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In this work, we propose to investigate the dNΩ dibaryon production in the process K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 by utiliz-

ing the kaon beam with the typical momentum to be around 10 GeV, which may be available at COMPASS,

OKA@U-70 and SPS@CERN. The cross sections for K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 are estimated and in particular, the mag-

nitude of the cross sections are evaluated to be several hundreds nanobarn at PK = 20 GeV. Considering that

dNΩ dibaryon dominantly decay into ΞΛ and ΞΣ, we also estimate the cross sections for K−p → Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 and

K−p→ Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0, where the dNΩ dibaryon can be observed in the invariant mass distributions of Ξ0Λ and Ξ−Σ+,

respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the strict sense, dibaryon is a sort of particle with baryon

number B = 2, which is composed of six quarks , typically

two baryons. As a typical dibaryon, a deuteron consists of

one proton and one neutron with a binding energy to be 2.22

MeV. Besides the deuteron, searching for the dibaryon states

composed of other baryons becomes one of intriguing topics

of hadron physics in recent decades with the developments of

experimental techniques and the accumulations of experimen-

tal data.

The theoretical investigations of the dibaryon could date

back to the year of 1964, when the dibaryon states were stud-

ied by Dyson and Xuong [1] with SU(6) theory, and then in

1977 Jaffe predicted the existence of the H and H∗ particles

with strangeness S = −2, which could be the bound state of

ΛΛ and ΣΣ, respectively. The investigations in two differ-

ent quark models indicated that there should exist dibaryon

states with strangeness to be −3 [2], which were stable for

strong decay [2]. And later, the mass spectrum of the low-

lying dibaryons with strangeness to be -1 were evaluated in

the quark model [3]. Furthermore, some other models had

been extended to study the dibaryons, for examples, the quark-

cluster model [4], Skyrme Model [5], quark potential model

[6], the chiral SU(3) quark model [7], quark delocalization

and color screening model [8–12] and realistic phenomeno-

logical nucleon-nucleon interaction models [13, 14]. In these

model, a series of dibaryon states have been investigated, such

as the nonstrange dibaryon d∗ with I(JP) = 0(3+), dibaryons

composed of NΞ′, NΞc, NΞcc, ΞccΞcc [13, 14], NΩ and
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∆Ω [15].

On the experimental side, the first breakthrough was the

observations of d∗(2380), which was firstly observed in the

cross sections for np → dππ by CELSIUS/WASA Collab-

oration in 2009 [16]. The discovery of d∗(2380) by CEL-

SIUS/WASA Collaboration has encouraged the experimen-

tists to search d∗(2380) in more processes. With much bet-

ter statistics and precision data sample, the WASA-at-COSY

Collaboration found that the observed angular distributions

for the deuterons and pions of the process np → dπ0π0 in

the center-of-mass system clearly preferred J = 3 [17, 18]

for d∗(2380), and then the I(JP) quantum numbers were de-

termined to be 0(3+). Later on, the properties of d∗(2380)

had been investigated in various unpolarized np collision pro-

cesses with more precise data samples, for example, np →
npπ0π0, np → ppπ0π−, np → dπ0π0 [19–21], and polarized

np scattering process [22].

The experimental observations of d∗(2380) has attracted a

lot of theorists’ attentions to explore its properties [23–30].

There are also dissenting voices, for example, in Refs. [31,

32], the authors claimed that the peak structure should be tied

to a triangle singularity in the last step of the reaction. Any-

how, the experimental breakthrough has stimulate theorists’

interests in dibaryons states. Some dibaryon systems had been

investigated in various models. For examples, in a three-body

hadronic model, the authors in Ref. [33] calculated the N∆

and ∆∆ dibaryon states. In the one pion exchange poten-

tial model, the H-like ΛcΛc [34], ΛcN [35] dibaryons were

researched. The possible ΛcΛc/ΛbΛb [36], and NΣc,b [37]

dibaryon states were studied in the quark delocalization color

screening model, and the possible ∆0∆0, ΩΩ, ΞΞ dibaryons

were investigated in Refs. [38–42].

