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We discuss charge symmetry breaking in the ΛN interaction. In order to investigate the Λp
and Λn interactions at low energies, we propose to utilize the K−d → π−Λp and K−d → π0Λn
reactions. They are symmetric under the exchange of both the pion and nucleon isospin partners in
the final states. This advantage allows us to study charge symmetry breaking in the ΛN interaction.
We calculate the differential cross sections of these reactions with stopped kaons theoretically and
discuss the possibility to extract the scattering length and effective range of the ΛN scattering.
With stopped kaons, the ΛN interaction takes place dominantly in the spin-triplet state thanks to
the deuteron spin and s-wave dominance of the scattering amplitudes at the low energy. We find
that the ratio of the differential cross sections as a function of the ΛN invariant mass between the
two reactions is useful for revealing how charge symmetry breaking, or isospin symmetry breaking
appears in the low-energy ΛN scattering.

I. INTRODUCTION

Charge symmetry which is defined as invariance un-
der the rotation by π about the y axis in isospin space
is one of the fundamental symmetries of strong interac-
tion. It comes from the fact that the electric charges are
less relevant for strong interaction and the up and down
quark masses are equally small. Thanks to the charge
symmetry the properties of nuclei and the nuclear force
are very similar when all the protons and neutrons are
replaced with neutrons and protons, respectively. When
the charge symmetry is extended to hyperon systems,
the Λp and Λn scatterings are charge symmetric part-
ners. Charge symmetry breaking is caused by the mass
difference of the up and down quarks and electromagnetic
effects. In general, isospin invariance leads to charge in-
dependence, which states invariance under rotations in
isospin space. In the ΛN system, only the weaker charge
symmetry appears since isospin of ΛN is 1/2.

Recently a large isospin symmetry breaking effect be-
tween Λp and Λn has been suggested by experimental
analysis for the A = 4 mirror hypernuclei [1, 2]. From
these experiments data, one finds the excitation energies
of the first 1− states are different by 0.3 MeV between 4

ΛH
and 4

ΛHe (both the ground states are 0+), while those are
different by 0.071 MeV between 3H and 3He after correct-
ing electromagnetic effects [3]. Therefore, one expects a
large difference between the Λp and Λn interactions. The
scattering length aΛp and effective range rΛp for Λp scat-
tering were determined experimentally by analyzing the
Λp final state interaction in the p + p → K+ + (Λ + p)
reaction [4] and their values are asΛp = −2.43+0.16

−0.25 fm
and rsΛp = 2.21+0.16

−0.36 fm for the spin-singlet channel, and
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atΛp = −1.56+0.19
−0.22 fm and rtΛp = 3.7+0.6

−0.6 fm for the spin-
triplet channel. Here we use the sign convention as posi-
tive (negative) scattering length for repulsive (attractive)
interaction. On the other hand, the low-energy Λn scat-
tering parameters have not been experimentally deter-
mined yet.

For theoretical approaches, several phenomenological
investigations of the ΛN interaction have been performed
by using boson-exchange models (Nijmegen [5–7], Jülich
[8–10] and Ehime [11, 12]), quark models [13–15], and
hybrid model known as Kyoto-Niigata [16]. Effective
field theory approaches also have investigated the ΛN
interactions based on the SU(3) chiral symmetry [17–
27]. Among them isospin symmetry breaking in the ΛN
interactions was investigated in Ref. [27], giving a differ-
ence of the ΛN scattering lengths ∆aCSB ≡ aΛp − aΛn

of 0.62 ± 0.08 fm for the spin-singlet state and −0.10 ±
0.02 fm for the spin-triplet state.

We propose the K−d → πΛN reaction with stopped
kaons in order to extract the low-energy ΛN properties
from the final state interactions. One of the good advan-
tages of the reaction is that it includes π−Λp and π0Λn
in the final states isospin-symmetrically. Thus we can
study isospin breaking by taking the cross section ratio
of these two final states. In addition, we can use the same
theoretical framework between the two reactions and the
reaction calculation can be fixed by the Λp channel to
apply to uncertain Λn channel. The spin of the ΛN sys-
tem is either singlet or triplet. If one considers stopped
kaons, the spin-triplet configuration dominates the ΛN
final state interaction around its production threshold
because the deuteron has spin 1 and the non-spin-flip s-
wave interactions are the main contributions at low ener-
gies. This is a good feature to fix the spin configuration
of the ΛN system. It is also reported in Refs. [28, 29]
that, thanks to the finite size of the deuteron, K− in the
p-orbit is also absorbed by the s-wave K−N interaction.
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Historically the K−d→ π−Λp reaction has been stud-
ied to investigate the Λp scattering and also the ΣN in-
teraction with kaons at rest [30, 31] and in-flight [32–
35]. There are many theoretical calculations of this reac-
tion with kaons at rest so far [28, 36–46]. Some of these
works have mainly concerned a possible bound state be-
low the ΣN threshold by considering Σ-Λ conversion in
the intermediate states. Here, focusing on the Λp and
Λn interactions, we revisit this reaction by using mod-
ern meson-baryon K̄N →MB scattering amplitudes ob-
tained by the chiral unitary approach [47–50] and intro-
ducing isospin breaking in the ΛN interaction and the
scattering amplitudes.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II,
we explain our theoretical formalism to calculate the
K−d→ πΛN reactions. In Sec. III we show our numer-
ical results and discuss to investigate isospin symmetry
breaking in the ΛN interaction. Section IV is devoted
to the summary and conclusion.

