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We have calculated the scattering lengths between the pseudoscalar meson and charmed triplet,
sextet, and excited sextet baryon to the third order with the heavy baryon chiral perturbation
theory. The chiral expansion of some pion and eta channels converges well.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Up to now many heavy hadrons have been discovered experimentally. Their inner structures and interactions attract
much attention. Some of them are speculated to be possible new hadron states beyond the traditional quark model.
For example, the newly discovered Z; states are treated as the B®*) B* molecular states @, E] Many other molecular
states, such as those composed of Z.Z., DD*, are also proposed B—E] Whether there is attractive interaction between
the particles is the most important condition to form molecular states.

On the other hand, the hadron-hadron interaction may distort the conventional quark model spectrum through
the coupled channel effects. For example, the bare charm-strange scalar meson lies around 2.4 GeV according to the
quark model calculation. Experimentally the mass of the Dy(2317) state was measured to be around 2.3 GeV. The
attractive interaction between the D meson and kaon is essential to lower its mass through the coupling effect between
the bare ¢5 state and the DK continuum [d)].

There has been lots of research work on the strong interactions of the charmed or bottomed mesons, such as the
lattice study, calculations with the chiral perturbation theory and so on m—@] The charmed triplet (Bs), sextet
(Bg) and excited sextet (Bg) baryons are relatively stable particles. The pair from the ground and corresponding
excited sextet form a degenerate doublet in the heavy quark spin symmetry limit. They interact with other particles
through the exchange of the pseudoscalar mesons in the low energy effective field theory. It is very important to study
the strong interaction between the lightest pseudoscalar meson (¢) and charmed baryon.

A physical observable such as the scattering amplitude can be expanded order by order with the explicit power
counting in the heavy baryon chiral perturbation theory (HBxPT). The inclusion of the nonanalytic corrections
resulting from the loop diagrams would highly reduce the error of extraction in the lattice study @, ], which is one
of the motivations of the present investigation.

In this work, we shall study the pseudoscalar meson and charmed baryon scattering lengths to the third order with
HBxPT. We include the interaction of Bs and By explicitly for the ¢B3 scattering instead of absorbing their effects
into the low energy constants (LECs) at higher order since the mass difference among the charmed baryons is small
and the couplings between them can not be neglected. The situation is similar for the ¢Bs and ¢B¢ cases. We express
the results as power series in € = p/A, with the explicit power counting, where p represents the mass and momentum
of pseudoscalar Goldstone bosons, the residual momentum of charmed baryons, the mass difference among charmed
baryons, while A, is either the mass of charmed baryons or 47 f.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sec. [ we list the HBYPT Lagrangians of the pseudoscalar mesons and
charmed baryons, with which we get the expressions of the T-matrices at thresholds. In Sec. [II we estimate the
LECs in the Lagrangians. We present the numerical results and discussions in Sec. [Vl Sec. [Vlis a short conclusion.
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II. THE T-MATRICES AT THRESHOLDS

The average mass of the charmed triplet baryons My(2408 MeV), which provides the base when we refer to the
mass difference in the following. The HBxPT Lagrangians at the leading order read
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where v, is the velocity of a slowly moving baryon, S, is the spin matrix, g; is the coupling of the BB¢-vertex, and
d; is the mass difference between the charmed baryons,

61:MB;:_M36:67 MGV, 62:MBG_M33:127 MGV, 63:MB;:_MB§:194 MeV. (3)
The field notations are
L + * ++ =L EX
VTG S K 0 A} = Egi V2 V3
= B -+ L 0 - _AT =0 4 0 E/
=2 @ st K , B3 = éi (lo =0 |, Bs= = % =, (4)
K~ K 2 —EF 22 0 2o 0
V" vz v e

j}) X =&xeM £ exg,  x = diag(mz, m7, 2mi —m7),  (5)
and the definition of B is similar to that of Bg. The covariant derivatives, iD* By, = 10" Bgp + ' IB g, + I‘g dBad,
will generate the BB@pgp-vertexes.

The Lagrangian at O(e?) contains the counter terms and the recoil terms. The counter terms are constructed on
the basis of the chiral and other symmetries and proportional to &;,¢;, ¢ in Eq. (@). The recoil terms are derived
from the Lagrangians of the leading order and proportional to g7. We list the relevant terms below,
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where the traceless 1+ are defined as: x4+ = x+ — %Tr[Xi].
The Lagrangian at O(e®) also contains the recoil-term part,
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We neglect the contributions from the finite counter-term part at O(e®) as in Refs. [22, 23], and cancel the
divergences of the loop diagrams with the following infinite part

