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Abstract Using electron-positron annihilation data samples corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
4.5fb71, collected by the BESIII detector in the energy region between 4599.53 MeV and 4698.82 MeV,
we report the first observations of the Cabibbo-suppressed decays AF — na™n% AF — naTr~ 7", and the
Cabibbo-favored decay Ay — nK " nT7nT with statistical significances of 7.90, 7.80, and > 100, respectively.
The branching fractions of these decays are measured to be B(AT — nr7%) = (0.64+£0.0940.02)%, B(AT —
nrtr ) =(0.4540.0740.03)%, and B(AT = nK 7" 7") = (1.9040.084-0.09) %, where the first uncertainties
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are statistical and the second are systematic. We find that the branching fraction of the decay A7 — nnw

70 s

about one order of magnitude higher than that of AT —nzn™.

Key words A} baryon, Branching fraction, BESIII detector

1 Introduction

Charmed baryons provide an excellent laboratory
for studying the properties of QCD in the case where
a heavy quark couples to two light quarks. Currently,
we do not have reliable phenomenological models to
describe these complex baryon decays. More than two
decades ago, a general formulation of a topological-
diagram scheme for the nonleptonic weak decays of
baryons was proposed to calculate the amplitudes
of different topological diagrams [1]. The factor-
izable external W-emission amplitude 7" and inter-
nal W-emission amplitude C, as well as the non-
factorizable inner W-emission amplitude C’ and W-
exchange amplitude E are introduced in the repre-
sentation of these diagrams. In this scheme, one am-
plitude can be factorized into two parts, the decay
constant of the emitted meson and the heavy-to-light
transition form factor, which can be directly calcu-
lated. By way of example, the topological diagrams
for AT — natx° can be seen in Fig. 1. We know that
here the non-factorizable contribution is essential for
understanding the weak decays of charmed baryons,
in contrast to the negligible effect they contribute in
heavy-meson decays [2].
baryon decays involving non-factorizable components
are critical for understanding the underlying dynam-

Hence, studies of charmed

ics of charmed-baryon decays in general.
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Figure 1: Topological diagrams of the decay A} —
nrt® via (a) external W-emission T, (b) internal
W-emission C, (c) inner W-emission C’, and (d) W-
exchange diagram F.

In addition, an alternative and model-inpendent
approach based on quark flavor SU(3) symmetry has

been proposed to describe charmed-baryon decays.
Even though it is an approximate method, it is a pow-
erful and reliable tool to extract useful information
about these transitions [3-10]. Improved measure-
ments of charmed-baryon decays will be important in
further testing the validity of this method.

Many experimental studies of various AF de-
cays have been reported, with a focus on decays to
two-body hadronic final states [11-21].
more studies of multi-body hadronic decays are re-

However,

quired to gain deeper insight into the nature of non-
perturbative QCD, as these involve rich intermedi-
ate processes and the branching fractions (BF) are
in general higher. There is a significant discrepancy
between the predicted BFs of AY — NKnr decays
reported in Ref. [22] and the measured values for
A} = pK—nt7® and AF — pK°ntn~ [23]. Clarifying
this tension requires knowledge of the BF's of hadronic
Al decays to final states involving a neutron. Fewer
studies have been performed for these decays because
of the difficulty of direct neutron detection.

The BESIII collaboration has measured the BFs
of the Cabibbo-favored (CF) decay AT — nKgr™ [14]
and the Cabibbo-suppressed (CS) decay AF —
nmT [18]. These studies provide critical tests for
isospin and SU(3) symmetries in charmed-baryon de-
cays, the violation of which could lead to enhanced
CP-violation effects [24, 25]. Taking the BFs of
AT - nKinTt, AT — pK2n® and AY — pK 7% from
the Particle Data Group (PDG) [23], the amplitudes
of these three decays satisfy the triangle relation and
obey isospin symmetry [3]. However, the ratio of the
BF of AT — na™ to that of AT — px® is measured
to be larger than 7.2 which disagrees with the SU(3)
flavor symmetry model prediction [3, 6, 26]. Precise
measurements of the BFs of additional A} decays to
final states involving a neutron, such as AT — nrt7°
AF s nrtr -t and AF - nK -7t are highly de-
sirable to allow for futher tests of isospin and SU(3)
symmetries in charmed-baryon decays. Throughout
this paper, charge-conjugate modes are implicitly as-
sumed.

In this paper, two CS decays AT —natn® AT —
nrtrn-nwt, and the CF decay AT — nK - ntn* are
studied by employing the double-tag (DT) method
[38], where the neutron is reconstructed via the
missing-mass technique. Owur analysis is based on
electron-positron annihilation data samples collected
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at seven center-of-mass (c.m.) energies from /s =
4599.53 MeV to 4698.82 MeV by the BESIII detec-
tor. These data samples correspond to an integrated
luminosity of 4.5 fb™! [39-42], as listed in Table 1.
Within this energy range, the electron-positron col-
lisions provide a clean environment for the produc-
tion ATA7 pairs, which offers a unique opportunity
to carry out model-independent measurements of the
BF's of various A} decays involving neutrons. The
DT method allows us to measure the BFs without
any theoretical input or external information on the
cross section of AT production.