II. FORMULATION

A. Kinematics

The reaction K−d → πΛN requires five kinematical
variables to fix the phase space of the three-body final
state [51]. In this study we are interested in the mass
spectra of the ΛN systems, thus we choose the follow-
ing variables for unpolarized deuteron targets: the ΛN
invariant mass MΛN , the solid angle of the final pion in
the total center-of-mass (c.m.) frame Ωπ, and the solid
angle of the final Λ in the Λ-nucleon c.m. frame Ω∗Λ. Con-
sidering stopped kaons, a reference of the coordinate is
taken along the direction of the final-pion emission. In
addition, once one fixes the reaction plane, the scatter-
ing amplitude does not depend on the azimuthal angle of
Ω∗Λ. The cross section of the reaction is calculated by

dσ =
1

(2π)3

MdMΛMN

2kc.m.E2
c.m.

|T |2|pπ| |p ∗Λ| dMΛNd cos θ∗Λ (1)

where Ec.m. is the total c.m. energy, kc.m. and pπ are
the initial K− and final π momenta in the total c.m.
frame, respectively, p ∗Λ and θ ∗Λ denote the momentum
and the polar angle of the final Λ in the Λ-nucleon c.m.
frame, respectively, and T represents the T -matrix of the
reaction.

B. K−d scattering amplitudes

In this section, we formulate the scattering amplitudes
of the K−d → πΛN reactions. The Feynman diagrams
that we consider in our calculation are given in Fig. 1 for
the Λp process and Fig. 2 for the Λn process. The calcu-
lation method is based on Refs. [48–50]. These diagrams
contain absorption of the initial K− with one of the nu-
cleons in the deuteron as K−N → πY or K−N → K̄N ,

Dia. 1 Dia. 2a Dia. 2b

Dia. 3 Dia. 4

Dia. 5a Dia. 5b

FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams used for the calculation of the
Λp process. In the diagrams, TMB (TY N ) denotes the meson-
baryon (hyperon-nucleon) amplitude scattering amplitude.

and the final state interaction between one of the parti-
cles emitted by the K− absorption and the other nucleon
in the deuteron except for Dia. 3 (impulse approxima-
tion). The c.m. energies of these processes are low enough
and one may use s-wave amplitudes. We use the hadron
masses given in Ref. [51] in the following calculation.

First, we formulate the amplitude of the Λ exchange
diagrams Dia. 1 in Figs. 1 and 2. According to Ref. [48],
we can write the scattering amplitude for the Λ exchange
diagram as

T (1)
πΛN =TΛN (MΛN )

∫
d3q

(2π)3

2MΛ

q2 −MΛ
2 + iε

× ϕ̃(q + pπ) TK−N→πΛ(W ) (2)

where MΛN is the invariant mass of Λ and N in the final
state, q is the momentum of the exchange Λ, ϕ̃ is the s-
wave deuteron wavefunction in the momenta space, and
W denotes the invariant mass of the initial kaon and the
nucleon inside the deuteron. The amplitude TΛN and
TK−N→πΛ stand for the s-wave scattering amplitudes of
the ΛN → ΛN and K−N → πΛ processes, respectively.
The charges ofN and π are fixed in each process as shown
in Figs. 1 and 2. For instance, K−N → πΛ for the Λp
process corresponds to K−n→ π−Λ.
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Dia. 1 Dia. 2a Dia. 2b

Dia. 3 Dia. 4a Dia. 4b

Dia. 5a Dia. 5b

FIG. 2. Same as in Fig. 1 but for the Λn process.

The nonrelativistic propagator is extended to a rela-
tivistic one as

1

q0 −
√

q2 +M2 + iε
' 2M

q2 −M2 + iε

for simplicity of the calculation. With this approxima-
tion we can perform the momentum integral of Eq. (2)
analytically, which reduces the calculation costs a lot.

For the baryon exchange diagrams, q0 andW are fixed
as

q0 = MK− +Md −
(
M2 −

Bd
2

)
− p0

π (3)

W =

(
M1 −

Bd
2

)
+MK− (4)

where Bd is the binding energy of deuteron, M1(M2) is
the participant (spectator) nucleon mass in K−N → πΛ,
and p0

π is the energy of the final-state pion.
We neglect the small d-wave component of the

deuteron wavefunction and use a parameterization of the
s-wave component given by an analytic function in the
CD-Bonn potential [52] as

ϕ̃(p) = N

11∑
j=1

Cj
p2 +m2

j

(5)

where N is the normalization factor, Cj and mj were
determined in Ref. [52]. The argument of ϕ̃ in Eq. (2) is
fixed by the momentum conservation of the vertex of the
first-scattering.

