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Strong decays of singly heavy baryons

Xiaoning Xie1,∗ Juntao Tong1,† Qi Huang1,‡ Hongxia Huang1,§ and Jialun Ping1¶
1Department 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 3P0 decay model are employed to calculate the masses and decay widths of
Λc(b) and Σc(b) baryons for all quantum numbers with 2S, 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 Λc(2595), Λc(2625),
Λb(5912) and Λb(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

Λc(2910) is interpreted as a JP = 3
2

−
state with 1P-wave ρ-mode or a JP = 1

2

−
state with 2P wave

λ-mode. Λc(2940) can be interpreted as the JP = 3
2

−
state with 2P-wave λ-mode. For Λc(2860),

we offer a different interpretation, proposing that its mass and width closely match those of a 2P-

wave JP = 1
2

−
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 Λc, at present, seven excited states of Λc have
been found experimentally: Λc(2595)

+, Λc(2625)
+,

Λc(2765)
+, Λc(2860)

+, Λc(2880)
+, Λc(2910), Λc(2940)

+.
As early as 1995, the CLEO Collaboration discovered
two low excited states: Λc(2595) and Λc(2625) [3]. Simi-
larly, in 2000, the CLEO Collaboration found Λc(2765)

+

in the final state of Λ+
c π

+π− [4], but it is not clear
whether it is Λc or Σc. In 2017, LHCb Collaboration
reported a new resonance Λc(2860)

+ with a quantum

number of 3
2

+
in the D0p channel and the masses, widths

and quantum numbers of Λc(2880)
+ and Λc(2940)

+ res-
onances were measured [5]. In 2023, Belle Collabora-
tion reported a new excited Λc state, namely Λc(2910)
with a mass of 2913.8 ± 5.6 ± 3.8MeV and a decay
width of 51.8 ± 20.0 ± 18.8MeV via investigating the
B̄0 → Σc(2455)

0π+p̄ decay process [2]. They identified
that this state is possibly a good candidate for Λc(

1
2 , 2P ).

The experimental observation process of the excited state
of Λb is similar to that of Λc. First, two narrow Λb states,
Λb(5912) and Λb(5920) were found in the Λ0

bπ
+π− in-

variant mass spectrum in the LHCb Collaboration [92].
Subsequently, two highly excited states Λb(6146) and
Λb(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 Λb excited
state Λb(6072). However, compared with Λc and Λb, ex-
periments have not found much for the excited states of
Σc and Σb, with only Σc(2800) and Σb(6097) reported
so far [9, 10]. The mass, width and decay modes of all
Λc, Λb, Σc, Σb found experimentally are listed in Table I.
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, 85], rel-
ativistic flux tube model [32, 33], effective Lagrangian
approach [34], quark model [35–51], quark-diquark ap-
proach [52], chiral effective theory [53], 3P0 model [54–
56, 58–60, 63, 82–84], 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 ΛQ, ΣQ and ΩQ (Q = c, d) are
calculated by ISG method in the framework of the rela-
tivistic quark model. In their calculations, Λc(2765) and
Λb(6070) are interpreted as 2S states of Λc and Λb, re-

spectively, and Λc(2940) is interpreted as 2P(12
−
) states

of Λc. Besides, this work points out that both Σc(2800)
and Σb(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 Λc is the same
as Ref. [46], but for the quantum number of Σc(2800),

they believe that it can be interpreted as a JP = 1
2

−

state of the P -wave. A relativistic flux tube model also
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TABLE I: The experimental information of the excited Λc, Λb, Σc, Σb baryons, from the PDG [1].

Experimental information

States JP Mass(Mev) Width(Mev) Decay channels

Λc(2595)
+ 1

2

−
2592.25 ± 0.28 2.59 ± 0.30± 0.47 Λ+

c π
+π−,Σc(2455)

++π−,Σc(2455)
0π+

Λc(2625)
+ 3

2

−
2628.00 ± 0.15 < 0.52 Λ+

c π
+π−,Σc(2455)

++π−,Σc(2455)
0π+

Λc(2765)
+ ?? 2766.6 ± 2.4 50 Λ+

c π
+π−

Λc(2860)
+ 3

2

+
2856.1+2.0

−1.7 ± 0.5+1.1
−5.6 67.6+10.1

−8.1 ± 1.4+5.9
−20.0 D0p

Λc(2880)
+ 5

2

+
2881.63 ± 0.24 5.6+0.8

−0.6 Λ+
c π

+π−,Σc(2455)
0,++π±,Σc(2520)

0,++π±, D0p

Λc(2910)
+ ?? 2913.8 ± 3.8 51.8 ± 20.0± 18.8 Σc(2455)

++π−,Σc(2455)
0π+

Λc(2940)
+ 3

2

−
2939.6+1.3

−1.5 20+6
−5 Σc(2455)

0,++π±, D0p

Σc(2800)
++ ?? 2801+4

−6 75+18
−13 Λ+

c π

Σc(2800)
+ ?? 2792+14

−5 62+37
−23 Λ+

c π

Σc(2800)
0 ?? 2806+5

−7 72+22
−15 Λ+

c π

Λb(5912)
0 1

2

−
5912.19 ± 0.17 < 0.25 Λ0

bπ
+π−

Λb(5920)
0 3

2

−
5920.09 ± 0.17 < 0.19 Λ0

bπ
+π−

Λb(6070)
0 1

2

+
6072.3 ± 2.9± 0.2 72± 11± 2 Λ0

bπ
+π−

Λb(6146)
0 3

2

+
6146.2 ± 0.4 2.9± 1.3± 0.3 Λ0

bπ
+π−

Λb(6152)
0 5

2

+
6152.5 ± 0.4 2.1± 0.8± 0.3 Λ0

bπ
+π−

Σb(6097)
+ ?? 6095.8 ± 1.7± 0.4 31.0± 5.5± 0.7 Λbπ

+

Σb(6097)
+ ?? 6098.0 ± 1.7± 0.5 28.9± 4.2± 0.9 Λbπ

−

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

can be assigned to one of the 2P states with JP = 1
2

−
or

JP = 3
2

−
and Σc(2800) is a good candidate for 1P state

with JP = 3
2

−
.

