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We study the semileptonic decay of the doubly heavy baryon Ξ++
cc into the singly heavy baryon

Ξ+
c within the three point QCD sum rule approach in two possible lepton channels. Our analysis

includes perturbative as well as nonperturbative condensation contributions up to dimension five.
We evaluate the form factors of this semileptonic decay entering the amplitude described by the
vector and axial vector transition currents. The fit functions of the form factors with respect to
the transferred momentum squared are utilized to predict the decay widths and branching ratios of
the Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c ℓ̄νℓ channels. We compare our findings with other predictions in the literature. Our

outcomes can be useful for experimental groups in their search for the weak decays of doubly heavy
baryons and may be checked via future experiments such as LHCb.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent research on hadrons containing heavy quarks has gained significant consideration. Despite the quark model’s
[1] notable achievements in hadron spectroscopy, not all the predicted particles, including the doubly heavy baryons,
have been experimentally confirmed to date. The first discovery of a doubly heavy baryon was reported in 2002,
when SELEX collaboration announced the first observation of Ξ+

cc(3520) in the pD+K− decay channel [2]. This
discovery was further validated by the same collaboration in 2005 [3]. In a milestone, the LHCb collaboration in
2017 reported the first experimental validation of a doubly charmed baryon Ξ++

cc (3621) via the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+

decay channel [4]. This was later confirmed in 2018 through the Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay channel [5]. In 2019, the LHCb

collaboration conducted a search for Ξ+
cc via the Ξ+

cc → Λ+
c K

−π+ decay channel [6]. The result from this search were
combined with results from another study conducted in 2021 on the decay channel Ξ+

cc → Ξ+
c π

−π+. This combination
yielded a maximum local significance of 4.0 standard deviations near the mass of 3620 MeV for the Ξ+

cc, including
systematic uncertainties [7]. This result does not represent the previous big difference between the masses of Ξ+

cc

and Ξ++
cc . Experimental efforts have continued to discover additional members of these baryon types. However, as

of now, these efforts have not resulted in the discovery of any new doubly heavy baryons (see Ref. [8]). Numerous
particle physicists have performed researches based on these experimental efforts to determine the features of the
doubly heavy baryons such as their mass and residue [9–29], mixing angle [30], chiral effective Lagrangian [31], strong
coupling constants [32–38], strong interaction and decay [39–41], radiative decays [14, 19, 29, 34, 42, 43], weak decays
[44–68], magnetic moments [69, 70], lifetime [71], etc., using different approaches. To calculate these parameters, we
require nonperturbative approaches like the QCD sum rules, introduced in 1979 by Shifman, Vainshtein, and Zakharov
[72, 73]. This method is grounded in the fundamental QCD Lagrangian. In this nonperturbative approach, we consider
the correlation function including various interpolating currents. This method has many successful predictions in the
discussion of hadronic parameters confirmed by various experiments and is a very prosperous method [10, 74–78].
In this paper, we study the semileptonic decay of the doubly heavy baryon Ξ++

cc into the singly heavy baryon
Ξ+
c in the framework of the QCD sum rule approach in two lepton channels. To investigate the semileptonic decay

Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ, we need to calculate the form factors and after calculating them, we can achieve the decay widths and
branching ratio of this decay. In previous researches, this transition has also been studied in QCD sum rule method
with different interpolating currents [64] and light front approach [48], treating the two possible leptons (e+ and µ+)
the same. In this study, we calculate the corresponding form factors by considering the most general interpolating
currents in the initial and final baryonic channels by utilizing the recently calculated value of residue for Ξ++

cc [9].
We estimate the decay widths and branching ratios for the two lepton channels separately. By accurate fixing of the
corresponding parameters such as the mixing parameter in the interpolating currents, we will see that we can reach
to the results with relatively small uncertainties.
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This study is organized as follows: section II presents a brief derivation of sum rules to calculate the form factors
of the semileptonic decay of Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c ℓ̄νℓ. Sec. III presents the findings from numerical analysis of the sum rules,

showing fit functions that describe the behavior of form factors as a function of transferred momentum square. In
section IV, the calculation and results of the decay widths and branching ratios are shown for two possible lepton
channels, followed by a comparison of our findings with another theoretical predictions. Section V contains the
conclusion, while certain calculation details is provided in the Appendix.

II. CALCULATION OF THE FORM FACTORS WITHIN THE QCD SUM RULES

The QCD sum rules follows a general procedure that involves evaluating a correlation function through two different
approaches. The first approach utilizes hadronic degrees of freedom, known as the physical or phenomenological side,
providing outcomes containing physical quantities such as the mass and residue of hadronic states. The second
approach employs QCD degrees of freedom, including QCD coupling constants, quark-gluon condensates and quark
masses, yielding the QCD side. By matching the outcomes of both approaches and considering the coefficients of the
same Lorentz structures, QCD sum rules for the physical quantities are obtained.

A. Phenomenological side

The Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ decay channel occurs via c → sℓ̄νℓ transition at quark level (see Fig. 1):

FIG. 1: The Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ decay channel.

To calculate the amplitude of this decay channel, we demand the low-energy effective Hamiltonian at the quark
level. The transition current of this semileptonic decay can be written as:

J tr = s̄ γµ(1 − γ5) c. (1)

The effective Hamiltonian can be defined as:

Heff =
GF√
2
V ∗

sc s̄γµ(1 − γ5)c ν̄ℓγ
µ(1− γ5)ℓ, (2)

where V ∗
sc is the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements and GF is the Fermi coupling constant. The

decay amplitude is obtained by sandwiching the effective Hamiltonian between the initial |Ξ++
cc 〉 and final |Ξ+

c 〉 states:

M = 〈Ξ+
c |Heff |Ξ++

cc 〉

=
GF√
2
V ∗

scν̄ℓ γµ(1− γ5)ℓ〈Ξ+
c |s̄γµ(1− γ5)c|Ξ++

cc 〉. (3)

This decay consists of the vector transition (V µ) and the axial vector transition (Aµ), each of which parameterized in
terms of three form factors. The parameterizations, taking into account Lorentz invariance and parity considerations,
are shown as [79]:

〈Ξ+
c (p

′, s′)|V µ|Ξ++
cc (p, s)〉 = ūΞ+

c
(p′, s′)

[
F1(q

2)γµ + F2(q
2)

pµ

MΞ++
cc

+ F3(q
2)

p′µ

MΞ+
c

]
uΞ++

cc
(p, s),

〈Ξ+
c (p

′, s′)|Aµ|Ξ++
cc (p, s)〉 = ūΞ+

c
(p′, s′)

[
G1(q

2)γµ +G2(q
2)

pµ

MΞ++
cc

+G3(q
2)

p′µ

MΞ+
c

]
γ5uΞ++

cc
(p, s),
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(4)

where F1(q
2), F2(q

2) and F3(q
2) are form factors of the vector transition and G1(q

2), G2(q
2) and G3(q

2) are form
factors corresponding to the axial transition. uΞ++

cc
(p, s) and uΞ+

c
(p′, s′) are Dirac spinors of the initial and final baryon

states and the momentum transferred to the leptons is q = p− p′. To calculate the form factors, we first utilize the
three-point correlation function:

