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The structure of light diquarks plays a crucial role in the formation of exotic hadrons beyond
the conventional quark model, especially in their line shapes of bottomed hadron decays. We
study the two-body hadronic weak decays of bottomed baryons and bottomed mesons to probe
the light diquark structure and pin down the quark-quark correlations in the diquark picture. We
find that the light diquark does not favor a compact structure. For instance, the isoscalar diquark

[ud] in Λ0
b can be easily split and rearranged to form Σ

(∗)
c D̄(∗) via the color-suppressed transition.

This provides a hint that the hidden charm pentaquark states produced in Λ0
b decays could be the

Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) hadronic molecular candidates. This quantitative study resolves the apparent conflicts

between the production mechanism and molecular nature of these Pc states observed in experiment.

PACS: 13.25.Hw; 14.20.Mr; 14.65.Fy

I. INTRODUCTION

Although the success of the conventional quark mod-
el indicates that meson is made of a pair of quark and
anti-quark and baryon is made of three quarks [1, 2], the
strong interaction dynamics, namely Quantum Chromo-
dynamics (QCD) does not eliminate the existence of more
profound objects beyond the hadrons in the conventional
quark model picture. Since the observation of X(3872)
in 2003 [3], numerous exotic candidates which do not fit
into the conventional quark model spectrum have been
observed in experiment, such as the Z(3930) [4], the
Y (4140) [5], the X(4500) [6], the Pc(4312), Pc(4440),
Pc(4457) [7] and so on. Among these observations
the hidden charm pentaquarks, Pc(4312), Pc(4440), and
Pc(4457) observed by the LHCb collaboration [7], are

ideal hadronic molecular candidates for Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) since

their masses are close to the Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) threshold and

the Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) interactions turn out to be attractive near

threshold [8–42]. However, whether these hidden charm
pentaquarks behave as peaks or dips does not only de-
pend on the interaction force, but also depends on pro-
duction amplitudes [43]. That is to say it is not obvious
that these Pc states in the molecular picture would fa-
vor their production in Λb → J/ψpK. Since Λb is an

isoscalar, the production of Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) in the Λb hadron-

ic weak decays can only be through the light diquark
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violation process. This problem was firstly pointed out
in Ref. [44]. It was also mentioned in Ref. [44] that,
supposing that the ud diquark within Λb is a compact
object, the production of these Pc states will be ex-
tremely suppressed. In other words, the observation of
these Pc states in the hadronic molecule scenario im-
plies that the [ud] diquark cannot be a compact object
in space. Instead, the quantum correlation between the
light quarks should be the key for resolving the contra-
dictions when putting all the dynamics together.

In order to further clarify the role played by the light
diquark configuration in the production of the hidden
charm Pc states in the molecular picture, we investigate
the two-body hadronic weak decays of the heavy flavor
baryons and mesons, i.e. Λb, B̄

0
s , Ξ

0
b , B̄

0, Ξ−
b and B−,

by implementing the SU(3)-flavor symmetry. Actually,
it has been pointed out that both the Λc and the Σc

can be produced in Λb decays [44]. Taking the emer-
gence of hidden charm pentaquarks as an example, the

Λb → Λ
(∗)
c D̄(∗)K− process can occur with the [ud] di-

quark as a spectator, while the Λb → Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗)K− pro-

cess violates the diquark model and can happen via the
two processes illustrated in the Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c)
of Ref. [44]. This mechanism has also been pointed out
by Ref. [45]. However, due to the non-perturbative be-
havior of QCD, it is difficult to calculate the amplitude
quantitatively. In this paper, we investigate the validi-
ty of diquark model for the two-body decay of bottomed
mesons and baryons, which gives a hint of the significance

for the Λb → Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗)K− process.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II the frame-
work is presented. Numerical results and related discus-
sions are presented in Sec. III. Sec. IV is a brief summary.
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II. FORMALISM