In addition, there is a lot of work that has studied the
heavy baryon from a decay width perspective with the
3P0 model. In Ref. [84], the author calculated the P -
wave, D-wave decay width of Λc. Λc(2595) and Λc(2625)

are identified with 1P -wave JP = 1
2

−
and JP = 3

2

−
,

respectively. Λc(2860) and Λc(2880) may be 1D-wave
charmed baryons. However, the author of Ref. [60] held a
different theoretical interpretation of the Λc(2880), which
has also been interpreted in terms of highly excited state

decay as a 1F wave of JP = 5
2

−
. 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 Λc(2910) is close to the 5
2

−
state of the 1P

wave ρ-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 Σc(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 3P0 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 3P0 decay model. In Section III , we
study the strong decay behaviors of the S-wave, 2S-wave,
P-wave and 2P-wave Λc, Λb, Σc, Σb 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 3P0 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 σ meson (chiral partner, acting on
u and d quark only) exchange are also introduced. The
Hamiltonian of ChQM is given as follows:

H =

n
∑

i=1

(

mi +
p2i
2mi

)

− TCM +

n
∑

j>i=1

[VCON (rij)

+VOGE(rij) + Vχ(rij) + Vs(rij)], (1)
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where mi is the constituent mass of quark(antiquark), pi
is momentum of quark and TCM 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:

V C
CON (rij) = [−ac(1 − e−µcr +∆)]λc

i · λc
j (2)

V SO
CON (rij) = −λc

i · λc
j

acµce
−µcrij

4m2
im

2
jrij

[((m2
i +m2

j)(1− 2as)

+4mimj(1 − as))× (S+ · L)
+(m2

j −m2
i )(1− 2as)(S+ · L)] (3)

where ac, µc, ∆ are model parameters, λc
i 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:

V C
oge(rij) =

1

4
αsqiqj

λc
i · λc

j [
1

rij
− 1

6mimj

(σi · σj)
e−

rij
r0µ

rijr0(µ)2
] (4)

V T
oge(rij) = − 1

16

αsqiqj

mimj
λc
i · λc

j [
1

r3ij
− e−rij/rg(µ)

rij

(
1

r2ij
+

1

3r2g(µ)
+

1

rijrg(µ)
)]Sij (5)

V SO
oge (rij) = − 1

16

αsqiqj

m2
im

2
j

λc
i · λc

j [
1

r3ij
− e−rij/rg(µ)

r3ij

(1 +
rij
rg(µ)

)]× [((mi +mj)
2 + 2mimj)

(S+ · L) + (m2
j −m2

i )(S− · L)] (6)

where Sij is the quark tensor operator, Sij = 3(σi·~rij)(σj·
~rij)− σi · σj.

Due to chiral symmetry spontaneous breaking, Gold-
stone boson exchange potentials appear between light
quarks:

Vπ(rij) =
g2ch
4π

m2
π

12mimj

Λ2
π

Λ2
π −m2

π

mπ

3
∑

a=1

λai λ
a
j

{

(σi · σj)

[

Y (mπ(rij))−
Λ3
π

m3
π

Y (Λπ(rij))

]

+

[

H(mπrij)−
Λ3
π

m3
π

H(Λπrij)

]

Sij

}

(7)

VK(rij) =
g2ch
4π

m2
K

12mimj

Λ2
K

Λ2
K −m2

K

mK

7
∑

a=4

λai λ
a
j

{

(σi · σj)

[

Y (mK(rij))−
Λ3
K

m3
K

Y (ΛK(rij))

]

+

[

H(mKrij)−
Λ3
K

m3
K

H(ΛKrij)

]

Sij

}

(8)

Vη(rij) =
g2ch
4π

m2
η

12mimj

Λ2
η

Λ2
η −m2

η

mη

[

λ8i λ
8
j cos θP − λ0iλ

0
j sin θP

]

{

(σi · σj)

[

Y (mη(rij))−
Λ3
η

m3
η

Y (Λη(rij))

]

+

[

H(mηrij)−
Λ3
η

m3
η

H(Ληrij)

]

Sij

}

(9)

H(x) = (1 +
3

x
+

3

x2
)Y (x), Y (x) = e−x/x (10)

Besides, the nonet (the extension of chiral partner σ
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].

Vs(rij) = υa0
(rij)

3
∑

a=1

λai · λaj + υκ(rij)

7
∑

a=4

λai · λaj (11)

+υf0(rij)λ
8
i · λ8jυσ(rij)λ0i · λ0j

υs(rij) = −g
2
ch

4π

Λ2
s

Λ2
s −m2

s

ms

[

Y (msrij)−
Λs

ms
Y (Λsrij)

]

s = σ, a0, κ, f0 (12)

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 αsqiqj

of mesons and

baryons, with the previous one denoting baryons and the
later one denoting mesons. The model parameters are
listed in Table II, and the calculated baryon and meson
masses are presented in the Table III 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 Schrödinger 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.
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TABLE II: Quark model parameters:mπ = 0.70 fm−1, mk =
2.51fm−1 , mη = 2.77fm−1, Λπ = 4.20fm−1, Λk = Λη =
5.20fm−1 , mσ = 3.42fm−1 , Λσ = 4.20fm−1, ma0

= mf0 =
mκ = 4.97fm−1 , Λa0

= Λf0 = Λκ = 5.20fm−1 . g2ch/(4π) =
0.54, θP = −15◦

.

mu=md (MeV) 313

Quark masses ms (MeV) 555

mc (MeV) 1800

mb (MeV) 5112

ac (MeV) 184.84

Confinement µc (fm−1) 0.683

∆ (MeV) 56.677

as 0.252

r̂0 (MeV fm) 36.878

r̂g (MeV fm) 275.82

αsuu 0.669/0.80

αsus 0.7/0.724

αsss 0.707

OGE αsuc 0.902/0.804

αssc 0.834

αsub
0.787

αssb 0.721

TABLE III: The masses of ground-state baryons and
mesons(unit: MeV), Experimental information from PDG [1]

N Λ Σ Ξ ∆ Σ∗ Ξ∗ Ω

ChQM 942 1154 1160 1343 1245 1374 1503 1653

Expt 939 1116 1193 1318 1232 1383 1533 1672

Λc Σc Ξc Ξ′
c Ωc Σ∗

c Ξ′
c
∗

Ω∗
c

ChQM 2282 2467 2472 2559 2694 2534 2640 2785

Expt 2286 2455 2469 2579 2695 2520 2645 2770

Λb Σb Ξb Ξ′
b Ωb Σ∗

b Ξ′
b
∗

ChQM 5611 5826 5794 5920 6033 5848 5948

Expt 5620 5811 5797 5935 6045 5830 5950

π 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,

ψlm(r) =

nmax
∑

n=1

cnlφ
G
nlm(r) (13)

φGnlm(r) = Nnlr
le−νnr

2

Ylm(r̂) (14)

where Nnl is the normalization constant,

Nnl =

(

2l+2(2νn)
l+3/2

√
π(2l + 1)!!

