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A chiral effective theory of scalar and vector diquarks is formulated, which is based on SU(3)R ×
SU(3)L chiral symmetry and includes interactions between scalar and vector diquarks with one or
two mesons. We find that the diquark interaction term with two mesons breaks the U(1)A and
flavor SU(3) symmetries. To determine the coupling constants of the interaction Lagrangians, we
investigate one-pion emission decays of singly heavy baryons Qqq (Q = c, b and q = u, d, s), where
baryons are regarded as diquark–heavy-quark two-body systems. Using this model, we present
predictions of the unobserved decay widths of singly heavy baryons. We also study the change of
masses and strong decay widths of singly heavy baryons under partial restoration of chiral symmetry.

I. INTRODUCTION

The diquark is a color nonsinglet state made of two
quarks [1–10] and has been realized to play important
roles in hadron spectroscopy as a substructure of baryons
and exotic hadrons. Diquarks also appear in the color su-
perconducting phase in high-density QCD [11, 12]. The
properties of diquark itself, such as the mass and the size,
have been studied by lattice QCD simulations [13–23].

Since the diquark is a colorful object, it cannot be ob-
served directly in experiments. To investigate the fea-
tures of diquarks with making up for this point, singly
heavy baryons (Qqq) are useful. They are composed of
one heavy (charm or bottom) quark (Q = c, b) and two
light (up, down, or strange) quarks (q = u, d, s), so that
the two light quarks (qq) may be described as the diquark
inside these baryons [24–41].

Another important aspect of hadron spectroscopy is
the chiral symmetry and its spontaneous symmetry
breaking in the low-energy regime of QCD. In our pre-
vious works, an effective Lagrangian based on the chi-
ral SU(3)R × SU(3)L symmetry for diquarks was con-
structed. In Refs. [35, 36], the chiral effective model of
scalar and pseudoscalar diquarks with spin 0 is proposed
and is employed to investigate the mass spectra of singly
heavy baryons with the diquark–heavy-quark potential
model. Here we derived the mass formulas for the di-
quarks and discovered the inverse mass hierarchy of di-
quark masses: The nonstrange pseudoscalar diquark be-
comes heavier than the singly strange pseudoscalar di-
quark [M(ud, 0−) > M(ds/su, 0−)] due to the U(1)A
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anomaly [42, 43]. Besides, in Ref. [40], we constructed
the chiral effective model of vector and axial-vector di-
quarks with spin 1 and updated our numerical results of
the spectrum of singly heavy baryons with a renewal of
potential models. We obtained the mass formula for the
axial-vector diquarks [M2(uu/ud/dd, 1+)+M2(ss, 1+) =
2M2(ds/su, 1+)], which is a generalization of the Gell-
Mann–Okubo mass formula [44, 45].1

One of the characteristic points of these works is apply-
ing mass formulas of diquarks to the spectrum of singly
heavy baryons. Here scalar and vector diquarks are con-
sidered independently and interactions between these di-
quarks are neglected because they are expected to be
irrelevant to the diquark mass formulas. Instead of this,
however, such an interaction plays the main role in strong
decays of singly heavy baryons [41, 50–92].

In this paper, we extend our approach [35, 36, 40] to in-
teractions between the scalar and vector diquarks, which
satisfies the chiral SU(3)R × SU(3)L symmetry. We de-
termine the coupling constants for these interactions from
the experimentally known strong decay widths of singly
heavy baryons and also investigate the effect of chiral
symmetry restoration.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we for-
mulate a chiral effective model including interactions be-
tween scalar and vector diquarks. In Sec. III, we investi-
gate one-pion emission decays of singly heavy baryons
based on a diquark–heavy-quark description and de-
termine the coupling constants of the interaction La-
grangian. Besides, modifications of decay widths of the
baryons triggered by the partial restoration of chiral sym-
metry are demonstrated. Finally, Sec. IV is for the con-

1 From the viewpoints of diquarks in a chiral framework, there are
some other works. For light mesons, see Refs. [46–48]. For an
application to light baryons, see Ref. [49].
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clusion of the present work.

II. CHIRAL EFFECIVE MODEL OF DIQUARKS

Main purpose of this work is to study strong decays
of singly heavy baryons from the diquark–heavy-quark
description based on chiral symmetry. In this frame-
work, interactions between singly heavy baryons and
light mesons are determined by chiral dynamics of the
diquarks and light mesons, where the remaining heavy
quark simply serves as a spectator. To this end, in this
section we introduce a chiral effective Lagrangian describ-
ing interactions between diquarks and light mesons. For
the diquarks, in particular, we include the vector (V)
and axial-vector (A) diquarks as well as the scalar (S)
and pseudo-scalar (P) ones.

A. Diquark operators

Within a simple description, singly heavy baryons are
composed of one heavy quark and one diquark belonging
to the color 3 and 3̄ representations, respectively. Here,
we briefly explain the properties of color 3̄ diquarks and
their structures based on chiral symmetry.

In Table I, we summarize interpolating fields (or op-
erators) of the diquarks studied in this work and their
quantum numbers.2 In this table, C = iγ0γ2 is the
charge conjugation Dirac matrix. The subscript “A” and
“S” stand for the antisymmetric and symmetric combi-
nations in flavor indices, respectively, which are shown in
the rightmost column. The superscript 3̄ means that the
diquarks are antisymmetric in color indices. Their spin
and parities are represented by JP .

The diquarks listed in Table I are parity eigenstates
which are useful to see connections with physical states
of the singly heavy baryons. To see diquarks from the
aspects of chiral symmetry, it is useful to classify them
in terms of the left-handed and right-handed quarks de-
fined by qaR,i = PRq

a
i and qL,i = PLq

a
i with the chiral

projection operators PR,L ≡ (1 ± γ5)/2. Here, a and
i denote the color and flavor indices, respectively. In

TABLE I. Local diquark operators belonging to color 3̄.

Diquark Operator JP Color Flavor

S (scalar) (qTCγ5q)3A 0+ 3 3

P (pseudoscalar) (qTCq)3A 0− 3 3

V (vector) (qTCγµγ5q)3A 1− 3 3

A (axial-vector) (qTCγµq)3S 1+ 3 6

2 Note that the S and A diquarks are often referred to as the
“good” and “bad” diquarks, respectively [93–96].

TABLE II. Local diquark operators in the chiral basis for
diquarks in Table I.

Chiral operator Spin Color Chiral

daR,i = εabcεijk(qbTR,jCq
c
R,k) 0 3 (3, 1)

daL,i = εabcεijk(qbTL,jCq
c
L,k) 0 3 (1, 3)

da,µij = εabc(qbTL,iCγ
µqcR,j) 1 3 (3, 3)

such chiral basis, the four diquark operators in Table I
are decomposed to three chiral diquark operators given
in Table II. From the definition, qaR,i and qaL,i belong to

the (3, 1) and (1, 3) representations of SU(3)R ×SU(3)L
chiral symmetry, respectively, and accordingly the chiral
representations of the diquarks are determined as in the
table.

Below, we show the chiral and parity transformations
of the diquarks in Table II. First, since qaR,i and qaL,i
belong to (3, 1) and (1, 3), respectively, they transform
under SU(3)R × SU(3)L chiral symmetry as qaR,i →
(UR)ijq

a
R,j and qaL,i → (UL)ijq

a
L,j , with UR ∈ SU(3)R

and UL ∈ SU(3)L. Thus, one can easily see that the
chiral diquarks are transformed as [35]

Ch : daR,i → daRj
(U†R)ji, d

a
L,i → daLj

(U†L)ji,

Ch : da,µij → UL,ik d
a,µ
km UTR,mj .

(1)

Next, it is well known that the spatial inversion
of the left-handed or right-haded quark is given by
qaR/L,i(t, ~x) → γ0q

a
L/R,i(t,−~x). From this formula, the

parity transformation of the chiral diquarks reads

P : daR/L,i → −daL/R,i,
P : da,µij → −daµ,ji.

