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Motivated by the recent progress in developing high-precision relativistic chiral nucleon-nucleon interactions,

we study the antinucleon-nucleon interaction at the leading order in the covariant chiral effective field theory.

The phase shifts and inelasticities with J ≤ 1 are obtained and compared to their non-relativistic counterparts.

For most partial waves, the descriptions of phase shifts and inelasticities in the leading-order covariant chiral

effective field theory are comparable to those in the next-to-leading order non-relativistic chiral effective field

theory, confirming the relatively faster convergence observed in the nucleon-nucleon sector. In addition, we

search for bound states/resonances near the N̄N threshold and find several structures that can be associated

with those states recently observed by the BESIII Collaboration.

I. INTRODUCTION

There has been ongoing interest in antinucleon-nucleon

(N̄N ) interactions over the last decade. One primary mo-

tivation is the observations of near-threshold N̄N enhance-

ments in charmonium decays [1–6], B meson decays [7, 8],

and e+e− → p̄p reactions [9, 10] . Those observations pro-

vided an opportunity to elucidate the existence of speculated

N̄N molecules and stimulate studies of the N̄N interactions

at low energies. Other motivations include the novel proposal

of a super J/ψ factory [11] and the construction of next-

generation facilities, such as the Facility for Antiproton and

Ion Research (FAIR) in Darmstadt [12] and the Super Tau-

Charm Facility (STCF) in Huizhou [13].

The experimental advances have revived theoretical stud-

ies. Early studies on the N̄N interactions are mainly by phe-

nomenological models [14–22]. Inspired by the pioneering

work of Weinberg [23–25], state-of-the-art microscopic N̄N
interactions have been constructed based on the chiral effec-

tive field theory (ChEFT). ChEFT is an effective field the-

ory of QCD, which satisfies all relevant symmetries of QCD

for momenta below Λχ ∼ 1 GeV, especially the chiral sym-

metry and its breaking patterns, accompanied by low-energy

constants (LECs) that parameterize high-energy physics. By

utilizing the so-called power counting rule, the relative im-

portance of various terms contained in the most general La-

grangians can be organized self-consistently, endowing some

distinct characteristics compared to the phenomenological

models, such as self-consistent incorporation of many-body

interactions, systematic improvement in accuracy, and reliable

estimation of theoretical uncertainties.

Historically, Weinberg’s idea was first realized in the NN
sector [26, 27]. Nowadays, the chiral nuclear force has been

constructed up to the fifth order [28–30], becoming the corner-

stone of ab initio nuclear studies [31]. The N̄N interaction,

although remaining poorly understood compared to the NN

∗ Corresponding author: lisheng.geng@buaa.edu.cn

interaction because of limited experiment data and sophisti-

cated annihilation processes, is closely connected to the NN
interaction in ChEFT in the sense that the intermediate/long-

range part of the potential can be obtained by performing

G-parity transformations to the pion exchange potentials. In

contrast, the short-range/annihilation part is described by in-

troducing real/complex contact terms in analogy to the NN
interaction with LECs adjusted to data. There are several

varieties of chiral N̄N interactions [32–34]. The most ac-

curate chiral N̄N interaction to date was constructed by the

Jülich group [33, 34]. The Jülich potential has some success-

ful applications in the studies of nucleon electromagnetic form

factors [35, 36], semileptonic baryonic decays [37], near p̄p
threshold structures [38, 39], and neutron-antineutron oscilla-

tions [40]. However, there is a long-standing renormalization-

group (RG) invariance issue rooted in the Weinberg power

counting, suggesting a modification on the basic assump-

tion of this approach, namely naive dimensional analysis

(NDA) [41–43].

One possible solution to the NDA is its covariant counter-

part. It has long been noticed that Lorentz covariance sheds

light on a variety of long-standing puzzles in the baryonic sec-

tor, such as baryon magnetic moments [44], Compton scat-

tering off protons [45], pion nucleon scattering [46], baryon

masses [47, 48], and the two-pole structures [49]. Motivated

by these successful applications and the need for relativistic

studies of nuclear structure and reactions, a relativistic chiral

nuclear force based on the covariant NDA was proposed in

2018 [50, 51] and reached the level of high precision very re-

cently [52]. Apart from an accurate description of the NN
data and better convergence, the covariant framework exhibits

unique advantages in improving the renormalization group in-

variance of the 1S0 [53] and 3P0 [54] partial waves, accel-

erating the two-pion exchange convergence [55, 56], provid-

ing better extrapolation of the lattice QCD simulations to the

unphysical regime [57, 58], solving the Ay puzzle [59], and

naturally explaining the saturation of nuclear matter [60], in

comparison with its non-relativistic counterparts. Encouraged

by these successful applications, studying the N̄N interaction

in the covariant ChEFT is intriguing to explore whether the

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.01292v1
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aforementioned distinct features hold in the N̄N system.

