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W. Kühn37, J. J. Lane67, L. Lavezzi74A,74C , T. T. Lei71,58, Z. H. Lei71,58, M. Lellmann35, T. Lenz35, C. Li47,

C. Li43, C. H. Li39, Cheng Li71,58, D. M. Li80, F. Li1,58, G. Li1, H. B. Li1,63, H. J. Li19, H. N. Li56,j , Hui Li43,

J. R. Li61, J. S. Li59, K. Li1, L. J. Li1,63, L. K. Li1, Lei Li48, M. H. Li43, P. R. Li38,k,l, Q. M. Li1,63, Q. X. Li50,

R. Li17,31, S. X. Li12, T. Li50, W. D. Li1,63, W. G. Li1,a, X. Li1,63, X. H. Li71,58, X. L. Li50, X. Y. Li1,63, X. Z. Li59,

Y. G. Li46,h, Z. J. Li59, Z. Y. Li78, C. Liang42, H. Liang1,63, H. Liang71,58, Y. F. Liang54, Y. T. Liang31,63,

G. R. Liao14, Y. P. Liao1,63, J. Libby26, A. Limphirat60, C. C. Lin55, D. X. Lin31,63, T. Lin1, B. J. Liu1,

B. X. Liu76, C. Liu34, C. X. Liu1, F. Liu1, F. H. Liu53, Feng Liu6, G. M. Liu56,j , H. Liu38,k,l, H. B. Liu15,

H. H. Liu1, H. M. Liu1,63, Huihui Liu21, J. B. Liu71,58, J. Y. Liu1,63, K. Liu38,k,l, K. Y. Liu40, Ke Liu22, L. Liu71,58,

L. C. Liu43, Lu Liu43, M. H. Liu12,g, P. L. Liu1, Q. Liu63, S. B. Liu71,58, T. Liu12,g, W. K. Liu43, W. M. Liu71,58,

X. Liu38,k,l, X. Liu39, Y. Liu80, Y. Liu38,k,l, Y. B. Liu43, Z. A. Liu1,58,63, Z. D. Liu9, Z. Q. Liu50, X. C. Lou1,58,63,

