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Abstract

The vector meson-baryon interaction in a coupled channel scheme is revisited within the correlation function framework. As
illustrative cases to reveal the important role played by the coupled channels, we focus on the ϕp and ρ0p systems given their
complex dynamics and the presence of quasi-bound states or resonances in the vicinity of their thresholds. We show that the ϕp
femtoscopic data provide novel information about a N∗ state present in the experimental region and anticipate the relevance of a
future ρ0p correlation function measurement in order to pin down the S = 0,Q = +1 vector meson-baryon interaction as well as to
disclose the characterizing features of the N∗(1700) state.
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1. Introduction

With the advent of the recent ϕp correlation function (CF)
analysis by the ALICE Collaboration [1], an unprecedented ac-
cess to the vector-baryon (VB) interaction at low energies arises
in the S = 0,Q = +1 sector. In particular, the ALICE collab-
oration extracted in [1] the ϕp scattering parameters (scattering
length aϕp

0 and effective range rϕp
e f f ) employing the Lednický-

Lyuboshits approach [2]:

aϕp
0 = (0.85 ± 0.48) + i (0.16 ± 0.19) fm (1)

rϕp
e f f = 7.85 ± 1.80 fm.

In light of the aϕp
0 imaginary part, compatible with 0 within

uncertainties, the authors naturally interpreted that the inter-
action was dominated by pure elastic ϕp interaction. With
this assumption, in a subsequent study [3] of the ϕp CF [1],
a single channel phenomenological potential, fitted to N − ϕ
Lattice data by the HAL QCD collaboration [4], was employed
to explore the controversial existence of a ϕ−p bound state.
After solving the Schrödinger equation the binding energy
obtained was within [12.8, 56.1] MeV which is below the
lower edge of the spectrum of binding energies, ranging from
1.00 to 9.47 MeV, provided by pertinent studies [5, 6, 7, 8, 9].
Despite the previous evidence, the nature of this state remains
ambiguous. A clear example of a competing interpretation
comes from several studies based on extensions of Chiral
Lagrangians to accommodate also vector mesons within a
coupled channel (cc) unitary scheme [10, 11, 12, 13]. In all
former approaches, this dynamically generated state, mostly
consisting of a K∗Σ molecule with sizeable couplings to K∗Λ
and ϕp channels, is located tens of MeV above the ϕp threshold.

The study carried out in [10] represents one of the pioneering
works incorporating the hidden gauge formalism [14, 15, 16,
17] into a cc unitary scheme. The corresponding VB scattering

amplitudes in the sectors of S = 0,−1,−2 exhibit rich struc-
tures caused by the presence of several states. However, given
the approximations, such states appear as degenerate pairs of
particles with spin parity JP = 1/2−, 3/2−. Some of the found
states were related to known resonances while the others remain
with an unclear connection to measured states due to the large
associated dispersion from different experiments.

An important aspect of the chirally motivated formalisms
is that the dominant leading-order term in the low energy
approximation gives null ϕp and ρ0p elastic direct transitions,
which makes the dynamics of these processes rely on the cc
effects (and /or on possible higher order corrections in the
interaction). Such effects on the scattering amplitude are
expected to be not negligible yet moderate, a fact that leads
one to consider the contributions from inelastic transitions as
important ingredients in the ϕp and ρ0p CFs.

The aim of the present study is twofold. On the one
hand, the scattering amplitudes calculated following [10] and
constrained exploiting the ϕp femtoscopic data are used to
extract information about the state present close to the ϕp
threshold and the scattering parameters. As a matter of fact,
the constraining effect of the CF on the scattering amplitudes
was already shown in [18] where the data extracted from the
K−Λ pairs was used to determine the low energy constants of
an effective Chiral Lagrangian expanded up to next-to-leading
order. As a result, new insights on the molecular nature of the
Ξ(1620) and Ξ(1690) states were obtained. On the other hand,
we prove that the inelastic transitions cannot be underestimated
or avoided in the analysis of certain CFs by means of delving
into the relative weight of each scattering transition from any
member of the cc basis to the measured vector-baryon. This
point is clarified by explicitly discussing the contributions
to the ϕp CF. Finally this study is extended to the ρ0p pair
extrapolating the scattering amplitudes to give a prediction for
the CF as well as for the features of the N∗(1700) state.
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The manuscript is organized as follows. A brief description
of the hidden gauge formalism within a cc unitary scheme and
the computation of the CF is presented in Sec. 2. This is fol-
lowed by an explanation of the procedure to tune the parame-
ters present in the approach in Sec. 3, along with the discussion
of the results for the ϕp and ρ0p CFs, the pole content of the
amplitudes, and the scattering parameters. Finally, the main
conclusions are presented in Sec. 4.

