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Abstract
D

! A high-precision determination of the main parameters ef/t{2S) resonance has been performed with the KEDR detector at the
VEPP-4Me*e™ collider in three scans of th&2S)—4(3770) energy range. Fitting the energy dependence of thighadron cross
P section in the vicinity of the/(2S) we obtainedhe mass value

ep

M = 3686114+ 0.007+ 0.011 *3992 MeV
and the product of the electron partial width by the brangfiiaction into hadrons

Fee X Bp = 2.233+ 0.015+ 0.037+ 0.020 keV.
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<|'_ The third error quoted is an estimate of the model dependehite result due to assumptions on the interfererfacts in the
O) cross section of the single-photefe™ annihilation to hadrons explicitly considered in this woltplicitly, the same assumptions
O were employed to obtain the charmonium leptonic width aedahsolute branching fractions in many experiments.

— Usingthe result presented atite world average values of the electron and hadron bragdtantions, one obtains the electron
_F! partial width and the total width of thg(2S):

e = 2.282+ 0.015+ 0.038+ 0.021 keV\,.
I' =296+ 2+ 8+ 3keV.

arXiv

These results are consistent with and more than two timee precise than any of the previous experiments.

1. Introduction For a precision experiment it is essential to state explicit
o ] _ what quantities are measured and how they can be compared
More than thirty six years passed since the discovedy®f  \yith results of theoretical studies, therefore we discusfai-
but studies of charmonium states still raise new questiBes.  jon of they(2S) parameters just after a brief description of the
cent progress in charmonium physics requires an improvemeRyneriment. The importance of the question has grown since
of the accuracy of the parameters of charmonium states [1}he appearance dfie work [2] in which the BES collaboration
This Letter describes a measurement of #1€2S) meson pa-  sed an original approach to the determination offffe= 1~

rameters in the KEDR experiment performed during energyegonance parameters. Its further modification has beehiuise
scans from 3.67 to 3.92 GeV at the VEPP-&h&™ collider. Refs. EH] ].
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2. VEPP-4M collider and KEDR detector

VEPP-4M is are*e™ collider [B] designed for high-energy
physics experiments in the center-of-mass (c.m.) enemyera
from 2 to 12 GeV. The peak luminosity in thex2 bunches op-
eration mode is about210°*°cm2s7* in the vicinity of y/(2S).
Having a modest luminosity, VEPP-4M is well equipped for
high-precision measurements of beam enéﬂgy [7]. The itestan
neous value of the beam energy can be calibrated using e res
nant depolarization method (RDI\ﬂ B 9] with the relativeac
racy of about 16°. The results of RDM calibrations must be in-
terpolated to determine the energy during data taking amhth
terpolation accuracy of about 10 keV can be reached [10]- Con
tinuous energy monitoring is performed using the infrarghit!
Compton backscattering [11] with the accuracy of the method
~ 60 keV.

The KEDR detector [12] (Fidd1) comprises the vertex de-
tector (VD), drift chamber (DC), time-of-flight (TOF) syste
of scintillation counters, particle identification systéased on
the aerogel Cherenkov counters, EM calorimeter (liquicpkry
ton in the barrel part and Csl crystals in the endcaps), super
conducting magnet system and muon system inside the magnagure 1: 1 — Vacuum chamber, 2 — Vertex detector, 3 — Drift
yoke. The superconducting solenoid provides a longitudinachamber, 4 — Threshold aerogel counters, 5 — ToF-counters, 6
magnetic field of 0.6 T. The detector is equipped with a scatkiquid krypton calorimeter, 7 — Superconducting solengie

: . Magnet yoke,9 — Muon tubes, 10 — Csl calorimeter, 11 — Com-
tereql elgctron taggmg_system_ for '_two-photon studle_s amb_so pensating superconducting coils
applications. The on-line luminosity measurement is pieui
by two independent single bremsstrahlung monitors. Tige tri
ger consists of two hardware levels: the primary trigger)(PT confusion, “bare” and “dressed” or “physical” parameteirs.o
and the secondary one (S'E_|[13]. The PT operates using sigesonance must be clearly distinguished. The former domot i
nals from the TOF counters and fast signals from the Csl andlude QED corrections and are used in many theoreticalesudi
LKr calorimeters, whereas the ST uses the normally shapethe latter include some of them (in particular, the vacuuiapo
calorimeter signals and the information from VD, DC and TOFization) and are published as results of almost all experiaie
system. After the readout, a software selection of evergelis  papers.
formed using simplest event characteristics, in particute The physical parameters correspond to the interpretafion o
number of hits in VD. The upper limit on the number of VD a 1"~ resonance as a particle described with a Breit-Wigner am-
tubes hitted is veryféective for the machine background sup- plitude representing its appearance in all orders of the Q&b
pression. turbations which is absolutely natural for the strong production
of a resonanceFor an electromagnetic production of a reso-
nance like, e.g., in the processe™ — ¥(2S) — pp, this ampli-
tude interferes with the pure QED amplitude of #fe™ — pp

In 2004 two scans of the(2S)—(3770) energy range were transition. As shown below, such an approach allows one to
carried out with an integrated luminosity of about 0.7pdn  avoid the numerical integration in the calculation of raitta
2006 the regions af(2S) andy(3770) mesons were scanned COrrections.
once again with an integrated luminosity 1.9 pbl. The Let us demonstrate the relation between the bare and physi-
combined data sample corresponds.f 10° y(2S) produced. ~ cal parameters. According to Ref. [15], the cross sectigh@f
The data acquisition scenario fp(2S) was similar to that de- ~ Single—photon annihilation can be written in the form
scribed in Ref.[[10]. The accuracy of the energy interpotati

3. Data sample

between the RDM calibrations varied from 10 to 30 keV during o(s) = fdx LX)S)Z F (s %), (1)

the whole experimenOur final results on the¢(3770) param- 11 -T((1-X)s)l

eters are presented in the next letter of this volume. wheresis the c.m. energy squarefi(s, x) is the radiative cor-
rection function]1(s) represents the vacuum polarization oper-

4. On definition of JP© = 17~ resonance parameters ator andoo(s) is the Born cross section of the process. One has

IT = Iy + I1r with the nonresonaiy = Tee+11,,, + T +hadr
A resonance with the quantum numbéf§ = 17~ can be  and the resonant
treated in some cases not as an unstable particle but just as a o
vacuum polarization phenomenon. Sometimes this causes con TTr(S) = e S 1 @)
fusion in the data analysis as was noted in Ref. [14]. To avoid R a Mps- Mg +iMglg
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wherea is the fine structure constaritly, I'g andl"(e%) are the section, wherdR is the hadron-to-muon cross section rati® o
“bare” resonance mass, total and electron widths, respbgeti  the resonance pealkor a strong decay with the partial width
Eqg. () slightly difers from the expression used in Refs. [16,1"85) the Born cross section is

