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Ej Abstract

é_We report the final results of a study of th€3770) meson using a data sample collected with the KEDR:tigtat the VEPP-4M
b) electron-positron collider. The data analysis takes ictmant interference between the resonant and nonresbBitaptoduction,
P where the latter is related to the nonresonant part of theggradependent form factdfp. The vector dominance approach and

—several empirical parameterizations have been tried bnﬁnresonarﬁgR(s).
Our results for the mass and total widthyg8770) are

M = 37782 718 135 193 Mev,

_ 46 +05 +0.2
= 2497, %5 Zo5 MeV,

205v2

< where the first, second and third uncertainties are stalssystematic and model, respectively. For the electestigh width two
= possible solutions have been found:

(@)

a (1) Te=1547717"2ev,

— (2) Tee=414732422" 0y,

2 Our statistics are ingficient to prefer one solution to another. The solution (2)gates the problem of noBD decays but is

>< disfavored by potential models.

E Itis shown that taking into account the resonance—contiminterference in the near-threshold regidiieets resonance param-
eters, thus the results presented can not be directly cadpath the corresponding PDG values obtained ignoringetfiést.
1. Introduction situation with the mass, total width and electron partialtivis

still not clear.

The preceding Letter of this volume is devoted to the mea-

surement of the/(2S) meson parameters in the KEDR experi-

ment performed during energy scans from 3.67 to 3.92 GeV a ass is sented in Talile 1. It does not include the results
_ _ . 3. 1120 18] wi ; _
the VEPP-4Me*e™ collider. In this Letter we describe the ap- of Refs ] with the analysis of trefe” — DD data of

/l +a— D 51 i i
plication of the developed tools to the measuremegtB770) BES ] and thee'e” — DDy data of Belle ] in which

parameters omitting details common {@{2S) andy(3770). tmhgsl{/s(igso)lﬁlgggﬁigr\:wﬂg ;ﬁssit;ieig gzﬁg ér;:gzrﬂtsjcg Tag(s)l)ng a
Since the discovery of thg(3770), seven experiments con- ! ’

. o . m large for a simpl nter-of-bin fitting. Thesekaor
tributed to the determination of its parameters, neveeteethe seems t0o large for a simple center-of-b .tt 9 €SE@o
encouraged us to employ the vector dominance model in the

*Corresponding authors, e-mails: analy5|s ' ] ) )
shamov@inp.nsk.su, todyshev@inp.nsk.su The values presented form three partially overlapping-clus

The incomplete compilation of results reportedyg3770)
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ters. The first one witkiM) =37725+ 0.4 MeV comes from the
analyses in which interference between resonant and rmnres

Table 1: Incomplete compilation of results ¢(8770) mass.

n_a_ntDB production has been ignorda BQEBEBDG IA.ad- Analysis My @r7ofMeV] Comments
dition, the analyses assumed the simplest shape of nommeson = o ) [ | 37741 <3 e 5 hadrond
DD-cross section similar to that for point-like pseudoscsailar DELCO [2 37721 > — @
QED. The statistical uncertainty in this case is small (in [7] the [2] * e+e_—> hadron 3
influence ofiy(4040) and highey’s included in the analysis in- MARK-II[3] | 37661 +2 e"e— hadrond
creases the/(3770) mass uncertainty). The second cluster of | Belle [4] 37784+30+13 | B— D'DK*®
B — DDK analyses|[4.,/8,)9] hagv)=37756 + 2.3 MeV (the KEDR [5] 37735+ 0.9+ 0.6 | e"e— hadrond?
result of [4] is not included because of its uncertain sfafiise BES-II [6] 37724+ 0.4+ 0.3 | e"e— hadrond®
third, highest mass, c(lf__siter is formed by the analyses ateou  ["BES || [7] 37720 +19 e'e— hadrons
ing for mterferen_cdﬂ _ 1] aljd g|vQM)=3777.3_4_r 1.3 MeV. Belle[8] 37760250240 | B— DDOK*
As was mentioned in Section 5.2 of the previous Letter, tak- =
I , . . BaBar [9] 37755+ 24+ 05 | B— DDK
ing into account the resonance—continuum interference-is e —— =
sential for a determination of thg(3770) parameters. A close | BaBar[10] | 37788+19+09 | e’e’— DDy _
DD production threshold significantly increases the impargan | KEDR [11] | 37780+ 1.6+ 0.7 | e*e — hadrond®?

of that. A consideration of the interferencets is one of the
primary goals of this experimeﬂnt

If interference is ignored in a fit of the measurB® or
multihadron cross section, a bias appears in the growing con
tinuum contribution that causes a bias in the resonanceiampl
tude and a shift of the mass value. The signs of théeets
depend on the relative position of the interference pealdgnd
The DD cross section at the threshold is fixed at zero, therefore
the weights of the more distant data points in a fit are larger
than those of the less distant ones. Evidence for a dip diféer t the variation of the net detectiorfigiency in the whole ex-
DD cross section maximum is visible in all published data withperiment range can exceed 20%)] [17]. The calculation of the
large enough statistics (see, for example, Fig. 1 of R&), [6] net dhiciency implies knowledge of the resonance parameters
therefore, the artificial mass shift should be negative émnd and accounting for the interferencéiezts, therefore an itera-
counted events move the resonance peak to the left). That ive analysis is required. In this work we fit the observed-mul
exactly what we observe analyzing the published mass gesult tihadron cross section not corrected for the detectiiniency

If the result on mass of [4] is ignored, thg3770) mass  which allows iterations to be avoided.
value obtained if8 decays does not contradict neither to 35672
nor 37773 MeV. The interference of the resonant and nonres2.1. Observed cross section and D-meson form factor
onantDD vyields also takes place in this case but the relation
between them can fier from that ine*e™ collisions, besides,
the interferenceféect can be partially compensated by subtrac
tion of the combinatorial background. Thus, the intermidia
mass value does not seem surprising.

