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1 Introduction

Baryons containing two charm quarks and a lighter quark are predicted by the quark

model [1–3] and provide an ideal system to study the dynamics of bound states of quarks.

Observation of the Ξ++
cc (ccu) baryon via decays to Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and Ξ+

c π
+ final states

has been reported by the LHCb collaboration [4, 5].1 The Ξ++
cc mass was measured by

the LHCb collaboration to be 3621.24± 0.65 (stat)± 0.31 (syst) MeV/c2. Before the LHCb

observation, theoretical calculations using quark models [6–8], bag models [9], the Faddeev

method [10], quantum chromodynamics (QCD) sum rules [11–14], potential models [15] and

lattice QCD [16–18] predicted the mass of this state in the range 3450–3750 MeV/c2. Most

of the predictions using quark models are around 3600 MeV/c2 while other methods have a

larger spread. Theoretical calculations of the Ξ++
cc mass [19–22] after the LHCb observation

fall into a ±20 MeV/c2 window around the experimental value measured by LHCb.

At present, the experimental uncertainty on the Ξ++
cc mass is still large compared

to that of the singly charmed baryons. This paper presents an updated measure-

ment of the Ξ++
cc mass using the decay modes Ξ++

cc → Λ+
c (→ pK−π+)K−π+π+ and

Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c (→ pK−π+)π+. The analysis uses a data sample corresponding to an inte-

grated luminosity of 5.6 fb−1, collected by the LHCb experiment during 2016–2018 in pp

collisions at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. This measurement supersedes the results

reported on the Ξ++
cc mass in refs. [4, 5], which only use pp collision data at 13 TeV taken

in 2016, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 1.7 fb−1.

1The inclusion of charge conjugate modes is implied throughout this paper.
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2 Detector and simulation

The LHCb detector [23, 24] is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the pseudora-

pidity range 2 < η < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or c quarks. The

detector includes a high-precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-strip vertex de-

tector surrounding the pp interaction region [25], a large-area silicon-strip detector located

upstream of a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4 Tm, and three stations

of silicon-strip detectors and straw drift tubes [26, 27] placed downstream of the mag-

net. The tracking system provides a measurement of the momentum of charged particles

with a relative uncertainty that varies from 0.5% at low momentum to 1.0% at 200 GeV/c.

The momentum scale is calibrated using samples of B+ → J/ψK+ and J/ψ → µ+µ−

decays collected concurrently with the data sample used for this analysis [28, 29]. The

relative accuracy of this procedure is estimated to be 3 × 10−4 using samples of other

fully reconstructed b-hadron, Υ and K0
S decays. The minimum distance of a track to a

primary pp collision vertex (PV), the impact parameter (IP), is measured with a resolu-

tion of (15 + 29/(pT/GeV/c))µm, where pT is the momentum component transverse to the

beam axis. Different types of charged hadrons are distinguished using information from

two ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors [30]. Photons, electrons and hadrons are identified

by a calorimeter system consisting of scintillating-pad and preshower detectors, an elec-

tromagnetic and a hadronic calorimeter. Muons are identified by a system composed of

alternating layers of iron and multiwire proportional chambers [31].

The online event selection is performed by a trigger [32], which consists of a hardware

stage, based on information from the calorimeter and muon systems, followed by a software

stage, which applies a full event reconstruction. In between the two software stages, an

alignment and calibration of the detector is performed in near real-time [33]. This process

allows the reconstruction of the Ξ++
cc decays to be performed entirely in the software trigger,

whose output is used as input to the present analysis.

Simulated samples are used to model the effects of the detector acceptance, optimise se-

lections and verify the validity of the methods used in the measurement. In the simulation,

pp collisions are generated using Pythia 8 [34] with a LHCb specific configuration [35].

The production of doubly charmed Ξ++
cc baryons is simulated using the dedicated generator

GenXicc2.0 [36, 37]. Decays of hadrons are described by EvtGen [38], in which final-

state radiation is generated using Photos [39]. The interaction of the generated particles

with the detector, and its response, are implemented using the Geant4 toolkit [40, 41] as

described in ref. [42]. Sources of background, such as those from Ξ++
cc → Ξ

′+
c (→ Ξ+

c γ)π+

and Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ρ
+(→ π+π0), are studied using the fast simulation package RapidSim [43].