Table 1: The c.m. energies and integrated luminosi-
ties for the data samples.

Vs (MeV) | Int. luminosity (pb~!)
4599.53 586.90£0.10£3.90
4611.86 103.65+0.05+0.55
4628.00 521.53+£0.11£2.76
4640.91 551.65+0.12+£2.92
4661.24 529.43+0.12+£2.81
4681.92 1667.39+£0.21 £8.84
4698.82 535.54+£0.12£2.84

The A baryons are reconstructed with twelve ex-
clusive hadronic decay modes, as listed in Table 2.
This data set is referred to as the single-tag (ST) sam-
ple. The 7% K9, A, 3° and ¥~ particles are recon-
structed via individual dominant decay modes. Those
events in which any of the signal decays AT — nrt7°,
A — notrrt, and AT — nK-7ntxt are recon-
structed in the system recoiling against the ST A
candidates are denoted as DT candidates.

2 BESIII detector and Monte Carlo
simulation

The BESIIT detector [27] records symmetric ete™
collisions provided by the BEPCII storage ring [28],
which operates in the center-of-mass energy range
from 2.0 GeV to 4.95 GeV. BESIII has collected
large data samples in this energy region [29]. The
cylindrical core of the BESIII detector covers 93%
of the full solid angle and consists of a helium-based
multilayer drift chamber (MDC), a plastic scintillator
time-of-flight system (TOF), and a CsI(T1) electro-
magnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are all enclosed
in a superconducting solenoidal magnet providing a
1.0 T magnetic field. The solenoid is supported by
an octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive plate
counter muon identification modules interleaved with

steel. The charged-particle momentum resolution

at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%, and the specific ionization en-
ergy loss (dE/dx) resolution is 6% for electrons from
Bhabha scattering. The EMC measures photon ener-
gies with a resolution of 2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV in the
barrel (end-cap) region. The time resolution in the
TOF barrel region is 68 ps, while that in the end-cap
region is 60 ps [30]. High-statistics Monte Carlo (MC)
simulation samples for the process eTe™ — inclusive
are produced with the KKMC generator[31] by incor-
porating the initial-state radiation (ISR) effects and
the beam-energy spread. The inclusive MC simu-
lation sample, which consists of A*AJ events, DE:))
production, ISR return to lower-mass v states, and
continuum processes eTe” — q7 (¢=u,d,s), is gener-
ated to determine the ST detection efficiencies and
estimate the potential background. For this MC
simulation sample, all the known decay modes of
charmed hadrons and charmonia are modeled with
EVTGEN [32, 33] using BF's taken from the PDG [23],
and the remaining unknown decays are modeled with
LUNDCHARM [34]. Furthermore, exclusive DT signal
MC simulation events, where the A7 decays into any
of the tag modes and the Al decays into any of the
signal modes of natw®, natr—nt or nK—7ntxt, are
used to determine the DT dectection efficiencies. The
Born cross sections are taken into account when pro-
ducing the MC simulation sample of A} A pairs. The
AF = natr® and AT — nrtr~ 7wt signal MC samples
are simulated evenly distributed in phase space since
the angular distributions, momentum distributions
and the two-body invariant mass distributions of the
final state particles of the signal MC simulation sam-
ples are in good agreement with data with the current
size of data set. For the signal MC simulation sample
of AT - nK - 7ntnr*, the key kinematic distributions
mentioned above have been reweighted to agree with
those of data. All final tracks and photons are fed
into a GEANT4-based [35] detector simulation pack-
age, which includes the geometric description of the
BESIII detector.

3 Analysis

Charged tracks detected in the MDC must sat-
isfy |cosf| < 0.93 (where 6 is defined with respect to
the z-axis, which is the symmetry axis of the MDC)
and have a distance of closest approach to the in-
teraction point (IP) of less than 10 cm along the
beam axis and less than 1 cm in the perpendicu-
lar plane, except for those used for reconstructing
K§ and A decays. Particle identification (PID) for
charged tracks combines measurements of the energy
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Table 2: Requirements on AFE, ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies for the signal decays of AT — natx® (£),
AF s natr—at (D) and AT - nK-ntrnt (F) at /s =4681.92 MeV. The uncertainties are statistical only.

The quoted efficiencies do not include any subdecay BFs. Entries of “--

of the DT efficiencies is not required in the analysis.

