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We present the first calculation of connected scalar matrix element and the momentum fraction of

charm quark within the 3
2

+
and 3

2

−
triply charmed baryons on lattice QCD. The results are based on

overlap valence fermions on two ensembles of Nf = 2 + 1 domain wall fermion configurations with
two lattice spacings. The corresponding sea quark pion masses are 300 MeV and 278 MeV. The
separated contributions to the triply charmed baryon mass are derived through the decomposition
of QCD energy-momentum tensor.The contribution of the connected charm quark matrix element
to the triply charmed baryon is about 3/2 times of that to the charmonium. And it contributes

almost 70% of the total mass. The mass splitting of 3
2

+
and 3

2

−
triply charmed baryons is mainly

from ⟨HE⟩ of the QCD energy-momentum tensor. A mass decomposition from quark model is also
studied as comparison.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of the J/ψ meson in 1974 [1, 2],
charm physics has garnered significant attention, lead-
ing to the identification of numerous charmed hadrons.
Recently, the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) has made
notable advancements in the study of charmed baryons,
including the spectroscopy of excited hadrons such as
Λ+
c [3], Ωc(X) [4], and Ξc(X) [5]. Notably, the dou-

bly charmed baryon Ξ++
cc was established by LHCb in

2017 [6] and has since been confirmed by subsequent
studies [7, 8], following the initial identification of the
charmed baryon Λc by Mark-II in 1979 [9]. However, the
triply charmed baryon has yet to be observed experimen-
tally, although there are theoretical researches indicate
that its discovery is promising at LHC [10, 11].

Despite the lack of experimental evidence, theoreti-
cal investigations into the triply charmed baryon have
been actively pursued using various approaches, includ-
ing the quark model [12–18],QCD sum rules [19–21] Fad-
deev equations [22–24], the di-quark model [25, 26], the
variational method [27, 28] the bag model [29, 30], Regge
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theory [31], and the Bethe-Salpeter equation [32], etc.
These studies predict the mass of the ground state triply
charmed baryon to be approximately 4.8 GeV. Numerous
theoretical calculations have also been conducted to de-
termine the mass spectrum using both quenched [33] and
unquenched lattice QCD [34–44] The predicted ground
state mass from these lattice QCD calculations is consis-
tent with other theoretical predictions.

Beyond spectroscopy, decomposing the mass of a
hadron within the QCD framework offers deeper insight
into its internal structure. This approach provides valu-
able information about the distribution of mass contribu-
tions from various components within the hadron. The
mass decomposition of the nucleon was first proposed
in [45], taking into account the dynamic interactions be-
tween quarks and gluons. In this framework, hadron
mass is divided into four components: quark energy,
quark mass, glue energy, and trace anomaly. Mass de-
composition has been explored in various hadronic sys-
tems, yielding novel insights [46–48]. For instance, it has
been found that the trace anomaly contributes signifi-
cantly in light hadron systems [46], and the quark mass
matrix contributes less in hybrids compared to charmo-
nium [48]. In this work, we aim to study the mass decom-
position of the ground state triply charmed baryon using
lattice QCD. We will first calculate the hadron mass M ,
the valence charm quark mass contribution ⟨Hm⟩, and
the valence charm quark momentum fraction ⟨x⟩q us-
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ing lattice QCD. Subsequently, the other components of
the hadron mass can be determined through the decom-
position formula of the QCD energy-momentum tensor
(EMT) and the trace sum rule.

There is also a mass decomposition in the non-
relativistic quark model, which separate the hadron mass
into three parts: the mass and kinetic energy of the con-
stituent quarks, and the potential energy between them.
The hyperfine splitting is primarily attributed to the
spin-spin interaction arising from the one-gluon exchange
potential. Previous results for the heavy meson mass de-
composition from lattice QCD appear to align with the
constituent quark model’s perspective [46]. In this work,
we will also study the mass decomposition in the con-
stituent quark model to give a comparison, and try to get
some clues of the correlation between the phenomenolog-
ical model and QCD theory, deepen our understanding of
their structure and underlying interactions. Given that
the triply charmed baryon actives in the energy region
that non-perturbative interactions cannot be ignored, a
precise decomposition of the mass will provide valuable
insights into comprehending the non-perturbative prop-
erties of QCD.

