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K. Dort,52 D. Dossett,120 S. Dubey,114 S. Duell,110 G. Dujany,108 S. Eidelman,4, 60, 77

M. Eliachevitch,110 D. Epifanov,4, 77 J. E. Fast,81 T. Ferber,12 D. Ferlewicz,120

T. Fillinger,108 G. Finocchiaro,41 S. Fiore,46 P. Fischer,115 A. Fodor,67 F. Forti,102, 45

A. Frey,20 M. Friedl,35 B. G. Fulsom,81 M. Gabriel,65 N. Gabyshev,4, 77 E. Ganiev,105, 49

M. Garcia-Hernandez,6 R. Garg,82 A. Garmash,4, 77 V. Gaur,131 A. Gaz,100, 43 U. Gebauer,20

M. Gelb,53 A. Gellrich,12 J. Gemmler,53 T. Geßler,52 D. Getzkow,52 R. Giordano,99, 42

A. Giri,31 A. Glazov,12 B. Gobbo,49 R. Godang,125 P. Goldenzweig,53 B. Golob,116, 89

P. Gomis,40 P. Grace,109 W. Gradl,51 E. Graziani,47 D. Greenwald,92 Y. Guan,112

K. Gudkova,4, 77 C. Hadjivasiliou,81 S. Halder,91 K. Hara,25, 22 T. Hara,25, 22 O. Hartbrich,114

K. Hayasaka,76 H. Hayashii,72 S. Hazra,91 C. Hearty,111, 38 M. T. Hedges,114

I. Heredia de la Cruz,6, 11 M. Hernández Villanueva,121 A. Hershenhorn,111 T. Higuchi,129

E. C. Hill,111 H. Hirata,69 M. Hoek,51 M. Hohmann,120 S. Hollitt,109 T. Hotta,80

C.-L. Hsu,127 Y. Hu,37 K. Huang,73 T. Humair,65 T. Iijima,69, 71 K. Inami,69 G. Inguglia,35

J. Irakkathil Jabbar,53 A. Ishikawa,25, 22 R. Itoh,25, 22 M. Iwasaki,79 Y. Iwasaki,25 S. Iwata,97

P. Jackson,109 W. W. Jacobs,33 I. Jaegle,113 D. E. Jaffe,3 E.-J. Jang,23 M. Jeandron,121

1

ar
X

iv
:2

10
9.

10
80

7v
2 

 [
he

p-
ex

] 
 2

8 
Se

p 
20

21



H. B. Jeon,59 S. Jia,19 Y. Jin,49 C. Joo,129 K. K. Joo,10 H. Junkerkalefeld,110 I. Kadenko,90

J. Kahn,53 H. Kakuno,97 A. B. Kaliyar,91 J. Kandra,7 K. H. Kang,59 P. Kapusta,75

R. Karl,12 G. Karyan,134 Y. Kato,69, 71 H. Kawai,9 T. Kawasaki,55 T. Keck,53 C. Ketter,114

H. Kichimi,25 C. Kiesling,65 B. H. Kim,85 C.-H. Kim,24 D. Y. Kim,88 H. J. Kim,59

K.-H. Kim,135 K. Kim,57 S.-H. Kim,85 Y.-K. Kim,135 Y. Kim,57 T. D. Kimmel,131

H. Kindo,25, 22 K. Kinoshita,112 B. Kirby,3 C. Kleinwort,12 B. Knysh,107 P. Kodyš,7
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68Moscow Physical Engineering Institute, Moscow 115409, Russian Federation
69Graduate School of Science, Nagoya University, Nagoya 464-8602, Japan

70Institute for Advanced Research, Nagoya University, Nagoya 464-8602, Japan
71Kobayashi-Maskawa Institute, Nagoya University, Nagoya 464-8602, Japan

72Nara Women’s University, Nara 630-8506, Japan
73Department of Physics, National Taiwan University, Taipei 10617, Taiwan

74National United University, Miao Li 36003, Taiwan
75H. Niewodniczanski Institute of Nuclear Physics, Krakow 31-342, Poland

76Niigata University, Niigata 950-2181, Japan
77Novosibirsk State University, Novosibirsk 630090, Russian Federation

78Okinawa Institute of Science and Technology, Okinawa 904-0495, Japan
79Osaka City University, Osaka 558-8585, Japan

80Research Center for Nuclear Physics, Osaka University, Osaka 567-0047, Japan
81Pacific Northwest National Laboratory, Richland, Washington 99352, U.S.A.

