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With the data samples taken at center-of-mass energies from 2.00 to 3.08 GeV with the BESIII
detector at the BEPCII collider, a partial wave analysis on the ete™ — 777~ 7% process is per-
formed. The Born cross sections for ete™ — 777~ 7% and its intermediate processes ete™ — pm
and p(1450)7 are measured as functions of /s. The results for ee™ — 777~ 7" are consistent with
previous results measured with the initial state radiation method within one standard deviation,
and improve the uncertainty by a factor of ten. By fitting the line shapes of the Born cross sections
for the ee™ — pm and ete™ — p(1450)7, a structure with mass M = 21194 11 + 15 MeV/c? and
width I' = 694+ 30+ 5 MeV is observed with a significance of 5.90, where the first uncertainties are
statistical and the second ones are systematic. This structure can be intepreteted as an excited w

state.

I. INTRODUCTION

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon
a, = (9—2),/2 plays a very important role to test with
high precision the Standard Model (SM) calculations and
search for new physics signatures [1]. Recent results lead
to a factor of two improvement in precision of the exper-
imental world average [2], which brings to a reevaluation
of the 4.2 standard deviation from the SM predictions ob-
tained by combining results of the E989 and E821 Collab-
orations [3, 4]. The lattice QCD calculations [5] reduce
the discrepancy with the experimental measurement of
the hadron vacuum polarization (HVP) term aj V¥ Fur-
ther studies of the processes included in the HVP con-
tribute to reduce the aEVP uncertainty. Among them, the

contribution of the eTe™ — 77~ 70 process at energies
below 2 GeV is second only to that of the ete™ — 77~
channel. The widely used generator for this process is
Phokhara [6], based on BABAR’s results [7, 8]. A more
precise study of the process eTe™ — 7t7~ 7, based on
amplitude analysis, is needed to improve Phokhara thus
the measurements of a; V" below 2 GeV.

Previously, the process ete™ — ntn~ 70 was stud-
ied at center-of-mass energies (1/s) from 0.6 to 2.0 GeV
in direct ete~ annihilations at SND [9-13] and CMD-
2 [14, 15], and from threshold to 3.0 GeV by BABAR [7, §]
and BESIII [16] with the initial state radiation (ISR)
technique. Among these studies, only the SND exper-
iment performed an amplitude analysis to estimate the
ete™ — pr and p(1450)7 contributions at /s from 1.15



to 2.0 GeV [9-13]. Such studies are now extended within
this work in the energy region from 2.0 to 3.08 GeV with
data collected by BESIII. Throughout this paper, p de-
notes p(770) and pr incorporates p°n®, pt7~ and p~ 7t
with fractions that satisfy isospin conservation.

The measurement of Born cross sections for the
ete™ — w770 process is also critical to search for po-
tential excited vector mesons. In ete™ collisions at ener-
gies below 2 GeV, the vector mesons p, w, and ¢, as
well as their excited states, are produced abundantly.
However, above /s = 2.0 GeV, some higher lying ex-
cited states are not fully identified, and additional ex-
perimental measurements are needed to reveal the na-
tures of potential excited states such as w(2205) [17],
w(2290) [18], and w(2330) [19], since their measured
widths are significantly different from theoretical predic-
tions. In the meantime, recent cross section measure-
ments of ete™ — wrtr™ [20] and eTe™ — wn7? pro-
cesses at BESIII [21] and eTe™ — wnr at BABAR [22, 23]
did not improve the situation due to the large uncertainty
from continuum backgrounds. The structure observed
with significance larger than 50 in the ete™ — wm cross
section line shape was found to be less significant in
the line shape of intermediate processes, which were ex-
tracted from an amplitude analysis quoted as partial
wave analysis (PWA) [24].

With the data samples collected with the BESIII de-
tector at nineteen center-of-mass energies from 2.00 to
3.08 GeV, corresponding to a total integrated luminos-
ity of 647 pb~', the Born cross sections of exclusive
hadron channels have been measured and excited me-
son states have been searched for with the processes
ete™ — nr(958) T~ [25], KT K~ [26], wr [27], wn [27],
KT*K=n%0 [28], ¢ntr— [29], K3KQ [30], ¢n [31],
én(958) [32], and ¢K T K~ [33]. In this paper, the Born
cross sections of the process eTe™ — 7t7~ 70 and its in-
termediate processes (through pm and p(1450)7) are mea-
sured with the same data samples. The dynamic of the
process ete™ — mtn =70 are studied in this energy re-
gion to improve the Phokhara generator.

