
Precision measurement of the branching fraction for the decay ψ(2S) → τ+τ−

M. Ablikim1, M. N. Achasov4,c, P. Adlarson76, O. Afedulidis3, X. C. Ai81, R. Aliberti35, A. Amoroso75A,75C ,

Y. Bai57, O. Bakina36, I. Balossino29A, Y. Ban46,h, H.-R. Bao64, V. Batozskaya1,44, K. Begzsuren32, N. Berger35,

M. Berlowski44, M. Bertani28A, D. Bettoni29A, F. Bianchi75A,75C , E. Bianco75A,75C , A. Bortone75A,75C , I. Boyko36,

R. A. Briere5, A. Brueggemann69, H. Cai77, X. Cai1,58, A. Calcaterra28A, G. F. Cao1,64, N. Cao1,64, S. A. Cetin62A,

X. Y. Chai46,h, J. F. Chang1,58, G. R. Che43, Y. Z. Che1,58,64, G. Chelkov36,b, C. Chen43, C. H. Chen9,

Chao Chen55, G. Chen1, H. S. Chen1,64, H. Y. Chen20, M. L. Chen1,58,64, S. J. Chen42, S. L. Chen45, S. M. Chen61,

T. Chen1,64, X. R. Chen31,64, X. T. Chen1,64, Y. B. Chen1,58, Y. Q. Chen34, Z. J. Chen25,i, S. K. Choi10,

G. Cibinetto29A, F. Cossio75C , J. J. Cui50, H. L. Dai1,58, J. P. Dai79, A. Dbeyssi18, R. E. de Boer3, D. Dedovich36,

C. Q. Deng73, Z. Y. Deng1, A. Denig35, I. Denysenko36, M. Destefanis75A,75C , F. De Mori75A,75C , B. Ding67,1,

X. X. Ding46,h, Y. Ding40, Y. Ding34, J. Dong1,58, L. Y. Dong1,64, M. Y. Dong1,58,64, X. Dong77, M. C. Du1,

S. X. Du81, Y. Y. Duan55, Z. H. Duan42, P. Egorov36,b, G. F. Fan42, J. J. Fan19, Y. H. Fan45, J. Fang1,58, J. Fang59,

S. S. Fang1,64, W. X. Fang1, Y. Fang1, Y. Q. Fang1,58, R. Farinelli29A, L. Fava75B,75C , F. Feldbauer3, G. Felici28A,

C. Q. Feng72,58, J. H. Feng59, Y. T. Feng72,58, M. Fritsch3, C. D. Fu1, J. L. Fu64, Y. W. Fu1,64, H. Gao64,

X. B. Gao41, Y. N. Gao19, Y. N. Gao46,h, Yang Gao72,58, S. Garbolino75C , I. Garzia29A,29B , P. T. Ge19,

Z. W. Ge42, C. Geng59, E. M. Gersabeck68, A. Gilman70, K. Goetzen13, L. Gong40, W. X. Gong1,58, W. Gradl35,

S. Gramigna29A,29B , M. Greco75A,75C , M. H. Gu1,58, Y. T. Gu15, C. Y. Guan1,64, A. Q. Guo31,64, L. B. Guo41,

M. J. Guo50, R. P. Guo49, Y. P. Guo12,g, A. Guskov36,b, J. Gutierrez27, K. L. Han64, T. T. Han1, F. Hanisch3,

X. Q. Hao19, F. A. Harris66, K. K. He55, K. L. He1,64, F. H. Heinsius3, C. H. Heinz35, Y. K. Heng1,58,64,

C. Herold60, T. Holtmann3, P. C. Hong34, G. Y. Hou1,64, X. T. Hou1,64, Y. R. Hou64, Z. L. Hou1, B. Y. Hu59,

H. M. Hu1,64, J. F. Hu56,j , Q. P. Hu72,58, S. L. Hu12,g, T. Hu1,58,64, Y. Hu1, G. S. Huang72,58, K. X. Huang59,

L. Q. Huang31,64, P. Huang42, X. T. Huang50, Y. P. Huang1, Y. S. Huang59, T. Hussain74, F. Hölzken3,

N. Hüsken35, N. in der Wiesche69, J. Jackson27, S. Janchiv32, 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,
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Using (2259.3 ± 11.1) × 106 ψ(2S) events acquired with the BESIII detector, the branch-
ing fraction of ψ(2S) → τ+τ− is measured with improved precision to be Bψ(2S)→τ+τ− =

