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Abstract

We present a measurement of CP-violation parameters in the B? — KgKgKg decay based
on a sample of 275 x 105 BB pairs collected at the Y(4S) resonance with the Belle detector
at the KEKB energy-asymmetric ete™ collider. One neutral B meson is fully reconstructed in
the decay BY — K3K2K2, and the flavor of the accompanying B meson is identified from its
decay products. CP-violation parameters are obtained from the asymmetry in the distributions
of the proper-time interval between the two B decays: S = +1.26 £ 0.68(stat) £ 0.20(syst) and
A = +0.54 £ 0.34(stat) £ 0.09(syst).

PACS numbers: 11.30.Er, 12.15.Hh, 13.25.Hw
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In the Standard Model (SM), C'P violation arises from the Kobayashi-Maskawa phase [1]
in the weak-interaction quark-mixing matrix. In particular, the SM predicts to a good
approximation that § = —&;sin2¢; and A = 0 for both b — c¢s and b — sgq transitions,
where S (A) is a parameter for mixing-induced (direct) C'P violation [2], {f = +1(—1)
corresponds to C'P-even (-odd) final states, and ¢, is one of angles of the Unitarity Triangle.
Measurements of time-dependent C'P asymmetries in B® — J/¢ K2 [3] and related decay
modes, which are governed by the b — ¢€s transition, by the Belle |4, 5] and BaBar [6]
collaborations already determine sin 2¢, rather precisely; the present world average value is
sin 2¢; = +0.726 £+ 0.037 [1].

C P-violation parameters in the flavor-changing b — s transition are sensitive to phe-
nomena at a very high-energy scale [&, 9]. Belle measurements [10] in the decay modes
BY — oK, ¢K?, KTK~K2, fo(980)K2, K2, wK%, and K37° which are dominated by
the b — sgq transition, yield sin2¢; = 40.43701? when all the modes are combined. Mea-
surements by the BaBar collaboration also yield a similar deviation [, [L1]. To elucidate the
difference in C'P asymmetries between b — sgq and b — ccs transitions, it is essential to
examine additional modes that may be sensitive to the same b — s amplitude.

The B° decay to KgK3KY, which is a £ = +1 state, is one of the most promising modes
for this purpose [12]. Since there is no u quark in the final state, the decay is dominated by
the b — s3s transition. Its branching fraction B(B® — K3KSKY) = (4.21154+£0.8) x 1076
was reported by Belle [13]. In this Letter, we describe a measurement of C'P asymmetries
in the BY — KYK3K? decay.

In the decay chain T(4S) — B°BY — fop fiag, Where one of the B mesons decays at
time tcp to a C'P eigenstate fop and the other decays at time i, to a final state fi,s that
distinguishes between B® and BY, the decay rate has a time dependence given by

N

P(AL) = {1 +q- [Ssin(AmAl)

4TBO

T+ Acos(AmaAl) } (1)

Here 7o is the BY lifetime, Amy is the mass difference between the two B® mass eigenstates,
At is the time difference top — tiag, and the b-flavor charge is ¢ = +1 (—1) when the tagging
B meson is a B (BY).

At the KEKB energy-asymmetric eTe™ (3.5 on 8.0 GeV) collider [14], the T (4S) resonance
is produced with a Lorentz boost of 3y = 0.425 along the z direction which is antiparallel to
the positron beamline. Since the B® and BY mesons are approximately at rest in the T (49)
center-of-mass system (cms), At can be determined from the displacement in z between the
fop and fie decay vertices: At o~ (zop — 2 )/ (ByC) = Az/(Byc).

The Belle detector [15] is a large-solid-angle magnetic spectrometer that consists of a
silicon vertex detector (SVD), a 50-layer central drift chamber, an array of aerogel thresh-
old Cherenkov counters, a barrel-like arrangement of time-of-flight scintillation counters,
an electromagnetic calorimeter (ECL) and an iron flux-return instrumented to detect K?
mesons and to identify muons. A 2.0 cm radius beampipe and a 3-layer SVD (SVD-I) were
used for a 140 fb~! data sample, while a 1.5 cm radius beampipe, a 4-layer silicon detector
(SVD-II) [16] and a small-cell inner drift chamber were used for an additional 113 fb~! data
sample. In total 275 x 108 BB pairs were accumulated.

