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We search for the hadronic decay 7.(29) — 2(nt7

7) in the 9(3686) — ~n.(2S) radiative decay using

(27.1240.14) x 10® 1(3686) events collected by the BESIII detector at the BEPCII collider. No significant signal
is found, and the upper limit of B[1(3686) — vn.(25)]B[1.(2S) — 2(7 7 ~)]is determined to be 0.78 x 10~°
at the 90% confidence level. Using 1)(3686) — ~yX.. transitions, we also measure the branching fractions of
B[Xecs(s=0,1,2) — 2(m "7 7)], which are B[xco — 2(7 7 7)] = (2.127 £ 0.002 (stat.) £ 0.101 (syst.))%,
Blxe1 — 2(7T7n7)] = (0.685 £ 0.001 (stat.) & 0.031 (syst.))%, and Blxez — 2(7 7)) = (1.153 &

0.001 (stat.) & 0.063 (syst.))%.

I. INTRODUCTION

The 7.(2S5) state is the radial excited state of 7.(15) and
was first observed by Belle in B+ — K*7,(25) using the
decay 7.(2S) — KSK*xT [1]. Subsequently, this state
was confirmed in the two-photon process vy — 1.(295)
by BABAR [2, 3], CLEO [4], and Belle [5], and in the
double-charmonium production process e e~ — J/1)+cc by
Belle [6] and BABAR [7]. BESIII first observed the M1 transi-
tion process 1(3686) — y1.(25) using the 1.(25) — KK
decay mode [8]. Currently, there are only eight decay modes
of the 7.(2S5) observed experimentally, with the uncertainties
of all the measurements larger than 50%, and their summed de-
cay width is around 5% of the total decay width of 1.(2S) [9].
Therefore, searching for new decay modes is important for
understanding the 7.(2.5) nature.

The ratio of the branching factions for ¢(3686) and .J/1)
decaying to the same final states is predicted to be around
12% [11]. The 7.(2S) and n.(1S) are spin-singlet partners

of 1(3686) and .J/1, and the ratio of greF—pecrond i

predicted to be 12% [12] or 100% [13]. Using experimen-
tal data on 7.(2S) and 7.(1S5) decay to light hadron final
states, authors of Ref. [14] found that the results of most decay
modes differ from both of the two theoretical predictions, e.g.,

Bn.(2S)=KKn] __ +0.10 .
Bl (1> Kikn] — 0.277¢ 57. More experimental results are

needed to give further insight into the 7. (25) decay dynamics.

The branching fractions of the hadronic decays y.; —
2(rt77) (J = 0,1, 2) were measured by the MARK I Collab-
oration in 1978 [15] and the BES Collaboration in 1999 [16],
and their relative uncertainties are 7.7%, 34.2%, and 8.8%, re-
spectively [9]. Improved measurements of these decay modes
are needed for further understanding the y.; decay dynamics.

In this analysis, we present a study of 77.(25) — 2(7T77)
and x.; — 2(7t77) in the radiative decays 1(3686) —
vn(25)/x s and measure their branching fractions. Datasets
collected by the BESIII detector at the BEPCII collider corre-
sponding to (27.12 4 0.14) x 10% 1(3686) events [17] pro-
duced at the center-of-mass (c.m.) energy of 3.686 GeV are
used. Additional datasets collected at 3.65 GeV and 3.682 GeV
with integrated luminosities of 401 pb~" and 395 pb™* [17],



respectively, are used to estimate the continuum background
contribution.

