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The properties of the light vector meson states around 2.0 GeV have been poorly understood for a long time,
which has become a barrier to the expansion to higher light vector meson spectrum. Recently, the BESIII col-
laboration released the measurements of the e*e™ — wn® and ete™ — pry’ reactions above 2.0 GeV, both of
which are ideal processes to study the isovector p meson family. In this work, through carrying out a com-
bined analysis of the Born cross section data for the above two processes with the theoretical support on mass
spectrum, and production and strong decay behaviors of the p meson family around 2.0 GeV, we identify the
enhancement structure near 2034 MeV observed in e*e” — wn® to be the interference contribution from two
resonances p(1900) and p(2150), and another enhancement structure at 2111 MeV reported in e*e™ — pn’ to be
the contributions from p(2000) and p(2150). This conclusion means that the ete™ — wn® and e*e™ — pn’ are
the excellent golden channels to establish p(1900) and p(2000), especially for a D-wave state p(2000), whose
experimental search in the e*e~ collision should be quite challenging. The relevant cross section measurements

with higher precision are expected in the future BESIII and Belle II experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The e*e™ annihilation is an ideal platform to produce vec-
tor particles like p, w, ¢, and J/¥. Recently, the Born cross
sections of the e*e™ — wn’ [1] and e*e™ — 'atn~ [2] pro-
cesses at different center-of-mass energies between 2.0 and
3.08 GeV were measured by the BESIII Collaboration. One
resonance with a mass of 2034 + 13 MeV and a width of
234 + 30 MeV was observed in e*e~ — wn®, while another
resonance with a mass of 2111 +43 +25 MeV and a width of
135+£35+30 MeV was observed in e*e™ — n’n*n~. Since the
final state of 7%z~ is found to be dominant in the p(770) decay,
and the non-p(770) contribution is less than 10% by analyzing
the Dalitz plots [2], the three-body reaction e*e™ — n'n*n~
can be treated as ete™ — pn’ — n'm*n~. Obviously, the
wnr® and pn’ with quantum number /¢ = 1* are clean chan-
nels to explore the p meson family, where the intermediate
w and ¢ states are forbidden. Thus, the experimental results
of these two processes measured by the BESIII Collaboration
may provide a good opportunity to study the p meson family
around 2 GeV.

The p meson family around 2 GeV is far from being es-
tablished. There are many p meson states collected in the
Particle Data Group (PDG) [3]. In the mass region around
2 GeV, there are three p meson states, which are p(1900),
0(2000), and p(2150) . The p(1900) was first observed in
the measurement of ete” — hadrons by the FENICE Col-
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laboration [4], which shows a very narrow dip with a width
of 10 MeV near 1.87 GeV. Thereafter, the p(1900) was also
reported in yp — 3n+3n" p by E687 [3, 6] and ete™ — ¢nly
by BaBar [7] as a narrow state with width of 24 to 65 MeV.
However, the measurements of both ete™ — 2(7*n 7%)y and
e*e” — 3n"3ny by BaBar [8] indicate that the width of
£(1900) is more than 100 MeV. In fact, the resonance param-
eters of the p(1900) is not well determined. Referring to PDG
[3], we can find abundant experimental results about p(2150).
However, the resonance parameters of the p(2150) are very
diverse among different experiments. If considering the ex-
perimental uncertainties among different measurements, the
mass and width of the p(2150) are in the range of 1910-2310
MeV and 32-630 MeV, respectively. The p(2000) has been
collected in PDG as the “further state” [3]. The reason for
this is that p(2000) was first reported by an amplitude anal-
ysis of the data of pp — 7z [9], and then its existence was
confirmed by a combined analysis for the e*e~ — wnna® and
wr [10]. In Fig. 1, we show the messy situation of the mea-
surements of the resonance parameters of these p meson states
around 2 GeV, where we take p(1900) and p(2150) as an ex-
ample. We hope that experimentalists make much more effort
to establish these p states around 2 GeV.

