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Abstract A study of the baryon excitation spectra provides a deep insight into the inner structure of
baryons. Most of the world-wide efforts have been directed towards N∗ and ∆∗ spectroscopy. Complemen-
tary data from double and triple strange baryon spectra are lacking and foreseen to be obtained with the
PANDA experiment in the near future. Earlier Monte Carlo studies demonstrated that with an expected

cross section in the order of µb, PANDA will be able to copiously observe the channel p̄p → Ξ
+
ΛK−,

including the two resonances Ξ (1690)− and Ξ (1820)−, with a negligible background contribution. In this
study, the feasibility to determine the spin and parity of the Ξ (1690)− and Ξ (1820)− resonances is inves-
tigated by making use of a partial wave analysis employing the PAWIAN software. The presented results
demonstrate the capability of the PANDA experiment to determine the spin-parity of these resonances
with a few days of data taking.

PACS. XX.XX.XX No PACS code given
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1 Introduction

The strength of the strong interaction depends on the
strong coupling constant αs, which increases with decreas-
ing momentum transfer. At a length scale corresponding
to the proton radius the value of αs is so large that per-
turbative calculation methods no longer are applicable.
Certain regions of this non-perturbative regime are still
not well investigated, for example the multi-strangeness
sector. Furthermore, there are still open questions to be
answered, e.g. what are the relevant degrees-of-freedom of
baryons? Is there a three-quark or quark-di-quark struc-
ture? In the low energy regime, the exchange of hadrons
describes the appropriate degrees of freedom for the scat-
tering cross section of baryonic resonances. Since hadrons,
i.e. baryons and mesons, are according to the quark model
composite particles, they have internal degrees of freedom
and thus an excitation pattern. To gain a deeper insight
into the mechanisms of non-perturbative QCD, it is es-
sential to understand the excitation pattern of baryons.
There are theoretical models, which are used to predict
hadronic processes in this kinematic regime. And they
need to be constraint by experimental data. Two classes of
theoretical approaches are currently well established: Lat-
tice Quantum Chromodynamics (LQCD) [1] which solves
the non-perturbative QCD by using numerical simula-
tions, and effective theories that exploit the chiral symme-

try of the QCD Lagrangian [2–6]. LQCD has given impres-
sive results for hadron spectroscopy [7–9] and low-energy
physics [10–13] during the last decades.
There are two possibilities to study hadrons in experi-
ments. The first one, is to study reaction dynamics, i.e. the
investigation of hadron-hadron interactions and hadron
production to study ground state properties. The other
is hadron spectroscopy, where the structure of hadrons is
investigated. In this work the focus is on hadron spec-
troscopy.
Both methodologies require an interplay between theory
and experiment. During the last decades various calcu-
lations of the baryon spectrum within the Constituent
Quark Model (CQM) [14–16] have been performed. The
CQM describes the (anti)baryon as a system consisting
of three (anti)quarks, which are bound by a confining in-
teraction. Most experimental studies have focused on the
nucleon excitation spectrum. In contrast, the knowledge of
excited double or triple strange baryon states, called hy-
perons, is poor. According to the SU(3) symmetry, the Ξ
spectrum, for example, has as many states as the N∗ and
∆ spectrum together. Since hyperons are unstable par-
ticles, they unveil more information on their characteris-
tics than stable nucleons. Therefore, hyperon decays are a
powerful tool to address physics challenges like the funda-
mental symmetries and the internal structure of baryons.
Furthermore, the study of the excited double strange sys-
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tem will validate the information deduced from the nu-
cleon spectrum.
The excitation spectra of most hyperons as well as their
ground state properties are still not well understood.
These reactions provide a good opportunity to gain ac-
cess these properties and spectra, since a high fraction of
the inelastic p̄p cross section is associated to final states
with a baryon-antibaryon pair together with additional
mesons. Furthermore, it is possible to directly populate
intermediate states, where one or both hyperons are in an
excited state. These excited states will give rise to final
states consisting of an antibaryon-baryon pair and one or
more mesons. The produced particles may further decay
weakly or electromagnetically. If the resonant states in the
(anti-)baryon-meson combined system are sufficiently nar-
row, it will be possible to reconstruct the invariant mass
from the final state products. A Partial Wave Analysis
(PWA) will then give the opportunity to determine com-
plementary information about the properties, e.g. spin and
parity quantum numbers, which are difficult to determine
directly.
Next generation experiments are planned to perform com-
prehensive studies of the strangeness baryon spectrum.
For instance, Jefferson Lab recently approved the proposal
to deploy a KL beam [17]. The facility will be able to pro-