2. Formalism

In Refs. [19, 10], it was demonstrated that the main con-
tribution for the VB interaction comes from the computation
of a t-channel diagram between the vector and the baryon with
another vector meson acting as mediator. The hidden gauge for-
malism is followed to derive the interaction among the 3 vector
mesons present in one of the vertices, whose corresponding la-
grangian reads as

LVVV = ig ⟨(Vν∂µVν − ∂µVνVν)Vµ⟩, (2)

where the S U(3)-matrix Vµ incorporates the members of the ρ
nonet

Vµ =


1
√

2
ρ0 + 1

√
2
ω ρ+ K∗+

ρ− − 1
√

2
ρ0 + 1

√
2
ω K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 ϕ


µ

, (3)

and g = MV/2 f (MV = 800 MeV, f = 93 MeV). The other
vertex involving 2 baryons and the exchanged vector meson can
be calculated by means of

LBBV = g (⟨B̄γµ[Vµ, B]⟩ + ⟨B̄γµB⟩⟨Vµ⟩), (4)

with the baryon octet fields entering into the equation through
the S U(3)-matrix

B =


1
√

2
Σ0 + 1

√
6
Λ Σ+ p

Σ− − 1
√

2
Σ0 + 1

√
6
Λ n

Ξ− Ξ0 − 2
√

6
Λ

 . (5)

As it was already widely discussed in [10], and the refer-
ences therein, upon the approximation of neglecting the three-
momentum of the external vector mesons compared to the char-
acterizing MV mass of the vectors, the t-channel diagram is re-
duced to a contact interaction kernel which comes in terms of
the product between the spatial components of the polarizations
from the external vectors ϵ⃗iϵ⃗ j. This Weinberg-Tomozawa type
kernel can be expressed in the relativistic form as

Vi j = −
1

4 f 2 Ci j

√
Mi + Ei

2Mi

√
M j + E j

2M j
(2
√

s−Mi−M j) ϵ⃗iϵ⃗ j .

(6)
In this work, the indices (i, j) cover all possible channels in
the S = 0,Q = +1, namely ρ0p, ρ+n, ωp, ϕp, K∗+Λ, K∗0Σ+,
and K∗+Σ0. The mass and energy of the incoming (outgoing)
baryons are denoted by Mi ( j) and Ei ( j), while

√
s represents

the total energy of the VB system in the center-of-mass (CM).
The matrix of coefficients Ci j can be found in Table 1, from
where it can be appreciated that the ϕp and ρ0p direct elastic
transitions are 0.

Chiral unitary approaches have shown to be a powerful
tool to treat the hadron scattering at energies close to reso-
nances. These nonperturbative schemes prevent plain chiral
perturbation theory from diverging and guarantee by construc-
tion the unitarity and analyticity of the scattering amplitude.
In the present work, unitarity is implemented by solving the
Bethe–Salpeter (BS) equation with coupled channels. Subse-
quently, with the fundamental input Vi j calculated, the BS equa-
tion can be solved by factorizing the interaction kernel and the
scattering amplitude out of the integral equation thereby leav-
ing a simple system of algebraic equations to be solved. With
each Vlm vertex present in the different iterations of the BS loop
diagrams, there is an implicit ϵ⃗lϵ⃗m factor involving the polariza-
tion of the vector mesons that also factorizes on-shell out of the
loop integrals. Furthermore, since these states are tied to the
polarization of the external vectors, one needs to sum over all
polarizations of the virtual mesons (

∑
pol ϵkϵn = δkn+qkqn/M2

V ).
Altogether, it leads to a correction in the propagator of q⃗2/3M2

V
that can be neglected consistent with the low energy approx-
imation already assumed. Finally, the matrix form of the BS
equation reads as