8M2

(Be) 3 - - ) 5agsde  H5Bgids = o 10ag382 589363 = .
Ly, = 4—f2LTr [Bs[v - u, x-]B3] — ( 27 8 )LTr[Bsx+Bs] + ( 372 o )LTr[B3v - u v - uBs)
3209302 8B9303. , =. .
_( 3f§ : o 3f423)LB3bv'ua v'udeg,cd
3 _ . ag3d 78g%5 _ dagis 53926 _
+2—f2LTr [Bs[v - u, X—]Bs] + ( f22 2 4 24}21 )LTr[Bgx+Bs] + ( 72 2+ 2f32 YLTY[Bgv - u v - uBg]
8ag3da  BY301. . =4 . dagidy  11Bg36 _
( f§ 2 - f32 S)LBE - ul v -1, Beea — ( 3f22 2 18f32 Y LTy[BgBs] Tr[v - w v - u
3 s C 1pel 4 (19301 | 9103 4 (5950 gids
—2—szTy [Bg[v - u, x-]Bg] + ( TR TV LT [BEx+ B + ( 22 f2 Z ) LTr[Biv - u v - uBg)
2 2 2
9301 29303 xab, d * 11931 9305 D% %
—(? T )L B S v w Bg g — ( 187 + Tﬁ)Lﬁ[BﬁBﬁ]TT[U “u v -, (8)
where in the D dimensional space-time,
o  p3/2m APt L1 |
a=8"==3/4=(D-4)/4, B=PPL=24(D-4), L="g |5 —+50m—1-Indm) (9)

PH,, is the projection operator for the Rarita-Schwinger field, vy = 0.5772157 is the Euler constant, A = 47 f is the

energy scale.
The scattering length a,p is related to the threshold T-matrix Typ by Typ = 4m(1 + mgy/mp)asp. At the leading

order, only the BB¢¢-vertex from the contact terms in Eg; contributes to the T-matrices at the threshold. At the
second order, the corresponding B Bg¢-vertex of Lg; contributes. At the third order, in addition to the contribution

of ﬁ(g(’;/ c), the T-matrices also receive the contribution from the loop diagrams consisting of the vertices in the leading

order Lagrangian.
The nonvanishing loop diagrams are shown in Fig. [l Since there is no vertex like BsBg¢¢ at the leading order,
the charmed baryons in different representations do not appear in the diagrams (I) as intermediate states. But they

appear in the diagrams (II) through the axial coupling.
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FIG. 1: Nonvanishing loop diagrams for the pseudoscalar meson and charmed meson scattering lengths to 0(63) with HBxPT.
The dashed lines represent the pseudoscalar Goldstone bosons. Both the thin solid lines and thick solid lines represent charmed
baryons. The internal thin solid lines represent the charmed baryons in the same representation as the external baryons while
the internal thick solid lines represent all possible charmed baryons.

We calculate the loop diagrams with dimensional regularization and the modified minimal subtraction scheme. We
use the LECs in Eq. () to cancel the divergence. At last we express the T-matrices in terms of f, rather than f
with the help of their relation in Refs. [24, |ﬁ



The isospin symmetry is explicitly kept throughout our calculation. So we only list the 49 isospin-independent
T-matrices in the following subsections.

A. ¢Bj scattering

We list the T-matrices for the pseudoscalar meson and 3 charmed baryon scattering, separate them order by order
with braces, and distinguish between the tree and loop diagram contribution at O(e3) with square brackets,
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where the superscript I in T p refers to the isospin of the channel, the functions P, U, V, W, and Y are listed in
Appendix [A]l and some combination coefficients are defined as

A 208+9 5 _ . 296-95 o _298+95 o _ 95 o _ G5
Cy = Cs=cC3————=, di=—"—"=, do="=, dz=-= 11
2 Co — 4M, ) 3 C3 4M, ) 1 64 ’ 2 ]’ 3 ]’ ( )
We have used the Gell-Mann-Okubo mass relation mn (4m3- —m2)/3 to make the expression more concise.



Besides the eight T-matrices listed above, the other three isospin-independent ones can be written in terms of those
in Eq. (I0) by crossing symmetry,
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B. ¢Bs scattering

There are 19 isospin independent T-matrices for the pseudoscalar meson and charmed sextet baryon scattering.
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Moreover, with crossing symmetry we get
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C. ¢Bg scattering

There are also 19 independent T-matrices for the scattering between pseudoscalar meson and the excited charmed

sextet baryon. Even including the loop correction, we notice that T B)* is the same as T(I) in the heavy baryon

symmetry limit. Taking into account of the heavy baryon symmetry breaking effect, we obtain T( . after making the

following replacements in the expressions of the corresponding T( ) in Eqs (I3I1H)
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We have listed the T-matrices of the pseudoscalar meson and charmed baryon scattering in the above three subsec-
tions. We have assumed the SU(3) flavor symmetry and taken the SU(3) breaking effect into account perturbatively.
One can also study the scattering of wBs, mBg, and wBg with SU(2) flavor symmetry. We can construct the relevant
Lagrangians with exact SU(2) chiral symmetry from the beginning.