Below we briefly describe the theoretical basis of the analy-
sis performed, enter some details concerning the analysiep
dure and not covered e preceding Lettepresent the results
on they(3770) parameters and discuss their systematic uncer- 7P
tainties and model dependence. bo7

@ _ omitted in the latest PDG edition

®) __ the result orB(B — DD °K*) is superseded bI[8]

©_ preliminary results reported at various conferences

@ _interference between resonant and nonresonant
DD production is taken into account

In the energy range from slightly below thi€2S) peak to
slightly above thé D threshold the variation of the light quark
“contribution toR (Ry4s) is small, so that the multihadron cross
section observed in the experiment can be written as

emp

obs _ RC RC RC
Omh = €u(2S) Oyos) T €I T gpy + Exr O + O yg

RC _ RC _q _ RC
£D'D- Opip- + €popo O oo T €nob Brob Ty@rrgt (1)

wherec"C’s are theoretical cross sectionss are correspond-
ing detection #iciencies, an@*™’s are terms treated empir-
ically as described below. THeC superscript means that the

A few approaches can be employed to determine the res@ross section has been corrected for initial state radigt®R)
nance parameters using a multihadron cross section datee In €ffectsnDD stands for the diregt(3770) decay to light hadrons,
Ref. [6] the fit of theR ratio was performed, in thRef.[16]  the other (supgsub)scripts seem self-explanatof, 5 is a
the dficiency—corrected cross section was analyzed. There afganching fraction. All detectionfigciencies explicitly entering
many diferent sources of multihadron events such ag{2s)  Eq. (1) can be kept energy independent witfiisient accuracy
andy(3770) production, the light quark production etc., thusfor the event selection criteria employed (see 5e¢. 3.1).

The first four terms have no peculiarities in the whole en-
ergy range of the experiment, while the last four are resptas
for the excess of the cross section in #{8770) region.

2. Multihadron cross section in the vicinity of ¢/(3770)

1The result of{[5] was obtained solely to check consistendi thie previous
measurements.



The fourth term of Eq{1) corresponding to the light quarkin line with the PDG prescriptions (p. 808 of R[23]). Here
contribution can be scaled agst where a relatively small  dp-p- anddpeg. are the Blatt-Weisskopf damping factors for a
parametes is due to the energy dependence of the detectiowector resonancH]M]:
efficiency and radiative corrections. Possible variatiofR@f

. . . 3
can also contribute té. This term can be easily removed from dom = Pob — 4R 9
the consideration in the fit of the cross section providetittiea bb 2 41’ £D = AoFo, ©)
DD

¢ value is known. TheDDr cross section can be treated as a
small correction. We took it into account using the approxi-whereR, represents the meson radius apgdis the c.m. mo-
mately known shape and an additional fit parameter. mentum of the mesongp = Sp W/2. The partial width de-
Calculations for™: ando™ are described ithe preced-  pendence according to E@] (8) corresponds to the approach of
ing Letter, a small contribution of thé/y tail was calculated  Ref. [19]. Its simplified form was used in the experimehts[1,
similarly to they/(2S) one, for theDD production cross section [3]. The approach is somewhatfi@irent from that employed in
(here and belovD stands foD* or D%) one has Refs. [6/ 7] by BESwhich does not lead to noticeable changes
of they(3770) parameters.
TRE(W) =sz5 (W VI-x) op5 (W VI-X) The DDr cross section enterin@l(1) as a small correction
©) can be calculated with flicient accuracy using
X F (%, W2) G(W W) dW'dXx,

2
where 7 (x, s) is the probability to lose a fraction af in the 055, (W) = ;TLWZ Bs, [
initial state radiation [18]G(W, W’) describes a distribution of (10)
the total collision energy, which can be assumed to be Gaussi
with an energy spready. Bosx = V(1—(Mp: +Mp)2/W2)(1— (Mp: —mp)2/W2) .

For the charged modé( D) the factorzp-p- describing ) ) i
the Coulomb interaction between the mesonsodl@d [19] i5he quantityFp, is treated as a fit parameter.
21,

taken according to Sommerfeld-Sakhatoy [20/21, 22]:
2.2. Nonresonant D-meson form factor

Zop- = m@/fo- X O(W—2mp-). ©) The nonresonant part of the form factor can be written as
1-exp (-na/Bo-)
_ 1

For the neutral modeD®D ©) there is no such interaction, thus Fpr(W) = 1= TloW)| fo(W) (11)

Zpogo = 1% O(W—2mpo), @) with fo(W) = 1 for point-like particles. Her&ly is the vacuum
the step functions(W—2mp) are shown explicitly to simplify polarization operator except the contributions of all resmes
some expressions below. which are written separately ifl(6). We remind that the faH p

