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Abstract

In this work, we investigate the Heavy-Quark Spin Symmetry (HQSS) exhibited in the effective
Lagrangians governing the three-point interactions of D mesons, charmed baryons, and nucleons.
We first construct the effective Lagrangians, and there are 12 distinct terms. As a result, we observe
that the invariant Lagrangian under HQSS manifests exclusively in the pseudoscalar D mesons
coupling to nucleons and A. baryons, whereas nucleons and ¥. (X%) baryons only couple with
vector D mesons. By taking into account the violated heavy-quark spin transformation, one can
recover all interactions from the effective Lagrangians. Furthermore, we compute the differential
cross-sections of the pp — Y.Y/ scatterings, where Y, Y, = Ac, e, X, to reveal the residue of the
violating HQSS (VHQSS) on charmed baryon production. Ultimately, by accounting for VHQSS,
we aim for precise predictions of production rates, which are essential for the High-Energy Storage

Ring (HESR) experiments at the Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR).
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the challenging questions in particle physics is how strong interactions bind quarks
and gluons as described by the non-abelian gauge group SU(3), as is widely known quantum
chromodynamics (QCD). At high energies, it is well-defined through perturbation theory
due to the interaction weakening with the small couplings. However, non-perturbative QCD
becomes strongly coupled and ambiguous at lower energies like a phenomenon known as
color confinement. To address the questions, exploring non-perturbative phenomena, the
study of heavy hadrons that contain a charm quark exhibits unique properties distinct from
those of light-flavored hadrons, providing additional insights into the complexities of QCD.

The discovery of J/¢ in 1974 [1] marked the beginning of intensive research into the
production of charmonium (cc) states [2-6]. Charmed baryon states were initially identified
in 1975 during interactions with neutrinos [7]. Since then, various facilities such as CLEO
8], BABAR 9, 10], Belle [11-13], BESIII [14, 15], LHCb collaborations [16, 17] have ob-
served various hadrons that are commonly known as exotic hadrons. Nevertheless, there has
been less comprehensive research into the production and spectroscopy of charmed baryons
compared to that of charmonium states despite their ability to offer similar information
about the quark confinement mechanism. In the near future, FAIR at GSI, specifically the
PANDA (Antiproton Annihilation at Darmstadt), will aim for highly accurate spectroscopy
of charmed hadrons and exploration of their interactions with ordinary matter [18].

Several studies have calculated cross-sections for the production of pp — A.A.. The
Quark-Gluon String Model (QGSM) and Regge approach were applied in Refs. [19-21]. In
these studies, the annihilation of an initial pair ¢g produces charmed hadrons through string
fission. In Refs. [22-24], a meson exchange framework was applied and also the production
rate of the charmed baryon A_(2940) was estimated in the pp annihilation at PANDA energies
[25]. The effective Lagrangian model was calculated in Refs. [26, 27] within a single channel
reaction that described the reaction as the sum of the t-channel D° and D% meson-exchange
processes. In previous studies, the predicted production vary depending on the model used,
it revealed a strongly model dependent as their charm production differ from each other by
several orders, and there is no agreement on the best way to describe this reaction.

Heavy-quark spin symmetry (HQSS) plays a significant role in understanding of low-

energy strong interactions and the classification of the heavy-light hadronic spectrum in-



cluding the dynamics charm baryons as studied in Refs. [28-32]. In the infinite heavy-quark
mass limit (m — 00), the degrees of freedom (DOF) associated with the heavy quark de-
couple from those of the light quark. The HQSS implies that the pseudoscalar D meson
(J¥ = 07) and the vector D meson (JY = 17), as well as charm baryon sextets such as
Y, Ze and Q. with spin 1/2 (J¥ = 1/2%) and 3%, =% and Q} with spin 3/2 (JF = 3/2%),
form degenerate states [33-35], which depend on the spin flip of the charm quark. Although
HQSS is primarily effective in describing on-shell quark behaviors, in our process, the charm
quark is significantly off-shell due to interactions mediated by virtual D mesons that do not
obey the on-shell mass-energy relation [36, 37].

This study focuses on investigating charm production processes such as pp — A A., B2,
SIS YL N S, NS, SEA, ASE using the effective Lagrangians approach with
SU(2); symmetry. This investigation aims to examine the consequences of HQSS and its
violations by combining these constraints to evaluate their effects on scattering processes.
We acknowledge the significant role of HQSS in improving the accuracy of our theoretical
framework. Additionally, we estimate various coupling constants under SU(4); symmetry
breaking, assuming a deviation 20% relative to SU(3); [38]. Ultimately, we aim for precise
predictions of the cross sections with beam momenta (pr,p) ranging from the threshold to
15 GeV/c. This range covers the beam momenta of interest for the PANDA experiment
at the Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR) [18], and we also seek to refine the
effective field theory (EFT) of heavy hadrons.

