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Wiesche69, J. Jackson27, S. Janchiv32, J. H. Jeong10, Q. Ji1, Q. P. Ji19, W. Ji1,64, X. B. Ji1,64, X. L. Ji1,58,

Y. Y. Ji50, X. Q. Jia50, Z. K. Jia72,58, D. Jiang1,64, H. B. Jiang77, P. C. Jiang46,h, S. S. Jiang39, T. J. Jiang16,

X. S. Jiang1,58,64, Y. Jiang64, J. B. Jiao50, J. K. Jiao34, Z. Jiao23, S. Jin42, Y. Jin67, M. Q. Jing1,64, X. M. Jing64,

T. Johansson76, S. Kabana33, N. Kalantar-Nayestanaki65, X. L. Kang9, X. S. Kang40, M. Kavatsyuk65, B. C. Ke81,

V. Khachatryan27, A. Khoukaz69, R. Kiuchi1, O. B. Kolcu62A, B. Kopf3, M. Kuessner3, X. Kui1,64, N. Kumar26,
A. Kupsc44,76, W. Kühn37, L. Lavezzi75A,75C, T. T. Lei72,58, Z. H. Lei72,58, M. Lellmann35, T. Lenz35, C. Li47,

C. Li43, C. H. Li39, Cheng Li72,58, D. M. Li81, F. Li1,58, G. Li1, H. B. Li1,64, H. J. Li19, H. N. Li56,j , Hui Li43,

J. R. Li61, J. S. Li59, K. Li1, K. L. Li19, L. J. Li1,64, L. K. Li1, Lei Li48, M. H. Li43, P. R. Li38,k,l, Q. M. Li1,64,

Q. X. Li50, R. Li17,31, S. X. Li12, T. Li50, W. D. Li1,64, W. G. Li1,a, X. Li1,64, X. H. Li72,58, X. L. Li50, X. Y. Li1,64,
X. Z. Li59, Y. G. Li46,h, Z. J. Li59, Z. Y. Li79, C. Liang42, H. Liang1,64, H. Liang72,58, Y. F. Liang54,

Y. T. Liang31,64, G. R. Liao14, Y. P. Liao1,64, J. Libby26, A. Limphirat60, C. C. Lin55, C. X. Lin64, D. X. Lin31,64,

T. Lin1, B. J. Liu1, B. X. Liu77, C. Liu34, C. X. Liu1, F. Liu1, F. H. Liu53, Feng Liu6, G. M. Liu56,j , H. Liu38,k,l,

H. B. Liu15, H. H. Liu1, H. M. Liu1,64, Huihui Liu21, J. B. Liu72,58, J. Y. Liu1,64, K. Liu38,k,l, K. Y. Liu40, Ke Liu22,

L. Liu72,58, L. C. Liu43, Lu Liu43, M. H. Liu12,g, P. L. Liu1, Q. Liu64, S. B. Liu72,58, T. Liu12,g, W. K. Liu43,
W. M. Liu72,58, X. Liu38,k,l, X. Liu39, Y. Liu38,k,l, Y. Liu81, Y. B. Liu43, Z. A. Liu1,58,64, Z. D. Liu9, Z. Q. Liu50,

X. C. Lou1,58,64, F. X. Lu59, H. J. Lu23, J. G. Lu1,58, X. L. Lu1, Y. Lu7, Y. P. Lu1,58, Z. H. Lu1,64, C. L. Luo41,

J. R. Luo59, M. X. Luo80, T. Luo12,g, X. L. Luo1,58, X. R. Lyu64, Y. F. Lyu43, F. C. Ma40, H. Ma79, H. L. Ma1,

J. L. Ma1,64, L. L. Ma50, L. R. Ma67, M. M. Ma1,64, Q. M. Ma1, R. Q. Ma1,64, T. Ma72,58, X. T. Ma1,64,
X. Y. Ma1,58, Y. M. Ma31, F. E. Maas18, I. MacKay70, M. Maggiora75A,75C, S. Malde70, Y. J. Mao46,h, Z. P. Mao1,

S. Marcello75A,75C, Z. X. Meng67, J. G. Messchendorp13,65, G. Mezzadri29A, H. Miao1,64, T. J. Min42,

R. E. Mitchell27, X. H. Mo1,58,64, B. Moses27, N. Yu. Muchnoi4,c, J. Muskalla35, Y. Nefedov36, F. Nerling18,e,

L. S. Nie20, I. B. Nikolaev4,c, Z. Ning1,58, S. Nisar11,m, Q. L. Niu38,k,l, W. D. Niu55, Y. Niu 50, S. L. Olsen10,64,

S. L. Olsen64, Q. Ouyang1,58,64, S. Pacetti28B,28C , X. Pan55, Y. Pan57, A. Pathak34, Y. P. Pei72,58, M. Pelizaeus3,
H. P. Peng72,58, Y. Y. Peng38,k,l, K. Peters13,e, J. L. Ping41, R. G. Ping1,64, S. Plura35, V. Prasad33, F. Z. Qi1,

