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Abstract

Charmed baryon decay plays an important role in studying the weak and strong interactions. Topological diagram is an
intuitive tool to analyze the dynamics of heavy hadron decays. In this work, we investigate the topological diagrams of
charmed baryon anti-triplet (B.) decays into light baryon octet (Bs) and light meson (M). A one-to-one mapping between the
topological diagram and the invariant tensor is established. The topological diagrams of the B 5 — BS M modes (where B and
B& are the q1 < ¢2 symmetric and anti-symmetric octets) and the diagrams with quark loop are presented for the first time.
The completeness of topologies is confirmed by permutation. The linear correlation of topologies are obtained by deriving the
relation between the topological amplitudes constructed by the third- and second-rank octet tensors. It is found the topologies
contributing to the Bz — B M modes can be determined by the topologies contributing to the Bs — B{'M modes, vice
versa. The equations of SU(3) irreducible amplitudes decomposed by topologies are derived through two different intermediate
amplitudes, but the inverse solution does not exist since the number of topologies is larger than number of SU(3) irreducible
amplitudes. Applying this framework to the Standard Model, it is found there are thirteen independent SU(3) irreducible
amplitudes contributing to the B3 — BsM decays, in which four amplitudes associated with three-dimensional operators are
non-negligible in CP asymmetries. Considering the suppressions induced by the small CKM matrix elements and the Korner-
Pati-Woo theorem, the branching fractions of charmed baryon decays are dominated by five SU(3) irreducible amplitudes in
the SU(3)F limit. The quark-loop diagrams could enhance the U-spin breaking effects and then increase the branching fraction
difference of two decay channels. The systematic measurements of branching fractions of the singly Cabibbo-suppressed modes

could help us to find which modes are promising in searching for CP asymmetries in charmed baryon sector.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Charmed baryon decay plays an important role in studying the non-perturbative baryonic transition. Among the
charmed baryon decays, the charmed baryon anti-triplet ( B.) decays into a light baryon octet (Bs) and a light
meson (M) are most widely studied in literature. A amount of data on the Bz — BsM decays were collected by
BESIII [1H27], Belle (II) [28437] and LHCb [38] 39] in the last decades. In theoretical aspect, the QCD-inspired
approaches do not work well in charm hadron decays because the expansion parameters o, (m.) and Aqcp/m. are
bigger than the ones in the b-hadron decays. It is significant to study charmed baryon decays based on the flavor
SU(3) symmetry. Topological diagram is an intuitive and helpful tool to analyze the dynamics of heavy hadron
decays. It provides a theoretical framework in which we can not only do the model-dependent data analysis but also
make model calculations.

Topological diagrams ware used in charmed baryon decays [40H48]. However, some theoretical problems have not
been solved so far. According to the Pauli exclusion principle, the combination of flavour and spin wavefunctions of
octet baryon, @aavor Xspin, should be symmetric under the interchange of any two quarks. However, neither combination
of psxs or paxa are symmetric under the interchanges of q; <> ¢3 and g2 <> ¢g3. Only the equal weight combination
of them, 1 = (pgxs+daxa)/V?2, is symmetric under the interchange of any two quarks [49]. Because of the different
spin wavefunctions, the topological diagrams of charmed baryon decays into octet baryons have two different sets.
Decay amplitude of the B,z — BsM decay is summation of the Bz — B M and B,z — B{ M transitions. However,
the topological diagrams of the Bz — B§ M mode are usually missing in literature [43H46]. In papers such as [47, 48],
some topological amplitudes of the Bz — ng M mode are considered. But most topologies are overlooked and the
relations between topologies of the Bz — B M and B,z — B4 M transitions are ambiguous.

On the other hand, the penguin diagrams are regarded as the dominated contributions to CP asymmetries in heavy
hadron weak decays. Unfortunately, the penguin diagrams of charmed baryon decays are missing in literature. It
damages the mathematical completeness of topological amplitudes and limits the theoretical studies of CP asymmetries
in the charmed baryon decays. Recent LHCb measurements indicate the surprise fact that the penguin diagrams are
comparable to the tree amplitudes in the D meson decays [50, 51]. However, there is no evidence of the CP violation in
charmed baryon decays so far. The studies of penguin diagrams in the charmed baryon decays are helpful in searching
for CP asymmetries in baryon sector.

Topological diagrams in the heavy hadron decays can be formalized as invariant tensors constructed by the four-
fermion operators and initial/final states [52]. This fact allows us to study topologies by some mathematical tools such
as tensor contraction, permutation and Lie group decomposition. A systematic analysis of the topological amplitudes
of D meson decays was performed in Ref. [53], in which the universality, completeness and linear correlation of
topological amplitudes in the SU(3)r limit are clarified. However, it is not straightforward to extend the theoretical
framework of D meson decays to the charmed baryon decays. The reason is that the topological amplitudes of
B — BgM decays are constructed by the third-rank octet tensors, while the SU(3) irreducible amplitudes are
constructed by the second-rank octet tensors. The relations between the topological diagrams and SU(3) irreducible
amplitudes of B3 — BsM decays are more complicated than the two-body D meson decays.

In this work, we study the topological diagrams of Bz — BsM decays in the flavor SU(3) symmetry. A one-to-
one mapping between the topological diagram and the invariant tensor is set up. The topological diagrams of the
Bs — B M modes and the quark-loop diagrams are presented for the first time. The completeness of topologies is
confirmed by permutation. To study linear correlation of topologies, we derive the relations between the topological
amplitudes constructed by the third-rank and second-rank octet tensors. It is found the topologies contributing
to the Bz — Bg M modes can be determined by the topologies contributing to the Bz — Bg‘M modes, vice
versa. The equations of SU(3) irreducible amplitudes decomposed by topologies are derived through two different
approaches. The inverse solution does not exist since the number of topologies is larger than number of SU(3)



irreducible amplitudes.

As a phenomenological application, we analyze the B3 — BgM decays in the Standard Model. It is found there
are thirteen independent tree induced amplitudes contributing to the Bz — BgM decays, in which four amplitudes
associated with three-dimensional operators are non-negligible in CP asymmetries. The penguin induced amplitudes
are determined if the tree induced amplitudes are known. Considering that some topological amplitudes are sup-
pressed by the small CKM matrix elements and the Korner-Pati-Woo (KPW) theorem [54] [55], the dominated SU (3)
irreducible amplitudes in the branching fractions of charmed baryon decays are reduced to five. Similar to the charm
meson decays, the quark-loop diagrams in charmed baryon decays could enhance the U-spin breaking effects. We
suggest to measure of branching fractions of the singly Cabibbo-suppressed charmed baryon decays systematacially
before searching for CP asymmetries. It could help us to find which modes are potential golden modes in experiments.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[T, we show the general discussions about the topological
amplitudes of charmed baryon decays in the SU(3)r limit. The topological amplitudes in the Standard Model and

the phenomenological analysis are presented in Sec. [[TIl And Sec. [[V]is a brief summary.

II. TENSOR ANALYSIS OF TOPOLOGIES

The charm quark decays are categorized into three types, Cabibbo-favored (CF), singly Cabibbo-suppressed (SCS),
and doubly Cabibbo-suppressed (DCS) decays, with flavor structures of

¢ — sdu, ¢ — ddu/s5u, ¢ — dsu, (1)

respectively. In the SU(3) picture, the weak Hamiltonian of charm decay can be written as [53]

3
Her = Z Z (H(p))fjoz(f)ka (2)
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Og ¥ denotes the four-quark operator with the Fermi coupling constant G'r and the Wilson coefficient C,. Superscript
p in (’)g ¥ is the order of perturbation in the effective theory. In the Standard Model, p = 0,1 denote the tree and
penguin operators. For each p, there are 27 different Oz(jp k H®) is the 3 x 3 x 3 coefficient matrix. The color
indices and current structures of four quark operators are summed because once the flavor structure of operator is
determined, the operators with different color indices and current structures always appear simultaneously.

The charmed anti-triplet baryon is expressed as

0 Ar =
Bs=| -AF 0 2 (4)
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The light pseudoscalar nonet meson is
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The pseudoscalar mesons 7g and 7; are not mass eigenstates. The mass eigenstates  and n’ are mixing of ng and 7,
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There are two different octets with symmetric and antisymmetric flavor wavefunctions under ¢; <> ¢o. They are
labelled by Bf and B and their flavor wavefunctions are ¢g and ¢4, respectively. The light baryon octets BS and

B& can be written as a tensor with three covariant indices. B is given by

1

1
2+ \/6(28113 8311 8131)7 p= \/6( 28112 + 8211 + 8121), o= \f( 28223 + 8322 + 13232)7
1
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And B is given by
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Similarly to the effective Hamiltonian, the initial and final states, for example light meson M, can be written as
[M®) = (M*);| M), (9)

where |M}) is the quark composition of meson state, [M}) = |¢;q;), and (M®) is the coefficient matrix.
Decay amplitude of the BZg — B¢ M? mode is constructed to be

A(BY — BgMP) = (Bg M | Hogt| BL)
=3 (BB (MP), (M} HE, 0 (B rs | [Buglrs)

p Per.

=D (B M08, |Beglrs) x (BE)7H(MP)), Hi (B s (10)

p Per.
In above formula, ), presents summing over all the possible full contractions, i.e., all the flavor indices of
(BY RViNlel] »|[Bzlrs) are contracted with each other. For simplicity, the decay amplitude of B’Y — Bg M?P is expressed

as

ABY — BEM?) =Y Xoy(Cu)apy, (11)

where w labels the different contractions of the SU(3) indices, X,, = (BZ* M. |0 o|[Balrs) is the reduced matrix
element, and (Cy)ap, = (Bg)7*(MP)l, Hi,(B%).s is the Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficient. According to the Wigner-
Eckhart theorem [50, 57], X, is independent of indices «, 8 and . All the information of initial/final states is
absorbed into the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient (C.,)ag+-

The overall wavefunction for a bound qqq state, accounting for all degrees of freedom, is written as

v = (bﬂavorXspinfcolornspacev (12)

where Pfavor; Xspin, Ecolor and Tspace are flavor, spin, color and space wavefunctions respectively. W is required
to be antisymmetric under the interchange of any two quarks because of the Pauli exclusion principle. The color
wavefunction is necessarily totally antisymmetric since all hadrons are SU(3)¢ singlet. For L = 0 ground state
baryon, there is no orbital angular momentum. The orbital wavefunction is symmetric under the interchange of

any two quarks. Thereby, the combined flavour and spin wavefunction, ¢gavorXspin, Should be symmetric under the
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FIG. 1: Topological diagrams of charmed baryon anti-triplet B3 decays into a light baryon octet B4 and a light meson M, in

which ”]” means two antisymmetric light quarks in baryon.



interchange of any two quarks. However, neither combination of ¢gxs or ¢pax4 has a definite symmetry under the

interchange of g1 <> g3 or g2 <> g3. Only the equal weight combination of them,
1
Y= ﬁ(@f?SXs + daxa), (13)

is symmetric under the interchange of any two quarks [49]. Because of the different spin wavefunctions of B and
B!, the topological diagrams of charmed baryon decays into octet baryons have two different sets. For distinction,
we label the topological diagrams of charmed baryon decays into By and B§ by superscripts S and A. The total
amplitude of Bz — BsM decay is obtained by summing the amplitudes of B 5 — B$ M and Bs — B{ M transitions,

A(Bz — BsM) = A%(Bz — BS M) + AN (B3 — B{M). (14)

The amount of topology contributing to the B3 — BsM decay can be counted by permutation. There are five
covariant /contravariant indices in tensor (BY*M! |01 o|[B.3lrs). The number of full contraction is N = A3 = 120.
Considering that the two flavor indices in the charmed baryon anti-triplet are anti-symmetric, the number of term
contributing to the Bz — BsM decay, including B 5 — B$ M and Bs — B{ M modes, is Ng + Na = N/2 = 60. The
other 60 terms appear in the charmed baryon sextet decays. Because of the symmetric light quarks in Bg? is in conflict
with the anti-symmetric light quarks in B 3, the number of topological diagram in charmed anti-triplet baryon decays
into BSS is lesser than the one in decays into Bg‘. The difference between them, N4 — Ng, is computed to be A3 =
Then Ng and N4 are solved to be Ng = 27, N4 = 33. Besides, we can use permutation to count the amount of
different types of topologies. For example, the number of diagram with quark loop is 2 x A}/2 = 24, where the factor
2 is arisen from two types of quark loop, and the last factor 1/2 is arisen from the anti-symmetric indices in charmed
baryons. The number of diagrams involving singlet meson is A3/2 = 12. And the number of diagram involving ¢g
produced from vacuum is 3 x A}/2 = 36, where the factor 3 is arisen from the fact that there are three choices for a
meson tensor contracting with a baryon tensor.