Until now, there have been some theoretical studies on these
p states around 2 GeV. The analysis of mass spectrum of the p
meson family has been done in [11-18], which suggested that
three p meson states p(1900), p(2000), and p(2150) are gen-
erally assigned to the p(33S1), p(2°D;), and p(43S,) states,
respectively. For the observed two enhancement structures re-
ported in e*e” — wn® and ete” — pry’, the authors of Ref.
[12] adopted the modified Godfrey-Isgur model to study the p
meson spectroscopy, and suggested the newly observed struc-
ture in e*e~ — wn® to be the same state as the £(2000) with
the 2D, quantum number. In Ref. [19], Yu ef al. estimated
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FIG. 1: The comparison of the resonance parameters of the p(1900)
and p(2150) measured by different experiments collected in PDG [3].

the masses of the D-wave vector p mesons by the QCD sum
rule, which also supports the above interpretation. In these
theoretical studies, one usually focuses on whether or not the
resonance parameters of these observed structures can be re-
produced, and then comes to a conclusion of the properties
of these p states. In fact, besides the measurement of res-
onance parameters for the reported enhancement structures
ete — wn® [1] and ete™ — pn’ [2], there exist abundant
data of the cross sections of e*e™ — wn® [1] and e*e™ — p1y’
[2], which should be paid more attention since this informa-
tion has a close relationship with the mass spectrum and decay
behavior of these discussed states and is a crucial step to de-
code their properties [18, 20].

Along this line, in this paper, we perform the study of the
cross sections of ete™ — wn® and e*e™ — pn’. Checking the
experimental results of the ete~ — wn® process, we notice
that it is not suitable to simply consider the observed enhance-
ment structure existing in e*e™ — wn® due to the p(2000)
contribution. Usually, the dilepton width of the D-wave vec-
tor meson states should be suppressed compared to the case of
the corresponding S -wave vector mesons, where the p(2000)
is a typical D-wave state. We want to ask a natural question:
why is the S-wave meson state near the p(2000) absent in the
cross section data? Here, we only take the e*e™ — wn® pro-
cess as an example. Facing these data of the cross sections of
ete” — wn® [1] and ete™ — piy’ [2], we should identify the
contribution from different p meson states to these obtained
cross sections, which is a good opportunity to establish the p

meson states around 2 GeV.

In order to solve these problems pointed above, in this pa-
per, we perform a combined analysis to the experimental data
of Born cross sections of ete™ — wn® and e*e” — pn’ with
the theoretical support from spectroscopy [11, 20]. Subse-
quently, we show that the enhancement structure near 2034
MeV observed in e*e” — wn® cannot be explained as a
single p(2000) state, where the p(1900) and p(2150) are the
main source of the enhancement structure near 2034 MeV of
ete” — wn’. Our study indicates that another enhancement
structure near 2111 MeV existing in e*e~ — pn’ can explain it
due to the contributions from the p(2000) and p(2150). With
the accumulation of more experimental data, we believe the
above observations made in this work can be further tested.

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduction,
we present our theoretical framework of analyzing ete™ —
wn® and ete™ — p1y’ by considering the higher p mesons as
the intermediate states in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we study the ex-
perimental data of the Born cross sections of e*e™ — wn” and
e*e” — pn’. Finally, this paper ends with a short summary in
Sec. IV.

II. ete” — wrn’ AND e*e™ — pf’ — n’'n*n~ PROCESSES

As mentioned in the introduction, due to the conservation of
isospin and G parity, both of the e*e™ — wn® and e*e™ — p1y’
reactions are the clean processes for studying p meson states.
For the discussed e*e™ — wn® and ete™ — pry’ reactions,
there exist two mechanisms as shown in Fig. 2. Here, not
only does the virtual photon from the e*e™ annihilation di-
rectly couple with final meson states, but also it can first inter-
act with the intermediate p mesons, which decay into the final
meson states.

