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Abstract. In this talk we present an interpretation for the experirabdata available on two different processes, namely,
J/W — @rtm, J/W — ywe, which seem to indicate existence of two new resonancesthdtlsame quantum numbers
(J™ =0t , 1 =0) and very similar mass ( 1800 MeV) but with very differentag properties. However, our studies show
that the peak structure found in thep invariant mass, id/% — ywe, is a manifestation of the well knowfy(1710 while

the cross section enhancement found i — @™~ is indeed a nevyp resonance with mass near 1800 MeV. We present
an explanation for the different decay properties of thesedcalar resonances.
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INTRODUCTION

A peak structure has been found in ip@ invariant mass spectrum in a recent experimental studyeaf At — ycw
process made by the BES collaboration [1]. This peak has &ssociated to a scalar, isoscalar resonance with mass
M = 1795+ 772> MeV and widthl = 95 10"58 MeV in Ref. [1]. We shall refer to this state g (1800 as done

in Ref. [1]. No such resonance is present in the spectrumenfiistates in the particle data book (PDB) [2]. The
known state with the nearest possible mas%i{4710 and one could wonder if the peak seen in #we spectrum

can be explained with this known resonance. In fact, an atémexplain the BES data on tlygo invariant mass
spectrum withfp(1710 was made in Ref. [3] and indeed a peak structure was foundimesinreshold although with

a strength much weaker than the experimental data. Anyhmatrong claims were made in Ref. [3] partly due to a
parameterized treatment of the interaction of vector meg§ohandVV f,(1710) coupling.

Interestingly, the finding of yet anothgg resonance with mass also around 1800 MeV was earlier repiorte
different processi/W — @™ [4]. This resonance was found in ther invariant mass spectrum and was named
f0(1790. This state was found to possess a very curious decay pyopbith is a suppressed decay to thi&
channel. This property makes(1790 undoubtedly distinct to the knowyy (1710 which, completely contrarily,
decays t&k’K with a large branching ratio and suppressivelyrim

Now, the fp(1800) found in Ref. [1] must also be distinct #3(1790 of Ref. [4] sincefy (1800 has been found in
the gw system which must unavoidably couple, and deca)xXo(see Fig. 1). Thus, from Refs. [1, 4] it seems that
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FIGURE 1. The@w — KK process.

two fo resonances exist with mass around 1800 MeV but with vergdifft decay properties and as a consequence
there must be thregy’s with mass between 1700-1800 MeV: the well knoyi(1710 and a twin set of new states
around 1800 MeV. In this manuscript we discuss that this t¢lmcase although it might appear to be so. We show
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that the peak structure found in tipeo spectrum in Ref. [1] is a manifestation (1710 while the resonance seen in
the rrrr system [4] is indeed a new scalar, isoscalar resonance wigidoubtedly distinct tgp(1710). In addition,
we provide an explanation for the suppressed decay(4790) to theKK channel.

fo(1790) AS A 1175(980) RESONANCE

We shall first review our study of thertfp(980) system [5] where a scalar resonance was found with propestiey
similar to fp(1790). With the motivation of studying pseudoscalar systems withl quantum numbers of the vacuum,

we first studied three pseudoscalar systems with totalgragss zero in Ref. [5], namel’k* K —, i°K°K°, m°r°n,

m K°K—, mtmrn, T K*K° and -t as coupled channels. The formalism of the study is based lonlation

of the Faddeev equations with the input amplitudes obtabedolving the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the two-
pseudoscalar subsystems in a coupled channel formalissnFatideev partitiond;!, 72 and 73, are written in this
formalism as

3
T =1'63(k] — ki) + ; T, i=123, (1)
JjA=1

with ; (%,’.) being the initial (final) momentum of the particleand+’ the two-bodys-matrix which describes the
interaction of the jk) pair of the systemj #k#i=1,2,3. Using Eq. (1), the full three-bod§-matrix is obtained in
terms of the two-body-matrices and th&;’ partitions as

=

3
T=T'4+7%+73= thf53(k;—k[)+TR 2)

where we define

3 3
T = Zl ; Ty (3)
=1 =1

TheT,éj partitions in Eq. (1) satisfy the following set of couplediatjons
T = tigit ¢ [G"ﬁ T + Gk T,{"} it j4k=123 (4)

whereg' is a three-body Green’s function depending on the variaifldse external legs whil&/* is a loop function

(see Refs. [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10] for more details). Studies ofsmthree-hadron systems made of mesons and baryons have
earlier been made within this formalism [6, 7, 8, 9, 10] leaytio the generation of some meson and baryon resonances
which, in turn, indicates that the three-body dynamics play important role in understanding the properties of such
states.

