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Large CP-violation effects can occur for time-evolved B® decays into definite CP eigenstates. The
rates into these unique CP eigenmodes are tiny. This article advocates the use of many additional
modes that are not CP cigenstates because of mixtures of angular momenta. Naively, for those
modes a partial and sometimes large cancellation of the CP asymmetry occurs. However, a detailed
study of their angular correlations enables the projection onto definite CP eigenstates, and thus re-

covers the full CP asymmetry.

I. INTRODUCTION

The focus of the study of CP violation in neutral-B de-
cays' is considerably broadened if we study modes where
different partial waves contribute with different CP pari-
ties.2~¢ Many such modes exit, for example, those where
the B® decays to two particles with spin, such as YK *° or
D**D*~. The asymmetry in the total rate from such a
channel suffers from a partial cancellation or dilution of
the asymmetry from the two different CP contributions.
Hence such modes require an angular analysis of the de-
cays of the spinning particles to separate out definite CP
contributions and thus obtain asymmetry measurements
that probe the basic standard-model predictions.” Of
course, if nature is kind and a single CP channel dom-
inates the decay, then the CP asymmetry may be approxi-
mately measured without any angular analysis. However
in these cases an angular analysis can be performed
without any loss in statistical accuracy and without any
error from the small opposite CP contribution to yield a
more precise measurement of the CP asymmetry.

The particle content of all the modes discussed here is
such that one can construct CP eigenstates from a super-
position of helicity states, without invoking a different
particle content. Thus, for example, the modes YK m°
and D**D*~ are considered here, but not modes such as
D*+p‘. This article presents several different ap-
proaches to the angular analysis. All are based on stan-
dard helicity formalism.}~!© The merits of the various
approaches depend on a number of factors, many of
which are not yet known, such as the relative strengths of

_the different helicity amplitudes. By the time sufficient
data are accumulated to attempt any of these analyses, a
great deal more will be known about these factors. For
any given channel, the preferred method will be clear.
We present here four approaches and briefly discuss the
merits of each.

The first approach analyzes events in terms of a quanti-
ty we call transversity, which characterizes the spin pro-
jections of a three-body intermediate state in a direction
transverse to the plane of the three-body system.’ This

8

approach requires the minimum amount of angular
analysis to arrive at definite CP quantities. We show
that, in certain cases, moments of the data with respect to
a single polar angle can achieve the required separation.
This method has the advantage that it allows us to sum
resonant and nonresonant contributions to certain final
states, whereas the more detailed angular analysis re-
quires reconstruction of a specific two-body parent sys-
tem for the three-body state. For another simple method
applicable for some modes, see Ref. 4.

The second method uses a more complete angular
analysis and forms all possible independent angular mo-
ments of the data. This allows the study of additional
channels not amenable to the transversity treatment.
Like the transversity moment analysis it has the advan-
tage that it allows asymmetries to be extracted without
a priori knowledge of the relative strengths of the
different helicity contributions. In both cases this can be
done by combining results from both B® and B © decays.

The remaining two methods use a maximum-likelihood
fit to the angular structure of the CP-violating decay and
to a set of isospin-related channels that are not influenced
by CP-violating effects. This can be done either using
only the transversity polar-angle distributions or using
the full angular distributions. For a transversity analysis
of this type, one needs to know the relative strengths of
the contributions for each possible absolute value of the
transversity. This can frequently be determined from
isospin-related channels.!! For the full angular analysis,
one needs to determine the full set of helicity amplitudes
and their relative strong-interaction phases. Again data
from isospin-related channels may make this possible.
This method will provide the most accurate measure of
the asymmetry for those modes where sufficient data is
available to determine all the necessary quantities well.

The plan of this report is as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce some general notation and review the dilution of
asymmetry that occurs when two different CP channels
contribute to a given final state. Section III presents a
discussion of transversity analysis. Section IV reviews
the many channels for which it can be used, and Sec. V
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presents as an example the transversity analysis for the
case of two spin-one particles. Results from more com-
plete angular analyses are discussed in Sec. VI. Section
VII reviews the accuracy of the asymmetry measure-
ments obtained by each of the methods and discusses the
relative advantage of maximum-likelihood methods com-
pared to moment analyses. Section VIII contains some
concluding observations. Appendix A contains a proof
that transversity is a projector for definite CP, Appendix
B contains the details of the full angular analysis and
time dependences, and Appendix C presents a summary
of an analysis of the sensitivity of results to various mea-
surement errors.
II. PRELIMINARIES —DILUTION
OF CP VIOLATION

This section introduces some notation and discusses
the dilution in the CP-violating asymmetry when the final
state is a mixture of different angular momenta which
contribute with different parity and hence different CP.
One can most readily treat these processes using the heli-
city formalism, which gives a correct relativistic analysis
of the angular momentum in the decay process. This is a
well-established formalism which provides the basis for
analysis of angular structure in the subsequent decays of
the two spinning particles.>%1°

We begin by discussing the results obtained for such
processes without any angular analysis. We show that
the asymmetries thus measured depend on the ratio of
CP-even to CP-odd contributions and are diluted, that is,
reduced in magnitude, relative to the asymmetry of a
pure CP state. We denote a time evolved, initially pure
BO as Bphys Any rate difference between the process
Bphys —>f and the CP-conjugated process B 2 phys—> f sig-
nals CP violation. The rate difference comes about be-
cause the processes have each two interfering contribu-
tions to each partial wave or helicity amplitude, see Fig.
1. The CP-violating interference term is denoted by ImA.
The rate of B% to fis

(B, —f)=T,(1+a)+T_(1—a) (1)
and for the B %to fis
T(B %, — /=T (1—a)+T _(1+a) . )

The CP-even and CP-odd rates are parametrized by the
widths I"; and I'"_, respectively. The parameter a is pro-
portional to ImA, and would be the asymmetry if the CP-
even state dominated. The rates of Eqgs. (1) and (2) could
be time dependent or time integrated. In the former

case!
a=—ImAsin(Amt) , 3)
and I', and I'_ contain a factor e %, where T is the

width of the B%.!? In this case the analysis of angular dis-
tributions must be made for each time bin separately.
since the asymmetry is different at different times. Be-
cause the angular dependence and the time dependence
factorize this introduces no particular complication for
the extraction of the CP asymmetry from the angular in-
formation; the method is the same for every time-bin data
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of two paths (a) from B° to
the final state £, direct or via mixing to the B ° followed by de-
cay, and (b) from B ° to the final state f, the CP conjugate of f,
via direct decay or via mixing to B° followed by decay.

set. For an experiment which measures a time-integrated
asymmetry, the prediction is -
_ —xImA

s ’ ) 4
1+x2 @

where x =Am /T, and T, denote time-integrated quanti-
ties.
The measured asymmetry is

F(Bphys_’f)"r(ﬁghys—*f_) I‘+ T_

- O
D(BSy—f)+ 1By, —7)  T4tT_

A

The last factor gives a dilution when the final state f is an
admixture of CP-even and CP-odd parities. Presently no
information exists on the ratio I' /T'_ and large dilu-
tions could occur. Study of angular distributions allows
us to avoid such dilutions regardiess of the I' . /I’ _ ratio.

