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We have investigated the process Λ+c → π
+ηn by taking into account the contributions from the nucleon res-

onance N(1535) and the scalar meson a0(980), which could be dynamically generated by the interaction of the
S -wave pseudosalar meson-octet baryon and the S -wave pseudosalar meson-pseudosalar meson, respectively.
Our results show that, in ηn invariant mass distribution, there is a significant near-threshold enhancement struc-
ture, which could be associated with N(1535). On the other hand, one can find a clear cusp structure of a0(980) in
π+η invariant mass distribution. We further estimate the ratio R = B(Λ+c → a0(980)+n)/B(Λ+c → π

+ηn) ≈ 0.313.
Our results can be tested by BESIII, Belle II, and the proposed Super Tau-Charm Facility experiments in the
future.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since X(3872) was observed by the Belle Collaboration in
2003 [1], many candidates of the exotic states were reported
by experiments, and called many attentions [2–6]. In the light
baryons region, there are also some puzzles, and one of these
puzzles is the mass reverse problem, i.e. the mass of N(1535)
with negative parity should be smaller than that of the radial
excited state N(1440) with the spin-parity quantum numbers
of JP = 1/2+, but the experimental observations are just the
opposite [7]. Moreover, within traditional quark model, the
N(1535) does not contain the ss̄ component, however it has a
strong coupling effect with ηN and KΛ channels, which im-
plies that the N(1535) should have sizeable pentaquark com-
ponent with hidden strangeness of ss̄ [8–10].

In Refs. [11–14], the authors deem that the N(1535) res-
onance could be the lowest L = 1 orbital excited uud state
with a large admixing of the [ud][us]s̄ pentaquark compo-
nent, which leads to the N(1535) has a heavier mass than the
N(1440), and also gives a natural explanation for the large
couplings of N(1535) to the strangeness channels ηN and
KΛ. In addition, the N(1535) state could be dynamically gen-
erated via S -wave pseudoscalar meson-octet baryon interac-
tion within the chiral unitary approach, and is predicted to
strongly couple to the channels πN, ηN, KΛ, and KΣ [15–
21]. When the pseudoscalar meson-baryon mixing with the
vector meson-baryon states was considered, the physical pic-
ture remains unchanged [22]. Furthermore, using above ap-
proach, its mass and width obtained from the position of the
pole on the second Riemann sheet are in line with the exper-
imental results [17–23]. In Refs. [24, 25], their analyses of
the near-threshold ϕ production in πp and pp collisions sug-
gest that the N(1535) strongly couples to the KΣ, KΛ and
ϕN channels, which is consistent with the results of the for-
mer approach. Then, in Refs. [26–28], the N(1535) was also
interpreted as a three-quark core dressed by meson-nucleon
scattering contributions within the Hamiltonian effective field
theory. Recently, it was suggested to test the molecular nature
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of N(1535) by measuring its correlation functions [29], or the
scattering length and effective range of the channels KΣ, KΛ,
and ηp [30]. Thus, the properties of N(1535) with the spin-
parity quantum numbers of JP = 1/2− still need to be further
explored at present [31, 32].

On the other hand, as we know, the identification of the
light scalar mesons is very difficult, resulting from their large
decay widths, and the structures of the scalar mesons have
many interpretations, i.e. traditional qq̄ states, multiquark
states, hadronic molecules, or glueballs, etc [32–36]. Among
many light scalar mesons, the light scalar meson a0(980) also
has been explained to be either a molecular state, a tetraquark
state, a conventional qq̄ meson, or the mixing of different com-
ponents [32, 37–39]. In the chiral unitary approach, a0(980)
could be dynamically generated from the S -wave interaction
of the coupled channels KK̄ and πη [37, 40], which has been
widely used in many theoretical studies [41–49].

