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Study of BT — pnn®
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We search for the tree-diagram dominated process BT — pnn®, using a data sample of 772 x
10 BB pairs collected at the Y (4S5) resonance with the Belle detector at the KEKB asymmetric-
energy eTe” collider. This is the first search with the Belle detector for a decay mode including an
anti-neutron. No significant signal is observed and an 90% credible upper limit on the branching

fraction is set at 6.1 x 1076,

Since the first observation of the charmless baryonic
B decay, Bt — ppK™ [1], many other similar three-
body B decays have been found [2]. However, these
decays predominantly proceed through the b — s pen-
guin process, except for Bt — ppr™ [I] which is domi-
nated by tree-diagram processes. One feature of these
decays is that the baryon-antibaryon system has in-
variant mass near threshold [3]. Recently the LHCb
collaboration has reported evidence of direct CP vio-
lation in B* — ppK* [], indicating that both the
b — wu contribution and the interference between pen-
guin and tree processes are sizable. For the charmed
baryonic B decays, the CLEO collaboration has observed
B® — pnD*~ [5] with much larger branching fraction
than that of B® — ppD*° [6]. The latter is believed to
proceed via internal W emission, with color suppression
in the formation of the final state. These findings inspire
our search for BT — pan® since it contains the exter-

nal W+ — pn process that is not color suppressed. It
is also interesting to compare its decay branching frac-
tion to that of B* — ppr™, (1.62 £ 0.2) x 1076 [1], and
B — ppr®, (5.0 £1.9) x 10~7 [7]. The comparison will
shed more light on the b — w decay process. Noting
an order-of-magnitude difference in the branching frac-
tions of B® — prD*~ and B° — ppD*?, we expect the
branching fraction of BT — pan® to also be one order-
of-magnitude larger than that of B® — ppn® i.e. of order
1075, It will also be interesting to examine the invariant
mass of the pn system, as the external W+ — pn emis-
sion may induce a flat distribution, as opposed to a sharp
one near the threshold, which is seen in other charmless
baryonic B decays [2].

We report a study of Bt — pnn® using the full T(49)
data set collected by the Belle detector [8, [] at the
asymmetric-energy e (3.5 GeV) e~ (8 GeV) KEKB col-
lider [10, [IT]. This is the first search of a decay mode
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with an anti-neutron in the final state at Belle. Here,
we reconstruct only Bt — pnm® and not the charge
conjugate mode B~ — pnm”. The data sample used
in this study corresponds to an integrated luminosity
of 711 fb™!, which contains (772 + 11) x 10 BB pairs
produced at the Y(4S5) resonance. The Belle detector
surrounds the interaction point of KEKB. It is a large-
solid-angle magnetic spectrometer that consists of a sil-
icon vertex detector, a 50-layer central drift chamber
(CDC), an array of aerogel threshold Cherenkov counters
(ACC), a barrel-like arrangement of time-of-flight scintil-
lation counters (TOF), and an electromagnetic calorime-
ter (ECL) comprised of CsI(T1) crystals located inside a
superconducting solenoid coil that provides a 1.5 T mag-
netic field. An iron flux-return located outside of the coil
is instrumented to detect K9 mesons and identify muons.

For the study of BT — pnn, samples simulated with
the Monte Carlo (MC) technique are used to choose
the signal selection criteria and to estimate the signal
reconstruction efficiency. These samples are generated
with EvtGen [I2], and the detector response is simu-
lated by Geant3 [13]. We generate the signal MC sam-
ple by a phase space model reweighted with the pn
mass distribution to follow the pp mass distribution of
BT — pprt [1]. The background samples include con-
tinuum events (e*e~ — wa, dd, s5, and c¢), generic B
decays (b — ¢) and rare B decays (b — u,d,s). These
simulated background samples are six times larger than
the integrated luminosity of the accumulated Belle data.

We require protons to originate within a 2.0 cm re-
gion along the beam and within a 0.3 cm region on the
transverse plane around the interaction region. To iden-
tify protons, we utilize the likelihood information deter-
mined for each particle type by the CDC, TOF and ACC.

