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We analyze the clean cusp, seen in the ηπ mass distribution with high precision of the χc1 →
ηπ+π− reaction in the BESIII experiment, with the aim of making a precise determination of the
scattering length a and effective range r0 of K+K̄0. For that, we follow a previous theoretical work
that gave a good reproduction of these data using the chiral unitary approach for the meson-meson
interaction, and allow some flexibility in the input to carry a better fit to the data. The important
task of determining the uncertainties in the scattering parameters is done using the resampling
method and an accuracy in a and r0 is obtained better than 20%. The effective range is determined
for the first time with this analysis.

I. INTRODUCTION

The determination of scattering lengths and effective
ranges from cusps seen in some reaction has proved ef-
fective, as shown for instance in the determination of
the ππ scattering length from the K decay into pions
[1, 2]. More recently, it was found that the high preci-
sion Belle data on the Λ+

c → pK−π+ reaction [3], which
shows a cusp at the ηΛ threshold in the K−p invariant
mass distribution, served to determine the ηΛ scattering
length and effective range, as well as the position of the
Λ(1670) resonance, with an unprecedented precision [4].
Motivated by this success, we wish to exploit the idea to
obtain the K+K̄0 scattering length and effective range,
as well as information on the a0(980) resonance, for the
high resolution BESIII experiment on the χc1 → ηπ+π−

reaction [5], which shows a clear cusp for the ηπ+, ηπ−

invariant mass distribution at the K+K̄0 threshold. Sim-
ilarly to the case of Ref. [4], where the ηΛ scattering pa-
rameters are determined from a peak at the ηΛ threshold
of the K−p invariant mass distribution, in the precent
case we shall ditermine the scatteringg parameters of the
K+K̄0 system from a peak of the ηπ+, ηπ− invariant
mass distribution at the K+K̄0 threshold. One should
stress that in both cases we determine the scattering pa-
rameters of one channel from one reaction in which this
channel is not measured. The particles observed are dif-
ferent, but correspond to pairs with the same quantum
numbers, which necessarily couple to the channel inves-
tigated in any unitary approach. This feature is what
makes it possible to determine the scattering parameters
of one channel from the observation of a cusp of a sec-
ond channel at the threshold of the first one. It looks at a
first sight that such a task would have large uncertainties.
However, as demonstrated in Ref. [4], the constraints of
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unitarity in coupled channels are so strong, that not only
can one obtain information on the scattering parameters,
but can determine them with high precision.

The determination of the K+K̄0 scattering length has
attracted much attention. In Table I we show the results
obtained from the analysis of different experiments done
in Ref. [6]. In Refs. [7–10] the information is obtained
from the φ → ηπ0γ reaction and the extracted value
of the coupling of the a0(980) resonance to KK̄. The
same is done from Ref. [12] in the study of the π−p →
ηπ+π−n reaction. In Refs. [11, 13] the reactions p̄p →
K+K0

Sπ
−,K+K0

Lπ
+ are measured, and, once again, the

scattering lenght is obtained in Ref. [6] from the values
of the coupling of the a0(980) to K+K̄0.

It should be stated from the beginning that the con-
cept of the coupling of a0(980) to KK̄ is problematic if
the a0(980) does not correspond to a bound state of KK̄,
or in other words, if there is not a pole for this state in
the ordinary second Riemann sheet (corresponding to a
virtual state in a different notation). A parameterization
of the K+K̄0 amplitude is then also problematic experi-
mentally when one has a cusp, since amplitudes close to
threshold have a very peculiar behavior [14–17].

In Ref. [6], the reaction pp → dK+K̄0 near threshold
is used to determine the K+K̄0 scattering length, but,
as shown in Ref. [18], this fusion reaction is complicated,
leading to uncertainties in the determination of that scat-
tering length.

As we can see in Table I, there is a large disper-
sion of the results obtained from the different analy-
ses. A more precise determination, with its uncertainty,
should be more welcome, and this is the purpose of the
present work. In addition, we also determine the effec-
tive range for the first time. We, thus, study the BE-
SIII χc1 → ηπ+π− reaction [5] and use the approach
of Ref. [19], which was shown to give a good reproduc-
tion of the experimental results using input of the chiral
unitary approach for the meson-meson interactions [20].
Yet, what we do is to leave freedom to the input param-
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TABLE I. Result for the K+K̄0 scattering length from different works.

