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The first observation of the decays Jip — pET K9 and Jhp — p~ K2 is reported using (10087 +
44) x 10° Jfp events recorded by the BESIII detector at the BEPCII storage ring. The branching
fractions of each channel are determined to be B(Jip — pXTK2) = (1.361 £ 0.006 + 0.025) x 10~*
and B(Jfp — pE£~K2) = (1.352 4 0.006 % 0.025) x 10~*. The combined result is B(JA) — pOT K3+
c.c.) = (2.725 £0.009 & 0.050) x 10™*, where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second
systematic. The results presented are in good agreement with the branching fractions of the isospin
partner decay Jip — pK % + c.c..

PACS numbers: 13.66 Bc, 13.66 Jn, 14.40 Lb, 14.40 Rt, 14.40 Pq



I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model of particle physics describes most
aspects of nature with very high precision. However,
there are still many topics left where the experimental
observations are not understood in detail. Especially in
the non-perturbative regime of quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD), it is difficult to obtain accurate predictions for
particle interactions, resonance spectra and decay pro-
cesses. For example, the spectrum of excited nucleon
states (IN* resonances) is still not fully understood. Al-
though a large number of N* states are predicted by
theoretical approaches, only a subset of these has been
confirmed by experiments to date. The majority of the
observed states, as listed by the Particle Data Group
(PDG) [], are poorly understood and reported only by
one experiment. Often they are only observed in decays
to non-strange final states. To determine the internal
structure of these resonances, it is also necessary to in-
vestigate possible decays of the N* resonances into fi-
nal states with strange-quark content, e.g. hyperons and
kaons.

N* resonances with intrinsic strangeness are accessible
by the decay channels JA) — pEtKY and Jip — pS~ K,
in which their properties can be investigated. A large
branching fraction of the N* resonances to these final
states indicates an intrinsic strangeness content already
present in the respective resonance. In addition, ex-
cited X states are also produced and can be investigated
in these decays. In this paper, the first observation of
the decay channel JA) — pEtKY and its charge con-
jugate JAp — pE~ K2 together with the first determi-
nation of the single decay branching fractions are pre-
sented together with the combined branching fraction
B(Jp — pEtK2 + c.c.). The branching fraction of the
isospin partner Ji) — pK~X° + c.c. was measured to be

B — pK~ % +cc.) = (29408) x 107 (1)

by the Mark II experiment at the SPEAR accelerator us-
ing 1.32x 105 J/Ap events. This indicates that the branch-
ing fraction of the decay of interest for this paper should
have a similar order of magnitude. Therefore, given the
dataset at BESIII where 10 billion J/) events have been
recorded and improvements in the analysis method were
made, especially for the determination of systematic un-
certainties, a high precision measurement of the decay
channel JA) — ]§E+Kg + c.c. is possible.

II. BESIII EXPERIMENT

The BESIII detector is a magnetic spectrome-
ter [2] located at the Beijing Electron Positron Col-
lider (BEPCII) [3]. The cylindrical core of the BE-
SIII detector consists of a helium-based multilayer drift
chamber (MDC), a plastic scintillator time-of-flight sys-
tem (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 [4].
The solenoid is supported by an octagonal flux-return
yoke with resistive plate chamber muon-identifier mod-
ules interleaved with steel. The acceptance for charged
particles and photons is 93% over the 47 solid angle.
The charged-particle momentum resolution at 1 GeV/c
is 0.5%, and the the specific ionization energy loss 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 of the TOF barrel part is 68 ps. The time
resolution of the end-cap TOF system was upgraded in
2015 with multi-gap resistive plate chamber technology,
providing a time resolution of 60 ps [5 [6]; this upgrade
benefits about 87% of the total dataset analyzed here.