)

1

2

, (15)

and cnl 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:

νn =
1

r2n
, rn = rmina

n−1, a =

(

rmax

rmin

)
1

nmax−1

, (16)

where nmax is the number of Gaussian functions, and
nmax is determined by the convergence of the results.In
the present calculation, nmax = 8.

C. 3P0 model

3P0 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].
3P0 model is mainly used to study the two-body strong
decay problem allowed by OZI(Okubo, Zweg and Iizuka)
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 JPC =

0++ is created from the vacuum when a hadron decays.
During the quark rearrangement process, the new qq̄ pair
that forms from the vacuum combines with the qqq (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.

FIG. 1: Baryon decay process of A → B+C in the 3P0 model.

In the 3P0 model, the transition operator T of the de-
cay A→ BC can be express as follows,

T =− 3γ
∑

m

〈1m1−m | 00〉
∫

d3p4d
3p5δ

3 (p4 + p5)

× Ym
1

(

p4 − p5

2

)

χ45
1−mφ

45
0 ω

45
0 b

†
4 (p4) d

†
4 (p5) , (17)

where γ describes the probability for creating a quark-
antiquark pair with momenta p4 and p5, respectively
from the 0++ vacuum. The solid harmonic polyno-
mial Ym

1 (p) ≡ |p|Y m
1 (θp, φp) reflects the P−wave dis-

tribution of the q4q̄5 in the momentum space. φ450 =

(uū+ dd̄+ ss̄)/
√
3, ω45

0 = (rr̄ + gḡ + bb̄)/
√
3, and χ45

1−m
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are the flavor , color, and spin wave functions of the q4q̄5,
respectively.
In our group’s previous work [75], when we used

the original transition operator in the momentum space
Eq.(17) 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, the convergence factors e
− r2

4f2 and

the damping factor e
−

R2
AV

R2
0 are introduced to modify the

transition operator in the 3P0 model [75, 76].

T =− 3iγ
∑

m

〈1m1−m | 00〉
∫

d3r4d
3r5r(

1

2π
)

3

2 2−
5

2 f−5

Y m
1 (r)e

− r2

4f2 e
−

R2
AV

R2
0 χ45

1−mφ
45
0 ω

45
0 b

†
4 (r4) d

†
4 (r5) ,

(18)

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

〈BC|T |A〉 = δ3 (PA − PB − PC)MMJA
MJB

MJC . (19)

where PB , PC are the momenta of the B and C hadrons
that appear in the final state, with PA = PB +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

MMJA
MJB

MJC (A→ BC)

=
√

8EAEBECγ
∑

MLA
,MSA

,
MLB

,MSB
,

MLC
,MSC

,m

〈LAMLA
SAMSA

| JAMJA
〉

× 〈LBMLB
SBMSB

| JBMJB
〉 〈LCMLC

SCMSC
| JCMJC

〉

× 〈1m1−m | 00〉
〈

χ235
SCMSC

χ14
SBMSB

| χ123
SAMSA

χ45
1−m

〉

×
〈

ϕ235
C ϕ14

B | ϕ123
A ϕ45

0

〉

I
MLA

,m

MLB
,MLC

(p) (20)

where the spatial integral I
MLA

,m

MLB
,MLC

(p) is defined as

I
MLA

,m

MLB
,MLC

(p)

=

∫

d3k1 d3k2 d3k3 d3
k4 d3k5δ

3 (k4 + k5)

× δ3 (k1 + k2 + k3 −PA) δ3 (k1 + k4 −PB)

× δ3 (k2 + k3 + k5 −PC)

× ψ∗
nBLBMLB

(k1,k4)ψ
∗
nCLCMLC

(k2,k3,k5)

× ψnALAMLA
(k1,k2,k3)Ym

1

(

k4 − k5

2

)

. (21)

Here, ψnLML
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).
〈

χ235
SCMSC

χ14
SBMSB

| χ123
SAMSA

χ45
1−m

〉

and

〈

ϕ235
C ϕ14

B | ϕ123
A ϕ45

0

〉

denote the spin and flavor matrix el-
ement respectively.
In the 3P0 model, the hadronic decay width Γ of a

process A→ B + C is as follows,

Γ = π2 |p|
M2

A

∑

JL

∣

∣MJL
∣

∣

2
, (22)

where nonrelativistic phase-space is assumed,

|p| =
√

[M2
A − (MB +MC)2][M2

A − (MB +MC)2]

2MA
,

(23)

withMA,MB,MC being the masses of the hadrons A, B,
C; the partial wave amplitude MJL(A→ BC) is related
to the helicity amplitude via:

MJL(A→ BC) =

√
2L+ 1

2JA + 1

∑

MJB
,MJC

〈L0JMJA
| JAMJA

〉

× 〈JBMJB
JCMJC

| JMJA
〉MMJA

MJB
MJC (P). (24)

where J = JB − JC , JA = JB + JC + L, MJA
= MJB

+
MJC

.
In calculating the decay width with the 3P0 model,

there are a total of three parameters: R0, f and γ,
parameters R0 and f are taken from Ref. [75], when
R0 = 1.0fm, f = 0.3fm, it is possible to solve the prob-
lem of excessively large mass translations. For the γ pa-
rameter we fitted the decay width of the ground state
baryons Σc, Σ

∗
c , Ξ

∗
c , Σb, Σ

∗
b , Ξ

∗
b and found that the ob-

tained decay width is more reasonable when γ = 30.0.
The theoretical widths of the ground state baryons are
shown in Table IV. Using the above fitted parameters
we will calculate the decay width of the heavy baryon
excited states.

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

Channels Γth Γexp

Σc(2455) Λcπ 3.54 1.83-2.3

Σ∗
c (2520) Λcπ 22.15 14.78-17.2

Ξ∗
c(2645) Ξcπ 0.92 2.14-2.35

Σb(5810) Λbπ 8.78 5.0-5.3

Σ∗
b (5830) Λbπ 14.90 9.4-10.4

Ξ∗
b(5955) Ξbπ 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. The three-body decay is
shown in FIG.2:
In the rest system of the initial particle, the momen-

tum pi of the three final particles must be in the same
plane: p1+p2+p3 = 0. The momentum space direction
of the parent particle can be determined by three Euler
angles(α, β, γ):

dΓ =
1

(2π)5
1

16M
|M|2dE1dE2dαd(cos β)dγ (25)

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

dΓ =
1

(2π)5
1

16M2
|M|2dm12|p∗

1||p3|dΩ∗
1dΩ3 (26)

Where Ω3 is the momentum and solid Angle of a particle
in the 1, 2 rest system, |p∗

1| and |p3| are expressed as
follows:

|p∗
1| =

1

2m12
[(m2

12 − (m12 +m3)
2)(m2

12 − (m12 −m3)
2)]1/2

|p3| =
1

M
[(M2 − (m12 +m3)