The remainder of our article is organized as follows:In
Sec. II, we provide a detailed introduction to the for-
mula for hadron mass decomposition within the QCD
framework. We also discuss the relationship between
the hadron mass and two-point functions, as well as
the hadron matrix elements and three-point functions.In
Sec. III, we present the specifics of our numerical simu-
lation, including the configuration information, effective
mass, effective matrix element calculations, and our fit-
ting results.In Sec. IV, we analyze and discuss our results,
including the comparison of the constituent quark model.
Finally, a brief summary is provided in Sec. V.

II. FORMALISM

A. Mass decomposition from the QCD EMT

In this paper, we adopt the decomposition of QCD
energy-momentum tensor proposed by Ji [45], which is
also used in Ref. [46–48]. The energy-momentum tensor
of QCD is written as

Tµν =
1

2
ψ̄i
←→
D (µγν)ψ +

1

4
gµνF 2 − FµαF ν

α , (1)

where () symmetrizing all the indices,
←→
D µ =

−→
Dµ−

←−
Dµ,
−→
D

is the gauge-covariant derivative, Fµν is the color field
strength tensor. The QCD Hamiltonian and the hadron
mass could be written in terms of the energy-momentum
tensor

HQCD =

∫
d3xT 00(0,x), (2)

M =
⟨H|HQCD|H⟩
⟨H|H⟩

≡ ⟨T 00⟩,

where the hadron state |H⟩ is renormalized as ⟨H|H⟩ =
2E(2π)3δ3(0).

The hadron mass can be decomposed as

M = ⟨T 00⟩ = ⟨HM ⟩+ ⟨H(µ)
E ⟩+ ⟨H

(µ)
g ⟩+

1

4
⟨Ha⟩. (3)

in the rest frame of the hadron state with

H
(µ)
E =

∑
f

∫
d3xψ̄(f)(D⃗ · γ⃗)ψ(f),

HM =
∑
f

∫
d3xψ̄(f)mfψ

(f),

H(µ)
g =

∫
d3x

1

2
(B2 − E2),

Ha =

∫
d3x[γm

∑
f

ψ̄(f)mfψ
(f) − β(g)

g
(B2 + E2)],

where
∑

f denotes the summation of quark flavors,γm
is the quark mass anomalous dimension, β(g) is the β
function of QCD. HE , HM , Hgand Ha denote the con-
tributions from the quark energy, quark condensate, the
glue field energy and the joint contribution of quantum
anomalies from both glue and quark in Euclidean space.
⟨HM ⟩ and ⟨Ha⟩ are scale and renormalization scheme in-

dependent, while the quark energy ⟨H(µ)
E ⟩ and glue field

energy ⟨H(µ)
g ⟩ depend on the scale and renormalization

separately.

Thus, the renormalized quark and gluon energy are
derived as

〈
HR

E

〉
=

3

4
⟨x⟩Rq M −

3

4
⟨HM ⟩ ,

⟨HR
g ⟩ =

3

4
⟨x⟩Rg M, (4)

where ⟨x⟩Rq and ⟨x⟩Rg are the renormalized quark and

gluon momentum fraction respectively, satisfying ⟨x⟩Rg =

1 − ⟨x⟩Rq [49] .Following Ref. [48], we could also define
the total valence charm quark contribution as

⟨HR
q ⟩ = ⟨HR

E ⟩+ ⟨HM ⟩ =
3

4
⟨x⟩Rq M +

1

4
⟨HM ⟩. (5)

In combination with the trace sum rule [50]

