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We consider what is the maximum information measurable from the decay distributions of polarised baryon decays via amplitude
analysis in the helicity formalism. We focus in particular on the analytical study of the A} — pK™n* decay distributions,
demonstrating that the full information on its decay amplitudes can be extracted from its distributions, allowing a simultaneous
measurement of both helicity amplitudes and the polarisation vector. This opens the possibility to use the A7 — pK~n* decay
for applications ranging from New Physics searches to low-energy QCD studies, in particular its use as absolute polarimeter for
the A baryon. This result is valid as well for baryon decays having the same spin structure, and it is cross-checked numerically

by means of a toy amplitude fit with Monte Carlo pseudodata.

1. Introduction

The study of the complete phase space distributions (i.e., the
fully differential decay rate) of particle decays via angular or
amplitude analysis allows to extract the maximum informa-
tion about the process, since no integration is performed on
the decay degrees of freedom. However, what is this maxi-
mum information for a given decay structure? Which param-
eters describing the phase space distributions can be
measured? Indeed, in general, it is not guaranteed that the
different functional forms characterising the decay distribu-
tions, separable by means of an amplitude fit, yield enough
constraints on the parameters describing the decay in a given
phenomenological framework. In this article, we study the
constraints placed by the phase space distributions of baryon
decays described in the helicity formalism, showing what
information can be obtained under which conditions.

In particular, we focus on the A} — pK™n* decay,
whose amplitude analysis is ongoing at the LHCD experiment
[1], demonstrating the possibility to extract the full informa-
tion on its parameters, measuring both helicity amplitudes
and the polarisation vector simultaneously, in the presence

of nonnegligible polarisation. Thus, the AT — pK 7" decay
parameters can be considered as physical observables. This
result is valid as well for polarised baryon decays having the
same spin structure, a first parity-violating decay, and a
subsequent parity-conserving decay. Since the present arti-
cle is intended to be a phenomenological study, we will
not consider experimental effects: we assume a sufficiently
large fit statistics, allowing to effectively separate each phase
space dependency, and an adequate description of the
invariant mass lineshape functions which parametrise reso-
nant contributions.

The possibility to extract the whole decay amplitude is a
remarkable result given the strong interest in the measure-
ment of the associated observables, ranging from New Phys-
ics searches to low-energy QCD studies. The full knowledge
of the helicity amplitudes characterises each resonant contri-
bution to the decay, both its squared modulus and phase, as
well as the resonance polarisation. The comparison between
observables measured for CP conjugated decays enables CP
symmetry violation studies for specific contributions or
localised in the phase space. Moreover, the knowledge of a
particle decay amplitude allows to add information on its


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9099-4878
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/7463073

production processes; for instance, the inclusion of the A}
— pK~7r* amplitude model in A) — A*I"¥, angular anal-
yses increases the sensitivity to possible beyond the Standard
Model physics contributions [2-9].

Considering baryon polarisation, the measurement of its
absolute value and direction is essential for a variety of stud-
ies. Polarisation measurements for different production
mechanisms give precious information on the baryon spin
structure and formation process; for heavy baryons, they
are expected to be closely related to the charm quark polari-
sation and its originating process [10]. Since the baryon
polarisation is difficult to predict in QCD, being related to
its nonperturbative regime, such measurements are useful
to discriminate among different low energy QCD models.

Focusing on the A! baryon, its main decay channel A}
— pK " allows the measurement of its polarisation with
the best statistical precision. Indeed, the two-body decay AT
— An*, which can be used for polarisation measurements
since its decay asymmetry parameter is known [11], has a
lower branching fraction by a factor =5 [11] and reduced
detector reconstruction efficiency because of the large A
baryon flight distance, especially for fixed-target experi-
ments. Moreover, the use of single resonant components of
the AT — pK™7r" decay is not feasible because of its compli-
cated decay structure characterised by many overlapping and
interfering resonant contributions, making single compo-
nents hardly to isolate [1].

A method to extract the A! polarisation with the best
precision is fundamental for the proposed search of charm
baryon electromagnetic dipole moments using bent crystals
at the LHC [12], since dipole moments are to be inferred
from spin precession.

A measurement of the A! polarisation in the A} —
pK " decay mode via amplitude analysis has already been
performed by the E791 experiment [13]; however, the results
obtained are not reliable: first, because a wrong amplitude
model was employed, since no matching of proton spin states
among different decay chains was performed; second,
because no analytical or numerical study showed where the
sensitivity to the polarisation came from. This study
addresses for the first time the question for AT — pK™m*
decays. The decay distribution of different nonleptonic A}
decays has been studied theoretically [14-16], also in connec-
tion with weak Ag —> AY transitions [17-19]. A precise
determination of the A7 — pK~ 7" amplitude model would
allow to test some theoretical predictions, for instance, the
parity-conserving nature of the A, — A**K~ decay [14].
The A longitudinal polarisation has been theoretically
explored under SU (3) avor symmetry in Ref. [20].

We first introduce the formalism employed for the
general expression of polarised decay rates in the helicity
formalism, Section 2. We review the decay distributions
of two-body and three-body via a single intermediate state
baryon decays in Sections 3 and 4, respectively, stressing
the role of the baryon polarisation in the determination
of the decay rate. In the latter case, we consider the decay
distributions associated to the spin structure 1/2 — S,
(—>1/2,0),0, which is relevant, eg., for A — A(—
pr )t decays.
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The core of the article is the study of the decay rate of
three-body decays via multiple intermediate states, for the
A} — pK™m* case, Section 5. We show how the presence
of significant interference effects together with a nonnegli-
gible A} polarisation allows the simultaneous measurement
of all the parameters characterising the Al — pK "
amplitude model, including complex helicity couplings
and the polarisation vector. In Section 6, we cross-check
the analytical study of the AT — pK 7" decay rate by
means of a toy amplitude fit on Monte Carlo generated
pseudodata. The conclusions of the article are summarized
in Section 7.

2. Formalism

2.1. Polarised Differential Decay Rate. We consider the differ-
ential decay rate for polarised particles, see, e.g., Ref. [21] for
a more complete treatment of the subject. The generic spin
state of a statistical ensemble of particles is described by
means of a density operator: given an ensemble of spin states
|y); occurring with probability p,, the density operator is

p=Yplv)vls 1)

and the expectation value of any operator X on the state
described by p can be expressed as

ZP (v|X|y),=Tr[pX]. 2)

The decay rate of a multibody decay A — {i=1,..,n}
for definite spin eigenstates is the squared modulus of the
transition amplitude between the A particle initial state |s,,
m,) and the final particle product state |{s;}, {m;}) = ®;
|si» m;),

P gy (@) = (520 ma | T {1 {mi})
‘&i Q)‘z.

my,{m;} (

The label Q denotes the set of phase space variables
describing the decay distributions.

