
The role of the 𝒇0(1710) and 𝒂0(1710) resonances in the 𝑫0 → 𝝆0𝝓, 𝝎𝝓 decays

Natsumi Ikeno,1, 2, ∗ Wei-Hong Liang,1, 3, † and Eulogio Oset1, 4, ‡

1Department of Physics, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin 541004, China
2Graduate School of Maritime Sciences, Kobe University, Kobe 658-0022, Japan

3Guangxi Key Laboratory of Nuclear Physics and Technology, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin 541004, China
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We study the 𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙 decays which proceed in a direct mode via internal emission with equal rates.
Yet, the experimental branching ratio for the 𝜌0𝜙 mode is twice as big as that for the 𝜔𝜙 mode. We find a
natural explanation based on the extra indirect mechanism where 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− is produced via external emission
and that channel undergoes final state interaction with other vector–vector channels to lead to the 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙
final states, with transition amplitudes dominated by the 𝑎0 (1710) resonance, recently discovered, and 𝑓0 (1710)
respectively. The large coupling of the 𝑎0 (1710) to the 𝜌0𝜙 channel is mostly responsible for this large ratio of
the production rates.

I. INTRODUCTION

The branching fractions of 𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙 are given in the
PDG [1] as

Br(𝐷0 → 𝜔𝜙) = (6.5 ± 1) × 10−4, (1)
Br(𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙; 𝜙 → 𝐾+𝐾−) = (6.9 ± 0.6) × 10−4, (2)

which, considering the branching ratio of the 𝜙 → 𝐾+𝐾− [1],
implies

Br(𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙) = (14.1 ± 1.2) × 10−4. (3)

The 𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙 rate is about twice as big as that of 𝐷0 → 𝜔𝜙.
This result is surprising since the process, which is single
Cabibbo suppressed, and requires internal emission [2] since
one is producing neutral particles, provides the same decay
amplitude in both cases and the phase space for decay is also
about the same. This can be easily seen in the topological
diagram of Fig. 1 at the quark level.

Since 𝜙 ≡ 𝑠𝑠 and

𝜌0 =
1
√

2
(𝑢�̄� − 𝑑𝑑), 𝜔 =

1
√

2
(𝑢�̄� + 𝑑𝑑), (4)
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FIG. 1. Diagram for 𝐷0 → 𝜙𝜌0, 𝜙𝜔 at the quark level, involving
internal emission. The𝑊𝑠𝑢 vertex is Cabibbo suppressed.
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the overlap of 𝜌0, 𝜔 with the 𝑢�̄� component gives 1√
2

in both
cases. The phase space, the 𝜌0 or 𝜔 momentum in the 𝐷0 →
𝜙𝜌0, 𝜙𝜔 decay, only gives a 7% increase in the 𝐷0 → 𝜙𝜌0

decay versus 𝐷0 → 𝜙𝜔, because of the smaller 𝜌mass, clearly
far away from the factor 2.17 ratio of the 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙 rates of the
experiment, Eqs. (1)-(3).

The rescue could come from producing other states in a
primary step and letting them interact through final state in-
teraction to lead to 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙. This mechanism could benefit
from having this primary process occurring through external
emission, which is color favored by a factor 𝑁𝑐 ≡ 3. The final
state interaction requires to apply dynamics of strong interac-
tion, and indeed the weak decays are an excellent source of
information on strong interaction. An idea of the relevance
and interest in this subject can be seen in the following list, not
complete, of works done along this line [3–78]. Detailed and
pedagogical information can be seen in the review paper [3]
and the PhD Thesis of Ref. [63].

Since one has vector–vector (𝑉𝑉) in the final state, we search
for other 𝑉𝑉 states which are produced by external emission.
Then we shall rely on the study of the 𝑉𝑉 interaction in the
local hidden gauge, following the work of Refs. [79–81]. The
mechanism for this reaction is discussed in the next section.

II. ROLE OF 𝑉𝑉 INTERACTION IN THE 𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙
DECAYS

We now look at external emission at the quark level and we
can see that again, with a Cabibbo suppressed vertex 𝑊+𝑠𝑢,
we can produce 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− in a first step, see Fig. 2.