7

are for the cases where knowledge

Tag mode | AE( MeV) NPT ST(%) | ePT(E)%) | ePT(D) (%) | ePT(F) (%)
pKY (—21,18) 3376461 48.6 12.58 11.55 18.50
pK T~ (—29,26) | 175084147 47.1 10.77 10.59 16.61
pK 20 (—49,34) 1785463 4.74 4.65 7.15
pROm—at (—34,31) 1511457 20.7 4.22 4.13 5.99
pK 7m0 (—60,41) 51114128 4.13 6.60
Ar— (—23,21) 2074448 41.3 9.95 9.12 15.08
Ar—nO (—50,41) 4380488 4.05 3.85 6.00
Ar—ntn~ (—40,36) 2059461 2.80 2.67 3.93
S0~ (—33,31) 1398+42 25.9 6.31 5.89 8.46
=70 (—67,32) 879443 22.5 5.78 5.21 8.22
S—rat (—40,32) 3027488 22.1 5.40 5.21 7.77
pr— (—26,20) 1596480 53.6 17.35

deposited in the MDC (dE/dz) and the flight time
in the TOF to form likelihoods L(h)(h =p,K,n) for
each hadron h hypothesis. Tracks are identified as
protons when their likelihoods satisfy L£(p) > L(K)
and L(p) > L(w), while charged kaons and pions are
identified by comparing the likelihoods for the kaon
and pion hypotheses, L(K) > L(n) or L(m) > L(K),
respectively.

Neutral showers are reconstructed in the EMC.
Showers not associated with any charged track are
identified as photon candidates. The deposited en-
ergy of each shower in the EMC must be greater
than 25 MeV in the barrel region, corresponding
to the polar angle |cosf| < 0.80, and greater than
50 MeV in the end-cap region, corresponding to
0.86 < |cosf| < 0.92. The EMC time difference
from the event start time is required to be less than
700 ns, to suppress electronic noise and showers un-
related to the event. The 7° candidates are recon-
structed from photon pairs with invariant masses
within 115 MeV/¢*> < M(yy) < 150 MeV/c?. To
improve momentum resolution, a kinematic fit con-
straining the photon pairs to the 7° known mass is
performed and the resulting four-momentum of the
0 candidate is used for further analysis.

Candidates for K9 and A decays are formed by
mtx~ and prT combinations, respectively. For these
tracks, their distances of closest approaches to the
IP must be within +£20cm along the beam direc-
tion. No distance constraint in the transverse plane
is required. The charged pion is not subjected to
the PID requirement described above, while the pro-
ton PID is imposed. The two final-state tracks

are constrained to originate from a common de-
cay vertex by requiring the x? of the vertex fit to
be less than 100.
is required to be separated from the IP by a dis-
tance of at least twice the fitted vertex resolution.

Furthermore, the decay vertex

The fitted momenta of the 777~ and pr+ combina-
tions are used in the subsequent analysis. We re-
quire 487 MeV/c* < M(rtm~) < 511 MeV/¢* and
1111 MeV/c®> < M (prt) <1121 MeV/c? to select K§
and A candidates, respectively, which corresponds to
a window of about three times the standard devia-
tions either side of the known masses. The £° and
¥~ candidates are reconstructed with the yA and pr°
combinations with invariant masses being in the in-
tervals of 1179 MeV/c? < M(yA) < 1203 MeV/c?
and 1176 MeV /c*> < M (pn®) <1200 MeV/c?, respec-
tively.

For the tag modes A7 — pK3n°, A — pK%m—nt,
A7 — S m 7, and A7 — prwt, possible back-
grounds with A — prt are rejected by requiring
M (pr™) to be outside the range (1110,1120) MeV/c?.
In the selection of A — pK97® decays, candidate
events within the range 1170 MeV/c* < M(pr°) <
1200 MeV/c? are excluded to suppress background
from %~ decays. To remove K9 decays in the selec-
tion of A w Ar— 7wt~ A =X 7% A =S 7m 7T,
and A — pr- 7t candidates, the invariant masses
of any 777~ and 7°7° pairs are required to lie out-
side of the range (480,520) MeV/c?. MC simulation
studies indicate that peaking backgrounds and cross
feeds among the twelve ST modes are negligible after
applying the above veto procedures.

The ST A baryons are identified using the beam-

010201-7



No. X

Chinese Physics C Vol. xx, No. x (2022) xxxxxx 8

constrained mass Mgc = \/ F2.,../c* —p?/c?, where

Epcam 18 the average value of the et and e~ beam ener-
gies and p is the measured A, momentum in the c.m.
system of the ete™ collision. To improve the signal
purity, the energy difference AE = E — ) ¢an for the
A, candidate is required to fulfil a mode-dependent
AF requirement shown in Table 2, corresponding to
approximately three times the resolutions. Here, F is
the total reconstructed energy of the A candidate.
For each ST mode, if more than one candidate sat-
isfies the above requirements, we select the one with
the minimal |AFE|. Figure 2 shows the Mpc distri-
butions of various ST modes for the data sample at
/5 =4681.92 MeV, where a clear A_ signal peak can
be seen in each mode.

