
Study of the decays χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ

M. Ablikim1, M. N. Achasov4,c, P. Adlarson75, O. Afedulidis3, X. C. Ai80, R. Aliberti35, A. Amoroso74A,74C , Q. An71,58,a,
Y. Bai57, O. Bakina36, I. Balossino29A, Y. Ban46,h, H.-R. Bao63, V. Batozskaya1,44, K. Begzsuren32, N. Berger35,
M. Berlowski44, M. Bertani28A, D. Bettoni29A, F. Bianchi74A,74C , E. Bianco74A,74C , A. Bortone74A,74C , I. Boyko36,
R. A. Briere5, A. Brueggemann68, H. Cai76, X. Cai1,58, A. Calcaterra28A, G. F. Cao1,63, N. Cao1,63, S. A. Cetin62A,

J. F. Chang1,58, G. R. Che43, G. Chelkov36,b, C. Chen43, C. H. Chen9, Chao Chen55, G. Chen1, H. S. Chen1,63, H. Y. Chen20,
M. L. Chen1,58,63, S. J. Chen42, S. L. Chen45, S. M. Chen61, T. Chen1,63, X. R. Chen31,63, X. T. Chen1,63, Y. B. Chen1,58,

Y. Q. Chen34, Z. J. Chen25,i, Z. Y. Chen1,63, S. K. Choi10A, G. Cibinetto29A, F. Cossio74C , J. J. Cui50, H. L. Dai1,58,
J. P. Dai78, A. Dbeyssi18, R. E. de Boer3, D. Dedovich36, C. Q. Deng72, Z. Y. Deng1, A. Denig35, I. Denysenko36,

M. Destefanis74A,74C , F. De Mori74A,74C , B. Ding66,1, X. X. Ding46,h, Y. Ding34, Y. Ding40, J. Dong1,58, L. Y. Dong1,63,
M. Y. Dong1,58,63, X. Dong76, M. C. Du1, S. X. Du80, Y. Y. Duan55, Z. H. Duan42, P. Egorov36,b, Y. H. Fan45, J. Fang1,58,
J. Fang59, S. S. Fang1,63, W. X. Fang1, Y. Fang1, Y. Q. Fang1,58, R. Farinelli29A, L. Fava74B,74C , F. Feldbauer3, G. Felici28A,

C. Q. Feng71,58, J. H. Feng59, Y. T. Feng71,58, M. Fritsch3, C. D. Fu1, J. L. Fu63, Y. W. Fu1,63, H. Gao63, X. B. Gao41,
Y. N. Gao46,h, Yang Gao71,58, S. Garbolino74C , I. Garzia29A,29B , L. Ge80, P. T. Ge76, Z. W. Ge42, C. Geng59,
E. M. Gersabeck67, A. Gilman69, K. Goetzen13, L. Gong40, W. X. Gong1,58, W. Gradl35, S. Gramigna29A,29B ,

M. Greco74A,74C , M. H. Gu1,58, Y. T. Gu15, C. Y. Guan1,63, A. Q. Guo31,63, L. B. Guo41, M. J. Guo50, R. P. Guo49,
Y. P. Guo12,g, A. Guskov36,b, J. Gutierrez27, K. L. Han63, T. T. Han1, F. Hanisch3, X. Q. Hao19, F. A. Harris65, K. K. He55,
K. L. He1,63, F. H. Heinsius3, C. H. Heinz35, Y. K. Heng1,58,63, C. Herold60, T. Holtmann3, P. C. Hong34, G. Y. Hou1,63,

X. T. Hou1,63, Y. R. Hou63, Z. L. Hou1, B. Y. Hu59, H. M. Hu1,63, J. F. Hu56,j , S. L. Hu12,g, T. Hu1,58,63, Y. Hu1,
G. S. Huang71,58, K. X. Huang59, L. Q. Huang31,63, X. T. Huang50, Y. P. Huang1, Y. S. Huang59, T. Hussain73, F. Hölzken3,
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Based on (2712.4±14.3)×106 e+e− → ψ(3686) events collected with the BESIII detector operating
at the BEPCII collider, we report the first evidence of χc0 → ΛΛ̄ϕ decays and the first observation of
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χc1,2 → ΛΛ̄ϕ decays, with significances of 4.5σ, 11.3σ and 13.0σ, respectively. The decay branching
fractions of χc0,1,2 → ΛΛ̄ϕ are measured to be (2.99±1.24±0.19)×10−5, (6.01±0.90±0.40)×10−5,
and (7.13±0.81±0.36)×10−5, where the first uncertainties are statistical and the second systematic.
No obvious enhancement near the ΛΛ̄ production threshold or excited Λ state is found in the Λϕ
(or Λ̄ϕ) system.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the quark model, the χcJ(J = 0, 1, 2) mesons are
identified as 3PJ charmonium states. Due to the con-
servation of parity, it was long considered impossible for
e+e− annihilation to directly produce them. As a result,
the decays of χcJ have not been studied as extensively as
the vector charmonium states J/ψ and ψ(3686) in both
experiment and theory. However, χcJ mesons can be pro-
duced via radiative decays of the ψ(3686) with a sizable
branching fraction (BF) of about 9% [1] for each χcJ
state, thereby offering an ideal environment to investi-
gate their properties and decays.

