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Abstract
First observation of the decay B? — D% is reported using pp collision data, corre-
sponding to an integrated luminosity of 1.0 b, collected by the LHCb experiment
at a centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV. The significance of the signal is 6.5 standard devi-
ations. The branching fraction is measured relative to that of the decay B?— D°K*?
to be .
B(B)— D)
B(B0— DVK)
The first measurement of the ratio of branching fractions for the decays BY — D°K*?
and B°— DYK*? is found to be
B(BY— DK™
B(BO— DVK)

= 0.069 £ 0.013 (stat) & 0.007 (syst).

= 7.8+ 0.7 (stat) £ 0.3 (syst) = 0.6 (fs/fa),

where the last uncertainty is due to the ratio of the B? and BY fragmentation
fractions.
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1 Introduction

Measurements of the deca BY — D% are of particular interest because they provide
information that can be used to determine the CKM angles v = arg[—V,V./(VeaVi)]
and s = arg[—ViV;;/(VesV;)] without theoretical uncertainties [1]. Knowledge of these
CP-violating phases is crucial to search for new sources of CP violation and unravel subtle
effects of physics beyond the Standard Model, which may appear in flavour-changing
interactions. Their precise measurements are among the most important goals of flavour
physics experiments.

To date, the angle v is the least well-determined angle of the Unitarity Triangle with
an uncertainty of about 10° [2-4]. The current precision is dominated by measurements of
time-integrated Bt — DK% decay rates, where D indicates a superposition of D° and D°
decays to a common final state. In these decays, sensitivity to v arises from direct CP
violation in the interference between the b — cus and b — ucs tree-level amplitudes. As
there are no loop contributions to the decay amplitudes, no theoretical uncertainties arise.
The main limitation is due to the size of the data samples collected by the experiments.
To improve on the precision, it is important to perform additional measurements from
other channels with small theoretical uncertainties.

The large production cross-section of B? mesons in pp collisions at the LHC opens
new possibilities for measuring both v and ;. For example, the decay BY — DEKT is
sensitive to v + 2, through measurements of time-dependent decay rates [5,6]; although
the determination of v from this mode requires an independent measurement of the mixing
phase f;.

The decay BY — D%, first proposed in 1991 by Gronau and London for measuring v [7],
can also probe [, via measurements of time-dependent decay rates. Nandi and London
have shown [1] that both v and 5 can be determined without theoretical uncertainties
and ambiguities, using the known sign of Al',, the decay-width difference between the two
B? mass eigenstates [8].

An alternative method to measure v using B — D¢ decays was proposed in Refs. [9,10],
where it was shown that v can be determined from time-integrated decay rates, in a similar
way as from Bt — DK™ decays, even if B? — D¢ is not a self-tagged decay mode. The
only requirement for the determination is that a sufficient number of different D final
states are included in the measurement. The time-integrated method does not require
flavour-tagging, and hence makes optimal use of the statistical power of the large bb
production at LHC. An estimation of the sensitivity with this method shows that the
mode BY — D¢ has the potential to make a significant impact on the determination of +
at LHCD [11].

The observation of the B?— D% decay and the measurement of its branching fraction,
described in this Letter, are the first steps towards a programme of CP violation studies
with this channel. The branching fraction is measured relative to the topologically
similar decay B?— D°K*° that was previously observed by LHCb [12]. In addition, the
first measurement of the branching fraction of the B? — D°K** decay relative to the

!The inclusion of charge conjugate processes is implied, unless otherwise stated.
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams for the following decays: (a) B? — D%; (b) B? — D%; (c)
BY— leK*O; and (d) BY— D°K*0. The B?— D% and B? — DY¢ decay amplitudes interfere
when D° and DY decay to the same final state.

B%— DYK*0 decay is reported and used to improve on the knowledge of the branching
fraction of the BY — D°K*? decay. The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the B — D¢
and B? — D% decay amplitudes are shown in Fig.[l] The Feynman diagrams for the
leading b — ¢ amplitudes in B?— D°K*® and B® — DY K*? decays are also shown in Fig.
Since only D° — K~7+ decays are considered in this study, all of the measured quantities
for the BY — D%, BY — D°K*°, and B° — D°K*" channels include contributions
from the BY — D%, BY — DYK*° and B° — D°K** modes, respectively, through the
doubly-Cabibbo-suppressed decay D° — K*m~.