The non-leptonic weak decays of charmed baryons are an
important way to explore the properties of these light hadrons,
since those processes have large phase space and involve com-
plicated final-state interactions [46–55]. For instance, based
on the suggestion of Refs. [56, 57], the BESIII Collabora-
tion has observed the evidence of the Σ(1/2−) with mass of
1380 MeV and statistical significance > 3σ in the process
Λ+c → Λπ

+η, and reported a branching fraction of 54% for the
Λa0(980) decay mode [58]. However, Ref. [59] has well re-
produced the BESIII measured invariant mass distributions of
this process by considering the contributions from the a0(980),
Λ(1670), and Σ(1385), and found the branching ratio for the
Λ+c → Λa0(980) decay mode is about one half of that ob-
tained by BESIII. The reaction of Λ+c → Λπ

+η measured by
BESIII could be related to the Λ+c → π

+ηn [58], since the
former one is Cabibbo-favored and the latter one is Cabibbo-
suppressed. It it interesting to make theoretical prediction for
the latter process Λ+c → π

+ηn, and the future measurements
of this process with high statistic experiments could shed light
on the production mechanism of the a0(980) in the charmed
baryon decays. Thus, we propose to study the similar process
Λ+c → π

+ηn, which could be used to understand the properties
of the N(1535) and a0(980), and also to solve this puzzle.

In this work, we will analyze the process Λ+c → π
+ηn us-

ing the chiral unitary approach considering the S -wave pseu-
dosalar meson-octet baryon interaction, which will dynam-
ically generate the resonance N(1535). Moreover, we also
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taking into account the contribution of scalar meson a0(980)
from the S -wave pseudosalar meson-pseudosalar meson in-
teraction. Then, we calculate the ηn and π+η invariant mass
distributions in the Λ+c → π

+ηn reaction. The work done here
should be an incentive for this more accurate experimental
analysis to be performed.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we show the
theoretical formalism for the processΛ+c → π

+ηn. Our numer-
ical results and discussions are presented in Sec. III. A brief
summary of this work is provided in the last section.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we present the theoretical formalism for the
process Λ+c → π

+ηn. We first demonstrate the N(1535) is dy-
namically generated by the S -wave pseudoscalar meson-octet
baryon interaction in Sec. II A. Then, we show the mechanism
of a0(980), which is dynamically generated by the S -wave
pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar interaction in Sec. II B. Finally, we
will give the theoretical formalism for the double differential
width of the process Λ+c → π

+ηn in Sec. II C.

A. The N(1535) role in Λ+c → π+ηn reaction

c d

u u

d d

W+

u

d̄

π+

Λ+
c

ūu+ d̄d+ s̄s

FIG. 1. Quark level diagram for the process Λ+c → π
+d(ūu + d̄d +

s̄s)ud via the W+ external emission.

Taking into account that N(1535) could be generated via
meson-baryon interaction, as done in Refs. [9, 54, 60, 61], we
first show the dominant W+ external emission mechanism of
the decayΛ+c → π

+ηn in Fig. 1, the c quark from the initialΛ+c
weakly decays into a W+ boson and a d quark, then the W+

boson decays into ud̄ quark pair. The ud̄ quark pair from the
W+ boson will hadronize into π+, while the d quark and the ud
quark pair of the initial Λ+c will hadronize with the antiquark-
quark pair q̄q = ūu+d̄d+ s̄s, which is created from the vacuum

with the quantum numbers JPC = 0++, as follows,

Λ+c =
1
√

2
c(ud − du)

⇒
1
√

2
W+d (ud − du)

=
1
√

2
ud̄d

(
ūu + d̄d + s̄s

)
(ud − du)

=
1
√

2
π+d

(
ūu + d̄d + s̄s

)
(ud − du)

=
1
√

2
π+

∑
i

M2iqi(ud − du), (1)

where i=1, 2, 3 stand for the u, d and s quark, respec-
tively, and M is the SU(3) matrix of the octet of pseudoscalar
mesons [62],

M =

 uū ud̄ us̄
dū dd̄ ds̄
sū sd̄ ss̄


=


η
√

3
+ π

0
√

2
+
η′
√

6
π+ K+

π− η
√

3
− π

0
√

2
+
η′
√

6
K0

K− K̄0 −
η
√

3
+
√

6η′

3

 , (2)

where we utilize the η − η′ mixing following Refs. [63, 64],
and the η′n channel is ignored since the η′ has a large mass.

