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Abstract

We describe the meson-meson data for the (IJ7¢ = 00%) wave at 280 < /s < 1900
MeV in two approaches: (i) the K-matrix approach and (ii) the dispersion relation D-
matrix method. With a good description of low energy data (at 280 < /s < 900 MeV) as
well as the data of two-meson transition amplitudes and antiproton-proton annihilation
into three pseudoscalar meson states (at 450 < /s < 1950 MeV) we have found the
positions of the resonance poles: (i) for the o meson pole: M, = (390 £ 35) — (235 4+ 50)
MeV; (ii) two poles for the fy(980), on the second sheet (under the 77w cut): M; =
(1011 £ 5) — (35 £ 5) MeV, and on the third sheet (under the 77 and KK cuts), M =
(1035 & 50) — (460 & 50) MeV; for the fo(1370) meson, M = (1285 & 30) — (160 % 20)
MeV; for the f(1500) meson, M = (1488 £ 4) — i(53 = 5) MeV; for the f,(1790) meson,
M = (1775 £+ 25) — (140 + 15) MeV and for the broad state f,(1200 — 1600) M =
(1540 £ 120) — (550 = 70) MeV. Our estimation of the scalar-isoscalar scattering length
obtained under different parameterizations and assumptions about the quality of low
energy w7 scattering data is aj = (0.215 £ 0.040)p, L. We also discuss the idea according
to which the o-meson could be a remnant of the confinement singularity, 1/s2, in a white
channel.

1 Introduction

In spite of lengthy and persistent investigations, at present we have no firm determination for
the mass of the ¢ meson - the resonance in the 280-900 MeV region. This resonance reveals
itself in the 77 channel as a pole in the complex-M plane, in the (IJF¢ = 00**) partial
wave. Numerous calculations produced mass values distributed over all the low-energy interval
Vs = M < 900 MeV, with various widths from 200 MeV up to 1000 MeV. Such a situation
emerged in the nineties [I]. The results of the latest analyses are clustered in a smaller mass
region 400-600 MeV: see, for example, [2] (5521%55) —i(232723) MeV and [3] (484417) —i(255+10)
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MeV) and the review of Bugg [4] 472430 — i(271£30) MeV. The solution of the Roy equation
at low energies produced a smaller mass 44173 MeV — i(27217;) MeV [5].

We see three sources for emerging uncertainties in the analyses of the m7m amplitude near
the threshold:
(i) a not sufficiently good determination of the 00"+ amplitude above M = 900 MeV,
(ii) uncertainties in the definition of the left-hand cut in the 77 amplitude and
(iii) uncertainties in low-energy mm — 77 data.
In the present paper we analyzed in detail all these sources of uncertainties. The examples
considered in the paper demonstrate that the results obtained for the low-energy amplitude
depend strongly on the assumptions made in the analysis.

The meson spectra in the (00*") wave were fitted by our group using the K-matrix technique
[6], [7, [8]. This technique provides us with an opportunity to fit simultaneously several reactions
(such as 7w, KK, nn, etc), taking into account correctly analytical properties and unitarity
in all investigated amplitudes. This way we have determined the resonance structure of the
scalar-isoscalar wave at 500 < /s < 1950 MeV; our results were summarized in [9].

However, in the K-matrix amplitude the left-hand cut owing to crossing channels is deter-
mined ambiguously (note that ¢ and u channel meson exchanges depend on couplings and form
factors, which are not well known). The impossibility to write down precisely the contributions
of left-hand cuts leads to a freedom in the interpretation of the mm — 7m amplitude in the
Vs < 500 MeV region. In our K-matrix analyses [6 7, 8] of the isoscalar scalar wave we
modeled the contribution from the left-hand cut at s < 0 by introducing several poles in this
region with fitted parameters. Describing this partial amplitude in the region 280 < /s < 1900
MeV, we usually did not observe a pole which could be interpreted as the o-meson. However,
in some solutions (not the best ones) such a pole appeared.

Having this background, we fitted in [10] the amplitude 00" in the region 280 < /s < 900
MeV separately in the framework of the dispersion relation approach sewing the N/D-solution
with the K-matrix one at 450 < /s < 900 MeV. As a result, the best fit, accounting for the
left-hand cut contribution (it was a fitting function), contained the o-meson pole at M, =
(430 + 150) — (320 & 130) MeV [10].

One can think that the ambiguity problem may be solved with the help of the investigation
of the 7w scattering in all three (u,d, s) channels (see [11] and references therein). However,
this procedure requires the analytical continuation of the pole terms into regions being rather
far from the pole mass. This supposes the knowledge not only of both resonance form factors
and the energy dependence of resonance widths. The high spin states lead to the divergence in
crossing channels. It is only the summing over all sets of states that resolves these divergences
resulting finally in the Regge behavior and therefore, requires model-dependent calculations.

The K-matrix analysis [0, [7, 8], being performed at a distance from the left-hand cut, gives
masses and full widths of resonances (i.e. the position of poles) as well as the residues of the
poles, namely, couplings of resonances to different channels. These couplings are factorized;
this is a criterium for dealing just with a particle, though unstable. Besides, the coupling
interrelations allow one to define the quark content of a particle, provided this is a ¢g state.
This way the states found in the K-matrix analysis can be classified as ¢¢ nonets. The K-
matrix analysis determines two nonets and one extra state in the 600-2000 MeV region. One
of the possible classifications is given in [9]:

[£0(980), fo(1300)]u1,  [fo(1500), fo(1750)]ms
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Figure 1: Complex-M plane for the (IJF¢ = 00*+) mesons [9]. The dashed line encircles
the part of the plane where the K-matrix analysis [7] reconstructs the analytical K-matrix
amplitude: in this area the poles corresponding to resonances f,(980), fo(1300), fo(1500),
fo(1750) and the broad state fy(1200 — 1600) are located. Beyond this area, in the low-mass
region, the pole of the light o-meson is located (shown by the point the position of pole, M =
(430—1i320) MeV, corresponds to the result of N/D analysis ; the crossed bars stand for o-meson
pole found in [I0]). In the high-mass region one has resonances f,(2030), fo(2100), fo(2340),
see [18]. Solid lines stand for the cuts related to the thresholds wr, 7wrm, KK, nn,nn' .

where n = 1,2 are the radial quantum numbers. Here the broad state fy(1200 — 1600) and
the o-meson are superfluous for the ¢¢ nonet classification. The position of resonances in the
IJP€=00"* wave is shown in Fig. [

In this classification the broad state f,(1200 — 1600) is a glueball descendant [12] 13]. Due
to another classification the broad f;(1200—1600) state belongs to the first nonet and the extra
state is fo(1300). Both these states are flavor blind and one of them is superfluous for the ¢g
systematics. The f3(1200 — 1600) state acquired a large width because of the accumulation
of widths of neighboring states: in nuclear physics such a phenomenon had been studied in
[14], 15, [16], in meson physics in [17].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we provide formulae used in the K-matrix and
D-matrix approaches. In Section 3 we discuss an idea of the confinement singularity 1/s%. Such
a singularity in the t-channel (1/t?) corresponds to the linear rising potential which describes
meson spectra in ¢g [19], bb [20] and c¢ [21] channels and gives correct values for the partial
widths of radiative and hadronic decays of confined ¢q states [22]. Although this singularity is
expected to be in the color octet state, it can have also a color singlet component and appear
in the s-channel. The K-matrix and D-matrix analyses of the 007+ wave in the energy interval
280 < /s < 1900 MeV are presented in Section 4. In the Conclusion we summarize the results
concentrating on the low-energy region.