82Panjab University, Chandigarh 160014, India
83Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana 141004, India

84Meson Science Laboratory, Cluster for Pioneering
Research, RIKEN, Saitama 351-0198, Japan

85Seoul National University, Seoul 08826, South Korea
86Showa Pharmaceutical University, Tokyo 194-8543, Japan

87Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China
88Soongsil University, Seoul 06978, South Korea
89J. Stefan Institute, 1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia

90Taras Shevchenko National Univ. of Kiev, Kiev, Ukraine
91Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Mumbai 400005, India

92Department of Physics, Technische Universität München, 85748 Garching, Germany
93Tel Aviv University, School of Physics and Astronomy, Tel Aviv, 69978, Israel

94Toho University, Funabashi 274-8510, Japan
95Department of Physics, Tohoku University, Sendai 980-8578, Japan

96Tokyo Institute of Technology, Tokyo 152-8550, Japan
97Tokyo Metropolitan University, Tokyo 192-0397, Japan

98Universidad Autonoma de Sinaloa, Sinaloa 80000, Mexico
99Dipartimento di Scienze Fisiche, Università di Napoli Federico II, I-80126 Napoli, Italy
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Abstract
We report on measurements of branching fractions (B) and CP-violating charge asymme-

tries (ACP) of multibody charmless B decays reconstructed by the Belle II experiment at the

SuperKEKB electron-positron collider. We use a sample of collisions collected in 2019 and 2020 at

the Υ(4S) resonance and corresponding to 62.8 fb−1 of integrated luminosity. We use simulation

to determine optimized event selections. The ∆E and Mbc distributions of the resulting sam-

ples are fit to determine signal yields of approximately 690, 840, and 380 decays for the channels

B+ → K+K−K+, B+ → K+π−π+, and B0 → K+π−π0, respectively. These yields are corrected

for efficiencies determined from simulation and control data samples to obtain

B(B+ → K+K−K+) = [35.8± 1.6(stat)± 1.4(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B+ → K+π−π+) = [67.0± 3.3(stat)± 2.3(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B0 → K+π−π0) = [38.1± 3.5(stat)± 3.9(syst)]× 10−6,

ACP(B+ → K+K−K+) = −0.103± 0.042(stat)± 0.020(syst),

ACP(B+ → K+π−π+) = −0.010± 0.050(stat)± 0.021(syst), and

ACP(B0 → K+π−π0) = 0.207± 0.088(stat)± 0.011(syst).

Results are consistent with previous measurements and demonstrate detector performance compa-

rable with the best Belle results.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

The study of multibody charmless B decays has recently attracted significant attention
in the worldwide flavor program. The phenomenology of the interplay between weak- and
strong-interaction dynamics in these decays is enriched by the amplitude structure accessible
through the Dalitz plot. Previous measurements exposed large local charge-parity (CP)
violating asymmetries [1, 2] whose interpretation prompted significant activity [3–5]. The
Belle II physics program, featuring the unique capability of studying jointly, and within a
consistent experimental environment, all relevant final states is particularly promising to
achieve a consistent global picture.

The Belle II detector, complete with its silicon tracker, started its physics operations at
the SuperKEKB asymmetric-energy collider on March 11, 2019. The sample of electron-
positron collisions used in this work corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 62.8 fb−1 [6]
and was collected at the Υ(4S) resonance as of July 1, 2020. We report on measurements of
branching fractions and CP-violating charge asymmetries in multibody charmless decays at
Belle II updated with more data, additional channels, and more refined analyses compared
with previous results [7, 8]. The target decay modes are B+ → K+K−K+, B+ → K+π−π+,
and B0 → K+π−π0. Charge-conjugate processes are implied in what follows unless otherwise
stated. Analysis improvements over our previous results are the inclusion of the B0 →
K+π−π0 channel; improved sample-composition determinations, which are now based on
simultaneous fits to the energy-difference and beam-constrained-mass distributions; and a
refined treatment of peaking-background contributions, signal efficiencies, and systematic
uncertainties.

All analysis procedures are developed and finalized in simulated data prior to be applied
to the experimental signal sample. The B+ → K+K−K+ and B+ → K+π−π+ decays are
subjected to an additional validation on half of the experimental data sample. Optimized
event selections are determined using simulated and control sample data. The composition
of resulting samples is then determined using fits to the following observables:

• the beam-energy-constrained mass Mbc ≡
√
s/(4c4)− (p∗B/c)

2, which is the B candi-

date mass with B energy replaced by the (more precisely known) half of the center-
of-mass energy, and discriminates fully reconstructed B decays from e+e− → qq̄ back-
ground events, where q is any quark lighter than the b quark.

• the energy difference ∆E ≡ E∗
B −
√
s/2 between the total energy of the reconstructed

B candidate and half of the center-of-mass energy, both in the Υ(4S) frame, which
provides additional discrimination between correctly and incorrectly reconstructed B
decays.

