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We study the femtoscopic correlation functions of meson-baryon pairs in the strangeness S = —1 sector,
employing unitarized s-wave scattering amplitudes derived from the chiral Lagrangian up to next-to-leading
order. For the first time, we deliver predictions on the 7~ A and KTZ~ correlation functions which are feasible
to be measured at the Large Hadron Collider. We also demonstrate that the employed model is perfectly capable
of reproducing the K™~ p correlation function data measured by the same collaboration, without the need to
modify the coupling strength to the K%1 channel, as has been recently suggested. In all cases, the effects of
the source size on the correlation are tested. In addition, we present detailed analysis of the different coupled-
channel contributions, together with the quantification of the relative relevance of the different terms in the

interaction.

I. INTRODUCTION

The scattering between kaons and nucleons has drawn the
attention of the theoretical community in the last few decades
[TH4]]. The attractive character of the KN interaction and the
presence of a large number of resonant states around the KN
threshold offer a perfect testing ground for the chiral unitary
approach. Indeed, the Unitaritzed Chiral Perturbation Theory
framework (UChPT) has been shown to be a powerful tool to
treat the low-energy meson-baryon interaction in the S = —1
sector. The success of this non-perturbative scheme lies in the
ability to reproduce the experimental data and the dynamic
generation of bound states and resonances, as already proved
in the early stages of this approach [5H13]]. Among the gen-
erated states, the most outstanding one is the A(1405) reso-
nance for its intricate nature, whose most plausible interpre-
tation comes in terms of a double-pole contribution arising
from coupled-channel meson-baryon re-scattering [8} (14} [15].
To illustrate the controversy around this state, it suffices to
mention that although the dynamical origin of A(1405) was
predicted in the late 1950s [16], this interpretation has found
its way into the PDG compilation [17] only recently.

Continuing chronologically, one of the main messages ap-
pearing in Ref. [18] was the need for additional subthreshold
information on the antikaon-nucleon dynamics to correctly lo-
cate the two poles associated to the A(1405) state. In order
to amend the lack of constraints, the experimental machinery
was set in motion, and several groups carried out new mea-
surements that certainly shed some light on this topic. The 7X
mass distributions from pp scattering experiments were pro-
vided by the COSY and HADES collaborations, [[19] and [20]
respectively. Additional information came from JLAB, where
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photo-production differential cross sections for the £(1385),
A(1405), and A(1520) in the reactions Y+ p — K™ 4+ Y*
were provided using the CLAS detector. Furthermore, the
CLAS collaboration also reported on a direct determination
of the expected spin-parity J* = 1/27 of the A(1405) [21].
However, the SIDDHARTA collaboration [22]] performed the
most striking measurement to constrain the theoretical mod-
els, which consists of the precise determination of the energy
shift and width (around 20%) of the ls state in kaonic hy-
drogen. In this way, the tension between the DEAR [23] 24]
and KEK [25]] measurements, with almost a factor two of rel-
ative uncertainty, could be resolved. The availability of these
experimental data again boosted the theoretical community
[26H33]], and the models were revisited, in some cases ex-
tended to higher orders and energies, with the aim of describ-
ing the observables within the new experimental uncertainties.
It should be noted that, if the models are limited to accom-
modate the two-body cross sections of K~ p scattering into
mX, KN, A states (the classical channels) or the experimental
photo-production data on Yp — K X reactions, the dominant
contribution to reach a good agreement with the experimental
data is the contact Weinberg-Tomozawa (WT) one. In other
words, the incorporation of other (O(p)) corrections, i. e. the
direct and crossed Born terms, as well as the next-to-leading
order (NLO) terms plays merely a fine-tuning role. In fact,
the model in Ref. [29]] was constrained by a larger set of data
that included, apart from the classical cross sections and the
scattering length extracted from the SIDDHARTA outputs, the
scattering data from K~ p — nA, n°7°%° and data from two
event distributions (K~ p — £*(1660)7~ — LTz~ 7+ 7~ and
K~ p — n%2°%0). From there, one immediately realizes that
the inclusion of NLO contribution improves remarkably the
reproduction of the K~ p — m A scattering data.

