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detected in the EMC since it is produced preferentially
along the beam direction.

Candidate !!!"‘!‘" tracks are refitted, constrained
to a common vertex, while the lepton pair is kinemati-
cally constrained to the J= mass. The resulting
!!!"J= mass-resolution function is well described by
a Cauchy distribution [10] with a full width at half maxi-
mum of 4:2 MeV=c2 for the  #2S$ and 5:3 MeV=c2 at
4:3 GeV=c2.

The !!!"J= invariant-mass spectrum for candidates
passing all criteria is shown in Fig. 1 as points with error
bars. Events that have an e!e" ("!"") mass in the J= 
sidebands %2:76; 2:95& or %3:18; 3:25& (%2:93; 3:01& or
%3:18; 3:25&) GeV=c2 but pass all the other selection crite-
ria are represented by the shaded histogram after being
scaled by the ratio of the widths of the J= mass window
and sideband regions. An enhancement near 4:26 GeV=c2

is clearly observed; no other structures are evident at the
masses of the quantum number JPC ' 1"" charmonium
states, i.e., the  #4040$,  #4160$, and  #4415$ [11], or the
X#3872$. The Fig. 1 inset includes the  #2S$ region with a
logarithmic scale for comparison; 11 802( 110  #2S$
events are observed, consistent with the expectation of
12 142( 809  #2S$ events. We search for sources of back-
grounds that contain a true J= and peak in the !!!"J= 
invariant-mass spectrum. The possibility that one or both
pion candidates are misidentified kaons is checked by
reconstructing the K!K"J= and K(!)J= final states;
we observe featureless mass spectra. Similar studies of ISR
events with a !!!"J= candidate plus one or more addi-
tional pions reveal no structure that could feed down to

produce a peak in the !!!"J= mass spectrum. Two-
photon events are studied directly by reversing the require-
ment on the missing mass; the number of events inferred
for the signal region is a small fraction of those observed
and their mass spectrum shows no structure. Hadronic
e!e" ! q !q events produce J= at a rate that is surpris-
ingly large [12–15], but no structure is observed for this
background.

We evaluate the statistical significance of the enhance-
ment using unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the
!!!"J= mass spectrum. To evaluate the goodness of
fit, the fit probability is determined from the #2 and the
number of degrees of freedom for bin sizes of 5, 10, 20, 40,
and 50 MeV=c2. Bins are combined with higher mass
neighbors as needed to ensure that no bin is predicted to
have fewer than seven entries. We try first-, second-, and
third-order polynomials as null-hypothesis fit functions.
The #2-probability estimates for these fits range from
10"16 to 10"11. No substantial improvement is obtained
by including  #4040$,  #4160$, or  #4415$ [11] terms in
the fit. We conclude that the structure near 4:26 GeV=c2 is
statistically inconsistent with a polynomial background.
Henceforth, we refer to this structure as the Y#4260$.

It is important to test the ISR-production hypothesis
because the JPC ' 1"" assignment for the Y#4260$ fol-
lows from it. The ISR photon is reconstructed in #24( 8$%
of the Y#4260$ events, in agreement with the 25% observed
for ISR #2S$ events. Kinematic distributions for the signal
are obtained by subtracting scaled distributions for events
with !!!"J= mass in the regions %3:86; 4:06& GeV=c2

and %4:46; 4:66& GeV=c2 from those with !!!"J= mass
in the signal region, defined as %4:16; 4:36& GeV=c2. The
distribution of m2

Rec is shown in Fig. 2, along with corre-
sponding distributions for ISR  #2S$ data events and for
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FIG. 2. The distribution of m2
Rec. The points represent the

data events passing all selection criteria except that on m2
Rec

and having a !!!"J= mass near 4260 MeV=c2, minus the
scaled distribution from neighboring !!!"J= mass regions
(see text). The solid histogram represents ISR Y Monte Carlo
events, and the dotted histogram represents the ISR  #2S$ data
events.
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FIG. 1 (color online). The !!!"J= invariant-mass spec-
trum in the range 3:8–5:0 GeV=c2 and (inset) over a wider
range that includes the  #2S$. The points with error bars repre-
sent the selected data and the shaded histogram represents the
scaled data from neighboring e!e" and "!"" mass regions
(see text). The solid curve shows the result of the single-
resonance fit described in the text; the dashed curve represents
the background component.

PRL 95, 142001 (2005) P H Y S I C A L R E V I E W L E T T E R S week ending
30 SEPTEMBER 2005

142001-5

Y (4260)

BABAR

terça-feira, 29 de agosto de 17



REVIEW ARTICLE

Fig. 4 The spectrum of charmonium and charmoniumlike mesons

invariant mass distribution in e+e− → J/ψDD̄∗ annihi-
lations [32], as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(b)
and the upper panel in Fig. 5(c). Here the fits shown in
the plots return a mass and width of M = 3942±9 MeV
and Γ = 37+27

−17 MeV. The e+e− → J/ψD∗D̄∗ study un-
covered another, higher mass state decaying to D∗D̄∗

as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(c). The fitted
mass and width of this state, which is called the X(4160),
is M = 4156± 27 MeV and Γ = 139+113

−65 MeV [32].
Neither the X(3940) nor the X(4160) show up in the

DD̄ invariant mass distribution for exclusive e+e− →
J/ψDD̄ at the same energies. Instead, the M(DD̄) spec-
trum exhibits a broad excess of events over an equally
broad background as shown in the upper panel of Fig.
5(b). A fit to a resonant shape, shown as a curve in the
figure, returns a signal of marginal significance (3.8σ)
with a peak mass of M = 3780 ± 48 MeV and a width
Γ = 347+316

−143 MeV. Since the fitted values are unstable

under variations of the background shape parameteriza-
tion and the bin size, Belle makes no claims about this
distribution other than that it is inconsistent with phase
space or pure background. On the other hand, Chao [33]
suggests that this may be the χ′

c0, which is discussed
below in conjunction with the X(3915).

