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Tt is interesting to search for new physics beyond the standard m odelat LHCb. W e suggest that

weak decays of doubly chamm ed baryon such as

o (3520)" ; L. to cham less nalstateswoul be

a possible signal for new physics. In this work, we consider two m odels, ie. the unparticle and Z 0
as exam ples to study such possibilities. W e also discuss the cases for gb; o Which have not been
observed yet, but one can expect to nd them when LHCb begins running. O ur num erical results
show that these two m odels cannot result In su ciently large decay w idths, therefore if such m odes
are observed at LHCDb, there m ust be a new physics other than the unparticle or Z % m odels.

PACS num bers: 14.80.—, 13.30Eg

I. INTRODUCTION

LHC willbegin its rst run pretty soon, and besides
searching for the long-expected H iggs boson, its m ain
goal is to explore new physics beyond the SM . M any
schem es have been proposed to reach the goal. Indeed,
the LH C b detector, even though isnot responsible for the
H iggs hunting, w ill provide an idealplace to study heavy

avor physics and search for evidence of new physics.
One can m ake careful m easuram ents on rare decays of
B-m esons, b-baryons, B-m ixing and CP violation w ith a
huge database available at LHCb, m oreover, we are in—
spired by the possibilities of discovering new physics. It
would be bene cialto conjcturem ore possible processes
which would signal existence of new physics.

In 2002, the st event for doubly chamm ed baryon,
£ (3520),was observed by the SELEX Collaboration in

the channelof . ! :tx * [,[2,31. . hasthe
massm = 3519 1MeV and width < 5MeV. By
studying an altemative channel of pD "K  conducted

later, the m ass of the baryon-resonance was con m ed
asm = 3518 3Mev @],which is consistent w ith that
given In Ref. E|]. In the present theory, there de nitely
is no reason to exclude existence of " which contains
ccu valence quarks and as well gb (du) and |, &ad),
by the avor-SU (3) symm etry.

In thiswork,we propose that direct decaysof . with
cham less nalstates or , with bottom less nal states
would be signals fornew physics. By the quark-diagram s,
one can easily notice that the m ain decay m odes of .
woudbeD*" ( 9), K% D'PK and K *.The
later two m odes are just the channels w here the SELEX
colbboration observed the baryon ... W hile the di-
rect decays of .. (or 1) into cham less (bottom less)

nalstates are suppressed in the standard m odel, so that
would be sensitive to new physics beyond the SM .

Sihcedn . therearetwo denticalcham quarkswhich
can neither annihilate, nor exchange W -boson to convert
into other quarks. In the SM ,direct transition of . into
cham less nalstatesm ay realize via the doublepenguin
m echanism which is shown In Fig. 1 (a), the crossed
box-diagram (Fig. 1 (b)) and a possible tw o-step process

shown in Fig. 1 (c). The mechanism includes two pen-
guin loops or a crossed box-diagram is very suppressed,
so that cannot result in any observable e ectsand we can
Ignore them com pltely. If a non—zero rate is observed at
LHCDb, it should be a signal of new physics. De nitely
the diagram of Fig. 1 (c) may cause a non-zero contri-
bution and contam inate our situation for exploring new
physics. If we consider the cham less decays of [ or
bottom lessdecays of , , thatdiagram (Fig. 1 (c)) does
not exist at all. Then, the st question is that can we
distinguish such direct decays of .. into cham less nal
states (or p Into bottom less nal states) from the sec-
ondary decays which result in cham less (or bottom less)
products and are the reqularm odes In the fram ew ork of
the SM . The answer is that the direct transitions are fa-
vorably two-body decays, nam ely In the nalstates there
are only two non-cham ed hadrons by whose m om enta
one can re-construct the invariant m ass spectra of
(0r 1p),whereas, in the reqularm odes w ith sequent de-
cays, there are at least three hadrons in the nal states.

