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In this supplemental material we present additional graphical representations and tabulated values
of the results discussed in the main text. In particular, predicted inelasticities and scattering lengths
are compared to experiment, Chiral Perturbation Theory, and a Nf = 2 + 1 lattice simulation.
Numerical values for the ρ masses are tabulated.
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FIG. 1. The 68% confidence error ellipses in l̂1, l̂2 from fits to
the Nf = 2 lattice simulations of Bali et al./RQCD [1], Guo
et al./GWU [2], Göckeler et al./QCDSF [5], Lang et al. [3],
Feng et al./ETMC [6], Aoki et al./CP-PACS [4].

CONSISTENCY OF FITS

In the main text, the consistency of the fit parameters
l̂1 and l̂2 is discussed. Fig. 1 displays the 68% confidence
error ellipses (∆χ2 = 2.3) from the discussed UCHPT fits
to Nf = 2 lattice phase shifts from RQCD [1], GWU [2],
Lang et al. [3], CP-PACS [4], QCDSF [5] and ETMC [6].
As mentioned in the main text, the error ellipses from
RQCD, GWU (mπ = 227 MeV and mπ = 315 MeV),
Lang et al., and CP-PACS all have a common overlap;
the ellipse from QCDSF is very slightly off, while the one
from ETMC is clearly incompatible.

MASSES OF THE ρ MESON

In Tab. I we list different values of the ρ mass. The sec-
ond column shows the pion masses of the Nf = 2 simula-
tions. At these unphysical masses, the third columns in-
dicates the Breit-Wigner ρ masses as quoted or extracted
from plots in the respective publications. The following
column shows the Breit-Wigner values converted from
our UCHPT fits to the phase shifts: As discussed in the
main text, this step is necessary if one decides to quote
Breit-Wigner values (mρ, g) as done here. As expected,
the values are are very similar to the ones of the third
column. The following column “Nf = 2 extrapolated”
shows the best fits evaluated at physical pion mass. Note
that for the QCDSF and for the ETMC results we fit
lattice phase shifts from different pion masses simulta-
neously as discussed in the main text. The last column
shows the outcome after including the KK̄ channel, at
the physical pion mass. For these final results we also
quote the statistical and systematic uncertainty in paren-
theses. The latter have been obtained by using different
sets of l̂i in the ππ → KK̄ and KK̄ → KK̄ transitions
as described in the main text.

Fig. 2 illustrates the effect of the Nf = 2 chiral ex-
trapolation indicated with the red arrows. The values
before extrapolation correspond to the fourth column of
Tab. I, the values after extrapolation to the fifth column.
Depending on the used pion masses the values before ex-
trapolation are heavier or lighter than the physical ρ.
After extrapolation the masses are all lighter. The effect
of the KK̄ channel is indicated with the black arrows
and discussed in the main text. For another way of rep-
resenting results, see also Fig. 6 of Ref. [2].

INELASTICITIES AND KK̄ PHASE SHIFTS

The observed ρ mass shift through the KK̄ channel
is significant. Therefore, it has to be checked that the
KK̄ channel is not in conflict with the observed small
inelasticties both in experiment and lattice simulations.
In Fig. 3 some results discussed in the main text are il-
lustrated. The upper two rows represent the two-channel
(ππ and KK̄) fits to the Nf = 2 + 1 lattice eigenvalues
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Mπ BW BW, converted Nf = 2 extrapolated Nf = 2 + 1 extrapolated

RQCD16 [1] 149 715(16)(21) 714 704 770(8)(3)

GWU16 [2]
227 749.2(1.6)(15) 749 721 776(3)(10)
315 795.5(0.7)(16) 795 724 778(4)(11)

QCDSF08 [5]
240 770 776

730 779(7)(6)250 784 781
390 846 844

Lang11 [3] 266 772(6)(8) 774 720 776(5)(9)

ETMC11 [6]
290 980(31) 983

821 827(46)(0.4)
330 1033(31) 1031

CP-PACS07 [4] 328 808(24)(25) 833 750 786(> 100)(> 100)

TABLE I. Breit-Wigner masses of the ρ meson in MeV. Second column: Pion masses of respective studies [MeV]. Third column:
Masses as quoted or extracted from pictures in the respective publications. Fourth column: Breit-Wigner masses mρ (MeV)
as reconstructed from our UCHPT solutions at unphysical pion masses. Fifth column: SU(2) extrapolated fits at physical Mπ.
Sixth column: Final results after including the KK̄ channel. Uncertainties (statistical, systematic) only quoted for these cases.
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FIG. 2. Effect of the Nf = 2 chiral extrapolation to the physi-
cal point in the (mρ, g) plane, indicated with red arrows. The
plot markers with black borders stand for unphysical (mρ, g)
from Breit-Wigner fits to UCHPT solutions (fourth column
of Tab. I). The black arrows are identical to those of Fig. 3
of the main text and indicate the effect of the KK̄ channel.
See Fig. 3 of main text for further labeling.

of the HadronSpectrum calculation [7]. The lighter green
and gray areas show the results obtained from different
analytic fit forms (copied from Fig. 13 of Ref. [7]), the
darker areas represent the fit shown in Fig. 11 of Ref. [7].
Additional uncertainties from the conversion to physical
units, as done here, are ignored.