II. DECTECTOR AND MONTE CARLO SIMULATION

The BESIII detector [18] records symmetric ete™ colli-
sions provided by the BEPCII storage ring [19], which oper-
ates in the c.m. energy (/) range from 2.0 to 4.95 GeV, with a
peak luminosity of 1 x 1033 cm~2s~! achieved at /5 = 3.773
GeV. BESIII has collected large data samples in this energy
region [20]. The cylindrical core of the BESIII detector cov-
ers 93% of the full solid angle and consists of a helium-based
multilayer drift chamber (MDC), a plastic scintillator time-of-
flight system (TOF), and a CsI(T1) electromagnetic calorimeter
(EMC), which are all enclosed in a superconducting solenoidal
magnet providing a 1.0 T magnetic field [21]. The solenoid is
supported by an octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive plate
counter based muon identification modules interleaved with
steel. The charged-particle momentum resolution at 1 GeV /¢
is 0.5%, and resolution of the specific ionization energy loss
(dE/dx) in the MDC is 6% for electrons from Bhabha scat-
tering. The EMC measures photon energies with a resolution
of 2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV in the barrel (end cap) region. The
time resolution in the TOF barrel region is 68 ps, while that
in the end cap region was 110 ps. The end cap TOF system
was upgraded in 2015 using multi-gap resistive plate cham-
ber technology, providing a time resolution of 60 ps [22-24],
which benefits 83% of the data used in this analysis.

A GeanT4-based [25] Monte Carlo (MC), which includes
the description of the detector geometry and response, is
used to produce large simulated event samples. These sam-
ples are used to optimize the event selection criteria, deter-
mine the detection efficiency, and estimate background con-
tributions. The generator kkMc [26] is used to model the
beam energy spread and the initial state radiation (ISR) ef-
fect. Exclusive MC samples of 1(3686) — ~n.(2S) and
1(3686) — X, are generated following the angular distri-
bution of (1 + Acos?#), where 6 is the polar angle of the
radiative photon in the rest frame of ¢(3686) and A is set to
1 for n.(2S) and to 1,—1/3,1/13 for x.; (J = 0,1,2) [27],
respectively. The 7.(25) — 2(7 "7~ ) and x.; — 2(7t77)
events are generated with a uniform distribution in phase space
(PHSP). Additional exclusive background MC samples of
¥(3686) — (yrsr)2(m 7)), 1¥(3686) — (ypsr)p’m 7,
and 1(3686) — w92(7 7 ~) are generated according to PHSP
to estimate their contributions, where vyggg is a photon radiated
by a final-state pion. Generic MC samples including 1/(3686)
production and continuum processes are used to further ana-
lyze background contributions. The known decay modes are
modeled with BESEVTGEN [28], where the known branching
fractions are taken from the Particle Data Group (PDG) [9], and
the unknown decay modes are generated by LUNDCHARM [29].
Final state radiation (FSR) from charged final state particles is
incorporated using pHoTOS [30].

III. SELECTION CRITERIA

We search for 7.(25) via the radiative decay v(3686) —
vne(2S) with n.(25) — 2(7T7~). Candidates must contain
four charged tracks and at least one photon. A charged track
detected in the MDC must have its polar angle () within
the active region (| cosf| < 0.93), where 6 is defined with
respect to the z-axis, which is the symmetry axis of the MDC.
Each charged track must originate from the interaction point
(IP), which means that the distance of the closest approach to
the IP of each track is required to be within 10 cm in the z
direction and within 1 cm in the plane perpendicular to the
z-axis. The dF/dz and TOF information are used for particle
identification (PID), where a variable x%;p(h) is determined
for each track for hypothesis &, and & is a pion, kaon, or proton.

The photon candidates are selected from EMC showers.
The deposited energy is required to be larger than 25 MeV in
the barrel of EMC (] cosf| < 0.8), or 50 MeV in the end-
cap of EMC (0.86 < |cosf| < 0.92). The angle between a
good photon candidate and the nearest charged track in EMC
is required to be larger than 10°. The timing of the shower is
required to be within [0, 700] ns after the reconstructed event
start time to suppress noise and energy deposits unrelated to
the event.

