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Abstract

A search for the doubly heavy Ξ0
bc baryon using its decay to the D0pK− final state

is performed using proton-proton collision data at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV
collected by the LHCb experiment between 2016 and 2018, corresponding to an
integrated luminosity of 5.4 fb−1. No significant signal is found in the invariant
mass range from 6.7 to 7.2 GeV/c2. Upper limits are set at 95% credibility level on
the ratio of the Ξ0

bc production cross-section times its branching fraction to D0pK−

relative to that of the Λ0
b → D0pK− decay. The limits are set as a function of

the Ξ0
bc mass and lifetime hypotheses, in the rapidity range from 2.0 to 4.5 and

in the transverse momentum region from 5 to 25 GeV/c. Upper limits range from
1.7× 10−2 to 3.0× 10−1 for the considered Ξ0

bc mass and lifetime hypotheses.
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1 Introduction

In the constituent quark model [1,2], two heavy quarks (b or c) can be bound together with a
light quark to form doubly heavy baryons [3]. Studies of these particles are of great interest
for the understanding of hadron spectroscopy and QCD at low energies. The Ξ++

cc baryon
(valence quark content ccu)1 was first observed in 2017 by the LHCb collaboration [4].
The Ξ0

bc baryon (bcd) containing two different heavy quarks is expected to have a mass
in the range of 6.8− 7.1 GeV/c2 [5–21]. The Ξ0

bc production cross-section is predicted to
be about 16 nb at a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s = 13 TeV in the pseudorapidity range

1.9 < η < 4.9 and for a transverse momentum pT > 4 GeV/c [22].
The Ξ0

bc baryon has not been observed to date. Five categories of Ξ0
bc decays have been

studied theoretically: (i) semileptonic decays induced by c→ d(s)`+ν` or b→ u(c)`−ν`
transitions, with branching fractions estimated to be within the range 10−6− 10−2 [23–28];
(ii) non-leptonic decays mediated by weak scattering of the b-quark and c-quark [12,29];
(iii) non-leptonic decays occurring through c-quark charged current interaction, whose
branching fractions are predicted to be 10−5 − 10−1 [24–28]; (iv) non-leptonic decays
produced by b-quark charged current, with branching fractions ranging 10−9 − 10−3 [24–
27,30]; and (v) flavour-changing neutral current processes b→ d(s)`+`−, with branching
fractions highly suppressed and within the range 10−10 − 10−8 [23, 31].

The Ξ0
bc lifetime is estimated by calculating full decay width which is expected to

consist of four major contributions, due to b → cW− and c → sW+ transitions, Pauli
interference between the products of heavy quark decays and the quarks in the initial state,
and weak scattering effects between the constituents, e.g. bc → cs, cd → su. The Ξ0

bc

lifetime is predicted to be in the range of 90− 280 fs [12, 19,32–34]. By contrast, Ref. [35]
advocates that the Ξ0

bc lifetime is similar to that of the B+
c meson, i.e. (510± 9) fs [36].

This paper presents the first search for the Ξ0
bc baryon in the mass range from 6.7

to 7.2 GeV/c2, using proton-proton (pp) collision data collected by the LHCb experiment
at a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s = 13 TeV between 2016 and 2018, corresponding

to an integrated luminosity of 5.4 fb−1. The Ξ0
bc baryon is searched for through the

Ξ0
bc → D0pK−, D0 → K−π+ decay chain, which is preferred for its ease of reconstruction at

LHCb. A leading-order Feynman diagram contributing to this decay is shown in Fig. 1. The
branching fraction B(Ξ0

bc → D0pK−) is expected to be similar to that of the Ξ+
bc → D0pK0

decay, about 0.1% [12]. Considering the value of B(D0 → K−π+) = (3.89± 0.04)% [36],
the total branching fraction of the Ξ0

bc → D0(→ K−π+)pK− decay chain is expected to
be in the range of 10−5 − 10−4.

To reduce systematic uncertainties, the Ξ0
bc production cross-section is measured

relative to that of the normalisation mode corresponding to a Λ0
b baryon decaying to the

same final state. Both the Ξ0
bc and Λ0

b baryons are reconstructed in the rapidity range
from 2.0 to 4.5 and in the transverse momentum region from 5 to 25 GeV/c. The search is
performed with the analysis procedure entirely defined before inspecting the data across
the considered mass range.