II. DETECTOR AND DATA SAMPLE

The BESIII detector [34] records symmetric ete™ col-
lisions provided by the BEPCII storage ring [35], which
operates in the center-of-mass energy range from 2.0 to
4.95 GeV. The cylindrical core of the BESIII detector
covers 93% of the full solid angle and consists of a helium-
based multilayer drift chamber (MDC), a plastic scintil-
lator time-of-flight system (TOF), and a CsI(T1) electro-
magnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are all enclosed in
a superconducting solenoidal magnet providing a 1.0 T
magnetic field. The solenoid is supported by an octagonal
flux-return yoke with resistive plate counter muon iden-
tification modules interleaved with steel. The charged-
particle momentum resolution at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%, and

the specific ionization energy loss dF /dx resolution is 6%
for electrons from Bhabha scattering. The EMC mea-
sures photon energies with a resolution of 2.5% (5%) at
1 GeV in the barrel (end cap) region. The time resolu-
tion in the TOF barrel region is 68 ps, while that in the
end cap region is 110 ps.

Simulated data samples produced with a GEANT4-
based [36] Monte Carlo (MC), which includes the geo-
metric description of the BESIII detector and the detec-
tor response, are used to determine detection efficiencies
and to estimate backgrounds. The known decay modes
are modeled with EVTGEN [37, 38] using branching frac-
tions taken from the Particle Data Group (PDG) [39].
Final state radiation from charged final state particles
is incorporated using the PHOTOS package [40], and the
ISR is incorporated using the ConExc [41] generator us-
ing as input the measured cross sections in an iterative
procedure.

The signal MC samples of the ete™ — 777~ 70 pro-
cess with 7° — v are generated using a phase space
model and weighted according to the PWA results from
the data to estimate the detection efficiency, together
with its intermediate processes eTe™ — pm and p(1450).
To study the potential background, the inclusive MC
samples are generated using a hybrid generator [42],
which includes hadronic, Bhabha scattering, di-muon,
and di-photon processes.

III. EVENT SELECTION AND BACKGROUND
ANALYSIS

The candidate events are selected with two recon-
structed charged tracks and at least two reconstructed
photons. The charged tracks detected in the MDC are
required to satisfy |cosf| < 0.93, where 6 is defined as the
polar angle with respect to the z-axis, which is the sym-
metry axis of the MDC. The distance of closest approach
to the interaction point must be less than 10cm along
the z-axis and less than 1cm in the transverse plane.
The E/p ratio of the charged track, defined as the ratio
of the energy deposited in the EMC to the momentum
measured by the MDC, is required to be less than 0.8 to
suppress the background from Bhabha events. Since the
opening angle (64_) between the two charged tracks in
Bhabha and di-muon events is close to 180° in the center-
of-mass frame, the condition #_ < 160° is required to
suppress the remaining background from Bhabha and di-
muon events.

Photon candidates are identified using showers in the
EMC. The deposited energy of each shower must be
larger than 25 MeV in the barrel region (|cosé| < 0.80)
and larger than 50 MeV in the end cap region
(0.86 < |cosf| < 0.92). To exclude showers that originate
from charged tracks, the opening angle between the po-
sition of each shower in the EMC and the closest extrap-



olated charged track must be greater than 10°. To sup-
press electronic noise and showers unrelated to the event,
the difference between the EMC time and the event start
time is required to be within [0, 700] ns.

To further suppress background, a four-constraint (4C)
kinematic fit imposing energy-momentum conservation is
performed under the hypothesis ete™ — w7~ vy, and
the condition x3¢ < 50 is required. For events with more
than two photon candidates, the combination with the
smallest x3. is retained.

The two reconstructed photons are required to have a
helicity angle (6),) satisfying |cosfy,| < 0.8 to suppress the
backgrounds associated with remaining photons, defined
as the angle between the momentum of the 7% in the
laboratory coordinate system and the momentum of the
photon in the 7° coordinate system.

