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Abstract

We analyze recent results on isoscatarscattering from &\ = 2 + 1 lattice simulation by the HadronSpectrum
collaboration by re-summing the two-flavor chiral scatigramplitude of the next-to-leading order in the so-called
inverse amplitude method. The lattice data can be well pateded to the physical pion mass. We also find that both
| =0 andl =1 lattice data can be described simultaneously for pion esagg toM,, = 236 MeV.
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1. Introduction

The isoscalarr scattering amplitude has attracted much interest due texistence of the broat)(500) reso-
nance relatively close to threshold. The resonance, calledthe following, is dificult to distinguish from a struc-
tureless background in th&go partial wave and cannot be described by a Breit-Wigner r@soe Additionally, there
exists a zero in the amplitude below threshold which coatéb to the uncommon lineshape of the resonahc? |
Due to these obstacles a reliable determination of the pmd#ipn of theo- was dtficult until the use of Roy equa-
tions together with Chiral Perturbation Theory resultediivery precise extraction of the pole far in the complex
plane B, 4].

Calculating the isoscalar partial wave amplitude from firshciples of QCD has been a challenge. Many lattice
QCD simulations have been performed in recent years measphiase shifts in the isovector channetafscatter-
ing [5-12]. However, in the isoscalar channel, despite pioneeringikitions in the pastl3-15], phase shifts were
never determined due to disconnected quark diagrams antbagmroblems. Only recently the challenging task of
measuring the isoscalar channel has been performed by thehBpectrum collaboratiod §] at M, = 236 MeV
andM, = 391 MeV. The phase-shifts in this sector were extractedgusia Liischer frameworklL[7] in combination
with moving frames18].

The purpose of the present paper is to extrapolate the phéisefreom Ref. [L6] to the physical point using Chiral
Perturbation Theory (ChPT). As a low-enerdieetive theory of QCD19] the latter reconciles correlation functions
measured in setups withftBrent quark masses. However, in the strict perturbativeesefisuch anféective theory
the radius of convergence is limited, see e.g. R&X8, 21]. Further, unitarity is fulfilled only up to a given order
in such an expansion. On the other hand, imposing unitaaityaonstrain the pole positions of the(l = L = 0)
andp (I = L = 1) resonances from the low-energy scattering amplitude as shown in Re2Z], see also the
recent exhaustive revie28] on the properties of the resonance. This is the motivation behind numerous methods,
developed over the last two decades, to ensure elastigityitdnen starting from a given ChPT amplitude at a given
order, see, e.g., Ref24-29. Quite recently, the quark-mass dependence of the sigieayas studied in a dierent
approach30], employing a Resonance Chiral Lagrangian fordheesonance. We wish to emphasize that the lattice
data on isoscalar phase shifts were extracted directly fhenplots of the preprintl[g], i.e. we rely on data that have
not yet gone through peer-review at the date of submissithi®manuscript. Furthermore, we take the correlations
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among the energy eigenvalues in fhehannel into account, whereas those of éhehannel are not included in the
present analysis.

In Sec.2 we recall the basic features of the modified inverse ammitonetthod. Then, in Se@ we compare
the extrapolation of this and two other methods of unitatiekiral perturbation theory (UChPT) to the lattice QCD
phase shifts of Ref.1]. In Sec.4 the phase shifts of Reflp] themselves are analyzed and extrapolated back to
the physical point using 1-loop UChPT. As the UChPT appradauld be in principle capable to describe various
guantum numbers inr scattering simultaneously, we also perform fits to the ialasand isovector channels at the
same time, using the isovector lattice QCD phase shifts éyHddronSpectrum collaboratiohl, 12] in addition to
their isoscalar ones. Of special interest are the valudsedbiv-energy constants and their consistency with stahdar
ChPT values that is discussed in depth in the same sectipallyiwe discuss the properties of thheesonance and
in particular its coupling to two pions as a function of therpmass.

