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Semileptonic decays of heavy baryons consisting of one heavy (Q = b, ¢) and two light (¢ = u, d, s)
quarks are considered in the heavy-quark-light-diquark approximation. The relativistic quasipotential
equation is used for obtaining masses and wave functions of both diquarks and baryons within the
constituent quark model. The weak transition matrix elements are expressed through the overlap integrals
of the baryon wave functions. The Isgur-Wise functions are determined in the whole accessible kinematic
range. The exclusive semileptonic decay rates and different asymmetries are calculated with applying the
heavy quark 1/m expansion. The evaluated A, — A lv decay rate agrees with its experimental value.
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L. INTRODUCTION

The description of heavy baryon properties represents a
very interesting and important problem in quantum chro-
modynamics. Since the baryon is a three-body system, its
theory is much more complicated compared to the two-
body meson system. The quark-diquark picture of a baryon
[1,2] is the popular approximation widely used to describe
the baryon properties [1-5]. Such approximation allows to
reduce the very complicated relativistic three-body prob-
lem to the two-body one. Recently, we evaluated the
masses of the ground state heavy baryons in the framework
of the relativistic quark model based on the quasipotential
approach [6]. The heavy-quark-light-diquark picture of the
heavy baryons was assumed. Both scalar and axial vector
light diquarks were considered. The relatively large size of
the light diquark was effectively taken into account by
calculating the diquark-gluon interaction form factor
through the overlap integral of the diquark wave functions.
All the parameters of the quark model had fixed values
which were determined from the previous studies of heavy
and light meson properties [7-10]. The overall reasonable
agreement (within a few MeV) of our model predictions
for heavy baryon masses with the available experimental
data supplies further support for the use of the heavy-
quark-light-diquark approximation.

In this paper we continue the study of heavy baryon
properties and apply our relativistic quark model for the
calculation of their exclusive semileptonic decays. Such
investigations are important, since they provide an addi-
tional source (complimentary to the heavy meson weak
transitions) for determining the parameters of the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix, such as V;,, from the
comparison of the theoretical predictions with the experi-
mental data. We limit our present consideration to the
heavy-to-heavy (b — c) transitions, where both the initial
and final baryons contain heavy quarks. For such transi-
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tions the heavy quark effective theory (HQET), which is
based on the 1/m, expansion of the QCD Lagrangian and
the emerging heavy quark symmetry [11], provides the
most effective constraints on theoretical models and sig-
nificantly reduces the number of independent form factors
in each order of the heavy quark expansion. In particular,
transitions involving the A, (Q = b, ¢) baryons have the
simplest structure, since the spectator light degrees of
freedom (the scalar diquark) for these baryons have zero
angular momentum.' In the heavy quark limit only one
universal form factor, the so-called Isgur-Wise function, is
required to describe the Ay — Ay transition [12-14]. At
the subleading order of the heavy quark expansion one
mass parameter and one additional function emerge [15].
The consideration of the (), baryon decays is considerably
more complicated, since light degrees of freedom (the axial
vector diquark) now have spin 1. It is necessary to intro-
duce two functions for parameterizing the (), — Q(Q*,)

transition in the heavy quark limit [12], and five additional
functions and one mass parameter are needed at the sub-
leading order in 1/ mo [16]. Note that transition matrix
elements between baryons with spectator diquarks having
different spins (e.g., A, — ., which violate isospin sym-
metry) vanish in the heavy quark limit and can proceed
only due to the subleading corrections [12]. The heavy
quark symmetry alone does not allow the determination
of the corresponding Isgur-Wise functions and mass pa-
rameters. Only the normalization of some of these func-
tions is known at the point of zero recoil of the final heavy
baryon. Thus, for the determination of these functions in
the whole kinematic range the application of nonperturba-
tive methods is necessary. Many different approaches were

'The structure of the decay matrix elements for the A,
baryons is simpler than for heavy mesons, since in the latter
case light degrees of freedom have spin 1/2.
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previously used for the calculation of the Isgur-Wise func-
tions of heavy baryons. However, most of them have
important limitations. In some of these approaches the
Isgur-Wise functions are calculated only at one kinematic
point or in a limited region and then extrapolated to the
whole kinematic range using an ad hoc ansatz, while other
approaches assume some parameterization for the heavy
baryon wave functions. The main aim of this paper is to
determine the corresponding Isgur-Wise functions in the
whole kinematic range through the overlap integrals of the
heavy baryon wave functions in a consistent way within the
relativistic quark model. These wave functions are known
from the previous calculation of baryon masses [6]. On this
basis exclusive semileptonic decay rates and different
asymmetries can then be evaluated within the heavy quark
expansion.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. I we describe
our relativistic quark model and present predictions for the
masses of ground-state light diquarks and heavy baryons in
the heavy-quark-light diquark picture. In Sec. III we dis-
cuss the determination of the weak current matrix element
between heavy baryon states. The relativistic transforma-
tion of the baryon wave function from the rest to the
moving reference frame is presented. The general expres-
sions for the weak matrix elements, decay rates and differ-
ent asymmetries for heavy baryons with scalar and axial
vector diquarks are given in Sec. IV. In Sec. V semileptonic
decays of heavy baryons with the scalar diquark are con-
sidered using the heavy quark expansion. Explicit expres-
sions for the leading and subleading Isgur-Wise functions
are obtained as the overlap integrals of the baryon wave
functions. The predictions for decay rates and the slope of
the Isgur-Wise function are compared with the experimen-
tal data for the A, — A.ev decay. Semileptonic decay
rates of heavy baryons with the axial vector diquark are
studied in Sec. VI in the heavy quark limit. Finally, the
comparison of our results for the heavy baryon semilep-
tonic decay rates with previous theoretical predictions and
our conclusions are given in Sec. VII.

