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Outline

• Why baryon physics?

• QCD dynamics of non-leptonic decays

• CP violation of 

• Summary

Λb → pπ
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2-body

It is a non-trivial extension 
More is different

3-body

Heavy flavor physics
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•Heavy flavor physics has achieved a great progress in 
the heavy meson systems during the past two decades.

•It established the KM mechanism for the CP violation in B 
meson decays.

•However, the studies on heavy-flavor baryons are limited. 



CP violation in baryons
• Sakharov conditions for Baryogenesis:  

1) baryon number violation 
2) C and CP violation 
3) out of thermal equilibrium 

• CPV:   SM < BAU.  => new source of CPV, NP   

• CPV well established in K, B and D mesons,                 
but CPV never established in any baryon 

• Comparison between precise prediction and measurement 
is helpful to test the SM and search for NP
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Opportunities

• LHCb is a baryon factory !!

•Precision of baryon CPV measurements has reached to the order of 1% [LHCb, PLB2018]




•CPV in some B-meson decays are as large as 10%: 




•It can be expected that CPV in b-baryons might be observed soon !!

ACP(Λ0
b → pπ−) = (−3.5 ± 1.7 ± 2.0) % , ACP(Λ0

b → pK−) = (−2.0 ± 1.3 ± 1.0) %

ACP(B0 → π+π−) = − (32 ± 4) % , ACP(B0
s → K+π−) = + (21.3 ± 1.7) %
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fΛb

fu,d
∼ 0.5Large Production:

NΛb

NB0(−)
∼ 0.5



Challenges

3. Observables
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1. QCD dynamics for non-leptonic decays
•One more energetic quark, one more hard gluon.  
Counting rule of power expansion is violated by  . 


•Why the CPV of  are so small?

αs

Λb → pπ, pK

•T-odd triple products  ,  signal in [LHCb2017]. 
Defined by kinematics, but unclear relation to the decay amplitudes.  
No way for theoretical explanations and predictions.

( ⃗p1 × ⃗p2) ⋅ ⃗p3 3σ Λb → pπππ

2. Non-perturbative inputs
•Theoretical uncertainties are dominated by the non-perturbative input 
parameters, such as the light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDA). 

See J-P Wang’s talk



Theoretical challenges
•QCD studies on baryons are limited 

•Generalized factorization [Hsiao, Geng, 2015; Liu, Geng, 2021]:  
lost of non-factorizable contributions, such as W-exchange diagrams.  


•QCDF [Zhu, Ke, Wei, 2016, 2018]: based on diquark picture, No W-exchange diagrams.


•PQCD [Lu, Wang, Zou, Ali, Kramer, 2009]: only considering the leading twists of LCDAs. 


•Currently, no complete QCD-inspired method for non-leptonic b-baryon decays
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Theoretical opportunities
•Baryons are very different from mesons!! 

•Factorization: Heavy-to-light form factor is factorizable at leading power in SCET.  
No end-point singularity! [Wei Wang, 1112.0237] Taking  as an example,


•However, the leading-power result is one order of magnitude smaller than the total one


•Leading power:     [W.Wang, 2011]


•Total form factor:         [Y.L.Shen, Y.M.Wang, 2016]


•Two hard gluons suppressed by  at the leading power.  
Compared to the soft contributions in the power corrections.  

Λb → Λ

ξΛ(0) = − 0.012

ξΛ(0) = 0.18

α2
s
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• under collinear factorization:

• Endpoint singularity: propagator  when 

• PQCD approach (based on  factorization): retain transverse momentum of parton , 

• propagator 

∼ 1/x1x2Q2 → ∞ x1,2 → 0,1

kT kT
∼ 1/(x1x2Q2 + k2

T)

PQCD approach
•PQCD successfully predicted CPV in B meson decays [Keum, H.n.Li, Sanda, 2000; C.D.Lu, Ukai, M.Z.Yang, 2000]. 
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 form factors in PQCDΛb → p
• In 2009, the form factors are two orders of magnitude smaller than LatticeQCD/experiments, 
considering only the leading twist of LCDAs of baryons. [C.D.Lu, Y.M.Wang, et al, 2009]


