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Abstract
The exact analytic form of cross sections including initial state radiation with Kuraev-Fadin
radiative function are obtained for e™e™ annihilation around a resonance. Despite accounting for
vacuum polarization and center-of-mass energy spread effects, the precision remains below 0.1%,
meeting the accuracy requirements of quantum electrodynamics corrections up to O(a?). The
analytic forms lead to an enhancement in the precision of experimental measurements of physical
parameters, such as branching fractions, and demonstrate significantly improved computational

efficiency in the regression procedures.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The eTe™ annihilation experiments provide cleaner experimental environments for quarko-
nium decays than pp and hadron decays experiments. The measured quarkonium decay
widths, or the corresponding branching fractions, can serve as inputs in phenomenological
models or be used for comparison with theoretical predictions to test our understand-
ing of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [I]. There is an unavoidable background from
the continuum process, which directly produces the final state via ete™ annihilation, i.e.,
ete” — v* — f [2]. Tt has been shown that the cross section from the interference term
will lead to imprecise branching fractions for the broad resonance above open heavy flavor
threshold, such as ¥(3770) [3].

A novel study shows that the ratio of the cross section from the interference term with
respect to the resonance are surprisingly large compared to the precision of the current
experiments even for the narrow resonances below the open heavy flavor threshold, such as
J /1 and ¥ (3686) [4]. Therefore, to achieve precision measurements of the quarkonium decay
widths or the corresponding branching fractions, the cross sections around the resonance at
least three energies must be measured [4].

Initial state radiation (ISR) is an essential quantum electrodynamics (QED) correction

for the precise measurement of cross sections in e™e™ annihilations [5]. In the ISR process,
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the electron or positron emits one or more photons before annihilation, thereby reducing the
center-of-mass (c.m.) energy. While the Born cross sections of the final state are of interest,
it is their corresponding ISR-corrected cross sections that are measured experimentally [6].
The ISR-corrected cross section can be obtained by the structure function (SF) method,
which is an integral transformation of the kernel cross section by the radiative function [7].
The SF method, with corrections up to O(a?), can achieve the required accuracy of about
0.1% for c.m. energy ranging from 0.2 to 10 GeV [7].

The parameters of the Born cross section can be obtained through the integral method
and the inverse transformation method. The integral method involves fitting the experi-
mental observed cross sections with the integral of the radiative function multiplied by the
model function of Born cross sections [7]. On the other hand, the inverse transformation
method utilizes the Born cross section model function to fit the transformed cross sections
from the experimental observed ones through an iterative procedure [6l [§] or by solving nu-
merical integral equations [9]. The integral method is straightforward but time-consuming,
as it requires numerical integration in the regression iterations [10]. Conversely, the inverse
transformation method is time-efficient but introduces an additional uncertainty from the
transformation process [6].

For the narrow resonance processes, such as J/¢ or 1(25), the widths of the resonances
are significantly less than the c.m. energy spread and then the experimental observed cross
sections become strongly correlated. Therefore, the parameters of the Born cross section
can only be obtained through the integral method [I1]. Moreover, the consuming time of
the regression process becomes much more burdensome since an additional convolution with
the c.m. energy spread must be included in the numerical integration [10].

The integral method will be significantly accelerated if the analytic form of the ISR-
corrected cross sections is obtained [I0]. The radiative function proposed by Kuraev and
Fadin (KF) consists of an exponentiated part and a finite-order leading-logarithmic (LL)
part, accounting for soft multi-photon emission and hard collinear bremsstrahlung, respec-
tively [7]. In 1987, R. N. Cahn was the first to derive the analytic form with the expo-
nentiated part in the KF radiative function [12]. The approximate analytic form, including
the LL parts in the KF radiative function and the upper limit correction by the exponential
expansions, has been developed in subsequent works [10, 1T, 13, [14]. However, it is shown be-

low that for the ISR-corrected cross sections around J/1, the accuracy of the approximated
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analytic form is within a few percent and propagates in the same order to the estimated
value by regression for the hadronic branching fraction. In a sense, the approximated an-
alytic form introduces an imperceptible yet non-negligible systematic uncertainty, which is
comparable to the statistical or even the total systematic uncertainty for experiments.