In this work, we construct the antinucleon-nucleon interac-

tion in covariant chiral effective field theory at leading order

(LO). A relativistic three-dimensional reduction of the Bethe-

Salpeter equation is used to obtain the scattering amplitude

from the chiral potential. All 26 LECs parameterizing the

short-range and annihilation potentials are fixed by fitting to

the energy-dependent Nijmegen partial wave analysis (PWA)

of the p̄p data [61]. A satisfactory description of the phase

shifts and inelasticities of low angular momenta is achieved in

analogy to the pertinent relativistic NN interaction.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II, we explain

how to derive the leading-order chiral potentials. The scat-

tering equation and the procedure to obtain the phase shifts

are shown in Sect. III. In this formalism, the N̄N phase shifts

for J ≤ 1 partial waves are calculated, and possible near-

threshold bound/resonant states are searched for in Sect. IV.

Finally, we provide a summary in Sect. V.

II. CHIRAL POTENTIALS AT LEADING ORDER

The N̄N interaction contains scattering and annihilation

potentials, which reads

VN̄N = V S + V A. (1)

For the scattering process, the underlying covariant power

counting of the N̄N interaction is the same as the NN case,

which is described in detail in Refs. [50–52], because the

antinucleon field (spinor v) and the nucleon field (spinor u)

are treated on an equal footing as spin-1/2 fields. The corre-

sponding Feynman diagrams at LO are summarized in Fig. 1,

and the relevant Lagrangians are,

Leff. = L(2)
ππ + L(1)

πN̄
+ L(1)

πN + L(0)

N̄N
, (2)

where the superscript denotes the chiral dimension. The low-

est order ππ, πN̄ , πN , and N̄N Lagrangians read,

L(2)
ππ =

f2
π

4
Tr
[

∂µU∂
µU † +

(

U + U †
)

m2
π

]

, (3)

L(1)

πN̄
=L(1)

πN = Ψ̄
(

i /D −M +
gA
2
γµγ5uµ

)

Ψ, (4)

L(0)

N̄N
=CS

(

Ψ̄Ψ
) (

Ψ̄Ψ
)

+ CA

(

Ψ̄γ5Ψ
) (

Ψ̄γ5Ψ
)

(5)

+CV

(

Ψ̄γµΨ
) (

Ψ̄γµΨ
)

+CAV

(

Ψ̄γµγ5Ψ
) (

Ψ̄γµγ5Ψ
)

+CT

(

Ψ̄σµνΨ
) (

Ψ̄σµνΨ
)

,

with the pion decay constant fπ = 92.4 MeV, the axial cou-

pling constant gA = 1.29 [62], the SU(2) matrix U = u2 =

exp
(

iΦ
fπ

)

, where Φ and Ψ are,

Φ =

(

π0
√
2π+

√
2π− −π0

)

, Ψ =

(

p

n

)

. (6)

The covariant derivative of the nucleon field Ψ is defined as,

DµΨ = ∂µψ + [Γµ,Ψ] , (7)

Γµ =
1

2

(

u†∂µu+ u∂µu
†
)

, (8)

and the axial current uµ is,

uµ = i
(

u†∂µu− u∂µu
†
)

. (9)

The covariant scattering potentials at leading order V S
LO can

be obtained by summing the contact (CT) and one-pion-

exchange (OPE) terms shown in Fig. 1,

V S
LO = V S

CT + V S
OPE, (10)

where the contact potential V S
CT is,

V S
CT (p,p

′) =CS [v̄ (p, s1) v (p
′, s′1)] [ū (−p′, s′2)u (−p, s2)] + CA [v̄ (p, s1) γ5v (p

′, s′1)] [ū (−p′, s′2) γ5u (−p, s2)] (11)

+CV [v̄ (p, s1) γµv (p
′, s′1)] [ū (−p′, s′2) γ

µu (−p, s2)] + CAV [v̄ (p, s1) γµγ5v (p
′, s′1)]