The cross sectionr,5 can be expressed via the form factor larization operator is calculated using the total crossiceof

Fp andD-meson velocity in the c.m.systess: e'e” — hadrons that already includes all resonances, there-

fore use of the full operatdi instead ofllp in the nonresonant
2 . .
_ _mat 4 2 _ amplitude leads to double counting of the resonances ared thu
7op(W) = 3wz Po Fo(W). Bo = 1~ 4mp/W2. () incorrect values of the leptonic widths (see also the disions
in Sec. 5.3 othe preceding Lettgr
There are no precise theoretical predictions F¥(W).
The model-independent result can be obtained using thenexpa

, ” i NR NR i - i
Fo(W) = Z FS(W) &4 + FNR(W), (6) Sions of ReF5™(W) and ImFJ™(W) at the pointW = M with
i

To determine the parameters of resonances abovBhe
threshold, their amplitudes should be separatdebin

the codficients free in the fit. Our statistics are noffstient for
that, thus we have to rely on some model or use a pure empiri-

whereg; is the phase of theth resonanc®, relative toFp®. cal approach as iRef. [10] by BaBarlso taking into account
For the resonance with the partial widthg andT'y5 and  the resonance—continuum interference.
the total widthl'(W), one has a Breit-Wigner amplitude The most certain prediction of the form factor can be ob-
tained with an application of the Vector Dominance Model
o 6\/(ree/02) (Fos(W)/83) W (VDM) to charm production. Standard VDM assumes that the
p(W) = M2 — W2 — iMT(W) (?) " inclusive cross sectioa*e” — hadrons at low energy is sat-

o o urated by the interfering contributions of the limited nuenb
(the vacuum polarization factor is includedlig). _ of vector mesons. A similar assumption can be accepted for
Considerind’(M) as a nominal resonance width and intro- e inclusiveete — ¢t cross section and its exclusive modes
ducing the sum of the branching fractions to all ldB-modes  ¢,ch ase*e- — DD. The VDM-like analysis of th& ratio

B,55, One obtains the energy-dependdilt partial width in the energy range oV = 3.7 + 5 GeV has been performed

(M/W) Z55(W) dgs(W) - T(M) - (1 - B,55) by BES in Ref.|[7], where the light quark contributiBgss was
8 . .
Zorss(M)doaso(M) + 200 (M) dorp- (M) (8)  calculated using pQCD. The work cited accountsi8770),

I'ps(W) =



(4040),4(4160) andy(4415) resonances but does not accoun3. Data analysis

for a possible contribution af(2S) decays toDD above the
threshold. Studies of this contribution Reﬂsﬂ[@ 13] ureie
a theoretical consideration and some analysis ofdBecross

3.1. Detection efficiency determination
To perform a fit of the observed multihadron cross section

section measured by BES as well as by BELLE. In this workwith Eq. (1), it is necessary to know six detectidfi@encies

we employ VDM in a simplified form

F5 (W) = FE*9 (W) + Fo,

whereFy is a real constant representing the contributions o
the ¥(4040) and hi%her//’s. The ¢(2S) contribution to the
DD form factor F{® was calculated using E](7) with the
D°D? andD*D- partial widths defined similarly to EqL](8)
with a specific value of thefgective radiusRy. The value of
F‘é%s)(Mref) = T2 (Myer) + I“VE’)%S())(Mref) at some reference
point M;ef, as well as the constah, should be obtained from

the data fit M;e; = 3778 MeV was used). The partial width
ratio T2 /%) is presumably close to that p{3770).

To evaluate the model dependence of #(8770) parame-
ters we tried a few nonresonant form factor parameteriaatio

(12)

explicitly entering the equation and the detectifficeencye,gs
implicitly contained in the ternarl,;" related to the continuum
light quark production. They were determined from Monte

fCarlo simulation. The feiciency ¢,p5 enters Eq.[{1) in the

product with the norBD branching fractionB, 55, which is
rather uncertain. That allows one to assugs ~ ys)-

The event selection criteria, which arefdrent for 2004
and 2006 scans, and the procedure of the detectitmiemcy
determination for the/(2S) decay simulation are described in
detail inthe preceding Letter The tuned version of the BES
generator@G] was employed to the obtaing@S) detection
efficiency in the vicinity of the peak. The same version of the
generator with parameters optimal f¢(2S) simulation was
used to simulate the(2S) and J/y tails and the continuum
uds production. To simulate*e” — DD events,DD pairs

which do not assume vector dominance. The most popular enyere first generated with the proper angular distributior- D

pirical parameterization is probably exponential:
fo = exp (-gp/a’)

whereqp is the c.m. momentum [25]. It is well motivated far

cays ofD mesons were simulated using the routig?ENT
of the JETSET 7.4 package [27]. The decay tablesJETSET
were updated according to those of the PDG review [23].

above the threshold but has few parameters to describewhe lor,,. . petection éiciency for the processes of interest and its

energy region. Instead of it we used

3 %
(1+aqQ3 + bgad)"

The minus sign is chosen to match #€S) dominance ex-
pectations. In the cage= 0.5, by = 0, the nonresonant cross
section acquires the Blatt-Weisskopf factior (9) Wit = aq.
The case=1 corresponds to a more rapid form factor fall. Use
of two parameterag andbg allows us to take into accountin the
limited energy range the increase of th® cross section de-
scribed by th&5(3900) structure in thRef. [10]. Alternatively,
the dependence oV—mp