For the lack of the experiment data of three-body decay
for bottomed hadrons in Review of Particle Physics [46],
we resort to their two-body decays. Since the spin singlet
[ud], [us], [sd] diquarks conjugate to s̄, d̄, ū quarks, re-
spectively, according to the SU(3) group theory, one can
simultaneously study the decays of Λ0

b , Ξ
0
b , Ξ

−
b , B̄

0
s , B̄

0

and B−. Their life time, total decay widths and masses
are collected in App. C. In order to construct a simple
but more general model, we only consider the contribu-
tions from the dominant tree-level diagrams, while those
from theW -exchanged, annihilation or penguin diagrams
are usually expected to be small [47–49] and have been
neglected in our calculations. For instance, the decays
B̄0

s → D0π0, D+D−, etc. which can occur only through
the annihilation diagrams, won’ t be analyzed in the cur-
rent work. The two-body decay partial width reads

dΓ =
(2π)4

2M

∣∣M̄∣∣2 dΦ2(p1; p2, p3), (1)

with M the mass of decaying particle, M̄ the spin av-
eraged decay amplitude, dΦ2 the two-body phase space.
Here p1, p2 and p3 are the momenta of the initial de-
cay particle and the two final ones, respectively. As the
polarization of the initial particle and final particles will
be averaged and summed, the phase space integration is
trivial and gives

Γ =
1

8πM2
|p⃗|

∣∣M̄∣∣2 . (2)

Here, p⃗ is the momentum of the two final states in the
rest frame of decaying particle. For the decays whose
partial decay widths are not measured in experiment,

their momenta can be obtained by

|p⃗| =
√
[M2 − (m1 +m2)2][M2 − (m1 −m2)2]

2M
, (3)

with m1,2 the masses corresponding to the two final par-
ticles, respectively. The decay amplitude M̄, will be pa-
rameterized as the diquark conserved and violation parts,
for which we use the Λb and B̄

0
s decays as an example to

illustrate the parameterization scheme. The decay mech-
anism is based on the leading order contribution of the
effective weak Hamiltonian [50], i.e. the W -emitted dia-
gram. The diquark conserved and violation diagrams are
presented in Fig. 1. The diquark conserved amplitude
shown in Fig. 1(a) reads

M̄conversed(Λ0
b → Λ+

c π
−) =

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
udMa, (4)

with Fermi coupling constant GF = 1.17 × 10−5

GeV−2 [46] and the factor 1√
2
from the standard effec-

tive weak Hamiltonian [51], and Ma the amplitude pa-
rameter for the diagram respecting the light diquark. As
shown by Fig. 1(a), the [ud] diquark behaves as a spec-
tator. Vcb and V ∗

ud are the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
(CKM) matrix elements. The diquark violation diagram
is shown by Fig. 1(b) and the contribution of its de-
cay to Λ+

c π
− and Σ+

c π
− can be obtained by Rach re-

arrangement, which has been successfully used for dou-
ble charm baryon decays [52, 53]. In Fig. 1(b), both
the isospin and spin of the initial [ud] light diquark in
Λb are zero, which is denoted as |ud1⟩(0,0). The two
subindexes in the bracket are for isospin and its third
component. The |d2ū⟩(1,−1) diquark with isospin 1 and
its third component −1 is created by the weak effective
vertex or more fundamentally by the W -emitted dia-
gram. The subindexes 1 and 2 of d quark mean that
the d quark is from the initial bottom baryon and creat-
ed from weak vertex, respectively. By performing Rach
rearrangement(for details see App. A), one obtains

|ud1⟩(0,0)|d2ū⟩(1,−1)

=
1

2
|ud2⟩(0,0)|d1ū⟩(1,−1) −

1

2
|ud2⟩(1,−1)|d1ū⟩(0,0) +

1√
2
|ud2⟩(1,0)|d1ū⟩(1,−1)

⇒1

2
Λ+
c π

− − 1

2
Σ0

cη +
1√
2
Σ+

c π
−.

(5)

Note that the isospins of the [ud2] diquark in the first
and third terms are singlet and triplet, respectively, and
will be hadronized into Λ+

c and Σ+
c . Following Eq. (5),

one can obtain the decay amplitudes

M̄violation(Λb → Λ+
c π

−) =
GF√
2
VcbV

∗
ud

1

2
Mb, (6)

M̄violation(Λb → Σ0
cη) = −GF√

2
VcbV

∗
ud

1

2
Mb, (7)

M̄violation(Λb → Σ+
c π

−) =
GF√
2
VcbV

∗
ud

1√
2
Mb, (8)
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from the light diquark violation diagram, with Mb the
amplitude parameter for the diagram breaking the light
diquark. The total amplitude for a given process is the
sum of the light diquark conserved and violation contri-
butions, e.g.