For calculating the cross section of these reactions, we
adopt the effective Lagrangian approach. The involved effec-
tive Lagrangians include [21-26]

pry(p = gpvaeﬂmﬁa“p*vaa(vﬂp, (1)
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where the p*, V, and P denote the fields of excited p meson
states, the vector field, and pseudoscalar field, respectively.
With the above effective Lagrangians, relevant amplitudes of

ete” — wn® corresponding to diagrams in Fig. 2 are written
as
o g M =g+ 4,454
My = W(p2)ieyu(p)——(-e——)———>——
q Jop "q? —me. + imy; T
X | gprwno€ P (=ige)ipsa)| £p(p3), (5)
_ . -8 . .
Mpi; = v(m)(zey”)u(p.)?”[eem,x—zq’)(zp%)] (6)

xep(p3)F (9),



e w (p) e  (p)

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: The Feynman diagrams for depicting the e*e~ — wn® and
pn’ reactions. Here, diagram (a) is from the contribution of the in-
termediate p meson states, while diagram (b) reflects the background
contribution.

where pi, p2, p3, and p4 are the four-momentum of e¢*, e,
w, and 7n°, respectively, and ¢ = p; + p» = p3 + ps. The
F(s) = aexp (—b( Vs=3 rm f)) /s denotes the form factor,
where the a and b are free parameters, which can be deter-
mined by fitting experimental data, and the 3’ s my is the sum
for the masses of the final particles. The total amplitude of
ete” — wnis

Mol = Mpir + Z My, (7
fos

i

where the ¢ is the phase angle between the amplitudes from
the direct annihilation and intermediate p meson state contri-
butions. With the above amplitudes, the Born cross section of
e*e” — wn can be calculated by
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Here, 6 is the scattering angle of an outgoing w relative to the
direction of the electron beam in the center-of-mass frame,
while fi., and P, are the three-momentum of the electron
and w in the center-of-mass frame, respectively. The overline

in | Mot |? indicates the average over the polarizations of e*e”
in the initial states and the sum over the polarizations of wn”
in the final states.

Since experiments usually measure - B(p* — wn®)
rather than the coupling constant gp...o/fy-, we replace
8prwnt [ fpr in Eq. (5) with the function of ['p+-B(p* — wn®)
for the sake of convenience. With the effective Lagrangians
given above, the dilepton and wn® decay widths of the dis-
cussed p mesons can be written as

2 = 3
g4mpx gpfw,ro |p3cm|
and l"w,,o = T,
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where the P, is the three-momentum of w in the center-
of-mass frame, which can be expressed as |Pzem| =

[mgf - (myg, — m,,o)z][mgf = (my, + myp)?1/(2m,). So the ab-

solute value of the coupling constant g,/ f, can be ex-
pressed as

8 0} wn®

o
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For the reaction e*e™ — pn’ — np’n~n~, we can calculate
its cross section by replacing the masses of the involved w and
7° mesons in Egs. (8)-(10) with the corresponding masses of

p and 1" mesons, and then replacing the z(p3) to

—8pe + P33/ m)

p% - m/% +im,I,

gpmr(ipg - ipg)’