Generic polarisation states are described by introducing
the density operators for the initial particle state 5" and the
final particle state p Al which are included in the decay rate
Eq. (3) by inserting suitable identity resolutions,

p(2p"p") =uelp' 51" = ¥
mA’m:\{mi}’{mx,}
A i) , 4)

PPy oy ) o}

DLy oy (D
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The differential decay rate of a spin 1/2 particle in a
generic polarisation state is derived considering its density

matrix
P, —iP
y
; (5)
1-P,

pt=

N —

1 1+P
(1+P.0)= - i
2| P, —iP,

in which the polarisation components P,, Py,PZ are the

expectation values of the three spin operators and o the three
Pauli matrices. The final particle polarisation states, assumed
to be unmeasurable, are described by an identity density
matrix

2
iy = 2
P =3 (6)

The differential rate Eq. (4), decomposed into unpo-
larised, longitudinal (P,) and orthogonal (P, P,) polarisa-

tion parts becomes

p(‘Q’ P) :Punpol(‘Q) +Plong(‘Q’ PZ) * Porth (Q’ Px’ Py)’ (7)

1 2 2
Punpor(£2) = 3 > <‘~Q71/2,{m,.}(9)‘ + ’d—l/Z,{mi}(Q)‘ >
{m;}

)
1 2 2
P @2 = 32. 3 (|1 @[ = |-y ),
{mi}

©)

Portn (Q> Px’Py) =Re [(Px - ipy) z 'Q{I/L{m,}(Q)djllz,{mi}(g)] .

{mi}
(10)

2.2. General Properties of the Polarised Decay Rate. For later
convenience, we consider some properties of the polarised
decay rate related to rotational invariance and parity
symmetry.

The polarisation vector P associated to a decaying parti-
cle A is the only quantity specifying a direction in its rest
frame. Therefore, rotational invariance implies that for null
polarisation, the decay rate must be isotropic in any A rest
frame defined independently from the decay distributions.
In other words, the decay rate specifies the relative angular
distribution among daughter particles, but not their global
orientation in space.

For nonzero polarisation, both the polarisation vector
and the daughter particle momenta transform in the same
way under rotations. Thus, the relative orientation of daugh-
ter particles is independent on the polarisation vector.

The sensitivity of the decay rate to the particle polarisa-
tion depends critically on the amount of parity symmetry
violation characterising the decay. Parity symmetry requires
the decay angular distribution to be equal for +|P| and —|P|
polarisation values, for any polarisation vector P, since parity
transformation reverses the daughter particle momenta but

not the polarisation vector. Therefore, a decay mediated by
a parity conserving interaction retains no information on
the decaying particle polarisation. Vice versa, the sensitivity
of the decay rate on parity-violating effects depends critically
on the amount of decaying particle polarisation. Indeed,
since for zero polarisation, there is no preferred direction,
the decay rate becomes symmetric under parity transforma-
tion, and parity-violating effects cancel.

One can see the combined effect of parity-violation and
polarisation as creating an anisotropy along the direction
specified by P. Rotational invariance makes all such direc-
tions equivalent, in the sense that a rotation of the system
can only change the direction of the anisotropy. Indeed,
given a generic polarisation, we can choose the z quantisation
axis to be along P when studying the properties of the
decay rate other than the polarisation direction. This is
why in this article the sensitivity of the decay rate to its
parameters like helicity couplings and polarisation modu-
lus is usually studied assuming longitudinal polarisation
only. Vice versa, the anisotropy can be used to determine
the polarisation direction from the decay distributions, as
will be shown in Section 3.

Note that, at the level of the observed decay distribution,
parity-violation effects originated in the decay process may
be in influenced by final state interactions. A theoretical
study would be needed to disentangle the two contributions
from the results of an amplitude fit.

2.3. Helicity Formalism. We briefly introduce the helicity for-
malism following the method of Ref. [22], in which the heli-
city formalism is revisited in light of its application to
multibody polarised particle decays, like the AT — pK™m*
one. The “standard” helicity formalism of Ref. [23, 24] is
slightly modified to ease a correct matching of final parti-
cles spin states for decays featuring different interfering
decay chains. For the case of two-body and three-body via
a single intermediate state decays, Sections 3 and 4, where
single decay amplitudes are involved, the two approaches
coincide.

Two-body A — 1,2 decay amplitudes can be expressed
in terms of A spin state |s,, m,), and a 1,2 two-particle state
being the product of particle 1 helicity states |s;, A,) and par-
ticle 2 opposite-helicity states |s,, ), as

MmA,/\l,XZ (01, ¢,) = <91> ¢ A XZ‘T’SA’ mA>
= %Alj‘zD;::,/llhiz ((/)1 ’ 61’ 0)’

in which 0,, ¢, are the spherical angles of the particle 1
momentum in the A reference system and D is a Wigner D
matrix representing rotations on spin states (see, e.g., Ref.
[25] for their definition and properties). The use of
opposite-helicity states eases the control of phases arising
from the helicity rotations. The complex number

%’AI’;\ZE<$A,mA,/\1,/_\2‘T‘sA,mA>, (12)



called helicity coupling, encodes the decay dynamics, and
cannot depend on m, for rotational invariance. The helicity
values allowed by angular momentum conservation are

Al <5y (13)
|A,] <55 (14)
A +)_tz’ < sy (15)

Multibody decay amplitudes are treated in the helicity
formalism by breaking the decay into sequences of two-
body decays introducing suitable intermediate states and
summing over their helicity states allowed by Eq. (13).

3. Two-Body Decay

We consider a two-body decay A — 1, 2 of a spin 1/2 parti-
cle in the helicity formalism introduced in Section 2.3. Fol-
lowing Egs. (8) and (9), the longitudinal polarisation decay
rate is

1+P,
0P = 3 15000 (5 0

(16)
1-P 1/2 2
+ 2 - d—l/z,/\1+;\2 @) )

with 0,, ¢, are the spherical angles of the particle 1 momen-
tum in the A reference system. The rate cannot depend on the
azimuthal angle ¢, for invariance under rotations around the
z-axis. Using the d-matrix property

Yo (0 =1, (17)
and fixing the overall helicity coupling normalisation to

PRESRAESE (18)
ALA,

we find that for zero polarisation, the decay rate is constant,
isotropic as required by rotational invariance. For nonzero
polarisation, the decay rate takes the well-known form

’ (d}g,)miz(e ) di/f/“ +A, G )2)

+ % cos 0, Z sign(A; +1,) |%JMZ|2
Ak

(19)

1
5(1+ocP cos 0)),
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in which the explicit expression for the d-matrices Eq. (A.1)
has been used, and the decay asymmetry parameter

as= Z sign()t1 + ;\2) |%MJ\2 :
A,

) (20)

is introduced. The sensitivity to the polarisation is governed
by the « parity-violating parameter. Indeed, « is zero if the
decay conserves parity, which requires

00, =% 2] (21)

Note that a fit to the cos 6, decay distribution can only
measure the combination aP,: it is not possible to determine
separately the polarisation and the a parameter values, unless
one of the two is available from other measurements. More-
over, the fit is not sensitive to the single helicity couplings,
but only to the & combination.