M̄(Λ0
b → Λ+

c π
−)

=M̄conserved(Λb → Λ+
c π

−) + M̄violation(Λb → Λ+
c π

−)

=
GF√
2
VcbV

∗
ud

(
Ma +

1

2
Mb

)
.

(9)

In general, Ma and Mb are complex numbers, but the
physical observables are the modulo square of the above
equation, so it is trivial to notice that there are actually
only 3 degrees of freedom, i.e. the physical observables
depend only on the relative phase between Ma and Mb.
Therefore, the decay amplitude can be further parame-
terized as

Ma = a, Mb = c+ id, (10)

with a, c, d real fit parameters, the relative strength be-
tween the imaginary part d and the real part c describe
the relative phase.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 1. The Feynman diagrams correspond to the decays
Λ0

b → Λ+
c π

− and Λ0
b → Σ+

c π
−. The subfigures (a) and (b)

are the diquark conserved and violation diagrams, respective-
ly. The diagrams for Ξ0

b and Ξ−
b decays are analogous. The

crossed point is the effective weak decay vertex.

Analogously, one can obtain the decay amplitude of
the Λ0

b → Λ+
c D

− process as shown by Fig. 2. Fig. 2(a)
respects light diquark and gives the amplitude

M̄conserved(Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−) =

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
cdMa. (11)

Fig. 2(b) breaks light diquark and gives the amplitude

M̄violation(Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−) = −1

2

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
cdMb. (12)

(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. The Feynman diagrams correspond to the decays
Λ0

b → Λ+
c D

− and Λ0
b → Σ+

c D
−. The subfigures (a) and (b)

are the diquark conserved and violation diagrams, respective-
ly. The diagrams for Ξ0

b and Ξ−
b decays are analogous. The

crossed point is the effective weak decay vertex.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 3. The Feynman diagrams correspond to decays B̄0
s →

D+
s π

−(a) and B̄0
s → D+

s D
−(b).The diagrams for B̄0 and B−

decays are analogous. The crossed point is the effective weak
decay vertex.

The prefactor ’− 1
2 ’ is from the recoupling

|ud1⟩(0,0)|d2⟩( 1
2 ,−

1
2 )

=− 1

2
|ud2⟩(0,0)|d1⟩( 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

+

√
3

2
|ud2⟩(1,1)|d1⟩( 1

2 ,−
1
2 )

⇒− 1

2
Λ+
c D

− +

√
3

2
Σ+

c D
−.

(13)

The second d quark in |d2⟩( 1
2 ,−

1
2 )

is from the emitted W

boson as shown by Fig. 2(b). Here the 6 − j symbol for
recoupling of three quarks is used and the details can
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. The Feynman diagrams correspond to the color-
suppressed processes Λ0

b → nD0 and B̄0
s → K0D0.

be found in App. A. If the diquark picture works well,
Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 2(a) correspond to the B̄0

s → D+
s π

−

and B̄0
s → D+

s D
− processes as shown by Fig. 3. The

decay B̄0
s → K0D0 corresponds to the Λ0

b → nD0 in the
light diquark picture as shown by Fig. 4 and is a color-
suppressed process, as the quark pair emitted from W
boson goes into different hadrons. As a result, another
parameter F is considered to take into account the color-
suppressed effect and the amplitude reads

M̄ =
GF√
2
VcbV

∗
udFMa. (14)

Specially, there are both color-favored and color-
suppressed processes for the decays B− → D0π− and
B− → D0K− presented in Fig. 5, so their amplitudes
are written as

M̄(B− → D0π−) =
GF√
2
VcbV

∗
ud(1 + F )Ma, (15)

M̄(B− → D0K−) =
GF√
2
VcbV

∗
us(1 + F )Ma. (16)

The decay amplitudes for other related processes can be
found in Tab. I. It is worth noting that the decay con-
stant ratios R1 = fK/fπ = 1.20, R2 = fD/fπ = 1.56
and R3 = fDs/fπ = 1.98 [54] are multiplied to the cor-
responding channels to consider the effect of different fi-
nal states on the diquark-conserved part amplitude Ma,
unless that the decay channel is color-suppressed. This
factor also takes into account the SU(3) flavor symmetry
breaking effect discussed in Refs. [55–57]. With these de-
cay amplitudes, one can obtain the corresponding decay
widths via Eq. (2). One should notice that our frame
work is different from the pQCD calculation [51] of the
bottomed meson decays with explicitly considering the
distribution amplitudes of the initial and final mesons,
and the contribution of the other topological diagrams.