[

ū (−p′, s′2) γ
5γ5u (−p, s2)

]

+CT [v̄ (p, s1)σµνv (p
′, s′1)] [ū (−p′, s′2)σ

µνu (−p, s2)] ,

and the one-pion-exchange potential V S
OPE is

V S
OPE (p,p

′) =
g2A
4f2

π

[v̄ (p, s1) τ1γµγ5q
µv (p′, s′1)] [ū (−p′, s′2) τ2γνγ5q

νu (−p, s2)]

(Ep′ − Ep)
2 − (p′ − p)

2 −m2
π

, (12)

where p/p′ is the incoming/outgoing three momentum, mπ

refers to the pion mass and we use the isospin-averaged value

mπ = 138 MeV, qµ = (Ep′ − Ep,p
′ − p), and τ is the

isospin Pauli matrix. The Dirac spinor u(p, s) is,

u(p, s) = Np

(

1
σ·p
ǫp

)

χs, Np =

√

ǫp
2mN

, (13)
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams contributing to the N̄N interaction at leading order in the covariant power counting. The solid lines

denote nucleons/antinucleons, and the dashed line represents the pion. The box denotes the vertex from L(0)

N̄N
, while the

circle/dot shows vertex from L(1)

πN̄
/L(1)

πN .

wheremN refers to the nucleon mass, and we use the isospin-

averaged value mN = 939 MeV, ǫp = Ep +mN , χs denotes

the Pauli spinor matrix, and σ is the Pauli matrix. The Spinor

v (p, s) = γ0Cu
∗ (p, s) with C represents the charge trans-

formation operator,

C = iγ0γ2 =

(

0 iσ2

iσ2 0

)

. (14)

The antinucleon-nucleon contact terms include one antin-

ucleon field v, one nucleon field u, and their adjoint fields v̄
and ū. The different arrangements of these four-baryon fields

are of the following schematic form:

∑

i

Ci [v̄ (p, s1) Γiv (p
′, s′1)]

[

ū (−p′, s′2) Γ
iu (−p, s2)

]

,

∑

i

Ci [v̄ (p, s1) Γiu (−p, s2)]
[

ū (−p′, s′2) Γ
iv (p′, s′1)

]

,

∑

i

Ci [v̄ (p, s1) Γiu (−p, s2)]
[

ū (p′, s′1) Γ
iv (−p′, s′2)

]

,

∑

i

Ci [v̄ (p, s1) Γiv (−p′, s′2)]
[

ū (p′, s′1) Γ
iu (−p, s2)

]

,

whereCi∈{S,A,V,AV,T} refers to the low-energy constants and

Γi is the corresponding Clifford algebra. Using the general-

ized Fierz identities [63], a product of two bilinears can be

rearranged as

e (1234) = K(abcd)e (abcd) , (15)

where e (abcd) represents an ordering of quadrilinears

and K(abcd) is the transformation matrix, whose ex-

plicit forms are given in the Appendix A. This allows

one to express all the arrangements as a linear com-

bination of the chosen type, in our case, Eq. (11).

Here theCA [v̄ (p, s1) γ5v (p
′, s′1)] [ū (−p′, s′2) γ5u (−p, s2)]

term, which arises from the next-to-leading order potential ac-

cording to Refs. [51, 52], is ascended to leading order to en-

sure that one can make use of the generalized Fierz identities

to get rid of redundant terms in the potential.

In computing the observables, it is convenient to transform

the potentials into the LSJ basis, where L denotes the total

orbital angular momentum, S is the total spin, and J is the

total angular momentum. The procedure for the partial wave

projection is standard [64, 65]. The explicit expression for

the OPE potential in the LSJ basis is of the opposite sign

as that in the NN case given in Ref. [50] after partial wave

projection, while the contact potentials are of the following

form,

V S
1S0 = ξ

[

C1S0

(

R2
p +R2

p′

)

+ Ĉ1S0

(

1 +R2
pR

2
p′

)

]

,

V S
3P0 = ξC3P0RpRp′ ,

V S
1P1 = 2ξ

(

C3S1 − 3Ĉ3S1

)

RpRp′ ,

V S
3P1 =

4

3
ξ
(

C1S0 − Ĉ1S0

)

RpRp′ ,

V S
3S1 = ξ

[

C3S1

(

R2
p +R2

p′

)

+ Ĉ3S1

(

9 +R2
pR

2
p′

)

]