2. Formalism

To establish a reliable connection between scattering iaidpk at diferent pion masses, but also to address
the non-perturbative regime afr scattering, we rely in the following on the so-called ineeenplitude method
(IAM) [ 31]. It has been shown to be very successful in describing giéemental data onr scattering 26, 27]. In
the following, we briefly discuss the main properties of tA#lireferring for further details and derivation techniques
to the original publications, i.e., Ref2¢-29, 31-33].

The inverse amplitude method is based on the leading (LOnartto-leading order (NLO) chiral amplitudes
projected to a specific isospih)@nd partial wavel(), namelyT}-(E) andT - (E), respectively. A unitary scattering
amplitudeT|%,, (E) is derived using dispersion relations,

(T3 (B)?

IL _
Tiam(E) = TIHE) - T (E)

1)
which indeed reproduces the usual chiral expansion up togketo-leading order. At the leading order, the chiral
amplitude is a function of energy, Goldstone-boson mits= B(m, + my), and pion decay constant in the chiral
limit, Fo, only. The a_mp_litude'l'j}, however, involves twd low-energy constants (LEC$) andl,. Two additional
low-energy constants, 1, enter the NLO chiral amplitude when replacing the above maassdecay constants by
their physical values using one-loop results from R&4],[

M2 = M2[1 le_ dF—Fl—MZI_ 2
= _3271'2ng and Fr =Fo +16712F(2)4' )

Note that thel; are scale-independent constants, depending only on tlengéers of the underlying theory - the
quark masses. Therefore, they are of no use for extrapolafithe scattering amplitude toftérent quark masses.
However, they are related to the scale dependent, quarkimadspendent renormalized LECs via

M? 2 1

[ ) 1
|-y (|i+|09F) with  y1=5,72=3.,y3=-5.74=2. (3)
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Hence, for a fixed scale one can determine the renormalized LECs and then make ficgdidor the two-particle
scattering for a setup with aférent physical pion mass. In the course of this work we willtfig scale tq: =
770 MeV.

Itis furtherimportant to note that chiral symmetry dictateat the isoscalarr amplitude vanishes at some energy
below threshold. Therefore, the IAM scattering amplitutlebecomes singular in this energy region. A modification
of IAM (mIAM) was derived in Ref. 7] to overcome this so-called Adler Zero singularity. Usingpersion relations,

IMore constants are involved when three-flavor chiral pbetion theory is considered.
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Figure 1: Comparison of the chiral extrapolations usingrth&M with the LECs from Ref. 27] to the lattice data from Reflfl, 12, 16] (green
and red data), whereas the experimental data from R3§s4]] are shown in blue. The gray dashed line in the left figure shitlve possible values
of p cot(po) for bound states, whengdenotes the modulus of the three-momentum in the centerastrr system.

it was argued that the modification amounts in adding thedatg term according to
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where the indice$ andL are suppressed for brevity, asglands, are the zeros of,(s) — T4(S) andT(s), respec-
tively. As a matter of fact, this modification only alters tkescalar amplitude and in the isovector channel the chiral
amplitude vanishes at threshold at every order. Thus, trdifivation functionAn(s) in Eqg. @) is exactly zero in this
channel.

3. Predictionsof latticeresults

Before analyzing the lattice data of the HadronSpectrurabotation in the next section, it is instructive to see
the predictions of dierent chiral unitary approaches at the pion masses in guesifihe data foM, = 236 MeV
andM,, = 391 MeV are shown in Figl along with the experimental ones in red, green and blue ectisely. We
predict them using (a) the 1-loop SU(2) mIAM amplitude witle tvalues of LECs from Ref2[f]; (b) The unitarized
lowest-order chiral interaction; (c) the coupled-char®ig(3) IAM amplitude in the formulation and with the LECs
of Refs. B, 39 that represents a slight modification of the original woflRef. [25].

(@) In Ref. [27] the free parametet$ andl’, of the mIAM were fitted to reproduce all available experinatutata
atu = 770 MeV, while keepindj andl}, fixed to the values of Ref1p]. Using these LECs, see Tah.we calculate
the prediction of the mIAM forrzr scattering in the isoscalar and isovector channels for tysipal as well as the
two unphysical pion masses. The pion decay congtarns calculated using the NLO chiral relation, EQ) for the
givenl, andF, = 924 MeV at the physical pion mass. The result is depicted in Eigvhile the corresponding?
values per degree of freedom are collected in TaiNote that in the case of physical pion masses the latter miotes
reflect the full experimental data used in the original peddion 7], but only the phase shifts in the quotedandp
channels. The large value of tlyé for the isovector channel (physical pion mass) is due to aigegsolved conflict
in the phase shifts extracted from experiment, see R&6s3p).