17]. It corresponds to the simplest resonance cross squdion

rameterization 127TY T

() =
og (9) = . (8)
lar 12:79r, ° (s— Mg)? + MZI3
O—R(S) = _? ImHR(S) = M2 2 Mzrz . (3) . . . . . . .
(s—Mg)? + Mgl'g In this case the identity5) is not required, the direct subs

tution of (2) and[(B) in[{ll) leads to the same definition of the
For the muon pair production the Born cross sectios:&t  physical mass, total width and leptonic widtfihe equivalent
4y, (m, is the muon mass) is just definition of the physical mass in the hadronic channel isgiv
5 in Ref. [19]. The physical value of the partial widii? is iden-
dna (4) ticalto the bare ongY.
3s We would like to emphasize that the experimental values of
thus the resonance behaviour of the cross section is, imfhis @ 1~ resonance mass, total or leptonic width can not be com-
proach, entirely due to the vacuum polarization, which impl pared with the immediate results of potential models or tsed
ity describes the muonic decay of a resonance. HKdgs.[{L), (4t parameters of a potential without either “undressingttef
and [3) give the dimuon cross section without separatiom int €xperimental values or “dressing” of the potential modsiifes
the continuum, resonant and interference parts. To obitein t with Egs. [) and{7). The fierences between dressed and bare
contribution of the resonance, the continuum part must be su masses are about 1.2 and 0.5 MeV for #ig andy/(2S), re-
tracted from the amplitude. It can be done with the identity ~ spectively. The corresponding fferences for the total widths
are about 23 and 10 keV (Iffp~ —a (R+2)/3 with theRratio

oo (8) =

1 = about 2.2).
1-Tlo—TIr(S) 5 Unlike theworks [2,/8] we consistently use the physical
1 1 w9 s 1 ©) parameters and treat equally strong and electromagnetyde
1-Tlo " (1-Mo)2 @ Mo s—N2+iMT of they(2S). The diference in the approaches is discussed in

) . . ) more detail in Sectioh B3It is worth noting that we do not
Two terms in the right-hand side correspond to the continuunyggest any new approach, but just follow the one employed in
amplitude and the resonant one, respectiveiie second power st measurements of heavy quarkonium parameters though,
of the vacuum polarization factoy (1 - Io) in the latter canbe a5 far as we know, its relation to EqJ (1) in the hadronic and

interpreted as the presence of two photons, one at a resenangptonic channels was not rigorously considered untilmége
production and the other in its decay. In the resonant aogsit

both M andi” depend ors _ _
5. Cross section calculation

(0)
M? = MS + ?’rTee Mi eﬁ , The cross section formulae given below in this section con-
3 0 i (6)  tain they(2S) total widthT and the electronic widtiee, the
MI = Mgy — —= S ) determination of which are the goal of our analysis. We fix
a Mo 1-To these parameters in the cross section fit, but use the derati

In the vicinity of a narrow resonance this dependence is neg?rocedure to obtain the final results. The values ofi(&s)

ligible, thus the resonant contribution can be describati wi ~ €/€ctron and hadron branching fractions, required to cedate

simple Breit-Wigner amplitude containing the physicalgras ~ L'ee X Bh t0T'ee andr’, are fixed at the world averages. The sys-

etersM ~ I\7I(M(2)) andrl ~ 1~“(M§). temgtlc uncertainties due to such an approach are discirssed
To obtain the dimuon cross section one has to multiply the>ectior 4.

absolute value squared of the right-hand side of Eq. (5) by th . )

Born cross sectiori{4). The resonant part of the cross sectio>-1- Multihadron cross section

is proportional td"faoe) squared which appears instead"@l"ff,’} Below we present the results of the paper [20] published

due to the lepton universality in QEDhe factor ¥(1-TIIg)?in  soon afterd/y discovery in the updated interpretation. Some

front of the resonance amplitude converts the square ofdhe b details of the analytical calculations and numerical clsezn

rQ to the square of the physical partial width be found in Ref.[[21].
© Using the physical values of the parameters, for strong de-
T = lee @) cays ofy(2S) one reduces Ed.J(1) to
11— Tof?

. . 127 Teel ®
recommended to use by Particle Data Group since the work [18] 0‘.';(%3) (W) = f “2
appeared (W2(1-x) — M2)? + M22 (9)

For electromagnetic decays of a resonance to hadrons, the x F (X, V\/Z) dx,

only difference with the dimuon case is the fad&in the cross
3



whereW = /s is the total collision energy,, Iee andl"ff) are y*—qqmodes. Treating quarks and gluons as final decay prod-
the total and partial widths of thg(2S) meson, andM is its  ucts, one obtains that gluonic modes do not interfere wigh th
mass. continuumete” — y* — (g process while those of electromag-
Taking into account the resonance-continuum interferencaetic origin do with the interference phase equal to thahef t
and performing the integration ovemwith a simplified version dimuon decay. In this cadé does not dier from a sum of the

of (x, s) one obtains hadronic partial width§, =T + I'gg With T'gg = RTe and
99(av) a0 qq
127 Teel’
RC _ eel h
g (W) = W{(lmsf)[ = m (W) . /Rfee, (14
h
20 \RTeel h f*(W)
- 3Wee 1 Re 1-T1, where B and B;, denote the electron and hadron branching
~ ) ) fractions, respectively. The real situation is much mona gl
— ﬁreerh (1+M_) arctanL (10) cated.
2I'M w2 M(M2-W2+T2) For an exclusive hadronic modhe at a given point in the
v (rm ) decay product phase spa®ethe amplitude=*e~ — m can be
™M (W) + (W) }} written as
S 2wW2 2\2 2|f”
(- ) + (1) A(©) = [ 12 (& 3n(®) YRy _
Vw2 (3 1-TIp

wherelly is the vacuum polarization operator with tié€2S) ,
contribution excludedTheT', parameter includes both strong an(©) M yRl%, + &y (0) €M Tl
and electromagnetic decays and some contribution of anterf M2 — W2 — iMIT )
ence #ects which is discussed in the next subsection

The first square bracket in EG.{10) corresponds to radiationwhere R, is the mode contribution t&, Fﬁﬁ) represents the
of soft photons, while the second one represents hard photaontribution of the strong interaction to the partial widthd
corrections. Thel parameter introduced in Ref._[20] charac- ¢, is its phase relative to the electromagnetic contribuf@?rt
terizes the strength of the interferendkeet in the multihadron R, T, the real functiong are normalized witrfarzn(e)) de =

