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Abstract

Understanding the excitation pattern of baryons is indispensable for the understanding of non-perturbative
QCD. Up to now only the nucleon excitation spectrum has been subject to systematic experimental
studies, in contrast very little is known on excited states of double or triple strange baryons. A better
knowledge of the baryon spectrum in the double and triple strange sector is however important to scrutin-
ize the models developed using data on N* and A states. In studies of antiproton-proton collisions, the
experiment is well-suited for a comprehensive baryon spectroscopy program in the multi-strange
and charm sector.

For final states containing a =~ = pair, cross sections of the order of ub are expected, corresponding to
production rates of ~ 10°/d at a luminosity L = 103" cm™2s™!. The present thesis focuses on excited =
states and investigates the possibility to reconstruct the reaction pp — E' E* and its charged conjugate
channel with the [PANDA| detector. Furthermore, first steps towards a partial wave analysis of the
E" AK™ and - A K* final states are presented.

Zusammenfassung

Um die nicht-perturbative QCD zu verstehen ist ein weitreichendes Verstindnis des Anregungsmusters
der Baryonen notwendig. Bisher war nur das Nukleon-Anregungsspektrum Gegenstand systematischer
experimenteller Untersuchungen, wihrend nur wenig iiber die Anregungszustinde von Baryonen, die aus
mehr als einem Strange-Quark bestehen, bekannt ist. Ein besseres Verstidndnis des Baryon-Spektrums im
Doppel- und Dreifach-Strange-Sektor is jedoch wichtig, um die Modelle, die anhand der Daten zu N*-
und A-Zustinden entwickelt wurden, zu iiberpriifen. In Studien zu Antiproton-Proton-Kollisionen eignet
sich das Experiment fiir ein umfassendes Baryon-Spektroskopie-Programm im Multi-Strange-
und Charm-Sektor.

Fiir Endzustinde, die ein E' = Paar enthalten, werden Wirkungsquerschnitte in der Groenordnung
ub erwartet. Dies entspricht bei einer Luminositit von L = 103! cm™2s~! einer Produktionsrate von
etwa 10°/d. Die vorliegende Arbeit konzentriert sich auf angeregte Z Zustinde und untersucht die
Rekonstruktionsmoglichkeit der Reaktion pp — E" Z* und dessen ladungskonjugierten Kanal mit dem
Detektor. Des Weiteren werden die ersten Schritte im Hinblick auf eine Partialwellenanalyse

desZ A K~ und des 2~ A K* Endzustandes prisentiert.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

Already in ancient Greece, the first attempts were made to describe the processes in nature in a systematic
way. Thus, the Greek philosopher Democritus postulated an indivisible object, called atom, which all
matter in nature is composed of. Until the beginning of the 20th century, it was believed that the atom was
the fundamental building block of matter. In the 1910s, by performing « particle scattering experiments,
Rutherford showed that atoms have an internal structure.

Since this discovery above a century ago, the knowledge about the constituents of matter increased.
Today, it is known that the fundamental particles of matter are composed of quarks and leptons. These
fundamental particles, along with their fundamental interactions, are listed in the [Standard Model of]
[Particle Physics (SM)| The was formulated and further developed in the second half of the 20th
century by the effort of experimental and theoretical physicists. Even though the predictions of the
are accurate, some phenomena can not be explained. One example is the mechanism how hadrons
acquire their mass which is not given by the mass of their valence quarks. Therefore, comprehensive
measurements of the particle properties are needed. These measurements can then be used to formulate
and validate new models to deepen our understanding of the strong interaction.

The modern way to describe fundamental interactions is via quantum field theory. The quantum field
theory describing the strong interaction is [Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)| which is well probed at
high energies. But in the low-energy regime many aspects are still not understood.

At low energies, the strong coupling constant has large values and therefore, perturbative [QCD]is no
longer applicable. Up to now, there is no concept of using a first-principle theory such as[QCD]in the
non-perturbative regime. Consequently, theoretical models have to be used which need experimental data
to constrain the parameters used by the model. Instead of quarks and gluons, in the low-energy regime,
the degrees of freedom are hadrons interacting via exchanging hadrons. Since hadrons are composed
particles, they have internal degrees of freedom and thus an excitation spectrum. Therefore, two main
types of studies are on the experimental side: reaction dynamics and spectroscopy. Studies on reaction
dynamics focus on investigation of hadron production and hadron-hadron interactions, which will give
insight into the dynamics of quarks and gluons. In studies on hadron spectroscopy the structure of hadrons
is investigated. Both studies will provide data and hence the parameters for the models to describe the
underlying physics. In this work the focus is on spectroscopy, in particular hyperon spectroscopy.

The spectra and properties of most hyperons are still not understood. A good opportunity to get access to
these properties and spectra are pp induced reactions resulting in a baryon-antibaryon intermediate state.
Here, it is possible to directly populate the intermediate states where one or both of these particles can be
in an excited state. This intermediate state will in general give rise to final states with respect to the strong
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interaction which consists of baryon-antibaryon pair plus one or more mesons. The particles produced in
this state may further decay weakly or electromagnetically. The resonant baryon or antibaryon states
are visible in the (anti-)baryon-meson combined system. If the resonances are sufficiently narrow, it is
possible to access their mass and width directly. In addition, a[Partial Wave Analysis (PWA)|will give a
possibility to access observables, which can not be determined directly, such as spin and parity quantum
numbers.

The call for comprehensive measurements leads to a dramatic increase in experimental requirements.
This, in turn, leads to the need of large-scale experiments, which partly reach the limit of what is
technically feasible. The future |Antiproton Annihilation at Darmstadt (ﬁANDA)l experiment which will
be located at the facility, currently under construction, is one of these large-scale experiments.
will be a multi-purpose detector to study antiproton-proton induced reactions at beam energies
up to 15 GeV/c, corresponding to a center-of-mass energy of 5.5 GeV. Since experimental data on the
excited ZZ states are poor, one of the main research topics atis the study of hadrons with strange
and also charm quark content.

The production of extra strange mesons is not needed for balancing the strangeness in the production
of (multi-)strange baryons when using the pp entrance channel. Due to the expected cross section in

the order of ub for final states containing a E =" pair, it will be possible to collect high statistics data
at Furthermore, it is possible to estimate the production cross section of il by using the
available pp — YY, YY* and Y*Y* data on single strange hyperons and comparing their ground state and
excited state production cross sections.

This thesis presents a feasibility study for the reconstruction of the reaction pp — E" A K™ as well as its
charge conjugate channel at The study includes also E~ and = resonances, i.e. the & (1690)~
(E (1690)") and = (1820) (E (1820)") states. Furthermore, first steps towards a of the three-body
final state ' A K~ are shown.

Chapter [2] gives an overview on the [Standard Model of Particle Physics| (SM) and an introduction
to the strong interaction.

In Chapter [3] the facility with its planned scientific program and accelerator facility is intro-
duced.

After that, the PANDA| experiment is introduced in Chapter In the first part of the chapter, an
overview on the physics program at[PANDAIis given. Subsequently, the detector concept will be ex-
plained, before a short introduction to the PandaRoot simulation and analysis is given.

The main topic of this thesis, the study of excited = baryons, is presented in Chapter 5] Here, in-

. . . . _ =t — . .
vestigations on a feasible reconstruction of the process pp — & Z* within[PANDA|are shown. Beside
the simulation and reconstruction of the event topology, the resolution and the efficiency for the recon-
struction is obtained and a study of background is performed.

In Chapter El, the first steps towards a for the 2 A K~ final states as well as for the charge
conjugate final state are presented. The chapter includes also a concise introduction to the formalisms

and methods of a[PWAI

Chapter [7] concludes the result of this thesis.



CHAPTER 2

Physics Background

2.1 Standard Model of Particle Physics

The is the theoretical description of the fundamental forces including three of the four known forces:
the electromagnetic, the weak and the strong force. In addition, it classifies all known elementary
particles. The formulation of the was finalized in the 1970s. Since its completion, it has been tested
by various experiments which finally confirmed the three remaining particles: the top quark in 1995, the
tau neutrino in 2000 and the Higgs boson in 2012.
The elementary particles included in the[SM]can be divided into two groups based on their spin. Particles
with half-integer spin are called fermions, while particles with integer spin are called bosons. 12 fermions
as well as their antiparticles are included in the The fermions can be grouped into three families of
quarks and leptons, but only the members of the first family are the buildings blocks of stable matter.
The bosons are the mediators of the three fundamental interactions. Table[2.1land Table [2.2] summarize

Table 2.1: Fermion properties for the three generations of quarks and leptons. Data from [|1].

1st Generation 2nd Generation

3rd Generation

Quarks
Symbol u c t
Chargel[e] +2/3 +2/3 +2/3
Mass[ GeV/c? ] 2.3.1073 1.275 173.21
Symbol d S b
Charge[e] -1/3 -1/3 -1/3
Mass[ GeV/c? ] 48-1073 95.1073 4.18

Leptons
Symbol e i T
Charge[e] -1 -1 -1
Mass [ MeV/c?] 0.511 105.66 1776.82
Symbol Ve Vi Vi
Charge[e] 0 0 0
Mass[ MeV/c?] <2-107° <0.19 <182
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Table 2.2: Overview on the boson properties listed in the Data from [/1].

Boson Mass Charge Associated interaction
0% <1-107Bev 0 electromagnetic
gluon 0 0 strong
W* 8039 GeV/c?  +1
Z  9L19Gev/ o Ve
H 125.7GeV/c? 0 higgs

the properties of fermions and bosons, respectively.

The mathematical description of the is provided by a renormalizable (Quantum Field Theory (QFT)| It
applies the successful basic concept for the description of the|Quantum Electrodynamics (QED)]2] to the
description of the other fundamental forces. These theories require a Lagrangian which is invariant under
local transformation. This type of field theory is called gauge theory and its invariant transformation is
called symmetry. The[SM|is defined by the local SU (3) x SU (2) x U (1) symmetry. The gauge group
SU (2)xU (1) is the basis of the electroweak interactions combining the description of the electromagnetic
and the weak interactions [3]]. A massless particle, the photon, and the W*, Z bosons are included in this
theory. The mass of the bosons prevents the theory from being renormalizable. However, the introduction
of spontaneous symmetry breaking included with the Higgs mechanism [4] restores the renormalizability.
The SU (3) is the symmetry group of the describing the strong interaction. Because the physics
simulations used for this thesis concentrate on strongly interaction particles, the following section will
focus on the strong interaction.

Although the makes accurate predictions, some phenomena can not be explained by the model. For
example, the baryon asymmetry which is the imbalance between the baryonic matter, like protons and
the anti-baryonic matter (e.g. antiprotons) in the universe is not described. Furthermore, there is no room
left in the [SM|for dark matter particles. Neutrino oscillations and the non-zero masses of neutrinos are
also not included in the

2.2 Strong Interaction

The mediator particle of the strong interaction is the gluon which both couples to the color charge and
carries a color charge. Quarks and gluons are the only elementary particles carrying color charge. As
already mentioned in Section[2.1] the theory describing the strong interaction is the[QCD| which is based
on the same principles as Many researchers contributed to which led to two Nobel Prizes
in this research field. Murray Gell-Mann received the Nobel Prize in 1969 [5]] for the contribution to
the classification of particles and their interactions. The second prize was given to Gross, Politzer and
Wilczek in 2004 [2]] for the discovery of asymptotic freedom in strong interactions.

The strength of the strong interaction is given by the coupling constant a. According to [|6], @ can be
expressed in terms of the squared four-momentum transfer Q°:

2
a,(0%) = () @.1)

1+ 2% (33 - 20 log (Q2/422)
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where n; is the number of flavors in the given energy region u. Equation @ implies a decreasing a;
with increasing momentum transfer. The property of small a; values for high Q? is called asymptotic
freedom. Several experimental determinations of @ have been performed. The current status is shown in

April 2016
T decays (N3LO)

DIS jets (NLO)

Heavy Quarkonia (NLO)

e'e jets & shapes (res. NNLO)

e.w. precision fits (N3LO)

pp—> jets (NLO)

pp — tt (NNLO)

o (Q?)

03+
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Figure 2.1: Measurements of the coupling constant a; as a function of the energy from different experiments.
The used degree of [QCD] perturbative theory for the extraction of @ are NLO (next-to-leading order), NNLO
(next-to-next-to-leading order), res. NNLO (NNLO matched with resumed next-to-leading logs), and N°LO
(next-to-NNLO), and are indicated in brackets, respectively. Image from [1].

Figure 2.1} To make the obtained results from the different experiments comparable, a common reference
value at the Z boson mass m, = 91.2 GeV/c? is used [1]:

a5 (my) =0.1181 £ 0.0011 (2.2)

With decreasing Q? the coupling constant «, increases such that below a certain Q? value perturbative
[QCD]is not applicable anymore. This critical energy scale characterizing this transition is denoted by
Aqcp. The square of Aqcp is given by [6]

-127
A2 =’ exp . (2.3)
b (33 - 2n4) s (12)
Therefore, Equation (2.I)) can be written as
127
o, (0%) = ( (2.4)

33 — 21 log (Q?/Aqcp)

At high energies where «; is small, [QCD]|can be described by using perturbation theory techniques, also
called perturbative [QCD] The perturbation theory is used if a problem cannot be solved exactly, but
by adding "small" correcting terms to the mathematical description. An approximation to the solution
is reached by an expansion in terms proportional to ¢;. Depending on the computational power, the
expansion is cut. In principle, this technique allows to achieve any precision. Below energies of about
1 GeV perturbative [QCD] cannot be applied anymore. Therefore, other mathematical approaches are
needed to describe the theory of the strong interaction. Actually, two approaches are well established.
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One of them is the [Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics (LQCD)|[7] which solve the non-perturbative
[QCD] by using numerical simulations. These simulations require a huge amount of computational power
[1]]. During the last decades, made big progress and impressing results have been achieved for
hadron spectroscopy. The second approach utilizes the confinement for low energies. This effective field
theory was proposed by Weinberg|8] and is called chiral perturbation theory.

The discussion above implies that it is possible to divide the strong interaction into two areas: the
high-energy regime where the interaction is described by the perturbative theory and the low-energy
regime. While is well tested for high energies, there are many aspects in the low-energy regime that
are not yet understood. For example: What are the effective degrees of freedom in the baryon excitation
spectrum?[9]]

In this section, the strong interaction for the two different energy regimes are discussed, beginning with
the well-known high energy regime, followed by the low-energy regime.

2.2.1 At High Energies

The region well above 1 GeV is the regime of perturbative [QCD] A large number of experimental probes
were invented to reach the energies where the perturbation theory is applicable. One of the most promin-
ent techniques to investigate the structure of the nucleon is to scatter a beam of electrons off it[6]. The first
experiments using high-energy electrons were performed in 1968 at the [Stanford Linear Accelerator Cen{
10]. The determined results of these deep inelastic scattering (DIS) experiments reminiscent
of the results from Rutherford’s experiments [11]: most of the incoming electrons pass through, while a
small number is scattered back implying that the proton charge is concentrated in point-like constituents
called partons. In 1961, Gell-Mann introduced the Eightfold Way [12]] to describe the symmetries of
baryons and mesons. This description was the basis for the development of the quark model. The
introduction of [QCD| connected both, DIS and the quark model. In case of the proton, the constituents
could be identified as three quarks. But, the Pauli principle forbids the existence of two identical fermions
in the same quantum state, like it is the case, e.g. for A** with quark content (uuu). Since its spin angular
momentum is J© = 3/2 [1], all quark spins have to be aligned, meaning that the spin quantum numbers
are the same for all three u quarks. Since in addition with three u quarks, all quarks have the same flavor,
the A** would have to consist of three fermions being in an identical quantum state. The introduction
of the color charge as a quark quantum number solved this conflict with the Pauli principle. There are
different types of color charge: red, green, blue and their anti-colors antired, antigreen, and antiblue.
The types of color charge add up to a total color charge of zero and thus form a colorless or "white" object.

As shown in Section @ there are six quarks, u,d,s,c,b, and t, as well as their antiquarks. The light
quarks, u,d, and s, are represented in the SU(3) symmetry group and form a triplet with spin 1/2 and
baryon number 1/3. This triplet consists of an isospin doublet (u and d), with electromagnetic charge 2/3
for the u quark, —1/3 for the d quark and strangeness S = 0, and a singlet (s) with electromagnetic charge
—1/3 and strangeness § = —1. By convention, the sign of the flavor quantum number (S,C,B) is the same
as the sign of the charge of the respective quark. Table 2.3 summarizes the quantum numbers for the
three light quarks. At high Q?, the mass splitting between the s and the u and d quarks are negligible, as
one can e.g. see in pp collisions aflLarge Hadron Collider (LHC)|since the created s5 pairs are almost as
abundant as uii/dd pairs. The representations of quarks and antiquarks in SU(3) due to the sign change of
B, S and I3 are not identical, resulting in the two multiplets shown in Figure 2.2] The multiplets are in the
Y-I5 plane, where Y = B + S, denotes the hypercharge, an additive quantum number which is related to
the electromagnetic charge Q = I3 + % with quark isospin /3. Assuming a perfect symmetry, the particles
within an SU(3) multiplet would have the same mass in addition to the same spin-parity. In other words,
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they would be degenerate. But this degeneracy is removed by the breaking of flavor symmetry caused by
the fact that the quark masses are not equal. However, this does not explain, why there are particles, like
for example p and m, having the same quark content and are both in the ground state, but do not have the
same mass [11f]. The difference in the mass of these particles is assigned to a spin-spin interaction which
is the[QCD] analog to the hyperfine splitting in the hydrogen ground state.

A A

e
S 1‘”'5.}

diy | uly

THER (1
wiz3) d 33)

"
) (‘n,—g )
(a) Quark multiplet. (b) Antiquark multiplet.

Figure 2.2: The SU(3) multiplets for quarks and antiquarks. Hypercharge and Strangeness are connected by
Y = B+ S. Adapted from [/13]].

2.2.2 At Low Energies

As already mentioned, below energies of 1 GeV the perturbative[QCD]cannot be applied anymore. Certain
regions in the non-perturbative regime are not well investigated, e.g. the (multi-)strangeness sector. The
energy scale for strangeness production, which is limited by the mass of the strange quark m; = 95 MeV,
is close to Aqcp. Therefore, the production of strange hyperons will probe [QCD]in the non-perturbative
regime.

In general, the bound states based on the strong interaction are called hadrons. According to their
quark content, hadrons can be divided into two groups. The first group consists of a quark-antiquark pair,
called mesons, and the second group is formed by three quarks or antiquarks, called baryon or antibaryon,
respectively. Since in this thesis the focus is on strange baryons, a more detailed overview only on bound
states of the light quarks u,d, and s are given. Baryons with heavy quark c, and b content, can be formed
analogue to the strange baryons by a replacement of the strange quark. Since the lifetime of the t quark is
short, it is likely that no bound state hadron containing a t quark exists [1]].

The relevant quantum numbers for hadrons with light quark content are the total electromagnetic charge
Q, the total angular momentum J, and the parity P. The total angular momentum J is the sum of the spin
S and the orbital angular momentum L. Particles with strange quark content also have strangeness. To
differentiate between the strangeness and the spin of a particle, the strangeness is denoted by S, in the

Table 2.3: Quantum numbers of the u,d, and s quarks.
S B S, Q Y I
u 1/2 1/3 0 2/3 1/3 1/2
d 1/2 1/3 0 -1/3 1/3  -1/2
s 1/2 1/3 -1 -1/3 -=2/3 0
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K RO =1 R =
Q:\:& 0=0 Q=+1 0=-1 0=0 Q=+1

(a) Meson nonet for J = 0. (b) Meson nonet for J = 1.

Figure 2.3: Ground state mesons with light quark content, ordered by the isospin z component /3 along the x axis
and strangeness S, along the y axis. Adapted from [14-16].

following.

It is also possible to form more complex combinations. These combinations are investigated in experi-
mental and theoretical researches, and described in Section B.1]

For mesons, the quark spins can be antiparallel, forming a S = O state, or parallel forming a S = 1 state.
Focusing only on the ground states, L = 0, for mesons, this leads to two possible total angular momenta:
J =0and J = 1. In case of J = 0 quark-antiquark pairs within the u,d, and s flavor sector are arranged in
a pseudoscalar nonet, while the J = 1 configuration gives a vector nonet. Both isospin nonets are shown
in Figure[2.3] respectively.

Baryons consisting of u, d, and s quarks are also grouped into multiplets based on SU(3) flavor symmetry.
The wave function of baryons is composed of several parts: a spatial part, describing the orbital degree of
freedom in configuration space, a spin part, a flavor part describing the configuration in flavor space, and
a color term.

W = ¢ (space) ¢ (spin) & (flavor) y (color) (2.5)

The total wave function has to be antisymmetric with respect to the permutation of any two quarks. In
the ground state, the spatial wave function has to be symmetric since for L = 0, there is no angular
dependence [11]]. However, the spin state is either antisymmetric for J = 1/2 or symmetric for J = 3/2,
while the color wave function is always antisymmetric. An antisymmetric color wave function implies that
the rest of the total wave function in Equation (2.5) is symmetric. For the flavor, there are 27 possibilities
which can be reorganized into symmetric, antisymmetric, and mixed symmetry combinations. This
requires that the light quark baryons belong to the multiplets shown on the right side of

33®3=100808® 1 2.6)

According to Equation (2.6), they are forming an SU(3) flavor octet (J = 1/2) and an SU(3) flavor
decuplet (J = 3/2) as shown in Figure [2.4]

Up to now, all baryons included in the ground state multiplets are known, while the information on the
excited states are poor or even missing. The comparison of the experimentally confirmed excited states in
the non-strange sector and the predictions from theoretical models, shown in Figure [2.3] indicates several
discrepancies. There are two main problems [[1]:

e the N(1440)1/2* and the A(1600)3/2" appear lower than the negative parity states (N(1535)1/2~
and A(1700)3/27) and lower than predicted by the theoretical models
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Sy=-2

:‘7 = Sg=-3 A
Q:E/& 0=0 0=+1 \<

(a) Baryon octet for J = 1/2. (b) Baryon decuplet for J = 3/2.

Figure 2.4: Ground state baryon octet and decuplet, ordered by the isospin z component /5 along the x axis and
strangeness S ; along the y axis. Adapted from [14, 17, [18]].

e the energies of negative parity A states in the N = 3 band (A(1900)1/27, A(1940)3/2~, and
A(1930)5/27) are too low.

In addition, more states are predicted than observed. This phenomenon is also called "missing reson-
ances" problem [20].

Baryons containing at least one strange or heavier quark are called hyperons. Like all baryons, hyperons
are fermions with half-integer spin. In general, the ground states decay weakly to lighter baryons, since
the strong and the electromagnetic interaction conserve strangeness. Therefore, the life time of A, X*, Z°,
Z~ and Q" hyperons is in the order of 107!? s which corresponds to a decay length of O (cm). This leads
to an unambiguous signature of hyperons in the detector.

The hyperon-antihyperon pair production in pp collisions will provide important insight into strange and
charm production. Since pp consists of light quarks, processes where the light quarks are replaced by
heavier quarks are necessary.

Adding a ¢ quark to the light quarks will extend the SU(3) flavor symmetry to SU(4). An illustration
of the SU(4) multiplets is shown in Figure [2.6] Their bottom levels show an SU(3) octet and a SU(3)
decuplet, respectively. Figure shows the actual spectrum of the lowest states for the A, X, = and Q
hyperons compared to the predictions from theoretical models. The figure shows indications that the
predictions from theory and the experimental data do not always agree. Nevertheless, for the lower states
of the hyperons experimental data is available, while data for higher states is poor or non-existent [1]]. In
many cases the quantum numbers are missing. Since the focus of this thesis is on E resonances, the =
states will be discussed in detail.

The = is the lowest state of double-strange baryons with quark content (uss) in case of =0 and (dss) in
case of 2. Both, the Z° and the =, decay weakly by converting a strange quark into u or d quark.
In both cases, a A baryon is predominantly produced which decays again weakly. The corresponding
branching ratio for Z° is BR(Z? — A + 7%)= 99.5 % and for 2~ is BR(Z~ — A + 77)= 99.887 %[1].
Due to this decay sequence, the = baryon has two well-separated decay vertices which gives the name
cascade baryon. Figure sketches a typical process for pp — il

= states are experimentally not well investigated. The experimental status for = resonances is shown in
Table [2.4] Mostly, the available information is from bubble chamber experiments with small number of

events. Only one experiment at the [European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN)| has observed
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Figure 2.5: The nucleon excitation spectrum. The comparison between the excited states identified in experiments
and the predicted states from quark model calculation is shown. On the left hand side the isospin 1/2 N-states
and on the right hand side the isospin 3/2 A states are shown. The experimental results are shown in the column
"exp" where full lines indicate three- and four-star, dashed lines two-star, and dotted lines one-star resonances. The
predictions of the Quark Model are listed in the column labeled as "QM" where full lines denote tentative
assignments to observed states, and dashed lines non-observed counterparts. Image from .

(a) (b)

Figure 2.6: SU(4) multiplets for baryons consisting of u, d, s, and ¢ quarks. Subfigure (a) shows the 20-plet with an
SU(3) octet and Subfigure (b) shows the 20-plet with an SU(3) decuplet. Images from [III]
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Figure 2.7: Hyperon Spectrum for the lowest states of A, X, Z and Q. The measured results and their uncertainties
are shown as green areas and the theoretical prediction is shown as red line. Two different theory models are
used: one gluon exchange (left) and Goldstone boson exchange (right). The dashed red lines in the X spectrum are
predicted eigenstates for J* = 3/2~ without experimental equivalent. Image from [21].

three events for the reaction pp — §+ E~ with a cross section of oo = (2 + 1) ub [23]].

For the theoretical description of the = production and for the estimation of the production cross section,
different approaches are used. The approaches differ by the model used for the double strangeness
production mechanism. The first and most naive approach is the double gluon process used by [24].
As shown in Figure a simultaneous annihilation of two uli-pairs is assumed. Both ut-pairs are
emitting a gluon which produces a ss-pair. The annihilation of a quasi-bound state of two quarks, also
called diquark, inside the hadron is used by [25]]. An illustration of the diquark annihilation is shown in

—_——
=

Figure 2.8: Sketch of a typical process for pp — E" =" with the predominant decays according to [1]]. The solid
lines indicate charged particles, while the dashed lines indicate neutral particles. Image from [22].
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Chapter 2 Physics Background

Table 2.4: Experimental status of Z Resonances. The status is given as poor(¥), fair(**), likely(***) and well
explored(****). Data from [1]].

Particle J* Status
Z(1318) 1/27 Hwes
Z(1530) 3/2+  cewkx

2(1620) *
2(1690) ok
E(1820) 3/2° #Ek
2(1950) ok
£(2030) ok
2(2120) *
£(2250) ok
£(2370) ok
£(2500) *

Figure [2.9(b)] For the third approach a simplified picture of exchanging mesons can be used. The hadron
exchange mechanism is justified with the low energy regime. The calculations are done by using either a
pseudoscalar meson exchange, i.e. a K, or a vector meson exchange, e.g. K*, to describe the conversion
of a proton into an intermediate baryon with one strange quark constituent. This intermediate baryon is
then converted by a second meson exchange into a E baryon, see also Figure

Up to now, there are no predictions on the production cross section for the excited = states in pp processes.
Comparing the measurements [26] and the theoretical predictions [24]] for other excited baryons shows,
for example, that the measured cross section for pp — XX* of Oexp = (9 £ 2) ub is in the same order of
magnitude as the cross section of the corresponding ground state oexp, = (8 £ 4) ub. Therefore, the cross
section for pp — E' E* is estimated to be in the order of o = 1 ub.

As mentioned before, more complex combinations of antiquark and quarks are possible, for example
baryons containing more than three quarks or antiquarks, also called exotic baryons. Their existence, as

[1]
+
[I]‘
[l
+
1]
[

S 3 = K,E A
= S = K, K*
- | —‘ _ p p
p p p P
(c) Meson exchange. The Y denotes a A
(a) Double gluon exchange. (b) Diquark annihilation. or a X baryon.

Figure 2.9: Exchange models used for the calculation of hyperon production in pp processes. Images from [27]],
adapted from [28].
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2.2 Strong Interaction

well as the existence of exotic mesons, was proposed by Gell-Mann [29]. The most prominent candidate
for an exotic baryon is the pentaquark (gqqqq) consisting of four quarks and one antiquark. The name
pentaquark was used for the first time by Lipkin [30]. In 2015, the collaboration, observed
two resonances in the proton J/iy two-body system which could reflect the existence of the hidden
charm pentaquark states P, (4380)* and P, (4450)* [31]. Recently, announced the discovery
of two new pentaquark states, P.(4312)" and P.(4457)", and confirmed the discovered pentaquark
state P, (4450)" [32]. Up to now, there is no knowledge of the binding mechanism for pentaquarks.
Possible mechanisms could be: tightly bound quarks [33]], a diquark-diquark-antiquark model [|34], a
diquark-triquark model [35]], a coupled channel model [36], a weakly bound baryon-meson molecule
[37]], and dynamical generation [38]]. It is proposed to study the search for pentaquarks for example in
proton-nuclear collisions [39] and in electron-proton collisions [40].
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CHAPTER 3

Overview of FAIR

The [Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR)|is an international accelerator facility in Europe
for the research with antiprotons and ions. [FAIR]is located in Darmstadt, Germany, and is still under
construction. Four experiments form together the pillars of the scientific program at[FAIR] The topics
of those experiments spread from atomic and plasma physics to baryonic matter, nuclear structure and
astrophysics, and antiproton induced hadron physics to investigate fundamental questions about the
evolution of the universe and the structure of matter. will be one of those experiments.

This chapter introduces the experiments hosted at[FATR] Furthermore, an overview of the accelerator
layout is given. More information can be found on the official web page of [FAIR|[41]] and in the
baseline technical report [42].

3.1 Physics Program of FAIR

3.1.1 APPA

One of the research pillars is [Atomic, Plasma Physics and Applications (APPA)| It combines a wide
research field by hosting four different experiments which share the installations and experiment tech-
niques.

BIOMAT [FAIR|provides heavy ions with energies up to 10 AGeV [43]]. These ions will be used by the
[Biology and Material Science (BIOMAT)) collaboration which plan to build the[BIOMAT]irradiation
facility for biophysical experiments and experiments for ion-induced changes in solids.

The facility will be located in the High-Energy Cave and will be shared with [SPARC| which is described
later in this section.

FLAIR For the study of fundamental symmetries, the gravitation of antimatter, atomic collisions and
antiprotons as hadronic probes, antiproton energies in the lower energy region are needed. Those
antiprotons will be provided by the |Facility for Low-Energy Antiproton and Heavy lon Research (FLAIR)|
[44] which will consist of a complex of two storage rings, the magnetic|[Low Energy Storage Ring (LSR")|
and the electrostatic [Ultra-lTow Energy Storage Ring (USR)] In the first phase of [FAIR] not all storage
rings will be ready. The so-called Modularized Start Version (MSV)[45]] will not include the Recuperated]
[Experimental Storage Ring (RESR)| [New Experimental Storage Ring (NESR)|and [SIS300} Therefore,
other options for the low-energy antiproton program at[FAIR] were investigated. In 2012, it was decided
that an additional storage ring, the[CRYRING] is transferred from [Manne Siegbahn Laboratory (MSL)|
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Chapter 3 Overview of FAIR

Stockholm to[Helmholtzzentrum fiir Schwerionenforschung (GST) and set up behind the
Storage Ring (ESR)] [46].

SPARC The experiments which are part of [Stored Particles Atomic Research Collaboration (SPARC)|
are focusing on two major research topics. One of the main topics is the exploration of fundamental
interactions between electrons and heavy nuclei up to bare uranium [47]]. The second focus is laid on the
study of collision dynamics in strong electromagnetic fields.

HED@FAIR [High Energy Density Science at FAIR (HED @FAIR)|will host several experiments located
within the cave exploiting the unique properties of intensive heavy-ion pulses to heat matter. The
main focus is laid on investigations of the properties of different materials in the phase diagram [42]. An
intense heavy ion beam deposits energies above 10kJg~!' which heats up a target quickly and uniformly.

3.1.2 CBM

[Compressed Baryonic Matter (CBM)| uses nucleon-nucleon collisions between 10 and 45 AGeV to
explore the [QCD| phase diagram for high baryon densities [48]]. The research includes studies on the
equation of state of nuclear matter at neutron star densities [49] as well as the search for the phase
transition of and the chiral symmetry restoration [48]].
The detector is designed for the measurement of [49]:

e rare multi-strange baryons
e charmed particles, mainly J/¥ — e* + ¢7, D and A,
e vector mesons which decay into leptons

To achieve the required precision, reaction rates up to 10 MHz will be used [48]].

3.1.3 NuSTAR

The [Nuclear Structure, Astrophysics and Reactions (NuSTAR)| collaboration incorporates several experi-
ments [50]: DESPEC/HISPEC, ELISe, EXL, ILIMA, LaSpec, MATS, R3B and SuperFRS.

focus on direct studies of the nuclei involved in processes which are relevant for the energy
production and the element synthesis in a stellar environment [51]]. In addition, the study of nuclear
reactions will provide information on the dynamics of nuclear few- and many-body states. For example,
one of the basic properties of an exotic nucleus which could be determined whether or not it is bound
with respect to proton and neutron emission [51]. Another part of the experimental program is the
test of predictions from modern nuclear models by extracting the nuclear ground state properties and
information from the spectroscopy of excited states. Therefore, the collaboration contains not
only experimental, but also theoretical programs. For all studies the experiments use beams of radioactive
species separated and identified in the Super-FRS.

3.1.4 PANDA

PANDA|is one of the key experiments at FAIR. Its goal is to investigate the structure and dynamics of
hadrons. The experiment is used to perform basic physics research on topics around strong and weak

forces, exotic states of matter and the structure of hadrons. The [PANDA|detector consists of different
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3.2 Accelerator Facility

sub-detectors which will perform a precise trajectory reconstruction, energy and momentum measurement
and an efficient identification of charged particles [9].
A more detailed description of the detector and the physics program of PANDA|is given in Chapter@

3.2 Accelerator Facility

The [FAIR] facility consists of a system of storage rings and experimental stations. The construction
area is connected to the already existing part of the [GS]|consisting of the linear accelerator,
[Cinear Accelerator (UNILAC)] a heavy-ion synchrotron (SIST8) and the [ESR] These accelerators will be
used as first accelerator stages. The complex which is still under construction, will consist of the
superconducting double-synchrotron SIS100/SIS300, the [Collector Ring (CR), the RESR] the NESR] an
antiproton target and the HESR. The key component of will be the SIS100/SIS300 accelerator
with a circumference of 1,100 meters. Figure [3.1]illustrates the planned layout of the [FATR] complex.

S1S100/300

e . UNLAC
g \ e 4
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v - 5 > WS
é 4
Sl 4 Rare Isotope
\Q\éxxa_.‘\ 7\ Production Target
\Q = / 0/’
%

Antiproton

Plasma Physics —— Production Target

Atomic Physics B

FLAIR

Figure 3.1: Illustration of the [FAIR|and facility. The picture is taken from [42].

This section gives an overview of the different planned storage rings and accelerators. If not otherwise
specified, the information has been taken from [52].

SIS100/SI1S300

With its circumference of about 1,100 meters the superconducting double-synchrotron SIS100/SIS300 is
the core accelerator of the new planned [FATR]complex and is currently under construction. The already
existing [SIST8and [UNILAC] will be used as injectors to accelerate ions with high intensity.

SIS100|is meant to produce U?®* with energies up to 2.7 GeV/u which can be compressed to bunches
of about 60 ns. For further acceleration, it will be possible to directly extract or inject these particle
bunches in the [SIS300] In addition, the [SIST00] will accelerate protons up to 29 GeV. Those protons will
subsequently interact with the antiproton target. Since for the production of antiprotons a high-intensity
proton beam is needed, the construction of a|Proton Linear Accelerator (p-LINAC)|is planned which will
then be used as an injector for the [SIST8]

17



Chapter 3 Overview of FAIR

Two modes of operation are planned for the [SIS300} It will be possible to provide a slow extrac-
tion and maximum energy provided by the [SISTO0} The second option is the acceleration of a heavy-ion
beam, e.g. U%?* with energies up to 34 GeV/u, also called high-energy mode.

Additional Storage Rings

In addition to the SIS100/SIS300, several storage rings complete the accelerator complex of [FAIR| The
[CRlis used for the stochastic cooling of radioactive beams and antiproton beams up to 3 GeV. Antiprotons,
previously cooled in the[CR] are accumulated in the [RESR] Short-lived nuclei are rapidly decelerated
in the The is equipped with stochastic and electron cooling to cool and decelerate stable
and radioactive ions as well as antiprotons for low-energy and trap experiments. For antiprotons with
momenta between 1.5 GeV/c and 15 GeV/c the [High Energy Storage Ring (HESR)|is planned. The
storage ring will be equipped with an electron cooler for beam momenta up to 8 GeV/c and stochastic
cooling over the full beam momentum range up to 15 GeV/c. Since theexperiment is located at
the [HESR] a more detailed description follows, separately.