Alternatively, we can extract SU(2) Lagrangians from the SU(3) Lagrangians in Eqs. (), @), @), (), and (8.
Now the coupling constants g; and other LECs are different from those in the SU(3) case. Then we can obtain the
SU(2) T-matrices from the SU(3) ones. More specially, we may drop the terms proportional to V(m?%, £m), Y:(my),
and W;(my,) in the SU(3) T p, and replace g1 and other LECs with new independent ones g5, g1=1, 910, etc. After
that we get the SU(2) Tp5. The contributions of the dropped terms actually are absorbed by the redefined LECs at
O(e?).

Unfortunately, the investigation of the 7B scattering with SU(2) chiral perturbation theory introduces more inde-
pendent LECs. Especially the SU(2) LECs at O(e®) can not be neglected. We do not include the contribution from
the kaon and eta explicitly, which contribute to O(e?) LECs here. In the following we will concentrate on the SU(3)
case only.

III. LOW ENERGY CONSTANTS

Similar to the nucleon case @, ], the chiral correction to the charmed baryon axial-vector coupling would also
be O(€?), which contributes to the T-matrices at O(e?) or higher order, thus can be neglected. Using |g2| = 0.60 and

lg4] = 1.0 obtained by fitting the decay widths of ¥, and ¥* [d], |g1| = +/8/3|g2| with the quark model symmetry,
and |g3| = v/3/2|g1], |gs| = 3/2]g1l, 96| = 0 with heavy quark spin symmetry, we have

lg1] =0.98, |ga| =0.60, |[g3| =0.85, [ga| =10, [g5| =15, g6 =0. (17)
We also need [28 130]
my =140 MeV, mg =494 MeV, fr =92MeV, fr=113MeV, [, =12fk. (18)

Since there are no available experimental data to extract the low energy constants at O(e?), we utilize the crude
SU(4) flavor symmetry to make a rough estimate of some of these LECs in Appendix [B]

1 o 1o
G =—032GeV™!, & =—052CeV™!, &= —1.78 GeV ! + 54‘;:]0, 3 = —0.03 GeV~! — §4if’
! !
co=—0.61GeV™l, ¢ =-098CGeV ™!, c=-207CeV -2 3= 084GV L, = -2 (19)
A f dm f

We would assume & = ¢; with the heavy quark spin symmetry in the numerical calculation. As for the dimensionless
LEC «, we will take it to be in the natural range of [-1,1] as in Ref. [18].

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We list the T-matrices order by order for the pseudoscalar meson and charmed baryon scattering in Tables [Il [T} [TI.
The positive real parts of the scattering lengths indicate that there exists the attractive interaction in the following
channels: 7A.V, 72,/2 k=@ k=, O KA KELO A0, pE 02 2z VD 1y O 2w ) g0 0/2),
KE/C(O), K'E/c(l)7 KEC(l/Q), KE/C(O), ch(lﬂ)’ ch(3/2), ch(O), 775/0(1/2)7 nZC(l), 7.‘-32(1/2)7 7Tzz(o), 7.‘-22(1)7 KQZ(1/2),
K20 gEx® gy /2 g0 gy (V2 gy G721 pqu0) 1 p=e(1/2) and pyx(M) | where the superseripts refer to
the isospin.

There is an undetermined constant o’ at O(e?). We allow o’ to vary from -1 to 1. Its contribution is small. The
variation of the scattering length is less than one fifth of the central value in almost 40 channels among the total 49
channels.

From the tables, the leading order contribution from the chiral connection dominates the total T-matrices for the
most mB channels. We regard one scattering channel as convergent when

|T¢B|o(€3) < %|T¢B|o(€2) < %|T¢B|o(€1)v |T¢B|o(61) 70 . (20)
|T¢B|o(63) <3 |T¢B|o(62) , |T¢B|o(61) =0

. o . (1) 1/2 1/2) (3/2) (0 1/2 1) 3/2
With the above criteria there exist eleven convergent channels: T# Aos T;E/C ), TéE/C , Ti(?éc , 759)6, T7§5£ ), ngEu TI(?E/;)’

7O P/ )

noxs Ly RS The scattering lengths of the above channels are positive. In other words, the interaction



between the pseudoscalar meson and heavy baryon is attractive. The chiral expansion of the K B channels converges
badly mainly due to the large mass of kaon.

For the eta meson scattering off the charmed baryon, the loop diagrams in Fig. [I{I) do not contribute to the real
part of the T-matrix at the threshold as can be seen from Eqs. (TQI3IATIAZ). Only the loop diagrams in Fig. [I}(IT)
contribute to the real part of the T’p,-matrix, which is helpful to the convergence in the n channel.

