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CP violation in the charm sector is highly sensitive to new physics due to its small pre-

dicted value within the standard model. By this work, we investigated the CP violation in

the cascade decay process D0(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(π±ℓ∓ν). Our results indicate that

the CP violation induced by the interference of unmixed D-meson decay amplitudes domi-

nates, with a peak value reaching 5 × 10−3. This is one order of magnitude larger than the

sub-leading contribution, namely the double-mixing CP violation. Furthermore, the CP vi-

olation in the decay channel with the semileptonic final state π−ℓ+νℓ is one to two orders of

magnitude larger than that in the channel with π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ. We propose that the CP asymmetry

of the combined two decay channels can be measured experimentally. The resulting value

is approximately half of the CP violation observed in the π−ℓ+νℓ channel, with the dom-

inant contribution still reaching the order of 10−3. This approach offers the advantage of

eliminating the need for flavor tagging of the initial D meson, thereby avoiding associated

efficiency losses.

I. INTRODUCTION

CP violation plays an important role in explaining the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the uni-

verse [1] and in searching for new physics beyond the standard model (SM). The discoveries of

CP violation have been made in K[2–4], B[5–9] and D[10] meson decays. Extensive research
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has been well established in the K0 and B0
(d,s) systems and has been found to be consistent with

the predictions of the SM. CP violation in the charm sector is expected to be very small in the SM

since it is theoretically suppressed by the Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani mechanism [11], which,

however, can be possibly enhanced by new physics effects. Therefore, the study of mixing and CP

violation of the D0 meson can provide a unique probe of NP in flavor-changing-neutral currents

in the up-type quark sector, complementary to that of K0 and B0
(d,s) mesons.

The cascade decay D0 → M0K → M0(π±ℓ∓ν), where M0 is a purely neutral meson, has

multiple CP violation sources. In addition to the traditional three types of CP violation, namely, CP

violation in decay, in mixing, and in interference between D decay and mixing, they also include

the CP violation in interference between K decay and mixing [12, 13], and the double-mixing CP

violation [14, 15]. Therefore, these decay channels hold the potential to observe the two novel

sorts of CP violation. They also provide an ideal platform for analyzing the multiple CP violation

mechanisms, e.g., extracting the corresponding weak phases. It turns out that the magnitude of CP

violation effects in these channels can reach O(0.1 − 1)%, which can be observed in current and

future charm-factory experiments [16–21].

The D0 − D̄0 mixing mechanism can also be probed in these decay channels. The neutral

charmed meson D0 can oscillate to D̄0 via the short-distance W± exchange or long-distance

hadronic rescattering effects. The effects of oscillation or mixing can be characterized by the mix-

ing parameters xD and yD, which are defined in terms of the mass and width difference between the

two neutral D meson mass eigenstates, normalized to the neutral D meson decay width, respec-

tively. The observed D meson mixing [22, 23] is significantly greater than the short-distance analy-

sis of D0-D̄0, including next-to-leading-order QCD corrections, which yields xD, yD ∼ 10−7 [24]

by four orders of magnitude. Subsequent theoretical studies have updated the predictions for the

mixing parameters to the order of 10−3 [25–28]. The CP violation observables in the cascade

D0 → M0K → M0(π±ℓ∓ν) decays are sensitive to the mixing parameters xD and yD, thus

serving as a benchmark for comparison with experimental results.

By this work, we intend to study the CP violation of the D0 → M0K → M0(π±ℓ∓ν) decay.

We will take M0 as π0 as an example, and the results apply directly to M0 = ρ0, ω. This decay has

multiple interference paths, induced by D mixing, K mixing and D → K0, K̄0 decay amplitudes,

as depicted in FIG. 1. Diverse CP violation effects arise from interferences between different

evolution paths. It turns out that the CP violation induced by the interference of unmixed D-

meson decay amplitudes dominates, including the CP violation in K mixing, and the CP violation
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in interference between K decay and mixing. The double-mixing CP violation is smaller by one

order of magnitude. Furthermore, the CP violation in the decay channel with the semileptonic final

state π−ℓ+νℓ is one to two orders of magnitude larger than that in the channel with π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ. We

propose that the experiment incorporate these two decay modes to facilitate the measurement of

CP violation. A key advantage of this approach lies in the fact that it circumvents the requirement

for flavour tagging of the initial D0 state.