References Ref. [7] Ref. [8] Ref. [9] Ref. [10] Ref. [6]

a1 (fm) +0.071− 0.66i −0.006− 0.76i −0.13− 2.23i −0.075− 0.70i (−0.02± 0.02)− (0.63± 0.24)i

References Ref. [8] Ref. [11] Ref. [12] Ref. [13]

a1 (fm) −0.16− 1.05i −0.13− 0.61i −0.16− 0.59i −0.54− 1.89i

eters and carry a fit to the data to determine them, then
the framework provides the K+K̄0 scattering length and
effective range. In other words, what we would be doing
is a fit to the data using basically a model independent
(free meson-meson transition potentials) procedure, with
the only constraints of unitarity in coupled channels. The
determination of the errors of a and r0 is then accom-
plished by the method of resampling [21–23] generating
random Gaussian weighed centroids for all the data and
carrying a fit in each case. With about 50 different fits, in
which the parameters of the theory are determined, the
value of a and r0 are calculated and the average and dis-
persion of these values are then evaluated. The method
proves efficient when there are correlations between the
different parameters. Hence, the values of the parame-
ters in each fit can change, but the results obtained for
a and r0 are stable [4, 24–27].

II. FORMALISM

In the χc1 → ηπ+π− reaction, the χc1 state has
IG(JPC) = 0+(1++). The η, π+, π− have JP = 0−.
Since the decay proceeds via strong interaction, conser-
vation of spin parity implies that the reaction proceeds
in P -wave. The amplitude must have the form of ~ǫχc1

·~pi
and symmetry over the three mesons implies the struc-
tion of the decay amplitude as

t = A (~ǫχc1
· ~pη + ~ǫχc1

· ~pπ+ + ~ǫχc1
· ~pπ−) . (1)

The next step is to consider that χc1 is a singlet of
SU(3) and assume that we have SU(3) symmetry in the
χc1 → P1P2P3 transition at the tree level, where P1, P2

and P3 are three pseudoscalar mesons. One might ar-
gue that there can be some SU(3) breaking, but at this
point it is interesting to mention that in the P1P2 meson
interaction, the chiral lagrangians are SU(3) symmetric
[28, 29], and SU(3) symmetry is broken due to loops in
the unitary treatment of the interaction, where the differ-
ent masses of the particles in the same SU(3) multiplet
have important effects [30]. Hence, the assumption of
SU(3) symmetry at the tree level is a good starting point,
and the success of Ref. [19] to reproduce the spectra in
the χc1 → ηπ+π− reaction proved it.
This means that in the structure of t in Eq. (1), one

must consider all terms of ηP1P2 structure for the first
term and then allow P1P2 to interact to give π+π−, or
π+P3P4 in the second term and allow P3P4 interact to

give ηπ−, or π−P5P6 in the third term and allow P5P6

interact to give ηπ+ in the final states. Even then, there
are three possible SU(3) singlet structures made from the
P ≡ qiq̄j matrix (qi = u, d, s quarks), where P in terms
of pseudoscalars is given by

P ≡








1√
2
π0 + 1√

3
η + 1√

6
η′ π+ K+

π− − 1√
2
π0 + 1√

3
η + 1√

6
η′ K0

K− K̄0 − 1√
3
η +

√

2
3η

′









,

(2)

which implies the standard η − η′ mixing of Ref. [31].
The SU(3) singlet structures are 〈PPP〉, 〈P〉〈PP〉 and
〈P〉〈P〉〈P〉, where 〈· · · 〉 indicates the trace in SU(3)
of these matrices. Yet, the structure with less traces,
〈PPP〉, is dominant according to Ref. [32], and in
Ref. [33] it was shown that the 〈P〉〈PP〉 structure led
to disastious results in the mass distributions.