In this work, we aim at testing to which extent the light
diquark picture works for heavy baryon decays. Thus,
we only consider the leading order tree diagram contri-
bution, but without the distribution amplitudes of the
initial and final hadrons.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. The Feynman diagrams correspond to decay B− →
D0π−. The subfigures (a) and (b) are the color-favored and
color-suppressed processes, respectively. Replace the d quark
by s quark then one can get the similar diagrams for B− →
D0K−.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

After fitting into the experimental decay
widths of Λ0

b → Λ+
c π

−/Λ+
c D

−/Λ+
c D

−
s and

B̄0
s → D+

s π
−/D+

s D
−/D0K0, we obtain our fit results

(as shown by Fig. 6) and the values of the parameters
(as shown in Tab. II). As shown in Fig. 6, our model
describes the experimental data with χ2/d.o.f. = 1.2.
The fitted data matches well with the experimental data,
and the reason why χ2/d.o.f. is not very small is that
the accuracy of the experimental measurements varies
considerably from one channel to another, and our model
ignores some higher-order corrections for the different
channels. The value of the dimensionless parameter F is
0.372 ± 0.039, whose absolute value is approximate to
the factor 1

3 reflecting the color-suppressed contribution.

Since |Ma| : |Mb| = 1.973 :
√

(−0.63)2 + 4.092 ≈ 0.476,
the diquark model is greatly violated in these heavy
hadron decays, which supports that the light diquark

violated channel, i.e. Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) channels, could be

produced in Λ0
b decays with a sizable amplitude. The

corresponding branching ratio between the Σ+
c D

− and
the Λ+

c D
− channels

Br(Λ0
b → ΣcD

−)

Br(Λ0
b → ΛcD−)

= 0.78 (17)
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TABLE I. The decay amplitudes of bottomed baryons and
bottomed mesons.

Decay mode Expression of M̄
Λ0

b → Λ+
c π

− GF√
2
VcbV

∗
ud(Ma + 1

2
Mb)

Λ0
b → Σ+

c π
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
ud

1√
2
Mb

Λ0
b → nD0 GF√

2
VcbV

∗
udFMa

Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
cd(R2Ma − 1

2
Mb)

Λ0
b → Σ+

c D
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
cd

√
3

2
Mb

B̄0
s → D+

s π
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
udMa

B̄0
s → D0K0 GF√

2
VcbV

∗
udFMa

B̄0
s → D+

s D
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
cdR2Ma

Λ0
b → Λ+

c K
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
usR1Ma

Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−
s

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
csR3Ma

B̄0
s → D+

s K
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
usR1Ma

B̄0
s → D+

s D
−
s

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
csR3Ma

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c π
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
udMa

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c K
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
usR1Ma

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c D
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
cdR2Ma

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c D
−
s

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
csR3Ma

B̄0 → D+π− GF√
2
VcbV

∗
udMa

B̄0 → D+K− GF√
2
VcbV

∗
usR1Ma

B̄0 → D+D− GF√
2
VcbV

∗
cdR2Ma

B̄0 → D+D−
s

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
csR3Ma

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cπ
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
ud(Ma +Mb)

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cK
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
usR1Ma

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cD
− GF√

2
VcbV

∗
cd(R2Ma +Mb)

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cD
−
s

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
csR3Ma

B− → D0π− GF√
2
VcbV

∗
ud(1 + F )Ma

B− → D0K− GF√
2
VcbV

∗
us(R1 + F )Ma

B− → D0D− GF√
2
VcbV

∗
cdR2Ma

B− → D0D−
s

GF√
2
VcbV

∗
csR3Ma

also indicates that the peak structures in Λb →
Σ∗

cD̄
(∗)K− → J/ΨpK− could be viewed as the Σ

(∗)
c D̄(∗)

hadronic molecular candidates. Several realistic fits [14,
20, 21, 58] to the J/ψp invariant mass distribution and a
recent lattice calculation [17] also demonstrate that the

Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) channels are the dominant channels for the for-

mation of hidden charm pentaquarks.

