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W. Kühn37, J. J. Lane67, P. Larin18, L. Lavezzi74A,74C , T. T. Lei71,58, Z. H. Lei71,58, M. Lellmann35, T. Lenz35,

C. Li43, C. Li47, C. H. Li39, Cheng Li71,58, D. M. Li80, F. Li1,58, G. Li1, H. B. Li1,63, H. J. Li19, H. N. Li56,j ,

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

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

X. Y. Li1,63, X. Z. Li59, Y. G. Li46,h, Z. J. Li59, Z. Y. Li78, C. Liang42, H. Liang1,63, H. Liang71,58, Y. F. Liang54,

Y. T. Liang31,63, G. R. Liao14, L. Z. Liao50, Y. P. Liao1,63, J. Libby26, A. Limphirat60, C. C. Lin55, D. X. Lin31,63,

T. Lin1, B. J. Liu1, B. X. Liu76, C. Liu34, C. X. Liu1, F. Liu1, F. H. Liu53, Feng Liu6, G. M. Liu56,j , H. Liu38,k,l,

H. B. Liu15, H. H. Liu1, H. M. Liu1,63, Huihui Liu21, J. B. Liu71,58, J. Y. Liu1,63, K. Liu38,k,l, K. Y. Liu40, Ke Liu22,

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

W. M. Liu71,58, X. Liu38,k,l, X. Liu39, Y. Liu80, Y. Liu38,k,l, Y. B. Liu43, Z. A. Liu1,58,63, Z. D. Liu9, Z. Q. Liu50,

X. C. Lou1,58,63, F. X. Lu59, H. J. Lu23, J. G. Lu1,58, X. L. Lu1, Y. Lu7, Y. P. Lu1,58, Z. H. Lu1,63, C. L. Luo41,

J. R. Luo59, M. X. Luo79, T. Luo12,g, X. L. Luo1,58, X. R. Lyu63, Y. F. Lyu43, F. C. Ma40, H. Ma78, H. L. Ma1,

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

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

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

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

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

X. Pan55, Y. Pan57, A. Pathak34, P. Patteri28A, Y. P. Pei71,58, M. Pelizaeus3, H. P. Peng71,58, Y. Y. Peng38,k,l,

K. Peters13,e, J. L. Ping41, R. G. Ping1,63, S. Plura35, V. Prasad33, F. Z. Qi1, H. Qi71,58, H. R. Qi61, M. Qi42,

T. Y. Qi12,g, S. Qian1,58, W. B. Qian63, C. F. Qiao63, X. K. Qiao80, J. J. Qin72, L. Q. Qin14, L. Y. Qin71,58,

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

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

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

14
99

8v
1 

 [
he

p-
ex

] 
 2

2 
M

ar
 2

02
4



2

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q. N. Xu30, W. Xu1, W. L. Xu66, X. P. Xu55, Y. C. Xu77, Z. P. Xu42, Z. S. Xu63, F. Yan12,g, L. Yan12,g,

