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We report the observation of th€(3823) in the procesete™ — 777~ X (3823) — 77~ yxe1 with a
statistical significance df.20, in data samples at center-of-mass energies=4.230, 4.260, 4.360, 4.420 and
4.600 GeV collected with the BESIII detector at the BEPCé#ctlon positron collider. The measured mass of
the X (3823) is (3821.7 + 1.3 £ 0.7) MeV/c?, where the first error is statistical and the second sysiemat
and the width is less thah6 MeV at the 90% confidence level. The products of the Born ceesgions
for ete™ — 777~ X(3823) and the branching rati8[X (3823) — 7xe1,c2] are also measured. These
measurements are in good agreement with the assignmere &f(8823) as they (1% D») charmonium state.

PACS numbers: 13.20.Gd, 13.25.Gv, 14.40.Pq

Since its discovery, charmonium - meson particles whichstate [1B]. In the following, we denote thé D, state asy,
contain a charm and an anti-charm quark - has been an excelnd they(3686) [¢(2S5)] state as)’.
lent tool for probing Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), the  |nthis Letter, we report a search for the production ofithe
fundamental theory that describes the strong interachens  state via the process’ e~ — 7~ X, using 4.67 fb! data
tween quarks and gluons, in the non-perturbative (low@per collected with the BESIII detector operating at the BEPCII
long-distance effects) regime, and remains of high interesstorage ring[[14] at center-of-mass (CM) energies thateang
both experimentally and theoretically. All of the charmo- from /s = 4.19 to 4.60 GeV [15]. They, candidates
nium states with masses that are below the open-charm thresfre reconstructed in theiry.; and~y.. decay modes, with
old have been firmly established [1, 2]; open-charm refers, ., ., — ~vJ/v and.J/i) — €70~ (0 = e or ji). A GEANT4-
to mesons containing a charm quark (antiquark) and eithesased|[16] Monte Carlo (MC) simulation software package is
an up or down antiquark (quark), such Bsor D. How-  ysed to optimize event selection criteria, determine theade
ever, the observation of the spectrum that are above the opefion efficiency, and estimate the backgrounds. For the sig-
charm threshold remains unsettled. During the past decadgal process, we generate 40,000~ — 77~ X (3823)
many new charmoniumlike states were discovered, such asyents at each CM energy indicated above, usingan
the X (3872) [3], the Y (4260) [4, [5] and theZ.(3900) [B-  gen [17] phase space model, Witki(3823) — ~xe1 co. Ini-
[7]. These states provide strong evidence for the existehce @g] state radiation (ISR) is simulated wixmc [18], where
exotic hadron states|[8]. Although charged charmoniumlikehe Born cross section @ffe— —s 7ta~ X (3823) between
states like theZ.(3900) provide convincing evidence for the 4.1 and 4.6 GeV is assumed to follow thiee~ — 77—/
existence Ofmulti'quarkstat@ [9], it is more difficult tistith- |ineshape|ﬂg]_ The maximum ISR photon energy is set to
guish neutral candidate exotic states from conventionat-ch correspond to the 4.1 Ged/ production threshold of the
monium. Moreover, the study of transitions between charmoz+— x (3823) system. Final-State-Radiation is handled with
nium(like) states, such as th&(4260) — X (3872) [14], is pHoTos[2d].
an important approach to probe their nature, and the connec-
tions between them. Thus, a more complete understanding q)é
the charmonium(like) spectroscopy and their relation®is n
essary and timely.