(15)

cross section and equals 1 for the dimuon cross section. 1. In general, the phass, depends o®. The numerator of the
The correctionss; follows from the structure function ap- last term of Eq[(I5) is proportional to the decay amplitutie,
proach of Ref.|[15]: partial width is
3 a(m® 1 537 2 1, W /
— il _ (s)
6sf = Zﬁ + ; (§ - E) +ﬁ (9—6 - 1—2 - 3_6 In n"b) , (11) Fm = Rmree + Fgﬁ) +2 RmFeeFrﬁ (COS¢m>® , (16)
ol W 1 where the angle brackets denote averaging overptioeuct
- = (In — - 5) , (12)  phase space x(®))e = [a(@)ax(®) d®. To obtain the ex-
T Me clusive mode cross section, the following replacement roast
me is the electron mass and the functibis definedwith done in the expression (110):
n W2 o Im—>Th, 1514 Ra—oR,
f(W) = = B > . . (13) "
sinaB \ M2 — W2 — iMI" ©
Re| VRnBee+(€7%") I | EW) _, geW) an
The presentation of the soft photon integrals in form of & r *® ©\NTI'm | 1-IIo 1-Tlp°

and imaginary parts of the functiohis more transparent than
that of Ref. [22]. where the latter replacement follows from comparison of the
Despite a simplification ofF(x, s), not too far from the interference term corresponding to Hgl(15) and that ofEg). (
¥(2S) peak the resonant part of EB.10) reproduces the resulfserforming them and summing over all hadronic modes one
obtained by the numerical integration of the complete fdemu obtains the expressions fb and.:
with an accuracy better thani@s. .
The resonant part of E_{JL0) is proportional to fg /T I'h =Th X
combination which is a product of the partial width and the 20 R o (18)
branching fractionTee X Bn = I'n X Bee. Since our final re- (1 + 3(_Relly)B; N e Z \ BB (Sln¢m)@]
sult isTee X By, let us consider the relation ©f, with the true 0/=h € m
I'h,, which is a sum of hadronic partial widths. (herely = 3" T, IMTIo is neglected),
m

5.2. Interference effects in total multihadron cross section

Considering charmonium decays at the parton level, one 1= RBee 1 b 89 (co 19
deals with the gluonigy — gg(g/y) and electromagnetig — 3, \B, Zm: mBm’ (COSPmle - (19)

4



whereby = Rn/Ris a branching fraction of the continuum pro- with R, = o7+ /o, = 0.39. The reduction of*r* detec-
cess and8®) = I'Y/I. Below, the sums containingsingm)e  tion eficiency of about 0.3 compared to the multihadron one is
and{cosgm)q are referred to aBsjn andZcos, respectively. The accounted explicitly.

parton level results are reproduced by Eg.(18) (1:y;f In Eq. (21) this cross section is folded with the distribatio
andXq.s can be neglectedFor a hypothetical heavy charmo- over the total collision energy which is assumed to be quasi-
nium decaying to light hadrongoth the values ofcosgm)e Gaussian with an energy spreag:

and (singm)e averaged over the product phase space tend to

4 7\2
zerodue to the dferentconfiguration of jetsn electromag- GWW) = w exp( - w) (23)
netic and strong decays. For the réal andy/(2S) one has to Vorow 20
rely on the absence of the phase correlationsfiiedint decays. The preexponential factor can be written as
For the quasi-two-body decays such correlations are esgect )
(Ref. [23] and references therein) but their branchingtfoas () = 1+aA+bA (24)

are smalll[24]. 1+boj,

If the sumZgp is not negligible, the method of the resonant |, . . .
cross section determination employed in this and man otheIF 'S due to various acceleratoffects such as tha-function
ploy y hromaticity. We fixa=b =0 in our fit and consider the cor-

experiments becomes inaccurate and ambiguous becauge of {

well-known ambiguity in the partial width determinationieh :;ip%dlr_:%esysrgasrgﬁgg gfr rt?]:: gctt[:)%a?fgtﬁg?i%itellgritﬁ:
takes place for each individual mode. Indeed, a fit of the mod : P

) . = Getector-relatedféects yield too large systematic uncertainties
cross sectiomry, gives the values of,, and cosy, but leaves . ) L .
. . . . when the total width parametéris left floating in the fit at
unknown a sign of sigy, required to obtaiti'y,.

. . . . ow 2 5xTI/2.
Equating alksin¢m)e in Eq. (18) to unity, one sets an upper Wgince th/e interferenceffect is included i
limit on the inaccuracy of the hadronic partial widdi, and

, thecon-
tinuum cross section is a smooth function wﬁ(lzcsﬁ with the suf
the resonant cross section at the paak®(Wpeay used for the '
determination of the branching fractions:

ficient accuracy can be parameterized with
W 2
Aor-i]es(wpeak) o & < 2_61’ 3 Z ,bm-g(ﬂrs]) . (20) ocont(W) = 0 (WO) s
oh (Woeak) I'h 3Bh Y Bee —
whereoy is the value of the background cross section at a fixed
Fory(2S) the sum in the right par§ 1— 8;,4+x, thus Eq.[(ZD) energyWo below they(2S) peak.
gives about 4%. A better estimate employing thealue ob- In contrast with the commonly used interpretation of the
tained with the cross section fit is discussed in Se¢flon 8il Un ¢ross section as a sum of the resonant, continuum and interfe
this section we omit the tilde mark wherever possible, s  ence parts employed, in particular, in Ref. [2], in the wdks
and$8;, should be read ds, and 8. 4,15] it is interpreted as a sum of the two parts only: the cross
Egs. (18) and [(19) show that the correct account of intersection of the resonance and the *nonresonant” one. The lat-
ference fects is essential for a determination of 8770)  ter is calculated using the full vacuum polarization operat
parameters due to its small value 8§ and large branching ToHT,2s) (EQ. (10) of Ref.[3]). The two approaches are equiv-
fraction toD mesons, nevertheless, it was ignored in most ofjent provided that the bare parameters enteflthgs) and the
published analyses. The interferendkeet is crucial for a de-  glectromagnetic contribution is excluded from the crossise
termination of the nonBD decay fraction o#)(3770) as was of the resonance (Eq. (3) of Refl [3]). The full vacuum po-
emphasized in Ref._[25]. larization operator describes not only the interferenc tie
electromagnetic decays as well. If it is not done, the edectr

5.3. Opser Ve‘_j multihadron cross gection . _width extracted from the cross section fit would have a negati
The multihadron cross section observed experimentally ithias of abouR: Bes/Bh ~ 0.018.