3 Event selection

The reconstruction of Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c (→ pK−π+)K−π+π+ and Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c (→ pK−π+)π+ de-

cays is similar to that used in previous LHCb analyses [4, 5]. Candidate Ξ+
c (Λ+

c )→ pK−π+

decays are reconstructed from three charged particles identified as a p, K− and π+ using in-

formation from the RICH detectors [30]. The charged particles are required to form a good-
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quality vertex and be inconsistent with originating from any PV. The Ξ+
c (Λ+

c ) candidate

is then combined with one (three) additional charged particle(s) to form a Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+

(Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+) decay candidate. These additional particles must form a good-

quality vertex with the Ξ+
c (Λ+

c ) candidate, which is required to be upstream of the Ξ+
c (Λ+

c )

decay vertex. Each Ξ++
cc candidate is required to have pT > 2 GeV/c and to be consistent

with originating from its associated PV. The associated PV is that with respect to which

the Ξ++
cc candidate has the smallest χ2

IP. The χ2
IP is defined as the difference in χ2 of the

PV fit with and without the particle in question. To avoid candidates including duplicated

tracks, each track pair is required to have an opening angle larger than 0.5 mrad or a

momentum difference larger than 5% of the minimum momentum of the track pair.

In order to improve the signal purity, multivariate classifiers are trained to separate

signal from background. The choice of classifier algorithms is based on their performance for

each decay mode. A classifier based on the Boosted Decision Tree (BDT) algorithm [44, 45]

implemented in the TMVA toolkit [46, 47] is used for the the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ mode,

while a Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) algorithm [46, 47] is used for the Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+

mode. The BDT for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ decay is trained with simulated signal events

as a signal proxy and wrong-sign Λ+
c K

−π+π− combinations (3525–3725 MeV/c2) in data,

where the two final-state pions have opposite charges, as a background proxy. Both the

signal and background proxies are required to pass the selection described above. Variables

associated with the Ξ++
cc candidates used in the training include the vertex-fit quality, the

χ2
IP, the angle between the momentum and the displacement vector, the flight-distance

χ2 between the PV and the decay vertex. The flight-distance χ2 is defined as the χ2 of

the hypothesis that the decay vertex of the candidate coincides with its associated PV.

Variables associated with the decay products of the Ξ++
cc candidates (the Λ+

c , K− and π+)

used in the training include their pT and χ2
IP, the vertex-fit quality of the Λ+

c candidates

and the smallest pT among the Λ+
c decay products (p, K− and π+). Particle-identification

information for the final-state particles is also used.

The threshold applied to the classifier response is determined by maximising the

signal significance S/
√
S +B, where S is the expected signal yield estimated using

simulation, and B is the background yield evaluated in the upper sideband of data

(3800–3900 MeV/c2) extrapolated to the signal region (3607–3635 MeV/c2). The multi-

variate classifier for the Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay is developed following the same strategy as

that for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ decay.

After the full selection, an event may still contain more than one Ξ++
cc candidate.

According to studies on simulated decays and the wrong-sign control sample, multiple

candidates in the same event may form a peaking structure in the mass distribution of the

Ξ++
cc candidates if they are obtained from the same final-state tracks, but via swapping

two final state tracks (e.g. the K− from the Λ+
c decay and the K− from the Ξ++

cc decay).

In this case, one candidate is chosen randomly. Other kinds of multiple candidates, which

account for 8% (< 1%) of the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ (Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+) signal events, are not

removed since they do not form a peaking background.

– 3 –
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4 Mass measurement

To improve the mass resolution, the invariant mass of a Ξ++
cc candidate is computed as

mcand(Ξ++
cc ) = m(Λ+

c K
−π+π+)−m(Λ+

c ) +MPDG(Λ+
c ),

mcand(Ξ++
cc ) = m(Ξ+

c π
+)−m(Ξ+

c ) +MLHCb(Ξ+
c ),

(4.1)

where m(Λ+
c K

−π+π+) and m(Ξ+
c π

+) are the reconstructed Ξ++
cc masses; m(Λ+

c ) and

m(Ξ+
c ) are the reconstructed Λ+

c and Ξ+
c masses; MPDG(Λ+

c ) is the known value of the

Λ+
c mass; MLHCb(Ξ+

c ) is the known value of the Ξ+
c mass. The known value of the Λ+

c

mass is 2286.46 ± 0.14 MeV/c2 [48, 49], and that of the Ξ+
c mass is determined to be

2467.97± 0.22 MeV/c2 using MPDG(Λ+
c ) and the difference between m(Ξ+

c ) and m(Λ+
c ) of

181.51± 0.14± 0.10 MeV/c2 measured by the LHCb collaboration [50].

