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We study the production of hyperon resonances in the pp̄ → Λ̄Ση reaction within an effective
Lagrangian approach. The model includes the production of Σ(1750) and Λ(1670) in the interme-
diate state excited by the K and K∗ meson exchanges between the initial proton and antiproton.
Due to the large coupling of Σ(1750)Ση vertex, Σ(1750) is found a significant contribution near the
threshold in this reaction. We provide total and differential cross section predictions for the reation
and discuss the possible influence of Σ(1750)Ση vertex coupling and model parameters, which will
be useful in future experimental studies. This reaction can provide a platform for studying the
features of Σ(1750) resonance, especially the coupling to Ση channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of the meson-baryon interactions at
low energies plays an important role in exploring the fea-
tures of hyperon resonances. However, experiments on
hyperon resonances are not as extensive as those on nu-
cleon resonances. Most of our current knowledge about
Σ hyperon resonances has come from the analysis of
experimental data in the Λπ and K̄N channels [1–9].
In addition to K̄N scattering reactions, others such as
LEPS [10–12], CLAS [13, 14], COSY [15, 16] have at-
tempted to further generate excited hyperon resonances
from γN and NN collisions.

Because of the isospin conservation, the Ση channel has
a special significance for which it is a pure I = 1 chan-
nel that only coupled to Σ hyperon resonances. How-
ever, even with this advantage, the researches on Σ hy-
peron resonances are still relatively few. Up to now, only
one Σ hyperon resonance, Σ(1750), was found to be well
coupled to the Ση channel in the Particle Data Group
(PDG) [17] book. While the decay branching ratios of
other Σ hyperon resonances to this channel are still not
well identified, it is possible that other resonances do
have rather weak coupling to the Ση channel, thus mak-
ing it difficult to study their coupling to Ση. It is also
the large coupling that makes it possible to distinguish
Σ(1750) from other Σ hyperon resonances in Ση channel.
Moreover, the threshold energy of Ση channel is about
1.74 GeV, which is very close to the mass of Σ(1750),
providing a suitable place to investigate the features of
Σ(1750) resonance.

Nevertheless, the coupling of Σ(1750) and Ση has
rarely been studied in previous researches. In the current
particle collision experiments, the coupling of Σ(1750)
and Ση channel has only been found in K−p → Σ0η re-
actions [18]. A chiral K̄N interaction model was used in
Refs. [19, 20] to fit the experimental data of the produc-
tion cross section and analyze the possible resonances in
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the reaction process. Ref. [21] used a effective chiral La-
grangian method to study η−baryon interactions at low
energies in the ηB → ηB process, including the coupling
of Σ(1750) and Ση. Some works have investigated the
partial wave analysis of K̄N scattering, such as Ref. [22]
using a global multichannel fit for all the K̄N scattering
reactions; Refs. [23, 24] used a dynamic coupled chan-
nel model to establish the spectrum of Σ hyperon reso-
nances and extract the resonance parameters, however,
the K̄N → Ση reaction was not taken into account. Since
there are few experiments and researches on Σ(1750) res-
onance at present, we hope that the reaction we proposed
will be helpful to search for Σ(1750) resonance in future
experiments.
In the present work, we propose the pp̄ → Λ̄Ση re-

action that can be used to investigate the features of
Σ(1750) resonance. We investigate the reaction by using
an effective Lagrangian approach, focusing on the pro-
duction of Σ(1750) hyperon resonance. The approach of
effective Lagrangian calculating the reaction cross sec-
tion is widely used to investigate the process of particle
collisions for exploring the reaction mechanism between
initial and final particles [25–34]. Near the threshold of
Ση channel, only Σ(1750) was found to have a relatively
large decay branch ratio to Ση channel, which can be
naturally regarded that Σ(1750) has a large coupling to
Ση channel. Besides, the resonance contribution in the
Λη channel should also be taken into account. Same as
Σ(1750), here we only need to consider the contribution
of Λ(1670). In our model, the Σ(1750) and Λ(1670) res-
onances are excited by the K and K∗ meson exchanges
between the initial proton and antiproton. Other meson
exchanges are forbidden by the law of isospin conserva-
tion. The predictions of the total cross section and an-
gular distribution, as well as invariant mass distribution
are presented in our work, which will be helpful for future
comparison with the experimental data. We also provide
a discussion for the dependence of total and differential
cross sections on model parameters.
Our work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we in-

troduce the formalism and ingredients necessary of each
amplitude in our model and obtain the concrete form of
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amplitudes. The numerical results of the total and differ-
ential cross sections for pp̄ → Λ̄Ση reaction are presented
in Sec. III. Finally, a short conclusion is made in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

Within our approach, the production mechanism of
the Σ(1750) and Λ(1670) resonances in the reaction
pp̄ → Λ̄Ση consists of the standard t− and u−channel as
shown in Fig. 1. In view of Σ(1750) has a relatively large
coupling to the Ση channel, we expect it may give a sig-
nificant contribution in the reaction. Because of charge,
the K and K∗ exchanges are present only for the charged
K+ and K∗+.