where the ps and pg are the four momenta of n* and 7™, re-
spectively. By utilizing the partial decay widths of p — nr
listed in PDG [3], we obtain the g,,;,=6.0 GeV?.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we study the Born cross sections of ete™ —
wn® [1] and e*e” — n'n*n [2]. As a first step, we need to
identify the contributions of different intermediate p meson
states to these two reactions with theoretical support on the
spectrum and decay behaviors of these p meson states around
2 GeV. In Table I, we present the information of masses
and decay behaviors of these three p mesons around 2 GeV.
Here, the strong decay behaviors were estimated by the quark
pair creation model [11], in which the p(1900), p(2000), and
p(2150) are assigned as p(33S), p(23Dy), and p(43S ), re-
spectively. The dilepton widths of vector mesons can be esti-
mated according to the zero-point behavior of their radiative
wave functions, which are given in Refs. [11, 20, 27]. The
mass of p(1900) shown in Table I is adopted from the average
value of experimental measurements collected in PDG [3] be-
cause the measurements of different experiments are almost
similar within the range of errors. However, the p(2000) lacks
direct experimental measurements, and the different experi-
mental measurements of the mass of p(2150) are in a large
range from 1910 to 2310 MeV. In these cases, it becomes
meaningless to take the average of the measurements col-
lected in PDG. Therefore, the masses of p(2000) and p(2150)
are adopted from the values obtained from an analysis of the
Regge trajectory [11] in this work. For the ete™ — wn®, the
contribution of p(2150) must be taken into account. But it
is difficult for us to identify the contributions of p(1900) and
p(2000) only from the values of [+,- B(p* — wn®) because
the value of I'+.- B(0(2000) — wn®) is comparable with lower
limit of T',r.- B(p(1900) — wn®). Here, we adopt four dif-
ferent schemes to analyze the contributions of p(1900) and
p(2000) in e*e™ — wn®.

In our fitting process, we take the input masses of the
0(1900), p(2000), and p(2150) from Table I, and we regard the
widths, the relevant combined branching ratios I'+.- B(o; —

wn?), the phases ¢’1)", and the parameters in the form factor
ai, by as free parameters, which are determined by fitting ex-
perimental data of the Born cross sections of e*e™ — wn®
measured by the BESIII [1] and SND [28] collaborations. It
needs to be explained here that the experimental data given by
the SND Collaboration [28] are the cross sections of ete™ —
wr’ - yﬂono, and then the cross sections of ete~ — wn®
can be obtained by dividing by the branching ratio of the w

decay to yn®. Here, the branching ratio of ee™ — wn® is



TABLE I: The information of p meson states involved in the e*e

— wnr® and e*e” — p1y’ processes around 2.0 GeV. The R is the parameter

in a simple harmonic oscillator wave function. I',+.- is the dilepton decay width that was estimated by Ref. [20]. B(wn") and B(pn’) are the
branching ratios of wn® and p’ modes estimated via the quark pair creation model [11], respectively . In the last two lines, we give the values

of a product of I',+,~ and B(wn®), and T+~ and B(pry'), respectively.

State 5(1900) H(2150) 5(2000)
Mass (MeV) 1890 = 20 [3] 2160 [11] 2040 [11]
R (GeV-1)[11,20] 3.8~43 45~50 43~48
Cipe (eV) [20] 166.31 ~ 213.91 78.72 ~96.80  28.74 ~ 16.74
Blwr®) (1073) [11] 0.18 ~ 24.79 1822~ 8876  15.01 ~ 19.65
Blon) (103) [11]  6.85x 107* ~2.73 0.94 ~ 2.65 5.55 ~ 15.78
Cpro-Blwr®) (eV) 0.03 ~ 5.31 1.76 ~ 6.99 0.23 ~ 0.38
T,-B(o1) (eV) 0.01 x 1072 ~ 0.45 0.10 ~ 0.20 0.11 ~0.24

adopted by the value 8.40%, which is given in PDG [3]. The
fitting parameters of different schemes are presented in Table
II. Applying the central values of fitted parameters, we can
plot the Born cross section of ete™ — wn® as a function of
center-of-mass energy, and show them in Fig. 3.