Next, we could write all the possible final meson-baryon
components after the hadronization,

Λ+c = π
+

π−p −
1
√

2
π0n +

1
√

3
ηn −

√
2
3

K0Λ

 , (3)

where we adopt the flavor-wave functions of the baryon as [65,
66],

p =
u(ud − du)
√

2
, n =

d(ud − du)
√

2
, (4)

Λ =
u(ds − sd) + d(su − us) − 2s(ud − du)

2
√

3
. (5)

Considering the isospin multiplets (−π+, π0, π−) and (p, n),
we could write,

π−p = |1,−1⟩
∣∣∣∣∣12 , 12

〉
=

√
1
3

∣∣∣∣∣32 ,−1
2

〉
−

√
2
3

∣∣∣∣∣12 ,−1
2

〉
, (6)

π0n = |1, 0⟩
∣∣∣∣∣12 ,−1

2

〉
=

√
2
3

∣∣∣∣∣32 ,−1
2

〉
+

√
1
3

∣∣∣∣∣12 ,−1
2

〉
, (7)
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π−p −
1
√

2
π0n =

√1
3
−

√
1
2
·

√
2
3

 |πN⟩I= 3
2

+

−√
2
3
−

√
1
2
·

√
1
3

 |πN⟩I= 1
2

= −

√
3
2
|πN⟩I=

1
2 . (8)

In the isospin basis, we can obtain all potential components
of the final states,

Λ+c = π
+

−
√

3
2
πN +

√
1
3
ηN −

√
2
3

K0Λ

 . (9)

Λ+
c

π+

η

n

(a)

Λ+
c

π+

η

n

M

B

(b)

Λ+
c

n

π+

η

π+

η

(c)

FIG. 2. The mechanisms of the process Λ+c → π
+ηn. (a) Tree level,

(b) the S -wave pseudosalar meson-octet baryon interaction, (c) the
S -wave π+η final state interaction.

Then, the decay Λ+c → π
+ηn could happen through the S -

wave pseudoscalar meson-octet meson interaction, which will
dynamically generate the N(1535) state, as show in Fig. 2(b),
and the decay amplitude could be written as,

MN(1535) =
∑

i

hiGiti→ηN , (10)

where i = 1, 2, 3 correspond to the πN, ηN, and K0Λ channel,

respectively, and

hπN = −

√
3
2
, hηN =

√
1
3
, hK0Λ = −

√
2
3
. (11)

The Gi in Eq. (10) is the loop function of the meson-baryon
system [17],

Gi = i
∫

d4q
(2π)4

2Mi

(P − q)2 − M2
i + iϵ

1
q2 − m2

i + iϵ
, (12)

where Mi and mi are the masses of baryon and meson of i-th
coupled channel, respectively. P is the four-momentum of the
meson-baryon system, and q is the four-momentum of meson
in the center-of-mass frame. For the meson-baryon loop func-
tion, we take the cut-off method [67], and the loop function
could be written as,

G(s) =
1

16π2s

{
σ

(
arctan

s + ∆
σλ1

+ arctan
s − ∆
σλ2

)
−

[
(s + ∆) ln

qmax (1 + λ1)
m1

+ (s − ∆) ln
qmax (1 + λ2)

m2

]}
,

(13)
where

σ =
[
−

(
s − (Mi + mi)2

) (
s − (Mi − mi)2

)]1/2
, (14)

∆ = M2
i − m2

i , (15)

λ1 =

√
1 +

M2
i

q2
max
, λ2 =

√
1 +

m2
i

q2
max
. (16)

In order to dynamically generate N(1535) state, we adopt the
cut-off parameter qmax = 1150 MeV as Ref. [54].

The ti→ηN in Eq. (10) are the transition amplitude of the
coupled channels, and ti→ηN could acquire through the Bethe-
Salpeter equation,

T = [1 − VG]−1V. (17)

In our calculation, we take into account four coupled channels
πN, ηN, KΛ, and KΣ. The transition potential Vi j is obtained
from Ref. [68],

Vi j = −Ci j
1

4 fi f j

(
2
√

s − Mi − M j

)
×

√
Ei + Mi

2Mi

√
E j + M j

2M j
,

(18)

where Mi and Ei correspond to the mass and energy of baryon
in i channel,

Ei =
s + M2

i − m2
i

2
√

s
. (19)

The values of coefficients Ci j are presented in Table I. The
fi are the meson decay constants of i channel, which are given
as,

fπ = 93 MeV, fK = 1.22 fπ, fη = 1.3 fπ. (20)
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TABLE I. The S -wave meson-baryon scattering coefficients [54].

