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Measurements of the branching fraction, polarization, and CP asymmetry for the
decay B? — ww
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We present a measurement of B® — ww, a charmless decay into two vector mesons, using 772
x10° BB pairs collected with the Belle detector at the KEKB e*e™ collider. The decay is observed

with a significance of 7.9 standard deviations. We measure a branching fraction B =

0.17) x 10~

(1.53 £0.29 +

6 a fraction of longitudinal polarization fr = 0.87 4= 0.13 & 0.13, and a time-integrated

CP asymmetry Acp = —0.44 + 0.43 4+ 0.11, where the first uncertainties listed are statistical and
the second are systematic. This is the first observation of B® — ww, and the first measurements of

fr and Acp for this decay.

In the Standard Model (SM), the decay BY — ww pro-
ceeds via a b — wu spectator amplitude and a b — d
loop (“penguin”) amplitude [1]. Interference between
these two amplitudes, which have different weak and
strong phases, could give rise to direct CP violation.
This CP asymmetry can help determine the internal an-
gle (or phase difference) ¢, = arg|—(V;iVia)/ (V. Vua)] of
the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) Unitarity tri-
angle @@] Measuring ¢, with high precision tests the
unitarity of the CKM matrix; if the matrix were found to
be non-unitary, that would imply physics beyond the SM
such as an additional flavor generation. In addition, the
fraction of longitudinal polarization (f;) for this vector-
vector (VV) final state can also be affected by physics
beyond the SM. The value of f; measured in the V'V
decay B — ¢K* is surprisingly small ﬂa—@ this trig-
gered much interest in such decays. Numerous expla-
nations of this anomaly have been proposed, e.g., SM
processes such as penguin-annihilation amplitudes m]
and also new physics scenarios , ] The polariza-

tlon fractlo 1, measured for the color-suppressed decay

O — p0p° ﬂ] is also unexplained; measurement of
fL for another color-suppressed decay such as B — ww
would provide insight into the QCD dynamics giving rise
to different polarization states.

For B — V'V decays, there are three possible polar-
ization states: the longitudinal state with amplitude Hy,
and two transverse states with amplitudes H, and H_.
The fraction of longitudinal polarization is defined as
fr = |Hol*/(|Ho|? + |H+? + |H_|*). In B = ww de-
cays, fr is determined by measuring the distribution of
the helicity angle 6 of the w mesons. This angle is defined
for w — 7t7~ 70 in the w rest frame as the difference in
direction between that of the BY and the normal to the
decay plane of the three pions.

The time-integrated CP asymmetry is defined as

I'(B° = ww) —T(B° = ww) (1)
I'B° = ww) +I'(B° = ww) ’
where T is the partial decay width. This asymmetry can