To obtain the ST yields, unbinned maximum-
likelihood fits are performed to the My distributions,
where the signal shapes are modeled with the MC-
simulated shape convolved with a Gaussian function
representing the resolution difference between data
and MC simulation, and the background shapes are
described by an ARGUS function [37]. The fit re-
sults for the data sample at /s =4681.92 MeV are
shown in Fig. 2. The fits to the Mpc distributions
for the other six data samples at different c.m. en-
ergies are presented in the supplementary materi-
als [36]. Candidates with Mpc € (2275,2300) MeV /c?
for the data sample at /s = 4599.53 MeV,
Mgc € (2275,2306) MeV/c? for the data samples at
/s =4611.86 MeV,4628.00 MeV,4640.91 MeV, and
Mg € (2275,2310) MeV/c? for the data samples at
Vs = 4661.24 MeV,4681.92 MeV,4698.82 MeV are
retained for further analysis. The differences in se-
lection requirements between data sets are necessary
as the resolution and effects of ISR vary with colli-
sion energy. The fitted ST yields, ST and DT ef-
ficiencies for each ST mode at /s = 4681.92 MeV
are summarized in Table 2; those for the other c.m.
energy points can be found in the supplementary ma-
terials [36].
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Figure 2: The My distributions of various ST modes
for the data sample at 1/s=4681.92 MeV. The points
with error bars represent data. The (red) solid curves
indicate the fit results and the (blue) dashed curves
describe the fitted background shapes. The ranges
between green dashed lines are the signal regions.

Searches are performed for the decays A} —
nrta®, AY — nrtrnt and A — nK-rtrt
among the remaining tracks and showers recoil-
ing against the ST A_ candidates. In the case of
AT — nar° the event is allowed to contain only
one pion with opposite charge to the tagged AZ
satisfying the same selection criteria as described
The 7° candidate giving rise to the small-
est x? for the mass-constrained kinematic fit is re-
tained. When searching for A} — natr~ 7t and
AT —nK-mtnt decays, events are selected with only

above.

three remaining charged tracks, satisfying the desired
charge and PID criteria. In each of the decays, the
kinematic variable M, = \/Efniss/c“—|13},,iss|2/c2
is used to infer the presence of the undetected

neutron. Here, E.;, and P are calculated by
Eriss = Eoeam — Proc and Priss = ﬁ/\j — Prec; Where
Ercc(Prec) is the energy (momentum) of the recon-
structed final-state particles in the eTe™ c.m. sys-
tem. The momentum of the A baryon p)+ is cal-

culated by p,+ = fﬁtag\/Ef)eam/chmijcQ, where

Drag 1S the momentum direction of the ST /_\; and
m,+ is the known mass of the A} baryon [23].
In the case of Af — nrtn® AT — nata 7t
and AT — nK-ntrT decays, the My (mTn°),
Mopio(mtn o) and Moo (K~ 7t 7mt) spectra are ex-
pected to peak around the known mass of the neutron
i.e. at 939.6 MeV/c? [23]. A study of the inclusive
MC simulation sample reveals that the dominant
background events for the signal mode A} — natx®
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are from the processes AT — Ant with A — nz°,
AF — X7° with ¥7 — nat and AF — X07F with
20 — yA(— nx®). In order to reject these back-
ground events for AT — nrt7°, the following selec-
tion criteria are applied: My (7") > 1300 MeV/c?
and M,,;.(7°) >1370 MeV/c?. For the signal mode
AT — nrtr 7t the peaking backgrounds from
the decays AT — nK2%(— nta)nt, AT — Xt (—
nat)rtr~, and AT — X7 (= nr)rtxt are sup-
pressed by requiring M, +.- ¢ (487,511) MeV/c?,
Moies (™) ¢ (1150,1250) MeV/c*  and
M s (7TT) ¢ (1150,1250) MeV/c?.  Note that,
based on the study of the inclusive MC simula-
tion sample, ten ST modes (after excluding A —
pK+m~ 71 and A; — pr—7t) are used in the analy-
sis of the decay A} — nn™7° and eleven ST modes
(after excluding A — pr~7") are used in the anal-
ysis of the decay A} — natn~at to improve the
background level in the M, spectra.

The resulting M, distributions of the DT can-
didate events summed over all data samples at seven
c.m. energies are shown in Fig. 3. A peak around the
neutron mass is observed in Fig. 3(a) representing the
AT — nrt a0 signal. Moreover, there are two promi-
nent structures peaking around the A and X° mass
regions, which correspond to the CF decays A7 —
Artr® and AF — %7770, respectively. Significant
signal peaks around the neutron mass are also ob-
served for AT — nrtr 7t and AY - nK 7zt in
Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 3(c), respectively.