III. DATA SETS AND MONTE CARLO
SIMULATION

For the determination of the branching fraction of the
decay channel Jip — pETKY (here in the following
charge conjugation is implied), the complete Ji) data
sample recorded in the years 2009, 2012, 2018 and 2019
by the BESIII experiment is analyzed. The total num-
ber of JA) events is determined by using inclusive JAp
decays with the method described in Ref. [7]. To cor-
rect for Ji) candidates that originate from background
contributions due to QED processes, beam-gas interac-
tions, and cosmic rays, continuum data samples recorded
at /s = 3.080GeV are used. The detection efficiency
for the inclusive Ji) decays is obtained using the ex-
perimental data sample of 1(3686) — 7tn~Jib. The
efficiency difference between the J/p produced at rest
and the J/) from the decay 1(3686) — 77~ JA) is es-
timated by comparing the corresponding efficiencies in
Monte Carlo (MC) simulation. The uncertainties related
to the MC model, track reconstruction efficiency, fit to
the JA) mass peak, background estimation, noise mix-
ing, and reconstruction efficiency for the pions recoiling
against the JA) are studied. Finally, the number of Jji)
events is determined to be N, = (10087 & 44) x 109,
where the uncertainty includes both statistical and sys-
tematic uncertainties [7].

For the optimization of the analysis procedure and the
determination of the reconstruction efficiency, MC sam-
ples are generated. The reaction particles are generated
with the event generator EVTGEN [8][9] and the following
interaction with the detector and further decays of the
primary particles is simulated with the GEANT4 pack-
age [10].

For this work two MC samples are used. The first
one is needed to calculate the reconstruction efficiency
of the signal decay. In this sample only the decay
Jhp — pETKY is simulated, where X — pr¥, 70 — 4,
and K2 — mn~ are exclusively decaying to these fi-
nal states. The angular distributions determined from
the reconstructed data are taken into account during the



calculation of the reconstruction efficiency. They are ad-
justed by performing an amplitude analysis with Com-
PWA [I1]. To obtain a precise reconstruction efficiency,
4x10° Jhp events are simulated. The second MC sample
is an inclusive one with J/&) decaying to anything where
all known decay channels are generated in the known ra-
tios to each other. This sample includes both the produc-
tion of the JAi) resonance and the continuum processes.
It is mainly used to identify potential background con-
tributions and consequently the signal events are filtered
to form a pure background MC sample. The sample is
generated to match the number of Ji) events expected
in the corresponding BESIII data set.

IV. EVENT SELECTION

The decay JAip — pETKY is reconstructed using the
dominant decay channels of the intermediate resonances.
The ¥t is reconstructed with the final state pr® with
70 — vv. For the Kg, the decay into two charged pions
(K2 — 7t7~) is used. Therefore, each event must have
four charged tracks with a total charge of zero and at
least two photons.

Charged tracks are required to be reconstructed inside
the MDC acceptance (]cos@| < 0.93 with 6 being the
polar angle with respect to the MDC axis). Addition-
ally, for one anti-proton or one proton in each event the
distance of closest approach to the interaction point is
required to be within the cylindrical volume around the
interaction point (zy) with radius |V,,| < lcm and in
beam direction (z) within |V,| < 10cm. For the second
proton or anti-proton originating from the X7 decay, the
nearest distance to the interaction point is not restricted
in the xy plane but must be less then 20 cm in the z direc-
tion. This value is chosen to take the lifetime of the X+
into account. Furthermore, particle identification (PID)
based on the time of flight and the energy loss informa-
tion is used to reject the pion and kaon hypotheses for
the proton.

The photons from the 7% decay are required to have
energies greater than 50 MeV if they are detected in the
end caps (0.86 < |cos @] < 0.92) and greater than 25 MeV
if they are detected in the barrel part (| cos@ < 0.8]) of
the EMC. The angle between the photon and the near-
est charged track is required to be at least 20° to ex-
clude photon candidates produced by split-offs of charged
tracks. Furthermore, it is required that the EMC shower
time is within an interval of 700 ns after the collision, to
suppress electronic noise and showers unrelated to the
event. For the 7¥ selection, the invariant mass M., is
required to be within [80, 180] MeV /c?.

No PID is required for the charged pions from K g de-
cays; a loose constraint on the distance of closest ap-
proach to the interaction point is applied (|V| < 20 cm).
Due to its long lifetime, the K2 is reconstructed by per-
forming a secondary vertex fit. For all Kg candidates,
the ratio of the measured decay length L(K3) to its un-

certainty oy, has to be L(K2) /oy, > 2.