. . L
We identify a track as a proton when L})JripLK > 0.6 and
LP

4L, 0.6, where L,, Lg and L, are likelihoods for
protons, charged kaons and charged pions, which are the
same selection criteria as Ref. [I]. The 7 is reconstructed
from two photons. Each photon is an ECL cluster un-
matched with any charged tracks, with a minimum en-
ergy in the laboratory frame of 0.05 GeV. To reduce
combinatorial background, the 7° energy is required to
be larger than 1.2 GeV and the reconstructed mass is
required to be in the range 0.111<M.,,<0.151 GeV/c?,
which corresponds to about a £3.0 standard deviation
(o) window. We then perform a mass-constrained fit to
the nominal 7% mass [2] in order to improve the resolution
of the reconstructed 7° four-momentum.

Anti-neutrons deposit more energy in ECL than ~ if
the annihilation process occurs, and we use this feature
to identify anti-neutrons. We pick up clusters in ECL,
not matched with charged tracks. In order to identify
7, a deep learning application programming interface,
Keras [I4], is used to construct a multivariate analyser
for anti-neutron selection (@ MVA). This contains 5 hid-

den layers, each with 20 nodes using a rectified linear
unit[I5]. We optimize the @ MVA using Adaptive Mo-
ment Estimation [16]. There are 5 input parameters for
the deep learning package to distinguish 7 candidates
from 7 candidates: the total deposited energy of an ECL
cluster, Ecjuster, the highest deposited energy among all
crystals in the cluster, the number of hits in the cluster,
the standard deviation of the deposited energy among all
crystals, and the ratio between the energy sum of the 3x3
and 5 x 5 crystals centered on the crystal with the largest
deposited energy. The output of the m MVA, Cx, ranges
from 0 to +1, where the value is close to +1 for m-like
candidates and 0 for y-like candidates. We then require
Eguster > 0.5 GeV and Cx > 0.7 for BT — par® with
a signal selection efficiency of 86.7% and a background
rejection rate of 84.5%.

We use AE = E}, ., — Ef..., to identify B decays,
where E, ., and E}_, . are the reconstructed B energy
and the beam energy measured in the Y(45) rest frame,
respectively. We can not directly measure the 7 energy
and momentum. Assuming the 7 originates from the
eTe™ interaction point, its momentum direction can be
obtained by the energy-weighted position of the ECL
cluster. We then constrain the B and 7 to their nom-
inal masses [2] and use the measured momentum and
energy of the p and 7% to determine the @ momentum
value and evaluate E,. .. The constraints lead to an
effective threshold, AE > —0.01 GeV. We keep B can-
didates with —0.01 < AE < 0.05 GeV. We allow only
one B candidate in each event. We choose the candi-
date with the smallest value of x? from a fit of the B
vertex position, based on the proton track, a virtual 7°
track constructed from the interaction point and the 7°
momentum vector, and a 70 mass constraint. This fit
does not include the 7 candidate: if there is more than
one m candidate, we choose one at random. From the
MC study, the fraction of Bt — par® MC events with
multiple B candidates is 9.5%, mostly due to the dou-
ble counting of 7 candidates. Excluding double counting
7 candidates, the multiple candidate selection removes
0.3% of BT — pnn? signal.

From the MC simulation, continuum events are the
dominant background source in the candidate region
(—0.01 < AE < 0.05 GeV). Variables describing event
topology are used to distinguish spherical BB events
from jet-like continuum events. We use a neural network
package, NeuroBayes [I7], to separate the B signal from
the continuum background. There are 28 input param-
eters in the neural network, of which 23 parameters are
modified Fox-Wolfram moments [I8]. The remaining five
parameters are the separation between the B candidate
vertex and the accompanying B vertex along the longitu-
dinal direction; the angle between the B flight direction
and the beam axis in the T(4S5) rest frame; the angle be-
tween the thrust axes of the B candidate vertex and the
accompanying B candidate in the Y(4S5) rest frame; the



sphericity [19] of the event calculated in the Y(4S5) rest
frame; and the B flavor tagging quality parameter [20].

