arXiv:hep-ex/0310049 v1 23 Oct 2003

DOUBLY CHARMED BARYONS IN COMPASS

L. Schmitt, S. Paul, R. Kuhn TU-München, Physik-Department E18, Munich, Germany M. A. Moinester School of Physics and Astronomy, Tel Aviv University, Ramat Aviv, Israel

Abstract The search for doubly charmed baryons has been a topic for COMPASS from the beginning. Requiring however a complete spectrometer and highest possible trigger rates this measurement has been postponed. The scenario for such a measurement in the second phase of COMPASS is outlined here. First studies of triggering and simulation of the setup have been performed. New rate estimates based on recent measurements from SELEX at FNAL are presented.

1. INTRODUCTION The COMPASS collaboration was founded in 1996 to perform a number of measurements in hadron physics ranging from polarized structure functions examined with deep inelastic muon scattering to topics like light meson spectroscopy and the study of exotic hadrons [1]. After the first phase of the COMPASS experiment focusing on the contribution of gluons to the polarized structure function of the nucleon, a second phase is planned to address more topics with hadron beams. One of these topics, the search for doubly charmed baryons, is described in this report.

The quantum chromodynamics hadron spectrum includes doubly charmed baryons (DCBs): Ξ^+_{cc} (ccd), Ξ^{++}_{cc} (ccu), and Ω^+_{cc} (ccs), as well as the triply charmed Ω^{++}_{ccc} (ccc). A 1996 DCB review [2] collected information on masses, lifetimes, internal structure, production cross sections, decay modes, branching ratios, yields, and experimental requirements for optimizing the signal and minimizing the backgrounds. DCB works published since then are given in Refs. [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. The doubly and triply charmed baryons provide a new window for understanding the structure of all baryons. As pointed out by Bjorken [12], one should strive to study the triply charmed (ccc) baryon. Its excitation spectrum, including several narrow levels above the ground state, should be closer to the perturbative regime than is the case for the DCBs. The (ccq) studies are a valuable prelude to such (ccc) efforts.

Hadron structures with size scales much less than 1/Λ_{qcd} should be well described by perturbative QCD. The tightly bound color antitriplet (cc)¯_3 diquark in (ccq) may satisfy this condition. But the DCB radius may be large, if it is dominated by the low mass q orbiting the tightly bound (cc) pair. The study of such configurations and their weak decays can help to set constraints on models of quark-quark forces [13, 14]. Stong [15] emphasized how the QQq excitation spectra can be used to phenomenologically determine the QQ potential, to complement the approach taken for QQ̄ quarkonium interactions.

Savage and Wise [16] discussed the (ccq) excitation spectrum for the q degree of freedom (with the (cc) in its ground state) via the analogy to the spectrum of Q̄q mesons, where the (cc) pair plays the role of the heavy Q̄ antiquark. Fleck and Richard [13] calculated excitation spectra and other properties of (ccq) baryons for a variety of potential and bag models, which describe successfully known hadrons. In contrast to heavy mesons, the descriptions of light quark (qqq) and singly charmed (cqq) baryons are less successful. We need to better understand how the proton and other baryons are built from quarks. The investigation of the (ccq) system should help put constraints on baryon models, including light quark (qqq) and singly charmed (cqq) baryons, since the (ccq) has a quark structure intermediate between (qqq) proton and Q̄q meson structures.

In the double-charm system, there have been many predictions for the masses of the J=1/2 states and the J=3/2 hyperfine excitations [10]. Most results are consistent with expectations of a ground state mean mass around 3.6 GeV/c^2. The (cc) color antitriplet diquark has spin S=1. The spin of the third quark is either parallel (J=3/2) or anti-parallel (J=1/2) to the diquark. For (ccq), the J=1/2 states are expected to be lower than the J=3/2 states by around 80 MeV/c^2 [10, 11, 13, 17].

Bjorken [12] and also Fleck and Richard [13] suggest that internal W exchange diagrams in the Ξ^+_{cc} decay could reduce its lifetime to around 100 fs, roughly half the lifetime of the Λ^+_c . Considering possible constructive interference between the W-exchange and two c-quark decay amplitudes, it is possible that this state should have an even shorter lifetime.