Candidate events must have exactly four charged tracks with
net charge zero and at least one candidate photon. For each
event, we calculate the sum of x%;(h, i) for the four tracks,

where i is the track number. Events with Z?:l Xop (T, 1) less

than any other assumption [Z?Zl X5 (hi, i)] will be retained,
where each h; refers to an alternate hypothesis for track number
1. A vertex fit, constraining the tracks to a common vertex, is
performed on the four charged tracks, and events which do not
pass the vertex fit are rejected. The total four-momentum of the
photon candidate and four charged tracks is constrained to the
initial ¢)(3686) using a kinematic fit (4C). If there is more than
one photon candidate, the photon with the minimum x? from
the 4C fit (%) is selected, and X2 is required to be less than
40 to suppress background. This requirement is optimized
by maximizing S/+/S + B, where S and B are the expected
number of 7.(2.5) signal and background events, respectively.

Background events from the (3686) — wtx~J/1) pro-
cess are removed by requiring the recoil masses of all 77~
pairs be outside the .J/1) mass region (M __ < 3 GeV /c? or
M > 3.2 GeV/c?), which is referred to as the .J/4 veto.
Events from v (3686) — 7.J /1 where 1 decays to yr 7~ are
removed using a similar method, where the recoil masses of all
~7 T~ combinations are required to be outside the .J/t) mass
region, referred to as the 7J/v veto. Events where a photon
converts to a eTe™ pair and both of the eTe™ are misidenti-
fied as pions are rejected by requiring the angle between all
combinations of 7T and 7~ in the laboratory frame (6, +,)
be within —0.999 < cos0,+,- < 0.988, which is called the
~ conversion veto.



IV. BACKGROUND ESTIMATION

Analysis of the generic MC sample of ¢/(3686) decays using
TopoAna [32] indicates that the backgrounds mainly come
from two sources: (1) 1/(3686) — “non radiative2(TT77),
Where Ynon radiative represents a fake photon or an FSR photon,
and this process may have a possible intermediate state p°; and
(2) ¥(3686) — 7°2(n 7~ ) with 7% — ~v. The remaining
backgrounds distribute smoothly over the 2(7+7~) invariant
mass spectrum.

A. Background events from
¢(3686) —> Ynon radiative2(ﬂ-+ﬂ-_)

Background from 1/(3686) — 2(m 7~ ) with a fake photon
satisfying the 4C fit forms a peak below the 1)(3686) known
mass [9], which makes it hard to separate this background
from the 7.(2S) signal. This means that the 4C fit including
a fake photon shifts the 2(7+7 ™) invariant mass lower. This
shift can be corrected by performing a kinematic fit where the
measured energy of the photon is not used (3C fit). In the 3C
fit, the 7.(25) signal peak is similar with that in the 4C fit,
while the 1(3686) — 2(7*7~) background can be separated,
which is shown in Fig. 1. Thus, the invariant mass of 2(7 7 ~)
obtained from 3C fit (M238T+ﬂ,)) is used to obtain the 7.(2S5)
signal.
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FIG. 1: The invariant mass distributions of 2(7 " 7~ ) from .. (25) —
2(mw ™) signal events using the 3C fit (red solid line) and the 4C fit
(blue dashed line), and those from background events of ¢ (3686) —
2(rT ™) using the 3C fit (black solid line) and the 4C fit (black
dotted line).

The background events of 1/(3686) — 2(7 "7~ ) with an
FSR photon have the same final states as the signal events. The
FSR fraction, which is defined as Rpsr = Nrsr/NnonFSR»
may differ between data and MC simulation, and thus may
need to be corrected using a FSR correction factor. Here,
Nrsr (Nnonrsr) 1s the number of events with (without) an
FSR photon after the event selections. The FSR correction fac-
tor is studied using a control sample ¥ (3686) — X0, Xco —
(vrsr)2(mT 7). The event selection criteria of the control
sample are similar to those of the signal sample, except that
at least two photon candidates are required. The softer pho-

ton is regarded as the FSR photon, and the energy of the
FSR photon is allowed to vary in the 3C fit. The main back-
ground for the control sample is ¥(3686) — 72(7F7~)
since it has the same final state as the control sample. Events
with 0.115 GeV/c? < M., < 0.150 GeV/c? are rejected,
where M., is the invariant mass of the two photons. The
energy of the photon with larger energy is required to be
larger than 0.2 GeV to suppress background events from

P (3686) — YXe1,2, Xe1,2 — (Yrsr)2(m ).