The topological amplitude of Bz — BS M decay is constructed as

A% (Bz — B M) =a7 (B.z)i; Hiy My, (BS )™ + S(B )i Hiii My (B + a3 (B 5)i5 Hiy My, (BS)*
+ af (Bg)ij Hig M7, (BS )™ (Bog)ij Hig M, (BS )™ + ag (Bz)i; Hig M7, (BS )™
+ a7 (Bag)iy Hig My, (BS )™ (Beg)ij Hig My, (BE Y™ + a5 (B z)s; Hjy My, (Bg )™
+afo(Beg)ij Hiy M, (Bg)jkm aty(Bag)ijHiy My, (BS )™ + afy(Bog) i Hig My, (B8 )™
+ s (Bog)is Hit My, (BS)™ + a3y (Bg)iy Hyj M), (BS)™ + afs (Beg) iy Hiy My, (B3
+ afs(Bog)is Hig My (BS Y™ + aty (Bg)ij Hig My (BS)™ + afs(Bg)ss Hyy M, (BS )™
+ afy(Bz)is Hiy M, (BS)
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And the topological amplitude of B 5 — B{ M decay is constructed as

AN Bz — By M) =ai (Bz)iy Hit My, (BE)™ + ag (Beg)ig Hiy My, (B + a3 (Beg)is Hyy My, (B

3
+ a3 (Beg)i Hig M3, (B ™ + a8 (Bg)is Hiy M, (BE )™ + ag (B ,z)i; Hiy My, (Bg)'™*
+ a (Bz)is Hig My, (BE V'™ + ag (Beg)iy Hig M)y, (BE )™ + ag (B.g)i Hiy My, (B8
+ iy (Bog)is Hig My (BE)*™ + aiy (Bug) i Hiy My, (B )™ + ais (B g)iy Hig My, (B¢
+ aqs (Bug)ig Hit My, (BE)™ + aiy (Bg)ig Hig My, (B& )™ + ais (B.g)ig Hiy My (Bg )™
+ ajs(Bog)is Hig My (B8 )™ + afh (B g)is Hig My (BE )™ + afs(Bz)is Hyg M, (BE)7F™
+ aiy(Bag)iy Hiy My (BE) ™ + agy(Bog)ig Hiy My, (BE)*™ + a3 (B z)s Hyy My, (B¢)™
+ gy (Bg)is Hig My (BE)™ + ags (Bz)iy Hip My, (B Y™™ + agy (B z)i; Hip My, (Bg )™
+ ags (B,z)s Hix My, (BE) ™ + ag (Bz)i Hy My, (B8) ™ + agr(B.g) iy Hiy My, (&)™
+ a?s(Bp )ij Hl?lle (B?)”l 549( )UHIZ;MZ (Bs )”k + aso(Bcs)wHkle (Bs )
+ agy (Bag)ij Hig My (BE) ¥ + aghy (Bg)iy Hiy My, (BE) ™ + agsy (Beg)iy Hiyp My (Bg)7*. - (16)

Each term in Eq. and Eq. can be seen as a topological diagram with following rules.

e In tensor H”7

and k denote quark g; and anti-quark g, produced in the other vertex.

index j presents quark g; produced in the vertex that connects with ¢ quark line, and indices ¢

e The contraction of final state meson or baryon with four-quark Hamiltonian denotes that the quark produced

in one vertex enters the final state meson or baryon.

e The contraction between initial state and final state denotes the light quark in charmed baryon enters the final

state as a spectator quark.

e The contraction between two indices in H, Z denotes the quark loop. There are two different ways to contract
two indices in H};. H}; presents the quark loop connects two vertex in the topological diagram, and Hj; presents
the quark loop induced by one vertexes in the topological diagram.

To distinguish other decay amplitudes defined in this paper, we also name the topological amplitudes defined in
Eqgs. and as ”3-rank topological amplitudes” since the octet baryons are written as third-rank tensors.

The topological diagrams contributing to the Bz — B M decay are shown in Fig. The topological diagrams
contributing to the Bz — B$ M decay can be obtained by changing the anti-symmetric quarks of a; ~ as7 in Fig. to
symmetric ones. In Eqs. and , we do not write the order of perturbation of four-quark operators p explicitly.
It is stressed that the same contractions with different p are different topological amplitudes. Actually, perturbation
order p provides a natural way to classify the topologies. In the SM, p = 0 denotes the diagrams induced by tree
operators and p = 1 denotes the diagrams induced by penguin operators. If we dropping the diagrams with quark
loop, the topological amplitudes contributing to B 5 — Bg;‘M mode are consistent with Ref. [43].

The octet baryon can also be written as a tensor with one covariant index and one contravariant index, (Bs)g, where
i # j. In literature, the third-rank octet tensor is usually written as (Bs)“* = €¥!(Bg)¥, where "% is the Levi-Civita
tensor. It is only valid for the g; <> g2 anti-symmetric octet Bé“ since the indices ¢ and j are anti-symmetric. The
third-rank tensor of q; <> g2 symmetric octet, (BS)¥* can be constructed by summing two anti-symmetric tensors
e*(Bg) " and ¢/*!(Bg)i. Then third-rank tensors (B5)“* and (Bg)“* are expressed by the second-rank tensors as

(BS)7E = e*(Bs)] + ¢/ (Bs);, (Bg)7h = e7(Bs)y (17)



Notice that indices i and j are i > j symmetric in (B5)“*. The second-rank octet is written as
150, 1 A0 +
\/EZ + \/EA by D

— - 150, 1 A0

- =0 —/2/3A°

The charmed baryon anti-triplet can be written as

(1]

(B3)ij = €ijr(Ba)¥, (19)
in which
Bz =| -2f |. (20)
AY

The decay amplitude of B 5 — BsM mode could be constructed by second-rank baryon octet and first-rank charmed
baryon anti-triplet. There are four covariant/contravariant indices in tensor <(Bg)§Ml’“|Ofm\Bg§>. The number of
full contraction is N = A} = 24. Considering that i # j in (Bg);, 6 terms are dropped. Then the number of term
contributing to the Bz — BgM mode is counted to be 24 — 6 = 18. The decay amplitude of Bz — BsM mode
constructed by the second-rank octet tensors is

A(Bz — BsM) =A1(Bz) Hj,M!(Bs)" + Az(Bz) Hf, M} (Bs)¥ + As(B.35) Hj\, M/ (Bs)*

+ Ay(B3) H, M} (Bs)F + As(Bg) H} ML(Bs)f + As(B.g) Hi Mj(Bs)h
+ Ar(Beg) Hi, M!(Bs); + As(Bz) H{;M}.(Bs)¥ + +A9(B,3)" HJ, Mj (Bs)"

+ Avo(Bag) Hi,M{ (Bs)% + Av1(B.g)" Hi, M/ (Bs)f + A12(Bog)' Hi; Mj.(Bs)y
+ A13(B.3) HigMz (Bs)i + Awa(Bg)' H, Mk(BS) + Ai5(Bg)'H Mk(BS)
+ A6(Bgg) H, M} (Bs)§ + Ar7(B.g) H), M{(Bs); + A1s(B.z)" H; Mj.(Bs)r. (21)

In this work, we call the decay amplitude defined in Eq. as ”2-rank topological amplitude”.

By inserting Eqs. and into each term of Egs. and , we can derive the relations between decay
amplitudes constructed by second- and third-rank octets. For example, the first term of Eq. is simplified to be

af (Bgg)i Hyi My, (BS )M = af ey (Bg)P Hiy My, €' (Bs)l + a7 €55 (Bz)P Hyy My, e (Bs)}
= af (Bg) Hj,M/(Bs)f — 2af (Bgg) H{,M.(Bs)!
— af (Bgg) H} M(Bs)[ + 2af (Bz)"H,M!(Bs); - (22)

So diagram a7 contributes to Eq. (21)) as
Ay = —\@(Jfls-i-..., A4:2\/60f19+...7 Asg :\/éaf—i—..., A7:—2\/6a*1g+...7 (23)

where factor —/6 is arisen from the normalization factor 1/v/6 in Eq. and the index arbitraries of Egs. and



(19). The relations between the third- and second-rank topological amplitudes of B 5 — BsM mode are derived to be

S S S S S
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A9 = a3 + afy — afy) — V6(—ai + a§ — afs + 2075 — a7y),

Ayo = ag + afs + aty) — V6(—af + af + 2afs — a7 — afy),

An = ag + afy + agy) — V6(—ai + af + 2ais — a7y — a3y),

Agp = ai — a7 +ag — afy + ago + agy + 2a5y) — V6(—aZ + ag + a7 — 2a5 + af + afy — 207y + ajy + 3a3)),
Arz =V2(ag — afs — aiy — afy — asy + agh + 2a3y) — V6(af — af — 2075 + afs + a7y — 2afs + a7y + ajy + 3a3),
Avs =V2(ai + aiy — agy) — V6(a5 — ag — a%s + 2afy — asy),

Ass =V2(ag' — afy + aih — agy + ass + ags + 2azy) — V6(a5 — af + aty — 2af, + aTy + afy — 205, + ajs + 3azp),
Ars =V2(ag" — afl + aiy — agy — ags + ady + 2a33) — V6(af — a§ + afs — 2a7s + a7y — 235 + a3y + az; + 3asy),
Az = ag' + agy + ags) — V6(—af + ag + 2a5; — a3y — asy),

A = ai + agh — ags) — V6(—a5 + ag — ajy + 2a5, — ads). (24)

The factor v/2 is arisen from the normalization factor 1 / V2 in Eq. . According to Eq. , the topological diagrams
of Bz — B§M and B,z — B4 M transitions are correlative. If the topological diagrams in one B,z — B§ M mode are
known, the topological diagrams contributing to the corresponding B35 — B{'M mode are determined, vice versa.

Operator ij is a reducible representation of SU(3) group. It can be decomposed as 3®@3®3 =3, ® 3; 6 & 15.
Then the coefficient matrix H can be written as

Hl =L HO5)S + e HO)" + 05 (SHG.: — SHE,):) +0F (SH(,); — SHG.),). (25)

The SU(3) irreducible amplitude of Bz — BgM decay is constructed as

A(B g — BsM) = b1 (B.g) H(6)f; M (Bs)}, + bs(Bg) H(6); My (Bs)] + bs(Beg) H () M] (Bs)i
+ba(B,g) H(6)5,M] (Bs)j, + bs(B.g) H(6)5, M} (Bs)] + bs(B.g)' H(15)5; M (By)j,
+ bz (Bg) H(15)}; M (Bs)] + bs(B.g) H(15)}; M{ (Bs)i, + bo(Bg)" H(15)}5, M} (Bs)j,
+ bio(B.g) H(15) 5, M}.(Bs)] + bi1(Beg) H(3,): M (Bs)} + bia(B,g) H(3,) M (Bs)}
+ b13(B.g) H(3p)k M (Bs)¥ + b1a(Bug) ' H(3p)x MF (Bs)] + bis(Beg) H(31): My (Bs)"
+ bis(Bz )ZH(?)t)kM]( Sk +b17(Bg ) (3t)kMJ(Bs) + big(B3)" H(St)kMk(Bg) . (26)

In this work, we also call the decay amplitude defined in Eq. as ”2-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitude”. By



substituting Eq. into each term of Eq. , the relations between Eq. and Eq. are derived to be
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6 — 8 bl 7T — 8 bl 8 — 8 bl 9 — 8 ) 10 — 8 )
1 3 1 3 3 1 3 1

bip=—-A —A; — - A —Ag+ A bis =—-As — —A —Ag— -Ag+ A

11 3 5+8 T3 6+8 s + Ais, 15 = g5 — 2 7+8 63 s + A4,

3 1 3 1 1 3 1 3
bio=-As—-A4+-Ag— A A big=—-Ao+-Ay—-Ag+ A A
12 = g2 — ¢ 4+8 973 10 + Aie, 16 3 2+8 473 9+8 10 + Ais,

1 3 3 1 3 1 1 3
biz = —§A1 + Az + S A5 — S A7 + Ay, bir = A1 — S Az — S A5 + S A7+ An,

8 8 8 8 8 8 8

1 3 3 1 3 1 1 3
A+ A+ 2 A — A+ A = S Ay — Ay — 2 Ag+ 2 Ag+ A,
b4 3 2-1-8 4+8 673 8 + Ais, big gd2—gda—g 6+8 g + A2

(27)

The second-rank topological amplitudes and SU(3) irreducible amplitude are equivalent since the only difference

between them is the effective Hamiltonian is decomposed into SU(3) irreducible representation or not. The inverse

solution of Eq. is

Ay = —2b, + dby, Ay = —2bs +4byy,  As =2y +4by, Ay = 2bs +4byy,  As = 2by + 4br,
Ag = 2by +4bg, Ay = —2by + by, Ag = —2by +4bs,  Ag = 2bs + dbs,  Ayo = —2bs + 4bs,
A1 = b17 + by + by — by — by, A1z = big + b1 + bs — bg — bio, Aig = big + bg — bs — bg — by,
A1g = b5 — b1 — by — b — by, Ars = bia — by — bs — bg — bio, Aie = b1z — bz + b5 — bs — bio,
Ai7 = big — by — by — by — by, A1g = b1y + by + ba — bg — br.