The v invariant mass distribution of ete™ — 7t 7~ x°

candidates is shown in Fig. 1; in this distribution, the m°
signal region is selected as | M., — MEPY| < 15 MeV/c?,
corresponding to about +30 around the known 7°
mass [39]. The selected candidate events are used to per-
form the PWA, while the events in the sideband region
|M.,, — MEPC| € [30,60] MeV/c? are used to estimate
the background contribution. No peaking background
is observed in the 7° signal region. The background lev-
els of data used in PWA are estimated by sidebands to
be ~ 1% across different energy points. The number of
events in the 7° signal region and in the sideband region,
together with the estimated background level, are listed
in Table I.

800 L + —+ Data
- — Total fit
&o‘ L — - Background
% 600 -
[Chadd ]
— L
o
] L
S 400
@ L
2 L
9] L
>
W 200
Py —— 1 .
0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16
M,, (GeVic?)
FIG. 1. The ~v invariant mass distribution at

Vs = 2.1250 GeV. The black dots with error bars represent
data. The blue solid line represents the total fit function. The
red dashed line represents the background.

Figure 2 shows the Dalitz plots of ete™ — 7770
candidate events at /s = 2.1250 GeV in data and as
predicted by the Phokhara generator. The model im-
plemented in the generator fails clearly to describe the

TABLE I. The number of events in signal (Ns) and sideband
(NB) region, together with the estimated background level,
where the number of background events is normalized by a
factor of 2.

\/g GeV| Ns |Ns Ns/NB(%)
2.0000 | 936 | 10 1.07
2.0500 | 254 | 2 0.79
2.1000 | 972 | 8 0.82

2.1250 [9408| 76 0.81
2.1500 | 239 | 1 0.42
2.1750 | 868 | 4 0.46
2.2000 (1032 5 0.48

2.2324 | 842 | 11 1.31
2.3094 |1170| 12 1.03
2.3864 | 949 | 10 1.05
2.3960 |2824| 36 1.27
2.6444 | 768 | 11 1.43
2.6464 | 753 | 13 1.73
2.9000 [1335| 30 2.25
2.9500 | 154 | 4 2.60
2.9810 | 198 | 2 1.01
3.0000 | 165 | 2 1.21
3.0200 | 151 | 6 3.97
3.0800 | 610 | 21 3.44

intermediate states produced in the process, thus it can-
not be employed in this work to determine the detection
efficiency.

M2 (GeVZich)
M2 (GeVZic?)

M2 (GeV?ict) M2 (GeV?/ct)

FIG. 2. The Dalitz plots of ete™ — 777~ #° candidates in
(a) data and (b) Phokhara MC sample at /s = 2.1250 GeV.

IV. PARTIAL WAVE ANALYSIS

Using the GPUPWA framework [43], a PWA is per-
formed on the surviving candidate events to disentan-
gle the intermediate processes in ete™ — ntn—x0.
The construction of the decay amplitude follows the for-
malism described in Ref. [24], where the decay ampli-
tude of the process J/1 — wTw~ 7" is described with
isospin conservation explicitly. In this work, the J/1
produced from ete™ annihilation is replaced by the ~*,
and the hadron ”scale” parameter )y, which is used in
the Blatt-Weisskopf barrier factor [24, 44, 45], is set to
be 1/0.22/3 GeV/c. In the PWA, the intermediate pro-

cess through p, the G parity breaking process through w,



and processes through their excited states are considered
according to JC conservation. The Gounaris-Sakurai
model is used for the p propagator, which takes the same
form as Ref. [46]. For the p excited states, the w me-
son and its excited states, the propagators are taken as
energy-dependent Breit-Wigner functions defined by

1
V= M+ i STR(VS)

where I'g(+/s) is the energy-dependent width parameter-
ized by

BW(V/s) (1)

M;  2(V5) i+

, (2)

where Mp and F}% are the mass and width of the reso-
nances. The phase space factor @(4/s) is taken as

B \/52 +m3 +m3 — 2y/smy — 2y/smy — 2myma
= e ,
(3)

D(V/s)

where m, and mo are the mass of daughter particles.

