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The cross section of the process eTe™ — w77~ 7w was measured
in the Spherical Neutral Detector (SND) experiment at the VEPP-2M
collider in the energy region+/s below 980 MeV. This measurement was
based on about 1.2x 106 selected events. The obtained cross section was
analyzed together with the SND and DM2 data in the energy regiony/s
up to 2 GeV. The w-meson parameters: m., = 782.794+0.08+0.09 MeV,
I, =8.68+0.04 £0.15 MeV and o(w — 37) = 1615 + 9 + 57 nb were
obtained. It was found that the experimental data cannot be described
by a sum of only w, ¢, w’ and w” resonances contributions. This can be
interpreted as a manifestation of p — 37 decay, suppressed by G-parity,
with relative probability B(p — 37) = (1.01 £0:5¢ £0.034) x 107,

I. INTRODUCTION

The cross section of ete™ — 77~ 7% process in the energy regiony/s < 2 GeV is
determined by the transitions of light vector mesons V (V = w, ¢,w’,w”) into the
final state: V — 7tn~ 7% The V — 7nt7~ 7% branching ratios for vector mesons
with isospin I = 0 are large: B(w — 37) ~ 0.9, B(¢ — 37) ~ 0.15!, B(w' — 37) ~
1, B(w" — 37) ~ 0.52, and thus the eTe™ — 77770 cross section measurements
are important for study of these resonances. The pm intermediate state dominates
in these transitions. The V' — 7t7~ 70 transition can also proceed via mechanisms
suppressed by the G-parity: V — wn’ — ata 7" 32 or V. — pr — 7ta—n0
(V = p,p,p"). The studies of the eTe™ — 77~ 7" reaction allow to determine
the vector mesons parameters and provide information on the OZI rule violation
in ¢ — 37 decay and on the G-parity violation in the processes p, p'"") — 3.

The process ete™ — 77770 in the energy region /s below 2200 MeV was
studied in several experiments during the last 30 years. The w-meson production
region was studied in the Ref.# 19 and studies of the ¢-meson energy domain were
reported in Ref.11 168 In Ref.!” 198 the eTe™ — 7~ 70 cross section was studied
in the wide energy regiony/s from 660 up to 1100 MeV and in the Ref.2® the upper
limit was imposed on the G-parity suppressed decay p — 3. The ete™ = ntn 70
cross section measurements in the w’ and w” resonances energy region (/s = 1100
— 2200 MeV) were reported in Ref.21™24:19.8:25,
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Recently the process ete™ — 771~ 7m0 was also studied with the Spherical Neutral

Detector (SND)26728:2 the process dynamics was analyzed and the cross section
was measured in the energy region+/s from 980 to 1380 MeV. Here we present the
ete™ — 77770 cross section measurement in the energy region,/s below 980 MeV.
The obtained cross section was analyzed together with the SND27-2 and DM22° data
in the energy region up to 2000 MeV.

II. EXPERIMENT

The SND detector? operated from 1995 to 2000 at the VEPP-2M?3° collider in
the energy range+/s from 360 to 1400 MeV. The detector contains several subsys-
tems. The tracking system includes two cylindrical drift chambers. The three-layer
spherical electromagnetic calorimeter is based on NalI(T1) crystals. The muon/veto
system consists of plastic scintillation counters and two layers of streamer tubes.
The calorimeter energy and angular resolutions depend on the photon energy as
or/E(%) = 4.2%/Y/E(GeV) and 049 = 0.82°A/E(GeV) @ 0.63° The tracking
system angular resolution is about 0.5° and 2° for azimuthal and polar angles re-
spectively.

In 1998 — 2000 the SND detector collected data in the energy regiony/s < 980 MeV
with integrated luminosity about 10.0 pb™!. For the luminosity measurements, the
processes ete”™ — eTe™ and ete™ — vy were used. In this work the luminosity
measured by using eTe™ — vy was used for normalization, because in the p-meson
energy region the contribution of the ete™ — nr7w~ background to the ete™ —
eTe™ process is rather large. The systematic error of the integrated luminosity
determination is estimated to be 2%. Since luminosity measurements by eTe™ —
ete™ and ete™ — 47 reveal a systematic spread of about 1%, this was added
to the statistical error of the luminosity determination in each energy point. The
statistical accuracy was better than 1%.

The beam energy was calculated from the magnetic field value in the bending
magnets and revolution frequency of the collider. The relative accuracy of the
energy setting for each energy point is about 0.1 MeV, while the common shift
of the energy scale for all points within the scan can amount to 0.5 MeV. In the
three energy points in the vicinity of the w-resonance peak the beam energy was
calibrated using resonant depolarization method3!. The accuracy of center of mass
energy calibration is 0.04 MeV. In order to correct the calculated beam energy, the
common shifts of the energy scale in the experimental scans were the free parameters
in the analysis and varied relative to the calibrated energy points. The beam energy
spread varies in the range from 0.08 MeV at\/s = 440 MeV to 0.35 MeV at+/s = 970
MeV.

III. DATA ANALYSIS
A. Selection of eTe™ = 7t7 7% events

The data analysis and selection criteria used in this work are similar to those
described in Ref.2"?%:2, During the experimental runs, the first-level trigger?” selects
events with energy deposition in the calorimeter more than 180 MeV and with two
or more charged particles. During processing of the experimental data the event
reconstruction is performed?®27. For further analysis, events containing two or more
photons and two charged particles with |z| < 10 cm and r < 1 cm were selected.
Here z is the coordinate of the charged particle production point along the beam axis



(the longitudinal size of the interaction region depends on beam energy and varies
from 2 to 2.5 cm); r is the distance between the charged particle track and the beam
axis in the r—¢ plane. Extra photonsin ete™ — 77~ 70 events can appear because
of the overlap with the beam background or nuclear interactions of the charged
pions in the calorimeter. Under these selection conditions, the background sources
are ete”™ — wr’ — 7ta 7070 ete™ — efey, etemyy, 7t r (), utu=(v)
processes, cosmic and beam backgrounds.

The polar angles of the charged particles were bounded by the criterion: 15° <
0 < 165°. To suppress the cosmic and beam backgrounds, the following cuts were
applied: Ejc, > 100 MeV, 2 < N, < 3, |Az| < 3 cm and ¢ > 20°. Here E,, is the
energy deposition of the neutral particles, N, is the number of detected photons,
Az = z1 — 29, and 21, 2o are z-coordinates of the charged particles tracks, v is the
angle between two charged particles tracks.

To suppress the ete™ — etTe™vyy events, an energy deposition of the charged
particles in the calorimeter E.,, was required to be small: F.p, < 0.5 +/s.

To reject the background from the ete™ — 77~ (), pTu~(v) and eTe™ 7, the
following cut was imposed: |A¢| > 5°. Here A¢ is an acollinearity angle of the
charged particles in the azimuthal plane.

For events left after these cuts, a kinematic fit was performed under the following
constraints: the charged particles are assumed to be pions, the system has zero total
momentum, the total energy isy/s, and the photons originate from the 70 — ~v
decays (Fig.1). The value of the likelihood function x%_ (Fig.2) is calculated during
the fit. In events with more than two photons, extra photons are considered as
spurious ones and rejected. To do this, all possible subsets of two photons were
inspected and the one, corresponding to the maximum likelihood was selected. The
kinematic fits were also performed under assumptions that the ete™ — 777,
ete™ — puTpu~yorete” — ete vy events with extra photons were detected and the
values of the corresponding likelihood functions Xgm, X3 1y and x%e,y were calculated.
After the kinematic fits, the following cuts were applied: X3, < 20, X%m > 20,
X%w > 20 and Xgev > 20, the polar angle 6, of at least one of the photons, selected
by the reconstruction program as originated from the 7% decay, should satisfy the
following criterion: 36° < 6, < 144°. In the energy regiony/s < 730 MeV, for
additional suppression of the background, the cut p/E > 0.5 — 0.3 (at+/s = 720 —
440 MeV) was applied. Here p and E are the charged pions momentum and energy
calculated after the kinematic reconstruction. For additional suppression of the
ete” = wr = 7t 770 background, the criterion N, = 2 was applied for the
energies/s > 900 MeV.

The angular distributions of particles for the selected events are shown in
Fig.3,4,5,6 and 7, while Fig.8,9,10 and 11 demonstrate the photon and pion energy
distributions for the same events. The experimental and simulated distributions are
in agreement.