2. THE BELLE II DETECTOR

Belle II is a nearly 4π particle-physics spectrometer [9, 10], designed to reconstruct the
products of electron-positron collisions produced by the SuperKEKB asymmetric-energy col-
lider [11], located at the KEK laboratory in Tsukuba, Japan. Belle II comprises several sub-
detectors arranged around the interaction space-point in a cylindrical geometry. The inner-
most subdetector is the vertex detector, which uses position-sensitive silicon layers to sample
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the trajectories of charged particles (tracks) in the vicinity of the interaction region to extrap-
olate the decay positions of their long-lived parent particles. The vertex detector includes
two inner layers of pixel sensors and four outer layers of double-sided microstrip sensors.
The second pixel layer is currently incomplete and covers only one sixth of azimuthal an-
gle. Charged-particle momenta and charges are measured by a large-radius, helium-ethane,
small-cell central drift chamber, which also offers charged-particle-identification information
through a measurement of particles’ energy-loss by specific ionization. A Cherenkov-light
angle and time-of-propagation detector surrounding the chamber provides charged-particle
identification in the central detector volume, supplemented by proximity-focusing, aerogel,
ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors in the forward region. A CsI(Tl)-crystal electromagnetic
calorimeter allows for energy measurements of electrons and photons. A solenoid surround-
ing the calorimeter generates a uniform axial 1.5 T magnetic field filling its inner volume.
Layers of plastic scintillator and resistive-plate chambers, interspersed between the mag-
netic flux-return iron plates, allow for identification of K0

L and muons. The subdetectors
most relevant for this work are the silicon vertex detector, the drift chamber, the particle-
identification detectors, and the electromagnetic calorimeter.

3. SELECTION AND RECONSTRUCTION

We reconstruct the three-body decays

• B+ → K+K−K+,

• B+ → K+ π+ π−.

• B0 → K+π−π0(→ γγ).

In addition, we use the control channels

• B+ → D
0
(→ K+π−π0(→ γγ)) π+,

• B+ → D
0
(→ K+π−) π+,

• B0 → D∗−(→ D
0
(→ K+π−π0(→ γγ))π−) π+,

• B0 → D∗−(→ D
0
(→ K+π−) π−) π+,

• D+ → K 0
S(→ π+π−)π+,

• D0 → K−π+,

for validation of continuum-suppression discriminating variables; optimization of the π0

selection and determination of its efficiency; assessment of data-simulation discrepancies in
the particle-identification quantities; and determination of instrumental asymmetries.
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3.1. Simulated and experimental data

We use simulated generic e+e−-collision data to optimize the event selection and deter-
mine composition-fit models for nonsignal components. We use signal-only simulated data
to model relevant signal features for fits and determine selection efficiencies. Simplified
simulated experiments obtained by randomly sampling the likelihood used for the sample-
composition fit are used to assess systematic uncertainties on modeling. Generic simulation

consists of Monte Carlo samples that include e+e− → B0B
0
, B+B−, uū, dd̄, cc̄, and ss̄

processes in realistic proportions and corresponding in size to 2–10 times the Υ(4S) data.
In addition, 6× 105B+ → K+K−K+ and B+ → K+π−π+ decays are generated along with
2 × 106 B0 → K+π−π0 decays, assuming a simplified Dalitz structure win which major
resonances are present but are not interfering [12].

We use all 2019–2020 Υ(4S) good-quality experimental data collected up to July 1, 2020,
which correspond to an integrated luminosity of 62.8 fb−1. All events are required to satisfy
loose data-skim selection criteria, based on total energy and charged-particle multiplicity in
the event, targeted at reducing sample sizes to a manageable level with negligible impact on
signal efficiency. All data are processed using the Belle II analysis software [13].

3.2. Reconstruction and baseline selection

We form final-state particle candidates by applying loose initial selection criteria and
then combining candidates in kinematic fits consistent with the topologies of the desired
decays to reconstruct intermediate states and B candidates.

We reconstruct charged-pion and -kaon candidates using inclusive charged-particle se-
lections restricted to the full polar-angle acceptance in the central drift chamber (17° <
θ < 150°) and to loose ranges of displacement from the nominal interaction space-point
(|dr| < 0.5 cm radial with respect to the beam axis and |dz| < 3 cm longitudinal) to re-
duce beam-background-induced tracks, which do not originate from the interaction region.
We reconstruct neutral-pion candidates by combining pairs of photons with energies greater
than about 20 MeV restricted in diphoton mass and excluding extreme helicity-angle val-
ues to suppress combinatorial background from soft photons. In addition, a binary boosted
decision-tree classifier is trained on calorimeter variables to distinguish photons coming from
B decays from those associated with Bhabha processes. The mass of each π0 candidate is
constrained to its known value [14] in subsequent kinematic fits. The momentum is required
to exceed 0.5 GeV/c to maximize S/

√
S + B, where S and B are simulated signal and back-

ground yields in the signal region. The resulting K+, π+, and π0 candidates are combined
through simultaneous kinematic fits of the entire decay chain into each of our target signal
channels, consistent with the desired topology. In addition, we reconstruct the vertex of
the accompanying tag-side B mesons using all tracks in the tag-side and identify the flavor,
which is used as input to the continuum-background discriminator, using a category-based
flavor tagger [15]. The reconstruction of the control channels is conceptually similar.