Πµ(p, p
′, q) = i2

∫
d4xe−ip·x

∫
d4yeip

′
·y〈0|T {J Ξ+

c (y)J tr,V (A)
µ (0)J̄ Ξ++

cc (x)}|0〉, (5)

where J Ξ++
cc (x) and J Ξ+

c (y) are the interpolating currents of the initial and final baryons and T is the time ordering
operator. To calculate the three point correlation function on the phenomenological side, it is necessary to insert

two appropriate complete sets of hadronic states with identical quantum numbers as the currents J Ξ++
cc and J Ξ+

c for
both the initial and final baryons in the relevant places. By performing some algebraic calculations, the correlation
function of the phenomenological side becomes:

ΠPhys.
µ (p, p′, q) =

〈0 | J Ξ+
c (0) | Ξ+

c (p
′)〉〈Ξ+

c (p
′) | J tr,V (A)

µ (0) | Ξ++
cc (p)〉〈Ξ++

cc (p) | J̄ Ξ++
cc (0) | 0〉

(p′2 −m2
Ξ+

c

)(p2 −m2
Ξ++

cc

)
+ · · · , (6)

where · · · represents the higher states and continuum contributions. We also define the residues of the initial (λΞ++
cc

)

and final (λΞ+
c
) baryons as follows:

〈0|J Ξ+
c (0)|Ξ+

c (p
′)〉 = λΞ+

c
uΞ+

c
(p′, s′),

〈Ξ++
cc (p)|J̄ Ξ++

cc (0)|0〉 = λ+

Ξ++
cc

ūΞ++
cc

(p, s). (7)

These matrix elements are used in Eq.(6). After applying the summations over Dirac spinors,

∑

s′

uΞ+
c
(p′, s′) ūΞ+

c
(p′, s′) = /p

′ +mΞ+
c
,

∑

s

uΞ++
cc

(p, s) ūΞ++
cc

(p, s) = /p+mΞ++
cc

, (8)

we obtain a representation for the hadronic side. Finally, we use the double Borel transformation [80]:

B̂
1

(p2 − s)m
1

(p′2 − s′)n
−→ (−1)m+n 1

Γ[m]Γ[n]

1

(M2)m−1

1

(M ′2)n−1
e−s/M2

e−s′/M ′2

, (9)

where M2 and M ′2 are Borel parameters that will be fixed in numerical analysis section. As previously mentioned,
the Borel transformation effectively removes the influence of higher resonances and continuum, while amplifying the
contributions of ground states in the initial and final channels. After applying the double Borel transformation, we
have

B̂ ΠPhys.
µ (p, p′, q) = λΞ++

cc
λΞ+

c
e−

m2

Ξ
++
cc

M2 e−
m2

Ξ
+
c

M′2

[
F1

(
mΞ++

cc
mΞ+

c
γµ +mΞ++

cc
/p
′γµ +mΞ+

c
γµ/p+ /p

′γµ/p

)
+

F2

(
mΞ+

c

mΞ++
cc

pµ/p+
1

mΞ++
cc

pµ/p
′
/p+mΞ+

c
pµ + pµ/p

′

)
+ F3

(
1

mΞ+
c

p′µ/p
′
/p+ p′µ/p

′ + p′µ/p+mΞ++
cc

p′µ

)
−

G1

(
mΞ++

cc
mΞ+

c
γµγ5 +mΞ++

cc
/p
′γµγ5 −mΞ+

c
γµ/pγ5 − /p

′γµ/pγ5

)
−G2

(
pµ/p

′γ5 +mΞ+
c
pµγ5 −

mΞ+
c

mΞ++
cc

pµ/pγ5 −
1

mΞ++
cc

pµ/p
′
/pγ5

)

−G3

(
mΞ++

cc

mΞ+
c

p′µ/p
′γ5 +mΞ++

cc
p′µγ5 −

1

mΞ+
c

p′µ/p
′
/pγ5 − p′µ/pγ5

)]
+ · · · . (10)
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B. QCD side

To obtain the QCD side, it is necessary to calculate the correlation function in Eq. (5) by incorporating the
interpolating currents of the initial and final baryons. We use the interpolating currents for the singly and doubly
heavy baryons with spin-parity JP = (12 )

+ as follow [81]:

J Ξ+
c (x) =

1√
6
ǫabc

{
2
(
uaT (x)Csb(x)

)
γ5c

c(x) +
(
uaT (x)Ccb(x)

)
γ5s

c(x) +
(
caT (x)Csb(x)

)
γ5u

c(x)

+2β
(
uaT (x)Cγ5s

b(x)
)
cc(x) + β

(
uaT (x)Cγ5c

b(x)
)
sc(x) + β

(
caT (x)Cγ5s

b(x)
)
uc(x)

}
, (11)

and

J Ξ++
cc (x) =

√
2 ǫabc

{(
caT (x)Cub(x)

)
γ5c

c(x) + β
(
caT (x)Cγ5u

b(x)
)
cc(x)

}
, (12)

where the superindices a, b and c are color indices, C is the charge conjugation operator and c, u and s represent the
charm, up and strange quark fields. The parameter β is an arbitrary mixing parameter to be fixed from the numerical
analysis, with β = −1 corresponding to the Ioffe current.

We start the calculation of the QCD side by substituting the interpolating currents of the initial, J Ξ++
cc , and final,

J Ξ+
c , baryons along with the transition current J tr

µ into the correlation function. By applying Wick’s theorem to
perform all possible contractions of the quark fields, we express the correlation function in relation to the propagators
for both the heavy and light quarks. The final result is:

ΠOPE
µ = i2

∫
d4xe−ipx

∫
d4yeip

′y 1√
3
ǫa′b′c′ǫabc

{
2γ5 Sca′

c (y − x)S′ab′

u (y − x)Sbi
s (y)γµ(1 − γ5)S

ic′

c (−x)γ5

+2Tr[Sab′

u (y − x)S′ia′

c (−x)(1 − γ5)γµS
′bi
s (y)] γ5S

cc′

c (y − x)γ5 − 2βTr[Sbi
s (y)γµ(1− γ5)S

ia′

c (−x) γ5S
′ab′

u (y − x)]

γ5S
cc′

c (y − x) + 2βγ5 Sca′

c (y − x)γ5S
′ab′

u (y − x)Sbi
s (y)γµ(1 − γ5)S

ic′

c (−x)− Tr[S′ba′

c (y − x)Sab′

u (y − x)]γ5S
ci
s (y)

γµ(1− γ5)S
ic′

c (−x) γ5 + γ5 Sci
s (y)γµ(1− γ5)S

ia′

c (−x)γ5S
′ab′

u (y − x)Sbc′

c (y − x)− βγ5S
ci
s (y)γµ(1 − γ5)S

ic′

c (−x)