duce around 5.3 · 106 Ξ (1820)
−

events within 100 days
of beam on target. Furthermore, the future Antiproton
Annihilation in Darmstadt (PANDA) experiment located
at the FAIR facility [18] will be well-suited for a compre-
hensive baryon spectroscopy program in the multi-strange
sector [19, 20]. PANDA will be a multi-purpose detector
to study antiproton-proton induced reactions at beam en-
ergies between 1.5 GeV/c and 15 GeV/c. The production
cross sections are expected to be on the order µb [21] for

final states consisting exclusively of a Ξ
+
Ξ− pair. This

gives the possibility to produce 106 (excited) Ξ− events
per day at an assume luminosity of L+ 1031cm−2s−1.
A feasibility study for the reconstruction of the reaction

p̄p → Ξ
+
Ξ∗− and its charge conjugate channel with

the PANDA detector, where Ξ∗ denotes the following
intermediate resonances: Ξ (1690)

−
and Ξ (1820)

−
, has

been performed [22]. The study showed that PANDA is
able to reconstruct between 3 % and 5 % of the gener-
ated events with good signal significance to analyze this
channel and sufficient background suppression. The data
sample measured with PANDA will be subject to a PWA

of the Ξ
+
ΛK− final state. A PWA allows to extract com-

plex amplitudes of certain processes from experimental
data with the aim to investigate its dynamics. If a process
is dominated by resonances, the PWA gives the possibil-
ity to determine their masses and widths as well as their
spins and quantum numbers (QN). In addition, it is pos-
sible to determine the coupling strengths to the produc-
tion and decay processes. PANDA exclusively measures
p̄p-annihilations “in-flight” meaning that the total mo-
mentum of the p̄p system is not zero. The production of

the Ξ
+
ΛK− final state requires a center-of-mass (c.m.)

energy of
√
s ≥ 2.93 GeV, which corresponds to an an-

tiproton momentum of pp̄ ≥ 3.5 GeV/c.

In this study, the feasibility of a PWA of the Ξ
+
ΛK−

final state, including specific Ξ resonances in the Λ K−

system, is investigated with the PArtial Wave Interactive
ANalysis (PAWIAN) software [23] with focus on the spin
and parity determination. A brief description of the soft-
ware framework is given in Section 3. An overview on how
the PWA is carried out, i.e. which amplitudes have been
used and which assumptions have been made is given in
Section 4. This is followed by the event generation in Sec-
tion 5. Section 6 introduces the selection criteria used to
compare the fit results. The investigations to determine
the spin and parity QN of the specific Ξ resonances are
presented in Section 7. Section 8 summarizes the results
and provides an outlook.

2 PANDA Detector

The PANDA detector [19], shown in Figure 1, is a multi-
purpose detector and will be an internal experiment at
the High Energy Storage Ring (HESR) which is one of
the storage rings at FAIR. The HESR is optimized for
high energy antiprotons and will provide a luminosity of
L = 1031cm−2s−1 in the first phase and a peak lumi-
nosity of L = 1032cm−2s−1 in a later stage of operation.
The detector will be composed of two parts: the Target
Spectrometer (TS) surrounding the interaction point (IP)
and the Forward Spectrometer (FS). At PANDA interac-
tions between the antiproton beam and fixed target pro-
tons and/or nuclei will be investigated at c.m. energies
between 2.25 GeV and 5.47 GeV. The target protons will
be provided either by a cluster-jet or frozen hydrogen pel-
lets [25]. Due to its modular design, PANDA will provide
a nearly complete angular coverage as well as high resolu-
tions for charged and neutral particles and a good particle
identification (PID).
The Micro Vertex Detector (MVD) is the innermost part
of the tracking system inside the TS and uses two different
detector technologies: hybrid pixel detectors and double-
sided micro-strip detectors [26]. Its main task is to tag
events with open charm and strangeness, to provide high
precision on the determination of the position information
and angular distribution and to improve the precision of
the transverse momentum.
The MVD is surrounded by the Straw Tube Tracker
(STT), which consists of 4224 single straw tubes arranged
in a cylindrical volume around the IP [27]. MVD, STT and
the Gaseous Electron Multiplier (GEM) planes, which are
downstream of the STT, are embedded inside the mag-
netic field of a 2 T solenoid [28] giving the possibility to
measure the momentum of charged particles.
In the FS, the main tracking system for charged particles
is called the Forward Tracker (FTrk) and consists of three
pairs of tracking planes equipped with straw tubes [29].
The main task of the FTrk is to measure particles with
low transverse momentum. Therefore, the tracking planes
will be placed before, inside and behind a 2 T · m dipole
magnet.
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Figure 1: Schematic overview of the PANDA detector setup. The components with black labels will be available for the
initial configuration of PANDA and the components with red labels will be added in a later stage of the experiment.
Figure taken from [24].

