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On a possible 3

φH hypernucleus with HAL QCD interaction
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Within the framework of the Faddeev formalism in configuration space, we investigate bound
states in the φNN system with total isospin T = 0 and T = 1. The recently proposed lattice HAL
QCD φN potential in the 4S3/2 channel does not support either φN or φNN bound states. The

HAL QCD φN potential in the 2S1/2 channel suggests the bound states for φN and φNN(S = 0)
systems. However, the binding energies are highly sensitive to variations of the enhancement factor
β, and the φNN system is extremely strongly bound in the state S = 0. Considering a spin-averaged
potential for the state S = 1 yields a bound state for 3

φH (S = 1) hypernucleus with the binding
energy (BE) 14.9 MeV when β = 6.9. The evaluation of the BE for the S = 1, T = 1 three-body
state results in 5.47 MeV. Additionally, calculations using our approach confirm the bound states
for the φNN (S = 2, T = 0 and S = 1, T = 1) system previously predicted with the Yukawa-type
potential motivated by the QCD van der Waals attractive force, mediated by multi-gluon exchanges.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the beginning of the new millennium, studying the composite system from two nucleons and Λ-, Ξ-, Ω-
hyperon or φ-meson has attracted intense research interest in many theoretical works [1–18]. Unlike the case of the
NN interactions, a φ-meson nucleon interaction is not well determined due to an insufficient number of scattering
data. It is one of the open and debated questions in the strangeness nuclear physics concerns the possible existence
of a φN bound state.
The recent ALICE Collaboration measurement of the φN correlation function [19] led to the determination of the

φN channel scattering length with a large real part corresponding to an attractive interaction. This represents the
first experimental evidence of the attractive strong interaction between a proton and a φ meson. Interestingly, the
absolute value of the obtained scattering length is much larger than what has been measured in earlier φ-meson
photoproduction experiments [20, 21].
It has been suggested by Brodsky, Schmidt, and de Teramond [22] that the QCD van der Waals interaction,

mediated by multi-gluon exchanges, is dominant when the interacting two color singlet hadrons have no common
quarks. Assuming that the attractive QCD van der Waals force dominates the φN interaction since the φ-meson
is almost a pure ss̄ state, following [22], Gao, et al. [23] suggested a Yukawa-type attractive potential. Using the
variational method, they predicted a binding energy (BE) of 1.8 MeV for the φ-N system. In [19] the data are employed
to constrain the parameters of phenomenological Yukawa-type potentials. The resulting values for the Yukawa-type
potential, VφN (r) = −Ae−αr/r, yields A = 0.021± 0.009(stat.)± 0.006(syst.) and α = 65.9± 38.0(stat.)± 17.5(syst.)
MeV. Predictions of possible φN bound states employing the same kind of potential with parameters A = 1.25 and
α = 600 MeV [23] are therefore incompatible with measurement [19].
Recently, Lyu et al. [24] presented the first results on the interaction between the φ-meson and the nucleon based on

the (2+1)-flavor lattice QCD simulations with nearly physical quark masses. The HAL QCD potential is obtained from
first principles (2 +1)-flavor lattice QCD simulations in a large spacetime volume, L4 =(8.1 fm)4, with the isospin-
averaged masses of π, K, φ, and N as 146, 525, 1048, and 954 MeV, respectively, at a lattice spacing, a = 0.0846
fm. Let us mention that such simulations together with the HAL QCD method enable one to extract the Y N and
Y Y interactions with multiple strangeness, e.g., ΛΛ, ΞN [25], ΩN [26], ΩΩ [27], and ΞN [13]. Using the HAL QCD
method, based on the spacetime correlation of the φN system in the spin 3/2 channel, the authors suggested fits of the
lattice QCD potential in the 4S3/2 channel. In the following, we employ the spectroscopic notation 2s+1SJ to classify
the S-wave φN interaction, where s and J stand for total spin, and total angular momentum. It was found that the
simple fitting functions such as the Yukawa form cannot reproduce the lattice data [24]. The lattice calculations for
the φN interaction in the 4S3/2 channel are used in [28] to constrain the spin 1/2 counterpart (2S1/2) from the fit of
the experimental φN correlation function measured by the ALICE Collaboration [19].
The mesic φNN system is considered in the framework of Faddeev equations in the differential form [3], using the

