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Repercussion of the a¢(1710) [ag(1817)] resonance and future developments
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In a recent paper the BESIII Collaboration reported the observation of a scalar meson of spin-parity J* = 0 with
isospin I = 1, branded as a¢(1817). The state is seen as a peak in the K2 K mass distribution in the D — K2 K r°
decay [1]. Its mass and width are reported as

My, = 1817 # 84pap & 204y MeV; Doy = 97 & 2200 & 1555 MeV (1)

Prior to this finding, a BABAR experiment reported an ag(1710) state from the 7, m~n mass distributions in
the n. — wtn~n decay [2]. The mass and width of this state are obtained as M = 1709 + 5gay + 25ys MeV,
T = 110 # 15240 + 114y MeV.

The new ag resonance in the sector of light quarks comes as a real surprise at a moment when, however, many
new mesounic states are obtained in the heavy quark sector [3]. An isospin I = 0, fp(1710) resonance has, however,
been known for quite some time [4]. Another BESIII experiment reporting on DT — 7% f3(1710) has brought new
elements to this discussion. Indeed in Ref. [5] it was found the branching fraction

Br[D — nt«fo(1710)”; “fo(1710)” - KTK ] = (1.0 4+ 0.2+ 0.3) x 1073, (2)
while from Ref. [6] it was found that
Br[Df — 7t «fo(1710)"; “fo(1710)” — K3K2] = (3.1+£0.34+0.1) x 1072, (3)

where “fy(1710)” was supposed to be the fy(1710) resonance. Yet, it was concluded that it could not be, because
from Egs. (2), (3) one finds

D(DF — 7t “fy(1710)" — 7t KOKO
R, = L s T JoUT10)" = m ) 6204067, (4)
D(DF = 7+ “fo(1710)" — n+K+K-)

If “fp(1710)” was the fp(1710) resonance this latter ratio should be 1. It was concluded that hidden below, or around
the fp(1710), there should be an I = 1 resonance responsible for this surprising large ratio. Indeed, since

Sl

|KK,I=0) = —— (K"K’ + KTK™),

|IKK, I =1,I3=0) = (K°K° - K*K™), (5)

Sl

there could be a mixture of the two resonances and their interference would be responsible for a different K+ K~ or
K°K° production.

It is clear that the three experiments are seeing an I = 1 resonance in the region [1700 — 1800] MeV and it is
unlikely that they correspond to three different resonances, but this is something to be settled by further experiments
to which we will come back. Below this energy there is one ay resonance very well known, the a(980) resonance,
which decays to 7, with an apparent width of about [50 — 100] MeV [4].
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From the standard ¢¢ quark model point of view the aar (980) would be ud. It might be surprising that a state like
that with no strange quarks decays to K K. The answer to this lies in the hadronization of the ud which gets attached
to a gq state with the quantum numbers of the vacuum via

ud — Zuq’iqitjz w(tu + dd + 5s)d , (6)
i
as shown in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1: Hadronization of a ud component into two mesons.

It is most convenient to write the ¢g§ matrix in SU(3) in terms of mesons given by Eq. (7) for pseudoscalar mesons,
P, and Eq. (8) for vector mesons, V,

0

AT B + +
/3 + 7 + NG s K
- _x o oo 0
P= T Bt AT K , (7)
K- K° -+ @7'
PO w + *+
vty K
V= - 2w g0 | 8
p Bt s K (8)
K*— R*O (b
We find then for Eq. (6) written in terms of pseudoscalar mesons
ud — Z Py Py = (P2)12 N (9)
which gives
7 2 4 + 0
ud -+ —=nm" + KK (10)

V3

A rough estimation of the decay width of the new a¢ with a mass around 1780 MeV and the a((980), based solely on
the phase space and decay in S-wave (I ~ p;, the momentum of each meson pair in the decay) gives a ratio of 4.27,
hence we should expect a width for the new ag of the order of [213 — 427] MeV. Yet, the width of the new ag is of
the order of 100 MeV, see Eq. (1).

There seems to be something special in these ay resonances. Indeed, it was already long ago that the a(980) was
advocated as being a KK molecule [7]. The advent of the chiral unitary approach combining dynamics of chiral
Lagrangians with unitarity in coupled channels [8] made this idea more quantitative, since the a¢(980) emerges as a
consequence of the interaction of the coupled channels 71 and KK.