Studies of the processes involving theBB̄V final states,
where B and V denote baryons and vector mesons, re-
spectively, are valuable in the search for possible BB̄
threshold enhancements and excited baryon states de-
caying into BV . A threshold enhancement in the pp̄ sys-
tem was first observed in the J/ψ → γpp̄ decay at BE-
SII [2] and was later confirmed by BESIII with improved
precision [3]. Subsequently, an enhancement around the
ΛΛ̄ production threshold was observed in various pro-
cesses, such as e+e− → ϕΛΛ̄ [4], which disfavored an
interpretation of the enhancement as originating from
the η(2225) → ΛΛ̄ decay [5]. In addition, the excited
state Λ(1670) was observed in the near-threshold reac-
tion K−p → Λη [6] and in the Λη mass spectra in the
charmonium decay of ψ(3686) → ΛΛ̄η [7]. However, ex-
perimental results on the ΛΛ̄ production threshold en-
hancement and on excited Λ states decaying into Λϕ are
still limited. Comprehensive investigations of the BB̄V
system in a wide range of charmonium decays are desir-
able. So far, only a few studies of P wave charmonium
decays, χcJ → BB̄V , have been performed [1, 8–10].
Search for similar decay modes may provide an opportu-
nity to further investigate the potential enhancement at
the ΛΛ̄ production threshold and the nature of excited Λ
states.

In this paper, by analyzing (2712.4 ± 14.3) × 106

ψ(3686) events [11] collected with the BESIII detector,
we present the first experimental studies of χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ
decays.

II. BESIII DETECTOR AND MONTE CARLO
SIMULATION

The BESIII detector [12] records e+e− collisions pro-
vided by the BEPCII storage ring [13]. The cylindri-
cal core of the BESIII detector covers 93% of the full
solid angle and consists of a helium-based multilayer
drift chamber (MDC), a plastic scintillator time-of-flight

system (TOF), and a CsI(Tl) electromagnetic calorime-
ter (EMC), which are all enclosed in a superconducting
solenoidal magnet providing a 1.0 T magnetic field. The
magnet is supported by an octagonal flux-return yoke
with modules of resistive plate muon counters (MUC)
interleaved with steel. The charged-particle momentum
resolution at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%, and the dE/dx resolu-
tion is 6% for the electrons from Bhabha scattering at
1 GeV. The EMC measures photon energy with a res-
olution 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 multigap
resistive plate chamber technology, providing a time res-
olution of 60 ps, which benefits 86% of the data used in
this analysis [14–16].
Monte Carlo (MC) simulated data samples are pro-

duced with a geant4-based [17] software package, which
includes the geometric description [18] of the BESIII
detector and the detector response. They are used to
optimize the event selection criteria, estimate the sig-
nal efficiency and the level of background. The simu-
lation models the beam-energy spread and initial-state
radiation in the e+e− annihilation using the generator
kkmc [19, 20]. The inclusive MC sample includes the
production of the ψ(3686) resonance, the initial-state ra-
diation production of the J/ψ meson, and the continuum
processes incorporated in kkmc. Particle decays are gen-
erated by evtgen [21, 22] for the known decay modes
with BFs taken from the Particle Data Group (PDG) [1]
and lundcharm [23, 24] for the unknown ones. Radia-
tion from charged final-state particles is included using
the photos package [25].
To determine the detection efficiency for each signal

process, signal MC samples are generated with a modified
data-driven generator BODY3 [21, 22], which simulates
contributions from different intermediate states in data
for a given three-body final state, as discussed in Sec. IV.

