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Abstract

A study of B+
c ! K+K�⇡+ decays is performed for the first time using data

corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3.0 fb�1 collected by the LHCb ex-
periment in pp collisions at centre-of-mass energies of 7 and 8TeV. Evidence for
the decay B+

c ! �c0(! K+K�)⇡+ is reported with a significance of 4.0 stan-

dard deviations, resulting in the measurement of �(B+
c )

�(B+) ⇥ B(B+
c ! �c0⇡+) to be

(9.8+3.4
�3.0(stat)± 0.8(syst))⇥ 10�6. Here B denotes a branching fraction while �(B+

c )
and �(B+) are the production cross-sections for B+

c and B+ mesons. An indication
of bc weak annihilation is found for the region m(K�⇡+) < 1.834GeV/c2, with a
significance of 2.4 standard deviations.

Submitted to Phys. Rev. Lett.

c� CERN on behalf of the LHCb collaboration, license CC-BY-4.0.

†Authors are listed at the end of this article.
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2Context

LHCb PRD90 (2014) 112004
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Figure 30: AN

CP
in Dalitz plot bins with equal number of events (sWeighted background

subtracted and acceptance corrected) for B
± ! K

±
⇡
+
⇡
� (top left), B± ! K

±
K

+
K

�

(top right), B± ! ⇡
±
⇡
+
⇡
� (bottom left) and B

± ! ⇡
±
K

+
K

� (bottom right).

is located mainly in the low mass region of m⇡⇡ < 1.5GeV/c2, where a clear interference1017

structure appears in the B
+-B� distribution.1018

10.1.2 B
± ! K

±
K

+
K

�
1019

The projections of the B± ! K
±
K

+
K

� Dalitz plot are shown in Figure 34. We can identify1020

in mK+K� low the narrow vector resonances: �(1020) as the first bump around 1GeV/c21021

and �c0(1P ) in the region around 3.4GeV/c2. The resonances in the mK+K� high projection1022

are covered by the � distribution along this axis. There is also a broad concentration at low1023

mass above 2.0GeV2
/c

4, which could correspond to the f2(1525) resonance. Also visible1024

only in the B
± ! K

±
K

+
K

� Dalitz plot (Figure 28) is the contribution of B± ! J/ K
±

1025

with J/ ! K
+
K

�, around 9.6GeV2
/c

4 in m
2
K+K� low. Table 31 shows the Particle Data1026

Group list of measured branching fractions for B± ! K
±
K

+
K

�.1027

The mass projections reveal a clear signature of CP asymmetry, with a large excess of1028

B
+ events for mK+K� low < 1.6GeV/c2 and m

2
K+K� high between 2.4GeV/c2 and 4.0GeV/c2.1029

Figure 35 is a zoom in the mK+K� low region of high asymmetry, that includes the �(1020).1030
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ACP =
�(M ! f)� �(M̄ ! f̄)

�(M ! f) + �(M̄ ! f̄)

πππ

B± ! h±h�h+

 dynamic effect !!

can lead to new physics 

1st observation in charm

 CPV on three-body?
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D0(D̄0) ! ⇡+⇡�,K+K�
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new one coming soon 

at low and high mass
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common cartoon to described 3-body decay

3Three-body kinematics : DALITZ plot

D0 ! Ks⇡
�⇡+

Ks
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Technique to analyse three-body decays 

➤ 2 variables are enough to describe the 
phase-space 

➤ Axes are defined as: 

s12 = m2
12 = (p1 + p2)

2

s23 = m2
23 = (p2 + p3)

2

s31 = m2
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2

➤ Event distribution is proportional to 
square of the decay amplitude
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If true, one expect 2-body resonances 3
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FIG. 2: DP distributions for (a) D0 → K0
Sπ
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+K− data after all selection criteria, in the signal region.
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FIG. 3: DP projections for (a,b,c) D0 → K0
Sπ

+π− and (d,e,f) D0 → K0
SK

+K− data after all selection criteria, in the signal
region (points). The histograms represent the mixing fit projections. For D0 decays the variables s− and s+ are interchanged.

TABLE III: Summary of the contributions to the experimental systematic uncertainty on the mixing parameters.

Source x/10−3 y/10−3

Analysis biases and fitting procedure (Monte Carlo statistics) 0.75 0.66
Selection criteria 0.47 0.57
Signal and background yields 0.11 0.07
Efficiency variations across the DP 0.37 0.18
Modeling of the DP distributions for misreconstructed D0 decays 0.33 0.14
Modeling of the proper-time distributions for signal and misreconstructed D0 decays 0.13 0.13
Modeling of the proper-time error distributions for signal and misreconstructed D0 decays 0.06 0.09
Misidentification of the D0 flavor for signal and random π+

s events 0.49 0.40
Mixing in the random π+

s background component 0.10 0.08
PDF normalization 0.11 0.05
Misalignment of the detector 0.28 0.83
Total experimental systematic uncertainty 1.18 1.30

BABAR Phys.Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 081803

But in reality…….
not all of them are clearly present
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4Three-body kinematics : DALITZ plot

D0 ! Ks⇡
�⇡+

18

Are methods used for D decay 
Dalitz plots also valid for B decays?

Same model Same model 

as D decayas D decay

D→K–π+π0 B→K–π+π0

Tim Gershon
Introduction to Dalitz Plot Analysis

D Dalitz plot 
on same scale

Image credit: Brian Meadowsimage credit:Brian Meadows

D0 ! K�⇡+⇡0

Similar final state but different interference pattern

different dynamics to be understood 

new hight sample data cannot be described only by adding resonances! 
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FIG. 2: DP distributions for (a) D0 → K0
Sπ

+π− and (b) D0 → K0
SK

+K− data after all selection criteria, in the signal region.
The gray scale indicates the number of events per bin. The solid lines show the kinematic limits of the D0 decay. The s0 DP
variable is defined as s0 = m2(h+h−). For D0 decays the variables s− and s+ are interchanged.
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FIG. 3: DP projections for (a,b,c) D0 → K0
Sπ

+π− and (d,e,f) D0 → K0
SK

+K− data after all selection criteria, in the signal
region (points). The histograms represent the mixing fit projections. For D0 decays the variables s− and s+ are interchanged.

TABLE III: Summary of the contributions to the experimental systematic uncertainty on the mixing parameters.

Source x/10−3 y/10−3

Analysis biases and fitting procedure (Monte Carlo statistics) 0.75 0.66
Selection criteria 0.47 0.57
Signal and background yields 0.11 0.07
Efficiency variations across the DP 0.37 0.18
Modeling of the DP distributions for misreconstructed D0 decays 0.33 0.14
Modeling of the proper-time distributions for signal and misreconstructed D0 decays 0.13 0.13
Modeling of the proper-time error distributions for signal and misreconstructed D0 decays 0.06 0.09
Misidentification of the D0 flavor for signal and random π+

s events 0.49 0.40
Mixing in the random π+

s background component 0.10 0.08
PDF normalization 0.11 0.05
Misalignment of the detector 0.28 0.83
Total experimental systematic uncertainty 1.18 1.30

to disentangle the interference we need amplitude analysis
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D+
s ! ⇡+⇡�⇡+