2)(M2 − (m12 −m3)
2)]1/2

(27)

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

dΓ =
1

(2π)3
1

8M
|M|2dE1dE2 (28)

=
1

(2π)3
1

8M
|M|2 dm

2
12dm

2
23

4M2

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 Λc(2765) as an example, firstly, we consider that
Λc(2765) decays to Σcπ and Σ∗

cπ. The ground state
Σc and Σ∗

c can continue to decay, and the final state
of decay is Λcπ, as shown in Fig3. According to the
above two processes, we can get the three-body decay of
Λc(2765) → Λcππ.
This decay mode is called successive decay (A→ B +

C,B → D + F ), and its decay width is:

FIG. 3: Three body continuous decay process.

dΓ =
M2

DF

M2
A

|p|
4π2

Γ̃B→D+F |MA→B+C |2
2M2

B[(MDF −MB)2 + Γ̃2
B→D+F /4]

dMDF

(29)

|p| =
√

[M2
A − (MC +MDF )2][M2

A − (MC −MDF )2]

2MA

(30)

The upper and lower limits of the integral are MD +MF

to MA −MC , 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 3P0 model to calculate the 2S, 1P and 2P -wave
singly heavy baryon decay width.
For the excited state of P wave, there are two exci-

tation modes: λ mode and ρ mode, we use the j-j cou-

pling method, which has the relation that ~Lλ + ~Lρ = ~L,
~L + ~Sρ = ~Jl, ~Jl + ~SQ = ~J , nρ, Lρ, Sρ denote the radial
quantum number, the orbital angular momentum, and
the spin of the two light, while nλ, Lλ 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. Λc

For Λc systems, the quantum numbers of 1P-wave and

2S-wave are shown in Table V, where Λc1(
1
2

−
) denotes

jl = 1, JP = 1
2

−
and Λ̃c0(

1
2

−
) denotes ρ-mode excitation,

jl = 0, JP = 1
2

−
. The theoretical mass and width of Λc

are shown in Table VI. 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
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compare the values of the decay widths in Table VII,
VIII, IX.
Λc(2595 ) and Λc(2625 ): Λc(2595) and Λc(2625) were

observed in Λ+
c π

+π− channel by the CLEO Collabora-
tion [3]. Λc(2595) and Λc(2625) had been experimen-
tally observed to decay to Λ+

c π
+π−, Σc(2455)

++π− and
Σc(2455)

0π+. The branching fractions Γ(Λc(2595)
+ →

Σc(2455)
++π−)/Γtotal = 24 ± 7% , Γ(Λc(2595)

+ →
Σc(2455)

0π+)/Γtotal = 24 ± 7% and Λ+
c π

+π− three-
body decay with a fraction of about 18 ± 10%. The
experimentally measured decay width of Λc(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 Λc(2625)

+ → Σc(2455)π is very
small: Γ(Λc(2625)

+ → Σc(2455)
++π−)/Γtotal < 5%,

Γ(Λc(2625)
+ → Σc(2455)

0π+)/Γtotal < 5%.

TABLE V: The quantum number of 1S 2S and 1P-wave Λc

baryons

Assignments J Jl nλ Lρ Lλ L Sρ

Λc(
1
2

+
, 1S) 1

2
0 0 0 0 0 0

Λc(
1
2

+
, 2S) 1

2
0 1 0 0 0 0

Λc1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
1 0 0 1 1 0

Λc1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
1 0 0 1 1 0

Λ̃c0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
0 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
1 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃c1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
1 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
2 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 5

2
2 0 1 0 1 1

TABLE VI: Masses and decay widths of 2S and 1P-wave Λc

states. unit: MeV

Λc Mass Σcπ Σ∗
cπ ND Λcππ Γtotal

Λc(
1
2

+
, 2S) 2709 9.22 3.90 \ 0.05 13.17

Λc1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 \ \ \ \ \

Λ̃c0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2796 \ \ \ ≈ 0 ≈ 0

Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2772 553.13 2.09 \ 2.19 557.41

Λc1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2619 0.003 \ \ ≈ 0 0.003

Λ̃c1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2807 10.13 509.93 \ 2.32 522.38

Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2878 46.94 20.50 ≈ 0 0.26 67.70

Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 2918 29.98 55.10 ≈ 0 0.33 85.41

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

form a doublet Λc1(
1
2

−
, 32

−
). From TableVI it can be seen

that the theoretical masses of Λc1(
1
2

−
) is very close to the

experimental values of Λc(2595) and the decay channels
observed experimentally are Λcππ and Σcπ. Due to the
theoretical mass of Λc is lower than the sum of the the-
oretical masses of Σc and π in our calculation, the decay
width of Λc(2595) cannot be obtained by using theoret-
ical mass, so in TableVII we use the experimental mass

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

be identified as a 1P-wave state with JP = 1
2

−
.

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

Λc Mass(Mev) Σcπ Σ∗
cπ ND Λcππ Γtotal

Λc(
1
2

+
, 2S) 2592 ≈ 0.0 \ \ ≈ 0.0 ≈ 0.0

Λc1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 1.39 \ \ 0.02 1.41

Λ̃c0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 \ \ \ \ \

Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 6.14 \ \ 0.08 6.22

Λc1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 ≈ 0.0 \ \ ≈ 0.0 ≈ 0.0

Λ̃c1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 ≈ 0.0 \ \ ≈ 0.0 ≈ 0.0

Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 ≈ 0.0 \ \ ≈ 0.0 ≈ 0.0

Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 2592 ≈ 0.0 \ \ ≈ 0.0 ≈ 0.0

From TableVI it can be seen that the theoretical
masses of Λc1(

3
2

−
) and is very close to the experimen-

tal values of Λc(2625) and the decay width of Λc1(
3
2

−
)

is 0.003 MeV, approaching 0 MeV. When the experi-
mental mass 2628 MeV is used to calculate the decay

width of Λc(2625)
+, the result of Λc1(

3
2

−
) obtained is

0.05 MeV in Table VIII, which is closer to the experi-

mental width. Here, it is reasonable to treat Λc1(
3
2

−
)

as Λc(2625), which is consistent with the conclusions of
most theoretical work.

