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Abstract.

Recent results from BES and CLEOc experiments on hadrortregeopy and charmonium
decays using/y, ¢’ andy” data samples collected @e~ annihilation are reviewed, including
the observation 0K (1835 in J/y — ym"m n’, study of the scalar particles iy ¢ radiative and
hadronic decays, as well as ¥ hadronic decays, and the study of thert‘puzzle” inJ/y, ¢/,
andy” decays.
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1. INTRODUCTION

BESII [1] running at BEPC and CLEOc [2] running at CESR are the detectors
operating in ther-charm energy region, and have collected large data saraptdsar-
monium decays including 58 M/ events, 14 My’ events, and 33 plt data around
" peak at BESII, and 4 M)/ events, and 281 pt3 ¢/ events at CLEOc. To study
the continuum background in the charmonium decays, speatalsamples at center of
mass energy lower than thig¢ mass were taken both at BES|/$ = 3.65 GeV) and at
CLEOc (/s= 3.671 GeV), the luminosity are 6.4 pband 21 pb! respectively. These
data samples are used for the study of the hadron spectsoshe® decay properties
and the CKM matrix, as well as the charmonium decay dynamics.

In this paper, we focus on the search for the new resonancégyindecays, the
properties of the scalars frody  radiative and hadronic decays, and a new approach of
studying the scalars using, decays, and the extensive study of tipgrpuzzle” related
physics ind/y, ¢’ andy” decays.

It should be noted that the CLEOc detector is much better thaBESII detector,
especially in the photon detection, this makes its 4/Mevents data sample produces
results with similar precision as from 14 Y events from BESII.

2. OBSERVATION OF X(1835

The decay channel/y — yrtrn’, with n’ — ' n, or n’ — yp, is analyzed
using a sample of 58 10° J/y events collected with the BESII detector [3], to search
for the other decay modes of the possible existpgbound state as observed in
J/y — ypp process at BESII [4]. Figure 1 shows theé 71~ n’ invariant mass spectrum
for the combined)/y — ym"m n'(n’ — mtmn) andJ/Y — yr"m n'(n’ — yp)
samples. A clear peak is observed at around 1.835 GeVie spectrum is fitted with a
Breit-Wigner (BW) function convolved with a Gaussian massalution function (with
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o = 13 MeV/c) to represent thX (1835 signal plus a smooth polynomial background
function. The signal yield from the fit is 26454 events and the statistical significance
is7.70.

120

100

80

60

40

EVENTS/(20MeV/c?)

20

14 2.0 ) 2.6
+ -
M(rttn") (GeV/c)
FIGURE 1. Then'm n'invariant mass distribution for selectédy — yrmtmn'(n’ — mtmn,n —

yy) andJ/y — ymtm n’(n’ — yp) events. Dots with error bars are data, solid line is the fit| tre
dashed curve indicates the background function.

The mass 0K (1835) is measured to bl = 18337+ 6.1(stat) & 2.7(syst) MeV/c?,
the width isT = 67.7 4 20.3(stat) + 7.7(syst) MeV/c?, and the product branching
fraction isB(J/y — yX)-B(X — mrmn') = (2.240.4(stat) +0.4(syst)) x 10~4 The
mass and width of th& (1835 are not compatible with any known meson resonance
listed by PDG [5]. In Ref. [5], the candidate closest in masghe X(1835) is the
(unconfirmed) 27 n»(1870 with M = 1842+ 8 MeV/c®. However, the width of 225
14 MeV/2, is considerably larger than that of tX¢1835) (see also [6], where the 2
component in the rrmode of] /y radiative decay has a mass 18405 MeV/c and a
width 170+ 40 MeV/). Another candidate with mass close to %835 in PDG [5]
is the X(1860) observed in thgpp mass threshold in radiati® ¢y — ypp decays [4],
where a mass of 183§, MeV/c?, and width smaller than 30 MeVi@t 90% C.L. were
reported. It has been pointed out that xave BW function used for the fit in Ref. [4]
should be modified to include the effect of final-state-iat¢ions (FSI) on the shape of
the pp mass spectrum [7, 8]. By redoing tlSewvave BW fit to thepp invariant mass
spectrum of Ref. [4] including the Isospin ze®wave FSI factor of Ref. [8], BES
gets a masM = 1831+ 7 MeV/ (in good agreement with thé(1835) and a width
[ < 153 MeV/& at the 90% C.L. (not in contradiction with tixg1835)). There are also
theoretical arguments that the two stadg1835 andX (1860, are indeed one particle,
and is app bound state [9, 10], however, other possible interpretatf theX (1835
that have no relation to thpp mass threshold enhancement are not excluded. Further
information about theX (1835 and X (1860), especially better precisions on the mass
and width measurements and the determination of the spity-@ae strongly desired
before concluding the nature of the states.
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3. SCALAR PARTICLES IN J/¢ AND xco DECAYS