⇡�⇡+ ! ⇡�⇡+
<latexit sha1_base64="h1soNZu6bGDYSDKND4KMHtOrxxs=">AAACAXicdVDLSgMxFL3js9bXqCtxEyyCIJZpEXysCm5cVnBsoTOWTJppQzOZIckIZShu/BU3LlTc+hfu/BszbcX3gSQn59xLck+QcKa047xZU9Mzs3PzhYXi4tLyyqq9tn6p4lQS6pKYx7IZYEU5E9TVTHPaTCTFUcBpI+if5n7jmkrFYnGhBwn1I9wVLGQEayO17U0vYVf7+baHPB2jz2vbLjnlqpMD/SaV8uh0SjBBvW2/ep2YpBEVmnCsVKviJNrPsNSMcDoseqmiCSZ93KUtQwWOqPKz0QhDtGOUDgpjaZbQaKR+7chwpNQgCkxlhHVP/fRy8S+vlerwyM+YSFJNBRk/FKYcmVnzPFCHSUo0HxiCiWTmr4j0sMREm9SKJoSPSdH/xK2Wj8vO+UGpdjJJowBbsA27UIFDqMEZ1MEFAjdwBw/waN1a99aT9TwunbImPRvwDdbLO8/VlfE=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h1soNZu6bGDYSDKND4KMHtOrxxs=">AAACAXicdVDLSgMxFL3js9bXqCtxEyyCIJZpEXysCm5cVnBsoTOWTJppQzOZIckIZShu/BU3LlTc+hfu/BszbcX3gSQn59xLck+QcKa047xZU9Mzs3PzhYXi4tLyyqq9tn6p4lQS6pKYx7IZYEU5E9TVTHPaTCTFUcBpI+if5n7jmkrFYnGhBwn1I9wVLGQEayO17U0vYVf7+baHPB2jz2vbLjnlqpMD/SaV8uh0SjBBvW2/ep2YpBEVmnCsVKviJNrPsNSMcDoseqmiCSZ93KUtQwWOqPKz0QhDtGOUDgpjaZbQaKR+7chwpNQgCkxlhHVP/fRy8S+vlerwyM+YSFJNBRk/FKYcmVnzPFCHSUo0HxiCiWTmr4j0sMREm9SKJoSPSdH/xK2Wj8vO+UGpdjJJowBbsA27UIFDqMEZ1MEFAjdwBw/waN1a99aT9TwunbImPRvwDdbLO8/VlfE=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h1soNZu6bGDYSDKND4KMHtOrxxs=">AAACAXicdVDLSgMxFL3js9bXqCtxEyyCIJZpEXysCm5cVnBsoTOWTJppQzOZIckIZShu/BU3LlTc+hfu/BszbcX3gSQn59xLck+QcKa047xZU9Mzs3PzhYXi4tLyyqq9tn6p4lQS6pKYx7IZYEU5E9TVTHPaTCTFUcBpI+if5n7jmkrFYnGhBwn1I9wVLGQEayO17U0vYVf7+baHPB2jz2vbLjnlqpMD/SaV8uh0SjBBvW2/ep2YpBEVmnCsVKviJNrPsNSMcDoseqmiCSZ93KUtQwWOqPKz0QhDtGOUDgpjaZbQaKR+7chwpNQgCkxlhHVP/fRy8S+vlerwyM+YSFJNBRk/FKYcmVnzPFCHSUo0HxiCiWTmr4j0sMREm9SKJoSPSdH/xK2Wj8vO+UGpdjJJowBbsA27UIFDqMEZ1MEFAjdwBw/waN1a99aT9TwunbImPRvwDdbLO8/VlfE=</latexit> (I=J=0)

2-body x 3-body  phases

++

If this picture is the reality:

Phys.Rev. D 79 (2009) 032003

scattering

decay

different phases!

phase from decay should
 be the same as scattering 

Is not as simple as it look like!

       3-body data: only spin! and       dynamics6=
2-body amplitude: spin and isospin well defined!

Quantum numbers:

It should only contain 2-body informations!
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últi
mos

imp
lica

m dua
s troc

as de
sab

or,
o que

não

oco
rre

nes
se caso

. O mod
o com

o o diag
ram

a a dá
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To extract  information from data 
we need an amplitude MODEL

F
S
IWA =         *

Final State Interactions - strong -

+=M
F
S
 I

++ ++ ...

+=M
F
S
 I

++ ++ ...

2-body is crucial!!!!

primary vertex - weak -

QCD, CKM coupling and phase

28

É possível construir três 
invariantes a partir dos 
4-momenta das filhas:

Quando escolhemos dois desses invariantes para  
descrever a cinemática do decaimento,  a densidade  

do espaço de fase é constante. O diagrama  
bidimensional resultante é o chamado Dalitz plot

A(s12, s23) =
X

Ak(s12, s23)dynamics

(2+1)

3-body
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7Models available

(2+1) 
     approximation: ignore the 3rd particle (bachelor)

isobar model: widely used by experimentalists 

+=M
F
S
 I

++ ++ ... +=M
F
S
 I

++ ++ ...

D
+
! W

+ which, subsequently gives rise to the processes shown in Fig. 3. The correspond-

ing amplitude is proportional to the product of matrix elements h(KKK)+|Aµ
|0ih0|Aµ|M

+
i,

where A
µ is the axial current. The Triple-M is composed by a non-resonant term and two

resonant contributions, associated with the � and the f0. The non-resonant amplitude is

a direct prediction from chiral symmetry and represented by a polynomial, with no free

parameters. It describes a proper three-body interaction, rather than the of 2+1 decom-

position (two-body subsystem+spectator). As this contribution involves no loops, it is real

for theoretical reasons and, therefore, adequate for fixing the overall phase of the Triple-M

amplitude.

The resonant contributions involve expressions which are very di↵erent from the Ak used

in the isobar model amplitude A =
P

ck Ak, but these expressions yield a similar line shape.

However, in the Triple-M, the free coe�cients ck are absent, because the intensity of each

resonance is predicted by the underlying dynamics. In particular, the � contribution is

completely fixed, for its intensity is related directly with the decay width into K̄K. The

case of the f0 is di↵erent, just because one does not have precise values for its mass and

couplings. Therefore, the three parameters in the amplitude, namely mf0 , cd, and cm, are

left to be determined by fits to data. In the K
�
K

+
K

+ final state one can access only the

tail of the f0, and therefore this channel may not be the best one for the determination

of these three parameters. The decay D
+
s ! ⇡

�
⇡
+
⇡
+, where the f0(980) is the dominant

component, would be the most adequate for this measurement. It is worth mentioning a

recent work [21] on this subject, where the f0(980) line shape is obtained in the context of

the Chiral Unitary theory, from a study of D+
s decays into ⇡

�
⇡
+
⇡
+ and K

�
K

+
K

+.

Our study also encompasses other dynamical e↵ects, representing corrections to the in-

termediate K̄K scattering amplitude, which were discussed in section IV and found to be

small. We have left them out of the Triple-M, for the time being, since the ability of the

leading contributions to reproduce data must be tested first. This kind of testing would

provide important indications about the importance of e↵ects which are not included in the

the present version of the Triple-M, such as isospin 1 resonances, as well as dynamical e↵ects

associated with processes other than the annihilation diagram.

20
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provide important indications about the importance of e↵ects which are not included in the

the present version of the Triple-M, such as isospin 1 resonances, as well as dynamical e↵ects

associated with processes other than the annihilation diagram.

20

+ NR

Lineshapes

In atomic physics, an unstable state appears as a resonance and near the resonance energy
the scattering amplitude is given by the non-relativistic Breit-Wigner formula, which was
created to describe resonant transitions in capture of slow neutrons. [33]:

f(E) /
1

E � Eo + i�/2
. (94)

This is an approximation valid for narrow and isolated resonances. The relativistic
formulation of the Breit-Wigner formula is written as

1

p2 � m2 + im�
. (95)

Since the Isobar model assumes that one particle is the spectator, the resonance occurs in
a given channel, e.g. s12, and the formula for the Isobar model is:

BW(s12) =
1

m2

R � s12 � imR�(s12)
, (96)

where mR is the mass of the resonances and �(s12) is the mass-dependent width:

�(s12) = �R

✓
q

q0

◆2L+1 mR
p
s12

✓
FL
R (z)

FL
R (z0)

◆2

, (97)

where �R is the resonance width.
Another lineshape commonly used for resonances that couple to di↵erent channels is

the Flatté [38]. This formulation will be used in this work to represent a resonance with
mass close to a threshold, such as an f0(980):

F(s12) =
1

m2

R � s12 � imR(⇢⇡⇡g2⇡ + ⇢KKg2K)
, (98)

where g⇡ and gK are dimensionless coupling constants to the KK̄ and ⇡⇡ channels,
respectively, and ⇢⇡⇡ and ⇢KK are the corresponding phase space factors,

⇢⇡⇡ =

r⇣s12
4

� m2
⇡

⌘
+

r⇣s12
4

� m2

⇡0

⌘
(99)

⇢KK =

r⇣s12
4

� m2

K

⌘
+

r⇣s12
4

� m2

K0

⌘
. (100)

4.3 Fitting procedure

The optimum values of the c0ks parameters are obtained using the Maximum Likelihood
Method, taking in account the e�ciency variation across the Dalitz plot and the background
distribution. The fit is performed in the Rio+ software.

36

non-resonant as constant or exponential!
 each resonance as  Breit-Wigner {

-  sum of BW violates two-body unitarity  ( 2 res in the same channel);  
-  do NOT include rescattering and  coupled-channels;
-  free parameters are not connected with theory !  !