1The inclusion of charge-conjugate modes is implied throughout this paper.
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Figure 1: The Ξ0
bc → D0pK− decay induced by the weak W -scattering of constituent b and c

quarks.

2 Detector and simulation

The LHCb detector [37, 38] is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the
pseudorapidity range 2 < η < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or
c quarks. The detector includes a high-precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-
strip vertex detector surrounding the pp interaction region [39], a large-area silicon-strip
detector located upstream of a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4 Tm, and
three stations of silicon-strip detectors and straw drift tubes [40] placed downstream of
the magnet. The polarity of the dipole magnet is reversed periodically throughout data
taking. The tracking system provides a measurement of the momentum, p, of charged
particles with a relative uncertainty that varies from 0.5% at low momentum to 1.0% at
200 GeV/c. The minimum distance of a track to a primary pp interaction vertex (PV),
the impact parameter (IP), is measured with a resolution of (15 + 29/pT)µm, where
pT is expressed in GeV/c. Different types of charged hadrons are distinguished using
information from two ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors [41]. Photons, electrons and
hadrons are identified by a calorimeter system consisting of scintillating-pad and preshower
detectors, an electromagnetic and a hadronic calorimeter. Muons are identified by a
system composed of alternating layers of iron and multiwire proportional chambers [42].
The online event selection is performed by a trigger [43], which consists of a hardware
stage, based on information from the calorimeters and muon systems [44], followed by
a software stage, at which all tracks with pT > 300 MeV/c are reconstructed for data
collected at

√
s = 13 TeV [45]. The software trigger used in this analysis requires a two-,

three- or four-track vertex with significant displacement from any PV. At least one charged
particle must have pT > 1.7 GeV/c and be inconsistent with originating from any PV. A
multivariate algorithm [46] is used for the identification of displaced vertices consistent
with the decay of a b hadron.

Simulated samples are used to develop the candidate selection and to estimate the
corresponding efficiency as well as that of the detector acceptance. Simulated pp collisions
are generated using Pythia [47] with a specific LHCb configuration [48]. A dedicated
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package, GenXicc2.0 [49], is used to simulate the Ξ0
bc baryon production. Decays of

unstable particles are described by EvtGen [50], in which final-state radiation is generated
using Photos [51]. The interaction of the generated particles with the detector, and
its response, are simulated using the Geant4 toolkit [52] as described in Ref. [53]. The
simulated Ξ0

bc events are generated with a mass of 6.9 GeV/c2 and a lifetime of 400 fs,
and samples with different mass and lifetime hypotheses are obtained using a weighting
technique. The Ξ0

bc baryon decay is assumed to follow a uniform phase-space model.

3 Reconstruction and selection

For both the Ξ0
bc signal and the Λ0

b normalisation modes, D0 candidates are reconstructed
in the K−π+ final state. Two oppositely charged tracks identified as a kaon and a pion
with an invariant mass in the range of 1.84 < m(K−π+) < 1.89 GeV/c2 are requested to
form a common vertex that is significantly displaced from any PV. The D0 candidate is
then combined with two oppositely charged tracks identified as a proton and as a kaon
to form a Ξ0

bc or a Λ0
b candidate. The two tracks are required to have a high transverse

momentum and to be inconsistent with originating from any PV. The D0, p and K
candidates are required to form a common vertex with a good fit quality. The Ξ0

bc and
Λ0

b candidates have to point back to the PV and have an invariant mass larger than
5.0 GeV/c2.

