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1 Introduction

Over the past two decades, hadrons containing heavy quarks have been extensively
explored, see e.g. Refs. [1-6] for recent reviews. This is not only because of the high
experimental interest of completing the hadron spectroscopy, but also due to the theoretical
importance in understanding the low-energy dynamics of quantum chromodynamics (QCD).
Amongst them, the doubly heavy baryons, predicted by conventional quark model [7],
have attracted quite a few attentions. They offer a unique platform for investigating the
non-perturbative dynamics of light quarks in the environment of two heavy quarks and,
consequently, can be used to test the correctness of theoretical frameworks such as the
QCD-inspired quark model, the non-relativistic factorization theory [8] and so on.

Experimental attempts have been made to hunt for doubly heavy-flavored baryons
since 2002 [9, 10|, but their existence has been under controversy till 2017. In 2017, the

LHCDb collaboration announced the first successful observation of such states [11]. It was
=++

—cc

mode X" — ATK - 7ntnt. The existence of the EF " state was later confirmed through

another decay mode =}t — Zfn™ [12]. It should be noted that searching for doubly

—cc

reported that a doubly charmed baryon with high significance is observed via the decay

charmed baryons in the above two decay modes was previously suggested by the theoretical
work [13]. Determinations of the properties of the =1 baryon are conducted subsequently,
e.g., measurements of its life time [14], mass [15] and production cross section [16]. On the
other hand, the quark content of =} is assigned to be [ccu] in the quark model. Therefore,
its SU(3) partners, ZF and QF, with contents [ccd] and [ces] respectively, are expected to
exist and are hoped to be observed at LHCb. Thereby, searches for the two states are
carried out and are still ongoing. Yet, no evidence of observation has been found [17-19].

In fact, the search for ZF, was initially performed by the SELEX collaboration twenty
years ago [9]. However, the SELEX results of Z, reported in Refs. |9, 10] are not confirmed
by any other collaborations: FOCUS at Tevatron (proton-antiproton) collider [20], BaBar
and Belle at electron-positron colliders |21, 22|, and LHCb at proton-proton collider [17, 18|.
Even worse, the experimental value of the ZF, mass by SELEX is inconsistent with theoreti-
cal determinations obtained by relativistic quark model [23], effective potential models [24],
heavy quark effective theory [25], lattice QCD [26-28], etc.. See also e.g. Ref. [29] for a
brief review. The aforementioned facts lead to a long-standing puzzle in questioning the
existence of doubly charmed baryons. The puzzle has been solved partly by the observation
of ZX 1 at LHCD [11, 12]. And hopefully, it will be addressed completely in the foreseeable
future, as the LHC record condition keeps improved so as to overcome the drawbacks caused
by the short life times of Zf, and QF, [30].

The discovery of the 21 has stimulated a multitude of works on the theoretical side.
Various approaches have been employed to decipher the underlying information of these dou-
bly heavy baryons. Static properties, decays and productions of the doubly charmed baryons
have been widely studied via quark model [31-34]|, extended chromomagnetic model [35],
SU(3) symmetry method [36, 37|, operator product expansion [38], QCD sum rules [39-42],
lattice QCD [43, 44] and so on.

The doubly heavy baryons are composed of two heavy quarks (@) and one light quark



(q), where both heavy quark symmetry as mg — oo and chiral symmetry as mgy — 0 will
manifest. Therefore, the doubly heavy baryons provide a novel platform to study heavy
quark symmetry and chiral symmetry of light quarks simultaneously. In particular, the
two heavy quarks in the baryons usually act as a form of compact heavy diquark. In the
heavy quark limit (HQL), the heavy diquark belongs to the color 3. representation and
serves as a static color source for the light quarks. The same color dynamics arises in the
mesons containing a single heavy antiquark. The correspondence between a heavy diquark
and a single heavy antiquark is known as heavy diquark-antiquark (HDA) symmetry. In
consequence, the doubly heavy baryons can be related to the mesons with a heavy antiquark
component through HDA symmetry [45]. In practice, effective field theories (EFTS) are
efficient and powerful in the sense that they can easily implement all such kind of symmetries
through the approach of constructing pertinent effective Lagrangians.

Chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) [46-48] is the low-energy EFT of QCD, which is
a powerful tool to explore hadron physics in the non-perturbative regime. It has achieved
great triumphs in the pure mesonic sector. Meanwhile, various extensions have been de-
veloped in the past years [49-51]. Note that, ChPT for heavy hadrons is comprehensively
reviewed in Ref. [6]. The version extended to the single-baryon sector [52] is known as
baryon chiral perturbation theory (BChPT). However, when baryon fields are incorporated
as explicit degrees of freedom in the theory, the notable power counting breaking (PCB)
problem arises due to the non-zero mass of the baryons in the chiral limit. Many ap-
proaches have been proposed in order to remedy this issue. The most popular ones are the
heavy-baryon (HB) formalism [53|, the infrared regularization (IR) prescription [54] and
the extended-on-mass-shell (EOMS) renormalization scheme [55]. Thereinto, the EOMS
scheme not only restores the correct power counting but also respects the original analytic
structure. Furthermore, it has been demonstrated that better convergence properties can
be established compared to other approaches; see Refs. [50, 56] for reviews.

Within the framework of BChPT, the properties such as masses and magnetic moments
of the doubly charmed baryons have been investigated in Refs. [57-64|. For the scattering
of pseudoscalar Nambu-Goldstone bosons (NGB) off doubly charmed baryons, Ref. [65]
conducts a lead-order (LO) BChPT calculation. Unitarization of the LO chiral amplitude
is carried out so as to search for possible exotic doubly charmed states. The low-lying
spectrum of the double-charm baryons with negative parity was further studied in Ref. [66]
by using a chiral potential of next-to-leading order (NLO). In Ref. [67], the scattering
lengths of NGB and doubly charmed baryons are calculated up to next-to-next-to-leading
order (NNLO) in the HB formalism. For a relativistic chiral description of the doubly
charmed baryons, complete and minimal set of chiral effective Lagrangians have already
been constructed up to O(p*) in Ref. [68], with p collectively denoting the chiral expansion
parameters. However, a systematical one-loop analysis of the interactions between the
doubly charmed baryons and NGBs in manifestly relativistic BChPT at one-loop order is
still lacking.

In present work, we have calculated the scattering amplitudes for the interactions of
NGBs and doubly charmed baryons in the covariant BChPT up to NNLO, i.e. the leading
one-loop order. The ultraviolet (UV) divergences stemming from the loops are removed



by utilizing the modified minimal subtraction scheme, namely, the MS — 1 scheme. Fur-
thermore, we have explicitly checked that the PCB terms can be absorbed exactly via a
finite shifts of the low energy constants (LECs) according to the essence of EOMS scheme.
In this way, we obtain the EOMS-renormalized chiral amplitude, which is renormalization-
scale independent and can be used to derive physical observable of interest. Moreover, the
obtained one-loop amplitudes possess proper analytic structure and correct power counting.
And hence they are very suited to perform chiral extrapolation, when relevant lattice QCD
data are available in future. In addition, our one-loop amplitudes can be applied to evalu-
ate finite-volume corrections of lattice QCD results by merely substituting all the involved
one-loop integrals with their finite counterparts that are uniformly formulated in Ref. [69].

For the lack of available data from experiments or lattice QCD at present, we have to
estimate the unknown LECs in chiral effective Lagrangians by imposing the HDA symmetry
mentioned above. Specifically, the unknown LECs in our case can be related to the ones
involved in the D¢ scatterings, where D and ¢ stand for charmed D mesons and NGBs,
respectively. Fortunately, the values D¢ LECs have been well determined by performing
fits to lattice QCD data of the S-wave D¢ scatting lengths in Refs. [70-73]. In fact, two
of the O(p?) LECs, by and by, have been determined by fitting to lattice QCD data on the
doubly charmed baryon masses in Ref. [63]. We find that the values of b; and by obtained
in Ref. [63] agree well with those by HDA symmetry, indicating the feasibility of the use of
HDA symmetry in this work. The remaining LECs, that can not be constrained by HDA
symmetry, are set to zero in line with the ansatz of naturalness of LECs.

Given that the LECs are pinned down, we predict the S- and P-wave scattering lengths
for the elastic channels with definite strangeness S and isospin I. For S-wave scattering
lengths, our relativistic results turn out to be qualitatively consistent with the ones obtained
in the HB approach [67]. Sizable relativistic recoil corrections exist, for instance, in the
channel of Z.,.K — Z..K with (S,I) = (—1,0). In Ref. [67], the contributions from the
diagrams, which should vanish exactly only in the HQL, are ignored. We have explicitly
verified that those HQL-vanishing diagrams indeed contribute marginally to the S-wave
scattering lengths in the real world with a finite heavy quark mass. In HQL, since the
spin-3/2 and spin-1/2 doubly charmed baryons degenerate into a heavy quark spin (HQS)
multiplet, they should be treated on equal footing. Therefore, we assess the influence of
the spin-3/2 states on the scattering lengths by incorporating them as explicit degrees
of freedom into the effective Lagrangians. As expected, they mainly affect the P-wave
scattering lengths with quantum numbers JX = %+. Their contributions to the S-wave
scattering lengths are negligible. As byproducts, we also discuss the so-called resonance
contribution to the LECs by integrating out the spin-3/2 baryons.

For future reference, S-wave phase shifts are calculated for the channels of elastic
scatterings in the energy regions close to the lowest thresholds under consideration. Future
lattice QCD simulations of the low-energy interactions between doubly charmed baryons
and NGBs are necessary to explore the spectrum of the doubly heavy baryons. Our S-wave
phase shifts can be associated directly with the energy levels at non-zero momenta via the
famous Liischer formula [74] and its generalizations |75-78|.

The layout of this manuscript is described as follows. Formal aspects for the scattering



amplitude are introduced in section 2, where Lorentz decomposition, the strangeness-isospin
structure and partial wave projection are briefly illustrated. Details on the calculation of
the chiral amplitudes are exhibited in section 3. Chiral effective lagrangians relevant to
our calculation up to NNLO are displayed in subsection 3.2. Tree-level and loop ampli-
tudes are given in subsections 3.3 and 3.4, respectively. Section 4 complies the procedure of
renormalization of the one-loop amplitudes within the EOMS scheme. In section 5.1, the
values of the LECs are estimated. The S-wave and P-wave scattering lengths are calcu-
lated in subsection 5.2. Subsection 5.3 discusses the impact of the spin-3/2 doubly charmed
baryons. The S-wave phase shifts for the channels of elastic scatterings are presented in
subsection 5.4. Finally, section 6 comprises our summary and outlook. The S-functions
concerning the UV- and EOMS-subtractions are relegated to appendices A and B, respec-
tively. Appendix C contains the definition of loop integrals and explicit expressions of loop
corrections for the masses and wave function renormalization constants. Application of
HDA symmetry to the estimation of the LEC values is detailed in appendix D.