the vicinity ofy(2S) can be parameterized as follows:

(25)

5.4. Observed e*e™ cross section

Bhabha scattering events detected in the calorimeter were
(22) A
o employed for luminosity measurements (see Sedtioh 6.3 for

+ &0 0 iond W) + 0cond W) . more detail). For the large angle Bhabha scattering thericont

Heres,.s) ande,, are the detectionficienciesand their de-  bution ofy/(2S) decays is not negligible. Theftirentialee”
pendence oW can be neglectedThe continuunmr*z~ cross ~ Cross section can be calculated with
sectiono, is included according to Ref. [26] to extend the va- dor\&7% [(do\&7%
lidity of (1) beyond they(2S)-y(3770) region. (d_Q) (d_Q)

T W) = 2525 [ 75 (W)GON W)W

~

For they(2S) cross sectiori{10) includes theontribution QED

2
and thel parameter is modified properly: 1 [9T 3 - 26
VE 4rM(1+co§0) 1+28 Im f (26)
RBee Err R‘r B‘r‘r 3a T (1 + C059)2
Aher ~ = = 22 S le _ L+ coso)” .
h B ves \R B (22) > 7 [(1+cos2 6) (1~ cosd) ]Ref}



The first term represents the QED cross section calculatid wi 4
the Monte Carlo techniquabng]. The second (resonance o3
and the third (interference) terms have been obtainem]] [20
The corrections to the latter are not calculated precibelythat
does not limit the accuracy of the published results. Patairse 0.2

--+-- Fxperiment

s L
0.25 —— MC simulation

HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘\HW

Bandf are defined by Eqd_(1L2) arld {13), respectively. o1 [ —
' L —
. 0.1
6. Data analysis
0.05
6.1. Monte Carlo simulation N A T R L
X . . . 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
The simulation of the experiment was performed in the frarr Nirp, number of tracks
of the GEANT package, version 3.2@30]. %é’sN]
The y(2S) decaysand the continuum multihadron events 2E
were generated with the tuned version of the BES gene@br [ s -+ Experiment

— MC simulation

based on the JETSET 7.4 codel[32]. At the original paramete ~ -°
settings of the BES generator thdfdrence of the simulated
charged multiplicity and that observed experimentallye®ds

1%, thus the bias in the detectioffieiency up to 2% is ex- 08
pected. The procedure of the parameter tuning is discugssed o
detail below in Sectiofl 712. The decay tables were update o4
according to the recent PDG editi[24]. The results are pre  °2
sented in Fig.2, where the most important event charatiteris

j\\‘\\\‘\H‘H\‘H\‘\H‘H\‘\H‘H\

P
0.7 0.8 0.9

o
o
N
o
N
o
w[
o
IS
o
o
o
o

) i . X X X Sphericity, Sy,
obtained in the experiment are compared with those in simule ; ax,,,
tion. Good agreement is observed. A
The detection #iciency forr™ 7~ events was obtained using =
. 21— —+  Experiment
the KORALB eventgeneratS]. Bhabha events required fo NG simmlat;
—_— oo S1Imulation

the precise luminosity determination were simulated usiireg
BHWIDE generator [28].

0.0015

0.001!

6.2. Trigger efficiency and event selection

To reduce systematic errors due to trigger instabilities an o.0oos
uncertainties in the hardware thresholds, both experiahant
simulated events pass through the software event filtenduri o200 400600 800 1000 1200 1406 1600 1800 2000
the dfline analysis. It recalculates the PT and ST decisions witl pr[MeV]
tighter conditions using a dlgltlze_d response of the detesttb- Figure 2:Properties of hadronic events produced/(&S) decay.
systems. To suppress the machine background to an aceeptablere N is the number of events angy is the transverse mo-

level, the following PT conditions were used by OR: mentum of a charged traclll distributions are normalized to
unity.

¢ signals from> 2 barrel scintillation counters,
¢ signal from the LKr calorimeter in the scan of 2006,

o _ e event sphericitys:,>0.05.
e coinciding signals of two Csl endcaps.

. _ _ Herep andz are the track impact parameters relative to the
Signals from two particles with the angular separatior20  peam axis and-coordinate of the closest approach point.

degrees satisfy the ST conditions which are rather contplica The sphericity parameter is defined as

The MC simulation yields the triggeiffeciency of about 0.96 5

for (2S) decays. Because of a problem with electronics, the S - 3 min 2 Py, @27)
LKr calorimeter was not used in the analysis of 2004 data and 2 »p?’

that decreased the triggefieiency to 0.91. o .
The performance of the detector subsystems and the mivhere summation is performed over all particles of the event

chine background conditions were veryfefent in 2004 and and the minimum is taken over directions of the axis relative
2006, so that the selection criteria are aldedent. to which the transverse momenfr; are calculated. S is
calculated using charged tracks only. The cutSpis effi-

2004 data, first and second scans: cient for suppression of the'e — e"ey background that
of cosmic rays and some kinds of the machine backgrpund
e > 3 charged tracks, though it also suppresses the leptonic modes of the cascade
e > 2 charged tracks from a common vertex in the interac-decayy(2S) — J/y + neutrals (see the low sphericity peak in
tion region (p<7 mm, |4 <130 mm), Fig.[2).
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Figure 3: The multihadron cross section as a function of the c.m. grfergthree scans. The curves are the results of the fits. All
data are corrected for théfieiency,the peak cross section depends on the energy spfgad

2006 data, third scan: third scan and about 0.4% for the first two. The analysis of the
_ _ ~event vertex distribution along the beam axis confirmedethes
e > 3 charged tracks or two tracks with the acollinearity estimates. We did not perform the background subtraction in

> 35 degrees, each data point as was done in the wark [27] for preBisgea-
e > 2 charged tracks from a common vertex in the interacsurements. This is not required for the resonance parameter
tion region (<7 mm, | <130 mm), determination, the corresponding uncertainties are dssmliin

> 1 photons with energy 100 MeV in the calorimeter,  Section’ZB. Simulation ofy(2S) decays yields the detection
event sphericitn> 0.05. efficiencies of 0.63 and 0.72 for the two sets of selection crite-

the energy deposited in the calorimete450 MeV . ria, respgctively. To ensure the Qete_ctimodaency stabillity, all
electronic channels malfunctioning in some runs duringaasc
Analyzing the third scan we also used the alternative seWere excluded from the analysis of all its runs.
lection criteria without a tight cut on the sphericity, buithv
additional requirements on the calorimeter responseldwval
us to check the systematic error due to the sphericity cut.
For additional suppression of the background induced b

6.3. Luminosity determination
The stability and absolute calibration accuracy of the
bremsstrahlung monitors used for on-line luminosity measu

. o ents (Sectiofl2) are notficient for the precision cross sec-
cosmic rays a veto from the muon system was required in th : ;
; . . flon analysis, thus events of Bhabha scattering were eredloy
cases when more than two tracks did not cross the interactio

: . ! ) . for the di-line luminosity determination. In 2004 it was pro-
region or the event arrival time determined by TOF relative t vided by the endcap Cs! calorimeter (the fiducial region20

the bunch crossing was less than -5 ns or larger than 10 ns. Th <32 and 148 < 9 < 160°). In the analysis of the 2006 data

ndition w mmon for all thr ns. . .
conditio as common fora three scans . the LKr calorimeter was employed (4€ 0 < 140°) while the
The conditions described above reduce the physical backs
sl one served for cross-checks only.

ground contributions which do not scale with energy like tb S L . . .

