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Analysis of the A, — Al*]~ decay in QCD
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Taking into account the A baryon distribution amplitudes and the most general form of the interpolating
current of the A, the semileptonic A, — A€* €~ transition is investigated in the framework of the light
cone QCD sum rules. Sum rules for all 12 form factors responsible for the A, — A€*{~ decay are
constructed. The obtained results for the form factors are used to compute the branching fraction. A

comparison of the obtained results with the existing predictions of the heavy quark effective theory is
presented. The results of the branching ratio shows the detectability of this channel at the Large Hadron

Collider beauty in the near future is quite high.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Experimentally, the detection and isolation of the heavy
baryons is simple compared to the light systems since
having the heavy quark makes their beam narrow. In recent
years, considerable experimental progress has been made
in the identification and spectroscopy of the heavy baryons
containing a heavy bottom or charm quark [1-8]. This
evidence can be considered as a good signal to search
also the decay channels of the heavy baryons such as A, —
A€* €~ at the LHCb. This rare channel, induced by the
flavor changing neutral currents of b — s transition, serves
as a testing ground for the standard model at loop level and
is very sensitive to the new physics effects [9], such as
supersymmetric particles [10], light dark matter [11]. and
also the fourth generation of the quarks and extra dimen-
sions, etc. Moreover, this channel can be inspected as a
useful tool in the exact determination of the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix elements, V,, and V,, CP
and T violations, polarization asymmetries.

Theoretically, there are some works devoted to the
analysis of the heavy baryon decays, where in practically
all of them the predictions of the heavy quark effective
theory (HQET) for form factors have been used. Transition
form factors of the A, — A, and A, — A decays have
been studied in three point QCD sum rules in [12], the
A, — plv transition form factors have also been calcu-
lated via three point QCD sum rules in the context of the
HQET in [13] and in the framework of the SU(3) symmetry
and HQET in [14]. In the present work, using the most
general form of the interpolating current for the A, and
also the distribution amplitudes of A baryon, all form
factors related to the electroweak penguin and weak box
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diagrams describing the A, — A€ €~ are calculated in
the framework of the light cone QCD sum rules in full
theory. The obtained results for the form factors are used to
estimate the decay rate and branching ratio. This transition
has been investigated in [15,16] also in the context of the
HQET but in the same framework using the distribution
amplitudes of the A and A, respectively. Moreover, form
factors, branching ratio, and dilepton forward-backward
asymmetries are studied in [17-19] also within the context
of the HQET. In [20-22], 2, and A, . to nucleon tran-
sitions are also evaluated using the nucleon wave functions
in the light cone QCD sum rules approach.

The plan of the paper is as follows: in Sec. II, the light
cone QCD sum rules for the form factors are obtained
using the A distribution amplitudes (DA’s). The HQET
relations among all form factors are also discussed in this
section. Section III is dedicated to the numerical analysis
of the sum rules for the form factors as well as numerical
results of the decay rate and branching ratio.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The A, — A€* €~ channel proceeds via flavor changing
neutral currents b — s transition at quark level. The effec-
tive Hamiltonian describing the electroweak penguin and
weak box diagrams related to this transition can be written
as

Gra,, Vi Vi _ -
H o = FzT:t{CgffSYM(l — ys)bly*l

+ C15y, (1 — ys)bly*ysl
1 -
- ZmbC7—2§i0'M,,qV(l + ’)/S)bl'}/'ul} (1)
q
To find the amplitude, we need to sandwich this effective

Hamiltonian between the initial and final baryon states,
ie., (A, (p + @)l H | A(p)). From Eq. (1) we see that in
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the calculation of the A, — A€* €~ decay amplitude, the (A(p)I5io,,q"(1 + y5)blA,(p + q))

matrix elements, (A,(p + ¢)|by,(1 — ys)s|A(p)) and _ , ,
(App + @lbio,,q"(1 + 75)S|A(}l;)> appear. These ma- = an(Pyuf1(Q%) +i0u,q"1(Q%) + ¢ f7(Q%)

trix elements can be parametrized in terms of the 12 + ¥uYs8T(0?) +io,,ysq" g2 (0%)
form factors, f;, g;, f, and g7 in the following manner: + gt 75g3T(Q2)]MAb (p + q), 3)