The study of the scalars are very important in two aspecsxperiment, there are still

controversies about the resonance parameters of thesg; statl in theory, it is still hard

to incorporate all the experimental results in a self-cetesit picture. The reason for the
former is somewhat due to the techniques used in extradii@ghysics information

from the experimental data, namely, the partial wave amafyBNVA) was extensively

used in the analyses, but sometimes it is rather arbitrargt wdsonance need to be
included in the complicated fit with a few ten and even morentbae hundred free

parameters. The reason for the latter, in part is due to thietii@at the experimental

results may not all be reliable, and the complexity in the lemergy QCD domain

that the higher order terms neglected may not be small, amaniRing of the states

in principle is hard to be considered completely.

3.1. Radiative and hadronicJ/( decays

Using the world largesi/ data sample ire"e~ annihilation experiment, BES
studied the scalars decay into pair of pseudoscakarst(, n°m°, KtK— andKIKY)
in J/ radiative decays as well as recoiling againgt@ anw [11, 12, 13, 14]. The full
mass spectra and the scalar part in them are shown in Fig. 2.

From the analyses, BES sees significant contributions pérticle inwrmtm and
wKTK~, and also hintinp 7" . Two independent partial wave analyses are performed
onwrr" i data and four different parameterizations of themplitude are tried, all give
consistent results for the pole, which is at(541+ 39) — (2524 42) MeV/c?. There
is also events accumulation in the law m mass inyr m mode, most probably
due to the contribution of the, however, there is no attempt to analyze the structure
at BES, one possible reason is the presentation of the hugeytoaind fromp°n®.
Nevertheless, the coupling of tleewith a photon ind/( decays is an important piece
of information for the understanding of the nature of thetipka, a better detector with
more statistics may want to measure it. A measurement ofdbenance parameters
of o using the BESIlY/ — J/y@m" i data gives similar pole position as measured in
J/Y — ot [15].

Strongfp(980) is seen inp " T~ and K"K~ modes, from which the resonance pa-
rameters are measured toMe= 965+ 8(stat) = 6(syst) MeV/c?, g; = 165+ 10(stat) +
15(syst) MeV/c? andgy/g; = 4.21+ 0.25(stat) 4- 0.21(syst), whereM is the mass, and
01 andgy are the couplings terrrandKK respectively if thefo(980) is parameterized
using the the Flatté’s formula. The productionfgf980) is very weak recoiling against
anw or a photon, which indicatess is the dominant componentin it.

The @t data also show a strong scalar contribution at around 1.4/6eW
is due to the dominanty(1370 interfering with a smallerfo(1500 component. The
mass and width offp(1370) are determined to bé/l = 1350+ 50 MeV/c® andl" =
265+ 40 MeV/c. In yrtt i, a similar structure is observed in the same mass region,
the fit yields a resonance at mass 1466(stat) + 16(syst) MeV/c? with width of
108 17(dtat) + 21(syst) MeV/c?, possibly thefo(1500), and the contribution from the
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FIGURE 2. The invariant mass distributions of the pseudoscalar mpaos recoiling againsb, ¢, or
yin J/ decays measured at BESII. The dots with error bars are tiataptid histograms are the scalar
contribution from PWA, and the dashed lines in (a) througtate contributions o from the fits, while
the dashed line in (d) is th&(980). Notice that not the full mass spectra are analyzed in (g)aid ().
Results in (e) are preliminary, otherwise are published.