One of the challenges to be faced when incorporating the
NLO terms of the chiral lagrangian is the determination of
the corresponding low energy constants (LECs), which are
not established by the underlying theory and should be ob-
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tained through fitting procedures to experimental data sensi-
tive to these higher order corrections. The K~ p — K& re-
actions are an example of such kind of processes, since they
do not proceed via the WT term and the rescattering terms
due to the coupled channels taken in the Bethe-Salpeter (BS)
equation are not sufficient to reproduce the experimental cross
section. In the series of papers [34, 35], the authors not only
demonstrate the sensitivity of the K= channels to the NLO
terms but also obtained results that revealed the particular rel-
evance of the u- and s-diagrams. A step further was given
in [36], where, motivated by the findings of the former stud-
ies and aiming at more reliable values of the NLO coeffi-
cients, the K~ p — nA,nX° reactions were incorporated in
the fits thereby having information from all possible channels
of the S = —1 sector. The model obtained (BCN model) is
able to reproduce all the available low-energy scattering data
from K~ p — (S = —1) pseudoscalar-baryon processes with
a very reasonable agreement, as well as all the KN threshold
observables typically employed in these studies (branching ra-
tios and the scattering length extracted from the SIDDHARTA
measurements [22]]). The BCN model also does a good job
in reproducing within errors the strength of the K™ n — 7~ A
amplitude (30 MeV below KN threshold), which was extrapo-
lated from K~ absorption processes on “*He [37]. In the spirit
of testing the validity of the BCN model at higher energies,
a prediction of the KB p — KTE° cross section, proposed for
its measurement at Jlab [38]], was also given. Moreover, when
implementing in-medium corrections including one- and two-
nucleon absorption channels, the BCN model reproduces sat-
isfactorily the antikaon absorption rates in '>C [39] and im-
proves significantly the description of kaonic atom data [40]].

Unfortunately, despite all previous experimental and theo-
retical advances, if one turns the attention to the amplitude
behavior below the KN threshold and compares what comes
out employing different chirally motivated benchmark mod-
els, notable discrepancies can be appreciated. This is clearly
illustrated in Fig. 1 of Ref. [41]], which is particularized for
K~ p and K™ n elastic processes and shows how, due to the
experimental constraints, the models converge from the KN
threshold on while diverging substantially below it. A direct
consequence of the ill-determined KN subthreshold ampli-
tudes, the uncertainty associated to the position of the lower
mass A(1405) pole becomes very large. More precisely, as
can be seen in Fig. 1 and Fig. 6 of Refs. [36, 42| respectively,
the different models produce very scattered locations in the
complex plane for this pole, while the second pole seems to
be very well pinned down since all models provide coordi-
nates gathered around 1420 MeV and with a width of approx-
imately 40 MeV.

In the last years many efforts have been made to improve
this situation. This is evidenced by the numerous experiments
underway or planned, as well as the theoretical works devoted
to this topic that can be found in the literature recently.

With respect to photoproduction experiments, it is worth
mentioning the latest GlueX preliminary analysis of the 7°%°
invariant mass from the yp — K 7°Z% process [43]], which
is in agreement with the previous experimental and theoreti-
cal evidences about the double pole structure of the A(1405).

This work was preceded by the theoretical study (and the sub-
sequent extension of the formalism) of yp — KT 7YX photo-
production mechanism, in Refs. [44} 45], following an ap-
proach that incorporates constraints from unitarity, gauge in-
variance and chiral perturbation theory.

The next important experimental output will come from the
SIDDHARTA-2 high precision measurement of the X-ray of
the 2p to ls transition in kaonic deuterium. The data acqui-
sition campaign is presently ongoing [46]. The combination
of this challenging measurement with that of the kaonic hy-
drogen measurement [22] will provide the isospin-dependent
antikaon-nucleon scattering lengths at threshold, which repre-
sents a milestone in the exploration of QCD at low energies
with strangeness.

Another source of knowledge for the KN interaction be-
low threshold comes from the antineutrino induced A(1405)
given the relevant role of the strong interaction in the rescat-
tering. This reaction can go via the process Vp — [T ¢B (0B
being a meson-baryon pair) , which was theoretically studied
in Ref. [47]. On the experimental side, this reaction is one of
the possible outputs of the MicroBooNE collaboration, where
the role of A, ¥ and related hyperon production is currently
under analysis. In addition, it is expected that the SBND de-
tector at Fermilab will be able to measure such processes with
huge statistics.

The K~ d — pX~ reaction was suggested in [48] as an al-
ternative window to the KN subthreshold amplitudes. This re-
action should take place by means of two triangle topologies
which develop a triangle singularity. The authors compute the
total cross-section of the process for different KN amplitudes
calculated within the UChPT approach. The difference among
the different total cross sections is large enough to claim that
a future comparison with the experiment could play an im-
portant role to discern which models are the most suitable to
describe the physics below the KN threshold, with clear im-
plications to pin down the lower mass pole of the A(1405).