A multivariate analysis is applied to both the signal and the normalisation candidates
to further improve the purity of the samples. The selection algorithm is a Boosted Decision
Tree (BDT) algorithm implemented in the TMVA package [54]. To train this classifier,
simulated Ξ0

bc baryon decays are used as the signal proxy and candidates lying in the upper
D0pK− mass sideband (8.0− 8.5 GeV/c2) adjacent to the signal region for the background
proxy. The BDT algorithm uses kinematic and vertex-topology variables that show good
discrimination power between signal and background. The variables include: the χ2

IP and
transverse momentum of all particles; particle identification (PID) variables for the final
state particles; the flight-distance χ2 between the PV and the decay vertex; the vertex
quality of the D0 and Ξ0

bc candidates; and the angle between the momentum and the
flight direction of the Ξ0

bc candidate. The χ2
IP is defined as the difference in χ2 of the PV

fit with and without the particle in question. The flight-distance χ2 is defined as the χ2

of the hypothesis that the decay vertex of the candidate coincides with its associated PV,
defined as the PV with the smallest χ2

IP. It has been verified that this BDT classifier does
not shape the background invariant mass distribution.

A selection requirement is applied on the BDT response. It is determined by maximizing
the value of the Punzi figure of merit ε/(a

2
+
√
NB) [55], where ε is the estimated signal

efficiency, a corresponds to the number of standard deviations in a Gaussian significance
test, which is taken as 5, and NB is the number of background candidates determined in
the upper sideband and extrapolated to the signal region. The performance of the BDT
classifier is tested and found to be stable against the Ξ0

bc lifetime in the range from 100 to
500 fs.
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Figure 2: Invariant mass m(D0pK−) distribution of selected Ξ0
bc candidates (black points)

together with the projection of the fit (blue solid line) for the full data sample. The Ξ0
bc → D0pK−

signal component, with the central mass value varying freely (red dashed line), and combinatorial
background (purple dotted line) are also shown.

4 Yield measurements

The invariant mass distribution of the selected candidates within the range 6.7−7.2 GeV/c2

for the full data sample is shown in Fig. 2. The Ξ0
bc signal yield is determined from an

unbinned maximum-likelihood fit to the invariant mass m(D0pK−) distribution. The
signal is described by a double-sided Crystal Ball (DSCB) function [56] comprising a
Gaussian core with power-law tails on both sides, while the background is described by
an exponential function. The parameters of the signal model are fixed from simulation
except for the peak position that is allowed to vary in the fit. The mass resolution of the
signal decay is 14.2± 0.4 MeV/c2 for all mass hypotheses, as determined from simulation.
The projection of the fit to the mass distribution, with the Ξ0

bc mass parameter varying
freely, is also shown in Fig. 2. No excess is observed in the full Ξ0

bc mass range, therefore
upper limits are set on the production ratios.

As the selection efficiency varies with the data-taking conditions, the yield of the
normalisation mode is determined for each year separately. The Λ0

b signal yield, Nnorm,
is obtained from an extended unbinned maximum-likelihood fit to the invariant mass
m(D0pK−) distribution in the 2016, 2017 and 2018 data samples. The fit model includes
a DSCB function to describe the Λ0

b → D0pK− decay and three separate background
components: random combinations of tracks or genuine D0 decays combined with random
tracks (combinatorial background); the Cabibbo-favoured decay Λ0

b → D0pπ− where the
pion is incorrectly identified as a kaon (misidentified background); and the Ξ0

b → D0pK−

decay component. The shape of the normalisation mode and the misidentified background
are taken from simulation. The latter is parameterised with a Crystal Ball (CB) func-
tion. The Ξ0

b → D0pK− decay component is described by a DSCB function and the

4



5500 5600 5700 5800 5900
]2c) [MeV/−pK0D(m

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160 )2 c
C

an
di

da
te

s 
/ (

 1
0 

M
eV

/ Total fit
−pK0D→0

bΛ
Comb. background

−πp0D→0
bΛ

−pK0D→0
bΞ

LHCb 2018
 = 13 TeVs

Figure 3: Invariant mass distribution for Λ0
b → D0pK− candidates in the 2018 data sample (black

points). The fit projection (blue solid line) is superimposed. The normalisation component (red
dashed line), the misidentified background (brown dashed line), the combinatorial background
(purple dotted line), and the Ξ0

b → D0pK− (green dotted line) components are also shown.
Similar distributions are obtained for the 2016 and 2017 data samples.

combinatorial background by an exponential function. As an illustration, the m(D0pK−)
distribution for the 2018 data sample is shown in Fig. 3 along with the projection of the
associated fit result. A total of about 1200 Λ0

b candidates are obtained.

