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Strong decays of singly heavy baryons

Xiaoning Xie'[] Juntao Tong'[l Qi Huang! [l Hongxia Huang![ and Jialun Ping!
! Department of Physics, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210097, China

More and more excited baryons have been reported experimentally, but many properties are still
unclear. This work attempts to simultaneously study the masses and strong decay widths of some
singly heavy baryons, in order to provide possible quantum numbers for these states. The chiral
quark model and the 3Py decay model are employed to calculate the masses and decay widths of
Acpy and X ) baryons for all quantum numbers with 25, 1P, and 2P waves. We considered not
only two-body strong decays but also the influence of three-body decays. Our calculations show
that: (i) For states with experimentally determined quantum numbers, such as A.(2595), A.(2625),
Ay(5912) and A4(5920), the results are consistent with experimental data and the conclusions of
most theoretical studies. (ii) For states whose quantum numbers have not yet been fully determined
experimentally, we provide possible interpretations. For example, our calculations tend to interpret

Ac(2910) is interpreted as a J” = 37 state with 1P-wave p-mode or a J” = 17 state with 2P wave

A-mode. A.(2940) can be interpreted as the J” = 2 state with 2P-wave A-mode. For A.(2860),
we offer a different interpretation, proposing that its mass and width closely match those of a 2P-

1

wave JU = 5 state. It is hoped that our calculations can provide valuable information for the
experimental and theoretical studies of heavy baryons.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, with the ground state heavy baryons
well established, the experimental focus has been on
discovering more and more excited heavy baryons.
For A., at present, seven excited states of A. have
been found experimentally: A.(2595)", A.(2625)T,
A(2765)T, A.(2860)T, A.(2880)T, A.(2910), A.(2940)T.
As early as 1995, the CLEO Collaboration discovered
two low excited states: A.(2595) and A.(2625) [3]. Simi-
larly, in 2000, the CLEO Collaboration found A.(2765)"
in the final state of ATw"7~ [4], but it is not clear
whether it is A, or X.. In 2017, LHCb Collaboration
reported a new resonance A.(2860)" with a quantum

number of %Jr in the D% channel and the masses, widths
and quantum numbers of A.(2880)" and A.(2940)" res-
onances were measured [5]. In 2023, Belle Collabora-
tion reported a new excited A. state, namely A.(2910)
with a mass of 2913.8 + 5.6 + 3.8MeV and a decay
width of 51.8 £+ 20.0 4+ 18.8MeV via investigating the
BY — %.(2455)%7"p decay process |2]. They identified
that this state is possibly a good candidate for Ac(%, 2P).
The experimental observation process of the excited state
of Ay is similar to that of A.. First, two narrow A, states,
Ap(5912) and Ap(5920) were found in the AYw 7~ in-
variant mass spectrum in the LHCb Collaboration [92].
Subsequently, two highly excited states Ap(6146) and
Ap(6152) were likewise discovered by LHCb Collabora-
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tion in 2019 [7]. In 2020, the CMS Collaboration con-
firmed the existence of these two highly excited states
and at the same time they discovered a new Aj excited
state Ay(6072). However, compared with A, and Ay, ex-
periments have not found much for the excited states of
Y. and ¥, with only 3.(2800) and X(6097) reported
so far [9,[10]. The mass, width and decay modes of all
Ag, Ay, 3¢, By found experimentally are listed in Table[ll
As new heavy baryons are discovered, many theoretical
models and methods are used to study them, including
lattice QCD [11-14], the heavy hadron chiral perturba-
tion theory |16-19], QCD sum rules [20-29, [31), 185], rel-
ativistic flux tube model [32, 133], effective Lagrangian
approach [34], quark model [35-51], quark-diquark ap-
proach [52], chiral effective theory [53], ®Py model [54-
56, 5860, 163, 182-84], and so on.

At present, most of the theoretical work on heavy
baryons focuses on energy spectrum and decay widths,
which are generally discussed separately. There has been
a lot of work studying singly heavy baryons from the per-
spective of the energy spectrum. In Ref. |46], the excited
state energy spectra of Ag, g and Qg (Q = ¢, d) are
calculated by ISG method in the framework of the rela-
tivistic quark model. In their calculations, A.(2765) and
Ap(6070) are interpreted as 2S states of A. and Ay, re-

spectively, and A.(2940) is interpreted as 2P(3 ) states
of A.. Besides, this work points out that both ¥.(2800)
and X,(6097) can be considered P-wave excited states,
but their quantum numbers cannot be confirmed based
on calculations of the energy spectrum alone. The work
of Ref. [49] also calculated the masses of excited states of
nonstrange singly charmed baryons in hypercentral con-
stituent quark model. Their conclusion for A, is the same
as Ref. [46], but for the quantum number of 3.(2800),
they believe that it can be interpreted as a J¥ = 1~
state of the P-wave. A relativistic flux tube model also
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TABLE I: The experimental information of the excited Ac, Ay, Xc, X baryons, from the PDG [1]].

Experimental information

States JP Mass(Mev) Width(Mev) Decay channels
Ac(2595)T 1= 2592.25 + 0.28 2.59 + 0.30 + 0.47 At r=,3.(2455) 7, 8.(2455) 7T
2

Ao(2625)" 3 2628.00 & 0.15 < 0.52 AF T, 3.(2455) T 1T, 2.(2455) 07T
A (2765) 77 2766.6 + 2.4 50 Arata~

A.(2860)* 3t 2856.172:0 + 0511 ¢ 67.671%1 +1.4759 D%

A.(2880)" 5 2881.63 £ 0.24 56108 Afrtr, 2e(2455)0 Tt £.(2520)%F o DO
Ac(2910)" ?7 2913.8 + 3.8 51.8 £20.0 £ 18.8 e (2455) T, $0(2455) 07T
A.(2940)* 3- 2939.6113 2018 ¥.(2455)% T 7t DO
¥.(2800)*F 27 2801715 75118 Afn

¥.(2800)* 77 279214 62137 Afr

¥.(2800)° 77 280615 72122 Afr

Ap(5912)° i~ 5912.19 +0.17 <0.25 Admto~

Ap(5920)° 3- 5920.09 4 0.17 <0.19 Arta~

Ay(6070)° it 6072.3 +2.940.2 7241142 At~

Ap(6146)° g* 6146.2 + 0.4 29+1.3+03 A)ntr—

Ay(6152)° 5* 6152.5 £ 0.4 21408403 Admto—

(6097)* ?7 6095.8 1.7+ 0.4 31.0+£55+0.7 Ayt

3 (6097) " 77 6098.0 + 1.7+ 0.5 28.9+4.240.9 Ay~

can be used to calculate the energy spectrum of singly
charmed baryons [33]. In their calculations, the A.(2940)

can be assigned to one of the 2P states with J¥ = % or
JP =3 and £.(2800) is a good candidate for 1P state
with JF = %7.

