arXiv:2408.00335v1 [hep-ph] 1 Aug 2024

Transition properties of Doubly Heavy Baryons

Kinjal Patel *and Kaushal Thakkar?

Department of Physics, Government College, Daman-396210,
U. T. of Dadra & Nagar Haveli and Daman & Diu, INDIA

August 2, 2024

Abstract

In this study, we have investigated the radiative and
semileptonic decay of doubly heavy baryons. Our
focus is to determine the static and dynamic proper-
ties such as ground state masses, magnetic moment,
transition magnetic moment, radiative decay and
heavy-to-heavy semileptonic decay rates includ-
ing their corresponding branching fractions. The
ground state masses are calculated by solving the
six-dimensional hyperradial Schrédinger equation.
The magnetic moments and transition magnetic
moments for JZ = %Jr and JF = %Jr baryons are also
calculated. In addition, radiative M1 decay widths
are computed from the transition magnetic moment.
We have employed the Isgur-Wise function(IWF) to
analyse the semileptonic decay widths of the doubly
heavy baryons. The obtained results are compared
with other theoretical predictions.

1 Introduction

All the ground state baryons with zero or one heavy
quark have been well established experimentally
[1L 21 B]. Research on baryons containing two or more
heavy charm or bottom quarks has gained interest
in recent years. All the doubly heavy baryons with
their quark content and their experimental status
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are shown in Table [ Only two doubly charmed
baryons have been experimentally confirmed[3]. The
first observed doubly charmed baryon =7 (3520)
was confirmed by SELEX collaboration[4, [5]. =Z1*
was reported by LHCb Collaboration[6, [7 [8, 9} [10].
The spin-parity of both ZFf, and ZIF are yet to
be identified. A search for the doubly heavy =),
baryon using its decay to the DopK ™ final state
was performed using proton-proton collision data by
the LHCDb experiment but no significant signal was
found [11]. LHCb reported the first search for the
QY. and a new search for the =9 baryons in 2021. No
significant excess was found for invariant predicted
masses between 6.7 and 7.3 GeV/c2[12]. A search for
=t (ced) and QF (ccs) was done by LHCb Collabora-
tion and only hints of signals were seen[I3], 14} [15].
The experimental as well as theoretical data for
masses and semileptonic decay and other properties
of singly heavy baryons are available while there are
no experimental data for doubly heavy baryons.

The properties of doubly heavy baryons have been
investigated via different theoretical approaches such
as Quark model (QM)[I6], Quark-diquark model[I7],
Relativistic quark model (RQM)[L8], Non-relativistic
quark model (NRQM)[19], Light Front approach in
diquark picture [20], QCD sum rule (QCDSR)[21],
Heavy Diquark effective theory (HDiET)[22], Bethe-
Salpeter equation[23], Lattice QCD (LQCD) [24] 26].
The semileptonic decays of bottom baryons to charm
baryons yield a significant source of knowledge on
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the internal structure of hadrons. The calculation
of IWF yields insights into branching ratio, decay
width, and the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
quark mixing matrix [27].

This paper is organised as follows: In section [2
we have discussed the theoretical framework for the
quark model to compute the ground state masses of
doubly heavy baryons. The magnetic moments, tran-
sition magnetic moments and radiative decay widths
for doubly heavy baryons are computed in section
In section [ we have calculated the Isgur-wise func-
tion and the semileptonic decay width for heavy to
heavy transition. The result is presented and dis-
cussed in section[Bl The paper is summarised in sec-
tion

2 Theoretical Framework

We have adopted the Hypercentral constituent quark
model (HCQM) to study the doubly heavy baryons.
We consider the doubly heavy baryon to be a bound
state of two heavy and one light quark. The dynam-
ics of three quarks can be described by Jacobi co-
ordinates. The hyperspherical coordinates: hyperra-
dius and hyperangle are described in terms of Jacobi
coordinates|28| 29].
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The kinetic energy operator in HCQM can be written
as
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The model Hamiltonian for baryons can be expressed
as
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H= % +V(z) (4)

The six-dimensional hyperradial Schrédinger equa-
tion can be written as
d? 5 d

de? " zdr

(7 + 4)
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= —2m[E — V(I)]ww (z) (5)
Where v, is the hyper-radial wave function. The
potential is assumed to depend only on the hyper-
radius and hence is a three-body potential since the
hyperradius depends only on the coordinates of all
the three quarks. The hyper Coulomb plus linear
potential which is given as

V(z) = g + B2 + Vo + Vipin (6)