The resulting samples include contributions from signal events, self-cross-feed (i.e., in-
correctly reconstructed candidates in signal events), continuum background, and peaking
backgrounds, that is, misreconstructed events clustering in the signal region. We use simu-
lation to identify and suppress contamination from peaking backgrounds.
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3.3. Charmed-background vetoes

DominantB0 → D
0
(→ K+K−)K+, B0 → ηc(→ K+K−)K+, andB0 → χc1(→ K+K−)K+

contributions to the B0 → K+K−K+ sample are suppressed by excluding the two-body
mass ranges ranges 1.84 < m(K+K−) < 1.88 GeV/c2, 2.94 < m(K+K−) < 3.05 GeV/c2,
and 3.50 < m(K+K−) < 3.54 GeV/c2, respectively. The B+ → K+π−π+ channel is

contaminated by the charmed intermediate states B+ → D
0
(→ h+h(

′
)−)π+ (where h

and h
′

are either kaons or pions), B+ → ηc(→ π+π−)K+, B+ → χc1(→ π+π−)K+, and
B+ → ηc(2S)(→ π+π−)K+, and intermediate resonances decaying to muons misidenti-
fied as pions B+ → J/ψ(→ µ+µ−)K+ and B+ → ψ(2S)(→ µ+µ−)K+. These are sup-

pressed by excluding the two-body mass ranges 1.8 < m(h+h(
′
)−) < 1.92 GeV/c2, 2.93 <

m(ππ) < 3.15 GeV/c2, 3.45 < m(ππ) < 3.525 GeV/c2, 3.62 < m(ππ) < 3.665 GeV/c2,
3.67 < m(ππ) < 3.72 GeV/c2. The B0 → K+π−π0 candidates are contaminated by B decays

proceeding through intermediate D meson decays, including B+ → D
0
(→ h+h(

′
)−)ρ+(π0...),

B+ → D
0
(→ h+h(

′
)−)π0, and B0 → D

∗
(2007)0(→ D

0
(h+h(

′
)−)...)π0 decays, where h and

h
′

are kaons or pions that could be either properly identified or misidentified. We veto
candidates with kaon-pion mass between 1.8 and 1.92 GeV/c2.

3.4. Continuum suppression

The main challenge in observing significant charmless signals is the large contamination
from continuum background. We use a binary boosted decision-tree classifier that nonlin-
early combines 39 variables known to provide statistical discrimination between B-meson
signals and continuum and to be loosely correlated, or uncorrelated, with ∆E and Mbc. The
variables include quantities associated to event topology (global and signal-only angular con-
figurations), flavor-tagger information, vertex separation and uncertainty information, and
kinematic-fit quality information. We train the classifier to identify statistically significant
signal and background features using simulated samples.

We validate the input and output distributions of the classifier by comparing data
with simulation using control samples. Figure 1 shows the distribution of the output for

B+ → D
0
(→ K+π−)π+ candidates reconstructed in data and simulation. No inconsistency

is observed.

4. OPTIMIZATION OF THE SIGNAL SELECTION

For each channel, we optimize the selection to isolate abundant, low-background signals
using simulated and control-sample data. We vary the selection criteria on continuum-
suppression output, charged-particle identification information, and choice of π0 (when
appropriate) to maximize S/

√
S + B, where S and B are signal and background yields,

respectively, estimated in the same signal-rich region used in the analysis. Continuum-
suppression and particle-identification requirements are optimized simultaneously using sim-
ulated data. The optimal PID criteria have 77%–86% (channel-specific) efficiencies on kaons
and 15% misidentification rates. The π0 selection is optimized independently by using con-

trol B+ → D
0
(→ K+π−π0)π+ decays. The optimal selection removes approximately 99% of
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FIG. 1. Data-simulation comparison of the output of the boosted decision-tree classifier on

(left) sideband and (right) sideband-subtracted B+ → D
0
(→ K+π−)π+ candidates in the sig-

nal region.

the continuum background and retains approximately 38% of B+ → K+K−K+ signal, 20%
of B+ → K+π−π+ signal, and 15% of B0 → K+π−π0 signal.

5. DETERMINATION OF SIGNAL YIELDS

More than one candidate per event populates the resulting ∆E distributions, with average
multiplicities up to 1.2. We restrict to one candidate per event by selecting a single B
candidate randomly.