The mcand(Ξ++
cc ) mass distributions of the selected Ξ++

cc candidates are shown in fig-

ure 1 for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+ decay modes. The Ξ++
cc mass is deter-

mined by performing unbinned extended maximum-likelihood fits to the two mcand(Ξ++
cc )

mass distributions. The signal components are described by a modified Gaussian function

with a power-law tail on the left-hand side of the distribution [51], parameterised as

f(x;α,N, x̄, σ) =


e−

1
2

(x−x̄
σ

)2
for x−x̄σ > −α(

N

|α|

)N
e−
|α|2

2

(
N

|α|
− |α| − x− x̄

σ

)−N
for x−x̄σ ≤ −α.

(4.2)

The peak position, x, and width, σ, of the function are allowed to vary in the fit. The power-

law tail parameters, N and α, are fixed from simulation. The background from randomly

associated tracks is modelled using an exponential function. Background contributions

from the partially reconstructed decays Ξ++
cc → Ξ

′+
c (→ Ξ+

c γ)π+ and Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c ρ
+(→

π+π0), where photons and neutral π0 mesons are not reconstructed, can contribute to

the Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay mode. The mass line shapes of these partially reconstructed

backgrounds are determined from simulation.

The fits return signal yields of 1598 ± 64 and 616 ± 47 for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+

and Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay modes, respectively. The peak positions are determined with

the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+ decay modes to be 3622.08±0.24 MeV/c2 and

3622.37± 0.60 MeV/c2, respectively, where the uncertainty is statistical only.

Due to multiple scattering, the opening angle between the Ξ++
cc decay products can

be increased or decreased. This can bias both the resulting Ξ++
cc mass and the mea-

sured decay length. Since the selection is more efficient for candidates with larger recon-

structed decay lengths, and the decay length is correlated with the mass by the effect of

the multiple scattering, this can bias the Ξ++
cc mass measurement. This effect was studied

with charmed hadrons, D+, D0, D+
s , Λ

+
c , and was found to be well reproduced by simula-

tion [4]. Corresponding corrections of −0.61 ± 0.09 MeV/c2 for Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and

−0.45±0.09 MeV/c2 for Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ are determined using simulated candidates by com-

paring the fitted mass with signal candidates before and after applying the event selection.

These corrections are applied to the fitted mass values. The uncertainties are due to the

– 4 –
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Figure 1. Invariant-mass distributions of (left) Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and (right) Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+

decay candidates, in the mass range of 3470–3770 MeV/c2 and 3350–3800 MeV/c2, respectively. The

results of unbinned extended maximum-likelihood fits to the mass distributions are indicated by

the blue solid lines.

limited size of simulated samples, and are taken as the systematic uncertainties from the

selection-induced bias on the Ξ++
cc mass. The difference of the kinematic distributions in

simulation and data is considered as a systematic uncertainty and is discussed in section 5.

Low-momentum photons emitted by the final-state particles are not reconstructed.

This distorts the reconstructed mass distribution and can bias the fitted mass value. This

effect is studied with the simulation. To disentangle this effect from those due to re-

construction, the mass of the Ξ++
cc candidates calculated with the true momenta of the

final-state particles is smeared with different resolution values. The difference between the

fitted and input mass values is studied as a function of the mass resolution, and the dif-

ference corresponding to the mass resolution in data is taken as a correction. Alternative

signal models are also considered. The largest difference of the fitted mass with final-state

radiation corrections between the nominal and the alternative is quoted as the uncertainty.

Following the procedure described above, the corrections due to the final-state radiation

are determined as 0.06± 0.05 MeV/c2 and 0.03± 0.16 MeV/c2 for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+

and Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay modes, respectively. The uncertainties on the corrections are

due to the limited size of the simulated samples, and the difference between the corrections

with different signal models.