F
S
I

WA =        *

unitary, analytic,…

 worst problems: ππ S-wave

isobar BW

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2
s (GeV)

(
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,(

(-(

()(

m
od
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i

f0(980)
f0(600) Mσ=0.6 Γσ=0.5
both

2

fit could change 
this interference 

more than 2 scalars

Pelaez, Yndurain PRD71(2005) 074016
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WA =        *

movement to use better 2-body (unitarity) inputs in data analysis 

Anisovich PLB653(2007)

“K-matrix" : ππ S-wave 5 coupled-channel modulated by a production amplitude  

used by Babar, LHCb, BES III 

contribution in B± ! ⇡+⇡�⇡±
rescattering ⇡⇡ ! KK

Pelaez, Yndurain PRD71(2005) 074016
[arXiv:1905.09244]

LHCb  
[arXiv:1909.05212;

 1909.05211]

B± ! K�K+⇡±
<latexit sha1_base64="mMSZddFn27wxwpC513G8OSJwjQA=">AAACAHicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vURcu3ASLIIhlpgp2WXQjdFPBPqAzLZk004ZmMiHJCGXoxl9x40IRt36GO//GTNuFth4IHM65l5tzAsGo0o7zbeVWVtfWN/Kbha3tnd09e/+gqeJEYtLAMYtlO0CKMMpJQ1PNSFtIgqKAkVYwus381iORisb8QY8F8SM04DSkGGkj9eyjm64nIujpGNa6F7XuuSdopvTsolNypoDLxJ2TIpij3rO/vH6Mk4hwjRlSquM6QvspkppiRiYFL1FEIDxCA9IxlKOIKD+dBpjAU6P0YRhL87iGU/X3RooipcZRYCYjpIdq0cvE/7xOosOKn1IuEk04nh0KEwZN3KwN2KeSYM3GhiAsqfkrxEMkEdams4IpwV2MvEya5ZJ7WSrfXxWrlXkdeXAMTsAZcME1qII7UAcNgMEEPINX8GY9WS/Wu/UxG81Z851D8AfW5w/9CZVZ</latexit>

new parametrization Pelaez, and  Rodas  EPJ. C78 (2018)  11, 897 

      other scalar and vector form factors available
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Final State Interaction in B decays as a source of CP violation
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10CPV on data: Puzzle!

�(M ! f)� �(M̄ ! f̄) = |hf |T |Mi|2 � |hf̄ |T | M̄i|2 = �4A1A2 sin(�1 � �2) sin(�1 � �2)∴

 Charge Parity Violation �(M ! f) 6= �(M̄ ! f̄)

12

CP violation in decay, which is 
how this process is known, is of 
the type of direct CP violation.

The first observations of  
CP violation in decay were  
on two-body decays:

B0
(s) ! K±⇡⌥

penguin 
diagram

The diagrams above provide 
the difference in strong and 
weak phases. The results are

ACP (B
0
s ! K�⇡+)=(27± 4)%

ACP (B
0 ! K�⇡+)=(8.0± 0.8)%

B0

B0
s B

0
s

B
0

hf |T |Mi = A1 e
i(�1+�1) +A2 e

i(�2+�2)

hf̄ |T | M̄i = A1 e
i(�1��1) +A2 e

i(�2��2)

CP

  2     amplitudes, SAME final state with strong (   ) and weak (   ) phase�i�i6=

condition to CPV

CP violation for charged B decays

➤ Two amplitudes with different weak (φ) and strong (δ) phases

6

q

A(B → f) = A1e
i(δ1+φ1) +A2e

i(δ2+φ2)

A(B̄ → f̄) = A1e
i(δ1−φ1) +A2e

i(δ2−φ2)

|AB→f |2 − |AB̄→f̄ |2 = −4A1A2 sin(δ1 − δ2) sin(φ1 − φ2)

➤ CP violation: interfering amplitudes with different weak and strong phases

φ1
φ2

➤ Weak phases: CKM matrix elements 

➤ Strong phases: penguin diagrams and hadronic final state interactions such as 
ππ → KK rescattering 
Not well described in literature

B → ! ! !

CP violation for charged B decays

➤ Two amplitudes with different weak (φ) and strong (δ) phases

6

q

A(B → f) = A1e
i(δ1+φ1) +A2e

i(δ2+φ2)

A(B̄ → f̄) = A1e
i(δ1−φ1) +A2e

i(δ2−φ2)

|AB→f |2 − |AB̄→f̄ |2 = −4A1A2 sin(δ1 − δ2) sin(φ1 − φ2)

➤ CP violation: interfering amplitudes with different weak and strong phases

φ1
φ2

➤ Weak phases: CKM matrix elements 

➤ Strong phases: penguin diagrams and hadronic final state interactions such as 
ππ → KK rescattering 
Not well described in literature

B → ! ! !

BSS model +

Bander Silverman & Soni PRL 43 (1979) 242
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not enough!!

BSS model +
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Figure 30: AN

CP
in Dalitz plot bins with equal number of events (sWeighted background

subtracted and acceptance corrected) for B
± ! K

±
⇡
+
⇡
� (top left), B± ! K

±
K

+
K

�

(top right), B± ! ⇡
±
⇡
+
⇡
� (bottom left) and B

± ! ⇡
±
K

+
K

� (bottom right).

is located mainly in the low mass region of m⇡⇡ < 1.5GeV/c2, where a clear interference1017

structure appears in the B
+-B� distribution.1018

10.1.2 B
± ! K

±
K

+
K

�
1019

The projections of the B± ! K
±
K

+
K

� Dalitz plot are shown in Figure 34. We can identify1020

in mK+K� low the narrow vector resonances: �(1020) as the first bump around 1GeV/c21021

and �c0(1P ) in the region around 3.4GeV/c2. The resonances in the mK+K� high projection1022

are covered by the � distribution along this axis. There is also a broad concentration at low1023

mass above 2.0GeV2
/c

4, which could correspond to the f2(1525) resonance. Also visible1024

only in the B
± ! K

±
K

+
K

� Dalitz plot (Figure 28) is the contribution of B± ! J/ K
±

1025

with J/ ! K
+
K

�, around 9.6GeV2
/c

4 in m
2
K+K� low. Table 31 shows the Particle Data1026

Group list of measured branching fractions for B± ! K
±
K

+
K

�.1027

The mass projections reveal a clear signature of CP asymmetry, with a large excess of1028

B
+ events for mK+K� low < 1.6GeV/c2 and m

2
K+K� high between 2.4GeV/c2 and 4.0GeV/c2.1029

Figure 35 is a zoom in the mK+K� low region of high asymmetry, that includes the �(1020).1030

68

Kππ KKK

KKππππ

middle looks “empty"
CPV

massive localized Acp

EUROPEAN ORGANIZATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH (CERN)

CERN-EP-2016-176
LHCb-PAPER-2016-022

July 20, 2016

Study of B+
c decays to the K+K�⇡+

final state and evidence for the decay

B+
c ! �c0⇡

+

The LHCb collaboration†

Abstract

A study of B+
c ! K+K�⇡+ decays is performed for the first time using data

corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3.0 fb�1 collected by the LHCb ex-
periment in pp collisions at centre-of-mass energies of 7 and 8TeV. Evidence for
the decay B+

c ! �c0(! K+K�)⇡+ is reported with a significance of 4.0 stan-

dard deviations, resulting in the measurement of �(B+
c )

�(B+) ⇥ B(B+
c ! �c0⇡+) to be

(9.8+3.4
�3.0(stat)± 0.8(syst))⇥ 10�6. Here B denotes a branching fraction while �(B+

c )
and �(B+) are the production cross-sections for B+

c and B+ mesons. An indication
of bc weak annihilation is found for the region m(K�⇡+) < 1.834GeV/c2, with a
significance of 2.4 standard deviations.

Submitted to Phys. Rev. Lett.

c� CERN on behalf of the LHCb collaboration, license CC-BY-4.0.

†Authors are listed at the end of this article.

ar
X

iv
:1

60
7.