We reconstruct the B® — K2K2K?2 decay in the K™ K$ K&~ or K& K{™KY final
state, where the 777~ (7%7%) state from a K9 decay is denoted as K&~ (K2°). Pairs of
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oppositely charged tracks with the 777~ invariant mass within 0.012 GeV/c? (~ 30) of the
nominal K2 mass are used to reconstruct K¢~ candidates. The 777~ vertex is required to
be displaced from the interaction point (IP) by a minimum transverse distance of 0.22 cm
for candidates with p > 1.5 GeV/c and 0.08 cm for those with p < 1.5 GeV/¢, where p
is the momentum of K§. The angle in the transverse plane between the K¢ momentum
vector and the direction defined by the K9 vertex and the IP should be less than 0.03 rad
(0.1 rad) for the high (low) momentum candidates. The mismatch in the z direction at the
K2 vertex point for the two charged pion tracks should be less than 2.4 cm (1.8 cm) for the
high (low) momentum candidates. After two good K&~ candidates have been found which
satisfy the criteria given above, looser requirements are applied for the third K&~ candidate.
The requirement on the transverse direction matching is relaxed to 0.2 rad (0.4 rad for low
momentum candidates), and the mismatch of the two charged pions in the z direction is
required to be less than 5 cm (1 cm if both pions have hits in the SVD).

To select K2 candidates, we reconstruct 7° candidates from pairs of photons with
E, > 0.05 GeV, where E, is the photon energy measured with the ECL. The reconstructed
7% candidate is required to have an invariant mass between 0.08 and 0.15 GeV/c? and mo-
mentum above 0.1 GeV/c. K2 candidates are required to have an invariant mass between
0.47 and 0.52 GeV/c?, and a fit is performed with constraints on the Kg vertex and n°
masses to improve the 7°7% invariant mass resolution. The K2° candidate is combined with
two good K&~ candidates to reconstruct a B® meson.

To identify BY — K9KYKY decays, we use the energy difference AE = E§™ — B

beam

and the beam-energy constrained mass My = \/ (Egms )2 — (p@rs)2, where EP™S s the beam
energy in the cms, and F3™ and p3E™ are the cms energy and momentum of the reconstructed
B candidate, respectively. The B° meson signal region is defined as |AE| < 0.10 GeV for
B - K{"KI"K&~) 015 < AE < 0.10 GeV for B — K{ " K{™ K, and 527 <
M, < 5.29 GeV/c? for both decays. To suppress the ete™ — ¢g continuum background
(¢ = u, d, s, c), we form a signal over background likelihood ratio R, by combining
likelihoods for two quantities; a Fisher discriminant of modified Fox-Wolfram moments [17],
and the cosine of the cms B flight direction.The requirement for Ry, depends both on the
decay mode and on the flavor-tagging quality; after applying all other cuts, this rejects 94%
of the g background while retaining 75% of the signal.

Ifboth B = Ki~ K&~ K&~ and K&~ K&~ K9 candidates are found in the same event, we
choose the B® — K&~ K$~ K&~ candidate. When multiple B — K~ K&~ K&~ candidates
are found, we prioritize those with three good K¢~ candidates. If more than one candidate
still remain, we select the one with the smallest value for Y (AM K§7)2, where AM ki 18

the difference between the reconstructed and nominal mass of K& ~. For multiple B® —
K{™KE KXY candidates, we select the K&~ K&~ pair that has the smallest Z(A]\/[K;f)2

value and the K% candidate with the minimum x? of the constrained fit.

We reject KgKYKY candidates if they are consistent with BY — y0K5% — (K3K3) K2 or
BY — DYK? — (K2K2)KY decays, i.e. if one of the K3 pairs has an invariant mass within
+20 of the y, mass or D° mass, where o is the K2 K2 mass resolution.

Figure[Mshows the M, and AF distributions for the reconstructed B — K2K2K? candi-
dates after flavor tagging. The signal yield is determined from an unbinned two-dimensional
maximum-likelihood fit to the AE-M,, distribution. The K&~ K&~ K&~ signal distribution
is modeled with a Gaussian function (a sum of two Gaussian functions) for M. (AF). For
BY — K& K&K decay, the signal is modeled with a two-dimensional smoothed his-
togram obtained from Monte Carlo (MC) events. For the continuum background, we use
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FIG. 1: (a) My, distribution within the AE signal region, (b) AE distribution within the M,
signal region. Solid curves show the fit to signal plus background distributions, and dashed curves
show the background contributions.

the ARGUS parameterization [18] for My, and a linear function for AE. The fits after flavor
tagging yield 72+ 10 B® — Ki K&~ K{™ events and 16+ 8 BY — K~ K&~ K2 events for
a total of 88 + 13 BY — KYK2K? events in the signal region, where the errors are statisti-
cal only. The obtained purity is 0.56 for the K~ KI~ K~ and 0.40 for the K~ K&~ K%
channels. We use events outside the signal region as well as a large MC sample to study
the background components. The dominant background is from continuum. The contam-
ination of B — y,K2 events in the B® — K2K2KY sample is small (less than 2.6% at
90% C.L.). The contributions from other BB events are negligibly small. The influence of
these backgrounds is treated as a source of systematic uncertainty in the C'P asymmetry
measurement. Backgrounds from the decay B® — DK are found to be negligible.