(28)

By inserting Eq. into Eq. (27), we get the equations of SU(3) irreducible amplitudes decomposed by topological
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amplitudes,

b1 = —V2(2a5 + af — af — afy + aty) /4 + V6(2a5 — 2a§ — af + 24§ — af + afy — 2af) + af,) /4,

bo = V2(af' — a3 —2a3 +af —af)/4+V6(3a] — 343 —af +a5)/4,
by = —V2(af — af — afs + afs + 2015) /4 + V6(a5 — a§ + 375 — 3als) /4,
by = V2(af —ag' +a§' + a5 — afy —aiy) /4 — V6(a5 — a§ + 207 — a“g —ag — 2ajy + afy +afy) /4,
bs = V2(ai' — a3 — 203" + af' — af + a§' + af — aih — afs + afy — afy — 2a55 + 2a5) /4
+ \/6(3@1 —3a5 —ad + ag — 245 + ag + a9 + 2a10 —a3, —ai, — 3a13 + 3a%))/4,
bs = V2(a7 — a§ + aty — aiy) /8 + V6(aF — 2a§ + a5 + afy — 2a7; + a7y)/8,
by = V2(ait + a3 +ad +af)/8 — V6(ai + a3 — 2a5 + 245 — af —a)/8,
bs = —V2(a3' + af — ais — aiy)/8 + V6(2ai — af — af — a7s — a7 + 2a7,)/8,
bo = V2(ai +af +ag +aiy +ai +aiy) /8 +V6(—2a3 +af + a5 — 245 + af + a5 — 2a5, + afy +aty)/8,

bio = —V2(ai' + a3 + af +af + af + ag' + afy + afy — afy — aiy — 2ah — 2a%9)/8

+V6(at + a5 —2a5 + 245 — a2 — af + 205 — af — a5 + 24T, — a5 — a7y — 3a7y — 3a3,)/8,
b = —V2(aft — 3a3' — 44 + 4ai + af' — 3ad — 3a2 + 3a8' + ail, — af, — 8ady + 8ady)/8

—V6(7a5 — 5a5 — 2a5 + 245 — Taf + 5a — 33 + 6a3 — 3a5 + af, — 2a7, + af, — 8a3, + 16a3, — 8ady) /8,
bio = —\f(Sal — a2 4a3 2(1‘54 — Qaé4 + 3a§34 + 3a§,4 — a‘141 — a‘142 +ajy — 3af4 + 5a‘145 +ail — 4af7

+ 8aby + 8aby — Saby — Gasg + 2a4y — 16a3y) /8 — V6(5a5 — Ta3 + 2a5 + 4a — 245 — 245 — 645 + 3a3
+ 3a§ + 2a5y — afy — aly — 3al; + 9a, + 3aTs — 9aT + 6aT; — 16a5, + 8al, + 8ass + 24a3;) /8,
biz = V2(3a — a3 — 4af — 208 — 248 + 3ag + 3a8 — a3y — afy + 8ady + Sady)/8
+V6(5a; — Ta3 + 2a5 + 4a — 2a5 — 2a5 — 645 + a5 + 3a5 + 2a7, — af, — ay — 16a5, + 8a3, + 8azs)/8,
by = \/i(a‘l4 - 3a‘24 - 4aé4 + 4£le4 + a‘54 — 3%4 - a‘74 + a? + 2%4 — 5a‘140 — 3(1‘141 + 2(1‘142 + 3a‘143 - aﬁ - 8a‘243 + 8a§45
+ 8aby — 2abs + 6asy + 16a4,)/8 + V6(Tas — 5a5 — 2a5 + 2a3 — Tas + 5a3 — 3a5 + 3a3 + af, + 7af)
— 8af, — 9aty + 3a7, — 8as, + 16a5, — 8ass — 24a3g)/8,
bis = V2(3a — a3 — 4af + 4ai + 308 — af — a2 + af + 3aly — 3al, + 8alk — 8asy)/8
+V6(5a5 — 7a3 + 2a5 — 2a5 — 5as + Ta§ — a3 + 245 — a§ + 3aT, — 6a7, + 3a3, + 8aty — 1643, + 8as,)/8,
bis = \@(af — 3a3 — 4@? + 2af + 2(1‘64 +ag +ay — 3ai — 3aty, + 3af3 —afy, —aty — baik — 4af7 — 8afl — 8a‘240
+ 8aby — 2abs + Gasy + 16a4,)/8 + V6(7as — 5a5 — 2a5 — 4ay + 2a5 + 2a§ — 245 + af + a5 + 6a7,
— 3ay) — 3agy — 9a7; + 3aty + 9afs — 3aTs — 6agy + 16ags — 8aTy — Sajy — 24a5,)/8,
bir = —V2(ait — 3a3' — 4a4 + 208 + 20§ + ag + ai' — 3afy — 3af, — 8afh — 8ad)/8
—V6(7a5 — 5a5 — 2a5 — 4a3 + 205 + 245 — 245 + a§ + aj + 6a5, — 3a5, — 3a3, + 16aTs — 8afy — 8as,)/8,
big = f\f(Sal — a2 4a3 + 4a4 + 3a5 — a6 + 5a7 + 3a8 - 2a9 + alo a‘f - 2a‘142 + a‘f‘?’ — 3a‘144 + 8a‘148 - 8a‘240
— 8a}y — 6aby + 2aby — 16a4,)/8 — V6(5aT — Ta5 + 2a5 — 2a5 — 5a5 + Tay — a5 — Tag + 8aj + 3a3,
—3a5, — 3a5s 4 9a5, 4 8aiy — 16a7, + Sas, + 24a5,)/8. (29)

Notice the inverse solution is not exist because the number of term of topological amplitude are larger than the one
of SU(3) irreducible amplitude.
The three indices of H(6 ) can be simplified to two upper indices through Levi-Civita tensor, H (6) = ¢, H(6)*
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3-rank |____| 2-rank
TDA TDA

3-rank 2-rank
IRA IRA

FIG. 2: Relations between 3-rank topological amplitude, 2-rank topological amplitude, 3-rank SU (3) irreducible amplitude and
2-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitude.

The terms constructed by H (é)fj in Eq. can be written as

b1(B.5) H(6)f; M (Bs)j, = b1(B,z),:H (6)" M (Bs)y,
ba(B,g)" H(6); My (Bs)] = ba(B,g);:H(6)* Mj (By)],
bs(B.g)' H (6)5;M[ (Bs)i, = bs(B,g);:H (6)* M; (B3,
ba(B,g) H (6)5, M (Bs)}, = ba[(B.g) 1 H (6)" M (By)}, — (B,g) ;s H(6)" Mj (Bs)

+ (Bgg);iH(6)" M/ (Bs)3 ],
bs(Bz) H(6)% M. (Bs)] = —bs(Beg);:H (6)"" Mf.(Bs)] + (Bz);0H (6)" M (Bs)L.], (30)

in which (B3)" = €7%(B3);jx/2 is used. There are four invariant tensors in the RHS of Eq. (30). It indicates the
degree of freedom of the SU(3) irreducible amplitudes associated with 6 representation is four, which is consistent
with Refs. [43] [45]. We can define four new parameters to replace by ~ bs,

b/1 :b1 —b4, b/2 :bg—b5, bé :b3+b4, bi:b4—b5 (31)

Compared with the decay amplitudes defined in Ref. [58], we have

v=—f  bh=-f by=—f" b= (32)
Since Eq. and Eq. are equivalent, one of the amplitudes in Eq. is not independent. According to
Eq. and Eq. , the SU(3) irreducible amplitudes associated with 6 representation have nothing to do with
the topologies involving quark-loop. It means one of the amplitudes Ay ~ Ajg is not independent under the SU(3)F
symmetry, no matter the amplitudes A;; ~ A;g are neglected or not.

The amplitude of B3 — BgM decay can also be constructed by thied-rank octet tensors and SU(3) irreducible
effective operators. The third-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes of Bz — B§M and Bz — B4 M modes and the
equivalence relations between the third-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes and topological amplitudes are shown in
Appendix. |[Al Moreover, the equations of the second-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes decomposed by the third-rank
SU(3) irreducible amplitudes are derived. And the crosscheck of Eq. is performed through the approach of 3-rank
topological amplitude = 3-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitude = 2-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitude.

As a summary, we show relations between the 3-rank topological amplitude, the 2-rank topological amplitude, the
3-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitude and the 2-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitude in Fig.|2| The double-headed arrow
presents the 3(2)-rank amplitudes can be decomposed by the other 3(2)-rank amplitudes and the inverse solution
exist. And the single-headed arrow presents the two 2-rank amplitudes can be decomposed by corresponding 3-rank

amplitudes, but inverse solutions do not exist.
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TABLE I: Topological amplitudes of the Cabibbo-favored and doubly Cabibbo-suppressed B3 — BS M decays.

Channel Topological amplitude
AZ’ — A%xt %Al(aﬁ7a§+affag+a$7a372af4)
Aj—)EOﬂ"" 7ﬁ/\1(2alsfa2s7a§+aff2a5s+ag+a$72ag+a§)
AF - 270 2—13)\1(21115—af—a§+af—2a§+a‘§+a§—2a§+a(§)
Aj — ZJrng %)\1(72af + ags + az? + af — 2a55 + ag + af - 2a§ + ag + 4af0 — 2(1*191 — 2af2)
AF — =T ﬁ)\l(f2af +a5 + a_gg +ay — 245 +af +af —2a5 + ag —2aPy +af] +af, — 6a5; + 3af6 + 3a?y)
Af — pK' %)‘1(2“?0 —af, —ay, — 3aly)
AY - 2K %Al(faffa§+2ag—a$—a§+2a5)
=0 = at iﬁ)\l(Qaf — ag — ag? — 3af4)
20 — =070 2—13)\1(—a‘1§+2u§—a3‘3—2a§+ags+ag)
20 — =004 %Al(af — 2a5 + a:‘f —2af — 2a§ + 4ag - 2a$ + ag + ag — Zafo +4af, —2J5,)
EE — =% ﬁAl(af — 2a§ + ag + af + ag — 2a§ — 2(1‘7g + ag + ag + afo — Zafl + a‘fg + 30,195 — 60,196 + 3af7)
Eg — A"K"° %)‘1(_‘15 + ‘15? - ajf + “g - afo + ‘1131 + ‘11S3)
2 5 STK™ %Al(—af+2a§—ag—afo—als1+2als2)
=0 »OR? 7ﬁ)\1(72af +as +af —af +2af —af —af, — af] + 2a7, + 3a7;)
EF — =0T iﬁ/\l(als — 2a§ + ag + 3a154)
= — TR LG)\l(—Qaf + a5 4 af + 3a7y)
AF — pK° %)\2(2&? —ay —af — 3aPy)
AT - nK*t is)\g(faf +2a5 — a5 — 3a},)
=22 KT =X2(2aF — af — aj —3ay,)
S ThaCal raf 1ol —of a1 ohialy
Eg — »OKO 7ﬁ)\1(7a‘19 — ag + 2a§ — 2(1;1S + ag + ag — Qafo + afl + an + Bai)
S Tha(oal 2% —af — ay —af, + 2%
2% — nn® 2—13)\2(—05 — a2 4245 —2a8 +aS + af —afy + 207, — aPy)
Eg — nng %)\2(72af + 4a*29 — 2a§ + af + ag — 2a§ — Za;g + ag + ag + afo — 2(1*15'1 + afz)
20— npy ﬁAg(af —2a5 + a3 +af +af —2af — 24 + af +af +ai, — 2a7, +aty — 3ats + 6as — 3aTy)
EF — A°KT %kg(—af-&-a?-ﬁ-a?—ag-&-ag—ag—ai)
=F - 2Kk T —ﬁkg(—af — a5 +2a5 — 2a3 +aS 4+ af — 245 + af + a5 + 3a?,)
= - ot K° Zz2(—2a, + af) + afy + 3aly)
E:r — p‘n’o ﬁ/\z(—af + 2a§ — ag — af + 2a§ — ag — Qafo + afl + afz)
EF — pns L12(—4af +2a3 +2a5 — aj +2a5 —af —af +2a5 — aj + 2a3, — a7; — a,)
=7 5 pm | aigha(3ay — af — of —af + a5 —af — o} ¥ 2a5 —af + Zufy — of, _ af,  Gay  Saly — Baly)
Ej’%nﬂ'"’ iﬁ)\z(af+a§72ag+a$+a§72a§)
III. TOPOLOGICAL AMPLITUDES IN THE STANDARD MODEL
The effective Hamiltonian in charm quark weak decay in the SM is [59]
Ie. 2 6
Horr = 7‘; D ViuVaas | D Calw)Oilp) | = Vi Vas | Y Cil i) Oi(1) + Cisg (1) Osg (1)
q=d,s q=1 =3
The tree operators are
O1 = (Uag2p)v-a(@ipca)v-a, Oz = (Uag2a)v-a(@ipcs)v-a,

in which «, 8 are color indices, ¢ 2 are d/s quarks. The QCD penguin operators are

O3 = Z (Uaca)v-a(dsqs)v—n, Os= Z (tacs)v—a(Tsqn)v—a,

q'=u,d,s q'=u,d,s
Os= Y (GaCa)v-a(@5ds)via, Oc= Y (Gacs)v-a(@sdh)vya;
q'=u,d,s q'=u,d,s

and the chromomagnetic penguin operator is

Ogy = %mcﬂow(l +v5) TG c.
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TABLE II: Topological amplitudes of the singly Cabibbo-favored B.; — BS M decays (1).

