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In this work, we investigate the heavy-flavor conserving weak decays of charmed baryons, specifically the
processes Ξc → Λcπ and Ωc → Ξcπ, where the pole model is employed to account for the nonfactorizable
contributions. Additionally, the nonperturbative parameters involved are determined within the framework of
the nonrelativistic quark model, utilizing exact baryon wave functions obtained by solving the Schrödinger
equation with a nonrelativistic potential. By considering the mixing angle θ ∈ (24.4◦, 32.4◦) for Ξc −Ξ

′
c mixing,

we find that the experimental data can be effectively reproduced. Furthermore, we estimate the branching ratios:
B(Ξ+c → Λ

+
c π

0) = (8.69 ∼ 9.79) × 10−3, B(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−) = (11.3 ∼ 12.1) × 10−3, and B(Ω0

c → Ξ
+
c π

0) = (4.67 ∼
5.23) × 10−3. These predictions can be tested in ongoing experiments at LHCb, Belle II, and BESIII.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of nonleptonic decays of charmed baryons of-
fers valuable insights into both the weak decay mechanisms
and the nonperturbative effects in QCD. However, due to the
complexity of the nonperturbative nature of low-energy QCD,
theoretical developments have been challenging and remain
incomplete. For charmed baryon nonleptonic decays, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1, the topological diagrams consist of the exter-
nal W-emission diagram (T ), the internal W-emission diagram
(C), the inner W-emission diagram (C′), and the W-exchange
diagrams (E1,2,3), at tree level. Among these, T and C are fac-
torizable, while C′ and E1,2,3 are nonfactorizable [1]. The fac-
torizable contributions can often be estimated under the naı̈ve
factorization assumption, though this is a rough approxima-
tion. In contrast, the nonfactorizable contributions are more
difficult to calculate. To address this, several approaches have
been developed, including the pole model [2–15], QCD sum
rules [16, 17], and SU(3) flavor symmetry [18–29], which are
employed to study these decays.

Particularly for charmed baryon nonleptonic decays, the
heavy-flavor-conserving (HFC) processes Ξc → Λcπ and
Ωc → Ξcπ provide a simpler way to investigate the under-
lying mechanisms. To assess the nonfactorizable contribu-
tions, a series of theoretical studies have been conducted us-
ing the pole model [11–13, 15]. In the framework of the
pole model, the nonfactorizable S-wave parity-violating (PV)
amplitudes primarily arise from low-lying JP = 1/2− poles,
while nonfactorizable P-wave parity-conserving (PC) ampli-
tudes are dominated by ground-state poles [2]. Within this
approach, the authors of Ref. [11] evaluated the contribu-
tions to nonfactorizable PV amplitudes by considering vari-
ous negative-parity charmed baryons, using the nonrelativis-
tic quark model (NRQM). However, for HFC weak decays,
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the application of the soft-pion theorem—guaranteed by the
small mass gaps between the charmed baryons—leads to a
simplification in the current algebra approach, bypassing the
negative-parity JP = 1/2− poles and significantly reducing the
difficulty of calculation [12, 13].

T − diagram C − diagram C′ − diagram

E1 − diagram E2 − diagram E3 − diagram

q1

q2

q2

q1

FIG. 1: The topological diagrams for baryon weak decays include
the factorizable external W-emission diagram (T ) and internal W-
emission diagram (C), as well as the nonfactorizable inner W-
emission diagram (C′) and W-exchange diagrams (E1,2,3).

The pole model has been successfully applied to evalu-
ate the nonfactorizable contributions in the nonleptonic de-
cays of charmed baryons [2–15]. For calculating the non-
perturbative parameters in decay amplitudes, various phe-
nomenological quark models have been employed, including
the bag model [2, 3, 5–10, 12, 13], the diquark model [12],
NRQM [11, 14], and the covariant confined quark model
(CCQM) [15].

In this work, we revisit the HFC weak decays Ξc → Λcπ
and Ωc → Ξcπ using the pole model and evaluate the rel-
evant nonperturbative parameters within the NRQM frame-
work. In our numerical calculations, the primary uncertain-
ties stem from the input nonperturbative parameters, espe-
cially the baryon-baryon matrix element. To address this chal-
lenge, we propose using exact baryon spatial wave functions,
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obtained by solving the Schrödinger equation with a nonrel-
ativistic potential, rather than relying on an oversimplified
Gaussian-type approximation. This approach constitutes the
main contribution of our study. With support from charmed
baryon spectroscopy, our strategy minimizes the dependence
on arbitrary wave functions for nonperturbative parameters,
thereby reducing the associated uncertainties.

The paper is organized as follows: After the Introduction,
we calculate the decay amplitudes in Sec. II, where the non-
factorizable amplitudes are evaluated using the pole model
and simplified via the soft-pion approximation. The nonper-
turbative parameters are determined within the NRQM frame-
work. In Sec. III, we introduce a nonrelativistic potential
and solve the Schrödinger equation to obtain the exact baryon
wave functions, which are then used to calculate the relevant
nonperturbative parameters. In Sec. IV, we present the numer-
ical results for the nonperturbative parameters and investigate
the physical observables for the weak decays under study. Fi-
nally, Sec. V provides a brief summary of the work.