Next, the Σ exchange diagrams given by Dia. 2 in
Figs. 1 and 2 are formulated as

T (2)
πΛN = TΣN→ΛN (MΛN )

∫
d3q

(2π)3

2MΣ

q2 −MΣ
2 + iε

× ϕ̃(q + pπ) TK−N→πΣ(W ) (6)

as well as the foreground diagram. Here q0 and W are
fixed as we do in Eqs. (3) and (4). The charge of the
exchange Σ is specified in Figs. 1 and 2.

Then we consider the amplitudes of the impulse ap-
proximation given by Dia. 3. The amplitudes are calcu-
lated as

T (3)
πΛN = TK−N→πΛ(MπΛ) ϕ̃(pN ) (7)

where pN is the momentum of the spectator nucleon in
the rest frame of the deuteron.

The kaon exchange processes given by Dia. 4 can be
calculated as

T (4)
πΛN = TK̄N→πΛ(MπΛ)

∫
d3q

(2π)3

ϕ̃(q + pN )

q2 −M2
K̄

+ iε

× TK−N→K̄N (W ). (8)

For K−d→ π−Λp, the exchanged kaon is only K−, how-
ever for K−d → π0Λn, K− and K̄0 are allowed as the
exchanged kaon considering charge conversion. For the
kaon exchange diagrams, q0 is fixed as

q0 = MK− +Md −
(
M2 −

Bd
2

)
− p0

N (9)

with p0
N the energy of the final-state nucleon and W is

the same as Eq. (4).
Finally we obtain the amplitudes for the pion exchange

processes given by Dia. 5 as

T (5)
πΛN =TπN→πN (MπN )

∫
d3q

(2π)3

ϕ̃(q + pΛ)

q2 −M2
π + iε

× TK−N→πΛ(W ) (10)

where both π0 and π− are allowed as the exchanged pion
for each process, pΛ is the momentum of the final-state
Λ baryon in the total c.m. frame. For the pion exchange
diagrams, q0 is fixed as

q0 = MK− +Md −
(
M2 −

Bd
2

)
− p0

Λ (11)

with p0
Λ the energy of the final-state Λ baryon and W is

the same as Eq. (4).
The total amplitude for K−d → πΛN is given by the

sum of all amplitudes described above as

TπΛN =
∑
j

T (j)
πΛN . (12)
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The amplitude of primary interest (the foreground am-
plitude) in our calculation for K−d → πΛN is given by
the Λ exchange diagram (Dia. 1 in Figs. 1 and 2) as

T FG
πΛN = T (1)

πΛN , (13)

and we call the rest of the processes as background

T BG
πΛN =

∑
j 6=1

T (j)
πΛN . (14)

The isospin breaking effects on the T -matrix of the
reaction T are counted by using the observed masses for
the exchanged particles and through the amplitudes of
the absorption processes and the final state interactions.
The details of isospin breaking of these amplitudes are
described below.

C. Hyperon-nucleon and meson-baryon amplitudes

In this section, we explain the hyperon-nucleon and
meson-baryon amplitudes that we use in the calculation
of the cross section. We parametrize the low-energy s-
wave ΛN scattering amplitude by the scattering length
aΛN and the effective range rΛN given by

TΛN = N 1

− 1

aΛN
+

1

2
rΛNp

∗
Λ

2 − ip ∗Λ
(15)

where p ∗Λ is the momentum in the Λ-nucleon c.m. frame,
and the kinematic factor N is given by

N = − 8πMΛN√
(2MY )(2M2)(2Mf )(2MΛ)

(16)

for the Y N2 → ΛNf process, whereMY , M2 andMf are
the masses of Y , N2 and Nf , respectively. This isospin
symmetry breaking is also used for the ΣN → ΛN tran-
sition.

The experimentally obtained aΛN and rΛN of the spin-
triplet Λ-proton are atΛp = −1.56+0.19

−0.22 fm and rtΛp =

3.7+0.6
−0.6 fm, respectively [4]. On the other hand, the Λ-

neutron interaction is not measured separately. The sen-
sitivity of the ΛN scattering parameters to the cross sec-
tion of the reaction will be discussed in Sec. III C.

For the ΣN → ΛN transition amplitude TΣN→ΛN , we
employ the unitarity of S-matrix in the isospin-doublet
ΛN and ΣN channels. With the diagonal ΛN and ΣN
amplitudes given, we utilize the unitarity of the S-matrix
to determine the off-diagonal amplitude ΣN → ΛN . The
details of the calculations are given in Appendix A. We
first adopt aΣN = 1.68 − i2.35 fm which is obtained by
the Nijmegen NSC97f potential [5]. We also compare
the results with aΣN = −3.83− i3.01 fm taken from the
Jülich ’04 potential [10]. In the following calculations, we
introduce the known isospin breaking effect into the tran-
sition amplitude TΣN→ΛN through the kinematic factor

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20 K p K p
K p K0n
K n K n

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

|T
| [

1/
M

eV
]

K p 0

K0n 0

K n

1350 1375 1400 1425 1450 1475 1500
Ec. m.  [MeV]

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08 K p 0 0

K p +

K n 0

K n 0

FIG. 3. Modules of K̄N → K̄N , K̄N → πΛ and K̄N → πΣ
scattering amplitude obtained in the chiral unitary approach
using the parameters in Ref. [47]

N given in Eq. (16). Anyhow the isospin breaking effect
on the transition amplitude are negligibly small in the
cross sections around the ΛN threshold.