2 Event selection

The study reported here is based on pp collision data, corresponding to an integrated
luminosity of 1.0 fb™!, collected by the LHCb experiment at a centre-of-mass energy
of 7TeV. The LHCDb detector [13] is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the
pseudorapidity range 2 < n < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or ¢
quarks. The detector includes a high-precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-strip
vertex detector surrounding the pp interaction region, a large-area silicon-strip detector
located upstream of a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4 Tm, and three stations
of silicon-strip detectors and straw drift tubes placed downstream. The combined tracking
system provides a momentum (p) measurement with relative uncertainty that varies from
0.4% at 5GeV/c to 0.6% at 100 GeV/c, and impact parameter (IP) resolution of 20 pm
for tracks with large transverse momentum (pr). Charged hadrons are identified using
two ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors |14]. Photon, electron and hadron candidates are
identified by a calorimeter system consisting of scintillating-pad and preshower detectors,
an electromagnetic calorimeter and a hadronic calorimeter. Muons are identified by a
system composed of alternating layers of iron and multiwire proportional chambers [15].



The trigger |16] consists of a hardware stage, based on information from the calorimeter
and muon systems, followed by a software stage, which applies a full event reconstruction.

Simulated signal samples and data control channels are used to optimise the selection
criteria. In the simulation, pp collisions are generated using PYTHIA 6.4 [17] with a specific
LHCb configuration [18]. Decays of hadrons are described by EVTGEN [19], in which final
state radiation is generated using PHOTOS [20]. The interaction of the generated particles
with the detector and its response are implemented using the GEANT4 toolkit [21] as
described in Ref. [22].

Selected events fulfill one of two hardware trigger requirements: either a particle from
the signal decay deposits enough energy in the calorimeter system, or one of the particles
in the event, not originating from the signal decay, fulfils any of the trigger requirements
(e.g., events triggered by one or more particles coming from the decay of the other B
meson in the pp — bbX event). The software trigger requires a two-, three- or four-track
secondary vertex with a large scalar sum of the tracks pr and significant displacement
from the associated primary pp interaction vertex (PV). At least one track should have
pr > 1.7GeV/c and a value of x% > 16, where X3 is defined as the difference between
the x? of the PV reconstructed with and without the considered particle. A multivariate
algorithm identifies secondary vertices consistent with the decay of a b hadron.

Reconstructed tracks are selected with criteria on their p, pr, track x? per degree of
freedom, x% and particle identification (PID). Tracks identified as muons are discarded.

The D° mesons are reconstructed in the decay mode D — K 7", Particle identifica-
tion criteria used to select the daughters require the difference between the log-likelihoods
of the kaon and pion hypotheses (ALLg,) to be larger than 0 for the kaon and smaller
than 4 for the pion. The D° meson x% is required to be larger than 2 to separate mesons
originating from a B decay and those produced at the PV. In addition, for the D?K*°
(DYK*?) final states, the charm meson flight distance with respect to the B, vertex is
required to be larger than 0 with a significance of at least 2 standard deviations in order
to suppress background from B?S) decays without an intermediate charm meson, such

as the mode B® — K—ntK*°. There is no corresponding requirement in the D% final
state, since the charmless background is negligible. The D° candidates with invariant
mass within +20 MeV/c? of the known mass [23] are retained.

The ¢ mesons are reconstructed in the mode ¢ — K+ K~. The pr of the kaon daughters
is required to be larger than 350 MeV/c and the ALLg, of both daughters to be larger
than 3. Candidates are retained if their invariant mass is within £10 MeV/c? of the known
¢ mass [23].

The K*° mesons are reconstructed in the mode K*® — K+t7~. The pr of the kaon (pion)
is required to be larger than 350 (250) MeV/c. In addition, to reduce the cross-feed from
BY — D% and B — D°K*K~ decays, the ALLg, of the kaon must be larger than 3
and that of the pion smaller than 3. Possible background from protons in the kaon sample,
for example from the decay A) — D°pr~, is suppressed by selecting kaon candidates with
a difference between the log-likelihoods of proton and kaon hypotheses, ALL,k, smaller
than 10. Candidate K*° mesons with invariant mass within +50 MeV/c? of the known
mass [23] are kept.



