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In this work, we systematically study N(1440), N(1535), and Λ(1405) in both the quenched three-
quark and five-quark frameworks using the Gaussian Expansion Method (GEM) within the chiral
quark model. Our calculations show thatN(1535) can be reproduced as a three-quark state (N(1P )),
while N(1440) and Λ(1405) cannot be accommodated as the three-quark candidates, (N(2S) and
Λ(1P )), respectively. In the five-quark framework, we find that the ΛK state for N(1535) can not
form a bound state, while in the NK̄ channel there will Λ(1405) form a shallow bound state. Based
on the complex-scaling method, we performed complete coupled-channels calculations and obtained
six resonance states with energies ranging from 1.8 GeV to 2.2 GeV, in addition with one bound
state located around Σπ channel. However, neither molecular candidates in ΛK channel for N(1535)
nor NK̄ for Λ(1405) are included in these states. This is because the strong coupling between NK̄
and Σπ will make the NK̄ unbound, while the weak coupling between ΛK and ΣK can not help
form a stable structure around ΛK threshold. Thus, under the quenched quark model, our results
support N(1535) as a three-quark state, while N(1440) is neither a three-quark nor a five-quark
state. In addition, we find that although Λ(1405) can be primarily a five-quark state, it requires
a mixture of three-quark and five-quark components for stability. In the future, an exploration on
the mixing effects between bare baryons with these relevant two-body hadronic channel components
will be carried out to further test our conclusions.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The mass reverse problem of the Roper resonances
(N(1440) andN(1535)) has long been an important topic
in hadron physics [1]. According to the traditional quark
model, N(1440) is often treated as the first radial exci-
tation of the proton (qqq), i.e., the N(2S) state, while
N(1535) is usually seen as the orbital excitation of the
proton (qqq), i.e., N(1P ). However, based on the energy
relation E = ℏω(2n + l), although the energy of N(2S)
should be greater than that of N(1P ) theoretically, but
experiments observed such mass reverse phenomenon. In
addition, due to the heavier mass of constituent strange
quark, the Λ(1405) state, as the orbital excitation of the
Λ baryon (qqs), should have an energy greater than that
of N(1P ), yet the experimental observations also show
the opposite measurements. These mass reverse prob-
lems present a significant challenge to the traditional
quark model, thus, investigating the internal structure of
these particles is crucial for enhancing our understanding
of quark model itself, and the non-perturbative effect of
Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD).

∗E-mail: 181001003@njnu.edu.cn; E-mail:
19190101@njnu.edu.cn; E-mail: xychen@jit.edu.cn; E-mail:
201001002@njnu.edu.cn ; E-mail: yangyc@gues.edu.cn ; E-mail:
huangqi@nnu.edu.cn (Corresponding author) ; E-mail: jlp-
ing@njnu.edu.cn (Corresponding author)

Current theoretical works on Roper resonances can be
mainly categorized into two types: the first type employs
a modified quark model to contain the Roper resonance
still into the three-quark framework [2–8], while the oth-
ers try to interpret the it as a baryon-meson molecu-
lar structure [9–24]. Based on a relativized quark model
that incorporates confinement and one-gluon exchange
(OGE) interactions, S. Capstick and N. Isgur system-
atically studied the S-wave and P-wave baryons in both
light and heavy sectors. Their results show that although
the N(1535), N(1440), and Λ(1405) states can be ac-
commodated within the three-quark framework [2–4], the
energy of N(2S) is still approximately 100 MeV higher
than that of N(1440) [3]. Then, Glozman et al. empha-
sized the importance of Goldstone exchange potential.
Based on this, they provided a reasonable explanation
for the mass inversion problem of the Roper resonances
(N(1535) and N(1440)), although there remains some
discrepancy with experimental values [5]. In addition,
they found that the energy of Λ(1P ) is still significantly
higher than the experimental value of Λ(1405), which is
around 1.5 GeV. After that, Ref. [6] applied the Faddeev
approach and incorporated the pseudoscalar and scalar
Goldstone boson exchange potentials into their model.
They concluded that the resulting spectrum is reason-
able and in good agreement with the NN phenomenol-
ogy, especially when the standard one-gluon exchange
force is included. Similarly, Ref. [7] applied the chiral
quark model and included contributions from scalar and
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pseudoscalar meson exchanges. Within a certain error
margin, they addressed the mass inversion problem of
the Roper resonance. However, the energy of Λ(1P ) re-
mains significantly higher than that of Λ(1405). After
employing the relativistic quark-diquark mass operator,
Ferretti et al. [8] achieved that the energy of N(2S) to
be lower than that of N(1P ). However, in their work,
the mass of N(2S) is calculated around 1.5 GeV, which
made it not a suitable candidate for N(1440). Hence,
until now, there still no model that can explain N(1535),
N(1440), and Λ(1405) simultaneously well as experimen-
tal observations as traditional baryon states.

Regarding the mass inverse problem in the Roper res-
onance, B. S. Zou et al. [9] argue that N(1440) and
N(1535) are not purely three-quark states, but rather
contain significant five-quark components (qqqqq̄ and
qqqss̄). Actually, earlier in Ref.[10], after using the ef-
fective chiral lagrangian at next-to-leading order, the
authors already obtained a quasi-bound KΣ-KΛ state,
whose mass indicated that it might be a good candidate
of N(1535). Similarly, after considering chiral symmetry,
the coupled-channel Bethe-Salpeter equation was applied
to study the coupling among four physical channels (πN ,
ηN , KΛ, and KΣ), then resonances seemed to be re-
lated with N(1535) and N(1650) were also obtained [11].
Apart from two-body channels, Ref. [12] demonstrated
that the ππN channel can also significantly affect the re-
sults, after considering this three-body channel, the mass,
decay width, and branching ratios of N(1535) were in
good agreement with experimental measurements, and
such conclusion can also be similarly found in Ref. [13].