Events with four charged tracks with zero net charge are se-
cted as described in Ref] [6]. Showers identified as photon
candidates must satisfy fiducial and shower quality as veell a
timing requirements as described in Réf./[21]. At least two
The lightest charmonium state above thé threshold is 9ood photon candidates in each event are required. To im-
the 4(3770) [2], which is currently identified as the3D; prove the momentum and energy resolution and to reduce the
state[1], the/ = 1 member of theD-wave spin-triplet char- background, the event is subjected to a four-constrain} (4C
monium states. Until now there have been no definitive obseinematic fit to the hypothesiste™ — 77~ (*(~, that
vations of its twoD-wave spin-triplet partner states, i.e., the constrains the total four-momentum of the detected pasicl
13D, and 13D3. Phenomenological models predict that thet0 the initial four-momentum of the colliding beams. Th#
13D, charmonium state has large decay widths/fg, and  Of the kinematic fit is required to be less than 80 (with an ef-
vxez [L1]. In 1994, the E705 experiment reported a candi-ficiency of about 95% for signal events). For multi-photon
date for thel3D, state with a mass d3836 + 13 MeV/c? events, the two photons returning the smaljgstrom the 4C
and a statistical significance &f8c [12]. Recently, the fitare assigned to be the radiative photons.
Belle Collaboration reported evidence for a narrowresopan  To reject radiative Bhabha and radiative dimuon
X (3823) — ~vxe1 in B meson decays with.8¢ significance  (yete™/yutp~) backgrounds associated with photon
and mass$823.1 & 1.8(stat) 4 0.7(syst) MeV/c?, and sug-  conversion, the cosine of the opening angle of the pion-pair
gested that this is a good candidate for thA®, charmonium candidates is required to be less than 0.98. This restric-



tion removes almost all Bhabha and dimuon background G
events, with an efficiency loss that is less than 1% for
signal events. The background froefre™ — nJ /1 with

n — wta-a/yrTx~ is effectively rejected by the in-
variant mass requirememt/ (yyrtr—) > 0.57 GeV/c%

MC simulation shows that this requirement removes less
than 1% of the signal events. In order to remove possible
backgrounds fromeTe™ — yigry)’ — ysrm AT J/ 9,
accompanied with a fake photon or a second ISR pho-
ton, ete™ — m’ with . — ~v, andete™ — v/,

the invariant mass ofr™n~J/¢ is required to satisfy
M (ntr=J/) — m(y')] > 6 MeVic® [24]). The sig-
nal efficiency for they’ mass window veto is85% at

/s = 4.420 GeV and> 99% at other energies.

After imposing the above requirements, there are clear =36k

TTE) (G V/C?) Migooi(TTTO(GEVICY) M, (TETE)(GeV/

rect

J/1 peaks in theM (¢T¢~) invariant mass distributions for = 3.5?45 13‘5 113 = 1 b s 13‘5 113 e as
the data. TheJ/y) mass window is defined a3.08 < : ] ey : YT
M(T¢7) < 3.13 GeVIc®2. The mass resolution is de- My, /) (GeVic?) Mly, W) (Gevic))

termined to be 9 Me\W by MC simulation. In order to FIG. 1. Scatter plots ofVf,oon(r ) My /) at (@)
evaluate nonf/t backgrounds, we defing/:) mass side- - 4. ocauer piots Olrecoil (7 " ) VS M{(7n at @
bands as3.01 /i M(Z%Z*) < 3.06 Gev/é? or 3.15 < /s =4.230, (b) 4.260, (c) 4.360, (d) 4.420, and (e) 4.600 GeV. The

iy 5 . - . sum of all the data sets is shown in (f). In each plot, the welti
M(é ) < 3.20 GeVie ! Wr."Ch are tWIPe as wide as the dashed red lines represexnt; (left two lines) andy.2 (right two
signal region. The combination of the higher energy photorj,eq) signal regions, and the horizontal lines represemtt mass

(ym) with the J/+) candidate is used to reconstryct c2 Sig-  range (bottom two lines) and 3.82 GeV (top line), respettive
nals, while the lower one is assumed to originate from the

X (3823) decay. We define the invariant mass ragg0 <
M (ygJ/v) < 3.530 GeVic* as thex.; signal region, and

3:536 < M(yuJ/v) < 3'516 98\//62 aitrleXCQ signal re- An unbinned maximum likelihood fit to th&f,ccou (77 ™)
gion [M (v J/) = M(yutTL7) = M(E7L7) + m(J /)], invariant mass distribution is performed to extract the

