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Itisinteresting to search fornew physicsbeyond the standard m odelatLHCb.W esuggestthat

weak decaysofdoubly charm ed baryon such as�cc(3520)
+
;�

+ +

cc to charm less�nalstateswould be

a possible signalfornew physics. In thiswork,we considertwo m odels,i.e. the unparticle and Z
0

asexam plesto study such possibilities.W e also discussthe casesfor�
0

bb
;�

�

bb
which have notbeen

observed yet,butone can expectto �nd them when LHCb beginsrunning. O urnum ericalresults

show thatthesetwo m odelscannotresultin su�ciently large decay widths,therefore ifsuch m odes

are observed atLHCb,there m ustbe a new physicsotherthan the unparticle orZ
0
m odels.

PACS num bers:14.80.-j,13.30.Eg

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

LHC willbegin its �rst run pretty soon,and besides

searching for the long-expected Higgs boson, its m ain

goalis to explore new physics beyond the SM . M any

schem es have been proposed to reach the goal. Indeed,

theLHCb detector,even though isnotresponsibleforthe

Higgshunting,willprovidean idealplaceto study heavy

avor physics and search for evidence of new physics.

O ne can m ake carefulm easurem ents on rare decays of

B-m esons,b-baryons,B-m ixing and CP violation with a

huge database available at LHCb,m oreover,we are in-

spired by the possibilitiesofdiscovering new physics. It

would bebene�cialto conjecturem orepossibleprocesses

which would signalexistence ofnew physics.

In 2002,the �rst event for doubly charm ed baryon,

�+cc(3520),wasobserved by theSELEX Collaboration in

the channelof�+cc ! �+
c K

� �+ [1,2,3]. �+cc has the

m ass m = 3519 � 1 M eV and width � < 5 M eV.By

studying an alternative channelof pD + K � conducted

later,the m ass ofthe baryon-resonance was con�rm ed

asm = 3518� 3 M eV [4],which isconsistentwith that

given in Ref. [1]. In the presenttheory,there de�nitely

isno reason to exclude existence of�+ +cc which contains

ccu valence quarksand aswell�0
bb
(bbu)and ��

bb
(bbd),

by the avor-SU(3)sym m etry.

In thiswork,weproposethatdirectdecaysof�cc with

charm less�nalstatesor�bb with bottom less�nalstates

would besignalsfornew physics.Bythequark-diagram s,

one can easily notice thatthe m ain decay m odesof�cc
would beD + �(� 0),�cK

0,D + P K � and �cK
� �+ .The

latertwo m odesarejustthe channelswherethe SELEX

collaboration observed the baryon �cc. W hile the di-

rect decays of�cc (or �bb) into charm less (bottom less)

�nalstatesaresuppressed in thestandard m odel,sothat

would be sensitiveto new physicsbeyond the SM .

Sincein �cc therearetwoidenticalcharm quarkswhich

can neitherannihilate,norexchangeW -boson to convert

intootherquarks.In theSM ,directtransition of�cc into

charm less�nalstatesm ay realizevia thedouble-penguin

m echanism which is shown in Fig. 1 (a), the crossed

box-diagram (Fig.1 (b))and a possibletwo-step process

shown in Fig. 1 (c). The m echanism includes two pen-

guin loopsora crossed box-diagram isvery suppressed,

sothatcannotresultin any observablee�ectsand wecan

ignorethem com pletely.Ifa non-zero rateisobserved at

LHCb,it should be a signalofnew physics. De�nitely

the diagram ofFig. 1 (c) m ay cause a non-zero contri-

bution and contam inate oursituation forexploring new

physics. Ifwe consider the charm lessdecaysof�+ +cc or

bottom lessdecaysof��
bb
,thatdiagram (Fig.1 (c))does

notexistatall. Then,the �rstquestion isthatcan we

distinguish such directdecaysof�cc into charm less�nal

states(or�bb into bottom less�nalstates)from the sec-

ondary decayswhich resultin charm less(orbottom less)

productsand arethe regularm odesin the fram ework of

theSM .Theansweristhatthe directtransitionsarefa-

vorablytwo-body decays,nam ely in the�nalstatesthere

are only two non-charm ed hadrons by whose m om enta

one can re-construct the invariant m ass spectra of�cc
(or�bb),whereas,in theregularm odeswith sequentde-

cays,there areatleastthree hadronsin the �nalstates.