For the event reconstruction a good PID is important.
Therefore, the PANDA design includes various PID sub-
detectors, i.e. Cherenkov detectors, in particular the De-
tection of Internal Cherenkov Light (DIRC) [30] and the
Ring Imaging Cherenkov (RICH) detector, the Barrel
Time of Flight (BarrelToF) [31] and the Forward Time
of Flight (FToF) detector [32] as well as Muon Detector
System (MDS) [33].
The Electromagnetic Calorimeter (EMC) will provide an
efficient reconstruction of scattering angles and momenta
of positrons, electrons, and photons while the background
will be suppressed efficiently. In the TS the EMC consists
of three sub-detectors, ie. the Backward-Endcap EMC
(BE EMC), the Barrel EMC and the Forward-Endcap
EMC (FE EMC), and it will be equipped with more than
15,000 PbWO4 crystals [34]. A shashlyk-type calorimeter
is foreseen [35] in the FS. The FS will be completed with
a Luminosity Detector (LMD) to enable cross section nor-
malization by measuring forward elastically scattered an-
tiprotons in the Coulomb-Nuclear interference region [36].

3 Software

3.1 PandaRoot

The software framework used to simulate, reconstruct and
analyze the data is called PandaRoot [37] and is based on
ROOT [38] together with the Virtual Monte Carlo (VMC)
package [39]. The simulation and reconstruction code is
implemented within the FairRoot software framework [40],
which is developed as a common computing structure for
the future FAIR experiments. The detector simulation is
handled by VMC giving the possibility to use Geant3 [41]
or, used in this study, Geant4 [42]. The detector response,
including the digitization, after the simulation and propa-
gation of the events is simulated as well. In the reconstruc-
tion, charged particle tracks are formed by combining the
hits from the tracking detectors. To take magnetic field
inhomogeneities, energy loss, small angle scattering and
the error calculation for the different detector parts into
account, the Kalman Filter GENFIT [43] and the track
follower GEANE [44] are used.
In the recent version of PandaRoot the tracking algo-
rithms use the IP as the origin of the particle track. As a
consequence, they do not perform well for the reconstruc-
tion of hyperons, which decay with displaced vertices due
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to their relative long lifetime and thus far from the IP.
Hence, an ideal tracking algorithm, which groups the hit
points into a track based on the generated particle infor-
mation, is used for the reconstruction of hyperons. The
influence of using ideal tracking on the reconstruction of
hyperons has been discussed in [45]. Based on this discus-
sion, no impact of the simplification on the conclusion of
this work is expected.
For PID, the information of the PID detectors are corre-
lated to the information coming from the reconstructed
charged particles tracks. Neutral candidates are formed
from clusters inside the EMC for which no correlated
tracks were found. For a fast PID, algorithms based on
Bayesian approaches are implemented [37].

3.2 PAWIAN

The PAWIAN software package has been developed at the
Ruhr University Bochum under the GNU General Public
License [46]. It is mainly designed for analyses dedicated
to the PANDA physics program but also supports other
experiments in the field of hadron spectroscopy such as
BESIII [47] and CrystalBarrel@LEAR [48,49]. One of the
important software features is the possibility to use differ-
ent reactions, i.e. p̄p annihilation and e+e− annihilation,
spin formalism and dynamic functions [50]. PAWIAN pro-
vides an event-based maximum-likehood fit with different
minimizers and an option for parallel processing. In addi-
tion, PAWIAN provides the option of a single channel or
coupled channel analysis. In this work, we only consider a
single channel analysis and thus only the relevant config-
uration parts for a single channel analysis are described.
Further information can be found in [50] and [51].
The PAWIAN package contains an event generator which
is used in this study to generated the data samples to be
analyzed. Within the event generation the four-momenta
of the particles in the data set are generated based on
quantum mechanical rules. The experimental or gener-
ated data are then subject to the minimization process.
The outcome of this fit procedure can be used to extract
physical quantities like pole positions, coupling strengths
or spin density matrix elements.