The present work is organized as follows; in the section II, we set up the effective La-
grangians in terms of SU(2); symmetry and construct the conserving and violating HQSS
Lagrangians with their implications in the SU(2) effective Lagrangians. In the next section,
we will compute the scattering amplitudes and the differential cross-sections in our model.
In the section IV, the numerical results of all relevant observables for the charmed baryon
productions are presented. Finally, we close this work with discussions and conclusions in

the section V.

II. FORMALISM

Firstly, to construct the SU(2) effective Lagrangians of D mesons, nucleon, and charmed

baryons. In addition, all relevant symmetries of the effective Lagrangians in the system are



considered. The basic building blocks of the charmed baryon productions from pp scattering

are introduced as

Noy Moy Z@ary S(gapr  Dar Dyas (1)
where the light baryon singlet fields N,(J¥ = %Jr)

%Jr) and charmed baryon triplet fields X ¢q(J7 = %Jr) and Eé‘c)ab

, charmed baryon singlet fields A, (JF =
(JP = %+) In addition,
the Latin indices, a, b, - - - = 1, 2 are the fundamental indices of the SU(2); symmetry for the
hadronic fields in this work. The D mesons fields D(J* = 07) and D,(J¥ = 1T) are pseu-
doscalar and vector D mesons respectively, they represent forming a doublet. Furthermore,

the nucleon, charmed baryons and, D mesons can be explicitly represented in the SU(2)

space by
p
N (n) C Ao=AL Da= (0" D7) . D= (D0 Df), 2)
Lot wit ) Lyt gt
E(C)ab = 0 1yt ) E(c)ccb = S0 _ Lyt ’ (3)
c N ab c N ab

Using these building blocks, the SU(2); effective Lagrangians of D mesons, light, and

charmed baryons are given by

L=LC+cr+ LV + L7, (4)
rr_ gli(c)abiny)NbDa + ng_\(c)iny)NaDa +h.c., (5)
LA = —&E(C)aw“%Nb@#Da - ﬂl_\(cw“%]\faa“l)a - &ingbﬁuDa +he, (6)

mp mp mp
LY = (80 NoDya + f2807" No Dy + f3El 15Ny Dy + hic, (7)
L = 272113 Sao™ N, Db, + 27221) Ao N, Dy, = i ?ZZ Sl 1N D
" %}i—;%aﬁzé)aﬂ"NbD?ﬂ +he, (8)

where D, = 0,D, — 9,D,, in L7 is the second rank tensor D,,, corresponds to the partial
derivative of vector D meson fields.

Notice that there are 12 low-energy constants (LECs) in the SU(2) effective Lagrangians
above where g, f, and h represent the pseudoscalar, axial-vector, vector, and tensor cou-

plings.



A. Super-multiplet fields in Heavy-Quark Spin Symmetry

In heavy-quark spin symmetry (HQSS) in QCD, we introduce as slowly varying fields,
D, (x), Di(x), B u) (), Z’(‘ +(#) and A(c1y (we drop the flavor indices here for simplicity).

D mesons and charmed baryons fields are decomposed as the following expressions,

D(z) =e t0OMe D (z) 4 et 0DMe (1)
DF(z) = e @) Me D (1) 4 T @) Me D (41
Yo(z) = e tWAMe gy (z) 4 et O Moy (1)
Sh(x) = e 100 Muz S (7) 4 00 Muz ()

Mela) = DM (@) 4 DN (), 9

with a 4-velocity v normalized by v? = 1. The mass parameters M,, Ms,_, My, and My, are
the charm quark, >, spin-1/2; ¥* spin-3/2, and A. masses respectively. In the heavy-quark
limit m¢g — oo, the spin interaction between light and heavy quarks has disappeared. As
a consequence, the pseudoscalar and vector D mesons as well as spm—— and spln— baryons

form degenerate states, which can be defined by

1+ .
Ha = (Tﬁ) (Dua,-i-ﬁ)/u + Z")/5l)a,—i-> ’ (10)
B 1+9 L+9\ o
ab - 7 (7 + Uu) s ( 9 ) Z(c,+)ab + (T) E(c,—i—)ab’ (11)
7= N, (12
and their conjugate fields are
[_{a = VOHJ;VO ) Tc/fb = (chb)T Yo, T = (T)T Yo - (13>

These super-multiplet heavy-quark hadronic fields are building blocks for the HQSS La-
grangian. These building blocks obey the following SU(2), transformations,