Parallel Operation of FAIR

The parallel operation of the research fields is an important consideration for[FATR] The operation scheme

Si1s100

p
N HADES* +
pbar CEM
bR I/ N |/
plasma physics .
— I Plasma \ l?;pser
atomic physics HESR . Physics
I I ‘ Radioactive
CBM Atomic r lon Beams
— k h\ Ard CR Sy \ X
RIB storage ring \/ FLAIR
I Antip_rolon
RIB ext. target Physics 4 [ RESR

Figure 3.2: Scheme for parallel operation with the full setup of Image from

of the facility aims for these synergies, implying that[FATR]operates as a dedicated facility for the different
experimental programs. During the [MSV]of the facility will be able to serve two experiments at
the same time [53]. With the full setup, it will be possible to serve up to four different scientific programs
in parallel. Figure[3.2]shows the operation scheme for the full [FAIR]setup. A proton (orange), which is
accelerated in [SIST00] produces antiprotons in the antiproton target-station. These antiprotons (orange
dashed) are then collected, accumulated and cooled in the [CR]and [RESR]- as far as the RESR]is available
— before they are transferred to the [HESR] or[NESR] for experiments. During the time in which the [SISTO0]
is not needed for protons, a radioactive ion beam (blue) can be accelerated and is slowly extracted to the

18



3.2 Accelerator Facility

Helix dipole gj Stochastic

magnet kickers

‘\-\._\-H-lHO—“—ﬂm—— - -,
@ ny,

) 4
¢\’ Electron cooler ”Q
N3 74
.\' B Dipole magnet £ /‘
H B Quadrupole magnet g 1
i H sextupole or steerer magnet T i
= i c =
i [ solenoid magnet 5 ]
i [T Injection equipment @ H
" [0 RF cavity / stochastic cooling device O i
/‘ [[] Space reserved for future upgrade & i
2. N
s, s
7 N
v, @
~I.I "\
A S ! ERR TP T S S——
.pbar injection N ]
fIPOPn CR (JRESR) RF cavities 1 Stochastic
ickups
PANDA picKup
0 50m

Figure 3.3: Illustration of the[HESR| Image from [54].

Super-FRS where radioactive secondary beams (cyan dashed) for fixed target experiments are produced.
Instead of antiprotons, the radioactive beam could be sent to the [CR//RESR] (blue dashed).

Every 10 — 100, a high energy heavy-ion beam (red) is accelerated in the SIS100/SIS300 before it is
slowly extracted for nuclear collision experiments. For plasma physics experiments, every few minutes,
intense beam pulses (green) are provided. During the time in which no antiprotons are produced, atomic
physics experiments (violet) can be served by the [SISTO0]

HESR

The[HESRJis an essential part of the physics program of[FAIR]and is optimized for high energy antiprotons.
The main research areas planned at the HESR]are investigations on charmonium, hadronic structure and
quark-gluon dynamics.

The design of the storage ring is based on the shape of a racetrack with a circumference of 574 m[52].
The two straight sections have a length of 132 m each. One straight section is dedicated for hosting the
electron cooling system and the kicker of the stochastic cooling, while the stochastic pick-up and the
experiment are part of the second straight section. The design includes 48 dipole magnets to
achieve a maximum rigidity of 50T - m.

As already mentioned, two cooling techniques are used to ensure the high beam quality and the luminosity.
The idea of electron cooling is to shrink the six-dimensional phase space (spatial volume times volume in
momentum space) of a charged particle beam while the number of particles stays the same. The method
of electron cooling was invented by Gersh Budker at the [Institut of Nuclear Physics (INP)|in Novosibirsk,
in 1966 [55]]. In this method a beam of quasi-monoenergetic electrons is merged with the beam to be
cooled. The average velocity of the electrons is made equal to the average velocity of the particles inside
the beam. If the velocity distribution of the electrons is plotted in the scale of both the longitudinal and
transverse velocity distribution of the beam, the one for the electrons can be described by a delta-function.
Using a thermodynamical picture, the hadron or ion beams are hot and the electron beam cold. Due to
the Coulomb scattering of the ions in the gas-like environment of the electrons, momentum is exchanged
until a thermodynamical equilibrium is reached. This thermodynamical equilibrium is reached if the
mean velocity of the electrons and ions are equal. Therefore, the described interactions cause a reduction
of the energy spread for the ions and the occupied six-dimensional phase space shrinks. Due to the lighter
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Chapter 3 Overview of FAIR

mass of the electrons, the magnetic rigidity for the electrons is lower than for the ions at same velocity by
a factor m,/M, where M is the mass of the particle to be cooled. Therefore, the electron beam can be
easily separated and bent away from the antiproton beam by a dipole magnet.

Stochastic cooling is used to control the spread of the particle in position and momentum phase space.
This method was invented by Simon van der Meer at in 1972 [56] and was mainly used to collect
and cool antiprotons. A so-called pick-up system measures the momentum of the particles in the beam
and corrects the momentum with a so-called kicker by sending an electrical signal across the storage ring.
For each coordinate, longitudinal and transverse, independent pick-up and kicker systems are used.
Two operation modes are foreseen for the [HESR][57]:

1. High resolution mode: provides luminosities up to 2 - 10*' cm™2s~! and a momentum spread of

Ap/p=4-107°

2

2. High luminosity mode: peak luminosity of 2 - 102 cm? s~ and a momentum resolution of Ap/p =

1074

Since the in not available at the beginning of the stepwise realization of the operation of
[HESR|in the high luminosity mode is not supported and a modification of the injection and accumulation
for the antiprotons is needed [53]]. In the[MSV]|the antiprotons are collected and cooled in the [CR] An
antiproton packet of ~ 10 antiprotons is then injected in for accumulation. The accumulation
inside the causes another loss factor for the injected antiprotons, since the antiprotons cannot
be used for experiments during the accumulation. Accumulation, acceleration and measurements are
alternating about every 30 minutes [53]]. In the later stage, the accumulation of the antiprotons is done in
the as soon as it is available. This allows the injection of up to 10'! antiprotons in
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CHAPTER 4

The PANDA Experiment

The experiment will be part of and is currently under construction. It is planned that
is the internal detector at The wide physics program aims to deepen the knowledge of
the strong interactions and of the hadron structure where the focus is set to the study of fundamental
questions of hadron and nuclear physics. With measurements of the charmonium, D meson and baryon
spectrum as well as of exotic states, e.g. hybrids and glueballs, will significantly contribute
answering these open questions. In addition, new perspectives for studies of the forces between hyperons

and nucleons will be opened. Furthermore, investigations on the structure of the nucleon are planned to
determine the electromagnetic form factors of the proton in the time-like region.

This chapter starts with an overview of the [PANDA| physics program. Furthermore, the [PANDA
detector as well as all sub-detectors will be described. Finally, a short introduction to the simulation and

analysis framework of PANDA|is given.

4.1 Physics Program at PANDA

The experiment is one of the major projects of Since the detector is located at
the studies of interactions between the antiproton beam and fixed target protons and nuclei are
performed. The antiprotons will have momenta in the range of 1.5 GeV/c and 15 GeV/c, corresponding
to energies between /s = 2.25GeV and +/s = 5.47 GeV. The scientific program aims to answer the
fundamental questions of QCD, mostly in the non-perturbative regime. The planned measurements will
profit from the high cross section of antiproton induced reactions. Complementary to e*e~ induced
reactions, pp collisions allow all non-exotic quantum number combinations for directly formed states. In
addition, states with exotic quantum numbers will be observable in production reactions. The precision
which can be achieved in direct formation of resonant states is very high and is only limited by the small
energy spread of the cooled antiproton beam. This high precision allows measuring the widths of very
narrow states.

In the following, an overview on the scientific program with its different physics cases is given. Further
information can be found in [58]].

Charmonium

Charmonium consists of a c¢ pair with properties in close analogy to positronium. The potential describing
the interaction inside the positronium is a Coulomb potential and additional terms for spin-orbit, spin-spin
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Figure 4.1: Illustration of the charmonium spectrum. The solid lines are the predicted and the shaded lines are the
observed conventional charmonium states. The blue dashed lines represents different thresholds. Image from [[14]],
adapted from [59].

and effects while the potential describing the charmonium interaction can be expressed as the
sum of a Coulomb-like potential and a linear part. Figure .1 shows the charmonium spectrum. All
states below the DD threshold of 3.7 GeV/c?, also called the open-charm threshold, are experimentally
established. Measurements with high accuracy have been achieved for the triplet states but not for the
singlet states. A significant number of unpredicted states were found above the open-charm threshold.
These states are called X, Y, Z states and in most cases it is still not clear which type of states they
are. Y states are neutral states with J°C = 17~ while Z states are charged states which thus cannot be
cC states. Due to the predominant decay via charmonium states, the discovered states were associated
with charmonium [59]]. Also a few of the states are identified as conventional states, others states, the
so-called exotic states, are considered as possible indicators of physics beyond the conventional quark
model. Possible theoretical descriptions for these exotic states are [[60]]:

e Molecular states: Description of two mesons which are loosely bound by two mechanism:
quark/color exchange for interaction at short distances and pion exchange at large distances.
The pion exchange is expected to be the dominant mechanism.

o Tetraquarks: Tightly bound four-quark states with properties different from those of molecular
states. They have a diquark-diantiquark structure grouped in color-triplet scalar and vector clusters
in which interactions are dominated by spin-spin interactions.

e Hybrids: Charmonium states with excited gluonic degree of freedom.

Up to now, the best resolution (6p/p = 107%) and luminosity (2 - 10! cm=2s~!) has been achieved in
the E760 [61]] and E835 [62] experiment at Fermilab. The [PANDA| detector design is optimized for

charmonium physics and exploits the full mass region above and below the open-charm threshold. The
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4.1 Physics Program at|PANDA

momentum resolution in the high resolution mode will be 4 - 107>. In addition, the luminosity of
in the high luminosity mode will be ten times higher than the achieved luminosity at Fermilab. At full
luminosity, it will be possible to collect a high number of cc states per day. Thus, e.g. above 6.4 GeV/c
100 D meson pairs are predicted to be produced per second around (4040) [|63]] which corresponds to
~ 8.6 million D meson pairs per day.

Exotic Excitations of Mesons and Baryons

In the previous paragraph, exotic states are already mentioned. This paragraph will give an overview on
these exotic states. Recently, the Collaboration published the results of alMonte Carlol (]MC[)
study for energy scan measurements, where the charmonium-like X (3872) state is chosen as specific
example [64]]. The X (3872) state was discovered by the Belle Collaboration in 2003 [65] and is a
prominent candidate for an exotic state because it does not fit in to the quark model due to its quantum
numbers. The study has shown that measurements of the natural width and line shape of X (3872) with
PANDAIis feasible.

Multiquarks Exotic states can be divided into two categories: manifestly and crypto-exotic states. A
Crypto-exotic state has a mass and a width which does not fit in meson or baryon spectra and, therefore,
implies an overpopulation of the spectra [|66]. Another nature of a crypto-exotic state is that the production
or decay properties of the candidate are incompatible with those of conventional mesons or baryons. In
case of a manifestly exotic state, the quantum numbers (spin-parity, charge, flavor) exclude the gg and
qqq states, since these quantum numbers are not allowed for conventional mesons and baryons. Hence, a
state with more than three valence quarks or a quark-antiquark pair is required. [QCD] gives no specific
limitation on the quark composition of hadrons. Both conventional hadrons and exotic states however
have to be color neutral. The existence of hadrons consisting of four, five, and six quarks and antiquarks
is possible. These hadrons are called multiquarks. Hadrons with gqgg content are called tetraquarks
and, as already mentioned in the previous paragraph, are tightly bound states with a diquark-antidiquark
structure. A bound state composed of two mesons was first suggested by [[67]] for the mesons a(980) and
£(980). This idea was also applied to the X(3872) by [68]], observed by Belle [65]. More recently, another
tetraquark candidate, the Z.(3900) has been observed independently by Belle [69]] and BESIII [70].
Molecular states, where a light £ meson maintains the binding, are also possible. Here, either two mesons,
a meson and a baryon, or two baryons could couple. In case of a coupled meson and baryon, the quark
content is (ggqqq), also called pentaquark, which is already described in Section [2.2.1] The coupling of
two baryons is called dibaryon and consists of six quarks. In 2014, a potential dibaryon candidate was
found by the WASA-at-COSY Collaboration [71]].

Several measurements try to access multiquarks states, but statistics are not high enough for a clear
answer. At it will be possible to collect more precise data to improve the picture of multiquarks,
particularly in the meson sector.

Hybrids ¢g states which are excited by one or more constituent gluons are called hybrids. The
additional degrees of freedom, e.g. vibrations, contribute to the quantum numbers of the meson state and
can cause quantum numbers which are not possible for conventional mesons. Charmonium hybrids are
expected to have a mass in the region of 3 GeV/ c2 and 5 GeV/c?. Theoretical calculations come mainly
from the bag model [72], the flux tube model [73]], constituent gluon model [74] and [LQCD][75]],(76]. In
it is planned to exploit charmonium hybrids at high antiproton energies of 15 GeV to cover the
exotic and the non-exotic states. In a second step, measurements will be done by scanning the antiproton
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energy in small steps in the region where potential candidates for hybrids in the production measurements
are observed.

Glueballs Glueballs have only constituent gluons but not constituent quarks within the model descrip-
tion. Theoretical calculations predict 15 glueball states [[77] for the mass region of Some of these
states are expected to have exotic quantum numbers. If glueballs have non-exotic quantum numbers, they
will mix with ordinary mesons. In this case, it is not a priori clear how pure the glueballs are. Glueballs
with exotic quantum numbers, the so-called oddballs, do not mix with conventional mesons and are
predicted to be narrow and easy to identify [78]]. Since the spin structure of an oddball is different, the
comparison of oddballs with non-exotic glueballs could give a deep insight into the unknown glueball
structure.

Glueball states can either be formed directly in antiproton-proton annihilations or can be produced
together with another particle. So far, two experiments at the [Low Energy Antiproton Ring (LEAR )|
found hints on the existence of glueballs. The Jetset collaboration found an indication for a tensor state
but statistics were not sufficient for clear conclusions[[79]. The best candidate for a pseudo-scalar glueball
was found by the Obelix collaboration [[80]. This interpretation has however not been widely accepted

because [LQCD|calculations predict higher masses [81].
Within the PANDA|experiment, it will be possible to perform similar studies with statistics which are
two orders of magnitude higher than in previous experiments [58].

Heavy-Light-Systems

The D meson consists of charm quark as heavy quark and a light quark. Therefore, it may be called the
hydrogen of the [QCD} To understand the strong interaction, D mesons are interesting because there is the
heavy quark as a static color source. Within the heavy quark limit, heavy-light systems are degenerated
with respect to the spin degree of freedom of the heavy quark [[82]. The experimentally observed D meson
spectrum is consistent with the theoretical predictions while the situation, e.g. for D meson with strange
content, also called D; is different. For example, the D(2317) was discovered by [83]] and is at least
150 MeV below the expectations of the quark-model. Only an upper limit of 3.8 MeV/c? is achieved for
the width of the D; [84]. Figure@] shows that the new observed Dy states do not match the quark-model
predictions for heavy-light mesons.

Due to the small momentum spread in the |HESR[, at |§ANDA| it will be possible to measure the D width
in a threshold scan with high energy resolution in the order of 100keV [87,88]]. Because of the small
cross sections, this energy scan will primarily be important after the RESR|has been added to

Strange and Charmed Baryons

Understanding the excitation spectrum of baryons is one of the main goals of non-perturbative [QCD] So
far, experiments are mainly focused on the nucleon sector, but the agreement with the quark model is
small. The energies of low-lying states are not matching the predictions, whereas higher states are not
observed in experiments [[1]. This absence of higher states is called ‘missing resonances’ [89]]. Different
explanations are discussed:

e a quark-diquark structure would reduce the internal degrees of freedom which reduces the number
of states or

e a lack of experimental sensitivity. So far studies have focused on pionic decay modes of the
resonances as well as on N* — Np, KA, KX.
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Figure 4.2: The comparison between the predicted charmed-strange spectrum by Godfrey and Isgur [85](solid
lines) and Di Pierro and Eichten [86](dotted lines). The experimentally observed states are shown as black and
red dots. The red dots are denoting the most recent observations. On the horizontal axis the J of the states are
shown while the vertical axis shows the mass of the states expressed in GeV/c?. The blue solid lines indicate the
thresholds for the decays into D*K and DK pairs. Image from [14]], adapted from [59].

Strange Baryons To answer the question whether the excited spectra of baryons with light quark
content (u,d and s quarks) follow SU(3) symmetry, the knowledge of the spectrum of all strange baryon
species, i.e. A, X, Z and €, is necessary. If strangeness is added as additional degree of freedom, the
quality of experimental data gets poor. This is already true for A and X, also some new states were
observed [90][91]]. E and Q baryon excited states have been seen as bumps in inclusive experiments,
mostly from bubble chamber experiments. The only assignment was achieved on = (1530)°, while there
are no assignments for Q baryons. Only three excited states were seen: one three-star and two two-star
resonances. Some theoretical studies were done by [92] and [93]] on the = and Q spectrum. But more
experimental data are needed to confirm these calculations.

The detector is well suited for a comprehensive baryon spectroscopy program, since a large
fraction of the inelastic cross section in pp collisions is associated with channels resulting in baryon
and antibaryon pairs. At high antiproton momenta the ratio final states with a baryon-antibaryon pair to
purely mesonic final states exceeds unity. In pp collisions the production of extra K or D mesons is not
needed to balance strangeness and charm.

Strange, multi-strange and charm baryons can be characterized by their displaced vertices or the displaced
vertices of their daughter particles. Due to the good capability of the tracking detectors (see
Section , it is possible to identify the characteristic displaced vertices. The yield for E* and = will
be sufficient enough for collecting data samples with high statistics. For the ground state = production,
ie. pp S =", the cross section has been measured to 2 ub [23]]. This cross section leads, with a
luminosity of £ = 1-10%2cm™2s7!, to a production rate of 720,000 = = pairs per hour. In the case of
the Q baryon, the cross section, for example for the reaction pp — QQ, is predicted to be in the order of
o = 2nb. With a luminosity of £ = 1- 103> cm=2s~! it would be possible to produce 700 QQ pairs per
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hour.

Nucleon Structure

In|PANDA| also studies including perturbative aspects of will be done. These studies will give the
opportunity to study the class of hard exclusive processes which will give insight into the intermediate
region. This region marks the transition towards the perturbative [QCD]effects.

Generalized Parton Distribution Recently, a theoretical framework of |Generalized Parton Distribu{
[94] to treat hard exclusive processes in lepton scattering experiments has been developed.
Under suitable conditions, the factorization of long and short distance contributions to the reaction
mechanism is possible. The corresponding processes can be described by the[QCD|handbag diagram,
dividing the process into a hard perturbative [QCD] process and a soft part which is parametrized by [GPDs]|
Due to a small cross section, the measurement of the process is challenging. At EANDAl it is envisaged
to study the reaction pp — . The high luminosity and the 4r electromagnetic calorimeter of PANDA
should give the possibility to separate this process from the hadronic background. In addition, a test of
[Transition Distribution Amplitude (TDA)|models by measuring the reaction pp — J/¥n" is foreseen,
since nucleon-to-pion were introduced as generalization of [95].

Electromagnetic Form Factors of the Proton in the time-like Region Electromagnetic form
factors provide information on the electromagnetic charge distributions inside hadrons. Therefore, they
are good probes to investigate the nucleon structure. In general, particles with spin 1/2 have two form
factors, the electric (Gg) and the magnetic (Gyy) form factor. The form factors are experimentally
extracted from the cross section of the elastic scattering process e~ + p — e~ + p (space-like, g*> < 0) and
its crossed annihilation process pp — e*e~ (time-like, g> > 0). In ¢~N elastic scattering the interaction
of the electron with the nucleon can be described by the exchange of one photon with space-like four
momentum transfer.

Several experiments, like BaBar [96]], LEAR [97]] and BESIII [98]] performed measurements with pp
and e*e” collisions, but the results are not consistent or have large uncertainties. The detector
will give the possibility to determine the electromagnetic form factors in the time-like region with high
accuracy. Due to the high luminosity and the good particle identification, with it will be possible
to perform precise measurements of the form factors up to ¢> = 14 (GeV)?. In a feasibility study of the
proton electromagnetic form factors in the time-like region it was shown, that a background suppression
in the order of 108 can be achieved [99].

Hypernuclei

Hypernuclei are systems in which the nucleons are replaced by hyperons. This leads to the introduction of
strangeness as new quantum number into the nucleus. So far, single and double A hypernuclei have been
discovered [[100]. With a p beam an efficient production of hypernuclei is possible. Since a single hyperon
is not restricted by the Pauli principle, a A hyperon can populate deeply bound hypernuclear states. These
states are directly accessible in experiments. The presence of a hyperon inside the nuclear medium could
give rise to new nuclear structures. Furthermore, the comparison of hypernuclei with conventional nuclei
may give new insights in the key questions like the question for the origin of the nuclear spin-orbit forces
[101]]. Due to the possibility of a precise multi-strange hypernucleus spectroscopy at it will
be possible to explore the hyperon-hyperon interaction. Therefore, a two-step production mechanism,
illustrated in Figure 4.3 is applied using a bound Z hypernuclear state as gateway to form double A
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Figure 4.3: Production mechanism for double A hypernuclei by using an antiproton beam. In the initial reaction a
Z is produced which is re-scattered in the primary target and subsequently stopped in the external secondary target.
After the E is captured in the nucleus, it is transformed into two A. Image from [5§]].

hypernuclei [[102]. It is planned to use the reactions p +p —E" =" and p+n —E" EO to produce a low
energy 2 baryon which is re-scattered in the primary target nucleus. The = will be stopped in the external
secondary target and forms a E hypernucleus. Via the reaction 2~ p— A A, the = hypernucleus will be
converted into a double A hypernucleus. This procedure requires a modular and highly flexible modified
setup of the central detector as well as dedicated runs for hypernuclei studies.

4.2 The PANDA Detector

The physics program described in Section [4.1] defines several requirements for the different detector
parts. In general, a modular and flexible design, the ability to detect charged and neutral particles,
high resolution in a wide range of energies, good particle identification and a full angular coverage
are required. The detector (Fig. with a length of around 13 m is composed of two main
parts: the Target Spectrometer which surrounds the interaction point in a shell-like arrangement and
the Forward Spectrometer which consists of a sequence of different detectors along the beam line. The
acceptance of the Forward Spectrometer is up to 10° in the horizontal plane and up to 5° in the vertical
plane.

In the following, the sub-detectors are shortly described. However, this section will provide only an
overview of the detector parts. Therefore, references for each component of the PANDA|detector will be
given.

Target

The planned measurements within [PANDA| define the requirements for the target. Since multiple-
scattering must be avoid, the target has to be a very thin and localized chunk of matter in ultra-high
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Figure 4.4: Tllustration of the planned |PANDKI detector with its total length of about 13 m. The red labeled
sub-detectors will not be part of the start configuration of |EANDA| and will be added in a later phase. Image from

(103].

vacuum. This can be realized by nano- and microsized condensed matter particles, like clusters, droplets
or pellets, passing the antiproton beam in the transverse direction. Most measurements of the physics
program require a pure proton target with very high purity. Any pollution would result in disturbing
background. The best suitable target consists of gaseous or solid state hydrogen or deuterium. For
the planned studies of pp annihilation in nuclear matter, heavier target material like N, and the noble
gasses Ne, Ar, Kr, and Xe would be desirable. To avoid large beam heating effects a target density
below p = 10'00ucleons j¢ pecessary. According to the maximum luminosity of £ =2 - 102 ecm™2s7!, the
antiproton production rate of N <2-107 p/s, the number of antiprotons in the beam Npeam = 10'! and the
beam revolution frequency ficam = 413 kHz the target beam density is expected to be p = 4.5 - 1013 %
A large fraction of the listed requirements can be served by installing a cluster-jet or a pellet target. It
is foreseen to provide both target types in while the cluster-jet target will be part of the start
configuration.

In the following an overview on both target types will be given. If not otherwise stated, for further
information the reader can consult [104].
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Cluster-Jet Target

Clusters are commonly produced by the expansion of pre-cooled gases. Due to the Joule-Thomson effect
of real gases, the gas cools down during its passage through a nozzle and forms a super-sonic beam.
Since the cluster has a relatively high mass, the angular smearing of the particle trajectories which is
caused by scattering is negligible. The cluster size is influenced by the experimental conditions but is
typically on the nanometer scale with 10° — 103 % At it is planned to use the so-called
Miinster-Type cluster-jet target operating in the regime where hydrogen is already fluid before entering
the nozzle. This leads to higher densities of the target beam. The achieved target density for the prototype

cluster-jet target is 2 - 10" 2938 [104].

Pellet Target

The use of pellet targets has two main advantages: the very high effective target thickness and the
possibility to know the position of the pellets at the time of interaction. But the characteristics of pellets
could also cause large variations in thickness. The central part of the pellet production is the triple-point
chamber. Inside the chamber, a cryogenic liquid is injected into a gas (same or different kind) close
to the triple-point. Subsequently, a periodic excitation is imposed by a piezoelectric transducer. When
the perturbation amplitude is equal to the jet radius, the gas disintegrates into drops. By this method, a
regular drop flow is provided [[105]]. These drops pass through a thin tube and cool down due to surface
evaporation which then leads to a regular flux of frozen pellets.

Two operation modes of the pellet target are possible: the pellet tracking mode and the pellet high
luminosity mode. The tracking system for the pellet tracking mode is based on optical detection methods.
A high accuracy in pellet tracking at is required to perform e.g. measurements on charmonium
and hyperon decays. In the high luminosity mode, the target thickness is higher than in the tracking mode
but a smooth time structure.

First work on a pellet target suitable for was done by the |The Svedberg Laboratory (TSL)l in
Uppsala, the [[nstitut fiir Technische Physik (ITEP)| the[Moscow Power Engineering Institute (MPEI)|and
the [Forschungszentrum Julich (FZJ)| The WASA pellet target provides hydrogen or deuterium pellets
with a size of 25 — 30 um and a thickness of 10'> atoms/ cm?. But the variations in thickness are large
and further investigations are needed.

Pellets of other elements than hydrogen or deuterium are also possible but there are technical challenges.
The pellet size must be half or less to reach a similar thickness as for hydrogen or deuterium which again
is a problem for pellet tracking.

Magnets

In both spectrometers of the momentum and the energy loss of charged particles will be meas-
ured. Here, it is exploited that charged particles in a magnetic field follow a curved trajectory. In a
homogenous solenoid field, the radius of the projection to a plane perpendicular to the field direction is
directly proportional to the particle momentum. Therefore, two types of magnets are planned for the
PANDA|detector: A superconducting solenoid magnet for the Target Spectrometer and a dipole magnet
for the Forward Spectrometer. In this section an overview of the properties and requirements on the two
magnet types are given, while further information can be found in [106].

The solenoid magnet will have a magnetic length of 2.5 m and underlies manifold requirements. The
main requirement is to deliver a 2 T field parallel to the beam line and which is uniform over the whole
tracking detector region. There are several requirements for the field homogeneity and the stray field: The
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field magnitude must not vary by more than 2 % over the whole tracking region and the radial component
of the magnetic field must remain low. For the regular maintenance of the detector parts, the solenoid
has to be removable with the restriction that the can continue. Therefore, a movable rail-guided
carriage is planned which moves the solenoid and the inner detector parts more than 10 m away from the
beam line. This procedure must not take longer than one week in total.

For the Forward Spectrometer a dipole magnet with 2T - m bending power is foreseen to extend the
solenoid in the forward region. The dipole magnet is foreseen to be part of the accelerator lattice of
The dipole magnet will have a length of 2.5 m along the beam line which is optimized to balance
the requirements for the magnet and the detector. In total the height and the width of the dipole magnet
is 3.9 m and 5.3 m, respectively. The major challenge is the achievement of 2T - m field integral over
a short longitudinal distance. Since the area of the forward detectors increases quadratically with the
distance to the interaction point, it is necessary to minimize the dimensions of the dipole in this direction.
The design foresees a race-track shape of the coils which will lead to a good magnetic rigidity.

Tracking Detectors

In this section the PANDA|tracking detectors will be introduced. Further information is given in [[107]]
for the Micro Vertex Detector (MVD)), in [[108] for the [Straw Tube Tracker (STT) and in [[109] for the

Forward Tracker (FT)

Micro Vertex Detector

The Micro Vertex Detector] (MVD)) is the innermost part of the central tracking system inside the Target
Spectrometer and will use silicon detectors as sensitive elements. Two different detector technologies,
hybrid pixel detectors and double-sided micro-strip detectors, will be used. This imposes specific
requirements for the sensor production and characterization as well as for front-end electronics and
hybridization. The will deliver 3D hit information close to the interaction point. In addition,
it will be possible to provide information on the time of the track which is an important input for the
event reconstruction. Fast particle detection can be used as time reference for the outer detector systems
while the track information in the solenoid field will give access to the particle momentum and the event
topology. The major task of the is the identification of open charm and strangeness. Therefore, a
good resolution of secondary decays of short-lived particles in displaced vertices is required. Another task
is the measurement of the energy loss for slow protons, kaons and pions which will provide additional
information for the global particle identification.

The physics goals and the experimental conditions in which the detector will operate impose the following
basic requirements:

o The detection of the first track point very close to the decay point is mandatory for displaced
vertices.

o Since the fullPANDA|detector will cover nearly the full solid angle, the is required to cover
the region from ® = 3° to 150°.

o In the forward region, a good spatial resolution of at least 100 um in z and ~ 10 um in the x and y
direction is needed.

e To avoid multiple-scattering of low-energy particles inside the silicon layers, a minimization of
the material budget is mandatory. The total material budget for the[MVD]and the [STT|in terms of
radiation length is foreseen to be X% =10%.
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~40cm

Figure 4.5: drawing of theincluding support structure. Image adapted from ||

e Due to the small distance to the interaction point, a high radiation hardness is required. Assuming
an overall lifetime for PANDA| of ten years and a duty cycle of 50%, the requested radiation
tolerance in terms of 1 MeV neutron equivalent is 10'ncq cm™ [110].

e The time resolution should be in the order of 10ns which requires a fast and flexible read-out
system.

e Additional input on global particle identification for low-energy particles.

Figure[d.5]shows the [CAD]drawing of the[MVD]design which is optimized to match the above mentioned
requirements. The[MVD]|will consist of two parts, a barrel and a disc part, and will have a maximum
radius of 15 cm and the active volume ranges from —17 cm to 23 cm in z direction with respect to the
interaction point. The barrel part consists of 4 layers, where the two innermost layers are equipped with

target

140° 40°

150°

Figure 4.6: Basic layout of the The silicon hy- Figure 4.7: Illustration of the polar angle coverage
brid pixed sensors are shown in red and the double- for the[MVD] The polar angle range from 3 ° up to
sided silicon micro-strip detectors are indicated in 150 ° are covered. The gray shaded part indicates
green. Image from [107]. the not covered region. Image from [[I12].

silicon hybrid pixel detectors and the two outer with double-sided silicon micro-strip detectors (Fig. [4.6).
Polar angles from 40 ° up to 150° (Fig. A7) will be covered with the barrel part. Six discs are planned
for the forward part of the[MVD]consisting of silicon hybrid pixel detectors. As outer radial component
of the last two layers, double-sided silicon micro-strip detectors are used. The forward part will cover the
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polar angle region between 3 © and 40 °. In addition to the forward discs, two extra discs are envisaged in
forward direction which will be used for the reconstruction of hyperons. The conceptual design of these
discs is similar to the discs.

Straw Tube Tracker

The |Straw Tube Trackerl (]STT[) is the main tracking detector for charged particles in the target
sprectrometer and consists of 4224 single straw tubes arranged in a cylindrical volume around the
interaction point enclosing also the Along the beam line the is followed by the
[Electron Multipliers (GEM)| planes which are described in the next paragraph. The straw tubes are
gas-filled cylindrical tubes with a conductive cathode as inner layer and an anode wire along the cylinder
axis. lons and electrons, produced along the trajectory of a charged particle in the gas volume, are
separated by the electric field between the inner layer and the wire. Usually, the wire has a positive
voltage of a few keV and achieves an amplification of the primary charged signal of 10* — 10°.

The main task of the is the precise spatial reconstruction of the helical trajectory of charged particles
with a momentum range between 100 MeV/c and 6 GeV/c. By reconstructing the trajectory of charged
particles in the solenoid magnetic field, the particle momentum is measured. In addition, a measurement
of the specific energy-loss for particle identification will be done to separate protons, kaons and pions in
the momentum region below 1 GeV/c. The value of the specific energy loss is derived from the number of
ionization electrons per track length. It is also possible to measure the drift-time for the earliest arriving
electrons which allows the calculation of a minimum distance for the particle track from the wire. The
use of straws has some advantages. Straws have

a robust electrostatic configuration,

a robust mechanical stability, if they are arranged in closely packed multi-layers,

a high detection efficiency (about 99.5 %),

minimal dead zones (order of mm) at the tube ends and

e a small radiation length of X/Xy ~ 0.05 % per tube, if straws with ~ 30 um film tubes are used.

The straw tubes used for the have a length of 1400 mm, an inner diameter of 10 mm, a
wall thickness of 27 um and consist of two 12 um thin aluminized Mylar film layers. A gold-plated
tungsten-rhenium wire with a diameter of 20 um is used as the anode. According to studies on suitable
gas mixtures, a mixture of Ar + 10 % CO; is chosen.

The pressurized straw tubes are glued together to form closely-packed (gap is less than 20 ym) planar
multi-layer modules. These modules are then arranged in a hexagonal layout. Each hexagonal sector
consists of eight straw layers parallel to the beam line, four stereo double layers with tubes skewed by
+2.9°, another four parallel layers followed by additional seven parallel layers with decreasing number
of straws per layer. Figure 4.9 shows an illustration of the straw tube arrangement. In the border region
of the skewed layers some shorter straw tubes are used. To keep the and the target accessible,
the |ST'T]is divided into two semi-cylinders with a gap of 42 mm. A semi-cylinder is formed by three
hexagonal sections. The full STT]|has an inner radius of 150 mm, an outer radius of 420 mm and a total
length of 1650 mm positioned between —550 mm and 1100 mm with respect to the interaction point.
This leads to a material budget of X/Xo = 1.23 %. The will cover the particle detection in a polar
angle between 10 ° — 140 ° while the azimuthal coverage is only limited by the gap for the target pipe at
¢ = £90°. In simulation studies an isochrone resolution better than 150 um and a momentum resolution
of op/p ~ 1 — 2 % for charged particles is achieved. The determined energy resolution is better than 8 %.
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Figure 4.8: 3D drawing view theincluding the Figure 4.9: Layout of the straw tubes in the in
mechanical frame. The [STT]has a total length of ~xy-view. The parallel straw layers are marked in
1650 mm and an outer radius of 420 mm. Image green and the red and blue marked layers are skewed

from || by —2.9° and 2.9 °, respectively. Image from ||

Gas Electron Multiplier

The [Gaseous Electron Multipliers| (GEM)) detector is part of the tracking detector in the Target Spectro-
meter and covers the forward region of polar angles between 5 ° and 22 °. Therefore, the[GEM]follows
directly the It is planned that the detector consists of 3 planar stations placed between 80 cm
and 189 cm downstream with respect to the interaction point. Each station will be made of two planes
with two projections per plane and will be equipped with gaseous micro pattern detectors based on
[Gaseous Electron Multipliers| foils as amplification stage. The foil consists of 50 um kapton with a
5 um copper layer on both sides and is pierced with a high number of holes, typically in the order of
100holes/ mm? [113]. The |GEM]foil is inserted between a drift and a charge collection electron. By
applying a potential of typically a few keV/cm, field lines around the holes are created. Electrons which
are produced by incoming particles will be accelerated along the field lines and produce an avalanche

multiplication of the primary charge which is collected at the readout anode. For the [GEM]|detector at
PANDA|the spatial resolution is expected to be better than 100 um || .

Forward Tracker

Since is a fixed target experiment, a coverage of the 4r solid angle and a high momentum
resolution for charged particles is necessary. As already mentioned, the Forward Spectrometer will cover
the region below +10 ° in the horizontal and +5 ° in the vertical plane.

The [Forward Tracker] (FT)) will be the tracking system for charged particles in the Forward Spectrometer.
One of its tasks is the measurement of low momentum pions, e.g from A decays [109]. The[FT|consists
of three pairs of tracking stations. Figure #.10[shows a[CAD]drawing of the [FT]including also a section
of the dipole magnet. It is foreseen to place the first pair upstream of the dipole magnet, the second pair
inside the magnetic gap and the third pair downstream of the dipole magnet. A tracking station consists
of four double-layers which consists of two straw tube modules. The two first pairs of tracking stations
upstream of the dipole contain straws which are skewed by +5 °, respectively. This arrangement allows
three-dimensional track reconstruction at each station which is useful for the reconstruction of multi-track
events. In general, the modules consist of 32 straw tube detectors placed in two staggered layers which
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Figure 4.10: drawing of the@ including a section of the dipole magnet and support structures. Image from
[109].

are glued together. The tracking stations on both sides of the dipole magnet will have narrower modules
close to the beam pipe containing only 24 straw tubes.

Since multiple-scattering as well as photon conversions has to be minimized, the material budget has to be
lower than 5 %Xj. Therefore, it is foreseen to use the same straw tube detectors as for the STT} To assure
a high invariant mass resolution, the momentum resolution of the [FT]is required to be at least comparable
with the momentum resolution of 1.5 % for the Target Spectrometer. Simulation studies of selected
benchmark channels and of background reactions have been performed to estimate the momentum and
the position resolution of the [FT] The expected resolution is better than 1 % for the momentum and in the
order of 100 um for the position. In addition, the [FT| will provide information about track parameters in
the forward [RICH]and the forward [ToF| wall which are located downstream of the dipole magnet. Since
the total counting rate is expected to be in the order of 5 - 107 tracks/s, it is necessary that the E is
resistant against aging effects. According to the high counting rates, a fast front-end and digitization
electronics is required.

