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Considered to be  clusterK̄N

( )mK̄ + mN ∼ 1.43 GeV/c2

R. Dalitz and S. Tuan, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 10, 307 (1960).
R. Dalitz, T. Wong, and G. Rajasekaran, Phys. Rev. 153,1617 (1967).



 Λ(1405)
J. M. M. Hall et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 132002



How to experimentally determine  
the internal structure of exotic hadrons?
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Antikaonic nuclei

Feedback to Λ(1405)

- Meson as a constituent 
- Large binding energy 
- Compact & Dense
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The lightest -nucleusK̄
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The lightest -nucleusK̄
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The lightest -nucleusK̄

K̄NN



The lightest -nucleusK̄

K̄NN

No theoretical study doubts the existence of ,K̄NN

 = 9 — 95 MeVBE  = 16 — 110 MeVΓ
but predicted  &  highly depend on model.BE Γ

L. Tolos & L. Fabbietti, Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys. 112 (2020) 103770

We conducted an experimental search for  @ J-PARC (E15 experiment)K̄NN



Exp. studies for  so farK̄NN

202020102000

First calculation for K−pp
PLB 535 (2002) 70

Many theoretical calculations
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Production of -nucleiK̄
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T. Kishimoto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 4701



Production of -nucleiK̄
 elementary cross sections @ (K−, N) θN = 0∘

VOLUME 83, NUMBER 23 P H Y S I C A L R E V I E W L E T T E R S 6 DECEMBER 1999

It is given by the two body laboratory cross section multi-
plied by the so-called effective nucleon number (Neff).

We first use the plane wave approximation to evaluate
N

pw
eff . At 0±, where only non-spin-flip amplitude is rele-

vant, N
pw
eff is given by

N
pw
eff ! !2J 1 1" !2jN 1 1" !2!K 1 1"

3

√

!K jN J
0 2

1
2

1
2

!2

F!q" . (2)

In this equation we assumed that a nucleon in a jN orbit
is knocked out and a kaon enters in an !K orbit making a
transition from a 01 closed shell target to a spin J state.
Here the form factor F!q" is given by the initial nucleon
and final kaon wave functions as

F!q" !

√
Z

r2 dr RK !r"RN !r"jL!qr"

!2

, (3)

where L ! J 6 1
2 is the transferred angular momentum.

For an oscillator potential of radius parameter b, the
radial wave function is

R!!r" ! c!!r#b"!e2r2#2b2
(4)

for nodeless states, where c! ! $2l12#b3pp !2l 1
1"!!%1#2. In the present case it is enough to consider
natural parity stretched states with L ! !N 1 !K since
the transferred momentum q is larger than the Fermi
momentum. The form factor [Eq. (4)] is well known for
the harmonic oscillator wave function [13] as

F!q" !
!2Z"Le2Z

$!2L 1 1"!!%2

$G!L 1 3#2"%2

G!!K 1 3#2"G!!N 1 3#2"
(5)

with Z ! !bq"2#2, where the radius parameter b ! mv
h̄

has to be replaced by
2
b2 !

1
b2

N
1

1
b2

K
(6)

to account for the different radius parameters for the
nucleon (bN ) and the kaon (bK ) where 1#b2

K !
p

8#b2
N .

N
pw
eff is further reduced by the distortion of incoming and

outgoing waves as

Neff ! N
pw
eff Deik . (7)

The distortion Deik is estimated by the eikonal absorption
where the imaginary parts of the K2 and proton optical
potentials are given by their total cross sections with
nucleons. At PK ! 1 GeV#c, total cross sections of the
K2 nucleon and the p nucleon are almost the same, and
we take both to be 40 mb. The small radius parameter b
indicates larger cross sections through the high momentum
component; we thus evaluated Neff for bK ! bN also as
the smallest value.

The cross section of the elementary reaction was given
by the phase shift analysis of available data [15]. Here we
need to consider only the non-spin-flip amplitude ! f" as

explained above. Since the kaon and nucleon are isospin 1
2

particles there are I ! 0 ! f0" and I ! 1 ! f1" amplitudes.
The amplitudes for elastic and charge exchange scattering
are represented by appropriate linear combinations of the
isospin amplitudes as

fK2n!K2n ! f1, (8)

fK2p!K2p !
1
2

! f1 1 f0" , (9)

fK2p!K̄0n !
1
2

! f1 2 f0" . (10)

The c.m. (center-of-mass) differential cross section of the
three reactions at 180± are shown in Fig. 3 as a function of
incident kaon momentum. The cross sections depend on
the incident momentum. For instance, the K2p ! K2p
reaction has a peak at around 1 GeV#c. We thus take
1 GeV#c for the incident kaon momentum. Since the tar-
get nucleon is moving in a nucleus, Fermi averaging has
to be made for the two body cross section which smears
the fine momentum dependence. The c.m. cross section
is reduced by 20% to 30% depending on models for this
averaging. We take &1.3 mb#sr as the c.m. cross section
at 1 GeV#c.

