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We report an observation of the B*¥ — J/ynK* and B° — J/wnK(S) decays using 772 x
10°BB pairs collected at the Y(4S) resonance with the Belle detector at the KEKB
asymmetric-energy ete~ collider. We obtain the branching fractions B(B* — J/ynK*) =
(1.27 £ 0.11(stat.) = 0.11(syst.)) x 107 and B(B® — J/ynK?) = (5.22 £ 0.78(stat.) +
0.49(syst.)) x 107, We search for a new narrow charmonium(-like) state X in the J /i1 mass
spectrum and find no significant excess. We set upper limits on the product of branching frac-
tions, B(B* — XK*)B(X — J/¥n),at 3872 MeV ¢ 2 where a C-odd partner of X (3872) may
exist, at 1 (4040) and ¥ (4160) assuming their known mass and width, and over a range from 3.8
to 4.8 GeV ¢ 2. The obtained upper limits at 90% confidence level for X704 (3872), v/ (4040),
and ¥ (4160) are 3.8 x 107%, 15.5 x 107, and 7.4 x 107, respectively.

Subject Index C07, C21

The discovery of a narrow charmonium-like resonance, X (3872), in the J/ym+m~ final state
by the Belle collaboration in 2003 [1] opened a new era in the spectroscopy of charmonium and
charmonium-like exotic states [2]. In addition to J /v 7 ~, X (3872) decays are also seen in the
DD [3,4], J /YT w 7O [5], and J /vy [6,7] final states. Observation of the X (3872) — J /¥y
mode confirms that its C-parity is even. The studies of angular distributions of the decay products
in the X (3872) — J/ynt7~ mode by CDF [8] and Belle [9] as well as the 37 invariant mass
spectrum in J /¥t~ 7% mode by BaBar [5] restrict J¥€ to be either 17+ and 2~ but do not
allow a definitive determination. A full five-dimensional amplitude analysis of the angles among the
decay products in BT — X (3872)K™, X (3872) — J/yrntm~ recently performed by the LHCb
collaboration has unambiguously assigned J ¢ = 11+ to the X (3872) [10].

The very small width (I' < 1.2MeV) [9] of the X (3872) and its mass (M = 3871.7 &+
0.2MeV ¢~2) close to the D D*¥ threshold [ 11] make its interpretation as a D D*0 molecule [12,13]
quite plausible. However, other models such as tetraquark [14], hybrid (ccg) [15], and the admix-
ture of molecular and charmonium states [16] are not excluded. In both the molecule and tetraquark
pictures [17,18], a C-odd partner (X¢°44) or a charged partner (X*) of X (3872) can exist. So
far, searches for the charged partner X* — J/yn*n® have given negative results [9,19]. This
might be only because the X¥ is too broad, given the current statistics; it leaves open the possi-
bility of a moderately narrow C-odd partner, as postulated by the tetraquark model [17]. Recently,
the Belle collaboration has searched for the X€0dd Xc1Y transition in B — x.1y K decays and
reported evidence for a narrow resonance at 3823 MeV ¢~2 [20]. This resonance is presumably the
13D2c5(1/f2) rather than the X 44 since its mass, decay width, and the discovery decay mode are
consistent with theoretical prediction for this charmonium state [21-23].

Alternatively, the X©°4d might appear in the J /1 final state. The photon energy in n — yy is
well above the energy threshold to be detected in B-factory experiments even in the case where the
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resonance is just above the J/vrn mass threshold. Therefore, the J /¢ n system in the three-body
B — J/¥nK decay is a suitable final state to search for a missing C-odd partner of the X (3872)
as well as any yet-unseen charmonium(-like) resonances. The J /i final state is also sensitive to
the v (4040) and v (4160) resonances, whose decays into J/vn were recently reported by BESIII
in e*e™ annihilation [24] and Belle in the initial state radiation process [25]. Since the total width
and partial width to e™e™ are known for these charmonia [11], this observation implies v (4040) and
¥ (4160) have branching fractions of a few percent to J/v. If the branching fractions for B —
¥ (4040) K * or ¥ (4160) K * are as high as ~ 1073, these decay channels are accessible with Belle’s
data set.