Signal yields are determined from two-dimensional maximum likelihood fits of the un-
binned ∆E and Mbc distributions of candidates restricted to the signal region Mbc >
5.24 GeV/c2 and −0.15(−0.25) < ∆E < 0.15 GeV in B+ → h+h−h+ (B0 → K+π−π0).
The poorer ∆E resolution associated with the π0 reconstruction motivates the broader ∆E
range for the B0 → K+π−π0 channel. Fit models are determined empirically from simu-
lation, with additional flexibility of allowing for global shifts of peak positions and width
scale-factors determined in control data, as indicated by likelihood-ratio tests.

We use a Gaussian function, or a sum of a Gaussian and a Crystal Ball functions [16],
based on simulation to model ∆E andMbc for all signals. We use an exponential function and
an ARGUS function [17], both with parameters determined in data, to model continuum
background in ∆E and Mbc, respectively. We use sums of Gaussian with exponential,
polynomial, or ARGUS functions, all determined from simulation, to model nonpeaking BB̄
backgrounds. Remaining peaking backgrounds to the B+ → K+π−π+ signal are modeled
with Gaussian functions with shapes and normalizations constrained to the expectations
from simulation. We model self-cross-feed (SCF) events, in B0 → K+π−π0 with the sum of
a Gaussian and a Crystal Ball functions with shape and normalization constrained to the
expectations from simulation. The fraction of SCF events is around 20% for B0 → K+π−π0

and negligible for B+ → K+K−K+ and B+ → K+π−π+.

The ∆E and Mbc distributions with fit projections overlaid are shown in Figs. 2–4.
Figures 5–7 show the corresponding signal-enhanced distributions. Narrow peaking signals
are visible overlapping smooth backgrounds, mostly dominated by continuum. The ∆E
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distribution of B0 → K+π−π0 candidates has a low-∆E tail, presumably due to energy
leakage from calorimeter crystals, which affects π0 reconstruction.
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0.15− 0.1− 0.05− 0 0.05 0.1 0.15

 [GeV]E∆

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

400

450

500

C
an

di
da

te
s 

pe
r 

0.
00

5 
G

eV Belle II  (preliminary)
-1

 L dt = 62.8 fb∫
Data
Total fit

 + c.c.+π-π+K →+B
Continuum background

 backgroundBB
Peaking background

5.24 5.25 5.26 5.27 5.28 5.29 5.3

]2c [GeV/bcM

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

14002 c
C

an
di

da
te

s 
pe

r 
1.

5 
M

eV
/ Belle II  (preliminary)

-1 = 62.8 fbt dL ∫
Data
Total fit

 + c.c.+π-π+K →+B
Continuum background

 backgroundBB
Peaking background

FIG. 3. Distributions of (left) ∆E and (right) Mbc for B+ → K+π−π+ candidates reconstructed

in 2019–2020 Belle II data, selected with an optimized continuum-suppression and kaon-enriching

selection. Vetoes for peaking backgrounds are applied. Fit projections are overlaid.

13



0.25− 0.2− 0.15− 0.1− 0.05− 0 0.05 0.1 0.15

 [GeV]E∆

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

C
an

di
da

te
s 

pe
r 

0.
01

3 
G

eV Belle II  (preliminary)
-1

 L dt = 62.8 fb∫
Data
Total fit

 + c.c.0π-π+K →0B
SXF
Continuum background

 backgroundBB

5.24 5.25 5.26 5.27 5.28 5.29 5.3

]2c [GeV/bcM

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

8002 c
C

an
di

da
te

s 
pe

r 
0.

00
2 

G
eV

/ Belle II  (preliminary)
-1

 L dt = 62.8 fb∫
Data
Total fit

 + c.c.0π-π+K →0B
SXF
Continuum background

 backgroundBB

FIG. 4. Distributions of (left) ∆E and (right) Mbc for B0 → K+π−π0 candidates reconstructed

in 2019–2020 Belle II data, selected with an optimized continuum-suppression and kaon-enriching

selection. Vetoes for peaking backgrounds are applied. Fit projections are overlaid.

0.15− 0.1− 0.05− 0 0.05 0.1 0.15

 [GeV]E∆

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

180

200

C
an

di
da

te
s 

pe
r 

0.
00

5 
G

eV Belle II  (simulation)
-1

 L dt = 62.8 fb∫
2c > 5.27 GeV/bcM

Data
Total fit

 + c.c.+K
-

K+K →+B

Continuum background

 backgroundBB

5.24 5.25 5.26 5.27 5.28 5.29 5.3

]2c [GeV/bcM

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

400

4502 c
C

an
di

da
te

s 
pe

r 
1.