Here we consider I ! 0 symmetric nuclei as targets.
The (K2, p) reaction produces only an I ! 1 state; on the
other hand, the (K2, n) reaction can produce both I ! 0
and 1 states. The K̄N system is strongly attractive in the
I ! 0 channel though not so much in the I ! 1 channel.
The kaon-nucleus potential is an average of both channels
and thus depends little on the total isospin of kaonic nuclei.
Consequently, we expect that the I ! 0 state produced by
the (K2, n) reaction appears at nearly the same excitation
energy. The elementary cross section for the (K2, n)
reaction in Eq. (1) becomes the sum of the K2n ! K2n
and K2p ! K̄0n cross sections. The incoherent sum
of the two cross sections may not be inappropriate for
the evaluation since the K2 and K̄0 mass difference is
considered to be large on a nuclear physics scale.
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FIG. 3. The c.m. differential cross sections of the three reac-
tions are shown as a function of incident kaon lab momentum.
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T. Kishimoto. Phys. Rev. 
Lett. 83 (1999) 4701
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J-PARC E15
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Inclusive measurement
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Exclusive measurement
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Theoretical calculation
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Fig. 3. Comparison between theoretical and
experimental results of the Λp invariant mass
spectrum dσ/dMΛp for the K−3He → Λpn
reaction in the momentum transfer window
350 MeV/c < qΛp < 650 MeV/c. For the ex-
perimental data we subtract the background con-
tribution in the experimental analysis [9].

spectrum strongly suggests that the K̄NN bound state was indeed generated in the J-PARC E15
experiment.

4. Summary

In this manuscript we have investigated the origin of the peak structure of the Λp invariant mass
spectrum near the K−pp threshold in the K−3He→ Λpn reaction, which was recently observed in the
J-PARC E15 experiment. For this purpose, we have calculated the cross section of the K−3He→ Λpn
reaction and Λp invariant mass spectrum based on the scenario that a K̄NN bound state is generated
and it eventually decays into Λp. As a result, we have found that the behavior of the calculated dif-
ferential cross section d2σ/dMΛpdqΛp is entirely consistent with the experimental data. In particular,
the peak for the quasi-elastic scattering of the K̄ at the first collision in the Λp invariant mass spec-
trum, which exists above the K−pp threshold, is highly suppressed when we restrict the momentum
transfer to the region 350 MeV < qΛp < 650 MeV, as done in the experimental analysis [9]; with
this cut only the peak for the K̄NN bound state below the K−pp threshold survives. Furthermore,
throughout a wide range of the Λp invariant mass, our calculation reproduces almost quantitatively
the experimental mass spectrum with the momentum transfer cut. These findings strongly suggest
that the K̄NN bound state was indeed generated in the J-PARC E15 experiment.
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Mass and Width of K̄NN
BE Γ

 42±3 (stat.) +3
−4 (syst.) MeV  100±7 (stat.) +19

−9 (syst.) MeV
* Obtained as peak position & width of simple Breit-Wigner

26 − 28 MeVS. Ohnishi et al.,  
Phys. Rev. C 95 (2017) 065202 31 − 59 MeV

N. Shevchenko,  
Few-Body Syst. 61 (2020) 27 29 − 30 MeV 46 − 47 MeV

A. Dote et al., 
Phys. Lett. B 784 (2018) 405 14 − 59 MeV 16 − 38 MeV

Theoretical predictions with chiral SU(3) based  interactionK̄N

* Mesonic decay width only

J-PARC E15 
PRC 102 (2020) 044002

Consistent Exp > Theor



Ongoing analysis for -nucleiK̄
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• Two disributions are quite similar 
• structure below the threshold, QF-K-, and broad background
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Fig. 1. a) 2D event distribution plot on the M (= IM!p ) and the momentum transfer q (q!p ) for the !pn final state. The M F (q) given in Eq. (2), the mass threshold M(Kpp), 
and the kinematical boundary for !pn final state, are plotted in the figure. The lower q boundary corresponds to θn = 0 (forward n), and the upper boundary corresponds to 
θn = π (backward n). The histograms of projection onto the M axis b), and onto q axis c) are also given together with the decompositions of the fit result.

tation. On the other hand, the distribution centroid of M above 
M(Kpp) depends on q, and the yield vanishes rapidly as a function 
of q. The centroid shifts to the heavier M side for the larger q, sug-
gesting its non-resonant feature, i.e. the propagator’s kinetic energy 
is converted to the relative kinetic energy between ! and p, near 
the lower q boundary. Thus, the most natural interpretation would 
be non-resonant absorption of quasi-free ‘K ’ by the ‘N N ’ spectator 
(QFKA) due to the final state interaction (FSI). This process can be 
understood as a part of the quasi-free K reaction, in which most 
K s escape from the nucleus, as we published in [21]. Note that 
there is another change in event distributions at M(Kpp), i.e., the 
event density is low close to the θn = 0 line below M(Kpp), while 
it is high above M(Kpp) (this point will be separately discussed in 
the last section).

This spectral substructure is in relatively good agreement with 
that of Sekihara–Oset–Ramos’s spectroscopic function [23] to ac-
count for the observed structure in [22]. Actually, their spectrum 
has two structures, namely A) a “K −pp” pole below the mass 
threshold M(Kpp) (meson bound state), and B) a QFKA process 
above the M(Kpp). Thus, the interpretation of the internal sub-
structures near M(Kpp) is consistent with their theoretical picture.

