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Inspired by the newly observed X(2085) by the BESIII Collaboration, we study the strong decay behaviors
of excited axialvector strange mesons within the quark pair creation model. Our results indicate that the
K1(1793)/K1(1861) can be regarded as the same K1(2P) state, and the K1(1911) is assigned as the K1(2P′)
state. Considering the mass, spin-parity, and decay behaviors, we interpret the newly observed X(2085) as the
radially excited K1(3P) state, which mainly decays into the ρ(1450)K, ω(1420)K, πK∗(1410), ρK1(1270), and
ρK∗(892) final states. Also, the width of K1(3P′) state is predicted to be about 300 MeV, which can be searched
for by future experiments. We expect that present calculations can help us to better understand the nature of the
X(2085) structure.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the BESIII Collaboration reported the signal of
X(2085) in the process e+e− → pK−Λ̄ + c.c with a statistical
significance greater than 20σ. The quantum numbers of this
new structure are determined as JP = 1+ in an amplitude
analysis, and the pole positions are measured to be Mpole =

(2086±4±6) MeV and Γpole = (56±5±16) MeV [1]. Since the
X(2085) locates near the pΛ̄ threshold, it displays as a clear
enhancement in the pΛ̄ invariant mass distribution. Although
the isospin is not determined experimentally, the strong decay
mode pΛ̄ suggests that it should has an isospin I = 1/2 in
theory. Considering the mass, spin-parity, and decay mode,
one can investigate the possible nature of this structure, such
as a conventional strange meson, an exotic state, the mixture
between conventional and exotic states, or the kinematic effect
near threshold.

Understanding the mass spectra and internal structures for
various hadrons is the basic topic of hadron physics. Besides
the conventional mesons and baryons, more and more exotic
resonances are observed in the past two decades, which
challenge the traditional qq̄ and qqq pictures in the quark
model and provide new insights for the strong interactions in
the non-perturbative energy region. However, before claiming
a particle as an exotic state, the possibility of it being an
ordinary meson or baryon should be carefully studied. Thus,
it is essential for us to study the conventional spectroscopy
carefully and perform the reasonable interpretation for the
newly observed particles.

There have been already lots of works for the low-lying
strange mesons. Godfrey and Isgur calculated the mass
spectrum of strange mesons using the relativized quark
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model [2], which can describe the low-lying spectrum
reasonably. The strong decays and mixing angles for
K1(1270) and K1(1400) are studied within the quark
pair creation model together with the relativized quark
model [3]. Then, Barnes et al. investigated the strong
decays of the observed excited kaons by using the quark
pair creation model associated with the simple harmonic
oscillator wave functions [4]. Ebert et al. analyzed the
mass spectrum and Regge trajectories of kaons within a
relativistic quark model [5], where many excited kaons
are predicted theoretically. Pang et al. investigated the
low-lying mass spectrum and strong decays for strange
mesons systematically [6]. In our previous work [7], we
investigated the 0++ sector for strange mesons with the quark
pair creation model, and predicted possible highly excited
ones. A recently systematical investigation on excited kaons
was done, which provides reasonable information for excited
strange mesons [8]. However, owing to the complexity of
strange mesons, it is difficult to perfectly explain all the
experimental data simultaneously. Until now, the low-lying
strange mesons are far away form established, much less the
highly excited states.

Here, we concentrate on the axialvector strange mesons,
which has a spin-parity JP = 1+. With unequal quark masses,
the total spin of two quarks S = s1 + s2 is not a conserved
quantity, that is [S,H] , 0. Then, the physical states should
be the superpositions of the theoretical states n2S+1LJ , where
the notation of spectroscopy is adopted. These superpositions
introduce the mixing angles, and increase the difficulties and
uncertainties of theoretical studies. For convenience, the
observed JP = 1+ strange mesons together with possible
assignments are listed in Table I. Actually, except for the
lowest K1(1270) and K1(1400) resonances, the assignments of
other observed JP = 1+ strange mesons are still unclear so far.
We want to emphasize that the study on these excited strange
mesons can help us to establish and perfect the excited nonets,
understand the spectroscopy of light mesons systematically,
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supply a clear physical background for the investigation
of exotic states, and provide helpful information for future
experiments in searching for highly excited particles.

