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Abstract

The analysis of the process e e~ — 7w 7w 7'y uses data collected by the CMD-3 detector at the VEPP-2000 accelerator during the 2019-2023 years, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 481.7
pb~! in the center-of-mass energy range of 1440 - 2007 MeV. The preliminary cross section of the process e"e~ — w77 and the contributions from intermediate resonant states w(782)n, ¢(1020)n
and ay(980)p(770) were measured. The current status of the analysis is presented.
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Histograms show expected MC—Slmu!ated signals from Histogram shows e>.<pected MC—Slmulated signal from Study the dynamics of the process for the presence of contributions from unaccounted
the w(782)n and ¢(1020)n intermediate states. the a((980)p(770) intermediate state.

intermediate resonances, investigate the interference between resonances.