Acp =


http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.04646v1
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5541-2278
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7310-1983
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7175-4182
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2287-0173
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1907-5964
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4895-3869
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1586-5790
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2435-501X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3466-9290
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3744-5332
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8852-2409
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0014-2589
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5440-2668
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1776-0439
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8857-8621
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6254-3594
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7543-3471
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5735-8386
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5279-4787
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2990-1913
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5915-1319
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2495-0524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2270-9673
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0856-1131
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2518-7134
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8332-5668
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1865-741X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8650-6058
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4064-388X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8803-4429
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7620-2053
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7008-3759
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1705-7399
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2747-8277
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3499-7948
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9841-0216
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6857-966X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2047-9675
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8442-107X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7052-3163
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9076-5936
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5767-2121
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5662-3675
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3043-1939
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1345-0970
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6817-6868
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8656-2693
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6849-0427
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4374-1234
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5862-9739
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8880-6134
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8895-0128
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8785-847X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8602-5652
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1470-6536
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5858-3187
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2234-0001
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6347-433X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5138-5903
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6954-9593
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6504-1872
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4260-5118
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1641-430X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2927-3366
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3561-5633
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1590-0266
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9402-7559
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9996-6336
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8176-8545
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7323-0830
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5515-0087
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4089-5238
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5743-7698
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8125-9070
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4659-1112
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9511-9634
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9695-8103
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8644-2349
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5959-8172
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0971-0968
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8084-1931
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4967-7675
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1236-4667
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6251-8049
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6277-2626
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1572-5365
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7572-4538
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9448-5691
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9553-3421
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9835-1006
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5789-6205
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7366-1307
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4413-6247
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9909-2851
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2024-5649
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1219-3247
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3416-0056
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5139-5784
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7109-5583
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4673-570X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7764-5777
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6088-0412
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7082-8108
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0128-264X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4352-734X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2209-6969
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6850-7666
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0294-9071
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7640-5456
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8424-7075
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0486-9291
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1076-814X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7739-914X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2572-4692
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1746-586X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6373-2346
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7310-5079
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4486-0064
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7518-3022
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7994-0537
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6087-2052
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6520-0028
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6019-6218
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8813-0437
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1804-9470
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6131-819X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9465-2493
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1407-7450
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0654-2866
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5823-4393
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4199-4369
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3904-2956
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9184-2830
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7336-3246
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4844-5028
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8378-4255
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1615-9118
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4824-101X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2811-2218
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8478-5639
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5735-4059
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8751-5944
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7003-7210
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8225-3973
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6651-0706
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8255-3746
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3469-9377
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5887-1883
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6567-3036
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4904-6168
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3355-765X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3401-0480
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0887-7953
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3144-2920
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1685-9824
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1017-1295
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4220-8056
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0979-8341
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5241-6628
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4245-7442
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5096-1182
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2680-0474
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0713-0871
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4912-048X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6719-5397
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6140-2044
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0907-5565
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8253-641X

differ for each of the helicity states, |Ho|?, |H,|?, and
|H_|?. Measuring Acp requires identifying the flavor of
the decaying B, either B? or B°; this is achieved by
tagging the flavor of the other B produced in eTe™ —
Y (4S) — BB reactions that recoils against the signal
B — ww decay.

Theory predictions for the B® — ww branching frac-
tion (B) are in the range (0.5 — 3) x 1075; predictions
for fr are in the range (0.6 — 0.94); and Acp could be
as large as —70% HEE] Experimentally, B® — ww has
been searched for at CLEO-II [20] and at BABAR [21].
The latter experiment found evidence for this decay with
a significance of 4.40. No measurement of f; or Acp has
been reported. In this Letter, we report the first obser-
vation of BY — ww, and the first measurements of fr,
and Acp.

The data were collected with the Belle detector, which
ran at the KEKB HE] eTe™ asymmetric-energy collider.
We analyze the full Belle data set, which corresponds to
an integrated luminosity of 711fb~! containing (771.6 &
10.6)x 105 BB pairs (Ngp) recorded at an eTe™ center-
of-mass (c.m.) energy corresponding to the Y(45) reso-
nance. The Belle detector surrounds the beampipe and
consists of several components: a silicon vertex detec-
tor (SVD) to reconstruct decay vertices; a central drift
chamber (CDC) to reconstruct tracks; an array of aerogel
threshold Cherenkov counters (ACC) and a barrel-like ar-
rangement of time-of-flight scintillation counters (TOF)
to provide particle identification; and an electromagnetic
calorimeter (ECL) consisting of CsI(T1) crystals to iden-
tify electrons and photons. All these components are
located inside a superconducting solenoid coil providing
a 1.5 T magnetic field. An iron flux-return located out-
side the coil is instrumented to identify muons and detect
K mesons. More details of the detector can be found in
Ref. [23).

We use Monte Carlo (MC) simulated events to op-
timize selection criteria, calculate signal reconstruction
efficiencies, and identify sources of background M]
MC events are generated using EVTGEN ﬂﬁ] and
PyTHIA @], and subsequently processed through a de-
tailed detector simulation using GEANT3 [27]. Final-
state radiation from charged particles is included using
Puoros HE] All analysis is performed using the Belle II
software framework [29].