fo(1370 can not be excluded. The production {1370 and fp(1500 in yKK is
insignificant. _

The K™K~ invariant mass distributions fropKK and wK*K~, the " in-
variant mass distributions fromrrtm—, and @t show clear scalar contribution
around 1.75 GeV/k Two states are resolved from the bump, oneg€l710 with
M ~ 1740 MeV/& andl" ~ 150 MeV/& which decays td&KK mostly, and one possi-
ble new statefo(1790 with M ~ 1790 MeV/& andl" ~ 270 MeV/& which couples
to rrrrstronger than t&KK. However, the existence of the second scalar particle needs
confirmation: the signal observed @ty (1790 is rather in the edge of the phase space,
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and the reconstruction efficiency of tigedecreases dramatically as the momentum of
the @ decreases thus the momentum of the kaon fgodecays is very low and can not
be detected. Furthermore, there are wide higher mass statas above 2 GeVas
observed inyrrt i (Fig. 2e) andyKK [5], whose tails may interfere with thig(1710)
and produce structure near the edge of the phase space.

The use of these measurements for understanding the natheeszalar particles can
be found in Refs. [16, 17, 18, 19], where thay decay dynamics and the fractions of
the possiblgg and glueball components in the states are examined.

3.2. Pair production of scalars inxe — mrm KTK™

Partial wave analysis gfo — m" m K™K~ is performed [20] using produced in
Y’ decays at BESII. In 14 M producefl events, 1371 — yXc0, Xco — T 1T KTK™
candidates are selected with around 3% background coradiomin

Fig. 3(a) shows the scatter plotkf K~ versusit it~ invariant mass which provides
further information on the intermediate resonant decay esoir (17 )(KTK™)
decay, while Fig. 3(b) shows the scatter plotkof 71~ versusK ~ ™ invariant masses
for the resonances with strange quark.

Besideg mm)(KK) and (K ) (Km) modes,(KmmmK mode which leads to a measure-
ment ofK1(1270K andK1(1400K decay processes is also included in the fit. The PWA
results are summarized in Table 1. From these results, vieertbiat scalar resonances
have larger decay fractions compared to those of tensodssach decays provide a
relatively clean laboratory to study the properties of aalsuch asy(980), fo(1370),
fo(1710), and so forth. The upper limits of the pair production of tlcalar mesons
which are less significant are determined at the 90% C.L. to be

BXeo — T0(1370 fo(1370) B[ fo(1370 — " 11| B[ 61370 — KTK ] < 2.9x 104,
BXeo — To(1370) fo(1500) 2 fo(1370) — " 18| fo(1500 — KTK ] < 1.8 x 1074,
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FIGURE 3. The scatter plots of (K"K~ versusmt i~ and (b)K* 7~ versusK 7" invariant mass
for selected))’ — Y X0, Xco — TTH 1T KTK™ events.
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BXe0 — fo(1500) fo(1370)] 2 fo(1500 — 1" 11| 8[£61370 — KTK ] < 1.4x 1074,
BXeo — f0(1500) fo(1500)] 2] fo(1500 — 11" 1118 fo(1500 — KK ] < 0.55x 107,
BXco — fo(1500) fo(1710] %] fo(1500 — 1" 11 |8 fo(1710 — KK ] < 0.73x 10°%.

