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Abstract

We study dynamically generated ag resonances by interactions between vector
mesons including their coupling to channels of pseudoscalar mesons within coupled-
channel approach. Both vector and pseudoscalar mesons are considered as t-channel
exchanged mesons for calculating interactions between vector mesons. Analogous to
ap(980) as a KK — mn dynamically generated state, there is an ag(1710) as a coupled
channel dynamically generated state near K*K* threshold. The channels involved are
pd, K*K*, pw, KK, m. This ap mainly decays to pw, 71 and K K. This pole is much
tied to the coupled channel effect. If we turn off either p¢ or K*K*, the pole disap-
pears. In addition, it is found that ap(1450) may also be dynamically generated by pw
interactions due to m and 7 exchange.

1 Introduction

More and more hadron resonances have been proposed to be hadronic molecules [1] with
much more predicted ones to be searched for [2,3]. Among various approaches for studying
hadronic molecules, a quite popular one is the unitary extension of chiral perturbation theory,
which has been successfully to study the meson-baryon and meson-meson interactions at low
energy [4-11]. A well-known example is the A(1405) [12], which can be dynamically generated
in the vicinity of the 73 and K ~p thresholds. The another example is f(980) [9,13], which is
considered to arise due to 7 and K K coupled channel interaction. Some recent works [14,15]
studied the interaction of the nonet of vector mesons themselves and found a pole with
quantum number 19(J7¢) = 17(0"*) mainly coupling to K*K* channel. No such aq around
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K*K* threshold is listed in PDG [16]. However, recently both Babar Collaboration [17] and
BESII Collaboration [18] have reported strong evidence for a new a(1710) resonance with
mass nearly degenerate with fy(1710). The claimed mass is smaller than predicted ones of
Refs. [14,15] which have ignored the coupled channels of pseudoscalar mesons. In this paper,
we extend the previous study [15] of this resonance by including its coupling to channels of
pseudoscalar mesons in addition to vector mesons to see how these more coupled channels
influence the pole and result in corresponding partial decay widths to these channels. For
the t-channel meson exchanges, besides vector mesons considered in [14,15], we also include
pseudoscalar mesons. In addition to the dynamically generated ao(1710) close to the K*K*
threshold, it is found that a(1450) may also be dynamically generated by pw interactions
due to m and 7 exchange.

In the following, we first outline the formalism to the coupled-channel interaction [19] in
Sect. 2, then in Sect. 3, we give our numerical results and discussion, with a brief summary
at the end.

2 Formalism

The interaction Lagrangian among vector mesons and pseudoscalar mesons is given by Refs.
[20,21] as the following

Lypp = —ig{V*[P,0,P]), (1)
EVVP == Eﬁuyaﬂ (8HVZ,8QV5P) . (2)
with
’r 39/2 r GVMV

“ier, YA
where the symbol (...) stands for the trace in the SU(3) space and the coupling constant

g = My /2f, with My = 845.66 M eV the SU(3)-averaged vector-meson mass, Gy ~ 55MeV
and fr = 93MeV the pion decay constant. The vector field V# is

VH = - —\/iip? + \/iiw K0 , (4)
K*— K*O ¢
and the pseudoscalar field P is
10 1 + +
T 1 7; 1 Ko
_ -0 2

With the Lagrangian given in Eq. (1), we are able to calculate the vector-vector to pseudoscalar-
pseudoscalar scattering amplitudes. The Feynman diagrams needed are shown in Fig. 1,
where V' means vector meson and P means pseudoscalar meson.



PV PV

|4 P |4 P

Figure 1: The t- and u-channel Feynman diagrams
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Table 1: The potential of each channel with isospin-1

The amplitudes with isospin-1 for the processes V(p1)V(p2) — P(ps3)P(ps) are listed in
Table 1. The convention used to relate the particle basis to the isospin basis is

w =LY KT =-l5,3),
2 ©)
P =LY K = 15,

The V Py, and V'V, correspond to the ¢(u)-channel diagrams with pseudoscalar meson
and vector meson exchange, respectively. The superscript is the particle exchanged. Here,
t = (p1 —p3)? and u = (p; — p4)? are the usual Mandelstam variables. The potential is given
by

Vv te(ﬁ) = t(u) 2 €1 * P3€2 - P4, (7)

Vvex o Gl? 1 0 v o AT 613 qﬁqé 8
1) = T ) 2, eI ExriPa (—9 + 7)- (8)
where the ¢; is the i-th polarization vector of the incoming vector meson. The polarization
vector can be characterized by its three-momentum p; and the third component of the spin
in its rest frame, and the explicit expression of the polarization vectors can be found in
Appendix A of Ref. [22]. At the threshold, sy, = (m; + m»)?, the potential is