H. Qi72,58, H. R. Qi61, M. Qi42, T. Y. Qi12,g, S. Qian1,58, W. B. Qian64, C. F. Qiao64, X. K. Qiao81, J. J. Qin73,

L. Q. Qin14, L. Y. Qin72,58, X. P. Qin12,g, X. S. Qin50, Z. H. Qin1,58, J. F. Qiu1, Z. H. Qu73, C. F. Redmer35,

K. J. Ren39, A. Rivetti75C , M. Rolo75C , G. Rong1,64, Ch. Rosner18, M. Q. Ruan1,58, S. N. Ruan43, N. Salone44,
A. Sarantsev36,d, Y. Schelhaas35, K. Schoenning76, M. Scodeggio29A, K. Y. Shan12,g, W. Shan24, X. Y. Shan72,58,

Z. J. Shang38,k,l, J. F. Shangguan16, L. G. Shao1,64, M. Shao72,58, C. P. Shen12,g, H. F. Shen1,8, W. H. Shen64,

X. Y. Shen1,64, B. A. Shi64, H. Shi72,58, H. C. Shi72,58, J. L. Shi12,g, J. Y. Shi1, Q. Q. Shi55, S. Y. Shi73, X. Shi1,58,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.19702v1


2

J. J. Song19, T. Z. Song59, W. M. Song34,1, Y. J. Song12,g, Y. X. Song46,h,n, S. Sosio75A,75C , S. Spataro75A,75C ,

F. Stieler35, S. S Su40, Y. J. Su64, G. B. Sun77, G. X. Sun1, H. Sun64, H. K. Sun1, J. F. Sun19, K. Sun61, L. Sun77,

S. S. Sun1,64, T. Sun51,f , W. Y. Sun34, Y. Sun9, Y. J. Sun72,58, Y. Z. Sun1, Z. Q. Sun1,64, Z. T. Sun50, C. J. Tang54,
G. Y. Tang1, J. Tang59, M. Tang72,58, Y. A. Tang77, L. Y. Tao73, Q. T. Tao25,i, M. Tat70, J. X. Teng72,58,

V. Thoren76, W. H. Tian59, Y. Tian31,64, Z. F. Tian77, I. Uman62B , Y. Wan55, S. J. Wang 50, B. Wang1,

B. L. Wang64, Bo Wang72,58, D. Y. Wang46,h, F. Wang73, H. J. Wang38,k,l, J. J. Wang77, J. P. Wang 50,

K. Wang1,58, L. L. Wang1, M. Wang50, N. Y. Wang64, S. Wang38,k,l, S. Wang12,g, T. Wang12,g, T. J. Wang43, W.
Wang73, W. Wang59, W. P. Wang35,58,72,o, X. Wang46,h, X. F. Wang38,k,l, X. J. Wang39, X. L. Wang12,g,

X. N. Wang1, Y. Wang61, Y. D. Wang45, Y. F. Wang1,58,64, Y. H. Wang38,k,l, Y. L. Wang19, Y. N. Wang45,

Y. Q. Wang1, Yaqian Wang17, Yi Wang61, Z. Wang1,58, Z. L. Wang73, Z. Y. Wang1,64, Ziyi Wang64, D. H. Wei14,

F. Weidner69, S. P. Wen1, Y. R. Wen39, U. Wiedner3, G. Wilkinson70, M. Wolke76, L. Wollenberg3, C. Wu39,

J. F. Wu1,8, L. H. Wu1, L. J. Wu1,64, X. Wu12,g, X. H. Wu34, Y. Wu72,58, Y. H. Wu55, Y. J. Wu31, Z. Wu1,58,
L. Xia72,58, X. M. Xian39, B. H. Xiang1,64, T. Xiang46,h, D. Xiao38,k,l, G. Y. Xiao42, S. Y. Xiao1, Y. L. Xiao12,g,

Z. J. Xiao41, C. Xie42, X. H. Xie46,h, Y. Xie50, Y. G. Xie1,58, Y. H. Xie6, Z. P. Xie72,58, T. Y. Xing1,64, C. F. Xu1,64,

C. J. Xu59, G. F. Xu1, H. Y. Xu67,2, M. Xu72,58, Q. J. Xu16, Q. N. Xu30, W. Xu1, W. L. Xu67, X. P. Xu55, Y. Xu40,

Y. C. Xu78, Z. S. Xu64, F. Yan12,g, L. Yan12,g, W. B. Yan72,58, W. C. Yan81, X. Q. Yan1,64, H. J. Yang51,f ,
H. L. Yang34, H. X. Yang1, J. H. Yang42, T. Yang1, Y. Yang12,g, Y. F. Yang1,64, Y. F. Yang43, Y. X. Yang1,64,