In addition, there is a lot of work that has studied the
heavy baryon from a decay width perspective with the
3Py model. In Ref. [84], the author calculated the P-
wave, D-wave decay width of A.. A-(2595) and A.(2625)

are identified with 1P-wave JF = 17 and JF = 27,
respectively. A.(2860) and A.(2880) may be 1D-wave
charmed baryons. However, the author of Ref. [60] held a
different theoretical interpretation of the A.(2880), which

has also been interpreted in terms of highly excited state

decay as a 1F wave of JI' = gf. There are also theorists
who have plotted the variation of the singly baryon decay

widths with mass. [90], and according to the results of

the plot, the A(2910) is close to the 3 state of the 1P
wave p-mode. Moreover they found that the strong decay
width is sensitive to changes in mass. Light-cone QCD
sum rules are also one of the commonly used methods
for solving strong decay problems. The work of Ref. |66]
considered two-body as well as three-body strong decays,
interpreting X.(2800) as a mixed state of P-waves.
Much of the above work have studied heavy baryon
excited states separately from the point of view of en-
ergy spectrum and decay width. In our group’s previous
work we have studied baryons, tetraquark states, pen-
taquark states using the chiral quark model [67-70], and
the strong decay of mesons using the 3Py model |71-73].
So it is interesting to calculate the energy spectrum and
the decay width at the same time in the framework of
the same model. The consistent calculation can provide
a more reliable explanation the excited states found in
experiments and provide information on excited heavy

baryons states for experimental searching. The paper is
organized as follows. In Section II, we give a brief review
of ChQM, GEM and 3Py decay model. In Section III , we
study the strong decay behaviors of the S-wave, 2S-wave,
P-wave and 2P-wave A., Ay, %, 3 baryons. Finally, we
give a brief summary of this work in the last section.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In our work, we apply the Gaussian expansion method
in the framework of the chiral quark model to compute
the singly heavy baryon energy spectrum and bring the
computed masses and wave functions into the 3Py model
to compute the strong decay widths of the states. In
addition to considering the two-body decays, three-body
decay is also taken into account.

A. Chiral quark model(ChQM)

Chiral quark model is one of the most common ap-
proaches to describe hadron spectra, hadron-hadron in-
teractions and multiquark states. The quark interaction
potential in the model is composed of central force, ten-
sor force and spin-orbit coupling force. In this model,
in addition to one-gluon exchange (OGE), the massive
constituent quarks also interact with each other through
Goldstone boson exchange. Besides, the color confine-
ment and the scalar ¢ meson (chiral partner, acting on
u and d quark only) exchange are also introduced. The
Hamiltonian of ChQM is given as follows:
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where m; is the constituent mass of quark(antiquark), p;
is momentum of quark and Ty is the kinetic energy of
the center-of mass motion.

There are no colored particles in nature, and there are
no free quarks, they are always imprisoned inside the
hadron, which is the characteristic of color confinement,
so the model phenomenally introduces the confinement
potential:

Von (i) = [—ac(l —e " + A)AT - A (2)
e yelefce” T
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where ac, pic, A are model parameters, A§ represent the
SU(3) color Gell-Mann matrices, S - L is spin-orbit cou-
pling operator

In addition to the spontaneous breaking of chiral sym-
metry, the model also introduces the single gluon ex-
change potential (OGE), in which the central force, ten-
sor force and spin-orbit coupling force form as follows:
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where S;; is the quark tensor operator, S;; = 3(0i-7i;)(03-
Tij) — o - 0j.
Due to chiral symmetry spontaneous breaking, Gold-

stone boson exchange potentials appear between light
quarks:
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Besides, the nonet (the extension of chiral partner o
meson) exchange is also used in this work, which intro-
duces other higher multi-pion terms that are simulated
through the full nonet of scalar mesons exchange between
two constituent quarks [74].

3 7
Va(riy) = vag(rig) D AT - AG + 0slrig) DAL AT (1)
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Fuso(ri)A] - Ajug (rig) A - A
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As
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We fit the parameters by the baryon and meson masses
of the ground state, which have been experimentally de-
termined so far. Since it is difficult to fit both baryons
and mesons well with one set of parameters, different
parameter values are given for the s, o of mesons and
baryons, with the previous one denoting baryons and the
later one denoting mesons. The model parameters are
listed in Table [l and the calculated baryon and meson
masses are presented in the Table [II] with the experi-
mental values.

B. Gaussian expansion method(GEM)

The Gaussian expansion method |77] is to expand the
orbital wave function of the system through a series of
Gaussian wave functions with varying widths or centers,
then solve the Schrodinger equation based on the varia-
tional principle, at last one arrives a generalized eigen-
problem of matrix. After diagonalizing the matrix, one
obtains the eigenenergy and eigenfunction of the system.