From the measured resonance parameters of the enhance-
ment structure near 2034 MeV observed in e*e™ — wn®, it
seems natural to interpret this enhancement structure as a con-
tribution from p(2000). In Refs. [12, 19], the authors inter-
preted this structure as p(2000) based on a study of the mass
spectrum and strong decay width of p meson states. Thus,
we try to reproduce the experimental data of the Born cross
section of the reaction e*e~ — wn® only by using p(2000)
as the intermediate resonance state in the scheme 1. As seen
in Fig. 3, we can find that the experimental data measured
by the BESIII Collaboration can barely be reproduced in the
scheme 1. However, the fitting solution of constructive inter-
ference of T'p+o- B(p(2000) — wn®) is 7.37 + 1.52 eV, which is
about 20 times as large as theoretical estimate 0.23 ~ 0.38 eV
presented in Table I, and another solution of destructive inter-
ference is 233.52 + 4.87, which is about three orders of mag-
nitude larger than theoretical estimate. Therefore, our conclu-
sion from the scheme 1 is that the enhancement structure ob-
served near 2034 MeV in e*e~ — wn® cannot be interpreted
as a contribution only from the p(2000).

In the scheme 2, we only consider the p(2150) as an inter-
mediate resonance in the ete~ — wn’. Here, we need to point
out that all the schemes virtually have multiple solutions, but
the solutions of destructive interference deviate greatly from
the theoretical estimates, so we do not mention multiple so-
lutions in the following discussion. As shown in Fig. 3, this
scheme not only cannot well describe the experimental data
above 2 GeV measured by the BESIII Collaboration, but also
fails to describe the experimental data measured by SND [28]
and BaBar [29]. Combining the results of the schemes 1 and
2, we can conclude that we cannot reproduce the experimental
data of the Born reaction cross section of e*e™ — wn® well
with a single resonance fitting.

In the scheme 3, we further assume that the enhancement
structure observed in e*e” — wn® process is the contribu-
tion from p(2000) and p(2150). Although the experimen-
tal data above 2 GeV measured by the BESIII Collabora-
tion can be reproduced by the scheme 3, the fitting value of
oo B(0(2000) — wn®) is 4.15 +0.33 eV, which is still about

one order of magnitude larger than the theoretical estimate.
On the other hand, the line shape in the energy range from
1.8 GeV to 2 GeV is not consistent with the experimental data
measured by SND [28] and BaBar [29].

In the scheme 4, we consider the contributions from
p(1900) and p(2150) in e*e” — wn® process to reproduce
experimental data. From the fitting result of the scheme 4
in Fig. 3, we can see that this scheme not only can well re-
produce the experimental data above 2 GeV measured by the
BESIII Collaboration, but also can well describe the exper-
imental data measured by SND [28] and BaBar [29] in the
range of 1.8 to 2 GeV. Comparing all the schemes, we have
reason to guess that the dip near 1.9 GeV shown in SND [28]
and BaBar [29] possibly corresponds to the contribution of
p(1900). This conclusion can be tested by more precise mea-
surement in the future with more accurate and richer experi-
mental data. As seen in the fitted parameters of the scheme 4
shown in Table II, the values of I'p+.- B(0(1900) — wn®) and
[p+o- B(p(2150) — wn®) are 6.59 + 1.91 eV and 3.40 + 0.97
eV, respectively, both of which are within the error range of
theoretical estimates shown in Table I. Obviously, there is no
clear evidence of p(2000) in e*e~ — wn® based on our anal-
ysis, and the theoretical estimate of I'p+.-B(p* — wn®) also
implies that p(2000) does not make a dominant contribution
in ete” — wn®. Finally, we find that the y?/d.o.f. of scheme
4 is the smallest of all the schemes. Based on the analysis of
the above four schemes, we can conclude that the enhance-
ment structure near 2034 MeV observed in ete” — wn® by
the BESIII Collaboration cannot be interpreted as a single res-
onance contribution from the p(2000), but it is dominated by
the contributions of the p(1900) and p(2150).