• In 2022, when consider contributions of high-twist LCDAs, they are consistent with LatticeQCD. 
[J.J.Han, Y.Li, H.n.Li, Y.L.Shen, Z.J.Xiao, FSY, 2022]
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2022,  form factorΛb → p

2023,  non-leptonic decayΛb → pπ

J.J.Han, Y.Li, H.n.Li, Y.L.Shen, Z.J.Xiao, FSY, 2022

J.J.Han, Y.Li, H.n.Li, Y.L.Shen, Z.J.Xiao, FSY, in preparation

第四届重味物理与QCD研讨会，2022.07.28 @ 湖南⼤学



J.J.Han, Y.Li, H.n.Li, Y.L.Shen, Z.J.Xiao, FSY, in preparation

•It can be expected that PQCD can predict CPV of b-baryons 
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Non-leptonic decays
•  are recently studied by [C.Q.Zhang, J.M.Li, M.K.Jia, Zhou Rui, 2022]Λb → Λcπ, ΛcK, ΛJ/Ψ, Λϕ

There are 200 Feynman diagrams for  , and 120 diagrams for .Λb → pπ Λb → pK



Branching fractions and CPV

BR(Λ0
b → pπ−) ACP(Λ0

b → pπ−)

•  is one parameter in the proton LCDA. Within the allowed region of , both the 
branching fraction and CPV of  can be understood. 

•Why is CPV of  so small, compared to B meson decays? 

λ1 λ1
Λb → pπ

Λb → pπ
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CPV are cancelled by S- and P-wave amplitudes
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ℳ = iūp(S + Pγ5)uΛb

aS
CP

ΔδP

ΔδS

aP
CP

•CPV of each of S- and 
P-wave contributions 
are as large as 20%.

•Strong phases of S- and 
P-wave amplitudes are 
opposite in sign.

•Large cancellation 
between S-wave and P-
wave amplitudes



CPV are cancelled by S- and P-wave amplitudes
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ℳ = iūp(S + Pγ5)uΛb aS
CP

aP
CP

•Minus sign comes from V-A current in penguin diagram.
•Non-factorizable contributions, benefitted by PQCD.



Branching fractions and CPV

BR(Λ0
b → pπ−)

•Branching fractions are more sensitive to the parameters of LCDA, compared to CPV.

•Some of theoretical uncertainties are cancelled in CPV by the ratio. 
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aS
CP aP

CP

30% 10% 15%



• Theoretical uncertainties are dominated by the baryon LCDAs.

• Limited knowledge for nucleons. VERY very limited for all the others, especially for 
HIGH TWISTs.  

• Experiments:  and  by PQCD or light-cone sum rules

• Non-perturbative methods:

eN → eN ee → pp̄, ΛΛ̄
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Prospects: LCDA

Z.F.Deng, C.Han, 
W.Wang, J.Zeng, 
J.L.Zhang, 2304.09004

Hua, et al, 2021

• LaMET and Lattice QCD • Inverse Problem



Summary and outlook
• Baryon physics is an opportunity of heavy flavor physics at 
the current stage.  

• LHCb Run3 begins collecting more data.
• We are ready to predict CPV of heavy-flavor baryon decays.
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Thank you very much!



Observables
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Light-Cone Distribution Amplitudes: Λb
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Light-Cone Distribution Amplitudes: Λb

Model-I: Gegenbauer-1

Ball, Braun, Gardi, 0804.2424, PLB 2008

Ali, Hambrock, Parkhomenko, W.Wang, 2012 

Model-II: Gegenbauer-2
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Light-Cone Distribution Amplitudes: Λb

Model-III: Exponential

Bell, Feldmann, Y.M.Wang, Yip, 1308.6114, JHEP2013

Model-IV: Free Parton
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Light-Cone Distribution Amplitudes: proton

Braun, Fries, Mahnke, Stein, 
hep-ph/0007279, NPB 2000 

23



Light-Cone Distribution Amplitudes: proton
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• LCDAs  are functions of parameters 


• The parameters  depend on 8 parameters

Vi, Ai, Ti, Si, Pi ϕ±,0
i , ψ±,0

i , ξ±,0
i

ϕ±,0
i , ψ±,0

i , ξ±,0
i

25

Braun, 2001



Light-Cone Distribution Amplitudes: proton
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Parameters of LCDAs of proton

thanks to K.S.Huang
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