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The world’s largest sample of J/ψ events(1010) collected at BESIII detector offers a unique oppor-
tunity to investigate η and η′ physics via the J/ψ radiative or hadronic decays with unprecedented
precision. In recent years the BESIII experiment has made significant progresses in η/η′ decays. A
selection of recent highlights in light meson spectroscopy at BESIII are reviewed in this report.

INTRODUCTION

After being discovered more than 50 years, the η/η′

meson still attract considerable both of the theoretical
and experimental attention, because of it plays a central
role in our understanding of quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) at low energies. As a mixture of the lowest pseu-
doscalar singlet and octet, η/η′ have inspired a wide va-
riety of physics issues, e.g., η−η′ mixing, the light quark
masses, the fundamental discrete symmetries, as well as
physics beyond the standard model (SM). Precision mea-
surements of its decays provide important tests of ef-
fective field theories, such as chiral perturbation theory
(ChPT) or the vector meson dominance (VMD) model.
Moreover, it is also possible to search for new phenomena
in rare or forbidden η/η′ decays.

BEPCII is a double-ring multibunch e+e− collider run-
ning in the tau-charm energy region. The BESIII de-
tector, described in detail in Ref.[1], has a geometrical
acceptance of 93% of 4π. It consists of a drift chamber
(MDC), a time-of-flight (TOF) system, and an electro-
magnetic calorimeter (EMC), all enclosed in a supercon-
ducting solenoid with 1.0 T (0.9 T in 2012) magnetic
field. The small-cell helium based MDC provides the
tracking of the charged particle and ionization energy
loss (dE/dx) measurement. The single cell position reso-
lution is 130 µm and the transverse momentum resolution
is 0.5% at 1 GeV/c. The TOF system for particle iden-
tification (PID) is made of plastic scintillators. It has 80
ps time resolution in the barrel, and 110 ps in the end
caps. The EMC is made of 6240 CsI (Tl) crystals. The
energy resolution is 2.5% in the barrel and 5% in the end
caps for 1.0 GeV photons. Outside the solenoid, a muon
chamber system made of 1272 m2 resistive plate cham-
bers detects muon tracks with momenta greater than 0.5
GeV.̧

The BESIII experiment has collected a total of 1010

J/ψ events. Via the J/ψ radiative decay, a sample of
1.1× 107 η and 5.2× 107 η′ can obtained. For η′, which
is comparatively unexplored, BESIII can measure many
decays for the first time and others with unrivaled preci-
sion.

OBSERVATION OF η′ → π+π−π+(0)π−(0) AND
η′ → 4π0

The strong decays η′ → π+π−π+(0)π−(0) are not sup-
pressed by approximate symmetries, they are expected
to be mediated by chiral anomalies, since an odd number
(five) of pseudoscalar particles is involved.
The projections of the fit to Mπ+π−π+(0)π−(0) in the

η′ mass region are shown in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b),
where the shape of the sum of signal and background
shapes are in good agreement with data. We obtain
199 ± 16 of π+π−π+π− events with a statistical signif-
icance of 18σ and 84 ± 16 of π+π−π0π0 events with a
statistical significance of 5σ [2]. Using the world av-
erage value of Br(J/ψ → γη′) [3], the branching frac-
tion of η′ → π+π−π+(0)π−(0) are determined to be
Br(η′ → π+π−π+π− = [8.53±0.69(stat.)±0.64(syst.)]×
10−5) and Br(η′ → π+π−π0π0 = [1.82 ± 0.35(stat.) ±
0.18(syst.)]× 10−4), which are consistent with the theo-
retical predictions based on a combination of ChPT and
VMD models, but not with the broken-SU6 × O3 quark
model [4].

