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Using a data sample of 921.9 fb−1 collected with the Belle detector, we study the process of eþe− →
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− þ c:c: via initial-state radiation. We report the first observation of a vector charmoniumlike
state decaying toDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− þ c:c:with a significance of 5.9σ, including systematic uncertainties. The
measured mass and width are ð4625.9þ6.2

−6.0 ðstatÞ�0.4ðsystÞÞMeV=c2 and ð49.8þ13.9
−11.5 ðstatÞ�4.0ðsystÞÞMeV,

respectively. The product of the eþe− → Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− þ c:c: cross section and the branching fraction of

Ds1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K− is measured from the DsD̄s1ð2536Þ threshold to 5.59 GeV.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103

In the past decade, measurements of the exclusive cross
sections for eþe− annihilation into charmed or charmed-
strange meson pairs above the open-charm threshold have
attracted much attention [1–10]. These open-charm final
states are dominantly produced from the Okubo-Zweig-
Iizuka (OZI)-allowed strong decays of excited vector
charmonium states (ψ states). A comprehensive study of
the exclusive eþe− cross sections to various open-charm
final states could help one to understand the couplings of
these ψ states, and extract their resonant parameters.
Many additional Y states with JPC ¼ 1−− with masses

above the open-charm threshold have been discovered in
the last 14 years [11–19]. It has been noticed that the Y
states above the open-charm threshold do not appear
explicitly as peaks either in the total hadronic cross section
or in the exclusive eþe− cross sections to open-charm final
states [20] [the only vector charmoniumlike states which
reveal themselves as peaks at threshold are the Yð4630Þ and
Yð4220Þ observed in the Λþ

c Λ̄−
c and πþD0D�− final states,

respectively [21,22]]. In eþe− → Y → πþπ−J=ψ and
πþπ−ψð2SÞ [Y ¼ Yð4260Þ, Yð4660Þ] processes, events
in πþπ− mass spectra tend to accumulate at the f0ð980Þ
nominal mass, which has an ss̄ component. Thus, it is
natural to search for Y states with a ðcs̄Þðc̄sÞ quark
component. As mentioned in Ref. [23], bound states of
DsD̄s mesons, e.g., DsD̄s1ð2536Þ, can appear as a result of
f0ð980Þ exchange. Unfortunately, open-charmed-strange
production associated with these Y states has not yet been
observed.
In this Letter, we perform a measurement of the exclusive

cross section for eþe− → Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−ðDs1ð2536Þ− →

D̄�0K−=D�−K0
SÞ as a function of center-of-mass (C.M.)

energy from theDþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− mass threshold to 5.59GeV

via initial-state radiation (ISR) [24]. In this process, a
charmoniumlike state decaying to Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− is
observed for the first time. The data used in this analysis
correspond to 921.9 fb−1 of integrated luminosity at C.M.
energies of 10.52, 10.58, and 10.867 GeV collected by the
Belle detector [25] at the KEKB asymmetric-energy eþe−
collider [26,27].
We use PHOKHARA [28] to generate signal Monte Carlo

(MC) events, determine the detector efficiency, and optimize
selection criteria for signal events. Generic MC samples of

ϒð4SÞ → BþB−=B0B̄0, ϒð5SÞ → Bð�Þ
s B̄ð�Þ

s , and eþe− →
qq̄ðq ¼ u; d; s; cÞ at ffiffiffi

s
p ¼ 10.52, 10.58, and 10.867 GeV

with four times the luminosity of data are used to study
possible backgrounds.
We fully reconstruct the ISR photon γISR, Dþ

s , and
K−=K0

S, but do not reconstruct the D̄�0=D�−. Since the
D̄�0=D�− decays are not reconstructed, the detection effi-
ciency for the eþe−→Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−ð→D̄�0K−=D�−K0
SÞ

process is greatly improved. For the measurement of
the eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− cross section, we determine
the invariant mass spectrum of Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−
(MðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ), which is equivalent to the mass
recoiling against γISR (MrecðγISRÞ). Here, MrecðγISRÞ is