TABLE II: Quark model parameters:m, = 0.70 frrfl7 mi
251fm™", m, = 2.77ftm™', A, = 4.20fm™", Ay = A, =
5.20fm™', m, = 3.42fm™', A, = 4.20fm™!, me, = my, =

mye = 4.97fm™", A, = Ay, = A = 5.20fm™". g2, /(4n) =
0.54, 0p = —15°
my=mgq (MeV) 313
Quark masses| ms (MeV) 555
me (MeV) 1800
mp (MeV) 5112
ac (MeV) 184.84
Confinement pre (Fm™1) 0.683
A (MeV) 56.677
as 0.252
7o (MeV fm) 36.878
7g (MeV fm) 275.82
sy, 0.669/0.80
Qs s 0.7/0.724
Qs 0.707
OGE Qe 0.902/0.804
Qs g 0.834
s,y 0.787
s, 0.721
TABLE III: The masses of ground-state baryons and

mesons(unit: MeV), Experimental information from PDG [1]

N A b = A B Q
ChQM 942 1154 1160 1343 1245 1374 1503 1653
Expt 939 1116 1193 1318 1232 1383 1533 1672
A 2. 2 2 Q. X B
ChQM 2282 2467 2472 2559 2694 2534 2640 2785
Expt 2286 2455 2469 2579 2695 2520 2645 2770
Ay X B Z % X ES
ChQM 5611 5826 5794 5920 6033 5848 5948
Expt 5620 5811 5797 5935 6045 5830 5950
T K D
ChQM 139 494 1869
Expt 140 494 1870

We use a set of gaussians to expand the radial part of
the orbital wave function which is shown below,

Nmazx

Yim(r) = Z Cnl¢glm(r) (13)

n=1

— 2 A
s (1) = Nyrle ™" Yy, (F) (14)
where N,,; is the normalization constant,
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and c,; is the variational parameter, which is determined
by the dynamics of the system. The Gaussian size pa-
rameters are chosen according to the following geometric
progression:

1 n—1 Tmaz | “mer !
Vp = —Q,Tn = T'minQ , a4 = ) (16)
T T'min

where My,,q. is the number of Gaussian functions, and
Nmaz 1S determined by the convergence of the results.In
the present calculation, n,,q; = 8.

C. 3P, model

3 Py model also known as quark pair generation model,
was first proposed by Micu in 1969 [78] and further de-
veloped by Le Yaouanc, Ackleh, Roberts et al [79-81].
3Py model is mainly used to study the two-body strong
decay problem allowed by OZI(Okubo, Zweg and lizuka)
rule. This model can well describe the strong decay pro-
cess of hadrons (baryons, mesons), so it is widely used in
the study of the strong decay process of hadrons.

According to this model, a pair of quarks with
0™+ is created from the vacuum when a hadron decays.
During the quark rearrangement process, the new qq pair
that forms from the vacuum combines with the gqq (three
quarks) within the initial baryon, resulting in the cre-
ation of the outgoing meson and baryon. When consid-
ering a baryon A, decaying to a baryon B and meson C,
there are usually three types of recombination, as shown
in FIG[]

1 2 3
5 5
(e, R, Gl
B B B
(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 1: Baryon decay process of A — B+C in the 3 Py model.
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In the 3Py model, the transition operator T of the de-
cay A — BC can be express as follows,

T=—3y Z(lml —m | 00) /d3p4d3p553 (ps +P5)

m (Pa— P
X Vi (%) X167 wi?dl (pa) df (ps), (17)

where v describes the probability for creating a quark-
antiquark pair with momenta p, and ps, respectively
from the 0T vacuum. The solid harmonic polyno-
mial Y{*(p) = |p| Y{"(0p, ¢p) reflects the P—wave dis-
tribution of the ¢4¢s in the momentum space. ¢g° =

(uit + dd + s5)/V/3, wi® = (rF + gg + bb)/\/3, and X%



are the flavor , color, and spin wave functions of the ¢4s,
respectively.

In our group’s previous work [75], when we used
the original transition operator in the momentum space
Eq.(T) to calculate the mass shift problem of light
mesons, we found that these light mesons had relatively
large mass shifts, which was very unreasonable To
solve the problem, thezconvergence factors e W and
Rav
the damping factor e 76 are introduced to modify the
transition operator in the 3Py model |75, [76].

1 ;
T = — 3iy Zm:<1m1 —m] OO)/d3r4d3r5r(%)%2_%f—5
e my
Y (r)e 1Pe X o5witb (ra) df (r5),
(18)

The matrix element for the transition A — B + C can
then be written:

(BC|T|A) = 6% (Ps — Pp — Po) MMraMigMic —(19)

where Pp, Pc are the momenta of the B and C hadrons
that appear in the final state, with P4 = Pg+ Pc =0
in the center-of-mass frame of baryon A. The helicity
amplitude of the process A — B + C in the center of
mass frame of A is

MMraMipMic (A — BC)

=\BEAEpEcy )

My, Msg,m

X (LpMp,SpMsy | JpMj,) (LcMp.ScMs. | JeM;.)

(LaMp,SaMs, | JaMy,)

x (Im1 —m | 00) <X%‘3§)Ms XSBMS | X152A$MSA X1= m>
My ,,
X (B H | BB T (o) (20)

where the spatial integral II]\\jLLA’;ZLC (p) is defined as
B

My, , m
ML;MLC (p)

= / d®k; d®ky d®ks d®ky d’ks6® (kg + ks)

x 03 (k1 + kg + ks —Pa) 6% (kg + kg — Pp)
x 8% (kg + k3 + ks — Pc)
XU prpny, (K Ka) ¥hoponr, (Koo ks ks)
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X Ynaramy, (ki, ko, ks) V" (%) - (@

Here, ,rn, is the (Fourier transform) of the
wave function in Eq.(2), which is obtained via the
self-consistent solution of the Hamiltonian problem

in Eq.(1). <X?€3§MSCXSBMSB |X}92ASMSAX%5—m> and

235 123 .45

(9208 | w0
ement respectively.

In the 3P, model, the hadronic decay width I' of a
process A — B + C is as follows,

> denote the spin and flavor matrix el-

5 7 2l (22)
where nonrelativistic phase-space is assumed,
| | _ \/[fo - (MB + MCPHME& - (MB + MC)2]
P 2M 4 ’
(23)

with M4, M, M¢ being the masses of the hadrons A, B,
C; the partial wave amplitude M ;,(A — BC) is related
to the helicity amplitude via:

V2L +1

ME(A - BO) = T 1
A

> (LOTMy, | JaMy,)

Myg Mg

x (JgMy,JoMy, | JMy,) MMiaMigMic (P) (24)

where J = Jp —Jo, Ja=Jp+Joc+ L, My,
Mj,.