We describe qualitatively the perturbative production mechanism for DCBs. One must produce two c quarks (and associated antiquarks), and they must join to a tightly bound, small size anti-triplet pair. The pair then joins a light quark to produce the final (ccq). The two c-quarks may be produced (initial state) with a range of separations and relative momenta (up to say tens of GeV/c). In the final state, if they are tightly bound in a small size (cc) pair, they should have relative momentum lower than roughly 1 GeV/c. The overlap integral between initial and final states determines the probability for the (cc)-q fusion process. Such cross sections may be smaller by as much as 10^{−2}-10^{−3} compared to single-charm production. Aoki et al. [18] reported a low statistics measurement at √ s =26 GeV/c^2 for the ratio of double to single open charm pair production, of 10^{−2}. This DD̄DD̄ to DD̄ cross section ratio was for all central and diffractive events. This high ratio is encouraging for (ccq) searches. Cross section guestimates are given in Ref. [2].

Brodsky and Vogt [19] suggested that there may be significant intrinsic charm (IC) cc̄ components in hadron wave functions, and therefore also ccc̄c̄ components. The double intrinsic charm component can lead to (ccq) production, as the (cc) pairs pre-exist in the incident hadron. Intrinsic charm (ccq) production, with its expected high X_f distribution, would therefore be especially attractive. When a double charm IC state is freed in a soft collision, the charm quarks should also have approximately the same velocity as the valence quark. Thus, coalescence into a (ccq) state is likely. Cross section guestimates are given in Ref. [2].

The semi-leptonic and non-leptonic branching ratios of (ccq) baryons were estimated by Bjorken [12] in 1986. He uses a statistical approach to assign probabilities to different decay modes. He first considers the most significant particles in a decay, those that carry baryon or strangeness number. Pions are then added according to a Poisson distribution. The Bjorken method and other approaches for charm baryon decay modes are described by Klein [20]. For the Ξ^{++}_{cc} , Bjorken [12] estimated the Λ^+_c π^+K^−π^+ final state to have 5% branching ratio; while for the Ξ^+_{cc}, he estimated the Λ^+_c π^+K^− final state to have 3% branching ratio. One expects [2] that roughly 80% of the (ccq) decays are hadronic, with as many as one-third of these leading to final states with all charged hadrons.

Recently the SELEX experiment at Fermilab has reported the first observation of the doubly charmed baryon Ξ^+_{cc} in the channel to Λ_cK^−π^+ [21]. Evidence for other states was found as well. The forward production seems to be strongly enhanced in baryon beams. Effectively, a large fraction of their observed Λ_c are daughters of doubly charm baryons [22]. This requires new mechanisms of charmor even di-charm generation. Therefore much larger yields of doubly charmed baryons could be expected at the high rate COMPASS experiment.

2. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP To measure doubly charmed baryons with the COMPASS spectrometer several modifications have to be made and some detector systems have either to be built from scratch or upgraded. This section outlines the hardware requirements for a DCB measurement.

It is foreseen to run the double charm measurement with a proton beam of 280 GeV (the maximum of the present beamline setup) and an intensity of up to 10^8 during the 5 s SPS spill every 16.8s.

Fig. 1: General setup of the COMPASS spectrometer.

2.1 Spectrometer COMPASS uses a double magnetic spectrometer with tracking, electromagnetic and hadronic calorimetry and particle identification in each section: the first stage detects low momentum particles with large angles (±180 mrad). High momentum particles are analyzed in the second part (±25 mrad) using a large lever arm and a higher magnetic field than in the first stage. In this way an angular resolution down to 10 μrad (for small scattering angles) and a transverse resolution down to 7 μm can be achieved. A schematic view of the spectrometer is given in fig. 1. For the double charm setup the gap of the first spectrometer magnet should be reduced from the present 1.72 m to 0.82 m, which is possible by removing some of the modular yoke pieces. This provides a higher field for the higher beam energy and also a smaller stray field in the tracking zones.