06
13

4v
2 

 [h
ep

-e
x]

  2
6 

Ju
l 2

01
6

B± ! h±h�h+

hadronic interactions   
strong phase

ACP =
�(M ! f)� �(M̄ ! f̄)

�(M ! f) + �(M̄ ! f̄)
suggest dynamic effect

low-energy CPV with opposite signs  
Frederico, Bediaga, Lourenço 

PRD89(2014)094013 ⇡⇡ ! KK

and B± ! h±K�K+
<latexit sha1_base64="9cZGeY7c0lK9bxi6Sa4p+swYwhQ=">AAAB/3icbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbrbVRw4yZYBEEsM1XQlRTdCN1UsBfoTEsmzbShSWZIMkKpXfgqblwo4tbXcOfbmE5nodUfAh//OYec8wcxo0o7zpeVW1hcWl7JrxbW1jc2t+ztnYaKEolJHUcskq0AKcKoIHVNNSOtWBLEA0aawfB6Wm/eE6loJO70KCY+R31BQ4qRNlbX3rvqeDGHno7gIKVq56TaOe7aRafkpIJ/wc2gCDLVuvan14twwonQmCGl2q4Ta3+MpKaYkUnBSxSJER6iPmkbFIgT5Y/T/Sfw0Dg9GEbSPKFh6v6cGCOu1IgHppMjPVDztan5X62d6PDCH1MRJ5oIPPsoTBg0107DgD0qCdZsZABhSc2uEA+QRFibyAomBHf+5L/QKJfc01L59qxYucziyIN9cACOgAvOQQXcgBqoAwwewBN4Aa/Wo/VsvVnvs9aclc3sgl+yPr4BzsaUqA==</latexit>

B± ! h±⇡�⇡+
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scattering data  S-Wave

Inelasticity

one minus the probability of losing signal (1==elastic)

Pelaez, Yndurain PRD71(2011) 074016⇡⇡
<latexit sha1_base64="VzfBjSaFSVLOVlav6avFlg+kNY8=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvgqsxUQZdFNy4r2Ie0Q8mkmTY0yQxJRihDv8KNC0Xc+jnu/Bsz01lo6yGBwzn3cu89QcyZNq777ZTW1jc2t8rblZ3dvf2D6uFRR0eJIrRNIh6pXoA15UzStmGG016sKBYBp91gepv53SeqNIvkg5nF1Bd4LFnICDZWekwHMbNvXhlWa27dzYFWiVeQGhRoDatfg1FEEkGlIRxr3ffc2PgpVoYRTueVQaJpjMkUj2nfUokF1X6aLzxHZ1YZoTBS9kuDcvV3R4qF1jMR2EqBzUQve5n4n9dPTHjtp0zGiaGSLAaFCUcmQtn1aMQUJYbPLMFEMbsrIhOsMDE2oywEb/nkVdJp1L2LeuP+sta8KeIowwmcwjl4cAVNuIMWtIGAgGd4hTdHOS/Ou/OxKC05Rc8x/IHz+QOYIZBE</latexit>

Inelasticity:

Phase-shift

sets of phase shifts for the S0 wave, leaving only a few
solutions which are consistent with dispersion relations
(and, as it turns out, very similar one to the other, as
discussed in Sec. IV).

When dealing with different data sets one has to weigh
not only the data on a single experiment but one has to take
into account the reliability of the experiments themselves.
So we have done for many waves, where some clearly
faulty experimental data have only been considered to
conservatively enlarge the uncertainties. Concerning the
most controversial S0 wave, we have used the very reliable
data coming from Kl4 and K ! !! decays; to this we add
the results from other experimental analyses of !! scat-
tering available in the literature, either separately or com-
bined in a global fit. We then use forward dispersion
relations to test consistency of the several sets of data.

The present study should therefore be considered, in
particular, as a guideline to the consistency (especially
with forward dispersion relations) of the various data sets.

Next, we use these dispersion relations to improve the
central values of the parameters of the fits given in Sec. II.
The result of such analysis (Sec. IV) is that one can get a
precise description for all waves, consistent with forward
dispersion relations up to s1=2 ! 0:95 GeV and a bit less so
( & 1:5" level) in the whole energy range, 2M! " s1=2 "
1:42 GeV, and even below threshold, down to s1=2 #
!!!

2
p
M!. The greater uncertainties affect the S0 wave for

s1=2 > 0:95 GeV, a not unexpected feature, and, to a lesser
extent, the P wave above 1:15 GeV.

In Sec. V we verify that the scattering amplitudes we
have obtained, which were shown to satisfy s$ u crossing
(by checking the dispersion relations), also verify s$ t
crossing, in that they satisfy two typical crossing sum rules.
In Sec. VI we use the scattering amplitudes we have
determined and the method of the Froissart-Gribov repre-
sentation to calculate a number of low energy parameters
for P, D and some higher waves which, in particular,
provides further consistency tests. We also evaluate, in
Sec. VII, the important quantities %a&0'0 $ a&2'0 (2 and
#&0'
0 &m2

K' $ #&2'
0 &m2

K' for which we find

%a&0'0 $ a&2'0 (2 # &0:077 ) 0:008'M$2
! ;

#&0'
0 &m2

K' $ #&2'0 &m2
K' # 52:9 ) 1:6o:

Also in Sec. VII we compare our results with those ob-
tained by other authors using Roy equations and ch.p.t.
However, in the present paper we will not address our-
selves to the question of the chiral perturbation theory
analysis of our !! amplitudes.

Our paper is finished in Sec. VIII with a brief summary,
as well as with a few appendixes. In Appendix A, we
collect the formulas obtained with our best fits. In
Appendix B we give a brief discussion of the Regge for-
mulas used; in particular, we present an improved evalu-
ation of the parameters for rho exchange. Appendix C is

devoted to a discussion of the shortcomings of experimen-
tal phase shift analyses above !1:4 GeV, which justifies
our preference for using Regge formulas in this energy
region.

We end this introduction with a few words on notation
and normalization conventions. We will here denote am-
plitudes with a fixed value of isospin, say I, in channel s,
simply byF&I', f&I'l ; we will specify the channel, F&Is', when
there is danger of confusion. For amplitudes with fixed
isospin in channel t, we write explicitly F&It'.

For scattering amplitudes with well-defined isospin in
channel s, Is, we write

F&Is'&s; t' # 2 *
X

l#even

&2l + 1'Pl&cos$'f&Is'l &s'; Is # even;

F&Is'&s; t' # 2 *
X

l#odd

&2l + 1'Pl&cos$'f&Is'l &s'; Is# odd;

f&I'l &s' # 2s1=2

!k
f̂&I'l ; f̂&I'l # sin#&I'l &s'ei#&I'l &s': (1.1a)

The last formula is only valid when only the elastic channel
is open. When inelastic channels open this equation is no
more valid, but one can still write

f̂ l&s' #
"
%le2i#l $ 1

2i

#

: (1.1b)

The factor 2 in the first formulas in (1.1a) is due to Bose
statistics. Because of this, even waves only exist with
isospin I # 0; 2 and odd waves must necessarily have
isospin I # 1. For this reason, we will often omit the
isospin index for odd waves, writing e.g. f1, f3 instead
of f&1'1 , f&1'3 . Another convenient simplification that we use
here is to denote the!! partial waves by S0, S2, P, D0, D2,
F, etc., in self-explanatory notation.

The quantity %l, called the inelasticity parameter for
wave l, is positive and smaller than or equal to unity. The
elastic and inelastic cross sections, for a given wave, are
given in terms of #l and %l by

"el
l # 1

2

$
1 + %2

l

2
$ % cos2#l

%

; "inel
l # 1$ %2

l

4
;

(1.2)

"el
l ;"

inel
l are defined so that, for collision of particles A, B

(assumed distinguishable),

"tot #
4!2

&1=2&s;mA;mB'
2s1=2

!k

X

l

&2l + 1'%"el
l + "inel

l (:

(1.3)

When neglecting isospin violations (which we do
unless explicitly stated otherwise) we will take the con-
vention of approximating the pion mass by M! # m!) ’
139:57 MeV. We also define scattering lengths, a&I'l , and
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sets of phase shifts for the S0 wave, leaving only a few
solutions which are consistent with dispersion relations
(and, as it turns out, very similar one to the other, as
discussed in Sec. IV).

When dealing with different data sets one has to weigh
not only the data on a single experiment but one has to take
into account the reliability of the experiments themselves.
So we have done for many waves, where some clearly
faulty experimental data have only been considered to
conservatively enlarge the uncertainties. Concerning the
most controversial S0 wave, we have used the very reliable
data coming from Kl4 and K ! !! decays; to this we add
the results from other experimental analyses of !! scat-
tering available in the literature, either separately or com-
bined in a global fit. We then use forward dispersion
relations to test consistency of the several sets of data.

The present study should therefore be considered, in
particular, as a guideline to the consistency (especially
with forward dispersion relations) of the various data sets.

Next, we use these dispersion relations to improve the
central values of the parameters of the fits given in Sec. II.
The result of such analysis (Sec. IV) is that one can get a
precise description for all waves, consistent with forward
dispersion relations up to s1=2 ! 0:95 GeV and a bit less so
( & 1:5" level) in the whole energy range, 2M! " s1=2 "
1:42 GeV, and even below threshold, down to s1=2 #
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M!. The greater uncertainties affect the S0 wave for

s1=2 > 0:95 GeV, a not unexpected feature, and, to a lesser
extent, the P wave above 1:15 GeV.