In this paper, we first provide the formalisms of the ISR corrected Born cross sections and
validate the precisions in Section [[I] where the formulas of the Born cross sections around
a resonance and the corresponding exact analytic forms of the ISR-corrected cross sections
incorporating the KF radiative function, referred as the KF analytic forms, are provided in
Appendices [A] and [B], respectively. Section [[TI]and Section [[V]introduce the formalisms that
incorporate the vacuum polarization effect and the c.m. energy spread effect, respectively,
demonstrating the corresponding precisions. The fit tests of the toy Monte Carlo (MC)
samples in the vicinity of .J /1 are presented in Section . Finally, Section gives discussions

and conclusions.

II. ISR CORRECTED BORN CROSS SECTIONS

In the vicinity of a resonance, the amplitude Afot. of the final state f in ete™ colliders
is the coherent sum of both resonance A]I; and continuum amplitudes Aé. The Born cross

section can be written as [4]

2

O-]j;orn(W> (8 ’A{ot. (W)

= |4tw)

Al wyen| (1)

where ¢ is the relative phase between the continuum amplitude A/ and the resonance am-

plitude Ag. Therefore, the Born cross section is a sum of three parts as
bor(W) = 05 (W) + 05, (W) + o, (W) (2)
OBorn JBC( UBR + UBI( ’

2
where o, (W) o ’Aé(W) Ag(W)‘ and ol oc 2R{AL(W)AL(W)} denote

' b (W) o

the Born cross sections from continuum, resonance and interference contributions, respec-

tively.

When the kernel cross section is the Born cross section, the ISR corrected cross section
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ojgr 18 an integral of the Born cross section o, .,

times the radiation function [4], that is

Winin 2

o (W) = /0 S e F( W)
X0hom(WV1 = 1), (3)

where W is the c.m. energy of eTe™ annihilation and W, is the threshold energy equal to
the invariant mass of the final states or the experimental cut off energy. The KF radiative

function F'(z, W) has the form [7]

F(x,W) = 2°7Y146) -3 (1 — f) - %m [4(2 — )

2
1 1+4+3(1—ux2)?
xlog——Mlog(l—x)
x x
—6—|—ZL‘], (4)

with § = 35+ 2 (5 — %) and 8 = 2 (21og 2 — 1),

The ISR corrected cross section integral aIfSR is a sum of three parts, which is

otsr (W) = ol.(W) + o (W) + o1 (W), (5)
where ,
A= [ T P W, (V). ()
A= [ ) e, W), (VID), @
and

ol (W) = / U deF (e W)ol, (WYT—a), (8)

are the integrals of the continuum, resonance and interference contributions, respectively.

For the process ete™ — pp~ in the vicinity of J/4, the Born cross section is [11]

+- 4o w2
Ugor/il (W) = 32 1+ ﬁ
2
Leel’ ,
x Hp eld) ’ (9)

a (W2 = M2+ iMT)

where « is the fine structure constant, M and I" are the mass and total decay width of J /1,

I'ce and ', are the decay widths of J/1) — ete™ and utpu~, respectively. For the processes
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ete”™ — 2(rTn 7)Y and prtr~ with n — 777~ 70 in the vicinity of J/1, the Born cross

sections can be written in a general form as [11]

. A \? 4ma?
U]%orn(W) - (W) 3W2

3W2 /Tl Cret® (1+ Coe'®) | 0
oM (W2 = M2 +iMT) |’

|1+

where % is the form factor, C; and Cy are the ratios of amplitudes, ® is the phase between
the strong and electromagnetic decays from J/v. For the process of ete™ — 2(nt77)70,
and ¢ are assumed to be 1 and 0, respectively [11].