Z. W. Yang38,k,l, Z. P. Yao50, M. Ye1,58, M. H. Ye8, J. H. Yin1, Junhao Yin43, Z. Y. You59, B. X. Yu1,58,64,

C. X. Yu43, G. Yu1,64, J. S. Yu25,i, M. C. Yu40, T. Yu73, X. D. Yu46,h, Y. C. Yu81, C. Z. Yuan1,64, J. Yuan34,

J. Yuan45, L. Yuan2, S. C. Yuan1,64, Y. Yuan1,64, Z. Y. Yuan59, C. X. Yue39, A. A. Zafar74, F. R. Zeng50,

S. H. Zeng63A,63B,63C,63D, X. Zeng12,g, Y. Zeng25,i, Y. J. Zeng59, Y. J. Zeng1,64, X. Y. Zhai34, Y. C. Zhai50,
Y. H. Zhan59, A. Q. Zhang1,64, B. L. Zhang1,64, B. X. Zhang1, D. H. Zhang43, G. Y. Zhang19, H. Zhang81,

H. Zhang72,58, H. C. Zhang1,58,64, H. H. Zhang59, H. H. Zhang34, H. Q. Zhang1,58,64, H. R. Zhang72,58,

H. Y. Zhang1,58, J. Zhang59, J. Zhang81, J. J. Zhang52, J. L. Zhang20, J. Q. Zhang41, J. S. Zhang12,g,

J. W. Zhang1,58,64, J. X. Zhang38,k,l, J. Y. Zhang1, J. Z. Zhang1,64, Jianyu Zhang64, L. M. Zhang61, Lei Zhang42,
P. Zhang1,64, Q. Y. Zhang34, R. Y. Zhang38,k,l, S. H. Zhang1,64, Shulei Zhang25,i, X. M. Zhang1, X. Y Zhang40,

X. Y. Zhang50, Y. Zhang73, Y. Zhang1, Y. T. Zhang81, Y. H. Zhang1,58, Y. M. Zhang39, Yan Zhang72,58,

Z. D. Zhang1, Z. H. Zhang1, Z. L. Zhang34, Z. Y. Zhang77, Z. Y. Zhang43, Z. Z. Zhang45, G. Zhao1, J. Y. Zhao1,64,

J. Z. Zhao1,58, L. Zhao1, Lei Zhao72,58, M. G. Zhao43, N. Zhao79, R. P. Zhao64, S. J. Zhao81, Y. B. Zhao1,58,

Y. X. Zhao31,64, Z. G. Zhao72,58, A. Zhemchugov36,b, B. Zheng73, B. M. Zheng34, J. P. Zheng1,58, W. J. Zheng1,64,
Y. H. Zheng64, B. Zhong41, X. Zhong59, H. Zhou50, J. Y. Zhou34, L. P. Zhou1,64, S. Zhou6, X. Zhou77,

X. K. Zhou6, X. R. Zhou72,58, X. Y. Zhou39, Y. Z. Zhou12,g, Z. C. Zhou20, A. N. Zhu64, J. Zhu43, K. Zhu1,

K. J. Zhu1,58,64, K. S. Zhu12,g, L. Zhu34, L. X. Zhu64, S. H. Zhu71, T. J. Zhu12,g, W. D. Zhu41, Y. C. Zhu72,58,

Z. A. Zhu1,64, J. H. Zou1, J. Zu72,58

(BESIII Collaboration)

1 Institute of High Energy Physics, Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China
2 Beihang University, Beijing 100191, People’s Republic of China

3 Bochum Ruhr-University, D-44780 Bochum, Germany
4 Budker Institute of Nuclear Physics SB RAS (BINP), Novosibirsk 630090, Russia

5 Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213, USA
6 Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, People’s Republic of China

7 Central South University, Changsha 410083, People’s Republic of China
8 China Center of Advanced Science and Technology, Beijing 100190, People’s Republic of China

9 China University of Geosciences, Wuhan 430074, People’s Republic of China
10 Chung-Ang University, Seoul, 06974, Republic of Korea

11 COMSATS University Islamabad, Lahore Campus, Defence Road, Off Raiwind Road, 54000 Lahore, Pakistan
12 Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, People’s Republic of China

13 GSI Helmholtzcentre for Heavy Ion Research GmbH, D-64291 Darmstadt, Germany
14 Guangxi Normal University, Guilin 541004, People’s Republic of China

15 Guangxi University, Nanning 530004, People’s Republic of China
16 Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou 310036, People’s Republic of China

17 Hebei University, Baoding 071002, People’s Republic of China
18 Helmholtz Institute Mainz, Staudinger Weg 18, D-55099 Mainz, Germany



3

19 Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, People’s Republic of China
20 Henan University, Kaifeng 475004, People’s Republic of China

21 Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang 471003, People’s Republic of China
22 Henan University of Technology, Zhengzhou 450001, People’s Republic of China