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

Λc Mass Σcπ Σ∗
cπ ND Λcππ Γtotal

Λc(
1
2

+
, 2S) 2628 1.43 \ \ 0.01 1.44

Λc1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2628 56.53 \ \ 0.22 56.75

Λ̃c0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2628 \ \ \ \ \

Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2628 247.90 \ \ 0.98 248.88

Λc1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2628 0.05 \ \ ≈ 0.0 0.05

Λ̃c1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2628 0.05 \ \ ≈ 0.0 0.05

Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2628 0.09 \ \ ≈ 0.0 0.09

Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 2628 0.04 \ \ ≈ 0.0 0.04

Λc(2765 ): In 2001, the CLEO Collaboration found
Λc(2765) in the final decay state of Λ+

c π
+π− with a

mass of 2766.6 ± 2.4 MeV and a decay width of about
50 MeV [4]. The I(JP ) quantum number of Λc(2765)
has not yet been experimentally determined, and it is
still inconclusive whether Λc(2765) is a Λc or Σc state or
a overlapping states. In Ref. [83], 3P0 model is also used
to calculate the decay width. They believe that Λc(2765)
can be interpreted as a Λc(2S) 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 Λc state to
explain Λc(2765). The author of Ref. [84] considers that
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Λc(2765) cannot be considered as the P-wave state of Λc,
but it may be 2S-wave or 1D-wave state. The result in

Table VI show that the mass of the ρ-mode Λ̃c0(
1
2

−
),

Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
), Λ̃c1(

3
2

−
) are close to that of Λc(2765), but the

decay width of Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
) and Λ̃c1(

3
2

−
) are too large by

more than 500 MeV and must be excluded. Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
)’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 Λc(2765) as a P-wave Λc 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 IX. The de-
cay width of Λc 2S-wave states is 51.31 MeV, which is
approach to the experimental width. Λc(2765) can be
interpreted as a Λc 2S-wave state when we take into ac-
count the effect of mass on the decay widths.

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

Λc Mass Σcπ Σ∗
cπ ND Λcππ Γtotal

Λc(2S) 2767 22.59 28.72 \ 0.20 51.51

Λc1(
1
2

−
) 2767 129.83 3.09 \ 0.53 133.45

Λ̃c0(
1
2

−
) 2767 \ \ \ \

Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
) 2767 556.19 2.86 \ 2.23 561.28

Λc1(
3
2

−
) 2767 6.85 103.90 \ 0.42 111.17

Λ̃c1(
3
2

−
) 2767 6.43 469.72 \ 1.81 477.96

Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
) 2767 11.67 2.74 \ 0.06 14.47

Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
) 2767 5.09 4.29 \ 0.04 9.42

Λc(2910 ) : In 2023, Belle Collaboration reported a
new excited Λc state, namely Λc(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 B̄0 → Σc(2455)

0π+p̄ de-
cay process [2]. The experiment suggested that Λc(2910)

may be a 2P-wave state with JP = 1
2

−
. The author

of Ref. [85] used the QCD sum rules to well interpret

Λc(2910) as a J
P = 1

2

−
2P-wave state. However, Ref. [90]

suggests that Λc(2910) may be a Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
) state of the ρ-

mode of 1P-wave. From Table VI, we can see that the

mass and decay width of Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
) 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 X. 2P-wave mass
of the five ρ-modes are higher than 3000 MeV, which
are unreasonable as Λc(2910). The two λ-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 Λc(2910) as Λc1(

1
2

−
) 2P-wave state. Thus, we tend

to interpret Λc(2910) as a 1P-wave ρ-mode state with a

quantum number of JP = 5
2

−
, which is consistent with

the results of Ref. [90]. Alternatively, it could also be

described as a 2P-wave λ-mode JP = 1
2

−
excitation.

Λc(2940 ): In 2007, the Belle Collaboration discovered
a new Λc state Λc(2940) [86]. The quantum number of

Λc(2940) is experimentally considered to be 3
2

−
, but the

possibility of 1
2

−
and 7

2

−
cannot be ruled out. Similarly,

many theorists have given their predictions for the vari-
ous properties of Λc(2940). In Ref. [60], the mass spec-
tra and decay widths of 1D, 2P and 1F -wave states are
calculated, and Λc(2940) may be the excitation of 2P-

wave 3
2

−
state, nρ = 1,lλ = 1. Ref. [83] suggests that

Λc(2940) is a 2P-wave 1
2

−
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 Λc(2940) is a 2P-wave state with ND as the
main decay channel. Our work also considers the case of
Λc as a 2P-wave in Table X. In contrast, the mass 2871

MeV and decay width 46.50 MeV of Λc1(
3
2

−
) are closer to

the experimental values. Therefore, we tend to interpret

Λc(2940) as a
3
2

−
state of a 2P-wave, which is consistent

with the conclusions of Ref. [83].

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

Λc Mass Σcπ Σ∗
cπ ND Λcππ Γtotal

Λc1(
1
2

−
, 2S) 2857 11.43 0.12 57.32 0.05 68.92

Λ̃c0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 3058 ≈ 0 ≈ 0 ≈ 0 ≈ 0 ≈ 0

Λ̃c1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 3042 92.36 0.01 ≈ 0 0.37 92.74

Λc1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2871 0.120 5.89 40.47 0.02 46.50

Λ̃c1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3064 4.09 91.45 ≈ 0 0.37 95.91

Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3112 26.14 9.71 ≈ 0 0.14 35.99

Λ̃c2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 3140 20.40 36.33 ≈ 0 0.22 56.95

Λc(2860 ) and Λc(2880 ): For Λc(2860)
+ and

Λc(2880)
+, the LHCb Collaboration considers their

quantum numbers to be 3
2

+
and 5

2

+
, respectively. Many

works interpret Λc(2860)
+ and Λc(2880)

+ as double
states of the D-wave [42, 46, 82] with quantum num-

bers JP = 3
2

+
and JP = 5

2

+
. 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 Λc(2860)

+ is much
lower than the experimental value. the authors employ
the 3P0 model to calculate the decay width and prefer

to interpret Λc(2860)
+ as the JP = 3

2

+
1D-wave state

and interpret Λc(2880)
+ as the JP = 5

2

−
1F-wave state.

In our work, the masses and decay widths of 1P-wave ρ-

mode Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
) and Λ̃c2(

5
2

−
) are close to the experimental

value of Λc(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 Λc1(
1
2

−
)

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 Λc(2860) as the 2P-wave state with
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quantum number JP = 1
2

−
. For Λc(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 Λc(2880)

+ well as a P-wave state in the present cal-
culations, and Λc(2880)

+ may be a D-wave state, which
will be explored in our subsequent work.

B. Λb

For Λb systems, the quantum numbers of 1P-wave and
2S-wave are shown in Table V, The theoretical mass and
width of Λb are shown in Table VI.