(2)

These transformation properties are important for con-
structing a chiral Lagrangian of the diquarks. Besides,
the parity transformation law in Eq. (2) enables us to
express the parity-eigenstate diquark operators in Table
I in terms of the chiral operators in Table II as

Sai =
1√
2

(daR,i − daL,i) = εabcεijk
1√
2

(qbTj Cγ5qck), (3)

P ai =
1√
2

(daR,i + daL,i) = εabcεijk
1√
2

(qbTj Cqck), (4)

V a,µij =
1√
2

(da,µij − da,µji ) = εabc
1√
2

(qbTi Cγµγ5qcj), (5)

Aa,µij =
1√
2

(da,µij + da,µji ) = εabc
1√
2

(qbTi Cγµqcj). (6)

From these expressions, we find that S and P diquarks are
chiral partners belonging to the chiral (3̄, 1)+(1, 3̄) rep-
resentation, while V and A diquarks are chiral partners
belonging to the chiral (3, 3) representation.
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FIG. 1. Schematic pictures for the effective interaction Lagrangian LSV [Eq. (9)] between diquarks and mesons. The left

figure (a) and right figure (b) describe L(1)
SV [Eq. (10)] and L(2)

SV [Eq. (11)], respectively. Arrows with “R” or “L” represent the
right-handed or left-handed quark lines.

B. Chiral effective Lagrangian

In this subsection, we present interaction Lagrangian
including the diquarks and light mesons based on
SU(3)R × SU(3)L chiral symmetry.

According to Ref. [40], the chiral effective Lagrangian
for diquarks in Table II and light mesons are expressed
within the linear sigma model as

L =
1

4
Tr[∂µΣ†∂µΣ]− V (Σ) + LS + LV + LSV . (7)

In the first and second terms, Σij is the meson nonet
composed of the scalar σij and pseudoscalar πij mesons
[97, 98]. The latter mesons are regarded as the Nambu-
Goldstone (NG) bosons in association with the break-
down of SU(3)R × SU(3)L chiral symmetry triggered by
the instability of the potential V (Σ) at Σ = 0, where
V (Σ) is the potential terms of the meson nonet. Since
the meson nonet Σij = q̄R,jqL,i belongs to chiral (3̄, 3)
representation, its chiral transformation is given as

Σij = σij + iπij → UL,ikΣkmU
†
R,mj . (8)

The third and forth terms in Eq. (7) represent the kinetic
and mass terms of the diquarks, where LS includes spin
0 (S and P) diquarks while LV includes spin 1 (V and A)
diquarks. For their explicit expressions, see Refs. [35, 40].

The last term of chiral effective Lagrangian in Eq. (7),
LSV , represents couplings between the diquarks with dif-
ferent spins mediated by the meson nonet. In this work,
we propose the following two terms:

LSV = L(1)
SV + L(2)

SV , (9)

where

L(1)
SV = g1εijk

[
dµni(∂µΣ†)jnd

†
R,k + dµin(∂µΣ)jnd

†
L,k

]
, (10)

and

L(2)
SV =

g2

fπ
εijk

[
dµin{Σjn(∂µΣ)km − (∂µΣ)jnΣkm}d†R,m

+dµni{Σ†jn(∂µΣ†)km − (∂µΣ†)jnΣ†km}d
†
L,m

]
. (11)

The coefficients g1 and g2 are dimensionless coupling con-
stants, and fπ in Eq. (11) is the pion decay constant. All
the color indices are implicitly contracted. In construct-
ing the Lagrangian (9) we have taken into account the
contributions up to O(Σ2) so as to satisfy chiral symme-
try in Eqs. (1) and (8).

Since the spatial inversion of Σ is expressed as P :
Σ(t, ~x) → Σ†(t,−~x), the Lagrangians in Eqs. (10) and
(11) are invariant under parity transformation as well as
chiral transformation. However, under the axial U(1)A
transformation, only L(1)

SV keeps the symmetry while L(2)
SV

breaks it. That is, the latter is responsible for the U(1)A
anomaly effects, which may be caused by instantons (a
topologically nontrivial configuration of gluon fields) [99].

In order to diagrammatically understand the U(1)A
anomaly effects, in Fig. 1, we draw schematic pictures
of the vertices and the quark lines: In the left figure

(a) for L(1)
SV , all the right-handed or left-handed quark

lines, denoted by “R” or “L”, is conserved through the
interaction vertex. On the other hand, in the right figure

(b) for L(2)
SV , the quark lines are not conserved.

C. Explicit chiral symmetry breaking

In the vacuum where SU(3)R × SU(3)L chiral sym-
metry is spontaneously broken, the vacuum expectation
values (VEVs) of the meson nonet Σ is nonzero: 〈Σ〉 6= 0.
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As a result, the Σ with no derivatives in Eq. (11) can be
replaced by its VEV 〈Σ〉, and couplings describing one
meson emission decays of the diquarks are obtained from
Eq. (11) as well as Eq. (10). In such treatment, effects
from the violation of SU(3)R × SU(3)L chiral symmetry
due to a mass of strange quark cannot be ignored. In
this subsection, we explain our method to incorporate
such explicit chiral symmetry breaking (ECSB) effects
into the Lagrangian (9).

When taking into account the current quark masses,
within the linear sigma model, the mass matrix Meff of
constituent quarks can be expressed as

Meff =M+ gs〈Σ〉, (12)

where M = diag(mu,md,ms) denotes the current quark
mass matrix, and 〈Σ〉 is the VEV of Σ with gs the
quark-meson coupling constant. As for the current quark
masses, the lattice QCD simulations suggest that ms =
93.1 MeV while mu ≈ md ≈ 2 − 5 MeV, and hence we
take mu = md = 0 as a good approximation and as-
sume SU(2)I isospin symmetry throughout the symme-
try breaking. In this case, the VEV of Σ must be diago-
nal as 〈Σ〉 = diag(〈σ11〉, 〈σ22〉, 〈σ33〉) with 〈σ11〉 = 〈σ22〉.
These values are determined by the pion and kaon decay
constants fπ and fK . That is, by evaluating the axial
currents from Eq. (7), one can find 〈σ11〉 = 〈σ22〉 = fπ =
92.1 MeV and 〈σ33〉 = fs ≡ 2fK − fπ = 128.1 MeV,
where fπ = 92.1 MeV and fK = 110.1 MeV are from
the Particle Data Group (PDG) [100]. As a result, the
effective quark mass matrix can be expressed in a simple
form as

Meff ' gsfπdiag(1, 1, α),

α =
fs
fπ

(
1 +

ms

gsfs

)
.

(13)

One of the most useful ways to incorporate the ECSB
effects is to replace Σ in the Lagrangian (7) by the fol-

lowing shifted nonet Σ̃ [35, 40]:

Σ→ Σ̃ ≡ Σ +M/gs, (14)

where its VEV is given by

〈Σ̃〉 =Meff/gs = fπdiag(1, 1, α). (15)

By substituting Eqs. (13)–(15) into the effective La-
grangian (9), we obtain the interaction Lagrangian with
the ECSB effects:

LSV = LASπ + LV Pπ , (16)

with

iLASπ = (g1 + αg2)
[
Aµ1n(∂µπ)2nS

†
3 −Aµ2n(∂µπ)1nS

†
3

]
+ (g1 + g2)

[
Aµ2n(∂µπ)3nS

†
1 −Aµ3n(∂µπ)2nS

†
1

+Aµ3n(∂µπ)1nS
†
2 −Aµ1n(∂µπ)3nS

†
2

]
, (17)

and

iLV Pπ = −(g1 − αg2)
[
V µ1n(∂µπ)2nP

†
3 − V µ2n(∂µπ)1nP

†
3

]
− (g1 − g2)

[
V µ2n(∂µπ)3nP

†
1 − V µ3n(∂µπ)2nP

†
1

+V µ3n(∂µπ)1nP
†
2 − V µ1n(∂µπ)3nP

†
2

]
− (1 + α)g2

[
V µ23(∂µπ)1nP

†
n + V µ31(∂µπ)2nP

†
n

]
− 2g2

[
V µ12(∂µπ)3nP

†
n

]
. (18)

In order to obtain Eqs. (17) and (18), we have rearranged
the g1 and g2 terms in Eqs. (10) and (11) such that LASπ
and LV Pπ contain couplings of the S and A diquarks and
those of the P and V diquarks, respectively. Note that
we have omitted interactions mediated by scalar mesons
σij in Eqs. (17) and (18).