Some clarifying points are made in the Appendices. In Appendix A the dynamical mech-
anism of the singularity 1/s* in the ¢q¢ — ¢¢ amplitude is discussed. A simple description
of the low energy 77 scattering (270 < /s < 900 MeV) in terms of the dispersion relation
approach which allows to incorporate easily the singularity 1/s? into the analytic and unitary



amplitudes is given in Appendix B. In Appendix C we present the unitary 77 scattering in the
threshold regions taking into account the mass differences of the 7*7~ and 7%7° systems which
are essential for the extraction of aj.

2 The K-Matrix and D-Matrix Techniques

Here we discuss the analytic properties of amplitudes restored in terms of the K-matrix and
D-matrix techniques.
2.1 The K-matrix approach

For the S-wave interaction in the isoscalar sector we use, as previously [7], the 5-channel K-
matrix:

(@) (@) 1GeV? + 5 —
KOO — o 9 + ; 0 A 1
o (5) (%:Mc%—s Jao s + So S+ Sa0 (1)

where K1/ is a 5x5 matrix (a,b = 1,2,3,4,5), with the following notations for meson states:
1 =7m 2= KK, 3=, 4 =mny and 5 = multimeson states (four-pion state mainly at
V5 < 1.6 GeV). The g\ are coupling constants of the bare state a to meson channels; the
parameters f,; and sy describe the smooth part of the K-matrix elements (so > 1.5 GeV?).
The factor (s —s4)/(s+ sa0), where s4 ~ (0.1 —0.5)m2, describes Adler’s zero in the two-pion
channel. However, in the K-matrix analysis we introduced this factor also in other channels to
suppress the effect of the left-hand side false kinematic singularities in the K-matrix amplitude.
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Figure 2: Graphical representation of the spectral integral equation for the K-matrix amplitude.

2.1.1 Spectral integral equation for the K-matrix amplitude

Discussing meson-meson scattering and production amplitudes, we use the dispersion relation
(or spectral integral) technique. In terms of this technique we write for the K-matrix amplitude
a spectral integral equation which is an analog of the Bethe-Salpeter equation [23] for the
Feynman technique. The spectral integral equation for the transition amplitude from the
channel a to channel b is presented graphically in Fig. 2l and reads:

Aus) = [ B A0 k() + Kl @)

s —s—i0"

Here p;(s’) is the diagonal matrix of the phase volumes, A,;(s, s') is the off-shell amplitude and
K (s, ") is the off-shell elementary interaction. Let us remind that in the dispersion relation
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technique, just as in quantum mechanics, there is no energy conservation for the intermediate
states. For more details see [9], Chapter 3.

The standard way of the transformation of eq. (2]) into the K-matrix form is the extraction
of the imaginary and principal parts of the integral. The principal part has no singularities
in the physical region and can be omitted (or taken into account by a re-normalization of the
K-matrix parameters):

ds' Agi(s,s , , ds' Agj(s,s) , , ,
[ & A (k) = P [ B A (K8 iy (s )5 o)

= iAg;(s,8)pi(s) Kjp(s) (3)

For the amplitude A, (s) one obtains the standard K-matrix expression which in the matrix
form reads:

A=AipKk +K, or A=K(I—-ipK)™, (4)

The factor (I —iﬁf{ )~! describes the rescattering of mesons, it is inherent not only in two-meson
transition amplitudes but in production amplitudes as well. The P-vector method describes the
production of particles in cases when an initial interaction should be taken into account only
once, for example, for the production of mesons from the v+ collision or from proton-antiproton
annihilation:

Awlpp) = Py (1 —ipK)™] (5)
Elements of the vector P; have a form similar to the K-matrix elements, eq. ():

(o)
B=% 14 ““"J (6)

The first term in eq.(@]) refers to the production of resonances; the second one, F}, to a non-
resonant production.

The standard form of the two-particle phase volume is

- ws_<mla+m2a>2><s—<mm—mza>2> 0=1,23.4 (7)

pa(samlaamZa 2 )
S

where my, and mo, are masses of the final particles. In the case of different masses this

expression includes the term \/ s — (Mm1q — Mae)? which in the K-matrix approach can be a
source of false kinematic singularities on the first (physical) sheet: the loop diagram amplitude,
B(s), does not contain this type of singularities. Such a cancelation can be taken into account
effectively by replacing the nn’ phase volume:

Ws — (1 + m20)?)(5 = (10 = m20)?) V — (1 + my,)?

52 s

(8)

For the restoration of the amplitude we need to take into account not only the cuts related to
threshold singularities of the stable particles but non-stable ones as well. In the 00T *-amplitude
the four-pion state gives cuts related to 77 (at the real s-axis, v/s = 4m,;) and in the complex-
s plane related to the production of vector and scalar particles: wmp (at /s = 2m, + m, with
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a complex mass m,), pp (at /s = 2m,) and fofy. Let us write the phase space factor for the
pp-state which contains 47, 7mp and pp threshold singularities:

(\/5—2mw)2ds (\/E—x/ﬁfds
P47r($) = / — / 34G22n(8a S12, 534) P(S, vV S12, \/834) X

™

4m2 T 4m2
G2(812)(S12—4m7%)P(812,mmmw) G2(834) (834 - 4m72r)p(8347m7r7m7r) (9)
(812 — M32)* + (M,T",)? (830 — M2)? + (M,T,)?

The form factors Gi,(s, s12,834), G(s12)(812), G(s34) are introduced into (@) to provide the
convergency of the integrals. This phase volume describes production of pp in the S-wave and
P-wave production of pions in the p-meson decays. Being near a pole, hadronic production
cuts split this pole into several ones located on different sheets of the complex-s plane.

2.2 The D-matrix approach

The considered above approaches allow us to distinguish between “bare” and “dressed” parti-
cles: due to meson rescattering the bare particles, with poles on the real-s axis, are transformed
into particles dressed by “coats” of meson states. In the K-matrix approach we deal with a
“coat” formed by real particles — the contribution of virtual ones is included in the principal
part of the loop diagram, B(s), and is taken into account effectively by the re-normalization of
mass and couplings.