,

V S
3D1 = 8ξĈ3S1R

2
pR

2
p′ ,

V S
3S1−3D1 = 2

√
2ξ
(

2C3S1R
2
p + Ĉ3S1R

2
pR

2
p′

)

,

V S
3D1−3S1 = 2

√
2ξ
(

2C3S1R
2
p′ + Ĉ3S1R

2
pR

2
p′

)

, (16)

where ξ = −4πN2
pN

2
p′ , Rp = |p|/ǫp, and Rp′ =

|p′|/ǫp′ . The low-energy constants are linear combinations
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of CS,A,V,AV,T of the following form,

C1S0 = CA + CAV − 6CT + 3CV ,

Ĉ1S0 = 3CAV + CS − 6CT + CV ,

C3P0 = −2 (CA − 4CAV + CS − 12CT − 4CV ) ,

C3S1 =
1

3
(−CA − CAV − 2CT + CV ) ,

Ĉ3S1 =
1

9
(−CAV + CS + 2CT + CV ) . (17)

The covariant contact potential contributes to all J =
0, 1 partial waves with 5 independent rearranged low-

energy constants C1S0, Ĉ1S0, C3S1, Ĉ3S1, and C3P0. The
1P1,

3 P1,
3D1,

3 S1 −3D1, and 3D1 −3 S1 potentials are con-

strained only by the S-wave parameters, which allow us to

check the relativistic corrections to the short-range N̄N inter-

action. The Pauli principle does not hold in the N̄N interac-

tion, so the number of low-energy constants is twice that of

the NN case.

Compared to the NN interaction, a new feature of the N̄N
interaction is the presence of the annihilation process, which

leads to an intrinsic difficulty in describing a system that has

hundreds of annihilation many-body channels at rest [66].

Here, we follow the approach of Ref. [33] that manifestly ful-

fills unitarity and considers the annihilation potential of the

following form,

V A =
∑

X=2π,3π,...

VN̄N→XGXVX→N̄N , (18)

where X is the sum over all open annihilation channels, and

GX is the propagator of the intermediate state X . Making use

of the identity

1

x± iǫ
= P 1

x
∓ iπδ (x) , (19)

The imaginary part of Eq. (18) is constrained by,

ImV A = −π
∑

X

VN̄N→XVX→N̄N . (20)

Then, expanding VN̄N→X in powers of the nucleon three mo-

mentum up to next-to-leading order (NLO), one can obtain the

annihilation potential,

V A
1S0 = −i

(

Ca
1S0 + Ĉa

1S0

p2

4m2
N

)(

Ca
1S0 + Ĉa

1S0

p′2

4m2
N

)

,

V A
3P0 = −i (Ca

3P0)
2 pp′

4m2
N

,

V A
1P1 = −i (Ca

1P1)
2 pp′

4m2
N

,

V A
3P1 = −i (Ca

3P1)
2 pp′

4m2
N

,

V A
3S1 = −i

(

Ca
3S1 + Ĉa

3S1

p2

4m2
N

)(

Ca
3S1 + Ĉa

3S1

p′2

4m2
N

)

,

V A
3S1−3D1 = −i

(

Ca
3S1 + Ĉa

3S1

p2

4m2
N

)

Ca
ǫ1

p′2

4m2
N

,

V A
3D1−3S1 = −iCa

ǫ1

p2

4m2
N

(

Ca
3S1 + Ĉa

3S1

p′2

4m2
N

)

,

V A
3D1 = −i

(

Ca
ǫ1

)2 p2p′2

16m4
N

. (21)

The factors 1
4m2

N

and 1
16m4

N

are introduced to ensure that all

annihilation constants are of the same dimension. There are

several issues to address regarding the annihilation potential.

1) Eq. (21) only contains the J = 0, 1 partial waves to be

consistent with the scattering potential given in Eq. (16). 2)

Eq. (21) is organized in the conventional Weinberg power

counting, while a more self-consistent annihilation potential

should be constructed in the covariant power counting. The

main difficulty in evaluating a covariant annihilation poten-

tial is the complexity of the explicit expressions for all open

annihilation potentials VN̄N→X . Based on the experience in

the NN interaction, the accuracy of the covariant potential

is comparable to the non-relativistic potential at one order

higher. Therefore, we expand VN̄N→X up to NLO in the

conventional Weinberg power counting to evaluate the anni-

hilation potential as an approximation of the exact covariant

annihilation potential at LO. 3) The full annihilation poten-

tial contains a real part from the principal value in Eq. (18),

whose structure is accounted for by the LECs in the conven-

tional non-relativistic scattering potential at the correspond-

ing order. By contrast, the contribution of the real part of

Eq. (18) can only be absorbed in the covariant LECs partly

in our case because the number of independent LECs in the

covariant power counting at LO is less than that in the non-

relativistic power counting at NLO. However, this real part

does not break unitarity. In addition, the contribution to the

N̄N interaction from the additional structures is suppressed

because it is of order O
(

p2
)