Going back to the study of three pseudoscalar mesons of Refvg would like to recall that the input two-body
amplitudes were obtained following Refs. [11, 12] whereatyital generation of the light scalar mesons was found.
Thus, our two-body amplitudes also contain this informati®o be precise, the isoscal&K and 7T t-matrices
dynamically generate the resonangg®80) anda(600), while the system composed of the chaniéigand rm in
isospin 1 gives rise to th&)(980) state. In the strangenesd KmmandKn systems the (850) is formed.

With these inputs we solve Eq. (4) while keeping all the iat¢ions in S-wave, which implies that the total quantum
numbers of the three-body system and, thus, the possibledsiates or resonances present in it/dre- 0.

To identify the peaks obtained in the three-bd@dynatrix for the different channels with physical states weato
project these amplitudes on an isospin basis. To do thatowsider the total isospihof the three-body system and
the isospin of one of the two-body subsystems, which in tiesgmt case is taken as the isospin ofkfi&subsystem
or (23) subsystent,s, and evaluate the transition amplitufel>s| Tz |1, I>3). The isospin>z can be 0 or 1, thus, the
total isospinZ can be 0, 1 or 2. For the cases involving the stites0, l,3=1), |l =1,b3=1) and|I =2,l,3=1)
we have not found any resonance or bound state. Although Viiedione in the case df= 1 with I3 = 0 with mass
~ 1400 MeV and width~ 85 MeV. We find that this resonance is formed whenk#esystem is organized g5(980)
and, thus, its structure is dominantiyy(980).

This state can be associated with @300 listed in the PDB [2], whose mass is in the range 13000 MeV
and the width found from the different experiments listeda@between 120 to 700 MeV [2]. Using these values as a



reference, the peak position obtained here is in the exgat@mhupper limit for this state, while the width is closehe t
lower experimental value, thus, our findings are compatibte the known data set. Surely, for a better comparison
one needs more experiments which could help in determimiagptoperties of this state with more precision. The
decay modes seen for this resonanceaar@ndri(7T7) ... The channefrirtis a three-body channel which couples
to mKK andrrm. However the three pion threshold (around 410 MeV) is fanefr@m the region in which the state

is formed, thus, it naturally is not essential in the generaof the 71(1300). However, the inclusion of channels like
rrrtrror prrcould help in increasing the width found for the state withim approach, since there is more phase space
for the 1(1300) to decay to these channels.

Having obtained this information on three pseudoscaldaesys we solve the Faddeev equations, once again, for the
mrtfo(980) system. Thetrinteraction is obtained from chiral Lagrangians, as eandile the result of the Faddeev
equations solved for three-pseudoscalar system is us#ukfmy, (980) amplitude. Consequently, we find a resonance
with scalar, isoscalar quantum numbers and mad§73 MeV with 100 MeV width (see Fig. 2). It is found that the
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FIGURE 2. The squared amplitude for thekK channel as a function of the total energy and the invariargsnod thekK K
system.

two pions interact in ther(600) region and thatfy(980) subsystems are organizedd 300 when the three-body
resonance is formed. The important thing to notice fromefresults is that the scalar, isoscalar resonance found in
our work decays dominantly tart, rirrrTrT, KK but not toKK (as shown in Fig. 3) which is strikingly similar to the
characteristics of th¢ (1790 [4].
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FIGURE 3. The decay process of thg(1790 found in our work.