The branching fraction for B — J/¢¥nK decay may also shed light on the inclusive spectrum of
B — J/y X, which is fairly well described by non-relativistic QCD calculations [26] except for an
excess in the low momentum region [27-29]. There have been several models proposed to explain
this excess, such as B — J /¢ K, (where K, is a hybrid meson with 5gg constituents) [30], or a
still-undiscovered charmonium(-like) state that decays into J /¢ [31]. Such exotic or new states can
be constrained by measurements of multibody B decay modes into J/vr, such as B — J/ynK,
because they populate the region of the above-mentioned excess.

A previous study by the BaBar collaboration [32] reported an observation of B — J/y¥nK* and
evidence for B — J/ynK (S)l using 90 x 10°B B pairs (N p)> but no signal of a narrow resonance
was found in the J /v n spectrum. In this paper, we present a study of B — J/¥nK decays based on
a data sample of 772 x 10°BB events collected with the Belle detector at the KEKB asymmetric-
energy e e collider [33,34] at the Y (4S) resonance.

The Belle detector is a large solid-angle magnetic spectrometer that consists of a silicon vertex
detector (SVD), a 50-layer central drift chamber (CDC), an array of aerogel threshold Cherenkov
counters (ACC), a barrel-like arrangement of time-of-flight scintillation counters (TOF), and an
electromagnetic calorimeter (ECL) comprised of CsI(TI) crystals located inside a superconducting
solenoid coil that provides a 1.5 T magnetic field. An iron flux return located outside of the coil is
instrumented to detect K 2 mesons and to identify muons (KLM). The detector is described in detail
in Ref. [35]; see also the detector section in Ref. [36]. Two inner detector configurations were used.
A 2.0 cm radius beampipe and a three-layer silicon vertex detector were used to collect the first
sample of 152 x 10°BB pairs, while a 1.5 cm radius beampipe, a four-layer silicon detector, and a
small-cell inner drift chamber were used to record the remaining 620 x 10° BB pairs [37].

Charged tracks coming from B decays should originate from the interaction point (IP). The closest
approach with respect to the IP is required to be within 5.0 cm along the beam direction (z-axis) and
within 2.0 cm in the transverse plane. Photons are reconstructed as ECL clusters without an asso-
ciated charged track that have transverse shower shape variables consistent with an electromagnetic
cascade hypothesis. For n reconstruction, the daughter photon has an energy greater than 100 MeV
in the laboratory frame.

The J /¥ meson is reconstructed in its decay to £7¢~ (£ = e or ). From the selected charged
tracks, e candidates are identified by combining specific-ionization (dE /dx) information from the
CDC, E/p (where E is the shower energy detected in the ECL and p is the momentum measured
by the SVD and the CDC), and shower shape in the ECL. In addition, the ACC information and the
position difference between the electron track candidate and the matching ECL cluster are used in the

! Inclusion of charge-conjugate modes is implied.
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identification of electron candidates. In the J /¥ — e™

e~ mode, in order to recover bremsstrahlung
photons and final state radiation, the four-momenta of all photons within 50 mrad of each of the lep-
tons are included in the invariant mass that is hereinafter denoted as M,+.-(,). Identification of u
candidates is based on the track penetration depth and hit pattern in the KLLM system [38]. The recon-
structed invariant mass of a J /1 candidate must satisfy 2.95 GeV ¢ ™2 < M+ -y < 3.13GeV c?
0r3.04GeVe 2 < M - < 3.13GeV ¢~ 2. In order to improve the momentum resolution, a vertex-
constrained fit followed by a mass-constrained fit is applied for the J /v candidates and convergence
of both fits is required.

Pairs of photons are combined to form 7 candidates within the mass range 510 MeV ¢ 2 < M. vy <
575MeV ¢ 2. To further reduce combinatorial background, the  — yy candidates are required to
have an energy balance parameter (|E| — E3|/(E1 + E3)) smaller than 0.8, where E| (E>) is the
energy of the first (second) photon in the laboratory frame. To suppress the background photons from
70 decays, we reject any photon forming a 7° candidate (117 MeV ¢2 < M,, < 153MeV c?)
with any other photon in the event. For the selected  candidates, a mass-constrained fit is performed
to improve the momentum resolution.