II. THE HFC WEAK DECAY AMPLITUDES OF
CHARMED BARYONS

A. The factorizable and nonfactorizable amplitudes in pole
model

The effective Hamiltonians relevant to the HFC weak de-
cays under consideration are given by

H1,eff =
GF
√

2
VusV∗ud

(
c1O1 + c2O2

)
+ H.c. (2.1)

with O1 = (d̄u)(ūs) and O2 = (ūu)(d̄s), and

H2,eff =
GF
√

2
VcsV∗cd

(
c1Õ1 + c2Õ2

)
+ H.c. (2.2)

with Õ1 = (d̄c)(c̄s) and Õ2 = (c̄c)(d̄s). Here, the four-fermion
operator are denoted as (q̄1q2) = q̄1γµ(1−γ5)q2. In this work,

we adopt the effective Wilson coefficients c1 = 1.336 and
c2 = −0.621 [12]. The Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
matrix elements are expressed as

Vud =1 − λ2/2,Vus = λ,

Vcd = − λ,Vcs = 1 − λ2/2,

where λ = 0.22501 [30]. It is important to emphasize that
H2,eff corresponds to the quark-level transition cs → dc,
leading to non-negligible nonspectator W-exchange contribu-
tions [11–13, 31].

For describing the two-body nonleptonic decay Bi→ B f +
P (P ≡ pseudoscalar meson), the total amplitude can be pa-
rameterized as the sum of two terms:

M(Bi → B f + P) = iū f (A − Bγ5)ui, (2.3)

where A and B represent the PV and PC amplitudes, respec-
tively. Each amplitude receives both factorizable and nonfac-
torizable contributions, namely:

A = Afac + Anf, B = Bfac + Bnf. (2.4)
Under the naı̈ve factorization assumption, the factorizable

amplitude can be easily evaluated by factorizing the hadronic
matrix element into the product of two separate matrix ele-
ments. When considering the Ξc − Ξ

′
c mixing, we have

|Ξc⟩ = cos θ|Ξ3̄
c⟩ + sin θ|Ξ6

c⟩,

|Ξ′c⟩ = − sin θ|Ξ3̄
c⟩ + cos θ|Ξ6

c⟩,
(2.5)

where Ξc and Ξ′c represent the physical states, and Ξ3̄
c and Ξ6

c
denote the antitriplet and sextet states. The factorizable am-
plitudes, within the naı̈ve factorization assumption, can be ex-
pressed as:

Afac(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−) = −

GF
√

2
VusV∗uda1 fπ

[
fΛ
+
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + fΛ

+
c Ξ

6,0
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi − m f ),

Bfac(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−) =

GF
√

2
VusV∗uda1 fπ

[
gΛ

+
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + gΛ

+
c Ξ

6,0
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi + m f ),

(2.6)

Afac(Ξ+c → Λ
+
c π

0) = −
GF

2
VusV∗uda2 fπ

[
fΛ
+
c Ξ

3̄,+
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + fΛ

+
c Ξ

6,+
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi − m f ),

Bfac(Ξ+c → Λ
+
c π

0) =
GF

2
VusV∗uda2 fπ

[
gΛ

+
c Ξ

3̄,+
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + gΛ

+
c Ξ

6,+
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi + m f ),

(2.7)

Afac(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−) = −

GF
√

2
VusV∗uda1 fπ

[
f Ξ

3̄,+
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + f Ξ

6,+
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi − m f ),

Bfac(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−) =

GF
√

2
VusV∗uda1 fπ

[
gΞ

3̄,+
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + gΞ

6,+
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi + m f ),

(2.8)
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Afac(Ω0
c → Ξ

0
cπ

0) = −
GF

2
VusV∗uda2 fπ

[
f Ξ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + f Ξ

6,0
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi − m f ),

Bfac(Ω0
c → Ξ

0
cπ

0) =
GF

2
VusV∗uda2 fπ

[
gΞ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) cos θ + gΞ

6,0
c Ω

0
c

1 (m2
π) sin θ

]
(mi + m f ),

(2.9)

for Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−, Ξ+c → Λ

+
c π

0, Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
− and Ω0

c → Ξ
+
c π

0

weak decays, respectively, where mi (m f ) is the mass of initial
(final) baryon, and the effective Wilson coefficients are given
by a1 = c1 +

c2
Neff

and a2 = c2 +
c1

Neff
, with Neff ≈ 7 determined

from the Λc → pϕ process [5]. The baryon transition form
factors are defined by

⟨B f (P′)|q̄′γµ(1 − γ5)q|Bi(P)⟩ =

ū f

{
fB fBi

1 (q2)γµ + fB fBi

2 (q2)
iσµνqν

mi
+ fB fBi

3 (q2)
qµ
mi

−
[
gB fBi

1 (q2)γµ + gB fBi

2 (q2)
iσµνqν

mi
+ gB fBi

3 (q2)
qµ
mi

]
γ5

}
ui,

(2.10)

and the decay constant of the pseudoscalar meson is defined
by

⟨P(q)|q̄′γµγ5q|0⟩ = i fPqµ (2.11)

with q ≡ P − P′. The form factors f3 and g3 are neglected in
this calculation.

The pole model is employed to handle the nonfactorizable
contributions arising from the inner W-emission diagram (C′)

and the W-exchange diagrams (E1, E2, and E3). Based on
Refs. [1, 3, 5], the nonfactorizable PV and PC amplitudes are
expressed as

Anf = −
∑
Bn∗

(
gB fBn∗Pbn∗i

mi − mn∗
+

b f n∗gBn∗BiP

m f − mn∗

)
+ · · · ,

Bnf = −
∑
Bn

(
gB fBiPani

mi − mn
+

a f ngBnBiP

m f − mn

)
+ · · · ,

(2.12)

where the amplitudes a f i and b f i are defined by the baryon-
baryon matrix element:

⟨B f |Heff|Bi⟩ =ū f (a f i + b f iγ5)ui,

⟨B f ∗ |H
PV
eff |Bi⟩ =b f ∗iū f ∗ui.