To explain the generation mechanisms of Roper res-
onances as nucleon-like pentaquark states, studies on
meson-baryon interactions were carried on. Under the
framework of unitarized coupled-channel chiral pertur-
bation theory [14], N(1535) could be generated through
strong channel couplings, and KΣ-KΛ component was
found to be dominant in its wave function, which means
conclusions in Refs. [10, 11] got supported. Then, by
studying S-wave pion-nucleon scattering within the uni-
tarized chiral effective Lagrangian that includes all possi-
ble two-body contact terms, Ref.[15] obtained two states
that can relate to N(1535) and N(1635), which was then
supported by the work of Ref. [16]. While in Ref. [17],
within the framework of chiral perturbation theory up to
next-to-leading order, the scattering amplitudes of the
N(1535) and N(1650) resonances were investigated, and
it was found that the πN , ηN , KΛ, and KΣ components
contribute negligibly to these resonances [17]. Recently,
correlation functions have also been used to investigate
the mass of N(1535). By fitting the data within a general
framework, Ref. [18] predicted the existence of a bound
state with isospin I = 1/2, whose mass is just around the
region of N (1535).

As for Λ(1405), current problems in containg it into
traditional baryon spectra also give birth on the idea
that if Λ(1405) may also be a molecular state. For exam-
ple, in Ref. [19–21], the authors studid the S-wave kaon-

nucleon interactions with strangeness S = −1 by using a
novel relativistic chiral unitary approach based on cou-
pled channels, and they obtained two pole structures as
two bound states simultaneously under K̄N and Σπ cou-
pled channels, and such conclusion were also supported
by the quark model calculation [22]. The latest lattice
results showed that, after studying the coupled-channel
K̄N -Σπ scattering amplitudes, a virtual state below the
πΣ threshold and a resonance pole just below the K̄N
threshold were obtained [23]. Very recently, the authors
[24] systematically studied the pole position behaviors
of Λ(1380), Λ(1405), and Λ(1680) after considering the
evolution of symmetry from SU(3) limit to SU(3) bro-
ken, and found that the symmetry of two octets caused
by the leading order Weinberg-Tomozawa term will be
broken by the next-to-leading order term, and the state
related to Λ(1405) has always two different poles for any
SU(3) limit, one in singlet and the other in octet, while
the Λ(1680) is degenerate with the heavier pole at leading
order in that limit.
Thus, based on the above works, in the current commu-

nity, N(1535) can be interpreted as either a three-quark
or a five-quark state, while Λ(1405) is more likely to be
a NK̄ molecular state, possibly even one of the two-pole
structures that come from NK̄-Σπ coupled channel ef-
fect. As for N(1440), forcibly accommodating it within
a three-quark structure will more or less trigger unavoid-
able problems, if one wants to explain the whole nucleon
family well. Thus, to further understand the nature of
Roper resonances, studies on the interactions between
bare baryon states with relevant scattering channels may
be necessary, i.e., by using the language of quark model,
the unquenched effect should be considered. However,
the complexity of few-body problem itself tells that, tak-
ing a first look on the behaviors of spectra under the
quenched quark model is always helpful, which can at
least tell us the basic properties of these states. Thus, to
address the problem of Roper resonance, as our first step,
we use the Rayleigh-Ritz variational method combined
with the Gaussian expansion method (GEM) to study the
mass problem of N(1440), N(1535), and Λ(1405) in the
three-quark as well as five-quark framework. In addition,
to locate possibly existed resonance states, we incorpo-
rate the complex-scaling method in our calculations.
The structure of this paper is as follows: After the

introduction, Section II provides a brief description of
the quark model, wave functions, and an introduction on
the complex-scaling method. Then it follows our results
and discussion in Section III. Finally, this paper ends up
with a summary.

II. MODEL SETUP

A. Chiral quark model

In our model, the dynamics of the Roper resonances
(N(1535), N(1440)) and the Λ(1405) are described via
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Gauss Expansion Method based on the chiral quark
model, whose Hamiltonian includes mass terms, kinetic
terms, and potential terms as

H =

n∑
i=1

(mi +
p⃗ 2
i

2mi
)− Tc +

n∑
i<j=1

V (rij), (1)

wheremi denotes the quark mass, p⃗i represents the quark
momentum, Tc is the center-of-mass kinetic energy of
the quark system, and V (rij) represents the potential
term. In the Jacobi coordinate system, for a three-quark

system, the kinetic term
∑n

i=1

(
mi +

p⃗ 2
i

2mi

)
− Tc can be

reduced to
3∑

i=1

(mi +
p⃗ 2
i

2mi
)− Tc =

p⃗ 2
12

2µ12
+

p⃗ 2
12,3

2µ12,3
, (2)

with pi,j and µi,j are relative momentum and reduced
mass, respectively. While for a five-quark system, the
kinetic term will be simplified as

5∑
i=1

(mi +
p⃗ 2
i

2mi
)− Tc

=
p⃗ 2
12

2µ12
+

p⃗ 2
12,3

2µ12,3
+

p⃗ 2
45

2µ45
+

p⃗ 2
123,45

2µ123,45
. (3)

And in Eq.2 and Eq.3, the specific forms of relative mo-
menta and reduced masses can be written explicitly as

µ12 =
m1m2

m1 +m2
, µ45 =

m4m5

m4 +m5
, (4a)

µ12,3 =
(m1 +m2)m3

m1 +m2 +m3
, (4b)

µ123,45 =
(m1 +m2 +m3)(m4 +m5)

m1 +m2 +m3 +m4 +m5
, (4c)

p⃗12 =
m2p⃗1 −m1p⃗2
m1 +m2

, p⃗45 =
m5p⃗4 −m4p⃗5
m4 +m5

, (4d)

p⃗12,3 =
m3p⃗12 − (m1 +m2)p⃗3

m1 +m2 +m3
, (4e)

p⃗123,45 =
(m4 +m5)p⃗123 − (m1 +m2 +m3)p⃗45

m1 +m2 +m3 +m4 +m5
. (4f)

Then, for potential terms, in light quark systems,
the spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry may play
a significant role. Therefore, for the potential term
V (rij), our model not only includes the confinement po-
tential (Vcon(rij)) and the one-gluon exchange potential
(Voge(rij)), but also incorporates the Goldstone boson
exchange potential (Vχ(rij)) and scalar boson exchange
potential (Vs(rij)). The potential used in this work are
totally written as