In present work, we adopt the quark pair creation model to
study the strong decay behaviors of JP = 1+ strange mesons,
and attempt to clarify the nature of X(2085) and relevant
resonances. Our results indicate that the X(2085) can be
regarded as the conventional K1(3P) state in the traditional
quark model. Also, the width of K1(3P′) state is predicted
to be about 300 MeV, which can be searched for by future
experiments.

TABLE I: The experimental status and possible assignments for the
axialvector kaons.

State Mass (MeV) Width (MeV) Possible assignments
K1(1270) [9] 1253 ± 7 90 ± 20 K1(1P)
K1(1400) [9] 1403±7 174±13 K1(1P′)
K1(1650) [9] 1650±50 150±50 · · ·

K1(1861) [10] 1861±10+16
−46 149±41+231

−23 K1(2P)
K1(1911) [10] 1911±37+124

−48 276±50+319
−159 K1(2P′)

K1(1793) [11] 1793±59+153
−101 365±157+138

−215 K1(2P)
K1(1968) [11] 1968±65+70

−172 396±170+174
−178 · · ·

X(2085) [1] 2086±4±6 56±5±16 K1(3P)

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we analyse
the masses of possible candidates for the radially excited
JP = 1+ strange mesons. In Sec. III, we briefly introduce the
quark pair creation model, and then present our results and
discussions. Finally, a summary is given in Sec. IV.

II. MASS

In this section, we investigate the possible assignments of
the observed axialvetor strange mesons according to their
masses. In the Review of Particle Physics (RPP) [9],
the K1(1270) and K1(1400) are clarified into the mixtures
or superpositions of K1(11P1) and K1(13P1) states. More
explicitly, the mixing scheme for physical states for 1+ strange
mesons can be expressed as(

|K1(nP)⟩
|K1(nP′)⟩

)
=

(
cos θnP sin θnP
− sin θnP cos θnP

) (
|K1(n1P1)⟩
|K1(n3P1)⟩

)
, (1)

where the θnP is known as the mixing angle between K1(n1P1)
and K1(n3P1) states. These mixing angles will be discussed in
the next section together with the strong decays.

The next 1+ resonance listed in the RPP is named
as K1(1650) [9], which collects several experimental
measurements and assigns the different structures as a single
state K1(1650). Experimentally, the original K1(1650) was
observed in the K+p → ϕK+p reaction by using the
CERN Omega spectrometer in 1986 [12]. The K1(1793)
and K1(1968) were first reported in the J/ψϕ invariant
mass distribution of the B+ → J/ψϕK+ reaction by LHCb
Collaboration in 2016 [11]. In 2021, the LHCb Collaboration
reanalysed the B+ → J/ψϕK+, and observed the K1(1861)
and K1(1911) resonances [10]. Because these structures have

quite different masses and decay behaviors, it is difficult to
treat them as a single state in theory. Thus, we prefer to denote
them as five different structures and discuss the assignments
separately as shown in Table I.

Theoretically, there should have two states K1(2P) and
K1(2P′) in the mass region of 1750 ∼ 1950 MeV. We estimate
a wide range for 2P-wave states since the theoretical works
also predicted significantly different masses for them. The
Godfrey-Isgur’s relativized quark model predicted the K1(2P)
and K1(2P′) states to be 1897 and 1928 MeV, respectively [2].
In the modified version of this model, their masses were
estimated as 1840 and 1861 MeV [6]. In the relativistic quark
model [5], the authors predicted the 2P states with masses of
1757 and 1893 MeV. It can be seen that the mass predictions
for these radial excited states are still controversial, and only
rough range can obtained. According to the theoretical and
experimental status of 2P states, we tentatively assign the
K1(1793) and K1(1861) as the K1(2P) state, and K1(1911) as
the K1(2P′) state. These assignments also agree with that of
the LHCb Collaboration, while the K1(1968) with a higher
mass are not considered because its signal significance is
lower than 2σ. The K1(1650) is also not discussed here due to
its lower mass compared with the theoretical predictions.