III. EVENT SELECTION

The Λ/Λ̄ and ϕ particles are reconstructed via their
decays Λ/Λ̄ → pπ−/p̄π+ and ϕ → K+K−. Charged
tracks detected in the MDC are required to be within
a polar angle θ such that |cosθ| < 0.93, where θ is de-
fined with respect to the symmetry axis of the MDC.
The Λ and Λ̄ candidates are reconstructed by combin-
ing pairs of oppositely charged tracks with pion and pro-
ton mass hypotheses satisfying a secondary vertex con-
straint [26]. Events with at least one pπ−(Λ) and one
p̄π+(Λ̄) candidate are selected. In the case of multiple
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ΛΛ̄ pair candidates, the one with the minimum value
of

√
(Mpπ− −mΛ)2 + (Mp̄π+ −mΛ̄)

2 is chosen, where
Mpπ− (Mp̄π+) is the invariant mass of the pπ− (p̄π+)
system, and mΛ (mΛ̄) is the know mass of Λ(Λ̄) [1]. Con-
sidering that Λ(Λ̄) has a relatively long lifetime, we re-
quire the decay length of Λ(Λ̄) to be greater than zero.
The charged tracks other than those originating from the
ΛΛ̄ pair are taken as originating from the ϕ decay. For
these tracks, the distance of closest approach to the e+e−

interaction point must be less than 10 cm in the beam
axis and less than 1 cm in the plane perpendicular to
this axis. The measurements of the flight time in the
TOF and dE/dx in the MDC for each charged track are
combined to compute particle identification (PID) confi-
dence levels for the pion, kaon, and proton hypotheses.
Tracks are identified as K if the confidence level for the
kaon hypothesis is the highest among the three hypothe-
ses of π, K, and p. The ϕ signal is reconstructed by
the invariant mass of the charged kaon pairs candidate
with |MK+K− − mϕ| < 18 MeV/c2 and the region of
1055 < MK+K− < 1127 MeV/c2 is taken as the ϕ side-
band, where mϕ is the ϕ known mass [1]. The range here
is determined based on the mass resolution obtained from
the signal MC sample.

Photon candidates are identified using showers in the
EMC. The deposited energy of each shower must be
greater than 25 MeV in the barrel region (|cos θ| < 0.80)
or greater than 50 MeV in the end-cap region (0.86 <
|cos θ| < 0.92). To suppress electronic noise and energy
depositions not associated with the event, the EMC clus-
ter timing from the reconstructed event start time is fur-
ther required to satisfy 0 ≤ t ≤ 700 ns.

To further suppress the combinatorial background,
a four-constraint (4C) kinematic fit imposing four-
momentum conservation under the hypothesis of
ψ(3686) → γΛΛ̄K+K− is performed. The combination
with the minimum χ2

4C is retained for further analysis if
the number of photons is more than one. Furthermore,
the χ2

4C of the kinematic fit is required to be less than 60
by optimizing the figure of merit ε

a
2+

√
Nbkg

[28] via the

χc2 decay mode, where ε is the detection efficiency, a = 3
is the expected significance of this measurement process,
and Nbkg is the number of background events estimated
from the inclusive ψ(3686) MC sample. Additionally,
the background events of χcJ → Ω−Ω̄+ are vetoed by the
two-dimensional (2D) mass window, |MΛK−−mΩ− | > 12
MeV/c2 ∪ |MΛ̄K+ −mΩ̄+ | > 12 MeV/c2, where mΩ−(Ω̄+)

is the known mass of the Ω−(Ω̄+) baryon [1].

Figure 1 shows the 2D distribution of the invariant
mass for pπ− versus p̄π+ for data after all selection crite-
ria are applied. A clear ΛΛ̄ pair signal can be observed.
The one-dimensional (1D) Λ and Λ̄ signal region are de-
fined as |Mpπ−(p̄π+)−mΛ(Λ̄)| < 6 MeV/c2. The 2D signal

region of ΛΛ̄ and its 2D ΛΛ̄ sideband regions are shown
in Fig. 1.

Potential remaining background contributions are in-
vestigated with the inclusive ψ(3686) MC events, using
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Fig. 1. The 2D distribution of Mp̄π+ versus Mpπ− of the
accepted candidates, where the box in red solid lines is the
ΛΛ̄ signal region, and the boxes in green dashed lines are the
sideband regions.

the event-type analysis tool TopoAna [29]. The domi-
nant background comes from the non-resonant ψ(3686)
decay of ψ(3686) → γΛΛ̄ϕ.
To investigate possible continuum background, the

same selection criteria are applied to the data samples
collected at the center-of-mass energies of 3.650 GeV and
3.682 GeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
454 pb−1 and 404 pb−1. No event survives after ap-
plying all the selection criteria. Hence, the continuum
background is considered to be negligible.