4p?
! g (9)
V3(mimy — (mam3 +mim?)/\/5m + m2,)

VPtex — _V‘/tex —
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where py is the on-shell three momentum of the final state.
In term of these amplitudes with isospin-1, we can get the S-wave potential via [22]

Y—O(i)
TUD (s) = — L2 E dp"Y," (p") (0102 M |51525)
£S:4S N V4 102 192
\/§ (2J + 1) 01,02,01
o (10)

x (mMM|0SJ) (615, M|5,5,5)(0M M |¢S.J)
X T(I)(pl,pz,p3,p4; €1, €2, €3,€4).

with s = (p1 + p2)? the usual Mandelstam variable, M = o, + 05 and M = &, + 5. And N
accounts for the identical particles, for example

N =2 for pp — 7, (11)
N =1 for pp - KK, (12)
N =0 for wp - KK. (13)

Like vector scattering VV — V'V the partial wave projection Eq. (10) for a t-channel
exchange amplitude of V'V — PP would also develop a left-hand cut via [15]

I 1 s
3 dcosf 5 — = — = >
—1 t—m2, +ie Vs, m?, m2)A(s,m2, m3?)
m2 4 m2 — tmi=m3)(stmi—mj) _ VAEmEm A smim]) o + i€ (14)
x log 1 2 2s 2s ex
2 2 (s+m2—m2)(s+m2—m32) JMSM%W%)MSM%MZ) 2 :
mi +ms; — P + 5 —mZ, + 1€

with \(a,b,c) = a® + b* + ¢* — 2ab — 2bc — 2ac the Killén function. In vector scattering
VV — V'V, left-hand cuts are smoothed by the N/D method [23,24]. As for the scattering
VV — PP, all left-hand cuts are located below the PP threshold, which are far away from
the energy region we are interested in, so we do not deal with these cuts.

The basic equation to obtain the unitarized T-matrix is

TUD(s) = [1—VUI(s). G(s)]_1 VD (). (15)

Here V) denotes the partial-wave amplitudes and G(s) is a diagonal matrix made up by
the two-point loop function g;(s),

M@zg/fq ! (16)

2m)* (¢* — mjy + i) (P — q)* — mj, + ie)

with P? = s and m;; o the masses of the particles in the i-th channel. The pole position is
at the zeros of determinant

Det = det [1 — VUD(s) G(s)]. (17)

The above loop function is logarithmically divergent and can be calculated with a once-
subtracted dispersion relation or using a regularization fj(q)

P £2(g)
9:(5) ./@ﬂﬂf—n%+%M@—qP—mé+M' (18)

4



after the ¢° integration is performed by choosing the contour in the lower half of the complex

plane, we get
= ’q‘Qd’q‘ w;1 + Wjo 9
A : : 19
/ ( ) /0 (27T)2 wilwig(s — (wil + Wi2)2 + 16) fA(|q|) ( )

where q is the three-momentum and wii» = 1/q? +m7; ,. In order to proceed we need to

determine f(q). There are two kinds of choices, sharp cutoff and smooth cutoff, typically:

fala) = { i;A[___q] | 20

In order to compare with the previous results of coupled channel approach [15], the same
sharp cutoff is used in this paper when channels with pseudoscalar mesons are included in
addition. To explore the position of the poles we need to take into account the analytical
structure of these amplitudes in the different Riemann sheets. By denoting q,, for the CM
tri-momentum of the particles 1 and 2 in the ¢-th channel

" = V(s — (mi — min)?) (s — (mis + min)?)

(3 2\/5 °

As the quantity is two-valued itself [25], we need to distinguish the two Riemann sheets of
g™ uniquely according to

(21)

on> ) —¢ if Imgi™ < 0
4q; - { q’?n else (22)
And the analytic continuation to the second Riemann sheet is given by
9 Z q;)n>
97 (s) = () + " (23)

At /s~

3 Numerical results and discussion

Firstly, within the isospin formalism the pp states obey Bose-Einstein statistics, so that only
states with even [+ S+ I are allowed, which means that in our case pp channel is ruled out.

For K*K* single channel, we already know that there is a bound state for I = 0 sector,
and the potential is about Vl(lo) ~ —7.7¢° [15]. We label the K*K* as channel 1, and the
remain channel indices are listed in Table 2. While for the I = 1 sector, the potential is
about Vl(ll) ~ —0.98¢2, which is too weak to produce a bound state.