Where, 7 = —%as is the hyper coulomb strength, the
values of # and Vj are fixed to get the ground state
masses. Vspin, is the spin dependent part given as [30]
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Here, the parameter A and the regularisation param-
eter xg are considered as the hyperfine parameters of
the model. A;; are the SU(3) colour matrices, oy
are the spin Pauli matrices, m; ; are the constituent
masses of two interacting quarks. o, is the strong
running coupling constant. We factor out the hy-
perangular part of three quark wavefunction which
is given by hyperspherical harmonics. The hyperra-
dial part of the wavefunction is evaluated by solving
the Schrodinger equation. The hyper-coloumb trial
radial wave function which is given by [31], B2] [33]

Vipin () = (7)
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Table 2: Quark mass parameters (in GeV) and con-
stants used in the calculations.

Parameter Value
My, 0.330
mq 0.350
me 0.500
Me 1.55
mpy 4.95
as(po=1 GeV) 0.6
I} 0.14
Vo -0.818

v —7)2g)° 1% .
Qv +5)(v+v+4)! (292)
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Here, 7 is the hyper angular quantum number and
w denotes the number of nodes of the spatial three-
quark wave function. Lil’:4(2gx) is the associated
Laguerre polynomial. The wavefunction parameter g
and energy eigenvalues are obtained by applying the
virial theorem. The masses of ground state doubly
heavy baryons are calculated by summing the model
quark masses (see Table 2]), kinetic energy and po-

tential energy.

MB:m1+m2+m3+<H>

(9)

The computed ground state masses of doubly heavy
baryons while comparing with others are given in Ta-

ble 3l

3 Magnetic Moment and Ra-
diative decay

3.1 Effective quark masses and mag-
netic moment for doubly heavy
baryons

Electromagnetic properties of the baryons are an im-
portant source of information on their internal struc-

ture. The magnetic moment of baryons are obtained
in terms of its quarks spin-flavour wave function of
the constituent quarks as, [34]

pB = Nibss|pildss) (10)
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where ¢ = u,d,s,c,b; e; and o; represents the charge
and spin of constituting quarks of the baryonic state
and |@sr) represents the spin-flavour wave function
of the respective baryonic state. The expressions for
magnetic moments of J¥ = %Jr and J¥ = %+ dou-
bly heavy baryons are given in Table @ Here, m;
the mass of i*” quark in the three body baryon is
taken as an effective mass of the constituting quarks
as their motions are governed by the three body force
described through the Hamiltonian in Eqn.( ). The
baryon mass of the quarks may get modified due to
its binding interactions with other two quarks. We
account for this bound state effect by replacing the
mass parameter m; of Eqn. ([l by defining an effec-
¢fT given as [33]

%

me! = m; <1+ §<3H> )

such that Mp = Y27 m//where (H) = E +
(V(z)). The calculated magnetic moments for
doubly heavy baryons are listed and compared with
other theoretical models in Table

tive mass to the bound quarks, m

(12)

3.2 Transition magnetic moment and
radiative decay width

o . + +
The transition magnetic moment for % — %

be expressed as [33]

3+ 1+
Mgy =2 <¢§f lioilély >

%
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(13)

3+
(¢2f | represent the spin flavour wave function of the
quark composition for the respective baryons with



Table 3: Ground state masses of Doubly Heavy Baryons in GeV

Ow 24 B 25 49 2] 50]

10.2421 10.143 10.202 10.093 10.215 9.97+0.19 10.162 + 0.012
10.2464 10.143 10.202 10.093 10.215 9.974+0.19 10.162 4 0.012
6.8550  6.943  6.933  6.82  6.805  6.737073  6.914+0.013
6.8606  6.943 6.933  6.82  6.805  6.737013  6.914+0.013
34567  3.61  3.62 3478  3.396 3.69+0.10 3.627+0.012
34638  3.61  3.62 3478 3.396 3.60+0.10 3.627+0.012
10.3093 10.273 10.359 10.18 10.364 9.98+0.18 -

6.9319  6.998 7.088 691  6.958  6.771513 -

3.5476  3.738  3.778  3.59  3.552  3.70+0.09 -

10.2616 10.178 10.237 10.133  10.227 - 10.184 + 0.012

10.2658 10.178 10.237 10.133 10.227 - 10.184 + 0.012
6.8974  6.985 6.98 6.9 6.83 - 6.969 £ 0.014
6.9027  6.985 6.98 6.9 6.83 - 6.969 £ 0.014
3.5389  3.692  3.727 3.61 3.434 - 3.690 £0.012
3.5452  3.692  3.727 3.61 3.434 - 3.690 £ 0.012