M = ⟨Tµ
µ ⟩ = ⟨HM ⟩+ ⟨Ha⟩, (6)

separate part of the mass decomposition will be gained,
provided with the calculation of the hadron mass M, the
quark condensate contribution ⟨HM ⟩ and the quark en-
ergy contribution ⟨HE⟩.
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B. Two-point and three-point function

The components of the mass decomposition can be ex-
tracted from the corresponding two-point and three-point
correlation functions.To construct the correlation func-
tion for the triply charmed baryon, similar to the Omega
baryon [51], we use the operator for the triply charmed
baryon as:

Oµ(x⃗, t) = ϵabc[ψa
α(x⃗, t)

T (Cγµ)αβψ
b
β(x⃗, t)]ψ

c
γ(x⃗, t), (7)

where C = γ2γ4 is the C-parity operator; α, β, γ repre-
sent the Dirac indices; a, b, c are the color indices; and
T is the transpose operator. To project onto a definite
parity, we use the following parity projection operator:

P± =
1

2
(1± γ4). (8)

Additionally, to project onto the triply charmed baryon
with a definite spin, we use the following spin projection
operators [52]: {

Pµν
3
2

= δµν − 1
3γ

µγν ,

Pµν
1
2

= 1
3γ

µγν .

In our study, only the spatial component of the triply
charmed baryon operator is considered. Therefore, the
baryon operator with a definite JP quantum number can
be expressed as:

Oi(x⃗, t) = (P±)ρρ′

×
∑
j

(PJ)
ij
ρ′γϵ

abc
[
ψa
α(x⃗, t)

T (Cγj)αβψ
b
β(x⃗, t)

]
ψc
γ(x⃗, t).

The hadron mass M can be obtained from the two-
point correlation function

C2(t) =
∑
x⃗

⟨O(x⃗, t)O†(⃗0, 0)⟩

=
∑
n

Z2
ne

−Mnt t→∞−−−→ Z2
0e

−M0t, (9)

Here, M0 represents the ground state hadron mass, and
Z0 is the overlap matrix element between the ground
state hadron and the hadron operator. Hadronic ma-
trix elements, such as the quark content ⟨HM ⟩ and the
quark momentum fraction ⟨x⟩q , can be extracted from
the three-point function

C3(t, t
′, J, Ô) =

∑
x⃗,y⃗

⟨O(x⃗, t)J(y⃗, t′)O†(⃗0, 0)⟩,(10)

t→∞−−−→ Z2
0e

−M0t⟨Ωccc|J (⃗0)|Ωccc⟩ (11)

where J(y⃗, t′) refers to the current operator correspond-
ing to each component. Here, we only considered the
contribution of the valence charm quark. For the quark

content ⟨Hm⟩, the corresponding current operator is as
follows:

ĤM (y⃗, t′) = mcψ̄
(c)(y⃗, t′)ψ(c)(y⃗, t′), (12)

where mc refers to the bare charm quark mass. For the
charm quark momentum fraction ⟨x⟩q, the current oper-
ator is

x̂q(y⃗, t
′) =

1

2
ψ̄(c)(y⃗, t′)(γ4

←→
D 4 −

1

3
γi
←→
D i)ψ

(c)(y⃗, t′). (13)

III. NUMERICAL DETAILS

In this calculation, we used the 2+1 flavor domain wall
fermion and Iwasaki gauge action configurations provided
by the RBC/UKQCD collaboration [55, 56]. Table I
presents the parameters of these gauge ensembles. For
the valence charm quark, we employ the overlap fermion
with exact chiral symmetry on the lattice, which ensures
that the valence charm quark mass matrix ⟨HM ⟩ is renor-
malization scale and scheme independent [53]. We adopt
the same valence charm quark mass as used in Ref [48]

TABLE I. The parameters for the configurations [48]

ensemble L3 × T a(fm) mπ(MeV) mca Ncfg

32I 323 × 64 0.0828(3) 300 0.493 305
48If 483 × 96 0.0711(3) 278 0.410 205

To extract the hadron mass, we directly fit the two-
point correlation function. Considering the unphysi-
cal oscillatory behavior introduced by the Domain Wall
fermion [54], we use the following fitting function for the
two-point function:

C2(t) = A0e
−Mt

(
1 +A1e

−δmt
)
+W (−1)te−M̃t.