Ti j = (1 − VilGl)−1Vl j , (7)

where Ti j represents the scattering amplitude for a given start-
ing i-channel and an outgoing j-channel, and Gl is the loop
function standing for a diagonal matrix with elements:

Gl = i
∫

d4ql

(2π)4

2Ml

(P − ql)2 − M2
l + iϵ

1
q2

l − m2
l + iϵ

, (8)

where Ml and ml are the baryon and vector masses of the tran-
sient l-channel. As this function diverges logarithmically, a di-
mensional regularization scheme is applied that gives the ex-
pression:

Gl =
2Ml

(4π)2

{
al(µ) + ln

M2
l

µ2 +
m2

l − M2
l + s

2s
ln

m2
l

M2
l

+

qcm
√

s
ln

 (s + 2
√

sqcm)2 − (M2
l − m2

l )2

(s − 2
√

sqcm)2 − (M2
l − m2

l )2

 }, (9)

where the qcm is the three-momentum modulus of the vector
(baryon) in the CM framework. The subtraction constants
(SCs) al replace the divergence for a given dimensional regu-
larization scale µ, which is taken to be 630 MeV in this work.
Though the SCs are not determined, one can establish a natural
size for them following the study presented in [20], leading to a
value around −2 for this study. To provide a certain versatility
to the model, we will allow the SCs to vary within a plausible
range. In principle, there are as many al’s as members of the
coupled-channel basis, however, isospin symmetry arguments
are frequently used to reduce the number of independent SCs.
Hence, we consider 5 such constants here: aρN , aωN ,aϕN , aK∗Λ
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Ci j ρ0 p ρ+n ωp ϕp K∗+Λ K∗oΣ+ K∗+Σ0

ρ0 p 0
√

2 0 0 −
√

3/2 1/
√

2 −1/2
ρ+n 1 0 0 −

√
3/
√

2 0 1/
√

2
ωp 0 0 −

√
3/2 −1/

√
2 −1/2

ϕp 0
√

3/
√

2 1 1/
√

2
K∗+Λ 0 0 0
K∗oΣ+ 1

√
2

K∗+Σ0 0

Table 1: Values for the Ci j coefficients of Eq. (6). The coefficients are symmetric, C ji = Ci j .

and aK∗Σ.

The procedure described above is the standard one when the
particles involved are stable, meaning that they have a negligi-
ble width. The presence of the ρ and K∗ vectors with relatively
large widths require a convolution of the loop function Gl with
the mass distribution whenever the iteration of the BS equa-
tion includes any of such mesons. This convolution mimics the
effect of dressing the vector meson propagator inside the loop
function. In practical terms, as in [10], one has to replace the
G-function in Eq. (9) by

G̃(s) =
1
N

∫ (ml+2Γl)2

(ml−2Γl)2
dm2

(
−

1
π

)
Im

[
1

m2 − m2
l + imΓ(m)

]
× Gl(s,m2,M2

l ) , (10)

with the normalizing factor N

N =
∫ (ml+2Γl)2

(ml−2Γl)2
dm2

(
−

1
π

)
Im

[
1

m2 − m2
l + imΓ(m)

]
, (11)

and where the energy-dependent width is

Γ(m) = Γl
m2

l

m2

(
m2 − (m1 + m2)2

m2
l − (m1 + m2)2

)3/2

θ(m − (m1 + m2)) , (12)

which incorporates the decay widths Γl (Γρ = 149.77 MeV,
ΓK∗ = 48.3 MeV) and the corresponding decay products
m1 and m2 for the given vector (ρ → m1 = m2 = mπ or
K∗ → m1 = mK ,m2 = mπ).