TABLE 1. Summary of thexeo — m"m KK~ results, whereX represents the
intermediate decay modes't is the number of fitted events, and s.s. indicates signal

significance.
Decay mode N fit Branching ratio (10~%) s.s.
(X) BlXo = X = mHm KTKT]
f0(980) fo(980) 27.9+8.7 3.46+1.08"133 5.30
5(980) fo(2200 77.1+130 842+1.42°15 710
f0(1370 fo(1710) 60.6+15.7 7.12+185'328 6.50
K*(892)°K*(892)° 645+ 135 8.09+1.69" 55 7.10
K¢ (1430K (1430 8294188 1044+ 23733 7.20
K (1430K3(1430 + c.c. 6204121 8.49+1.66' 132 8.70
K1(1270 7K~ +c.c,
K1(1270 — Kp(770) 683+ 134 9.32+1.83"18 8.60
K1(1400 7K~ +c.c,,
K1(1400 — K*(892)r  19.7+8.9 <119(90% C.L.) 270

The above results supply important information on the ustdeding of the natures
of the scalar states [21].

3.3. Comments on the PWA

PWA is extensively used in extracting physics informatiami the experimental data,
all the information listed above in this section is from PVM&hile we know the PWA
uses the information in the full phase space for physicsystodhat it is more powerful
than working in one dimension (invariant mass, for exameieg bit higher dimension,
it suffers from too many free parameters and other techpicdilems.

First of all, the experimental data are all affected by thigdiresolution in momentum,
energy, or direction measurement, this was not considaredrrent analyses; secondly,
the parametrization of the resonance, especially the vagernance, still have room to
improve. Finally, the effect of the imperfect simulationtbe detectors is hard to be
considered in a fit with a few ten or even more free parameidrsse effects may not
be significant when the statistics is low, however, as thestitss increases, all these
effects will possibly produce significant fake signals. Himahandle these, if not now,
at least in the near future, should be studied since highriagily experiments will be
soon available.

Studying the papers dealing with the PWA, it is found that important information
are missing in most of the analyses, which are the goodrfef#tsamd the correlation
coefficients between the fit out parameters.

In many of the analyses, the comparison to the alternatisexfé given to show the
fit is the best among all the fits tested, however this doesumntagtee the fit used in the

Hadron Spectroscopy from BES and CLEOc July 7, 2018 6



analysis is reliable, just like a fit to a Gaussian using a 2ddigpolynomial is better than
using a straight line, but does not mean the fit is acceptablgive the goodness-of-fitis
not easy in case of PWA since the fitting function is alwayywemplicated. A possible
way is to supply a simplg? test in one or multi-dimension as has been done in Ref. [20],
although not perfect, it shows the reader a feeling how thiegtribes the data. Another
possible way is try to use toy Monte Carlo to get the expecistdloution of thex? or the
likelihood after generating many MC samples using the fitgarameters as input, and
compare with the one got from the fit to the data — this may be &rbe consuming,
however, it is more reliable since the detector effects ansiclered.

The parameters from the fit are generally correlated, ance8oras, some variables
are highly correlated, in this case, only reporting the dred error is not enough. This
is extremely important when there are two nearby resonanitesstrong interference,
they are anti-correlated and one component will increaseréhse) as the other decrease
(increase) to make the total contribution unchanged. N#gig this in the theoretical
analysis will also be dangerous. Another effect of the dati@n is the significance of
the signal may be affected strongly, that is, a declaredfgignce may not be as high
as that determined when there is no correlation, and vicgaver

4. “pmmPUZZLE” IN VECTOR CHARMONIA DECAY

From perturbative QCD (pQCD), it is expected that btly andy’ decaying into light
hadrons are dominated by the annihilatiorcofnto three gluons or one virtual photon,
with a width proportional to the square of the wave functidribee origin [22]. This
yields the pQCD “12% rule”,

%p/—m %w’ewe*

= = ~ 12% 1
Qn %J/w%h %J/w%@e* @)
A large violation of this rule was first observed in decaysptw and K**K~ +c.c.
by Mark 1l [23], known asthe p puzzle, where only upper limits on the branching
fractions were reported i’ decays. Since then, many two-body decay modes apthe
have been measured by the BES collaboration and recentheb@ltEO collaboration;
some decays obey the rule while others violate it [24, 25].