In this expression, e−δmt represents the contribution from

the excited state, and e−M̃t is the oscillating term. The
parameters A0 and A1 are free parameters to be deter-
mined through the fitting process. This approach allows
us to account for and mitigate the effects of oscillations
in the data when determining the hadron mass.
The effective masses of the two triply charmed baryons

with quantum numbers JP = 3
2

+
and JP = 3

2

−
, obtained

from two different lattice configurations, are depicted in
Fig. [Effective Mass]. In the figure, the dark color band
represents our fitting range, while the light color band
indicates the extrapolation results. The masses of the two
different triply charmed baryons are provided in Table. II.
This table summarizes the numerical values of the masses
obtained from our analysis, highlighting the difference
between the positive and negative parity state.
To obtain the charmness content ⟨HM ⟩ and the charm

quark momentum fraction ⟨x⟩q, we need to calculate the
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FIG. 1. Effective mass meff = ln
(

C2(t+1)
C2(t)

)
for two triply charmed baryon states on 323 × 64 (top) and 483 × 96 (bottom)

configurations.

TABLE II. The hadron mass for two triply charmed baryon
states on 323×64 (top) and 483×96 (bottom) configurations,
along with the fitting range [tmin − tmax] and χ

2/d.o.f .

ensemble JP M(GeV) [tmin − tmax] χ2/d.o.f

32I 3
2

+
4.804(20) 10-27 0.76

3
2

−
5.064(51) 10-25 1.4

48If 3
2

+
4.793(21) 13-38 0.42

3
2

−
5.071(27) 10-25 0.85

∞ 3
2

+
4.762(98)

3
2

−
5.09(18)

corresponding three-point correlation functions. Similar
to the approach in [48], we use the summed current se-
quential source method to compute the three-point func-
tion. The corresponding current-summed three-point
function is given by

C3(t, J, Ô) =
∑
t′

C3(t, t
′, J, Ô)

=
∑
y,c

⟨ΓGJ
c (y⃗, t; 0)G(y⃗, t; 0)G(y⃗, t; 0)⟩, (14)

where the sum over c represents the various possible
contractions of the current coupling to a quark propaga-
tor and GJ

c denotes the current sequential propagator:

GJ
c (y⃗, t; 0) =

∑
x⃗,t′

G(y⃗, t; x⃗, t′)J(x⃗, t′)G(x⃗, t′; 0),

and Γ represents the product of the initial and final state
γ matrices. For simplicity, the contraction over color
indices is omitted.
We define the ratio of the three-point function to the

corresponding two-point function as

R(t, J, Ô) ≡ C3(t, J, Ô)

C2(t, Ô)
.

When t is large enough to ignore the contributions from
excited states, the hadronic matrix elements can be de-
termined using the following expressions:

⟨HM ⟩(t) = R(t, ĤM , Q̂)−R(t− 1, ĤM , Q̂)

M⟨x⟩q(t) = R(t, x̂, Q̂)−R(t− 1, x̂, Q̂)
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TABLE III. The charmness content ⟨HM ⟩ for two triply
charmed baryon states on 323×64 (top) and 483×96 (bottom)
configurations, along with the corresponding fitting range
[tmin − tmax] and χ

2/d.o.f .

ensemble JP ⟨HM ⟩(GeV) [tmin − tmax] χ
2/d.o.f

32I 3
2

+
3.192(13) 10-27 0.062

3
2

−
3.098(38) 11-16 0.38

48If 3
2

+
3.185(19) 13-38 0.089

3
2

−
3.114(60) 10-21 0.33

TABLE IV. The charmed quark momentum fraction ⟨x⟩q for
two triply states on 323 × 64 (top) and 483 × 96 (bottom)
configurations, along with the corresponding fitting range
[tmin − tmax] and χ