For the higher excited states, the quark models give
significantly different mass spectrum for mesons, which
brings difficulties to the clarification for excited kaons.
Several reasons and modifications are also discussed in the
literature, such as including the screening effects, introducing
the unquenched mechanism, or refitting the model parameters.
An alternate way is to resort to the Regge trajectories,
which indicates that the light mesons could be grouped into
some straight lines with similar Regge slopes. In previous
works[7, 13–15], the Regge trajectories of nonstrange mesons
and strangeonium are usually studied, while the studies of
excited kaons are relatively few. The recent work predicted
the masses of K1(3P) and K1(3P′) states are 2126 and 2280
MeV, respectively [8]. Considering the experimental status,
we tentatively assign the X(2085) resonance as the K1(3P)
state.

It should be pointed out that these possible assignments
for excited kaons are pretty rough. The reason is that the
theoretical estimations and experimental data of the masses
for these states have large uncertainties and errors, which
leads to the obscure interpretations. Moreover, we also need to
study the strong decay behaviors to further confirm or exclude
the temporary classifications.

III. STRONG DECAYS

A. Quark pair creation model

The quark pair creation model, also denoted as the 3P0
model, was originally introduced by Micu [16] and further
developed by Le Yaouanc et al. [17–19], which has been
widely used to study the Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI)-allowed
strong decays of various hadrons with considerable success
[4, 20–35]. In this model, the strong decay for a
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meson takes place by producing a quark-antiquark pair with
vacuum quantum number JPC = 0++. The newly created
quark-antiquark pair together with the qq̄ in the initial meson,
regroups into the two outgoing mesons. The two possible
quark rearrangement ways are shown in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1: Two-body-decay diagrams of A → BC according to the
3P0 model, where a pair of quark-antiquark are created to form the
final two mesons. In the left diagram, Meson B is formed by quark
in Meson A combined with the created antiquark, and Meson C is
formed by antiquark in Meson A combined with the created quark.
In the right diagram, Meson B is formed by antiquark in Meson A
combined with the created quark, and Meson C is formed by quark
in Meson A combined with the created antiquark.

Following the conventions in Refs. [23, 24], the transition
operator T of the decay A→ BC in the 3P0 model is given by

T = −3γ
∑

m

⟨1m1 − m|00⟩
∫

d3p3d3p4δ
3(p3 + p4)

Ym
1

(p3 − p4

2

)
χ34

1−mϕ
34
0 ω

34
0 b†3(p3)d†4(p4), (2)

where the γ is a dimensionless parameter corresponding
to the production strength of the quark-antiquark pair q3q̄4
with quantum number JPC = 0++. The p3 and p4 are
the momenta of the created quark q3 and antiquark q̄4,
respectively. The χ34

1−m, ϕ34
0 , and ω34

0 are the spin, flavor,
and color wave functions of q3q̄4 system, respectively. The
solid harmonic polynomial Ym

1 (p) ≡ |p|1Ym
1 (θp, ϕp) reflects

the momentum-space distribution of the q3q̄4.
The S matrix of the process A→ BC is defined by

⟨BC|S |A⟩ = I − 2πiδ(EA − EB − EC)⟨BC|T |A⟩, (3)

where |A⟩, |B⟩, and |C⟩ are the wave functions of the mock
mesons [36]. Then, the transition matrix element ⟨BC|T |A⟩
can be written as

⟨BC|T |A⟩ = δ3(pA − pB − pC)MMJA MJB MJC (p), (4)

where MMJA MJB MJC (p) is the helicity amplitude. In the
calculation, the partial wave amplitude MLS (p) is usually
adopted, and it relate to the helicity amplitude by a recoupling
transformation [37],

MLS (p) =
∑

MJB ,MJC ,
MS ,ML

⟨LMLS MS |JAMJA⟩

⟨JBMJB JC MJC |S MS ⟩

×

∫
dΩY∗LML

MMJA MJB MJC (p). (5)

In the literature, various choices of 3P0 models exist, and
they typically differ in the quark pair creation vertex, the
phase space conventions, and the employed wave functions
for initial and final mesons. In present work, we restrict
to the simplest vertex as introduced originally by Micu [16]
which assumes a spatially constant pair-production strength
γ, adopt the relativistic phase space, and employ the wave
functions obtained by the relativized quark model [2]. The
flavor wave functions for the mesons are adopted by following
the conventions of Refs. [2, 4] except for (1) f1(1285) =
−0.28nn̄ + 0.96ss̄ and f1(1420) = −0.96nn̄ − 0.28ss̄ [38], (2)
η(1295) = (nn̄ − ss̄)/

√
2 and η(1475) = (nn̄ + ss̄)/

√
2 [39]

with nn̄ = (uū + dd̄)/
√

2. The γ = 0.52 is obtain by fitting
the total width of K∗0(1430) as the 13P0 state as our previous
work [7], and the masses of the final mesons are taken from
the RPP [9].

