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The first full angular analysis and an updated measurement of the decay-rate CP asymmetry of the
D0 → πþπ−μþμ− and D0 → KþK−μþμ− decays are reported. The analysis uses proton-proton collision
data collected with the LHCb detector at center-of-mass energies of 7, 8, and 13 TeV. The dataset
corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 9 fb−1. The full set of CP -averaged angular observables and
their CP asymmetries are measured as a function of the dimuon invariant mass. The results are consistent
with expectations from the standard model and with CP symmetry.
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Rare charm decays with two oppositely charged leptons
(lþl−) in the final state may proceed via the quark flavor-
changing neutral-current (FCNC) process c → ulþl− and,
as such, be sensitive to contributions from physics beyond
the standard model (SM). They represent a unique probe to
beyond-SM couplings to up-type quarks, which is com-
plementary to recent studies of beauty quark b → slþl−

transitions, where a coherent pattern of deviations from the
SM is emerging (e.g., see Refs. [1–3]). The loop-induced
SM processes are more suppressed in charm than in the b-
quark system due to the Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani
mechanism [4]. The short-distance contributions to the
inclusiveD → Xμþμ− branching fraction, whereD denotes
a neutral or chargedDmeson and X represents one or more
hadrons, are predicted to be of Oð10−9Þ [5]. Sensitivity to
FCNC processes via the measurement of branching frac-
tions is limited due to the dominance of tree-level ampli-
tudes involving intermediate resonances that subsequently
decay into lþl−. These so-called long-distance contribu-
tions increase the SM branching fractions up to Oð10−6Þ
[5–8]. Studies of angular distributions and charge-parity
(CP) asymmetries in the vicinity of intermediate resonan-
ces offer a access to observables with negligible theoretical
uncertainties. These observables are sensitive to beyond-
SM physics through the interference between long- and
short-distance amplitudes. The values of these observables
are negligibly small in the SM, but can reach the percent
level in scenarios beyond the SM [7–18].

The LHCb Collaboration has previously reported the
first observation of D0 → hþh−μþμ− decays, where h is
either a pion or a kaon [19]. Charge-conjugate decays are
implied throughout, unless stated otherwise. The measured
branching fractions are in agreement with SM predictions
[7,8]. Selected angular and CP asymmetries were also
measured, with results in agreement with the SM and with
CP symmetry [20]. However, a complete angular analysis
of a rare charm decay is yet to be performed.
This Letter presents the first measurement of the full set

of CP-averaged angular observables and CP asymmetries
in D0 → hþh−μþμ− decays, together with an updated
measurement of the CP asymmetry of the total decay rate,
defined as

ACP ≡ ΓðD0 → hþh−μþμ−Þ − ΓðD̄0 → hþh−μþμ−Þ
ΓðD0 → hþh−μþμ−Þ þ ΓðD̄0 → hþh−μþμ−Þ ; ð1Þ

where Γ indicates the total decay rate. The measurement
uses proton-proton ðppÞ collision data corresponding to an
integrated luminosity of 9 fb−1, collected by the LHCb
experiment at center-of-mass energies of 7 and 8 TeV
(run 1) and of 13 TeV (run 2). The analysis is an extension
of that reported in Ref. [20]. It uses approximately three
times as many signal decays and results for previously
measured observables are superseded.
Semileptonic D0 → hþh−μþμ− decays are described by

five independent kinematic variables: the squared invariant
masses of the dimuon and dihadron systems, q2 ≡
m2ðμþμ−Þ and p2 ≡m2ðhþh−Þ, and three decay angles
θμ, θh, ϕ, (see Fig. S1 in the Supplemental Material [21]).
Here, θμ is the angle between the μþ direction and the
direction opposite to that of the D0 meson in the dimuon
rest frame; θh is the angle between the hþ direction and the
direction opposite to that of the D0 meson in the dihadron
rest frame; and ϕ is the angle between the two planes

*Full author list given at the end of the article.

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP3.