Charged kaons are identified by combining information from the CDC, TOF, and ACC systems.
The kaon identification efficiency is about 90% while the probability of misidentifying a pion as a
kaon is about 10% for the corresponding momentum range. K g mesons are reconstructed by com-
bining two oppositely charged tracks (both assumed to be pions) and requiring the invariant mass
M+, to be between 482 and 514 MeV ¢ 2. The selected candidates are required to have a vertex
displaced from the IP as described in Ref. [39].

A B — J/¥nK candidate is formed from the J/v, n and kaon candidates and is identified by
two kinematic variables defined in the Y (45) rest frame (cms): the energy difference (AE = Ej, —

EY ) and the beam-energy constrained mass (My, = \/(E* )2 — (P;)Z). Here, E___isthe cms

beam beam beam
beam energy and E and Py are the cms energy and momentum, respectively, of the reconstructed

B candidate. Events having at least one B candidate satisfying Mp, > 5.27GeV ¢™2 and |AE| <
0.2 GeV are retained for further analysis.

Among the retained events, 29% have more than one B candidate. This is predominantly due to
the wrong combination in forming the 1 candidate or, far less frequently, due to an incorrect J /¢ —
£7 ¢~ reconstruction; cases with an incorrect kaon candidate are negligible. Therefore, we select
the B candidate having the smallest goodness of fit, defined as x? = (Mp+p- —my /10)2 /(732+ T
My, — m,,)z/afy, where M+ - denotes M,+,—(,) or M+ ,—, 0¢+¢— denotes the Mg+ resolutions
(11.1 MeV ¢~ 2 for M+ .-,y and 8.9 MeV c~2 for M, +,-), My, is the photon pair mass, and 0, is
the M, resolution (13.8 MeV ¢~2). Here, m /y, and m,, are the nominal meson masses [11].

To suppress continuum background, we reject events having a ratio R, of the second to zeroth
Fox—Wolfram moments [40] greater than 0.5. Among the backgrounds from BB events, those that
contain a real J/¥ — €€~ decay dominate. A large sample of B — J /¥ X Monte Carlo (MC)
decays, corresponding to 100 times the data sample, is used to model this background component’s
My, and AE distributions. When v decays to the final states other than J /v, the B — 'K decay
mode forms a significant portion of the background. We denote this contribution as the B — /(4
J/¥rn)K process. In order to reduce this background, we reject a J /v that, when combined with a
7t~ pair, forms a ¥’ candidate with a mass difference in the range 0.58 GeV ¢ =2 < M, Syt —
myy < 0.60GeV ¢~2. The non-J /v background is estimated using the M+, sideband events in
the data and is found to be negligible.
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Fig. 1. (color online). AE distribution of (a) B* — J/ynK* and (b) B® — J/ 1//77K(S) candidates in
My, > 5.27 GeV ¢ 2. The signal-enhanced region for B* — J/ynK¥* is shown by the the red arrows in
(a). Data are shown by points with error bars. The red dashed line is signal, the cyan dot-dashed line is
B — ¥/ (# J/¥n)K background, the magenta dot-dot-dashed line is B — x.; K background, and the green
dotted line is other backgrounds.

