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We study the P -wave bottom baryons of the SU(3) flavor 3̄F and systematically calculate their
strong decay properties, including their D-wave decays into ground-state bottom baryons with light
pseudoscalar mesons and S-wave decays into ground-state bottom baryons with light vector mesons.
Together with Refs. [54–57], a rather complete investigation has been performed to study their mass
spectra and strong/radiative decay properties, through the methods of QCD sum rules and light-
cone sum rules within the framework of heavy quark effective theory. Among various possibilities,
we identify four Λb and four Ξb baryons, with limited decay widths and so capable of being observed
in experiments. Their masses, mass splittings within the same multiplets, and strong/radiative
decay widths are summarized in Table II for future experimental searching.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The singly bottom baryon is a three-quark system
consisting of one heavy bottom quark and two light
up/down/strange quarks [1–5]. Its research can pro-
vide crucial insights into the understanding of the non-
perturbative QCD in the low energy region. Nowa-
days, all the ground-state bottom baryons, except the
Ω∗

b baryon of JP = 3/2+, have been observed and well
identified in experiments [6]. Besides, a significant num-
ber of excited bottom baryons have been reported, for
examples:

• In 2012 the excited bottom baryons Λb(5912)
0 and

Λb(5920)
0 were observed by LHCb [7] and CDF [8]

in the Λ0
bπ

+π− invariant mass spectrum. Their
masses and widths were measured to be [9]:

Λb(5912)
0 : M = 5912.19± 0.17 MeV ,

Γ < 0.25 MeV at 90% CL ; (1)

Λb(5920)
0 : M = 5920.09± 0.17 MeV ,

Γ < 0.19 MeV at 90% CL . (2)

• In 2021 the CMS collaboration observed the
Ξb(6100)

− in the Ξ−
b π

+π− invariant mass spec-
trum [10]. Later in 2023 the LHCb collabo-
ration observed the Ξb(6087)

0 and Ξb(6095)
0 in

the Ξ0
bπ

+π− invariant mass spectrum [11]. The
Ξb(6100)

− and Ξb(6095)
0 are probably isospin part-

ners. Their masses and widths were measured to
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be [9]:

Ξb(6100)
− : M = 6100.3± 0.2± 0.1± 0.6 MeV ,

Γ = 0.94± 0.30± 0.08 MeV ; (3)

Ξb(6095)
0 : M = 6095.4± 0.15± 0.03± 0.5 MeV ,

Γ = 0.50± 0.33± 0.11 MeV ; (4)

Ξb(6087)
0 : M = 6087.24± 0.20± 0.06± 0.5 MeV ,

Γ = 2.43± 0.51± 0.10 MeV . (5)

These states are good candidates for the P -wave bottom
baryons of the SU(3) flavor 3̄F . Their detailed discus-
sions can be found in the reviews [12–16]. Based on these
observations, extensive theoretical investigations have
been performed through a variety of phenomenological
models, including various quark models [17–28], various
hadronic molecular models [29–40], the quark pair cre-
ation model [41–43], the chiral perturbation theory [44–
46], QCD sum rules [47–60], and Lattice QCD [61–64],
etc.

We have studied the P -wave bottom baryons within
the framework of heavy quark effective theory [65–67] in
a series of works:

• In Ref. [53] we applied the QCD sum rule
method [68–74] to systematically calculate their
mass spectrum.

• In Ref. [54] we applied the light-cone sum rule
method [75–84] to partly calculate their strong
decay properties, including their S-wave decays
into ground-state bottom baryons with light pseu-
doscalar mesons.

• In Ref. [55] we applied the light-cone sum rule
method to systematically calculate their radiative
decay properties.

Our results suggest that the Λb(5912)
0, Λb(5920)

0,
Ξb(6087)

0, and Ξb(6095)
0/Ξb(6100)

− can be well ex-
plained as the P -wave bottom baryons of the ρ-mode,
where the orbital excitation is between the two light
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quarks, as depicted in Fig. 1. This interpretation dif-
fers from the λ-mode interpretation supported by the
quark model calculations [21–25], where the orbital an-
gular momentum is between the bottom quark and the
light diquark. Hence, further experimental and theoret-
ical studies are necessary to improve our understanding
on their internal structure.

FIG. 1: Jacobi coordinates λ⃗ and ρ⃗ for the singly bottom
baryon system.

In this paper we shall investigate the P -wave bottom
baryons of the SU(3) flavor 3̄F and systematically calcu-
late their strong decay properties, including theirD-wave
decays into ground-state bottom baryons with light pseu-
doscalar mesons and S-wave decays into ground-state
bottom baryons with light vector mesons. Together with
Refs. [53–55], we shall arrive at a rather complete in-
vestigation on the P -wave bottom baryons of the SU(3)
flavor 3̄F , allowing us to understand them as a whole.
Note that similar investigations have been performed in
Refs. [56, 57] to study the P -wave charmed and bottom
baryons of the SU(3) flavor 6F .

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we briefly
introduce our notations to describe the P -wave bottom
baryons of the SU(3) flavor 3̄F . In Sec. III we study their
strong decay properties through the light-cone sum rule
method. In Sec. IV we discuss the obtained results and
conclude this paper.

II. MASS SPECTRUM

In this section we briefly introduce our notations. A
singly bottom baryon is composed of one heavy bottom
quark and two light up/down/strange quarks. To well
understand this system, we need to meticulously analyze
the symmetries between the two light quarks, including
the color, flavor, spin, and orbital degrees of freedom:

• The two light quarks always have the antisymmet-
ric color structure 3̄C .

• Their SU(3) flavor structure is either symmetric
(6F ) or antisymmetric (3̄F ).

• Their spin structure is either symmetric (sl = 1)
or antisymmetric (sl = 0), with sl the total spin of
the two light quarks.

• Their orbital structure is either symmetric (lρ =
0/2/4/ · · · ) or antisymmetric (lρ = 1/3/5/ · · · ),
with lρ the orbital angular momentum between the
two light quarks, as depicted in Fig. 1. Besides,
we use lλ to denote the orbital angular momen-
tum between the bottom quark and the light di-
quark. There may exist both the ρ-mode P -wave
bottom baryons (lρ = 1 and lλ = 0) and λ-mode
ones (lρ = 0 and lλ = 1).