The output of the neural network, Cy, ranges from
—1 to +1, where the value is close to +1 for BB-like
and —1 for continuum-like events. We require Cy, to be
larger than 0.9. Continuum background is still dominant
after the selection. The signal efficiency is 4.4% after all
selections. The contribution of other B decays is negligi-
ble in the candidate region except for BT — pAn? with
A — @nY. To extract the BT — pan? yield for events in
the candidate region, we perform an extended unbinned
likelihood fit to variables AE and Cypir, where Chpt, 18
transformed from C,, as:

1.0 — Cu

Cop —0.9° (1)

C’nbtr =1In
These variables show no correlation in MC, and are
treated as uncorrelated in the following. The likelihood
is defined by:

e_E?=1(n‘i) N 3 . .
= 0P Gl M), (2)

i=1j=1

where N is the total number of events, n; is the yield
for each component, i denotes the event index, j stands
for the component index (signal, BY — pAn° | other
background), and P; represents the probability density
function (PDF).

To model the signal distributions, we use a sum
of bifurcated Gaussian and Gaussian functions for
both AFE and Cupir. The signal distributions in
AE and Cppi are calibrated with BT — pprt and
BT — ppKt events where the momentum of p is
also calculated from the mass constraints. We can
then obtain a AFE signal distribution similar to that
of in BY — pan® and calibrate it by comparing the
shape difference between MC and data. In addition,
we can also measure their branching fractions, where
B(BT — pprT) = (1.61 &+ 0.17 £ 0.05) x 107% and
B(Bt — ppK™*) = (5.5 4+ 0.4) x 1075, corresponding to
the previous study in Belle[I], thus validating the whole
analysis procedure. For the background, we use a thresh-
old function for AFE, and use the sum of a bifurcated
Gaussian and a Gaussian to describe Cppt,, respectively.
The AFE distribution of the Bt — pAzn® background
peaks at zero, but is wider than the distribution for
signal. We model the AE distribution with a histogram
function based on MC, and the sum of a bifurcated
Gaussian and a Gaussian with a common mean for C\py,.
We fix the shapes of AE and Ci, for the signal and
Bt — pAn® and allow the yields of signal, background
and all other PDF shape parameters of background to
be floated. The yield of Bt — pAn® is fixed at 15.0
according to the estimation based on the Belle previous

study [21].

The fit result is shown in Fig. We obtain a signal
yield of —28.7 +49.0 and a background of 9950.7+50%".
Since the signal yield is not significant, we set an upper
limit on the branching fraction using a Bayesian tech-
nique, with a flat prior on the branching fraction. Sys-
tematic uncertainties, described below, are taken into ac-
count by smearing the likelihood function. We use the
efficiency obtained from the MC simulation and fit re-
sult, and obtain an upper limit at 90% credibility on the
Bt — pnn® branching fraction of 6.1 x 1076, We also
add a component in Fig. [T]to show the distribution of sig-
nal with a hypothetical branching fraction corresponding
to the upper limit we calculate.

Sources of the systematic uncertainties for the branch-
ing fraction of Bt — pnn® are summarized in Table
The uncertainty on the number of BB pairs is 1.4%. We
calculate the signal efficiency using the reweighted phase-
space model of BY — pnn®, and estimate the efficiency
uncertainty to be 2.6% by measuring the difference of
signal efficiency with the uniform phase-space distribu-
tion. By using the partially reconstructed D*t — DOzt
with D° — 777~ K2 events, the uncertainty due to the
charged-track reconstruction efficiency is estimated to be
0.4% per track. We use a A — pr~ sample to calibrate
the MC proton identification efficiency and assign an un-
certainty of 0.3% for B — pnr’. For 7° reconstruc-
tion, we estimate its uncertainty to be 2.3% by using a
7= — 7 7’v data sample [22]. The uncertainty due to
the fixed normalization of the BT — pAn® component is
found to be negligible [21].

For m selection, we assume that the shower caused by
the p annihilation process is similar to that of 77 annihila-
tion. We then use the A — prT sample to calibrate the 7
MVA selection using efficiencies obtained with A — pr*
samples for both MC and data. The efficiency is deter-
mined by the reconstructed A — prt yield before and
after the m MVA selection on the p-matched cluster. The
efficiency corrections are tabulated in 10x12 bins of the
momentum (12 regions) and cos € (10 regions) of p. The
MC efficiency is corrected using the table, and the sta-
tistical uncertainty of the tabulated corrections is 0.4%.
The effect of smearing due to m momentum and cos@
resolution is 0.1%. The dominant uncertainty for 7 se-
lection is related to the efficiency difference between 7@
and p in MC. We assign twice of the discrepancy as the
systematic uncertainty which amounts to 6.0%.