Signal B® — ww candidates are reconstructed via the
decay chain w — 777 7% 7% — ~7. Reconstructed
tracks are required to originate from near the ete™ in-
teraction point (IP), i.e., have an impact parameter with
respect to the IP of less than 4.0 cm along the z direction
(that opposite the direction of the positron beam), and
of less than 0.5 cm in the transverse (z-y) plane. Tracks
are required to have a transverse momentum of greater
than 100 MeV/c. To identify pion candidates, a particle
identification (PID) likelihood is calculated based upon
energy-loss measurements in the CDC, time-of-flight in-

formation from the TOF, and light-yield measurements
from the ACC @] A track is identified as a pion if the
ratio £(m)/[L(K) + L(m)] > 0.4, where L(K) and L(m)
are the likelihoods that a track is a kaon or pion, respec-
tively. The efficiency of this requirement is about 97%.

Photons are reconstructed from electromagnetic clus-
ters in the ECL that do not have an associated track.
Such candidates are required to have an energy greater
than 50 MeV (100 MeV) in the barrel (end-cap) region, to
suppress the beam-induced background. Candidate 7°’s
are reconstructed from photon pairs that have an invari-
ant mass satisfying M., € [0.118, 0.150] GeV/c?; this
range corresponds to 2.5 ¢ in mass resolution. In subse-
quent fits, the invariant mass of photon pairs from 7% can-
didates are constrained to the nominal 7° mass ﬂ&_1|] To
reduce combinatorial background from low-energy pho-
tons, we require that the 7° momentum be greater than
0.25 GeV/c and that the energies of photon pairs satisfy
|E71 - E72|/(E71 + E’Yz) <0.9.

We reconstruct w — 777~ 70 candidates by combin-
ing two oppositely charged pion candidates with a =°
candidate and requiring that the invariant mass sat-
isfy M (T~ ) € [0.74,0.82] GeV/c?; this range cor-
responds to 4.0 in mass resolution. We reconstruct
B — ww candidates (B,) from pairs of w candidates
that are consistent with originating from a common ver-
tex, as determined by performing a vertex fit. The order-
ing of the two w’s is chosen randomly for each event, to
avoid an artificial asymmetry in the distribution of helic-
ity angles arising from momentum ordering in the recon-
struction. The particles that are not associated with the
signal B® — ww decay are collectively referred as “the
rest of the event” (ROE). We reconstruct a decay vertex
for the ROE using tracks in the ROE @]

To suppress background arising from continuum
ete™ — qq (¢ = u,d, s, c) production, we use a fast
boosted decision tree (FBDT) classifier [33] that distin-
guishes topologically jet-like gg events from more spher-
ical BB events. The variables used in the classifier are:
modified Fox-Wolfram moments m ; CLEO “cones” |35];
the magnitude of the ROE thrust [36]; the cosine of the
angle between the thrust axis of Bgig and the thrust axis
of the ROE; the cosine of the angle between the thrust
axis of Bgig and the beam axis; the polar angle of the
Bgig c.m. frame; the p-value of
the Bgig decay vertex fit; and the separation in z between
the Bgig decay vertex and vertex of the ROE. The clas-
sifier is trained using MC-simulated signal decays and
qq background events. The classifier has a single output
variable, CrgpT, which ranges from —1 for unambiguous
background-like events to +1 for unambiguous signal-like
events. We require that Cpgpt > 0.75, which rejects ap-
proximately 96% of ¢g background while retaining 78%
of signal events. The variable Crppr is transformed to a
variable Cl = log [(CFBDT — 075)/(1 — CFBDT)]7 which

momentum in the ete~



is well-modeled by a simple sum of Gaussian functions.
To identify Bgig candidates, we use two kinematic vari-
ables: the beam-energy-constrained mass My, and the

energy difference AF, defined as

1
My = = EZ . — phe? (2)
AE = EB - Ebcam . (3)

Here, Eyeam is the beam energy, and Ep and pp are the
energy and momentum, respectively, of the Bblg candi-
date. All quantities are evaluated in the ete™ c.m. frame.
We retain events satisfying M. € [5.24,5.29] GeV/c?
and AE € [-0.20,0.20] GeV.