(3.240 ± 0.023 ± 0.081) × 10−3, where the first and second uncertainties are statistical and
systematic, respectively, which is consistent with the world average value within one standard de-
viation. This value, along with those for the branching fractions of the ψ(2S) decaying into e+e−

and µ+µ−, is in good agreement with the relation predicted by the sequential lepton hypothesis.
Combining the branching fraction values with the leptonic width of the ψ(2S), the total width of
the ψ(2S) is determined to be (287 ± 9) keV.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, experimental studies of B meson de-
cays have hinted toward deviations from the Standard
Model (SM) expectations of Lepton Flavor Universality
(LFU) in semi-leptonic decays [1–5]. Many experiments
have provided evidence suggesting that it may be better

to probe LFU by searching for deviations of the ratios

R(D(∗)) =
Γ(B → D(∗)τ+ντ )

Γ(B → D(∗)l+νl)
, (l = e, µ). (1)

from their expected values. The combined results of
BaBar [1, 2], Belle [3, 4] and LHCb [5] show a devia-
tion from the SM prediction by 3.1σ [6]. The R(D(∗))
puzzle has garnered significant attention in recent liter-
ature. Various studies have interpreted this deviation
using effective field theory, and developed explicit new
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physics (NP) models. A precise measurement of the pro-
cess cc̄→ τ+τ− can therefore serve as a benchmark test
for new theoretical models [7]. Meanwhile, this process
also affords a unique platform to compare the three gen-
erations of the leptonic weak interaction by studying the
leptonic decays of ψ(2S) → e+e− , µ+µ−, and τ+τ−.
The sequential lepton hypothesis leads to a relationship
between the branching fractions of these decays, Be+e− ,
Bµ+µ− , and Bτ+τ− , given by

Be+e−
ve(

3
2 − 1

2v
2
e)

=
Bµ+µ−

vµ(
3
2 − 1

2v
2
µ)

=
Bτ+τ−

vτ (
3
2 − 1

2v
2
τ )
, (2)

with vl = [1 − (4m2
l /M

2
ψ(2S))]

1/2 and l = e, µ, τ . Substi-

tuting the nominal masses of the leptons and ψ(2S), we
obtain

Be+e− ≃ Bµ+µ− ≃ Bτ+τ−

0.3890
≡ Bl+l− . (3)

The BES Collaboration preformed such a comparison us-
ing 3.96 million ψ(2S) events in 2002 [8]. A subsequent
measurement using a similar method improved upon this
initial study in 2006 [9]. Lately, the BESIII Collaboration
collected about 2259 million ψ(2S) events in 2021 [10].
Such a large data sample allows for a more precise study.
In addition, a precise measurement of Bτ+τ− can help us
better determine the total number of τ pairs produced,
which can then be used to search for and study τ -related
decays.

This paper reports a precise measurement of Bτ+τ− us-
ing BESIII data mentioned above, and it is organized as
follows. Sec. II contains a brief description of the BESIII
detector, datasets, and Monte Carlo (MC) samples. In
Sec. III, the event selection and the background estima-
tion are described. In Sec. IV, we describe the cross sec-
tion calculation of the continuum process e+e− → τ+τ−,
and in Sec. VI the measurement of Bτ+τ− is presented. In
Sec. V, the systematic uncertainties are discussed. The
conclusions are summarized in Sec. VII.

II. DETECTOR AND DATA SAMPLES

The BESIII detector [11] records symmetric e+e− col-
lisions provided by the BEPCII storage ring [12] in the
center of mass energy range from 1.84 to 4.95 GeV, with
a peak luminosity of 1.1×1033 cm−2s−1 achived at

√
s =

3.773 GeV. BESIII has collected large data samples in
this energy region [13]. 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 magnetic field of about 1.0 T. The solenoid is
supported by an octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive
plate counter muon identification modules interleaved

with steel. The charged-particle momentum resolution
at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%, and the dE/dx resolution is 6% for
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 in the
TOF barrel region is 68 ps, while that in the end-cap re-
gion 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 [14–16].