In the context of the Pauli principle, the total symmetry
of the two light quarks is antisymmetric. Consequently,
we can categorize the P -wave bottom baryons into eight
multiplets, four of which belong to the SU(3) flavor 3̄F

representation, as illustrated in Fig. 2. We denote them
as [flavor, jl, sl, ρ/λ], with jl = lρ ⊗ lλ ⊗ sl the total an-
gular momentum of the light component. Each multiplet
contains one or two bottom baryons, having the total
angular momenta J = jl ⊗ sQ = |jl ± 1/2|.
The mass spectrum of the P -wave bottom baryons be-

longing to the SU(3) flavor 3̄F representation has been
systematically studied in Ref. [54] through the QCD sum
rule method within the framework of heavy quark ef-
fective theory, as summarized in Table I. In the next
section we shall use these parameters to study their
strong decay properties through the light-cone sum rule
method still within the framework of heavy quark ef-
fective theory. Besides, we need the following parame-
ters for the ground-state bottom baryons and light pseu-
doscalar/vector mesons:

• For the ground-state bottom baryons, we use

Λb(1/2
+) : M = 5619.60 MeV ,

Ξb(1/2
+) : M = 5793.20 MeV ,

Σb(1/2
+) : M = 5813.4 MeV ,

Σ∗
b(3/2

+) : M = 5833.6 MeV ,

Ξ′
b(1/2

+) : M = 5935.02 MeV ,

Ξ∗
b(3/2

+) : M = 5952.6 MeV ,

Ωb(1/2
+) : M = 6046.1 MeV ,

Ω∗
b(1/2

+) : M = 6063 MeV .

• For the light pseudoscalar and vector mesons, we
use

π(0−) : m = 138.04 MeV ,

K(0−) : m = 495.65 MeV ,

ρ(1−) : m = 775.21 MeV ,

Γ = 148.2 MeV ,

gρππ = 5.94 GeV−2 ,

K∗(1−) : m = 893.57 MeV ,

Γ = 49.1 MeV ,

gK∗Kπ = 3.20 GeV−2 .
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FIG. 2: Categorization of the P -wave bottom baryons belonging to the SU(3) flavor 3̄F representation.

TABLE I: Mass spectrum of the P -wave bottom baryons belonging to the SU(3) flavor 3̄F representation, calculated through
the QCD sum rule method within the framework of heavy quark effective theory. Decay constants in the last column satisfy
fΞ0

b
= f

Ξ−
b
. Taken from Ref. [54].

Multipluts B
ωc Working region Λ Baryon Mass Difference Decay constant

(GeV) (GeV) (GeV) (jP ) (GeV) (MeV) (GeV4)

[3̄F , 1, 0, λ]

Λb 2.19± 0.10 0.26 < T < 0.40 1.53+0.14
−0.09

Λb(1/2
−) 5.91+0.17

−0.13
4± 2

0.081+0.020
−0.018 (Λ0

b(1/2
−))

Λb(3/2
−) 5.91+0.17

−0.13 0.038+0.009
−0.008 (Λ0

b(3/2
−))

Ξb 2.36± 0.10 0.25 < T < 0.43 1.68+0.17
−0.07

Ξb(1/2
−) 6.10+0.20

−0.10
4± 2

0.110+0.030
−0.016 (Ξ−

b (1/2
−))

Ξb(3/2
−) 6.10+0.20

−0.10 0.052+0.014
−0.008 (Ξ−

b (3/2
−))

[3̄F , 0, 1, ρ]
Λb 2.33± 0.10 0.35 < T < 0.44 1.56+0.14

−0.16 Λb(1/2
−) 5.92+0.17

−0.19 - 0.059+0.013
−0.013 (Λ0

b(1/2
−))

Ξb 2.29± 0.10 T = 0.45, PC = 34% 1.72+0.07
−0.07 Ξb(1/2

−) 6.10+0.08
−0.08 - 0.078+0.011

−0.009 (Ξ−
b (1/2

−))

[3̄F , 1, 1, ρ]

Λb 2.17± 0.10 0.26 < T < 0.39 1.60+0.11
−0.08

Λb(1/2
−) 5.92+0.13

−0.10
8± 3

0.169+0.036
−0.027 (Λ0

b(1/2
−))

Λb(3/2
−) 5.92+0.13

−0.10 0.080+0.017
−0.013 (Λ0

b(3/2
−))

Ξb 2.32± 0.10 0.27 < T < 0.41 1.75+0.11
−0.09

Ξb(1/2
−) 6.09+0.13

−0.12
7± 3

0.222+0.069
−0.039 (Ξ−

b (1/2
−))

Ξb(3/2
−) 6.09+0.13

−0.12 0.105+0.033
−0.018 (Ξ−

b (3/2
−))

[3̄F , 2, 1, ρ]

Λb 2.17± 0.10 0.30 < T < 0.37 1.64+0.11
−0.11

Λb(3/2
−) 5.93+0.13

−0.13
17± 8

0.136+0.031
−0.029 (Λ0

b(1/2
−))

Λb(5/2
−) 5.94+0.13

−0.13 0.058+0.013
−0.012 (Λ0

b(5/2
−))

Ξb 2.31± 0.10 0.31 < T < 0.40 1.80+0.09
−0.10

Ξb(3/2
−) 6.10+0.15

−0.10
14± 7

0.184+0.038
−0.036 (Ξ−

b (3/2
−))

Ξb(5/2
−) 6.11+0.15

−0.10 0.078+0.160
−0.150 (Ξ−

b (5/2
−))

III. STRONG DECAY PROPERTIES

In this section we study strong decay properties of the
P -wave bottom baryons belonging to the SU(3) flavor 3̄F

representation through the light-cone sum rule method
within the framework of heavy quark effective theory. We
shall investigate their S/D-wave decays into ground-state
bottom baryons with light pseudoscalar/vector mesons:

(a1) Γ
[
Λb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + π
]
= Γ

[
Λ0
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Λ0
b + π0

]
, (6)

(a2) Γ
[
Λb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Σb + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ+
b + π− → Λ0

bπ
+ + π−

]
, (7)
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(a3) Γ
[
Λb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b + π → Λb + π + π

]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗+
b + π− → Λ0

b + π+ + π−
]
, (8)

(a4) Γ
[
Λb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + ρ→ Λb + π + π
]
= Γ

[
Λ0
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Λ0
b + π+ + π−

]
, (9)

(a5) Γ
[
Λb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Σb + ρ→ Σb + π + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ0
b + π+ + π−

]
, (10)

(a6) Γ
[
Λb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b + ρ→ Σ∗

b + π + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗0
b + π+ + π−

]
, (11)

(b1) Γ
[
Λb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + π
]
= Γ

[
Λ0
b [3/2

−] → Λ0
b + π0

]
, (12)

(b2) Γ
[
Λb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Σb + π → Λb + π + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ+
b + π− → Λ0

bπ
+ + π−

]
, (13)

(b3) Γ
[
Λb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b + π → Λb + π + π

]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗+
b + π− → Λ0

bπ
+ + π−

]
, (14)

(b4) Γ
[
Λb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + ρ→ Λb + π + π
]
= Γ

[
Λ0
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Λ0
b + π+ + π−

]
, (15)

(b5) Γ
[
Λb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Σb + ρ→ Σb + π + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ0
bπ

+ + π−
]
, (16)

(b6) Γ
[
Λb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b + ρ→ Σ∗

c + π + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Λ0
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗+
b + π+ + π−

]
, (17)

(c1) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + K̄
]
= Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Λ0
b +K−

]
, (18)

(c2) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξb + π
]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ0
b + π−

]
, (19)

(c3) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Σb + K̄
]
= 3× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ0
b +K−

]
, (20)

(c4) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ′
b + π

]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ′0
b + π−

]
, (21)