To investigate the possible existence of resonances that maX (3823) signal parameters. The signal shapes are repre-
decay toyx.1,.2, we examine two-dimensional scatter plots of sented by MC-simulated’ and X (3823) (with input mass of
Myecon(mm™) versusM (v J/v). Here,Mecon(ntn~) = 3.823 GeVé? and a zero width) histograms, convolved with
\/(Po+o- — Prr — P,—)? is the recoil mass of the"r—  Gaussian functions with mean and width parameters left free
pair, whereP.+.- and P, are the 4-momenta of the ini- in the fit to account for the mass and resolution difference
tial ete~ system and the™, respectively. For this, we use between data and MC simulation, respectively. The back-
the 7t7— momenta before the 4C fit correction because ofground is parameterized as a linear function, as indicayed b
the good resolution for low momentum pion tracks, as obthe .J/¢) mass sideband data. Theé signal is used to cal-
served from MC simulation. Figufé 1 shoW,ecoi(m 7)) ibrate the absolute mass scale and the resolution differenc
versus M (vx.J/¢) for data at different energies, where between data and simulation, which is expected to be similar
ete” — ntn ¢/ — mtr yxe1.c2 Signals are evident in  for the X (3823) and+’. A simultaneous fit with a common
almost all data sets. In addition, event accumulations neak (3823) mass is applied to the data sets with independent sig-
Mecon(ntn™) ~ 3.82 GeV/c? are evident in the.; signal  nal yields at,/s = 4.230, 4.260, 4.360, 4.420 and 4.600 GeV
regions of the/s = 4.36 and 4.42 GeV data sets. A scatter (data sets with small luminosities are merged to nearby data
plot of all the data sets combined is shown in Eig. 1 (f), wheresets with larger luminosities), for they.: andvyx.2 modes,
there is a distinct cluster of events n8a82 GeV/c? (denoted  respectively.

hereafter as thé (3823)) in the x signal region. Figurel2 shows the fit results, which returfi X (3823)] =
The remaining backgrounds mainly come frerhe~ — M [X (3823)]input + f1x (3823) — fyr = 3821.7 £ 1.3 MeV/c?
(n//'yw)J/q/), with (n//w) N '7'77T+7Ti/'}/ﬂ'+777, and for the YXecl mode, WhereM[X(3823)]input is the in-
atr-atr=(7%/yy). Theete — (9//yw)J/¢ back- put X(3823) mass in MC simulationyixssesy = 1.9 +
grounds can be measured and simulated using the same datd MeV/c?> anduy, = 3.2 & 0.6 MeV/c? are the mass shift
sets. Thete™ — a7 T7~(7°/vy) mode can be evalu- values for X (3823) and +/’ histograms from the fit. The
ated with the/ /vy mass sideband data. All these backgrounddit yields 19 + 5 X (3823) signal events in the/x.; mode.
are found to be small, and they produce flat contributions tdr he statistical significance of th€(3823) signal in theyx1
the Mecon(mtn~) mass distribution. There also might be mode is estimated to b&2s by comparing the difference
ete™ — mrrv’ events withy — nJ/v andn%7%J/+,  between the log-likelihood value\(Iln £) = 27.5) with or
but such kind of events would not affect ti¢ mass in the without X (3823) signal in the fit, and taking the change of
Myecon (7™ distribution. the number of degrees of freedoi{df = 6) into account,
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L ,ob ~+ pata L 00 ~pata The product of the Born-order cross section and the
3 F — Fit o — Fit branching ratio of X(3823) — ~vxc1.2 is calculated
S 3of .- Background = 30f - Background - B+ — + = ’
o I Sideband w 9F I Sideband using o”lete” — atr X(3823)] - B[X(3823) —
g2 g2 YXet,e2] = Netles where N°Ps, is the num-
£ 10k S of cl,e2 Lot (140 iy B ez’ cl,c2
L L L L . .
1 L LLL }‘m | Ll L FIRIERI S ber of X(3823) — YXel,e2 Slgnal events obtained from