IIl. TRANSVERSE PROJECTION
AS AN ANALYZER OF CP PARITIES _

Consider the decay of a spinless neutral particle B°
into unstable particles 4 and C. (We require 4 and C to
be unstable so that spin information can be learned from
their subsequent decay.) All the subsequent discussion
holds equally for decays of any neutral spin-zero particle,
in particular for B, and D° which we will discuss later.
Let the particles 4 and C have spins s,,s,, helicities
Ag,A. and intrinsic (reflection) parities ,,,, respective-
ly. We consider cases where C is seen in a two-body
mode C—CC,, with spins s, and s,:

B AC
1_*C1C2 . 6)
A simple example to keep in mind is the case A=1),
C=K*°, C,;=Ks, C,=

Let us define the transverse axis as the normal to the
plane containing the threee particles 4C,C, in either the
B or C rest frame (or in the A rest frame where the
plane is defined by the particles C; and C,). The CP-
parity eigenstates of the mode AC,C, can be classified by
the spin projection of the particles along this transverse
axis, which we call the transversity. The state of
transversity 7; of each particle is defined as that linear
combination of helicity states which represents a spin
component 7; along the transverse axis in the rest frame
of particle i. This definition is invariant with respect to
boosts between the C rest frame, in which we analyze C
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decay, and the particle’s own rest frame, which will be
used to analyze its decay.

In Appendix A we prove, using the helicity formalism,
that projection onto states of definite transversity
7=71,+7,+ 7, projects out quantities of definite CP. The
following argument gives a more intuitive understanding
of this result. First consider three particles moving in a
plane, and let the y axis be chosen transverse to the plane.
A reflection about that plane can be written as a product
of a space inversion P and a 180° rotation about the trans-
verse axis:

Rp=Pe'™r=p, e, (7

where P,,, denotes the total intrinsic parity of the three-
particle system, J, denotes the projection of the total an-
gular momentum of the three-particle state on the y axis
and 7 denotes sum of the transversities of the three parti-
cles.!® The three-body state can be viewed as a product
of three one-body plane-wave states, the reflection acts
independently on each particle.

The operator R, has been used extensively in applying
the consequences of space-time symmetries to four-point
functions, i.e., processes characterized by three indepen-
dent momenta.' In the relativistic group-theoretical
description, the operator R, is seen to be the generator of
the “coplanar little group”; i.e., the subgroup of the inho-
mogeneous Lorentz group which leaves three momenta
invariant.'®

To evaluate the action of the reflection operation on
any one particle, we can use the fact that reflection com-
mutes with boosts in the plane. We thus go to the rest
frame of the particle under consideration. In that frame
one readily sees from the definition of the reflection
operator that its eigenvalue for the particle j is the prod-

uct of intrinsic parity times e”"j, where 7; is defined as
the spin projection along the transverse axis. Equation
(7) simply combines the result of each of the three parti-
cles to give the eigenvalue for a three-particle state of
definite transversity.

In decays like B, —J /¢Ks7° and B, —n.Kg7°, each
of the three particles in the final state has a definite in-
trinsic CP. For such cases one can define the operation of
the product of charge conjugation and the reflection in

the plane:
RCPECRP ECPelﬂJy=CP=(CP)intei”T ’ (8)

where (CP),;,, denotes the product of the intrinsic CP of
three particles. The first equality of Eq. (8) is true since
the initial state has spin zero; hence, the final state must
also have spin zero and be invariant under rotations in
the center-of-mass system, and the second equality fol-
lows from Eq. (7).

Thus, for example, any J=0 state of the type
[(c?)Kg7% J =0) in which the (cZ) has a definite intrin-
sic CP and is in an eigenstate of transversity 7 can be
shown to be a CP eigenstate with CP parity given by the
relation
CP|(cT)Ks7%J =0) =Rpl(cT)Kgm%J =0)

=(CP);{ —1)|(cT)Kgn%J=0) .
9)
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Relation (8) applies to any three-body system with a
well-defined intrinsic CP for each particle. It also applies
if particle 4 does not have definite intrinsic CP but de-
cays to a state of definite CP, for example, D°—7 7.
In this case we define the intrinsic CP of particle 4 to be
the CP of its decay channel. This allows a considerable
extension of the class of channels that can be used for CP
analysis. Modes such as 7,K 70, with three spinless par-
ticles have 7=0 and the CP is the intrinsic CP of the
three particles. For the final state J/¢¥K S1r°, for which
the intrinsic CP is odd, the total CP is odd if 7 is zero and
even if 7 is =1. Note also that similar results apply also
to all radial excitations of the charmonium states.

For each of the three particles, the polar angular distri-
bution of its decay with respect to the transverse axis can
be used to separate contributions for each |Ti|, integrated
over all other decay angles. From each set of |7;| one can
then extract a measurement of the undiluted asymmetry.
These measurements can be combined to give an im-
proved value but their errors are highly correlated and
must be treated correctly, as is discussed in Sec. VII.

When particles C; and C, are spinless, two further
classes of decays can be analyzed using transversity.
Table I summarizes the situation, similar results for the
full angular analysis have been tabulated by Dell’Aquila
and Nelson.? The first column of Table I defines the
classes of decays of a spinless neutral particle that can be
analyzed for CP asymmetries using transversity projec-
tions. For each class, Table I defines the quantity & such
that the CP is given by

CP=§(—1)". (10)

Examples for each class of decay defined in Table I are
shown in Tables II-IV. Whenever decays of the spinning
particles allow projection of the magnitude of the trans-
verse spin, the data can be separated into definite-CP
classes, The errors on the various transversity projec-
tions are correlated, so care must be taken when combin-
ing results.

For class 1, the CP does not depend on the spin of par-
ticle C. Thus it is not necessary to determine that C,C,
arise from the decay of a well-defined particle C. Hence,

TABLE 1. The CP parity for the mode AC;C, with transver-
sity 7. The first column defines possible classes. The symbol
XX denotes that particle X is either a CP eigenstate or is ob-
served via its decay into a CP eigenstate. n(X) denotes the in-
trinsic CP parity of particle X.

Class Example of AC,C, CP paritysé‘(—l)’
(1 ded YK n(A)n(C{)ﬁ(C;)(—-i)f
Ci=C, CrrCy
2 Adwd CoT  D*atar), nAN—1)"
C,=C,
Sc, =S¢, =0
¥  4=C D**D*" (="

S¢, =S¢, =0
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TABLE IL. Examples of B, modes, which are mixtures of CP eigenstates, that can be studied with an angular analysis. Here f),
denotes any CP eigenmode of D° and (C, C, ). denotes particles C; and C, coming from a parent particle C.

Quark subprocess Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Full angular analysis
b—ccs YK, "' Ksm® (KSH)E*(DE)W tlf(sz),?1
b—ciud &)77'0fD,p01TDfD fD*(W’+7T—)p0 m('ny)D*

wwfp,p%°fp a1 (vfp)y»
“’Wofb *,Po’n'ofb *
b—ced P’ Y 17")P0 (WIZ)D*(‘ITE)E* i (D), 4(yD) 5 x
Yp°n® (yD)5a(mD) 2
¢QWO (yD)D*(WD)B* 1!1(11
b—»uiid wap®,wp’n® olrta™0) o ptp” ) wo’
v, 0on A ar )p" P%° aiar ,alal

wal,AA

in this class of decays, the resonant and nonresonant pro-
duction of C|C, can be combined in the data sample,
since all events of a given 7 contribute with the same CP.
This may allow the transversity analysis for such a chan-
nel in cases where the full angular analysis cannot be reli-
ably used because of wrong spin backgrounds. This will
probably be the most useful application of transversity
analysis. In class 1 the particles C; and C, may have any
integer spin as long as their subsequent decay allows
reconstruction of their transversity.