The absence of signals for any of the known spin non-
zero charmonium states in the inclusive spectrum of Fig.
5(a) provides circumstantial evidence for J = 0 assign-
ments for the X(3940) and X(4160). The X(3940) →
D∗D̄ decay mode then ensures that its JPC values are
0−+. The absence of any signal for X(4160) → DD̄ de-
cay supports a 0−+ assignment for this state as well. In
both cases, the measured masses are far below expec-
tations for the only available 0−+ charmonium levels:
the ηc(3S) and ηc(4S). Since there are no strong rea-
sons to doubt the generally accepted identifications of
the ψ(4040) peak seen in the inclusive cross section for
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detected in the EMC since it is produced preferentially
along the beam direction.

Candidate !!!"‘!‘" tracks are refitted, constrained
to a common vertex, while the lepton pair is kinemati-
cally constrained to the J= mass. The resulting
!!!"J= mass-resolution function is well described by
a Cauchy distribution [10] with a full width at half maxi-
mum of 4:2 MeV=c2 for the  #2S$ and 5:3 MeV=c2 at
4:3 GeV=c2.

The !!!"J= invariant-mass spectrum for candidates
passing all criteria is shown in Fig. 1 as points with error
bars. Events that have an e!e" ("!"") mass in the J= 
sidebands %2:76; 2:95& or %3:18; 3:25& (%2:93; 3:01& or
%3:18; 3:25&) GeV=c2 but pass all the other selection crite-
ria are represented by the shaded histogram after being
scaled by the ratio of the widths of the J= mass window
and sideband regions. An enhancement near 4:26 GeV=c2

is clearly observed; no other structures are evident at the
masses of the quantum number JPC ' 1"" charmonium
states, i.e., the  #4040$,  #4160$, and  #4415$ [11], or the
X#3872$. The Fig. 1 inset includes the  #2S$ region with a
logarithmic scale for comparison; 11 802( 110  #2S$
events are observed, consistent with the expectation of
12 142( 809  #2S$ events. We search for sources of back-
grounds that contain a true J= and peak in the !!!"J= 
invariant-mass spectrum. The possibility that one or both
pion candidates are misidentified kaons is checked by
reconstructing the K!K"J= and K(!)J= final states;
we observe featureless mass spectra. Similar studies of ISR
events with a !!!"J= candidate plus one or more addi-
tional pions reveal no structure that could feed down to

produce a peak in the !!!"J= mass spectrum. Two-
photon events are studied directly by reversing the require-
ment on the missing mass; the number of events inferred
for the signal region is a small fraction of those observed
and their mass spectrum shows no structure. Hadronic
e!e" ! q !q events produce J= at a rate that is surpris-
ingly large [12–15], but no structure is observed for this
background.

We evaluate the statistical significance of the enhance-
ment using unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the
!!!"J= mass spectrum. To evaluate the goodness of
fit, the fit probability is determined from the #2 and the
number of degrees of freedom for bin sizes of 5, 10, 20, 40,
and 50 MeV=c2. Bins are combined with higher mass
neighbors as needed to ensure that no bin is predicted to
have fewer than seven entries. We try first-, second-, and
third-order polynomials as null-hypothesis fit functions.
The #2-probability estimates for these fits range from
10"16 to 10"11. No substantial improvement is obtained
by including  #4040$,  #4160$, or  #4415$ [11] terms in
the fit. We conclude that the structure near 4:26 GeV=c2 is
statistically inconsistent with a polynomial background.
Henceforth, we refer to this structure as the Y#4260$.

It is important to test the ISR-production hypothesis
because the JPC ' 1"" assignment for the Y#4260$ fol-
lows from it. The ISR photon is reconstructed in #24( 8$%
of the Y#4260$ events, in agreement with the 25% observed
for ISR #2S$ events. Kinematic distributions for the signal
are obtained by subtracting scaled distributions for events
with !!!"J= mass in the regions %3:86; 4:06& GeV=c2

and %4:46; 4:66& GeV=c2 from those with !!!"J= mass
in the signal region, defined as %4:16; 4:36& GeV=c2. The
distribution of m2

Rec is shown in Fig. 2, along with corre-
sponding distributions for ISR  #2S$ data events and for
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FIG. 2. The distribution of m2
Rec. The points represent the

data events passing all selection criteria except that on m2
Rec

and having a !!!"J= mass near 4260 MeV=c2, minus the
scaled distribution from neighboring !!!"J= mass regions
(see text). The solid histogram represents ISR Y Monte Carlo
events, and the dotted histogram represents the ISR  #2S$ data
events.
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FIG. 1 (color online). The !!!"J= invariant-mass spec-
trum in the range 3:8–5:0 GeV=c2 and (inset) over a wider
range that includes the  #2S$. The points with error bars repre-
sent the selected data and the shaded histogram represents the
scaled data from neighboring e!e" and "!"" mass regions
(see text). The solid curve shows the result of the single-
resonance fit described in the text; the dashed curve represents
the background component.
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invariant mass distribution in e+e− → J/ψDD̄∗ annihi-
lations [32], as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(b)
and the upper panel in Fig. 5(c). Here the fits shown in
the plots return a mass and width of M = 3942±9 MeV
and Γ = 37+27

−17 MeV. The e+e− → J/ψD∗D̄∗ study un-
covered another, higher mass state decaying to D∗D̄∗

as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(c). The fitted
mass and width of this state, which is called the X(4160),
is M = 4156± 27 MeV and Γ = 139+113

−65 MeV [32].
Neither the X(3940) nor the X(4160) show up in the

DD̄ invariant mass distribution for exclusive e+e− →
J/ψDD̄ at the same energies. Instead, the M(DD̄) spec-
trum exhibits a broad excess of events over an equally
broad background as shown in the upper panel of Fig.
5(b). A fit to a resonant shape, shown as a curve in the
figure, returns a signal of marginal significance (3.8σ)
with a peak mass of M = 3780 ± 48 MeV and a width
Γ = 347+316

−143 MeV. Since the fitted values are unstable

under variations of the background shape parameteriza-
tion and the bin size, Belle makes no claims about this
distribution other than that it is inconsistent with phase
space or pure background. On the other hand, Chao [33]
suggests that this may be the χ′

c0, which is discussed
below in conjunction with the X(3915).

