

(q1,92) = (u,d), (u,s),(d,s) for AT and Z¢ 0 respectively.
For the b sector, we have similar expressions.
The wave functions of baryon octet in the standard flavor-spin basis are given as follows.
For By g0 (P 1y 07, 207,

1Bgrans 1) = %{ (%(QI%QI + q@qq1 — 2<J1Q1Q2)> (%(TH + It -2 TN))
+ (%(%qml - Q2Q1Q1)> (%(TH - iTT)) }, (A4)

(q1,q2) = (u,d), (d,u), (u,s)(d, s), (s,u), (s,d) for p, n, 2=, 20~ respectively.
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For X and A,
120 14) = %{ <\/%(sdu + dsu + sud + usd — 2dus — 2uds)> (%(Tm ) TN))
4 (%(—sdu + dsu — sud + usd)> <%(m - m)) } (A5)
A = %{ <%<sdu + dsu — sud — usd)) (%(m 2 m))
4 %(sdu — dsu — sud + usd — 2dus + 2uds)> (%(m _ m)) } (AG)

2. Wavefunctions in the diquark basis

For the coupling of two angular momenta j; = 1 and jo = %, we know that

1 1 2 1 1 1

So, we recognize that

\/gfh 1 (q2q3)11 — \/gch 1T (2293)10 = 01(q293) 4, 1)

where, (g243)11 = (2243)(11) and (a205)10 = (205) ( 5(14 + 1))
Go a step further, we can arrive at

419243 (%(TH - iTT)) = —%(m T (q2q3)s) — §|QI((]2‘]3)A7T>7

where (¢2¢3)s = (9243)00 = (q23) (%(N — H))-

In the same way, we can also prove that:

714293 (%(TW + 11 -2 TN)) = —g((ﬂ T (q203)s) + %IQ1(Q2Q3)A,T>'

The wave functions of singly heavy baryons in the presentation 6 and 3 in the diquark basis

are given as follows.
For By, (S417 and Q9),

Begq = —c(qq) a, (A7)

q=u,d,s for >0 and 00, respectively.

—/~+,/0
For B2 ,, (55 and Z¢77),

BA. = %(—c(qlm ~ e(goqr) ), (A8)
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(q1,92) = (u,d), (u,s),(d,s) for X and =0, respectively.

=+0
For BS, ,, (Af and Z&77),

1

By = ﬁc(qm)s — c(g2q1)5), (A9)

(q1,92) = (u,d), (u,s),(d,s) for AT and Z¢ 0 respectively.
For the b sector, we have the similar expressions.
The wave functions of baryon octet in the diquark basis are given as follows.
For By g1q0 (P, my 207 and Z07),

1 V3 1 V3 1

Byigra, = VG <—TQ1(Q1Q2)S + §Q1(Q1Q2)A + 7611((]2%)5 + §Q1(Q2Q1)A - Q2(Q1Q1)A> , (A10)

(q1,q2) = (u,d), (d,u), (u,s)(d,s), (s,u), (s,d) for p, n, L=, 20~ respectively.
For ¥9 and A,

0 = —%(\/gd(su)/; +V/3d(us) 4+ 3d(su)s — 3d(us)s — 2v/3s(du) 4 — 2v/3s(ud) A
+V3u(ds) 4 + V3u(sd) 4 — 3u(ds)s + 3u(sd)s); (A11)
A= %ﬁ(?)d(su)f; + 3d(us) 4 — vV3d(su)s + vV3d(us)s — 2v/3s(du)s + 2v3s(ud) s
— 3u(ds) 4 — 3u(sd) 4 — V3u(ds)s + V3u(sd)s). (A12)
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