In this respect, the Lattice community also makes its contri-
bution providing the simulation on the / = 0 coupled-channel
scattering amplitudes of 7X — KN [49} 50]. The two-channel
K-matrix fitted to the lattice QCD data supported the two-pole
picture in agreement with UChPT. Slightly after, a theoret-
ical finite volume analysis based on chiral lagrangians [51]
reached a remarkable consistency between the chiral unitary
approach predictions for the two-pole structure, the recent
LQCD scattering data and the available experimental cross
sections. In [52]], another theoretical analysis within the renor-
malizable framework of covariant chiral effective field theory
obtained both A(1405) poles compatible with those provided
by the BaSc Collaboration [49,|50].

The authors of [53]] presented a detailed discussion on the
lowest-lying 3~ and 3~ Ag resonances (Q = s,¢,b), pay-
ing special attention to the interplay between the conventional
quark model (CQM) and chiral baryon-meson degrees of free-
dom, which are coupled using a unitarized scheme consistent
with leading order (LO) heavy quark symmetries. The main
conclusion is that the two-pole pattern in the strange sector is
a consequence of the decisive role of the KN channel in the
dynamics together with the scarce influence of the |ggg) com-



ponent compared to the corresponding one for the charm and
bottom resonances. Ref. [54]] contains an interesting analy-
sis of the KN system in the framework of CQM, where the
two-pole nature of the A(1405) is only recovered when other
meson-baryon channels are taken into account via an optical
potential. In Ref. [55], the QCD sum rules method was ap-
plied and, assuming a molecular pentaquark structure with
a K~ — p and K° — n admixture, a mass for the A(1405) of
1406 £ 128 MeV was found.

One of the drawbacks that reduces the restrictive effect
of the scattering data at energies slightly above the K~ p
threshold is the large uncertainties associated, since the
data-taking process went through bubble chambers. In con-
trast, the precise femtoscopic technique from High-Energy
nuclear collisions offers one of the most promising ways to
extract information of the hadron-hadron interactions and, in
particular, of the K~ p one. The reason lies in the fact that, for
these high-multiplicity event reactions, the hadron production
yields are well described by statistical models, thus leaving
the correlations between the outgoing particles to depend on
the final state scattering. This technique is specially welcome
to study the interaction of those sectors where there is no
chance to perform scattering experiments due to the short
lifetime of the particles involved in the initial state. Therefore,
the hadron femtoscopy technique provides an unprecedented
opportunity to impose constraints on the theoretical models.
Actually, in [56], a novel method to extract information on
S = —2 meson-baryon scattering amplitudes was presented
employing the K~ A correlation function (CF) measured by
the ALICE collaboration at LHC [57]. A similar study
was carried out in [58|] to constrain for the first time the
vector meson-baryon scattering amplitude in the S =0,0 =0
sector. In line with the former works, yet from the inverse
problem perspective, the authors of [S9] study several S = —1
meson-baryon CFs to see how much information can be
obtained from them focusing on the £*(1/27) at the NK
threshold.

In the present study, we revisit the K~ p CF aiming at de-
mostrating the validity of two benchmark models, developed
within the UChPT scheme and constrained to the available
scattering data, to reproduce the experimental femtoscopic
data. We can say in advance that our conclusions do not
support those of [60]], claiming a revision of the full coupled-
channel K~ p interaction models in order to properly describe
the measured K~ p CF in relative momentum space obtained
in pp collisions at 1/s = 13 TeV. Moreover, we provide novel
predictions for the 77 A and KT™Z~ CFs, whose future com-
parison to the corresponding ongoing measurements can pro-
vide valuable information about the S = —1 meson-baryon in-
teraction not only below the KN threshold but also at higher
energies. In all cases, we present a detailed analysis of all the
physically meaningful elements of the CFs.

II. FORMALISM
A. Femtoscopic correlation function

In the § = —1 sector, different meson-baryon channels with
the same quantum numbers couple to each other. In par-
ticular, for the charge Q = 0 case we consider ten channels
(K~ p, K%, 7°A, 720, nA, nX° ntr-, n—X*, KTE,
K929, and for Q = —1 we consider six channels (1~ A, 792,
n~ X% K~n,nEX~, K°Z7). In this multichannel scenario, the
two-particle CF of the observed i-channel can be expressed
through the generalized Koonin-Pratt formula [61}|62]], which
has been recently reinforced by the study presented in [63]],

Glp) =L w; [ dr S0 ulpr)P.
J

The variables p and r represent the relative momentum
and distance between the two particles observed in the
pair rest frame, respectively. The preceding summation
covers the possible transitions allowed by the theory at
hand from all possible j-particle pairs to the final i-pair.
These j-contributions are scaled by the so-called production
weights, w;, accounting for the amount of primary pairs j
produced in the initial pp collision, that can transform into the
measured final i-pair in a region of p below 200 MeV/c. The
calculation of the production weights is performed following
the same approach used in the K~ p ALICE measurement [60]
and in the recent study of the K~ A correlation in [56] (see
its Supplemental Material for details). The corresponding
w;’s entering in the different CFs studied in this work are
displayed in Table [ As expected, we obtain a significant
increase in the value of the production weights involving
pions for the KTZ~ system due to the lower yields of Z
baryons with respect to light hadrons. It follows that for the
7~ A pairs we indeed observe the opposite trend, with all the
J weights well below unity.