The second question is that is there any m echanism

beyond the standard m odelavailable which can result

in such direct decays? Below, we use two m odels to

dem onstrate how such direct decay m odes are induced

and estim ate the widths accordingly. O ne of them is

the unparticle scenario and anotherone isthe SU (3)�

SU (2)L � SU (2)R � U (1)B � L m odelwherea new gauge

boson Z 0 existsand m ediatesan interaction to turn the

charm quark into a u-quark.Thusby exchangeofan un-

particle orZ 0 between the two charm quarksin �
+ (+ + )
cc

(orbetween thetwobottom quarksin �
� (0)

bb
),thesedirect

transitionsoccur.

In thiswork,forsim plicity,weonly considertheinclu-

sivedecaysof�+ +cc (��
bb
)intocharm less(bottom less)�nal

states. The advantage ofonly considering the inclusive

processesisobviousthatwedo notneed to worry about

the hadronization of quarks into �nal states because

such processesarefully governed bythenon-perturbative

Q CD e�ectsand bringsup m uch uncertainty.

Below,we willinvestigatethe processescaused by ex-

changing unparticlesand Z 0separately and then m akea

http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.2600v4
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FIG .1:(a)Thedouble-penguin diagram which can inducethe

decay of�cc(�bb) into non-charm (non-bottom ) �nalstates.

(b)Thecrossed box diagram .(c)An em ission wherethee�ec-

tive interaction would be non-localand forcharm lessdecays

of�
+ +

cc ,itdoesnotexist.

briefdiscussion on the possibility thatnew physicsm ay

resultin observablephenom ena atLHCb.

II. T H E IN C LU SIV E D EC A Y O F D O U B LY

C H A R M ED B A R Y O N

A . T he unparticle scenario

Beforeentering theconcretecalculation,webriey re-

view the concerned knowledge on the unparticle physics

[5],which isneeded in laterderivation.Thee�ectiveLa-

grangian describingtheinteraction oftheunparticlewith

the SM quarksis

L =
c
qq

0

S

�
dU
U

�q�(1� 5)q
0
@
�
O U

+
c
qq

0

V

�
dU � 1

U

�q�(1� 5)q
0
O
�

U
+ h:c:; (1)

where O U and O
�

U
are the scalar and vector unparticle

�eldsrespectively. q and q0 denote the SM quark �elds.

G enerally,thedim ensionlesscoe�cientsc qq
0

S ;V
isrelated to

the avorofthe quark �eld. Thisinteraction induces a

FCNC and contributesto the processesofconcern.

Fora scalarunparticle �eld,the propagatorwith m o-

m entum p and scaledim ension dU is[6]

Z

d
4
xd

ip� xh0jTO U (x)O U (0)j0i

= i
A dU

2sin(dU �)

1

(� p2 � i�)2� dU
(2)

with

A dU =
16�5=2

(2�)2dU

�(dU + 1=2)

�(dU � 1)�(2dU )
; (3)

with dU the scaledim ension.

Forthe vectorunparticle,the propagatorreads

Z

d
4
xe

ip� xh0jTO
�

U
O
�
U (0)j0i

= i
A dU

2sin(dU �)

� g�� + p�p�=p2

(� p2 � i�)2� dU
; (4)

wherethe transversecondition @�O
�

U
= 0 isrequired.

In theunparticlephysics,theinclusivedecay ofdoubly

charm ed baryonsinto lightquarksccq ! uuq occursat

the tree level,and the transition is depicted in Fig. 2.

Heretheexchanged agentbetween thetwocharm quarks

can be eitherscalarorvectorunparticle.

FIG .2:Theinclusivetransition ofdoubly charm ed baryon in

unparticle physics,where the double-dashed line denotesthe

scalar or vector unparticle in the unparticle m odelor Z
0
in

the left-rightm odel.

(a)

c u

u
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d
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Even though we only considerthe inclusive processes

wherethequarksin the�nalstatesaretreated ason-shell

freeparticlesand the wavefunctionsofthelighthadrons

in the�nalstatesarenotneeded,thebindinge�ectofthe

initialbaryons(�+ +cc or�
�

bb
)which arecom posed ofthree

valence quarks m ust be taken into account. Nam ely,

when wecalculatethehadronicm atrix elem ents,weneed

to invokeconcretephenom enologicalm odelsto carry out
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the com putationswhere the wave function ofthe initial

baryon isneeded. In thiswork,we adopta sim ple non-

relativisticm odel,i.e.the harm onicoscillatorm odel[7].