In class 2, C;C, must have a well-measured total spin
"(modulo 2), but not necessarily a unique parent particle
C. In this situation the helicities of particles C, and C,
are interchanged as well as sign reversed under CP.
Hence we must require that particles C; and C, have
spin zero in order to form definite-CP quantities using
transversity prqiectiops.

by the many modes given in Table II. This table is not
exhaustive, the reader will see obvious extension of the
list presented here.

In the standard model with three generations of
quarks, we can study the three angles of the unitarity tri-
angle, see Fig. 2. Modes of B, driven by the quark sub-
processes

b—s+gq, c+cs, cted, c+ud (11)

are all governed by sin(283). The b—s transition via a
penguin is denoted by b—s+gq. The interference term
is sin(2a) for processes governed by the b —u +ud quark
subprocess. Again several modes can be analyzed. How-
ever, for this quark subprocess, because only light quarks
occur in the final state, there may be competing contribu-
tions from penguin amplitudes which have similar

Cahibbo-K ohayashi-Maskawa. . _(CKM) _streneth _but
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TABLE III. Examples of B, modes which are admixtures of CP eigenstates that can be studied with an angular analysis. Here

f,#0 (fp) denotes any CP eigenmode of D*° (D).

Class 3

Quark subprocess Class 1 Class 2 7 Full z_mgular analysis
b—>cTs,s Ygr° WKTK )8, ... ¢ (4D 4y D7)
b—cud fD x0T K (vfo )D*o(PoKs )Kl
b—ctd YK, ¥ K s Wp°Ks) X,
b—uiid omKs,p’1°Ks,a,71°Ks a)(poKs)Kl,p"Kl,alKl e

ook, a)poK s

AC,C,, there is no need to find a pseudo-two-body mode
AC. The C,C, could come from nonresonant as well as
resonant production.

For class 2, the D *° of the mode D *%° must be seen in
a CP eigenmode. Either of two decay chains qualify:

0 0 (4]
D*¥*—yfp, D**—mfp,

where f;, denotes any CP eigenstate produced from D°
decay. Both processes occur through L =1, because of
parity conservation. Note however that it is important in
such cases to be able to distinguish between the photon
and the #° as these have opposite intrinsic CP, and hence
give opposite CP contributions for the same transversity.®

In the cldss-3 processes D**D*~,D *D*0 the D*’s
can be studied in all decay modes. We do not require the
neutral D% which could arise in the decays D* —7D° or
D*—yDP to decay to a CP eigenmode. However, we do
need at least one of the D*’s to decay to two spin-zero
particles (usually 7D).

The final column of Table II lists a few of the many ad-
ditional modes that can be analyzed using full angular
analysis, which we will discuss in Sec. VI. The modes
listed here are not accessible via transversity analysis
alone. In contrast, any quasi-two-body mode that can be
analyzed using transversity can also be treated by the
more complete angular analysis which we will discuss
later.

Table III presents a similar list for the decays of the
B,. For all modes of B; of the type studied here that are
driven by the quark subprocesses of Eq. (11), the CP
asymmetries are predicted to be tiny in the standard
model. In contrast modes mediated by the b —u#id sub-
processes have a CP asymmetry proportional to sin(2y)
which could be large. Any modes of type X°Y°Kg or
XOYO(KSWO)K* belong to class 1 of Table I and can be

used to study CP-violating asymmetries. Here X°¥° is
any pair of light neutral mesons of zero total strangeness

which decay in such a way that transversity can be recon-
structed. The transversity analysis thus also can consid-
erably enrich the possibilities for a measurement of
sin(2y). However, here again the contributions of
penguin amplitudes may complicate the theoretical pre-
dictions. i y .

Consider now B ° decays which are driven by b—ciid
and produce a neutral D. Such modes can be used for
CP-violation studies when this neutral D decays into a CP
eigenstate.® It is therefore advantageous to increase the
data sample for D decays into CP eigenstates. Hence in
Table IV we list modes that can be analyzed by applying
the same type of transversity analysis to the D° decay it-
self. This may in turn allow significant increase in the
analyzable data sample of B decays. The Mark III Colla-
boration has already determined that the D%—p®K*° is
dominated by the s and d waves. That means that this
mode is dominated by a single CP when the K * decays to
K s'n‘o, and hence this mode can be readily treated with
this analysis without significant loss of statistical accura-
cy compared to a pure CP channel.

V. EXTRACTION OF DEFINITE CP QUANTITIES
FROM TRANSVERSITY

We now turn to the transversity analysis which we
present for the case of spin one for particle 4. For
higher spins the method is similar; the separation of each
|7] can always be made from the polar-angle distribution
about the transversity axis. If particles C; or C, have
spin, a similar analysis is needed also for their decays.

To analyze the decay of A, we go to the A rest frame.
In Table V we present the results. The first column
defines two readily analyzed groups of possible decays.
Group (a) includes all decays of a spin-1 particle to two
spinless particles and also decays of a vector particle to
three pseudoscalar ones. Group (b) includes the decay of
an axial-vector particle to three pseudoscalars, the decay

TABLE IV. D® Modes which are admixtures of CP eigenstates that can be studied with an angular analysis.

Full angular analysis

Class 1 Class 2 Class 3
oK g,p°1°K oo )po,p"(K*K “po(KYK ), K*¥K* K*"K** ptp~ )
po(KSﬂO)K*O pOPO
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TABLE V. Angular structure as a function of the polar angle
about the transverse axis.
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Group ~ Example (8 ro(0)
(a) 1040 D*—~gD
or 2sin%0 3 cos’0
17 —=3(07) w—rtar 7
(b) 17 —=3(07) f1—nam
or
1—>y+0 D*—yD 3(1+cos6) sin’0
or
1>1+1 Ve e”

of any spin-1 particle to a photon plus a spinless particle,
and the decay of a spin-one particle to a pair of
negligible-mass spin-1 particles via a vector or axial-
vector coupling. The second column presents examples
for decays of particle 4. (We implicitly assume that this
decay proceeds through parity-conserving interactions).
Columns 3 and 4 present the angular distributions for
each |7}, .(8), normalized so that

J! dcosor0)=1 (12)

Here 0 is an angle that describes the angular distribution
of the decaying particle A4, in the rest frame of A, relative
to the transverse axis. When A4 decays into two particles,
the angle @ is the polar angle for one of the particles.
When A decays to three spinless particles, the angle 6 is
the polar angle of the normal to the plane containing the
three decay products.” In all cases all other decay angles
have been integrated out.