(n=051).  (13)

Ow

fo=- 14
D7 7T aw(W=2mp) + bw(W—2mp)2 (14)

and combined dependences
fo = S (15)

@+ agw (W—-2mp) + bgw g3)"

were considered.
To check validity of they(2S) domination hypothesis in
Eq. (I2) the following parameterizations were used:

i bmBp
(1+am—W

= gm
an—-W

fo ) (n=0,1,3), (16)

wheregp is theD—meson velocity. They are expansions of the

Breit-Wigner amplitude with the mass, treated as a free pa-
rameter, the values ofcorrespond to dierent assumptions on
I'(W) dependence. In case 92S) dominance the fitted value
of am would be close tdviy(os).

variation in the experiment energy rangyé/ ~ 200 MeV.

Process| £2004 £2006 Ac/e, %

D*D~ 0.75+0.02 | 0.84+0.02 | +1.0+0.3
D°D° 0.74+0.02 | 0.81+0.02 | +1.0+0.3
¥(2S) | 0.63=0.01| 072001 | -01=0.1
J/y 0.50+0.02 | 0.60+0.02 | -0.2+0.1
uds 0.55+0.02 | 0.69+0.02 | +2.1+0.5

The detection &iciencies for the processes of interest and
their energy variations are presented in Table 2. The sydtem
uncertainties of thef@cienciessy;, andeygs were estimated by
variation of JETSET parameters preserving the mean value of
the charged multiplicity. The systematiacertaintie®n ep+p-
andepeg0 Were found modifying the decay branching fractions
of D—mesons within uncertainties quoted in the PDG tables.

3.2. Fitting of data

The observed multihadron cross section was fitted as a func-
tion of W with the expressioi{1) using some assumptions about
the behaviour of the nonresonant form fad&}®. The details
on the likelihood calculation can be foundthe preceding Let-
ter. The following additional constraint was applied

FSB(Wref)
Fg?(Wref)

2
_ 0p+D- (Wref) _
O'Doﬁo(Wref)

.
00 >

(17)

with the reference mada)e; = 3773 MeV not far from the ob-

served cross section maximum. The vaitfe= 0.776:3928 [2€]



was used. The world average values were also used fd/the obs

mass, total and electronic width. The total width/g2S) was m

fixed at the value of 296 9 keV obtained irthe preceding Let-

ter. The meson radii of EqL]9) were fixed at 1 fm and 0.75 fm

for ¢/(3770) andy(2S), respectively (Refs@@@l]). Since

the experimental results on the n®D fraction ofy(3770) de-

caysB, g are controversial and theory expects it to be small

we performed the fits witl8 5 = 0 and 016 and assigned

variation of the parameters to the systematic uncertaintie 102
The light quark contribution was parameterized as

b

+ Scan 1
v Scan 2

e Scan 3

MZ 1-6
= 2S
0'3?5 = Euds (1 + 65&) Ruds [%) UE”(Mw(zs)) ,  (18)

Where(SL'deS is a radiative correction of about 0.1R s is a
light quark contribution to theR ratio averaged over the ex-
periment energy range amffy in a Born level dimuon cross C
_section. The values Qi‘jgs andegyys are qonstants correspond- 37'00 37‘50 38‘00 38'50
ing to W= Mys). The parametef was fixed at AL87+ 0.046 .
with the uncertaintieslominated bythat of the detection - W, MeV
ciency variation presented in Taljle 2. The detailed disonss
can be found below in Sdc._4.4. Figure 1: The observed multihadron cross section as a function
A simultaneous fit of three scans has been performed. Eac¥f the c.m. energy for the three scans. The curves are thisresu
scan has its own free parameters (the energy Sm\adnd of the vector dominance fit. The detectiofiegencies and the
Rugs) and has other free parameters common for all three scan8nergy spreads for the scanffei.
Among them are the masd,zs), the product of the electron
width and the branching fraction of its decay to hadrbgs<
Braar for ¥(2S); the massM, the total widthT', the electron
width I'ee and the interference phagefor ¢(3770). TheDDx
contribution was tuned using the free paramétgs . The non-
resonant form factor has been controlled by either the feee p
rametersl““é%s)(Mref) (the y/(2S) partial width above th@D
threshold) andr, (constant term of the form factor) or by three
parametersg, a, b defined in Eqs.[(13)[{(14).(1L5) arid{16). The
last but not least free parameter was the i_nterference phase 3.3. On ambiguity of resonance parameters
The total number of free parameters was either 15 or 16. ) . i )
The parameters controlling the nonresonant form factor be- 't 1S known that for two interfering resonances the ambigu-
haviour have strongly correlated asymmetric statisticadre., 'Y €@n appear in the resonance amplitudes and the intedere

Instead of them we present below the value of the nonresonaRf'@se- A detailed study of that issue can be found in Ref. [34]
DD cross section at the resonance ped®(M) and its error In the case of two resonances with constant widths complete
DD

obtained in fits with modified sets of free parameters (ehg., t ]Eiegteneranokr:_ octc_:urs: (f)?he Obta'FtS ;he |de(;1t|chal cro?stﬁssctl
(Fo, rgé(és)) pair was replaced with thé, ‘ng) one). or two combinations of the amplitudes and phase at the same