(c5) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b +K

]
= 3× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗0
b +K−

]
, (22)

(c6) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ∗
b + π → Ξb + π + π

]
=

9

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ∗0
b + π− → Ξ0

b + π0 + π−
]
, (23)

(c7) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + K̄∗ → Λb + K̄ + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Λ0
b +K− + π0

]
, (24)

(c8) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξb + ρ→ Ξc + π + π
]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ0
b + π0 + π−

]
, (25)

(c9) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b + K̄∗ → Σ∗

b + K̄ + π
]
= 9× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗0
b +K− + π0

]
, (26)

(c10) Γ
[
Ξb[1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ∗
b + ρ→ Ξ∗

b + π + π
]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [1/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ∗0
b + π0 + π−

]
, (27)

(d1) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + K̄
]
= Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Λ0
b +K−

]
, (28)

(d2) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξb + π
]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ0
b + π−

]
, (29)

(d3) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Σb + K̄
]
= 3× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ0
b +K−

]
, (30)

(d4) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ′
b + π

]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ′0
b + π−

]
, (31)

(d5) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b + K̄

]
= 3× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗0
b +K−

]
, (32)

(d6) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ∗
b + π → Ξb + π + π

]
=

9

2
× Γ

[
Ξ∗−
b [3/2−, 1P ] → Ξ∗0

b + π− → Ξ0
b + π0 + π−

]
, (33)

(d7) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Λb + K̄∗ → Λb + K̄ + π
]
= 3× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Λ0
b +K− + π0

]
, (34)

(d8) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξb + ρ→ Ξb + π + π
]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ0
b + π0 + π−

]
, (35)

(d9) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗
b + K̄∗ → Σ∗0

b + K̄ + π
]
= 9× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Σ∗0
b +K− + π0

]
, (36)
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(d10) Γ
[
Ξb[3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ∗
b + ρ→ Ξ∗

b + π + π
]
=

3

2
× Γ

[
Ξ−
b [3/2

−, 1P ] → Ξ∗0
b + π0 + π−

]
. (37)

Their partial decay widths can be evaluated through the
following Lagrangians:

LS
Xb(1/2

−)→Yb(1/2
+)P

(38)

= gSX̄b(1/2
−)Yb(1/2

+)P ,

LS
Xb(3/2

−)→Yb(3/2
+)P

(39)

= gSX̄bµ(3/2
−)Y µ

b (3/2+)P ,

LS
Xb(1/2

−)→Yb(1/2
+)V

(40)

= gSX̄b(1/2
−)γµγ5Yb(1/2

+)V µ ,

LS
Xb(1/2

−)→Yb(3/2
+)V

(41)

= gSX̄b(1/2
−)Y µ

b (3/2+)Vµ ,

LS
Xb(3/2

−)→Yb(1/2
+)V

(42)

= gSX̄µ
b (3/2

−)Yb(1/2
+)Vµ ,

LS
Xb(3/2

−)→Yb(3/2
+)V

(43)

= gSX̄ν
b (3/2

−)γµγ5Ybν(3/2
+)V µ ,

LS
Xb(5/2

−)→Yb(3/2
+)V

(44)

= gSX̄µν
b (5/2−)Ybµ(3/2

+)Vν

+ gSX̄νµ
b (5/2−)Ybµ(3/2

+)Vν ,

LD
Xb(1/2

−)→Yb(3/2
+)P

(45)

= gDX̄b(1/2
−)γµγ5Ybν(3/2

+)∂µ∂νP ,

LD
Xb(3/2

−)→Yb(1/2
+)P

(46)

= gDX̄bµ(3/2
−)γνγ5Yb(1/2

+)∂µ∂νP ,

LD
Xb(3/2

−)→Yb(3/2
+)P

(47)

= gDX̄bµ(3/2
−)Ybν(3/2

+)∂µ∂νP ,

LD
Xb(5/2

−)→Yb(1/2
+)P

(48)

= gDX̄bµν(5/2
−)Yb(1/2

+)∂µ∂νP ,

LD
Xb(5/2

−)→Yb(3/2
+)P

(49)

= gDX̄bµν(5/2
−)γργ5Y

µ
b (3/2+)∂ν∂ρP

+ gDX̄bµν(5/2
−)γργ5Y

ν
b (3/2+)∂µ∂ρP .

In the above expressions, S and D denote the S- and

D-wave decays, respectively; the fields X
(µν)
b and Y

(µ)
b

denote the P -wave and ground-state bottom baryons, re-
spectively.

We select the P -wave bottom baryon Λ0
b(3/2

−
) belong-

ing to the [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ] doublet as an example, and calcu-
late its D-wave decay into Σ+

b π
−. To achieve this, we

consider the two-point correlation function:

Πα(ω, ω′) (50)

=

∫
d4x e−ik·x ⟨0|Jα

3/2,−,Λ0
b ,1,1,ρ

(0)J̄Σ+
b
(x)|π−(q)⟩

=
1 + v/

2
Gα

Λ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ+

b π−(ω, ω
′) ,

where k′ = k + q, ω = v · k, and ω′ = v · k′.
At the hadron level, we write Gα

Λ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ+

b π− as

Gα
Λ0

b [
3
2
−]→Σ+

b π−(ω, ω
′) (51)

= gD
Λ0

b [
3
2
−]→Σ+

b π−

fΛ0
b [

3
2
−]fΣ+

b

(Λ̄Λ0
b [

3
2
−] − ω′)(Λ̄Σ+

b
− ω)

γαγ5 + · · · ,

where · · · contains other possible amplitudes.

At the quark-gluon level, we calculate Gα
Λ0

b [
3
2
−]→Σ+

b π− using the method of operator product expansion(OPE):

Gα
Λ0

b [
3
2
−]→Σ+

b π−(ω, ω
′) (52)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4× (− fπu0
4π2t3

ϕ2;π +
fπu0
64π2t

ϕ4;π(u0) +
fπm

2
πu0t

144(mu)
⟨q̄q⟩ϕσ3 (u0)

− fπm
2
πu0t

3

2304(mu)
⟨gsσGs⟩ϕσ3 (u0))× γαγ5 +

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 1

2
× ((

fπΦ4;π(α)α3u0
24π2t

+
fπΦ4;π(α)α2u0

24π2t
+
fπΦ4;π(α)α3u0

48π2t
+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)α3u0

48π2t
− fπΦ4;π(α)u0

24π2t
+
fπΦ4;π(α)α2

48π2t
+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)α2

48π2t

− fπΦ4;π(α)

48π2t
− fπΦ̃4;π(α)

48π2t
)− (

fπΦ4;π(α)u0
12π2t2(v · q)

+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)u0
4π2t2(v · q)

+
fπΨ4;π(α)u0
24π2t2(v · q)

+
fπΨ̃4;π(α)u0
8π2t2(v · q)

+
fπΦ4;π(α)

8π2t2(v · q)

+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)

24π2t2(v · q)
+

fπΦ4;π(α)

24π2t2(v · q)
− fπΦ̃4;π(α)