Therefore, it can be derived for the cross sections from continuum, resonance and inter-
ference contributions. For example, the Born cross section from the continuum contribution
of ete™ — putp~ is
B 4o

= S (11)

The Born cross sections are composed by rational functions, while the KF raditive func-

+ —
o, (W)

tion contains not only exponential functions but also logarithmic functions, such as logx,
which make the ISR corrected cross section integral has an integrable singularity at the lower
limit x = 0 in Eq. . Fortunately, the integral still has an analytic form. For example, the
analytic form for the improper integral of log * times af%“ (W) is

Wmin 2

(W) = /O ) dxﬂzlog%afgg“(W\/l—x)

min 2

1=(5) 1 Adra
= deB%log = ————
/0 zp Oga:3W2(1 —x)

4o’ /1( ) log x
dx
0 1l—x

_ _62471'052 |:L12 (Wr%un> . 7T_2:| , (12)

3W?2 w2 6

where Liy(z) is the Spence’s function which is defined as

Lig(2) = /1 T log(a) (13)

1—2z

Since the analytic forms are tedious, we put them into the appendix

I

In Fig. , we compare the ISR corrected cross section a{\‘g ~ obtained through the numer-

ical integration (NT) with the KF analytic form afg“ ~, and the approximated analytic form
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aApprOX for the ete™ — ptp~ process around the .J/v resonance. The relative deviation

between ol and o* s less than 1071°, coinciding with the numerical integration’s
error tolerance, thereby afﬁrming the precision of our analytic form. Moreover, the relative
deviation between O'NI ~ and aApprOX reaches approximately 0.3% at the incoherent phase
¢ = 90° where 0%}“ and then a’; # vanish. Therefore, the precision is about 0.3% for

e

the sum of the approximated analytic forms o7, i

and ol where the precision of the
approximated analytic form Jf“ ~is only 0.1% [13]. Conversely, at ¢ = 0° or 180°, the
relative deviation between Jffg“ ~ and af{;gr_ox is about 3%. It is evident that the deviation

comes from o¥ "1 is 3% in the approximated analytic form.

III. VACUUM POLARIZATION EFFECT

When the vacuum polarization (VP) effect is considered, the Born cross section in the

vicinity of a resonance is corrected as [14. [16]

Thom e (W) = UégP (W) + UJJ;\E;P(W) + U]];}/P(W)
o)
1 — T (W)/*

UBI( )
[T —TIp(W)[’

+ ol (W)

(14)

where IIo(W) is the non-resonant VP factor [16].

The ISR corrected cross section with VP effect is also a sum of three parts which is

UIfSR—VP(W) = Ué—VP(W) + U{%—VP(W)
+U{—VP(W)7 (15)

where

xol (WV1—az), (16)
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FIG. 1: The comparisons of ISR corrected cross sections for ete™ — u™p~ at ¢ = 0° at
¢ = 0°,90° and 180°. The Born cross section parameters are set to be PDG world
averages [15] and Wy, = 2.0 GeV. In the top row, black lines represent KF method
results, blue dashed lines represent Approx method results and red dotted lines represent

NI method results. In the middle row, red dashed lines represent the results of

T ptu~
% — 1‘. In the bottom row, black lines represent the results of ofji”_ — 1'.
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and

deF(z, W)
ok (WVI—1)

U}:VP (W)

Il
S—

. 1 —To(WV1—=2)| (19)
of (W)
T )| (20)

are integrals of the resonance, continuum, and interference contributions, respectively. Ap-
proximations are used in Egs. and because the non-resonance VP factors IIy(11)
are numerically obtained [17].