T he second question is that is there any m echanian
beyond the standard m odel available which can result
in such direct decays? Below, we use two models to
dem onstrate how such direct decay m odes are induced
and estin ate the w idths accordingly. One of them is
the unparticle scenario and another one is the SU (3)
SU (2), SU (2% U (ly 1 modelwherea new gauge
boson 7 ° exists and m ediates an interaction to tum the
cham quark into a u-quark. T hus by exchange ofan un-

+ (++)

particle or Z ® between the two charm quarks n o

(0))

(orbetw een the two bottom quarksin '), thesedirect

transitions occur.

In thiswork, for sin plicity, we only consider the inclu—
sivedecaysof [ ( ) intocham less (bottom less) nal
states. T he advantage of only considering the inclusive
processes is obvious that we do not need to worry about
the hadronization of quarks into nal states because
such processes are fully govemed by the non-perturbative

QCD e ects and brings up m uch uncertainty.

Below , we w il nvestigate the processes caused by ex-—
changing unparticles and 7 ° separately and then m ake a
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FIG .1: (@) Thedoublepenguin diagram which can induce the
decay of c<c( pp) Into non-charmm (non-bottom ) nal states.
(b) T he crossed box diagram . (c) An em ission where thee ec—
tive interaction would be non-local and for cham less decays
of .S, it does not exist.

brief discussion on the possibility that new physics m ay
result in observable phenom ena at LHCb.

II. THE INCLUSIVE DECAY OF DOUBLY
CHARMED BARYON

A . The unparticle scenario

B efore entering the concrete calculation, we brie y re—
view the concemed know ledge on the unparticle physics
E ], which isneeded in laterderivation. T he e ective La-
grangian describing the interaction of the unparticle w ith
the SM quarks is

aq
L= 3q @ sxeo,
U
ad’
t—Trq @ o, +hey ()

where Oy and O are the scalar and vector unparticle
elds respectively. g and q° denote the SM quark elds.
G enerally, the din ensionless coe cientsc g‘}vo isrelated to
the avor of the quark eld. This interaction induces a
FCNC and contributes to the processes of concem.

For a scalar unparticle eld, the propagator w ith m o—
mentum p and scale din ension dy is @]
Z

d*xd® 10T oy (x)0y (0)Pi

. RAg, 1 2)
= i
2sindy )( B 13 L
w ith
16 =2 dy + 1=2)
Ag, = 3 - ; (3)
2y dv 1) @)
w ith dy the scale din ension.
For the vector unparticle, the propagator reads
Z
d*xe® T 0,0, (0)Pi
. Ag, g +pp=p
= i— 5 a (4)
2sin(dy ) (B 13D

where the transverse condition @ O = 0 is required.

In the unparticle physics, the inclusive decay ofdoubly
cham ed baryons into light quarks cog ! uuqg occurs at
the tree level, and the transition is depicted in Fig. [2.
H ere the exchanged agent betw een the two cham quarks
can be either scalar or vector unparticle.

FIG . 2: The inclusive transition ofdoubly cham ed baryon in
unparticle physics, where the doubledashed line denotes the
scalar or vector unparticle in the unparticle m odel or Z 0 in
the leftright m odel.
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Even though we only consider the inclisive processes
w here the quarks in the nalstatesare treated ason-shell
free particles and the wavefunctions of the light hadrons
in the nalstatesarenotneeded,thebinding e ectofthe
initialbaryons ( . or ) which are com posed of three
valence quarks must be taken into account. Nam ely,
when we calculate the hadronicm atrix elem ents, we need