In the remainder of the paper, we will first present the relevant formulas for D0(t1) → K(t2) →

f . We will then focus on the numerical analysis of two specific decay channels: D0(t1) →

π0K(t2) → π0(π−ℓ+νℓ) and D0(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ). Possible experimental search

strategies will also be discussed.

II. FORMULAE

The flavor eigenstates of the neutral meson, |M0⟩ and
∣∣M̄0

〉
, are distinct from its mass eigen-

states, |MH,L⟩. These states are related by the complex coefficients q and p

|MH,L⟩ = p
∣∣M0

〉
∓ q

∣∣M̄0
〉
, (1)

where MH and ML represent the heavier and lighter mass eigenstates, respectively. Assuming

CPT invariance, the time evolution of the neutral meson is formulated by∣∣M0(t)
〉
= g+(t)

∣∣M0
〉
− q

p
g−(t)

∣∣M̄0
〉
,∣∣M̄0(t)

〉
= g+(t)

∣∣M̄0
〉
− p

q
g−(t)

∣∣M0
〉
, (2)

with

g±(t) =
1

2

[
exp

(
−imHt−

1

2
ΓHt

)
± exp

(
−imLt−

1

2
ΓLt

)]
. (3)

The mixing parameters (q/p)D,K can be formulated in terms of the complex parameters ϵD,K as

qM
pM

=
1− ϵM
1 + ϵM

, (4)

where Re(ϵK) ≈ 1.6 × 10−3, Im(ϵK) ≈ 1.5 × 10−3 [29], Re(ϵD) ≈ 1.5 × 10−4 and Im(ϵD) ≈

−2.7× 10−5 [26].

Considering the cascade decay process of neutral D mesons, where a neutral D meson decays

into a kaon and a spectator meson, with the kaon subsequently decaying into a semi-leptonic final
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state f , as depicted in FIG. 1. Following the definitions established in [14, 15], the corresponding

CP asymmetry for this decay mode exhibits a two-dimensional time dependence

ACP (t1, t2) =
Γ[D0(t1) → K(t2) → f ]− Γ[D̄0(t1) → K(t2) → f̄ ]

Γ[D0(t1) → K(t2) → f ] + Γ[D̄0(t1) → K(t2) → f̄ ]
. (5)

Here, the oscillation times t1 of D0 and t2 of K0 refer to the time durations in the rest frames

of D0(D̄0) and K0(K̄0), respectively. The amplitude M(t1, t2) for the cascade decay process

D0(t1) → K(t2) → f and the amplitude M̄(t1, t2) for its CP-conjugate process D̄0(t1) →

K(t2) → f̄ are given by

M(t1, t2) =
〈
f
∣∣K0(t2)

〉 〈
K0

∣∣D0(t1)
〉
+
〈
f
∣∣K̄0(t2)

〉 〈
K̄0

∣∣D0(t1)
〉
,

M̄(t1, t2) =
〈
f̄
∣∣K0(t2)

〉 〈
K0

∣∣D̄0(t1)
〉
+
〈
f̄
∣∣K̄0(t2)

〉 〈
K̄0

∣∣D̄0(t1)
〉
. (6)

To substitute (6) into (5), it is beneficial to expand the result into

ACP (t1, t2) =
C+(t2)|g+,D(t1)|2 + C−(t2)|g−,D(t1)|2 + Fh(t1)Sh(t2) + Fn(t1)Sn(t2)

C ′
+(t2)|g+,D(t1)|2 + C ′

−(t2)|g−,D(t1)|2 + Fh(t1)S ′
h(t2) + Fn(t1)S ′

n(t2)

≡ N(t1, t2)

D(t1, t2)
, (7)

where Fh(t1) ≡ e−ΓDt1 sinh 1
2
∆ΓDt1, Fn(t1) ≡ e−ΓDt1 sin∆mDt1, Γ ≡ (ΓH + ΓL)/2,∆Γ ≡

ΓH − ΓL and ∆m ≡ mH −mL. The term proportional to |g+,D(t1)|2 arises from the interference

of amplitudes corresponding to all possible pairs of paths, both of which involve the direct decay

of D0 without oscillation, while the term proportional to |g−,D(t1)| is induced by the interference

of amplitudes corresponding to all possible paths in which D0 oscillates to D̄0 before decaying.