V (rij) =

n∑
i<j=1

[
Vcon(rij) + Voge(rij) +

∑
s=σ

Vs(rij)

+
∑

χ=π,η,K

Vχ(rij)

 . (5)

For the confinement potential Vcon(rij), in this work,
we adopt the following quadratic form

Vcon(rij) =
(
−acr2ij −∆

)
λc
i · λ

c
j , (6)

where λc are SU(3) color Gell-Mann matrices, ac, ∆ are
model parameters. For this quadratic form choice on
confinement, we want to emphasize here that there are
two reasons, one is that for ground and low-lying states,
unquenched effect is assumed to be small, thus using an
unquenched confinement under this case may be a good
approximation. The other is that our next step is to
systematically study the unquenched effect, choosing this
kind of confinement possibly may let us in the future just
need to do a fine-tuning on model parameters, which can
be seen as a consistency between this and future works.
Then, the one-gluon exchange potential Voge(rij) con-

sists of two parts, the Coulomb term and the color-
magnetic term, which reads

Voge(rij) =
αs

4
λc
i · λ

c
j

[
1

rij
− 2

3mimj
Ŝi · Ŝj

× e−rij/r0(µij)

rijr20(µij)

]
, (7)

where λc denotes the SU(3) Gell-Mann matrices acting
on the color wave functions of the quark system, r0 is a
model parameter, αs is the coupling constant determined
from experimental fitting values, and Ŝi represents the
spin operator acting on the spin- 12 wave functions of the
quark system.
Finally, the explicit forms of the potentials that de-

scribing the Goldstone boson exchange, which is the most
significant feature of the chiral quark model, is that

Vπ(rij) =
g2ch
4π

m2
π

3mimj

Λ2
πmπ

Λ2
π −m2

π

Ŝi · Ŝj

3∑
a=1

λai λ
a
j

×
[
Y (mπrij)−

Λ3
π

m3
π

Y (Λπrij)

]
,

VK(rij) =
g2ch
4π

m2
K

3mimj

Λ2
KmK

Λ2
K −m2

K

Ŝi · Ŝj

3∑
a=1

λai λ
a
j

×
[
Y (mKrij)−

Λ3
K

m3
K

Y (ΛKrij)

]
, (8)

Vη(rij) =
g2ch
4π

m2
η

3mimj

Λ2
ηmη

Λ2
η −m2

η

Ŝi · Ŝj

(
λ8iλ

8
j cos θP

−λ0iλ0j sin θP
) [
Y (mηrij)−

Λ3
η

m3
η

Y (Ληrij)

]
,

Vσ(rij) = −g
2
ch

4π

Λ2
σmσ

Λ2
σ −m2

σ

[
Y (mσrij)−

Λσ

mσ
Y (Λσrij)

]
,

where λa denotes the SU(3) Gell-Mann matrices acting
on the flavor wave functions of the quark system. Y (x) is

the Yukawa function explicitly given by Y (x) = e−x

x . Λχ
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serves as the cut-off parameter, and g2ch/4π denotes the
Goldstone-quark coupling constant. Here, the masses of
Goldstone bosons π, K, and η are denoted by mπ, mη,
and mK , respectively, while mσ is determined by the
relation

m2
σ ≈ m2

π + 4m2
u,d. (9)

After fitting the ground states of light mesons and
baryons, all the model parameters are determined, which
are collected into Table II, while the fit results are pre-
sented in Table I.

B. The wave function of N(1440), N(1535) and
Λ(1405)

After introducing the Hamiltonian and model param-
eters, next, we present our constructions on the wave
functions of N(1440), N(1535), and Λ(1405) from both
the three-quark and five-quark perspectives. Since in this
work, for five-quark perspective, we focus on their molec-
ular nature, therefore, we first construct the color sin-
glet three-quark and two-quark wave functions. Then,
following the principle of group theory, we couple the
three-quark and two-quark wave functions to form the
five-quark wave function. Since quarks have four degrees
of freedom, namely flavor (ψ), orbital (ϕ), spin (χ), and
color (ξ), their specific construction processes will be pre-
sented respectively as follows.

Firstly, we consider the flavor part. For the N(1440)
and N(1535), traditional baryonic state explanations on
them are based on the qqq configuration, while for the
Λ(1405), the three-quark explanation corresponds to the
qqs configuration. For their pentaquark configurations,
considering the possible thresholds and the distinctive-
ness of the σ meson, it may be unlikely that N(1440)
is a very good five-quark molecular state (Nσ), so we
will not discuss it further here but plan to collect it into
our future works on unquenched quark model. On the
other hand, N(1535) is commonly interpreted as a qqs-
s̄q configuration, and Λ(1405) corresponds to the qqq-q̄s
or qqs-q̄q configuration.

For N(1440) and N(1535), they have isospin I = 1
2 .

Since isospin is a good quantum number, according to
Wigner-Eckart theorem, on the spectrum side we will
only consider the case where the third component of
isospin is Iz = 1

2 , which gives that

ψB1
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1√
2
(udu− duu), (10)

ψB2
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1√
6
(2uud− udu− duu). (11)

Here, the wave function ψB1
1
2 ,

1
2

is the flavor-antisymmetric

wave function, and ψB2
1
2 ,

1
2

is the flavor-symmetric wave

function. For the five-quark interpretation of N∗, its

structure is qqs-s̄q. The corresponding flavor wave func-
tions for these structures are as follows

ψP1
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1√
2
(udss̄u− duss̄u), (12)

ψP2
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1√
6
(2uuss̄d− udss̄u− duss̄u). (13)

For the Λ(1405), it has isospin I = 0 and its third
component can only take as Iz = 0. In the three-
quark framework, considering the explicitly breaking of
SU(3) symmetry, its flavor wave function only has flavor-
antisymmetric part as

ψB3
0,0 =

1√
2
(uds− dus). (14)

On the five-quark prospect, there are two possible molec-
ular configurations: qqq-q̄s and qqs-q̄q. For the qqq-q̄s
configuration, the wave functions are