As for the dibaryon states with strangeness S = −3, the

possibilities of the existence of such kind of dibaryons have

been evaluated by various model. For example, the estima-

tions in Ref. [43] indicated that there might exist two bound

states NΩ and ∆Ω dibaryons, respectively, and in Ref. [15],

the authors found that the NΩ and ∆Ω were weakly bound
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FIG. 1: Diagrams contributing to the process of K−p→ dNΩΞ̄
0, where the dNΩ is considered as a S-wave NΩ dibaryon with JP = 2+.

systems in the chiral quark model. The QCD sum rule es-

timations in Ref. [44] indicate that the NΩ dibaryon with

JP = 2+ was stable for strong decay. In Ref. [45], the HAL

QCD Collaboration calculated the NΩ potential in 2+1 flavor

Lattice QCD and one bound state with the binding energy to

be about 20 MeV was found. In the year of 2019, the HAL

QCD Collaboration updated their estimations of Ref. [45]

near the physical point and they found the binding energy of

the pΩ(5S 2) became 2.46(0.34)(+0.04
−0.11

) MeV. Simulated by the

most recent Lattice QCD estimations, the authors in Ref. [46]

estimated the productions of the Ω-dibaryons by utilizing a

dynamical coalescence mechanism for the relativistic heavy-

ion collisions, and the strong decays of dNΩ into conventional

hadrons were evaluted [47].

Actually, experimentally producing the dNΩ dibaryon is the

first step of investigating its properties. Thus, searching dNΩ

experimentally becomes a pressing task. The key point of

producing dNΩ dibaryon is the production of Ω baryon. In

the high energy heavy-ion collision or pp collision processes,

a large quantity of quarks with different flavors can be pro-

duced, where three strange quarks have chance to form a

Ω baryon and produce a dNΩ dibaryon by interacting with

a nucleon. In the year of 2018, the STAR Collaboration at

RIHC investigated the proton-Ω interaction by measuring the

corresponding correlation function in heavy-ion collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV [48]. By comparing the measured corre-

lation ratio with the theoretical calculations, they concluded

that the measurements slightly favored a proton-Ω bound sys-

tem with a binding energy of 27 MeV [48]. Similarly, the

ALICE Collaboration also proposed to investigate the strong

interaction among hadrons, including proton-Ω, by using the

ultrarelativistic proton-proton collisions at LHC [49].

Besides the high energy heavy-ion collision and pp colli-

sion processes, the Ω baryon can also be produced by kaon

induced reactions since there is already a strange quark in the

kaon. In Ref. [50], a project of the extension of the Hadron

Experimental Facility at J-PARC was proposed. By utiliz-

ing the secondary beam of kaon with the typical momentum

to be around 3 GeV, the Ω baryon can be produced via the

K−p → Ω−K+K̄(∗)0 reaction and then the dNΩ dibaryon can

be investigated in the invariant mass spectrum of Ξ−Λ of the

process Ω−d → Ξ−Λp.

In addition to the secondary beam of kaon at J-PARC [51],

the high energy kaon beam with high quality are also available

at COMPASS [52], OKA@U-70 [53] and SPS@CERN [54].

These high energy beam, especially ones with momentum to

be around 10 GeV, may provide us another approach to di-

rectly produce dNΩ via the reaction K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 and then

the dNΩ dibaryon can decay into ΞΛ and ΞΣ. Thus, one can

detect dNΩ in the ΞΛ and ΞΣ invariant mass spectra of the

processes K−p → Ξ̄0ΞΛ and K−p → Ξ̄0ΞΣ, respectively. In

the present work, we evaluate the possibility of observing dNΩ

dibaryon in these processes by estimating their cross sections.