to Invoke concrete phenom enologicalm odels to carry out



the com putations w here the wave function of the nitial
baryon is needed. In this work, we adopt a sin ple non—
relativistic m odel, ie. the ham onic oscillator m odel ﬂ 1.
T hism odelhasbeen w idely and successfully em ployed in
sin ilar researches @,B ,lﬁ ,lﬂ ,lﬂ ,E ,@]. T hus one can
trust that for heavy hadrons, such sin ple non—relativistic
m odel can work well and the results are relatively reli-
able, even though certain errors are not avoidable. T hus
in this work the m atrix elem ents of the e ective opera-—
tors evaluated in tem s of the hamm onic oscillator wave
function is believed to be a good approxim ation. Ac-
cording to the references listed above, the errors In the
estin ate, especially as we only need the wavefunction of
the the nitial hadron, are expected to be less than 10% .
By changing the Input param eters and them odelparam —
etersw hich are obtained by tting other experin ents, we
scan the region of changes of the num erical results and
nd that the error range is indeed consistent w ith our
expectation.
In the hamm onic oscillatorm odel, the wave function of
the doubly chamm ed baryon . (3520)" is expressed as

d3p d3p
color;spin

< (o P L] s () is9 )R, (0359 ) P4

cc

w hich satis es the nomm alization condition

no @s)j o P
M .
= 2 ryP—=7°® P (s 8,

where N is the nomn alization constant. _, and ' de-
note the spin— avor and color parts of the wavefunction
ofdoubly chamm ed baryon . (3520)" respectively whose
explicit expressions are

1 h i
. Pz 2p"ctd#i Pro#d'i PHerdni

In the ham onic oscillator m odel, the spatial wavefunc—
tion s (p ;p ) readsas

+ (PP )

cc

w ith the de nitions

p! B p?+ Py Tepd
p = —p=—=; p = —4
2 22mc+md
m g
P = pi+ py+ p3;

and the param eters and re ect the non-

perturbative e ects and w illbe given in later subsection.
In the center ofm ass fram eof . (3520)" , thehadronic

m atrix elem ents S¢; is written as

M )T

Sei = 2 )V Yot ot 3

with T = (TS + TV )-
For exchanging scalar unparticle, Ts m atrix elem ent is
w ritten as

g 7
E
Ts = d’pd’p 2 V=
) m p,
spin
(eiis1) (1 s)ue);s))
Wp2is:) (1 5)ue(ps;sy)]
. Ay, ig g
&P L
o 2sin(dy )( P 13 W
N (PP ) (5)
For the vector unparticle exchange, Ty is
x .
Ty = d’p d’p (2 Y=
spin mp3
(eiis1) 1 s)ue);s))
Wp2isy) (1 s)uc(E3;sd)]
L& . Ra, i g tgag=F)
"t 2sindg ) (B 13
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cec

Hereugq and ug (@Q= c;u) denote the D irac spinors

s
Eq+m 1
g = @ — p ; (7)
2mq Eg+m g
s -
Eq+m
u = satmay 4. P g
2m Eq+ mg

and we can use the expression @]

7 _ ém mjsindy ©)
o 5£2B A4, m 2

= 2m mjsindy

20, 1 o 2dy 2 ’ (10)

u f BAg, m v

to sin plify Ty and Ts . O neneedsto sum overallpossible
Spin assignm ents for the D irac spinors.

B. The 2° scenario

T he LeftR ight m odels @] is also a natural extension
of the electroweak m odel. Tt has been w idely applied to
the analysis on high energy processes. For exam ple, re—
cently He and Valencia EJ em ployed this m odel w ith



certain m odi cations to explain the anom aly in AkF’ 5 Ob—
served at LEP [18]. Barger et al. studied Z ° m ediated

avor changing neutral currents in B -m eson decays 1,
Bs B mixing @}and B ! K puzzke @}.

T he gauge group of them odelﬁ]jsSU (3) SU (2),
SU (2)& U(ly 1 where the four gauge couplings
g3; 9. ; 9r and g correspond to the four sub-groups re—
spectively. T he vacuum expectation values of the three
H iggs bosons break the symm etry. T he sym m etry break—
ing pattems are depicted in literature. T he introduction
of a scalar eld causes Z In the standard m odel to
mix with a new gauge boson Zy , then Z; 7 are the
m ass eigen-states.