With the fitted parameters, one can predict the decay
widths of the diquark-violated decays, i.e. Λ0

b → Σ+
c π

−

and Λ0
b → Σ+

c D
− as shown in Tab. III. As the charged

pion can be detected directly in the detector, the former
one is more easier to be measured. The predicted width
of the B̄0

s → D+
s K

− process is in good agreement with
the experimental data within the margin error, while the
predicted width of B̄0

s → D+
s D

−
s is much larger than the

experimental data and that of Λ0
b → Λ+

c K
− is small-

er than the experimental one, which are mainly due to
the neglect of the other topological diagrams and the
rough treatment of decay constant ratios between differ-
ent decay channels in our model. Further experimen-

tal inputs, especially the three hadron decays, will give
us a profound understanding of diquark model and the
dynamics of the exotic hadrons. Under SU(3) symme-
try, the Cabibbo-allowed decay widths of the Ξ0

b , Ξ
−
b , B̄

0

and B− are also calculated, and are showed in Tab. III.
Apart from that, our calculations of the B̄0 → D+π− and
B− → D0D− decays are consistent well with the current
experimental data within the errors, which can be seen
easily from the Tab. III. Some other decays that can-
not be well described by our model are probably due to
the significant effect of higher-order contributions such as
annihilation, penguin,W -exchanged diagrams, the rough
treatment of decay constant ratios between different de-
cays and the effect of distribution amplitudes of the ini-
tial and final hadrons. The errors in Tab. III are estimat-
ed according to Eq. (2), i.e. the total error of the decay
width is from the uncertainties of the input masses and
parameters. The error of momentum for the predicted
decays can be calculated via

∆|p⃗| = [(
∂|p⃗|
∂M

·∆M)2+(
∂|p⃗|
∂m1

·∆m1)
2+(

∂|p⃗|
∂m2

·∆m2)
2]

1
2 .

with M , m1 and m2 the masses of initial and final
hadrons. Since the errors from masses, momentum, and
GF are very tiny, we ignore their contributions to the
total errors of the final results. Thus, the error of each
decay width Γi reads

∆Γi =[(
∂Γi

∂Vcb
·∆Vcb)2 + (

∂Γi

∂Vqq′
·∆Vqq′)2 + (

∂Γi

∂a
·∆a)2

+ (
∂Γi

∂c
·∆c)2 + (

∂Γi

∂d
·∆d)2 + (

∂Γi

∂F
·∆F )2] 12 .

(18)

TABLE II. The value of each parameter in our fit.

Parameter Value

a [GeV3] 1.973± 0.04
c [GeV3] −0.63± 0.42
d [GeV3] 4.09± 0.39
F (dimensionless) 0.372± 0.039

IV. SUMMARY

There are numerous exotic candidates observed in ex-
periments since the observation of the X(3872) in 2003.
Their invariant mass distributions do not only depend
on the underlying formation dynamics, but also depend
on the production mechanism [43]. Lots of them are
observed in bottomed hadron decays, for instance, the
hidden charm pentaquarks observed in Λb decays, the
X(3872) observed in B decays. As a result, the study
of bottomed hadron decays would provide a key ingre-
dient for the property of exotic hadrons. In this paper,
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we study the two-hadron decays of bottomed baryons
and bottomed mesons to probe to which extent the light
diquark picture works. That will give a constraint on
the property of the exotic candidates observed in bot-
tomed hadron decays. Our results show that the diquark
picture is greatly violated in these decays since the di-
quark violated amplitude is significantly larger than the
diquark conserved one. More specifically, several theoret-
ical studies of the hidden pentaquarks have a controversy
whether the hidden charm pentaquark dominant chan-

nels Σ
(∗)
c D̄(∗) could be produced in Λ0

b decays with siz-
able production rate or not. It is very crucial for its line-
shape, i.e. either peak structures or dip structures [43].
Our work indicates that the Λb has a sizable probabil-

ity to decay into Σc, which gives an evidence that the
hidden charm pentaquarks could express themselves as
peaks in Λb decays. In addition, the decay widths of
the Λ0

b → Σ+
c π

− and Λ0
b → Σ+

c D
− processes are also

predicted which can be measured in the forthcoming ex-
periments. We also find that the predicted width of the
B̄0

s → D+
s K

− process is in good agreement with the ex-
perimental data within the margin error, while the pre-
dicted width of B̄0

s → D+
s D

−
s is much larger than the

experimental data and that of Λ0
b → Λ+

c K
− is smaller

than the experimental one probably due to the neglect of
the other topological diagrams and the rough treatment
of decay constant ratios between different decays in our
model.