Measuring Acp requires identifying the BY or B flavor
of BY,. The BB pair produced via ete™ — T(45) —
BYBY are in a quantum-correlated state in which the BElg
flavor must be opposite that of the accompanying B at
the time the first B of the pair decays. The flavor of the
accompanying B is identified from inclusive properties of
the ROE; the algorithm we use is described in Ref. ﬂﬂ]
The algorithm outputs two quantities: the flavor ¢, where
q = +1(=1) corresponds to BY, being B (B"), and a
quality factor r ranging from 0 for no flavor discrimina-
tion to 1 for unambiguous flavor assignment. For MC-
simulated events, » = 1 — 2w, where w is the probability
of being mis-tagged. We do not make a requirement on r
but rather divide the data into seven r bins with divisions
0.0, 0.10, 0.25, 0.50, 0.625, 0.75, 0.875, 1.0.

The fraction of events having multiple candidates is
approximately 10%. For these events, the average multi-
plicity is 2.2. We retain a single candidate by first choos-
ing that with the smallest value of x?(79)+y (7T2) where
x2(7°) is the goodness-of-fit resulting from the 7%-mass-
constrained fit of two + candidates. If multiple candi-
dates remain after this selection, we choose that with the
smallest x? resulting from the B® — ww vertex fit. Ac-
cording to MC simulation, these criteria select the correct
BElg candidate in 70% of multiple-candidate events.

After these selections, the dominant source of back-
ground is continuum production, which does not peak in
M. or AE but partially peaks in M (xTn~7%) at m,,
due to eTe™ — g7 — wX production. For ete”™ — BB
background, we find that most of this background does
not peak in My, or AE. From MC simulation, we find
a small background from B® — wb;(1235)°(— wr®) de-
cays, for which the branching fraction is unmeasured.
This background peaks in My, and at negative values of
APF; thus, we model this background separately when fit-
ting for the signal yield. Other peaking backgrounds such
as B —» wK®0 BO o.m(,), B — wa;(1260)°, BY —
wrtn~ 7Y, and nonresonant BY — 7ta w07t~ 70 de-
cays are negligible [3d).

The branching fraction, fr, and Acp are determined
from an extended unbinned maximum likelihood fit to
seven observables. The fitted observables are M.,

AE, C’, the invariant masses of both w’s [denoted
M (77~ 7% and My(rT7~7%)], and the cosine of the
helicity angles of both w’s (denoted cosf; and cosfs).
The fit is performed simultaneously for ¢ = +1 and for
each of seven r bins. The likelihood function is given by

. o= (5, N Ni ,
= —=—TTITT [ 3 fiwNiPis || - 4
Hk Nk! : P - f]JC VAN ( )

where k indicates the r-bin, Nj denotes the total num-
ber of candidates in the ' bin, N; is the event yield for
event category j (j = signal, ¢g, non-peaking BB back-
grounds, and peaking BB backgrounds), f;x is the frac-
tion of candidates in the k' bin for category j, and 731
is the corresponding probability density function (PDF)
The continuum fractions fpack,r are fixed to values ob-
tained from the data sideband M. < 5.265 GeV/c?. The
BB background fractions fg Bk are fixed to values ob-
tained from MC simulation.
The PDF for the signal component is:

gk = [1— ¢ Awg +¢"(1 = 2wg)(1 — 2x4) Acp] X

Pag x (M., AE", C"", M}, M}, cos 0}, cos 63) , (5)
where ¢* = 1 is the flavor tag of the i'" event, wy, is
the mistag fraction for bin k, Awy, is the difference in
mistag fractions between B tags and B tags, and yq =
0.1858 +0.0011 ﬂﬂ] is the time-integrated B°-B° mixing
parameter. The fraction of signal events in the £ bin
(fsig,k), along with wy, and Awy, are determined from data
using a control sample of B — D™ (— KTn 7~ )7 de-
cays, in which the final state is flavor-specific (and B°-B°
mixing is accounted for) [37]. The shape of C’ depends
slightly on 7 and thus is parameterized separately for
each rbin k.

For longitudinally and transversely polarized signal de-
cays, separate PDFs are used, as their cosf; o distribu-
tions differ. Each PDF in turn consists of two parts,
one for correctly reconstructed signal (denoted “true”)
and one for misreconstructed signal (denoted “MR”):
P = (1— fmRr) Piruet fmr Pur- The fraction of misrecon-
structed signal (fuvg) is fixed from MC simulation; this
value is 14.6% (17.6%) for longitudinally (transversely)
polarized decays.