The b-flavor of the accompanying B meson is identified from inclusive properties of par-
ticles that are not associated with the reconstructed B — KYKYKY candidates. The
algorithm for flavor tagging is described in detail elsewhere [19]. We use two parameters,
q defined in Eq. ([l) and r, to represent the tagging information. The parameter r is an
event-by-event, MC-determined flavor-tagging dilution factor that ranges from r = 0 for no
flavor discrimination to » = 1 for unambiguous flavor assignment. It is used only to sort
data into six r intervals. The wrong tag fractions w for each of the r intervals and their
differences Aw for B® and B° decays are determined from data [[10].

The vertex position for B® — K2K2KY decays is obtained using K¢~ trajectories and
a constraint on the IP; the IP profile (o, ~ 100 ym, o, >~ 5 pum, o, ~ 3 mm) is convolved
with finite BY flight length in the plane perpendicular to the z axis. To reconstruct the K&~
trajectory with sufficient resolution, both charged pions from the K2 decay are required to
have enough SVD hits; at least one layer with hits on both sides and at least one additional z
hit in other layers for SVD-I, and at least two layers with hits on both sides for SVD-II. The
reconstruction efficiency depends both on the K~ momentum and on the SVD geometry.



The vertex efficiencies with SVD-IT (86% for K¢~ K&~ K&~ and 74% for K~ K&~ K2) are
higher than those with SVD-I (79% for K{~K$~ K&~ and 62% for K&~ K~ KY) because
of the larger outer radius and the additional detector layer. The typical vertex resolution is
about 97 pm (113 pm) for SVD-I (SVD-II) when two or three K&~ candidates can be used.
The resolution is worse when only one K¢~ can be used; the typical value is 152 ym (168 pm)
for SVD-I (SVD-II), which is comparable to the fi,, vertex resolution. The determination
of the vertex of the fi,, final state is the same as the B — ¢K 2 analysis, and is described
in detail elsewhere [10, 20].

We determine S and A by performing an unbinned maximum-likelihood fit to the observed
At distribution. The probability density function (PDF) expected for the signal distribution,
Paig(At; S, A, q,w, Aw), is given by Eq. ([Il) after incorporating the effect of incorrect flavor
assignment. The distribution is convolved with the proper-time interval resolution function,
R, which is a function of event-by-event vertex errors.

We find from MC simulation that universal Ry, parameters used for measurements of
C P asymmetries in the B® — J/¢ K3 and related decays [, 2] approximately describe the
resolution for the B® — KYKYKY decay. To account for differences between K~ trajectories
and charged tracks, additional parameters that rescale vertex errors are introduced. When
only one K&~ is used in the vertex fit, these parameters are determined from a fit to the At
distribution of B® — J/¢ K} candidates, where only the K and the IP constraint are used
for the vertex reconstruction. The procedure is the same as that for the B® — K37% decay
and is described elsewhere [10]. For events with two or three K&~ used in the vertexing,
we also find from MC simulation that the resolution is well described by the same R,
parameterization with an additional correction function that depends on the number of
K& decays used for the vertex reconstruction. The form of this correction function is
determined from a study using MC simulation.

We determine the following likelihood value for each event i:

Pi = (1= fa) [ | faePus( &) Rag (At = AY)

+ (1 = foig)Poke(At) Rpxg (At; — At') |d(AY)
+ folPol(Ati)a (2)

where P, is a broad Gaussian function that represents an outlier component with a small
fraction f, [20]. The signal probability fg, is calculated on an event-by-event basis from the
function obtained by the AFE-M,,. two-dimensional fit used to extract the signal yield. A
PDF for background events, Ppyg, is modeled as a sum of exponential and prompt compo-
nents, and is convolved with a sum of two Gaussians Rpke. All parameters in Pyi, and Rypkg
are determined by the fit to the At distribution of a background-enhanced control sample,
i.e. events outside of the AF-M,, signal region. We fix 750 and Amy at their world-average
values [21]. In order to reduce the statistical error on A, we include events without ver-
tex information. The likelihood value in this case is obtained from the function of Eq. ()
integrated over At;.