(here p refers to the small quan-

tity in the conventional Weinberg power counting). Therefore,

we use the pure imaginary potential in Eq. (21) to account for

the annihilation process in practice. It should be mentioned

that the problem above can be solved by constructing a self-

consistent annihilation potential in the covariant power count-

ing. We will explore how to implement this idea in the future.
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III. SCATTERING EQUATION AND PHASE SHIFTS

The partial wave projected scattering T -matrix is obtained

by solving the Kadyshevsky equation in the LSJ basis,

T SJ
L′,L (p′, p) = V SJ

L′,L (p′, p) +
∑

L′′

∫ +∞

0

k2dk

(2π)
3V

SJ
L′,L (p′, k)

× m2
N

2 (k2 +m2
N )

1
√

p2 +m2
N −

√

k2 +m2
N + iǫ

× T SJ
L′′,L (k, p) . (22)

We separately solve the Kadyshevsky in the isospin basis for

I = 0 and I = 1 and fit the resulting phase shifts to those

in Ref. [61] to determine the corresponding LECs. To remove

the ultraviolet divergences, the potential is regularized with a

non-local Gaussian-type cut-off function,

fΛ (p, p′) = exp
[

−
(

p6 + p′6
)

/Λ6
]

, (23)

with the cut-off value varied in the range Λ = 450−600MeV.

We use the non-local cut-off function so that the contribution

of the contact term in each partial wave is not mixed.

The partial wave S matrix is related to the on-shell T matrix

by,

SSJ
L′,L (p) = δL′,L − i

p m2
N

8π2Ep

T SJ
L′,L (p) . (24)

Phase shifts and mixing angles can be obtained from the

matrix S using the idea of “Stapp” [67]. The annihilation pro-

cess makes the phase shifts complex for the N̄N interaction.

We follow the procedure of Ref. [68] to evaluate the phase

shifts. For uncoupled channels, the real and imaginary parts

of the phase shift δL can be obtained from the on-shell S ma-

trix,

Re (δL) =
1

2
arctan

Im (SL)

Re (SL)
,

Im (δL) = −1

2
log|SL|. (25)

For coupled channels, the phase shifts δL±1 and mixing angles

ǫJ are,

Re (δL±1) =
1

2
arctan

Im (ηL±1)

Re (ηL±1)
,

Im (δL±1) = −1

2
log|ηL±1|,

ǫJ =
1

2
arctan

(

i (SL−1,L−1 + SL+1,L+1)

2
√

SL−1,L−1SL+1,L+1

)

,

where ηL =
SL,L

cos 2ǫJ
.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the fitting procedure, we perform a simultaneous fit to

the J = 0, 1 PWA of Ref. [61] at laboratory energies below

125 MeV (plab ≤ 500 MeV) with cutoff values varying in the

range Λ = 450− 600 MeV, except for the 1S0 and 3P0 partial

waves with I = 1, where we consider extra data at plab = 600
MeV because of the resonance-like behaviors. Table I lists

the numerical values of the LECs. The values for Ĉ3S1 are of

one or two orders of magnitude smaller than C3S1. Still, its

contribution to the 3S1 potential is comparable to that from

C3S1 because the contribution to the 3S1 potential from C3S1

is suppressed by 1/
(

4m2
N

)

to some extent since it is multi-

plied by R2
p, R

2
p′ . A similar situation occurs in the 1S0 partial

wave and the annihilation process.