10.3281 10.308 10.389  10.2  10.372 - -
6.9715  7.059 7.13 6.99 6.975 - -
3.6191  3.822  3.872 3.69 3.578 - -

Table 4: Expressions of magnetic moments for doubly heavy baryons

Magnetic moment Expressions
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Table 5: Magnetic moment of doubly heavy baryons in uy

JP _ %Jr JP _ %Jr
Baryon our 37 [38] [39] our 37 138] [39]
=9 -0.715  -0.89 -0.663  —0.6699 + 0.0006 1.7632 2.3 -1.607  1.5897+0.0016
S 0.2136 0.32 0.196 0.2108 £ 0.0003 -1.0181 -1.32 -1.737 —0.9809 %+ 0.0008
El—;t: -0.4033 -0.52 -0.304 —0.0620240.00001 | 2.2134 2.68 2.107 2.0131 £ 0.0020
=9 0.5238 0.63 0.527 —0.06202 £ 0.00001 | -0.5488 -0.76 -0.448 —0.5315=+0.0012
SRS -0.093 -0.169 0.031 —0.1046 £ 0.0021 2.6186 2.72  2.218 2.4344 + 0.0033
=t 0.8324 0.853 0.784 0.8148 £ 0.0018 -0.084 -0.23 0.068 —0.0846 + 0.0025
Q. 0.1253 0.16 0.108 0.1135 + 0.0008 -0.7569 -0.86 -1.239 —0.6999 + 0.0017
QY. 0.4396 0.49 - —0.06202 £ 0.00001 | -0.2862 -0.32 - —0.2552 £ 0.0016
Qf 0.7574  0.74  0.692 0.7109 £ 0.0017 0.1806 0.16 0.285  0.1871 =+ 0.0026

JP = %Jr while |¢§;> represent the spin flavour wave
function of the quark composition for the baryons
JP = %+. To compute the transition magnetic mo-
ment (u%+%%+ ), we take the geometric mean of effec-
tive quark masses of the constituent quarks of initial
and final state baryons,

mi =\ miflmil! (14)
Here, mf};j and m%f are the effective masses of the

quarks constituting the baryonic states B* and B re-
spectively. Taking into account the geometric mean
of effective quark masses of the constituting quarks
and the spin flavour wave functions of the baryonic
states, the transition magnetic moments are com-
puted using Eqn. ([I3]). The expressions for transition
magnetic moments and the obtained transition mag-
netic moments of doubly heavy baryons are listed in
Table[l We can see that the results are in accordance
with other theoretical predictions.

The radiative decay width can be expressed in
terms of the radiative transition magnetic moment
and photon momentum (k) as [35] 36]

Ozk3 2 MB

2 *
- - B* - B
MI%2J+1MB*”( ”)

(15)

where p?(B* — B7) is square of the transition mag-
netic moment, a = %, Mp is mass of proton =
0.938 GeV. J and Mp+ are the spin and mass of the

decaying baryon and Mp is the baryon mass of the
final state. k is the photon momentum in the center-
of-mass system of decaying baryon

M2 - M2

k= 1
oMy (16)

Here, we ignore E2 amplitudes because of spherical
symmetry of S-wave baryon spatial wave func-
tion and the M1 width of the decay B* — By
has the form of Eqn. ([IE). The calculated radia-
tive decay widths are listed and compared in Table[7l

4 Semileptonic transition

4.1 Form factors and Isgur-wise func-
tion:

One of the important topics in examining the fea-
tures of doubly heavy baryons is their weak decay
rates. The study of semileptonic decays of heavy
hadrons allows for the determination of the CKM
matrix elements. Other properties of semileptonic
decays, such as the momentum dependence of transi-
tion form factors and exclusive decay rates are critical
to our knowledge of heavy hadron structures. The
Feynman diagram for b — ¢ transition is shown in
Fig [l

Our focus is to determine b — ¢ transitions of the



Table 6: Transition magnetic moments in uy

Transition Expression our [38] [35] [40]
=0 - =0, 22, —p,)  -1.8422 -1.69 -1.039 -1.45
= = Ep, Zf(ub ) 0.7822  0.73  0.428  0.643
= g %(ub T ohe—2un) -1.6152  -1.39  0.695 -1.37
=00 E) 2(up+pe —2pa)  0.99806 094  -0.747  0.879
= 2t sis(ie—p)  -1.3789 -1.01 -0.787 -1.21
R 575 (e — 11a) 12036 1.048 0.945  1.07
0 — O 22 (1, — p) 05342 048 0.307 0.478
00 = Q0 (At pe—2p) 07552 - 0.71  0.688
Qfr - O 25 (e — 1) 0.9745 0.96 0.789  0.869

