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We investigate the sextet b-baryon decay processes Ωb → J/ψΩ(∗), where Ω∗ represents the 1P-, 1D- and
2S -wave excited Ω hyperons in the spectroscopy. Using the constituent quark model, we obtain B(Ωb →
J/ψΩ) = 2.7 × 10−4, which agrees with the previous studies to the order of magnitude. By identifying Ω(2012)
as Ω(12P3/2− ), B(Ωb → J/ψΩ(2012)) = 3.2 × 10−4 can be similarly significant. Additionally, Ω(12D5/2+ ) and
Ω(14D3/2+ , 1

4D5/2+ ) states exhibit production rates of 0.5, and (0.6, 0.8), respectively, relative to their ground-
state counterpart. Notably, our findings suggest that B(Ωb → J/ψΩ(22S 1/2+ , 2

4S 3/2+ )) are as large as (1.4, 6.1)×
10−4, making them accessible to experiments at LHCb.

I. INTRODUCTION

In baryon spectroscopy, the formation of a colorless state
from three quarks with three different colors is fundamen-
tally linked to the principles of quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) and hadron physics. While the combination of indi-
vidual quark spins and orbital angular momenta is expected to
produce a variety of light baryon states [1–3], only a subset
of these states has been observed to date [4]. The so-called
“missing excited baryon” problem highlights an incomplete
theoretical understanding of baryon spectroscopy [3, 5].

The Ω hyperon spectroscopy has been relatively underex-
plored. Nonetheless, Belle initiated a new era of discoveries
with the identification of an excited hyperon, Ω(2012)− [6],
which was later reconfirmed through the process Ω0

c →
π+Ω(2012)−,Ω(2012)− → Ξ0K− [7]. Additionally, a
heavier excited hyperon Ω(2109)−, observed via e+e− →
Ω(2109)−Ω̄++c.c., and reported by BESIII [8]. To investigate
the nature of these new excited hyperons, significant theoret-
ical attention has been devoted [9–26]. Notably, Ω(2012)− is
often preferred as an exotic molecule candidate [17–26] rather
than as a conventional 1P-wave Ω(sss) state.

Clearly, the “missing excited baryon” problem persists inΩ
hyperon spectroscopy, as all waves of Ω hyperons have been
theoretically predicted [27–45], but only a few have been ex-
perimentally observed. These include Ω− ≡ Ω(1672)− [46,
47], Ω(2012, 2109)− [6–8], and Ω(2250, 2380, 2470)− [48–
50]. Since further clarification and exploration are essential,
we propose that recent measurements of the sextet b-baryon
decay process Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ− [51–56] be extended to include

Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ∗−, where Ω∗− denotes higher-wave excited Ω−

hyperons.
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As LHCb continues to improve the statistics and preci-
sion [55, 56], the absolute branching fractions of Ω−

b
decays

may soon be measured with a similar accuracy to those of
the anti-triplet b-baryon decays [57–72]. Theoretical estima-
tions are therefore needed, and a variety of theoretical tools
are already available for such studies. These include the non-
relativistic quark model [73–76], the covariant confined quark
model [77–80], the covariant oscillator quark model [81], the
relativistic three-quark model [82, 83], the light-front quark
model [84–86], the perturbative QCD approach [87, 88], the
generalized factorization approach [89–91], and SU(3) flavor
analysis [92].

In this work, we employ the constituent quark model [93–
98] to provide our estimations. As we will demonstrate, this
model can be extended to study both the Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ− and

Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ∗− decay processes, enabling a systematic analy-

sis of the missing excited Ω− states. This paper is organized
as follows: In Sec. II, we apply the constituent quark model
to two-body nonleptonic weak decays of Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ(∗)−. In

Sec. III, we present the numerical results. Finally, we provide
our discussions and conclusion in Sec. IV.

II. FRAMEWORK

As shown in Fig. 1, the recently observed sextet b-baryon
decay, Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ−, proceeds exclusively via the internal

W-boson emission diagram [99], whereΩ− is strait-forwardly
formed through the Ω−

b
→ Ω− transition. The single decay

topology, extended to Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ∗−, also facilitates the in-

vestigation of the 1P-, 2S - and 1D-wave excited Ω∗− states.
The quark-level effective Hamiltonian of b → cc̄s weak

transition induces the doubly charmful decay channels Ωb →
J/ψΩ(∗)−, given by [100]

HW =
GF√

2
VbcV∗cs(C1O1 +C2O2) , (1)

where GF is the Fermi constant, C1 and C2 are the Wilson co-
efficients, and Vi j the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagram for the nonleptonic weak decay Ωb →
J/ψΩ(∗)−.