The terms proportional to Fh(t1) and Fn(t1) represent the CP violation induced by the interference

between one path in which D0 oscillates to D̄0 and subsequently decays, and another path in which

D0 decays directly without oscillation. The coefficients C+(t2) and C−(t2) are calculable and will

be introduced in the next section.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

A. D0(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(π−ℓ+νℓ)

The first case we focus on is D0(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(π−ℓ+νℓ), with its decay process de-

picted in the left panel of FIG. 1, where the spectator meson π0 is omitted. The amplitudes in the
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FIG. 1: The two decay modes of D(t1) → K(t2) → πℓνℓ.

first-level decay D → π0K are interconnected through several parameters

A(D̄0 → π0K0)

A(D0 → π0K̄0)
= eiω1 , ω1 = arg

VcsV
⋆
ud

V ⋆
csVud

,

A(D0 → π0K0)

A(D0 → π0K̄0)
= rei(δ2+ω2), ω2 = arg

V ⋆
cdVus

V ⋆
csVud

, (8)

where ω1,2 are the weak phases, r is the magnitude ratio, and δ2 is the strong phase. We neglect

the direct CP violation in K0 decays, i.e., ⟨π−ℓ+νℓ|K0⟩ =
〈
π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ

∣∣K̄0
〉
. The CP violation as-

sociated with coefficients C+(t2) and C−(t2) is induced by the interference between amplitudes

corresponding to all possible direct decay of the D0 meson, D0 → K0(K̄0), and by the interfer-

ence between amplitudes corresponding to all oscillation-mediated paths, D0 → D̄0 → K0(K̄0),

respectively. They are calculated to be

C+(t2) = re−ΓKt2 cos δ2

{
4Re(ϵK) sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω2 − ϕK) + 2 sin∆mKt2

× sin (ω2 − ϕK)
}
+ 8Re(ϵK)|g−,K(t2)|2, (9)

C−(t2) = re−ΓKt2 cos δ2

{
2 sin∆mKt2 sin (ω2 − ϕK) + 4

(
Re(ϵK)− 2Re(ϵD)

)
× sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω2 − ϕK)

}
− 8|g+,K(t2)|2Re(ϵD). (10)

Based on the input parameter values in Table I, we obtain sin (ω2 − ϕK) ≈ 3.7 ×

10−3, sin (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD) ≈ −6.4 × 10−4, sin (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK) ≈ −3.1 × 10−3,

sin (ω1 − 2ω2 − ϕD + ϕK) ≈ 4.4 × 10−3 and r2 ≈ 2.8 × 10−3, which are of order O(10−3)

or smaller. When multiplied with Re(ϵK) ∼ 10−3 and Re(ϵD) ∼ 10−4, their overall contributions

are negligible. The contributions from C+, C−, as well as the double-mixing CP violation terms

Sh,dm and Sn,dm within Sh and Sn in (7), with coefficients of order O(10−5) or smaller, where the

coefficients refer to the parts excluding time-evolution factors such as |g−,K(t2)|2, are neglected,

as these contributions are at least one order smaller than the leading contributions in C+, C−,
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Sh,dm and Sn,dm. Therefore, the CP violation induced by D0 → D̄0 → K̄0 → K0, as well as

the CP violation induced by the interference between D0 → K0 and D0 → D̄0 → K̄0 → K0

are neglected. For the non-double-mixing CP violation terms in Sh and Sn, given their minimal

contributions, no approximations are made to allow for a full analysis of their behavior. In (7),

only the leading terms in the denominators are retained, with terms involving the aforementioned

small quantities omitted.

The double-mixing CP violation terms Sh,dm and Sn,dm are calculated as

Sn,dm(t2) =
e−ΓKt2

2

{
4
(
Re(ϵK)− Re(ϵD)

)
sin∆mKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)

− 2 sinh
1

2
∆ΓKt2 sin (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)

}
, (11)

Sh,dm(t2) =
e−ΓKt2

2

{
4
(
Re(ϵK)− Re(ϵD)

)
sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)

+ 2 sin∆mKt2 sin (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)
}
. (12)

They are induced by the interference between D0 → K̄0 → K0 and D0 → D̄0 → K0, while

contributions from the interference between D0 → K0 and D0 → D̄0 → K̄0 → K0 are neglected

due to suppression by terms of r2. The remaining components of Sn(t2) and Sh(t2) are given by