Detectors for Particle Identification

Beside the tracking of charged particles, the [particle identification (PID)|is important for the event
reconstruction. Therefore, the conceptional design of the [PANDA|detector includes also sub-detectors
for the [PID] i.e. Cherenkov detectors, namely the Detection of Internal Cherenkov Light (DIRC)|and the
[Ring Imaging Cherenkov (RICH)| detector, the Barrel Time of Flight detector, the [Forward Time of Flight|
detector and theMuon Detector System (MDS)| In this section an introduction to the different
detectors for[PID]is given.

DIRC and RICH

Cherenkov detectors collect photons which are produced by a charged particle traveling through a
dielectric medium. If the particle velocity v is larger than the speed of light in the medium with refractive
index n, v > c/n, the photons are emitted on a cone with half opening angle given by cos O¢ = 1/8n. By
combining the evaluated information on the emission angle and the measured momentum information
from the tracking detectors, the mass of the particle can be determined with a certain resolution. At
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Figure 4.11: Schematic drawing of the barrel DIRC|  Figure 4.12: Partial cut-away of the Disc [DIRC
detector. Here, only one half of the detector is  The support structure are partially included in this

shown. Image from [115]. picture. Image adapted from [116].

II_JANDAL two |DIRC| systems, using the same detection principle, are foreseen for the Target Spectrometer
[115]. Furthermore, a[RICH]detector will be located in the Forward Spectrometer.

[DIRC] detectors are based on the detection of internally reflected Cherenkov light. The barrel [DIRC]|
is located in the Target Spectrometer and placed at a radial distance of 47.6 cm extending 2.4 m along
the beam line [I15]]. Figure d.11] shows a schematic picture of the barrel [DIRC| The detector consists
of 16 optically isolated sectors. Each sector is composed of three 17 mm thick fused silica bars with a
refractive index n = 1.473. At the forward end surface of each bar, a flat mirror is attached to reflect
photons towards the read-out system at the upstream. An array of 11 life-time enhanced MCP-PMTs|,
having a position and time resolution of 2 mm and 100 ps, respectively, measures the location and the
arrival time of the photons. The barrel covers the polar angle range between 22 ° and 140 ° and
separates pions and kaons for momenta up to 4.2 GeV/c.

The second Cherenkov detector in the Target Spectrometer is the disc[DIRC|(Fig. #.12). It consists of
2 cm thick active areas made of fused silica arranged in a dodecagon [[117]. The disc with a radius
of 110 cm is placed upstream of the forward endcap calorimeter and covers polar angles from 10 ° to 22 °.
The Cherenkov detector in the Forward Spectrometer is the RICH] detector. It covers polar angles up
to 5° in the vertical plane and up to 10 ° in the horizontal plane. The main goal of the detector
is the identification of hadrons with high momenta. The Cherenkov light, produced in a double-layer
radiator made of aerogel and gas, is focused by a mirror to an array of placed outside the detector
acceptance. With the RICH]it is possible to separate pions and kaon up to 2.8 GeV/c and kaons and
protons up to 4.7 GeV/c.

Barrel Time of Flight Detector

The Barrel detector surrounds the interaction point at a distance of about 50 cm and will
cover the polar angle region between 22 ° and 140 °. One of the main goals is the identification of low
momentum particles at large polar angles and to deliver a reference time #, for the event [I18]. A [CAD]
drawing of the Barrel [ToH including also a magnified drawing of a pair scintillator tiles is shown in
Figure[4.13] Since the Barrel [ToF| shares its mechanical support with the Barrel DIRC] the segmentation
structure also consists of 16-sections which are acting independently from each other. The 20 mm thick
and 87 mm long segments, also called super-modules, are composed of 120 scintillating tiles, each,
arranged in two columns of 60 scintillators. Four [STPMs|combined in a single unit are used to readout
each ends. Since the scintillator tiles are made of materials with fast response, a time resolution of
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Figure 4.13: drawing of the Barrel| lime of Flight (ToF)| with a magnified drawing of a pair of scintillator
tiles. The scintillator tiles are indicated in blue and the[PCBE in gray. The Barrel[ToH as a total length of 2460 mm
and an external radius of 538 mm. Image from [T18].

o < 60 ps for a single tile is obtained, which is better than the original design goal of 100 ps.

Forward Time of Flight Detector

Figure 4.14: drawing of the scintillation wall. Image from ||

The [Forward Time of Flight] (FToF) is dedicated for the hadron identification in the Forward Spec-
trometer [119]]. While the RICH]| will provide an effective hadron separation in the momentum region
between 2 GeV/c and 4 GeV/c, the [FToF| will provide the [PID|information at particle momenta below
4 GeV/c. Beside the [PID] the detection of event time stamps in one or more scintillation blocks is one of
its main tasks. The measured information will give the possibility to reconstruct the event start time for
relativistic particles. Therefore, the time resolution has to be better than 100 ps.

As its name already indicates, the will be part of the Forward Spectrometer and is located 7.5 m
downstream of the interaction point. A general view of the [FToF detector is shown in Figure .14 The
[FToH is composed of 20 scintillator slabs with a width of 5 cm in the central part and of 23 slabs with a
width of 10 cm in the outer region on either side. Arranged in a scintillation wall, the total sensitive area
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has a width of 5.6 m, a height of 1.4 m and a thickness of 2.5 cm. The read-out is done with 1”[PMTs|in
the central part and with 2” [PMTs|in the outer region. All[PMTs|are positioned vertically so that their
axes are parallel to the y-axis of the|PANDA|detector.

The achieved online time resolution is 200 — 250 ps while a time resolution of 90 — 80 ps can be obtained
in an offline analysis.

Muon Detector System

p - Filter
Barrel Endcap FRS

576 MDTs

424 MDTs

2133 MDTs 618 MDTs /—

Dipole

TOTAL: 3751 MDTs

Figure 4.15: Illustration of thecornponents (blue parts) with the number of for each subsystem. Image

from .

A good muon identification is needed ianANDKI to measure muons with a momentum up to 10 GeV/c.
The muon identification in the |EAND§| spectrometer can be done with different detector systems: the
muon filter, the calorimeter, the scintillator detectors and the Cherenkov detectors, while the muon filter
will be the main one for muon identification [120]. By correlating the signals from all listed systems, a
desirable level of signal purity will be provided. The main task of the[MDS|will be the muon identification
by using pattern recognition and matching the track segments to the tracks of the detectors inside the
magnets.

The [MDS] which is illustrated in Figure [4.15] consists of a barrel part and a End-Cap in the Target
Spectrometer and a range system in the Forward Spectrometer. For the barrel part of the MDS] 13
sensitive layers with a thickness of 3 cm, alternating with 3 cm thick iron absorber layers, are planned. A
sensitive layer consists of and strip boards which are attached to each other. Due to mechanical
reasons, the first and the last iron absorber layer are 6 cm thick.

The End-Cap is composed of six sensitive layers with five iron absorber layers in between. For a better
muon detection, the iron absorber in the End-Cap has to be thicker than in the barrel part. Therefore, a
thickness of 6 cm is chosen. In addition to the End-Cap part, a muon filter is planned. The mechanical
structure of the filter is chosen according to the structure of the End-Cap, but different in the number of
layers. Five sensitive layers enclosing four iron absorber layers are planned which will be located in the
gap between the solenoid and the dipole magnet. In total about 4000 [MDTs|are included in the full MDS]

Electromagnetic Calorimeter

Within the comprehensive PANDA|physics program, many channels have photons or electron-positron
pairs in the final state [[121]]. The main task of the [Electromagnetic Calorimeter (EMC)|is the efficient
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Figure 4.16: drawing of the barrel  Figure 4.17: Sketch of the as seen from the
(length: 2.5m, inner radius: 0.57 m) and the for- front side. The dimensions of the detector are 3.6 m
ward endcap (diameter: 2 m). Image from || in width and 2.2 m in height. Image from ||

reconstruction of electrons, positrons and photons while suppressing the background efficiently. Beside
the measurement of the deposited energy, the EMC| will also provide time information to make a distinc-
tion between different events which are close to each other in time. Due to the high count rates and the
compact design of the Target Spectrometer, a fast scintillator material with a short radiation length for
the construction of the EMC]is required. [Cead tungstate (PbWO,)] an inorganic scintillator, optimized
for large scale production, provides a sufficient energy and time resolution for the detection of photons,
electrons and hadrons. In order to achieve an energy resolution better than 2 % at 1 GeV, the crystals
of the EAN DA"EMC| (Fig. |4 16|) are 20 cm long which corresponds to a radiation length of 22 Xy. The
tapered crystals have a front size of 2.1 x 2.1 cm? and will be mounted with an inner radius of 57 cm.
Therefore, more than 15,000[PbWO4]crystals will be mounted to the barrel [EMC| which will be operated
with a temperature of —25 °C to increase the light yield by a factor 4 compared to the operation at +25 °.
The [EMC| has to cover an energy range between 10 MeV and 15 GeV while covering nearly the full
polar angle region. Therefore, the EMC]|in the Target Spectrometer is composed of a barrel part and two
endcaps, the forward and the backward endcap. The polar angle region between 5 © and 22 ° is covered by
the forward endcap. Particles with angles between 22 ° and 140 ° will be measured in he barrel part. The
backward region with respect to the beam direction corresponds to polar angles between 140 ° and 150 °
and will be covered by the backward endcap. This leads to a coverage of about 99 % of the full solid
angle. Beside the angular coverage, the different[EMC]parts also cover different energy regions. Table 4.1
summarizes the energy and the angular coverage for all three parts of the EMC|in the Target Spectrometer.

In the Forward Spectrometer, a shashlyk-type calorimeter is foreseen, which is positioned about 7 m
downstream from the interaction point. Figure [d.17)shows a sketch of the [Forward Spectrometer elec}
[romagnetic Calorimeter (FSC)| Since the [FSC| will be located between the [FToF and the MDS] the

Table 4.1: Energy range and covered polar angle region of the differentlEMClparts.

energy range polar angle range
backward endcap 10MeV —-0.7GeV ~ 5-22°
barrel EMC| 10MeV ~7.3GeV 22— 140°

forward endcap 10MeV - 14.6GeV 140 -150°
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total depth is limited by the length of the Forward Spectrometer [122]]. Therefore, the depth of the [FSC|
in terms of radiation length is 20 Xy. The calorimeter will consist of 378 modules with four cells of
55 x 55 mm? each, covering a total active area of 3m x 1.5m. The IFSC| at EANDA| is meant to detect
photons and electrons within a energy region of 10 MeV — 15 GeVand covers a polar angle region up to
5°. The expected energy resolution is og/E ~ (2 — 3) %/ VE/GeV.

Luminosity Detector

A large fraction of the spectroscopy studies is focused on the formation processes of hadrons. By
varying the beam energy, for example, it is possible to observe the production of a resonant state. A
precise measurement of the beam energy and the luminosity allows to unfold the physical shape of
the resonance [123[]. Since the measurement has to be normalized with the time integrated luminosity
for each beam energy, an accurate measurement of the luminosity is necessary. The LMD| at |§ANDA|
measures elastically forward scattered antiprotons at small momentum transfers, while the distance to the
interaction has to be large enough, so that the interacting particles are not masked by non-interacting
beam particles. Therefore, it is foreseen to mount the 10.5 m downstream of the interaction point.
The [LMD] will allow measuring elastically scattered particles in the angular region between 3 mrad and
8 mrad. A [CAD]drawing of the planned [LMD]|is shown in Figure [#.18] It will consist of four detector
planes with a radius of 15 cm and is equipped with 400 actively cooled [High Voltage Monolythic Active]
[Pixel Sensors (HV-MAPS)|lowered inside a vacuum box. The[HV-MAPS]are produced as individual
squares with a size of 2 x 2cm?. To cover a 27 acceptance around the beam pipe, the sensors are
overlapping.

To determine the t-dependence of the cross section, particle tracks reconstructed in the [LMD] will be
back-propagated to the interaction point. Subsequently, a fit of the expected cross section to the angular
distribution will lead to a value for the time integrated luminosity. The expected precision for the absolute
time-integrated luminosity will be better than 5 % and for the relative time-integrated luminosity better
than 1 %[[123]].

Figure 4.18: drawing of the [Luminosity Detector (LMD)l The detector planes have a radius of 15cm.
Modified image from [[123]].
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4.3 Software Framework

The software framework used for the PANDA|experiment is called and is based on [ROOT]

[124] and the [Virtual Monte Carlo (VMC)| packages [125]]. The implementation of the simulation code
for the PANDA detector and the reconstruction code is done within the [FairRoofl software framework
[126] which was developed by the[GSIHT with the aim to have a common computing structure for all
future experiments [[127]. itself is also based on the package and provides dynamic
data structures. handles the detector simulation and therefore allows the usage of the transport
models [Geant3| and [GEANT4] with the same detector code. Within several event generators,
i.e. EvtGenlDPM| [UrQMD] [Pyhtia] and [Fluka] are used for the production of physics and background
events. These events are then sent to the transport model by The geometry of the detector can
be described by using files or[ROOT] objects. An additional application allows converting [CAD]
drawings into ROOT] geometries.

After the simulation of the events and the propagation through the detector, the detector response is
simulated by digitizers.

Tracking

In order to form charged particle tracks, hits in the tracking detectors are combined. Therefore, a
reconstruction code is used which merges the information from the different tracking detectors.

The tracking for the target detector assumes a constant magnetic field and helix trajectories for charged
tracks. To achieve a high momentum resolution in the reconstruction the magnetic field inhomogeneities,
energy loss as well as the different data structure and the error calculation for the different detectors
have to be taken into account. Therefore, the Kalman Filter[GENFIT] [128] and [GEANE][129] as track
follower are used. The tracking algorithms for the forward tracker are still under development.
Actually, within the realistic tracking algorithms the particle origin is assumed to be equal to the
interaction point. This leads to the fact, that the track reconstruction of secondary particles does not work
properly. Furthermore, this poses a problem for the studies of hyperons, i.e. Z and A baryons. Due to
their relatively long lifetime, hyperons decay with displaced vertices, which are not reconstructable with
the current realistic tracking algorithm. Therefore, for current hyperon studies, only the usage of ideal
tracking algorithms is possible. The ideal tracking algorithms group the hit points along a particle track
based on the generated particle information. However, this leads to the reconstruction of particle tracks
with only one hit point in one of the tracking detectors.

Particle Identification

The information on the reconstructed particle tracks coming from the tracking detectors are correlated to
the information of the [PID|detectors in order to form charged candidates. If the tracks are not correlated
to clusters inside the electromagnetic calorimeter, neutral candidates are formed. Since the [PID] detectors
have different concepts, for the development of the methods, two approaches are followed: the
implementation of standard algorithms based on Bayesian approaches for a fast particle identification and
a multivariate analysis technique which is under implementation. The first approach can be used, if the
signals can be easily separated while the second approach is used for high level identification to extract
small signals from large data sets. For each detector, the approaches assign a particle probability
value to each candidate. The probability values can be merged to a global probability value according to
the specific analysis.
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Analysis

To perform a high-level analysis, a modified version of the Rho package [[130]] has been implemented
in This package provides the possibility to select particle candidates according to defined
selection criteria and kinematic constraints. The selected particles can be combined and different
kinematic and vertex fitting algorithms can be applied.
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CHAPTER 5

Simulation and Reconstruction of Excited
Cascade States

+

5.1 The Reaction Channel pp — = AK-

=%
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v A <
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Figure 5.1: Tllustration of the reaction chain

B

The quark model presented in Section [2.1| predicts a significant number of light baryons which have not
been observed, yet. Furthermore, there is no theoretical model which can explain the measured baryon
spectrum. To find and validate models allowing a general correct description of all baryon spectra in the
light quark sector input is needed.

Up to now only the nucleon excitation spectrum has been subject to systematic studies while much less
information is available on excited states of double or even triple strange baryons. The experimental data
on = resonances are coming almost entirely from bubble chamber experiments. This lack of information
to a large extent is caused by the complicated topology of the reactions producing Z resonances [1]. A
second reason is their small production cross section when using proton or electron beams. Since 1988
"nothing of significance on E resonances was added" [1]] to the[Particle Data Group (PDG)|editions. The
experimental status indicates that only a few = resonances states are well established by independent
observations in different experiments. Further investigations are needed to determine the properties like
spin and parity quantum numbers of those states the existence of which is considered to be very likely.
Table[5.1]lists the predicted = resonances according to [1]]. In addition, in a recent publication, the Belle
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Table 5.1: Status of the = Resonances. The evidence for the existence is indicated by the stars: from poor (*) to
certain(****), Modified table from [|1]]

Overall Seen in
Particle J* status AK
E(1318) 1/2+  kx*k
E(1530) 3/2+  kEEE

E(1620) *

=(1690) sokok Hokok
Z(1820) 3/2—  kE* wAE
=(1950) sokok *ok
=(2030) *ok ok *ok
E(2120) * *
=(2250) HE

2(2370) Hk

=(2500) * *

collaboration has shown the existence of the = (1620)° resonance [131]. Furthermore, evidence for the
existence of the = (1690)0 was found.

An ideal entrance channel for baryon spectroscopy in the multi-strange sector is provided by antiproton-
proton collisions. A large fraction of the pp cross section is associated to final states with a baryon-
antibaryon pair together with additional mesons, giving access to excited states both in the baryon
and antibaryon sector. For final states containing a = =" pair cross sections up to the order of ub
are expected. This feasibility study is focused on excited = states decaying into A K~ and A K* in
the charge conjugate case at an antiproton momentum of 4.6 GeV/c. Beside the continuum case the
two (***)-resonances Z(1690) and Z(1820) are included in this study. The chosen beam momentum
corresponds to a center-of-mass energy about 100 MeV above the E = (1820)" production threshold.
For the reconstruction of reactions of the type pp — E AK and pp — Z~ A K the development of
two analysis algorithms is done. Both algorithms should be able to reconstruct the events according to
the decay tree shown in Figure[5.1] The generation and the reconstrJruction of the eveilts are carried out
with the PandaRoot framework [127]]. Next to the reactions pp —» & Z* and pp —» E E7, called signal
channels, another data sample containing pp reactions to present the inelastic hadronic cross section is
analyzed. Those events are called background events in the following.

5.2 Event Generation

In this study, the events to be analyzed were generated with the event generator [132]. The
chosen momentum of the antiproton beam is p; = 4.6 GeV/c. This value corresponds to a center-of-mass
energy of /s = 3.25GeV and is about 320 MeV above the production threshold of E AK orZ A
K* in the [charge conjugate (c.c.)| channel. Within the kinematically allowed region given by the chosen
beam momentum, the population of the resonant states = (1690)™ and Z (1820)~ as well as 5(1690)Jr
and = (1820)* is possible. Table shows the values for the mass and the width of the resonances
according to [1]]. Table @] shows the cross section ratio between the resonant and non-resonant final
state. This ratio is an assumption based on measured total production cross sections of both excited states
and ground states of single strange hyperons (see [26]).
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Table 5.2: Mass and width of the resonances implemented for the event generation.

State Mass [MeV/c?] T [MeV/c?]
= (1690)~ 1690 30
=(1820) 1823 24

Table 5.3: Decay modes and chosen ratios implemented for the event generation.

Fraction Channel Channel (c.c.
0.4 E E(1820)° = =(1820)°
0.4 E E(1690)" =" E(1690)*
0.2 EAK 2= AK*

In absence of experimental data and theoretical predictions for the reaction pp — ' E* the
Space (PHSP) model, generating an isotropic angular distribution, is chosen for each decay mode. This
simplification does not affect the selection strategy presented in this study, but ensures that baryon and
anti-baryon, respectively, are underlying the same detector acceptance. In addition, the decay of each
resonance is assumed to be isotropic.

The production cross-section for pp — Z" Z* is unknown. However, for the production of =~ = in pp
collisions a cross section o =~ 2 ub has been measured at p = 3 GeV/c [23]]. A comparison of the ground
state and the excited single strange hyperon production shows similar cross sections for both species [26]].
Therefore, in this work the cross section ¢ for pp — =" =" is assumed to be 1 ub.

Within EvtGen, the curved trajectories of 2~ and E in the magnetic field of the solenoid as well as their
interaction with the detector volume are not taken into account. For this reason the propagation and the
decay of £~ and E are managed by The branching ratio of both cascades into A 7 is 99.98%
[1]]. Different from &~ and §+, A and A have various decay modes. In this study, the focus is on A — p +
n~and A — p + n* with a branching ratio of BR(A — p + 77)= 0.634 each. To avoid the production
of unwanted decay modes for A and A, the branching ratio is set to 100% in GEANT4, respectively.
Therefore, the final result is scaled by the correct branching ratios.

5.3 Event Analysis

This Section presents two different analysis strategies. The first strategy shows the reconstruction of the
composite state particles (27, §+, A and A) using the conventional fitting procedures, i.e. vertex fitting
and kinematic fitting with mass constraints and 4-momentum constraints. During this analysis it has been
shown, see Section that the fit methods do not work properly. Since the cause for this has not yet
been found, a second strategy using a DecayTreeFitter [[133]] is shown. The DecayTreeFitter fits the full
decay tree recursively. In this analysis the DecayTreeFitter uses vertex fits as well as kinematic fits with
mass constraints for the composite state particles and 4-momentum constraints.

The input of the analysis algorithms are the final state particles, namely p, p, 7~, 7+, K~ and K*, after
tracking and [PID] Beginning with these particles, the reconstruction is carried out according to the decay
tree shown in Figure [5.1]to achieve the reconstruction of the full event up to the pp system.
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Track filtering

As already mentioned in Section 4.3 the tracking algorithms in PandaRoot assume the particles to come
from the interaction point. Since the lifetimes of =~ (¢t = 4.91 cm|[1]) and A (ct = 7.89 cm[]1]]) are
relatively long, the implemented tracking algorithms are not able to reconstruct the final state particles
of this reaction. Therefore, an ideal pattern recognition algorithm is used. This algorithm groups the
hit points caused by the particle inside the detector based on their Monte Carlo (MC)|information. A
consequence of this is that even particles with only one hit in any of the detector parts will be reconstructed.
Since this is not the case in the real experiment, a track filtering is necessary to reject those reconstructed
tracks. Therefore, for the analysis only those final state particles are kept which leave at least 4 hits in
one of the inner tracking detectors, either[MVD] [STT|or [GEM| The selection criterion is motivated by
the trajectory of the particle in a homogenous magnetic field. Particles propagating through a magnetic
field follow a helix trajectory. Assuming that the particle is moving along the z-axis, the projection of the
trajectory onto the x-y-plane is a circle. To define a circle, three hits inside the detector part are needed.
A fourth hit will then confirm the track hypothesis.

5.3.1 Sequential Fit Procedure

A data sample of 10 million events has been generated for the analysis with conventional fitting. The
sample contains 5 million events each for pp — E AK and pp—» =~ AK".

5.3.1.1 Final State Particle Reconstruction

As mentioned before, the analysis of the sample starts with the selection of the final state particles. After
the track filtering, the candidates for 7~, 7™, p, p, K~ and K™ are filled into the corresponding candidate
lists according to the [PID] probability. As a starting point a simplified [PID]algorithm is chosen which uses
the information on the particle species given in the generated data. This algorithm sets the probability of
particle for the true species to 1, and to O for all others.

Since the decay tree includes 6 final state particles for pp — E" A K as well as 6 final state particles in
the charge conjugate channel, only a selection of evaluated histograms are shown in this section. For the
completeness of the analysis, the remaining histograms are listed in Appendices and[A2.1]

Reconstruction efficiencies The reconstruction efficiency is defined as the ration of matched
reconstructed candidates and the number of generated candidates. This means, that only those recon-
structed particles which have a corresponding partner in the[MC}truth list are taken into account. MC
matching also includes the check of a correct event genealogy up to the initial pp system.

Table [5.4] shows the reconstruction efficiencies for the final state particles. The statistical error on
the efficiency for all particle types is o ~ 0.1%. For the charge conjugate channel the reconstruction
efficiencies are significantly higher. The reason is still unknown and further investigations are needed.

Momentum and Angular Distributions For each final state particle two dimensional histograms of
transverse momentum versus longitudinal momentum, as well as absolute momentum versus polar angle
are generated. As an example, Figures[5.2]—[5.5]show the transverse momentum versus the longitudinal
momentum distribution for the 7~ emitted in the A decay. The transverse momentum distribution of the
7~ is expected to be up to 0.25 GeV/c with a peak between 0.04 GeV/c and 0.15 GeV/c. The range of the
longitudinal momentum is 0 GeV/c < p, < 0.8 GeV/c with a peak between 0.05 GeV/c and 0.35 GeV/c.
The generated distributions can be used as reference plots to deduce the quality of the reconstruction.
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Due to the kinematics of the decays, the generated distributions are expected to have sharp boundaries
with no event being outside. Nevertheless, for all final state particles the distributions contain a significant
number of events outside the kinematically allowed region. One reason is the interaction of the generated
particles inside the detector material or with the beam plpe during their propagation. Those interactions
can lead to additional recoil particles so that A, A, " and - could have more than two daughter
particles. Therefore, some generated events will not fulﬁll the genealogy shown in Figure[5.1} Requesting
that A and Z as well as A and =~ have only two daughters, reduces the number of events outside the
kinematically allowed region significantly as shown in Figure[5.3]

1t from A full MC sample 1t from A full MC sample

g )
> 2 10000
S O 0.8 AT .
a0.25 o o7 Eeta - 8000
' 6000
0.4 4000
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0. 0 02 04 06 08 5 3 35 4
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(2) (b)

Figure 5.2: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and momentum versus polar angle ® (b) for the generated
i~ from A decay.

Momentum Resolution For all final state particles the momentum resolution is evaluated. The
momentum resolution is defined as

preco _ pMC

ToMC 5.1)

p

the difference between the reconstructed and the generated (MC)) momentum normalized to the MC
momentum. This measurement requires that the reconstructed candidate has a MC truth partner. By
performing a double Gaussian fit the resolution of the resulting distribution is determined and the width

of the inner Gauss fit is used to specify the resolution. Table[5.4] shows the determined fit values for all

Table 5.4: Reconstruction efficiencies and momentum resolution for all final state particles.

Particle type €[%] dp/pl%] Particle type €%) dp/p|%]
n (A) 63.9 1.61 7~ (AN) 67.5 1.65
7t (A) 61.1 1.64 7+ (A) 69.9 1.61
at (§+ 65.9 1.49 () 72.6 1.48
K™ (Resonance) 76.3 1.65 K* (Resonance) 86.7 1.65
K™ (Continuum) 76.5 1.65 K* (Continuum) 86.9 1.65
p 79.7 1.63 p 85.8 1.61
p 74.0 1.59 p 834 1.61
(@pp—>Z AK (b)pp - E AK"
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Figure 5.3: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and momentum versus polar angle ® (b) for the generated
n~ from A decay requesting that A and E~ have only two daughter particles.
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Figure 5.4: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and momentum versus polar angle ® (b) for the
reconstructed 7~ from A decay.
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Figure 5.5: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and momentum versus polar angle ® (b) for the
partners of the reconstructed 7~ from A decay.
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Figure 5.6: Momentum resolution dp/p (a) and momentum resolution versus total generated momentum (b) of 7~
from A decay.

final state particles. The best momentum resolution is measured to dp/p = 1.49% for the 7~ from E~
and dp/p = 1.49% for n* from Z". The contribution of the systematic error has been estimated to be
0.09% by varying the fit parameters. Figure shows the momentum resolution of the 7~ candidates.
The momentum resolution depends on the total momentum of the particle. For systematic studies the
relative momentum is plotted against the total generated momentum. Here a profile plot is used where
each entry represents the mean value of the relative momentum deviation combined with its
in the respective bin of the total momentum. For all pions the profile plots show that up to
a generated total momentum of 0.3 GeV/c the mean value of the reconstructed total momentum is smaller
than the generated value. Figure shows the profile plot for 7~ from A decay. Between 0.3 GeV/c
to 0.6 GeV/c the mean deviation of reconstructed and generated momentum is centered close to zero.
Above a total generated momentum of 0.6 GeV/c the mean deviation of reconstructed and generated total
momentum is again going to negative values. For the kaons, regardless of whether they are produced
promptly or as a daughter of one of the resonances, the profile plots show a dip in the relative deviation
down to —0.02 around a generated total momentum of 0.4 GeV/c. A similar behavior as for the pions is
seen for the protons and anti-protons. Up to 1 GeV/c the profile plots show that the reconstructed total
momentum is smaller than the generated one. Between 1 GeV/c and 2.8 GeV/c the relative deviation of
the reconstructed and the generated total momentum spreads around zero.

The distinct drop towards lower momenta could be related to the treatment of particle propagation through
matter in the Kalman Filter of the[GENFIT] [[134] software package which is used for track reconstruction
and depending on the particle species. Since on the track reconstruction stage no information on the
particle identity is available, a hypothesis has to be set. By default, the pion hypothesis is assumed. For
a given momentum within this kinematic region, the higher the particle mass, the higher the energy
deposited in the material. This leads to an imprecise Kalman Filter estimation for heavier particles like
protons. The same behavior was also observed in previous studies [27} [135]].
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5.3.1.2 Reconstruction of A and A

This paragraph describes the reconstruction of A and A. The shown figures correspond to the reconstruc-
ted A from pp — =~ A K*, while the figures for A are shown in Appendix and those for the charge
conjugate channel in Appendices[A.2.2]and[A.2.3]

The first step of A and A reconstruction is the combination of 7~ and proton for A and #* and p for A.
Since the number of possible combinations is expected to be large, a mass window cut of +0.15 GeV/c?
symmetrically around the nominal A mass M, = 1.116 GeV/c? is used to reduce the number of wrongly
combined candidates with a mass far from the nominal A mass. The lower limit of the mass distribution
is defined by the sum mass of p and n~. After the mass window cut, the mass distribution (see also
Figure shows a plateau for the mass region between 1.13 GeV/c? and 1.16 GeV/c?. This plateau
is caused by combinatorial background. The source of this background is mainly the combination of
secondary particles with high momenta.

Candidate Selection The selection of the candidates which are passed to the next reconstruction
stage is divided in two steps. The first part is the performance of a vertex fit with the PndKinVtxFitter,
implemented in the PandaRoot framework, on the candidates passing the mass window cut. The vertex
fit assures that both daughter particles, 7~ and p or 7™ and p for A, originate from the same production
point. Therefore, the fitting procedure corrects the momentum vectors of both particles to fulfill this
condition. The quality of the vertex fit is represented by the y? distribution. Since the number of degrees
of freedom for the vertex fit is one, the y? distribution is expected to have a prominent peak around 1.
The expected y? value for a well fitted candidate should be close to 1. Therefore, a bad fit corresponds to
a fit probability close to zero and we expect the probability distribution to be flat for values larger than
0.01.

The selection criterion used in this analysis is chosen according to the fit probability. Only those
candidates pass the vertex fit if their fit probability is better than or equal to 0.01. The y? and the vertex
fit probability distribution for A is shown in Figure While the y? distribution fulfill the expectations,
the probability distribution displays a rising behavior for values close to 1. The reason for this behavior is
not fully understood, yet. However, this behavior has also been observed in previous studies [27,|135]].

o
@ S10°¢
gloe 3 fireco S i Areco
o
1057 10°F
104§
103;
EHH\HH\‘H‘\‘H‘\HH\HH\HH\HH\HH\HH | P P P P |
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vertex fit x? Vertrex fit probability
(@) (b)

Figure 5.7: x* (a) and probability (b) distributions for the vertex fit.

The second step in the candidate selection is the usage of a kinematic fit with a mass constraint to match
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the A and A mass. In this analysis the PndKinFitter implemented in PandaRoot is used for all kinematic
fits. The kinematic fit is applied to the vertex fitted candidate. Since the fit forces the 4-momentum
vector of the daughter particles to match the invariant mass of the A, the usage of the corrected vertex
fitted candidates could have counter-productive effects on the quality of the candidate. Therefore, the
performed fit is only used to apply a quality cut. The vertex fitted candidate having a fit probability of at
least 1% in the kinematic fit with mass constraint is passed to the next reconstruction stage. Here again
the rising behavior of the fit probability (Fig[5.8)) is observable.

Areco 10°=

counts

A reco

10°F

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90100 0 02 04 06 08 1
Mass constraint fit x? Mass constraint fit probability

(a) (b)

Figure 5.8: x? (a) and fit probability (b) distribution for the kinematic fit with mass constraint condition.

According to the decay tree only one candidate is expected to survive the applied cuts. Nevertheless, the
huge amount of combinatorial background leads in most cases to more than one candidate in the selection.
If there is more than one candidate surviving the applied cuts, the candidate with the smallest y>-value in
the kinematic fit is selected. This candidate is called best candidate in the following description of the
analysis.

The 7t as well as the 7~ as daughter of the best candidate are removed from the 7* (77) list passed to the
reconstruction of the = and =~ to reduce the combinatorial background on that stage.

After all cuts applied to the candidates, the reconstruction efficiency for A and A are 49.5% and 45.4%,
respectively. The purity of the best candidates for A is 95% and for A 83.4%. In the charge conjugate
channel a reconstruction efficiency of 51.6% for A and 53.7% for A is achieved with a purity of 82.5%
for A and 96.8% for A. Since the n* mesons appear twice in the signal — same for 7~ in the charge
conjugate channel — the purity for the best A (A) candidates is expected to be lower than the purity for
the best A (A) candidates.

Mass Resolution Applying the different cuts for the candidate selection has a significant impact on
the mass distribution of the candidates. The mass distribution for A at each stage of selection is shown in
Figure[5.9] As mentioned before, the A mass distribution after the mass window cut (blue line) shows a
plateau which is caused by the wrongly combined daughter particles. This plateau is substantially reduced
in the mass distribution of the vertex fitted candidates (red line). After the cut on the mass constraint fit
probability the combinatorial background is suppressed. Since performing a Gaussian fit to the A mass
does not work, the peak position of the mass distribution is taken as reconstructed A and A mass for the
vertex fitted candidates after the mass constraint ent (hlack line in fig[S ) In additionthe [Full Width
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Figure 5.9: Mass distribution for A after the different steps of reconstruction. In blue after the mass window cut, in
red after the vertex fit and the mass distribution of the vertex fitted candidates passing the mass constraint fit is
shown in black.
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at Half Maximum (FWHM)| of the mass distribution is calculated. Table[5.6]is listing the evaluated fit

Table 5.6: Reconstructed mass for the vertex fitted A and A candidates after the mass constraint fit.

Mass FWHM Mass FWHM|
[MeV/c?]  [MeV/c?] [MeV/c?]  [MeV/c?]
A 1115.7+02 4.8 A 1115.9+02 4.8
A 11158+0.2 4.8 A 11157+02 4.8
(@pp—= AK (b)pp » = AK*

values for A and A, respectively. The systematic error of the mean values are estimated to be in the order
of the bin width. The determined mass values for A and A are consistent with the input value M, =
1.115683 GeV/c? [1]]. The mass resolution is evaluated by performing a double Gaussian fit to deviation
of the reconstructed and the generated mass for the A (fig and A candidates, where the inner o~ value
is taken as measurement for the mass resolution. With the double Gaussian fit a mass resolution of oy =
(2.33 + 0.003(stat.) + 0.1(sys.)) MeV/c? for A and oy = (2.37 = 0.003(stat.) = 0.1(sys.)) MeV/c? for
A. In the charge conjugate channel the mass resolution is oy = (2.22 + 0.003(stat.) + 0.1(sys.)) MeV/c?
for A and oy = (2.18 £ 0.003(stat.) + 0.1(sys.)) MeV/c? for A. The systematic error on the fit values is
estimated by varying the fit parameters.
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Figure 5.10: Deviation of reconstructed and generated A mass.
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Figure 5.11: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum versus @ angle (b) for generated
A.
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Figure 5.12: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum versus ® angle (b) for the
reconstructed best A candidates.
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Figure 5.13: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum versus ® angle (b) for the MC
truth partners of the reconstructed best A candidate.
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Figure 5.14: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for A.

Momentum Distributions and Momentum Resolution The transverse momentum versus the lon-
gitudinal momentum as well as the total particle momentum versus 6 for the generated (full MC|sample),
the cleaned MC sample, the best candidates and the MC truth partner of the best candidates are shown
in Figures - For the A the transverse momentum is expected to be up to 0.7 GeV/c. The
longitudinal momentum is expected to be in the range between 0.5 GeV/c and 3.2 GeV/c. The angular
distribution of the A is expected to be between O rad and 0.5 rad. Figure shows that the reconstructed
best candidates populate mainly the kinematically allowed region. The population of the space outside
the kinematic boundaries is caused by the wrong combination of the daughter particles, as one can see in
the distribution for the MC] truth partners (Figure[5.13)) of the best candidates.

The relative deviation of the reconstructed and the generated momentum (Fig. is fitted with
a double Gaussian fit. As a measure for the momentum resolution the o value of the inner Gauss fit
is taken. The evaluated momentum resolution for A is dp/p = 1.60 % and for A dp/p = 1.57 % and
dp/p = 1.59 % for A and dp/p = 1.58 % for A in the charge conjugate channel. The error of the fit value
is dominated by the systematic error which is estimated by the variation of the fit parameters.

The dependence of the relative deviation of reconstructed and generated momentum on the total generated
momentum is shown in Figure [5.14(b)] Up to 1.5 GeV/c the reconstructed total momentum is smaller
than the generated total momentum. Between 1.5 GeV/c and 3 GeV/c the relative deviation is spreading
around a central value of zero.

