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Measurement of the Ratio B(Dt — #n°l*v)/B(D+ — K°tv)
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Using the CLEO-II detector, the branching ratio of the Cabibbo suppressed decay Dt — n°ltv,
relative to the branching ratio of the Cabibbo favored decay D* — K°l*v, is measured to be
B(D* — n°ltv)/B(DY — K°l*v) = (8.5+2.74+1.4)%. From this ratio, the product of the ratio of
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements, |V.a/ Ves|?, and the form factors at ¢ = 0,
|fT(0)/fX(0)[?, is determined to be |V.q/Vas|?|fE(0)/FE(0)|> = 0.085 & 0.027 £ 0.014.
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Semileptonic decays of charm mesons are theoretically
straightforward to interpret. The amplitude for the de-
cay mode DT — 7°*v is proportional to the product
of the Cabbibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix ele-
ment V4 and the form factor describing the strong inter-
actions between the final state quarks f7(g?). The decay
rate for Dt — 79%1* v can be written as

3
P gVl IF500F [ e Fomdst, @

where ¢? is the mass squared of the virtual W. We have
assumed a monopole form [1] for the g2 dependence of the
form factor and f7(0) is the value of the form factor at
¢? = 0. The factor of % accounts for the coupling of a dd
pair to a 7° meson [2]. For the decay D* — K°I*v the
CKM matrix element, V,,, and the form factor, f¥(0),
are substituted into Eq. (1) and the pole mass is changed
to that of the Dj}. Since the only pseudoscalar meson an
sd quark combination can form is a X©, there is no factor
of & for Dt — K°*v.

Thus measurement of the ratio of branching ratios
provides a way to measure the product |f7(0)/f&(0)?
X |Vea/Ves|?. Using the unitarity constraint on the CKM
matrix, the CKM matrix elements, V.4 and Vs [3,4], are
currently known to a greater precision than are the val-
ues for the form factors [2,5-9]. Thus we will concentrate
on the determination of |£7(0)/f¥(0)|.

Most of the recent experimental work on charm
semileptonic decays has been in the Cabibbo favored
modes, D — Klv and D — K*lv [10-14]. Mark III
[15] has reported on one Cabibbo suppressed channel,
D% — m—etv; they have observed seven events.

The CLEO-II detector with its excellent photon detec-
tion is ideally suited to detect the decay chain D*t —
D+7% Dt — #%*y. The initial D** — D*7° decay
is used to improve the signal to background ratio of the
event sample. In this paper the Dt — 7%*v branching
ratio is normalized to that of Dt — K°ltv, which is
detected via K9 — n*7~, also using the D** — D+7°
decay chain.

The data sample for this analysis was recorded with the
CLEO-II detector operating at the CESR storage ring at
Cornell University. A total luminosity of 1.8 fb~! of eTe™
collisions was recorded at the Y(4S) and in the nearby
continuum, at energies below and above the Y(4S) res-
onance. The CLEO-II detector has been described else-
where [16]; relevant features of the detector are summa-
rized below.

Electrons with momentum above 0.7 GeV//c are iden-
tified by requiring that the ratio of the energy (F) de-
posited in the CsI calorimeter and the momentum (p)
measured in the tracking system, E/p, be close to unity
and that the energy loss measured by the tracking sys-
tem be consistent with the electron hypothesis. Elec-
trons within the fiducial volume are identified with an
efficiency of 94%; the probability that a charged track
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will be misidentified as an electron is (0.3 + 0.1)% per
charged track. Muons are identified by their ability to
penetrate five nuclear interaction lengths of iron. Muons
with momentum above 1.4 GeV/c¢, and within the fidu-
cial volume, are identified with an efficiency of 93%; the
fake rate is (1.4 + 0.2)% per charged track. For both
electrons and muons we require that the absolute value
of the cosine of the angle between the lepton momentum
and beam direction be less than 0.81 [17].

Isolated photons, detected by the CslI calorimeter, with
minimum energies of 30 MeV, are paired to form 7° can-
didates. Combinations within 2.50 of the nominal 7°
mass (0 ~ 5 MeV/c?) are selected as 7° candidates. The
v momentum vectors are then kinematically constrained
to the nominal 7° mass. The K? sample is reconstructed
by combining two oppositely charged tracks that fit to a
common vertex, displaced from the primary vertex. The
invariant mass of the two charged tracks, assumed to be
n¥’s, is required to be within 3.00 (0 ~ 4 MeV/c?) of
the nominal K? mass.