The source function, S;(r), stands for the emitting source,
and represents the probability distribution of producing the
Jj-th pair at a relative distance ». For CFs measured in pp
collisions at LHC energies, the ALICE Collaboration showed
that the emitting source is composed of a Gaussian core, com-
mon to all particles, and a non-Gaussian component coming
from strongly decaying resonances into the particles forming
the pair of interest [[64) |65]. In particular, the core source
size reore depends on the average transverse mass (mr) of the
pair under study. This core-resonance halo source function
is typically parametrized as an effective spherical Gaussian,
Si(r) = (471:R§)’3/Zexp(—r2/4R§), with size R;. The latter
can depend on the channel due to the different feed-down
of strongly decaying resonances into the particles composing
each j pair.

For the K~ p CF, we employed the source sizes reported in
[60]: Rgy = 1.08+0.18 fm and Ry 7o = 1.23+0.21 frrﬂ

! We report the total uncertainty evaluated as the squared root of the sum in



Since in that work the A, NX° KTZ~ and K°Z° channels
were not included, their corresponding source sizes are fixed
to 1.25 fm. As will be shown later, these channels have a
negligible contribution to the K~ p CF and thus the possible
variation of their source sizes does not affect our results. For
the K2~ and 7~ A CFs no experimental information is yet
available, and the same source size is used for every channel,
presenting three cases: R=1.0fm,R=125fmand R=1.5
fm.

Finally, the last ingredient in the former expression,
W;i(p,r), is the relative wave function of the pair and con-
tains the information of the interaction. Following [66], the
relative wave function can be obtained directly from the scat-
tering amplitude by solving a BS equation.

B. Strong interaction

In order to model the meson-baryon strong interaction in
the S = —1 sector, as already mentioned in the Introduction,
we employ a UChPT scheme within a coupled-channels for-
malism. We obtain the scattering amplitude starting from the
effective chiral Lagrangian up to NLO, %5 = . N4 2@,
given by

P (EiWD”B>—M0<BB>+%D<By“y5{u”,B}>

+ %F<EW75[”WB]>7 )

R
>
I

bp(B{x+,B}) +br(B[x+B]) + bo(BB)(x+)
+ di(B{uy, [u",B]}) +dy (Bluy, [u*, B]])
+ d3(Buy)(u"B) +ds(BB) (u"uy) . 3)

Here, B is the octet baryon matrix, while the pseudoscalar
mesons matrix ¢ is contained in the field uy = iu'd,Uu’,
where U = u? = exp(iv/2¢/f) and f is the effective meson
decay constant. The covariant derivative is defined as Dy B =
OuB + [Ty,B], where I'y = (u'dyu +udyu®)/2, and y; =
—{0,{0,x}}/4f%, where x = diag(m2, m2, m} —mZ). This
Lagrangian depends on the axial vector constants D and F,
together with f and the NLO LECs (bp,bF,bo,d1,d>,d3,ds).

The interaction kernel is obtained from Eqgs. (2) and (3) pro-
jecting the resulting potential onto its L = 0 partial wave and
averaging over polarization states,

1 N
Vii(Vs)=go L /dQ Vij(Vs. Q0,0 @

o,0/

where V;; represent the different interaction kernel matrix el-
ements associated to the transitions from the incoming i-th
to the outgoing j-th channels. The interaction kernel can be
separated into four contributions: the Weinberg-Tomozawa

quadrature of the statistical and systematic experimental errors.

(WT) calculated from the covariant derivative, direct Born and
crossed Born terms, whose vertices are obtained from the last
2 terms of & <1>, and the NLO terms at tree level, derived
from 2. These contributions are depicted diagramatically
in Fig. [I] For more details on the explicit form of these con-
tributions see [35}167].