For a generic A polarisation vector, the decay rate is, fol-
lowing Egs. (8)-(10),

P01, ¢, P)= - Z %), A’ [1+P )dig)‘mz(e )*
A/\

+(1- )dl/f/u 2,0 )’ (22)
+2(P, cos ¢, + P, sin ¢,)d,);

12,1+,
12
(000,01
The orthogonal polarisation part becomes

P,)= Z sign(A; +1,) ‘%A1,12|2
ALA,

porth (61’ (/)1’ Px

0 0
- (P, cos ¢, + P, sin ¢, ) cos 71 sin 71

1 . .
= Eoc(PX cos ¢, + P, sin ¢,) sin 0,
(23)

so that the decay rate is

1
p(6,,¢,,P)= 3 (1+aP, cos 0, + &P, sin 0, cos ¢,
(24)

+aP, sin 0, sin ¢,) = = (1+aP-p,),

N =

with p, being the particle 1 momentum versor in the A refer-
ence system. It features three angular distributions, each
describing a different polarisation component, all multiplied
by the « parameter. Therefore, a fit can determine the polar-
isation direction, but not its modulus independently of a.
Note that the orthogonal polarisation part does not add
information on the helicity couplings, which enter the decay
rate only via the « combination.
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4. Three-Body Decay via a Single
Intermediate State

We consider a three-body decay with a single intermediate
state R of the form A — R(—1,2),3, with spin structure
1/2 —> Sx(—1/2,0),0. Summing over the resonance heli-
city states allowed by angular momentum conservation, the
decay amplitude is

= Y T} D (b 00 0) TR ;SRA
Ag=%1/2 (25)

“(¢1,0,,0) Ry (mlzz)’

in which 0y, ¢, are the spherical angles of the R momentum
in the A reference system, 6,, ¢, now are the spherical angles
of the particle 1 momentum in the R helicity reference sys-
tem, Ay is the R helicity defined from the A system, and A,
is the particle 1 helicity defined from the R helicity system.
The helicity couplings # ?R’O and Z fl’o are associated to the
two-body decays A — R,3 and R — 1,2, respectively. A
nonnegligible width for the R state has been assumed, its
invariant mass dependence described by the lineshape func-
tion %y(m3). The squared modulus is

2n 2 48 2
A 0 d:;iA,llz(eR) dll/zz,)t1 (6))

|577ma,)L1 ’2 = “7/1/20
+ |%é1/20|2’7/ diyﬁ 1/2(9R)2d§R1/2A (91)2
+2Re (%?/2 07/*1/20614J )dif\ G )d:r:i 12(Or)
’ ’7/ ’ d1/2/\ )dfkuz,)«l (61)} X |‘%R(m12%)|2'

(26)

Let us consider the unpolarised decay rate Eq. (8): using

2 a0 =1 Y s

my=%1/2 mA—+1/2

dinA 1/2(9 )=0,
(27)

and the explicit d-matrix element values Egs. (A.1) and (A.2),
we find

punpol(m§’6>_ (‘%1/20‘ ’%1/20’ +‘%A1/20‘ ’% 1/20’)

,0,
‘g mR,O) cos’ ?+ (’%1/20
|%R1/20’ +|%A1/20‘ |%1/20 )
148 2 291
‘gRR (mR,Gl) sin >

in which

G (m%,0,) = £ (g, 01) g (m2), (29)

with f(Sg, 6,) describing the angular distribution of the state
R for Sp > 1/2, see Appendix A. The rate can be arranged in
the form (playing with the cos’a + sin?a = 1 relation)

1

punpol(mg,e )= Z(1 +ayap cos 0,)|gy 2’ (30)

(’”fzv 6,)

by using the normalisation condition Eq. (18) and the defini-
tion of the asymmetry parameters for the two-body decays
A—R3andR— 1,2,

2

2_|%ﬂ—41/2,o > “R—|%1/20 _{%151/2,0|2-

(31)

_ A
Xy = |%1/2,0|

A fit to the cos 0, distribution determines the combina-
tion &y, and the two cannot be separated unless one of
the two is already measured. Note that the different form of
the cos 0, distribution for different Sy values can be exploited
to measure the R spin if not known.

The longitudinal polarisation decay rate Egs. (8) and (9),

applying

d}g,A(QR)Z - di/lz/z’)L(GR)2 = cos’ Q—R - sinz% =cos Oy, (32)

and

172 12
dl/Z,l/Z(GR)dUZ,fl/Z(e
9R ) (33)

=-2cos > sin

becomes equal to

p(mys 6> 61, 6, P,)

1
:punpol(el) + EPZ €os eR
(|81 - 1Pl )

0
cos2 ?1 + —PZ cos Oy

‘g mR’O)
(|%1/2} |%R1/2’ _|%A1/2| ‘%1/2 )

2,0, A
‘g mR,Gl)‘ sin’ > +2P Re (7, 7*4,€%)

2
|%1/2 —sin GR)‘gIS{ (m,0,)| sin6,

1 N .
+ EPZ Re (yff‘/z% 1/2el¢ )|?/§1/2|2(s1n Or)

2 .
sin 0.

‘g (m3, 6,)
(34)



In a similar way as before, the longitudinal polarisation
decay rate can be written as

2
gsz (mfv 61)

1
ZPZ cos Op(ay + ap cos 0))

2 ]
: ‘gfszR (m%v 91) -

=P,a,
A *A
) ’%1/2%71/2’ cos (¢,

p(m3, 0,0, ¢, P,) = — (1 + a0 cos 6,

1
4
+

. Sk 2 2
+@,) sin GR‘gR (my, 0))

sin 0.

(35)

in which @, =arg %74, "4, is the relative phase between
the two A — R,3 decay helicity couplings.

A fit to this decay distribution yields five constraints in
total. The first two lines of Eq. (35) determine the three prod-
ucts a,ap, P,ay, and P ayg: it is possible to separately extract
a,ap and P, if each one is different from zero. If the interme-
diate state decay conserves parity, oy = 0, the decay distribu-
tion becomes analogous to that of the twobody A — R,3
decay, Eq. (19),

p(mf{,@R, 6,,P,) == (1+P,a, cos GR)’gIS{ (mlzz, 6,) 2, (36)

N —

for which P, and «a, cannot be separately measured.

The last term of Eq. (35) allows the determination of
|7+4,7*),| and @, from the amplitude and phase of
the ¢, oscillation, provided both P, and aj are nonzero.
Therefore, in the presence of a sizeable polarisation and
of two subsequent parity-violating decays, the helicity cou-
plings associated to the A — R3 process are entirely
measurable from the decay distributions, separately from
the polarisation degree, since the decay rate gives 5 con-
straints on 5 real parameters (two for each complex cou-
pling). In the following section, we will show how the
same is valid for the Al — pK 7" decay as well, but
for one difference: here, one of the crucial conditions is
parity-violation in the R decay; there, it is the interference
among resonant contributions.

5. Three-Body Decay via Multiple Intermediate
States: The A’ — pK 7" Case

In this section, we study baryon three-body decays via multi-
ple interfering intermediate states, considering parity-
violating baryon decays to intermediate states decaying via
parity-conserving interactions. We take A’ — pK m*
decays as an explicit example, but the results obtained in this
section hold for any three-body decay with spin structure 1/
2—1/200. The study of the A7 — pK~ 7" decay distribu-
tions is complicated because of the different interfering decay
chains, and it is split into the following parts.

First, we introduce the description of the three-body
phase space and the Dalitz plot decomposition [26], Section

Advances in High Energy Physics

5.1, which allows to separate invariant mass and decay orien-
tation degrees of freedom in the decay amplitude. In Section
5.2, we perform a general study of the AY — pK 7"
polarised decay rate, while in Section 5.3, we write the com-
plete AT — pK™ 7" decay amplitude written in the helicity
formalism following the method of Ref. [22]. The study of
the A7 — pK™n* rate is developed in Section 5.4.

