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Abstract

A combination of measurements sensitive to the CKM angle v from LHCD is per-
formed. The inputs are from analyses of time-integrated B* — DK+, B"— DK*,
B - DK*7r~ and Bt = DK*tnTr~ tree-level decays. In addition, results from
a time-dependent analysis of BY — DF K* decays are included. The combination
yields v = (72.2 f?;g)o, where the uncertainty includes systematic effects. The
95.5% confidence level interval is determined to be v € [55.9,85.2]°. A second
combination is investigated, also including measurements from BT — Dzt and
BT — DrTn~rt decays, which yields compatible results.
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1 Introduction

Understanding the origin of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe is one of the key issues
of modern physics. Sakharov showed that such an asymmetry can arise if three conditions
are fulfilled [1], one of which is the requirement that both charge (C) and charge-parity
(CP) symmetries are broken. The latter phenomenon arises in the Standard Model (SM)
of particle physics through the complex phase of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
quark mixing matrix [2,3], although the effect in the SM is not large enough to account
for the observed baryon asymmetry in the Universe [4]. Violation of CP symmetry
can be studied by measuring the angles of the CKM unitarity triangle [5-7]. The least
precisely known of these angles, v = arg[—V, ,V.5 /V.,Vi], can be measured using only
tree-level processes [8-11]; a method that, assuming new physics is not present in tree-level
decays |12], has negligible theoretical uncertainty [13]. Disagreement between such direct
measurements of 7 and the value inferred from global CKM fits, assuming the validity of
the SM, would indicate new physics beyond the SM.

The value of v can be determined by exploiting the interference between favoured
b— cW (V,) and suppressed b — uW (V) transition amplitudes using decay channels
such as BY — Dh*, B— DK* B~ DK*n~, Bt — Dhtr—n" and B? — DFK* 8-
11},14H21], where h is a kaon or pion and D refers to a neutral charm meson that is a
mixture of the D° and D° flavour eigenstates. The inclusion of charge conjugate processes
is implied throughout, unless otherwise stated. The most precise way to determine - is
through a combination of measurements from analyses of many decay modes. Hadronic
parameters such as those that describe the ratio (r3) or strong phase difference (d%)
between the V, and V,, transition amplitudes and where X is a specific final state of a B
meson decay, are also simultaneously determined. The ratio of the suppressed to favoured
B decay amplitudes is related to y and the hadronic parameters by Agup/ Ay = 75 /05 %),
where the + (—) sign refers to the decay of a meson containing a b (b). The statistical
uncertainty with which v can be measured is approximately inversely proportional to the
value of 74, which is around 0.1 for B¥ — DK™ decays [22]. In the BT — D7 channel,
rB™ is expected to be of order 0.005 23] because the favoured amplitude is enhanced by
|Viual/|Vus| while the suppressed amplitude is further reduced by |V,4|/|Ves| with respect
to Bt — DK™ decays. Consequently, the expected sensitivity to v in BT — Drn™*
decays is considerably lower than for BT — DK™ decays, although the signal yields are
higher. For B’— DK* (and also B? — DT K*) decays a higher value is expected [24],
rPE DK 0.3, which compensates for the lower branching fraction [25], whilst the
expected value for rBE™™ is similar to r5%. The current world average, using only direct
measurements of B — DK-like decays, is v = (73.2 15:3)° [26] (or, using different inputs
with an alternative statistical approach, v = (68.3 £ 7.5)° [27]). The previous LHCb
combination found v = (7317,)° [28].

This paper presents the latest combination of LHCb measurements of tree-level decays
that are sensitive to . The results supersede those previously reported in Refs. [28-31],
including more decay channels and updating selected channels to the full Run 1 dataset
of pp collisions at /s = 7 and 8 TeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
3ftb~'. Two combinations are performed, one including all inputs from B — DK-like
modes (referred to as DK) and one additionally including inputs from Bt — Dzt
and Bt — Drntr 7" decays (referred to as Dh). The DK combination includes 71

observables depending on 32 parameters, whilst the Dh combination has 89 observables



and 38 parameters.

The analyses included in the combinations use a variety of methods to measure v, which
are reviewed in Ref. [32]. The observables are briefly summarised below; their dependence
on 7 and various hadronic parameters is given in Appendix [A] The Gronau-London-Wyler
(GLW) method [8,9] considers the decays of D mesons to CP eigenstates, for example
the CP-even decays D — KTK~ and D — ntn~. The Atwood-Dunietz-Soni (ADS)
approach [10,/11] extends this to include final states that are not CP eigenstates, for
example D — 7~ K+, where the interference between the Cabibbo-allowed and doubly
Cabibbo-suppressed decay modes in both the B and D decays gives rise to large charge
asymmetries. This introduces an additional dependence on the D decay dynamics through
the ratio of suppressed and favoured D decay amplitudes, rp, and their phase difference,
dp. The GLW/ADS formalism is easily extended to multibody D decays [10,/11}[33]
although the multiple interfering amplitudes dilute the sensitivity to v. For multibody
ADS modes this dilution is parameterised in terms of a coherence factor, kp, and for the
GLW modes it is parametrised by F',, which describes the fraction of CP-even content in
a multibody decay. For multibody D decays these parameters are measured independently
and used as external constraints in the combination as discussed in Sec. [3} The GLW/ADS
observables are constructed from decay-rate ratios, double ratios and charge asymmetries
as outlined in the following.

For GLW analyses the observables are the charge-averaged rate and the partial-rate
asymmetry. The former is defined as

I'(B~ — DepK ™) + (Bt — DepK™)

Rep =2 = :
r I'(B~ — DYK~) +T(B*+ — DVK*)

(1)

where D¢p refers to the final state of a D meson decay into a CP eigenstate. Experimentally
it is convenient to measure R¢p, for a given final state f, by forming a double ratio that
is normalised using the rate for a Cabibbo-favoured decay (e.g. D° — K~7 "), and the
equivalent quantities from the relevant B* — Dx~ decay mode. Defining the ratio of the
favoured B* — D°K* and Bt — D%x* partial widths, for a given final state f, as

Rl (B~ — D[— f][K") + (Bt — D|— fIK")

K/m = T(B- — D|— flr=) +T'(B+ = D[— f]x+) ’ )

the double ratios are constructed as

KK T KKmr0 )
K/ﬂ' T~ K/7r KKmrO ~ K/7r armd K/7r

RCP ~ RKT( ) (OF RKﬂ' ) R RKﬂ'TK’O ’ cp RKTrﬂ'O’ etc. (3)
K/m K/x K/x K/x

These relations are exact when the suppressed BT — Dz decay amplitude (b — u)
vanishes and the flavour specific rates, given in the denominator of Eq. , are measured
using the appropriate flavour-specific D decay channel. The GLW partial-rate asymmetry,
for a given D meson decay into a CP eigenstate f, is defined as

AP (B~ — Deph™) — T(B* — Deph™) n
" [(B~ — Deph™) +T(B* — Depht)

Similarly, observables associated to the ADS modes, for a suppressed D — f decay, are
the charge-averaged rate and the partial-rate asymmetry. For the charge-averaged rate, it
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is adequate to use a single ratio (normalised to the favoured D — f decay) because the
detection asymmetries cancel out. The charge-averaged rate is defined as

RORT ['(B~ — D[— f]h™)+T(B" — D[— f]h")
ADS T D(B- = D[— flh~) + T(B+ — D[— f]h+)’

(5)

whilst the partial-rate asymmetry is defined as

ADRT _ (B~ — D[— flh™) —=T(B* — D[— f]h")

ADS T T(B- — D[— flh~) + T(B+ — D[— f]h+)’ (6)

The equivalent charge asymmetry for favoured ADS modes is defined as

pny L(B™ = D[= flh) =T(B* — D[— f]h")
B I(B- = D[— f]h-) +T(B+ = D|— flht) "

(7)

Some of the input analyses determined two statistically independent observables instead
of those in Egs. and @, namely the ratio of partial widths for the suppressed and
favoured decays of each initial B flavour,

ROMF _ I'(B* — D[ f]h™)
ons _ N ) (®)
['(B* — D[— f]ht)
pny _ [(B™ = D[— f1h7)
R : (9)
(B~ — D[— f]h)
It should be noted that Egs. and @ are related to Egs. and @D by
Ri+R_ R_—R,
R - T = -_—- -7 10
ADS 9 ) ADS R+ R+ ) ( )

if the rates of the Cabibbo-favoured decays for B~ and BT are identical.

Similar to the ADS approach is the Grossman-Ligeti-Soffer (GLS) method [16] that
exploits singly Cabibbo-suppressed decays such as D — KK ~7+. The GLS observables
are defined in analogy to Egs. . Note that in the GLS method the favoured decay
has sensitivity to v because the ratio between the suppressed and favoured amplitudes is
much larger than in the ADS approach. It is therefore worthwhile to include the favoured
GLS decays in the combinations, which is not the case for the favoured ADS channels
alone.

The Giri-Grossman-Soffer-Zupan (GGSZ) method |14}/15] uses self-conjugate multibody
D meson decay modes like K27Tn~. Sensitivity to v is obtained by comparing the
distributions of decays in the D — f Dalitz plot for opposite-flavour initial-state B and
B mesons. The population of candidates in the Dalitz plot depends on four variables,
referred to as Cartesian variables which, for a given B decay final state X, are defined as

o = 1 cos(5% £ ), (11)

yi = ris sin(d 7). (12)

These are the preferred observables for GGSZ analyses. The GLW/ADS and GGSZ
formalisms can also be extended to multibody B decays by including a coherence factor,
kg, that accounts for dilution from interference between competing amplitudes. This
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inclusive approach is used for all multibody and quasi-two-body B decays, with the
exception of the GLW-Dalitz analysis of B® — DK*7r~ decays where an amplitude
analysis is performed to determine 2§ and y;. Here the term quasi-two-body decays
refer to a two body resonant decay that contributes to a three body final state (e.g.
BY — DK*(892)" decays in the B®— DK'r~ final state).