Tr[γ5S
′ba′

c (y − x)Sab′

u (y − x)] + βγ5S
ci
s (y)γµ(1− γ5)S

ia′

c (−x)γ5S
′ab′

u (y − x) Sbc′

c (y − x) + γ5S
cb′

u (y − x)S′aa′

c (y − x)

Sbi
s (y)γµ(1− γ5)S

′ic′

c (−x)γ5 + γ5S
cb′

u (y − x)S′ia′

c (−x)(1 − γ5)γµS
′bi
s (y)Sac′

c (y − x)γ5 + βγ5S
cb′

u (y − x)γ5S
′aa′

c (y − x)

Sbi
s (y)γµ(1− γ5) S

ic′

c (−x) + βγ5S
cb′

u (y − x)γ5S
′ia′

c (−x)(1 − γ5)γµS
′bi
s (y) Sac′

c (y − x)− 2βTr[S′ab′

u (y − x)γ5S
bi
s (y)γµ

(1− γ5)S
ia′

c (−x)]Scc′

c (y − x)γ5 + 2βTr[S′ba′

c (y − x)γ5S
ab′

u (y − x)]Sbi
s (y)γµ(1− γ5) S

ic′

c (−x)γ5 + 2β2Sca′

c (y − x)γ5

S′ab′

u (y − x)γ5S
bi
s (y)γµ(1− γ5)S

ic′

c (−x)− 2β2Tr[S′ab′

u (y − x)γ5S
′ia′

c (−x)(1 − γ5)γµS
′bi
s (y)γ5]S

cc′

c (y − x)

−2βTr[S′ab′

u (y − x)γ5S
ba′

c (y − x)]Sci
s (y)γµ(1 − γ5)S

ic′

c (−x)γ5 − βSci
s (y)γµ(1− γ5)S

ia′

c (−x)S′ab′

u (y)γ5S
bc′

c (y − x)γ5]

−β2Tr[Sab′

u (y − x)γ5S
′ba′

c (y − x)γ5]S
ci
s (y)γµ(1 − γ5)S

ic′

c (−x) + β2Sci
s (y)γµ(1− γ5)S

ia′

c (−x)γ5S
′ab′

u (y − x)γ5

Sbc′

c (y − x) + βScb′

u (y − x)S′aa′

c (y − x)γ5S
bi
s (y)γµ(1 − γ5)S

ic′

c (−x)γ5 + βScb′

u (y − x)S′ia′

c (−x)(1 − γ5)γµS
′bi
s (y)γ5

Sac′

c (y − x)γ5 + β2Scb′

u (y − x)γ5S
′ia′

c (−x)(1− γ5)γµS
′bi
s (y)γ5S

ac′

c (y − x) + β2Scb′

u (y − x)γ5S
′aa′

c (y − x)γ5S
bi
s (y)

γµ(1− γ5)S
ic′

c (−x)

}
, (13)

where S′ = CSTC. For the light and heavy quark propagators we utilize [82]:

Sab
q (x) = iδab

/x

2π2x4
− δab

mq

4π2x2
− δab

〈qq〉
12

+ iδab
/xmq〈qq〉

48
− δab

x2

192
〈qgσGq〉+ iδab

x2/xmq

1152
〈qgσGq〉

− i
gGαβ

ab

32π2x2
[/xσαβ + σαβ/x]− iδab

x2/xg2〈qq〉2
7776

− δab
x4〈qq〉〈g2G2〉

27648
+ . . . , (14)
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and

Sab
Q (x) = i

∫
d4k

(2π)4
e−ikx

{
δab (/k +mQ)

k2 −m2
Q

− gGµν
ab

4

σµν (/k +mQ) + (/k +mQ)σµν

(k2 −m2
Q)

2
+

g2G2

12
δabmQ

k2 +mQ/k

(k2 −m2
Q)

4

+ . . .

}
, (15)

where Gµν is the gluon field strength tensor, Gµν
ab = Gµν

A tAab, t
A = λA/2 and G2 = Gµν

A GA
µν . λ

A are the Gell-Mann
matrices and A takes the amounts from 1 to 8. In the QCD side, the correlation function is calculated in the deep
Euclidean region by utilizing the operator product expansion (OPE). In Wilson’s OPE, each term in the light and
heavy quarks propagators introduces an operator with a specific mass dimension. The bare-loop term with d = 0
represents a perturbative contribution, while the corrections arise from operators of various dimensions: d = 3 like
〈qq〉, d = 4 such as 〈G2〉, and d = 5 like 〈qgσGq〉, are considered as nonperturbative terms. By computing the
correlation function, we obtain the consequence containing both perturbative and nonperturbative corrections across
various mass dimensions. Our calculations incorporate nonperturbative operators up to five mass dimensions. In
this study, the masses of light quarks are assumed to be zero. After evaluating the integrals, we find the correlation
function in terms of twenty-four different Lorentz structures as shown:

ΠOPE
µ (p, p′, q) = ΠOPE

/p′γµ/p(p
2, p′2, q2) /p

′γµ/p+ΠOPE
pµ/p′/p(p

2, p′2, q2) pµ/p
′
/p+ΠOPE

p′

µ/p
′/p(p

2, p′2, q2) p′µ/p
′
/p+ΠOPE

p′

µ/p
′γ5

(p2, p′2, q2)

p′µ/p
′γ5 +ΠOPE

p′

µ/p
′/pγ5

(p2, p′2, q2) p′µ/p
′
/pγ5 +ΠOPE

/p′γµγ5
(p2, p′2, q2) /p

′γµγ5 +ΠOPE
/p′γµ/pγ5

(p2, p′2, q2) /p
′γµ/pγ5 +ΠOPE

pµ/p′/pγ5
(p2, p′2, q2)

pµ/p
′
/pγ5 +ΠOPE

/p′γµ
(p2, p′2, q2) /p

′γµ +ΠOPE
pµ/p′γ5

(p2, p′2, q2) pµ/p
′γ5 +ΠOPE

p′

µ/p
′ (p2, p′2, q2) p′µ/p

′ +ΠOPE
pµ/p′ (p2, p′2, q2) pµ/p

′ +

ΠOPE
γµ/pγ5

(p2, p′2, q2) γµ/pγ5 +ΠOPE
γµ

(p2, p′2, q2) γµ +ΠOPE
γµ/p (p2, p′2, q2) γµ/p+ΠOPE

γµγ5
(p2, p′2, q2) γµγ5 +ΠOPE

pµ/pγ5
(p2, p′2, q2)

pµ/pγ5 +ΠOPE
p′

µ/pγ5
(p2, p′2, q2) p′µ/pγ5 +ΠOPE

p′

µ/p
(p2, p′2, q2) p′µ/p+ΠOPE

pµ/p (p2, p′2, q2) pµ/p+ΠOPE
p′

µ
(p2, p′2, q2) p′µ +

ΠOPE
p′

µγ5
(p2, p′2, q2) p′µγ5 +ΠOPE

pµ
(p2, p′2, q2) pµ +ΠOPE

pµγ5
(p2, p′2, q2) pµγ5. (16)