5 Production cross-section ratio

The production cross-section ratio, R, is defined as

R ≡ σ(Ξ0
bc)B(Ξ0

bc → D0pK−)

σ(Λ0
b)B(Λ0

b → D0pK−)
=
εnorm
εsig

Nsig

Nnorm

≡ αNsig, (1)

where σ is the production cross-section and B is the decay branching fraction, εsig and
εnorm are the selection efficiencies of the signal and normalisation decay modes, respectively,
Nsig and Nnorm are the corresponding yields, and α = εnorm/(εsigNnorm) is the single-event
sensitivity.

The signal efficiency depends upon the assumed mass and lifetime of the Ξ0
bc. Simulated

events are generated with m(Ξ0
bc) = 6.9 GeV/c2 and τ(Ξ0

bc) = 400 fs, from here on referred
to as nominal, and used to evaluate the efficiency ratio. The variation of the efficiency
ratio as a function of m(Ξ0

bc) and τ(Ξ0
bc) relative to the nominal point is then determined

with a weighting technique discussed in Sec. 7. The kinematic distribution of Ξ0
bc baryons

produced at the LHC is also unknown and is assumed to be the same as for the Λ0
b baryon.

Transverse momentum and rapidity distributions of simulated Ξ0
bc are therefore corrected

to match that of Λ0
b decays observed in data.
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The efficiencies can be factorised into that of the geometrical acceptance, track recon-
struction, trigger, offline pre-selection, PID, and multivariate selection. The individual
efficiencies are evaluated with simulated events of Ξ0

bc → D0pK− and Λ0
b → D0pK−

decays, except for tracking and PID where the efficiencies are determined using calibration
data samples, namely the J/ψ →µ+µ− decay [57] for tracking and D∗+ →D0 (→K−π+)π+

and Λ →pπ− decays for PID [58,59].
The track multiplicity distribution is taken from Λ0

b → D0pK− data for both signal
and normalisation samples. The simulated Dalitz plot of these decays are corrected to
match the distribution observed in background-subtracted data, obtained using the sPlot
technique [60]. The efficiency ratio and the single-event sensitivity at the nominal Ξ0

bc

mass and lifetime are summarised in Table 1. The single-event sensitivity is determined
according to Eq. (1) using the obtained efficiency ratios and the normalisation yields
reported in Table 1.

The analysis is performed assuming a uniform phase-space model for the signal decay
Ξ0

bc → D0pK−. Efficiency maps in bins of the invariant masses m(D0p) and m(pK−) are
provided in Fig. 4 to allow for the interpretation of the result in different theoretical model
scenarios.

6 Systematic uncertainties

Systematic uncertainties on the production ratio arise from the fit model, the trigger
efficiency, the PID efficiency, the Dalitz plot weighting, and the simulation and data
difference. The total systematic uncertainty is calculated as the quadratic sum of the
individual uncertainties, presented in Table 2, assuming all the sources are uncorrelated.

The uncertainty on the signal yield may arise from the shape of the signal, the
combinatorial background, and the misidentified background. This is quantified by
choosing alternative functions. A Gaussian function is used for the signal and a second-
order polynomial for the combinatorial background. The effect due to the misidentified
background is estimated by fixing the ratio of the Λ0

b → D0pπ− yield to that of the
Λ0

b → D0pK− decay with their measured branching fractions [61], taking into account
their selection efficiencies. The sum in quadrature of these uncertainty estimates, yielding
3.6%, is taken as systematic uncertainty due to the fit model.

The cancellation of the hardware-trigger efficiencies in the ratio between the signal
and the normalisation modes is studied with B0 → D0π+π− control samples, using a
tag-and-probe method [62]. The data and simulation difference between the efficiency
ratio in the normalisation mode Λ0

b → D0pK− and the B0 → D0π+π− control sample is
assigned as a systematic uncertainty, and amounts to 6.8%.

Table 1: Efficiency ratios between the normalisation and signal modes and the single-event
sensitivity, α, for the nominal Ξ0

bc hypothesis, m(Ξ0
bc) = 6.9 GeV/c2 and τ(Ξ0

bc) = 400 fs. The
uncertainties are statistical only.