5 Systematic uncertainties

The dominant source of systematic uncertainty on the mass measurement is due to

the momentum-scale calibration [28, 29]. It amounts to 0.21 MeV/c2 for the Ξ++
cc →

Λ+
c K

−π+π+ decay, and 0.34 MeV/c2 for the Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay due to larger Q-value.

A further uncertainty arises from the correction for energy loss in the spectrometer, which

is known with 10% accuracy [24]. This uncertainty was studied in ref. [29], and amounts

to 0.03 MeV/c2 for D0 →K+K−π+π− decays. The uncertainties on the Ξ++
cc mass are

scaled from that of the D0 decay by the number of final-state particles, and are deter-

mined to be 0.05 MeV/c2 and 0.03 MeV/c2 for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+

decays, respectively.

– 5 –
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Differences between kinematic distributions in simulation and data are treated as

sources of systematic uncertainties on the corrections due to the selection procedure. The

kinematic variables used in the event selection that are found to affect the corrections are

listed below: pT of Ξ++
cc candidates; the angle between the momentum and the displace-

ment vector from the PV to the decay vertex of the Ξ++
cc and Λ+

c (Ξ+
c ) candidates; the χ2

IP

of Ξ++
cc and Λ+

c (Ξ+
c ) candidates and their decay products; the BDT (MLP) response; and

the particle identification information. The distributions of these variables in simulation

are weighted to match those in data where the background is subtracted by means of the

sPlot technique [52]. Then, the corrections obtained with the weights are compared to

those without weights, and largest variations of the corrections are taken as systematic

uncertainties, which are 0.09 MeV/c2 and 0.05 MeV/c2 for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and

Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decays, respectively.

The uncertainty related to the background description is estimated by repeating the fits

with alternative models which include first and second-order polynomial functions. For the

Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ decay, the fit with a second-order polynomial function has better fit

quality, but returns identical fitted mass. The largest changes on the fitted mass value are

found to be 0.01 MeV/c2 and 0.04 MeV/c2 for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+

decays, respectively, which are assigned as systematic uncertainties.

The mass of Ξ++
cc candidates also depends on the value of the known Λ+

c and Ξ+
c

masses. The uncertainties on the Λ+
c mass and on the mass difference between the Ξ+

c

and Λ+
c are propagated to the Ξ++

cc mass measurement. The corresponding uncertainties

on the Ξ++
cc mass are 0.14 MeV/c2 and 0.22 MeV/c2 for the Ξ++

cc → Λ+
c K

−π+π+ decay and

the Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay, respectively.

The sources of systematic uncertainty considered in this analysis are summarised in

table 1. When computing the total uncertainty, the uncertainty on the momentum-scale

calibration of the Ξ+
c mass from ref. [50] is assumed to be fully correlated to that of the Ξ++

cc

mass. The total systematic uncertainty is calculated by summing the individual sources of

uncertainty in quadrature.

6 Results and summary

The resulting values of the Ξ++
cc mass using the Ξ++

cc → Λ+
c K

−π+π+ and Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+

decay modes are 3621.53 ± 0.24 ± 0.29 MeV/c2, and 3621.95 ± 0.60 ± 0.49 MeV/c2, respec-

tively, including corrections and systematic uncertainties. The combination of the two

measurements is performed using the Best Linear Unbiased Estimator (BLUE) [53, 54].

The combined Ξ++
cc mass is determined to be

3621.55 ± 0.23 (stat) ± 0.30 (syst) MeV/c2.

In the combination, the correlation between the Λ+
c and Ξ+

c masses [49, 50] is taken into

account. Uncertainties arising from the momentum-scale calibration, energy-loss correc-

tions, and final-state radiation are assumed to be 100% correlated while other sources of

systematic uncertainty are assumed to be uncorrelated. The individual mass measure-

ments and the resulting combination are illustrated in figure 2. The averaged mass is

– 6 –
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Uncertainty [ MeV/c2]

Source Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+

Momentum-scale calibration 0.21 0.34

Energy-loss correction 0.05 0.03

Simulation/data agreement 0.09 0.05

Selection-induced bias on the Ξ++
cc mass 0.09 0.09

Final-state radiation 0.05 0.16

Background model 0.01 0.04

Λ+
c , Ξ+

c mass 0.14 0.22

Total 0.29 0.49

Table 1. Systematic uncertainties on the Ξ++
cc mass measurements using Ξ++

cc → Λ+
c K
−π+π+ and

Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decays. The total systematic uncertainty on each mode is calculated by summing the

individual sources of uncertainty in quadrature, except for the uncertainty on the momentum-scale

calibration of the Ξ+
c mass [50], that is added linearly to that of the Ξ++

cc mass.