Hy, — e " H,,  H,— Hu,e"" (14)
T — e 50 Th Tl — The 5" (15)
T — e ™"T, T — Te'" (16)

where S is the heavy quark spin operator. We note that all super-multiplet heavy-quark

hadronic fields transform as doublet under SU(2), HQSS where as the nucleon field is
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transformed as a singlet under the SU(2), symmetry. The definition of the heavy-quark

spin operator and its properties are read,

1

S = 5/75 W:”}/O‘] ’ SL’YO = /VOSOé7 W, Sa] = 07 [Sa775] =0. (17)

Taking into account for all of the super-multiplet fields of the HQSS, the conserving HQSS
(CHQSS) Lagrangian is given by

Lcongss = ¢ <T$75NbHa7M + h.c.> + co <T75NaHa’y5 + h.c.> , (18)

where ( ) stands for trace over the SU(2), space. On the other hand, the violating HQSS
(VHQSS) Lagrangian is read,

Lvugss = by (Thy" NyH,v,7,75 + h.c.) + by (TN, H,y, + h.c.) + by (To"' N,H,0,,, +h.c.).
(19)

Having used the definitions of the super-multiplet heavy-quark fields in Eqgs. (10-12), a trace
of Egs. (18, 19) are given by

1 _ o
Lcngss = %clﬁ(c)ab’y“NbDua + clxﬁc)abfyg,NbDw + ’LCQA&)”)/E)NQDQ + h.c., (20)
i3

i

N N v i N v a
Lvugss = Tblz(c)ab%NbDa + \/gblz(c)abauVNngv - §bl€waﬁzl{c)aﬂ N, Dy v’
+ be AV NoD o + ib3A (0™ NoDyv,, + hic.. (21)

It is worth discussing the implications of the conserving and wviolating Lagragians for D
mesons, charmed baryons, and nucleon couplings. In the conserving HQSS limit, the A,
baryon exclusively couples to the pseudoscalar D meson whereas the >, and X} couple with
the vector D meson only. Taking into account of the non-invariant HQSS terms, charmed
baryons can couple with the pseudoscalar and vector D mesons.

Then, we substitute the non-relativistic expansion for slowly varying fields from Eq. (9)
into the SU(2); effective Lagrangians presented in Eqs. (5-8). Next, we use Egs. (20) and
(21) to identify which terms in the Lagrangian expansion are conserving or violating terms.

The conserving terms are given by

_ . g _
L = g,\(ivsN,D, — m—4A(C)7“fy5Na8HDa
b (22)

, _ ih )
+ 1120wV NoDua + f3Xa 15Ny Dyua + W;Z€c)ab7 Vs NoOy Dy + hc.,



and the violating terms are read

_ ) g3 =
L= glz(c)abzfyBNbDa - m_SE(c)ab’yuﬁyBNbauDa
D
_ hi - hy <
+ fo R0V NoD oy + —— 2 (060" 0uNyDyg + — A (00" 0, Nu Dy (23)
mpx mpx
hy _
- LYo EM
mp- Cuvap ()

Y Ny0“DP + hec. .
We match the relations between effective Lagrangians of the super-multiplet heavy-quark
sum rules in Egs. (20, 21) and the heavy-quark mass expansion of the effective Lagrangians

in Egs. (22, 23). For the perfect HQSS limit, we find,

1
ca =V3f, 2 =f3+§h3, Co = ga+ ga- (24)

On the other hand, the HQSS violation case gives

2
by = ﬁ(% +g3), bi=V3h, bi=2hy, by=fo, by=h. (25)

These lead to the heavy-quark sum rules, and we find 3 sum rules as

fi= %(fza + %h:),), hy = %(91 +93); ha= ?hl' (26)

The 3 sum rules above reduce the number of the LECs to 9 parameters.

B. Determination of coupling constants (LECs) of the Effective Lagrangians

Due to the limited experimental data relevant to our study, we can not fix the LECs
using the data. Theoretical estimations are required to determine these LECs. In this work,
we will use the SU(4); symmetry breaking of the baryon-baryon-meson interactions. For

the pseudoscalar D meson coupling under SU(4); symmetry, one finds [24]

P
g1 = gE)]\)ZZC = (1 - 205ps) gNNr , (27>
1
92 = gggz\)mc = —ﬁ (1 + 2aps) gvn - (28)

Given the experimental measurement of g% . /47 = 14.4 [38, 39] and «a,s = 2/5, which is
the ratio determined by the non-relativistic quark model with the SU(6) symmetry.