23 Huangshan College, Huangshan 245000, People’s Republic of China
24 Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, People’s Republic of China

25 Hunan University, Changsha 410082, People’s Republic of China
26 Indian Institute of Technology Madras, Chennai 600036, India

27 Indiana University, Bloomington, Indiana 47405, USA
28 INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati , (A)INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, I-00044, Frascati, Italy;

(B)INFN Sezione di Perugia, I-06100, Perugia, Italy; (C)University of Perugia, I-06100, Perugia, Italy
29 INFN Sezione di Ferrara, (A)INFN Sezione di Ferrara, I-44122, Ferrara, Italy; (B)University of Ferrara,

I-44122, Ferrara, Italy
30 Inner Mongolia University, Hohhot 010021, People’s Republic of China

31 Institute of Modern Physics, Lanzhou 730000, People’s Republic of China
32 Institute of Physics and Technology, Peace Avenue 54B, Ulaanbaatar 13330, Mongolia

33 Instituto de Alta Investigación, Universidad de Tarapacá, Casilla 7D, Arica 1000000, Chile
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Using a data sample of (10087±44)×106 J/ψ events collected with the BESIII detector, we search
for the decays η/η′ → e+e−µ+µ− and η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ− via the radiative decays J/ψ → γη/γη′.
No excess of events over expected background is observed for any of the decays of interest. At 90%
confidence level, we report the first upper limits on the branching fractions of η′ → e+e−µ+µ− and
η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ− to be 1.75×10−6 and 5.28×10−7 , respectively. In addition, we set an upper limit
on the branching fraction of η → e+e−µ+µ− to be 6.88× 10−6, which improves the previous result
by about two orders of magnitude.

I. INTRODUCTION

The second order electromagnetic decays η/η′ →
ℓ+ℓ−ℓ+ℓ− (ℓ = e, µ) proceed through an intermediate
state of two virtual photons with each virtual photon
undergoing internal conversion to a leptonic pair. De-
viations between the measured rate and the rate pre-

dicted by quantum electrodynamics (QED) are usually
described in terms of a timelike transition form fac-
tor (TFF), which is an important probe into the meson’s
structure. In addition, the TFFs of the η and η′ play
an important role in the evaluation of the hadronic light-
by-light contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic
moment [1].

Initial QED predictions [2] of the double Dalitz de-
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cays of the η were initially formulated about six decades
ago, and assumed the unity of the TFF. Afterwards,
many theoretical models, including the hidden gauge
model [3–5], the modified vector meson dominance model
(VMD) [6–9] and a data driven approach [10], have been
presented to describe the double Dalitz decays η/η′ →
ℓ+ℓ−ℓ+ℓ−. The corresponding predictions are summa-
rized in Table I. Experimentally, KLOE reported the first
observation of η → e+e−e+e− [11]. Most recently, BE-
SIII and CMS observed the decays η′ → e+e−e+e− [12]
and η → µ+µ−µ+µ− [13], respectively, while studies of
other η/η′ → ℓ+ℓ−ℓ+ℓ− decays are still scarce [14]. Only
an upper limit on the branching fraction is available for
η → e+e−µ+µ− [15] and no experimental searches for
η′ → ℓ+ℓ−µ+µ− have been performed so far.
As demonstrated in Ref. [16], the BESIII experiment

offers a unique opportunity to study the light mesons pro-
duced in J/ψ decays by taking advantage of the largest
J/ψ data sample in the world. In this paper, we per-
formed a search for the double Dalitz decays η/η′ →
e+e−µ+µ− and η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ− using (10087±44)×106

J/ψ events [17] collected by the BESIII detector.

II. BESIII DETECTOR AND MONTE CARLO

SIMULATION

The BESIII detector [18] records symmetric e+e− col-
lisions provided by the BEPCII accelerator [19] in the
center-of-mass energy (

√
s) range from 2.0 to 4.95 GeV,

with a peak luminosity of 1.1 × 1033 cm−2s−1 achieved
at

√
s = 3.773 GeV. The cylindrical core of the BE-

SIII detector covers 93% of the full solid angle and con-
sists of a helium-based multilayer drift chamber (MDC),
a plastic scintillator time-of-flight system (TOF), and a
CsI(Tl) electromagnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are
all enclosed in a superconducting solenoidal magnet pro-
viding a 1.0 T magnetic field. The solenoid is supported
by an octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive plate
counter muon identifier modules interleaved with steel.
The charged-particle momentum resolution at 1 GeV/c
is 0.5%, and the specific ionization energy loss dE/dx
resolution is 6% for the electrons from Bhabha scattering.
The EMC measures photon energies with a resolution of
2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV in the barrel (end-cap) region. The
time resolution of the TOF barrel part is 68 ps, while
that of the end-cap part is 110 ps. The end-cap TOF
system was upgraded in 2015 using multi-gap resistive
plate chamber technology, providing a time resolution of
60 ps [20–22].