When we decompose the pseudoscalar nonet πij into
the singlet and octet parts as

πij=

√
2

3
η1δij +

√
2


π0
√

2
+ η8√

6
π+ K+

π− − π0
√

2
+ η8√

6
K0

K− K̄0 − 2η8√
6


≡
√

2

3
π(1)δij + π

(8)
ij , (19)

the flavor structures of Eq. (16) become more transpar-

ent. The Lagrangian written in terms of π
(1)
ij and π

(8)
ij is

straightforwardly obtained by substituting Eq. (19) into
Eq. (16), but the resultant expression is lengthy. Hence,
here we only comment on its flavor symmetric properties.
The resultant Lagrangian indicates that the flavor-singlet
pseudoscalar meson π(1) does not couple to A and S di-
quarks. This is because the A and S diquarks belong
to flavor 6 and 3̄ representations, respectively, so that
original flavor symmetry prohibits such couplings. Simi-
larly, both the V and P diquarks belong to flavor 3̄, and
thus they couple to both flavor singlet π(1) and octet π(8)

mesons.3

III. DECAYS OF ΣQ AND Ξ′Q BARYONS

In Sec. II, we have formulated the chiral effective model
of diquarks describing their one-pion emission decays.
In this section, from the chiral model and the diquark–
heavy-quark description, we investigate strong decays of
singly heavy baryons and quantify the model using the
experimental data. In Table III, we summarize the exper-
imental data of singly heavy baryons from the PDG [100],
which are expected to be in the ground states.

3 Although the arguments based on SU(3) flavor symmetry is valid
only for α = 1 where original SU(3)R × SU(3)L symmetry is
exactly satisfied, it seems that they can be applied to the case
for α 6= 1.
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TABLE III. Experimental values of masses and decay widths
of singly heavy baryons in units of MeV, taken from the PDG
compilation [100]. We also use the pion masses as mπ± =
139.57 MeV and mπ0 = 134.97 MeV.

Baryon JP Mass Full width Decay mode

(MeV) (MeV)

Λc 1/2+ 2286.46 (No strong decay)

Σ++
c (2455) 1/2+ 2453.97 1.89 Σ++

c → Λcπ
+

Σ+
c (2455) 1/2+ 2452.9 (< 4.6) Σ+

c → Λcπ
0

Σ0
c(2455) 1/2+ 2453.75 1.83 Σ0

c → Λcπ
−

Σ++
c (2520) 3/2+ 2518.41 14.78 Σ∗++

c → Λcπ
+

Σ+
c (2520) 3/2+ 2517.5 (< 17) Σ∗+c → Λcπ

0

Σ0
c(2520) 3/2+ 2518.48 15.3 Σ∗0c → Λcπ

−

Ξ+
c 1/2+ 2467.71 (No strong decay)

Ξ0
c 1/2+ 2470.44 (No strong decay)

Ξ
′+
c 1/2+ 2578.2 (No strong decay)

Ξ
′0
c 1/2+ 2578.7 (No strong decay)

Ξ+
c (2645) 3/2+ 2645.10 2.14 Ξ

′∗+
c → Ξ

0(+)
c π+(0)

Ξ0
c(2645) 3/2+ 2646.16 2.35 Ξ

′∗0
c → Ξ

+(0)
c π−(0)

Λb 1/2+ 5619.60 (No strong decay)

Σ+
b 1/2+ 5810.56 5.0 Σ+

b → Λbπ
+

Σ0
b 1/2+ · · · · · · · · ·

Σ−b 1/2+ 5815.64 5.3 Σ−b → Λbπ
−

Σ∗+b 3/2+ 5830.32 9.4 Σ∗+b → Λbπ
+

Σ∗0b 3/2+ · · · · · · · · ·
Σ∗−b 3/2+ 5834.74 10.4 Σ∗−b → Λbπ

−

Ξ0
b 1/2+ 5791.9 (No strong decay)

Ξ−b 1/2+ 5797.0 (No strong decay)

Ξ
′0
b 1/2+ · · · · · · · · ·

Ξ
′−
b (5935) 1/2+ 5935.02 (< 0.08) Ξ

′−
b → Ξ

0(−)
b π−(0)

Ξ0
b(5945) 3/2+ 5952.3 0.90 Ξ

′∗0
b → Ξ

−(0)
b π+(0)

Ξ−b (5955) 3/2+ 5955.33 1.65 Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξ

0(−)
b π−(0)

A. Theoretical framework

First, we focus on ΣQ → ΛQπ and Ξ′Q → ΞQπ decays

(Q = c, b). The ΛQ and ΞQ are composed of one heavy
quark and the S diquark, while ΣQ and Ξ′Q includes the
A diquark. Thus, in order to study ΣQ → ΛQπ and
Ξ′Q → ΞQπ decays, we need to focus on the couplings
between the S diquark, the A diquark, and the pion in
Lagrangian (16). The interaction Lagrangian is given by

LA→Sπ = −
√

2iG1

[
Aµ{uu}(∂µπ

−)S†[ud]

−Aµ{ud}(∂µπ0)S†[ud] −A
µ
{dd}(∂µπ

+)S†[ud]

]
− iG2

[
Aµ{ds}(∂µπ

+)S†[su] −A
µ
{us}(∂µπ

−)S†[ds]

]
+ i

G2√
2

[
Aµ{us}(∂µπ

0)S†[su] +Aµ{ds}(∂µπ
0)S†[ds]

]
.

(20)

In this Lagrangian, we have rewritten the numbers in the
subscripts of diquarks as the flavors: the original Aµij and

S†i denote

Aµij =
1√
2


√

2Aµ{uu} Aµ{ud} Aµ{us}
Aµ{ud}

√
2Aµ{dd} Aµ{ds}

Aµ{us} Aµ{ds}
√

2Aµ{ss}

 , (21)

S†i =
(
S†[ds] S†[su] S†[ud]

)
, (22)

where {· · · } and [· · · ] stand for the symmetric and anti-
symmetric ordering of quarks, respectively. The new cou-
pling constants G1 and G2 are given as

G1 = g1 + αg2, G2 = g1 + g2. (23)

From Eq. (23), it is obvious that the difference between
G1 and G2 comes from the violation of SU(3) flavor sym-
metry characterized by α 6= 1.

From now on, in order to study the decays of singly
heavy baryons, we employ a diquark–heavy-quark pic-
ture: While the dynamics of pion decays is determined
by the Lagrangian (20) for diquarks, the property as the
bound state composed of a diquark and a heavy quark
is given by a quark model calculation. In this picture,
the heavy-baryon state |dQ〉 with the energy EdQ is rep-
resented as the product of the diquark state |d〉 with Ed
and a heavy-quark state |Q〉 with EQ, superposed by the
relative wave function φd(~p) between them. It is explic-
itly given in the momentum space as

|dQ(PdQ , JdQ)〉 =
√

2EdQ

∫
d3p

(2π)3
φd(~p)

× 1√
2Ed
|d(pd, sd)〉

1√
2EQ

|Q(pQ, sQ)〉,

(24)

where the integral is over the relative momentum, ~p,

keeping the total momentum conserved as ~pd+~pQ = ~PdQ .