The invariant functions ΠOPE
i (p2, p′2, q2) (where i represents distinct structures) are defined in terms of double dis-

persion integrals:

ΠOPE
i (p2, p′2, q2) =

∫ ∞

smin

ds

∫ ∞

s′
min

ds′
ρOPE
i (s, s′, q2)

(s− p2)(s′ − p′2)
, (17)

where smin = (mc+mc)
2, s′min = (mc)

2 and ρOPE
i (s, s′, q2) explain the spectral densities, achieved by ρOPE

i (s, s′, q2) =
1
π ImΠOPE

i (p2, p′2, q2). After applying the quark hadron duality assumption, the integrals’ upper limits will be
modified to s0 and s′0, representing the continuum thresholds of the initial and final baryon states. We can express
the spectral densities as follow:

ρOPE
i (s, s′, q2) = ρPert.

i (s, s′, q2) +

5∑

n=3

ρni (s, s
′, q2), (18)

where ρPert.
i (s, s′, q2) denotes the perturbative part of calculation. We define

∑5
n=3 ρ

n
i (s, s

′, q2) for all mass dimensions
of nonperturbative part of calculation including quark condensate, gluon condensate and quark-gluon mixed conden-
sate, respectively. Additionally, we apply the double Borel transformation to the QCD side and perform continuum
subtraction based on the quark hadron duality assumption. Consequently, we obtain:

ΠOPE
i (M2,M ′2, s0, s

′

0, q
2) =

∫ s0

smin

ds

∫ s′0

s′
min

ds′e−s/M2

e−s′/M ′2

ρOPE
i (s, s′, q2),

(19)

In the Appendix, we provide the components of ρi(s, s
′, q2) as an example for the γµγ5 structure.

We then drive the necessary sum rules for the form factors to be used in numerical calculations by matching the
corresponding coefficients of the various Lorentz structures from the hadronic and QCD sides. The sum rules for the
desired form factors are expressed in terms of the baryon masses and residues, the QCD parameters such as the strong
coupling constant, quark masses, quark condensate, gluon condensates, ..., and the auxiliary parameters M2, M ′2,
s0, s

′
0 and β.
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III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS OF THE FORM FACTORS

The form factors contain all the necessary information to determine the decay width of the weak transition under
investigation. The main aim in this respect is to find the q2 dependence of the form factors in the whole physical
region in this section. The input parameters required for the numerical calculations are listed in Table I.

TABLE I: The input parameters used in our numerical calculation.

Parameters Values
mc (1.27 ± 0.02) GeV [83]
me 0.51 MeV [83]
mµ 105 MeV [83]
m

Ξ++
cc

(3.62± 0.0015) GeV [83]

m
Ξ+
c

(2.46± 0.00023) GeV [83]

GF 1.17 × 10−5 GeV−2 [83]
|Vsc| (0.974 ± 0.006) [83]
m2

0 (0.8± 0.2) GeV2[84–86]
τ
Ξ++
cc

2.56 ± 0.27 × 10−13 s [83]

〈ūu〉 −(0.24± 0.01)3 GeV3 [84, 85]
〈s̄s〉 (0.8 ± 0.1)〈ūu〉 GeV3 [84, 85]

〈0| 1
π
αsG

2|0〉 (0.012 ± 0.004) GeV4 [84–86]
λ
Ξ++
cc

0.16 ± 0.04 GeV3 [9]

λ
Ξ+
c

0.027 ± 0.008 GeV3 [87]

The sum rules for the form factors include five additional auxiliary parameters known as the Borel parameters M2

and M ′2, as well as the continuum thresholds s0 and s′0 and the mixing parameter β. According to the standards
of the method, the form factors as physical quantities are expected to be possibly insensitive to these parameters.
In practice however there appear residual dependencies on these helping parameters. As a result, specific ranges are
chosen for these parameters to ensure that the form factors depend relatively weakly on them. These windows are
obtained by taking into account the standard requirements. These criteria include weak dependence of the results on
auxiliary parameters, pole dominance and convergence of the OPE. The upper bound for the Borel mass parameters
M2 and M ′2, are set by ensuring that the pole contribution is larger than the contributions coming from the higher
states and continuum. To this end, we demand

PC =
ΠOPE(M2,M ′2, s0, s

′
0)

ΠOPE(M2,M ′2,∞,∞)
≥ 0.5. (20)

The lower bounds of the Borel mass parameters M2 and M ′2 are determined by the condition that the OPE series
must be convergent. We require that the perturbative contribution be greater than the nonperturbative contribution,
and that the contributions of nonperturbative operators decrease with increasing dimension. To ensure this, we impose
the following condition:

R(M2,M ′2) =
ΠOPE−dim5(M2,M ′2, s0, s

′
0)

ΠOPE(M2,M ′2, s0, s′0)
≤ 0.05. (21)

With these requirements, the working regions for the Borel parameters are determined as 4 GeV2 ≤ M2 ≤ 6 GeV2

and 3 GeV2 ≤ M ′2 ≤ 5 GeV2. The continuum thresholds s0 and s′0 are not arbitrary, and their values are carefully
selected to ensure that the integrals exclude any contributions from the excited states in the calculations. These
threshold parameters are also determined by evaluating the stability of the sum rules within the chosen intervals of
the Borel mass parameters M2 and M ′2. To achieve the best stability and physical consistency, therefore, s0 and s′0
are set based on the requirement that they accurately reflect the onset of the continuum in the spectrum, ensuring
that the contributions from higher states and continuum are appropriately suppressed. This careful selection leads to
the working regions for the continuum thresholds, which are determined as follows:

(mΞ++
cc

+ 0.25)2 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤ (mΞ++
cc

+ 0.62)2 GeV2,

and

(mΞ+
c
+ 0.3)2 GeV2 ≤ s′0 ≤ (mΞ+

c
+ 0.5)2 GeV2, (22)
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As shown in Figs. 2 and 3, the form factors exhibit notable stability when considering variations of M2, M ′2, s0,
and s′0 within their respective intervals. This stability indicates that the chosen parameters are well-optimized and
that the results are reliable across the defined ranges.
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FIG. 2: Variations of the form factors as functions of the Borel parameter M2, at the different values of the parameter s0,
q2 = 0 and at the central values of other auxiliary parameters. The graphs correspond to the structures /p

′γµ, pµ /p
′
/p, p

′
µ /p

′
/p,

γµγ5, pµ/p
′
/pγ5 and p′µγ5 for F1, F2, F3, G1, G2 and G3, respectively.