This work is organized as follows. After the introduction,

the mechanism of dNΩ production in kaon induced reactions is

presented. In Section III, the cross sections for the processes

K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0, K−p → Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 and K−p → Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0 are

presented, and the last section is devoted to a short summary.

II. PRODUCTION PROCESSES

A. The K−p→ dNΩΞ̄
0 process

In the present work, we consider the dNΩ is a dibaryon com-

posed of N and Ω with the J(JP) = 1
2
(2+), i.e., |d0

NΩ
〉 = |pΩ〉

and |d−
NΩ
〈= |nΩ〉. The dibayon dNΩ can be produced in

the high energy K−p interaction process. As indicated in

Ref. [47], the dibaryon dNΩ could decay into ΛΞ0, which in-

dicate the strong coupling between dNΩ and ΛΞ0, thus, there

exists the s channel contributions to K−p → Ξ̄0dNΩ as show

in Fig. 1-(a), where the initial K−p and final dNΩΞ̄
0 are con-

nected by Λ. Moreover, there is the contributions from the Ω

baryon exchange process, which should be the u channel con-

tribution in the strict sense. In the process K−p → Ξ̄0dNΩ,

there is no t channel digram in the tree level. Empirically,

in high energy K−p/πp scattering process, the contributions

from the s channels are strongly suppressed [55–58], thus the

dNΩ production in high energy K−p scattering should occur

dominantly by exchanging a Ω baryon as presented in Fig. 1-

(b), while the s channel contribution is ignored.

In the present work, we estimated the cross sections for

K−p → dNΩΞ̄ in an effective Lagrangian approach. The in-

teraction of the dNΩ dibayon and its components can be de-

scribed as [47],

LdNΩNΩ = gdNΩNΩd
µν†

NΩ
Ω̄µγνN

c + H.c., (1)

where Nc = CN̄T , N̄c = NT C, and C = iγ2γ0 is the charge-

conjugation matrix, T is the transpose transformation opera-

tor. From the above effective Lagrangian, the tensor field of
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FIG. 2: Diagrams contributing to K−p→ Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 (diagram (a)) and K−p→ Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0 (diagram (b)).

.

dNΩ can be constructed by the appropriate combination of a

Dirac field for the nucleon and the a Rarita Schwinger field

for Ω. The polarization tensor ǫµν(~p, λ) could be constructed

by the combination of the Dirac field for spin-1/2 and a Rarita

Schwinger field for spin-3/2 i.e,

ǫµν(~p, λ) =
∑

α,β

〈3
2
α

1

2
β|2λ〉ψµα(~p)γνψc

β(~p) (2)

with λ = (±2,±1, 0), α = (±3/2,±1/2) and β = ±1/2, respec-

tively. The polarization tensor satisfy,

pµǫ
µν(~p, λ) = pνǫ

µν(~p, λ) = 0,

ǫµν(~p, λ) = ǫνµ(~p, λ), ǫ
µ
µ (~p, λ) = 0

ǫµν∗(~p, λ)ǫµν(~p, λ
′) = δλλ′ (3)

The effective Lagrangian for ΩΞK interaction reads [59–

64],

LΩΞK =
gΩΞK

mπ
∂βKΩ̄βΞ + H.c.. (4)

With the above effective Lagrangians, we can obtain the am-

plitude corresponding to Fig. 1-(b), which is,

M =
gΩΞK

mπ

(

−ip1β

)

gdNΩNΩ d
µν

NΩ
F(k2,m2

Ω)

×
[

ūc(p2,m2)γνS (k,mΩ)µβν(p3,m3)
]

, (5)

with S (k,mΩ)µβ to be the propagator of the Ω baryon, which

is,

S (k,mΩ)µβ = i
k/ + mΩ

k2 − m2
Ω













−gµβ +
1

3
γµβ +

2kµkβ

3m2
Ω

+
γµkβ − γβkµ

3mΩ

]

. (6)

To depict the internal structure and the off shell effect of the

exchanged Ω baryon, we introduce a form factor F(k2,m2
Ω

)

in the amplitude and its concrete form will be discussed later.