Simulated MC samples of signal and background pro-
cesses are produced to optimize the event selection crite-
ria, determine the detection efficiency and estimate the
background contamination. The response of the detector
is reproduced using a geant4-based [17] MC simulation
software package, which includes the geometric and ma-
terial description of the BESIII detector, the detector
response and digitization models.

In the inclusive MC sample, the production of the
ψ(2S) resonance is simulated by the KKMC genera-
tor [18]. Known decay modes are generated using EVT-
GEN [19] with the branching fractions set at world-
averaged values [20], while the remaining unknown de-
cay modes are modeled by LUNDCHARM [21]. Final
state radiation (FSR) from charged final state particles
is incorporated using the PHOTOS package [22]. As
for the quantum electrodynamics (QED) background,
the e+e− → e+e− (Bhabha), e+e− → µ+µ− and
e+e− → γγ processes are generated by BABAYAGA [23].
The two-photon processes e+e− → e+e−X with X =
e+e−, µ+µ−, η, η′, π+π−, and K+K− [24] are simulated
using the generators DIAG36 [25], EKHARA [26], and
GALUGA2.0 [27], respectively.

The signal MC samples for the process ψ(2S) → τ+τ−

(τ+ → µ+νµν̄τ , τ− → e−ν̄eντ or τ+ → e+νeν̄τ ,
τ− → µ−ν̄µντ ) are generated using the ConExc [28] gen-
erator with the model PHOTOS, and the subsequent de-
cays of the τ are modeled by EVTGEN [29] with the
model TAULNUNU. In order to account for the effect of
initial state radiation (ISR) on the detection efficiencies,
the lineshape of the Born cross section for e+e− con-
tinuum processes, obtained from calculations at energy
points from 3.670 GeV to 3.700 GeV in the vicinity of
the ψ(2S), and considering the effect of the beam energy
spread (Section IV), is used as input into the ConExc
generator to simulate the signal processes.

III. EVENT SELECTION AND BACKGROUND
ANALYSIS

Candidate events for ψ(2S) → τ+τ− are identified us-
ing pure leptonic decay modes of the τ , with one τ decay-
ing into an electron and the other into a muon final state.
The accompanying neutrinos cannot be detected by the
BESIII detector. Therefore, the final state of interest has
two charged tracks. We select candidate events with a to-
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tal number of charged tracks equal to two and net charge
equal to zero. Charged tracks are reconstructed using the
MDC information. For each track, the point of closest
approach to the interaction point (IP) must be within 1
cm in the plane perpendicular to the beam direction and
within 10 cm along the beam direction. Moreover they
should be in a polar angle range | cos θ| <0.93, where θ
is the angle between the direction of the track and the
beam direction (z axis) to guarantee the best agreement
between data and MC simulation. Furthermore, a vertex
fit, in which the tracks are forced to pass through a com-
mon vertex, is performed and required to be successful.
The momentum of each track is required to be less than
1.2 GeV/c based on signal MC studies.

Photons are identified as showers within the EMC.
The deposited energy of each shower must be greater
than 25 MeV in the barrel region (| cos θ| < 0.80) and
greater than 50 MeV in the end cap region (0.86 <
| cos θ| < 0.92). To exclude showers originating from
charged tracks, the angle between the position of each
shower in the EMC and the closest extrapolated charged
track must be greater than 10 degrees. To suppress elec-
tronic noise and showers unrelated to the event, the dif-
ference between the EMC time and the event start time is
required to be within [0, 700] ns. The number of photons
in the EMC is required to be zero.

Furthermore, the two charged tracks are required to be
an electron and a muon, respectively. A charged track is
identified as an electron if it satisfies the following re-
quirements: the ratio of deposited energy in the EMC
to its momentum (E/p(e)) falls between 0.8 and 1.2, the
χ2
dE/dx(e) of the fitted track in the MDC is less than 4,

and the difference between the expected flight time and
the measured time in the TOF |∆tof |(e) is less than 0.3
ns. The other charged track is identified as a muon if
E/p(µ) < 0.7, χ2

dE/dx(µ) < 4 and |∆tof |(µ) < 0.3 ns.