II. RELATIVISTIC QUARK MODEL FOR HEAVY
BARYONS

In the quasipotential approach and quark-diquark pic-
ture of heavy baryons [6] the interaction of two light quarks
in a diquark and the heavy quark interaction with a light
diquark in a baryon are described by the diquark wave
function (W,) of the bound quark-quark state and by the
baryon wave function (¥p) of the bound quark-diquark
state, respectively, which satisfy the quasipotential equa-
tion of the Schrodinger type

(bz(M) P

[ dq .
e %>\pd’3(p)_fwv(p,q,M)‘l’d,B(Q),

)
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where the relativistic reduced mass is

E\E M* — (m} — m3)?
T L &)
E, +E, 4M
and E;, E, are given by
E1=M2—m%+m%, E2:M2—m%+m%. 3)

2M 2M

Here M = E| + E, is the bound state mass (diquark or
baryon), m,, are the masses of light quarks (g, and ¢,)
which form the diquark or the masses of the light diquark
(d) and heavy quark (Q) which form the heavy baryon (B),
and p is their relative momentum. In the center of mass
system the relative momentum squared on mass shell reads

[M? — (my + mp)*[M? — (m; — mz)z].

b() = e

“

The kernel V(p, q; M) in Eq. (1) is the quasipotential
operator of the quark-quark or quark-diquark interaction. It
is constructed with the help of the off-mass-shell scattering
amplitude, projected onto the positive-energy states. In the
following analysis we closely follow the similar construc-
tion of the quark-antiquark interaction in mesons which
were extensively studied in our relativistic quark model
[7]. For the quark-quark interaction in a diquark we use the
relation V,, = V4 /2 arising under the assumption about
the octet structure of the interaction from the difference of
the gqq and ¢g color states. An important role in this
construction is played by the Lorentz-structure of the con-
fining interaction. In our analysis of mesons while con-
structing the quasipotential of the quark-antiquark
interaction, we adopted that the effective interaction is
the sum of the usual one-gluon exchange term with the
mixture of long-range vector and scalar linear confining
potentials, where the vector confining potential contains
the Pauli terms. We use the same conventions for the
construction of the quark-quark and quark-diquark inter-
actions in the baryon. The quasipotential is then defined by
[6,7,17]

(a) for the quark-quark (gq) interaction

Vo0, @ M) = ity (p)iiy(—p) V4 (p, q: M)

X ul(q)MZ(_Q)r

114 .
VP a4 M) = 5[5 a,D,,(K)y{v;

+ ngmf(k)l“{‘(k)l“zm(—k)

+ Vgonf(k) i|’ (5)
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(b) for quark-diquark (Qd) interaction

(d(P)lJ#1d(Q)) _ iio(p)
NEDESD)

X 3 a,D,.,(K)7"uolg)

+ 4y (P)iig(p)J ., L' (k)
Veont (K)o (q)$4(Q)

+ Y (P)iig(P) Voo (K)o (@) ¢ra(Q),

(6)

Voap, q: M) =

where a, is the QCD coupling constant; (d(P)|J,|d(Q)) is
the vertex of the diquark-gluon interaction which takes into
account the diquark size [6] in terms of the diquark wave
function overlap [P = (E;, —p) and Q = (E;, —q), E; =
(M?* — mg + M3)/(2M)]. D, (k) is the gluon propagator
in the Coulomb gauge

47 . 4o/ .. Kk
DO(k) = ——2  Dik)=— 280 —~_),
=" (*) k2< k2> ™)
DOi — DiO — O,
and k = p — q; y, and u(p) are the Dirac matrices and
spinors
+ 1
) = [LEm e )
26(P) e(p)+m
with e(p) = \/p*> + m°.

The diquark state in the confining part of the quark-
diquark quasipotential (6) is described by the wave func-
tions

for scalar diquark
Yalp) = { g4(p) for axial vector diquark’ ©)
where the four vector
(£4p) (g4p)P
e4(p) = ( g+ ) (10)
P My " M(E.(p) + M)

is the polarization vector [&/ q(p)p u = 0] of the axial vector

diquark with momentum p, E,(p) = ,/p> + M3 and
£4(0) = (0, g,) is the polarization vector in the diquark
rest frame. The effective long-range vector vertex of the
diquark can be presented in the form

(P+Q),

24/E4(p)E4(q)

(P+Q)# llu‘d

a 24/E4(p)E4(q) ZMd

for scalar diquark
Jj, =
d’M D4 k, foraxial vector d1quark

1D

where k = (0, k). Here the antisymmetric tensor reads
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(Epa'),z, ~ Suo p) (12)

and the spin S, of the axial vector diquark is given by
(Sgx)it = —iey. We choose the total chromomagnetic
moment of the axial vector diquark w, = 0 [18]. Such a
choice appears to be natural, since the long-range chromo-
magnetic interaction of the diquark proportional to u,; then
vanishes in accord with the flux tube model.

The effective long-range vector vertex of the quark is
defined by [7,19]

— (8,00

ik -
F#(k):'y’u‘i‘%(f k,

mv

k= (0 k), (13)

where « is the Pauli interaction constant characterizing the
anomalous chromomagnetic moment of quarks. In the
configuration space the vector and scalar confining poten-
tials in the nonrelativistic limit reduce to

Vggnf(r) = (1 - S)VCOHf(r)’ = avconf(r):

(14)

Vgonf ( r)

with
Vgonf(r) + Véi)nf(r)

where ¢ is the mixing coefficient.