The K̄N → K̄N , K̄N → πΛ and K̄N → πΣ ampli-
tudes used are given by the chiral unitary model using
the parameters in Ref. [47] similarly to Refs. [48–50]. The
isospin breaking of these amplitudes is introduced by us-
ing the physical hadron masses in the loop functions and
kinematic factors of the chiral unitary model. The in-
teraction kernels are given by the Weinberg-Tomozawa
interaction. They do not contain explicit flavor symme-
try breaking. The subtraction constants are also deter-
mined in an isospin symmetric way. In Fig. 3, we plot
the modules of the K̄N scattering amplitudes used in
this work. The isospin breaking of the K̄N thresholds
are properly introduced by using the observed masses
in the loop functions. Around the K̄N thresholds the
isospin breaking effects look large. There, the theoreti-
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cal description of the K̄N scattering amplitudes could be
less reliable, because isospin breaking was not considered
in the interaction kernels, although the isospin breaking
effects may be enhanced around the thresholds.

For πN → πN scattering, we use the empirical am-
plitude tπN [53] which is based on the available scatter-
ing data. It has been constructed isospin-symmetrically.
Our amplitude TπN is obtained by tπN with a kinematic
factor as follows:

TπN = − 8πMπN√
ki
√
kf
√

2Mi

√
2Mf

tπN (17)

whereMπN in the invariant mass of πN , ki(kf ) is the mo-
mentum of the initial (final) pion, Mi(Mj) is the mass of
the initial (final) nucleon. The isospin breaking effect in
the πN amplitude TπN comes from the kinematic factor.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we show numerical results of the calcu-
lation for the K−d→ π−Λp and K−d→ π0Λn reactions.
Using Eq. (1), we evaluate the ΛN invariant mass spec-
trum as

SN (MΛN ) ≡ kc.m.
dσ

dMΛN
(18)

=
MdMΛMN

16π3E2
c.m.

|pπ| |p ∗Λ|
∫
|TπΛN |2d cos θ∗Λ

with the K−d → πΛN scattering amplitude TπΛN dis-
cussed in the previous section. In our calculation, the
incident kaon momentum in the laboratory frame is fixed
at 0 MeV/c.

We use the most probable values of the observed spin-
triplet Λ-proton scattering parameters aΛp = −1.56 fm
and rΛp = 3.7 fm as the Λ-proton and Λ-neutron scatter-
ing amplitudes in Eq. (15), and use aΣN = 1.68 − i2.35
(NSC97f).

A. Background reduction

First we discuss background reduction in the ΛN in-
variant mass spectrum for the K−d → πΛN reaction.
In Fig. 4 we show the Λp invariant mass spectra for the
Λp process where θ∗Λ is integrated from 0 to π. Here the
excitation energy EΛN is defined by

EΛN ≡MΛN − (MΛ +MN ) (19)

from the threshold is given instead of the mass itself. We
also plot the separated foreground and background spec-
tra in Fig. 4. As seen in these plots the background con-
tributions dominate the total spectra. Therefore it may
be hard to extract the Λp scattering properties from the
invariant spectra. We decompose them into components
and look for appropriate kinematical conditions to reduce
the background contributions.

0 10 20 30 40 50
E p [MeV]

0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

p [
a.

u.
]

Total
Foreground
Background

FIG. 4. Λp invariant mass spectrum for the Λp process with
stopped kaons. The horizontal axis represents the excita-
tion energy from the threshold in a unit of MeV. The solid,
dashed, dash-dotted lines indicate the contributions of the
total amplitudes, the foreground amplitude (only Dia. 1 in
Fig. 1), the background amplitudes (the diagrams other than
Dia. 1).

In Fig. 5, we show the decomposed components of the
spectrum. As seen in the figure the impulse diagram gives
the largest contribution and dominates the background.
The contribution from the kaon exchange diagram is the
second largest and is comparable with the foreground
diagram. The Σ and π exchange diagrams give tiny con-
tributions.

0 10 20 30 40 50
E p [MeV]

0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

p [
a.

u.
]

Foreground
 exchange

Impluse
K exchange
 exchange

FIG. 5. Decomposed background contributions for the Λp
process. The solid, dashed, dash-dotted, dotted, dash-dotted,
density dash-dotted lines show the contributions from the
foreground, Σ exchange, impulse, K exchange, π exchange
diagrams, respectively.