9% 37 3_.8G /g.g s 37 3_.8G /§-9 a fit to the Myecon(nn™) distribution, L;,, is the inte-
Mreco(TTT0) (GEVIC) Mreco(TTT0) (GEVIC) grated luminosity,e is the detection efficiencyB.; .o is

the branching fraction ofc1,.o — vJ/¢v — ¢*¢~ and

events (left) andyx.2 events (right), respectively. Dots with error (1 + 9) is the radiative correction factor, which depends on

i T - i B
bars are data, red solid curves are total fit, dashed bluesuare the lineshape ob"e™ — w7~ X(3823). Since we ob

background, and the green shaded histograms/afemass side- serve large cross sections gfs = 4.360 and 4'42_0 GeV,
band events. we assume thete™ — 77~ X (3823) cross section fol-

lows that ofeTe™ — w7~ over the full energy range
of interest and use thete™ — w7’ lineshape from
published results_[19] as input in the calculation of the ef-

FIG. 2. Simultaneous fit to th&,coi (77 ) distribution ofyx.1

8 g25

r (@) g = L o .

o fza‘:vaave | = o ® iy ficiency and radiative correction factor. The vacuum polar-
S 3 oty 2 g . -w(@a15) ization factor—— is calculated from QED with 0.5% un-

swave 05385704505 | & L5f [1-1I

24 Mo Gevie) | g certainty [24]. The results of these measurements for the
52? §05; data sets with large luminosities gts = 4.230, 4.260,

H_ £ s T 4.360, 4.420 and 4.600 GeV are listed in Table 1. Since at

N I S = ® 073743 4.4(1; V4.5 46 ef';l_ch single energy data tb?é(3823_) signal is not very sig-

cosf Ecm (GeV) nificant, upper limits for production cross sections at the

90% C.L. based on the Bayesian method are given [system-
atic effects are included by convolving th€(3823) sig-
variant mass distribution per 20 Me¥/ bin; and (b) fit to the nal even_ts yiel_d 17'%) dependent likelihood curves Wi_th_
energy-dependent cross sectionodife e~ — mtm X (3823)] - a ieGlgallussmn with mean value zero and standa}rd deviation
B(X(3823) — ~xe1) with the Y (4360) (red solid curve) and the ”y_ ~ " Osys) whereoy is the systematic uncertainty of the
1(4415) (blue dashed curve) lineshapes. Dots with error bars aréfficiencies]. The corresponding production ratiofof, —

data. The red solid (blue dashed) histogram in (a) is MC sitinn UB[e*e; —n'r X(3823)]-BIX(3823)>yxe1 g also calculated at
with D-wave S-wave). olete” HmtmT Y] BlY = yxel
/s = 4.360 and 4.420 GeV.

We fit the energy-dependent cross sectiongof~ —
7wt~ X (3823) with theY (4360) shape or the)(4415) shape
and its value is found to be larger tharbo with various ~ With their resonance parameters fixed to the PDG Valjjes [2].
systematic checks. For they., mode, we do not observe Figure[3 (b) shows the fit results, which gizg'!, . = 0.151
an X (3823) signal and provide an upper limit on its produc- for the Y (4360) hypothesis (H1) and)?f)bs = 0.169 for
tion rate (Tabl€ll). The limited statistics preclude a measu the)(4415) hypothesis (H2), based on the Kolmogorov test.

ment of the intrinsic width ofX (3823). From a fit using a  Thus, we accept both tHé(4360) and they(4415) hypothe-
Breit-Wigner function (with a width parameter thatis allesv ~ ses O!!  DH2 < D, = 0.509) at the 90% C.L.