Then, we obtain

g1 =+2.69, go=+13.98. (29)



For the axial-vector (gs4), vector (f12), and tensor couplings (hs), we found that the SU(4)

symmetry of the baryon-baryon-meson couplings implies

(4) (4)

93 = Ypns. = IKN% >
94 = 9554137AC = gf(rszmv
J1 = fons. = fkns,
J2 = fona. = [frna,
he = hpna, = hrna - (30)

Noting that these results of the coupling constants (LECs) have been used to study the
charmed baryon productions in Ref. [27] where the values of these couplings were estimated
in SU(3); symmetry. However, SU(4); symmetry is not a good approximation to include
the light and heavy quarks in the same group. Using the ? Py quark model, it has been shown
that there are effects of the SU(4); symmetry breaking in the heavy baryon, light baryon,
and heavy meson couplings [40, 41]. As a result, the flavor symmetry breaking effect
provides a reasonable first approximation for this correspondence, with a 20% symmetry

breaking relative to SU(4)y [38, 40, 41] values, as shown in Table I.

g1 92 93 94 fi f2 ha

+2.69 | £13.98 | —2.50 £ 0.50 | —13.50 £ 2.70 | —4.182 4+ 0.836 | 5.11 £ 1.02 | 10.40 &+ 2.08

TABLE I: The coupling constants (LECs) for D mesons, charmed baryons, and light
baryons derived from SU(4); symmetry breaking.

Next, we can calculate the scattering amplitudes by applying these coupling values. How-
ever, the other unknown parameters f3, hy, hs and hy will be estimated by matching the
relations described in Egs. (24, 25). In addition, it is worth noting that we have dropped g

in the effective Lagrangian in Eq. (6) since this term vanishes in the heavy-quark limit.

III. SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

In this section, we aim to calculate the differential cross-sections of pp — A.A., X .2,

SENE VIS, B YA, A, BE A, A processes. For those processes, we will investigate
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FIG. 1: Tree-level diagram for the reactions pp — Y.Y/, where Y, and Y/ represent
charmed baryons. ¢,, in the intermediate line, represents the pseudoscalar and vector D

mesons, respectively.

the consequences of the HQSS and its violation effects in the charmed baryon productions

and the Feynman diagram of these processes have been shown in fig. 1.

A. The scattering amplitudes

According to the SU(2) effective Lagrangians in terms of conserving and violating parts,
the scattering amplitudes of charmed productions with the exchanges of the pseudoscalar

and vector D mesons are written as follows,

Process: pp — A A,

9
Me = g3y G(@) Ty + =5 Tiveay G(g) Trea
D
. g4 92 .
’LFN(p) G(q) FN(A) + ’I:,DZ ZFN(A) G(q> F]\_[(P) )

B2 (31)
My = 3T Gul@) Ty + —5- Fl]t/(T)G (@) T

f2 h2 . v h2 f2 v
+mD* ZF"N(V) Guw(q) FN(T) p— FuN(T) G (q) FN(V)'

9204
mp

Process: pp — S.2.

Me = f12 Fl]i/(v) G (q) FIJJV(V) )

2
g
My = ¢ Tnp Glg) Uy + _mz Ly G(g) Ty
D

32)
9193 . 93 91 . (
2 3ZFN(P) G(q) Uxay + ° 1ZFN(A)G(Q) Iy
D mp
h2
n v
+m2D* ey Gun(@) Ty -



Process: pp — Y%7

h2

Me = f?? F’z(z (V) Gy v(q )F]VV(V *) 4m2 FMN(T) Gy () 11JVV(T)
S G0 Dy 5 ) Gon0) T
My = LT Gule) T
Process: pp — Ezic
M = @ F“ N(V) G (q) FVN(V*) + f32f1 F?\r(v )G (¢) F?V(V)
Irln}: vy Gun(@) T aey + Z;f* Iyan Gur(@) Ty s
My = —2}:;—%* F‘]LV(T) G (q) DNy — 2};;—}22* F‘X/(T*) Gu(q) FVN(T) :
Process: pp — Eci:
Me = QF“ Ny G (@) Ty + f32f1 TN G (@) D
Z;j: oy Gun(@) T as) — % TN G (@) Dy 5
My = —thlgj* F%(T) GW(Q) FJVV(T*) B Qh?;—];; F/J</(T*) GW(Q) FIIIV(T) )
Process: pp — A2,
My = 208 ) Goule) Phiny + ot T Gl i
hihs hahy

o2 T o G ()FJ“V(T)+2 Ty Gun(@) Ty

Process: pp — 2 A,

f2h1 . v h f v
My = " 2mp- ZF/;V(V) Gun@) Ty + 5 o ZFMN(T) Guv(@) T
hlhg M v h2h1 o v
+2mD* Fivery Gurld) Uiy + 2m2,. ey Gur@) Pvery -
Process: pp — A2
hafa . y Johs ”
My = “omo @F’]%(T*) G (@) Ty — P @F%(V) G (@) gy
h2h4 v h4h2 v
- 2m2D* Fl]i/(T) GNV(Q) I‘N(T*) - 2mD FMN(T*) GMV(Q) FN(T) :
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Process: pp — S:A.