Let us examine the angular dependence of the cross
section for the impulse diagram. With a stopped kaon
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 0  10  20  30  40  50
EΛp [MeV]

0

π/4

π/2

3π/4

π
θ Λ

*  [r
ad

]

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

FIG. 6. Two dimensional plot of RB as a function of θ∗Λ and
EΛp for the Λp process.

the final pion is emitted in the opposite direction to the
Λ in the laboratory frame, because the initial nucleon
in the deuteron has a small Fermi momentum thanks to
the small deuteron binding energy. Thus, the impulse
diagram gives a larger contribution for larger θ∗Λ. The
kaon exchange diagram has also similar angular depen-
dence because the exchange kaon also has a small mo-
mentum for a stopped initial kaon. Therefore, the main
background diagrams, Dias. 3 and 4, have a smaller con-
tribution for smaller θ∗Λ. This can be checked by plotting
a ratio defined by

RB =
|T BG
πΛN |2

|T FG
πΛN |2

. (20)

As seen in Fig. 6, RB is large at θ∗Λ > 3π/4 except near
the threshold. In order to reduce the background, we
should avoid this region. In EΛN & 40 MeV, RB is large
independently of θ∗Λ. This is because the contribution of
Σ exchange increases as EΛN approaches the ΣN thresh-
old seen in Fig. 5.

In order to reduce the background contributions, let
us propose to restrict the integral region of the angle θ∗Λ
as 0 to π/2. In Fig. 7, we show the total, foreground,
and background ΛN mass spectra for the Λp process in-
tegrated in the range [0, π/2]. From Fig. 7, it can be
seen that the background contributions are substantially
suppressed for EΛp < 30 MeV. We also plot the the
ΛN mass spectrum for each contribution in Fig. 8, show-
ing that the foreground contribution dominates over the
other contributions for EΛp < 40 MeV. Especially the
contribution of the pion exchange diagram is negligibly
small. The Σ exchange contribution is also quite small
EΛp < 30 MeV, but it gets comparable to the foreground
contribution for EΛp > 40 MeV. Hereafter the integral
of θ∗Λ is performed from 0 up to π/2.

The purpose of this study is to see isospin symmetry
breaking in the ΛN interaction. It is very important to
control the isospin symmetry breaking effects from the
other sources. In particular, there is a large isospin break-
ing effect around the K̄N thresholds in the K̄N →MB
amplitudes as seen in Fig. 3. If possible, it is better to

avoid these energy region by controlling the kinematical
variables of the final state. In the diagrams expect the
impulse approximation (Dia. 3) in Figs. 1 and 2, the en-
ergy of the first scattering is determined by those of the
initial kaon and the participant nucleon in the deuteron.
Thus, the first scattering cannot be controlled by the final
state kinematics. For the second scattering, on the other
hand, the c.m. energy is dependent on the kinematics of
the final state and is controllable.

In order to see isospin breaking of the K̄N → πΛ am-
plitudes, let us plot the following ratio of the K̄N → πΛ
amplitudes in Fig. 9:

RV (W ) =
|TK−p→π0Λ − TK̄0n→π0Λ|√

2|TK−n→π−Λ|
. (21)

The ratio should be unity if the amplitude is isospin
symmetric. This figure shows the large isospin breaking
effect around the threshold region, 1420 MeV < W <
1450 MeV. The c.m. energy of the second scattering
is determined by the final state momenta. In order to
find kinematic conditions in the final state correspond-
ing a large isospin breaking effect in the K̄N → πΛ am-
plitudes, we show the c.m. energy W of πΛ as func-
tion of θ∗Λ in Fig. 10 for several EΛp. One can see that
if one wants to avoid the large isospin breaking area
1420 MeV < W < 1450 MeV for the K̄N → πΛ am-
plitudes, smaller angles are favorable, such as θ∗Λ < π/2.
This implies that our integral region of θ∗Λ is in this safe
range.

0 10 20 30 40 50
E p [MeV]

0
1
2
3
4
5
6

p [
a.

u.
]

Total
Foreground
Background

FIG. 7. Λp mass spectra for the Λp process integrated in
the range [0, π/2] with stopped kaon. The horizontal axis
represents the excitation energy from the threshold in a unit
of MeV. The solid, dashed, dash-dotted lines indicate the
contributions of the total amplitudes, the foreground ampli-
tude (only Dia. 1 in Fig. (1)), the background amplitudes (the
diagrams other than Dia. 1).
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0 10 20 30 40 50
E p [MeV]

0.0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0
2.5
3.0

p [
a.

u.
]

Foreground
 exchange

Impluse
K exchange
 exchange

FIG. 8. Decomposed background contributions for the Λp
process integrated in the range [0, π/2]. The solid, dashed,
dash-dotted, dotted, dash-dotted, density dash-dotted lines
show the contributions from the foreground, Σ exchange, im-
pulse, K exchange, π exchange diagrams, respectively.

1400 1420 1440 1460 1480
W [MeV]

0.95

1.00

1.05

1.10

V K p

K0n

K n

FIG. 9. Ratio (21) for the K̄N → πΛ amplitudes as a function
of the c.m. energy of πΛ. The thresholds of K−p, K̄0n and
K−n are at 1431.95, 1433.24 and 1437.18 MeV, respectively.