APy, (1 = y5)blAy(p + q))
= ﬁA(p)[nyl(Qz) + iUMVquZ(Q2) + qﬂf3(Q2)

o , where Q%> = —¢g?. For calculation of these form factors we
— YuYs581(07) — id,,759"82(Q%) use the QCD sum rules approach. To obtain the sum rules
— q*y583(0%)]up, (p + @), (2)  for the form factors in this approach, the following corre-
lation functions, the main objects in this approach, are
and considered:

,(p,q) =i [ d*xe” (0| T{J*(0), b(x)y,. (1 — y5)s())HA(p)),

_ “)
(p, q) = i [ dxe= 9 OITIN (0), B(x)icr,q"(1 + y5)sHA (D))

where, p represents the A’s momentum and g is the transferred momentum and the J** is interpolating current of A,. The
most general form of the interpolating current of A, baryon can be written as

Jh (x) = \/Lgfabc{z[(qch(x)ng () ysb(x) + Blgi" (x)Cys5q5 ()b ()] + (¢i" () Cb”(x))ysq5(x)

+ BT () Cysb"(0))gs(x) + (BT (x)Cq5(x)ysqi(x) + BB (x)Cysq3(x)gi ()} (5)
where ¢, and ¢, are the u and d quarks, respectively, a, b, and ¢ are color indexes, and C is the charge conjugation operator.
The B is an arbitrary parameter with 8 = —1 corresponding to the loffe current.

In order to obtain the sum rules for the transition form factors, we will calculate the aforementioned correlation
functions in two different ways, namely, physical (phenomenological) and theoretical (QCD) sides and equate these two
representations isolating the ground state through the dispersion relation. Finally, to suppress the contribution of the higher
states and continuum, we will apply the Borel transformation and continuum subtraction to both sides of the correlation
function and impose the quark hadron duality assumption.

The first step is to calculate the physical side of the correlation functions. Saturating the correlation functions with
complete set of the intermediate states with the same quantum numbers as the initial state, for the physical part of the
correlation function we obtain,

O () Ay (p + g, )XAL(p + g, )by, (1 = ys)sIA(p)) ..

I, (p,q) = (6)

. 2 my, —(p + q)

OI7% (OIAy(p + g, )XAy(p + g, $)|bio,,q" (1 + y5)sIA(p)

i (p,q) = 5 — LIREER (7)

s m/\b - (p + Q)

I
where the dots - - - represent the contribution of the higher Z”A (p+q iy (p+q.)=p+d+my, ()
states and continuum. The vacuum to the baryon matrix ral ’ !

element of the interpolating current, (0|J*+(0)|A,(p +

4, 5)) is written in terms of the residue, A, as we get the following expressions for the correlation func-
5 5 Ab

tions:

p+d+my,

—————s{vufi —iouLq"f
mi —(p+q?"H T

O OIA(p + ¢ 9) = Ap lin,(p + 9. @) Tulp,g) = Ay,

T qufs = Yuvs8 — 10,4,q7Y58
Putting Egs. (2), (3), and (8) in Egs. (6) and (7) and wr3 o Tp?s8l wrd Vss2

performing summation over spins of the A, baryon using + quysgstun(p), (10)
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IfﬁmAb

Hll(p’ q) - )\A], ( + )2

{yufl —

; T
lo-/.LVquZ

+ q“f3 +yuysgl ti0o,,v59"8)

— q*ys83 ua(p)- (11)
Using the equation of motion and Eqgs. (10) and (11), we
get the following final expressions for the phenomenologi-
cal sides of the correlation functions:

+ [fz Q2) + f3 (ON]q,d —281(QP)p,Lys

+28:,(0M)pudys +[82(0%) + g3(0H)]q,. 45

+ other structures}u  (p), (12)
Y (p, q) = ( - )Z{ZfT(Qz)p,L +2f1(0P)p b

+ [fz (0% + f1(ON)]qud + 281 (O*)p,vs
—283(O)pdys — [85(Q%) + g5(0*)]g . dvs
(13)