The extension of the above rule @’ is straightforward, in the same scheme, one

would expect
By sh By ere

[ = = ~1.9x 1074 2
Qh '%J/L,U%h '%J/L,U%e*e* @)
As the ¢’ data samples are available both at BESII and CLEOc, the lséar¢he
decays ofp” into light hadrons was performed. Sing# is above the charm threshold, it
is expected the dominant decays of it is to charmed mesos, jrawever, large fraction
of charmless decays qf” is expected ify” is a mixture ofS- andD-wave charmonium
states and the mixing is responsible for the “12% rule” wiolain J/¢ andy’ decays.
The above two rules may be tested by the large data samplégiof)’, andy” at both

BESII and CLEOc.
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4.1. Y — pr1T current status

The prtmode of the vector charmonia decays is essential for thdyssince this is
the first puzzling channel found iy ¢y andy/’ decays. The new measurements, together
with the old information, show us a new picture of the charmondecay dynamics.

411 /¢ —

BESII measured thd/y¢ — mtm m° branching fraction using it§/y and ¢/ —
J/ymtm data samples [26], and BARBAR measured the same branclaotidin us-
ing J/y events produced by initial state radiative (ISR) eventgst 10.58 GeV [27].
Together with the measurement from Mark-11 [23], we get aghé&d average of the
B/ Y — 1) = (2.00+0.09)%.

To extract thel /¢ — pmrbranching fraction, PWA is needed to consider the possible
contribution from the exciteg states, the only available information on the fraction of
prin 3/ — mtm m® was got at Mark-I1l. Using the information given in Ref. [28]

we estimate%(‘?}(i/_‘f’nﬁ?) o) = 1.17(1+ 10%), with the error from an educated guess

based on the information in the paper since we have no aceeke tovariant matrix
from the fit showed in the paper. From this number and#(d/y — " n°) got
above, we estimat&?(J/ Y — pr) = (2.344+0.26)%. This is substantially larger than
the world average listed by PDG [5], which(i%.27+ 0.09)%.

412. ¢ - mrm

Y’ — prrwas studied both at BESII [29] and CLEOc [25]. After selegtiwo charged
pions and two photons, clea’ signals are observed in the two photon invariant mass
spectra, the numbers of signals are found to be 229 and 186BESII (shown in left
plot of Fig. 4 as an example) and CLEOc respectively, and thadhing fraction of
@' — mtm 0 is measured to bEl8.1+1.8+1.9) x 10 °and(18.8712+1.9) x 10°°
at BESII and CLEOc respectively. The two experiments giselts in good agreement
with each other. The Dalitz plot af/ — " 1° events (right plot of Fig. 4) shows
very different signature from that df/ ¢ — " 1° decays, there are lots of events in
the center part of the Dalitz plot in the former case, whileha latter, almost all the
events are in th@ mass region and there is almost nothing in the center of thiézDa
plot.

To extract the branching fraction gf — p, however, BESII uses a PWA including
the high masgp states and the interference between them, while CLEOc sdhet
number of events by applying @ mass cut. The branching fraction from BESII is
(5.1+0.7+1.1) x 10~5, while that from CLEOc i$2.47384-0.2) x 105, the difference
is large. Although big difference exist between BESII and=Cic results exist, these do
mean tha)/ — prsignal exists, rather than the signal is completely misasgas been
guessed before. If we take a weighted average neglectirdiftaeence between the two
measurements, we g&t(y/' — pm) = (3.1+0.7) x 10°°.
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FIGURE 4. Two photon invariant mass distribution (left) and the Dafitot (right) after final selection
for BESII ¢/ data. The histograms are data, and the curves show the best fit

ComparingZ(y/' — pm) with Z(J/@ — pm), one gets

_ B —pm)
B/ — pm)

The suppression compared to the 12% rule is obvious.

Qon = (0.13+0.03)%.