W. B. Yan71,58, W. C. Yan80, X. Q. Yan1, H. J. Yang51,f , H. L. Yang34, H. X. Yang1, T. Yang1, Y. Yang12,g,

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

Z. Y. You59, B. X. Yu1,58,63, C. X. Yu43, G. Yu1,63, J. S. Yu25,i, T. Yu72, X. D. Yu46,h, Y. C. Yu80, C. Z. Yuan1,63,

J. Yuan45, J. Yuan34, L. Yuan2, S. C. Yuan1,63, Y. Yuan1,63, Z. Y. Yuan59, C. X. Yue39, A. A. Zafar73, F. R. Zeng50,

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

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

H. C. Zhang1,58,63, H. H. Zhang59, H. H. Zhang34, H. Q. Zhang1,58,63, H. R. Zhang71,58, H. Y. Zhang1,58, J. Zhang80,

J. Zhang59, J. J. Zhang52, J. L. Zhang20, J. Q. Zhang41, J. S. Zhang12,g, J. W. Zhang1,58,63, J. X. Zhang38,k,l,

J. Y. Zhang1, J. Z. Zhang1,63, Jianyu Zhang63, L. M. Zhang61, Lei Zhang42, P. Zhang1,63, Q. Y. Zhang34,

R. Y. Zhang38,k,l, S. H. Zhang1,63, Shulei Zhang25,i, X. D. Zhang45, X. M. Zhang1, X. Y. Zhang50, Y. Zhang72,

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

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

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

A. Zhemchugov36,b, B. Zheng72, B. M. Zheng34, J. P. Zheng1,58, W. J. Zheng1,63, Y. H. Zheng63, B. Zhong41,

X. Zhong59, H. Zhou50, J. Y. Zhou34, L. P. Zhou1,63, S. Zhou6, X. Zhou76, X. K. Zhou6, X. R. Zhou71,58,

X. Y. Zhou39, Y. Z. Zhou12,g, J. Zhu43, K. Zhu1, K. J. Zhu1,58,63, K. S. Zhu12,g, L. Zhu34, L. X. Zhu63,

S. H. Zhu70, S. Q. Zhu42, T. J. Zhu12,g, W. D. Zhu41, Y. C. Zhu71,58, Z. A. Zhu1,63, J. H. Zou1, J. Zu71,58

(BESIII Collaboration)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

15 Guangxi University, Nanning 530004, People’s Republic of China



3

16 Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou 310036, People’s Republic of China
17 Hebei University, Baoding 071002, People’s Republic of China

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

33 Instituto de Alta Investigación, Universidad de Tarapacá, Casilla 7D, Arica 1000000, Chile
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Using the e+e− collision data collected with the BESIII detector operating at the BEPCII collider,
at center-of-mass energies from the threshold to 4.95 GeV, we present precise measurements of the
cross sections for the process e+e− → D+

s D
−
s using a single tag method. The resulting cross section

lineshape exhibits several new structures, thereby offering an input for coupled channel analysis and
model tests, which are critical to understand vector charmonium-like states with masses between 4
and 5 GeV.

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) predicts the con-
finement phenomenon in the low-energy region where
hadrons are formed. A detailed study of hadron sys-

tems is essential for a better understanding of the
non-perturbative effect of QCD. An important mile-
stone in hadron physics is the discovery of the vec-
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tor charmonium-like states, such as the ψ(4230) in the
e+e− → π+π−J/ψ process [1, 2], and the ψ(4360) and
ψ(4660) in the e+e− → π+π−ψ(3686) process [3, 4];
These states exhibit properties that do not match the
expectations for pure cc̄ states. Since the masses of these
states lie above the open charm threshold, measurement
of their couplings to the open-charm channels is crucial
for understanding of their nature. However, such studies
are very complicated due to the presence of coupled chan-
nel effects. The knowledge of exclusive open-charm cross
sections, such as the cross sections of e+e− → D+

s D
−
s [5],

is highly desirable.

Although the Belle and BaBar experiments have mea-
sured the exclusive cross sections for e+e− → D+

s D
−
s

through initial state radiation (ISR) processes [6, 7], the
precision is not sufficient to pin down the correlation
between the ψ(4230) and the process e+e− → D+

s D
−
s .

The CLEO-c experiment studied the process e+e− →
D+
s D

−
s [8] using the energy scan data, with the maxi-

mum center-of-mass energy (Ecm) of only 4.26 GeV.

The BESIII detector [9, 10] has collected larger data
samples over a broader energy range, which allow im-
proved measurements of the exclusive open-charm cross
sections. One example is the recent publication of the
e+e− → D∗+

s D∗−
s cross sections, where an unusual cross

section lineshape is observed [11].

In this Letter, the cross sections of e+e− → D+
s D

−
s

are measured in the Ecm range between 3.94 GeV and
4.95 GeV with 138 energy points corresponding to an in-
tegrated luminosity of 22.9 fb−1 in total. The so-called
XY Z data samples (collected for the study of XY Z
states) account for 95% of the total integrated luminosity.
The remaining data samples, referred to as the R-scan
data samples (collected for the R value measurement),
have an integrated luminosity around 7 pb−1 at each en-
ergy point.

To optimize the event selection criteria, determine the
detection efficiency, and estimate the backgrounds, we
produce simulated samples using the GEANT4-based [12]
Monte Carlo (MC) software, which includes the geomet-
ric description of the BESIII detector and its response.
The signal MC samples of the e+e− → D+

s D
−
s process

are produced for each energy point, where the vector
state decays into two scalar particles are generated by
the EvtGen [13], and the D+

s → K+K−π+ are gener-
ated with the Dalitz model [14, 15]. The beam energy
spread and ISR are taken into account with the gener-
ator KKMC [16, 17]. To estimate possible background
contributions, we generate inclusive and exclusive MC
samples modeled with EvtGen using branching fractions
taken from the Particle Data Group (PDG) [18] for the
known decay modes, and with lundcharm [19] for the
remaining unknown charmonium decays. The integrated
luminosities of the inclusive samples are comparable to
those of data. Final-state radiation from charged parti-
cles is incorporated with the photos package [20].