B. Background subtraction
The number of background events was estimated from the following formula:

Nutg(5) = 3 ori(s)ei()IL () (1)

where 7 is a process number, og;(s) is the cross section of the background process
taking into account the radiative corrections, IL(s) is the integrated luminosity,



€:(s) is the detection probability for the background process obtained from simu-
lation under selection criteria described above. For the ete™ — wn background
estimation, the cross section obtained in SND experiments®? was used.

To estimate the accuracy of background events number determination, the x3.
distribution in the energy regiony/s > 870 MeV (Fig.12) was studied. The experi-
mental 3 distribution in the range 0 < x3, < 40 was fitted by a sum of background
and signal. The distribution for background events was taken from the simulation,
while for the signal eTe™ — 777~ ¥ events — by using experimental data collected
in the vicinity of the w meson peak. As a result, the ratio between the number of
background events obtained from the fit and the number calculated according to
Eq.(1) was found to be 2.0 £ 1.2. The error was estimated by varying the selection
criteria. Taking into account this ratio, the number of background events obtained
from Eq.(1) was multiplied by a factor of 2 in all energy points and the accuracy of
the determination of the number of background events was estimated to be about
60%.

The numbers of ete™ — 777" events (after the background subtraction) and
background event numbers are shown in Table I.

To check the accuracy of background subtraction in the energy region/s < 730
MeV, the data were analyzed in a different way. The kinematic reconstruction
was performed under the following constrains: the charged particles are pions, the
system has zero total momentum, the total energy is 1/s. The constrain that the
photon originated from the 7° — v decay was not used. In events with more
than two photons, extra photons are considered as spurious ones and rejected. The
value of the likelihood function xgﬂ,y is calculated during the fit. After the fit, the

following cut was applied: xgﬂ,y < 20. For selected events the two-photon m.,
invariant mass spectra (Fig.13) were fitted by a sum of background and signal (m.~
is calculated after the kinematic fit). The shape of the distribution for ete™ —
atn~ 70 events was obtained by using experimental data collected in the vicinity
of the w-resonance. For the background the uniform distribution was used (other
assumptions about the shape of the background spectrum do not change the fit
results). The cross sections obtained by using two different methods of background
subtraction are in agreement (Tablell). The analogous check was performed for
the energy region,/s > 900 MeV. The results of different approaches are again in
agreement.

0

C. Detection efficiency

The detection efficiency of the eTe™ — nr7n~7%(y) process was obtained from
simulation. To take into account the overlap of the beam background with the signal
events, background events (experimental events collected when the detector was
triggered with an external generator) were mixed with the simulated events. The
detection efficiency for events without y-quantum radiation by the initial particles
is about 0.35 (Table I). The detection efficiency dependence on the radiated photon
energy is shown in Fig.14. The efficiency decrease with the rise of the radiated
photon energy is due to the selection criterion x3_ < 20, which involves the energy
and momentum conservations in the e*e™ — 77~ 70 process.

Inaccuracies in the simulation of the distributions over some selection parameters
lead to an error in the determination of average detection efficiency. To take into
account these uncertainties, the detection efficiency was multiplied by correction
coefficients, which were obtained in the following way?7-2. The experimental events
were selected without any conditions on the parameter under study, using the se-
lection parameters uncorrelated with the studied one. The same selection criteria



were applied to simulated events. Then the cut was applied to the parameter and
the correction coefficient was calculated:
n/N
= 5 2

where N and M are the number of events in experiment and simulation respectively
selected without any cuts on the parameter under study; n and m are the number of
events in experiment and simulation when the cut on the parameter was applied. As
a rule, the error in the coefficient § determination is connected with the uncertainty
of background subtraction. This systematic error was estimated by varying other
selection criteria.

The inaccuracy in 2. distribution simulation (Fig.2) is the main source of
uncertainty in the detection efficiency determination. The correction coefficient
5x§,, = 0.95+ 0.02 (Fig.15) was obtained by using data collected in the vicinity of
the w resonance. The error due to uncertainty in simulation of other parameters is
estimated to be 1.7%. In the energy region,/s > 900 MeV the additional selection
criterion NV, = 2 was applied. The uncertainty due to this cut was estimated to
be 3%. The systematic error of the detection efficiency determination is 2.7% in
the energy region+/s < 900 MeV and is about 4.1% at+/s > 900. The detection
efficiency after the applied corrections is shown in Table I.

IV. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In the framework of the vector meson dominance model, the cross section of the
ete™ — mtn— 7Y process is

do dra|py x p_|? 2
— = ————————mgmy - |F|%, 3
dmodm,  s3/2 12225 O+ IFl ®)
where 7, and p_ are the 7+ and 7~ momenta, mg and m, are 7t7~ and 77
pairs invariant masses. The form factor F of the v* — 77~ 70 transition has the
form

i Uz H
|F|2 _ pr(S) Z Ypinn +Ap/(//)ﬂ—(5) 9o rre —I—Awﬂ-(s) pwlpOrm

2 Dy(ma)Z(mi) 52 Dy (mi) D, (mo) Doy (mo) (4)

The first term in Eq.(4) takes into account the v* — pm — 77~ 70 transition
(Fig.16 a), which dominates in the process under study?®. Here

2 3
D,(m;) = mii — mf —im;Lpi(my),  Ti(mg) = <%> L, - < gi(m:) )

qi(mpi)

1
T 2m

[(mP—(mgo+m)®) (mP—(mgo—mz)?)] 2,

_ 2 2 2 2
m_ —\/s+mﬁ0+2m7r—m0—m+,

where m_ is the 7~ 7° pair invariant mass, m,o and m, are the neutral and charged
pion masses, i denotes the sign of the p-meson (77 pair) charge. The p® — 7tn~



and p* — 7570 transition coupling constants could be determined in the following
way:
67rmi0 Fpo

67Tmii | e
qo(myo)®’

3

2 —
gpiﬂ'w -

9porm = 0t (mpi)

Experimental data?® do not contradict to the equality of the coupling constants

giom = giim. In this case the p° and p* meson widths are related as follows:

2 3
m7o g4 (m,+)
Tpe =Tpo—3 (7p>3 (5)
pi q0 Tnp0

In the subsequent analysis we assume that giom = giim, and the width values were

taken from the SND measurements?: T'jo = 149.8 MeV, I')x = 150.9 MeV. The
neutral and charged p mesons masses were assumed to be equal and were also taken
from the SND measurements®® m, = 775.0 MeV. A factor Z(m) = 1 — is;®(m, s)
takes into account the interaction of the p and 7 mesons in the final state3® (Fig.16
d), parameter s; = 14-0.2 corresponds to the prediction of Ref.33, where the concrete
form of the ®(m, s) function can be found. In experimental studies of the 77 mass
spectra in the ete™ — 37 process aty/s ~ m,*® we had obtained s; = 0.34:0.340.3.
This result is consistent with zero, but also does not contradict to the prediction of
Ref.33.

The second term in Eq.(4) takes into account the possible transition v* —
P — ata~ 70 (Fig.16 c). This term can be written as A, (s) - azr, where

a . Ap/(//)ﬂ.(s) gp/(//)ﬂ.ﬂ.
3r = —F————~— —_—.
s APTI'(S) =t .0,— Dp/(//) (ml)
In the analysis, the as,; amplitude was assumed to be a real constant. From the 77
mass spectra analysis, in the process ete™ — 31 at/s ~ my2®8, it was found that
azx = (0.01+0.23 £ 0.25) x 107° MeV 2.