matrix elements. Additionally,O1,2 are the current-current op-
erators, which are written as

O1 = ψ̄s̄βγµ(1 − γ5)ψcβ ψ̄c̄αγ
µ(1 − γ5)ψbα ,

O2 = ψ̄s̄αγµ(1 − γ5)ψcβ ψ̄c̄βγ
µ(1 − γ5)ψbα . (2)

Here, ψ jδ is the jth quark field, where j can be s, c or b,
and δ = (α, β) is the color index. According to Ref. [101],
C2〈J/ψΩ−|O2|Ω−b 〉 corresponds to the internal W-boson emis-
sion diagram. On the other hand, C1〈J/ψΩ−|O1|Ω−b 〉 is re-

placed by C1/N
e f f
c 〈J/ψΩ−|O2|Ω−b 〉 in the generalized factor-

ization, where N
e f f
c is an effective color number that account

for the non-factorizable QCD corrections. In the large N
e f f
c

limit (N
e f f
c → ∞) [101], the contribution from C1O1 becomes

negligible. Therefore, we only consider C2O2 in this work.
The constituent quark model separates HW into the parity-

conserving (PC) and parity-violating (PV) components [93]:

HW = HPC
W + HPV

W . (3)

In the non-relativistic approximation, the two components are
given by

HPC
W ≃ GF√

2
V∗csVcb

φ̂cC2

(2π)3
δ3(p3 − p′3 − p4 − p5){〈s′3|I|s3〉

〈s5 s̄4|σ|0〉
(

p5

2m5
+

p4

2m4

)

−
[

(

p′3
2m′

3

+
p3

2m3

)

〈s′3|I|s3〉

−i〈s′3|σ|s3〉 ×
(

p3

2m3
−

p′3
2m′

3

)

]

〈s5 s̄4|σ|0〉

−〈s′3|I|s3〉
[

(

p5

2m5
+

p4

2m4

)

〈s5 s̄4|σ|0〉 − i〈s5 s̄4|σ|0〉

×
(

p4

2m4
− p5

2m5

)

]

+ 〈s′3|I|s3〉
(

p′3
2m′

3

+
p3

2m3

)

〈s5 s̄4|I|0〉}α̂−3 ,

HPV
W ≃ GF√

2
V∗csVcb

φ̂cC2

(2π)3
δ3(p3 − p′3 − p4 − p5){−〈s′3|I|s3〉

〈s5 s̄4|I|0〉 − 〈s′3|σ|s3〉〈s5 s̄4|σ|0〉)α̂−3 , (4)

where p j and m j stand for the momentum and mass of the
jth quark, respectively, as assigned in Fig. 1, and I is the
dimension-two unit matrix. Additionally, α̂−3 is the flavor op-

erator that transforms the quark b to s in the Ωb → Ω(∗) tran-
sition. s j is the spin of the jrd quark. Specifically, s′3 and s̄4

represent the spins of the 3rd quark c and the 4th antiquark c̄,
respectively, in the J/ψ production. In Eq. (4), the spin ma-
trix elements, calculated in [93, 94], have been adopted. We
explicitly express φ̂c the color operator to be

φ̂c =
1

3
[â†c(R)â†c̄(R̄) + â†c(B)â†c̄(B̄) + â†c(G)â†c̄(Ḡ)]

[â†s(R)âb(R) + â†s(B)âb(B) + â†s(G)âb(G)] , (5)

where the â
†
q1

(δ) represents the creation operator for the quark
q1, and âq2

(δ) the annihilation operator for the quark q2.

In the constituent quark model, the decay amplitude is rep-
resented as

M(Ω−b → J/ψΩ(∗)−) =MPC +MPV , (6)

where

MPC(PV) = 〈J/ψ(q; 1, Jz
J/ψ

)Ω(∗)(P f ; J f , Jz
f
)|

H
PC(PV)
W

|Ωb(Pi; Ji, Jz
i
)〉 . (7)

In the above equation, J/ψ(q; 1, Jz
J/ψ

), Ωb(Pi; Ji, Jz
i
), and

Ω(∗)(P f ; J f , Jz
f
) are wave functions, where q and Pi( f ) are the

total momentum, Ji( f ) the total angular momentum, and Jz
i( f )

the third component of the total angular momentum.