The total DT signal yield is obtained by per-
forming an unbinned maximume-likelihood fit on the
M s distribution. The neutron, A and X° signals
are modeled by individual MC-derived shapes con-
volved with Gaussian functions that account for the
shift and resolution difference between data and MC
simulation. The Gaussian-function parameters are
left free and are shared by the three signal processes
in the fit to the M, (7T7°) spectra. The poten-
tial background events in the M, distributions are
classified into two categories. Those directly originat-
ing from continuum hadron production in the ete~
annihilation are denoted as ¢q background. Those
from ete~ — AFA. events excluding the contribu-
tions from the corresponding signal process are re-
ferred to as A}YA; background. In the fit to the
M iss (7T 70) distribution, the gg background is de-
scribed by a second-order Chebyshev polynomial with
free parameters and the A*A- backgroud shape is
taken from the inclusive MC simulation sample. For
the fit to the M (777~ 7)) spectrum, only one first-
order Chebyshev polynomial with free parameters is

used to model all the background. Similarly, for
the Mpies(K~7tn™) distribution, one second-order
Chebyshev function with fixed parameters is taken
as the background shape where the parameters are
derived from the fit to the inclusive MC simulation
sample. The DT signal and background yields are
left free in the fit to the M e (7T 7%), Mypiee(mTm— )
and M (K~ 7t7t) spectra. Figure 3 shows the
results of the fits to the M, distributions. From
these fits, we determine the DT signal yields of A} —
nrtn®, AY = nrtr—n", and AT —» nK-7tnt to
be NPT, =150.9+21.4, NPT, . =120.6+17.9
and NDI_ . =805.8+33.1, respectively, where the
uncertainties are statistical only. The statistical sig-
nificances of the AT — natn% AT - nrtr~ 7t and
AT — nK-ntrt signals are 7.90, 7.80, and > 100,
respectively, which are evaluated by the changes in
the likelihoods between the nominal fit and the fit
with the signal yield set to zero, and accounting for
the change in the number of degrees of freedom.
The BFs of the decays A} — natn, AT —
nrtr-nt, and AF — nK - 7wttt are determined as

)

NDT
= 1
S NS (BT B W

VAR

B

where ¢ and j represent the ST modes and the data
samples at different c.m. energies, respectively. The
factor Bine is (98.823 £0.034)%, which is the BF of

70 — v [23], is only present for AY — nwta®. NZT,

e;T, and €T are the ST yields, ST efficiencies, and
DT efficiencies, respectively. The detection efficien-
ST
ij
simulation sample and exclusive DT signal MC sim-
ulation samples, respectively. The ST and DT effi-
ciencies for the data sample at /s = 4681.92 MeV

are summarized in Table 2. The detection efficien-

cies €T and e?jT are estimated from the inclusive MC

cies for the other data samples are summarized in
the supplementary materials [36]. The obtained BFs
are summaried in Table 3.

Table 3: The obtained BF's, where the first uncertain-
ties are statistical and the second are systematic.

Signal decay B (%)

0.64+0.09+0.02
0.454+0.07+0.03
1.90£0.08 £0.09

Aj —nntra®
Aj —nrtaxt
Aj —nK ntxt

Most systematic uncertainties from the ST side
cancel in the determination of the BFs, as is clear
from Eqn. (1).
side can lead to systematic bias, for example, the
requirement of no extra charged track, tracking ef-
ficiency, PID efficiency, 7°

However, effects from the signal

reconstruction, peaking
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Figure 3: The M. distributions of the surviving DT candidate events for (a) AT — nat7°, (b) AT = natr— 7t
and (¢) Af - nK - ntn" decays with fit results overlaid. The points with error bars are data combined from
seven c.m. energy points. The solid black curves are the fit results. The red, cyan, and pink dashed curves
indicate the neutron, A, and ¥ signal shapes, respectively. The brown dashed curve is the A*A- background

shape for AT — natr0.

The blue dashed curves represent the fitted combinatorial background shape. The

green histograms are the simulated combinatorial background shapes from the inclusive MC sample. The plots
in the bottom of each graphs show the pull value of each bin, in which the values are expected to fluctuate

around O.