Due to the low background level and high detec-
tion efficiency at BESIII, we only reconstruct the
D−
s → K+K−π− decay, while D+

s is tagged by the
recoil mass. The charge conjugated modes are implied
throughout this Letter, and the tagged Ds will always
be referred to as D−

s . Selection and identification of
charged particles are performed using the same criteria
as described in Ref. [21]. An event is selected as a single
tag candidate if it contains at least one K+K− pair
and at least one charged pion. All single tag candidates
are kept for further analysis. To improve the signal
purity, we select the D−

s candidates with two inter-
mediate decay modes: D−

s → ϕπ− with ϕ→ K+K−

or D−
s → K∗(892)0K− with K∗(892)0 → K+π−.

The D−
s → ϕπ− decays are selected requir-

ing the invariant mass of K+K− to satisfy
1.005 < M(K+K−) < 1.035 GeV/c2. To select
the D−

s → K∗(892)0K− decays, we apply
the requirements on the K+π− invariant mass of
0.832 < M(K+π−) < 0.928 GeV/c2 and on the helicity
angle of |cos θK+ in K+π− | < 0.52. The helicity angle is
defined as the angle between the K∗(892)0 momentum
in the D−

s rest frame and the K+ momentum in the
K∗(892)0 rest frame.

Figure 1 (left) shows the scatter plot of the in-
variant mass of the selected K+K−π combination
(M(K+K−π)) versus its recoil mass (RM(D−

s ))
for data at Ecm = 4.26 and 4.68 GeV. A clear
cluster of events corresponding to the D+

s D
−
s pair

is observed. Similar signals are observed in the
data samples at other energy points. The reso-
lution of the recoil mass is improved by defining
RM(D−

s ) ≡M recoil
K+K−π− + M(K+K−π−)−m(D−

s ),
where M recoil

K+K−π− ≡ |p⃗e+e− − p⃗K+ − p⃗K− − p⃗π− |,
p⃗e+e− , p⃗K+ , p⃗K− , and p⃗π− are the four-momenta of
the initial e+e− system, the selected K+, K−, and
π−, respectively, and m(D−

s ) is the nominal mass of
D−
s [18]. To suppress the background, the RM(D−

s )
is required to be within the expected signal window,
1.945 < RM(D−

s ) < 1.990 GeV/c2, as shown in
Fig. 1(left).

In order to obtain the signal yields, we fit the
M(K+K−π) distribution after applying all the above re-
quirements. The signal shape is described with the signal
MC samples convolved with a Gaussian function. The
differences between MC simulation and data are taken
into account with the mass shift ∆m and the resolution
∆σ of the Gaussian function. At all energy points, ∆σ
is fixed to the average value of 2.4 MeV to improve the
fit stability for the low-statistics samples, while ∆m is a
free parameter of the fit at each energy point. The back-
ground is described with a linear function. The fits to
M(K+K−π) for data at Ecm = 4.26 GeV and 4.68 GeV
are shown in Fig. 1(right) as examples.

Studies of the inclusive MC samples show that the
e+e− → D+

s D
∗−
s process contributes as a source of peak-
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FIG. 1. The distribution plot of RM(D±
s ) versus M(K+K−π−) (left) and the fit to M(K+K−π−) (right) for data at Ecm =

4.26(first row) and 4.68(second row) GeV. The signal interval is indicated by the red arrows. The fit to the M(K+K−π)
distribution is shown in the right panels as a red curve, with the background shape in blue and signal shape in yellow.

ing background at Ecm > 4.6 GeV. The estimated num-
bers of the D+

s signal events from e+e− → D+
s D

∗−
s

(defined as ND±
s D

∓∗
s

) are obtained from exclusive MC
samples normalized to the corresponding integrated lu-
minosity and cross sections, and are subtracted when
calculating the number of signal events. The process
e+e− → D∗+

s D∗−
s fails the recoil mass requirement, as

its RM(D−
s ) is concentrated above 2.1 GeV, making the

signal contamination by this background negligible.
The Born cross section of e+e− → D+

s D
−
s is deter-

mined with

σBorn =
Nfit
Ds

−ND±
s D

∓∗
s

2B(D±
s → K+K−π±)ϵ(1 + δ) 1

|1−Π|2L
, (1)

where Nfit
Ds

is obtained from the fit to the M(K+K−π±)
distribution in data. The factor 1/2 takes into ac-
count the contributions from both D+

s and D−
s single

tag reconstruction. The ND±
s D

∓∗
s

is the peaking back-

ground from e+e− → D+
s D

∗−
s , which is only present at

Ecm > 4.6 GeV; L is the integrated luminosity, (1 + δ)
is the ISR correction factor, 1

|1−Π|2 is the vacuum polar-

ization (VP) [22] factor, and B(D±
s → K+K−π±) is the

branching fraction of D±
s → K+K−π±, which is taken

from Ref. [18]; ϵ is the detection efficiency.