Time-dependent (TD) analyses of BY — DF K* are also sensitive to v [17H19]. Due to
the interference between the mixing and decay amplitudes, the CP-sensitive observables,
which are the coefficients of the time evolution of B? — DF K* decays, have a dependence
on (v — 2p;), where 8, = arg(—V,,V;;/V..V;). In the SM, to a good approximation, —20,
is equal to the phase ¢, determined from B? — J/i) ¢ and similar decays, and therefore
an external constraint on the value of ¢4 provides sensitivity to 7. The time-dependent
decay rates for the initially pure B? and BY flavour eigenstates are given by

dr’ t 1 Al t Al t
Totarl® _ L 1 4 g e oost (S5°1) 43 sinn (551

dt
+ C cos (Am,t) — Sysin (Amst)} ) (13)
dr§0—>f(t) 1 2| P 2 2\ —T'.t Arst AT - Arst
T_?Af’ . (1+|Xf]%)e {cosh( 5 > + Af smh( 5 )
— Cycos (Amgt) + Sysin (Amst)l , (14)

where A\; = (¢/p) - (A;/A;) and Ay (Ay) is the decay amplitude of a B? (BY) to a final
state f. In the convention used, f (f) is the Dy K+ (DfK~) final state. The parameter
Am is the oscillation frequency for B? mesons, T’ is the average B? decay width, and
AT, is the decay-width difference between the heavy and light mass eigenstates in the B?
system, which is known to be positive [34] as expected in the SM. The observables sensitive
to v are A2", Cy and Sy. The complex coefficients p and ¢ relate the BY meson mass
eigenstates, |Br g), to the flavour eigenstates, |BY) and |B%), as |Br) = p|B%) + ¢|BY)
and |By) = p|BY) — ¢|B°) with [p|®> 4 |¢|?> = 1. Similar equations can be written for the
CP-conjugate decays replacing Sy by Sy, and A$T by A]%F, and, assuming no CP violation
in either the decay or mixing amplitudes, Cy = —C}. The relationships between the
observables, v and the hadronic parameters are given in Appendix

The combinations are potentially sensitive to subleading effects from D°-D° mixing [35/-
37]. These are corrected for where necessary, by taking into account the D° decay-time
acceptances of the individual measurements. The size of the correction is inversely
proportional to 74 and so is particularly important for the B™ — Da*(777~) modes.
For consistency, the correction is also applied in the corresponding BT — DK (nt7n™)
modes. The correction for other decay modes would be small and is not applied. There
can also be an effect from CP violation in D — hTh™ decays [38-41], which is included in
the relevant BT — D°h*(7+7~) analyses using the world average values [22], although
the latest measurements indicate that the effect is negligible [42]. Final states that include
a K meson are potentially affected by corrections due to CP violation and mixing in
the neutral kaon system, parametrised by the non-zero parameter ex [43]. The effect is
expected to be O(ex /rh), which is negligible for BT — DK™* decays since |ex| ~ 0.002
and rBX ~ 0.1 [22]. For BT — D" decays this ratio is expected to be O(1) since rE™ is



expected to be around 0.5% [23]. Consequently, the BT — Dzt decay modes affected,
such as those with D — KYKT7n% are not included in the Dh combination.

To determine v with the best possible precision, auxiliary information on some of the
hadronic parameters is used in conjunction with observables measured in other LHCh
analyses. More information on these quantities can be found in Secs. 2] and [3| with a
summary provided in Tables [I] and [2 Frequentist and Bayesian treatments are both
studied. Section 4| describes the frequentist treatment with results and coverage studies
reported in Sec. 5] Section [0] describes the results of a Bayesian analysis.

2 Inputs from LHCb analyses sensitive to ~y

The LHCb measurements used as inputs in the combinations are summarised in Table
and described briefly below. The values and uncertainties of the observables are provided
in Appendix [B] and the correlations are given in Appendix [C| The relationships between
the observables and the physics parameters are listed in Appendix [A] All analyses use a
data sample corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3 fb™', unless otherwise stated.

Table 1: List of the LHCb measurements used in the combinations.

B decay D decay Method Ref. Status since last
combination [28]

B* — Dh* D — h*th™ GLW/ADS  [44] Updated to 3fb™"

Bt — Dht D — htr-ntn~ GLW/ADS  [44] Updated to 3fb™*

BY = Dit D hth=70  GLW/ADS  [45] New

Bt — DK* D — K2hth™ GGSZ [46] As before

Bt — DK™ D— K)K-n"  GLS [47]  As before

B = Dhtrnt D — hth- GLW/ADS  [48] New

BY — DK*° D— Ktr™ ADS [49]  As before

B~ DK*r~ D — hth GLW-Dalitz  [50] New

BY — DK*° D — Kdntm— GGSZ [51] New

BY — DFK* Df— hth~xt  TD [52]  As before

e BT - Dh*, D — hth~. The GLW/ADS measurement using B* — Dh™,
D® — h*h™ decays [|44] is an update of a previous analysis [53]. The observables
are defined in analogy to Eqgs. (3H7)).

e Bt - Dh™, D — htn~wnTn—. The ADS measurement using the B* — Dh™,
D — K*rFrTn~ decay mode [44] is an update of a previous measurement [54].
The quasi-GLW measurement with Bt — Dht, D — 777~ 77~ decays is included
in the combination for the first time. The label “quasi” is used because the
D — mtn ™ decay is not completely CP-even; the fraction of CP-even content



is given by F..» as described in Sec. [3} The method for constraining ~ using these
decays is described in Ref. [33], with observables defined in analogy to Egs. (3H7).

BT — Dh*, D — hth~#w°% Inputs from the quasi-GLW/ADS analysis of
B* — Dh*, D — h™h™ 7" decays [45] are new to this combination. The CP-even
content of the D — KTK 7% (D — 777~ 7°) decay mode is given by the parameter
Frreno (Frrro), as described in Sec. . The observables are defined in analogy to

Egs. (3}{7).

Bt — DK™, D — K hth~. The inputs from the model-independent GGSZ
analysis of BY — DK™, D — K2h*th™ decays [46] are the same as those used in
the previous combination [28]. The variables, defined in analogy to Eqgs. (11H12]),
are obtained from a simultaneous fit to the Dalitz plots of D — K277~ and
D — K!K*TK~ decays. Inputs from a model-dependent GGSZ analysis of the same
decay [55] using data corresponding to 1 fb~! are not included due to the overlap of
the datasets.

Bt — DK*, D — K?K~w*. The inputs from the GLS analysis of Bt — DK™,
D — KYK~7" decays |47] are the same as those included in the last combination [28].
The observables are defined in analogy to Egs. . The negligible statistical and
systematic correlations are not taken into account.

Bt — Dhtn~nt, D — hTh™. The inputs from the LHCb GLW/ADS analysis
of Bt — Dh*r—nt, D° — hh™ decays |48] are included in the combination for
the first time. The observables are defined in analogy to Egs. (3] 9). The

only non-negligible correlations are statistical, p(Agp ", ASS™ ™) = 0.20 and
Drrm, KK Drrm, mmw
p(Acp » Acp ) =0.08.

B° - DK*, D — K*txn~. The inputs from the ADS analysis of B® —
D°K*(892)°, DY — K*r¥ decays [49] are included as they were in the previous
combination [28]. However, the GLW part of this analysis (with D° — KT K~ and
D°® — 7t77) has been superseded by the Dalitz plot analysis. The ADS observables
are defined in analogy to Eqs. (7H9).

B° - DK*n—, D — hTh~. Information from the GLW-Dalitz analysis of
B — DK*™n~, D° — h™h~ decays [50] is added to the combination for the first
time. The “Dalitz” label indicates the method used to determine information about
CP violation in this mode. The variables, defined in analogy to Egs. (11H12)), are
determined from a simultaneous Dalitz plot fit to B°— DK~ with D° — K7™,
D — K"K~ and D — n"n~ samples, as described in Refs. [20,121]. Note that the
observables are those associated with the DK*(892)° amplitudes. Constraints on
hadronic parameters are also obtained in this analysis, as described in Sec. [3|

B° - DK*°, D — KJn«*x~. Inputs from the model-dependent GGSZ analysis
of B - DK*(892), D — K%n" 7~ decays [51] are included in the combination for
the first time. The observables, defined in analogy to Egs. (11H12), are measured
by fitting the D — K277~ Dalitz plot using a model developed by the BaBar
collaboration [56].
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A model-independent GGSZ analysis [57] is also performed by LHCb on the same
data sample. Currently, the model-dependent analysis has the best sensitivity to
the parameters x4 and y.. Therefore the model-dependent results are used in the
combination. The numerical results of the combination change insignificantly if the
model-independent results are used instead.

B? - DFK +. The inputs used from the time-dependent analysis of B — DF K™+
decays using data corresponding to 1fb~* [52] are identical to those used in Ref. [28].
Note however that a different sign convention is used here, as defined in Eqgs.(13H14])

and Appendix [A.10]

Auxiliary inputs

The external inputs are briefly described below and summarised in Table 2. These
measurements provide constraints on unknown parameters and result in better precision
on . The values and uncertainties of the observables are provided in Appendix [D| and
the correlations are given in Appendix [E]

e Input from global fit to charm data. The GLW/ADS measurements need input

to constrain the charm system in three areas: the ratio and strong phase difference
for D — K—7" and D° — 7~ KT decays (r&™, 65™), charm mixing (xp, yp) and
direct CP violation in D® — hTh™ decays (A{r. Adr) taken from a recent HFAG
charm fit [22]. These do not include the latest results on AAgp from LHCD [42]
but their impact has been checked and found to be negligible. The value of 65™ is
shifted by 180° compared to the HFAG result in order to match the phase convention
adopted in this paper. The parameter RE™ is related to the amplitude ratio r&™
through RE™ = (r&™)2.