Unitarity is implemented into the scheme via the BS equa-
tions, whose solution leads to scattering amplitudes. Within
the on-shell approximation [7, 27]] the BS equations can be
written in the matrix form

T=(1-VG)'v ®)

where G is a diagonal matrix whose elements are the meson-
baryon loop functions, which diverge logarithmically and,
therefore, have to be regularized. Following the dimensional
regularization (DR) method, its diagonal elements can be ex-
pressed as

2M,; Ml2 mlsz12+S ml2
= - In—L 4 =1L 2L
GI(VA) = g |arli) +n i+ M 2
) 2 (M2 — )2
LA, (s +2q1V/5)" — (M} —mj) ©)

VS (=5 +2q1/5)? = (M} —m})?

where M; and my; are, respectively, the baryon and meson
masses of the I-th channel and ¢; the center of mass (CM)
momentum of the I-th channel pair at a /s energy. The g
are the so-called substraction constants (SCs), which replace
the divergence for a given regularization scale . In principle,
there are as many SCs as channels taken into account in the
considered sector, but the number of SCs can be reduced as-
suming isospin-symmetry arguments for the elements of each
channel multiplet.

Throughout this work we employ two models. On the one
hand, the Oset-Ramos model [[14] that is based on an interac-
tion kernel consisting of the WT contribution and is regular-
ized via DR thereby depending on 7 free parameters, namely
the decay constant f and 6 SCs (one for each meson-baryon
channel, taking isospin symmetry into account). On the other
hand, the BCN model [36]] which employs the full interaction
kernel from Eqs. (2) and (3), and thus depends on 16 free pa-
rameters (10 LECs and 6 SCs).

C. Coulomb interaction

For the Q = 0 case, besides the strong interaction, one must
take into account the Coulomb one. Following [68], the s-
wave component of the Coulomb interaction kernel is

2rea {Ci[lp’ — PR~ Cil(p' + p)R.]

(' +p)Rc}
|P/ _P|Rc

where Cix] = [;"drcos(t)/t is the cosine integral function,
€ = £1 is the signature of the interaction and « the fine struc-
ture constant. The parameter R., chosen to be 60 fm, is intro-
duced to truncate the Fourier transform of the Coulomb po-
tential and thus avoid the divergence at p’ = p.

Vi(e,p,p) =

+ In (N



channel—j| w; (K™ p CF) wj (KTE= CF) [[channel—,; w; (1~ A CF)
K p I 13.26+£0.32 T A 1
K% | 0.9740.20 [60] 12.85+0.29 0z~ 0.70£0.02
A | 1.9640.93 [60] 26.4042.33 nx0 0.69+0.01
%20 | 1.37+0.68 [60] 18.01+1.48 K™ n 0.48 +0.06
atr~ | 1.42+40.71 [60] 15.9241.29 nT- 0.08+0.01
n-xt | 1.41+0.70 [60] 16.56 £ 1.35 Koz~ 0.04+0.01
nA 0.25+0.01 3.34+0.02 - ,
nxl 0.17+0.01 2.29+40.01 - ,
K+ZE~ 0.08 - ,
K0=0 0.08 - -

TABLE I. Values of the production weights for 7~ A, K~ p and K™Z~ CFs.
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FIG. 1. Diagramatic contributions to the interaction kernel. Contact diagrams (i) and (iv) represent the WT and NLO terms, respectively.
Diagrams (ii) and (iii) represent the direct Born (s-channel) and the crossed Born (u-channel) terms, respectively.

A common procedure would consist in unitarizing simulta-
neously the combined strong and Coulomb amplitudes, within
a cut-off regularization scheme, as done in [68]. However, the
strong interaction models explored in the present work have
been fitted to the scattering observables employing the DR
unitarization scheme. Applying a cut-off unitarization scheme
would modify the predictions of the scattering observables,
hence requiring a refitting of the models, which is not the pur-
pose of the present work. We recall that we aim at explor-
ing the ability of the meson-baryon interaction models (con-
strained to the scattering data in the strangeness S = —1 sec-
tor) in reproducing the K~ p correlation function, as well as
showing predictions for the 7~ A and K™ Z~ correlation func-
tions in the same sector. Therefore, to avoid modifying the
already tuned strong amplitudes, we opt for obtaining the to-
tal scattering amplitude as

Ti(vs.p,p') = TS (Vs) + 8T (Vs, p.p') (8)

where T is the strong scattering amplitude obtained in section

[Bland T¢(\/s,p,p') = V¢ (y/s,p.p') is the Coulomb one up
to first order in the BS equation”| Here, V¢ is obtained from

V¢ applying correction factors for it to match the relativistic

2 We have numerically checked that solving the BS equation with the com-
bined strong and Coulomb interactions (employing cut-off values in the
range 600 — 1200 MeV) gives a CF that does not differ much from the sum
of the separatedly unitarized amplitudes shown in Eq.[§] the difference ly-
ing well within the error bands explored in this work. We have also checked
that the first order Coulomb amplitude is practically indistinguishable from
the fully unitarized one.