The tracking system is built up from a set of Large Angle Trackers (LAT) covering the outer region with lowest track density and Small Angle Trackers (SAT) for the inner regions. So-called tracking stations are distributed all over the spectrometer and consist of three different detector types staggered, each smaller one having finer granularity and rate capability and covering with some overlap a central hole in the next larger one. For the innermost part, directly in the beam, silicon detectors [23] and scintillating fibers are used. The LAT are small cell size drift chambers, straw chambers[25] and further downstream MWPC and large cell size drift chambers. The very important inner trackers between the beam region and the LAT consist of Micromegas [26] before the first magnet and GEM detectors [27] after that.

The compatibility of the tracking system with the high intensity hadron beam, however, still has to be proven. In particular the inner trackers may run at a higher risk of discharges, which could make a partial revision of the setup necessary.

Particle identification is first of all given by RICH 1. A second RICH is currently under planning and should be able to cover the high momentum part of the spectrum passing through the second magnet. It is foreseen to have a fast readout which could make particle identification at the second trigger level possible. In addition two upgraded Cherenkov counters of CEDAR type will provide particle identification in the beamline to be able to obtain clean cross section measurements.

Further downstream electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters provide the energy measurement needed to form a first level trigger based on transverse energy. Thereafter two muon filters allows to identify muons from semi-leptonic charm decays. In addition to the existing muon walls the first muon filter has to be augmented by a muon hodoscope for triggering. Only a small fraction of muons from semi-leptonic decays would reach the present muon hodoscopes put far downstream for DIS measurements.

2.2 Target Setup The target setup as described in the present simulation is shown in figure 2. Beam definition is provided as in the present setup by scintillating fibres and silicon microstrips. The beam impinges on a segmented target of in total 2% of a nuclear interaction length. It is foreseen to use different materials for the thin target plates to study the A-dependence of charm production. The segmentation allows charm hadrons to decay mostly outside the target material to allow a cleaner vertex separation.

After the target a silicon microstrip telescope is needed to allow precise vertex determination. A clear separation of primary production vertex and secondary decay vertex is the cleanest signature for a weak charm decay. As a minimum setup 16 microstrip planes arranged in four projections are foreseen. Depending on resolution, acceptance and possible stray fields a fifth station might be needed. A further consideration is the possibility to fully reconstruct semi-leptonic decays by using a densely packed decay detector right after the target as shown in figure 3. In the order of 16 planes are spaced within 2 cm along the beam and have a pitch of 10 – 15 μm. This setup would allow to see a fraction of charm tracks (mostly D-mesons) still in the detector before their decay. Both resolution and the benefit of a charm decay detector still have to be studied carefully in simulations.

After the target a scintillating fibre detector will be used to obtain the track multiplicity at the trigger level and provide precise timing for all vertex tracks.

Fig. 2: Target region as used in the simulation. Fig. 3: Charm decay detector. 16-20 planes are spaced by 2 mm and have a pitch of 10 – 15 μm.

In COMPASS no precision vertex detector is present yet. The design of this detector has to fulfill a number of strict requirements:

• The detector has to stand fluences up to 5 × 10^{14} particles/cm^2.

• The spatial resolution in beam direction should be better than 100 μm to provide sufficient resolving power for charm decay vertices.

• Finally, at the very high particle rates foreseen a good timing resolution is needed to recognize interaction pileup and disentangle multiple beam tracks.

It is foreseen to make use of the Lazarus effect [24] by operating silicon detectors at cryogenic temperatures so that they can survive larger fluences.

During the process of detector optimization we have to investigate the design of a monolithic target-vertex-cryostat, determine the best pitch size and determine the effects of a larger lever arm vs. acceptance and mechanical design.

Finally the readout has to run at a speed of up to 100 kHz. ADCs are needed to obtain better space resolution, a good timing of the signal and discrimination of secondary interactions.

3. TRIGGER SCENARIO One of the most important problems to solve is to reduce the vast number of inelastic interactions to the interesting ones showing signatures for charm hadron decays. This is discussed in this section.

The starting point are 2 × 10^6 interactions per SPS spill. The first level trigger has to reduce this to a rate of not more than 100 kHz, i.e. by at least a factor 4. Due to the constraints of the readout system of existing detectors per event 1 μs is available for the trigger decision at this level.