F. X. Lu59, H. J. Lu23, J. G. Lu1,58, X. L. Lu1, Y. Lu7, Y. P. Lu1,58, Z. H. Lu1,63, C. L. Luo41, J. R. Luo59,

M. X. Luo79, T. Luo12,g, X. L. Luo1,58, X. R. Lyu63, Y. F. Lyu43, F. C. Ma40, H. Ma78, H. L. Ma1, J. L. Ma1,63,

L. L. Ma50, M. M. Ma1,63, Q. M. Ma1, R. Q. Ma1,63, T. Ma71,58, X. T. Ma1,63, X. Y. Ma1,58, Y. Ma46,h,

Y. M. Ma31, F. E. Maas18, M. Maggiora74A,74C , S. Malde69, Y. J. Mao46,h, Z. P. Mao1, S. Marcello74A,74C ,

Z. X. Meng66, J. G. Messchendorp13,64, G. Mezzadri29A, H. Miao1,63, T. J. Min42, R. E. Mitchell27, X. H. Mo1,58,63,

B. Moses27, N. Yu. Muchnoi4,c, J. Muskalla35, Y. Nefedov36, F. Nerling18,e, L. S. Nie20, I. B. Nikolaev4,c,

Z. Ning1,58, S. Nisar11,m, Q. L. Niu38,k,l, W. D. Niu55, Y. Niu 50, S. L. Olsen63, Q. Ouyang1,58,63, S. Pacetti28B,28C ,

X. Pan55, Y. Pan57, A. Pathak34, Y. P. Pei71,58, M. Pelizaeus3, H. P. Peng71,58, Y. Y. Peng38,k,l, K. Peters13,e,

J. L. Ping41, R. G. Ping1,63, S. Plura35, V. Prasad33, F. Z. Qi1, H. Qi71,58, H. R. Qi61, M. Qi42, T. Y. Qi12,g,

S. Qian1,58, W. B. Qian63, C. F. Qiao63, X. K. Qiao80, J. J. Qin72, L. Q. Qin14, L. Y. Qin71,58, X. P. Qin12,g,

X. S. Qin50, Z. H. Qin1,58, J. F. Qiu1, Z. H. Qu72, C. F. Redmer35, K. J. Ren39, A. Rivetti74C , M. Rolo74C ,

G. Rong1,63, Ch. Rosner18, S. N. Ruan43, N. Salone44, A. Sarantsev36,d, Y. Schelhaas35, K. Schoenning75,

M. Scodeggio29A, K. Y. Shan12,g, W. Shan24, X. Y. Shan71,58, Z. J. Shang38,k,l, J. F. Shangguan16, L. G. Shao1,63,

M. Shao71,58, C. P. Shen12,g, H. F. Shen1,8, W. H. Shen63, X. Y. Shen1,63, B. A. Shi63, H. Shi71,58, H. C. Shi71,58,

J. L. Shi12,g, J. Y. Shi1, Q. Q. Shi55, S. Y. Shi72, X. Shi1,58, J. J. Song19, T. Z. Song59, W. M. Song34,1, Y.

J. Song12,g, Y. X. Song46,h,n, S. Sosio74A,74C , S. Spataro74A,74C , F. Stieler35, Y. J. Su63, G. B. Sun76, G. X. Sun1,

ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

13
84

0v
2 

 [
he

p-
ex

] 
 1

3 
Ju

l 2
02

4



2

H. Sun63, H. K. Sun1, J. F. Sun19, K. Sun61, L. Sun76, S. S. Sun1,63, T. Sun51,f , W. Y. Sun34, Y. Sun9,

Y. J. Sun71,58, Y. Z. Sun1, Z. Q. Sun1,63, Z. T. Sun50, C. J. Tang54, G. Y. Tang1, J. Tang59, M. Tang71,58,

Y. A. Tang76, L. Y. Tao72, Q. T. Tao25,i, M. Tat69, J. X. Teng71,58, V. Thoren75, W. H. Tian59, Y. Tian31,63,

Z. F. Tian76, I. Uman62B , Y. Wan55, S. J. Wang 50, B. Wang1, B. L. Wang63, Bo Wang71,58, D. Y. Wang46,h,

F. Wang72, H. J. Wang38,k,l, J. J. Wang76, J. P. Wang 50, K. Wang1,58, L. L. Wang1, M. Wang50, N. Y. Wang63,

S. Wang12,g, S. Wang38,k,l, T. Wang12,g, T. J. Wang43, W. Wang59, W. Wang72, W. P. Wang35,71,o, X. Wang46,h,

X. F. Wang38,k,l, X. J. Wang39, X. L. Wang12,g, X. N. Wang1, Y. Wang61, Y. D. Wang45, Y. F. Wang1,58,63,

Y. L. Wang19, Y. N. Wang45, Y. Q. Wang1, Yaqian Wang17, Yi Wang61, Z. Wang1,58, Z. L. Wang72,

Z. Y. Wang1,63, Ziyi Wang63, D. H. Wei14, F. Weidner68, S. P. Wen1, Y. R. Wen39, U. Wiedner3, G. Wilkinson69,

M. Wolke75, L. Wollenberg3, C. Wu39, J. F. Wu1,8, L. H. Wu1, L. J. Wu1,63, X. Wu12,g, X. H. Wu34, Y. Wu71,58,

Y. H. Wu55, Y. J. Wu31, Z. Wu1,58, L. Xia71,58, X. M. Xian39, B. H. Xiang1,63, T. Xiang46,h, D. Xiao38,k,l,

G. Y. Xiao42, S. Y. Xiao1, Y. L. Xiao12,g, Z. J. Xiao41, C. Xie42, X. H. Xie46,h, Y. Xie50, Y. G. Xie1,58, Y. H. Xie6,

Z. P. Xie71,58, T. Y. Xing1,63, C. F. Xu1,63, C. J. Xu59, G. F. Xu1, H. Y. Xu66,2,p, M. Xu71,58, Q. J. Xu16,

Q. N. Xu30, W. Xu1, W. L. Xu66, X. P. Xu55, Y. C. Xu77, Z. S. Xu63, F. Yan12,g, L. Yan12,g, W. B. Yan71,58,

W. C. Yan80, X. Q. Yan1, H. J. Yang51,f , H. L. Yang34, H. X. Yang1, T. Yang1, Y. Yang12,g, Y. F. Yang1,63,

Y. F. Yang43, Y. X. Yang1,63, Z. W. Yang38,k,l, Z. P. Yao50, M. Ye1,58, M. H. Ye8, J. H. Yin1, Z. Y. You59,

B. X. Yu1,58,63, C. X. Yu43, G. Yu1,63, J. S. Yu25,i, T. Yu72, X. D. Yu46,h, Y. C. Yu80, C. Z. Yuan1,63, J. Yuan34,

J. Yuan45, L. Yuan2, S. C. Yuan1,63, Y. Yuan1,63, Z. Y. Yuan59, C. X. Yue39, A. A. Zafar73, F. R. Zeng50, S. H.

Zeng72, X. Zeng12,g, Y. Zeng25,i, Y. J. Zeng59, Y. J. Zeng1,63, X. Y. Zhai34, Y. C. Zhai50, Y. H. Zhan59,

A. Q. Zhang1,63, B. L. Zhang1,63, B. X. Zhang1, D. H. Zhang43, G. Y. Zhang19, H. Zhang80, H. Zhang71,58,

H. C. Zhang1,58,63, H. H. Zhang34, H. H. Zhang59, H. Q. Zhang1,58,63, H. R. Zhang71,58, H. Y. Zhang1,58,

J. Zhang80, J. Zhang59, J. J. Zhang52, J. L. Zhang20, J. Q. Zhang41, J. S. Zhang12,g, J. W. Zhang1,58,63,

J. X. Zhang38,k,l, J. Y. Zhang1, J. Z. Zhang1,63, Jianyu Zhang63, L. M. Zhang61, Lei Zhang42, P. Zhang1,63,

Q. Y. Zhang34, R. Y. Zhang38,k,l, S. H. Zhang1,63, Shulei Zhang25,i, X. D. Zhang45, X. M. Zhang1, X. Y. Zhang50,

Y. Zhang72, Y. Zhang1, Y. T. Zhang80, Y. H. Zhang1,58, Y. M. Zhang39, Yan Zhang71,58, Z. D. Zhang1,

Z. H. Zhang1, Z. L. Zhang34, Z. Y. Zhang76, Z. Y. Zhang43, Z. Z. Zhang45, G. Zhao1, J. Y. Zhao1,63, J. Z. Zhao1,58,

L. Zhao1, Lei Zhao71,58, M. G. Zhao43, N. Zhao78, R. P. Zhao63, S. J. Zhao80, Y. B. Zhao1,58, Y. X. Zhao31,63,

Z. G. Zhao71,58, A. Zhemchugov36,b, B. Zheng72, B. M. Zheng34, J. P. Zheng1,58, W. J. Zheng1,63, Y. H. Zheng63,

B. Zhong41, X. Zhong59, H. Zhou50, J. Y. Zhou34, L. P. Zhou1,63, S. Zhou6, X. Zhou76, X. K. Zhou6,

X. R. Zhou71,58, X. Y. Zhou39, Y. Z. Zhou12,g, J. Zhu43, K. Zhu1, K. J. Zhu1,58,63, K. S. Zhu12,g, L. Zhu34,

L. X. Zhu63, S. H. Zhu70, T. J. Zhu12,g, W. D. Zhu41, Y. C. Zhu71,58, Z. A. Zhu1,63, J. H. Zou1, J. Zu71,58

(BESIII Collaboration)

1 Institute of High Energy Physics, Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China
2 Beihang University, Beijing 100191, People’s Republic of China

3 Bochum Ruhr-University, D-44780 Bochum, Germany
4 Budker Institute of Nuclear Physics SB RAS (BINP), Novosibirsk 630090, Russia

5 Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213, USA
6 Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, People’s Republic of China

7 Central South University, Changsha 410083, People’s Republic of China
8 China Center of Advanced Science and Technology, Beijing 100190, People’s Republic of China

9 China University of Geosciences, Wuhan 430074, People’s Republic of China
10 Chung-Ang University, Seoul, 06974, Republic of Korea

11 COMSATS University Islamabad, Lahore Campus, Defence Road, Off Raiwind Road, 54000 Lahore, Pakistan
12 Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, People’s Republic of China

13 GSI Helmholtzcentre for Heavy Ion Research GmbH, D-64291 Darmstadt, Germany
14 Guangxi Normal University, Guilin 541004, People’s Republic of China

15 Guangxi University, Nanning 530004, People’s Republic of China
16 Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou 310036, People’s Republic of China

17 Hebei University, Baoding 071002, People’s Republic of China
18 Helmholtz Institute Mainz, Staudinger Weg 18, D-55099 Mainz, Germany
19 Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, People’s Republic of China

20 Henan University, Kaifeng 475004, People’s Republic of China
21 Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang 471003, People’s Republic of China



3

22 Henan University of Technology, Zhengzhou 450001, People’s Republic of China
23 Huangshan College, Huangshan 245000, People’s Republic of China

24 Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, People’s Republic of China
25 Hunan University, Changsha 410082, People’s Republic of China
26 Indian Institute of Technology Madras, Chennai 600036, India

27 Indiana University, Bloomington, Indiana 47405, USA
28 INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati , (A)INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, I-00044, Frascati, Italy;

(B)INFN Sezione di Perugia, I-06100, Perugia, Italy; (C)University of Perugia, I-06100, Perugia, Italy
29 INFN Sezione di Ferrara, (A)INFN Sezione di Ferrara, I-44122,

Ferrara, Italy; (B)University of Ferrara, I-44122, Ferrara, Italy
30 Inner Mongolia University, Hohhot 010021, People’s Republic of China

31 Institute of Modern Physics, Lanzhou 730000, People’s Republic of China
32 Institute of Physics and Technology, Peace Avenue 54B, Ulaanbaatar 13330, Mongolia

33 Instituto de Alta Investigación, Universidad de Tarapacá, Casilla 7D, Arica 1000000, Chile
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Using data samples with an integrated luminosity of 4.5 fb−1 collected by the BESIII detector at
center-of-mass energies ranging from 4.66 to 4.95 GeV, we study the processes of e+e− → ωX(3872)
and e+e− → γX(3872). With the e+e− → ωX(3872) process, the branching fraction ratio R ≡

B(X(3872)→γJ/ψ)

B(X(3872)→π+π−J/ψ)
is measured to be 0.38±0.20stat.±0.01syst. (R < 0.83 at 90% confidence level).

In addition, we measure the ratio of the average cross section of e+e− → ωX(3872) to e+e− →
ωχc1(ωχc2) to be σωX(3872)/σωχc1 (σωX(3872)/σωχc2) = 5.2±1.0stat.±1.9syst. (5.5±1.1stat.±2.4syst.).