For fully reconstructed hadronic D** — D+ decays
the mass difference, AM = Mp.+ — Mp+, is sharply
peaked where the mass difference has a typical sigma of
1 MeV/c?. In semileptonic decays the neutrino is unde-
tected. We define a mass difference where we use only the
observable information as AM = Mo oL — M,r? 1+ Be-
cause of the missing momentum information of the neu-
trino the AM distribution is broadened, but a definite
peak remains. We use the AM distribution to extract
the yield of D* — 7%*v and Dt — K2ty events. As
M,,c;H increases the momentum of the neutrino decreases

in the DY center of mass, and the AM distribution be-
comes more sharply peaked. We require M,,cf) + > 1.3

GeV/c? in order to select combinations with a narrow
AM distribution. We have denoted the slow 79 from
the initial D** decay as 7?0, since production and decay
kinematics constrain its momentum to be less than 0.4
GeV/c. To reduce background from random diphoton
combinations we require that pro > 0.2 GeV/c and that
the 7%’s from the DT decay have a momentum greater
than 0.5 GeV/c; these 7%’s are denoted as 7. For a n9I+
combination to be consistent with a charm parent hy-
pothesis, we require that M,,c; 1+ < 1.8 GeV/c?. Toreduce

combinatoric background we require that Pror+ > 2.5

GeV/c. Combinatoric background from Y (4S) decays is
suppressed by requiring that the ratio of Fox-Wolfram
moments [18], Ry = Hy/Hp > 0.2.

The use of the D** tag allows an estimate of the
D% momentum. Continuum production of charm events
produces two well defined jets. This jet or thrust axis
approximates the D** direction; Monte Carlo simula-
tions show that the distribution of the angle between the
thrust axis and the D** direction has a width of 0.150
rad (FWHM). Assuming the D** direction is along the
thrust axis, the momentum of the D can be estimated
from the ¥ momentum vector and the thrust axis direc-
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FIG. 1. The histograms are the AM distributions for (a)
w?lﬁ/ and (b) K%I*v. The points on both plots represent the
estimated amount of lepton fake background.

tion [19]. We require that this momentum estimate, P,
be greater than 2.5 GeV/ec.

In semileptonic D decays involving a pseudoscalar, the
energy spectrum of the pseudoscalar is dominated by
phase space and is peaked strongly at high energy. If
the momentum of the slow pion from the D** decay is
neglected then M (mQ79)? ~ 2M 2, +2Myo E;?, where E*,

is the energy of the w? in the Dt center of mass. Thus
M(nn$) is a measure of the 7% energy in the center of
mass of the Dt decay and allows one to select events from
the appropriate range of E* The Monte Carlo M (r97% f)

distribution is described well by a Gaussian function, and
we require that the data events be within 1.50 (¢ = 0.065
GeV/c?) of the Monte Carlo mean.

Backgrounds are divided into two classes: correlated
backgrounds which peak in the signal region, AM < 0.15
GeV/c?, and uncorrelated backgrounds which do not
peak in the signal region. The correlated backgrounds
originate from a true D* — Dn® decay. The D° or Dt
meson subsequently decays either semileptonically, with
a 70 in its final state, or hadronically, with one of the
hadronic daughters faking a lepton. To reduce the cor-
related background we take all tracks in the event with
charge opposite to that of the lepton, X ~, and calcu-
late M[(73I*)X "], assigning X~ the pion mass. If any
(Trfl+)X' combination has a mass below 1.9 GeV/c?,
we reject that w?l*’ combination. To study and estimate
the amount of correlated background from semileptonic
feeddown we generated a large sample of c¢ Monte Carlo
events with the decay chain under study removed. Cor-
related backgrounds from lepton fakes are studied and
estimated by using the measured, momentum dependent
fake rates to label measured hadronic tracks as leptons.
The same analysis code as for the data is then used to
extract the shape and normalization of the AM distribu-
tion for combinations which include fake leptons. From
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FIG. 2. The AM distribution after subtraction of lepton
fake backgrounds for (a) 7°*v and (b) K%l*v. The solid
curves represent the sum of the signal and background contri-
butions to the fits. The dashed curves show the uncorrelated
background contribution.

these studies we find that the M[(7%1*)X ] cut removes
over 60% of the semileptonic feeddown and over 50% of
the fake lepton background while retaining over 85% of
the signal.

To limit systematic effects of our selection criteria, the
selection criteria for the Dt — K?l*v decay mode are
identical to those of the D¥ — #%*v mode: 1.3 <
MK°l < 1.8 GeV/c y PKOL > 2.5 GeV/c, PO > 0.5
GeV/c, it > 2.5 GeV/c, M (n9K?) within 1. 50 of the
Monte Carlo mean, and M[(K%+)X ] > 1.9 GeV/c2.