Then, the decay width Γ(A → BC) can be expressed in
terms of the partial wave amplitude straightforwardly

Γ(A→ BC) =
π|p|

4M2
A

∑
LS

|MLS (p)|2, (6)

where |p| =
√

[M2
A − (MB + MC)2][M2

A − (MB − MC)2]/(2MA),
and MA, MB, and MC are the masses of the mesons A, B, and
C, respectively.

B. Results and discussions

With above formulas and parameters, one can calculate the
strong decays of pure K(n1P1) and K(n3P1) states. Then,
extra mixing angles θnP are needed to obtain the decay widths
for physical states K1(nP) and K1(nP′). For the K1(1270)
and K1(1400), they are usually regarded as the conventional
K1(1P) and K1(1P′) states. The θ1P dependence of the total
decay widths for these two states are shown in Figure 2.
Compared with the experimental data, we can determine
the mixing angle θ1P locates around 10◦. In the literature,
the predicted θ1P has different values such as θ1P = 25◦ or
45◦ [6], θ1P = 45◦ [3, 4], θ1P = 34◦ or 60◦ [40–42]. It can
be seen that the mixture for these low-lying states is quite
significant. On the other hand, the mixing angle θ1P can also
be extracted from the potential models, where the spin-orbit
interaction provide the mixing mechanism. However, a rather
small mixing angle θ1P = −4.1◦ is obtained in the relativized
quark model [2, 43]. This maybe arising from the possible
delicate cancellation between the spin-orbit contributions or
other dynamic mechanism for the K(11P1) and K(13P1)
mixing [3, 44]. Other processes, such as weak decay of τ
lepton, are encouraged to further investigate the mixing angle
θ1P.

There are two structures K1(1793) and K1(1861) as the
candidates of K1(2P) state, and the structure K1(1911) may
be as a K1(2P′) state. The predicted mixing angle θ2P in
the relativized quark model is −14.0◦. With this mixing
angle, the strong decay behaviors are calculated and listed in
Table II ∼ IV. It can be seen that the calculated total decay
widths of K1(1793) and K1(1911) agree with the experimental
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FIG. 2: The decay width of 1P varies with the mixing angle θ. On
the left is the decay width variation of K1(1270), and on the right is
the decay width variation of K1(1400).

data well, while the predicted total width of K1(1861) is
roughly consistent with measurement. Our results suggest
that the K1(1793) and K1(1861) structures should be the same
K1(2P) state by considering the theoretical and experimental
uncertainties. The dominate decay channels for the K1(2P)
state are ρK, K∗(1410)π, ρK∗, πK∗, and ωK, while the
ρK∗(892), K∗(892)π, ρK, K∗(1410)π, and ωK∗(892) channels
are the main decay modes for K1(2P′) state. The dependence
of total widths of K1(1793), K1(1861), and K1(1911) on the
θ2P are displayed in Figure 3. One can see that when θ2P varies
from −90◦ to +90◦, the K1(2P) and K1(2P′) assignments can
always give reasonable descriptions of experiments owing to
the large experimental uncertainties.

(a) K1(1793), K1(1861)
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FIG. 3: The decay width of 2P varies with the mixing angle θ. On
the left is the decay width variation of K1(1793) (red) and K1(1861)
(blue), and on the right is the decay width variation of K1(1911).