Thism odelhasbeen widely and successfully em ployed in

sim ilarresearches[8,9,10,11,12,13,14].Thusonecan

trustthatforheavy hadrons,such sim plenon-relativistic

m odelcan work welland the results are relatively reli-

able,even though certain errorsarenotavoidable.Thus

in this work the m atrix elem ents ofthe e�ective opera-

tors evaluated in term s ofthe harm onic oscillatorwave

function is believed to be a good approxim ation. Ac-

cording to the references listed above,the errorsin the

estim ate,especially asweonly need the wavefunction of

thetheinitialhadron,areexpected to belessthan 10% .

By changingtheinputparam etersand them odelparam -

eterswhich areobtained by �tting otherexperim ents,we

scan the region ofchangesofthe num ericalresults and

�nd that the error range is indeed consistent with our

expectation.

In theharm onicoscillatorm odel,thewavefunction of

the doubly charm ed baryon �cc(3520)
+ isexpressed as

j	
�
+

cc
(P;s)i

= N
X

color;spin

�
S F
’

C

Z

d
3
p�d

3
p�

�  
�
+

cc
(p�;p�)b

y
c(p

0
1;s

0
1)b

y
c(p

0
2;s

0
2)b

y
u(p

0
3;s

0
3)j0i;

which satis�esthe norm alization condition

h	
�
+

cc
(P ;s)j	

�
+

cc
(P 0

;s
0)i

= (2�)3
M

�
+

cc

E P

�
3(P � P

0)�(s� s
0);

where N isthe norm alization constant.�
S F

and ’
C
de-

note the spin-avorand colorpartsofthe wavefunction

ofdoubly charm ed baryon �cc(3520)
+ respectivelywhose

explicitexpressionsare

N =

s

E

M

m 0
1
m 0

2
m 0

3

E 0
1
E 0
2
E 0
3

; ’
C
=

1
p
6
�ijk;

�
S F

=
1
p
6

h

2jc" c"d #i� jc" c# d "i� jc#c" d "i

i

:

In the harm onic oscillatorm odel,the spatialwavefunc-

tion  
�
+

cc
(p�;p�)readsas

 
�
+

cc
(p�;p�)

= 33=4
�

1

��2�

�3=4� 1

��2
�

�3=4
exp

h

�
p2�

2��
�

p2
�

2��

i

with the de�nitions

p� =
p01 � p02p

2
; p� =

p01 + p02 �
2m c

m d
p03

q

22m c+ m d

m d

;

P = p
0
1 + p

0
2 + p

0
3;

and the param eters �� and �� reect the non-

perturbativee�ectsand willbegiven in latersubsection.

In thecenterofm assfram eof�cc(3520)
+ ,thehadronic

m atrix elem entsSfi iswritten as

Sfi = (2�)4�4(p1 + p2 + p3 � M )T

with T = (TS + TV ).

Forexchangingscalarunparticle,TS m atrix elem entis

written as

TS =
X

spin

Z

d
3
p�d

3
p�(2�)

3
E p3

m p3

� [�uu(p1;s1)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
1;s

0
1)

� �uu(p2;s2)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
2;s

0
2)]

� (
ccuS

�
dU
U

)2
A dU

2sin(dU �)

iq�q�

(� p2 � i�)2� dU

� N  
�
+

cc
(p�;p�): (5)

Forthe vectorunparticleexchange,TV is

TV =
X

spin

Z

d
3
p�d

3
p�(2�)

3
E p3

m p3

� [�uu(p1;s1)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
1;s

0
1)

� �uu(p2;s2)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
2;s

0
2)]

� (
ccuV

�
dU � 1

U

)2
A dU

2sin(dU �)

i(� g�� + q�q�=q2)

(� p2 � i�)2� dU

� N  
�
+

cc
(p�;p�): (6)

Hereuq and �uq (q= c;u)denotethe Diracspinors

uq =

s

E q + m q

2m q

�
1
�� p

E q+ m q

�

�; (7)

�uq =

s

E q + m q

2m q

�
y

�

1; �
� � p

E q + m q

�

; (8)

and wecan usethe expression [15]

jccus j2

�
2dU
U

=
6m �m jsind U �j

5f2B̂ A dU m
2dU

; (9)

jccus j2

�
2dU � 1

U

=
2m �m jsind U �j

f2B̂ A dU m
2dU � 2

; (10)

tosim plify TV and TS.O neneedstosum overallpossible

spin assignm entsforthe Diracspinors.