The absence of signals for any of the known spin non-
zero charmonium states in the inclusive spectrum of Fig.
5(a) provides circumstantial evidence for J = 0 assign-
ments for the X(3940) and X(4160). The X(3940) →
D∗D̄ decay mode then ensures that its JPC values are
0−+. The absence of any signal for X(4160) → DD̄ de-
cay supports a 0−+ assignment for this state as well. In
both cases, the measured masses are far below expec-
tations for the only available 0−+ charmonium levels:
the ηc(3S) and ηc(4S). Since there are no strong rea-
sons to doubt the generally accepted identifications of
the ψ(4040) peak seen in the inclusive cross section for
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detected in the EMC since it is produced preferentially
along the beam direction.

Candidate !!!"‘!‘" tracks are refitted, constrained
to a common vertex, while the lepton pair is kinemati-
cally constrained to the J= mass. The resulting
!!!"J= mass-resolution function is well described by
a Cauchy distribution [10] with a full width at half maxi-
mum of 4:2 MeV=c2 for the  #2S$ and 5:3 MeV=c2 at
4:3 GeV=c2.

The !!!"J= invariant-mass spectrum for candidates
passing all criteria is shown in Fig. 1 as points with error
bars. Events that have an e!e" ("!"") mass in the J= 
sidebands %2:76; 2:95& or %3:18; 3:25& (%2:93; 3:01& or
%3:18; 3:25&) GeV=c2 but pass all the other selection crite-
ria are represented by the shaded histogram after being
scaled by the ratio of the widths of the J= mass window
and sideband regions. An enhancement near 4:26 GeV=c2

is clearly observed; no other structures are evident at the
masses of the quantum number JPC ' 1"" charmonium
states, i.e., the  #4040$,  #4160$, and  #4415$ [11], or the
X#3872$. The Fig. 1 inset includes the  #2S$ region with a
logarithmic scale for comparison; 11 802( 110  #2S$
events are observed, consistent with the expectation of
12 142( 809  #2S$ events. We search for sources of back-
grounds that contain a true J= and peak in the !!!"J= 
invariant-mass spectrum. The possibility that one or both
pion candidates are misidentified kaons is checked by
reconstructing the K!K"J= and K(!)J= final states;
we observe featureless mass spectra. Similar studies of ISR
events with a !!!"J= candidate plus one or more addi-
tional pions reveal no structure that could feed down to

produce a peak in the !!!"J= mass spectrum. Two-
photon events are studied directly by reversing the require-
ment on the missing mass; the number of events inferred
for the signal region is a small fraction of those observed
and their mass spectrum shows no structure. Hadronic
e!e" ! q !q events produce J= at a rate that is surpris-
ingly large [12–15], but no structure is observed for this
background.

We evaluate the statistical significance of the enhance-
ment using unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the
!!!"J= mass spectrum. To evaluate the goodness of
fit, the fit probability is determined from the #2 and the
number of degrees of freedom for bin sizes of 5, 10, 20, 40,
and 50 MeV=c2. Bins are combined with higher mass
neighbors as needed to ensure that no bin is predicted to
have fewer than seven entries. We try first-, second-, and
third-order polynomials as null-hypothesis fit functions.
The #2-probability estimates for these fits range from
10"16 to 10"11. No substantial improvement is obtained
by including  #4040$,  #4160$, or  #4415$ [11] terms in
the fit. We conclude that the structure near 4:26 GeV=c2 is
statistically inconsistent with a polynomial background.
Henceforth, we refer to this structure as the Y#4260$.

It is important to test the ISR-production hypothesis
because the JPC ' 1"" assignment for the Y#4260$ fol-
lows from it. The ISR photon is reconstructed in #24( 8$%
of the Y#4260$ events, in agreement with the 25% observed
for ISR #2S$ events. Kinematic distributions for the signal
are obtained by subtracting scaled distributions for events
with !!!"J= mass in the regions %3:86; 4:06& GeV=c2

and %4:46; 4:66& GeV=c2 from those with !!!"J= mass
in the signal region, defined as %4:16; 4:36& GeV=c2. The
distribution of m2

Rec is shown in Fig. 2, along with corre-
sponding distributions for ISR  #2S$ data events and for
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FIG. 2. The distribution of m2
Rec. The points represent the

data events passing all selection criteria except that on m2
Rec

and having a !!!"J= mass near 4260 MeV=c2, minus the
scaled distribution from neighboring !!!"J= mass regions
(see text). The solid histogram represents ISR Y Monte Carlo
events, and the dotted histogram represents the ISR  #2S$ data
events.
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FIG. 1 (color online). The !!!"J= invariant-mass spec-
trum in the range 3:8–5:0 GeV=c2 and (inset) over a wider
range that includes the  #2S$. The points with error bars repre-
sent the selected data and the shaded histogram represents the
scaled data from neighboring e!e" and "!"" mass regions
(see text). The solid curve shows the result of the single-
resonance fit described in the text; the dashed curve represents
the background component.
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invariant mass distribution in e+e− → J/ψDD̄∗ annihi-
lations [32], as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(b)
and the upper panel in Fig. 5(c). Here the fits shown in
the plots return a mass and width of M = 3942±9 MeV
and Γ = 37+27

−17 MeV. The e+e− → J/ψD∗D̄∗ study un-
covered another, higher mass state decaying to D∗D̄∗

as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(c). The fitted
mass and width of this state, which is called the X(4160),
is M = 4156± 27 MeV and Γ = 139+113

−65 MeV [32].
Neither the X(3940) nor the X(4160) show up in the

DD̄ invariant mass distribution for exclusive e+e− →
J/ψDD̄ at the same energies. Instead, the M(DD̄) spec-
trum exhibits a broad excess of events over an equally
broad background as shown in the upper panel of Fig.
5(b). A fit to a resonant shape, shown as a curve in the
figure, returns a signal of marginal significance (3.8σ)
with a peak mass of M = 3780 ± 48 MeV and a width
Γ = 347+316

−143 MeV. Since the fitted values are unstable

under variations of the background shape parameteriza-
tion and the bin size, Belle makes no claims about this
distribution other than that it is inconsistent with phase
space or pure background. On the other hand, Chao [33]
suggests that this may be the χ′

c0, which is discussed
below in conjunction with the X(3915).

