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M. Kumar, R. Kumar, K. Kumara, T. Kumita, T. Kunigo, M. Künzel, S. Kurz, A. Kuzmin,
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Abstract
We present a measurement of the B0 → D∗−`+ν` (` = e, µ) branching ratio and of the CKM

parameter |Vcb| using signal decays accompanied by a fully reconstructed B meson. The Belle

II data set of electron-positron collisions at the Υ (4S) resonance, corresponding to 189.3 fb−1 of

integrated luminosity, is analyzed. With the Caprini-Lellouch-Neubert form factor parameterization,

the parameters ηEWF (1)|Vcb| and ρ2 are extracted, where ηEW is an electroweak correction, F (1) is a

normalization factor and ρ2 is a form factor shape parameter. We reconstruct 516 signal decays and

thereby obtain B(B0 → D∗−`+ν`) = (5.27± 0.22 (stat)± 0.38 (syst)) % , ηEWF (1)|Vcb| × 103 =

34.6± 1.8 (stat)± 1.7 (syst), and ρ2 = 0.94± 0.18 (stat)± 0.11 (syst).

1. INTRODUCTION

A precise understanding of B0 → D∗−`+ν` decays is important for future measurements
of R(D∗) = B(B → D∗τν)/B(B → D∗`ν) [1, 2] and of the magnitude of the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix element Vcb [3, 4], where persistent tensions exist between
inclusive B → Xc`ν and exclusive B → D∗`ν measurements [1]. We study e+e− → Υ (4S)→
B0B0 events, where the decay of the accompanying B0 or B0 is reconstructed in a hadronic
final state using the full event interpretation algorithm (FEI) [5] and the signal bottom
meson of opposite flavor is then reconstructed in the D∗±`±ν` final state.

2. BELLE II EXPERIMENT

Belle II [6] is an experiment at the SuperKEKB super B factory [7], an energy-asymmetric
e+ (4 GeV) e− (7 GeV) collider in Tsukuba, Japan. Collision data with an integrated
luminosity corresponding to 189.3 fb−1 were collected from March 2019 to July 2021 at a
center-of-mass (c.m.) energy of 10.58 GeV, corresponding to the mass of the Υ (4S) resonance,
as well as 18.0 fb−1 at 60 MeV below the nominal c.m. energy.

The Belle II detector consists of several nested detector subsystems arranged around the
beam pipe in a cylindrical geometry. The innermost subsystem is the vertex detector, which
includes one or two layers of silicon pixels and four outer layers of silicon strips. Outside the
silicon, the central drift-chamber reconstructs charged-particles trajectories (tracks). Outside
the chamber, a Cherenkov light-imaging and time-of-propagation detectors provide charged
particle identification. Further out is an electromagnatic calorimeter with CsI(Tl) crystals.
A uniform 1.5 T magnetic field aligned with the beam axis is provided by a superconducting
solenoid. Multiple layers of scintillators and resistive plate chambers, located between the
magnetic flux-return iron plates, detect K0

L and muons.
The analysis uses simulated Monte Carlo (MC) samples to determine the signal efficiency

and background yields. These samples are generated using EvtGen [8] and consist of
e+e− → Υ (4S) → BB (generic) and e+e− → qq processes, where B indicates a B0 or a
B+ meson and q indicates an u, d, c, or s quark (continuum). The latter is simulated
with KKMC [9] and PYTHIA [10]. The luminosity of the generic and continuum samples
is 1 ab−1. The signal is modeled using the CLN form factor parameterization [11], and
the time-integrated B0B0-mixing parameter [12]. All samples are analyzed with the basf2
framework [13, 14]. In this paper, the natural system of units with c = ~ = 1 is used. The
inclusion of charge-conjugated decay modes is implied unless otherwise stated.
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3. EVENT SELECTION

The reconstruction begins by fully reconstructing a B0 or B0 (Btag) in hadronic decay
modes with the FEI algorithm [5]. The algorithm starts by selecting candidates for stable
particles, which include muons, electrons, pions, protons, kaons, and photons, from tracks
and electromagnetic energy deposits in each event. Subsequently, the algorithm carries out
several stages of reconstruction of intermediate particles such as π0, K0