The only free parameters in the final fit are S and A, which are determined by maximiz-
ing the likelihood function L = []; P;(At;; S,.A) where the product is over all events. An
unbinned maximum likelihood fit to the 167 B® — K3K2KY candidates, containing 88 4 13
K2K2KY signal events, yields

S = +1.26 + 0.68(stat) £ 0.20(syst),

7
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FIG. 2: Raw asymmetry in each At bin with (a) 0 < r < 0.5 and (b) 0.5 < r < 1.0. The
solid curves show the result of the unbinned maximum-likelihood fit. The dashed curves show
the SM expectation with (S, 4) = (—0.73,0). The numbers of candidate events used for the S
measurement are 65 for (a) 0 < r < 0.5 and 52 for (b) 0.5 < r < 1.0.

A = 40.54 & 0.34(stat) £ 0.09(syst).

We define the raw asymmetry in each At interval by (N; —N_)/(N4+ N_), where N, () is
the number of observed candidates with ¢ = +1(—1). The raw asymmetries in two regions
of the flavor-tagging parameter r are shown in Fig. [ Note that these are simple projections
onto the At axis and do not reflect other event-by-event information (such as the signal
fraction, the wrong tag fraction and the vertex resolution), which is in fact used in the
unbinned maximume-likelihood fit for S and A.

The systematic error is primarily due to the resolution function (+0.12 for S and £0.04
for A), the background fractions (£0.10 for S and £0.03 for A), fit bias (£0.08 for S and
+0.05 for A), and background modeling (£0.08 for S and +0.01 for A). Other sources of
systematic error are uncertainties in the wrong tag fraction (£0.04 for S and 4+0.01 for A),
physics parameters Amg and 70 (£0.01 for S and +0.01 for A), the vertexing (£0.02 for



S and +0.05 for A), and the effect of tag side interference [22] (4+0.02 for S and +0.02 for
A). We add each contribution in quadrature to obtain the total systematic errors.

Various cross-checks of the measurement are performed. We reconstruct B* — KKK
decays without using the charged kaon for the vertex reconstruction and apply the same fit
procedure. We obtain Sgogog+ = +0.3375:3 (stat) and Agogog= = —0.32 £ 0.28(stat),
which are consistent with no CP asymmetry. MC pseudo-experiments are generated to
perform ensemble tests. We find that the statistical errors obtained in our measurement are
all consistent with the expectations from the ensemble tests. We apply the same procedure
to the B® — J/¢¥K§ sample without J/¢» daughter tracks for vertex reconstruction. We
obtain Sj/yxo = +0.68 & 0.10(stat) and A/, ko = +0.02 £ 0.04(stat), which are in good
agreement with the world average values [7]. We conclude that the vertex resolution for the
B — K2K2K? decay is well understood.

We use a frequentist approach [23] to determine the statistical significance of the deviation
from the SM. From 1-dimensional confidence intervals for &, the case with § = —0.73 for
BY —» KJKYKY is ruled out at a 99.7% confidence level, equivalent to 2.90 significance for
Gaussian errors.

In summary, we have performed the measurement of C'P-violation parameters in the
BY — K2K2K? decay based on a sample of 275 x 105 BB pairs. The decay is dominated by
the b — s flavor-changing neutral current and the K3K2IK? final state is a C'P eigenstate.
It is therefore sensitive to a possible new C'P-violating phase beyond the SM. The result
differs from the SM expectation by 2.9 standard deviations.

We thank the KEKB group for the excellent operation of the accelerator, the KEK
cryogenics group for the efficient operation of the solenoid, and the KEK computer group
and the NII for valuable computing and Super-SINET network support. We acknowledge
support from MEXT and JSPS (Japan); ARC and DEST (Australia); NSFC (contract
No. 10175071, China); DST (India); the BK21 program of MOEHRD and the CHEP SRC
program of KOSEF (Korea); KBN (contract No. 2P03B 01324, Poland); MIST (Russia);
MHEST (Slovenia); SNSF (Switzerland); NSC and MOE (Taiwan); and DOE (USA).

Note added.—As we were preparing to submit this paper, we became aware of a paper
from the BaBar collaboration [24] which reports on the branching fraction and C'P asym-
metries in the B® — KJKJKY decay.
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