B . T he Z
0
scenario

TheLeft-Rightm odels[16]isalso a naturalextension

ofthe electroweak m odel. Ithasbeen widely applied to

the analysison high energy processes. Forexam ple,re-

cently He and Valencia [17]em ployed this m odelwith
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certain m odi�cationsto explain theanom aly in A b
F B ob-

served at LEP [18]. Bargeret al. studied Z 0 m ediated

avorchanging neutralcurrentsin B -m eson decays[19],

B s � �B s m ixing [20]and B ! K � puzzle [21].

Thegaugegroup ofthem odel[17]isSU (3)� SU (2)L �

SU (2)R � U (1)B � L where the four gauge couplings

g3; gL ; gR and g correspond to the foursub-groupsre-

spectively. The vacuum expectation valuesofthe three

Higgsbosonsbreak thesym m etry.Thesym m etry break-

ing patternsaredepicted in literature.Theintroduction

ofa scalar �eld � causes Z0 in the standard m odelto

m ix with a new gauge boson ZR , then Z; Z 0 are the

m asseigen-states.

Forthe neutralsectorthe Larangian is

L = �
gL

2cos�W
�q�(gV � gA 5)q(cos�ZZ� � sin�ZZ

0
�)

+
gY

2
tan�R (

1

3
�qL

�
qL +

4

3
�uR i

�
uR i�

2

3
�dR i

�
dR i)

(sin�ZZ� � cos�ZZ
0
�)

+
gY

2
(tan�R + cot�R )(sin�ZZ� � cos�ZZ

0
�)

(V d�
R biV

d
R bj

�dR i
�
dR j � V

u�
R tiV

u
R tj�uR i

�
uR j): (11)

Here �W is the electroweak m ixing angle (tan�W =
gY
gL
),�R param eterizesthe relativestrength ofthe right-

handed interaction(tan�R =
g

gR
),�Z isthe Z � Z0 m ix-

ing angle and V
u;d

R ij
are two unitary m atricesthatrotate

the right-handed up-(down)-type quarksfrom the weak

eigen-statesto the m asseigen-states. Note that we use

current notation for Pati-Salam m odel,and only third

fam ily couplesto SU (2)R in thism odel.

In the Z 0 m odel,inclusive decay ofdoubly charm ed

baryonsinto lightquarksccq! uuq occursattreelevel.

The Feynm an diagram (Fig. 2) is the sam e as that for

the unparticle scenario,butonly the exchanged agentis

replaced by Z 0.

In the centerofm assfram eof�+cc,we can obtain

T =
X

spin

Z

d
3
p�d

3
p�(2�)

3
E p3

m p3

� [�uu(p1;s1)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
1;s

0
1)

� �uu(p2;s2)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
2;s

0
2)]

�
� ig��

(p2 + M 02
Z
)
[
gLtan�W (tan�R + cot�R )cos�Z

2

� V
u�
R tiV

u
R tj]

2
N  

�
+

cc
(p�;p�): (12)

TheauthorsofRef.[17,22,23]suggested thatcot�R is

large,so thattan�R can be ignored. They took approx-

im ations tan�W cot�R
M W

M 0

Z

� 1 and cos�Z � 1. Because

M Z 0 islargerthan 500 G eV [17],onehas 1

p2+ M 02

Z

� 1

M 02

Z

.