IV. SIGNAL YIELDS

The signal yields of the χc0,1,2 → ΛΛ̄ϕ decays are ob-
tained by performing a simultaneous fit to theMΛΛ̄K+K−

spectra of the events in the ϕ signal and sideband re-
gions. In the fit, the signal shapes are described by the
MC-simulated shapes convolved with a Gaussian func-
tion, and their parameters are floated and shared by all
χcJ signal contributions.
We also examine the impact of fake Λ and Λ̄ candi-

dates. After considering the number of candidates in the
2D sideband region (denoted as four green boxes in Fig. 1
this background is judged to be negligible. The non-χcJ
radiative background is described by the MC-simulated
shape of the ψ(3686) → γΛΛ̄ϕ decay and the number of
events is taken as a free parameter. There is the pos-
sibility of K+K− background that does not come from
ϕ resonance. The shape of this background contribu-
tion is derived from the MC sample of ψ(3686) → γχcJ ,
χcJ → ΛΛ̄K+K−, and its yield is treated as a shared
parameter for the two modes, with its contribution mul-
tiplied by a normalization factor fϕ. The normalization
factors, fϕ, between the ϕ signal and sideband regions
are determined to be 0.71 by comparing the numbers
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Fig. 2. Fit to the MK+K− distribution of the accepted can-
didates. The pink arrows shows the ϕ signal region, and the
pair of green arrows shows the ϕ sideband region.

of background events in the ϕ signal and sideband re-
gions, as shown in Fig. 2. Specifically, in the fitting of
the K+K− invariant-mass spectrum, the signal compo-
nent is modeled with the MC-simulated shape convolved
with a Gaussian function to account for the possible dif-
ference in the mass resolution between data and MC sim-
ulation. The remaining combinatorial background shape
is described by a reverse ARGUS function [27]. The fit
result is shown in Fig. 3 and the obtained signal yields
are summarized in Table 1.

The significances of χc1 → ΛΛ̄ϕ and χc2 → ΛΛ̄ϕ are
determined to be 11.3σ and 13.0σ, respectively, by com-
paring the difference of likelihoods with and without in-
cluding each signal in the fit. To estimate the significance
of χc0 → ΛΛ̄ϕ, we apply another approach due to the low
signal yield. We assume that the number of signal and
background events in the χc0 signal region follow a Pois-
son distribution with mean n = s + b [30], where the
signal region is [mχc0 − 22, mχc0 + 22] MeV/c2, with
mχc0 the known χc0 mass [1], s is the expected number
of signal events, while b is the expected number of Pois-
son distributed background events, and estimated from
the aforementioned fit. Then the p-value for the null hy-
pothesis without a resonance (H0) is

p(nobs) = P (n > nobs|H0) =

∞∑
n=nobs

bn

n! e
−b

= 1−
nobs−1∑
n=0

bn

n! e
−b,

where nobs is the number of events observed in the sig-
nal region. All numbers are counted in the signal region
where the signal events are expected to appear. The p-
value is obtained by calculating the probability of the
number of background events fluctuating to the number
of observed events in the χc0 signal region. The p-value

for the χc0 → ΛΛ̄ϕ decay is 7.85 × 10−6, correspond-
ing to a significance of 4.5σ. In determining this sig-
nificance, the systematic uncertainties are accounted for
by repeating the fits with variations of the signal shape,
background shape, and fit range.
The existence of potential intermediate states in the

ΛΛ̄ϕ final state are investigated through scrutiny of the
Dalitz plots, apart from in the case of the χc0 mode,
where the signal yield is too low. Figure 4 shows the
invariant masses of different two-body combinations for
χc1,2 signals, after subtracting the background contribu-
tions using the normalized sideband events. No obvious
structures are observed. Nevertheless, the mass spectra
do not agree well with the the signal MC shapes gen-
erated with the PHSP model, which will lead to a bias
in the efficiency correction made based on this model.
Therefore, the PHSP model is replaced by the modified
data-driven generator BODY3 [21, 22], which was devel-
oped to simulate different intermediate states in data for
a given three-body final state. The Dalitz plot of M2