The absence of signals for any of the known spin non-
zero charmonium states in the inclusive spectrum of Fig.
5(a) provides circumstantial evidence for J = 0 assign-
ments for the X(3940) and X(4160). The X(3940) →
D∗D̄ decay mode then ensures that its JPC values are
0−+. The absence of any signal for X(4160) → DD̄ de-
cay supports a 0−+ assignment for this state as well. In
both cases, the measured masses are far below expec-
tations for the only available 0−+ charmonium levels:
the ηc(3S) and ηc(4S). Since there are no strong rea-
sons to doubt the generally accepted identifications of
the ψ(4040) peak seen in the inclusive cross section for
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detected in the EMC since it is produced preferentially
along the beam direction.

Candidate !!!"‘!‘" tracks are refitted, constrained
to a common vertex, while the lepton pair is kinemati-
cally constrained to the J= mass. The resulting
!!!"J= mass-resolution function is well described by
a Cauchy distribution [10] with a full width at half maxi-
mum of 4:2 MeV=c2 for the  #2S$ and 5:3 MeV=c2 at
4:3 GeV=c2.

The !!!"J= invariant-mass spectrum for candidates
passing all criteria is shown in Fig. 1 as points with error
bars. Events that have an e!e" ("!"") mass in the J= 
sidebands %2:76; 2:95& or %3:18; 3:25& (%2:93; 3:01& or
%3:18; 3:25&) GeV=c2 but pass all the other selection crite-
ria are represented by the shaded histogram after being
scaled by the ratio of the widths of the J= mass window
and sideband regions. An enhancement near 4:26 GeV=c2

is clearly observed; no other structures are evident at the
masses of the quantum number JPC ' 1"" charmonium
states, i.e., the  #4040$,  #4160$, and  #4415$ [11], or the
X#3872$. The Fig. 1 inset includes the  #2S$ region with a
logarithmic scale for comparison; 11 802( 110  #2S$
events are observed, consistent with the expectation of
12 142( 809  #2S$ events. We search for sources of back-
grounds that contain a true J= and peak in the !!!"J= 
invariant-mass spectrum. The possibility that one or both
pion candidates are misidentified kaons is checked by
reconstructing the K!K"J= and K(!)J= final states;
we observe featureless mass spectra. Similar studies of ISR
events with a !!!"J= candidate plus one or more addi-
tional pions reveal no structure that could feed down to

produce a peak in the !!!"J= mass spectrum. Two-
photon events are studied directly by reversing the require-
ment on the missing mass; the number of events inferred
for the signal region is a small fraction of those observed
and their mass spectrum shows no structure. Hadronic
e!e" ! q !q events produce J= at a rate that is surpris-
ingly large [12–15], but no structure is observed for this
background.

We evaluate the statistical significance of the enhance-
ment using unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the
!!!"J= mass spectrum. To evaluate the goodness of
fit, the fit probability is determined from the #2 and the
number of degrees of freedom for bin sizes of 5, 10, 20, 40,
and 50 MeV=c2. Bins are combined with higher mass
neighbors as needed to ensure that no bin is predicted to
have fewer than seven entries. We try first-, second-, and
third-order polynomials as null-hypothesis fit functions.
The #2-probability estimates for these fits range from
10"16 to 10"11. No substantial improvement is obtained
by including  #4040$,  #4160$, or  #4415$ [11] terms in
the fit. We conclude that the structure near 4:26 GeV=c2 is
statistically inconsistent with a polynomial background.
Henceforth, we refer to this structure as the Y#4260$.

It is important to test the ISR-production hypothesis
because the JPC ' 1"" assignment for the Y#4260$ fol-
lows from it. The ISR photon is reconstructed in #24( 8$%
of the Y#4260$ events, in agreement with the 25% observed
for ISR #2S$ events. Kinematic distributions for the signal
are obtained by subtracting scaled distributions for events
with !!!"J= mass in the regions %3:86; 4:06& GeV=c2

and %4:46; 4:66& GeV=c2 from those with !!!"J= mass
in the signal region, defined as %4:16; 4:36& GeV=c2. The
distribution of m2

Rec is shown in Fig. 2, along with corre-
sponding distributions for ISR  #2S$ data events and for
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Rec. The points represent the

data events passing all selection criteria except that on m2
Rec

and having a !!!"J= mass near 4260 MeV=c2, minus the
scaled distribution from neighboring !!!"J= mass regions
(see text). The solid histogram represents ISR Y Monte Carlo
events, and the dotted histogram represents the ISR  #2S$ data
events.
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FIG. 1 (color online). The !!!"J= invariant-mass spec-
trum in the range 3:8–5:0 GeV=c2 and (inset) over a wider
range that includes the  #2S$. The points with error bars repre-
sent the selected data and the shaded histogram represents the
scaled data from neighboring e!e" and "!"" mass regions
(see text). The solid curve shows the result of the single-
resonance fit described in the text; the dashed curve represents
the background component.
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invariant mass distribution in e+e− → J/ψDD̄∗ annihi-
lations [32], as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(b)
and the upper panel in Fig. 5(c). Here the fits shown in
the plots return a mass and width of M = 3942±9 MeV
and Γ = 37+27

−17 MeV. The e+e− → J/ψD∗D̄∗ study un-
covered another, higher mass state decaying to D∗D̄∗

as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(c). The fitted
mass and width of this state, which is called the X(4160),
is M = 4156± 27 MeV and Γ = 139+113

