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We have observed the previously unseen np* and n'p* decay modes of the D,*, and measured branch-
ing ratios relative to the ¢z * mode of 2.86 +0.38 83§ and 3.44 £0.62%844, respectively. In addition,
the relative branching ratio for the decay into ¢p* is measured as 1.86 +0.262833. Combining these
new measurements with previous results and those in the adjoining Letter, we account for = (79 +26)%
of D, decays.

PACS numbers: 13.25.+m, 14.40.Jz

In this Letter we report measurements of D} decays to
the previously unseen np* and n'p* modes as well as the
¢op* mode. These modes are important since, as we will
show, they represent a substantial fraction of D; decays.
The data were collected with the CLEO II detector at the
Cornell Electron Storage Ring (CESR). The analysis

© 1992 The American Physical Society

uses the same data sample, a total of 689 pb ', and the
same detection techniques as described in the adjoining
Letter. More details of event selection and analysis can
be found elsewhere [1]. The selection criteria for the
different D; modes considered here are listed in Table 1.
These include mass cuts, decay angle cuts, and a mini-
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TABLE I. Cuts used in forming D, candidates.

ssdecay P>03 Mass ® Decay
Mode  (¢,n.7") (GeV) (MeV) angle
ot KYK~ +38 cosay < 0.8
npt yy 7° + (34-37) |cosa,+| <0.8

rta n P +15 |cosa,+| <0.8
npt netn” n + 15, +23¢ lcosap+| <0.8
op* K*K~ 7° +38

*Mass cut on the primary s§ system.

PApplies to both the #° from the p* decay and from the 7 de-
cay.

‘For n— yy and n— n*n ™ 2% respectively.

mum momentum requirement of 0.3 GeV/c that is im-
posed on the listed particles to reduce backgrounds. For
n— yy and z°— yy decays we require that the decay
angle cosine between both of the y’s and the yy direction
in the laboratory transformed into the yy rest frame be
smaller than 0.8. In addition, when there is a vector-
pseudoscalar final state, the helicity angle distribution
must be cos?0 and we apply a helicity angle cut of
|cos@] > 0.45 to the positively charged decay product of
the vector. For p* selection the 7% 7z° invariant mass
M (z* 7°) is required to be within 170 MeV of the p*
mass M.

The nx* z° mass spectrum, for |M (z* 7% —M,| <170
MeV, is shown in Fig. 1, for the subsequent decay
n— yy. The peak at the D, mass contains 158 +22
events. To show that this peak is associated with a p*
signal, we plot in Fig. 2(a) the 7*z° mass spectrum
for events in the D, peak (histogram) and sidebands
(solid points). The peak region is defined as 2.02
>M(rtr®)>1.92 GeV, while the sidebands are
comprised of two regions 1.905> M (nz*z®) > 1.880
GeV and 2.035> M (nz* %) > 2.060 GeV. The data are
fitted well by a Breit-Wigner form for the p* plus back-
ground, giving 204+ 57 p* events. [This larger number
results from not imposing an M (z* z°) cut] Further evi-
dence for p* is obtained by plotting the helicity angle
distribution, shown in Fig. 2(b). The curve shows the fit
of a cos’6,+ distribution to the data, the confidence level
(C.L.) for the fit being 38%. The isotropic component is
< 20% at 90% C.L.

We can make a more stringent estimate of the max-
imum amount of nonresonant 7+ z° by dividing our sam-
ple into two regions, one rich in p* content and the other
p* poor, and then comparing the number of D, — nz*x°
events in these two regions. We assume that the non-
resonant component has M (z*z%) and cosf,+ distribu-
tions given by phase space. The p-rich region is defined
by having |M(x*z°) —M,| <170 MeV and |cos@,+|
> 0.4, while the p-poor region is defined by not being in
the p-rich region. The relationship between the number
of events in the p-rich region, /V,, and the p-poor region,
Np, and the number of nonresonant events Nng is given
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FIG. I. The nr*x® invariant-mass spectrum, for the subse-

quent decay n— yy. Helicity and p* mass cuts are used.

by
Npy=IN,— (1 =BINNrI€/(1 =€)+ BN R , (1)

where €' is the probability that real p* events fall into the
p-poor region and S is the fraction of the phase space in
the p-poor region; these are found by Monte Carlo simu-
lation. For this decay mode ¢ =0.24, $=0.8, and N, and
Np are 164 =23 and 34 £ 30 events, respectively. Solv-
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FIG. 2. (a) The n*z” mass spectrum for events in the D,
peak for the nr*x® channel (histogram) and sidebands (solid
points), both for the case 7— yy. The helicity cut is used. (b)
The number of D, events in the p* mass peak as a function of
helicity angle ,+. The curve is a fit by the form coszena
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TABLE II. Relative branching ratios for Dy modes.