In Fig. [2, we compare the ISR corrected cross section including VP effect crffgf vp Obtained
through NI with J{é;’i vp Obtained using the KF analytic form and afg’;;m_vp obtained using
the approximated analytic form. The relative deviation between U{fgf‘ p and afi;gl;vap is at
the order of 10™*, primarily arising from the simplifications made in Eq. and . The
deviation meets the 0.1% precision requirement of the SF method with corrections up to
O(a?) [7], thereby fulfilling the criteria for practical applicability. Furthermore, the relative
deviation between a{\‘gf vp and UZ;g;x—VP remains about 0.3% at ¢ = 90°, and 3% at ¢ = 0°
and 180°. It is evident that the precision of afi;g;ovap directly inherits from the one of

+ —
php
JApprox :

IV. C.M. ENERGY SPREAD EFFECT

For the narrow resonances, such as J/1) whose decay width is 92.6 keV, the c.m. energy
spreads of ete™ are much larger than the resonance widths. For example, the c.m. energy
spread around J/tv in BEPCII is less than 1 MeV [11]. Therefore, the effect for the c.m.
energy spread must be considered in the experimentally observed cross section agxp(W) by

a Gaussian convolution with oy _vp (1) which is

W+nSg 1 _ (W _ W/)Q
f W) = / e =)
OISR—exp( ) — \/%SE Xp ( 25%

XUIfSR—VP (W) dW’. (21)

In Fig. 3}, we compare ISR corrected cross sections including both the VP and c.m. energy

spread effects o{\‘l+ . obtained through the NI with al’é;’i ;Xp obtained using the KF analytic

"
I—exp
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FIG. 2: The comparisons of ISR corrected cross sections with VP effect for eTe™ — putpu~
at ¢ = 0°, 90° and 180°. The Born cross section parameters are set to be PDG world
averages [15] and Wy, = 2.0 GeV. In the top row, black lines represent KF method
results, blue dashed lines represent Approx method results and red dotted lines represent

NI method results. In the bottom row, red dashed lines represent the results of

+,- -

ah b . o Th

—eee® — 1] and black lines represent the results of |2 — 1},
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form and Ufi;gr:)xfexp obtained using the approximated analytic form. The relative deviation
between ot " oxp And ol oxp Temains at the order of 107*. Moreover, the relative deviation
between ofy; _vp and ojgn_vp is still 0.3% at ® = 90° and 3% at ® = 0° and & = 180°. It
is evident that the Gaussian convolution of the c.m. energy spread does not impact on the

precision.

!

UApprox—exp ) and

In Table [, we present a comparison of the consuming time for OI];F_eXp,
O-IJ:TIfexp for the processes ete™ — pTp~ and 2(x 77 )7%. Both the KF and approximated
analytic forms significantly reduce the consuming time. Notably, U{(Ffexp yields the shortest

computing time for the hadronic decay process.

10



——— T ——
T l0 T T 5200 T To-te0 ]
102 BSETTTT B 13.0 T R 120 g O
- S = o ~ - . 0 ~ = N, . ]
o [ 2ME E — K T 2 s 3 — K 2 N\ >~ 3 —KF ]
E I ssfE = — Approx & F E — Appox & F = —* Approx
a T = E = -= NI T 2= - ] -= NI T 2210 ] -= NI ]
2 S = 28120 . T %,n.oz 5 1
,,:'ﬂli B B [ T 1151 o0 T 10.5 Al o N
%] | 3110 3115 3.120 ] 3.110 3.115 3.120) i 3110 3.115 3.120 ]
o) W (MeV) W (MeV)
10’ fﬁj + -1 —]
- .
T 1 ] T -
= F ] =
B s i i
102 | R —] ]
s . F : E
= - ——— = \ ./ F———— S —_; ]
[ B | ! T i s B
o 10-3 i | i e i _
P 3 ] * b F 3
é‘l?vf - [ + 1] + E
L2[x= B . | 1 - \j 4 i =
25| ot o ghe - e
X - —_— -1 Koe o 1
ol 10t o, ! = o, ! = o, ! E
B [Peteee_y) 1 [Pt ee_y) + [Petoee _y) ]
s ONI-exp i ONI-exp ONI-exp
107 R RN P I S T N P I S R P =
3.06 3.08 3.10 3.12 3.06 3.08 3.10 3.12 3.06 3.08 3.10 3.12
W (MeV) W (MeV) W (MeV)