The B decay signal extraction is carried out by performing an extended unbinned maximum like-
lihood (UML) fit to the AE distribution. Figure 1 shows the A E distribution for the charged and
neutral B decay candidates together with the fit results. Clear signal peaks are seen on the smoothly
distributing background for both cases. For these decays, a sum of two Gaussians is used to model
the probability density function (PDF) for signal events. For the BY — J/ynK™* decay mode, the
mean and width of the core Gaussian are floated and the remaining parameters are fixed to values
obtained by fitting the signal MC distribution. Since we have smaller statistics for B® — J/ynK?,
the parameters of the signal PDF are fixed to the values of data obtained by the B* — J/ynK=*
sample. Since the B — ¢//(4 J/¥n)K and B — .1 K decay modes are expected to have different
features compared to other backgrounds in the A E distribution, these two processes are treated sepa-
rately. We use a bifurcated Gaussian to describe these decay modes whose parameters are fixed from
large MC simulation samples. Since the branching fractions for these decay modes are known [11],
their yields are also fixed. To model the remaining featureless combinatorial background in the
AE projection, we use a second-order (first-order) Chebyshev polynomial for the BYf — J/ynK*
(B - J/ wan) decay mode. We obtain signal yields of 428 &£ 37 events and 94 £ 14 events
for the B* — J/ynK™* and B — J/ynK (S) decay modes, respectively. The detection efficiency
estimation for B¥ — J/ynK™* is described in more detail later. The three-body phase space distri-
bution is assumed for B — J/ynK (S). Their branching fractions are (1.27 4 0.11 & 0.11) x 1074
and (5.22 4 0.78 +0.49) x 107>, where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is sys-
tematic uncertainty; these uncertainties are described later in detail. We calculate the statistical
significance, /—2In Lo/ Lmax, Where Lmax (Lo) denote the likelihood value when the signal yield
is allowed to vary (is set to zero). The significance is found to be 170 (70) for the BT — J/ynK*
(B — J/ynK 2) decay mode. We observe the B — J/ynK 2 decay mode for the first time with
the significance more than 5o. Equal production of neutral and charged B meson pairs in the Y (4.5)
decay is assumed. We used the secondary branching fractions reported in Ref. [11]. The results of
the fits are presented in Table 1.
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Table 1. Summary of the detection efficiency (¢), signal yield (Ny,), and branching fraction (B) in
—0.2GeVc? < AE < 0.2GeV ¢ 2, where the first and second errors are statistical and systematic.

Decay mode €(%) Niig B
B* — J/ynK* 9.37 428 £+ 37 (1.27+£0.11+£0.11) x 1074
B’ — J/wan 7.23 94+ 14 (5.22+£0.78 £0.49) x 107>
(@ (b)
s0f- L -
o 25
= :
E; 30%— } % 15;_
:>.|J 202—{ {} HN {‘#H{.H{H { % 10;—
G 1 PP Pl R i . *lu bet 11T 70 T
9% 38 4 MJ/W‘[‘GZeV/cz] 4.4 4.6 4.8 & : T

LI T

L 1 ML o PRI A P
378 3.8 382 384 3.86 388 39 392 394 396
M, [GeVic?]

Fig. 2. (color online). The J /7 invariant mass (M, ) distribution of B* — J/ynK* candidates for: (a)
the entire mass distribution, (b) the region around the ¥/’, and (c) the X (3872) region. Data is shown by points
with error bars; overall fit is shown by blue solid line. For (b) and (c), the red dashed line is for signal (v’ and
X (3872) in (b) and (c), respectively) and the green two dotted-dashed line is for the remainder.

Since the BE—//¥nk* signal is strong, we use the J/vn mass spectrum (M /y,) to resolve
the intermediate states in this three-body final state. For this purpose, we select events having
—35MeV < AE < 30MeV. This requirement corresponds to £3.50 (%1.30) of the narrower
(wider) Gaussian. The B decay signal yield in this signal-enhanced region is 403 + 35 events.

The My, distribution for this subsample is shown in Fig. 2(a). We find a clear peak corresponding
to the ' — J/¥n decay at 3686 MeV ¢~2 with a yield of 46 + 8 events by performing a UML fit to
the My, distribution in the range from the kinematical threshold to 3770 MeV ¢ 2. We parametrize
the ¥’ signal and remaining contributions by the sum of two Gaussians and a threshold function,
respectively, as shown in Fig. 2(b). The v/ shape is fixed to that found by a fit to the MC distribu-
tion, which is calibrated by the difference in resolution between data and simulation. The My,
calibration factor is taken from the AE distribution, since both resolutions are dominated by that
of the n (reconstructed from photons rather than charged tracks). The threshold function is taken
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Table 2. Summary of the detection efficiency (¢), signal yield (N), and branching fraction (3), where the
first and second errors are statistical and systematic, respectively. For B — 'K, followed by ' — J /Y1,
B denotes the products of the branching fractions, B(B* — ' K*)B(y/' — J/v¥n). For the B* decays, all
relevant numbers are defined in the signal enhanced region, —35MeV < AE < 30 MeV.