2 Formal aspects of scattering amplitude

2.1 Lorentz structure of the amplitude

The scattering process of 11 (p)p1(q) — ¥2(p")d2(¢’), with momenta indicated in paren-
theses, is described by the Lorentz-invariant amplitude, which can be decomposed as

Toioinin(6:0) =00, ) {A6.0) + 304 0BG 0 futo) . (2)

Here, 112 € {211, 2%, Q} represent the incoming and outgoing doubly charmed baryons
respectively, while ¢1 2 € {n*, 7% K* K° KO, n} are the incoming and outgoing Goldstone
bosons in order. The symbols ¢ and ¢’ denote the spins of the corresponding baryons. The

Mandelstam variables are defined by

s=p+a? t=@-p), u=@p-q)% (2:2)

which satisfy the constraint s + ¢t + u = mil + mfbl + m?pQ + méQ = Y. The Lorentz
decomposition of the scattering amplitude is not unique, an alternative form is given by

- /
i q,,qy

Mapy + My,

Tororsimin(5:1) = (0 0 {D<s,t> ; B(s,w} upo).  (23)

with o#” = L[y*,4"]. The new function D(s, ¢) is related to A and B via

S—Uu

Dis,t) = Alst) ¥ vBls1) v = g )

(2.4)
Similar to the situation in pion-nucleon scattering, the decomposition in terms of D and B is
more suited to perform chiral expansion 79|, while the other is more practically convenient
for the extraction of the structure functions A and B.



2.2 Amplitudes for given strangeness and isospin

The doubly charmed baryons and the pseudoscalar NGBs fill the representations of the
SU(3) flavor group of the light (u,d,s) quarks. Namely, they belong to the SU(3) triplets
and octets, respectively. In consequence, there exist a multitude of physical scattering
amplitudes corresponding to the various charge states showing up in the multiplets. These
scattering amplitudes can be classified, thanks to the conservation of strangeness (S) and
isospin (I). As a result, the general meson-baryon scattering processes can categorized into
7 independent channels of interactions: 4 single-channel processes and 3 coupled-channel
ones. In practice, the amplitudes with definite (S, ) quantum numbers can be expressed
in terms of the physical amplitudes. Explicit relations are listed in the following.

(i) For the single channels with (S,1) = (-2, 3), (1,1), (1,0), (0, 3), one has

ngjf(i)fz g (8tu) =Tt - ot - (5,8,u), (2.5)
Ta ) ek (5,0,0) = Tops oo ymir per (5,8,0), (2.6)
75(3;%%_001( (s,t,u) = 2T+ ozt geo (8, 8,0) = Tott g Lzt gt (S5 6,u),  (2.7)
T i (500) = Tz (5:0,0). 28)

(ii) For the two-coupled channel with (S,I) = (=1, 1), the relations are given by

%ccii)}gccﬂ' (S t ) = 7;]2_c7r0—>ﬂjc7r0 (S’ t? u) 9 (2.9)
7:(}(1—)%_}( (s,t,u) = Topr go_zgr ko (s 1, 5) (2.10)
ﬁgccig_cck ( ) fﬁ++K *>Q+ (57 ta U) . (211)

(iii) For the two-coupled channel with (S,I) = (—1,0), the relations can be written as

D g (stw) = 2T gzt e () = Topi oz o (s t,5), (212)
1,0

%Ccngﬂccn (S 2 ) = %g:nﬁﬂjcn (87 t, u) ) (213)

’TE(CC;((ZQCJ) (S’ ’u) = \@’TEZFCKOﬁQan (87 t, u) . (2.14)

(iv) For the three-coupled channel with (S,1) = (0, %), the relations read

0,3) 3
T= = _(s,t,u) = 57‘52-C+7T+_>Ej‘c+7r+ (u,t,s) — T++

SeeTT—rZce™

:++ (s,t,u) 5 (215)

)

( 72) (

Syt u 71:;"‘c+77_>52"c+77 (S,t,’LL) )

Tz cn—+Zeen )= (2.16)
ég;%aﬂml( (s,t,u) = Tog k- ot k- (U1, 5), (2.17)
fccﬂ_)_ccn (s,t,u) = \fﬁ++7ro_>:++n (s,t,u), (2.18)
_(.E)Cﬂ—)QCCK (s,t,u) = V3Tott g otq0 (U1, 8), (2.19)
H(SC’;%Q,TK s, b, u) = Tot go_qt, (U1, 5) - (2.20)



In above, there are in total 16 scattering amplitudes with definite strangeness and isospin.
Nevertheless, they can be expressed in terms of 10 physical amplitudes, provided that
crossing symmetry is implemented.

2.3 Partial wave projection

The partial wave expansion of the scattering amplitude takes the form [80, 81]

Toin s (5:8) = V/2m /2y, Z { [+ 1) T (s) + €750 ()] Pul2)

=0

— (750 (5) = T5D(s)]ior - (& x @) Pé(Z)}m : (2.21)

where o = (01,09, 03) is a vector with components being Pauli matrices, and y (x) is the
spinor of the incoming (outgoing) baryon. Furthermore, ¢ = q/|q| and ¢ = q'/|d/| are
the directions of the incoming and outgoing Goldstone mesons, respectively. Py(z) is the
Legendre polynomial and Pj(z) is its derivative. z = cosf with @ the scattering angle. Here
¢ is the orbital momentum, and the notation ¢4 indicates the total angular momentum is
J=10+1.

In Eq. (2.21), the amplitude ’72(5’[) is the so-called dimensionless partial-wave am-
plitude, which possesses definite quantum numbers of strangeness .S, isospin I and total
angular momentum J. It is popular to redefine a new partial wave amplitude fz(j’l) via

TSNy = STV sy (2.22)

V21 /21, i

which is more preferable in investigations of the analytic properties [82]. The inversion of
Eq. (2.21) yields

laf”
2(Eyp, +my,)

167y/5 2 8+

712
< ] B (s) + lal ||

Ey, +m Ey, +m EFy +F
S S S
fz(iJ)(S) = \/ 1 wl\/ P2 V2 {Aé ’I)(S) + i Bé ’I)(

S,I S.I
B BEO)
2(Ey, +my,)  2(Ey, +my,)

2(Ey, + my,)

SI E +E S.1
_Aéil)(s) $1 "o Blgil)( ) (2 23)
(E¢1 + ml//l)(sz + miﬁz) ’
where Ags’]) and B éS’I) are given by
1
S, 1
Aé )(5) = /1 dcos® PZ(COS H)A(S’I)(Svt) |t:mfpl+mfb2—2Ew1E¢2+2\qu’|cosG’
1
S,
Bé )(8) = /_1 dcosd PZ(COS Q)B(SJ)(Svt) ‘t:mfbl+m?p2—2E¢1Ew2+2|q||q’|cos@ : (2'24)

In the above equations, Ey, (Ey,) is the energy of the incoming (outgoing) doubly charmed
baryon, Ey, (Eg,) denotes the energy of the incoming (outgoing) meson, and q (q') stands



for the three momentum of the incoming (outgoing) meson. In the center-of-mass (CM)
frame, one has

s+m2 —m? s—m?2 +m?
’d}l ¢z E¢ — dh (bz (Z — 1 2)

1 1
2 2
|“ = EA(S,mil,mil) , ‘q" = g/\(s,miymi) , (2.25)

&
!

with A(a, b, ¢) = a® + b% + ¢ — 2ab — 2ac — 2bc being the Killén function.
For an elastic scattering process ¥¢ — 1 ¢, the relevant partial wave amplitude féi’l) (s)
in Eq. (2.23) can be simplified to [83, 84]

- 167:\/§ {(B+my) |45 () + (V5 = my) B ()

(B = my) [-A) (5) + (Vo +my) B (5)] ] (2.26)

£ (s)

with
1
A§S’I) (5) = / dcost PK(COS H)A(SJ) (Sat) |t272q2(17c059)7
-1

1
B,ES’”(S) = /1 dcos @ Py(cos G)B(S’I)(s,t) \t:_qu(l_cosg) . (2.27)
Here £ = (s + mi - m%)/(2\/§) is the CM energy of doubly charmed baryon and |q| =
A2 (s, mi, mi)/(2\/§) refers to the modulus of the CM momentum.

2.4 Scattering length

Scattering length is one of the most important quantities characterizing the properties
of strong interaction. In what follows, we derive the formulae for the calculation of the
scattering lengths in the elastic scattering channels.

In the vicinity of threshold, the amplitudes fe(i’f)(s) in Eq. (2.26) can be expanded in
terms of the three momentum squared g2,

s S s S
fe(;tJ)(S) _ aé£1)qze + bgi’l)q%“ 4 Cé£1)q2e+4 + O(g2+9), (2.28)

The coefficients on the right hand side of the above equation are referred to as threshold

é‘i[), béi’l) and cé‘i’l), are

parameters. Specifically, the coefficients of the first three terms, a
called scattering lengths', effective ranges and shape parameters, in order.
In view of Eq. (2.26), the threshold expansion of fe(i’l) (s) can be obtained by expanding

AES’I)(s) and BéS’I)(s) in the same way as Eq. (2.28), i.e.,

S, I
AP (s)
B{*(s) = B* g 4 B2 4 R 4 0(g?t0) | (2.29)

AES’M)q%+A§S’I’”1)q2£+2+A§S’I’”2)q%+4+(9(q2£+6)

)

IThe scattering lengths for the P waves are also called scattering volumes.



Therefore, the S- and P-wave scattering lengths of our interest can be written as

(S.0) _ My A(S10) B(S.L.0)
o+ 87 (my + myg) ( 0 + Mg Do ) ’
(8.1) _ My ALY BSLL)
@it 87 (my + M) ( 1 T mebi ) ’
(SI) (S, 1 _ 4(8.1,0) (S,1,0)
a”’ = a7y 2y (mu & ) ( A + (2my + my) By ) . (2.30)

On the other hand, for small ¢, A(5D(s,t) and B®1(s,t) can be expressed as

2
ASD (5,8) = AGD (5,0) + 1 [9,AGD (s, 1) +5[83A(5’”<s,t)] +oee

t=0 2 t=0
2
B (s,¢) = BED(s5,0) + ¢ [atBW)(s,t)]t_O +% [a§B<SJ>(s,t)] b (231)

Substituting Eq. (2.31) in to Eq. (2.27), one can obtain the coefficients in Eq. (2.29). For
S and P waves, we get

A0 =2 [4D(s,0)] o B =2 [BEN(s,0)]

q?=0’

(s,,1) _ 4 (S.1)
B = 2 [atB (s,t)L:QqQ:O.

Eventually, with the help of Eq. (2.32) and Eq. (2.30), the S- and P-wave scattering
lengths in terms of A and B amplitudes are expressed as?

9?=0

4
Ags,l,n -2 [@A(S,I)(S’t)} (2.32)

t=0,q2=0"

(S.1) _ my A(ST) B(SI)
o4 A (mw + m¢) { |: (s, O):| q2=0 +mg |: (s, O):| q2=0 [’
(S.1) _ My ASD (g ¢ B (s ¢
i+ 67 (my + m¢){ [8,5 (s, )L:o,oﬁ:o tme [at (s, )Lzo,oﬁ:o ’
(S.0) _ (S.D) _ 1 A(S.D) (2 Bs.0)
o =) - A A0 60)] |~ @yt mg) [B060)]

(2.33)

Given that the expressions of the A and B functions are known, the above formulae can be
readily applied to obtain the scattering lengths analytically.