Here, ~PdQ , ~pd(~p) ≡
md

md +mQ

~PdQ + ~p, and ~pQ(~p) ≡
mQ

md +mQ

~PdQ − ~p (with md and mQ as the diquark and

heavy-quark masses, respectively) are the momenta of
the heavy baryon, diquark, and heavy quark, respec-
tively. (See Fig. 2 for the definitions.) The energies
of diquark and heavy quark also depend on the rela-
tive momentum as Ed =

√
|~pd(~p)|2 +m2

d and EQ =√
|~pQ(~p)|2 +m2

Q.

In Eq. (24), JdQ , sd, and sQ represent the spins of the
corresponding states. The conservation law of spins leads
to

(JdQ , sd, sQ) =

(
1

2
, 0,

1

2

)
(25)

for the S diquark (d = S) and

(JdQ , sd, sQ) =

(
1

2
, 1,

1

2

)
or

(
3

2
, 1,

1

2

)
(26)
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FIG. 2. Kinematics employed for AQ → SQπ decays with

pion momentm ~pπ. ~PAQ and ~PSQ denote the momenta of

initial- and final-state baryons, respectively, and ~p and ~p′ are
the relative momenta between a diquark and a heavy quark
in the initial and final states, respectively. φA,J and φS are
the relative wave functions. md (d = A,S) and mQ are the
diquark mass and the heavy-quark mass, respectively, and G
is the coupling constant.

for the A diquark (d = A), if there is no orbital excitation.

Note that the normalizations of the state kets are de-
fined in the relativistic way in Eq. (24), such as

〈d′Q(~P ′dQ , J
′
dQ)|dQ(~PdQ , JdQ)〉

= 2EdQ(2π)3δ(3)(~P ′dQ − ~PdQ)δJ′dQJdQ
, (27)

with EdQ =
√
|~PdQ |2 +m2

dQ
. Similar normalizations are

also applied to the state kets of the diquark and the heavy
quark. Hence, we need to include the factors of

√
2EdQ ,√

2Ed, and
√

2EQ. The normalization of the relative
wave function is given by∫

d3p

(2π)3
|φd(~p)|2 = 1. (28)

For the pionic decays where the heavy quark is treated
as a spectator, we only need to take into account the
overlaps of the diquark states |d〉 (and pion states |π〉)
together with the wave function φd(~p). Meanwhile, the
heavy-quark part simply leads to their momentum con-
servation law.

Keeping the above in mind, we focus on decays of
AQ → SQπ where AQ = ΣQ or Ξ′Q and SQ = ΛQ or
ΞQ. Using the interaction between diquarks and pions
written as Eq. (20), the decay amplitude is given by∫

d4x〈SQ(PSQ
, JSQ

)π(pπ)|iLA→Sπ(x)|AQ(PAQ
, JAQ

)〉.
(29)

From Eq. (20), the Lagrangian LA→Sπ are expressed as

the sum of the terms with operators Aµ{qq}(∂µπ)S†[qq].
Substituting Eq. (24) into Eq. (29), they are calculated
for each term as

∫
d4x〈SQ(PSQ

, JSQ
)π(pπ)|iGAµ{qq}(x)(∂µπ(x))S†[qq](x)|AQ(PAQ

, JAQ
)〉

= −
G√EAQ

ESQ

3

∫
d3p

(2π)3

(pπ)µε
µ
A(pA, sA)√
EAES

φ∗S(~χ+ ~p)φA,J(~p)× (2π)4δ(4)(pS + pπ − pA).

(30)

Here the factor G denotes the coupling constant, in which
its absolute value is given for each decay process as

|G| =


√

2G1 (ΣQ → ΛQπ
±,0)

G2 (Ξ′Q → ΞQπ
±)

G2/
√

2 (Ξ′Q → ΞQπ
0)

. (31)

Also, (pπ)µ and εµA(pA, sA) denote the pion momentum
and the polarization vector of the A diquark, respectively.
φS(~p) and φA,J(~p) show the S-wave relative wave func-
tions between the diquark and the heavy quark for SQ
and AQ baryons, respectively. As shown in Eqs. (25)
and (26), while SQ baryon belongs to heavy-quark spin
singlet, AQ belongs to the doublet, so that the total spin
of AQ is labeled as the subscript J = 1/2, 3/2 in φA,J .
The delta function in Eq. (30) represents the momentum
and energy conservation laws of diquarks and an emit-
ted pion. In addition, the momenta carried by the heavy
quarks preserve during the interaction. These conserva-

tion laws determine the recoil momentum ~χ ≡ ~p′ − ~p

in the relative motion φS(~p′). In particular, at the rest

frame of the AQ baryon (~PAQ
= 0), ~χ is written as

~χ = − mQ

mS +mQ
~pπ. (32)

In this frame, one can easily confirm ~PSQ
= −~pπ, and

the momentum of A diquark coincides with the relative
momentum as ~pA = ~p. The kinematics employed in the
present analysis is depicted in Fig. 2.

For the amplitude in Eq. (30), we use an approximation
for the momentum of A diquark, ~pA. That is, in our
present analysis, ~pA is replaced by the expectation value:

~pA → 〈~p〉 ≡
∫

d3p

(2π)3
~p |φA,J(~p)|2 = 0,

|~pA|2 → 〈p2〉 ≡
∫

d3p

(2π)3
|~p|2 |φA,J(~p)|2.

(33)

In this way, the momentum squared of the S diquark is
evaluated as 〈p2〉 + |~pπ|2 from the momentum conserva-
tion. Then, by defining a velocity υ2

A using 〈p2〉 ≡ m2
Aυ

2
A,
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the energies of the A and S diquarks are written as

EA = mA

√
1 + υ2

A, (34)

ES = mS

√
1 +

m2
A

m2
S

υ2
A +
|~pπ|2
m2
S

, (35)

respectively. This approximation is also applied to pA in
the sum of the polarization vector εµA(pA, sA) as∑

sA=−1,0,1

ε∗µA (pA, sA)ενA(pA, sA) = −gµν +
pµAp

ν
A

m2
A

.(36)

As a result, we find the decay amplitude M as

|M| = |G|
3

√
EAQ

ESQ√
EAES

|(pπ)µε
µ
A(pA, sA)| 〈φS |φA,J〉,

(37)

where the inner product 〈φS |φA,J〉 is defined in the mo-
mentum space as

〈φS |φA,J〉 ≡
∫

d3p

(2π)3
φ∗S(~χ+ ~p)φA,J(~p). (38)

Finally, from the square of the amplitude (37), we obtain
the decay width:

Γ[AQ → SQπ] = |〈φS |φA,J〉|2
|G|2|~pπ|ESQ

216πmAQ

×
{ |~pπ|2(3 + υ2

A) + 3E2
πυ

2
A

3EAES

}
,

(39)

where |~pπ| is given as (with the masses of the baryons
and pion)

|~pπ| =

√
(m2

AQ
−M2

+)(m2
AQ
−M2

−)

2mAQ

,

M± = |mSQ
±mπ|.

(40)

The relative wave functions φS(~p) and φA,J(~p) are ob-
tained by solving the Schrödinger equation Hφd = Eφd
describing a bound state of the heavy quark and diquark.
The non-relativistic diquark–heavy-quark Hamiltonian is

H =
|~p|2
2µ

+mQ +md + V, (41)

where the relative momentum ~p and the reduced mass µ
are defined as

~p =
mQ~pd −md~pQ
mQ +md

, (42)

µ =
mQmd

mQ +md
, (43)

respectively. For the potential between the heavy quark
and the diquark, we use the potential in Ref. [40] which
is called the Y-potential:

V (r) = −αcoul

r
+λr+C+(sd ·sQ)

κQ
mdmQ

Λ2

r
e−Λr, (44)

TABLE IV. Parameters of the Y-potential model and masses
of diquarks and heavy quarks [40]. µ in the parameter αcoul

is the reduced mass of diquark–heavy-quark two-body sys-
tem given in Eq. (43). The parameters κQ are determined
separately for charm (Q = c) and bottom (Q = b) quarks.