FIG. 3: The comparisons of ISR corrected cross section with VP effect and c.m. energy
spread effect for ete™ — putpu™ at ¢ = 0° at ¢ = 0°, 90° and 180°. The Born cross section
parameters are set to be PDG world averages [15] and W, = 2.0 GeV. In the top row,
black lines represent KF method results, blue dashed lines represent Approx method results

and red dotted lines represent NI method results. In the bottom row, red dashed lines
ptu php™

g K . g
represent the results of W — 1] and black lines represent the results of | =% — 1].
UNI—exp UNI—exp

TABLE I: The comparison of the consuming times by parallel computation on 12 CPU

cores within Python-based codes.

ete™ — putu~ ete” — b

Npoints TKF—exp (S) TApprox—exp ( (S) TNI—exp (S) TKF—eXp (S) TApprox—exp (S) TNI—exp (S)

10 0.18 0.13 9.90 0.15 0.59 15.24
100 0.48 0.34 32.59 0.34 2.06 50.73
1000 2.03 1.35 307.99 2.44 17.51 469.61

11



V. FIT RESULTS USING TOY MC SAMPLES

We use the toy MC samples for ete™ — ptp~ and ete” — 2(xt7n7 )7 around J/+ to
test our analytic form and compare it to the approximated one. Firstly, the toy MC samples
for the ISR corrected cross sections of ete™ — putpu~ are generated with 1% uncertainty at
20 c.m. energies around J/t. The minimized Xfﬁu‘ is performed with the free parameters

M, Sg and ¢. The X;Qﬁu— is Eq.

20 A
ol — Otan o Wi M, Sk, @)
ot (M, Sp,6) = > ISRA e 7 (22)

=1

where o' "I is the cross section at every energy point W;, Ac¥ "M s the corresponding
uncertainty. The estimators M and 5/’75 and their corresponding uncertainties o5; and 05
are taken as the information of the ete™ collider.

Secondly, the toy MC samples for the ISR corrected cross sections of eTe™ — 2(7 77~ )7°
are then generated with 1% uncertainty at the same 20 c.m. energies around J/¢. The min-
imized xZ, is performed with the free parameters A, C; and @, and the nuisance parameters

M and Sg. Therefore, the estimators A, C; and ® can be obtained. The Xz, is Eq.

— O (Wit A, Co, @, M, Spp) 1

20
X57‘r ./4 CQ, Z |: - Ao_sﬂ_’ 9 9 :|

—~\ 2 —~\ 2
M- M Sg— S
+ —) +<u> . (23)
0-]/\/[\ O-S/'E

The branching fraction for J/1 — 2(7 7~ )7° satisfies [11]

A 2 PP |2
BI' = <m> FP«H ‘(1 +C2€Z )‘ . (24)

Finally, the above toy MC sample generations and x? minimizations are repeated 10000
times. The fit results of ete™ — p*pu~ are shown in Fig. |44 The estimators of M and Sp
are centered around the MC truth values for both KF and approximated analytic forms.
Only the estimator qg of the KF analytic form is centered around the MC truth value. While
the distribution of the estimator 5 of the approximated analytic form deviate more than 2o
from the MC truth value. The X?ﬁu— of the KF analytic form is better than that of the

approximated analytic form.
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FIG. 4: The histograms of the estimators obtained from toy MC samples for
ete~ — ptu~. (a), (b), (c) and (d) show the distributions of AM = M — MG Sp, &
and Xfﬁ > respectively. Histograms with black edges represent the KF analytic form, blue

edges represent Approx analytic form and red lines are the values of MC truth.