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

baryons

Assignments J Jl nλ Lρ Lλ L Sρ

Λb(
1
2

+
, 1S) 1

2
0 0 0 0 0 0

Λb(
1
2

+
, 2S) 1

2
0 1 0 0 0 0

Λb1(
1
2

+
, 1P ) 1

2
1 0 0 1 1 0

Λb1(
3
2

+
, 1P ) 3

2
1 0 0 1 1 0

Λ̃b0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
0 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃b1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
1 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃b1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
1 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃c2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
2 0 1 0 1 1

Λ̃b2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 5

2
2 0 1 0 1 1

Λb(5912 ) and Λb(5920 ): In 2012, the LHCb col-
laboration discovered two narrow states, Λb(5912) and
Λb(5920), in the Λ0

bπ
+π− invariant mass spectrum [92],

this was the first experimental report of excited states
of the Λb. The decay widths of these two states are
very narrow, both less than 1 MeV. In the majority of
energy spectrum analyses concerning the Λb(5912) and
Λb(5920), there is a consensus that these particles corre-

spond to the 1
2

−
and 3

2

−
states of the 1P-wave λ-mode,

respectively. From Table XII, it can be seen that the

masses of Λb1(
1
2

−
) and Λb1(

3
2

−
) 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 Λb(5912) and Λb(5920) are Λbππ. However, in our
calculations for three-body decays, it is necessary to first
consider Λb decaying to Σbπ, and then Σb further decay-
ing to Λbπ. Since the threshold sum of Σbπ is higher than
that of Λb(5912) and Λb(5920), our current calculations
cannot obtain the three-body decay widths for Λb(5912)
and Λb(5920). According to the analysis of energy spec-
trum, We prefer to interpret Λb(5912) and Λb(5920) as

1P-wave states with the quantum number JP = 1
2

−
and

JP = 3
2

−
, respectively.

Λb(6070 ): The LHCb Collaboration observed a new Λb

state in the Λ0
bπ

+π− 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 Λc

states. unit: MeV

Λb Mass Σbπ Σ∗
bπ Λbππ Γtotal

Λb(
1
2

+
, 2S) 6011 1.91 1.36 0.01 3.28

Λb1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 5905 \ \ \ \

Λ̃b0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6122 \ \ \ \

Λ̃b1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6108 484.75 3.18 1.90 489.83

Λb1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 5915 \ \ \ \

Λ̃b1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6128 4.27 476.40 1.84 482.51

Λ̃b2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6210 29.01 21.73 0.20 50.94

Λ̃b2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 6235 17.16 46.87 0.25 64.28

Λb(6070) are measured to be:

m(Λb(6070)
+) = 6072.3± 2.9± 0.6± 0.2 MeV(31)

Γ(Λc(6070)
+) = 72± 11± 2 MeV (32)

The LHCb Collaboration considered that Λb(6070) is
consistent with the first radial excitation of the Λb

baryon: Λb(2S). Some studies have examined the
Λb(6070) from the perspective of energy spectra and be-
lieve it can be interpreted as a 2S state [46, 94]. Other
works have investigated the Λb(6070) from the decay
perspective and found that the decay width of the 2S
state is too small compared to the experimental value of
Λb(6070) [59, 83].

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

Λb Mass Σbπ Σ∗
bπ Λbππ Γtotal

Λb(
1
2

+
, 2S) 6072 11.70 18.89 0.12 30.71

Λb1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 110.21 2.48 0.44 113.13

Λ̃b0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 \ \ \ \

Λ̃b1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 456.73 1.84 1.81 460.38

Λb1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 \ \ 0.39 0.39

Λ̃b1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 1.66 413.34 1.62 416.62

Λ̃b2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 3.06 1.73 0.02 4.81

Λ̃b2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 1.35 2.69 0.02 4.06

Our theoretical masses and decay widths are listed in

TableXII. For the 1P-wave state, although Λ̃b1(
1
2

−
) is

the closest to the experimental mass, its decay width ex-
ceeds 400 MeV, which is obviously unreasonable. While

Λ̃b2(
3
2

−
) and Λ̃b2(

5
2

−
) 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 Λb(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 Λb by
using the experimental mass in Table XIII. Among them,
the total decay width of 2S state is 30.71 MeV, although
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the decay width of the 2S state is still slightly lower than
the experimental value, Λb(6070) may be a 2S state from
the perspective of combining the energy spectrum and
decay.

C. Σc

For the ground Σc state, the masses, decay widths of
1
2

+
and 3

2

+
states and their quantum numbers have been

experimentally determined. At present, only Σc(2800)
and Σc(2765) excited states have been found in the ex-
periment, among which Σc(2765) cannot be determined
whether it is a Λc state or a Σc state. For Σc, 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 XV.

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

Assignments J Jl nλ Lρ Lλ L Sρ

Σc(
1
2

+
, 1S) 1

2
0 0 0 0 0 0

Σc(
3
2

+
, 1S) 3

2
1 0 0 0 0 1

Σc(
1
2

+
, 2S) 1

2
0 1 0 0 0 0

Σ∗
c (

3
2

+
, 2S) 3

2
1 0 0 0 0 1

Σc0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
0 0 0 1 1 1

Σc1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
1 0 0 1 1 1

Σc1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
1 0 0 1 1 1

Σc2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
2 0 0 1 1 1

Σc2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 5

2
2 0 0 1 1 1

Σ̃c1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 1

2
1 0 1 0 1 0

Σ̃c1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 3

2
1 0 1 0 1 0

TABLE XV: Masses and decay widths of 2S and 1P-wave Σc

states. unit: MeV

ΣcJl
(JP ) Mass Λcπ Σcπ Σ∗

cπ Γtotal

Σc(
1
2

+
, 2S) 2845 0.98 29.71 15.67 46.36

Σ∗
c(

3
2

+
, 2S) 2878 3.17 1.67 19.37 24.23

Σc0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2738 52.47 \ \ 52.47

Σc1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2746 \ 191.70 0.42 192.12

Σc1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2767 ≈ 0.0 2.48 149.50 151.98

Σc2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2781 32.48 5.92 1.34 39.74

Σc2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 2809 38.39 4.26 4.48 48.13

Σ̃c1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 2839 \ 162.29 15.28 177.49

Σ̃c1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 2849 ≈ 0.0 24.80 181.09 205.89

Σc(2800 ): As early as 2005, Σc(2800) was discovered
in the invariant mass spectrum of Λcπ by Belle Collab-
oration [9], and Σc(2800)

0 was observed in the Barbar
Collaboration in 2008 [87]. Most theoretical results be-
lieve that Σc(2800) is a 1P-wave λ-mode excited state.
Similarly some theoretical work suggests Σc(2800) maybe

the mixing state of 3
2

−
and 1

2

−
or a pure 5

2

−
state of

the λ-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 3P0 model, and

Σc(2800) is considered to be 1
2

−
of the 1P-wave state.