2/d.o.f .

ensemble JP ⟨x⟩q [tmin − tmax] χ
2/d.o.f

32I 3
2

+
0.7960(18) 10-27 0.096

3
2

−
0.7878(99) 7-18 1.7

48If 3
2

+
0.7653(33) 13-38 0.12

3
2

−
0.7623(42) 7-24 1.1

This method provides an effective way to suppress ex-
cited state contamination by focusing on the difference
in the ratio R at successive time slices. As the contri-
bution from excited states diminishes at large t, this ap-
proach enhances the accuracy of extracting the desired
hadronic matrix elements. By minimizing the influence
of excited states, we obtain more reliable results for the
ground state properties of the system being studied.

We use the following formulas to fit the hadronic ma-
trix elements from ⟨HM ⟩(t) and ⟨x⟩q(t):

⟨HM ⟩(t) = ⟨HM ⟩+A′
1e

−δmt + tA′
2e

−δmt

M⟨xq⟩(t) =M⟨xq⟩+A′
3e

−δmt + tA′
4e

−δmt,

where A′
1, A

′
2, A

′
3, and A′

4 are free parameters, and the
exponential terms are used to absorb the contribution
from excited states. This fitting approach helps to iso-
late the effects of the ground state by accounting for and
minimizing the influence of excited states.

The charmness content ⟨HM ⟩ and charmed quark mo-
mentum fraction ⟨x⟩q are shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3,
where the dark color band is our fitting range and the
light color band shows the extrapolation results. Ta-
ble III and Table IV are the fitting results of the cor-
responding hadron matrix elements. Our results reveal
that, on two different configurations, the charmness con-

tent of the orbital excited state 3
2

−
is slightly smaller

than that of the ground state 3
2

+
.

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Mass spectrum

Before delving into the mass decomposition of the
triply charmed baryon, let’s briefly review and discuss
the mass spectrum. Numerous lattice QCD studies have
been conducted on the spectrum, and we have compiled
their results alongside ours in Table V ,which are also
presented more intuitively in Fig.4.Regarding the ground
3
2

+
state, most of the results are in good agreement with

each other. Relatively, the result of Ref [42] is lower
as 4.6769(46)(30). However, the result is updated to
4.746(4)(32) when simulations were performed on con-
figurations with the physical pion mass in Ref [41]. Our

results for the 3
2

+
state are consistent with the other lat-

tice calculations within error bars, despite not extrapo-
lating to the continuum limit as only two lattices were

simulated. For the p-wave 3
2

−
state, the correspond-

ing lattice calculations are fewer, and the uncertainties
are relatively larger. Our results align closely with those
of the TRJQCD collaboration but are slightly smaller
than the results from the HSC and TWQCD collabora-
tions. Considering that TRJQCD performed simulations
on configurations close to the physical pion mass, the
results we obtained here appear reasonable. After our
work, two recent studies have also calculated the masses
of the triply charmed baryon [55, 56].In summary, the
mass spectrum we have obtained is consistent with other
lattice calculations, indicating the reliability of our out-
comes within the current computational constraints.

B. Mass decomposition

In this work, we have neglected the sea charm quark
mass term ⟨Hc,sea

M ⟩ for calculation convenience. This is
a reasonable approximation, as ⟨Hc,sea

M ⟩ is estimated to

be less than 100 MeV for both 3
2

+
and 3

2

−
states on

either lattice configurations, based on the heavy quark
expansion [50],

⟨Hc,sea
M ⟩ = 2

27

(
1

1 + γm(µ)
M − ⟨Hc,v

M ⟩
)
+O(αs),

where γm(µ) ≈ 2α(µ)
π is the quark anomalous dimension,

and α(µ = mc) ≈ 0.37 is taken from Ref [57]. Regarding
the light and strange sea quarks, we conjecture that it
is also safe to neglect their contributions, based on the
observation that their total contribution is less than 40
MeV in charmonium [48]. Disconnected diagrams are
also not considered, so their contribution is absorbed in
the QCD anomaly term Ha and the glue energy term
Hg. Possibly this is the reason why the values of Ha