The FSR fraction of MC (R%/ISCR) is 0.323. The FSR fraction
from data (R{&R) is obtained by fitting the M3, ) distri-
bution. The signals with and without FSR events are described
by a shape from the 1/(3686) — vxc0, Xco — 2(7T7~) MC
sample and convolved with a Gaussian function to account
for the resolution difference between data and MC simulation.
The parameters of the Gaussian function are floated in the
fit. The background components ¢)(3686) — vXc¢1,2, Xe1,2 —
2(mt7~) are determined from MC simulated events, and the
ratio of its yield over the x.o component is fixed to the ra-
tio obtained from MC simulation. The distribution of re-
maining background is modeled by a second order polyno-
mial. The fit result is shown in Fig. 2. From the fit, we
obtain Rt = NIt /Nt o = 0.647 & 0.006, where
Nite and NI o are the fitted yields with and without
FSR events, respectively. Thus, the FSR correction factor is
frsr = Rdata/RMS = 2.00 4 0.02, where the uncertainty is
statistical.
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FIG. 2: Fit to the distribution of M§g+r) from the selected
P(3686) — Yxe0. Xeo — (yrsr)2(mwT7w) events. The black
dots with error bars are data, the blue solid line is the total fit result,
the blue dotted line represents the non-FSR component, the brown
long-dashed line stands for the FSR component, the pink dash-dotted
line represents the background from x.1,2 — 2(7 7 ~), and the red
dashed line is the remaining smooth backgrounds.

The  background  shape  of  (3686) —
Vnon radiative2(mT7T) is described by the sum of MC simu-
lated shapes ¢(3686) — 2(7 7 ™), p’n T 77, ypsr2(7r 7 7),
and ypsrp®7 7, where events containing yrgg are scaled
by frsr, and the ratio of events with and without intermediate
state p° is fixed [9].



B. Background events from 1(3686) — 7°2(7wt 7w ™)

The background from v(3686) — 792(7 ™) is estimated
from data. Events with yy2(wT7~) are selected using the
selection criteria similar to those when selecting y2(7 "7 7),
except that two photons are required, and if there are more
than two photons, the photon pair with the minimum y? from
a 5C kinematic fit (4C fit plus a 7% mass constraint) is chosen.
The x? from the 5C fit is required to be less than 50. The
background distribution of (3686) — 7°2(7T7~) versus

Mé”gﬁr) is estimated using
dN _ dN o Eig(ﬂﬂr—) )
AMGC ) AMGC ) Ty
where (dM%iN) is the number of events in each
2(rt )

M25((37+7T,) bin, M25((37+7T,) is the invariant mass of 2(7 7 ~)
obtained from the 5C fit after passing the 7°2(7+7~) selec-
tion, sf’yg(ﬂﬂ,) and 5;”792(77+7T,) are the 2(77~) efficiencies
of the 1)(3686) — 7V2(7*7~) MC simulated events passing
the v2(7+ 7~ ) and 7°2(7+7~) selections, respectively.

C. Background events from continuum process

The background contribution from the continuum process
ete” — 2(rTm~) (including the FSR events) is obtained
directly from MC simulation, and checked using datasets taken
at c.m. energy (E. ,.) of 3.65 GeV. Events with FSR photons
are corrected by frsr described in Sec. IV A.

V. SIGNAL DETERMINATION

The signal yields are determined by a binned maximum
likelihood fit to the M;’gf ) distribution, as shown in Fig. 3.