variational folding method [4], and a two-variable integro-differential equation describing bound systems of unequal
mass particles [5]. Calculations were employed φN potential from [23]. The binding energy of φd hypernucleus was
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calculated by employing HAL QCD potential [24] using the Schrodinger equation for Faddeev components expanded
in terms of hyperspherical functions [18]. The binding energies reported in Refs. [3, 4, 18] are in the range of ∼ 6− 39
MeV.
Motivated by the above discussion and the availability of newly suggested HAL QCD potentials in the 2S1/2 and

4S3/2 channels with a minimal and maximal spin, respectively, we present calculations for the binding energy for the
φN and φNN in the framework of the Faddeev equations in configuration space. We compare our results with other
calculations as well.
The φNN represent a three-particle system. The three-body problem can be solved in the framework of the

Schrödinger equation or using the Faddeev approach in the momentum [29, 30] or configuration [31–35] spaces. With
regards to the Faddeev equations in the configuration space, Jacobi coordinates are introduced to describe the φNN
system. The mass-scaled Jacobi coordinates xi and yi are expressed via the particle coordinates ri and masses mi in
the following form:

xi =

√

2mkml

mk +ml
(rk − rl), yi =

√

2mi(mk +ml)

mi +mk +ml
(ri −

mkrk +mlrl)

mk +ml
). (1)

The orthogonal transformation between three different sets of the Jacobi coordinates has the form:

(

xi

yi

)

=

(

Cik Sik

−Sik Cik

)(

xk

yk

)

, C2
ik + S2

ik = 1, k 6= i, Cii = 1, (2)

where

Cik = −

√

mimk

(M −mi)(M −mk)
, Sik = (−1)k−isign(k − i)

√

1− C2
ik.

Here, M is the total mass of the system. Let us definite the transformation hik(x,y) based on Eq. (2) as

hik(x,y) = (Cikx+ Siky,−Sikx+ Ciky) . (3)

In the Faddeev method in configuration space, alternatively to the finding the wave function of the three-body
system using the Schrödinger equation, the total wave function is decomposed into three components [31, 33, 35]:
Ψ(x1,y1) = Φ1(x1,y1) + Φ2(x2,y2) + Φ3(x3,y3). Each component depends on the corresponding coordinate set,
which are expressed in terms of the chosen set of mass-scaled Jacobi coordinates. The transformation (3) allows us
to write the Faddeev equations as a system of differential equations for each Φi(xi,yi) component in compact form.
The components Φi(xi,yi) satisfy the Faddeev equations [33] that can be written in the coordinate representation as:

(H0 + Vi(Cikx)− E)Φi(x,y) = −Vi(Cikx)
∑

l 6=i

Φl(hil(x,y)). (4)

Here H0 = −(∆x +∆y) is the kinetic energy operator with ~
2 = 1 and Vi(x) is the interaction potential between the

pair of particles (kl), where k, l 6= i.
The system of Eqs. (4) written for three nonidentical particles can be reduced to a simpler form for a case of

two identical particles. The Faddeev equations in configuration space for a three-particle system with two identical
particles are given in our previous studies [36–38]. In the case of the φNN system, the total wave function of the
system is decomposed into the sum of the Faddeev components Φ1 and Φ2 corresponding to the (NN)φ and (φN)N
types of rearrangements: Ψ = Φ1 + Φ2 − PΦ2, where P is the permutation operator for two identical particles.
Therefore, the set of the Faddeev equations (4) is rewritten as follows [35]:

(H0 + VNN − E)Φ1 = −VNN (Φ2 − PΦ2),
(H0 + VφN − E)Φ2 = −VφN(Φ1 − PΦ2).