In the dispersion relation D-matrix approach one can take into account the “coat” of virtual
mesons. The D-matrix amplitudes describe transitions of bare states.

Let us consider the block D, which describes a transition between the bare state a (but
without the propagator of this state) and the bare state 5 (with the propagator of this state
included). For such a block one can write the following equation:

Dag = Day > Bl + das (10)
J

Or, in the matrix form:
D=DBd+d D=d(I-Bd)™ (11)
Here the d is a diagonal matrix of the propagators:

1 1 1
M5 MEZ—s T ME—s

d = diag < Ri,R; .. ) (12)

where R, are propagators for non-resonant transitions (discussed below), and the elements of
the B-matrix are equal to:

. ' ds’ gR(a)p_(S/’ml_’m?)g'L(ﬁ)
BO‘B:ZBZMB:Z/7 J J J 1727 . (13)
J J

s’ —s—10

The gf(o‘) and gf(a) are right and left vertices for a transition from the bare state o to the
channel j. For the pole terms there is a clear factorization:

Re) _ L(@) _ (a) (14)



However, non-resonant terms do not provide such a factorization. A solution of this problem
is to introduce for non-resonant transitions a separate propagator and vertices from every initial
state i. Moreover, for the description of the non-resonant terms between different initial and
final states a second propagator with permutated left and right vertices is needed. In this
case the propagator index provides automatically a unique identification of the transition term.
Then for non-resonant transitions from the 77 channel we have:

giL(N-l-l)ng]R(N—i-l) n giL(N+2)Rzg]}_%(N+2) (15)

where NV is the number of pole terms. The non-zero left and right vertices can be taken as:

L (N+1) fljw gHNT — R =1,
S+ So
glL(N+2) 1 ]R>(11\7+2 f1g1(}%2;so Ry=1 (16)
and
g Y = gl = g =g (17)

Another alternative parametrization for the non-zero terms is:

L(N+1 -y R(N+1) _ 4 R, = 1 GeV? + s

N N S+ Sg
1 GeV? + s
L(N+2 R(N+2) 0
91( =1 ]>(1+ = fij Rzszo- (18)

With such a definition the amplitude Agp 1s the convolution of the matrix D, with right

O!

and g

ab — Zga ¢ daaDaﬁgb . (19>
a,B8

and left coupling vectors, g

The P-vector amplitude has the form:

=3 P Dopgr® P = (A1, Mg, Ay, /Ry L) (20)
a,B

where couplings A, and non-resonant terms F; are the same as in eq. ().

In the present fits we calculate the elements of the Biﬁ using one subtraction taken at the
channel threshold M; = (my; + ma;):

1 Aie) L(B)

. . T ds' g pi(s', ma;, ma;)g;
B (s) = B (M2 .wﬂ/—J S0 L TR
ap(8) = Bog(M}) + (s — M;) T (s —5—i0)(s — M?)

2
mg

(21)

In the case of the non-resonant terms parameterized in the form (I8]) and the S-wave vertices
parameterized as constants the expression for elements of the B matrix can be rewritten as:

ds' pj(s', Mg, M2a) L(8)

T (s —s—i0)(s — M2 | P (22)

Biy(s) = @ v+ (s — a2 [ 2

a



Table 1: Coupling constants given by quark combinatorics for (¢q);—o meson and glueball decays
into two pseudoscalar mesons in the leading terms of the 1/N, expansion. The ® is the mixing
angle for nn = (uii + dd)/+/2 and s5 states: nncos® + sssin @. The O is the mixing angle for
17 —n mesons: 7 =nncosO — s§sin© and ' = nnsin © + s§cos O with © ~ 37°

decay gg-meson decay coupling gg state decay coupling | identity
channel factor
7070 g cos®/+/2 G 1/2
ta~ g cos®/+/2 G 1
KTK~ g(v/2sin ® + v Acos ) //8 VG 1
KKY g(v/2sin ® + /A cos ®)/v/8 VG
nm g(cos?© cos ®/v/2 4+ VA sin® sin?©) | G(cos?>© + v/ Asin?O) 1/2
' gsin©® cos O(cos ®/v/2 — VA sin @) G(1 —\)cosOsin© 1

where the parameters & depend on decay channels only.

In the case of the D-matrix approach it is not needed to introduce the regularization of the
nn’ phase volume and, therefore, we use the standard expression (). It is also not necessary
to introduce any regularization for the D-matrix elements at s = 0: this point is not singular
in this approach. Thus, in the D-matrix fits, the term with the Adler zero was introduced in
the w7 channel only. Technically, it can be done either by the modification of vertices or by
the modification of the 77 phase volume:

S—Sa |S—4m,
y ey T ) = 23
pilsmamy) = 224 2 (23)

For ¢q states one can relate the decay couplings ¢! in terms of the rules of quark combina-
torics (see [9], Chapter 2, and references therein). The couplings for channels a = 7r, KK, 1,
nn', calculated in leading terms of the 1/N, expansion, are presented in Table[Il. The couplings
depend on the constant g which is universal for all nonet states, the mixing angle ® which
determines the proportion of the ni = (u + dd)/+/2 and s5 components in the decaying g
state, and the s§ production suppression parameter A ~ 0.5 — 0.7. Two scalar-isoscalar states

of the same nonet are orthogonal if:

o) — D = +90°. (24)

The equality of the coupling constants g and the fulfilment of the mixing angle relation (24)) is
a basis for the determination of mesons of a gg-nonet.

The gluonic states are decaying in the channels a = 7w, KK, nm, nn’ with the same couplings
as the gg-state but at a fixed mixing angle ® — ®gyepau Which is determined by the value of

A, namely: D gpepan = cos™'/2/(2+ N). The corresponding couplings are given in Table [ as
well.



3 Confinement Interaction in the ¢¢ Sector

The description of mesons of the ¢g sector is a source of information about quark confinement
interaction. These interactions contain ¢-channel singularities of scalar and vector type. The
t-channel exchange interaction can be both in white and colour states, ¢ = 1 + 8 though, of
course, the colour-octet interaction plays a dominant role in meson formation.

The observed linearity of the gg-meson trajectories in the (n, M?) planes [24], where n is
the radial quantum number of the gg-meson with mass M, provides us the ¢-channel singularity
Veong ~ 1/ q* or, in coordinate representation, Veong ~ 7. In the coordinate representation the
confinement interaction can be written in the following potential form [9, 19]:

‘/;onf:(I@I)bsT—F(’}/H@”}/H)bVT, (25>
bs ~ —by ~ 0.15 GeV 2 .