−65 MeV [32].
Neither the X(3940) nor the X(4160) show up in the

DD̄ invariant mass distribution for exclusive e+e− →
J/ψDD̄ at the same energies. Instead, the M(DD̄) spec-
trum exhibits a broad excess of events over an equally
broad background as shown in the upper panel of Fig.
5(b). A fit to a resonant shape, shown as a curve in the
figure, returns a signal of marginal significance (3.8σ)
with a peak mass of M = 3780 ± 48 MeV and a width
Γ = 347+316

−143 MeV. Since the fitted values are unstable

under variations of the background shape parameteriza-
tion and the bin size, Belle makes no claims about this
distribution other than that it is inconsistent with phase
space or pure background. On the other hand, Chao [33]
suggests that this may be the χ′

c0, which is discussed
below in conjunction with the X(3915).

The absence of signals for any of the known spin non-
zero charmonium states in the inclusive spectrum of Fig.
5(a) provides circumstantial evidence for J = 0 assign-
ments for the X(3940) and X(4160). The X(3940) →
D∗D̄ decay mode then ensures that its JPC values are
0−+. The absence of any signal for X(4160) → DD̄ de-
cay supports a 0−+ assignment for this state as well. In
both cases, the measured masses are far below expec-
tations for the only available 0−+ charmonium levels:
the ηc(3S) and ηc(4S). Since there are no strong rea-
sons to doubt the generally accepted identifications of
the ψ(4040) peak seen in the inclusive cross section for
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detected in the EMC since it is produced preferentially
along the beam direction.

Candidate !!!"‘!‘" tracks are refitted, constrained
to a common vertex, while the lepton pair is kinemati-
cally constrained to the J= mass. The resulting
!!!"J= mass-resolution function is well described by
a Cauchy distribution [10] with a full width at half maxi-
mum of 4:2 MeV=c2 for the  #2S$ and 5:3 MeV=c2 at
4:3 GeV=c2.

The !!!"J= invariant-mass spectrum for candidates
passing all criteria is shown in Fig. 1 as points with error
bars. Events that have an e!e" ("!"") mass in the J= 
sidebands %2:76; 2:95& or %3:18; 3:25& (%2:93; 3:01& or
%3:18; 3:25&) GeV=c2 but pass all the other selection crite-
ria are represented by the shaded histogram after being
scaled by the ratio of the widths of the J= mass window
and sideband regions. An enhancement near 4:26 GeV=c2

is clearly observed; no other structures are evident at the
masses of the quantum number JPC ' 1"" charmonium
states, i.e., the  #4040$,  #4160$, and  #4415$ [11], or the
X#3872$. The Fig. 1 inset includes the  #2S$ region with a
logarithmic scale for comparison; 11 802( 110  #2S$
events are observed, consistent with the expectation of
12 142( 809  #2S$ events. We search for sources of back-
grounds that contain a true J= and peak in the !!!"J= 
invariant-mass spectrum. The possibility that one or both
pion candidates are misidentified kaons is checked by
reconstructing the K!K"J= and K(!)J= final states;
we observe featureless mass spectra. Similar studies of ISR
events with a !!!"J= candidate plus one or more addi-
tional pions reveal no structure that could feed down to

produce a peak in the !!!"J= mass spectrum. Two-
photon events are studied directly by reversing the require-
ment on the missing mass; the number of events inferred
for the signal region is a small fraction of those observed
and their mass spectrum shows no structure. Hadronic
e!e" ! q !q events produce J= at a rate that is surpris-
ingly large [12–15], but no structure is observed for this
background.

We evaluate the statistical significance of the enhance-
ment using unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the
!!!"J= mass spectrum. To evaluate the goodness of
fit, the fit probability is determined from the #2 and the
number of degrees of freedom for bin sizes of 5, 10, 20, 40,
and 50 MeV=c2. Bins are combined with higher mass
neighbors as needed to ensure that no bin is predicted to
have fewer than seven entries. We try first-, second-, and
third-order polynomials as null-hypothesis fit functions.
The #2-probability estimates for these fits range from
10"16 to 10"11. No substantial improvement is obtained
by including  #4040$,  #4160$, or  #4415$ [11] terms in
the fit. We conclude that the structure near 4:26 GeV=c2 is
statistically inconsistent with a polynomial background.
Henceforth, we refer to this structure as the Y#4260$.

It is important to test the ISR-production hypothesis
because the JPC ' 1"" assignment for the Y#4260$ fol-
lows from it. The ISR photon is reconstructed in #24( 8$%
of the Y#4260$ events, in agreement with the 25% observed
for ISR #2S$ events. Kinematic distributions for the signal
are obtained by subtracting scaled distributions for events
with !!!"J= mass in the regions %3:86; 4:06& GeV=c2

and %4:46; 4:66& GeV=c2 from those with !!!"J= mass
in the signal region, defined as %4:16; 4:36& GeV=c2. The
distribution of m2

Rec is shown in Fig. 2, along with corre-
sponding distributions for ISR  #2S$ data events and for
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FIG. 2. The distribution of m2
Rec. The points represent the

data events passing all selection criteria except that on m2
Rec

and having a !!!"J= mass near 4260 MeV=c2, minus the
scaled distribution from neighboring !!!"J= mass regions
(see text). The solid histogram represents ISR Y Monte Carlo
events, and the dotted histogram represents the ISR  #2S$ data
events.