background veto, M. fit, ST AZ yield, MC mod-
eling, and MC sample size. The systematic uncer-
tainty due to the requirement of no extra charged
track is assigned as 1.1% from the study of a con-
trol sample of ete™ — ATAS with A} = nK 7trt
and A decays to tag modes. The systematic uncer-
tainties associated with the efficiencies of the tracking
and PID of charged particles are estimated to be 1%
by using control samples of ete™ — 7T t7r~ 7~ and
ete” - KTK—nrn—

gies above /s =4.0GeV. The systematic uncertainty

events collected at c.m. ener-

due to the 7° reconstruction efficiency is assigned to
be 1.0% [12]. The systematic uncertainty associated
with the BF of 7 — v is 0.03% [23], which is neg-
ligible. In order to estimate the systematic uncer-
tainties arising from the veto of peaking backgrounds
involving A, ¥, ¥° K§ and ¥, the correspond-
ing resolutions in the MC simulation samples are cor-

rected to agree with those in data, and the BFs are
then re-evaluated with the updated MC simulation
samples. The deviations from the baseline BF mea-
surements are taken as the associated systematic un-
certainties for AT — nrt7® and A} — nrtr— 7t
which are 1.6% and 1.0%, respectively. The system-
atic uncertainties from the fitted DT yields are 1.3%,
2.2%, and 0.9% for A} — nrta% natr wT, and
nK~wt7T, respectively, which are estimated from
varying the alternative polynomial descriptions for
the g7 and A A backgrounds, respectively. The sys-
tematic uncertainty in the total ST A yield is 0.1%
for A} = nat7®, and 0.2% for A} = natr 7", and
nK ~mtrT. These uncertainties arise from the fluctu-
ation of background together with a component com-
ing from the fit to the Mpc distribution. The sys-
tematic uncertainties arising from the MC modeling
are investigated by reweighting the MC distribution
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to data, and they are assigned as the efficiency differ-
ences between the original and reweighted samples.
The systematic uncertainties due to limited sample
sizes of the MC samples are estimated to be 0.2%.
Assuming that all the sources are uncorrelated, the
total uncertainties are then taken to be the quadratic
sums of the individual values, which are 3.1%, 5.6%,
and 4.5% for AT — nrtr% A} — nrtr—nt

AF —nK-mtrt, respectively. All the above system-

and

3

atic uncertainties are summarized in Table 4.

Table 4: Relative systematic uncertainties in BF mea-

surements. “---”

“_»

means the uncertainty is negligible.
indicates cases where there is no uncertainty.

Source nrtr (%) | notroat (%) | nK -ttt (%)
No extra charged track 1.1 1.1 1.1
Tracking 1.0 3.0 3.0
PID 1.0 3.0 3.0
7% reconstruction 1.0 — —
Background veto 1.6 1.0 -
M iss fit 1.3 2.2 0.9
ST A; yield 0.1 0.2 0.2
MC model 1.1 2.6

MC sample size 0.2 0.2 0.2
Total 3.1 5.6 4.5

4 Summary

In summary, by analyzing 4.5 fb™' of data
collected at c.m. energies between 4599.53 and
4698.82 MeV, we report for the first time the ob-
servation of AT — nrtx’, AT — nrtr 7t and
AF —nK-ntxt. The BFs of these decays are deter-

mined to be B(AF — nat7%) = (0.64+0.09+0.02)%,
B(AF — natn—nt) = (0.45 £ 0.07 £ 0.03)%, and
B(AF - nK-ntnT) = (1.90 £ 0.08 + 0.09)%, where
the first uncertainties are statistical and the second
systematic. These observations are important addi-
tions to our knowledge of A} decays. Comparison
of these results to those of decays involving pro-
tons provides crucial inputs for understanding the
mechanisms in the charmed baryon decays under the
SU(3) flavor symmetry. Taking B(A} — pr—nt) =
(0.461 £ 0.028)% from the PDG [23], we can cal-
culate B(A} — pr=7")/B(AT — na7T) = 0.72+
0.11. This result provides useful input to test of
isospin symmetry in the charm baryon sector. Taking
B(AF — nnt) = (6.6 £1.3) x 107* [18], the ratio
B(AF — natx®)/B(Af — nwT) is calculated to be
9.7£2.4, indicating an order-of-magnitude difference
in the rates of the two decays. This ratio is greater
than B(A} — pK3n°)/B(A} — pK2) = (1.24+0.10).
To further understand this behavior, amplitude anal-
ysis will be needed to decouple the intermediate res-
onances contributions for AT — nat7x® and A} —
pK32n® . The ratio of B(A} = nrtrn—7")/B(AT —
nK-ntnt) = (0.24 4+ 0.04) which is consistent with
the ratio of Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix el-
ements |V.q|/|V.s| = (0.224£0.005) offers a new con-
straint on the CS and CF decay dynamics. The re-
sults from this analysis provide an essential input for
the phenomenological studies on the underlying dy-
namics of charmed bayond decays.

The BESIII collaboration thanks the staff of
BEPCII and the THEP computing center for their
strong support. The authors are grateful to Fusheng
Yu for enlightening discussions.
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5 Topological diagrams

Figures 4 and 5 show the topological diagrams of AT —wnrt7n~ 7t and AF —nK w7t respectively.
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Figure 4: Topological diagrams of AY —nnTn~ 7" via (a) external W-emission T, (b) internal W-emission C,
(c) inner W-emission C’, and (d) W-exchange diagram E.
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Figure 5: Topological diagrams of AT —nK~nt7" via (a) external W-emission T', (b) internal W-emission C,
(c¢) W-exchange diagram E.