For the neutral sector the Larangian is

g .
L= ——q (@ & s)lcossy2z sin,2°)

2C0S

9y 1 2
+7tanR(5qL G + EuRi UR i EdRi dr i)
(sin 7% cosZZO)

9y \ 0
+7(tanR+cotR)(SJn 27 coszZ )
(VRdbiVRdbj dri drj  RuVrRgUri Ur5): (11)

Here y 1is the electroweak m ixing angle (tan y
2L ), g param eterizes the relative strength of the right—

gL
handed interaction (tan g = g% ), 7 istheZ

ing angle and VRui’? are two unitary m atrices that rotate
the right-handed up—(dow n)-type quarks from the weak
eigen-states to the m ass eigen-states. Note that we use
current notation for Pati-Salam m odel, and only third

fam ily couples to SU (2)z In thism odel.

In the 7 ° m odel, nclusive decay of doubly cham ed
baryons into light quarks cog ! uug occurs at tree level.
The Feynm an diagram (Fig. [J) is the sam e as that for
the unparticle scenario, but only the exchanged agent is
replaced by 7 °.

In the center of m ass frame of [, we can obtain

7% m ix-

x

&pdp @ P
spin m p,
(pris1) (1 s)uc(o)is))
Wp2is2) (1 s uc(psisy)]
ig grtan y (tan g + cot g )cos 3
P+ M 7 2

ReiVa ¢ N

<P ) (12)

T he authors ofR ef. , ,] suggested that cot g is
large, so that tan r can be ignored. T hey took approx-—
in ations tan i cotRT,l% 1 and cosy 1. Because

Z

M 3o is larger than 500 G &V ],onehasm ﬁ
VA Z

Then we have the nal expression as

x 2

E
d3p d3p 2 y=k

m
spin b3

prist) (1 s)uc(pl;s))
u (P2 752) p(l 5 )ue (P9 739)]
( :Ig )GF E<vRutivRutj )2

N P ip ): (13)
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C . The expression of the decay w idth

T he inclusive decay rate would be obtained by inte-
grating over the phase space which involves three free
quarks and the procedure is standard ],

( «(3520)" ' uwud)
_za2dozb2 022 7, o
= o)) dp, d d(cos )74;
a: b 0 1 16M . (2 )
(14)

where a; ,a,,b and b, are de ned as respectively

Mo (mz+mg)2 m?
a = 0 a=— oM . /
1 1—;
b= —[( +mm ) Py m )( )]
1 K 2
b= o=l +mm )+ Py m )( )]
|
- . g =% @)%m =m; ms:
HereM .. ,m71,m, and m 3 denote the m asses of the

doubly charm ed baryon, up and down quarks respec—
tively. In the follow ing, for obtaining num erical results,
we use the M onte Carlo m ethod to carry out this inte-
gral. Forbaryon . ,the expression is the sam e but only
the m ass of charm quark is replaced by that of bottom
quark.

III. NUM ERICAL RESULTS

Now we present our num erical results.
Since only [ has been m easured, in the Jater cal-
culation, we use its m easured m ass as input, and for
w We will only illustrate the dependence of its de-
cay rate on the param eters. The input param eters in—
clide: Gy = 1166 10° Gev 2, m. = 160 GeV,
my=mg=03GeV,ms= 045GV, my, = 487G&V.
M . = 3519GeV. = 033GeV?; = 025Gev?
ﬂ,,,]. Here, the light quark m ass refers to the
constitute m ass.
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TABLE I:Thedecay widthsof -(3520)" ! uudor .. !
uuu and ! ddd(ssd) corresponding to dy = 3=2 (in units
of Ge&V ). In the table, the second, third and fourth colum ns
respectively correspond to the contributions from exchanging
scalar unparticle, vector unparticle and both.

|| scalar vector scalart vector
[ c(3520)" ! uud]||457 10 *° 141 10 *° 124 10 *°
[, ! ddd] 585 10 *° 165 10 '7 183 10 7
[ ! ssd] 521 10 *° 123 10 '7 144 10 7

A . The results in the U nparticle scenario

For the unknown param eters y In the unparticle sce—
nario, according to the general discussion, the energy
scale may be at order of TeV , thusonecan x gy = 1
TeV .W e choosedy = 3=2 In our calculation.