In calculating the decay width with the 3Py model,
there are a total of three parameters: Ry, f and 7,
parameters Ry and f are taken from Ref. |75], when
Ry =1.0fm, f =0.3fm, it is possible to solve the prob-
lem of excessively large mass translations. For the v pa-
rameter we fitted the decay width of the ground state
baryons X, X%, ¥, ¥, X}, Ef and found that the ob-
tained decay width is more reasonable when v = 30.0.
The theoretical widths of the ground state baryons are
shown in Table [Vl Using the above fitted parameters
we will calculate the decay width of the heavy baryon
excited states.

=My, +

TABLE IV: Decay widths(Mev)of S wave baryons

Channels T’y Teap
3. (2455) Acr 3.54 1.83-2.3
37 (2520) Aem 22.15 14.78-17.2
=5 (2645) BT 0.92 2.14-2.35
3 (5810) Apr 8.78 5.0-5.3
35 (5830) Aprr 14.90 9.4-10.4
=} (5955) EpTr 0.24 0.9-1.65

D. Three-body decay

From PDG, we can see that the decay modes of parti-
cles observed experimentally include not only two-body
strong decay, but also three-body strong decay, radia-
tive decay and weak decay. In this paper, we not only
consider two-body decay, but also consider the process
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FIG. 2: The three-body decay process.

of three-body decay process.
shown in FIG[2}

In the rest system of the initial particle, the momen-
tum p, of the three final particles must be in the same
plane: p; 4+ p, +p3 = 0. The momentum space direction
of the parent particle can be determined by three Fuler

1
T (2n)p 16M

The three-body decay is

——|M|*dEydEydad(cos B)dy  (25)

If the rest system of 1, 2 particles is used, then:

1
T (@) 16M2

[M{[2dmaz|pi[|ps|dQidQs  (26)

Where (23 is the momentum and solid Angle of a particle
in the 1, 2 rest system, |pj| and |ps| are expressed as
follows:

pil = ﬁ[(mfz = (12 +m3)?)(my — (maz —ms)*)]'/2
pal = (M2 = sz + mg)?) (M2 = (13 — mg)?)]2

(27)

When the initial particle is a scalar particle, integrat-
ing the Angle or averaging the spin yields the differential
of the decay width:

1
I‘:( PR 8M|M|2dE1dE2 (28)
1 dm?,dm?
. |M|2 Mig 72”23
T 2n)pPsM 4M

In theory, it is difficult to directly solve the three-
body strong decay, so we consider transforming the three-
body process into two two-body decay processes. Tak-
ing A.(2765) as an example, firstly, we consider that
A.(2765) decays to Y.m and X¥w. The ground state
3. and X% can continue to decay, and the final state
of decay is A.m, as shown in Figdl According to the
above two processes, we can get the three-body decay of
A (2765) — A

This decay mode is called successive decay (A — B +
C,B — D+ F), and its decay width is:

Ac
*)
z
Cr
A, -
Tt

FIG. 3: Three body continuous decay process.

_ Mpg Ipl LpopirMassicl?
dl’ = M2 472 onf2 2 | T2 dMpr
A AT 2MB[(Mpr — MB)? +T%_,p, p/4]
(29)
ip| = VIM3 — (Mo + Mpr)?][M3 — (Mc — Mpr)?]
P 2M 4
(30)

The upper and lower limits of the integral are Mp + Mp
to M4 — M¢, so we only need to get the decay width of
the B — D + F process and the partial wave amplitude
of the A — B + C' process to get the decay width of the
successive decay, which is approximately compared with
the experiment as the result of three-body decay.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we use the chiral quark model to cal-
culate the masses of baryon excited states and apply the
modified 3 Py model to calculate the 25, 1P and 2P-wave
singly heavy baryon decay width.

For the excited state of P wave, there are two exci-
tation modes: A mode and p mode we use_ the J -j cou-
phng method, which has the relation that L x+ L = L
L+ Sp = Jl, Jl + SQ = J7 np, Ly, S, denote the radial
quantum number, the orbital angular momentum, and
the spin of the two light, while ny, L) denote the nodal
quantum number and the orbital angular momentum be-
tween the heavy quark and the two-light-quark system.
L is the total orbital angular momentum of the baryon
and J denotes the total angular momentum.

A. A

For A, systems, the quantum numbers of 1P-wave and
2S-wave are shown in Table [V] where Aqi(5 ) denotes
Ji=1,J" =4 and Ao(3~
G1=0,JF = %_. The theoretical mass and width of A,
are shown in Table [Vl Considering that the mass will

affect the results of the decay to some extent, we correct
the theoretical mass to the experimental mass and to

) denotes p-mode excitation,



compare the values of the decay widths in Table [VII]
[VIIT, X1

A.(2595) and A.(2625): A.(2595) and A.(2625) were
observed in Af7wt7~ channel by the CLEO Collabora-
tion [3]. A-(2595) and A.(2625) had been experimen-
tally observed to decay to ATwT7~, 3.(2455)T 7~ and
¥.(2455)%7F. The branching fractions T'(A.(2595)" —
$e(2455) 1) Trorar = 24 £ 7% . D(Ao(2595)F —
$e(2455)071) [Tiotar = 24 £ 7% and Af7nt7~ three-
body decay with a fraction of about 18 4 10%. The
experimentally measured decay width of A.(2625)"
is less than 0.52 MeV [3], in which three-body de-
cay still accounts for 67%, so the proportion of
two-body decay A.(2625)T — X.(2455)m is very
small: T'(A.(2625)7 — X.(2455) " 77 ) /Tiotar < 5%,
T(Au(2625)F — $0(2455)°7F) /Tyorar < 5%.