ψP5
0,0 =

1√
4
(uddd̄s− dudd̄s+ uduūs− duuūs), (15)

ψP6
0,0 =

1√
12

(2ddud̄s− uddd̄s− dudd̄s− 2uudūs

+uduūs+ duuūs), (16)

where ψP5
0,0 corresponds to flavor-antisymmetric and ψP6

0,0

corresponds to flavor-symmetric. While for the qqs-q̄q
configuration, the corresponding wave functions are

ψP7
0,0 =

1√
4
(udsūu+ udsd̄d− dusūu− dusd̄d), (17)

ψP8
0,0 =

1√
12

(2ddsd̄u+ udsūu− udsd̄d+ dusūu

−dusd̄d− 2uusūd). (18)

Next, for the orbital part, under the Jacobian coordi-
nate system, the three-quark system has two relative mo-
tions, while the five-quark system has four relative mo-
tions. For each relative motion, the radial wave function
is expanded through the Gaussian-Expansion Method
(GEM), in which each radial wave function is given by

ϕnlm(r) = Nnlr
le−νnr

2

Ylm(r), (19)

with Nnl being the normalization constants as

Nnl =

[
2l+2(2νn)

l+ 3
2

√
π(2l + 1)

] 1
2

. (20)

Hereafter, we will abbreviate ϕnlm(r) as ϕl(r). Then,
the general expressions for the three-quark orbital wave
function ϕBL,mL

(r) and the five-quark wave function

ϕPL,mL
(r) can be written as

ϕBL,mL
(r) = ϕl12(r12)ϕl3(r3), (21)

ϕPL,mL
(r) = ϕl12(r12)ϕl3(r3)ϕl45(r45)ϕl123,45(R).(22)
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TABLE I: Results of the hadron spectrum calculation.

π η ρ ω K̄(K) K̄∗(K∗) N Λ Σ Σ∗ Ξ Ξ∗

This work 143 598 785 798 495 913 939 1071 1215 1345 1369 1479

EXP.(PDG)[30] 139.57 547.86 775.26 782.66 497.61 895.55 939.5 1115.6 1192.6 1383.7 1314.8 1531.8

TABLE II: Quark model parameters (mπ = 0.7 fm−1, mσ =
3.42 fm−1, mη = 2.77 fm−1, mK = 2.51 fm−1).

Quark masses mu = md(MeV) 490

ms(MeV) 511

Goldstone bosons Λπ(fm
−1) 3.5

Λη(fm
−1) 2.2

Λσ(fm
−1) 7.0

Λa0(fm
−1) 2.5

Λf0(fm
−1) 1.2

g2ch/(4π) 0.54

θp(
◦) -15

Confinement ac (MeV·fm−2) 98

∆qq/qq̄(MeV) -91.1/-10.1

∆qs/qs̄(MeV) -58.4/-10.0

∆ss̄(MeV) -18.1

OGE αqq/qq̄ 0.69/1.34

αqs/qs̄ 0.90/1.15

αss̄ 0.91

r̂0(MeV) 80.9

Here, r12 and l12 represent the relative motion and rela-
tive orbital angular momentum between the quarks with
labels 1 and 2 in the three-quark system, respectively,
while r3 and l3 represent the relative motion and relative
angular momentum between the quark labeled 3 and the
(12)-di-quark. For the five-quark molecular states, we
can regard the system as a coupling of the orbital wave
functions of a three-quark cluster and a two-quark clus-
ter. Specifically, r45 and l45 represent the relative mo-
tion and relative orbital angular momentum between the
quarks labeled 4 and 5 in the two-quark cluster, while R
and l123,45 represent the relative motion and relative or-
bital angular momentum between the baryon and meson
clusters. Since in this work, for the three-quark system,
we only consider S-wave and P -wave wave functions, and
for the five-quark system, we only consider the S-wave
case, thus, all the coupling coefficient between the orbital
wave functions is equal to 1.

For the spin of the three-quark system, there are two
possible quantum numbers, 1

2 and 3
2 . The state with 1

2

can arise either from a combination of 0 ⊗ 1
2 or 1 ⊗ 1

2 .

The former is labeled as χB1
1
2

, corresponding to the anti-

symmetric relation between particles 1 and 2, while the
latter is labeled as χB2

1
2

, corresponding to the symmet-

ric relation between particles 1 and 2. Considering the
third component of spin, the three-quark spin wave func-
tion with quantum number 1

2 has a total of four wave
functions, which are

χB1
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1√
2
(αβα− βαα) , (23)

χB1
1
2 ,− 1

2

=
1√
2
(αββ − βαβ) , (24)

χB2
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1√
6
(2ααβ − αβα− βαα) , (25)

χB2
1
2 ,− 1

2

=
1√
6
(αββ + βαβ − 2ββα) . (26)

Similarly, the total spin wave function with quantum
number 3

2 has four components, resulting in four wave
functions. All of them are symmetric with respect to
particles 1 and 2, whose explicit expressions are as follows

χB3
3
2 ,

3
2

= ααα, (27)

χB3
3
2 ,

1
2

=
1√
3
(ααβ + αβα+ βαα), (28)

χB3
3
2 ,− 1

2

=
1√
3
(αββ + βαβ + ββα), (29)

χB3
3
2 ,− 3

2

= βββ. (30)

On the pentaquark side, for both the N(1535) and the
Λ(1405), the total spin is 1

2 . This can be interpreted as
the coupling between a three-quark spin wave function
with S = 1

2 or S = 3
2 and a two-quark system with

spin S = 0 or S = 1. Based on the previous discussion
on the three-quark spin wave functions, the spin wave
function for the three-quark system with spin 1

2 can be
either symmetric or antisymmetric. This wave function
can couple with both S = 0 and S = 1 to produce the
total five-quark spin wave function with spin 1

2 , denoted



6

as χPi
1
2 ,

1
2

. Therefore, there are four possible cases

χP1
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1

2
(αβαβ − αβαβα− βααα+ βααβ),

χP2
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1

2
√
3
(2αβαβα− 2αββαα− αβαβ + αβαβα

−βααα+ βαβα),

χP3
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1

2
√
3
(2αββαα− αβαβα− αβαβ + αβαβα

+βααα+ βαβα),

χP4
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1

6
(2αββαα+ 2βααβα− 4ββααα− 2αβαβα

−2αββαα+ αβααβ + αβαβαβ

+βααα+ βααβα).