Y-pot. parameters Masses (MeV)

αcoul 60(MeV)/µ m[ud] 725

λ(GeV2) 0.165 m[ds/su] 942

Cc(GeV) −0.831 m{uu/ud/dd} 973

Cb(GeV) −0.819 m{us/ds} 1116

Λ(GeV) 0.691 mc 1750

κc 0.8586 mb 5112

κb 0.6635

where we include the Coulomb term with the coefficient
αcoul, the linear confinement term with λ, the constant
shift term C, and the spin-spin potential term with κQ
and a cutoff parameter Λ. These model parameters are
summarized in Table IV together with the masses of di-
quarks and heavy quarks. In Eq. (44), we neglect other
terms such as the spin-orbit potential term and the ten-
sor term because the wave functions φS(~p) and φA,J(~p)
are in the S-wave states.

By using the Gaussian expansion method [101, 102],
we solve the Schrödinger equation and obtain the wave
functions φS and φA,J .

B. Determination of coupling constants

By using the observed decay widths of singly heavy
baryons, we determine the coupling constant between the
diquarks and the pions in the interaction Lagrangian (20)
via the formula (39) and Eq. (31). More concretely, G1

and G2 are determined as follows:

(i) The value of G1 can be determined by the exper-

imental data of the π± emission decays of Σ
(∗)
Q

baryons. On the other hand, the π0 emission de-
cays only give the upper limit of the decay width.

(ii) The value of G2 is determined by the experimental

data of the decays of Ξ
′

Q baryons with J = 3/2.

This is because there are no available data of Ξ′Q
with J = 1/2 in PDG.

In Tables V and VI, we show the obtained G1 and G2

for each decay. From these tables, one sees that both
the values of G1 and G2 range from 20 to 30, where
21 < G1 < 27 and 24 < G2 < 30, so that G2 tends
to be a bit larger than G1. We note that, depending
on used experimental data, both G1 and G2 have the
indeterminacy of approximately 6.

We comment on the errors of experimental data. The
values of G1 and G2 shown in Tables V and VI are eval-
uated from the averages of the experimental data. If
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TABLE V. The coupling constant G1 determined from the
one-pion decay widths of ΣQ baryons. The experimental data
of decay widths are also shown in units of MeV.

Baryon JP Decay mode Decay width (MeV) G1

Σ++
c (2455) 1/2+ Σ++

c → Λcπ
+ 1.89 21.16

Σ0
c(2455) 1/2+ Σ0

c → Λcπ
− 1.83 20.92

Σ++
c (2520) 3/2+ Σ∗++

c → Λcπ
+ 14.78 25.93

Σ0
c(2520) 3/2+ Σ∗0c → Λcπ

− 15.3 26.37

Σ+
b 1/2+ Σ+

b → Λbπ
+ 5.0 21.93

Σ−b 1/2+ Σ−b → Λbπ
− 5.3 21.12

Σ∗+b 3/2+ Σ∗+b → Λbπ
+ 9.4 23.77

Σ∗−b 3/2+ Σ∗−b → Λbπ
− 10.4 23.88

TABLE VI. The coupling constant G2 determined from the

one-pion decay widths of Ξ
′
Q baryons. The experimental data

of decay widths are also shown in units of MeV. Note that
the values of partial decay widths with the asterisk (*) are
the predicted widths in our present work [40].

Baryon JP Decay mode Decay width (MeV) G2

Ξ
′∗+
c → Ξcπ 2.14

Ξ+
c (2645) 3/2+ Ξ

′∗+
c → Ξ0

cπ
+ 1.32* 26.73

Ξ
′∗+
c → Ξ+

c π
0 0.82*

Ξ
′∗0
c → Ξcπ 2.35

Ξ0
c(2645) 3/2+ Ξ

′∗0
c → Ξ+

c π
− 1.56* 27.07

Ξ
′∗0
c → Ξ0

cπ
0 0.79*

Ξ
′∗0
b → Ξbπ 0.90

Ξ0
b(5945) 3/2+ Ξ

′∗0
b → Ξ−b π

+ 0.50* 24.76

Ξ
′∗0
b → Ξ0

bπ
0 0.41*

Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξbπ 1.65

Ξ−b (5955) 3/2+ Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξ0

bπ
− 1.13* 29.55

Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξ−b π

0 0.52*

we take into account the errors of these data, we can
also estimate the errors of G1 and G2. From all of
the eight results of G1 and the four results of G2, we
have confirmed the margin of errors of G1 and G2 are
from 2 to 7. For example, according to PDG [100],
the decay width and baryon masses of Σ++

c → Λcπ
+

strong decay are Γ[Σ++
c → Λcπ

+] = 1.89+0.09
−0.18 MeV,

mΣ++
c

= 2453.97± 0.14 MeV, and mΛc = 2286.46± 0.14
MeV, respectively. From analysis using the upper and
lower errors of these values, the errors of coupling con-
stant G1 are evaluated as G1 = 21.16+0.63

−1.15. Similarly, for

the Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξbπ decay, the errors of its decay width and

baryon masses lead to G2 = 29.55+3.38
−3.55. In the following

analysis, for simplicity, we neglect these errors.

We take the isospin and spin averages of G1’s in Table

V, and obtain

Ḡ
c(1/2)
1 ≡ 1

2

(
G1|Σ++

c (2455) +G1|Σ0
c(2455)

)
' 21.04 ,

Ḡ
c(3/2)
1 ≡ 1

2

(
G1|Σ++

c (2520) +G1|Σ0
c(2520)

)
' 26.15 ,

Ḡ
b(1/2)
1 ≡ 1

2

(
G1|Σ+

b
+G1|Σ−b

)
' 21.53 ,

Ḡ
b(3/2)
1 ≡ 1

2

(
G1|Σ∗+b +G1|Σ∗−b

)
' 23.82 , (45)

and

Gc1 ≡
1

3

(
Ḡ
c(1/2)
1 + 2Ḡ

c(3/2)
1

)
' 24.45 ,

Gb1 ≡
1

3

(
Ḡ
b(1/2)
1 + 2Ḡ

b(3/2)
1

)
' 23.06 .

(46)

For G2’s in Table VI, by taking only the isospin average,
we obtain

Gc2 ≡
1

2

(
G2|Ξ+

c (2645) +G2|Ξ0
c(2645)

)
' 26.90 ,

Gb2 ≡
1

2

(
G2|Ξ0

b(5945) +G2|Ξ−b (5955)

)
' 27.16 .

(47)

The values of G1 and G2 in Eqs. (46) and (47) indicate
that the violation of SU(3) flavor symmetry character-
ized by the difference between G1 and G2 are consid-
erably small. In addition, the violation of heavy-quark
flavor symmetry characterized by the difference between
Gc1,2 and Gb1,2 is also small.

Using Eq. (23), we determine the g1 and g2 parameters
in the original effective Lagrangian (9). Since the g2 term
breaks the U(1)A symmetry while the g1 term does not,
the influence of the U(1)A anomaly on the diquarks are
quantified by translating the values of G1 and G2 into
those of g1 and g2. When we take gs = 3 for the quark-
meson coupling constant, the dimensionless quantity α
in Eq. (13) is estimated to be α ' 1.73. Thus, from the
relations in Eq. (23), the magnitudes of g1 and g2 are
estimated as

(gc1, g
c
2) = (30.26,−3.36), (48)

(gb1, g
b
2) = (32.78,−5.62), (49)

from Eqs. (46) and (47) for charmed and bottom sec-
tors, respectively. From these values, one immediately
sees that the magnitude of g1 is much larger than g2:
The ratio of g2 to g1 is evaluated to be |gc2/gc1| ' 0.11
for the charm sector and |gb2/gb1| ' 0.17 for the bot-
tom one. Therefore, we can conclude that the U(1)A
anomaly effects to interactions between the diquarks and
pions are small. Note that the same conclusion is ob-
tained from a chiral effective model for singly heavy
baryons [41, 67, 72]. (In Appendix A, we compare the
results from our diquark model and from the model for
singly heavy baryons.)