24π2t2(v · q)
))× γαγ5 .
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Then we perform the Borel transformation to both Eq. (51) at the hadron level and Eq. (53) at the quark-gluon level:

gD
Λ0

b [
3
2
−]→Σ+

b π−fΛ0
b [

3
2
−]fΣ+

b
e−

Λ̄
Λ0
b
[ 3
2
−

]

T1 e−
Λ̄
Σ
+
b

T2 (53)

= 4× (−fπu0
4π2

T 4f3(
ωc

T
)ϕ2;π(u0)|u0=

1
2
+
fπu0
64π2

T 2f1(
ωc

T
)ϕ4;π(u0)u0|u0=

1
2
+
fπm

2
πu0

144(mu)
⟨q̄q⟩ϕσ3 (u0)|u0=

1
2

− fπm
2
πu0

2304(mu)
T−2⟨gsσGs⟩ϕσ3 (u0)|u0=

1
2
) +

1

2
× (f1(

ωc

T
)

∫ 1
2

0

dα2

∫ 1−α2

1
2−α2

T 2

α3
(
fπΦ4;π(α)α3u0

24π2
+
fπΦ4;π(α)α2u0

24π2

+
fπΦ4;π(α)α3u0

48π2
+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)α3u0

48π2
− fπΦ4;π(α)u0

24π2
+
fπΦ4;π(α)α2

48π2
+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)α2

48π2
− fπΦ4;π(α)

48π2
− fπΦ̃4;π(α)

48π2
))

− 1

2
× (f1(

ωc

T
)

∫ 1
2

0

dα2

∫ 1−α2

1
2−α2

dα3
u0T

2

α4
(
fπΦ4;π(α)u0

12π2
+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)u0

4π2
+
fπΨ4;π(α)u0

24π2
+
fπΨ̃4;π(α)u0

8π2

+
fπΦ4;π(α)

8π2
+
fπΦ̃4;π(α)

24π2
+
fπΦ4;π(α)

24π2
− fπΦ̃4;π(α)

24π2
)) .

In the above expressions, fn(x) ≡ 1 − e−x
∑n

k=0
xk

k! ; the
parameters ω and ω′ are transformed to be T1 and T2, re-
spectively; we select the symmetric point T1 = T2 = 2T
so that u0 = T1

T1+T2
= 1

2 ; we choose ωc = 2.17 GeV

to be the averaged threshold value of the Λ0
b(3/2

−
) and

Σ+
b (3/2

+) mass sum rules; we select 0.26 GeV < T <

0.39 GeV to be the Borel window of the Λ0
b(3/2

−
) mass

sum rule. The light-cone distribution amplitudes con-
tained in the above sum rule expressions can be found in
Refs. [77–84].

In the present work we use the following values for var-
ious quark and gluon parameters at the renormalization
scale 1 GeV [68, 69, 85–90]:

⟨q̄q⟩ = −(0.24± 0.01)3 GeV3 ,

⟨s̄s⟩ = (0.8± 0.1)× ⟨q̄q⟩ ,
⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ =M2

0 × ⟨q̄q⟩ , (54)

⟨gss̄σGs⟩ =M2
0 × ⟨s̄s⟩ ,

M2
0 = 0.8 GeV2 ,

⟨g2sGG⟩ = (0.48± 0.14) GeV4 .

As depicted in Fig. 3, we extract the coupling constant
from Eq. (53) to be

gD
Λ0

b [
3
2
−]→Σ+

b π− = 1.36 +0.11
−0.10

+0.25
−0.15

+0.28
−0.23

+0.48
−0.49 GeV−2

= 1.36+0.94
−0.70 GeV−2 ,

where the uncertainties come from the Borel mass, pa-
rameters of Σ+

b (1/2
+), parameters of Λ0

b(3/2
−
), and var-

ious QCD parameters given in Eqs. (54), respectively.
The D-wave decay widths of P -wave bottom baryons

can be calculated through the Lagrangian given in
Eq. (47):

ΓD
(
Λb(3/2

−) → Σb + π
)

(55)

≡ 3× ΓD
(
Λ0
b(3/2

−) → Σ+
b + π−)

0.26 0.29 0.32 0.35 0.39 0.42 0.45
0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

Borel Mass [GeV]

g
D
(Λ
b0
[3
/2

-
]→

Σ
b+
π

-
)
[G
eV

-
2
]

FIG. 3: Coupling constant gD
Λ0
b
[ 3
2
−
]→Σ+

b
π− with respect to the

Borel mass T . Here the bottom baryon doublet [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ] is
investigated.

=
3|p⃗2|g20→1+2

32πm2
0

× Tr[(p0/+m0)γ5γβ1(p1/+m1)γβ2γ5]

× (gα1α2
− 1

3
γα2

γα1
− pα2

0 γα1 − pα1
0 γα2

3m0
− 2pα2

0 pα1
0

3m2
0

)

× pα1
2 pα2

2 pβ1

2 p
β2

2 ,

where 0, 1, and 2 denote Λ0
b(3/2

−), Σ0
b(1/2

+), and π−,
respectively. Numerically, we obtain

ΓD
Λ0

b [
3
2
−]→Σcπ

= 1.67+3.08
−1.27 × 10−3 MeV . (56)

Similarly, we study the four SU(3) flavor 3̄F bottom
baryon multiplets, [3̄F , 1, 0, λ], [3̄F , 0, 1, ρ], [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ],
and [3̄F , 2, 1, ρ]. We systematically study their D-wave
decays into ground-state bottom baryons with light pseu-
doscalar mesons and S-wave decays into ground-state
bottom baryons with light vector mesons. The relevant
sum rule equations are listed in Appendix A, and the
obtained results are summarized in Table II.
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TABLE II: Decay properties of the P -wave bottom baryons belonging to the SU(3) flavor 3̄F representation. Radiative decay
widths are given in the eighth column for the excited Λ0

b and Ξ0
b baryons [55].

Multiplets
B Mass Difference

Decay channels
gS/D Decay width Total width

Candidate
(jP ) (GeV) (MeV) (GeV−2) (MeV) (MeV)

[3̄F , 1, 0, λ]