We extrapolate our SU(2) fits of the Nf = 2 lattice
data to the pion mass of Ref. [7] (Mπ = 236 MeV). Sub-
sequently, the KK̄ channel (MK = 500 MeV) is included,
taking into account the systematic uncertainties tied to
this step as discussed in the main text. This is indicated
with the darker red bands in the first two rows of Fig. 3.
If on top also statistical uncertainties are included, the
areas are indicated with the very narrow lighter red bands
around the darker ones. In the figure we only show the
case of Lang et al. [3] because it is representative for other
Nf = 2 lattice simulations, as can be seen from the error

ellipses shown in Fig 1. We have explicitly checked that
the other Nf = 2 data produce similar outcomes for the
KK̄ phase shift and inelasticity.

As the figure shows, the predicted KK̄ phase shift is
small and with the same negative sign as in the Nf =
2+1 lattice simulation [7] (first row). Also, our predicted
inelasticities are in agreement (second row).

Finally, one can also compare to the inelasticity de-
termined from experiment (data points from Ref. [8] in
the last row). The latter contains contributions from
KK̄ but also from other multi-meson states and provides,
thus, only a limit to the present results (red bands). The
limits determined in Ref. [11] are even more inelastic.
The inelasticity from the KK̄ channel alone, evaluated in
Ref. [9] from the Roy-Steiner determination of Ref. [10],
is indicated with the black dashed lines. It is indeed of
similar, very small, size as our final result.

In addition, the KK̄ inelasticities and KK̄ phase shifts
are similarly small as in Ref. [12] (their Fig. 2). Fur-
thermore, we can compare the ratio of couplings at the
ρ resonance pole to the ππ and the KK̄ channel, re-
cently obtained in the analysis of Ref. [13] (Table I) to be
R = |gρ→KK̄/gρ→ππ| = 0.64. To obtain the correspond-
ing quantity in the present framework, we have selected
the global fit solution to experimental scattering, which
is characterized by a large shift if the KK̄ channel is re-
moved (see the blue stars in Fig. 3 of the main text). In
that property, it is representative for the other results,
all exhibiting a substantial shift of the ρ mass through
the KK̄ channel. By analytically continuing this solu-
tion to the ρ pole, we obtain R = 0.54. In other words,
the coupling of the ρ to the KK̄ channel is even smaller
than that in Ref. [13].

THRESHOLD BEHAVIOR

The predicted scattering lengths and effective ranges
are shown in Table II and compared to experiment and
the results from Chiral Perturbation Theory of Ref. [14].



3

Exp./CHPT RQCD16
GWU16

QCDSF08 Lang11 ETMC11 CP-PACS07
mπ=227 mπ=315

101 a11 0.38±0.02 (exp.) 0.37± 0.31 0.349± 0.003 0.350± 0.001 0.345± 0.003 0.348± 0.005 0.367± 0.003 0.34± 0.67
102 b11 0.48 [O(p4)] 1.14± 29.1 0.638± 0.065 0.627± 0.023 0.695± 0.113 0.656± 0.136 0.911± 0.092 0.701± 40

0.79 [O(p6), set I]

TABLE II. Scattering lengths a11 and effective ranges b11 of the final results. Only statistical errors are shown because the
systematic ones are very small as expected. The experimental value, the O(p4), and the O(p6) results are taken from Ref. [14].
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FIG. 3. Upper two rows: KK̄ phase shift and elasticity η
at Mπ = 236 MeV. The green and gray bands show the re-
sults of the two-channel fits of Ref. [7] to lattice eigenvalue
obtained at this pion mass. The dark red bands show the
predictions of this study with systematic uncertainties (very
narrow light red bands: statistical uncertainties on top). The
last row shows the elasticity at the physical pion mass, to-
gether with the elasticity determined from experiment [8]
(data points) and the KK̄ contribution to the inelasticity
evaluated in Ref. [9] from the Roy-Steiner determination of
Ref. [10] (black dashed line).

The lattice data from the GWU, QCDSF, Lang et al. and
ETMC groups are precise enough to produce relatively
small errors. Some scattering lengths are slightly incom-
patible with the experimental result within the quoted
1-σ intervals while the effective ranges are of similar size
as the CHPT results.
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