+
c

+
c D +

c Ds D+
s D+

s D D0K0
0

1

2

3

4

5

De
ca

y 
W

id
th

[G
eV

]

1e 15 0
b and B0

s  decays
2 / ndof = 1.2

fit
data

FIG. 6. The fitted decay widths with χ2/d.o.f. = 1.2 comparing with the experimental data. The blue circles are the
experimental values. The red triangles are our results.
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TABLE III. The predicted widths, errors and corresponding experiment data of each decay mode(Units:GeV). These inputs
correspond to the processes fitted in Fig. 6.

Decay mode Γi(Theory) Error Γi(Experiment)

Λ0
b → Λ+

c π
− − − (2.20± 0.18)× 10−15(Input)

Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
− − − (2.06± 0.27)× 10−16(Input)

B̄0
s → D+

s π
− − − (1.30± 0.06)× 10−15(Input)

B̄0
s → D0K0 − − (1.86± 0.39)× 10−16(Input)

B̄0
s → D+

s D
− − − (1.21± 0.22)× 10−16(Input)

Λ0
b → Σ+

c π
− 2.63× 10−15 5.29× 10−16 −

Λ0
b → nD0 1.75× 10−16 3.93× 10−17 −

Λ0
b → Σ+

c D
− 1.60× 10−16 3.26× 10−17 −

Λ0
b → Λ+

c K
− 9.31× 10−17 7.45× 10−18 (1.60± 0.13)× 10−16

Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−
s − − (4.93± 0.45)× 10−15(Input)

B̄0
s → D+

s K
− 1.01× 10−16 8.09× 10−18 (9.76± 0.52)× 10−17

B̄0
s → D+

s D
−
s 4.14× 10−15 3.34× 10−16 (1.91± 0.22)× 10−15

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c π
− 1.17× 10−15 9.36× 10−17 −

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c K
− 8.86× 10−17 7.09× 10−18 −

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c D
− 1.19× 10−16 1.04× 10−17 −

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c D
−
s 3.61× 10−15 2.92× 10−16 −

B̄0 → D+π− 1.38× 10−15 1.10× 10−16 (1.35± 0.035)× 10−15

B̄0 → D+K− 1.04× 10−16 8.31× 10−18 (8.90± 0.35)× 10−17

B̄0 → D+D− 1.39× 10−16 1.22× 10−17 (9.16± 0.78)× 10−17

B̄0 → D+D−
s 4.25× 10−15 3.43× 10−16 (3.12± 0.35)× 10−15

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cπ
− 7.08× 10−15 1.26× 10−15 −

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cK
− 8.85× 10−17 7.09× 10−18 −

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cD
− 3.81× 10−16 6.34× 10−17 −

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cD
−
s 3.61× 10−15 2.91× 10−16 −

B− → D0π− 2.59× 10−15 2.54× 10−16 (1.88± 0.05)× 10−15

B− → D0K− 1.78× 10−16 1.68× 10−17 (1.48± 0.06)× 10−16

B− → D0D− 1.40× 10−16 1.22× 10−17 (1.53± 0.16)× 10−16

B− → D0D−
s 4.26× 10−15 3.43× 10−16 (3.62± 0.36)× 10−15

Appendix A: Isospin Recoupling

The isospin recoupling of three particles reads

|I1(I2I3)I23ImI⟩

=
∑
I12

(−1)I1+I2+I+I3
√
(2I12 + 1)(2I23 + 1)

·
{
I1 I2 I12
I3 I I23

}
|(I1I2)I12I3ImI⟩ ,

(A1)

where |I1(I2I3)I23ImI⟩ is the basis with Ii the isospin
of the ith quark, Iij the sum of isospin of the ith and
the jth quark, I the total isospin of three quarks and mI

the third component of the total isospin.

{
I1 I2 I12
I3 I I23

}
is the 6 − j symbol. With Eq. (A1), one can transform
the basis |I1(I2I3)I23ImI⟩ into the basis |(I1I2)I12I3ImI⟩
and obtain Eq. (13).