5 
M

eV
/ Belle II  (simulation)

-1 = 62.8 fbt dL ∫
| < 0.05 GeVE∆|

Data
Total fit

 + c.c.+K
-

K+K →+B

Continuum background

 backgroundBB

FIG. 5. Signal-enhanced distributions of (left) ∆E (with Mbc > 5.27 GeV/c2) and (right) Mbc

(with |∆E| < 0.05 GeV) for B+ → K+K−K+ candidates reconstructed in 2019–2020 Belle II

data, selected with an optimized continuum-suppression and kaon-enriching selection. Vetoes for

peaking backgrounds are applied. Fit projections are overlaid.

0.15− 0.1− 0.05− 0 0.05 0.1 0.15

 [GeV]E∆

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

C
an

di
da

te
s 

pe
r 

0.
00

5 
G

eV Belle II  (preliminary)
-1

 L dt = 62.8 fb∫
2c > 5.27 GeV/bcM

Data
Total fit

 + c.c.+π-π+K →+B
Continuum background

 backgroundBB
Peaking background

5.24 5.25 5.26 5.27 5.28 5.29 5.3

]2c [GeV/bcM

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

7002 c
C

an
di

da
te

s 
pe

r 
1.

5 
M

eV
/ Belle II  (preliminary)

-1 = 62.8 fbt dL ∫
| < 0.05 GeVE∆|

Data
Total fit

 + c.c.+π-π+K →+B
Continuum background

 backgroundBB
Peaking background

FIG. 6. Signal-enhanced distributions of (left) ∆E (with Mbc > 5.27 GeV/c2) and (right) Mbc

(with |∆E| < 0.05 GeV) for B+ → K+π−π+ candidates reconstructed in 2019–2020 Belle II data,

selected with an optimized continuum-suppression and kaon-enriching selection. Vetoes for peaking

backgrounds are applied. Fit projections are overlaid.

14



0.25− 0.2− 0.15− 0.1− 0.05− 0 0.05 0.1 0.15

 [GeV]E∆

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

C
an

di
da

te
s 

pe
r 

0.
01

3 
G

eV Belle II  (preliminary)
-1

 L dt = 62.8 fb∫
2c > 5.27 GeV/bcM

Data
Total fit

 + c.c.0π-π+K →0B
SXF
Continuum background

 backgroundBB

5.24 5.25 5.26 5.27 5.28 5.29 5.3

]2c [GeV/bcM

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

400

4502 c
C

an
di

da
te

s 
pe

r 
0.

00
2 

G
eV

/ Belle II  (preliminary)
-1

 L dt = 62.8 fb∫
 < 0.05 GeVE∆-0.15 < 

Data
Total fit

 + c.c.0π-π+K →0B
SXF
Continuum background

 backgroundBB

FIG. 7. Signal-enhanced distributions of (left) ∆E (with Mbc > 5.27 GeV/c2) and (right) Mbc

(with −0.15 < ∆E < 0.05 GeV) for B0 → K+π−π0 candidates reconstructed in 2019–2020 Belle II

data, selected with an optimized continuum-suppression and kaon-enriching selection. Vetoes for

peaking backgrounds are applied. Fit projections are overlaid.

15



In addition, we use a nonextended likelihood to fit simultaneously the unbinned ∆E and
Mbc distributions of bottom and antibottom candidates decaying in flavor-specific final states
for measurements of direct CP violation. We use the same signal and background models
as for branching-fraction measurements and determine directly the raw charge-dependent
yield asymmetry as a fit parameter,

A =
N(b)−N(b̄)

N(b) +N(b̄)
,

where N are signal yields and b (b̄) indicates the meson containing a bottom (antibottom)
quark. Charge-specific ∆E and Mbc distributions are shown in Figs. 8–10 with fit projections
overlaid.

TABLE I. Summary of charge-specific signal yields for the measurement of CP-violating asymme-

tries in 2019-2020 Belle II data. Only statistical uncertainties are reported.

Yield Raw asymmetry

Decay B+ B−

B+ → K+K−K+ 375± 22 315± 20 −0.086± 0.042

B+ → K+π−π+ 419± 30 424± 30 0.007± 0.050

B0 → K+π−π0 152± 23 227± 25 0.197± 0.088
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FIG. 10. Distributions of (top) ∆E and (bottom) Mbc for (left) B
0 → K−π+π0 and (right)

B0 → K+π−π0 candidates reconstructed in 2019–2020 Belle II data selected with an optimized

continuum-suppression and kaon-enriching selection. Vetoes for peaking backgrounds are applied.

Fit projections are overlaid.
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6. EFFICIENCIES AND CORRECTIONS

The raw event yields observed in data are corrected for selection and reconstruction
effects to obtain physics quantities. We determine the signal efficiency for each channel
as the sum of the efficiencies for all major submodes contributing to the Dalitz plot, as
determined by Belle II simulation, weighted for submode abundances reported in Refs. [1]
and [2]. Efficiencies range between 14% and 28% (see Table III).