Finally, we search for the process of e+e− → γX(3872), and no obvious signal is observed. The
upper limit on the ratio of the average cross section of e+e− → γX(3872) to e+e− → ωX(3872) is
set as σγX(3872)/σωX(3872) < 0.23 at 90% confidence level.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 2003, the first charmonium-like state X(3872)
was discovered by the Belle experiment in the B± →
K±π+π−J/ψ process [1]. The mass of X(3872) being
right at the D0D̄∗0 threshold, along with its remarkably
narrow width, suggests that the X(3872) is not a con-
ventional charmonium state. Its discovery has triggered
extensive discussions, and interpretations as a D0D̄∗0

molecule [2, 3], a tetraquark state [4, 5], or a mixture

of a D0D̄∗0 molecule and a χc1(2P ) [6–8] have been pro-
posed. Up to now, there is, however, no consensus on the
nature of the X(3872).
After two decades, our knowledge on the X(3872) has

significantly advanced. Its quantum numbers JPC =
1++ [9] and isospin I = 0 [10, 11] were determined
and several decay modes, including π+π−J/ψ [11],
ωJ/ψ [12], D0D̄∗0 [13], γJ/ψ [14], π0χc1 [15], were ob-
served. Among these, the radiative decay is particu-
larly sensitive to its wave function [16–27]. The BE-
SIII experiment has measured the branching fraction
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ratio R ≡ B(X(3872)→γJ/ψ)
B(X(3872)→π+π−J/ψ) = 0.79 ± 0.28 through

the e+e− → γX(3872) process [28], which is consistent
within 3σ with Belle’s result of R = 0.21±0.06, obtained
from the decay B± → K±X(3872) [11, 14]. Compared
to the e+e− → γX(3872) process, the recently observed
e+e− → ωX(3872) process by BESIII [29] provides a
lower background environment for measuring R.
In addition to the decays of X(3872), investigating its

production also provides valuable insight into its proper-
ties [1, 10, 30–40]. The radiative production process of
e+e− → γX(3872) was first observed by the BESIII ex-
periment [31]. It was later confirmed that these X(3872)
signals are produced through the radiative decay of a
vector state, either ψ(4160) or Y (4230) [34]. In 2023,
the BESIII experiment reported a new production pro-
cess e+e− → ωX(3872) [29], its cross section showing an
enhancement around 4.75 GeV, which might be evidence
for a potential resonance. It is therefore natural to search
for the radiative process Y → γX(3872) at this energy.
Moreover, the X(3872) is considered a possible candidate
of a P -wave charmonium χc1(2P ) or containing a size-
able component of χc1(2P ) [7, 41, 42]. By comparing the
production of X(3872) with that of P -wave charmonium
states, χc1(1P ) and χc2(1P ), we can obtain more infor-
mation about the production dynamics of the X(3872)
and hence its internal components.

In this article, we present a study of the processes
e+e− → ωX(3872) and e+e− → γX(3872), using data
samples with an integrated luminosity of 4.5 fb−1 taken
at center-of-mass (c.m.) energies ranging from 4.66 to
4.95 GeV [43]. We measure the branching fraction ra-
tio R through the e+e− → ωX(3872) production chan-
nel. Additionally, we compare the X(3872) and χcJ(1P )
(J = 1, 2) states by measuring the ratio of the cross
sections of e+e− → ωX(3872) to e+e− → ωχcJ(1P ),
σωX(3872)/σωχcJ . Furthermore, we search for the pro-

cess of e+e− → γX(3872) at c.m. energies from 4.66
to 4.95 GeV, and measure the ratio of the cross sec-
tions of e+e− → γX(3872) to e+e− → ωX(3872),
σγX(3872)/σωX(3872). The ω and χcJ candidates are

reconstructed through the final states of π+π−π0 and
γJ/ψ, respectively, where J/ψ meson decays to ℓ+ℓ−

(ℓ = e, µ). The decay modes X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ
and X(3872) → γJ/ψ are both taken into account.

II. BESIII DETECTOR AND MC SAMPLE

The BESIII detector [44] records symmetric e+e− col-
lisions provided by the BEPCII storage ring [45] in the
center-of-mass energy range from 2.0 to 4.95 GeV, with
a peak luminosity of 1× 1033 cm−2s−1 achieved at

√
s =

3.77 GeV. BESIII has collected large data samples in this
energy region [46–48]. 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 scintillator time-of-flight system (TOF), and a
CsI(Tl) electromagnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are

all enclosed in a superconducting solenoidal magnet pro-
viding a 1.0 T magnetic field. The solenoid is sup-
ported by an octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive
plate counter muon identification modules (MUC) inter-
leaved with steel. The charged-particle momentum res-
olution at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%, and the dE/dx resolution
is 6% for electrons from Bhabha scattering. The EMC
measures photon energies with a resolution of 2.5% (5%)
at 1 GeV in the barrel (end cap) region. The time res-
olution in the TOF barrel region is 68 ps, while that in
the end cap region is 60 ps [49–51].
Simulated samples produced with a geant4-based [52]

Monte Carlo (MC) software, which includes the geo-
metric description of the BESIII detector and the de-
tector response, are used to determine detection effi-
ciencies and to estimate backgrounds. The signal MC
samples of e+e− → ωX(3872) and e+e− → γX(3872)
are simulated at each c.m. energy, with ω → π+π−π0,
X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ, γJ/ψ, and J/ψ → e+e−, µ+µ−

being simulated according to the branching fractions
taken from the Particle Data Group (PDG) [53]. The
normalized channel e+e− → ωχcJ , with χcJ → γJ/ψ
is also simulated at each c.m. energy. The simulation
models the beam energy spread and initial state radia-
tion (ISR) in the e+e− annihilations with the generator
kkmc [54, 55]. The inclusive MC sample, with a lumi-
nosity that is ten times larger than the data, includes the
production of open charm processes, the ISR production
of vector charmonium(-like) states, and the continuum
processes simulated with kkmc [54, 55]. All particle de-
cays are modelled with evtgen [56, 57] using branching
fractions either taken from the PDG [53], when available,
or otherwise estimated with lundcharm [58, 59]. Final
state radiation (FSR) from charged final state particles
is incorporated using the photos package [60].

III. EVENT SELECTION

Charged tracks detected in the MDC are required to
be within a polar angle (θ) range of | cos θ| < 0.93 (the
coverage of the MDC), where θ is defined with respect to
the z-axis, which is the symmetry axis of the MDC. The
distance of closest approach to the interaction point (IP)
must be less than 10 cm along the z-axis, |Vz| < 10 cm,
and less than 1 cm in the transverse plane, |Vxy| < 1 cm.
Photon candidates are identified using showers in the

EMC. The deposited energy of each shower must be
greater than 25 MeV in the barrel region (| cos θ| < 0.80)
and greater than 50 MeV in the end cap region (0.86 <
| cos θ| < 0.92). To exclude the showers that originate
from charged tracks, the angle between the position of
each shower in the EMC and the closest extrapolated
charged track must be greater than 10 degrees. To sup-
press the electronic noise and the showers unrelated to
the event, the difference between the EMC time (read
out from the seed crystal with maximum deposited en-
ergy) and the event start time is required to be within
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[0, 700] ns.
For the analyzed processes, the charged pions from ω or

X(3872) and the leptons from J/ψ can be effectively dis-
tinguished by their momenta in the lab-frame. Charged
tracks with momentum less or greater than 1 GeV/c are
assigned as pions or leptons, respectively. The amount of
deposited energy of the lepton candidates in the EMC is
further used to separate muons from electrons. For muon
candidates, the deposited energy in the EMC is required
to be less than 0.4 GeV, while it is greater than 1.0 GeV
for electrons.

A. ωγJ/ψ events

For the candidate events of ωX(3872) with X(3872) →
γJ/ψ, and ωχcJ with χcJ → γJ/ψ, four charged tracks
(π+π−ℓ+ℓ−) and at least two of the three photons in
the final state are required to be reconstructed. One
of the photon candidates is always ignored and not re-
quired to be detected in order to improve the selection
efficiency. To improve the resolution and suppress the
background, a one-constraint (1C) kinematic fit is per-
formed with a e+e− → π+π−γ1γ2γmissℓ

+ℓ− hypothesis,
where the mass of the missing particle is constrained to
zero (

√
(Pe+e− − Pπ+π−γ1γ2ℓ+ℓ−)

2 = 0, with P denoting
the four-momentum). If there is more than one combina-
tion of photons satisfying the kinematic constraint in an
event, the one with the minimum χ2 from the kinematic
fit is retained. To distinguish between the photons origi-
nating from the π0 and the X(3872)/χcJ , a kinematic fit
constraining also the invariant mass (2C) of two photons
to the π0 nominal mass is applied. The combination with
the minimum χ2 from the 2C kinematic fit is assigned as
the right combination, and events with χ2 < 20 are se-
lected.