In addition, one can also obtain the isospin recoupling

involving four quarks via

|(I1I3)I13, (I2I4)I24, ImI⟩

=
∑

I12,I34

√
(2I12 + 1)(2I34 + 1)(2I13 + 1)(2I24 + 1)

·

 I1 I2 I12
I3 I4 I34
I13 I24 I

 |(I1I2)I12, (I3I4)I34, ImI⟩ .

(A2)

Here I is the total isospin of four quarks and I1 I2 I12
I3 I4 I34
I13 I24 I

 is the 9 − j symbol. One can trans-

form the basis |(I1I3)I13, (I2I4)I24, ImI⟩ into the basis
|(I1I2)I12, (I3I4)I34, ImI⟩ and obtain Eq. (5).
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Appendix B: Feynman Diagrams

(a) (b)

FIG. 7. The Feynman diagrams of process Λ0
b → Λ+

c π
−. The

subfigure (a) is the diquark conserved diagram while (b) is
the diquark violation one.

(a) (b)

FIG. 8. The Feynman diagrams of process Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−. The

denotations of subfigures (a) and (b) are the same as Fig. 7.

FIG. 9. The Feynman diagram of process Λ0
b → Λ+

c K
−.

FIG. 10. The Feynman diagram of the color-suppressed pro-
cess Λ0

b → nD0.

FIG. 11. The Feynman diagram of process Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−
s .

FIG. 12. The Feynman diagram of process B̄0
s → D+

s π
−.

FIG. 13. The Feynman diagram of process B̄0
s → D+

s D
−.

FIG. 14. The Feynman diagram of the color-suppressed pro-
cess B̄0

s → K0D0.

(a) (b)

FIG. 15. The Feynman diagrams of process B̄0
s → D+

s K
−.

The subfigure (b) shows the annihilation process.

(a) (b)

FIG. 16. The Feynman diagrams of process B̄0
s → D+

s D
−
s .

The subfigure (b) shows the annihilation process.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 17. The Feynman diagrams of process B− → D0π−.
The subfigures (a) and (b) show the color-favored and color-
suppressed processes, respectively.

(a) (b)

FIG. 18. The Feynman diagrams of process B− → D0K−.
The denotations of subfigures (a) and (b) are the same as
Fig. 17.

FIG. 19. The Feynman diagram of the annihilation process
B̄0

s → π0D0/ηnD
0.

FIG. 20. The Feynman diagram of the color-suppressed pro-
cess B̄0

s → ηsD
0.

FIG. 21. The Feynman diagram of the annihilation process
B̄0

s → D+D−.

FIG. 22. The Feynman diagram of the annihilation process
B̄0

s → D0D̄0.

Appendix C: Experiment Data

Note that all the experiment data of decaying particles
and branching ratio of each decay mode are taken from
[46].

TABLE IV. The life time, decay widths and masses of the interested decaying particles.

Decaying particle τ [s] Γ( 1
τ
)[GeV] M [GeV]

Λ0
b (1.471± 0.009)× 10−12 (4.481± 0.027)× 10−13 5.61960± 0.00017

Ξ0
b (1.480± 0.030)× 10−12 (4.453± 0.09)× 10−13 5.79190± 0.00050

Ξ−
b (1.572± 0.040)× 10−12 (4.193± 0.107)× 10−13 5.79700± 0.00060

B̄0
s (1.520± 0.005)× 10−12 (4.336± 0.014)× 10−13 5.36692± 0.00010

B̄0 (1.519± 0.004)× 10−12 (4.339± 0.011)× 10−13 5.27966± 0.00012
B− (1.638± 0.004)× 10−12 (4.024± 0.010)× 10−13 5.27934± 0.00012
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TABLE V. The branching fraction, partial decay width, momentum and phase space of each decay mode.