hafo v f2 4 ,
hahs . hahy ., ) (39)
FN(T*) Gru(a) F1\7(T) m 2 FN(T) G g )FN(T*)'

C2m2,. D
Here, M and M, denote the conserving and wviolating scattering amplitudes, respectively.
Note that, due to HQSS, the charmed baryons ¥, and X} are spin partners, therefore con-
serving HQSS amplitudes do not appear in the pp — A.3., Y.A., AZY, and XA, the
processes. In addition, the I' notations appear in the scattering amplitudes above and they

are defined by,

Inwpy = vy, ivsun, DUypy= —0xi7505,

Inay = ayv. Y v quun, Ty = =057 75 ¢ vy,

D = B A" taun, T = =087 1450%,

F”N(V) = uy, v un, Doy = —087" vy, (40)
S = Wy, ysuns  DRwey = =08 71505,

FVN(T) = uy, 0"q, un, F]%’(T) = —Ux Uaﬁ(]a Uy,

F?V(T*) = Py, pWlaun,  Uipo = =€ 05 Yoty vy,

where I'yy+), I'nvax) and Iy« represent for charmed baryon spin 3/2 vertices and the

Feynman propagators for pseudoscalar D meson spin-0 and vector D meson spin-1 are

defined by

G(q) = ;2 Guv(q) = ;2 (—g;w + zf:f”) : (41)

B. Differential Cross-Sections

It is well known that a study of the scattering of the composite particles, precisely hadrons
needs the form factor to regulate the amplitudes. In this work, we include the phenomeno-
logical form factors at the vertices, adopted from Ref. [27], which are fixed by comparison

with experimental data on the production of strangeness and then use them to predict the

11



charmed baryon productions. The form factors used in this work are given by

2 A4
F(t)=a ICEar—— (42)

Fo(t) =a (AQA—;)H (n=1,2) (43)

where the form factor F'(t) has parameters a = 0.46 and A = 0.63GeV. For Fi(t), the
parameters are a = 0.285 and A = 0.7 GeV, while for Fy(t), the parameters are a = 0.285
and A = 0.99GeV. The total amplitudes of the reactions, pp — Y.Y, are written as
MpFp + Mp«Fp-,
Mpﬁ_)YcYc/ = 2 2 (44)
MDFTL,D + MD*Fn,D*‘
The form factors F(p p+) and Fy,(p,p-y are already mentioned in Eq. (43) for the pseudoscalar
D meson (D) and the vector D meson (D*). It is common practice to use various functional
forms and cutoff values for ¢-channel form factors [42-44]. The differential cross-sections as

a function of ¢ is calculated from

do

dt 647 (pon)2s 75 (IM %) (4)

Here, p.n, is the relative momentum of p and p in the center-of-mass frame, s is the Man-

delstam variable. The term (|M|?) is the spin-averaged and summed amplitude, given by

(IMI%) Z (M. (46)

53,54
where the sum runs over the spins of the final-state particles. After averaging and summing
over spins Eq. (46) the interference term vanishes. This is because the spin averaging
eliminates interference between spin configurations. The trace analysis reveals that the
interference term would mix D and D* mesons, which is prohibited by parity conservation.
In this study, the differential cross-sections, do/dt, in section IV are presented as a function
of tymae — t. For a specific energy value, t varies from ¢, t0 tyax (i-€., tmax — ¢ varies from 0

t0 tmax — tmin). One can write the explicit form of the ™t as,

tmm

1
max m?\/ + m%’,; - o [3(3 + m%/p - m%/é) + \/S(S — 4m?\,)(s — (myc + mYc/)2>

2s

(47)
X \/(s — (my, — mycf)2)J )
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IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, the numerical results of the differential cross-sections, do /dt, are presented

as a function of ¢ — ty., for the reaction pp — Y.Y!, evaluated for each form factor at

PLap = 15GeV/c in figs. 2 to 10. The green bands represent the conserving production

rates, the red bands show the wviolating parts, and the purple bands illustrate the total

contributions.