The observed multihadron cross section for the scans is pr(\a/alues of the mass and width.
i : " For the energy- ndent widths there is no compl -
sented in FigiIl. The curve represents the vector dominance fi or the energy-dependent widths there is no complete de

. ..~ generation, however, the likelihood function has local immax
The resulting values af(2S) parameters agree very well with . . . .
. -~ on the amplitude-phase plane at slightlffelient mass and width
those obtained fitting the narrow energy range aroy(ib) - L :
. . . values. A similar situation occurs when a resonance intesfe
(previous Letter). The dlierence in the mass values is 2 keV, _ . . .
o . with a varying continuum.
the variation of thd' x B}, product is about 0.3%. As a con- - . . 5
isten heck. w timaen. for the thr ns. The fitted In our case the typical ffierence in equivalent® values of
sistency check, we estimalRegs for the three scans. 1€ e the two local minima is very smalk2AIn (L) =~ 0.02, thus a
values are 33+0.10, 225+0.09 and 231+0.06. The weighted certain solution can not be chosen. The variation of mass and
averageRus = 2.300:0.046£0.108 (*/Noor = 0.49/2) agrees width for possible solutions is small. and neglected below
well with a similar value 262+ 0.122 published by BES in P 9 '
Ref. [32] and does not contradict to the result of the BES mea-
surement|E3]R =214+0.01+0.07 atW = 3.65 GeV.
The excess of the multihadron cross section ing®770)
region is shown in Fig2. To calculate the excess, the terms

1-4 of Eq. 1) obtained by the vector dominance fit were sub-
tracted from the measured cross section at each point,sftk re
uals were corrected for the detectiofi@ency calculated by
weighting the fit terms 5-8. These terms of the fits are pre-
sented with the curves. The ignored-interference fit andithe
with the anomalous line shapes from REef] [16] are presewted f
comparison.

5



00mp , 1b the ignored-interference fit and the current world averaaje v

1E ues. The small corrections to residual background giveovbel
- a Scan 1 in Table[® of Sed, 413 are not applied to results of the fit. The
i v Scan 2 continuumbDD cross section-gg is given without the radiative
100 e Scan 3 correction factor of about 0.75. The values of the mass aad th
N electron width for the ignored-interference fit are in gogrke-
8 ment with the world average ones, while the value of the total
L — vpu width.deviates from the average one by 1.5 st.andard denmiatio
6 ‘ ‘ That is probably due to the statistical fluctuation that oced
Y 2 T Ignored Interference at the three points of the first scan (see Elg. 2).

i — BES Sol. 1 Ref. [16] Taking into account the resonance—continuum interference
ar BES Sol. 2 Ref. [16] in DD production improves the chi-square of the fits from 91.1
-1 73 to 74.871. The phase of th¢(3770) amplitude relative
2 N s to the nonresonant form factor is about 171 and 240 degrees

i A "’f R T "ﬂ' for the first and second_solution, respectively. The no_maet)
ok u ANRNERSSSSSSSURS. TN E— form factor has a negative real part and a small imaginary one

At the ¢(3770) peaky(2S) contributes approximately 70% to
the total value of the nonresonant form factor. If the resaea
continuum interference is ignored, the total width is ndbd-su
Figure 2:Excess of the multihadron cross section in #{&770) stantially fected, however_, the mass shift of about -6.0 MeVv
region. The curves show relevant parts of the fits. The errofPPears as well as dramatical change of the value and error of
bars correspond to the uncertainty of the measured muitinad the electron width. The nonresonddD cross section in this
cross section. All data are corrected for the detectiiniency  case is underestimated as was discussed in the introduction
‘t’l‘g‘r'ﬁ?‘ 't?]g';feexrte”t in the three scans. See the detailed explana-  a |arge splitting of thel's values is expected in the near-

' threshold region. Let us illustrate that with an examplehef t

area method of th€e determination discussed soon after the

00,5 » nb J/y discovery l[__ab]. The electron width is proportional to the
area under the resonance curve

3740 3760 3780 3800 3820 3840 3860 3880
W, MeV

12:_ Y a4 Scan 1 M2
- i % v Scan 2 e =K— fo'res(W)dW (19)
10[~ 6r
i il % e Scan3
i : (the codficientk is equal to unity for the energy-independent
8 total width), therefore the following expression can beairied
C — Solution 1 (VDM) in absence of radiative corrections for the case when the con
6 SR Solution 2 (VDM) tinuum cross section is small compared to the resonant one:
- b VDM fit v .
4 T~ Tee 1+g1/RC( )sin¢ + 22 \ cosp x
B 1 3 Bee 3n (20)
— >,
2k ‘ f(vv— M) VT(M)I(W) v Re(W) dw
- (W-M)2 + T (W)2/4 W'
P O P S N P Herea is the fine structure constarRe is the continuum con-