TABLE V: The quantum number of 1S 2S and 1P-wave A.
baryons

Assignments J J; nx L, Lx L S,
A(AT18) Lo 0 0 0 0 0
Ac(2F28) L o1 0 0 0 0
Aa(37,1P) £ 1. 0 0 1 1 0
Aa(271P) 2 1. 0 0 1 1 0
Ao(37,1P) £ 0 0 1 0 1 1
Aa(37,1P) 21 0 1 0 1 1
Aa(37,1P) 21 0 1 0 1 1
Aa(37,1P) 22 0 1 0 1 1
Ao(37,1P) 2 2 0 1 0 1 1

TABLE VI: Masses and decay widths of 2S and 1P-wave A.
states. unit: MeV

A Mass X7 Yiwm ND Acnm Tiotar
Ac(17,28) 2709 922 390 |\ 005 13.17
Aa(37,1P) 2592\ \ \ \ \
Awo(37,1P) 2796  \ \ \ =0 =0
Aa(37,1P) 2772 55313 209 \ 219 557.41
Aci(37,1P) 2619 0.003 \ \ =0 0.003
Aa(37,1P) 2807 10.13 509.93 \ 232 522.38
Ae2(37,1P) 2878 46.94 2050 ~0 0.26 67.70
Ap(37,1P) 2918 2998 5510 ~0 0.33 8541

In most theoretical work [82-84], A.(2595) and
A.(2625) are identified as 1P-wave excited states and

form a doublet Aci (3,2 ). From TabldVIlit can be seen
that the theoretical masses of A1 (1) is very close to the
experimental values of A;(2595) and the decay channels
observed experimentally are A.wm and Y.m. Due to the
theoretical mass of A, is lower than the sum of the the-
oretical masses of ¥, and 7 in our calculation, the decay
width of A;(2595) cannot be obtained by using theoret-
ical mass, so in TabldVII we use the experimental mass

2592 MeV to calculate the decay width . The total decay
width obtained is as follows: the partial width of ¥ 7 is
1.39 MeV, which is well reproduced the partial width of
Y m measured in experiment. Therefore, A.(2595) could

be identified as a 1P-wave state with J = %7

TABLE VII: Masses and decay widths of A.(2595) as 2S and
1P-wave states. unit: MeV

A. Mass(Mev) Xem Xim ND Acwm Tiotar
Ac(L7,28) 2592 ~00 \ \ ~00 =00
Aci(37,1P) 2592 .39\ \ 002 141
Aw(3,1P) 2592 \ AR \ \
Aai(37,1P) 2592 614 \ \ 008 622
éd(g*, 1P) 2592 ~00 \ \ =00 =00
/}cl(gi 1P) 2592 ~00 \ \ =00 =00
/}cg(gi 1P) 2592 ~00 \ \ =00 =00
Ac2(37,1P) 2592 ~00 \ \ =00 =00

From Tabldml it can be seen that the theoretical
masses of Ac1(% ) and is very close to the experimen-

tal values of A.(2625) and the decay width of Aq(3 )
is 0.003 MeV, approaching 0 MeV. When the experi-
mental mass 2628 MeV is used to calculate the decay
width of A(2625)F, the result of A.(2 ) obtained is
0.05 MeV in Table [VIIIl which is closer to the experi-
mental width. Here, it is reasonable to treat Aci(3 )
as A.(2625), which is consistent with the conclusions of
most theoretical work.

TABLE VIII: Masses and decay widths of A.(2625) as 2S and
1P-wave states. unit: MeV

A Mass Y.m Xiwm ND Acmm Tiotal
Ac(17,28) 2628 143  \  \ 001 144
Ac(37,1P) 2628 5653 \ \ 022 56.75
Aw(3 ,1P) 2628 Voo \
Aa(37,1P) 2628 247.90 \ \ 0.98 248.88
Aa(37,1P) 2628 005 \ \ ~00 005
Aa(37,1P) 2628 005 \ \ =~00 005
Aea(27,1P) 2628 009 \ \ =00 0.09
Ap(37,1P) 2628 004 \ \ ~00 004

A.(2765): In 2001, the CLEO Collaboration found
A.(2765) in the final decay state of Af7T7~ with a
mass of 2766.6 £ 2.4 MeV and a decay width of about
50 MeV [4]. The I(JP) quantum number of A.(2765)
has not yet been experimentally determined, and it is
still inconclusive whether A.(2765) is a A. or 3. state or
a overlapping states. In Ref. [83], 3Py model is also used
to calculate the decay width. They believe that A.(2765)
can be interpreted as a A.(25) state with a mass of 2764
MeV and a width of 25.34 MeV. However in Ref. [82],
their theoretical work did not find a suitable A. state to
explain A.(2765). The author of Ref. [84] considers that



A.(2765) cannot be considered as the P-wave state of A,
but it may be 2S-wave or 1D-wave state. The result in

Table [VIl show that the mass of the p-mode /N\co(%_),
Aa(37), Aci(27) are close to that of A.(2765), but the
decay width of Aci(37) and A.i(27) are too large by

more than 500 MeV and must be excluded. Ac(37)’s
decay width 67.44 MeV is very close to the experimental
width, but its mass of 2878 MeV exceeds the experimen-
tal width about 100 MeV. Thus it is unreasonable to
describe A.(2765) as a P-wave A, state. However the
theoretical mass 2709 MeV and width 13.12 MeV of the
2S-wave state are smaller than the experimental values.
Considering that the mass will affect the results of the
decay to some extent, we used the experimental masses
to calculate the decay widths as in Table [Xl The de-
cay width of A, 2S-wave states is 51.31 MeV, which is
approach to the experimental width. A.(2765) can be
interpreted as a A, 2S-wave state when we take into ac-
count the effect of mass on the decay widths.

TABLE IX: Masses and decay widths of A.(2765) as 2S and
1P-wave states. unit: MeV

A Mass Xem it ND Acrm Tiotar
Ac(2S) 2767 2259 2872 \ 020 51.51
Aa(37) 2767 129.83 3.09 \ 0.53 133.45
Aw(37) 2767\ \ \ \
Aa(37) 2767 556.19 2.86 \ 223 561.28
Aa(37) 2767 685 103.90 \ 042 111.17
Aa(37) 2767 643 469.72 \ 181 477.96
Aea(37) 2767 1167 274\ 0.06 14.47
Ae2(37) 2767 509 429 \  0.04 942

A.(2910) : In 2023, Belle Collaboration reported a
new excited A. state, namely A.(2910) with a mass of
2913.8+5.6+ 3.8 MeV and a decay width of 51.8+20.0+
18.8 MeV via investigating the B — X.(2455)°7%p de-
cay process [2]. The experiment suggested that A.(2910)

may be a 2P-wave state with JF = %7. The author
of Ref. [85] used the QCD sum rules to well interpret