Three types of triggers can be envisaged at this trigger level, of which a combination should be able to reach the desired rejection level at a reasonable efficiency:

• Requiring simple charged track multiplicities bigger than 4 is a safe cut, in particular when searching for double charm. This removes a large part of the diffractive inelastic reactions and all elastic ones.

• A large transverse energy detectable by the calorimeters can indicate charm decays. • A rather high fraction (up to 17%) of D-mesons decay semi-leptonically, mostly producing a muon. This can be selected by the muon filters of the spectrometer.

These trigger types shall be discussed in the following.

The rate coming from the first level trigger is still far too high to be written to mass storage. Therefore a second and/or third trigger level is required. The features exploited at these further levels are described below:

• Hit multiplicity, suppression of secondary interactions and a possible multiplicity jump in the vertex detector can be already performed in an intelligent detector frontend.

• Track prototypes can be formed within a super ROB, a particularly powerful readout buffer computer which reads the entire vertex detector. With these track angles, track multiplicity and possibly high track impacts can be investigated.

• Vertex reconstruction needs the power of a third level trigger farm with many CPUs or high power co-processor cards for the super ROB. Here vertices can be searched and separated production and decay vertices can be identified.

• Finally particle identification can be performed from the information of the RICH detectors and secondary vertices of hyperons and strange mesons can be tagged.

The final rate should be in the order of 10–20,000 triggers per spill.

3.1 Transverse Energy The high charm quark mass of around 1.5 GeV opens up a large number of decay channels. At the same time the Q-value of the decay is large and therefore also the transverse momenta of the decay products. Enriching events with high p_T tracks will therefore also enhance charm decays. Experiments E791 and E831 already used this type of cut successfully. Typical values are 3 to 5 GeV reducing the number of triggers by a factor of 3 to 5 at efficiencies between 70 and 55 %. The simulation of doubly charmed baryons shows an even higher transverse energy due to the two charm quarks and rather long decay chains. Figures 4 and 5 illustrate this trigger.

3.2 Multiplicities and Muon Trigger Due to the large Q-value of the double charm decay and the long decay chains the charged track multiplicity is very high. For example looking at the decay Ξ^+_{cc} → Λ_cK^−π^+ with some associated D-mesons basically no events with less than 10 charged tracks are seen. A simple cut of at least 4 tracks would already cut down the events by half with 100% charm efficiency. Higher reduction factors at still very high double charm efficiencies can be reached. Technically this trigger would be implemented by means of a fast scintillating fibre detector at the end of the vertex region. Multiplicities of double charm events and minimum bias events are compared in figures 6 a) and b).

Fig. 4: Distribution of transverse energy of minimum bias events and double charm events.

Fig. 5: ET -cut efficiency. Shown are curves for minimum bias and double charm. Intersections for a background reduction to 20% and 30% are drawn.

a) Multiplicities from double charm b) Multiplicities from minimum bias

Fig. 6: Multiplicities for all generated events, events passing a first level trigger consisting of a multiplicity cut plus a minimum transverse energy and events requiring a reconstructible secondary vertex are compared.

Another clean signature is the production of muons in semi-leptonic decays of charm mesons. The branching ratios are

BR(D^0 → μX) = 7% , and BR(D^+ → μX) = 10%

whereas background from pion and kaon decays is small due to their much longer lifetimes compared to the charm mesons. Therefore a reduction factor of 30 from σ_{tot} can be reached at an efficiency which is basically equivalent to the semi-leptonic branching ratio. In addition background can be further reduced by requiring a minimum transverse momentum of the muon.

3.3 Online Filter Coming to an acceptable data rate requires online filtering of the events. In the present COMPASS DAQ system with its 12 (to max. 16) eventbuilder computers (with 2 processors each) there is little room for complicated tasks, since at 40 kHz only 2-3 ms are available to process one event. Therefore other, additional or alternative ways of filtering and data processing have to be implemented. The various possible options shall be briefly discussed here.

A very resource efficient first approach is to improve the frontend electronics of detectors relevant to further trigger decisions with more processing power by means of fast Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA) chips. This allows the preprocessing of data at an early stage saving CPU power on the actual filtering stage for mostly physics oriented data treatment. Possible tasks for frontend preprocessing are:

• Correlation and cut on the signal time;

• Data reduction by forming clusters from adjacent channels including time cuts and amplitude weighting;

• Determination of hit multiplicities;

• Rejection of secondary interactions by means of a second threshold for too large signals.