Decay mode €(%) Niig B

B* — J/ynK* (Total) 8.82 403 £ 35 (1.2740.11 +£0.11) x 107*
B* - y'K* ' — J/yn 8.42 46 + 8 (0.15+0.03 £0.01) x 10~*
B* — J/ynK* (excl. ' K¥) 8.88 357 +£38 (1.12£0.11 +0.10) x 1074

asa(My yy — mo)V2 + b(My gy — mo)>/? + c(My gy — mo)>/?, where mo = 3.644 GeV ¢ 2 and
the shape determined by a, b, and ¢ is fixed to MC simulation; its normalization is floated in the fit.
We obtain B(B* — Y/ KB — J/yn) = (0.15 £ 0.03(stat.) + 0.01(syst.)) x 10~4, which is
in agreement with the PDF value [11]. The rest of the B decay signal does not show any peaking
structure and is consistent with three-body phase space.

The efficiency that is used to obtain the total branching fraction is determined by weighting the
B* — /K7 and the three-body phase components according to the observed M /4y Spectrum.
After subtracting the yield of 46 + 8 events for BY — 'K followed by ' — J /1 (as described
earlier), the remaining B decay signal yield is 357 £ 38 events and is used to extract the branching
fraction in Table 2.

The major source of systematic uncertainty in the branching fraction measurements is from the
PDF uncertainty. It is estimated by varying all fixed parameters by +10 and summing all the vari-
ations in quadrature; it amounts to 7.3% for B* — J/ynK¥* and 8.4% for B" — J/wnK(S). The
uncertainty of the tracking efficiency is estimated to be 0.35% per track. Small differences in the lep-
ton and kaon identification efficiency between the data and MC simulation are included in the
detection efficiency estimation and the relevant uncertainty is assigned as a systematic error. The

uncertainty of electron identification is studied using the J /¢ — e*

e~ sample and estimated to
be 0.9% per ete™ pair. A similar approach for muon identification results in a systematic error of
3.9% per 't 0~ pair. A kaon identification uncertainty is determined to be 1.4% from the study using
the D** — D%(— K~mt)m* sample. The uncertainty on the n — yy efficiency is estimated to
be 3.0% [41]. The K 2 efficiency contributes a 0.7% error in the B — J/ynK 2 mode. The uncer-
tainties due to signal MC simulation statistics (0.5%) and the secondary branching fractions (0.7%)
have only a small effect. The uncertainty of N 57 is 1.4%. Table 3 summarizes the systematic uncer-
tainties. The overall systematic error is obtained by adding all the contributions in quadrature; it is
8.6% for B — J/ynK¥* and 9.4% for B® — J/Wan.

In order to probe the contribution of the X €-0dd

partner, assuming that it has same mass and width as
the X (3872), a sum of two Gaussians for signal and a first-order polynomial for background is used.
For signal, all the parameters are fixed after applying the same MC-data shape-parameter calibrations
used in the ¥’ case. The X (3872) region is shown in Fig. 2(c). The fit result for the X €4 yield is
found to be 2.3 + 5.2 events and we determine a 90% confidence level (C.L.) upper limit (U.L.) on the
product of the branching fractions, B(BT — XK+ B(xC-0dd . j/yn) < 3.8 x 1075, using
a frequentist approach. For a given signal yield, a large number of MC simulation sets, including
signal and background components, are generated according to their PDFs, and a fit is performed to
each set. The C.L. is determined from the fraction of sets that give a yield larger than the one observed
in data. The input signal yield is varied until we obtain 90% C.L.; this input yield is the U.L. for the

observed signal yield. To take into account the systematic uncertainty, the input signal yield for the
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Table 3. Contributions to the systematic uncertainty of the branching fraction. The value of PDF shape in
parenthesis is for the BT — ' K* decay followed by ¢' — J /1.