3 Calculation of the amplitude in BChPT

3.1 Power counting

The amplitudes for the processes of on-shell scatterings are multivariate functions of
masses and Mandelstam variables. Since the baryon masses are non-zero in the chiral limit,
the chiral expansion of the amplitudes in the vicinity of threshold can be organized in
powers of the following quantities,

2 2
s—m uU—m m
Yi/v2 Yi/¢2 /g2 <1,

— < 1, (3.1)
A2 A2 Ay A2

2Qur notation of the S-wave scattering length is the same as the one used in Ref. [67], but different from
the definition in Ref. [65] by a factor of 1/2, i.e., ao+ = a&m/z



with A, denoting the chiral symmetry breaking scale. Accordingly, the power counting
rules for those parameters are set as

Moy fapy ™ O(po)’ M, fpo O(pl), s mfbl/ﬂ)z ~ O(pl)’
u— m12/)1/1/)2 ~ O(pl)’ t~ O(pQ), (3.2)

where p is a collective symbol representing the small parameters.

An important feature in BChPT is that each Feynman diagram under consideration is
characterized by a chiral dimension D. Namely, the importance of the diagram is regarded
to be the order of (p/A,)”. In our case of one-baryon sector, the chiral dimension D for a
given diagram can be determined by the naive power counting rule,

D=4L+Y nV, 2041, (3.3)
n

with L the number of loops, V,, the number of the n'*-order vertices, I4 the number of
internal pion lines, and I, the number of internal doubly charmed baryon lines.

However, there exist pieces in the loop amplitudes, originating from the diagrams with
internal baryon lines, which violates the above power counting rule (3.3). These pieces are
known as PCB terms, as mentioned in the Introduction. The emergence of PCB terms
is due to the fact that the masses of doubly charmed baryons do not vanish in the chiral
limit, as pointed out by Ref. [52]. We will address this issue by using the EOMS scheme in
section 4.

3.2 Chiral effective Lagrangian

The chiral effective Lagrangian, which is relevant to our calculation of the meson-baryon
scattering amplitude up to O(p?), takes the form

Lo = Zz (2) Zzé;, (3.4)

with the superscripts ‘2¢” and ‘j’ in the brackets representing the chiral dimensions. For
the purely mesonic sector, we need the following terms [48]

£2 - T <8MU8“UT> n T <><UT + UXT> : (3.5)
249 = L (9,000 ) (U + Ut ) + Ls {9,000 (xUT + UXT) ) + Lo (xUT + UXT>2
+ L <UXTUXT + XUTXUT> o (3.6)

where (---) stands for the trace in the flavor space, F' is the pion decay constant in the
SU(3) chiral limit [51, 85|, and Ly (kK = 4,5,6,8) denote the mesonic LECs. The NGB
fields are collected in U, which reads

= exp ( \fqﬁ/F) . H= T —%TF? + %n K° |. (3.7)
K- K v ol
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Furthermore, in the isospin limit m, = mg = m, the chiral operator y can be written as
X = 2Bys = diag (m2,m2,2m3 —m2), (3.8)

where By = — (0|gq|0) /3F?, and (0|Gq|0) is the quark condensate in the chiral limit [47].

For the baryonic sector, we proceed with the SU(3) triplet ¢ in which the doubly
=++ =+

“cc 1 “cc

charmed baryons are contained. The physical states and QF, form the baryon

triplet 1, which reads
=t+
cc
v=|EL |. (3.9)
0

The full set of the chiral operators up to and including O(p*), describing the interactions
between Goldstone bosons and doubly charmed baryons, is constructed in Ref. [68]. In our
current case, the required terms are given as follows:

L) = (i —m) ¢+ Syt (3.10)
B ~ B B be

ﬁ, w () BT+ bt + b (u?) 6+ 5 ({u ) Dy + Ho )
1/) ((ufu”) Dy + H.c.) ) + ibptp [u, u”] o) (3.11)

,iﬂziqj) = Z'Cllllj [t BHY] 1) + %JJ (i [u", h?] 4Dy + H.c.) 1 + %& (i {u", h"*} 0,,,D,
4 7, y o
+H.c.)y + %@ZJ (io (Wh”P) Dy + H.c.) ¥ + cist {ul, X } 1570

+ c16uM Y5V (X4) ¥ + crysye (WX4) ¥ + icisysy [DF, X-] ¥

+ ic19975v ([D*, x=]) ¥ + c20t [X—, uH] vt (3.12)
where
1
D,=09,+T,, F#—§ T@m—l—u&u )
Uy =1 quauu—u('?NuJr , u:U%,
- 1
Xz = ulxul £ uxlu, X =Xz = 5 {xa)
hyw = Dy, + Dyuy, Dy ={D,, D,} . (3.13)

Here, m is the baryon mass in the chiral limit and g denotes the bare axial-vector coupling
constant. The baryonic LECs b; (j = 1,---,7) and ¢, (k = 11,---,20) are unknown
parameters in units of GeV~! and GeV~2, respectively. H.c. stands for terms obtained by
hermitian conjugation.

3.3 Tree amplitudes

According to the aforementioned power counting rule, the tree-level Feynman diagrams
contributing to the meson-baryon scattering amplitude up to O(p?®) are shown in Figure 1.
Note that the corresponding crossed diagrams are not displayed in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Tree diagrams for ¢ scattering up to O(p®). The solid and dashed lines stand for
doubly charmed baryons and NGBs, respectively. The relevant crossed diagrams are not shown
explicitly. Diagrams surviving in the HQL are indicated by boxed “HQL".

The LO tree-level amplitude takes the following form

2
Al = 55 [€F &) + P F@w)]

~ 8E2
(1) 2
W _Cwr 9 [W)parny a0
Btree - 4F2 4F2 [CS Q’(s) CU g(u)} ) (314)

with the functions F and G defined by

. (mdil + m¢2)(8 - mw1m¢2) + m(28 - m12111 B mi&)

)

s —m?2
S myy g, + m(my, + my,)
s —m?2

, (3.15)

where m is the mass of the intermediate doubly charmed baryons in the chiral limit. All
the involved coefficients are given in Table 1. The Weinberg-Tomazawa (WT) term, accom-
panied by the coefficient C\(}\l,)T, stems from diagram (b) in Figure 1. The s-channel diagram
(a) gives the terms proportional to cV
coefficient C’[(Jl ),

The O(p?) meson-baryon scattering amplitude reads

, while its crossed partner yields the pieces with

(2) 2 2 ¢ (2)
@ _ G @ Mo, T & @Qu—s
Atree - 6F2 + CQ : 92 : + 2m2F2,H(Sa t) + C4 F2 )
9 2 2(Mugpy + M)
B2, = 2 ) -

with
H(s,t) =2su— (s +u)X + mfm + msz + QmilmiQ + (mfpl + m?h)(mil + m?m) . (3.17)

The coefficients Ci(2) (¢ = 1,---,4) are compiled in Table 2. All of these coefficients are
obtained from diagram (c) of Figure 1.
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Table 1. Coefficients appearing in the tree amplitudes of O(p'). The exchanged doubly charmed
baryons are indicated in the square brackets. The scattering processes are categorized by strangeness

S and isospin I.

(S, 1) Processes C\()\l,)T g) C[(]l)
(=2,2) QK = QK | -2 0 2 [Zee
(1,1) Bk = E K | -2 0 2 [Qec]
(1,0) EeK = E.K | 2 0 —2 [Qee]
(0,3)  Eeem — Eger —2 0 2 [Eee
(=1,0) EK — Eo K 4 4 [Qcc] 0
Qeen = Qeen 0 % [Qcc] % [Qcc]
ECCK — Qccn _2\/§ _% [Qcc] % [Ecc]
(=1,1)  Qeerm — Qe 0 0 0
B K — Z. K 0 0 0
Qeem = Eee K -2 0 2 [Zee
(0,2)  Eeem — Eger 4 3 [Zee) —1 [Eed]
Ecel) = Ecel) 0 % [Ecc] % [Ecc
Qe K — QoK 2 2 [Zec] 0
EecT™ — Eeel 0 1 [Ecc] 1 [E'cc
e — Qe K \/6 \/6 [Ecc] 0
Eee) = QecK | V6 B [E.] 200 (0]

Table 2. Coefficients in the tree amplitudes of O(p?).

(S,1) Processes 61(2) CSZ) C?(,Z) Cf)
(-2,1) QK — Q..K —4(6by + ba)m?2 2(bs + 2by)  4(bs+bg)  —2b7
(1,1) ZeK — K —4(6b1 + bo)m3 2(bg +2by)  4(bs+bs)  —2br
(1,0) ZeeK — K —4(6by — 5by)m3 —2(b3 — 2by) —4(bs —bg)  2br
(0,2)  Eeem — e —4(6by + by)m?2 2(bs + 2by)  4(bs+bg)  —2by
(=1,0) EoK — Eo K —8(3by + 2ba)m3% 4(bg +by)  4(2b5+bg)  4by

Qeen = Qeen | —32(3by + 2b2)m3% + (8b1 + L2by)m?Z  3(2b3 + 3bs) 5 (4bs + 3bs) 0
EecK = Qeen 2v/3by(5m3% — 3m2) —Z=b; —5bs  —2V3br
(-1,1)  Qeem = Qeer —8(3by — ba)m?2 4by 4bg 0
Eee K = E. K —8(3by — ba)m3 4by 4bg 0
Qeem™ — ECCR —6by (m%( + mi) 2bs 4bs —2by
(0,2)  Eeem — e —4(6by + bg)m?2 2(bs + 2by)  4(bs + bg) 4by
Beel) = Zeetl | —32(3by — ba)m%k + (8b1 — Rbo)ym?2  Z(bs + 6bs)  4(bs + 3be) 0
Qe K — Q. K —4(6by + bg)m%( 2(bs + 2b4) 4(bs + bﬁ) 2b,
BeeT = Eeel) —12bym?2 203 4bs 0
Bee = Qe K —3/6ba(m2 + m2) V/6b3 21/6bs5 V/6by
Zeet) = VoK V6by (5m2 — 3m2) — ¥Bp, — 246y, V6b7
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The tree-level amplitude at O(p?) can be written as

(myy —my,)
ARl = O = m2, )t + (md, —m, ) (s — )
3 (s =) @) | a(3)) M~ My
+ 1 [(cg?’) + Y F(s)+ (e + Cé?’))}‘(u)} ,
2(m2 +m2 —t) 20
Bl e ATt Tl 2O ) (s - P+ (i, )
_ @20 mu)(my, +myy) 2(cs” - i)
3 mE?2 F?
g
- o€+ ef60s) - €+ ¢50)] (5.18)

The coefficients are shown in Tables 3, 4 and 5. The Ci(?)) (i = 1,---,5) are obtained
from diagram (f), which corresponds to the contact contribution of O(p®). The s-channel
exchange diagrams, (d) and (e), generate the terms with coefficients Cég) and CE(;S), and their
crossed diagrams are responsible for the contributions with coefficients C§3) and Cé?’).

Table 3. Coefficients in the tree amplitudes of O(p?).