(2.13)

In HFC weak decays, the small mass difference between
the initial and final charmed baryons ensures that the emitted
pseudoscalar meson is soft [12, 13]. Under the soft-pion ap-
proximation, the nonfactorizable PV amplitudes can be eval-
uated as

Anf(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−) =

1
fπ

(a
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

cos θ + ã
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

cos θ + ãΛ+c Ξ6,+
c

sin θ), (2.14)

Anf(Ξ+c → Λ
+
c π

0) =
1
√

2 fπ
(a
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

cos θ + ã
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

cos θ + ãΛ+c Ξ6,+
c

sin θ), (2.15)

Anf(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−) = −

1
fπ

(ã
Ξ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

cos θ + ãΞ6,0
c Ω

0
c

sin θ), (2.16)

Anf(Ω0
c → Ξ

0
cπ
−) =

1
√

2 fπ
(ã
Ξ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

cos θ + ãΞ6,0
c Ω

0
c

sin θ), (2.17)

if considering the intermediate charmed baryons Bn = (Λ+c ,Σ
0
c ,Σ
+
c ,Σ

++
c ,Ξ3̄,0

c ,Ξ3̄,+
c ,Ξ6,0

c ,Ξ6,+
c ,Ω0

c). The nonzero contributions to
the nonfactorizable PC amplitudes are

Bnf(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−) = −

1
fπ

[
gA(π−)
Λ+c Σ

0
c

mΛ+c + mΣ0
c

mΞ0
c
− mΣ0

c

(ã
Σ0

cΞ
3̄,0
c

cos θ + ãΣ0
cΞ

6,0
c

sin θ)

+ (a
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c
+ ã
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

)
mΞ0

c
+ m

Ξ
3̄,+
c

mΛ+c − m
Ξ

3̄,+
c

gA(π−)

Ξ
3̄,+
c Ξ

6,0
c

sin θ + ãΛ+c Ξ6,+
c

mΞ0
c
+ mΞ6,+

c

mΛ+c − mΞ6,+
c

(gA(π−)

Ξ
6,+
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

cos θ + gA(π−)
Ξ

6,+
c Ξ

6,0
c

sin θ)
]
,

(2.18)

Bnf(Ξ+c → Λ
+
c π

0) = −

√
2

fπ

[
gA(π0)
Λ+c Σ

+
c

mΛ+c + mΣ+c
mΞ+c − mΣ+c

(ã
Σ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

cos θ + ãΣ+c Ξ6,+
c

sin θ)

+ (a
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c
+ ã
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

)
mΞ+c + m

Ξ
3̄,+
c

mΛ+c − m
Ξ

3̄,+
c

gA(π0)

Ξ
3̄,+
c Ξ

6,+
c

sin θ + ãΛ+c Ξ6,+
c

mΞ+c + mΞ6,+
c

mΛ+c − mΞ6,+
c

(gA(π0)

Ξ
6,+
c Ξ

3̄,+
c

cos θ + gA(π0)
Ξ

6,+
c Ξ

6,+
c

sin θ)
]
,

(2.19)
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Bnf(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−) = −

1
fπ

[
(gA(π−)

Ξ
3̄,+
c Ξ

6,0
c

cos θ + gA(π−)
Ξ

6,+
c Ξ

6,0
c

sin θ)
mΞ+c + mΞ6,0

c

mΩ0
c
− mΞ6,0

c

ãΞ6,0
c Ω

0
c
+ gA(π−)

Ξ
6,+
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

sin θ
mΞ+c + m

Ξ
3̄,0
c

mΩ0
c
− m

Ξ
3̄,0
c

ã
Ξ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

]
, (2.20)

Bnf(Ω0
c → Ξ

0
cπ

0) = −

√
2

fπ

[
(gA(π0)

Ξ
3̄,0
c Ξ

6,0
c

cos θ + gA(π0)
Ξ

6,0
c Ξ

6,0
c

sin θ)
mΞ0

c
+ mΞ6,0

c

mΩ0
c
− mΞ6,0

c

ãΞ6,0
c Ω

0
c
+ gA(π0)

Ξ
6,0
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

sin θ
mΞ0

c
+ m

Ξ
3̄,0
c

mΩ0
c
− m

Ξ
3̄,0
c

ã
Ξ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

]
. (2.21)

Here, fπ = 130 MeV is the decay constant of the pion, and
the baryonic matrix elements aB′B and ãB′B are defined by
Eq. (2.13), with H corresponding to H1,eff and H2,eff, respec-
tively.

B. The nonperturbative parameters in NRQM

Clearly, three types of nonperturbative parame-
ters—namely, the baryon transition form factors fB

′B
1

and gB
′B

1 , the axial-vector form factor gA
B′B

, and the baryonic
matrix elements aB′B and ãB′B—need to be determined. In
this work, we evaluate these nonperturbative parameters
within the framework of NRQM.

Typically, a baryon state in momentum space can be ex-
pressed in terms of mock states as

|B(PPP, J, Jz)⟩ =
∑

mL,S z;ci

⟨L,mL; S , S z|J, Jz⟩

∫
dppp1dppp2dppp3

δ3(PPP − ppp1 − ppp2 − ppp3)Ψc;L,ML (ppp1, ppp2, ppp3)

χc;S ,S z (s1, s2, s3)
ϵc1c2c3
√

6
ϕi1,i2,i3

b†s1,i1,c1
(ppp1)b†s2,i2,c2

(ppp2)b†s3,i3,c3
(ppp3)|0⟩

(2.22)

with the normalization

⟨B(P′, J, Jz)|B(P, J, Jz)⟩ = δ3(P − P′). (2.23)

Here, PPP represents the three-momentum of the baryon, and
(ppp1, ppp2, ppp3) are the three-momenta of the constituent quarks.
Additionally, χS ,S z (s1, s2, s3) is the spin wave function, and
ϕi1,i2,i3 is the flavor wave function. The spatial wave function,
ΨL,ML (ppp1, ppp2, ppp3), is also defined and can be written as