Neutral B meson candidates are formed from D° and ¢ (or K*°) candidates, which
are fitted to a common vertex with the DY constrained to its known mass. In order
to reduce contributions from non-resonant decays, B?S) — D'KTK~, B - D°K—nt,

and B — D°K*rn~ [24,125], the absolute value of the cosine of the vector-daughter
helicity angle (cosf},) is required to be larger than 0.4. This angle is defined between
the momentum direction of the K+ daughter in the ¢ (K*°) frame, and the vector meson
direction in the B rest frame. Backgrounds from B?S) — D(jf;)hi (h = 7, K) decays, are
rejected by vetoing candidates with Kt K7™ (K~ 7"7" and K™K~ 7") invariant mass
within 415 MeV/c? of the D (DT) meson known mass [23].

A boosted decision tree (BDT) [26] suppresses the residual background. Nine variables
are input to the BDT: the decay vertex x? of the reconstructed B?S) and D" mesons;
the x% of the B?S), D° ¢ (K*°) mesons, and of both the D° daughters; and the py of
the D° and ¢ (K*°) mesons. The BDT is optimised and tested using simulated signal
events and events outside of the D° mass signal region for background. Events with BDT
response larger than 0.2 are retained, resulting in a rejection of 74% of the background,
while retaining 84% of the signal. The working point maximises N/v/Ns + N,,. Here, Ny
is the expected B?— D¢ signal yield, computed using simulated events and assuming
that the branching fraction is equal to that of the B®— D°K*? decay (as expected under
SU(3) flavour symmetry), and NNy, is the background yield estimated using data events
in the sidebands outside the BY — D% signal region (450 MeV/c? around the B? known
mass [23]). No multiple candidates are found for the D% final state. The fraction of
events with more than one candidate is 0.6% in the D°K*0 or D°K*0 invariant mass range
of 5150-5600 MeV/c?, and the candidate retained is chosen randomly.

3 Signal yield

Signal yields are determined with an unbinned maximum likelihood fit to the D°$ and
the sum of the D°K*® and DYK*® invariant mass (M) distributions in the range 5150 <
M < 5600 MeV/c?. The two samples are fitted simultaneously with a sum of probability
density functions (PDFs) modelling signal and background contributions.

The B? and B signals are described by a modified Gaussian distribution of the form

—(M — p)? )

202 + oy p(M — )2

F(M; p,0,ar, ag) o exp ( (1)
where p is the peak position, o the width, and oy (M < p) and ag (M > u) parameterise
the tails. The width and the tail parameters depend on the final state, but are common
to the BY and B° decays. The B° peak position and width are left free to vary in the fit
with the difference between BY and B° peak positions fixed to the current world-average
value [23]. The tail parameters are fixed to values determined from simulated events and

are considered among the sources of systematic uncertainty. The recently observed decay
BY — D°KtTK~ [24] is expected to contribute to the D% distribution and is modelled
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Figure 2: Invariant mass distributions for (a) B — D%, and (b) B® — D°K*? or BY — DYK*?
decays. Data points are shown in black, the total fitted PDF as solid black line, and the
components as detailed in the legends.

with the same modified Gaussian distribution, but with different peak position, as that
used to describe the B?— D% decay.

Background from the B® — D°p" decay in the D°K** (or D°K*?) final state can arise
from misidentification of one of the pions from the p° — 7+7~ decay as a kaon. The shape
of this cross-feed contribution is modelled with a Crystal Ball function [27] determined
from simulated events. This background component is absent in the BY — D% mode,
since the probability that both pions are misidentified as kaons and that their invariant
mass is inside the narrow ¢ mass window is negligible. For similar reasons, the cross-feed
between BY — D°K** and B?— D% decays is negligible.

The decay B — D**K*° where a 7° or photon from the D*° decay is not reconstructed,
constitutes the main background contribution to the D°/K*° final state below the B° mass.
Similarly, the decay B? — D*0¢ is expected to contribute to the low-mass background in
the D final state. These decays of a pseudoscalar to two vector mesons are modelled by
a non-parametric PDF [28] determined from simulation. The mass shape depends on the
unknown fraction of longitudinal polarisation, which is assumed to be identical for the
two modes and is treated as an additional free parameter in the fit.

The remaining combinatorial background is described by a linear function, with a
common slope for the two considered final states, left free to vary in the fit.