Vertex Resolution For the evaluation of the vertex resolution the deviation of the reconstructed decay
vertex position and the true decay vertex position is plotted for each spatial coordinate. Figure[5.15|shows
all three distributions for A. Since the distributions are not Gaussian shaped, the width of the peak is
evaluated using the The obtained results for the vertex resolution in each spatial direction are
shown in Table[5.8] To evaluate the error on the[FWHM]a systematic study on the deviations for different
numbers of bins is done.
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Figure 5.15: Deviation of the reconstructed A decay vertex position and the corresponding decay vertex
position for the x coordinate (a), the y coordinate (b) and the z coordinate (c).

Table 5.8: Vertex resolution for the three spatial coordinates for A and A, respectively.

position A A position A A

x[mm]  (0.14 £0.02) (0.14 £ 0.02) x[mm]  (0.14 £0.02) (0.14 £ 0.02)

ylmm]  (0.14 £0.02) (0.14 +0.02) y[mm]  (0.14 £0.02) (0.14 +0.02)

z[mm]  (0.06 £ 0.03) (0.52 +0.03) z[mm]  (0.52 +0.03) (0.64 +0.03)
@pp—= AK b)pp —» = AK*
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Proper Time Distribution The proper time P denotes the flight path of a particle in the lab frame
multiplied with the lab momentum divided by the hyperon mass. The ratio of the lab momentum and the
hyperon mass can be expressed by By where 8 = p/E, y = E/m and E is the energy of the particle in the
lab frame. Therefore, it can be written:

- -
Xytx — Xpos

By

where X, is the decay vertex position and Xpos the origin of the particle. One expects the proper
time distribution of the generated candidates to be an exponential function, or a linear function on the
logarithmic scale. A comparison of the generated proper time distribution with the expectation will
validate the correctness of the generation process and can be used as reference for the reconstructed
distribution.

The generated distribution for A is shown in Figure and is consistent with a linear function on the
logarithmic scale. Due to the selection and the position-dependent reconstruction efficiency of the decay
vertex position, an exponential shape is not expected for the reconstructed proper time distribution and
the distribution of the MC]truth matched partners. By fitting an exponential function to the proper time
distribution and inverting the result, the evaluation of c7 is possible. Since the fit values for c7 of the
reconstructed best candidates will not match the literature value of ct = 7.89 cm|1]], the evaluation will
be done on the final selected A and A candidates at a later stage of this analysis.
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Figure 5.16: Proper time distribution for a) the generated candidates b) for the reconstructed best candidates and c)
for the[MC|truth matched partners of the reconstructed candidates.

—+
5.3.1.3 Reconstructionof = and =~

The next step of the analysis is the reconstruction of =" and - which is described in this paragraph. The
reconstruction of both particles follows a similar scheme as used for the A and A reconstruction. By
combining a A and 7" a Z" candidate is defined. The same is done with A and 7~ for the Z~. In case
of a correct selection of the 7+ or 7~ candidate as daughter of a A or A, respectively, only one 7" or 7~
candidate remains within the primary particles of the reaction chain. This particle must be the daughter
particle of the = or =-, respectively. A correct selection of the A and A daughter pions is assured by
choosing the best fitted A and A candidate as described in the last paragraph. As said before, the pions
associated to the A and A decay are removed from the pion candidate lists used for the reconstruction of
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Figure 5.17: Vertex fit )(2 (a) and probability (b) distribution for Z~.

E" and E~. For the selection of the 2 and =~ candidates a mass cut corresponding to a window with a
full width of 0.3 GeV/c? symmetric around the £~ mass Mz = 1.32171 GeV/ c2 1] is performed.

As was the case for the A and A reconstruction, in this paragraph only the evaluated plots for the = are
shown. The corresponding plots for the &~ are illustrated in Appendix

Candidate Selection The selection of the = and E- candidates is similar to the selection of the A
and A candidates, as already mentioned before.

After the mass window cut the daughter particles are fitted to a common vertex with the PndKinVtxFitter.
Figure shows the y? and the fit probability distribution for E'. The probability distribution (Fig.
has again a strong increase towards a probability of 1, even stronger than the probability
distribution for A in Figure[5.7(b)| In addition to the vertex fit, a kinematic fit with mass constraint is
performed. If a candidate has a fit probability lower than 1% in one of the fits, the candidate is rejected.
As for A and A a best candidate selection is done. Here again, the candidate with the smallest y? in the
kinematic fit with mass constraint is chosen. .,

After applying all cuts, the reconstruction efficiency for = is 30.3% and for =~ 34.4%. The purity at that
stage of selection is 95.1% for E" and 94.5% for E-.

Mass Resolution The different applied cuts have a significant impact on the mass distribution of §+,
shown in Figure and on the ™ mass distribution (Fig. [A.103(a)). The number of candidates is
mostly reduced by the cut on the vertex fit probability. Also the width of the mass distribution is narrowed.
The mass distribution of the best £ candidates is shown in Figure By fitting a Gaussian function
within a fit region close to the peak position the reconstructed Z" and - mass can be determined. Here
again, the is calculated with the fitted o value. The achieved fit values for = and Z- listed
in Table are consistent with the input value Mz = 1.32171 GeV/ c2 [1]. The mass resolution is

. . . .. =t
determined by performing a double Gaussian fit to the deviation of the reconstructed and generated =
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Figure 5.18: y? (a) and probability (b) distribution of the kinematic fit with mass constraint for g
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Figure 5.19: Mass distribution of the reconstructed candidates after the mass window cut (blue line), of the vertex
fitted candidates (red line) and of the fitted candidates passing the kinematic mass constraint fit (black line).
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Figure 5.20: Mass distribution of the best Z" candidates.

and Z~ mass, respectively. Because the error on the fit values is dominated by the systematic error, only
the systematic error is indicated. By varying the fit parameters, the systematic error is estimated to be in

the order of gy = 0.1 MeV/c? The achieved values for the mass resolution are oy = 4.2 MeV/c? for g
and oy = 4.3 MeV/c? for E-.

Table 5.10: Fit values for the §+ and Z~ mass distributions.

Mean FWHM
[GeV/c? ] [ MeV/c

]
=* 0.00lS(sys.)
2 132195000 4020
5= 13219+0025) 43,0

7-10-6(stat.)

Momentum Distribution and Momentum Resolution Since the E ' is produced either together
with one of the resonances or together with a A K™ pair, the two-dimensional distribution of transverse
versus longitudinal momentum is expected to show the superposition of all production channels. This is
clearly observed in Figure[5.22) which shows the generated two dimensional distributions of the transverse
versus the longitudinal momentum and the total momentum versus the ® angle. In case of the z
production together with one of the resonances the kinematics is defined by a two-body decay. Therefore,
we expect to see sharp ellipses in the p; vs. p, distribution with respect to the resonance type, Z (1690)~ or
= (1820). In case of the continuum production the kinematics is defined by a three-body decay, meaning
that the distribution shows a fully populated half-ellipse. The longitudinal momentum is expected to be
in the range from 0.9 GeV/c to 3.3 GeV/c while the transverse momentum is up to 0.7 GeV/c. A similar
superposition is expected for the two-dimensional distribution of the total momentum versus ® with
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Figure 5.23: Reconstructed transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. 8 angle (b) for the
best = candidates.
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Figure 5.24: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. 6 angle (b) for the truth
partners of the best E" candidates.

a total momentum between 0.9 GeV/c to 3.3 GeV/c and O between O rad and 0.4 rad. The relative
deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum for Z " is illustrated in Figure[5.25| By
performing a double Gaussian fit, the momentum resolution is determined by taking the inner o value.
For = a momentum resolution of dp/p = 1.48% and for Z~ a resolution of dp/p = 1.44% is evaluated.
Again, the systematic error dominated and the estimated value is 0.09%. From the profile plot one can
see, that for generated momenta up to 1.5 GeV/c the reconstructed total momentum is smaller than the
generated total momentum.

. .. =+ . .
Vertex Resolution The deviation of the reconstructed = decay vertex and 1tstruth value is plotted

in Figure for each spatial coordinate. Since the distributions for E " and E- are not Gaussian shaped,
like for A and A, the vertex resolution is evaluated by determine thefor each given distribution.
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Figure 5.25: Relative deviation of reconstructed and generated momentum (a) and Relative deviation of reconstruc-
—+
ted and generated total momentum versus generated momentum (b) for = .

Table 5.11: Evaluated FWHM values for each spatial coordinate as a measurement for the vertex resolution.

=+

coordinate = ="

X (0.38 £0.02) mm (0.36 +£0.02) mm
y (0.38 +£0.02) mm (0.36 + 0.02) mm
z (1.38 £ 0.04) mm (1.32 +£0.04) mm

The determined values for both the £ and Z- are listed in Table , respectively. Obviously, the
achieved values for = and - are similar.

Proper Time Distribution Analogous to the proper times of A and A, the proper times of =" and
=~ are determined. The generated distribution for Z" is shown in Figure and is consistent with a
linear function on the logarithmic scale. Again, the fit values for ct for the reconstructed best E and 2
candidates will not match the literature value of ct = 4.91 cm|1]]. Therefore, the evaluation will be done
on the final selected candidates later.

—t _
5.3.1.4 Reconstruction ofthe = A K~ and 2~ A K*

In the following part of the analysis, the reconstruction of the full decay chain is described. Since the =~
and E' resonances have a short lifetime and decay at their production vertex, the signal is defined as =
A K™ and - A K'. Therefore, the former selected best candidates of §+ and A are combined with a K™
as well as 2~ and A with a K* in the charge conjugate channel.

In addition to the results of the final selected candidates of the full tree, the results for the final selected
daughter particles are shown here. Again, the illustration of all plots corresponding to the evaluated
results in this section would be beyond the scope. For this reason, this analysis part contains only the
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Figure 5.26: Deviation of the reconstructed Z decay vertex and its truth value for the x coordinate (a), y
coordinate (b), and z coordinate (c).
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Figure 5.27: Proper time distribution for the generated =

illustrated results of the & A K~ analysis. However, the plots corresponding to the 2~ A K" analysis
can be found in Appendix [A.2.5]

Candidate Selection Since all three particles should come from the interaction point, a vertex fit
is performed to assure that this condition is fulfilled. If the vertex fit probability is better than 1%
the candidate is passed to the next stage of the selection. The vertex fit probability as well as the
corresponding y? distribution is shown in Figure Due to momentum and energy conservation
one expects the four-momentum vector of a true candidate to match to the initial four-momentum of
the pp system (px, Dy Pz» E) =(0,0,4.6,5.63) GeV. Therefore, the four-momentum vector of the fitted
candidate is subsequently fitted with the constraint to match this initial four-momentum vector, called
MC-fiin the following. As used before, a cut on the fit probability (Fig. [5.29) of more than 1% is applied
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Figure 5.28: Vertex fit y? (a) and probability (b) distribution for =AK.

to the candidate selection. Since there are still candidates passing the kinematic fit but not fulfilling the
4-constraint condition, an additional cut on the system mass Myc < 3.2512 is applied. In addition, some
candidates cause entries outside the kinematically allowed region in the Dalitz plots (Fig. [5.35(b)] One
reason for those entries is that the masses of the = and A, same for Z~ and A in the charge conjugate
channel, are not fixed to a single value but have a Gaussian shaped distribution. To reject those candidates,
cuts rejecting the tails of the daughter mass distributions are applied. The chosen cut values are listed in

Table

After all applied cuts the reconstruction efficiency for " A K is 8.2% and for =~ A K* is 9.2% with a

2
S
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o

Figure 5.29: X (a) and probability (b) distribution for EAK.
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Table 5.12: Cut values for the additional selection on the §+ and A mass.

particle lower cut upper cut

>

M>1.1GeV/c? M < 1.135GeV/c?
M >13GeV/c2 M < 1.345GeV/c?

[1]]

sample purity of 98.6% for both " AK and =~ A K*. This result implies an efficient suppression of
combinatorial background.

Table [5.13] shows the ratio between the non-resonant and resonant decay modes for the final selected
sample. The reconstructed fraction for the decay modes are consistent with the input. The ratio between
the generated resonant and non-resonant decay modes is assumed to be 80% for the resonant modes and
20% for the non-resonant mode, see also Table [5.3]in Section[5.2]

Table 5.13: Decay modes and ratios for the pp — EAK (a) and pp — E~ A K* (b) final selected sample.

Channel Fraction [%]  Error [%] channel fraction [%] error [%]

= =2 (1690)" 37.9 0.3 == = (1690)" 37.9 0.5

= = (1820)" 42.0 0.3 =" = (1820)" 42.0 0.5

= AK- 20.1 0.3 E"AKY 20.0 0.4
@pp—E AK (b)pp — - AK*

Momentum Resolution After the four-momentum constraint fit, all two-dimensional distributions
should have sharp borders according to the kinematic boundaries of the decay. As an example, the
transverse versus longitudinal momentum and the total momentum versus @ for the final selected A

A reco final sample A reco final sample

I T |
01 02 03 04 05 0
0 [rad]

(a) (b)

Figure 5.30: Reconstructed transverse versus longitudinal momentum and reconstructed total momentum versus ®
angle for final selected A.
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candidates are illustrated in Figure [5.30] Both distributions show the expected sharp border line. The
comparison of the reconstructed and the generated distributions (Fig. [5.TT]) shows not only the consistency
of the distributions but also that those candidates not corresponding to the signal are rejected by the final
selection. Since the four-momentum constraint fit is correcting the momentum of the particles, the final
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Figure 5.31: Relative deviation of the reconstructed and the generated total momentum (a) and the relative deviation
of the total momentum versus total generated momentum (b) for the final selected A candidates.

selection should also have an effect on the momentum resolution. Again, the illustration of the results for
A (Fig[5.31) is chosen as an example, while the plots for all other particles are listed in the Appendix
[A.2.5] The momentum resolution is determined from the inner o of the performed double Gaussian
fit on the relative deviation of the reconstructed and the generated total momentum. Table [5.15]lists

Table 5.15: Evaluated momentum resolution for the composite state particles of a) = AK and b)E- AK*

particle dp/p[%] oys [%] particle dp/p[%] oys [%]

A 0.85 0.09 A 1.36 0.09

A 1.38 0.09 A 0.85 0.09

= 0.86 0.09 == 0.73 0.09
(a) (b)

the achieved results for all composite state particles. For all composite state particles the momentum
resolution is improved. This improvement is also visible in the profile plot for the relative deviation of
the reconstructed and the generated total momentum against the generated total momentum. Different
the case at the stage of the best reconstructed A candidates (Fig. [5.14(b)), the profile plot for the final
selected A (Fig. [5.31(b)) does not show a tendency to smaller reconstructed momenta in the range up to
1.5 GeV/c generated momentum.

Mass resolution The selection of the final sample has an impact on the mass resolution of the
daughter particles shown in Figure[5.32] Like before, the mass resolution is obtained by performing a
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Figure 5.32: Mass resolution of the final selected composite state particles.

double Gaussian fit to the deviation of the reconstructed and the generated mass of §+, =7, Aand A,
respectively. Table[5.17]shows the determined results for the composite daughter particles. The error on
the mass resolution is dominated by the systematic error which is estimated by varying the fit parameters.
Comparing the evaluated fit results with the fit results from the best candidate selection shows that the
mass resolution is improved for the final selected candidates.

Table 5.17: Mass resolution of the final selected §+, E7, A and A. a) shows the table for pp — E = and b) for pp

s

= oo
- = =

particle oy [MeV/c®] syst. error [MeV/c’] “particle o [MeV/cZ] syst. error [ MeV/cZ]
A 2.0 0.1 A 2.0 0.1
A 2.1 0.1 A 2.1 0.1
= 3.7 0.4 =" 35 0.4
(a) (b)

Decay Vertex Resolution The decay vertex resolution for the final selected composite state candidates
is determined by calculating the from the deviation of the reconstructed and the generated decay
vertex position. Like it was done in the previous sections, the decay vertex resolution is evaluated for all
the spatial coordinates. As an example, the plots for Z" are shown in Figure The corresponding
plots for A, Z~ and A are presented in the Appendix. Table summarizes the achieved decay vertex
resolution for the composite state particles. The decay vertex resolution for A and A are in the same
order. This is also the case in the charge conjugate channel. Since the depends on the bin size of
the histogram, a systematic error for the vertex resolution is estimated by varying the number of bins.
For the x and y position the error is estimated to o, = 0.02 mm and for the z position to o, = 0.05 mm.
Comparing the achieved results for the final selected candidates and the best fitted candidates, it is
obvious that there is no improvement, but the values are consistent within the estimated errors.
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Table 5.19: Decay vertex resolution for all three spatial coordinated of the composite state particles.
particle X [mm] y[mm] z[mm]
0.15 0.15 0.60

particle X [mm] y[mm] z[mm]

A A 0.15 0.15 0.50

A 0.15 0.15 0.50 A 0.15 0.15 0.60

= 0.35 0.35 1.30 == 0.35 0.35 1.30
@pp—E AK (b) pp — = AK*

Proper Time As already described in Section the proper time denotes the flight path of the
particle in the lab frame multiplied with the momentum divided by the hyperon mass. Figure|5.34(b)
shows the proper time distribution for A. The proper time distribution for =" is shown in Figure|5.34(a)
while the plots for all other composite state particles are listed in Appendix [A.1.3] The values on the
x-axis are plotted according to Equation (5.2). Both proper time distributions are first linear, but is than
flattening at a value around 60 cm, while the proper time distribution for = s already flattening around
30 cm. Therefore, the shape of both shown distributions deviate from any exponential shape. But, as
already discussed, the shape of the reconstructed distributions is not expected to follow an exponential
function. However, since the distributions deviate so much from an exponential one, it is not possible to
determine the corresponding c7 values from the final selected composite state particles.

Dalitz Plots and Resonance Masses As already mentioned, the Z~ and =" resonances decay
promptly into A K systems. The underlying force is the strong interaction. Therefore, one can define B
A K™ and 2~ A K* as three-body final states of the strong interaction. The kinematics of this three-body
decay can be described by two variables. This is used in a Dalitz plot [[136]. Each axis of the Dalitz plot
shows the invariant squared mass of one two-body subsystem. In this analysis these are M*(A K™) and
M? (§+ K™) as well as their charge conjugate particles. For decays where the three-body continuum final
state is produced, the Dalitz plot shows a flat distribution in the complete kinematically allowed region.
Three-body decays can be dominated by a resonant process, where first a resonance is produced which is
then decaying into two particles, In that case, the resonance will be visible as a band in the Dalitz plot.

The Dalitz plot for the generated E AK" sample is shown in Figure and can be used as a
reference plot for the reconstruction. The resonances = (1690)” and E (1820)~ are represented as ver-
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Figure 5.33: Deviation of the reconstructed and the generated decay vertex position in all three spatial coordinates
—+
for= .
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Figure 5.34: Proper Time distribution a) for reconstructed & candidates and b) for the reconstructed A candidates.
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Figure 5.35: Dalitz plot for the generated sample (a) and the final selected reconstructed candidates (b). The =~
resonances are shown as vertical bands.

tical bands around their expected squared masses. If one compares the Dalitz plot for the generated
sample with the Dalitz plot of the final selected reconstructed candidates in Figure[5.35(b)] they are in
qualitative agreement, apart from the smaller number of entries and the diffuse boundaries in case of the
reconstructed sample. The ratio plot (Fig. [5.36) between the Dalitz plot for the[MC]truth partners of the
reconstructed candidates and the generated candidates shows a uniform distribution. This means, that the
detector acceptance is uniform for this channel.

To determine the mass and the width of Z(1690)™ and = (1820)~, and their charge conjugate particles,
a function containing the sum of two Voigt functions and a polynomial is fitted to the mass
distributions of A K™ (Fig. and A K* (Fig. . The best fit result is achieved by fixing the o
for both resonances. The value of ¢ is evaluated by fitting a double Gaussian function to the deviation of
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Figure 5.36: Ratio plot between the Dalitz plots of truth partners of the final reconstructed candidates and the
generated sample.

the resonance mass from its [MC] truth value. The corresponding distribution is shown in Figure [5.38]
The determined value is o = 3.38 MeV/c?. Table lists the resulting fit values for the resonances.
The fitted mass values as well as the width of E(1690)™ are consistent with the input values shown
in Table But for the fitted width of = (1820)~ the input value is not included within the error and
deviates by 7.8 0.

. . . . = -
To complete the analysis, Figure shows the mass distribution of the 2 K™ system. As expec-
ted, the distribution is structureless.

o 25710 0 25720
c — . = =" AK reco
32 f f:ina/ll\ sKa:neclz g [final sample /
S 200 P 20
151 15
10/ 10-
51 5-
: L1 : L L L L L L1 L ‘ L L L L ‘ L1 L L ‘ L L L
0516 17 18 19 2 05 16 17 18 19 2
M [GeV/c?] M [GeV/c?]
(a) (b)

Figure 5.37: Mass distribution of the A K™ system: a) unfitted and b) fitted with the sum of two Voigt functions
and a polynomial.
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Table 5.21: Fit results for the mass and the width of the 2~ and ' resonances achieved with the sum of two Voigt
functions and a polynomial.
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Figure 5.40: Generated distribution for cos 6(a), ¢ (b) and ¢’ (c) in the center-of-mass frame.

Angular Distributions A three-body final state has five degrees of freedom, which are two of the
three masses of the two-particle systems A K™, E K andZ A, the alignment of the plane generated by
the three momentum vectors in the center-of-reference frame, i.e. cos (6.m) and @em, and the alignment
of the momentum vectors ¢, within that plane. In the following, the plane generated by the three
momentum vectors in the center-of-mass frame is called center-of-mass plane. The angular distributions
for the generated sample, see Figure[5.40] are expected to be flat, since an isotropic angular distribution
was assumed. Figure[5.41] shows the ratio of the angular distributions for the final reconstructed sample.
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Figure 5.41: cos 6.y (a), dem (b) and ¢, (c) ratio between the partners of the final reconstructed candidates
and the generated sample.

This ratio is determined by dividing the [MC| partner of the reconstructed candidates by the generated
sample. The ratio for cos 6, shown in Figure has two maxima at cos § = +1 and a minimum at
around zero. cos 8 = =1 corresponds to a plane alignment perpendicular to the beam direction, i.e the
z-axis in Cartesian coordinates, while cos 6 = 0 indicates, that the beam direction is included in the plane.
If a particle is emitted in the direction of the positive or negative z-axis, i.e. inside the beam pipe, it is not
possible to detect this particle, meaning that it is missing in the reconstruction. Therefore, the efficiency
loss around cos # = 0 is caused by the beam pipe. A similar explanation can be found for the efficiency
loss observable in the ratio of the ¢ distribution, see Figure[5.41(b)l Here, ¢ = 0 and ¢ = +x indicates,
that the plane includes the y-axis of the Cartesian coordinate, i.e. the direction in which the target pipe
will be installed. Thus, for ¢ the drop in the efficiency is caused by the target pipe.

As already described, the alignment of the momentum vectors in the center-of-mass frame is ¢’. In this
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study, ¢’ is determined for the center-of-mass momentum vector of the = Therefor, the intersection line
between the center-of-mass plane and the x-z-plane is determined which is then used as reference axis.
Thus, ¢’ is defined as the angle between the momentum vector PZ} and the intersection line. According
to this choice, for ¢’ = +x/2 the y-axis of the Cartesian coordinate system is part of center-of-mass
plane and hence one expects to see a drop in the ¢’ distribution of the reconstructed events around +/2.
This drop is observable as loss of efficiency in the ratio plot shown in Figure To deduce the
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Figure 5.42: Generated (a) and reconstructed (b) cos 6 distribution in the center-of-mass frame for final selected =

. . . =+ .
as well as the distribution for the partners of the reconstructed = candidates (c).

reconstruction efficiency for any center-of-mass angular distribution, the ratio between the MC]| partners
C . . =t . .
of the final reconstructed and the generated cos @ distribution for = in the center-of-mass frame is
determined. For the generated candidates one expects to see a flat distribution, since a uniform angular
distribution is assumed. The cos 6 distributions for the generated, the final reconstructed as well as for
=t . . . .
the partner of the reconstructed Z candidates are shown in Figure It is observable, that the
distribution for the final selected 2 deviates from the generated one. This deviation is due to the loss
of generated particles which are stuck inside the beam pipe. The corresponding ratio plot is shown in

Figure[5.43]

5.3.2 Full Decay Tree Fit

The previous analysis described in section [5.3.T] has shown that the conventional fitters have issues as
e.g. the rising behavior of the fit probability distributions, which are partly not understood. Therefore,
a second analysis using a DecayTreeFitter is done. Since the usage of the DecayTreeFitter required a
newer version of the PandaRoot framework, a new data sample of 10 million events in total is generated,
5 million events for = A K~ and an additional 5 million events for £~ A K*.

The DecayTreeFitter mainly uses raw reconstructed candidates, this means that no pre-selection is carried
out, with the exception of mass window cuts. Therefore the decay vertex resolution and the proper time
distributions for the composite candidates are shown only for the final selection.

5.3.2.1 Final State Particle Reconstruction

The reconstruction of the final state candidates follows a similar scheme as the final state reconstruction
presented in Section [5.3.1.1] Unlike the previously shown selection, no [PID]information is used for
the candidates selection. This means that for each candidate list all candidates are stored. The stored
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Figure 5.43: Ratio plot of the cos 6 distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the final selected =" candidates.

Table 5.22: Reconstruction efficiency for the final state particles of a) pp — Z AK and b)pp — =~ AK".

particle type  reco. eff. [%] particle type  reco. eff. [%]
e 71.2 at 70.6
" (A) 68.6 7~ (A) 68.3
@) 73.7 7 (E7) 73.1
K™ (res.) 84.9 K* (res.) 86.7
K~ (cont.) 85.1 K* (cont.) 86.9
p 88.7 p 86.2
P 82.3 p 834

candidates differ only in the mass hypothesis, which is set according to the species specified in the lists,
respectively.

To avoid the reconstruction of incomplete signal events, only "reconstructable" events are selected. Since
no information is used, an event is marked as reconstructable if it contains at least one positive and
one negative track. Table[5.22]lists the reconstruction efficiencies for the final state particles. The error
on the final state reconstruction efficiency is in the order of o ~ 0.1%.

Momentum and Angular Distributions Each channel consists of six final state particles. Showing all
plots for the momentum and the angular distribution would extend this paragraph too much. Therefore,
Figures[5.44]-[5.47| show exemplarily the transverse momentum versus the longitudinal momentum as
well as the total momentum versus the ® angle for the proton as daughter of A. The plots for all other
final state particles are shown in Appendix and those for the final states of the charge conjugate
channel in Appendix [A.4.T] The transverse momentum of the proton is expected to have a maximum
between 0.1 GeV/c and 0.5 GeV/c. The longitudinal momentum range is 0.5 GeV/c < p, < 2.9 GeV/c
with a maximum between 0.6 GeV/c and 1.8 GeV/c. Figure illustrates also the expectation for the
total proton momentum and the ® angle. The total momentum ranges from 0.5 GeV/c up to 3.9 GeV/c
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Figure 5.44: Generated transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and generated total momentum vs. ® angle (b)
for proton.
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Figure 5.45: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated proton
from the cleaned MC|sample.
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Figure 5.46: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
protons.
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Figure 5.47: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for thetruth partner of
the reconstructed protons.
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while the range for the ® angle is expected to be up to 0.5 rad which corresponds to a range of 0°-29°.
Here again, the distribution for all final state particles contain a significant number of events outside
the boundaries given by the kinematics of the decay. The reason for this was previously described in
Section Requiring that A and =" as well as A and Z~ in the charge conjugate channel have only
two daughters, rejects a significant number of entries outside the kinematically allowed region.

Momentum Resolution The momentum resolution is evaluated for all final state particles. As with
the previous analysis, the resolution is determined by performing a double Gaussian fit. The width of the
inner Gauss fit is taken as resolution. Again, the error on the fit value is dominated by the systematic
error which is estimated by varying the fit parameters to be on the second decimal digit. The fit values for
the momentum resolution for both channels, pp — Z AK and pp — E~ A K%, are listed in Table
The best fit value is determined for the 7* coming from E" with a momentum resolution d p/p = 1.48%.
In the charge conjugate channel the best fit value is determined for 7~ (£7) with dp/p = 1.48%. The

Table 5.23: Momentum resolution for the final state particles of pp — EAK (a) and pp — =~ A K* (b). The
error on the fit values is dominated by the systematic error which is estimated to be 0.09%.

particle type  dp/p[%] O star[%] particle type  dp/p[%] O [%]
- 1.61 0.003 at 1.61 0.003
at (ﬁJ)r 1.64 0.003 7~ (A) 1.64 0.003
™ E) 1.48 0.002 a (E7) 1.48 0.002
K~ (res.) 165  0.002 K* (res.) 165  0.002
K~ (cont.) 1.66 0.005 K" (cont.) 1.65 0.005
p 1.63 0.003 p 1.60 0.003
p 1.59 0.003 p 1.61 0.003
(@) (b)
3 -3
%) ?10 040?(10
S [ Protonreco o> f
§ 35 \230: Proton reco
30 520
25/ 210
20- o-
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10~ 20~
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Figure 5.48: Relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total proton momentum (a) and relative deviation
versus generated total proton momentum (b).
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momentum resolution of the proton is shown in Figure [5.48] As already seen in Section[5.3.1.1] the
profile plots of the relative total momentum deviation plotted against the generated total momentum
show smaller values for the reconstructed than for the generated total momentum at low generated
momenta. Figure [5.48(b)] shows exemplarily the profile plot for the proton. For a total momentum
between 0.15 GeV/c up to 0.2 GeV/c the reconstructed momentum values are higher than the generated
one, from 0.2 GeV/c up to above 1 GeV/c the reconstructed momentum is lower than the generated one.
Above 1 GeV/c the relative deviation has a plateau close to 0. The profile plot for the p is in qualitative
agreement with the proton profile plot. Nearly the same behavior is observed for 7~ from A and 7" from
A. Both profile plots show a drop to negative values for the relative deviation between 0.05 GeV/c and
around 0.3 GeV/c, while for generated momenta above 0.3 GeV/c the relative deviation is nearly stable
and close to zero, meaning that the reconstructed and the generated total momentum are consistent. The
profile plot for 7" from the Z" shows a drop between 0.1 GeV/c and 0.2 GeV/c. A similar drop can be
observed for K™ around 0.4 GeV/c.

5.3.2.2 Reconstruction of A and A

This paragraph describes the reconstruction of A and A candidates used in the DecayTreeFitter. As
already mentioned in Section the proper time distribution for the reconstructed A and A is not
expected to follow an exponential function. Therefore, the fit values of cr will not match the literature
value of ¢t = 7.89 cm [1f]. For this reason the investigation of proper time distributions for all composite
state particles will be done on the final selected sample in Section

The following figures correspond to the reconstructed A. Appendix [A.3.2] presents the figures of the
reconstructed A. The corresponding figures for A and A from the charge conjugate channel are listed in

Appendix[A.4.2]

Candidate Selection To reconstruct the A and A baryons, a 7~ and a proton for A and a 7+ and a p
for A are combined. Subsequently a pre-selection is done by applying a loose mass window cut of 0.15
GeV/c? symmetrically around the nominal A mass M = 1.116 GeV/c?. This pre-selection rejects those
A and A candidates of with a mass much higher than the input A mass.

Compared with Section the candidate selection in this analysis has no further steps. The
reconstruction efficiency after the pre-selection is 60% (57.5%) for A and 55.9% (58.1%) for A with
a purity of 21% (13%) for A and 13% (21%) for A. The value in parenthesis are the reconstruction
efficiencies and the purity values for the charge conjugate channel. It is visible that the purities for A and
A are different. This issue is due to the different numbers of 7~ and 7" in the decay tree. In pp — A
K™, we expect to have one 7~ and two n* for the signal events. Therefore, the combinatorial background
for A is higher than for A. The same is valid for the charge conjugate particles in the pp — =~ A K*
channel.

Mass Resolution The resulting mass distribution for A is shown in Figure As expected, the
peak of the mass distribution is around 1.116 GeV/c? which is in agreement with the input value.
The plateau above a mass value of 1.12GeV/c? is caused by wrong combinations of 7~ and proton.
To determine the mass resolution, a double Gaussian Fit is performed on the deviation of the recon-
structed and the generated mass distribution (Fig. [5.49(b)). The evaluated mass resolution is oy =
(33241073 (stat.) + 0.04(sys.)) MeV/c? for Aand oy = (3.38 + 4 - 1073 (stat.) = 0.04(sys.)) MeV/c?
for A. The fit error is dominated by the systematic error which is estimated by varying the fit parameters.
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Figure 5.49: Mass distribution for A candidates (a) and deviation of the reconstructed from the generated A mass
(b) for the same sample. The mass resolution is evaluated by performing a double Gaussian fit. The long tail on the
right side of the distribution in (b) is caused by combinatorial background.

Momentum Distribution and Momentum Resolution The transverse momentum versus the lon-
gitudinal momentum and the total momentum versus the 6 angle for the generated, the [MC|partner of the
reconstructed, and the reconstructed A are shown in Figure[5.50|-[5.51] For the signal A candidates the
p: versus p, region is expected to be populated within elliptic boundaries. The longitudinal momentum
reaches from 0.6 GeV/c up to 3.1 GeV/c with a maximum between 0.8 GeV/c and 2.5 GeV/c. The
transverse momentum distribution is expected to have a maximum between 0.2 GeV/c and 0.7 GeV/c.
For the total A momentum we expect a contribution in the range between 0.6 GeV/c and 3 GeV/c while
the © range will be up to 0.5 rad.

Since the selection of the A and A candidates are only including a mass window cut, the background
contribution to the two-dimensional distributions dominates. As visible in Figure[5.51] the background
overlaps the signal. Nevertheless, the signal is still visible in the distribution. Looking at the distributions
[MC] truth partner of the reconstructed A candidates one can see that the contribution of the correctly

§ 22; A full MC sample § A full MC sample iigg(c:
= 07F = 1400C
0.6 1200¢
05F 1000C
0.4F 8000
0.3F 6000
0.2 4000
0.1~ 2000

90.5 0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35

4 . ) . 3.
p, [GeVic] O [rad]

(a) (b)

Figure 5.50: Generated transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and generated total momentum plotted against
the ® angle (b) for A.
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Figure 5.51: Reconstructed transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and reconstructed total momentum plotted
against the ® angle (b) for A.

A reco MCT A reco MCT
= 0.9¢ < 10f
BN F B E 6000
E 0.8? 500 E zg
'_'~0'7? 400 = 72 5000
0.6 E
F 6F 4000
0.5 300 557
0.4 i: 3000
8 200 2
0.3? 3k 2000
0.2
F 100 2
0.1 1000
£ i ) N N I R 0
-05005 115225 3 3514 0O 05 1 15 2 25 3
p, [GeVic] 8 [rad]
(a) (b)

Figure 5.52: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum plotted against the ® angle (b) for the
[MC]truth partners of the reconstructed A.
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selected candidates are consistent with the input. The relative deviation of the reconstructed and the
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Figure 5.53: Relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total A momentum (a) and relative deviation
versus generated total A momentum (b).

generated momentum for this stage of the A selection is shown in Figure[5.53] Again, the momentum
resolution of A and A is evaluated by performing a double Gaussian Fit to the distributions, respectively.
The determined values for the momentum resolutions as well as their estimated systematic errors are
shown in Table[5.25] Figure[5.53(b)|shows the dependence between the relative deviation of the momenta
and the total generated momentum. For momenta up to 1 GeV/c the reconstructed total momentum
is smaller than the generated total momentum. Between 1 GeV/c and 3.1 GeV/c the relative deviation
reaches a stable value of ~ 1- 1073,

Table 5.25: Evaluated values for the momentum resolution of A and A

o[%] stat. error [%]  sys. error [%]

A 1.606 0.003 0.09
A 1.603 0.003 0.09

—+
5.3.2.3 Reconstruction of = and =~

In this paragraph the selection of the Z" and 2~ candidates is described. As done for the other candidate

selections, here, only the evaluated plots for =" are shown. The plots for the =~ in the charge conjugate
channel can be found in Appendix [A.4.3]

Candidate Selection Since the A and A candidates have been reconstructed, it is possible to recon-
struct ' and =~ by combining A and 7" for =" as well as A and 7~ for the E™ in the charge conjugate
channel. To reduce the number of combinatorial background, a cut on the mass window with the width of
0.3 GeV/c? symmetric around the nominal Z~ mass M= = 1.321 GeV/c? is applied. The mass window
cut reduces the number of events by around 50%. As for the A and A selection in the previous section,
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no additional cut is applied and the candidate is passed to the next stage of the reconstruction. The final
selection is completed in the last step of the reconstruction by performing the full decay tree fit. At this
stage, the reconstruction efficiency for =" is 40.7% and 41.6% for =~ with. In both cases the purity
is around 10%. The purity for the selected = and 2" sample is lower compared to the purity of the
A and A sample. This decreasing number for the purity is due to the higher number of combinatorial
background in the E" and - sample.

Mass Resolution The mass distributions for Z ' after the mass window cut is shown in Figure
and for Z~ in Figure Both reconstructed mass distributions show prominent peaks around
the 1.32 GeV/c? which is in agreement with the input value Mz = 1.32171 GeV/c? [1]. In addition
starting from 1.34 GeV/c? a plateau is visible in the mass distribtuion which is, as already explained in
Section caused by wrongly combined A and 7" as well as wrongly combined A and 7~ in the
charge conjugate channel. To evaluate the mass resolution of =" and E- a double Gaussian fit is performed
on the deviation of the reconstructed and the generated masses. The width o of the inner fit is used as a
measure for the mass resolution. A mass resolution of oy = (5.89 + 0.01(stat.) + 0.04(sys.)) MeV/c?
=" and oy = (5.89 + 0.009(stat.) + 0.04(sys.)) MeV/c? for =~ is evaluated.
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(a) (b)

. .. . .. =t
Figure 5.54: Mass distribution (a) and deviation of the reconstructed and generated mass (b) for E after the mass
window cut. Both illustrations show the same sample.