S, J/ψ, D and D∗

mesons, Σ, Λ, and Λc baryons. Intermediate particles are reconstructed in specific decay
modes from combinations of stable and other intermediate particle candidates. The final
stage of the algorithm reconstructs the B0 mesons in 31 hadronic modes, using boosted
decision trees (BDTs). The Btag candidates are required to have a BDT classifier output

greater than 0.001, a beam constrained mass Mbc =
√
E2

beam − |~pBtag
|2 > 5.27 GeV , and

an energy difference ∆E = EBtag
− Ebeam in the interval [-0.15, 0.1] GeV, where Ebeam is

half of the collision energy, and ~pBtag
and EBtag

are the momentum and energy of the Btag

candidate, all in the center-of-mass frame. The efficiency of the FEI is calibrated with
B → X`ν decays [5].

An event-level selection requires more than three tracks, between 2 and 7 GeV of total
energy in the electromagnetic calorimeter, and a ratio of the second to zeroth order Fox
Wolfram moments, R2 [15], to be smaller than 0.4. The remaining B0 or B0 meson (the signal
side Bsig) is reconstructed in its decay of B0 → D∗−`+ν` ( D∗− → π−D0, D0 → K+π−).
Charged particles are required to originate from the interaction point and have a transverse
momentum greater than 0.2 GeV. To identify electrons and muons, a likelihood-ratio like
quantity for each particle hypothesis is calculated, which combines information from several
detector subsystems. The likelihood performance is calibrated with well-known physics
processes. In addition, electron and muon momenta are required to be greater than 1.0 GeV
in the center-of-mass frame to reject continuum background. Kaon and pion candidates
are combined to reconstruct D0 → K+π− candidates whose invariant mass (m (Kπ)) is
required to be within the interval [1.85, 1.88] GeV. The D0 candidates are combined with
an additional low-momentum pion to reconstruct D∗− → π−D0 candidates restricted to the
D∗−- D0 mass difference ∆m in the range [0.143, 0.149] GeV. Subsequently, Bsig candidates

are reconstructed by combining D∗− candidates with either e+ or µ+ candidates. At least
one combination of Btag and Bsig candidates is required with no remaining tracks. The

missing neutrino mass squared (m2
miss = (Pbeam−PBtag

−PD∗ −P`)2, where P denotes a four

vector) is required to be in the range [-0.5, 0.5] GeV2. If multiple combinations of Btag and
Bsig candidates are found in an event, the candidate with the largest BDT output for the

Btag and the best ∆m for the Bsig is selected. Figure 1 shows the m (Kπ), ∆m, and m2
miss

distributions. The figures include data points with statistical uncertainties and histograms
for simulated signal and background candidates scaled to the equivalent data luminosity.
The signal yield is estimated by counting the number of selected events on data from which
simulated background is subtracted. Checks based on data in the ∆m sidebands show good
agreement between simulated and experimental background distributions.
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FIG. 1. Distributions of Kπ invariant mass (left), D∗- D0 mass difference (middle), and missing

neutrino mass squared (right) of B0 → D∗−e+ νe (top) and B0 → D∗−µ+νµ (bottom) candidates in

data (points) and simulation (histograms). Vertical lines enclose the regions of the selected events.

4. MEASUREMENT OF BRANCHING RATIO

The branching ratio for the decay B0 → D∗−`+ν` is estimated as

B
(
B0 → D∗−`+ν`

)
=

(
N rec −Nbg

)
ε−1

4NBB (1 + f+0)
−1 B

(
D∗− → π−D0

)
B
(
D0 → K+π−) , (1)

where N rec is the number of reconstructed events in data, Nbg is the number of reconstructed
background events, ε is the signal reconstruction efficiency, NBB is the number of produced
BB pairs, and f+0 is the ratio of the number of produced B+B− and B0B0 pairs. In Eq. 1, the

values corresponding to electron and muon modes are averaged. The values of Nbg and ε are
estimated from the background and signal simulation. The value of NBB is determined using
the R2 distribution after a subtraction of the continuum background using off-resonance data.
The values for f+0, B(D∗− → π−D0), B(D0 → K+π−), and fraction of mixed and unmixed
B0B0 are taken from Ref. [12]. The input values for the branching fraction measurement are
summarized in Table I.
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TABLE I. Input values for the measurement of branching ratio with the systematic uncertainties,

described in Sec. 6.