The first term in (25]) refers to scalar interaction (I ® I), the second one to vector (v, ® v,) -
in the qq sector the scalar and vector forces are approximately equal.

3.1 White remnants of the confinement singularities

We have serious reasons to suspect that the confinement singularities (the ¢-channel singularities
in the scalar and vector states) have a complicated structure. In the color space these are
octet states but, may be, they contain also white components. The octet exchange interaction

contains quark-antiquark and gluonic blocks. Therefore, the question is whether vc(jg finement(q2)
has the same singular behavior as V'C(O%zfm@ment(qz). The observed linearity of the (n, M?)-

trajectories, up to the large-mass region, M ~ 2000 — 2500 MeV [24], favors the idea of the
universality in the behavior of potentials Vc(lrz finement a0d Vc(frz finement &t large 7, or small ¢. To

see that, let us consider, as an example, the process v* — ¢g, Fig. Bh. We discuss the color
neutralization mechanism of outgoing quarks as a breaking of the gluonic string by newly born
qg-pairs, see the discussion in [25]. At large distances, which correspond to the formation of
states with large masses, several new ¢g-pairs should be formed. It is natural to suggest that a
convolution of the quark—gluon combs governs the interaction forces of quarks at large distances,
see Fig. Bb. The mechanism of the formation of new gg-pairs to neutralize color charges does
not have a selected color component. In this case all color components 3 ® 3 = 1 + 8 behave
similarly, that is, at small ¢ the singlet and octet components of the potential are uniformly
SingU-lar? ‘/;E)lrzfinement(q2) ~ ‘/Yc(()%zfinement(q2) ~ 1/q4

If the confinement singularities have, indeed, white constituents, this raises immediately the
following questions:
(i) How do these constituents reveal themselves in white channels?
(ii) Can they be identified?
In the scalar channel we face the problem of the ¢ meson (I.J7¢ = 00*"): what is the nature of
this state? If the white scalar confinement singularity exists, it would be reasonable to consider
it as the o meson revealing itself: because of the transitions into the w7 state, the confinement
singularity could move to the second sheet. If so, the o meson can certainly not reveal itself as

a lonely amplitude singularity 1/¢? but a standard amplitude pole or a group of poles.

A similar scenario may be valid also for the vector confinement singularity in the w7
(IJP¢ = 0177) channel. In this case it is natural to assume that the white confinement
singularity couples with the channel pr, splits and dives into the complex-M, .. plane.

9



a)

Figure 3: a) Quark—gluonic comb produced by breaking a string by quarks flowing out in the
process ete™ — 4* — q¢ — mesons. b) Convolution of the quark—gluonic combs. ¢) Example
of diagrams describing interaction forces in the ¢q systems.

An illustrative example of a set of loop diagrams of the Fig. Bk type is considered in
Appendix A. In this example we demonstrate how the strong singularity, 1/¢?, may arise in
scalar and vector channels of the interaction block. An analysis of the simple case when we
have only two poles on the lower part of the second s-plane is performed in Appendix B: the
obtained result is in agreement with those obtained in analyses performed over low-energy data
only [26] 27, 28, 29].

4 The K-Matrix and D-Matrix Approaches in Fits to
the Data at 0.28 < /s < 1.95 GeV

Here we present a comparative analysis of the results obtained with the K-matrix and D-matrix
methods. These approaches give rather similar results for the fy-resonances at /s < 2 GeV.
In Table Bl we show the data used in these analyses and give corresponding x? for different fits.
In Table [3] we list the masses of bare states, mixing angles and other parameters used in the
minimization procedure.

4.1 The K-matrix fit

In the analysis of the present data set we fitted data in two steps. In the first step all couplings
were optimized as free parameters; in the second step we imposed relations Table [I] for the
poles with masses above 1 GeV. We did not observe any deterioration of the data description
due to these restrictions but a rather notable improvement in the convergency of the fits. For
the lowest K-matrix pole we do not impose any constraints: the global coupling and mixing
angle for this pole given in Table [B] are simply calculated from the couplings into the w7 and
KK channels.

In the present solutions there are two candidates for a glueball: it is either the third or the
fourth K-matrix pole (with a mass around 1200 MeV). For the glueball candidate we introduced
in addition a glueball decay coupling (see Table [1l). However, this coupling provided only a
small improvement and did not allow us to distinguish between these two cases.

The fit is hardly sensitive to the w77 couplings for the two lowest K-matrix poles; in the
final solution we fix them to be zero.
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To get a combined description of all reactions, we introduced non-resonant terms for the
transition from the w7 channel to other final states. We did not find a notable sensitivity to
non-resonant transitions between other channels.

The K4 data can be described with a very small re-optimization of the K-matrix parameters
found in [6, [7, 8]. We did not find any change in the pole structure of the scalar-isoscalar
amplitude above 900 MeV. However, one of the pole singularities situated around s = 0 moved
to higher masses. Its position, as well as the positions of other poles, is given below in (26]).

4.2 The D-matrix fits

D-matrix parameters can be expressed in the same terms (bare masses and couplings) as pa-
rameters of a K-matrix fit. The subtraction point for calculation of the real part of the loop
diagrams, i.e. Biﬁ(M 2) in eq. (1)), was taken at the corresponding two-particle threshold; the
parameters / were optimized in the fit. In such an approach our data base can be described
with a very similar quality as in the framework of the K-matrix approach, see Table 2l As ex-
pected, the D-matrix fit provides a better description of the K.4 data due to the more correct
behaviour of the amplitude near left-hand side singularities. The behaviour of the phase shift
49 and its description in the mass region from the threshold to 1 GeV is shown in Fig [l

Below we present four D-matrix solutions: the bare masses and their couplings are given
in Table 3] (Solutions 2,3,4,5). In Solutions 2,3 the K., point near 500 MeV was taken with
the error given by the experimental group. However, these solutions do not reproduce this
point satisfactory. To force the mm phase shift to describe this point, we decreased the error
by a factor 10 and repeated the D-matrix fit of the data. In such an approach we were able to
describe the data at 500 MeV rather well (Solutions 4,5); however, we obtained a systematically

worse description of the proton-antiproton annihilation into the 7°7%7® and nn7® channels (see
Table [2).

The solution with the 1/s? term included (Solutions 3,5) produced a better total x? and a
slightly better description of the K.4 data. The term 1/s* can produce two additional poles
in the mass region below the w7 threshold. The pole in the mass region around 400 MeV has
moved to lower masses by about 80 MeV compared to solutions without the 1/s* term, see
(26), while the poles situated above 900 MeV practically do not change their positions.