In theory, η′ → 4π0 is a highly suppressed decay be-
cause of the S-wave CP-violation. In the light of an effec-
tive chiral Lagrangian approach, the S-wave CP-violation
in η′ → 4π0 is induced by the so-called θ-term, which is
an additional term in the QCD Lagrangian to account
for the solution of the strong-CP problem. It was found
that the S-wave CP-violation effect that contributed to
this decay is at a level of 10−23 [5]. While higher-order
contributions, involving a D-wave pion loop or the pro-
duction of two f2 tensor mesons, provide a CP-conserving
route through which the decay can occur. By ignoring
the tiny contribution from the latter process, calculations
based on ChPT and VMD model predict the branching
fraction caused by D-wave CP-conserving to be at the
level of 10−8 [6]. However, the theoretical prediction is
not strictly based on the effective field theory due to the
lack of knowledge at such a high order in the chiral ex-
pansion and the use of a model to make an estimation.
One does not know the reliability of that model a priori.
Therefore, a search for the decay η′ → 4π0 is useful to
check the reliability of it.
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FIG. 1. The invariant mass spectrum of (a) π+π−π+π−, (b)
π+π−π0π0, and (c) 4π0 for data (black dot with error bars),
together with the total fit result (red curve).

Figure 1(c) shows the 4π0 invariant mass spectrum in
data, together with the total fit result and the contri-
butions from non-peaking background and the peaking
background J/ψ → γη′, η′ → π0π0η, η → 3π0. Also
shown is the expected shape of the signal contribution,
with arbitrary normalization. After our selection, there
are no significant η′ signal is evident. With a Bayesian
approach, the upper limit on the branching fraction is
determined to be Br(η′ → 4π0 < 4.94 × 10−5) at 90%
C.L. [7]. This corresponds to an improvement of a factor
6 compared to the previous best value from the GAMS-
4π experiment [8]. However, the current limit is still far
to reach the theoretical predication with a level of 10−8.

OBSERVATION OF η′ → ρ+π− + c.c.

The decays η′ → πππ are isospin-violating processes.
Because the electromagnetic contribution is strongly sup-
pressed [9], they are induced dominantly by the strong
interaction via the explicit breaking of chiral symmetry
by the d− u quark mass difference.
A Dalitz plot analysis based on the formalism of the

isobar model [10] is performed. The resonant π − π S-
wave (L = 0 for σ) and P-wave (L = 1 for ρ±) amplitudes
are described as in Ref. [11].
Projections of the data and fit results are displayed

in Fig. 2. The data are well described by three com-
ponents: P wave (ρ±π∓), resonant S wave (σπ0), and
phase-space S wave (πππ). The interference between σ
and the non-resonant term is large and strongly depends
on the parametrization of σ. Therefore we are unable to
determine the individual contributions and consider only
the sum of the S-wave amplitudes in this analysis.
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FIG. 2. Comparison of the invariant mass distributions of
(a) π+π−, (b) π+π0, (c) π−π0, and (d) π0π0 between data
(dots with error bars) and the fit result projections (solid
histograms). The dotted, dashed, dash-dotted, and dash-dot-
dotted histograms show the contributions from background,
S wave, ρ−, and ρ+, respectively.

Using a combined amplitude analysis of η′ → π+π−π0

and η′ → π0π0π0 decays, the P -wave contribution
from ρ± is observed for the first time with high sta-
tistical significance. The pole position of ρ±, 775.49
(fixed)−i(68.5 ± 0.2) MeV, is consistent with previous
measurements, and the branching fraction Br(η′ →

ρ±π∓) is determined to be (7.44± 0.60± 1.26± 1.84)×
10−4 [12].
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OBSERVATION OF THE DALITZ DECAY
η′ → γe+e−

Electromagnetic (EM) Dalitz decays of light pseu-
doscalar mesons, P → γl+l− (P = π0, η, η′; l = e, µ),
play an important role in revealing the structure of
hadrons and the interaction mechanism between photons
and hadrons [13]. If one assumes point-like particles, the
decay rates can be exactly calculated by Quantum Elec-
trodynamics (QED) [14]. Modifications to the QED de-
cay rate due to the inner structure of the mesons are en-
coded in the transition form factor (TFF) F (q2), where
q is the momentum transferred to the lepton pair, and
q2 is the square of the invariant mass of the lepton pair.
A recent summary and discussion of this subject can be
found in Ref. [15].
We report the first observation of the η′ → γe+e−

decay and the extraction of the TFF. The source of the
η′ mesons are from radiative J/ψ → γη′ decays collected
by the BESIII at the BEPCII e+e− collider. The η′ →
γγ decay events in the same data sample are used for
normalization.
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FIG. 3. Invariant γe+e− mass distribution for the selected
signal events. The (black) crosses are the data, the (red)
dashed line represents the signal, the (green) dot-dashed
curve shows the non-peaking background shapes, the (orange)
shaded component is the shape of the J/ψ → γη′, η′ → γγ
peaking background events. The total fit result is shown as
the (blue) solid line.

