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Abstract

We investigate the recently observed Ω(2012) baryon using QCD sum rules. By constructing P-wave Ω baryon
currents and performing spin projection and parity projection, we obtain the masses of the JP = 1/2− and 3/2− states
as M1/2− = 2.07+0.07

−0.07 GeV and M3/2− = 2.05+0.09
−0.10 GeV, in good agreement with experiment. This suggests thatΩ(2012)

is likely to be a negative parity P-wave excited state, though its spin remains undetermined and requires further study
of its decay properties.
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1. Introduction

In 2018, the exited Ω baryon, Ω(2012), was observed
for the first time in Υ(1S ),Υ(2S ), and Υ(3S ) decays by
the Belle experiment [1].The experimental evidence has
been further strengthened by the Ωc decay [2]. The lat-
est data for its mass and decay width are [3]:

M = 2012.5 ± 0.7 ± 0.5 MeV , (1)
Γ = 6.4+2.5

−2.0 MeV .

The conventional quark model may naively explain
the Ω(2012) to be a negative parity state as the first P-
wave excitation of the ground-state Ω baryon with three
strange quarks [4–13]. One important feature of this
quark model picture is that there should be spin-orbit
partners of both JP = 1/2− and 3/2−. In contrast, be-
cause of the fact that the mass of Ω(2012) is close to
the K̄ and Ξ∗(1530) threshold, a molecular picture of
these particles has been proposed and extensively dis-
cussed in Refs. [14–24]. In this situation, a hybrid pic-
ture of three-quark and molecular structures was pro-
posed [25]. After all, at this moment it would be fair to
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say that the structure of Ω(2012) is not yet well under-
stood, and this has motivated us to study further prop-
erties of this state in yet another theoretical approach
based on QCD sum rules.

2. P-wave Ω baryon currents

Let us first construct the currents for the P-wave Ω
baryon using three strange quark fields sa(x). We fol-
low a process similar to the Ioffe argument [26], in-
corporating a non-vanishing diquark structure. When
a derivative is present, it can be shown that three types

of diquarks do not vanish: ϵabcsT
a Cγ5

↔

Dµsb, ϵabcsT
a C
↔

Dµsb

and ϵabcsT
a Cγµγ5

↔

Dµsb, which are the scalar, vector, and
axial-vector types, respectively. Here Dµ = ∂µ + igsAµ
is the covariant derivative with the gluon field Aµ.

In this work we employ the following ss-diquark

ϵabc[sT
a Cγ5

↔

Dµsb] = −2ϵabc[(DµsT
a )Cγ5sb] , (2)

This diquark has a more appropriate internal P-wave
structure compared to the other two diquarks. By com-
bining this diquark with the third quark field, which has
a spin of 1/2, one can construct the currents for the
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P-wave Ω baryon with a total angular momentum of
Jtot = 1/2 or 3/2 as follows

J = −2ϵabc [(DµsT
a )Cγ5sb] γµsc , (3)

Jµ = −2ϵabc [(DνsT
a )Cγ5sb](gµν −

1
4
γµγν)sc .(4)

We will employ them in the present study.

3. QCD sum rule analyses

As an example, the current Jµ, which has spin and
parity JP = 3/2−, can couple to the physical state
|Ω; 3/2−⟩ with the corresponding matrix element ex-
pressed as follows:

⟨0|Jµ|Ω; 3/2−⟩ = f−uµ(q) , (5)

where f− is a coupling constant and uµ(q) the Rarita-
Schwinger vector-spinor. The current Jµ can also cou-
ple to a positive parity state |Ω; 3/2+⟩ with the matrix
element given as follows:

⟨0|Jµ|Ω; 3/2+⟩ = f+γ5uµ(q) . (6)

We next study the correlation function with the fol-
lowing Lorentz structure:

Πµν(q2) = i
∫

d4xeiqx⟨0|T[Jµ(x)J†ν (0)]|0⟩ (7)

= (
qµqν
q2 − gµν)Π(q2) + · · · .

Π(q2) can also be expressed as a dispersion relation,

Π(q2) =
∫ ∞

s<

ρ(s)
s − q2 − iε

ds , (8)

where ρ(s) ≡ ImΠ(s)/π is the spectral density, and
s< = 9m2

s is the lower threshold of the spectral function
computed by the OPE.