calculated using MrecðγISRÞ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðPC:M: − PγISRÞ2

q
, where

PC:M:. and PγISR are the four-momenta of the initial eþe−

system and the ISR photon, respectively. However, the
energy resolution of γISR is very poor due to its high energy.
We constrain the recoil mass of the γISRDþ

s K−=γISRDþ
s K0

S to
the nominal mass of the D̄�0=D�− meson [29] to improve the
resolution for the ISR photon for events within the D̄�0=D�−
signal region. Before applying the mass constraint, the mass
resolution of the MðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ system is about
180 MeV=c2. As a result of the constraint, the mass
resolution is significantly improved, to about 5 MeV=c2.
The Dþ

s candidates are reconstructed using eight decay
modes: ϕπþ, K̄�ð892Þ0Kþ, K0

SK
þ, KþK−πþπ0, K0

Sπ
0Kþ,

K�ð892ÞþK0
S, ηπ

þ, and η0πþ. We use the techniques of
Ref. [30] to reconstruct particles such as photons, charged
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pions and kaons, and K0
S. The ϕ, K̄

�ð892Þ0, and K�ð892Þþ
candidates are reconstructed in the KþK−, K−πþ, and
K0

Sπ
þ decay modes. The invariant masses of the K0

S, ϕ,
K̄�ð892Þ0, and K�ð892Þþ candidates are required to be
within 10, 10, 50, and 50 MeV=c2 of the corresponding
nominal masses [29] (>95% signal events are retained),
respectively.
The most energetic ISR photon is required to have

energy greater than 3 GeV in the eþe− C.M. frame.
Pairs of photons are combined to form π0 candidates.
The energies of the photons from π0 are required to be
greater than 50 MeV in the calorimeter barrel and 100 MeV
in the calorimeter end caps [31] in the laboratory frame.
The η candidates are reconstructed via γγ and πþπ−π0
decay modes. Photon candidates from η → γγ are required
to have energies greater than 100 MeV in the laboratory
frame. The reconstructed η candidates are then combined
with πþπ− pairs to form η0 candidates. The mass windows
applied for π0, η → γγ, η → πþπ−π0, and η0 candidates are
�12, �20, �10, and �10 MeV=c2, which are within
approximately 2.5σ of the corresponding meson nominal
masses [29]. After applying the mass window require-
ments, mass-constrained fits are applied to the π0, η, and η0
candidates to improve their momentum resolutions.
Before calculation of the Dþ

s candidate mass, a fit
to a common vertex is performed for charged tracks in
the Dþ

s candidate. After the application of the above
requirements, Dþ

s signals are clearly observed. We define
the Dþ

s signal region as jMðDþ
s Þ−mDþ

s
j< 12MeV=c2

(∼2.0σ). Here and throughout the text, mi represents
the nominal mass of particle i [29]. To improve the
momentum resolution of the Dþ

s meson candidate, a
mass-constrained fit to the Dþ

s nominal mass [29] is
performed. The Dþ

s mass sideband regions are defined
as 1912.34<MðDþ

s Þ<1936.34MeV=c2 and 2000.34 <
MðDþ

s Þ < 2024.34 MeV=c2, which are twice as wide as
the signal region. TheDþ

s candidates from the sidebands are
also constrained to the central mass values in the definedDþ

s
sideband regions. The Dþ

s candidate with the smallest χ2

from theDþ
s mass fit is kept. Besides the selected ISRphoton

and Dþ
s , we require at least one additional K− or K0

S
candidate in the event, and retain all the combinations
(the fraction of events with multiple candidates is 1.7%).
Figure 1(a) shows the sum of the recoil mass spectra

against the γISRDþ
s K− and γISRDþ

s K0
S systems after requir-

ing the events be within the Ds1ð2536Þ− signal region (see
below) in data. Due to the poor recoil mass resolution, the
D̄�0=D�− signal is very wide. The D̄�0=D�− signal compo-
nent is modeled using a Gaussian function convolved with a
Novosibirsk function [32] derived from the signal MC
samples,while the combinatorial backgrounds are described
by a second-order polynomial. The solid curve is the total fit;
the D̄�0=D�− signal yield is 275� 32. We define an
asymmetric requirement of −200<MrecðγISRDþ

s K−=K0
SÞ−

mD̄�0=D�− < 400MeV=c2 for the D̄�0=D�− signal region.