The lineshapes of x.; and 7.(2.5) are described by

[EZ x BW(m) x fa(E,)] @G, )

where m is the mass of 2(7"77), E, is the energy of the
transition photon in the rest frame of ¢(3686), BW (m) is
the Breit-Wigner function, fq(E,) is the function to damp
the diverging tail from E3, and G is a Gaussian resolution
function describing the detector resolution. The f4(E.) by
the KEDR Collaboration [33] is E3/ [E,Eo + (Ey — Eo)?],

where By = {mi(%%) — miﬂ/nc(zs)} / [2mys686)] is the
peaking energy of the transition photon. For x.;, a double
Gaussian function is used for the resolution function GG, and its
parameters are obtained directly from the fit, while for 7.(25),
a Gaussian function is used, and its parameters are fixed to the
values extrapolated from the x. results assuming a linear en-
ergy dependence. The shapes of background components are

described above. For 1(3686) — 792(7 7 ~), the shape and
the number of the events are fixed to the distribution obtained
from data. For ¢(3686) — (yrsr)2(7w+7~) and continuum
backgrounds, the shapes are from MC simulations convolved
with a Gaussian function whose parameters are floated, and the
numbers of events are also free. The events with FSR photons
in MC simulations are corrected using frsr. The remaining
background is smooth and is described by an ARGUS func-
tion [34] added by a piecewise polynomial whose parameters
and number of events are free. A fit to the generic MC sample
indicates that the input and output of the numbers of 7.(2.5)
and . signal events are statistically consistent.
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FIG. 3: The invariant mass distribution of 2(7*7 ™) after the 3C
kinematic fit in the whole fit range (upper) and in the mass region
[3.6,3.7] GeV/c? (lower). The black dots with error bars are data,
the blue solid lines are the total fit results, the blue dotted lines
are the 77.(25) and x.s signal shapes, the brown long-dashed lines
show the background from 1)(3686) — 7°2(7 "7 ~), the red dashed
lines are the backgrounds from (3686) — (yrsr)2(7w 7)), the
blue dashed-dotted lines show the background from the continuum
process, and the magenta dash-dot-doted lines represent the smooth
backgrounds.

The signal yields obtained from the fit are listed in Table
I. The x?/ndf value of the fit in the range [3.6, 3.7] GeV/c?
is 193.6/88, where ndf is the number of degrees of freedom.
The statistical significance of 7.(25) signal is calculated to be
2.50, using the difference of the logarithmic likelihoods [35],
—21n (Ly/Lmax), Where Lyax and Loy are the logarithmic
likelihoods with and without the 7.(2S5) signal component,
respectively.

The branching fractions of y.; — 2(7 17 ~) are calculated
using



Blxes = 2(nta7)] =
Nisa 3)
N sy < BOO(3686) = 7xer) X £(xer)

where N5 s the fitted signal yield, B(1)(3686) — vxcr)
is the branching fraction of 1 (3686) — vx.s [9], and e(x )
is the signal detection efficiency determined by signal MC
simulation. The fitted signal yields, the signal efficiencies, and
the calculated branching fractions are listed in Table I. Since
the significance of 7).(2S) signal is less than 3o, the upper
limit on the number of signal events (/N 1,.) is determined at

the 90% confidence level (C.L.) from:

Nu.L. —+00
/ L(z)dz = 0.9/ L(z)dz, “)
0 0

where 2 is the assumed signal yield and £(z) is the loga-

rithmic likelihood of the data assuming x signal events. The

90% C.L. upper limit of B[¢)(3686) — 1.(25)]B[n.(25) —
N

2(wt77)]is calculated by N;"(gﬁgﬁ)ié['nc(2s)} , where €[n.(25)]

is the signal detection efficiency of 7.(2S). The upper limit
of the number of signal events and the branching fraction are
listed in Table I.

VI. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

The systematic uncertainties of B[x.; — 2(7"7 )] and
Bl(3686) — yn.(25)]B[n.(2S) — 2(xT77)] are divided
into two categories: multiplicative systematic uncertainties
and additive systematic uncertainties, which are described be-
low.