Momentum Distribution and Momentum Resolution How the two-dimensional distributions for
transverse versus longitudinal momentum and total momentum versus polar angle ® should look like,
has been described in Section li._’i.—ljl The distributions for the reconstructed Z ' after the mass window
cut are illustrated in Figure[5.56] Since the mass window cut is only a coarse cut applied to suppress
candidates with a too large deviation from the nominal = mass, the distribution which is expected for the
signal is partly covered by the combinatorial background. Nevertheless, parts of the signal are observable
in the expected region between 1 GeV/c and 3.1 GeV/c longitudinal momentum. Comparing the MC|
truth partners of the reconstructed =" candidates with the generated sample shows that a significant
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Figure 5.55: Generated transverse vs. generated longitudinal momentum (a) and generated total momentum vs. ®
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Figure 5.56: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for the reconstructed
_f i
Z after the mass window cut.

number of entries are not related to the signal E'. Those candidates should be rejected in the final
selected sample. From the relative deviation of the reconstructed and the generated total momentum the
momentum resolution is determined by performing a double Gaussian fit. Here again, the o of the inner
fit is taken as measure of the momentum resolution. The determined momentum resolution for 2 is
o =(2.53 £ 0.01(stat.) = 0.09(sys.)) % and o~ = (2.52 + 0.01(stat.) = 0.09(sys.)) % for Z~ in the charge
conjugate channel. As an example, the relative deviation for Z" as well as the corresponding profile plot
are shown in Figure[5.58] Similar to the previous shown profile plots, for lower momenta, here for both
E and =" up to 1.5 GeV/c the reconstructed total momentum is smaller than the generated one.

—_— -
5.3.2.4 Reconstruction ofthe = A K- and =2~ A K*

In this section the reconstruction of the full decay tree with full decay tree fit is described. The full decay
tree fit procedure considers the 4-momentum conservation of the initial energy and momentum vector

Pini = (0,0,4.6,5.633), the mass conservation for A, A, §+ and E~ as well as constraints on the hyperon
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Figure 5.57: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for thetruth
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. . . . =+ _ . -
decay vertex. This section contains the illustrated results for 2 A K™, while the plots for the =~ A K*
reconstruction are shown in Appendix [A.4.4]

Candidate Selection As mentioned before, the resonances decay instantaneously into A K~ and A
K* in the charge conjugate channel. Therefore, the reconstruction of the full decay tree is done by
combining E AK and =~ A K* in the charge conjugate channel. The resulting candidates are then
fitted with the [DecayTreeFitter|implemented in PandaRoot. The quality of the fit is represented by x>
value. In addition, for each fitted candidate a probability is calculated. Both corresponding distributions
are shown in Figure For the selection of the final sample a cut on the fit probability with P > 1-107#
is applied. The chosen cut on the probability corresponds to a cut on y? value with y? < 43. Since the fit
is not converging or even failing for a significant number of possible candidates, an additional cut on
the fit status (Fig. [5.60) is performed to make sure that the fit for all final selected candidates converges.

After all applied cuts, the reconstruction efficiency for =" A K™ is 5.4% and the efficiency for 2= A K*
5.5%. Both final samples have a purity of 97.7%.

Table [5.26] shows the ratio between the non-resonant and resonant decay modes for the final selected
sample. The reconstructed fraction for the decay modes are consistent with the input.

Table 5.26: Decay modes and ratios for the pp — ZTAK (a) and pp — Z~ A K* (b) final selected sample.

Channel Fraction [%]  Error [%] Channel Fraction [%]  Error [%]
= 2(1690) 37.7 0.8 =- = (1690)* 37.8 0.8
= 2(1820)" 424 0.8 =" Z(1820)* 422 0.8
= AK 19.9 0.5 E-AKY 19.9 0.5
@pp—>E AK () pp — = AK'
x10°
e [ 210"
[ : S r
3 5[ ="A K reco S - ="A K reco
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Figure 5.59: x? (a) and probability (b) distribution for the DecayTreeFitter used on the E AK sample.

86



5.3 Event Analysis

%) F
c L
= - " R
S = AK'reco

10°H final sample

10%F

10%F

E Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il ‘ Il

0 1 2 3
Decay tree fit status

Figure 5.60: Fit status for the fitted candidates after the cut on the fit probability. The status is coded with an
integer: 0 means O.K., 1 means failed and 3 means non-converged.

H : . . =+
Momentum Resolution In this paragraph the results for the composite state particles, namely = ,

A and A are shown. In the following only the plots for the final selected A candidates are shown,
because a presentation of all figures would expand this paragraph too much. The plots for =" and
A can be found in Appendix while the plots for the charge conjugate channel can be found in
Appendix[A4.4] The transverse versus longitudinal momentum and the total momentum versus polar
angle O distributions for A (Fig. [5.61)) are consistent with the expectations. From the comparison of the
distributions for the final selected candidates and their [MC] truth partners, one can conclude the high
purity of the final selected sample. Since the DecayTreeFitter uses kinematic fits, like the four-momentum
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Figure 5.61: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs ® angle (b) for final selected A
candidates.
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Figure 5.62: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs ® angle (b) for thepartner of
the final selected A candidates.
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Figure 5.63: Relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum (a) and relative deviation versus
generated total momentum (b) for the final selected A candidates.

88



5.3 Event Analysis

Table 5.28: Momentum resolution for the composite state particles of pp — = AK (a) and pp — Z~ A K* (b).

particle o [%] syst. error [%] particle o [%] syst. error [%]
1_\ 0.777  0.007 A 0.795 0.006

§+ 0.803  0.007 A 0.748  0.006

= 1.30 0.01 =" 1.29 0.01

(@pp—> = AK (b)pp > =~ AK*

constraint fit, the momentum as well as the energy of the fitted candidates are corrected to match the
initial four-momentum vector. This correction has an impact on the momentum resolution of the involved
particles. The momentum resolution is evaluated by performing a double Gaussian fit to the relative
deviation of the reconstructed and the generated total momentum. As an example, the relative deviation
of the reconstructed and the generated total A momentum are shown in Figure[5.63] Table [5.28]shows
the fit results for all composite state particles and their charge conjugate. Comparing Figure [5.63(b)| with
Figure[5.53(b)| shows an improvement of the momentum resolution for lower generated momenta. This
improvement can be observed for all composite state particles after the final selection.

Decay Vertex Resolution By evaluating the FWHM]| from the deviation of the reconstructed and
the generated decay vertex positions in all three spatial coordinates, the decay vertex resolution can be

determined. Figure shows the three distributions for the final selected = candidates. The achieved
resolutions for all composite state particles are listed in Table[5.30] Since the bin size of the histogram is
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Figure 5.64: Deviation of the reconstructed and the generated decay vertex position of E for the x coordinate (a),
y coordinate (b), and z coordinate (c).

Table 5.30: Decay vertex resolution of all three spatial coordinates for the final selected composite particle
candidates of pp — = A K~ (a) and pp — Z~ A K* (b).

particle x[mm] y[mm] z[mm] particle x[mm] y[mm] z[mm]
A 0.26 0.22 1.28 A 03 0.26 1.36
A 0.3 0.26 1.40 A 0.26 0.26 1.28
= 028 028 120 B 028 028 120

@pp—E AK (b)pp > E- AK*
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effecting the value of the FWHM] the corresponding error is estimated by varying the number of bins for
the histograms. Therefore, the error is estimated to be in the order of 0.02 mm.
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Figure 5.65: Proper time distributions for a) final selected £ and b) final selected A candidates.

Proper Time Distribution Exemplarily, the proper time distributions for the final selected A and =

candidates are shown in Figure [5.65] By fitting an exponential function to the proper time distribution

and inverting the fit result, the ¢t value for the composite state particles is determined. The error on

the ct value is purtatistical and was calculated from the error on the fit value by Gaussian error
32

propagation. Table|5.32|lists the determined ct values for all composite state particles in the = AK and

Table 5.32: Determined ct values for the composite state particles of pp — ETAK (a) and pp —» E- A K* (b).

particle ct[cm] o [cm] particle c7t[cm] o [cm]
A 6.32 0.01 A 6.45 0.01
A 6.43 0.08 A 6.34 0.01
i 3.409 0.005 =~ 3.389 0.006
@pp—= AK (b)pp— =" AK*

=~ A K" state, respectively. The fitted values for A and A differ by about 20% from the literature value
cta = 7.89cm||1]]. A similar difference for §+ and = is observed. Here, the fitted values differ by about
30% from the literature value of ct= = 4.91 cm. Since the resolution of the decay vertex is depending on
the detector part, the observed deviation could be caused by the uncertainty on this position.

Different from the proper time distributions shown in the previous analysis, see Figure [5.34(b)] in
this analysis the proper time distributions have an exponential shape. Why the shape of the proper
time distributions differ is difficult to evaluate, since for this analysis a newer version of the software
framework was used. One reason could be, that the DecayTreeFitter uses different fitting procedure
including also a fit to constrain the decay vertex of the hyperons which is used to calculate the proper
time, see Equation (5.2).
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Figure 5.66: Dalitz plot for the final sample (a) and the truth partners (b) of the final selected EAK
candidates.

Dalitz Plots Figure|5.66(a)|shows the Dalitz plot for the E" A K~ final state. On the x-axis the squared

. . =+ - —_
mass of the A K™ system is plotted against the squared mass of the = K~ system. The E resonances
are visible as vertical bands around the expected masses in the Dalitz plot. For comparison, the Dalitz
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Figure 5.67: Dalitz plot for the generated sample (a) and ratio of the MC truth partners of the final sample and the
generated sample(b).

plot of the generated events is shown in Figure [5.67 and the Dalitz plot for the MC]| truth partners of
the reconstructed final sample is shown in Figure [5.66(b)} The ratio of both Dalitz plots is illustrated
in Figure[5.67]and shows a uniform distribution. To confirm this uniformity also the ratio plots for the
masses of the A K~ and 2 K~ systems, shown in Figure are determined. Both distributions are
mainly flat, while the ratio for the A K™ mass shows a decreasing efficiency for lower masses. This is
caused by slow A particles since their daughter particles, i.e. the pions, are produced with low momenta
and hence leave curled tracks inside the detectors. These curling tracks cannot be properly reconstructed
by the tracking algorithms. Nevertheless, this uniformity points to a flat detector acceptance.
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Figure 5.68: Ratio of the generated and the MC truth partner of the reconstructed A K™ (a) and =K (b) mass

distributions.

Resonance Masses and Widths As explained in Section [5.3.1.4|the mass and the width for both
resonances is determined by fitting the sum of two Voigt functions and a polynomial to the mass
distribution of the A K~ (Fig. [5.69) and the A K* (Fig. |A.241) system. Again, the best fit result is

3
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Figure 5.69: Mass distribution of A K~ without (a) and with (b) fit. The fit function consists of two Voigt functions
and a polynomial.

achieved by fixing the o~ value for both resonances which is determined by calculating the[FWHM] for
the deviation of the final reconstructed and the generated mass distribution, see also Figure The
determined value is o = 0.004 GeV/c? for both resonances. Table shows the resulting fit values
for the Z resonances. The values are consistent with the input values shown in Table [5.2] The mass
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Figure 5.70: Deviation of the
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Figure 5.71: Mass distribution for the E K system.

final reconstructed and the generated A K™ mass distribution.

. . . =t _ . . . .
distribution of the E K™ system (Fig. D shows as structureless distribution, as expected.

Table 5.34: Fit results for the mass and the width of the =~ and §+

containing two Voigt functions and a polynomial.

resonances determined with a fit function

| 21690 | =820 | E16950)* | E(1820)°
M[ MeV/c?] 1689.9918;?(9;;2;) 1822.9818:?(63(52;) 1690.1618;??552?;3 1823.1213;?(655?
2 0.4(stat.) 0.2(stat.) 0.4(stat.) 0.2(stat.)
I'[MeV/c?] 30.1) 500 2295050 30,240 500 22,75 o)
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Angular Distributions As already described in Section |5.3.1.4} the angular distributions cos (8¢ ),
¢cm and @7, in the center-of-mass frame are the remaining three degrees of freedom of the three-body
final state. Figure shows the ratio of the angular distributions for the final reconstructed sample. The
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Figure 5.72: cos fcm (a), ¢em (b) and ¢, ratio between thepartners of the final reconstructed candidates and
the generated sample.

shape of all three ratios are in qualitative agreement with the ratio plots shown in the previous analysis,
see Section [5.3.1.4] But the maxima are not as prominent as it is the case in case of the sequential fit
procedure. This difference is due to the lower efficiency which is achieved in this analysis. Again, the
ratio for cos 6, shown in Figure has two maxima at cos # = =1 and a minimum at around zero
which is due to the beam pipe. Figure shows the ratio of the ¢ distribution. The drop in the
efficiency in ¢ in the center-of-mass frame is due to the target pipe.

¢’ is a measure for the alignment of the momentum vectors in the center-of-mass frame. Like it is
done in the previous analysis, ¢’ is defined as the angle between the momentum vector P2} and the
intersection line of the center-of-mass plane and the x-z-plane. The corresponding ratio plot is shown in
Figure Around ¢’ = +7/2 the efficiency decreases due to the target pipe. The cos 6 distributions
for the generated, the final reconstructed as well as for the partner of the reconstructed Z candidates
are shown in Figure It is observable that the distribution of the final selected 2 deviates from the
generated one. This deviation is due to the loss generated particles inside the beam pipe. From the ratio
of the[MC|partners and the generated sample, shown in Figure the reconstruction efficiency for any
center-of-mass angular distribution can be determined.

5.4 Background Studies

This section describes the study done on two different data sets with 100 million generated background
events each. Since the analysis of the signal based on the step-by-step reconstruction and based on the
full decay tree fit is done with two different PandaRoot versions, two background samples using these
two software versions are generated. The event generation is done with the Dual Parton Model [[13§]]
based generator [Dual Parton Model (DPM)]including only inelastic processes.

The same analysis strategies as for the signal are used to study the background events. For both analyzes
no event out of 100 million generated survived the applied cuts. The non-observation of any background
events corresponds to a 90% confidence upper limit of 2.3 events.
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Figure 5.74: Ratio plot of the cos 6 distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the final selected =" candidates.

The signal-to-background ratio is calculated by

E _ OTig * Esig * bsig’ (5.3)
B Obg * €bg

where o7, is the signal and o, the background cross section, by is the total branching fraction of the
final selected signal events and €, and &, are the reconstruction efficiencies for signal and background
events, respectively. As already mention in section[5.2] the signal cross section has not yet been measured.
Therefore, I assume o, = 1 ub according to [23]. Furthermore, the inelastic cross section at a beam
momentum of 4.6 GeV/c is opg = 50mb [1]]. During the event generation the branching fraction of
A and A was set to 100%. To correct this value for the following calculations, the branching ratio of
bsig = bf\ = 0.4083 for the two A decays in the decay tree is taken into account.

. . . . . =t _
For the sequential fitting procedure the reconstruction efficiency is & = 8.2% for = A K™ and
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&ig = 9.2 % for =~ A K*, while the reconstruction efficiencies achieved with the full decay tree fit are
€ig = 5.4% for 2 A K~ and g = 5.5 % for =~ A K*.
At the 90% confidence level the reconstruction efficiency background events is €,; = 2.3 - 1078, The

Table 5.35: Signal-to-Background ratio and signal significance for the sequential fitting procedure (a) and the full
decay tree fit (b).

E AK E AK' E AK E AK'

S/B > 29.11 > 327 S/B > 19.1 > 19.5

Ssig > 644 > 685 Ssig > 513 > 507
(a) sequential fitting procedure (b) full decay tree fit

different signal-to-background ratios are listed in table [5.35] The significance S g of the signal is given
by
N, sig

\/Nsig + Nbg . Fbg’

where Fi, is a scaling factor to correct the number of background events according to the number of
signal events, because this ratio does not reflect the cross sections. The scaling factor is given by

5.4

Ssig =

gen

sig

Fb =
g gen

Nbg * Tsig * byig

e (5.5)

with N5 and N5 the number of generated signal and background events, respectively. At 90%
g sig

confidence level a significance of 644 for Z" A K and 685 for 2~ A K* is obtained for the analysis with
the sequential fitting procedure. The results of the analysis with the full decay tree lead to a lower limit
for the signal significance of 513 for E" AK™ and 507 for =~ A K*.

5.5 Results

The performed analyzes presented in section [5.3.1]and section [5.3.2]show that the study of the chosen
reaction channels, namely pp — E AK and pp — Z~ A K*, are feasible. In both channels the excited
cascade baryons = (1690)” and = (1820)~ as well as their charge conjugate particles are included. All
resonances can be clearly identified in the performed analyzes. In the following, the achieved results for
each kind of analysis are discussed, separately.

The analysis of about 10 million events using the sequential fit procedure achieves a reconstruction
efficiency of about 8% for " A K~ and about 9% for - A K*. The final selected samples consist
of 429,044 T AK events, whereof 409,591 events are true signal events, and of 483,149 =~ A K*
events with 461,066 true signal events. Therefore, the purity of the sample is 95.4% meaning that the
genealogy of the decay tree itself is already suppressing the combinatorial background. Nevertheless,
one has to keep in mind, that for this analysis not only an ideal pattern recognition but also an ideal
particle identification is used. Thus it is expected that the sample purity is decreasing for a more realistic
particle identification. However, the achieved value can be taken as an upper limit. Furthermore, the
analysis shows that the expected resonance masses, as well as the width of the associated distributions,
can be reconstructed in accordance with the input values. From fits to the mass distribution of E A
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K~ and Z~ A K* the resonance masses M(Z (1690)7)=1.6904 GeV/c2, M(E (1690)*)=1.6905 GeV /c2,
M(Z (1820)7)=1.8229 GeV/c? and M(E (1820)*)=1.8229 GeV/c? are determined. The evaluated mo-
mentum resolutions for all involved particles is between 0.73% and 1.65%, which is consistent with
the expectation for the PANDA detector [9]]. In this analysis a decay vertex resolution between 150 um
and 350 um in x and y directions and between 0.5 mm and 1.3 mm in z direction is achieved. The mass
resolution is in the range of 2 MeV/c2 and 3.7 MeV/cz.

The analysis also shows that there are issues with the kinematic fitters implemented in PandaRoot. The
most obvious issue can be observed in the Dalitz plot for the final selected sample. Here, a small number
of entries, in the order of 0,1%, are outside the kinimatically allowed region. An additional cut has to be
used to reduce this number. A further issue seems to be in the kinematic fit using a mass constraint. The
mass distribution of a composite particle is expected to be a delta function after performing a kinematic
fit with mass constraint on the candidates. But the mass distributions show entries to lower masses. Those
issues are not understood, yet, and are still under investigation.

Since the named issues of the kinematic fitter are affecting the selection of the final sample, a second
analysis of about 10 million events using a full decay fit procedure is done. The 10 million events
are consisting of 5 million E" A K~ events and another 5 million =~ A K* events. For this analysis a
reconstruction efficiency of around 5% for both channels is achieved. The final selected sample for A
K™ contains 277,133 events, whereof 270,867 are true signal events. For the charge conjugate channel
the final sample contains 283,617 events with 277,280 [MC] true events. Both samples end up with a
sample purity of 97.7 %. Different from the analysis with the sequential fitting procedure, in this analysis
no information is used for the final state candidate selection. This implies again, that the genealogy
of the signal events is suppressing the combinatorial background efficiently.

The achieved momentum resolutions are between 0.77% and 1.66%, which is consistent with the ex-
pectations [9]]. For the decay vertex resolution values between 220 yum and 300 ym in x- and y-direction
and 1.2 mm and 1.4 mm in z-direction are achieved with this analysis. Different from the proper time
distribution in the first analysis, the reconstructed proper time distributions shown in this analysis have
an exponential shape. Even so, the fitted values are not matching the input values ctp = 7.89 cm and
ctz = 4.91 cm, respectively. The fit values for ct differs from the literature values by about 20% for
A and A, and about 30% for =" and =-. The fitted values for the mass M(E (1690)7)=1.6899 GeV /c?,
M(Z (1690)")=1.6902 GeV/c?, M(Z (1820)7)=1.8229 GeV/c? and M(E (1820)*)=1.8231 GeV/c?, as
well as the determined width of the reconstructed resonances are consistent with the input values given in

[L]].

By comparing the two procedures used in the analyzes, it is shown that the reconstruction efficiency of
the final selected sample is higher for the sequential fitting procedure while the corresponding purity
is lower than the purity achieved with the full tree fit. Nevertheless, it has to be taken into account,
that the first presented analysis is using [MC]information during the particles selection. Therefore, the
achieved numbers are not directly comparable. Looking onto the evaluated resolutions and the quality of
the selected events shows that the results for both analysis strategies are comparable. The discussion
above leads to the conclusion that for the analysis of the shown reaction channel the full decay tree fitting
procedure would be preferable.

The presented physics channel will be part of the so-called “phase one” physics program of
For this phase the luminosity achieved at the Will be £ =1-103" cm=2s~!. With the assumed
cross section of 1ub for each of the considered final states E" A K~ and =~ A K* and the reconstruction
efficiency of 5.4 % and 5.5 % one expects 38,500 events to be reconstructed per day of running. This
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corresponds to about 15 days of data taking to collect data with the size of the reconstructed sample.

5.6 Summary

For the feasibility study of the reactions pp — Z A K and pp — Z~ A K* two analysis strategies
were presented. The first analysis was based on the sequential fit procedures so fare mostly used in
analyzes, while the second analysis was based on a full decay tree fit, newly introduced in
the PandaRoot framework. Two different data sets, containing 10 million generated events each, were
analyzed. Both data sets are consisting of 50% =" A K~ and 50% =~ A K* events. A fraction of
80% resonance content and 20% continuum content is chosen. For both samples a beam momentum
of py = 4.6 GeV/c, corresponding to a center-of-mass energy about 320 MeV above the E" A K" and

about 100 MeV above the ' = (1820)™ production threshold has been chosen. Because the production
is close to threshold, only lower partial waves contribute to the angular distribution. Since there are no
theoretical predictions or experimental data available, an isotropic angular distribution was chosen. But
the reconstruction efficiency for the angular distributions in the center-of-mass system can be deduced
from, e.g. the reconstructed = polar angle in the center-of-mass system.

For the analysis using the sequential fitting procedure, an ideal [PID] algorithm was used. This al-
gorithm uses information which are based on the[MC|information of the final state particles. After the
final state particle selection, a reconstruction efficiency between 61% and 87% is achieved depending on
the particle species and their production point. The main analysis strategy is to reconstruct the composite
state particle, namely A, A, 2~ and §+, by combining the daughter particles starting with the final state
particles. Different fits, like a vertex fit and various kinematic fits, are performed on the reconstructed
composite state particles to select the candidate with the highest probability for being part of the true
signal. At the final stage of the analysis, all reconstructed candidates are combined to the E AK
state, and to the 2~ A K" state in the charge conjugate case. A vertex fit is performed on the resulting
candidates, to assure that all particles of the system are coming from the same origin. In the next step a
kinematic fit with 4-momentum constraint is performed on the vertex fitted candidates to match to the
initial four-momentum of the pp system. Candidates with a fit probability of less than 1% in both fits are
rejected.

Since the results of this fit shows candidates which are passing the cut criteria but have momenta not
matching the kinematically allowed region, an additional cut on the daughter masses has to be introduced.
With this analysis strategy a reconstruction efficiency of about 8% for the Z" A K~ and about 9% for the
Z~ A K* sample is achieved with a purity of 95.4%.

However, this analysis has revealed various problems in the fit routines of the PndKinFitter implemented
in Therefore, another analysis using a different fitting scheme is performed.

The second analysis uses a full decay tree fit procedure. This full decay tree fit is performed with
the DecayTreeFitter implemented in PandaRoot. Different from the other analysis, no [PID|information
is used for the selection of the final state particles. The achieved reconstruction efficiencies for those
particles are between 68% and 89%. For the reconstruction of the composite state particles, again, the
daughter particles are combined. In this analysis, only a cut on the mass window is applied to the selected
candidates. This cut rejects those candidates which have a mass far from the nominal particle mass, so
that the combinatorial background is reduced. After the coarse selection the composite particles are
combined to the = A K~ and - A K* system. To the resulting candidates the full decay tree fit is
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performed. Candidates having a fit probability less than 0.01% are rejected. An additional cut on the fit
status is applied to assure that the decay tree fit has converged for the final selected candidates. For the
final sample a reconstruction efficiency of 5.4% for " A K™ and 5.5% for =~ A K* is achieved. The
purity of both samples is 97.7%.

According to the issues of the PndKinFitter used for the sequential fitting procedure and the promising
results achieved with the DecayTreeFitter, the full decay tree fit would be preferred as procedure for
the analysis of futuredata. Assuming the luminosity £ = 1- 103 cm™2s~! at phase one of the
experiment and including the evaluated reconstruction efficiencies from the full decay tree fit,
one expects about 38,500 reconstructed events per day. Therefore, a sample comparable in size to the
reconstructed sample could be collected within 15 days of running.

For the study of the hadronic background the same algorithms were used, as for both analyzes. In
both cases, out of 100 million generated background events no event survives the applied cuts. This
non-observation of background events corresponds on the 90% confidence level to 2.3 events. Assuming
a signal cross section of o = 1ub and cross section of opg = 50 mb for the background, a lower
limit for the signal-to-background ratio and the signal significance can be estimated. Focusing on the
analysis using the full decay tree fit, the signal-to-background ratio is estimated to be S/B > 19.1 for
Z AK and S /B > 19.5 for 2= A K*. Taking the correct ratio between the cross sections into ac-
count, the lower limit for the signal significance is S i > 513 for T AK andforE- AK*"to S sig > 507,

The presented work demonstrates that the experimental study of the process pp — Z A K and
pp — 2~ A K7, including also the production of resonant baryon states, is feasible with the
detector. Since the decay tree includes six final state particles, the limiting factor on the efficiency of the
reconstruction is the combined acceptance of those final state particles. However, the topology of the
decay provides a significant background suppression. To reduce the model dependency, a second study
of events generated with a different background generator, as well as the study of, e.g. the reaction pp
—p p K™ K" 7* 77, could be considered. But both studies are beyond the scope of the present work.

Since the tracking algorithms in are not suitable for displaced vertices, a future study could also
include the effect of a more realistic tracking algorithm. As soon as realistic tracking algorithms, includ-
ing also displaced vertices, are available this study should be redone. Since there are no experimental
data or theoretical predictions to the angular distribution of the signal events available, this study assumed
a uniform phase space distribution. But in the presented studies the reconstruction efficiency for the
angular distribution of the Z" in the center-of-mass frame could be determined. First investigations on
the angular distributions by focusing only on specific resonances are presented in the following chapter.
The analysis using the sequential fit procedure, shows critical issues for the kinematic fit algorithms
implemented in PandaRoot. The origin of those issues is still not understood and needs some more
investigations.
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CHAPTER 6

Partial Wave Analysis

As discussed in Section [2.2.2] the excited states of = baryons are not well investigated. Therefore, not
much information is available on the quantum numbers of the resonance states.

The is a toolkit to extract complex amplitudes of a certain process from experimental data to
investigate the dynamics of the process. Figure [6.1| shows an example of a such a process. If the process
is dominated by resonances, the gives the possibility to determine the mass and width of the
resonances as well as their spin and parity. In this thesis, the [PArtial Wave Interactive ANalysis Sofware]

PAWIAN)|package [[139] is used.

This chapter introduces the formalism and methods used in the and presents the first results
on the possibility to determine the J¥ quantum numbers for Z resonances produced in pp collisions.

2.

T T~

p K

Figure 6.1: Schematic diagram of the process pp — " A K. The pink ellipse denotes the dynamics to be
investigated.

6.1 Antiproton Proton Collisions

In general, there are two ways to study inelastic reactions in the pp entrance channel: the case where the
pp system is at rest, meaning that the relative momentum of the pp system is zero, or the case where the
pp system is "in-flight". Since in this thesis final states including a baryon-antibaryon pair are studied,
the focus will be on the pp system "in-flight". For the process pp — A K™, the production of the final
states require a center-of-mass energy of /s > 2.93 GeV, which corresponds to an antiproton momentum
of ps > 3.5GeV/c. In the study presented in Chapter E], an antiproton momentum of 4.6 GeV/c was
chosen, which corresponds to a center-of-mass energy of +/s = 3.25GeV. Since the chosen beam
momentum corresponds to a /s that is about 300 MeV above the production threshold of the final state
particles, the number of contributing angular momentum states increases. Furthermore, due to the higher
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center-of-mass energy, one or more resonances with higher masses compared to their ground state can be
produced.

The inelastic reaction of antiproton and proton is a strong process and therefore conserves all quantum
numbers of the initial state. Here, the most important quantum numbers are the P, C, and G parity, which
are related to the quantum numbers L,S and I as followed:

o P=(-1)-(-DF
e C = (_1)L+S
e G = (_1)L+S+I

Here, for the P parity a fermion antifermion system is considered. By convention the parity of a fermion
is P = 1 while an antifermion has parity P = (—1). Therefore, the quark has positive parity while
the antiquark has negative parity [1]. Since the parity is a multiplicative quantum number, the parity
of a composite systems is derived from the product of all its constituents. For ground state (L = 0)
baryons and antibaryons, this leads to Pgaryon = 13 =1and Pantibaryon = (-1)°> = —1. The parity for
baryon which are not in the ground state (L > 0) depends on the angular momentum and is given as
P = Py - (=1)t, where Py is the parity of baryon or antibaryon in the ground state. The C parity is only
defined for a particle or system which is its own antiparticle, meaning that particle and antiparticle are
indistinguishable. The G parity is a generalization of the C parity which also includes the isospin partners
of neutral unflavored mesons. The inelastic process of pp into three final state particles is illustrated
in Figure [6.2] The shown scheme is indenpendent of whether the final state is purely mesonic [[140]
or x; and x; are baryon and antibaryon(c.c)). An empirical approach, called the isobar model, is used
for the mathematical description of the process. It assumes that the final state is reached by a chain of
subsequent two-body reaction, but without rescattering with any other particle. The spins of antiproton
and proton which have an orbital angular momentum L, couple to a total spin of either § =0 or S = 1.
The z-component of the spin is A = A5 — A,,, where the flight direction is defined as the quantization axis.
Since the isospin for both the proton and antiproton is 1/2, respectively, the isospin of the pp system is
either O or 1.

Like it is shown in Figure[6.2] the antiproton and proton form an intermediate state with the quantum
numbers JFC, decaying subsequently into a resonance and a recoil particle. The resulting two-body
system can be described by the production angles of the resonances, as well as the quantum numbers
[ and s. In a second step, the resonance decays again into two-body system with quantum numbers
and s’, and the corresponding production angles. In addition to the conservation of angular momentum,
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Figure 6.2: Illustration of the resonance production in the pp inelastic processes for the specific case that x; and x,
are baryon and antibaryon. Here, the isobar model is used. Image from [140].
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6.1 Antiproton Proton Collisions

electromagnetic charge, and four-momentum, the isospin, as well as P, C, and G parity have to be
conserved. Therefore, the initial states of the pp system are defining the basis for the description of the
total amplitude.

6.1.1 Initial States

The possible quantum number combinations for the JC system can be calculated from the values of P
and C parity, and using the law for the angular momentum coupling

J=L+S,L+S-1,...,|[L-S] 6.1)

For the spin singlet (S = 0) Equation leads to J = L, while for the spin triplet (S = 1) two different
cases have to be taken into account. As mentioned before, the flight direction of the antiproton is equal to
the quantization axis which implies that L is orthogonal to the z-direction, L, = 0. Therefore, it is J, = A.
Since the Clebsch-Gordon coeflicient (LL,S A|JJ;) = (J010|JO) is vanishing, only two spin directions
A = +1 are possible for the combination of S = 1 and J = L. In contrast, for§ =landJ=L+1,1=0
is also possible. Table|6.1{summarizes the pp initial states up to J = 6. P and C are the parity values for
the pp system and are calculated as explained in the previous paragraph.

Table 6.1: Antiproton-proton initial states up to J = 6. The possible quantum numbers for the J*C intermediate
states are given in the form ®S*VL;. Adopted from [140].

J  Singlet JP€ Triplet Jre Triplet ~ JFC
A1=0 A==+1 A1=0,«1
0 ISO 0 3P0 ot
I T R & 1+ 3§1,°Dy 17
2 lDz 2-t 3D2 27" 3P2, 3F2 2t
3 1F3 3+ 3F3 3+ 3D3, 3G3 37"
4 1G4 4+ 3G, 4= 3F43Hy 4%
5 1Hs 5t 3Hs 5t 3G5, 315 5~
6 116 6=t 3[(, 67~ 3H(,, 3J6 6t
For the description of the partial wave amplitude, the formation of the J©C intermediate state has to be

taken into account. Otherwise, the elements of the spin density matrices, described in Section [6.4] would
not fulfill the required symmetry. With the helicity formalism (see Sec. [6.2), it is possible to include
the JFC states by splitting the possible LS combinations. The momentum of the antiproton defines the
maximum value of the angular momentum Lp,,x and therefore the number of contributing amplitudes. A
good approximation for the Ly, is given by truncating or rounding [[141]:

cms

Pp

_ 2
200MeV/c’ ©.2)

Linax =
where p%ms is the antiproton momentum in the center-of-mass frame.

Since endothermic reactions are investigated in this study, the maximum orbital angular momentum is
determined by the mass of the final states.
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Chapter 6 Partial Wave Analysis

6.1.2 Conservation of J¥¢

Since the C parity is only defined for a particles which is its own antiparticle, for the production of a =~
and E pair in a pp reaction, all initial states with C = +1 are possible. Due to the L. dependence of the
parity, both values P = 1 and P = —1 are possible for the baryon and antibaryon system. The conservation
of parity and C parity leads to the fact, that the angular distributions for unpolarized antiproton beam and
target proton need to show several symmetries.

In the following, the reaction pp — 1 + 2 + R is considered, where 1 and 2 are two produced particles,
and R is any assembly of particles. Due to the conservation of parity, for the intensity it is [[142]:

W(lyEla ®1727 E2a ®27 ¢) = W(lyEla ®1727 E2a ®27 _¢)’ (63)

where E; is the energy of particle i, ®; is the angle of particle i relative to the antiproton direction, and ¢
is the azimuth angle of particle 2 relative to the production plane defined by the antiproton and particle 1.
The conservation of the C parity introduces an additional symmetry:

W (1,E1, 0152, E, 0,¢) = W (1, E1,n — 0132, Eg,m = @, — ¢). (6.4)
For the production of a resonance and a recoil particle in reactions like pp — ZTE*~ and pp — Z*TE~
(R means "‘zero particles"” in the reaction type mentioned above) Equation (6.4)) implies only a mirror
symmetry. Applying CP to the final states results in

W(l,E,01;2,E,0,,¢) = W(LEIJT —01;2,Ey,m— Oy, + ¢)- (6.5)
In case of a decaying particle in its rest frame, the conservation of parity leads to the relation [[143]:
W(O,0)=Wr-0,7+¢), (6.6)

where © and ¢ are related to any quantization axis.

6.2 Helicity Formalism

Due to the transformation properties of the angular momentum states, the decay of particles with certain
spin shows characteristic angular distributions. In order to describe the amplitudes of a reaction, which
are depending on the production angle, various spin formalism are available [141]]. There are three basic
spin formalism types having different advantages and disadvantages. Since the helicity formalism is
often used for spectroscopy experiments, the helicity formalism is used in this thesis. This formalism
describes the particle according to its helicity and the particle spin is quantized parallel to the particle’s
direction of motion. The helicity of a particle is defined as A = S P/ | pl-

In this section, an overview of the helicity formalism will be given. Therefore, only the most important
equations are shown here. For further information, the reader can consult for example [[143]].

A particle at rest can be described by | jm ) where j is the particle spin and m the spin projection
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6.2 Helicity Formalism

to a given axis. A rotation around the Euler angles a, 8 and 7y using the operator R leads to [[144]:

D Lm' YD, (@ B.y) (6.7)

R(a.B.y)

Zl jml >e—in'ad’j1'1,m (ﬁ) e—im’y (68)
m’

For the definition of df;l . the reader can consult [1]. The particle state with momentum 7 is obtained by
applying a Lorentz transformation L, to the particle at rest. This transformation includes two rotations.
In the first step, the rest frame is rotated so that the z-axis is equal to the direction of the momentum p.
Subsequently, a Lorentz boost along the z-axis is applied. In the last step, the system is rotated to match
the original orientation of the coordinate axes [[143]:

| 7, jm) =R (4,0,0) LR (4,0,0)| jm ) (6.9)

In the helicity frame, the second rotation is not applied. Therefore, the quantization axis of the spin is
parallel to the direction of the momentum.

| g, Am ) = L.R(¢,0,0)] jd ) (6.10)

Since the quantization axis is parallel to the flight direction of the particle and the new obtained y-axis is
directed perpendicular to the production plane 77 = 7 X j, A is equal to the given definition of the helicity.
In a two body decay of a particle, X — a + b, the state of the decay products a and b can be described
by the direction of the decay axis and the corresponding helicities A,, A5 (| ¢ © A, 4 )) or the quantum
numbers [ and s (| $ ® [ s )). Since the decaying particle has spin J, the coupling of the decay products to
the state with quantum numbers JM can be written as

2J+1
4r

(6© X1 TMAA,) = Dy 61,0000 6.11)
where Ay, = A, — 4 [144]]. According to [[143]], Equation (6.11)) can be written in terms of the quantum
numbers / and s as

;o 2l1+1
<J M lsl-]M/la/lb> = m (105 Aap|J Aap) {SadaSp — AplSAap) S 57 Omm: - (6.12)

xT

Figure 6.3: Definition of angles in the (a) canonical and (b) helicity formalism. Image from [143].