3740 3760 3780 3800 3820 3840 3860 3880

S " L ; . .
W, MeV tribution to R, Be — thee*e™ branching fraction and is the

interference phase. The continuum cross sectidyRc)? is

] . L neglected.
Figure 3:Excess of the multihadron cross section in #{8770)
region. Solid and short-dashed curves correspond to two VDM 1 he left part of [(2D) corresponds to the area under the mea-

solutions. Resonant and non-resonant parts are presemad s sured curvel(e is obtained ignoring the interference), the right
rately. part has three terms corresponding to the area under the reso

nance curve itself (the trugy), the curve due to the imaginary
part of the resonance amplitude (it is also proportiondld9)
and the area of the interference wave due to the real pareof th
4.1. y(3770)parameters assuming vector dominance amplitude.
) Far enough from the threshol®: andI'(W) are almost

In Table[3 we compare th$(3,770) pqrameters obtained constant and the integral is suppressed proportionally/ kb.
under the assumption a_pf(ZS) do_mlnan_ce in the nonresonant However, for a varyingic and an asymmetriE(W) near the
form factor for two possible solutions with those extradredn threshold, it grows up to .02+0.15vRe(M) depending on the

4. Results of analysis



Table 3:(3770) fit results for the vector dominance compared to therigd-interference case.

Solution M, MeV ILMeV | Te, €V | ¢,degrees I““E’)(és), MeV Fo o-gg, nb | P(x?),%
1 3779318 25335 160778 | 1707+167 | 1297182 -4.832 | 1.83+096 | 357
2 3779318 25340 420772 | 2396+86 11.5+183 -4933 1 171+ 086 | 357
i.i. 37733+05 23323 24925 - - - 0.07°5%° 7.5
PDG [23] | 377292+ 0.35 | 27.3+ 1.0 | 265+ 18 - - - - -
Table 4:/(3770) fits results for alternative assumptions on the reomant form factofp.
Model Mass, total width andP(y?) Solution 1 (smallen) Solution 2 (largep)
Equation | M,MeV | I',MeV |P(y?),%| ¢, degrees| le,eV o-gg, nb | ¢, degrees| I'e, €V o-gg, nb
@3 n=1 | 37791%30 | 244*3° | 327 |1676+160| 146" |1.82+0.76/2431+ 95| 417°2 |1.76+0.73
(I3) n=0.5| 37790*1[ | 25532 | 331 |1722+17.3| 1722 |1.59+0.86/2410+ 156| 418'¢ |1.55+0.66
@a 37790721 | 244%51 | 327 |1675+213| 1458 |2.09+0.87|2431+ 95| 4187% |2.02+0.86
@5 n=1 | 37790%2% | 244*37 | 327 |1674+204| 14555 |214+0.88|2430+ 9.6| 422'7> |2.07+0.86
(I5) n=0.5| 37790*1[ | 252732 | 331 |1722+216| 1718 |1.81+0.88/2413+119| 419°;> |1.76+0.85
@8) n=0 |37796+2.0{253+6.6| 319 |2004+147| 137+87 |2.20+0.93/2303+ 330|461+ 73|247+1.37
@8) n=1 |37796+1.9|253+6.3| 318 |1761+166|154+113|2.14+0.91|2394+ 147|433+ 74|1.96+ 0.96
@8) n=3 |37791+1.7|252+4.4| 329 |1260+158| 139+88|1.89+0.90/2820+ 16.9/501+ 89|2.54+0.91

assumptions about the energy dependende afdRc. The the fits were performed with the alternative assumptionsiaibo
closeness to the threshold increases the influence of the int the nonresonant form factdp (W) described in Se€._2.2. The
ference fects by an order of magnitude. The @ibgent pre-  results of the fits are presented in TdHle 4. A few other assump
ceding co® in Eq.[20) is about 18 keV in thg(3770) case, tions were also tried.
the fits giveRc(M) ~ 0.3 with a 40-50% statistical uncertainty. The amplitude-phase ambiguity was found in all cases con-
Together these circumstances make the area method inappdidered. For each fit we assigned the number 1 to the solution
cable toy(3770). A fit of the cross section is obviously not with a smaller phase value, while the alternative solutioh g
S0 sensitive to taking interference into account, nevétisea the number 2. The electron width for the first solution was al-
splitting of about 260 eV in Tabld 3 does not seem surprising. ways smaller than that of the second one and the values for two
The resonant and continuum cross sections for the two VDMiIusters did not overlap.
solutions are presented in Hig. 3. The choice of the trudisolu The results obtained assuming dependence of the non-
is essential for determination of the n@™ branching fraction  resonant form factor as in EQ.{13) almost coincide with ¢hos
of ¥(3770). At the c.m. energy of 3773 MeV the resonancefor W—mp and mixed dependence in EG.{14) and (15) because
cross section of .szg nb for the first solution and.Qj:g nb  of the relatively narrow energy range of the experiment.

for the second one should be compared with the B&neross The mass parametay, of the parameterizations of EQ.{16)
section, which is D8+ 0.40+ 0.15 nb according to BES [36] N = 0,1,3 lies between the(2S) mass and th®D threshold
and-0.01= 0.08'%4} according to CLEO[[37]. The branching confirming they(2S) dominance. Accepting that the(3770)
fraction of about 28% for the first solution seems unreaskenab parameters corresponding to the vector dominance model are
however, that can not be considered as a strong argument iRe most reliable, we derive the following estimates for the
favor of the second solution until improvement in the rdB-  Model dependencéM = *33 MeV, 6T = *55 MeV for both so-
cross section accuracy. lutions andsTee = *12 (*39) eV, SoNR = +04 (*5%) nb for solu-
tions 1 (2), respectively. The maximum deviation of parareet