A. Multiplicative systematic uncertainties

The systematic uncertainty of the tracking and PID effi-
ciencies is estimated from the difference between data and
MC simulation in the single-track reconstruction efficiency.
The correction factor is defined as the weighted average

feorr = [ZZV“ H;l wij; (pe, €OS 9)} /Nsel, where Ny is the
number of signal MC events that survive the signal selection, ¢
and j run over the surviving events and the four charged tracks
in each event, w;; is the charged track reconstruction weight
factor in bins of (py, cos #), and p; is the transverse momentum
of the track. The values of w;; as a function of (p;, cos 0) are
obtained using a control sample of J/v — 7F7~ 7. The
corrected efficiency is then calculated as €¢orr = € X feorr-
The difference between the corrected and nominal efficiencies
is taken as the systematic uncertainty.

Based on the studies of photon detection efficiency using
control samples J/¢ — p’7° and eTe™ — 7y [36], the
systematic uncertainty due to photon reconstruction is assigned
to be 1% per photon.

The decays x.; — 2(7T7~) and 1.(25) — 2(7"7~) may
have a possible intermediate state p®7 7~ or f(980) f5(980)
with p°/ f5(980) — 77—, which are not taken into account
in the PHSP MC samples. Thus, MC samples containing these
intermediate states are generated to calculate the efficiencies,
and the maximum differences between the new and the nominal
efficiencies are taken as the systematic uncertainties.

In the kinematic fit, the helix parameters of charged tracks in
MC samples have been corrected to improve the consistency
between data and MC simulations [37]. The differences of
efficiencies with and without the helix parameter correction
are taken as the systematic uncertainties.

The uncertainty of number of )(3686) events is 0.5% [17].
The systematic uncertainties from the branching fractions of
1(3686) — X, are taken from the PDG [9].

B. Additive systematic uncertainties

There are three requirements used to veto the background
events: the .J/1 veto, .J /1 veto, and gamma conversion veto.
The uncertainties from these requirements are estimated sepa-
rately. For the .J/1) veto, the lower bound of the requirement is
varied from 3.0 GeV /c? to 2.95 or 3.05 GeV /c?, or the upper
bound from 3.2 GeV /c? to 3.15 or 3.25 GeV /2. For the J /1)
veto, the lower bound of the requirement is varied from 3.0
GeV/c? to 2.98 or 3.05 GeV/c?. For the gamma conversion
veto, the requirement is varied from 0.988 to 0.983 or 0.993.
For each veto, the maximum difference of the branching frac-
tion is taken as the corresponding uncertainty.

An alternative damping function used by the CLEO Collab-
oration [38], fa(E,) = exp (—E2/83?), is used to estimate
the systematic uncertainty due to the damping function form,
where [ is a free parameter and is required to be the same
for ..(25) and x.;. The differences in the signal yields be-
tween the two damping functions are taken as the systematic
uncertainties. The uncertainties from the mass resolution and
mass shift are estimated by varying the mass resolution and
mass shift by =10, and the maximum differences are taken
as the systematic uncertainties. The 7.(25) signal resolution
shape is varied from a Gaussian to a double Gaussian func-
tion, where the parameters are extrapolated using x.; signal
resolution results. The difference is taken as the systematic
uncertainty due to the 7.(25) signal resolution.

The systematic uncertainties related to the background con-
tributions are from 1(3686) — ypsr2(7 ™), 1(3686) —
pPntr~, and ¥(3686) — 72(rt7~). The FSR factor
is varied by 1o or changed to results from other chan-
nels (1.62 £ 0.13, 1.62 £ 0.07, and 1.70 4 0.10, respec-
tively) [10, 39, 40], the ratio of the number of events of
¥(3686) — pntw~ over 1(3686) — 2(wTmw~) is varied
by +10, and the number of 1)(3686) — 7°2(7+ 7~ ) events is
varied by +10. For each background component, the largest
difference is taken as the systematic uncertainty. The shape of
smooth background is changed from an ARGUS function [34]
to a second order polynomial, and the difference is taken as the
systematic uncertainty from the smooth background shape.

