Ancillary material for LHCb-PAPER-2018-041

This document describes in detail the parametrisations of the amplitude analysis. In
the isobar model [1,[2], which assumes that each amplitude can be built as a series of
two-body decays, the two allowed patterns for D° — abed, both involving two intermediate
resonances r; and ry, are the quasi two-body decay D — riry followed by r; — ab and
roy— cd, and the cascade decay D°— ria followed by 7, — 790 and r, — cd. In both cases
the amplitude is computed as

Ax) = By, (apo(®),0) Ty (mr, (), Ley) Ty (mry (20), L) W(e) (1)

where B} Lo 18 the normalised Blatt-Weisskopf barrier factor 3] of the D° candidate,
given in Table [ The function 7, is the lineshape of resonance r and W is the spin
factor, described with the covariant formalism [4]. The variable @ represents the five
dimensions of the D° — KT K~ n*7~ four-body phase space, and ¢, is the magnitude of
the momentum of one of the two daughter particles of resonance r in its rest frame. The
variable m, is the invariant mass of the daughter particles of resonance r, and L, is the
angular momentum between them.

1 Relativistic Breit—Wigner function

The default lineshape used for most resonances is the relativistic Breit-Wigner (RBW)

function |5, i
T(m, L) — - kBL(qao)

mg —m? — imol'(m, L)’

D(m, L) = Ty <i> (™) B (g.a0), 3)

qo0

is the running width of the resonance, mg and I'y are the nominal values of the mass and
width of the resonance, respectively, and ¢q is the value of ¢ when m = mgy. Indeed, ¢ is a
function of m

(2)

where

4 2 4m?

where m; and msy are the masses of the daughter particles. If one of the daughter particles
is itself also a resonance, its mass (my or my) is not fixed but depends on ; this adds an

Table 1: Normalised Blatt—Weisskopf barrier factors for the three first values of the angular
momentum L between the decay products. The parameter R is the radius of the resonance.
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Figure 1: Cubic splines parametrising the integral of Eq. |§I for the K1(1270)* meson (left) and
the a1(1260)* meson (right).

extra dependence on @ in the expression of the lineshape (not indicated in Egs. |1| and .
The factor k£ normalises the lineshape if the Blatt—Weisskopf form-factor and the energy
dependence of the width are neglected, and reduces the correlations between the coupling
to the channel and the mass and width of the resonance. It is given by

2V2 r
k:% with v = mgy/mé + 2. (5)

mp

The expression of the width given in Eq. [3| is not valid for the a;(1260)* and the
K1(1270)* resonances, which both couple to various channels and resonances. Indeed, the
finite widths of the intermediate resonances have an impact on the width of the mother.
In this case a correction has to be implemented. Following the formalism presented in
Ref. [6], the width is computed as an integral over the phase space of the three-body
decay r— abc

1
D, L0) o s [ Moo iy ©

where the integral is performed over the Dalitz plot, expressed in terms of the two-body
invariant masses my; and my., and the matrix element M, _ 4. contains all contributing
subdecays. For the K;(1270)* resonance, the integral is performed using the analysed
dataset. However, since the a;(1260)* resonance is mainly decaying to three pions, the
K K7 channel is very small and not suitable to compute correctly this correction to the
width. Its integral is therefore taken from a D°— K¥rEntx¥ analysis [7], where the
same formalism is used. The integrals are parametrised by interpolating cubic splines,
which can then be exported and reused. The resulting splines describing the integrals over
the analysed dataset are shown in Fig. [1}

Furthermore, the Blatt—Weisskopf form factors do not suppress the a;(1260)* and
K1(1270)* width sufficiently as the mass of the decaying resonance grows, with the width
eventually diverging. An exponential form factor derived from Ref. 6],

F(g) = e ™07, (7)

is therefore used instead of B (g, qo) in Eq. 2]



2 Flatté distribution

The Flatté distribution [§] is used for the ao(980)° resonance near the KK threshold. In
order to handle correctly the behaviour of the lineshape, it uses an analytical extension
below the threshold. The a((980)° meson couples to K K and 7, its width is thus affected
by these two channels. This distribution is defined as

VkBj,(q,0)