The 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− is not the desired final state, but we can im-
plement the final state interaction of 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− → 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙
to produce 𝜌0𝜙 and 𝜔𝜙 at the end. The idea of using this
mechanism was already introduced in Ref. [82]. However
a non-perturbative approach to this problem was used, which
does not generate the 𝑓0 (1710) and 𝑎0 (1710) resonances. The
study of vector-vector interaction was conducted in Ref. [80]
using the local hidden gauge approach and coupled channels,
and it was found that the scattering matrices developed poles
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FIG. 2. Mechanism of 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− production through external emis-
sion.

TABLE I. Masses and widths for the 𝑎0 (1710).
Mass [MeV] Γ [MeV]

PDG [1] 1713 ± 19 107 ± 15
LHCb [85] 1736 ± 10 ± 12 134 ± 17 ± 61
BESIII [84] 1817 ± 8 ± 20 97 ± 22 ± 15
Babar [83] 1704 ± 5 ± 2 110 ± 15 ± 11

Geng and Oset [80] 1777 148
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FIG. 3. Mechanism for 𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙 through 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− production
and final state interaction.

for the resonance 𝑓0 (1710) in isospin 𝐼 = 0, and another reso-
nance with 𝐼 = 1 with a mass around 1777 MeV. At the time
of the prediction of this 𝑎0 (1777) resonance, there was no ex-
perimental information on that state. The situation changed
recently when three different collaborations, Babar [83], BE-
SIII [84], and LHCb [85] found evidence for the existence of
this state. There is still some discrepancy about the mass of the
state, but all these works find evidence for the existence of the
state. In the PDG this resonance is cataloged as the 𝑎0 (1710).
In Table I we give the information about the mass and width
from these experiments.

The mechanism for final state interaction after 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− pro-
duction is given in Fig. 3. Analytically we have

𝑡𝐿 (𝜌0𝜙) =𝐴𝑁𝑐 𝐺𝐾∗+𝐾∗− (𝑀𝐷0 ) 𝑇𝐾∗+𝐾∗− , 𝜌0𝜙 ,

𝑡𝐿 (𝜔𝜙) =𝐴𝑁𝑐 𝐺𝐾∗+𝐾∗− (𝑀𝐷0 ) 𝑇𝐾∗+𝐾∗− , 𝜔𝜙 , (5)

where 𝐴 is a normalization constant that disappears in the
ratios of decay widths and 𝑁𝑐 is the number of colors 𝑁𝑐 = 3.
The same normalization constant 𝐴 will be used for internal
emission, only the factor 𝑁𝑐 will not appear. 𝐺𝐾∗+𝐾∗− (𝑀𝐷0 )
is the 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− loop function, given in the cutoff regularization

by

𝐺𝐾∗+𝐾∗− (𝑠) =
∫
| ®𝑞 |<𝑞max

d3𝑞

(2𝜋)3
𝑤1 ( ®𝑞 ) + 𝑤2 ( ®𝑞 )
2𝑤1 ( ®𝑞 )𝑤2 ( ®𝑞 )

× 1
𝑠 − [𝑤1 ( ®𝑞 ) + 𝑤2 ( ®𝑞 )]2 + 𝑖𝜖

, (6)

with 𝑤𝑖 ( ®𝑞 ) =

√︃
®𝑞 2 + 𝑚2

𝑖
, 𝑚𝑖 = 𝑚𝐾∗+ , 𝑚𝐾∗− . 𝑇𝐾∗+𝐾∗− , 𝜌0𝜙

and 𝑇𝐾∗+𝐾∗− , 𝜔𝜙 are the elements of transition matrix 𝑇 from
𝐾∗+𝐾∗− to 𝜌0𝜙 or 𝜔𝜙 respectively. These matrix elements
are obtained in Ref. [80] using the Bethe-Salpeter equation in
coupled channels,

𝑇 = [𝐼 −𝑉𝐺]−1𝑉. (7)

with the potential𝑉𝑖 𝑗 being provided by the local hidden gauge
approach [86–89]. A value of 𝑞max = 960 MeV, was found
suited in Refs. [80, 90] to mach the dimensional regularization
used there.