The fit results for the process ete™ — 2(r 77~ )" are depicted in Fig. . Two solutions,
labeled as Solution I and II, are obtained. The distributions of xZ, are identical for both
Solution I and II. The 2, of the KF analytic form is better than that of the approximated
analytic form. Only in Solution I the estimator  is centered around the MC truth value of
90°. While in Solution II, d is centered around —90°. Furthermore, in Solution I, only the
estimator Br of the KF analytic form is centered around the MC truth value, whereas the
estimator of the approximated analytic form deviates significantly. The toy MC test shows

that the KF analytic form avoids a subtle yet non-negligible uncertainty that arises from
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employing the approximated analytic form.
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FIG. 5: The histograms of the estimators obtained from toy MC samples for

etem — 2(rta )70 (a), (b), (c) and (g) show the distributions of A, Cy, ® and Br for
Solution I, respectively; (d), (e), (f) and (h) show the distributions of A, Cy, ® and Br for
Solution II, respectively; (i) shows xZ, distributions for both Solution I and II. Histograms

with black edges represent the KF analytic form, blue edges represent Approx analytic

form and red lines are the values of MC truth.
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VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

The ISR correction is essential for precise cross section measurements in ete™ annihila-
tion. The structure functions method provides an integral transformation from the Born
cross sections to the experimentally observed ones. For the first time, we present the exact
analytic form for the ISR corrected cross section aorund a resonance with the KF radiative
function. Even including the vacuum polarization (VP) and c.m. energy spread effects, the
precision remains matches the accuracy requirement of the structure functions (SF) method
up to O(a?) [7]. The analytic form can accelerate the regression procedure used to extract
physical parameters, such as the branching fraction, by over 150 times. Utilizing the toy
MC samples, we reveal a non-negligible few percent systematic uncertainty caused by the

approximated analytic form.

For the currently running ete™ collision experiments, the BESIII experiment has been
accumulated 10 billion J/1 events [I§] and 3 billion ¢ (3686) events [19] which are at least
6 times larger than those used in previous BESIII measurements. Furthermore, the Belle II
experiment plans to take about 500 fb™! data for each vector bottomnium state [20] which
are at least ten or huandreds of times larger than the Belle experiment. The KF analytic
form will be helpful to handle the ISR correction properly in currently running experiments
at BESIIT and Belle II, as well as in planned ones, such as the super-tau-charm factories

(STCF) [21] and the super-J/v factory [22].
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Appendix A: Analytic forms for Born Cross Sections

The Born cross section of the process ete™ — ptp~ is [11]

- 4o’ w2
O-]‘LBLO;IL) (W) = 32 1+ ﬁ
2
3/l .
< K o)

)

a (W2 = M2+ iMT)

which can be taken apart into three parts

+,- A
op, (W)= ek
+,- 127W?2r,. I
JgRu (W) gt

- M2((W?2 — M2)2 + M2T2)’

8ray/Tecl
M((W? — M2)2 + M2I?)
x (W? — M?)cosg + MT'sing) .

The Born cross section of the process eTe™ — 2(n 7™ )7 is [11]

e (W)

(A > 4ra? . W?
A\ W?2) 3w M
y 3\ / Feefwclei‘z’ (1 + Czei(b)

a (W2 — M2+ iMT)

2

?

which can also be taken apart into three parts:

o, (W)

5w
O'BI

(W) =

. A\ 4ma?
75 (W) = (W) Elel

= C}(1 + C5 + 2Cycosd)

" 127 AT,
MEW((W?2 — M2)2 1 MT2)’

8raA?\/Teel
WAM((WZ — M2)2 + M2T?)
x [(W? — M?)Ci(cosg + Cacospeos®

—Cosingsin®) + MT'Cy (sing+
Cacosgsin® + Cosingcos®)] .