The constituent quark masses m;, = 4.88 GeV, m, =
1.55 GeV, m,, = m; = 0.33 GeV, m, = 0.5 GeV and the
parameters of the linear potential A = 0.18 GeV? and B =
—0.3 GeV have the usual values of quark models. The
value of the mixing coefficient of vector and scalar con-
fining potentials € = —1 has been determined from the
consideration of charmonium radiative decays [8] and the
heavy quark expansion [9]. Finally, the universal Pauli
interaction constant k = — 1 has been fixed from the analy-
sis of the fine splitting of heavy quarkonia 3P, states [8].
Note that the long-range chromomagnetic contribution to
the potential in our model is proportional to (1 + «) and
thus vanishes for the chosen value of k = —1.

The quasipotential (5) can be used for arbitrary quark
masses. The substitution of the Dirac spinors into (5)
results in an extremely nonlocal potential in the configu-
ration space. Clearly, it is very hard to deal with such
potentials without any additional transformations. In oder
to simplify the relativistic gg potential, we make the
following replacement in the Dirac spinors [6,7,10]:

61,2([’) = ﬂm%’z + p2 g E1’2. (16)

This substitution makes the Fourier transformation of the
potential (5) local, but the resulting relativistic potential
becomes dependent on the diquark and baryon masses in a
very complicated nonlinear way. We consider only the
baryon ground states, which further simplifies our analysis,
since all terms containing orbital momentum vanish. The
detailed expressions for the relativistic quark potential can
be found in Ref. [6]. The obtained masses of the light
diquarks are given in Table I. The heavy baryon masses

Vconf(r) = = Ar + B, (15)
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TABLE I. Masses of light ground state diquarks (in MeV). S
and A denote scalar and axial vector diquarks which are anti-
symmetric [gq, ¢’'] and symmetric {g, ¢'} in flavour indices, re-
spectively.

Quark content Diquark type Mass
[u, d] S 710
{u, d} A 909
[u, 5] S 948
{u, s} A 1069
S, S 1
{s, s} A 203
TABLE II. Masses of the ground state heavy baryons (in
MeV).
Baryon 1(J%) Mtheor [6] MeP [20]
A, 0G") 2297 2284.9(6)
3. 1) 2439 2451.3(7)
h 1GY) 2518 2515.9(2.4)
= G 2481 2466.3(1.4)
=H 3G 2578 2574.1(3.3)
= 161 2654 2647.4(2.0)
Q. 0G") 2698 2697.5(2.6)
QO 0G*) 2768
A, 0(% ") 5622 5624(9)
2, 167 5805

B 1G1) 5834
5 b % %1) 5812
B 161 5963
Q, 0G*") 6065
Q; 0G*) 6088

calculated in the heavy-quark-light diquark approximation
are presented in Table II in comparison with the available
experimental data [20]. There an overall good agreement
of our predictions with experiment is found.

III. MATRIX ELEMENTS OF THE WEAK
CURRENT FOR HEAVY BARYON DECAYS

In order to calculate the exclusive semileptonic decay
rate of the heavy baryon, it is necessary to determine the
corresponding matrix element of the weak current between
baryon states. In the quasipotential approach, the matrix
element of the weak current Jff =Q Yu(l — ¥5)Q, asso-
ciated with the heavy-to-heavy quark Q — Q' (Q = b and
Q' = ¢) transition, between baryon states with masses
Mg, M By and momenta pp , p By takes the form [21]

Eodia -
Bopa )Y 1Bo(pa) = [ L5 Vi, @00
X W, (@), a7

where I',(p, q) is the two-particle vertex function and
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W

Q Q'
Bg By
d d

FIG. 1. Lowest order vertex function I') contributing to the
current matrix element (17).

W, are the baryon (B = By, By) wave functions pro-
jected onto the positive-energy states of quarks and
boosted to the moving reference frame with momentum

Ps.
The contributions to I' come from Figs. 1 and 2. The

contribution I'® is the consequence of the projection onto
the positive-energy states. Note that the form of the rela-
tivistic corrections resulting from the vertex function I'® is
explicitly dependent on the Lorentz structure of the quark-
diquark interaction. In the heavy quark limit m, — oo only

'V contributes, while I'® gives the subleading order
contributions. The vertex functions are given by

T, q) = ¥5(p)iig (pe)y,(1 — ¥)ug(ao)a(ga)
X (2m)38(ps — qu), (18)

and

r2(p, q) = wz(p»agf(pg){ml )

AG (k)

m ')’OVQd(pd —qy)

AC (k')
v _ 0
+ VoaPa — q4) oK) + ey (a0)
X YOy, (1 - 75)}MQ(CIQ)II/d(Qd), (19)

where the superscripts “(1)” and “(2)” correspond to
Figs. 1 and 2, k=py —A; k'=qp+A; A=

Mp V' — Mg, v; e(p) = m* + p;

w w

Q ‘ Q Q . Q
| |

BQ | BQ/ BQ | BQ’
| |

d ; d d ; d

FIG. 2. Vertex function I'® taking the quark interaction into
account. Dashed lines correspond to the effective potential VQd
in (6). Bold lines denote the negative-energy part of the quark
propagator.
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AC(p) — e(p) — (my° + y°(yp))
2¢e(p)
Here [21]