Hereinafter the D̄�0=D�− mass constraint is applied for
events in the D̄�0=D�− signal region to improve mass
resolution.
The recoil mass spectrum against the γISRDþ

s system
after requiring the events within D̄�0=D�− signal region is
shown in Fig. 1(b). A clear Ds1ð2536Þ− signal is observed.
The signal shape is described by a double Gaussian
function (all the parameters are fixed to those from a fit
to the MC simulated distribution), and a threshold function
is used for the backgrounds. The threshold function is
ðMrec − xthrÞαe½β1ðMrec−xthrÞþβ2ðMrec−xthrÞ2�, where Mrec is the
recoil mass of the γISRDþ

s ; the parameters α, β1, and
β2 are free; the threshold parameter xthr is fixed from
generic MC simulations. The fit yields 254� 36
Ds1ð2536Þ− signal events as shown in Fig. 1(b) [33]. We
define the Ds1ð2536Þ− signal region as jMrecðγISRDþ

s Þ −
mDs1ð2536Þ− j < 8 MeV=c2 (∼2.5σ), and sideband regions as
shown by blue dashed lines, which are three times as wide
as the signal region. To estimate the signal significance
of the Ds1ð2536Þ−, we compute

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−2 lnðL0=LmaxÞ

p
[34],

where L0 and Lmax are the maximized likelihoods without
and with theDs1ð2536Þ− signal, respectively. The statistical
significance of the Ds1ð2536Þ− signal is 8σ.
The Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− invariant mass distribution is
shown in Fig. 2(a). There is a significant peak around
4626 MeV=c2, while no structure is seen in the normalized
Ds1ð2536Þ− mass sidebands shown as the yellow histo-
gram. In addition, no peaking background is found in the
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− mass distribution from generic MC sam-
ples. We therefore interpret the peak in the data as evidence
for an exotic charmoniumlike state [35] decaying into
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−, called Yð4626Þ hereafter.
One possible background, which is not included

in the Ds1ð2536Þ− mass sidebands, is from eþe− →
D�þ

s ð→ Dþ
s γÞDs1ð2536Þ−, where the photon from the

D�þ
s remains undetected. To estimate such a background

contribution, we measure this process with the data
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FIG. 1. (a) The recoil mass spectrum against the γISRDþ
s K−=K0

S
system before applying the D̄�0=D�− mass constraint. The yellow
histogram shows the normalizedDs1ð2536Þ− mass sidebands (see
below). The red dashed lines show the required D̄�0=D�− signal
region. (b) The recoil mass spectrum against the γISRDþ

s system
in data. The yellow histogram shows the normalized Dþ

s mass
sidebands. The red dashed lines show the required Ds1ð2536Þ−
signal region, and the blue dashed lines show the Ds1ð2536Þ−
mass sidebands.
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following the same procedure as used for the signal
process. We require an extra photon with Eγ > 50 MeV
in the barrel or Eγ > 100 MeV in the end caps to combine
with the Dþ

s to form the D�þ
s candidate. The mass and

vertex fits are applied to the D�þ
s candidates to improve

their momentum resolution. In events with multiple can-
didates, the best candidate is chosen using the lowest χ2

value from the mass-constrained fit. The same D̄�0=D�−

signal region requirement onMrecðγISRD�þ
s K−=K0

SÞ and the
D̄�0=D�− mass constraint are applied as before in
eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−. In the recoil mass spectrum of
the γISRD�þ

s an excess of 28� 13Ds1ð2536Þ− signal events
with a statistical significance of 2.4σ is observed in the
Ds1ð2536Þ− signal region.
After requiring the Dþ

s K−=K0
S mass to be within the

Ds1ð2536Þ− signal region, the D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− invariant

mass distribution is shown in Fig. 2(b). Note that the
process eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− is a source of back-
grounds for the eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− when the Dþ
s

candidates are combined with low energy photons
to form D�þ

s candidates. From Fig. 2(b), no obvious
structure is observed. The normalized contribution
from eþe−→D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− to eþe− → Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−

is the cyan shaded histogram which is shown in

Fig. 2(a), and which is normalized to correspond to
Nobs

D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−εDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−=εD�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− events. Here