At the hadron level, the spectral density is obtained
by inserting the complete set of intermediate hadronic
states

ρphen(s) ≡
∑

n

δ(s − M2
n)⟨0|Jµ|n⟩⟨n|J†ν |0⟩ (9)

= f 2
− (/q + M−)δ(s − M2

−)
+ f 2
+ (/q − M+)δ(s − M2

+)
+θ(s − s0)ρcont(s) ,

in which we consider two poles for both |Ω; 3/2−⟩ and
|Ω; 3/2+⟩ as well as the continuum contribution. Based
on Eqs. (5)-(9), the correlation function can be given as

Πphen(q2) = f 2
−

/q + M−
M2
− − q2 − iϵ

+ f 2
+

/q − M+
M2
+ − q2 − iϵ

= Π
phen
1 (q2)/q + Π

phen
0 (q2) , (10)

By introducing the spectral densities ρphen
0,1 for Πphen

0,1 , we
can write down the following relations

ρ
phen
1 (s) = f 2

−δ(s − M2
−) + f 2

+δ(s − M2
+) , (11)

ρ
phen
0 (s) = f 2

−M−δ(s − M2
−) − f 2

+M+δ(s − M2
+) ,(12)

from which we can extract the spectral densities for neg-
ative and positive parity states as

ρ
phen
∓ (s) =

√
sρphen

1 (s) ± ρphen
0 (s). (13)

At the quark-gluon level, we use the method of the
operator product expansion to calculate the correlation
function in Eq. (7), from which we extract the spectral
densities ρOPE

1 (s) and ρOPE
0 (s).

By equating the spectral densities at the hadron and
quark-gluon levels and applying the Borel transforma-
tion, we derive the sum rules as

Π∓(s0,MB) = 2M∓ f 2
∓e−M2

∓/M
2
B (14)

=

∫ s0

s<
(
√

sρOPE
1 (s) ± ρOPE

0 (s))e−s/M2
B ds.

The masses and coupling constants are obtained by
the formulae

M2
∓(s0,MB) (15)

=

∫ s0

s<
(
√

sρOPE
1 (s) ± ρOPE

0 (s))se−s/M2
B ds∫ s0

s<
(
√

sρOPE
1 (s) ± ρOPE

0 (s))e−s/M2
B ds
,

and

f 2
∓ (s0,MB) (16)

=

∫ s0

s<
(
√

sρOPE
1 (s) ± ρOPE

0 (s))e−s/M2
B ds × eM2

∓/M
2
B

2M∓
.

4. Numerical analysis

The used input parameters for condensates and
masses determined at the renormalization scale 2 GeV
are [27–35]:

⟨q̄q⟩ = −(0.240 ± 0.010)3 GeV3 , (17)
⟨s̄s⟩ = (0.8 ± 0.1) × ⟨q̄q⟩ ,

⟨gs s̄σGs⟩ = (0.8 ± 0.2) × ⟨s̄s⟩ ,

⟨αsGG⟩ = (6.35 ± 0.35) × 10−2 GeV4 ,

ms = 93+9
−3 MeV .

Let us discuss the JP = 3/2− state as an example.
From Eq. (15), we see that the mass depends on two
free parameters: the Borel mass MB and the threshold
value s0. To determine the appropriate working regions
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for these parameters, we use the following three criteria:
a) sufficiently good convergence of the OPE, b) suffi-
ciently large pole contribution, and c) sufficiently weak
mass dependence on these two parameters.

To ensure the OPE convergence, we require that

CVGA ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣ΠD=11+10+9+8
− (∞,M2

B)

Π−(∞,M2
B)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 5% , (18)

CVGB ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣ΠD=7+6
− (∞,M2

B)

Π−(∞,M2
B)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 10% , (19)

CVGC ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣ΠD=5+4
− (∞,M2

B)

Π−(∞,M2
B)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 20% , (20)

As shown in Fig. 1 with the three dashed curves, we find
that the Borel mass M2

B must be larger than 1.54 GeV2.

Figure 1: CVGA/B/C and PC as functions of the Borel mass MB when
s0 is set to 6.0 GeV2. CVGA (short-dashed) and CVGB (medium-
dashed) are almost overlaid.

For a sufficient pole contribution we require

PC ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣Π−(s0,M2
B)

Π−(∞,M2
B)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ 40% . (21)

As shown in Fig. 1 with the solid curve, we find that the
Borel mass M2

B must be less than 1.76 GeV2 when s0 =

6.0 GeV2. In the analysis of the above two criteria, we
noticed that s0 has a minimum value smin

0 = 5.3 GeV2,
and we have chosen s0 slightly larger than it. Altogether
the Borel window is determined to be 1.54 GeV2 ≤

M2
B ≤ 1.76 GeV2 when s0 = 6.0 GeV2, and the work-

ing region of s0 is determined to be 5.3 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤

6.7 GeV2.
We can now study the mass of the 3/2− state as a

function of the Borel mass M2
B and the threshold value

s0 as shown in Fig. 2. From the left panel, we see that
the mass is nearly independent of M2

B within the region
1.54 GeV2 ≤ M2

B ≤ 1.76 GeV2. From the right panel,
the mass dependence on s0 is acceptable in the region

5.3 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤ 6.7 GeV2. It is worth noting that the
mass exhibits a stability point around s0 ∼ 2.1 GeV2.
However, the Borel window lies above this point; it is
only valid if s0 ≥ smin

0 = 5.3 GeV2. So we choose s0
sightly large than this value. The mass and coupling
constant are calculated to be

M3/2− = 2.05+0.09
−0.10 GeV , (22)

f3/2− = 0.037+0.007
−0.007 GeV3 .