To veto the background events from e+e− →
π+π−ψ(3686), ψ(3686) → π0π0J/ψ, γχcJ , and e

+e− →
π0π0ψ(3686), ψ(3686) → π+π−J/ψ, |RM(π+π−) −
mψ(3686)| > 0.03 GeV/c2 and |M(π+π−J/ψ) −
mψ(3686)| > 0.01 GeV/c2 are required, where

RM(π+π−) =
√
(Pe+e− − Pπ+π−)2 is the recoiling

mass of π+π− against the initial e+e− collision sys-
tem, mψ(3686) is the ψ(3686) nominal mass [53], and

M(π+π−J/ψ) ≡ M(π+π−ℓ+ℓ−) −M(ℓ+ℓ−) + mJ/ψ is
applied to improve resolution, where mJ/ψ is the J/ψ
nominal mass [53]. To reduce the µ/π misidentifica-
tion background in the J/ψ → µ+µ− channel, e.g.
e+e− → ωπ+π− events, at least one of the muon can-
didates must have a hit depth larger than 30 cm in the
MUC.

Figure 1 shows the two-dimensional (2D) distribu-
tion of M(π+π−π0) versus M(ℓ+ℓ−) after the afore-
mentioned requirements have been applied. The ω and
J/ψ signals are observed in the data with M(γJ/ψ) ∈
[3.45, 3.62] GeV/c2 and [3.82, 3.92] GeV/c2 correspond-
ing to the χcJ and X(3872) signal regions. The ω
and J/ψ signal regions are defined as M(π+π−π0) ∈

[0.74, 0.82] GeV/c2 andM(ℓ+ℓ−) ∈ [3.06, 3.14] GeV/c2,
respectively. The ω and J/ψ sidebands are used to esti-
mate the non-ω and non-J/ψ backgrounds. The ω side-
band region is defined as M(π+π−π0) ∈ [0.64, 0.72] ∪
[0.84, 0.92] GeV/c2, which is twice as wide as the ω
signal region. The J/ψ sideband region is defined as
M(ℓ+ℓ−) ∈ [2.96, 3.04] ∪ [3.17, 3.25] GeV/c2, which is
twice as wide as the J/ψ signal region.

Figure 2 displays the invariant mass distribution of
γJ/ψ within the ω and J/ψ mass windows. The χc1 and
χc2 signals are significant, and there are several events
near 3.872 GeV/c2 that correspond to the X(3872). The
χcJ peaking background from the ω sideband is also evi-
dent, which could be attributed to π+π−π0χcJ or ω∗χcJ
events. Here, the ω∗ represents a higher excited state of
ω, such as ω(1420).

B. ωπ+π−J/ψ events

The event selection criteria for ωX(3872) with
X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ follow Ref. [29]. Candi-
date events with five charged tracks and two photons
(π+π−π±ℓ+ℓ−γγ) are reconstructed and referred to as
5-track events. Additionally, to improve the selection
efficiency, candidate events with six charged tracks and
at least one photon (π+π−π+π−ℓ+ℓ−γ) are also recon-
structed and referred to as 6-track events.

Figure 3 shows the 2D distributions of M(π+π−π0)
versus M(ℓ+ℓ−), and the distributions of M(π+π−J/ψ)
for the 5-track and 6-track events. In both cases, the
ω and J/ψ signal regions are defined as M(π+π−π0) ∈
[0.75, 0.81] GeV/c2 andM(ℓ+ℓ−) ∈ [3.07, 3.13] GeV/c2,
respectively. The ω and J/ψ sideband regions are de-
fined as M(π+π−π0) ∈ [0.66, 0.72]∪ [0.84, 0.90] GeV/c2

and M(ℓ+ℓ−) ∈ [2.98, 3.04] ∪ [3.17, 3.23] GeV/c2, re-
spectively. The defined ω and J/ψ sideband regions are
twice as wide as their respective signal regions.

C. γπ+π−J/ψ events

The event selection criteria for γX(3872) with
X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ follow Ref. [31]. Candidate
events with four charged tracks and at least one photon
(π+π−ℓ+ℓ−γ) are reconstructed.

The J/ψ signal region is defined as M(ℓ+ℓ−) ∈
[3.08, 3.12] GeV/c2, and the sideband region is
M(ℓ+ℓ−) ∈ [3.02, 3.06] ∪ [3.14, 3.18] GeV/c2 which is
twice as wide as the signal region. After applying the se-
lection criteria for γX(3872) events, the invariant mass
distribution of π+π−J/ψ is displayed in Fig. 4, where the
ψ(3686) peak corresponding to the e+e− → γISRψ(3686)
events is significant, but no obvious X(3872) signal is
observed in the data.
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FIG. 1. The 2D distributions of M(π+π−π0) versus M(ℓ+ℓ−) with M(γJ/ψ) ∈ [3.45, 3.62] GeV/c2 (left) and
[3.82, 3.92] GeV/c2 (right). The dots are data samples, the red solid boxes are ωJ/ψ signal region (S), the blue dashed,
blue dotted and green dash-dotted boxes indicate ω non-J/ψ (B1), J/ψ non-ω (B2) and non-ω non-J/ψ (B3) sideband regions,
respectively.
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sent ω and J/ψ sidebands, respectively.

IV. R MEASUREMENT

The ratio of the branching fraction of X(3872) →
γJ/ψ to that of X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ is calculated by

R =
NγJ/ψ

Nπ+π−J/ψ

εAve.
π+π−J/ψ

εAve.
γJ/ψ

, (1)

where NγJ/ψ and Nπ+π−J/ψ are the numbers of signal

events for X(3872) → γJ/ψ and X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ
modes of the e+e− → ωX(3872) process, respectively.
εAve.
γJ/ψ and εAve.

π+π−J/ψ are the average selection efficien-

cies at c.m. energies between 4.66 and 4.95 GeV for

X(3872) → γJ/ψ and X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ, respec-
tively. The average selection efficiency is defined as
εAve. =

∑
i Liσiεi/

∑
i Liσi, where Li, σi, and εi are

the luminosity, cross section, and selection efficiency at
the ith c.m. energy. To determine the number of signal
events, unbinned maximum likelihood fits are performed
to the distributions ofM(γJ/ψ) in the X(3872) → γJ/ψ
mode and M(π+π−J/ψ) in the X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ
mode, as shown in Fig. 5. The signal probability-density-
function (PDF) is described by an MC-simulated shape
convolved with a Gaussian function, which models the
resolution difference between data and MC simulation.
The Gaussian parameters in the M(γJ/ψ) fit are con-
strained to the values extracted from χcJ → γJ/ψ events,
which provide a higher statistical control sample. The
Gaussian parameters are free in the M(π+π−J/ψ) fit.
In both cases, a linear function is used to model the
background. The fit yields NγJ/ψ = 8.1 ± 3.9 and
Nπ+π−J/ψ = 24.2± 5.2, where the uncertainties are sta-
tistical only.