Ref. [83] considers the mixing of the same quantum num-
bers and considers Σc(2800) possibly to be a mixing state

of
∣

∣

∣

3
2

−
, j = 1

〉

and
∣

∣

∣

3
2

−
, j = 2

〉

.

According to the calculation of Σc in Table XV, the
mass difference of the five λ-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 Σc2(
5
2

−
) 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 Σc(2800) is a good

candidates of λ-mode JP = 5
2

−
1P-wave state, which is

consistent with the results of Ref. [97].
Σc(2765 ): As mentioned in section A, based on the

provided search results, there is no direct evidence or
confirmation that Λc(2765) is a Σc state or Λc state. In
this section we discuss Σc(2765) as a Σc state in Ta-
bleXV. For 1P-wave state, the masses of two ρ-modes
Σc state is high, 2839 MeV and 2849 MeV, respectively.
The mass of the five λ-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 Σc0(
1
2

−
) state is closest to the experimental value

52.47 MeV. Therefore, we identify the Σc(2765)
+ as the

Σc0(
1
2

−
) state , which is consistent with the prediction of

Ref. [88].

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

Assignments J Jl nλ Lρ Lλ L Sρ

Σb(
1
2

+
) 1

2
0 0 0 0 0 0

Σb(
3
2

+
) 1

2
1 0 0 0 0 1

Σb(2S)
1
2

0 1 0 0 0 0

Σ∗
b (2S)

3
2

1 1 0 0 0 1

Σb0(
1
2

−
) 1

2
0 0 0 1 1 1

Σb1(
1
2

−
) 1

2
1 0 0 1 1 1

Σb1(
3
2

−
) 3

2
1 0 0 1 1 1

Σb2(
3
2

−
) 3

2
2 0 0 1 1 1

Σb2(
5
2

−
) 5

2
2 0 0 1 1 1

Σ̃b1(
1
2

−
) 1

2
1 0 1 0 1 0

Σ̃b1(
3
2

−
) 3

2
1 0 1 0 1 0

D. Σb

For Σb baryons, the lowest S-wave states 1
2

+
and 3

2

+

haven been observed and confirmed. For the excited
state, Σb experiments only observed Σb(6097), which is
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TABLE XVII: Masses and decay widths of 2S and 1P-wave
Σb states. unit: MeV

ΣbJl
(JP ) Mass Λbπ Σbπ Σ∗

bπ Γtotal

Σb(
1
2

+
, 2S) 6167 0.62 14.79 7.84 23.25

Σ∗
b(

3
2

+
, 2S) 6178 2.86 2.40 14.03 19.29

Σb0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6052 50.36 \ \ 50.36

Σb1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6058 \ 150.68 0.37 151.05

Σb1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6072 ≈ 0.0 0.68 138.72 139.40

Σb2(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6090 30.78 2.06 1.12 33.96

Σb2(
5
2

−
, 1P ) 6103 33.75 1.28 2.60 37.63

Σ̃b1(
1
2

−
, 1P ) 6168 \ 157.09 16.23 173.32

Σ̃b1(
3
2

−
, 1P ) 6171 ≈ 0.0 12.47 166.43 178.90

similar to Σc(2800), and most theorists identify it as a
1P-wave λ-mode excited state. In this work, we also dis-
cuss the Σb as the 2S and 1P states, the quantum num-
bers and masses of the P-wave and 2S-wave states are
listed in Table XVIand the theoretical masses and decay
widths are shown in Table XVII
Σb(6097 ): The mass and width of Σb(6097) mea-

sured experimentally are 6095.8 ± 1.7 ± 0.4 MeV and
31.0±5.5±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 Σb. They believes that Σb(6097) can be

interpreted as the 3
2

−
or 5

2

−
state of 1P-wave state. Sim-

ilarly, according to the 3P0 model calculated in Ref. [89],
it is most reasonable to interpret Σb(6097) as a 1P-wave
3
2

−
or 5

2

−
state. Similarly, Σb 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 Σb1(
3
2

−
) and Σb2(

3
2

−
) states in Σb(6097)

at about 20◦.
In our work, from the perspective of energy spectrum,

the theoretical values of 2S-wave and 1P-wave ρ-mode
are about 100 MeV larger, all of which are interpreted
as Σb(6097) unreasonable, and the masses of 1P-wave

λ-modes Σb2(
3
2

−
) and Σb2(

5
2

−
) are much closer, less than

10 MeV difference from the experimental values. From
the decay width perspective, the total decay widths of

the Σb2(
3
2

−
) and Σb2(

5
2

−
) states are 33.96 MeV and

37.63 MeV, which are very close to the experimental

values, thus it is reasonable to interpret Σb2(
3
2

−
),

Σb2(
5
2

−
) as Σb(6097).

Σb(6070 ): In the previous discussion of Λb(6070), the
decay width of Λb(6070) as 2S-wave of Λb state is too
narrow compared to experimental values, which is con-
sistent with the conclusion in Ref. [59]. Their work also
discuss Λb(6070) as the Σb state and consider its mixing

angle. In this work, we also consider the possibility of
Λb(6070) as the Σb state. From Table XVII, the mass of

Σb0(
1
2

−
, 1P ) is 6050 MeV and the decay width is 50.36

MeV, which is very close to the experimental value of
Λb(6070). So we prefer to interpret Λb(6070) as a Σb

state with a quantum number of 1
2

−
.

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 3P0 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 Λc(b) and Σc(b) 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 XVIII.

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, 1P -wave and 2P -wave Λc(b) and Σc(b)

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.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported partly by the National Natu-
ral Science Foundation of China under Contracts Nos.
11675080, 11775118, 12305087, 11535005 and 11865019.

[1] S. Navas et al. [Particle Data Group], Phys. Rev. D 110
(2024) no.3, 030001

[2] Y. B. Li et al. [Belle], Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, no.3, 031901



12

TABLE XVIII: Summary of calculations

Λc Λb Σc Σb

State Candidate State Candidate State Candidate State Candidate

Λc(2595)
1
2

−
(1P )λ Λb(5912)

1
2

−
(1P )λ Σc(2800)

5
2

−
(1P )λ Σb(6097)

3
2

−
/ 5
2

−
(1P )λ

Λc(2625)
3
2

−
(1P )λ Λb(5920)

3
2

−
(1P )λ Σc(2765)

1
2

−
(1P )λ

Λc(2765)
1
2

+
(2S) Λb(6072)

1
2

+
(2S)/ 1

2

−
(1P )λ

Λc(2860)
1
2

−
(2P )λ Λb(6146) ?