A. The scattering amplitudes of the pp — Yc?;/ reactions

Form factor: F*

Form factor: F/

Form factor: F2

[11 Total [1] Total [ Total
10° =} Cfmse‘rving (80.12%) 100 o Cfmse.rving (74.94%) 100+ [T Conserving (72.45%) |
(\;\ [T Violating (19.88%) ,\;\ o [J Violating (25.06%) ,;‘ B Violating (27.55%)
(%) () Somam 8 5
g Q Q
ey - - - - - . —— < 102 ]
3 e e e 3 3
= fomemmm e SSa— = =
s £ g
] ] <
104 1074 1
Piap=15 GeV Piab= 15 GeV Piab=15 GeV
0.0 0.5 1.0 L5 2.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 L5 2.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
fmax =t (GeV?) fmax =t (GeV?) fmax—t (GeV?)
(a) (b) ()
FIG. 2: Differential cross-section for pp — A A. in term of conserving and violating
contributions at 15 GeV.
Form factor: F* Form factor: F1 Form factor: F2
[71 Total [71 Total [] Total
102 [Z Conserving (86.25%) 102 [3 Conserving (88.81%) 102 [ Conserving (85.13%)
~ [ Violating (13.75%) - - [ Violating (11.19%) - [ Violating (14.87%)
> > I >
) o S o
- N —,,. . S =
-g 10~ R R | 1o R LT e r—— < 10 - ..
3 [ 3 5 |
5 3 5 e
10°6 10-6 10-6 e e -
Prap= 15 GeV Pray= 15 GeV Prap= 15 GeV
0.0 T 0.5 T 1.0 T 15 T 20 0.0 0.5 1.0 L5 20 0.0 0.5 1.0 L5 20

fmax—t (GeV?)

(a)

fmax—t (GeV?)

(b)

tmax—t (GeV?)

()

FIG. 3: Differential cross-section for pp — .3, in term of conserving and violating

contributions at 15 GeV.

In fig. 2, our predicted differential cross-sections for the reaction pp — A A, are presented.

These contributions primarily come from the conserving terms, accounting for approximately

70-80%, which are 80.12%, 74.94% and 72.45% for the form factor I, F and F; respectively.

In contrast, the violating contributions are 19.88%, 25.06% and 27.55% respectively. The

13



tendencies illustrate that the exact value depends on the type of form factor. In figs. 2b
and 2¢, the total do/dt follows a similar trend in order of 10~! ub/GeV?. Meanwhile, the
results in fig. 2a are significantly suppressed in the order of 1072 ub/ GeV?. The do/dt
range from 1072 to 10! ub/GeV?, consistent with the findings in Ref. [20], which employs a
modified Regge model inspired by quark-gluon string dynamics, with unknown parameters
determined from independent studies of open strangeness production and SU (4) ; symmetry.
Similar results are also reported in Ref. [21], which uses Kaidalov’s QGSM with Regge poles
and strong couplings derived from QCD light-cone sum rules. Moreover, it indicates that the
form factor F' strongly suppresses the production rates. This behavior is notably consistent
with other cases shown in figs. 3 to 10.

In fig. 3, the differential cross-section for pp — .2, is shown. Most of the production
rate is dominated by the conserving terms, contributing about 85% —88%, which are 86.25%,
88.81%, and 85.13% for the respective form factors, while the violating contributions are
13.75%, 11.19%, and 14.87%, respectively. we obtain that the conserving terms around
1073 —10~* ub/GeV? and the violating contributions in the range of 10~* — 10~% ub/GeV>.
We can clearly observe that these contributions are lower than those for pp — A A, by
about two orders of magnitude (102 — 10%). We found that the conserving contributions
are significantly close to the studies in Refs. [20, 21|, which estimated their order to be
approximately 1072 ub/GeV?.

Form factor: F* Form factor: F/ Form factor: F2
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FIG. 4: Differential cross-section for pp — ¥33* in term of conserving and violating
contributions at 15 GeV. Note that the purple band completely overlaps with the green

band, showing the dominance of the HQSS-conserving contribution.

Currently, the production rates of X% have not been extensively investigated, including

in experiments. Since we are performing calculations at high beam momenta pr.;, = 15 GeV,
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this leads us to further explore the spectroscopy of this production and its interactions in
experiments. Our results for pp — X% are shown in fig. 4. The conserving part is
estimated to be about 100%, with the violation being 0% for each form factor. The order of
the conserving production rates are 1072 — 10~ ub/ GeV?, while violation terms range from
1077 — 107 ub/ GeV?. The suppression of the production rate becomes more pronounced

at larger values of ¢ when using Fy, whereas the suppression calculated with F' is weaker,

similar to previous results.
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FIG. 5: Differential cross-section for pp — ¥*¥, in term of conserving and violating
contributions at 15 GeV.
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FIG. 6: Differential cross-section for pp — ¥.X7 in term of conserving and violating

contributions at 15 GeV.