As a second level trigger a special readout buffer computer (Super ROB) could be developed for the vertex detector. A large part of physically relevant data arrives at this single computer and equipping it with extra CPU power (4–8 CPUs) and moreover powerful DSP or FPGA co-processor cards can yield a high selectivity based on simple criteria. Mainly the forming of track prototypes can be performed here from which selections on

• track multiplicities, • track angles (partly correlated to transverse momenta), • a preliminary interaction vertex and • high track impact parameters can be derived easily. This can be nicely embedded in the COMPASS DAQ system by also making this special machine the event distribution manager which directs the data flow from ROB computers to eventbuilders. A large fraction of events would be simply flagged by the EDM after processing on the Super ROB to be discarded on all other ROBs.

The final filtering of events can be done in a dedicated filter farm consisting of densely packed CPUs, either as flat rack servers or better server blades with CPUs with low power consumption in racks with high integration and built-in network, power and cooling infrastructure. These systems can attack complicated filtering tasks like

• Secondary vertex reconstruction;

• Tagging of daughter decays (hyperons, K^0_s , D-mesons); • Reconstruction of RICH rings.

In a system with 300–600 CPUs processing time of up to 25–50 ms per event is available.

Fig. 7: Improved DAQ system for the second phase of COMPASS.

An alternative approach can be the implementation of a more homogeneous system of networked compute nodes which in a first layer address directly buffered detector data and then pass on data to further levels [28]. This approach in its full reach can even accomplish a readout system without dedicated hardware trigger signals, which samples data at a constant frequency and performs data reduction, feature extraction and filtering in parallel as the data is transported and combined. This however puts also strong requirements on the frontends which actively have to perform hit-detection and data reduction already before transferring any data. Although this might not be fully realizable in COMPASS the compute node network can be a cost effective alternative to an expensive CPU farm.

4. SIMULATIONS In preparation for the COMPASS Future Workshop in September 2002 a number of simulation studies have been performed. Their results are summarized here. Further studies to address a number of open questions are under way.

Fig. 8: Schematic decay chain of the Ξ^+_{cc} in the SELEX channel.

The first set of simulations of doubly charmed baryons in COMPASS was based on the decay channel Ξ^+_{cc} → Λ_cK^−π^+ observed by SELEX at FNAL [21]. Together with the baryon two anti- D−mesons are generated. The production parameters are assumed to follow

σ ∼ (1 − x_F )^3 σ ∼ exp(−1.2p^2_T ) .

The remaining energy is given to the Fritiof event generator to add further light hadrons.

For the detector simulation COMGEANT, a Monte Carlo program based on GEANT 3.14 is used. The detector geometry used here is from the first spectrometer magnet SM1 onwards identical to the present DIS setup. The target area before this magnet was already shown in figure 2 but there is further room for optimization. Currently only fieldmaps for magnet gaps of 1.72 m and 1.32 m are available. However a more favorable gap of 82 cm should be studied in the near future. The following assumptions and cuts are implied in this simulation study.

• The doubly charmed baryon was simulated with a lifetime of 25 fs corresponding to a value as favored by the SELEX observations.

• The main cuts in GEANT were set to 100 MeV for faster processing.

• There was no detailed simulation of the RICH, only momentum thresholds for the various particles were applied. Positive identification of all kaons and protons was required.

• Any secondary charm vertex was required to be outside the target material to be reconstructible. The following sections illustrate the results of these simulations.

4.1 Acceptance and Resolution The overall geometrical acceptance and tracking capability of the simulated setup was found to be 5%. Detector efficiencies were not yet applied, but the present reconstruction program CORAL was used.

The mass resolution for the reconstructed Λ_c was found to be 8 MeV whereas the resolution of Ξ_{cc} turned out to be 13 MeV as shown in figure 9.

a) σ(Λc) = 8 MeV b) σ(Ξcc) = 13 MeV

Fig. 9: Mass resolutions of Λc and Ξcc after reconstruction.