structure of the strong amplitude. Namely,

VilVs.p.p') = %{7)\/2@(19)\/5(1975) xVe(e,p,p)

Ei(p')
M;

X V/&(p'5) v/ 20i(p") 9

where E; and M; are the energy and mass of the baryon, @; the
energy of the meson and

_ Vs—E(p)—o(p)
s(ps) = (P°)?/21 — p*/2u

with u the pair’s reduced mass and p° the CM momentum
associated to an energy \/E

(10)

III. RESULTS

In this section we present the results obtained for each CF
separately. Apart from providing a prediction for the different
CFs employing the Oset-Ramos and BCN models, we delve
deeper into the relevance of the contributing terms in the in-
teraction kernel. Furthermore, we show the role of each tran-
sition y; ;(p, r) for the corresponding CF. We start computing
Ci(p) taking into account only the elastic y;; and, following
Eq. (I)), we progressively add the other channel contributions.
Despite the Oset-Ramos model provides an overall good de-
scription of the available KN data, a special attention is paid to
the BCN model given the great accuracy shown in describing
such data thanks to the incorporation of higher order correc-
tions in the kernel.
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FIG. 2. Contribution of the different transitions to the K~ p CF.
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FIG. 3. Contribution of the different interaction-kernel terms into the
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A. K p correlation

In the first place, the coupled-channel relevance in the K~ p
CF can be appreciated in Fig. 2] From the ochre line, one
immediately realizes that the elastic transition is not able to
reproduce by itself the experimental data (see Fig. ). From
Fig. 2] it can be also noted that the K’n, TA, T channels con-
tribute to the total Cx-,(p) to a greater or lesser extent de-
pending on their interplay and on the penalizing production
weight. These are notably lower for the heavier channels com-
pared to the lighter pseudoscalar-baryon pairs, thereby mak-
ing the NA,nX, KE channels to barely contribute (see second
column of Table[). One of the achievements of the measured
K~ p CF [69] is the observation of a structure around a relative
momentum of p = 58 MeV/c that constitutes the first experi-
mental evidence for the opening of the K channel. This sig-
nature cusp structure is clearly seen in the different contribu-
tions of Fig. 2] as a clear consequence of the coupled-channel
effects arising from the unitarization.

In Fig. [3] the role of the different pieces contributing to the
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FIG. 4. K™ p CFs for the BCN and Oset-Ramos models (black and
blue lines respectively), as well as the error bands associated to BCN
model (see details in the text). The experimental data points are taken
from [60] (p — p collision data set at /s = 13 TeV in Fig.4).

interaction kernel of the BCN model is addressed. The green
line, which represents what one gets when dealing with an
interaction kernel obtained out of the WT+NLO terms, shows
the dominance of both former terms in the Cx—,(p). The com-
parison between the black line, accounting for the full kernel,
and the green one reveals the mere fine tuning role of the Born
terms for this CF. What becomes clear from this plot is the in-
tricate mechanism behind the UChPT formalism that allows
the interplay between the different channels through the dif-
ferent kernel terms providing a counterintuitive interference
pattern beyond a plain addition of corrections on the domi-
nant contact term.

Fig. 4| contains the K~ p CFs obtained from the two mod-
els combined with the Coulomb interaction. Both models
reach an overall good description of the CF data along the
momentum range, excluding the structure corresponding to
the A(1520), with J¥ = 3/2~, which cannot be reproduced by
the bare theoretical model since it is limited to s-wave. Ac-
tually, the slightly major strength of the BCN model (black
line) qualifies it to improve in the description of the experi-
mental data. However, in the momentum range going from 45
to 90 MeV/c, the theoretical models slightly understimate the
experimental data. Nevertheless, once the associated errors E]
are taken into account, one can appreciate that the experimen-
tal data is well described, which gives us confidence in the
soundness of the BCN model. We would like to highlight that
the error associated to the source sizes R; is the main source

3 To estimate the error bands we randomly sample the values of the param-
eters needed to calulate the CF (LECs, SCs, w;’s and R;’s) within 1o or
20 associated uncertainty obtaing a complete parametrization. We iterate
the process thousand times thereby getting the corresponding thousand sets
of parameters. With these, we calculate the thousand CFs for 100 values
of the momentum. Afterwards, from the normal distributions around each
momentum value, we extract the standard deviation for each given momen-
tum value.
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FIG. 5. Contribution of the different transitions to the £~ A CF for a
source size R = 1.25 fm.

of uncertainty for the CFs [64, 165, [70]].