+ other structures}u  (p).
To compute the form factors or their combinations, f, f,,
fa+ f3, &1, &2, and g, + g3, we will choose the indepen-
dent structures p,, pud, 44> Pp¥s> Pudys. and q,4vs
from Eq. (12), respectively. The same structures are se-
lected to calculate the form factors or their combinations
labeled by 7 in the second correlation function, Eq. (13).
The next step is to calculate the correlation functions
from the QCD side in the deep Euclidean region where
(p + ¢)* < 0. To this aim, we expend the time ordering
products of the interpolating current of the A, and tran-
sition currents in the correlation functions [see Eq. (4)]
near the light cone, x> = ( via operator product expansion,
where the short and long distance effects are separated. The
former is calculated using the QCD perturbation theory,
whereas the latter are parameterized in terms of the A
DA’s. Mathematically, this is equivalent to contract out
all quark pairs in the time ordering product of the J*
and transition currents via the Wick’s theorem. As a result
of this procedure, we obtain the following representations
of the correlation functions in the QCD side:

1, — %b [ dxe®{2(C) s (¥5)s + (Crs(¥)a

T (O)gp(¥s)ypl + BL2(CYs)ne(D g
+ (CY5)yp(Dpy + (C¥s) e (D My, (1 = ¥5)]0e
X Sp(—x) g {0lu(0)s(x)d5 ()| A(p)), (14)
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= e ] &3 2C) g (¥5)pp + (Cop(¥s)po

+(C)g(¥s)npl + BL2(Cy5) (D)
+ (Cys)ppD)pp + (Cys) e D), 1}

X [ig"o (1 + ¥5)lsg

X 8, (—x) go0lus (0) s (x)d, (0) A p)).

The heavy quark propagator, S,(x) is calculated in [23]

(15)

: d4k —ikx
Sp(x) = Siee(x) — g, ,[We k

1
: m‘”] e
o
where
2 K ) —12
Sfree — . ](mb * ) ] mbx Kz(mbv _x2) (I7)

477.2 _xz 4 2 2

and K; are the Bessel functions. The terms proportional to
the gluon field strength are contributed mainly to the four
and five particle distribution functions [23-27] and are
expected to be very small in our case; hence, when doing
calculations, these terms are ignored. The matrix element
e“”"(OIu‘,‘?(O)d’g(O)s;(x)IA(p)) appearing in Eqgs. (14) and
(15) represents the A’s wave functions, which are calcu-
lated in [27], and we list them out for the completeness of
this paper in the Appendix. Using the A wave functions
and the expression of the heavy quark propagator, and after
performing the Fourier transformation, the final expres-
sions of the correlation functions for both vertexes are
found in terms of the A DA’s in the QCD or theoretical
side.

In order to obtain the sum rules for the form factors, f1,
f2’ f3’ 81> 82> g3?f{$ fg’f{’ g{’ gg’ and g{’ we equate the
coefficients of the corresponding structures from both sides
of the correlation functions through the dispersion relations
and apply Borel transformation with respect to (p + ¢)? to
suppress the contribution of the higher states and contin-
uum. The expressions for the sum rules of the form factors
are very lengthy, so we will give only extrapolation for-
mulas to explore their dependency on the transferred mo-
mentum squared g°.

The explicit expressions of the sum rules for the form
factors depict that to calculate the values of the form
factors, we need also the expression of the residue, A Ay
This residue is calculated in [28].

A few words about the relations among the form factors
in HQET are in order. In HQET, the number of independent
form factors is reduced to two, F; and F5, so the transition
matrix element can be parameterized in terms of these two
form factors as [28,29]
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APISTDIA(p + q))
= iy (PF1(Q%) + PF(Q*)]Tuy, (p + ). (18)
Here, I" refers to any Dirac matrices and ¥ = (f +
¢)/my,. Comparing this matrix element with definitions
of the form factors in Egs. (2) and (3), the following

relations among the form factors are obtained (see also
[30,31]):

my
f1=g1=f2T=gg=F1+m—F2,

A,
Fy F
=g =f=g=—, f{:glr:—qzy
my, my,
T _ P! _ T —
f3 = ——=(my, —my), g3 = ——(my, +my)
my, b
(19)

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

This section is devoted to the numerical analysis of the
form factors, their extrapolation in terms of the momentum
transferred square and calculation of the total decay rate
and branching ratio for rare A, — A€ €~ transition in
QCD.