B. Sensitivity to aΛN , rΛN and aΣN

In this section, we discuss the sensitivity of aΛN , rΛN

and aΣN .
First we evaluate the Λp invariant mass spectra by

changing the values of aΛp and rΛp within the experimen-
tal errors in order to see the experimental uncertainties
on the Λp scattering parameters. The result is shown in
Fig. 11 using aΣN = 1.68−i2.35 fm (NSC97f) and Fig. 12
using aΣN = −3.83−i3.01 fm (Jülich ’04). In each upper
plot we change the value of the scattering length within
aΛp = −1.56+0.19

−0.22 fm with fixing the effective range as
rΛp = 3.7 fm, while we vary the value of the effective
range within rΛp = 3.7+0.6

−0.6 fm with aΛp = −1.56 fm in

0 /4 /2 3 /4
*

1340

1360

1380

1400

1420

W
 [M

eV
]

E N [MeV]
0
5
10
30
50

FIG. 10. Center-of-mass energy W of πΛ as a function of θ∗Λ
for several EΛp.

each lower plot. From these plots one can see that the
Λp mass spectrum changes in the regions of the lower ex-
citation energies 0 < EΛp < 15 MeV when aΛp is varied,
and it changes in 5 < EΛp < 30 MeV when rΛp is varied.

Comparing Figs. 11 and 12, we find that at low en-
ergies the two models have little difference, while at
EΛp > 40 MeV the spectrum using aΣN = 1.68−i2.35 fm
(NSC97f) increases as increase of EΛp and that using
aΣN = −3.83− i3.01 fm (Jülich ’04) does not.

Next we calculate the invariant mass spectrum for the
Λn process. In order to see isospin symmetry breaking,
we change the interaction parameters for the Λn pro-
cess, aΛn and rΛn, within within ±10% of the experimen-
tally determined values for Λp scattering. In Fig. 13 and
Fig. 14 we show the calculated spectra with different aΛn

and rΛn for the Λn process. In each upper plot we change
aΛn, while we vary rΛn in each lower plot. One can see
from the plots the invariant mass spectra change signifi-
cantly in the regions 0 < EΛn < 15 MeV for the scatter-
ing length and less significantly 5 < EΛp < 30 MeV for
the effective range. Again we also compare the results
with different a values from NSC97f in Fig. 13 and Jülich
’04 in Fig. 14.

One can see that the shapes of the spectra with NSC97f
and Jülich ’04 are different above 40 MeV, while they
are almost the same below 40 MeV. Thus, we could
determine the ΛN scattering properties insensitively to
the value of aΣN from the invariant mass spectra for
EΛN < 40 MeV.

C. Ratio between two reactions

It may be difficult to extract the ΛN scattering prop-
erties by comparing directly the line shapes of the ΛN
invariant mass spectra obtained in experiments to that
from the theoretical calculation.

Here we would like to propose to take the ratio of the
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FIG. 11. Λp invariant mass spectra calculated with different
aΛp and rΛp values for the Λp process. In the upper plot
the value of the scattering length is changed within aΛp =
−1.56+0.19

−0.22 fm, while the value of the effective range varies
within rΛp = 3.7+0.6

−0.6 fm in the lower plot. For the two plots
aΣN = 1.68− i2.35 fm (NSC97f) is used.

cross sections as a function of the excitation energy EΛN

between the Λn and Λp processes:

RS = 2
Sn
Sp

(22)

where factor 2 is introduced to normalize the ratio to be
unity when the isospin symmetry is satisfied. Using RS ,
we expect to study how different aΛn is from aΛp, that is
isospin symmetry breaking.

First of all, we show the ratio calculated only with
the foreground diagram in order to check the feasibil-
ity of extracting the isospin symmetry breaking effects
in the ΛN interaction from RS . In Fig. 15 we show
RS for several aΛn values within range of ±10% of aΛp.
This range must be much wider than the typical uncer-
tainty in the difference between aΛn and aΛp from isospin
symmetery breaking. We fix the other ΛN parameters:
aΛp = −1.56 fm, rΛn = rΛp = 3.7 fm. Figure 15 shows

0
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3

4

5

6

p [
a.

u.
]

a p = 1.56+0.19
0.22 fm

(B) Julich '04

0 10 20 30 40 50
E p [MeV]

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

p [
a.

u.
]

r p = 3.7+0.6
0.6 fm

FIG. 12. Same as Fig. 11 but aΣN = −3.83− i3.01 fm (Jülich
’04) is used.

that for aΛn/aΛp < 1.0 the ratio RS tends to go down as
the excitation energy approaches to the threshold, which
for aΛn/aΛp > 1.0 it tends to be enhanced. Thus isospin
symmetry breaking effect on the ΛN scattering is clearly
seen particularly around the threshold, and we find RS
to work for studying isospin symmetry breaking in the
ΛN scattering length. We see that even though RS for
the isospin symmetric case aΛn/aΛp = 1.0 is almost con-
stant against the excitation energy, it deviates from unity.
This is because of the isospin symmetry breaking of the
K−N → πΛ amplitudes (the first scattering in Dia. 1),
which is independent of the excitation energy.