The other possible coupling scheme for the total spin
of the five-quark system of N(1535) and Λ(1405) is the
case where the three-quark system has spin S = 3

2 and
the two-quark system has spin S = 1. The wave function
χP5

1
2 ,

1
2

can be written as

χP5
1
2 ,

1
2

=
1

3
√
2
(3ααβββ + ααβαβ + αβαβα+ ββααα

−ααβαα− αβααβ − βαβαα− ααββα

−αβαβα− βαβαβ).

For the color wave function, the three-quark system
must be in a color-neutral state. Therefore, it can be
written as

ξB =
1√
6
(rgb− grb+ gbr − brg + bgr). (31)

Then, under molecular state configuration, the color
wave function of the five-quark system can be viewed
as the coupling of the color wave functions of the three-
quark system and the two-quark system. Thus, It can be
obtained by coupling two color singlet wave functions,
denoted by ξP1 , as

ξP1 =
1√
6
(rgb− rbg + gbr − grb+ brg − bgr) (32)

× 1√
3
(r̄r + ḡg + b̄b)

Finally, the total wave function is the tensor product
of the above four components

Ψ
Bijkl

J,mJ(r) = A3

[
ϕBi

l χBj

]
J,mJ

ψBk

I,mIξ
Bl (33)

Ψ
Pijkl

J,mJ(r) = A5

[
ϕPi

l χ
Pj

]
J,mJ

ψPk

I,mIξ
Pl , (34)

where A3 is the antisymmetrization operatorfor the
three-quark system, and A5 is the antisymmetrization
operatorfor the five-quark system.

C. Complex-Scaling Method

The complex-scaling method is a powerful technique
for locating resonant states, originally introduced in Ref.
[25, 26]. In this method, all coordinates r⃗ in the Hamilto-
nian H are replaced by r⃗eiθ, where θ is a complex scaling
factor. By solving the Schrodinger equation in the com-
plex plane, both energy and width (i.e., the decay rate
of the resonance) information of resonant states can be
simultaneously obtained.
In the complex-scaling representation, energy M is

plotted along the horizontal axis, and the half-width Γ/2
is plotted along the vertical axis. As the scaling angle θ
varies, the system exhibits the following different behav-
iors.

• If the system contains bound states, the corre-
sponding points representing bound states will con-
verge to the real axis.

• The points corresponding to scattering states will
lie along the same line, i.e., all these points having
the same θ value.

• The points representing resonances do not lie on the
scattering line, but remain invariant as θ changes.
The vertical coordinate of these points corresponds
to the half-width of the resonance, i.e., Γ/2.

The main advantage of this method is that after trans-
forming to the complex coordinate plane, it significantly
enhances the ability to analyze resonant states, thus it
provides an effective tool for investigating resonance phe-
nomena in systems with strong interactions. A typical
illustration of this process is shown in Fig. 1.

� = 7∘

� = 9∘

� = 11∘

Resonance

Bound state
Threshold

-10

-20

-30

-40

-50

�/
2 

(M
eV

)

FIG. 1: Schematic complex energy distribution

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

After all the preparation above, in this section, we
aim to investigate the mass inverse problems between
N(1440) and N(1535), as well as N(1535) and Λ(1405),
from both the three-quark and five-quark perspectives.
Due to the complexity of the calculations, in this work,
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we do not include the spin-orbit coupling in our analysis.
Additionally, in the case of the five-quark calculations,
it has been proposed by many researchers that Λ(1405)
might be a Σπ-NK̄ two-pole structure, where the Σπ
represents a bound state, and NK̄ corresponds to a res-
onance state. Therefore, we adopt the complex-scaling
method to identify the possible resonant states.

A. Three-Quark Calculation

After using the model parameters listed in Table II.
The energies of the low excited N∗ and Λ∗ are shown
in Table III. As we have mentioned in the introduction,
for traditional baryon configuration on N∗ states, exper-
imental results give that the second N(1/2+) state, iden-
tified as N(1440), is located around 1.4 GeV, and the
first N(1/2−) state has a mass near 1535 MeV. However,
our calculation gives a mass of 1767 MeV for the N(2S)
state, which does not correspond to the experimental
N(1440) but is closer to the experimental N(1710) state,
who has a mass between 1650 and 1750 MeV. The energy
of N(1P ) in our calculation is 1573 MeV, which is very
closed to the experimental N(1535).

TABLE III: Results of the hadron spectrum calculation.

Baryon This work Ref.[27] Ref.[31] EXP.(PDG) [30]

N(2S) 1767 1900 1438 1650-1750(?)

N(1P ) 1573 - 1549 1500-1520

Λ(1P ) 1623 - - 1670-1678(?)

In fact, in the earlier time, many calculations on
the bare three-quark state for N(2S) already predicted
that its masses should be above 1.5 GeV, for example,
Refs. [2, 3, 8]. However, it is worth noting that mod-
ifications on the quark model can lower the bare mass
of N(2S) below 1.5 GeV. For example, in Ref. [2], the
authors included ad-hoc mass shifts for the N(1/2−)
and N(1/2+) states, while Glozman et al. introduced
Goldstone-boson exchange (GBE) interactions in Ref. [5],
and Yang et al. considered scalar meson exchanges in
Ref. [7]. Recently, the authors in Ref. [31] successfully
reduced the energy of N(2S) to 1438 MeV and that of
N(1P ) to 1549 MeV by introducing pseudo-scalar me-
son exchange in the context of OGE potential. While
these approaches address the issue of the Roper reso-
nance mass inversion effectively, they still have some is-
sues with other states. For example, the mass of Σ(1S)
in Ref. [7] and N(3S) in Ref. [31] are significantly higher
than their corresponding experimental values. Actually,
from the experimental results of light mesons, we may
do a simple estimation on the bare masses of N(1P ) and
N(2S). When we look at PDG [30], it is easy to see that
the average mass difference between the 2S-1S states of
η, ρ, and ω is about 700 MeV, while the mass differ-

ence for the 1P -1S states is approximately 570 MeV.
However, if we consider N(1440) as the first radial ex-
citation of N(939), the mass difference 2S-1S is only
500 MeV, which is significantly smaller than the 2S-1S
mass difference of mesons, while the mass difference be-
tween (N(1710)) and the ground-state N(939) is closer
to the meson 2S-1S mass difference. Therefore, we con-
clude that in the image of quenched quark model, the
N(2S) state is unlikely to correspond to the experimental
N(1440), but rather to the experimental N(1710). And
such opinion that N(2S) state may not be the experi-
mental N(1440) is also supported by the recent lattice
QCD calculations [27].