By using the above formalism, the amplitude of the
process ete™ — 77~ 7% can be determined as a func-
tion of the four-vector momenta of the final state parti-
cles. To satisty this formalism, an one-constraint (1C)
kinematic fit and a coordinate transformation are per-
formed for selected signal events in both data and MC
sample. The 1C kinematic fit requires the invariant mass
of vy equals to the mass of 7% without y? requirement.
Then, all four-vector momenta of the final state parti-
cles are transformed into the rest frame of the 7t7~~.
These modifications are only applied after event selec-
tion when four-vector momenta of particles are used as
input of PWA model. The complex parameters A; in
Ref. [24] are free parameters. The mass and width of
each resonance are fixed to individual PDG values [39].
The magnitude and phase of the complex parameter con-
tribute as two degrees of freedom to each intermediate
process. By fixing the magnitude and phase of the pro-
cess ete™ — pr — 7T7 =70 to 1 and 0, the relative mag-
nitudes and phases of other individual intermediate pro-
cesses are determined by performing an unbinned max-
imum likelihood fit using MINUIT [47]. The likelihood
function is

N
eI @

where &; is the four-vector momenta of the final state par-
ticles; w(§;) is the differential cross section; €(¢;) is the
event selection efficiency, which only depends on four-
momenta; the normalization factor opye is calculated
from a MC sample generated with phase space model.
The background events from the sideband of v invari-

ant mass distribution are taken into the likelihood with
a weight of —0.5.

The fit procedure starts including p, w and all their ex-
cited states listed by PDG. The statistical significance of
each amplitude is evaluated by incorporating the changes
in likelihood and number of degrees of freedom with and
without the corresponding amplitude being included in
the fit. The components with statistical significance less
than 5o are dropped and the fit is repeated until all the
remaining components are statistically significant. All
previously removed processes are then reintroduced indi-
vidually to confirm their non-significance.

The above strategy is performed individually on the
data samples at /s = 2.1250, 2.3960, and 2.9000 GeV,
where the statistics is large enough (Table I). The com-
ponents with statistical significance larger than 50, i.e.
the processes ete™ — pm, wr, p(1450)7w, p(1700)w, and
p3(1690)m, are the same for the three data samples. For
the other sixteen data samples, the statistical significance
of the processes would be smaller due to limited statis-
tics. Therefore, these five processes are included with
their relative magnitudes and phases determined by the
fit at each energy point independently. Table IT shows the
results of statistical significances of processes with refer-
enceable mass and width on the PDG. Other processes
with small significance are cross-checked by scanning the
mass and width values of the intermediate resonances.
None of them is found to be significant enough to be in-
cluded in the PWA model. The fit results at each energy
point, including the relative magnitudes and phases of
each intermediate process, are summarized in Table TII.

TABLE II. The statistical significance of the tested processes
for three data samples. The first column represents the inter-
mediate process.

/3(GeV) 2.1250]2.3960]2.9000
pm > 500 |> 500 | 270
p(1450)7 | 180 | 100 | 130
p(1700)7 | 6.50 | 6.40 | 6.60
p3(1690)7| 140 | 9.20 | 6.80
p(1570)7 | 1.30 | 1.10 | 0.130
wT 3lo | 110 | 9.70
w(1420)7 | 2.80 |0.210 | 1.80
w(1650)7 | 3.50 | 0.290 | 0.530
w3(1670)7| 3.40 | 1.60 | 0.560

The 77~ invariant mass distribution together with
the PWA fit projection is shown in Fig. 3. The contri-
butions from p, w, and p(1450) processes are the most
significant, while the p(1700) and p3(1690) processes are
less significant and contribute marginally to the signal
yield.



TABLE III. Relative magnitudes and phases for each intermediate process at each energy point from the PWA fit.

The

magnitude and phase of the amplitude for the process eTe™ — pr is fixed to 1 and 0, respectively. The uncertainties are
statistical.
Relative magnitudes Relative phases (rad)