Simulated samples of events are produced with a
geant4-based [23] Monte Carlo (MC) package, which
includes the geometric description of the BESIII detec-
tor and the detector response. These samples are used
to determine the detection efficiency and to estimate the
backgrounds. The simulation includes the beam energy
spread and initial state radiation (ISR) in the e+e− an-
nihilations modeled with the generator kkmc [24], while

the decays are simulated using evtgen [25]. Possible
hadronic backgrounds are studied using a sample of J/ψ
inclusive events in which the known decays of the J/ψ
are modeled with branching fractions set to be the world
average values from the particle data group (PDG) [14],
while the unknown decays are generated with the LUND-
CHARM model [26]. In order to describe the data
well, some dedicated generators are developed based
on the theoretical amplitudes for this analysis, such as
η/η′ → l+l−µ+µ− [27], η/η′ → π+π−l+l− [27], η/η′ →
γl+l− [28], η/η′ → γπ+π− [29], which are based on the
VMD model [9].

III. EVENTS SELECTION

The final states of interest are γe+e−µ+µ− and
γµ+µ−µ+µ−. Each event is required to contain four
charged track candidates with zero net charge, and at
least one photon candidate. Charged tracks detected by
the MDC are required to be within a polar angle range
of |cosθ| ≤ 0.93, where θ is defined with respect to the
z-axis, which is the symmetry axis of the MDC. Each
charged track is required to have the point of closest ap-
proach to the interaction point (IP) within ±1 cm in the
plane perpendicular to the beam direction and within
±10 cm in the beam direction.

Photons are reconstructed from showers in the EMC
exceeding a deposited energy of 25 MeV in the barrel
region (|cosθ| < 0.8) and 50 MeV in the endcap regions
(0.86 < |cosθ| < 0.92). The opening angle between the
position of the shower and the charged tracks extrapo-
lated to the EMC must be greater than 15 degrees. Fi-
nally, the photon candidates are required to arrive in the
EMC within 700 ns from the event start time in order to
reduce the backgrounds unrelated to the event.

To identify the charged tracks and select the best pho-
ton when additional photons are found in an event, par-
ticle identification (PID) requirements are applied using
the TOF and dE/dx information. Furthermore, a four-
constraint (4C) kinematic fit is performed by imposing
energy and momentum conservation under the hypothe-
sis of γe+e−µ+µ− and γµ+µ−µ+µ−, respectively. The
combination with the minimum value of χ2

l+l−µ+µ− is re-

tained, where the χ2
l+l−µ+µ− = χ2

4C + Σ4
i=1χ

2
PID(i)(i =

e, µ, or π) is the sum of the χ2 values from the 4C kine-
matic fit and PID. In addition, a 4C kinematic fit under
the hypothesis of γπ+π−π+π− is also performed, and
χ2
π+π−π+π− > χ2

l+l−µ+µ− is required to reject the possi-

ble background of J/ψ → γπ+π−π+π−.

IV. ANALYSIS OF η/η′ → e+e−µ+µ−

For the decay η/η′ → e+e−µ+µ−, after requiring
χ2
γe+e−µ+µ− < 40, the dominant remaining background

events come from the decay J/ψ → γη/η′ with η/η′ →
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TABLE I. Theoretical predictions and experimental results on the branching fractions of η/η′ → ℓ+ℓ−ℓ+ℓ−.

Decay Hidden gauge [9] Modified VMD [9] Data driven approach [10] Experimental result

η → e+e−e+e− 2.680(13) × 10−5 2.668(13) × 10−5 2.17(2) × 10−5 2.40(22) × 10−5 [11]
η′ → e+e−e+e− 2.384(4) × 10−6 2.317(4) × 10−6 2.10(45) × 10−6 4.5(1) × 10−6 [12]
η → µ+µ−µ+µ− 3.992(27) × 10−9 3.797(26) × 10−9 3.98(15) × 10−9 5.0(8) × 10−9 [13]
η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ− 2.360(12) × 10−8 2.185(10) × 10−8 1.69(36) × 10−8 -
η → e+e−µ+µ− 2.213(26) × 10−6 2.154(22) × 10−6 2.39(7) × 10−6 < 1.6× 10−4 [15]
η′ → e+e−µ+µ− 8.626(33) × 10−7 7.968(31) × 10−7 6.39(91) × 10−7 -

γµ+µ− and γπ+π−, where the photon converts to an
e+e− pair at the beam pipe or the inner wall of the MDC.
However, the BESIII tracking algorithm uses the IP as
the reference point for all tracks, which leads to the di-
rections of the tracks not originating from the IP to be
shifted. As a result, the e+e− pairs from γ conversions
have larger M(e+e−) values than the true values. For
this analysis, the γ−conversion related backgrounds ap-
pear as a large peak around 0.015 GeV/c2 as shown in
Fig. 1(a). By finding the intersection of the e+- and e−-
helices in the r − φ plane, we can get the distance from
the e+e−- vertex position to the IP, Rxy. Figure 1(b)
shows the Rxy distribution for the selected events, which
shows three characteristic locations in the detector. The
signal pairs effectively originate from the IP, and the peak
around 3 cm comes from the conversion backgrounds at
the beam pipe, while the peak around 6 cm comes from
conversion events at the inner wall of the MDC.