Next, in Tables VII and VIII, we show our predictions
for decay widths unknown in PDG, or Table III. First,
we tabulate the predictions of π0 emission decays of ΣQ
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TABLE VII. Our predictions of π0 emission decay widths of
ΣQ baryons in units of MeV. The asterisk (*) indicates that
the mass is taken from [40]. For the decay width, (cal.) and
(exp.) represent our predictions and experimental data [100],
respectively.

Baryon (JP ) Mass G1 Decay mode Decay width

(cal.) (exp.)

(MeV) (MeV) (MeV)

Σ+
c (1/2+) 2452.9 21.04 Σ+

c → Λcπ
0 2.05 (< 4.6)

Σ∗+c (3/2+) 2517.5 26.15 Σ∗+c → Λcπ
0 15.42 (< 17)

Σ0
b(1/2

+) 5809.88* 21.53 Σ0
b → Λbπ

0 5.10 · · ·
Σ∗0b (3/2+) 5829.31* 23.82 Σ∗0b → Λbπ

0 9.75 · · ·

TABLE VIII. Our predictions of π emission decay widths
of Ξ′b(1/2

+) baryons in units of MeV. The asterisk (*) in-
dicates that the mass is taken from [40]. For the decay width,
(cal.) and (exp.) represent our predictions and experimental
data [100], respectively.

Baryon (JP ) Mass G2 Decay mode Decay width

(cal.) (exp.)

(MeV) (MeV) (MeV)

Ξ
′0
b → Ξbπ 0.14 · · ·

Ξ′0b (1/2+) 5934.16* 27.16 Ξ
′0
b → Ξ−b π

+ (No strong decay)

Ξ
′0
b → Ξ0

bπ
0 0.14 · · ·

Ξ
′−
b → Ξbπ 0.24 (< 0.08)

Ξ′−b (1/2+) 5935.02 27.16 Ξ
′−
b → Ξ0

bπ
− 0.17 · · ·

Ξ
′−
b → Ξ−b π

0 0.07 · · ·

baryons in Table VII. In this evaluation, we have used
the isospin average coupling G1 in Eq. (45). For the
unknown masses of Σb baryons, we have used the values
predicted by the diquark–heavy-quark model in Ref. [40].
From this table, the predicted widths of Σ+

c (1/2+) and
Σ∗+c (3/2+) are below the experimental upper limits. In
this sense, our predictions are consistent with the exper-
iments. Also, in Table VIII, we show our predictions of
one pion decay widths of Ξ′b baryons with JP = 1/2+.
Since there is no experimental value for the mass of
Ξ′0b (1/2+), again we have adopted that from Ref. [40].
Using the isospin averaged value of coupling G2 = 27.16
for Ξb(3/2

+) , however, the predicted decay widths are
quite different from the upper limit of the decay width of

Ξ
′−
b → Ξbπ: Γmax = 0.08 MeV. To satisfy this condition,

the coupling constant G2 needs to be less than 15.61.

C. Decays under chiral symmetry restoration

In this subsection, we discuss a chiral symmetry
restoration effect for decays. Chiral symmetry tends
to be restored in an extreme environment such as high
temperature and/or high baryon density. In chiral ef-
fective models, such chiral symmetry restoration can be

described as a decrease of the absolute value of VEV
toward zero, i.e., 〈Σ〉 → 0. In order to incorporate the
change of VEV, in Refs. [40, 103], the authors introduced
a parameter x characterizing chiral symmetry breaking:
〈Σ〉 = x〈Σ〉|vac. In this treatment, the range of x is lim-
ited to 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. x = 0 corresponds to chiral symmetry
restored phase while x = 1 corresponds to the ordinary
chiral-symmetry broken vacuum. Then, the mass formu-
las of nonstrange S and A diquarks are given as a function
of x [40]:

m[ud] =
√
m2
S0 − (x+ α− 1)m2

S1 − x2m2
S2, (50)

m{uu/ud/dd} =
√
m2
V 0 + x2(m2

V 1 + 2m2
V 2), (51)

where the diquark mass parameters are [36, 40]4

(m2
S0,m

2
S1,m

2
S2) = ((1119)2, (690)2,−(258)2), (52)

(m2
V 0,m

2
V 1,m

2
V 2) = ((708)2,−(757)2, (714)2), (53)

in units of MeV2. The mass formulas (50) and (51) in-
dicates that, at the chiral restoration point x = 0, the S
diquark mass becomes heavier than the A diquark one,
i.e., m[ud] > m{uu/ud/dd}, which is contrast to the nor-
mal mass ordering m{uu/ud/dd} > m[ud] realized in the
vacuum at x = 1. In particular, within our parameters,
the mass inversion occurs at x ' 0.6 [40].

When we take into account the chiral symmetry
restoration, not only the diquark masses in Eqs. (50)
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the singly charmed baryon masses

and decay widths of Σ
(∗)
c → Λcπ

± on the chiral-symmetry
breaking parameter x in the range of 0.80 ≤ x ≤ 1.00.

4 In obtaining Eqs. (52) and (53), we use α = 5/3 (for gs ' 3.68),
which is slightly different from the one, α ' 1.73 (for gs = 3),
used in determining Eqs. (48) and (49). Throughout this sub-
section, we use α = 5/3 and the values of the coupling constants
are also modified accordingly. The difference is small and does
not change the results qualitatively.
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the singly bottom baryon masses and

decay widths of Σ
(∗)
b → Λbπ

± on the chiral-symmetry break-
ing parameter x in the range of 0.80 ≤ x ≤ 1.00.

and (51) but also the coupling constant are modified due
to 〈Σ〉 in the g2 term in Eq. (11). That is, now the cou-
plings G1 and G2 defined in Eq. (23) are replaced by

G1 = g1 + xαg2, G2 = g1 + xg2. (54)

In Figs. 3 and 4, we show the x dependence of the
masses of ΛQ, ΣQ, and Σ∗Q and the decay widths of

Σ
(∗)
Q → ΛQπ

±. We find that, as x decreases, the ΛQ
becomes heavier while ΣQ and Σ∗Q become lighter, which
is naively expected from the x dependence of diquark
mass formulas (50) and (51). Due to the changes of
baryon masses and coupling constants, the decay widths
monotonically decrease and finally vanish at a certain x.
In other words, a decay channel is prohibited below a
threshold of x. Such thresholds, xth, are estimated to be
xth ' 0.95, 0.84, 0.91, and 0.87 for Σc, Σ∗c , Σb, and Σ∗b ,
respectively.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the interaction between
the spin 0 and spin 1 diquarks from the viewpoints of a
chiral SU(3)R × SU(3)L symmetry. Four diquarks with
color 3̄ are considered, in which the pair of scalar (S, 0+)
and pseudoscalar (P, 0−) diquarks are assigned to the
chiral (3̄, 1) + (1, 3̄) representation, while vector (V, 1−)
and axial-vector (A, 1+) diquarks are the other partners
belonging to the chiral (3, 3) representation.

The chiral effective Lagrangian is constructed in the
form of linear sigma model, which describes the interac-
tion between scalar and vector diquarks with the coupling
constants g1 and g2. The term with the coupling g1 rep-
resents the interaction between a diquark and one meson,
while the term with g2 does the interaction between a di-
quark and two mesons. We have found that the g2 term

breaks the U(1)A symmetry, and it also leads to viola-
tion of the flavor SU(3) symmetry due to explicit chiral
symmetry breaking.