In Sec. V we verify that the scattering amplitudes we
have obtained, which were shown to satisfy s$ u crossing
(by checking the dispersion relations), also verify s$ t
crossing, in that they satisfy two typical crossing sum rules.
In Sec. VI we use the scattering amplitudes we have
determined and the method of the Froissart-Gribov repre-
sentation to calculate a number of low energy parameters
for P, D and some higher waves which, in particular,
provides further consistency tests. We also evaluate, in
Sec. VII, the important quantities %a&0'0 $ a&2'0 (2 and
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Also in Sec. VII we compare our results with those ob-
tained by other authors using Roy equations and ch.p.t.
However, in the present paper we will not address our-
selves to the question of the chiral perturbation theory
analysis of our !! amplitudes.

Our paper is finished in Sec. VIII with a brief summary,
as well as with a few appendixes. In Appendix A, we
collect the formulas obtained with our best fits. In
Appendix B we give a brief discussion of the Regge for-
mulas used; in particular, we present an improved evalu-
ation of the parameters for rho exchange. Appendix C is

devoted to a discussion of the shortcomings of experimen-
tal phase shift analyses above !1:4 GeV, which justifies
our preference for using Regge formulas in this energy
region.

We end this introduction with a few words on notation
and normalization conventions. We will here denote am-
plitudes with a fixed value of isospin, say I, in channel s,
simply byF&I', f&I'l ; we will specify the channel, F&Is', when
there is danger of confusion. For amplitudes with fixed
isospin in channel t, we write explicitly F&It'.

For scattering amplitudes with well-defined isospin in
channel s, Is, we write

F&Is'&s; t' # 2 *
X

l#even

&2l + 1'Pl&cos$'f&Is'l &s'; Is # even;

F&Is'&s; t' # 2 *
X

l#odd
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f&I'l &s' # 2s1=2
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f̂&I'l ; f̂&I'l # sin#&I'l &s'ei#&I'l &s': (1.1a)

The last formula is only valid when only the elastic channel
is open. When inelastic channels open this equation is no
more valid, but one can still write

f̂ l&s' #
"
%le2i#l $ 1

2i

#

: (1.1b)

The factor 2 in the first formulas in (1.1a) is due to Bose
statistics. Because of this, even waves only exist with
isospin I # 0; 2 and odd waves must necessarily have
isospin I # 1. For this reason, we will often omit the
isospin index for odd waves, writing e.g. f1, f3 instead
of f&1'1 , f&1'3 . Another convenient simplification that we use
here is to denote the!! partial waves by S0, S2, P, D0, D2,
F, etc., in self-explanatory notation.

The quantity %l, called the inelasticity parameter for
wave l, is positive and smaller than or equal to unity. The
elastic and inelastic cross sections, for a given wave, are
given in terms of #l and %l by

"el
l # 1

2

$
1 + %2

l

2
$ % cos2#l

%

; "inel
l # 1$ %2

l

4
;

(1.2)

"el
l ;"

inel
l are defined so that, for collision of particles A, B

(assumed distinguishable),

"tot #
4!2

&1=2&s;mA;mB'
2s1=2

!k

X

l

&2l + 1'%"el
l + "inel

l (:

(1.3)

When neglecting isospin violations (which we do
unless explicitly stated otherwise) we will take the con-
vention of approximating the pion mass by M! # m!) ’
139:57 MeV. We also define scattering lengths, a&I'l , and

J. R. PELÁEZ AND F. J. YNDURÁIN PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 074016 (2005)

074016-2

KK
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Figure 30: AN

CP
in Dalitz plot bins with equal number of events (sWeighted background

subtracted and acceptance corrected) for B
± ! K

±
⇡
+
⇡
� (top left), B± ! K

±
K

+
K

�

(top right), B± ! ⇡
±
⇡
+
⇡
� (bottom left) and B

± ! ⇡
±
K

+
K

� (bottom right).

is located mainly in the low mass region of m⇡⇡ < 1.5GeV/c2, where a clear interference1017

structure appears in the B
+-B� distribution.1018

10.1.2 B
± ! K

±
K

+
K

�
1019

The projections of the B± ! K
±
K

+
K

� Dalitz plot are shown in Figure 34. We can identify1020

in mK+K� low the narrow vector resonances: �(1020) as the first bump around 1GeV/c21021

and �c0(1P ) in the region around 3.4GeV/c2. The resonances in the mK+K� high projection1022

are covered by the � distribution along this axis. There is also a broad concentration at low1023

mass above 2.0GeV2
/c

4, which could correspond to the f2(1525) resonance. Also visible1024

only in the B
± ! K

±
K

+
K

� Dalitz plot (Figure 28) is the contribution of B± ! J/ K
±

1025

with J/ ! K
+
K

�, around 9.6GeV2
/c

4 in m
2
K+K� low. Table 31 shows the Particle Data1026

Group list of measured branching fractions for B± ! K
±
K

+
K

�.1027

The mass projections reveal a clear signature of CP asymmetry, with a large excess of1028

B
+ events for mK+K� low < 1.6GeV/c2 and m

2
K+K� high between 2.4GeV/c2 and 4.0GeV/c2.1029

Figure 35 is a zoom in the mK+K� low region of high asymmetry, that includes the �(1020).1030

68

Kππ KKK

KKππππ

FSI strong phase

low-energy CPV

⇡⇡ ! KK

Frederico, Bediaga & Lourenço 
PRD89(2014)094013 

Wolfenstein  PRD43 (1991) 151

CPT: 

CPV in one channel should be 
compensated by another 
one with opposite sign

 [1 - 2] GeV 

KKK Kππ

KKπ πππ



6/1/20 Patricia MagalhãesCharm rescattering in B decay

14

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 6: Fit projections of each model (a) in the low mlow region and (b) in the full range
of mhigh, with the corresponding asymmetries shown beneath in (c) and (d). The normalised
residual or pull distribution, defined as the di↵erence between the bin value less the fit value
over the uncertainty on the number of events in that bin, is shown below each fit projection.

indeed this occurs in B+! ⇡+⇡+⇡� decays. The CP asymmetry integrated across the
Dalitz plot is consistent, in all three models, with the value previously determined through
model-independent analysis [12].

7.3 S-wave projections

The squared amplitude and phase motion of the S-wave models as a function of m(⇡+⇡�)
can be seen in Fig. 13(a) and (b) for the isobar approach, Fig. 13(c) and (d) for the
K-matrix approach and Fig. 13(e) and (f) for the QMI approach. A comparison of all
three models, for the CP -averaged S-wave projections, can be seen in Fig. 14. The QMI
S-wave is recorded in Table 18, while the statistical and systematic correlation matrices

28

Table 1: Results for CP -conserving fit fractions, quasi-two-body CP asymmetries, and phases
for each component relative to the ⇢(770)0–!(782) model, given for each S-wave approach. The
first uncertainty is statistical while the second is systematic.

Contribution Fit fraction (10�2) ACP (10�2) B+ phase (�) B� phase (�)