Period εnorm/εsig Nnorm α [×10−3]
2016 3.66± 0.17 376± 26 9.7± 0.8
2017 3.50± 0.13 371± 26 9.4± 0.7
2018 3.22± 0.13 425± 28 7.6± 0.6
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Table 2: Summary of the systematic uncertainties on measurement of the production ratio, R.

Source R [%]
Fit model 3.6
Hardware trigger 6.8
PID 5.4
Λ0

b → D0pK− Dalitz plot weight 1.5
Simulation/data difference 5.0
Total 10.7

The PID efficiency is determined in bins of particle momentum and pseudorapidity using
calibration data samples. There are several associated sources of systematic uncertainty,
namely due to the limited size of the control samples, notably for high-pT protons from the
Λ sample, the assumption that kinematic correlations between tracks are neglected, and
limitations in the method (e.g. the finite kinematic binning used). The total systematic
uncertainty associated with the PID efficiency, calculated as the sum in quadrature of
individual contributions, amounts to 5.4%.

The Dalitz plot of the simulated Λ0
b → D0pK− decays is weighted to match that

observed in data. Several binning schemes of the Dalitz plot have been considered and
the maximal difference in R of 1.5% is taken as the corresponding systematic uncertainty.

The simulation and data agreement is checked with control modes, and a difference
of 5.0% is found between different years of data-taking, which is taken as systematic
uncertainty.
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Figure 4: Efficiency of selected Ξ0
bc → D0pK− decays as a function of the invariant masses

m(D0p) and m(pK−) in the simulation. The variation of efficiency across the Dalitz plot reflects
the specific phase-space dependent requirements of the selection.
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Table 3: Single-event sensitivity α in units of 10−3 for different lifetime hypotheses of the Ξ0
bc

baryon for different data-taking periods. The uncertainties are due to the limited size of the
simulated samples and the statistical uncertainties on the measured Λ0

b baryon yields.

Period τ = 100 fs τ = 200 fs τ = 300 fs τ = 400 fs τ = 500 fs
2016 141± 14 27.5± 2.4 14.1± 1.2 9.7± 0.8 7.7± 0.7
2017 134± 12 25.9± 2.1 13.5± 1.1 9.5± 0.8 7.6± 0.6
2018 102± 9 20.8± 1.6 10.8± 0.8 7.6± 0.6 6.1± 0.5

7 Variation of efficiency with mass and lifetime

The trigger, reconstruction and selection efficiencies for Ξ0
bc candidates have a strong

dependence upon the Ξ0
bc lifetime. The simulated Ξ0

bc events are generated with a lifetime
value of 400 fs as described in Sec. 2. To test other lifetime hypotheses, the simulated events
are weighted to reproduce other lifetime hypotheses and the efficiency is recalculated. A
discrete set of hypotheses (100, 200, 300, 400 and 500 fs) is considered. The total efficiency
is found to have a linear dependence on the Ξ0

bc lifetime. The value and uncertainty on
the single-event sensitivity α are provided for each lifetime hypothesis in Table 3.

The efficiency could also depend on the Ξ0
bc baryon mass hypothesis in the simulation,

since it affects the kinematic distributions of the decay products. To assess its effect,
large samples of simulated events are generated with alternative mass hypotheses, namely
6.7 and 7.1 GeV/c2. The efficiencies for other mass values are interpolated between the
nominal and these two hypotheses. Two tests are carried out with these samples. Firstly,
the detector acceptance efficiency is recomputed. Secondly, the pT distributions of the
Ξ0

bc baryon daughters are weighted to match those of the alternative mass hypothesis and
the remaining efficiency is recalculated. The total efficiency is found to have negligible
dependence on the Ξ0

bc mass, thus it is ignored in the evaluation of the single-event
sensitivities.