The combination of γe+e− with invariant mass clos-
est to mη′ is taken to reconstruct the η′. The result-
ing M(γe+e−) distribution after the selection criteria is
shown in Fig. 3 and exhibits a clear peak at the η′ mass.
An unbinned extended maximum likelihood fit is per-
formed to determine the signal yield. Using the η′ → γγ
branching fraction value listed in PDG [3], we obtain the
first measurement of the η′ → γe+e− branching fraction
of Br(η′ → γe+e−) = (4.69± 0.20(stat.)± 0.23(sys.))×
10−4. [16]
The results of a least-squares fit with the single pole

model is shown in Fig. 4, the parameters of the form
factors are determined to be Λη′ = (0.79 ± 0.05) GeV,
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FIG. 4. Fit to the single pole form factor |F |2. The (black)
crosses are data, where the statistical and systematic uncer-
tainties are combined, the (blue) solid curve shows the fit
results. The (gray) dotted line shows to the point-like case
(i.e. with |F |2 = 1) for comparison.

γη′ = (0.13 ± 0.06) GeV. From the fitted value of the
parameter Λη′ , the slope of the form factor is obtained
to be (1.60 ± 0.19) GeV−2 [16], in agreement with the
result bη′ = (1.7± 0.4) GeV−2 obtained in the process of
η′ → γµ+µ− [13].

OBSERVATION OF THE DOUBLE DALITZ
DECAY η′ → e+e−e+e−

The double Dalitz decays P → ℓ+ℓ−ℓ′+ℓ′−, where P
is a pseudoscalar meson (P = π0, η, or η′) while ℓ and ℓ′

are leptons (ℓ, ℓ′ = e, µ), are expected to proceed through
an intermediate state of two virtual photons. These pro-
cesses are of great interest for understanding the pseu-
doscalar TFF and the interactions between pseudoscalars
and virtual photons [17]. These TFFs are necessary
inputs to calculate the pseduoscalar-meson-pole contri-
butions to the hadronic light-by-light scattering, which
causes the second largest uncertainty in the Standard
Model determination of the muon anomalous magnetic
moment [18]. Particularly, the double Dalitz decays of
pseudoscalar mesons help to determine the TFFs in the
small timelike momentum region, i.e. m2

ll ≤ q2 ≤ m2
P ,

with mll the invariant mass of the dilepton and mP the
mass of the pseudoscalar meson, and thus are suitable to
determine the slope of the TFFs at q2 = 0 [18].
The resulting M(e+e−e+e−) distribution is shown in

Fig. 5, where a clear η′ signal is visible. An unbinned ex-
tended maximum likelihood fit is performed to determine
the η′ signal yield. The fit results shows the η′ signal
with a significance of 5.7σ, and the calculated branch-
ing fraction is Br(η′ → e+e−e+e−) = (4.5± 1.0(stat.)±
0.5(sys.))× 10−6 [19], it is consistent with the theoreti-
cal predictions within the uncertainties and provides new
information for the studies about η′ TFF and the inter-
actions between η′ and virtual photons [17].
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STUDY OF η′ → γπ+π− DECAY DYNAMICS

The radiative decay η′ → γπ+π− is the second most
probable decay mode of the η′ meson with a branching
fraction of (28.9 ± 0.5)% [3] and is frequently used for
tagging η′ candidates. In the VMD model, this process
is dominated by the decay η′ → γρ0. In the past, the
dipion mass distribution was studied by several experi-
ments, and a peak shift of about +20 MeV/c2 for the
ρ0 meson with respect to the expected position was ob-
served. Dedicated studies, concluded that a lone ρ0 con-
tribution in the dipion mass spectrum did not describe
the experimental data [20]. This discrepancy could be
attributed to a higher term of the Wess-Zumino-Witten
anomaly, known as the box anomaly, in the ChPT La-
grangian [21]. Both the model-dependent and model-
independent approaches are carried out to investigate the
decay dynamics.

