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Abstract

A model-independent irreducible tensor formalism is developed to analyse Ω̄Ω production in p̄p

collisions and its subsequent decay via the triple-strange decay process, Ω̄+Ω− → K+Λ̄K−Λ →

K+p̄π+K−pπ−. These processes are relevant for the upcoming experiments at PANDA. We not

only provide expressions for the density matrix of the ΩΩ̄ system but also for the products at each

stage of the decay. The Fano statistical tensors so obtained not only completely characterize the

relevant final systems but also provide expressions for joint angular distributions. Finally, we show

which of the Fano statistical tensors characterizing the Ω̄Ω system can be inferred from the Fano

statistical tensors characterizing the final p̄p system, wherein we also obtain the relation between

the production cross sections for ΩΩ̄ and the final pp̄ system.

I. INTRODUCTION

In view of the recent detailed simulation study of the signatures from the sequential decays

of the triple-strange process: p̄p → Ω̄+Ω− → K+Λ̄K−Λ → K+p̄π+K−pπ− by PANDA [1],

we develop a model-independent irreducible tensor formalism to analyse all the observables

which are relevant for such a kinematically complete experiment. We not only provide

expressions for the density matrix for the ΩΩ̄ system, but also for density matrices relevant

at each stage of the decay. We also indicate how some of the Fano statistical tensors which

characterize the ΩΩ̄ state can be determined by measuring the Fano statistical tensors of

the final pp̄ system and hence show how the production cross sections for ΩΩ̄ and the final

pp̄ system are related.

A study of the density matrices for Ω production and its subsequent decays, in the context

of PANDA was carried out by Thomé [2]. Thomé’s work focussed mainly on one of the decay

chains, which is, that of Ω and the spin structure for ΩΩ̄ production was not discussed. A

polarization analysis for hyperon production and their subsequent decays in the context of

e+e− annihilation was done by Perotti et. al, [3] which was later used by Ablikim et. al., [4]

for a model-independent determination of the spin of the Ω−. The joint angular distribution

of the decay chain J/ψ → (Λ → pπ−)
(

Λ̄ → p̄π+
)

, again in the context of e+e− annihilation

was derived by Fäldt and Kupsc [5], which was later used my Ablikim et. al., [6] to study

polarization and entanglement in baryon-antibaryon Pair Production in e+e− annihilation.

But none of these works analyse triple strange processes in pp̄ collisions, which are relevant
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for PANDA. And, as the authors in [1] put it, “The Ω− hyperon on the other hand has never

been studied with antiproton beams before and the production cross section is unknown.”.

Further, we have not come across any work which explicitly writes down the complete spin

structure for the reaction, p̄p → Ω̄+Ω−. It is, therefore, in this context, that our formalism

becomes important and relevant for PANDA.

II. FORMALISM

A. p̄p → Ω̄+Ω−

The spin structure for the reaction of the type a+A → b+B involving particles/reactants

a, A and products b, B with respective spins sa, sA and sb, sB can be studied by defining a

matrix M of dimension (2sb + 1) (2sB + 1) × (2sa + 1) (2sA + 1) in the spin-space of the

participants. The matrix elements are related to the on-energy-shell transition matrix T

through

〈sbµbsBµB|M|saµasAµA〉 =
√

2πD

v
〈sbµbsBµB;

−→pf |T|−→pi ; saµasAµA〉

where −→pf and −→pi are the final and initial c.m. momenta respectively. The density of final

states and the magnitude of the relative velocity in the initial state are denoted by D and v

respectively. Introducing channel spins si and sf and partial wave expansions in the entrance

and exit channels, we have,

〈sfµf ; ~pf |T|~pi; siµi〉 =
∑

lf ,mf

∑

li,mi

∑

j,j′

C (lfsfj
′;mfµfm

′)C (lisij;miµim)

× Ylfmf
(p̂f) 〈(lfsf) j′m′|T| (lisi) jm〉Y ∗

limi
(p̂i)