4 Partial Wave Analysis

The inelastic reaction of an antiproton with a proton is
a strong process and thus all QN of the initial state are
conserved. In addition, the initial state defines the basis
for the description of the total amplitudes. The possible
QN combinations for the antiproton-proton initial states
up to J = 6 are listed in Table 1. For the description of
this part of the partial wave amplitude, the formation of
the JPC has to be taken into account. Otherwise, the el-
ements of the spin density matrices would not fulfill the
required symmetry. The decay chain, shown in Figure 2,
starting from the initial p̄p states over the produced ex-

cited Ξ resonances down Ξ
+

, Λ and K−, are described by

p

p

Ξ*–

Ξ+

Λ

Λ

K– 

π+

π– 

p

p

π+

Figure 2: Illustration of the reaction chain including the
hyperon weak decay.

the helicity formalism. As simplification, in this study the

weak decay of Ξ
+

and Λ is not taken into account. How-
ever, it is expected that decay asymmetry of the hyperon
weak decay will set additional constraints. Details on the
reconstruction of the decay chain can be found in [45]. To
get excess to orbital momentum dependent barrier factors
the helicity amplitudes are further expanded into the LS-
scheme. The details about these amplitudes used in the
study here can be found in [48].
The antiproton momentum defines the maximum angu-
lar momentum Lmax and thus the number of contributing
amplitudes. A good approximation for Lmax is given by
truncating the expression [50]:

Lmax ≈
pcm
p̄

200 MeV/c
, (1)

where pcm
p̄ denotes the antiproton momentum in the rest

frame of the p̄p system. In case of an endothermic reac-
tions, the maximum orbital momentum is determined by
the mass of the final state particles.
For the fit of the p̄p channels an unbinned maximum like-
lihood minimization method is used and also described in
detail in [48].

Table 1: Antiproton-proton initial states up to J = 6. The
allowed quantum numbers for the intermediate states are
presented in the form (2S+1)LJ . Adapted from [22].

J Singlet JPC Triplet JPC Triplet JPC

λ = 0 λ = ±1 λ = 0,±1

0 1S0 0−+ 3P0 0++

1 1P1 1+− 3P1 1++ 3S1,
3D1 1−−

2 1D2 2−+ 3D2 2−− 3P2,
3F2 2++

3 1F3 3+− 3F3 3++ 3D3,
3G3 3−−

4 1G4 4−+ 3G4 4−− 3F4,
3H4 4++

5 1H5 5+− 3H5 5++ 3G5,
3I5 5−−

6 1I6 6−+ 3I6 6−− 3H6,
3J6 6++
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5 Event Generation

Within the PAWIAN framework, there is the possibility
to generate events based on a user-defined decay model or
based on fit results obtained with real data. In this study
the first approach is used to generate events for the reac-

tion p̄p → Ξ
+
ΛK−. As already mentioned in Section 1,

the production of the Ξ
+
ΛK− final state requires an an-

tiproton momentum of pp̄ ≥ 3.5 GeV/c. In this study the
antiproton momentum is chosen to be 4.6 GeV/c, corre-
sponding to a c.m. energy of

√
s = 3.25 GeV. This energy

is about 300 MeV above the production threshold of the
final state particles and allows the population of the two
resonances, Ξ (1690)

−
and Ξ (1820)

−
, that are the main

subject in this study, but not sufficient for the production
of two excited Ξ states in one event.
As described in Section 4, in endothermic reactions the
maximum orbital momentum is determnined by the mass
of the final state particles, here the mass of the reso-

nances and the Ξ
+

. The chosen beam momentum implies
a momentum in the c.m. frame of pcm ≈ 600 MeV/c for

Ξ (1690)
−

and pcm ≈ 410 MeV/c for Ξ (1820)
−

. Accord-
ing to Equation (1), the maximum orbital angular mo-

mentum is Lmax = 3 for Ξ (1690)
−

and Lmax = 2 for

Ξ (1820)
−

. Beside Lmax certain parameters are required
for the event generation, namely, the mass and width of
the resonances as well as the magnitude and phase of all
possible initial LS combinations for the p̄p system. The
dynamics are modeled by a a Breit-Wigner function.
Various data sets are needed for the study of the final
state. Since the normalization of the fit uses Monte-Carlo-
Integration, the first data set consists of phase-space dis-
tributed events called the continuum data set in the fol-
lowing. The other data set, called the signal data set, in-
cludes events generated according to the following reac-
tions:

i. p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1690)
−

or p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1820)
−

ii. p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1690)
−

and p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1820)
−

In the first case, only one of the resonances is generated,
while in the latter case both resonances are included in
the signal data set. To perform a PWA of a three-body fi-
nal state, statistics between 1,000 and 100,000 events are
used [52–54]. The results obtained in [22] indicated that
about 30,000 events are needed to perform the PWA with
PAWIAN. Based on a 5 % reconstruction efficiency ob-

tained in [45] for the reconstruction of the Ξ
+
ΛK− final

state for the initial configuration of PANDA, a data sam-
ple of about 600,000 generated events is needed to ensure
that a sufficient number of reconstructed events are avail-
able for the fit after passing the full PandaRoot simulation
and reconstruction chain. In addition, the continuum data
set has to pass the PandaRoot simulation and reconstruc-
tion criteria to ensure that the data sample underlies the
same detector acceptance as the signal. Therefore, about
1.8 million phase-space distributed events have been gen-
erated. The properties of the generated data sets are sum-
marized in Table 2. Furthermore a set of parameters ac-

Table 2: Properties of the generated continuum and signal
data sets.