In addition to the parameters M2, M ′2, s0 and s′0, the parameter β plays a crucial role, but it does not have a
restricted range and can theoretically extend from −∞ to ∞. To determine the optimal working region for the β
parameter, we use the transformation x = cos θ, where θ = tan−1 β. The selected range for x is chosen to maintain
the stability of the form factors without causing significant changes. For instance, Fig. 4 illustrates the variations
of the F1 form factor as a function of cos θ (or x). Based on this illustration, we constrain the x parameter to the
intervals −1 ≤ x ≤ −0.5 and 0.5 ≤ x ≤ 1, which corresponds to β ∈ [−1.73, 1.73]. This constraint is applied to all the
six form factors. As shown in Fig. 4, the F1 form factor demonstrates minimal variation with β, particularly around
β = −1, which corresponds to x = −0.71 and is associated with the Ioffe current in the identified negative region.
After fixing the working regions of the auxiliary parameters, we examine the behavior of form factors with respect

to q2. In our study, we find that the form factors are well fitted to the following function:

F(q2) =
F(0)(

1− a1
q2

m2
Ξ++

cc

+ a2
q4

m4
Ξ++

cc

+ a3
q6

m6
Ξ++

cc

+ a4
q8

m8
Ξ++

cc

) . (23)

The values of the parameters, F(0), a1, a2, a3, and a4, acquired utilizing the center of values of the auxiliary
parameters, are presented in Table II. These values are calculated for the six form factors, F1, F2, F3, G1, G2 and
G3, corresponding to structures /p

′γµ, pµ /p
′
/p, p

′
µ /p

′
/p, γµγ5, pµ/p

′
/pγ5 and p′µγ5, respectively. It should be noted that the

above parametrization is not unique and different functions and fitting procedures can be applied. One of alternative
parametrizations is to employ the model-independent z-series widely discussed in the context of heavy-to-light B-
meson decays in Refs. [88, 89].
The QCD sum rules propose several structures for selecting the form factors. The optimal choice are carefully

selected by considering the Borel, continuum, and x parameter working intervals, aiming to minimize uncertainties
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FIG. 3: Variations of the form factors as functions of the Borel parameter M ′2, at the different values of the parameter s′0,
q2 = 0 and at the central values of other auxiliary parameters. The graphs correspond to the structures /p

′γµ, pµ /p
′
/p, p

′
µ /p

′
/p,

γµγ5, pµ/p
′
/pγ5 and p′µγ5 for F1, F2, F3, G1, G2 and G3, respectively.
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FIG. 4: The variations of F1 form factor as functions of cos θ (or x) and β at the central values of other auxiliary parameters
and at q2 = 0, corresponding to the /p

′γµ structure.

in the results. As previously said, we choose the /p
′γµ, pµ /p

′/p, p′µ /p
′/p, γµγ5, pµ/p

′
/pγ5 and p′µγ5 structures corresponding

to the form factors, F1, F2, F3, G1, G2 and G3, respectively to fulfill the requirements. The uncertainties in the
form factors at q2 = 0 are attributed to the numerical uncertainties in the auxiliary parameter intervals and errors
in other input values. Figures 5 and 6 depict the form factors F1, F2, F3, G1, G2 and G3 as functions of q2 at the
center of values of s0, s

′
0, M

2, M ′2 and the Ioffe point x = −0.71 (or β = −1), with and without uncertainties. As
expected for the weak transitions, all form factors increase with increasing q2. It is well-known that, in the baryonic
channels, the correlation functions receive contributions from the negative-parity states as well. This point is widely
discussed, for instance, in Ref. [90] and applied for different baryonic channels in various studies. We have considered
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TABLE II: The fit function parameters for various form factors for Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ decay channel.

F1(q
2) F2(q

2) F3(q
2) G1(q

2) G2(q
2) G3(q

2)
F(q2 = 0) −0.37± 0.13 1.35 ± 0.43 0.16 ± 0.06 0.20± 0.06 1.34 ± 0.43 −1.86± 0.65

a1 1.54 −0.05 1.99 2.79 1.07 2.15
a2 −23.84 −111.38 17.17 35.82 −78.83 −27.91
a3 268.50 1329.88 −442.35 −541.92 935.73 449.20
a4 −1174.79 −5206.92 2372.78 2240.25 −3550.64 −2702.99

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

q
2

F
1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

q
2

F
2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

q
2

F
3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

q
2

G
1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

q
2

G
2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
-3.0

-2.5

-2.0

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

q
2

G
3

FIG. 5: The form factors, corresponding to the selected structures, with respect to q2 at the center of values of auxiliary
parameters and Ioffe point.

the negative parity pollution in our previous paper on the masses and residues of the doubly heavy baryons in Ref. [9].
Considering the negative parity (1P) states imposes some systematic uncertainties. In the case of the decay channel
under study, the negative parity pollution can be considered for both the initial and final baryonic channels that we
ignore in the present study by adjusting the corresponding continuum thresholds. In the next section, we utilize the
fitted functions for all six form factors in the range of m2

l ≤ q2 ≤ (mΞ++
cc

−mΞ+
c
)2 to calculate the decay widths and

branching ratios.

IV. DECAY WIDTH AND BRANCHING RATIO

Now, we are ready to present the calculations for the main physical observables, such as the decay widths and
branching ratios associated with the semileptonic transition Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c ℓ̄νℓ in two possible lepton channels e+ and

µ+. For this purpose, we utilize the fit functions of the form factors obtained in previous section. Using the effective
Hamiltonian from Eq. (2), we proceed to evaluate the decay widths and branching ratios. This calculation involves
the use of helicity amplitudes, which are provided for the vector and axial vector currents as follows:

HV
1
2
,0 = −i

√
Q−√
q2

(
(M1 +M2)F1 −

q2

M1
F2

)
, HA

1
2
,0 = −i

√
Q+√
q2

(
(M1 −M2)G1 +

q2

M1
G2

)
,
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FIG. 6: The form factors with their errors, corresponding to the selected structures, with respect to q2 at the center of values
of auxiliary parameters and Ioffe point.

HV
1
2
,1 = i

√
2Q−

(
−F1 +

M1 +M2

M1
F2

)
, HA

1
2
,1 = i

√
2Q+

(
−G1 −

M1 −M2

M1
G2

)
,

HV
1
2
,t = −i

√
Q+√
q2

(
(M1 −M2)F1 +

q2

M1
F3

)
, HA

1
2
,t = −i

√
Q−√
q2

(
(M1 +M2)G1 −

q2

M1
G3

)
, (24)

where M1 and M2 are the mass of the initial (Ξ++
cc ) and final (Ξ+

c ) baryons and Q± = (M1±M2)
2−q2. These helicity

amplitudes are crucial for determining the decay widths and branching ratios for the two possible lepton channels.
The amplitudes for negative helicity are:

HV
−λ2,−λW

= HV
λ2,λW

and HA
−λ2,−λW

= −HA
λ2,λW

, (25)

where λ2 and λW define the polarizations of the final baryon and the W boson, respectively. Finally the helicity
amplitudes for the V −A (vector minus axial vector) current are explained as follow:

Hλ2,λW
= HV

λ2,λW
−HA

λ2,λW
. (26)