FIG. 1: (a) u- (b) t-channel exchanges Feynman
diagrams for pp̄ → Λ̄Ση reaction.

The production amplitude is calculated from the fol-
lowing effective Lagrangians,

LΛKN =− gΛKN

mΛ +mN
Λ̄γ5 /∂K̄N + h.c.,

LΣ∗KN =
√
2igΣ∗KN Σ̄∗KN + h.c.,

LΣηΣ∗ =− igΣηΣ∗Σ̄ηΣ∗ + h.c.,

LΣKN =−
√
2gΣKN

mΣ +mN
Σ̄γ5 /∂K̄N + h.c.,

LΛ∗KN =igΛ∗KN Λ̄∗KN + h.c.,

LΛηΛ∗ =− igΛηΛ∗Λ̄ηΛ∗ + h.c.,

(1)

and for K∗ exchange,

LΛK∗N =− gΛK∗N Λ̄

(
γµ +

κΛK∗N

2mN
(pµK∗ − /pK∗γ

µ)

)
K∗

µN

+ h.c.,

LΣ∗K∗N =igΣ∗K∗N Σ̄∗γ5γ
µK∗

µN + h.c.,

LΣK∗N =− gΣK∗N Σ̄

(
γµ +

κΣK∗N

2mN
(pµK∗ − /pK∗γ

µ)

)
K∗

µN

+ h.c.,

LΛ∗K∗N =igΛ∗K∗N Λ̄∗γ5γ
µK∗

µN + h.c.,

(2)

where κΛK∗N = 2.76 and κΣK∗N = −2.33 [35] are the
anomalous magnetic moments. The coupling constants
gΛKN , gΣKN , gΛK∗N and gΣK∗N can be determined by
the SU(3) predictions [36], which give the values that
gΛKN = −13.99 GeV−1, gΣKN = 2.69 GeV−1, gΛK∗N =
−6.21 GeV−1 and gΣK∗N = −4.25 GeV−1. And we
take the value for Λ∗K∗N coupling from Ref. [37]. For
Σ∗K∗N coupling, we adopt the same value as Σ∗KN ,
approximatively. Other constants are determined from
the partial decay widths, given in Table 1. It should be
noted that we use the average values of the branching
ratios listed in PDG [17].

TABLE I. Coupling constants used in this work.

State
Width
(MeV)

Decay
channel

Branching ratio
adopted

g2/4π

Σ(1750) 206 Ση 0.35 4.05× 10−1

NK 0.09 1.66× 10−2

Λ(1670) 32 Λη 0.175 4.77× 10−2

NK 0.25 0.82× 10−2

Since hadrons are not pointlike particles, it is neces-
sary to consider a form factor at each vertex, which can
parameterize the structure of the hadron. Here, we in-
troduce the form factor for intermediate baryons as

fB(q
2
B) =

Λ4
B

Λ4
B + (q2B −m2

B)
2
, (3)

with qB and mB the four-momentum and mass of inter-
mediate hadron, respectively. The cut-off parameter for
Λ∗ exchange is taken as ΛΛ∗ = 1.5 GeV.
For K meson and K∗ meson exchange diagrams, we

introduce the form factor as

fM (k2M ) =

(
Λ2
M −m2

M

Λ2
M − k2M

)n

, (4)

where kM and mM denote the four-momentum and mass
of exchanged meson, respectively. Here, we take ΛK =
1.1 GeV [34] and ΛK∗ = 1.5 GeV [38, 39] for the corre-
sponding meson exchange. In the caculation, n = 1 for
K exchange and n = 2 for K∗ exchange [40] are adopted.
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The propagators for the exchanged particles are ex-
pressed as

GK(k) =
i

(k2 −m2
K)

, (5)

for K meson,

Gµν
K∗(k) = −i

gµν − kµkν

m2
K∗

k2 −m2
K∗

 , (6)

for K∗ meson, and

G
1
2 (q) =

i(/q ±MB)

q2 −M2
B + iMBΓB

, (7)

for spin-1/2 baryons with ’+’ and ’-’ correspond to par-
ticle and antiparticle respectively, where k and q are the
four-momentum; MB and ΓB are the mass and width of
intermediate baryons.