In this work, we also calculate the Inclisive decay
w dth of doubly bottom ed baryon . Themassof
issetas10:09 G eV according to the estin ate ofR ef. 1,
although there are no data available yet.

T he num erical results are provided in Tablk[d. Fi.
3 ilustrates the dependence of the decay widths of

«(3520)" ! uudand ! dddon dy, the three lines
(solid, dashed and dotted) correspond to the contribu-—
tions of scalar unparticle, vector unparticle and both on
dy . It is noted here "both" m eans that at present we
cannot determm ine whether the unparticle is a scalar or
vector and it is also possible that both scalar and vec—
tor exist sin ultaneously. T hus we assum e both of scalar
and vector contribute and they interfere constructively.
D e nitely, it is worth of further investigation.

B. The results for z° exchange

The earlier studies indicate that the mass of M 5o
should be larger than 500 G &V ] and Vg' V¢!

is

R tu
bound no m ore than 2:0 10 ¢ ], in our calculation,
we take their extrem e values as M 30 = 500 Ge&V and

Vo'Vl = 200 10 4, thus we would obtain the upper
I it of the decay width. It is estin ated with all the

nput param eters as

[ (3520)" ! uudl= 766 102 Gcev: (15)

This isa too sm allnum erical value com pared w ith the
width of [, therefore, it is hopeless to observe a non-
zero branching ratio of [, into cham less nal states if

onlky 7 ° is applied.

FIG. 3: (a) and (b) respectively show the dependences of
the decay widths of < (3520)" ! uud and ,, ! ddd re-
spectively com ing from the contributions of scalar unparticle,

vector unparticle and both on dy .
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C . Estim ate the contribution from Standard M odel

A's Indicated above, In the fram ework of the SM , [
can decay into twobody nalstates via Fig. [ (c). It
would be interesting to com pare the SM contribution
w ith that from the twom odels. T hus, we would roughly
estin ate the ratio of the contribution of Fig. [ (c) to
that of Fig.[d (b) for the Z °m odel. Tt is easier to com -
pare them because the structures of two diagram s and

the relevant e ective vertices are sin ilar.

By the order of m agnitude estin ation and w ith the
SU (3) symm etxy, the ratio of the am plitude of Fig. [ (c)



(Tsy ) o Fig.[@d (o) (Tyn orTyo) is

Tsu 8Gr
T 7 SPE FE—— (16)
Z 3 (VRtiVRtj)

where g is the m om entum of unparticle or z° (in the
case of the SM , Mﬁ ) and can be neglected in the
propagator. Because the contribution from smaller
is dom inant, in the estin ation, we set ¢ = 05GeV 2.
Since the whole case under consideration, may f&ll in
the non-perturbative Q CD region, as a rough estin ate,

we take ¢ = 1, VZ,Vy, = 2 10° and Gy =
1166 10 °Gev ?,we can get = 66 (ier=t
4300 ). Then we can obtain the ratio of decay w dths

Unparticle

- 40. This ratio indicates that or /. the
contribution of the SM is am aller than that of the unpar-
ticle scenario, but larger than that from the 7 %m odel.

However, for [ ,Fill(c) does not contrbute at all,
so that the decay of " Into chamm less nalstates (or

p Into bottom less nal states) is m ore appropriate for
exploring new physics than (..

Tt is worth noticing that the estin ate of the contribu—
tion ofthe SM to the decay rate is very rough, thuswhat
we can assure to ourselves is its order of m agnitude. In—
deed the m agnitude contributed by the SM is very small
and cannot produce sizable observational e ects at all,
even though it has a com parable order w ith that from
the two sam ple m odels, the unparticle and z° In the
future, if such m ode were observed at LHCb, we can def-
initely conclude that it isnot caused by the SM , but new

physics.