The decay width for Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ channel with the longitudinally and transversely polarized ℓ̄νℓ pair is calculated
as follow:

dΓL

dq2
=

G2
F |VCKM|2q2 p′ (1− m̂2

l )
2

384π3M2
1

(
(2 + m̂2

l )(|H−
1
2
,0|2 + |H 1

2
,0|2) + 3m̂2

l (|H−
1
2
,t|2 + |H 1

2
,t|2)

)
, (27)

dΓT

dq2
=

G2
F |VCKM|2q2 p′ (1− m̂2

l )
2(2 + m̂2

l )

384π3M2
1

(|H 1
2
,1|2 + |H−

1
2
,−1|2), (28)

where m̂l ≡ ml/
√
q2, and p′ =

√
Q+Q−/(2M1) is the magnitude of three momentum of Ξ+

c in the rest frame of
Ξ++
cc . By integrating over the q2, we find the total decay width as follow:

Γ =

∫ (M1−M2)
2

m2
l

dq2
dΓ

dq2
, (29)
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where

dΓ

dq2
=

dΓL

dq2
+

dΓT

dq2
. (30)

After evaluating the decay width for the two possible lepton channels of Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ transition, the average
values and their uncertainties are shown in Table III. We also compare our findings with the predictions of other
studies in the literature. As we can see, our results, considering the uncertainties, are consistent with the predictions
made in Ref. [64] for the (e+ and µ+) channels. Our results, however, differ with those of the Ref. [48] (presented
without uncertainties), considerably. As we previously said, the results of Refs. [48, 64] are the same for both the
leptons. We further evaluate the branching ratios for the (e+ and µ+) channels and show our outcomes in Table
IV, comparing them with existing theoretical predictions. Our results for branching fractions again are consistent
with those of Ref. [64] within the presented uncertainties but differ considerably with the predictions of Ref. [48].
As it is clear from these results, our predictions have relatively less uncertainties compared with the previous results
indicating well optimization of the results with respect to the variations of the auxiliary parameters. The obtained
results can be checked via future experiments.

TABLE III: Decay widths (in GeV) of Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ transition for e+ and µ+ channels.

Γ [Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c e
+νe]× 1014 Γ [Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c µ

+νµ]× 1014

This study 7.20+0.77
−0.59 7.01+0.66

−0.35

Ref. [48] 12.8 12.8
Ref. [64] 7.72 ± 3.70 7.72± 3.70

V. CONCLUSION

After the discovery of the doubly charmed baryon Ξcc, significant theoretical research initiated focusing on hadron
spectroscopy and the decays of the doubly heavy baryons. As the search for these baryons are in agenda of different
experiments like LHCb, further investigations of their different features are needed. In this study, we employed QCD
sum rules to investigate the semileptonic weak decay of a doubly heavy baryon into a single heavy one, Ξ++

cc →
Ξ+
c ℓ̄νℓ, in two possible lepton channels. Our analysis encompasses perturbative and nonperturbative condensation

contributions up to mass dimension five.
We computed the form factors of the Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c ℓ̄νℓ transition entering the amplitudes described by the the vector

and axial vector currents for both the e+ and µ+ channels using the most possible general interpolating currents of
the initial and final baryons in full QCD. After fixing the auxiliary parameters in accordance with the prescriptions
of the method, we derived the fit functions of the relevant six form factors with respect to q2 in the allowed physical
region. We used the obtained results to estimate the decay widths and branching ratios in both lepton channels. We
also compared the obtained results with the predictions of other theoretical studies.
The doubly heavy baryons are natural predictions of the quark model. However, as previously said, only the Ξ++

cc has
been experimentally identified so far. Considering the progresses made in different experiments, like LHCb at CERN,
we hope more ground and excited state doubly heavy baryons will be discovered in near future. Our results can help
experimental groups in this course. The order of branching fractions obtained for the weak decays considered in this
study indicates that these semileptonic decays are easily accessible in the experiments like LHCb. Any experimental
data on the physical observables considered and their comparison with the theoretical predictions made not only help
us gain valuable information on the internal structure of the doubly heavy baryons but also accurately determine
their main parameters like mass and lifetime.

TABLE IV: Branching ratios of Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ℓ̄νℓ transition for e+ and µ+ channels.

Br [Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c e
+νe]× 102 Br [Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c µ

+νµ]× 102

This study 2.80+0.49
−0.13 2.72+0.47

−0.13

Ref. [48] 5.84 5.84
Ref. [64] 3.00 ± 1.44 3.00± 1.44
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APPENDIX: THE EXPRESSIONS OF THE SPECTRAL DENSITIES

In this appendix, we exhibit the explicit expressions of the spectral densities achieved by our calculations for the
structure γµγ5:

ρPert.
γµγ5

(s, s′, q2) =

∫ 1

0

du

∫ 1−u

0

dv

∫ 1−u−v

0

dz

√
3

256AH3J6π4

{
−D2

1J
4

[
B(11 + 7β)H(H − 2u)v + z

(
−
(
(11 + 7β)CH(1 + 2u)

)
− 2uz

(
18u+ 7(−1 + β)z

)
+H

(
v(−40− 18u

+7β(−2 + v) + 29v) +
(
− 22 + 3u+ 29v + 7β(−2− 3u+ v)

)
z + (11 + 7β)z2

))]
− 2AH2v2z

[
HJ2m2

c

(
Aβs′

+4(−q2 + s)u − s′(5H + u+ 5z)
)
+ s′z

{
−
[
(−H + u− z)

(
(5 + β)Hs′ + 2(2 + β)s′u+ q2(u− βu) + (5 + β)s′z

)

(
BHv + z(CH + 2Hv +Hz + 2uz)

)]
− s

[
BH

(
3(1 + β)H2 + 2(2 + β)Hu− 6(2 + β)u2

)
v + z

(
H
(
− 3(1 + β)

+(7 + 5β)u + 4(2 + β)u2 − 6(2 + β)u3 +
[
15− 7u(4 + u) + β

(
15 + (−20 + u)u

)]
v + 3(−7− 7β + 7u+ 5βu)v2

+9(1 + β)v3
)
+
(
6(−1 + β)u3 + (7 + 5β)Hu(−2 + 3v) + 3(1 + β)H2(−3 + 4v)

)
z +

(
9(1 + β)H2 + (7 + 5β)Hu

+4(2 + β)u2
)
z2 + 3(1 + β)Hz3

)]}]
− 2D1HJ2v

{
2A(−4 + β)HJ2m2

c + uz

[
q2
{
BHv

(
− 9 + 13u+ β(3 + 13u− 3v)

+9v
)
+ z

(
CH(3(−3 + β) + 13(1 + β)u) +Hv

(
4(−9 + 3β + 11u+ 5βu)− 9(−3 + β)v

)
+ (−6(−3 + β)− 8(5 + β)u

+2(13 + 15β)u2 + 15(−3 + β)v + 8(5 + β)uv − 9(−3 + β)v2)z +
(
9(H + 2u) + β(3− 2u− 3v)