In measurements of CP-violating asymmetries, the observed charge-specific raw event-
yield asymmetries A are in general due to the combination of genuine CP-violating effects in
the decay dynamics and instrumental asymmetries due to differences in interaction or recon-
struction probabilities between particles and antiparticles. Such a combination is additive
for small asymmetries, A = ACP +Adet, with

Adet(X) =
X −X
X +X

,

where X corresponds to a given final state and X to its charge-conjugate. Hence, observed
raw charge-specific decay yields need be corrected for instrumental effects to determine the
genuine CP-violating asymmetries.

We estimate the instrumental asymmetry Adet(Kπ) associated with the reconstruction
of K±π∓ pairs by measuring the charge asymmetry in an abundant sample of D0 → K−π+

decays. For these decays, direct CP violation is expected to be smaller than 0.1% [14]. We
therefore attribute any observed nonzero asymmetry to instrumental charge asymmetries.

Figure 11 shows the K±π∓-mass distributions for D0 → K−π+ and D
0 → K+π− candidates

with fit projections overlaid. The resulting K±π∓ asymmetry Adet(Kπ) is directly sub-
tracted from the raw measurements of charge-dependent yield asymmetry in B0 → K+π−π0

decays to extract the corresponding CP-violating symmetry.

For the B+ → K+π−π+ and B+ → K+K−K+ measurements, we correct for the instru-
mental asymmetry Adet(K) related to charged kaon reconstruction. We determine this in-
strumental asymmetry by using the relationshipAdet(K) = Adet(Kπ)−Adet(K 0

Sπ) +A(K 0
S).

We obtain Adet(K 0
Sπ) by measuring the yield asymmetry observed in an abundant sample

of D+ → K 0
Sπ

+ decays (Fig. 12), in which direct CP violation is expected to vanish. We
estimate the component A(K 0

S) due to CP violation in neutral kaons by using the results
obtained by the LHCb collaboration [18], which are consistent with previous assumptions
at Belle [19]. The resulting K± asymmetry is subtracted from the raw measurements of
charge-dependent decay rates in B+ → K+K−K+ and B+ → K+π−π+ to extract the
physics asymmetries. In each case, control channel selections are tuned to reproduce the
kinematic conditions of the charmless final states that receive the corrections. Table II
shows the resulting corrections.
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TABLE II. Instrumental charge-asymmetries associated with K±π∓, K 0
Sπ

±, and K± reconstruc-

tion, obtained using samples of D0 → K−π+ and D+ → K 0
Sπ

+ decays.

Instrumental asymmetry Value

Adet(K
+π−) −0.010± 0.001

Adet(K
0
Sπ

+) +0.026± 0.019

Adet(K
+) +0.017± 0.019
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FIG. 11. Distributions of K−π+ mass for (left) D0 → K−π+ and (right) D
0 → K+π− candidates

reconstructed in 2019–2020 Belle II data selected with an optimized continuum-suppression and

kaon-enriching selection. The projection of an unbinned maximum likelihood fit is overlaid.
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7. DETERMINATION OF BRANCHING FRACTIONS AND CP-VIOLATING

ASYMMETRIES

We determine each branching fraction as

B =
N

ε× 2×NBB

,

where N is the signal yield obtained from the fit, ε is the reconstruction and selection
efficiency, and NBB is the number of produced BB pairs, corresponding to 35.8 million

for B+B− and 33.9 million for B 0B
0

pairs. We obtain NBB from the measured inte-

grated luminosity, the e+e− → Υ(4S) cross section (1.110 ± 0.008) nb [20] (assuming that

the Υ(4S) decays exclusively to BB pairs), and the Υ(4S)→ B 0B
0

branching fraction
f 00 = 0.487± 0.010± 0.008 [21].

The determination of CP-violating asymmetries is more straightforward because all fac-
tors that impact symmetrically bottom and antibottom rates cancel, and only flavor-specific
yields and flavor-specific efficiency corrections are relevant.

TABLE III. Summary of signal efficiencies ε, decay yields in 2019-2020 Belle II data, and resulting

branching fractions. Only statistical uncertainties are reported.

Decay ε [%] Yield B [10−6]

B+ → K+K−K+ 28.4 690± 30 35.8± 1.6

B+ → K+π−π+ 18.6 843± 42 67.0± 3.3

B0 → K+π−π0 14.7 380± 35 38.1± 3.5

8. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

We consider several sources of systematic uncertainties, assumed to be independent, and
add in quadrature the corresponding uncertainties. An overview of the effects considered
follows. A summary of the fractional size of systematic uncertainties is in Tables IV and V.

8.1. Tracking efficiency

We assess a systematic uncertainty associated with possible data-simulation discrepancies
in the reconstruction of charged particles [22]. The tracking efficiency in data agrees with
the value observed in simulation within a 0.91% uncertainty, which we (linearly) add as a
systematic uncertainty for each final-state charged particle.