3620 3621 3622 3623

]2c) [MeV/++

ccΞ(M

1−

3

LHCb 13 TeVCombined

+π+π
−

K
+

cΛ→
++
ccΞ

+π
+

cΞ→
++
ccΞ

Figure 2. Measured Ξ++
cc mass values and uncertainties obtained with the decay modes

Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ and Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c π

+. The combination is performed using the best linear unbi-

ased estimator [53, 54]. The inner error bars represent statistical uncertainties and the outer error

bars represent the quadratic sum of statistical and systematic uncertainties. The inner and outer

green bands correspond to the uncertainties on the averaged value.

dominated by the result for the Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+ mode, due to its larger yield and

smaller momentum-scale uncertainty relative to that of the Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c π
+ decay. This

is the most precise measurement of the Ξ++
cc mass to date, improving upon the previous

weighted average mass value of 3621.24 ± 0.65 (stat) ± 0.31 (syst) MeV/c2 from ref. [5].
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[34] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna and P.Z. Skands, A brief introduction to PYTHIA 8.1, Comput.

Phys. Commun. 178 (2008) 852 [arXiv:0710.3820] [INSPIRE].

[35] I. Belyaev et al., Handling of the generation of primary events in Gauss, the LHCb

simulation framework, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 331 (2011) 032047 [INSPIRE].

[36] C.-H. Chang, J.-X. Wang and X.-G. Wu, GENXICC2.0: an upgraded version of the

generator for hadronic production of double heavy baryons Ξcc, Ξbc and Ξbb, Comput. Phys.

Commun. 181 (2010) 1144 [arXiv:0910.4462] [INSPIRE].

[37] X.-Y. Wang and X.-G. Wu, GENXICC2.1: an improved version of GENXICC for hadronic

production of doubly heavy baryons, Comput. Phys. Commun. 184 (2013) 1070

[arXiv:1210.3458] [INSPIRE].

[38] D.J. Lange, The EvtGen particle decay simulation package, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 462

(2001) 152 [INSPIRE].

[39] P. Golonka and Z. Was, PHOTOS Monte Carlo: a precision tool for QED corrections in Z

and W decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 45 (2006) 97 [hep-ph/0506026] [INSPIRE].

[40] GEANT4 collaboration, GEANT4 developments and applications, IEEE Trans. Nucl. Sci.

53 (2006) 270.

[41] GEANT4 collaboration, GEANT4: a simulation toolkit, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 506 (2003)

250 [INSPIRE].

[42] M. Clemencic et al., The LHCb simulation application, Gauss: design, evolution and

experience, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 331 (2011) 032023 [INSPIRE].

[43] G.A. Cowan, D.C. Craik and M.D. Needham, RapidSim: an application for the fast

simulation of heavy-quark hadron decays, Comput. Phys. Commun. 214 (2017) 239

[arXiv:1612.07489] [INSPIRE].

[44] L. Breiman, J.H. Friedman, R.A. Olshen, and C.J. Stone, Classification and regression trees,

Wadsworth international group, Belmont U.S.A. (1984).

[45] Y. Freund and R.E. Schapire, A decision-theoretic generalization of on-line learning and an

application to boosting, J. Comput. Syst. Sci. 55 (1997) 119.

[46] H. Voss, A. Hoecker, J. Stelzer and F. Tegenfeldt, TMVA — Toolkit for Multivariate Data

Analysis with ROOT, PoS(ACAT)040.

[47] A. Hocker et al., TMVA — Toolkit for Multivariate Data Analysis, physics/0703039

[INSPIRE].