(S,1) Processes C§3> C§3) C§3) Cﬁg’) Cés)
(—2,2) QoK = QoK | —2c11 —2c12 2(c13 + c14) 2co0m% —2c00m%
(1, 1) Zee K = ZEc K —2c11 —2c12 2(013 + 014) 20207)1%( —2C20m§(
(17 0) Zee K = 2K 2c11 2c12 —2(013 — 014) —2020m§( 2020771%{
(07 %) BeeT = HeeT —2c11 —2c12 2(013 + C14) 20207713r —QCQOmi
(=1,0) EeeK = EceK | 4en deqg 2(2c13 + c14) —degom deaomie
Qeen = Qeen 0 0 %(4013 + 3014) 0 0
EeeKk = Qeenp | —2VBenn —2V3Berz —2Leis Jzc20(5mic +m3)  —V3e(3mik —m3)
(-1,1)  Qeem = Qeemr 0 0 2c14 0 0
Eccf( — Eccf( 0 0 2c14 0 0
Qccﬂ' — ECCK —2C11 —2012 2013 —Czo(m% — Smfr) —C20 (37773( — mfr)
(0, %) BeeT — HeeT 4de1n 4ci2 2(c13 + c14) —4coom? 4cagm?2
Eee) = Zeel) 0 0 2c13 + 2c14 0 0
Qe K = Qe K 2¢11 2¢12 2(c13 + c14) —2¢00m% 2c20m%
Eccﬂ — ECCT] 0 0 2613 0 0
Beem = Qe K | V6enn V6ei2 V6ei3 @Qo(m% —3m2) §020(3m§( —m32)
Zeen) = QeeK | V6e11 V6eia —gCls —§620(3m%< —m2) %620(5771%( +m2)

3.4 Leading one-loop contributions

One-loop Feynman diagrams relevant to our calculation at O(p?) are exhibited in Fig-
ure 2. Crossed diagrams are not shown. There are 34 loop diagrams in total. We have
calculated all of them. Explicit analytical expressions for the 16 processes have been ob-
tained. However, the expressions are too lengthy to be displayed here.? For the loop

3Explicit expressions of all the one-loop amplitudes are obtainable from the authors.
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Figure 2. One-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to ¢ scattering at O(p®). Crossed diagrams
are not shown. In addition, diagrams with loop corrections on external legs are taken into account
via wave function renormalization. Diagrams surviving in the HQL are indicated by boxed “HQL".

amplitudes, we do not need to distinguish the physical masses and the bare masses, since
the caused difference is of higher order beyond our accuracy. Note that the contributions
of diagrams corresponding to one-loop corrections on the external legs are incorporated via
wave function renormalization, which will be discussed in the next section.

4 Renormalization
4.1 Masses and wave function renormalization constants

-~ ~

o~

/
@) D
&/ o/

(@) (b)

Figure 3. Tree and one-loop self-energy diagrams up to O(p?).
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Let us begin with the baryonic sector. The dressed propagator of the doubly charmed
baryons is defined as

i
5. =, c{=rr =, Q) 4.1
2 Qﬂ(p) ]é_m_zzp(?) ¢ { cc cc ( )
where m denotes the bare baryon mass and ¥ (p) refers to the baryon self-energy up to
leading one-loop order. The sum of one-particle-irreducible diagrams contributing to the
two-point function is denoted by —iX, (gé), which comprises contact and one-loop diagrams
shown in Figure 3. Namely, one has

—iSy(p) = —iC},[Sa(p) + Zo(®)] S (4.2)
where ¢, are unit vectors in the SU(3) flavor spaces,
1 0 0
CESLC+ =101, CEZ% =111, CQZ% =101 . (4.3)
0 0 1

Furthermore, the chiral results for the self energies in Eq. (4.2) are given by
S5 (p) = ~2[(br — b)()8Y + bax¥],
sz (p) = 8]5;’2 Ak \Ki {23 My, [Ag(m?pk) + m?cho(s, m?pk,mic)]
+pl(s —m3 ) Ao(m3) + (s + m3, ) Ao(m3,)
+ [s(mic —8)+ mfbk(Qs + m?f,c) — mfbk]Bo(s, mik, mic)] } , (4.4)

with 4,7,k € {1,2,3} and ¢ € {1,---,8}. The definition of loop integrals Ay and By can
be found in Appendix C. The NGB mass matrix x is defined in Eq. (3.8) and \’s are the
standard Gell-mann matrices. Summation over repeated indices is implied. In addition,
the masses of the intermediate states, showing up in the loop, are specified according to

My, c=1,2,3
m= k‘:l,2
y Mg, = § MK, 0247"'77 : <45)

my, c¢=38

The pole position of the dressed propagator (4.1) defines the physical mass my of the
baryon. That is,

p—m+Su@)] e, =0 (4.6)

With the help of Eq. (4.2) and Eq. (4.4), the physical masses of the doubly charmed baryons
can be expressed as

4
mzs,, = m+ 3bg(mK m2) — 2by(2m3 + m2) +5m100p : (4.7)
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mq,, = m — zbg(m[( m2) — 2by (2m3 +m2) + 5ml°0p ) (4.8)

where 5m~< and 6mQ are given in Eq. (C.5).
The wave function renormalization constant is defined as the residue of the pole term
of the dressed propagator,
iZ
LI non-pole pieces , (4.9)
P

p—m

where my, is the physical baryon mass as specified in Eq. (4.6). In view of Eq. (4.1), the

iSy =

wave function renormalization constant Z, is given by

1

Zy =
YT I g(my)

~ 143, (my), (4.10)
where a prime means performing derivative with respect to p. Explicit expression of Z,,
can be readily obtained by substituting Eq. (4.4) into the above equation. The readers are
and Zg,_..

Likewise, one can derive the wave function renormalization constants for the Goldstone

referred to Appendix C for the final results for Z=

cc

bosons. Nevertheless, they have been extensively calculated elsewhere [48, 51, 86]. For
completeness, we quote the results in the following

1
Zi=1- 0y {24 [2Lym¥ + (La + Ls)m2] + Ao(m¥) + 2A0(m72r)} : (4.11)

Zg=1- 41172{32 [(2L4 + Ls)mi + Lym3] + Ao(m}) + 2A0(mi) +A0(m3r)} , (4.12)

2y =1+ 3;2 {8 [(Ls — 3La)m2 — (AL + 6La)mi] — 3Ao(m%()} . (4.13)

4.2 The full scattering amplitude within EOMS scheme

The Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ) reduction formula indicates that the full
scattering amplitude, i.e. the on-shell transition amplitude, is related to the amputated
Green function 7 in the momentum space through

1

1 1 1 1 ~
7:Z11¢1—>7/12¢2 (s,t) = 251 Z(;l ZIZQ Z(;zﬂ(p/, 0/)7;,1¢1_>¢2¢2u(p, o), (4.14)

where @1¢1—>¢2¢2 has been calculated in Section 3 and the wave function renormalization
constants of the involved fields are presented in Subsection 4.1. Within our working accu-
racy, the full amplitude should be truncated at O(p®). Therefore, the chiral expansion of
the full amplitude can be written as

Tonn-sbata(5,1) = Troms + Tooon + Tooow + Tk +To5 (4.15)

where the numbers in the superscripts denote the chiral orders. The last term is counted
as O(p?) and takes the form

(4.16)

w ree ?

1
T(?) - 92 (5Z¢>1 + 02y, +0Z4, + 521[)2) 7;(1)
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with 62y, = 24, — 1, 02y, = Zy, — 1 (i = 1,2). It is worth mentioning that this term
perturbatively incorporates the effect of the multiplication of the wave function renormal-
ization constants in Eq. (4.14), and the above procedure is usually called wave function
renormalization. In another word, it actually takes into account the contribution of the
diagrams with one-loop corrections on the external legs, as displayed in Figure 4.

AN 7/ AN e N 7 N 7

N s AN V4 AN s AN s
N \ s N o N s N s
@/ 7 N \® N 7 N 7
N s N s N s N s
N N N N
o o o o
(a) (b) R ) @ N-7
\ ’ \ ’ \ / \ /
N / \ AN \ Y \ ’
/ \ \@ /
(‘3\\/ 7 \ =/ \ / \ /
\ / \ / \ / \ 7
—0—0 O—0 OO0 OO0
N N

(e) o -7 n =

Figure 4. Loop diagrams of O(p?) corresponding to wave function renormalization. Diagrams
surviving in the HQL are indicated by boxed “HQL".

The full scattering amplitude in Eq. (4.15) has UV divergencies and PCB terms. Here
we adopt the EOMS scheme [55] to address these issues. The EOMS scheme contains two
steps: MS-1 subtraction and an extra finite renormalization.

In MS-1 scheme, the bare baryon mass and axial-vector coupling constant, LECs are
divided into renormalized and divergent parts. The divergent ones are used to cancel the
UV divergence from loop amplitudes. To be specific, these quantities are written in the
following form

. R
m=m (,Ll,) + /Bm 167T2F2 9

. R
g=49 (:u) + Bg 167T2F2 I

R

b’L = br 1525' 9 9

. R .
cj = cj(p) + B, e (j=11,12,...,20) , (4.17)

where (1 is the renormalization scale, and R = 2/(d —4) — [In(47w) — vg + 1] with d being
the number of space-time dimensions, vg = 0.577216 being the Euler constant. The UV
B-functions are gathered in Appendix A.

Then we utilize a finite renormalization to restore the correct power counting. Since the
PCB terms are polynomials of chiral expansion parameters, they can be properly absorbed
by the LECs in the tree amplitudes. The EOMS-renormalized parameters are defined by

_ P
m(p) =M+ 5 o
_ B,
r _
g (/’L) _g+ 167T2F2 ’
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By,
1672 F2

by (1) = b; + (i=1,2,...,7) . (4.18)
Here, the EOMS S-functions are collected in Appendix B. Note that the O(p?) LECs i (p)
maintain unchanged, i.e. ¢; = cj. The renormalized amplitudes obtained in EOMS scheme
possess of original analytic structure and respect the power counting rule.

Finally, it should be mentioned that, in practical computations, the chiral limit decay
constant I’ is always replaced by the physical decay constants, Fy, Fx and F),. For the
amplitude of the process 111 — 129, this is achieved by making the following substitution

1 1 1

F2n ~ [ Fy "] Fey |*  FnET
[(1+61~1“¢1)} [(1-1-61?}/)2)} ¢17 o2

[1 +n(6Fy, +0F,,) +-- | . (4.19)

It should be noted that such a substitution, when carried out for the O(p') tree amplitude,
generates O(p?) pieces that should be kept in our calculation. For the O(p?) and O(p?)
amplitudes, one can merely make the replacement F2?" — (Fp,Fy,)", since the caused
differences are of higher orders beyond the accuracy of our calculation. A merit of Eq. (4.19)
is that the physical decay constants are properly chosen according to the incoming and
outgoing Goldstone bosons. For instance, the F? in the amplitude of Ze.m — Zeer is
changed to F? rather than e.g. Ff(, while the one in the inelastic scattering amplitude of
EeeT — Egen is substituted by FrF,.

NLO expressions of the decay constants in ChPT can be found in Ref. [48], which read

Fy = F(1+6F,), i€ {r.K.n) (4.20)

with the chiral corrections being

4m?2 8m? 1
4m? 4Am? 3 3 3

0Fk = —5 La FQK (2L4 + Ls) + ng(mgr) + ZAO(m%() + ng(m%) ) (4.22)
4 m% + 2m2 4m? 3

SF, = (FZ)K)L4 + ' Ls + S Ao(mi) - (4.23)

The bare parameters L;’s are related to the corresponding UV-renormalized ones by

I
Li=Li(n) + 355 (4.24)

The I'; functions are given in Ref. [48] and are shown in Eq. (A.1) for easy reference.

5 Numerical results and discussions

5.1 Parameters

Masses and decay constants used in our work are collected in Table 6. Since the =,
and EF T are treated as members of an isospin doublet, their masses are degenerate in the
= 3621.55 MeV from the PDG review [87]. Unlike the

isospin limit and we take mz=

—cc
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Zee states, there is no experimental value for the .. baryon so far, therefore we employ
ma,. = 3738 MeV determined by lattice QCD [28].