Decay mode Fraction(Γi
Γ
) Γi[GeV] p[GeV] 8π4Φ2[1]

Λ0
b → Λ+

c π
−(Input) (4.9± 0.4)× 10−3 (2.20± 0.18)× 10−15 2.342 0.017

Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−(Input) (4.6± 0.6)× 10−4 (2.06± 0.27)× 10−16 1.886 0.013

B̄0
s → D+

s π
−(Input) (2.98± 0.14)× 10−3 (1.30± 0.06)× 10−15 2.320 0.017

B̄0
s → D0K0(Input) (4.3± 0.9)× 10−4 (1.86± 0.39)× 10−16 2.330 0.017

B̄0
s → D+

s D
−(Input) (2.8± 0.5)× 10−4 (1.21± 0.22)× 10−16 1.875 0.014

Λ0
b → Λ+

c K
− (3.56± 0.28)× 10−4 (1.60± 0.13)× 10−16 2.314 0.016

Λ0
b → Λ+

c D
−
s (Input) (1.10± 0.10)% (4.93± 0.45)× 10−15 1.833 0.013

B̄0
s → D+

s K
− (2.25± 0.12)× 10−4 (9.76± 0.52)× 10−17 2.293 0.017

B̄0
s → D+

s D
−
s (4.4± 0.5)× 10−3 (1.91± 0.22)× 10−15 1.824 0.014

TABLE VI. The errors brought by Vbc, Vqq′ , a, c, d and F corresponding to each decay mode.(Units:GeV)

Decay mode Vbc error Vqq′ error a error c error d error F error Total error

Λ0
b → Σ+

c π
− 1.81× 10−16 1.68× 10−18 − 8.13× 10−17 4.90× 10−16 − 5.29× 10−16

Λ0
b → nD0 1.20× 10−17 1.11× 10−19 7.10× 10−18 − − 3.70× 10−17 3.93× 10−17

Λ0
b → Σ+

c D
− 1.10× 10−17 5.79× 10−18 − 4.94× 10−18 2.98× 10−17 − 3.26× 10−17

Λ0
b → Λ+

c K
− 6.39× 10−18 6.64× 10−19 3.78× 10−18 − − − 7.45× 10−18

B̄0
s → D+

s K
− 6.94× 10−18 7.22× 10−19 4.10× 10−18 − − − 8.09× 10−18

B̄0
s → D+

s D
−
s 2.84× 10−16 5.09× 10−17 1.68× 10−16 − − − 3.34× 10−16

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c π
− 8.06× 10−17 7.47× 10−19 4.76× 10−17 − − − 9.36× 10−17

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c K
− 6.08× 10−18 6.32× 10−19 3.59× 10−18 − − − 7.09× 10−18

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c D
− 8.14× 10−18 4.29× 10−18 4.81× 10−18 − − − 1.04× 10−17

Ξ0
b → Ξ+

c D
−
s 2.48× 10−16 4.45× 10−17 1.47× 10−16 − − − 2.92× 10−16

B̄0 → D+π− 9.44× 10−17 8.76× 10−19 5.58× 10−17 − − − 1.10× 10−16

B̄0 → D+K− 7.13× 10−18 7.41× 10−19 4.21× 10−18 − − − 8.31× 10−18

B̄0 → D+D− 9.56× 10−18 5.04× 10−18 5.65× 10−18 − − − 1.22× 10−17

B̄0 → D+D−
s 2.92× 10−16 5.23× 10−17 1.72× 10−16 − − − 3.43× 10−16

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cπ
− 4.86× 10−16 4.51× 10−18 6.27× 10−17 6.59× 10−16 9.61× 10−16 − 1.26× 10−15

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cK
− 6.08× 10−18 6.32× 10−19 3.59× 10−18 − − − 7.09× 10−18

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cD
− 2.62× 10−17 1.38× 10−17 5.79× 10−18 3.90× 10−17 3.99× 10−17 − 6.34× 10−17

Ξ−
b → Ξ0

cD
−
s 2.48× 10−16 4.45× 10−17 1.46× 10−16 − − − 2.91× 10−16

B− → D0π− 1.78× 10−16 1.65× 10−18 1.05× 10−16 − − 1.47× 10−16 2.54× 10−16

B− → D0K− 1.22× 10−17 1.27× 10−18 7.23× 10−18 − − 8.85× 10−18 1.68× 10−17

B− → D0D− 9.58× 10−18 5.05× 10−18 5.66× 10−18 − − − 1.22× 10−17

B− → D0D−
s 2.92× 10−16 5.24× 10−17 1.73× 10−16 − − − 3.43× 10−16

Appendix D: The Treatment of Error

In this work, the errors are brought by the correspond-
ing CKM matrix elements, fitted parameters a, c, d, and
F , while the errors brought by the masses of particles,
momentum p and Fermi coupling constant GF are ne-
glected due to their small contributions. The details are
shown in Tab. VI.
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