In the model-dependent study, binned maximum like-
lihood fits are performed to the M(π+π−) distribution
between 0.34 and 0.90 GeV/c2 with different scenarios.
Finally, we find the “ρ0-ω-box anomaly” model gives the
best goodness of fit χ2/ndf = 207/107 (Fig. 6(a)) [22],
An alternative fit by replacing the box anomaly with the
ρ′ component gives considerably worse agreement with
χ2/ndf = 303/106 (Fig. 6(b)).

A model independent approach is also implemented
to investigate the decay dynamics. The model indepen-
dent approach provides a satisfactory parametrization
of the dipion invariant mass spectrum, and yields the
parameters of the process-specific part P (s) to be κ =
0.992±0.039±0.067±0.163GeV−2, λ = −0.523±0.039±
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FIG. 6. Model-dependent fit results in case (a) ρ0-ω-box
anomaly and (b) ρ0-ω-ρ′. Dots with error bars represent data,
the green shaded histograms are the background from η′ side-
band events, the red solid curves are the total fit results, and
others represent the separate contributions as indicated. To
be visible, the small contributions of ω, the box anomaly (ρ′)
and the interference between ω and the box anomaly (ρ′) are
scaled by a factor of 20.

0.066±0.181GeV−4, and ξ = 0.199±0.006±0.011±0.007,
where the first uncertainties are statistical, the second are
systematic, and the third are theoretical. In contrast to
the conclusion in Ref. [23] based on the limited statistics
from the Crystal Barrel experiment [24], our result in-
dicates that the quadratic term and the ω contribution
in P (s), corresponding to statistical significances of 13σ
and 34σ, respectively, are necessary.

EVIDENCE FOR THE CUSP EFFECT IN η′

DECAYS INTO ηπ0π0

Experimental studies of light meson decays are impor-
tant guides to our understanding of how QCD works in
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band events, and the (red) solid curve is the fit result.

the non-perturbative regime. In ππ interaction, one of
the prominent features is the loop contribution to the
ππ scattering: the S-wave charge-exchange rescattering
π+π− → π0π0 causes a prominent cusp at the center of
mass energy corresponding to the summed mass of two
charged pions. The cusp effect can shed light on the
fundamental properties of QCD at low energies, by de-
termining the strength of the S-wave ππ interaction.

Using an unbinned maximum likelihood method, we fit
the Dalitz plot of M2(π0π0) versus M2(ηπ0) within the
framework of NREFT. The resolution effect and detec-
tion efficiency are studied by MC simulation and taken
into account in the fit. We perform alternative fits within
the framework of NREFT to evaluate this effect (Fig. 8).
The fit with tree level amplitude (Fit I) shows a discrep-
ancy below the charged pion mass threshold, which im-
plies the existence of the cusp effect. To describe the data
in this region, the contributions at one- and two-loop level
(Fit II ∼ Fit IV) are introduced in the decay amplitude.
We perform alternative analyses by taking into account
the cusp effect. For each case, the amplitude provides a
good description of the structure around the charged pion
mass threshold and the statistical significance is found
to be around 3.5σ [25]. The scattering length combina-
tion a0 − a2 is measured to be 0.226 ± 0.060 ± 0.013,
which is in good agreement with the theoretical value of
0.2644± 0.0051 [26] within the uncertainties. The obser-
vation of the evidence of the cusp effect in η′ → ηπ0π0

decay demonstrates the excellent potential to investigate
the underlying dynamics of light mesons at the BESIII
experiment.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 8. The fit result projections divided by phase space of
different models to variable (a)M2(ηπ0) and (b)M2(π0π0).
The black dots with error bars are from data. The solid lines
are fit results from the corresponding models. The red dashed
line indicates the charged pion mass threshold. The cusp
region is also shown in the inset.