T L) = o img(T sexc () T gl )

with
Trr(m) = grgt|1— (QmTKy, (9)
Lom) = g2, |1 - (m;m)] [1 - (m”mm”)2 , (10)

where the couplings g7-x = 0.2104+0.032 GeV/¢? and g7, = 0.17540.015 GeV/c? are taken
from Ref. [9] and where m, and m,, are taken from Ref. [10]. An analytical extension
returns an imaginary width when the argument of the square root is negative. The
normalisation factor k is the same as described in Eq. [o]

3 Gounaris—Sakurai distribution

The Gounaris—Sakurai parametrisation [11] is used for the py(770)° meson decaying to
two pions. This resonance is quite broad and is therefore not perfectly described by the
RBW parametrisation. The lineshape is defined as

VkBY,(q,0)(1 + DT'o/mo)
m3 —m2+ f(m) —imel'(m, L)’

T(m,L) = (11)

where the width I'(m, L) is the same as in Eq. , the normalisation factor k is the same
as in Eq. [fl and the constant D is given by

3m? 2 2
D=y, (mo ki qo) + o Mo (12)
T 2m 2mqo T
The function f(m) is given by
m2 m? —m2 dh
=To—=2 [ ¢* (h(m) —h 20 13
flom) =T % <q (Hom) — Aomo)) + 375 O ) (13)
2 q m + 2q
h =——=1 14
m) = 24 (720, (1)
and where % is the total derivative of h with respect to m, taking into account that
g=/= —m2.



4 p — w interference

The p(770)° and the w(782) mesons are close in mass and interfere therefore heavily. The
two separate resonances can be considered as a single state described by the superposition
of the two individual states. During the model building, whenever a p(770)° meson is
added to the model, an w(782) meson is added as well. The p — w state is described as

lp—w) =lp) + ¢lw), (15)

where ¢ is a complex coefficient that is left floating in the fit.

5 K-matrix formalism

The RBW lineshape describes accurately well separated narrow resonances. In the case of
broad overlapping resonances the K-matrix formalism [12] is used instead. Advantages of
this formalism are a correct description of the interferences and compliance with unitarity.
The K-matrix formalism describes the resonances by taking into consideration all the
channels to which they couple. This is an important feature, since all the channels
contribute to the width of the resonance. This formalism was traditionally used for
scattering processes and is slightly modified in this analysis to be used for production
processes. The lineshapes are defined as

T = ([—zf(p) p, (16)

where [ is the identity matrix and p is a diagonal phase-space matrix, which describes
the behaviour of the various channels. For the two-body channels, the diagonal elements
of p have the form [12]

plm) = \/ (el (sl mm (1

where m; and my are the daughter masses taken from Ref. [10]. The matrix K is a n x n
matrix, with n being the number of channels to which the resonance couples. It describes
both the resonant structure and the non-resonant scattering part of the amplitude. Finally,
P is the production vector. It has the same pole structure as the K-matrix, such that
the amplitude does not vanish at the K-matrix poles. This formalism is used for the two
components described in the next subsections.

5.1 nr/KK S-waves

The 7w and the K K S-waves are both described by the same K-matrix that couples to
five different channels and five different poles. The parametrisation is taken from Ref. [13],
where the K-matrix is defined as

m2 _ Sacatt (18)

1 GeV?/c* — 3%“‘“3)



where 7,5 = 1,2, 3,4,5 indicate the channel and o = 1, 2, 3,4, 5 indicates the pole. The
channels are 7w, KK, mnrm, nm and nn', while the poles are the f,(980), fo(1300),
fo(1500), (1200 — 1600) and fy(1750) resonances. The masses of the poles m,, are [14]

0.651
1.2036
1.55817 | GeV/c?.
1.21
1.82206

(19)

mey =

The factors g,; are the coupling constants between the channel i and the pole a. They
have been measured from scattering data and their values are [14]

0.22889 —0.55377  0.00000 —0.39899 —0.34639
0.94128  0.55095  0.00000  0.39065  0.31503
goi = | 0.36856  0.23888  0.55639  0.18340  0.18681 | GeV/c?. (20)
0.33650  0.40907  0.85679  0.19906 —0.00984
0.18171 —0.17558 —0.79658 —0.00355  0.22358