Based on the fit results of Fig. 5 and Eq. (1), the ratio
R = 0.38 ± 0.20 is obtained. The statistical significance
of the X(3872) → γJ/ψ signal is estimated by comparing
the difference in the log-likelihood values [∆(−2 lnL) =
5.1] with and without the signal in the fit, and also
taking the change of the number of degrees of freedom
(∆ndf = 1) into consideration. The statistical signifi-
cance is found to be 2.3σ, and an upper limit of R (RUL)
is determined via a Bayesian approach [53]. A likelihood
profile L(R) is performed with various assumptions for
the value of R in the fit. To incorporate the systematic
uncertainty into the upper limit, the likelihood distribu-
tion is convolved with a Gaussian function with a width
equal to the systematic uncertainty (cf. Section VIIIA).
The RUL at 90% confidence level (C.L.) is determined

to be 0.83 by
∫ RUL

0
L(R)dR/

∫ +∞
0

L(R)dR = 0.9. For



8

)2c) (GeV/
-
l+M(l

2.9 2.95 3 3.05 3.1 3.15 3.2 3.25 3.3

)2 c
) 

(G
eV

/
0 π- π+ π

M
(

0.6

0.65

0.7

0.75

0.8

0.85

0.9

0.95

1
5-track

SB1 B1

B2

B2

B3 B3

B3 B3

)2c) (GeV/ψJ/-π+πM(
3.8 3.82 3.84 3.86 3.88 3.9 3.92 3.94

2 c
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 3

 M
eV

/

0
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

Data

X(3872) MCω

Sideband

5-track

)2c) (GeV/
-
l+M(l

2.9 2.95 3 3.05 3.1 3.15 3.2 3.25 3.3

)2 c
) 

(G
eV

/
0 π- π+ π

M
(

0.6

0.65

0.7

0.75

0.8

0.85

0.9

0.95

1
6-track

SB1 B1

B2

B2

B3 B3

B3 B3

)2c) (GeV/ψJ/-π+πM(
3.8 3.82 3.84 3.86 3.88 3.9 3.92 3.94

2 c
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 3

 M
eV

/

0
2
4
6
8

10
12
14
16
18
20

Data

X(3872) MCω

Sideband

6-track

FIG. 3. The 2D distributions of M(π+π−π0) versus M(ℓ+ℓ−) (left column) and the distributions of M(π+π−J/ψ) (right
column) for the 5-track (upper row) and 6-track (bottom row) events of ωπ+π−J/ψ. In the left column, the dots are data
samples, the red solid boxes are ωJ/ψ signal region (S), the blue dashed, blue dotted and green dash-dotted boxes indicate ω
non-J/ψ (B1), J/ψ non-ω (B2) and non-ω non-J/ψ (B3) sideband regions, respectively. In the right column, the dots with
error bars are data samples, the red solid histograms are ωX(3872) MC, and the green filled histograms represent ω-J/ψ 2D
sidebands (B1/2+B2/2-B3/4).

comparison, Table I lists R measured by BESIII with
e+e− → γX(3872) and Belle with B± → K±X(3872).

TABLE I. The R measured by BESIII with e+e− →
γX(3872), Belle with B± → K±X(3872), and this work,
where the uncertainty includes both statistical and system-
atic. The last row shows the average of the three results.

Experiment R

BESIII [28]
[e+e− → γX(3872)]

0.79± 0.28

Belle [11, 14]
[B± → K±X(3872)]

0.21± 0.06

This work
[e+e− → ωX(3872)]

0.38± 0.20 (< 0.83)

Average 0.25± 0.06

V. σωX(3872)/σωχcJ MEASUREMENT

The ratio of the cross section of e+e− → ωX(3872) to
that of e+e− → ωχcJ is derived by

σωX(3872)

σωχcJ
=
NωX(3872)

NωχcJ

×
[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.

ωχcJBχcJ
{[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.

π+π−J/ψ + [ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
γJ/ψR}BX(3872)

,

(2)

where NωX(3872) is the total signal yield of the e+e− →
ωX(3872) with X(3872) → γJ/ψ and π+π−J/ψ modes,
NωχcJ is the signal yield of e+e− → ωχcJ with χcJ →
γJ/ψ. [ε(1+δ)]Ave.

ωχcJ , [ε(1+δ)]
Ave.
π+π−J/ψ and [ε(1+δ)]Ave.

γJ/ψ

are the average of the product of selection efficiencies and
ISR factors at c.m. energies from 4.66 to 4.95 GeV for
these processes, defined as [ε(1+ δ)]Ave. =

∑
i Liσiεi(1+
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δ)i/
∑
i Liσi, where Li, σi, εi, and (1 + δ)i are the lu-

minosity, cross section, selection efficiency, and ISR fac-
tor at the ith c.m. energy. The ISR factor is calculated
by kkmc with an accuracy of 0.1% [54, 55]. BχcJ and
BX(3872) are the branching fractions of χcJ → γJ/ψ and

X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ, respectively.
In the σωX(3872)/σωχcJ measurement, the two de-

cay modes, X(3872) → γJ/ψ and π+π−J/ψ, are con-
sidered to extract the signal yields of ωX(3872). A
simultaneous fit is conducted on the distributions of
M(γJ/ψ) in the γJ/ψ mode and M(π+π−J/ψ) in the
π+π−J/ψ mode, as shown in Fig. 6. The PDF used
in this fit is the same as that in the R measurement
(cf. Fig. 5), but R is fixed to the average value of
0.25 ± 0.06. Taking into account the efficiency, ISR fac-
tor and branching fraction of X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ, the

fit yields
NωX(3872)

{[ε(1+δ)]Ave.
π+π−J/ψ

+[ε(1+δ)]Ave.
γJ/ψ

R}BX(3872)
= 3075±

616, which represents the number of produced ωX(3872)
events.

For the ωχcJ events, there are potential peaking back-
grounds from π+π−π0χcJ or ω(1420)χcJ , which are ob-
served in Fig. 2. To extract the signal yield NωχcJ , a
2D fit is performed to the M(γJ/ψ) and M(π+π−π0)
distributions. The 2D PDF f2D is constructed with the
following six components:

f2D =SωSχc1 + SωSχc2
+B3πSχc1 +B3πSχc2 +BγJ/ψSω +B3πBγJ/ψ,

(3)
where SωSχcJ , B3πSχcJ , BγJ/ψSω, and B3πBγJ/ψ corre-
spond to ωχcJ , χcJ non-ω, ω non-χcJ , and non-ω non-χcJ
components, respectively. The symbols S and B stand
for the signal shape and background shape, respectively.
The signal shape is described by the MC-simulated shape
convolved with a Gaussian resolution. The background
shapes of BγJ/ψ and B3π are described by first-order and

second-order polynomial functions, respectively. Figure 7
shows the fit result, which yields Nωχc1 = 46.3± 8.6 and
Nωχc2 = 23.5 ± 7.2, where the uncertainties are statisti-
cal. The significance of the χcJ signal is estimated using
the same method mentioned above. With the changes of
log-likelihood values ∆(−2 lnL) = 47.0 and 16.4 for the
χc1 and χc2, respectively, as well as a change in the num-
ber of degrees of freedom ∆ndf = 1, the significance of
ωχc1 and ωχc2 signals is estimated to be 6.8σ and 4.0σ,
respectively.
With the signal yields of ωX(3872) and ωχcJ , the

cross section ratios of σωX(3872)/σωχc1 = 5.2 ± 1.0 and
σωX(3872)/σωχc2 = 5.5 ± 1.1 are obtained from Eq. (2),
where the uncertainties are statistical only. The mea-
sured results and related parameters in Eq. (2) are sum-
marized in Table II.

TABLE II. The results of σωX(3872)/σωχcJ and the values of
related parameters in Eq. (2). The first uncertainties are sta-
tistical, and the second systematic.

Parameter Value

NωX(3872)

{[ε(1+δ)]Ave.
π+π−J/ψ

+[ε(1+δ)]Ave.
γJ/ψ

R}BX(3872)
3075± 616

Nωχc1 46.3± 8.6

Nωχc2 23.5± 7.2

[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
π+π−J/ψ 0.22

[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
γJ/ψ 0.19

[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
ωχc1 0.23

[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
ωχc2 0.22

Bχc1 (34.3± 1.0)% [53]

Bχc2 (19.0± 0.5)% [53]

BX(3872) (3.8± 1.2)% [53]

R 0.25± 0.06

σωX(3872)/σωχc1 5.2± 1.0± 1.9

σωX(3872)/σωχc2 5.5± 1.1± 2.4

VI. σγX(3872)/σωX(3872) MEASUREMENT

The ratio of the cross sections of e+e− → γX(3872) to
e+e− → ωX(3872) is calculated using

σγX(3872)

σωX(3872)
=
NγX(3872)

NωX(3872)

[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
ωX(3872)

[ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
γX(3872)

Bω, (4)

where NγX(3872) and NωX(3872) are the signal yields of

the e+e− → γX(3872) and e+e− → ωX(3872) processes,
respectively. [ε(1 + δ)]Ave.