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 128, 221801 (2022)

0031-9007=22=128(22)=221801(11) 221801-1 © 2022 CERN, for the LHCb Collaboration

https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.221801&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2022-06-03
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.221801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.221801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.221801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.221801
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


formed by the dimuon and the dihadron systems in the rest
frame of the D0 meson [8,20,21]. In contrast to Ref. [20],
the same definition of the angles is kept for D0 and D̄0

mesons. Following Ref. [8] and defining  Ω≡ ðcos θμ;
cos θh;ϕÞ, the differential decay rate is expressed as the
sum of nine angular coefficients I1–9 that depend on q2, p2,
and cos θh, multiplied by the terms c1 ¼ 1, c2 ¼ cos 2θμ,
c3 ¼ sin2 θμ cos 2ϕ, c4 ¼ sin 2θμ cosϕ, c5 ¼ sin θμ cosϕ,
c6 ¼ cos θμ, c7 ¼ sin θμ sinϕ, c8 ¼ sin 2θμ sinϕ, and
c9 ¼ sin2 θμ sin 2ϕ, as

d5Γ
dq2dp2d  Ω

¼ 1

2π

X9

i¼1

ciIi: ð2Þ

Piecewise integration ranges in ϕ and cos θμ can be defined
such that the coefficients I2–9 are expressed as angular
asymmetries. For example, the coefficient I2 is obtained as

I2 ¼
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Corresponding integration ranges to obtain I3–9 are
reported in Refs. [8,21]. The coefficients I2;3;4;7 are even
under CP transformations, while I5;6;8;9 are CP odd. Since
the term c1 has no dependence on the decay angles, I1
provides only a normalization factor and is not considered
in this Letter.
This analysis measures the normalized observables
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where Γ is the decay rate in the considered region of
dimuon mass. The integration boundaries q2min, q

2
max, and

p2
max depend on the dimuon-mass region, where p2

min ¼
4m2

h and mh denotes the hadron mass. The integration in
cos θh is defined to optimize the sensitivity to beyond-SM
effects by integrating out contributions from the dominant
P-wave resonances in the dihadron system, which further
decay into hþh− [8]. Experimentally, the observables are
determined by measuring the decay-rate asymmetries of the
data split by angular tags defined according to the piece-
wise integration of the decay rate. As an example, from
Eqs. (3) and (4), hI2i is measured as

hI2i ¼
1

Γ
½Γðj cos θμj > 0.5Þ − Γðj cos θμj < 0.5Þ�: ð5Þ

The observables hIii, measured separately for D0 and D̄0

mesons, are labeled as hIii and hĪii, respectively. Their CP
average hSii and asymmetry hAii are defined as hSii ¼
1
2
½hIii þ ð−ÞhĪii� and hAii ¼ 1

2
½hIii − ðþÞhĪii� for the CP-

even (CP-odd) coefficients hI2;3;4;7i (hI5;6;8;9i). The pre-
viously measured forward-backward asymmetry AFB and
triple-product asymmetry A2ϕ [20] are related to hS6i and
hA9i, respectively. If only SM amplitudes contribute to the
decay processes, the observables hS5;6;7i are predicted to
vanish and constitute SM null tests together with the CP
asymmetries hA2−9i, which are expected to be below the
current experimental sensitivity [8]. No predictions are
available for the observables hS2;3;4;8;9i.
The analysis is performed using D0 mesons that origi-

nate from decays of D�þ mesons directly produced in the
primary p p collision. The charge of the pion in the decay
chain D�þ → D0πþ is used to infer the flavor of the D0

meson at its production. All observables are measured
integrated in the full mðμþμ−Þ range and in mðμþμ−Þ
regions defined according to the presence of the known
intermediate resonances [20]. For D0 → πþπ−μþμ− decays
the regions are (low mass) below 525 MeV=c2, (η)
525–565 MeV=c2, (ρ0=ω low) 565–780 MeV=c2, (ρ0=ω
high) 780–950 MeV=c2, (ϕ low) 950–1020 MeV=c2,
(ϕ high) 1020–1100 MeV=c2, and (high mass) above
1100 MeV=c2. For D0 → KþK−μþμ− decays, three
regions are considered: (low mass) below 525 MeV=c2,
(η) 525–565 MeV=c2, and only one region that combines
the low and high ρ0=ω region due to limited signal yields.
The asymmetries are determined only in mðμþμ−Þ regions
where a significant signal yield was previously observed
[19]. No measurement is performed in the η region of both
channels and in the high-mass region of D0 → πþπ−μþμ−.
The integrated measurement includes candidates from all
mðμþμ−Þ intervals. For each mðμþμ−Þ region, the kine-
matically allowed mðhþh−Þ range up to a maximum of
1200 MeV=c2, is considered. To avoid potential experi-
menter bias on the measured quantities, the observables
were shifted by an unknown value during the development
of the analysis and examined only after the analysis
procedure was finalized.
The LHCb detector is a single-arm forward spectrometer