MANIFESTATION OF fy(1710 IN THE ¢gw MASS SPECTRUM

The resonances found in Refs. [1, 5] can, certainly, not lag¢a@ to the one found in thew invariant mass spectrum
in Ref. [4] since the latter one must unavoidably decai¥through the mechanism shown in Fig. 1. This argument
actually leads to finding of a flaw in the interpretation of theak seen in thew spectrum [1] as a neyp (1800
resonance since in tHek decay channel the mass {1800 would be very far from th&'K threshold and the peak
should be clearly observable, with no ambiguities abounierpretation. Yet, in the experiment studyihg¥ decay
into yKK, clear peaks are seen for tfig 1500 andfo(1710 but no trace is seen of any peak around 1800 MeV [13].
Similarly, MARK Il [14] reports a clear signal for th¢ (1710 in the KK spectra but no signal around 1800 MeV.



In fact in Ref. [15] we showed that the peak in th@ data obtained in Ref. [1] can be interpreted as a manifestati
of the fp(1710 resonance produced below the threshold. We discuss that the presence of this resonanesseily
leads to a peak around tigeo threshold with a shape and strength compatible with experirand that the observed
peak is not a signal of a new resonance. To do this we studefli/tH — ypw process within a formalism where a
photon is radiated from the initiaf state (as in Refs. [16]). Th& component after thg radiation, then, decays into
pairs of vectors which interact among themselves as shoWwigird.
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FIGURE 4. Schematic representation Hf¥ decay into a photon and one dynamically generated resonance

Thece can be considered as an SU(3) singlet and, thus, the paictdnmesons produced after hadronization must
couple to an SU(3) singlet. The vector-vector content in3hK3) singlet can be easily obtained from the trace of
AV,

WV su(3) singlet= TV - V1, (5)
whereV is the SU(3) matrix of the vector mesons
1,0, 1 + *4
V= P Pt Hw K . (6)
K*~ K ®
We, thus, find the vertex
Y, o ter= P20 p o+ p P+ ww+ KK+ KR+ kK - KOk @)

It is important to note that there is no primary productiorpos with the mechanism of Fig. 4. The production of
@w occurs through the rescattering of the vector mesons pestpiimarily. The amplitude for the process shown in

Fig. 4 can be written as
4

1/ woypw = A lejijjﬁ(pw, (8)
f=
whereA is an unknown constant representing the reduced matrixeglefor the operator responsible for the transition
cc — VWV SU(3) singlet " are the weight factors corresponding to the probabilityaafrieonization of different vector
mesons(; the loop function for the intermediate two mesons staterangl, represents the transition amplitude for
the intermediate vector mesonsga. We take the information for th€; andy;; functions from Ref. [17]. The,_,;
matrices can be written as
8i8j

s— MI% + iMgl g
whereg;, g; are the couplings of the resonance to ityechannels given in Ref. [17].

With the amplitude of Eq. (8), which depends on the invanaass ofpw, we can construct thgco mass distribution
given by

9)

linj =

dr 1 1 5
= a. |t 10
dMiy (27_[)3 4M12/Lp Pylw | J/W—yow I (10)

where p, andg,, are the photon momentum in thig¥ rest frame and thev momentum in thepw rest frame,
respectively.

In Fig. 5 we show thepw invariant mass distribution obtained by fixing the totaksgth such as to reproduce
the peak of the experimental data on the numbep@fevents per bin. In order to account for the strength of the
distribution at large values dff,, far away from thefy (1710 resonance, we allow for a small background, which
we take as a constant amplitude for simplicity. As we can geme is a perfect agreement between our results and
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FIGURE 5. The invariant mass distributiogf% for the procesd /W — ypw from Eq. (10). The data points, shown by filled

circles, have been taken from Ref [. The dotted and dashed lines represent the backgroundhengh(t1710 resonance
contribution, respectively. The solid line shows the cenésum of the two.

the experimental data. However, we must remember that we draunknown constantin Eq. 8. In order to make a
stronger claim, we have calculated the ratio
dr
/dMinv

dMiny

Rr - )
Cy/wsyfo(1710

(11)

where the constant gets cancelled. In our work this ratio turns out to b&333-3; which is in good agreement with

the experimental value. 04" 5-32.

With this we can summarize the present manuscript by meintjothat we provide evidence for existence of a
new scalar, isoscalar resonan@é€l790 which is distinct to the knowrfy(1710. We present an explanation for the
suppressed decay of this resonanc& We also show that the BES data on th@ spectrum can be explained in
terms off(1710 and thus a newp(1800) is not required. Thus there are tygstates in the 1700-1800 MeV.
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