ΨL,ML (ppp1, ppp2, ppp3) =
∑

mρ,mλ

⟨lρ,mρ; lλ,mλ|L,ML⟩

× ψlρ,mρ
(ρρρ)ψlλ,mλ

(λλλ).
(2.24)

Following the approach in Ref. [14], within the framework
of NRQM, the nonperturbative parameters fB

′B
1 and gB

′B
1 can

be expressed as momentum integrals of the baryon wave func-
tions, given by

fB
′B

1 =(−1) ×
∫

dp1dp2dp3dp4dp5dp6dpidp j

× δ3(p1 + p2 + p3 − Pi)δ3(p4 + p5 + p6 − P f )

× Ψ∗B′ (p4,p5,p6)ΨB(p1,p2,p3)δ3(pi − p j)

× ⟨B′ ↑ |b†qi
bq j |B↑⟩⟨0|b6b5b4b†i b jb

†

1b†2b†3|0⟩,

(2.25)

and

gB
′B

1 =(−1) ×
∫

dp1dp2dp3dp4dp5dp6dpidp j

× δ3(p1 + p2 + p3 − Pi)δ3(p4 + p5 + p6 − P f )

× Ψ∗B′ (p4,p5,p6)ΨB(p1,p2,p3)δ3(pi − p j)

× ⟨B′ ↑ |b†qi
bq jσz|B↑⟩⟨0|b6b5b4b†i b jb

†

1b†2b†3|0⟩,

(2.26)

respectively. Similarly, the axial-vector form factor gA
B′B

can
also be expressed as momentum integrals of the baryon wave
functions, given by

gA
B′B =(−1) ×

∫
dp1dp2dp3dp4dp5dp6dpidp j

× δ3(p1 + p2 + p3 − Pi)δ3(p4 + p5 + p6 − P f )

× Ψ∗B′ (p4,p5,p6)ΨB(p1,p2,p3)δ3(pi − p j)

× ⟨B′ ↑ |b†qi
bq jσz|B↑⟩⟨0|b6b5b4b†i b jb

†

1b†2b†3|0⟩.

(2.27)

In addition, the baryonic matrix elements aB′B and ãB′B can
be evaluated by

aB′B =
GF

2
√

2
c−VusV∗ud⟨B

′|OPC
− |B⟩,

ãB′B =
GF

2
√

2
c−VcsV∗cd⟨B

′|ÕPC
− |B⟩,

(2.28)

respectively, with the operators O− = O1 −O2 and Õ− = Õ1 −

Õ2, the Wilson coefficient c− = c1 − c2, and the integration
being as

⟨B′|(q̄iq j)(q̄kql)|B⟩ =
1

(2π)3

∫
dp1dp2dp3dp4dp5dp6dpidp jdpkdplΨ

∗
B′ (p4,p5,p6)ΨB(p1,p2,p3)

× δ3(p1 + p2 + p3 − Pi)δ3(p4 + p5 + p6 − P f )δ3(pi + pk − p j − pl)

× 6⟨B′ ↑ |(b†qi
bq j )1(b†qk

bql )2(1 −σσσ1 ·σσσ2)|B↑⟩⟨0|b6b5b4b†i b jb
†

kblb
†

1b†2b†3|0⟩.

(2.29)
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It should be noted that the subscripts 1 and 2 indicate that
the quark operators act only on the first and second quarks,
respectively. To proceed with the calculation, we can expand
σσσ1 ·σσσ2 as

σσσ1 ·σσσ2 =
1
2

(σ1+σ2− + σ1−σ2+) + σ1zσ2z, (2.30)

where σ± = σx ± iσy.

III. THE NONRELATIVISTIC POTENTIAL AND BARYON
WAVE FUNCTIONS

In this section, we employ the nonrelativistic quark model
Hamiltonian to describe a baryon state, as outlined in
Refs. [32–35]:

H =
∑

i=1,2,3

(
mi +

p2
i

2mi

)
+

∑
i< j

Vi j, (3.1)

where mi and pi denote the mass and momentum of the i-th
quark, respectively. The nonrelativistic potential is given by:
Vi j = Vcon

i j + Vshort
i j with the linear potential

Vcon
i j =

bri j

2
+ const., (3.2)

and the short-range potential:

Vshort
i j = −

2
3
αCoul

ri j
+

16παss

9mim j
Si · S j

Λ2

4πri j
exp(−Λri j)

+
αso[1−exp(−Λri j)

]2

3r3
i j

[
Li j · (Si + S j)

×

(
1

m2
i

+
1

m2
j

+
4

mim j

)
+ Li j · (Si − S j)

(
1

m2
i

−
1

m2
j

)]

+
2αten[1−exp(−Λri j)

]2

3mim jr3
i j

[
3(si · ri j)(s j · ri j)

r2
i j

− Si · S j

]
,

(3.3)

where αCoul = K(mi + m j)/(mim j), SSS i is the spin operator of
the i-th quark, and LLLi j is the orbital operator. The parameters
of the nonrelativistic potential are summarized in Table I.