πN ηn KΛ KΣ
πN 2 0 3/2 -1/2
ηn 0 -3/2 -3/2
KΛ 0 0
KΣ 2

B. The a0(980) role in Λ+c → π+ηn reaction

In this subsection, based on the discussions of Fig. 1 and
Eq. (3), we can also consider π+η final state interaction, which
will dynamically generate the scalar state a0(980), as shown
in Fig. 2(c), and the decay amplitude could be expressed as,

Ma = hπ+ηGπ+ηtπ+η→π+η, (21)

where hπ+η=
√

1/3 from Eq. (3), and the transition ampli-
tude tπ+η→π+η could be obtained by solving the Bethe-Salpeter
equation as Eq. (17). Here, V represents a 2× 2 matrix for the
interaction kernal with two coupling channels K+K̄0 and π+η,
and the matrix elements are as follows [59, 69],

VK+K̄0→K+K̄0 = −
s

4 f 2 ,

VK+K̄0→π+η = −
3s − 2m2

K − m2
η

3
√

3 f 2
,

Vπ+η→π+η = −
2m2
π

3 f 2 , (22)

where s = M2
inv(π+η), and f = fπ = 93 MeV which is the pion

decay constant. mπ and mK represent the averaged masses of
the pion and kaon.

For meson-meson system, the loop function G is given by
the cut-off method with the cut-off parameter qmax = 600
MeV [41], and it can be expressed as

G = i
∫

d4q
(2π)4

1
(P − q)2 − m2

1 + iϵ
1

q2 − m2
2 + iϵ

=

∫ qmax

0

|q⃗|2d|q⃗|
(2π)2

ω1 + ω2

ω1ω2[s − (ω1 + ω2)2 + iϵ]
,

(23)

where the meson energies ωi=

√∣∣∣q⃗∣∣∣2 + m2
i .

In addition to the mechanism in Fig. 1 that we have con-
sidered, the decay Λ+c → π

+ηn could happen through the re-
scattering Λ+c → K+K̄0n → π+ηn, as showed in Fig. 3, i.e.
the c quark from the initial Λ+c weakly decays into an s quark
and a W+ boson, following that the W+ boson subsequently
decays into a us̄ quark pair, which will hadronize into a K+

meson. The s quark from the Λ+c decay and the ud quark pairs
of the initial Λ+c , together with the quark pair d̄d created from
the vacuum with the quantum numbers JPC = 0++, hadronize
into K̄0n, then endures the re-scattering K+K̄0 → π+η. One
can see that now K+K̄0 can interact and give π+η.

c s

u u

d d

W+

u

s̄

K+

Λ+
c

d̄

d

K̄0

n

FIG. 3. Quark level diagram for the process Λ+c → K+K̄0n via the
W+ external emission.

Λ+
c

n

π+

η

K+

K̄0

a0(980)

FIG. 4. The mechanism of the process Λ+c → π+ηn via the re-
scattering K+K̄0 → π+η.

Meanwhile, one can find that the mechanism in Fig. 3 is in
proportion to the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) ma-
trix elements VcsVus, and the mechanism in Fig. 1 is in pro-
portion to the CKM matrix elements VcdVud. Considering
|Vcs| ≈ |Vud | and |Vcd | ≈ |Vus|, we deem that both the mech-
anisms should be of the same order of magnitude. Subse-
quently, we easily account for this decay mode of Fig. 4 and
the amplitude can be given by,

Mb = hK+K̄0nGK+K̄0 tK+K̄0→π+η, (24)

with hK+K̄0n = 1, where we calculate the meson-meson loop
function G using a same way as Eq. (23).

Therefore, the total amplitude for the a0(980) state is

Ma0(980) =Ma +Mb. (25)

It should be noted that the Λ+c → π
+ηn process could hap-

pen through W+ internal emission in Fig. 5. However, in our
calculation, we have ignored these mechanisms, since the in-
ternal emission has 1/Nc suppression relative to the external
excitation [59, 64, 70, 71], and it is expected to give a smaller
contribution. On the other hand, many theories propose that
N(1535) state has an s̄s component, while dud does not have
an s̄s component. Meanwhile, considering that there is no
experimental data available for the process Λ+c → π

+ηn, it
will increase the number of the free parameters if we include
mechanism of W+ internal emission. Therefore, we will ig-
nore the mechanism of W+ internal emission at present.
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c u

u u

d d

Λ+
c

d̄

d

π+

n

s s̄

W+

η

(a)

c u

u u

d d

Λ+
c

d̄

d

π+

n

d d̄

W+

η

(b)

FIG. 5. Quark level diagrams for the process Λ+c → π
+ηn via the W+

internal emission.