and Hg we obtained in the triply charmed baryon are
slightly larger than those in charmonium states, as shown
in Table VI.
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FIG. 2. Effective matrix elements of the charmness content ⟨HM ⟩ for two triply charmed baryon states on 323 × 64 (top) and
483 × 96 (bottom) configurations.

Nevertheless, the total valence charm quark contri-
bution Hq remains the main contributor to the triply
charmed baryon mass, accounting for approximately 75%
of the total mass. This is consistent with the pattern
observed in charmonium but differs from that in light
baryons, where the trace anomaly contribution is more
significant. Additionally, the mass decomposition pro-
vides insights into the nature of the mass splitting be-

tween the s-wave ( 32
+
) and p-wave ( 32

−
) states. Our cal-

culations show that the mass splitting is about 250 MeV,
with the primary difference between these states coming
from the quark energy term, contributing around 200
MeV. In contrast, the differences in the QCD anomaly
term Ha and the glue energy term Hg are less than 100
MeV. It is different with that in charmonium, where the
mass splitting is not only sensitive with HE , but also
sensitive with Hg and Ha.

The mass decompositions of charmonium that we pre-
viously calculated are also listed in Table VI for com-
parison. The quark mass contribution HM in the triply
charmed baryon is about 3

2 times that in charmonium.
This is consistent with the scenario that a baryon is com-
posed of three valence quarks, while a meson is composed
of two. In fact, the quark condensate contribution is sim-
ilar to the well-known sigma term in nucleon physics. We

define the renormalized charmness matrix element in the
triply charmed baryon in accordance with the sigma term
defined in nucleaon physics as:

MS ≡ ⟨Ωccc(k⃗ = 0)|ZSψ̄cψc|Ωccc(k⃗ = 0)⟩ (15)

where ZS is the renormalization constant of the scalar
current. With ZS = [1.009(16), 1.008(26)] on the two
ensembles adopted from Ref. [58, 59], the charmness ma-

trix element for the triply charmed baryon 3
2

+
and 3

2

−

states that we obtained are listed in Table VI, alongside
those of charmonium that we previously calculated. It
is shown that the charmness matrix elements in triply
charmed baryons are greater than that in charmonium.
This difference arises primarily because the scalar cur-
rent operator couples to the triply charmed baryon with
a factor of 3, whereas the corresponding factor for char-
monium is 2. If we remove the associated factors, we
obtain the relations 1

3MS(Ω) ∼ 1
2MS(c̄c) ∼ 0.9.

For comparison, we have also calculated the rest energy

composition of the ground state 3
2

+
and orbitally excited

state 3
2

−
triply charmed baryons within the framework

of the constituent quark model. Following Ref [16], the
Hamiltonian for the triply charmed baryon can be ex-
pressed as:
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FIG. 3. Effective matrix elements of valence charmed quark momentum fraction ⟨x⟩q for two triply charmed baryon states on
323 × 64 (top) and 483 × 96 (bottom) configurations.

FIG. 4. Current Lattice QCD calculation results for the
masses of two triply charmed baryons.

H =Mq + T + VC + VG,

where Mq and T denote the mass and kinetic energy of
the constituent quarks, respectively. VC and VG rep-
resent the confinement potential and the one-gluon ex-
change potential, respectively.The corresponding values

ofMq, T, VC , and VG for both the 3
2

+
and 3

2

−
states have

been calculated and are shown in Table VII, using the
same parameters adopted in Ref [16].