Po.a = €g.ap)v' = i”“)(v’)pi -
2 o i=1 MBQ/

3 M

P

0.4 = €0l Z My,
(20)

and n' are three four-vectors given by

Uin
0 + 1}'
It is important to note that the wave functions entering
the weak current matrix element (17) are not in the rest
frame in general. For example, in the B, baryon rest frame

(v = 0), the final baryon is moving with the recoil momen-
tum A. The wave function of the moving baryon ‘I’BQ, A lS

nr(y) = {vi, 5, +

connected with the wave function in the rest frame
Wy 0 = ¥y , by the transformation [21]
Q Q

I=o01,
21

Vg, a(P) = Dy (RY DR} )W o(p),

where R" is the Wigner rotation, L, is the Lorentz boost
from the baryon rest frame to a moving one, and the
rotation matrix of the heavy quark spin D'/2(R) in spinor
representation is given by

<<1> ?)Dl/z(R )= 571 pe)S(8)S(), (22)

where

E(p) +mf ap
Sb) = (1 7+ m)

is the usual Lorentz transformation matrix of the four-
spinor. The rotation matrix DZ(R) of the diquark with
spin I is equal to DY(R") = 1 for the scalar diquark and
DL(R™) = RV for the axial vector diquark.

IV. FORM FACTORS AND SEMILEPTONIC DECAY
RATES

In this section we give the general parameterization of
semileptonic decay matrix elements and the expressions
for decay rates of heavy baryons with scalar and axial
vector light diquarks.

A. Heavy baryons with the scalar diquark

The hadronic matrix elements for the semileptonic de-
cay Ay — A are parameterized in terms of six invariant
form factors:

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 094002 (2006)
VA A, s) =, (0,5 )[Fy (w)ys + Fy ()
+ Fy(0)v'Juy, (.5),
iin, (v,5)G) (w)y* + Gy (w)v
+ G w)v Tysin, (v,s), (23)

<AQ/ (U/, SI

(Ag (V')A Ag(v,5)) =

where u, (v, 5) and u Ay (v/, s') are Dirac spinors of the
initial and final baryon with four-velocities v and v/,
respectively; g = MAQ,U’ —My,v, and
2 2 _ 2
o M o +M Ay — 4

2My My,

The helicity amplitudes are expressed in terms of these
form factors [22] as

HYA, = lqz I MG DM, = My )
X FIAw) = My (0 = DFYA(w)
+ My, (w = DFyA(w)],
HYjyy = =2, /My My, v 5 DFV(w), (24)

where the upper (lower) sign corresponds to V(A) and
FY=F, F*=G; (i=1223). HX;”}W are the helicity
amplitudes for weak transitions induced by vector (V) and
axial vector (A) currents, where A’ and Ay, are the helicities
of the final baryon and the virtual W-boson, respectively.
The amplitudes for negative values of the helicities can be
obtained using the relation
VA VA
HZy —Aw = THy Aw*

The total helicity amplitude for the V — A current is then
given by

—gv _gA
HA’,/\W HN,/\W HA’,AW

The total differential decay rate

ar _dry dr,

il 25
dw dw dw (25

is expressed in terms of the partial rates for transversely (7')
and longitudinally (L) polarized W-bosons

2242 2 _
dlr _ G Voo |2 My Vw1
dw (w3 22 12M,,

X [|Hyjpil* + [H-y 5117

ar, G v IzsziQ’ W2 — 1
dw  Qm)p ¢ 12M,
X [[Hyjpol* + 1H-1 0] (26)
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where G is the Fermi coupling constant and V¢ is the
relevant CKM matrix element.

The decay products in the semileptonic decay A, —
Ay(— Am) + W(— Iv) are highly polarized. The polar-
ization of the decay products is usually expressed through
different asymmetry parameters [22] defined as follows:

_ |Hypp 11> = [H- i o2
|Hypp 1>+ 1H_ o *

0 = |H j201* = [H- o0l
L= ,
[Hyjp0l* + [H- 20l

|Hyjo 11> = |H_ g 17

ar

/

a = ’
[Hy o1 |? + [H-y o1 1* + 2(1H o 0l* + [H-1 j201%)
" [Hyjo 11> = [H_1 -1 1* = 2(1H, o 0|* + 1H-1 2017
[Hy o1 P+ [Hoy g 11> + 2(1H o ol* + [H- 1 20
y 2R6(H71/2,0HT/2’1 + H1/2,0Hi1/2’,1)

[HyjpiI* + [H-y o1 1* + [Hyjol* + [H-y o0l
27

The average values of these asymmetry parameters ({ar),
(ap), (a'), {a"), (7)) are calculated by separately integrat-
ing the numerators and denominators in (27) over w. The
average longitudinal Ay polarization (P;) can be ex-
pressed in terms of {ar), {(a;) as

Iy

<GT> + R<aL> L
T,

Py =""1"%r

, R = (28)

B. Heavy baryons with the axial vector diquark

The hadronic matrix elements for the semileptonic de-
cay (), — () are parameterized in terms of six invariant
form factors through expressions analogous to Egs. (23).
Then the helicity amplitudes and differential decay rates
are given by Eqgs. (24) and (26) with obvious mass
replacements.