Vs (GeV)| p(1450)m W p(1700)7 | p3(1690)m p(1450) 7 wT p(1700)7 | p3(1690)7
2.0000 [1.29+0.10|0.10 £ 0.02{0.86 +0.09|0.007 4+ 0.0003| 2.59 £ 0.05 |1.35 + 0.28|—0.53 +0.04|—2.91 +0.04
2.0500 [0.91 +0.40(0.10 £ 0.02]0.61 = 0.35|0.009 + 0.0031|—3.02 £ 0.36|1.50 £ 0.34|—1.23 £ 0.86| 2.71 +0.30
2.1000 ]0.72+0.27{0.12 £ 0.02|0.25 £+ 0.55]0.004 + 0.0037|—2.98 +£ 0.82{1.92 £ 0.17|—0.04 £+ 2.30|—1.48 + 0.52
2.1250 [0.76 +0.05(0.10 £ 0.02{0.35 + 0.02|0.004 4+ 0.0005|—3.12 £ 0.14|1.82 + 0.16|—0.31 + 0.54| —1.67 + 0.24
2.1500 |1.14 +0.23|0.09 £ 0.03|0.35 + 0.32|0.003 &+ 0.0015|—2.90 4+ 0.32|2.66 £ 0.56| 0.42 +0.76 |—1.70 + 0.51
2.1750 [0.99 +0.11|0.08 £ 0.02{0.17 + 0.06|0.002 4+ 0.0002| —2.76 = 0.07|1.75 £ 0.39| 0.73 £0.58 |—2.02 = 0.18
2.2000 |1.01 £0.12{0.11 £ 0.01]0.42 £+ 0.20{0.003 + 0.0006|—3.02 £ 0.21|1.75 £ 0.15| 0.33 £ 0.28 |—1.66 + 0.27
2.2324 0.95+0.04|0.08 £ 0.00{0.57 +0.04|0.003 + 0.0001| 2.98 £0.03 |1.71 +0.42|—0.09 +0.35|—1.72 + 0.10
2.3094 [0.92+0.07|0.08 £0.03|0.39 +0.11|0.002 &+ 0.0005| 2.94 £0.09 |1.74 +0.35|—0.80 = 0.36|—1.69 = 0.10
2.3864 [0.75+0.12|0.07 = 0.01]0.58 +0.18|0.002 4+ 0.0004| 2.46 +0.35 |1.46 +0.22|—0.46 +0.19|—1.53 +0.20
2.3960 ]0.99 +0.06|0.07 £ 0.01|0.51 £ 0.09{0.002 + 0.0002| 2.92 +0.13 |1.61 £0.12|—0.07 £ 0.13|—1.26 + 0.15
2.6444 [1.124+0.13|0.08 £0.01{0.45 +0.14|0.001 + 0.0002| 2.89 £ 0.23 |1.55 +0.19] 0.28 £0.27 |—0.33 +0.44
2.6464 [0.93 +0.13|0.09 £0.01{0.29 +0.12|0.001 4+ 0.0002| 2.86 £ 0.27 |2.05 +0.19] 0.37 £0.39 |—0.21 +0.24
2.9000 |1.07+0.10|0.10 £ 0.01{0.51 +0.11|0.001 4+ 0.0001| 2.80 £+ 0.26 |1.60 +0.14| 0.34 +0.30 |—0.91 +0.19
2.9500 [1.34 +0.29|0.15 £ 0.03]0.48 +0.21|0.001 4+ 0.0004|—2.97 + 0.37|2.05 + 0.39| 0.91 +0.68 |—0.94 +0.33
2.9810 [0.82+0.23|0.10 £ 0.03|0.67 +0.21|0.001 4+ 0.0003| 2.86 £ 0.48 |1.04 +0.52| 0.69 +0.50 |—1.28 +0.44
3.0000 [0.89 +0.25(0.18 £0.03|0.47 +0.24|0.001 + 0.0003| 2.60 £ 0.64 |2.94 £0.20| 0.43 £0.73 |—0.84 = 0.67
3.0200 [1.47 +0.56|0.13 £ 0.04|0.98 + 0.63|0.002 4+ 0.0005| 2.58 +£0.84 |1.77 +0.43| 0.23 +0.87 |—1.18 +0.59
3.0800 [1.75+0.15(0.13 £ 0.02{1.00 + 0.07|0.001 4+ 0.0003| 2.32+0.26 |1.70 +0.22| 0.35+0.22 |—0.19 +0.22

400F with a Gaussian function, which accounts for the resolu-
&J r —— Data tion difference between data and MC simulation. The fit
S r — Fitting result at /s = 2.1250 GeV is shown in Fig. 1.
8 300: ........ 8{5_450)11 The signal yields of the efe™ — pmr — 777 7% and
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M (GeVic?) cess eTe” — X and the fractions of the intermediate
processes F are taken from the PWA. The signal yields
FIG. 3. Invariant mass distribution of w+x— at  incorporate the contributions from charged and neutral

Vs = 2.3960 GeV. The black dots with error bars represent
data. The red solid line represents the PWA fit projection.
The colored lines with different dashed styles represent the
contributions from different intermediate processes.