)2) (GeV/cψJ/-π+πm(
3.8 4 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5

2
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 2

0 
M

eV
/c

0

10

20

30

40

)2) (GeV/cψJ/-π+πm(
3.8 4 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5

2
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 2

0 
M

eV
/c

0

10

20

30

40

)2) (GeV/cψJ/-π+πm(
3.8 4 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5

2
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 2

0 
M

eV
/c

0

10

20

30

40

)2) (GeV/cψJ/-π+πm(
3.8 4 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5

2
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 2

0 
M

eV
/c

0

10

20

30

40

3.6 3.8 4 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 51

10

210

310

410

FIG. 1 (color online). The !!!"J= invariant-mass spec-
trum in the range 3:8–5:0 GeV=c2 and (inset) over a wider
range that includes the  #2S$. The points with error bars repre-
sent the selected data and the shaded histogram represents the
scaled data from neighboring e!e" and "!"" mass regions
(see text). The solid curve shows the result of the single-
resonance fit described in the text; the dashed curve represents
the background component.
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invariant mass distribution in e+e− → J/ψDD̄∗ annihi-
lations [32], as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(b)
and the upper panel in Fig. 5(c). Here the fits shown in
the plots return a mass and width of M = 3942±9 MeV
and Γ = 37+27

−17 MeV. The e+e− → J/ψD∗D̄∗ study un-
covered another, higher mass state decaying to D∗D̄∗

as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(c). The fitted
mass and width of this state, which is called the X(4160),
is M = 4156± 27 MeV and Γ = 139+113

−65 MeV [32].
Neither the X(3940) nor the X(4160) show up in the

DD̄ invariant mass distribution for exclusive e+e− →
J/ψDD̄ at the same energies. Instead, the M(DD̄) spec-
trum exhibits a broad excess of events over an equally
broad background as shown in the upper panel of Fig.
5(b). A fit to a resonant shape, shown as a curve in the
figure, returns a signal of marginal significance (3.8σ)
with a peak mass of M = 3780 ± 48 MeV and a width
Γ = 347+316

−143 MeV. Since the fitted values are unstable

under variations of the background shape parameteriza-
tion and the bin size, Belle makes no claims about this
distribution other than that it is inconsistent with phase
space or pure background. On the other hand, Chao [33]
suggests that this may be the χ′

c0, which is discussed
below in conjunction with the X(3915).

The absence of signals for any of the known spin non-
zero charmonium states in the inclusive spectrum of Fig.
5(a) provides circumstantial evidence for J = 0 assign-
ments for the X(3940) and X(4160). The X(3940) →
D∗D̄ decay mode then ensures that its JPC values are
0−+. The absence of any signal for X(4160) → DD̄ de-
cay supports a 0−+ assignment for this state as well. In
both cases, the measured masses are far below expec-
tations for the only available 0−+ charmonium levels:
the ηc(3S) and ηc(4S). Since there are no strong rea-
sons to doubt the generally accepted identifications of
the ψ(4040) peak seen in the inclusive cross section for

101401-6 Stephen Lars Olsen, Front. Phys. 10, 101401 (2015)

 Introduction: charm sector

meson-meson-meson

J/ KK̄

Phys. Rev. D 80, 094012 (2009).

detected in the EMC since it is produced preferentially
along the beam direction.

Candidate !!!"‘!‘" tracks are refitted, constrained
to a common vertex, while the lepton pair is kinemati-
cally constrained to the J= mass. The resulting
!!!"J= mass-resolution function is well described by
a Cauchy distribution [10] with a full width at half maxi-
mum of 4:2 MeV=c2 for the  #2S$ and 5:3 MeV=c2 at
4:3 GeV=c2.

The !!!"J= invariant-mass spectrum for candidates
passing all criteria is shown in Fig. 1 as points with error
bars. Events that have an e!e" ("!"") mass in the J= 
sidebands %2:76; 2:95& or %3:18; 3:25& (%2:93; 3:01& or
%3:18; 3:25&) GeV=c2 but pass all the other selection crite-
ria are represented by the shaded histogram after being
scaled by the ratio of the widths of the J= mass window
and sideband regions. An enhancement near 4:26 GeV=c2

is clearly observed; no other structures are evident at the
masses of the quantum number JPC ' 1"" charmonium
states, i.e., the  #4040$,  #4160$, and  #4415$ [11], or the
X#3872$. The Fig. 1 inset includes the  #2S$ region with a
logarithmic scale for comparison; 11 802( 110  #2S$
events are observed, consistent with the expectation of
12 142( 809  #2S$ events. We search for sources of back-
grounds that contain a true J= and peak in the !!!"J= 
invariant-mass spectrum. The possibility that one or both
pion candidates are misidentified kaons is checked by
reconstructing the K!K"J= and K(!)J= final states;
we observe featureless mass spectra. Similar studies of ISR
events with a !!!"J= candidate plus one or more addi-
tional pions reveal no structure that could feed down to

produce a peak in the !!!"J= mass spectrum. Two-
photon events are studied directly by reversing the require-
ment on the missing mass; the number of events inferred
for the signal region is a small fraction of those observed
and their mass spectrum shows no structure. Hadronic
e!e" ! q !q events produce J= at a rate that is surpris-
ingly large [12–15], but no structure is observed for this
background.

We evaluate the statistical significance of the enhance-
ment using unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the
!!!"J= mass spectrum. To evaluate the goodness of
fit, the fit probability is determined from the #2 and the
number of degrees of freedom for bin sizes of 5, 10, 20, 40,
and 50 MeV=c2. Bins are combined with higher mass
neighbors as needed to ensure that no bin is predicted to
have fewer than seven entries. We try first-, second-, and
third-order polynomials as null-hypothesis fit functions.
The #2-probability estimates for these fits range from
10"16 to 10"11. No substantial improvement is obtained
by including  #4040$,  #4160$, or  #4415$ [11] terms in
the fit. We conclude that the structure near 4:26 GeV=c2 is
statistically inconsistent with a polynomial background.
Henceforth, we refer to this structure as the Y#4260$.