Isobar model

⇢(770)0 55.5 ± 0.6 ± 2.5 +0.7± 1.1± 1.6 — —

!(782) 0.50± 0.03± 0.05 �4.8± 6.5± 3.8 �19± 6± 1 +8± 6± 1

f2(1270) 9.0 ± 0.3 ± 1.5 +46.8± 6.1± 4.7 +5± 3± 12 +53± 2± 12

⇢(1450)0 5.2 ± 0.3 ± 1.9 �12.9± 3.3± 35.9 +127± 4± 21 +154± 4± 6

⇢3(1690)0 0.5 ± 0.1 ± 0.3 �80.1± 11.4± 25.3 �26± 7± 14 �47± 18± 25

S-wave 25.4 ± 0.5 ± 3.6 +14.4± 1.8± 2.1 — —

Rescattering 1.4 ± 0.1 ± 0.5 +44.7± 8.6± 17.3 �35± 6± 10 �4± 4± 25

� 25.2 ± 0.5 ± 5.0 +16.0± 1.7± 2.2 +115± 2± 14 +179± 1± 95

K-matrix

⇢(770)0 56.5 ± 0.7 ± 3.4 +4.2± 1.5± 6.4 — —

!(782) 0.47± 0.04± 0.03 �6.2± 8.4± 9.8 �15± 6± 4 +8± 7± 4

f2(1270) 9.3 ± 0.4 ± 2.5 +42.8± 4.1± 9.1 +19± 4± 18 +80± 3± 17

⇢(1450)0 10.5 ± 0.7 ± 4.6 +9.0± 6.0± 47.0 +155± 5± 29 �166± 4± 51

⇢3(1690)0 1.5 ± 0.1 ± 0.4 �35.7± 10.8± 36.9 +19± 8± 34 +5± 8± 46

S-wave 25.7 ± 0.6 ± 3.0 +15.8± 2.6± 7.2 — —

QMI

⇢(770)0 54.8 ± 1.0 ± 2.2 +4.4± 1.7± 2.8 — —

!(782) 0.57± 0.10± 0.17 �7.9± 16.5± 15.8 �25± 6± 27 �2± 7± 11

f2(1270) 9.6 ± 0.4 ± 4.0 +37.6± 4.4± 8.0 +13± 5± 21 +68± 3± 66

⇢(1450)0 7.4 ± 0.5 ± 4.0 �15.5± 7.3± 35.2 +147± 7± 152 �175± 5± 171

⇢3(1690)0 1.0 ± 0.1 ± 0.5 �93.2± 6.8± 38.9 +8± 10± 24 +36± 26± 46

S-wave 26.8 ± 0.7 ± 2.2 +15.0± 2.7± 8.1 — —

of the behaviour of the S-wave, given in Ref. [29], shows that this CP asymmetry remains
approximately constant up to the inelastic threshold 2mK , where it appears to change
sign; this is seen in all three approaches to the S-wave description. Estimates of the
significance of this CP -violation e↵ect, obtained from the change in negative log-likelihood
between the baseline fit for each S-wave approach and alternative fits where no such CP
violation is allowed, give values in excess of ten Gaussian standard deviations (�) in all
the S-wave models.

An additional source of CP violation, associated principally with the interference
between S- and P-waves, is clearly visible when inspecting the cos ✓hel distributions
separately in regions above and below the ⇢(770)0 peak (Fig. 3(a) and (b)). Here, ✓hel is
the angle, evaluated in the ⇡+⇡� rest frame, between the pion with opposite charge to
the B and the third pion from the B decay. These asymmetries are modelled well in all
three approaches to the S-wave description. Evaluation of the significance of CP violation
in the interference between S- and P-waves gives values in excess of 25� in all the S-wave
models.

At higher m(⇡+⇡�) values, the f2(1270) component is found to have a CP -averaged

4

CPV: amplitude analysis B± ! ⇡�⇡+⇡±
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Abstract

A study of B+
c ! K+K�⇡+ decays is performed for the first time using data

corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3.0 fb�1 collected by the LHCb ex-
periment in pp collisions at centre-of-mass energies of 7 and 8TeV. Evidence for
the decay B+

c ! �c0(! K+K�)⇡+ is reported with a significance of 4.0 stan-

dard deviations, resulting in the measurement of �(B+
c )

�(B+) ⇥ B(B+
c ! �c0⇡+) to be

(9.8+3.4
�3.0(stat)± 0.8(syst))⇥ 10�6. Here B denotes a branching fraction while �(B+

c )
and �(B+) are the production cross-sections for B+

c and B+ mesons. An indication
of bc weak annihilation is found for the region m(K�⇡+) < 1.834GeV/c2, with a
significance of 2.4 standard deviations.

Submitted to Phys. Rev. Lett.

c� CERN on behalf of the LHCb collaboration, license CC-BY-4.0.

†Authors are listed at the end of this article.
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Table 1: Results of the Dalitz plot fit, where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second
systematic. The fitted values of ci (c̄i) are expressed in terms of magnitudes |ci| (|c̄i|) and phases
arg(ci) (arg(c̄i)) for each B+ (B�) contribution. The top row corresponds to B+ and the bottom
to B� mesons.

Contribution Fit Fraction(%) ACP (%) Magnitude (B+/B�) Phase[o] (B+/B�)
K⇤(892)0 7.5± 0.6± 0.5 +12.3± 8.7± 4.5 0.94± 0.04± 0.02 0 (fixed)

1.06± 0.04± 0.02 0 (fixed)
K⇤

0(1430)
0 4.5± 0.7± 1.2 +10.4± 14.9± 8.8 0.74± 0.09± 0.09 �176± 10± 16

0.82± 0.09± 0.10 136± 11± 21
Single pole 32.3± 1.5± 4.1 �10.7± 5.3± 3.5 2.19± 0.13± 0.17 �138± 7± 5

1.97± 0.12± 0.20 166± 6± 5
⇢(1450)0 30.7± 1.2± 0.9 �10.9± 4.4± 2.4 2.14± 0.11± 0.07 �175± 10± 15

1.92± 0.10± 0.07 140± 13± 20
f2(1270) 7.5± 0.8± 0.7 +26.7± 10.2± 4.8 0.86± 0.09± 0.07 �106± 11± 10

1.13± 0.08± 0.05 �128± 11± 14
Rescattering 16.4± 0.8± 1.0 �66.4± 3.8± 1.9 1.91± 0.09± 0.06 �56± 12± 18

0.86± 0.07± 0.04 �81± 14± 15
�(1020) 0.3± 0.1± 0.1 +9.8± 43.6± 26.6 0.20± 0.07± 0.02 �52± 23± 32

0.22± 0.06± 0.04 107± 33± 41
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Fig. 2. Left diagram: Penguin for B+ ! K�K+K+. Right diagram: double charm
partonic loop contribution to B+ ! K�K+K+.

We considered the charm penguins contributions as represented in the dia-
gram of Fig. 2. However, is very hard to precise which are the charm mass
propagating inside the loop and how does hadronization a↵ect this picture. To
guide our calculation one follows the structure (recipe) proposed by Mannel
at al. ?? to describe the center region of the Dalitz plot for B+ ! ⇡�⇡+⇡+.
The authors propose a functional form of this form factor to be:

Ap(s) = T (s)(M2
B
� s)f+(s) (1)

where f+(q2) is the B ! K vector form factor, which can assume the single
pole parametrization:

f+(s) =
1

1� s/M⇤2
Bs

(2)

for M⇤
Bs

the mass of a vector meson B⇤
s
. One identify the kernel T as the charm

bubble loop contribution. This amplitude was also calculated by Gerard and
Hu (1991)[?] and gave a simple amplitude, with a real and imaginary part
given by:

Re⇧(x)=�1

6

8
<

:
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3
+

4

x
�

✓
1 +
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x

◆2

4
s

1� 4

x
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1� 4/x

1�
q
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1

A⇥

1� 4

x

�

+ 2

s
4

x
� 1 arcot

2

4
s
4

x
� 1

3

5⇥

4

x
� 1

�3

5

9
=

;

Im⇧(x)=�⇡

6

✓
1 +

2

x

◆ s

1� 4

x
⇥


1� 4

x

�
. (3)

where x = q2/m2. This is exactly the bubble loop function we know very
well, but considering a double charm propagation. The real and imaginary
distribution are shown in the Figure below for the case of m = 1.864 which is
the D0 mass:

5

(p  ) 3

B
+

(p  ) 1

K
+ (p  ) 2

0
D

D 0

D
*0

Κ
 +

Κ
 −

s

I. Bediaga, PCM, T Frederico
PLB 780 (2018) 357

charm rescattering!
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16hadronic loop

(p  ) 3

B
+

(p  ) 1

K
+ (p  ) 2

0
D

D 0

D
*0

Κ
 +

Κ
 −

s

hadronic loop three-body FSI - introduce new complex structures 

arXiv:1512.09284

PCM & I Bediaga

_
K0

π+

π+

π 0

Ds*
(2)

(1)  

(3)

K−

W

T

FIG. 3: Leading vector current contribution, dressed by form factors and ππ interactions (in the

small green blob).

by A0 the amplitude for the process D+ → K0π0π+ without FSIs and by TKπ that for

π0K̄0 → π+K−, the amplitude A1 of Fig.3 can be schematically written as

A1 = −i

∫

d4ℓ

(2π)4
T S
Kπ ∆π ∆K A0 , (1)

where ℓ is the loop variable, ∆π and ∆K are pion and kaon propagators and A0 is the tree

level amplitude, given by

A0 = −
1√
2
[GF cos2 θC ] ⟨ π+ π0|Vµ|0 ⟩ ⟨ K̄0|V µ|D+ ⟩ , (2)

derived in App.B, eq(B17). The matrix element ⟨ K̄0|V µ|D+ ⟩ describes the D → WK̄

vertex, eq.(B13), including D∗

s intermediate states [25], and corresponds to form factors

parametrized in terms of vector and scalar nearest poles, eq.(B14). The factor ⟨ π+ π0|Vµ|0 ⟩

is associated with the process W → ππ, shown in Fig.4, and includes the ρ with a dynamical

width, eq(B10). The bare resonance is treated by employing the formalism developed in

Ref.[21] and its width is constructed using the P -wave elastic ππ amplitude.