Then wehavethe �nalexpression as

T =
X

spin

Z

d
3
p�d

3
p�(2�)

3
E p3

m p3

� [�uu(p1;s1)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
1;s

0
1)

� �uu(p2;s2)�(1� 5)uc(p
0
2;s

0
2)]

� (� ig
��)G F

p
2(V u�

R tiV
u
R tj)

2

� N  
�
+

cc
(p�;p�): (13)

C . T he expression ofthe decay w idth

The inclusive decay rate would be obtained by inte-

grating over the phase space which involves three free

quarksand the procedureisstandard [24],

�(� cc(3520)
+ ! u u d)

=

Z a2

a1

dp01

Z b2

b1

dp02

Z 2�

0

d�

Z 1

� 1

d(cos�)
jTj2

16M
�
+

cc
(2�)4

;

(14)

wherea1,a2,b1 and b2 arede�ned asrespectively

a1 = 0; a2 =
M

�
+

cc

2
�
(m 2 + m 3)

2
� m21

2M
�
+

cc

;

b1 =
1

2�
[�(� + m+ m � )�

q

p0
1

2
(� � m2+ )(� � m2� )];

b2 =
1

2�
[�(� + m+ m � )+

q

p0
1

2
(� � m2+ )(� � m2� )];

� = M
�
+

cc
� p

0

1; � = �
2 �

q

(p0
1
)
2
; m � = m 2 � m3:

Here M
�
+ +

cc
,m 1,m 2 and m 3 denote the m asses ofthe

doubly charm ed baryon, up and down quarks respec-

tively. In the following,forobtaining num ericalresults,

we use the M onte Carlo m ethod to carry out this inte-

gral.Forbaryon ��
bb
,theexpression isthesam ebutonly

the m assofcharm quark is replaced by that ofbottom

quark.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Now wepresentournum ericalresults.

Since only �+ +cc has been m easured,in the later cal-

culation, we use its m easured m ass as input, and for

�
�

bb
we will only illustrate the dependence of its de-

cay rate on the param eters. The input param eters in-

clude: G F = 1:166 � 10� 5 G eV � 2, m c = 1:60 G eV,

m u = m d = 0:3 G eV,m s = 0:45 G eV,m b = 4:87 G eV.

M
�
+

cc
= 3:519 G eV.�� = 0:33 G eV 2;�� = 0:25 G eV 2

[1,25,26,27]. Here,the lightquark m assrefersto the

constitute m ass.
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TABLE I:Thedecay widthsof�cc(3520)
+
! uud or�

+ +

cc !

uuu and �
�

bb
! ddd(ssd)corresponding to dU = 3=2 (in units

ofG eV).In the table,the second,third and fourth colum ns

respectively correspond to thecontributionsfrom exchanging

scalarunparticle,vectorunparticle and both.

scalar vector scalar+ vector

�[� cc(3520)
+
! uud] 4:57� 10

� 18
1:11� 10

� 15
1:24� 10

� 15

�[�
�

bb
! ddd] 5:85� 10

� 20
1:65� 10

� 17
1:83� 10

� 17

�[�
�

bb
! ssd] 5:21� 10

� 20
1:23� 10

� 17
1:44� 10

� 17

A . T he results in the U nparticle scenario

Fortheunknown param eters�U in theunparticlesce-

nario, according to the generaldiscussion, the energy

scale m ay be atorderofTeV,thus one can �x � U = 1

TeV.W e choosedU = 3=2 in ourcalculation.

In this work, we also calculate the inclusive decay

width ofdoubly bottom ed baryon ��
bb
. The m assof��

bb

issetas10:09G eV accordingtotheestim ateofRef.[27],

although thereareno data availableyet.

The num ericalresults are provided in Table I. Fig.

3 illustrates the dependence of the decay widths of

�cc(3520)
+ ! uud and �

�

bb
! ddd on dU ,the threelines

(solid,dashed and dotted) correspond to the contribu-

tionsofscalarunparticle,vectorunparticle and both on

dU . It is noted here "both" m eans that at present we

cannot determ ine whether the unparticle is a scalar or

vector and it is also possible that both scalar and vec-

torexistsim ultaneously.Thusweassum e both ofscalar

and vector contribute and they interfere constructively.

De�nitely,itisworth offurtherinvestigation.

B . T he results for Z
0
exchange

The earlier studies indicate that the m ass of M Z 0

should be larger than 500 G eV [17] and V u�
R tcV

u�
R tu is

bound no m ore than 2:0� 10� 4 [22],in ourcalculation,

we take their extrem e values as M Z 0 = 500 G eV and

V u�
R tcV

u�
R tu = 2:0� 10� 4,thuswe would obtain the upper

lim it ofthe decay width. It is estim ated with allthe

inputparam etersas

�[� cc(3520)
+
! uud]= 7:66� 10� 21 G eV: (15)

Thisisa too sm allnum ericalvaluecom pared with the

width of�+cc,therefore,it is hopeless to observe a non-

zero branching ratio of�+cc into charm less�nalstatesif

only Z 0 isapplied.