413. ¢ > mm

It has been pointed out that the continuum amplitude playsrgortant role in
measuringy” decays into light hadrons [30]. In fact, there are two issuesd to be
clarified in " decays, that is whethay”” decays into light hadrons really exist, and if
it exists, how large is it. By comparing the cross sections'af- — rrt m ni° at they”
resonance peak/(s= 3.773 GeV) and at a continuum energy poigty= 3.65 GeV
at BESIl and 3671 GeV at CLEOc) below thgy’ peak, both BESII and CLEOc found
thato(ete” — mmm ) at continuum is larger than that gt’ resonance peak. The
average of the two experiments [31, 32] are

olete - mm m)on=75+1.2ph

o(ete” — mm ) of = 13.7+£2.6 ph

The difference, after considering the form factor variato@tween 3.65 and 3.773 GeV,
is still significant, and it indicates there is an amplitud® ¢’ decays which interferes
destructively with the continuum amplitude, which makes ¢noss section at thgy”
peak smaller than the pure contribution of continuum preces

For thep mmode, BESII can only give upper limit of its cross section tluthe lim-
ited statistics of the data sample, the upper limit at 90%.Gs found to be 6.0 pb [31]
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at they” peak, which is in consistent with the measurement from CLES»g a much
larger data sampler(e" e~ — pm)on= 4.4+ 0.6 pb [32]; while the cross section at the
continuum is 80117+ 0.9 pb measured by CLEOc.

To extract the information on thg¢g” — pr branching fraction, BESII developed a
method based on the measured cross sectios’ aesonance peak and at the con-
tinuum [31]. By neglecting the electromagnetic decay atagé of ¢/”, there are two
amplitudes contribute to the cross section at fepeak, the strong decay amplitude
of ¢/ and the continuum amplitude. Taking the continuum ampditas a real number,
the ¢ strong decay amplitude is described as one real numberdantgnitude, and
one phase betweapt’ strong and electromagnetic decays to describe the relahiase
between the two amplitudes. Since only two measurementavait@able (aty” peak
and at continuum), one can only extragt decay branching fraction as a function of
the relative phase. BESII measurement on the upper limheéte — prrcross sec-
tion aty” peak, together with the CLEOc measurement of the continuasscsection
restrict the physics region of the branching fraction arelréative phase as shown in
Fig. 5(left). From the Figure, we see that the branchingiwaof ¢/ — pris restricted
within 6 x 10-% and 24 x 10~3, and the phase is betweerl 50> and—20°, at 90% C.L.

Physical region of §” - p1t y

-180 -160 -140 -120 -100 80 -60 40 -20 0

Phase between ¢~ Srong and EM decays
FIGURE 5. Physicsregion os8(y"” — pm) and the relative phase betwegti strong and electromag-
netic decays from BESII (left); and the illustration of thestsolutions iny” decays (right)OA represents
the continuum amplitude§B or OC represents the peak amplitudes, &BandAC are the two solutions
for the resonance decay amplitudesis the relative phase between continuum amplitude andpthe
strong decay amplitude, including the relative ph@ased the relative phase between continuum gfid
Breit-Wigner amplitudes.

The observation of thee~ — pr signal aty” peak and the measurement of the
cross section [32] at CLEOc further make the physical regiothe branching ratio
and relative phase plane smaller: the CLEOc measuremesg gigimilar out bound of
the physical region as BES gives, while also indicates tmerakpart of the physical
region in Fig. 5(left) is not allowed by physics. By using & tdonte Carlo to simulate
the CLEOc selection criteria and the interference betwesonmance and continuum
amplitudes, we found that thg’” — prbranching fraction could be eith€2.1+0.3) x
1073 or (2.4733) x 107° from the CLEOc measurements, if the relative phase between
g strong and electromagnetic decay amplitudes ®° as observed id/y and ¢/
decays [33].
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The reason why there are two solutions §étrdecays can be understood as illustrated
in Fig. 5b. If we take the continuum amplitude as a real numibexan be shown as
a vector along the real axis in the complex plane, the tomdsisection at)” peak
only gives the magnitude of the total amplitude and it is sh@s a circle in the plot,
the amplitude of they” decays, represented by a vector connecting the end of the
continuum amplitude and the end of the total amplitude maxeh&o cross points
with the circle, representing the two solutions of & decay amplitudes, and thus
the branching fractions. Only in some very special casesetis only one solution. The
angle between the continuum amplitude and ¢edecay amplitudes is shown in the
plot asa, it is the sum of the relative phagebetween the strong and electromagnetic
decays ofy”, and the phase from Breit-Wigner function for € resonance. It can be
seen that, the two solution only happens when the crosseaticontinuum is larger
than or equal to that ap” peak; otherwise, there is only one solution, agiin— pm
case. However, as in physics, there is only gifedecay branching fraction, there must
be a way to extract thgy” decay branching fraction experimentally, this could be enad
possible if one more data sample is taken at a different gn@omt, for example, in
the shoulder of they” resonance; furthermore, if one even wants to get the value of
the relative phase, one more data point is necessary. Ih totget concrete physics
information on they” decay branching fraction, at least data samples at fouzrdifit
energy points are needed, better have one point far fromefwance, so that it gives
absolute measurement of the continuum amplitude.