4.2 Momenta and Track Efficiencies Figure 10 summarizes the distribution of momenta of the various particles simulated in the Ξ_{cc} events. It is notable, that only very few particles reach momenta above 40 GeV/c. This underlines the importance of the first spectrometer magnet. Presently a relatively poor average momentum resolution of 2% in this region is found indicating that a reduced gap of SM1 leading to a higher field would be beneficial. Figure 11 shows that for particles above 5 GeV/c a reasonable tracking efficiency above 80% can be reached with the present setup.

Fig. 10: Distribution of momenta of particles arising form the Ξcc decay.

Fig. 11: Tracking efficiency vs. momentum for the present setup.

4.3 Trigger Efficiencies Finally it was also possible to derive in a simplified way estimates for trigger efficiencies from the simulations. Note however, that in the following exclusive double charm events are only compared to events generated by Fritiof as a kind of minimum bias hadronic background. A large part of the total cross section constituted by elastic and diffractive scattering events are not treated here. They should be strongly suppressed by a hard multiplicity cut.

Trigger type Ratio Charm/Fritiof Muon trigger (p(μ) > 2 GeV/c) 29.5% / 11.7% Multiplicity trigger 100% / 85% (more than 10 charged tracks) 1st level trigger 57.7% / 20 % (Multiplicity ∧ ((E_T > 5.8GeV) ∨ (E_T > 3GeV ∧ μ))) 2nd level trigger 41.5% / 4.6% (some vertex activity)

These values show that already in comparison to the relatively hard spectrum of products from Fritiof the discussed trigger scenario would work, i.e. provide a sufficient reduction at the first trigger level and good selectivity at the second.

In addition figure 12 shows the absolute x_F -acceptance of reconstruction and triggers and figure 13 the efficiency distribution normalized to all generated events. Here also the effect of RICH cuts was included. These cuts are based simply on acceptance and momentum cuts according to the operating thresholds of the employed RICH detectors. It turns out that the second RICH detector does not contribute a lot, mostly due to the fact, that the fraction of tracks with momenta above 40 GeV/c is rather low. Nevertheless the high momentum part is of particular interest for the highly forward produced subsample which is of biggest relevance in the comparison with the SELEX results. In any case RICH cuts in the end would clean up the data substantially and reduce ambiguous interpretations.

The figures show as well that a reasonable reconstruction efficiency is reached already at x_F > −0.1.

Fig. 12: Accepted events vs. xF for the various steps in the triggering process. In addition the effect of RICH cuts based on simple acceptance and momentum thresholds are shown.

Fig. 13: Reconstruction and trigger efficiencies normalized to all simulated events.

5. RATE ESTIMATES From the conducted simulations rate estimates can be obtained. Further input are the nominal beam rate of up to 10^8 protons per spill and the assumed target with a thickness of 2% of an interaction length. This leads to a total of 10^{12} interactions in a run of 100 effective days which corresponds to an integrated luminosity of ∫ L = 25 pb^{−1}, based on a total cross section of 40 mb per nucleon.

The SELEX observations ([22, 29]) point to an unexpectedly large fraction of double charm production: From roughly 1600 reconstructed Λ_c they obtain about 50 doubly charmed baryons. If one then takes into account all cuts and branching ratios of the observed channels one comes to the conclusion that about half of all Λ_c in fact come from doubly charmed baryons. Assuming therefore a double charm production cross section in the order of the singly charmed baryon production cross section of about 2 μb (c.f. results from WA89 [30] at a similar energy as COMPASS) this would mean for COMPASS, that 50 million doubly charmed baryons would be produced.

Taking now into account the results of the simulation (acceptance × reconstruction × trigger × RICH= 0.8% as from figure 12) and estimates for branching ratios (BR(CCQ) × BR(CQQ) = 30% × 20% = 6%) and assuming an additional factor for the overall detection and vertexing efficiency of 40 to 70% one arrives at 10000 to 17000 reconstructed doubly charmed baryons. Here BR(CCQ) already includes an estimated sum of all measurable CCQ channels, not only the simulated channel Ξ^+_{cc} → Λ_cK^−π^+ and BR(CQQ) denotes the fraction of reconstructible daughter baryon decays. This result is quite remarkable aside of the simple numbers in the sense that this would bring the highly interesting field of CCQ spectroscopy into reach.