With all these supporting grounds, it was found in
Ref. [19] that the terms of type ηP1P2 were given by

C1 : η

(

6√
3
π+π− +

3√
3
π0π0 +

1

3
√
3
ηη

)

, (3)

those of π+P3P4 by

C2 : π+

(

6√
3
π−η + 3K0K−

)

, (4)

and those of π−P5P6 by

C3 : π−
(

6√
3
π+η + 3K+K̄0

)

, (5)

and then, diagrammatically, the transition is produced by
the terms of Fig. 1, where the upper line in each diagram
is the one carrying the momentum ~pi in Eq. (1).

Analytically, the diagrams in Fig. 1 transform in the
amplitude

t = tη + tπ+ + tπ− , (6)

where

tη = (~ǫχc1
· ~pη) t̃η, (7)
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FIG. 1. Diagrams entering the transition χc1 → ηπ+π−.

with

t̃η = VP

(

hπ+π− +
∑

i

hi SiGi(Minv) ti,π+π−

)

, (8)

where

hπ+π− =
6√
3
, hπ0π0 =

3√
3
, hηη =

1

3
√
3
, (9)

and Si are symmetry factors for the identical particles,
given by [19]

Sπ0π0 = 1; Sηη = 3. (10)

The second term tπ+ of Eq. (6) is given by

tπ+ = (~ǫχc1
· ~pπ+) t̃π+ , (11)

with

t̃π+ = VP

(

hπ−η +
∑

i

hi Gi(Minv) ti,π−η

)

, (12)

and

hπ−η =
6√
3
, hK0K− = 3. (13)

The third term tπ− of Eq. (6) is given by

tπ− = (~ǫχc1
· ~pπ−) t̃π− , (14)

with

t̃π− = VP

(

hπ+η +
∑

i

hi Gi(Minv) ti,π+η

)

, (15)

and

hπ+η =
6√
3
, hK̄0K+ = 3. (16)

The factor VP is an unknown normalization constant,
which is linked to the unnormalized mass distribution of
Ref. [5].

The mass distributions are obtained by the master for-
mula of the PDG [34]

d2Γ

dM12 dM23
=

1

(2π)3
1

8M3
χc1

M12 M23

∑∑

|t|2, (17)

and the single mass distribution are obtained by

dΓ

dM12
=

∫

d2Γ

dM12 dM23
dM23, (18)

with the limits of Ref. [34] and appropriate permuta-
tions of the particle indices. Note also that, as shown
in Ref. [19], there is no interference between the terms

of Eq. (1) in |t|2, which also allows to directly calculate
dΓ/dMij without the integral of Eq. (18) as shown in
Ref. [19].

In the π+π− invariant mass distribution from BE-
SIII data [5], the f2(1270) state shows up at the re-
gion of [1, 1.5]GeV. We take a Breit-Wigner shape of

A

M2
inv(ππ) −m2

f2
+ imf2Γf2

to account for the tail of the

f2(1270), with mf2 and Γf2 the physical mass and width
of the f2(1270). In order to compare with the π+π−

data, we follow Ref. [19] and add a background coming
from the a0(980) peak, which is taken linear in the ππ
invariant mass, B [Minv(ππ) − 2mπ].

III. DETERMINATION OF a AND r0 FOR K+K̄0

In order to evaluate the t matrices entering Eqs. (8),
(12) and (15), we use the formulas of Vij from Refs. [35,
36], which are calculated for pairs of neutral charge and
use

Vπ+η, π+η = Vπ0η, π0η,

VK0K−, π−η =
√
2VK+K−, π0η, (19)

VK+K̄0,K+K̄0 =
1

2

(

VK0K̄0,K0K̄0 + VK+K−,K+K−

−2VK+K−,K0K̄0

)

.
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Then, the T matrices are obtained from the Bethe-
Salpeter equation in coupled channels

T = [1− V G]−1V, (20)

where G is the loop function of pairs of pseudoscalars,
which in the cut off regularization is given by

Gi(s) =

∫

|~q |<qmax

d3q

(2π)3
ω1(q) + ω2(q)

2ω1(q) ω2(q)