At present there is not enough experimental information on the pseudoscalar meson and heavy baryon scattering. We
are unable to determine the low energy constants at O(e3). With the very crude nonanalytic dominance approximation,
we study the convergence of the chiral expansion further in Appendix [Cl Under this approximation, the convergence

becomes better in the most channels, especially in I_(Ac(l/2 K172 KZC(3/2 KQ, (1/2) l_(Ec(l/Q), KQZ(1/2),

KE*(3/2 KQ*(1/2) and KE*(l/z)
In order to check where the large correction at O(e®) comes from, we separate the different contributions to qug at

O(€®) in natural units of mge/f3 in Table [Vl We notice that the tree contribution at O(e?) is really small since the
recoil correction should be suppressed for a heavy charmed baryon. The inclusion of the excited charmed sextet does
not suppress the loop correction for the channels of the ground charmed baryons.

It is interesting to notice that the inclusion of the B intermediate states does not make the convergence better.
Let’s denote the contribution of the intermediate particle X to the T-matrix through the axial couplings in the heavy
quark symmetry limit as Cx. For the B3¢ scattering, we can get the following ratio from Eqs. ([QUAT)

Co, = @ _1 (21)
CB* ) 293 2 '
6 lfor B3¢ scattering
For the Bg¢ scattering,
C 3g7
. = 2% =2 (22)
Bg for Be¢ scattering 93
And for the Bg«¢ scattering, the ratio is
Cp 3g2 1
UBs =29 _ 2 (23)
* 2 ’
CBG for B§ ¢ scattering 595 E

One notices that Cp: is larger than Cp, for the B3¢ and Bg-¢ scattering, while it is smaller than Cp, for the Bg¢
scattering. The correction from the Bg and Bg states has the same sign as required from heavy quark symmetry.
Their contribution is constructive, which worsens the convergence.

From Tables [l and [TI} one notices that the numerical value of Té B, 18 very close to that of the corresponding Té B:

at every order. As can be seen in Table [[V] the contribution of the sum of all the loop diagrams to T(g B, and T(g By is
almost the same, which is the manifestation of the heavy flavor symmetry.

Sometimes the nearby resonances or possible molecular states in the pseudoscalar meson and heavy baryon scattering
channel might also destroy the convergence of the chiral expansion. For example, the 1/27(3/27) charmed baryons
couple strongly to the Goldstone boson and 1/2%(3/2%) charmed baryons based on a unitary baryon-meson coupled-
channel model in Ref. ﬂ&_ﬂ] The convergence of the chiral expansion might improve if the 1/2~ and 3/2~ charmed
baryons are included explicitly.

One may also wonder whether the recoil correction might spoil the convergence. In the past several years there has
some progress in the development of the yPT in the covariant form such as the extended-on-mass-shell renormalization
scheme ﬂﬂ, 32, @] and infrared regularization method M] It will be very interesting to compare the results within
the different schemes.

We estimate the LECs at O(¢?) assuming the SU(4) flavor symmetry and using the pseudoscalar meson and nucleon-
octet coupling constants as input. However, the SU(4) flavor symmetry is broken in nature. The convergence of the
chiral expansion might improve if the LECs could be determined more accurately.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied the pseudoscalar meson and charmed baryon scattering length to O(e®) with HByPT.
The convergence of the chiral expansion of some pion and eta channels is good. Because of the large heavy baryon
mass, the recoil correction is small.



It is easy to get the T-matrices for the pseudoscalar meson and bottomed baryon scattering from those in Sec. [[I]
with the corresponding parameters replaced. The numerical results do not change much due to the heavy quark flavor
symmetry.

According to our convention, the scattering length with a positive real part indicates there is attraction in this
channel, which provides useful information on the strong interaction between the pseudoscalar meson and heavy
flavor baryon. For example, one may have a rough idea in which channels there may (or not) exist loosely bound
molecular states composed of a heavy flavor baryon and a pseudoscalar meson. These systems are similar to the
pionic hydrogen. Moreover, we hope our present calculation, especially nonanalytic parts, would be useful to the
chiral extrapolation of future simulation of the pseudoscalar meson and heavy baryon scattering on the lattice.
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Appendix A: Some functions and constants in the 7T-matrices

We list the functions and constants in the T-matrices here,

392m3 Ha (0, my), myr) 393m3, Hy(—82, my, mr) gim3. Ha (=63, my, my)

Pl = — 4 ) P2 = — 4 , P3 _ _ 4 ,
U, = mK{392H2(627m777m7r) + 29 H2(53umnum7r)} Uy = mK{3g H2(0 mnamﬂ') + 293H2(517m777m7r)}
4 ’ o 4 J
Uy — ~ m5 {598 Ha(0, my, mx) 4 393 Ho (=61, My, mx) } Wi (m) —393Ha (02, m, m) — 293 Ha (53, m,m)
12 ? 4 b
—3¢2H>(0 —2¢92H5 (6 —5¢92H5(0 392 Hy (-6
Wa(m) = 291 2( ,m,m)4 93 Ha( 17m,m), Wi(m) = —295 2(0,m, m) — _ g3 Ho( 1,m,m),
392H>(0, m,m 392 Ho (=02, m, m 2Hy (=85, m,m
Yl(m):—%, Ya(m) = — g3 Ha( 42 )7 Y3(m):_94 2( 43 )7 (A1)
—vm?2 — w2 arccos ( i) m2 > w?
w3 Ww3n Iml w2 ot [m]
V(m?* w) = {— D) 4} 3 4)‘ — =577 | Yw? —m?In I"‘l_“’ m? <w?w<0, (A2)
2m2 f w2 f w2 f N
wz—mQ(—lnivw T +“+i7r) m? <w?w>0
where

—v/m? — w? arccos il ‘ m2 > w?