We observe in Figl that the prediction of the mIAM works rather well for the lighion unphysical mas\,, =
236 MeV) both in the isoscalar and isovector channels. Atdiiggion mass (391 MeV), the extrapolation does rather
well for the isovector case, but disagrees strongly withréeent lattice data in the isoscalar sector. Neither the sig
of the scattering length, which is equal to the invers@ 0bt(qo) at threshold, nor the presence of the bound state
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Figure 2: [LEFT] Predictions of the LO BSE approach (solites) and the SU(3) model of Re84] (dashed lines). The same notation is adopted
as in Fig.1. [RIGHT] Behavior of the isoscalar resonance pole positigth increasing pion mass for the LO BSE approach. The nusntbenote
the ratio of the pion mass to the physical one, whereas theesbfathe numbering denotes the corresponding Riemann slsgefares for the
second and ellipses for the first one.

could be predicted. The position of the bound state can lbadrig. 1 as the intersection of the gray dashed line
with the actualpcot(@og) prediction. As a matter of fact the presence of such a botate svas discussed in the
original work on mIAM, Ref. 7], which, however, appeared there at much larger pion masges discrepancy
might originate from two reasons: 1) Based on the chiral agjwa of the scattering amplitude to a finite order, the
mIAM cannot have an infinite range of validity. This range htigvell be exhausted at pion masses as large as three
times the physical one. If this is true, then the amplitudelfthas to be modified, e.g., by including higher chiral
orders B3, 42]; 2) In view of the rather good prediction in the isovectoseafixed through only two independent
combinations of LECs, it may also be that including new igaft data shifts the LECs such that experimental and
lattice data can be reconciled. For example, all four SURLE enter the determination of the isoscalar amplitude
potentially leading to large correlations among them. Hireadditional information from the pion mass dependence
will impose new and independent constraints, disentagdtie correlations in the LECs. Here, we only consider this
possibility and leave the inclusion of higher chiral ordierghe interaction to future work.

(b) As previously discussed, the isoscatar amplitude from a re-summation of the lowest order (LO) dhira
amplitude already leads to the generation of a pole footh24]. We therefore also consider the chiral prediction for
this simplest of the considered amplitudes. We restriccthepled-channel formalism of ReR4] to a one-channel
Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE), which in the on-shell axipration reads

M2 — 2E?2
V(E) for V(E)= —=

1-V(9G(E, A) 2F2 ®)

Tese(E) =
Here,G(E) denotes the usual one-loop function evaluated with afusee Ref. 24], choosing it for the present
qualitative discussion to be 1 GeV. Further, the pion decmgtant is set equal to the physical one, which is allowed
since the scattering amplitude is determined here only thetteading chiral order. We obtain the chiral extrapolatio
shown in Fig.2. The corresponding predictgd values are collected in Tab. The LO BSE approach is capable to
describe the lattice and experimental data fairly welldarting also a bound state. With increasing pion massithe
resonance pole position in the complex energy plane char@eghe basis of mIAM as described in pofi@a) the
corresponding trajectory was shown for the first time in R7]. The right panel of the Fig2 shows the trajectory
using the LO BSE approach for the pion mass increasing from3Lih units of the physical pion mass. As shown
there, the poles move on the second Riemann sheet towardsathaxis, becoming virtual states. After they meet
at M, ~ 2.1 in units of the physical pion mass, they split again to twéepomoving in opposite directions on the
real axis. Finally, when one of the poles reaches the thtésitdvi, ~ 2.5 of the physical pion mass it disappears
from the second and reappears on the first Riemann sheet asid &tate. Its binding energy grows then as the pion
mass increases. Qualitatively, this pole trajectory shimv@ssame features as described in R27)] for the mIAM
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Figure 3: [LEFT] Outcome of the mIAM approach when fitting tHeCs to the lattice datalp] at M, = 236 and 391 MeV in the isoscalar channel
only. The corresponding LECs amﬁolf. are collected in Tall The experimental data (blue points) is the same as inlfighile the blue dashed