For the decay constants of pion and kaon, we adopt their world-average values from
Ref. [87]. It is known that the physical  and 1’ meson are superpositions of the singlet g
and octet ng, that can be systematically formulated in large- N, ChPT, see e.g. Refs. |88, 89].
Nevertheless, in the standard SU(3) ChPT we are using here, the singlet 79 is absent and
the octet member 7g is approximately regarded as the physical 1 meson. Based on the
SU(3) ChPT calculation performed in Ref. [86], one has F; ~ 1.27F; ~ 117 MeV. This
value is more or less in agreement with the recent lattice QCD determination [90], if one
assumes [ ~ F?? with F'® = 115.0 MeV.

Table 6. Masses and decay constants used in our work. All the quantities in this table are in
units of MeV.

Goldstone charm sector decay constant
My 139.57 (87| mz,. 3621.55 [87] Fr 92.2 [87]
mg 493.68 [87] mq,. 3738 [28] Fx 112 (87]
my, 547.86 (87| mp 1867 [87] F, 117
mp, 1968 [87]

Due to the lack of relevant experimental and lattice QCD data, a big challenge we
encounter is the determination of the unknown LECs in the Lagrangians (3.10), (3.11)
and (3.12). Thanks to the HDA symmetry [45], the doubly charmed baryon sector can be
connected with the ones in the charmed meson sector. Derivation of the relations is detailed
in Appendix D.

Specifically, for the LO coupling constant, one has

1

G= — g 5.1
7 30 (5.1)

where mp = (mp + mp,)/2 with mp and mp, the physical masses of the D and D,
mesons, respectively. Here, gy denotes the axial coupling constant of the D* D¢ interaction,
c.f. Eq. (D.5). Its value can be fixed via the LO calculation of the decay width of D** —
D7 [87], which leads to g =~ 1.095 GeV. For the O(p?) LECs, one obtains

- 1 - 1-~ - 1 - ~ 1 -

by = ———(ho+ -h by = — h by = — h
1 2mD(0+31)7 2 TG 3 TR

~ 1 - ~ mp ~ ~ mp s~

by = h bs = —h bg = ——hy . 5.2
4 2%1927 5 g 0 6 g (5.2)

At O(p?), the following pertinent relations are established,

- __9 -
- g2 - mp . ~ g1
C11 9 ) C12 A g3, €20 2 ( )

The parameters hg 1 ... 5 in Eq. (5.2) and §; 2,3 in Eq. (5.3) are the LECs involved in the NLO
and NNLO effective Lagrangians, respectively, that describe the interactions between the
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NGBs and charmed mesons; see Eq. (D.6) and Eq. (D.7) in Appendix D. Their values have
been determined by fitting to lattice QCD data in Ref. [72]. Therein, four different fits were
performed using the method of unitarized ChPT (UChPT). The fit denoted by UChPT-6(b")
was done by enforcing the naturalness requirements of the fitting parameters. Moreover,
the validity range of UChPT is ensured by further excluding the lattice data with a pion
mass larger than 600 MeV. As it was expected, the obtained D¢ LECs from the UChPT-
6(V') fit are more natural than the others in Ref. [72]. Therefore we utilize the UChPT-6(b")
outputs, collected in the last column of Table 7 for completeness, to estimate the values of
b; (t=1,---,6) and ¢ (i = 11,12,20). The obtained results are shown in the 2nd column
of Table 7. Importantly, those LECs determined by HDA symmetry are acceptable in the
sense that they turn out be of natural size. Furthermore, the corresponding uncertainties
are obtained by Monte Carlo propagating the errors of the D¢ LECs of Ref. [72]. *

Table 7. Values of the LECs determined by making use of HDA symmetry. The LECs b;’s and
¢;’s are in units of GeV~! and GeV ™2, respectively.

¢ scattering D¢ scattering [72]
LECs Value LECs Value
g —0.19 do 1.095
by —0.04 ho 0.0172
b —0.11 hy 0.4266
b3 —1.461043 h3 5.59°207
by 0.66 & 0.19 ha 2.521078
bs —0.1715:05 hs —0.7175:23
b 0.11 4 0.04 hy —0.471547
&1 —0.0810% G2 ~0.167952
G1a 0.0879:93 73 0.0870 03
&0 0.4970:%2 a1 —0.9970%

It is worth noting that h; in Table 7 was fixed by the mass difference between D and
D, mesons in Ref. [72]. Likewise, in our case the LEC by can be estimated by the mass
difference of the Z.. and .. baryons. With the help of Eq. (4.7) and Eq. (4.8), one obtains

by ~ =ee Ml )13 GeV L. 5.4
2 4(m3, — m2) ¢ (54)

4Specifically, sample groups of random values of the D¢ LECs are generated by Monto Carlo method
with normal distribution [91]. The MINOS algorithm in the package Minuit [92] is followed to select good
samples of normally-distributed parameters that satisfy the condition x2 — x2,;, < 1. Here, x? and x2,;, are
calculated by using the randomly-generated parameters and the central values of the D¢ LECs, respectively.
A sufficient number of simulations have been performed, leading to 156 groups of good values of the D¢
LECs. The 156 sets of parameter values are then utilized to estimate the uncertainties of the LECs in the
doubly charmed baryon sector with the help of the HDA-symmetry relations (5.2) and (5.3). Moreover, the
errors of scattering lengths and phase shifts to be discussed in the next subsections are propagated from

the uncertainties of the ¥¢ LECs.
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Mention that the loop corrections have been neglected and the masses in Table 6 have been
used. One can see that the by value in Eq. (5.4) is comparable with the one in Table 7,
justifying the validity of HDA symmetry to a certain extent.

In fact, a more reliable determination of b; and by has been conducted in Ref. [63].
The two LECs are pinned down by fitting to the lattice QCD data of the baryon masses,
leading to®

by = —0.09 £ 0.08 GeV™!, by = —0.09+0.09 GeV ™! . (5.5)

The 51—52 parameter space allowed by 1-o uncertainties cover the values of 131 and 52 in
Table 7 and Eq. (5.4). Therefore, we use Eq. (5.5) for by and by throughout this paper. It
should be also stressed that the numbers in Eq. (5.5) are obtained at the renormalization
scale 4 = 1 GeV. For consistency, the same renormalization scale is chosen, during our
numerical computation of one-loop corrections.

Apart from the fixed parameters discussed above, there are still eight unknown LECs.
Since they can not be estimated via HDA symmetry, we assume them to be zero, by =
0.0 GeV~! and ¢, = 0.0 GeV™2, ke {13,---,19}. Such an assumption is more or less
reasonable in view of the smallness for most of the LECs in Table 7. A solid determination
of these parameters is expected to be done only when lattice QCD data of e.g. scattering
lengths are available in the future.

Finally, the values of the LECs L} and L can be found in Ref [48], L} = —0.3 x 1073
and L = 1.4 x 1073, which are obtained at the scale p = M,. An recent update of the
mesonic LECs is summarized in Ref. [93|, and comparable results of L) and L} are achieved.
Those values at p = M), can be translated to the ones at 1 = 1 GeV with the help of the
following relations

M,

Li(p) = Li (M) + % In (M> : (5.6)

5.2 Prediction of scattering lengths

Once all the involved LECs are pinned down, we are now in the position to calculate
the S- and P-wave scattering lengths numerically. By definition, scattering lengths can be
calculated via

o fes(s)
ay+ = lim .
lal—»0 g%

(5.7)

However, the fraction on right hand side can not be computed numerically exact at thresh-
old for £ > 1. That is, the fraction value becomes undefined when one has zeros in the
denominator, as the modulus of the three momentum is vanishing. To avoid this issue,
by making use of Eq. (2.33), we have derived analytical expressions for the S- and P-wave
scattering lengths, with which numerical computations can be carried out precisely. For cal-
culations with accuracy up to NNLO, derivatives of one-loop integrals are involved, which
are handled by adopting the techniques proposed in Ref. [94].

5The LECs by and bs are related to the ones used in Ref. [63] via b1 = é1 + %07 and bs = c7.
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Table 8. S-wave scattering lengths agi” (JP =17) in units of fm.

O 3
(S,I)  Processes o(p') 0O(»?) Troo <pL>oop Total Ref. [67]
(—2,1) QK = Q..K| 027 029 -0.11  —0.001 —0.097013 —0.20(1)
(1,1) E.K —E.K| —027 027 -0.13 —0.47 —0.60 4 0.13 —0.25(1)
(1,0) E.K —Z.K| 027 034 0.13 0.30 1.034+0.19 0.92(2)
0,3)  Zeem = Eeem | =012 0.04 —0.01 —0.06 —0.16 + 0.02 —0.10(2
2 — —
—1,0) ZeK —Z.K| 054 024 025 0.16 1.1970-22 2.15(11
0.21
Qeet) = Qeen | —0.001 0.37 0.0 0.0540.55i |0.427518 +0.55i | 0.57(3) + 0.214
(=1,1) Qe = Qe | 0.0 0.04 0.0 —0.04 —0.01 4 0.02 —0.002(1)
Eee K 5 ZK| 00 031 00 —0.04+0.10i | 0.277513 4 0.10i [ 0.26(1) + 0.19i
(0,4) Eeemr—Eerm | 025 004 0.01 0.04 0.34 + 0.02 0.36(1)
Eeel) = Zeen | —0.001  0.32 0.0 —0.26 0.0670 73 0.34(1) + 0.104
Qe K = QK| 027 029 0.11  —0.01 4 0.55i | 0.6670 13 + 0.55¢ | 1.18(6) + 0.29i

Results of the S-wave scattering lengths with quantum numbers J* = %_ are collected
in Table 8. The uncertainties are propagated from the errors of the LECs by means of
Monte Carlo methodology. We are concerning ourselves only with the 11 elastic scattering
processes that are indicated by the first and second columns of Table 8. Contributions from
O(ph), O(p?), O(p?) trees, O(p?) loops and their sum are displayed separately. The O(p')
S-wave scattering lengths are dominated by the contributions from the WT term, without
any unknown LECs. The contributions of baryon-exchanging diagrams are suppressed. The
explicit expressions of the NLO S-wave scattering lengths do not contain b7, while the other
NLO LECs b; (i = 1,---,6) are well fixed by HDA symmetry. On the contrary, the O(p?)
tree contributions are roughly estimated due to the fact that, except for c¢i1, ¢12 and ¢y,
most of the NNLO LECs are simply set to zero.

The convergence of SU(3) ChPT has remained under debate for over several decades, see
e.g. Refs. [56]. Generally speaking, the convergence in the three-flavor ChPT calculations
is usually worse than the two-flavor case, due to the relatively large strange quark mass.%
Here it would be also interesting to have a look at the convergence properties of the chiral
expansion of the ¢ scattering lengths. We first discuss the processes involving pion mesons.
It can be seen from Table 8 that the chiral series for the elastic Z..m scatterings, with
(S,I)=(0,3/2) or (0,1/2), converge well if one only concerns the first two orders. Namely,
the O(p') contributions are significantly larger than the O(p?) ones. Nevertheless, although
the sums of O(p?) trees and loops in the two channels are small, there are comparable to
the O(p?) trees. We ascribe the failure of convergence to the underestimation of the O(p?)

trees for poor information on the LECs. As for Q..m — Q..m, scattering length starts to

5Tt should be pointed out that a one-loop calculation is not really sufficient to make a solid statement
about convergence. It is well-known from both mesonic and baryonic sectors of ChPT that one needs at
least two loops to make a significant statement about the chiral expansion. For example, an estimate for
the convergence radius of the chiral expansion of the nucleon mass at the two-loop level was performed
in Refs. [95, 96], indicating a breakdown of convergence already below m, ~ 360 MeV. The convergence
might be even worse in the SU(3) case, since the kaons and the eta are substantially heavier.
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contribute at O(p?), since the LO term for this channel (see Eq. (3.14) and Table 1) is
identical to zero exactly.