Λc(2880) ? Λb(6152) ?

Λc(2910)
1
2

−
(2P )λ/

3
2

−
(1P )ρ

Λc(2940)
3
2

−
(2P )λ

(2023)
[3] K. W. Edwards et al. [CLEO], Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 3331-

3335 (1995)
[4] M. Artuso et al. [CLEO], Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4479-4482

(2001)
[5] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], JHEP 05, 030 (2017)
[6] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 172003

(2012)
[7] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, no.15,

152001 (2019)
[8] A. M. Sirunyan et al. [CMS], Phys. Lett. B 803, 135345

(2020)
[9] R. Mizuk et al. [Belle], Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 122002

(2005)
[10] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, no.1, 012001

(2019)
[11] M. Padmanath, R. G. Edwards, N. Mathur and M. Pear-

don, [arXiv:1311.4806 [hep-lat]].
[12] H. Bahtiyar, K. U. Can, G. Erkol and M. Oka, Phys.

Lett. B 747, 281-286 (2015)
[13] P. Pérez-Rubio, S. Collins and G. S. Bali, Phys. Rev. D

92, no.3, 034504 (2015)
[14] H. Bahtiyar, K. U. Can, G. Erkol, M. Oka and

T. T. Takahashi, Phys. Lett. B 772, 121-126 (2017)
[15] M. Padmanath and N. Mathur, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,

no.4, 042001 (2017)
[16] H. Y. Cheng and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 75, 014006

(2007)
[17] N. Jiang, X. L. Chen and S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 92,

no.5, 054017 (2015)
[18] H. Y. Cheng and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 92, no.7,

074014 (2015)
[19] Y. Kawakami and M. Harada, Phys. Rev. D 99, no.9,

094016 (2019)
[20] H. X. Chen, Q. Mao, A. Hosaka, X. Liu and S. L. Zhu,

Phys. Rev. D 94, no.11, 114016 (2016)
[21] Z. G. Wang, Nucl. Phys. B 926, 467-490 (2018)
[22] T. M. Aliev, K. Azizi, Y. Sarac and H. Sundu, Phys. Rev.

D 98, no.9, 094014 (2018)
[23] E. L. Cui, H. M. Yang, H. X. Chen and A. Hosaka, Phys.

Rev. D 99, no.9, 094021 (2019)
[24] K. Azizi, Y. Sarac and H. Sundu, Phys. Rev. D 101,

no.7, 074026 (2020)
[25] Q. Xin, Z. G. Wang and F. Lu, Chin. Phys. C 47, no.9,

093106 (2023)
[26] S. S. Agaev, K. Azizi and H. Sundu, Phys. Rev. D 96,

no.9, 094011 (2017)
[27] H. X. Chen, Q. Mao, W. Chen, A. Hosaka, X. Liu and

S. L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 95, no.9, 094008 (2017)
[28] B. Chen and X. Liu, Phys. Rev. D 96, no.9, 094015

(2017)

[29] T. M. Aliev, K. Azizi, Y. Sarac and H. Sundu, Phys. Rev.
D 99, no.9, 094003 (2019)

[30] H. M. Yang and H. X. Chen, Phys. Rev. D 109, no.3,
036032 (2024)

[31] W. H. Tan, H. M. Yang and H. X. Chen, Eur. Phys. J.
C 84, no.4, 382 (2024)

[32] B. Chen, K. W. Wei and A. Zhang, Eur. Phys. J. A 51,
82 (2015)

[33] P. Jakhad, J. Oudichhya, K. Gandhi and A. K. Rai, Phys.
Rev. D 108, no.1, 014011 (2023)

[34] Y. Huang, C. j. Xiao, L. S. Geng and J. He, Phys. Rev.
D 99, no.1, 014008 (2019)

[35] M. Karliner and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 92, no.7,
074026 (2015)

[36] K. Thakkar, Z. Shah, A. K. Rai and P. C. Vinodkumar,
Nucl. Phys. A 965, 57-73 (2017)

[37] H. Nagahiro, S. Yasui, A. Hosaka, M. Oka and H. Noumi,
Phys. Rev. D 95, no.1, 014023 (2017)

[38] B. Chen and X. Liu, Phys. Rev. D 98, no.7, 074032
(2018)

[39] Y. X. Yao, K. L. Wang and X. H. Zhong, Phys. Rev. D
98, no.7, 076015 (2018)

[40] G. Yang, J. Ping and J. Segovia, Few Body Syst. 59,
no.6, 113 (2018)

[41] G. Yang, J. Ping, P. G. Ortega and J. Segovia, Chin.
Phys. C 44, no.2, 023102 (2020)

[42] R. N. Faustov and V. O. Galkin, Particles 3, no.1, 234-
244 (2020)

[43] E. Ortiz-Pacheco, R. Bijker, A. Giachino and E. San-
topinto, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 1610, no.1, 012011 (2020)

[44] A. Kakadiya, Z. Shah and A. K. Rai, Int. J. Mod. Phys.
A 37, no.11n12, 2250053 (2022)

[45] K. Kumakawa and D. Jido, PTEP 2022, no.5, 053D01
(2022)

[46] G. L. Yu, Z. Y. Li, Z. G. Wang, J. Lu and M. Yan, Nucl.
Phys. B 990, 116183 (2023)

[47] Z. Y. Li, G. L. Yu, Z. G. Wang, J. Z. Gu, J. Lu and
H. T. Shen, Chin. Phys. C 47, no.7, 073105 (2023)

[48] J. H. Pan and J. Pan, Phys. Rev. D 109, no.7, 076010
(2024)

[49] K. Gandhi, Z. Shah and A. K. Rai, Int. J. Theor. Phys.
59, no.4, 1129-1156 (2020)

[50] K. Gandhi and A. K. Rai, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 135, no.2,
213 (2020)

[51] A. Kakadiya, Z. Shah, K. Gandhi and A. K. Rai, Few
Body Syst. 63, no.2, 29 (2022)

[52] A. Torcato, A. Arriaga, G. Eichmann and M. T. Peña,
Few Body Syst. 64, no.3, 45 (2023)

[53] Y. Kim, E. Hiyama, M. Oka and K. Suzuki, Phys. Rev.
D 102, no.1, 014004 (2020)

[54] D. D. Ye, Z. Zhao and A. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 96, no.11,

http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.4806


13

114003 (2017)
[55] D. D. Ye, Z. Zhao and A. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 96, no.11,

114009 (2017)
[56] K. Gandhi, Z. Shah and A. K. Rai, Eur. Phys. J. Plus

133, no.12, 512 (2018)
[57] J. J. Guo, P. Yang and A. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 100,

no.1, 014001 (2019)
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