FIG . 3: (a) and (b) respectively show the dependences of

the decay widths of�cc(3520)
+
! uud and �

�

bb
! ddd re-

spectively com ing from thecontributionsofscalarunparticle,

vectorunparticle and both on dU .
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C . Estim ate the contribution from Standard M odel

As indicated above,in the fram ework ofthe SM ,�+cc
can decay into two-body �nalstates via Fig. 1 (c). It

would be interesting to com pare the SM contribution

with thatfrom the two m odels.Thus,wewould roughly

estim ate the ratio ofthe contribution ofFig. 1 (c) to

thatofFig. 2 (b)forthe Z 0 m odel. Itiseasierto com -

pare them because the structures oftwo diagram s and

the relevante�ectiveverticesaresim ilar.

By the order ofm agnitude estim ation and with the

SU(3)sym m etry,theratio oftheam plitudeofFig.1 (c)
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(TSM )to Fig.2 (b)(Tun orTZ 0)is

TSM

TZ 0

�
8G F

4�� s

q2

p
2(V u�

R ti
V u
R tj

)2
; (16)

where q is the m om entum of unparticle or Z 0 (in the

case ofthe SM ,q2 � M 2
W )and can be neglected in the

propagator. Because the contribution from sm aller q2

is dom inant, in the estim ation, we set q2 = 0:5G eV
2
.

Since the whole case under consideration, m ay fallin

the non-perturbative Q CD region,as a rough estim ate,

we take �s = 1, V u�
R tiV

u
R tj = 2 � 10� 4 and G F =

1:166� 10� 5G eV
� 2
,we can get TS M

TZ 0
� 66 (i.e.�S M

�Z 0
�

4300 ). Then we can obtain the ratio ofdecay widths
�U n particle

�S M
� 40. This ratio indicates that for �+cc the

contribution oftheSM issm allerthan thatoftheunpar-

ticle scenario,butlargerthan thatfrom the Z 0 m odel.

However,for�+ +cc ,Fig.1(c)doesnotcontribute atall,

so thatthe decay of�+ +cc into charm less�nalstates(or

��
bb
into bottom less�nalstates)ism ore appropriate for

exploring new physicsthan �+cc.

Itisworth noticing thatthe estim ate ofthe contribu-

tion oftheSM to thedecay rateisvery rough,thuswhat

we can assureto ourselvesisitsorderofm agnitude.In-

deed them agnitudecontributed by theSM isvery sm all

and cannot produce sizable observationale�ects at all,

even though it has a com parable order with that from

the two sam ple m odels,the unparticle and Z 0. In the

future,ifsuch m odewereobserved atLHCb,wecan def-

initely concludethatitisnotcaused by theSM ,butnew

physics.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In this work,we propose to explore for new physics

beyond the SM atLHCb by m easuring directdecaysof

�+cc �+ +cc ; (�
�

bb
; �0bb) into charm less (bottom less) �nal

states. Such decays can occur via the diagram s shown

in Fig. 1 in the fram ework ofthe SM ,butism uch sup-

pressed to beexperim entally observed,thereforeifa siz-

able rate ism easured,itwould be a clearsignalfornew

physics beyond the SM .W e use two m odels as exam -

ples,nam ely the unparticle and Z 0 m odels to calculate

the decay rates,becauseboth ofthem allow a transition

ofcc (bb) ! qq where q m ay be light quarks to occur

at tree level. Thus one expects that these new m odels

m ightresultin non-zero observation.