The bin width of the fit is changed from 1 MeV to 0.5 MeV,



TABLE I: The signal yields (5%

data’?

), the detection efficiencies (), and the calculated branching fractions (B) for x.; — 2(7 7 ~), and the

signal yield, the 90% C.L. upper limit of the signal yield (Nv.1..), the detection efficiency, and the upper limit of the branching fraction (Bv.1..)
for 1(3686) — Y1 (25),1:(25) — 2(w"w~). For B, the first uncertainties are statistical and the second uncertainties are systematic. For

Ny 1. and Bu 1., the systematic uncertainty is included.

Channel Nis. e (%) B (%)
Xeo — 2(mTw) (1946 + 2) x 10° 34.3 2.127 £ 0.002 & 0.101
Xe1 = 2(ntwT) (670 + 1) x 10° 36.8 0.685 & 0.001 + 0.031
Xe2 = 2(xtaT) (1042 £ 1) x 10® 34.8 1.153 4 0.001 £ 0.063
Channel N3E [Nu.wl e (%) B[Bu.1.](x107°)
P(3686) — 10(25),1:(28) — 2(r T 7 ) 461 + 188 [680] 30.0 0.53 £+ 0.22 [0.78]

and the differences in the fitted signal yields compared to the
nominal results are taken as the systematic uncertainties. There
is possible interference between x.; signal and continuum
background. Each of the x.s signals is allowed to interfere
with the continuum background separately, and the maximum
difference is taken as the systematic uncertainty.

For the x.; — 2(nT7~) channels, all of the systematic
uncertainties are summarized in Table II. For the 7.(2S) —
2(m 7~ ) channel, since the statistical significance is less than
3o, the upper limit of B[y (3686) — 1.(25)]B[n.(25) —
2(7t7~)] at the 90% C.L. is determined, and the systematic
uncertainties are taken into account in two steps. First, among
the additive systematic uncertainties described above, the high-
est upper limit at the 90% C.L. is kept, which comes from the
alternative background shape. Then, to take the multiplica-
tive systematic uncertainties into account, the corresponding
likelihood curve is convolved with a Gaussian function with a
width parameter equal to the corresponding total multiplicative
systematic uncertainty. All of the multiplicative systematic un-
certainties are summarized in Table III. Assuming that all the
sources are independent, the total systematic uncertainty is
obtained by adding them in quadrature. The 90% C.L. upper
limit is then obtained by solving Eq. 4, and the result is listed
in Table I.

VII. SUMMARY

Using (27.12 4 0.14) x 10® +(3686) events collected by
the BESIII detector at the BEPCII collider, a search for the
hadronic decay 7.(2S) — 2(7*7~) is performed. No sig-
nificant 7.(2S5) signal is found. The 90% C.L. upper limit
of B[y(3686) — n.(25)]B[n.(28) — 2(xT77)] is de-
termined to be 0.78 x 1075, The branching fractions of
Xes — 2(mT7™) are summarized in Table I and are con-
sistent with the previous results [9] but with improved preci-
sion. The relative uncertainty for the branching fraction of
Xe1 — 2(7T77) is improved by a factor of 9. Using the
PDG values of B[(3686) — vn.(259)] = (7 +£5) x 1074
and B[n.(1S) — 2(zt7n7)] = (8.7 £ 1.1) x 1073 [9],
the ratio B[n.(2S) — 2(xt77)]/B[n.(1S) — 2(xt77)]

is calculated to be less than 19.3% at the 90% C.L., where
the uncertainties of the branching fractions from the PDG
are taken into account as multiplicative systematic uncer-
tainty sources. This agrees with the results dpresented in

Ref. [14], where the prediction of % ~ 1is

questioned. B[n.(25) — 2(xT77)]/B[n.(1S) — 2(xt77)]
being 100% [13] can be ruled out.
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