Then we turn on additional channels to study their influence on the mass and width of
the resonance. The T-matrix for a single channel a is given by

Vaa
Too = —F—. 24
1- %aga ( )
If we turn on another channel b, then the T-matrix for @ — a becomes to be
Vi9b
‘/aa + _ab
T,, = ! ;'b;gb . (25)
abdb
1- (Vaa - 1—‘%1;_% )ga
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Channel index Channel Threshold (GeV)

1 K*K* 1.784
2 pw 1.552
3 po 1.79
4 KK 0.99
) ™) 0.686

Table 2: Channel indices and threshold energies

Compared to the single channel, V,, is replaced by

V.39
Vipp = Vg + —22—. 26
1 1 — Vigs (26)
Denoting the second term as
V/ _ Va2bgb (27)
1 — Vg’
then T,, can be written as

aa V, 1 aa

T Vaa + (1+a)V, (25)

Tl (Ve +V)9a 1= 1+ a)Vaaga

with a = V' /V,,. For calculating the loop integral g, for channels of vector mesons, we use
the same sharp cutoff as in the previous study [15]. However, if we turn on the channels
of pseudo-scalar mesons, the t-channel exchanged pseudo-scalar meson in VV — PP is
mostly off shell for the calculation of V', implementation of some off-shell form factors is
necessary [32]. Adjustment of the sharp cutoff parameter g,,,, for the loop integration has
no influence for the imaginary part of g,, which corresponds to two on-shell pseudo-scalar
mesons with an off-shell t-channel exchanged pseudo-scalar meson. To take into account this
off-shell effect of the t-channel exchanged meson, the same kind of monopole form factor as
in our triangle loop approach as well as in Ref. [32]

2 2
A —mZ,

F= A2 — g2

(29)
is included at each V PP vertex for the exchanged pseudo-scalar meson with momentum
q. For the VV — PP process, the t-channel exchange meson is much more off-shell than
corresponding V'V — V'V case.

Firstly, we turn on the p¢ channel, it has a contribution about Vigs(s) ~ —4¢* near the
K*K* threshold, together with V;; ~ —0.98¢%, V.;; ~ —5¢* and there will be a bound state
below the K*K* threshold. We find that the coupled K*K* and p¢ channels are necessary
to produce the bound state. There would be no bound state near the K*K* threshold for
ether K*K*, pw, KK, 7 coupled system or pe, pw, KK, mn coupled system .

Then we turn on other channel one by one. For p¢p — K*K* — pw system, the pole
position is about 1.74 —i0.03(GeV). For the the p¢p — K*K* — KK system, the pole position
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Figure 2: |Tj;|? for A = 1.0GeV and gqe, = 1.0GeV in 2-dim and 3-dim

Gmaz(GeV) 0.9 1.0 1.1
Pole(GeV) 1.76 —0.09¢ 1.72—0.10i 1.69 —0.11¢

Table 3: The resonance pole for different cutoffs

is about 1.78 — i0.07(GeV). For the pp — K*K* — 7n system, the pole position is about
1.78 — i0.02(GeV).

Finally, we turn on all channels and show the |T};]? in 2-dim and 3-dim with ¢nae =
1.0GeV in Fig. 2. The pole position of the resonance is listed in Table 3 for different cutoffs.
We find that the real part of the resonance is about 1720MeV and the width is about
200M eV with ¢nee = 1.0GeV. With the effective coupling constant of agK*K* determined
by its binding energy, the partial decay width of ay — K*K* — K7 K7 can be calculated
straightforwardly to be around 21 MeV, together with the two body decays, the total decay
width of ag is about 220MeV | larger than f3(1710). Compared with previous results of
Refs. [14,15] which ignored the couplings of vector mesons to pseudoscalar mesons, the mass
of the resonance gets smaller to be nearly degenerate with its isoscalar partner f,(1710) and
fits in the experimental claimed one ag(1710) very well.

For the unitary coupled channel approach, we can calculate each partial decay width
via [16]

_ 19a

FR—m - Epa(M}%)' (30)

with g, = Ria/V Ry and p, the two-body phase space. The residues may be calculated via
an integration along a closed contour around the pole using
1
Ria = —=—— P dsMy,. 31
b o S/Mp ( )
The partial decay widths obtained this way are 4
Note that there is no tree diagram for pp — pw, which means that V34 = 0, but 734 is not
0 due to the strongly coupled channels of p¢ and K*K* with nearly degenerate thresholds. In
both cases the total widths are about 200MeV. The relative ratio of the resonance decaying
to pw, KK,mnis about 1 : 1 : 1. While in Ref. [33], the ratio is about 2 : 1 : 1, since for VV —
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T(K'K* = pw) D(K'K* > KK) D(K*K* — )

61.0MeV T4AMeV 66.9MeV
L(pp — pw) I'(pp — KK) I'(pp — )
60.8MeV T4.2MeV 66.6MeV

Table 4: The partial decay widths

PP we include also vector meson exchange in addition to pseudoscalar meson exchange
considered in Ref. [33], the decay widths to pseudoscalar channel become larger. The residues
of channel K*K* is about 8731 — i2200(MeV) and p¢ is about 6013 — i1785(MeV), which
means that the coupling of the resonance to p¢ cannot be neglected. Indeed, if we turn off
the p¢, the resonance disappears.