Sn,others(t2) = −2re−ΓKt2 cosh
1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2 sin (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD), (13)

Sh,others(t2) = r cos δ2 cos (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD)
[
− 4Re(ϵD)|g+,K(t2)|2

+ 4
(
2Re(ϵK)− Re(ϵD)

)
|g−,K(t2)|2

]
, (14)

which are induced by the interference between D0 → D̄0 → K0 and D0 → K0, as well as

the interference between D0 → K̄0 → K0 and D0 → D̄0 → K̄0 → K0. The terms in the

denominator of (7) are given by

C ′
+(t2) = 2|g−,K(t2)|2 + 2re−ΓKt2 sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2 cos (ω2 − ϕK), (15)

C ′
−(t2) = 2|g+,K(t2)|2 + 2re−ΓKt2 sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2 cos (ω2 − ϕK), (16)

S ′
h(t2) = e−ΓKt2 sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK) + 2re−ΓKt2 cosh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2

× cos (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD), (17)

S ′
n(t2) = e−ΓKt2 sin∆mKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK), (18)

To provide a more intuitive analysis, we performed a numerical analysis of the contributions to

the total CP violation in this decay channel using the values listed in Table I as input parameters.



7

Under the U-spin symmetry hypothesis, we have approximately A(D0 → π0K0)/A(D0 → π0K̄0)

= − tan2 θC [30, 31], where θC is the Cabibbo angle, which is also accepted by the factorization-

assisted topological amplitude approach [32–34]. Therefore, we adopt r = |(V ⋆
cdVus)/(VudV

⋆
cs)|

and δ2 = 0 for the numerical analysis, with the value of r being provided in Table I. The results are

shown in FIG. 2. The left panel illustrates the two-dimensional time-dependent total CP violation,

with its peak value exceeding 5×10−3, which occurs when t2 is large. After integrating ACP (t1, t2)

in (7) with respect to t2 from 0 to τK , the resulting CP violation as a function of t1 is depicted in

the middle panel. Among the contributions to the total CP violation, AC+ , which is proportional

to |g+,D(t1)|2, is the dominant term. The contribution to AC+ can be divided into two compo-

nents. The first (AC+,1) arises from CP violation induced by the interference between D0 → K0

and D0 → K̄0 → K0, which is associated with the interference between the Cabibbo-favored

and doubly-Cabibbo-suppressed amplitudes involving K0 − K̄0 mixing [13]. This corresponds to

the terms proportional to r in (9). The second one (AC+,2) originates from CP violation directly

induced by D0 → K̄0 → K0, represented by the second term in (9). The latter contribution is

approximately five times larger than the former, with both of the order O(10−3). The dominant

contribution, AC+,2 , remains almost time-independent, as the denominator in (7) is primarily pro-

portional to |g+,D(t1)|2, resulting in the time-dependent factor associated with t1 canceling out.

Similarly, the sub-leading contribution, AC+,1 , exhibits negligible time dependence for the same

reason. The double-mixing CP violation Ah,dm increases linearly with time t1, reaching O(10−4),

which is one order of magnitude smaller than the sub-leading term. The double-mixing CP viola-

tion An,dm and other terms Aothers are exceedingly small, on the order of O(10−6) and O(10−7),

respectively. Integrating t1 from 0 to 5τD, the right panel shows that when t2 < 0.1τK , the con-

tributions from AC+,1 and AC+,2 are comparable (∼ 10−3), with the former slightly larger than the

latter. Subsequently, AC+,2 increases and then remains constant, while AC+,1 decreases and stabi-

lizes. In the stable state, AC+,2 is approximately five times larger than AC+,1 . The double-mixing

CP violation Ah,dm is one order smaller than the two dominant contributions, but still two orders

larger than An,dm. This discrepancy arises because, although the magnitude of the coefficients in

front of sinxKΓKt2 and sinh yKΓKt2 are nearly identical in both Ah,dm and An,dm, the two terms

have the same sign in Ah,dm, while they have opposite signs in An,dm. Both AC−(∼ 10−7) and the

other contributions, Aothers(∼ 10−5), decrease over time.
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FIG. 2: Time dependence of the CP asymmetry ACP in D(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(π−ℓ+νℓ). The left panel

displays the two-dimensional time-dependent total CP violation. The middle panel and the right panel

display the dependence on t1 (with t2 integrated from 0 to τK) and t2 (with t1 integrated from 0 to 5τD),

respectively.