16

(A2)

(A3)

(A4)



Appendix B: Analytic forms of ISR corrected cross sections

The ISR corrected cross section from the continuum part of ete™ — ptpu™ is

- Ao’
O'g« = 32 Io. (Bl)

The ISR corrected cross section from the resonance part of ete™ — putpu™ is

A N A 7 A 1
A WK”E L=l

+c.c.. (B2)

The ISR corrected cross section from the interference part of ete™ — up~ is

- dray /T T ]
of o= [WW(FSIH¢—MCOS¢)+

MAT h

LW? 4dron /Tl

B MAT

—47Ta /Ll W2cos¢ <1 + é)
B

cos¢ + c.c.. (B3)

The ISR corrected cross section from the continuum part of eTe™ — 2(7 777 )70 is
4l A
5t
= ———1s. B4
O-C 3wﬁ 3 ( )
0

The ISR corrected cross section from the resonance part of ete™ — 2(7t77)7n" is

6w AT,
U}r);gr = C%(1+C§+2CQCOS¢)7}M—5VI/2”“
1 B
1 1 .C.. B
(A+BO+A+Bl>+CC (B5)

The ISR corrected cross section from the interference part of ete™ — 2(7 7 )70 is

e AmaA?\/T.. Ty, Cy

o= M W2

X (sing + Cocosgsin® + Cosingcos®)

B C1(cosg + Cacospcos® — Casingsind)
WM

X B Iy + b 2 L + ! Iy| +
(A+B2 " "\A+B) ' A+B™"
C1(cosp + Cocospcos® — Casingsind) 1 I
TW2M3 A+B"
B
+A—|—BII)} + c.c., (B6)
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where c.c. represents the complex conjugate of the former part, A = % +1 [(%)2 — 1],

B=—i (%)2 and b=1— (%)2 The five integrations Iy, Iy, Is, I3 and I are

Iy = B(1+6)B(b,5,0) — g + log(1 — b) GBZ + § + 2525) . 1—1652 log?(1 — b)
2 2 2
. %blogb - % <L12(1 —b) — % - Lig(b)) . (B7)
8 _ 2
L = B(144) (b 2F1(1,ﬁ,}4;6, bB/A)>+<%+§) (%_%logAsz) -
3 N\1. A+Bb 3 1[.. (A+Bb [ A
(“152)51@% i ﬂzﬁQ[—E[L12(A+B>—L12(A+B)

B A+Bb]] 3,1
+10gA+Blog 1 H —gﬂ E[—b+(b—1)log(1—b)+

A Li A+ Bb L A " B ) A+ Bb
B| ™\ A+B 2\A+B) T ®*A+B® A
1 2 1 B A B B
J— 2_ R — — 2 —_— ] S — j— R— R—
16 B{ 5 +210g (1+Ab)+L12(A+Bb> logAlog(l—i—Ab)}
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1,1 Al 7 1., B ,
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: A B A+ Bb
L12<A+B)—|—logA+Blog T ”, (B8)

8 2
I = 5(1+5)%+%Li2(b)+52 <§+%52> ‘H)(—ﬁ—%ﬁZ)

+log(1 — b) <—1%52 + Zﬁzb — 1%5%2) + logb (? — 5%) , (B9)

L= o+ o865+ (24 21—

—1(B+252) (ﬁ_g_6_21—(1—b)2+210g(1—b)
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and

2 2

Iy = O+ O)B(b, 6, 1) + 5 (Lin(b) — Lin(1 —b) + )+ 2 (_252 B §)
blogb B2 2 B200e(1 — b

+ log(1 — b) (g - 252> “1-3 o_gb % +log?(1 — b)f—G — %—ogl(l_ ; )_ (B11)

The special functions used in the above formulas are

and

Li, = _/ Mdu, (B12)
0 u
B(a:,a,b):/ N1 — )t (B13)
0

oFi(a,b,c,x) = Z %Z—T,

n=0

(B14)

where Liy is the Spence function, B is the beta function and 5 F} is the Gaussian hypergeo-

metric function with the Pochhammer symbol (a), = I'(a+n)/T'(a) and I'(x) is the Gamma

function.
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