Reaction #Events Lmax

continuum
p̄p → Ξ

+
ΛK− 1,800,000 2

p̄p → Ξ
+
ΛK− 1,800,000 3

signal (i.)
p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1690)− 600,000 3

p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1820)− 600,000 2

signal (ii.)
p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1690)− +

600,000 3
p̄p → Ξ̄+Ξ (1820)−

cording to the assumption for the spin and parity QN is
needed for the event generation.

6 Selection Criteria

To determine the spin and parity QN as well as the mass
and width of the resonances, it is necessary to specify the
correct model among a set of tested models. Therefore,
it is essential to compare the consistency of the data and
the fit with the complexity of the used model. Since the
fit is performed with different models, a comparison of the
resulting negative loglikelihood (NLL) values is not possi-
ble and thus different criteria have to be used to compare
the models. In this study, the Aikake Information Crite-
rion (AIC) and Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) are
used.
The AIC [55] is based on the so-called Kullback-Leibler
(KL) divergence that describes the information loss if
model B is used as an approximation for model A. In
general, model A is unknown and the KL divergence can-
not be used directly. Therefore, a relative KL divergence
for a different model B is determined by

AIC = −2 ln (L) + 2K, (2)

where L is the maximized likelihood and K the number
of free parameters. This definition implies that among a
set of models, the model with the smallest AIC value is
preferred as best model. However, the single AIC is not
interpretable, since it contains arbitrary constants. There-
fore, a rescale to [55]

∆i = AICi −AICmin, (3)

with labeling hypothesis number i is used to rank the can-
didate hypotheses. According to this, the preferred model
has ∆ = 0, while all other models will have ∆ > 0. Com-
monly, the relative merit is assessed by the following rules:

• ∆i ≤ 2: model is supported;
• 4 ≤ ∆i ≤ 7: model has less support;
• ∆i > 10: model is not supported.

These rules are based on the rules used in the Bayesian
literature [56]. According to this, the confidence level for
the rejection of a model with ∆i > 10 is more than 95%.
Another selection criterion is the BIC which has been de-
veloped [57] and is defined by

BIC = −2 ln (L) +K log (n) , (4)
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where n denotes the number of events. It is based on the
likelihood function and closely related to the AIC. Similar
to AIC, the model with the smallest BIC value is the most
preferable one. Since the BIC is asymptotically consistent,
for an infinite number of data points, the true model will
be selected, if it is included in the set of tested models.
The sole usage of the BIC can lead to underfitting meaning
that not always the true model is selected. In contrast, the
sole usage of AIC can lead to overfitting since it does not
depend on the sample size. This leads to two possible sce-
narios: BIC and AIC prefer the same model or they prefer
different models. In the first case the best hypothesis can
be selected by using the ∆AIC criterion while in the latter
case good experience has been made with a model selec-
tion based on the sum of AIC and BIC [50]. In this case,
the model with the smallest value for Si = AICi + BICi

is preferred and the model selection is done by comparing
the ∆(AIC+BIC).

7 Results of the Partial Wave Analysis

Systematic studies for the PWA of the Ξ
+
ΛK− final state

have been performed to investigate various scenarios, i.e. a
single resonance case as well as including a crossed chan-
nel. The aim of these studies is to provide information
about the feasibility to determine the QN of the final
state with PAWIAN as well as the effects of additional
resonances in the Ξ

+
K− system [22]. In particular the

aim is to study the feasibility to determine the QN from
PANDA data.