2, 5.3 3_ 9.2 _

Hy(m? w) = {Gm;‘; 25w } + 2 243;” “In |T| +7m12 2w Vw? —m?In *‘“J”/‘“fimz m? <w?w<0
0 0 7T

Vw? —m?2(ir —In “’+V|°7‘jf*m2) m? <w?w>0

)

1 Hl(mz,;:z):jlég(Mz,fw) m2 75 M2
Hg(w,m, M) = F OH1(z,—w) m2 = M? (A3)
9z {z—m?}

Appendix B: Determination of Some LECs with SU(4) Flavor Symmetry

The SU(4) flavor 20’-plet includes the nucleon octet, A, triplet, 3. sextet, and Z.. triplet, which can be expressed
by a 3-rank tensor Tp.:

Teba = —Taves  Teab = —Tabe + Tach-  (a,b,c =1,2,3,4 are the flavor labels.) (B1)

With the SU(4) 20’-representation and the isospin, hypercharge, and charm of the physical particles, one obtains the
individual components

=0 ==
= =

1 1 1 1
N, Tiz=—-——=%", Thy=-—2=%", Tigz=-—

1
B e = NG NG e

Tip = —
112 \/5

, To3z =

7



10

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Ti32 = —7/\, T3 = 520 - 2—\/51\, T4 = EETF, Ty = EES, T34 = —2Qc, Ti44 = \/QEZFCJF,
1 1 1 1 1 _
Toag = 7 Yh Thus = EQL Thaz = %AL Thoa = EEZF + 2—\/§Aja Thaz = —35j,
1_ 1 1 1 1
T EF, Touz = —=E, Thzy = =E0 =2, B2
134 = 2C 2\/— Ze s 243 3 234 2c+2\/§c (B2)

where we have normalized Ty, so that the Lagrangian of the self-energy is T%%¢(iv- D)Tpp.. With the chiral symmetry,
parity, C-parity, and Hermiticity, we can construct the Lagrangian

6(2)(4) = aTTTr[x,] + a, T X+a AT be + agTabCX+a Taep + azTTTr[v-uv-u] + a, T - u," v uanjbc

+as T - w;" v-u, chb + agT" - u,™" v - u; P e+ arTH% - u," v - u; "Trmas (B3)
where u,, and x4 are similar to those in Eq. (B) with the extended x*** = diag(m2, m2, 2m3 —m2,2m% —m2), and
x4 M + + NHo
vttt |7 K . b
_T_ U/ e -
o™ = V2 " AryprUs K o (B4)
— 57 _ 2 Tc -
KO f(Jr 6! :rf' V12 D?)s
—9Nc
D D D3 —

EéU(4 contains £g3¢ for the nucleon octet, Egé)¢ for the A, triplet, Eg6)¢ for the X, sextet, and so on. So comparing

£g3¢ with that in Ref. ﬂﬁ] and using their values of LECs by, bp, bp, do, d1, dp, dr, we get

2
a0 =bo+ 3bp = ~0.79 GV, ay =4bp = ~1.96 GeV ™", ay = ~2bp — 2bp = 0.80 GeV ™', a3 = 4°‘f,
0
/ /
oy = 8do + 4d; + 8dp — 4 Inf =—4.13 GeV ! — 44af, as = —4d; — 4dp — 4dp = —0.19 GeV 1,
T
o 1 o/
=8dyp+ 8dp — 8dp — 4 =—-0.67GeV™" — 4
6 0+ 8dp F inf e Inf’
/
7= —8dy — 4d; — 8d 8d 4 — 1.00 GeV~! 442 B5
0 1 D + 8dp + inf eV '+ inf (B5)
with a still unknown dimensionless constant /. Then comparing Eg; é and Egﬁ) » With Eq. [@), one gets
1 1 1 _ _ 5 1 _
G0 = 500 = gz + zoap = —0.32GeVY, & = ot g = —0.52 GeV ™!,
5 1 1 o 1 1 1 o
Cy =2 — - C3 = —Q3 — — —ay=—-003GeV ! — - —
2= 203+ ot 505 = Sarf BT T Rt RoT ¢ 34nf’
1 1 1
co = ap — gal - 6042 =—0.61 GeV™!, ¢ = §a1 = —0.98 GeV !,
1 ! 1 1 !
¢y = gy = ~2.07 GeV ™" — 243;][, ¢ = gas + 507 = 084 GeV !, ey = a3 = ;;f. (B6)