Λb(
1
2

−
)5.91+0.17

−0.13

4± 2

Λb(
1
2

−
) → Σbπ → Λbππg

S = 17.98+10.06
−11.67 0 ∼ 32000

ΓEM = 0.45+5.90
−0.41

–Λb(
1
2

−
) → Σ∗

bπ → Λbππ gD = 3.28+1.75
−1.05 0.0+2.6

−0.0 × 10−5

ΓTotal = 0 ∼ 32000
Λb(

1
2

−
) → Λbρ → Λbππ gS = 1.83+0.74

−0.52 0.0+7.0
−0.0

Λb(
3
2

−
)5.91+0.17

−0.13

Λb(
3
2

−
) → Σ∗

bπ → Λbππ
gS = 8.62+4.34

−4.81 0 ∼ 6800

gD = 2.32+1.22
−0.73 0 ∼ 20 ΓEM = 0.22+3.70

−0.22
–

Λb(
3
2

−
) → Σbπ gD = 4.03+2.09

−1.40 2.0+98.0
− 2.0 × 10−2 ΓTotal = 0 ∼ 6800

Λb(
3
2

−
) → Λbρ → Λππ gS = 2.58+1.02

−0.71 0.0+0.5
−0.0

Ξb(
1
2

−
)6.10+0.20

−0.10

4± 2

Ξb(
1
2

−
) → Ξ′

bπ gS = 12.05+6.72
−5.71 2800+8200

−2800 ΓEM = 1.8+17.0
− 1.8

–Ξb(
1
2

−
) → Ξ∗

bπ → Ξbππ gD = 1.98+1.12
−0.67 0.0+2.0

−0.0 × 10−6

ΓTotal = 2800+8200
−2800

Ξb(
1
2

−
) → Ξbρ → Ξbππ gS = 1.32+0.47

−0.37 0.0+1.4
−0.0

Ξb(
3
2

−
)6.10+0.20

−0.10

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξ′

bπ gD = 2.42+1.28
−0.83 0.0+2.0

−0.0

ΓEM = 0.70+6.20
−0.70

–
Ξb(

3
2

−
) → Ξ∗

bπ
gS = 5.73+2.94

−3.21 330+2000
− 330

ΓTotal = 330+2000
− 330gD = 1.40+0.73

−0.49 0.0+2.0
−0.0

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξbρ → Ξbππ gS = 1.86+0.68

−0.52 0.0+1.0
−0.0

[3̄F , 0, 1, ρ]

Λb(
1
2

−
)5.92+0.17

−0.19 – – – – – –

Ξb(
1
2

−
)6.10+0.08

−0.08 – Ξb(
1
2

−
) → Ξbπ gS = 13.90+5.00

−6.57 12000+10000
− 9300

ΓEM = 12.0+10.0
− 9.0

–
ΓTotal = 12000+10000

− 9300

[3̄F , 1, 1, ρ]

Λb(
1
2

−
)5.92+0.13

−0.10

8± 3

Λb(
1
2

−
) → Σbπ → Λbππ gS = 0.84+1.49

−0.51 2.0+13.0
− 2.0 × 10−3

ΓEM = 0.03+0.08
−0.03

Λb(5912)
0Λb(

1
2

−
) → Σ∗

bπ → Λbππ gD = 0.49+1.14
−0.24 2.3+22.0

− 2.3 × 10−8

ΓTotal = 0.03+0.09
−0.03

Λb(
1
2

−
) → Λbρ → Λbππ gS = 1.97+3.20

−1.02 1.4+8.4
−1.1 × 10−4

Λb(
3
2

−
)5.92+0.13

−0.10

Λb(
3
2

−
) → Σ∗

bπ → Λbππ
gS = 0.80+1.54

−0.45 4.7+29.0
− 3.8 × 10−3

gD = 0.79+0.33
−0.38 9.7+26.0

− 5.9 × 10−6 ΓEM = 0.06+0.14
−0.05

Λb(5920)
0

Λb(
3
2

−
) → Σbπ gD = 1.36+0.61

−0.66 1.7+2.1
−1.2 × 10−3 ΓTotal = 0.06+0.17

−0.05

Λb(
3
2

−
) → Λbρ → Λππ gS = 0.98+0.97

−0.98 4.9+14.0
− 4.9 × 10−5

Ξb(
1
2

−
)6.09+0.13

−0.12

7± 3

Ξb(
1
2

−
) → Ξ′

bπ gS = 0.52+1.02
−0.34 4.0+26.0

− 4.0 ΓEM = 0.05+0.10
−0.05

Ξb(6087)
0Ξb(

1
2

−
) → Ξ∗

bπ → Ξbππ gD = 0.60+0.66
−0.31 3.0+10.0

− 2.1 × 10−9

ΓTotal = 4.0+26.0
− 4.0

Ξb(
1
2

−
) → Ξbρ → Ξbππ gS = 1.40+2.41

−0.66 1.9+12.0
− 1.4 × 10−4

Ξb(
3
2

−
)6.09+0.12

−0.12

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξ′

bπ gD = 1.02+0.57
−0.46 2.4+3.4

−1.7 × 10−4

ΓEM = 0.09+0.17
−0.09 Ξb(6095)

0

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξ∗

bπ
gS = 0.50+1.03

−0.30 0.6+5.4
−0.6

ΓTotal = 0.70+5.60
−0.70 Ξb(6100)

−
gD = 0.59+0.32

−0.27 6.0+8.0
−4.2 × 10−5

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξbρ → Ξbππ gS = 0.60+0.64

−0.60 4.1+14.0
− 4.1 × 10−5

[3̄F , 2, 1, ρ]

Λb(
3
2

−
)
5.93+0.13

−0.13

17± 8

Λb(
3
2

−
) → Σbπ gD = 2.75+1.31

−1.26 3.6+4.0
−3.6 × 10−3

ΓEM = 0.08+0.56
−0.08

–
Λb(

3
2

−
) → Σ∗

bπ → Λbππ
gS = 0.38+0.56

−0.35 0.0+11.0
− 0.0 ΓTotal = 0.0+11.0

− 0.0
gD = 1.58+0.78

−0.69 1.7+2.1
−1.7 × 10−4

Λb(
5
2

−
)5.94+0.13

−0.13

Λb(
5
2

−
) → Σbπ gD = 2.59+1.25

−2.59 9.0+4.3
−9.0 × 10−5 ΓEM = 0.01+0.08

−0.01
–

Λb(
5
2

−
) → Σ∗

bπ gD = 0.25+0.12
−0.25 1.5+1.8

−1.5 × 10−6 ΓTotal = 0.01+0.08
−0.01

Ξb(
3
2

−
)6.10+0.15

−0.10

14± 7

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξ⋆

bπ
gS = 0.23+0.20

−0.20 0.40+3.00
−0.40

ΓEM = 0.15+0.55
−0.15

–
gD = 1.09+0.49

−0.45 0.00+0.50
−0.00

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξbπ gD = 3.07+1.03

−0.89 1.0+9.0
−1.0 ΓTotal = 1.4+12.0

− 1.4

Ξb(
3
2

−
) → Ξ′

bπ gD = 1.89+0.84
−0.77 0.00+0.40

−0.00

Ξb(
5
2

−
)6.11+0.15

−0.10

Ξb(
5
2

−
) → Ξbπ gD = 4.35+1.44

−1.27 1.0+7.0
−1.0 ΓEM = 0.02+0.07

−0.02
–Ξb(

5
2

−
) → Ξ′

bπ gD = 1.79+0.77
−0.70 0.00+0.20

−0.00 ΓTotal = 1.0+7.0
−1.0

Ξb(
5
2

−
) → Ξ∗

bπ gD = 0.17+0.08
−0.08 0.00+0.01

−0.00
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IV. DISCUSSIONS AND SUMMARY