Some input parameters used in the numerical calcula-
tions are {(au)(1 GeV) = {dd)(1 GeV) = —(0.243 +
0.01)* GeV?, mj(1 GeV) = (0.8 = 0.2) GeV? [32], m) =
(1115.683 = 0.006) MeV,  m,, = (5620.2 * 1.6) MeV
and m;, = (4.7 = 0.1) GeV. Sum rules for the form factors
depict that the A DA’s are the main input parameters (see
the Appendix). They contain four independent parameters,
which are given as [27]

fa=(6.0%0.3) %1073 GeV?,

/\] = (10 + 03) X 1072 GCVZ, (20)
[A,] = (0.83 = 0.05) X 1072 GeV?,
[A5] = (0.83 = 0.05) X 1072 GeV>2.

It is well known that, the Wilson coefficient CT receives
long distance contributions from the J/ family, in addi-
tion to short distance contributions. In the present work, we
do not take into account the long distance effects. From the
explicit expressions for the form factors, it is clear that they
depend on three auxiliary parameters, continuum threshold
5o, Borel mass parameter M%, and the parameter 3 entering
the most general form of the interpolating current of the
A,. The form factors should be independent of these
auxiliary parameters. Therefore, we look for working re-
gions for these parameters, where the form factors are
practically independent of them. To determine the working
region for the Borel mass parameter the procedure is as
follows: the lower limit is obtained requiring that the
higher states and continuum contributions constitute a
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small percentage of the total dispersion integral. The upper
limit of M% is chosen demanding that the series of the light
cone expansion with increasing twist should be convergent.
As a result, the common working region of M% is found to
be 15 GeV? = M3 =30 GeV2. As an example, we
present the dependence of the form factor f; on the
Borel mass parameter, M3 at two fixed values of ¢° in
Fig. 1. From this figure it follows that the form factor f
exhibits good stability with respect to the variations of M3.
The continuum threshold s, is correlated to the first exited
state with quantum numbers of the interpolating current of
the A, and is not completely arbitrary. Numerical analysis
leads to the interval, (my, + 0.3)> = 5o = (m,, +0.5)%,
where the form factors weakly depend on the continuum
threshold. In order to attain the working region for the
parameter, 8, we look for variation of the form factors
with respect to cosf, where B = tanf. After performing
numerical calculations, we obtained that in the interval
—0.6 = cosf = 0.3 all form factors weakly depend on
B. As an example, we show the dependence of the form
factor, f, on cos@ at two fixed values of the ¢g* and at M3 =
22 GeV? in Fig. 2. From this figure indeed we see that in
the aforementioned region of cos, the form factor f
weakly depends on 3.

The analysis of the sum rules, as has already been
explained above, is based on the so-called standard proce-
dure, i.e., the continuum threshold s is independent of Mlzg
and ¢>. However, in [33], instead of the standard proce-
dure, namely, independence of the s, from M% and g2, it is
assumed that the continuum threshold depends on M% and
g?, and this leads to large realistic errors. Following [33], in
the present work the systematic error is taken to be around
15%.

In calculating the branching ratio of the A, — A€~
decay, the dependence of the form factors f;(¢?), g:(q%),
fT(¢?), and g7(¢?) on ¢* in the physical region 4m? <
q* = (my, — my)* are needed. But unfortunately, sum
rules predictions for the form factors are not reliable in
the entire physical region. Therefore, in order to obtain the

10 T T

¢¢ =0 GeV? —a—
0.8 - ¢® =6 GeV? --o--

0.6 - -

f1

--8-~0--0 -
0.4 — ¢

02 - -

15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0

M3 (Gev?)

FIG. 1. The dependence of form factor f; on the Borel mass
parameter at two fixed values of the g2, and at s, = 35 GeV? and

B =5.
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¢* =0 GeV? —u—

08| ¢? =6 GeV? —-o~-

;1.00 -0.75 -0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
cosf

FIG. 2. The dependence of form factor f on the cosf parame-
ter at two fixed values of the ¢2, and at s, = 35 GeV? and M3 =
22 GeV2.

g* dependence of the form factors from sum rules, we
consider a range of g> where the correlation function can
reliably be calculated. To this aim. we choose a region that
is approximately 1 GeV below the perturbative cut, i.e., up
to ¢> =~ 12 GeV?. To be able to extend the results for the
form factors to the whole physical region, we look for a
parameterization of the form factors in such a way that in
the region 4m? = ¢*> = 12 GeV? this parameterization co-
incides with the sum rules predictions.