Using the angular distributions r_(6) one can then
define the quantities

re(0)=ro(0)1x&)/2+r (B)1FE) /2, (13)

where £ is given in Table I. The rate for a BY phys £0 fg can
be written

T(0)=T(By, —fo)=T 4 (1+a)r (6)+T _(1—a)r_(6),

(14)

where a and 'y may be time-dependent or time-
integrated quantities [see Egs. (3) and (4)]. Let us now
define the weighted integrals

MOEf_lldcosGF(6)=T‘+(1+a)+I‘_(1—a) , (15)
and
M= _lld c0s6 P,(cos0)I'(6)
=T,(l1+ad)o, +T_(1—a)o_, (16)
where @, are defined by
wisf_lld cosf P,(cosB)r,(8) . (17n
Similarly the rate fora B 9, ( to f5 is
[(O)=T(B %y T3
=T (1—a)r (0)+T_(1+a)r_(0). (18)

The state |f5 e> means the state CP| f o). Hence in Eq.

dependlng on the particle content of ‘the state. Since the
.-angular dependence is such that r (m—68)=r

-(0) this in-
troduces no complication in the analysis. Thus we can
extract

My= [’ dcosd T(O=T,(1—a)+T_(1+a)  (19)

and
Jt—lzzfl d cos6 P,(cos6)T(6)
________ (20)

The moments MO,MO,M,_,MZ derived from both the
B® and B data samples, can be combined in many
different ways to construct ratios which each give an un-
diluted measurement of the CP-violating asymmetry a.
First construct the combinations

W,=T,(l+a)=TF
=T (lta)=: P

(21)
from the B data and the similar quantities . obtained
from the B data. These then allow two determinations of
the asymmetry a:

HWe—We)

ay = e o (22)
WitWy

Note that neither of these results requires prior
knowledge of the ratio of I', to I'_. Furthermore each
measures the intrinsic CP asymmetry of the underlying
quark process without dilution. To obtain the most accu-
rate value of asymmetry from this analysis, one takes a
linear combination B

a=aa,+H(l—a)a_  _ (23)
with o chosen to minimize the error on the result. The
optimal choice of a does depend on the actual values of

“the I'’s. We will return to a discussion of the best choice
“of @ in Sec. VIL

With a limited amount of data one could alternatively
begin by dividing the angular distribution into two angu-
lar bins, commonly called polar and equatorial, with a
cut at some appropriate angle. Let us cut at 6=m/3
where cosf@=1/2 and define the equatorial and polar
components E and P by the relations

E=2 [ "d coso 1(6)

=T, ;(1+a)e,+T_ (1—al_, (24)
P=2" dcosdT(6)
12
=I,(1+ap,+T_(1—a)p_ , (25)
‘where the numbers e, and p.. are defined by
eis2fol/2d cosOr.(6) (26)
Ds Elfll/zd cosfr.(6) . (27)

The quantities W, and W. can now be extracted using
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E and P and the corresponding quantities E and P con-
structed from the B ° data sample, just as was done above
using My,M,,M,, and M,. The asymmetries a, can
then be determined as before. The only differences be-
tween the two procedures will be in the errors on the esti-
mates of @, which will be reduced by the moment treat-
ment. However the simpler binning procedure could be
used for a preliminary look. If a CP-violation effect is
present, it should show up as a statistically significant
nonvanishing value for a even in this simpler analysis.
Once such an asymmetry is found the treatment of the
data can be refined. :

In either of these analyses the result for the asymmetry
a does not depend on ', or T'_, or, in principle, on the
choice of a. However the error on a can be minimized by
choosing « in a way that depends on I', and I'_. The
values of I, and I'_ can be determined from examina-
tion of channels related to the channel under study by
isospin symmetry. In many cases these channels will pro-
vide much more data than the channel used for the CP
analysis and so the errors on ', /I'_ will have little
effect on the error on the asymmetry.

VI. FULL ANGULAR ANALYSIS

For classes 2 and 3, a full angular analysis will usually
prove superior to the simple moment treatments de-
scribed above, since the error on the asymmetry measure-
ment from a given set of data can be reduced by more ful-
ly exploiting the known angular structure to extract
several measurements of the asymmetry a with different
correlations among their errors. Such analysis also al-
lows study of modes for which the transversity is not
applicable, for example, modes where neither particle 4
nor C decay to two spin-zero particles.

Appendix B presents the general helicity formalism
and develops a method based on using the Y, functions
to perform angular pI'O_]CCthnS The treatment of the
case of AC=WK*" is given as an example. The results
for D*D * are also tabulated. The angular analysis of the
decay of each particle is most simply carried out in the
rest frame of that particle. One needs to specify a choice
of coordinates for each decay of a spinning particle, once
this is done the angular projections can be used to
separate out the combinations of helicity amplitudes that
have a definite CP and hence to measure asymmetries.?
As in the case of the transversity analysis this can be
achieved by combining B? and BC data, without any
a priori knowledge of the various amplitudes involved.
One can obtain an asymmetry measurement for each pos-
sible combination of helicities. These results can then be
combined for an improved measurement as discussed in
Sec. VII.

This analysis can be applied for any of the modes dis-
cussed previously, provided the system (C,C,) has a
well-defined total angular momentum. In addition,
modes where the transversity analysis cannot readily be
used can also be analyzed; some such modes are listed in
Tables II-1V. For example, consider the case

B° AR,
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where each A subsequently decays to a proton and a pion.
Although the proton spin cannot be measured, it is still
possible to use the angular projections of these decays to
extract quantities of definite CP. This analysis is also
presented in Appendix B. We find for this case that two
definite-CP quantmes Re9;,,. 97,5+ and Reb, ,2_91 o
where 9, . =(A4,£4_,) \/22 can be isolated using angu-
lar projectlons Each of these provides a possible mea-
surement of the intrinsic CP asymmetry. This result ap-
plies for any pair of spin-3/2 resonances, both of which
decay to pm (or pm). For the case of two spin-1/2 reso-
nances which both decay to pw (or pm), the averaging
over the proton spins removes all possibility of separating
the different CP contributions by angular analysis as only
a uniform angular distribution survives.

VII. MINIMIZING THE ERROR
ON THE MEASURED ASYMMETRY

The methods described above each give more than one
measurement of the asymmetry. With the transversity
analysis we had @, or in the more general case one mea-
surement for each set of |7;|. Consider for instance for
integer spin particles 4 and C the full angular analysis
gives effectively (s +1)®> measurements, one from the
square of each of the 2s +1 definite-CP combinations of
helicity amplitudes and one from each interference term
between any two such amplitudes with the same CP.
Here s =min(s,,s,). Interference terms between opposite

.CP contributions depend only quadratically on the asym-

metry and hence do not provide as sensitive a measure-
ment. Furthermore, as can be seen from the example of

t_=e T[Re(G,,. Gt )mReAgysin(Am t)
+Im(G, . G}_)cos(Am t)] (28)

Im91+

derived in Appendix B, the separation of the weak depen-
dence from the strong phases is not as clean in this case.
For the pure CP terms such as

9. 9% =G, [ 1—nIm(Agy)sin(Am t)]e T

the time and asymmetry dependence is much simpler.
From such a term one can readily form the combination

91498 — 9.9,
91+91++§1+91+

=—nIm(Agy)sin(Am t) . (29)
In either analysis the errors on the various measure-
ments of the asymmetry are correlated, and these correla-
tions must be treated properly in determining the error
on any value of the asymmetry extracted by combining
them. All this is standard statistical analysis, we review
it briefly here for completeness.
Consider first the case where we have only the two
measurements a, extracted from the single moment
transversity analysis. We choose!®

a=aa,; +H(l—a)_ . (30)

aL+=

Minimizing the Y? with respect to a gives, for small
asymmetry,
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ok +poo_

— R - (31)
ot 4o} +poio_ e
where o, are the standard errors in W, and p measures

the correlation of these errors. This result of this treat-
ment is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3 as a function of

_ P+—r_

TT,.+r_

1 (32)

for the case of two spin-one particles one of which decays
to two spin-zero particles while the other decays to an
ete ™ pair, e.g., YK *°. We plot the ratio of the expected
error from this analysis to that obtainable with an equal
number of decays to a pure CP state.!® For comparison
we also show the errors obtained for a fixed value a=1,
this gives the upper curve on Fig. 3. One sees, that, in
the worst case, where I, and I' _ are equal, this analysis
requires approximately nine times more data than a pure
CP channel to achieve equal accuracy for the asymmetry
measurement. '

This measurement can be improved by making a
maximum-likelihood fit for the asymmetry using expres-
sion for the 8 angular distribution given by Eq. (14). This
analysis requires further parameters, namely, the quanti-
ties ', which we assume can be extracted from isospin-
related channels. The result of this treatment for the er-
ror on the asymmetry is shown as the dashed curve in
Fig. 3.