To obtain the Born cross sections, we use an MC-
weighting method for radiative corrections and the ef-
ficiencies, in which the correction factors are evaluated
iteratively. Initially, (1 + δ) and ϵ are first obtained
by using KKMC simulation with a flat Born cross sec-
tion lineshape as input. Once the initial cross section
values are obtained, a smooth lineshape can be derived
using a variable span smoother [23, 24]. By utilizing
the smoothed lineshape, the MC-weighting method [25]
is employed to update the efficiencies, ISR correction
factors, and measured cross sections. After five iter-
ations, the Born cross sections converge to the values
shown in Fig. 2. The detailed numbers are given in the
Supplemental Material [26].

Several features are observed in Fig. 2(a). First, the
cross section peak above the D+

s D
−
s threshold appears

around Ecm = 4.02 GeV, which is close to the mass
of the known ψ(4040). However, the width of this struc-
ture, estimated with a Breit-Wigner function fit, is about
40±4 MeV, narrower than the 80 ± 10 MeV width of
ψ(4040) listed in the PDG [18]. This narrower width im-
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FIG. 2. The measured Born cross sections of e+e− → D+
s D

−
s in logarithmic coordinates (a), where the error bars include the

statistical and systematic uncertainties. The comparison between our measurements and those of BaBar, Belle, and CLEO-c
(after ISR correction) is shown in (b).

plies the presence of a strong coupled channel effect as
predicted in Ref. [27]. The strong coupled channel effect
may help to explain many phenomena observed above
the open charm threshold. The measurements reported
here are important for the validation of this theory.

The measured maximum cross sections around
4.02 GeV are approximately 500 pb, exceeding the previ-
ous measurements, including those from Belle, BaBar,
and CLEO-c after ISR correction [28], as shown in
Fig. 2(b). One possible explanation for the discrepancy
is that the bin sizes used in the previous measurements
are too large to discern this narrow peak.

The second notable feature is a narrow dip observed
around Ecm = 4.23 GeV, which is close to the D∗+

s D∗−
s

threshold (4.224 GeV) and the peak of the ψ(4230). This
phenomenon may reflect the influence of the open channel
effect of e+e− → D∗+

s D∗−
s on the cross-section lineshape

of e+e− → D+
s D

−
s . It is important to note that the

decay width of ψ(4230) → f0(980)J/ψ [29, 30] is not
negligible, and the f0(980) particle contains a significant
ss̄ component [31]. Since the ss̄ quark pair is also present
in the e+e− → D+

s D
−
s process, the observation of this dip

offers valuable insights into the aforementioned nature of
the ψ(4230). If we disregard this dip, another notable
observation is the presence of a broad structure spanning
from Ecm = 4.1 to 4.4 GeV.

Particularly, our measured lineshape exhibits sim-
ilarities in structures with the previously reported
e+e− → D∗+

s D∗−
s [11], e+e− → K+K−J/ψ [32, 33],

and e+e− → K0
SK

0
SJ/ψ [34] processes above Ecm =

4.4 GeV. The Born cross section ratios
σ(e+e+→D+

s D
−
s )

e+e−→K0
SK

0
SJ/ψ

,

σ(e+e+→D+
s D

−
s )

σ(e+e−→D∗+
s D∗−

s )
, and

σ(e+e+→D+
s D

−
s )

σ(e+e−→K+K−J/ψ ) are shown in

Fig. 3. Fits to the ratios with constant values give

χ2/ndf=0.37, 1.09, and 1.69, respectively, where ndf
is the number of degrees of freedom. In the case of
e+e− → K+K−J/ψ, two new structures have been ob-
served around Ecm = 4.5 and 4.7 GeV [33], while the
fit result for e+e− → D∗+

s D∗−
s suggests a new possible

structure around Ecm= 4.79 GeV with a significance of
6σ [11]. The good agreement in structure and similari-
ty in quark composition with final state particles make
e+e− → D+

s D
−
s a promising candidate process for fur-

ther investigation of the observed structures.