FIRST MEASUREMENT OF ABSOLUTE
BRANCHING FRACTIONS OF η/η′ DECAYS

As two members of the ground-state nonet of pseudo-
scalar mesons, the η and η′ mesons play an important
part in understanding low energy QCD [27]. Precise mea-
surements of their branching fractions (BFs) are impor-
tant for a wide variety of physics topics. For example,
the decay widths of η/η′ → γγ are related to the quark
content of the two mesons [28], the BFs of η/η′ → 3π
decays can provide valuable information on light quark
masses [29], the BFs of η/η′ → π+π−γ decays are re-
lated to details of chiral dynamics [30], and the BFs of
some rare decays of the η and η′ can test fundamental
QCD symmetries [31] and probe for physics beyond the
standard model [32]. As the BFs of the rare decays are
obtained via normalization to the dominant decay modes,
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a precise determination of the BFs of the dominant decay
modes of the η and η′ is essential.
In Ref. [33, 34], we developed an approach to measure

the absolute BFs of the exclusive decays of the η/η′ me-
son using the data sample collected with the BESIII de-
tector. Taking advantage of the excellent momentum res-
olution of charged tracks in the MDC, photon conversions
to e+e− pairs provide a unique tool to reconstruct the in-
clusive photon spectrum from radiative J/ψ decays. Take
J/ψ → γη(η′) for example, Monte Carlo (MC) study in-
dicates that the energy resolution of the radiative photon
could be improved by a factor of three using the photon
conversion events. This enables us to tag the η/η′ in-
clusive decays and then to measure the absolute BF of
J/ψ → γη(η′), using

Br(J/ψ → γη/η′) =
Nobs
J/ψ→γη/η′

NJ/ψ · ε · f
, (1)

where Nobs
J/ψ→γη/η′ is the observed η/η′ yield, ε is the

detection efficiency obtained from MC simulation, and
NJ/ψ is the number of J/ψ events. The photon conver-
sion process is simulated with GEANT4, and f is a cor-
rection factor to account for the difference in the photon
conversion efficiencies between data and MC simulation.
After the η/η′ inclusive measurement, we present pre-

cision measurements of η decays to π0π0π0, π+π−π0,
π+π−γ, γγ, and η′ decays to γπ+π−, ηπ+π−, ηπ0π0,
γω, γγ, again using J/ψ decays to γη/η′, but with the
radiative photon directly detected by the EMC to im-
prove the statistics. With the help of Eq. (1), the BF for
each η′ exclusive decay is then calculated using

Br(η/η′ → X) =
Nobs
η/η′→X

εη/η′→X
·

ε

Nobs
J/ψ→γη/η′

· f, (2)

where Nobs
η/η′→X is the number of signal events obtained

from a fit to data and εη/η′→X is the MC-determined
reconstruction efficiency.
The measured BF of J/ψ → γη(η′) is (1.067± 0.005±

0.023)× 10−3 ((5.27 ± 0.03 ± 0.05) × 10−3), which is in
agreement with the world average value, (1.085±0.018)×
10−3 ((5.25 ± 0.07) × 10−3) [3], but with a significantly
improved precision. In addition, we also give the relative
BFs for η and η′ decays as presented in Tab. I and Tab. II
respectively.

CONCLUSION

The BESIII collaboration has produced fruitful re-
sults related with light meson decays, including the stud-
ies of the decay dynamics, tests of discrete symmetries,
searches for rare decays, and many other interesting re-
sults not covered in this proceeding. The BESIII exper-
iment has accumulated 10 billion J/ψ events in total,

which is a unique world wide sample, allows to study
the light mesons with unprecedented statistics. Ongo-
ing analyses will produce more precise results in the next
years.

[1] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum.
Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 614, 345 (2010).

[2] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 112, 251801 (2014).

[3] R.L. Workman et al. (Particle Data Group), Prog. Theor.
Exp. Phys. 2022, 083C01 (2022) and 2023 update.

[4] D. Parashar, Phys. Rev. D 19, 268 (1979).
[5] A. Pich and E. de Rafael, Nucl. Phys. B367, 313 (1991)

K. Ottnad, B. Kubis, and U. G. Meißner, and F. K. Guo,
Phys. Lett. B 687, 42 (2010).

[6] F. K. Guo, B. Kubis, and A. Wirzba, Phys. Rev. D 85,
014014 (2012).

[7] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D
101, 032001 (2020).

[8] S. V. Donskov et al. (GAMS-4π Collaboration), Mod.
Phys. Lett. A 29(40), 1450213 (2014).

[9] D. G. Sutherland, Phys. Lett. 23, 384 (1966)
R. Baur, J. Kambor, and D. Wyler, Nucl. Phys. B460,
127 (1996).

[10] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D
89, 052001 (2014).
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