(1)

where C(j1, j2j;m1m2m) denote the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in the notation of Rose [7]

and the rotational invariance implies

〈(lfsf) j′m′|T| (lisi) jm〉 = δjj′δmm′T j
lf sf ;lisi

for the energy-dependent partial-wave amplitudes, T j
lf sf ;lisi

. Using the short hand notation

(

Ak ⊗Bk′
)K

Q
=

k
∑

q=−k

C (kk′K, qq′Q)Ak
qB

k′

q′
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to denote an irreducible tensor of rank K constructed out of two irreducible tensors Ak
q and

Bk′

q′ of ranks k and k′ respectively and using Racah techniques, eq. (1) may be rewritten as

[8]

〈sfµf ; ~pf |T|~pi; siµi〉 =
∑

lf ,li,j,λ

(−1)li+si+lf−jW (silisf lf ; jλ) [j]
2[λ] [sf ]

−1 T j
lf sf ;lisi

× C (siλsf ;µiµµf) (−1)µ
(

Ylf (p̂f)⊗ Yli (p̂i)
)λ

−µ
,

(2)

where we use the shorthand notation

[j] ≡
√

(2j + 1).

We now express M as

M =
∑

sf ,µf

∑

si,µi

√

2πD

v
|sfµf〉 〈sfµf ;

−→pf |T|−→pi ; siµi〉 〈siµi| (3)

and use eq. (2) for the matrix elements. Since |sfµf 〉 transforms under rotations as an

irreducible tensor, K
sf
µf , of rank sf ; while 〈siµi| does so like (i)2µiBsi

−µi
, an irreducible tensor

of rank si [9], so that

|sfµf〉 〈siµi| =
(si+sf )
∑

λ=|si−sf |
C (sfsiλ;µf − µiµ) (−1)µi (Ksf ⊗ Bsi)λµ . (4)

This allows us to define irreducible spin transition tensors Sλ
µ connecting the spin spaces of

si and sf through

Sλ
µ (sf , si) = (−1)si [sf ] (K

sf ⊗ Bsi)λµ , (5)

where λ ranges from |sf − si| to (sf + si). The collision matrix, eq. (3), can be written on

using eqs. (4) and (5), in the simple invariant form [10]

M =
∑

sf ,si,λ

(

Sλ (sf , si) · T λ (sf , si)
)

, (6)

where

T λ
−µ (sf , si) =

∑

lf ,li,j

(−1)li+si+lf−jW (silisf lf ; jλ)M
j
lf sf ;lisi

[j]2 [sf ]
−1 (Ylf (p̂f )⊗ Yli (p̂i)

)λ

−µ

are the irreducible tensor reaction amplitudes in the channel-spin space and

M j
lf sf ;lisi

=

√

2πD

v
T j
lf sf ;lisi

.
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Using [10]

Sλ
µ (sf , si) =

∑

λ1,λ2



















sbsBsf

sasAsi

λ1λ2λ



















[sf ]
2 [si] [λ1] [λ2]

[sb] [sB]
(−1)si−sa−sA

(

Sλ1 (sb, sa)⊗ Sλ2 (sB, sA)
)λ

µ

(7)

in eq. (6), we obtain

M =
∑

λ1,λ2,λ

(

(

Sλ1 (sb, sa)⊗ Sλ2 (sB, sA)
)λ ·Mλ(λ1, λ2)

)

, (8)

where the new set of irreducible tensor reaction amplitudes are related to the channel-spin

amplitudes via

Mλ
µ (λ1, λ2) =

∑

sf ,si



















sbsBsf

sasAsi

λ1λ2λ



















[sf ]
2 [si] [λ1] [λ2]

[sb] [sB]
(−1)si−sa−sA T λ

µ (sf , si) (9)

Specializing the above formalism for the case of pp → Ω̄Ω involves choosing the spins to be

sa = sA = 1/2 and sb = sB = 3/2, with si = 0, 1 and sf = 0, 1, 2, 3. We hence obtain for

p̄p→ Ω̄+Ω−:

M =

2
∑

λ1,λ2=1

(λ1+λ2)
∑

λ=|λ1−λ2|

(

(

Sλ1
(

3
2
, 1
2

)

⊗ Sλ2
(

3
2
, 1
2

))λ ·Mλ (λ1, λ2)
)

, (10)

where the irreducible reaction amplitudes Mλ
µ (λ1, λ2) now have the following partial-wave

expansion

Mλ
µ (λ1, λ2) =

∑

li,lf

1
∑

si=0

3
∑

sf=0

∑

j

(−1)li+lf−j+1M j
lf sf ;lisi

(E)
(

Ylf (p̂f)⊗ Yli (p̂i)
)λ

µ
W (silisf lf ; jλ)

× [j]2
[sf ] [si] [λ1] [λ2]

4



















3
2

3
2
sf

1
2

1
2
si

λ1 λ2 λ



















.

(11)

The spin-state of the initial p̄p system is characterized by the density matrix

ρi =
1

4

1
∑

k1,k2=0

(k1+k2)
∑

k=|k1−k2|
(−1)k1+k2−k

(

(

P k1 ⊗Qk2
)k ·

(

σk1(1)⊗ σk2(2)
)k
)

, (12)
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in terms of the irreducible components

P 0
0 = Q0

0 = 1;P 1
0 = Pz;Q

1
0 = Qz

P 1
±1 = ∓ 1√

2
(Px ± iPy) ;Q

1
±1 = ∓ 1√

2
(Qx ± iQy)

(13)

of the beam and target polarization vectors,
−→
P and

−→
Q and the Pauli spin-operators σ0

0(i) = 1

and σ1
±1(i) = ∓ 1√

2
(σx(i)± iσy(i)), with i = 1, 2, for the proton and the antiproton. The

density matrix for the final state, ρΩ,Ω̄ is given by

ρΩ,Ω̄ = MρiM†. (14)

Using eqs. (10) and (12) and after using the recoupling equations in [10], we get

ρΩ,Ω̄ =
3

∑

k′′
1
,k′′

2
=0

(k′′
1
+k′′

2
)

∑

k′′=|k′′
1
−k′′

2
|

(

tk
′′

(k′′1 , k
′′
2) ·

(

Sk′′
1

(

3
2
, 3
2

)

⊗ Sk′′
2

(

3
2
, 3
2

)

)k′′
)

(15)

where the irreducible Fano statistical tensors tk
′′

q′′ (k
′′
1 , k

′′
2) which completely describe the po-

larization state of the ΩΩ̄ system are given by, after recoupling, as

tk
′′

q′′ (k
′′
1 , k

′′
2) = 8

∑

k1,k2,k

∑

λ1,λ2,λ

∑

λ′

1
,λ′

2
,λ′

2
∑

k′
1
,k′

2
=1

(k′
1
+k′

2
)

∑

k′=|k′
1
−k′

2
|

(

(

P k1 ⊗Qk2
)k ⊗

(

Mλ(λ1, λ2)⊗M †λ′ (λ′1, λ
′
2)
)λ′′

)k′′

q′′

×



















λ1 λ2 λ

k1 k2 k

k′1 k′2 k′





































k′1 k′2 k′

λ′1 λ′2 λ′

k′′1 k′′2 k′′



















W (1
2
k1

3
2
λ1;

1
2
k′1)W (1

2
k2

3
2
λ2;

1
2
k′2)W (3

2
λ′1

3
2
k′1;

1
2
k′′1)

×W (3
2
λ′2

3
2
k′2;

1
2
k′′2)W (kλk′′λ′; k′λ′′)(−1)λ1+λ2(−1)k

′′

1
+k′′

2 (−1)k+k′−k′′[λ1][λ2][λ
′
1][λ

′
2][k

′′
1 ][k

′′
2 ]

× [λ][λ′][λ′′][k1][k2][k][k
′
1]

2[k′2]
2[k′]2.