γX(3872) and [ε(1 + δ)]Ave.
ωX(3872) are

the average of product of the selection efficiencies and
ISR factors at c.m. energies between 4.66 and 4.95 GeV
for the two processes. Bω is the product of the branching
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FIG. 5. The unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the distributions of M(γJ/ψ) (left) and M(π+π−J/ψ) (right). The dots
with error bars are data samples, the blue solid curves are the fit results, the red dashed and blue dotted lines represent signal
and background shapes, respectively.
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FIG. 6. The simultaneous fit to the distributions of M(γJ/ψ) (left) and M(π+π−J/ψ) (right). The dots with error bars are
data samples, the blue solid curves are the fit results, the red dashed and blue dotted lines represent signal and background
shapes, respectively.

fractions of ω → π+π−π0 and π0 → γγ. Since no obvi-
ous γX(3872) signal is observed, we determine the up-
per limit on the cross section ratio σγX(3872)/σωX(3872).
An unbinned maximum likelihood fit is performed to the
M(π+π−J/ψ) distribution from the γX(3872) events.
The signal PDF is a MC-simulated shape convolved with
a Gaussian function, whose parameters are determined
from the fit to the γISRψ(3686) → γISRπ

+π−J/ψ events.
The signal yield of NωX(3872) = 24.2± 5.2 is obtained in
Section IV, as shown in Fig. 5. Thus, the upper limit
of σγX(3872)/σωX(3872) < 0.23 at 90% C.L. is determined
using the same method described in Section IV. The sys-
tematic uncertainty (cf. Section VIIIC) is taken into ac-
count in the upper limit.

VII. THE CROSS SECTION MEASUREMENT

The Born cross section of e+e− → ωX(3872), ωχcJ at
measured c.m. energy

√
s is calculated with

σB(
√
s) =

N

Lint(1 + δ) 1
|1−Π|2 εB

, (5)

where N is the signal yield, Lint is the integrated lumi-
nosity, (1+ δ) is the ISR correction factor obtained from
kkmc [54, 55], 1

|1−Π|2 is the vacuum polarization fac-

tor [61], ε is the detection efficiency, and B is the product
of the branching fractions of the intermediate processes.

Figure 8 shows the cross sections at each c.m. energy
for the processes e+e− → ωX(3872), e+e− → ωχc1 and
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(right) at each c.m. energy. The errors are statistical only.

e+e− → ωχc2. The numerical results can be found in
Tables VIII, IX, and X. The fit results at each c.m. energy
are shown in Figs. 9 and 10. In the e+e− → ωX(3872)
process, the cross section around 4.75 GeV exhibits a
significant increase compared to adjacent energies. This
local excess in the cross section near 4.75 GeV is also
evident in the e+e− → ωχc1 process.

VIII. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTY

A. Systematic uncertainty for R

In the measurement of the ratio R, the common
systematic uncertainties of X(3872) → γJ/ψ and
X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ cancel out, including the ones due
to the luminosity, tracking efficiency of leptons, ISR cor-
rection, the muon hit depth in the MUC, and branching
fractions of ω → π+π−π0 and J/ψ → ℓ+ℓ−. The un-
common systematic uncertainties mainly come from the
tracking efficiency of pions, photon reconstruction, kine-

matic fit, MC model, and fit model.

For the ωX(3872) → ωγJ/ψ mode, the final states
of π+π−γγℓ+ℓ− are reconstructed. Taking a systematic
uncertainty of 1% per pion track [34], we assign 2% un-
certainty from the pion tracking efficiency. we also assign
2% uncertainty from photon reconstruction by taking a
systematic uncertainty of 1% per photon [62]. The sys-
tematic uncertainty associated with the kinematic fit is
estimated by comparing the efficiency difference with and
without the correction of the helix parameters of charged
tracks in the MC simulations [63]. As a result, uncertain-
ties of 1% and 2.8% are assigned to the X(3872) → γJ/ψ
and X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ modes, respectively. To esti-
mate the systematic uncertainty from the MC model, the
phase space model for the ωX(3872) and γJ/ψ processes
is replaced by a 1± cos2 θ distribution. The difference in
efficiency is found to be negligible. The systematic uncer-
tainty related to the fit is investigated by testing various
background shapes and changing the fit range. The dif-
ference in signal yield is found to be negligible compared
to other sources.
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For the ωX(3872) → ωπ+π−J/ψ mode, the 5-
track (π+π−π±ℓ+ℓ−γγ) and 6-track (π+π−π+π−ℓ+ℓ−γ)
events are reconstructed. According to the previous dis-
cussion, we assign a 3% uncertainty from the pion track-
ing efficiency and a 2% uncertainty from the photon
reconstruction for the 5-track events. For the 6-track
events, the uncertainties from pion tracking efficiency and
photon reconstruction are 4% and 1%, respectively. The
systematic uncertainties from kinematic fit, MC model,
and fit are studied using the same method as in the
X(3872) → γJ/ψ mode, with the uncertainties from MC
model and fit being negligible.

In the measurement of R, the uncertainties from the
pion tracking efficiency and the photon reconstruction
in the two decay modes of X(3872) partially cancel out.
Based on the number of the pion track and photon in
the two decay modes, a 1% uncertainty from the pion
tracking efficiency contributes to R for the 5-track case
of ωπ+π−J/ψ. Similarly, 2% and 1% uncertainties re-
spectively from the pion tracking efficiency and photon
reconstruction contribute to R for the 6-track case of
ωπ+π−J/ψ. The total uncertainty is obtained by com-
bining the uncertainties of the 5-track (∆5) and 6-track
(∆6) cases ε5

ε5+ε6
∆5 + ε6

ε5+ε6
∆6, where ε5(6) represents

the selection efficiency of the 5-track (6-track) events of
ωπ+π−J/ψ.
Assuming all the sources of systematic uncertainties

are independent, the total systematic uncertainty in R
is obtained by adding them in quadrature, as listed in
Table III.

TABLE III. The sources of systematic uncertainties and their
contributions (in %) to R.

Source Uncertainty

Tracking 1.7

Photon 0.7

Kinematic fit in X(3872) → γJ/ψ 1.0

Kinematic fit in X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ 2.8

Total 3.5

B. Systematic uncertainty for σωX(3872)/σωχcJ

In the measurement of the ratio σωX(3872)/σωχcJ , the
common systematic uncertainties from luminosity, track-
ing efficiency of leptons, muon hit depth in the MUC, and
branching fractions of ω → π+π−π0 and J/ψ → ℓ+ℓ− in
the ωX(3872) and ωχcJ channels cancel out.

The remaining uncertainties in the ωχcJ process in-
clude the tracking efficiency of pions, photon reconstruc-
tion, kinematic fit, MC model, ISR correction, branching
fraction of χcJ → γJ/ψ, and the uncertainty of NωχcJ .
There are 2% uncertainty from the tracking efficiency of
pions and 2% uncertainty from photon reconstruction,
stemming from the reconstruction of two pion tracks and

two photons in the ωχcJ process. The systematic uncer-
tainties from kinematic fit and MC model are estimated
using the same method as described in Section VIIIA,
with the uncertainty of the MC model being negligible.
The ISR correction factor and efficiency depend on the
input cross section line shape in kkmc. By employing
the cross section line shapes with and without resonance
(here a potential resonance structure around 4.75 GeV
in ωχcJ is used) as input, the difference in [ε(1 + δ)]Ave.