Table 2: List of the auxiliary inputs used in the combinations.

Decay Parameters Source Ref.
D°-D°-mixing D, Yp HFAG [22]
D — Ktn~ rim oK™ HFAG [22]
D= hth- Adis - pdi HFAG 22]
D — K*pFrtag= §E37 K3m pKsm CLEO+LHCb  [58|
D—osratn ntn™  Frper CLEO [59]
D — K*nFr0 oR2m plsem piem CLEO+LHCb  [58|
D — hthn° Frrno, Frpeno CLEO [59]
D — KOK-nt  §psRT ghsim pisKT CLEO [60]
D — KOK—nt  phskm LHCb [61]
B® — DK*0 kDK RPETASPE™ LHCb 50
BY — DFK* ?s LHCb 162]




e Input for D° — K*nFx° and D° — K*nFntw~ decays. The ADS
measurements with D° — K*7T7% and D° — K*nFrT 7~ decays require knowledge
of the hadronic parameters describing the D decays. These are the ratio, strong phase

difference and coherence factors of the two decays: ri27 K27 jl2m pKin - sEsw

and k837, Recently an analysis of D° — K*nFrTn~ decays has been performed
by LHCD [63] that is sensitive to r53™ 537 and k53" Furthermore, an updated
measurement has been performed using CLEO-c data, and the results have been
combined with those from LHCD [58] to yield constraints and correlations of the six
parameters. These are included as Gaussian constraints in this combination, in line

with the treatment of the other auxiliary inputs.

e CP content of D — hTh #n°® and D — wtn~#nTn~ decays. For both the
three-body D — hth~7° and four-body D — 7* 7~ 7" 7~ quasi-GLW measurements
the fractional CP-even content of the decays, Fi g0, Frzmo and F .., are used as
inputs. These parameters were measured by the CLEO collaboration [59]. The
uncertainty for the CP-even content of D — 77~ 777~ decays is increased from
+0.028 to £0.032 to account for the non-uniform acceptance of the LHCb detector
following the recommendation in Ref. [44]. For the D — h*h~ 7" decay the LHCb
efficiency is sufficiently uniform to avoid the need to increase the F', uncertainty for
these modes.

e Input for D — KK~ n*t parameters. The B* — DK*, D — K{K 7" GLS

measurement needs inputs for the charm system parameters rf,fSK”, 5§SK”, and
kKT Constraints from Ref. [60] on all three are included, along with an additional
constraint on the branching fraction ratio RgSK” from Ref. [61]. The results

corresponding to a limited region of the Dalitz plot, dominated by the K*(892)"

resonance, are used here. The quantity Rgs K™ is related to rf,fs K™ through

— (T}gSKTr)2 B KgSKWT§SKW(yD COS 5gSKW - 'ID Sin 5ID<SKTF) (15)
- 1— T’KsKﬂliKsKﬂ- 6K5K7r) :
D

RpsET
KsK -
5 5> (yp cos 6" + xpsin

The linear correlation coefficient between ¢,,° ™ and Kp® ™ is extracted from the

experimental likelihood as p(655%™, kis%™) = —0.60.

e Constraints on the B® —+ DK*° hadronic parameters. The quasi-two-body
B° — DK*® ADS and model-dependent GGSZ measurements need input on the
coherence factor kB%™ and the parameters RPX™ = 7K™ /pDE™ and AFEE™ =
SEK - obK " which relate the hadronic parameters of the quasi-two-body B°—
DK*® ADS and GGSZ measurements (barred symbols) to those of the B — DK *7~
amplitude analysis (unbarred symbols). The resulting values are taken from the
LHCb GLW-Dalitz analysis described in Ref. [50]. These are taken to be uncorrelated
with each other and with the 225 yPX™ parameters that are determined from

the same analysis.

e Constraint on ¢,. The time-dependent measurement of B? — DT K* determines
the quantity v — 20,. In order to interpret this as a measurement of 7, the weak
phase —23, = ¢, is constrained to the value measured by LHCb in B? — J/i) hh
decays [62]. It has been checked that using the world average instead has a negligible
impact on the results.



4 Statistical treatment

The baseline results of the combinations are presented using a frequentist treatment,
starting from a likelihood function built from the product of the probability density
functions (PDFs), f;, of experimental observables A;,

£@ = [T A1), (16)

where fl?bs are the measured values of the observables from an input analysis 7, and & is
the set of parameters. For each of the inputs it is assumed that the observables follow a
Gaussian distribution

A1) o exp (=3 (A(a) = ATV (@) - A2 ) (17)
where V; is the experimental covariance matrix, which includes statistical and systematic
uncertainties and their correlations. Correlations in the systematic uncertainties between
the statistically independent input measurements are assumed to be zero.

A x2-function is defined as x*(@) = —21n £(@). The best-fit point is given by the global
minimum of the y2-function, x?(@mm). To evaluate the confidence level (CL) for a given
value of a parameter, e.g. v = 7y in the following, the value of the y2-function at the new
minimum is considered, x?(a” . (70)). The associated profile likelihood function for the
parameters is £(a” ;. (70)). Then a test statistic is defined as Ax? = x*(@’;,) — X*(Cmin)-
The p-value, or 1 — CL, is calculated by means of a Monte Carlo procedure, described
in Ref. [64] and briefly recapitulated here. For each value of 7, the test statistic Ay?
is calculated, and a set of pseudoexperiments, ij, is generated according to Eq. |)
with parameters @ set to the values at @ ;.. A new value of the test statistic, Ax?,
is calculated for each pseudoexperiment by replacing Aps — ffj and minimising with
respect to @, once with v as a free parameter, and once with 7 fixed to vy. The value of
1 — CL is then defined as the fraction of pseudoexperiments for which Ax? < Ax%. This
method is sometimes referred to as the “fi”, or the PLUGIN method. Its coverage cannot
be guaranteed [64] for the full parameter space, but can be verified for the best-fit point.
The reason is that for each value of vy, the nuisance parameters, i.e. the components
of @ other than the parameter of interest, are set to their best-fit values for this point,
as opposed to computing an n-dimensional confidence region, which is computationally
impractical. The coverage of the frequentist combinations is discussed in Sec. 5.3

5 Results

Results for the DK combination are presented in Sec. and for the Dh combination
in Sec. 5.2 The coverage of the frequentist method is discussed in Sec. whilst an
interpretation of the results is provided in Sec. The rate equations from which
the observables are determined are invariant under the simultaneous transformation
v — v+ 180°, 65 — d5 + 180°, where §4 is the strong phase for each B — DX decay
considered. Only the solution most consistent with the determination of v from the global
CKM fit |26.[27] is shown.



5.1 DK combination

The DK combination consists of 71 observables and 32 parameters. The goodness of fit
computed from the x? value at the best fit point given the number of degrees of freedom
is p = 91.5%. The equivalent value calculated from the fraction of pseudoexperiments,
generated from the best fit point, which have a x? larger than that found in the data is
p=(90.5+0.2)%.

Table |3] summarises the resulting central values and confidence intervals that are
obtained from five separate one-dimensional PLUGIN scans for the parameters: v, r5«.
SOK DK and 55" These are shown in Fig. [l Due to computational constraints the
two-dimensional contours, shown in Fig. [2 are obtained via the profile likelihood method
in which the value of the test statistic itself (Ax?) is used. Except for the coverage, as
described in Sec. [5.3] this is verified to be a good approximation of the PLUGIN method.

The parameter correlations obtained from the profile likelihood method are given in

Appendix [F.1]

Table 3: Confidence intervals and central values for the parameters of interest in the frequentist
DK combination.

Observable Central value 68.3% Interval 95.5% Interval 99.7% Interval

7 (°) 72.2 (64.9,79.0] [55.9, 85.2] [43.7,90.9]
rbK 0.1019 [0.0963,0.1075]  [0.0907,0.1128]  [0.0849,0.1182]
SDK(°) 142.6 [136.0,148.3]  [127.8,153.6]  [116.2,158.7]
K 0.218 [0.171,0.263]  [0.118,0.305]  [0.000,0.348]
SPE™ () 189 (169, 212 [148,241] (123, 283]

5.2 Dh combination

The Dh combination includes observables measured from Bt — Drt and
BT — Drtr~nt decays, in addition to those measured in the DK combination, for
a total of 89 observables and 38 parameters. The goodness of fit calculated from the y? is
p = 72.9% and calculated from the pseudoexperiments is p = (71.4 + 0.3)%.

Table[d gives the results of the one-dimensional PLUGIN scans for v, 157, 657, rBX §BK,
rbK " and obK "’ The scans are shown in Fig. . Two solutions are found, corresponding
to rE™ values of 0.027 and 0.0045 for the favoured and secondary solutions, respectively.
Figure |3| shows that the secondary solution is suppressed by slightly more than 1lo.
Consequently, the 1o interval for v is very narrow because the uncertainty scales inversely
with the central value of rE™. As with the DK combination, the two-dimensional scans
are performed using the profile likelihood method and are shown in Fig. [l The two
solutions and the non-Gaussian contours are clearly visible. The parameter correlations
obtained from the profile likelihood method for both solutions are given in Appendix [F.2]
The coverage for the Dh analysis is examined in Sec. [5.3, where it is found that the
coverage is slightly low and then starts to degrade when the true value of rE™ is less than
0.01, reaching a minimum around 0.006, before the behaviour of the DK combination is
recovered at very low values.
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Figure 1: 1 — CL curves for the DK combination obtained with the PLUGIN method. The 1o
and 20 levels are indicated by the horizontal dotted lines.