line shows the outcome of tii&-wave analysis of Ref4{]. [RIGHT] Strength of therzz coupling (residuum of the pole) in the mIA} 36391)

scenario (solid orange curve) in comparison to the prexiatif Ref. 7] (dashed blue line) and various parametrization of RiEd] &s well as the
dispersive determination of Re33] at the physical pion mass (black dots with error bars).

approach, which, however, appear at much larger pion massasexample, the jump to the first Riemann sheet
occurs there atl, ~ 3.8 of the physical pion mass, which is 140 MeV heavier than & pion mass of the lattice
simulation M, = 391 MeV). Note that the pole trajectory using the LO intei@tis not very reliably determined due
to the unknown dependence of the ctitan the pion mass as well as the fact that the pion decay cdristactually
changing for higher pion masses. Nevertheless, it is reafdelhow similar the result of mIAM and LO BSE are at
the physical pion mass whereas at higher pion masses thatelstrongly from each other. The lattice data actually
favors the prediction of the LO approach. This suggests&eessity for a readjustment of the LECs used in the NLO
mIAM.

(c) In Ref. [35], a model on the basis of the inverse amplitude method iretfiesror formulation withrr andKK
coupled channels was used to analyze various lattice QCDI&iimns of thep channel. In the present work, we focus
on the light quark sector only. However, the prediction a$ tinodel are instructive to understand at which energies
the explicit dynamics from the kaon degrees of freedom besomlevant.

The prediction of this model in the isoscalar channel is shaith the dashed curve in Fi@.to the left. We
observe that at a pion mass of 236 MeV or less the result issienjar to that of the LO BSE approach. In particular,
a bound state foM, = 391 MeV is predicted. However, at the highest considered piass, a pronounced drop
of pcots at the larger values g appears. The reason is that in this scenarioktiethreshold lies in the direct
proximity of the considered energy region, namelp&2My) = 0.149 Ge\f. We conclude that the lattice data at
M, = 391 MeV and at high values @P can only be analyzed when addressing the SUf8}es properly, in particular
the role of thefy(980) resonance. The four highest lattice datdat= 391 MeV show a similar drop as the chiral
prediction albeit at lower energies. We interpret this @sahset of the influence of th€éK channel, possibly through
the low-energy tail of thd(980) that appears at lower energies in the lattice simaridtian in the prediction. Since
the focus of the present work lies in the SU(2) sector onlyhanfits to the data we will simply dismiss the last four
data of theM, = 391 MeV lattice data. Indeed, we have found that it is imgaesio find good SU(2) fits of the
combined lattice data when excluding these points.

4. Extrapolation from unphysical to physical pion masses

In the previous section we have shown that there is someotehgtween the lattice results an scattering in
the isoscalar channel§] and the chiral extrapolation based on the modified invensplitude method (mIAM) of
Ref. [26] with LECs fixed to reproduce experimental data in R2%]] It is further shown that a re-summation of the
leading order chiral amplitude already leads to quite a uieci@ral extrapolation, predicting the presence of a bound
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Figure 4: Outcome of the mIAM approach in all considered férggios, which are adjusted to reproduce the isovectat(iglumn) and
isoscalar(left column) data simultaneously. The corradpw LECs and\/io‘f‘ are collected in Tabl. The red and green data points show
the lattice data of Refs1[, 12, 16] at M, = 236 and 391 MeV, respectively. The experimental data froffis. 86-41] are represented by the blue
points. The blue dashed line shows the outcome ofthieave analysis of Ref43].
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Table 1: Comparison of low-energy constants (upper pad)(ég_f (lower part) in parameterizations described in the mairytmddhe manuscript.
They? values are marked with a (*) when the corresponding data preicted, i.e., not the subject of minimization.

state for a lattice setup withl, = 391 MeV. Therefore, the question is what new constraintshenvalues of the
low-energy constants can be put when including new lattita.d