TABLE I: The parameters of the nonrelativistic potential [35]. Ad-
ditionally, the quark masses are taken as mu,d = 300 MeV, ms =

510 MeV, and mc = 1750 MeV.

Parameters Values Parameters Values
b (GeV2) 0.165 αss 1.2

const. (GeV) −1.139 αso = αten 0.077
K (MeV) 90 Λ (fm−1) 3.5

In the study of the baryon spectrum, the masses and wave
functions can be obtained by solving the Schrödinger equation

H|ΨJ,MJ ⟩ = E|ΨJ,MJ ⟩ (3.4)

using the Rayleigh-Ritz variational principle. The baryon
wave function ΨJ,MJ is expressed as a combination of color,
spin, spatial, and flavor terms:

ΨJ,MJ =
∑
α

C(α)Ψ
(α)
J,MJ

,

Ψ
(α)
J,MJ
=χcolor

{
χ

spin
S ,MS

ψ
spatial
L,ML

}
J,MJ

ψflavor,

(3.5)

where C(α) is the coefficient, and α represents all possible
quantum numbers. The spatial wave function ψspatial

L,ML
consists

of both ρ-mode and λ-mode excitations:

ψ
spatial
L,ML

(ρρρ,λλλ) =
∑

mρ,mλ

⟨lρ,mρ; lλ,mλ|L,ML⟩ψlρ,mρ
(ρρρc)ψlλ,mλ

(λλλc),

(3.6)
where the momentums of the ρ-mode and λ-mode are defined
as

ρρρ =
m1ppp2 − m2ppp1

m1 + m2
,

λλλ =
(m1 + m2)ppp3 − m3(ppp1 + ppp2)

m1 + m2 + m3
,

(3.7)

respectively. This formulation assumes that the single heavy
baryon can be treated as a bound state of a light quark cluster
and a heavy quark, while the double heavy baryon is consid-
ered a bound state of a heavy quark cluster and a light quark.

With the nonrelativistic potential and baryon wave func-
tion prepared, we solve the Schrödinger equation using the
Gaussian expansion method [36, 37]. The infinitesimally-shift
Gaussian basis [36, 37] is given by

ϕG
nlm(r) =ϕG

nl(r) Ylm(r̂̂r̂r)

=

√
2l+2(2νn)l+3/2
√
π(2l + 1)!!

lim
ε→0

1
(νnε)l

kmax∑
k=1

Clm,ke−νn

(
r−εD⃗lm,k

)2

,

(3.8)

which is used to expand the spatial wave functions ψlρ,mρ
and

ψlλ,mλ
. The Gaussian size parameter νn is chosen to follow a

geometric progression as [38, 39]

νn = 1/r2
n, rn = rmin an−1, a =

(
rmax/rmin

) 1
nmax−1

. (3.9)

Specifically, we set rρmin = 0.2 fm and rρmax = 2.0 fm, and
nρmax = 6, with the same Gaussian size parameters applied to
the λ-mode: rλmin = 0.2 fm, rλmax = 2.0 fm and nλmax = 6. The
Gaussian basis in momentum space is obtained by replacing
r → p and νn → 1/(4νn).

Finally, we can obtain the baryon spatial wave functions
and the masses by solving the Schrödinger equation:(

Tα′,α + Vα′,α
)
C(α) = ENα′,αC(α), (3.10)

where the matrix elements are given by

Tα′,α =
〈
Ψ

(α′)
J,MJ

∣∣∣[ ∑
i=1,2,3

(
mi +

p2
i

2mi

)]∣∣∣Ψ(α)
J,MJ

〉
,

Vα′,α =
〈
Ψ

(α′)
J,MJ

∣∣∣∑
i< j

Vi j

∣∣∣Ψ(α)
J,MJ

〉
,

Nα′,α =
〈
Ψ

(α′)
J,MJ

∣∣∣Ψ(α)
J,MJ

〉
.

(3.11)
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In Table II, we present the calculated masses of the single
charmed baryons and the corresponding coefficients of the
Gaussian bases. Comparing with the experimental measure-
ments [30], our results are in good agreement.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Using the obtained baryon spatial wave functions as inputs,
we can compute the numerical results of nonperturbative pa-
rameters using Eqs. (2.25-2.27) and Eq. (2.29). The coeffi-
cients ⟨B′ ↑ | · · · |B ↑⟩, which depend on the spin-flavor wave
functions of the baryons, along with the corresponding numer-
ical results for the nonperturbative parameters, are presented
in Tables III, IV, and V.

It should be mention that, the form factors f1 and g1 calcu-
lated by Eqs. (2.25-2.26) are working at (mi −m f )2 point. The
knowledge of the form factors being dependence on q2, should
be taken into account. However, considering (mΞc − mΛc )

2 ≈

(mΩc − mΞc )
2 ≈ m2

π, the calculated form factors can be used
directly.

With the obtained nonperturbative parameters, the factoriz-
able and nonfactorizable amplitudes for the relevant HFC pro-
cesses can be calculated numerically. The decay width and the
asymmetry parameter α are then determined by the following
expressions:

Γ =
|pc|

8π

[
(mi + m f )2 − m2

P

m2
i

|A|2 +
(mi − m f )2 − m2

P

m2
i

|B|2
]
,

α =
2κRe(A∗B)
|A|2 + κ2|B|2

,

(4.1)

respectively, where κ = |pc|/(E f +m f ) is the kinematic factor,
with |pc| being the momentum of the final baryon, and E f =√

p2
c + m2

f being the corresponding energy. The lifetimes of
charmed baryons are given by [30]

τΞ0
c
=1.504 × 10−13 s, τΞ+c = 4.53 × 10−13 s,

τΩ0
c
=2.73 × 10−13 s,

(4.2)

which is used to evaluate the corresponding branching frac-
tions.

In our approach, the only free parameter is the mixing angle
θ. From mass relations, the mixing angle is approximately de-
termined to be θ = ±(24.7± 0.9)◦ without fixing the sign [40].
Additionally, the LHCb Collaboration has reported the mea-
surement [41]

B(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−) = (0.55 ± 0.02 ± 0.18)%,

and the Belle Collaboration reported [42]

B(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−) = (0.54 ± 0.05 ± 0.05 ± 0.12)%.

The Particle Data Group fit the absolute branching fraction as
B(Ξ0

c → Λ
+
c π
−) = (0.55 ± 0.11)% [30]. This value serves as a

constraint on the mixing angle θ.
In the left panel of Fig. 2, we show the dependence of the

branching fraction B(Ξ0
c → Λ+c π

−) on the mixing angle θ.