The W → ππ form factor is time-like and its inclusion into the vector series of Fig.2 can,

in principle, give rise to final state interactions depending on both ππ and Kπ amplitudes.

With the purpose of keeping complications to a minimum, we consider just ππ interactions

that occur before the first Kπ scattering.

The evaluation of Fig.3 requires the Kπ amplitude in the interval 0.401GeV2 ≤ s ≤

2.993GeV2. As LASS data[1] begins only at s = 0.681GeV2, one covers the low-energy

region by means of theoretical amplitudes, based on unitarized chiral symmetry[21]. Our

intermediate S-wave Kπ amplitude, denoted by T S
Kπ, is thoroughly discussed in App.C.

5

B+ ! ⇡+⇡�⇡+ D+ ! ⇡+K�⇡+

 PRD 92  094005 (2015) [arXiv:1504.06346]
PCM et al

 PRD 84 094001 (2011 ) [arXiv:1105.5120]

PCM & M Robilotta

~1%          1000 x Br [B ! DD⇤
s ] Br [B ! KKK]

scattering amplitudeD0D̄0 ! K+K�

phenomenological:

weak transition   B+ ! W+D̄0 form factor to regulateC0 ⇥

form factor for W+ ! D0K+

S- matrix unitarity + Regge theory

+

I. Bediaga, PCM, T Frederico
PLB 780 (2018) 357
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                        parameters
fix by data! 

scattering amplitudeD0D̄0 ! K+K�
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hadronic loop 18
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21Charm rescattering elsewhere
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PLB 785 (2018) 581
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Figure 3: Distribution of events for the signal region 6.2 < m(K+K�⇡+) < 6.35GeV/c2 in the
m2(K�⇡+) vs. m2(K+K�) plane for (left) OBDT > 0.12 and (right) OBDT > 0.18. The vertical
red dashed lines represent a band of width ±60MeV/c2 around the �c0 mass. The horizontal blue
dot-dashed line indicates the upper bound of the annihilation region at m(K�⇡+) = 1.834GeV/c2,
representing 17% of the available phase space area.

since no peak is seen in m(K+K�⇡+) at the B+
c mass [9].

To determine the B+
c ! �c0(! K+K�)⇡+ signal yield, the two-dimensional

m(K+K�⇡+) vs. m(K+K�) distributions are fitted simultaneously for the three BDT
bins. The m(K+K�⇡+) distribution is modelled in the same way as described above. The
m(K+K�) distribution, defined in the range 3.20 < m(K+K�) < 3.55GeV/c2, is modelled
with a Breit–Wigner function, with mean and width fixed to their known values [23],
convolved with a Gaussian resolution function, representing the �c0 ! K+K� shape, and
a first-order polynomial representing K+K� background. Figure 4 shows the projections
of the fit result. The yield obtained is N�c0 = 20.8+7.2

�6.4, with a statistical significance of
4.1 �. The fits for the D0 and B0

s regions, where no signal is observed, can be found at
Ref. [9].

The e�ciencies for the signals, ✏c, and normalization channel, ✏u, are inferred from
simulated samples and are corrected using data-driven methods as described in Ref. [20].
They include the e↵ects of reconstruction, selection and detector acceptance. An e�ciency
map defined in the m2(K�⇡+) vs. m2(K+K�) plane is computed. The e�ciency for the
annihilation region is estimated in two ways: first, by taking the simple average e�ciency
from the map for m(K�⇡+) < 1.834GeV/c2 and alternatively, by taking the e�ciency
weighted according to the sparse distribution of candidates in data in the m2(K�⇡+)
vs. m2(K+K�) plane. The average of the two values is taken as the e�ciency and the
di↵erence is treated as a systematic uncertainty (labelled as “event distribution” in Table
1) reflecting the limited knowledge of the distribution of the signal events due to low
statistics. A correction accounting for the vetoed m(K+K�) regions described above is
included. In the calculation of the observable Rf the e�ciency ratio ✏u/✏c is required.
The values obtained are 1.698± 0.015 for the annihilation region and 1.241± 0.012 for
the B+

c ! �c0(K+K�)⇡+ mode. The uncertainties are due to the limited sizes of the
simulated samples. The di↵erences between the B+ and B+

c e�ciencies are caused by the

4

charm rescattering can be the dominant mechanism

Charm rescattering  
I. Bediaga, PCM, T Frederico

PLB 785 (2018) 581
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25final remarks

LHCb run 2 to confirm

 real data: interference between ≠ triangles & NR sources & resonances

canNOT change the signature of a minima between the bumps and phases! 

If direct  production (annihilation)      expect resonances in KK and Kπ channels
not observed

main mechanism to produce this final state0
D

D 0

D
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(p  ) 2
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B
+
c

K
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 +

 −

B+
c ! K�K+⇡+

Triangle hadronic loop with charm  FSI play an important role!

B± ! K+K�K+
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B
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+ (p  ) 2

0
D

D 0

D
*0

Κ
 +

Κ
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s mechanism to produce 
CP asymmetry at high mass 
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26final remarks

superposition of resonant and non-resonant at low and high energy

FSI are important and play a major role in hadronic 3-body decays! 

Charm rescattering is under intense investigation : CPV on B, 
exotics, anomalies, …… 

Successful examples of cooperation between theory and experiment !!! 

Important tool !

Thank you very much!

Will be tested in data ANA!
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not well understand on literature

 important  as FSI in B two-body decays 

Donoghue et al., PRL 77(1996)2178;  
Suzuki,Wolfenstein, PRD 60 (1999)074019; 
 Falk et al. PRD 57,4290(1998); 
Blok, Gronau, Rosner, PRL 78, 3999 (1997).  

29scattering amplitudeD0D̄0 ! K+K�

phenomenological amplitude

unitarity of the S-matrix

inspired in the damping factor of the S matrix i.e. ⇡⇡ ! KK

S-matrix LL-HH

1 The amplitude

We can parametrize the S-matrix writing the modulus as

M =

(

cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

)

(1)

what guarantees unitarity and the phase as

P =

(

eiα 0
0 eiβ

)

(2)

The S-matrix is obtained by

S = P ·M · P =

(

cos θ e2iα sin θ ei(α+β)

− sin θ ei(α+β) cos θ e2iβ

)

(3)

Writing cos θ = η we have that cos θ = η =
√
1− sin2 θ, so sin θ =

√
1− η2, and we can

write a more familiar form of the parametrization

S =

(

η e2iα
√
1− η2 ei(α+β)

−
√
1− η2 ei(α+β) η e2iβ

)

(4)

where η is interpreted as an inelasticity parameter.
Now let us define the following for the S-matrix modulus

η = sin θ = Si = N
√

s/sth − 1/(s/sth)
α (5)

and for the phases

e2iα = Sp = 1− 2ik1
c

1−k1/k0
+ ik1

(6)

and

e2iβ = Sd = 1− 2ik
1
a + ik

(7)

where k =
√

s−sth
4 , k1 =

√

s−sth1
4 and k0 =

√

s0−sth
4 .