There are dterent scenarios, which we can test using the data of Refs.1p, 16] addressing the following
issues:

1) Thenn scattering phases are extracted from simulations perfanhevo diferent pion masses, i.81, = 236
and 391 MeV. Using either one or both sets we can test the rahgpplicability of the mIAM. From the
discussion in the previous section and the result showngnlRive expect that at least the lighter pion mass
setup is well within this range;

2) At not too large pion masses the interaction in the isovector channel is rather small at #aing chiral
order. Thus, higher order terms are required to reprodugp-tesonance via re-summation techniques. We
expect that whether botla-(andp) or one channeld only) is used as input for the fit, will have sizablffest
on the obtained LECs, or, at least, their uncertainties;

3) Pion decay constants at unphysical pion masses have begméhed in Ref.35] using the fit of Ref. 28] that
well described-,, from lattice measurements up to at lelkt ~ 400 MeV. Using these decay constants as well
as the NLO chiral formula Eq2J one of the LECs can be constrained tdpe +0.0083 reducing the number
of parameters from 4 to 3. Note that this value is well wittie error bars of the older determinatidi9],
which was used in the mIAM of Ref2[7];

In the following, we will refer to the eight fit scenarios asAM( , ~, wheren indicates the number of free fit
parameters (3 or 4) and the subscript denoting the channg) @nd pion mass of the fitted data. In all cases, the fits
are performed by minimizing the? using the central values of ReR7] as starting points. As argued before, the four
data at the highest energies of the 391 MeV data set are dimfite the fit, the correlations between energheand
phase shift$(W), or p(W) coté(W), are given by the Luscher formalism and are taken into @ecd-or the energy
eigenvalues of the channel, the correlations among the energy eigenvalupstiees were available and were taken
into account through correlatgd fitting.



The resulting LECs and the corresponding hegtl.o.f. values are collected in Tah. The error bars in all our
results were determined as follows: First, a large numbesngembles of fully re-sampled lattice data sets were
generated taking into account the above-mentioned ctioceta Then, starting from the best fit parameters, each
re-sampled data set was refitted. Finally, uncertaintiesE@s and phase shifts were determined from that set of
refits. Both LECs and phase shifts (at a given fixed energygsioms exhibit very non-Gaussian distributions in their
bootstrap samples. Instead of determining the variance Brootstrap samples it is then more meaningful to ¢fit o
the lower and higher ends of the distribution to obtain th&&®nfidence interval represented by the bands for the
phase shifts and the errors for the LECs. Due to the high éegfreon-linearity in the fit, sometimes the best fit lies
almost at the boarder of the confidence interval as Tabows.

We have first tried to fit the data in the isoscalar channéllat= 236 MeV only. However, the LECs acquired
very unnatural values and the chiral extrapolation to thesyaal point was not satisfying. The reason lies in too much
freedom for the fit function compared to the number of datasoiThisoverfittinghappens with and without fixing
I;- Therefore, we desist from further discussions of this &nsaio.

Furthermore, it is notable that whépis used as a free parameter, its value tends to be negatillditrseenarios
as Tab.l shows. Similarly, large negative valueslphave been found by fitting the isovector channel in Réd,[
ie. 1y = -28- 1073. However, this is in conflict with the fact that the pion decaystant is a monotonically rising
function of the pion mass, see, e.g., Re#b, [46]. In view of Eq. @) I}, has to be positive in the relevant pion mass
range. Thus, the 3 parameter fits can be considered as maisteon.

Fitting the 0-(236) ando(391) data leads to quite deceytt values as shown in the fourth and seventh column
of Table1, both for the fitted data and the chiral prediction at the patgpoint. However, the corresponding LECs
are unnaturally large for both the three- and four-paransgtenarios. At this point it is worth mentioning that we
tried different strategies to restrict the LECs in the fits to be clostneovalues of Ref.J7], resulting always in
unsatisfactory descriptions of the lattice data inghehannel. This is a problem because the 1AM coincides with the
perturbative chiral expansion up to the next-to-leadirttearTherefore, when the pion mass as well as the energy are
not too high, the LECs are expected to be close to their stdr@daPT values, see Re#T]. On the other hand, it
is clear that due to the bound state, observed close to tashbid in ther(391) setup, theféects renormalizing the
usual chiral LECs can be enhanced. In conclusion, the fitsl\mffr@gasgl) allow one to reconcile the lattice data at
two different masses and to deliver a good chiral post-diction oéex@ntal phase shifts as shown in Fago the
left, but at the price of rather large LECs.