(16)

From eqs. (15) and (16), we see that the highest rank of the Fano statistical tensor is 6,

but for it to be realized, we should have both the beam and the target polarized. If we have

an unpolarized beam and target, as is the case for PANDA, the maximum rank of the Fano

tensor would be 4 and the Fano statistical tensors become

tkq (k1, k2) =
∑

n1,n2,n

∑

n′

1
,n′

2
,n′

(

Mn(n1, n2)⊗M †n′

(n′
1, n

′
2)
)k

q
(−1)n1+n2−n(−1)k1+k2−k[n1][n2][n]

× [n′
1][n

′
2][n

′][k1][k2]W (3
2
n′
1
3
2
n1;

1
2
k1)W (3

2
n′
2
3
2
n2;

1
2
k2)



















n1 n2 n

n′
1 n′

2 n′

k1 k2 k



















,

(17)
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where the relabeling of the free and dummy indices has been done for later convenience.

To make use of the parity conservation in this reaction, we choose a frame in which the

quantization axis is parallel to −→pi ×−→pf and the x-axis parallel to −→pi (referred to as TF, the

Transverse Frame), using which we would have [10]

Ylfmf
(p̂f ) = Ylfmf

(π

2
, θ
)

; Ylimi
(p̂i) = Ylimi

(π

2
, 0
)

.

Using parity conservation, which implies (−1)li = (−1)lf and the relation

Ylm(θ, φ) =

√

(2l + 1)(l −m)!

4π(l +m)!
Pm
l (cos θ)eimφ, m ≥ 0,

where Pm
l , the associated Legendre polynomials obey Pm

l (0) = 0 for odd (l −m), we get

Mλ
µ (λ1, λ2) = 0 for all odd µ. (18)

Using eq. (18) in eq. (16) for the case of unpolarized beam and target (i. e., k1 = k2 = k = 0

in eq. (16)), we get the condition

tkq (k1, k2) = 0 for all odd q, (19)

for the Fano statistical tensors.

The angular distribution (diffrential cross section) of the Ω(Ω̄) can be found by taking

the trace of eq. (15). If the beam and target are unpolarized, we get

Tr
(

ρΩ,Ω̄

)

= 16
∑

λ1,λ2,λ

λ
∑

µ=−λ

∣

∣Mλ
µ (λ1, λ2

∣

∣

2
. (20)

where we have used the normalization [11],

〈

sm′ ∣
∣Sk

q (s, s)
∣

∣ sm
〉

= C (sks;mqm′) [k]. (21)

Using eq. (18), eq. (20) reduces to

Tr
(

ρΩ,Ω̄

)

= 16
∑

λ1,λ2,λ

∑

even µ

∣

∣Mλ
µ (λ1, λ2

∣

∣

2
, (22)

where the possible even values of µ are:

µ = 0, when λ = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4

µ = 2, when λ = 2, 3, 4 and

µ = 4, when λ = 4.

7



B. The first stage of decay: the density matrix for ΛΛ̄

The density matrix ρΛΛ̄ is given by

ρΛ,Λ̄ =
∑

k1,k2,k

(

tk(k1, k2) ·
(

(

MΩ→ΛK−
Sk1

(

3
2
, 3
2

)

M
†
Ω→ΛK−

)

⊗
(

M
Ω̄→Λ̄K+S

k2
(

3
2
, 3
2

)

M
†
Ω̄→Λ̄K+

)k
))

,

(23)

where the decay matrix MΩ→ΛK−
responsible for the decay of Ω has the invariant form

MΩ→ΛK−
=

∑

λ=1,2

(

Yλ(p̂Λ
) · Sλ

(

1
2
, 3
2

))

Mλ, (24)

while that for the decay of the Ω̄ has the invariant form

M
Ω̄→Λ̄K+ =

∑

λ=1,2

(

Yλ(p̂
Λ̄
)) · Sλ

(

1
2
, 3
2

))

Mλ, (25)

where −→
p

Λ
(−→p

Λ̄
) is the momentum of the Λ(Λ̄) in the rest frame of Ω(Ω̄) and Mλ (assumed

to be the same for both Ω and Ω̄ decay) with λ = 1 and λ = 2 are respectively the parity-

conserving and the parity-nonconserving decay amplitudes/constants.