× 1

s− [ω1(q) + ω2(q)]2 + iǫ
, (21)

with the subindices 1, 2 refer the two mesons in channel
i, and ωl =

√

q2 +m2
l . A value of qmax = 600−630 MeV

was used in Ref. [19], with small difference between the
two options. In order to avoid using the t matrices of the
chiral unitary approach beyond the region of validity, we
cut them adiabatically, as done in Ref. [33] by using

Gt(Minv) = Gt(Mcut) e
−α(Minv−Mcut), forMinv > Mcut,

(22)
with Mcut = 1100 MeV, α = 0.0054 MeV−1, and it was
found in Ref. [33] that the changes in the mass dirtribu-
tions induced by moderate changes of α and Mcut, were
minor.

The scattering length a and effective range r0 are given
via Ref. [27] as

−1

a
= −8π

√
s T−1

∣

∣

∣

s=sth
,

r0 =

√
s

µ

∂

∂s
2
(

−8π
√
s T−1 + ik

)

∣

∣

∣

s=sth
, (23)

with

k =
λ1/2(s,m2

1,m
2
2)

2
√
s

, (24)

where sth is the squared of the energy of the system at
threshold and µ is the reduced mass of m1 and m2.

IV. RESULTS

The first result that we want to show is the value
of a and r0, with the chiral unitary input, using the
potential of Refs. [35, 36] with f = 93 MeV, and dif-
ferent values of qmax. This is shown in Table II. We
can see that the results for Re[aK+K̄0 ] change much by
changing qmax. However for qmax = 600 − 630 MeV,
which are our favorite choices (see Ref. [33]), Re[aK+K̄0 ]
are stable between −0.19 and −0.17 fm. The values of
Im[aK+K̄0 ] are more stable, and in the range of qmax ∈
[600, 630] MeV they change between −0.73 and −0.67
fm. The values of r0 are also rather stable ranging in
Re[r0] ∈ [−0.90,−0.92] fm and Im[r0] ∈ [−0.20,−0.24]
fm in the same range of qmax.

The other point we want to stress is that we do not
find a pole for the a0(980) in the range of qmax of Table
II with the usual prescription for the second Riemann
sheet of taking

GII
i (s) = Gi(s) +

i

4π
√
s
qon; for Re

√
s >

√
sth, (25)

with qon = λ1/2(s,m2
1,m

2
2)/2

√
s, Im(qon) > 0, and

√
sth

the threshold mass of the corresponding channel. Thus,
the a0(980) would qualify as a cusp of the K+K̄0 thresh-
old, or in other words, a barely failed bound state,
or virtual state. We would have to go to values of
qmax > 1000 MeV to get a pole, but this would greatly
distort the agreement of the theory of Ref. [19] with the
experiment of Ref. [5].

A. Resampling to get a, r0 with errors

Next we resort to the resampling method to determine
a, r0 with their respective uncertainties. For this we do
the following. All terms of Vij in Refs. [35, 36] are pro-
portional to 1

f2 , where f is the pion decay constant, taken

in Ref. [19] as f = 93 MeV. Here, in order to have free-
dom in the potential and carry a fair model independent
analysis, we change

f →fπη, in the πη channel;

f →fππ, in the ππ channel;

f →fKK̄ , in the KK̄ channel;

f →fηη, in the ηη channel;

with fi ∈ [40, 180] MeV and fK+K− = fK0K̄0 . The last
equation is taken to preserve isospin invariance in the
potential. 1

We are also flexible with the qmax parameter, which we
take in the range qmax ∈ [400, 1500] MeV. In Table III
we give the results for the fi parameters and aK+K̄0 ,
r0,K+K̄0 and qmax. We should stress that, since there are

TABLE II. The observables of the chiral unitary approach
with f = 93 MeV.

qmax(MeV) aK+K̄0(fm) r0,K+K̄0(fm)