The decay mode B° — D970 with D° — Ktn~
is used to estimate the systematic error due to contin-
uum suppression. We estimate the signal yields and sig-
nal efficiencies before and after the selection criteria of
Chup > 0.9. The difference of the efficiencies between the
data and MC, 1.2%, is taken as the systematic uncer-
tainty due to continuum suppression. The decay modes
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FIG. 1. Fit results of BY — pan® projected onto AE (top,
with —6 < Chptr < 6) and Chper (bottom, with —0.01 < AE <
0.01 GeV). The black solid line represents the total fit result.
The blue dotted line represents fixed Bt — pAn® distribu-
tion. The violet dashed-dotted line represents the signal dis-
tribution for a branching fraction equal to the upper limit we
calculate, 6.1 x 1076,

BT — pprt and BT — ppK ™ are used to estimate the
systematic error due to the shapes of AE and Cipt,. The
uncertainty due to fixing these shapes is examined by re-
peating the fit with each parameter varied by one stan-
dard deviation from its nominal value. The resulting
difference from the nominal fit is taken as the systematic
uncertainty. After linearly summing up uncertainties of
all parameters for AE and Ciy,, the total uncertainty
for AE and Cppir shapes is evaluated to be 9.0%. The
assumption of no correlation between AE and Cppi, iS
examined by replacing the PDF of B signal events with
the corresponding 2-D histogram function; and the asso-
ciated uncertainty is found to be negligible.

TABLE 1. Table of systematic uncertainties (%) for the
branching fraction of Bt — pan°, all considered indepen-

dent.

Uncertainties BT — pan®

Ny 14

Decay model 2.6

Tracking 0.4

p identification 0.3

79 reconstruction 2.3

7 selection 6.0

Continuum suppression 1.2

AFE, Cpptr shape 9.0

Sum 11.6

In summary, we report a decay upper limit of 6.1 x
1076 for Bt — pnn® at 90% credibility. Since BT —
pam’ is not found, this study provides no evidence for
the contribution of the external W+ — pn process. In
order to understand the whole picture of rare baryonic B
decays, other modes including an 7 such as B® — par—,
BY — pnK~ and Bt — pnDP should be studied.

This work, based on data collected using the Belle
detector, which was operated until June 2010, was
supported by the Ministry of KEducation, Culture,
Sports, Science, and Technology (MEXT) of Japan, the
Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS),
and the Tau-Lepton Physics Research Center of Nagoya
University; the Australian Research Council including
grants DP180102629, DP170102389, DP170102204,
DE220100462, DP150103061, FT130100303; Austrian
Federal Ministry of Education, Science and Research
(FWF) and FWF Austrian Science Fund No. P 31361-
N36; the National Natural Science Foundation of
China under Contracts No. 11675166, No. 11705209;
No. 11975076;  No. 12135005; No. 12175041;
No. 12161141008; Key Research Program of Fron-
tier Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences (CAS),
Grant No. QYZDJ-SSW-SLHO011; Project ZR2022JQ02
supported by Shandong Provincial Natural Science Foun-
dation; the Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports
of the Czech Republic under Contract No. LTT17020;
the Czech Science Foundation Grant No. 22-18469S;
Horizon 2020 ERC Advanced Grant No. 884719 and
ERC Starting Grant No. 947006 “InterLeptons” (Euro-
pean Union); the Carl Zeiss Foundation, the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft, the Fxcellence Cluster Uni-
verse, and the VolkswagenStiftung; the Department of
Atomic Energy (Project Identification No. RTI 4002)
and the Department of Science and Technology of