The invariant parameterization for the semileptonic de-
cay {1y — Q*Q, reads:

Q5 (v, sHVHQ (v, 5)) = ﬁszz,,).(v’, SN, (w)vty#
+ N,(w)vrv* + Ny (w)vro'#

+Ny(w)g" ysua, (v, s),
Q4 @', sN1A* Qg (v, ) = tig: A, LK, (w)vty#

+ K, (w)vrv* + K (w)vrv'#

+ Ka(w)g* Jug, (v,5),  (29)

where UQy p is the Rarita-Schwinger spinor for the ),

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 094002 (2006)
which obeys
Yuo: . (v,5) = ug, (v, 5),
v#u%#(v, 5) = Y“MQ*Q,,L(U, s)=0.

The helicity amplitudes are given by [22]

1 2
VA _ — = _ _
H/A = - \/MQQM%, (w + D[(Ma,w — Mg: )

120 — + \/? T

X NYAw) F Mg, + Mg )(w = DNV (w)

+ MQ;’(WZ - I)N;/A(W)

+ Mg, (w? — DN (w)], (30)

2 —
HY}/§,1 = \g\/MQQMQ;, (wF D[N A(w)
— 2w = DNT(w)]
H;/él = I\/zMQQMQ;,(W FDNYAw),

where again the upper (lower) sign corresponds to V(A)
and NY =N;, N4 =K; (i=1, 2, 3). The remaining
helicity amplitudes can be obtained using the relation

=FH"A

V.A
H Ny

7)‘/:7)‘W

Partial differential decay rates can be represented in the
following form

M3 Vw? =1

ar;  G* )
=t WV P—2r— [|H 2
dw (277.)3| QQ| 12MQQ [l 1/2y1|
HH o1 P4 [ Hypo 1P+ 1H 5% (31)
M2, Jw?—1
ar,_ G My
—=—=|V, /2Q— H 2+ H_ 2 A
dw (277)3| 0ol 12Mq, [H 1201 +1H-1 20/

V. SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS OF HEAVY BARYONS
WITH THE SCALAR DIQUARK

In the heavy quark limit my — oo (Q = b, ¢) the form
factors (23) can be expressed through the single Isgur-Wise
function (w) [12]

Fi(w) = Gi(w) = {(w),

(32)
Fz(W) = F3(W) = Gz(W) = G3(W) =0.

At subleading order of the heavy quark expansion two
additional types of contributions arise [23]. The first one
parameterizes 1/m,, corrections to the HQET current and

is proportional to the product of the parameter A =
My, — mg, which is the difference of the baryon and

heavy quark masses in the infinitely heavy quark limit,
and the leading order Isgur-Wise function ¢(w). The sec-
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ond one comes from the kinetic energy term in 1/my
correction to the HQET Lagrangian and introduces the
additional function y(w). Therefore the form factors are
given by [23]

Fi(w) = £w) + ( A

A
g " 2y J2XO0 L0}

Gy(w) = §<w>+(i+ A [ox +

]

2 Q ZmQr
A
Falw) = Galw) = = ZmQ/ w+ 1
A 2
F3() = =Gs(w) = = (33)
mg

To calculate these semileptonic decay form factors in
our model we substitute the vertex functions I'V (18) and
' (19) in the weak current matrix element (17) between

Ay and Ay baryons. It is important to take into account
J

Fi0) = €00) + (54 5

Gi(w) = {(w) + (zi A )[mw) L

—)[z;((w) )] + 41— e)(1 + )[ A

1
1{(W)i| 41— &)1 +

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 094002 (2006)

the relativistic transformation of the baryon wave functions
(21) in this matrix element. The resulting structure of the
decay matrix element is rather complicated, because it is
necessary to integrate both over d°p and d°q. The &
function in expression (18) for ') permits us to perform
one of these integrations and thus this contribution can be
easily calculated. The calculation of the contribution of the
vertex function I'® (19) is more difficult, since here,
instead of a & function, we have a complicated structure,
containing the heavy-quark-light-diquark interaction po-
tential. Nevertheless, the application of the heavy quark
1/my expansion considerably simplifies the calculation.
We carry out this expansion up to the first order. Then we
use the quasipotential equation to perform one of the
integrations in the decay matrix element. The vertex func-
tion '™ provides the leading order contribution, while I'®
contributes already at the subleading order. The resulting
expressions for the semileptonic decay Ay — Ay form
factors up to subleading order in 1/m, are then given by

1 A
- +1
2mg w—1 2my (v )}X(W)

A
K) 2— WX(W))
mg

1 A

my  2my
Fy(w) = % 41— &)1+ K)[ A
Gow) = —22 — 41— e)(1+ K)znf
Fy(w) = —Ga(w) = —ZQQ :

where the leading order Isgur-Wise function of heavy
baryons

3
to = Jim_ [ B, (b + 2600

mg—00

w—1

jes )V, @) (35)

X

and the subleading function

oow—1 d? P g
K00 = =l f o oo+ 26
w—1 A - €4(p)
o) T e G

here e, = A/VA VJA? is the unit vector in the direction of
A =M, ,V — My \o V- It is important to note that in our
model the expressions for the Isgur-Wise functions ¢(w)
(35) and y(w) (36) are determined in the whole kinematic

_l’_
2mgw—1 2my

w}x(w), (34)

;1 xw),

A
1) 5 x(w),
Mo

[

range accessible in the semileptonic decays in terms of the
overlap integrals of the heavy baryon wave functions,
which are known from the baryon mass spectrum calcu-
lations. Therefore we do not need to make any assumptions
about the baryon wave functions or/and extrapolate our
form factors from the single kinematic point, as it was done
in most of previous calculations.