For correctly reconstructed signal, the M, distri-
bution is modeled by a Crystal Ball function [39)].
The (AE, My, M) distribution is modeled by a three-
dimensional histogram that accounts for correlations
among these observables, and C’ is modeled by the sum of
a Gaussian distribution and a bifurcated Gaussian. The
cos 0y 2 distributions are modeled by a histogram from
MC simulation. For mis-reconstructed signal, (My, AE)
is modeled by a two-dimensional histogram that accounts
for correlations, and C’ is modeled by the sum of two
Gaussian functions. The variables M; > and cosf; o are



modeled by histograms from MC simulation. To ac-
count for differences between data and MC simulation,
the PDF's for M., AFE, C' and M 2 are adjusted with
calibration factors determined from a control sample of
BY — D%(— K7~ 7%)w decays.

For continuum background, correlations among ob-
servables are negligible. The My, distribution is modeled
by a threshold ARGUS [40] function, AE is modeled by a
second-order polynomial, and C’ is modeled by the sum
of two Gaussian functions. The PDFs for M 2, cos b 2,
are divided into two parts to account for true and falsely
reconstructed (denoted “non-w”) w — 7Fa 70 decays:

P,z(M,cos0) = f,P,(M)P,(cosb)+
(1 - fw) Pnon—w (M) Pnon—w (COS 9) . (6)

The fraction of ¢g background containing true w decays
(fu) is floated in the fit. For these decays, M7 and M,
are modeled by a histogram from MC simulation, and the
cos 0y o distributions are modeled by polynomials. The
PDFs for the non-w component are taken to be poly-
nomials. All shape parameters except those for C’ are
floated in the fit; the shape for C’ is fixed to that from
MC simulation. The PDFs for C” and M, 5 for true w’s
are adjusted with small calibration factors determined
from the BY — D%(— K*7~7%)w control sample.

For non-peaking BB background, My, is modeled by a
threshold ARGUS function, AF is modeled by a second-
order polynomial, C’ is modeled by the sum of two Gaus-
sian functions, and M; 2 and cos 6 2 are modeled by his-
tograms from MC simulation. For peaking BB back-
ground, all PDF shapes are obtained from histograms
from MC simulation.

There are a total of 16 floated parameters in the fit:
the yields of signal, continuum, peaking BB, and non-
peaking BB backgrounds, the parameters f;, and Acp,
and PDF parameters (except that for C’) for ¢g back-
ground. We fit directly for the branching fraction (B)
using the relation between B and the signal yields:

NLZQXNBo§g XBXBwaLXEL

N — 9 C (7)
7 =2X Ngogo X BXx By, x (1= fr) xer.
where Np (Np) is the yield of longitudinally (trans-
versely) polarized signal and Ny + Ny = N, Npogo
is the number of BB pairs, B, = [B(w — 777~ 7%) x
B(m — 47)]?, and 1, and er are the signal reconstruc-
tion efficiencies. We take Npogo to be Ngg x %, where
f9 = 0.484 & 0.012 is the fraction of BB production
at the Y(45) [41]. The efficiencies £, and 7 are ob-
tained from MC simulation as the ratio of the number of
events that pass all selection criteria to the total number
of simulated events. We find e, = 8.82 4+ 0.02 (%) and
er = 6.54+0.02 (%), respectively, for longitudinally and
transversely polarized signal decays.
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FIG. 1. Projections of the fit for (a) My. (b) AE (c) C’
(d) Mi(rT 7= 7%) (e) Ma(nTn~7°) (f) cos 1, and (g) cosbo.
Events plotted are in a signal-enhanced region (except for
the variable plotted) of M. € [5.274,5.290] GeV/c?, AE €
[—0.080,0.080] GeV, and C’ € [2,10]. The red-dashed line
shows longitudinally polarized signal; the red-shaded area
shows transversely polarized signal; the blue-dash-dotted line
shows the ¢G background; the cyan-dotted line shows the BB
background, and the blue-solid curve shows the overall fit re-
sult.