With the amplitude in Eq. (5), one can obtain the cross section

for K−p→ dNΩΞ̄
0 by,

dσ

d cos θ
=

1

32πs

|~p f |
|~pi|

(

1

2
|M|2

)

, (7)

where s = (p1 + p2)2 is the center of mass energy and θ is the

scattering angle, which refers to the angle of outgoing dNΩ and

the kaon beam direction in the center of mass frame. The ~pi

and ~p f are three momentum of the initial kaon beam and the

final dNΩ dibaryon in the center of mass frame, respectively.

B. The K−p→ ΛΞ0Ξ̄0 and K−p→ Σ+Ξ−Ξ̄0 processes

As indicated in Ref. [47], the dibayon dNΩ dominantly de-

cay into ΛΞ and ΞΣ. Thus one can detect dNΩ in the in-

variant mass spectrum of ΛΞ0 and Ξ−Σ+ of the processes

K−p → Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 and K−p → Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0, respectively. To de-

pict these processes, additional effective Lagrangians related

to dNΩΞΛ and dNΩΞΣ are involved. Since Ξ, Σ and Λ have

the same JP quantum numbers, thus these two effective La-

grangians have the same form, which is,

LdNΩY1Y2
= i

GdNΩY1Y2

2MY1

Ȳ1
c
(

γµ∂ν + γν∂µ
)

Y2d
µν

NΩ

+
FdNΩY1Y2

(2MY1
)2
∂µȲ

c
1∂νY2d

µν

NΩ
+ H.c, (8)

where Y1, Y2 could be Ξ, Σ andΛ. Similar to the case of tensor

meson, we can choose FdNΩY1Y2
= 0 with tensor dominance

hypothesis [65], and the values of the couplings GdNΩY1Y2
will

be discussed in next section. With this additional effective

Lagrangian, we can obtain the amplitudes corresponding to

Fig. 2-(a), which are,

Ma =

[

gdNΩNΩūc (p2,m2) γνS (k,mΩ)µβv(p3,m3)

]

×
[

gΩΞK

mπ
(−ip1β)

]

Pµνλω
dNΩ

(

q,mdNΩ
, ΓdNΩ

)

[

i
GdNΩΞΛ

2mΞ

× ūc(p5,m5) (γλ(−ip4ω) + γω(−ip4λ)) u(p4,m4)

]

× F
(

k2,m2
Ω

)

F
(

q2,m2
dNΩ

)

, (9)
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FIG. 3: The cross sections for the process K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 depending on the beam energy (diagram (a)), and the differential cross sections

depending on cos(θ) (diagram (b)).

where Pµνλω
dNΩ

(q,mdNΩ
, ΓdNΩ

) is the propagator of the dibaryon

dNΩ, and its concrete form is,

Pµνλω
dNΩ

(q,mdNΩ
, ΓdNΩ

) =
i

q2 − m2
dNΩ
+ imdNΩ

ΓdNΩ

×
[

1

2

(

g̃µλg̃νω + g̃µωg̃νλ
)

− 1

3
g̃µνg̃λω

]

, (10)

with g̃µν = −gµν + qµqν/m2. In the above amplitudes, an addi-

tion form factor F(q2,m2
dNΩ

) is introduced to depict the internal

structure and off shell effects of the dNΩ and its concrete form

will be discussed in the next section. In the same way, one

can obtain the amplitude of K−p→ Ξ̄0Ξ−Σ+ corresponding to

Fig. 2-(b). With the amplitudes in Eq. (9), we can obtain the

cross sections for the 2→ 3 processes by,

dσ =
1

8(2π)4

1

Φ
|M|2dp0

5dp0
3d cos θdη, (11)

where Φ = 2

√

λ(s,m2
1
,m2

2
) = 4|~p1|

√
s with ~p1 to be the three

momentums of the incident particle K−. p0
3

is the energy of the

outgoing Ξ̄0, while p0
5

is the energy ofΛ in the K−p→ ΛΞ0Ξ̄0

process, and the energy of Σ+ in the K−p→ Ξ̄0Ξ−Σ+ process.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Form factor and Coupling Constants