The third term in Eq.(4) takes into account the v* — wn® — 777~ 70 transition3
(Fig.16 b). The polarization operator of the p — w mixing satisfies Im(Il,,) <«
Re(II,,)3334, where

Re(II,,,) Z\/Fl—‘in(w — atr=) - [(m2 — mi) —imy(Tw — Tpo(my))|,  (6)

O(mw)

so we have assumed Im(II,,) = 0 in the subsequent analysis.
The eTe™ — 777~ 70 process cross section can be written in the following form:

03r = Opn—3m + Owr—3r + Oint, (7)
where

dra 2
Opr—3n = Sgﬂwpw(s) pr(s) B (8)

dra 2
Own—37 — S?’TWWW(S) Auﬁr(s) B (9)

UYio" . . .

ins = 3 A (AL (Wit () + A3 (e Wi 0) ). (10)



The phase space factors W, (s), W, (s) and Wiy, (s) were calculated as follows:
mraz(mo)

Vs—m o
1 N - Ypinm
Wpﬂ-(S) = m / modmo / m+dm+|p+ X p7|2 . Z — T + asx| (11)

2m min i=+,0,— Dp(ml)z(ml)
& my (mo)
Vs—m o mT”(Mo) )
W, (S):# / modmo / medme |y x p-|? - _ Mpwgponn (12)
wT 127T2 \/g » + + + - Dp (mO)Dw (m0> )
2m mrzn(mo)
1 Vs—m o mI** (mo) - X
= = wYpOrm
Wint(s) = ———5——+ / modm / madm X Q[f’—p}x
+(s) 1272/ , 0010 J +dmey [Py X p_| D, (mo) Do (o)
Wz mT”l mo

X L_;O)_ % + ag,r] (13)

Amplitudes of the v* — pr transition have the form

1 Tym?, \/ V — 3m) eiPev -
pr(s) _ Z vmy, mvd( — 7T) e O\/p (S,To) (14)

4o DV(S) er(mV) ,

V=w,p,¢,w W

Dy (s) =mi —s —iy/sTy(s), Tv(s)= ZF(V — f,5).
f

Here f denotes the final state of the vector meson V' decay, my is the vector meson
mass, ['v = I'v(my). The ¢ meson mass and width were taken from the SND
measurements my = 1019.42 MeV, I'y, = 4.21 MeV?". The following forms of the
energy dependence of the vector mesons total widths were used

2 2

m QO(S)3 Ypwr
Ty(s) = 2B p 02 (5,mo) + 222 (s),

2 3 3
Tu(s) = %%FMB(QJ — T T)C? (S,To)—l—ms)grwB(w — 1002 _(s,70)+

QO(mw) e QTr'y(mw) wrm
WPW(S) 2
——TI,B ,70),
W () (w — 3m)C5 r(5,70)
T (S)*m—iMF B(¢p - KTK™)C? (sr)+m_iMF B(¢ — KsK)C? (s,70)+
[ - s in(m¢)3 ¢ pK+K—\>"10 s QKO(m¢)3 [ SAL)CyKksK (S T0
qm(s)g 2 Wpr(s) 2
+——"—TuB(¢p — C s,10) + ————=1'4sB(¢ = 3m)C5 . (s,70),
qrw(m¢)3 +B( ) dwn( o) Wpﬂ(m¢) o B( ) ¢p( 0)



Wor(s
Fw/(s) = lecz,pﬂ(s,ro)m:(islj/),

Wor (s)
W (M)

Wwﬂﬂ’ (5)

Fw// (S) = Fw// Cinp,,(s, TO) ( m

B(w" — 3m) + Bw" — (Uﬂ'ﬂ')) .

Here gpwr is a coupling constant of p — wn® transition, qur, gr=, ¢xo, Gry and
¢ny are the w meson, kaon, n meson and pion momenta, Wyrr(s) is the phase
space factor of the wrr final state3®, Cypp(s,79) and Cyyp(s,rg) are the form
factors which restrict too fast growth with energy of the partial widths, so that
V/sL(s) — const as s — 0o. According to Ref.36 these form factors can be written
as follows

1 + (Tomv)2 2

Cvy(p)p(8,m0) = T+ (ro/s)2 Cvpp(sro) —\/

where ¢p is the momentum of the pseudoscalar meson, 7y is the range parameter
(its value was taken to be the same for all decays).
The relative probabilities of the decays were calculated as follows

L+ (rogp(my)
1+ (rogp(s))?

; (15)

o - -
In particular:
B(W—>X):M7 U(W)ZU(W—>37T)+U(w—>7r0~Y)

o(w) 1-Bw—7ntn)
In further analysis we have used o(w — 7%y) = 155.8 nb, 0(¢p — KTK~) = 1968
nb, o(¢p — KgKr) = 1451 nb and o(¢ — ny) = 54.8 nb obtained in the SND
experiments®7-27:38

¢, v is a relative interference phase between the vector meson V and w, so ¢y =
0°. Phases ¢,y can deviate from —180° or 180° and their values can be energy
dependent due to mixing between vector mesons. For example, the phase ¢4
was found to be close to 180°27:2 in agreement with the prediction®® ¢, = ®(s)
(®(my) ~ 163°), where the function ®(s) is defined in Ref.??. In Ref.? it was shown
that @ur ~ 180° and ¢, ~ 0°, so in this work these two phases were fixed on
those values.

Taking into account the p — w mixing, the w — pm and p — prm transition

amplitudes can be written in the following way>3
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Gyw Gwpr Gvp 9vp Gupr | Gppm
A Ay = 7[1+_5<8)] +7[_ _E@ﬂ, (16)
—p p—p Dw(s) g% DP(S) gfﬁ)ﬂ
where
1/2 1/2
—Il, 3my Ty B(V — ete) 47Ty B(V — pm)
e(s) = 5757 lovyl = o lgver| = :
Des(s) = Dy(s) dma Wor(mv)

The superscript (0) denotes the coupling constants of the pure, unmixed state. The
Eq.(16) can be rewritten as follows

1 Lymi /myvo(V — 37) fvor(8)Cvpr(s,70)
Aw x + A T — T —— L L : )
—p pP—p /47TO[ V_pr DV(S) Wpﬂ'(mv)



where

Tvor(S)
)
erF (mV)

fer(S) =

(0) 3 +e—
- 9 N myl(p — ete™)
Tupn(s) =1+ gg&) (o) >1+ mil(w — ete)

e(s),

Gopr
Topr (S) = o e(s) = —¢e(s)

Gupn

If the p — 37 transition proceeds only via p — w mixing, that is g,(,(,),),r = 0, then

?uwp >~ —90° and almost does not depend on energy, besides

m?2 Ty Won(my) 7ppe(m,) Blp — ete™)
3r) ~ 3y M 2w Wor(Mp) Tppr(MMp '
olp = 3m) = o(w — 3m) m2 Ty Wpr (M) Twpr (M) B(w — efTe™)

For the v* — wn® transition amplitude, the model which gives satisfactory de-
scription of the relative phase between it and the A,.(s), Eq.(14), amplitude? was
used:

N ( ) 3 y \/m%FpB(p — €+ei)gpw7'r 4 Z va%/ \/m €i¢pv
wrl\S) =/ 7——
dra DP(S) V=p,p" DV (S) qEMT (mv)

where ¢,, = 0°, m, = 1480 MeV, ', = 790 MeV, o(p’ — wn’) = 86 nb, ¢, =
180°, m,» = 1640 MeV, T,y = 1290 MeV, o(p" — wr®) = 48 nb, ¢, = 0°,
9pwr = 16,8 GeV~! and

@ ()
PN 3

| R S =T .
r &)=L G )

V. CROSS SECTION MEASUREMENT

From the data in Table I, the cross section of the process ete™ — nt7 =70 can

be calculated as follows:

- Ngﬂ-(S)
7) = TEeCs) (18)

where N3, (s) is the number of selected eTe™ — 77~ 7%(y) events, IL(s) is the
integrated luminosity, £(s) is the function which takes into account the detection
efficiency and radiative corrections for the initial state radiation:

[ o3n(s, By)F(s, Ey)e(s, E,)dE,
£(s) = = : (19)

O3 (S)

Here E, is the emitted photon energy, F'(s, E,) is the electron “radiator” function?,

€(s, E,) is the detection efficiency of the process e™e™ — 777~ 7%(v,44) as a func-
tion of the emitted photon energy and the total energy in the eTe™ center of mass



system, o3, (s) is the theoretical energy dependence of the cross section given by
the equation (7).