. . . . 5,0bs
to float) convolved with Gaussian resolution, we determine

ILX(3523)] < 16 MeV at the 90% confidence level (C.L) i€ 8 AT o e O ate seal. resolution
(including systematic errors). i '

the parameterization of th& (3823) signal, and the back-
The X (3823) is a candidate for the); charmonium state ground shape. Since we use thé signal to calibrate the

with JP€ = 27~ [A3]. Intheete™ — 71y process, fit, we conservatively take the uncertainty of 0.6 Me¥Vin

the ™7~ system is very likely to be dominated I$fwave.  the calibration procedure as the systematic uncertairgytalu

Thus, aD-wave between then~ system and), is €x-  the mass scale. The resolution difference between the data

pected, with an angular distribution 6f+ cos®6 for 45 in and MC simulation is also estimated by thésignal. Vary-

theete™ CM frame. FigurdB (a) shows the angular distri- ing the resolution parameter hylo, the mass difference in

bution (cos ¢)) of X (3823) signal events selected by requiring the fit is 0.2 MeV/2, which is taken as the systematic un-

3.82 < Myecont(mtm™) < 3.83 GeVic®. The inset shows certainty from resolution. In thél (3823) mass fit, a MC-

the corresponding/ (7= ™) invariant mass distribution per simulated histogram with the width of (3823) set to zero is

20 MeVic? bin. A Kolmogorov [28] test to the angular dis- ysed to parameterize the signal shape. We replace this his-

tribution gives the Kolmogorov statistiy) ;. = 0.217 for  togram with a simulatedf (3823) resonance with a width of

the D-wave hypothesis an®?, ... = 0.182 for the S-wave 1.7 MeV [13] and repeat the fit; the change in the mass for

hypotheses. Due to limited statistics, both hypothesisbean this fit, 0.2 MeV£2, is taken as the systematic uncertainty due

accepted DL ., D7y ons < Diso1 = 0.314) at the 90%  to the signal parameterization. Likewise, changes medsure

C.L. ’ 7 with a background shape from MC-simulatégl /yw).J /1)

FIG. 3. (a) TheX (3823) scattering angle distribution foX (3823)
signal events, the inset shows the correspondidigrt7~) in-




TABLE I. Number of observed eventsVC"®), integrated luminositiesq) [15], detection efficiencye) for the X (3823) — yxc1 mode,
radiative correction factorl(4 J), vacuum polarization factor‘—lﬁ‘z), measured Born cross sectioff (ete™ — 7t n~ X (3823)) times

B1(X(3823) — vxe1) (0% - B1) andBa(X (3823) — vxc2) (0% - B2), and measured Born cross sectiofi(eTe™ — 77 7¢’) (o)) at
different energies. Other data sets with lower luminosigyreot listed. The numbers in the brackets correspond togperdimit measurements

at the 90% C.L. The relative ratig,,, = "B[e+i[ pmln X(3823)|B(X (3529) »yxel) g glso calculated. The first errors are statistical, and the
} oBlete” »mtr=y/IB(¢'—vXc1)
second systematic.

V5 (GeV) L (pb™h) Nebs ¢ 146 ox - Bi (pb) ox - Bz (pb) a% (pb) Ry
4.230 1092 0.7753 (< 3.8) 0.168 0.755 1.0560.121023 +0.02 (< 0.64) - 341481447 -
4.260 826 1.17]5 (< 4.6) 0.178 0.751 1.0540.23703% +0.04 (< 0.98) - 25.9+£8.143.6 -
4.360 540 3.97%3 (< 8.2) 0.196 0.795 1.0511.107552 +0.15 (< 2.27) (< 1.92) 58.6+14.2+8.1 0.207913
4420 1074 7.5735 (< 13.4) 0.145 0.967 1.0531.2370%2 +£0.17 (< 2.19) (< 0.54) 33.4+7.8+46 039752}
4.600 567 1.971% (< 54) 0.157 1.075 1.0550.4793% +0.07 (< 1.32) - 104752 £15 -

events or a second-order polynomial indicate a systematic uto ete™ — yrntrn~J/¢ [10], we use the same systematic
certainty associated with the background shape of 0.2 MeV/ uncertainties for the kinematic fit (1.5%) and thig) mass

in mass. Assuming that all the sources are independent, theindow (1.6%). The uncertainties on the branching ratios fo
total systematic uncertainty is calculated by adding thgin x.1,.2 — vJ/¢ (3.6%) andJ/¢ — ¢T¢~ (0.6%) are taken
vidual uncertainties in quadrature, resulting in 0.7 Mé\tor  from the PDGI[2]. The uncertainty from MC statistics is 0.3%.
the X'(3823) mass measurement. For thg3823) width, we  The efficiencies for other selection criteria, the triggens
measure the upper limits with the above systematic checkdation [27], the event-start-time determination, and tmelfi
and report the most conservative one. state-radiation simulation are very high (99%), and their