To calculate MPC(PV) in Eq. (7), the details of the wave
functions are required. Within the non-relativistic constituent
quark model, the spatial wave function of a baryon consisting
of q1q2q3 can be represented as a product of the ρ-oscillator
part and the λ-oscillator part, where ρ corresponds to the
q1 − q2 oscillation and λ corresponds to the ρ − q3 oscilla-
tion. Hence, the internal momenta of the ρ- and λ-oscillators
pρ and pλ are expressed as

pρ =

√
2

2
(p1 − p2) ,

pλ =

√
6

2

m3(p1 + p2) − (m1 + m2)p3

m1 + m2 + m3
, (8)

respectively.

In momentum space, we present the baryon wave function
as [10]

ΨσNLML
(pρ, pλ)=

∑

N,ML

C
nρlρmρ

nλlλmλ

[

ψnρ lρmρ
(pρ)ψnλlλmλ

(pλ)
]σ

NLML

, (9)

where the superscriptσ characterizes the same set of quantum
numbers (N, L, ML) arising from different combinations of the
ρ and λ oscillation systems [102–104]. Specifically, the com-
binations are defined by N = 2(nρ+nλ)+lρ+lλ, L = lρ+lλ, and
ML = mρ +mλ, where (ni, li,mi) with i = ρ or λ are the princi-
pal, orbital, and magnetic quantum numbers, respectively. In
the N = 1 and 2 shells, the 1S -, 1P-, and 1D-wave, as well as
the 2S -waveΩ wave functions, have been studied in Ref. [10]
within the harmonic oscillator model, providing the informa-

tion on the coefficient C
nρlρmρ

nλlλmλ
.
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In Eq. (9), ψnlm(p) is expressed by

ψnlm(p) = (i)l(−1)n

[

2n!

(n + l + 1/2)!

]1/2
1

αl+3/2

exp

(

− p2

2α2

)

Ll+1/2
n (p2/α2)Ylm(p) , (10)

where the lth solid harmonic polynomial is defined as
Ylm(p) = |p|lYlm(p̂), and the oscillator parameter α can be
either αρ or αλ. For the Ω−

b
wave function, the parameter

αλ is given by αλ = [(3mb)(2ms + mb)]1/4αρ. For the Ω(∗)−

wave function, we define α ≡ αρ = αλ. The flavor and spin
wave functions of the Ω−

b
and Ω(∗)− baryons should be incor-

porated into the spatial wave functions. These can be found in
Refs. [104–107].

In the J/ψ wave function:

Ψ(p′3, p4) = ϕJ/ψχ
1
sz
ψ(p′3, p4) , (11)

ϕJ/ψ, χ1
sz

, and ψ(p′3, p4) represent the flavor, spin, and spatial
wave functions, respectively, which are given as:

χ1
1,0,−1 = (↑↑, (↑↓ + ↓↑)/

√
2, ↓↓) ,

ϕJ/ψ = (cc̄ − c̄c)/
√

2 ,

ψ(p′3, p4) =
1

π3/4β3/2
exp













−
(p′

3
− p4)2

8β2













. (12)

In Eq. (12), sz denotes the z component of the J/ψ spin. The
term ϕJ/ψ respects C-parity, while β in ψ(p′

3
, p4) controls the

width of Gaussian distribution in momentum space.
To convertM(Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ(∗)−) from Eqs. (6) and (7) into

the decay width, we use the following equation:

Γ = 8π2
|q|EJ/ψEΩ(∗)

MΩb

1

2JΩb
+ 1

∑

spins

|M(Ω−b → J/ψΩ(∗)−)|2 ,

(13)
which is applied in our numerical analysis.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

For our numerical analysis, we adopt the CKM matrix el-
ements and the masses of Ω−

(b)
and J/ψ from PDG [4], while

the quark masses are taken from [106], as follows:

(Vcb,Vcs) = (0.042, 0.987) ,

(mΩb
,mΩ,mJ/ψ) = (6.046, 1.672, 3.0969) GeV ,

(ms,mc,mb) = (0.45, 1.48, 5.0) GeV . (14)

The lifetime of the Ω−
b

state is also taken from PDG [4]:

τΩb
= 1.64 × 10−12s. The Wilson coefficient C2 = −0.365

is from [86, 108, 109]. For the harmonic oscillator parame-
ters, we use (αλ, αρ) = (0.56, 0.44) GeV for Ω−

b
[105], and

β = 0.50 GeV for J/ψ, as adopted in [110, 111]. For the
ground-state and excitedΩ hyperon states, the masses and the
oscillator parameters α, calculated in [10], are summarized in
Table I.

TABLE I: Our results for Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ(∗)− using the constituent

model, with the quantum numbers n2S+1 JP assigned toΩ(∗)−. The pa-
rameter α and the mass of Ω(∗)− M f are both given in units of MeV;
Γ and B are in units of 10−17 GeV and 10−4, respectively.