The second term of Eq. [I8] describes the non-resonant scattering contribution of the ampli-
tude. The parameters needed are also taken from Ref. [14], where s3* = —3.93 GeV?/c!
and

0.23399
0.15044
= | —0.20545
0.32825
0.35412

scatt
ij

0.15044
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000

—0.20545
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000

0.32825
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000

0.35412
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000

(21)

The elements fisfatt terms have only been measured for the scattering between the 7w
channel and the others, not among the other channels. There is a non-physical singularity
below the w7 threshold, sometimes called the “Adler zero”, that is suppressed by the term
f(m). It is defined in Ref. |15] as

1 GeV?/ct — sa9 ( 5 mfr)

f(m) = (22)

m2 — sS40 e SAT
where 549 = —0.15 GeV?/c* and s4 = 1. The phase-space term of the two-body channels

(1 = 1,2,4,5) is described in Eq. . The phase-space term for the four-pion channel

(1=23)is

(4mq)* 2
p3<m> — 1-— 2 if m >1 GGV/C , (23)
ps(m) if m < 1GeV/c?,
where
/ dm? / dm3 MET (my)T(mg)/(m2 + m2 — m2)2 — 4m2m?
)= T = R MmO = MGl
24

and po ensures that ps(m) is continuous at m = 1GeV/c?>. The integration variables
m? and m3 are the squares of the invariant masses of the two di-pion states, My is the

bt



Table 2: Parameters of the 7w and K K K-matrices for all the relevant amplitudes. The moduli
of the parameters 3, are expressed in GeV/c?.

Amplitude Parameter Modulus Phase [rad]
prod 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)

KK~ 3 0.30 £+ 0.03 0.43 £ 0.09
KTK™ By 1.08 + 0.04 1.38 £+ 0.03
prod 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)

T

D°— [KTK~|p—o[r ™7 |L=0

mta™ By 0.60 £ 0.08 —2.53 + 0.12
prod
_ 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)
0 _ 0 + KK
D= (p = w)l K"K 1=0 B8 012 + 0.08 259 + 0.82
rod
0 o _ fr 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)
D% = ¢(1020)[m "7~ 10 8 254 + 051 112 + 0.18

pole mass of the p(770)° resonance [10] and I'(m) = I'y(1 — (4m2/m?))?/? is the energy-
dependent width, where Ty is set to 0.3 GeV/c?. As shown in Ref. [16], the function pj(m)
can be approximated by a 6th order polynomial in m? (with m expressed in GeV/c?)

ps(m) = 0.0005—0.0193m> +0.1385m* — 0.2084m° — 0.2974m® 4 0.1366m™° 4+ 1.0789m'? .

(25)
The production vector is given by
~ Bagai rod 1 Gev2/04 — SgrOd
Pl<m) = Z m?x —m?2 + flp m2 — Sprod ’ (26)

0

where the complex parameter 3, describes the production strength of pole «, the complex
parameter fP°? describes the direct coupling to channel i and s5™ is a single real
parameter. The production vector therefore contains 21 free parameters that should
be left floating in the fit. Despite the large data sample in the analysis, some of these
parameters are not well constrained. In order to improve the fit stability during the model
building, only the main component is kept, i.e. the direct coupling to the relevant channel
(fP°4 for the m channel and f2™¢ for the KK channel). The direct couplings to the
other channels (f3 if;}) and to the poles (8123.45) are set to 0. All the poles and channels
still contribute in the K-matrix computation of Eq. their direct couplings are only
removed from the production vector.

Once the model is built, all the pole couplings (3, are tested. The fit does not converge
if all the fit parameters are left floating in addition to these couplings. Therefore all the fit
parameters are fixed to their nominal values and only the parameters of the K-matrix are
fitted. The fit is not sensitive to all of them because the available phase space is relatively
small. The direct coupling to fo(980) is added to all the amplitudes containing a KK
or 7 S-wave and the coupling to fy(1300) is only added to the KK K-matrix in the
D®— [KT K~ |p—o[nt 7 ]L—o amplitude, because it is the only one where there is enough
phase space. The contribution of the poles with higher masses (fy(1500), fo(1750) and
f0(1200 — 1600)) is negligible. The decision of keeping the direct coupling to a pole or
not is only based on the convergence or non-convergence of the fit. The values obtained,
shown in Table , are then fixed in the main fit. The fit is only mildly sensitive to 5™,
with a preferred value in the range [—0.20, —0.07] GeV2/c*. Tt is decided to fix s5™°¢ to

—0.17 GeV?/c* for all the components.