ωχcJ
is taken as the systematic uncertainty which is found to
be small and can be disregarded. The uncertainty of
the branching fraction of χcJ → γJ/ψ is taken from the
PDG [53]. The statistical uncertainty of NωχcJ is ob-
tained from the fit as shown in Fig. 7.
For the ωX(3872) process, the remaining uncertainties

are the tracking efficiency of pions, photon reconstruc-
tion, kinematic fit, MC model, ISR correction, branching
fraction of X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ and the uncertainty of
R. As both X(3872) → γJ/ψ and X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ
decay modes are considered, these uncertainties are cat-
egorized into two groups. The first group contains
those with an equal contribution to both modes, such
as ISR correction, the branching fraction of X(3872) →
π+π−J/ψ, and the uncertainty of R. The second group
comprises uncertainties that do not equally contribute to
the two modes, which include the tracking efficiency of
the pion, photon reconstruction, and kinematic fit.
For the first group, the uncertainty of the ISR correc-

tion is estimated using the same method as in the ωχcJ
process. The uncertainty of the branching fraction of
X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ is quoted from the PDG [53]. In
the simultaneous fit of Fig. 6, R = 0.25± 0.06 is used as
an input parameter. By varying the value of R within
±1σ, the difference in the signal yield of ωX(3872) is
taken as the systematic uncertainty.
The second group of uncertainties cancel out in

σωX(3872)/σωχcJ for the X(3872) → γJ/ψ mode, as
the same final states are reconstructed in the processes
ωX(3872) and ωχcJ . As for the X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ
mode, these uncertainties in σωX(3872)/σωχcJ are iden-
tical to those in R (cf. Section VIIIA), thus we omit
the redundant discussions here. To incorporate the sec-
ond group of uncertainties in the two decay modes of
X(3872), we calculate the weighted average of the uncer-
tainties as

∆Ave. =

2∑
i=1

ωi∆i, ωi =
εiBi∑2
i=1 εiBi

, (6)

where ∆Ave. is the average systematic uncertainty, ωi,
∆i, εi, and Bi are the weight, systematic uncertainty,
selection efficiency, and branching fraction, respectively,
with i = 1 for the X(3872) → γJ/ψ mode and i = 2 for
the X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ mode.
Assuming all the sources of systematic uncertainties

are independent, the total systematic uncertainty in the
ratio σωX(3872)/σωχcJ is obtained by adding them in
quadrature. Table IV summarizes all sources of system-
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atic uncertainties and their contributions to the uncertain
of the ratio σωX(3872)/σωχcJ .

TABLE IV. The sources of systematic uncertainties and their
contributions (in %) to σωX(3872)/σωχc1 (σωX(3872)/σωχc2).
∆1 and ∆2 represent the uncertainties associated with the
X(3872) → γJ/ψ and X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ modes, respec-
tively, their weighted average ∆Ave. is calculated with Eq. (6).

Source ∆1 ∆2 ∆Ave.

B(χcJ → γJ/ψ) 2.9 (2.6) 2.9 (2.6)

NωχcJ 18.6 (30.7) 18.6 (30.7)

ISR correction of ωX(3872) 3.0 3.0

B(X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ) 31.6 31.6

R 2.0 2.0

Tracking - 1.7 1.4

Photon - 0.7 0.6

Kinematic fit of ωχcJ - 1.0 (1.0) 0.8 (0.8)

Kinematic fit of ωX(3872) - 2.8 2.3

Total 37.0 (44.3) 37.1 (44.4) 37.1 (44.4)

C. Systematic uncertainty for σγX(3872)/σωX(3872)

In the measurement of the ratio σγX(3872)/σωX(3872),
the systematic uncertainties common to both the
γX(3872) and ωX(3872) processes, such as the luminos-
ity, tracking efficiency of leptons, branching fractions of
X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ and J/ψ → ℓ+ℓ− cancel out. The
uncommon systematic uncertainties include the tracking
efficiency of pion, photon reconstruction, kinematic fit,
ISR correction, muon hit depth in the MUC, fit and
NωX(3872).

For the γX(3872) process, the final states of
γπ+π−ℓ+ℓ− are reconstructed. Therefore, a 2% uncer-
tainty from the tracking efficiency of pions and a 1% un-
certainty from photon reconstruction are assigned. The
study of the systematic uncertainties from the kinematic
fit, ISR correction, and the fit also follows Section VIIIA.
It is found that the uncertainties from the ISR correction
and fit are negligible.

For the ωX(3872) process, the uncertainties from the
tracking efficiency of pions, photon reconstruction, kine-
matic fit, and ISR correction have already been discussed
in Sections VIIIA and VIII B. The systematic uncer-
tainty from the requirement of the muon hit depth in
the MUC is studied with the control sample of e+e− →
µ+µ−, the difference in efficiency between the data and
MC simulation due to the requirement is taken as the
systematic uncertainty. The statistical uncertainty of
NωX(3872) is obtained from the fit as shown in Fig. 5.
The uncertainties from the tracking efficiency of pi-

ons and photon reconstruction in the γX(3872) and
ωX(3872) processes partially cancel out. Similar to
the discussion in Section VIIIA, we assign 1% uncer-
tainty from the tracking efficiency of pions and 1% un-
certainty from the photon reconstruction for the 5-track

case of ωπ+π−J/ψ. A 2% uncertainty from the track-
ing efficiency of pions is assigned for the 6-track case of
ωπ+π−J/ψ. The uncertainties of the 5-track and 6-track
cases are then combined by ε5

ε5+ε6
∆5 +

ε6
ε5+ε6

∆6.

Assuming all the sources of systematic uncertainties
are independent, the total systematic uncertainty in the
ratio σγX(3872)/σωX(3872) is obtained by adding them in
quadrature, as shown in Table V.

TABLE V. The sources of systematic uncertainties and their
contributions (in %) to σγX(3872)/σωX(3872).

Source Uncertainty

Tracking 1.7

Photon 0.3

Kinematic fit of γX(3872) 1.3

Kinematic fit of ωX(3872) 2.8

ISR correction of ωX(3872) 3.0

MUC 1.9

NωX(3872) 21.5

Total 22.1

D. Systematic uncertainty of the cross section
measurement

The systematic uncertainties in the cross section mea-
surement mainly come from the luminosity, tracking ef-
ficiency, photon reconstruction, kinematic fit, ISR cor-
rection, muon hit depth in the MUC, branching frac-
tions, and fit. The integrated luminosity is measured
using Bhabha events with an uncertainty of 0.6% [43].
All other uncertainties are studied in previous sections,
and summarized in Table VI for the e+e− → ωX(3872)
process and Table VII for the e+e− → ωχcJ process.

TABLE VI. The sources of systematic uncertainties and
their contributions (in %) to the cross section of e+e− →
ωX(3872).

Source Uncertainty

Luminosity 0.6

Tracking 5.7

Photon 1.3

Kinematic fit 2.8

ISR correction 3.0

B(J/ψ → ℓ+ℓ−) 0.6

MUC 1.9

Total 7.5
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TABLE VII. The sources of systematic uncertainties and
their contributions (in %) to the cross section of e+e− →
ωχc1(ωχc2).

Source Uncertainty

Luminosity 0.6

Tracking 4.0

Photon 2.0

Kinematic fit 1.0

B(χcJ → γJ/ψ) 2.9 (2.6)

B(J/ψ → ℓ+ℓ−) 0.6

MUC 1.9

Total 5.8 (5.7)

IX. SUMMARY

In summary, with the data sets taken at c.m. energies
from 4.66 to 4.95 GeV, corresponding to an integrated
luminosity of 4.5 fb−1, we have studied the processes
e+e− → ωX(3872) and e+e− → γX(3872). Through the
channel e+e− → ωX(3872), we have measured the ra-

tio R ≡ B(X(3872)→γJ/ψ)
B(X(3872)→π+π−J/ψ) as 0.38± 0.20stat. ± 0.01syst.

(R < 0.83 at 90% C.L.), which agrees with Belle’s mea-
surement and the previous BESIII’s measurement of the
e+e− → γX(3872) process. R is currently limited by
statistics.