5.1. Three-Body Decay Phase Space and Dalitz Plot
Decomposition. A particle three-body decay is described by
5 degrees of freedom, resulting from 12 four-momentum
components constrained by 3 mass requirements and 4
energy-momentum conservation relations, which confine
the daughter’s momenta to a plane in the rest frame of the
mother particle. For unpolarised particles, the decay plane
orientation is irrelevant, and the decay can be described by
two two-body invariant masses (Dalitz variables). For the
Al — pK™ 7" decay, my— and my.. are selected. For non-
zero polarisation, the orientation of the decay plane must be
specified with respect to the A7 spin coordinate system. The
orientation can be expressed by means of the three Euler
angles (introduced, e.g., in Ref. [24]) describing the rotation
from the A7 spin coordinate system to a decay plane refer-
ence system, chosen in such a way that the proton momen-
tum defines the z-axis, while the component of the kaon
momentum orthogonal to the proton momentum defines
the x-axis,

_ pp)xp(KT) o
") xpE ) P ?)-

Ypp =%pp X Xpp>

Zpp :ﬁ(P)’ Xpp
(37)

in which momenta are expressed in the A} rest frame. With
this definition the e Euler angle is the azimuthal angle of the
proton in the A polarisation frame, ¢,, the f angle is the
polar angle of the proton, 6, and the y angle is the signed
angle between the plane formed by the proton and the A7
quantisation axis and the plane formed by the kaon and the
pion, named y.

The five variables describing a uniform phase space den-
sity can be chosen to be

Q= (m;Kf, My ., cos 6>, X) . (38)

To simplify the A'— pK 7" amplitude model
expression, it is useful to separate invariant mass and
decay orientation degrees of freedom applying the Dalitz
plot decomposition proposed in Ref. [26]. Moreover, the
properties following from rotational invariance described in
Section 2.2 are enforced by construction. For the AT —
pK™m" decay, the decomposition is written as

— *1/2 2 2
$2{mA:,mI17 (‘Q) - ZD"M;,VA; (¢p’ ep’ X) @v,,:,mp (mpK” mK’n*) >

Vat
Ac

(39)
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in which the Wigner D-matrix describes the rotation of |1/2,
Har) A7 spin states to those associated to the decay plane sys-
tem Eq. (37), [1/2,v,:). The term O, ( Mo M) s the

decay amplitude in terms of |1/2, v Af> states and proton states
defined in the canonical spin systém reached from the A7
decay plane system, [1/2, m, ). These proton states are needed
for the matching of proton spin states among different decay
chains.

5.2. General Study of the AT — pK™n* Polarised Decay Rate.
In the following, we present the general structure of the decay
rate written applying the Dalitz plot decomposition for dif-
ferent polarisation characteristics. We consider the decay rate
decomposed into unpolarised, longitudinal, and orthogonal
polarisation parts Egs. (8)-(10), with Eq. (39) applied to the
decay amplitudes.
The unpolarised decay rate Eq. (8) is simply

2 2 _
punpol (mpK' 4 mK'n*) - Z

vAz,mpzirl/Z

o

Vat,m
/\C’p

o (40)

because of the orthogonality of Wigner D-matrices
ZD*I/Z (¢p) ep’ )DI/Z (¢p’ p’ ) o< 81/)1//, (41)

and does not depend on the orientation angles for rotational
invariance.

The decay rate for longitudinal polarisation Eq. (9) can be
written in the form

plong(‘Q’ PZ) [COS 0 A( pK™> m?( n*)
(42)
—2sin 6 ReB( K- ,mK n“)()}
with
2 2
A(’“;K*’ m%(vv) = Z (’@1/2,%’ - ’@—1/2,% ))
"y
B<m;2>1<*) m%(’rr*’ X) = Z (exp ZX@UZm “1i2m )
my
(43)

The first term introduces a simple cos 6, linear depen-

dence; the behaviour of the second term can be seen as fol-
lows. Let us write

@llz,mp @jI/Z,m‘D = Pmp exp iq)mp’ (44)

so that

Re B( K- , My ﬂ+,)() = ;Pmp cos (X+<Dmp> (45)
= Ppcos (x + D),

is the sum of two cosine functions with different amplitude
and phase but the same frequency in y, which is equivalent
to a single cosine function with some amplitude P and phase
. Since

! m
Jil sin6, d cos 0, = > (46)

the oscillatory dependence of the Re B term is visible in the y
projection of the amplitude model. With projection, we refer
to the one-dimensional decay distribution obtained integrat-
ing over all the phase space variables but one. Instead, the
sin 6, dependence is not visible in the cos 6, projection since

Jn Pcos (x +D)dy=0. (47)

The decay rate for orthogonal polarisation can be written
in the form

Portn (2 P Py) = (Px cos ¢, — P, sin (/Sp) [sin 0,A (mf,Kf, mif,ﬁ)
+2 cos 0 ReB( K- ,mf( ﬂ+,X>

+2i ImB( K- ,mK n*rXﬂ
(48)

by exploiting the relation
a cos’a—a* sin*a = Re a cos 2a + i Im a. (49)

For Eq. (46), the cosine (minus sine) dependence shows
up in the ¢, projection, providing a clear signature for the
presence of P,(P,) orthogonal polarisation. Instead, orthog-
onal polarisation does not introduce effects in 6, and x pro-
jections, since

T

[ cos ¢,d¢, = J sin ¢,d¢,, = 0. (50)

The predicted dependence of the phase space variable
projections on different A! polarisation components is
shown with the use of Monte Carlo generated data for the
toy amplitude model defined in Section 6 in Appendix B.

5.3. Decay Amplitudes in the Helicity Formalism. The A7

— pKn" decay amplitudes O, m, ar€ written in the heli-

city formalism described in Section 2.3. We first consider the
decay chain A} — pK*(—K 7*). The weak decay A!
— pK™ can be described by Eq. (11) applied starting from
the decay plane coordinate system,

= Al —pK*

Vaom Agx m, /\

St (5D)

so that the amplitude is written in terms of the proton spin
m, and the K* opposite helicity Ax-. Since no rotation of spin



states is involved, the D-matrix becomes a constraint on the
helicity values m, + A =v ..

For spin zero K* resonances, the angular momentum
conservation relations Eq. (13) allow two complex couplings
corresponding to m,, = +1/2; for higher spin resonances, four

couplings are allowed, corresponding to {m, =1/2, Ag- =0,
-1} and {m, =-1/2, Ag+ =0, 1}. The couplings are indepen-
dent of each other because of parity violation in weak decays.
The strong decay K* — K™ 7" contribution is

dy T =T (O A (), (52)

in which % (m% ) is the lineshape of the K* resonance and

Ok is the kaon momentum signed polar angle in the K*
opposite-helicity coordinate system,

B =atan2 (p (K°), pf" (K7)) (53)

Signed polar angles are used as helicity angles in order to
have rotations only around the y-axis of the decay plane sys-
tem. Otherwise, the use of positive polar angles would require
additional azimuthal rotations around the z-axis (to flip
the y-axis direction) complicating unnecessarily the expres-

sion of the helicity amplitudes. In the fit model, the coupling
AI—K*p
e
couplings; therefore, it is set equal to 1 and absorbed into the
latter.