It is seen from Table [3] that the masses of bare states are hardly changed from the K-matrix
solution and most of the couplings are shifted by less than 20%. The positions of the amplitude
poles above 900 MeV also changed very little:

Solution 1 | Solution 2 | Solution 3 | Solution 4 | Solution 5
o-meson | 420-1395 | 407-1281 | 365-i283 | 414-1186 | 406-1192
f0(980) | 1014-i 31 | 1015-i 36 | 1012-i 31 | 1005-i 20 | 1005-i 23 (26)
fo(1300) | 1302-1180 | 1307-i137 | 1303-i140 | 1332-i140 | 1326-1137
fo(1500) | 1487-1 58 | 1487-i 60 | 1483-i 55 | 1487-i 55 | 1486-i 55
fo(1750) | 1738-1152 | 1781-1140 | 1787-1143 | 1795-1109 | 1794-i114

The relative position of the poles and the threshold singularity cuts is demonstrated in Fig. [l

We see that a fit of the K 4 data with the use of the D-matrix approach unambiguously
reveals the pole in the mass region around 300-400 MeV, the low-mass o-meson.

To trace the origin of the o pole, we multiplied all couplings by the factor § and the
non-resonant terms by %, and scanned this parameter from 1 (the physical amplitude) to 0
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Figure 4: Description of the K., data with the D-matrix solutions 2 ,3 (with standard errors
for the point 60(500MeV) [30]) and solutions 4,5 (with the decreased error for this point).

(amplitude with poles corresponding to the bare masses). Such an investigation shows that the
o-pole is originated from the Adler regularization term. In the best fit the Adler regularization
point is optimized rather close to the physical region s4o ~ 0.15 GeV?2. To check the stability
of this point we have performed the fit with this point fixed at s49 = 0.5 s49 = 1 and s49 = 1.5
GeV2. We observe a small deterioration of the total y? due to a worse description of the
ar — KK and 77 — nn amplitudes. However, the fit with s, = 0.5 GeV? gives the best
description for the proton-antiproton annihilation into the 7%%7® channel that is one of the
most sensitive reactions to the description of the low 7m7 mass region. The positions of the
poles in all three solutions coincide remarkably well and hence, we conclude that the position
of the o-meson depends very little on the exact position of the Adler regularization term.

4.3 Calculation of the scattering length

In our expression for the 77 scattering amplitude which takes into account the 7979 and 77~
phase volumes the mm-phase does not go to zero on the threshold of two charged pions, see
Appendix C. We calculate the scattering length of the 777~ system at the threshold of two

12



charged pions using the following expression:

1/2

—" R |sin 5(()0)ei650)} ~ i+ afVk + 057k,
Mg+ +Mp— k0
3 1
with  ap = §a((]i), k= 5\/5 — (Mpr+mg—)2 and M+ = m,—. (27)

The scattering length values extracted from the D-matrix solutions are equal to:

Solution 2 ‘ Solution 3 ‘ Solution 4 ‘ Solution 5
0.253m.* ‘ 0.209m ! ‘ 0.204m. 1 ‘ 0.177m !

(28)

It is seen that the inclusion of the 1/s? term decreases the scattering length by ~ 0.05 m_! and
a similar effect comes from a precise description of the K4 experimental point at 500 MeV.

The amplitude phase was extracted by the K., collaboration under the assumption that
it is equal to zero at the threshold of two charged pions. Then there is a question about
the uncertainty which appears when these data are fitted with an expression which takes into
account exactly the thresholds of neutral and charged pions. To check this we put in Solution
2 all pion masses equal to the mass of a charged pion. As expected, notable deteriorations
were observed only in the proton-antiproton annihilation into three neutral pions and at low
energy points for the K4 data. With a very small tuning of the parameters we obtained very
similar x? values for the description of the K., data. The scattering length which in this case
is calculated as ay = %agi) appeared to be 0.248 m_!. Then, with this parameters fixed, we
introduced back the difference between neutral and charged pion thresholds but not refitted
the data. The scattering length obtained by eq. (27) was found to be 0.260 m_': a value
which is very close to that obtained in Solution 2. Thus, we conclude that the investigated
uncertainty is less than 0.010 m_' and is smaller than the systematic error which comes from
different parameterizations of the amplitude.

It is instructive to compare the results of eq. (28) with those obtained without taking into
account different values of 7°7° and 77~ threshold singularities: ag = (0.233 £ 0.013) . *[3],
ap = (0.220 + 0.005) ;' [31].

5 Conclusion

The analysis of the large data sets performed in the framework of the K-matrix and D-matrix
approaches demonstrates a very good stability for the amplitude parameters and pole positions
above 900 MeV. The description of the K .4 data demands the presence of the pole slightly
above the 77 threshold. The pole position was found to be at 390 + 45 — 7210 + 50 MeV and
the scattering length 0.215 4 0.040 m_!.

The confinement singularity, 1/s?, slightly improves the overall description but is not crucial
for a good description of the K 4 data and for the existence of the ¢ meson pole singularity.
However, the presence of such a term influences the pole position shifting it to lower masses by
about 100 MeV and shifting the scattering length to lower values (by ~ 0.05 m_1).

The imaginary part of the o pole position in the solutions which fit precisely the data point
at 500 MeV is lower by about 100 MeV compare to the solutions where the fit is not forced
to describe this point. The scattering length in such solutions is also systematically shifted to
lower values by ~ 0.05 p!.
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Within the description of the 00+ T-wave in the channels 77, 7rmw, KK, ny' we obtain the
following complex masses of the f; resonances:

f0(980) M; = 101145 — i 31+4 MeV
M;; = 1035450 — i 460450 MeV
fo(1300) M = 1285430 — i 160420 MeV
fo(1500) M = 148844 — 5345 MeV
£2(1790) M = 1775425 — i 140+15 MeV (29)

The masses of the D-matrix approach, eq. (29), coincide well with those obtained in the K-
matrix approximation [9]. The f,(980) is determined by two poles, on the second (under the
77 threshold) and third (under the 77 and K K thresholds) sheets — the same splitting of poles
we have in the K-matrix solutions [32].

For the low mass region the solution with 1/s? singularity gives several poles on the second
sheet:

folor) M = 365+15 — i 283+12 MeV
folorr) M =80+10 — i 187+15 MeV
folorrr) M = —94412 — 93410 MeV . (30)

If the fit is forced to describe the K.4 experimental point at 500 MeV, we have:

folor) M = 406+15 — i 192+15 MeV
folorr) M = 74410 — 5190450 MeV
folorir) M = —96422 — i 100425 MeV . (31)

We also test the changes in the description of data with an elimination of the 1/s* singularity.
In this case the fit to the data gives the masses of the fj resonances at /s > 900 MeV practically
the same as in ref. (29) — the changes are in the low-mass pole structure. Without the 1/s
singularity, the position of the ¢ pole in the fit, neglecting the 500 MeV point, gives:

folor) M = 407+12 — i289+10 MeV
(32)

and with the fit forced to describe the 500 MeV point:
folor) M = 412412 — i 186+15 MeV (33)

So, the o-meson arises as a pole near the w7 threshold in both versions, with and without
including the confinement singularity (1/s?) into the 7 scattering block. Though the confine-
ment singularity leads to the appearance of several poles under the 77 cut, it is hardly possible
to distinguish these two versions on the basis of the data.
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Figure 5: Interaction block (a) and sets of loop diagrams for S and V exchanges.