– 10 –

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2013)065
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2013)065
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.6865
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1304.6865
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.6759
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1211.6759
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/02/P02022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1346
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1211.1346
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/04/P04022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3055
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1211.3055
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/664/8/082010
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22J.Phys.Conf.Ser.,664,082010%22
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2008.01.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2008.01.036
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3820
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:0710.3820
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/331/3/032047
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22J.Phys.Conf.Ser.,331,032047%22
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2010.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2010.02.008
https://arxiv.org/abs/0910.4462
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:0910.4462
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.10.022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.3458
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1210.3458
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A462,152%22
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02396-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506026
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0506026
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A506,250%22
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/331/3/032023
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22J.Phys.Conf.Ser.,331,032023%22
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.01.029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07489
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1612.07489
https://doi.org/10.1006/jcss.1997.1504
https://pos.sissa.it/contribution?id=PoS(ACAT)040
https://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0703039
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+physics/0703039


J
H
E
P
0
2
(
2
0
2
0
)
0
4
9

[48] BaBar collaboration, A precision measurement of the Λ+
c baryon mass, Phys. Rev. D 72

(2005) 052006 [hep-ex/0507009] [INSPIRE].

[49] Particle Data Group collaboration, Review of particle physics, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018)

030001 [INSPIRE].

[50] LHCb collaboration, Precision measurement of the mass and lifetime of the Ξ0
b baryon, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 113 (2014) 032001 [arXiv:1405.7223] [INSPIRE].

[51] T. Skwarnicki, A study of the radiative cascade transitions between the Υ′ and Υ resonances,

Ph.D. thesis, Institute of Nuclear Physics, Krakow, Poland (1986) [DESY-F31-86-02].

[52] M. Pivk and F.R. Le Diberder, SPlot: a statistical tool to unfold data distributions, Nucl.

Instrum. Meth. A 555 (2005) 356 [physics/0402083] [INSPIRE].

[53] L. Lyons, D. Gibaut and P. Clifford, How to combine correlated estimates of a single physical

quantity, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 270 (1988) 110 [INSPIRE].

[54] A. Valassi, Combining correlated measurements of several different physical quantities, Nucl.

Instrum. Meth. A 500 (2003) 391 [INSPIRE].

– 11 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.052006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.052006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0507009
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ex/0507009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22Phys.Rev.,D98,030001%22
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.032001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.032001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.7223
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1405.7223
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.106
https://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0402083
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+physics/0402083
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(88)90018-6
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A270,110%22
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)00329-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)00329-2
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A500,391%22


J
H
E
P
0
2
(
2
0
2
0
)
0
4
9

The LHCb collaboration

R. Aaij31, C. Abellán Beteta49, T. Ackernley59, B. Adeva45, M. Adinolfi53, H. Afsharnia9,

C.A. Aidala80, S. Aiola25, Z. Ajaltouni9, S. Akar66, P. Albicocco22, J. Albrecht14, F. Alessio47,

M. Alexander58, A. Alfonso Albero44, G. Alkhazov37, P. Alvarez Cartelle60, A.A. Alves Jr45,

S. Amato2, Y. Amhis11, L. An21, L. Anderlini21, G. Andreassi48, M. Andreotti20, F. Archilli16,

J. Arnau Romeu10, A. Artamonov43, M. Artuso67, K. Arzymatov41, E. Aslanides10, M. Atzeni49,

B. Audurier26, S. Bachmann16, J.J. Back55, S. Baker60, V. Balagura11,b, W. Baldini20,47,

A. Baranov41, R.J. Barlow61, S. Barsuk11, W. Barter60, M. Bartolini23,47,h, F. Baryshnikov77,

G. Bassi28, V. Batozskaya35, B. Batsukh67, A. Battig14, A. Bay48, M. Becker14, F. Bedeschi28,

I. Bediaga1, A. Beiter67, L.J. Bel31, V. Belavin41, S. Belin26, N. Beliy5, V. Bellee48, K. Belous43,

I. Belyaev38, G. Bencivenni22, E. Ben-Haim12, S. Benson31, S. Beranek13, A. Berezhnoy39,

R. Bernet49, D. Berninghoff16, H.C. Bernstein67, C. Bertella47, E. Bertholet12, A. Bertolin27,

C. Betancourt49, F. Betti19,e, M.O. Bettler54, Ia. Bezshyiko49, S. Bhasin53, J. Bhom33,

M.S. Bieker14, S. Bifani52, P. Billoir12, A. Bizzeti21,u, M. Bjørn62, M.P. Blago47, T. Blake55,