With the ingredients presented above, the total scat-
tering amplitudes of pp̄ → Λ̄Ση reaction can be written
as

MK
a =

√
2igΣηΣ∗gΣ∗KpgΛKp

mΛ +mp
f2
K(k1)fΣ∗(q1)ū(p5, s5)

×GΣ∗(q1)u(p1, s1)GK(k1)v̄(p2, s2)γ5/k1v(p3, s3),

MK
b =

√
2igΛηΛ∗gΛ∗KpgΣKp

mΣ +mp
f2
K(k2)fΛ∗(q2)v̄(p2, s2)

×GΛ∗(q2)v(p3, s3)GK(k2)ū(p5, s5)γ5/k2u(p1, s1),

MK∗

a =− gΣηΣ∗gΣ∗K∗pgΛK∗pf
2
K∗(k1)fΣ∗(q1)ū(p5, s5)

×GΣ∗(q1)γ5γ
µu(p1, s1)GK∗µν(k1)v̄(p2, s2)

×
(
γν +

κΛK∗p

2mp
(kν1 − /k1γ

ν)

)
v(p3, s3),

MK∗

b =− gΛηΛ∗gΛ∗K∗pgΣK∗pf
2
K∗(k2)fΣ∗(q2)v̄(p2, s2)

× γµγ5GΛ∗(q2)v(p3, s3)GK∗µν(k2)ū(p5, s5)

×
(
γν +

κΣK∗p

2mp
(kν2 − /k2γ

ν)

)
u(p1, s1).

(8)

The p1, p2, p3 and p5 represent the four-momentums of
the p, p̄, Λ̄ and Σ baryon, respectively. k1 and k2 cor-
respond to the four-momentum of exchanged meson in
Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b), respectively. q1 and q2 has the
same meaning as k1, k2, but for Σ(1750) and Λ̄(1670).

The differential and total cross sections for this reac-
tion can be obtained through

dσ =
(2π)4

4
√
(p1 · p2)2 −m4

p

(
1

4

∑
|M|2

)
dΦ3

=
1

(2π)4
1√

(p1 · p2)2 −m4
p

|p⃗3||p⃗∗5|
32
√
s

(
1

4

∑
|M|2

)
dmΣηdΩ

∗
5dcosθ3,

(9)

where p1, p2 represent the four-momentum of the initial
particles p, p̄ at total center-of-mass frame; p⃗∗5 stands for
the three-momentum of the Σ baryon in the center-of-
mass frame of Ση pair.

III. RESULTS

2.9 3.0 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.5
W(GeV)

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
b)

total
(1750)
(1670)

FIG. 2: Total cross section vs center of mass energy W
for pp̄ → Λ̄Ση reaction. The blue curve represents the
total cross section including all the contributions in
Fig. 1. The green dashed and red dashed curves are the
contributions of Σ(1750) and Λ(1670) respectively, with
the branching ratio of Σ∗ → Ση takes the middle value
35%. The green band is the branching ratio of Σ∗ → Ση
from 15% to 55%.

In this section, we will present the theoretical results
of the pp̄ → Λ̄Ση reaction calculated by the model in
the previous section, including the total cross section
and the differential cross section. Firstly, we consider
the effects of the branching ratio Br(Σ∗ → Ση) on
the total cross section by fixing the cut-off parameters
ΛΣ∗ = ΛΛ∗ = 1.5 GeV. In Fig. 2, we plot the total cross
section from the reaction threshold up to 3.5 GeV, to-
gether with the individual contributions of Σ(1750) and
Λ(1670) resonances. Both contributions of K and K∗

exchanges are taken into account. It is obvious that
Σ(1750) plays a dominant role of this reaction. Even
if we take the minimum value of branching ratio that
Br(Σ∗ → Ση) = 15%, the contribution of Σ(1750) is
significantly larger than that of Λ(1670) in this reaction.
The significant contribution of Σ(1750) is due in part to
the coupling of Σ(1750)Ση vertex is strong compared to
that of Λ(1670)Λη. But more importantly, the coupling
of ΛKN vertex is more than 5 times that of ΣKN vertex.
We extract the coupling constants of the vertex associ-
ated with the Σ(1750) from the decay width. However,
this approach makes it impossible to determine the rel-
ative phase between Σ(1750) and Λ(1670). Therewith,
we consider to detect the existence of interference effects
by multiplying a factor of -1 and there is no significant
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change in the results. Since Σ(1750) plays a dominant
role near the threshold, it can be considered that this re-
action provides a good place for studying the nature of
Σ(1750) resonance.

2.9 3.0 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.5
W(GeV)

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
b)

(a)

total
K
K *

2.9 3.0 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.5
W(GeV)

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
b)

(b)

(1750)
K
K *

2.9 3.0 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.5
W(GeV)

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
b)

(c)

(1670)
K
K *

FIG. 3: The cross sections vs center of mass energy W
from K+ and K∗+ exchanges. The blue, green and red
curves are the total cross section, Σ(1750) and Λ(1670)
contributions, respectively. The yellow dashed and
purple dashed represent the K+ and K∗+ mesons
exchanged contributions.