Appendix C: Nonanalytic dominance approximation and the convergence of the chiral expansion

The analytic terms from loop corrections are the polynomials of € possessing the symmetries of Lagrangians. They
can be absorbed by the LECs. In other words, the tree and partial loop corrections have the same chiral structure.
One may divide the T-matrix into the analytic and nonanalytic part. The analytic contribution originates from both
loop and tree diagrams, while the nonanalytic contribution originates only from the loop graphs. One may also use the

nonanalytic part to discuss the convergence of the T-matrix since the LECs of the third order can not be determined
now.
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For the 77 scattering length, the ratio of the analytic contribution a?22h! to the nonanalytic contribution aZ! is

small[35],

a2nal0 ~0.005  qanal0 _0.001  qanal0 _ ganal.2 _0.006  qanal0 — ganal2 ~0.001
aBd oy 00397 GB0 |ooe 00167 GE0 ok {0 00367 ok —ak? |5  0.015

Because of lack of enough data, we are still unable to estimate the LECs at O(e?®) accurately. As a very crude ap-
proximation, we invoke the “nonanalytic dominance approximation” to check the convergence of the chiral expansion,
which assumes large cancellation of the analytic terms between loop and tree diagrams. Under this approximation,
we list the scattering lengths with the nonanalytic approximation in the last column of Tables[I} [Il [Tl The difference
between the last two columns of the tables could be regarded as a measure of the error resulting from LECs at O(€?).

In our present calculation, some polynomials of €, such as mg, mié, appear like nonanalytic in quark mass m,
at first sight. However, we have checked that the polynomials in our results are analytic in quark mass since the
momentum of the external boson at the threshold also contributes a factor mg, which is simply a kinematical factor.
We can extract the nonanalytic contribution with the new functions of V' and H; by dropping the analytic terms in
the squared brackets in Eqs. (A2] [A3]).

Comparing the total loop contribution with the sole nonanalytic part in Table[[V] we notice that the chiral expansion
does become better when appropriate LECs absorb the analytic contribution. There are only 13 channels where the
magnitude of the loop correction is smaller than 1/4 in unit of m,/ fg In contrast there are 19 channels where the
magnitude of the nonanalytic case is smaller than 1/4 in unit of mg/ ff, There are 9 badly convergent channels
where the magnitude of the total loop is larger than 2/3. There are only 5 badly convergent channels where the
nonanalytic correction is larger than 2/3. We have also checked our previous results for the excited charmed meson
and pseudoscalar meson scattering lengths. The nonanalytic terms are smaller than the total loop contributions in
the most channels [16].
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TABLE I: The ¢-Bjs threshold T-matrices order by order in units of fm with o’ =04 1.

O(eh) O(€?) O(€%) Total Scattering Length Scattering Length
(Nonanalytic Approximation)
SV 0.65 -0.11 0.54 0.041 0.032
TY? 32 059 +0069 0.15 4. + 0.069 0.3 + 0.0052 0.29 + 0.0052
T 16 059+ 0069 -0.64 -1.7 + 0.069 -0.13 + 0.0052 -0.12 + 0.0052
TP 38 49+057  -3.7 2.6 + 0.57 -0.17 £ 0.038 -0.079 + 0.038
T 76 44+ 11 0.78 13. + 1.1 0.85 + 0.076 0.71 + 0.076
T 0 5.4 414280 9.6 + 2.8 i 0.63 + 0.18 4 0.59 + 0.18 i
TP 38 494057 134424 (10 +4.21) £ 057 (0.66 + 0.27 ) +0.038  (0.56 + 0.27 i) + 0.038
T 38 6. F 057 14 24. F 0.57 1.6 ¥ 0.038 1.4 F 0.038
T¢) 38 49057  -36 2.5 £ 0.57 -0.17 £ 0.038 -0.075 =+ 0.038
T 0 21+£069 1.5+3. ¢ (3.6+3.4) £0.69 (0.23+0.194) £ 0.044  (0.22 + 0.19 7) £ 0.044
WP 0 5.9£017 0554154 (6.4 + 1.54) £ 0.17 (0.42 + 0.098 7) £ 0.011  (0.41 + 0.098 i) % 0.011
TABLE II: The ¢-Bg threshold T-matrices order by order in units of fm with o/ =0 &+ 1.
O(e")  O(&) o(€%) Total Scattering Length Scattering Length
(Nonanalytic Approximation)
7% 0 051+042 -13 -0.77 + 0.42 -0.058 + 0.031 -0.058 =+ 0.031
TP 32 07+021 -0.78 3.1+ 0.21 0.24 + 0.016 0.23 + 0.016
Tg?) 216 0.7+£021  -1.6 -2.5 + 0.21 -0.19 + 0.016 -0.18 + 0.016
gc 6.5 1.5 1.4 9.3 0.7 0.67
T 3.2 0.5 -0.34 3.4 0.25 0.25
D 32 089 -0.91 -3.3 -0.24 -0.23
) 16 7.4 58483 i 21. + 8.3 1.4 4 0.56 i 1.2 4 0.56 i
T;;g,c 7.6 59+35 994830 (23. +83i) £35 (1.6 0.56i) £ 0.23 (1.4 + 0.56 i) + 0.23
T, 0 58  -43+5647  15+561 0.1+ 0.37 i 0.11 4 0.37 i
Ty 38 27 +52 3.3 9.8 + 5.2 0.65 + 0.35 0.56 + 0.35
e 1.6 7.4 -6 -6.2 -0.41 -0.23
Y6 7.4 -4.2 -4.4 -0.3 -0.11
T;_;g,c 38 57F1.7  -3.1 6.5 F 1.7 0.43 F 0.12 0.36 F 0.12
Tgl, -38 58+ 17 334561 (-1.2+5.61) £ 1.7 (-0.083 + 0.37 ) + 012 (0.0088 + 0.37 i) + 0.12
Eléj) 11 9. F1.7 10.+1.44 (31. + 1.44) F 1.7 (2. + 0.092 i) F 0.12 (1.8 + 0.092 i) F 0.12
©/% 0 43435 24560 (23+5610) £35 (0.15+ 0.37 1) £ 0.23 (0.15 4 0.37 i) + 0.23
T 0 99F1L1 -11+46147 (88 +6.14) F 1.1 (0.58 + 0.4 9) F 0.069 (0.59 4 0.4 i) F 0.069
TP 0 834053 154764 (9.8 +7.64) +0.53 (0.64 4 0494) +0.034  (0.63 + 0.49 i) + 0.034
752 0 22421 04343.0 (27+3.4) £21 (017 + 0.24) £ 0.14 (0.18 4+ 0.2 i) + 0.14
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TABLE III: The ¢-B§ threshold T-matrices order by order in units of fm with o/ =0+ 1.