In Ref. [60], for the analogous case in p — p collisions, the au-
thors compare a theoretical K~ p CF, calculated from the chi-
rally motivated potentials of [71]], with the same experimental
data we report in Fig.[d] By assuming the production weights,
up to the 7~ X" channel, fixed to the values reported in Tab.
and the same sources mentioned in Sec. [lI, the modeled CFs
largely underestimate the data in a much wider momentum
range [20,90] MeV/c (blue band in Fig. 4 of Ref. [60]). A bet-
ter description of the data is achieved only if the wgzo, weight
is enhanced of roughly a factor 2. This fact leads the authors to
claim that the CF data measured in Ref. [69] provide a unique
constraint to pin down the coupling strength to the K°n chan-
nel. In our opinion, this is a too strong statement, as it has
been shown above. On the contrary, the BCN model, already
able to nicely reproduce the scattering data, does also a good
job in reproducing the cusp region of the CF, showing in an
indirect way the full compatibility between scattering and CF
data.

B. 7~ A correlation

We now analyze the 7~ A CF following the same scheme as
in the previous case. Before moving on to the decomposition
in terms of the different channel transitions, it is worth re-
minding that this CF, once measured, can provide novel infor-
mation about KN subthreshold amplitudes. An important fact
to be considered is the null elastic transition for the dominant
contact term. Actually, the only surviving WT contributions
are the K n — n~ A and KYE~ — 7~ A transitions (as can be
inferred from Table I in [[7]), which is reflected by the remark-
able enhancement of the cyan line, due to the K~ n opening,
with respect to the green one in Fig.|3'| The limited relevance

4 Similar enhancement would be seen once the K’Z~ — 7~ A transition was
incorporated into the CF. However, the tiny value for the corresponding
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FIG. 6. Contribution of the different interaction-kernel terms to the
7~ A CF for a source size R = 1.25 fm.

of the WT terms confers a dominant character to the Born and
NLO terms as well as the coupled-channel effect. This is the
reason for the small deviation from one shown by the 7~ A
CFs obtained for the different combinations of the interaction
kernel terms, as can be noted from the y-axis scale in Fig. [6]
There, from the discrepancies at lower momenta, one appre-
ciates a sizable contribution from the Born terms evidenced
by the reduction of the black line (obtained with the full ker-
nel) with respect to the green line (obtained when building the
interaction from the WT+NLO terms). Regarding the open-
ing thresholds, apart from the above-mentioned K~ n one, we
can appreciate the ones corresponding to the nX~ and K°Z~
channels. On the other hand, no trace of the £X openings be-
cause the 7~ A — X transitions can only proceed via the Born
terms which provide a negligible contribution around the 7X
threshold ]

Finally, in Fig. [/ we display the comparison of the ob-
tained 7~ A CF employing the BCN and Oset-Ramos mod-
els for different source size radii (R = 1, 1.25, 1.5 fm). The
lack of many contributions coming from the WT term in this
sector, which is the only one considered in the Oset-Ramos
model, makes the corresponding CF to be quite featureless,
except for the cusp at the K~ n opening. In contrast, the BCN
model has a richer pattern of contributions intertwined by the
coupled-channel formalism, as already said above, hence pro-
ducing a substantial drop in the 7~ A CF at low relative mo-
menta. We can also observe that, as the source size increases,
both models acquire a smoother behavior and the discrepan-
cies between them become progressively smaller as expected.
We also include the quite sizeble error bands corresponding to
the BCN model, which diminishes the discrepancies between
both models at low momenta. For completeness, we also show

wgoz— prevents it effectively (see the last column in Table/l).

3 The null contribution of the WT and the NLO terms in the 7~ A — X tran-
sitions can be explained by the zero value of the corresponding couplings,
as shown in Tables VII and VIII of Ref. [34]
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FIG. 7. ©— A CFs for the BCN and Oset-Ramos models (black and
blue lines respectively), as well as the error bands associated to BCN
model (see details in the text), for three values of the source size R.
Dashed gray line shows the CF setting all the production weights to
unity.

in Fig. [7]the 7~ A CF when taking all weights w; = 1 (gray
dashed line). This is done in order to provide a baseline for
future comparisons with the experimental data, since some of
the extrapolations carried out in the calculation of the pro-
duction weights can be slightly modified because of the 7~ A
threshold, whose location is far below in the energy range.