Another way to improve the result is by making a
more complete angular analysis. Again we have two op-
tions, an analysis based on moments that does not require
knowledge of the relative strengths and phases of the
various amplitudes, and a maximum-likelihood fit to the
full set of parameters. Where sufficient information is
available, the latter method is superior. Figure 4 shows
the result for the errors on the asymmetry from using a
maximum-likelihood fit to the angular dependence of the

5 l | ]

4 — _

e 7 -

o/c{pure)

-0.5 0 0.5 1.0
(- +T10) .

FIG. 3. The ratio of the expected error on the CP-violating
asymmetry extracted using transversity from the mixed CP state
PK* to that obtainable with an equal number of decays to a
pure CP state. The curve labeled “a=1/2" is based on equal
weightings of @, while that labeled “a fit” uses the optimal
choice for each €. The lowest curve is obtained from a
maximum-likelihood fit to the asymmetry, assuming I', /T"_ is
known. : :
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e — Transversity - g, =0
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=3

=

3
0 I I i :
-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0

(F+_ E)/(T-;."' I. )
-~ FIG. 4. The ratio of expected error on asymmetries obtained
using maximum-likelihood fits for 2 mixed CP (/K *) channel to
that for a pure CP channel with equal number of decays. The
top curve is the transversity based result, shown also on Fig. 3.
The remaining curves represent different assumed values for
81+ /G, with @, and @, _ taken to be relatively real.

data where it is assumed that the quantities G4 and G
defined in Appendix B, are all known from measurements
on isospin-related channels. For simplicity we assumed
a <<1 in making this error analysis. For comparison we
plot the result against the same combination of variables
as were available in the transversity analysis. The various
cases shown are chosen to indicate the range of possibili-
ties. It can be seen that even in the worst case that we
studied this type of analysis provides a more accurate
value for the asymmetry than the best transversity treat-
ment. Figure 4 also shows that in the fortunate situation
where a single CP contribution dominates either treat-
ment gives accuracy comparable to that obtained for a
pure CP channel.

We have also carried out a study of the sensitivity of
the asymmetry measurement in a maximum-likelihood-fit
procedure to errors in the estimated values and phases of
the various amplitudes. This analysis is summarized in
Appendix C. The results are encouraging, the asym-
metry measurement errors will most likely be dominated
by the statistics of the channel for which the asymmetry

- measurement is made and is relatively insensitive to small

errors in the amplitude values or phases. However, if
these quantities are poorly determined, one can fall back
to the moment analysis to extract asymmetry measure-
ments that do not depend on them.

To summarize the situation we remark again that the
value of the transversity analysis is greatest in the chan-
nels described by class 1 of Table I, namely, three CP-
self-conjugate particles, where it allows combination of
resonant and nonresonant production of the particles C,
and C,. It also has the feature of being particularly in-
sensitive to the non-CP-violating asymmetries that arise
between the rates B° and B into identical final states,
both in their particle content as well as angular depen-
dence. This non-CP violating asymmetry occurs here be-
cause the rate of B_gh s—f is not compared to its CP-
conjugate process B phys—+f but rather to the process
B, ,s—f> and is due to an interference between CP-even



43 HOW TO EXTRACT CP-VIOLATING ASYMMETRIES FROM . ..

and CP-odd amplitudes. Here the final state f is defined
by particle content and by a set of angles and f is the
CP-conjugated state with the set of CP-conjuated angles.
However whenever there is not a single dominant CP
contribution, the most accurate results for asymmetries
will come from the use of a maximum-likelihood fit to the
parameters that define the angular distributions, rather
than any of the analyses which depend on projecting out
specific moments to identify definite-CP contributions.
Whenever possible, such a treatment will include
isospin-related channels in the fitting procedure. Since
the isospin-related channels typically have higher rates
than the CP eigenstate channels, the additional parame-
ters needed for this type of analysis will be well measured
for many modes by the time one has sufficient data to
measure the asymmetry, so this method will be the one
used for most channels.

VIII SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that there are many channels for
which one can study CP violations in B® decays if one
uses angular analysis to separate the different CP contri-
butions which arise from different helicity terms. Some
of these modes will compete in accuracy with the modes
with unique CP which have already been much discussed.
In general, to carry out the angular analysis accurately
somewhat more data is needed for these modes than for
the unique-CP modes; in the worst case that we have ana-
lyzed this requires approximately ten times as much data
for an equally accurate measurement of asymmetry, the
degradation will possibly be even greater for higher spin
channels.

We have presented several different approaches to the
angular analysis, each of which has merit in different situ-
ations.

In summary, transversity analysis is most useful in the
case of decays to three self-conjugate particles, class 1 of
Table 1, where it allows the combination of resonant and
nonresonant production of the particles C; and C,. If
the relative strengths of the two CP contributions (I")
are not known, then a moment analysis of the type de-
scribed in Sec. V should be used. Whenever the values of
', can be determined using data from isospin-related
channels then a maximum-likelihood fit to the transversi-
ty polar-angle distributions will provide a more accurate
result. For all other modes, including those listed as
classes 2 and 3 in Table I which could be analyzed using
the transversity method, the full angular distribution
analysis will prove superior. Again there are two choices,
a moment analysis of the type described in Appendix B
or a maximum-likelihood fit to the full angular distribu-
tions. Wherever sufficient information on the various
helicity amplitudes can be extracted from data on
isospin-related channels, the latter method will again give
more accurate results. Clearly what this means is that in

25, +1 |'*

41

lfen= 3
AApdy
where we define

Ay i, Dir -1, (RIAALA0)
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such cases one should make a global fit of all parameters,
the helicity amplitudes and the asymmetry, to the data
from all related channels, to obtain the most accurate
asymmetry measurement.

This discussion makes no distinction between time-
integrated experiment or one that measures time depen-
dencies of the B and B decays. In the latter case the an-
gular structure and the time dependence factorize in a
simple way, as demonstrated in Appendix B. In a time-
dependent experiment one simply performs the angular
analysis for each time bin separately, or in a maximum-
likelihood-fitting procedure one includes the predicted
time dependence in the fitting prescription, and treats the
data as a function of time as well as angles.