3. Fitting procedure

We first describe what we can expect if point-like reactions 
happen between an incoming K − and 3He, which goes to a !pn
final state. The events must distribute simply according to the !pn
Lorentz-invariant phase space ρ3(M, q), as shown in Fig. 2a. We 
fully simulated these events based on our experimental setup and 
analyzed the simulated events by the common analyzer applied 
to the experimental data. The result is shown in Fig. 2b, which 
is simply E(M, q) × ρ3(M, q), where E(M, q) is the experimen-
tal efficiency. One can evaluate E(M, q) by dividing Fig. 2b by 
Fig. 2a bin-by-bin, which is given in Fig. 2c. As shown in Fig. 2c, 
we have sufficient and smooth experimental efficiency at the re-
gion of interest, M ≈ M(Kpp) at lower q, based on the careful 
design of the experimental setup. On the other hand, the efficiency 

is rather low at the dark blue region and even less toward the 
kinematical boundary, as shown in Fig. 2c. If we simply apply the 
acceptance correction, the statistical errors of those bins become 
huge and very asymmetric. This fact makes the acceptance correc-
tion of the entire (M, q) region unrealistic. Therefore, we applied 
a reverse procedure, i.e., we prepared smooth functions f{ j}(M, q)

(to account for the j-th physical process) and multiplied that with 
E(M, q) × ρ3(M, q) (= Fig. 2b) bin-by-bin. In this manner, one 
can reliably estimate how the physics process should be observed 
in our experimental setup, and this permitted us to calculate the 
mean-event-number expected in each 2D bin. The three introduced 
model functions (at the best fit parameter set) are shown in Fig. 3.

A very important and striking structure exists below M(Kpp), 
which could be assigned as the “K − pp” signal. To make the fitting 
function as simple as possible, let us examine the event distri-
bution by using the same function as was applied in [22], i.e., a 
product of B.W. depending only on M , and an S-wave harmonic-
oscillator form-factor depending only on q as:

f{Kpp} = CKpp
(
%Kpp/2

)2

(
M − MKpp

)2 +
(
%Kpp/2

)2 exp

(

−
(

q
Q Kpp

)2
)

, (1)

where MKpp and %Kpp are the B.W. pole position and the width, 
Q Kpp is the reaction form-factor parameter, and CKpp is the nor-
malization constant, as shown in Fig. 3a.

A model-function of the QFKA channel, f{Q F KA} (M, q), is intro-
duced as follows. As described, we assume that a ‘K ’ propagates 
between the two successive reactions. It consists of 1) K −N →
‘K ’N and 2) non-resonant ‘K ’ + ‘N N ’ → ! + p in the FSI. When the 
‘K ’ propagates at momentum q as an on-shell particle in the spec-
tator’s rest frame (≡ laboratory-frame), then the resulting invariant 
mass M (≡ I M!p(‘K + N N ’)) can be given as:

M F (q) =
√

4m2
N + m2

K + 4mN

√
m2

K + q2, (2)
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BK̄NNN = xx ± 11(stat) MeV
ΓK̄NNN ∼ 100 MeV
σK̄NNN→Λd ∼ 4 μb

cf . BK̄NN = 42 ± 3 (stat) +3
−4 (syst) MeV@E15 PRC
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Peak observed in  invariant-mass could be signal of .Λd K̄NNN
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How to experimentally determine  
the internal structure of -nuclei?K̄



Future plan

bigger!
current CDS

New CDS



New CDS

coil
return yoke

p

nK-
“K-pp” formation

“K-pp” decay
p -recoil

p

polarimeter
tracker stack

0 1m

CDC

inner Z trig

DEF

Cap
hodoscope

BDC

>90% solid angle coverage

Neutron detection capability

Sensitivity for proton polarization

Construction has been started 
(Completed in 2025)



Construction has been started 
(Completed in 2025)



New programs for kaonic nuclei
Heavier system

 (I=0)K−ppn − K̄0pnn

 systemK̄NNN

 reaction 4He(K−, N)
Door to heavier system

-K− α

 systemK̄NNNN

 reaction 6Li(K−, d)
-K̄0 α

Expected large B.E. & high density

 systemK̄NN

Measuring  & dσ/dq αΛp

 determinationJP

To confirm the existence 
more robustly

 decayK̄NN → Λn

Search for (K̄NN)1/2,−1/2

Isospin partner of observed K̄NN

Non-mesonic 
, , Λp Σ0p Σ+n

Decay branch
Mesonic 

, πΛN πΣN

Lighter system

Λ(1405)

 reaction 
  decay  

& 
  decay as well

d(K−, n)
π±Σ∓

π0Σ0

with wider q-region
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Are you interested in? Join us!



Summary
We observed the first clear 

signal of  in J-PARC E15K̄NN
We would like to robustly confirm 

the existence of -nuclei 
& 

clarify their internal structure

K̄

New experiments will 
(hopefully) start from 2026

Thank you for your attention!