For (1 — £)(1 + ) = 0 the HQET results (33) are re-
produced. This can be achieved either setting € = 1 (pure
scalar confinement) or k = —1. In our model we need a
vector confining contribution (see Sec. II) and therefore
use the latter option. This consideration gives us an addi-
tional justification, based on the HQET, for fixing one of
the main parameters of the model «.? In the heavy quark
limit the wave functions of the initial ¥ , and final baryon

Ttis important to note that the same value of « is needed to get
agreement with the HQET structure of the first order 1/ mg
corrections for B — D®ewp decays [9].
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08 ]
B '
o

0.4 + E

0.2 + 4

O 1L 1L 1L 1L

1 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4
w

FIG. 3. The Isgur-Wise function {(w) for the A, — A.ev
semileptonic decay.

v Ay coincide, and thus the HQET normalization condi-

tion (1) = 1 is exactly reproduced. The subleading func-
tion y(w) vanishes for w = 1. These functions, calculated
with model wave functions for A, and A, baryons, are
plotted in Figs. 3 and 4. The function y(w) is very small in
the whole accessible kinematic range, since it is roughly
proportional to the ratio of the heavy baryon binding
energy to the baryon mass.

Near the zero recoil point of the final baryon w = 1
these functions can be approximated by

{w)=1-p2w—=1)+cw—172+"--,
(37
xW) = p2w =1+ c (w—12+--,

where p; = —[d{(w)/dw],— is the slope and 2c; =
[d?¢(w)/d*w],,—; is the curvature of the Isgur-Wise func-
tions, which are given in Table III. The values of {(1) for
transitions between physical A, (E,) and A, (£,) baryons

0.02 T T T T
0.015 J
=
=< 0.01 r 1
0.005 | 1
0 L L L L

FIG. 4. The subleading function y(w) for the A, — A.ev
semileptonic decay.
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TABLE III. Parameters of the Isgur-Wise functions for the
A, — Acev and B, — E_ ev decays.

Decay A (GeV) P} c; pi Cy
A, — Acev 0.764 1.70 2.39 0.053 0.029
H,— E.ev 0.970 2.27 3.87 0.045 0.036

are slightly different (by ~0.5%) from the heavy quark
limit value 1 due to the distinction of the A, (E,) and A,
(E.) baryon wave functions, calculated for finite values of
the heavy quark masses.

Our model predictions for the form factors F;(w) and
G;(w) (i = 1,2 3) for the A, — A ev semileptonic decay
are plotted in Fig. 5. The corresponding differential decay
distributions calculated both with inclusion of first order
heavy quark corrections and in the heavy quark limit are
plotted in Fig. 6.

The A, — A, differential decay rate near zero recoil
[23]:

1 dI'(Ap, — A ev)

)
W1 dw
G2V,
= ZEES M My, — M PIGOR G39)

is governed by the square of the axial current form factor
G, which near this point has the following expansion

Giw)=1-pXw—1)+éw—12+---, (39

where in our model with the inclusion of the first order
heavy quark corrections (34)

p? =151 and ¢=203.

This value of the slope parameter of the A,-baryon decay
form factor is in agreement with the recent experimental
value obtained by the DELPHI Collaboration [24]

14 F ' ' ' ]
1.2

|
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

0

-0.2

FIG. 5. Semileptonic decay form factors for A, — A ev.

094002-8



SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS OF HEAVY BARYONS IN THE ...

16
wre o dr'/dw

12

oL/

dl'ydw (10101

FIG. 6. Differential decay rates dI'/dw for the A, — A ev
semileptonic decay. Solid lines show decay rates including first
order 1/mg corrections. Dashed lines correspond to decay rates
in the heavy quark limit.

p* =203 = 046073
and lattice QCD [25] estimate
pr=11=1.0.

Our prediction for the branching ratio of the semilep-
tonic decay A, — A ev for |V.,| =0.041 and 7, =
1.23 X 10712 5 [20]

Brtheor(A, — A lv) = 6.9%
is in agreement with available experimental data [24,26]
Bre*P(A, — A/lv)

{ (5.0t 58719)% DELPHI [24]

(8.1 = I.Zf%;é +4.3)% CDF [26]
(40)
and the PDG branching ratio [20]
Bre*P(A, — A lv + anything) = (9.1 £ 2.1)%. (41)

Predictions of our model for the semileptonic decay
rates (26) and averaged asymmetries (27) and (28) for

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 094002 (2006)

A, — A.ev and B, — E_ ev decays, both in the heavy
quark limit and with inclusion of first order 1/m,, correc-
tions, are given in Table IV. In decay rate calculations we
used for the =, mass the value from Table II and for other
masses their experimental values [20]. Comparing results
for the decay rates with and without first order 1/m,
corrections we see that the inclusion of the subleading
terms leads to a relatively small ~14% increase of the
total decay rates. Therefore, one can expect that higher
order corrections should be small, and thus their account
cannot substantially change the leading order predictions.

VI. SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS OF HEAVY
BARYONS WITH THE AXIAL VECTOR DIQUARK

In the heavy quark limit my — oo the decay matrix
element (29) is reduced to [12,16]

Qg @ A TH? 10w, 5))
_0") Q
= B (v, s)TB,° (v, ) —g* (i (w) + w0 {r(w)])
(42)

where

1
Bu®(v, s) = 5+ v)ysun, (v.9) )

o
B,°%(v,s) = u%,ﬂ(v, s).

The structure of the leading order in 1/ mo corrections,
which in the HQET can be parameterized in terms of five
additional functions, can be found in Ref. [16].