However the angular analysis so enriches the sample of
modes to study that we expect it will play an important
role in the extraction of the CP-violating physics at a B
factory. Among the many channels listed in Tables II
and III there well may be some that provide as accurate
or more accurate asymmetry measurements as the
unique-CP modes. Since we do not yet have much infor-
mation on branching fractions to the various modes, it is
too early to be certain which of the many modes will pro-
vide the best measurements. Hence we have simply
presented summary tables of some of the modes which,
according to the standard model, will measure the vari-
ous angles of the unitarity triangle. We have not found
any one mode for which the currently measured branch-
ing fractions suggest it would be markedly superior to the
unique-CP modes, but several may be comparable, espe-
cially in the fortunate circumstance that a single CP
channel dominates the process. Our knowledge of these
branching fractions will certainly be much better by the
time any B factory capable of measuring CP asymmetries
is built, so at that time it will be obvious which of these
modes is most readily used, and which method of analysis
to apply to it.
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APPENDIX A: HELICITY AND TRANSVERSITY

This appendix gives the general proof that transversity
projections can be used to select definite CP quantities.
When a spin-zero particle B, at rest, decays into two par-
ticles (4 and C), they must have equal helicities (A). Now
we consider the case where the particle C decays to two
integer-spin particles C; and C,, which have spins s; and
s, and helicities A; and A,. In the rest frame of particle C
we can write the state formed by the decay of B as

(A1)
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AL AL 00 =] 4(2;0,0),C,(A,;0,0)C, (Ay7—6,m)) . (A2)

We use Jackson conventions to define our angles and axes.? In addition we have chosen to define the C decay angles so
that ¢C1 =0, thus R-=(0,6,0). The choice ¢c1 =0 is made event by event without any loss of generality. It is a con-

venient choice for the transversity discussion since it identifies the y axis of these coordinates with the direction trans-
verse to the plane. In appendix B we will use a different convention for ¢ in the full angular analysis. Of course these
choices are merely a matter of convenience for each analysis and have no physical content.

It is important to note that for three self-conjugate particles we can here avoid the assumption of a specific particle C
and simply sum over all possible angular momenta for the system C,C, in its rest frame, in which case A is the projec-
tion of this angular momentum along the direction opposite to particle 4. Then Eq. (A1) generalizes to

172
ren="3 3| EIL 4l 0l ROIAALA0) (a3)

AApA, J

We now wish to use the decays of 4,C, and C, to analyze their transversity. To do this for each particle we go to its
rest frame. The transversity for each particle is defined as the spin component along the y axis in the particle’s rest
frame. With the choice ¢C1=0 all three y axes are parallel. However we must choose the same direction for the

definition of transversity for all three particles, so that we can define the total transversity as the sum of the three pro-
Jjections. We will fix this as the direction of the positive y axis for the decay of particle C. Then we can relate transver-
sity states to helicity states for a particle of integer spin s by

ls,7), =3 D} .(km/2,7/2,0)ls,1),
2 .

=3 (1—18, D3 (k7w /2,7/2,0)[|s,A),+(—1)""*"|s,— 1), ]. (A4)
A20 . - - - : , e
The rotations are defined with respect to the axes just described, and k=1 for particle C; and k= —1 for particles 4

and C, in order to achieve the required matching of positive transversity direction. The phase factor on the negative-
helicity term arises from redefining the D function for —A in terms of that for A.

Now let us first consider decays in which the three particles 4, C, and C, all are neutral bosons self-conjugate under
CP (class 1 in Table I). Then

CPM”A']’AQ;G) =£(—1 )’a""l +S2“‘k*kx—}\.2l _

A~ —Ay0) (A5)
where £ is the product of the intrinsic CP parities of the three particles. Notice that the angle 6 is unchanged under CP,
since it is defined to be the angle between particle C, and the direction opposite particle A in the C rest frame, and
hence is unaltered by the reversal of all momenta. Now we use the property of the D function,

1,u(0,6,0)=d3 ,(O)=(—1*"#d%, _ (), | ' (A6)
to rewrite Eq. (A3) as
1
If(o)) =—1/~§' " % >0(1~_;_8k_’0)(,1_%8)j1,0)(1_——;—8)‘2)0)( |Q9I}‘1'}"2) + l“sblfkl,—M) + ]&I_A'I’A?) + [&Z_/\p—'k2>
2 ]v 22 = - P

IS0, HSia, -, FIST a2+, 2, -a)) s (AD

where
27 +1 " =
+A+

Iéﬁixl,x):? yvm A2, -1, (DG E A [IAALAZO) (= 1) ), — Ay, —Ay6) ] (A8)

and we have introduced the amplitudes
J J

T St S

A,A-]yA? ‘\/E | B (Ag)
which correspond to definite CP contributions. Under CP,

CPISE, i) ==&~ sE, Ly, (A10)

where we have used Eq. (AS5).
Now let us project out the contribution obtained by requiring the transversities 7,,7,,7, for the particles 4, C,,C,.
We can write the result in the form '
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<Ta’Tl’7-270|f 6)> [1+ (—1 S+T]g+

where S =5, +5;+s,,7=7,+71,+7,, and

Alr,,T,1)=

1/2
2j+1
gt= 3 PAAI,LZE py
AApA, 20
H=D"TN T,
Herep is

1
P"\Jplz=—\/_§[( 1 —-;—8,1,0)( 1 —%511’0)( 1—

In Eq. (A11) we have used the fact that

$(m/2)=(—10""d%, (n/2). (A14)

Equation (A11) clearly shows that for any fixed = we have
projected out a definite-CP contribution. Combining Eq.
(A12) and Eq. (A10) we see that the nonvanishing contri-
butions all have CP parity £(—1)".

Examination of Eq. (A11) clearly shows that only the
absolute values of 7,7;,7, need be definite, since they are
all integers. This then indicates that the simplest experi-
mental procedure to separate definite-CP quantities will
be to integrate over the azimuthal dependence of the de-
cays with respect to the transverse axis and to project for
definite |7;| using the distribution polar angle about this
axis. We thus need only take nontrivial moments of a
single angular dependence for each particle to recon-
struct the magnitude of its transversity. We then can
combine B and B data to obtain a measurement of the CP
asymmetry for each set of ||,|7,],|7,], as discussed for
the example in Sec. V. These results can then be com-
bined to yield an improved estimate as discussed in Sec.
VIL

If C, and C, are not self-conjugate particles, as in
classes 2 and 3 of Table I, then Eq. (A5) does not apply
since CP interchanges particles. However, if we require
both C, and C, to be spin-zero particles, then the
transversity of particle A will again allow separation of
CP-0dd and CP-even contributions. The proof can readi-
ly be seen from the case discussed above, with the sums
over J reduced to the single term J=s, and with
s;=A;=0and 5, =A,=

APPENDIX B: FULL ANGULAR ANALYSIS
AND TIME DEPENDENCE

In this appendix we will present a method for using the
full angular distribution to define a set of moments from
which all measurable combinations of helicity amplitudes
can be extracted. The method is a standard helicity
analysis which we present here for completeness. We an-
alyze here the B? decays into two spin-one particles, one
of which decays to two spin-zero particles and the other
to an ete ™ pair, for example, the mode YK* where

+1=(=1¥"7197,

18,0 (1 +80,801, 802 )(— 1 00)
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(A11)

; ; —A,—T - .
[ 0,2, )95, 2, (=127 a0 1 (OO,

s, +HA— de

OIS 4, T(—D)" RN ()LZC WP

(A12)
A+k,+7tzdjcra (W/Z)dill,rl(”/Z)d;Z:Tz(W/Z) .

(A13)

[
Y—ete™ and K*—K,7° A similar analysis for B° de-
cays into two spin-1 particles which each subsequently
decay to two spin-zero particles is also presented. An
analysis for the case of two spin-3/2 particles is also
briefly discussed. We further present here the explicit
structure of the time dependence of the various quantities
that can be measured and discuss the extraction of time-
dependent CP asymmetries.