7.1 Single Resonance Case

To investigate the influence of the PANDA detector ac-
ceptance, the resolution as well as the full reconstruction
efficiency on the fit results, we start by presenting a sim-
plified study of the single resonance case. The respective
signal data samples have been generated with the event
generator included in PAWIAN and were then used as in-
put for the simulation and reconstruction chain in Panda-
Root. After running the PandaRoot simulation and recon-
struction, the remaining events were analyzed, employing
a combined kinematic and geometric fit (DecayTreeFitter
(DTF)) [45]. Analogous to the signal data sets, the contin-
uum data set has been subject to the analysis procedure.
For each resonance, data sets for each of the different
spin and parity QN, i.e. 1/2+, 1/2−, 3/2+ and 3/2− have
been generated. About 5 % to 6 % of the generated events
passed the full simulation and reconstruction chain in Pan-
daRoot and were used as candidates for the fit. This is in
agreement with the reconstruction efficiency obtained in
[45]. The reconstruction efficiency for a generated J = 3/2
hypothesis is slightly higher than the one for a J = 1/2
hypothesis. For a large part this can be explained by more
reconstructed events in the region between cosΘc.m. = 0.5
and cosΘc.m. = 1 for the 3/2 hypothesis, while for the 1/2
hypothesis a loss of efficiency is observable in this angular
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Figure 3: Ratio of cosΘ distributions for the Monte-Carlo
truth partners of the final reconstructed (MCT) and the

generated (MC) Ξ
+

candidates in the c.m. frame. a) shows

the ratio for the Ξ (1690)
−

sample with generated JP =

1/2+ hypothesis and b) for the Ξ (1820)
−

sample with
generated JP = 3/2− hypothesis.

region. Θc.m. is defined as the angle between the beam axis
and the momentum vector of the reconstructed particle in
the c.m. frame. The higher efficiency is also indicated in
Figure 3 showing the ratios for the cosΘc.m. distribution

of the generated partners (MCT) of the reconstructed Ξ
+

and all generated candidates in the c.m. frame. The illus-
tration shows that no holes in the acceptance are observ-
able in the full cosΘ range, which holds for all generated
hypotheses.
In addition to the reconstruction efficiency and the detec-
tor acceptance, the mass resolution for the single Ξ res-
onances has been investigated. Therefore, the deviation
of the reconstructed from the generated mass has been
fitted with a double Gaussian function, as illustrated in
Figure 4. Since the width of the inner gaussian function
seems to underestimate the detector resolution, the Root
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Figure 4: Mass resolution of the reconstructed Λ K− sys-
tem (black histogram). The distribution is fitted with a
double Gaussian function (red dashed line). The inner
Gaussian function is shown as blue dashed line and the
second Gaussian function is indicated by the cyan dashed
line.

Mean Square (RMS) of the distribution is used to estimate
the mass resolution. The mass resolutions are summarized
in Table 3. The obtained values are in agreement with the
fit values determined in [22].
30,000 events from each analysis output data sets have
been subject to a multi-dimensional fit with PAWIAN.
In all tested cases the best fit result is achieved by us-
ing the true hypothesis for the multi-dimensional fit. The
fit results for the resonances are summarized in Tables 4
and 5. For the Ξ (1690)

−
all wrong hypotheses can be

excluded with high significance since ∆AIC> 316. For
the Ξ (1820)

−
resonance the model selection is based on

AIC+BIC because the hypothesis with the smallest ∆AIC
does not match the one with the smallest ∆BIC. The
difference between the sum for the second best and the
best fit is in all cases greater than 96 indicating that all
wrong hypotheses are not supported by the selection cri-
teria. Since the relevant breakup momenta in the process

p̄p →Ξ+
Ξ∗− are expected to be small, it could be as-

Table 3: Mass resolution for the Ξ resonances from the
different reconstructed samples.

Resonance Hypothesis inner Gauss RMS
[MeV/c2] [MeV/c2]

Ξ (1690)−

1/2+ 2.3 3.5
1/2− 2.2 3.6
3/2+ 2.2 3.4
3/2− 2.2 3.5

Ξ (1820)−

1/2+ 2.3 4.0
1/2− 2.2 3.8
3/2+ 2.0 3.5
3/2− 2.0 3.9

sumed that the amplitudes with large orbital momenta are
strongly suppressed due to the barrier factors. A study of
the previous data samples has been performed, assuming
that the maximum angular momentum of the resonances
is larger with L = 3. This assumption is analogue to that
for the initial p̄p states. The performed study showed that
neither the number of free fit parameters was reduced sig-
nificantly nor that the significance of the fit results in-
creases.

7.2 Two Resonances Case

In the previous study, we discussed the feasibility to ex-
tract the proper QN in the case one specific Ξ resonance
was considered. In the following, we extend this study by
considering the case in which two resonances, namely the
Ξ (1690)

−
and Ξ (1820)

−
, are present.