Then we look back on our calculations in Table III.
Here, the mass difference between N(1P ) and N(1S) is
634 MeV, which is closer but slightly larger than the me-
son 1P -1S mass difference of 570 MeV. Thus, we believe
thatN(1535) is likely a state primarily composed of three
quarks, while N(1440) can not be a pure three-quark
state. Similarly, for the Λ∗ family, if we treat Λ(1405)
as the first orbital excitation of qqs state, then its mass
difference from Λ(1S) will also be much smaller than the
average mass difference between the 1P -1S states of η, ρ,
ω, K, and K∗ mesons as approximately 510 MeV. How-
ever, this mass difference on mesons is consistent with
the mass difference between Λ(1P ) and Λ(1S) in our cal-
culations. Therefore, we propose that the experimental
Λ(1670) is likely to be the first orbital excitation of the
Λ baryon, while Λ(1405) can not be a pure traditional
baryon that contains three compositeness quarks.

B. Five-Quark Calculation

After studying the three-quark nature of Roper reso-
nances, in this subsection, we perform a five-quark com-
ponent discussion on N(1535) and Λ(1405) based on the
model parameters from fitted hadron mass spectrum. For
N(1440), although its mass may be around the threshold
of Nσ, σ itself is so special in hadron physics that we
generally do not consider coupled channels that include
it. Thus, N(1440) may be unlikely to be a molecular
five-quark state. Therefore, it is excluded from our dis-
cussion. Then, for the remaining states, we begin with a
bound-state calculation and then use the complex-scaling
method to search for possible resonance states. By using
this method, we can simultaneously obtain both bound
states and resonant states, along with their correspond-
ing widths. Here, bound states are labeled as B(energy),
while resonant states are labeled as RI(energy,width).

1. Bound-State Calculation

For the five-quark components of N(1535), it is gener-
ally believed that its structure is qqs-s̄q. The isospin of
the three-quark qqs system can take two values, I3q = 0
and I3q = 1, while the isospin of the two-quark s̄q sys-
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TABLE IV: The energies of the N(1535) system. i, j, k, l
stands for the index of orbit, flavor, spin and color wave func-
tions, respectively. Eth means the threshold of corresponding
channel, Esc is the energy of every single channel, Emix is the
lowest energy of the system by coupling all channels. (unit:
MeV)

Ψ
Pijkl
1
2
, 1
2

Channel Eth Esc Emix

ΨP1111
1
2
, 1
2

ΛK 1567.9 1569.5 1569.1

ΨP1211
1
2
, 1
2

ΛK∗ 1986.9 1988.2

ΨP1321
1
2
, 1
2

ΣK 1711.5 1640.1

ΨP1421
1
2
, 1
2

ΣK∗ 2130.6 2087.5

ΨP1521
1
2
, 1
2

Σ∗K∗ 2261.3 2224.7

tem is fixed at I2q = 1/2. Since the total isospin of
N(1535) is 1/2, it can be obtained by the couplings
0⊗ 1/2 and 1⊗ 1/2. Similarly, the total spin of 1/2 can
arise from three possible couplings, i.e., 1/2⊗ 0, 1/2⊗ 1,
and 3/2 ⊗ 1. After considering the related symmetries,
the qqs-s̄q structure of N(1535) involves five channels
as ΛK, ΛK∗, ΣK, ΣK∗, and Σ∗K∗. As listed in Ta-
ble IV, the calculation results show that their energies
range from 1.5 GeV to 2.2 GeV. Notably, the energies of
ΣK, ΣK∗, and Σ∗K∗ channels are below their respective
threshold energies, indicating strong attractions in these
channels. Finally, after performing channel coupling for
all channels, the calculation results show that the lowest
energy is 1569.1 MeV, which is still above the threshold
of 1568 MeV, as listed in the fifth column of Table IV.
This suggests that our bound-state calculation does not
support N(1535) as a ΛK molecular state.
For Λ(1405), it is generally believed that it has a two-

pole structure corresponding to Σπ-NK̄ coupling. There-
fore, we consider two possible quark configurations, qqq-
q̄s and qqs-q̄q. All possible physical channels are listed
in Table V, which include NK̄, NK̄∗, Σπ, Σρ, Σ∗ρ, Λη,
and Λω. The results show that the energies of the color-
singlet channels are distributed between 1.4 GeV and 2.1
GeV. Among these, the NK̄ and Σπ channels are bound
states, whose masses can correspond to the experimental
states of Λ(1380) and Λ(1405), respectively. Addition-
ally, the Σρ and Σ∗ρ channels also have bound states,
with Σρ potentially being a candidate for the experimen-
tal state of Λ(2000). As for whether the NK̄ channel can
survive in the coupled decay channels and serve as a can-
didate for Λ(1405), this is an issue that will be addressed
in our subsequent resonance state calculation.