The first step in this analysis requires the definition of
some conventions. We use here the conventions of Jack-
son for the definition of the rotation D functions. The de-
cay angles for the process B—yK W p—ete,
K*9 K n° are shown in Fig. 5. We assume the B,
Y(4s), J /1 and the K * are in the plane of the paper. The
Z axis in the respective helicity frames are opposite to the
parent particle. The Y axes are in the direction of the
cross production of the Z axis of the parent and the Z
axis of the helicity frame. This causes the Y axis of the
K* to be out of the paper and the Y axis of the i to be
into the paper. Hence the X axes are both pointing up-
ward. This will cause the ¢ angle of the e ~ and the 7° to
be going in opposite directions such that their sum will
yield the relative angle between the two decay planes. In
this drawing neither the e *,e~,7° nor the K° need to lie
in the plane of the paper.

The matrix element of the decay of B—yK*°,
K*® Ko7° can be written using the helicity formalism
as

FIG. 5. Schematic drawing of the kinematics of B® produc-
tion and decay showing definitions of the various axes and an-
gles. Each decay is considered in the rest frame of the parent
particle.
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172 172 2

2J,+1 J J
¥ 4,05 (R)ODE (Re) | (B1)

47

2 +1

2=
M= 5 =

a=+1

A=0,%1

The amplitudes 4, in (B1) contain implicit time dependence which we will discuss later. The important point is that
the time dependence and the angular dependence factorize in this way, so one can perform the angular analysis for each
time bin and thus extract time-dependent asymmetries. For the Jackson convention R =(¢,6,0) [this differs from the
Jacob-Wick® convention where R =(4,0, —¢)]. Expanding Eq. (B1) gives

2J,+1 20 +1 J J
Hyr1 2 S A, 45D}% (R,)D3F,(R,)D S (R DI (Ry) . (B2)
4 e PP Vs P

M=

Changing the charge conjugate to real
7 "
Dy (R)=(—1)M'~MpJ . (R)

and inserting the double D summations
I+,

J J. ] ] ’ J
DM‘;MI(R)DM’;MZ(R)—J—f ”21'_ sz[<J1Ml,Jzzv.f21J3M3)(JIM,,JZMZ [J3M} )DM3;M3(R) ) (B3)
gives
2, +1 27 +1
2 ¥ KX . ’ ' J,
| S Tar a2 TAAR 3 (-1 3 (le1—all 00(1A,1-A uLML)D_LMbo(Rw

MA'=0,%1 a=1il Iy g =0,1,2

’ ’ J
X(10,101750) (14, 1 =A'[Vx Mz )D X 0 ((Ry) .

After a little rearranging, we have B4
2
3
IMP==2|-—| 3 44t 3 (L1-1J00(IA 1=V A—A)IDE, 4(R,)
AA=0,£1 Ty =02 '
X{10,10[J50){ 14,1 —-K’IJRA—}J)DiF_A,O’(RK) . (BS)

The J;y =1 terms vanish because of the sum over a on the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient { lal—a|J;0) and the Jz =1
terms vanish because of the coefficient { 10,10|J,0). We now simplify with the relations

172
Dol 0.0= | 5o | V2091 ,
where Y}, =(—1)MY; _,, and [ Y}, (Q)Y},,(Q)dQ=8;38,,, to obtain
IMp2=—2 |2 2 VI ac (L, 1— 100 1A T =R T A=A D TF oo (D)
ar | S Y Iig=02 V2 1V 20 +1 - ’ . AT
X(10,10[7x0) (1A, 1 =X [JpA—A ) ¥} 2 a(Qg) . (B6)
Let us now define the moments
Ty iau= [ [IMPY, (0,7, ,(Q)d0xd, B7
and thus
M= 3 3 2 Trm Y5 QYT 4 (Qg) . (B8)

J;=0,2J,=0,2 M =0,%1,42

and TJL Je-M= TJ*L T M- The relation between the helicity amplitudes and the moments is

T -9 1 1 e
RN 2w /0 1 V2R S
X ¥ A1,1-1,0) (1A, 1—=A [T, M ){10,10[J0) (1A, 1— A [Jo M) 4, AL . (B9)

AA'=0,+1



43 .HOW TO EXTRACT CP-VIOLATING ASYMMETRIES FROM . .. 2205

TABLE VI. Moments for B®—(e e ™) (Kgn®)  * in terms of helicity amplitudes.

Jr Jr Iy 47TTJLJRM 47TTJLJRM
0 0 AA AT+ A _A¥ + A AY) 29,95 +9,_9F_ +8,9%)
2 0 %(ZAOA",“—AIA’{—A_IA‘_‘]) %(2909:—9”9;;—91_9;‘_)
2 0 0 —}g(AIAf+A_1Atl—2AOA:) %(91+91*++91-9T-—29093‘>
2 2 0 e (CVIEV VLS VIVEY — (81 Gt + 6,81 +45088)
V3
2 2 ~1 —%(AOA"_‘I-FAIAS‘) —igi(ReQHggHImg,_g:)
2 2 —2 —%A,A:1 —%[|91+]2—|91_12+2iIm(gl_ )]

Depending on the relative strengths of different CP
contributions the various moments T_,L IgM will show

different asymmetries. Linear combinations of moments
can always be found which give undiluted asymmetry
measurements. The various moments are given in Table
VI, where we have defined the definite-CP quantities
G:=(A, x4 _,)/V2 and 9,=9,,./V2=A4, Table
VII presents the results of a similar analysis for the decay
into two spin-1 particles which each in turn decay to two
spin-zero particles; for example, the mode D**D*~,
where both D*’s decay to D#. Clearly in either case we
can extract the quantities

$1+914, 91-91-, 555, Re§,. 55,
and
Im$,.8f_ and Im$%,_8} .

The first four of these are each definite-CP quantities,
combining B and B data they can each be used to give an
asymmetry measurement. The last two quantities
represent interference terms between CP-odd and CP-
even amplitudes, which have a more complicated time
dependence. They depend only quadratically on the CP
asymmetry and so are less sensitive for small asym-
metries.

To display the time-dependent phase structure explicit-

ly, we introduce the parametrization

gki(t)=gG;d:e Timtg —Tt/2

Amt
2

X [cos AL 4inhygsin A’z’“ ., (B10)

where 7=£(—1)* and £ is given in Table I. For the mode
YK, 7° we have n=—£=-1. The quantity g is the phase
of the CKM matrix elements and the quantity G; con-
tains any phases from final-state interactions and other
strong-interaction effects as well as the magnitude of the
time-zero amplitude. The CP-violating quantities are
contained in the Agy;, in the standard model Agy=e%®
where ¢=—p or a or —y is one of the angles of the uni-
tarity triangle; see Fig. 2.

The equivalent quantities for the B phys de.:cays are
Gi()=2ng*Gype ™ ,
Xe T2 cosMiin}»E&sin—Am—t
2 2
(B11)

One then sees that
19,:12=1G, 4 1% T [1FpImAgysin(Am £)]  (B12)

TABLE VII. Moments for the B °7 decay to two spin-one particles, each of which subsequently decays to two spin-zero particles.