But even a more conservative cross section estimate along the lines of σ(CCQ) ∼ σ_{tot} ×(10^{−3})^2, i.e. a factor 10^{−3} down from charm production giving in the order of 10 nb would correspond still to 250000 produced or 100 to 170 reconstructed doubly charmed baryons. This number nevertheless would constitute a solid observation.

6. CONCLUSIONS In this report the hardware requirements for the measurement of doubly charmed baryons in COMPASS were outlined and the results of first simulations were presented. It was shown, that sufficient suppression factors for the first trigger level could be reached by a combination of multiplicity and transverse energy cuts enhanced by identifying muons from semi-leptonic decays. Based on these results rate estimates for a COMPASS measurement were obtained. With the exiting SELEX observations in view doubly charmed baryons could be produced so abundantly, that CCQ-spectroscopy would be in reach for COMPASS.

Simultaneously to the search for doubly charmed baryons valuable high statistics data on singly charm baryons can be obtained. Here one has to choose between a single charm measurement with double charm as bonus or a strict orientation of setup and triggers toward double charm. This choice is essentially determined by data rates and the desired selectivity.

However there is still a lot of work to be done. An optimized setup has to be found for the vertex detector, the spectrometer layout and the trigger detectors. In particular there is substantial design work needed for the vertex detector. Further simulation studies of trigger efficiencies and reduction factors are needed. It would be interesting to obtain a better handle on the rejection of minimum bias events from real hadron beam data. Then the best filter algorithm has to be found and coded. Further question marks lie in lifetimes, cross sections and production mechanisms of doubly charmed baryons.

References [1] The COMPASS Collaboration, COMPASS proposal, CERN /SPSLC 96-14, SPSC/P297 (Geneva, March 1996); CERN/SPSLC 96-30 (Geneva, May 1996). WWW: http://wwwcompass.cern.ch/

[2] M. A. Moinester, How to Search for Doubly Charmed Baryons and Tetraquarks, Z. Phys. A 355, 349 (1996), and references therein;

http://link.springer.de/link/service/journals/00218/bibs/6355004/63550349.htm

[3] V.V.Kiselev, A.K.Likhoded, O.N.Pakhomova, V.A.Saleev Phys.Rev. D 66 (2002) 034030;

V. V. Kiselev and A. K. Likhoded, hep-ph/0103169;

A. V. Berezhnoi, V. V. Kiselev, A. K. Likhoded and A. I. Onishchenko, Phys. Rev. D 57, 4385 (1998); V. V. Kiselev, A. K. Likhoded, hep-ph/0208231; V V. Kiselev, A K. Likhoded, A I. Onishchenko, Phys. Rev. D 60, 014007 (1999);

S. S. Gershtein, V. V. Kiselev, A. K. Likhoded, A. I. Onishchenko, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 054021;

Heavy Ion Phys. 9 (1999) 133; Phys. Atom. Nucl. 63 (2000) 274; hep-ph/9811212; Mod. Phys. Lett. A 14 (1999) 135.

[4] D. Ebert, R. N. Faustov, V. O. Galkin, A. P. Martynenko, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 014008 [5] D.A.Gunter, V.A.Saleev, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 034006; Phys. Atom. Nucl. 65 (2002) 299 [6] A.I.Onishchenko, hep-ph/0006295, hep-ph/0006271; A.K. Likhoded, A.I. Onishchenko, hep-ph/9912425 [7] B. Guberina, B. Melic, H. Stefancic, Eur. Phys. J. C 9 (1999) 213, Eur.Phys.J.C 13 (2000) 551, hep-ph/9911241 [8] D. A. Gunter, V. A. Saleev, Phys. Rev. D 64, 034006 (2001) [9] C. Itoh, T. Minamikawa, K. Miura, T. Watanabe, Phys. Rev. D 61, 057502 (2000). [10] K. Anikeev et al., B Physics at the Tevatron, hep-ph/0201071, see pp 499-508 and references 111-124.

[11] I.M. Narodetskii, M.A. Trusov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 65 (2002) 917, hep-ph/0209044, hep-ph/0204320 [12] J. D. Bjorken, FERMILAB-CONF-85/69, Is the ccc a New Deal for Baryon Spectroscopy?, Int.