It is important to test the ISR-production hypothesis
because the JPC ' 1"" assignment for the Y#4260$ fol-
lows from it. The ISR photon is reconstructed in #24( 8$%
of the Y#4260$ events, in agreement with the 25% observed
for ISR #2S$ events. Kinematic distributions for the signal
are obtained by subtracting scaled distributions for events
with !!!"J= mass in the regions %3:86; 4:06& GeV=c2

and %4:46; 4:66& GeV=c2 from those with !!!"J= mass
in the signal region, defined as %4:16; 4:36& GeV=c2. The
distribution of m2

Rec is shown in Fig. 2, along with corre-
sponding distributions for ISR  #2S$ data events and for
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FIG. 2. The distribution of m2
Rec. The points represent the

data events passing all selection criteria except that on m2
Rec

and having a !!!"J= mass near 4260 MeV=c2, minus the
scaled distribution from neighboring !!!"J= mass regions
(see text). The solid histogram represents ISR Y Monte Carlo
events, and the dotted histogram represents the ISR  #2S$ data
events.
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FIG. 1 (color online). The !!!"J= invariant-mass spec-
trum in the range 3:8–5:0 GeV=c2 and (inset) over a wider
range that includes the  #2S$. The points with error bars repre-
sent the selected data and the shaded histogram represents the
scaled data from neighboring e!e" and "!"" mass regions
(see text). The solid curve shows the result of the single-
resonance fit described in the text; the dashed curve represents
the background component.
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invariant mass distribution in e+e− → J/ψDD̄∗ annihi-
lations [32], as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(b)
and the upper panel in Fig. 5(c). Here the fits shown in
the plots return a mass and width of M = 3942±9 MeV
and Γ = 37+27

−17 MeV. The e+e− → J/ψD∗D̄∗ study un-
covered another, higher mass state decaying to D∗D̄∗

as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(c). The fitted
mass and width of this state, which is called the X(4160),
is M = 4156± 27 MeV and Γ = 139+113

−65 MeV [32].
Neither the X(3940) nor the X(4160) show up in the

DD̄ invariant mass distribution for exclusive e+e− →
J/ψDD̄ at the same energies. Instead, the M(DD̄) spec-
trum exhibits a broad excess of events over an equally
broad background as shown in the upper panel of Fig.
5(b). A fit to a resonant shape, shown as a curve in the
figure, returns a signal of marginal significance (3.8σ)
with a peak mass of M = 3780 ± 48 MeV and a width
Γ = 347+316

−143 MeV. Since the fitted values are unstable

under variations of the background shape parameteriza-
tion and the bin size, Belle makes no claims about this
distribution other than that it is inconsistent with phase
space or pure background. On the other hand, Chao [33]
suggests that this may be the χ′

c0, which is discussed
below in conjunction with the X(3915).

The absence of signals for any of the known spin non-
zero charmonium states in the inclusive spectrum of Fig.
5(a) provides circumstantial evidence for J = 0 assign-
ments for the X(3940) and X(4160). The X(3940) →
D∗D̄ decay mode then ensures that its JPC values are
0−+. The absence of any signal for X(4160) → DD̄ de-
cay supports a 0−+ assignment for this state as well. In
both cases, the measured masses are far below expec-
tations for the only available 0−+ charmonium levels:
the ηc(3S) and ηc(4S). Since there are no strong rea-
sons to doubt the generally accepted identifications of
the ψ(4040) peak seen in the inclusive cross section for
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detected in the EMC since it is produced preferentially
along the beam direction.

Candidate !!!"‘!‘" tracks are refitted, constrained
to a common vertex, while the lepton pair is kinemati-
cally constrained to the J= mass. The resulting
!!!"J= mass-resolution function is well described by
a Cauchy distribution [10] with a full width at half maxi-
mum of 4:2 MeV=c2 for the  #2S$ and 5:3 MeV=c2 at
4:3 GeV=c2.

The !!!"J= invariant-mass spectrum for candidates
passing all criteria is shown in Fig. 1 as points with error
bars. Events that have an e!e" ("!"") mass in the J= 
sidebands %2:76; 2:95& or %3:18; 3:25& (%2:93; 3:01& or
%3:18; 3:25&) GeV=c2 but pass all the other selection crite-
ria are represented by the shaded histogram after being
scaled by the ratio of the widths of the J= mass window
and sideband regions. An enhancement near 4:26 GeV=c2

is clearly observed; no other structures are evident at the
masses of the quantum number JPC ' 1"" charmonium
states, i.e., the  #4040$,  #4160$, and  #4415$ [11], or the
X#3872$. The Fig. 1 inset includes the  #2S$ region with a
logarithmic scale for comparison; 11 802( 110  #2S$
events are observed, consistent with the expectation of
12 142( 809  #2S$ events. We search for sources of back-
grounds that contain a true J= and peak in the !!!"J= 
invariant-mass spectrum. The possibility that one or both
pion candidates are misidentified kaons is checked by
reconstructing the K!K"J= and K(!)J= final states;
we observe featureless mass spectra. Similar studies of ISR
events with a !!!"J= candidate plus one or more addi-
tional pions reveal no structure that could feed down to

produce a peak in the !!!"J= mass spectrum. Two-
photon events are studied directly by reversing the require-
ment on the missing mass; the number of events inferred
for the signal region is a small fraction of those observed
and their mass spectrum shows no structure. Hadronic
e!e" ! q !q events produce J= at a rate that is surpris-
ingly large [12–15], but no structure is observed for this
background.