(5)

In Eqs. (5) VNN and VφN are the interaction potentials between two nucleons and the φ-meson and nucleon, respec-
tively. The spin-isospin variables of the system can be represented by the corresponding basis elements. After the
separation of the variables, one can define the coordinate part the ΨR of the wave function Ψ = ξisospin⊗ηisospin⊗ΨR.
The details of our method for the solution of the system of differential equations (5) are given in [36, 39, 40].
In Ref. [24], the interaction between the φ-meson and the nucleon is studied based on the (2 + 1)-flavor lattice

QCD simulations with nearly physical quark masses. The authors found that the φN correlation function is mostly
dominated by the elastic scattering states in the 4S3/2 channel without significant effects from the two-body ΛK(2D3/2)
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and ΣK(2D3/2) and the three-body open channels including φN → Σ∗K,Λ(1405)K → ΛπK,ΣπK. The fit of the
lattice QCD potential by the sum of two Gaussian functions for an attractive short-range part and a two-pion exchange
tail at long distances with an overall strength proportional to m4n

π [41], has the following functional form in the 4S3/2

channel with the maximum spin 3/2 [24]:

V
3/2
φN (r) =

2
∑

j=1

aj exp

[

−

(

r

bj

)2
]

+ a3m
4
πF (r, b3)

(

e−mπr

r

)2

, (6)

with the Argonne-type form factor [42]

F (r, b3) = (1− e−r2/b2
3)2. (7)

For comparison the lattice QCD φN potential is also parameterized using three Gaussian functions [24]:

VGφN (r) =

3
∑

j=1

aj exp

[

−

(

r

bj

)2
]

. (8)

The HAL QCD potential in the 2S1/2 channel with a minimum spin of 1/2 [28] has a much stronger attractive β-

enhanced short-range part and the same two-pion exchange long-range tail as in the 4S3/2 channel. The real part of

the potential in the 2S1/2 channel reads [28]

V
1/2
φN (r) = β

(

a1e
−r2/b2

1 + a2e
−r2/b2

2

)

+ a3m
4
πF (r, b3)

(

e−mπr

r

)2

, (9)

where the factor β =6.9+0.9
−0.5(stat.)

+0.2
−0.1(syst.). The other values of the parameters are common in both 4S3/2 and

2S1/2 channels [28]. The imaginary part of φN potential related to the 2nd-order kaon exchange and corresponds to

absorption processes. A proportionality coefficient for this part is γ =0.0+0.0
−3.6(stat.)

+0.0
−0.18(syst.) [28].

TABLE I: The parameters for the φN potential in the 4S3/2 channel with statistical errors are quoted in parentheses. For

the a3m
4n
π column, n = 1 and n = 0 for V

3/2
φN and V

3/2
GφN , respectively [24]. The parameters for the singlet and triplet NN

interaction for MT potential [43, 44].

φN potential in the 4S3/2 channel [24] and in the 2S1/2 channel [28]

a1, MeV a2, MeV a3m
4n
π , MeV fm2n b1, fm b2, fm b3, fm

V
3/2
φN -371(27) -119(39) -97(14) 0.13(1) 0.30(5) 0.63(4)

VGφN -371(19) -50(35) -31(53) 0.15(3) 0.66(61) 1.09(41)

Singlet 1S0 and triplet 3S1 NN potential [43, 44]