Conf. on Hadron Spectroscopy, College Park, MD, Apr. 1985;

Unpublished Draft, Estimates of Decay Branching Ratios for Hadrons Containing Charm and Bottom Quarks, July 22, 1986;

Unpublished Draft, Masses of Charm and Strange Baryons, Aug. 13, 1986.

[13] S. Fleck, J. M. Richard, Prog. Theor. Phys. 82 (1989) 760; J.M. Richard, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl.

50 (1996) 147; J. M. Richard, Nucl.Phys. A 689 (2001) 235 [14] J. L. Rosner, Comments in Nucl. Part. Phys. 21 (1995) 369, hep-ph/9501291. [15] M. L. Stong, hep-ph/9505217; M. A. Doncheski et al., Phys. Rev. D 53 (1996) 1247. [16] M. J. Savage, M. B. Wise, Phys. Lett B 248 (1990) 177.

[17] D.B. Lichtenberg, R. Roncaglia, E. Predazzi, Phys. Rev. D 53 (1996) 6678; D.B. Lichtenberg, R.

Roncaglia, Phys. Lett. B 358 (1995) 106.

[18] S. Aoki et al., CERN WA75 collaboration, Phys. Lett. B 187 (1987) 185. [19] R. Vogt, S.J. Brodsky, Nucl. Phys. B 478 (1996) 311; Phys. Lett. B 349 (1995) 569. [20] S. R. Klein, Int. Jour. Mod. Phys. A 5 (1990) 1457.

[21] M. Mattson et al., [SELEX Collaboration], First Observation of the Doubly Charmed Baryon Ξ^+_{cc}, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2002) 112001 [22] J.S. Russ et al., [SELEX Collaboration], First Observation of a Family of Double Charm Baryons, Proceedings of 31st International Conference on High Energy Physics (ICHEP 2002), Amsterdam, The Netherlands, July 2002, hep-ex/0209075.

M. Moinester et al., [SELEX Collaboration], First Observation of Doubly Charmed Baryons, Proceedings of ”Symmetries and Spin” workshop, Prague, July 2002, hep-ex/0212029

[23] H. Angerer et al., Present Status Of Silicon Detectors in COMPASS, Proceedings of the 9th European Symposium on Semiconductor Detectors, Schloss Elmau, June 23 - 27, 2002, to appear in Nucl. Instr. and Meth. in Phys. Res. A

[24] RD39 Collaboration, Charge Collection Efficiency of Irradiated Silicon Detectors Operated at Cryogenic Temperatures, Nucl. Instr. and Meth. in Phys. Res. A, 440, 2000, 5–16. G.Ruggiero et al., Silicon detectors irradiated in situ at cryogenic temperatures, Nucl. Instr. and Meth. in Phys. Res. A, 476, 2002, 583–587.

[25] V.N. Bychkov et al., Construction and Manufacture of Large Size Straw-Chambers of the COM- PASS Spectrometer Tracking System, Particles and Nuclei Letters, 2 (111) June 2002

[26] Y. Giomataris et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods A376, 29 (1996); Y. Giomataris, Development of fast gaseous detector ”Micromegas”, DAPNIA-98-01, presentation at WCC’98, Vienna, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A419, 239-250 (1998)

[27] F. Sauli et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods A386, 531 (1997); F. Sauli, Gas detectors: Recent developments and future perspectives, CERN-EP/98-51, invited opening presentation at WCC’98, Vienna, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A419, 189-201 (1998)

[28] L. Schmitt et al., S-DAQ - A High Rate Sampling Data Acquisition System, COMPASS Note 2002- 13, CERN, December 2002, WWW: http://wwwcompass.cern.ch/compass/notes/2002-13/2002-13.pdf

[29] P. Cooper, Double Charmed Baryons in SELEX, these proceedings, and Future Physics at COMPASS, CERN Workshop, Sept. 2002, http://compass-cw2002.web.cern.ch/compass-cw2002/programme.htm

[30] M. I. Adamovich et al. (WA89 Collaboration), Determination of the total c anti-c production cross section in 340-GeV/c Sigma- nucleus interactions, Eur. Phys. J. C13 (2000) 247.