Channel Topological amplitude
A = A°KT lArﬁ(af’? - aas + aég - a?)g + alsQ - a§0 - 2a§1) + 32 (a5 — ‘135 - 2a%, + a159 - afo - 2a5))
)\b( SP—ar +a +a +3a —a3 +a agp agf—Ba +2aSP—2a5P—2aSP—2a —6a2PGs)
AL — =K Ti5Na(20F —af —af +207 — a3 —ag — 2‘118 + afg + azo) + V s(—2a7 + a3 + a3 — 2afs + afy + aégo)
%)\b(f2agp+2afpf2a$1p72af8 7()a +a 7(1*59P+a +a +3a +a gPJra +a +da )
Al — =T K° %Ad(_mlfo + a7 +af, — 2‘118 + a19 + azo) + ﬁk (_2‘11 +a5 +a3 - 2“18 + af9 + azo)
—%)\b(—Qa;P + 2afp — 2a$P — 2(1158 — 6a23 + a1 — aE‘?P + a8 + ‘119 + 31124 + a3 — a6 Py a Py a20 + 3a )
A:r — pTrO m)\d(—zﬂf + ag -+ a{f — af + 2a§ — ag — a7 + 2a‘89 — aS — 2(110 + au -+ al2 + 3a13 — al8 + 2a19 — a250 — 3a21)
+#)\S(—af8+2afg —a§0 —3a3)) — 2f>\b( a3¥ +af —a$P —af§ —3ag5
+2a‘19P SP+2aSP+2a +6a —a3 +aSP—a§P—a§f—3a +3a —3a12 —SafP—SaSP—9a§6P)
A = pns %)‘d@% —a3 —a3 —af +2a —ag — a7 +2a5 — aj +2a%, —ay; — at, — 3ag; + 3aTy — 3aj, — 3az)
+%)\S (6(1‘193 + 30)?8 — 30150 — 3a§1) — l)\b(BaSP — 3afP + 3a$P
+3a5F +9a5F — 3057 +3a3F — 3a5F — 3a5F — 9a5F + 3aPF — 3a5f — 3a5F — 3a5F — 9a5F)
A:r — pm 5\/’)‘d(2a1 — af — a§ — af —+ 2a§ — ag — af —+ 2a8 — ag + 2a10 — a‘ls1 — a‘lg2 — 3af3 + 6also — Safo — 3als7
+3a18 - 3‘120 — 3a5; — 9a5,) + >\ (= 3‘113 + 30‘18 - 3‘120 — 3a3; — 9a5,)
—3—\1/5)\1)(3112 — BaSP + BaSP + 3a + 9a — 3a:SP + 3a6 — 3(19 — 3(120 — 9a255P
+3aF — 3aPf — 3a%f — 3a5F — 9aSP — 9a P +9a3f — 9458 —9a5F — 27457
A:r — nrt %Ad(faf + 2a§ — af + af + af — 2a6 + a7 + a8 — 2a9 — 3th4 — afs + Zafg — a250 — 3a§1)
+ e s (—ats + 2‘1139 — a3y — 3a3;)
7%)\;7(704*29}3%»(15 7(15}37(118 7€a +2a 72a§P+2a +2a +6a 7a3 +a 7agp
—ast —3a3F 4+ 3a7F — 3a7F — 3P — 3a5f — 9a5F)
R Y iﬁ)\d(aQg +a$ — 2a5 — 3af, — 3a5,) + —6/\3(70,7 +2a5 —aj — 3a5;) — %Ab(SaiP —3a7¥ —3a7{ — 3a5 —9a5F)
Eo — A%7° ﬁkd(af —a; +a7 —ag +“1SO —af) - alsa + “fs - ‘lfg +a5) + #A (—af +‘1€ - ‘1$ + aj +afs — afy + a3,)
—2—12/\5((15}3—&?}3-&-11 +a +3a —al +a —agp—alg —3a —au +a +a13 +a21 +3a Py

ﬁkd(—‘h +a3 + 205 — 243 + a7 —ag — afy + a7y +afy — ajs + 3aty — a5, + az)
+555 A (2a5 — 205 + af —ag — a$ +ag iy 2af1 — 2a%, + 2afs - afs + 3afg — 2azy + a3;)
m)\b(faquLaf 7(1?13 a18 73(1 +3a SP+3a +3a +9a 72a§P+2a5P72agsP
72(120 76(125 — a11 +a +a +a +3a§6P)

20— A% 27\1/3)%(*“15 +a3 —af +ag +a7 —ag —ajy +at) +afy — 3aTs + 3a7s — aty + azo +az) + 3a3,)
+5grs(—a3 +af +af —ag — a7 +a5 — afl + an +aty — 3afs + Sa% - afs + a§o + a§1 + 3az,)
ﬁ)\b(fangraf 7G$P70‘18 73a +a SPJra +a +3a 70,11 +a +af3p
+a21 +3a +3a - 3a +3a +3a +9a )
20 — 2070 ﬁ)‘d(*af — a5 +2a5 + a7 +ag — 2a5 — afo — a7} + 2a7, + 3al; — “igs — aty + 2a5, — 3a3))
+2#)\ v(af — 2a,t9 + ag — a$ + 20ng9 — ag — afg — afg + 20,‘;0 - 30,‘;1)
2#\/6/\1,(711‘2913«#(1;? 711‘79}37(118 73a 7a1 +a 7agpfa19 73a +2a 72agp+2agp
+2a + Ga P 3a — 3a12 — 3a13 — 3a21 — 9a26 )
El = =% %ﬁ)\d(af +a; — 2a3 +4af — 2a3 — 2‘15 +a7 + ag — 2ag +ajy +af) — 2a3, — 3ags — 3ags + 3ajy — 3aj;)
+$)\S(—4af + 2a§ + 2a§ — af + 2(1? — ag — a? + 2(15 — ag — 4af0 + 2a151 + Qafz + 6(1133 — 3a1S8 + 3af9 — 3(151)
—ﬁkb(—agp-l-afp—afp—alg —3a3 +a_lsp_agp+a +a +3a +a —af;—aff—azsf—?)a%)
E(c’ — 20171 é)d(af + a2 — 2a3 — 2a4 +a55 + ag +a$ + as — 2a9 + a10 + a11 — 2af2 — S.zzf3
+3a7s + 3ajg — 6at; + 3ats — a3, — 3a3, — 9a3,)
+%)\5(2als — azs — a?‘? — af + 2a§ — ag — af + 2a§ — ag + 2also — a‘lsl — afz — 3af3
+6af5 - 3“136 - 3“?7 + 3“?& - 3“50 - 3“51 - 9“52)
7%)\b(agpfa4sp+a +a +3a 7(13 +a 7(151370,20 7311 +a 7afgpfaf3pfa21 73(1
—3a5F 4+ 3a5F — 3a¥F — 3a5f — 9a27 )
=0 5 nK° \}éAd(als —2a5 +af — af —af +2a3 +afy — 2a7, + asy) + T5As (afy — 2af1 + af2 +afg — Qafg + ago)
7%Ab(agpfafp+a +a +3a 72afp+2agpf2agpf2afg 760, +a SP+a +a +3a )
E[c)—)EfKJr iﬁkd(—a§+2a§—a§—3a21)+—6 S(a7 +ass—2a§—3a‘1§4—3a§1)—iﬁ/\b(—?)a +3a +3a +3a +9a26 )
Eg — E°K° %Ad(also - 2aig1 + af2 + aigs - 2“?9 + ago) + %AS(‘HS - 2‘15 + a§ - af - ar + 20’6 + ‘113 - 2‘119 + a20)
—is)\b(agp—asp—o—a +afd +3a5F —2a7F + 248 — 2057 — 245 — 6aSF + a5F —afF +aSF + a5 +3a5))
Eg -zt Ad( alO a11 + 2“12 - afs - afg + 2“30) + LA .(af - 2‘15 + “6 - afg - aigg + 2‘120)
7%Ab(fagp+a4 7a$P7a18 73(13 7(11 +a 7(151370,19 7311 +2a 72agp+2a +2a +6a25)
B — pK~ %Ad(ﬂu —2a3 +ag — afs - a19 + 2‘120) + 7)‘ (—aio — aty + 2a7, — afs — afy + 2a3)
——)\b( a +a —afp—al8 —3a —al +a —agp—alg —3a +2a —2a§P+2a +2a +6a25)
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TABLE III: Topological amplitudes of the singly Cabibbo-favored B 5 — BS M decays (2).

Channel Topological amplitude
=t 0_+ 1 S S S S S S 1 S S S S s s S
ET = A'n §Ad(7a1 + a5 7a147a18+a197a21)+§)\5(a4 —ag + a7 —ag —ajg +ajy —as;)
1 SP SP SP SP SP SP SP SP spP SP SP spP SP SP SP
—3M(—ay" +ay” —a7” —ajgy —3ayg +ay" —ag” tag’ +ayy +3ay; +ay; —ayy —ays —ay —3ay )
=t 0_+ 1 S S_ 55 _ a9 S S _ 55 oS
=5 =27 2\/§Ad(a1 + aj 2a3 3ay, + afg + aty — 2a5, — 3a3,)

1 5 S_ .S _ .S S .S 145 448 5 _ a8
+3v3 s (—al +2a5 —ag — a7 +2ag —ag +ajy +ajy — 2a3, — 3as,)

72—\1/5)\;,(%9}) 7afP+a$P+af8P +3a§§ +afp 7a§P +agp +af§+3a§f 72a§P+2agP 72a§P
—2a3y —6a33 +3a7” — 3a7y” — 3ayy — 3a3 —9a3q)
Ef »=ta0 ﬁ)‘d(*?’afs — afs — ajy + 2az + 3a5,) + ﬁ)\s(af —2a5 +ag + a7 —2a3 +aj — afs — aty + 2a5, + a3 )
(7(15}) +afp — a}gp — afSP - Sag_f — afs +a§P — agp - afgp - 3a§f +2a§P - 2a§" +2a§P
+2a5F + 6a3F — 3aTF + 305 + 3a5F 4 3aSE + 9a38)
E:T N %)\d(Safs + 3a138 — 3af9 + 3a§1) + éks(éla‘lg — 2a‘2g - 2a§ + af - 2a§ + ag
+a7 — 2ag + a5 + 4a3, — 2a¥) — 2a7, — 6al; + 3als — 3ay + 3as)
—170(aSP — afP +aSP b P +305F — afP +aSP — aSP — afF — 3aSF — aSF +aSE + ST + ofF + 3aSF
Ej’ — E+771 ﬁ)\d(SafS - 3alsg + Sago + 3a§1 + 90,52) + ﬁ)\s(f2af + ag + a_;? + af - 2a§)9 + ag
+a7 —2ag +ag — 2ai, + af) + af, + 3afs — 6a7s + 3af; + 3aT; — 3afs + 3az, + 33, + 9as,)
— L an(—aP +aSF — aSP — aSF — 3aSF + 5P — ofP + a§P + aSF +3aSF — aSF +aSF + aSF
+ast +3a5f 4+ 3a7F — 3a7E + 3a7F + 3a58 + 9a5s
%)‘d@af — a3 — a3 +2afs — ajy — az) + %AS(%‘% —ay, — afy + 2a7s — afy — ajy) — ﬁ/\b@“gp -2
+2a2” + 2057 + 6a35 — af” +afF — ad” — aff — 3430 — aFF + ag” — aF" — a3 — 3a5)
Ej — =20kt %/\d(afg — 2af9 + ago + 3a§1) + %Aﬁ(af — 2a§ + a§ — a4s — ass + 2(12" — a$ — ags + 2(193 + 3af4 + afg
—2afy +ajy +3a31) —JgAn(as” —af” +af” +afy + 305 — 2077 + 2057 — 2057 — 2475

sp sp SpP sp spP spP SpP spP spP sp sp
—6azy +a3” —ag +ag +azy +3azy —3ay; +3afy +3ays +3ay; +9a5s )

1
72\/§>‘b

SP
ay

The magnetic-penguin contributions can be included into the Wilson coefficients for the penguin operators following
the substitutions [60H62]

Cos(i) > Casl) + ZUZECE() Cuglu) > Cupl) — 220 2 e (37)
k ' © ' ' 8w (12) 9

with the effective Wilson coefficient ng = Cgy+ C5 and (I?) being the averaged invariant mass squared of the virtual

gluon emitted from the magnetic penguin operator. In this work, we classify the topological diagrams into tree and

penguin induced diagrams according to which types of four-quark operators, tree or penguin, being inserted into the

effective vertexes. The advantage of this classification is that we can find out all topologies systematacially by writing
invariant tensors [53].