The projections of the fit are shown in Fig. [l We
obtain Ng, = 60.3 £ 10.8, fr, = 0.87 £ 0.13, and
Acp = —0.44 £ 0.43. The significance of the signal is
evaluated using the difference of the likelihoods for the
nominal fit and for a fit with the signal yield set to zero.
In the later case, there are three fewer degrees of free-
dom: the signal yield, f; and Acp. Systematic uncer-
tainties are included in the significance calculation by
convolving the likelihood function with a Gaussian func-
tion whose width is equal to the total additive systematic
uncertainty (see Table[l). The signal significance includ-
ing systematic uncertainties corresponds to 7.9 ¢.



The systematic uncertainties are summarized in Ta-
ble[l The uncertainty due to the reconstruction efficiency
has several contributions: charged track reconstruction
(0.35% per track), 7 reconstruction (4.0% [42]), PID ef-
ficiency (3.5%), and continuum suppression (2.4%). The
systematic uncertainty due to continuum suppression is
evaluated using the B — D% — K*t7n~7%)w control
sample: the requirement on Crppr is varied and the re-
sulting change in the efficiency-corrected yield (2.4%) is
assigned as a systematic uncertainty for B. The uncer-
tainty due to the best-candidate selection is evaluated
by randomly choosing a candidate; the resulting changes
in B, fr, and Agp are assigned as systematic uncertain-
ties. The systematic uncertainty due to calibration fac-
tors for PDF shapes is evaluated by varying these factors
by their uncertainties and repeating the fits. The result-
ing variations in the fit results are assigned as systematic
uncertainties. The correlation between AE and M; and
M> as found from MC simulation is accounted for in the
fit, but there could be differences between the simulation
and data. We thus change this correlation by 10% (abso-
lute) and refit the data; the changes in the fit results are
assigned as systematic uncertainties. The fraction of mis-
reconstructed signal is varied by +30% and the changes
from the nominal results are assigned as systematic un-
certainties. From a large “toy” MC study, small potential
biases are observed in the fit results. We assign these bi-
ases as systematic uncertainties. Finally, we include un-
certainties on B arising from Ngogo (2.8%) and interme-
diate branching fractions B(w — 77~ 7%) x B(7" — vv)
(1.6%) [31].

For Acp, there is systematic uncertainty arising from
flavor tagging. We evaluate this by varying the flavor-
tagging parameters ey, wy, and Awy by their uncertain-
ties; the resulting change in Acp is taken as a system-
atic uncertainty. To account for a possible asymmetry
in backgrounds (arising, e.g., from the detector), we in-
clude an A%l term in the continuum background PDF.
We float AZL in the fit and obtain a value 0.008 £ 0.014,
which is consistent with zero. The resulting change in the
signal Acp is assigned as a systematic uncertainty. The
total systematic uncertainties are obtained by combining
all individual uncertainties in quadrature; the results are
11.4% for B, 0.13 for fr, and 0.11 for Acp.

In summary, we report measurements of the decay
B — ww using 772 x 10 BB pairs produced at the Belle
experiment. The branching fraction, fraction of longitu-
dinal polarization, and time-integrated CP asymmetry
are measured to be

B = (1.534+0.2940.17) x 1076 (8)
fr = 0.87+0.13+0.13 (9)
Acp = —0.44+0.4340.11, (10)

where the first uncertainties are statistical and the sec-
ond are systematic. The B® — ww decay is observed for

TABLE I. Systematic uncertainties on B, fr,, and Acp. Those
listed in the upper part are additive and included in the sig-
nificance calculation as discussed in the text. Those listed in
the lower part are multiplicative.

Source B (%) fr Acp
Best candidate selection 3.0 0.07 0.04
Signal PDF 7.7 0.10 0.10
Fit bias 3.0 0.01 0.01
Background PDF 0.7 0.00 0.01
Tracking efficiency 1.4 0.00 0.00
70 efficiency 4.0 0.00 0.00
PID efficiency 3.5 0.00 0.00
Continuum suppression 2.4 - =

Flavor mistagging — — 0.02
Detection asymmetry - — 0.01
Ngogo 28 - -

Blw—7Tn 1) x B(r® =) 16 — —

Total 11.4 0.13 0.11

the first time; the significance including systematic un-
certainties is 7.9 0. Our measurements of fr, and Acp are
the first such measurements. Our results for B and [,
are consistent with theoretical estimates, while our result
for Acp shows no significant CP violation.
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