The next step is to present the g> dependency of the form
factors. Our numerical calculations show that the best
parameterization for the dependence of the form factors

f19f2’ f3’ gl» g27 g39 fg»f’{’ gga and g3T on q2 is as fOHOWS:

a b
(P)ei(q?)] =
fi(a*)gi(q*)] 1 q3)+(1 Iy

My M

. @D

where the fit parameters a, b, and m%n in full theory are
given in Table I. On the other hand, we find that the best fit
for the form factors f7 and g7 is of the following form:

TABLE I. Parameters appearing in the fit function of the form
factors f1, f2. f3, §1- 82 83- 2, ¥, g%, and g7 in full theory for
A, — A€ €. In this table, only central values of the parame-
ters are presented.

QCD sum rules

a b m%it

fi —0.046 0.368 39.10
/2 0.046 —-0.017 26.37
f3 0.006 —0.021 22.99
g —0.220 0.538 48.70
2 0.005 —0.018 26.93
23 0.035 —0.050 24.26

T —0.131 0.426 45.70

r —0.046 0.102 28.31
gt —0.369 0.664 59.37
gt —0.026 —-0.075 2373
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TABLE II. Parameters appearing in the fit function of the form
factors f7 and g! in full theory for A, — A€T¢™.

QCD sum rules
”

¢ Mgy My
flT —1.191 23.81 59.96
g1T —0.653 24.15 48.52
C C
f{(qz)[g{(qz)] = 7 - 2 (22)
(1 - mT) (1 - mr/z)
fit fit

The results for the parameters ¢, mfz, and m{> are pre-

sented in Table II. In the extraction of the values of the fit
parameters presented in both Tables I and II, the values of
the continuum threshold s, = 35 GeV?, Borel mass pa-
rameter M3 = 22 GeV?, and cosf = 0.2 have been used.

The values of form factors at g> = 0 are also presented
in Table III. In this table we also present the numerical
results obtained from HQET, using the values for the form
factors F,(0) = 0.462 and F, = —0.077 predicted in [17],
and relations in Eq. (19) at the HQET limit. The errors in
the values of the form factors at g> = 0 are due to the
uncertainties coming from M3, s, the parameter 3, errors
in the input parameters, as well as from the systematic
errors. From this table we see that, the predictions of the
HQET on the form factors are changed more than 40% for
the form factors f(0), g,(0), f2(0), and g7 (0), while the
results of both approaches are very close to each other for
the remaining form factors.

The final task is to calculate the total decay rate of the
A, — A€t €~ transition in the whole physical region,
4m? = g* = (my, — my)*. The differential decay rate is
obtained as

G2 2 1
A Gy, v EudT] 0 + 1A | @3

ds 81927

TABLE III.  The values of the form factors at g> = 0 for A, —
A,

Present work HQET ([13])
f1(0) 0.322 = 0.112 0.446
f2(0) —0.011 = 0.004 —0.013
73(0) —0.015 = 0.005 —0.013
£1(0) 0.318 £ 0.110 0.446
£-(0) —0.013 = 0.004 —0.013
g5(0) —0.014 = 0.005 —0.013
VA O) 0=0.0 0.0
50) 0.295 = 0.105 0.446
5 0) 0.056 = 0.018 0.061
g1 (0) 0=0.0 0.0
227 (0) 0.294 = 0.105 0.446
22(0) —0.101 = 0.035 —0.092
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where s = qz/mzAb, r= mi/m%b, A=A rs) =
1+ +s2—2r—2s—2rs, Gp =1.17 X 1073 GeV?

. . . ’ 4m?
is the Fermi coupling constant, and v = 4/1 — ;n‘ is the

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 056006 (2010)

lepton velocity. For the element of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa matrix |V,,V;;| = 0.041 has been used [34]. The
functions O(s) and A(s) are given as

O(s) = 32m%m‘}\bs(l + r—5)(ID5]* + |E5|?) + 64m%m3\h(1 — r — s)Re[DE; + D3E7]

+ 64’”3&,3 \/7(6m%

— m}, s)Re[DYE ] + 64mim} \/r(2my,sRe[D3Es] + (1 — r + s)Re[D}D; + EjE;])
+32m3 (2mg + m3 (1 —r+ s)my,~rRe[A]A; + Bi{B,] —

my, (1 — r — s)Re[A]B, + A3B,]

— Zﬁ(Re[ATBl] + mZAbs Re[A3B,])} + 8mi}{4m%(l +r—s)+ m%\b[(l —r)? = s2 (A, > + |B,]?)