8 Results

The upper limits on the Ξ0
bc decay ratio R are obtained by performing again a fit to the

data invariant mass distribution assuming different Ξ0
bc mass hypotheses in the range from

6.7 to 7.2 GeV/c2, and in steps of 7.5 MeV/c2, for five lifetime hypotheses, in the fiducial
region of rapidity 2.0 < y < 4.5 and transverse momentum 5 < pT < 25 GeV/c. For each
Ξ0

bc baryon mass and lifetime hypothesis, the likelihood profile L(R) is determined as
a function of R with simultaneous fits to the m(D0pK−) invariant mass distributions.
Then it is convoluted with a Gaussian distribution whose width is a quadratic sum of the
statistical and systematic uncertainty on the single-event sensitivity. The upper limit at
95% credibility level (CL) is defined as the value of R at which the integral of the profile
likelihood equals 95% of its total area. Upper limits on R at 95% CL for different lifetime
hypotheses are shown in Fig. 5.
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9 Conclusion

A first search for the Ξ0
bc → D0pK− decay is performed at LHCb with a data sample of

pp collisions, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 5.4 fb−1, recorded at a centre-
of-mass energy of 13 TeV. No evidence for a signal is found. Upper limits at 95% CL on
the Ξ0

bc baryon production cross-section times its branching fraction to the D0pK− final
state relative to the Λ0

b → D0pK− decay are obtained in the fiducial region of rapidity
2.0 < y < 4.5 and transverse momentum 5 < pT < 25 GeV/c, and for various Ξ0

bc mass and
lifetime hypotheses. The upper limits are set assuming that the kinematic distributions
of the Ξ0

bc baryon follow those of the GenXicc2.0 model [49] and that the decay of the
Ξ0

bc baryon proceeds according to a uniform phase-space model. The values of the upper
limits depend strongly on the lifetime, varying from 3.0× 10−1 to 1.7× 10−2 for 100 fs and
500 fs, respectively. Future searches at LHCb with improved trigger conditions, additional
Ξ0

bc decay modes, and larger data samples will further improve the Ξ0
bc signal sensitivity.
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Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes (France); Key Research Program of Frontier Sciences of CAS,
CAS PIFI, Thousand Talents Program, and Sci. & Tech. Program of Guangzhou (China);
RFBR, RSF and Yandex LLC (Russia); GVA, XuntaGal and GENCAT (Spain); the
Royal Society and the Leverhulme Trust (United Kingdom).

References

[1] M. Gell-Mann, A Schematic Model of Baryons and Mesons, Phys. Lett. 8 (1964) 214.

[2] G. Zweig, An SU3 model for strong interaction symmetry and its breaking; Version
1, Tech. Rep. CERN-TH-401, CERN, Geneva, 1964; G. Zweig, An SU3 model for
strong interaction symmetry and its breaking; Version 2, .

[3] S. Fleck, B. Silvestre-Brac, and J.-M. Richard, Search for diquark clustering in
baryons, Phys. Rev. D38 (1988) 1519.

[4] LHCb collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Observation of the doubly charmed baryon Ξ++
cc ,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) 112001, arXiv:1707.01621.

[5] D. Ebert, R. N. Faustov, V. O. Galkin, and A. P. Martynenko, Mass spectra of
doubly heavy baryons in the relativistic quark model, Phys. Rev. D66 (2002) 014008,
arXiv:hep-ph/0201217.

[6] S. S. Gershtein, V. V. Kiselev, A. K. Likhoded, and A. I. Onishchenko, Spectroscopy
of doubly heavy baryons, Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 054021.

[7] D. Ebert et al., Heavy baryons in the relativistic quark model, Z. Phys. C76 (1997)
111, arXiv:hep-ph/9607314.

[8] R. Roncaglia, A. Dzierba, D. B. Lichtenberg, and E. Predazzi, Predicting the masses
of heavy hadrons without an explicit Hamiltonian, Phys. Rev. D51 (1995) 1248,
arXiv:hep-ph/9405392.

[9] I. M. Narodetskii and M. A. Trusov, The doubly heavy baryons in the nonperturbative
QCD approach, Baryons 2002 (2003) 639, arXiv:hep-ph/0204320.

[10] R. Roncaglia, D. B. Lichtenberg, and E. Predazzi, Predicting the masses of
baryons containing one or two heavy quarks, Phys. Rev. D52 (1995) 1722,
arXiv:hep-ph/9502251.