Ω(∗) hyperon α [10] M f [10] Γ B B(Ω−
b
→J/ψΩ(∗))

B(Ω−
b
→J/ψΩ−)

Ω(14S 3
2

+ ) 440 1672 11 2.7 1.0

Ω(12P 1
2

− ) 428 1957 5.2 1.3 0.48

Ω(12P 3
2

− ) 411 2012 12.9 3.2 1.2

Ω(22S 1
2

+ ) 387 2232 5.5 1.4 0.52

Ω(24S 3
2

+ ) 381 2159 24.3 6.1 2.3

Ω(12D 3
2

+ ) 394 2245 2.4 0.58 0.21

Ω(12D 5
2

+ ) 380 2303 5.3 1.3 0.48

Ω(14D 1
2

+ ) 413 2141 2.8 0.71 0.26

Ω(14D 3
2

+ ) 399 2188 6.5 1.6 0.59

Ω(14D 5
2

+ ) 383 2252 8.8 2.2 0.81

Ω(14D 7
2

+ ) 367 2321 4.2 1.1 0.41

TABLE II: The branching fraction of Ω0
b
→ J/ψΩ− is expressed in

units of 10−4, compared with results from different models.

Our work Ref. [77] Ref. [91] Ref. [86] Ref. [73] Ref. [88]

2.7 8 0.45 5.3 16.7 6.9+0.5+1.0
−0.0−0.3

Utilizing the inputs above, we calculateB(Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ−) to

compare it with the previous studies. Specifically, the decay
widths and branching fractions of possible Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ(∗)−

are presented in Table I. Additionally, we plot Γ(Ω−
b
→

J/ψΩ−) as functions of the parameters α and β in Fig. 2 and
Γ(Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ∗−) as a function of mΩ∗ in Fig. 3.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

The branching fraction of Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ−, on the order of

10−5 − 10−3, indicates inconclusive calculations from [73,
77, 86, 88, 91]. On the other hand, the constituent quark
model has been applied to Ω0

c decays [94], where B(Ω0
c →

π+Ω(2012)−)/B(Ω0
c → π+Ω−) = 0.21 agrees with the experi-

mental value of 0.220 ± 0.059 ± 0.035 [7], suggesting its ap-
plicability to Ω−

b
decays.

In the constituent quark model, we obtain B(Ω−
b
→

Ω−J/ψ) = 2.7 × 10−4, which agrees with the calculations
using the light-front quark model [86] and the perturbative
QCD approach [88] to the order of the magnitude, as dis-
played in Table II. According to the partial observation [4],
fΩb
B(Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ−) = (1.4+0.5

−0.4
) × 10−6, and with the branch-

ing fraction substituted by our result, we estimate the frag-
mentation fraction fΩb

≃ 0.5 × 10−2 [86, 89], which denotes
the b→ Ω−

b
production rate.

It should be pointed out that our calculation of Ω−
b
→
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FIG. 2: The decay width of Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ− varies with the harmonic

parameters α of Ω baryon and β of J/ψ meson.

Ω−J/ψ depends on α and β. To test the sensitivity, we de-
pict Γ(Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ−) as a function of α and β, within the pa-

rameter space: 0.4 GeV < α < 0.5 GeV and 0.48 GeV <

β < 0.55 GeV. In Fig. 2, it can be seen that Γ(Ω−
b
→

J/ψΩ−) is more sensitive to β, varying from 1.0 to 1.4 times
10−16 GeV. However, it remains close to the central value:
1.1 × 10−16 GeV (see Table I).

There are two excited 1P-wave Ω states in the Ω hyperon
spectroscopy: Ω(12P1/2−)

− and Ω(12P3/2−)
−. It is interesting

to note that the newly observed Ω(2012)− state is more likely
to be assigned to the latter: Ω(12P3/2−), based on the fact that
the measured mass and decay width are consistent with the
quark model predictions [9, 10, 12, 13, 15].

Based on this assignment, we obtain B(Ω−
b
→

J/ψΩ(2012)−) = 3.2 × 10−4. Specifically, B(Ω−
b
→

J/ψΩ(2012)−)/B(Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ−) = 1.2, which clearly

avoids the uncertain fragmentation fraction fΩb
, mak-

ing it beneficial for experimental examination. In fact,
Ω(2012)− has been observed [6] and reconfirmed in Ω0

c →
π+Ω(2012)−,Ω(2012)− → Ξ0K− [7]. Likewise, this can be
reconfirmed from the resonant Ω−

b
decays, such as Ω−

b
→

J/ψΩ(2012)−, followed by the subsequent decayΩ(2012)− →
Ξ0K−. In particular, Ω(2012)→ ΞK has a branching fraction
of around 90% [112]. TheΩ(12P1/2−) is a typically missing Ω
hyperon, with a predicted mass around 1950 MeV [10, 28, 29,
38]. In our evaluation,B(Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ(12P1/2−)

−) = 1.3×10−4

indicates that Ω(12P1/2− )
− has a smaller but compatible pro-

duction rate to its 1P-wave cousin state.