described in detail in Ref. [22]. It provides high-precision
tracking and good particle identification over a large range
in momentum [23]. Simulation [24–31] is used to optimize
the selection and to estimate variations of the reconstruction
and selection efficiency across the decay phase space.
Corrections to account for mismodeling of the charged-
particle multiplicity of the events and of the particle-
identification performance are applied using control
channels in the data [32,33].
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Events are selected online by a trigger that consists of a
hardware stage, based on information from the muon
systems, followed by a software stage, based on charged
tracks that are displaced from any primary pp-interaction
vertex (PV). A subsequent software trigger exploits a full
event reconstruction [34] to select D0 → hþh−μþμ− can-
didates. Online selection requirements that have changed
over data-taking periods are equalized in the off-line
selection, which follows closely that of Ref. [20].
Candidate D0 mesons are constructed off-line by com-

bining four charged tracks, each having momentum larger
than 3000 MeV=c and the momentum component trans-
verse to the beam direction pT > 300 MeV=c, that form a
good-quality secondary vertex (SV) significantly displaced
from any PV in the event. Two oppositely charged particles
are required to be identified as muons and two as either
pions or kaons. The D0 candidates are required to have
invariant mass in the range 1820 < mðhþh−μþμ−Þ <
1940 MeV=c2 and to be consistent with originating from
the associated PV, defined as the PV with respect to which
the D0 candidate has the lowest impact-parameter signifi-
cance. TheD0 momentum is required to be aligned with the
vector connecting the PV and the SV. The mass of the
dihadron system is required to be less than 1200 MeV=c2.
The D0 candidates are combined with low-momentum
charged pions having pT > 120 MeV=c, denoted as soft
pions in the following, to form D�þ candidates. The D�þ

decay vertex is required to coincide with the position of
the associated PV. The difference between the masses
of the D�þ and D0 candidates, Δm, must be within
jΔm − 145.4 MeV=c2j < 0.6 MeV=c2, corresponding to
approximately �2 standard deviations in Δm resolution
around the known value [35].
To suppress the combinatorial background formed with

randomly associated tracks that accidentally fulfil the
selection requirements, a boosted decision tree (BDT)
algorithm [36,37] with gradient boosting [38] is employed.
Simulated decays and data candidates from the sideband
region mðhþh−μþμ−Þ > 1890 MeV=c2 are used as signal
and background proxies, respectively. To have an unbiased
estimate of the BDT performance, a cross validation is
performed. The training samples are randomly split into
two halves and the BDT classifier is applied to the
subsample that has not been used in the training.
Separate classifiers are trained for D0 → πþπ−μþμ− and
D0 → KþK−μþμ− decays and for run 1 and run 2 data
samples to account for differences in decay kinematics and
data-taking conditions, respectively. The variables used in
the training are momentum and pT of the soft pion, the
largest distance of closest approach of the D0 decay-
product trajectories, the angle between the D0 momentum
and the vector connecting the PVand the SV, the fit quality
of the SV and its spatial separation from the PV. Purely
hadronic decays of the form D0 → hþh−πþπ− with two

pions wrongly identified as muons are further reduced by
requirements on muon identification [33,39]. The optimal
working points of the BDT output selection and muon-
identification thresholds are determined simultaneously by
maximizing the quantity S=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
S þ B

p
, where S and B are

the signal and background yields, respectively, deter-
mined from the data in the signal region defined as
1840 < mðhþh−μþμ−Þ < 1890 MeV=c2. In the approxi-
mately 0.5% of events where multiple D0 → πþπ−μþμ−
candidates are reconstructed after the full selection, only
one is kept at random. No multiple-candidate events are
found for D0 → KþK−μþμ− decays.
The mðhþh−μþμ−Þ distributions for selected candidates

are shown in Fig. 1. Unbinned maximum-likelihood fits to
these distributions yield 3579� 71 D0 → πþπ−μþμ− and
318�19 D0 → KþK−μþμ− signal decays. The signal pro-
bability density function (PDF) is described by a Hypatia
distribution [40] with parameters fixed from simulation,
apart from two factors scaling the width and mean of the
distribution to account for data-simulation differences.
Misidentified hadronic decays are described by a Johnson
SU distribution [41] with parameters fixed from a fit to high-
yield data samples of D0 → hþh−πþπ− decays with muon-
mass hypothesis assigned to two pions and muon-identi-
fication criteria applied only to one of them. The combina-
torial background is described by an exponential function
with shape fixed from a fit to the candidates satisfying
jΔm− 145.4MeV=c2j> 2MeV=c2, Δm < 170 MeV=c2,
and 1880 < mðhþh−μþμ−Þ < 1945 MeV=c2.
The LHCb detector geometry, signal reconstruction, and

selection requirements result in nonuniform efficiency
across the five-dimensional phase space of the decays
defined by p2, q2, θμ, θh, and ϕ. The efficiency variations