Ac(2910) asa J¥ = 1~ 2P-wave state. However, Ref. [90)]

suggests that A.(2910) may be a ACQ(%_) state of the p-
mode of 1P-wave. From Table [VI, we can see that the

mass and decay width of A (37) is 2918 MeV and 85.41
MeV, respectively, which is very close to experimental
values. The case of 2P-wave is likewise under considera-
tion in our work which shown in Table Xl 2P-wave mass
of the five p-modes are higher than 3000 MeV, which
are unreasonable as A.(2910). The two A-modes have
masses of 2857 MeV and 2871 MeV and decay widths of
68.915 MeV and 46.502 MeV. So it’s reasonable to inter-
pret A(2910) as Ac1(3 ) 2P-wave state. Thus, we tend
to interpret A.(2910) as a 1P-wave p-mode state with a
quantum number of J¥ = gf, which is consistent with
the results of Ref. [90]. Alternatively, it could also be

described as a 2P-wave A\-mode J¥ = %7 excitation.
A.(2940): In 2007, the Belle Collaboration discovered

a new A. state A.(2940) [86]. The quantum number of
Ac(2940) is experimentally considered to be 3, but the

possibility of 1~ and 2 cannot be ruled out. Similarly,
many theorists have given their predictions for the vari-
ous properties of A.(2940). In Ref. [60], the mass spec-
tra and decay widths of 1D, 2P and 1F-wave states are
calculated, and A.(2940) may be the excitation of 2P-

wave 3 state, n, = 1,ly = 1. Ref. [83] suggests that

Ac(2940) is a 2P-wave £ state with a decay width of
12.40 MeV. There are also some work interpret it as the
molecular state of ND* [91]. Most theoretical work con-
sidered that A.(2940) is a 2P-wave state with ND as the
main decay channel. Our work also considers the case of

A, as a 2P-wave in Table Xl In contrast, the mass 2871

MeV and decay width 46.50 MeV of A1 (3 ) are closer to
the experimental values. Therefore, we tend to interpret

Ac(2940) as a 3 state of a 2P-wave, which is consistent
with the conclusions of Ref. [83].

TABLE X: Masses and decay widths of 2P-wave A. states.
unit: MeV

A Mass Xem Xim ND  Acwm Tiotal
Aci(37,25) 2857 1143 0.12 57.32 0.05 68.92
Awo(37,1P) 3058 ~0 =~0 =~0 =0 =0
Aei(37,1P) 3042 9236 0.01 ~0 0.37 92.74
Ac(37,1P) 2871 0.120 5.89 40.47 0.02 46.50
Aa(37,1P) 3064 4.09 9145 ~0 037 95.91
Ae2(27,1P) 3112 26.14 9.71 ~0 0.4 35.99
Aa(37,1P) 3140 2040 3633 ~0 0.22 56.95
A.(2860) and A.(2880):  For A.(2860)" and

A.(2880)", the LHCb Collaboration considers their

quantum numbers to be %+ and g+, respectively. Many

works interpret A.(2860)" and A.(2880)" as double
states of the D-wave [42, 46, [82] with quantum num-

bers JF = %Jr and JF = %+. However, there are differ-
ent interpretations for these two states, in Ref. [96], The
theoretical mass of the D-wave is very close to the exper-
imental value, but the decay width of A.(2860)" is much
lower than the experimental value. the authors employ
the 3Py model to calculate the decay width and prefer

to interpret A.(2860)% as the JZ = %Jr 1D-wave state
and interpret A.(2880)" as the J” = 5~ 1F-wave state.
In our work, the masses and decay widths of 1P-wave p-
mode Ac2(3 ) and Aca(3 ) are close to the experimental
value of A.(2860), but the decay width of the ND channel
is close to 0 MeV, which is not in accordance with the
experimental value. From Table [X] the mass of Ac1(3 )
2P-wave state is 2857 MeV and the total width is 68.916
MeV, in which the main decay channel is ND, which is
in perfect agreement with the experimental value, so we
prefer to interpret A.(2860) as the 2P-wave state with



quantum number J¥ = 1. For A.(2880), on the other
hand, it has a very narrow decay width of 5.6 MeV, and
we did not find any state that would explain it well in the
calculations for 1P and 2P-wave , so it is difficult to ex-
plain A.(2880)" well as a P-wave state in the present cal-
culations, and A.(2880)% may be a D-wave state, which

will be explored in our subsequent work.

B. A

For Ay systems, the quantum numbers of 1P-wave and
2S-wave are shown in Table [V] The theoretical mass and
width of A are shown in Table [V1

TABLE XI: The quantum number of 1S, 2S and 1P-wave A,
baryons

Assignments J J; nx L, Lx L S,
A(AT18) 20 0 0 0 0 0
A(AF29) 1001 0 0 0 0
Am(ATP) 31 0 0 1 1 0
An(3T1P) 21 0 0 1 1 0
Aw( ,1P) L 0 0 1 0 1 1
An(37,1P) 21 0 1 0 1 1
Ap(27,1P) 21 0 1 0 1 1
Ao(371P) 2 2 0 1 0 1 1
Ap(37,1P) 2 2 0 1 0 1 1

Ap(5912) and A,(5920): In 2012, the LHCb col-
laboration discovered two narrow states, Ap(5912) and
Ap(5920), in the AY7n "7~ invariant mass spectrum [92],
this was the first experimental report of excited states
of the Ay. The decay widths of these two states are
very narrow, both less than 1 MeV. In the majority of
energy spectrum analyses concerning the A;(5912) and
Ap(5920), there is a consensus that these particles corre-

spond to the 3+ and 2 states of the 1P-wave A-mode,
respectively. From Table XTIl it can be seen that the

masses of Ay1 (3 ) and Ay (3) states are 5905 MeV and
5915 MeV, respectively, which differ from the experimen-
tal values by no more than 10 MeV. The decay final states
of both Ay(5912) and Ay (5920) are Apmm. However, in our
calculations for three-body decays, it is necessary to first
consider Ay decaying to ¥y, and then X, further decay-
ing to Apm. Since the threshold sum of ¥, is higher than
that of Ap(5912) and Ap(5920), our current calculations
cannot obtain the three-body decay widths for A;(5912)
and Ay (5920). According to the analysis of energy spec-
trum, We prefer to interpret A,(5912) and Ap(5920) as

1-

3 and

1P-wave states with the quantum number J¥ =
JP =37 respectively.

