
8

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

2)2 (GeV/cπK
2m

0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8

2 )2
 (G

eV
/c

η
π2

m

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8 (a)

)4/c2 (GeVπK
2m

0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8

4
/c2

Ev
en

ts
 / 

0.
03

0 
G

eV

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

310×

Exp. data
Total fit
Combinatorial

0*(892)K
+(980)0a

+(1320)2a
0*(1410)K
-K*(1680)

-*(1980)2K
 S-waveπK
 S-waveηK

(b)

)4/c2 (GeVηπ
2m

0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8

4
/c2

Ev
en

ts
 / 

0.
03

1 
G

eV

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5
310×

(c)

)4/c2 (GeVηK
2m

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.8 3

4
/c2

Ev
en

ts
 / 

0.
04

2 
G

eV

0

1

2

3

4

5

310×

(d)

Figure 2: The Dalitz plot of D0
→ K−π+η in M -Q signal region, (a), and projections on (b) m2

Kπ, (c) m2
πη and (d) m2

Kη . In
projections the fitted contributions of individual components are shown.

V. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

The systematic uncertainties are divided into the uncertainties arising from the Dalitz model used in the fit and those
from other sources. The model systematic uncertainties arise from the choice of individual components in the model,
and from the parameterization of intermediate structures. The effective barrier radial parameter, R, is varied between
0 and 3.5 (GeV/c)−1 for intermediate resonances, where the maximum value is chosen as the measured R value for
the narrowest resonance, the K∗(892) (R = 3.0± 0.5 (GeV/c)−1 [6]), increased by its statistical error. Three coupling
factors of the Flatté function are varied within the quoted uncertainties, and the largest difference with respect to the
nominal model is assigned as the systematic uncertainty due to this source. The masses and widths of intermediate
resonances are varied within their uncertainties [6]. To account for the Kπ and Kη S-wave components, the model
used in the fit is modified by adding a wide resonance κ described by a complex pole function [32] for a Kπ S-wave,
and K∗

0 (1950)
− described by RBW for a Kη S-wave. The nonsignificant resonance a0(1450)+ is added to evaluate

the πη S-wave component uncertainty. We also use a K̄∗(1680)0 resonance instead of a K̄∗(1410)0 contribution.
The systematic uncertainty due to the Dalitz distribution of combinatorial background is evaluated by (1) varying

the M sideband region within a shift of ±5 MeV/c2, and by (2) correcting the Dalitz distribution of experimental data
in the M sideband by the ratio of combinatorial background in the M signal and sideband regions from generic MC.
The larger difference is assigned as the systematic uncertainty due to the background distribution. The systematic
uncertainty related to efficiency is estimated in two ways: (1) removing the correction for PID efficiency, and (2)
shifting the p∗(D∗) limit by ±0.05 GeV/c to consider possible discrepancy between MC and experimental data in
p∗(D∗) spectrum. These uncertainties are combined quadratically to give a systematic uncertainty due to efficiency.
Comparing with the nominal fit model, the difference in the fit results when the signal fraction is varied by ±1σ (as