To distinguish between muons and pions, we impose an
additional requirement on the depth of the track in the
MUC. This depth must be greater than a × (p − b) cm,
where the parameters a = 81 cm and b = 0.65 GeV/c
are derived by optimizing a figure of merit (FOM) re-
lated to a two-dimensional plot of the depth length in
the MUC versus the track momentum (p). The FOM is
defined as Nsig/

√
Nsig +Nbkg, where Nsig and Nbkg are

the numbers of signal and background events estimated
by the inclusive MC samples, respectively. In order to
distinguish the signal and background events, the follow-
ing variables are used:

P4mis = P4ψ(2S) − P4eµ, (4)

cos θmis =
−(pe + pµ)z
|pe + pµ|

, (5)

Umis = Emis − Pmis, (6)
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FIG. 1: Distribution of the lepton momentum (top) and the
total energy deposited in the EMC by the leptons (bottom).
The dots with error bars are data; the red histograms are the
signal from MC simulation; and the blue shaded histograms
are background from the inclusive MC sample.

where P4mis, P4ψ(2S), and P4eµ are the four momenta of
the missing particles, the ψ(2S) resonance and the lep-
tonic pairs (electron-muon pairs), respectively. TheMmis

and θmis variables denote the invariant mass, calculated
using the missing four momentum (P4mis), and the po-
lar angle of the missing particles, calculated according to
Eq. 5. Finally, we require that the missing mass within
each event, Mmis, must be less than 3.05 GeV/c2, which
is obtained by optimization and removes π+π−J/ψ back-
grounds. To reject two-photon backgrounds, the require-
ment | cos θmis| < 0.8 is used. After all selection crite-
ria are applied, 280,412 candidate events remain in data.
The distributions of lepton momentum (pl) and the total
energy deposited by the two leptons in the EMC (EEMC)
for these candidate events are shown in Fig. 1.

Potential backgrounds are estimated using an inclu-
sive MC sample of ψ(2S) events, as detailed in Sec. II.
The background study is performed relying on MC-Truth
matching and utilizing the TopoAna package [30]. After
all the selection criteria are applied, the missing mass
and Umis distributions are shown in Fig. 2 for data, the
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signal MC sample, and the residual background compo-
nents. The dominant backgrounds are from the decays
ψ(2S) → τ+τ− → e+νeν̄τπ

−ν̄τ and ψ(2S) → τ+τ− →
π+ν̄τe

−ν̄eντ . The number of background events is es-
timated to be 11,531 based on the inclusive MC sam-
ple. The backgrounds from two-photon and QED pro-
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FIG. 2: Distribution of the variable Mmis (top) and Umis (bot-
tom). The dots with error bars are data; the red histograms
are the signal from MC simulation; and the blue shaded his-
tograms are background from the inclusive MC sample.

cesses are estimated using exclusive MC samples. The
number of background events from two-photon processes
e+e− → e+e−X (X = e+e−, µ+µ−, η, η′, π+π−, and
K+K−) is about 308, while the effect of QED back-
grounds (Bhabha, di-µ and di-γ) is negligible. The total
number of background events is estimated to be 11,839,
with a fraction of approximately 4.3%.

IV. CROSS SECTION CALCULATION ON
e+e− → τ+τ−

Experimentally, the measured total τ -pair production
cross section has the form [31]:

σexp(s,mτ ,∆) =

∫ ∞

0

d
√
s′G(

√
s′,

√
s)

×
∫ 1− 4m2

τ
s′

0

dxF (x, s′)
σ̄tot(s

′(1− x),mτ )

|1−Π(s′(1− x))|2
.

(7)

Here, F (x, s) is the ISR factor [31], parameterized as

F (x, s) = βxβ−1[1 +
3

4
β +

α

π

π2

2
− 1

2
+ β2 9

32

− 1

12
π2]− β(1− 1

2
x) +

1

8
β2[4(2− x)

ln
1

x
− 1 + 3(1− x2)

x
ln(1− x)− 6 + x],

(8)

with

β =
2α

π

(
ln

s

m2
e

− 1

)
.

Π is the vacuum polarization factor [32–34], and

G(
√
s′,

√
s), is usually treated as a Gaussian distribu-

tion [35]

G(
√
s′,

√
s) =

1

2π∆
e

−(
√

s−
√

s′)2
2∆ ,

where ∆ depicts the energy spread of the e+e− collider.
We explicitly indicate the dependence of the cross section
on s and mτ in Eq. (7).