The blue curve represents our results, while the gray band
indicates the experimental value. Clearly, the experimental
value B(Ξ0

c → Λ
+
c π
−) = (0.55 ± 0.11)% [30] is well repro-

duced for the mixing angle range θ ∈ (24.4◦, 32.4◦). More-
over, the minimal value of the branching fraction is found to
be B(Ξ0

c → Λ
+
c π
−) = 5.73× 10−3 for θ = 28.4◦, which closely

approximates the central value of the experimental result.
Additionally, we examine the asymmetry parameter α and

show its dependence on θ in the right panel of Fig. 2. The light
red region represents our predictions for θ ∈ (24.4◦, 32.4◦). It
is evident that α is highly sensitive to the mixing angle, and
thus, experimental measurements of this observable will pro-
vide a useful constraint on the mixing angle in future studies.

We also investigate the θ dependence of the branching frac-
tions and asymmetry parameters of the decays Ξ+c → Λ

+
c π

0,
Ω0

c → Ξ+c π
− and Ω0

c → Ξ+c π
0, presenting our results in

Figs. 3, 4, and 5, respectively. For a mixing angle range
θ ∈ (24.4◦, 32.4◦), we estimate the following branching frac-
tions:

B(Ξ+c → Λ
+
c π

0) =(8.69 ∼ 9.79) × 10−3,

B(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−) =(11.3 ∼ 12.1) × 10−3,

B(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π

0) =(4.67 ∼ 5.23) × 10−3.

To further understand the relations between these decays,
we employ flavor symmetry analysis, which is a powerful
method for studying decay patterns [25]. Based on isospin
SU(2) symmetry, the ∆I = 1/2 rule suggests the following
relations:

√
2M(Ξ+c → Λ

+
c π

0) =M(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−),

√
2M(Ω0

c → Ξ
0
cπ

0) =M(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−).

(4.3)

This leads to the following approximate branching fraction
ratios

B(Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−)

B(Ξ+c → Λ+c π0)
≈ 0.66,

B(Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−)

B(Ω0
c → Ξ

0
cπ0)

= 2, (4.4)

where the lifetimes of the charmed baryons are taken from
Eq. (4.2). These results are in agreement with the ∆I = 1/2
rule, and we expect that future measurements by the LHCb,
Belle II, or BESIII experiments will provide a test of these
predictions.

In Table VI, we present the numerical results for the ampli-
tudes, branching fractions, and asymmetry parameters of the
relevant HFC weak decays, with the mixing angle θ = 24.4◦,
28.4◦, and 32.4◦. It is evident that the nonfactorizable PC am-
plitudes are highly sensitive to the mixing angle, which causes
the asymmetry parameter α to exhibit erratic behavior.

In Table VII, we compare our numerical results for the
branching fractions with experimental data and various the-
oretical predictions. Specifically, the authors of Ref. [43]
studied these decays within the frameworks of heavy-quark
symmetry and chiral symmetry, calculating the relevant non-
perturbative parameters using both the MIT bag model and
the diquark model. Meanwhile, the authors of Refs. [11–
13, 15] employed the pole model, with parameters derived
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TABLE II: Comparison of theoretical calculations and experimental values for the masses of single charmed baryons. The
coefficients of the Gaussian bases are presented in the fourth column, with the pairs (nρ, nλ) arranged in the sequence
{(1, 1), (1, 2), · · · , (1, nλmax ), (2, 1), (2, 2), · · · , (2, nλmax ), · · · , (nρmax , 1), (nρmax , 2), · · · , (nρmax , nλmax )}.

Charmed Theoretical values Experimantal values Eigenvector coefficients C(α)
baryons (GeV) (MeV) [30]

Λ+c 2.286 2286.46 ± 0.14

{
− 0.0000,−0.0020,−0.0094,−0.0235, 0.0006,−0.0002,−0.0073,
0.0130,−0.0213,−0.0227,−0.0002, 0.0000, 0.0041,−0.0398,
−0.0100,−0.0913, 0.0052,−0.0017,−0.0010, 0.0229,−0.2326,
−0.3155, 0.0106,−0.0028,−0.0043, 0.0159,−0.0376,−0.4100,

0.0089,−0.0036, 0.0012,−0.0042, 0.0089, 0.0333,−0.0049, 0.0012
}

Σ++c /Σ+c /Σ
0
c 2.467

2453.97 ± 0.14
2452.65+0.22

−0.16
2453.75 ± 0.14

{
0.0016,−0.0041, 0.0056, 0.0018, 0.0002,−0.0000,−0.0114,
0.0270,−0.0303, 0.0011,−0.0028, 0.0008, 0.0069,−0.0653,
0.0895, 0.0033, 0.0067,−0.0021, 0.0028, 0.0188,−0.2988,
−0.1571, 0.0007, 0.0004,−0.0092, 0.0352,−0.0780,−0.6505,

0.0240,−0.0081, 0.0026,−0.0096, 0.0198, 0.0365,−0.0108, 0.0026
}

Ξ+c /Ξ
0
c 2.500 2467.71 ± 0.23

2470.44 ± 0.28

{
− 0.0005,−0.0006,−0.0104,−0.0137, 0.0009,−0.0002,−0.0059,
0.0089,−0.0168,−0.0243, 0.0028,−0.0007, 0.0024,−0.0353,
−0.0271,−0.0476, 0.0035,−0.0008,−0.0030, 0.0266,−0.3020,
−0.3543, 0.0370,−0.0083,−0.0042, 0.0200,−0.0665,−0.3414,