To obtain the values of £(s) at each energy point, the visible cross section of the
process eTe” = 77770 (Ypad)

- Ngﬂ-(S)
- IL(s)

o,vis (S)

was fitted by theoretical energy dependence

o™ (s) = a3 (s)&(s).
The following logarithmic likelihood function was minimized:

vis i_Eh)Q

X2 — Z (Uz A_gaz 7

i 7

where i is the energy point number, A; is the error of the visible cross section g%,

In the fit the ¢, w’, w” meson parameters(the mass, width, branching ratios
of main decays ) was fixed at their values obtained in the SND experiments?”:2,
other parameters were fixed as follows o = 0, agr = 0, s1 = 0 and ¢, = D(s)
(®(my) ~ 163°). The Eq.(14) was written in the following form:

1 Tymi\/myo(V — 3m)  eitev
Apr(s) = (20)

= — + 0371'7
Varo Ve=w,pb.w w' DV(S) pr (mV>

where C5, is a complex constant.
The o(w — 37), T, and m,, were the free parameters of the fit. The &(s) values
were obtained from the approximation of the experimental data in several models:

l.o(p—=37)=0,Cs, =0

2. o(p — 3m) and ¢,,, are free parameters, Cs, =0
3. Cs is a free parameter, o(p — 37) =0

4. o(p — 3m), ¢, and Cs, are free parameters

The fits were also performed under the same assumptions, but with o(w’ — 37) =0
and o(w” — 37) = 0.

The values of £(s) actually do not depend on the applied model. The largest
model dependence, about 1.5 — 2%, was found at+/s from 800 to 840 MeV. Using
the obtained &(s) values, the cross section of the ete™ — 7F7~ 70 process was
calculated (Table IIT ). The systematic error of the cross section determination at

each energy point+/s is equal to

Osys = Oeff Sorp @ Umod(s) S?) Ubkg(s)-

Here ocpr = 2.7% at/s < 900 MeV and oerr = 4.1% aty/s > 900 MeV, o7, = 2%.
They are systematic uncertainties in the detection efficiency and integrated lumi-
nosity, which are common for all energy points. The model uncertainty c,,04(s)
was obtained from the difference of £(s) values determined for the models men-
tioned above. The error opkg(s) takes into account the inaccuracy (~ 60%) of the
background subtraction and depends on the beam energy.
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VI. THE ete™ — ntn~#° CROSS SECTION ANALYSIS.

The cross section measured in this work (Table III) was analyzed together with
the ete™ — 77~ 70 cross section measured by SND in the energy region,/s from
980 up to 1380 MeV?"2 and with the DM2 results of the eTe™ — 7tn~7° and
ete™ — wnTw™ cross sections measurements in the energy regiony/s from 1340 to
2200 MeV?5.

The ete™ — wtn~nY cross section was fitted by the expression (7). The eTe™ —
wn T~ process cross section was written in the following way:

0

2
1 Fw//mw// \/O' W’ = wrtr™ mw“ \/Wwﬂ'ﬂ' CVVP(S 7‘0) (21)

Ownm =
53/2 w7r7'r mw”)

DUJ”(S)

Here we have neglected the w’ — wnm contribution. To calculate B(w” — wmn),
we have assumed o(w” — wrr) = 1.5 o(w” — wrntn™).
The cross sections of the ete™ — 7t7~ 7% and wrt7~ processes, measured by

SND and DM2, were fitted together. The function to be minimized was

2 2 2 2
Xtot = X3n(SND) T X3n(DM2) T Xonn(DM2)>

where
2
NI (oéi”)(s) - agﬂ<s>>
3n(SND) = SND
LA
(DM2) 2
¥2 ( )Z(O'Ugw (5)—037r(5)>
3n(DM2) = DM?2
s AL ()
(DM?2) 2
2 _ Z C- Ownm ( ) - UWWF(S)
Xwﬂ'ﬂ'(DM2) A&?Tyg)( )
Here gi](\;?r;?M2)]( ) are the experimental cross sections, A are their uncertainties,

C is a coefficient which take into account the relative systematic bias between

SND and DM2 data. The errors AgiND) include both the statistical o4 and the

systematic errors: A(SND) = Ostat @ Tmod ® Opkg- In Ref.2 the C coefficient was

estimated to be C' = 1 54. In the analysis that follows we have fixed this coefficient
at 1 or 1.54.

In the fittings my,, Iy, o(w — 37), o(¢p = 37), Puwe, Mw, Lw, oW — 37),
My, Dy, o(w” — 3m) and o(w” — wrtn™) were the free parameters. The
approximations were performed under the following assumptions about the phase
space factor for the 777~ 70 final state:

1. 51 =0, asr =0;

2. s1 =1, as; = 0;

3.5 =0, a3y = —4 x 1076 MeV~2;
4. 51 =0, azgr =4 x 1076 MeV—2,
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The nonzero values of the a3, amplitude are the upper limits imposed on the 90%
confidence level by using the SND result reported in Ref.28. The approximations
were also performed without taking into account the contribution from the eTe™ —
wr? — 7T 7770 process, i.e. by assuming o3 = 0,r. The difference in the fit
results was included in the model uncertainty.

The fittings were performed under the following model parameters:
1.r0 =0, 0(p = 3m) = 0;

2. 79 =0, ¢, and o(p — 3m) are free parameters;

3. 0(p — 3m) =0, ro is a free parameter.

The results of the fits are shown in Table IV and in Fig.17, 18,19,20,21,22. In
the Table IV, x2, X?SND) (ngr(SND) = x2 + X?SND)) and Xgl) denote the y?2
values for the energy regions+/s below and above 970 MeV and in the energy range
880 <y/s5 < 970 MeV. The x? values in the first model (column 1 in the Table IV) is
too large and this model contradicts to the experimental data. The second and third
models (columns 2 and 3 in Table IV) are in agreement with the experimental data.
The x2,; value for the second model is less than for the third one. If o(p — 37),
¢up and 1o are the free parameters in a fit, then they are found to be equal to
o(p — 3m) = 0.11£5:8$ nb, ¢, = —136%12 degree and 7o = 0.2 + 0.3 GeV 1.
In this case the value of the range parameter ro turns out to be rather small and
consistent with zero. The value of x%,, for the second model is less than for the
third one, and vice versa the x2 for the third model is less than for the second. In
the energy range 880 <./s < 970 MeV (Fig.20) the fitted curves for the second and
third models exceed the experimental points in average by about 1.5 and 1 errors
respectively. The difference between models 2 and 3 is also seen in the energy
regionsy/s < 720 MeV andy/s > 1100 MeV (Fig.17 and 22). The Xfﬂrﬂ'(DM2) for the
third model increases by a factor of 2 in comparison with the second model. The
results of the eTe™ — wr™m™ cross section fits are shown in Fig.23. In case when
the form factors (15) are used, the theoretical curve poorly describes experimental
points at the left slope of the resonance . The CMD2 results of the eTe™ — wrT7™
reaction studies*! are also presented in Fig.23. These data agree better with the
second model.

If the relative bias between SND and DM2 measurements is not assumed, the
Xgﬂ(DM2) value is rather large: ngr(DM2)/Nfit = (37 + 40)/18. Here Ny is
the number of fitted experimental points (Table IV). A rather large scale fac-
tor C' = 1.54 is required to concert the SND and DM2 data, and in this case
ng(DMQ)/Nfit = (22+27)/18. In order not to guess about relative systematics be-
tween the SND and DM2 experiments, the fits described above were redone assum-
ing C' = 1, but without taking into account ete~™ — 77~ 7" cross section measured
in DM2 experiments. (Table V). The parameters my, [, and o(w” — wrtm™)
were obtained from the fitting to the cross section ete™ — wrtn™ reported by
DM2, and my, Iy, o(w — 37), o(w” — 371) were obtained by using SND data
only. In this case the first model (column 1, Table V) agrees with experimental
data, but agreement is significantly better if the fits are performed in the second
or third models (columns 2 and 3 in Table V). The x?, value for the third model
is slightly bigger than for the second one. In this approach the fitted curve is in
conflict with the DM2 measurenment of the ete™ — 77~ 70 cross section (Fig.24).
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VII. DISCUSSION

Comparison of the ete™ — 77~ 70 cross section obtained in SND experiments
with other results!?-819:10,15,16 ig shown in Fig.25,26,27 and 28. The DM1 results'”
are in agreement with the SND measurements. The ND results®1? agree with SND
data in the energy region+/s < 930 MeV, while fory/s > 930 MeV ND points lay
on about two errors lower than SND ones. In the vicinity of the w resonance peak
(/s =~ 780 MeV) the SND cross section exceeds the CMD2 measurements'?, while
in the ¢ meson energy region the SND and CMD?2 results!®!¢ are in agreement.

The w meson parameters m,,, Iy, o(w — 37) were measured through study of
the ete™ — w77~ 70 cross section. The w meson mass was found to be

my, = 782.79 £ 0.08 £ 0.09 MeV.