Λϕ

versusM2
Λ̄ϕ

found in data, including a binwise correction

for backgrounds and efficiencies, is taken as an input to
the BODY3 generator. The updated data-MC compar-
isons based on the BODY3 signal MC samples are shown
in Fig. 4, where the data-MC agreement is improved com-
pared to the PHSP model.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The BFs of χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ are calculated by

B(χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ) =
NχcJ

obs

Nψ(3686)
∏
iBi · ε(χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ)

, (1)

where NχcJ

obs is the χcJ signal yield,
∏
iBi is the product

BFs of ψ(3686) → γχcJ , Λ → pπ, and ϕ → K+K−, as
taken from the PDG [1], Nψ(3686) is the total number of

ψ(3686) events [11], and ε(χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ) is the detection
efficiency. The measured BFs of each decay mode are
summarized in Table 1.

VI. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

Several sources of systematic uncertainty have been
considered and are detailed below.

(i) Kaon tracking: The systematic uncertainty asso-
ciated with the tracking efficiency is estimated with
a control sample of J/ψ → K0

SK
±π∓ decays, and

determined to be 1.0% [34] for each kaon.

(ii) Kaon PID: The systematic uncertainty associated
with the kaon-PID efficiency is determined to be
1% [34] for each kaon, based on the same sample
used to estimate the kaon tracking efficiency.
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Table 1. The signal yields (NχcJ
obs ), significances, efficiencies, and the obtained BFs. The first uncertainties are statistical and

the second systematic. The significances include systematic uncertainties.

χc0 χc1 χc2

NχcJ
obs 7.2± 3.0 51.6± 7.7 94.4± 10.7

Significance (σ) 4.5 11.3 13.0
ε(χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ) (%) 0.45 1.61 2.54
B(ψ(3686) → γχcJ) · B

(
χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ

)
(×10−6) 2.92± 1.22± 0.19 5.86± 0.87± 0.39 6.79± 0.77± 0.35

B
(
χcJ → ΛΛ̄ϕ

)
(×10−5) 2.99± 1.24± 0.19 6.01± 0.90± 0.40 7.13± 0.81± 0.36
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(iii) Photon reconstruction: The systematic uncer-
tainty arising from the knowledge of the photon re-
construction efficiency is assigned to be 1.0% [35],
from studies of the control sample of J/ψ →
π+π−π0 decays.

(iv) 4C kinematic fit: To assign the systematic un-
certainty related to the 4C kinematic fit, control
samples of ψ(3686) → π+π−J/ψ, J/ψ → ΛΛ̄ and
ψ(3686) → ηJ/ψ, J/ψ → ΛΛ̄π+π−, events which
have similar topologies as the signal modes are em-
ployed. The efficiency of the 4C kinematic fit is de-
fined as the ratio of the signal yields with and with-
out the same χ2 requirement as the signal chan-
nel. The larger difference in efficiencies between
data and MC simulation of the two control sam-
ples, 1.3%, is taken as the systematic uncertainty.

(v) Λ(Λ̄) reconstruction: The combined efficiency in-
cluding proton/anti-proton and charged pion track-
ing, and Λ and Λ̄ reconstruction are studied with
a control sample of J/ψ → pK−Σ̄0(→ γΛ̄) + c.c.
decays. The differences in reconstruction efficien-
cies between data and MC simulation, 1.8% per Λ
and 1.5% per Λ̄, are taken as the corresponding
systematic uncertainties.

(vi) Signal yield determination

• Mass window: The systematic uncertain-
ties associated with each mass window are
estimated by varying each mass window by
one standard deviation of the corresponding
mass resolution. The larger change of the re-
measured BF is taken as the corresponding
systematic uncertainty.

• Fit range: To examine potential systematic
uncertainty associated with the choice of fit
range, we perform a Barlow test [36] to exam-
ine the significance of deviation (ζ) between
the baseline fit and the systematic test, de-
fined as

ζ =
|Vnominal − Vtest |√
|σ2
V nominal − σ2

V test |
, (2)

where V is the measured BF and σV is the sta-
tistical uncertainty of V . The ζ distribution
is obtained by varying the fit range ten times,
by shrinking or enlarging the interval (3390,
3590) MeV/c2 to (3370, 3610) MeV/c2, with
a step of 2 MeV/c2. After these tests, the
associated systematic uncertainty is found to
be negligible since the ζ distribution shows no
significant deviation.