O(e")  O(&) O(e%) Total Scattering Length Scattering Length
(Nonanalytic Approximation)

Tlo. 0 051+042  -13 -0.76 + 0.42 -0.058 =+ 0.031 -0.058 =+ 0.031
T2 32 0.69 + 0.21 -0.79-0.035 i (3.1 - 0.035 i) & 0.21 (0.24 - 0.0027 ) + 0.016  (0.23 - 0.0027 i) + 0.016
T2 16 0.69 + 021 -1.6:0.035 i (-2.5- 0.035 i) + 0.21 (-0.19 - 0.0027 i) % 0.016  (-0.18 - 0.0027 7) £ 0.016
7%, 65 1.6 1.440.42 i 9.5 4 0.42 i 0.71 4 0.032 i 0.69 + 0.032 i
Tfrlz); 3.2 0.4 -0.43-0.28 i 3.2-0.28i 0.24 - 0.021 i 0.24 - 0.021 i
T\, -32 088 -0.95 -3.3 -0.25 -0.24
T2 16 7.3 5.848.3 i 21. + 8.3 1.4 + 0.56 ¢ 1.2 + 0.56 4
T}f;; 76 63+35 104847 (24 +841i)+35 (1.6 + 0.56 i) + 0.23 (1.4 + 0.56 i) + 0.23
7. 0 5.3 45455 i 0.83 + 5.5 0.055 + 0.37 i 0.067 + 0.37 i
TUD 38 2.7+ 5.2 3.4 10. + 5.2 0.66 + 0.35 0.57 + 0.35
7O 76 7.3 -6.1 6.4 -0.42 -0.24
T2 76 7.3 -4.2 -4.5 -0.31 -0.12
T}f; 38 49 F 1.7 -3.6-00484 (5.1-0.048i) F 1.7 (0.34-0.00324) F 0.12  (0.27 - 0.0032 4) F 0.12
T;;g 38 58+ 1.7 -33+456i (-1.3+5.64) £ 1.7 (-0.085 4+ 0.374) £ 0.12  (0.0087 + 0.37 i) & 0.12
TP 11 89 F LT 1041440 (30 +144) F LT (2. +0.0924) F 0.12 (1.7 + 0.092 i) T 0.12
T;jz/f) 0 43435 -1.9456i (23+5.64) +£35 (0.16 4+ 0.37 ) £ 0.23 (0.15 + 0.37 i) + 0.23
T, 0 94F L1 -12461i (824614 F 11 (054 +0.41i) F 0.07 (0.55 + 0.4 i) F 0.07
T'UP 0 844053 1.6+47.60 (10. +7.60) £ 053 (0.6 + 0.5 i) & 0.034 (0.65 4 0.5 i) & 0.034
ng 0 21421 036437 (25+3.i)+21 (016 4+0.24) +0.14 (0.16 4 0.2 i) + 0.14