5.2 K S-wave

The Km S-wave couples to two channels, K7 and K7/, and contains only one pole, the

K;(1430) resonance. Two isospin states contribute to the Km S-wave, I = 1, which

couples to both channels, and [ = %, which couples to K7 only. The parametrisation is
taken from Ref. [17] and the K-matrix for / = 1 is given by

2
A1 m- — Sol i91i - -
KZ.'; (m) = 2 ( Jid1y + Cijo + Cijn 5 + Cij232) ) (27)

2 2 2 _ 2
My +mz \my—m

where the mass of the K (1430) pole is m; = 1.3386 GeV/c?, the Adler zero is located at
SoL = 0.23 GeV?/c*, the couplings gi; between the pole and the channels are

[ 0.31072 9
= <—0.02323) Gev/e, (28)
and the coefficients of the second-order polynomial in s = mgm—me — 1 describing the
K iy

non-resonant scattering contribution are

o 0.79299 0.15040
49071 0.15040 0.17054 ) °

—0.15099  —0.038266
Cin = (—0.038266 —0.0219 ) ’ (29)

i 0.00811 0.0022596
92 710.0022596  0.00085655 )

The K-matrix for I = % does not couple to any resonance, it contains therefore only
the non-resonant part

2 )
0 (Dio + Diné + Dinsd) (30)
= m% _'_m% 110 1118 1128 ) ,

where the Adler zero is located at so3 = 0.27 GeV?/c* and
Dy19 = —0.22147,  Dy1; = 0.026637, Dj12 = —0.00092057 . (31)

An approximation is made in order to describe the production vector of the K7 S-wave.
It has been shown in Ref. [18] that, in a limited phase space, one can consider

K'P~a, (32)

where & is a diagonal matrix containing a complex parameter for each channel, which is
left floating in the fit. Therefore, the pole structure of the production vector cancels the
pole structure of the K-matrix. This simplifies Eq. [16] to

T=TK'P=Ta, (33)
which describes the lineshape only in terms of the scattering process

A ~ -1 .

7= (I . iKp) K. (34)

7



Table 3: Parameters of the Km K-matrices for all the relevant amplitudes.

Amplitude Parameter Modulus Phase [rad]
KT~ ay)9 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)
Kt~ « 0.31 + 0.02 2.51 + 0.08
0 o -t 3/2
DP = [KT ][ K™ 7] =0 K=nt aq o 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)
K—rnt Q32 0.36 £ 0.02 —-295 £+ 0.05
o . Ol — ) 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)
D7 = K (1680)T K™ =0 sy 0.29 + 002 —2.96 + 0.08
0 . s 0ot a2 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)
D K*(1680)°[K " 7™ |10 s/ 027 + 0.04 —2.09 + 0.14
" o _ " ai/o 1 (fixed) 0 (fixed)
Ky (1270)7 = [K¥ 7] =0, 7 sy 044 + 0.04 —2.79 + 0.08

The phase-space term of the K7 K-matrix is described by Eq. [17}

Again, some assumptions are made while the model is being built. Only the dominant
term is kept, which is the direct coupling to the K7 channel in the isospin state I = 1
Once the model is built, the direct coupling to the K'm channel in the isospin state I = 3
as well as to the K/ channel are tested in all the amplitudes containing a K7 S-wave. It
turns out that the fit is not sensitive to the contribution of the K7’ channel, so only the
two isospin states of the K7 channel are considered. Again, the fit does not converge if
all the fit parameters are left floating in addition to the K-matrix parameters. Therefore
all the fit parameters are fixed to the nominal values of the final model and the values of
the K-matrix parameters are fitted. These parameters, shown in Table [3] are then fixed
in the main fit.
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