B. D0(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ)

In contrast to the previous decay channel, the semi-leptonic final state of the neutral kaon is

changed from π−ℓ+νℓ to π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ. The decay process for this channel is illustrated in the right

panel of FIG. 1. By substituting (8) into (7), the time-dependent contributions to the overall CP

violation as a function of t2 are given by

C+(t2) = re−ΓKt2 cos δ2

{
− 4Re(ϵK) sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω2 − ϕK)− 2 sin∆mKt2

× sin (ω2 − ϕK)
}
, (19)

C−(t2) = −2re−ΓKt2 sin∆mKt2 cos δ2 sin (ω2 − ϕK)− 8
(
Re(ϵK) + Re(ϵD)

)
|g−,K(t2)|2

−4re−ΓKt2 cos δ2

(
Re(ϵK) + 2Re(ϵD)

)
sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω2 − ϕK), (20)

Sn,dm(t2) =
e−ΓKt2

2

{
− 2 sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 sin (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK) + 4

(
Re(ϵK) + Re(ϵD)

)
× sin∆mKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)

}
, (21)

Sn,others(t2) = −2re−ΓKt2 cosh
1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2 sin (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD), (22)

Sh,dm(t2) =
e−ΓKt2

2

{
− 4

(
Re(ϵK) + Re(ϵD)

)
sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)

−2 sin∆mKt2 sin (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)
}
, (23)

Sh,others(t2) = r cos δ2 cos (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD)
{
− 4Re(ϵD)|g+,K(t2)|2
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−4
(
2Re(ϵK)− Re(ϵD)

)
|g−,K(t2)|2

}
. (24)

Similar to the previous decay channel, terms with coefficients of O(10−5) or smaller are ne-

glected, and thus the CP violation induced by D0 → K0 → K̄0 and D0 → D̄0 → K̄0, as well

as the CP violation incuded by the interference between D0 → D̄0 → K̄0 and D0 → K0 → K̄0

are omitted. After disregarding negligible terms, C+(t2) originates from the interference between

D0 → K0 → K̄0 and D0 → K̄0, which is related to the effect discussed in [13], while C−(t2)

arises from two distinct contributions. The first contribution is associated with interference be-

tween D0 → D̄0 → K̄0 and D0 → D̄0 → K0 → K̄0. The second contribution is induced by

the path D0 → D̄0 → K0 → K̄0. The t2-dependent factors Sn,dm(t2) and Sh,dm(t2), which are

associated with the double-mixing CP violation, are primarily induced by the interference between

the paths D0 → D̄0 → K0 → K̄0 and D0 → K̄0. In these terms, the double-mixing of D0 and

K0 manifests in the expression through the combination of the mixing angles ϕD+ϕK . The terms

in the denominator of (7) are given by

C ′
+(t2) = 2|g+,K(t2)|2, (25)

C ′
−(t2) = 2|g−,K(t2)|2 + 2re−ΓKt2 sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2 cos (ω2 − ϕK), (26)

S ′
h(t2) = e−ΓKt2 sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK) + 2r|g+,K(t2)|2 cos δ2 cos (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD),

(27)

S ′
n(t2) = −e−ΓKt2 sin∆mKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK). (28)

TABLE I: The input parameters and their values, with xM ≡ ∆mM/ΓM and yM ≡ ∆ΓM/(2ΓM ), respec-

tively.

Parameter Value Parameter Value

|qK/pK | 0.996774± 0.000016 [29] xK 0.946± 0.002 [29]

|qD/pD| 0.9997 [26] xD
(
0.21+0.04

−0.07

)
% [26]

ϕK (0.176± 0.001)◦ [29] yK −0.9965± 0.0006 [29]

ϕD −
(
3.1+0.3

−0.4

)◦ × 10−3 [26] yD (0.52± 0.03)% [26]

ω1 (−0.00377+0.000124
−0.000116)

◦ [29] ω2 179.96◦ [29]

|(V ⋆
cdVus)/(VudV

⋆
cs)| 0.0534 [30]
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FIG. 3: Time dependence of the CP asymmetry ACP in D(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(π−ℓ+νℓ). The left panel

displays the two-dimensional time-dependent total CP violation. The middle panel and the right panel

display the dependence on t1 (with t2 integrated from 0 to τK) and t2 (with t1 integrated from 0 to 5τD),

respectively.