• Signal shape: To assess the systematic un-
certainty due to the choice of signal shape, we
use an alternative Breit-Wigner (BW) func-
tion BW (MΛΛ̄ϕ) × E3

γ × D(Eγ) to describe

the signal distribution, where BW (MΛΛ̄ϕ) =

((MΛΛ̄ϕ − mχcJ
)2 + 1

4Γ
2
χcJ

)−1 [9] is the non-
relativistic BW function with width ΓχcJ

and
mass mχcJ

fixed to their individual PDG val-
ues [1]; Eγ = (m2

ψ(3686) − M2
ΛΛ̄ϕ

)/2mψ(3686)

is the energy of the transition photon in the
ψ(3686) rest frame; and D(Eγ) is a damping
factor that suppresses the divergent tail due
to E3

γ . This damping factor is described by

D(Eγ) =exp(−E2
γ/8β

2) with β constrained to
the CLEO measurement (65.0±2.5) MeV [37].
The difference in the signal yields between fits
with the two different signal functions is taken
as the systematic uncertainty.

• Background shape: The systematic uncer-
tainties due to the background shape are es-
timated by replacing the MC-simulated shape
of ψ(3686) → γΛΛ̄ϕ with a second-order poly-
nomial function. The change of the fitted
signal yield is taken as the systematic uncer-
tainty.

• Normalization factor: The systematic un-
certainty of the normalization factor of the ϕ
sideband, fϕ, is estimated by varying the side-
band region by ±1σ, where σ denotes the mass
resolution. The largest differences of the BFs
from the baseline results are assigned as the
corresponding systematic uncertainties.

(vii) MC model: The systematic uncertainty due to
the MC model is estimated by varying the bin
size by ±25%, and varying the number of back-
ground events by one standard deviation in the in-
put Dalitz plot in the BODY3 generator, under the
assumption that the background satisfies a Poisson
distribution. Combining the results from the two
sources, the larger difference relative to the base-
line efficiency is used to determine the systematic
uncertainty.

(viii) Input BFs: The uncertainties of the BFs of
ψ(3686) → γχc0, ψ(3686) → γχc1, ψ(3686) →
γχc2, Λ → pπ, and ϕ → K+K− taken from the
PDG [1] are 2.0%, 2.5%, 2.1%, 1.6% and 1.0%, re-
spectively.

(ix) Nψ(3686): The uncertainty on the value of the total
number of ψ(3686) events, determined with inclu-
sive hadronic ψ(3686) decays, is 0.5% [11].

All the systematic uncertainties are assumed to be in-
dependent of each other and combined in quadrature to
obtain the overall systematic uncertainty as listed in Ta-
ble 2.
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Table 2. Systematic uncertainties (%) in the BF measure-
ments, where ‘neg.’ indicates that the associated systematic
uncertainty is negligible, and the dash indicates that the sys-
tematic uncertainty is not applicable.

Source χc0 χc1 χc2

Kaon tracking 2.0 2.0 2.0

Kaon PID 2.0 2.0 2.0

Photon reconstruction 1.0 1.0 1.0

4C kinematic fit 1.3 1.3 1.3

Λ reconstruction 1.8 1.8 1.8

Λ̄ reconstruction 1.5 1.5 1.5

Mass window 1.0 0.4 1.0

Fit range neg. neg. neg.

Signal shape 3.1 3.1 0.5

Background shape 2.8 0.8 0.3

Normalization factor 0.3 0.2 0.3

MC model − 2.6 0.5

Input BFs 2.8 3.1 2.8

Nψ(3686) 0.5 0.5 0.5

Total 6.5 6.6 5.1

VII. SUMMARY

By analyzing (2712.4± 14.3)× 106 ψ(3686) events, we
observe or find evidence of the decays of χc0,1,2 → ΛΛ̄ϕ
for the first time, with significances of 4.5σ, 11.3σ, and
13.0σ, respectively. We determine their decay BFs to be
B(χc0 → ΛΛ̄ϕ) = (2.99 ± 1.24 ± 0.19) × 10−5, B(χc1 →
ΛΛ̄ϕ) = (6.01±0.90±0.40)×10−5 and B(χc2 → ΛΛ̄ϕ) =
(7.13± 0.81± 0.36)× 10−5, where the first uncertainties
are statistical and the second systematic. No obvious
enhancement near the ΛΛ̄ production threshold is found.
No obvious excited Λ state is found in the MΛϕ or MΛ̄ϕ

spectra, either.
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