In this paper we have studied strong decay properties
of the P -wave bottom baryons belonging to the SU(3)
flavor 3̄F representation through the light-cone sum rule
method within the framework of heavy quark effective
theory. We have systematically calculated their D-wave
decays into ground-state bottom baryons with light pseu-
doscalar mesons and S-wave decays into ground-state
bottom baryons with light vector mesons. The extracted
decay widths are presented in Table II for the four
SU(3) flavor 3̄F bottom baryon multiplets, [3̄F , 1, 0, λ],
[3̄F , 0, 1, ρ], [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ], and [3̄F , 2, 1, ρ].
In addition, their mass spectrum has been calculated

in Ref. [53], their S-wave decays into ground-state bot-
tom baryons with light pseudoscalar mesons have been
calculated in Ref. [54], and their radiative decays have
been calculated in Ref. [55]. Altogether, a rather com-
plete investigation has been performed on the P -wave
bottom baryons of the SU(3) flavor 3̄F , from which we
can understand them as a whole:

• The [3̄F , 1, 0, λ] doublet contains four excited bot-

tom baryons, Λb(1/2
−
), Λb(3/2

−
), Ξb(1/2

−
), and

Ξb(3/2
−
). The former two Λb baryons can be used

to explain the Λb(5912)
0 and Λb(5920)

0, but the
latter two Ξb baryons are not easy to explain the
Ξb(6087)

0 and Ξb(6095)
0/Ξb(6100)

−. Note that
the large uncertainties of our theoretical results are
due to the fact that the relevant phase spaces are
highly uncertain.

• The [3̄F , 0, 1, ρ] singlet contains two excited bot-

tom baryons, Λb(1/2
−
) and Ξb(1/2

−
). These two

baryons are not easy to be observed in experiments.

• The [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ] doublet contains four excited bot-

tom baryons, Λb(1/2
−
), Λb(3/2

−
), Ξb(1/2

−
), and

Ξb(3/2
−
). We can use this doublet to well ex-

plain the four excited bottom baryons Λb(5912)
0,

Λb(5920)
0, Ξb(6087)

0, and Ξb(6095)
0/Ξb(6100)

− as
a whole.

• The [3̄F , 2, 1, ρ] doublet contains four excited bot-

tom baryons, Λb(3/2
−
), Λb(5/2

−
), Ξb(3/2

−
), and

Ξb(5/2
−
). We can use this doublet to further pre-

dict two Λb baryons and two Ξb baryons. Since
this is a ρ-mode doublet, its experimental search
can verify not only our approach, but also the ex-
istence of the ρ-mode.

Summarizing this paper, we systematically investigate
the P -wave bottom baryons of the SU(3) flavor 3F to
arrive at four Λb and four Ξb baryons, which have lim-
ited widths (less than 100 MeV) and so capable of being
observed in experiments. Their masses, mass splittings
within the same multiplets, and strong/radiative decay
properties are summarized in Table II for future experi-
mental searching.
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Appendix A: Sum rule equations

In this appendix we list the sum rule equations derived in the present study. For completeness, the sum rule
equations derived in Ref. [54] are also listed here.

The sum rule equation for the Λ+
b (1/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 0, λ] is

GΛ+
b [ 12

−]→Σ+
b π−(ω, ω

′) =
gΛ+

b [ 12
−]→Σ+

b π−fΛ0
b [

1
2
−]fΣ+

b

(Λ̄Λ0
b [

1
2
−] − ω′)(Λ̄Σ+

b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 8×
(

3fπm
2
π

4π2t4(mu +md)
ϕp3;π(u)−

ifπm
2
πv · q

8π2t3(mu +md)
ϕσ3;π(u) +

ifπ
16tv · q

⟨q̄q⟩ψ4;π(u) +
ifπt

256v · q
⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ψ4;π(u)

)
.

The sum rule equation for the Λ0
b(3/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 0, λ] is

GΛ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ∗+

b π−(ω, ω
′) =

gΛ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ∗+

b π−fΛ0
b [

3
2
−]fΣ∗+

b

(Λ̄Λ0
b [

3
2
−] − ω′)(Λ̄Σ∗+

b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 8×
(
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− fπm
2
π

6π2t4(mu +md)
ϕp3;π(u) +

ifπm
2
πv · q

36π2t3(mu +md)
ϕσ3;π(u)−

ifπ
72tv · q

⟨q̄q⟩ψ4;π(u)−
ifπt

1152v · q
⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ψ4;π(u)

)
.

The sum rule equations for the Ξ−
b (1/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 0, λ] are

GΞ−
b [ 12

−]→Ξ′0
b π−(ω, ω

′) =
gΞ−

b [ 12
−]→Ξ′0

b π−fΞ−
b [ 12

−]fΞ′0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 12

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ′0
b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

3fπm
2
π

4π2t4(mu +md)
ϕp3;π(u)−

ifπm
2
πv · q

8π2t3(mu +md)
ϕσ3;π(u) +

ifπ
16tv · q

⟨s̄s⟩ψ4;π(u) +
ifπt

256v · q
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ4;π(u)

+
3ifπ

16π2t3v · q
msψ4;π(u) +

fπm
2
π

32(mu +md)
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕp3;π(u)−

ifπm
2
πtv · q

192(mu +md)
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕσ3;π(u)

)
,

GΞ−
b [ 12

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−(ω, ω
′) =

gΞ−
b [ 12

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−fΞ−
b [ 12

−]fΞ0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 12

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ0
b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

if
∥
ρmρ

4π2t4
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

8π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

4π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

8π2t4(v · q)2
ψ
∥
4;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

64π2t2
ϕ
∥
4;ρ(u)

−
if⊥ρ m

2
ρ

48
⟨s̄s⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
if⊥ρ m

2
ρt

2

768
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
if⊥ρ m

2
ρ

16π2t2
msψ

∥
3;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρmρ

96
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥2;ρ(u)

−
if

∥
ρm3

ρ

192(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥2;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

96(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥3;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρt
2

1536
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥4;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

192(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ψ∥

4;ρ(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 4×
(

−
if

∥
ρm3

ρ

8π2t2
Φ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

16π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

8π2t2
Φ̃

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

16π2t2
Ψ̃

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρu

4π2t2
Φ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρu

8π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)

)
.