In order to suppress photon conversion events and im-
prove the signal-to-background ratio, two additional dis-
criminating variables are introduced. The first one is
the invariant mass of each e+e− pair at the beam pipe,
MBP
ee , which is calculated using the e± momentum vec-

tors determined at their points of intersection with the
beam pipe. This corrects the directions of the vectors
but not their magnitudes. The second variable is the z-
projection of the opening angle of the e+e− pairs, where z
is the magnetic field direction, Φee. For e

+e− pairs orig-
inating from the IP, the opening angle is increased and
consequently their invariant masses become larger than
the true value. The momenta of the e+e− pairs that are
reconstructed in the beam pipe are approximately paral-
lel and the invariant mass close to the minimum value,
2me. In conversion events, Φee is expected to be close
to zero, whereas in the η′ → e+e−µ+µ− decay it varies
widely. As shown in the two-dimensional distributions of
MBP
ee versus Rxy, and Φee versus Rxy in Fig. 2, the signal

events and photon conversion events are well separated.

Photon conversion events are effectively vetoed by re-
jecting events with Φee < 70◦ and 2 cm< Rxy <8 cm.
According to the distribution ofMBP

ee versus Rxy, we se-
lect all events to the high mass side of a curve defined by
straight line segments between the points (0.004 GeV/c2,
0 cm), (0.004 GeV/c2, 2 cm), (0.03 GeV/c2, 3 cm) and
(0.07 GeV/c2, 10 cm).

Figures 3(a) and 3(b) show the M(e+e−µ+µ−) distri-
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FIG. 1. The distributions of (a) Mee and (b) Rxy. The dots
with error bars are data, the red histograms are the signal MC
events, the yellow histograms are the background from η′ →
π+π−e+e− and the green histograms are the background from
η′ → γπ+π−, while the blue histograms are the sum of all
backgrounds estimated from the MC simulation. The MC
simulations are normalized to the yields found in Table II.

butions in the η and η′ mass regions, respectively, for
candidates surviving all the above selection criteria. No
signals are evident for either the η or η′.

To investigate background contributions in the
M(e+e−µ+µ−) distribution, an inclusive MC sample of
10 billion J/ψ events is analyzed with the same proce-
dure. The background events are mainly from η/η′ →
π+π−e+e−, γπ+π− and γµ+µ−, as summarized in Ta-
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FIG. 2. The distributions of MBP
ee versus Rxy ((a),(b),(c),(d)) and Φee versus Rxy ((e),(f),(g),(h)) for data, signal MC sample,

η′ → γµ+µ− MC sample and η′ → γπ+π− MC smaple, respectively. All events outside the solid (red) polygons are rejected.

bles II and III. Dedicated MC samples for these back-
ground channels are produced. Their contributions are
normalized according to the branching fractions in the
PDG [14] and fixed in the fits to Figs. 3(a) and 3(b).

TABLE II. The dominant background channels and the nor-
malized yields for η′ → e+e−µ+µ−. A dash indicates that the
corresponding contribution is free in the fit. The uncertain-
ties are statistical.

Background channel Normalized yield
J/ψ → γη′, η′ → π+π−e+e− 3053 ± 132
J/ψ → γη′, η′ → γπ+π− 296.8 ± 5.6
J/ψ → γη′, η′ → γµ+µ− 1.7± 0.4
J/ψ → γη′, η′ → γe+e− 0.8± 0.1
J/ψ → γπ+π−π+π− -

TABLE III. The dominant background channels and the nor-
malized yields for η → e+e−µ+µ−. The uncertainties are
statistical.

Background channel Normalized yield
J/ψ → γη, η → π+π−e+e− 80.1± 3.5
J/ψ → γη, η → γπ+π− 9.8± 0.2
J/ψ → γη, η → γµ+µ− 0.1± 0.02

To check the statistical significances of the η/η′ sig-
nals, the unbinned extended maximum likelihood fits are
performed to the M(e+e−µ+µ−) distribution. In the fit,
the total probability density function consists of a sig-
nal and various background contributions. The signal
component is modeled with the simulated shape. The
background components considered are subdivided into
two classes: (i) the shapes of those background events
that contribute to a structure in the M(e+e−µ+µ−) dis-
tribution around the η (e.g., η → π+π−e+e−, η →
γπ+π− and η → γµ+µ−) or η′ mass regions (e.g., η′ →

π+π−e+e−, η′ → γπ+π−, η′ → γµ+µ−, η′ → γe+e−) are
derived from the dedicated MC samples; (ii) the combi-
natorial background shape of J/ψ → γπ+π−π+π− is also
described with the simulated shape, and its magnitude is
left free in the fit.