According to Eq. (33), Hfj can be obtained from the map (uqi)(g2¢) — Vi, Vug, in current-current operators and

(gq)(ac) = =V Vi in penguin operators. The non-zero HZ’“] induced by tree operators include
(H(O))% = VesVud, (H(O))ﬂ = VeaVud (H(O)):ls?) = Ve Vs, (H(O)):b = ViqVus- (38)
The non-zero Hikj induced by penguin operators include
(H(l)ﬁl = —VaVuw, (H(l))%l ==V Vb, (H(l))§1 ==V Vb (39)

The superscripts (0) and (1) differentiate tree and penguin operators contributions. The tree- and penguin induced
topological amplitudes of the Bz — BSM and Bs — B&M decays are listed in Tables. [[| ~ And the decay
amplitudes constructed by (Bg);- are listed in Tables. and We use superscript P to distinguish the penguin
induced amplitudes from the tree induced amplitudes. One can check the topological amplitudes and the amplitudes
constructed by second-rank octet tensor follow Eq. . Notice that the tree induced amplitudes A5 ~ Aig and
penguin induced amplitudes A and Af do not contribute to the charmed baryon decays. It is understandable
because H;k in Aj5 ~ Ajg terms does not match with the tree operators in the SM. And the property of j # k

in (Bg)? is in conflict with j = k in Hgl if the penguin operators are inserted into A; and A;p terms. The decay
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TABLE IV: Topological amplitudes of the Cabibbo-favored and doubly Cabibbo-favored B s — B& M decays.

Channel Topological amplitude
Aj — A0t ﬁAl(Qaf + ag“ - a? + af + 20,;—)4 + aé’ + a7A + 2a§? + ag’ - 2af4 - 4a;‘8)
AT — 207F %/\1(@2’4-&-@?—@?-&-@6 —a7 +a9)
AT —» 270 Ixi(—as —af +af —af +af —af)
Aj—)EJrns ﬁkl(af +a§‘+af—a?+a¢—a§‘—2a11—2af2)
AY ==ty Tshilas +af +ai —ag +ay —ag +aiy +aiy + 3ajs + 3aiy)
AL = pK" LA1(—‘1141 — afy + ais + 2a3y)
Azr~>EOKJr Al(a4 +ar +a7 +as)
e Ent /\1( as — aj +ajy + 2a3y)
20— =070 7/\1( af +a3+u8+a9)
29 — =04 ﬁ)\l(af —af +2af +2af +af +af — 2a + 2a8))
20 —» = JeAi(af —af —af —af' +af +ag +afy —afy + 3ai; — 3afy)
=0 — AOK? —ﬁkl(&zf + ag’ — a? + af + 2(1? + aéq — ‘11140 + ‘1141 + 2af’2 — af3 — 3a§9)
2) 5 STK™ %Al(—af—i-ag‘ +af0+af1)
Eo - 2K’ 7%)\1(a‘24+a§‘7af+ag’+afo+aﬁ 7a‘143 *2‘1549)
=25 — =20t i)\l(af’ - a? — af4 - 2a§48)
= - »TR? —Al(az +a3 — a13 2a29)
AY — pK° —2)\2(—a2 —a3 +a13+2a29)
AF - nKT %)\2(70,‘14 + a;’ + af’4 + 2ady)
20 5 STKT %Ag(—ag“—aé4+af4+2a?8)
= - A°K° ﬁ)\g(af —af —2a3 +2a +ad —af —2afy —a +afh +afy + 2a5y)
Ze - 2K’ —3)2(af +03 +ag +ag +a3y +afy — afy — 2a3,)
E¢ = pr J5h2(—af +ag +ajp +af)
S =’ 3X2(aq +ag +af +ag — afy + a1y)
Egﬁnng 2—13)\2(72af+2a§47af7a§+a§+a§+aﬁ)faf2)
Ep — nm %)\2(‘1? —aj —af — a3 +a§ +ag +ajy —afy + 3ai; — 3ay)
EF — A°KT ﬁ)\g(af —ajy —2a3 +2a5 +af —af +2a2 +af —ad —af — 2asy)
Ej%EOKJr 7%A2(af+a§+a?+a§+a§‘+a§7af472a2As)
Ef - oTK° %A2(a1141 +afy — ajy — 2ag)
E:r —)pTrO 1>\2( af-}-aé—a;’—i—aé-{-aﬁ-{-aﬁ)
BT — pns 5 3/\2(2a2 + 2a3 — a4 +a,6 - a7 + a9 - aﬁ - afz)
EF = pm %)Q( a3 —aj —aj +a§ —af +aj —af} —afy — 3afs — 3ai})
= — nat %Ag(—af—a? —a? —a;’)

amplitudes listed in Tables. [[] ~ could help us to test the SU(3) and isospin sum rules given by Refs. [63-65],
and the U-spin CP violating sum rules given by Ref. [60].

The linear correlation of decay amplitudes contributing to the Bz — BsM modes in the Standard Model is beyond
the model-independent analysis in the last section. The non-zero coefficients induced by tree operators in the SU(3)

irreducible representations are

H(O) (6)22 = -2 V;Vud, H(O) (6)23 = ( ctivud - Vc*sVuS)7 H(O)(é)gg =2 ciiVum

HO5)} = =2(ViVaua + ViVas),  HO5)3, =4ViVie,  HO(15)}, = 4ViVis,

HO(15)2, =3V \Via — ViVus,  HO(15)3, =3V Ve, — Vi Vi,

HO(3,)1 = VigVaa + Vi Vas. (40)

And the non-zero coefficients induced by penguin operators in the SU(3) irreducible representations are
HY 31 = ViV,  HY(3,)1 = =3V Vi, (41)

The SU(3) irreducible amplitudes of Bz — BsM modes can be obtained from Tables. and [VIL]] by replacing
Ay ~ Aig with b; ~ big according to Eq. . From Egs. and , it is found the non-zero coefficients of 3-
dimensional representations, including H(® (3,);, H®)(3;); and H™")(3,)1, only contain the first component. And there
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TABLE V: Topological amplitudes of the singly Cabibbo-favored B 3 — B4 M decays (1).

Channel Topological amplitude
Aj’ S AKT gf)‘d( 2(1;4 - a? +aé4 — 20/74 - a; +a§4 — 20/148 - afg +a2Ao + 20/241 +4a§0)
mAs(*Qaf — a3 + a3 + 2afy + 4‘12A8 - 20‘?8 —afy +agy + 2a3, +4a?0)
+2—\1/§Ab(72afp+2aAP72aAP72aAP76aA 70‘1 +a,— 7aAP7a19 730, 7(1{54}370,6 +a
+a‘240P+3aA 72(1 +2a +2a +2a +6a 74(1 +4a +4a +12a )
Af —» 2K 3Aa(—a3 *ag *ag‘ *ag Jr“19+C‘20)+ 3As (‘12 +‘13 +a‘19+a’20)
—32 (" —af” + ag” + afy” + 35 *‘Z?P —ag +“9 +ajy + 3ags”)
Af — =T KO %Ad(aﬁ +aiy + afy + agp) + ﬁ)‘S(‘b +ag + “19 + ahy)
*%Ab(aéép *‘MAPJF‘% +a18 +3a 23 +afp *G?P +a8 +a19 +3a 24 )
Af = pr® l)‘d(aé4 +a§4 - af + a? - a7 + a9 + a11 + ‘1142 - ‘11143 - 20,?9 - a18 + azo + ’121 + 2‘1?0)
+32:(— ‘118+‘120+‘121+2a30) ( +a4 ;‘P_als —3a _a?P_% +ad'” +agy”
+3a25 7(111 +a12 +a13 +a21 +3a 72a +2a +2a +6a32)
AL — pns ﬁ)‘d(—af — a3 —aj +ag — a7 +ag —afy —ajy +afy + 2‘129 — ajy — 2ay — agy + azy + 2a3y)
+2—\1/§/\5(—2af3 - 4“?9 — afy — 2afy — ago + ajy + 2a3,)
)\b( a2 +a —a;‘P—als —3a —2aAP+2aAP—2aAP—2afP—6aA4P+a§’P+ag’P
—ag‘P—azo —3a _‘111 +a12 +a13 +a21 +3a —2a +2a +2a +6a Py
AL = pm %)\d(—az — a3 —af + ag — a7 +ag —af} —aiy +afy + 2a5 — 3‘116 — 3aiy — afy — 2ajy — agy
+agy + 2‘1?0 + 3‘11242 +6a3;) + %)\S(afs +2a3y — afy — 2afy — agy + agy + 2a3, + 3agy + 6ag))
—)\b( a2 +a —a?P—af‘BP—?)a? —2aAP+2aAP—2aAP—2aA9P—6aA4P+aAP+a§P
—aé“P—a;‘DP—Sa —au +a12 +a13 +a +3a +3a4 —3a +3a
—i—3a22 +9a27 —2a +2a +2a +6a —6a +6a +6a -i-18a33 )
AFT — nrT %)\d(—af‘ +af — af — a? - a;‘ —ag + af + 2a28 - Jis + J20 + J21 + 2J30)
+ 5 As(—afy +ago +azh + 2a§‘o) - Ab( ag' + g’ — ae‘”’ - a{‘SP - 3a S +aftt —af? +a§"° +afy”
+3aA —an +a +a +a +3a —2a +2a +2a +6a
B> ITat Jsha(—af — ”‘8 +a14 “"2‘128 +‘121 +2%0) + 5 >\ (—ay +‘19 +a21 +2a3p)
——)\b( aff + afy +a P4 afy +3a —2aAP+2a +2a —i—6a32
— A%7°

m/\d(af —a3 —2a3 +aj —af - 2“9 + ‘110 —afy - 2“12 +afy + 2a3g + afy + ajy — 2a3, — a3y — 2aj,)
2\f>‘ (af! JF 2a8 +ag + a7 + 2‘18 + aq +afy - am — 2agy — ‘121 - 2‘1%0)
+2—16)\b(a2AP7a4 +a7 +a18 +3a 70,1 +a5 a‘;’P 7a19 73a +2a +2aé4pf2a§P
—2a5F — 6ail 4+ affF —al) — a‘f’SP — afP —3a4F + 2087 — 2447 — 2a4F — 6a4F)

Eg — A0178

G—ﬁkd(—al + a2 + 2a3 — 411;14 — 20,? + 2116 + a7 — aéq — 2a9 — af’o + af’l + 211142 — af’g — 2a?9
A A A A A
—5ajy — ajg + 4ayy — az — 2aj,)
m)\s(féla‘f — 2014‘24 + 2a§‘ — af — 2a§34 — aé’ —+ a;‘ —+ 2(1‘84 —+ aQA — 4af0 — 2a1A1 —+ 2a‘142 + 2a1A3 —+ 40,‘249
A A A A A
—Sajg — ajg + 4az, — a21 - 2“30)
+# (75a‘24P+5aAP — 5a ‘74P 750,‘148}) 715a‘243 70,1 +a5 7aé4P 70,19 73(1 74(1AP74(1§‘P

+4aAP + 4a Py 12(125 + a11 — afZP — a‘f’sp - a21 — Sa + 2a — 2a2 — 2a30 — 6a§P)

(1]
0o

78/\d(*a1 + az + 2‘13 + 2f‘4 + a5 - aé‘ + ‘1;‘ - as - 2“9 - ‘110 + a11 + 2“?2 - alAS - 2‘129 - 3‘115
+3afs + 6aft + afy + 207,y + agy — agy — 2a5, — 3azh — 6a3y)
—5As (21 + a3’ — a3 —af' — 243 —ag + a7’ +2ad + ag + 2aiy +afy — afy — afy — 2a3y + 6afy
+3“f6 - 3“{‘7 + “148 + 2afy + agy — agy — 2“3}"0 - 3“?2 - 6“?1)
+Ex(— adf +aft —aft — afP — 3asf — 20T + ZaAP + 2a Pt 2a P r6afl — at? —aff +ad?
+a20 + 3a25 —+ aflp — afzp — af’SP — (121 — 311 — 311 + 3a — 3a17 — 3a§2P — 9a§7P
+2aF — 20 — 2057 — Gag + 6a - 6a28 — 6a31 — 18a4F