Recently, attempts have been made to estimate the value of 75" using the known

branching fractions of B® — D°K° and B° — D°7® decays and SU(3) symmetry ,
predicting a value of rB™ = 0.0053 4 0.0007, consistent with the secondary solution
observed in the data. Using this as an additional external input in the Dh combination
gives 7 = (71.8772)°, which shows that when 757 is small the uncertainties on 7 are
dominated by the B — DK inputs. This behaviour is similarly reflected by the 95.5%
and 99.7% confidence intervals for the Dh combination when no external constraint on
rB™ is used. The goodness of fit calculated from the x? is p = 70.5% and calculated from
pseudoexperiments is p = (69.7 £ 0.6)%.

Given the poor expected additional sensitivity from the B — Dm-like modes, coupled
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Figure 2: Profile likelihood contours from the DK combination. The contours show the two-
dimensional 1o and 20 boundaries, corresponding to 68.3% and 95.5% CL, respectively.

with the highly non-Gaussian p-value distribution of the Dh combination, and the fact
that the coverage of the Dh combination is low near the expected value of rE™ (see
Sec. , we choose to quote as the nominal result that of the DK combination, namely
v = (T2.2155)°.

5.3 Coverage of the frequentist method

The coverage of the PLUGIN (and the profile likelihood) method is tested by generating
pseudoexperiments and evaluating the fraction for which the p-value is less than that
obtained for the data. In general, the coverage depends on the point in parameter space.
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Table 4: Confidence intervals and central values for the parameters of interest in the frequentist
Dh combination.

Observable Central value 68.3% Interval  95.5% Interval  99.7% Interval
5 () 73.5 [70.5,76.8] [56.7, 83.4] [40.1,90.8]
rDK 0.1017  [0.0970,0.1064] [0.0914,0.1110] [0.0844,0.1163]
5D () 141.6 [136.6,146.3]  [127.2,151.1]  [114.6,155.7]
r DK 0.220 0.173,0.264]  [0.121,0.307]  [0.000,0.355]
SDK™ () 188 168, 211] 148, 239] 120, 280]
rBm 0.027 [0.0207,0.0318] [0.0020,0.0365] [0.0008, 0.0425]
507 (°) 348.3 343.2,352.9]  [220.5,356.4]  [192.9,359.8]

Table 5: Measured coverage « of the confidence intervals for v, determined at the best fit points,
for both the one-dimensional PLUGIN and profile likelihood methods. The nominal coverage is
denoted as n.

n [%] « (profile likelihood) [%] « (PLUGIN) [%]
68.3 65.1 £0.7 67.1£0.7
DK | 95.5 93.5£04 94.3£0.3
99.7 98.7+0.2 98.8 £ 0.2
68.3 63.0£0.7 64.3 £0.7
Dh 95.5 90.9+04 91.74+0.4
99.7 95.3+0.3 95.6 £ 0.3

Following the procedure described in Ref. [30], the coverage of the profile likelihood and
one-dimensional PLUGIN method intervals are tested. The coverage is determined for each
method using the same pseudoexperiments; consequently their uncertainties are correlated.
The results for the best fit points are shown in Table [5| Figure [5|shows the coverage of the
1o intervals as determined from pseudoexperiments for the DK (Dh) combination as a
function of the value of rB% (rB7™) used to generate the pseudoexperiments. It can be seen
that the coverage for the DK combination degrades as the true value of rB% gets smaller.
This behaviour has previously been observed by the CKMfitter group [26]. The fitted
value found in this combination, r8% = 0.1, is well within the regime of accurate coverage.
The dependence of the coverage for the Dh combination on 5™ shows similar behaviour,
where the coverage begins to degrade when the true value reaches rE™ < 0.01, worsening
until the true value of rE™ becomes so small that the D modes offer no sensitivity and
the behaviour seen in the DK combination is recovered. The fitted value of rB7 in the
Dh combination (~ 0.03) falls in the regime with good coverage, whilst the expected
value, and indeed the value of the second minimum (~ 0.005), is in the regime in which
the coverage starts to deteriorate. No correction for under-coverage is applied to the
confidence intervals quoted in Tables [3| and [
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of 68.3%.

5.4 Interpretation

Using the nominal DK combination and the simple profile likelihood method some
further interpretation of the results is presented in this section. Performing the DK
combination with statistical uncertainties only suggests that the systematic contribution
to the uncertainty on v is approximately 3°. Performing the combination without use
of the external constraints (described in Sec. |3)) roughly doubles the uncertainty on =,
demonstrating the value of including this information.

The origin of the sensitivity to v of the various decay modes and analysis methods in
the DK combination is demonstrated in Fig. [6] It can be seen that BY — DK™ decays
offer the best sensitivity (see Fig. [6] left) and that the GLW/ADS methods offer multiple
narrow solutions compared to the single broader solution of the GGSZ method (see Fig. @
right). Figures [7| and [§] further demonstrate the complementarity of the input methods in
the (v vs. ) and (yvs.ry) planes, for the B and B° systems respectively.

6 Bayesian analysis

The combinations are also performed using a Bayesian procedure. Probability (or credible)
intervals (or regions) are obtained according to a highest posterior density approach. A
highest posterior density interval (region) is defined by the property that the minimum
density of any point within the interval (region) is equal to, or larger than, the density of
any point outside that interval (region).

6.1 DK combination

Uniform prior probability distributions (hereafter referred to as priors) are used for v and
the B-meson hadronic parameters in the DK combination, allowing them to vary inside
the following ranges: v € [0°,180°], 655 € [~180°,180°], rEX € [0.06,0.14]. The priors
for 625 and 655 are identical to that for 65%; the range for 659%™ is [0°,360°]. The
allowed ranges for 7B DK™ and D+ are [0, 0.45], [0, 0.16] and [0, 0.2]. The remaining
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auxiliary parameters are constrained with Gaussian priors according to the externally
measured values and their uncertainties. A range of alternative prior distributions have
been found to have negligible impact on the results for 4. The results are shown in Table [
and in Figs. [0 and [I0] The Bayesian credible intervals are found to be in good agreement
with the frequentist confidence intervals.

Table 6: Credible intervals and most probable values for the hadronic parameters determined
from the DK Bayesian combination.

Observable Central value 68.3% Interval 95.5% Interval 99.7% Interval

7 (°) 70.3 [62.4, 77.4] [52.6, 83.5] [42.1,88.4]
roK 0.1012 [0.0954,0.1064]  [0.0900, 0.1120]  [0.0846,0.1171]
SBE () 142.2 [134.7,148.1]  [125.3,153.7)  [113.2,157.9]
rBE™ 0.204 [0.149,0.253]  [0.073,0.299]  [0.000,0.322]
SPE™ () 190.3 [165.8,218.4]  [139.5,263.4]  [117.8,292.4]
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Figure 9: Posterior probability density from the Bayesian interpretation for the DK combination.

6.2 Dh combination

For the Dh combination additional uniform priors are introduced: r5™ € [0,0.06], 657 €
[180°,360°], 7E™™ € [0,0.13] and 65 € [0°,360°]. All other priors are as described
above for the DK combination.

The results are given in Table [7] and shown in Figs. [1T] and [I2] Comparison with the
frequentist treatment (Sec. shows that the 1o intervals and regions differ between the
two treatments, but satisfactory agreement is recovered at 20. Such differences are not
uncommon when comparing confidence and credible intervals or regions with low enough
confidence level and probability, in the presence of a highly non-Gaussian likelihood
function.
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Table 7: Credible intervals and most probable values for the hadronic parameters determined
from the Dh Bayesian combination.

Observable

Central value

68.3% Interval

95.5% Interval

99.7% Interval

7 (%)
rBK
op™(°)
TgK*O

O5*" (%)

Dr
s

05" (%)

72.4
0.1003
141.0
0.2072
189.8
0.0043
303.7

(63.9, 79.0]
[0.0948, 0.1057]
[133.3, 147.5]
[0.1514, 0.2555]
[166.3,216.5]
[0.0027,0.0063]
[264.7,332.7]

[52.1, 84.6]
[0.0893,0.1109]
[122.1,153.1]
[0.0788,0.3007]
[143.9,255.2]
[0.0011, 0.0281]
[231.5,355.2]

40.1,89.5]
[0.0838,0.1159)]
[108.6, 157.5]
0.0031,0.3291]
[120.2, 286.0]
[0.0008, 0.0329]
202.7, 359.0]
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7 Conclusion

Observables measured by LHCb that have sensitivity to the CKM angle v, along with
auxiliary information from other experiments, are combined to determine an improved
constraint on . Combination of all B — DK-like modes results in a best fit value of
~v = 72.2° and the confidence intervals

~ € [64.9,79.0]° at 68.3% CL,
~ € [55.9,85.2]° at 95.5% CL.

A second combination is investigated with additional inputs from B — Dw-like modes.
The frequentist and Bayesian approaches are in agreement at the 20 level, giving intervals
of v € [56.7,83.4]° and v € [52.1,84.6]° at 95.5% CL, respectively.

Taking the best fit value and the 68.3% CL interval of the DK combination ~ is found
to be

v =(72.2173)°,

where the uncertainty includes both statistical and systematic effects. A Bayesian inter-
pretation yields similar results, with credible intervals found to be consistent with the
corresponding confidence intervals of the frequentist treatment. The result for ~ is com-
patible with the world averages [26,127] and the previous LHCb average, v = (7379,)° [28].
This combination has a significantly smaller uncertainty than the previous one and replaces
it as the most precise determination of v from a single experiment to date.