I, J Vr, MeV Va, MeV µ1, fm
−1 µ2, fm

−1

1,0 -521.959 1438.72 1.55 3.11
0,1 -626.885 1438.72 1.55 3.11

We present the results of calculations for the feasibility of expected bound states for φN and φNN systems. For
calculations of the BEs of these systems, we use the HAL QCD φN potential in the 4S3/2 and 2S1/2 channels with
the maximum and minimum spins, respectively. We employ the same NN MT-I-III potential [43, 44] as in [3–5, 18]
for the comparison of the results. The input parameters for potentials are listed in Table I. For comparison, we
also perform BE calculations for φN and φNN systems with previously suggested Yukawa-type φN potential with
parameters from [23] and [19].
The spin configurations of the φNN system are illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Here, we present two configurations for

isospin state T = 0 which means that the considered system includes the deuteron, d, which is corresponding to the
NN(s = 1) state. There are two different components of the φN potential. For calculations for the S = 1 state we
used an averaged over spin variables potential. To acquire the overall φN potential, the spin-averaged interaction for
the 4S3/2 and 2S1/2 channel potentials is defined as [28]

V̄φN =
1

3
V

1/2
φN +

2

3
V

3/2
φN . (10)
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FIG. 1: Spin-isospin configurations in the φNN system: (a) S = 2, T = 0 and S = 1, T = 0, (b) S = 0, T = 0 and S = 1,
T = 1. The channels (φN)N and φ(NN) are shown

According to Eq. (10), the configuration S = 1 becomes to the configuration S = 2 when components of the φN
potential are equal. For example, it can be the 3/2 φN component. The configuration for S = 0 and S = 1, T = 1
states are presented in Fig. 1(b).
First, let us consider the φN system. Results of calculations for the two-body binding energy, B2, scattering length,

aφN , and effective radius, rφN , for φN are presented in Table II for the 4S3/2 and 2S1/2 channels. Although the HAL

QCD φN potential in the 4S3/2 channel is found to be attractive for all distances and reproduces a two-pion exchange
tail at long distances, no bound φN state is found with this interaction. The φN system is strongly bound with the
HAL QCD potential in the 2S1/2 channel with the reasonable scattering length when the short-range attractive part

is enchanted with factor β = 6.9 suggested in [28]. Let us mention that the 2S1/2 state binding energy is very sensitive
to the variation of β within the statistical and systematic error margins reported in [28].

TABLE II: The scattering length a
3/2
φN and a

1/2
φN , effective radius r

3/2
φN and r

1/2
φN in fm and binding energies B

3/2
2 and B

1/2
2 in

MeV for φN in the s = 3/2 and s = 1/2 spin states, respectively, B3 in MeV is the binding energy of the φd or φNN . β is the

scaling factor for the attractive short-range part of V
1/2
φN potential (see Eq. (9)). The ”UNB” indicates that no bound state is

found. The bound energy BφNN
3 of the φNN system (S = 1, T=1) is shown in parentheses.

φN potential β a
3/2
φN a

1/2
φN r

3/2
φN r

1/2
φN B

3/2
2 B

1/2
2 BφNN

3 (S = 2) BφNN
3 (S = 1) BφNN

3 (S = 0)