We evaluate the statistical significance of the enhance-
ment using unbinned maximum likelihood fits to the
!!!"J= mass spectrum. To evaluate the goodness of
fit, the fit probability is determined from the #2 and the
number of degrees of freedom for bin sizes of 5, 10, 20, 40,
and 50 MeV=c2. Bins are combined with higher mass
neighbors as needed to ensure that no bin is predicted to
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for ISR #2S$ events. Kinematic distributions for the signal
are obtained by subtracting scaled distributions for events
with !!!"J= mass in the regions %3:86; 4:06& GeV=c2

and %4:46; 4:66& GeV=c2 from those with !!!"J= mass
in the signal region, defined as %4:16; 4:36& GeV=c2. The
distribution of m2

Rec is shown in Fig. 2, along with corre-
sponding distributions for ISR  #2S$ data events and for
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and having a !!!"J= mass near 4260 MeV=c2, minus the
scaled distribution from neighboring !!!"J= mass regions
(see text). The solid histogram represents ISR Y Monte Carlo
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Fig. 4 The spectrum of charmonium and charmoniumlike mesons

invariant mass distribution in e+e− → J/ψDD̄∗ annihi-
lations [32], as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(b)
and the upper panel in Fig. 5(c). Here the fits shown in
the plots return a mass and width of M = 3942±9 MeV
and Γ = 37+27

−17 MeV. The e+e− → J/ψD∗D̄∗ study un-
covered another, higher mass state decaying to D∗D̄∗

as can be seen in the lower panel of Fig. 5(c). The fitted
mass and width of this state, which is called the X(4160),
is M = 4156± 27 MeV and Γ = 139+113

−65 MeV [32].
Neither the X(3940) nor the X(4160) show up in the

DD̄ invariant mass distribution for exclusive e+e− →
J/ψDD̄ at the same energies. Instead, the M(DD̄) spec-
trum exhibits a broad excess of events over an equally
broad background as shown in the upper panel of Fig.
5(b). A fit to a resonant shape, shown as a curve in the
figure, returns a signal of marginal significance (3.8σ)
with a peak mass of M = 3780 ± 48 MeV and a width
Γ = 347+316

−143 MeV. Since the fitted values are unstable

under variations of the background shape parameteriza-
tion and the bin size, Belle makes no claims about this
distribution other than that it is inconsistent with phase
space or pure background. On the other hand, Chao [33]
suggests that this may be the χ′

c0, which is discussed
below in conjunction with the X(3915).

The absence of signals for any of the known spin non-
zero charmonium states in the inclusive spectrum of Fig.
5(a) provides circumstantial evidence for J = 0 assign-
ments for the X(3940) and X(4160). The X(3940) →
D∗D̄ decay mode then ensures that its JPC values are
0−+. The absence of any signal for X(4160) → DD̄ de-
cay supports a 0−+ assignment for this state as well. In
both cases, the measured masses are far below expec-
tations for the only available 0−+ charmonium levels:
the ηc(3S) and ηc(4S). Since there are no strong rea-
sons to doubt the generally accepted identifications of
the ψ(4040) peak seen in the inclusive cross section for
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Ṽ FCA
ik (s)G0T

FCA
kj (s)

TFCA
ij (s) =

6X

l=1

h
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,
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Ṽ FCA
ik (s)G0T

FCA
kj (s)

tij(s)

M1

M2

Interaction

two-body center of masstij(s
0)

M3 cluster

 Results: uncertainties...

terça-feira, 29 de agosto de 17



TFCA
ij (s) = V FCA

ij (s) +
X

k
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M3 cluster

three-body center of mass! So, we need to write s’ in 
terms of s!
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 Results: uncertainties...
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Phys. Rev. 82, 094017 (2010) , Phys. Rev. 82, 094017 (2010).

 Results: uncertainties...
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Ṽ FCA
ik (s)G0T

FCA
kj (s)

tij(s)

M1

M2

Interaction

s 6= s0
We have two options:

sH3H1(2) = m2
H3

+m2
H1(2)

+
1

2M2
c

(s�m2
H1(2)

�M2
c )(M

2
c +m2

H1(2)
�m2

H3
)

2 - 

Phys. Rev. 82, 094017 (2010) , Phys. Rev. 82, 094017 (2010).
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 Results: uncertainties...
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2 - Taking into account the binding...

Phys. Rev. 82, 094017 (2010) , Phys. Rev. 82, 094017 (2010).
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|~P2|2 ⇡ 2µB

It shares the cluster binding energy
Phys. Rev. 96, 016014 (2017)

 Results: uncertainties...
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 Results: uncertainties...
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terça-feira, 29 de agosto de 17



TFCA
ij (s) = V FCA

ij (s) +
X

k
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Ṽ FCA
ik (s)G0T

FCA
kj (s)

M1

M2

 Results: BDDbar system...

Solution...

8900 8920 8940 8960 8980
0

1

2

3

4

5

Mc + MD̄ threshold

- Both solutions are below threshold

⇡ 8944MeV

⇡ 8926MeV

terça-feira, 29 de agosto de 17



TFCA
ij (s) = V FCA

ij (s) +
X

k
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 Results: BDDbar system...

Solution...
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Mc + MD̄ threshold

- Both solutions are below threshold

⇡ 8944MeV

⇡ 8926MeV

D

D̄

tij(s) = tDD̄(s) Including the      channel⌘ ⌘
Phys. Rev. 76, 074016 (2007)
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FCA
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 Results: BDDbar system...

Solution...

8900 8920 8940 8960 8980
0
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5

Mc + MD̄ threshold

- Both solutions still are below 
threshold

D

D̄

tij(s) = tDD̄(s) Including the      channel⌘ ⌘

� ⇡ 10MeV

Phys. Rev. 76, 074016 (2007)

8925 � 8985MeV

Taking into account our uncertainties
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 Results: BDDbar system...

Tracking down the binding...

What is the origin of these binding?
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Tracking down the binding...

What is the origin of these binding?
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 Results: BDDbar system...

Tracking down the binding...

What is the origin of these binding?

Attractive for I=0 and I=1
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Repulsive for 1=0
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The DDbar attraction helps in 
the building up of the three-
body bound state...  However...

It is the BDbar the main 
source of binding throuhg its 
I=0 component...
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 Results: BDD system...

It is essentially exotic!
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 Results: BDD system...

It is essentially exotic!
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It is essentially exotic!
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We can’t arrive to a decisive conclusion!
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 Conclusions...

B
D

D̄

- We get a bound state 

M = (8925 � 8985)MeV

- Where the I=0 components for 
BDbar and DDbar interactions are 
the main sources of the binding...

B
D

D

- In this case, we have some clues 
of a bound state in the range.

M = (8935 � 8985)MeV

- However, the results are not stable 
with the uncertainties of the model.
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Thank you for your attention!!
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