Indeed,our work is m otivated by three factors,�rst

thegreatm achineLHC willrun nextyearand a rem ark-

ableam ountofdata willbeavailable,then secondly,the

double-charm ed baryon �cc which was observed by the

SELEX collaboration providesus a possibility to probe

new physics,and thelastreason isthatsom em odelshave

been proposed and they m ay induce a avor-changing

neutralcurrent,concretely the unparticle and Z 0 m od-

els are em ployed in this work. De�nitely none of the

two m odelsarecon�rm ed by eithertheory orexperim ent

yet,and they stillneed furthertheoreticalinvestigations,

but their fram ework is clear,so that we m ay use them

asexam plesto dem onstratehow new physicsm ay cause

such decay m odes and indicate that a sizable observa-

tionalrate is a clear signature for new physics beyond

the SM .M oreover,the double charm ed baryon hasonly

been observed by the SELEX collaboration,but not at

B-factories. Itseem speculiarat�rstglim pse,butcare-

fulstudiesindicatethatitisquitereasonabledueto the

fragm entation process ofheavy quarks. The authorsof

Ref.[28]indicate that the m eson B c cannot be seen at

any e+ e� colliders because its production rate at such

m achinesistoo sm all,butby contraries,its production

rate isgreatly enhanced athadron colliders.Itwas�rst

observed atTEVATRO N and itsproduction rateatLHC

would be m uch largerby severalorders[28]. In analog,

onecan expectthatsuch double-charm ed baryons�cc or

double-bottom ed �bb can only beproduced atLHC,but

notatB-factories.

The inclusive decays of doubly charm ed baryons

�cc(3520)
+ , �+ +cc and �0bb, �

�

bb
are explored in unpar-

ticle and Z 0 scenarios.O urresultindicatesthatthe up-

per lim it ofthe inclusive decay width of�+ +cc ! uuu

isabout10� 15 G eV with dU = 3=2. Forinclusive decay

�
�

bb
! ddd(ssd),theupperlim itisatorderof10� 17 G eV.

Itislearntthatin the unparticle scenario,the contribu-

tion from exchanging a vectorunparticle ism uch larger

than thatfrom exchanging a scalarunparticle,asshown

in TableI.

The param eters which we em ploy in the num erical

com putations are obtained by �tting other experim en-

talm easurem ents,for exam ple ifthe recently observed

D 0 � �D 0 can be interpreted by the unparticlem odel,an

upper bound on the param etersin the m odelwould be

constrained. Indeed,allthe present experim entaldata

can only provideupperboundson them odelparam eters

no m atterwhatnew physicsm odelunder consideration

is.

So faritishard to m ake an accurate estim ate on the

production ratesoftheheavy baryonswhich contain two

heavy quarksatLHC yet,butone hasreason to believe

that the production rate would be roughly ofthe sam e

orderoftheproduction rateofB c which wasevaluated by

som eauthors[28],oreven sm allerby afactoroflessthan

10. The production rates indeed willbe theoretically

evaluated beforeoreven afterLHC beginsrunning.

In Ref. [29],the authorsestim ate the num ber of�cc
produced atLHCb asabout109.Sincethe availableen-

ergy ism uch higherthan them assesof�cc and �bb,one

hasstrong reason to believe thattheirproduction rates

arecom parable.Unfortunately ournum ericalresultsin-

dicatethattheunparticleand Z 0scenarioscannotresult

in sizable rates for �+ +cc ! uuu ! two hadrons and

��
bb
! ddd(ssd)! twohadrons which can bem easured

atLHCb and neithertheSM .Even though thetwo sam -

ple m odelsand SM cannotcause su�ciently largerates,

thechannelsstillm ay stand forapossibleplaceto search

fornew physics.Ifa sizablerateisobserved atLHCb,it
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would be a signalofnew physicsand the new physicsis

also notthe unparticleand/orZ 0,butsom ething else.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e greatly bene�tfrom constructive discussionswith

Prof. Xiao-G ang He. This project was supported by

the NationalNaturalScience Foundation ofChina un-

der G rants 10475042, 10721063, 10625521, 10705001,

10745002 and 10705015, K ey G rant Project of Chi-

nese M inistry ofEducation (No. 305001),Ph.D.Pro-

gram Foundation of M inistry of Education of China

and the China Postdoctoral Science foundation (No.

20060400376).

[1]SELEX Collaboration, M . M attson et al., Phys. Rev.

Lett.89,112001 (2002).

[2]SELEX Collaboration,J.Russ,arXiv:hep-ex/0209075.

[3]SELEX Collaboration,M .M oinester,Czech.J.Phys.53

B201 (2003).