Here the systematic error is related to the accuracy of the VEPP-2M energy scale
calibration by resonant depolarization method, 0.04 MeV, and to the model un-
certainty, 0.08 MeV. The SND measurement in comparison with the results of
experiments!0:42:43,:6:4417 and the world average value m,,! is shown in Fig.29. SND
result is in agreement with the CMD2 measurement!'?, and differs from world av-
erage by about 1.3 standard deviations. The maximum difference, about 3.4 stan-
dard deviations is between the SND result and the Crystal Barrel measurement
m,, = 781.96 £ 0.2143,
The following value of the w meson width was obtained:

', =8.68+0.04£0.15 MeV.

The systematic error is related to the model dependence and to the accuracy of
energy determination. The comparison of this value with the results obtained in
Ref.10:42,7:9,6,17.5 and with PDG world average value! is shown in Fig.30. The SND
result agrees with other measurements.

The parameter o(w — 37) was found to be

o(w — 37) = 1615+ 9 £ 57 nb.

The systematic error includes the systematic uncertainties in the detection efficiency
and luminosity determinations, 55 nb in total, and the model dependence 13 nb.
The comparison of the obtained value with other experimental results'®%9:6:17:5 and
with PDG world average' is shown in Fig.31. The SND result exceeds the central
values of the majority of the previous measurements. It differs by less than one
standard deviation from the results in Ref.”?:5, by about 1.4 standard deviations
from the DM1 measurement'?, by 2 standard deviations from the OLYA result®
and PDG world average o(w — 37) = 1484 4 29 nb. The difference from the most
precise measurements, done by CMD2!% and SND, is about 2.5 standard deviations.

Using the SND result o(w — 7%v) = 155.84+2.74+4.8 nb?", the ratio of the partial
widths of the w — 7%y and w — 37 decays was calculated

I'(w — 7%)

= 0.097 £ 0.002 £ 0.005
I'w — 3m)

This value agrees with PDG world average! and with other experimental
results*® 744546 (Fig.32).

Using o(w — 37), measured in this work, the SND result of the w — 7%y decay
study®” and PDG world average value B(w — 777 ~) = 0.017040.0028, the partial
width of the w — ete™ decay and the w meson main decays branching ratios were
obtained:

I(w— ete™) = 0.653 £ 0.003 +0.021 keV,
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B(w —eTe™) = (7.5240.04 +0.24) x 1075,
B(w — 37) = 0.8965 & 0.0016 =+ 0.0048,

B(w — 7°v) = 0.0865 % 0.0016 = 0.0042.

Comparison of these results with PDG data' is presented in Table .VI. The value of
B(w — eTe™), calculated by using SND data, exceeds the world average by about
2 standard deviations (by 8%).

The efe™ — nt7n 7% and eTe”™ — wnTn~ cross sections analysis show that
the data cannot be described by a sum of w, ¢ mesons and two w’, w” resonances
(model 1). The data can be satisfactory described with the model 3, which takes
into account form factors (15), with constrained partial widths growth with energy.
The range parameter of this form factors was found to be

ro = 2.5 45 +0.5 GeV '

This agrees with expected vector meson effective “radius”: 2.5-3 GeV~! 47. The
second error is due to model dependence. The model 2, which takes into account
the v* — p — 37 transition, also satisfactory describes the experimental data. For
parameters of this model, the following values were obtained:

o(p — 3m) = 0.112 £55 +£0.038 nb,

bup = —135+15 £9 degree.

Here the systematic error is due to model uncertainty. The above given o(p — 3m)
value corresponds to the branching ratio B(p — 37) = (1.01 -3¢ £0.34) x 10~%.
Assuming that the p — 37 transition proceeds via the p —w mixing mechanism, the
following values of the v* — p — 37 process parameters are expected: ¢, ~ —90°
and o(p — 37) = 0.05 — 0.07 nb. The o(p — 3m) value obtained in the analysis
agrees with the expected one, while ¢, differs from the expected value by about
two standard deviations.

In general, the model 2 seems to be more preferable than the model 3 due to the
following considerations. The full data set for the ete™ — 7nt7 70 and wrtn™
cross sections is in somewhat better agreement with the second model. Approxi-
mation of the ete™ — wr™n™ cross section with the third model is poor (Fig.23).
The ¢,,4 phase value, obtained by the fit in the second model agrees with the the-
oretical prediction ¢4 = ¥(my) &~ 160°39, while the phase ¢,,4, obtained by using
the third model, exceeds the expected value (Fig.34). But, unfortunately, available
experimental data are insufficient to make a strict conclusion about observation of
the p — 37 decay.

The parameter o(¢ — 37) was found to be

o(¢ — 3m) = 657+ 10 + 37 nb.

The systematic error includes the systematic uncertainties in the detection effi-
ciency and luminosity determinations, 33 nb in total, and the model dependence
17 nb. This value agrees with the results of our previous analysis?”:2. The SND
result agrees also with other measurements!6:15:818:17:14,12.11 and with PDG world
average®® (Fig.33).

The fit within the models 2 and 1 (Tables IV and V) gave the result

Puwp =163 £3+6 degree.
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The systematic error is related to model dependence. The obtained result is in
agreement with the theoretical prediction (Fig.34) ¢, = ¥(s),¥(mgy) = 163°,
which takes into account the ¢ — w mixing3®. The fits with the model 3 (column 3
in Tables IV and V) gave the result ¢, = 190 £ 5+ 10 degree, which exceeds the
theoretical prediction.

The conventional view on the OZI suppressed ¢ — w7~ 7 decay is that it
proceeds through ¢ — w mixing, i.e. in the wave function of the ¢-meson, which is
dominated by s quarks, there is an admixture of v and d quarks:

|9 >~ 00 > +e40w® >, [V >=55, W >= (uT+ dd)N2,

€pw ~ 0.051s p—w mixing parameter. An alternative to the ¢—w mixing is the direct
decay. In Ref.49:36:34.50,51 it was shown that there are no serious reasons to prefer
the ¢ —w mixing to the direct transition, and methods of determination of the ¢ —
atr~ 7Y decay mechanism were suggested. In particular it was proposed in Ref.?!
to analyze the I'(¢ — eTe™)/T'(w — ete™) ratio. In this work the B(w — ete™)
based mainly on the SND data was obtained, and in the Ref.2” the B(¢ — eTe™)
was measured by SND. We performed the analysis of the ¢ and w mesons lepton
widths ratio based on the SND data only. To improve the accuracy of B(¢ — ete™)
determination, the SND results of the ¢ — u*p~ decay studies®® were used. The
average of these measurements/B(¢ — ete~)B(¢ — ptp~) = (2.934+0.11) x 10~*
agrees with B(¢ — ete™) = (2.93 £ 0.15) x 107 27. Assuming B(¢ — ete™) =
B(¢ — ptu~), one gets B(¢p — ete™) = (2.93 4 0.09) x 10~%. The ratio of the
leptonic widths is equal to

_T(p—eter)

Reve- = =1.89 £0.08
ete INw—ete)

On the other hand this ratio can be written in the following form:

m 31 (0) (0)
Reve- = <—w>
mg

94 + €¢wyo
(0) (0)

Using the obtained R +.- value, equation (22) and the nonrelativistic quark model

prediction:

2
. (22)

Gy — 5¢wg»y¢

ﬁ =2 (fvz\/a_m%/>7

féo) gyv
the ¢ — w mixing parameter €4, ~ 0.06 was obtained. On the other hand, taking
into account the equation ge¢pr = gg;)ﬂ + £¢wg£0p)ﬂ, and assuming gég))ﬂ = 0 and

gﬁso)ﬂ = Gupr, We found €4, ~ 0.06. Here g, r and gg,» coupling constants were

calculated by using the SND results obtained in this work and in Ref.2”, the phase
space factors W, (my,) and W, (mg) were calculated assuming s; = 0 and as, = 0.
In this case the SND data agree with the ¢—w mixing dominance in the ¢ — 77~ 7°
decay.