The success of the chiral unitary approach describing the low-lying scalar mesons f(500), a¢(980), fo(980), K§(700),
prompted the extension of these ideas to the interaction of vector mesons in [9], using as a source of interaction of
the vector mesons the local hidden gauge approach of [10]. Interestingly, two resonances were found in the region of
energies discussed here, one with I = 0, fo(1721) with I" ~ 133 MeV, which was associated to the fy(1710) and one
with I =1, ao(1777) with T’ ~ 148 MeV (we will call it ao(1780) in what follows), for which there was no experimental



information at the time of its prediction. The fo(1710) couples in that approach to K*K*, pp, ww, wo, ¢, while the
ao(1780) couples to the channels K* K*, pw, p¢, but the largest coupling in both cases is to the K* K* component,
which makes the two resonances qualify roughly as K*K* molecules in analogy to the K K approximate nature of the
ao(980) [8]. Similar conclusions have been reached more recently in [11]. The smaller binding of the a¢(1780) comes
as a natural consequence of a weaker potential in I =1 than in I =0 [9].

While we expect that the new experimental finding of the ag(1817) will trigger much theoretical work trying to
understand the nature of the resonance, it is certainly most appealing to consider that this resonance corresponds to
the ap(1780) that was predicted in [9]. The success in other resonances obtained in that approach, which could be
associated to known states, as well as the success in the predictions of the chiral unitary approach in other sectors,
make us to consider this as a most likely option. Next step is to test the theory in experiment. In this direction, the
work done in [12] is illuminating. The mechanisms for D} decay at the quark level corresponding to external emission
were considered as shown in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 2: Cabibbo-favored decay mode of D7 at the quark level with external emission (a); Hadronization of the s5 component
(b); Hadronization of the du component (c).

The hadronization of s5 or du components was allowed, following the method of Eqgs. (9),(10), producing pairs of
vector mesons. Subdominant internal emission mechanisms were also considered and the different mechanisms exciting
fo(1710) and ao(1780) were identified, and their interference produced a ratio R; different than unity. One should
mention that while the f,(1710) and ag(1780) resonances are made from vector-vector components, the experiment
measures KK for which the transition of vector-vector to KK must be implemented as depicted in Fig. 3. Fine
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FIG. 3: K*K* — KK transitions driven by 7 exchange (a) and ¢(p,w, $) — KK transitions driven by K exchange (b).

tunning two free parameters of the theory, the ratio of Eq. (4) could be reproduced in [12]. Yet, the challenge was
then to predict the ratio
I'(Df — 7%a0(1710)" — " KTK2)

Ry = , 11
T I(D 5 m04fo(1710)" — mtKTE ) (11)

where the numerator corresponds to the 7%ag (1780) production, and a value

R ~1.3140.12



was obtained, from which the branching fraction
Br[D} — 7% (1710)T; ap(1710)" — KT K2] ~ (1.3 +£0.4) x 1073 (12)

resulted. This was a prediction before this ratio was measured in [1], a fair prediction compared with the branching
fraction reported in [1] of (3.44 4+ 0.52 £ 0.32) x 10~ considering the smallness of the number for a D, decay and the
amount of modeling required in [1] to extract the ag(1817) signal. Indeed, in the experiment of [1] (see Fig.2 (a) of that
paper), a prominent peak around 1770 MeV is seen in the K2 K™ mass distribution, to which there are five channels
contributing, KT K*9(892), K2 K*(892), K*K*(1410)°, ao(980)*7°, ag(1817)" 7%, out of which the ag(1817)7" is only
a small fraction. On the other hand further developments around the idea of [12] have been carried out very recently
including the D} — K** K% — 7t KQKY mechanism in Ref. [13] and the extra one D} — 79a0(980) — 7K+ KY in
[14], by means of which all the mass distributions in the D} — 7T K2K% and D} — n®KT K reactions are all well
reproduced, showing the relevance of the ag(1780) state in the process.

It would be most interesting to devise different reactions where the ag(1817) can be observed and we shall discuss
this issue providing some perspective for future experiments.