- ; , . The criteria fore*e™ event selection using the calorimeter
a negligible levelexcept the tau pair production which we took . )
. o : data are listed below:
into account explicitly in the observed cross section. Ttwe-c
tribution of the beam—wall and beam-gas events, cosmicteven e Two clusters with the energy above 0.25 of the beam en-
and their coincidences was evaluated using data colledtad w ergy and the angle between them exceeding 165 degrees,
the separated beams (about 10% of the full data sample). It e The total energy of these two clusters exceeds 1.05 times
was about 2% of the observed continuum cross section for the the beam energy,
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e The calorimeter energy not associated with these two clugable 1: The main results of the scan fits (statistical errors only
ters does not exceed 10% of the total. are presented).

M, MeV Tee X B, keV | P(x?), %
The loose energy cuts were chosen to reduce the influence of th| Scan 1| 3686102+ 0.018 | 2.258+ 0.033 15.8
calorimeter channels excluded from the analysis as was ment Scan 2| 3686130+ 0.013 | 2.229+ 0.024 29.5
tioned aboveThe tracking system was used only to reject the | Scan 3| 3686108+ 0.010 | 2.226+ 0.022 79.5
background€*e” — yy ande'e” — hadrons). The number of

extra photons was required to be less than two for the additio

suppression of the latter.

The data of each scan were fitted separately, the free param-
6.4. Fitting procedure eters were the¢(2S) massM, I'ee X B, the energy spreadyy
- . .. and the continuum cross section magnitage The A parame-
The collision energjV was assigned to each data acquisar was fixed at the value of 0.13 according to EgG.(22)e data

tion run utsmg éhe mterpola_teszresuIt?rﬁf the beay;}er;er%me points (i, W) and the fitted curves are shown in FI. 3. The
surements and assumiNg = 2Epeam. The runs with clos results of the fits are presented in Tdhle 1.

values were joined into points with the luminosity-weighte The statistical accuracy of the mass values is significantly

VaILfI_ehSWi (i isbthe p?iﬂt r(;umt_)er). q s of Bhabh better than that fothe three scans performed at VEPP-4M in
€ numbers of hadronic everfis and events o abna 5002 Eb]. The combined analysis is required to take into ac-

scatt_eringni obse_rved at thd}t.h energy point were fitted asa count properly the systematic errors of the six mass values.
f.unc.non of W using the maximum likelihood method with a It will be described in a separate paper discussing numerous
likelihood function accelerator-relatediects. For this reason we omit such a dis-
N cussion below and just present the result and error estimate
-2InL= ZZ [Ni"bsln(
i N

obs
Iexp) + NieXp - NiObs The analysis of the three values obtained in this work gives
nobs
+n9bsln( ' ) +nP - npbs}
1 El
n

M = 3686114+ 0.007+ 0.011 *3095 MeV.

! (28)
exp i i

i The model dependence of the mass value was estimated float-

ing theA parameter in the fit.
whereN®?*)and n®?°*) are the expected (observed) num- g P

bers of the hadronic and Bhabha events, respectively. The ex
pected numbers of the hadronic and Bhabha scattering evenfs Discussion of systematic uncertainties ilfee X Bh

were determined as follows: o ) o
The dominating sources of the systematic uncertainty in the

NZ® = opaar (W) - L, Tee X By = Tee x I'y/T value are discussed in the following

= oee (W) Li, (29) subsections.The issue of the dierence betweefi, and the
sum of hadronic partial widths because of possible coiicglat
hereoagr andoere are defined by of interference phases is addressed in the next section.
b b . o _—
Thadr = T (a5) (W) + Eever (hadr) Tare- (W) , (30) 7.1. Systematic error of absolute luminosity determination
Tere = 005 (W) + Shadr(ere) ag'ggs)(vw), The major contributions to the uncertainty of thkesolute

luminosity determination are presented in Tdble 2.

where 905 (W) and ogs (W) were calculated according to
(21) and by integration of[ (26), respectively. The detattio Table 2:Systematic uncertainties of the luminosity determination
efficiencies entering the formulae were determined separatefg % for three scans. The correlated parts of the uncerésinti

: : . . “dre also presented. The uncertainties for the first and gecon
at each point using the run-dependent Monte Carlo simulatio ¢-5ns are assumed to be fully correlated.
The values of the cross-feed selectidficdencyee e (nagr) (the
probability to select the*e™ — e*e™ event as the hadronicone)  Source Scan1l Scan?2 Scan3 Common
obtained by MC_Z are about@6%, 000(_3% and B7% for three Calorimeter calibration 0.3 03 07 02
scans, respectively. The corresponding values:gfe ) are
0.03%, Q03% and ®5%.

Calorimeter alignment 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1

The integrated luminosity; at the energy poinit can be Polar anglg resolutlon. 08 08 02 _
derived from the condition/dL; In £ = 0, giving Cross section calculation 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4
Background 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
L NOPS 4 nobs 31) MC statistics 0.1 01 01 -
' Chadr + Tere Variation of cuts <13 <14 <09 <02
Sumin quadrature ~1.6 ~1.7 =~12 =05

Using the likelihood function that takes into account bbdkh
andn; ensures a correct estimation of the statistical unceytaint
in the fit results.