2. Resonance State Calculation

Then, based on the complex-scaling method with the
scaling angle θ varying from 7◦ to 11◦, we perform
coupled-channel calculations for the five-quark systems

TABLE V: The energies of the Λ(1405) system. i, j, k, l
stands for the index of orbit, flavor, spin and color wave func-
tions, respectively. Eth means the threshold of corresponding
channel, Esc is the energy of every single channel, Emix is the
lowest energy of the system by coupling all channels. (unit:
MeV)

Ψ
Pijkl
1
2
, 1
2

Channel Eth Esc Emix

ΨP1151
1
2
, 1
2

/ΨP1261
1
2
, 1
2

NK̄ 1435.3 1434.6 1280.4

ΨP1351
1
2
, 1
2

/ΨP1461
1
2
, 1
2

NK̄∗ 1854.3 1854.2

ΨP1281
1
2
, 1
2

Σπ 1358.5 1317.8

ΨP1481
1
2
, 1
2

Σρ 2001.8 1983.9

ΨP1581
1
2
, 1
2

Σ∗ρ 2132.6 2128.6

ΨP1171
1
2
, 1
2

Λη 1671.2 1672.8

ΨP1371
1
2
, 1
2

Λω 1871.7 1873.1

of N(1535) and Λ(1405) within the GEM framework. We
first perform channel coupling for all channels to identify
all possible resonant states. Since our five-quark system
calculations only consider molecular structure, the for-
mation mechanism of these resonance states is derived
from the binding attraction in the bound-state calcula-
tions. Therefore, based on the energies of the resonant
states and their approximity to the threshold energies,
the dominant components of the resonant states can be
directly identified. We then couple each of these reso-
nant states with their decay channels to explore their
interactions and partial decay widths. Finally, we sum
the partial widths to obtain the total decay width of each
resonance state, as shown in Table VI.

���� ���� �	�� �
�� ���� ���� ���� ���� ���� ����
���

���

���

���

���

�

����������
����������

Σ∗Κ∗ΣΚ∗ΛΚ ΣΚ

�θ���

�θ���

�θ����

Γ
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

���	�
�����

ΛΚ∗

�
���
������

FIG. 2: Complex-scaling results for the N(1535) five-quark
system in the 1500-2400 MeV range.

In the previous bound-state calculation on N∗-like
states, three bound states were identified, which are ΣK
with a binding energy of approximately 71 MeV, ΣK∗

with a binding energy of about 42 MeV, and Σ∗K∗ with
a binding energy near 36 MeV. As illustrated in Fig. 2,
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TABLE VI: Various decay channels and corresponding decay widths of the obtained
resonances. (unit: MeV)

Decay channels R1/2(1635) R1/2(2090) R1/2(2230) R0(1850) R0(2000) R0(2130)

ΛK 6.0 9.8 9.8 - - -

ΛK∗ - 7.8 10.2 - - -

ΣK - 7.8 8.2 - - -

ΣK∗ - - 9.4 - - -

NK - - - 4.6 8.2 0.0

NK∗ - - - - 16.0 8.6

Σπ - - - 4.4 7.8 7.8

Σρ - - - - - 5.0

Λη - - - 7.2 10.2 0.0

Λω - - - - 7.6 9.2

Total 6.0 25.4 37.6 16.2 37.8 31.6

���� ���� ���� �	�� ���� ����
���

���

���

���

���

�

��������

�����������������������

�θ���

�θ���

�θ����

Γ�
�
�
�
�
�
�

	�
����

��

Σπ ΝΚ Λη ΝΚ∗ Λω Σρ Σ∗ρ

FIG. 3: Complex-scaling results for the Λ(1405) five-quark
system in the 1200-2200 MeV range.

we also obtain three resonance states, one is R1/2(1635),
with ΣK as its dominant component, making it a promis-
ing candidate for the experimental N(1650). Another is
R1/2(2090), with ΣK∗ as its primary component. And
R1/2(2030), with Σ∗K∗ as the main component. As
shown in Fig. 4, panel (a) presents the decay width of
the resonance state R1/2(1635) to ΛK, which is around
6 MeV. As a candidate for N(1650), it is obvious that
this width is much smaller than the experimental width
for N(1650). This discrepancy arises because the main
decay channel for N(1650) in experiments is Nπ, which
predominantly consists with the quark component qqq-
q̄q, differing from our quark component qqs-s̄q, and thus
the Nπ decay channel is not included in our calculation.
In future work, we will explore the unquenched effect of
introducing the five-quark structure qqq-q̄q. Panels (b,
c, d) in Fig. 4 display the decay widths of R1/2(2090)
to ΛK, ΛK∗, and ΣK, which are 9.8 MeV, 7.8 MeV,
and 7.8 MeV, respectively. Relatively, its decay width to
ΛK is the largest, since the corresponding phase space is
the largest. Panels (e, f, g, h) in Fig. 4 show the decay
widths of R1/2(2230) to ΛK, ΛK∗, ΣK, and ΣK∗, with
results of 9.8 MeV, 10.2 MeV, 8.2 MeV, and 9.4 MeV,

respectively, for a total decay width of 37.6 MeV.

For Λ(1405), we find two deep bound states, one is Σπ,
which is a candidate for the experimental Λ(1380), the
other is Σρ, which is a candidate for the experimental
Λ(2000). Additionally, three shallow bound states were
obtained in NK̄, NK̄∗, and Σ∗ρ channels. Within the
framework of the complex-scaling method, we perform a
channel coupling for all channels and obtained three res-
onance states R0(1850), R0(2000), and R0(2130), along
with one bound state, B(1280), as shown in Fig. 5. Con-
sidering the energy positions of these states and their re-
lations to the nearest threshold channels, the main com-
ponents of these states are as follows, B(1280) is domi-
nated by Σπ, R0(1850) is by NK̄∗, R0(2000) is by Σρ,
and R0(2130) is by Σ∗ρ. We note that the candidate
for Λ(1405), NK̄, does not survive in this channel cou-
pling. This is because the coupling between NK̄ and
Σπ is strong enough to lower the energy of the Σπ chan-
nel by nearly 40 MeV, which in turn raises the energy
of NK̄, turning it into a scattering state, as shown in
Fig. 5 (a). For the similar reason, the bound state NK̄∗

does not survive in the coupling with the decay chan-
nels, as shown in Fig. 5 (b), (c), and (d). We guess this
is because NK̄∗ has an energy close to Λω, making their
channel coupling effect significant. Therefore, we per-
forme a NK̄∗-Λω channel coupling calculation and cou-
pled it with the corresponding decay channels. As shown
in Fig. 6, theNK̄∗-Λω coupling forms the resonance state
R(1850), with a decay width of 7.2 MeV to Λη, 4.6 MeV
to NK̄, and 4.4 MeV to Σπ, resulting in a total width of
16.2 MeV. From an energy perspective, R0(1850, 16) is a
candidate for the experimental Λ(1800). For R0(2130),
the binding energy of Σ∗ρ is deeper than that of NK̄ and
NK̄∗, thus it survives in most decay channel couplings,
except for those with NK̄ and Λη. This suggests that
the coupling effect between Σ∗ρ and NK̄, as well as Σ∗ρ
and Λη, is relatively large.
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FIG. 4: Calculated decay widths of resonance states in the N(1535) five-quark system