4.2. Model dependence of results from the VDM results was taken. The definition of the phase

To evaluate the model dependence of {8770) parame- With Eq.(8) allows its model-to-model variation, howevtire
ters and to check the validity of the vector dominance apgrpa difference with VDM exceeds the statistical uncertainty only in
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the cased (16) = 0, 3 due to a relatively large imaginary part . _ . .
of the nonresonant form factor fitted in these cases. B?éig.garr]rg(gaogigglj}teresuIts compensating the bias due to the

We also fitted our data with the anomalous line shapes con-

.sidered. in thRef. [E] by BE_SNhere a sum of two noninterfer- Correction| Solution 1 | Solution 2
ing Breit-Wigner cross sections and a sum of two destrulgtive

interfering amplitudes were referred to as Solution 1 and So oM, MeV | -0.06+ 0.06| -0.06 + 0.06
Il_Jtion 2, respectively. The parameters of the amplitudeeewe 6T, MeV | -04+03 | -04+03
fixed according to Refm6], the two free parameters wer@int

duced to correct the general normalization and the shifhef t 0lee, %0 -39+29 | -15+11
energy scale. The(3770) scale correction averaged for two 6cNR 9% | +15+05 | +1.5+05
shapes is D42+ 0.052 at the energy shift of92 + 0.51 MeV —

which demonstrates rather good consistency of KEDR and BES 0Rys , %| -05+03 | -05+03
data in general. The chi-square probabilitRg?) are 25.4 5?{51206, %| —25+10 | —=25+1.0

and 30.3% for the solutions 1 and 2, respectively, compared
to 35.7% for the vector dominance fit. Both shapes provide a
better description of the data than the single Breit-Wicarar
plitude not interfering with the nonresonant one (“i.i".seain When the resonance-continuum interference is taken into
Table[3) due to increase of the resonant yield below 3765 Me\account, the multihadron cross section becomes ratheitigens
In addition, the destructive interference in Solution 2uess  to the nonbD fraction of ¢(3770) decays. It was varied from
the resonant yield above 3790 MeV but that does not improveéero to 0.16 as was mentioned in Secfiod 3.2. The variations
significantly the general fit quality because of the growth ofof the (3770) mass and total width were 0.3 and 0.1 MeV,
the peculiarity in the 37653780 MeV energy region absent in respectively. The shift of the electron width wa8.8% for the
our case. Accounting for the resonance—continuumintenfeg ~ first solution and -2.3% for the second one.
with a Breit-Wigner resonance amplitude provides the best fi ~ The uncertainty on thBy value used to specify the energy-
of our data although with our statistics we can not excluge th dependent width {8)[19) of about 25%Réfs. ] leads to
shape anomaly reported reported in Ref [16]. Itis worthnmti  these of B MeV both in the mass and total width. When the
that interference of the(3770) structure with the continuum interference is ignored, the sensitivity Rg variations reduces
DD amplitude should be considered for any shape assumed. by a factor of 3.
Theuncertaintieslue tothatof the branching fraction ratio

4.3. Correction for residual background for D°D® andD*D" are about 0.1 MeV for the mass and total

The residual machine background is about 2% of the obwidth. Approximately the same uncertainties are obtained b
serveduds cross section for the scan of 2006 and five time lessause of thd meson masses. The estimates were obtained by
for the scans of 2004 (Sec. 6.3tbE preceding Lett¢r The es-  variation of the values within their errors quoted by PDG.

timated numbers of background events are 483 and 24+ 7, To estimatauncertaintieslue to thenaccuracy of thédDx
respectively, whereas the total number of multihadron &ven cross sectiotreatmentat the edge of the energy range of the
selected above tHeD threshold is 33678. experiment, we used two methods: shrinking of the fit range

To evaluate the impact of the residual background on the reand assumption of the linear dependence orDttreeson c.m.
sulting fit parameters, the background admixture was chtihingevelocity instead of the cubical one in EG._110). The latter co
in a controllable way. To do so, we prepared a few samples afesponds to variation of thefective interaction radiuR, for
background events passing some loose selection criteri@bu  DDx states from zero to infinity. The variations of the mass, to-
jected by the multihadron ones. At each data piihé number  tal width and electron width do not exceed ® MeV, Q05 MeV
of multihadron event®™ was replaced wit\™ + f - N®,  and 1%, respectively.
whereN™ is the number of events in the background sample ~ The systematic uncertainties due to the energy dependence
The fits with the modified number of events show that the vari0f the detection ficiencies shown in Tabld 2 can be neglected
ations of all fit parameters are proportional tan the case in all cases exceptus. The latter together with the energy
If] - Nibg < Ni”“. Selecting the negative values at which the ~dependence of the radiative correction factor and posBihle
total number of subtracted events matches the expected back@riation determine the power in the expression (18) used+to
ground admixture and taking into account a small detection e rameterize the light quark contribution to the multihadcooss
ficiency change, we obtain the corrections for the fit paranset Section. The radiative correction factor 875, = 1.125+0.022
presented in Tablgl 5. The systematic uncertainties quated i was calculated according to Ref. [18] using the vacuum po-
clude those of the background admixture estimate and thie vadarization data compilation by the CMD-2 group reviewed in
ation of corrections obtained usingfigrent background sam- Ref. [38]. The error quoted includes the uncertainty of the

ples. detection #ficiency dependence on the mass of the hadronic
system produced via ISR and that of the vacuum polarization
4.4. Systematic uncertainties data. We explicitly considered th&y tail in the cross sec-
The main sources of systematic uncertainty{8770) pa- tion (D), thus the correction factor is 8% less than that used
rameters are listed in Tadlé 6. in Ref. [32] and its variation in the experiment energy range



. - 5. Summar
Table 6: destemanc uncertainties on thlg3770) mass, total y

width and electron partial width. For the latter the undeitas
of two solutions are presented wher&elient. The uncertainty

on the nonresonamD cross section is also presented.