Because of the uncertainty of the form factor, it is nec-
essary to consider the effect of form factor on the cross

section. For this reaction, only the effect of form fac-
tor on cross sections of K+ and K∗+ exchanges needs
to be considered. In Fig. 3, we show the cross sections
from K+ and K∗+ exchanges compare to the total cross
section and Σ(1750), Λ(1670) resonances. The results
show clearly that K+ exchange gives the dominant con-
tribution in total cross section and Σ(1750) contribution.
The dominant role of K+ exchange in Σ(1750) can be at-
tributed to the relatively large ΛKp coupling. While in
Fig. 3(c), it shows that K+ exchange is the main contri-
bution of Λ(1670) near the threshold. With the energy
of the center of mass increasing, the contribution of K∗+

exchange is becoming more and more significant. More-
over, due to the influence of K∗+ exchange, the cross
section of Λ(1670) shows a relatively obvious trend of
gradual increase.

Next, we consider the dependence of the cross sec-
tion on the model parameter ΛΣ∗ introduced by the
form factor. In Fig. 4, we present the cross sections of
K+ and K∗+ exchanges with three cut-off parameters
ΛΣ∗ = 1.2, 1.5, 1.8 GeV. Whether near the threshold or
at higher energies, the K+ exchange is more sensitive to
the change of cut-off parameter ΛΣ∗ . In addition, due to

2.9 3.0 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.5
W(GeV)

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
b)

(a) K

* =1.2GeV
* =1.5GeV
* =1.8GeV

2.9 3.0 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.5
W(GeV)

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
b)

(b) K *

* =1.2GeV
* =1.5GeV
* =1.8GeV

FIG. 4: The cross sections vs center of mass energy W
from the K+ and K∗+ mesons exchanged contributions
with the different values of cut-off parameter ΛΣ∗ .
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2.9 3.0 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.5
W(GeV)

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
b)

(1670)
(1750)

FIG. 5: The cross sections vs center of mass energy W
from the individual contributions of Σ(1750) and
Λ(1670).The band corresponds to the results of Σ(1750)
by varying the cut-off parameter ΛΣ∗ for Σ(1750)KN
vertex from 1.2 to 1.8 GeV.

the dominant role of the K+ exchange in Σ(1750) con-
tribution, the Σ(1750) contribution also has a strong de-
pendence on the value of ΛΣ∗ , as shown in Fig. 5. When
ΛΣ∗ is larger than 1.2 GeV, Σ(1750) plays a main role
in total cross section. If we take Br(Σ∗ → Ση) = 15%,
this value will be raised to 1.4 GeV. At ΛΣ∗ = 1.2 GeV,
Σ(1750) dominates at lower energy, and Λ(1670) grad-
ually contributes more than Σ(1750) as the energy in-
creases. When ΛΣ∗ is below 1.2 GeV, the Λ(1670) be-
comes the dominant contribution. However, since the
cut-off parameter is often regarded as a free parameter,
more experimental data are needed to determine it.

In addition to the total cross section, we also study the
differential cross section of pp̄ → Λ̄Ση with the center
of mass energy W = 3.1 GeV, shown in Fig. 6, where
Σ(1750) is the main contribution. As can be seen from
Fig. 6(a) and 6(b), there is an obvious peak of Σ(1750)

contribution in Ση invariant mass distribution. However,
due to the influence of Λ(1670), the peak energy of
the total contribution is slightly higher than that in
Σ(1750). If we adopt Br(Σ∗ → Ση) = 15%, Λ(1670) will
enhance the total contribution more significantly. The
change in the coupling constant due to the decay width
makes the total contribution for Br(Σ∗ → Ση) = 55%
about 4 times that for Br(Σ∗ → Ση) = 15%. In
Fig. 6(c), the dominant role of Σ(1750) in the u−channel
is clearly shown as the backward enhancement of the
angular distribution of Λ̄. Compared to Σ(1750), the
contribution of Λ(1670) is small in both the Λ̄ and η
angular distributions, but its forward angle of the η
angular distribution significantly affects the shape of the
total contribution.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have made a theoretical study of pp̄ → Λ̄Ση reation
baesd on an effective Lagrangian approach. In our model,
we consider the production of Σ(1750) and Λ(1670) as
intermediate states excited by the K and K∗ meson ex-
changes between the initial proton and antiproton. We
provide a prediction of total and differential cross sec-
tions and discuss the possible influence of Σ(1750)Ση
vertex coupling and model parameters. According to our
results, Σ(1750) resonance makes a significant contribu-
tion near the threshold, making the reaction suitable for
studying the features of Σ(1750) resonance.
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