10

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9163(64)92001-3
http://cds.cern.ch/record/352337
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.38.1519
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.112001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.01621
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.014008
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201217
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.054021
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002880050534
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002880050534
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9607314
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.1248
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9405392
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812704887_0101
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204320
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.1722
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502251


[11] D. B. Lichtenberg, R. Roncaglia, and E. Predazzi, Mass sum rules for singly and
doubly heavy flavored hadrons, Phys. Rev. D53 (1996) 6678, arXiv:hep-ph/9511461.

[12] V. V. Kiselev and A. K. Likhoded, Baryons with two heavy quarks, Phys. Usp. 45
(2002) 455, arXiv:hep-ph/0103169.

[13] D.-H. He et al., Evaluation of spectra of baryons containing two heavy quarks in bag
model, Phys. Rev. D70 (2004) 094004, arXiv:hep-ph/0403301.

[14] C. Albertus, E. Hernandez, J. Nieves, and J. M. Verde-Velasco, Static properties and
semileptonic decays of doubly heavy baryons in a nonrelativistic quark model, Eur.
Phys. J. A32 (2007) 183, arXiv:hep-ph/0610030, [Erratum: Eur.Phys.J.A 36, 119
(2008)].

[15] W. Roberts and M. Pervin, Heavy baryons in a quark model, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A23
(2008) 2817, arXiv:0711.2492.

[16] S. M. Gerasyuta and E. E. Matskevich, S-wave bottom baryons, Int. J. Mod. Phys.
E18 (2009) 1785, arXiv:0803.3497.

[17] M.-H. Weng, X.-H. Guo, and A. W. Thomas, Bethe-Salpeter equation for doubly
heavy baryons in the covariant instantaneous approximation, Phys. Rev. D83 (2011)
056006, arXiv:1012.0082.

[18] J.-R. Zhang and M.-Q. Huang, Doubly heavy baryons in QCD sum rules, Phys. Rev.
D78 (2008) 094007, arXiv:0810.5396.

[19] M. Karliner and J. L. Rosner, Baryons with two heavy quarks: Masses, production,
decays, and detection, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 094007, arXiv:1408.5877.

[20] T. M. Aliev, K. Azizi, and M. Savci, Doubly heavy spin–1/2 baryon spectrum in QCD,
Nucl. Phys. A895 (2012) 59, arXiv:1205.2873.

[21] S. Narison and R. Albuquerque, Mass-splittings of doubly heavy baryons in QCD,
Phys. Lett. B694 (2011) 217, arXiv:1006.2091.

[22] J.-W. Zhang et al., Hadronic production of the doubly heavy baryon Ξbc at LHC, Phys.
Rev. D83 (2011) 034026, arXiv:1101.1130.

[23] X.-H. Hu, R.-H. Li, and Z.-P. Xing, A comprehensive analysis of weak transition
form factors for doubly heavy baryons in the light front approach, Eur. Phys. J. C80
(2020) 320, arXiv:2001.06375.

[24] Y.-J. Shi, W. Wang, and Z.-X. Zhao, QCD Sum Rules Analysis of Weak Decays of
Doubly-Heavy Baryons, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 568, arXiv:1902.01092.

[25] W. Wang, F.-S. Yu, and Z.-X. Zhao, Weak decays of doubly heavy baryons: the
1/2→ 1/2 case, Eur. Phys. J. C77 (2017) 781, arXiv:1707.02834.

[26] A. S. Gerasimov and A. V. Luchinsky, Weak decays of doubly heavy baryons: Decays
to a system of π mesons, Phys. Rev. D100 (2019) 073015, arXiv:1905.11740.

11

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.53.6678
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511461
https://doi.org/10.1070/PU2002v045n05ABEH000958
https://doi.org/10.1070/PU2002v045n05ABEH000958
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0103169
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.094004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0403301
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2007-10364-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2007-10364-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0610030
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X08041219
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X08041219
http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.2492
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218301309013841
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218301309013841
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.3497
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.056006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.056006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.0082
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.094007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.094007
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.5396
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.094007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.5877
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2012.09.009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.2873
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2010.09.051
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.2091
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.034026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.034026
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.1130
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7851-8
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7851-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.06375
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8096-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01092
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5360-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.02834
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.073015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.11740


[27] Z.-X. Zhao, Weak decays of doubly heavy baryons: the 1/2→ 3/2 case, Eur. Phys. J.
C78 (2018) 756, arXiv:1805.10878.