+ Smj‘\b{4m%[/\ + (1

+r—s)s]+ m%\bs[(l —1)? = s* A )? + |B,|?) — Smib{4m%(l +

r—-=s)

— mib[(l —r)? = s> IMD,|> + |E||?) + 8mihsv2{—8mAbs rRe[D3E,] + 4(1 — r + 5)\/rRe[DD, + E}E,]
—4(1 = r — s)Re[DE, + D3E ] + my,[(1 = r)* = s21(ID,[* + |E; )}, (24)

A(s) =

where

A (fT +gD(=2m,Cy) + (f1 — g)C§"
A2=A1(1—>2), Ay = A (1 —3),

By = Ai(g1— —gi581 — —&1) B, = B|(1 —2),
B3 = B,(1 —3),

Dy = (f1 = &1)Co D, = D(1—2), (26)

D3 = D,(1—3),
E,=E(1—2),

E, = D(g, — —g1),

27

Integrating the differential decay rate on s in the entire
physical region 4m?/m% = s = (1 — /r)* and using the
lifetime of the A, baryon Tp, = 1.383 X 107125 [34], we
obtain the results for the branchmg ratio, which are pre-
sented in Table IV.

In this table we also present the values of the branching
ratio obtained in HQET [19]. Comparing the results of both
approaches, we see that our predictions on the branching

TABLE IV. Values of the branching ratio for A, — A€*{~

different leptons.

_8m?\bvz/\(|A1|2 + B> + |Dy|* + |E, ) + Sm?\bsva(lAzlz + |By|? + |Dy|* +

|E, ), (25)

ratios for the A, — Aete™, A, — Au* u~ channels are
larger than the ones predicted by the HQET approximately
by a factor of 2, while for the A, — A7*7~ channel our
prediction is 4 times larger than the result of the HQET.
Since 10'° = 10'! pairs are expected to be produced per
year at the LHCD [35], the results presented in Table IV
show that detectability of A, — ALT€ (€ = e, u, 7) de-
cays in this machine is quite high.

In conclusion, we calculate all 12 form factors respon-
sible for the A, — A€* €~ decay within light cone sum
rules. The maximum difference between our results and the
HQET predictions on the form factors is about 40%. Using
the parametrization for the form factors, the branching
ratio of the A, — A€ €~ decay is estimated, and the result
we obtain allows us to conclude that the delectability of
this decay at the LHCb is quite high.

APPENDIX

In this Appendix, the general decomposition of the
matrix element, €***(0]us (0)s(x)dy(0)|A(p)) entering
Egs. (14) and (15) as well as the A DA’s are given [27]:

in full theory and HQET for

Present work

HQET ([19])

Br(A, — Aete)
Br(A, — Au*u”)
Br(A, — At 77)

(4.6 + 1.6) X 107°
(4.0 = 1.2) X 107°
(0.8 +0.3) X 107°

(2.23 +3.34) X 1076
(2.08 + 3.19) X 1076
(0.179 + 0.276) X 1076
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= S1mpCup(ysA)y + Sami Copg(ysA)y + Pimp(ysC)apAy, + PamA (v5C)ap(XA),

22
+ (Vl + A Vllw)(lfc)a/;(%/\)y + Voma(BC)up(ysA)y + Vimp(y,C)ap(y ysA),

4

+ V4m?\(xc)a,8(’)/5A)'y + ,VSm?\(’yMC)a,B(ia-ﬂVxV’}/SA)y + ’V6m}\(xc)a,8(x75A)'y

x22

+<ﬂll+

+ Asm} (v, ¥5C)aplio* x,N), + ﬂ6m?\(}f’}/5c)a,8(ﬂ\)y " (Tl "

TA *A}1W>(I‘YSC)0(,8A7 + Aomp(BysClapg(EN)y + Asmp(y,YsC)ap(y*A), + Aymi (KysC)apA,

2,2
X7y

Tllu)(pylo-,u,vc)aﬁ(’yﬂ '}/SA))/

+ Tomp(x#p¥io,,C)ap(ysA), + T 3mp(0,,C)up(c#ysA), + T ymp(p* o ,,C)ap(c#x,ys5A),
+ TSm%\(XViUILVC)a‘B(')/M')/jA),}, + Tﬁm%\(x'“p”iO'W,C)alB(}f)gA)y + T7m§\(0'MVC)aIB(O"U’Vx')/5A).},