-A e−αr

r
[19] – −1.13 – 36.4 – UNB – UNB – –

-A e−αr

r
[23] – 2.38 – 0.17 – 9.40 – 38.04 – (22.42) –

V
3/2
φN (4S3/2) [24] – −1.37 – 2.42 – UNB – UNB – –

V
3/2
GφN (4S3/2) [24] – −1.36 – 2.04 – UNB – UNB – –

( 1
3
V

1/2
φN + 2

3
V

3/2
φN )[28] 6.9[28] -1.37 1.5 2.24 ∼ 0 UNB 27.7 – 14.90 (5.47) –

V
1/2
φN [28] 6.9[28] – 1.5 – ∼ 0 – 27.7 – – 64.13

( 1
3
V

1/2
φN + 2

3
V

3/2
φN ) 5.0 -1.37 8 2.24 0.7 UNB 0.7 – 11.37 –

V
1/2
φN 5.0 – 8 – 0.7 – 0.7 – – 18.56

( 1
3
V

1/2
φN + 2

3
V

3/2
φN ) 6.0 -1.37 2.5 2.24 0.3 UNB 8.81 – 13.09 –

V
1/2
φN 6.0 – 2.5 – 0.3 – 8.81 – – 37.11

( 1
3
V

1/2
φN + 2

3
V

3/2
φN ) 6.9 -1.37 1.5 2.24 ∼ 0 UNB 27.7 – 14.90 –

V
1/2
φN 6.9 – 1.5 – ∼ 0 – 27.7 – – 64.13

( 1
3
V

1/2
φN + 2

3
V

3/2
φN ) 8.0 -1.37 1 2.24 ∼ 0 UNB 69.85 – 17.52 –

V
1/2
φN 8.0 – 1 – ∼ 0 – 69.85 – – 113.7

In Table II we present the numerical results for the φNN system obtained with the HAL QCD interactions and a
Yukawa-type potential with parameterizations from [23] and [19]. The calculations of the BEs with the Yukawa-type
potential motivated by the QCD van der Waals attractive force mediated by multi-gluon exchanges, led to the same
results as previously reported in [3–5]. Our calculations indicate that neither HAL QCD interaction in the 4S4/2

channel nor the Yukawa type interaction with parameters [19] do not support the existence of the S = 2 bound state.



5

Thus, the HAL QCD interaction in the 4S3/2 channel with the maximum spin 3/2 suggests no bound state for 3
φH

hypernucleus, in contrast to the binding energy range reported in [18], which is 6.7 − 7.3 MeV. Results obtained for
the BE of φNN 22.42 MeV and 38.04 MeV (t = 0) in the framework of our approach utilizing the Yukawa-type φN
potential [23] and the singlet and triplet spin NN interaction [43], respectively, confirm calculations [3, 5] and are in
good agreement within ±1.5 MeV.
Based on our calculations, the HAL QCD interaction in the 4S3/2 channel does not provide enough attractiveness

to bind a φ-meson onto a nucleon or deuteron to form a bound state. Conversely, employing the HAL QCD φN
interaction in the 2S1/2 channel with minimal spin 1/2 results in the bound φNN , although the BE is highly sensitive
to the variation of the factor β, and the φNN system is extremely strongly bound in the state S = 0. Employing
the spin-averaged potential (10), we consider both the HAL QCD potentials in the 2S1/2 and 4S3/2 channels when

the factor β = 6.9. This leads to the numerical value of the binding energy 14.9 MeV for the 3
φH hypernucleus in the

spin state S = 1. Changing the β factor to β = 6.0, we obtained for the φNN BE 13.09 MeV, albeit with a larger
scattering length. It is important to note that varying the β factor within the margin of the error leads to larger and
less realistic BEs, especially for the S = 0 state as shown in Table II.
In conclusion, we employ the HAL QCD φN potential in the 2S1/2 and 4S3/2 channels with the maximum and

minimum spin, respectively, in the framework of Faddeev equations in configuration space to evaluate the binding
energy of the φNN system. The HAL QCD φN potential in the 4S3/2 channel does not support bound states for

either φN or φNN , although it exhibits attraction. Conversely, employing the HAL QCD φN potential in the 2S1/2

channel yields bound states for both φN and φNN . The binding energies of these systems are notably sensitive to
variations in the enhancement of the short-range attractive part, parameterized by the factor β. Considering both
potentials, we find binding energies of 5.47 MeV and 14.9 MeV for the states S = 1, T = 0 and S = 1, T = 1
(with singlet and triplet components of the NN MT I-III potential), respectively, when β = 6.9. Our calculations
confirm the existence of S = 2 bound states for the φNN system previously predicted within the Faddeev equations
in the differential form [3] and theoretical formalism [5] where utilized φN potential [23]. The presented analysis
demonstrates the possible existence of 3

φH hypernucleus.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by the City University of New York PSC CUNY Research Award # 66109-00 54 and
US National Science Foundation HRD-1345219 award, the DHS (summer research team), and the Department of
Energy/National Nuclear Security Administration Award Number DE-NA0004112.