C. KtZ~ correlation

Lastly, we present our prediction for the K*Z~ CF. The
coupled-channel contributions are shown in Fig. [§] Besides
the elastic channel, we observe that the most sizable contribu-
tion is that of the wA channel, whose production weight is also
the largest (see Table[l), followed by those of the X and nA
ones. Note that, in spite of the K~ p and K’n weights being

.
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FIG. 8. Contribution of the different transitions to the K=~ CF for
a source size R = 1.25 fm.
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FIG. 9. Contribution of the different interaction-kernel terms to the
KtZ~ CF for a source size R = 1.25 fm.

much larger than that of the nA channel, their contribution is
almost negligible due to the vanishing WT coefficients of the
KN — K*Z~ transitions and the almost zero NLO ones[?]

Fig. 0] shows the contribution of the different pieces of the
interaction kernel of the BCN model to the K*Z~ CF. Al-
though the combination of the WT and NLO terms apparently
describes the full CF without the need of the Born ones, the
cyan line shows the importance of these terms when they are
combined with the WT contribution. Thus, this channel shows
the importance of the interplay between the Born terms and
the rest of the interaction kernel, which could not be appreci-
ated in the K~ p case. This fact does not come as a novelty,
since it is expected from the findings of Ref. [35]].

In Fig. the full K™=~ CF is shown, which takes into ac-

6 This can be understood by considering the expressions of the WT and NLO
kernels in Eqs. (@) and (3), taking the values of the preceding coefficients
from Table II in Ref. [36].



Cp) (K'E)

[ L ‘ ‘ T T
1.2
1.1r
1
09 B
0.8 7
—t
121 R=125fm -
1.1r i
l I V
09 B
0.8- B
—
12+ R=1.5fm -
1.1 _
! N=—""
BCN model (wj:I)
09+ — Oset-Ramos model 7
—— BCN model
BCN-Weights + 1o
0.8+ BCN-Weights + 26 |
. | . | . I . | . | . | .
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350

p MeV)
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Dashed gray line shows the CF setting all the production weights to
unity.

count the strong contribution predicted by the BCN and Oset-
Ramos models combined with the Coulomb interaction. The
errorbands correspond to the propagated uncertainties of the
BCN model parameters and the production weights of Table[l}
Due to the lack of experimental information of the source as-
sociated to this channel, a Gaussian source is assumed for ev-
ery channel. To show the dependence of the CF on the source
size, three different radii are displayed within the scope of rea-
sonable source sizes in p-p collisions. It can be seen that both
models give a similar description, although the availability of
experimental data could set a substantial difference between
both predictions. For the reasons stated above, we also in-
clude a gray dashed line obtained when fixing all the produc-
tion weights to 1 in the KT™Z~ CF. In this last case, it can be
clearly appreciated the reduction of the influence of the lighter
channels. Actually, this correlation function is currently under

experimental analysis by ALICE, which opens the possibil-
ity of accessing energies where information obtained through
scattering experiments is scarce.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have carried out a detailed study of the correlation func-
tions for three meson-baryon pairs in the S = —1 sector. In all
cases, we employed UChPT based models in coupled-channel
as inputs to calculate the corresponding CFs. In particular, we
focus on the BCN model that has been constrained to many
different observables and showed a notable predictive power
in this sector. This work has also been complemented not only
by a comprehensive analysis of the role played by each chan-
nel in the corresponding CF but also by the relevance of the
different contributions in the interaction kernel.

First, we revisited the K~ p CF with available experimental
data and already analyzed theoretically in the exisiting liter-
ature. In contrast to the previous analysis, we showed that
the BCN model is capable to describe the experimental data
within 1o discrepancy, thereby dispelling any doubt about the
reliability of the current chiral models to describe the meson-
baryon interactions in this sector. As a matter of fact, our
result is indirectly demonstrating the compatibility among the
scattering cross-sections, the measurement of the KN thresh-
old observables and the femtoscopic data. This fact gives us
confidence in the potential of the femtoscopy technique to pro-
vide future constraints on theoretical scattering amplitudes,
especially for those transitions where scattering experiments
are not feasible.

We have also provided, for the first time, predictions for the
KTZE™ and the 7~ A CFs with the corresponding estimation of
the error bands considering the uncertainties of the model pa-
rameters and the errors associated to the production weights.
Such observables are currently under analysis by the ALICE
collaboration, whose future comparison with the theoretical
predictions will certainly shed some light on the almost un-
charted meson-baryon interaction below the KN threshold and
provide valuable insights at higher energies, where the avail-
able K~ p — K&E cross section data have associated large un-
certainties.

We are just at the beginning of the LHC RUN3 data taking
in a higher precision era and it is most probable that exciting
outputs will be obtained in the near future. The interpretation
of the experiments and the subsequent studies to learn about
the nature of the KN interaction is a task that will require the
combined efforts of both experimentalists and theoreticians,
to which the present work aims at contributing.
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