0.0273,−0.0064, 0.0008,−0.0036, 0.0100, 0.0351,−0.0046, 0.0011
}

Ξ′+c /Ξ
′0
c 2.603 2578.2 ± 0.5

2578.7 ± 0.5

{
0.0006,−0.0015, 0.0021, 0.0038,−0.0009, 0.0002,−0.0094,

0.0181,−0.0181,−0.0128, 0.0017,−0.0004, 0.0043,−0.0575,
0.0569, 0.0325,−0.0037, 0.0008,−0.0003, 0.0193,−0.3614,
−0.2730, 0.0295,−0.0064,−0.0072, 0.0347,−0.1110,−0.4803,

0.0435,−0.0101, 0.0014,−0.0063, 0.0171, 0.0439,−0.0072, 0.0017
}

Ω0
c 2.737 2695.2 ± 1.7

{
0.0018,−0.0043, 0.0035, 0.0025,−0.0004, 0.0001,−0.0157,

0.0323,−0.0283,−0.0087,−0.0007, 0.0003, 0.0103,−0.0905,
0.0648, 0.01720, 0.0027,−0.0010,−0.0020, 0.0448,−0.4914,
−0.3327, 0.0391,−0.0079,−0.0086, 0.0324,−0.0679,−0.3229,

0.0451,−0.0103, 0.0020,−0.0069, 0.0107, 0.0409,−0.0074, 0.0018
}

TABLE III: Coefficients ⟨B′ ↑ | · · · |B ↑⟩ and calculated values of
nonperturbative parameters f B

′B
1 and gB

′B
1 .

Parameters Coefficients Values Parameters Coefficients Values

f Λ
+
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

1 1 0.988 gΛ
+
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

1 0 0

f Λ
+
c Ξ

6,0
c

1 0 0 gΛ
+
c Ξ

6,0
c

1

√
1
3 0.562

f Λ
+
c Ξ

3̄,+
c

1 −1 −0.988 gΛ
+
c Ξ

3̄,+
c

1 0 0

f Λ
+
c Ξ

6,+
c

1 0 0 gΛ
+
c Ξ

6,+
c

1 −

√
1
3 −0.562

f Ξ
3̄,+
c Ω

0
c

1 0 0 gΞ
3̄,+
c Ω

0
c

1 −

√
2
3 −0.803

f Ξ
6,+
c Ω

0
c

1

√
2 1.387 gΞ

6,+
c Ω

0
c

1
2
√

2
3 0.925

f Ξ
3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

1 0 0 gΞ
3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

1 −

√
2
3 −0.803

f Ξ
6,0
c Ω

0
c

1

√
2 1.387 gΞ

6,0
c Ω

0
c

1
2
√

2
3 0.925

from NRQM [11], the bag model and diquark model [12], the
bag model with the center-of-mass motion removed [13], and
CCQM [15], respectively. Additionally, the study in Ref. [31]
concluded that the branching fractions are on the order of
10−3, assuming constructive interference between the ampli-
tudes As→uūd and Acs→cd, and on the order of 10−4 for destruc-
tive interference.

In addition, we present the predictions for the asymme-

TABLE IV: The coefficients ⟨B′ ↑ | · · · |B ↑⟩ and calculated values of
nonperturbative parameters gA

B′B
.

Parameters Coefficients Values Parameters Coefficients Values

gA(π−)
Λ+c Σ

0
c

√
2
3 0.795 gA(π−)

Ξ
3̄,+
c Ξ

6,0
c

−

√
1
3 −0.570

gA(π−)

Ξ
6,+
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

−

√
1
3 −0.570 gA(π−)

Ξ
6,+
c Ξ

6,0
c

2
3 0.667

gA(π0)
Λ+c Σ

+
c

√
1
3 0.562 gA(π0)

Ξ
3̄,+
c Ξ

6,+
c

− 1
2
√

3
−0.285

gA(π0)

Ξ
6,+
c Ξ

3̄,+
c

− 1
2
√

3
−0.285 gA(π0)

Ξ
6,+
c Ξ

6,+
c

1
3 0.333

gA(π0)

Ξ
3̄,0
c Ξ

6,0
c

1
2
√

3
0.285 gA(π0)

Ξ
6,0
c Ξ

3̄,0
c

1
2
√

3
−0.285

gA(π0)

Ξ
6,0
c Ξ

6,0
c

− 1
3 −0.333

try parameters from various theoretical models in Table VIII.
Both the branching fractions and asymmetry parameters of the
HFC weak decays Ξc → Λcπ and Ωc → Ξcπ are measurable
at LHCb, Belle II, and BESIII experiments. We look forward
to the possibility of testing these predictions in future experi-
ments.
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TABLE V: The coefficients ⟨B′ ↑ | · · · |B ↑⟩ and calculated values of nonperturbative parameters aB′B and ãB′B.

Parameters Coefficients Values Parameters Coefficients Values
a
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

8 0.0163GF ã
Λ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

2 −0.00297GF

a
Λ+c Ξ

6,+
c

0 0 ã
Λ+c Ξ

6,+
c

−2
√

3 0.00497GF

a
Σ0

cΞ
3̄,0
c

0 0 ã
Σ0

cΞ
3̄,0
c

2
√

6 −0.00661GF

a
Σ0

cΞ
6,0
c

0 0 ã
Σ0

cΞ
6,0
c

−6
√

2 0.0113GF

a
Σ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

0 0 ã
Σ+c Ξ

3̄,+
c

2
√

3 −0.00468GF

a
Σ+c Ξ

6,+
c

0 0 ã
Σ+c Ξ

6,+
c

−6 0.00801GF

a
Ξ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

0 0 ã
Ξ

3̄,0
c Ω

0
c

−2
√

6 0.00644GF

a
Ξ

6,0
c Ω

0
c

0 0 ã
Ξ

6,0
c Ω

0
c

−6
√

2 0.0104GF

TABLE VI: The factorizable and nonfactorizable amplitudes (in the unit of 10−2GF), as well as the branching fractions and asymmetry
parameter α of the concerned HFC processes, with the mixing angle θ = 24.4◦, 28.4◦ and 32.4◦, respectively.