Analogous to the previous decay process, we conducted a two-dimensional time-dependent

analysis of the total CP violation for this process, along with one-dimensional time-dependent

analyses of individual CP violation contributions as functions of t1 or t2, obtained by integrating

over the other time dimension (t2 or t1, respectively). The results are presented in FIG. 3. It is

evident that the CP violation associated with this decay channel is generally one order of mag-

nitude smaller than that in the preceding process, where the neutral K meson decays to π−ℓ+νℓ.

This discrepancy primarily arises because the denominator D in (7) for this decay process is ap-

proximately an order of magnitude larger than that for the process with the final state π−ℓ+νℓ.

The two-dimensional time-dependent total CP violation (left panel) is positive, in contrast to the

previous process, and increases with t2. By integrating t2 from 0 to τK , the contributions to CP

violation as a function of t1 are shown in the middle panel. The dominant and sub-leading contri-

butions are AC+ and ASh
, with magnitudes of O(10−4) and O(10−5), respectively. The dominance

of AC+ is primarily due to being the CP violation induced by the amplitudes corresponding to the

D0 meson that does not undergo oscillations. Such oscillations suppress CP violation by intro-

ducing time evolution factors like sinh yDΓDt1 and sinxDΓDt1, where the mixing parameters xD

and yD for the neutral D meson are very small, approximately 10−3. These time evolution fac-

tors significantly reduce the magnitudes of ASh
and ASn . Additionally, the CP violation AC−

induced by paths where both D0 mesons undergo oscillations is greatly suppressed by factors

such as |g−,D(t1)|2 ∝ (cosh yDΓDt1 − cosxDΓDt1), which further reduces CP violation. The
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t2-dependent CP violation (with t1 integrated from 0 to 5τD) is shown in the right panel. Both

the dominant term AC+ and the sub-leading contribution ASh
increase with time, with the former

exhibiting a greater increase. This is primarily due to the factor obtained after integrating the t1-

dependent part for AC+ being two to three orders of magnitude larger than that for ASh
, which

amplifies the overall time variation of AC+ .

Considering the CP violation defined by the differences of the summed branching ratios

B[D0/D̄0 → π0K → π0(π−ℓ+νℓ)]− B[D0/D̄0 → π0K → π0(π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ)]

B[D0/D̄0 → π0K → π0(π−ℓ+νℓ)] + B[D0/D̄0 → π0K → π0(π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ)]
, (29)

it allows the experiment to proceed without the need for flavor tagging of the initial neutral D

meson. The components of the total CP violation are calculated as

C+(t2) ≈ 8Re(ϵK)|g−,K(t2)|2 + 4re−ΓKt2 sin∆mKt2 cos δ2 sin (ω2 − ϕK)

+ 8re−ΓKt2Re(ϵK) sinh
1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2 cos (ω2 − ϕK), (30)

C−(t2) ≈ −8Re(ϵD)|g+,K(t2)|2 + 4|g−,2(t2)|2
(
2Re(ϵK) + Re(ϵD)

)
+ re−ΓKt2

{
8Re(ϵK) sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos δ2 cos (ω2 − ϕK)

+ 4 sin∆mKt2 cos δ2 sin (ω2 − ϕK)
}
, (31)

Sh(t2) = e−ΓKt2
{
4Re(ϵK) sinh

1

2
∆ΓKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK) + 2 sin∆mKt2×

sin (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK)
}
+ 16rRe(ϵK)|g−,K(t2)|2 cos δ2 cos (ω1 − ω2 − ϕD), (32)

Sn(t2) = −4e−ΓKt2Re(ϵD) sin∆mKt2 cos (ω1 − ϕD − ϕK), (33)

The denominators in (5) corresponding to the first and second decay modes are denoted as D1

and D2, respectively. Thus, the denominator in (29) corresponds to D1 +D2.