Based on the differences of the likelihood values ob-
tained by including or not including the signal component
in the fits, and considering the changes in the degrees of
freedom, the statistical significances for both the η and
η′ signals are estimated to be less than 3σ.

We then use the Bayesian approach [30] to determine
the upper limits on the η/η′ signal yields. A series of un-
binned extended maximum likelihood fits are performed
to theM(e+e−µ+µ−) distribution with an expected η/η′

signal yield. The distribution of normalized likelihood
values, defined as L(N) = exp(−[S(N) − Smin]), where
Smin is the lowest negative log-likelihood obtained from
the ensemble of fits, is directly taken as the probability
density function. The upper limit on the number of sig-
nal events at the 90% confidence level (C.L.) is defined
as NUL corresponding to the number of signal events at
90% of the integral of the probability density function,

∫
NUL

0
L(N)dN∫

∞

0
L(N)dN

= 0.9, (1)

where N is the expected number of signal events. To take
into account the additive uncertainties associated with
the fit to data, we perform a series of alternative fits by
varying the fit ranges, continuum background shapes and
peaking background shapes to extract the corresponding
upper limits of the signal yields. For the η and η′ cases,
the maximum upper limits are 15.9 and 19.0, respectively.
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V. ANALYSIS OF η/η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ−

For the decay η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ−, after requiring
χ2
γµ+µ−µ+µ− < 40, the distribution of M(µ+µ−µ+µ−)

is shown in Fig. 4. The background events come mainly
from J/ψ → γη′(η′ → π+π−µ+µ−, π+π−e+e−, γπ+π−

and π+π−η, η → µ+µ−). The yields of each background
channel are estimated with the dedicated MC samples ac-
cording to the corresponding branching fractions in the
PDG [14], as summarized in Table IV. The remaining
background is represented by an exponential function.

The upper limit on the signal yield is obtained from
a series of unbinned extended maximum likelihood fits
to the M(µ+µ−µ+µ−) spectrum. In the fit, as shown in
Fig. 4, the line shape of the η′ signal is determined by
MC simulation, the shapes of the dominant background
contributions listed in Table IV are also from the MC sim-
ulations, while the remaining background contribution is
described with the phase space modeled MC sample of
J/ψ → γπ+π−π+π−. The upper limit of the signal yield
at the 90% C.L. is set to be 11.7 with the same method
as described in section IV.

There is no event in the η mass region for η →
µ+µ−µ+µ− after the event selection, an upper limit
on the branching fraction is estimated at approximately
10−7.

VI. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTY

The systematic uncertainties of the branching fractions
are discussed below. They are assumed to be indepen-
dent and are summed in quadrature to extract the total
uncertainties. The corresponding contributions as sum-
marized in Table V are discussed in detail below.

TABLE IV. The dominant background channels and the nor-
malized yields for η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ−. A dash indicates that
the number of background events is free in the fit. The un-
certainties are statistical.

Background channel Normalized yield
J/ψ → γη′, η′ → π+π−µ+µ− 220.6 ± 44.2
J/ψ → γη′, η′ → π+π−e+e− 30.7 ± 1.3
J/ψ → γη′, η′ → γπ+π− 41.7 ± 0.8

J/ψ → γη′, η′ → π+π−η, η → µ+µ− 11.3 ± 1.6
J/ψ → γπ+π−π+π− -

• Number of J/ψ events: The total number of J/ψ
events in data is determined to be (10087±44)×106

by counting the inclusive hadron events, and its
uncertainty is 0.4% [17].

• Branching fractions of J/ψ → γη and J/ψ → γη′:
The uncertainties, 1.7% and 1.3%, are taken from
the PDG [14].

• MDC tracking: The uncertainty is determined to
be 1.0% per track for electrons, using a control sam-
ple of e+e− → e+e−γ. Since there is no appropriate
control sample to study the tracking for muons in
the low momentum region, we also take 1.0% per
track as the tracking uncertainty for muons. The
total systematic uncertainty due to the MDC track-
ing efficiency is assigned to be 4.0% for the four
charged tracks in the decay η/η′ → l+l−µ+µ−.

• PID: The systematic uncertainty in the PID effi-
ciency is evaluated in the same way as that for the
tracking efficiency, and is also assigned to be 4.0%
for each signal decay.

• Photon detection: The systematic uncertainty from
the photon reconstruction has been studied exten-
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figure.

sively using the process e+e− → γISRµ
+µ−, where

ISR stands for initial state radiation. The differ-
ence in efficiency between data and MC simulation,
up to 0.5%, is assigned as the systematic uncer-
tainty.