Figure 1(a) shows the AM distribution for D* —
70ty candidates. The histogram is the distribution for
combinations which pass the above cuts. We call this the
raw distribution. The points are the estimated fake lep-
ton background. Figure 1(b) shows the raw AM distribu-
tion for the D¥ — K%*v mode and its estimated fake
lepton background. Since the fake lepton backgrounds
peak in the signal region, we subtract them bin by bin
from the raw AM distributions. The background sub-
tracted distributions are shown in Fig. 2.

We study uncorrelated backgrounds by using side-
bands in the 72, 7%, and K mass distributions. The
AM distribution for these uncorrelated backgrounds is
well described by a simple polynomial. Since these back-
grounds do not peak in the signal region, they are not

TABLE I. Yields from fits to the raw and background sub-
tracted data.

Background
Signal Raw yield subtracted yield
Pty 58 + 8 53 + 8
KOty 200 + 16 169 + 17
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TABLE II. Detection efficiencies for DY — 7% "y and DT — K°I*v and for feedings into these
channels. The errors are due to Monte Carlo statistics and upper limits are at the 90% confidence

level.
Signal Decay channel (%) Expected contribution (events)
Oty Dt — =%ty 0.51 +0.02 na
Kty 0.032 + 0.003 23
KUty < 0.002 <0.7
nltv 0.020 + 0.002 0.10
ity < 0.002 < 0.05
wltv 0.005 £ 0.002 0.3
Koty Dt - K%ty 0.24 +0.01 na
K*°rty 0.007 £ 0.003 2.5

subtracted before fitting the AM distribution.

The yields are determined by fitting the background
subtracted AM distributions. The Monte Carlo AM
distribution fits well to a function where the left side
of the distribution is described by a Gaussian function
with mean Xy and sigma or, and where the right side of
the distribution is described by a Gaussian function with
mean Xy and sigma ogr. While fitting the data the mean
and sigmas are fixed to values determined from the Monte
Carlo sample [20]. In addition to the signal function, a
slowly varying background function is also included in
the fit to account for the uncorrelated backgrounds. The
yields from fits to the raw and background subtracted
AM distributions are in Table I.

Table II contains the efficiencies for the signal and
feeding channels for the two modes. The dominant feed-
down in the 7%*v signal is from Dt — K%*v where the
K9 subsequently decays into 770, This feeding is statis-
tically independent of the normalizing signal and allows
us to write

B(D* — n%lty) N@HY) egors, (KOIHY)
B(D+ — K°l+v) ~ N(K%+v)  €(n0l+v)
_egopr, (mlty)
e(m0lty) 2)

where N(7%*v) and N(K%*v) are the two signal
yields, €go;+, (K911 v) is the efficiency for reconstructing
a KO*v decay as K%ltv, and €go+, (7011 0) is the effi-
ciency for reconstructing a K%+ v decay as 7°l*tv. We do
not include any other feedings from Table II in the calcu-
lation of the ratio of branching ratios, as their branching
ratio times efficiency is small and negligible [21].

The ratio B(DT — n0lv)/B(D* — K°lv) is measured
to be (8.5+2.7+1.4)%, where the first error is statistical
and the second systematic. Most of the systematic effects
of our cuts cancel in the ratio of branching ratios since
we use the same cuts for both decay modes. The system-
atic error in the ratio due to Monte Carlo simulations of
K9 — w+7~ and 7r? — 7 reconstruction is determined
to be 13% by studying well measured D° hadronic de-
cays. Systematic error due to incorrectly subtracting the
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lepton fake background is estimated to be less than 5%
of the measured branching ratio. We determine this by
varying the lepton fake rate by 3o of the measured fake
rate. The effect of incorrectly determining the lepton fake
rate partially cancels in the ratio. We add these system-
atics in quadrature along with a 7% error due to Monte
Carlo statistics to obtain a total systematic error of 16%.

We have measured the branching ratio of the Cabibbo
suppressed decay Dt — 7°l*v relative to the Cabibbo
favored decay Dt — KO%*v. Using our measurement
of the ratio of branching ratios and Eq. (1) we find
|f7(0)/fE(0)|?|Vea/Ves|?> = 0.085 + 0.027 + 0.014 [22].
Unitarity constraints on the CKM matrix yield a value
of 0.051 £ 0.002 for |V.q/Ves|? [3]; using this value we
obtain |f7(0)/fK(0)] = 1.29 +0.21 £ 0.11. The model
predictions [2,5-9] for the ratio of form factors, which
range from 0.7 to 1.4, are in agreement with our mea-
surement.
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