In the quark model, the 1D-waveΩ∗ hyperons are classified
into the spin-doubletΩ(12D3/2+ , 1

2D5/2+) and the spin-quartet
Ω(14D1/2+ , 1

4D3/2+ , 1
4D5/2+ , 1

4D7/2+ ), with masses evaluated
to be around 2150 to 2250 MeV [9–11, 94] in the mass spec-
trum. However, these states have yet to be firmly established
experimentally.

In accordance with the masses and wave functions
from Ref. [10], we calculate Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ(1D)−.

Our the results are listed in Table I, where
Ω(12D5/2+ , 1

4D3/2+ , 1
4D5/2+ , 1

4D7/2+ ) states have pro-
duction rates to be 0.5, 0.6, 0.8, 0.4, respectively,

2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4
0

10

20

30

40

2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4

5

10

15

(1
0-1

7 G
eV

)

M   GeV

 (14D3/2+)J/  (24S3/2+)J/

 (12D3/2+)J/   (12D5/2+)J/

 

 

(1
0-1

7 G
eV

)

M  GeV

 (22S1/2+)J/   (14D5/2+)J/

 (14D1/2+)J/    (14D7/2+)J/

 

 

FIG. 3: The decay widths of Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ∗− as a function of MΩ∗ ,

with the range from the theoretical estimations.

relative to their ground-state counterpart. We high-
light that B(Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ(14D5/2+ )

−) = 2.7 × 10−4

is sufficiently large for a promising establishment
of Ω(14D5/2+)

− through Ω−
b

→ Ω(14D5/2+)
−J/ψ,

followed by Ω(14D5/2+ )
− → Ξ(1530)0K−, where

B(Ω(14D5/2+ )→ Ξ(1530)K) is as large as 80% [9, 10].

As for the existing 2S -wave Ω∗ hyperon states,
Ω(22S 1/2+) and Ω(24S 3/2+ ), we obtain B(Ω−

b
→

J/ψΩ(22S 1/2+ , 2
4S 3/2+)

−) = (1.4, 6.1) × 10−4. Remark-
ably, in the current Ω spectroscopy studies, Ω(24S 3/2+)

− in
Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ∗ is the only one that can have a production rate

larger than that of its ground state counterpart.

The constituent quark model relies on theoretical inputs
from the Ω∗ masses. Due to the nature of these theoretical
estimations, the masses carry some uncertainties. Therefore,
in Figs. 3, we depict the decay widths involving various ex-
citedΩ hyperons as functions of MΩ∗ , with the possible ranges
determined by the model calculations. It is found that the pre-
dicted decay widths for both Ω∗(1P, 1D) and Ω∗(2S ) are not
sensitive to the uncertainties arising from the mass estima-
tions.

In conclusion, we have calculated the sextet b-baryon
decays Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ(∗)− using the constituent quark

model. We found that B(Ω−
b
→ J/ψΩ−) = 2.7 ×
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10−4, which is consistent with the previous studies. With
Ω(2012)− identified as Ω(12P3/2−), we found that B(Ωb →
J/ψΩ(2012)−) = 3.2 × 10−4, which is compatible with
B(Ω−

b
→ J/ψΩ−). Additionally, the production rates of

theΩ(12D5/2+ , 1
4D3/2+ , 1

4D5/2+ , 1
4D7/2+) states have been cal-

culated to be 0.5, 0.6, 0.8, 0.5, respectively, relative to
their ground-state counterpart. We also found that B(Ωb →
J/ψΩ(22S 1/2+ , 2

4S 3/2+)
−) = (1.4, 6.1)×10−4, which is promis-

ing for measurement by LHCb. Since we have demonstrated
that our calculations are insensitive to the parameter inputs
and uncertainties arising from the Ω∗ masses, this provides a
suitable test-bed to investigate the Ω hyperon spectroscopy.
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A new decay mode of higher charmonium, Eur. Phys. J. C 78

(2018), 605.
[112] H. H. Zhong, R. H. Ni, M. Y. Chen, X. H. Zhong and J. J. Xie,

Further study of within a chiral quark model, Chin. Phys. C 47

(2023), 063104.


	Introduction
	framework
	Numerical results
	Discussions and conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References

