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Figure 1: Leading vs sub-leading mass distribution - Data
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Figure 2: Leading vs sub-leading mass distribution - MC
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Figure 3: Leading vs sub-leading mass distribution - Data, Cuts: Narrow
Mass Window, piiss < 0.15 GeV, Ngluster < 9 DCAl*™m9 < 15 cm,

daughters
subleading dist
DC’Adaughtem < 1.5 cm, vtryie < 1.5 cm
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Figure 4: Leading vs sub-leading mass distribution - Data, Cuts: Narrow
Mass Window, piiss < 0.15 GeV, Ngluster < 9 DCAl*™m9 < 15 cm,

daughters
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Figure 5: distance between KOKO vertices, Cuts: Narrow Mass Window, MC
was scaled to the maximum of the data
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Figure 6: DCA daughters, Cuts: Narrow Mass Window. MC was scaled to the
maximum of the data
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Figure 10: missing momentum in x direction - opposite py sign of the intact

. . leading subleading
protons, Cuts: Narrow Mass VdeOW,DC’Adaughtm,S < 1.5 cm, DC’Adaughm,s <

1.5 cm, vtx%ﬁtKo < 1.5 cm.
MC was scaled to the maximum of the data
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Figure 11: missing momentum in x direction - same py sign of the intact protons,

. . leading subleading
Cuts: Narrow Mass WlndOW7DCAdaughters < 1.5 cm, DC’AdawhteTS < 1.5 cm,

vtedish.o < 1.5 cm.
MC was scaled to the maximum of the data
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Figure 12: missing momentum in y direction - opposite py sign of the intact pro-
tons,, Cuts: Narrow Mass Window,DCA'®4m9 < 15 cm, DCAS eading <

) daughters daughters —
1.5 cm, vtx%ﬁtKo < 1.5 cm.
MC was scaled to the maximum of the data
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Figure 13: missing momentum in y direction - same py sign of the intact pro-
tons,, Cuts: Narrow Mass Window,DCA'®4m9 < 15 cm, DCAS P eading <
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MC was scaled to the maximum of the data
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