Using eqs. (24) and (25) in eq. (23), we get, after standard Racah recoupling,

ρΛΛ̄ =
1

∑

k′′
1
,k′′

2
=0

(k′′
1
+k′′

2
)

∑

k′′=|k′′
1
−k′′

2
|
T k′′(k′′1 , k

′′
2) ·

(

Sk′′
1

(

1
2
, 1
2

)

⊗ Sk′′
2

(

1
2
, 1
2

)

)k′′

, (26)

where the Fano statistical tensors which completely characterize the final ΛΛ̄ state are given

by

T k′′

q′′ (k
′′
1 , k

′′
2) =

3
∑

k1,k2=0

(k1+k2)
∑

k=|k1−k2|

2
∑

λ1,λ
′

1
,λ2,λ

′

2
=1

(λ1+λ′

1)
∑

λ′′

1
=|λ1−λ′

1
|

(λ2+λ′

2)
∑

λ′′

2
=|λ2−λ′

2
|

(λ1+k1)
∑

k′
1
=|λ1−k1|

(λ2+k2)
∑

k′
2
=|λ2−k2|

(λ′′

1+λ′′

2 )
∑

λ′′′=|λ′′

1
−λ′′

2
|

G(k1, k2, k, λ1, λ2, λ
′
1, λ

′
2, λ

′′
1, λ

′′
2, k

′
1, k

′
2, k

′′
1 , k

′′
2 , k

′′, λ′′)Mλ1
M∗

λ′

1
Mλ2

M∗
λ′

2

×
(

tk(k1, k2)⊗
(

Yλ′′

1
(p̂

Λ
)⊗ Yλ′′

2
(p̂

Λ̄
)
)λ′′

)k′′

q′′
,

(27)
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where the geometrical factors

G(k1, k2, k, λ1, λ2, λ
′
1, λ

′
2, λ

′′
1, λ

′′
2, k

′
1, k

′
2, k

′′
1 , k

′′
2 , k

′′, λ′′) =

(

2

π

)

(−1)k1+k′
1
−k′′

1 [λ1]
2[λ′1]

2[k′1]
2[k′′1 ]

× (−1)k2+k′
2
−k′′

2 [λ2]
2[λ′2]

2[k′2]
2[k′′2 ](−1)k+k′′[k1][k2][k][λ

′′]C(λ1λ
′
1λ

′′
1; 000)C(λ2λ

′
2λ

′′
2; 000)

×W (3
2
k1

1
2
λ1;

3
2
k′1)W (3

2
k2

1
2
λ2;

3
2
k′2)W (1

2
λ′1

1
2
k′1;

3
2
k′′1)W (1

2
λ′2

1
2
k′2;

3
2
k′′2)

×W (λ1k1λ
′
1k

′′
1 ; k

′
1λ

′′
1)W (λ2k2λ

′
2k

′′
2 ; k

′
2λ

′′
2)



















λ′′1 k′′1 k1

λ′′2 k′′2 k2

λ′′ k′′ k



















.

(28)

Note also that

S1
q

(

1
2
, 1
2

)

≡ σ1
q , (29)

where σ1
q are the irreducible components of the Pauli Spin operator, −→σ .