V. BORN CROSS SECTION MEASUREMENT

The ete™ — ntn 70 signal yield is obtained by fit-
ting the v~ invariant mass distribution with an unbinned
maximum likelihood method. The background is de-
scribed by a first-order polynomial function, and the 7°
signal is described by the MC-simulated shape convolved

channels, and the interference between them.

The detection efficiencies for the ete™ — 777~ 70 pro-
cess are estimated using the signal MC samples weighted
to the PWA results. The signal MC samples are also
weighted according to the differential cross section for
intermediate processes ete™ — pm and p(1450)7 to get
their detection efficiencies.

The Born cross sections of ete™ — 77~ 7Y are calcu-
lated by
Nawnal
O'B(€+€_ — 7r+7r_7r0) = Slgna (7)

T Lo Bros,, - (110)

where £, Ngignal, €, and Bro_,,, are the integrated lumi-



nosity, signal yield, detection efficiency, and the branch-
ing fraction of 7% — 77 taken from the PDG [39], re-
spectively. The product of the ISR correction factor
times the VP correction factor is represented by (1 + ).
The branching fraction B,—rr = 1 is quoted from the
PDG to calculate the Born cross sections of the pro-
cess eTe” — pm. However, the B,1450)—rr 18 DOt avail-
able, therefore the Born cross sections of the decay chain
ete™ — p(1450)7 — 7t~ 70 are measured.

The ISR and VP effects are incorporated by
ConExc [41], depending on the input cross section line
shape. An iterative procedure is performed, with com-
parison between the input cross sections and the mea-
sured ones, until the difference of (1 4+ §) between the
last two iterations is less than 1%. This method is per-
formed independently for each process. The measured
Born cross sections are summarized in Table IV.

VI. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

Several sources of uncertainties arise from the PWA.
These include statistical uncertainties from the fit and
systematic uncertainties related to the PWA model.
They affect the result by influencing the fractions and
the efficiencies of the intermediate processes. The statis-
tical uncertainties are estimated by the standard devia-
tion in percentage of a thousand re-calculated fractions
and efficiencies derived from a thousand groups of ran-
domly generated fit parameters using correlated multi-
variable Gaussian functions. The parameters and their
covariance matrix are taken from the PWA result. The
systematic uncertainty related to masses and widths of
resonances is estimated by shifting one of them at a time
by one standard deviation and performing the fit again.
The largest changes caused by all these modifications
are taken as the systematic uncertainties. Similarly, the
background level is changed by +50% to estimate the
related uncertainty. The energy dependent Breit-Wigner
functions and the Gounaris-Sakurai function are replaced
by energy independent Breit-Wigner functions to esti-
mate the uncertainty related to the propagator shape.
The hadron ”scale” parameter (g, which is used in the
Blatt-Weisskopf barrier factor, is varied between 0.2 and
0.33 GeV/c to estimate the associated uncertainty.

Aside of the PWA, additional sources of systematic
uncertainties are considered. The uncertainty associ-
ated to the integrated luminosity is 1.0% [48]. The de-
tection efficiency uncertainty is 1.0% for each charged
track [26, 49] and photon [49]. The uncertainty associ-
ated to the 70 — v branching fraction is taken from the
PDG. The uncertainty related to the 4C kinematic fit
is estimated by the changes in result if helix parameters
of the simulated charged tracks are corrected to match
the resolution in data [50]. The systematic uncertain-
ties related to the E/p ratio, opening angle, and helicity
angle cuts are estimated by using a control sample of

J/¢ — ntn~ 70 data. The difference between the detec-
tion efficiencies of these selections on data and MC are
taken as the uncertainties. The uncertainties for the sig-
nal yield and for the background shape are estimated by
replacing them by a Gaussian function and by a second-
order polynomial function, respectively, and estimating
the difference in yields. The uncertainty related to the
fit range is estimated by changing it by £10 MeV/c?.
The uncertainty associated to the (1 + §) factor is ob-
tained from the accuracy of the radiation function, which
is about 0.5% [51], and the contribution from the cross
section line shape, which is estimated by resampling the
parameters describing it using correlated multi-variable
Gaussian functions. The standard deviation of the re-
calculated results is taken as the uncertainty. Adding in
quadrature all the individual contributions yields the to-
tal systematic uncertainty, which varies between 3% and
6% at different energies.