In order to further test the role of p(2000) in ete™ — wn®,
we add the contribution of the p(2000) in a 3R fitting scheme
to fit the experimental data. The fitting results are shown in
Fig. 4, and the corresponding parameters are summarized in
Table III. It can be seen that the y?/d.o.f. = 0.66 in a 3R
fitting scheme can be obtained. Compared with the value of
x?/d.o.f. = 0.67 in scheme 4, the fitting quality is not signifi-
cantly improved after adding the contribution of p(2000). On
the other hand, the fitting value of I',+.- B(p(2000) — wn®)
is 0.48 = 0.28 eV, which is still about one order of magni-
tude smaller than the values of Tp+.- B(p(1900) — wn®) and
[pre-B(p(2150) — wn®). It is worth noting that this fitted
T~ B(p(2000) — wn®)=0.48 + 0.28 eV is also consistent



TABLE II: The parameters obtained by fitting the Born cross sections of e*e~ — wn” measured by the BESIII [1] and SND [28] collaboration

Parameters Scheme 1 Scheme 2 Scheme 3 Scheme 4
T 1000 (MeV) 169 + 15
T,000) (MeV) 238 +22 206 + 29
T,2150 (MeV) 171 =23 169 + 23 177+ 19
Lere- B(p(1900) — wr®) (€V) 6.59 + 1.91
Lo B(p(2000) — wr®) (V) 2;';2221 f§7 ) 4.15+0.33
Teeo- B(p(2150) — wn®) (eV) 3.65+044  1.92+042  3.40+0.97
a; (GeV™) 2.93+0.21 2.58 +0.02 336+028  3.38+0.29
by (GeV™h 0.68 + 0.01 0.53 +0.01 0.69+0.05  0.63+0.05
¢ (rad) 431+0.11
#2% (rad) 2:2% : 8:82 , 5.96 +0.17
¢ (rad) 1.78 + 0.08 2624011  2.10+0.07
Y*/d.odf. 1.25 1.13 0.72 0.67

4Solution of constructive interference in scheme 1.
Solution of destructive interference in scheme 1.

with our theoretical estimates of 0.23 ~ 0.38 eV. Therefore, it
proves that the observed enhancement structure near 2.0 GeV
in e*e” — wn® is dominantly produced by the contributions
of the p(1900) and p(2000) again, while the contribution of
the p(2000) is insignificant.

TABLE III: The parameters obtained by fitting the Born cross sec-
tions of e*e~ — wn® measured by the BESIII [1] and SND [28]
Collaborations with the 3R fitting scheme.

Parameters Values
rp(lg()()) (MCV) 175+ 14
rp(zooo) (MeV) 202 + 16
rp(zlso) (MeV) 183 £ 16
[ B(p(1900) — wn®) eV)  0.48 +0.28
[ B(p(2150) = wr®) V)  2.82+0.61
a; (GeV™?) 3.40 + 0.30
b, (GeV™hH 0.64 +0.02
¢ (rad) 4.19+0.20
¢ (rad) 0.23+0.12
Y?/d.of. 0.66
0

Following the analysis for e*e™ — wn”, we search for the
possibility of multi-p-state dominance in the reaction e*e™ —
o1’ too by considering the value of I',+.- B(p* — pn’). As seen
in Table I, the contribution of both p(2000) and p(2150) are
significant and although the contribution from p(1900) may be
comparable to p(2000) and p(2150) in e*e™ — pn’, its contri-
bution is obviously suppressed in the energy region of the en-
hancement structure because its mass is far from the enhance-
ment structure position of 2111 MeV. Hence, we can conclude
that p(2000) and p(2150) are dominant for e*e~ — pn’. In or-
der to verify this assumption and understand the enhancement
structure near 2111 MeV observed in e*e™ — n'n*n~ by the
BESIII Collaboration, we perform a simultaneous fit to the
experimental data of the Born cross sections of ete™ — wn’
and e*e” — np'mtn” above 2 GeV measured by the BESIII