Both K1(2P) and K1(2P′) states are broad resonances
with about 200∼350 MeV, which leads to the experimental
explorations more challenging. Indeed, the LHCb
Collaboration have already carried out two systematic
analyses, but the uncertainties of masses and widths are still
so large. Also, the measured channel is ϕK, which is relatively
smaller than the predicted dominate decay modes. According
to present calculations, the ρK, ρK∗, and πK∗ channels are
more suitable to investigate the K1(2P) and K1(2P′) states,
which can be hunt for by the LHCb and BESIII Collaborations
in the future.

As discussed in Sec. II, the X(2085) is a good candidate of
K1(3P) state. The strong decay behaviors of X(2085) as the

TABLE II: Decay widths of K1(1793) as the K1(2P) state. The units
are in MeV.

Channel Mode Γi(21P1) Mode Γi(21P1)
1+ → 1− + 0− ρK 41.13 ωK 13.41

ϕ(1020)K 2.25 K∗(892)π 27.08
K∗(892)η 1.69 K∗(1410)π 52.32

1+ → 1− + 1− ρK∗(892) 55.51 ωK∗(892) 18.55
1+ → 0+ + 0− K∗0(1430)π 3.51
Total width 215.46
Experiment 365±157+138

−215 [11]

TABLE III: Decay widths of K1(1911) as the K1(2P′) state. The units
are in MeV.

Channel Mode Γi(2P′) Mode Γi(2P′)
1+ → 1− + 0− ρK 38.32 ωK 12.47

ϕ(1020)K 7.51 K∗(892)π 46.29
K∗(892)η 0.49 ω(1420)K 10.20
K∗(892)η′ 8.97 K∗(1680)π 0.51
K∗(1410)π 35.94

1+ → 1− + 1− ρK∗(892) 72.85 ωK∗(892) 23.73
1+ → 0+ + 0− K∗0(1430)π 8.65 f0(1370)K 2.36
1+ → 0− + 2− πK2(1770) < 0.01
1+ → 0− + 1+ ηK1(1270) 6.73
Total width 275.03
Experiment 276±50+319

−159[10]

K1(3P) state are listed in Table V, where the predicted mixing
angle θ3P = −12.8◦ in the relativized quark model is adopted.
The calculated total decay width is about 81 MeV, which is
roughly consistent with the measured width 56±5±16 MeV
by the BESIII Collaboration. Thus, our present results support
the assignment of X(2085) as the K1(3P) state. The dominant
decay modes of K1(31P1) state include K∗(1410)π, ρK∗(892),
ω(1420)K, ρ(1450)K, and ρK final states, which is helpful
for precise measurement of the X(2085) structure. The
dependence on the mixing angle θ3P for total decay widths
is shown in Figure. 4. It can be seen that the K1(3P) state is
relatively narrow even the mixing angle varies in a wide range,
which is more easily studied than the K1(2P) and K1(2P′)
states both experimentally and theoretically.

With the predicted mass 2280 MeV for the K1(3P′) state,
the strong decays are presented in Figure. 4 versus the mixing
angle. Also, the total decay width is predicted to be around
300 MeV, and the mainly decay channels are ρK(1460),
ω(1420)K, K∗(892)π, ρK1(1400), K∗(892)a1(1260) and
K∗(892)b1(1235). As a partner of X(2085), we suggest that
the BESIII and LHCb Collaborations can search for this state
in the final state in future.
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TABLE IV: Decay widths of K1(1861) as the K1(2P) state. The units
are in MeV.

Channel Mode Γi(2P) Mode Γi(2P)
1+ → 1− + 0− ρK 50.39 ωK 16.54

ϕ(1020)K 2.80 K∗(892)π 35.36
K∗(892)η 2.42 K∗(892)η′ 4.69

K∗(1680)π 0.08 K∗(1410)π 52.00
1+ → 1− + 1− ρK∗(892) 61.08 ωK∗(892) 20.10
1+ → 0+ + 0− K∗0(1430)π 5.37 f0(1370)K 0.16
1+ → 0− + 1+ ηK1(1270) 0.16
Total width 251.15
Experiment 149±41+231

−23 [10]
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FIG. 4: The decay width of 3P varies with the mixing angle θ. On
the left is the decay width variation of X(2085), and on the right is
the decay width variation of K1(2280).

TABLE V: Decay widths of X(2085) as the K1(3P) state. The units
are in MeV.