Mode 5§ Events B (%) r/rigz*)

on” KYK~ 453 +28 17.0 1

npt 7y 158 +22 2.02 2.93+0.45+0.39
tn x° 59+ 15 082  2.70+0.68 +0.38

np* netn 53%10 0.56 3.55+0.71 £0.53
ot 15+6 0.18 3.10+1.24+0.45

op* KYK~ 253%32 5.10 1.86 +0.26 +0.29

an— yyis used. bp— xtr " xlis used.

ing the equation gives Nngr <55 at 90% C.L., or <11
events in the p-rich region. Thus, under the assumption
that the non-p* decay follows phase space, the non-
resonant content is < 7% at 90% C.L. The branching ra-
tio is presented in Table II, along with the detection
efficiency ¢ times the product branching ratios of the de-
cay products, B. The average branching ratio for the two
n decay modes, relative to ¢x*t is 2.86 +0.380:3¢. The
systematic errors have the same components and magni-
tudes as discussed in the preceding Letter [2], with the
exception that we have added the uncertainty in our esti-
mate of the non-p component in quadrature to the nega-
tive systematic error.

For our analysis of the n'p* mode, we use the 75’
— nr*tr~ decay mode. The decay chains and cuts are
listed in Table I. The n'z* z° mass spectrum is shown in
Fig. 3 for n— yy. The peak at the D; mass contains
53+ 10 events. The solid points are for 7 ¥ 7% masses
below 500 MeV. We show in Fig. 4(a) the 7+ 7% mass
spectrum for events in the D, peak (histogram) and D
sidebands (solid points). [These mass intervals are the
same as defined for Fig. 2(a).] There is peaking in the
p* mass region for the sample from the D, peak, but not
from the D; sidebands. In Fig. 4(b), we show the helicity
angle distribution of the p* candidates. The fit to the
co0s?6,+ distribution has a C.L. of 10%. Using only the
helicity angle we limit the nonresonant background to
<20%. To find a more stringent limit we again use Eq.
(1) for this decay channel. We set an upper limit of
< 8% at 90% C.L. on the amount of nonresonant 7 z° in
the p* region. Averaging the two decays modes (see
Table I1) [3], we find a rather large relative branching
ratio of 3.44 £ 0.620:4¢.

We now consider the ¢p* mode. The ¢x ¥ 7° mass dis-
tribution is shown as the histogram in Fig. 5. The curve
is a fit with two signal Gaussians with means fixed at the
D,;¥ and D masses and widths fixed from Monte Carlo
studies, and a background polynomial. A clear peak with
253+ 32 events is observed at the D,* mass. Also shown
is the mass spectrum for events with M (x*x%) <500
MeV (solid points). Assuming all the events are gp*, we
find a branching ratio, relative to ¢z *, of 1.86+0.26
10.29. Our result is consistent with a previous E691 ob-
servation [4], which was based on a sample of 11 +3.6

40 T T T T T T T T T T T T LI

o
(o}
[
|

n
o
1

Events/(15 MeV)

| I

1.80

M(g' 7 °)(Gev)

FIG. 3. The n'z* 2% invariant-mass spectrum, for the decay
n'— nrtx~, with p— yy. Helicity and p* mass cuts are used.
The solid points are for the lower sideband of the p, defined as
M(x* %) <500 MeV.

events.

To ascertain the maximum amount of nonresonant
n*7° allowed by the data, we again use Eq. (1); however,
in this case, the cos@,+ distribution is not predetermined
by angular momentum considerations, and thus not used.
The p-rich region has M (z*z°) > 0.6 GeV, while the p-
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FIG. 4. (a) The n*x° mass spectrum for events in the D,
mass peak in the channel n'z*2° and n— yy (histogram) and
in the D, sidebands (solid points). The helicity cut is applied.
(b) The helicity angle distribution from the p* band.
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TABLE III. T/T(¢pn*) compared with theory.

Mode This experiment BSW BS
npt 2.86+0.38 2938 1.96 2.33
n'p* 3444062194 0.56
op*t 1.86 £ 0.26 283 6.30

poor region has M (x* %) <0.5 GeV. The upper limit at
90% C.L. on the amount of nonresonant =+ 7 is 20%.

Model comparisons are given in Table III. Bauer,
Stech, and Wirbel (BSW) [5] use form factors calculated
from gg wave functions and consider color-allowed and
color-suppressed decays. Blok and Shifman (BS) [6]
make predictions using QCD sum rules. The discrepancy
with the BSW theory for the vector-vector mode, ¢p ¥,
may be related to the small form factors observed in the
semileptonic decay D— K *[v [7].

We now assess the known fraction of D; decays. The
sum of the widths of the modes measured in this paper
and the adjoining paper relative to ¢z % is 9.9+ 1.1. In
addition, well-established decays into modes such as
K°K* sum up to 7.0 £ 0.7 times ¢ [8-10].

The absolute D,— ¢x* branching ratio can be es-
timated by using the measured ratio T'(pz*)/I'(gl *v).
Using an average of CLEO [11] and ARGUS [12] re-
sults yields a value of B(D,— ¢x*) of (3.7+1.2)% [1].
B(D;— Xe *v) =(8 % 1)% is found by assuming equal
semileptonic widths of charmed mesons and using the
measured charmed meson lifetimes [8]. Thus the sum to-
tal of known D; decays is = (79 + 26)%, where the error
is dominated by the error on the D,¥ — ¢zt branching
ratio.

In conclusion, the np* and n’p* modes have been seen
for the first time and the ¢p* mode has been confirmed.
These decay modes have significantly larger rates than
the ¢z mode.
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