After the initial selection, a kinematic fit is performed
which uses the momenta of the pions after the vertex fit
and the measured values of all other particles. The kine-
matic fit constrains the total four-momentum to the one
of the initial ete™ system and the masses of the ¥+ and
the 7¥ to their known values [I]. The mass of the KY is
not constrained, and the spectrum of the invariant mass
M+ - is used to determine the number of signal events.
Due to the high number of noise photons, multiple combi-
nations can be reconstructed in an event. The kinematic
fit converges in 2/3 of all cases only for one candidate and
in 1/3 of the cases for mainly two candidates. To get rid
of these combinations the smallest xZ; of the kinematic
fit is used to determine the best candidate. Only a very
loose requirement on %, is used to ensure convergence
of the kinematic fit.

V. BACKGROUND STUDIES

The inclusive MC sample is used to examine the major
background contributions. Since it provides the informa-
tion on each event, such as the generated reaction, it can
be used to identify the channels which survive the event
reconstruction described above. The main background
channels contain a A hyperon or an 7 or w meson as in-
termediate state before decaying to the same final state
as the decay channel.

Channels which contain a A hyperon decaying into
pr~, eg. Jhb — mtAET, make up the largest contri-
bution to the background. They can be suppressed by
rejecting events where the invariant mass M- is below
1.126 GeV/c?. The requirement is 40 above the nominal
A mass, suppressing 98.7% of events with A in the de-
cay chain. The requirement causes a signal loss of about
13.5%, see Fig. [1] for visualization.

The second largest background contribution stems
from the decay Jip — ppn with n — 7T7~ 7% as shown
in Fig.[2] These events can be easily suppressed, since the
7 mass is below the invariant mass M +,— 0 of the sig-
nal decay. To reject these events a veto on the invariant
mass M+ o0 with M+~ 0 < 0.598 GeV /c? is chosen
which is 40 above the nominal 77 mass and suppresses all
n related events without any loss of signal events. The
third relevant background channel is JA) — ppw with
w — w7~ 7, also shown in Fig. 2] This decay channel
can not easily be suppressed since the w peak is sitting
in the middle of the distribution of the invariant mass
M+ - ro of the signal events. Therefore, a large portion
of the signal events would be lost by vetoing w events.
However, this process does not peak in the M+ ,- spec-
trum and can therefore be subtracted statistically.

An additional source of background events is the pro-
cess ete”™ — v* — pETKY without a JA) as interme-
diate state. To determine the number of events from
the continuum production the data sample recorded at
Vs = 3.080GeV is analyzed. The resulting M, + .-
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state for MC events of the signal channel (black), background
events from the inclusive MC sample (orange), and for data
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arrow which events are rejected. The inset shows a zoom-in
view in the A peak region.
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Figure 2. Distribution of M +,.— .0 with the veto to reject
decay channels containing n for MC events of the signal chan-
nel (black), background events from the inclusive MC sample
(orange), and for data (blue). The red line indicates the po-
sition of the veto and the arrow which events are rejected.

spectrum is used to estimate the number of background
events from continuum production. The yield is NZE5 =
15 + 4, where the uncertainty is statistical only. Using
the /s = 3.080 GeV data sample the continuum cross-

section can be estimated for the /s = 3.097 GeV data
set. Taking the luminosities and the reconstruction effi-
ciencies into account, N3%E = 270470 QED background
events are expected.

VI. DETERMINATION OF THE BRANCHING
FRACTION

The branching fraction B of the each signal decay or
the combined decays is calculated by

C Nge 11
NJ/l,ZJ €rec Hz B; ’

(2)

where Ngjg is the number of signal events which is cal-
culated by Nsjg = Ngo — Ng?%, N is the number
of Kg, Ny is the number of Jhp events, €rec is the re-
construction efficiency, and [, B; is the product of the
branching fractions of the intermediate states, namely
B(KY — nrn™), B(ST — pr0), and B(x? — 7).