On the other hand, the scatterings of kaon and eta mesons off doubly charmed baryons
have bad convergence properties, due to the emergence of large masses of kaon and eta as
chiral expansion parameters. Such a non-convergent behaviour usually implies resumma-
tion of diagrams is required so that higher-order contributions can be implemented non-
perturbatively. Similar situations happened for SU(3) meson-meson scatterings [86], and
kaon-nucleon scatterings [97, 98]. In general, the resummation procedure restores unitarity
and extends the applicability range of ChPT, see Refs. [29] for a recent review. It should be
emphasized that, the so-called UChPT amplitude plays a crucial role in investigating the
spectrum of doubly charmed baryons. For instance, possible candidates of negative-parity
doubly charmed baryons have been found on the basis of the LO [65] and NLO [66] ChPT
amplitudes. It is also worth noting that the O(p?) amplitudes turn out to be significant
and an inclusion of their effects may improve the studies made in Refs. [65, 66]. Espe-
cially for the two channels, Z..K — Z..K with (S,I) = (1,1) and QK — Q..K with
(S,I) = (—2,1/2), since there exist large cancellations between the LO and NLO contri-
butions, the NNLO corrections become dominating. In a word, the ChPT amplitudes up
to NNLO, we obtain in this work, can be applied to systematically scrutinize the doubly-
charmed-baryon spectroscopy in the future, once more experimental or lattice QCD data
are available.

For comparison, the HB results of Ref. [67] are shown in the last column of Table 8. For
all the channels, our relativistic results are qualitatively consistent with the ones obtained
in the HB formalism. Relativistic corrections are mainly responsible for the differences.
Another source might be owing to the fact that the HQL-vanishing diagrams are not taken
into account in the calculation of Ref. [67|. Nevertheless, their contributions are negli-
gible, which will be illustrated below. Lastly, the spin-3/2 doubly charmed baryons are
incorporated as explicit degrees of freedom in Ref. [67], which would lead to discrepan-
cies as well. As we can see, good agreements are observed within one-sigma uncertainties
for the five channels: Q..K with (S, 1) = (=2,1/2), Zc.K with (S, 1) = (1,0), Qen with
(S,I) = (—1,0), Qe with (S, 1) = (—1,1) and Ec.m with (S,I) = (0,1/2). Such an obser-
vation implies that the net effects of relativistic corrections, contributions of HQL-vanishing
diagrams and resonance-exchanging diagrams are slight for those channels in S wave.

P-wave scattering lengths with J* = %Jr and JP = %Jr are complied in Table 9 and
Table 10, respectively. It is found that, at O(p'), the P-wave scattering lengths are entirely
saturated by the crossing partner of diagram (a). For some channels like ZE..7 scatterings,
contributions from O(p?) loops to the P-wave scattering lengths turn out to be sizeable.

Before ending this subsection, we intend to discuss the contributions of HQL-surviving
diagrams in more detail. In the HQL, most of the diagrams in Figures 1, 2 and 4 do not
contribute at threshold. This can be illustrated by performing an expansion in terms of the
inverse of the baryon mass, i.e. HB projection. For the axial term in Eq. (3.10), the HB
projection yields

&{g%%}w — No{9Sy - upNy +arm™ +asm ™2 + -+ (5.8)
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Table 9. P-wave scattering lengths agi‘l) (JP = %+) in units of 10~2 fm3.
@) 3
(S, 1) Processes oY) Op?) (p Total
Tree Loop
(=2,3) QK = QK| 016 060 —0.22 —3.00 —2.47+304
(1,1) EeK > EK | 010 059 —0.22 ~1.19 —0.73+3:02
(1,0) EeK = E.K | -010 —877 0.22 1.71 —6.931254
(0,3) Zew —Zem | 062 075 —0.18 418 —40.67320
(—1,0) ZeK - ELK | 00 527 045 0.48 6.197275
Qe = Qeen | 007 2.0 0.0 —1.13+0.015 | 0.93739¢ + 0.0
(=1,1) Qe = Qeer | 0.0 —6.23  0.001 —0.10 —6.3271%)
ek = K | 0.0 —4.09 00 —011+0.017 | —4.27123 4 0.014
(0,3)  Beem = Zeem | =031 075 0.35 21.2 21.973:39
Eeell = Zeen | 002 =231 0.0  —0.01+0.01i | —2.307713 + 0.013
QK = QK| 00 06 022 0.1940.01i | 1.07357+0.014
Table 10. P-wave scattering lengths agél’j) (JP = %‘”‘) in units of 10~2 fm?>.
O 3
(S,1) Processes oY) O®?) (°) Total
Tree Loop
(=2,3) QoK — QeK | 038 058 —0.34 0.02 —0.13+303
(1,1)  ZeeK = EcK | —0.36 057 —0.37  —1.74 —1.907301
(1,0) ZeeK — Z.K | 036 —8.80 0.37 0.46 —7.591252
(0,3)  Seem = Eeem | —0.80 075 —0.2 19.5 19.3+3.19
(=1,0) Bk =B K | 016 525 0.74 —9.77 —3.6175%
Qe = Qeen | =013 1.97 0.0 —2.16 +0.013 | —0.327302 +0.014
(—1,1)  Qeer = Qeew | 0.0 =623 0.0 ~0.53 —6.75115
EeK -+ ZK | 00 —411 0.0 —0.60+0.01i | —4.7277:3) + 0.01d
(0,5)  Zem = Eeem | =027 075 039 —104.9 —104.1%333
Zeel) = Zeen | —0.03 =233 0.0  —1.43+0.01i | —3.79711%3 4+ 0.014
QK = QoK | 016 058 034 —3.77+0.01i | —2.697257 4 0.01

where the spin matrix is S§

HQL, m — oo, all the inverse mass terms approach to zero.
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derivative coupling of the NGBs. Specifically, one has
Nv{gsrz : U}Nv X Nv{gsv : a¢}Nv

%750’“’% with the four vector v* = (1,0,0,0). In the
Only the first term that
is independent of mass survives. However, it vanishes at threshold due to the feature of

(5.9)

which corresponds to S, - g4 in the momentum space, with g4 being the momentum of
Goldstone boson. At threshold, g4 = (my, 0), leading to S, - ¢ = 0. Subsequently, all the



diagrams containing axial vertices disappear in the HQL. Therefore, only the diagrams that
are irrelevant to the axial coupling g survive. For easy reference, they have been labelled
by boxed “HQL" in Figures 1, 2 and 4.

Results of scattering lengths obtained by including only the HQL-surviving diagrams
are shown in Table 11. As expected, for the S-wave scattering lengths the deviation of the
HQL results in Table 11 from the ones in Table 8 is negligible. However, the results of P-
wave scattering lengths change dramatically by switching off the HQL-vanishing diagrams,
especially for a4 with J& = %Jr. One may probably ascribe such large variations to the
absence of the HQS partners like spin-3/2 doubly charmed baryons. They are expected to
contribute equally as the spin-3/2 baryons, since the HQS symmetry is exact in HQL. In
the next subsection, we will evaluate the effect of the spin-3/2 doubly charmed baryons.

Table 11. Results of scattering lengths obtained by taking only the HQL-surviving diagrams into
consideration. The S- and P-wave scattering lengths are in units of fm and 102 fm?, respectively.

(S,1) Processes aot [JP =171 aiq [JF = %Jr] ar— [JF = %Jr
(=2,2) QuK — QK| —0.087513 0.341384 —1.4215:03
(1,1)  EeK = E.K | —0.62+0.13 0.397503 —2.511580
(1,0) EeK —ZK | 1.0340.19 ~8.197253 —7.411352
(0,2)  Eeem = Eeer | —0.15£0.02 0.637520 —1.2617549
(=1,0) EK = EoK 1.197022 6.36 578 4667277
Qeet) = Qeeny | 0427098 40,565 2.037250  —0.12720% 1 0.02i
(—1,1) Qe — Qeer 0.0 +0.02 —6.23715 —6.7211 8
e K = EeK | 0287593 +0.100 —4.14713 —4.71+1-23
(0,3)  Eeem = Eeer 0.33 £ 0.02 1417539 1517538
Beel) = Beel] 0.05+914 —2.16+1.13 —3.32F118
Qe K — QK | 0647513 +0.550 1147287 —1.017257 4 0.03i

5.3 Effect of spin-3/2 doubly charmed baryons

According to the naive quark model with flavour SU(4) (u,d, s,c quarks) symmetry,
there are three ground 20-plets, i.e. 4 @ 4® 4 = 205 ® 20y, B 20y, B 44. The spin-1/2
doubly charmed baryons, =}, =F and QF,, belong to one of the mixed-symmetric 20-plets,
while the spin-3/2 doubly charmed baryons, =", = and Q. to the symmetric 20-plet
20g; See e.g. Ref. [99] for a detailed review. In the HQL, the two doubly-charmed-baryon
triplets degenerate and should be treated on equal footing, c.f. Eq. (D.2), in line with HQS
symmetry [100]. In this sense, the effects of spin-3/2 baryons are as important as those
of the spin-1/2 ones. Therefore, in this subsection, we aim to assess the impact of spin-
3/2 doubly charmed baryons on the scattering lengths within the framework of covariant
BChPT.

The inclusion of spin-3/2 baryons in covariant BChPT is complicated. An appropriate

power counting rule should be assigned to the new parameter, i.e. the mass difference
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(a) (0)

Figure 5. Tree diagrams contributing to ¢ scattering at LO. The solid, dashed and double lines
represent the spin-1/2 baryons, the pions and the spin-3/2 doubly baryouns, in order.

between the spin-1/2 and spin-3/2 baryons, denoted by A hereafter. Like the treatment of
the A(1232) resonances in the traditional BChPT, here we adopt the so-called §-counting
rule that was proposed in Ref. [102]. Specifically, in the energy region near threshold the
mass splitting A is counted as O(p'/?) in addition to Eq. (3.2). According to this power
counting rule, the spin-3/2 baryon propagator is O(pfl/ 2). Loops with internal spin-3/2
baryon lines are at least of order O(p7/?), and therefore their contributions are beyond the
accuracy of our calculation. For the calculation up to O(p3), we only need to take into
account the LO and NLO tree-level contributions from explicit spin-3/2 baryons, which
are O(p*/?) and O(p®/?), respectively. In order to avoid the emergence of too many new
unknown LECs, the NLO Born-term contribution is omitted here. In fact, as pointed out
in Ref. [103], the NLO Born term is redundant in the sense that its contribution can be
absorbed by redefining the coupling h4 in the LO Born term (see Eq. (5.12)) and the LECs
in the contact terms (3.16) and (3.18).
For the purpose of our calculation the following LO Lagrangian are needed,

,,Sf% = _Tﬁlu[guu(iw - M)+ iA(’y#D,, + 'YVDM> + %(3142 +24+ I)VMlD’YV

ha -
+ M(3A2 + 3A + Dy + TA(W% +He), (5.10)

where M and hy4 are the mass of the spin-3/2 baryons and the coupling constant of the
Y)'¢ interactions in the chiral limit, respectively. A is an arbitrary real parameter but
A # —1/2. The spin-3/2 doubly charmed baryons are collected in the triplet