Signal yield ratios are directly determined in the fit to take into account statistical
correlations in the measurement of ratios of branching fractions. In total, there are 13 free
parameters in the fit, including the background yields of the different components and the
overall normalisation. The invariant mass distributions with the resulting fits are shown
in Fig. [2|

The helicity angle distribution of the ¢ candidates for the B? and B signal is investi-
gated. The sPlot [29] technique is adopted to assign a weight to the events and determine
the signal components, using the D°¢ invariant mass as the discriminating variable. For
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Table 1: Uncorrected signal yields and the peaking (charmless, S-wave) background yields.

Channel Signal  Charmless background S-wave background
BY— D% 43+38 0+ 2 2+3
BY— DYK* 535430 4+ 3 2447
BY— DOK*0 2604 24 4+ 3 1346

this purpose, the requirement on cos 8, > 0.4 has been lifted prior to the computation of
the signal weights. The data distributions of cos#},, shown in Fig. 3| are compared to the
expected distribution of BY — D% decays from simulation. The distribution observed for
the B — DK+ K~ decay candidates is consistent with the expectation that this decay is
not dominated by a pseudoscalar-vector quasi-two-body final state.

The signal yield ratios are corrected for two residual backgrounds that peak at the mass
of the B? or B® meson and are distributed as the signal. The first of the two backgrounds
is the charmless background due to the decays B? — K+*7~K** and B — KTna~ K*
proceeding without the presence of an intermediate D° meson. There is no evidence of
such background in the BY — D% channel. A large fraction of the charmless background
in the DYK*° final state is rejected with the requirement of a minimal D° flight distance
introduced in Sec. [2] The remaining charmless background is evaluated using candidates
from the D° sidebands. The B yields in the D° sidebands above a linear background
are extrapolated to the D° signal region and used to correct the signal. The uncorrected
signal yields and the background contributions are given in Table [I} The other source of
peaking background is due to higher mass resonances and non-resonant B? — D°K+ K~
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Figure 4: Background-subtracted distributions of the reconstructed (left) ¢ mass from the
BY? — D% decay and (right) K** mass from the BY — DYK*? decay. The dashed red line
represents the S-wave component, the solid blue line the total fit result.

B? — D°K—7*, and B — D°K*+r~ decays that fall in the BY — D%, B®— D°K*? and
B%— DYK*0 signal regions, respectively. This contribution is evaluated with fits to the ¢
and K*° background-subtracted mass distributions in a wider range than the signal window.
The background subtraction is performed using the sPlot technique, with the D% and
D°K*® (or DYK*?) mass as discriminating variables. A linear PDF describes the S-wave
background in the D°¢ final state. A spin-one Breit-Wigner distribution convolved with a
Gaussian resolution function describes the signal, and an S-wave PDF the non-resonant
background. The S-wave component in the B’— D°K*® and B? — DYK*® channels takes
into account non-resonant and K*°(1430) resonance contributions and uses experimental
input from the LASS experiment [30]. It is approximately linear in the region of interest,
+ 200 MeV/c? around the K*° nominal mass. Potential interference effects between the
S-wave and the P-wave components are covered by the assigned systematic uncertainty.
The ¢ and K*° mass distributions are shown in Fig. . The background yields, after
extrapolation to the K*° and ¢ signal mass windows, are listed in Table .

A likelihood ratio test is employed to assess the statistical significance of the B — D¢
signal, which is given by \/2In(Ls./Ly) and found to be 7.1 standard deviations. Here
Lqip and Ly, are the maximum values of the likelihoods for the signal-plus-background
and background-only hypotheses, respectively.

The ratios of branching fractions are evaluated from the uncorrected signal yields, IV,
and the sum of the charmless and non-resonant background yields, NP*&, as

= 1 Voo
R, = B(B— D) _ Npo.pos N5~ 500 €gospoigo B(K* — Ktr™)
- B(Bg_> EOK*O) NBS%BOI?*O 1 o Ngléiﬁog*o 638_>D70¢ B((b — KJrK*) ’
Npo_, 50 =0

(2)



and
bkg
o 1 o NBQ—)Diol?*O 1
B(By— D°K*°)  Npo,pogeo Npgp0R=0 ) €po, pogceo (f S>_ (3)
— = . : £ ’
B(BO — DOK*O) NBOHDfoK*O (1 _ NglgiEOK*U ) €0~ DO K0 fa
N

BO_, D0 g0

RK*O =

where the ratio of the B? and B° fragmentation fractions is f,/f; = 0.256 + 0.020 [31],
the value of the ¢ — K™K~ branching fraction is 0.489 +0.005 [23], and B(K** —
K*n~) = 2/3. The total efficiencies, €, account for the geometrical acceptance of the
detector, the reconstruction, the event selection, the PID, and the trigger efficiencies.
All efficiencies are computed from simulated events, except for the PID and hardware
trigger efficiencies, which are obtained from data, using a high-purity calibration sample
of D*f — DY — K~7")n" decays. The resulting ratios of branching fractions are
Ry = 0.069 £ 0.013 and R+ = 7.8 £ 0.7, where the uncertainties are statistical only.