105



Chapter 6 Partial Wave Analysis

Here, s, and s; denote the spin of the particles a and b, respectively. The normalization of the relations is
given by:

I
~

Z | TMA A, Y TMALA, | (6.13)

JMA, A

I
~

Z | TMls ) { JMls |
JMls

(6.14)

In the next step, the helicity amplitude will be deduced. Therefore, the reaction a + b — ¢ + d is
considered. If particle a is moving along the z-axis of the center-of-mass system, the invariant transition

amplitude can be written as
= @m? = ($© 244 |T] 002, (6.15)
PcPa

where T is the transition operator, /s the center-of-mass energy, and p the particle momentum [143]).
Since the quantum numbers J¥C have to be conserved, the amplitude has to be expanded according to
JMLS Is. Therefore, | JMA,Ap ) and | JM A A, ) are fully included and Equation is applied to
(¢© 2cAa|T]00,15) Which leads to:

(60 044 |T]00252) = (¢ © AcAulTMAAa) (IMAcAg | T TMAGA, ) (TM A 25100205)

1 R
= ZJ: @7 + D{Acda || 2ads) DY, (9.0,0). (6.16)

For the second line of Equation (6.16) the relation D’* W= M DJ v B D'* v R [140] is used. In the
next step, | JMls ) and | JMLS ) are 1ncluded and Equation (6.12) is applied, which leads to:

o 21+ 1
(Qea|T) 2o = "\ 57 100l o) Cseesa = Aalsiea)
Is

2L +1
X 3 A5 0S Aash ) (5udas = A41S Aan)
x (IMis|T/| JMLS ). 6.17)

<J Mls |f“] | J MLS> is the partial wave amplitude and contains free parameters, which have to be fitted.
The amplitude of a resonance which decays according to X; — a + b is given in analogy to Equa-

tions (6.13) and (6.16) [143]]:
A :47T\/g<¢®/la/lb IM|JM) (6.18)

= 47r\/g<¢®/la/lb|JM/la/lb) (IMA 6 \M| IM) (6.19)

2J+1 .
=\ ™ ———F} D, ¢.0,0) (6.20)
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where F /Jla . is the helicity amplitude given as

Fﬁuﬁ,, = 4n \/g (UM A IMIIM) . (6.21)

Rewriting Equation (6.21) in the /s basis leads to

20+1
Fl ., = Z‘ \ 577 (105 Aaphd ) CSaasy = Aplsia). (6.22)
N

where

al =4n \/E (IM A, M| TM) (6.23)
‘ p

is the partial wave amplitude.

For the fit of the amplitudes a weighting function w is needed. This weighting function can be de-
veloped in the same way as the helicity amplitude. The weighting function w is proportional to the cross
section with the difference that w has no description of the phase space.

The helicities of the antiproton and proton are included into the weighting function as incoherent sum.
Here, an alternative description of w according to [145]] is chosen, including also A and S in the incoherent

=[S [ St o [Satf oS af

For a consistent notation, the previous used nomenclature is chosen for the description of w. Equa-
tion (6.24) includes already the results of the Clebsch-Gordan coupling for the pp system. Beside the
production pp — X” (= a) + b and the decay of the resonance X’ — ¢ + d, described by Equations
to (6.22), for the weighting function additional factors are needed which are [[140]:

e sum over all resonances and pp isospins
e sum over all helicities
e Clebsch-Gordon couplings for all isospins

e a factorization of <JM Is ‘f"’

JMLS > in a resonance independet part aigc and a production part aﬁ,

o the barrier factor B; for the production and a dynamic function Fy, e.g. a Breit-Wiegner parameter-
ization, which is depending /'
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Chapter 6 Partial Wave Analysis

This leads to the expression [[140]:

2L+ 1 pc .
EDNEINCERDY w/mais (LOSAJA) D" o (1)
SA JPC L X 1
X (L Ly Ip I |10>Z ZDJ* (¢,©,0) Z ,/Zl—“a"Bl(«/E M, mp)
z Z < A A,b N7 ~ 2J + 1 Is ’ ’
b ‘

Aa
X Lelelalizllala) VAT 2sg + D) )" Y DY (¢/,€/,0)
Aq

X <lOS/lab|]/lab> <sa/lasb - /lb|S/lab>)
Ae

[2U +1 ' s ’
X [IZ 25, + 1CZIS,“S,F1f (mg, me, mg) <l 05" Acdlsa, /lcd> <Sc/lcs4 — Aals /lcd>]
/S/

2

(6.25)

6.3 Barrier Factors

In the following, the decay of a resonance with mass M into particles with mass m; and m, respectively,
is considered. In a two body decay the transferred momentum is given by [1]]

\/[MZ —(m + mz)z] [m2 —(m - m2)2]
oM '

q= (6.26)
In analogy to Ly, in Section|[6.1] the maximum value for the orbital angular momentum in the decay
is defined by the transferred momentum. If the sum mass of the decay products m; + m, is only little
smaller than the resonance mass M, high orbital angular momenta are not contributing in the decay of the
resonance. The phase space dependence is accounted by the barrier factors [[141]]

ol

Fi(@)=F; (x = (6.27)

CIscale) %) ’h;l) (x)‘z s
where q is the momentum of the daughter particles in the center-of-mass frame at any mass of the parent
resonance. h;l) is the spherical Hankel function of the first order. The dimension of the variable ggcqpe is
that of a momentum. ggcq1e iS depending on a certain interaction radius R. For decays of light mesons, for
example, commonly a value of ggcale ® 200 MeV/c or R = 1 fm is used [140]]. Further, Equation is
normalized by

Fi(gg — L (6.28)
q—scale
For [ = 0, 1 the barrier factor is written as
Fo(z) =1 (6.29)
2
F1@) = | —, (6.30)
+1
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6.4 Spin Density Matrix

where the substitution z = x?

resonance by

is used. An additional normalization is applied to the nominal mass of the

Fi(g)
Fi(gr)

where gg is the momentum of each of the daughter particles in the rest frame of the resonance. The
barrier factors have two effects on the cross section: for low invariant masses they cause a distortion in
the line shape of the decay amplitude of the resonance and for high invariant masses a distortion of the
decay amplitude of the parent pp state depending on its J©C quantum numbers.

B (q.qr) = (6.31)

6.4 Spin Density Matrix

6.4.1 Density Matrices

In general, a quantum mechanical state | ¥ ) is described in terms of the eigenvectors | ¢; ) as

W)= cilgi) (6.32)

i

where ¢; = (¢;|¥) are the expansion coefficients for which applies }; |c,-|2 = 1. The eigenstates are
required to be orthogonal and complete, implying the relations

(6;) = 6iyand - X716 Coil=1. (6.33)

For an ensemble of these pure states, it is possible to find a common basis, so that a measurement of this
ensemble always results in the same eigenstate. Nevertheless, there are quantum mechanical systems
which cannot be described by the pure states. The states describing such systems are called mixed
quantum states. These mixed states cannot be represented by Equation (6.32)), but by an incoherent
superposition of pure states [[146]]. A mixed state can be described by the density operator p [146,147]:

p= ZW 1) (B 1= D Waalla | $ue ) (| (6.34)

nm’'m

where W, are the statistical weights. The spin density matrix can be then defined as

= (9ilol 9;) Z Woa"d\" (6.35)

with the following properties:
e pis hermitian: p;; = p;.“j,
e positive semidefinite: p;; > 0 and
o the trace of p is equal to one: tr (p) = 1.

The expectation value of an operator Q is given by

(Q) =1tr(pQ). (6.36)

This implies, that a certain diagonal element of the spin density matrix corresponds to the probability to
measure a specific eigenstate.
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6.4.2 Properties of the Spin Density Matrix

In pp annihilations where the beam and target particles are unpolarized, it is not possible to describe
the spin distribution for the ensemble of produced resonances by a pure state. For this reason, a
[Density Matrix (SDM)|p is used for each kind of particle with a certain spin. The is a complex
n X n matrix with n = 2J + 1 for a given particle spin J. Which values and symmetries the matrix values
have depends on the chosen quantization axis. Since this thesis focuses in the helicity frame, the is
given in helicity frame of the resonances.

Due to parity conservation in the production process of the resonance, the matrix elements fulfill the
symmetry condition [[148]:

Py = (=i P-a (6.37)
Therefore, the matrix elements for S = 0, %, 1 and % have the form
S=0: p=1 (6.38)
1 Ror12 - Jpija-12
S =—": = 6.39
2 ( =3p12-12 Rp1212 (6:39)

Rou P10 P1-1

S=1: p=| pjp FRpeow -pj (6.40)
Rpi-1 —p10 Rpn

Rp3/23/2 P3/21/2 p3-12 Bp3jp-3p
Pipiy Beipip Bpipaip Pniip
p§/2_1/2 _891/2—1/2 %,01/21/2 _p§/21/2
3332 p3p-12 —p3212 Rpsmsp

(6.41)

Since the trace of the SDM]has to be one, it is

1
S = 2Rpi212 =1

5.
1
§=1: 2%P11+%Poo=1=>%911=§'(1—%Poo)
3

1

S = 2Rp3/23/2 +2Rp1212 =1 = Rpipp1p = 3 Rp3/23/2

5
Therefore, the number of independent parameters is 1 for S = %, 4forS =1,and8for S = % Often, only
the diagonal elements of the are needed to determine J* from the measured angular distribution.
This reduces the number of independent parametersto 1 for § = 1and S = % Parity conservation leads
to an additional restriction due to the symmetry relation of the helicity amplitude of J* — a + b [[143]:

Fy ,, = PPaPp (1)) F/, . (6.42)

The differential cross section of a reaction a+b — ¢ + X with X — e + f can be expressed in terms of
the According to [[143]] and [|149], the intensity distribution w7 (6, @) is obtained by integrating
over all variables, except the decay angles of the resonance in its center-of-mass system. The intensity
distribution is written as

WJ(9,¢):(2J+1)

> D, @.6.-0) pu DL, 6.6,-9)g (6:43)
AV A Af
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: J o .
with p of the resonance X. g ety 18 defined as [[143|:
I~ | dmK F’ 2 6.44
Jaa; ™ mK (m) \Fy a, (6.44)

where K (m) is the mass-dependent part of the cross section. Since this thesis focuses on the Z (1690)~
and E (1820)7, both resonances decaying into A K™, the intensity distributions for spin § = 1/2 and
S = 3/2 particles are shown in the following. Starting with the intensity distribution for a resonance with
S =1/2 decaying into an § = 1/2 and an § = 0 particle [150]:

- 1 . .

where C is a constant value. With the trace condition 2p1/21/2 = 1, Equation (6.45)) can be written as

- 1 o
‘,Vf—l/2 (9’ ¢) o E {1 - 25p1/2_1/2 sin 8 sin ¢} . (646)

For a resonance with § = 3/2 decaying intoa S = 1/2 and a S = 0 particle, the intensity distribution is
[149]:

_ 2
V3
%p3/2 12 sin 26 cos ¢} . (6.47)

%p3/2 -1/2 sin2 6 cos 2¢

_ 1 ) 1 1
W/=32(9, ¢) o - {P3/23/2 sin? 6 + (5 —P3/23/2) (g + cos? 9)

2
V3

Integration over ¢ gives then:
J=1/2 1
w (COS 9) = Epl/zl/z (6.48)

- . 1 1
W/ (cos 0) = p3ja3/2 sin” 0 + (5 ~ P32 3/2) (§ + cos” 9) (6.49)

In case of a resonance with S = 3/2 the fit will give access to only three of the eight free parameters.

6.5 Methods

Beside the formulation of the cross section and the amplitudes, the partial wave analysis also includes
several mathematical approaches, like the minimization of a likelihood function. In addition, statistical
approaches like error calculations as well as the visualization of the results are needed. In this subsection,
an overview on those methods is given.

Likelihood Function

A typical optimization procedure is a fit to measured data by the variation of free parameters. The
most common method is the least square method. In the least square method, the sum of the squared
residuals — the difference between the measured data and the fit — is minimized, taking into account their
errors. Since the description of frequency distributions requires that events are binned, meaning that
the entries have to be filled in discrete cells, the least square method is not applicable in partial waves
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analyzes. Therefore, a method called maximum-likelihood method, is used in which the fit function is a
normalized probability distribution assigning a probability p; to each event. Subsequently, the product of
all probabilities

L= ]_[ pi (6.50)

is maximized. Since neither the phase space factor nor the reconstruction efficiency are included in the
weighting function w, they must be taken into account in the likelihood function. The function used in

the PAWTAN]is [[140]:

(N—a)z] . w (7. @)
o< N!- — . , 6.51
Lot e |- U ToGawmema @0

where N is the number of events, § the normalization, 7 the phase space coordinates, i.e. invariant
masses and decay angles, @ the fit parameters, w (7, @) the weighting function which has to be fitted,
€ (7) the reconstruction efficiency including detector acceptance, and p (7) the phase space factor. The
normalization is given by

ezN-fw(r’a)p(V)s(?)dr=N-w (6.52)

[P e@®adr
and leads in combination with the exponential function in Equation (6.51)) to an average weight of @ = 1
after the maximization. Often, the parameterization of p and € is not trivial. Therefore, Equation (6.52)) is
obtained by the number of generated and reconstructed events which are phase space distributed, also
called Monte-Carlo-Integration [140]]. This leads to:

N MI‘CCO
0~ 37— ; w. (6.53)

A similar approximation can be done for the likelihood function in Equation (6.5T). Here, the substitutions

w (7, @) —Q; - w (7, @) (6.54)

N
N = Z 0; (6.55)
i=1

can be used, which keeps the weighting of the events.

In the following the logarithm is applied to Equation (6.51)) to avoid problems in the calculation of the
product for large numbers. In order to use the standard minimization algorithms, in addition, a negative
sign is introduced. This leads to the [Negative Log-Likelihood function (NLL)used in PAWIAN}

N
NLL=1IIn L=~ In(w(%a)- Q)
i=1

N Mieco 2.~ 2
%'[Z Qi}[—Z":le(”’a) -1] . (6.56)
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Here, additive constants are neglected, since they do not affect the minimization.

Minimization

[PAWTAN]| makes use of the minimization software package [MINUIT2] which is a newer version of
[151]. The algorithm used in is based on the method developed by
Fletcher and Powell [152]. This method is based on the Newton method and is intended to determine
iteratively the local minimum of a function f (x1, x2, ..., x,) of various variables ¥ = (x1,...,x,). In
each step of iteration the gradient g; (x;) = 6 f/6x; has to be fully determined. This is not the case for the
Hesse-Matrix G;; = 52 f/6x;0x; nor the covariance matrix H = G~ ! In afirst step an approximation or
even the identity matrix is is chosen as matrix H which is modified after each iteration. In each iteration,
a line search along the direction

|s'y=-H'lg") (6.57)

is performed to obtain a @' that minimizes the function F (l XY+alst )). At the end of each iteration a
case differentiation is done and H is corrected according to [[153]]:

i 160 HIY )Y H

H™*!' =H ak 6.58
BT o) of (6.58)

‘ 1YY I\ il 1Y 168 |
HH =1 - =227 |Hg'|1 - — — 6.59
( o) ) ( Ve )+ T (0:39)

where |6 Y =a|s)and |y ) =g (l XY +]6 )) -g (l x )). The Hesse-Matrix H should then converge
to the correct error matrix [151]]. If the [Estimated Distance to Minimum (EDM)|is smaller than a certain
threshold value EDM = || s' )|, the minimization is stopped. In that case, the full Hesse-Matrix is
calculated and the algorithm checks the break condition again to decide if the fit has converged or not.

Selection Criteria

To determine the cross section, the contributing resonances, production and decay amplitudes must be
specified. Beside these physically relevant contributions, also an unphysical extension of a model will
lead to a better fit result. Therefore, it is necessary to compare the consistency of the data and the fit with
the complexity of the used model. Several techniques which can be used to determine the contributions
to the cross section. Since the information criteria [Akaike information criterion (AIC)|and [Bayesian|
[information criterion (BIC)|are used in this thesis, this paragraph focuses on these two criteria, while
only a short overview on the other criteria is given.

The [AIC| [154] is based on the [Kullback-Leibler (KL)| divergence

1(f,g) = f f(x)ln[f ) ]dx. (6.60)

480

It describes the information lost, if model g is used as an approximation of model f. In general, f is
unknown so that / (f, g) cannot be used directly. But it is possible to determine a relative divergence
for different g which lead to

AIC = —21n (£ (7)) + 2K (6.61)
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where £ is the maximized likelihood and K the number of free parameters. This definition implies, that
the model with the smallest [AIC] value is preferred. The[AIC]is meant for a high number of data points n
with respect to K. If n is small compared to K, a corrected criterion

2K (K +1
AIC, = AIC + K&+ D (6.62)
n-K-1

should be used. Since individual AIC are not interpretable, because they contain arbitrary constants, it is
better to rescale the to [154])
A; = AIC; — AlCin (6.63)

to compare or rank the candidate hypotheses or models. According to this rescaling, the preferred model
has A = 0, while all other models will have positive values. In order to assess the relative merit the
following rules are often used [[154]:

e A; < 2: model is supported
e 4 < A; <7: model has less support

e A; > 10: model is not supported

Another model selection criterion is the [BIC] developed by Schwarz et al. [I55]). It is based on the
likelihood function and closely related to the

BIC = -2In (L) + Klog (n). (6.64)

After the BIC| for each model is calculated, the model with the smallest[BIC] value is chosen as the most
preferable. Analogue to Equation (6.63)), the difference between the smallest[BIC] value to all other values
is defined as

APIC€ = BIC; - BIC yin. (6.65)

With this difference, it is possible to define a posterior model probability
exp (%A?IC)
S, exp (407

pi= (6.66)

assuming the prior model probabilities to be all 1/R [[156]]. A high probability does not necessarily mean,
that the corresponding model is the true model. The Bayesian posterior model probability is rather a
inferred probability for the quasi-true model in the set of models [154]]. Since the [BIC|is asymptotically
consistent, for an infinite number of data points, the true model will be selected by the criterion, if the
true model is included in the set of models.

The sole use of the leads to underfitting, while the sole application of the leads to over-
fitting. This means, that the addition of free parameters has more impact on the value than on the
value. Therefore, for the model selection, there are two scenarios. If and [BIC have the same
trend for the compared models, the better hypothesis can be selected directly. In some cases, the trends
for and are different. For example, assuming two models A and B, it may happen that model A
will be preferred by the whereas the [AIC] would prefer model B. In this case, good experiences has
been made with a model selection based on the sum of [AIC| and BIC|[157]. Here, the model with the
smallest value for §; = AIC; + BIC; is preferred.
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6.6 Determination of J¥ for Z(1690)~ and = (1820)~

One of the most commonly used hypothesis tests in particle physics is the [Likelthood Ratio Test|
It compares the goodness of fit of two statistical models: the null hypothesis against an alternative
hypothesis. For this purpose, the ratio of the likelihood of both models is calculated, which provides a
measure of how many times a model is more likely than the other. Since the [LRT|requires a model to
be nested this hypothesis test is not used in this thesis. Assuming two models 1 and 2, then model 1 is
nested in model 2 if the parameters of model 1 are a subset of the parameters of model 2.

Other methods to compare and select models are the Minimum Description Length, the cross-validation,
and the bayesian model selection as well as various techniques based on the like the Most of
these methods need a high amount of computing power.

6.6 Determination of J¥ for = (1690)” and = (1820)"

According to the analyzes presented in Section first steps toward the of 2 A K~ as final
state of the strong interaction are presented in this section. Beside the investigation on pp — E AK-
including one of the = resonances, Z(1690)~ or Z(1820)", data samples containing also a so-called
crossed channel are investigated. Crossed channel means, that an additional reaction channel is included
which contains a A resonance decaying into E K meaning that the reaction path is pp — A A.

6.6.1 Event Generation

[PAWTAN] gives the possibility to generate events based on a user-defined decay model or on fit results
obtained with real data. The former method is used to generate events for the reaction pp — BN
K™. As for the generated samples in Section a beam momentum of p; = 4.6 GeV/c is chosen.
As already mentioned in Section[6.1.1] the number of contributing amplitudes depends on the number
of contributing orbital angular momentum states Lp,x which depends on the beam momentum in the
center-of-mass frame. According to Equation (6.2), a beam momentum of p; = 4.6 GeV/c corresponds
to Lmax = 6. But as already discussed, in the case of an endothermic reaction with a baryon antibaryon
pair in the final state Ly, is determined by the final state. The chosen beam momentum corresponds
to a center-of-mass energy of /s = 3.25 GeV. This leads to a momentum in the center-of-mass frame
of pem =& 600 MeV/c for Z(1690)™ and of pey, = 410MeV/c for = (1820)™. Therefore, the maximum
orbital angular momentum is Ly,x = 3 for E(1690)™ and Ly.x = 2 for Z(1690)". Higher Ly« values
as well as the generation and fit of high statistic samples need a high amount of computing time and
resources. Due to time limitations, only Ly,x = 0 and Ly,x = 1 as well as sample containing 3,000
events are chosen in this study. Beside Lp,x the event generator also need certain parameters for the
event generation. These parameters are mainly the mass and the width of the resonances as well as
the magnitude and phase of all possible initial LS combinations for the pp system. For this,[PAWIAN]|
provides the possibility to generate a parameter file with so-called default parameters, which is used in
this study. Another option is to generate a set of random parameters.

In general, three kinds of data sets are generated. As described in Section[6.5] the normalization of the
fit is done by a Monte-Carlo-Integration. Therefore, the first kind of data sets consist of phase space
distributed events. The second kind of data sets includes a = and a = resonance, i.e. pp — E = (1690)~
and pp — e (1820)~. In addition to the single = resonance, in the third kind of data sets, the reaction
pp — A (1890)A is included. Since there are neither experimental data nor theoretical predictions, the
yields of the = resonance and A (1890) are assumed to be equal. Table 6.2 summarizes the properties of
the generated data sets used in this analysis.
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Table 6.2: Properties of the generated data sets for this analysis.

Data set Reaction Number of Events  Lp.x
1 10,000 0
2 o+ 10,000 1
3 PP—EAK 100,000 0
4 100,000 1
5 pp — 2 =(1690) 3,000 0
6 pp — = =(1690) 3,000 1
7 pp — = =(1820) 3,000 0
8 pp — = =(1820) 3,000 1

p — = =(1690)
? Ei — A (1890) A 30,000 !
o PP =" 2(1820)" 30,000 0

pp — A (1890) A

6.6.2 Determination of Quantum Numbers

One of the questions to be answered in this study is whether it is possible to determine the quantum
numbers of the Z resonances with[PAWIAN] Therefore, for each kind of data set (data set 5-10), samples
with different hypotheses for the quantum numbers (1/2%,1/27,3/2%,3/27) for E(1690)” and E (1820)~,
respectively, have been generated. The choice of quantum numbers is motivated by the estimation from
[1]. Here, for Z(1690)~ J* = 1/2* is chosen. For = (1820)" there is an indication for J* = 3/2~ from
experimental data.

The individual generated data sample is then fitted, successively, with all mentioned hypotheses. For
example, in the reaction pp — ' s (1690)~ the = (1690) is generated with hypothesis 1/2" and fitted
subsequently with the hypotheses 1/2*, 1/27, 3/2*, and 3/2~. Afterward, the results are compared by
determining AAIC (Eq. [6.63), ABIC (Eq. [6.65) and AIC + BIC. Since there is no relation between the
selection criteria, AIC and BIC, and the conventional significance, here, AAIC is as taken as a measure
for the significance. This selection method is already described in Section [6.5]

To fit the model to the data, start values for the parameters are necessary. As already mentioned in
Section[6.6.1] within the software package, it is possible to create a parameter file with random parameter
values. To avoid a bias in the fit, this method is used to generate random start parameters for each fit.
Beforehand, the influence of different start parameters on the fit result was studied. The obtained results
showed that the choice of the start parameters does not affect the fit results, significantly, as long as the
global minimum of the [NLL]is found.

For the performed fit only the relative phases are important. For this reason, one phase of the pp spin
singlet, e.g. JP¢€ = 07*, L = § = 0, and one phase of the pp spin triplet, e.g. J°C = 0**, L =1,5 =1,
have to be fixed [[140].

Since the magnitudes of the pp amplitudes are open to the fit, it is necessary to fix one production
amplitude for the resonance production [[157]]. Furthermore, the amplitude for the resonance decay, i.e.
=* into A K~ and A (1890) into £ K, has to be fixed.
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Table 6.3: Results of the different generated and fitted hypotheses for Z (1690)". The maximal orbital angular
momentum is set to Ly, = 0.

generated  fit

. . NLL BIC AIC ABIC AAIC AIC+BIC Ny
hypothesis  hypothesis P

1/2* -3,989.3 -7,930.5 -7,966.5 0 0 -15,897.0 6

12+ 1/27 -3,970.3 -7,893.7 -7,929.8 36.8 36.7 -15,823.5 6

3/2* -3,963.3 -7,862.6 -79106 679 559  -15,773.2 8

3/27 -3,928.9 -7,793.8 -7,841.9 136.7 124.6  -15,645.7 8

1/2* -4,010.9 -7,973.7 -8,009.7 769 772  -159834 6

1/2- 1/2~ -4,049.4 -8,050.6 -8,086.9 0 0 -16,137.5 6

3/2* -4,011.9 -7,958.0 -8,006.1 92.6 80.8  -15,964.1 8

3/27 -3,8659 -7,667.8 -7,77159 382.8 371.0 -15,383.7 8

1/2* -4,115.2 -8,1824 -8,2185 1478 159.8  -16,400.9 6

3/2+ 1/27 -4,105.3 -8,162.5 -8,198.6 167.7 179.7 -16,361.1 6

3/2* -4,197.1 -8,330.2 -8,378.3 0 0 -16,708.5 8

3/27 -4,132.8 -8,201.6 -8,249.6 128.6 1287 -16,451.2 8

1/2* -3,740.0 -7,4319 -74679 101.0 113.6 -14,899.8 6

3/2- 1/2- -3,658.3 -7,268.6 -7,304.6 264.8 2769  -14,573.2 6

3/2* -3,762.9 -7461.8 -7,5099 71.6 71.6  -14971.7 8

3/27 -3,798.7 -7,533.4 -7,581.5 0 0 -15,1149 8

Single Resonances

In case of the single resonances, the investigation on the quantum numbers is done for two different
maximum orbital angular momenta: Ly,x = 0 and Ly.x = 1. Therefore, data sets 5 to 8, containing 3,000
events each, have been generated for the different J” hypotheses. Subsequently, all hypotheses were
fitted to the generated samples. Here, based on the generated phase space distributed events, the triple
amount of generated data points are fitted. Therefore, Equation (6.25) is used to determine the weight
with which the phase space distributed events are weighted in order to match the selected hypothesis.

The fit results are shown in Tables [6.3]to[6.6] Beside the generated and fitted hypothesis, the tables show
the values for the ABIC, AAIC, AIC + BIC, and the number of free parameters Npqr. The
number of free parameters are used to calculate BIC and AIC and are therefore added for completeness.
For Z(1690)" and a maximum orbital angular momentum of Ly,x = 0, the fit results (see Table
show that the determination of the quantum numbers is possible, if the data sample includes only a
single resonance. In each case, the fitted hypothesis is in good agreement with the input. In addition,
the values of AAIC >> 10 show, that the fit excludes all other hypotheses significantly. The number of
free parameters is different for / = 1/2 and J = 3/2. This difference is caused by the higher number of
possible LS combinations for J = 3/2 with respect to J = 1/2. In the Dalitz plot for the events fitted
with the 1/2* hypothesis, shown in Figure the = (1690)~ can be clearly identified as vertical band
in the region between 2.75 GeV?/c* and 2.95 GeV?/c* of the A K~ mass squared. The comparison of
the Dalitz plots for the fitted and generated events, shows that the fitted events are in agreement with
the generated sample. Due to the low statistics of the generated data sample, a data sample with 60,000
generated events was used for the illustration of the Dalitz plot shown in Figure Since the Dalitz
plots for the generated events with different hypotheses do not differ from each other, only the Dalitz plot
for the generated sample with J© = 1/2* is shown. All other Dalitz plots for both generated and fitted
events, are shown in Appendix and Appendix [B.2] The above mentioned agreement is confirmed by
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Figure 6.4: Dalitz plot for the generated (a) and fitted (b) events of the reaction pp ~E = (1690)” with generated
and fitted Jg* = 1/2*. Here, a sample of 60,000 events was used for the Dalitz plot of the generated events.

comparing also the mass distributions shown in Figure [6.3]

In case that the fitted hypothesis differs from the generated quantum numbers, it is expected to see a
difference mainly the angular distributions of the K™ and A in the rest frame of the resonance. In the
rest frame of the mother particle the daughter particles are back-to-back, and their angular distributions
are not independent of each other. The dependency of the angular distribution is given by - = 5 + 7.
Therefore, only the angular distributions for K™ are shown in the following. Angular distribution of K~
from 2 (1820)~ with generated JP =3/27 (Lpax = 0) hypothesis and fitted 1/2* and 1/2~ hypothesis.
The corresponding distributions for the Z (1690)~ with generated J” = 1/2* are shown in Figure It
illustrates the angular distribution of the K™ as daughter of Z (1690)" for the fitted J© = 1/2~ hypothesis
(Figure[6.6(a)), as well as the for the fitted 3/2* hypothesis (Figure[6.6(b)). Both illustrations do not show
a visible difference between the generated distributions for the two different spin and parity input values,
as well as for the respective input and fitted distributions, although in both cases the input and the fitted
hypothesis differ both in spin and parity. Further investigations are done to determine, if the similarity
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250; 80i 100k
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Figure 6.5: Comparison of generated and fitted mass distributions for A K™ (a), E K (b) and E A (c) for pp
SE B (1690)~ with generated 1/2* and fitted 1/2* hypothesis.
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Figure 6.6: Angular distribution for K~ from Z (1690)~ with generated 1/2%(Ly.x = 0) hypothesis and fitted (a)
JP =1/2" and (b) J* = 3/2*.

in the angular distribution is caused by statistical effects. Therefore, data sets with 60,000 events each
are generated. The generated angular distributions are shown in Figure[6.7] In both cases, J = 1/2 and
J = 3/2, the distributions have similar shapes for different parity. Nevertheless, in case of generated spin
J =3/2 and fitted J = 1/2, a clear discrepancy between the generated and fitted angular distribution is
visible (see Figure [6.8)). One explanation for the good agreement of a fitted 3/2* hypothesis to a 1/2*
input could be, that the fit procedure is forced to match the fitted distribution in this kinematic quantity at
the expense of some deviations in other quantities, whereas in the complementary case, 1/2% is fitted
to 3/2*, see Figure [6.8] the overall likelihood is better if the deviations are in the angular distribution.
Further illustrations for the comparison of the angular distributions can be found in Appendix [B.3]

The fit results for Z(1690)” and Ly, = 1, summarized in Table [6.4, are consistent with the result
for Lynax = 0. Here again, in all cases the generated hypothesis is preferred by the fit and all other
hypotheses can be excluded with AAIC > 20. The main difference to Lyx = O is the higher number of
free parameters which leads to smaller values for BIC and AIC. The values for[NLL]are in the same order
as for Liyax = 0. Figure [6.9shows the Dalitz plots for the generated events for pp —>E & (1690)~ with
JP = 1/2" and for the fitted events with 3/2~ hypothesis. Within the statistical fluctuations the two Dalitz
plots do not show a visible difference between each other. Figure[6.10] shows the comparison between the
mass distributions for the generated 1/2~ and fitted 3/2 hypotheses. In the A K™ mass distribution a
clear difference between the generated and the fitted distribution is visible. Although in the peak region
the fitted distribution is consistent with the generated one, the fitted distribution does not describe the
tails of the generated distribution. Figure shows the angular distributions of K™ for the generated
1/27* hypothesis and all fitted hypotheses, respectively. The input and all fit hypothesis distributions look
flat within the statistical fluctuations.

In analogy to the determination of the quantum numbers for Z(1690), the quantum numbers for
2 (1820)" are determined. Table summarizes the fit results for Ly,x = 0. Although the fit prefers the
true hypothesis for each generated data sample, the results are not as significant as for = (1690)". For the
generated 1/2* hypothesis, for example, AAIC = 2.3 for the fitted 3/2* hypothesis. According to the
selection criteria described in Section[6.5] this hypothesis cannot be excluded.

Figure shows the generated and fitted Dalitz plots for the generated and fitted J© = 3/2~ hypothesis.
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Figure 6.9: Dalitz plots for generated (a) and fitted (b) events for the reaction pp SE B (1690)” with generated
1/27 and fitted 3/2~ hypothesis, and L,x = 1. For the illustration of the generated Dalitz plot a data sample with
60,000 events is used.

The E(1820)~ can be clearly identified. A comparison of the mass distributions for generated data and
fitted events are shown in Figure[6.13] For all three two-body systems the mass distributions show that
the fitted mass distributions are in good agreement with the generated distributions.

As it is the case for 2 (1690)7, the K™ angular distributions only differ for J = 1/2 and J = 3/2. In both
cases, it is not possible to distinguish between positive and negative parity. The corresponding plots, here
for the generated J = 3/27 hypothesis, are shown in Figure The illustrations of cos ® for all other
generated hypotheses can be found in Appendix [B.3]

In the case of Ly, = 1, the identification of J© = 1/2* is more ambiguous than for Ly,x = 0. As the
results in Table show, in this case still the true hypothesis is preferred, but also 1/27 (AAIC = 0.8)
and 3/2% (AAIC = 2.0) are probable. In addition, the angular distributions for the above mentioned
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Table 6.4: Results of the different generated and fitted hypotheses for Z (1690). The maximal orbital angular
momentum is set to Ly, = 1.

generated  fit

. . NLL BIC AIC ABIC AAIC AIC+BIC Ny
hypothesis  hypothesis P

1/2* -4,259.2  -8,359.7 -8,479.9 0 0 -16,839.6 20

12+ 1/2~ -4,2494 -8,338.6 -8,458.7 21.1 212 -16,797.3 20

3/2* -4,282.5 -7,862.6 -7910.6 497,1 5693  -15,773.2 30

3/27 -4,186.7 -8,324.8 -8,505.0 349 251  -16,829.8 30

1/2* -4,233.7 -8,307.2 -8,427.3 373 375 -16,7345 20

1/2- 1/2- -4,252.3  -8,344.5 -8,464.8 0 0 -16,8093 20

3/2* -4,254.0 -8,267.8 -8,4479  76.7 16.9  -16,71577 30

3/27 -4,1244 -8,008.6 -8,188.8 3359 2760 -16,1974 30

1/2* -4,158.2 -8,156.2 -8,276.3 1893 2433  -16,4325 20

3/2+ 1/2° -4,146.0 -8,131.8 -8,252.0 213,7 267.6 -16,383.8 20

3/2* -4,288.8 -8,345.5 -8,519.6 0 0 -16,865.1 30

3/27 -4,230.1 -8,219.9 -8,400.1 125.6 1195  -16,6200 30

1/2* -3,870.5 -7,580.8 -7,700.9 309.8 369.8  -15,281.7 20

3/2- 1/2- -3,802.6 -7,445.0 -7,565.1 445.6 505.6  -15,010.1 20

3/2* -4,013.9 -7,795.6 -7,969.8 95 1009  -15,7654 30

3/27 -4,0654 -7,890.6 -8,070.7 0 0 -159613 30

fitted quantum numbers (Figure [6.15) show agreement with the input. The distributions seem to be
indistinguishable from each other. For all other generated hypotheses the fit prefers the true hypothesis
with AAIC > 24.2. Figure shows the angular distributions for the generated 1/2~ hypothesis. Here
again, all fits have a similar distribution and are in good agreement with the generated data sample.
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Table 6.5: Results of the different generated and fitted hypotheses for = (1820)". The maximum orbital momentum
is set to Ly = 0.

generated  fit

h . . NLL BIC AIC ABIC AAIC AIC+BIC Ny
ypothesis  hypothesis
1/2* -3,010.5 -6,092.9 -6,128.9 0 0 -12,221.8 6
12+ 1/2- -3,059.8 -6,071.5 -6,107.5 214 124  -12,179.0 6
3/2* -3,071.1  -6,078.1 -6,126.6  14.8 23 -12,204.7 8
3/2° -3,055.1 -6,046.2 -6,0943 467 346  -12,140.5 8
1/2* -2985.1 -5,922.1 -5958.1  23.1 23 -11,880.2 6
1/2- 1/2- -2,996.6 -5,945.2 -5,981.2 0 0 -11,9264 6
3/2* -2,985.6 -5907.1 -59552  38.1 26 -11,862.3 8
3/2° -2,951.0 -5.8379 -5886.0 1073 952  -11,7239 8
1/2* -3,033.9 -6,019.8 -6,055.8 243.6 2556 -12,075.6 6
32+ 1/2- -3,034.0 -6,019.7 -6,056.0 2437 255.6  -12,075.7 6
3/2* -3,163.7 -6,263.4 -6,3114 0 0 -12,574.8 8
3/2° -3,1399 -6,215.8 -6,263.8 476 47.6 -12,479.6 8
1/2* -3,2714  -6,536.5 -6,541.5 549 565  -13,078.0 6
3/2 1/2- -3,2549 -6,503.5 -6,508.5 879 895  -13,012.0 6
3/2* -3,292.2  -6,576.1 -6,582.7 15.3 153  -13,158.8 8
3/2° -3,299.8 -6,591.4 -6,598.0 0 0 -13,1894 8

Table 6.6: Results of the different generated and fitted hypotheses for = (1820)". The maximum orbital momentum
is setto Ly = 1.

generated  fit

h . . NLL BIC AIC ABIC AAIC AIC+BIC Ny
ypothesis  hypothesis
1/2* -3,170.1 -6,180.0 -6,300.1 0 0 -12,480.1 20
12+ 1/2~ -3,169.6 -6,179.1 -6,299.4 0.9 0.8 -124784 20
3/2* -3,179.0 -6,117.9 -6,298.1  62.1 20 -12,416.0 30
3/2° -3,166.1 -6,092.9 -6,272.3 87.1 278  -12,365.2 30
1/2* -3,0824 -6,004.6 -6,1247 242 242  -12,129.3 20
1/2- 1/2- -3,094.5 -6,028.8 -6,148.9 0 0 -12,1777 20
3/2* -3,089.6 -5939.0 -6,119.2 898 29.7 -12,058.2 30
3/2° -3,054.3 -5.868.5 -6,048.7 160.3 100.2 -11917.2 30
1/2* -3,0924  -6,024.7 -6,144.8 3063 3664  -12,169.5 20
3/2+ 1/2~ -3,089.7 -6,019.3 -6,139.4 311.7 371.8 -12,158.7 20
3/2* -3,285.6 -6,331.0 -6,511.2 0 0 -12,8422 30
3/2° -3,265.8 -6,2914 -6471.6 396 39.6 -12,763.0 30
1/2* -3,404.4 -6,648.7 -6,768.8 256.8 3168 -13,417.5 20
3/2 1/2- -3,392.7 -6,625.1 -6,745.3 2804 3403  -13,3704 20
3/2* -3,556.7 -6,873.3 -7,053.5 322 321  -13926.8 30
3/27 -3,572.8 -6,905.5 -7,085.6 0 0 -13,991.1 30
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Figure 6.12: Dalitz plot for the generated data sample (a) and the fitted events (b) for L,x = 0. In both cases
JP =3/27 is used. For the illustration of the generated Dalitz plot a data sample with 60,000 events is used.
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Figure 6.14: Angular distribution for K~ from = (1820)" with generated J* = 3/2~ (L = 0) and fitted 1/2* (a),
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Figure 6.15: Angular distribution for K~ from = (1820)~ with generated 1/2* (L,x = 1) compared with the fitted
1/2* (a), 1/27 (b), 3/2* (c) and 3/2~ (d) hypotheses.
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Figure 6.16: Angular distribution for K™ from = (1820)~ with generated 1/27 (Ly.x = 1) compared with the fitted
1/2* (a), 1/27 (b), 3/2* (c) and 3/2~ (d) hypotheses.