Additional inputs to the combinations in the future will add extra sensitivity, this
includes use of new decay modes (such as BT — DK*T), updates of current measurements
to the full Run I data sample (such as B? — DFK*) and inclusion of the Run II data
sample. Exploiting the full LHCb Run II data sample over the coming years is expected
to reduce the uncertainty on v to approximately 4°.
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Appendices

A Relationships between parameters and observ-
ables

The equations given in this section reflect the relationship between the experimental
observables and the parameters of interest. For simplicity, the equations are given in
the absence of D°~D mixing. In order to include the small (< 0.5°) effects from D%-D°
mixing, the equations should be modified following the recommendation in Ref. [37],
making use of the D° decay time acceptance coefficients, M,,, given in Table .

Table 8: D° decay time acceptance coefficients (see Ref. [37]) for each analysis.

Analysis M,
D — hTh~ GLW/ADS 0.594
D — hh~7° GLW/ADS 0.592
D — htn—ntn™ GLW/ADS 0.570
Bt — Dhtn— 7t GLW/ADS 0.6
D — K'K—n+ GLS 0.6
B — DK*® ADS 0.6

A.1 BT — Dh', D — h™h~ observables

2rBKrEmsin (685 + 657) siny

APErK _
ADS T ( DK)2 + ( K7r)2 4 9pDK pKn (DK 4 5K
5 ry Ty cos (05 ™) cosy
Dr, . Km o3 D Kr :
DRk _ 2r B r ™ sin (657 + 657) siny
ADS = 2 2
("B + (P& + 2B i cos (057 + 057) cos)
DK i SDK .
APKKK _ 2rp" sindp™ siny Adir
cp - DK\2 DK DK T AKK
L+ (rg®)” + 2rg" cosdg™ cos~y
DK i SDK .
ADKmm 2rp" sindp™ siny 4 gdir
CP - 2 T
1+ (rBE)" + 2rPK cos 68K cosy
D7 iy SDT o
ADTKE 2rp™ sin dp” siny Adir
cp = + Ak
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Dm D7 o;
ADT(,TWT _ 2TB Sin 63 sy —I—Adir
1+ (1) + 287 cos 657 ”
g T COSOpg" COS7Y

DK, .Kn i (SDK _ SK7\ o
ADEKx _ 2rgtry 81n(5B — 05 )smv

fav 1 (rREpEmY? 4 9pDEpKT cog (5RK — §KT) cosy

DExK (TBK)z + (7“5”)2 + 2rBE K™ cos (05K + 65™) cosy

R =
ADS 1+ (rBKpE™Y? 4 2 DK pET cog (5K — §K™) cosy

(Tg’r)2 + (rlgﬂ)Q + 27“]?“7“5“ cos (53” + 55”) CoS 7y

RDﬂ',T('K _

ADS 1+ (r2mrEm)? 4 9pDmpKT cos (507 — §K™) cos
REr 1+ (TgKrg”)z + 2rBE BT cos (5]5]?[( — 55”) cos "y
o L+ (rgwrlgwf + 2rEmr BT cos (8™ — 05™) cosy
REK DK 2 DK DK

REK  _ DE/m 14 (rg"™)? 4+ 2rg" cos(0g™) cos(v)
or Rg;rﬂ 1+ (rB™)2 + 2rB7™ cos(68™) cos(7)

o R 14 (rg5)? 4 2r B cos(655) cos()
oP RET 1+ (rB™)2 4+ 2rE7 cos(087) cos(y)

Bt — Dh', D — htn—wnTnw~ observables

K3r, DK, K31 i (SDK | SK37\ o
2k 3T PR P I3 sin (655 + 65°7) siny

ADK,TrKTrTr _
ADS - 2 2
BV + (rI57) + 257 B TS cos (6K + 057T) cos )
K3m,.Dn,.K3m Dr K3m :
ADmrKTT _ 2657 Ty " sin (53 +0p )smfy
ADS - 2 2
(rBm™)" + (rB3m)" 4 2K B3 D K37 cog (6B™ 4 653™) cos
DK _; DK _;
ADK,Trmwr o 2(2F7r71'7r71' - 1)TB SlnéB s 7y
CP - 2
14 (r%)" + 2(2Frrnr — )rp" cos 05" cosy
D . D .
ADTr,mrTWr _ 2(2F7r7r7r7r - 1)7"B7r sin 5B7r s 7y
CP - 2
L+ (rg™)" 4 2(2Fmnr — 1)rp" cos 657 cosy
K3r,.DK ,.K3m 4} DK K3r :
ADK,TrKWTr o QI{D g rpT S (63 — 5D ) S111 7Y
fav - 2
1+ (rBEpE3m)® 4 2k 88mp DEpKST 005 (60K — §537) cos
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A.3

DE.Knr (rgK)2 + (7"]53”)2 + 2k 3T DR K3T cog (5§K + (553”) oS 7y

R =
ADS 2
1+ (rDEpE3™)? 4 9 K8mp DK LKS® g (§DK _ §K37) ¢og

DrxKnn (rg”)2 + (7“153”)2 + 2653 BT ST cos (687 + 5155™) cosy

Ryps D, K312 K3m,.Dm,. K3 Dr _ SK3m
L4 (rg™rp3™)" + 2655 rg™r55™ cos (65T — 05°™) cosy
R Rl + (rgKrg‘?’”)Q + 26537 PR 3T cos (655 — 61537) cosy
K/ 1+ (Tgﬂrg?’”)Q + 2R B3P DT KT cog (0BT — 653™) cos
onn_ Bye 14 (rB%)? 4 2rB (2Frrr — 1) cos(55") cos(y)
or B R%;’;”’ L+ (rE)2 4+ 2r BT (2F pnr — 1) cos(08™) cos(7)

BT — Dh*, D — hTh—n° observables

K2r,.DK ,.K27m 4; DK K2r :

ADS (rDEY? 4 (pE2m)? 4 9gK2mp DK KT (o (SDK 4 §K2T) cog

2 B2 Dmp K27 gin (55” + 552“) sin

DraKn®

AADS T/ Dn\2 K2m\2 K2r,.Dm,. K2 D K2
(rg™)" + (r5? )" 4+ 2652 rg ™ r5?™ cos (0™ + 055%™) cos 7y

ADKKKx® _ 2(2Fkgq0 — 1)rgX sin 655 siny

. 1+ (rB5)? + 2(2Fkcpeno — 1)15% cos 655 cosy
DK 2(2F rp0 — 1)rBE sin §0K sin v

“ 1 + (TgK)2 + 2(2F77'r7r7'rO - ]-)TgK COS 55K COS’Y
ADTKKR 2(2Fkrcr0 — 1)rE™ sin 657 sin

“ 1+ (r5™)? + 2(2Fk gr0 — 1)rP™ cos 6597 cos

Dr,wrrd 2(2F7r7r7r0 - 1>T§W sin (51337T sin ¥
Acp =

L+ (Tgﬂ)Z + 2(2F 50 — 1)rE™ cOS 05T cos 7y

K2rn,.DK ,.K21 _: DK K2m :
DK Kt 265 Trg"ry 81n(6B ) )smv

fav DK . K2m\2 K2r,.DK K2 DK K2n
L+ (rg®rp®™)" + 265% rg ri?™ cos (65" — 055%™) cosy

DK rKr0 (TBI?K)Z + (7”152“)2 + 2652 P DR K27 cos (05K 4 05%) cosy

R —
ADS DK . K2m\2 K2n,.DK . K2 DK K2n
L+ (rg®rp®™)" + 265* rg ri?™ cos (65" — 055%™) cosy
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Drakn® (Tg”) + (rg%) + 262 BT 2T cos (687 + 515%7) cosy

RADS o 1+ (7, TKQTI’) + QK2m . D K27 (g <5D7r _ 5K27r) COS
B 'D D "B Th B D Y
REK®®  _ Rﬁﬁfﬂ _ it (rBE)2 4+ 2r DK (2 Fpegero — 1) cos(65%) cos(y)
“r Rﬁ%fo 1+ (rB™)2 + 2rB™ (2 Fk g0 — 1) cos(65™) cos(y)
o0 PR 1+ (0B 4 20 BR(2F, 0 — 1) cos(65%) cos(7)
“r Rﬁg;’:o 1+ (rB™)2 + 2rB™(2F, 0 — 1) cos(65™) cos(v)

A4 Bt — DK*, D — K’hth~ observables

v =rp¥cos(65K — )
y_ = 5% sin(65% — )
zy =1 cos(65% +7)

y+ =g sin(dg" +7)
A.5 Bt — Dht, D — K?K~ 7t observables

DK, KsKm_ I+ ( ) (TgSKﬂ) + 2“KSK7T"”§K7J)§SKW COS((SEK - 5[55[(”) Ccos7y

RADS
(rBRY2 4 (ris5™)2 4 2k BT DE R R KT cog(§DK 4 51557 cosy
QDK KsKr B 2 K3y DR p K37 gin (§PK — §5K37) sin v
fav 1+ (rBE)2(rE3m)2 4 2l DI KT cog(§DK — §E537T) cos
ADK KsKr 2I€K37r DK g3w Sll’l((sDK 5K37r) SiIl’}/
ADS -
(rp™)? + (rp™" )2 + 26 T R ST cos(9R" + 0p°"T) cosy
A.6 BT — Dhtn nt, D — hT™h~ observables
RDK7T7T =1+ (Tgfﬁwr) + 2I£DKT”T gKﬂ'TK‘ COoS 5gK7r7r cos 7y,
ADKmr Kr QKDKWW DK7T7TT§7T SlIl((SDKmT 6K7r) Sin’7
fav - 1+ (TgKﬂ'Tr) ( ris ) + QK/DKWW DKTI'TI'rgﬂ' COS((SgKﬂ-ﬂ- . 65#) COS
D Kn _ 2 BrmmpDmmm K gin (6™ — §5™) sin -y
fav 14+ (Tgﬂww)Q(Tgﬂ)Q + 2Rg7r7r7r,rg7r7r7rrg7r COS(égﬂ'WT( _ 55%) coS 7y
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2/{DK7r7rTDK7r7r 5DK7r7r