C. The second state of decay: the density matrix for pp̄

The density matrix ρpp̄ is given by

ρpp̄ =
∑

k′′
1
,k′′

2
,k′′

(

T k′′(k′′1 , k
′′
2) ·

(

(

MΛ→pπ−
Sk′′

1

(

1
2
, 1
2

)

M
†
Λ→pπ−

)

⊗
(

M
Λ̄→p̄π+S

k′′
2

(

1
2
, 1
2

)

M
†
Λ̄→p̄π+

)k′′
))

,

(30)

where the decay matrix MΛ→pπ− responsible for the decay of Λ has the invariant form

MΛ→pπ− =
∑

λ=0,1

(

Yλ(p̂p) · Sλ
(

1
2
, 1
2

))

Mλ, (31)

and that for the decay of the Λ̄ has the invariant form

M
Λ̄→p̄π+ =

∑

λ=0,1

(

Yλ(p̂p̄)) · Sλ
(

1
2
, 1
2

))

Mλ, (32)

where −→pp(
−→
pp̄) is the momentum of the p(p̄) in the rest frame of Λ(Λ̄) and Mλ with λ = 0 and

λ = 1 are respectively the parity-nonconserving and the parity-conserving decay amplitudes.

Using eqs. (31) and (32) in eq. (30), we get

ρpp̄ =
1

∑

k′′′
3
,k′′′

4
=0

(k′′′
3
+k′′′

4
)

∑

k′′′
5
=|k′′′

3
−k′′′

4
|
Tk′′

5 (k′′′3 , k
′′′
4 ) ·

(

Sk′′′
3

(

1
2
, 1
2

)

⊗ Sk′′′
4

(

1
2
, 1
2

)

)k′′
5

, (33)
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where the Fano statistical tensors which completely characterize the final state are given by

T
k′′′
5

q′′′
5

(k′′′3 , k
′′′
4 ) =

1
∑

k′′
1
,k′′

2
,k′′

3
,k′′

4
=0

(k′′1+k′′2 )
∑

k′′=|k′′
1
−k′′

2
|

1
∑

λ3,λ
′

3
,λ4,λ

′

4
=0

(λ3+λ′

3)
∑

λ′′

3
=|λ3−λ′

3
|

(λ4+λ′

4)
∑

λ′′

4
=|λ4−λ′

4
|

(λ′′

3+λ′′

4 )
∑

λ′′

5
=|λ′′

3
−λ4′′|

G(k′′1 , k′′2 , k′′, λ3, λ4, λ′3, λ′4, λ′′3, λ′′4, λ′′5, k′′3 , k′′4 , k′′′3 , k′′′4 , k′′′5 )Mλ3
M∗

λ′

3
Mλ4

M∗
λ′

4

×
(

T k′′(k′′1 , k
′′
2)⊗

(

Yλ′′

3
(p̂p)⊗ Yλ′′

4
(p̂p̄)

)λ′′

5

)k′′′
5

q′′′
5

,

(34)

where the geometrical factors

G(k′′1 , k′′2 , k′′, λ3, λ4, λ′3, λ′4, λ′′3, λ′′4, λ′′5, k′′3 , k′′4 , k′′′3 , k′′′4 , k′′′5 ) =
(

1

π

)

(−1)λ3+k′′
3
−k′′′

3 [λ3]
2[λ′3]

2[k′′3 ]
3

× (−1)λ4+k′′
4
−k′′′

4
−k′′′

5 [λ4]
2[λ′4]

2[k′′4 ]
3[λ′′5][k

′′
1 ][k

′′
2 ]C(λ3λ

′
3λ

′′
3; 000)C(λ4λ

′
4λ

′′
4; 000)

×W (1
2
k′′1

1
2
λ3;

1
2
k′′3)W (1

2
k′′2

1
2
λ4;

1
2
k′′4)W (1

2
λ′3

1
2
k′′3 ;

1
2
k′′′3 )W (1

2
λ′4

1
2
k′′4 ;

1
2
k′′′4 )

×W (λ3k
′′
1λ

′
3k

′′′
3 ; k

′′
3λ

′′
3)W (λ4k

′′
2λ

′
4k

′′′
4 ; k

′′
4λ

′′
4)



















λ′′3 k′′′3 k′′1

λ′′4 k′′′4 k′′2

λ′′5 k′′′5 k′′



















.