— 2070

0

ﬁ)‘d(af +a3 —af —ag +afy +af) - afe, — 2agy + ais + ajy + azy + 2agy)
+#Maf—aé‘—aé‘+a5‘+af‘8+a{‘9+a§‘1+2a?o>
_m)‘b(aA —ag? +a7? +afy” +3a23 +afp_a5 +ag? +a19 +3azy” —aiy’
+a12 +a13 +a21 +3a —2a +2a +2a +6a )

(1]

— 3ns

27\1/5/\1(—‘114 — a3 —2af —2a§ — a3 —ag - afo —afy + ay + a5y — afy + afy + 2a3, + az; + 2a3p)
+#)\ (2‘1; + 2“? —aj +ag - aé‘ +ag + 2a3y + 2’1?2 - 2“?3 - 4“549 —afy + af9 + 2ag, + azy + 2a3y)
)\b( af? +aff —att? —a18 —3a23 +a1 adt +a +a +3a —2aAP — 204" 4 2487
+2a5f 4+ 605 — an +aff +adf 4 gl + Sa —2a8f 4+ 208 + 2048 + 6a4")

(1]

— 2%

ﬁ)\d(—af — a3 +af + ag —aj — aé“ - ‘1140 —ajy +ais + 2‘129 - 3‘115 — 3aje
—afs - 2‘1149 - a1240 + ag‘l + 2‘1:?0 + 3“92 + 6‘13A1)
+2—\1/§)\S(—a§4 — a3 —af +ag — a7 +ag —afy —afy + afy + 2a3y — 3aj, — 3aiy
A A A A A A A
_a18 - 2‘119 - ‘120 + a3y + 2a3, + 3a3; + 6ag;)
)\b( a2 + aAP — a?P — ‘118 — 311 — 2aAP + 2aAP — 2aAP — QaA — Ga + a + aé“j — ag‘P
—a20 — 3(1 — a11 —+ a12 + a13 + a21 + 311 — 211 + 2a + 211 + 6a + 311 — 311‘146P
+3a + 3a Py 9a — 6a P 6a Py 6a + 18a )

%)‘d(% - aS + a4 + a5 + ‘118 - azo) + 7 S(afo - ‘112 + ‘118 - aéqo)

AP _ AP AP AP AP AP
>‘b( ay +‘1 +‘118 +3‘123 +a3 +af’ —ag —ajy —3ady)
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TABLE VI: Topological amplitudes of the singly Cabibbo-favored B35 — B4 M decays (2).

Channel Topological amplitude
=0 ETKT $Xa(—a7 +ag +ag; +2a3y) + FAs(—ay —ad +afy + a5y + agy + 2a5,)
—3Xo(=afi” +aiy” +agy” +agi” + 3ags” — 2afy” + 2a59" + 2a55" + 6azy”)
g0 — 2°K° %/\d(aﬁ) —afy +afy —aj) + %)‘S(af — a3 +aj +af +afy — agy)
0@ — Pt ad” bl + 3adl +af” 4 ol — ad? — afl 34l
20— 2ta %Ad(afo +aiy +afy +aiy) + %)‘s(af —ag +ajx +afy)
— 5 (ag” —af? + a7 ol + 30" + o' — af'” +ag” + afy” +3a2)
B¢ = pK~ %Xd(“f —ag +ajy +ajy) + \%A-<(a?0 +aty + ajy + ajy)
—s(ag” —af” + a7 4oy 30" + o' —af” 4 ag” + afy” +3a3))
Ef = A%t ﬁ)‘d(af — a3 — 2a3 —afy — 2agy + ajy — ajy — 2a5y — a3y — 2aj)
iz As(ad + 205" +ag + a7 + 208 +ag' +ajy — afy — 23, — azy — 2a%)
L@ — A P af 430l — afP +ad? — al” - aff — 80df + 2007 + 2007 — 2007

AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP
—2a3; —6ays +ajy —ajy —ajy —ajyy —3ajs +2a3y —2a3y —2aj; —6ajy )

Ef - 2%t %)‘d(*a? — a3’ +afy + 2a5y — ajy — ajy + ag) + 2a5) + %/\5(*“? +ag — a7 +ag —afy —ajy + a3y + 2a3y)
EN(—afP 4 aAP  afT —aflP — 308 P b afP — P — afP — 3fF
—aiy” +aiy” +aiy” +ap” + a5 — 2a3” + 2a34” + 2a5,” + 6agy”)
Ef —»xtaf 3Xxa(afs + 2a55 + afy + afy — agy — 2a3y) + $Xs(af — ag +af —ag +afy +afy — agy — 2a3)
IM(aAP — o +aBP 4 0fF 13087 1 ofP — AP + af 1 ofif + 387 +ahP — ol — afif
—ayi” —3agg +2a3y —2a3y —2a3, —6azy”)
EX > X ns sz a(—ais — 2050 + aiy — ajy — 2a5, — a3y — 2a)
+ﬁ)\s(72a§ —2a3 +ai —ag +a7 —ay —2a3y — 2a7, + 2ay + dagg + ajy — ajy — 2a5y — ag; — 2aj)
727\1@)\%,(0/2“3 — afP —+ a;‘P —+ afsp + 3a‘243p — afp + a;‘P — aé“P — anP — Sa‘;f + 2aé4p —+ Qag‘P — 2a§P
—2a5y —6ags” +aii” —ajy —aqy —ap’ —3ayg + 247y — 2a35" — 2a3,” — 6azy”)
Ef - 5m ﬁAd(*afs — 2a3y + aiy + 2aiy + agy — ag; — 2a3, — 3agy — 6agy) + ﬁ)\s (a3 +a3 +af —ag

+a‘74 - aéq + afl + a{‘Q - 0/143 - 2‘1&49 + 3“146 + 3“147 + afs + 2‘1149 + a?o - a;l - 2‘1?0 - 3%42 - 6a§1)
7ﬁ)\b(a‘;P — afp —+ a;‘P —+ afSP —+ 30/243P + 2afP — 2a§‘P =+ 2aé4p + 2af9P —+ 60/244P — aglp — ag‘P
+aé4p + a?op + 3‘1;513 + aflp - af2p - afsp - a;lp - Sa;lsp + 2“140P - 2“549P - 2‘1340P - 6‘1342}3
—3‘114413 + 3“146P - 3“147P - 3“92P + 9‘15‘713 + 6‘11145P - 6“548P - 6“?113 - 18‘1:?313)

gf = pK" %)‘d(*a; — a3 —ajy — ag) + %AS(*aﬁ —afy — ajy — aj)
— Mo (—al” +af” - af” — afy” — 3057 + 03" + 08" — ag'” — afy” — 3az5")

Ef » 2Kt %Ad(aﬁa — ago — agy — 2a3) + %)‘S(af — a3 +aj +af +aj +ag —afy — 2a55 +afy — agy — agy — 2a3y)
_%)‘b(_a?P + G?P - aéqp - af’QP - 3‘1?4}3 + G;P + agp - aé‘;P - aééop - 3‘1§‘5P)

TABLE VII: Decay amplitudes of the Cabibo-favored and doubly Cabibbo-suppressed Bz — BsM decays, in which baryon
octet is expressed as second-rank tensor.

Channel Amplitude Channel Amplitude
AP = A%t A (—240 + A7 + A) AF — pK° Ao(Ar + Ag)
AT — 207F 5 1 (A7 — Ag) AT - nKT A2 (A2 + Az)
A = 2t F5 M (—A7 + As) =20 5w KT A2 (As + As)
A =S ng | M(-241+ A7+ Ag) | E) = A°K° =22 (As + As — 24)
AT = =Fn | DM (A + 3410 + A7 + Ag) | E) = 20K 52 (A4 — As)
Al = pK° A1(Ag + A7) 22 - pr~ A2(A1 + Ag)
Af - 2Kt A1 (Az + Ag) R =22 (A — Ag)
20 —sEat A1(Az + As) =29 = nns 5 A2(As — 245 + Ag)
g0 - 2%° T5 M (Az — As) E0 = nm TsA2(As + A5 + As + 3A9)
20— =204 =14z + As — 24) EF - A°KT — =22 (A2 + A7 — 24y)
20 = 2% | 2Ai(As 4 As + A +340) |EF — S°KT Lo (As — A7)
=0 5 AOK? Li(As— 245+ 4¢) |Ef - FK° —X2(Ag + A7)
20— 2TK— A1 (A1 + Ag) =F — pn® =22 (A1 — As)
20 5 »IK? < (Ag — Ag) =F = pns — ==X (A1 — 247 + Ag)
=5 > =0t —1(Az + As) EF = pm | —J5xe(A1 + A7 + As +3410)
g 5 2tk —X1 (A1 + Ayg) =F 5 nat —X2(As + Ag)
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TABLE VIIIL: Decay amplitudes of the singly Cabibbo-suppressed Bz — BsM decays, in which baryon octet is expressed as
second-rank tensor.

Channel Amplitude
AF — A°KT — s (Ay — 247 + AT — 245 + AT, — 247,
+ e Xa(As + A1 — 2A12) + J=As (=242 — 243 + A7 — 2As + Ay — 2412)
AY - 20K f—Ab(AP + AT+ AT+ AT) + T Xa(=As + An) + 2= Xe (A7 + App)
Af - BTKC Mo (AT + AT + AT 1 3AT) + Xa(AL + Anr) + As <A7 + A1)
AT — pr® — M (AY + A + AL +3A 5) + JgAa(—As + Ar2) + Z5 A (As 4 Arz)
AL — pns \/gAb(QA:}; Af +2A5 — A§ + 247, — Af, —3AT + 640
+L>\d(A4 —2A1; + A12) + LA (=2A; —2A4 — 2A; + Ag — 2411 + A1o)
AL — pm e /\b(BAP+AP+AP+AP+AP+3AP+A + AL, +3AL, + 345, + 9AL, +34%)
+*3>\d(A4 + A11 + A1z +3413) + Z=As (A1 + A + A7 + As + 3A10 + A1 + A12)
Al =t (AL + A0 + AL + 3A 3) F Xa(Az + A1z) +Xs(As + Arz)
Eo - xt _)\b(AP+AP+AP+AP+A + AL 1 3AF, 134T,

+Ag(A2 + As + A2 + A1g) + As(A12 + A1g)
QfAb(AP+AP+AP+AP+A + ALY, +3A%, 4 3AF,
+5= Ad(As—A4—Ar—A6+A11+A12)+ 4 =As(A11 + A1z — 243)
=0 = A%ng (AP+AP+AP+AP+6AP+6AP+A + AL, +6A +3AE 4348, 11845,
+6)\d(A3+A4+A5+A6+A11+A12+6A14)
+3A(—2A3 — 244 + 445 + 4A6 + A1y + Ajo + 6A414)
9 5 A%, T MBAL + AL + AL + AL + A 4+ 3A5 + Af) + AT, + 3A[, + 3AT 4+ 9A + 3AT,)
+5h5Na(As + Ag + As +A6+3A9+A11+A12+3A13)
+3712 s(—2A3 4+ Ay —2A5 —2A6 — 6Ag + A11 + A12 +3A13)