Next, we calculate the ratio RS by incorporating all
the background contributions. We change the Λn scat-
tering length aΛn within ±10% of the Λp scattering
length aΛp = −1.56 fm and fix the effective range as
rΛn = rΛp = 3.7 fm. The results are shown in Fig. 16.
The upper panel (in Fig. 16) is calculated with aΣN =
1.68−i2.35 fm (NSC97f) while the lower panel (Fig. 16) is
with aΣN = −3.83− i3.01 fm (Jülich ’04). These figures
show that the interference to the background contribu-
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FIG. 13. Λn invariant mass spectra calculated with different
aΛn and rΛn values for the Λn process. In the upper plot
the value of the scattering length is changed within ±10% of
the observed Λp scattering aΛp = −1.56 fm, while the value
of the effective range varies within ±10% of the observed Λp
effective range rΛp = 3.7 fm in the lower plot. For the two
plots aΣN = 1.68− i2.35 fm (NSC97f) is used.

tions gives rise to an enhancement ofRS at the vicinity of
the threshold. Still we find qualitative sensitivity to the
change of the ratio aΛn/aΛp in a wide range of the exci-
tation energy 0 ≤ EΛp < 30 MeV, in which the ratio RS
gets enhanced with larger aΛn/aΛp. Unfortunately, we
do not find such qualitative sensitivity as seen in Fig. 15.

Comparing Figs. 15 and 16, we find that the inter-
ference between the foreground and backgrounds is sub-
stantially large even if we reduce the background effects
by making the angular cut on θ∗Λ. In order to enhance
the interference, we calculate the ratio RS without the
angular cut. The results are shown in Fig. 17. The dif-
ference between aΛn and aΛp can be seen more qualita-
tively than Fig. 17. It should be noted that the difference
is seen only near threshold up to EΛp = 10 MeV. For
aΛn/aΛp < 1.0, RS tends to go down significantly as the
excitation energy approaches to the threshold, while for
aΛn/aΛp > 1.0 it tends not to go down so much. This be-
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FIG. 14. Same as Fig. 13 but aΣN = −3.83− i3.01 fm (Jülich
’04) is used.
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FIG. 15. Ratio RS calculated only with the foreground dia-
gram as a function of the excited energy EΛN . We take several
aΛn values within ±10% of aΛp, while the other ΛN parame-
ters are fixed at aΛp = −1.56 fm, and rΛn = rΛp = 3.7 fm.
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havior stems from the effect of the interference between
the foreground diagram and the impulse diagram, which
is the largest background contribution. This will help us
to extract the nature of isospin symmetry breaking on
the ΛN interaction. At least we could find out the direc-
tion of isospin symmetry breaking of the Λn scattering
length against Λp.
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1.1

S

(A) NSC97f
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S

(B) Julich '04
a n/a p

1.1
1.05
1.0

0.95
0.9

FIG. 16. Same as Fig. 15 but for incorporating the back-
ground contributions. The upper and lower panels show the
ratios obtained by using the aΣN values in NSC97f and Jülich
’04, respectively.

D. Comparison to the previous experiments

We compare our calculation for K−d → π−Λp with
the past experimental data.

First we show the proton kinetic energy Tp spectrum in
Fig. 18 together with the experimental data in Ref. [30].
Our calculation is multiplied by a constant to adjust the
height to the data. In Ref. [30], they have measured

0 5 10 15
E N [MeV]

0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05

1.10

S

(A) NSC97f

a n/a p
1.1
1.05
1.0

0.95
0.9

0 5 10 15
E N [MeV]
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1.00
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(B) Julich '04

a n/a p
1.1
1.05
1.0

0.95
0.9

FIG. 17. Same as Fig. 16 but the cutoff of θ∗Λ is not applied.
The upper and lower panels show the ratios obtained by using
the aΣN values in NSC97f and Jülich ’04, respectively.

the number of counts on the K−d → π−Λp reaction
with stopped K−. In their result, a bump structure was
found around Tp = 30 MeV, but it was not reproduced in
the previous theoretical calculation [28]. Reference [30]
mentioned that the bump structure would be explained
by the effect of the Σ(1385) resonance. Nevertheless,
in our calculation, we reproduce the experimental data
well without introducing the Σ(1385) resonance. In our
calculation, we take into account several diagrams with
their interference and the bump structure is actually ex-
plained by the interference between the Σ exchange and
other contributions coming from the foreground, the im-
pulse and the kaon exchange diagrams. The theoretical
line shown in Ref. [30] considered only the impulse and
Σ-Λ conversion effects without their interference. Our
calculation shows that one does not have to introduce
the Σ(1385) resonance in the calculation such low-energy
K̄N scattering.