The ratio f£°>/f;0) = —/2 is valid if 9(0, my-) wave function of the ¢ bound state

at the origin behaves like [1)(0,my)|* o< m$,, that is corresponds to the Coulomb-
like nonrelativistic potential. But experimental data on the vector mesons p, w,
¢, J/¢, YT(15) leptonic widths support the [(0,my)|? o< m} behavior. Indeed,
according to Ref.?3:

_ 167>
DV = e¥em) = 2= CF [(0,my) 1,
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where Cy is the mean electric charge of the valence quarks inside the vector meson

V(C2=1/2,C2 =1/18, C3 = 1/9, Cg/q/j = 4/9, C?r(ls) = 1/9). In the case
of [¢(0,my)|? o« m%, and in the absence of the mixing, the following ratios are

expected:

I(p—=ete):T(w—ete):T(p—=efe) : T(J/p —ete”) :T(T(1S) » ete) =
=C):C2:03:C5,,:Chpg =45:05:1:4:1 (23)

Using the SND I'(w — ete™) and I'(¢ — eTe™) values and the world average for
the T(p — ete™), ['(J/Y — eTe™) and T(Y(1S) — ete™)!, we have found:

I(p—=ete):T(w—ete):T(p—=efe”) : T(J/p = ete”) : T(T(1S) = ete) =
=52+0.2:0.495+0.025:0.93 +£0.05: 3.98 £ 0.032: 1, (24)

This ratios agree with the expected (23). If [1(0,my)|> o< mi,, then ffjo)/féo) =

—/2my,/me and by using Eq.(22) g4, &~ 0.015 can be obtained. In this case the

coupling constant of the direct ¢ — 77~ 70 decay gg;)ﬂ ~ 0.7 - ggpr is required to

describe the experimental value of B(¢ — 3w), indicating the direct transition as
the main mechanism of the decay.
The following w’ parameters were obtained from the fits (Table IV and V):

My = 1400 + 50 £ 130 MeV,
[y = 870 £508 £450 MeV,

o(w —31)=4.9+1.0+1.6 nb.

The w’ decays mostly into 777~ 7" and its electronic width is I'(w’ — eTe™) ~ 570
eV. The w” parameters were found to be

My = 1770 £ 50 £ 60 MeV,
Ty = 490 £3% +£130 MeV,
o(w” = 31) =54423943.9 nb,

oW = wrtn™)=194044+0.6 nb.

The w' resonance decays with approximately equal probability into 777~ 7% and
wrm: B(w” — 371) ~ 0.65, B(w” — wnm) ~ 0.35 and it has the electronic width
I'(w” — ete™) ~ 860 eV. The second errors shown above are due to the model
uncertainty and possible bias between the SND and DM2 measurements. The w’
and w’ parameters, obtained in this work, are somewhat different from those ob-
tained in our previous analysis®. In particular, the «’ and w” full widths values
decrease a little. This difference is attributed to the fact that a new data for the
ete™ — 7m0 cross section below 1 GeV were added in the fits. Of cause, the
obtained values are not precise measurements, they should be considered as rather
approximate estimation of the w’ and w” resonances main parameters.

In the energy region 880 <./s < 970 MeV, experimental points deviate from
fitting curves (Fig.20). The difference can be attributed to inadequacy of the applied
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theoretical models, uncertainty of the w’ and w” resonances contributions. Maybe
more accurate consideration of the vector mesons mixing is required.

Analysis of the

Using the eTe™ — w7~ 70 cross section, obtained with SND detector in this work
and in Ref.2"2, the contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon,
due to the 77~ 70 intermediate state in the vacuum polarization, was calculated
via dispersion integral:

2 Smax
0, (375 < 1.38GeV) = (?H) / R(s)K(s) ;.

T 52

0

min

where $imaz = 1.38 GeV, $pmin = Mo + 2my, K(s) is the QED kernel,

olete” = nta=a%) - (1 — Ay(s) — Ax(s))?
olete — ptp~)

dra
3s

R(s) = Tem ) =

, ole

Here o(ete™ — mTn~nY) is the experimental cross section, A;(s) and Ap(s) are
corrections due to leptonic and hadronic vacuum polarizations. The A;(s) was
calculated according to Ref.?* and Ay (s) was obtained by using eTe~ — hadrons
total cross section.

The integral was evaluated by using the trapezoidal rule. To take into account the
numerical integration errors, the correction method suggested in Ref.?® was applied.
As a result we obtained:

a,(3mn/s < 1.38GeV) = (458 £ 2+ 17) x 107,

At present in BINP(Novosibirsk) the VEPP-2000 collider with the energy range
from 0.36 to 2 GeV and luminosity up to 1032 cm™2s71 (at/s ~ 2 GeV) is under
construction®®. The ete™ — 7770 process studies in the energy regiony/s < 2
GeV will be continued in future experiments with SND detector at this new facility.

VIII. CONCLUSION

The cross section of the process ete”™ — 7t7 7% was measured in the SND
experiment at the VEPP-2M collider in the energy region+/s below 980 MeV. The
measured cross section was analyzed in the framework of the generalized vector
meson dominance model together with the ete™ — 777 7% and wntn™ cross
sections obtained by SND and DM2 in the energy region 980 <./s < 2000 MeV.
The w-meson parameters: m,, = 782.79+0.08 £ 0.09 MeV, I',, = 8.68 £0.04 +0.15
MeV and o(w — 37) = 1615 £+ 9 & 57 nb were obtained.

It was found that the experimental data cannot be described by a sum of w,
¢, w' and w” resonances contributions. This can be interpreted as manifestation
of p — 37 decay suppressed by G-parity, with relative probability B(p — 37) =
(1.01 £-34 £0.034) x 10~%. The relative interference phase between the w and p
mesons was found to be equal to: ¢, = —135 +17 49 degree. These parameters of
the p — 37 decay are in agreement with the theoretical values expected from the
p — w mixing.

Analysis of the I'(¢ — eTe™)/T'(w — eTe™) ratio and ggpr and g,,r coupling con-
stants obtained in SND experiments indicates that the direct transition is preferable
to ¢ — w mixing as the main mechanism of the ¢ — 77~ 7" decay.

Using the eTe™ — 77~ 70 cross section, obtained with SND detector the contri-
bution to the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, due to the 77~ 7? inter-
mediate state in the vacuum polarization, was calculated: a,(37,/s < 1.38GeV) =
(458 £2 4 17) x 1071,
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TABLE 1. Event numbers Nz, of the ete™ — 777~ n%(y) process (after background
subtraction) and Nyig of background processes, integrated luminosity 1L and detection
efficiency €(s, E, = 0) (without y-quantum radiation). drqq is the radiative correction
[0raqa = &(s)/€e(s, Ey = 0), &(s) is defined via the expression (19)].