Iv.. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose to explore for new physics
beyond the SM at LHCDb by m easuring direct decays of
o fhi (i o) Into cham less (bottom less) nal
states. Such decays can occur via the diagram s shown
In Fig. 1 in the fram ework of the SM , but ismuch sup—
pressed to be experim entally observed, therefore if a siz—-
able rate ism easured, it would be a clear signal for new
physics beyond the SM . W e use two m odels as exam —
ples, nam ely the unparticle and Z ° m odels to calculate
the decay rates, because both of them allow a transition
of cc () ! gg where g may be light quarks to occur
at tree level. Thus one expects that these new m odels
m ight result in non-zero observation.

Indeed, our work is m otivated by three factors, rst
the greatm achine LHC w ill run next year and a rem ark—
able am ount of data w ill be available, then secondly, the
doublecham ed baryon .. which was observed by the
SELEX collaboration provides us a possibility to probe
new physics,and the last reason is that som em odelshave
been proposed and they may induce a avor<changing
neutral current, concretely the unparticle and 2 ° m od-
els are emplyed In this work. De nitely none of the
twom odels are con m ed by either theory or experin ent

yet, and they stillneed further theoretical investigations,
but their fram ework is clear, so that we m ay use them

as exam ples to dem onstrate how new physicsm ay cause
such decay m odes and indicate that a sizable observa—
tional rate is a clear signature for new physics beyond
the SM .M oreover, the double cham ed baryon has only
been observed by the SELEX collaboration, but not at
B -factories. Tt seem s peculiar at rst glim pse, but care-
fi1l studies indicate that it is quite reasonable due to the
fragm entation process of heavy quarks. The authors of
Ref.] indicate that the meson B. cannot be seen at
any e" e colliders because its production rate at such
m achines is too am all, but by contraries, its production
rate is greatly enhanced at hadron colliders. Tt was rst
observed at TEVATRON and its production rateat LHC

would be much larger by several orders @]. In analog,
one can expect that such doublecham ed baryons .. or
doublebottom ed 1, can only be produced at LHC , but
not at B -factories.

The inclusive decays of doubly cham ed baryons

«(3520)", {F and §,, , are explred in unpar-
ticle and 7 © scenarios. O ur result indicates that the up-
per Iim it of the inclusive decay width of [ ! uuu
isabout 10 5 GeV with dy = 3=2. For inclusive decay

., | ddd(ssd), the upper lin it isat orderof10 ' Gev .
Tt is leamt that in the unparticle scenario, the contribu—
tion from exchanging a vector unparticle is m uch larger
than that from exchanging a scalar unparticle, as shown
in Tabkl[d.

The param eters which we em ploy in the num erical
com putations are obtained by tting other experin en—
talm easuram ents, for exam ple if the recently observed
D% DP9 can be hterpreted by the unparticle m odel, an
upper bound on the param eters In the m odel would be
constrained. Indeed, all the present experin ental data
can only provide upper bounds on the m odel param eters
no m atter what new physics m odel under consideration
is.

So far it is hard to m ake an accurate estin ate on the
production rates of the heavy baryonswhich contain two
heavy quarks at LHC yet, but one has reason to believe
that the production rate would be roughly of the sam e
order of the production rate of B . w hich wasevaluated by
som e authors @ ], oreven am aller by a factor of less than
10. The production rates indeed w ill be theoretically
evaluated before or even after LHC begins running.

In Ref. @], the authors estin ate the num ber of .
produced at LHCDb as about 10°. Since the available en—
ergy ismuch higher than them assesof .. and ,,one
has strong reason to believe that their production rates
are com parable. Unfortunately our num erical results in—
dicate that the unparticle and 7 © scenarios cannot result
in sizable rates for ' ! uuu ! two hadrons and

b ! ddd(ssd) ! twohadrons which can bem easured
at LH Cb and neither the SM .Even though the two sam —
plemodels and SM cannot cause su ciently large rates,
the channels stillm ay stand for a possble place to search
for new physics. If a sizable rate is observed at LHCb, it



would be a signal of new physics and the new physics is
also not the unparticle and/or 7 %, but som ething else.
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