Shown in fig. 5 are the results for pp — X%, which has not been widely studied either,
similar to X%, We found that the conserving terms still play a dominant role. The
conserving terms computed using form factors F', F}, and F;, are estimated to contribute
approximately 99%. The differential cross-sections vary from 10~ —1073 ub/ GeV®. N otably,
the contribution terms are slightly lower than those for £*%* by about a factor of 10. When

compared with 3.3, it is moderately lower, as shown in fig. 6. The production rates are

c?
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in the range of 107% — 103 ub/GeV? for the conserving ranges. Conversely, the violation
effects fluctuate from 107% to nearly 107° ub/ GeV?. Furthermore, both graphs exhibit a
similar tendency. We especially observe that at tp. —t = 2GeV?, these magnitudes lie
around 1078 ub/GeV?.

In the following results, we present processes computed solely for violating effects, as A,
does not have a spin partner. In contrast, >. and X% are spin-coupled heavy quarks. The

results are shown in figs. 7, 8, 9, and 10.

Form factor: F* Form factor: F/ Form factor: 2
I3 Violating [ Violating [ Violating
10 1072 10
< A S <
(5} [ S S e TP (3]
<) - e GUL L TP p e <] I-
] —— g 1 g 1o [
3 3 5 | T
] 5 ¥ -
106 106 106
Plab= 15 GeV Plab= 15 GeV Plab= 15 GeV
0w 0‘,5 T 110 T 1j5 Y 00 05 10 s a0 0.0 0.5 1.0 L5 2.0
fmax —t (GeV?) fmax—t (GeV?) fmax—t (GeV?)
(a) (b) ()
FIG. 7: Differential cross-section for pp — A.Y. in term of conserving and violating
contributions at 15 GeV.
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FIG. 8: Differential cross-section for pp — X.A. in term of conserving and violating

contributions at 15 GeV.

The dynamics of A.Y. are less studied mainly because ¥ A, is easier to study experimen-
tally. The ¥.A, channel exhibits stronger interactions and fits better with simpler theoretical
models. However, to fully understand the pp annihilation process, it is important to study
both final states. Our prediction for pp — A3, with violation effects, as shown in fig. 7,
indicates that the production rate is approximately in the range of 107% — 1073 ub/ GeV?,

with small differences among the form factors. Fj consistently shows the highest peak, while
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F initially appears to be the lowest. However, F; becomes more suppressed as t increases,

in agreement with previous calculations. Compared to X.A, in fig. 8, the range remains

similar, though slightly reduced.
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FIG. 9: Differential cross-section for pp — A 3% in term of conserving and violating
contributions at 15 GeV.
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FIG. 10: Differential cross-section for pp — 3*A, in term of conserving and violating

contributions at 15 GeV.

The production rates for the charmed baryon triplet ¥ (J£ = 3/2%) and the charmed

baryon singlet A, (J¥ = 1/2%) in the processes pp — XA, A X7 are computed, as depicted

in figs. 9 and 10. The production rate falls within the interval 10=% — 1075 ,ub/GeVz, with

only minor variations. In addition, it shows an increase by a factor of 10 compared to X},

and Y., and are roughly 100 greater than 3%

B. Numerical results of the charmed baryon productions

In this subsection, we calculate the total cross-sections, oiota1, and compare with previous

studies, focusing on different pr.,(GeV/c) thresholds, as illustrated in Table II.
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Total Cross-Section ((Tmml) (/l,h)

pp— Y.Y,

QGSM [19] Handbag approach [45] | Quark-gluon dynamics [22, 46] | Kaidalov’s QGSM [21] | Quark-gluon dynamics [24] This study
(0.940 — 2.79) x 1072 (F)
AA, 1.03 x 1072 (5.88 —9.92) x 107* (2.90 — 19.5) x 107" (1.98 — 28.2) x 1072 1.94 — 3.07 (2.65 — 7.89) x 1072 (F})
(prap = 10.5GeV/c) (prap = 10.7GeV/c) (0.543 — 1.61) x 1073 (F)
(2.02 — 6.28) x 107° (Fp)
T2, - - - (1.07 - 60.2) x 107* (4.92 —9.68) x 1074 (5.04 — 15.8) x 107° (F)
(pLab = 12GeV/c) (4.64 — 14.5) x 1077 (Fy)
(6.95 — 22.2) x 1075 (Fy)
SeA - - - (5.05 - 136) x 107* (5.09 — 9.83) x 1073
(1.92 — 6.14) x 1077 (Fy)
(prab = 11GeV/c) (1.93 - 6.18) x 1077 (Fy)
(4.02 —12.9) x 1072 (Fy)
P29 (1.32 = 4.21) x 107! (Fy)
(prab = 15GeV/e) (3.81 —12.2) x 1073 (F)

TABLE II: Total cross-sections (0ea1) for different channels in the pp — Y.Y! process.