In summary, the heavy lattice data in thhehannel obviously lead to problems in the size of the LECd,tha fit
to only the light data is not well constrained due to largeartainties. The next logical step is therefore to includada
from other quantum numbers jirr scattering at light masses. The HadronSpectrum collaiborbts also extracted
phase shifts for thé = L = 1 channel at the same pion massed/pf= 236 andM, = 391 MeV [11, 12]. As a first
test, we have fitted the-data atM,, = 236 MeV only, resulting in very similar values and corredat of LECs as in
Ref. [44].

Next, we fit the lattice phase shifts &, = 236 for both theo- and thep channels simultaneously with three
parameters. This indeed stabilizes the LECs at naturaésaiot too far away from the ones of R&t7] as shown in
Tab.1 in the fifth column. The first row in Figd shows the best fit (solid red lines for the datdvgt= 236) and the
predictions for the physical and the heavy pion masses éidegreen solid lines, respectively). While the prediction
of the experimental phase shifts in ttrechannel is good, it is not satisfactory in thehannel. One can understand
this by noting that, witl}, fixed, the only free parameter in tphechannel is given by the combinaties2l’ + I. In all
our fits top ando- data, this combination is very similar to the value obtaimethe fit of Ref. 4] to the isovector
channel only, i.e. 2’ +1}) = 14.7.

Next, one can consider releasitjgn the combined fit op ando data atM, = 236 MeV, to remedy the above-
mentioned problem that in the channel one has only one fit parameter. The outcome of thisrdapeter fit is
indicated in the eighth column of Taband in the third row of Figd. The prediction of the experimental phase shifts
improves drastically both in theand in theo- channel. However, inspecting the values of the LECs it bexooiear
thatl, has acquired a large negative value of alme3f - 102 which is in fact quite close to the value of Red4]
as mentioned above. It seems that such a large negativeisaliveays required to obtain a good fit and good chiral
prediction in thep sector (see also the fit in the last row of Fg.

Finally, one can include the lattice phase shift at the hgaop mass i, = 391 MeV) for fitting both ther
and thep channel to study the consistency of the model with data. Mreetparameter fit exhibits a deteriorajed
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M, = 139 MeV M, = 236 MeV M, = 391 MeV
Approach ReW -ImW  |Qyl ReW -ImW Qo ReW -ImW |gnnl
mIAM [ 27] 449 218 401 524 175 451 - - -
LO BSE 465 201 416 501 117 428 761 0 486
Disp. Rel. 3 449jg 275j§ 495f§§ — - - - - -
K-Matrix [16] — - - 667fﬂ§ 201f§j11 652jgg 753ﬁ§ 0 52@23
MIAM? ,26z01) 4347F 1975 383 | 4847 1175 4147, | 7507, 0 573
mIAM g (236)(236) 459j231 181j‘2‘ 39 1jg 549f§§ 148j§1 441j§0 - - -
mIAM i (236391),(236391) 452i(1) 144j2 366fg 515j8 104fg 421ﬁ 77 1fé 0 423ﬁ$

Table 2: Comparison of the resonance properties (all in MeV) in various approachesaaumiiterent pion masses. The isoscalar pole ofithe
scattering is on the second Riemann shedfi,at= 139 and 236 MeV, but on the first oned; = 391 MeV (bound state). In the latter case "—"
indicates that no bound state was found.

of the fitted data and a rather bad post-diction of experialatdta (second row of Figl). If I, is released the fit
and prediction in the sector are quite good while the fit of thephase shifts aM, = 236 is worse than in other
considered cases, and so is the prediction of the experangmise shifts. The small number of lattice phase shifts
in combination with rather large uncertainties might beuoessible for this, giving ther phase shifts aM, = 236
simply not enough weight in the?.