1850 1900
]2c) [MeV/−μ+μ−h+h(m

0

50

100 Data
Fit

−+−K+K0D
−+−K+K0D

Comb. backg.

200

400

600

800

1000
Data
Fit

−+−+0D
−+−+0D

Comb. backg.

LHCb
1−9 fb

2 c
C

an
di

da
te

s 
pe

r 
5 

M
eV

/

FIG. 1. Mass distribution of (top)D0→πþπ−μþμ− and (bottom)
D0 → KþK−μþμ− candidates with fit projections overlaid.
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are corrected using a method developed in Refs. [20,42]. A
BDT classifier with gradient boosting [36–38] is used to
identify differences in the decay kinematics before and after
reconstruction and selection. The BDT classifier is trained
on simulation using the five-dimensional phase-space
variables as input. From the classifier output, per-event
candidate weights are derived that correspond to the inverse
efficiency. To account for the different detector condi-
tions, separate classifiers are trained for run 1 and run 2
data samples. As a consequence of the weighting,
the effective statistical power of the D0 → πþπ−μþμ−

(D0 → KþK−μþμ−) data sample is reduced by approxi-
mately 10% (6%).
To determine the CP asymmetry ACP, the raw asymme-

try in D0- and D̄0-signal yields, Araw
CP , is corrected for

Oð1%Þ nuisance asymmetries: differences in the produc-
tion cross section of D�þ and D�− mesons, AP, and in the
detection efficiencies of positively and negatively charged
soft pions, AD. The raw asymmetry for decays to the final

state f is approximated as Araw
CP ðfÞ ≈ ACPðfÞ þ AP þ AD. A

high-yield control sample of D�þ → D0ð→ KþK−Þπþ
decays is used to determine the combined nuisance
asymmetry as AP þ AD ≈ Araw

CP ðKþK−Þ − ACPðKþK−Þ,
using ACPðKþK−Þ ¼ ð−0.06� 0.18Þ% from the indepen-
dent measurement of Ref. [43]. In this procedure, the two-
dimensional distribution of momentum and pseudorapidity
ofD�þ candidates in the control samples is equalized to that
of the signal decays to account for differences in decay
kinematics. Since the angular observables are measured
independently for D0 and D̄0 mesons, no correction for
nuisance asymmetries is needed.
Each angular observable (or Araw

CP ) is determined, inde-
pendently in each dimuon-mass region, through simulta-
neous unbinned maximum-likelihood fits to the efficiency-
corrected mðhþh−μþμ−Þ distributions of candidates split
according to the angular tag (or D0-meson flavor). The fits
use the same model as described earlier, but with PDFs
determined independently in each dimuon-mass region.

FIG. 2. Measured observables for (left)D0 → πþπ−μþμ− and (right)D0 → KþK−μþμ− decays inmðμþμ−Þ regions. No measurement
is performed in the regions indicated by the vertical gray bands. The horizontal bands correspond to the measurements integrated in the
dimuon mass, including candidates from all mðμþμ−Þ ranges. The high-mass region of D0 → πþπ−μþμ− extends to 1590.5 MeV=c2

and has been truncated on the plots for a clearer visualization of the other regions.
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The same PDFs are assumed when fitting the subsamples
split by the tags, except for the measurement of hI2i, where
the mass shape of misidentified hadronic decays depends
on the angular tag. The yield and angular observable (or
Araw
CP ) of the three fit components (signal, misidentified, and

combinatorial background) are the only floating parame-
ters. The results for hSii, hAii, and ACP, including both
statistical and systematic uncertainties added in quadrature,
are reported in Fig. 2. In general, the null-test observables
show agreement with the SM predictions. A tabulated
version is given in the Supplemental Material [21] together
with the correlations between the observables, estimated
using a bootstrapping technique [44].
Systematic uncertainties are typically between 10% and