. S . systematic uncertainties are estimated to be less than 1%.
The systematic uncertainties in the cross section measure?

ment mainly come from efficiencies, signal parameterinatio ~ Assuming that all the systematic uncertainty sources are in
background shape, decay model, radiative correction,and | dependent, we add all of them in quadrature. The total system
minosity measurement. The luminosity is measured usingtic uncertainty in the cross section measurements is &istim
Bhabha events, with an uncertainty of 1.0%. The uncerto be 13.8%.

tainty in the tracking efficiency for high momenta leptons is |, summary, we observe a narrow resonanké3s23),
1.0% per track. Pions have momenta that range from 0.1 tfhroughthe process e~ — w X (3823) with a statistical
0.6 GeVE, and the momentum-weighted uncertainty is 1'O%significance 06.20. The measured mass of tHe(3823) is
per track. In this analysis, the radiative transition psto (3591 741.3+0.7) MeV/c2, where the first error is statistical
have energies from 0.3 to 0.5 GeV. Studies with a sample 0f,4 the second systematic, and the width is less thavieV
J/4 — pr events show that the uncertainty in the reconstrucy; the 9096 C.L. Our measurement agrees well with the val-
tion efficiency for photons in this energy range is less than,as found by Belle[[13]. The production cross sections of
1.0%. oBete™ — 7hr~X(3823)) - B(X(3823) — yXe1, YXe2)

The same sources of signal parameterization and backre also measured gfs = 4.230, 4.260, 4.360, 4.420, and
ground shape as discussed in the systematic uncertainty 6f600 GeV.
X (3823) mass measurementwould contribute 4.0% and 8.8% The X (3823) resonance is a good candidate for the
differences inX (3823) signal events yields, which are taken y,(13p,) charmonium state. According to potential mod-
as systematic uncertainties in the cross section measaotemeg|s [{], the D-wave charmonium states are expected to be
Since theX (3823) is a candidate for the, charmoniumstate,  within a mass range of 3.82 to 3.85 GeV. Among these, the
we try to model the:"e™ — 77 X(3823) processwitha 11p, _, ~y, transition is forbidden due to C-parity con-
D-wave in the MC simulation. The efficiency difference be- seryation, and the amplitude faP D; — ~y.1 is expected
tween D-wave model and three-body phase space is 3.8%g pe small[[28]. The mass af(13D) is in the 3.810 ~
which is quoted as the systematic uncertainty for the decay 340 GeV/c? range that is expected for several phenomeno-
model. Theee™ — 77w X(3823) lineshape affects the |ogjcal calculations[29]. In this case, the mass @13 D)
radiative correction factor and detection efficiency. Tadia- i aphove theDD threshold but below théd D* threshold.
tor function is calculated from QED with 0.5% precisionl[25] gjnce ¥(13Dy) — DD violates parity, they(13Ds,) is
As discussed above, bol(4360) lineshapes|[19. 26] and expected to be narrow, in agreement with our observation,

the(4415) lineshape describe the cross sectio_rebé— = andy(13Ds) — ~xe is expected to be a dominant decay
mtm~ X(3823) reasonably well. We take the difference for mgode *]. From our cross section measurement, the ra-
(

(LJF 9) ¢ Ig)tetweetm/(4t360) Iinetshatpes ";]‘P‘f]t.“ﬁé‘*;}/@ line- o % < 0.42 (where systematic uncertainties
shape as Its systemalic uncertainty, which 1S ©.5%. cancel) at the 90% C.L. is obtained, which also agrees with

Since the event topology in this analysis is quite similarexpectations for the (12 D5) state [3D].
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