The dynamically generated resonance states show up as pole
singularities of the second Riemann sheet scattering amplitude
at a complex value of

√
s expressed as zR = MR − iΓR/2, whose

real and imaginary parts correspond to its mass (MR) and the
half width (ΓR/2). The complex coupling strengths (gi, g j) of
the resonance to the corresponding meson-baryon channels can
be evaluated assuming a Breit-Wigner structure for the scatter-
ing amplitude in the proximity of the found pole on the real
axis,

Ti j(
√

s) =
gig j

(
√

s − zR)
. (13)

In the present work, the use of mass distributions for the ρ
and K∗ mesons hampers a clear determination of the thresholds
for the channels including such vectors thereby getting a fuzzy
transition between the different Riemann sheets. In principle,
this drawback becomes problematic when the resonance is lo-
cated close to the nominal threshold, where the amplitude shape
is distorted by the convolution and can even make the pole van-
ish. For these particular cases, as it was proved in [10], one can
obtain, with very good approximation, the location of the poles
by examining the amplitudes obtained without the mass distri-
bution. Then, in order to calculate the couplings, one can take
the amplitude properly convoluted with the mass distribution
and employ Eq. (13) as follows

|gi|
2 =
ΓR

2

√
|Tii|

2 . (14)

This equation allows, up to a global phase, the determination
of the gi of the channel that most strongly couples to the reso-
nance. Here, |Tii| is the position of the amplitude maximum in
the real axis at

√
s = MR. The other couplings can be derived

similarly with

g j = g j
Ti j(
√

s = MR)

Tii(
√

s = MR)
. (15)

Finally, the two-particle CF in multi-channel systems for a
measured channel i is given by the modified Koonin-Pratt for-
mula [21, 22, 23]

Ci(k∗) =
∑

j

ω
prod.
j

∫
d3r∗S j(r∗)|ψ ji(k∗, r∗)|2 , (16)

which is preceded by the summation over all possible pro-
duced j-pairs connected with the final i-channel by theory
( j = ρ0 p, ρ+n, ωp, ϕp, K∗+Λ, K∗0Σ+, K∗+Σ0). The vari-
ables k∗ and r∗ represent the relative momentum and distance
between the two particles observed in the pair rest frame, re-
spectively. The contributions from the transitions are scaled by
the production weights ωprod.

j that were evaluated with the same
data-driven method employed in [24], which was measured in
the same high-multiplicity dataset as the one considered here.
Since this study is exploratory we only quote the found cen-
tral values without a full uncertainty analysis of the production
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weights, from [24] the precision is expected to be O(10%). The
corresponding values needed to compute the ϕp and ρ0p CFs
are displayed in Table 2. The probability of emitting a j-pair at
a relative distance r∗ is taken as a single Gaussian with source
size R = 1.08 fm in accordance to [1],

S j(r∗) =
1

√
4πR3

j

exp
(
−

r∗2

4R2
j

)
. (17)

The last element to compute the CF is the relative wave function

ψ ji(k∗, r∗) = δi j j0(k∗r∗)

+

∫
q≤qcut

d3q j0(qr∗)G j(
√

s, q)T ji(
√

s, k∗, q) , (18)

which describes the transition from a given channel j to the
final channel i and incorporates the corresponding scattering
amplitude in the common element to all transitions, while the
first term, only affecting the elastic transition, is the zero-order
Bessel function that stands for the asymptotic wave function.
Note that the scattering amplitude T ji can be factorized on-shell
out of integral and, then, one can proceed with the integration
as in [23, 25], where the cutoff qcut = 850 MeV has been estab-
lished by calculating the average value of the equivalent cutoff
to the corresponding loop calculations via dimensional regular-
ization (method described in Ref [20]).

The last step to establish a fair comparison with the genuine
ϕ−p CF, Cgen

ϕp (k∗), obtained in the experimental analysis [1] is
to multiply the theoretical CF that comes out from Eq. (16) by
a global normalizing factor ND, which has to be extracted from
the fit to femtoscopic data, in the following way

Cgen
ϕp (k∗) = NDCϕp(k∗). (19)

channel− j ω
prod
j (ρ0 p CF) ω

prod
j (ϕp CF)

ρ0 p 1 6.24
ρ+n 0.95 5.94
ωp 0.92 5.77
ϕp 0.16 1

K∗+Λ 0.10 0.65
K∗oΣ+ 0.067 0.41
K∗+Σ0 0.069 0.43

Table 2: Values of the production weights for ϕp and ρ0p CFs.