6 Results for other energy points

Figures 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 show the fits for the Mg distributions of the ST AJ candidates for various
tag modes from the data samples at /s = 4599.53, 4611.86, 4628.00, 4640.91, 4661.24, and 4698.82 MeV,
respectively.

Tables 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 show the ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies for various tag modes from the data
samples at /s = 4599.53, 4611.86, 4628.00, 4640.91, 4661.24, and 4698.82 MeV, respectively.
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Table 5: ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =4599.53MeV. The

uncertainties are statistical only. The quoted efficiencies do not include any subdecay BFs. Entries of “---

for the cases where knowledge of the DT efficiencies are not required in the analysis.

Tag mode N5T ST (%) | ePT(natw) (%) | ePT(nrtr—n ) (%) | ePT(nK - wtw)(%)
pKS 1277+ 36 56.1 14.27 13.49 20.87
pK ™ 6806 £ 91 51.5 11.25 11.53 17.64
pKIm° 606+ 34 23.0 5.17 5.25 7.34
PpEIm—nt | 613134 23.5 4.51 4.76 6.89
pKTr—w® | 2197+78 20.6 4.57 6.83
An— 757+ 28 48.4 11.62 10.9 17.08
An—m° 1742456 21.6 4.52 4.43 6.42
Ar—mtr— | 769436 15.6 2.86 2.90 4.17
xor- 520426 294 7.30 6.96 11.20
L7 320£25 23.7 6.47 6.05 8.38
Lot 1186149 254 5.84 5.82 8.81
pr T 598 £47 64.3 22.04
SOOO_ng [ PRI  pK e
2000 o -
1000 - - _"/\\
800 B
4 600
2 400
z 200
N
,,\(Q 300
3
Lﬁ 200
100
400
200
ot

P -
2.26

Mg (GeVic?)

7 are

Figure 6: The Mpc distributions of the ST A, candidates of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =
4599.53 MeV. The points with error bars represent data. The (red) solid curves indicate the fit results and the
(blue) dashed curves describe the background shapes. The ranges between (green) dashed lines are the signal

regions.
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Table 6: ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =4611.86 MeV. The

uncertainties are statistical only. The quoted efficiencies do not include any subdecay BFs. Entries of “---

for the cases where knowledge of the DT efficiencies are not required in the analysis.

Tag mode N5T eST(%) | ePT(natw0) (%) | ePT(natrw ) (%) | ePT(nK - wtr)(%)
pK? 239+16 53.7 13.89 12.71 20.09
Kt 1166+39 | 51.0 11.34 11.27 16.98
pK om0 127417 22.2 5.04 4.91 7.20
pKor—7mt | 106+£16 21.9 4.35 4.33 6.04
pKTn 7m0 | 364434 19.9 4.40 6.25
Ar— 123411 46.9 11.29 10.22 15.27
Ar—x0 302423 19.8 4.34 417 6.08
Ar—rmtr= | 139+15 13.6 2.68 2.75 3.69
S0 102413 26.6 6.89 6.53 8.65
70 734+10 22.6 6.47 5.9 8.46
St 218 +22 25.5 5.74 5.63 8.47
prwt 155+ 22 71.4 21.82
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o
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()
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o
(qV}
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12]
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20
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”
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Figure 7: The Mg distributions of the ST A candidates of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =
4611.86 MeV. The points with error bars represent data. The (red) solid curves indicate the fit results and the
(blue) dashed curves describe the background shapes. The ranges between (green) dashed lines are the signal

regions.
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Table 7: ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =4628.00MeV. The

uncertainties are statistical only. The quoted efficiencies do not include any subdecay BFs.Entries of “--”
for the cases where knowledge of the DT efficiencies are not required in the analysis.

are

Tag mode N5T eST(%) | ePT(natw0) (%) | ePT(natrw ) (%) | ePT(nK - wtr)(%)
[)Kg 1054435 51.8 13.27 12.17 18.98
pKtm~ 5886 £ 39 49.2 10.98 10.97 16.77
ﬁKgWO 616+ 36 20.7 4.94 4.79 6.73
;-)Kgfﬂ 510+ 32 20.6 4.21 4.17 6.01
pK+tm— 7% | 1589469 18.7 4.32 6.95
Ar— 675+28 43.2 10.69 9.84 14.72
Ar—x0 1454454 | 19.1 4.18 3.98 5.90
Ar—nta 587 £33 13.6 2.70 2.65 3.67
N0 413+23 27.2 6.62 6.24 8.41
S0 263+23 23.4 6.20 5.65 9.10
Sorowt 994 +20 23.6 5.54 5.47 8.24
pr-wt 517+45 61.6 19.75
2000
1000
% 400
>
()
S 200
=
o
%]
£ 200
)
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W 100
400} -
200} JK\_ i A
i TSt A AR o L e NP Y \\

Y X
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Figure 8: The Mg distributions of the ST A candidates of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =
4628.00 MeV. The points with error bars represent data. The (red) solid curves indicate the fit results and the
(blue) dashed curves describe the background shapes. The ranges between (green) dashed lines are the signal

regions.
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Table 8: ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =4640.91 MeV. The

uncertainties are statistical only. The quoted efficiencies do not include any subdecay BFs. Entries of “---

for the cases where knowledge of the DT efficiencies are not required in the analysis.