VII. LINE SHAPE FITTING TO THE CROSS
SECTION

The measured Born cross sections for the
ete™ = wtn~ 7% process are shown in Fig. 4,
in agreement with the previous measurements.
The Born cross sections for the ete™ — pm and
ete™ — p(1450)7 — 7wt~ 7Y processes are shown in
Fig. 5. The result for the eTe™ — wn’ process is not
reported, since it has been previously measured by
BESIII with better uncertainties by using the same data
samples with the subsequent decay w — 7wF7— 70 [27].
To study the possible structure observed in both of
the Born cross section line shapes, a simultaneous
fit, assuming the same resonant structures in the the
ete”™ — prand ete™ — p(1450)7 — 777~ 70 processes,
is performed to the measured Born cross sections. The
Born cross-section line shape is described by the con-
tributions from an excited w* meson and a continuum
function as |f,.(s)e!*" + f.(s)|?, where ¢, is the relative
phase between the resonant and nonresonant amplitudes.
The resonance contribution f,.(s) [52] is defined as

M, \/12n(hc)?T7,Brl, | ®(\/s)
e = rann \eon)  ®

where M, and I, are the mass and width of the structure
near 2.20 GeV, respectively; h is the reduced Planck’s
constant; c¢ is the speed of light; @ is the calculated
phase space factor. The continuum amplitude f.(s) is
parametrized by a and b as

(9)

A x2—fit, incorporating the correlated and uncorre-
lated uncertainties among different energy points, is per-



TABLE IV. The measured Born cross sections of the process e
and eTe” — p(1450)7 — 7

+

+

e~ — n7r 7% and of its intermediate processes e
7~ m°. The first uncertainties are statistical and the second ones are systematic.

10

Tem — p

V5 (GeV)[aB(eTe™ — atn=70) (pb)| oB(eTe™ — pm) (pb) [0B(eTe™ — p(1450)7 — 7 F7n~70) (pb)
2.0000 |425.5 + 14.1 £ 17.7 419.3 £ 184 #£ 16.2|107.1 £ 13.8 + 6.5
2.0500 [358.9 + 24.2 £+ 14.5 459.7 £ 722 £+ 22.9| 59.6 =+ 39.2 £+ 3.1
2.1000 [363.8 &+ 17.0 £ 15.7 403.8 £ 119.0 £ 17.7| 32.9 £ 16.1 + 2.1
2.1250 [398.1 £ 4.2 £ 15.6 4527 £ 7.2 £ 24.0) 434 £ 57 £+ 2.8
2.1500 [379.8 £ 25.2 £ 15.3 4472 £ 705 £ 19.7) 994 £ 372 £ 5.0
2.1750 [367.4 4+ 12.5 £+ 16.2 423.1 £ 21.5 £ 18.8| 71.6 £ 17.6 + 3.8
2.2000 [331.0 &£ 10.7 £ 14.5 345.8 £ 322 £ 15.7| 60.7 £ 12.8 + 3.9
2.2324 |311.2 £ 11.0 £ 134 3206 £ 139 £ 14.9| 509 £ 34 £+ 3.2
2.3094 |243.8 =+ 7.3 £ 9.6 250.9 £ 272 +£ 123| 387 £ 15 £ 2.1
2.3864 [181.2 + 6.0 £ 7.7 1679 £ 15.0 &+ 74 | 177 £ 49 + 1.1
2.3960 [179.6 &+ 3.5 £ 7.7 165.7 £ 74 =+ 7.7 | 315 £ 39 £ 1.5
2.6444 932 + 3.5 £ 3.8 752 £ 57 £ 34| 197 £ 42 £+ 12
2.6464 91.1 £ 34 £ 3.6 745 + 59 +£ 38 | 135 £ 34 £ 08
2.9000 506 £ 1.5 £ 24 36.8 £ 22 £ 2.0 95 + 1.8 £ 0.6
2.9500 395 £ 33 £ 1.7 301 £ 41 £+ 13 | 126 £ 4.7 £ 0.8
2.9810 495 + 3.6 £ 2.0 336 £ 42 £+ 14 54 £ 2.2 £+ 0.3
3.0000 426 £ 34 + 1.7 318 £ 42 +£ 14 59 £ 25 £+ 0.3
3.0200 34.8 + 29 £ 1.5 190 £ 3.8 +£ 09 9.7 £ 54 £+ 0.6
3.0800 208 £ 09 £ 0.9 89 £ 07 £ 04 6.6 £ 1.0 =+ 04
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FIG. 4. The Born cross-section distribution for the ete™ — 77~ 7° process. The red dots with error bars represent the
results obtained in this work. The blue and cyan triangles, green squares, and purple diamonds with error bars represent the
BABAR, SND and BESIII results measured with the ISR method, respectively. The error bars incorporate both statistical and
systematic uncertainties.