ADKTI‘TF KK B B S op sy Adlr
1+ (,r.gKﬂ'ﬂ')Z + 2l€gKﬂ-ﬂ-T’gKﬂ-ﬂ COS 5gK7r7r oS 7y
DKnm DK7r7r : DKnm o3
ADK?HT T 2’1 B SlIl(S S 7y + Adir
1+ (rBEm™)2 4 2 DT DETT 08 JDETT cog o
Drrmw D7r7r7r : D o3
AD7r7r7r KK 2’% B Sln(s Sy Adlr
- 1 Drrm)2 2 Drrm DT('TI’T(' 6D7r7r7r
+ (rp™™ )2 4 2K BT R cos T COS 7Y
DKnm DK7r7r : DKnm o3
AD7r7r7r T 2’% B s 6 sy Adir
1+ (rBEm™)2 4 2 DEmmp DETT (05 §DETT o5 i
DKnm\2 Km\2 DKrm DKTI'ﬂ' Kr DKnm Kn
DK K _ (rp" ™) 4+ (rp7™)° + 2kK3 rp" cos(dp + 65" +7)
+ - DKrm\2(,.Km\2 DK, DK71'7r Kn DKnr _ SK=
L+ (rg™™)2(rp7™)? + 2k rpTcos(dp op™ +7)
DKmm\2 Km\2 DKnrn,.DKnrm, .Knt DKnm Kr
pDKTr Kn _ (rg"™)% + (rp™)° + 265" "rg T cos(65" T + 65" — )
- - DKrm\2(,.Km\2 DKnr .DKnmw,.Km DKnmm _ SKm __
14 (rEEmm)2(p5m)2 4 2pBETmp DETT R KT cog(08 oB™ — )
Drrm)2 Km\2 Drnrr,.Drrr,. Kt Drrm K
pDmmm Kn (rp™™™)* 4+ (rp™)° + 265" ™" cos(0p™ " 4+ 0" + )
+ - Drrm\2(,.Km\2 Drnrw,.Drrm,.Kn Drrmw Kn
L4 (rg™™)2(r8™)2 4+ 2k 5™ rg ™™ r 8™ cos(d5™ " — 05" + )
DKnm\2 Km\2 DKrrn, .DKnrm, . Kt DKnm Km
pDmmm Kn (rg" ™)+ (rp™)° + 2k g TTrp" cos(dg +0p" =)

- - 1 + ( DK7r7r) (Tgﬂ)Z + 2/€gK7rTr7"lB?K7m—7“gﬂ— COS((SIB?KTWF _ 5g7r _ ,y)
A7 B - DK*, D - Ktn~ observables

TDK*0 Kr
Afav

*0 = 0 *0 = 0 .
2/@'%1{ RBK* 7“][3”{* 7“[5” sm(dgK —i—AégK* —55”)51117

PDK™ _DK*0\2(, Km\2 DEK*0 bDK*0, DK*0, K DEK*0 SDK*0 _ sKnx
+ (R gt )2 (r57)? + 265 RB gy cos(y + Ady 0757 cosy

SDK*0 Km
R =

(RgK*OrgK*O)Q + (7“[5”)2 + 2%21(*0}?3}(*07“51{*0 Ig“ cos(éDK*O + ASDK*O + 55” +7)
1+ (RgK*OrgK*O)Q(Tg”)Q + ZRQK*ORQK*OTQK*OTD (:os(éDK*0 + AéDK*O 5’5” +7)

RDK*O, K

(RBK"rPE)2 1 (757)2 4 95 DK"" RPK D™ LK o5 (5DK™ | AFRE™ 4 657 _ 1)

PDK*0,_DEK*0\2( Km\2 DK*® pDK*0_DK*0, K= DEK*0 SDK*0 _ sKn _
L+ (Rg™ 7 rg™ ) 2(r5™)? + 23 RB rgt T  cos(0g + Adjg 55 v)
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A8 B°— DK'tn~

*0
oI

DK*O

DK*O

+ =

DK*O
Yy =

, D — h™h~ observables

*0 *0
DK SRE™ )

COS

J

DK*O Sln( DK*O ’)/)
J
J:

DK*O DK*O

cos +7)

DK*O DK*O
+7)

sin

A9 B°— DK*, D — K?ntn~ observables

A.10

7DK*0

_DK*0
y_
_DK*O
Ty

Y+

— *0 *0
RgK DK

cos(6BK™ 4 ASEK*O v)

(65
RDK*O DK*0 bln((SDK*O + AgDK *0 ’Y)

—RBK*O DK*O cos(0BK™° +A5 +7)

(65
—DK*0 DK*0 DK*O DK*0 SDK*0
= Ry sin(055 + ASEET 4 4)

Bg — DSJFI{jE observables

S Y b
TN RSN
ar _ 2B cos(6R K — (v + 6,))
f D.K\9
1+ (TB )
qar _ 2rp !t cos(05"" + (v + )
f DsK\2
1+ (T'B )
g 2rD K sin(05° 5 — (v + ¢5))
= D.K\2
1+ (TB )
5 2rD K sin(05° 5 + (v + ¢5))
fo - D.K\9
1+ (TB )

B Input observable values and uncertainties

The input observable values and their statistical and systematic uncertainties are listed below.

The observables labelled Dm are only used in the Dh combination.

B.1

Bt — Dh', D — h*th™ analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [44]. The observables are defined in analogy to
Egs. (317), and the measured values are

APKRE _

DI —0.403 + 0.056
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ARETR — 0,100 +0.031 + 0.009,
AR = 0,087 +0.020 =+ 0.008,

ARET™™ = 0128 +0.037 +0.012,

AZE™E = —0.0145 £ 0.0050 £ 0.0017,

ADE™™ = 0.0043 + 0.0086 + 0.0031,

APEET = —0.0194 £ 0.0072 £ 0.0060,

RS = 0.0188 4+ 0.0011 + 0.0010,

RETTR = 0.0036 + 0.0001 + 0.0001,

REE = 0968 +0.022 4 0.021 + 0.010,
I, = 1002 +0.040 +0.026 + 0.010,

REZ. = 0.0779 £ 0.0006 =+ 0.0019

where the first uncertainties are statistical and the second are systematic. For Rgff and R{p
the third uncertainties arise from the assumption that r5™ = 0 as discussed in Ref. [44] and
subsequently applies only for the DK combination. Their statistical and systematic correlations
are given in Tables [9] and The relationships between observables and parameters are given in

Appendix

B.2 Bt — Dh", D — htn~wTn~ analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [44]. The observables are defined in analogy to
Egs. (3H7)), and the measured values are

ARETET™ = 0.313 £ 0.102 4 0.038,

ARETRTT — 0,023 4 0.048 4 0.005,
ADETTTT = 0100 +0.034 + 0.018,
APE™™TT = —0.0041 + 0.0079 + 0.0024

APETET™T 0000 £ 0.012 + 0.002,

fav

DK nKnm
Rypd = (0.0140 £ 0.0015 +£ 0.0006 ,

RSTETT = 0.0038 4 0.0002 + 0.0001,
T = 0.975 40.037 +0.019 + 0.005,
RET™ = 0.0793 % 0.0010 £ 0.0018,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The third uncertainty for
REZ™ is again from the assumption that rB™ = 0 and subsequently applies only for the DK
combination. Their statistical and systematic correlations are given in Tables [11] and The
relationships between observables and parameters are given in Appendix

B.3 BT — Dh', D — hth «° analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. |[45]. The observables are defined in analogy to
Egs. (3H7)), and the measured values are

DK, nKn°
AADS = —0.20 + 0.27 + 0.04,
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ARmrET 044 £019  £0.01,

ADIGKET _ 030 +£020  +0.02,
ADIrTr® 0,054 £0.091 £ 0.011,
ADTEKT — 0030 +0.040 + 0.005,
ABmmm 0,016  +0.020 =+ 0.004,
ADKKTT 0010 +0.026 =+ 0.005,
RPETET — 0014  £0.005 £ 0.002,
RPTET _0.00235 & 0.00049 = 0.00006 ,
REE™ = 095 4022 4005,
o’ = 098  +£0.11 005,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The statistical and
systematic correlations are given in Tables (13| and The relationships between observables
and parameters are given in Appendix

B.4 Bt — DK', D — K2hth™ analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [46]. The results are
zPE = 0.025 4+ 0.025 & 0.010 £ 0.005,
yPK = 0.075 4 0.029 + 0.005 + 0.014,
2P% = —0.077 £ 0.024 £ 0.010 £ 0.004,
yPK = —0.022 £ 0.025 + 0.004 £ 0.010,

where the first uncertainty is statistical, the second is systematic, and the third is an external
uncertainty due to the information on the strong phase variation across the D — KhTh~ phase
space. Correlations between the statistical and systematic uncertainties are given in Tables
and The relationships between observables and parameters are given in Appendix

B.5 BT — Dh", D — K?K n* analysis
The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [47]. The observables are defined in analogy to
Eqgs. and are

REBFSHT = 3.855 4 0.961 + 0.060,

APIOESET — 0,026 4 0.109 + 0.029

ARBHESET — 0,336 4 0.208 4 0.026,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The statistical and
systematic correlations are found to be negligible and not included. The relationships between
observables and parameters are given in Appendix