4 Systematic uncertainties

Several sources of systematic uncertainties are considered. Those associated to the
trigger and PID selection affect only R, and are mainly due to systematic uncertainties
in the calibration procedure. The ratios of the efficiencies of the decays B? — D¢
and B? — D°K*C for the trigger and PID are found to be 0.97 4 0.05 and 1.08 £ 0.03,
respectively, where the errors are propagated as systematic uncertainties to R.

Similarly, the uncertainty on the efficiencies of the charm meson flight distance selection
affects only R, where different criteria are chosen for the BY — D% and B? — D°K*°
modes. The ratio of the corresponding efficiencies is found to be 1.27 +0.03, where the
uncertainty includes a contribution from the difference between data and simulation. In
order to estimate the efficiency in data, the fit to the invariant mass of the B candidates
is performed to data samples selected with all criteria except that on the flight distance.
For this sample, the charmless background contribution is estimated using events in the
upper D mass sideband and subtracted from the signal yields.

The ratio of the efficiencies for the decays B — D°p and BY — D°K* of the remaining
selection criteria is found to be 1.21 4+ 0.03, where the deviation from unity is mainly
due to the different widths and mass windows for the ¢ and K*° resonances. The ratio
of the efficiencies for the decays B — D°K*® and B — D°K*° is found from simulation
to be 1.04 £ 0.01. The uncertainties on these efficiencies are propagated as systematic
uncertainties due to the selection.

The fit procedure is validated using simulated pseudo-experiments. The fit bias, relative
to the fitted ratio, is evaluated to be 1.4% for R4 and 0.2% for R+ and is assigned as
systematic uncertainty. The signal model uncertainty is evaluated by varying the fixed
signal parameters by 10%, which is about three times the difference between data and
simulation, as determined by a fit where those parameters are free to vary. The background



Table 2: Absolute systematic uncertainties of the measured ratio of branching fractions. The
total is obtained as sum in quadrature of the different contributions.

Source Ry  Riwo
Trigger 0.003 -
PID 0.002 -
Flight distance 0.002 -
Selection 0.002 -
Simulation statistics 0.001  0.10
Fit bias 0.001  0.03
Signal model 0.001 0.04
Background model 0.001 0.01

Charmless correction 0.003 0.10
Non-resonant correction 0.004 0.22
¢ branching fraction 0.001 -

Total 0.007 0.26

shape uncertainty is determined from the bias in the results obtained by fitting samples
generated with an alternative (exponential) combinatorial background model.

The uncertainties on the charmless background yields given in Table [1| are assumed
to be uncorrelated and are propagated to assign the associated systematic uncertainty.
Similarly, the statistical uncertainties on the S-wave background yields are propagated
to Ry and Rg-o to assign respective systematic uncertainties due to the non-resonant
correction.

A summary of the systematic uncertainties is given in Table 2 The uncertainty on the
fragmentation fraction f,/f, which is the dominant systematic uncertainty for R o, is
not included, and is listed separately.

5 Results and conclusions

The significance of the B?— D% signal, including systematic uncertainties, is obtained by
scaling the statistical significance with the ratio of the statistical to the total (statistical
and systematic) uncertainty on the signal yield. It is found to be 6.5 standard deviations.
This decay is therefore observed for the first time.