[1] I. N. Filikhin and S. L. Yakovlev, Calculation of the binding energy and of the parameters of low-energy scattering in the
Λnp system, Phys. Atom. Nucl., 63, 223 (2000).

[2] I. N. Filikhin and A. Gal, Faddeev-Yakubovsky Search for 4
ΛΛH, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 172502 (2002).

[3] V. B. Belyaev, W. Sandhas, and I. I. Shlyk, 3- and 4- body meson- nuclear clusters, ArXiv: nucl-th0903.1703
[4] V. B. Belyaev, W. Sandhas, and I. I. Shlyk, New nuclear three-body clusters φNN , Few Body Syst. 44 347. (2008).
[5] S. A. Sofianos, G. J. Rampho, M. Braun and R. M. Adam, The φ-NN and φφ–NN mesic nuclear systems, J. Phys. G:

Nucl. Part. Phys. 37, 085109 (2010).
[6] H. Garcilazo and A. Valcarce, Light Ξ hypernuclei. Phys. Rev. C 92, 014004 (2015).
[7] H. Garcilazo and A. Valcarce, Deeply bound Ξ tribaryon, Phys. Rev. C 93, 034001 (2016).
[8] H. Garcilazo, A. Valcarce, and J. Vijande, Maximal isospin few-body systems of nucleons and Ξ hyperons. Phys. Rev. C

94, 024002 (2016).
[9] I. Filikhin, V. M. Suslov and B. Vlahovic, Faddeev calculations for light Ξ-hypernuclei, Mat. Model. Geom., 5, 1 (2017).

[10] H. Garcilazo and A. Valcarce, Ωd bound state, Phys. Rev. C 98, 024002 (2018).
[11] H. Garcilazo and A. Valcarce, ΩNN and ΩΩN states. Phys. Rev. C 99, 014001 (2019).
[12] B. F. Gibson and I. R. Afnan, Exploring the unknown Λn interaction, SciPost Phys. Proc. 3, 025 (2020).
[13] E. Hiyama, K. Sasaki, T. Miyamoto, T. Doi, T. Hatsuda, Y. Yamamoto, and Th. A. Rijken, Possible lightest Ξ hypernucleus

with modern ΞN interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 092501 (2020).
[14] F. Etminan and M.M. Firoozabadi, Ω-deuteron Interaction in Folding Model, arXiv:1908.11484v5 [nucl-th]
[15] L. Zhang, Song Zhang, and Y-G. Ma Production of ΩNN and ΩΩN in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Eur. Phys.

J. C 82, 416 (2022).
[16] H. Garcilazo and A. Valcarce, (I, JP ) = (1, 1/2+) ΣNN quasibound state, Symmetry 14, 2381 (2022).
[17] F. Etminan, Z. Sanchuli, M. M. Firoozabadi, Geometrical properties of ΩNN three-body states by realistic NN and first

principles lattice QCD ΩN potentials Nucl. Phys. A 1033 122639 (2023).

http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11484


6

[18] F. Etminan, A. Aalimi, Examination of the φ-NN bound-state problem with lattice QCD N-φ potentials, Phys. Rev. C
109, 054002 (2024).

[19] S. Acharya et al. [ALICE], Experimental evidence for an attractive p−φ interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 172301 (2021).
[20] W. C. Chang, K. Horie, S. Shimizu, M. Miyabe, D. S. Ahn, J. K. Ahn, et al., Forward coherent φ-meson photoproduction

from deuterons near threshold, Phys. Lett. B 658, 209-215 (2008).
[21] I. I. Strakovsky, L. Pentchev and A. Titov, Comparative analysis of ωp, φp and J/ψp scattering lengths from A2, CLAS,