TABLE I: LO low-energy constants for different cutoffs. The

parameters related to the scattering process are in units of

104 GeV−2, while the parameters related to the annihilation

process are in units of 102 GeV−1

LEC Λ = 450 MeV Λ = 600 MeV

I = 0

C1S0 0.213 0.154

Ĉ1S0 0.031 0.013

Ca

1S0 −1.080 0.668

Ĉa

1S0 20.987 −9.199

C3P0 −0.019 −0.117

Ca

3P0 1.472 0.971

Ca

1P1 1.281 1.478

Ca

3P1 0.737 0.447

C3S1 −0.043 −0.025

Ĉ3S1 0.001 0.0002

Ca

3S1 0.207 −0.388

Ĉa

3S1 4.533 3.326

Ca
ǫ1 −1.982 0.743

I = 1

C1S0 −0.051 0.016

Ĉ1S0 −0.004 0.025

Ca

1S0 −0.398 1.270

Ĉa

1S0 4.730 −14.110

C3P0 0.242 0.179

Ca

3P0 1.177 0.570

Ca

1P1 1.270 1.066

Ca

3P1 1.336 1.214

C3S1 0.014 0.032

Ĉ3S1 0.001 0.001

Ca

3S1 0.211 −0.081

Ĉa

3S1 9.208 −4.512

Ca
ǫ1 1.720 −2.078

The phase shifts obtained in our study, the NLO non-

relativistic results [33], and the N̄N PWA [61] for laboratory

energies up to 200 MeV are shown in Figs. 2-5. The par-

tial waves are labeled in the spectral notation (2I+1)(2S+1)LJ ,

and the bands are generated by varying the cutoff in the

range Λ = 450 − 600 MeV for both the relativistic and non-

relativistic calculations. The LO non-relativistic phase shifts

are not included for comparison because the annihilation po-

tential, in this case, is only non-zero for the 1S0 and 3S1

partial waves. Hence, the descriptions of the phase shifts of
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other partial waves are very bad. In addition, even for the 1S0

and 3S1 partial waves, the differences between the LO non-

relativistic phase shifts and the PWA are significant compared

with the differences between the NLO non-relativistic phase

shifts and the PWA.

The LO relativistic results of the J = 0 partial waves agree

with the PWA for the energy region shown here. Compared

with its NLO non-relativistic counterpart, the overall cutoff

dependence of the LO relativistic phase shifts is weaker, es-

pecially for the real parts of the phase shifts of the I = 1
partial waves. At the same time, one can observe a sizeable

cutoff dependence in the NLO non-relativistic results for ener-

gies above 150 MeV because of the resonance-like behaviors.

Since the number of free parameters for the J = 0 partial

waves in the LO relativistic and NLO non-relativistic poten-

tials is identical (4 for the 1S0 partial wave and 2 for the 3P0

partial wave, including annihilation parameters), the relatively

weaker cutoff dependence has to do with the relativistic cor-

rections of the scattering equation and the scattering potentials

at orders higher than O
(

p2
)

(in the conventional Weinberg

power counting). Note that the NLO non-relativistic results

are obtained by fitting to the PWA of Ref. [61] at plab ≤ 500
MeV, while in our study one more datum at plab = 600MeV is

also included in the fitting process for the 31S0 and 33P0 par-

tial waves as explained above. However, adapting the same fit-

ting strategy in the NLO non-relativistic framework ruins the

descriptions of PWA at plab ≤ 500 MeV. Therefore, the im-

provement in the cutoff dependence in the relativistic frame-

work cannot be completely attributed to the differences in the

fitting procedures. An exception exists in the imaginary part

of the phase shift of the 11S0 partial wave, where the cutoff

dependence of the LO relativistic results is sizeable at lab-

oratory energies above 150 MeV. This is related to the de-

scription of the 13P1 partial wave, whose PWA yields a neg-

ative phase at low energies, which tends to become positive

at higher energies. As argued in Ref. [33], reproducing such

phase shifts requires a repulsive potential at large separations

of the antinucleon and nucleon but becomes attractive at short

distances. Since the scattering potential for 3P1 is controlled

by the LECs in the 1S0 partial wave as shown in Eq. 16,

the description of δI

(

11S0

)

is influenced by the demand for

such an attractive potential. Improvement might be possible

at NLO.

For the J = 1 uncoupled channels, the LO relativistic and

NLO non-relativistic results are comparable. The NLO non-

relativistic result is better for the imaginary part of the phase

shift in the 11P1 partial wave. In comparison, the LO rela-

tivistic results are better for the real part of the phase shift

in the 31P1 partial wave. Still, the relativistic corrections are

not attractive enough to account for the discrepancies between

the calculated phase shifts and the PWA. As for other partial

waves, both results are comparable, but the cutoff dependence

of the LO relativistic results is weaker than that of the NLO

non-relativistic results at laboratory energies above 150 MeV,

in analogy to the results for the 31S0 and 33P0 partial waves.