3. Procedure and Results

As already mentioned, we use the ϕp genuine CF experimen-
tal data to determine the parameters present in the approach to
extract information about the ϕp scattering parameters and per-
form an analysis of the pole content we obtain from the con-
strained scattering matrix. With this model, one can give pre-
dictions for the case of ρ0p. In what follows, we discuss the
different models developed. In principle, we showed that the
potential models should depend on 6 parameters namely:

• 5 SCs (aρN , aωN ,aϕN , aK∗Λ and aK∗Σ) that have to take val-
ues around their natural size −2, it seems physically rea-
sonable to constrain their values within the range [−4,−1].

• ND normalizing factor, according to experimental stan-
dards this value should be around 1, therefore, we allow
this parameter to be between 0.8 and 1.2.

However, to check the validity of our approach, we decided to
use a first model, called Pure theoretical, where all the param-
eters are taken as fixed values according to the theoretical esti-
mations that can be seen in the first column of Table 3. Next,
we consider a second model, called Bootstrap, whose param-
eters and their uncertainties are obtained (as well as of every
other quantity, e.g. scattering lengths) by means of the boot-
strap technique [26] exploiting the 13 data points available in
the ϕp femto region (0 < k∗ < 500 MeV/c) of [1]. The un-
certainty bands associated to the CFs are estimated taking the
maximum and minimum CF values at each considered k∗ when
varying the parameters 1σ from the uncertainties obtained with
the bootstrap method. A fully fledged evaluation of the uncer-
tainties, going beyond the estimate given here, related to the
employed model must take into account the experimental pre-
cision of the source size. This is planned for a follow-up study
once the measured ϕp and ρ0p CFs are available.

Pure theoretical Bootstrap

aρN −2 (fixed) −2 (fixed)
aωN −2 (fixed) −3.04 ± 0.73
aϕN −2 (fixed) −3.15 ± 0.37
aK∗Λ −2 (fixed) −1.98 ± 0.08
aK∗Σ −2 (fixed) −1.95 ± 0.08
ND 1 (fixed) 0.988 ± 0.004

Table 3: Values of the parameters for the different models (see details in the
manuscript).

Table 4: Covariance matrix for the fitting parameters.
aρN aωN aϕN aK∗Λ aK∗Σ ND ri j

1.000 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 aρN

1.000 −0.683 −0.081 −0.392 −0.360 aωN

1.000 −0.056 −0.283 −0.267 aϕN

1.000 −0.361 0.327 aK∗Λ

1.000 0.555 aK∗Σ

1.000 ND

Before proceeding with the bootstrap analysis, we decided to
check the covariance matrix, displayed in Table 4, to investigate
and understand possible correlations between the parameters of
the model. Once the preliminary fits were performed and be-
fore inspecting the covariance matrix, we spotted sizeable er-
rors, compared to the allowed range, for the aρN , aωN and aϕN :

δ(aρN) ≈ ±2.5 ; δ(aωN), δ(aϕN) ≈ ±2 (20)
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Besides, when looking at the first row of Table 4, it can be ap-
preciated that the aρN SC is completely uncorrelated to the other
parameters of the model. This fact, together with the large asso-
ciated uncertainty, points out the impossibility of constraining
this parameter from this data set. Consequently, we decided to
fix its value to the theoretical natural size aρN = −2. Regarding
the other two problematic parameters, by checking the correla-
tion coefficient r23 in Table 4, it can be observed that these two
SCs are strongly correlated, thus finding a plausible explanation
for the large uncertainties associated with them. Therefore, they
were kept as free parameters taking values within the allowed
interval. Eventually, these considerations leave the model de-
pending on only 5 parameters.

In conclusion, we present the average values of the parame-
ters and their uncertainties obtained with the bootstrap method
in the right column of Table 3. As significant outputs, we would
like to stress the reduction of the uncertainties in the previous
aωN and aϕN , as well as the small error we obtained for aK∗Σ

since it plays a fundamental role in generating the N∗ state close
to ϕp threshold discussed below. The small uncertainty for aK∗Λ

comes as a consequence of the strong correlation it has to the
aK∗Σ SC (see r56 in Table 4).
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k* [MeV/c]
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φ

Pure theoretical
Bootstrap 5 param

Figure 1: ϕp CF for the Pure theoretical model (dashed line) and for the Boot-
strap model (solid line), as well as the error band associated (gray shaded band).
The experimental points are taken from [1].