Nobs
D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− is the yield of eþe− → D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−

signal events in each MðD�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ bin in data

after subtracting the normalized Ds1ð2536Þ− sidebands
and the eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− background contribution,
and εDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− and εD�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− are the reconstruc-

tion efficiencies for eþe− → Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− and eþe− →

D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−, respectively, where the ratio of efficien-

cies is (1.00� 0.02). The yield of D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− after

background subtraction for the entire region in Fig. 2(b) is
(11.6� 3.6). A similar method is applied to estimate the
background contribution from eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−
to eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−.
We perform an unbinned likelihood fit simultaneously

to the MðDþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ distributions of all selected

Ds1ð2536Þ− signal candidates, the normalized Ds1ð2536Þ−
mass sidebands, and the eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− contri-
bution. The yields in the normalized Ds1ð2536Þ− mass
sidebands and the eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− contribution
are fixed in the fit. The following components are included
in the fit to theMðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ distribution: a resonance
signal, a nonresonant contribution, the Ds1ð2536Þ− mass
sidebands, and an eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− contribution. A
Breit-Wigner (BW) function convolved with a Gaussian
function (with its width fixed at 5.0 MeV=c2 according
to the MC simulation), multiplied by an efficiency func-
tion that has a linear dependence on MðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ
and the differential ISR effective luminosity [36], is
taken as the signal shape. Here the BW formula used has
the form [37]

BWð ffiffiffi
s

p Þ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
12πΓeeBfΓ

p
s −M2 þ iMΓ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Φ2ð

ffiffiffi
s

p Þ
Φ2ðMÞ

s
; ð1Þ

whereM is the mass of the resonance, Γ and Γee are the total
width and partial width to eþe−, Bf ¼ BðYð4626Þ →
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ × BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ is the
product branching fraction of the Yð4626Þ into the
final state, and Φ2 is the two-body decay phase space
factor that increases smoothly from the mass threshold
with

ffiffiffi
s

p
, respectively. A two-body phase space form is

also taken into account for the nonresonant contribu-
tion. The Ds1ð2536Þ− mass sidebands and the eþe− →
D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− contribution are parametrized with thresh-
old functions.
The fit results are shown in Fig. 2(a), where the solid

blue curve is the best fit, the blue dotted curve is the sum
of the backgrounds, the red dot-dashed curve is the fitted
result to the normalized Ds1ð2536Þ− mass sidebands,
and the violet dot-dashed curve is for the eþe− →
D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− contribution. The yield of the Yð4626Þ
signal is 89þ17

−16 . The statistical significance of the Yð4626Þ
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FIG. 2. (a) The Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− invariant mass spectrum for

eþe− → Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−. (b) The D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− invariant mass
spectrum for eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−. All the components
including those from the fit to the Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− invariant mass
spectrum are indicated in the labels and described in the text.
Note that the cyan shaded histograms in the top/bottom show
the Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−=D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− invariant mass spectrum

from D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−=Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− background contribution
after applying the requirements to reconstruct eþe− →
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−=eþe− → D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−.
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signal is 6.5σ, calculated from the difference of the
logarithmic likelihoods [34], −2 lnðL0=LmaxÞ ¼ 50.4,
where L0 and Lmax are the maximized likelihoods without
and with a signal component, respectively, taking into
account the difference in the number of degrees of freedom
(Δndf ¼ 3). The parametrization of the nonresonant con-
tribution is the dominant systematic uncertainty for the
estimate of the signal significance. Changing the two-
body phase space form to a threshold function parametrized
by