Table 7: Radiative M1 decay width of doubly heavy baryons in keV

Transition our [35] 17 [39] [41] [42]
T(E% > =07) 01039 0126 040£0044 055090023  031£006  0.98
P(E, —»Zy7) 00184 0022 - 0.102+0.005  0.059+0.014  0.28
P(E," ) 08122 0533 020540009 038140017 0494009 -
T(E" 20 5) 03037 0.612 - 0.321+£0.014  0.24+0.04 .

FEM* 5 =y) 41492 143 2.22£0.098 2.37+£0.05 23.46 + 3.33 7.21
NEr —-=ty) 3.0589  2.08 - 1.98 +0.04 28.79 £ 2.51 3.90
L, — Q) 0.0078 0.011 0.0514+0.018  0.0426 £ 0.0018 0.0226 +0.0045 0.04
QY - Qly) 01453 0239 0.0039+0.0009 057940014  0.1240.02 -
(Qrr — Qf ) 1.3699 0.949 0.939 4+ 0.042 1.973 £ 0.029 2.11+0.11 0.82




ground state of doubly heavy baryons. In the frame-
work of Heavy quark effective theory(HQET), the
heavy quark masses m., my > Agcp, Agep is the
strong interaction scale. In the HQET, the total six
form factors are reduced to one, which is represented
by Isgur-wise function 7. The remaining form factor
is the function of the kinetic parameter w.

Fi(w) = Gi(w) = n(w) (17)

Fz(w) = Fg(w) = Gz(w) = Gg(w) =0 (18)

The Isgur-wise function 7 depends on w which can
be expressed as [43]

2

) = exp (-3 - D)

B

where, w = v - v/ and v, v/ are the four velocities

of the initial and final state of doubly heavy baryons

respectively. Ap is the size parameter that varies in
range 2.5 < Ap < 3.5 GeV [44].

(19)

4.2 Differential decay widths

At zero recoil point ie. w = 1, bb — bc and
bc — cc becomes identical. The transversely po-
larised differential decay rate (I'r) and longitudinally
polarised differential decay rate (I'z) neglecting the
lepton masses, are given by,

Vg I

b > > c

Figure 1: Feynman diagram for b — ¢ semileptonic
transition
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Figure 2: Differential decay rates for =), — =1y

transition

dl'y,
dw

+(w +1)(mp —mip)*]n* ()

2
(21)

where, ¢? is squared four-momentum transfer be-
tween the heavy baryons given as, ¢> = (p — p')? =
m2B+mQB,—2mBmB/ where mp and mp/ are masses
of initial and final baryons, respectively. We have
taken V| = 0.042. The total differential decay rate
is given as,

dr  dlp

dw — dw

Wmax F
I'= / d— dw
1

)

dry,
—= 22
7o (22)

(23)

The total decay width is calculated by integrating the
total differential decay rate from 1 to wy,q, maximal
recoil (¢> = 0). The obtained values for wy,q, for
different transitions are shown in Table [I0]

2 2

mp + mp
max — — 24
w 2mpmp: (24)
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Br=Txr (25)

The branching ratio of doubly heavy baryons can
be calculated using Equ. (28) where, 7 is the lifetime
of the initial baryon.

5 Results and discussions

We have calculated the ground state masses of all
the doubly heavy baryons using the parameters
shown in Table 2l The calculated masses of ground
state doubly heavy baryons are listed in Table
The mass difference between the up quark and down
quark have been neglected in all other theoretical
predictions shown in Table Bl In the present work,
we have considered different quark masses for up
and down quarks as, m, = 0.330 GeV and my =
0.350 GeV (see Table 2)). Our calculated masses of
doubly heavy baryons are in agreement with the
values obtained in Ref. [45]. The values obtained in
Ref. [21] are smaller than our calculated masses.

As shown in Table Bl the magnetic moments of
doubly heavy baryons are almost matched with other
models. The magnetic moment of =% predicted by
the Ref. [38] has a negative value while all other
theoretical approaches predicted including ours have
positive values. The transition magnetic moments
of doubly heavy baryons are listed in Table As
indicated in Table [, we can see the good agreement
of a computed transition magnetic moments with
other predictions except the Ref.[35] which has
relatively lower values.