Considering the decay chain A} — A*(—pK™)n*, the
weak decay AT — A*7r" is described by Eq. (11) as

4 fi;HK_"* cannot be determined independently of #

Ar ATt

VAzr ’AA*

AT At 12

=0 dvA: A (0a0)s (54)

in which A, is the A" helicity system reached from the A7
system and 0, is the signed polar angle of the A* momen-
tum, defined as

0, =atan2 (p,f? (A7), p (A*)). (55)

The angular momentum conservation relations Eq. (13)
allow two helicity couplings, A ,- = £1/2, to fit for each reso-
nance whatever S,, is. The strong decay A*—pK™ is
described by

A" —pK™ o p A" —=pK™ 1S, A* 2
AN =T (ep )@(mpK,), (56)

in which A;V is the proton helicity and 0;‘* is the proton

signed polar angle in the helicity coordinate system reached
from the A* resonance. Since strong decays conserve parity,

the two helicity couplings corresponding to /\;‘* =+1/2 are
related,

%fgpf =—P,. (—1)5A**1/2%;§§)"K’, (57)
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in which P ,- is the parity of the A* resonance and the proton
and kaon parities P, = 1, Px = —1 have been inserted. In the
fit model, these couplings are absorbed into % ﬁ:(‘)A*ﬁ
ting 7,0 =1and #,5 =—P. (-1)5 12,

The matching of proton spin states from the A* helicity
system to the canonical system is performed applying the
method of Ref. [22] to the case of the Dalitz-plot decomposi-
tion. Indeed, the transformation sequence applied to reach
the proton helicity frame must be undone step-by-step in
order to ensure a consistent phase definition of fermion spin
states. Three rotations must be applied to the proton spin sys-

tem: two of angles 0;‘* and 0,., plus the Wigner rotation

, set-

accounting for the different boost sequence applied to reach
the two systems. The Wigner rotation can be written in
angle-axis decomposition [27], with angle

At At A\ 2
(1+ypc + YA +y;\)
(1+y;“+) (1+y2€) (1 +y1§‘*)

with y%4 the gamma factor of the boost connecting A and B
systems, and axis

w _
& 4+ = arccos

~1|, (58)

(P;| =Ypp> (59)

i.e., the y-axis of the decay plane coordinate system. All these
rotations are around the same y-axis, combined into one
rotation R (- ), with

Bp =00 +6, +ay.. (60)

Considering the third decay chain Af—A™" (—pn*)
K", the weak decay AT — A" K~ is described by

AT AR o AT AR 12

=50 dw A (040), (61)

Vpt )AA*
c

in which A,- is the A* helicity and 6, is the signed polar
angle of the A* momentum in the A' rest frame with decay
plane coordinate system. As for the A* decay chain, there
are two helicity couplings corresponding to A,- = +1/2 to fit
for each resonance. The strong decay A™* — pr* ampli-
tude is written as

A++*—>‘DT[+ A++*_)P7T+ SA* A* 2
L= . . m._. ), 2
'Q{AA* Ay %APA 0 dAA*,)LIf 917 % pr (62)

in which Aﬁ* is the proton helicity and Gﬁ* is the signed polar

angle defined in the A™ helicity coordinate system. In the fit

model, the strong decay helicity couplings are absorbed into
A:_>A++*K— . A++*—>p7'[+ _ A++*—>pﬂ+ _
). o setting them to #7,,," =1land #Z_,,," =

_PA* (_I)SA*—I/Z‘



Advances in High Energy Physics

The matching of proton spin states from the A* helicity
system to the canonical system is performed similarly to the
A" decay chain. The Wigner rotation angle is

AL AL a2
w <1+yp +yA*+yp)
0y = arccos e e ~ 1| (63)
(1+ypf) (1+yA§)(l+y§ )
around the axis
wo PR (64)

(XA*—|

P (A7) xp* (p)]

which is opposite to the y-axis of the decay plane coordinate
system. Therefore, the proton spin rotation can be written as
R, (B, ), with reversed Wigner angle sign

By =0, +6, —a). (65)

The decay amplitudes for each decay chain are the prod-
uct of two two-body decay amplitudes, summed over the
proton helicities for A* and A* chains,

K _gK s _ gxSke
My dien Y ar My thgs “hp 0

V/\Z’mP”\K*
. (§K> Ry (mfﬁﬁ ) ,

A” 1/2 Spx
'Q{VA:,/\A* my ;%}LA* OdvA+ Ax (QA*)d)Q* ’,\;\*
% (67)
A 1/2 2
(COTRTRENES

S x S v
‘foA:,AA* M, ;%AA* Odiizz,AA* <9A*)dAi* )Aﬁ*
% (68)
<9A )dmf* (ﬁA*)‘%A*< W).
The complete amplitude for the A7 — pK 7" decay is

obtained summing the amplitudes for all the intermediate
resonances and their allowed helicity states,

(66)

N
o > N (=K p
Vs, pK”nKﬁ’r Zz Vb M A
c -1 /\ ADTEpK
K*
N AL = A (—pK)mt
- —
P
+ Y Y (69)
vat /\A* m,
J=L dgs
N A++*K
+ Z Z Var )LA*m
k=1 Apeex

5.4. Study of the Decay Rate. We divide the study of the decay
rate into different parts, investigating which information
each gives on the parameters describing the decay distribu-
tion. In particular, we will focus on helicity couplings and
the polarisation degree. Each complex helicity coupling is

equivalent to two real parameters, its real and imaginary part
or its modulus and phase. Therefore, we have two real
unknowns for each coupling plus the polarisation modulus.
Each part of the decay rate having a functional form distin-
guishable from the others via an amplitude fit yields a con-
straint on the combination of parameters involved in that
contribution.

First, we study the part of the decay rate without interfer-
ence terms, consisting of the sum of the rates associated to
each single contribution. For the AT — pK™n* decay, each
contribution is given by Eq. (36), since intermediate reso-
nances decay via parity conserving strong interaction,

pnon-int (Q Pz)
Niex

= Z (FK* + P cos GK*>

i=1
Ny

+ Z (FA* +P L0y COS GA*)
j=1

Nye
+ kZ(FAZ +P.a. cos QA*)
=1

2

gK* (mK rr*’eK)

gA* ( pK~ ’eA)‘

Sar A 2
gAJ*( pn*’e )

(70)
in which angles are defined in analogy with Eq. (36) and the

Fp values are the sum of the helicity couplings squared mod-
uli for the resonance R,

:Z R
- ALA
)L

(71)
These are related to the resonance fit fractions F via
2
F = JFR’gf{ (mfz, 6‘5) ‘ Q. (72)

The overall normalisation of the decay rate, ensuring it
has unit integral over the phase space, is intended to be
implicit in the definition of the helicity couplings.

The decay rate part without interference terms gives
information on Fy and the products P,ay, but, again, it does
not allow to separate the polarisation modulus from the «
values without an independent measurement of at least one
of them.

For later convenience, let us evaluate the noninterfering
decay rate part associated to a A* resonance in the Dalitz
plot amplitude decomposition. Starting from Eq. (67), its
expression greatly simplifies exploiting the orthogonality
of d-matrices,

(ﬁ A”) =054 AT 3! AT

Zdl/Z
P
Y e (67) = (eﬁ*) =010, (816)

A*

ﬁ dl/Z
A‘

(73)
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obtaining
A *A* AP
Z@v,\+m@ Z‘% Apss0

ot

1/2 1/2
SEMOSLE IO
c

P

(74)

Explicitly, we have

0, .2 0,
204 A .20y
’@1/2;14‘ (’%1/20’ cos 5 +‘%—1/2,0‘ sin >
Sy A
Jo (e 05)

A AT A )? A*
Z@I/Z,mp@—l/Z,mpz ‘%1/2,0‘ "%—1/23

my
S s . CA*
’g ( pK’QA)‘ Z@—l/zm@ugm’

2

>

0,

2 9,.
sin -2~ cos
2

¥ 2 0.. . 2 0..
A . 294 A 2Ya
Z‘@‘“Z”‘ ‘ - (‘%1/20‘ sin” ==+ ’%—1/2)0' cos”— )
N
o (e8]
(75)
The contribution to the unpolarised decay rate Eq. (40)
is
2 2
punpol (mpK” mK’n*)

2
— A
- Z ‘ @VA; My

VAI,mP

r (76)

Spx *
gAA*< pK’eA)

while the contribution to the longitudinal polarisation rate
Eq. (42) is
)

. I A"
—2sin 6, Re Z exp iXO1ppm O 10,m,

my

*

2
* A
plong(‘Q P z cos 0 Z <’@i‘/2,m1,’ - ‘@—I/Z,Mp

=P,a,. (cos 6, cos 0. —sin 6, sin 0 . cos )

Sr g\ 2
PK” P )|

The above expressions are equivalent to Eq. (70), the
only difference being in the choice of the angles describing
the decay distributions. Indeed, the definition of the helicity
angle 0. is different in the two cases: while in Egs. (76)
and (77), it is independent of the decay orientation angles
(0, > x); in Eq. (70), 6, depends on a combination of

(77)

invariant mass and decay orientation degrees of freedom.
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Of course, nothing changes in terms of sensitivity to the
decay parameters: the y angle dependent term does not
add information to the A7 — pK™7* decay parameters.