Table 5: Effective range, re f f (fm), and scattering length, a0 (fm), for the ϕp
and ρ0p channels.

Pure theoretical Bootstrap

aϕp
0 0.272 + i 0.189 (−0.034 ± 0.035) + i (0.57 ± 0.09)

rϕp
e f f −7.20 − i 0.09 (−8.06 ± 2.57) + i (0.05 ± 0.53)

aρ
0 p

0 0.090 + i 0.568 (0.09 ± 0.03) + i (0.56 ± 0.05)

rρ
0 p

e f f −3.01 + i 98.39 (−3.05 ± 0.28) + i (98.40 ± 0.12)

In the first place, in Fig. 1, we show the ϕp CF obtained from
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φp+ωp+K*Λ+K*Σ (2) channels

Figure 2: Contribution of the different transitions to the ϕp CF.

the two models. The dashed line representing the Pure theo-
retical model cannot provide a good description of the data yet
reproduces the trend and it is of the same order of the experi-
mental data, which gives us confidence in the soundness of the
adopted approach. As expected, the CF corresponding to the
bootstrap model reaches a good agreement with the data. An
interesting feature coming from the cc effects and seen in the
CFs obtained from the models is the signature cusp structure
emerging due to the openings corresponding to the K∗+Λ chan-
nel, around 230 MeV/c, and the K∗Σ channels approximately
at 360 MeV/c. Although, the experimental data have not yet
reached the necessary precision to resolve these openings, the
predicted strength for them is consistent with the experimen-
tal points, therefore the effects of cc in this CF cannot be ruled
out. A more conclusive proof of the cc relevance in the CF can
be found in Fig. 2, where we show the role of each transition
ψ j,ϕp(k∗, r∗) in the Cϕp(k∗). We start computing Cϕp(k∗) taking
into account only the elastic ψϕp,ϕp (dashed line) and, follow-
ing Eq. (16), we progressively add the other channel contribu-
tions. From the current figure, it can be immediately seen that
all channels contribute to the total Cϕp(k∗) to a greater or lesser
extent depending on their interplay and on the penalizing pro-
duction weights, which are notably lower for the heavier chan-
nels compared to light VB pairs (see right column of Table 2).
Actually, the elastic transition by itself is far from reproducing
the experimental data and, consequently, completely different
values for the ϕp scattering parameters are expected in contrast
to those of [1]. The ϕp effective range and scattering length ex-
tracted from the models are compiled in Table 5. If one directly
inspects the real part of aϕp

0 for the constrained model, the value
is compatible with 0 within the quoted uncertainties. This result
is consistent with the null elastic Cii coefficient of the interac-
tion kernel (see Eq. (6) and Table 1). Despite being in tension
with the scattering parameters [1] (see Eq. (1)), the first inter-
pretation of the data, our result is in much better agreement with
previous studies: QCD sum rule analysis with different inputs
aϕp

0 = −0.01 + i 0.08 fm [27] and aϕp
0 = −0.15 ± 0.02 fm [28],

5



LEPS measurements aϕp
0 = 0.15 fm [29], and CLAS data analy-

sis |aϕp
0 | = 0.063± 0.010 fm [30]. Regarding its imaginary part,

the relatively large value acquired is due to the input from the
loop functions of the three open channels (ρ0p, ρ+n, and ωp)
below the ϕp threshold.
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Figure 3: ρ0p CF for the Pure theoretical model (dashed line) and for the
Bootstrap model (solid line), as well as the extrapolated error band.
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Figure 4: Contribution of the different transitions to the ρ0p CF.