Vs (MeV) IL (nb™1) e(s,E, =0) Nsr Nikg drad
970 271.44+2.7 0.2544+0.0082 800+ 34 337 0.905
958 249.042.5 0.2544+0.0082 658+ 29 2745 0.918
950 276.84+2.7 0.2540+0.0086 727+ 32 3246 0.927
940 505.24+4.5 0.2585+0.0075 1203+ 41 53+10 0.937
920 510.14+4.1 0.2699+0.0075 1292+ 42 52+ 8 0.96
880 397.61+3.6 0.3268+0.0032 1596+ 49 61419 1.094
840 711.0£6.1 0.3341+0.0029 5928+ 88 96+15 1.356
820 329.043.0 0.3376+0.0022 54784+ 84 74£13 1.491
810.40 223.7+2.1 0.3384+0.0019 5989+ 86 27+ 5 1.463
809.79 67.8+0.8 0.3412+0.0012 1899+ 48 5t 1 1.464
800.40 235.61+2.2 0.3399+0.0014 116944121 40+10 1.319
799.79 53.6£0.7 0.3435+0.0013 2679+ 57 6E 2 1.308
794.40 160.8+1.6 0.3408+0.0012 13757+£129 19+ 4 1.165
793.79 54.8+0.7 0.3448+0.0010 5066+ 78 8t 1 1.148
790.40 136.3+£1.4 0.3414+0.0011 20228+157 15+ 4 1.036
789.79 58.8+0.7 0.3458+0.0010 9054+104 T+t 1 1.015
786.40 177.6£1.7 0.3420+0.0010 51265+251 27+ 5 0.895
786.18 20.4+0.4 0.3450+0.0037 6226+ 88 3£ 1 0.887
785.79 76.9+0.9 0.3466+0.0010 24876175 10+ 1 0.874
785.40 222.442.1 0.3422+0.0010 755314304 33+ 7 0.861
784.40 285.3+2.7 0.3424+0.0010 1118284371 34+ 5 0.830
783.79 78.1+0.9 0.3470+0.0010 33325+201 7+ 3 0.814
783.40 288.51+2.6 0.3424+0.0010 1221144387 80£10 0.804
782.90 122.3+1.2 0.3477+£0.0012 54830+261 40+ 7 0.794
782.79 85.2+0.9 0.3473+0.0010 37956217 16+ 3 0.792
782.40 300.942.7 0.3426+0.0010 127682+£397 36+14 0.785
782.13 15.1£0.3 0.3534+£0.0037 6452+ 89 4+ 2 0.781
781.79 372.5+3.3 0.3475+0.0010 155515+436 49417 0.777
781.40 220.44+2.1 0.3427+0.0010 85611+324 85410 0.773
780.40 169.2+1.6 0.3429+0.0010 56031+262 10+ 1 0.767
778.11 20.9+0.4 0.3534+£0.0031 4344+ 72 8t 4 0.767
780.79 131.9+1.3 0.3477+£0.0010 48230+£241 42+ 6 0.769
779.90 114.7£1.2 0.3457+0.0014 34860207 14+ 5 0.766
779.79 44.7£0.6 0.3478+0.0010 13099+126 1+ 1 0.766
778.40 159.6+1.6 0.3432+0.0011 34568207 21+ 3 0.767
77779 79.2+0.9 0.3483+0.0010 14700£134 10+ 4 0.768
774.40 162.2+1.6 0.3439+0.0012 14157£131 21+ 6 0.779
773.79 65.1+0.8 0.3492+0.0010 49524+ 78 10+ 1 0.781
770.40 253.5+2.3 0.3445+0.0013 10959+116 33+ 7 0.792
769.79 45.9£0.6 0.3500+0.0011 1656+ 44 10+ 1 0.794
764.40 222.842.1 0.3455+0.0015 42424 71 31+ 7 0.806
763.79 40.2+0.6 0.3512+0.0013 724+ 30 5t 1 0.808
760.40 208.24+2.0 0.3461+£0.0017 2658+ 57 19+ 6 0.814
759.79 43.5£0.6 0.3520+£0.0014 576+ 28 7+ 3 0.815
750.40 174.6£1.7 0.3479+0.0021 1008+ 37 26+ 7 0.826
749.79 52.2+0.7 0.3541+£0.0018 251+ 18 14+ 5 0.828

720 584.14+5.0 0.3563+0.0069 652+ 30 60+ 8 0.848

690 174.4+1.6 0.3526+0.0069 58+ 11 21+ 5 0.860

660 281.14+2.5 0.3575+0.0070 40+ 11 29+ 4 0.862

630 120.1£1.2 0.3532+0.0068 0£ 5 14+ 3 0.865

600 90.6+0.9 0.3298+0.0066 -2+ 6 15+ 4 0.868
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580 12.7£0.2 0.3561£0.0069 2+ 4 2+ 1 0.867

560 11.2+0.2 0.3369+0.0068 -1+ 1 1+ 1 0.867
540 12.1£0.2 0.3156£0.0067 -4+ 2 4+ 2 0.867
520 7.2£0.2 0.2866£0.0065 0 0 0.861
500 8.0£0.2 0.2278+0.0060 0+ 1 1+ 1 0.856
480 13.4+0.2 0.2030+£0.0058 0 0 0.852
440 6.2+0.1 0.0183+£0.0019 0 0 0.820

TABLE II. The ratio of the cross sections, obtained by using different methods of
background subtraction. Nz, is the number of the ete™ — 37 events obtained by fitting
the two-photon invariant mass spectra. o(1) — the cross section measured in the approach
when background was calculated according to Eq.(1), o® — the cross section measured by
using the two-photon invariant mass spectra analysis.

Vs (MeV) N3 0(1)/0(2)
750 1350442 0.9954+0.034
720 700432 0.99940.054
690 66+11 0.95610.209
660 17£10 2.562+1.114
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TABLE III. The ete™ — 77~ 7% cross section. omoq is the model uncertainty, oprg is
the error due to background subtraction, oess @ o7z — the error due to uncertainty in the
detection efficiency and integrated luminosity determination (3.4% at+/s < 900 MeV and
4.5% fory/s > 900 MeV), 0sys = Teff B 011 B Tmod(s) B ovig(s) is the total systematic
erTor.

Vs(MeV) o(nb) Obkg(nb) Omoa(nb) Cesf ® orr(nb) Osys(nb)
970.00 12.82+ 0.70 0.32 0.05 0.58 0.66
958.00 11.33+ 0.64 0.28 0.05 0.51 0.58
950.00 11.17+ 0.62 0.29 0.06 0.50 0.58
940.00 9.83+ 0.41 0.26 0.05 0.44 0.52
920.00 9.82+ 0.39 0.24 0.04 0.44 0.50
880.00 11.22+ 0.36 0.26 0.03 0.38 0.46
840.00 18.77+ 0.33 0.18 0.21 0.64 0.70
820.00 32.93% 0.58 0.27 0.34 1.12 1.20
810.40 53.84+ 1.01 0.15 0.41 1.83 1.88
809.79 55.81+ 1.60 0.09 0.42 1.90 1.95
800.40 110.424 1.82 0.23 0.42 3.75 3.78
799.79 111.09+ 2.98 0.15 0.41 3.78 3.80
794.40 215.25+ 3.91 0.18 0.31 7.32 7.33
793.79 233.54+ 5.48 0.22 0.32 7.94 7.95
790.40 419.31+ 8.24 0.19 0.56 14.26 14.27
789.79 437.91£10.55 0.20 0.37 14.89 14.89
786.40 943.63+19.81 0.30 1.45 32.08 32.12
786.18 998.92+24.90 0.29 0.61 33.96 33.97
785.79 1068.391+23.36 0.26 0.86 36.33 36.34
785.40 1154.29422.45 0.30 1.91 39.25 39.29
784.40 1382.69+21.80 0.25 2.44 47.01 47.08
783.79 1514.974+22.99 0.19 0.74 51.51 51.51
783.40 1542.584+17.29 0.61 2.16 52.45 52.50
782.90 1627.56+18.88 0.71 0.32 55.34 55.34
782.79 1624.77+20.43 0.41 0.47 55.24 55.25
782.40 1584.21+17.63 0.27 2.59 53.86 53.93
782.13 1552.85+40.68 0.58 0.46 52.80 52.80
781.79 1550.801+21.87 0.29 0.44 52.73 52.73
781.40 1470.94425.52 0.88 2.49 50.01 50.08
780.79 1369.11+28.77 0.72 0.51 46.55 46.56
780.40 1261.061+-28.76 0.14 2.18 42.88 42.93
779.90 1146.89428.79 0.28 0.43 38.99 39.00
779.79 1098.85+30.58 0.05 0.40 37.36 37.36
778.40 822.81+21.45 0.30 1.52 27.98 28.02
778.11 765.41+20.01 0.85 0.23 26.02 26.04
77779 693.08+19.36 0.28 0.23 23.56 23.57
774.40 325.90+ 7.86 0.29 0.69 11.08 11.11
773.79 278.72+ 7.87 0.34 0.08 9.48 9.48
770.40 158.58+ 3.36 0.29 0.37 5.39 5.41
769.79 129.74+ 4.55 0.47 0.06 4.41 4.44
764.40 68.48+ 1.58 0.30 0.26 2.33 2.36
763.79 63.43+ 2.87 0.26 0.06 2.16 2.17
760.40 45.38+ 1.18 0.19 0.13 1.54 1.56
759.79 46.144+ 2.34 0.34 0.06 1.57 1.61
750.40 20.12+ 0.78 0.31 0.08 0.68 0.76
749.79 16.40+ 1.22 0.55 0.04 0.56 0.78
720.00 3.69+£ 0.19 0.20 0.01 0.13 0.24
690.00 1.10£ 0.21 0.24 0.00 0.04 0.24
660.00 0.46+ 0.13 0.20 0.00 0.02 0.20
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630.0 < 0.34 (90% CL)
600.0 < 0.53 (90% CL)
580.0 < 1.36 (90% CL)
560.0 < 0.44 (90% CL)
540.0 < 1.21 (90% CL)
520.0 < 1.3 (90% CL)
500.0 < 0.96 (90% CL)
480.0 < 0.99 (90% CL)
440.0 < 24.7 (90% CL)

TABLE IV. Fit results for the e"e™ — 77~ 7% and wn ™7~ cross sections. The column
number N corresponds to the different models for the A,, amplitude. Ny, is the number
of fitted points. The first error is statistical, the second error shows the difference in the
fit results due to various assumptions about the ete™ — 777~ 7% reaction dynamics and

relative systematics between the SND and DM2 measurements.