14



TABLE IV: The ¢-B threshold T-matrices at O(e®) in natural units of m/f2.
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Tree Loop 1 Loop II: triplet Loop II: sextet Loop II: excited sextet| Loop total Nonanalytic part
0 -0.15 0 0.04 0.081 -0.033 -0.069
0.00022 0.085 0 -0.015 -0.025 0.045 0.0018
-0.0000068 -0.16 0 -0.015 -0.025 -0.2 -0.18
-0.0007 -0.48 0 0 0 -0.48 -0.3
0.0024 0.55 0 -0.15 -0.3 0.1 -0.18
0 -0.0724-0.367 0 0.21 0.4 0.544-0.361 0.454-0.361
0.0012 0.174-0.55¢ 0 0 0 0.17+0.55¢ -0.0134-0.55¢
0.0007 0.7 0 0.39 0.75 1.8 1.5
-0.0007 -0.56 0 0.03 0.051 -0.47 -0.29
0.00037 0.5¢ 0 0.085 0.16 0.254-0.5¢ 0.214-0.5¢
0.000092 0.25¢ 0 0.03 0.06 0.091+4-0.25¢ 0.072+0.25¢
0 -0.31 0 -0.058 -0.029 -0.4 -0.39
0.0006 -0.22 -0.028 0.0045 0.0038 -0.24 -0.29
0.000075 -0.47 -0.028 0.0045 0.0038 -0.49 -0.46
0.00052 0.17 0.058 0.12 0.083 0.43 0.3
0.0013 0.0084 -0.039 -0.047 -0.03 -0.11 -0.13
0.00015 -0.32 0 0.018 0.015 -0.28 -0.24
0.0062 0.34+1.1¢ 0 0.28 0.14 0.75+1.1¢ 0.38+1.12
0.0036 1.241.1¢ -0.079 0.13 0.067 1.3+1.1¢ 0.91+1.12
0.0026 -0.74+0.73¢ 0.17 -0.019 -0.011 -0.56+0.737 -0.544-0.73¢
0.0013 0.77 0 -0.22 -0.12 0.43 0.26
-0.0026 -1.1 0 0.21 0.11 -0.78 -0.43
-0.0026 -0.97 0 0.28 0.14 -0.55 -0.19
0.0065 -0.56 0.29 -0.091 -0.05 -0.41 -0.55
-0.0013 | -0.564-0.73¢ 0.045 0.053 0.028 -0.43+0.737 -0.254-0.73¢
0.0092 0.794-0.18¢ 0 0.36 0.19 1.34-0.18: 0.784-0.18¢
0 -0.144-0.734¢ 0 -0.076 -0.042 -0.264-0.73¢ -0.264-0.73¢
0.0039 1.4 0.14 -0.21 -0.11 -0.1841.% -0.16+1.¢
0.0011 1.3¢ -0.13 0.25 0.13 0.25+1.32 0.23+1.3¢
0.00098 0.57 0.07 -0.00035 0.00011 0.074-0.5¢ 0.0794-0.52
0 -0.31 0 -0.014 -0.073 -0.4 -0.4
0.0011 -0.22 -0.03-0.011% -0.00017 0.0056 -0.25-0.011¢ -0.29-0.011¢
0.0004 -0.47 -0.03-0.01114 -0.00017 0.0056 -0.49-0.0114 -0.47-0.0114
-0.0016 0.17 0.1240.137 0.008 0.14 0.444-0.13¢ 0.3240.13z
0.0042 0.0084 -0.081-0.0877 -0.0064 -0.059 -0.14-0.087¢ -0.16-0.087¢
0.0008 -0.32 0 -0.00068 0.022 -0.29 -0.25
0.01 0.34+1.1¢ 0 0.066 0.34 0.754+1.1¢ 0.39+1.12
0.0012 1.24+1.1¢  -0.034-0.0063:¢ 0.028 0.16 1.3+1.1¢ 0.95+1.12
0.0089 -0.740.73¢  0.13-0.0021¢ -0.0039 -0.024 -0.6+0.73¢ -0.5740.73¢
0.0006 0.77 0 -0.048 -0.28 0.45 0.26
-0.0012 -1.1 0 0.049 0.27 -0.79 -0.43
-0.0012 -0.97 0 0.066 0.34 -0.56 -0.19
0.018 -0.56 0.21-0.0063¢ -0.02 -0.11 -0.49-0.0063:  -0.61-0.0063%
-0.0006 | -0.564-0.73z 0.051+0.0021% 0.012 0.067 -0.43+0.737 -0.244-0.73¢
0.015 0.79+0.18:¢ 0 0.081 0.45 1.34-0.18: 0.78+0.18:¢
0 -0.144-0.734¢ 0 -0.016 -0.095 -0.254-0.731¢ -0.264-0.73¢
0.014 1.4 0.11 -0.051 -0.26 -0.241.¢ -0.18+1.¢
0.00084 1.3¢ -0.1140.0013¢ 0.057 0.31 0.26+1.3¢ 0.24+1.3¢
0.0034 0.51 0.0574-0.0017¢ -0.00021 -0.00043 0.0574-0.5¢ 0.0694-0.5¢
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