These coupling constants are determined from the de-
cay width formula (39) and the experimental data of the
one-pion emission decays of singly heavy baryons, where
we have regarded these baryons as the two-body systems
of a scalar or an axial-vector diquark and a heavy quark.
Our findings from our model are as follows:

(i) Our main finding is that the magnitude of g2 is
much smaller than that of g1, as shown in Eqs. (48)
and (49), which indicates that the effects originated
from the g2 term, such as the U(1)A anomaly and
the flavor SU(3) symmetry breaking, should be
strongly suppressed.

(ii) We have predicted experimentally unknown decay

widths, such as Σ
(∗)
Q → ΛQπ

0 and Ξ
′

b(1/2
+)→ Ξbπ,

as summarized in Tables VII and VIII.

(iii) We have investigated the modification of masses

and decay widths of ΛQ and Σ
(∗)
Q baryons by chang-

ing a parameter x characterizing the magnitude of
chiral symmetry breaking. As shown in Figs. 3 and

4, as x decreases, ΛQ and Σ
(∗)
Q baryon masses be-

come closer to each other due to the change of non-
strange S and A diquark masses [40]. As a result,

the decay widths of Σ
(∗)
Q → ΛQπ

± decrease and
finally vanish below a threshold of x.

In this work, we have focused on only the chiral effec-
tive model with the spin 0 and 1 diquarks with color 3̄. It
may be interesting to improve our model by introducing
other interactions or other diquark degrees of freedom.
An example is the one-pion interactions between vector
and axial-vector diquarks. Also, the tensor diquarks with
color 3̄ and flavor 6 [104–106] could be important for the
improvement of the diquark model, which is useful to de-
scribe the negative-parity excited states of flavor sextet
singly heavy baryons (ΣQ, Ξ′Q, and ΩQ).

It is also important to examine the properties of di-
quarks inside hadrons under chiral symmetry restored en-
vironments such as finite temperature [107–109] and/or
density. As predicted in this work, the suppression (and

also prohibition) of Σ
(∗)
Q → ΛQπ

± decay widths would be
a good signal indicating chiral symmetry restoration via
diquarks.
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Appendix A: Effective Lagrangian of singly heavy
baryons

In the main text, we have constructed the chiral effec-
tive Lagrangians of the diquarks. In this appendix, we
consider the chiral effective Lagrangian for singly heavy
baryons (SHBs), AQ(= ΣQ,Ξ

′
Q) and SQ(= ΛQ,ΞQ), and

derive their decay width formulas. By combining a heavy
quark field Qa and an A or S diquark field, SHB fields
are written as

SQ,i ≡ QaSai , AµQ,ij ≡ QaAa,µij , (A1)

which are explicitly

AµQ,ij =
1√
2


√

2ΣI=1,µ
Q ΣI=0,µ

Q Ξ
′I=1/2,µ
Q

ΣI=0,µ
Q

√
2ΣI=−1,µ

Q Ξ
′I=−1/2,µ
Q

Ξ
′I=1/2,µ
Q Ξ

′I=−1/2,µ
Q

√
2ΩµQ

 ,(A2)

SQ,i =

Ξ
I=−1/2
Q

Ξ
I=1/2
Q

ΛQ

 . (A3)

By replacing diquark fields in Eq. (20) by the corre-
sponding SHB fields, the chiral effective Lagrangian is
rewritten as

LAQ→SQπ = −i G̃1

fπ

[
Λ̄Q∂µπ

−ΣI=1,µ
Q

−Λ̄Q∂µπ
0ΣI=0,µ

Q − Λ̄Q∂µπ
+ΣI=−1,µ

Q

]
− i G̃2√

2fπ

[
Ξ̄
I=1/2
Q ∂µπ

+Ξ
′I=−1/2,µ
Q

−Ξ̄
I=−1/2
Q ∂µπ

−Ξ
′I=1/2,µ
Q

]
+ i

G̃2

2fπ

[
Ξ̄
I=1/2
Q ∂µπ

0Ξ
′I=1/2,µ
Q

+Ξ̄
I=−1/2
Q ∂µπ

0Ξ
′I=−1/2,µ
Q

]
,

(A4)

where all coefficients are divided by
√

2fπ ' 130 MeV to
adjust these units.

According to Refs. [41, 67, 72], the AQ → SQπ decay
width formula is expressed as

Γ[AQ → SQπ] =
|G̃|2|~pπ|3
12πmAQ

(mSQ
+ ESQ

), (A5)

|G̃| =


G̃1/fπ (ΣQ → ΛQπ

±,0)

G̃2/(
√

2fπ) (Ξ′Q → ΞQπ
±)

G̃2/(2fπ) (Ξ′Q → ΞQπ
0)

, (A6)

where |~pπ| is given in Eq. (40). Using Eqs. (A5) and (A6),

the parameter G̃1 and G̃2 are determined by substituting
the baryon masses and the decay widths in Table III with
the pion mass mπ and the pion decay constant fπ given
in this section.

TABLE IX. Numerical results of the coupling constant G̃1

from the SHB model. In each ΣQ → ΛQπ decay mode, the
experimental data of decay widths are also summarized in
units of MeV.

Baryon JP Decay mode Decay width (MeV) G̃1

Σ++
c (2455) 1/2+ Σ++

c → Λcπ
+ 1.89 0.67

Σ0
c(2455) 1/2+ Σ0

c → Λcπ
− 1.83 0.67

Σ++
c (2520) 3/2+ Σ∗++

c → Λcπ
+ 14.78 0.69

Σ0
c(2520) 3/2+ Σ∗0c → Λcπ

− 15.3 0.70

Σ+
b 1/2+ Σ+

b → Λbπ
+ 5.0 0.63

Σ−b 1/2+ Σ−b → Λbπ
− 5.3 0.60

Σ∗+b 3/2+ Σ∗+b → Λbπ
+ 9.4 0.65

Σ∗−b 3/2+ Σ∗−b → Λbπ
− 10.4 0.65

TABLE X. Numerical results of the coupling constant G̃2

from the SHB model. In each Ξ′Q → ΞQπ decay mode, the
experimental data of decay widths are also summarized in
units of MeV. Note that the values of partial decay widths
with the asterisk (*) are the calculated values in this work.

Baryon JP Decay mode Decay width (MeV) G̃2

Ξ
′∗+
c → Ξcπ 2.14

Ξ+
c (2645) 3/2+ Ξ

′∗+
c → Ξ0

cπ
+ 1.29* 0.65

Ξ
′∗+
c → Ξ+

c π
0 0.85*

Ξ
′∗0
c → Ξcπ 2.35

Ξ0
c(2645) 3/2+ Ξ

′∗0
c → Ξ+

c π
− 1.55* 0.65

Ξ
′∗0
c → Ξ0

cπ
0 0.80*

Ξ
′∗0
b → Ξbπ 0.90

Ξ0
b(5945) 3/2+ Ξ

′∗0
b → Ξ−b π

+ 0.44* 0.69

Ξ
′∗0
b → Ξ0

bπ
0 0.46*

Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξbπ 1.65

Ξ−b (5955) 3/2+ Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξ0

bπ
− 1.13* 0.79

Ξ
′∗−
b → Ξ−b π

0 0.52*

The numerical results of G̃1 and G̃2 are summarized
in Tables IX and X. As the same as the diquark model,
the coupling constants of the SHB model, g̃1 and g̃2, are
given by the spin average of G̃1 and the isospin average
of G̃2 with the parameter α ' 1.73 from the assumption
gs = 3. Their results are

(G̃c1, G̃
c
2; g̃1, g̃2) = (0.69, 0.65; 0.61, 0.05), (A7)

(G̃b1, G̃
b
2; g̃1, g̃2) = (0.63, 0.74; 0.89,−0.15), (A8)

whose values are much different from those in the diquark
model, Eqs. (48) and (49). However, the ratio |g̃1/g̃2| is
estimated to be 0.07 from the charm sector (A7) and 0.17
from the bottom sector (A8), which are similar to those
obtained from the diquark model. This result means that
the effects of the U(1)A anomaly and the SU(3) flavor
symmetry breaking, included in the g2 and g̃2 terms, from
singly bottom baryons are larger than that from singly
charmed baryons.