6 Appendix A: Examples of Sets of Diagrams Resulting
in 1/t* Singularities

Here we consider, as an example, the confinement set of the loop diagrams, Fig. [Bc, and present

an illustrative calculation which results in singularities of the 1/t? type in scalar and vector
channels. We use the following interaction blocks, see Fig. [Bha:

5 oot Uesonty = G Uk = k) )k )i(ka) G ( (k7 — B )2 (k)
G (k= ko) 0kl (k) G ( (K = K92 )8 (31)

Then the confinement interaction turns into a set of the loop diagrams, Fig. Bb and Fig. [Bk.
The scalar and vector exchanges, correspondingly, read:

Bs(t) L Bv()
Vs(t) = —————, Viy(t)=—-0,———. 35
5( ) 1— Bs(t) ’ Vi ( ) ;w]_ _ Bv(t) ( )
For a scalar loop diagram one has:
Ty ;o o Ng(t) Sp[(Ky, — m) (K, +m
Bs(t): / —dq)g(P;k‘l,—k’Q) S( ) p[/( 2 )( 1 )] :
o s t'—t—10
/. 1.0 ! 1 410 410 2 2 2 2 1 4m?
ddy (P kY, —k)) = md k1d ky0(ky® — m*)d(ks —m”) — T6m 1-— al
Sp|(ky — m) (k] +m)] — 2(t' — 4m?) . (36)
Here we replace quR) quL) — Ng. An analogous loop for vector exchange reads:
T oat Ny () Sply;t (kg — m)yy (B + m)]
1 /.17 ! v
5% By () :4/2 =0, (P's K, 1) TR
T G2 (t)(2m:+t) 1 Am?
_— / =y |y
“”4 , T t'—t—1i0 167 t (37)
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Confinement singularities appear if Bg(t) and By (t) behave near ¢t = 0 as follows:

Bs(t) =1 — i +O(t),
Bs

that means the requirements

d
B _
dt S<)t:0 0,

t2
By(t)=1—-—+0(#),
Bv

d
Ly 0.
dt vt )t:O 0

(38)

(39)

7 Appendix B: Simplified Consideration of
the 007" Wave in the Low-Energy Region

The partial pion—pion scattering amplitude being a function of the invariant energy squared,
s = M?, can be represented as a ratio N(s)/D(s) [33]), where N(s) has a left-hand cut due
to the “forces” (the interactions caused by the t- and u-channel exchanges), and the function
D(s) is determined by the rescattering in the s-channel. The standard presentation of the
N/D-method may be found, for example, in [34]).

The 7 scattering block related to the 1/s? singularity reads:
—G(s). (40)

The s-channel re-scatterings give a set of divergent terms which convolutes into the following
unitary amplitude:

Als) = G(s)8—12G<s) + G(S)éﬂ(s)éG(s) ..
Gs) e [ [ ds'GA(s)p(s)] !
= oy = O {s e (41)

Here p(s) is the invariant 77 phase space. In the physical region, at s > 4m?2 and s on the
upper edge of the threshold cut, we have:

s = [ HEOAD _p [N | i) (@2

4pu2 4pu2
with the following relation to the IJ7¢ = 00"+ phase shift: p(s)A(s) = exp (iég(s)) sin 60 (s)

The product of the vertices G?(s) is actually an N-function, and we re-write G*(s) — N(s);
this allows to present the amplitude (]) as

A(S):gg’ - _/djg—s—zo

4m2

The N-function, being determined by the left-hand singularities caused by forces due to t-
channel and u-channel meson exchanges, is written as an integral along the left cut as follows:

N = [ EIE) (43)

T s —s

—0o0

16



where the value s; marks the beginning of the left-hand cut. For example, for the one-meson
exchange diagram ¢?/(m? — t) the left-hand cut starts at s; = 4m2? — m?, and the N-function
in this point has a logarithmic singularity; for the two-pion exchange, s; = 0.

We replace the left-hand integral for N(s), eq.([d3]), by the following sum:

SL

N(s) = / 4 L) ors 3

T s —s

L

n
Sp— S

: (44)

—00

where L, and s,, are “force parameters”, —oo < s, < sp,.

The pole approximation ansatz (44]) allows us calculate the scattering amplitude in the

physical region:
/8 —4m2 Y L,(s — s,)7"

2= <\/4m§r — 5, + i\/s — 4m72r) Ln(s—s,) " .

exp <z'58(8)) sin 6 (s) = (45)

Here we give an example of a very simple, and formally correct, consideration of the 00+
wave in the low-energy region. Using eq. (45]) we write an analytic and unitary amplitude as

follows: ,
g
AtIhT (8) = ) (46>

52 — <a1 +brs+1g%/s — 4#%)

and hence,

Dl(s)  [k—(a+ib)[k—(—a+ i)k — (c+id)][k — (—c+id)

T DF(s)  [k—(a— )|k~ (~a— )k — (c—id)][k — (—c—id)]
with a>0, b>0. (47)

expl2idy (s)]

Considering (a, b, c,b) as parameters, we fit the data for 63(s) in the energy interval 280 <
Vs <950 MeV, see Fig. [fl We obtain the following parameters and amplitude pole positions,
MI and MI]I

Fig.4a : a=31p;, b=10ur, c=7Tu, d=90u,,
My = (896.3 —i274.3)MeV, M;; = (2163.7 — i2511.0)MeV
Fig.4b : a =28y, ,b=10ur, ,c=TTly, d=450y,
M; = (828.8 —i391.4)MeV, M = (2166.6 — i1252.1)MeV
Fig.4c : a =26, b=19, =541, d=1.0uy,
My = (759.7 — i509.1)MeV, M = (1529.8 — i275.4)MeV
Fig.4d : a =254, b=13u,, c¢=500u,, d=2.0p,,
My = (742.1 —i352.2)MeV, M;; = (14002.8 — i559.9)MeV . (48)

In all solutions the scalar-isoscalar scattering length is not small: a) ~ (0.3 — 0.4)p " .