The A* contribution is characterised by 4 unknowns
related to couplings plus the polarisation modulus, which is
shared with the other contributions. This part of the decay
rate places two constraints determining the sum of the heli-
city coupling moduli and their relative difference up to the
polarisation factor.

Now, we consider the interference terms between reso-
nance contributions, showing in which way they allow to
get maximum information on the decay amplitudes, con-
straining all the parameters describing the A7 — pK™ 7"
decay distributions. There are two kinds of interference
terms: those arising from resonances belonging to the same
decay chain and those coming from resonances associated
to different decay chains. In the following, we will consider
one example for each type.

5.4.1. Interference Term A* — A'". Let us consider the inter-
ference term between two A* resonances. Its computation
is analogous to the A" decay rate, since both resonances
belong to the same decay chain, sharing the same rotation
angles,

Z@v,\+ m, @*A

1 P
= Z%)\A o odllzm Aye (GA*)di;wAm (78)

my

S *,S * A
-(GA*)GAA*)A&( m, 6 )

in which

GSA*,SA: ( eA )
A% A PK
Ef(SA*’ 6;\*)]‘(8/‘,*, 9{,‘*)9%* (m;K*)‘%A’* (m}%K’)
(79)

Explicitly (leaving out G function arguments),

A A’ 9 A 20
Z@I/Zm @l/Zm = (%?/2 0%1/20 cos® - + 7/—1/2 0% 210 sin® 7) G,

. «A w A" 04 0,
(%32,0%1/20 7/?1/2 0%—1/2,0) sin > cos —-G

Z@ o
1/2m 12,m, 2

*A
= Z@—I/Zm @1/2»1 >

my

,0 . A 0
Z@ 1/2"1 1/2m = <%1/2 0%1/20 sin’ Q + %i‘uz,o% 12,0 cos’ %) G.
(80)

Let us consider the contribution of this interference
term to the decay rate, including its complex conjugate
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corresponding to the exchange A* <> A'”". The unpolarised
decay rate part Eq. (40) is

A*
punpol( pK’mK n*) 2Re Z @v+m v m,
Varty (81)

=2 Re ( A*A:*G),

while the longitudinal polarisation part Eq. (42) is
P long(Q’ P Z)

A pA A A"
= Pz{cos 6,2 Re mz <@1lz,mp @IIZ,mP - @71/2,% @71/2,%)
P

. . A A A A"
—25sin 6, Re Z [exp IX(@IIZ,mP @—1/2,m1, + @—1/2,m[, @1/2,%)} }
my

=2P, [cos 0, cos - Re (
x (exp ixa,.,~G)],

ocA*AnG) —sin 6, sin 0. Re

(82)
which probe the combinations
A” <A <A
Fpopr = %1/20%1/20+%—1/207/—1/20> (83)
A* <A <A
Apepts = 1507 120+ %—1/20%—1/20

The structure of this interference term is similar to the
A" decay rate: a F,. - term probed by the unpolarised
decay rate and a polarisation-dependent term driven by a
parity-violating asymmetry parameter «,. .

To better study the constraints given by this interference
term, let us write both complex couplings and the G function
in modulus-phase decomposition,

A* _ pA* A
1120 = Pl €xp i),

(84)
- (6] exp i
We have
Re (F . .+ G)/[G|
=2,0512,0 €08 | P20 120 T 96
+p ph ot —oh oy
~1/2,08-1/2,0 €08 [ L1120 S0 T 96 )
P, Re (a,.,G)/|G|
A" pA” A* A"
=P Py, 0Py cOS <(D1/2,o — Do+ ¢G)
A* A A A"
= P.P7y 5 0P2y ) COS ((D—I/Z,O — D pot ¢G)
(85)

Since the phase ¢ has in general a nontrivial depen-
dence on the resonance invariant mass (e.g., relativistic
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Breit-Wigner lineshapes have such behaviour), the two
conditions place four constraints on decay parameters:
indeed one has

A
€os (CDuzo Do + ¢G>
* A*
=cos ((D?/z,o - (DI/Z,O) cos ¢g (86)

. A* A" .
—Sin ((I)I/Z,O — Do+ ) sin ¢,

showing that phase differences among couplings can be
probed, not only their cosine, since cos ¢, and sin ¢,
functional forms are separable by an amplitude fit. The
constraint given by the y-dependent term is redundant.

Considering the decay rate part associated to A and
A'" resonances, we have 9 unknowns (8 real couplings
+ P,) and 8 constraints (4 from single decay rates + 4
from the interference term): again, we miss a condition
to determine separately the set of helicity couplings and
the polarisation.

What happens if we consider a set of three interfering
A" resonances? We have 13 unknowns and 16 con-
straints (now 12 coming from the three interference
terms) and therefore the possibility to measure both the
tull set of helicity couplings and the polarisation. Practi-
cally, to have significant interference effects the three res-
onances must feature a significant overlap in invariant
mass dependence (otherwise the lineshape product % ,-(

My )Ry (Mo ) vanishes) which can make their separa-
tion in the amplitude fit difficult, especially if they have
the same spin.

5.4.2. Interference Term A* — A*. Let us consider the interfer-
ence term between one A* and one A* resonance. Starting
from Egs. (67) and (68), its expression is

*A
Z@VA+ m, !

- ZZ%A* oy, 040 0 (057) 2 (Ba)

my A g
KT, O e (6) e (B)
o
x G (mf,K 67,65,
(87)
with
G%*)’Asf* (mgan” m ,,HQA* QA*)

zf(SA*,O;‘*)f(SA*, eﬁ”)ggm (

) (i)

(88)
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This interference term is more complicated than the
previous one since the two resonances belong to different
decay chains, characterised by different rotation angles.
However, trigonometric functions arrange in such a way
the proton rotation angles enter the decay rate only via
the combination

”'°:>

=Byt /3A*
2

-
i

Explicitly (leaving out function arguments),

0 0,
A* A* A
%1/20%1/20 cos ——

*A*
Z@I/Zm @1/2m 2 2

0 0,
A" *A A"
+%1/20%’ 120 €OS T sin 7 sin y

0
cos — siny

* A"
%—1/2 o 1) SIN —— 2 >

. 0 0
+%f‘1/20%’*1,20 sin % sin % cos y]

. 0 0
*A _ A* A* A*
Z@I/Zm @—I/Z,mp = |, 0%1/20 €os 5 sin -5 cosy

: 0 0
A *A A" A"
—%1/20% 1720 €08 —— oS —~ sin y

0 0
- 1/20%1/20 sin % sin % sin y

O
A
+ 7 1/20% 120 S —— cos — cos Y |G

A
2 2

0 0
A* A* A
Z@—I/Zm 1/2m = |1, 0%1/20 sin —— cos —- cos y

2 2
xN oph A g O
+ A0 D Sin —— 2 5
* . 0, 0,
A *A A A .
+ X0 1,0 €OS —- cos —-siny

* * 6 * 6 *
+ I o H ) cos = sin 2= cos y| G
5 > 2 2

. . . 0,- 6,
*A _ A *A . A . A
Z@-uzm @—l/Zm = |Z 1207 ()2 SN o sin > cosy

0 0
A” *A A A
—7/1,207(’ 120 Sin — 08 == sin y

0, 0
A* * A" A Upe
+ 10 120 €COS > sin > sin yp

. 0 0
+ %1\1/2 o%*uzo cos 2 cos % cosy|G.
(90)
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TaBLe 1: Summary of the AT — pK 7" decay rate study. It is
reported which part of the decay rate is necessary to get
information on the model parameters under which conditions. See
text for details.