B.6 Bt — Dh™n~nt, D — h*h~ analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [48]. The observables are defined in analogy to
Egs. (3J4l7H9) and are

REK™ = 1.040 =+ 0.064
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APEmm KT 0013 +£0.019 +0.013,

fav
APTTET 0,002 + 0.003 + 0.011,
ALK — 0,045 £ 0.064 +0.011,
ARETTT = —0.054 4 0.101 + 0.011,
ADETER = 0,019 +0.011 +0.010,
AGET™™™ = —0.013 +0.016 =+ 0.010,
RPFTET — 00107 + 0.0060 + 0.0011,
RPE™™ET _(.0053 + 0.0045 + 0.0006
RE™RET — 10,0043 + 0.0005 + 0.0002,
RP™™™ K™ — " 0.0042 £ 0.0005 £ 0.0002,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. For Rgg”, the
single uncertainty includes both statistical and systematic contributions. The only non-
negligible correlations are the statistical correlations, p(AgI_{,( M’KK,Aglﬁ( T = 0.20 and

p(ASET™ KR ADETT ) — (.08. The relationships between observables and parameters are
given in Appendix [A-6]

B.7 B —- DK*, D —+ K™n~ analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [49]. The ADS observables are defined in
analogy to Egs. (7THI)) and are

TDK*0 K
Afav

RPKKT — 0,06 £ 0.03 £ 0.01,
RDEC. Kn

= —0.03 £ 0.04 £ 0.02,

= 0.06 £0.03 £ 0.01,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The statistical correlations
are given in Table [I7] and the systematic correlations in Table [I8] The relationships between
observables and parameters are given in Appendix [A7]

B.8 B'— DK*n~, D — h*h™ analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [50]. The results are

2P = 0.024+0.13+0.14,
yPE™ = _0.35 £ 0.26 + 0.41,
2PE = 0.04+0.16 £0.11,
yPE™ — 047+ 028 +£0.22,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The correlations are
given in Tables [19] and The relationships between observables and parameters are given in

Appendix
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B.9 B’ — DK**, D — KJntn~ analysis

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [51]. The results are

#PK = _0.15 4+ 0.14 + 0.03 + 0.01,
gPE = 0.25 4 0.15 + 0.06 = 0.01
ZPE = 0.05 +0.24 £ 0.04 + 0.01,
gPE" — —0.65 + 0.24 £ 0.08 + 0.01,
where the first uncertainty is statistical, the second is systematic and the third is from the Dalitz

plot fit model. The correlations are given in Table The relationships between observables
and parameters are given in Appendix

B.10 B? — D;FK'jE analysis
The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [52] (with a change in the sign convention, see
Appendix for the explicit definition). The results are

C; = 053+025+004,

APl = —0.37 +0.42 £ 0.20,

A]%F = —0.20 + 0.41 + 0.20,

Sy = —1.09£0.33 +£0.08,
Sy = 0.36+0.34 £0.08,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The statistical correlations
are given in Table 22] and the systematic correlations in Table 23] The relationships between
observables and parameters are given in Appendix
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C Uncertainty correlations for the input observables

The correlation matrices of the statistical and systematic uncertainties are given below. The
observables labelled D7 are only used in the Dh combination.
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Table 9: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for the B* — Dh*, D — h*h~ observables [44].

AR ADngR ADERK gDEmw GDrRK brer gDRKT PRk phiik ek pm Ry
ARETE 1 —0.047  0.002  0.001  0.009 0005 0008 0102 —0.003 0 0 0
ARTTE L 0047 1 0.004 0003 0017 0010 0014 0015 —0.043 0 0 0
AR 0002 0004 1 0.004 —0.007  0.016 0024 0 0 —0.014 0 ~0.001
ARET™ 1 0.001 0003 0004 1 0.016 —0.036  0.014 —0.001 0 0 —0.038  —0.002
ASERE 10009 0017 —0.007 0016 1 0.064 0092 0 0 —0.001 0 ~0.001
AGE™ | 0.005 0010 0016 —0.036 0064 1 0.053 0 0 0 ~0.003 0
APEET 10008 0.014 0024 0014 0092 0.053 1 0 0 0 0 0
RS 10102 0015 0 —0.001 0 0 0 1 —0.022  0.040  0.025 —0.114
RYEIE | —0.003  —0.043 0 0 0 0 0 —0.022 1 —0.005 —0.003  0.011
REK 0 0 —0.014 0 —0.001 0 0 0.040  —0.005 1 0.060 —0.317
8 0 0 0 —0.038 0 —0.003 0 0.025 —0.003  0.060 1 ~0.176
RE7 0 0 —0.001  —0.002 —0.001 0 0 —0.114  0.011 -0.317 —0.176 1

K/m




Table 10: Correlation matrix of the systematic uncertainties for the B — Dh*, D — h*h~ observables [44].

8¢

AR ADnoR JDERR yDRmw yDrRK buer gDER: [BIGK phesk [k ppp  myy
ARETE T 0.36  —0.06 027  0.30 0.04  0.09 0.78  —043  —0.04 023 —0.14
ARTTE 036 1 —0.03 0.31 022  —0.06 —0.55 0.59  —047  —0.01  0.12 —0.04
AGERE 1 —006 —0.03 1 —0.02  —0.80 009 009 010  —0.06 0.03 —0.28  0.07
ARKT L 0.27 031  —0.02 1 019  —042 —0.01 035  —028 —0.22 0.1 —0.07
AR 0.30 022  —0.80 0.19 1 011  0.09 037 —021 —0.16 020 —0.13
AQETT 0.04  —0.06 0.09  —0.42 0.11 1 030  —0.03 0.06  —0.08 —0.03 —0.09
APRRT L 0.09 055 0.09  —0.01 0.09 030 1 —0.11 0.05  —0.01 —0.02 —0.02
RS | 0.78 059  —0.10 0.35 037  —0.03 —0.11 1 057  —0.14  0.33 —0.22
ROSTR | 043  —047  —0.06  —0.28  —0.21 0.06 005  —0.57 1 019 010  0.02
REK —-0.04  —0.01 0.03 -022  —-0.16  —0.08 —0.01  —0.14 0.19 1 0.17 021
p 0.23 012  —0.28 0.11 020  —0.03 —0.02 0.33 0.10 017 1 —0.11
RET —0.14  —0.04 007 007 —013  —0.09 —0.02  —0.22 0.02 021 —0.11 1




Table 11: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for the B — Dh*, D® — h*nFrtr~ observables [44].

ADIgRee yPrgion DR Do gDReRer DKk pheake prpe gl
ARK TR ~0.062 0.002 0.009  0.006 0.082  —0.004 0.002  0.003
ARETETT 0,062 1 0.005 0.020  0.017 0.013  —0.022 0 0
ARET™™ 0,002 0.005 1 —0.020  0.024 —0.001 0 —0.018  —0.002
AZE™™™™ | 0.009 0.020  —0.020 1 0.097 0 0 —0.004 0
ADITETT 0,006 0.017 0.024 0.097 1 0 0 0 0.001
ROBTR™™ 1 0.082 0.013  —0.001 0 0 1 —0.046 0.041  —0.099
RYETET™ 0,004 —0.022 0 0 0 —0.046 1 —0.004  0.012
p 0.002 0 ~0.018  —0.004 0 0.041 ~0.004 1 ~0.308
Rlmmn 0.003 0 ~0.002 0 0.001 ~0.099 0.012 0308 1

6¢



Table 12: Correlation matrix of the systematic uncertainties for the B* — Dh*, D — h*7Tn+ 71~ observables [44].

Aggsﬂrfﬁwr AIA?]S,SWKWW Ag]ﬁ(,mwrﬂ' Agg,mwmr Ag\[]{,ﬂ'Kﬂ’ﬂ' Rggéﬂ—lﬁm— Rgg,Sﬂ'KTrﬂ' 757;1-71- Rgﬂ';_‘(ﬂ'
AR T 1 ~0.09 —0.04 0.02 0.02 0.87 005  —0.04 —0.13
ARTIRTT A 0.09 1 —0.34 0.43 0.05 0.10 046  —0.04  0.17
AL —0.04 —0.34 1 0.31 0.09 0.03 —0.35 0.07 —0.14
ADTT 0.02 0.43 0.31 1 0.32 0.01 024  —0.07  0.08
AP 0.02 0.05 0.09 0.32 1 0.02 —0.02 0.02 0
RbaTRT 0.87 0.10 0.03 0.01 0.02 1 0.14 0.04 —0.04
R 0.05 0.46 —0.35 0.24 —0.02 0.14 1 —0.06  0.13
s —0.04 —0.04 0.07 —0.07 0.02 0.04 —0.06 1 0.11
RE7m —0.13 0.17 —0.14 0.08 0 —0.04 0.13 0.11 1

0¥
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Table 13: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for the B* — Dh*, D° — h*hT70 observables [52].

ARpe™ ™ ARETET AT Ay AgptET AGET AR RRETMT RRRSS™ REET Rpp
ADKTKR? | —0.04 0 0 0 0.01 0.01 0.13 0 0 0
ARTrER 0 04 1 0 0 0 0.01 0.01 —0.01 —0.34 0 0
ADKKER | 0 1 0 —0.04 0.01 0.01 0 0 020 —0.01
ADKamr? | g 0 0 1 0.01 —0.04 0.02 0 0 0 —0.04
ABmEE=? | 0 —0.04 0.01 1 0.04 0.04 0 0 0 0
ADmmnm? 0.01 0.01 0.01 —0.04 0.04 1 0.08 0 0 0 0
ADEKRm? |0 01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.08 1 0 0 0 0
RDETET 013 —0.01 0 0 0 0 0 1 0.03 0 0.01
RPmrKT® | —0.34 0 0 0 0 0 0.03 1 0 0
REE™ 0 0 —0.20 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0.02
p 0 0 ~0.01 —0.04 0 0 0 0.01 0 0.02 1

CP
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Table 14: Correlation matrix of the systematic uncertainties for the B* — Dh*, D° — h*h¥ 70 observables [52].