+ Tymd (0 ,,,C) ag(0#x, 75 M),

The calligraphic functions in the above expression do not
have definite twists but they can be written in terms of the
Lambda distribution amplitudes (DA’s) with definite and
increasing twists via the scalar product px and the parame-
ters a;, i = 1, 2, 3. The explicit expressions for scalar,
pseudoscalar, vector, axial vector, and tensor DA’s for
Lambda are given in Tables V, VI, VII, VIII, and IX,
respectively.

Every distribution amplitude F(a;px) = S;, P;, V;, A;,
T; can be represented as

(AD)

F(a;px) = jdxldxzdx36(x1 +x,+x3—1)

X eiPXEiidi F(x)), (A2)
where x; with i = 1, 2, and 3 are longitudinal momentum
fractions carried by the participating quarks.

The explicit expressions for the A DA’s up to twist 6 are
given as twist-3 DA’s:

Vl (.Xl') = O, A]()Ci) = _120X1X2X3¢g,
(A3)
Tl (.X'l') = 0.
TABLE V. Relations between the calligraphic functions and twist-4 DA’s:
Lambda scalar DA’s.
S, =5, TABLE VIII. Relations between the calligraphic functions and
2pxS, =S, — S, Lambda axial vector DA’s.
A=A
prﬂz = _Al +A2 - A3
2.543 = A3

TABLE VI. Relations between the calligraphic functions and
Lambda pseudoscalar DA’s.

P =P
ZPXTQZPI_PZ

TABLE VII. Relations between the calligraphic functions and
Lambda vector DA’s.
V=V,
2pXV2 = V1 - V2 - Vg
2V3 = V3

4pr4 = _2V1 + V3 + V4 + 2V5
4pX’VS = V4 - V3
4(px)? Vo= =V, + Vo + Vs + Vy + Vs — Vg

Apx A, = —2A, — Ay — A, + 2As
4[)}(.}7‘5 =A3 _A4
4(px)2ﬂ6 = Al - A2 +A3 + A4 - A5 +A6

TABLE IX. Relations between the calligraphic functions and
Lambda tensor DA’s.

T, =T

2pxT =T, + T, — 2T,
ZT'; = T7

2pxT 4 =T, — T, — 2T,

2pxT s = —T, + Ts + 2Ty

A(px)*T ¢ = 2T, — 2Ty — 2T, + 2Ts5 + 2T, + 2Ty
4pXT7 = T7 - Tg
Apx)*Tg=—T, + T, + Ts — Ty + 2T + 2T

056006-7



T.M. ALIEV, K. AZIZI, AND M. SAVCI

S1(x;) = 6x3(1 — x3)(€9 + &),
Pl(xi) =6(1 — x3)(§2 - ffto B
Vo(x;) =0,

As(x;) = —24x1x2¢2,

twist-5 DA’s:

(1]
(2]
(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]
(7]

(8]
(9]
[10]

[11]

(A4)

Vi(x;) = 12(x; — xp)x399,
As(x;) = —12x3(1 — x3)¢2,
Tr(x;) =0,
T5(x;) = 6(x, — x)x3(— &3 + £,
T7(x;) = —6(x; — x2)x3(& + &P).

Sy(x;) = 30x; + x)(£2 + £9),

Py(x;) = %(Xl + x) (€2 — £9),

Vi(x;) = 3(xy — xl)'ﬁg,

Aglx;) = —3(1 — x3)t//0, (A5)

Vs(x;) =0,

As(x;) = —6x3¢2,

Ty(x;) = —3(x; — x)(€Y + £7),
Ts(x;) = 0,

T8(xi) = _%(xl - xz)(§2 - 5'50 .

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 056006 (2010)
and twist-6 DA’s:
Ve(x;) = 0, Ag(x;) = =202, Te(x;) = 0. (A6)

The following functions are encountered to the above
amplitudes, and they can be defined in terms of the four
independent parameters, namely, f5, A;, Ay, and As:

‘15(3) = ¢6 =—frn (754 = d’s = _%(fA + /\1),
)= =3far— 1), &=8=0+21 (A

10 — 10 — _
2 = &5 = A= A,
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