The uncertainty due to the calorimeter energy calibratiortheir correlations. In our case such parameters are thgetiar
was estimated by variation of simulation parameters cancer multiplicity and event sphericity calculated using monzeat
ing the GEANT performance, the light yield uniformity in Csl charged tracks.
crystals, a sensitivity to the energy loss fluctuations ketw The selection criteria described in Sectionl 6.2 reject low-
LKr calorimeter electrodes etc. Additionally, the Csl wmidiual ~ multiplicity events. The corresponding branching fracti@re
channel calibrations using cosmic rays and Bhabha evemis weeither negligible like fory(2S) — n*n~ or well measured like
compared. for y(2S) — J/yn— u*u yy. Such decays are simulated in the

The LKr calorimeter was aligned with respect to the drift BES generator [31] explicitly. The variation of decay tapée
chamber using cosmic tracks reconstructed in the DC. Therameters within their errors (Reﬂ24]) indicates the détn
eight modules of the Csl calorimeters were aligned relative efficiency uncertainty of less than or about 0.3%. The dominat-
the LKr calorimeter using cosmic rays reconstructed in tde L  ing uncertainty comes from decays of higher multiplicityigfh
strip system. The beam line position and direction were deare simulated using the parton approach and the fragmemtati
termined using the primary vertex distribution of multined  model incorporated in the JETSET 7.4 code.
events. The inaccuracy of the alignment resulted in the efro About 60% of they(2S) decays includel/y which is at
the luminosity measurements of aboud% for Csl and about the edge or even beyond the region where the JETSET results
0.1% for LK. can be trusted, nevertheless it has enough options and @aram

The diference in the polar angle resolutions observed exters to achieve good agreement with experiment for majarnteve
perimentally and predicted by MC causes an uncertaintydn thcharacteristics (Fig2) and to estimate the detectiiniency
luminosity measurement, since events migrate into or othteof uncertainty. To do this we iterated as follows:
fiducial volume. These errors are8% and 02% for the Csl
and LKr calorimeters, respectively.

The uncertainty of the theoretical Bhabha cross section was
estimated comparing the results obtained with the BHWIDH] [2
and MCGPJI[29] event generators. It agrees with the errors
quoted by the authorsThe value of 0.5% quoted in Talé 2
includes also the accuracy of EQ.126).

The background to the Bhabha process fromyt{zs) de-
cays and reactiorese™ — uu(y) ande*e” — yy was estimated In addition to the charged multiplicity, the observed distr
using MC simulation. It contributes less tha3® to the lumi-  tions in the sphericity parameter, the invariant mass opties
nosity. The resonant part of the background contributios waof the opposite signs and the inclusive momentum spectrum
taken into account in the fit (Sectibn b.4). The residual lumi Were controlled. The versions of the simulation obviousig-c
nosity uncertainty due to background does not exce®th0 tradicting to experiment were rejected. The results are pre

In order to estimate theffect of other possible sources of sented in Tablg]3 and illustrated by Hig. 4.
uncertainty, the variation of the cuts was performed withie
fiducial region in which good agreement between the MC sim- €
ulation and experiment is observed. The cut on the deposite .73~
energy was varied in the range of 55/5% of the c.m. en- r
ergy. The cuts on the polar angle were varied in a range muc 0728
larger than the angular resolution, the variation in thelBtza 0.726[—
event count reaches 40%. The variations discussed above ct 0.7241
respond to a systematic uncertainty shown in Table 2. Thes E
effects can originate from the already considered sources ar 0722 13
statistical fluctuations, nevertheless we included thethérto- 072
tal uncertainty to obtain conservative error estimates. e

Finally, we compared an integrated luminosity obtained us
ing the LKr and Csl calorimeters in the scan of 2006. The dif- 0.716
ference of about.1 + 1.0% was found which is consistent with 0.714F
the estimates in Tablé 2. [ S o S T T SRS MR

414 4145 415 4155 416 4.165
(N>, charged multiplicity

1. select a critical option or parameter and modify it using
an educated guess;

2. select a complementary parameter and modify it to find
the value at which the observed charged multiplicity agrees
with experiment;

3. calculate the detectiofffeciency and compare it with pre-
vious results to estimate the uncertainty.

7.2. Uncertainty due to imperfect simulation of (2S) decays

The imperfect simulation of(2S) decays contributes sig- Figure 4: Detection #iciency vs. charged multiplicity for éier-
nificantly to thel'ee X By Systematic error caused by the detec-€nt versions of the/(2S) decay simulation. Thét lines cor-

: : ; : Lo _respond to variation of one of the selected parameters. The
tion efficiency uncertainty. Eventually, this uncertainty is de shadow box corresponds to the statistical error of the @thrg

termined by the experimental statistics available for thene  multiplicity. The statistical error of theficiency~ 0.001 is not
generator tuning and the ability of the latter to reproduise d shown.

tributions of parameters essential for the event selectiwh ) ) )
The following JETSET options were studied:



Table 3: Comparison of dferent versions of the MC simulation ¢{2S) decays.

Version | JETSET modifications | Charged multiplicity| Efficiency, %
LUND fragmentation function
Probability of vector meson formation

Pv op . GeV
1 0.50 0.55 4.1391+ 0.0031 71392+ 0.090
2 0.50 0.65 4.1555+ 0.0031 72.232+0.090

Wstop, Wnin, o7p, Varied
Wstop, GeV | Wiin GeV | oy, , GeV
6 0.47 0.8 0.65 4.1429+ 0.0031 71783+ 0.090
7 0.52 0.8 0.65 4.1488+ 0.0031 72.049+ 0.090
8 0.56 0.8 0.65 4.1512+ 0.0031 72.170+ 0.090
OWstop, 0, Varied

5Wstop Opr » GeV
9 0.17 0.7 4.1407+ 0.0031 71890+ 0.090
10 0.17 0.65 4.1552+ 0.0031 72.430+ 0.090

Winin, 07p, Varied

Winin » GeV o, » GeV
11 0.8 0.675 4.1401+ 0.0031 72.033+0.090
12 0.8 0.65 4.1529+ 0.0031 72.378+ 0.090

Switched df parton shower
o, » GeV
13 0.65 4.1409+ 0.0031 72118+ 0.090
14 0.55 4.1554+ 0.0031 72709+ 0.090
Field-Feynman fragmentation function

Wstop, GEV o, » GeV
3 0.62 0.58 4.1372+ 0.0031 71475+ 0.090
4 0.62 0.50 4.1491+ 0.0031 71981+ 0.090
5 0.62 0.43 4.1650+ 0.0031 72755+ 0.090

1. LUND fragmentation function, parton showers are on; PARJ(21) ¢ p,). The parameter PARJ(11ip() determines the
. LUND fragmentation function, parton showers afé o probability that a light meson formed in the fragmentatias h
3. Field-Feynman fragmentation function, parton shower$pin 1. The default values of the parametkgin, Wsiop. op;

are on: andPy in JETSET are 1., 0.8, 0.36 GeV and 0.5, respectively.
4. independent fragmentation, all momentum conservatior] '€ corresponding values set in the BES generator are 1., 0.6

options. 0.5 GeV and 0.6.