The constituent quark mass terms for the 3
2

+
and

3
2

−
states are identical, each being three times the con-

stituent quark mass. In this framework, the mass split-

ting between the 3
2

+
and 3

2

−
states primarily arises from

the potential energy terms VC and VG, because the con-
stituent quark mass is constant and the kinetic energy
terms are comparable between the two states.The influ-
ences of the two potential terms VC and VG act in op-
posite directions. The confinement potential VC has a
constructive impact on the hadron mass, while the one-
gluon exchange potential VG has a destructive effect. The
3
2

−
state has a stronger confinement potential coupled

with a weaker one-gluon exchange potential, leading to

a slightly higher mass compared to the 3
2

+
state, which

aligns with lattice QCD calculations.

It is quite complex to directly relate quantities defined
in lattice QCD with those in quark models. However, a
phenomenological link between these two pictures can be
considered. The confinement potential VC in the quark
model describes the quark confinement effect. In lat-
tice QCD, the confinement potential of a quark-antiquark
pair relates to the gluon contribution Hg

a = β
2gF

µνFµν in

the QCD anomaly term Ha, which can be calculated us-
ing the Wilson loop. In our calculation the QCD anomaly

term Ha contributes about 0.4 GeV in 3
2

+
state and 0.49
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TABLE V. The masses of the ground state Ωccc(1
4S3/2+) and the orbital excited state Ωccc(1

2P3/2−) calculated by us on

323 × 64 (48If) and 483 × 96 (32I) configurations are shown alongside the results from other lattice QCD collaborations. The
corresponding number of the flavor (Nf ), lattice spacings (a), the pion mass (mπ), the actions of the relevant sea (Ssea

q ) and

valence charm (Sval
c ) quarks are also included for comparison. The abbreviations HISQ and RHQA stand for highly-improved

staggered quark and relativistic heavy-quark action, respectively.

Collaboration Nf a(fm) mπ(GeV ) Ssea
q Sval

c Ωccc(
3
2

+
)(GeV ) Ωccc(

3
2

−
)(GeV )

[Ours]48If 2+1 0.0711(3) 0.278 Domain-wall Overlap 4.793(21) 5.071(27)
[Ours]32I 2+1 0.0828(3) 0.3 Domain-wall Overlap 4.804(20) 5.064(51)

[Ours]continuum 2+1 4.762(98) 5.09(18)
TRJQCD [40] 2+1 0.0907(13) 0.156(9) Clover Clover 4.817(12) 5.083(67)

C.Alexandrou et al. [41] 2 0.0938(3)(2) 0.130 Twisted Mass OS 4.746(4)(32) -
TWQCD [44] 2+1+1 0.063 0.280 Domain-wall Domain-wall 4.766(5)(11) 5.168(37)(51)
K.U.Can [38] 2+1 0.0907(13) 0.156(7)(2) Wilson Clover 4.769(6) -

Z.S.Brown et al. [37] 2+1 0.085-0.11 0.227-0.419 Domain-wall RHQA 4.796(8)(18) -
ETMC [39] 2+1+1 0.065-0.094 0.210-0.430 Twisted Mass Twisted Mass 4.734(12)(11)(9) -
HSC [36] 2+1 0.0351(2) 0.390 Clover Clover 4.763(6) 5.124(13)

PACS-CS [35] 2+1 0.0899 0.135(6) Clover RHQA 4.789(22) -
R.A.Briceno et al. [34] 2+1+1 0.06-0.12 0.220-0.310 HISQ RHQA 4.761(52)(21)(6) -

S.Durr et al. [43] 2 0.0728(5)(19) 0.280 Wilson Brillouin 4.774(24) -
C.Alexandrou et al. [42] 2 0.0561(1)-0.089(1) 0.260-0.450 Twisted Mass OS 4.6769(46)(30) -