For this study, a data set of 600,000 signal events has been
generated using a JP = 1/2+ hypothesis for Ξ (1690)

−

and JP = 3/2− for Ξ (1820)
−

, equating to 16 multi-
dimensional fits four the QN hypotheses 1/2+, 1/2−,
3/2+, and 3/2− for both resonances, respectively. Since
nothing is known about the production of the Ξ reso-
nances, the contribution of the resonances was assumed
to be equal, meaning that the sample consists of 50 %

Ξ
+
Ξ (1690)

−
events and 50 % Ξ

+
Ξ (1820)

−
events. The

generated data sample was subsequently used as input
for the full simulation, reconstruction and analysis chain
in PandaRoot. 5.1 % of the generated events have been
reconstructed, whereof 30,000 events were used for the
multi-dimensional fit procedure with PAWIAN. The pure
signal fraction of the data sample is about 94 %, mean-
ing that about 6 % of the reconstructed sample consists
of wrongly combined events passing the selection criteria.
Figure 5 shows the ratio of the cosΘc.m. distributions for

Table 4: ∆AIC values for the data sample simulat-
ing the Ξ (1690)

−
resonances obtained from the multi-

dimensional fit. The best fit results are marked in green.

Fit → 1/2+ 1/2− 3/2+ 3/2−

Gen. ↓
1/2+ 0.0 2,550.6 2,310.6 2,706.8
1/2− 316.7 0.0 328.2 2,332.2
3/2+ 4,973.9 5,228.0 0.0 584.6
3/2− 5,345.6 3,118.6 833.1 0.0

Table 5: ∆(AIC+BIC) values for Ξ (1820)
−

obtained from
the multi-dimensional fit. The best fit results are marked
in green.

Fit → 1/2+ 1/2− 3/2+ 3/2−

Gen. ↓
1/2+ 0.0 139.9 158.7 208.1
1/2− 96.8 0.0 211.1 887.4
3/2+ 7473.3 7604.5 0.0 198.4
3/2− 7617.6 6900.8 490.2 0.0
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Figure 5: Ratio of cosΘc.m. distributions for the Monte-
Carlo truth partners of the final reconstructed (MCT) and

the generated (MC) Ξ
+

candidates in the c.m. frame.
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Figure 6: Dalitz plot of the final reconstructed sample.

the MCT partners of the final reconstructed and the gen-

erated Ξ
+

candidates in the c.m. frame. The figure shows
that the reconstruction efficiency is between 5 % and 7 %
within cosΘc.m. = −0.5 and cosΘc.m. = 0.5. Furthermore,
a loss of efficiency for the forward and backward direction
is observable that is caused by the loss of particles in the
beam pipe and other material.
Figure 6 shows the Dalitz plot of the reconstructed sam-
ple. Both Ξ resonances are identifiable as vertical struc-
tures. The wrongly combined events appear in the region
of the resonances and thus in a region with high statis-
tics. A fit of the sample omitting the wrongly combined
events showed that the amount of “wrong” events has no
significant influence on the fit results. The resulting data
sample has then been subject to the 16 fits where the hy-
potheses are combined by the four QN and are presented
in the scheme JP (Ξ (1690)) JP (Ξ (1820)) in the follow-
ing. Depending on the chosen hypothesis, the number of
free fit parameters varies from 94 to 162. The results of
the fits are summarized in Table 6. The difference of the
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Figure 7: Dalitz plot of the fitted 1/2+3/2− sample.

AIC value between the second best (marked in orange)
and the best fit (marked in green) is ∆AIC > 150.
Figure 7 shows the Dalitz plot deduced from the best fit,
namely 1/2+3/2−. The comparison of the Dalitz plot of
the fitted and the final reconstructed sample used as input
for the PWA shows that both are in agreement. This can
also be observed by comparing the invariant mass distri-
butions for the generated sample and the best fit as illus-
trated in Figure 8. The distribution for the fitted sample
has been scaled by a factor 1/3 to match the range of the
generated distribution.
As described in Section 5, the dynamics of the process are
modeled using a Breit-Wigner function. We are aware that
in reality such a model might be too naive and that one
would expect that a more complex description will be re-
quired including effects coming from coupled-channel phe-
nomena. This is in particularly important when one aims
to extract basic resonance parameters such as the mass

Table 6: Fit results for the combined sample with gener-
ated 1/2+3/2− hypothesis. The best fit is marked in green
and the second best fit in orange.