)
z2
)}

+ s

(
BHv(5 + β

+2u+ 2βu− (5 + β)v) + z
[
CH

(
5 + β + 2(1 + β)u

)
+Hv

(
24− 4(4 + 3β)u+ (−19 + β)v

)
+

(
− 10− 2β + 21u

−3βu− 16u2 − 28βu2 +
(
29 + β + 3(−7 + β)u

)
v + (−19 + β)v2

)
z +

(
5 + β − 18u+ 2βu− (5 + β)v

)
z2
])]

+ 2s′z

[
2BHv

(
5 + β + 5u+ βu − 11u2 − 6βu2 − (5 + β)(2 + u)v + (5 + β)v2

)
+ z

(
2H3

(
− 5− β + 3(7 + β)v

)

+H2
(
− 3(−1 + β)uv − 6(5 + β)z + 8(8 + β)vz + 6βz2

)
+H

(
− u2

(
− 32 + 22u+ 63v + β(−14 + 12u+ 29v)

)

−u
(
21 + 52u+ β(3 + 20u)− 24v

)
z + 6(−5 + 7u+ 7v)z2

)
+ z
[
− 5(9 + 5β)u3 − 2(10 + 3β)u2z + 2(5 + β)(−1 + v)z2

+3uz
(
2β(−1 + v) + (7 + β)z

)])]}
+ β

[
−D2

1J
4

(
B(7 + 11β)H(H − 2u)v +H

(
−
(
(7 + 11β)C(1 + 2u)

)
+ 7(−2 + v)v

+βv(−40− 18u+ 29v)

)
z +

(
− 36βu2 + 7H(−2− 3u+ v) + βH(−22 + 3u+ 29v)

)
z2 +

(
(7 + 11β)H + 14(−1 + β)u

)

z3
)
+ 2D1HJ2v

[
2A(−4 + β)HJ2m2

c − z

(
4BHs′v(1 + 5β + u+ 5βu− 6u2 − 11βu2 − (1 + 5β)(2 + u)v + (1 + 5β)v2)

+q2u

[
BHv

(
3 + 13u− 3v + β(−9 + 13u+ 9v)

)
+ z

(
CH

(
3 + 13u+ β(−9 + 13u)

)
+Hv

(
12 + 20u− 9v + β(−36 + 44u

+27v)
)
+
(
− 6 + 8Hu+ 30u2 + 26βu2 + 15v − 9v2 + βH(−18 + 40u+ 27v)

)
z +

(
3− 2u+ 9β(H + 2u)− 3v

)
z2
)]

+su

[
BH

(
−H + 2u+ β(5 + 2u− 5v)

)
v + z

{
CH

(
1 + 5β + 2(1 + β)u

)
+Hv

(
− 12u+ β(24− 16u− 19v) + v

)
+

(
− 2

+3Hu− 28u2 + v + v2 − β
(
16u2 +H(−10 + 21u+ 19v)

))
z −

(
H − 2u+ β(−5 + 18u+ 5v)

)
z2
}]

+ 2s′z
[
2H3

(
− 1 + 3v

+β(−5 + 21v)
)
+ z
(
− 5(5 + 9β)u3 − 2(3 + 10β)u2z + (−2 + 3u+ 21βu+ 2v)z2

)
+H

[
− u2

(
− 14 + 12u+ 29v + β(−32
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+22u+ 63v)
)
− u
(
3 + 20u+ β(21 + 52u− 24v)

)
z + 6

(
u+ β(−5 + 7u+ 7v)

)
z2 + 10βz3

]
+H2

(
3(−1 + β)uv

+2z(−3− 15β + 4v + 32βv + 3z)
)])]

+ 2AH2v2z

(
HJ2m2

c

(
Aβs′ + 4(−q2 + s)u− s′(5H + u+ 5z)

)
+ s′z

{
(−H + u

−z)
[
(−1 + β)q2u+ s′

(
H + 2u+ 4βu+ 5β(F + v) + z

)](
BHv + z(CH + 2Hv +Hz + 2uz)

)
+ s
[
BH(3(1 + β)H2

−6(1 + 2β)u2 + 2H
(
u+ 2βu)

)
v + z

(
CH

[
3− 2u(1 + 3u) + β

(
3− 4u(1 + 3u) + 21v2

)]
+ 3(1 + β)H2z(−3 + 4v + 3z)

+2u2z(3u− 3βu+ 2z + 4βz) +H{3(−7 + 5u)v2 + 9(1 + β)v3 + (5 + 7β)u(−2 + z)z + 3(1 + β)z3 + v[15 + β[15

−7u(4 + u− 3z)] + u(−20 + u+ 15z)]}
)]})]}

Θ[D1(s, s
′, q2)], (31)

ρ3γµγ5
(s, s′, q2) =

∫ 1

0

du

∫ 1−u

0

dv
1

32
√
3C3π2

[
−
((

11 + β(14 + 11β)
)
mc〈s̄s〉Θ[L(s, s′, q2)]

)
+ 2(1 + β − 2β2)C3mc〈ūu〉Θ[L′(s, s′, q2)]

]
, (32)

ρ4γµγ5
(s, s′, q2) =

∫ 1

0

du

∫ 1−u

0

dv

∫ 1−u−v

0

dz
1

1024H5J4π2
〈0| 1

π
αsG

2|0〉
{
2H5

[
2(1 + β2)F 2uz − 2

(
19 + β(12 + 11β)

)

u3(v + z) + (1 + β)2v2(H + z)(H + 9z) + uv2(2(1 + β2)(−2 + v) + (35 + 3β(14 + 9β))z) + F

(
− 4
(
9 + β(6 + 5β)

)

u2z + (1 + β)2vz(H + z) + 2uv
(
− 1− β2 + [13 + 3β(4 + 3β)]z

))
− 2u2v

(
− 18 + 19v + 27z + β

(
2(−6 + 7v + 7z)

+β(−10 + 11v + 15z)
))]

+ z

[
H4v2

(
4u(−1 + 2u− 5v) + 2Hv + 2β2[2u(−1 + 2u− 5v) +Hv]

−β
(
14 + 3(−13 + u)u− 26v + 55uv + 12v2 + 2H(−7 + 6v)

))
+H4v

(
− 6
(
1 + β(6 + β)

)
+ 2(1 + β(45 + β))u

+2
(
8 + β(−3 + 8β)

)
u2 −

(
2 + 50u+ β

(
− 92 + 201u+ β(2 + 50u)

))
v + 16

(
1 + (−3 + β)β

)
v2
)
z

+H2

[
8u2
(
1 + 2(−2 + v)v

)
− 4u(1 + v − 17v2 + 9v3) + 4Hv

(
− 1 + v(−3 + 2v)

)
+ 4β2

(
u2
(
2 + 4(−2 + v)v

)

−u(1 + v − 17v2 + 9v3) +Hv
(
− 1 + v(−3 + 2v)

))
+ β

(
u
(
39− 3u

(
1 + 2(−2 + v)v

)
+ v(−369 + 574v − 228v2)