Up to now, for the I = 0 sector, there are three hadronic molecules calimed to be
dynamically generated from the KK, pp, K* K* interaction through vector meson exchange
potentials, which are assigned to f,(980), fo(1500), fo(1710), respectively [9,34,35]. For the
I = 1 sector, the attractive potentials for the K K and K*K* channels are much weaker than
the corresponding isoscalar cases. No bound states can be formed for each single channel.
The corresponding a¢(980) and ay(1710) can only be dynamically generated through strong
coupled channel effects. The a(980) arises due to the interaction in the KK — 7 system,
while ao(1710) close to K*K* threshold arises due to interaction in the p¢ — K*K* — pw —
K K —7n system. Then corresponding to the f5(1500) as the isoscalar pp bound state, we also
examine whether a(1450) can be dynamically generated by the pw — K K — 77 interaction.

For the pw interaction, no t-channel vector meson exchange is allowed. Therefore no
dynamically generated ag is found around pw threshold in the previous studies [14, 15].
However, when taking into account the pseudoscalar meson exchange force, the potential of
pw = pw is shown in Fig. 3

2oﬂ 0
0 —20 ]

& -20] X ~40;

_60_

40 ] -80/

-60f . 8 -100¢
140 1.45 1.50 1.55 1.60 1.65 1.70 1.40 1.45 1.50 1.55 1.60 1.65 1.70

Vs (Gev) Vs (GeV)

Figure 3: Potential of pw — pw, the left one is m exchange and the right one is 1 exchange.
The blue line is real part of the potential and the yellow line is imaginary part

The potential is 0 at the threshold and the left hand cut is close to the threshold. The 7
exchange is very steep at the threshold, so when the N/D method is used, the potential is
strong enough to produce a pole below the pw threshold. However, n exchange is very weak.



When scanning on the complex plane, we find the pole position is about 1.5 —0.015(GeV),
and I'(ao(1450) — KK) = 13.2MeV, T'(ag(1450) — 7n) = 14.7M eV, which gives a relative
ratio of 0.9 in consistent with the PDG value. Then we calculate the three body decay
ao(1450) — wn as shown in Fig.4. The three-body decay width is about 100MeV, and
results in the total decay width to be around 128 MeV, smaller than its PDG average value.
But different experiments report quite different values for both its mass and width. Some of
them are in fact consistent with our theoretical values.

ap(1450) - AR w

Figure 4: Three body decay ao(1450) — wnm

In summary, we extend the coupled channel interaction of vector mesons by including
channels of pseudo-scalar mesons in addition, using the unitary coupled-channel approach in
the I = 1 sector. The pole near the K* K* threshold remains to be there, but with its mass
lower to be nearly degenerate with its isoscalar partner fy(1710). The mass is consistent
with the ay(1710) newly reported by Babar Collaboration [17] and BESII Collaboration [18].
The ratio of its decays to pw, KK, 7n is predicted to be about 1: 1 : 1. With pseudo-scalar
meson exchange included, another pole is found to be just below pw threshold, with its mass
nearly degenerate with isoscalar pp bound state fy(1500) and in consistent with ag(1450)
within experimental uncertainties. Its dominant decay mode is predicted to be wn.

Previously, both fy(1500) and f,(1710) have been considered as glueball candidates and
extensively studied within the quarkonia-guleball mixing picture [36-42]. With the success
of the new possible configuration as hadron molecule to explain their properties [34,35], to
pin down their nature, it is crucial to study also their relevant iso-vector ag mesons. While
scalar glueballs are not ecpected to have iso-vector partners, the fo(1500) and fo(1710) as
scalar hadronic molecules should have nearly degenerate iso-vector partners, ay(1450) and
ap(1710), respectively, just as nearly degenerate fo(980) and a(980) as K K molecules. The
ap(1710) is still not listed in PDG [16] and the dominant decay mode of a(1450) is still not
identified. To establish these two iso-vector hadronic molecules, it would be very useful to
study vy — nm, KK, wnn at Belle2 experiment.

Recently, the newly observed J¢ = 1=F hybrid candidate 7;(1855) [43] is also explained
as a hadronic molecule [44]. Tt is very likely that the unquenching dynamics leading to
hadonic molecules would be the dominant excitation mechanism for hadrons and make it
impossible to form glueballs or hybrids.
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