Ap(6070): The LHCDb Collaboration observed a new Ay,
state in the A)7T7~ mass spectrum using a data sam-

ple of pp collisions in 2020 [93], The mass and width of

TABLE XII: Masses and decay widths of 2S and 1P-wave A.
states. unit: MeV

Ay Mass Xy Xpm Ay Tiotal
Ap(17,25) 6011 191  1.36  0.01 3.28
Ay (37,1P) 5905  \ \ \ \
Ap(37,1P) 6122\ \ \ \
Api(37,1P) 6108 484.75 3.18 1.90 489.83
Ap(37,1P) 5915\ \ \ \
At (37,1P) 6128 4.27 47640 1.84 482.51
Ap2(37,1P) 6210 29.01 21.73 0.20 50.94
A2(37,1P) 6235 17.16  46.87 0.25 64.28

Ap(6070) are measured to be:

m(Ap(6070)") = 6072.3+£2.9+ 0.6+ 0.2 MeV (31)
['(A.(6070)") = 7241142 MeV (32)

The LHCb Collaboration considered that A;(6070) is
consistent with the first radial excitation of the A,
baryon: A(25). Some studies have examined the
A4 (6070) from the perspective of energy spectra and be-
lieve it can be interpreted as a 2S state |46, 194]. Other
works have investigated the A(6070) from the decay
perspective and found that the decay width of the 2S
state is too small compared to the experimental value of
Ay (6070) [59, R3]

TABLE XIII: Masses and decay widths of A;(6070) as 2S and
1P-wave states. unit: MeV

Ab Mass Ebﬂ' ZZTF AbTrﬂ' Ftotal
Ap(17,25) 6072 1170 18.89 0.12  30.71
Api(37,1P) 6072 11021 248 044 113.13
Aw(3 ,1P) 6072\ \ \ \
Ai(37,1P) 6072 456.73 1.84 1.81 460.38
A (37,1P) 6072\ \ 039 0.39
Ai(37,1P) 6072 1.66 413.34 1.62 416.62
Ap2(37,1P) 6072 3.06 1.73 002 481
Ap2(27,1P) 6072 1.35  2.69  0.02 4.06

Our theoretical masses and decay widths are listed in

TabldXIll For the 1P-wave state, although Ap(3) is
the closest to the experimental mass, its decay width ex-
ceeds 400 MeV, which is obviously unreasonable. While

Apa(37) and Apa(37) have a decay width of 50.94 MeV
and 64.28 MeV, which are basically consistent with the
experimental value, their mass is too high. Therefore, the
result indicate that A,(6070) maybe not a P-wave state.
For the 2S-wave state, our theoretical mass 6011 MeV
and width 3.28 MeV are both lower than the experimen-
tal values. Considering that mass has a certain influence
on the width, we recalculated the decay width of A by
using the experimental mass in Table XTIl Among them,
the total decay width of 2S state is 30.71 MeV, although



the decay width of the 2S state is still slightly lower than
the experimental value, A;(6070) may be a 2S state from
the perspective of combining the energy spectrum and
decay.

C. 3

For the ground ¥, state, the masses, decay widths of
%Jr and %Jr states and their quantum numbers have been
experimentally determined. At present, only X.(2800)
and ¥.(2765) excited states have been found in the ex-
periment, among which X.(2765) cannot be determined
whether it is a A, state or a X, state. For ., the quan-
tum numbers and masses of the P-wave and 2S-wave
states are listed in Table [XIV], The theoretical masses
and decay widths are shown in Table XV1

TABLE XIV: The quantum number of 1S, 2S and 1P-wave
3. baryons

Assignments J J; nxn L, Lx L S,
S(2F18) Lo 0 0 0 0 0
2(3+ 19 210 0 0 0 1
S(3728) Lo 1 0 0 0 0
2228 21 0 0 0 0 1
Yeo(3 ,1P) 3 0 0 0 1 1 1
Sa(3 ,1P) 3 1.0 0 1 1 1
Sa(7,1P) 210 0 1 1 1
Se2027,1P) 22 0 0 1 1 1
Se237,1P) 202 0 0 1 1 1
Ya(i7,1P) L1 0 1 0 1 0
Ya(27,1P) 21 0 1 0 1 0

TABLE XV: Masses and decay widths of 2S and 1P-wave Y.
states. unit: MeV

ECJZ(JP) Mass Aem Yo Yiv Thiotal
zc(” 25) 2845 0.98 29.71 15.67 46.36

$E(27,25) 2878 317 1.67  19.37  24.23
Seo(37,1P) 2738 5247\ \ 52.47
Sa(17,1P) 2746\ 19170 042 192.12
Sa(37,1P) 2767 ~ 0.0 248 14950 151.98
Se2(27,1P) 2781 3248 592 134 39.74
Se2(37,1P) 2809 38.39 426 448 4813
Sa(37,1P) 2839\ 16229 1528 177.49
S (27,1P) 2849 ~ 0.0 24.80 181.09 205.89

X.(2800): As early as 2005, £.(2800) was discovered
in the invariant mass spectrum of A.m by Belle Collab-
oration [9], and ¥.(2800)° was observed in the Barbar
Collaboration in 2008 [87]. Most theoretical results be-
lieve that ¥.(2800) is a 1P-wave A-mode excited state.
Similarly some theoretical work suggests ¥.(2800) maybe
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the mixing state of 2~ and 4 or a pure 3 state of
the A-mode 1P-wave. For example, in Ref. [82], the en-
ergy spectrum and decay widths are calculated by us-
ing the constituent quark model and the 3Py model, and

$c(2800) is considered to be 3 of the 1P-wave state.
Ref. [83] considers the mixing of the same quantum num-
bers and considers 3.(2800) possibly to be a mixing state
of ’gig’ - 1> and ‘g*,j - 2>.

According to the calculation of X, in Table XV] the
mass difference of the five A-mode states is very small,
so it is difficult to distinguish these states well only from
the mass spectrum. Combined with a decay width per-
spective, The Xc2(3 ) state has a mass of 2809 MeV
closest to the experimental mass of 2800 MeV, and its
decay width is 48.13 MeV, which is very close to the ex-
perimental value, so we assume that ¥.(2800) is a good

candidates of A-mode JF = %7 1P-wave state, which is
consistent with the results of Ref. [97].