Motivated by the planned analysis of the ρ0p CF, it seems
timely to provide some predictions on this CF. Thus, we use the
scattering amplitudes from both models and compute the cor-
responding Cρ0 p(k∗). Before continuing with the discussion, it
should be commented that, since we have no ρ0p CF data, we
cannot have an exact value for the global normalizing factor ND

appearing in Eq. (19) and, thus, we safely fix it taking ND = 1.
Our predictions for the ρ0p CF are plotted in Fig. 3, where the
most eye-catching feature is that the curve from the Bootstrap
model (solid line) perfectly matches the curve for the Pure the-

oretical model (dashed line). This is a revealing result, because
it is demonstrating the dominance of the N∗(1700) state in the
ρ0p CF. From [10], we already knew that this state is dynami-
cally generated in the ρ+n channel around the ρN thresholds. In
the present study, for the reasons already mentioned, we kept
aρN with the natural size value −2 for both models which forces
both models to have a coincident position of the pole since the
interaction kernel is unchanged. In order to demonstrate it, we
decided to vary the aρN SC within 10% and 20% in both direc-
tions 1. The effects of these variations are appreciated in Fig. 3,
which provide completely different shapes for the ρ0p CF due to
the pole location shifts introduced by the new aρN’s. With these
indications, it is clear that the ρN channels have a leading func-
tion in the ρ0p CF, but one might wonder if any other channel
of the basis can contribute even moderately to it. Bearing this
in mind, we proceed as in the previous case, meaning that we
start calculating the Cρ0 p(k∗) just taking into account the elastic
transition and we incorporate gradually the other transitions as
illustrated in Fig. 4. This figure clearly shows the unique de-
pendence of the CF on the ρN transitions. With all previous
information, obviously, we cannot give any other prediction for
the ρ0p CF than a theoretical estimate since the aρN parame-
ter cannot be constrained by the ϕp CF data. Another direct
consequence of this fact is the lack of predictive power of the
Bootstrap model for ρ0p scattering parameters. From Table 5, it
can be seen that both models gives the same values with promi-
nent imaginary part for the scattering length, which is an effect
of the convolution of the mass distribution with the loop func-
tion to take into account the ρ width.
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Figure 5: Square of the absolute values for ρ0p and ϕp elastic amplitudes
obtained in both models: Pure theoretical (dashed lines) and Bootstrap (solid
lines). The vertical dotted lines represent the ρ0p and ϕp thresholds.

Finally, we analyze the pole content of the scattering ampli-
tudes. To aid the visualization of the states found with both
models, we represent the |Tii|

2 for the channels of interest, i. e.
ρ0p and ϕp, in Fig. 5. Firstly, it can be observed the produc-
tion of two states each of which located in the neighborhood of

1We would like to stress that the ϕp CF remains within the error bands of
Fig. 1 under such variations of aρN .
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Table 6: Comparison of the pole positions between the models with their cou-
plings gi and the corresponding modulus found in JP = 1

2
−
, 3

2
−

, (I, S ) = ( 1
2 , 0).

Model Pure Theoretical Bootstrap
M [MeV] 1977 1959
Γ/2 [MeV] 52 23

gi |gi| gi |gi|

ρN −0.21 − i0.54 0.58 −0.08 − i0.46 0.47
ωN −1.01 − i0.58 1.17 −0.68 − i0.22 0.72
ϕN 1.39 + i0.80 1.61 0.94 + i0.31 0.99
K∗Λ 2.21 − i0.54 2.28 1.98 − i0.20 2.00
K∗Σ 3.75 + i0.79 3.83 2.95 + i0.52 3.00

M [MeV] 1700 1700
Γ/2 [MeV] − −

gi |gi| gi |gi|

ρN 3.21 + i0.00 3.21 3.22 + i0.00 3.22
ωN 0.13 + i0.00 0.13 0.11 + i0.00 0.11
ϕN −0.17 + i0.00 0.17 −0.15 + i0.00 0.15
K∗Λ 2.32 + i0.00 2.32 2.22 + i0.00 2.22
K∗Σ −0.59 + i0.00 0.59 −0.67 + i0.00 0.67