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
M − xthr

p
or a two-body phase space form plus a

threshold function, the Yð4626Þ signal significance is
reduced to 5.9σ. We take this value as the signal signifi-
cance with systematic uncertainties included. The fitted
mass and width for the Yð4626Þ are ð4625.9þ6.2

−6.0ðstatÞ�
0.4ðsystÞÞ MeV=c2 and ð49.8þ13.9

−11.5ðstatÞ�4.0ðsystÞÞMeV,
respectively. The value of Γee × BðYð4626Þ →
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ × BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ is obtained
to be ð14.3þ2.8−2.6ðstatÞ � 1.5ðsystÞÞ eV. The systematic
uncertainties are discussed below.
The eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− cross section is extracted
from the recoil mass spectrum against the γISRDþ

s
system. The product of the eþe−→Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− dressed
cross section (σ) [38] and the decay branching fraction
BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ for each Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− mass
bin from threshold to 5.59 GeV=c2 in steps of 20 MeV=c2

is computed as

σðeþe−→Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−ÞBðDs1ð2536Þ−→ D̄�0K−Þ

¼ NDs1ð2536Þ−
fit

dL× ½ΣiðεD̄�0K−

i ×BiÞþR
D�−K0

S

D̄�0K− ×ΣiðεD
�−K0

S
i ×BiÞ�

; ð2Þ

where NDs1ð2536Þ−
fit is the yield of fitted Ds1ð2536Þ− signal

events after subtracting the eþe− → D�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−

background contribution in data, dL is the effective

luminosity [36], ΣiðεD̄�0K−

i ×BiÞ and ΣiðεD
�−K0

S
i × BiÞ

are the sums of the product of the reconstruction
efficiency and branching fraction for each Dþ

s decay mode
(i) in Ds1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K− and Ds1ð2536Þ−→D�−K0

S,

and R
D�−K0

S

D̄�0K− ¼BðDs1ð2536Þ−→D�−K0
SÞ=BðDs1ð2536Þ−→

D̄�0K−Þ¼0.425�0.06 taken from Ref. [29]. The
values used to calculate σðeþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ×
BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ are summarized in
Supplemental Material [33]. In the fit to the recoil mass
spectrum of γISRDþ

s combinations in each Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−

mass bin, the Ds1ð2536Þ− signal shape is fixed to that from
the overall fit, as shown by the blue solid curve in Fig. 1,
and a threshold function is used for the backgrounds. The
resulting σðeþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ × BðDs1ð2536Þ− →
D̄�0K−Þ value as a function ofMðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ is shown
in Fig. 3 with the statistical and systematic uncertainties
discussed below summed in quadrature.

The sources of systematic uncertainties for the cross
section measurement include detection-efficiency-related
uncertainties, branching fractions of the intermediate states,
fit uncertainty, resonance parameters, the MC event gen-
erator, eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− background contribution,
mass resolution as well as the integrated luminosity.
The detection-efficiency-related uncertainties include those
for tracking efficiency (0.35%/track), particle identification
efficiency (1.1%/kaon and 0.9%/pion), K0

S selection effi-
ciency (1.4%) [40], π0 reconstruction efficiency (2.25%/π0)
and photon reconstruction efficiency (2.0%/photon). The
above individual uncertainties from different Dþ

s decay
channels are added linearly, weighted by the product
of the detection efficiency and Dþ

s partial decay width.
These uncertainties are summed in quadrature to obtain the
final uncertainty related to the reconstruction efficiency.