IV. SUMMARY

In the framework of chiral quark model, we systemat-
ically investigated the mass inverse problem of N(1535)
and N(1440) from both three-quark and five-quark per-
spectives, as well as the mass inversion between N(1535)
and Λ(1405). Given the complexity of the calculations,
we only consider central forces in the Hamiltonian.

The results from the three-quark calculations show
that the bare mass of N(2S) is 1767 MeV, which is clos-
er to the experimental value of N(1710). Therefore, in
our quenched quark model, N(1440) cannot be explained
purely as a three-quark state. In addition, considering
the special role of σ, N(1440) is also unlikely to be a
pure five-quark state (Nσ). Then, for N(1P ), its bare
mass is 1573 MeV, which is in good agreement with the
experimental value of N(1535). We believe that consider-
ing unquenched effects in the future will further lower the
energy of N(1P ), bringing it closer to the N(1535) mass.
For Λ(1P ), its bare mass is 1623 MeV, which matches
the experimental value of Λ(1670) rather than Λ(1405).
Therefore, in our model, Λ(1405) cannot be explained as
a three-quark structure.

For the five-quark system, we introduce the complex-
scaling method to search for possible resonance states.

The results show that in the five-quark system of N( 1
2

−
),

we obtain three resonances, which are R0.5(1635, 6),
R0.5(2090, 25), and R0.5(2030, 38), with their main com-
ponents being ΣK, ΣK∗, and Σ∗K∗. Among these,
R0.5(1635, 6) is a very good candidate for the experi-

mental N(1650). For Λ( 1
2

−
), we obtained one bound

state and three resonances, the bound state is B(1280),
which can be a candidate for the experimental Λ(1380).
One resonance is R0(1850, 16), which is a candidate for

Λ(1800), another is R0(2000, 38), which is a candidate
for Λ(2000), and an additional resonance R0(2130, 32).
Although the bound-state calculation indicates that NK
channel can form a bound state, it will be pushed up
to a scattering state in the coupled-channel calculation.
However, we believe that after introducing unquenched
effects in the future, it will allow the scattering NK s-
tate to form a stable resonance state. Therefore, we pro-
pose that Λ(1405) is primarily a five-quark state, with
three-quark component playing an important role in its
resonance formation.

In summary, we conclude that the experimental
N(1440) is neither a pure three-quark structure nor a
five-quark structure. Thus, further study on its nature
will be carried out in our next step. On the other hand,
N(1535) is a good candidate for the N(1P ) state. And
Λ(1405) should be predominantly a five-quark structure,
with a very important contribution from the three-quark
state for its formation. In the future, unquenched effect
will be introduced to investigate whether our conclusions
remain consistent, with a consideration on the mixing of
three-quark and five-quark states.
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IV. SUMMARY

In the framework of chiral quark model, we systemat-
ically investigated the mass inverse problem of N(1535)
and N(1440) from both three-quark and five-quark per-
spectives, as well as the mass inversion between N(1535)
and Λ(1405). Given the complexity of the calculations,
we only consider central forces in the Hamiltonian.

The results from the three-quark calculations show
that the bare mass of N(2S) is 1767 MeV, which is closer
to the experimental value of N(1710). Therefore, in our
quenched quark model, N(1440) cannot be explained
purely as a three-quark state. In addition, considering
the special role of σ, N(1440) is also unlikely to be a
pure five-quark state (Nσ). Then, for N(1P ), its bare
mass is 1573 MeV, which is in good agreement with the
experimental value ofN(1535). We believe that consider-
ing unquenched effects in the future will further lower the
energy of N(1P ), bringing it closer to the N(1535) mass.
For Λ(1P ), its bare mass is 1623 MeV, which matches
the experimental value of Λ(1670) rather than Λ(1405).
Therefore, in our model, Λ(1405) cannot be explained as
a three-quark structure.

For the five-quark system, we introduce the complex-
scaling method to search for possible resonance states.

The results show that in the five-quark system of N( 12
−
),

we obtain three resonances, which are R0.5(1635, 6),
R0.5(2090, 25), and R0.5(2030, 38), with their main com-
ponents being ΣK, ΣK∗, and Σ∗K∗. Among these,

R0.5(1635, 6) is a very good candidate for the experi-

mental N(1650). For Λ( 12
−
), we obtained one bound

state and three resonances, the bound state is B(1280),
which can be a candidate for the experimental Λ(1380).
One resonance is R0(1850, 16), which is a candidate for
Λ(1800), another is R0(2000, 38), which is a candidate
for Λ(2000), and an additional resonance R0(2130, 32).
Although the bound-state calculation indicates that NK
channel can form a bound state, it will be pushed up
to a scattering state in the coupled-channel calculation.
However, we believe that after introducing unquenched
effects in the future, it will allow the scattering NK state
to form a stable resonance state. Therefore, we propose
that Λ(1405) is primarily a five-quark state, with three-
quark component playing an important role in its reso-
nance formation.

In summary, we conclude that the experimental
N(1440) is neither a pure three-quark structure nor a
five-quark structure. Thus, further study on its nature
will be carried out in our next step. On the other hand,
N(1535) is a good candidate for the N(1P ) state. And
Λ(1405) should be predominantly a five-quark structure,
with a very important contribution from the three-quark
state for its formation. In the future, unquenched effect
will be introduced to investigate whether our conclusions
remain consistent, with a consideration on the mixing of
three-quark and five-quark states.
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