Tag mode N5T eST(%) | ePT(natw0) (%) | ePT(natrw ) (%) | ePT(nK - wtr)(%)
pKY 1107+ 36 50.7 13.14 12.08 19.12
pKtm~ 6250489 48.5 10.91 10.86 16.83
pRom° 599 4+ 36 20.7 4.82 4.77 7.02
pKIm—mt | 522+33 20.8 4.21 4.15 6.50
pK+tm—7n% | 1632470 18.1 4.23 6.62
An— 705429 42.7 10.51 9.55 14.24
Ar—x0 1613 +£54 19.1 4.14 3.95 5.46
Ar—7ntr— | 745436 14.2 2.70 2.67 4.20
SO0r- 445425 26.2 6.43 6.09 8.97
70 298 +24 24.6 6.01 5.52 7.70
Yoot | 1077+£49 | 234 5.43 5.38 8.01
pr-wt 552447 59.7 22.97
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Figure 9: The Mg distributions of the ST A candidates of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =
4640.91 MeV. The points with error bars represent data. The (red) solid curves indicate the fit results and the
(blue) dashed curves describe the background shapes. The ranges between (green) dashed lines are the signal

regions.
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Table 9: ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies of various tag modes for the data sample at /s =4661.24 MeV. The
uncertainties are statistical only. The quoted efficiencies do not include any subdecay BFs. Entries of “---” are
for the cases where knowledge of the DT efficiencies are not required in the analysis.

Tag mode N5T eST(%) | ePT(natw0) (%) | ePT(natrw ) (%) | ePT(nK - wtr)(%)
ﬁKg 1119435 49.6 12.82 11.78 18.58
pKtm~ 5938 £ 86 48.2 10.93 10.85 16.47
ﬁKgWO 594 + 36 20.1 4.86 4.75 7.12
[)Kgﬂ'*ﬂ'* 537+£33 20.2 4.29 4.17 6.27
pKYm—7% | 170073 18.1 4.15 6.36
An~ 668 +£27 41.7 10.15 9.41 14.98
Ar—7O 1491 +51 18.9 4.15 3.91 5.91
Ar—nta 780+ 36 14.1 2.71 2.63 4.04
SO0r- 454425 26.3 6.56 5.94 9.20
S0 298 +25 23.2 5.96 5.35 8.22
St 1066 =49 23.2 5.48 5.34 8.04
pr-wt 590+48 60.2 20.06
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Figure 10: The Mgc distributions of the ST A candidates of various tag modes for the data sample at

Vs =4661.24 MeV. The points with error bars represent data. The (red) solid curves indicate the fit results

and the (blue) dashed curves describe the background shapes. The ranges between (green) dashed lines are
the signal regions.
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Table 10: ST yields, ST and DT efficiencies of various tag modes for the data sample at /s = 4698.82MeV.
The uncertainties are statistical only. The quoted efficiencies do not include any subdecay BFs. Entries of

(2

are for the cases where knowledge of the DT efficiencies are not required in the analysis.

Tag mode N5T eST(%) | ePT(natw0) (%) | ePT(natrw ) (%) | ePT(nK - wtr)(%)
pKY 958+ 33 47.5 12.29 11.25 17.86
pKtm~ 5167+80 46.3 10.62 10.49 16.16
pRom° 471+ 34 18.9 4.66 4.52 6.62
pKIm—nt | 462+31 19.5 4.21 4.11 6.33
pKYm—7n% | 1389474 17.5 4.02 6.63
An— 538 £25 39.4 9.80 8.81 13.64
An—70 1301449 17.9 3.93 3.73 5.82
An—ntn— | 639+34 14.6 2.73 2.63 3.82
SO~ 371422 24.3 6.12 5.75 8.4
Y0 251424 22.2 5.62 5.18 7.90
St 956 +48 22.2 5.25 5.07 8.16
pr T 459147 55.9 19.66
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Figure 11: The Mgc distributions of the ST A candidates of various tag modes for the data sample at
Vs =4698.82 MeV. The points with error bars represent data. The (red) solid curves indicate the fit results

and the (blue) dashed curves describe the background shapes. The ranges between (green) dashed lines are
the signal regions.
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