In our model the corresponding semileptonic decay
matrix element can be calculated using the same procedure
as in the previous section. However such calculation is
considerably more cumbersome (especially for the I'®
contribution), since now the spectator light diquark has
spin equal to 1. Taking into account that in the A, baryon
decays contributions of 1/m, corrections are rather small,
we expect that in the case of (), baryon decays such
corrections should be also relatively small. At present no
bottom baryons with axial vector diquark have been ob-
served yet, and, when observed, their semileptonic decays

TABLE IV. Theoretical predictions for semileptonic decay rates I' (in 10'° s7!) and averaged asymmetries for A, — A.ev and
H, — B.ev for |V,,| = 0.041. Branching ratios (Br) (in %) are calculated using experimental mean values [20] for the life times

Tp, = 123X 1072 s and 72, = 1.39 X 1072 s.

Decay I Br I} I'y R (ar) {a) (PL) (a) (a’) 6%
in mg — oo limit

Ay — Acev 5.02 6.2 3.08 1.94 1.59 —0.483 —0.928 —0.756 —0.116 —0.521 0.562
H,— E.ev 464 64 279 185 151 -0.455 —-0920 —0.735 —0.113 —0.503 0.587
with 1/mg corrections

Ay — Acev 5.64 6.9 3.48 2.16 1.61 —0.600 —0.940 —0.810 —0.142 —0.527 0.494
B, — E.ev 5.29 74 3.21 2.08 1.54 —0.597 —0.935 —0.802 —0.146 —0.510 0.505

094002-9



D. EBERT, R.N. FAUSTOV, AND V. O. GALKIN

will be difficult to measure. Therefore it seems reasonable
to limit our analysis here to the leading order of the heavy
quark expansion. In the heavy quark limit only the lowest
order vertex function I'V (18) contributes to the decay
matrix element (17). The resulting expressions for the
weak decay matrix element exactly satisfy the HQET
relation (42) and allow us to determine the Isgur-Wise
functions £;(w) and & (w) in the whole accessible kine-
matic range through the overlap integrals of the baryon
wave functions. They are given by

. dp
GH(w) = mlgglme\P%’ (P + 2€4(p)

-1
X 1/%%)‘1’99@), (44)
(W) = ——&y(w) 45
§2W—W+1§1W, (45)

where e, = A/ VA? is the unit vector in the direction of
A= Mg, v/ — Mg, V. The relation (45) follows from the
relativistic spin transformation (21) of the spectator axial
vector diquark. A similar relation was obtained also in
Ref. [3]. The Isgur-Wise functions are plotted in Fig. 7.

Near the zero recoil point w = 1 the Isgur-Wise func-
tions can again be approximated by

L) = ()~ pLlw — 1) + g (w— 12 + -, (46)

where L) =1 and 5H(1) =1/2; p; =
—[d{;(w)/dw],—, is the slope and 2¢; = [d*(;/d*w],—

1 T T T

C1

0.8 J

w

FIG. 7. The Isgur-Wise functions ¢;(w) and (w) for the
Q, — Q% e semileptonic decay.
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TABLE V. Parameters of the Isgur-Wise functions for the
3, — 3Wer, Bl — EMer and Q, — Qe decays.

Decay A (GeV) 7 ¢y Pz ¢y
3, — SWer 0.942 217 362 134 244
B, — EWer 1.082 261 493 155 319

0, — 0OPer 1.208 299 621 174 391

is the curvature of the Isgur-Wise functions, which are
given in Table V.

The invariant form factors in the heavy quark limit can
be expressed, using relation (45), in terms of the Isgur-
Wise function £;(w) as follows

Filw) = Giw) = =3 4(),
2 2

Fz(W) = 5 Wt IZI(W):
G,(w) = G3(w) = 0;
Ni(w) = —Na(w) = Ks(w) = — % 2 o),
Naw) = —Ky(w) = — —=¢,(w)
! ! B (47)

Ny(w) = K;(w) = Ky(w) = 0.

The differential decay rates dI'/dw for Q;, — OPev
semileptonic decays are plotted in Figs. 8 and 9. The decay
rates of bottom baryons with the axial vector diquark,
calculated in the heavy quark limit using expressions
(31), are given in Table VI. For masses of bottom baryons
and the ()} we used the values from Table II and for other
charmed baryons we used experimental mass values [20].

5 T T T
dr’/dw
oo AT dry/dw |
‘rﬁ
=
o 37 1
Z
S
= 27 1
—
—
=
1+ 4
dl'r/dw

0 1 1 1
1 1.1 1.2 1.3

w

FIG. 8. Differential decay rates dI'/dw for the Q, — Q.ev

semileptonic decay.
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14 T T T
12 - 1
:\
|, 10+ |
o
—
S sl ]
\5/ dr’/dw
< °F 1
=
= 4 'y, /dw
2 dlp/dw

w

FIG. 9. Differential decay rates dI'/dw for the Q, — Qlev
semileptonic decay.

TABLE VI. Theoretical predictions for semileptonic decay
rates I' (in 10'° s™!) of bottom baryons with the axial vector
diquark in the heavy quark limit for |V_,| = 0.041.