50% of the statistical uncertainty, depending on the
observable and the dimuon-mass region. These arise from
the following sources: the model used in the mass fits;
neglected background from partially reconstructed Dþ

s

mesons, from D�þ candidates made of D0 mesons com-
bined with unrelated soft pions, and from D�þ candidates
originating from decays of b-flavored hadrons; uncertain-
ties in the estimation of the efficiency correction; the
accuracy of the correction for nuisance charge asymme-
tries; the finite resolution of the angular variables. The
leading systematic uncertainties are those related to the
efficiency correction. These include residual biases on
the observables due to efficiency variations that are not
fully accounted for by the correction, the uncertainty
coming from the limited size of the simulation sample,
and effects due to potential residual differences between the
data and simulation. The systematic uncertainties due to the
efficiency correction are evaluated by repeating the analysis
on either fully simulated decays or on simplified simu-
lations that mimic the presence of data-simulation
differences. The generation of the simplified simulations
reproduces the mðμþμ−Þ and mðhþh−Þ distributions
observed in the data and is performed exploiting multi-
threaded architectures using the Hydra library [45,46].

The analysis procedure is validated using the more
abundant D0 → K−πþμþμ− decay in the dimuon-mass
range 675 < mðμþμ−Þ < 875 MeV=c2, where the contri-
bution from the ρ0=ω → μþμ− decay is dominant. The
decay is not sensitive to FCNC processes and is dominated
by the SM tree-level amplitude. The analysis measures the
angular observables serving as a SM null test (hA2−9i and
hS5−7i) to be consistent with zero within approximately
1%. As a further cross-check, the analysis is repeated on
disjoint subsamples of the data selected according to
criteria such as the magnetic-field orientation, which is
reversed periodically during data taking; the number of PVs
in the event; the transverse momentum of theD�þ and soft-
pion candidates; and the minimum distance of the D0

meson to the PV. The resulting variations of the measured
observables are as expected according to statistical
variations.

In summary, a measurement of the full set of CP -
averaged angular observables and their CP asymmetries in
D0 → πþπ−μþμ− and D0 → KþK−μþμ− decays is
reported, together with an updated measurement of ACP.
The analysis uses p p collision data collected with the
LHCb detector at center-of-mass energies of 7, 8, and
13 TeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
9 fb−1. This is the first full angular analysis of a rare
charm decay ever performed. The measured null-test
observables ACP, hS5–7i, and hA2−9i are in agreement with
the SM null hypothesis with overall p values of 79%
(0.8%) for D0 → πþπ−μþμ− (D0 → KþK−μþμ−) decays,
corresponding to 0.3 (2.7) Gaussian standard deviations.
These measurements will help constraining the parameters
space of physics models extending the SM.
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A. Fernandez Prieto,46 A. D. Fernez,66 F. Ferrari,20,g L. Ferreira Lopes,49 F. Ferreira Rodrigues,2 S. Ferreres Sole,32

M. Ferrillo,50 M. Ferro-Luzzi,48 S. Filippov,39 R. A. Fini,19 M. Fiorini,21,e M. Firlej,34 K. M. Fischer,63 D. S. Fitzgerald,87

C. Fitzpatrick,62 T. Fiutowski,34 A. Fkiaras,48 F. Fleuret,12 M. Fontana,13 F. Fontanelli,24,c R. Forty,48 D. Foulds-Holt,55

V. Franco Lima,60 M. Franco Sevilla,66 M. Frank,48 E. Franzoso,21 G. Frau,17 C. Frei,48 D. A. Friday,59 J. Fu,6 Q. Fuehring,15

E. Gabriel,32 G. Galati,19,i A. Gallas Torreira,46 D. Galli,20,g S. Gambetta,58,48 Y. Gan,3 M. Gandelman,2 P. Gandini,25

Y. Gao,5 M. Garau,27 L. M. Garcia Martin,56 P. Garcia Moreno,45 J. García Pardiñas,26,f B. Garcia Plana,46

F. A. Garcia Rosales,12 L. Garrido,45 C. Gaspar,48 R. E. Geertsema,32 D. Gerick,17 L. L. Gerken,15 E. Gersabeck,62

M. Gersabeck,62 T. Gershon,56 D. Gerstel,10 L. Giambastiani,28 V. Gibson,55 H. K. Giemza,36 A. L. Gilman,63

M. Giovannetti,23,h A. Gioventù,46 P. Gironella Gironell,45 C. Giugliano,21,e K. Gizdov,58 E. L. Gkougkousis,48

V. V. Gligorov,13 C. Göbel,70 E. Golobardes,85 D. Golubkov,41 A. Golutvin,61,83 A. Gomes,1,l S. Gomez Fernandez,45

F. Goncalves Abrantes,63 M. Goncerz,35 G. Gong,3 P. Gorbounov,41 I. V. Gorelov,40 C. Gotti,26 E. Govorkova,48

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 128, 221801 (2022)