Comparipg fit results for mIAIQI'(ZSG)O(Z%) with mIAM 3(236391)0(236391) for bothn, the systematic limitation of the
range of validity of the mIAM becomes even more evident. Sagiy a good fit to the 391 MeV data can only be
obtained sacrificing the agreement with the experimential. dar stated dferently, if the prediction at the physical
point agrees with the experimental data, itelis significantly from the lattice data at the highest piossna

Finally, for unphysical pion masses we predict the poletpwsiand its residu¢y,..| that is a measure of the
coupling strength tar. Specifically, we address the discrepancy of the mIAM chprabdictions ofig,..| made in
Refs. R7-29] and the analysis of Reflp]. In Tab.2 the results derived in Reflf] from fits to the lattice data on
theo using diferent parameterizations, are compared with the outconteeadiproaches discussed in this work and
with the most recent dispersive determination of the resoagarameters at physical pion mas3.[The error
bars on our predictions were determined again via re-sagplTheM, dependence of the pole residulgy,,| is
depicted in the right part of Fi@ (solid orange line), considering the extrapolation mI?(Masel)' together with the
prediction using the LECs of Re27] (blue dashed line) as well as the outcome from the paraimateEms discussed
in Ref. [16] and dispersive determination of Re2J (points with error bars).

The movement of the isoscalar pole in the framework of thelhi®as discussed in SeBand is reflected in Fid3
via three steps: 1) The residuum grows rapidly with the pi@ssnwhen the pole moves towards the real energy axis,
see also right part of Fi@. A first kink in |g,| is observed when the pole reaches the real axig,at 280 MeV,

2) Now, the pole separates into two and one of the poles mduag ¢he real energy axis upwards to the two-pion
threshold (the residue of the other pole moving to smallerges is not shown), with a decreasing residue that
becomes zero d¥l, ~ 320 MeV; 3) At this pion mass the pole “jumps” from the secoodhe first Riemann sheet
leading to the second kink ijg,,.|. With further increasing pion mass the strength of the potegases again as
the state becomes more bound. This behavior is common to ndéMell as to the LO BSE approach. However,
the scaling of the trajectory with the pion mass and the piassrbeyond which a bound state appears can only be
determined by taking the recent lattice data of R&f] [nto account. The pole and residue trajectories predicezd
suggest that it would be very enlightening to measure trecedar phase shift in a range of pion masses between 280
and 320 MeV, to confirm or reject the unusual behavior ofcthmle.

5. Summary

We have tested the modified inverse amplitude method (mlAM)ch matches with the chiral expansion up to
the next-to-leading order, against lattice QCD data in slesdalar and isovector channels of two-pion scattering tha
were recently determined by the HadronSpectrum collalmoraOur analysis is preliminary insofar that the lattice
data in the isoscalar channel have not been peer-revieviied date of submission of this manuscript. In the isoscalar
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channel a reconciliation of the lattice data at twéetient pion massedM, = 236 MeV and 391 MeV) with the
experimental phase shifts is possible within the mIAM. Hearethe resulting low-energy constants are unnaturally
large. The inclusion of the isovector data in a simultandibts phase shifts avl, = 236 MeV leads to smaller low-
energy constants in the vicinity of the standard values f@RT. However, in such fit scenarios the experimental data
and the lattice data at the highest pion mlgs= 391 MeV cannot be reproduced simultaneously using the nealdifi
inverse amplitude method.

Furthermore, we have analyzed the behavior obthpmle position and its strength as a function of the pion mass.
Qualitatively, a similar behavior as discussed in R&€] fvas found. However, the imaginary part of the pole position
as well as its strength are somewhat larger than in the Ch&iired models, discussed in the present work. Our
analysis suggests that the pole corresponding to tiesonance changes the Riemann sheet at rolgihly 320 MeV.

In this region therzzr coupling changes rapidly with the pion mass. Thereforeopitilaf be specifically interesting to
have lattice QCD data at this pion mass allowing for a ciiitiest of ChPT inspired re-summation models.
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