• Kinematic fit: To investigate the systematic uncer-
tainty associated with the kinematic fit, the track
helix parameters correction method [31] is used.
Half of the difference in the detection efficiency with
and without this correction is taken as the syste-
matic uncertainty.

• Photon conversion veto: The systematic uncer-
tainty from the photon conversion veto has been
studied with a clean control sample of J/ψ →
π+π−π0, π0 → γe+e− [28]. The relative differ-
ences of efficiencies associated with the photon con-
version rejection between data and MC simula-
tion are assigned as the systematic uncertainties,
which are 1.2% for η′ → e+e−µ+µ− and 0.8% for
η → e+e−µ+µ−.

• Generator model: The MC generator based on the
theoretical calculation as explained in Ref. [26] is
used to determine the detection efficiency. The de-
tection efficiency dependence on the form factor is
evaluated by replacing the form factor above with
the form factors introduced in the modified VMD
model described in Ref. [9]. The maximum differ-
ence of the detection efficiency between the nominal
and alternative models is taken as the uncertainty.

TABLE V. Relative systematic uncertainties (in %). The
symbols I, II and III represent the decay modes of η′ →

e+e−µ+µ−, η → e+e−µ+µ− and η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ−, respec-
tively.

Source I II III
Number of J/ψ events 0.4 0.4 0.4
B(J/ψ → γη/η′) 1.3 1.7 1.3
MDC tracking 4.0 4.0 4.0
PID 4.0 4.0 4.0
Photon detection 0.5 0.5 0.5
Kinematic fit 0.5 0.4 0.4
Photon conversion veto 1.2 0.8 −

Generator model 0.2 0.5 0.1
Total 6.0 6.1 5.9

VII. RESULTS

The final upper limit on the branching fraction is de-
termined by convolving the likelihood distribution with
the multiplicative systematic uncertainty to obtain the
smeared likelihood L′,

L′(N) =
∫ 1

0L[(S/S̄)N ] exp
[

− (S−S̄)2

2σ2
S

]

dS, (2)

where S and S̄ are the detection efficiency and the nomi-
nal efficiency, respectively; L is the likelihood curve with-
out taking into account the systematic uncertainty; and
σS is the multiplicative systematic uncertainty.

Figure 5 shows the normalized likelihood distributions
for the signal processes after taking all systematic uncer-
tainties into account. The corresponding upper limits of
the signal yields are summarized in Table VI and used
to evaluate the upper limits on the branching fractions.
Using the detection efficiencies (ε) obtained from the ded-
icated MC simulation, the upper limit of the branching
fraction for η/η′ → l+l−µ+µ−(l = e, µ) is calculated us-
ing

B(η/η′ → l+l−µ+µ−) < NUL

NJ/ψ·B(J/ψ→γη/γη′)·ε , (3)

where NUL is the upper limit on the number of signal
events, NJ/ψ is the total number of J/ψ events in data,

(10087 ± 44) × 106 [17], and B(J/ψ → γη/γη′) is the
branching fraction of J/ψ → γη/γη′ [14]. The obtained
upper limits on the branching fractions are:

B(η → e+e−µ+µ−) < 6.88× 10−6, (4)

B(η′ → e+e−µ+µ−) < 1.75× 10−6, (5)

B(η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ−) < 5.28× 10−7. (6)

VIII. SUMMARY

With a data sample of (10087± 44)× 106 J/ψ events,
we search for the decays η/ η′ → e+e−µ+µ− and η′ →
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FIG. 5. Normalized likelihood distributions for (a) η → e+e−µ+µ−, (b) η′ → e+e−µ+µ− and (c) η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ−. The blue
and red dots denote those without and with incorporating systematic uncertainties.

µ+µ−µ+µ−. Since no evident η/η′ signal is observed, up-
per limits on the branching fractions for these decays at
the 90% C.L. are set, as summarized in Table VI. Com-

TABLE VI. The numerical results for η/η′ → l+l−µ+µ−(l =
e, µ).

Decay mode ε (%) NUL
B

UL(90% C.L.)
η → e+e−µ+µ− 21.50 ± 0.06 16.2 6.88 × 10−6

η′ → e+e−µ+µ− 20.54 ± 0.06 19.0 1.75 × 10−6

η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ− 42.91 ± 0.07 12.0 5.28 × 10−7

pared with the previous measurement, the upper limit
for η → e+e−µ+µ− is improved by two orders of mag-
nitude, while the upper limits for η′ → e+e−µ+µ− and
η′ → µ+µ−µ+µ− are experimentally set for the first time.
The current limits are close to the theoretical predictions
as listed in Table I and more data is strongly needed to
explore the TFFs and to test different theoretical models.

Designed to operate with a luminosity two orders of
magnitude higher than BEPCII, the future super τ -
charm facility [32], will provide an excellent opportunity
to improve the measurements of these decays.
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