=I++
—cc
/ —_
e =| =i : (5.11)
/
)

Feynman diagrams relevant to our calculation are displayed in Figure 5. Tree-level ampli-
tudes are derived, which can be written in the form as

h2
1 1 1
Ao = = 15 (€5 F(9) + ¢ F(w)] |
h2
Bire = 5,731057G'(s) = €' G (w)] (5.12)

where the coefficients Cél) and C((]l ) are the same as those in Eq. (3.14), which are shown
in Table 1. Nevertheless, the exchanged spin-1/2 baryons indicated in Table 1 should be
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substituted by their spin-3/2 partners. Explicit expressions of the functions F’ and G are
given by
1
TR 2 2 2 2
‘F (S) - MQ(S _ MZ) {(md)l + mw?)(mwl - m(bl - S)(m¢2 - m¢2 - S)

- M[(mwl - mwz)Q(mlﬂlmiﬁz + S) T My Mgy (mgbl + m?ﬁg) - 28(77121 + miz)
+ 3(migmil + milmiz) - 4m§)1m§>2)] - Mz[(mi1 + mig — 25 — 3t)(my, + my,)
+ 2my, (2m3, + m3)) + 2my, (M3, + 2m3,)]

— 2M3[m12p1 —i—mfh —I—S(mi1 —i—mi2 —t) — 23]} ,

1 3 2 2 2 2
G'(s) = M{QM (Mg + Myy) — (my, —mg, — s)(my, —mg, — )

2 2 2 2
+ M[mwz (mwl — Mg, — 8) + My, (md)Q — Mgy — S)}

+ MP[(my, 4+ my,)® +2(m3, +m3,) — 3t]} . (5.13)

As argued in Ref. [101], physical quantities are independent of the parameter A. Therefore,
we have set A = —1 for convenience as done in Ref. [103].

Table 12. LO contributions of the spin-3/2 1)’ baryons to the scattering lengths. A denotes the
mass difference between the spin-3/2 and spin-1/2 baryons. The S- and P-wave scattering lengths
are in units of fm and 1072 fm?®, respectively.

A =50 MeV A =100 MeV A =150 MeV
ap+ a1+ aj— ap+ a1+ aj— ap+ a4+ aj—
(—2,3) QoK — QK| -0.02 031 125[-002 028 1.11|-0.02 0.25 1.00
) EeeK - E.K|—-0.02 019 080 | —-0.02 0.18 0.74 | —=0.02 0.17 0.69
) EeeK —E.K| 002 -0.19 —0.80| 0.02 -0.18 —0.74| 0.02 —0.17 —0.69
) Eeem — Eeem |—0.003 0.94  3.79 |—0.003 0.75 2.99 |—0.003 0.61 2.47

(S,1) Processes

(—1,0) ZEeeK — ZEeK | —0.04 —1.89 —0.02| —0.04 —2.23 —0.02| —0.04 —2.73 —0.02
Qeen = Qeen | —0.03 —0.24 0.54 | —0.03 —0.30 0.50 | —0.03 —0.36 0.46

(=1,1) Qeem = Qeemm | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Eee K = ZEK| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

(0,%) Heem — Eeem |—0.003 —8.85 —1.90|—-0.003 —19.3 —1.51|—-0.003 71.6 —1.25
Zeel = Eeen | —0.01 —0.06 0.14 | —0.01 —-0.07 0.12 | —0.01 —-0.09 0.12
Qe K — QK| —0.02 —0.55 —0.01| —0.02 —0.61 —0.01| —0.02 —0.68 —0.01

There are two unknown parameters: hy and M. We need to assign appropriate values
to them, so that scattering lengths can be evaluated numerically. Thanks to HQS, the LO
coupling constant h4 can be related to the g in the Lagrangian (3.10) by hs = 21/3g. The
chiral limit mass M is replaced by the physical mass My,. The physical mass of spin-3/2
baryon is assumed to be My = my, + A, where A is the mass splitting. Since the spin-1/2
and spin-3/2 baryons differ only in the relative orientation of the quark spins, the resultant
difference in their masses is attributed to the spin-spin interaction in the viewpoint of
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potential model. Here, following Ref. [67], we roughly take the difference to be around
100 MeV. Three values of A are adopted: A = 50 MeV, A = 100 MeV and A = 150 MeV.
Contributions of spin-3/2 baryons to the S- and P-wave scattering lengths are compiled in
Table 12.

It can be seen from Table 12 that for S wave the size of the contribution of spin-
3/2 baryons is nearly negligible. The s- and u-channel exchanges of ¢, corresponding to
diagram (a) and (b) in Figure 5 respectively, mainly affect the P-wave scattering lengths.
For a given strong interaction, strangeness and isospin are conserved definitely. Therefore,
the s-channel exchange of spin-3/2 E/. and (. states contribute only to the scattering
processes with (S,I) = (0,1/2) and (—1,0), respectively. This can also be justified by
seeing the coefficients C’él) in Table 1. Furthermore, we have checked that it dominates the
a1+ scattering lengths in the two coupled channels with (S, I) = (0,1/2) and (—1,0), which
is in accordance with the conservation law of total angular momentum. The remaining
processes get contributions entirely from the crossed diagram, i.e. diagram (b) in Figure 5.

In parallel, one may also study the resonance contribution to the LECs with Eq. (5.12).
In the viewpoint of effective field theory, a low-energy effective Lagrangian contains only
low-lying degrees of freedom, while resonances at hard scale have been integrated out. The
information of resonance contributions is regarded to be encoded in the LECs, i.e, the
coefficients of the operators in the chiral effective Lagrangian without resonances. The
pertinent contributions of resonances to the LECs can be efficiently achieved by a matching
procedure carried out at the level of effective Lagrangian. Such a procedure has already
been used, e.g., in the analyses of the LECs in pion-nucleon scattering [49, 104] and D-
¢ interactions [105]. In our current situation, we intend to utilize the above-mentioned
technique to evaluate the influence of the ¢’ states on the LECs. Specifically, the 1'-
exchange amplitudes in Eq. (5.12) are expanded in terms of v = (s —u)/(4m), t and my,
and then compared to the contact-term contribution in Eqgs. (3.16) and (3.18). As a result,
the 1)’-exchange contributions to the O(p?) LECs read

B B2m?

2
b'([)’ — O b?f)/ — bw/ - Aa —m
1,2,4,6 G 6A 7 0 48A(m + A)2 7 24A

where m is the spin-1/2 baryon mass in the chiral limit. For the O(p®) LECs, the v states
contribute as

2

b = (5.14)

o h%(2m? + 3m A + 3A?%) W' h%m?
48A2(m + A)? 96A2%(m + A)?

BT 96AZm+A) T WT T T RA(m A2
For the sake of numerical estimation, we take the chiral limit mass m equal to the average of
the physical masses of the Z.. and Q, i.e., m = (mg,, + mq,,)/2 = 3679.8 MeV. Numerical
results, obtained with three different mass splitting values A = (50,100, 150) MeV, are
displayed in Table 13.
In Table 13, the magnitudes of the LECs become smaller as the mass splitting A gets
larger, which can be inferred from Egs. (5.14), (5.15) and (5.16). Consequently, the spin-
3/2 baryon contribution to the scattering lengths is expected to decrease as A increases.
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Table 13. Results of Born-term ’-exchange contributions to the LECs. A denotes the mass
splitting between the spin-1/2 and spin-3/2 doubly charmed baryons.

NLO LECs A = (50,100,150) MeV | NNLO LECs A = (50,100, 150) MeV
bV 0 o (—7.17,—1.78,—0.79)
by 0 ) (—1.76,—0.43,—0.19)
by’ (—1.44,—0.72, —0.48) s (1.78,0.44, 0.19)
by 0 4 0
by’ (—0.18, —0.09, —0.06) o (0.14,0.07,0.05)

b 0
by’ (—4.89, —2.44, —1.63)

In Table 12, such a behavior can be clearly observed e.g. for the P-wave scattering lengths
a1—. However, anomaly happens for the scattering lengths a;4 with (S,7) = (—1,0) and
(S,I) = (0,1/2). This anomaly actually indicates that the spin-3/2 baryon fields can not
be integrated out in the two channels. In other words, explicit inclusion of spin-3/2 doubly

charmed baryons is necessary if one intends to well determine the P-wave scattering length
with JP = (3/2)* and (S,1) € {(—1,0),(0,1/2)}.

5.4 S-wave Phase shifts

With the chiral amplitudes, one can compute partial-wave phase shifts straightfor-
wardly, which are functions of the CM energy /s. Although it is undoable to extract phase
shifts experimentally, they can be related to energy levels according to Liischer formula [74]
and its extensions |75-78|, which can be computed by lattice simulations in future.

Usually, the partial-wave amplitude fe(j’l)(s) from BChPT do not obey partial wave
unitarity exactly, since they are derived perturbatively up to a certain order. The method of
extracting phase shifts from perturbative amplitudes has been discussed, e.g, in Ref. [103].
Namely, one can calculate the phase shifts in the elastic scattering region by using

5&71)(5) = arctan {|q\ Re [fg(j’l)(s)] } , (5.17)

where |q| is the modulus of the CM momentum. In the present work, we are only interested
in the S-wave interactions, whose strength is expected to be stronger than that of higher
partial waves. Moreover, one is allowed to ignore the effects of the spin-3/2 HQS cousins
of the spin-1/2 doubly charmed baryons, since their impact on the S-wave phase shifts are
negligible, as discussed in the preceding subsection.

In Figure 6, the S-wave phase shifts for the processes of elastic scattering are plotted
for the energy region from threshold /sy, to the point /s, + 150 MeV. The blue solid
lines stand for our results up to the order of O(p?). The light-blue bands corresponds to the
uncertainties propagated from the errors of LECs via the method of Monte Carlo technique.
In the figure, we also show the phase shifts order by order. The O(p), O(p?) and O(p?)
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Figure 6. Results of S-wave phase shifts. The O(p), O(p?) and O(p?) contributions are repre-
sented by violet dashed, orange dash-dot-dotted, green dash-dotted lines, in order. The blue solid
lines with bands stand for the total contribution. For comparison, the HQL results (black dotted
lines) are also shown.
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contributions are represented by violet dashed, orange dash-dot-dotted, green dash-dotted
lines, in order. It can be seen that the convergence properties of the chiral expansion
in the two elastic channels, 2.7 with (S,I) = (0,1/2) and (0,3/2) are relatively better,
compared to the other channels. In fact, most of the LECs we used here are estimated by
imposing HDA symmetry, while some of the LECs in the O(p?) tree amplitudes are simply
assumed to be zero under the requirement of naturalness. Therefore, a solid conclusion on
the convergence properties can be drawn only when relevant lattice QCD data are available.
For comparison, the HQL results of phase shifts are shown as well, which are obtained by
setting g = 0. They are represented by the black dotted lines in the figure. It is found that
the HQL-vanishing diagrams contribute slightly to the phase shifts, which is similar to the
case of S-wave scattering lengths.