formed. The uncertainties related to luminosity, track-
ing efficiency, photon detection efficiency, and branching
fractions are considered as correlated between different
energy points. The nominal fit result is shown in Fig. 5.
The significance of the resonance is estimated by com-
paring the x2 values of the fit with and without the res-
onance.

Multiple solutions were found with the same x? de-
pend on the constructive and destructive interferences.
These solutions have same mass and width of the
resonance structure but different relative phase and
electric partial witdh times the branching fraction of

the resonance decaying to corresponding final states
(I'".Br). For the ete™ — pm process, solutions have
I, Bripr = 1.5+0.7 eV and 17 + 12 eV for the con-
structive and destructive interference cases, respectively.
For the ete™ — p(1450)7 — mt7~ 7" process, they are
I Br._p(1450)rsntn—rn0 = 0.3 £ 0.2 eV and 3+ 2 eV.

To study the systematic uncertainties of the resonance
parameters, an alternative fit is carried out by adding
the SND measurement [12] to the BESIII data and the
contributions from w(1420) and w(1650) to our function,

which have the same form of fi(s)e’r. The alternative
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respectively. The blue shaded bands indicate the one-sigma variance of the fit results.

statistical and systematic errors.
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FIG. 6. Fit to the 0®(eTe™ — prr) and o®(eTe™ — p(1450)7 — 777~ 7°) distributions, merging the BESIII data (red circles
with error bars) together with the SND data (green squares with error bars). The blue solid line represent the fit function.
The error bars incorporate both statistical and systematic errors.

fit is shown in Fig. 6. The goodness of the fit is limited
by the data samples above 2.2 GeV. The SND data
helps to constrain the continuum shape from resonance
below 2.0 GeV. The difference between the nominal and
the alternative fit results is taken as the systematic un-
certainty of the resonance parameters. These fit results
are summarized in Table V.

VIII. CONCLUSION
In  summary, the Born cross sections of
ete™ > 77 7° are measured, which are con-
sistent with previous measurements within 1o
with improved precision. A structure with
mass M =2119+11+15MeV/c? and  width

I'=694+30+5 MeV is observed with a significance
larger than 50 over the continuum-only hypothesis by
fitting the Born cross section line shapes for eTe™ — pr



TABLE V. Fit results of the efe™ = pr and

eTe™ — p(1450)7 — 77n~7° processes, where the un-
certainties are statistical only.
Nominal fit Alternative fit
Mass 2119 + 11 MeV/c? (2134 + 14 MeV/c?
Width 69 + 30 MeV 74 £ 31 MeV
x2 41.9 73.3
Number of free parameters 10 18
Degrees of freedom (ndf) 28 48
X% /ndf 1.50 1.53
Significance 5.90 5.20

and ete” — p(1450)m, where the first uncertainties are
statistical and the second ones are systematic. Accord-
ing to G-parity conservation in the strong interaction,
this resonance decaying to pm should have a negative
G-parity, as an w or ¢ excited state. Since ¢ — nt7 70
is an Okubo-Zweig-Tizuka (OZI) suppressed process,
an w excited state is a possible candidate. Further
experimental studies are needed to clarify the situation.
The Born cross sections and PWA results in this work
are of importance in the precision determination of the
HVP contribution to a, in the near future, as they
set the basis for a more accurate description of the
ete™ — 7770 process dynamics in MC generators
like Phokhara.
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