The ratios of branching fractions are found to be

R, = 0.069 + 0.013 (stat) £ 0.007 (syst),

Ry =T7.8+0.7 (stat) & 0.3 (syst) £ 0.6 (fs/fa)-
From Ry-0 and the value of the B® — D°K*? branching fraction from Ref. [23], the



BY — DYK* branching fraction is calculated to be
B(BY— D°K*°) = [3.340.3 (stat)40.1 (syst)£0.3 (f,/f4)£0.5 (B(B° — D K*°))]x 107"

This result is consistent with and improves on the previous determination by LHCb [12],
which is based on an independent data sample. Using the above results for Ry, R0 and
the B®— D°K*Y branching fraction, the branching fraction for B?— D% is calculated to
be

B(BY— D) = [2.3+£0.4 (stat) £0.2 (syst) £0.2 (f,/f4) £0.3 (B(B°— D°K*°))] x 107,

which takes into account the correlation in the statistical uncertainties between R, and
R0 of —13.6%. The correlation between the corresponding systematic uncertainties is
negligible. The central value is about a factor two smaller than the branching fraction for
the B®— D°K*? decay and supports the observation of SU(3) breaking effects in other
colour suppressed B?s) — DV decays [12], where V is a vector meson. With larger data

samples, the B — D¢ decay will contribute to the measurements of the CP violating
phases v and f;.

Acknowledgements

We express our gratitude to our colleagues in the CERN accelerator departments for
the excellent performance of the LHC. We thank the technical and administrative staff
at the LHCb institutes. We acknowledge support from CERN and from the national
agencies: CAPES, CNPq, FAPERJ and FINEP (Brazil); NSFC (China); CNRS/IN2P3
and Region Auvergne (France); BMBF, DFG, HGF and MPG (Germany); SFI (Ireland);
INFN (Italy); FOM and NWO (The Netherlands); SCSR (Poland); MEN/IFA (Romania);
MinES, Rosatom, RFBR and NRC “Kurchatov Institute” (Russia); MinECo, XuntaGal
and GENCAT (Spain); SNSF and SER (Switzerland); NAS Ukraine (Ukraine); STFC
(United Kingdom); NSF (USA). We also acknowledge the support received from the ERC
under FP7. The Tierl computing centres are supported by IN2P3 (France), KIT and
BMBF (Germany), INFN (Italy), NWO and SURF (The Netherlands), PIC (Spain),
GridPP (United Kingdom). We are thankful for the computing resources put at our
disposal by Yandex LLC (Russia), as well as to the communities behind the multiple open
source software packages that we depend on.

References

[1] S. Nandi and D. London, BQ(E?) — DY, KK: Detecting and discriminating new
physics in BS—ES mizing, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 114015, arXiv:hep-ph/1108.5769.

[2] BaBar Collaboration, J. Lees et al., Observation of direct CP violation in the mea-
surement of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa angle ~ with B¥ — D®K®* decays,
Phys. Rev. D87 (2013) 052015, arXiv:1301.1029.

10


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.114015
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/1108.5769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.052015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1029

3]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

Belle collaboration, K. Trabelsi, Study of direct CP in charmed B decays and mea-
surement of the CKM angle v at Belle, arXiv:1301.2033.

LHCb collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Measurement of the CKM angle v from a combi-
nation of B — Dh analyses, arXiv:1305.2050.

R. Aleksan, I. Dunietz, and B. Kayser, Determining the CP wviolating phase ~y, 7.
Phys. C54 (1992) 653.

R. Fleischer, New strategies to obtain insights into CP wviolation through BY —
DEK*F, D* K%, and BY — D*n¥, D**7F decays, Nucl. Phys. B671 (2003) 459,
arXiv:hep-ph/0304027.

M. Gronau and D. London, How to determine all the angles of the unitarity triangle
from B® — DKg and B? — D¢, Phys. Lett. B253 (1991) 483 |

LHCb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Determination of the sign of the decay width
difference in the By system, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 241801, arXiv:1202.4717.

M. Gronau et al., Using untagged B® — DK to determine v, Phys. Rev. D69 (2004)
113003, arXiv:hep-ph/0402055.

M. Gronau, Y. Grossman, 7. Surujon, and J. Zupan, FEnhanced effects on
extracting v from untagged B° and B? decays, Phys. Lett. B649 (2007) 61,
arXiv:hep-ph/0702011.

S. Ricciardi, Measuring the CKM angle vy at LHCb using untagged B? — D¢ decays,
CERN-LHCb-PUB-2010-005.

LHCD collaboration, R. Aaij et al., First observation of the decay ES — DK*0 and

s -
a measurement of the ratio of branching fractions %, Phys. Lett. B706
(2011) 32, [arXiv:1110.3676.

LHCb collaboration, A. A. Alves Jr. et al., The LHCb detector at the LHC, JINST 3
(2008) S08005.