The two-dimensional time-dependent total CP violation is shown in the left panel of FIG. 4,

with a peak being 10−3. Its magnitude lies between the results corresponding to the two decay

channels, and it occurs when t2 is large. By integrating t2 from 0 to τK , the contribution of

each component to the total CP violation, as a function of t1, is illustrated in the middle panel. The

behavior of the individual components closely resembles that of the process D0(t1) → π0K(t2) →

π0(π−ℓ+νℓ), though their magnitudes are reduced by an order of magnitude. This reduction is

primarily attributed to the increased denominator in (5), which corresponds to the sum of the

denominators for the two decay modes. The right panel shows the variation of CP violation with

respect to t2 after integrating t1 from 0 to 5τD. The CP violation AC+ , arising from the interference
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FIG. 4: Time dependence of the CP asymmetry ACP in D0(t1) → π0K(t2) → π0(πℓν) defined by

(29). The left panel displays the two-dimensional time dependence. The middle panel and the right panel

display the dependence on t1 (with t2 integrated from 0 to τK) and t2 (with t1 integrated from 0 to 5τD),

respectively.

among all non-oscillating paths of the D0 meson, remains the dominant contribution. It exhibits

a significant increase, reaching 2 × 10−3 at t2 = τK . In contrast, the sub-leading contribution

ASh
, is of the order O(10−5), two orders of magnitude smaller. Other contributions are heavily

suppressed and can be safely neglected.

As the semileptonic K0 decays have never been observed in heavy flavor experiments. The first

step of measuring the discussed channels is to search K0 → π−ℓ+νℓ in experiments like BESIII,

Belle (II) and LHCb. We attach relevant issues in Appendix A.

IV. CONCLUSION

By this work, we have investigated the CP violation in the cascade decay D0(t1) →

π0(K(t2) → πℓνℓ). Our analysis reveals that the CP violation arising from the interference of

amplitudes corresponding to unmixed D meson decays consistently dominates, irrespective of

whether the contributions are t1-dependent or t2-dependent. The peak value of this dominant con-

tribution reaches 5 × 10−3, exceeding the sub-leading contribution, namely the double-mixing

CP violation, by at least an order of magnitude. The choice of semileptonic final states proves

to be critical: the CP violation contributions for the final state π−ℓ+νℓ are one to two orders of

magnitude larger than those for π+ℓ−ν̄ℓ. By combining these two decay channels to measure the

CP violation, experimental analyses can circumvent the need for flavor tagging of the initial D
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meson, thereby avoiding the associated efficiency losses. The combined result represents an in-

termediate value between the CP violation observed in the two individual decay channels and is

approximately half the value obtained for the channel with the π−ℓ+νℓ final state.
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Appendix A: Semileptonic K0 decay

For the decay of a neutral K meson into the semileptonic final state π−ℓ+νℓ, the amplitude of

the process is calculated as

M(K0(t) → π−ℓ+νℓ) = g+,K(t)A. (A1)

Here, A denotes the amplitude for the decay K0 → π−ℓ+νℓ. The corresponding decay width can

be divided into three contributions:

Γ(K0(t) → π−ℓ+νℓ) =
(e−ΓKS

t

4
+

e−ΓKL
t

4
+

e−ΓKt

2
cos∆mKt

)
|A|2, (A2)

where the first and second terms correspond to the contributions from the direct decays of K0
S and

K0
L, respectively, while the last term represents the K0

S −K0
L interference.

The time evolution of the decay width (excluding |A|2) for the process is shown in the left panel

of FIG. 5. The total decay width, represented by the blue solid line, decreases over time. Among

the contributions, the K0
S − K0

L interference term decays the fastest, even more rapidly than the

contribution from the direct decay of K0
S . This is because, while the exponential factor e−ΓKt for

the interference term is nearly identical to the time evolution factor e−ΓKS
t for K0

S , the presence of

the term cos∆mKt accelerates the decay. The K0
L contribution remains nearly constant over time

due to the much longer lifetime of K0
L compared to K0

S , resulting in a slow variation of the time

evolution factor e−ΓKL
t. The results indicate that both the K0

S and the K0
S −K0

L interference term

decay nearly completely with 2τK . The right panel shows the relative contributions of the three

terms to the total decay width, integrated from time 0 to t. Initially, the K0
S−K0

L interference term
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FIG. 5: Time dependence of the decay width for K0(t) → π−ℓ+νℓ. The left panel displays the time

dependence of the decay widths for the three contributions (excluding |A|2). The right panel displays the

percentage of the total contribution from the three decay widths (with time integrated from 0 to t).

accounts for 50%, while the direct decay of K0
S and K0

L each contribute 25%. As the integration

time increases from 0 to 2τK , the interference term decreases to below 35%, the contribution from

K0
S also diminishes, while the K0

L contribution increases to over 50%.
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