ARpe™ ™ ARETET AT Ay AgptET AGET AR RRETMT RRRSS™ REET Rpp
ADKTKR? | 0.03 0.07 0.07 0.18 017  —0.16 0.81 0.32 0.02 013
ARmrKT? 0,03 1 0.28 0.31 0.67 0.68  —0.63 —0.18 —0.49 0 —0.04
ADIGKET |0 o7 0.28 1 0.77 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.08 —0.08 033  —0.18
ABImm® .07 0.31 0.77 1 0.05 0.02  —0.06 0.13 —0.11 —0.14  —0.25
ABmEET® |0 18 0.67 0.07 0.05 1 0.88  —0.82 —0.04 0.02 —0.04  0.02
Abmmnm 0.17 0.68 0.05 0.02 0.88 1 —0.87 ~0.03 0 0 0.01
ADKKTr® g 16 —0.63 0.05 —0.06 —0.82 —0.87 1 —0.05 0.06 0.04 0
ROETET 81 —0.18 0.08 0.13 —0.04 —-0.03  —0.05 1 0.33 —0.03  —0.02
RYmrET (3 —0.49 —0.08 —0.11 0.02 0 0.06 0.33 1 0.02  —0.02
REE™ 0.02 0 ~0.33 —0.14 —0.04 0 0.04 ~0.03 0.02 1 0.38
p 0.13 —0.04 —0.18 ~0.25 0.02 0.01 0 ~0.02 —0.02 038 1

CP




Table 15: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for the B¥ — DK+, D° — KJhth~
observables [46].

zPK yDK $£K ny
oPE |1 —0.247  0.038 —0.003
yPK | —0.247 1 —0.011  0.012
2K 10,038 —0.011 1 0.002
yPX 1 —0.003  0.012 0.002 1

Table 16: Correlation matrix of the systematic uncertainties for the B — DK*, DY — KOhth~
observables [46].

K yPK me ny
ePE | 0.005 —0.025  0.070
yPE | 0.005 1 0.009 —0.141
PK | —0.025  0.009 1 0.008
yPK | 0.070 —0.141  0.008 1

Table 17: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for the B® - DK*0, D — K*tn—
observables [49].

Agﬁ(*o, Kn RJDFK*O, Krx  pDK™0 Kr
ADKKm |y 0.091 0.083
RPE™ K71 0,001 1 —0.081
RPE™ET | 0083 —0.081 1

Table 18: Correlation matrix of the systematic uncertainties for the B® — DK*®, D — K+n~
observables [49].

Agf*o’ Kr RJL:K*O, Kn RE)K*O, K
ADKTKr |y 0.008 0.008
RPKT KT 0 008 1 0.997
RPE K7 0,008 0.997 1
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Table 19: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for B — D°K#n, D — hTh~
observables [50].

DR DR DK DK
#PE | 0.341 0.104 0.130
yPE 10341 1 0.054 0.154
aPE? 10104 0054 1 0.501
yPE 10130 0.154  0.501 1

Table 20: Correlation matrix of the systematic uncertainties for B - D°K7n, D — hTh~
observables [50].

DK*O DK*O DK*O DK*O
T Yy Yy

- - Ly +
#PE | 1 0.872 0.253  0.368
yPE 10872 1 0.293  0.414
aPE? 10253 0293 1 0.731

yPE 10368 0414 0731 1

Table 21: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for the B* — DK*?, D — K977~
observables [51].

DR DK DK i
DK | 0.143 0 0
gPE* 10143 1 0 0
K 10 0 1 0.143
gPE o 0 0.143 1

Table 22: Correlation matrix of the statistical uncertainties for the BY — DT K+ observables [52].

Cy AT A]%F S S;
Cy 1 —0.084 —0.103 —0.008  0.045
AR —0.084 1 0.544  0.117 —0.022
A]%F —0.103 0544 1 0.067 —0.032
Sy | —0.008  0.117  0.067 1 —0.002
Sy 0.045 —0.022 —0.032 —0.002 1
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Table 23: Correlation matrix of the systematic uncertainties for the B — DF K* observables [52].

Cy AST AJ%F Sy S;
Cy 1 —0.22 —0.22 —0.04 0.03
AST 022 1 096 017 —0.14
AJ%F -0.22 096 1 0.17 —0.14
Sy | -0.04 017 017 1 —0.09
S; 0.03 —0.14 —0.14 —0.09 1

D External constraint values and uncertainties

D.1 Input from global fit to charm data

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [22]. The observables are

tp = 0.0037+ 0.0016,
yp = 0.0066 £ 0.0009,
oBT = 335+  0.21 rad,
RE™ = 0.00349 & 0.00004 ,
Adr o — 10,0010 £ 0.0015,
Ad. = —0.0015+ 0.0014.

Here the value of 55“ has been shifted by 7 to comply with the phase convention used in the
combination. The correlations of the charm parameters are given in Table

D.2 Input for D° - K*¥xFrt7~ and D° — K*nFx? decays

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [58]. The values used are

RIS = 043+ 0.17,
o83 — 223+ 0.49 rad,
kB2 — 0.81+ 0.06,
682 — 3.46 £ 0.26 rad,

rE3T = 0.0549 + 0.0006,
rB2T = 0.0447 + 0.0012.

The correlation matrix is given in Table

D.3 CP content of D — hth 7% and D — ntn—ntn~ decays

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [59]. The values used are

Foono = 0973 4+0.017,
Frgno = 0.732 4+ 0.055,
Frnne = 0.737 +0.032.
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D.4 Input for D — KSK‘T&"" parameters

The following constraints from Ref. [60] are used:

RESE™ = 0.356 4 0.034 4 0.007
ST = —0.29 +0.32 rad,
KiSET = 0.9440.16.

In addition the following contraint from Ref. [61] is used

RESE™ = 0.370 + 0.003 + 0.012.

The correlation between 5155 KT and Hgs KT is determined from the experimental likelihood to

be p(5RsE™ KESET) = _0.60.

D.5 Constraints on the B — DK*® hadronic parameters

The values and uncertainties are taken from Ref. [50]. The values used are

KBE™ = 0.958 & 0.008 = 0.024,
RPE™ = 1.020 + 0.020 + 0.060,
ASEE™ = 0.020 4 0.025 + 0.110 rad,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second systematic. These are taken to be
uncorrelated.

D.6 Constraint on ¢,

The value used is taken from Ref. [62] as

¢s = —0.010 £ 0.039rad .
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E Uncertainty correlations for the external con-
straints

Table 24: Correlations of the HFAG charm parameters (CHARM 2015, “Fit 3”, CP violation
allowed) [22].

To b 0T RpT AT ARk
Tp 1 —-0.361 —0.332  0.234  0.117  0.146
yp | —0.361 1 0.941  0.234 -0.180 —0.221
§E™ | —0.332 0941 1 0.439 —0.200 —0.237
RE™ | 0.234 0.234 0439 1 —0.078 —0.067
Adr 10117 —0.180 —0.200 —0.078 1 0.726
Ad 10146 —0.221 —0.237 -0.067 0.726 1

Table 25: Correlations of the D — K*xFrt7~ and D° — K*7F 70 parameters from CLEO
and LHCD [5§].

plsn - gksm o Kom o gKom o K3mo g Kom
KBTI —0.67  0.04 —0.05 —0.48 —0.04
SE3™ | —0.67 1 0.02 015 0.12  0.08
B2 004 002 1 0.23 —0.04 —0.04
6K | —0.05 0.15 023 1 —-0.02  0.36
rB3T | —048  0.12 -0.04 -0.02 1 —0.03
rK2r 1 —0.04 008 -0.04 036 -0.03 1
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F Fit parameter correlations

F.1 DK combination

Table 26: Fit parameter correlations for the DK combination. The fit results are given in

Table

S A A A
¥ 1 0.54 044 0.21 -0.15

rBK 1054 1 039 0.11 -0.08
6PK 1 044 039 1 0.08 -0.05
rPE 1021 011 008 1 -0.13
OPK 1,015 -0.08 -0.05 -0.13 1

F.2 Dh combination

Table 27: Fit parameter correlations for the Dh combination solution 1. The fit results are given

in Table

v R 0B rBRT SRET P OFT
5 1 019 023 010 -0.07 -059 -0.22
rBE 1019 1 0.23 0.02 0 0.20  0.02
6PK 1023 023 1 0.02 0 -0.09  0.42
PR 0100 0.02 002 1 -0.10  -0.06 -0.03
SBE 0.07 0 0 -010 1 0.04 0.03
rPT 12059 -0.20 -0.09 -0.06 0.04 1 0.45
607 1-0.22 0.02 042 -0.03 003 045 1

Table 28: Fit parameter correlations for the Dh combination solution 2. The fit results are given
in Table

Y A A A A A
5 1 052 051 022 -0.16 -0.12 0.1
rDE 1052 1 041 011 -0.08 0.03 0.10
SRK | 051 041 1 011 -0.06 -0.19 -0.01
PDECL 022 011 011 1 013 -0.02 0
SDE 1 -0.16 -0.08 -0.06 -0.13 1 001 0
rPT 1 -0.12 003 -0.19 -0.02 001 1 0.83
§* | 001 0.0 -0.01 0 0 083 1
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