In addition, using two decay modes of the X(3872),
X(3872) → π+π−J/ψ and γJ/ψ, we have measured
the ratios of average cross sections between 4.66 and
4.95 GeV, σωX(3872)/σωχc1 = 5.2± 1.0stat. ± 1.9syst. and
σωX(3872)/σωχc2 = 5.5± 1.1stat. ± 2.4syst.. The relatively

large cross section for the e+e− → ωX(3872) process
is mainly attributed to the cross section enhancement
around 4.75 GeV, which may indicate a potential struc-
ture in the cross section of e+e− → ωX(3872). We have
also searched for the process of e+e− → γX(3872) within
the same energy range, but have not observed an obvious
signal. We set the upper limit on the cross section ratio
as σγX(3872)/σωX(3872) < 0.23 at 90% C.L.. These mea-
surements provide key inputs for a deeper understanding
of the production of the X(3872) [64–71].
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TABLE VIII. The product of Born cross section of e+e− →
ωX(3872) and the branching fraction of X(3872) →
π+π−J/ψ σBB (pb) at each measured c.m. energy

√
s (GeV).

The table also includes the integrated luminosity Lint (pb
−1),

the detection efficiency ε (%), the product of the ISR correc-
tion factor and vacuum polarization factor 1+δ

|1−Π|2 and the

number of the signal yield N at each c.m. energy. The first
uncertainty is statistical and the second systematic.

√
s Lint ε 1+δ

|1−Π|2 N σBB

4.66 529.63 29.01 0.50 0.0+1.3
−0.0 0.0+0.16

−0.0 ± 0.01

4.68 1669.31 28.71 0.72 6.9+3.1
−2.4 0.19+0.08

−0.07 ± 0.01

4.70 536.45 28.07 0.74 0.0+1.3
−0.0 0.0+0.11

−0.0 ± 0.01

4.74 164.27 29.27 0.71 1.6+1.8
−1.1 0.44+0.50

−0.30 ± 0.03

4.75 367.21 28.91 0.81 6.1+3.0
−2.3 0.67+0.33

−0.25 ± 0.05

4.78 512.78 23.39 1.22 2.0+1.8
−1.1 0.13+0.12

−0.07 ± 0.01

4.84 527.29 14.14 1.85 5.4+2.9
−2.2 0.37+0.20

−0.15 ± 0.03

4.92 208.11 10.55 2.56 1.0+1.4
−0.7 0.17+0.24

−0.12 ± 0.01

4.95 160.37 9.67 2.49 0.0+1.3
−0.0 0.0+0.32

−0.0 ± 0.02

TABLE IX. The Born cross section σB (pb) for e+e− → ωχc1
at each measured c.m. energy

√
s (GeV). The table also in-

cludes the integrated luminosity Lint (pb−1), the detection
efficiency ε (%), the product of the ISR correction factor and
vacuum polarization factor 1+δ

|1−Π|2 and the number of the sig-

nal yield N at each c.m. energy. The first uncertainty is sta-
tistical and the second systematic.

√
s Lint ε 1+δ

|1−Π|2 N σB

4.66 529.63 18.59 1.41 10.0+4.5
−3.8 2.00+0.89

−0.75 ± 0.12

4.68 1669.31 16.04 1.69 12.3+5.2
−4.6 0.75+0.32

−0.28 ± 0.04

4.70 536.45 13.37 2.13 4.2+2.9
−2.1 0.75+0.52

−0.38 ± 0.04

4.74 164.27 16.62 1.25 0.9+1.4
−0.8 0.74+1.16

−0.61 ± 0.04

4.75 367.21 19.25 1.02 5.2+3.1
−2.3 2.00+1.17

−0.89 ± 0.12

4.78 512.78 20.62 1.03 7.9+3.6
−2.9 1.99+0.92

−0.74 ± 0.12

4.84 527.29 18.27 1.31 4.6+3.0
−2.2 1.01+0.66

−0.48 ± 0.06

4.92 208.11 15.64 1.55 1.2+1.6
−0.8 0.63+0.87

−0.46 ± 0.04

4.95 160.37 14.78 1.62 0.0+1.3
−0.0 0.0+0.92

−0.0 ± 0.05

TABLE X. The Born cross section σB (pb) for e+e− → ωχc2
at each measured c.m. energy

√
s (GeV). The table also in-

cludes the integrated luminosity Lint (pb−1), the detection
efficiency ε (%), the product of the ISR correction factor and
vacuum polarization factor 1+δ

|1−Π|2 and the number of the sig-

nal yield N at each c.m. energy. The first uncertainty is sta-
tistical and the second systematic.

√
s Lint ε 1+δ

|1−Π|2 N σB

4.66 529.63 17.54 1.32 8.9+4.5
−3.8 3.61+1.83

−1.54 ± 0.21

4.68 1669.31 17.08 1.35 11.0+5.2
−4.4 1.41+0.66

−0.57 ± 0.08

4.70 536.45 16.81 1.38 1.8+2.3
−1.5 0.71+0.92

−0.59 ± 0.04

4.74 164.27 15.98 1.43 0.0+1.3
−0.0 0.0+1.72

−0.0 ± 0.10

4.75 367.21 16.15 1.45 0.0+1.1
−0.0 0.0+0.62

−0.0 ± 0.04

4.78 512.78 15.82 1.48 0.0+1.3
−0.0 0.0+0.54

−0.0 ± 0.03

4.84 527.29 15.26 1.56 2.3+2.7
−2.1 0.91+1.05

−0.81 ± 0.05

4.92 208.11 14.53 1.64 1.8+1.8
−1.1 1.85+1.82

−1.14 ± 0.11

4.95 160.37 13.99 1.67 0.0+1.3
−0.0 0.0+1.71

−0.0 ± 0.10
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FIG. 9. The fits to the M(π+π−J/ψ) distributions in the e+e− → ωX(3872) process at each c.m. energy. The dots with error
bars are data samples, and the solid curves are fit results.
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FIG. 10. The 2D fits to the M(γJ/ψ) and M(π+π−π0) distributions in the e+e− → ωχcJ process at each c.m. energy. The
dots with error bars are data samples, and the solid curves are fit results.
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[68] J. Ferretti, G. Galatà, and E. Santopinto, Phys. Rev. D

90, 054010 (2014), arXiv:1401.4431 [nucl-th].
[69] E. J. Eichten, K. Lane, and C. Quigg, Phys. Rev. D

73, 014014 (2006), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 73, 079903
(2006)], arXiv:hep-ph/0511179.

[70] T. Barnes, S. Godfrey, and E. S. Swanson, Phys. Rev. D
72, 054026 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0505002.

[71] B.-Q. Li and K.-T. Chao, Phys. Rev. D 79, 094004
(2009), arXiv:0903.5506 [hep-ph].

https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/32/8/001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.034003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/31/6/061301
https://doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/31/6/061301
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90062-M
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1251-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1251-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0749
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.052005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.052005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.5360
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.012002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.012002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4805
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2014)071
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2014)071
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.3783
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.034026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.034026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.00287
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.07.059
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406080
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406080
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.096020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.096020
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.12841
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.054010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.054010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.4431
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.014014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.014014
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0511179
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.054026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.054026
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0505002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.094004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.094004
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.5506

	Study of e+e-X(3872) and X(3872) from 4.66 to 4.95 GeV
	Abstract
	Introduction
	BESIII detector and MC sample
	Event Selection
	J/ events 
	+- J/ events 
	+- J/ events

	R measurement
	X(3872)/cJ measurement
	X(3872)/X(3872) measurement
	The cross section measurement
	Systematic uncertainty 
	Systematic uncertainty for R 
	Systematic uncertainty for X(3872)/cJ 
	Systematic uncertainty for X(3872)/X(3872) 
	Systematic uncertainty of the cross section measurement

	Summary
	Acknowledgments
	References