Decay r r, 'y R

3, — S.ev 1.44 1.23 0.21 5.87
g, — Elev 1.34 1.14 0.20 5.59
Q, — Q.ev 1.29 1.09 0.20 531
3, — iev 3.23 1.61 1.62 0.99
B, — Erev 3.09 1.52 1.57 0.97
O, — Qlev 3.03 1.48 1.55 0.95

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The comparison of our model predictions with other
theoretical calculations [3,27-33] is given in Table VIIL
In nonrelativistic quark models [3,27,28] form factors of
the heavy baryon decays are evaluated at the single kine-
matic point of zero recoil and then different form factor
parameterizations (pole, dipole) are used for decay rate
calculations. The relativistic three-quark model [29],
Bethe-Salpeter model [30] and light-front constituent
quark model [31] assume Gaussian wave functions for

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 094002 (2006)

heavy baryons. The authors of the recent nonrelativistic
quark model [32] use for the form factor evaluations the set
of variational wave functions, obtained from baryon spec-
tra calculations without employing the quark-diquark ap-
proximation. Finally, Ref. [33] presents the recent QCD
sum rule prediction. Calculations of Refs. [3,29,30] are
done in the heavy quark limit only, while the rest include
first order 1/mg corrections for the decays of A-type
baryons. From Table VII we see that all theoretical models
give close predictions for the semileptonic decays of heavy
baryons with scalar diquark (A, — A.ev and =, —
B .ev), which are consistent with the available experimen-
tal data (40) and (41) for the A, — A_.ev semileptonic
decay. The results for averaged asymmetries of these de-
cays (see Table I'V) are also close in most of the considered
approaches. Thus one can conclude that the precise mea-
surement of the semileptonic A, — A ev decay rate will
allow an accurate determination of the CKM matrix ele-
ment V., with small theoretical uncertainties.

All predictions for heavy baryon decays with the axial
vector diquark listed in Table VII were obtained in the
heavy quark limit. Here the differences between predic-
tions are larger. The nonrelativistic quark model [27] gives
for these decay rates values more than 2 times larger than
other estimates. Our model values for these decay rates are
the lowest ones. Among the relativistic quark models the
closest to our predictions is given in [30]. Unfortunately, it
will be difficult to measure such decays experimentally.
Only ), (which has not been observed yet) will decay
predominantly weakly and thus has sizable semileptonic
branching fractions, since a scalar ss diquark is forbidden
by the Pauli principle. All other baryons with the axial
vector diquark will decay predominantly strongly or elec-
tromagnetically and thus their weak branching ratios will
be very small.

In summary, in this paper we calculated the semileptonic
decay rates of heavy baryons in the framework of the
relativistic quark model. Heavy baryons were considered
in the heavy-quark-light-diquark approximation. The
baryon wave functions were obtained previously in the
process of the heavy baryon mass spectrum calculations.
In our approach the spectator diquark is not treated as a

TABLE VII. Comparison of different theoretical predictions for semileptonic decay rates I (in
10'0 s~1) of bottom baryons.

Decay this work [27] [28] [3] [29] [30] [31] [32] [33]
Ay — Acev 5.64 59 51 514 539 609 508=*13 582 54=*04
E,— E.ev 5.29 72 53 521 527 642 568=*15 498

3, — 2.ev 1.44 43 223  1.65

=), — Elev 1.34

Q,— Qeev 1.29 54 23 152 187 1.81

3, — iev 3.23 456 3.75

=), — Elev 3.09

O, — Qlev 3.03 341 401 413
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pointlike object. The relatively large diquark size is taken
into account by calculating the diquark-gluon form factor
as the overlap integral of the diquark wave functions. The
matrix element of the weak current between baryon states
was considered using the quasipotential approach. The
relativistic transformation of the baryon wave functions
from the rest reference frame to the moving one as well as
the negative-energy contributions to the decay matrix ele-
ments were explicitly taken into account. To simplify
calculations and in order to compare with model-
independent predictions of HQET the heavy quark expan-
sion was applied up to subleading order for heavy baryon
decays with a scalar light diquark. It was shown that all
HQET relations in the leading and subleading order are
exactly satisfied in our model if the long-range chromo-
magnetic interaction vanishes (xk = —1) in accord with our
previous analysis of heavy meson decays. The leading and
subleading Isgur-Wise functions were determined in terms
of the overlap integrals of baryon wave functions. It was
found by explicit calculation that the additional subleading
function y(w), arising from the kinetic energy term in the
HQET Lagrangian, is negligibly small in the whole kine-
matic range. Decay rates as well as different averaged
asymmetries both with and without 1/mg corrections
were calculated. Moreover, it was shown that the sublead-
ing terms in the heavy quark expansion modify the results
for decay rates by ~14%. Thus one can expect that the
influence of higher order corrections should be small.
The decays of heavy baryons with the axial vector
diquark were considered in the heavy quark limit. All
HQET relations are exactly satisfied in our model. The

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 094002 (2006)

corresponding Isgur-Wise functions were determined in
terms of the overlap integrals of the baryon wave functions.
It was found that the relativistic transformation of the axial
vector diquark spin leads to the relation (45) between
baryon Isgur-Wise functions £;(w) and £,(w).

The calculated decay rates of heavy baryons were com-
pared with the results of other theoretical approaches and
available experimental data. One of the main advantages of
our model is that it allows one to calculate consistently the
heavy baryon wave functions from the consideration of the
spectroscopy and then determine through the wave func-
tion overlap integrals the baryonic Isgur-Wise functions in
the whole kinematic range accessible in semileptonic de-
cays. Thus we do not need to make any assumptions about
the form of the baryon wave functions or/and extrapolate
the form factors from one point to the whole kinematic
region using some ad hoc ansatz. No additional free pa-
rameters were introduced in our calculations. As it was
pointed out above, we also consistently include relativistic
effects. All this makes the presented results sufficiently
accurate and reliable.
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