C. Invariant mass distributions

Using the formalisms mentioned above, we can detail the
total decay amplitude of process Λ+c → π

+ηn as follows,

M =MTree +MN(1535) +Ma0(980), (26)

where

MTree = hπ+η, (27)

and the double differential width of the process Λ+c → π
+ηn is

d2Γ

dMηndMπ+η
=

1
(2π)3

Mn

2M2
Λ+c

|M|2MηnMπ+η, (28)

where the square of the modulus of the total amplitude repre-
sents,

|M|2 = |MTree +MN(1535) +Ma0(980)|2. (29)

Given a specific value of the invariant mass M12, the corre-
sponding range for the invariant mass M23 is determined ac-
cording to the Review of Particle Physics (RPP) [7](

m2
23

)
min
=

(
E∗2 + E∗3

)2
−

(√
E∗22 − m2

2 +

√
E∗23 − m2

3

)2
,(

m2
23

)
max
=

(
E∗2 + E∗3

)2
−

(√
E∗22 − m2

2 −

√
E∗23 − m2

3

)2
,

(30)

where E∗2 and E∗3 are the energies of particles 2 and 3 in the
M12 rest frame, respectively,

E∗2 =
M2

12 − m2
1 + m2

2

2M12
,

E∗3 =
M2
Λ+c
− M2

12 − m2
3

2M12
. (31)

where m1, m2, and m3 denote the masses of particles 1, 2, and
3, respectively. The masses and widths of the particles are
sourced from the RPP [7].

It is notable that there could be contributions from other
excited nucleons. For instance, there is a state N(1520) with
JP = 3/2− close to the N(1535), which should be suppressed
since this state couples to the ηn or πn in D-wave. Further-
more, it will increase the number of the free parameters if we
take into account more intermediate resonances, and one can
consider them when the precise measurements of this process
are available in the future.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
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Tree
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M
π
+
η
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Tree
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FIG. 6. The ηn (a) and π+η (b) invariant mass distributions of the
process Λ+c → π

+ηn decay.
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FIG. 7. The ηn (a) and π+η (b) invariant mass distributions of
the process Λ+c → π+ηn decay with the interference phase ϕ =
0, π/3, 2π/3, π, 4π/3, and 5π/3, respectively.

As we discussed above, we can get dΓ/dM12 by integrat-
ing d2Γ/(dM12dM23) over M23 with the limits of Eq. (30). It
is worth mentioning that, in our model, there is no free pa-
rameter. Firstly, we show our results of the ηn and π+η in-
variant mass distribution in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), respectively.
The magenta-dot-dashed curves show the contribution from
the tree level of Eq. (27). The red-dotted curves show the con-
tribution from the intermediate N(1535) state of Eq. (10). The
blue-dashed curves show the contribution from the a0(980)
state of Eq. (25). The black-solid curves show the total con-
tribution from Eq. (29). One can find a significant near-
threshold enhancement structure in ηn invariant mass distri-
bution, which is due to the nucleon resonance N(1535). On
the other hand, one also can find a clear cusp structure around
980 MeV in π+η invariant mass distribution, which could be
associated with a0(980). Meanwhile, we can see a bump struc-
ture standing for the region of 1100∼1300 MeV in π+η in-
variant mass distribution resulting from the reflection of the
N(1535) state.

In addition, it should be noted that there may be phase in-
terference between different contributions of Eq. (29). Thus,
we multiply the amplitude Ma0(980) in Eq. (29) by a phase
factor eiϕ, and calculate the invariant mass distributions with
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FIG. 8. The Dalitz plots for the process Λ+c → π
+ηn. (a) M2

ηn vs.
M2
π+n; (b) M2

π+η
vs. M2

ηn; (c) M2
π+η

vs. M2
π+n.
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ϕ = 0, π/3, 2π/3, π, 4π/3, and 5π/3, as presented in Figs. 7(a)
and 7(b). Although the lineshape is distorted by interference
with different phase angles ϕ, one can always find the near-
threshold enhancement structure of the N(1535) state in ηn
mass distribution and the cusp structure of the a0(980) in π+η
mass distribution.