Uncertainties for Dþ
s decay branching fractions and R

D�−K0
S

D̄�0K−

are taken from Ref. [29]; the final uncertainties on the Dþ
s

partial decay widths are summed in quadrature over the
eight Dþ

s decay modes weighted by the product of the
efficiency and the Dþ

s partial decay width. Systematic
uncertainties associated with the fitting procedure are
estimated by changing the order of the background poly-
nomial and the range of the fit. The deviations from
nominal fit results are taken as systematic uncertainties.
Changing the values of mass and width of Ds1ð2536Þ− by
1σ [29] in eachMðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ bin has no effect on the
fits. Thus, the uncertainty from the resonance parameters
can be neglected. The PHOKHARA generator calculates
the ISR-photon radiator function with 0.1% accuracy
[28]. The uncertainty attributed to the generator can also
be neglected.
By fitting the Ds1ð2536Þ− mass spectrum in each

MðD�þ
s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ bin for eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−, we
find the signal yields are less than 1. In addition, the
Ds1ð2536Þ− signal from the eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− con-
tribution has a much poorer mass resolution according to

)2) (GeV/c
-

(2536)s1Ds
+M(D

4.5 5 5.5

 B
r 

(n
b)

× σ

0

0.1

0.2

)2-+

× 

FIG. 3. The product of the eþe− → Dþ
s Ds1ð2536Þ− cross

section and branching fraction BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ as a
function of MðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ; here the statistical and system-
atic uncertainties are summed in quadrature. Here, the correlated
systematic uncertainties from the detection efficiency, branching
fraction, and luminosity are not included.
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MC simulation. Therefore, the systematic uncertainty
associated with the eþe− → D�þ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− contribution
is neglected. The MC simulation is known to reproduce the
resolution of mass peaks within 10% over a large number of
different systems. The systematic uncertainty in the mass
resolution is estimated by comparing the yields when the
mass resolution is changed by 10%. The total luminosity is
determined to 1.4% precision using wide-angle Bhabha
scattering events. All the uncertainties are summarized in
Table I. Assuming all the sources are independent, we sum
them in quadrature to obtain the total systematic
uncertainties.
The following systematic uncertainties on the measured

mass and width for the Yð4626Þ, and the Γee×
BðYð4626Þ→Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ×BðDs1ð2536Þ−→ D̄�0K−Þ
are considered. The resultant systematic uncertainties
attributed to the mass resolution in the width and Γee×
BðYð4626Þ→Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ×BðDs1ð2536Þ−→ D̄�0K−Þ
are 0.3 MeV and 0.1 eV. By changing the nonresonant
background shape to a threshold function or to the sum of a
two-body phase space form and a threshold function, the
differences of 0.3 MeV=c2 and 3.9 MeV in the measured
mass and width, and 1.3 eV for the Γee×BðYð4626Þ→
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ×BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ, respectively,
are taken as systematic uncertainties. The uncertainty in the
efficiency correction from detection efficiency, branching
fractions of the intermediate states, and integrated lumi-
nosity is 4.9%. Changing the efficiency function by 4.9%
gives a 0.1 MeV=c2 change on the mass, 0.2 MeV on the
width, and 0.7 eV on the product Γee × BðYð4626Þ →
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ × BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ. Finally, the
total systematic uncertainties on the Yð4626Þ mass, width,
and Γee×BðYð4626Þ→Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ×BðDs1ð2536Þ−→
D̄�0K−Þ are 0.4 MeV=c2, 4.0 MeV, and 1.5 eV,
respectively.
In summary, the product of the eþe−→Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−
cross section and the decay branching fraction
BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ is measured over the C.M.
energy range from the Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− mass threshold
to 5.59 GeV for the first time. We observe the first

vector charmoniumlike state decaying to a charmed-
antistrange and anticharmed-strange meson pair
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− with a signal significance of 5.9σ with
systematic uncertainties included. The measured mass
and width are ð4625.9þ6.2