Figure[4 shows the values of the detectidficeency and

No acceptable versions were obtained in the latter case. F@hserved charged multiplicity for the sets of options and pa
the LUND fragmentation function the influence of a few mostygmeters listed in Tab[@ 3. The dashed line correspondto th
critical parameters was investigated. charged multiplicity observed in experiment with the sétet

The main parameters controlling the fragmentation procesgyiteria of the 2006 scaNexy) = 4.1494+ 0.0054. The max-
in JETSET are PARJ(32), PARJ(33) and PARJ(37) (we refer tgmum difference between the detectiofiéiency values at the
them asNiin, Wstop andsWsiop, respectively, in Tablel3 and be- point of the multiplicity agreement is.B5% with the central
low). The fragmentation of a colour-singlet system formgd b yajue of about 72.19%. This is presented with the segment be-
initial partons or during the parton showering proceedslevhi tween the arrows and its middle pointin Fig. 4. The experimen
the energy is greater thalini, plus quark masses, otherwise a ta| and simulated multiplicities have statistical errdhgrefore
pair of hadrons is to be produced. TW&, parameter serves  the segment of the agreement transforms to the rectangheisho
to terminate the fragmentation and produce a final hadran pajyith the shadow box. Taking its angles we found the confidence
earlier, taking into account the mass of the last quark pai p interval of (7216 + 0.57)% and from that derived that the rela-
duced. To avoid artifacts in the hadron momentum spectrumiye uncertainty of the detectiorffieiency due to ambiguity in
the stopping point energy is smeared using@&p parame-  the choice of the JETSET parameter set is abd#0 A very
ter (20% by default). The transverse momentum of quarks apsimilar central value of 72.11% was obtained by averagieg th
pearing during the fragmentation is controlled by the pai@m  fourteen @iciencies from Tabl€]3 with the weights inversely

N
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proportional to the sum gf? for the four event characteristics The systematic error in tHé, x By, value due to the beam
under control. energy determination (Ref.|[7]) and the data point fornmatio
There is a systematic error in the observed multiplicity re-(Sectior 6.#) was studied for each scan. The relative eoes d
lated to the track reconstructioffieiency, which is not exactly not exceed 0.2% except the third scan which includes oné poin
the same for the experimental data and simulation. The difwith a significant accelerator instability that increaseserror
ference was studied using Bhabha events and low-momentuap to 06%.
cosmic tracks and the appropriate correction was intradlirce The non-Gaussianflects in the total collision energy dis-
the detector simulation. However, the inaccuracy of theemer  tribution contribute about 0.2% to thée x B, uncertainty.
tion increases the shadow box size in Eig. 4 thus increabimg t Changing the zero value of tegparameter entering the preex-
detection @iciency uncertainty. For the first two scans the ef-ponential factoi(24) to the value measured with the speamific
fect is about 0.4% and it grows up to 0.7% for the third scancelerator technique leads to the mass shift of a few keV [&6] a
because of some problems in the drift chamber. causes a negligible bias in tlig. x By, value which is related
We repeated the procedure described above with the altete the area under the resonance excitation curve. The quoted
native set of event selection criteria and obtained a $ligtit- estimate was obtained by releasing thgarameter.
ferent uncertainty estimate. To account for this we intisil The bias in the resonance parameters due to the admixture
an additional error of 0.3%. of the machine and cosmic background to selected multimadro
The contributions to the detectioffieiency uncertainty due events was evaluated with the controllable increase ofattis
to imperfect simulation of/(2S) decays are summarized in Ta- mixture. For each data point the background event sample was
ble[4. formed containing the events which passed some loose selec-
tion criterea but were rejected by the multihadron ones. The
7.3. Detector- and accelerator-related uncertaintiesin I'ee X Bh number of multihadrons events was increased by such frac-
The major sources of the systematic uncertainty il tae tion of the background sample size, that the data fit yieled 2%
B, product are listed in Tab[g 5. (0.4%) growth of the continuum cross section for the thincs(fi
The systematic error related to th@@ency of the track re- and second) scan in accordance with the backround estimates
construction was considered in the previous section. Tige tr duoted in Sectioh 612. The variation of t}#¢2S) mass value
ger dficiency uncertainty is mainly due to the uncertainty of thedid not exceed 1 keV, the change of the x By, product was
calorimeter thresholds in the secondary trigger. The edéraf /€SS than 0.1%.
about 02% was obtained varying the threshold in the software o
event filter. The excess of the filter threshold over the hardware/-4. Other uncertainties
one in units of the hardware threshold width was varied from 5 In this subsection we discuss the uncertainties related to
to 6. the iterations used to obtain the total and electron width va
The trigger diciency for all scans and the event selectionues (Sectiohl5), the fixation of the interference parametar-
efficiency for the third one depend on the calorimeter responstering the multihadron cross sectidn(10), and the accuofcy
to hadrons. Their nuclear interaction was simulated enipipy the theoretic formulae employed for the calculation of tress
the GEISHA [35] and FLUKA[36] packages as they are im- section. Using various initial values for the total and &iec
plemented in GEANT 3.21 [30]. Both of them satisfactorily width we have verified that the iteration procedure converge
reproduce the pion signal in Csl, but in liquid krypton the-pe fast introducing a negligible systematic uncertainfg.reduce
formance of GEISHA is much better, thus we determined thehe statistical error on thg(2S) mass, the interference param-
efficiencies using it and estimated the systematic errors coneterA was fixed in the fit at the value of 0.13 corresponding to
paring the results obtained with two packages. Eq. (22).Releasing tha parameter in the fit shifts tHae x Bp
The crosstalks in the vertex detector electronics intreduc value by -0.23%. This quantity can be used as an estimate of
a variation of the detectiorfieciency up to 1.5% because of the the influence of quasi-two-body decays with correlatedrinte
cut on the total number of VD hits in the on-line event setatti ference phases mentioned in Secfiod STBe accuracy of the
software (Sectiohl2). A code simulating the crosstalks veas d resonance term in Eq_{{10) is about 0.1% (Sedtion 5), and an-
veloped and tuned using either events of Bhabha scattering other 0.1% should be added because of the accuracy of kediati
cosmic rays. The residual uncertainty thus determinedasitab correction calculations in Ref. [15The quadratic sum of these
0.1+0.2% depending on the VD voltage. three contributions is about 0.3%.
The dfect of other possible sources of the detector-related
uncertainty was evaluated by varying the event selectids. cu
The conditions on the number of tracks wéightened one by
onefor all three scans. For the last one a cut on the energy de- The fits done with a floating interference parameter gave
posited in the calorimeter was alisreased by the most proba-
ble photon energyThe detectionf&ciency varied from 0.53 to A1=0.21+0.07+0.05
0.63 in the 2004 scans and from 0.70 to 0.79 in the 2006 scan.
The maximum variations of the, x By, result are presented in  The systematic uncertainty is mainly due to the beam energy
Table[B. determination and stability of the cross section measunéme