Contribution (%)
Source B* — J/ynK* B® — J/ynK?)
PDF shape (B* — Y'K*, ¥/ — J/¥n) 7.3 (5.8) 8.4
Tracking efficiency 1.05 0.7
Lepton identification 2.4 2.4
Charged kaon identification 1.4 —
n — yy efficiency 3.0 3.0
K{ — ntn~ efficiency — 0.7
Signal MC simulation stat. 0.5 0.5
Secondary B 0.7 0.7
Nz 1.4 1.4
Total (inc. ¥’ K*) 8.6 (7.4) 9.4

Table 4. The UL. for the product of the branching fractions B(B* — X(— J/yn)K*) =
B(B* — XK*)B(X — J/y¥n) at 3872 and the y states recently found to decay into J/yn. Note
that € is the corrected detection efficiency and the signal yield N, is given as an U.L. at 90% confidence level.

My or ¥ (%) Niig B(B* — X(— J/yn)K™F)
3872 8.1 <10.6 <38x10°°
¥ (4040) 9.2 <514 <155x107°
¥ (4160) 9.2 <243 <0.74 x 1073

simulated sets follows a Gaussian distribution whose width corresponds to the systematic uncertainty.
This ensures that the yield fluctuations within the simulated sets exceed those due solely to Poisson
statistics. We divide the 3.8 to 4.8 GeV ¢~ region into five 200 MeV ¢~ 2-wide intervals and use the
PDF and efficiency estimated at 4070, 4270, 4470, and 4670 MeV ¢ 2. For the ¥ (4040) and ¢ (4160)
cases, we describe the resonance by a Breit—Wigner function with the mass and width fixed to the
values reported in Ref. [11]. Table 4 summarizes the U.L. for the X¢ 44 and (4040, 4160). As
shown in Fig. 3, we also provide the U.L. at 90% C.L. of narrow resonances over a range from 3.8 to
4.8GeV ¢ 2, with 5 MeV ¢ 2 steps, using the same procedure as for the X €044 U.L. estimation.

In summary, we observe the B* — J/ynK* and B® — J/ wan decay modes and present
the most precise measurements to date of the branching fractions, B(B* — J/ynK*) = (1.27 +
0.11(stat.) £ 0.11(syst.)) x 10™* and B(B® — J/ynK?2) = (5.22 £ 0.78(stat.) == 0.49(syst.)) x
107, For the B¥ — J/ynK* signal, the M /yrn distribution is used to resolve each possible con-
tribution to search for a resonance in the J/vyn final state. Except for the known ' — J/¥rn
decay, the My, spectrum is found to be featureless and follows a non-resonant distribution.
Because no signal is seen, we obtain an U.L. on the product of the branching fractions, B(B* —
XCoddgEyp(xC-odd . j/yn) < 3.8 x 1070 at 90% C.L.; this is less than one half of the cor-
responding value in X (3872) — J/yrnwtmw~ [11] ¥ (4040) and v (4160) decays into J/vn are
observed in the initial state radiation process [25], production of those charmonia and their decays
to the J/vyn final state in B decays are found to be insignificant. The obtained U.L.s exclude a large
branching fraction, O(1073), for B* — 1/(4040)K* and B¥ — v (4160) K *. Nevertheless, values
comparable to BY — /K* or B¥ — ¢(3770)K*, O(10™%), are still possible. Our results show
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Fig. 3. 90% C.L. upper limit of the B(B* — XK*)B(X — J/yrn) for a narrow resonance X as a function
of the mass, with a S MeV ¢~ interval.

that either the production of the C-odd partner of the X (3872) resonance in two-body B decay and/or
its decay into J /7 is suppressed.

Acknowledgements

We thank the KEKB group for excellent operation of the accelerator; the KEK cryogenics group for efficient
solenoid operations; and the KEK computer group, the NII, and PNNL/EMSL for valuable computing and
SINET4 network support. We acknowledge support from MEXT, JSPS, and Nagoya’s TLPRC (Japan); ARC
and DIISR (Australia); FWF (Austria); NSFC (China); MSMT (Czechia); CZF, DFG, and VS (Germany); DST
(India); INFN (Italy); MEST, NRFE, GSDC of KISTI, and WCU (Korea); MNiSW and NCN (Poland); MES
and RFAAE (Russia); ARRS (Slovenia); IKERBASQUE and UPV/EHU (Spain); SNSF (Switzerland); NSC
and MOE (Taiwan); and DOE and NSF (USA). This work is partly supported by Grant-in-Aid from MEXT
for Scientific Research on Innovative Areas (“Elucidation of New Hadrons with a Variety of Flavors™).