Based on current data samples, one gets

A" — pm)
B/ — pm)

to be compared with the pQCD prediction of 0.019%ffis pureD-wave charmonium.

= (9.0+1.6)% or (0.107533)%,

/
Qpr[:

4.2. Other studies and comments

There are many more new measurementgpomecays for the extensive study of
the “12% rule” [24, 34, 25], among which the Vector-Pseuddesc (VP) modes are
measured at first priority. The ratios of the branching fraxg are all suppressed for
these VP modes compared with the 12% rule. The multi-hadimtemand the Baryon-
antibaryon modes are either suppressed, or enhanced, mahavhich are very hard
to categorize simply. The various models, developed farpreting specific mode may
hard to find solution for all these newly observed modes.

The ¢’ decays into light hadrons were searched for in varigdisdecay modes,
including VP and multi-hadron modes [32, 35]. However, adhly comparison between
the cross sections at continuum and thosg/aresonance peak are given, instead of
giving the ¢ decay branching fractions. In current circumstances, stilsnot clear
whether they” decays into light hadrons with large branching fractiomsges, as has
been shown in thp T case, there could be two solutions for the branching fracand
the two values could be very different.
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As the luminosity at they” peak is large enough, current study is limited by the low
statistics at the continuum: at CLEOc, the luminosity attowum is more than an order
of magnitude smaller than that at peak, this prevents frongla recision comparison
between the cross sections at the two energy points. Onéusomt we can draw from
the existing data is that the measurements do not contrastictthe assumption that
the relative phase betweepl’ strong and electromagnetic decay amplitudes is around
—90°, and theyy” decays into light hadrons could be large.

The study of thepr puzzle betweer’ andJ/ decays and the charmless decays of
¢ should not be isolated as they were sid¢ey, ¢ andy” are all charmonium states
with very similar quantum numbers, and it is expeajécdndy’” are the mixtures of @
and DD states [36]. In developing models to solve one of the probléhe others should
also be considered. There have been a few models developmalifg this line or can
be easily extended to all these three states, likeSthend D-wave charmonia mixing
model [36], theDD re-annihilation ing” [37], the four-quark component ig” [38],
and survivakc in ¢/ [39], and so on. Experimentally testable predictions arkeovee
for validating the models.

One further observation is that many of the attempts to pné&trthep it puzzle are
based on the potential models for the charmonium which weveldped more than 20
years ago, as the B-factories discovered many new charmostiates [40] which are
hard to be explained in the potential models, it may indiextn the properties df/ ¢,

Y andy” are not as expected from the potential models. The furthéenstanding of
the other high mass charmonium states may shed light on therstanding of the low
lying ones.

5. SUMMARY

There are many new results on hadron spectroscopy from #rencimium decays from
BES and CLEOc experiments. While many analyses supply nmboenhation on the
known states like the light scalar particles to understédwedniature of them, there are
also new observations which may indicate there are stilletbing unexpected in the
low energy regime such as the possible existing baryoniuma.decay properties of the
vector charmonium states, although have been studied foe than three decades, is
still far from being understood, one extreme example is g puzzle” inJ/yY andy/
decays. Further studies of all these are expected from ti&1B& BEPCII which will
start its data taking in 2007.
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