India; the Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare of Italy;
National Research Foundation (NRF) of Korea Grant
Nos. 2016R1D1A1B02012900, 2018R1A2B3003643,
2018R1A6A1A06024970, RS202200197659, 2019R1-
11A3A01058933, 2021R1A6A1A03043957, 2021R1F1A-
1060423, 2021R1F1A1064008, 2022R1A2C1003993;
Radiation Science Research Institute, Foreign Large-size
Research Facility Application Supporting project, the
Global Science Experimental Data Hub Center of the
Korea Institute of Science and Technology Information
and KREONET/GLORIAD; the Polish Ministry of
Science and Higher Education and the National Science
Center; the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of
the Russian Federation, Agreement 14.W03.31.0026, and
the HSE University Basic Research Program, Moscow;
University of Tabuk research grants S-1440-0321, S-0256-
1438, and S-0280-1439 (Saudi Arabia); the Slovenian
Research Agency Grant Nos. J1-9124 and P1-0135;
Ikerbasque, Basque Foundation for Science, Spain; the
Swiss National Science Foundation; the Ministry of
Education and the Ministry of Science and Technology
of Taiwan; and the United States Department of Energy
and the National Science Foundation. These acknowl-
edgements are not to be interpreted as an endorsement
of any statement made by any of our institutes, funding
agencies, governments, or their representatives. 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 Pacific Northwest National Laboratory
(PNNL) Environmental Molecular Sciences Laboratory
(EMSL) computing group for strong computing support;
and the National Institute of Informatics, and Science
Information NETwork 6 (SINET6) for valuable network
support.

[1] J.-T. Wei et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 659,
80 (2008)!

[2] R. Workman et al. (Particle Date Group), [Prog. Theor.
Exp. Phys 2022, 083C01 (2022).

[3] Ed. A.J. Bevan, B. Golob, Th. Mannel, S. Prell,
and B.D. Yabsley, Eur. Phys. J. C 74, 3026 (2014),
sec.17.12.3.3.

[4] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys.Rev. Lett 113,
141801 (2014).

[5] S. Anderson et al. (CLEO Collaboration), [Phys. Rev.
Lett 86, 2732 (2001).

[6] P. del Amo Sanchez et al. (Belle Collaboration), [Phys.
Lett. B 659, 80 (2008).

[7] B. Pal et al. (Belle Collaboration), [Phys. Rev. D 99,
091104 (2019).

[8] A. Abashian et al. (Belle Collaboration), Nucl. Inst. and
Meth. in Phys. Res. sec. A 479, 117 (2002).

[9] J. Brodzicka et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys.
04D001 (2012).

[10] S. Kurokawa and E. Kikutani, Nucl. Instrum. Methods
Phys. Res. A 499, 1 (2003), and other papers included
in this volume.

[11] T. Abe et al., Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. , 03A001 (2013).

[12] D. Lange, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A 462, 152
(2001).

[13] R. Brun et al.,|CERN Report No. DD/EE/84-1 (1984).

[14] F. Chollet et al., “Keras,” https://keras.io (2015).

[15] A. F. Agarap, “Deep learning using rectified linear units
(relu),” https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08375 (2018).

[16] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, “Adam: A method for stochas-
tic optimization,” |https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6980
(2014).

[17] M. Feindt and U. Kerzel, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys.
Res. A 559, 190 (2006).

[18] G. C. Fox and S. Wolfram, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41, 1581
(1978). The modified moments used in this paper are
described in S.H. Lee et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys.
Rev. Lett. 91, 261801 (2003).

[19] J. Bjorken and S. Brodsky, Phys. Rev. D 1, 1416 (1970).

[20] H. Kakuno et al. (Belle Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum.
Methods Phys. Res. A 533, 516 (2004)!

[21] M.-Z. Wang et al. (Belle Collaboration), [Phys. Rev. D
76, 052004 (2007).

[22] S. Ryu et al. (Belle Collaboration), |Phys. Rev. D 89,
072009 (2014)).

2012,


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3026-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.141801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.141801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.2732
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.2732
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.091104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.091104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02013-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02013-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/pts072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/pts072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01771-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01771-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/pts102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
https://inspirehep.net/literature/252007
https://keras.io
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1803.08375
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1803.08375
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08375
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1412.6980
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1412.6980
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.11.166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.11.166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.1.1416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2004.06.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2004.06.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.052004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.052004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.072009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.072009

	Study of B+ pn0 
	Abstract
	 References