The sum rule equations for the Ξ−
b (3/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 0, λ] are

GΞ−
b [ 32

−]→Ξ∗0
b π−(ω, ω

′) =
gΞ−

b [ 32
−]→Ξ∗0

b π−fΞ−
b [ 32

−]fΞ∗0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 32

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ∗0
b

− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

− fπm
2
π

6π2t4(mu +md)
ϕp3;π(u) +

ifπm
2
πv · q

36π2t3(mu +md)
ϕσ3;π(u)−

ifπ
72tv · q

⟨s̄s⟩ψ4;π(u)−
ifπt

1152v · q
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ4;π(u)

− ifπ
24π2t3v · q

msψ4;π(u)−
fπm

2
π

144(mu +md)
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕp3;π(u) +

ifπm
2
πtv · q

864(mu +md)
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕσ3;π(u)

)
,

GΞ−
b [ 32

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−(ω, ω
′) =

gΞ−
b [ 32

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−fΞ−
b [ 32

−]fΞ0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 32

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ0
b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

if
∥
ρmρ

6π2t4
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

12π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

6π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

12π2t4(v · q)2
ψ
∥
4;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

96π2t2
ϕ
∥
4;ρ(u)

−
if⊥ρ m

2
ρ

72
⟨s̄s⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
if⊥ρ m

2
ρt

2

1152
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
if⊥ρ m

2
ρ

24π2t2
msψ

∥
3;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρmρ

144
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥2;ρ(u)

−
if

∥
ρm3

ρ

288(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥2;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

144(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥3;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρt
2

2304
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥4;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

288(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ψ∥

4;ρ(u)
)
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+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 4×
(

−
if

∥
ρm3

ρ

12π2t2
Φ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

24π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

12π2t2
Φ̃

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

24π2t2
Ψ̃

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρu

6π2t2
Φ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρu

12π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)

)
.

The sum rule equation for the Ξ−
b (1/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 0, 1, ρ] is

GΞ−
b [ 12

−]→Ξ0
bπ

−(ω, ω
′) =

gΞ−
b [ 12

−]→Ξ0
bπ

−fΞ−
b [ 12

−]fΞ0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 12

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ0
b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

− 3fπm
2
π

4π2t4(mu +md)
ϕp3;π(u) +

ifπm
2
πv · q

8π2t3(mu +md)
ϕσ3;π(u)−

ifπ
16tv · q

⟨s̄s⟩ψ4;π(u)−
ifπt

256v · q
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ4;π(u)

− 3ifπ
16π2t3v · q

msψ4;π(u)−
fπm

2
π

32(mu +md)
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕp3;π(u) +

ifπm
2
πtv · q

192(mu +md)
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕσ3;π(u)

)
.

The sum rule equation for the Λ0
b(1/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ] is

GΛ0
b [

1
2
−]→Σ+

b π−(ω, ω
′) =

gΛ0
b [

1
2
−]→Σ+

b π−fΛ0
b [

1
2
−]fΣ+

b

(Λ̄Λ0
b [

1
2
−] − ω′)(Λ̄Σ+

b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 8×
(

3ifπv · q
2π2t4

ϕ2;π(u) +
3ifπv · q
32π2t2

ϕ4;π(u) +
3ifπ

2π2t4v · q
ψ4;π(u) +

ifπm
2
πv · q

24(mu +md)
⟨q̄q⟩ϕσ3;π(u)

+
ifπm

2
πt

2v · q
384(mu +md)

⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ϕσ3;π(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 8×
(

3ifπv · q
8π2t2

Φ4;π(α)−
ifπv · q
4π2t2

Ψ4;π(α) +
ifπv · q
8π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α) +
ifπv · q
4π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α) +
ifπuv · q
4π2t2

Φ4;π(α) +
ifπuv · q
2π2t2

Ψ4;π(α)
)
.

One of the sum rule equations for the Λ0
b(3/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ] has been given in Eq. (53), and the other

is

GΛ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ∗+

b π−(ω, ω
′) =

gΛ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ∗+

b π−fΛ0
b [

3
2
−]fΣ∗+

b

(Λ̄Λ0
b [

3
2
−] − ω′)(Λ̄Σ∗+

b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 8×
(

−fπv · q
3π2t4

ϕ2;π(u)−
fπv · q
48π2t2

ϕ4;π(u)−
fπ

3π2t4v · q
ψ4;π(u)−

fπm
2
πv · q

108(mu +md)
⟨q̄q⟩ϕσ3;π(u)

− fπm
2
πt

2v · q
1728(mu +md)

⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ϕσ3;π(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 8×
(

− fπv · q
24π2t2

Φ4;π(α) +
5fπv · q
72π2t2

Ψ4;π(α)−
fπv · q
72π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α)−
5fπv · q
72π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)

−fπuv · q
36π2t2

Φ4;π(α)−
7fπuv · q
72π2t2

Ψ4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
12π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
24π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)
)
.
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The sum rule equation for the Ξ−
b (1/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ] is

GΞ−
b [ 12

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−(ω, ω
′) =

gΞ−
b [ 12

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−fΞ−
b [ 12

−]fΞ0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 12

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ0
b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

−
f⊥ρ v · q
2π2t4

ϕ⊥2;ρ(u) +
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

2π2t4v · q
ϕ⊥2;ρ(u)−

f⊥ρ m
2
ρ

2π2t4v · q
ψ⊥
4;ρ(u)−

f⊥ρ m
2
ρv · q

32π2t2
ϕ⊥4;ρ(u) +

f
∥
ρmρv · q

48
⟨s̄s⟩ψ⊥

3;ρ(u)

+
f
∥
ρmρt

2v · q
768

⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ⊥
3;ρ(u) +

f
∥
ρmρv · q
16π2t2

msψ
⊥
3;ρ(u)−

f⊥ρ v · q
48

ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u) +
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

48v · q
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u)

−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

48v · q
ms⟨s̄s⟩ψ⊥

4;ρ(u)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρt

2v · q
768

ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥4;ρ(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 4×
(

−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρv · q

8π2t2
Ψ⊥

4;ρ(α) +
f⊥ρ m

2
ρv · q

8π2t2
Ψ̃⊥

4;ρ(α)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρuv · q

8π2t2
Φ⊥1

4;ρ(α) +
f⊥ρ m

2
ρuv · q

8π2t2
Φ⊥2

4;ρ(α)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρuv · q

4π2t2
Ψ̃⊥

4;ρ(α)
)
.

The sum rule equations for the Ξ−
b (3/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 1, 1, ρ] are

GΞ−
b [ 32

−]→Ξ∗0
b π−(ω, ω

′) =
gΞ−

b [ 32
−]→Ξ∗0

b π−fΞ−
b [ 32

−]fΞ∗0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 32

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ∗0
b

− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

−fπv · q
3π2t4

ϕ2;π(u)−
fπv · q
48π2t2

ϕ4;π(u)−
fπ

3π2t4v · q
ψ4;π(u)−

fπm
2
πv · q

108(mu +md)
⟨s̄s⟩ϕσ3;π(u)

− fπm
2
πt

2v · q
1728(mu +md)

⟨gss̄σGs⟩ϕσ3;π(u)−
fπm

2
πv · q

36π2t2(mu +md)
msϕ

σ
3;π(u)−

fπv · q
72

ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ2;π(u)

−fπt
2v · q

1152
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ4;π(u)−

fπ
72v · q

ms⟨s̄s⟩ψ4;π(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 4×
(

− fπv · q
24π2t2

Φ4;π(α) +
5fπv · q
72π2t2

Ψ4;π(α)−
fπv · q
72π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α)−
5fπv · q
72π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)

−fπuv · q
36π2t2

Φ4;π(α)−
7fπuv · q
72π2t2

Ψ4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
12π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
24π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)
)
,