The total cross section σ̄tot consists of three parts,

σ̄tot(s) = Fs(s) · (σcon(s) + σint(s) + σres(s))/σcon(s) ,(9)

where σcon(s), σres(s), and σint(s) stand for the contin-
uum, resonance, and interference parts, respectively, de-
fined as

σcon(s) =
4πα2

3s
,

σres(s) =
12πΓ2

e

(s−M2
R)

2 +M2
RΓ

2
τ

,

σint(s) =
8αΓe
π
√
s

s−M2
R

(s−M2
R)

2 +M2
RΓ

2
τ

,

(10)

and

Fs(s) = σcon(s) ·
π(3− v2)

1− exp(−πα/v)
(11)

with

v2 ≡ 1− 4m2
τ

s
. (12)
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Notice that v is function of s and mτ . Here s and mτ are
the c.m. energy and mass of the τ , respectively, and Γe,
Γτ and MR, are the di-electron width, the di-tau width,
and the mass of the ψ(2S) resonance, respectively. Fi-
nally, we obtain the cross section distributions, according
to the above formulas, shown in Fig. 3. In the plot, the
solid curve indicates the total cross section distribution
(black line). The blue, red and pink dashed lines denote
the cross section of the continuum, resonance and the
interference between resonance and continuum parts, re-
spectively. The continuum plus interference cross section
at the center of mass energy 3686.10 MeV with energy
spread 1.3 MeV, is calculated to be σQ+I = 2.125 nb.

 GeVs
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 n
b 
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-1
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1
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4

5
totσ

resσ

conσ

intσ

FIG. 3: The total e+e− → τ+τ− cross section, and its com-
ponents, as a function of

√
s in the vicinity of the ψ(2S)

resonance.

V. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTY

Systematic uncertainties in the branching fraction
measurement come from the luminosity measurement,
total number of ψ(2S) events, tracking efficiency, parti-
cle identification (PID) efficiency, µ± and π± separation,
number of photons requirement, missing mass (Mmis)
and cosθmis requirement, QED cross section calculation,
branching fractions of τ+ decays and background estima-
tion.

1. The systematic uncertainty in the luminosity mea-
surement is assigned as 1.1% using the large angle
Bhabha and di-gamma events for the ψ(2S) data,
where the generator BABAYAGA [23] is used. Its
impact on the measured branching fraction, 1.1%,
deduced via error propagation, is assigned as a sys-
tematic uncertainty.

2. The uncertainty in the total number of ψ(2S)
events is estimated to be 0.5% from Ref. [10].

3. The uncertainties related to the tracking efficiencies
for the electron and muon are estimated to be 0.5%
[36, 37] for each of them, and a total systematic
uncertainty of 1.0% is assigned.

4. To estimate the uncertainties due to the particle
identification of the electron and muon, the two
processes e+e− → γe+e− and e+e− → γµ+µ− are
selected as control samples with ψ(2S) data. For
the former, the corresponding MC sample is gener-
ated with the BABAYAGA [23]. And for the latter
process, the KKMC generator is used. The differ-
ence of the PID efficiency between data and MC
for the e and µ tracks is obtained using a weighted
method and is found to be 0.9% and 0.8%, respec-
tively. Accordingly, 1.2% is taken as the combined
systematic uncertainty from the PID of the electron
and muon.

5. To investigate the uncertainty associated with the
requirement applied to distinguish between pions
and muons, ψ(2S) → π+π−J/ψ and J/ψ → ρπ →
π+π−π0 control samples are used, and correspond-
ing MC samples are generated. The maximum rel-
ative difference of the detection efficiencies between
data and MC simulation obtained with and with-
out this additional requirement is found to be 0.2%.
Taking into account the pions background contam-
ination estimated in Sec. III, the systematic uncer-
tainty on the branching fraction is calculated to be
1.0% in the decay ψ(2S) → τ+τ−.

6. The uncertainty associated with the number of pho-
tons is estimated from the efficiencies between data
and inclusive MC simulation with and without the
photon number requirement, and the difference is
found to be 0.2%.