Channel Mode Γi(3P) Mode Γi(3P)
1+ → 1− + 0− ρK 5.07 ωK 1.60

ϕ(1020)K 0.84 K∗(892)π 4.26
K∗(892)η 0.09 ω(1420)K 10.90
ρ(1450)K 9.39 K∗(892)η′ 1.78
K∗(1680)π 3.03 K∗(1410)π 14.27
K∗(1410)η 0.39

1+ → 1− + 1+ K∗(892)h1(1170) 0.26 ρK1(1270) 5.07
1+ → 0+ + 0− a0(1450)K 1.24 f0(1370)K 1.01

K∗0(1430)π 0.09 K∗0(1430)η 0.79
1+ → 0− + 1+ ηK1(1400) < 0.01 ηK1(1270) 0.01
1+ → 1− + 1− ϕK∗(892) 0.69 ωK∗(892) 4.13

ρK∗(892) 12.24
1+ → 0− + 2− πK2(1820) < 0.01 πK2(1770) 0.03
1+ → 0− + 3− π K∗3(1780) 3.44
Total width 80.61
Experiment 56±5±16[1]

TABLE VI: Decay widths of K1(3P′) state with initial mass of
2280 MeV. The units are in MeV.

Channel Mode Γi(3P′) Mode Γi(3P′)
1+ → 1− + 0− ρK 11.43 ωK 3.68

ϕ(1020)K 1.91 K∗(892)π 22.94
K∗(892)η < 0.01 ω(1420)K 25.02
ϕ(1680)K 0.90 ω(1650)K 8.45
ρ(1700)K 6.55 ρ(1450)K 17.50
ρK(1460) 26.78 ωK(1460) 8.31
K∗(892)η′ 2.20 K∗(892)π(1300) 12.75

K∗(892)η(1295) 0.95 K∗(1680)π 3.92
K∗(1410)π 14.14 K∗(1410)η 0.12
K∗(1680)η < 0.01

1+ → 1− + 1− ϕK∗(892) 2.10 ωK∗(892) 3.26
ρK∗(892) 9.94

1+ → 0+ + 0− a0(1450)K 0.70 f0(1710)K 0.02
f0(1370)K 0.01 K∗0(1430)π 0.60
K∗0(1430)η 0.29

1+ → 0− + 3− π K∗3(1780) 13.93 Kρ3(1690) 6.72
Kω3(1670) 8.68

1+ → 0− + 2− πK2(1820) 0.77 πK2(1770) 0.24
1+ → 1− + 1+ K∗(892)a1(1260) 19.44 K∗(892)b1(1235) 18.02

K∗(892)h1(1170) 0.78 K∗(892) f1(1285) 8.14
ρK1(1270) 15.75 ρK1(1400) 21.12

1+ → 0− + 1+ ηK1(1400) 0.07 ηK1(1270) 0.11
Total width 298.24
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IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we study the strong decay behaviors of excited
axialvector strange mesons within the quark pair creation
model. Our results indicate that the K1(1793)/K1(1861) can
be regarded as the same K1(2P) state, and the K1(1911) is
assigned as the K1(2P′) state. Given the mass, spin-parity, and
decay behaviors, the newly observed X(2085) is interpreted
as the radially excited K1(3P) state. Future searches for
X(2085) in the ρ(1450)K, ω(1420)K, πK∗(1410), ρK1(1270),
and ρK∗(892) final states can test our present assignment.
Moreover, the width of K1(3P′) state is predicted to be
about 300 MeV, the main decay channels of it are ρK(1460),
ω(1420)K, K∗(892)π, ρK1(1400), K∗(892)a1(1260) and
K∗(892)b1(1235), which can be searched for by future
experiments.

For the axialvector strange mesons, we are still unable
to study their properties precisely, where significant
uncertainties including experimental data, predicted masses,

and mixing angles exist. Compared with the broad K1(2P)
and K1(2P′) states, the narrow X(2085) actually provides
an excellent opportunity for us to carefully investigate the
axialvector strange mesons. Beside the meson-meson decays,
other channels such as pΛ̄ and radiative transition may be
helpful to draw a final conclusion for the structure X(2085).
More experimental and theoretical efforts on X(2085) are
encouraged to better understand its internal structure.
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