We use in the fit of Fig. [6 the values for §) found in [6] in order to perform a more visual
comparison of the obtained here results, eq. ([@8]), with those in [I0]. Let us recall that we fit in
[10] the amplitude 00*" in the region 280 < /s < 900 MeV in the framework of the dispersion
relation approach sewing the N/D-solution with the K-matrix one at 450 < /s < 1950 MeV.
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Figure 6: Examples of the fit of low energy data [6l, [35] in terms of eq. (A7)

Taking into account the left-hand cut contribution (it was a fitting function), we obtained in
[10] the best fit with the o-meson pole at M, = (430 £ 150) — (320 £ 130) MeV. So, the
accounting for the left-hand cut and data at /s > 900 MeV results in a smaller value of the
M,.

In the approaches, which take into account the left-hand cut as a contribution of some
known meson exchanges, the pole positions were obtained at low masses as well. For example,
the dispersion relation approach results: M, ~ (470 —i460) MeV [36], M, ~ (450 —i375) MeV
[37], and the meson exchange models give: M, ~ (460 — i450) MeV [38], M, ~ (400 — i60)
MeV [39].

8 Appendix C: The mm Scattering Amplitude near Two-
Pion Thresholds

Here we consider the wr scattering amplitude near two-pion thresholds taking into account the

mass difference of charged and neutral pion systems, 7+7~ and 7%7°.

The following wm-amplitudes describe scattering reactions near the thresholds:
att +ikd[(at))? — attad]

+, - +_— . ++
T =T : ATT = - -
1 — ikTat® — ikQad) + kT [—aQlat™ + (ah)2]’
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ag®

1= ikt at® — iklall + KOkt [—ala’® + (a0)7]
ago + Zk+[( 0)° — arag]
—ikTa®t Zl{:8a88 + kSkT[— aggaff + (a%5)?)’

with 1/——u7r+—k: kS = 21/1—,1%0— \/k:2+A2 (49)

Here A? = 12, — p2, ~ 0.07u2 . The factor 1/2 in k{ arises due to the identity of pions in the
7070 state.

o’ = ot At =

770 — 7970 . A88

We impose on the scattering length values the standard isotopic relations:

2 1

all = gao(s) + §a2(5)7
2 2
aly = —gao(s) + §a2(5)7
2 4
agy =2a" +at gao(s) + gag(S) : (50)

Then at large k?, when k* >> A2, the unitary amplitudes of eq. (9] obey the isotopic relations:

At — %ao(s) %CL?(S)
- 1 —ikao(s) 1 —ikas(s)’
A+0 _ _ga'O(s) %CIQ(S)
-0 1 —ikag(s) 1 —ikay(s)
2 4
AR = 390(5) 302(5) (51)

1 —ikao(s) 1 —ikas(s)

The (I = 0)-amplitude and the corresponding S-matrix read:

ao(s) L 00 |
7:2A++——A :A++——A+
1 — ikao(s) R
At — 1A+0 Ry 2AT+ — 1 400
exp[2i8)(s)] = D0 - - 270 _ oo 2700 (52)

(AFF —LAR) ~ AT = SAR) ~ RATE — 1Ay

In the Kt — etv(n™n™) decay the S-wave pions are I = 0 states, and the amplitude can be
written as follows:

A<K+ — et u(ntr) o, g_wm,e> = A\[1 — ikJA)T + ikt ATT] =

1 — Zkoaoo - ikoao-i_ ]
T ikEaZE — ikaGh + Kok2[~afBa’? + (ag? )]

Al (53)

Here the first term, ), is a direct production amplitude while the second and third terms take
into account pion rescatterings.

At large pion relative momentum, when k? >> A2, we have:

1
A(K+ + + = — _wave> - )\7 ' 54
—etv(ntr )0 K255 A2 1 —ikao(s) o

Recall that the factor (1 —ikag(s))™! is due to rescatterings of pions in the I = 0 state.

19



References

[1] W.-M. Yao et al., PDG, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 33, 1 (2006).

[2] M. Ablikim et al. (BES Collab.) Phys. Lett. B 645, 19 (2007).

[3] R. Garcia-Martin, J.R. Pelaez, F.J. Yndurain, Phys. Rev. D 76 074034 (2007).
4] D. V. Bugg, J. Phys. G 34, 151 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0608081].

[5] I. Caprini, G. Colangelo and H. Leutwyler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 132001 (2006)
larXiv:hep-ph/0512364].

[6] V.V. Anisovich and A.V. Sarantsev, Eur. Phys. J. A 16, 229 (2003);
V.V. Anisovich, A.A. Kondashov, Yu.D. Prokoshkin, S.A. Sadovsky, and A.V. Sarantsev,
Yad. Fiz. 60, 1489 (2000) [Phys. Atom. Nucl. 60, 1410 (2000)];
V.V. Anisovich and A.V. Sarantsev, Phys. Lett. B 382, 429 (1996).

[7] V.V. Anisovich and A.V. Sarantsev, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A24, 2481, (2009);
V.V. Anisovich and A.V. Sarantsev, Yad. Fiz. 72, 1950 (2009) [Phys. Atom. Nucl. 72,
1889 (2009)];
V.V. Anisovich and A.V. Sarantsev, Yad. Fiz. 72, 1981 (2009) [Phys. Atom. Nucl. 72,
1920 (2009)].

[8] V.V. Anisovich, Yu.D. Prokoshkin, and A.V. Sarantsev, Phys. Lett. B 389, 388 (1996).

[9] A.V. Anisovich, V.V. Anisovich, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, J. Nyiri and A.V. Sarant-
sev, Mesons and Baryons, World Scientific, Singapore (2008).

[10] V.V. Anisovich and V.A. Nikonov, Eur. Phys. J. A8, 401 (2000).

[11] R. Garcia-Martin, R. Kaminski, J. R. Pelaez, J. R. de Elvira and F. J. Yndurain,
arXiv:1102.2183| [hep-ph].

[12] A.V. Anisovich, V.V. Anisovich, Yu.D. Prokoshkin, and A.V. Sarantsev, Zeit. Phys. A
357, 123 (1997).

[13] A.V. Anisovich, V.V. Anisovich, and A.V. Sarantsev, Phys. Lett. B 395, 123 (1997); Zeit.
Phys. A 359, 173 (1997).

[14] LS. Shapiro, Nucl. Phys. A 122, 645 (1968).

[15] I.Yu. Kobzarev, N.N. Nikolaev, and L.B. Okun, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 10, 499 (1970).
[16] L. Stodolsky, Phys. Rev. D 1, 2683 (1970).

[17] V.V. Anisovich, D.V. Bugg, and A.V. Sarantsev, Phys. Rev. D 58:111503 (1998).
[18] V.V. Anisovich, UFN 168, 481 (1998) [Physics-Uspekhi 41, 419 (1998)].

[19] V.V. Anisovich, L.G. Dakhno, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, and A.V. Sarantsev, Yad.
Fiz. 70, 480 (2007) [Phys. Atom. Nucl. 70, 450 (2007)]; hep-ph/0511109.