Quantity Decay rate part Requirements

Frs F3 Noninterfering

oy Noninterfering |P|>0

Frr' Interference R — R’

O Interference R — R’ |P|>0

ar Interference R—R' - R” [P|>0
Interference R — S |P|>0

P Noninterfering Parity-violation

|P | Interference R— R’ = R” Parity-violation

Interference R — S Parity-violation

The contribution to the unpolarised decay rate Eq.
(40) is

2 2
punpol (mpK” mK’n*)

=2Re ) @Mm@*,Am
1/A+rr11J A:'HP

. . . N 0, —0,
A * A A *A A A
=2Re {(%1/2,0%1/2,0 + %—1/2,0%—1/2,0> €os (T) cos y

C R O JA
- <%f/z,o%f/z,0 + %fl/z,o%qu,o) Sin <%) s Y} G
(91)
and that to the y-independent longitudinal polarisation

rate (the y-dependent term does not add information on
the parameters) is

plong(‘Q’ PZ)
=P, cos O 2ReZ<@1/2m @fém -0

my

@*A

-1/2,m )

_ A" *A* gpA” * A
=P, cos 9p2 Re {(7/1/2,0%1/2,0 %—1/2,0%—1/2,0) cos

0, +0,
'<A ; A)COSY”L(%?&O%:A&O

- sin (%) sin y} G

Following the discussion about the constraints placed
by the A*—A'" term, Section 5.4.1, each angular term
determines the relative phase of each combination of
helicity couplings, each corresponding to two constraints
on real parameters, as from Eq. (86). Considering the

—1/2m

A" *# A"
%—1/2,0 %1/2,0)

(92)
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TaBLE 2: Toy amplitude fit study for nonzero polarisation (P, = 0.5). For helicity couplings, the two uncertainties are associated to their real

and imaginary part separately.

Parameter Generated value Fitted value Uncertainty Starting value
I

Z 1120 1

s 0.5 +0.5i 0.482 + 0.4956i 0.012;0.0087 1
Z 1121 i —0.019 + 1.0047i 0.019;0.0088 1
1o ~0.5-0.5i ~0.480 — 0.526i 0.014;0.011 1
m(GeV) 0.9 0.89980 0.00042 1.1
I'(GeV) 0.2 0.1984 0.0014 0.1
AF

110 i ~0.036 + 1.009i 0.017;0.014 1
Z 1120 0.8-0.4i 0.811 - 0.375i 0.011;0.013 1
m(GeV) 1.6 1.60129 0.00069 1.8
I'(GeV) 0.2 0.2014 0.0015 0.3
A*

1o 0.6 0.4i 0.625 — 0.398i 0.011;.0.011 1
Z 1120 0.1i 0.0034 + 0.1191i 0.0066;0.0070 1
m(GeV) 1.4 1.3994 0.0012 1.6
I'(GeV) 0.2 0.2064 0.0023 0.1
p

P, 0.5 0.5029 0.0038 0
P, 0. -0.0029 0.0036 0
P, 0 0.0015 0.0036 0

decay rate part associated to A and A" resonances, we
have 9 unknowns (8 real couplings + P,) and 12 con-
straints (4 from single decay rates +8 from the interfer-
ence term); it is therefore possible to measure separately
each parameter characterising the decay rate: real and
imaginary parts of the complex couplings and the polar-
isation degree, if the latter is nonzero. Interference
effects between different decay channels are more impor-
tant than those in the same decay channel, the firsts
giving more information on the amplitude model
parameters.

In the absence of polarisation, the constraints given
by the unpolarised decay rate are insufficient to fully
constrain helicity coupling values, as from the discussion
in Section 2.2. These results are numerically cross-
checked by means of the toy amplitude fit presented
in Section 6.

5.4.3. Summary. In the following, we summarize the results of
the study of the AT — pK™7r* decay rate, focusing on which
part of the decay rate gives information on which amplitude
model parameter, Table 1.

The sum of the helicity coupling moduli Fj for each
resonance (hence the fit fraction %;) can be measured

from the decay rate without interference. The decay asym-
metry parameters can be extracted from the same term
but only in the presence of a significant polarisation
degree.

The sum of helicity coupling products Fp: character-
ising the interference between resonances belonging to
the same decay channel can be measured in the absence
of polarisation, while the difference ag, needs nonzero
polarisation.

The single helicity coupling complex values can be
measured if their associate resonance has a significant
interference with other two belonging to the same decay
channel or one belonging to a different decay channel.

Assuming nonnegligible parity-violation effects, the
polarisation direction P can be measured from the non-
interfering decay rate, as following from the two-body
decay rate for generic polarisation Eq. (24). Instead,
the polarisation modulus |[P| can be determined sepa-
rately from the helicity couplings only in the presence
of significant interference among three resonances in the
same decay channel or two belonging to different decay
channels.

According to the ongoing AT — pK~ 7" amplitude anal-
ysis from semileptonic decays at the LHCDb experiment [1],
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Figure 1: Comparison between Monte Carlo pseudodata (“Data”) and fitted toy amplitude model (“Model”) projections for nonzero

polarisation (P, = 0.5), summarized in Table 2.

all the requirements needed for extracting maximum infor-
mation from A} — pK 7" decay distributions are met:
nonzero A; polarisation produced in the parent beauty had-
ron weak decay, significant parity-violation and resonant
contributions in all its three decay channels with sizeable
interference effects.

6. Toy Amplitude Fit

A toy amplitude maximum-likelihood fit is built to cross-
check the results of the analytical study of the AT — pK~
7" decay rate presented in Section 5.4. We choose a toy
amplitude model which satisfies the conditions summarized
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TaBLE 3: Toy amplitude fit study for zero polarisation. For helicity
couplings, the two uncertainties are associated to their real and
imaginary part separately.

Parameter Generated Fitted value ~ Uncertainty Starting
value value
e
1120 1
T 1 0.5+0.5i  1.72-0.22i  0.12;0.17 1
K 1 i 0.732+0.27i  0.091;0.29 1
Z 1o -0.5-0.51 -1.01-1.29i 0.16;0.13 1
m(GeV) 0.9 0.90060 0.00061 1.1
I'(GeV) 0.2 0.2002 0.0019 0.1
A*
Z 1po i ~0.18 +0.726i  0.13;0.053 1
1120 0.8-04i 1.65-1.09  0.12;0.17 1
m(GeV) 1.6 1.6016 0.0011 1.8
T(GeV) 0.2 0.2006 0.0017 0.3
A
Z 1o 0.6-04i 0.667-0.809i 0.083;.0.075 1
1120 0.1i  —0.419-0240i 0.067;0.059 1
m(GeV) 1.4 1.3969 0.0019 1.6
T(GeV) 0.2 0.2037 0.0040 0.1
p
P, 0 -0.0038 0.0034 0
P, 0. -0.0005 0.0035 0
p, 0 0.0005 0.0034 0

in Section 5.4.3; it consists of three resonances, one per decay
channel, with resonance parameters and helicity couplings
chosen in order to produce significant parity-violation and
interference effects. Resonance lineshapes are taken to be rel-
ativistic Breit-Wigner functions [28],

1
2

—m?—i
o —m* —imyl

Rpw (mz) =

> (93)

characterised by mass m,, and width I' parameters. The fol-
lowing spin-parity J© assignments are considered: K*(1*),
A*(1/27) and A*(1/27).