F. Blanc48, S. Blusk67, D. Bobulska58, V. Bocci30, O. Boente Garcia45, T. Boettcher63,

A. Boldyrev78, A. Bondar42,x, N. Bondar37, S. Borghi61,47, M. Borisyak41, M. Borsato16,

J.T. Borsuk33, T.J.V. Bowcock59, C. Bozzi20, M.J. Bradley60, S. Braun16, A. Brea Rodriguez45,

M. Brodski47, J. Brodzicka33, A. Brossa Gonzalo55, D. Brundu26, E. Buchanan53, A. Buonaura49,

C. Burr47, A. Bursche26, J.S. Butter31, J. Buytaert47, W. Byczynski47, S. Cadeddu26, H. Cai72,

R. Calabrese20,g, L. Calero Diaz22, S. Cali22, R. Calladine52, M. Calvi24,i, M. Calvo Gomez44,m,

A. Camboni44, P. Campana22, D.H. Campora Perez31, L. Capriotti19,e, A. Carbone19,e,

G. Carboni29, R. Cardinale23,h, A. Cardini26, P. Carniti24,i, K. Carvalho Akiba31,

A. Casais Vidal45, G. Casse59, M. Cattaneo47, G. Cavallero47, S. Celani48, R. Cenci28,p,

J. Cerasoli10, M.G. Chapman53, M. Charles12,47, Ph. Charpentier47, G. Chatzikonstantinidis52,

M. Chefdeville8, V. Chekalina41, C. Chen3, S. Chen26, A. Chernov33, S.-G. Chitic47,

V. Chobanova45, M. Chrzaszcz33, A. Chubykin37, P. Ciambrone22, M.F. Cicala55, X. Cid Vidal45,

G. Ciezarek47, F. Cindolo19, P.E.L. Clarke57, M. Clemencic47, H.V. Cliff54, J. Closier47,

J.L. Cobbledick61, V. Coco47, J.A.B. Coelho11, J. Cogan10, E. Cogneras9, L. Cojocariu36,

P. Collins47, T. Colombo47, A. Comerma-Montells16, A. Contu26, N. Cooke52, G. Coombs58,

S. Coquereau44, G. Corti47, C.M. Costa Sobral55, B. Couturier47, D.C. Craik63, J. Crkovska66,

A. Crocombe55, M. Cruz Torres1, R. Currie57, C.L. Da Silva66, E. Dall’Occo14, J. Dalseno45,53,

C. D’Ambrosio47, A. Danilina38, P. d’Argent16, A. Davis61, O. De Aguiar Francisco47,

K. De Bruyn47, S. De Capua61, M. De Cian48, J.M. De Miranda1, L. De Paula2, M. De Serio18,d,

P. De Simone22, J.A. de Vries31, C.T. Dean66, W. Dean80, D. Decamp8, L. Del Buono12,

B. Delaney54, H.-P. Dembinski15, M. Demmer14, A. Dendek34, V. Denysenko49, D. Derkach78,

O. Deschamps9, F. Desse11, F. Dettori26, B. Dey7, A. Di Canto47, P. Di Nezza22, S. Didenko77,

H. Dijkstra47, V. Dobishuk51, F. Dordei26, M. Dorigo28,y, A.C. dos Reis1, L. Douglas58,

A. Dovbnya50, K. Dreimanis59, M.W. Dudek33, L. Dufour47, G. Dujany12, P. Durante47,

J.M. Durham66, D. Dutta61, R. Dzhelyadin43,†, M. Dziewiecki16, A. Dziurda33, A. Dzyuba37,

S. Easo56, U. Egede69, V. Egorychev38, S. Eidelman42,x, S. Eisenhardt57, R. Ekelhof14, S. Ek-In48,

L. Eklund58, S. Ely67, A. Ene36, E. Epple66, S. Escher13, S. Esen31, T. Evans47, A. Falabella19,

J. Fan3, N. Farley52, S. Farry59, D. Fazzini11, P. Fedin38, M. Féo47, P. Fernandez Declara47,
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9 Université Clermont Auvergne, CNRS/IN2P3, LPC, Clermont-Ferrand, France

10 Aix Marseille Univ, CNRS/IN2P3, CPPM, Marseille, France
11 LAL, Univ. Paris-Sud, CNRS/IN2P3, Université Paris-Saclay, Orsay, France
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h Università di Genova, Genova, Italy
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