47T,
JLJRM

JL Jr M 47?'TJLJRM
0 0 (A AX+A_ A%+ 404Y)
1
2 0 A0 A — 4 AT — 4 A%
1
2 0 0 1—/_—5—(2A0A3‘——A,A}"—A_1A1,)
2 2 0 %(AIAT+A_1A‘_‘1+4A0A3‘)
2 2 —1 %(A0A11+A,A:)
2 2 -2 —56—,4,,4"_‘1

(914 9% +9,_GF +8,8%)
%(29(,95—9”9&—9;_9?_)
(2093 = 914 81— $1-S1-)
' —;)—(91+9{‘++91_g;*_+49093‘)

i?_E(Reg1+g:+iImgl_g:)

_%[|91+|2—191_]2+2i Im(8,-91)]
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TABLE VIII. Moments for B®—s{( PPy in terms of helicity amplitudes.
4ar
i Ir M - o L T ILirM o
0 0 0 Aspdipn+ A 30 A%+ A p AT+ A 4%,
1
0 2 0 _(_As/zA;/z_A—a/zAt3/2+A1/2AT/2+ A—l/zAtl/z)
v’s

2 .
2 2 1 g(A—s/zAtx/z"‘Ax/zA:/z)

2
2 2 2 g(A—a/zA:xn'FA—x/zA;/z)
0 0 0 19324 2 +183 52+ 01 P+ 191 o2

1
0 2 0 “/—3(_l93/2+12_]93/2—12+l91/z+!2‘*'(91/2—{2)
2 . .

2 2 1 g[Re(91,2_93",2_)+Re(9’3,2+91",2+)-H Im($,,-9324)— i Im( 93, 9724)]
2 2 2 %‘[Rqrgs/rzjigf/ru)+iIm(93n+grfg—)+i Im(gx/z+9;/2—)_33(93/2_—9;&/2—)1

and the equivalent quantity extracted from B decays give
a simple time-dependent asymmetry. For example,

' 91:+91.—8,.6t
a1+, 14)=—"F
91+ 91+ T 914 51

=—nImAgysin(Am t) . (B13)

Similarly the interference term between two same-CP am-
plitudes gives a direct asymmetry measurement; for ex-
ample,

Ref,, 9§ =Re(G, G ) 1—nImAgysin(Am t)]e T,
(B14)

Thus we have several asymmetry measurements, one for
each possible pair of same-CP contributions. A best
asymmetry can be obtained by minimizing the error on
an arbitrary linear sum of these values. This requires
some knowledge of the relative sizes of the various $’s.
The even-odd interference terms are less readily used}.

AAA:rz

1
2

We find
Im@,, 9F =e T [Re(G,; GI_ ) ReAgpsin(Am 1)
+Im(G,, G¥_)cos(Am t)]  (B15)

which is not particularly useful for extracting the value of
A:KM-

Experimentally we obtain the moments by weighting
the experimental events with the Y,,. For example, the
Ty, moment is extracted from the data by calculating

B T

Nevt

1 : .
Tzzzg N E Yz’z(Q:&)Yz,z(QlK) .

evt ;=1

(B16)

The M =1,2 terms will have a ¢, +¢x dependence, with
our definition of axes this is the phase between the planes
of the two two-particle decay states in the B rest frame.
To predict the time dependence of the moments, one
needs to substitute Eq. (B10) in Eq. (B9). The relevant
time-dependent expression has the form

e T(GhyGLy + G GL_)H(Gyy Gl + Gy Gl )cos(Am t)

+l77(GA+ le_ fG}‘_qu_ )RC(XKM)Sln(Am t)_'ﬂ(G)d. G{'_,_ _Gk—'Gx’— )Im(kKM)sm(Am t)] s

where G, =1/§G0. Thus we see that the general mo-
ment has three terms with distinct-time dependent behav-
iors e 7T e "Ticos(Am t), and e ~T'sin(Am t). Extracting
the moments requires convolution with the relevant reso-
lution function.

A similar analysis for the decay

B—->A A
L o
pr

can be carried out. In this case the proton (or antiproton)
helicity is not observed. Summing over the possible heli-
city values once again eliminates odd values for J; and
Jr. The distinct moments are given in Table VIII, in ad-

(B17)

[
dition T,y =Ty, and Ty, =3Tgy. From this one can
identify the definite-CP quantities.

Re(93/2)+ Gl12)+) and Re(8 ;3,98 1))

and thus this mode can be used to measure the CP-
violating asymmetry. A similar analysis can be applied to
any spin 3/2,
B—A A
L—op'rr L, P
or

> 3
L—rpﬂ-l—«vpﬂ. ’



channels. For two spin-1/2 particles which each decay
strongly to a nucleon and a spin-zero meson, only Ty
survives after summing over nucleon and antinucleon
spins; hence, one cannot construct undiluted CP asym-
metries in these cases. We have not studied the situation
for weak decays of such particles.

APPENDIX C: SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

For the maximum-likelihood fits we have assumed that
the amplitudes of the decay, except for the CP-violating
part, are understood from study of the untagged and
isospin-related channels. The question of the sensitivity
of the results to this assumption naturally arises;
specifically an error on the even-to-odd ratio (I', /T"_) in
the transversity case or the amplitudes (9,9 9-) in
the case of the full angular distribution analysis will lead
to an error in the measured value of asymmetry.

The transversity analysis is relatively simple. We
parametrize the error as follows:

8a/a=(1/a)da/de)de , (CI)

where e=(I', —T'_)/(I'; +T_). Evaluating the deriva-
tive numerically we find |(1/a)(da /de)| <1.2 for all €.

For K * one can estimate that the data sample that
will be available for evaluating € from untagged and
isospin-related channels will be ~20 times larger than
the tagged sample. This implies that typical errors on €
will be ~V20 smaller than the error on a. Thus consid-
ering Eq. (C1) it is clear that the effect of a typical &€ on
da is negligible.

In the case of the full angular analysis, the situation is
more complex. Three amplitudes (9,.,9,, 9,_) are need-
ed. Two of the amplitudes (¢, and §,) are CP even and
the third (§¢,_) is CP odd. We parametrize the errors on
these amplitudes by rotations between the magnitudes of
two amplitudes and by errors on the relative phases. For
example, our estimate for the magnitudes of the ¢, and
G, amplitudes might be related to the true values as fol-
lows:

18,.1=19, , |cos(x)+ | S,lsin(x) ,

|§0|=|90[cos(x)——1gl+lsin(x) ,

(C2)
(C3)

where the &’s represent the estimated values and the
plain §’s represent the true values. Similar relationships
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FIG. 6. The fractional derivative of the asymmetry with
respect to an angle (x), which describes the confusion between
the amplitudes. The derivative was obtained numerically.

can be used to quantify the possible experimental con-
fusion between |@,.| and |©,_|, and between |G,| and
|€,_]. Figure 6 shows (1/a)(da/dx) for each possible
angle of confusion. Note that confusion between the two
CP-even states (9, and 9) has little effect but that con-
fusion between either CP-even and the CP-odd ampli-
tudes typically produces noticeable effects. Thus it ap-
pears that the overall CP-even to CP-odd ratio is the
most sensitive parameter. As seen above it should be pos-
sible to determine this parameter to an accuracy much
better than needed using the untagged and isospin-related
channels. We have also investigated the effect of phase
errors in G, and we find them to be small. For example,
a phase error of 30° changes the asymmetry by only 0.003
when the true asymmetry is 0.15 and I, =T _ (the worst
case).

The final analysis will probably be a maximum-
likelihood fit of all the parameters (the three amplitudes
and the CP-violating asymmetry) to all the data samples
(tagged, untagged, isospin related). This analysis of sensi-
tivity of the measured asymmetry to assumed values of
the parameters indicates that the resulting errors will be
only marginally worse than single parameter analysis
used in this paper for illustrative purposes.
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