The amplitude fit code is based on a version of the Ten-
sorFlowAnalysis package [29] adapted to five-dimensional
phase space three-body amplitude fits [1]; this package
depends on the machine-learning framework TensorFlow
[30] interfaced with MINUIT minimisation [31] via the
ROOT package [32].

A set of 500,000 Monte Carlo pseudodata has been
generated according to the toy amplitude model, with
the set of parameters reported in Table 2. For computa-
tional reasons, the helicity couplings are defined relatively
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to a reference one, # 11</*2,0’ whose value is fixed to 1. The
normalisation of the decay rate is ensured computing its
integral as a function of the fit parameters. The pseudo-
data sample is then fit with the same toy amplitude model
leaving helicity couplings (but the reference one), polarisa-
tion components, and resonance masses and widths as free
fit parameters. The starting and final values of the fit
parameters are reported in Table 2, in which uncertainties
are computed from the Hessian matrix associated to the
maximum-likelihood fit. The starting point in parameter
space is chosen to be far enough from the generated
one, so that the possibility to obtain the generated values
just by chance is negligible.

The fit results demonstrate that the amplitude fit is able
to measure simultaneously all the amplitude model parame-
ters: complex helicity couplings, polarisation degree and
direction, and resonance masses and widths, as predicted
by the analytical study of the AT — pK 7" decay rate.
Indeed, all the parameters are found to be compatible within
twice the range set by the computed statistical uncertainties.
The comparison between pseudodata and amplitude model
projections is displayed in Figure 1.

To highlight the importance of having a nonzero
polarisation for extracting full information from A
— pK™n* decay distributions, we repeat the toy ampli-
tude fit, exactly in the same way, but for pseudodata
generated for zero polarisation. The results are reported
in Table 3, while the null polarisation and resonance
parameters are correctly retrieved, the helicity coupling
values are far from the generated ones; their associated
uncertainties, much larger than those characterising the
previous fit, suggest that they are not fully constrained
by the pseudodata distributions. The comparison between
pseudodata and amplitude model projections is displayed
in Figure 2.

What about the extraction of the fit fractions, which,
according to Eq. (70), should be measurable even in the
absence of polarisation? Due to the way the helicity couplings
are defined in the amplitude fit, we should not check whether
the sum of the helicity coupling moduli is retrieved, but
rather the relative sum with respect to the other resonances.
Indeed, from the final helicity coupling values reported in
Table 3, it is easy to check that the Fy values are compatible
with the generated ones but for an overall factor =2.5, which
is absorbed in the amplitude model normalisation.

7. Conclusions

We perform an analytical study of the AT — pK™ 7" decay
to understand which information can be extracted from its
decay distributions. This study holds as well for any three-
body decay with spin structure 1/2 — 1/20 0, having a first
parity-violating decay to an intermediate state subsequently
decaying via parity-conserving interactions.

Considering an amplitude model for the A} — pK~n*
decay written in the helicity formalism, we show which
parameters of the amplitude model can be measured from
which part of the decay rate. We demonstrate how the
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F1GuRrk 2: Comparison between Monte Carlo pseudodata (“Data”) and fitted toy amplitude model (“Model”) projections for zero polarisation,
summarized in Table 2.

presence of significant interference effects together with a The analytical study has been cross-checked numerically
nonnegligible A' polarisation allows the simultaneous mea- by means of toy amplitude fits on Monte Carlo pseudodata.
surement of all the amplitude model parameters, including According to the ongoing studies of AT — pK™n*

complex helicity couplings, and the polarisation degree and  decays at LHCD [1], this decay has all the features needed
direction. We highlight the interplay between amplitude  for the complete determination of its amplitude model
model and polarisation degree; significant resonance interfer- ~ parameters. The full determination of the A} — pK™n*
ence effects are needed to measure the second, while a nonzero  amplitude model opens the possibility to use a AT — pK~
polarisation allows to fully determine the decay model. it decay amplitude model for the different applications



Advances in High Energy Physics

17
2 25 3 35 4 45
m? (pK’)[GeVZ/c“]
x10° x10° x10°
] ] 14 -
25 25 ] ]
S A 2P
& 20 4 3 20 7 a ]
5] %] 3 107
0] 1 U] : ) ]
© 15 % 157 & 87
(=} 4 —
S S ] S ]
SO SENE S 6
£ 10 7 2 10 ] R
g 5§ 1 § 4
= 5 & 5 ] 4] ]
b ] 2
0 Irer e 0 tFrrr e 0 I F
2 25 3 35 4 45 040608 1 12141618 2 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
m? (pK™)[GeV?/c?] m? (K-*)[GeV?/c?] m? (pr*)[GeV?/ct]
x10° x10° x10°
12 —: 10 —:W{"MW%M% 12 _:
E 10 -
10 1 8 1 ]
i o 7 o 4
g 8] g g 8
= ] S 6 At A Pt Sesotnen, % ]
§ 6 ] % 1 § 6 'WWWM-%
m ] 5 4 M E
4 T o ] 4 7
N T e iy J e WIS
2 ;/ﬂ o 2 _A
o """ 0-I'"'I""I'"'I""I""I""I 0-I""I""I""I""I""I""I
-1 -05 0 0.5 1 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
cos 6 (p) ¢ (p)
—— Model — K
—D — L
FiGURrE 3: A} — pK™mr* toy amplitude model projections P, = 1, generated using one million Monte Carlo events.
presented in Section 1, ranging from New Physics searches to The Wigner d-matrix for spin 1/2 is
low-energy QCD studies. In particular, the AT — pK™n*
decay can be used as an absolute polarimeter for the A} cos 3 _sin g
baryon. d' (0)= (A1)
m ,m
.0 0
sin —  cos =
2 2

Appendix
A. Explicit d-Matrices Expressions

Here, we report the explicit d-matrices expressions employed
throughout the article.

The Wigner d-matrix elements m', m = +1/2 for semi-
integer spin s can be written in the form:

&, 0)=£(S, 0)d: (6. (A.2)
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FIGURE 4: A7 — pK™7r* toy amplitude model projections for P, =1, generated using one million Monte Carlo events.

For instance,
f(1/2,,0)=1,
1
f(3/2,0) = 5(3 cos0-1).

B. Projections of the A} — pK™7" Toy
Amplitude Model

We consider the projections of the AT — pK~n* toy ampli-
tude model described in Section 6 for different A' polarisation
components: P, in Figure 3, P, in Figure 4, and P, in Figure 5.

The orientation angle projections follow the depen-
dencies predicted in Section 5.2: a P, component pro-
duces a linear cos6, and a sinusoidal y dependence,

while a P.(P,) component gives rise to a cosine (minus
sine) dependence in ¢,. Invariant mass distributions are

independent on the polarisation for rotational invariance
as explained in Section 2.2.

Data Availability

The data used to support the findings of this study are
included within the article.
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