130



6.6 Determination of J¥ for 2 (1690)” and = (1820)~

Including a Crossed Channel Resonance

In experimental data, one expects to observe resonances not only in the A K™ system, but also in the E
K™ system due to excited A and X states. There are many excited A and X states listed in . In the
mass region between 1.8 GeV/ c? and 2.2 GeV/c? the resonances are rather wide, I’ > 50 MeV. Since
the spectrum in the relevant mass region is not well known, the existence of some of the resonances is
uncertain. In analogy to the reaction N* — KA, KX, here, the considered decay branch is "“‘upwards"” in
strangeness and thus implies the creation of an s5 pair. Therefore, this decay mode is not expected to be
strong as compared to other decay modes. Furthermore, nothing is known on the production cross section
in pp collisions and on this specific decay branch. To include all of these resonances is beyond the scope
of this thesis. But to see the effect caused by a "‘crossed channel resonance in principle, an exploratory
study with one single resonance is presented in this work. Here, A (1890)A with A (1890)—)5r K™ is
chosen. A (1890) has a mass of M ~ 1.890 GeV/c? and a width of I' ~ 100 MeV .

Due to time constraints, only a single value for Ly, x was investigated for each = resonance. As a starting
point, Ly,x = 1 is chosen for E(1690) and Ly,x = 0 for Z(1820)". The lower Ly value for the
Z(1820)" is justified by the smaller available phase space if this state is populated as compared to
E(1690)".

As shown in Table [6.2] 30,000 events are generated for each hypothesis since the generation of 60,000
events including the A (1890) take more time. Since the fit procedure with higher statistics is too time
consuming as in the previously described cases, only 3,000 generated events are used as reference for
the fit. The Dalitz plots of the generated full sample for Z(1690)” and = (1820)~ are illustrated in
Figure m The mass distributions for A K™, E K and £ A are shown in Figure m The fit
results for both Z(1690)” and Z (1820)™ are summarized in Tables and For both investigated
resonances, the results show different tendencies for the ABIC and AAIC in 50% of the cases. Since the
[BIC] takes the number of fitted events into account, the low statistics could cause the different tendencies
of [BIC] and [AIC] Therefore, the sum of AIC and BIC is used as selection criterion in the following. By
doing so, in all tested cases the true hypothesis is preferred by the fit. In case of = (1690)” with generated
JP =3/2" and = (1820)" with generated JP =3/27, ABIC and AAIC have the same tendency, but the
AAIC < 4 indicates, that other hypotheses than the true cannot be excluded.

Nevertheless, both resonances are clearly identifiable in the Dalitz plots for the fitted data (Figure [6.20).
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Figure 6.17: Dalitz plots of generated data sample for (a) = (1690)” (J¥ = 1/2%, Ly = 1) and (b) = (1820)~
(JP =3/27, Linax=0) including the crossed channel pp —A (1890)A.
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Table 6.7: Results of the different generated and fitted hypotheses for = (1690)~ including the reaction pp — A
(1890)A. The chosen maximum orbital momentum is L,x = 1.

generated  fit

h . . NLL BIC AIC ABIC AAIC AIC+BIC Ny
ypothesis  hypothesis
1/2* -1,627.6 -2,838.9 -3,151.2 0 4.8 -5,990.1 52
12+ 1/2~ -1,622.5 -2,828.7 -3,141.1 102 149 -5,969.8 52
3/2* -1,640.0 -2,783.5 -3,156.0 553 0 -5,939.8 62
3/2° -1,636.8 -2,777.1 -3,149.5  61.7 6.5 -5,926.6 62
1/2* -1,673.1  -2,929.9 -3242.3 5.6 7.2 -6,172.2 52
1/2- 1/2- -1,675.9 -2,935.5 -3,247.8 0 1.7 -6,183.3 52
3/2* -1,686.7 -2,877.1 -3,249.5 584 0 -6,126.6 62
3/2° -1,675.5 -2,85477 3,227.1 80.8 224 -6,081.8 62
1/2* -1,811.8 -3,207.3 -3,519.6 106.5 166.6 -6,726.9 52
32+ 1/2~ -1,812.8 -3,209.2 -3,521.5 104.6 164.7 -6,730.7 52
3/2* -1,905.1 -3,313.8 -3,686.2 0 0 -7,000.0 62
3/2° -1,903.4 -3,3104 -3,682.8 34 34 -6,993.2 62
1/2* -1,626.0 -2,835.5 -3,147.9 1324 1925 59834 52
3/2 1/2~ -1,6204 -2,8245 -3,136.8 1434 203.5 -5961.3 52
3/2* -1,716.6  -2,936.9 -3,309.3 31 31 -6,246.2 62
3/2° -1,732.1  -2,967.8 -3,340.3 0 0 -6,308.1 62

Table 6.8: Results of the different generated and fitted hypothesis for = (1820)" including the reaction pp — A
(1890)A. The chosen maximum orbital momentum is L,x = 0.

generated  fit

h . . NLL BIC AIC ABIC AAIC AIC+BIC Ny
ypothesis  hypothesis
1/2* -1,320.8 -2,513.6 -2,609.7 0 0 -5,123.3 16
12+ 1/2~ -1,3183 -2,508.6 -2,604.7 5.0 5.0 5,113.3 16
3/2* -1,318.5 -2492.8 -26009  20.8 8.8 -5,093.7 18
3/2° -1,316.5 -2,488.8 -2,596.9 248 12.8 -5,085.7 18
1/2* -1,531.5 -2,935.0 -3,031.1 12.1 12.8 -5,966.1 16
1/2- 1/2~ -1,537.6  -2,947.1 -3,043.2 0 0.7 -5,990.3 16
3/2* -1,533.9 -2,923.7 -3301.9 234 12 -5,955.6 18
3/2° -1,539.9 -29358 -3,0439 113 0 -5,979.7 18
1/2* -1,448.8 -2,769.6 -2,865.7 67.1 79.1 -5,635.3 16
3/2+ 1/2~ -1,4539 -2,779.7 -2,8758 57.0 69.0 -5,655.5 16
3/2* -1,490.4 -2,836.7 -2,944.8 0 0 -5,781.5 18
3/2° -1,489.4 -2,834.8 -2,942.9 1.9 1.9 -5,7717.7 18
1/2* -1,492.3  -2,856.4 -2,952.5 200.6 213.5 -5,808.9 16
3/2 1/2~ -1,510.5 -2,892.9 -2,889.0 164.1 176.1 -5,781.9 16
3/2* -1,594.7 -3,045.2 -3,153.3 11.8 11.8 -6,198.5 18
3/27 -1,600.5 -3,057.0 -3,165.1 0 0 -6,222.1 18
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Figure 6.21: Comparison of generated and fitted angular distributions for K™ from = (1690)~ (a), with generated
and fitted J¥ = 1/2*, and = (1820)" (b) with generated and fitted J* = 3/2".

The corresponding mass distributions are shown in Figures [6.18] and [6.19] In both cases, the fitted
distributions are in good agreement with the generated distributions.

For the event generation the ratio of the Z* and A (1890) contribution to the studied final state was chosen
to be equal, meaning that the relative contribution of the = resonances is 50% to the total number of events
in the respective data set. The reconstructed relative contribution of the =* is in average (48.9 + 2.5) %
for Z(1690)” and (50.8 = 2.3) % for = (1820)~ which is in good agreement with the input.

The angular distribution for the generated and fitted data, illustrated in Figure[6.21] show that the fitted
distributions are in good agreement with the generated, JP = 1/2* for 2(1690)" and J = 3/2~ for
= (1820)". But the single contribution of each resonance is not visible. With it is possible
to determine the contribution of each resonance to the mass distributions of the two-body systems and
to the angular distributions from the fit. This will give the possibility to compare the fit results for this
study with the results obtained in the single resonance case. Therefore, in the following, the data is
compared with the different contributions of the resonances determined from the fit instead of a simple
data-fit-compare as used for the single resonance case. The angular distributions for K~ from = (1690)~
with generated 1/2* and the two fitted hypotheses 1/27 and 3/2" are shown in Figure Here the
angular distribution for the fitted 1/2~ hypothesis has the expected flat shape. The angular distribution for
the fitted 3/2* is also a flat, which is consistent with the results for a single Z resonance with generated
J =1/2. For E(1820)7, as an example, the angular distributions for K~ for generated 3/2~ and fitted
1/2* and 3/2" hypotheses are shown in Figure [6.23] The distribution for 1/27 differs from the generated
3/2 distribution, while the angular distribution of the fitted 3/2* hypothesis has the expected shape.
Furthermore, the distribution for 3/2* has the opposite sign with respect to the single resonance case.
This difference is caused by the relative phase between the E* and the A (1980).

6.6.3 Results

In the previous subsection the feasibility studies to determine the quantum numbers of the = resonances
2 (1690)” and E (1820)~ with|PAWIAN|have been described. The results of this investigation are sum-
marized in the following.
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Figure 6.22: Angular distributions for K~ from Z (1690)™ (L.« = 1) with generated 1/2* and fitted 1/2* (a) and
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Figure 6.23: Angular distributions for K~ from = (1820)” with generated 3/2~ and fitted 1/2* (a) and 3/2* (b)
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As first step only the single resonances were investigated. For this purpose, data sets with 3,000
events, each, and different J* -hypotheses, 1/2*, 1/27, 3/2* and 3/2, were generated. Subsequently, the
four different hypotheses were fitted to each generated data set.

In case of Z(1690)~, the comparison of the and values shows that the preferred fit hypothesis is
in good agreement with the generated hypothesis for all tested cases. As a measure for the significance,
AAIC is calculated. For both chosen maximum orbital angular momenta, Ly,x = 0 and Ly, = 1,
AAIC > 16.9. Since in all cases the true hypothesis achieved the smallest [AIC| value, the wrong hypo-
theses can be excluded. Although the fit results prefer the generated hypothesis, in case of the Z(1690)~
with generated 1/2* and 1/27, the angular distributions of K~ as daughter of the Z* in the rest frame of
the resonance do not show significant differences for the four fitted hypotheses. Therefore, data sets with
60,000 events for the process pp SE E (1690)~ were generated to investigate statistical effects on the
angular distribution. But also with higher statistic, the shape of the distributions are similar, implying
that the parity cannot be determined from the angular distribution alone.

For E (1820) the results are not as clear as for Z(1690)". Although ABIC prefers the true hypothesis
for all generated hypotheses and chosen Ly, the comparison of the values shows in three cases
that at least one of the other hypotheses cannot be excluded. As in the case of the = (1820)~ state, it will
not be possible to determine the parity of the resonance from the angular distributions of its daughter
particles in the rest frame of the resonance.

Since in the experiment one expects not only contributions from =* resonances in the A K™ system, but
also A* and =*° resonances in the = K- system, data sets including also the reaction pp —A (1890)A
with A (1890)—>§Jr K™ were generated. Due to time constraints, here only one value for the maximum
orbital angular momentum was chosen for each resonance: Ly, = 1 for E(1690)” and Ly,x = O for
Z(1820)". Different from the case of single resonances, the results for the data sets including the A
resonance show in some cases a different tendency for[BIC|and [AIC] Therefore, BIC + AIC are compared
in the following.

The obtained results for = (1690)~ show that in all tested cases the true hypothesis achieved the best fit
result. However, it is difficult to make a statement if all other hypotheses can be safely excluded.

The determination of the quantum number for = (1820)~ with included crossed channel is even more
difficult, since for the generated 1/2* and 3/2* hypothesis, it is not possible to exclude wrong hypotheses.
In addition, no clear statement can be made for the generated 1/27, although the BIC + AIC criterion
indicates that the true hypothesis is preferred. As shown before for the case of a single =* resonance,
here again, the angular distribution for 1/2* and 1/2~ show similar shapes. The same is true for 3/2*
and 3/2". For both = resonances the fitted mass distributions are in good agreement with the input.

As already mentioned in Section the generated ratio between Z* and A (1890) was chosen to be
equal. PAWTAN]| gives the possibility to determine the relative contribution of each resonance to the fit.
Here the average ratio, with respect to the total number of events in each data set, is (48.9 + 2.5) % for
E(1690)" and (50.9 + 2.3) % for E (1820)".

6.7 Discussion

The study presented in this chapter shows that the determination of the quantum numbers J” with
PAWIAN]|is, in general, possible but limited by different issues.

The investigation of data samples with a single narrow = resonance shows that the input values of the
quantum numbers can be reproduced. The fit results were obtained from 3,000 generated events. But it
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was indicated that for sufficient statistics considerably larger data samples of 60,000 events and more are
needed. The generation and the fit of data sets with high statistics requires a high computing time and is
thus beyond the scope of this work. This also holds for a systematic investigation of the uncertainties of
the fit results as a function of the size of data sample.

The comparison of the angular distributions for different spin and party combinations showed, that
the different parity values are indistinguishable in the angular distributions of K™ and A in the reson-
ance rest frame. A study of data samples with higher statistics confirmed that the generated angular
distributions for 1/2* and 1/27, as well as for 3/2* and 3/27, have the same shape, implying that this
phenomenon is not caused by statistical effects. The fit is performed in a multi-dimensional space. Since
all parameters are fitted at the same time, it is possible to determine the parity from the fit results. But
because of this multi-dimensionality, a determination of the parity from a single angular distribution is
difficult, since the projection to one parameter implies an integration over all other parameters.

Including a second resonance in a crossed channel, here A (1890)%5r K™, leads to an increase in
the number of fit parameters and to results which are not as significant as for the case of a single
resonance. The low statistics used for the fit could have an effect on the fit results. Therefore, the fit with
should be repeated with higher statistics. Like it is the case for the single resonances, also here
a detailed study with different values for L, is needed, since this work focuses only on one value for
each resonance. Beside this, also the influence of the chosen ratio between Z* and A (1890) has to be
further investigated. This investigation could also probe the sensitivity of the fit. In the preparation phase
of this study, it turned out, that, e.g., for a 10% contribution of the = resonance (this was set by default),
the true hypothesis is not preferred anymore by the fit.

6.8 Outlook

The results of this study showed that the determination of the quantum numbers in the future needs a
more systematic study based on large statistics generated samples which show the impact of the choice
of input parameters on the different angular or mass distributions. In addition, a systematic study of how
the input parameters affect the results should be done.

Another point which has to be investigated in the future is the dependence of the fit results on the
chosen value for the maximum orbital angular momentum. Here only two values Lyax = 0 and Ly = 1
were investigated, but the chosen beam momentum of 4.6 GeV/c corresponds to a maximum value of
Lmax = 6. The maximum contributing L is however also constrained by the final state. This constraint
leads to a maximum orbital angular momentum of Lp,,x =~ 3 for Z(1690) and Ly, =~ 2 for Z(1820)".
Therefore, a study of values up to Ly,.x = 3 has to be done which was beyond the scope of this thesis.
This also holds for the exploration of the possibility to extract the parity not only from the fit results.
Therefore, the angular distributions should be studied depending on the orbital angular momentum of the
entrance channel.

One aspect, which was not taken into account for this study, is the weak decay of E and A. It is
however expected that the decay asymmetry of the hyperon weak decay sets additional constraints. To
keep the study simple in a first step, both hyperons were assumed to be stable. First tests have shown that
it is possible to include these decays into [157]. In the next step it needs to be investigated

which impact the inclusion of the weak = and A decay has on the determination of the spin and parity
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quantum numbers of the intermediate resonances.

Since it is expected to have more than one resonance in both the channel of interest and the crossed
channel additional resonances should be added as soon as all above mentioned issues have been fully in-
vestigated. In addition, the same studies have to be done for the charge conjugate channel pp — =~ A K*
which will be an independent cross check.

Furthermore, it is planned in the future to use the generated data samples as alternative set of [MC|
generated events as input to the PandaRoot simulation. This will give the possibility to redo the analyzes
presented in Section [5.3| with more realistic angular distributions. Subsequently, the[PAWIAN] partial
wave analysis should be imposed to the reconstructed event sample which includes detection inefficiencies

and finite resolution.
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Conclusion

Two topics have been investigated in this thesis: the study of excited E baryons in pp collisions and
the first steps towards a ofthe Z A K- (2= A K*) final state with the [PArtial Wave Interactive

[ANalysis Sofware] (PAWTAN).

Study of Excited = Baryons

The reactions pp — E° AK™ and pp — E~ A K* have been studied using two different analysis strategies.
For this purpose, two different data sets were generated, containing 5 million E" A K™ events and 5
million 2~ A K™ events each. Beside the non-resonant decay branch, the so-called signal samples include
also two = resonances, Z(1690)” and = (1820)7, as well as their charge conjugate particles. In addition,
a background sample of 100 million events has been analyzed with the same analysis strategies applied
to the signal samples. In both strategies, the reconstruction of the decay channel starts from the final state
particles and proceed backwards up to the pp system. At each stage of the analyses, the reconstruction
efficiency and the momentum, spatial, and mass resolution have been evaluated. Furthermore, the
signal-to-background ratio as well as the significance of the signal have been calculated.

In the first analysis, a sequential fit procedure is used. Here, the candidate selection is based on
probability cuts which are applied to the results of several kinematic fits with the following constraints:
the point of origin of the daughter particles, the mass of the A, A, =~ and =" candidates and the initial
four-momentum of the pp system. The achieved efficiency for the reconstruction of the full decay tree
for pp — E A K is about 8 % and for pp — Z~ A K* about 9 %. For both channels, it was possible
to clearly reconstruct the two resonant states. But various issues became apparent in the usage of the
kinematic fitters. For this reason, a second analysis with a different selection strategy was performed.

In the second analysis, a full decay tree fit is used. While for the sequential fit procedure a [MC|
based [PID|selection for the final state particles was used, this analysis is performed with open For
the composite state particles only a pre-selection, based on a mass cut, is used to reduce the number
of wrong candidates. This mass cut rejects candidates which are not within a certain mass window
symmetrical around the nominal composite state mass. After the pre-selection, a fit to the full decay
tree with the [DecayTreeFitter] implemented in PandaRoot, is applied. The [Decay TreeFitter|uses similar
fits, which are also used for the sequential fit procedure. But the fits used in the |[DecayTreeFitter| are
applied recursively to all candidates within the decay tree. In the last step, the candidates are selected by
applying a cut on the fit probability. With the [DecayTreeFitter|a total reconstruction efficiency of about

139
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5 % is measured for both channels. Although the reconstruction efficiency is relatively low, here, it is
also possible to reconstruct the resonant states.

A sample of 100 million hadronic background events was subject to the same algorithms used for
the signal reconstruction. Neither with the sequential fit procedure nor with the full decay tree fit a
single background event was reconstructed. This leads in case of the sequential fit procedure to a lower
limit for the signal-to-background ratio of S/B > 29.11 (32.7) for E AK (2= A K*) and a lower limit
for the signal significance of Sg > 644 (685). For the full decay tree fit a signal-to-background ra-

tioof S/B > 19.1(19.5) for = AK (= AK") and a signal significance of §ig > 513 (507) is achieved.

Due to the many different issues, i.e. the ideal tracking, not only an optimization of the selection
is necessary, but also a repetition of the analyses are needed as soon as a more realistic algorithm for the
tracking of secondary particles is available. In addition, the analysis using the sequential fit procedure
should be redone with open PID and the identical PandaRoot version in order to allow a direct quantitative
comparison between the two analysis methods.

The study demonstrates that even with reduced luminosity during the start phase of[PANDA|a competitive
experimental investigation of Xi* resonances can be done.

Determination of J” for = resonances

A study to determine the quantum number of the = resonances Z (1690)™ and = (1820)~ with the PAWIAN
software package is done. For this study different data sets with four J”-hypotheses for the Z resonances
were generated. A subsequent fit of all hypotheses to each generated data set should show, if the true
hypothesis can be obtained from the fit results.

The determination of the quantum numbers was tested for each E resonance first. The results for
= (1690)” shows that the best fitted hypotheses are in agreement with the input, respectively. But the
results for Z(1820)~ show the first limitations. For some generated J”-hypotheses the fit results are
ambiguous, since more than one hypothesis fulfills the selection criteria. In addition, the angular distribu-
tions for 1/2* and 1/27, as well as for 3/2* and 3/27, cannot be distinguished according to their shape.
Nevertheless, in most cases it is possible to distinguish the parity on the basis of the fit results. Due to the
fact that only 3,000 events can be used for the fit with statistical effects cannot be excluded as
reason for the ambiguity of the results. Further investigations on the impact of statistics should be done
in the future.

For the results discussed in the first step, a very simplified assumption was used to investigate the
possibility to determine the quantum numbers in general. To study the effect of a second resonance in a
so-called crossed channel, here pp —A (1890)A with A (1890)—)5r K™ is included in the generated data
sets using the same hypotheses for the = resonances as used before. Each data set consists of 30,000
generated events. Since the fit of 30,000 events was by far too time consuming, the statistics for the fit
was reduced again to 3,000 generated events. This low statistics seems to make the investigation more
challenging. The results show that it is difficult to make a statement, since either ABIC and AAIC have a
different tendency or AAIC < 4 for one of the other fit hypotheses, implying that this hypothesis cannot
not be excluded. Nevertheless, using the BIC + AIC criterion for the selection leads to an agreement of
best fit and input hypothesis. In addition, the generated contribution ratios for the = resonances and A
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(1890) can be reproduced and are in good agreement with the input.

In future, samples with higher statistics should be used for the fit procedure. Furthermore, it is planned
to use the data generated with[PAWTAN]as input for the simulation and analysis with[PandaRoot| One

goal is to study the possibility to determine the = resonance quantum numbers with for data
delivered by the PANDA|detector.
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APPENDIX A

Additional Figures for the Study of the =
Resonances

+
A.1 Analysis of pp - E AK™ with the Sequential Fit Procedure
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Figure A.1: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7*
from A.
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Figure A.2: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated n*
from A requesting that A and =" have only two daughters.
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Figure A.3: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
7" from A.
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Figure A.4: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner of
reconstructed 7t from A.
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Figure A.5: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for 7* from A.
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Figure A.6: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated n*
—+
from E .
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Figure A.7: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7*
—+ . —+ —+
from = requesting that = and & have only two daughters.

Tt from = Reco
AT 1800
1600
1400
1200
1000
800
600
400
200

p [GeVic]

Figure A.8: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
—+
7t from = .

= reco mct

' 1600
1400
1200
1000
800
600
400
200

p [GeVic]

: i o
-02 0 02 04 06 08 ) . 5 3 35
p, [GeVic] O [rad]

(a) (b)

Figure A.9: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for partner of
—+
reconstructed 7t from E .
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Figure A.10: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
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(b) for n* from = .
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Figure A.11: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K™
from Z*.
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Figure A.12: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
K™ from =*.
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Figure A.13: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for partner of
reconstructed K~ from =*.
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Figure A.14: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for K™ from =Z*.
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Figure A.15: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K~

from continuum.
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Figure A.16: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed

K™ from continuum.
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Figure A.17: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for partner of
reconstructed K~ from continuum.
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Figure A.18: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for K~ from continuum.
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Figure A.19: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A.
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Figure A.20: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A requesting that A and =" have only two daughters.
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Figure A.21: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
p as daughter of A.
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Figure A.22: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for partner of
reconstructed p from A.
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Figure A.23: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for p from A.
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Figure A.24: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A.
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Figure A.25: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A requesting that A and ' have only two daughters.
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Figure A.26: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
p as daughter of A.
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Figure A.27: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for partner of
reconstructed p from A.
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Figure A.28: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for p from A.
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Figure A.29: y? and probability distributions for the vertex fit.
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Figure A.30: y? and probability distributions for the kinematic fit with mass constraint condition.

169



Appendix A Additional Figures for the Study of the = Resonances

L x0® o x10°
070 —all < R
= r > r N
%J F K reco — after vertex fit Q 60? best reco
E =
C% 60 r — vertex fitted ?_?nd. [T} F
N n passing m.c.fi S L
Sso- S0
8t c F
S40- g 40¢
8 ¢ © T
30 30¢
20} 20~
10- 10~
fo T S R N e S
1.08 1.1 1.12 1.14 1.16 —8.02 -001 O 0.01 0.02
M [GeV/c?] Mreco-Myc
(a) (b)

Figure A.31: a) Mass distribution for A after the different steps of reconstruction. b) Deviation of reconstructed
and generated A mass.

oo A full MC sample _ a5 A full MC sample
g SRR - o> 2500(
g 0.8- x é
s 0.7- = 2000(
0.6F
0.5 1500
0.4¢ 1000(
0.3-
0.2 5000
0.1
E O o e e e T L 0
05005 1152 253 35 4 0051152 25 3 35 4
p, [GeVic] O [rad]
(a) (b)
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Figure A.33: Generated A requesting that A and =" have only two daughters.
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Figure A.34: Reconstructed p as daughter of A.
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Figure A.35: partner of reconstructed A.
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Figure A.36: Momentum resolution of A.
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Figure A.37: Vertex resolution of all three spatial coordinates for best A candidates.
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Figure A.38: Proper time distributions for a) generated, b) reconstructed best A candidates and c) partner of
best A candidates.
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Figure A.39: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for final selected E.
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Figure A.40: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for final selected A.
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Figure A.41: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for final selected K™.
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Figure A.42: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
— )
(b) for the final selected & candidates.
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Figure A.43: Relative deviation of the reconstructed and the generated total momentum for the final selected A
candidates.
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Figure A.44: Relative deviation of the reconstructed and the generated total momentum for the final selected K™
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Figure A.45: Mass resolution of the final selected

A.
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Figure A.46: Proper Time distribution for A.
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Figure A.47: Deviation of the reconstructed and the generated decay vertex position in all three spatial coordinates
for A.
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Figure A.48: Deviation of the reconstructed and the generated decay vertex position in all three spatial coordinates
for A.
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A.2 Analysis of pp —» =~ A K* with the Sequential Fit Procedure
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Figure A.49: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7*
from A.
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Figure A.50: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated n*
from A requesting that A and =" have only two daughters.
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Figure A.51: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
n* as daughter of A.
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Figure A.52: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of
reconstructed 7+ from A.
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Figure A.53: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for " from A.
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Figure A.54: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from A.
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Figure A.55: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from A requesting that A and Z~ have only two daughters.
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Figure A.56: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed

n~ as daughter of A.
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Figure A.57: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of

reconstructed 7~ from A.
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Figure A.58: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum

(b) for 7~ from A.
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Figure A.59: Generated 7~ from =~.
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Figure A.60: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from =~ requesting that the =~ has only two daughters.
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Figure A.61: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
n~ as daughter of =Z~.
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Figure A.62: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of
reconstructed 7~ from =°.
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Figure A.63: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for 7~ from E~.
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Figure A.64: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K*
from = .
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Figure A.65: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
K* as daughter of = .
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Figure A.66: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of
reconstructed K* from = .
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Figure A.67: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
—k
(b) for K* from = .
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Figure A.68: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K*
from continumm.
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Figure A.69: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
K* as daughter of continumm.
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Figure A.70: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of
reconstructed K* from continumm.
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Figure A.71: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for K* from continumm.
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Figure A.72: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A.
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Figure A.73: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A requesting that A and =" have only two daughters.
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Figure A.74: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
p as daughter of A.
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Figure A.75: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of
reconstructed p from A.
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Figure A.76: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for p from A.
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Figure A.77: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p

from A.
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Figure A.78: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p

from A requesting that A and ' have only two daughters.
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Figure A.79: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed

p as daughter of A.
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Figure A.80: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of
reconstructed p from A.
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Figure A.81: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for p from A.
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Figure A.82: y? and probability distributions for the vertex fit.
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Figure A.83: y? and probability distributions for the kinematic fit with mass constraint condition.
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Figure A.84: a) Mass distribution for A after the different steps of reconstruction. b) Deviation of reconstructed
and generated A mass.
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Figure A.85: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A.
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Figure A.86: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A
requesting that A and =~ have only two daughters.
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Figure A.87: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
p as daughter of A.
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Figure A.88: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of
reconstructed A.
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Figure A.89: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for A.
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Figure A.90: Deviation of generated and reconstructed decay vertex position for the x coordinate (a), y coordinate
(b) and z coordinate (c) for best A candidates.
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Figure A.91: Proper time distributions for a) generated, b) reconstructed best A candidates and c) partner of
best A candidates.
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Figure A.92: xy? and probability distributions for the vertex fit.
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Figure A.93: y? and probability distributions for the kinematic fit with mass constraint condition.
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Figure A.94: a) Mass distribution for A after the different steps of reconstruction. b) Deviation of reconstructed
and generated A mass.
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Figure A.95: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A.
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Figure A.96: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
p as daughter of A.
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Figure A.97: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner of

reconstructed A.
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Figure A.98: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for A.
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Figure A.99: Deviation of generated and reconstructed decay vertex position for the x coordinate (a), y coordinate
(b) and z coordinate (c) for best A candidates.
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Figure A.100: Proper time distributions for a) generated, b) reconstructed best A candidates and ¢) MC partner of
best A candidates.
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Figure A.101: y? and probability distributions for the vertex fit.
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Figure A.102: y? and probability distributions for the kinematic fit with mass constraint condition.
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Figure A.103: a) Mass distribution for =~ after the different steps of reconstruction. b) Deviation of reconstructed
and generated Z~ mass.
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Figure A.104: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated ™.
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Figure A.105: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
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Figure A.106: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for MC partner
of reconstructed =~
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Figure A.107: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
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Figure A.108: Deviation of generated and reconstructed decay vertex position for the x coordinate (a), y coordinate
(b) and z coordinate (c) for best - candidates.
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Figure A.109: Proper time distributions for a) generated, b) reconstructed best Z~ candidates and c¢) MC partner of
best =~ candidates.
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Figure A.110: Vertex fit x? (a) and probability (b) distribution for pp — =~ A K*

‘ ‘20‘ ‘

40

60

P IR

80 100
4C fit X2
(@)

counts

10°F
10*

103

L P IR !
02 04 06 038 1
4C fit probability

(b)

Figure A.111: v” (a) and probability (b) distribution.
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Figure A.112: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for final selected
A.
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Figure A.113: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for the truth partner of
the final selected A.
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Figure A.114: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for the final selected A candidates.
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Figure A.116: Deviation of the final reconstructed A decay vertex position and the corresponding decay vertex
position for the x coordinate (a), the y coordinate (b) and the z coordinate (c).
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Figure A.117: Propertime distribution for the reconstructed (a) and the partners (b) of the final selected A.
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Figure A.118: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for final selected
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Figure A.119: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for the
partner of the final selected =Z~.
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Figure A.120: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for the final selected Z".
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Figure A.122: Deviation of the final reconstructed Z~ decay vertex position and the corresponding decay
vertex position for the x coordinate (a), the y coordinate (b) and the z coordinate (c).
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Figure A.123: Propertime distribution for the reconstructed (a) and the partners (b) of the final selected Z~.
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Figure A.124: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for final selected
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Figure A.125: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum

(b) for the final selected K* candidates.
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Figure A.126: Dalitz plot for the final selected candidate (a) and theirpartners (b).
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Figure A.127: Mass distribution of the A K* system: a) unfitted and b) fitted with the sum of two Voigt functions
and a polynomial.
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Figure A.129: Mass distribution for the final selected 2~ K*.
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Figure A.130: cos Oy (@), dem (b) and @7y, ratio between thepartners of the final reconstructed candidates and
the generated sample.
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Figure A.131: Generated (a) and reconstructed (b) cos 6 distribution in the center-of-mass frame for final selected
= as well as the distribution for the partners of the reconstructed =~ candidates (c).
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Figure A.132: Ratio plot of the cos € distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the final selected =~ candidates.
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Figure A.133: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from A.
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Figure A.134: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from A requesting that A and E" have only two daughters.
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Figure A.135: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for the
reconstructed 7~ from A.
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Figure A.136: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for the
partner of the reconstructed 7~ from A.
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Figure A.137: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for 7~ from A.
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Figure A.138: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated *
from A.
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Figure A.139: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated *
from A requesting that A and =" have only two daughter particles.
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Figure A.140: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
a* from A.
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Figure A.141: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for the
partner of the reconstructed 7" from A.
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Figure A.142: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for " from A.
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Figure A.143: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7*

from E .
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Figure A.144: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7*
from = requesting that =" has only two daughter particles.
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Figure A.145: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
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Figure A.146: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
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Figure A.147: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum

(b) for n* from =
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Figure A.148: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K~
from =*.
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Figure A.149: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
K™ from E*.
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Figure A.150: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of the reconstructed K~ from Z*.
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Figure A.151: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for K™ from Z*.
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Figure A.152: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K~
from continuum.
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Figure A.153: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
K™ from continuum.
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Figure A.154: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstruced K~ from continuum.
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Figure A.155: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for K~ from continuum.
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Figure A.156: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p.
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Figure A.157: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
form A requesting that A and =" have only two daugher particles.
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Figure A.158: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
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Figure A.159: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of the reconstructed p.
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Figure A.160: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for p from A.
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Figure A.161: Mass distribution (a) for reconstructed A candidates and deviation of reconstructed and generated A

mass.
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Figure A.162: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A.
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Figure A.163: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A
requesting that the =" has only two daughter particles.
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Figure A.164: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
A candidates.
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Figure A.165: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for the
partners of the reconstructed A candidates.
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Figure A.166: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for A.
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Figure A.167: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for final
reconstructed Z .
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Figure A.168: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of final reconstructed = .
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A.3 Analysis of pp — E A K~ with the Full Decay Tree Fit
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Figure A.169: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum

(b) for final reconstructed §+.
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Figure A.170: Deviation of the final reconstructed A decay vertex position and the corresponding decay vertex

position for the x coordinate (a), the y coordinate (b) and the z coordinate (c).
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Figure A.171: Generated distribution for cos 6(a), ¢ (b) and ¢ in the center-of-mass frame.
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A.4 Analysis of pp —» Z~ A K* with the Full Decay Tree Fit
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Figure A.172: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from A.
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Figure A.173: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from A requesting that A and Z~ have only two daughter particles.
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Figure A.174: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed

7~ from A.
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Figure A.175: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner

of reconstructed 7~ from A.
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Figure A.176: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum

(b) for 7~ from A.
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Figure A.177: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from &E”.
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Figure A.178: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated 7~
from E” requesting that Z~ has only two daughter particles.
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Figure A.179: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
n~ from E°.
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Figure A.180: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed 7~ from ="
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Figure A.181: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for 7~ from E~.
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Figure A.182: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated n*
from A.
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Figure A.183: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated *
from A requesting that A has only two daughters.
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A.4 Analysis of pp — Z~ A K* with the Full Decay Tree Fit
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Figure A.184: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
a* from A.
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Figure A.185: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconsturcted 7t from A.
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Figure A.186: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for i from A.
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Figure A.187: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K*
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Figure A.188: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed

—
K* from = .
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Figure A.189: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed K* from = .
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Figure A.190: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for K* from E .
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Figure A.191: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated K*

from continuum.
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Figure A.192: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed

K* from continuum.
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Figure A.193: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed K* from continuum.
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Figure A.194: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for K* from continuum.