The systematic uncertainty of the cross section mea-
surement includes two groups of contributions: indepen-
dent and common for all energy points.

The common systematic uncertainties include uncer-
tainties related to the integrated luminosity, tracking,
particle identification (PID), fit range, and cross section
lineshape description as shown in Table I. The integrat-
ed luminosities are measured with Bhabha and digamma
events [35] with a systematic uncertainty of 1.0%. The
PID is performed on two kaons and one pion and the cor-
responding systematic uncertainty is 1.0% per track [36].
The uncertainty of tracking efficiency is estimated to be
1.0% per track [37]. Therefore, a 3.0% systematic un-
certainty is assigned for both the tracking efficiency and
PID. The uncertainty due to the fit range is estimated
to be 2.0% by varying the mass range by 10 MeV. Since
ISR correction depends on the dressed cross section line
shape, the difference of smoothed lineshapes estimated
with and without statistical uncertainties is considered
as its systematic uncertainty of 2%.

We only evaluate energy-dependent systematic uncer-
tainties at 28 high-statistics energy points from the XY Z
samples. The systematic uncertainties for the samples
with low statistics are estimated using the values ob-
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FIG. 3. The Born cross section ratios between e+e− →
D+

s D
−
s and e+e− → K0

SK
0
SJ/ψ(a). The Born cross section

ratios between e+e− → D+
s D

−
s and e+e− → D∗+

s D∗−
s (b).

The Born cross section ratios between e+e− → D+
s D

−
s and

e+e− → K+K−J/ψ(c). Only statistical uncertainties are in-
cluded.

TABLE I. Common relative systematic uncertainties in the
measured Born cross sections.

Source σsys (%)
Tracking 3.0

PID 3.0
B(D±

s → K+K−π±) 1.9
Integrated luminosity 1.0

Fit range 2.0
Lineshape 2.0

Total 5.5

tained from those nearby energy points with high statis-
tics. We consider four sources of energy-dependent sys-
tematic uncertainties, including two mass windows and
the choice of the signal and background shapes used in
the fits. The uncertainties of the mass windows of ϕ and
K∗0 arise due to the difference in mass resolution be-
tween data and MC simulation. To evaluate the effect,
the invariant mass distribution in the MC is smeared
by a Gaussian distribution to obtain an agreement in
mass resolution with the data. The relative change of
the selection efficiency due to the smearing is taken as
the systematic uncertainty. The uncertainty due to the
signal shape is estimated by comparing fit results when
the ∆(σ) parameter is fixed to 2.4 MeV and when it is
used as a free parameter of the fit. The uncertainty due
to the background shape is estimated by describing the
background with a second-order polynomial instead of a
linear function. The uncertainty due to the vacuum po-
larization is negligible. The energy-dependent systematic
uncertainties range from 1.1% to 4.2%, dominated by the
contribution from the signal shape.

The total systematic uncertainties are calculated by
summing all individual items in quadrature, which vary
within (5.6-6.9)%. All the systematic uncertainties, in-
cluding the individual contributions and the total ones,
are presented as a covariance matrix in the Supplemental
Material [38].

In summary, we present precise measurements of the
cross sections for the process e+e− → D+

s D
−
s for Ecm

ranging from 3.94 to 4.95 GeV. Several notable features
are observed in the cross section lineshape. Firstly, a
significantly narrower width of the ψ(4040) than the
PDG value is observed. Secondly, a dip around the
D∗+
s D∗−

s threshold and the peak position of the ψ(4230)
is observed, suggesting the influence of the open chan-
nel effect. Additionally, two structures, which are sim-
ilar to those observed in e+e− → D∗+

s D∗−
s , e+e− →

K+K−J/ψ, and e+e− → K0
SK

0
SJ/ψ, are identified.

These are critical for deeper understanding of the con-
ventional and exotic states in this energy region.

Instead of performing a fit to the cross section line-
shape using conventional Breit-Wigner functions, we pro-
vide the cross section values, their uncertainties, and
a correlation matrix directly for further investigation.
This is motivated by the challenges in accurately fit-
ting the lineshape when strong coupled-channel effects
are present. These measurements open up an new av-
enue to test models explaining the nature of the ψ(4230)
and other vector charmonia and charmonium-like states
as well as perform coupled-channel fits involving multiple
channels.
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