The parameters of th&(3770) meson have been measured
using the data collected with the KEDR detector at the VEPP-
4M e*e™ collider. Interference of resonant and nonresonant pro-
duction essential in the near-threshold region has beemntak

0 NR 0,
Source M[MeV] T'MeV] TIe[%] O'DB[/O] into account.
Theoretical uncertainties and external data precision Our final results on the mass and width/g8770) are:
B1op T TR A PR M = 37792 %17 '35 “53 MeV,
Ry value in['(W) 0.3 0.3 2. 1.5 ['= 2497802 155 MeV,
Tpo50/Ton- 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.8 The corrections applied to the fit results are listed in Ta-
— ble[H. The third error arises from the model dependence.dt wa
D, D masses 0.06 0.04 0.3 0.5

estimated comparing the results obtained under the assump-
DDx cross section 0.15 0.05 1. 2. tion of vector dominance in thB-meson form factor (quoted
values) and under a few alternative assumptions which do not
imply vector dominance. The quoted model errors do not in-
Det. dficiency variation ~ 0.03  0.04 2.4 5. clude possible deviations of the resonance shape from #ie Br
Wigner one with usual assumptions about the total widthggner

Detector and accelerator related uncertainties

Hadronic event selection 0.3 03 3 > dependence, which are predicted, e.g., in the coupledagthan

Residual background 0.06 0.3 2.9 3. model [29].

Luminosity measurement 0.1 0.1 2. 2. The result on the/(3770) mass agrees with that by BaBar
also taking into account interference (Réf.[10]) and isiig

Beam energy 0.03 - - - cantly higher than all results obtained ignoring thigeet. The

Sumin quadrature *048  +05¢ 4105157 4B mass values obtained studyifgmeson decays by BaBal [9]

: : : : : and Belle [EB] are lower but do not contradict to our measure-

ment.

We got two possible solutions for thig3770) electron par-
does not reach 0.1%. The precReneasurements & = 3.07  tial width and the radiatively corrected nonresonBil cross
and 365 MeV [33] do not indicate essentiBlgs variation, thus ~ section at the mass g{3770):
we concluded that theds efficiency variation dominates in the 179417 +13 NR 101 403
uncertainty of the power-15. Performing the fits with dierent (1) Tee=15475575" T35 €V, Top = 14+ 0.7 252 Zo2 b
values ofs we evaluated the uncertainty of ti€3770) param- (2) Tee = 414j;g jgg j‘ig eV, ggg -13+07 jgé jgig nb.
eters as 0.03 MeV, 0.04 MeV and 2.4% for the mass, total width
and electron width, respectively. Compared to that, theéggne The phase shifts of thg(3770) amplitude relative to the neg-
dependence efyg gives only a 0.5% bias of the electron width ative nonresonant amplitude are 1717 and 240 9 degrees
and a few keV shifts of the mass and total width. for solutions (1) and (2), respectively.

The sensitivity of the mass and width to the criteria of the ~ Most of potential models support the first solution and can
multihadron event selection was checked by changing cuts oparely tolerate the second one. The increase ofyi{3¥70)
the energy deposited in the calorimeter and conditions en thmass according to the BaBar and KEDR measurements implies
number of tracks. The results were stable within 0.3 MeVthe decrease of theS21D mixing used in potential models to
The detection ficiency uncertainty due to inaccuracy of fBe  rise the electron width value above 100 eV (Refs| [39)4D, 41,
meson decay ratios [23] used for the simulation contrib@%s [42] and the reviewd [43, 44]). The correct choice of the true
to the electron widtluincertainty The dependence on the choice solution is extremely important for a determination of tloan
of the selection criteria increases it up to 3%. The seritsitio DD fraction ofy(3770) decays.
the event selection criteria is partially due to the influmatthe Because of the large uncertainty the solution (1) does not
residual background. We ignore that and treat the backgrourcontradict formally to the previously published resultdieh
correction as an independamcertaintysource which makes do not take the interferencéect into account, the solution (2)
theuncertaintyestimates more conservative. is only two standard deviations higher than the current avorl
Uncertainties due to the luminosity measurement instabilaverage. However, the qualitative consideration and nigaler
ity are less than.Q MeV for the mass and width. The accuracy estimates confirm that the impact of the resonance—continuu
of the absolute luminosity measurements discussélepre-  interference on the resulting electron width value is latigere-
ceding Lettercontributes less than 2% to the electron widthfore the resonance parameters obtained taking into acaount
uncertainty The uncertainty og(3770) mass due to the beam terference can not be directly compared with the corresipgnd
energy determination does not exceed 30 keV. values obtained ignoring thigfect.
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