8. Inaccuracy due to interference in hadronic cross section
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Table 4:Systematic uncertainties of the detectidiictency due tay(2S) decay simulation in % for three scans. The correlated parts
of the uncertainties are also presented. The uncertafiotigise first and second scans are assumed to be fully cardelat

Source Scanl Scan?2 Scan 3 Common
Measured branchings 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3
JETSET ambiguities 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
Track reconstruction 0.4 0.4 0.7 0.4
Selection criteria 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
MC statistics 0.1 0.1 0.1 -
Sumin quadrature ~1.0 =10 =11 ~=1.0

Table 5:The dominating systematic uncertainties infaex 8, product for three scans (%). The correlated parts of thertaioéies
are also presented@he inaccuracy of about 0.9% due to possible interferenesghorrelation is not included.

Source Scanl Scan2 Scan3 CommenCommonss
Absoluteluminosity measurements 1.6 1.7 1.2 1.6 0.5
¥(2S) decay simulation 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.0
Detector response
Trigger dhiciency 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Nuclear interaction 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2
Cross talks in VD 0.1 0.17 0.1 0.1 0.1
Variation of cuts 0.5 0.3 0.6 0.3 0.3
Accelerator relatedféects
Beam energy determination 0.15 0.18 0.6 0.15 0.15
Non-Gaussian energy distribution 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Residual background <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Other uncertainties 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
Sumin quadrature ~2.0 ~2.1 ~1.9 ~2.0 ~1.3

This result does not contradict to the assumption of the 1anco
related interference phases (Secfiod 5.2) but can stiitatel
the presence of some phase correlations.

In order to evaluate a possible deviation of thevalue from

was employed to reproduce thdistribution matching the re-

sults of the measurement: the Gaussian with the average valu
of 0.21 and the width of 0.086. The second-step distribution
in (f“h —I'h) /Ty is peaked at zero. It is not Gaussian but 68%

the sum of hadronic partial widtHg,, we performed a Monte percent of the accepted samplings are contained in thevaiter
Carlo simulation according to Ed.(18) afd](19). The set ef deof +0.009, thus we concluded that the inaccuracy due to pos-
cay modes and the corresponding branching fractions were oBible interference phase correlationd’in x 8}, value is about
tained using the event generator described in Setfidn 6th, w 0.9%. Since the Bayesian approach was employed, appearance

the number of dierent decay modes exceeding one thousandf the new information on the interference in the hadronissr

Damping of sinp,, and co, because of the averagify, was
ignored.

The inaccuracy iy was estimated in the Bayesian ap-
proach. Possible sets of interference phaggeare character-
ized by the central valug and the band widtiAg. It was as-
sumed that probabilities of af andA¢ values are equal. The
result is not sensitive to assumptions on the band shape.

section can change this estimate.

It should be noted that the inaccuracy estimated in this sec-
tion is not specific for our results on thig2S) partial and total
widths but is shared by many results obtained in other exper-
iments using they(2S) multihadron cross section. The most
precise of them is the result of CLEO on th€S) — J/y n*n~
branching fraction [37], its quoted accuracy is 2.2%. Thoat-c

The Monte Carlo procedure consists of two steps. At thecerns, in particular, the works|[2, 3].

first step in each Monte Carlo sampling a sepgfwas gener-
ated for randong and A¢ and the corresponding value was
calculated. The values @f A¢ andA were saved for the second
step. The first-step distribution ihis symmetric relative to the

9. Averaging of scan results

The systematic errors on tiiig, x B}, values for three scans

most probable value of 0.13 corresponding to EQl (14). At theyng the estimates of their correlations are presented ite[Bab
second step an acception-rejection (Von Neumann’s) methoghhe correlation of errors is a fiiicult issue. In non-obvious
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cases the most conservative approach was used assuming tiae statistical uncertainty is significantly reduced coregao

the correlated part corresponds to the minimal uncertamty thatreached at VEPP-4M in 2002, the systematic one is approx

scans for a given uncertainty source. imately the same. Since the systematic and model errors are
To obtain the resulting value of tH&e x By, product, the correlated, the combined analysis of the 2002, 2004 and 2006

scans were treated as independent experiments. The individ data has to be performed. It will be described in a dedicated

I'ee X By values were weighted using their statistical errors angpaper the result of which should supersede the resultsimegbe

uncorrelated parts of systematic errors. Such procediesta above andin ReflIiO]. The reduction of the model dependence

into account the random behaviour of uncorrelated sysiematis expected.

errors thus converting them to statistical. Corresporigljrige

systematic errors of individual scans reduce to their commo

part. The formal weighting recipe for the paramétgrx 8y, is Acknowledgments
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W = 1/ (Ugtati +o—§ysti _o—gysto) ’ (32) in Secnoﬂ'

The work is supported in part by the Ministry of Education
whereosysio denotes a common part of systematic uncertainand Science of the Russian Federation and grants Sci.School

ties. The recipe preserves the total error of the result.

10. Summary

The parameters @f(2S) have been measured using the data
collected with the KEDR detector at the VEPP-4Xk~ col- 2]
lider in 2004 and 2006. Our final result for thg, x By, product [3]

IS 4]
@
6

[Fee X B = 2.233+ 0.015+ 0.037+ 0.020 keV.

The third error quoted is an estimate of the model dependencé’]
of the result due to assumptions on the interferefieets in the 8
cross section of the single-photete™ annihilation to hadrons
explicitly considered in this work. Implicitly, the samesasnp- [9]
tions were employed to obtain the charmonium leptonic width 1]
and the absolute branching fractions in many experiméitiis. [,
quantity was measured in several experiments but only the rg12]
sult of MARK-I [@], an order of magnitude less precise than[13]
ours, was published in such a form. Usually thex 8y prod- [14]
uct is converted to the electron width value using existieg r
sults on the branching fraction to hadraBg or the leptonic
branching fractions.

Using the world average values of the electron and hadro
branching fractions from PDdIlZ4] we obtained the electron g

[15]
[16]
7]

partial width and the total width af(2S): [20]
[21]

e = 2.282+ 0.015+ 0.038+ 0.021 keV, [22]
I'=296+2+8+3keV. [23]

[24]

These results are consistent with and more than two times moif25]

precise than any of the previous experiments. g‘;{
The result on the/(2S) mass obtained in this work 28]
[29]

M = 3686114+ 0.007+ 0.011 309 MeV. [30]
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