20 = 2070 | I (AP + AD + AP + AL +2AF 1 2AF + AT + AL, + 240, + 3A0, + 34, + 6Af;
+3Xa(— AB*A4+A5+A6+A11 + A1 4+ 2A14) + 3 (A11+A12+2A14)
20— 20 Ab(AP+AP+AP+AP+A + AF, 4+ 3AF, 1348,
+L)\d( A3+A4*A5*A5+A11+A12)+7/\ (A1 + A1z — 2A4)
20— 2% ——)\b(BAP+AP+AP+AP+AP+3AP+A + AL, +3AF, 4348 1 oAl +3AF,
+ 6)\(1( Az + Ay — As — Ag + A1 + A1z + 3A33) + L)\ (Ag+ A11 + Aga + 3A13)
20 5 nK’ (AP + AL + AL, 4 3AF, )+>\d(Ar,+A14)+)\ (Ag + A14)
E) - E KT N (AY + AL + AD + AP + AL + AL, +3AL +3AL)
+Aa(A12 + A1a) + Ao (A2 + As + A1z + A14)
=0 - =0k° (AP + AP + AP 1 3AT ) 4 Ny(A6 + Ara) + As(As + Arg)
SRR A N (AY + AP + AP + AP + AP 4+ AL +3AF 1 3A8)
+Aa(A1 + A + A1 + A1g) + A (A1 + A14)
20— pK~ N (AY + AP + AP AP + AP 4+ AL +3AF 1 3AF)
+Aa(A11 + A1) + As (A1 + Ae + A11 + A1a)
EF — A0t —,\b(AP+AP+AP+AP+A + AF, 4+ 3AF, 1348,
_%Ad(A2+A3+A7+AB+A11+A12)_7As(_2A3+A11+A12)
= - 207t T5A(Ay — AL + AT — AG + AT} — Af, = 3A[; + 347,
+%>\d(A2 + Az — A7 + Ag — A1 + Ag2) + LA (A1 + Ai2)
ERgE S — 5 (—AT + A — AL+ AT — AT, + AL +3A —3A%)
+L)\d(Al + Ay + A7 — Ag + A1 — Aga) + *)\ (A11 — A12)
EF — ST 1>\b(AP+AP+AP+AP+A + AF, 4+ 3A%, + 34,
_LAJ(AI + Ay + A7 4+ Ag 4+ Aqr + Ar2) — */\ (=244 + A1 + Ago)
Ef - xtm Ab(BAP+AP+A4+AP+AP+3AP+A + AP, 4 3AF, 134, 104l 4 34F
—*3)\d(A1 + Ay + A7 + Ag +3A10 + A1 + A1z + 3A13) — *3)\5(:44 + A1 + A1z + 3As3)
=t — pK" Mo (AL + AP + AL+ 3AE) — Xa(A7 + A11) — Xs(A1 + A1)
=F - 20KkT Mo (AP + AF + AL, + 3A5) — Ma(As + A12) — Ao (A2 + Ai2)

are no penguin induced amplitudes in the 15- and 6-dimensional irreducible representations. Because of the unitarity of
the CKM matrix, we have H()(3;); = V.\Viq + VA Vs = = Vi Vi, and then HO(3,) : HMV(3,) : HM(3,) =1:1:3.
So the amplitudes induced by the 3-dimensional representations always appear simultaneously and can be absorbed
into four parameters,

by, = bis + 3bi; + by, bia = big + 3b1z + bia, bys = bir + 3biy + bi7, byy = bis + 3b7y + big. (42)
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According to Eq. and Eq. , the tree induced amplitudes A;; ~ A4 and all the penguin induced amplitudes

can be absorbed into four parameters,

Ay = A+ A5 + AL + AT +3AL, Al = A+ AL + AL + AL + 3AL;,
Alg = A+ Ay + AF + Al + 345,  Aly=Au+ AL+ A + AT, + 3A%; (43)

There is no degree of freedom of the penguin induced diagrams in the SM. All the penguin induced amplitudes are
determined if the tree induced amplitudes with quark loop are known. The quark loop diagrams with s quark and d
quark in the loop always appear simultaneously. In the SU(3)F limit, the quark loop diagrams that are proportional
to A\g and A\; almost cancel each other since A\g + As = —); and )y is very small. Thus, amplitudes b}, ~ b},, or A},
~ A!,, are negligible in estimating the branching fractions of charmed baryon decays. But they are dominated in CP
asymmetries because of the large weak phase in \,.

According to the Korner-Pati-Woo theorem [54] [55], if two quarks produced by weak operators enter one baryon,
they are anti-symmetric in flavor. The O(6) operators are flavor anti-symmetric. The Fierz transformations of O(6)
operators are opposite to the original ones. Thereby, if two topological diagrams that the two quarks produced by
weak operators enter final state baryon are connected by the Fierz transformation, they are opposite according to the

KPW theorem. Then we get following amplitude relations,

SA S,A S,A S,A S, A S,A S,A S, A
=—ay", ag” = —ag’, a7” = —ayg , ag’ = —aqq ,
SA S,A S,A S,A s_ S_ S _
=—aj3 , a1y = —ayg az = ay = aj; =0. (44)

By substituting above equations into Eq. , we find only six amplitudes in b; ~ b1y are not suppressed by the
KPW theorem,

V2 V6 V2 V6
by = —7((1514 +ay —ag) + 7(205 —a? +2a5 — a3), by = T(Qf — a3 +ag) + 7(3“13 —a3),
2 6 2 6
b=~ Y2t oty bt + S+ a0 b= e el )~ %8 + 208 - o ),
V2 o4 A A A A
bs = 7(201 — 20,3 + 2&5 -+ 20‘8 + 20,9 + (113 a14 2028 + 20,29)
6
+ %(Gaf —2a3 — 4a3 + 2a3 + 2a3 — 3a7y + 3ayy),
2 V6
bio = ?(afa +aiy + 2a3s + 2a3) — ?(3%93 + 3a7y). (45)

Considering that one of amplitudes in b; ~ b5 is not independent according to Eq. 7 there are five dominated

SU(3) irreducible amplitudes contributing to the charmed baryon decays,

V6

2
by =b1 —bs=— \[(‘144‘ af' +af +a )+7(3a5+a7+a8 2a3),

2
2 6
by = by — bs = ,%(2%‘1 + 204 + aiy — at, — 2ady + 2ady) + %(4@7 —2a5 — 2a§ + 3a7; — 3a7,),

@ A, A A V6 s

by =bs+by= 5 (ag + af +ais —aty) — 2 ~—(2a5 — ag — a§ — 3a7s),
2 6
b= b — b = =2 (20 — 20+ ay — e — 20 + 205h) — 20 (65 — 30 + 3a5,),
2 6
b5 = bio = %(“% +aty + 2ads + 2ahy) — %(3‘11?3 + 3afy). (46)

The dominated SU(3) irreducible amplitudes in the charmed baryon decays are consistent with Ref. [58]. Considering

that all the decay amplitudes b] ~ by receive S wave and P wave contributions, we need 10 magnitudes and 9 strong

20



phases to describe Bz — BsM decays in the SU(3)p limit. The global fit of the SU(3) irreducible amplitudes has been
performed in Refs. [48] 58]. Since the topological amplitudes cannot be solved by the SU(3) irreducible amplitudes,
we cannot extract the magnitudes and strong phases of topological amplitudes from the fitting results.

Taking the Z0 — Yt7~ and 2% — pK~ modes as examples, we discuss the U-spin breaking of charmed baryon

decays. In the SU(3)r limit, the amplitudes of 20 — Y *7~ and 2% — pK~ decays are

AEL = S 17) = M\g(Ar 4+ Ag + Arg + Ary) + Xo(Ar + Avy),
AEY — pK ™) = Mg(A11 + A1) + As(A1 + Ag + Ay + Arg). (47)

In the effective Hamiltonian , the Wilson coefficients C's_¢ are much smaller than C; 2 [59]. The penguin induced
amplitudes are smaller than the tree induced ones. So we neglect the penguin induced amplitudes in Eq. .

—_

Considering the U-spin breaking, the amplitude of 20 — X*7~ and Z% — pK~ decays can be written as

A(ED = 7)) = Ma(A + A + AT, + ALY + A\o(A5) + A3Y)
=~ (A + Af — ARV — ADT) — No(A11 + Aw),
AL = pK ™) = Xa(Afy + ATy) + A (AT + A5 + Af; + A7)
= No(A] + A3 + ARV + ADY) — Np(Ary + Aw). (48)

where A7 and A% are the decay amplitudes in which d or s quark in the quark-loop and AlAl{JM = A$) 14— Af) 14
Since Ap/As is very small, we can drop the SU(3) symmetric parts of quark-loop diagrams in the branching fractions
and then

AEY = 2F717) o =2\ (A9 4 AL — ARV — A5V, AEY = pK7) o A\ (A5 4 A5 + A8V 4+ ADY). (49)

According above formulas, if the decay amplitudes of A¢ + Ag and ARXY + ALV will be constructive in Z0 — S+7—
mode, the decay amplitudes of A5 + A% and AQ{Y + ADY are destructive in Z% — pK~ mode, vice versa. In other
word, amplitudes ARV and A% could enhance the U-spin breaking effects induced by amplitudes A'f’s and Ag75.
In general, the U-spin breaking effect is expected to be around 30%. Thereby, if the branching fraction difference
of 20 — ¥ 7~ and 2% — pK~ modes is far from the 30% U-spin breaking, it indicates large quark-loop diagrams.
Then CP asymmetries in these two decay modes might be observable. The similar discussion has been proposed in
charm meson decays [67H72] and verified by LHCb measurements [50} [51I]. Even the U-spin breaking in charmed
baryon decays is at order of O(1%), the U-spin broken parts are the dominated quark-loop contributions in the
branching fraction since \,/\s is at order of O(1073). It is impossible to extract the U-spin symmetric parts of
quark-loop amplitudes, which are dominated in the C'P asymmetries, by global fitting of branching fractions. Above
discussions can be generalized into other decay modes connected by U-spin, such as 2% — 77+ and 20 - =~ KT,
AF = TR0 and = — pK

suppressed charmed baryon modes systematacially. It will help us to study which modes are promising in searching

, and so on. We suggest to measure the branching fractions the singly Cabibbo-

for CP asymmetries of charmed baryon decays.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we first perform a model independent study of the topological amplitudes of Bz — BsM decays
in the SU(3)r limit. The topological diagrams of the Bz — BS M decays and the diagrams with quark loop are
presented completely for the first time. The number of possible topologies contributing to the Bz — BgM decay
is counted by permutation. There are twenty-seven and thirty-three topological diagrams in the Bz — Bg M and

Bz — Bé“M modes. To study the linear correlation of the topologies, we derive the relation between the topological
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amplitudes constructed by the third-rank and second-rank octet tensors. It is found that if the topologies in the
Bs — BS M decays are known, the topologies in the Bs — B{&M decays are also determined, vice versa. The
equations of SU(3) irreducible amplitudes decomposed by topologies are derived through two different intermediate
amplitudes. However, the inverse solution does not exist because the number of topologies is larger than number of
SU(3) irreducible amplitudes.

Applying our framework to the B3 — BgM decays in the Standard Model, we find there are thirteen indepen-
dent tree induced SU(3) irreducible amplitudes contributing to the Bz — BsM decays, in which four amplitudes
associated with three-dimensional operators are dominated in the CP asymmetries. The penguin induced amplitudes
are determined by the tree induced amplitudes with quark loop. Considering the suppression induced by the small
CKM matrix elements and the Korner-Pati-Woo theorem, the dominated SU(3) irreducible amplitudes contributing
to the branching fractions of charmed baryon decays are reduced to five. The quark-loop diagrams could enhance the
U-spin breaking effects and then increase branching fraction difference of two decay channels associated by U-spin.
An systematic measurements of branching fractions of the singly Cabibbo-suppressed charmed baryon modes could

help us to find which modes are promising in searching for CP asymmetries.
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Appendix A: Third-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes

The SU(3) irreducible amplitude of Bz — ng M decay constructed by third-rank octet tensor is

A% (B — BEM) = ¢ (Bg)ij H(15){i My, (BS )™ + ¢ (Bg)ij H (6)1 My, (BS )7 + 5 (Bog)i; H (15 My, (BS )

+ ¢ (Bg)ig H(15)5 My, (BE)M'™ + 3 (B.g)i H(15)5y M, (BE)*™ + ¢ (B.g)i H(6) 1, My, (B5) ™

+ 7 (Bg)ij H(15)i My, (BS)'™ + ¢ (B 3)ij H(15)5u My, (B )™ + ¢5 (B,3)i; H(15)5, My, (B3)™
+ o (B3)ig H (6)jy My, (BS )™ + ¢ (Beg )iy H(6) 1 My, (BE )™ + ¢35 (B )i H ()3, M)y, (B5)'™

+ ¢73(Bg)iy H(15)7i My, (BS)™ + ¢i4(Bog)ig H ()1 My, (BE )™ + ¢75(B,3)i; H (15)3, My (BS )M

+ 55(Bg)ig H(6)jy My (BE Y™ + ¢i7(B,3)iy H(15)3 My (B + el (Bug)ig H (34)x M, (BS )7F™

+ o(Bg)ig H (30)x My, (BE)™ + ¢50(Bag)ig H (36)k My, (BS)"™ + ¢31(Bz)is H (3¢)1 My, (BS )™

+ 3o (Bog)ig H (36 e My (BE )™ + ¢55(B,3)is H (3,)k My, (BS )™ + ¢34 (B.z)is H (3p)x M, (BS )™
+ ¢55(B,3)ij H (3p)k M}y (BS) ™ + ¢56(B,g)iy H(3p)x My, (BS)™