)

−4H
[
7 + v

(
49 + v(−71 + 31v)

)])]
z2 +H2

(
β(96 + 6u2 + 8v

(
− 44 + (49− 18v)v

)
+ u(−157 + 346v − 78v2))

+4

(
− 4u2 + v

(
3 + (−6 + v)v

)
+ 2u

(
1 + v(4 + v)

))
+ 4β2

[
− 4u2 + v

(
3 + (−6 + v)v

)
+ 2u

(
1 + v(4 + v)

)])
z3

−2H
[
− 2u+ β

(
− 27 + 27H + (59− 2β)u

)
+

(
5H + β

(
66 + (−39 + 5β)H

)
+ 4u+ 4β(10 + β)u

+(8 + β
(
− 3 + 8β)

)
u2

)
v +

(
11H − 26u+ β

(
− 56 + (17 + 11β)H − (115 + 26β)u

))
v2 + 17βv3

]
z4

+2H

(
− 8(u− 2v)(u− v) + 8v + 8β2

(
−
[
(u− 2v)(u− v)

]
+ v
)
+ β

(
− 8 + 3u2 + 12Hv + u(−79 + 174v)

))
z5

+

(
− 8(u2 + 3Hv − 3uv)− 8β2(u2 + 3Hv − 3uv) + β

(
60H2 + 3(−79 + u)u+ 253uv

))
z6 +

(
β(−48 + 79u)

−8
(
1 + (−5 + β)β

)
v

)
z7 + 12βz8

]}
Θ[D2(s, s

′, q2)], (33)

ρ5γµγ5
(s, s′, q2) = 0, (34)



14

where,

D1(s, s
′, q2) =

−H

J2

(
− q2u(v + z)A+m2

c(u+ v)(v2 + vF + Fz) + vz(su− s′A)

)
, (35)

D2(s, s
′, q2) =

−H

J2

(
− q2u(v + z)A+m2

c(u+ v)J + vz(su− s′A)

)
, (36)

L =
1

H2

(
− sCu+ (−q2 + s+ s′)Cu+m2

cC(u + v)− s′(u2 + uH +Hv)

)
, (37)

L′ = −sCu+ (−q2 + s+ s′)uB −m2
c(u+ v) + s′(u− u2 + v − 2uv − v2), (38)

and Θ[...] stands for the unit step function. We have defined

J = v2 + vF + Fz,

A = −1 + u+ v + z,

B = −1 + u+ v,

C = −1 + u,

H = −1 + v, (39)

F = −1 + z.
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[79] K. Azizi and J. Y. Süngü, “Semileptonic Λb → Λcℓν̄ℓ Transition in Full QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 97, no.7, 074007 (2018),
[arXiv:1803.02085 [hep-ph]].

[80] T. M. Aliev, K. Azizi and A. Ozpineci, “Semileptonic B(s) —> D(sJ)(2460)l nu decay in QCD,”
Eur. Phys. J. C 51, 593-599 (2007)’ [arXiv:hep-ph/0608264 [hep-ph]].

[81] T. M. Aliev, K. Azizi and M. Savci, “Strong coupling constants of light pseudoscalar mesons with heavy baryons in QCD,”
Phys. Lett. B 696, 220-226 (2011), [arXiv:1009.3658 [hep-ph]].

[82] S. Agaev, K. Azizi and H. Sundu, “Four-quark exotic mesons,” Turk. J. Phys. 44, no.2, 95-173 (2020),
[arXiv:2004.12079 [hep-ph]].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.114037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.10785
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7699-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.01435
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034034
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.04553
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7851-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.06375
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/abe0bc
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.09362
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09239-w
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.00961
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5363-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06570
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5532-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.03830
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063779620040358
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7949-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.02785
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/42/12/123102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.10289
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09064
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8096-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01092
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7014-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.03921
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6481-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.02199
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.054013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00703
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.056013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.09212
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/aafffc
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.10921
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-020-00049-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.08353
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.113004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10058
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0550321379900221
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0550321379900233
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.056006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.0227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.056005
https://arxiv.org/abs/0901.0076
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.074002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.03847
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.094016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07479
https://doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0498-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1138
https://doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.97.074007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.02085
https://doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0315-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0608264
https://doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2010.12.027
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/1009.3658
https://doi:10.3906/fiz-2003-15
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.12079


17

[83] P. A. Zyla et al. [Particle Data Group], “Review of Particle Physics,” PTEP 2020, no.8, 083C01 (2020).
[84] V. M. Belyaev and B. L. Ioffe, “Determination of Baryon and Baryonic Resonance Masses from QCD Sum Rules. 1.

Nonstrange Baryons,” Sov. Phys. JETP 56, 493-501 (1982) ITEP-59-1982.
[85] V. M. Belyaev and B. L. Ioffe, “Determination of the baryon mass and baryon resonances from the quantum-

chromodynamics sum rule. Strange baryons,” Sov. Phys. JETP 57, 716-721 (1983) ITEP-132-1982.
[86] B. L. Ioffe, ”QCD at low energies,” Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 56, 232-277 (2006), [arXiv:hep-ph/0502148 [hep-ph]].

[87] Z. G. Wang, “Analysis of the 1
2

±
antitriplet heavy baryon states with QCD sum rules,” Eur. Phys. J. C 68, 479-486 (2010),

[arXiv:1001.1652 [hep-ph]].
[88] Y. M. Wang and Y. L. Shen, “QCD corrections to B→π form factors from light-cone sum rules,”

Nucl. Phys. B 898, 563-604 (2015), [arXiv:1506.00667 [hep-ph]].
[89] B. Y. Cui, Y. K. Huang, Y. L. Shen, C. Wang and Y. M. Wang, “Precision calculations of Bd,s → π, K decay form factors

in soft-collinear effective theory,” JHEP 03, 140 (2023), [arXiv:2212.11624 [hep-ph]].
[90] A. Khodjamirian, C. Klein, T. Mannel and Y. M. Wang, “Form Factors and Strong Couplings of Heavy Baryons from

QCD Light-Cone Sum Rules,” JHEP 09, 106 (2011), [arXiv:1108.2971 [hep-ph]].

https://academic.oup.com/ptep/article/2020/8/083C01/5891211?login=false
http://www.jetp.ras.ru/cgi-bin/e/index/e/56/3/p493?a=list
http://www.jetp.ras.ru/cgi-bin/e/index/e/57/4/p716?a=list
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2005.05.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0502148.pdf
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1365-8
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1001.1652
https://doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2015.07.016
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1506.00667
https://doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2023)140
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2212.11624
https://doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2011)106
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1108.2971


0 2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

q2[GeV2]

F
2




	Introduction
	CALCULATION OF THE FORM FACTORS WITHIN THE QCD SUM RULES
	Phenomenological side
	QCD side

	Numerical Analysis of the form factors
	Decay Width and Branching Ratio
	Conclusion
	APPENDIX: THE EXPRESSIONS OF THE SPECTRAL DENSITIES
	References