X.(2765): As mentioned in section A, based on the
provided search results, there is no direct evidence or
confirmation that A.(2765) is a X, state or A, state. In
this section we discuss X.(2765) as a X, state in Ta-
bldXVl For 1P-wave state, the masses of two p-modes
3. state is high, 2839 MeV and 2849 MeV, respectively.
The mass of the five A-modes is very close to the ex-
perimental value, and the difference is not more than 30
MeV. From the point of view of decay width, the width
value of Xe(3 ) state is closest to the experimental value
52.47 MeV. Therefore, we identify the X.(2765)" as the

Eco(%_) state , which is consistent with the prediction of
Ref. [88].

TABLE XVI: The quantum number of 1S, 2S and 1P-wave
3 baryons

Assignments J J; nax L, Lx L S,
53T 20 0 0 0 00
SEH L1 0 0 0 001
5 (25) 101 0 000
28 211 0 0 01
Sw:) 0 0 0 1 11
S(27) £ 1 0 0 1 11
S(37) 21 0 0 1 11
Se(37) 22 0 0 1 11
e (27) 22 0 0 1 11
S L1 0 1 0 10
Sm(27) 2 1.0 1 0 10

D. %,

For ¥, baryons, the lowest S-wave states %Jr and 27

haven been observed and confirmed. For the excited
state, ¥ experiments only observed 3;(6097), which is



TABLE XVII: Masses and decay widths of 2S and 1P-wave
Y, states. unit: MeV

Ebjl ( ) Mass Abﬂ' Ebﬂ' ZZTF Ftotal
zb(” ,25) 6167 0.62 14.79 7.84 23.25

Sp(27,25) 6178 286 240  14.03  19.29
Seo(37,1P) 6052 50.36  \ \  50.36
Ser(37,1P) 6058\ 150.68 0.37 151.05
L (37,1P) 6072 ~ 0.0 0.68 138.72 139.40
Se2(37,1P) 6090 30.78 206 112 33.96
Sp2(37,1P) 6103 3375 1.28 260 37.63
Sei(37,1P) 6168\ 157.09 16.23 173.32
S (27,1P) 6171 ~ 0.0 1247 166.43 178.90

similar to X.(2800), and most theorists identify it as a
1P-wave A-mode excited state. In this work, we also dis-
cuss the ¥ as the 2S and 1P states, the quantum num-
bers and masses of the P-wave and 2S-wave states are
listed in Table XVIhnd the theoretical masses and decay
widths are shown in Table XVIII

Xy (6097): The mass and width of X;(6097) mea-
sured experimentally are 6095.8 £ 1.7 £ 0.4 MeV and
31.0+5.54+0.7 MeV [10]. In Ref. |51)], hypercentral Con-
stituent Quark Model(hCQM) method is used to calcu-
late the energy spectrum, strong decay and electromag-
netic decay of ¥j. They believes that X,(6097) can be
interpreted as the 3~ or 5 state of 1P-wave state. Sim-
ilarly, according to the 3Py model calculated in Ref. [89],
it is most reasonable to interpret ¥;,(6097) as a 1P-wave
37 or 3 state. Similarly, 3 also has the problem of
mixing, Ref.[58] studies the variation of its decay width
with the mixing angle, and they results show that there
is a mixing of Sy (3 ) and Eye(37) states in X,(6097)
at about 20°.

In our work, from the perspective of energy spectrum,
the theoretical values of 2S-wave and 1P-wave p-mode
are about 100 MeV larger, all of which are interpreted
as 2,(6097) unreasonable, and the masses of 1P-wave
A-modes Sp2(2 ) and Ey2(2 ) are much closer, less than
10 MeV difference from the experimental values. From

the decay width perspective, the total decay widths of

the Sy2(3 ) and Zpo(2 ) states are 33.96 MeV and
37.63 MeV, which are very close to the experimental

values, thus it is reasonable to interpret EbQ(%_)7
Sp2(5 ) as $,(6097).

Xy (6070): In the previous discussion of Ay(6070), the
decay width of A,;(6070) as 2S-wave of A, state is too
narrow compared to experimental values, which is con-
sistent with the conclusion in Ref. [59]. Their work also
discuss Ap(6070) as the Xy state and consider its mixing
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angle. In this work, we also consider the possibility of
Ap(6070) as the Xp state. From Table [XVII] the mass of

Seo(L 7, 1P) is 6050 MeV and the decay width is 50.36
MeV, which is very close to the experimental value of
Ap(6070). So we prefer to interpret A,(6070) as a X

state with a quantum number of %_

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we simultaneously investigate the mass
spectrum and decay widths of singly heavy baryons in
the same theoretical framework, aiming to achieve a more
self-consistent study. We calculate the energy spectrum
of the excited state of the singly heavy baryon by apply-
ing the chiral quark model under SU(3) symmetry, tak-
ing into account the effects of spin-orbit couplings and the
tensor force. Afterwards we bring the theoretical masses
and eigenvalues into the 3Py model to obtain the width
of the strong decay of the singly heavy baryon, and we
take into account not only the two-body strong decay but
also the three-body decay. The energy spectra and de-
cay widths of A,y and 3. ;) excited states are obtained
relatively self-consistently by applying a complete set of
parameters, which are in good agreement with many ex-
perimentally newly discovered heavy baryon states. We
have summarised the results in Table [XVITI

A significant challenge in our study is achieving con-
sistent descriptions of both the mass spectrum and decay
widths with one unified set of parameters. Due to the un-
certainty of the model itself and the experimental data,
our results cannot be completely consistent with the ex-
perimental data. But most of our results are still in good
agreement with the experimental values within a certain
margin of error allowed, hoping to provide a reference for
the experiment. In this work, we only study the prop-
erties of 2S-wave, 1 P-wave and 2P-wave A, ;) and Y )
baryons. In the future, we will extend the study to other
heavy baryons, not only considering P-wave excitations,
but also higher wave excitations. Regarding three-body
decays, we have only proposed a simplified approach in
this work, and further refinements to the three-body de-
cay process will be pursued in future studies, and we
hope to get a systematic work on both the energy spec-
trum and decay widths of heavy baryons.
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