and GlueX threshold measurements, Phys. Rev. C 101, 045201 (2020).
[22] S. J. Brodsky, I. A. Schmidt, and G. F. de Teramond, Nuclear-bound quarkonium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 1011 (1990).
[23] H. Gao, T.-S. H. Lee, V. Marinov, ϕ−N bound state. Phys. Rev. C 63, 022201 (2001).
[24] Y. Lyu, T. Doi, T. Hatsuda, Y. Ikeda, J. Meng, K. Sasaki, and T. Sugiura, Phys. Rev. D 106, 074507 (2022).
[25] K.Sasaki, et al., (HAL QCD Collaboration)ΛΛ and NΞ interactions from lattice QCD near the physical point. Nucl. Phys.

A 998, 121737 (2020).
[26] T. Iritani et al., NΩ dibaryon from lattice QCD near the physical point. Phys. Lett. B 792, 284 (2019).
[27] S. Gongyo, et al., Most strange dibaryon from lattice QCD, Phys Rev. Lett. 120, 212001 (2018).
[28] E. Chizzali, Y. Kamiya, R. Del Grande, T.i Doi, L. Fabbietti, T. Hatsuda, and Y. Lyu, Indication of a p-φ bound state

from a correlation function analysis, Phys. Lett. B 848, 138358 (2024).
[29] L. D. Faddeev, Scattering theory for a three-particle system. ZhETF 39, 1459 (1961); [Sov. Phys. JETP 12, 1014 (1961)].
[30] L. D. Faddeev, Mathematical problems of the quantum theory of scattering for a system of three particles. Proc. Math.

Inst. Acad. Sciences USSR 69, 1-122 (1963).
[31] H. P. Noyes and H. Fiedeldey, In: Three-Particle Scattering in Quantum Mechanics (Gillespie, J., Nutall, J., eds.), p. 195.

New York, Benjamin, 1968.
[32] C. Gignoux, C. Laverne, and S. P. Merkuriev, Solution of the Three-Body Scattering Problem in Configuration Space,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 33, 1350 (1974).
[33] L. D. Faddeev and S. P. Merkuriev, Quantum Scattering Theory for Several Particle Systems (Kluwer Academic, Dordrecht,

1993) pp. 398.
[34] H. P. Noyes In: Three-Body Problem in Nuclear and Particle Physics (Proceedings of the 1st Int. Conf., Birmingham,

1969 ), (McKee, J. S. C., Rolph, P. M., eds.), p. 2. Amsterdam, North-Holland, 1970.
[35] A.A. Kvitsinsky, Yu.A. Kuperin, S.P. Merkuriev, A.K. Motovilov and S.L. Yakovlev, N-body quantum problem in config-

uration space. Fiz. Elem. Chastits At. Yadra 17, 267 (1986) Soviet Journal of Particles and Nuclei, (in Russian);
http://www1.jinr.ru/Archive/Pepan/1986-v17/v-17-2.htm

[36] I. Filikhin, R. Ya. Kezerashvili, V. M. Suslov, Sh. M. Tsiklauri, and B. Vlahovic, Three-body model for K(1460) resonance,
Phys. Rev. D 102, 094027 (2020).

[37] I. Filikhin, R. Ya. Kezerashvili, and B. Vlahovic, On binding energy of trions in bulk materials, Phys. Lett. A 382, 787
(2018).

[38] I. Filikhin, R. Ya. Kezerashvili, V. M. Suslov, and B. Vlahovic, On mass polarization effect in three-body nuclear systems,
Few-Body Syst. 59, 33 (2018).

[39] I. Filikhin, R. Ya. Kezerashvili, and B. Vlahovic, The charge and mass symmetry breaking in the KKK̄ system, J. Phys.
G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 51, 035102 (2024).

[40] R. Ya. Kezerashvili, Sh. M. Tsiklauri, I. Filikhin, V. M. Suslov, and B. Vlahovic, Three-body calculations for the K−pp
system within potential models, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 43, 065104 (2016).
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