Collaboration. The reason why we use the combined fitting
scheme is that it can restrict the free resonance parameters
more strongly. From Fig. 5, we can see that the enhance-
ment structure near 2111 MeV observed in ete™ — n'ata”
by the BESIII Collaboration can be reproduced by the res-
onance contributions from p(2000) and p(2150). From the
values of fitted parameters shown in Table IV, we can see
that both of the fitted results of I'.+.-B(p(2000) — p7r’) and
[ere-B(p(2150) — pn’) are within the theoretical prediction
ranges of 0.10 ~ 0.20 and 0.11 ~ 0.24, respectively. On
the other hand, current experimental data show no signal of
enhancement structure in the range of 1.8 to 2.0 GeV, which
indicates that it is reasonable to ignore the contribution from
0(1900) in the process of e*e™ — pn’. According to our anal-
ysis, we can draw a conclusion that the enhancement structure
near 2111 MeV observed in ete™ — n'ntzn~ by the BESIII
Collaboration can be interpreted as an interference structure
from the p(2000) and p(2150). As a D-wave p meson state,
the dilepton width of the p(2000) is generally suppressed,
which leads to the difficulty of searching for the p(2000) in
e*e” collision experiments. However, our analysis shows that
the contributions of the p(2000) and p(2150) are comparable
in the e*e~ — pn’ reaction. Therefore, e*e™ — pn’ may be
a golden reaction to study p(2000). According to the values
of [pre- B(0(2000) — wn®) and T+ B((2000) — p17'), al-
though the absolute contribution of the p(2000) in ete”™ —
wn® and e*e~ — pry’ are similar to each other, the total cross
section near 2 GeV of ete”™ — wn® is about one order of
magnitude larger than e*e™ — pn’, which means that the rel-
ative contribution of p(2000) in e*e™ — pn’ — p'a*n is
larger than that in e*e™ — wn®. Therefore, we conclude that
ete” — pn’ — n’n*x” is a more appropriate reaction to study
p(2000).

We also present the individual contributions to the Born
cross sections in Figs. 3, 4 and 5, we can find that the res-
onance contribution is obviously smaller than the direct term,
but the interference effect is very important to reproduce the
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FIG. 3: The fitted results of the Born cross sections of e*e~ — wn® measured by the BESIII [1] (red dots with error bars) and SND [28] (green
dots with error bars) collaborations with different schemes. For comparison, we also present the experimental data measured by the BaBar [29]

(violet dots with error bars) Collaboration. In the scheme 1 of e*e
and the insert is a result of destructive interference.

experimental data. Because the direct process provides a dom-
inant contribution in both of e*e~ — wn’ and ete™ — pr7/,
one expect that it may enhance the contribution from reaction
ete” —» y* = p* = y* = wn® or piy’. As an example, we
have calculated the cross sections of ete™ — y* — wn® (re-
action I), ete™ — y* — p(2150) — wn® (reaction II) and
ete” — ¥y — p(2150) — y* — wn® (reaction III) by us-
ing the parameters in Table IV, whose results are shown in
Fig. 6. It can be seen from Fig. 6 that the cross section of
ete” = ¥y — p(2150) — v* — wn® is much smaller than
those of two other mechanisms. The reason for this is that
there exist a suppression vertex of electromagnetic interaction.
Therefore, it is reasonable to not consider the contribution of
ete” = v = p(2150) — y* — wnr® or piy’ in our calculation.
The interference effect considerably changes the line shape of
the Born cross sections, which makes the original two res-
onance states to appear as one structure in the experimental
data. This is the important reason why the resonance param-
eters of p meson states around 2.0 GeV are so poorly mea-
sured. In this case, it is not sufficient to understand a structure
observed by experiments only by the resonance parameters,

— wn®, the main figure is a result of constructive interference of p(2000),

and their production and decay behaviors provide more infor-
mation for us. On the other hand, the theoretical studies of
the spectrum and decay behaviors of p meson states around 2
GeV greatly help us identify the contributions of the p meson
states to these two processes of ete™ — wn’ and e*e™ — pry'.
We believe that the resonance parameters of p(1900), p(2000),
and p(2150) can be established by more abundant experimen-
tal data of ete™ — wn® and e*e~ — pr’ and more theoretical
researches in the future.