GΞ−
b [ 32

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−(ω, ω
′) =

gΞ−
b [ 32

−]→Ξ0
bρ

−fΞ−
b [ 32

−]fΞ0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 32

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ0
b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 4×
(

f⊥ρ v · q
3π2t4

ϕ⊥2;ρ(u)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

3π2t4v · q
ϕ⊥2;ρ(u) +

f⊥ρ m
2
ρ

3π2t4v · q
ψ⊥
4;ρ(u) +

f⊥ρ m
2
ρv · q

48π2t2
ϕ⊥4;ρ(u)−

f
∥
ρmρv · q

72
⟨s̄s⟩ψ⊥

3;ρ(u)

−f
∥
ρmρt

2v · q
1152

⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ⊥
3;ρ(u)−

f
∥
ρmρv · q
24π2t2

msψ
⊥
3;ρ(u) +

f⊥ρ v · q
72

ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

72v · q
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u)

+
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

72v · q
ms⟨s̄s⟩ψ⊥

4;ρ(u) +
f⊥ρ m

2
ρt

2v · q
1152

ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥4;ρ(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 4×
(

f⊥ρ m
2
ρv · q

12π2t2
Ψ⊥

4;ρ(α)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρv · q

12π2t2
Ψ̃⊥

4;ρ(α) +
f⊥ρ m

2
ρuv · q

12π2t2
Φ⊥1

4;ρ(α)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρuv · q

12π2t2
Φ⊥2

4;ρ(α) +
f⊥ρ m

2
ρuv · q

6π2t2
Ψ̃⊥

4;ρ(α)
)
.
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The sum rule equation for the Λ0
b(3/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 2, 1, ρ] is

GΛ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ∗+

b π−(ω, ω
′) =

gΛ0
b [

3
2
−]→Σ∗+

b π−fΛ0
b [

3
2
−]fΣ∗+

b

(Λ̄Λ0
b [

3
2
−] − ω′)(Λ̄Σ∗+

b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 8×
(

fπv · q
24π2t2

Φ4;π(α) +
fπv · q
24π2t2

Ψ4;π(α)−
fπv · q
24π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α)−
fπv · q
24π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)

−fπuv · q
12π2t2

Φ4;π(α)−
fπuv · q
24π2t2

Ψ4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
12π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
24π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)
)
.

The sum rule equation for the Λ−
b (5/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 2, 1, ρ] is

GΛ0
b [

5
2
−]→Σ∗+

b ρ−(ω, ω
′) =

gΛ0
b [

5
2
−]→Σ∗+

b ρ−fΛ+
b [ 52

−]fΣ∗+
b

(Λ̄Λ0
b [

5
2
−] − ω′)(Λ̄Σ∗+

b
− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 8×
(

−3if
∥
ρmρ

10π2t4
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u) +

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

20π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u) +

3if
∥
ρmρ

10π2t4
ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

10π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

3f
∥
ρmρv · q
40π2t3

ψ⊥
3;ρ(u)

−
3if

∥
ρm3

ρ

160π2t2
ϕ
∥
4;ρ(u) +

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

20π2t4(v · q)2
ψ
∥
4;ρ(u) +

f⊥ρ m
2
ρ

40tv · q
⟨q̄q⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u) +

if⊥ρ m
2
ρ

40
⟨q̄q⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

40tv · q
⟨q̄q⟩ψ⊥

4;ρ(u)

+
f⊥ρ m

2
ρt

640v · q
⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u) +

if⊥ρ m
2
ρt

2

640
⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρt

640v · q
⟨gsq̄σGq⟩ψ⊥

4;ρ(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 8×
(

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

40π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

40π2t2
Ψ̃

∥
4;ρ(α) +

3if
∥
ρm3

ρu

20π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)

)
.

The sum rule equation for the Ξ−
b (3/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 2, 1, ρ] is

GΞ−
b [ 32

−]→Ξ∗0
b π−(ω, ω

′) =
gΞ−

b [ 32
−]→Ξ∗0

b π−fΞ−
b [ 32

−]fΞ∗0
b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 32

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ∗0
b

− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 4×
(

fπv · q
24π2t2

Φ4;π(α) +
fπv · q
24π2t2

Ψ4;π(α)−
fπv · q
24π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α)−
fπv · q
24π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)

−fπuv · q
12π2t2

Φ4;π(α)−
fπuv · q
24π2t2

Ψ4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
12π2t2

Φ̃4;π(α) +
fπuv · q
24π2t2

Ψ̃4;π(α)
)
.

The sum rule equation for the Ξ−
b (5/2

−
) belonging to [3̄F , 2, 1, ρ] is

GΞ−
b [ 52

−]→Ξ∗+
c ρ−(ω, ω

′) =
gΞ−

b [ 52
−]→Ξ∗+

c ρ−fΞ0
c[

5
2
−]fΞ∗0

b

(Λ̄Ξ−
b [ 52

−] − ω′)(Λ̄Ξ∗0
b

− ω)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

duei(1−u)ω′teiuωt × 8×
(

−3if
∥
ρmρ

10π2t4
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u) +

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

20π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ
∥
2;ρ(u) +

3if
∥
ρmρ

10π2t4
ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

10π2t4(v · q)2
ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

3f
∥
ρmρv · q
40π2t3

ψ⊥
3;ρ(u)

−
3if

∥
ρm3

ρ

160π2t2
ϕ
∥
4;ρ(u) +

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

20π2t4(v · q)2
ψ
∥
4;ρ(u) +

f⊥ρ m
2
ρ

40tv · q
⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u) +

if⊥ρ m
2
ρ

40
⟨s̄s⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

40tv · q
⟨s̄s⟩ψ⊥

4;ρ(u)
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+
f⊥ρ m

2
ρt

640v · q
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ϕ⊥2;ρ(u) +

if⊥ρ m
2
ρt

2

640
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ∥

3;ρ(u)−
f⊥ρ m

2
ρt

640v · q
⟨gss̄σGs⟩ψ⊥

4;ρ(u) +
3f⊥ρ m

2
ρ

40π2t3v · q
msϕ

⊥
2;ρ(u)

+
3if⊥ρ m

2
ρ

40π2t2
msψ

∥
3;ρ(u)−

3f⊥ρ m
2
ρ

40π2t3v · q
msψ

⊥
4;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρmρ

80
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥2;ρ(u) +

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

160(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥2;ρ(u)

+
if

∥
ρmρ

80
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

if
∥
ρm3

ρ

80(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ⊥3;ρ(u)−

f
∥
ρmρtv · q

320
ms⟨s̄s⟩ψ⊥

3;ρ(u)−
if

∥
ρm3

ρt
2

1280
ms⟨s̄s⟩ϕ∥4;ρ(u)

+
if

∥
ρm3

ρ

160(v · q)2
ms⟨s̄s⟩ψ∥

4;ρ(u)
)

+

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

0

du

∫
Dαeiω

′t(α2+uα3)eiωt(1−α2−uα3) × 8×
(

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

40π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)−

3if
∥
ρm3

ρ

40π2t2
Ψ̃

∥
4;ρ(α) +

3if
∥
ρm3

ρu

20π2t2
Ψ

∥
4;ρ(α)

)
.
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