Comparing the radiative decay width with other
models, we found that different approaches lead to
different results as shown in Table [l We can see
that the radiative decay width is relatively large for
EXt* —» Effy and EXF — ZI~ in the relativistic
three quark model [41] while comparing with others.
Our computed radiative decay width for Q,," — Q,,~
transition is relatively lower than all other predic-

tions.

To calculate the semileptonic decay rate, we have
considered mpp, = 2my = 9.9 GeV and for be — cc
transition, m.. = 2m, = 3.1 GeV in the Eqn. (I3).
We have considered the size parameter Ap = 2.5
GeV [0, [47). The calculated decay rates of the
baryons are listed and compared with other models
in Table Bl The present results for the semileptonic
decay width of doubly heavy baryons are close to
the results predicted by the Ref.[48]. The predicted
result of semileptonic decay for Egrc — Ef + 1y by
the Ref.[48] and Ref.[45] are in accordance with the
present computed result. It is found that the present
computed decay width for =), — =, 17 transition is
lower compared to Ref.[45] and Ref.[49].

The total differential decay rate (Z—E) can be
written as a summation of transverse differential
decay rate (dg—wT) and longitudinal decay rate (%)
as indicated in Eqn.@2). It is found that the
contribution from the transverse decay (I'r) is
relatively higher compared to the longitudinal decay
(T'z) as shown in Table @l We can see that almost
60% of contributions come from I'r while 40% of the
contribution comes from I'y,.



Table 8: The semileptonic decay width of doubly heavy baryons I' in 10~ GeV

Decay Our o] [0 [8 B4 [6 b1 [l
=0 S Elm 10526 326 175 098 08 049 192 3.30
=, — =V 15 1.0539 3.30
E;rc — =ZX iy, 41456 4.59 3.08 4.39 2.1 3.01 257 4.50
=0 L Etim 41589 4.50
Q. — Q)lp,  1.0828 3.40 1.03 1.87 0.86 0.99 2.14 3.69
Q). — Qfly, 43336 495 332 4.7 1.88 3.28 259 3.94

Ref.  [52 53, B4, B5]. We have considered 7zo

Table 9: The transverse I'r and longitudinal I'z, con-
tributions to the width in 10~1* GeV

Decay Our Our [48]  [48]

I'r 'y I'r Ty

=0, > =50y 0.65936  0.392697 055 0.42
=, — =007, 0.660456  0.39347

5. - ZhEFly 243789 170766 132 1.75
20 =Ll 244532 171356

O, — Q007 0.677688 0.404076 0.58 0.45

Q00— Qtlp 25431 179055 14 1.91

Table 10: Obtained values of wiq, for b — ¢ transi-
tions

Transition our [19]
=), — Ef Iy, 1.0817  1.07
=,, — =015 1.08154
5. SRy 12437 1.22
20 s Shly  1.24278
Q> Q0ly 10798 1.07
Q) - QFflm 12329 1.20

The behaviour of the predicted differential decay
rate for semileptonic decay of doubly heavy baryons
with w are shown in Figure 2] to Figure [[l The peak
value of differential decay rate ( g—g) for Zp, and Qg
baryons is found at w 1.01 while the peak value
for Zp. and . baryons is found at w = 1.06. The

~
~

% of =y, and Qp, baryons gets saturated around
w ~ 1.06 while Zp. and . baryons are at peak

value for w ~ 1.06.

The lifetimes of baryons have been studied in

10

= 052x10712 5, 7o = 053 x1071% 5, 7 =
024x10712 s, mzp = 0.22x107'2 5, 7~ = 053
x10712 s, Ty = 0.18x107'2 s as given in the
Ref.[52]. We have calculated the branching ratios us-
ing the life time of doubly heavy baryons predicted by
the Ref.[52]. While comparing our results for branch-
ing ratio with other theoretical predictions, we have
computed branching ratio from their predicted de-
cay width in corresponding model and life time men-
tioned in the Ref.[52]. The computed branching ra-
tio for the QY. — Q.7 semileptonic decay is 1.11%
which is in agreement with the Ref.[49].

6 Conclusions

The ground state masses are calculated using Hyper-
central Constituent Quark Model(hCQM). The mag-
netic moments of doubly heavy baryons are com-
puted using the spin-flavour wave functions of the
constituent quarks and their effective masses within
the baryon. We have calculated the radiative M1
decay width from the obtained transition magnetic

moment for %Jr — %Jr transition. The semileptonic
decay rates for doubly heavy baryons are calculated
after obtaining the Isgur-wise function. Also, the
transverse and longitudinal components of the decay

widths are calculated.
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