Modes θ Afac Anf Bfac Bnf B α

Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
−

24.4◦ −0.416 10.9 2.78 152 6.60 × 10−3 0.65
28.4◦ −0.402 10.8 3.20 −12.3 5.74 × 10−3 −0.04
32.4◦ −0.386 10.7 3.60 −177 6.60 × 10−3 −0.72

Ξ+c → Λ
+
c π

0
24.4◦ −0.141 7.72 0.96 96.8 9.65 × 10−3 0.57
28.4◦ −0.137 7.66 1.10 −12.7 8.69 × 10−3 −0.08
32.4◦ −0.131 7.57 1.24 −122 9.79 × 10−3 −0.68

Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
−

24.4◦ −0.328 −7.82 −4.53 110 11.3 × 10−3 −0.75
28.4◦ −0.378 −8.16 −3.45 93.2 11.7 × 10−3 −0.64
32.4◦ −0.425 −8.47 −2.36 76.1 12.1 × 10−3 −0.53

Ω0
c → Ξ

0
cπ

0
24.4◦ 0.112 5.53 1.56 −41.6 4.67 × 10−3 −0.46
28.4◦ 0.129 5.77 1.19 −24.3 4.92 × 10−3 −0.26
32.4◦ 0.145 5.99 0.815 −6.89 5.23 × 10−3 −0.07

V. SUMMARY

The study of weak decays of charmed baryons provides
valuable insights into both the weak decay mechanisms and
nonperturbative effects in QCD. In this work, we investigate
the HFC weak decays Ξc → Λcπ and Ωc → Ξcπ, taking into
account the Ξc − Ξ

′
c mixing effect.

To calculate the decay amplitudes, we evaluate the factor-
izable contributions using the naı̈ve factorization approach,
while the nonfactorizable contributions are estimated through
the pole model and simplified using the soft-pion approxima-
tion. Additionally, the relevant nonperturbative parameters
are determined within the framework of NRQM, where we
directly use the exact baryon spatial wave functions derived
from solving the Schrödinger equation with a nonrelativistic
potential, assisted by the Gaussian expansion method. This
approach avoids the oversimplification of using Gaussian-type
wave functions and reduces uncertainties associated with the
choice of baryon wave functions.

With the computed nonperturbative parameters, we obtain
the decay amplitudes and further explore the physical observ-
ables of these nonleptonic decays. Our results show that, for
the mixing angle θ ∈ (24.4◦, 32.4◦), the experimental value
B(Ξ0

c → Λ
+
c π
−) = (0.55 ± 0.11)% can be well reproduced.

We also estimate other branching fractions: B(Ξ+c → Λ
+
c π

0) =
(8.69 ∼ 9.79) × 10−3, B(Ω0

c → Ξ
+
c π
−) = (11.3 ∼ 12.1) × 10−3,

and B(Ω0
c → Ξ+c π

0) = (4.67 ∼ 5.23) × 10−3. We expect
that these predicted branching fractions can be tested in future
experiments. Furthermore, we investigate the asymmetry pa-
rameters and find that our results are sensitive to the mixing
angle. The measurement of these asymmetry parameters will
be valuable for further constraining the mixing angle in the
future.
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TABLE VII: The comparison of different theoretical predictions and experimental data for the branching fractions of the relevant HFC weak
decays.

Branching fractions Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
− Ξ+c → Λ

+
c π

0 Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
− Ω0

c → Ξ
0
cπ

0

This work (5.73 ∼ 6.60) × 10−3 (8.69 ∼ 9.79) × 10−3 (11.3 ∼ 12.1) × 10−3 (4.67 ∼ 5.23) × 10−3

Ref. [43] 0.87 × 10−4 0.93 × 10−4

Ref. [31] (1.94 ± 0.70) × 10−3 [a] (3.86 ± 1.35) × 10−3 [a]

Ref. [11] (5.8 ± 2.1) × 10−3 (11.1 ± 4.0) × 10−3

Ref. [12] (1.76+0.18
−0.12) × 10−3 (3.03+0.29

−0.22) × 10−3 0.51 × 10−3 0.28 × 10−3

Ref. [13] (7.2 ± 0.7) × 10−3 (13.8 ± 1.4) × 10−3 (2.0 ± 0.2) × 10−3 (1.1 ± 0.1) × 10−3

Ref. [15] (5.4 ± 1.1) × 10−3

Ref. [44] < 3 × 10−3 < 6 × 10−3 < 3.7 × 10−6 < 1.1 × 10−6

LHCb [41] (5.5 ± 0.02 ± 0.18) × 10−3

Belle [42] (5.4 ± 0.5 ± 0.5 ± 1.2) × 10−3

a The branching fractions were obtained by assuming constructive interference for amplitudes As→uūd and Acs→cd .

TABLE VIII: The comparison of different theoretical predictions for the asymmetry parameters α of the relevant HFC weak decays.

Asymmetry parameters Ξ0
c → Λ

+
c π
− Ξ+c → Λ

+
c π

0 Ω0
c → Ξ

+
c π
− Ω0

c → Ξ
0
cπ

0

This work −0.715 ∼ 0.651 −0.682 ∼ 0.569 −0.748 ∼ −0.532 −0.457 ∼ −0.067
Ref. [12] 0.70+0.13

−0.17 0.74+0.11
−0.16 −0.98 −0.99

Ref. [13] 0.46 ± 0.05 0.45 ± 0.05 ≈ −1.00 ≈ −1.00
Ref. [15] −0.75
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