6 Summary and outlook

In this work, we have performed a NNLO calculation of the scattering amplitudes
for the interactions between NGBs and doubly charmed baryons within the framework of
relativistic BChPT. The EOMS scheme is employed to handle with the UV divergences and
the PCB terms originating from the loops. We find that most of the unknown LECs in
the chiral effective Lagrangians can be pinned down by making use of the HDA symmetry.
The obtained LEC values enable us to make predictions of the S- and P-wave scattering
lengths. We show that the HQL-surviving diagrams dominate the contribution to the S-
wave scattering lengths, while the HQL-vanishing ones contribute marginally. The influence
of spin-3/2 double-charm baryons on the scattering lengths is also evaluated in detail. Their
contributions to the LECs are estimated as well. For future reference, the energy-dependent
S-wave phase shifts are plotted for the elastic scattering channels in the energy regions near
the lowest thresholds. Our chiral results can be applied to perform chiral extrapolations of
future lattice QCD data, and can also be used to investigate the spectroscopy of doubly
heavy baryons systematically.

A T'-functions and p-functions

In this appendix, the I'-functions in Eq. (4.24) and the UV- renormalization -functions
in Eq. (4.17) are listed. Their specific expressions read

1
F4:§7
3
F5:§7
11
e — ——
6~ Taq
5
I‘ _
8 487
8¢%m3
B =~
(=9 + 2¢%)m?
By = V7",
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B g-functions

Bo, = — 9
59°m
By, = — o
By, = 3(=1+2¢° +3¢g")m
16
By, = (1—10g% + 5g4)m’
16
3(-1+¢%)?
O =~ Gt
(14477
Bre = ST we—
8, = 3(—1 —2¢% + 3¢Y)m
7 32 9
B, = 1—4g% +3¢*
Cc11 — 64 )
6012 = 07
_ 3(=1+¢%°
Pes == ogm
5, = (—1+g%)?
e 64m
b — 3(¢°—9)
Cl5 — 32 )
b, = 91=9")
8
5017 = I 93’
16
Bclg = 0>
5019 = 07
2
B = - 3zg ‘

The B-functions in Eq. (4.18) are given as follows.

=~ 2¢°m? —9 4 2¢°
/Bg _ g g( g )AO( 2)’
3 3
~ 4g°m  4g
Bb1 = 9 97A0(m2)5
~ 59°m  bg? 2
= =7 A
Be, = =5~ + g, A0m),
3 92(92+3)m+3(394+292—1)
bs 4 16m
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9° (59> —1)m 5" — 104> +1

oy = 4 Tom— Ao(m’),
2
e ]
2
B = g 6:11 + (9;2;1? Ag(m?),
§b7 _ (39212—1— 5)m 3 (394 ;27252 —1) Ag(m?) | B.1)

where Ay is defined in Appendix C.

C Loop corrections to the baryon masses and wave function renormal-
ization constants

In our calculation, the N-point (N < 4) one-loop scalar integrals [106] are defined by

(27 )4 dk

TN = /
Zﬂ-Q [k;2 — mg + ZE] |:(k +p]_)2 — m% + ’L€i| e |:(k +pN71)2 — m?\f—l + 7/6]

)

with € being an infinitesimal positive number. Traditionally, the one-, two-, three- and
four-point one-loop scalar integrals are denoted by Ag, By, Co and Dy, in order. To be
specific, one has

T' = Ag(md) , (C.1)
T? = Bo(pi, mj, mi) , (C2)
T% = Co(p}, (p2 — p1)%, 5, m, m3, m3) (C.3)
T* = Do(pi, (p2 — p1)% (p3 — p2)%, p3, p3. (p3 — p1)*, mp, m3, m5, m3) . (C.4)

With these definitions, the chiral corrections concerning the baryon masses and wave
function renormalization constants are clearly shown in what follows. The one-loop correc-
tions to the Z.. and .. baryons read

2
1 g
6m~50001:p 12m,_, F2 {S(m%ec - m?lcc)Ao (m%() + 3(TnEcc + Tn‘ﬂcc)2140 (m%cc)
+ QOmQECCAO(mQECC) + QmZmQECCBO(m%CC, m%, mQECC)
- 3[(mﬂcc - mEcc)2 - m%{] (chc + mEcc)QBO m2ECC7 m%(7 m?zcc)
+ 18m3rm25ccBo(m%CC, m72r, mécc)} ,
2
1 g
o = o st~ 2 ) datmi) + auy A )

2

+ 3(’rn’Qcc + mEcc)QAO(ngcc) + 4m%m%ccB0 (macc7 m’l]’ m%cc)

—cc

— 3[(mgq,. — mz= )2 —m2 %l(mq,, +m=,,) Bo(m?)w,m%(,m%w)} . (C.5)
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For the =1 and Z7, states, the wave function renormalization constants are defined by

ZE(‘(‘ - 1 + 52:00 ) (06)
with

2
-9 1 2 2 2
0Z=,, = T2 F? {m% — 4m23w [(2d - 3)m;, — 4(d — mz_ | Ao(my)

3
# oz Az 4 Dmo e P+, m) + 2miomo, s, } At
3(ma,. + mzs,.
30 M) £y 1y g 4 me, ), — mE, — mk) + 2miems,. Y Ao(m3,)
mz A K
b (20 = md — 4(d = Dm Ag(md)
(d 2) 2 2 2 2 2 2
M e e e R
2m?2
n 2 2 2 2 2
_ 71,”% — 4m:2 [(d — 2)m,’7 — 2(d 1) E ]BO(mECC, mn, mECC)
3(mQ + m:cc)
i g (= Dona s, i~ 2w, )

+ Qme—'cc [(chc - rn/LEcc)2 - m%{] }BO (m%cc7 m%{’ m?)cc)

—%{(d—2)m2—2(d—1m~ }Bo(mZ,,m2,mZ )¢ . (C.7)
(m?r — 4m%cc) ™ —c ™ Zee
and
2 2
g 2 2 (d — Q)mn 2
0Zq.. = 2d — 3 —4(d—1)m Ap( - 1A
Qcc 6F2 { m727 _ 4m?266 {[( )m’n ( } 0 m2 _ 4m%66 O(mQCC)
3
+ o {({d = D(ma,, +mz,)*(md,, +mk_ —mk)+2mima, ms, }Ao(mk)
mQCCAsz
3(chc + m:cc)
m2 AQ {(d - ]‘)(chc + m:cc)(m%cc - m%cc + m%{) - zm%(vmgcc }AO (mQEcc)
Qee YK
4m?
n 2 2 2 2 2
- m[(d — 2)my, — 2(d — 1)mg,  |Bo(mg,, my, mg,.)
3(chc + m-:cc)
mQ AQ {(d - ]‘)(mEcc + chc)(m}l( - (mécc - mécc) - Qm%(mécc)
Qee YK
+ 2memo, [(me., — mo,.)? — i} o, ., ) | (©3)

where the abbreviation A?z) % = [(mq,, +mz..)* — m%] has been used.

D Heavy diquark-antiquark symmetry

In HQL, charmed mesons and doubly charmed baryons can form a super multiplet
according to the HDA symmetry. A uniform Lagrangian can be constructed with common
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LECs. Following Refs. [67, 107-109]|, we define a super field S in the form as

(HO . (Ho0
(1) s=(19). o

which comprises both the charmed mesons and doubly charmed baryons. The pseudoscalar
and vector charmed mesons are collected in the H and H fields as

. A S 1 . .
H = Vmp(P" +iPys) 5 ¢, H = %\/mp(ﬁ fy iPtys),
P=(D° D~,D;), Pt = (D", D*",Di" )y,

where T p is the charmed meson mass in the HQL. Likewise, the spin-1/2 and spin-3/2
doubly charmed baryons are contained in 7% and T" fields as

1 . 1.
TH =+ \/;(7“ + k)%, T =y - \[@W(V“ +ot),
Y= (ELT,EL, Q)T A CASNCARVASEE (D.2)

Accordingly, auxiliary chiral blocks for the NGBs should be introduced. We need

)a ;i:E2®5€iv
i=F0u, D=E®D, h=E&h, (D.3)

with Fs the two-dimensional identity matrix. With the superfield .S and the super chiral
blocks, chiral effective Lagrangians in HQL up to O(p?) can be constructed straightfor-
wardly, which read

fé{lﬁ) =iTr(Sv - DS) — @Tr(SiZ“%ﬁg,S) ,
L) = diTe(SS) (x4) + doTr(SX+8) — dsTe(SS) (v - w)?) — daTr(S(v - 0)2S)
— d5Tr(SS) (v?) — deTr(Su*S) — id7 Tr(S[W", @0 S) |
.iﬂéz) =ie1Tr(S [“w h* ] v,S) +ieaTr(S [v -, h“”} 0,0, S) + esTr(S {ﬂ“,/ﬁ””} 0 uwpS)
+ eaTr(Sou (W'h"?) v,S) + esTr(S {8, X1} 157S) + 6 Tr(ST* 57 (X+) S)
+ erTr(Ss7 (WK 4) ) + iesTe(Sr57 [ D¥,X_| 8) + ieg Te(S 57 ([P, x-]) S)
+e1o(Te(S [;2, v- a} 3S). (D.4)
Here, d; (i =1,2,---,7) and ¢; (¢ = 1,2,---,10) are LECs common to D¢, D*¢, ¢ and
Y/¢ interactions. The symbol Tr(---) denotes the trace in the Dirac space, and v, is the

baryon four-velocity satisfying v? = 1.
On the other hand, relativistic D¢ Lagrangians can be found in Ref. [72], which are

Z}) = D,PD"P" — m3PP! + igo(Piu' Pt — Pur Pt | (D.5)
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28 = ~hoP (x4) P = i Pxy P' + hoP (u?) P' = hy Pu?P' + hyD, P (u"u”) D, Pf
— hsD, P{u",u"}D, P (D.6)
31(332 = ig1 P[x—,u"|D,P" + g2 P[uy, k"D, PT + %P[U*‘,h"p]{Dm{Dpr}}PT - (D7)

Here h; (i = 0,1,---,5) and g; (i = 1,2,3) are LECs, whose values have already been
determined in Ref. [72].

Our aim is to derive relations between the ¢¢ LECs in the Lagrangians (3.10), (3.11)
and (3.12) and the D¢ LECs in Lagrangians (D.5), (D.6) and (D.7). This can be estab-
lished in three steps. First, one performs non-relativistic projection of the relativistic D¢
Lagrangians to get their HQL counterparts. By comparing with the HQL Lagrangians in
Eq. (D.4), one finds

go = grmp, ho=2dimp, hi=2dymp, hy=2dsmp, hsy=—2d¢mp,
2d3 dy €2

hs = —, hs = ——; g1 = 2e10, g2 = —2eq, g3=— . (D38
mp mp mp

Second, one repeats the same procedure for the relativistic ¥¢ Lagrangians and gets

1 1
9="39n by = —(di + §d2), by = —da, bs = ds, by = ds,
dy ds dr €9
b — 4 by = — 23 R _ _ &
5 S 5 6 4 3 7 3 ) C11 €1, C12 4 y
€3 €4 €5 €6 ey
c = cly = — cl5 = — cl6 = — clp = —
13 6 3 14 6 3 15 3 3 16 3 ) 17 3 ;
e e
18 38, c19 = 39, Co0 = —€10- (D.9)

Eventually, the identities in Eq. (D.8) and Eq. (D.9) lead to the following relations between
the relativistic ¥¢ and D¢ LECs:

g:—gml 90 » bl—mlD(ho-i—;hl), b2__2n11Dh1’

b3=—2n1wh3, b4_2nlzph2’ b5—%h57

bg = —%M , ci1 = %2 , C12 = nngs ; €20 = —% . (D.10)
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