−6.0ðstatÞ�0.4ðsystÞÞMeV=c2 and
ð49.8þ13.9

−11.5ðstatÞ � 4.0ðsystÞÞ MeV, respectively, which are
consistent with the Yð4660Þ mass of ð4643�9ÞMeV=c2

and width of ð72� 11Þ MeV [29] within uncertainties.
The Γee×BðYð4626Þ→Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ×BðDs1ð2536Þ−→
D̄�0K−Þ is obtained to be ð14.3þ2.8−2.6ðstatÞ � 1.5ðsystÞÞ eV.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We thank the KEKB group for the excellent operation of
the accelerator; the KEK cryogenics group for the efficient
operation of the solenoid; and the KEK computer group,
and the Pacific Northwest National Laboratory (PNNL)
Environmental Molecular Sciences Laboratory (EMSL)
computing group for strong computing support; and the
National Institute of Informatics, and Science Information
NETwork 5 (SINET5) for valuable network support. We
acknowledge support from the Ministry of Education,
Culture, Sports, Science, and Technology (MEXT) of
Japan, the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science
(JSPS), and the Tau-Lepton Physics Research Center of
Nagoya University; the Australian Research Council
including Grants No. DP180102629, No. DP170102389,
No. DP170102204, No. DP150103061, and
No. FT130100303; Austrian Science Fund (FWF); the
National Natural Science Foundation of China under
Contracts No. 11435013, No. 11475187, No. 11521505,
No. 11575017, No. 11675166, No. 11705209,
No. 11761141009, No. 11975076; Key Research
Program of Frontier Sciences, Chinese Academy of
Sciences (CAS), Grant No. QYZDJ-SSW-SLH011; the
CAS Center for Excellence in Particle Physics (CCEPP);
the Shanghai Pujiang Program under Grant
No. 18PJ1401000; the Ministry of Education, Youth and
Sports of the Czech Republic under Contract
No. LTT17020; the Carl Zeiss Foundation, the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft, the Excellence Cluster Universe,
and the VolkswagenStiftung; the Department of Science
and Technology of India; the Istituto Nazionale di Fisica
Nucleare of Italy; National Research Foundation (NRF) of
Korea Grants No. 2016R1-D1A1B-01010135,
No. 2016R1-D1A1B-02012900, No. 2018R1-A2B-
3003643, No. 2018R1-A6A1A-06024970, No. 2018R1-
D1A1B-07047294, No. 2019K1-A3A7A-09033840, and
No. 2019R1-I1A3A-01058933; Radiation Science
Research Institute, Foreign Large-size Research Facility
Application Supporting project, the Global Science
Experimental Data Hub Center of the Korea Institute of
Science and Technology Information and KREONET/
GLORIAD; the Polish Ministry of Science and Higher
Education and the National Science Center; the Ministry of

TABLE I. Summary of the absolute systematic uncertainties
(σsys) on the product of eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− cross section
and the decay branching fraction BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ for
different MðDþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ bins.
Source σsys (pb)

Detection efficiency 0.0–8.1
Branching fractions 0.0–7.4
Fit uncertainty 0.5–36.2
Mass resolution 0.1–7.7
Luminosity 0.0–2.5
Quadratic sum 0.6–36.3

OBSERVATION OF A VECTOR CHARMONIUMLIKE STATE IN … PHYS. REV. D 100, 111103 (2019)

111103-7



Science and Higher Education of the Russian Federation,
Agreement 14.W03.31.0026; from 15.02.2018; the
Slovenian Research Agency; Ikerbasque, Basque
Foundation for Science, Spain; the Swiss National

Science Foundation; the Ministry of Education and the
Ministry of Science and Technology of Taiwan; and the
United States Department of Energy and the National
Science Foundation.

[1] G. Pakhlova et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 77,
011103 (2008).

[2] G. Pakhlova et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
092001 (2007).

[3] G. Pakhlova et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
100, 062001 (2008).

[4] G. Pakhlova et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 80,
091101 (2009).

[5] G. Pakhlova et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 83,
011101(R) (2011).

[6] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 76,
111105 (2007).

[7] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 79,
092001 (2009).

[8] P. del Amo Sanchez et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys.
Rev. D 82, 052004 (2010).

[9] D. Cronin-Hennessy et al. (CLEO Collaboration), Phys.
Rev. D 80, 072001 (2009).

[10] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
120, 132001 (2018).

[11] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,
142001 (2005).

[12] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
100, 102003 (2008).

[13] T. E. Coan et al. (CLEO Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 96,
162003 (2006).