In the present work, we introduce two form factors to depict

the internal structures and off-shell effects of the exchanging

Ω baryon and intermediate dNΩ dibaryon. The specific expres-

sion of the factor is [67? –69],

F(q2,m2) =
Λ4

(m2 − q2)2 + Λ4
, (12)

where Λ is model parameter. In principle, the value of the

model parameter Λ should be determined by comparing the

theoretical estimations with the corresponding experimen-

tal measurements. However, the experimental data for the

cross sections for the discussed processes are not available at

present. In Ref. [69], the authors investigated the cross sec-

tions for π−p → K∗0Λ and the parameter Λ is determined

to be 0.55 GeV for the t channel and 0.60 GeV for the u/s

channels by comparing the estimated cross sections with the

experimental data. With this parameter, they also extended

to estimate the cross sections for π−p → D∗−Λ+c . In the

present work, we take a very similar parameter range, which

is 0.55 GeV < Λ < 0.65 GeV, to calculate the cross sections

for K−p→ dNΩΞ̄
0 process.

Before the estimations of the cross sections for the dis-

cussed processes, the relevant coupling constants should be

clarified. As for the coupling constant gdNΩNΩ, it can be esti-

mated by the compositeness condition of the composite state.

In Ref. [47], the coupling constant gdNΩNΩ is estimated to be

about 1.88 ∼ 2.38 with the variation of the model parame-

ter, where the binding energy is set to be 2.46 MeV. In the

present estimation, we take gdNΩNΩ = 1.97. With this cou-

pling constant, the partial decay widths of dNΩ → ΛΞ0 and

dNΩ → Σ+Ξ− are estimated to be 582 and 22.8 keV [47], re-

spectively. Together with the effective Lagrangian in Eq. (8),

one can obtain amplitudes of dNΩ → ΛΞ0 and dNΩ → Σ+Ξ−,

and then the corresponding partial width can be estimated by,

ΓdNΩ→... =
1

(2J + 1)8π

| ~k f |
M2

dNΩ

|MdNΩ→...|2, (13)

where J = 2 is the angular momentum of dNΩ, |~k f | is the

three momentum of the daughter particles in dNΩ rest frame.

From Eq. (13) and the partial widths obtained in Ref. [47], one

can estimate the corresponding effective coupling constants,

which are gdNΩΛΞ = 7.9 × 10−2 and gdNΩΣΞ = 2.5 × 10−2,

respectively. As for the coupling constant gKΞΩ, we take
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FIG. 4: Cross sections for K−p→ Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 (diagram (a)) and K−p→ Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0 (diagram (b)) depending on the beam energy.

gKΞΩ = 2.12 as in Ref. [64].

B. Cross sections for K−p→ dNΩΞ̄
0

With the above preparation, we can evaluate the cross sec-

tions for K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 depending on the beam energy and

the model parameter Λ. In Fig 3-(a), the solid curve refers

to the cross sections for K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 with Λ = 0.60

GeV, while the uncertainties of the cross sections are ob-

tained by the variation of the parameter Λ from 0.55 GeV to

0.65 GeV. From the figure one can find the cross sections for

K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 increase sharply near the threshold of dNΩΞ̄

0,

however, when the beam energy is greater than 9 GeV, the

cross sections increase very slowly with the increase of the

beam energy. In the considered parameter range, the cross

sections are estimated to be 404+358
−202

nb at PK = 20 GeV, where

the center value is estimated with Λ = 0.60, while the uncer-

tainties are resulted from the variation of Λ from 0.55 GeV to

0.65 GeV. In Ref. [69], the cross sections for πp → D∗−Λ+c
is estimated to be about 13 nb, while the present estimation

indicate the cross sections for K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 can reach up

to 400 nb with the same model parameter, which is about 30

times larger than the one for πp→ D∗−Λ+c [69].