The number of K2 and thus the yield of signal events
is determined by counting the number of K g in the peak
of the M+ .- distribution above the remaining smooth
background contribution (see Fig. [3)). For this, as a first
step the background shape is obtained by fitting a third-
order polynomial to the two side band regions (outside
the two dashed red lines), which corresponds to 120 of
the Kg mass resolution o. Then, this distribution is
subtracted from the M, +,- distribution and the yield
of the remaining entries in the signal region between
the two side band regions is determined. The result is
Ngg = (1.204£0.004) x 10°, where the uncertainty is
statistical only.

The reconstruction efficiency €. describes the prob-
ability that a signal event is detected and survives the
whole selection process. It depends on the distribution
of the final-state particles in the available phase space.
In the analysis of the reaction channel of the isospin part-
ner Jip — pK~X° 4 c.c. with the MARKII experiment,
90 + 19 events were reconstructed. Due to the low num-
ber of events, no deviation from the pure phase space
distribution was claimed [I2]. With more than 120000
reconstructed events, a large deviation from the three-
particle phase space distribution is observed in this anal-
ysis (see Fig. [4). Therefore, for the determination of
the reconstruction efficiency the MC sample is adjusted
by using the method of amplitude analysis to match the
angular distribution of the BESIII data after event re-
construction. To illustrate this, the distributions of the
three invariant masses (pK 9, T K and pXT) are shown
in Fig. For all subsystems, the large deviation from
the three-particle phase space distribution is corrected
for by using an amplitude model with several ¥* and N*
intermediate states. The focus of the adjustment was to
properly describe the density of events in the available
phase space and thus correctly determine the efficiency.
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The reconstruction efficiency is calculated by

N,
€rec = Ng:, (3)

yielding e, = (12.450 4 0.018) %, where the uncer-
tainty is purely statistical, resulting from limited MC
statistics.

With these numbers the combined branching fraction
of the decay channels JA) — pEt K9 and JAp — pE~ K2
is determined from Eq. to be

B(Jhp — pETKS + c.c.) = (2.725 4 0.009) x 1074,

The uncertainty is statistical only, taking only the un-
certainty of the number of signal events into account.
Table [I| shows all relevant parameters.

Table I. The parameters used for the determination of the
branching fraction.

Parameter Value

Ny (1] (10086.6 & 43.7) x 10°
B(K$ —wTa7) [0  (69.20 & 0.05) %
BT — pr®) [ (51.57 4 0.30) %
B(#® = ~vy) [ (98.823 4 0.034) %
Nsig (1.201 4 0.004) x10°
NEED 270 £ 70

€rec (12450 + 0018) %

In addition, the analysis is performed for each decay

channel separately. The results with statistical uncer-
tainties are:

B(Jhp — pEtKS) = (1.361 £ 0.006) x 1074
B(Jhp — pE~K2) = (1.352 £ 0.006) x 1074
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VII. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTY
ESTIMATION

In the following, the different sources of systematic un-
certainties are explained. All of them which are deter-
mined for the combined result are explained in the fol-
lowing and listed in Table [[T}

For the determination of the systematic uncertainties
concerning the event selection, the differences between
data and MC simulated events are evaluated. For the
track reconstruction, a weighting method is used which
takes into account the difference in dependence on the
transverse momentum and the cosé of the track. The
weights are determined by studying the decay Ji) —
7t pp. For protons and anti-protons the systematic
uncertainties of 0.22% and 0.33% are obtained, respec-
tively, and a total systematic uncertainty of 0.55% is
assigned. Similar to the tracking uncertainty, the sys-
tematic uncertainty for the PID is studied in bins of the
momentum and cosf. The corresponding weights are
also determined by studying the decay channel Ji) —
m+t 7~ pp. For the PID of the proton and anti-proton, the
systematic uncertainties are 0.21% and 0.14%, and the
total systematic uncertainty of 0.35% is assigned.

The difference in the reconstruction of photons is stud-
ied with the decay channel Ji) — ~ypp. The resulting
systematic uncertainty is 0.20% for each photon from the
0. For the £ T reconstruction no additional requirement

Table II. The systematic uncertainties of the branching frac-
tion measurement. If no value is given, the systematic uncer-
tainty is already covered by the statistical uncertainty.