Now the matrix for the modulus becomes

1

M =

⎛

⎝

√

1− S2
i Si

−Si

√

1− S2
i

⎞

⎠ (8)

and

P =

(
√

Sp 0

0
√
Sd

)

(9)

and we get for the S-matrix

S = P ·M · P =

⎛

⎝

√

1− S2
i Sp Si

√

Sp Sd

−Si

√

Sp Sd

√

1− S2
i Sd

⎞

⎠ (10)

This allows us to write the t-matrix using Sβ,α = δβ,α+ itβ,α, where tβ,α =
√
1− η2ei(α+β),

or for the case of (10)

td,i = −iSi

√

Sp Sd (11)

2

M =

⎛

⎝

√

1− S2
i Si

−Si

√

1− S2
i

⎞

⎠ (8)

and

P =

(
√

Sp 0

0
√
Sd

)

(9)

and we get for the S-matrix

S = P ·M · P =

⎛

⎝

√

1− S2
i Sp Si

√

Sp Sd

−Si

√

Sp Sd

√

1− S2
i Sd

⎞

⎠ (10)

This allows us to write the t-matrix using Sβ,α = δβ,α+ itβ,α, where tβ,α =
√
1− η2ei(α+β),

or for the case of (10)

td,i = −iSi

√

Sp Sd (11)

2

⌘ = N
p

s/sth � 1/(s/sth)
2.5

e2i↵ = 1� 2ik1
c

1�k1/k0
+ ik1

e2i� = 1� 2ik
1
a + ik

S-matrix LL-HH

1 The amplitude

We can parametrize the S-matrix writing the modulus as

M =

(

cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

)

(1)

what guarantees unitarity and the phase as

P =

(

eiα 0
0 eiβ

)

(2)

The S-matrix is obtained by

S = P ·M · P =

(

cos θ e2iα sin θ ei(α+β)

− sin θ ei(α+β) cos θ e2iβ

)

(3)

Writing cos θ = η we have that cos θ = η =
√
1− sin2 θ, so sin θ =

√
1− η2, and we can

write a more familiar form of the parametrization

S =

(

η e2iα
√
1− η2 ei(α+β)

−
√
1− η2 ei(α+β) η e2iβ

)

(4)

where η is interpreted as an inelasticity parameter.
Now let us define the following for the S-matrix modulus

η = sin θ = Si = N
√

s/sth − 1/(s/sth)
α (5)

and for the phases

e2iα = Sp = 1− 2ik1
c

1−k1/k0
+ ik1

(6)

and

e2iβ = Sd = 1− 2ik
1
a + ik

(7)

where k =
√

s−sth
4 , k1 =

√

s−sth1
4 and k0 =

√

s0−sth
4 .

Now the matrix for the modulus becomes

1

,   DD:KK:

Antunes, Bediaga, Frederico, PCM
ICHEP2016 - proceedings
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30Models available
QCD factorization approach  factorize the quark currents

ex: B+ ! ⇡+⇡�⇡+

A ~

8

∑

p=u,c

λp
〈

π−(p1)[π
+(p2)π

−(p3)]D|Tp|B−
〉

= XD u(RDπ
−). (12)

In Eq. (7) the chiral factor rπχ is given by rπχ = 2m2
π/[(mb+mu)(mu+md)],

mu and md being the u and d quark masses, respectively. The long distance
functions XS,P,D and YS,P , evaluated in Appendix A, read

XS ≡
〈

[π+(p2)π
−(p3)]S |(ūb)V−A|B−

〉 〈

π−(p1)|(d̄u)V−A|0
〉

= −
√

2

3
χS fπ (M2

B − s23) F
BRS
0 (m2

π) Γ
n∗
1 (s23), (13)

YS ≡
〈

π−(p1)|(d̄b)sc−ps|B−
〉 〈

[π+(p2)π
−(p3)]S |(d̄d)sc+ps|0

〉

=

√

2

3
B0

M2
B −m2

π

mb −md
FBπ
0 (s23) Γ

n∗
1 (s23), (14)

XP ≡
〈

[π+(p2)π
−(p3)]P |(ūb)V −A|B−

〉 〈

π−(p1)|(d̄u)V−A|0
〉

= NP
fπ
fRP

(s13 − s12) A
BRP
0 (m2

π) F
ππ
1 (s23), (15)

YP ≡
〈

π−(p1)|(d̄b)V−A|B−
〉 〈

[π+(p2)π
−(p3)]P |(ūu)V−A|0

〉

= (s13 − s12)F
Bπ
1 (s23)F

ππ
1 (s23), (16)

XD ≡
〈

[π+(p2)π
−(p3)]D|(ūb)V−A|B−

〉 〈

π−(p1)|(d̄u)V−A|0
〉

= −
fπ√
2
FBRD(m2

π)

√

2

3

Gf2D(s12, s23)

m2
RD

− s23 − imRD
Γ(s23)

, (17)

The different quantities entering the above equations are discussed below.
The S-wave strength parameter χS [Eq. (13)] will be fitted together

with the correction P -wave parameter NP [Eq. (15]. The deviation of NP

from 1 corresponds to the possible variation of the strength of this P -wave
amplitude proportional to fπ/fRP

[compare Eqs. (A.7) and (A.19)].
Three scalar-isoscalar f0 resonances, viz. f0(600), f0(980) and f0(1400),

are present in the ππ effective mass range, mππ, considered here. Since some
of them are wide, like f0(600), one could have a possible RS dependence
in χS. The transition form factor from B to RS , F

BRS
0 (m2

π), could also
depend on mππ. However, one expects these dependences to be weaker
than the effective mass dependence of the pion scalar form factor, Γn∗

1 (s23),
in which all these resonances are incorporated. Therefore we assume that
χS and FBRS

0 (m2
π) are constant. This hypothesis will be assessed by the

quality of the fit obtained with our model. We shall take RS ≡ f0(980) for
the evaluation of FBRS

0 (m2
π) and we use FBRS

0 (m2
π) = 0.13 [19].
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p2, respectively, can be written as,

⟨M1(p1)M
∗
2 (p2)|Heff |B(pB)⟩ =

GF√
2

VCKM

∑

i

Ci(µ)⟨M1(p1)M
∗
2 (p2)|Oi(µ)|B(pB)⟩ , (1)

where pB = p1 + p2, GF is the Fermi constant, VCKM is a product of Cabibbo-Kobayashi-

Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements, Ci(µ) are Wilson coefficients renormalized at the scale µ [26] and

M∗
2 (p2) is the resonant quasi-two body state which decays into two lighter mesons. The hadronic

amplitude ⟨M1(p1)M∗
2 (p2)|Oi(µ)|B(pB)⟩ describes long-distance physics. In the factorization ap-

proach we henceforth employ, this amplitude is the sum of two matrix-element products,

⟨M1(p1)M
∗
2 (p2)|Oi(µ)|B(pB)⟩ =

(

⟨M1(p1)|Jν
1 |B(pB)⟩⟨M∗

2 (p2)|J2ν |0⟩

+⟨M1(p1)|Jν
3 |0⟩⟨M∗

2 (p2)|J4ν |B(pB)⟩
)

[

1 +
∑

n

rnα
n
s (µ) +O

(

ΛQCD

mb

)

]

, (2)

where the strong coupling is evaluated at a scale µ, rn is a combination of constant strong interaction

factors, and |0⟩ is the vacuum state. Thus, at leading order, the decay amplitudes factorize into

two matrix elements with either the weak quark currents J1 and J2 or J3 and J4. Radiative

corrections can be systematically taken into account to a given order αn
s (µ), whereas corrections to

the heavy-quark limit are of nonperturbative nature and therefore much less controlled. This is in

particular true for the charm quark which is neither a light nor a heavy enough quark [27–30]. This

fact makes the systematic improvements of Eq. (2), enclosed in square brackets, less reliable for D

decays. One should keep this limitation in mind but, for lack of a better theoretical framework, the

phenomenological approach to Eq. (2) remains a good starting point to organize the description of

D decays and can be used to provide a first step beyond the isobar model.

The weak effective Hamiltonian, Heff , in Eq. (1) is given by the sum of local operators Oi(µ)

multiplied by Wilson coefficients Ci(µ) which encode the short-distance effects above the renor-

malization scale µ. For a ∆B = 1 transition, for example, the Hamiltonian is given by [31, 32]

H∆B=1
eff =

GF√
2

∑

p=u,c

V ∗
pqVpb

[

C1(µ)O
p
1(µ) + C2(µ)O

p
2(µ) +

10
∑

i=3

Ci(µ)Oi(µ)

+ C7γ(µ)O7γ(µ) + C8g(µ)O8g(µ)
]

+ h.c. , (3)

where the quark flavor can be q = d, s and Vij are CKM matrix elements. In the decays, the weak

interaction W -boson exchange diagram gives rise to two current-current operators with different

color structure owing to QCD corrections and SU(3) color algebra:

Op
1(µ) = q̄iγ

µ(1− γ5)pi p̄jγµ(1− γ5)bj (4)

Op
2(µ) = q̄iγ

µ(1− γ5)pj p̄jγµ(1− γ5)bi . (5)
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Figure 28: Dalitz plot of B± ! K
±
⇡
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� (top) and B

± ! K
±
K

+
K

� (bottom).
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� (bottom).
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Figure 29: Dalitz plot of B± ! ⇡
±
⇡
+
⇡
� (top) and B

± ! ⇡
±
K

+
K

� (bottom).
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Figure 29: Dalitz plot of B± ! ⇡
±
⇡
+
⇡
� (top) and B

± ! ⇡
±
K

+
K

� (bottom).
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