IV. SUMMARY

Recently, the BESIII Collaboration measured the Born
cross sections for the processes ete™ — wn® [1] and e*e™ —
pn’ [2] at different center-of-mass energies between 2.0 and
3.08 GeV, where an enhancement structure near 2034 MeV
was observed in e*e™ — wn?, and another enhancement struc-
ture near 2111 MeV in e*e™ — n’n*n~. Both of these two
processes are ideal processes to study p meson states, which
provide a good and precious opportunity to study the exited p
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FIG. 4: The fitted results of the Born cross sections of ete™ — wn’

measured by the BESIII [1] (red dots with error bars) and SND
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TABLE IV: The parameters of the combined fit to the experimen-
tal data of the Born cross sections of ete~ — wn® [1, 28] and
e*e” — n'm*rn [2] processes. Here, subscripts 1 and 2 indi-
cate the corresponding parameters belonging to e*e~ — wn® and

e*e” — n'ntn, respectively.

Parameters Values
T, 1900 (MeV) 173 + 18
rp(z()()()) (MeV) 194 + 38
Fp(2150) (MCV) 175 +£22
Fove- B(p(1900) — wr®) V)  6.88 +1.92
[+ B((2000) - wn®) (€V)  3.37+0.79
a; (GeV™?2) 3.41+0.33
by (GeV™h 0.64 + 0.04
¢ (rad) 434+0.14
¢ (rad) 2.11+0.14
Co+e- B(p(2000) = pr) (eV)  0.44 +0.21
e B(p(2150) = pif) (V) 0.51 +0.27
a, (GeV™?2) 1.78 £0.15
by (GeV™h 0.64 + 0.06
¢ (rad) 6.17 £0.29
¢ (rad) 4.58 +0.42
Y?/d.of. 0.74

mesons around 2 GeV. There are three p meson states p(1900),
0(2000), and p(2150) included in PDG [3] around 2 GeV,
which are usually assigned as p(33S ), p(2°D)), and p(43S )
based on mass spectrum studies, respectively. However, as
pointed out in the introduction, there are some problems in

establishing the p meson family around 2 GeV and under-
stand these two structures observed in e*e™ — wn® [1] and
ete” — pn [2].

In order to solve these problems, we have analyzed the ex-
perimental data of the Born cross sections of e*e™ — wn” and
e*e” — pn’ with the theoretical support on mass spectrum,
and decay behaviors of p meson states around 2 GeV. Our
analysis has shown that the enhancement structure near 2034
MeV observed in e*e™ — wn® cannot be explained as a single
state of p(2000), which is dominated by the contributions of
p(1900) and p(2150). Another enhancement structure at 2111
MeV observed in ete™ — pn’ can be reproduced by the con-
tributions from p(2000) and p(2150). As a D-wave p meson
state, the p(2000) decay to electron and positron should be
suppressed, which makes it difficult to observe it in the e*e™
collision experiment. However, our research has shown that
the contribution of p(2000) to e*e~ — pn’ is comparable to
that of p(2150) because the p(2000) has a strong coupling with
the pn’ channel. Therefore, the e~ — pn’ may be a golden
process to look for the p(2000). On the other hand, we have
found that the interference effect is very important to repro-
duce the experimental data, which may dramatically change
the line shape of the Born cross sections. The interference
effect makes it difficult to accurately measure the resonance
parameters in the experiments, especially when the statistics
of experimental data are not abundant enough and multiple
resonant states exist in a very small energy region. This is one
of the reasons why the resonance parameters of the p meson
states around 2 GeV are so poorly measured.

Establishing the p meson states around 2 GeV is not only
necessary for the study of p meson states in the higher energy
region, but also very helpful for the study of w and ¢ me-
son states around 2 GeV. The e*e™ — wn® and ete™ — pn’
are precious and clean two-body processes to study p meson
states. We strongly urge researchers to focus on these two
processes in the future, which could verify our analysis in this
work, and more importantly, help establish the p meson family
around 2 GeV.
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