20


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0608081
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0512364
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.2183
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0511109

[20] V.V. Anisovich, L.G. Dakhno, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, and A. V. Sarantsev, Yad.
Fiz. 70, 68 (2007) [Phys. Atom. Nucl. 70, 63 (2007)]; hep-ph/0510410.

[21] V.V. Anisovich, L.G. Dakhno, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, and A.V. Sarantsev, Yad.
Fiz. 70, 302 (2007) [Phys. Atom. Nucl. 70, 364 (2007)]; hep-ph /0511105,

[22] A.V. Anisovich, V.V. Anisovich, L.G. Dakhno, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, and A. V.
Sarantsev, J. Phys. G 37:025004 (2010);
V.V. Anisovich, L.G. Dakhno, M.A. Matveev, V.A. Nikonov, and A. V. Sarantsev, Yad.
Fiz. 73, 488 (2010) [Phys. Atom. Nucl. 73, 462 (2010)]; hep-ph/0901.4854.

[23] E. Salpeter and H.A. Bethe, Phys. Rev. 84, 1232 (1951).
[24] A.V. Anisovich, V.V. Anisovich, and A.V. Sarantsev, Phys. Rev. D 62, 051502(R) (2000).

[25] J. Nyiri (ed.), "The Gribov Theory of Quark Confinement’, World Scientific, Singapore
(2001).

[26] S.D. Protopopescu et al., Phys. Rev. D 7, 1279 (1973).

[27] P. Estabrooks, Phys. Rev. D 19, 2678 (1979).

28] K.L. Au, D. Morgan and M.R. Pennington, Phys. Rev. D 35, 1633 (1987).
[29] S. Ishida et al., Prog. Theor. Phys. 98, 1005 (1997).

[30] A. Aloisio, et al. Phys. Lett., B538, 21 (2002).

[31] G. Colangelo, J. Gasser, H. Leutwyler, Nucl. Phys. B603, 125 (2001).

[32] V.V. Anisovich, V.A. Nikonov and A.V. Sarantsev, Yad. Fiz. 66, 772 (2003) [Phys. Atom.
Nucl. 66, 741 (2003)].

[33] G.F. Chew and S. Mandelstam, Phys. Rev. 119, 467 (1960).

[34] G.F. Chew, The Analytic S-Matriz, W.A. Benjamin, New York, 1966.

35] S. Pislak, et al. Phys. Rev. Lett., 87, 221801 (2001).

[36] J.L. Basdevant, C.D. Frogatt and J.L. Petersen, Phys. Lett. B 41, 178 (1972).
[37] D. Iagolnitzer, J. Justin, and J.B. Zuber, Nucl. Phys. B 60, 233 (1973).

38] B.S. Zou and D.V. Bugg, Phys. Rev. D 48, (1994) R3942; ibid, D 50, 51 (1994).

[39] G. Janssen, B.C. Pearce, K. Holinde, and J. Speth, Phys. Rev. D 52, 2690 (1995).

21


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510410
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0511105

Table 2:

List of the reactions and x? values for the K-matrix and D-matrix solutions: Solutions 3,5

with taken into account confinement interaction, solutions 1,2.4 without it.

Sol. 1 Sol. 2 Sol. 3 Sol. 4 Sol. 5 N of
K-matrix | D-matrix | D-matrix | D-matrix | D-matrix | points
0 0 ~1/s? 0 ~1/s?
The Crystal Barrel data
from liquid Hj:
pp — mOm0r0 1.32 1.37 1.39 1.44 1.45 7110
pp — 70nn 1.33 1.34 1.34 1.33 1.33 3595
pp — 7070 1.24 1.33 1.33 1.55 1.55 3475
from gaseous Hs:
pp — w070 1.39 1.44 1.45 1.48 1.49 4891
pp — 1.31 1.34 1.30 1.43 1.31 1182
pp — w7 1.20 1.22 1.22 1.31 1.32 3631
from liquid Hj:
pp — w0 1.54 1.46 1.45 1.46 1.47 1334
from liquid D,:
pn — w007 1.51 1.47 1.47 1.46 1.46 825
pn — o wt 1.61 1.54 1.55 1.50 1.51 823
from liquid Ho:
pp — KgKgm® 1.09 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 394
pm — KTK—7° 0.98 1.00 1.00 1.03 1.02 521
pn — K K*rT 0.78 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.79 737
from liquid D:
pp — KgKgm™ 1.66 1.64 1.64 1.64 1.63 396
pn — KgK—m° 1.33 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 378
The GAMS data
7 = (T97%) 5 wave 1.23 1.13 1.15 1.32 1.30 68
T = (1) s—wave 1.02 1.05 1.03 1.58 1.43 15
7 = (1) $—wave 0.45 0.30 0.35 0.35 0.34 9
The BNL data
71— (KK)$—wave 132 | 113 1.14 097 | 1.07 35
The CERN-Munich data: Yy ... Y
mat st 182 | 1.86 1.86 205 | 203 705
The K.4 decay data

N(m—at = xt) 151 | 102 [ 084 | 08 | 083 17
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Table 3:
The fP*°-resonances: masses M, (in MeV units), decay coupling constants g, of Table 1 (in
GeV units), mixing angles (in degrees), background terms f,, and confinement singularity
term G/s* (factor G in GeV units).

Solution 1 | Solution 2 | Solution 3 | Solution 4 | Solution 5
M, 671 685 697 611 615
M, 1205 1135 1135 1078 1096
M, 1560 1561 1558 1575 1572
M, 1210 1290 1284 1334 1330
Ms; 1816 1850 1848 1858 1857
7 0.860 0.926 0.892 1.090 1.083
9 0.956 0.950 0.935 0.099 1.066
g 0.373 0.290 0.284 0.302 0.302
0 0.447 0.307 0.308 0.264 0.275
s 0.458 0.369 0.370 0.317 0.330
9 -0.382 -0.213 -0.232 -0.176 -0.193
gZ;z -0.322 -0.500 -0.500 -0.500 -0.500
g5 957 0 0 0 0 0
g% 0.638 0.534 0.530 0.511 0.514
gsh 0.997 0.790 0.794 0.691 0.702
g% -0.901 -0.862 -0.856 -0.797 0.814
) 74 83 82 81 82
d, 6 2.6 1.9 1.1 2.4
D, 9 5 5 5 5
D, 38 31 32 25 25
D5 64 71 68 77 77
A 0.337 0.408 0.358 0.763 0.687
fo ke | 0212 0.036 0.044 0.103 0.065
jp— -0.199 -0.101 -0.092 -0.051 -0.062
A 0.389 0.438 0.413 0.538 0.512
A 0.394 0.518 0.485 0.610 0.597
G/ 0 0 —0.00077/s> 0 —0.00071 /s>
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