8.2. π0 reconstruction efficiency

We assess a systematic uncertainty associated with possible data-simulation discrepancies

in the π0 reconstruction and selection using the decaysB0 → D∗−(→ D
0
(→ K+π−π0) π−) π+
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and B0 → D∗−(→ D
0
(→ K+π−)π−) π+ where the selection of charged particle is identi-

cal and all distributions are weighted so that the π0 momentum matches that in the
B0 → K+π−π0 channel. We compare the yields obtained from fits to the ∆E distribution
of reconstructed B candidates and obtain a ratio between the π0 reconstruction efficiency
in simulation and in data compatible with one. The 9.7% uncertainty on this ratio is used
as a systematic uncertainty.

8.3. Particle-identification and continuum-suppression efficiencies

We evaluate possible data-simulation discrepancies in the particle identification and in

the continuum-suppression distributions using the control channel B+ → D
0
(→ K+π−)π+.

Selection efficiencies obtained in data and simulation agree within 0.7%−1.3% uncertainties
(depending on the selection), which are taken as systematic uncertainties.

8.4. Number of BB pairs

We assign a 1.4% systematic uncertainty on the number of BB pairs, which includes the
uncertainty on cross-section, integrated luminosity [6], and potential shifts from the peak
center-of-mass energy during the run periods.

8.5. Signal modeling

Because we have empirical fit models for signal, we assess a systematic uncertainty as-
sociated with the model choice. We use ensembles of simplified simulated experiments, in
which the distribution for signal and background models are generated according to the
default fitting model or to plausible alternative models. We fit the composition of the sim-
plified simulated samples using the same likelihood as for the data and use the difference
between the means of the signal-yield distributions to determine a systematic uncertainty
of 0.7%− 2.0% for the branching-fraction measurement.

8.6. Continuum background modeling

We apply the same procedure to assess the effect of possible continuum background
mismodeling, obtaining uncertainties in the 0.1% − 1.3% range for the branching-fraction
measurement.

8.7. Peaking and BB background model

We apply the same procedure to assess the effect of BB background mismodeling, ob-
taining uncertainties of typically 0.6%− 0.8% for the branching-fraction measurement, and
0.005− 0.009 for the CP asymmetry measurements.
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8.8. Instrumental asymmetries

We consider the uncertainties on the values of Adet (Table II) as systematic uncertainties
due to instrumental asymmetry corrections in measurements of CP asymmetries.

TABLE IV. Summary of the (fractional) systematic uncertainties of the branching-fraction mea-

surements.

Source K+K−K+ K+π−π+ K+π−π0

Tracking 2.73% 2.73% 1.82%

π0 efficiency - - 9.7%

PID and continuum-supp. eff. 1.30% 0.70% 0.65%

Signal efficiency 0.2% 0.5% 1.6%

NBB̄ 1.40% 1.40% 1.40%

Signal model 1.9% 0.72% 0.70%

Continuum bkg. model 0.06% 0.52% 1.30%

BB bkg. model 0.63% 0.80% 0.80%

Total 3.89% 3.40% 10.25%

TABLE V. Summary of (absolute) systematic uncertainties in the ACP measurements.

Source K+K−K+ K+π−π+ K+π−π0

Signal model 0.002 0.005 0.006

Pkg./BB /SCF background model 0.005 0.006 0.009

Instrumental asymmetry corrections 0.019 0.019 0.001

Total 0.020 0.021 0.011

9. RESULTS AND SUMMARY

We report on first measurements of branching fractions and CP-violating charge asymme-
tries in charmless B decays at Belle II. We use a sample of 2019 and 2020 data corresponding
to 62.8 fb−1 of integrated luminosity. We use simulation to devise optimized event selections.
The ∆E and Mbc distributions of the resulting samples are fit to determine signal yields of
approximately 690, 840, and 380 decays for the channels B+ → K+K−K+, B+ → K+π−π+,
and B0 → K+π−π0, respectively. Signal yields are corrected for efficiencies to obtain

B(B+ → K+K−K+) = [35.8± 1.6(stat)± 1.4(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B+ → K+π−π+) = [67.0± 3.3(stat)± 2.3(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B0 → K+π−π0) = [38.1± 3.5(stat)± 3.9(syst)]× 10−6,

ACP(B+ → K+K−K+) = −0.103± 0.042(stat)± 0.020(syst),
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ACP(B+ → K+π−π+) = −0.010± 0.050(stat)± 0.021(syst), and

ACP(B0 → K+π−π0) = 0.207± 0.088(stat)± 0.011(syst).

These results are consistent with previous measurements and demonstrate detector per-
formance comparable with the best Belle results, thus offering a reliable basis to assess
projections for future reach.
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