the thresholds ρ0p and ϕp. If we focus on the state almost lo-
cated on the ρ0p threshold, we barely appreciate any difference
between the 2 models considered for the reasons already dis-
cussed in the former paragraph. This is not the case when one
turns the attention to the ϕp amplitudes, where it can be noted
how the influence of the femtoscopic data has shifted the state
around 20 MeV towards the ϕp threshold with respect to the
state obtained from the Pure theoretical model. For a deeper
understanding of such states, we analytically extrapolate our
search for poles in the T -matrix complex plane in the proper
Riemann sheets. It is convenient to study the scattering ampli-
tudes expressed in isospin basis, this way we can disentangle
whether the states are either N∗ (I = 1/2) or ∆ (I = 3/2) reso-
nances. We did not find any pole in the I = 3/2 component of
the scattering amplitudes, which qualifies the states obtained as
N∗’s resonances. The resulting pole positions of the resonances
with degenerate JP = 1/2−, 3/2−, together with their couplings
gi to the different channels, are compiled in Table 6 for the Pure
theoretical (left panels) and the Bootstrap (right panels) mod-
els. The pole lying at higher energies from the Bootstrap model
(top right panel) is the one providing new insights. Its location
slightly above the ϕp threshold seems to naturally reach an ac-
commodation in between all former studies. Being accurate,
the analysis of the pole position in the physical basis places it at
1957.75 MeV, just 20 KeV above the ϕp-channel nominal mass.
Obviously, the undergone shift with respect the same state from
the Pure theoretical model (in agreement with [10]) involves a
reduction of the width in more than a factor 2 due to the fact
that the accessible phase space with which this state can decay
has been decreased. In addition, because of the proximity of the
state to the ϕp threshold, a Flatté effect [31] is also contributing
to the diminution of the width, leaving it to an effective value
around 37 MeV, as can be seen in Fig. 5. The pattern of the
couplings is similar to those obtained by the previous works us-
ing similar approach [10, 11, 12, 13], thus our interpretation of

the nature of this state is the same. Regarding the N∗(1700), we
cannot provide novel information compared to that of [10, 13].
Nevertheless, given the constraints provided by the femtoscopic
data to the N∗(1958), one can certainly expect to get very valu-
able information from the ongoing measurement of the ρ0p CF.
Here, we would like to comment on the way to get the posi-
tion of the N∗(1700) pole. Since this state is generated by the
ρ+n channel, and also strongly coupled to ρ0p, the width of the
ρ vector accounted for in the dressed propagator significantly
hampers the pole search and, hence, we proceeded as it is de-
scribed in Sec. 2. As final remark, in accordance to [11, 12],
a second pole, with a substantially large width and mostly cou-
pling to the K∗Σ channels, was found at 2014+ i310 MeV. This
large Γ causes it to be completely diluted in the real axis. To
be more precise, in [11], the authors managed to reduce drasti-
cally the width of this state by incorporating additional contact,
s- and u-channel diagrams that favor an extra interplay among
channels.

4. Conclusions

We have studied the VB interaction in the (S = 0, Q = +1)
sector within a unitary extension of the hidden gauge formalism
in coupled channels. The novel aspect of the present study is
the use of the ϕp CF data to constrain the theoretical model for
the first time. The resulting model allowed us to reproduce the
data in close agreement with the experimental analysis. From
the constrained elastic amplitude, we extracted new values for
the ϕp scattering parameters.

Another novelty that comes out from the combination of
this theoretical approach with femto data is the dynamical
generation of a molecular state with JP = 1/2−, 3/2− slightly
above the ϕp threshold (20 KeV), which is in contrast to
previous works within similar approaches that generated it
tens of MeV’s above. The other pole, historically generated
around 1700 MeV, appeared at the same location since the
relevant parameter, i. e. aρN , to pin such state down turned
out not to be constrained by the femtoscopic data. A direct
consequence of the previous result is the impossibility of
providing a reliable prediction for the ρ0p CF since the ρN
amplitudes, the only needed for the case, are dominated by
the presence of the N∗(1700) resonance. However, the results
for the ϕp CF present in this study leads one to think that the
ongoing ρ0p CF analysis will certainly help in order obtain
a better understanding of the VB dynamics and will provide
crucial information about the low-lying pole.

We also conducted a dedicated study on the relevance of the
coupled-channel dynamics in the analysis of the CF data. We
demonstrated that the inelastic transitions considered by theory
to be relevant in the calculation of both CFs do play an impor-
tant role, thus providing certainty of the need for these schemes
in order to perform a proper analysis of the femtoscopic data.
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