In the 𝐼 = 1 sector of the 𝜌𝜙 channel with spin 𝐽 = 0, the
coupled channels are: 𝐾∗�̄�∗, 𝜌𝜔, 𝜌𝜙. In the 𝐼 = 0 sector of𝜔𝜙
with 𝐽 = 0, the coupled channels are: 𝐾∗�̄�, 𝜌𝜌, 𝜔𝜔, 𝜔𝜙, 𝜙𝜙.
The amplitudes of the 𝑇 matrix of Eq. (7) develop a pole, for
𝐼 = 1 the 𝑎0 (1710), and for 𝐼 = 0 the 𝑓0 (1710). Close to the
pole, the amplitudes behave as

𝑇𝑖 𝑗 =
𝑔𝑖 𝑔 𝑗

𝑠 − 𝑠𝑅
, (8)

where√𝑠𝑅 gives the position of the pole in the complex energy
plane and 𝑔𝑖 is the coupling of the resonance to the coupled
channel 𝑖. The amplitudes of Eq. (8) can be taken in a range of
energies about 2Γ, with Γ the width of the states, which means
that for the decay that we are considering, the 𝑇 matrices can
be well approximately by their pole form, which is actually a
Breit-Wigner amplitude used in most experimental analyses of
data. Thus we have

𝑇𝐾∗+𝐾∗− , 𝜌0𝜙 (𝑠 = 𝑀2
𝐷0 ) =

𝑔𝑅,𝐾∗+𝐾∗− 𝑔𝑅,𝜌0𝜙

𝑠 − 𝑀2
𝑅
+ 𝑖𝑀𝑅Γ𝑅

,

𝑇𝐾∗+𝐾∗− , 𝜔𝜙 (𝑠 = 𝑀2
𝐷0 ) =

𝑔𝑅,𝐾∗+𝐾∗− 𝑔𝑅,𝜔𝜙

𝑠 − 𝑀2
𝑅
+ 𝑖𝑀𝑅Γ𝑅

. (9)

The couplings in Eq. (9) are given in Table II (𝐼 = 1) and
Table I (𝐼 = 0) of Ref. [80] and we reproduce them in Table II
here.

For the couplings of the resonance to 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− , we have used
the isospin wave function, with our isospin multiplets (𝐾∗+,
𝐾∗0), (�̄�∗0, −𝐾∗−).

|𝐾∗�̄�∗, 𝐼 = 0⟩ = 1
√

2

(
𝐾∗+𝐾∗− (−) − 𝐾∗0�̄�∗0

)
, (10)

|𝐾∗�̄�∗, 𝐼 = 1⟩ = 1
√

2

(
𝐾∗+𝐾∗− (−) + 𝐾∗0�̄�∗0

)
. (11)

The amplitudes for internal emission are given both by

𝑡IE =
1
√

2
𝐴, (12)



3

TABLE II. Couplings of 𝑓0 (1710) and 𝑎0 (1710) to the needed coupled channels.

𝑎0 (1710) (𝐽 = 0, 𝐼 = 1) 𝐾∗�̄�∗ (𝐼 = 1) 𝜌𝜙 𝐾∗+𝐾∗−

𝑔𝑖 [MeV] 7525 + 𝑖1529 4998 − 𝑖1872 − 1
√

2
𝑔𝑅,𝐾∗�̄�∗ (𝐼=1)

𝑓0 (1710) (𝐽 = 0, 𝐼 = 0) 𝐾∗�̄�∗ (𝐼 = 0) 𝜔𝜙 𝐾∗+𝐾∗−

𝑔𝑖 [MeV] 7124 + 𝑖96 3010 − 𝑖210 − 1
√

2
𝑔𝑅,𝐾∗�̄�∗ (𝐼=0)

TABLE III. Results for the ratio 𝑅𝑏 of Eq. (16) with different options.