221801-7



J. P. Grabowski,17 T. Grammatico,13 L. A. Granado Cardoso,48 E. Graugés,45 E. Graverini,49 G. Graziani,22 A. Grecu,37

L. M. Greeven,32 N. A. Grieser,4 L. Grillo,62 S. Gromov,83 B. R. Gruberg Cazon,63 C. Gu,3 M. Guarise,21 M. Guittiere,11

P. A. Günther,17 E. Gushchin,39 A. Guth,14 Y. Guz,44 T. Gys,48 T. Hadavizadeh,69 G. Haefeli,49 C. Haen,48 J. Haimberger,48

T. Halewood-leagas,60 P. M. Hamilton,66 J. P. Hammerich,60 Q. Han,7 X. Han,17 T. H. Hancock,63 E. B. Hansen,62

S. Hansmann-Menzemer,17 N. Harnew,63 T. Harrison,60 C. Hasse,48 M. Hatch,48 J. He,6,m M. Hecker,61 K. Heijhoff,32

K. Heinicke,15 R. D. L. Henderson,69,56 A. M. Hennequin,48 K. Hennessy,60 L. Henry,48 J. Heuel,14 A. Hicheur,2 D. Hill,49

M. Hilton,62 S. E. Hollitt,15 R. Hou,7 Y. Hou,8 J. Hu,17 J. Hu,72 W. Hu,7 X. Hu,3 W. Huang,6 X. Huang,73 W. Hulsbergen,32

R. J. Hunter,56 M. Hushchyn,82 D. Hutchcroft,60 D. Hynds,32 P. Ibis,15 M. Idzik,34 D. Ilin,38 P. Ilten,65 A. Inglessi,38

A. Ishteev,83 K. Ivshin,38 R. Jacobsson,48 H. Jage,14 S. Jakobsen,48 E. Jans,32 B. K. Jashal,47 A. Jawahery,66 V. Jevtic,15

X. Jiang,4 M. John,63 D. Johnson,64 C. R. Jones,55 T. P. Jones,56 B. Jost,48 N. Jurik,48 S. H. Kalavan Kadavath,34

S. Kandybei,51 Y. Kang,3 M. Karacson,48 M. Karpov,82 J. W. Kautz,65 F. Keizer,48 D. M. Keller,68 M. Kenzie,56 T. Ketel,33

B. Khanji,15 A. Kharisova,84 S. Kholodenko,44 T. Kirn,14 V. S. Kirsebom,49 O. Kitouni,64 S. Klaver,32 N. Kleijne,29

K. Klimaszewski,36 M. R. Kmiec,36 S. Koliiev,52 A. Kondybayeva,83 A. Konoplyannikov,41 P. Kopciewicz,34 R. Kopecna,17

P. Koppenburg,32 M. Korolev,40 I. Kostiuk,32,52 O. Kot,52 S. Kotriakhova,21,38 P. Kravchenko,38 L. Kravchuk,39

R. D. Krawczyk,48 M. Kreps,56 F. Kress,61 S. Kretzschmar,14 P. Krokovny,43,k W. Krupa,34 W. Krzemien,36 J. Kubat,17

M. Kucharczyk,35 V. Kudryavtsev,43,k H. S. Kuindersma,32,33 G. J. Kunde,67 T. Kvaratskheliya,41 D. Lacarrere,48

G. Lafferty,62 A. Lai,27 A. Lampis,27 D. Lancierini,50 J. J. Lane,62 R. Lane,54 G. Lanfranchi,23 C. Langenbruch,14 J. Langer,15

O. Lantwin,83 T. Latham,56 F. Lazzari,29,n R. Le Gac,10 S. H. Lee,87 R. Lefèvre,9 A. Leflat,40 S. Legotin,83 O. Leroy,10
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