It should be emphasized that the LO relativistic scattering po-

tentials for the 1P1 and 3P1 partial waves are determined by

S- wave LECs as shown in Eq. (16). In contrast, the NLO non-

relativistic scattering potentials contain as many LECs as the

annihilation potentials. Thus, the improvements in the cutoff

dependence must originate from the relativistic corrections.

For the J = 1 coupled channels, the S-wave phase shifts

are generally well reproduced. The 3D1 phase shift and mix-

ing angle ǫ1 show strong cutoff dependence. However, it is not

so surprising since they have no free parameters. The intrigu-

ing thing is that the relativistic corrections shift the trends of

δI

(

33D1

)

and Im (ǫ1) to the right direction at laboratory ener-

gies above 100 MeV compared to their non-relativistic coun-

terparts. However, the correction seems too large for the 33D1

partial wave. As a result, the cutoff dependence of δI

(

33S1

)

becomes large at that energy region.

Next, we turn to the near-threshold N̄N structures. The

phase shifts shown in Figs. 2- 5 suggest the existence of bound

states in the 11S0,
13 P0,

13 S1, and 33S1 channels because their

phase shifts are about 180◦ at threshold. Therefore, we search

for possible bound states at the energy region near the N̄N
threshold. The corresponding binding energies obtained with

our relativistic potential and the NLO non-relativistic poten-

tial [33] are summarized in Table II. Although these structures

have complex EB , and the sign of the real part of EB is even

positive in some cases, according to Refs. [33, 69], the poles

that we found can still be referred to as bound states because

they lie on the physical sheet and move below the threshold

when the annihilation potential is switched off. Note that

compared to the NLO non-relativistic results, a bound state

emerges in the 33S1 channel with a relatively large width,

which reflects the differences in the potentials of the 33S1−33

D1 coupled channel. Moreover, We also find a deeply bound

state with EB = (−102.2,−152.5)− i (79.1, 199.3) MeV in

the 11S0 channel, whose quantum number is consistent with

the pseudoscalar interpretation of X(1835), X(1840), and

X(1880) suggested by the BESIII Collaboration [2, 6], de-

spite that it is located far below the N̄N threshold and our

result suffer relatively large uncertainties. A firm conclusion

can only be drawn once reliable theoretical uncertainties can

be estimated. We want to mention that the studies employ-

ing the semi-phenomenological N̄N interactions have found

a bound state in the 11S0 channel [70–73], although the pre-

dicted binding energies are rather different. Therefore, a NLO

study is needed to confirm the nature of this state. Apart from

the bound states, the phase shifts exhibit resonance-like struc-

tures in 31S0 and 33P0 partial waves at energies above 150
MeV. Thus, we also look for poles in the second Riemann

sheet in these two channels. However, we do not find any

resonant states in this energy region.

TABLE II: N̄N bound states and their binding energies. The

uncertainties originate from the variation of the cutoff in the

range Λ = 450− 600 MeV.

Partial Wave
EB (MeV)

LO relativistic NLO non-relativistic [33]
11S0 (−102.2,−152.5) − i (79.1, 199.3) No near-threshold structure
13P0 (−1.5,−2.1) − i (20.2, 21.0) (−1.1, 1.9) − i (17.8, 22.4)
13S1 (−7.1, 28.8) − i (45.5, 49.2) (5.6, 7.7) − i (49.2, 60.5)
33S1 (−17.6, 7.0) − i (128.9, 134.4) No near-threshold structure
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FIG. 2: Real and imaginary parts of the phase shift for the 1S0 and 3P0 partial waves. The gray bands show the LO relativistic

chiral EFT results with the cutoff in the range Λ = 450–600 MeV. The pink bands show the NLO non-relativistic chiral EFT

results of Ref. [33]. The blue dots refer to the solution of the PWA of Ref. [61].

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We have studied the N̄N interaction in the covariant chi-

ral effective field theory. The N̄N potential was calculated

at LO, and the corresponding LECs were determined by fit-

ting to the phase shifts and inelasticities provided by the PWA

of the p̄p scattering data [61]. The overall description of the

PWA with the LO relativistic potential is comparable to that

obtained with the NLO non-relativistic potential, similar to

the situation observed in the NN interaction. In addition, we
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FIG. 3: Same as Fig. 2, but for the 1P1 and 3P1 partial waves.

searched for near N̄N threshold structures, and found sev-

eral bound states in the 11S0,
13 P0,

13 S1, and 33S1 channels.

The quantum number of 11S0 supports the pseudoscalar in-

terpretation ofX(1835),X(1840), andX(1880) observed by

the BESIII Collaboration. However, the mass of this bound

state is much smaller than X(1835),X(1840), and X(1880).
A NLO study is needed to confirm the nature of this state.