Funding
Open Access funding: SCOAP?.

References

[1] S.-K. Choi et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 262001 (2003).
[2] N. Brambilla et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 71, 1534 (2011).

(3]
(4]
[5]
[6]
(7]
(8]
(9]
[10]
(11]

[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]

T. Aushev et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 81, 031103 (2010).

B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 77, 011102 (2008).

P. del Amo Sanchez et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 82, 011101 (2010).
B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 132001 (2009).

V. Bhardwaj et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 091803 (2011).

A. Abulencia et al. (CDF collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 132002 (2007).

S.-K. Choi et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 84, 052004 (2011).

R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 222001 (2013).

J. Beringer et al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev. D 86, 010001 (2012) (and the 2013 particle update
for the 2014 edition).

E. S. Swanson, Phys. Lett. B 598, 197 (2004).

E. S. Swanson, Phys. Rep. 429, 243 (2000).

L. Maiani, F. Piccinini, A.D. Polosa, and V. Riquer, Phys. Rev. D 71, 014028 (2005).
B. A. Li, Phys. Lett. B 605, 306 (2005).

M. Suzuki, Phys. Rev. D 72, 114013 (2005).

K. Terasaki, Prog. Theor. Phys. 127, 577 (2012).

10/11

GTOZ ‘0E Yore |\ uo Arigijauinogp A o Aisieaiun ke /Hio'seulnolploxodeid//:dny wouy pspeojumoq


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.262001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1534-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.031103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.011102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.011101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.132001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.091803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.132002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.052004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.222001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.07.059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2006.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.11.062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.114013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.127.577
http://ptep.oxfordjournals.org/

PTEP 2014, 043C01 T. Iwashita et al.

[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
[28]
[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]
[33]

[34]
[35]
[36]
[37]
[38]
[39]
[40]
[41]

J. Nieves and M. Pavon Valderrama, Phys. Rev. D 86, 056004 (2012).

B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 71, 031501 (2005).

V. Bhardwaj et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 032001 (2013).

D. Ebert, R. N. Faustov, and V. O. Galkin, Phys. Rev. D 67, 014027 (2003).

P. Ko, J. Lee, and H. S. Song, Phys. Lett. B 395, 107 (1997).

C.-F Qiao, F. Yuan, and K.-T. Chao, Phys. Rev. D 55, 4001 (1997).

M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 86, 071101 (2012).

X. L. Wang et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 87, 051101 (2013).

M. Beneke, G. A. Schuler, and S. Wolf, Phys. Rev. D 62, 034004 (2000).

R. Balest et al. (CLEO Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 52, 2661 (1995).

S. Anderson et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 282001 (2002).

B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 67, 032002 (2003).

C.-K. Chua and W.-S. Hou, Phys. Rev. D 68, 054012 (2003).

T. J. Burns, F. Piccinini, A. D. Polosa, V. Prosperi, and C. Sabelli, Phys. Rev. D 83, 114029 (2011).
B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 041801 (2004).

S. Kurokawa and E. Kikutani, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 499, 1 (2003) (and other
papers included in this volume).

T. Abe et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 03A001 (2013) (and following articles up to 03A011).

A. Abashian et al. (Belle Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 479, 117 (2002).
J. Brodzicka et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 04D001 (2012).

Z. Natkaniec et al. (Belle SVD2 Group), Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 560, 1 (20006).
A. Abashian et al. (Belle Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 491, 69 (2002).
K.-F. Chen et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 72, 012004 (2005).

G. C. Fox and S. Wolfram, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41, 1581 (1978).

M.-C. Chang et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 85, 091102(R) (2012).

11/11

GTOZ ‘0E Yore |\ uo Arigijauinogp A o Aisieaiun ke /Hio'seulnolploxodeid//:dny wouy pspeojumoq


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.056004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.031501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.032001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.014027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00041-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.4001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.071101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.051101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.034004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.2661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.282001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.032002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.054012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.114029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.041801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.012004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.41.1581
http://ptep.oxfordjournals.org/

	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.284 790.866]
>> setpagedevice