[28] A. V. Berezhnoy, A. K. Likhoded, and A. V. Luchinsky, Doubly heavy baryons at the
LHC, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018) 113004, arXiv:1809.10058.

[29] R.-H. Li et al., Doubly-heavy baryon weak decays: Ξ0
bc → pK− and Ξ+

cc →
Σ++

c (2520)K−, Phys. Lett. B767 (2017) 232, arXiv:1701.03284.

[30] V. V. Kiselev and O. P. Yushchenko, Possibility of measuring the CP-
violation γ-parameter in decays of Ξbc baryons, Phys. Lett. B568 (2003) 219,
arXiv:hep-ph/0211382.

[31] Z.-P. Xing and Z.-X. Zhao, Weak decays of doubly heavy baryons: the FCNC processes,
Phys. Rev. D98 (2018) 056002, arXiv:1807.03101.

[32] H.-Y. Cheng and F. Xu, Lifetimes of doubly heavy baryons Bbb and Bbc, Phys. Rev.
D99 (2019) 073006, arXiv:1903.08148.

[33] V. V. Kiselev, A. K. Likhoded, and A. I. Onishchenko, Lifetimes of Ξ+
bc and Ξ0

bc

baryons, Eur. Phys. J. C16 (2000) 461, arXiv:hep-ph/9901224.

[34] J. D. Bjorken, Estimates of decay branching ratios for hadrons containing charm and
bottom quarks., Tech. Rep. FERMILAB-PUB-86-189-T, 1986.

[35] M. A. Sanchis-Lozano, Weak decays of doubly heavy hadrons, Nucl. Phys. B440
(1995) 251, arXiv:hep-ph/9502359.

[36] Particle Data Group, M. Tanabashi et al., Review of particle physics, Phys. Rev.
D98 (2018) 030001, and 2019 update.

[37] LHCb collaboration, A. A. Alves Jr. et al., The LHCb detector at the LHC, JINST 3
(2008) S08005.

[38] LHCb collaboration, R. Aaij et al., LHCb detector performance, Int. J. Mod. Phys.
A30 (2015) 1530022, arXiv:1412.6352.

[39] R. Aaij et al., Performance of the LHCb Vertex Locator, JINST 9 (2014) P09007,
arXiv:1405.7808.

[40] P. d’Argent et al., Improved performance of the LHCb Outer Tracker in LHC Run 2,
JINST 12 (2017) P11016, arXiv:1708.00819.

[41] M. Adinolfi et al., Performance of the LHCb RICH detector at the LHC, Eur. Phys.
J. C73 (2013) 2431, arXiv:1211.6759.

[42] A. A. Alves Jr. et al., Performance of the LHCb muon system, JINST 8 (2013)
P02022, arXiv:1211.1346.

[43] R. Aaij et al., The LHCb trigger and its performance in 2011, JINST 8 (2013) P04022,
arXiv:1211.3055.

12

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6213-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6213-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.10878
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.113004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.03284
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.06.012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211382
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.056002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.03101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.073006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.073006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08148
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520000433
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9901224
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00064-Y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00064-Y
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502359
http://pdg.lbl.gov/
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001
http://pdglive.lbl.gov/
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X15300227
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X15300227
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6352
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/9/09/P09007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.7808
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/11/P11016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00819
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.6759
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/02/P02022
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/02/P02022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1346
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/04/P04022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3055


[44] F. Archilli et al., Performance of the muon identification at LHCb, JINST 8 (2013)
P10020, arXiv:1306.0249.

[45] R. Aaij et al., Performance of the LHCb trigger and full real-time reconstruction in
Run 2 of the LHC, JINST 14 (2019) P04013, arXiv:1812.10790.

[46] V. V. Gligorov and M. Williams, Efficient, reliable and fast high-level triggering using
a bonsai boosted decision tree, JINST 8 (2013) P02013, arXiv:1210.6861.
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