7. To evaluate the systematic uncertainty associated
with the missing mass Mmis and cosθmis, we vary
the missing mass from 3.05 to 3.10 GeV/c2 or
3.00/c2 GeV. The maximum difference of the mea-
sured branching fraction, 0.8%, is taken as the
systematic uncertainty. Similarly, the relative dif-
ference is regarded as the uncertainty by varying
cosθmis from 0.80 to 0.75 or 0.85, which is approx-
imately 0.1%.

8. The uncertainty associated with the background
contamination is estimated by changing the branch-
ing fractions of the corresponding background pro-
cesses by one standard deviation. The resulting
change in the measurement result, 0.3%, is consid-
ered as the systematic uncertainty.

9. Taking into account the uncertainty associated
with the c.m. energy measurement, which is 1
MeV from the energy measurement system and 0.4
MeV from the energy spread conservatively, a re-
sulting difference in the QED cross section calcula-
tion, 0.4%, is regarded as the uncertainty.
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10. The uncertainties associated with the branching
fractions B(τ+ → e+νeν̄τ ) and B(τ+ → µ+νµν̄τ )
are taken from the PDG [20].

11. The uncertainty due to the MC statistics is calcu-
lated by

√
(1− ϵ)/(ϵNgen) with the number of gen-

erated events (Ngen) and detection efficiency (ϵ),
which are 2× 106 and 30.65%, respectively.

TABLE I: Relative systematic uncertainties in the measure-
ment of the branching fraction of ψ(2S) → τ+τ−.

Source Uncertainty (%)
Luminosity 1.1
Nψ(2S) 0.5

Track efficiency 1.0
PID 1.2

µ and π separation 1.0
Nγ requirement 0.2
Mmis requirement 0.8
θmis requirement 0.1

Background 0.3
Cross section calculation 0.4
Quoted branching fraction 0.3

MC statistics 0.1
Total 2.5

All the systematic certainties are summarized in Ta-
ble I. Combining the individual contributions of all the
systematic uncertainties gives a total systemic uncer-
tainty of 2.5% on the ψ(2S) → τ+τ− branching fraction.

VI. CALCULATION OF THE ψ(2S) → τ+τ−

BRANCHING FRACTION

To obtain the number of resonant τ -pairs (the signal
events), the QED contribution, as well as the contribu-
tion from interference, σQ+I , is subtracted from the total
number of τ+τ− events following Eq. 13, and Bτ+τ− is
calculated by

Bτ+τ− =

Nsig−Nbkg

Beµ·ϵ − σQ+IL
Nψ(2S)

, (13)

where Nsig is the number of observed signal events, Nbkg

is the number of background events estimated with the
inclusive MC sample and two-photon processes, ϵ =
30.65% is the detection efficiency estimated from the sig-
nal MC sample. Beµ is the product of the branching
fractions of τ+(τ−) → e+νeν̄τ (e

−ν̄eντ ) and τ−(τ+) →
µ−ν̄µντ (µ

+νµν̄τ ) and is equal to 0.06197 quoted from
the PDG [20]. Nψ(2S) is the total number of ψ(2S)
events [10], and L is the luminosity of the data sam-
ple [10].

The obtained results are summarized in Table II. The
branching fraction of ψ(2S) → τ+τ− is calculated to be

Bτ+τ− = (3.240 ± 0.023 ± 0.081)× 10−3, (14)

where the first and second uncertainties are statistical
and systematic, respectively. The systematic uncertain-
ties are described in Sec V.

VII. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have measured the branching fraction
of ψ(2S) → τ+τ− with improved precision. The value of
Bτ+τ− together with the world average values of Be+e−
and Bµ+µ− [20] are reported in Table III. The compar-
isons show excellent agreement. Assuming lepton uni-
versality, the average value Bl+l− is determined to be
(8.06 ± 0.14) × 10−3. The leptonic width (Γee) of the
ψ(2S) has been determined to be (2.29± 0.06) keV [20].
From the relationship Γtot =

Γee

Bll
, the total width of the

resonance ψ(2S) is equal to Γtot = (287 ± 9) keV, which
is consistent with the PDG value (294 ± 8) keV within
about one standard deviation.

This result, along with the previous data of Be+e− and
Bµ+µ− , is in agreement with the relation predicted by the
sequential lepton hypothesis.
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