Next, we present the Dalitz plots of “M2
ηn” vs. “M2

π+n”,
“M2
π+η” vs. “M2

ηn” and “M2
π+η” vs. “M2

π+n” for the process
Λ+c → π

+ηn in Figs. 8(a), 8(b), and 8(c), respectively. One
can clearly find the signals of the resonance N(1535) and the
scalar meson a0(980).

Then, considering that the structure of a0(980) state is close
to the signal of N(1535) in π+η invariant mass distribution, in
order to display the contribution of a0(980) more clearly, we
take the cut of Mηn ≥ 1700 MeV to eliminate the contribu-
tions from the N(1535) and show the results in Fig. 9. We
can observe that under different phase angles, there will be a
significant cusp in the π+η invariant mass distribution, which
could be used to determine the strength of the a0(980).
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d
Γ
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+
η
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ϕ = 1
3π

ϕ = 2
3π

ϕ = π

ϕ = 4
3π

ϕ = 5
3π

FIG. 9. The π+η invariant mass distribution of the process Λ+c →
π+ηn decay restricted to Mηn ≥ 1700 MeV.

Further, we can integrate the invariant masses Mηn and Mπ+η
over the whole invariant mass range for the signal of a0(980)
and the total amplitude, and their ratio is given by,

R =
B(Λ+c → a+0 (980)n)
B(Λ+c → π+ηn)

=

∫ d2Γa0(980)

dMηndMπ+η∫
d2Γtotal

dMηndMπ+η

≈ 0.313, (32)

where Γa0(980) denotes that the width includes the contribu-
tion of the a0(980) only, i.e. theM = Ma0(980), and the Γtotal

denotes that the width includes all contributions, i.e. using
theM of Eq. (29). The ratio is consistent with the predicted
B(Λ+c → Λa0(980))/B(Λ+c → Ληπ

+) of Ref. [59]. This value
could be tested by BESIII, Belle II, and the proposed Super
Tau-Charm Factory [72, 73] experiments in the future, which
is crucial to understanding the role of the a0(980) in the pro-
cess Λ+c → π

+ηn/Λ+c → Ληπ
+.

IV. SUMMARY

The non-leptonic weak decays of charmed baryons are an
important way to explore the properties of light hadrons. In
this work, we have investigated the processΛ+c → π

+ηn taking
into account the contributions from the N(1535) and a0(980).
We have assumed that N(1535) is molecular state, which is
dynamicallly generated by the S -wave pseudosalar meson-
octet baryon interaction. Meanwhile, we also have considered
the contribution of the scalar a0(980), which is dynamical-
lly generated by the S -wave pseudosalar-pseudosalar interac-
tion. We have shown the results of the ηn and π+η invariant
mass distributions, and found a near-threshold enhancement
structure associated with N(1535) and a cusp structure of the
a0(980) in the ηn and π+η invariant mass distribution, respec-
tively. Subsequently, we present the Dalitz plots of “M2

ηn” vs.
“M2
π+n”, “M2

π+η” vs. “M2
ηn” and “M2

π+η” vs. “M2
π+n” for the

process Λ+c → π
+ηn, respectively, where we can more clearly

find the signals of N(1535) and a0(980).
Then, in order to better display the contribution from the

a0(980), we take a cut of Mηn ≥ 1700 MeV to eliminate the
contribution from the N(1535) and show the result of π+η in-
variant mass distribution. Meantime, we further estimate the
ratio R = B(Λ+c → a0(980)+n)/B(Λ+c → π+ηn) ≈ 0.313.
These results can help us to better understand the strength
and role of the scalar meson a0(980) in this process. Al-
though this process has not been measured experimentally, its
branching fraction without the resonant contribution is pre-
dicted to be B = (4.52 ± 1.21) × 10−3 in SU(3) flavor symme-
try [74]. Therefore, we strongly encourage our experimental
colleagues, such as BESIII, Belle II, and the proposed Su-
per Tau-Charm Factory, to measure the Λ+c → π

+ηn process,
which would be crucial to sheding light on the nature of the
N(1535) and a0(980).
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