Source Uncertainty
Event selection

2 (anti-)proton tracks 0.55%

2 photon 0.40%

2 PID 0.35%

K reconstruction 1.33%

Aa 0.25%

Background suppression
M.+ > 1.126 GeV/c? —

P

Mt o > 598 MeV /c? 0.07%
kinematic fit 0.57%
NQED 0.06%
M,r+ﬂ.7 fit
Fit range 0.13%
Signal range —
Background model 0.27%
Efficiency
Signal MC model 0.19%
Signal MC sample size 0.15%
External
Now 0.43%
B(K% — ntn™) 0.07%
B(ZT — pr?) 0.58%
B(n® = vv) 0.03%
Total 1.85%

is applied and therefore no systematic uncertainty is as-
signed. The K — 777~ reconstruction uncertainty is
obtained by studying the difference in dependence on the
K9 momentum of the decay channels Ji) — KSK*nT
and Jip — ¢KSK*7T. By averaging the reconstruction
efficiencies of data and MC simulation the systematic un-
certainty of 1.33% is obtained. For the determination
of the systematic uncertainty of the requirement on the
minimum angle between a photon and the nearest track
Aa, the requirement is varied by £30%. The maximum
deviation from the scenario with the nominal requirement
is 0.25% and taken as the systematic uncertainty.

The systematic uncertainty on the branching fraction
due to the A and the 7 veto is determined by varying
the requirements by ~ :I:%cr of the width o of the cor-
responding resonance peak. For the A veto no system-
atic deviation is observed. For the 7 veto the systematic
uncertainty is 0.07%. It is necessary to correct the he-
lix parameters of the simulated tracks to match the Xl2(in
distribution of the kinematic fit between data and MC
simulation. The difference of the branching fraction with
and without this correction is determined to be 0.57%
which is taken as the systematic uncertainty. The sta-
tistical uncertainty of the number of QED background
events N%%gg is propagated as a systematic uncertainty

which is 0.06%.

The M +,.- fit procedure depends on three values
whose uncertainties have to be taken into account: the
fit range, the definition of the signal range, and the fit
model of the background distribution. The uncertainties
of the signal region and fit range are obtained by chang-
ing the size of the corresponding windows by +10% and
remeasuring the branching fraction. The systematic un-
certainty for the signal region is found to be negligible,
and for the fit range it is 0.13%. For the background
description the order of the polynomial is increased and
decreased by one. This yields an uncertainty of 0.27%.

To determine the uncertainty of the reconstruction ef-
ficiency due to the amplitude model, the parameters of
the amplitude model are varied 1000 times according to
the covariance matrix, and the efficiency is reevaluated.
The RMS of the resulting efficiency distribution (0.19%)
is taken as systematic uncertainty. The statistical un-
certainty of the efficiency is 0.15% and treated as the
systematic uncertainty for the branching fraction mea-
surement.

For the external parameters such as the number of Jj)
events and the branching fractions of the intermediate
particles, namely the B(K2 — ntn~), B(XT — pn?),
and B(m? — ~v), error propagation is used. For N,
this results in 0.55% [7], for B(KY — nt7~) in 0.07%,
for B(Xt — pr%) in 0.58%, and for B(7® — vv) in 0.03%
.

The total systematic uncertainty is calculated by
summing all uncertainties quadratically and taking the
square root, resulting in 1.85%. The systematic uncer-
tainty corresponding only to the external sources is 0.73%



VIII. SUMMARY

By analyzing (10 087 +44) x 10° JA) events taken with
the BESIII detector, we report the first observation of
the decay channels JA) — pEtKY and Jip — pS~ K.
The branching fractions of these decays are determined
to be:

B(Jj — pEtKY) = (1.361 4 0.006 + 0.025) x 10~*
B(Jj — p£~KY) = (1.352 4 0.006 + 0.025) x 10~

The first uncertainty is statistical and the second system-
atic. Both results are in good agreement. No difference
between the charge conjugate decays is observed. The
result of both decays combined is

B(Jhp — pETKQ 4 c.c.) = (2.725 £ 0.009 + 0.050) x 104,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second
systematic. The determined branching fraction is in good
agreement with the result of the isospin partner Ji) —
pK~X° + c.c. measured with the MARKII experiment
2.
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