Ref. [80] Ref. [80] 𝑀𝑎0 = 1750 MeV PDG [1] LHCb [85]

𝑅𝑏 3.5 2.8 2.2 2.5

where by putting the same normalization factor 𝐴 as in the

loop mechanisms we are taking into account the
1
𝑁𝑐

reduction
of internal emission versus external emission. All this said,
our amplitudes for 𝐷0 decay are

𝑡𝐷0 , 𝜌𝜙 = 𝑡IE + 𝑡𝐿 (𝜌𝜙),
𝑡𝐷0 , 𝜔𝜙 = 𝑡IE + 𝑡𝐿 (𝜔𝜙), (13)

and the decay widths will be given by

Γ𝑖 =
1

8 𝜋
1
𝑀2
𝐷0

|𝑡𝑖 |2 𝑞𝑖 , (14)

with 𝑞𝑖 given by

𝑞𝑖 =
𝜆1/2 (𝑀2

𝐷0 , 𝑚
2
𝜙
, 𝑚′

𝑖
2)

2𝑀𝐷0
, (15)

with 𝑚′
𝑖
= 𝑚𝜌 for 𝜌𝜙 and 𝑚′

𝑖
= 𝑚𝜔 for 𝜔𝜙 decay. We define

then the ratio of the widths as

𝑅𝑏 =
Γ𝐷0→𝜌𝜙

Γ𝐷0→𝜔𝜙

, (16)

and we obtain the results of Table III, where we compare the
results with the input of Ref. [80], with the PDG data [1] and
with the input of the most recent experiment of LHCb [85].
These results should be compared with the experimental ratio
summing relative errors

𝑅
exp
𝑏

= 2.17 ± 0.52, [1.65 − 2.69] . (17)

We can see that the inclusion of the 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− production fol-
lowed by rescattering to the final 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙 states increases the
rate of 𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙 production versus that of 𝐷0 → 𝜔𝜙 by
about a factor 2, as in the experiment. We can see that using
the result of Ref. [80] one obtains a ratio 𝑅𝑏 30% bigger than
the highest value of 𝑅exp

𝑏
in the error band, which is not far

away. One reason for the extra enhancement is the fact that the
mass of the 𝑎0 is closer to 𝑀𝐷0 than in Ref. [1] or Ref. [85],
which makes the 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− → 𝜌𝜙 amplitude of Eq. (9) bigger.

Since no uncertainties were given in Ref. [80], we take them
from the paper of Ref. [81], with 𝑚𝑎0 ∈ [1750 − 1790] MeV.

If we take 𝑚𝑎0 = 1750 MeV, 𝑅𝑏 is reduced to 2.8, more
in agreement with the experimental value. The results
obtained with the PDG or LHCb input are compatible with the
experimental number. We could guess that the actual mass of
the 𝑎0 state could be closer to that of the LHCb measurement
1736 ± 10 ± 12 [85], or the average given by the PDG of
around 1713 ± 19 [1]. Yet, with all the uncertainties, the role
of the 𝑎0 (1710) state, increasing the 𝑅𝑏 ratio to reasonable
numbers, seems out of the question.

III. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the 𝐷0 → 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙 decays, which produce
directly 𝜌0𝜙, 𝜔𝜙 with the internal emission mechanism with
equal rates. However, experimentally the rate for 𝜌0𝜙 produc-
tion is about double the one of 𝜔𝜙 production. We found a
natural explanation of this ratio resorting to an indirect pro-
duction mode, where 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− is produced in external emission
in a first step, and the 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− undergoes final state interaction
with coupled 𝑉𝑉 channels to give 𝜌0𝜙 in 𝐼 = 1, or 𝜔𝜙 in
𝐼 = 0. The 𝑉𝑉 interaction in these 𝑉𝑉 channels produces two
resonances, the 𝑓0 (1710) in 𝐼 = 0, well known in the literature,
and the 𝑎0 (1710) that was predicted in Ref. [80] in 2009 and
was only found experimentally in 2021 by the Babar collabo-
ration, followed by two other experiments in BESIII in 2022
and LHCb in 2023. We found that mostly due to the stronger
coupling of 𝑎0 (1710) to the 𝜌𝜙 channel than the 𝑓0 (1710) to
the 𝜔𝜙 channel, the indirect production of 𝐾∗+𝐾∗− followed
by 𝑓0 (1710) or 𝑎0 (1710) production to lead to 𝜔𝜙 or 𝜌0𝜙 re-
spectively, was responsible for an appreciable increase of the
𝜌𝜙 to the 𝜔𝜙 rate, in fair agreement with experiment. While
the role of this newly found 𝑎0 (1710) state has manifested it-
self clearly in the reactions, future measurements with better
precision can help us determine better its properties, mostly
concerning its mass, where there are still some differences
among the different experiments.
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