239



Appendix A Additional Figures for the Study of the = Resonances

p and p

p full MC sample 5 p full MC sample

1600(
1400(
1200(
1000(
8000
6000
4000
2000

p [GeVic]

t

p [GeV/c]

ok

L L .\ . L 1
115 2 25 3

w0
3
p, [GeVic] O [rad]

Q50705 1 15 2 25

0 05
() (b)

Figure A.195: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A.
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Figure A.196: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. @ angle (b) for generated p
from A requesting that A and Z~ have only two daughter particles.
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Figure A.197: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for recontructed
p from A.

p reco MCT p reco MCT

p/GeVic

2105005 115 2 253 °
P, [GeVic]

(a) (b)

Figure A.198: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed p from A.
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Figure A.199: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for p from A.
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Figure A.200: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated p
from A.
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Figure A.201: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. @ angle (b) for generated p
from A requesting that A has only two daughter particles.
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Figure 5.202: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for recontructed
p from A.
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Figure A.203: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed p from A.
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Figure A.204: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for p from A.
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Figure A.205: Mass distribution (a) and deviation of reconstructed and generates mass (b) for A candidates.
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Figure A.206: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A
from =~
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Figure A.207: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A
from E requesting that Z~ has only two daughter particles.
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Figure A.208: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
A from 2.
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Figure A.209: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed A from Z~.
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Figure A.210: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for generated A from Z~.

S
12} ;(10 c ,)(103
= r = [
5160+ = r Areco
Q r x 0 9250
0140; Areco® (reco % B
120~ 8200
100F :
E 1501
80 L
60 100F
40F :
5 50
20 L
O:H‘\HH\HH\HH\HH Lo Ll Ll
105 11 115 12 125 1.3 -0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1
M [GeV/c?] MiecoMyc [GeV/c?]
(@) (b)

Figure A.211: Mass distribution (a) and deviation of reconstructed and generates mass (b) for A candidates.
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Figure A.212: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated A.
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Figure A.213: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
A.
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Figure A.214: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed A.
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Figure A.215: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for generated A.
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Figure A.216: Mass distribution (a) and deviation of reconstructed and generates mass (b) for 2~ candidates.
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Figure A.217: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for generated Z~.
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Figure A.218: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for reconstructed
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Figure A.219: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) forpartner
of reconstructed =~
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Figure A.220: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for generated ="
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Figure A.221: Full decay tree fit x> (a) and probability (b) distribution for 2~ A K*
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Figure A.222: Status of the decay tree fitter for 2~ A K*
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A.4 Analysis of pp — Z~ A K* with the Full Decay Tree Fit
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Figure A.223: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for final selected
A.
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Figure A.224: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for the truth partner of
the final selected A.
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Figure A.225: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for the final selected A candidates.
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Figure A.226: Deviation of the final reconstructed A decay vertex position and the corresponding decay vertex
position for the x coordinate (a), the y coordinate (b) and the z coordinate (c).
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Figure A.227: Propertime distribution for the reconstructed (a) and the partners (b) of the final selected A.
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Figure A.228: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for final selected
A from E°.
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Figure A.229: Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for the truth partner of
the final selected A from =~.
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Figure A.230: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
(b) for the final selected A from Z~ candidates.
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Figure A.231: Deviation of the final reconstructed A decay vertex position and the corresponding decay vertex
position for the x coordinate (a), the y coordinate (b) and the z coordinate (c).
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Figure A.232: Propertime distribution for the reconstructed (a) and thepartners (b) of the final selected A from
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Figure A.233: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for final selected
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Figure A.234: Transverse versus longitudinal momentum (a) and total momentum vs. ® angle (b) for the

partner of the final selected =Z~.
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Figure A.235: Momentum resolution (a) and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum
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Figure A.236: Deviation of the final reconstructed Z~ decay vertex position and the corresponding decay
vertex position for the x coordinate (a), the y coordinate (b) and the z coordinate (c).
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Figure A.237: Propertime distribution for the reconstructed (a) and thepartners (b) of the final selected =~
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A.4 Analysis of pp — Z~ A K* with the Full Decay Tree Fit
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Figure A.241: Mass distribution of the A K* system: a) unfitted and b) fitted with the sum of two Voigt functions
and a polynomial.
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Figure A.246: Ratio plot of the cos @ distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the final selected =" candidates.
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APPENDIX B

Additional Plots for the Determination of J*

B.1 Dalitz Plots for Generated Events

Single Resonances
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Figure B.1: Dalitz plot for generated Z (1690)~ with 3/2* (a) and 3/2~ (b) hypothesis.
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Figure B.2: Dalitz plot for generated = (1820)~ with 1/2* (a), 1/2” (b) and 3/2* (c) hypothesis.
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B.1 Dalitz Plots for Generated Events

Included Cross Channel
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Figure B.3: Dalitz plot for generated = (1690)~ with 1/2 (a), 3/2* (b) and 3/2" (c) hypothesis including also the
crossed channel.
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Figure B.4: Dalitz plot for generated E (1820)~ with 1/2* (a), 1/27 (b) and 3/2* hypothesis including also the
crossed channel.
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B.2 Dalitz Plots for Fitted Events
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Figure B.5: Dalitz plot for = (1690)™ with fitted 3/2* (a) and 3/2~ (b) hypothesis.
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Figure B.6: Dalitz plot for Z (1820)~ with fitted 1/2* (a), 1/2~ (b) and 3/2* hypothesis.
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Included Cross Channel
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Figure B.7: Dalitz plot for Z (1690)~ with fitted 1/27 (a), 3/2* (b) and 3/2~ hypothesis including also the crossed
channel.
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Figure B.8: Dalitz plot for E (1820)~ with fitted 1/2* (a), 1/2~ (b) and 3/2* hypothesis including also the crossed
channel.
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B.3 Comparison of cos ® Distributions

B.3 Comparison of cos O Distributions
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Figure B.9: Angular distribution of K~ from Z (1690)~ with generated J* = 1/2~ and fitted 1/2* (a), 3/2* (b) and

3/27 (c).
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Figure B.10: Mass distributions for A K™ (a), E K (b) and E A (c). The E(1820)~ is generated and fitted with

JP =3/2".
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Figure B.11: Angular distribution of K~ for = (1820)~ with fitted 1/2* (a) and 1/2~ (b) hypothesis, and generated
JP =3/2% and Ly = 0.
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Figure B.12: Angular distribution of K~ for Z (1820)~ with fitted 3/2* (a) and 3/2" (b) hypothesis, and generated
JP =1/2" and Ly, = 0.
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Figure B.13: Angular distribution of K~ for = (1820)~ with fitted 1/2* (a) and 1/2~ (b) hypothesis, and generated
JP =1/2" and Ly, = 0.
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B.3 Comparison of cos ® Distributions

Figure B.15: Angular distribution of K~ from = (1690)” with generated J© = 1/2~

300
[ —— Data
L —— Fit
250; Xi1690
—— antiLambda1890

cos(©)

(@
and 3/27 (c).
n F
§ : Data
g300r I

r Xi1690
—— antiLambdal1890

Figure B.16: Angular distribution of K~ from Z (1690)~ with generated J* = 3/2*

. cos(©)

(@)

and 3/27 (c).

= (1820)~

—— Data

a2 — Fit
250; Xi1690
—— antiLambdal890

cos(©)

(b)

—— Data
—— Fit
Xi1690
—— antiLambdal1890

. cos(©)

(b)

—— Data
—— Fit
Xi1690
—— antiLambdal1890

©

—— Data
—— Fit
Xi1690
—— antiLambdal1890

. cos(©)

©

and fitted 1/2* (a), 3/2* (b)

and fitted 1/2% (a), 1/2~ (b)

273



Appendix B Additional Plots for the Determination of J©

cos(0)

—— antiLambda1890

3/2" and fitted 1/2-.

fofeletsiorsionsss,

o}

cos(©)

cos(0)

Xi1820
— antiLambdal890

(1820)~ with generated J

Xi1820
—— antiLambda1890

—
=)
—

—— Data
—— Fit

—— Data
—— Fit

CTO000000000000]
DOOOOO0000000000!
ICOO0OC0000000000]

n © 0OOOOOOOOO0O0OOOOCOOOOOOOOOOOOOCOQOH
JOOOO000000000000000000000000000000000
OCOOOO0OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

[ AR R B _I_I_j L _JF Lo | IROiSessessessess —i
© o o o o o ol
© 1 © 1m® o
m N N @+

S1UNo?

cos(0)

Xi1820
—— antiLambdal1890

—— Data
—— Fit

Figure B.17: Angular distribution of K~ from

©

(b)

(1820)~ with generated J© = 1/2* and fitted 1/2" (a), 3/2* (b)

—
=

—

(a)

Figure B.18: Angular distribution of K™ from

and 3/27 (c).

274



B.3 Comparison of cos ® Distributions

2 2 2
S r S r IS r
3300¢ — Data 3300 —— Data 3300F —— Data
o r — Fit o r —— Fit o r —— Fit
r Xi1820 r Xi1820 Xi1820
250; —— antiLambda1890 250¢ —— antiLambdal890 250; —— antiLambda1890

(@ (b)

Figure B.19: Angular distribution of K~ from Z (1820)~ with generated J = 3/2* and fitted 1/2* (a), 1/2~ (b)
and 3/27 (c).

275






List of Figures

2.1~ Measurements Coupling Constant ¢ as a function of the energy.,| . . . . . . . .. ... 5
2.2 The SU(3) multiplets for quarks and antiquarks.| . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 7
[2.3  Ground state mesons with light quark content.| . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ...... 8
[2.4  Ground state baryon octet and decuplet.| . . . . . . . ... o 0oL 9
2.5 The nucleon excitation spectrum.| . . . . . . . . . . .. ... 10
[2.6  SU(4) multiplets for baryons consisting of u, d, s, and c quarks.|. . . . . ... ... .. 10
2.7 Hyperon Spectrum for the lowest statesof A, 2, Zand Q.. . . . . .. ... ... ... 11
2.8 Sketch of a typical process for pp — E' = with the predominant decays.l ....... 11
[2.9  Exchange models used for the calculation of hyperon production in pp processes.| . . . 12
[3.1 Ilustration of the[FAIR[and|GSIIfacility, . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... 17
[3.2  Scheme for parallel operation of [FAIR| . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... .... 18
B3 TMustrationof thel[HESRI . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . 19
.1 Illustration of the charmonium spectrum.|. . . . . . .. ... .. ... ... ...... 22
4.2 Comparison of the predicted charmed-strange spectrum and the experimentally observed |
77 25
4.3 Production mechanism for double A hypernucley} . . . ... ... ... .. ... ... 27
4.4 Tllustration of the planned IﬁANDAI detector.| ....................... 28
4.5 |CAD[drawing of the[MVD|including support structure.| . . . . . . .. ... ... ... 31
F6 Basiclayoutof the[MVD] . . . . . . . . .. ... .. .. 31
|77 Tllustration of the polar angle coverage for theMVD] . . . ... ... ... ...... 31
4.8 3D drawing view the|STTY| . . . . . . .. .. .. 33
4.9  Layout of the straw tubes 1n the STT|in xy-view.. . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... 33
AI0 [CADdrawing oF ReFT] . . . .« .+« o o o oo oo 34
.11 Schematic drawing of the barrel [DIRC|detector] . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... 35
|.12 Partial cut-away of the Disc|DIRC| . . . . . . . ... ... oo 35
.13 |CAD[drawing of the Barrel[IoF[| . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... ....... 36
.14 |CAD[drawing of the|[FToF scintillation wallf . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... 36
{15 Tlustration of the]MDS[components.] . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ....... 37
.16 [CAD[drawing of the EM(]barrel and the forward endcap.|. . . . . . . . ... ... .. 38
“.17 Sketch of thelFSClas seen from the frontsidel . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 38
@.18 |CAD[drawing of the|[LMD}| . . . . . . . . .. ... o 39
5.1 Ilustration of the reactionchain| . . . . . . . . .. ... .. .. ... ... ...... 43
5.2 Transverse versus longitudinal momentum and momentum versus polar angle ® for the |
generated 7~ from A.| . . . . . ... 47

277



List of Figures

[5.3  Transverse versus longitudinal momentum and momentum versus polar angle ® for the

| generated 7~ from A, where A and =~ have only two daughter particles.| . . . . . . . . 48
[5.4  Transverse versus longitudinal momentum and momentum versus polar angle ® for the |
[ reconstructedz” from Al . . . . . ... 48
[0.5 Transverse versus longitudinal momentum and momentum versus polar angle © for the |

[ MC partners of the reconstructed 7~ from A.|. . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .... 48
[5.6  Momentum resolution dp/p and momentum resolution versus total generated momentum |

[ of 7 from Al . . . .. 49
5.7 x” and probability distributions for the vertex fit for A candidates.| . . . . .. ... .. 50

5.8 x* and fit probability distribution for the kinematic fit with mass constraint condition on |

[ A candidates.] . . . . .. L 51
[5.9  Mass distribution for A after each appliedcut,| . . . . . .. ... ... ... L. 52
[5.10 Deviation of reconstructed and generated Amass.| . . . . . . . ... ... .. ... .. 53
[5.11 Transverse versus longitudinal momentum and total momentum versus ® angle for |

| generated A|. . . . . L. L 53
[5.12 Transverse versus longitudinal momentum and total momentum versus ® angle for the |
[ reconstructedbest Acandidates] . . . .. ... ... ... ... .. L. 54
[5.13 Transverse versus longitudinal momentum and total momentum versus ® angle for the |

| MC truth partners of the reconstructed best A candidate.| . . .. ... ... ... ... 54
[5.14 Momentum resolution and relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total |

[ momentum for AJ . . . . ... oL 55
[5.15 Deviation of the reconstructed A decay vertex position and the corresponding [MC|decay |

| vertex position for all three spatial coordinates.| . . . . .. .. .. ... ... ... .. 56
5.16 Proper time distribution for generated, reconstructed and[MC|truth matched candidates| 57
5.17 Vertex fit y” and probability distributionfor 2| . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 58
5.18 x? and probability distribution of the kinematic fit with mass constraint for §+.| - 1)
5.19 Mass distribution for £ after each applied cut.| ..................... 59
5.20 Mass distribution of the best =~ candidates) . . . . ... ... ... 60
5.21 Deviation of the reconstructed and the generated = mass.l ............... 61
[5.22 Generated distributions of transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum |

| vs. 6 angle for the best = candidates.l .......................... 61
[5.23 Reconstructed transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. 6 angle |

E candidates) . . .. ... 62

[5.24 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. 6 angle for the|MC|truth |

| partners of the best = candidates.l ............................ 62
5.25 Relative deviation of reconstructed and generated total momentum for §+.| ....... 63
5.26 Deviation of the reconstructed = decay vertex and its MC truth value for each spatial |

[ coordinate.) . . . . ... 64
5.27 Proper time distribution for generated B 64
5.28 Vertex fit x> and probability distribution for 2 AK™ . . . . . . ... ... ... .. 65
5.29 [4C-fif|y? and probability distribution for = AK™| . . .. ... ... .. ... ... 65
[5.30 Reconstructed transverse versus longitudinal momentum and reconstructed total mo- |

| mentum versus ® angle for final selected A . . . . . .. ... ... ... ....... 66
[5.31 Relative deviation of the reconstructed and the generated total momentum for the final |

[ selected A candidates]. . . . . . . . . .. 67
[5.32 Mass resolution of the final selected composite state particles.| . . ... ... ... .. 68

278



List of Figures

[5.33 Deviation of the reconstructed and the generated decay vertex position in all three spatial |

| coordinates for E:J .................................... 69

|5.34 Proper Time distribution for reconstructed = and A candidates|. . . . ... ...... 70
[5.35 Dalitz plot for the generated sample and the final selected reconstructed candidates| . . 70
[5.36 Ratio plot between the Dalitz plots of [MC]|truth partners and the generated sample.| . . 71
[5.37 Mass distribution of the A K™ system| . . . . .. ... .. ... ... ......... 71
D.58 Deviation of the reconstructed resonance mass from itsIMCltruth valuef . . . . . . . . . 72
5.39 Mass distribution of the & K™ system.|. . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ..., 72
[5.40 Generated Angular distributions 1n the center-of-mass frame.| . . . . . . . . ... ... 73
5.41 Ratio of the angular distributions for the final reconstructed sample.| . . . . . . .. .. 73
5.42 cos 6 distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the generated and reconstructed = | . T4
5.43 Ratio plot of the cos 6§ distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the final selected = |
[ candidates] . .. ... ... .. ... 75
[5.44 Generated transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and generated total momentum vs. ® |
[ angle forproton]. . . . . . . ... 76
[5.45 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for generated |
| proton from the cleaned MC sample| . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 76
[5.46 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for reconstructed |
| PrOtONS.| . . . . . o o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 77
[5.47 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for the MC |
| truth partner of the reconstructed protons.| . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... .. 77
[5.48 Relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total proton momentum and relative |
| deviation versus generated total momentum.| . . . . .. .. .. oL 78
[5.49 Mass distribution for A candidates and deviation of the reconstructed from the generated |
[ AMAasS] . . .. e e 80
15.50 Generated transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and generated total momentum plotted |
| againstthe @ anglefor Af. . . . . . . . .. .. . 80
[5.51 Reconstructed transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and reconstructed total momentum |
| plotted against the ® anglefor A.|. . . . . . .. ... .. .. ... ... .. ..., . 81
[5.52 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum plotted against the ® angle |
| for the[MC]truth partners of the reconstructed A.| . . .. ... ... ... ... .... 81
[5.53 Relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total A momentum and relative |
| deviation versus generated total momentum.| . . . . . ... .00 82
|5.54 Mass distribution (a) and deviation of the reconstructed and generated mass (b) for = |
| after the mass window cut. Both 1llustrations show the same sample.| . . . . . . .. .. 83
[5.55 Generated transverse vs. generated longitudinal momentum and generated total mo- |
| mentum vs. ® angle for §+.| ................................ 84

[5.56 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. ® angle for the recon- |

| structed = after the mass window Cut) . . . . . o o oot 84

[5.57 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs. © angle for the [MC| |

| truth partner of the reconstructed §+.| ........................... 85
[5.58 Relative deviation of reconstructed and generated total momentum and the relative |
| deviation versus the generated total momentum for = | ................. 85
|5.59 12 and probability distribution for the DecayTreeFitter used on the E AK sample.l . 86
[5.60 Fit status for the candidates after the cut on the fit probability| . . . . . . . .. ... .. 87

279



List of Figures

[5.61 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs ® angle for final selected |

[ A candidates] . . . . . . . ... 87
[5.62 Transverse vs. longitudinal momentum and total momentum vs ® angle for the MC truth |

| partner of the final selected A candidates.| . . . . .. ... ... ... ......... 88
[5.63 Relative deviation of the reconstructed and generated total momentum and relative |

| deviation versus generated total momentum for the final selected A candidates.| 88
|5.64 Deviation of the reconstructed and the generated decay vertex position of = for all three |

| spatial coordinates.| . . . . ... L. L 89
|5.65 Proper time distributions for a) final selected = and b) final selected A candidates.l .. 90
[5.66 Dalitz plot for the final sample and the[MC|truth partners of the final selected candidates] 91
[5.67 Dalitz plot for the generated sample and ratio of the MC truth partners of the final sample |

| and the generated sample.|. . . . . . . ... Lo 91
|5.68 Ratio of the generated and the MC truth partner of the reconstructed A K™ and E K- |

[ mass distributions) . . ... oL 92
M istribution of A K~ with and withoutfit . . . ... ... ... ......... 92

5.70 Deviation of the final reconstructed and the generated A K~ mass distribution.| . . . . . 93
5.71 Mass distribution for the E K~ system.l ......................... 93
5.72 Ratio of the angular distributions for the final reconstructed = A K_.| ......... 94
5.73 cos 6 distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the generated and reconstructed = | .95
5.74 Ratio plot of the cos 6 distribution in the center-of-mass frame for the final selected = |

[ candidates] . . . . . . ... e 95
|6.1 Schematic diagram of the process pp — EOAK . 101
[6.2  Illustration of the resonance production in a considered specific pp inelastic processes.| 102

6.3  Definition of angles 1n the canonical and helicity formalism.| . . . ... ... ... .. 105

6.4 Dalitz plot for the generated and fitted events of the reaction pp —E E (1690)" with |

| JE = 1/2+.| ........................................ 118
|6.5 Comparison of generated and fitted mass distributions for A K™, E K and E A for pp |

| SE 2(1690)" and Lipge =0 . . o 118
6.6 Angular distribution for K™ from Z(1690)". . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... 119

6.7 Generated angular distributions for J© = 1/2%, J© = 1/2=, J© = 3/2% and J'' = 3/2~ |

| data sets with 60,000 events.| . . . . . . . . . e 120
[6.8  Angular distributions for K~ from = (1690)~ with generated 3/2" and fitted 1/2%, and |

[ generated 3/2  and fitted 1/27.. . . . . . . ... ... 121
6.9 Dalitz plot for generated and fitted Z (1690)” events with J* = 1/2” and Lyg = 1] . . 121
6.10 Mass distributions for A K™ (a), £ K~ (b), and E A (c) for the generated J” = 1/2" |

| and fitted J* = 3/2" hypothesis and Lipax = 1. . . . . . . . . ... 122
6.11 Angular distribution for = (1690)~ with generated 1/2* and all four fitted hypotheses.| . 123
6.12 Dalitz plot for the generated data sample and the fitted events with J© =3/27|. . . . . 126
6.13 Mass distributions for A K™, = K and Z A for the reaction pp —E B (1820)” with |

| JU=3/2"and Lipax =0 . . . o oo 127
16.14 Angular distribution of K™ for all fitted hypotheses for Z (1820)~ with generated J~ = |

[ 3/27and Lax =0 . . 0 128
[6.15 Angular distribution for K~ from = (1820)~, with generated 1/2" and Ly,,x = 1, compared |

| with all fitted hypotheses.| . . . . . . . . . . .. 129

280



List of Figures

[6.16 Angular distributions for K~ from Z (1820), with generated 1/2” and Ly,x = 1, com- |
L pared with all other fitted hypotheses.| . . . . ... ... ... ... .. .. ... 130
6.17 Dalitz plots of generated = (1690) and = (1820) including the crossed channel.| . 131
6.18 Mass distributions for A K=, = K and E A for the generated and fitted sample |
| including Z(1690)™.] . . . . . . ... 132
|6.19 Mass distributions for A K™, Z K and E A for the generated and fitted sample |
| including Z(1820) 7. . . . . . . 132
6.20 Dalitz plot for the fitted data for the reaction pp —E = including also the crossed channe1.|132
6.21 Comparison of generated and fitted angular distributions for K~ from E (1690)” and |
| E820) . . o o 134
[6.22 Angular distributions for K~ from Z (1690)~ (L = 1) with generated 1/2" and fitted |
| 1/27 and 3/2" hypothesis.| . . . . . . . . . . ... 135
[6.23 Angular distributions for K~ from = (1820)~ with generated 3/2~ and fitted 1/2" and |
| 3/27 hypothesis.| . . . . . . . 135

281






List of Tables

[2.1 ~ Fermion properties for the three generations of quarks and leptons.| . . . . . . . . . .. 3
[2.2  Overview on the boson properties listed inthe|SML| . . . ... ... ... ... .... 4
2.3 Quantum numbers of the u,d, and squarks.| . . . ... ... ... ... .. ... .. 7
[2.4  Experimental status of = Resonances.| . . . . ... ... ... ... .......... 12
4.1 Energy range and covered polar angle region of the different|EMClparts.| . . . . . . .. 38
5.1 Statusofthe = Resonances). . . . . . ... ... ... . oo oL 44
5.2 Mass and width of the resonances implemented for the event generation.| . . . . . . . . 45
[5.3  Decay modes and chosen ratios implemented for the event generation.| . . . . . . . .. 45
5.4 Reconstruction efficiencies and momentum resolution for all final state particles| . .. 47
5.6 Reconstructedmassfor Aand AJ . . . . . ... ... 52
5.8  Vertex resolution for the three spatial coordinates for A and A, respectively| . . . . . . 56
E and - istributions . . .. ... ... 60

[5.11 Evaluated FWHM values for each spatial coordinate as a measurement for the vertex |
resolution . . . . . L L L e e e e e 63

it E andAmass|. ... .......... 66

[5.13 Decay modes and ratios for final selected samples.| . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 66
5.15 Evaluated momentum resolution for the composite state particles,| . . . . ... .. .. 67
5.17 Mass resolution of the final selected §+, E-,Aand /_\.| .................. 68
5.19 Decay vertex resolution for all three spatial coordinated of the composite state particles.| 69
521 Fit results for the mass and the width of the =~ and =" resonances| . . . . . . ... .. 72
5.22 Reconstruction efficiency for the final state particles of a) pp — = AK and b) pp — |
B AK 75

5.23 Momentum resolution for the final state particles.| . . . . . ... ... ... .. .... 78
5.25 Evaluated values for the momentum resolutionof Aand Al . . . . ... ... .. ... 82
[5.26 Decay modes and ratios for final selected samples.| . . . .. ... ... ... ..... 86
15.28 Momentum resolution for the composite state particles.| . . . . .. ... ... ... .. 89
[5.30 Decay vertex resolution of all three spatial coordinates for the final selected composite |
particle candidates.| . . . . . .. ..o Lo 89

5.32 Determined ct values for the composite state particles.| . . . .. ... ... ... ... 90
5.34_Fit results for the mass and the width of the 2~ and E_ resonances . . . . . . . . . . . 93
[5.35 Signal-to-Background ratio and signal significance for the different types of analysis.| . 96
|6.1  Antiproton-proton initial statesuptoJ =6 . . . . . .. .. ... ... 103
[6.2  Properties of the generated data sets for this analysis.| . . . ... ... ... ... ... 116
[6.3  Results for = (1690)~ and Loax =0) - o o 117
(6.4 Results for 2(1690)" and Ly = 1 . . . . o o oo oo o 124

283



List of Tables

6.5 Results for 2(1820)" and Ly =0 . . . . o o o oo oo 125
6.6 Results for E(1820)" and Ly = 1 . . . . o o oo oo o 125
6.7 Results for = (1690)" including the crossed channel and Loy = 1 . . . . . . . .. .. 133
6.8 Results for = (1820)~ with included crossed channel and Ly, =0 . . . . . . ... .. 133

284



Glossary

4C-fit Kinematic fit with the constraint to match to a given four-momentum vector.. 201]

AIC Akaike information criterion estimates the relative quality of statistical models given for a dataset..

BIC Bayesian information criterion is a criterion to select a model among a finite set of models..
CRYRING A heavy ion storage ring which was located at[MSL]and transferred to .

DecayTreeFitter Fitting procedure to fit the whole decay tree, recursively..

DPM Event generator using the Dual Parton Model.. [94]

ESR Storage ring at[GSI]. [16]
EvtGen EvtGen is a particle decay simulation package. [[132].

FairRoot Common software framework used for all [FAIR]experiments.. 0]

Fluka Fully integrated Monte Carlo simulation package for particle physics..

GEANE Software tool to extrapolate the track parameters and their associated errors due to magnetic
field, straggling in energy loss and Coulomb multiple scattering inside dense materials..

Geant3 Simulation software for the description of the passage of particles through matter. GEANT is
an acronym for GEometry ANd Tracking.. 40]

GEANT4 Simulation tool kit for propagation and decay of particles.[158].

GENFIT Generic track fitting toolkit [134])..

HESR The High Energy Storage Ring is part of the future FAIR facility.. [IT8H21] [24] [30]

LEAR The Low Energy Antiproton Ring decelerated and stored antimatter between 1982 and 1996 at
[CERNL. R4

LHCb One of the detectors at the at[CERN].

LSR The Low Energy Storage Ring decelerates antiprotons to 300 keV.. [15]

MIGRAD Minimization algorithm used in MINUIT2]. [I13]

285



Glossary

MINUIT Minimization package developed at CERN [[I51]].. [T13]
MINUIT2 Minimization package developed at CERN. It is a new version of MINUIT]. [TT3]
MSV The modularized start version will be the first phase of [15] 18] 20|

p-LINAC A planned linear accelerator for the [FAIR|complex..

PandaRoot Software frame work used for the experiment..

PHSP The Phase Space model generates an isotropic angular distribution for a reaction.. 45|

Pyhtia Simulation software for particle collisions at very high energies..
ROOT Software package for data analysis in particle physics developed at[CERN]. 40|

SIS100 A planned synchrotron of thgFAIR]complex with a rigidity of 100 Tm.. 19|
SIS18 Existing synchrotron of the facility..
SIS300 A planned synchrotron of thFAIR|complex with a rigidity of 300 Tm.. [T5] [T7] 18]

UNILAC Linear accelerator at[GSIL.

USR The Ultra-low Energy Storage Ring decelerates antiprotons to 20keV.. [15]

286



Acronyms

PANDA Antiproton Annihilation at Darmstad.

AIC Akaike information criterion . [TI13HT15] [117][T31}[136]

APPA Atomic, Plasma Physics and Applications. T3] [I6]

ASCIl American Standard Code for Information Interchange. 40|

BIC Bayesian information criterion . [T13} [T14} [T17] [131] [136]
BIOMAT Biology and Material Science. [I3]

c.c. charge conjugate. @4} 43 [102]
CAD Computer Aided Design. [31] 33H36] [38}-{40

CBM Compressed Baryonic Matter.

CERN European Organization for Nuclear Research. [9]

CR Collector Ring.

DIRC Detection of Internal Cherenkov Light. [34] [35]
DPM Dual Parton Model. 40 [94]

EDM Estimated Distance to Minimum. [T13]

EMC Electromagnetic Calorimeter. [37] 38]
ESR Experimental Storage Ring. [T6] [T7]

FAIR Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research. 2} T3] [T7HZ21] [24] 40} 273]

FLAIR Facility for Low-Energy Antiproton and Heavy Ion Research. [T3]
FSC Forward Spectrometer electromagnetic Calorimeter. 38] 39

FT Forward Tracker. 30 33} 34} 273
FToF Forward Time of Flight. [34] 36| [38] 273]
FWHM Full Width at Half Maximum. 51} 52 53} 58, [601 [62} [68 [89] B0, 02

287



Acronyms

FZJ Forschungszentrum Jilich. 29

GEM Gaseous Electron Multipliers. 32] 33| 46|
GPD Generalized Parton Distribution.

GSI Helmholtzzentrum fiir Schwerionenforschung. Mol

HED@FAIR High Energy Density Science at FAIR.

HESR High Energy Storage Ring. [[8H21] [24] [30} 07| [275]

HV-MAPS High Voltage Monolythic Active Pixel Sensors. 39|

INP Institut of Nuclear Physics. [I9]

ITEP Institut fiir Technische Physik. 29
KL Kullback-Leibler. 113

LEAR Low Energy Antiproton Ring. 4]

LHC Large Hadron Collider. [6]

LHCb Large Hadron Collider beauty.

LMD Luminosity Detector. [39] 273]

LQCD Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics. [6]
LRT Likelihood Ratio Test.

LSR Low Energy Storage Ring. [I3]

MC Monte Carlo. 23] B6{48] 55157, [62} [64} [70H74} [76} 77, [0} BT} [83} [85} 87, [88} O1} P4} P3| O, 08
138 [39} [156} [T58] [T60} [T62]} [164} [166} [T69) [70} [192} 202{206} 209} 212} 214 216} 218} 220} 222}
224 226 227, 229] 231] 233} 235] 237 239} 241} 243] 245] 247} 249-255] 257} 276278

MCP-PMT Microchannel Plate PhotoMultiplier Tube. [35]

MDS Muon Detector System. 34] 37} 38| 273

MDT Mini-Drift Tube. 37

MPEI Moscow Power Engineering Institute. [29]
MSL Manne Siegbahn Laboratory. [I3]

MSV Modularized Start Version. [T5] [T8] [20]

MVD Micro Vertex Detector. 30H32] 46, 273

NESR New Experimental Storage Ring. [I5] [T7] [T§]

288



Acronyms

NLL Negative Log-Likelihood function. [T12] [TT6}[T17}[T19]

NuSTAR Nuclear Structure, Astrophysics and Reactions. [T6]

p-LINAC Proton Linear Accelerator.

PAWIAN PArtial Wave Interactive ANalysis Sofware. [T0T] [T12] [T13] [TT5} [T16} 134} [T36H141]
PbWO, Lead tungstate. [38]

PCB Printed Circuit Board.
PDG Particle Data Group. [43]
PHSP Phase Space. 43]

PID particle identification. [34] [36] [40] 1] 45| [46] [74] [75] [07] 98] [139]
PMT Photo Multiplier Tube. [35] 37]

PWA Partial Wave Analysis. 2} [T0] [TT3] [T39]

QAIC Quasi-AIC .

QCD Quantum Chromodynamics. [T} 16l 23] 24] [26]
QED Quantum Electrodynamics. [ 22]

QFT Quantum Field Theory. {4

RESR Recuperated Experimental Storage Ring. [I3] [T7H20} [24]
RICH Ring Imaging Cherenkov. 34H36|

RMS Root Mean Square. 49|

SDM Spin Density Matrix. [T10] [TT]]

SiPM Silicon Photo Multiplier.

SLAC Stanford Linear Accelerator Center.

SM Standard Model of Particle Physics. [TH4] 281]

SPARC Stored Particles Atomic Research Collaboration.
STT Straw Tube Tracker. [30} 32H34] 46} 273

TDA Transition Distribution Amplitude. [26]

ToF Time of Flight. 34H36] 273]

TSL The Svedberg Laboratory. 29

289



Acronyms

UNILAC Universal Linear Accelerator.
UrQMD Ultra relativistic Quantum Molecular Dynamics.

USR Ultra-low Energy Storage Ring. [T5]

VMC Virtual Monte Carlo.

290



Acknowledgements

First of all, I would like to say that this thesis would not have been possible without the enormous support
of many people.

I want to thank my supervisor Albrecht Gillitzer. I am very grateful for your supervision and your
guidance over the past four years. Our discussions have always been very constructive and fruitful. I
would especially like to thank you for your commitment to me and my work.

Another special thanks goes to James Ritman. Thank you for giving me the chance to write this
thesis and for being part of your institute.

I would like to express my thanks to Tobias Stockmanns. Without your help with all software re-
lated questions, this thesis would have never been finished.

Then I would like to thank my colleagues and former colleagues from IKP. Alessandra, Andi, An-
dré, Anna, Dariusch, Elisabetta, Frank, Gabi, Huagen, Jakapat, Lu, Ludovico, Peter, Waleed and Yong:
Thanks for the great time in the institute and for the common activities during the meetings. Artur, Giinter,
Jiirgen and René, I really enjoyed our coffee breaks, thank you very much. Also thank you to Dominika,
Daniel and Florian.

During the last phase of my thesis, I had the chance to work closely together with my colleagues
from the Bochum university. Thank you Bertram and Malte for the chance to visit you and that you took
the time to discuss all my questions about PAWIAN.

I would like to express another thanks to Christopher Wiebusch. Thank you for believing in me
and encouraging me to proceed with the PhD after I had finished my master studies.

Vielen Dank an meine Eltern, die mir, trotz vieler Hiirden, immer wieder den Riicken gestéarkt und
an mich geglaubt haben. Danke auch an meine Schwiegereltern fiir ihre tatkriftige Unterstiitzung bei der
Kinderbetreuung.

And finally, my biggest ‘Thank you’ deserves my little family, Andreas and Jakob. Especially in the last
phase of this work, you were my strongest moral support.

291



	Introduction
	Physics Background
	Standard Model of Particle Physics
	Strong Interaction
	At High Energies
	At Low Energies


	Overview of FAIR
	Physics Program of FAIR
	APPA
	CBM
	NuSTAR
	PANDA

	Accelerator Facility

	The PANDA Experiment
	Physics Program at PANDA
	The PANDA Detector
	Software Framework

	Simulation and Reconstruction of Excited Cascade States
	The Reaction Channel barpp  fs
	Event Generation
	Event Analysis
	Sequential Fit Procedure
	Full Decay Tree Fit

	Background Studies
	Results
	Summary

	Partial Wave Analysis
	Antiproton Proton Collisions
	Initial States
	Conservation of JPC

	Helicity Formalism
	Barrier Factors
	Spin Density Matrix
	Density Matrices
	Properties of the Spin Density Matrix

	Methods
	Determination of JP for (1690)- and (1820)-
	Event Generation
	Determination of Quantum Numbers
	Results

	Discussion
	Outlook

	Conclusion
	Bibliography
	Additional Figures for the Study of the  Resonances
	Analysis of barpp fswith the Sequential Fit Procedure
	Final State Particles
	Lambdabar Candidates
	Xibar+ Lambda K-

	Analysis of barpp - bar K+ with the Sequential Fit Procedure
	Final State Particles
	Lambda Candidates
	Lambdabar Candidates
	Xi- Candidates
	Xi- LambdaBar K+

	Analysis of barpp fswith the Full Decay Tree Fit
	Final State Particles
	LambdaBar
	fs

	Analysis of barpp - bar K+ with the Full Decay Tree Fit
	Final State Particles
	Lambda and LambdaBar
	Xi-
	Xi- LambdaBar K+


	Additional Plots for the Determination of JP
	Dalitz Plots for Generated Events
	Dalitz Plots for Fitted Events
	Comparison of cos Distributions

	List of Figures
	List of Tables
	Glossary
	Acronyms
	Acknowledgements