M. Adinolfi et al., Performance of the LHCb RICH detector at the LHC, Eur. Phys|
J. C73 (2013) 2431, [arXiv:1211.6759.

A. A. Alves Jr et al., Performance of the LHCb muon system, JINST 8 (2010) P02022,
arXiv:1211.1346.

R. Aaij et al., The LHCb trigger and its performance in 2011, JINST 8 (2013) P04022,
arXiv:1211.3055.

T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna, and P. Skands, PYTHIA 6.4 physics and manual, JHEP 05
(2006) 026, arXiv:hep-ph/0603175.

11


http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.2033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.2050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01559494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01559494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2003.08.010
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0304027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(91)91756-L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.241801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.4717
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.113003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.113003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.03.057
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0702011
http://cdsweb.cern.ch/search?p=CERN-LHCb-PUB-2010-005&f=reportnumber&action_search=Search&c=LHCb+Reports&c=LHCb+Conference+Proceedings&c=LHCb+Conference+Contributions&c=LHCb+Notes&c=LHCb+Theses&c=LHCb+Papers
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.10.073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.10.073
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.3676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.6759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/02/P02022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/04/P04022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/05/026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/05/026
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603175

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

L. Belyaev et al., Handling of the generation of primary events in GAUSS, the LHCb
simulation framework, Nuclear Science Symposium Conference Record (NSS/MIC)
IEEE (2010) 1155.

D. J. Lange, The EvtGen particle decay simulation package, Nucl. Instrum. Meth,
A462 (2001) 152.

P. Golonka and Z. Was, PHOTOS Monte Carlo: a precision tool for QED corrections
in Z and W decays, Fur. Phys. J. C45 (2006) 97, arXiv:hep-ph/0506026.

Geant4 collaboration, J. Allison et al., Geant/ developments and applications, IEEE
Trans. Nucl. Sci. 53 (2006) 270; Geant4 collaboration, S. Agostinelli et al., Geant: a
simulation toolkit, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A506 (2003) 250.

M. Clemencic et al., The LHCbH simulation application, GAUSS: design, evolution and
experience, J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 331 (2011) 032023.

Particle Data Group, J. Beringer et al., Review of particle physics, Phys. Rev. D86
(2012) 010001, and 2013 partial update for the 2014 edition.

LHCD collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Observation of the decay B° — D'K+K- and
evidence of BY — EOK+K_, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 131801, arXiv:1207.5991.

LHCD collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Measurement of the branching fractions of the
decays BY — DYK~7n" and B° — D°K*x~, Phys. Rev. D 87, 112009 (2013) |
arXiv:1304.6317.

L. Breiman, J. H. Friedman, R. A. Olshen, and C. J. Stone, Classification and
regression trees, Wadsworth international group, Belmont, California, USA, 1984.

T. Skwarnicki, A study of the radiative cascade transitions between the Upsilon-prime
and Upsilon resonances, PhD thesis, Institute of Nuclear Physics, Krakow, 1986,
DESY-F31-86-02.

K. S. Cranmer, Kernel estimation in high-energy physics, Comput. Phys. Commun,
136 (2001) 198, arXiv:hep-ex/0011057.

M. Pivk and F. R. Le Diberder, sPlot: a statistical tool to unfold data distributions,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A555 (2005) 356, arXiv:physics/0402083.

D. Aston et al., A study of K~ 7n" scattering in the reaction K™ p — K 7nn at
11 GeV/e, Nucl. Phys. B296 (1988) 493 ; BaBar collaboration, B. Aubert et al.,
Time-dependent and time-integrated angular analysis of B — ¢K9r° and ¢K*7T,
Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 092008, arXiv:0808.3586.

LHCb collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Measurement of the fragmentation fraction
ratio fs/fa and its dependence on B meson kinematics, JHEP 04 (2013) 001,
arXiv:1301.5286.

12


http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2010.5873949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2010.5873949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02396-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/331/3/032023
http://pdg.lbl.gov/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.131801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.5991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.112009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.6317
http://inspirehep.net/record/230779/files/230779.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(00)00243-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(00)00243-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0011057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.106
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0402083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90028-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.092008
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.3586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2013)001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.5286

	1 Introduction
	2 Event selection
	3 Signal yield
	4 Systematic uncertainties
	5 Results and conclusions
	References