In Fig. 5, we show the ratios of coupling constants,
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|g2/g1| from the diquark model in Sec. III B and |g̃2/g̃1|
from the SHB model, as functions of quark-meson cou-
pling constant gs. Here, the range of gs is from 2
to 4, which corresponds to the effective u or d quark
mass of about 200 MeV < mu/d < 350 MeV using the
Goldberger-Treiman relation for quarks (Mu,d = gsfπ).
From this figure, we find that |g2/g1| becomes larger with
increasing gs for both models.

	0

	0.05

	0.1

	0.15

	0.2

	0.25

	2 	2.2 	2.4 	2.6 	2.8 	3 	3.2 	3.4 	3.6 	3.8 	4

R
a
ti
o
	g
a
 /
g
n

Quark-meson coupling const. gs

Diquark model (Q=c)
Diquark model (Q=b)
SHB model (Q=c)
SHB model (Q=b)

<latexit sha1_base64="QmSigsszS/0slErGpS0YoHrGchE="></latexit>

Diquark model (Q = c)

Diquark model (Q = b)

SHB model (Q = c)

SHB model (Q = b)

<latexit sha1_base64="0hCDl8ol9BWDe49D0Dh28U82daQ="></latexit>

Quark � meson coupling constant gs

<latexit sha1_base64="5U+wyYhRs1EQVnbk42SrFZJM2vI="></latexit> R
at

io
|g 2

/g
1
|,

|g̃ 2
/
g̃ 1

|

FIG. 5. Dependence of the coupling constant ratio from the
diquark model (|g2/g1|) and the SHB model (|g̃2/g̃1|) on the
quark-meson coupling constant gs. Q = c, b denotes the heavy
quark inside the SHBs employed as inputs.
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[77] Qi-Fang Lü and Xian-Hui Zhong, “Strong decays of the
higher excited ΛQ and ΣQ baryons,” Phys. Rev. D 101,
014017 (2020), arXiv:1910.06126 [hep-ph].

[78] Hua-Xing Chen, Er-Liang Cui, Atsushi Hosaka, Qiang
Mao, and Hui-Min Yang, “Excited Ωb baryons and fine
structure of strong interaction,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 256
(2020), arXiv:2001.02147 [hep-ph].

[79] K. Azizi, Y. Sarac, and H. Sundu, “Λb(6146)0 state
newly observed by LHCb,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 074026
(2020), arXiv:2001.04953 [hep-ph].

[80] Hui-Min Yang and Hua-Xing Chen, “P -wave bottom
baryons of the SU(3) flavor 6F ,” Phys. Rev. D 101,
114013 (2020), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 102, 079901
(2020)], arXiv:2003.07488 [hep-ph].

[81] A. J. Arifi, H. Nagahiro, A. Hosaka, and K. Tanida,
“Three-body decay of Λ∗c(2765) and determination of
its spin-parity,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 094023 (2020),
arXiv:2003.08202 [hep-ph].

[82] Hui-Min Yang, Hua-Xing Chen, and Qiang Mao,
“Identifying the Ξ0

c baryons observed by LHCb as P -
wave Ξ′c baryons,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 114009 (2020),
arXiv:2004.00531 [hep-ph].

[83] K. Azizi, Y. Sarac, and H. Sundu, “Determina-
tion of the possible quantum numbers for the newly
observed Ξb(6227)0 state,” JHEP 03, 244 (2021),
arXiv:2012.01086 [hep-ph].

[84] Ahmad Jafar Arifi, Daiki Suenaga, and Atsushi Hosaka,
“Relativistic corrections to decays of heavy baryons in
the quark model,” Phys. Rev. D 103, 094003 (2021),
arXiv:2102.03754 [hep-ph].

[85] Ahmad Jafar Arifi, Hideko Nagahiro, Atsushi Hosaka,
and Kiyoshi Tanida, “Two-Pion Emission Decay of
Roper-Like Heavy Baryons,” Few Body Syst. 62, 36
(2021).

[86] Hui-Min Yang and Hua-Xing Chen, “P -wave charmed
baryons of the SU(3) flavor 6F ,” Phys. Rev. D 104,
034037 (2021), arXiv:2106.15488 [hep-ph].

[87] Kui Gong, Hao-Yang Jing, and Ailin Zhang, “Possi-

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.094022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.094022
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0507256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.014006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0610283
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.77.074008
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.77.074008
http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.4645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.014031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3703
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.014023
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.014023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.01085
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4708-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.07967
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2017.03.006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.09071
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.09071
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.094008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.07703
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.116010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.114018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.00464
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.00464
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.116016
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.116016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.04268
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.076015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.00364
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.114024
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.04872
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6083-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.01076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.114007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.114007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.014011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.014011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.02205
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.7566/JPSCP.26.022031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.094016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.06774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.094021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.094021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10369
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.114035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.114035
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.04622
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7637-z
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7637-z
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.13575
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014017
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06126
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7824-y
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7824-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.02147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074026
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.04953
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.114013
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.114013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.07488
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.094023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.08202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.114009
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.00531
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP03(2021)244
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.01086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.094003
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.03754
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s00601-021-01625-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s00601-021-01625-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034037
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034037
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15488


15

ble assignments of highly excited Λc(2860)+, Λc(2880)+

and Λc(2940)+,” Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 467 (2021).
[88] Amee Kakadiya, Zalak Shah, Keval Gandhi, and

Ajay Kumar Rai, “Spectra and Decay Properties of
Λb and Σb Baryons,” Few Body Syst. 63, 29 (2022),
arXiv:2108.11062 [hep-ph].

[89] Jung-Min Suh and Hyun-Chul Kim, “Axial-vector tran-
sition form factors of the singly heavy baryons,” (2022),
arXiv:2204.13982 [hep-ph].

[90] H. Garcia-Tecocoatzi, A. Giachino, J. Li, A. Ramirez-
Morales, and E. Santopinto, “Strong decay widths
and mass spectra of charmed baryons,” (2022),
arXiv:2205.07049 [hep-ph].

[91] Hui-Min Yang, Hua-Xing Chen, Er-Liang Cui, and
Qiang Mao, “Identifying the Ξb(6100) as the P -wave
bottom baryon of JP = 3/2−,” Phys. Rev. D 106,
036018 (2022), arXiv:2205.07224 [hep-ph].

[92] Guo-Liang Yu, Zhen-Yu Li, Zhi-Gang Wang, Jie Lu,
and Meng Yan, “Systematic analysis of single heavy
baryons ΛQ, ΣQ and ΩQ,” (2022), arXiv:2206.08128
[hep-ph].

[93] R. L. Jaffe, “Exotica,” Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 142,
343–355 (2005).

[94] Vladimir B. Kopeliovich, “Pentaquarks in chiral soliton
models: Notes and discussion,” Phys. Part. Nucl. 37,
623–645 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0507028.

[95] Vladimir B. Kopeliovich, “Selected problems of baryons
spectroscopy: Chiral soliton versus quark mod-
els,” J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 108, 770–783 (2009),
arXiv:0812.4878 [hep-ph].

[96] Bing Chen, Deng-Xia Wang, and Ailin Zhang, “JP

Assignments of Λ+
c Baryons,” Chin. Phys. C 33, 1327–

1330 (2009), arXiv:0906.3934 [hep-ph].
[97] M Gell-Mann and M. Levy, “The axial vector current

in beta decay,” Nuovo Cim. 16, 705 (1960).
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