[14] C. Z. Yuan et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 99,
182004 (2007).

[15] Z. Q. Liu et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 110,
252002 (2013).

[16] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
118, 092001 (2017).

[17] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
212001 (2007).

[18] X. L. Wang et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 99,
142002 (2007).

[19] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 96,
032004 (2017).

[20] T. V. Uglov, Y. S. Kalashnikova, A. V. Nefediev, G. V.
Pakhlova, and P. N. Pakhlov, JETP Lett. 105, 1 (2017).

[21] G. Pakhlova et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
101, 172001 (2008).

[22] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
122, 102002 (2019).

[23] M. Karliner and J. L. Rosner, Nucl. Phys.A954, 365 (2016).

[24] Throughout this analysis, for any given mode, the corre-
sponding charge-conjugate mode is implied.

[25] A. Abashian et al. (Belle Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum.
Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 479, 117 (2002); also see
Section II in J. Brodzicka et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys.
2012, 04D001 (2012).

[26] S. Kurokawa and E. Kikutani, Nucl. Instrum. Methods
Phys. Res., Sect. A 499, 1 (2003), and other papers included
in this Volume.

[27] T. Abe et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2013, 03A001 (2013)
and references therein.

[28] G. Rodrigo, H. Czyż, J. H. Kühn, and M. Szopa, Eur. Phys.
J. C 24, 71 (2002).

[29] M. Tanabashi et al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev. D 98,
030001 (2018).

[30] S. Jia et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 98, 092015
(2018).

[31] H. Ikeda et al. (Belle Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum.
Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 441, 401 (2000).

[32] The Novosibirsk function is defined as fðxÞ¼
exp½−1

2
ðln2ð1þΛðx−x0ÞÞ=τ2þτ2Þ� with Λ ¼ sinhðτ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

ln 4
p Þ=

ðσ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ln 4

p Þ. The parameters represent the mean (x0), the width
(σ) and the tail asymmetry (τ).

[33] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/
supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103, for the
recoil mass spectra against the γISRDþ

s system
in eþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−ð→ D̄�0K−Þ and eþe− →
Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−ð→D�−K0
SÞ and for a summary of the values

for the effective luminosity, the total reconstruction effi-
ciency, the number of fitted signal events, and the product of
the dressed cross section and the decay branching fraction
σðeþe− → Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ−Þ × BðDs1ð2536Þ− → D̄�0K−Þ in
each Dþ

s Ds1ð2536Þ− mass bin.
[34] S. S. Wilks, Ann. Math. Stat. 9, 60 (1938).
[35] S. Godfrey and N. Isgur, Phys. Rev. D 32, 189 (1985).
[36] E. A. Kuraev and V. S. Fadin, Yad. Fiz. 41, 733 (1985)

[Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 41, 466 (1985)].
[37] X. Y. Gao, C. P. Shen, and C. Z. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 95,

092007 (2017).
[38] The dressed cross section is σ ¼ σB=j1 − Πj2, where σB is

the Born cross section, and j1 − Πj2 ¼ 0.94 is the vacuum
polarization factor [39].

[39] S. Actis et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 66, 585 (2010).
[40] N. Dash et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,

171801 (2017).

S. JIA et al. PHYS. REV. D 100, 111103 (2019)

111103-8

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.011103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.011103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.092001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.092001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.062001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.062001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.091101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.091101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.011101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.011101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.111105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.111105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.092001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.092001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.052004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.052004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.072001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.072001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.132001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.132001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.142001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.142001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.102003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.102003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.162003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.162003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.182004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.182004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.252002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.092001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.092001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.212001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.212001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.142002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.142002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.032004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.032004
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364017010064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.172001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.172001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.102002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.102002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2016.03.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02013-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02013-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/pts072
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/pts072
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01771-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01771-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/pts102
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520200912
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520200912
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.092015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.092015
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(99)00992-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(99)00992-4
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.111103
https://doi.org/10.1214/aoms/1177732360
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.092007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.092007
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1251-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.171801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.171801