Next we show the Λp invariant mass spectrum in com-
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parison with the experimental data [31] as plotted in
Fig. 19. In Ref. [31], they have measured the number
of counts on the K−d → π−Λp reaction with stopped
K− and shown it as a function of the Λp invariant mass.
It was pointed out in Refs. [44, 45] that only events
with proton recoil momenta more than 75 MeV/c were
counted in Ref. [31]. Thus, in order to compare our result
with the experimental data given in Ref. [31], we make
a similar cut on proton momenta in our calculation. It
should be noted that the Λp invariant mass spectrum
without the proton momentum cutoff is shown in Fig. 4.
Our calculation reproduces well the rapid increase at the
threshold seen in the experimental data.
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FIG. 18. Proton kinetic energy Tp spectrum forK−d→ π−Λp
reaction in comparison with the experimental data taken from
Ref. [30].
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FIG. 19. Λp invariant mass spectrum for K−d → π−Λp re-
action in comparison with the experimental data taken from
Ref. [31]. The theoretical spectrum is obtained by removing
the events with the proton momentum less than 75 MeV/c.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied K−d → πΛN reac-
tions with stopped kaons for extracting isospin symmetry
breaking in the ΛN scattering. We have proposed that
the K−d→ πΛN process has an advantage for the study
of isospin symmetry breaking in the ΛN scattering, be-
cause both isospin partners, Λp and Λn, are possible in
the final state and we can observe both Λp and Λn final
state interactions with the same initial condition. We
have formulated the K−d→ πΛN amplitudes by consid-
ering not only the foreground contribution which contains
the ΛN final state interaction but also background con-
tributions which include the impulse diagram, the Σ, K
and π exchange diagrams. These background diagrams
contains the πΛ and πN final state interactions. For
stopped kaons, the ΛN interaction is dominated by the
spin triplet configuration because of the deuteron spin
and s-wave dominance of low-energy scattering. In order
to reduce the background effects, we have examined the
dependence of the amplitude to the angle of Λ in the final
state and have found that the background effects can be
suppressed for narrower angles between Λ and π.

We have found that the ΛN invariant mass spectra
both for the Λp and Λn processes are sensitive to the ΛN
scattering properties around the ΛN threshold, EΛp <
30 MeV and that one may extract the scattering lengths
and the effective ranges from these spectra. It has also
turned out that the ΣN → ΛN transition effect is less
important around the ΛN threshold. We have suggested
that the ratio of the invariant mass spectra for the Λn
and Λp processes works well for the extraction of the ratio
of scattering lengths between Λp and Λn. We have also
compare our calculation with the experimental data for
K−d→ π−Λp reaction and it has been reproduced well.
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Appendix A: ΣN → ΛN transition amplitudes

In order to obtain the ΣN → ΛN transition amplitude
TΣN→ΛN , we employ the unitarity of S-matrix in the
isospin-doublet ΛN and ΣN channels. The unitarity is
implemented to the normalized transition amplitude f ,
which is defined by T ≡ N f with the kinematical factor
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TABLE I. Model parameters in a unit of MeV−1

aΣN
1.68− i2.35 fm

(NSC97f)
−3.83− i3.01 fm

(Jülich ’04)
v11 8.3× 10−5 2.1× 10−2

v12 6.5× 10−3 4.4× 10−2

v22 8.8× 10−3 7.1× 10−2

N given in Eq. (16), as

F =
(
−V −1 + iP

)−1 (A1)

where F , V , and P stand for the matrices of the scat-
tering amplitudes, the interaction kernels, and the mo-
menta, respectively, and are defined as

F =

(
fΛN fΣΛ

fΣΛ fΛN

)
, (A2)

V =

(
v11 v12

v12 v22

)
, (A3)

P =

(
p ∗Λ 0
0 p ∗Σ

)
. (A4)

Here, p ∗Λ and p ∗Σ in P are the momenta of Λ and Σ in the
Λ-nucleon c.m. frame, respectively. Note that p ∗Σ is pure
imaginary when one considers the energy region below
the ΣN threshold. Here we assume that each vij model
parameters is constant.

By using Eq. (A1), we obtain the off-diagonal ampli-
tude fΣN→ΛN from the unitarity of S-matrix. The model
parameters are determined so as to reproduce the scat-
tering lengths of the ΛN and ΣN at their thresholds:

fΛN = −aΛN , (A5)
fΣN = −aΣN = −(A− iB) (A6)

with the spin-triplet isospin-doublet ΛN scattering
length aΛN and ΣN scattering length aΣN = A − iB
where A and B are real. We obtain the matrix V :

v11 =
−κΣB + aΛNκΛ(1− κΣA)

κΛ(1− κΣA+ κΣBaΛNκΛ)
, (A7)

v12 = −
√
B(1− 2κΛA+ κ2

ΣA
2 + κ2

ΣB
2)(1 + a2

ΛNκ
2
Λ)

√
κΛ(1− κΣA+ κaΛNBκΛ)

,

(A8)

v22 =
A− κΣA

2 − κΣB
2 + aΛNBκΛ

1− κΣA+ κΣaΛNBκΛ
(A9)

where κΛ = p ∗Λ at the ΣN threshold and κΣ = −ip ∗Σ
at the ΛN threshold. All the vij parameters are real.
The determined vij parameters are summarized in Ta-
ble I. In these calculation, we use the isospin aver-
aged masses to obtain the kinematical variables and find
κΛ = 283.8 MeV and κΣ = 282.6 MeV.
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