+ c37(Bog)ig H (3p)x My (BS) ™. (A1)
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The equivalence relations of the third-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes and the
BS M decay are derived to be

topological amplitudes in B3 —

s, .8 s_ 8 s 5 S .8 s _ .S
CS:a1+a2 S —"% s_9%  5_ % CS:a5+a6 S =45~ %
1 ) ’ 2 4 ’ 3 ]’ 4 ]’ 5 S ) 6 4 )
S, .8 S _ .S s s _ .S s s
ST s 0770 s _Gstan s 05 T0h s 05 T s Gy T D
7 8 ) 10 4 ’ 8 8 ’ 11 4 ) 9 8 ) 12 4 )
s s s s s s
oS — 43 + aty oS3 % s Y5 + ats S M5 "% s 4r
13 8 ’ 14 4 ) 15 8 ) 16 4 ’ 17 8 ’
3 1 1 1 3 1 3 1 3 1
s s s s s s s s s s s s s s
Clg = za —a; — —ay — <a7 + <ajygta Cy3 = —=a] +<a5 — —a; + <a —afjy + as:
18 8 1 8 2 4 4 8 7 8 10 18» 23 8 1 8 2 4 4 8 7 8 10 23
1 3 1 3 1 3 3 1 3 1 3 1
s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s
Clg = —za] + a5 + -ay — -ag — sag + -aj; +a Cyy = <aj — < —ay + <ag + -a —aj;ta
19 8 1 8 2 8 5 8 6 8 8 8 11 19> 24 8 1 8 2 8 5 8 6 8 8 8 11 24>
1 3 1 1 3 1 3 3 1
s s s s s s s S s s s s s s
Co0 = Q3 — <G5 + a5 — <Ay + sajy +a Co5 = —a3 + -a —ag + -a =ajs ta
20 4 3 8 i} 8 6 8 9 8 12 20> 25 4 3 8 5 8 6 8 9 8 12 25
3 1 3 1 1 3 1 3 1 3 1
S s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s
Cy1 = —<ag + zaj; + cag — <ajy — saj3+ <ajy +a Cos = Qg — <A1 — Qg + <ajy + —aj3 — <aj, +a
21 g8 T gt T g T glia T gz T gy T a1, Co6 = glg T glin T gy T glip T gliz T glhiy T Ao,
3 1 3 1 1 3 1 3
S s s s s s s S s s s s s s
Coo = SQf3 — STy — $A75 + $a7g + Ta77 +a Cyr = —=aj3 + sajy + sajs — <cajg + —aj; + asy. A2
22 = g3~ g4 T g5 T Q016 T 017 T G2y o7 g@13 T gia ™ g5 — @16 T 417 T Gy (A2)
The inverse solution of Eq. (A2) is
af =4cf +2¢5, a5 =4c) —2¢5, af =8¢y, aj =8¢, af =4cf +2¢5, af =4cd — 2,
af =4¢7 +2¢7,  afy=4cF —2cfy, af =465 + 21, afy =4deg —2efy,  ag = 4cg + 2¢h,
s S S s s s s S s s s S s S S s S
avy = 4cg — 2c7y,  ayy =A4cyy +2¢1y,  ayy = 4cy — 207y, ays = 4ejs + 207, aje = 4eys — 2¢g,  apy = 8¢y,
s S s _ S S_ S48 s s s, S s_ .S _ .8
alg = Cig — €1 — 3 +2¢f —¢7 +cfy, Ay = Cyy — €7 + ¢y +2¢5 —¢7 — o,
s S s, S, .S_.S_ .S .5 s S S_S,.5,.5_S_ S
Ajg =Cijg — €] +C3 +C5 —Cg —Cg + 0y, Ay =Cy — € — ¢ +C5 +C5 — g — Chy,
s S .S s s_ .S _ .S
aby = 5o — 2¢5 +¢5 +¢§ — 5 + ¢y, ags =55 — 265 + ¢ —cf —c§ — i,
s _ s _ .S S S _ s s, .S s s
a3y = 31+ 65 F Y — ¢y —Cly — 3+ Oy, g = Cog - C§ — €T — ¢5 + Cfy — ¢T3 — iy,
s _ .8 S s s s s s _ .S s s s s S
gy = Cgp — €T3 — €1y + C15 + 6 — 2¢17,  agy = Cy7 — €3 + €1y + 15 — ¢ — 2¢77- (A3)

The SU(3) irreducible amplitude of B,z — B4 M decay constructed by third-rank octet tensor is

L (B&YH 4 i (Bgg)ii H(6)5 M, (BE)M

H (6) My, (BS)™
H(15)j, M,y (Bg)™
H(30)1 M, (B¢

+ ¢34 (Beg)ij H (3p)k My, (Bg Y™

(A4)

A Bz = B¢ M) = ¢ (B.g)i H(15)i My, (B + ¢35 (B.3)iH (6)3
+ i (Bg)ig H(6)j M7, (BE )™ + ¢3! (Bz) iy H(15) 1, M3, (Bg) ™™ + 5 (Bz)is H (6) 1, My, (Bg )™
+ 7 (Bz)ig H(15) 3y My, (B '™ + ¢ (B3)i5H (15)3y My, (B )™ + ¢3! (B,3)i5H (15)3y My, (B¢
+ c10(Beg)ig H (6) 1 My, (BE)'™ + ey (B,3)i; H(6) 1y My, (Bg )™ + ¢i5(Bz)i
+ ci5(Bg)i H(15)3 My, (B¢ +Cl4(Bc§)in(6) M}, (BE)™ + ci5 (Bg) i
+ ¢16(B3)ig H (6)jy My (B Y™ + e (Bg)is H (6)3 My (BE)™ + ¢s(Bag)ij
+ o (Bg)ig H (30)k My, (B Y™ + 5 (Bg)ig H (30)k M., (BE) ™ + 3 (Bg)is H (30)x M), (B )™
+ 55 (Beg)ig H (30)u My (BE)™ + 3 (Bz)ij H (3p) 1. My, (B )™
+ 35 (Bog)ig H (3p)k My (BE) ™ + g (B,z)is H (3p)k My, (BE) ™ + ¢y (B,g)is H (3, My (Bg)™
+ 55 (Beg)ig H(15) 11 My, (Bg) 7' + g (Bg)ig H (6)5i My, (BE) 7! + e30(Beg)iy H (3¢ ) My, (Bg )™
+ 31 (Bug)ig H (3e) e My (BE)7* + c35(Bog) i H (3,1 M, (B 7™
+ 633(80 )ZJH(3P)ka(B8 )k,
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The equivalence relations of the third-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes and the topological amplitudes in Bz —
B{' M decay are derived to be

CA:a’f‘—i—aQA CA:a’f‘—aQA CAzﬁ A CA:ag‘—i—ag‘ 0,42‘154_%'4 CA:a§‘+a’1“O
1 8 9 2 4 9 3 4 ) 4 4 9 5 8 ) 6 4 9 7 8 9
A af' —afy A= af +afy A af —afy A= ag +aty A af — ath A aty + aty
10 — 4 ) 8 — 8 ) 11 — 4 9 9 — 8 9 12 — 4 9 13 — 8 )
A aty —aty A ais+afy A aiy—afy A aiy A Gy +ady A Ghg — agy
M= T C15 = — 5 Ci6 = 4 Ci7 = a0 Cog = 3 y  Cag = 1 )
3 1 1 1 3 1 3 1 3 1
A A A A A A s A A A A A A
‘8 = g% — g% + 9% —gW7 + g %10 +Jig, 3= g% + g% T 3% + g% — g% +ags,
1 3 1 3 1 3 3 1 3 1 3 1
A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A
Clg = —za] + a3 +<a5 —<ag — sag + <aj; +ajg, Coy = -a;] — <0y — —Ay + <ag + cag — -a7; + Aoy,
19 g4 T g2 F 205 — 2ds — Ay T 2aiy T A 24 = 301 T gy T g5 T 2ag oy — 2y +ay
1 3 1 1 3 1 1 3 3 1
A A A A A A A A A A A A A
€0 = 5% — g% T g% T gdy T iz Ty, Cp5 = T505 T 25 — 9lg T oy — 2diy g,
3 1 3 1 1 3 1 3 1 3 3 1
A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A
€1 = ~g% + g4 + 3% T g%z 343 + g4 +tas, Cp= 3% T g T g% + g2 + g3~ gt + asg;
3 1 3 1 1 1 3 1 3 1
A A A A A A A A A A A A A A
€22 = 313~ g%a ~ g5 + g%6 ~ 547 +a, Cr = E + 304 + g5 ~ g% + 507 + asy,
3 1 3 1 3 1
A A A A A A A A A A A A
G0 = ~gW + g0 + g%2s ~ g% +azy, C33= 397 T g%0 ~ g9s + 3%29 + a3z,
1 3 1 3 1 3 1
A A A A A A A A A A A A
31 :§a15_§a16_§a28+§a29+a31a 633:_§a15+§a16+§a28_§a29+a33' (A5)

The inverse solution of Eq. (A5]) is

ai = 4(:‘14 + 20‘24, a? = 4614 — 20‘24, a‘34 = 4034, ajf = 40214, a? = 40‘54 + 2c‘647 ag“ = 46’54 — 2ch,
A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A
a7 =4cy +2c¢1y, ajg = 4c¢; —2cyy, ag =4c¢g +2cyy, ajy =4dcg — 21y, afy =dcy + 2c,,

A _ 4 A A A _ 4 A A A _ 4 A A A _ 4 A A A _ 4 A A
ajp =4dcy —2c1y,  ajy =403+ 201y, ajy =403 — 201y, ajs =405 + 201, ajg = 405 — 2096,

afh =dcfy, agg =4chy + 2chy,  ahy = Achks — 2cy,

afg =cfg —cf — 5 —2cf — ' +cly,  aghy =chy —of +cf +2¢f —¢f — iy,
afg=cly—cf+a +cf —cf -+l am=ch—cf —c5 +E +cf —cf —cfh,

a5y = Chy — 2¢5 + 5 +c§ — ¢ ey, agy = chs 4208 +¢5 — cf — g — iy,

agy =5y +ck ey — g — iy — iy + oty abe = chs + ¢ — it — ¢ + ety — cfy — ey,

agy = chy — iy — cfy + iy + cfs + 2y, agy = iy — i+ efy + ofy — cfs — 2¢t,

agy = cho + ¢f + clo — Chy — Cho, By = Ciy + ¢ — Clo — Cog + Cho,

agy = ciy + iy — cf — chy + ¢y, ajy = chy + cfy + i — chg — Cho. (A6)

The relations between third- and second-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes can be derived by inserting Egs.
and into each term of Eq. (A1) and Eq. (A4). For example, the first term of Eq. (Al]) is simplified to be

e (Bg)ij H(15){i My, (BS )™ = ¢ ijp(Bog)” H (15); My, ' (Bs)g + cf €1 (Bz)” H (15); My, ™™ (Bs);
= ¢} (Bz) H(15), M;(Bs) + ¢t (Bog)'H(15),M; (Bs)} (A7)

So ¢; contributes to Eq. as

b7:—\/6€f—|—..., bloz\/gcf—‘r... . (AS)
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The relations between third- and second-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes are derived to be

by = —V2(2¢f + ¢ — cfy) + V6(2c§ — ) + 2c7) — 1),

by = V2(2¢5 — 2¢5 4 cf) + V6(3c5 — ¢f),

by = —V2(c§ — i + 2¢iy) + V6(c§ + 3cip),

by = V2(cg + cfy + efy) — V6(c§ +2¢7, — ) — ),

bs = V2(c§ — 265" + g + cfy + cfy + iy — 2ch9) + V6(3c5 — ¢f — 2y + ¢y + cfy — 3cPy),

be = V2(cf' —c§) +V6(c7 —2¢5 +¢5),

by = V2(ci! +¢5') = V6(ef — 265 +2¢§ — ¢F),

bs = —V2(c5' — ¢i5) + V6(2¢] — ¢ — s + 2¢t7),

bo = V2(cg' + ¢ +cf) = V6(2e] — 5 +2¢7 — cf — cf),

bio = —V2(cf' + ¢ + ¢ +c§ — efy — 2h8) + V6(e? — 25 + 26 — cf +2¢F — ¢ —cf — 3cty),

bi1 = V2(cgy — chs) + V6(c55 — 2c5y + ¢55),

bia = —V2(chy + chs — chy — 2¢83) + V6(2¢55 — ¢5y — ¢35 — 3c3,),

bis = V2(chy + chs) — V6(2c35 — ¢34 — c5),

bia = —V2(cgh — chs — chs — 2¢55) — V6(ciy — 2¢5; + ¢35 + 3c3),

bis = V2(cis — o) + V6(cTs — 2cTy + cp),

bis = —V2(cfg + chy — g — 2¢41) + V6(2¢7s — g — 35 — 3¢3,),

bir = V2(cfy + ) — V6(2c7s — cfy — cp),

bis = —V2(cfy — o — chy — 2¢5) — V6(ciy — 2ciy + c3p + 3c3)). (A9)
From Eq. (A9), it is found the 3-rank SU(3) irreducible amplitudes contribute to the 2-rank SU(3) irreducible

amplitudes without the mixing of 15-, 6, 3; and 3, operators. By substituting Egs. and ( into Eq. .7 we
re-derive Eq. (29) within different approach.
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