N 1 2 3

M, MeV 782.75+0.08 782.72+0.08 782.71+0.08
I, MeV 8.60+0.0440.01 8.73+0.0440.02 8.63+0.04
o(w — 37), nb 16094741 1624+10+5 161047 +3
o(¢ — 37), nb 645+6+4 6454+7+6 658+8+7
buwe, degree 1614244 163+5+4 1874446
ro, GeV ™! 2.6+5:540.2
My, MeV 1358420445 1460425470 1410430460
I/, MeV 500485480 11204553 +200 617440495
o(w — 37), nb 5.743440.5 3.740.7+0.4 5.04£0.240.4
My, MeV 1808455420 1760450440 175042046
I, MeV 807+£5904+213 5404253 +50 373450415
o(w” — 3m), nb 1.4840.40+0.46 2.440.740.9 2.740.441.3
o(w” = wrta™), nb 1.5440.30+0.45 1.840.440.5 2.240.340.4
o(p = 3m), nb 0.13£9:9540.02

buwp, degree -137+41447

X2 /Nyt (80+120)/49 (56--62) /49 (45+50) /49
XEU /Ny (21+46)/6 (13.6+-16.4) /6 (7.3+11.3)/6
X(sp) /N it (66+-92)/67 (49+-56) /67 (58+67)/67
Xar(parz)/Nrit (22+37)/18 (22+44)/18 (27+42)/18
X2 mn(pMmzy/ N (11+15)/18 10/18 (23+26)/18
Xiot/Nit (182+-260) /152 (137+170) /152 (156=-180) /152
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TABLE V. Fit results for the ete™ — 7t7 7% and wr 7~ cross sections. The DM2

data for ete™ — «

+

7~ were not used. The column number N corresponds to the

different models for the A, amplitude. Ny;; is the number of fitted points. The first
error is statistical, the second error shows the difference in the fit results due to various

assumptions about the ete™ — 7

+ 0

T

reaction dynamics.

N 1 2 3

M, MeV 782.76+0.08 782.72+0.08 782.74+0.08
I, MeV 8.63+0.0440.01 8.71+0.0440.01 8.65+0.04
o(w — 37), nb 1608+7+1 1618+10+2 16124742
o(¢ — 37), nb 6531644 6524845 66510+8
buwe, degree 166+3+3 165+3+4 195+6+5
ro, GeV ™! 2.3+4:240.2
My, MeV 1273425428 138629460 130030430
I/, MeV 405+83+73 8274390 +186 595450450
o(w' — 37), nb 6.940.440.7 5.041.040.5 5.640.340.5
My, MeV 1819439+32 1773439 +£12 175842045
Iy», MeV 679+339+121 5054139435 345450410
o(w” — 3m), nb 5.64+2.0£1.1 5.741.740.6 7.6+1.6£1.6
o(w” — wrta7), nb 1.240.340.2 1.540.240.1 1.740.240.1
a(p — 37), nb 0.083+3:93$4+0.009

Pup, degree -134+1748

X2 /Nyt (60-+-63) /49 (52-55) /49 (40+-42) /49
XED /Ny (10+16.6)/6 (11.9+13)/6 (4.6+6.3)/6
X(sp) /Nt 69+74)/67 (51+52)/67 52+56)/67
XSW(D]VI2)/Nfit - - -
Xmn(prz)/N (11+14)/18 10/18 23/18
XZot/Nyit (139+149) /134 (112+118)/134 (115+120) /134

TABLE VI. Comparison of the w — 37, 7’ and eTe™ decays branching ratios obtained
by using the SND data with the world averages®.

SND

PDG-2002

B(w—ete)
B(w — 3m)
B(w — %)

(7.52+£0.24) x 10°°

0.8965 £ 0.0051

0.0865 £ 0.0045

(6.95 £0.15) x 10°°
0.8910 + 0.007
0.087 4 0.004
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FIG. 2. The 2, distribution in the ete™ — 77~ 7" events.
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FIG. 6. The angle between the normal to the production plane and e™e™ beam direction

for the ete™ — 77~ 7° events.
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FIG. 12. The experimental x3, distribution in the energy region/s > 870 MeV, fitted
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shown by the filled histogram.
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FIG. 14. The detection efficiency €(E,) dependence on the radiated photon energy E.,
for the ete™ — 71'+7r771'0(fy) events at+/s ~ m,,, obtained by simulation.
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FIG. 17. The ee™ — nt7n~ 70 cross section. Dots are the SND data obtained in this
work. Curves are results of fitting to the data in the model 2 (solid curve) and in the
model 3 (dashed curve).
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FIG. 18. The ete™ — w7~ 7" cross section. Dots are the SND data obtained in this
work; the curve is the fit result.
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FIG. 19. The ete™ — w7~ x° cross section. Dots are the SND data obtained in this
work; the curve is the fit result.
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FIG. 20. The eTe™ — w7~ x° cross section. Dots are the SND data obtained in this
work and in Ref.?"2. Curves are results of fitting to the data in the model 2 (solid curve)
and in the model 3 (dashed curve).
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FIG. 21. The ete™ — ntn~ 7% cross section. Dots are the SND data obtained in Ref.?";
the curve is the fit result.
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FIG. 22. The ete™ — ntn~n° cross section. Dots are the experimental data obtained
in Ref.?"2. Curves are results of fitting to the data in the model 2 (solid curve) and in the
model 3 (dashed curve).
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FIG. 23. The ete™ — wrm~ cross section. The results of the DM2? and CMD2*!
experiments are shown. Curves are results of fitting to the DM2 data in the model 2 (solid
curve) and in the model 3 (dashed curve).
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FIG. 24. The ee™ — 77~ 7° cross section. The results of the SND?"2 and DM2% are
shown.Curves are results of fitting to the data in the model 2. Dashed curve corresponds
to the fit under assumption that a relative bias between the SND and DM2 data exists
(DM2 data were scaled by a factor of C' = 1.54). Solid curve is the result of the fitting to
the SND data only.
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FIG. 25. The ratio of the ete™ — 77 7% cross section obtained in different experi-
ments to the fit curve. The shaded area shows the systematic error of the SND measure-
ments. The SND (this work), DM1'7, ND®'9 CMD2'° results are presented.
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FIG. 26. The ratio of the ete™ — 7Tn 7% cross section obtained in different exper-
iments to the fit curve. The shaded area shows the systematic error of the SND mea-
surements. The SND (this work and Ref.?"?) DM1'7, ND*' CMD2'*!6 results are

presented.
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FIG. 27. The ratio of the ete™ — 77 7% cross section obtained in different experi-
ments to the fit curve. The shaded area shows the systematic error of the SND measure-
ments. The SND?7, DM1'7, ND®9 CMD2'%1¢ results are presented.
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FIG. 28. The ratio of the ete™ — 77 7% cross section obtained in different experi-
ments to the fit curve. The shaded area shows the systematic error of the SND measure-
ments. The SND?™2 ND&1% CMD2'° results are presented.
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FIG. 30. The w meson width I'y, measured in this work (SND-03) and in

Ref 10:42,7,9,6,17,5

. The shaded area shows the world average value®.
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FIG. 31. The value of o(w — 37) measured in this work (SND-03) and in Ref.'®7:9:6:17:5
The shaded area shows the world average value!.
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FIG. 32. The ratio of the partial widths w — 7%y and w — 3, obtained in this work
(SND-03) and in Ref.*®74516  The shaded area shows the world average value'.
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FIG. 33. The value of o(¢ — 3m) obtained in this work (SND-03) and in
Ref.16:15:8,18,1T,14,12,11 = The shaded area shows the world average value according to the
year 2000 PDG table?®.
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FIG. 34. The phase ¢4 obtained in this work. The star and the dot indicate the phase
values obtained from the fit in the second and third models respectively. The shaded areas
show the expected energy behavior of the ¢.g phase®® for various values of the range
parameter 7rg.
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