For the JP = 3/2+ state, we determine that its work-
ing regions are 2.09 GeV2 ≤ M2

B ≤ 2.30 GeV2 and
10.5 GeV2 ≤ s0 ≤ 11.5 GeV2, and calculate its mass
and coupling constant as

M3/2+ = 3.13+0.27
−0.18 GeV , (23)

f3/2+ = 0.074+0.015
−0.009 GeV3 .

The mass of the positive parity state is estimated to be
approximately 1 GeV larger than that of the negative
parity state with greater uncertainties (a trend that also
applies to the coupling constant). This indicates that the
current with a derivative couples more effectively to the
negative parity state than to the positive parity state.

We next perform the same numerical analysis us-
ing the current J in Eq. (3) to investigate the JP =

1/2± states. To do a complete analyses, we have also
performed an investigation by using a current without
derivative [36]:

J′µ = −
√

3ϵabcsT
a Cγµsbsc , (24)

whose spin parity is 3/2+. The results are summarised
in Table 1.

Table 1: Masses and coupling constants extracted from the currents J
in Eq. (3), Jµ in Eq. (4), and J′µ in Eq.( 24). CC represents the coupling
constant

Current state Mass[GeV] CC[GeV3]

J |Ω; 1/2+⟩ 3.05+0.21
−0.15 0.168+0.045

−0.040

|Ω; 1/2−⟩ 2.07+0.07
−0.07 0.079+0.011

−0.011

Jµ |Ω; 3/2+⟩ 3.13+0.27
−0.18 0.074+0.015

−0.009

|Ω; 3/2−⟩ 2.05+0.09
−0.10 0.037+0.007

−0.007

J′µ |Ω′; 3/2+⟩ 1.59+0.10
−0.12 0.033+0.006

−0.006

|Ω′; 3/2−⟩ 3.15+0.16
−0.17 0.092+0.018

−0.018

5. summary

In this paper, we studied the recently observed Ω
baryon Ω(2012) making use of QCD sum rules. We
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: The mass M3/2− as a function of the Borel mass M2
B and the threshold value s0 extracted from the current Jµ in Eq (4). In the left panel, the

short-dashed/solid/long-dashed curves are obtained by setting s0 = 5.3/6.0/6.7 GeV2, respectively. In the right panel, the short-dashed/solid/long-
dashed curves are obtained by setting M2

B = 1.54/1.65/1.76 GeV2, respectively.

constructed the P-wave Ω baryon currents with a co-
variant derivative, whose spins are 1/2 and 3/2 by per-
forming the proper spin projections. We then analyzed
the parity-projected QCD sum rules to separate the con-
tribution of the positive parity and negative parity states.
Thus, we systematically studied in total four states with
spin-parity 1/2± and 3/2±, and applied the QCD sum
rule method to calculate their masses and coupling con-
stants.

The results are summarised in Table 1. We deter-
mined the mass of the JP = 1/2− state as

M1/2− = 2.07+0.07
−0.07 GeV , (25)

and that of JP = 3/2− as

M3/2− = 2.05+0.09
−0.10 GeV . (26)

As both masses are consistent with the Ω(2012), it is
likely that the Ω(2012) is a P-wave excited Ω baryon
with three strange quarks. However, due to the close-
ness of Eqs. (25) and (26), we cannot determine its spin
quantum number in the present analysis.

We have only focused on studying the mass and cou-
pling constant of the Ω(2012) baryon thus far. Based
on these results, we plan to explore its decay proper-
ties in the near future, as these are also important for
understanding its internal structure. If its spin parity is
JP = 3/2−, it is likely to decay via S -wave into the
final state K̄Ξ(1530), although this decay will be sup-
pressed due to a small phase space factor. It can also
decay into the final K̄Ξ state, but only as a D-wave final
state, which would result in a small total decay width.
On the other hand, if its spin parity is JP = 1/2−, it
would more easily decay into K̄Ξ via S -wave, with no
phase space suppression, while the decay to K̄Ξ(1530)
would proceed via D-wave, leading to a significantly

larger total decay width. All these initial expectations
need to be validated through an actual QCD sum rule
analysis. Furthermore, a QCD sum rule analysis using a
five-quark current corresponding to the molecular state
K̄Ξ(1530)∗ will also need to be conducted in the future.
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