600 −0.191− i0.674 −0.917− i0.237

630 −0.166− i0.727 −0.897− i0.198

740 0.004− i0.892 −0.855− i0.105

1 The ππ and ηη channels are not strictly necessary here if we are
concerned just around the a0(980) peak with I = 1. However,
since in Refs. [35, 36] all channels are considered simultaneously,
we consider them here too, and they are needed to get the π+π−

distribution at the same time.
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TABLE III. The results of fitting the resampled data.

fππ fKK fηη

100.301± 1.521 101.510± 4.130 83.511± 13.761

fπη qmax

117.836± 7.770 809.327± 22.217

aK+K̄0(fm) r0,K+K̄0(fm)

−(0.371± 0.045)− i(0.549± 0.023) −(0.982± 0.107)− i(0.265± 0.035)

correlations in the parameters, particularly with qmax,
we should not pay excessive attention to the values of
the parameters, but just to a and r0. We observe that
Re a ≈ −0.41 fm with an uncertainty of about 18%, and
Im a ≈ −0.52 fm with an uncertainty of about 5%. This
reflects the results obtained in Table II where the dis-
persion among the values of Re a is large, while the dis-
persion in Im a is smaller, indicating that Im a can be
obtained with more precision than Re a. Concerning the
effective range, r0, we obtain Re r0 ≈ −0.85 fm with a
precision of 18%, and Im r0 ≈ −0.32 fm with a preci-
sion of about 11%. We should note that this is the first
time that values for r0 are provided, to the best of our
knowledge. The value obtained for a with its uncertainty
provide a reliable estimate of this magnitude, which is to
be appreciated in view of the large dispersion of results
in Table I.

We performed a simultaneous fit to both the πη and ππ
invariant mass distributions. In Figs. 2 and 3, we show
the results that we obtain for the ηπ mass distribution
and the ππ mass distribution respectively, compared with
the data of Ref. [5]. As we can see, the agreement with
data is very good, and improves over the results obtained
in Ref. [19] (see Fig. 6 of that reference), where one had
no freedom in the parameters of the potential of the chiral
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Results of the fits to πη invariant mass
distribution for the χc1 → ηπ+π− decay.

400 600 800 1000 1200
Mππ(MeV)

0

100

200

300

400

500

d
Γ
/
d
M

π
π

(e
v
en

ts
/2

0
 M

eV
)

Fit

Fit Uncertainty

Exp

FIG. 3. (Color online) Results of the fits to ππ invariant mass
distribution for the χc1 → ηπ+π− decay.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Absolute squared values of t in
K+K̄0 → K+K̄0 as a function of the K+K̄0 invariant mass
(
√
s). The deshed red line corresponds to the results of the

chiral unitary approach with qmax = 600 MeV. The blue solid
line and the band correspond to the present fit with its un-
certainty.

unitary approach.

Next, in Fig. 4 we would like to show the result for
∣

∣tK+K̄0,K+K̄0

∣

∣

2
as a function of the K+K̄0 invariant

mass, with the dispersion given by the resampling pro-
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cedure. As is common, the band includes the 68% of
events closer to the average value. As we can see, there
are some small differences between the standard chiral
unitary approach result and the new fit to the data with
its uncertainty shown by the blue band.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the χc1 → ηπ+π− reaction, where a
clean cusp with high resolution around theK+K̄0 thresh-
old is seen in the ηπ mass distribution, with the aim of
determining the K+K̄0 scattering length and effective
range. For this we have taken advantage of a previous
theoretical work that obtains a fair reproduction of the
data using input of the chiral unitary approach. We have
relied on that approach, however allowing some flexibil-
ity on the parameters of the theory to obtain a perfect
fit. Since an important issue is the determination of the
uncertainties, we have used the resampling method to
do this job eliminating the problem on having to deal
with the correlations between the parameters of the the-
ory when such flexibility is allowed. We obtain the val-
ues for the scattering length with uncertainties smaller

that 20% and the effective range is determined for the
first time with a similar precision. This result is most
welcome, given the large dispersion of values provided in
the literature for the scattering length so far. Concerning
the a0(980), we confirm what is becoming obvious, that
that state does not have an ordinary pole in the second
Riemann sheet and corresponds to a virtual state that
shows up as a neat cusp in the ηπ mass distribution.
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