[4]SELEX Collaboration, A. O cherashvili, Phys.Lett. B

628,18 (2005).

[5]H.G eorgi,Phys.Rev.Lett.98,221601 (2007).

[6]H.G eoogi,Phys.Lett.B 650,275 (2007);K .Cheung,

W .Y.K eungand T.C.Yuan,Phys.Rev.Lett.99,051803

(2007).

[7]A.Yaouanc,L.O livier,O .P�ene and J.Raynal,Hadron

Transitionsin the Q uark M odel,G ordon and Breach Sci-

ence Publish (1998).

[8]M . O da, K . Nishim ura, M . Ishida, and S. Ishida,

arXiv:hep-ph/0005102;R.M ohanta,A.G iri,M .K hanna,

M .Ishida and S.Ishida, Prog.Theor.Phys.102, 645

(1995);R.M ohanta,A.G iri,M .K hanna,M .Ishida and

S.Ishida,Prog.Theor.Phys.101,1083 (1999);R.M o-

hanta,A.G iri,M .K hanna,M .Ishidaand S.Ishida,Prog.

Theor.Phys.101,959 (1999);M .Ishida,S.Ishida and

M .O da,Prog.Theor.Phys.98,159 (1997).

[9]A.Hosaka, M .Takayam a and H.Toki, Nucl.Phys.A

678,147 (2000).

[10]R.Bonnaz,B.Silvestre-Bracand C.G ignoux,Eur.Phys.

J.A 107,363 (2002).

[11]T.Barnes,AIP Conf.Proc.619,673(2002);Nuovo,Cim .

A 107,2491 (1994).

[12]H.Y.Chengand B.Tseng,Phys.Rev.D 53,1457 (1996),

[E:D 55,1697 (1997)]

[13]J.Am undson,Phys.Rev.D 49,373 (1994).

[14]C.H. Chang, T. Li, X.Q . Li and Y.M . W ang,

arXiv:0704.0016 [hep-ph].

[15]X.Q .Liand Z.T.W ei,Phys.Lett.B 651,380 (2007).

[16]R.M ohapatra and J.Pati,Phys.Rev.D 11,566 (1975);

Phys.Rev.D 11, 2558 (1975); R.M ohapatra and G .

Senjanovic,Phys.Rev.D 12,1502 (1975);K .S.Babu,

X.G .He,and E.M a,Phys.Rev.D 36,878 (1987).

[17]X.G . He and G . Valencia, Phys. Rev. D 66, 013004

(2002);66,079901(E) (2002);Phys.Rev.D 68,033011

(2003).

[18]D . Abbaneo et al., [ALEPH Collaboration],

hep-ex/0112021; M .S. Chanowitz, Phys. Rev. Lett.

87,231802 (2001);M .S.Chanowitz,Phys.Rev.D 66,

073002 (2002).

[19]V. Barger, C.W . Chiang, P. Langacker and L.S. Lee,

Phys.Lett.B 580,186-196 (2004).

[20]V. Barger, C.W . Chiang, J. Jiang and P. Langacker,

Phys.Lett.B 596,229-239 (2004).

[21]V. Barger, C.W . Chiang, P. Langacker and L.S. Lee,

Phys.Lett.B 598,218-226 (2004).

[22]X.G .He and G .Valencia,arXiv:hep-ph/0703270.

[23]X.G . He and G . Valencia, Phys. Rev. D 74, 013011

(2006).

[24]T.Hahn and M .Perez-Victoria, Com put.Phys.Com -

m un.118,153 (1999);T.Hahm ,User’s G uide ofForm -

Calc (2007).

[25]W .Yao et al.,Particle D ata G roup,J.Phys.G 33,1

(2006).

[26]C.H. Chang, T. Li, X.Q . Li and Y.M . W ang,

arXiv:0704.0016[hep-ph].

[27]V.V.K iselev,A.K .Likhoded,O .N.Pakhom ova and V.A.

Saleev,Phys.Rev.D 66,034030 (2002).

[28]C.H Chang et al., Phys.Rev.D 48 4086, (1993); D 54

4344,(1996);Phys.Lett.B 364 78,(1995).

[29]A.V.Berezhnoy,V.V.K iselev,A.K .Likhoded and A.I.

O nishchenko.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0209075
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005102
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.0016
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0112021
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703270
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.0016