1) In order to clean up the spectrum from unwanted contributions of other resonances, one can make cuts in the
mass distributions to eliminate the K*(892) contributions. This idea has already been used with success in [15]
in the study of the Df — 7+ 7% decay, looking at the ag(980) contribution, in which a cut was performed to
eliminate the np™ contribution by taking M i 0 > 1 GeV.

2) One can investigate strong decays which are more selective concerning isospin conservation than weak decays,
where generally isospin is not conserved. In this case one can look at different cases. Let us begin by one
reaction where one would have the violation, J/v — ¢K+ K~ (K°K?). One can also have w instead of ¢ in this
decay. From the perspective of molecular structure for fo(1710) and ag(1780) we have to look for combinations
of one ¢ and the vector-vector components. This can be done looking for SU(3) invariants of three vectors, given
the fact that J/¢ is an SU(3) singlet. This can be done with the matrix V of Eq. (8), and the invariants are
(VVV), (VWVV), (V){V)(V), where () indicates the trace in SU(3), but it was shown in [16] and other works
that the (VV'V) structure was prefered by experiments. One finds immediately that the structure coming from
(VVV) containing at least one ¢ field is

3(K*TK*™ + K*K*)p + ¢o¢,

which leaves the K*K* and ¢¢ channels to produce the fy(1710). This is done through a mechanism shown in
Fig. 4. The interesting thing is that given the different masses of K**, K*~ in the loops of Fig. 4 and in the
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FIG. 4: Mechanism to produce the fo,ao resonances decaying to KK. The thick dot indicates the transition 7' matrix
VV - VV.

construction of the VV — V'V scattering matrix, isospin will be slightly broken, but sufficiently to allow the
production of ag(1780) and produce a difference in the K+ K~, K°K° production in the region of 1780 MeV.
This kind of isospin violation due to different masses of K+, K® was already emphasized in [17]. Once again,
because of the production of the ag(1780), we expect to have different KT K, KYK° production rates.

We should note that because of the width of the K™*, the effect of the K**, K *0 mass difference should be much
reduced with respect to that in reactions driven by KT K~ ,K°KY intermediate states. Yet, through interference
effect, and provided one has good statistics, observable effects are foreseen.

3) Next one can look at reactions that select the I =1 component in the decay. Let us take for instance

J/ — pt KK~ J/ —at KK~



5)

As

This will select necessarily the ag(1780)~. Here we do not have to worry about isospin violation since there is no
fo(1710) with negative charge. The only problem could stem from a contribution of the pK or 7K interaction.
The 7K should appear as a strong signal of K*, but once again this can be removed eliminating this contribution
with cuts in the 7K invariant mass. The pK would show as a K;(1270) resonance peak, but once again one
could remove this contribution with cuts. Alternatively, one can also make the analysis of the reaction with a
partial wave analysis, as done in [1].

Finally let us give another suggestion to further pin down the ag resonance. As discussed above and in [9], the
a0(1780) resonance couples to K*K*, pw, pp. So far the investigations have been done by looking at K K, which
comes from the K*K* component. One can look instead to the channels pw, p¢. Those channels already filter
an isospin I = 1 and would provide a new look at the ag(1780)(ag(1817)) resonance. The pw channel is open.
The p¢ channel is closed using the nominal masses of the particles, but allowed considering the p width.

Apart from the former discussion, with suggestion of new experiments, it is worth mentioning here some of the
relevant ideas that the discovery of the new ag state has spurred within different theoretical groups. In Ref.
[18] the new resonance has served to classify existing ao states into a Regge trajectory, predicting that there
should be a new ag resonance at 2115 MeV. In Ref. [19] the idea of [9] is retaken, showing that the addition of
pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar channels does not significantly alter the results obtained with just the vector-vector
channels. In that work, a discussion is made about how the partnership of the known fy and ag resonances is
affected by the discovery of the new resonance, which has repercussion on the on-going discussion about the
possibility of the fy(1500) or fo(1710) states corresponding to glueball states, formed purely from gluons and
their interaction [20)].

we have shown, the new a(1817) resonance observed in [1] is an important state that sheds light into the structure

of scalar mesons in the light quark sector and other relevant issues currently under debate in hadron physics. Given
its relevance, the observation of that state in different reactions is very important, as well as the investigation of its
decay channels. In this letter we have offered a perspective to make progress in this direction.
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