Fit. Hyp. NLL BIC AIC Npar

1/2+1/2+ -6,605.8 -12,242.5 -13,023.6 94
1/2+1/2− -22,587.7 -44,206.3 -44,987.3 94
1/2+3/2+ -22,687.6 -44,055.7 -45,119.2 128
1/2+3/2− -22,888.0 -44,456.4 -45,519.9 128
1/2−1/2+ -22,552.9 -44,136.8 -44,917.8 94
1/2−1/2− -22,363.7 -43,758.4 -44,539.4 94
1/2−3/2+ -9,811.8 -18,304.1 -19,367.7 128
1/2−3/2− -9,068.9 -16,818.3 -17,881.9 128
3/2+1/2+ -22,581.1 -43,842.7 -44,906.3 128
3/2+1/2− -22,614.7 -43,909.9 -44,973.5 128
3/2+3/2+ -22,691.0 -43,712.7 -45,058.8 162
3/2+3/2− -22,844.0 -44,018.0 -45,364.0 162
3/2−1/2+ -22,513.2 -43,706.9 -44,770.5 128
3/2−1/2− -22,483.0 -43,646.4 -44,709.9 128
3/2−3/2+ -22,705.9 -43,741.7 -45,087.7 162
3/2−3/2− -22,656.3 -43,642.5 -44,988.6 162
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Figure 8: Comparison of the reconstructed (Reco.) and
fitted ΛK− invariant mass distribution.

and width of hyperon states. We therefore concentrate pri-
marily on the determination of the spin and parity of the
specific resonances from PANDA data for which a mod-
eling of the dynamics using a Breit-Wigner description
is sufficient as a proof-of-principle for this single channel
partial wave analysis.
The event generator provided in PAWIAN generates the

angular distribution of the Ξ
+
Ξ∗− system as well as of

the Λ K− system according to the chosen spin and parity
QN. The reconstructed as well as the fitted angular dis-
tribution for Λ in the helicity frame of the Ξ∗− is shown
in Figure 9. The fitted distribution is in good agreement
with the reconstructed one used as input for the fit.
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Figure 9: Reconstructed (Reco.) and fitted angular distri-
bution for Λ in the helicity frame of the Ξ∗− for generated
and fitted 1/2+3/2− hypothesis.

8 Conclusion & Outlook

First results for a feasibility study to determine the spin
and parity QN for specific Ξ resonances states, Ξ (1690)

−

and Ξ (1820)
−

, have been presented. The QN are deter-
mined by performing a PWA with the PAWIAN software.
The outcome of this study is promising and indicate, that
the determination of the spin and parity quantum num-
bers of the Ξ resonances from PANDA data will be pos-

sible. According to the feasibility study of the Ξ
+
ΛK−

final state [45], it is expected that PANDA is able to re-
construct between 3 % and 5 % of the generated events
depending on the track reconstruction efficiency. Assum-
ing a luminosity L = 1031cm−2 s−1 for the initial mea-
surements at PANDA, a signal reconstruction efficiency
of 3 % corresponds to about 10,500 reconstructed events
per day. This will give the possibility to collect the needed
statistics for this PWA within a few days of data taking
at PANDA [45] during the first phase of the experiment.
For this study, different scenarios were investigated, start-
ing with the simplest case where the p̄p reaction produces

a single resonance and a Ξ
+

. This simplified scenario was
used to study the influence of the chosen QN hypothesis
on the reconstruction efficiency, the detector acceptance
and detector resolution. The chosen spin and parity val-
ues for the different data samples were shown to have no
significant impact on the reconstruction efficiency of the
data samples. The mass resolution shows only slight de-
viations for the different hypotheses and in all cases the
full angular range can be reconstructed. Furthermore, the
input QN has been successfully reproduced with the multi-
dimensional fit.
The study was then extended to investigate a data sam-
ple including both Ξ resonances. One generated hypothe-
sis has been tested so far: JP (Ξ (1690)) , JP (Ξ (1820)) =
1/2+, 3/2−. 16 spin and parity combinations have been
used for the multi-dimensional fit. The best fit result is
achieved by using the true hypothesis and all wrong hy-
potheses can be excluded with high significance. From [45]
a good suppression of hadronic background is expected
due to the kinematics of the decay chain. Only a small
fraction of wrongly combined events remains in the data
sample after the analysis. Therefore, possible background
contributions are expected to have little influence on the
fit results.
The models used in this study are likely a limited repre-
sentation of reality. In a next step, it would be appropriate
to study a wider spectrum of models that include differ-
ent models to describe the reaction dynamics, final state

interactions and resonances in the Ξ
+

K− system. Fur-
thermore, a blind analysis of future PANDA data should
be performed to verify the results obtained in this study.
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Gesellschaft für Schwerionenforschung GmbH (GSI),
Darmstadt, Germany; the Helmholtz-Gemeinschaft
Deutscher Forschungszentren (HGF), Germany; the
INTAS, European Commission funding; the Institute of
High Energy Physics (IHEP) and the Chinese Academy
of Sciences, Beijing, China; the Istituto Nazionale
di Fisica Nucleare (INFN), Italy; the Ministerio de
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