In addition, we also present the differential cross sections

depending on cos(θ) in Fig. 3-(b). We select three typical

beam energies as examples, which are PK = 10, 12, 14 GeV

with Λ = 0.6 GeV. From the figure one can find that more

dNΩ dibaryon are concentrated in the forward angle area even

in the case of PK = 10 GeV, which are resulted from the Ω

exchange.

C. K−p→ Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 and K−p→ Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0

Besides the K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 process, we also estimate the

beam energy dependences of the cross sections for K−p →
Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 and K−p → Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0, where Ξ0Λ and Ξ−Σ+ are the

daughter particles of dNΩ. As indicated in Ref. [47], the

dibaryon dNΩ dominantly decays into ΛΞ0, and the branch-

ing ratio is estimated to be about 95%, thus one can experi-

mentally detect dNΩ in the ΛΞ0 invariant mass distributions of

the process K−p → Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 as shown in Fig. 2-(a), where Λ

can be reconstructed by pπ− and nπ0, while Ξ0 can be recon-

structed by the cascade decay processes Ξ0 → Λπ0 → pπ−π0

or Ξ0 → Λπ0 → nπ0π0. Our estimations indicate that the

cross sections for K−p → Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 increase sharply near the

threshold and become very weakly dependent on the beam

energy. In particular, the the cross section is estimated to be

13+20
−7

nb at PK = 20 GeV, where the center value is estimated

with Λ = 0.6, while the uncertainties are resulted from the

variation of Λ from 0.55 GeV to 0.65 GeV.

Furthermore, the branching ratio of dNΩ → Ξ−Σ+ is also

sizable, and the final states are charged, which may be easier

to be detected. Thus, in the present work, we also estimate the

cross sections for K−p → Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0. As shown in Fig. 2-(b),

the beam energy dependences of the cross sections for K−p→
Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0 are very similar to the ones for K−p → Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 and

the magnitude of the cross section is estimated to be 0.5+0.5
−0.2

nb

at PK = 20 GeV.

IV. SUMMARY

The production of the dibaryon dNΩ is the crucial step of in-

vestigating its properties experimentally. The STAR Collabo-

ration at RHIC have detected the dibaryon dNΩ by measuring

the proton-Ω correlation function in high energy heavy-ion

collision. The ALICE Collaboration at LHC also proposed to

detect dNΩ in a very similar processes. By utilizing the sec-

ondary kaon beam with the typical momentum to be around 3

GeV, the Hadron experimental Facility at J-PARC proposed to

produce dNΩ by two step reactions, i.e., K−p → Ω−K+K(∗)0,

Ωd → Ξ−Λp, where the dibaryon dNΩ is expected to be ob-

served in the Ξ−Λ invariant mass spectrum.

Besides the above two kinds of production processes, we
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propose to directly produce dNΩ in the K−p→ dNΩΞ̄
0 process

using a secondary kaon beam with the typical momentum to

be around 10 GeV in the present work. The cross sections for

K−p → dNΩΞ̄
0 are estimated and we find the cross section

is about several hundreds nanobarn at PK = 20 GeV. More-

over, the estimated differential cross sections indicate that the

produced dNΩ are concentrated in the forward angle area.

Considering the fact that dNΩ dominantly decays into ΞΛ,

we also estimate the cross sections for K−p → Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 and

K−p → Ξ+Σ−Ξ̄0, where the dNΩ dibaryon can be detected

in Ξ0Λ and Ξ−Σ+ invariant mass spectrum, respectively. In

particular, the cross sections for K−p→ Ξ0ΛΞ̄0 are estimated

to be about ten nanobarn at PK = 20 GeV, while the cross

section for K−p→ Ξ−Σ+Ξ̄0 is about 20 times smaller than the

one for K−p→ Ξ0ΛΞ̄0.
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