GeV in 3
2

−
state, in comparison with that VCcontributes

0.47 GeV in 3
2

+
state and 0.63 GeV in 3

2

−
state in quark

model. Ha and VC are seem to be compatible in 3
2

+

state and not far away in 3
2

−
state. So it maybe reason-

able to construct relation between Ha and VC . However,
the constituent quark mass in the quark model is signifi-
cantly heavier than the valence quark mass used in lattice
QCD. One may conjecture that the valence quarks may
be dressed by gluons and incorporate the effects of possi-
ble quark condensation. Mq in the quark model may ab-
sorb effects ofHa andHg defined in lattice QCD. It is also
notice that the constituent quark mass is relatively fixed
in quark model. Hence the kinetic term T and potential
terms VC and VG defined in the quark model should re-
flect a mixed effect of HE , HM , Hg, and Ha that defined
in lattice QCD. This highlights how theoretical interpre-
tations from different frameworks can complement each
other in understanding the nature of hadron masses.

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we have studied the mass decomposition
of triply charmed baryon under the framework of lattice
QCD . The two lowest triply charmed baryons with JP

as 3
2

+
and 3

2

−
have been calculated on two lattice en-

sembles. An appropriate mass spectrum is obtained, dis-
playing consistency with the other theories. The mass de-

compositions of both 3
2

+
and 3

2

−
triply charmed baryon

states on two lattices are gained. It is found that the
total valence charm quark contribution Hq dominate in
triply charmed baryon. It is in line with the pattern of
charmonium but different from that of the nucleon case,
where the trace anomaly contribution plays a major role.

We also calculate the mass decomposition of these two

FIG. 5. The mass decomposition for two triply charmed
baryon states on 323 × 64 (top) and 483 × 96 (bottom) con-
figurations.

states in constituent quark model and a brief comparison
of these two results have been given. The mass difference

between the ground state 3
2

+
and the orbital excited state

3
2

−
is from the quark energy ⟨HE⟩ in the framework of

lattice QCD. On the other hand, the difference almost
comes from the potential energy of three valence charm
quarks in the constituent quark model. It seems that

the mass splitting between the ground state 3
2

+
and the

orbital excited state 3
2

−
of the triply charmed baryons
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TABLE VI. Mass decomposition of the two triply charmed baryon states on on 323 × 64 (top) and 483 × 96 (bottom) con-
figurations, along with the mass decomposition of charmonium states. The charmness matrix element Msare also listed for
comparison.

JP M(GeV) ⟨HM ⟩(GeV) ⟨HE⟩(GeV) ⟨Hg⟩(GeV) 1
4
⟨Ha⟩(GeV) MS

3
2

+
4.804(20) 3.192(13) 0.474(17) 0.735(30) 0.403(6) 2.742(46)

3
2

−
5.064(51) 3.098(38) 0.669(56) 0.806(86) 0.492(16) 2.661(54)

J/ψ 3.104(02) 2.162(02) 0.264(03) 0.442(02) 0.2355(07) 1.857(30)
χc1 3.434(11) 2.101(30) 0.335(37) 0.664(28) 0.333(08) 1.805(39)
3
2

+
4.793(21) 3.185(19) 0.362(22) 0.844(37) 0.402(07) 2.822(76)

3
2

−
5.071(27) 3.114(60) 0.564(50) 0.904(84) 0.489(16) 2.759(90)

J/ψ 3.100(01) 2.139(01) 0.2116(25) 0.509(02) 0.2403(04) 1.895(50)
χc1 3.480(18) 2.063(38) 0.387(47) 0.676(37) 0.354(11) 1.828(58)

TABLE VII. Mass decomposition in quark model, M is the
hadron mass of triply charmed baryon.

JP M(GeV) Mq(GeV) T (GeV) VC(GeV) VG(GeV)
3
2

+
4.83 4.45 0.53 0.47 -0.63

3
2

−
5.16 4.45 0.54 0.63 -0.46

from the picture of the constituent quark model is con-
sistent with our results from lattice QCD. However, the
relationship between the contributions of various compo-
nents in the mass decomposition based on QCD theory
and the phenomenological model remains to be explored
in future research.
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