(35)

Using eq. (27 in eq. (34), we can relate the Fano statistical tensors of the ΩΩ̄ to that of pp̄

as

T
k′′′
5

q′′′
5

(k′′′3 , k
′′′
4 ) =

∑

G(k′′1 , k′′2 , k′′, λ3, λ4, λ′3, λ′4, λ′′3, λ′′4, λ′′5, k′′3 , k′′4 , k′′′3 , k′′′4 , k′′′5 )

×G(k1, k2, k, λ1, λ2, λ
′
1, λ

′
2, λ

′′
1, λ

′′
2, k

′
1, k

′
2, k

′′
1 , k

′′
2 , k

′′, λ′′)

×Mλ1
M∗

λ′

1
Mλ2

M∗
λ′

2
Mλ3

M∗
λ′

3
Mλ4

M∗
λ′

4

((

tk(k1, k2)⊗
(

Yλ′′

1
(p̂

Λ
)⊗ Yλ′′

2
(p̂

Λ̄
)
)λ′′

)k′′

⊗
(

Yλ′′

3
(p̂p)⊗ Yλ′′

4
(p̂p̄)

)λ′′

5

)k′′′
5

q′′′
5

.

(36)

The orthogonality of the Ylms allows us to “invert” the above equation, allowing us to write

the above equation, as

t
k′′′
5

q′′′
5

(k′′′3 , k
′′′
4 ) =

[

(16π2)
∑

G(k′′′3 , k′′′4 , k′′′5 , λ3, λ4, λ3, λ4, 0, 0, 0, k′′3 , k′′4 , k′′′3 , k′′′4 , k′′′5 )

×G(k′′′3 , k
′′′
4 , k

′′′
5 , λ1, λ2, λ1, λ2, 0, 0, k

′
1, k

′
2, k

′′′
3 , k

′′′
4 , k

′′′
5 , 0)|Mλ1

|2|Mλ2
|2|Mλ3

|2|Mλ4
|2
]−1

×
∫

T
k′′′5

q′′′
5

(k′′′3 , k
′′′
4 )dΩp̂

Λ
dΩp̂

Λ̄

dΩp̂p
dΩp̂p̄

.

(37)

10



III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

If the decay amplitudes are known, the above equation will allow us to “solve” for some

of the Fano-statistical tensors of the original ΩΩ̄ system, up to k′′′5 = 2, using the Fano-

statistical tensors for the final pp̄ system. Most importantly, the hitherto “unknown” pro-

duction (differential) cross section [1] for ΩΩ̄ production can be determined by putting

k′′′3 = k′′′4 = k′′′5 = q′′′5 = 0 in eq. (37, which implies that the geometrical factors now reduce

to

G(0, 0, 0, λ3, λ4, λ3, λ4, 0, 0, 0, λ3, λ4, 0, 0, 0) =
1

4π
[λ3]

3[λ4]
3 (38)

and

G(0, 0, 0, λ1, λ2, λ1, λ2, 0, 0, λ1, λ2, 0, 0, 0, 0) =
1

4π
(−1)λ1+λ2 [λ1]

2[λ2]
2, (39)

so that the production (differential) cross section for p̄p→ Ω̄Ω, which is essentially eq. (22),

is given by

t00(0, 0) =
[

∑

λ1,λ2,λ3,λ4

(−1)λ1+λ2 [λ1]
2[λ2]

2[λ3]
3[λ4]

3|Mλ1
|2|Mλ2

|2|Mλ3
|2|Mλ4

|2
]−1

×
∫

T0
0(0, 0)dΩp̂

Λ
dΩp̂

Λ̄

dΩp̂p
dΩp̂p̄

.

(40)

The above result demonstrates that the model-independent irreducible tensor formalism we

have developed here would be of immense use for upcoming facilities like PANDA, where

kinematically complete experiments are being planned to analyse sequential decays of these

triple strange process.
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