We note that there is a bound state with a binding energy

EB = (−17.6, 7.0)− i (128.9, 134.4)MeV in the 33S1 chan-

nel, which is, however, missing in the non-relativistic interac-

tion.

Although the p̄p data can be described reasonably well in

the relativistic approach, comparable to or even slightly better

than the NLO non-relativistic results, further refinements can
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FIG. 4: Same as Fig. 2, but for the 3S1 − 3D1 partial waves with I = 0.

still be made. For example, the annihilation potential is ap-

proximated in the conventional Weinberg power counting, the

theoretical uncertainties are estimated roughly by varying the

cutoff, and full renormalization group invariance has not been

achieved. We will study these issues in the future.
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Appendix A: Generalized Fierz identities

This section briefly introduces the generalized Fierz identi-

ties; a detailed derivation can be found in Ref. [63]. We start

with some notations. The Clifford algebra Γi matrices are,

ΓS = 1,

ΓV = γµ,

ΓT = σµν ,

ΓAV = iγµγ5,

ΓA = γ5. (A1)

An ordering of quadrilinears is defined as

eI (1234) =
(

Ψ̄1ΓIΨ2

) (

Ψ̄3Γ
IΨ4

)

, (A2)

where I ∈ {S,A, V,AV, T }. In this notation, the standard

Fierz transformation gives the relation between the eI(1234)
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FIG. 5: Same as Fig. 2, but for the 3S1 − 3D1 partial waves with I = 1.

and the eJ(1432),

eI (1234) =
∑

J

FIJeJ (1432) , (A3)

where FIJ is the matrix element of a 4× 4 matrix F ,

F =
1

4















1 1 1
2 −1 1

4 −2 0 −2 −4

12 0 −2 0 12

−4 −2 0 −2 4

1 −1 1
2 1 1















. (A4)

Eq. (A2) can be abbreviated as

e (1234) = F (1432) . (A5)

In the standard Fierz relation, the exchanged spinors remain

the same type, i.e., a u-spinor/v-spinor remains a u-spinor/v-

spinor. It is possible to interchange a pair of u-spinors to v-

spinors in quadrilinears. For illustration, we consider a sim-

ple example where we want to interchange the positions of the

spinors in the first and second place. The results of other rear-

rangements can be obtained similarly. Consider a quadrilinear

eI (2
c1c34) =

(

Ψ̄cΓIΨ
c
) (

Ψ̄ΓIΨ
)

, (A6)

where Ψc denotes that if Ψ is a u-spinor, Ψc is a v-spinor and

vice versa. Ψc and Ψ are related by,

Ψc = γ0CΨ
∗, (A7)

with C the aforementioned charge transformation operator,

and

C−1ΓIC = ηIΓ
T
I , (A8)

with the value of ηI is

ηI =

{

+1 I = S,AV,A

−1 I = V, T
. (A9)
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Using Eq. (A8) and some matrix algebra, we obtain

Ψ̄ΓIΨ = −ηIΨ̄cΓIΨ
c. (A10)

Therefore, we obtain the relation between the quadrilinears

eI (1234) and the quadrilinears that the position of the first

and second spinors are interchanged eJ (2c1c34),

eI (1234) =
∑

J

SIJeJ (2
c1c34) , (A11)

where SIJ is the element of the matrix

S = diag (−1,+1,+1,−1,−1) . (A12)

Following the procedure introduced above and making full

use of the standard Fierz transformations, we can obtain the

generalized Fierz identities,

e (1234) = K(abcd)e(abcd), (A13)

where the matrix K is summarized in Table III.

TABLE III: Fierz matrices for all scalar combinations.

Final order K

(1234) 1

(1432) F

(2c1c34) S

(124c3c) S

(13c2c4) SFS

(13c4c2) SF

(142c3c) FS

(2c1c4c3c) SS = 1

(31c2c4) SF

(31c4c2) SFS

(4c1c2c3c) F

(4c1c32) FS
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