Our predicted total cross-sections for the reaction A A., for each form factor at pr., =
10.5GeV/c, are in the range of 1073 — 1072 ub. These values are consistent with the range
reported in Ref. [19], predicated on the non-perturbative QGSM, and are in approximate
agreement with Ref. [21], which employs Kaidalov’s QGSM with Regge poles and uses strong
couplings derived from QCD light-cone sum rules. However, they are about 10 times smaller
than the results in Refs. [22, 46], which are predicated on a meson-exchange framework and
use SU(4); symmetry to fix coupling constants, and approximately 100 times smaller than
those from investigations of kinematic thresholds predicated on quark-gluon dynamics [24].
For F5, the cross-sections deviate significantly, being more than 10 times smaller than those
for the other form factors. However, they are higher by a factor of 10 at pr., = 10.7GeV/c,
as roughly evaluated in Ref. [45].

For ¥.2. production at pr., = 12GeV/c. We find that the cross-sections fall in the
range of 1077 — 10~ ub, which decreases dramatically compared to A A, by about 10% —10%
times. Similarly, in Ref. [24], the A A, production is higher by a factor of approximately
10*. Additionally, our results are less than those in Ref. [21], on the order of 1072 ub for
the form factors ' and Fy, and approximately 10~* ub for Fj, which is significantly more
suppressed.

For ¥.A. production at a laboratory momentum of 11 GeV /¢, only the violating contribu-
tion is calculated, with values ranging between 1075 and 10~ ub. These results are smaller
compared to those found in Refs. [21, 24], which are approximately 1073 ub.

Finally, We have predicted the total cross-sections for pp — ¥:3* at pra, = 15GeV/e,
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which has not been extensively studied, with values of (4.02 — 12.9) x 1072 pub (Fp), (1.32 —
4.21) x 107! ub (Fy) and (3.81 — 12.2) x 1073 ub (F3).

V. CONCLUSIONS

We constructed the SU(2); effective Lagrangians with 12 LECs. The HQSS-invariant
Lagrangian reveals that pseudoscalar D meson couple to nucleons and A. baryons, while
vector D meson couple to nucleons and 3, (X%) baryons. Including heavy-quark spin sym-
metry violations recovers all interactions with 9 residual LECs. Moreover, we investigated
do/dt for charmed production processes in pp collisions and evaluated the contributions
from HQSS and its violation. As a result, the conserving contributions dominate at 70-80%
for AcA., 85-86% for ¥.5., and about 99% for X3, and .27, with ¥*3* being the most
dominant at around 100%. These results indicate that conserving HQSS works well when
the particles have heavy-quark spin partners, while more HQSS breaking effects appear in
AA..

The total do /dt for pp — A A, and $.5,, vary between 1072 —10"" ub/GeV? and 1074 —
1073 ub/ GeV? respectively, which is consistent with the results reported in Refs. [20, 21].
Although the total do/dt for ¥:3* and Xi%, (X.2F) are significantly greater than 3.3,
by factors of about 100 and 10, respectively, the violated terms dramatically decrease, by
100 times and 10 times. Additionally, they indicate that as t increases, the form factor Fj
induces a stronger suppression.

We also presented the predicted oy for AcA. (prab = 10.5GeV/c) estimated to be in
the range of 1072 — 1073 ub, in close agreement with previous studies in Refs. [19, 21],
with only slight differences compared to the results reported in Refs. [22, 45, 46]. For
Y.Xe (prab = 12GeV/c), the constrained form factors Fy and F} are lower by about 10 to
100 times compared to those in Refs. [21, 24]. More importantly, we computed oy, for
Y% (prap = 15 GeV/c), with results aligning in the range of (4.02 — 12.9) x 1072 ub (Fp),
(1.32 — 4.21) x 107! ub (Fy), and (3.81 — 12.2) x 1073 pb (Fy).

For the forthcoming PANDA experiments at FAIR, the High-Energy Storage Ring
(HESR) will store antiprotons in a momentum range from 1.5 to 15 GeV/c [18, 47]. Hope-
fully, our results will provide in exploring the nature of charmed baryons and also serve

as the first step towards more involved reaction mechanisms, leading to an increase in
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experimental requirements.
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