Variables Values

N rec 545 (data)

Nbg 29.4± 11.2

ε (9.55± 0.67)× 10−4

NBB (197.17± 5.72)× 106

f+0 1.058± 0.024

χd 0.1875± 0.0017

B(D∗− → π−D0) (67.7± 0.5)%

B(D0 → K+π−) (3.950± 0.031)%

5. MEASUREMENT OF |Vcb|

Figure 2 shows distribution of the recoil variable

w =
PB · PD∗

mBmD
∗

=
m2
B +m2

D
∗ − q2

2mBmD
∗

, (2)

where q2 = (P` + Pν`)
2 and mB,D

∗ are the known masses of the indicated particles. The

B0 → D∗−`+ν` decay-width differential in w is as follows [4, 16]:

dΓ

dw
=
η2EWG

2
F

48π3 m3
D

∗(mB −mD
∗)2g(w)F 2(w)|Vcb|2. (3)

Here, ηEW is an electroweak correction (calculated to be 1.00662 ± 0.00016 in Ref. [17]).
From lattice QCD, F (1) is calculated as 0.906± 0.004 (stat)± 0.012 (syst) [17]. The product
g(w)F 2(w) describes the phase-space factor and the form factor, which is parameterized with
R1(1), R2(1), ρ2 in the CLN approach [11]. The CKM matrix element |Vcb| is determined by
fitting the ∆Γ/∆w distribution with the form factor parameters. However, here the product
ηEWF (1)|Vcb| is measured instead, in order to separate theory uncertainty of ηEW and F (1).
In this paper, the R1(1) and R2(1) values are taken from external measurements [1], as shown
in Table II.

TABLE II. Input values for R1(1) and R2(1) [1].

R1(1) 1.270 ± 0.026

R2(1) 0.852 ± 0.018

Correlation coefficient of R1(1) and R2(1) -0.715
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FIG. 2. Distributions of w for B0 → D∗−e+νe (left) and B0 → D∗−µ+νµ (right) candidates in

data (points) and simulation (histogram) after the event selection. The shaded band shows the

systematic uncertainty of the simulation, which is summarized in Sec. 6.

5.1. Unfolding method

In order to estimate the true w distribution from the observed w values, an iterative
unfolding method is used [18]. The number of signal events populating w bin, Ni, is estimated
from the reconstructed variables as follows:

Ni =
∑
j

Uij(N
rec
j −Nbg

j ), (4)

where i is the w bin number. We define 10 bins in the range [1.0, 1.5] each with a width of
0.05. The matrix Uij = P (wtrue

i |wrec
j ) models the probability that events reconstructed in the

w bin j are in the true-w bin i, which is calculated by Bayes’ theorem according to

Uij = P (wtrue
i |wrec

j )

= P (wrec
j |wtrue

i )× P (wtrue
i )/P (wrec

j )

= P (wrec
j |wtrue

i )× P (wtrue
i )/

∑
k

P (wrec
j |wtrue

k )P (wtrue
k ). (5)

Here, P (wrec
j |wtrue

i ) is estimated with simulation. To avoid bias from the simulated signal,

P (wtrue) is calculated using the reconstructed w distribution on data as follows.

1. P (wtrue
i ) is assumed uniform (P (wtrue

i ) = 0.1 for all bins).

2. Uij is calculated by using Eq.(5).

3. P (wtrue
i ) is set to

∑
j Uij(N

rec
j −Nbg

j )/
∑

ij Uij(N
rec
j −Nbg

j ).

4. Steps 2. and 3. are repeated 10 times, until Uij converges.

The unfolding performance is validated with the simulation.
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5.2. Fitting method

To determine |Vcb|, a binned maximum likelihood fit is performed using

∆χ2 = −2 ln (L) = 2
∑
i

(N exp
i −Ni +Ni ln (Ni/N

exp
i )) +

∏
i

∏
j

∆xiW
−1
ij ∆xj, (6)

where i denotes the w bin, Ni is the number of observed events in the ith bin, xi is a
systematic parameter defined as the normalization uncertainty in the ith reconstructed-w
bin, ∆xi is the deviation of the systematic parameters from the nominal value, and Wij is
the covariance of the systematic parameters, modeled by multivariate Gaussians functions.
Finally, N exp

i is the expected yield in the ith bin, which is written as follows:

N exp
i

(
B0 → D∗−`+ν`

)
= 4εiNBB (1 + f+0)

−1 τ
(
B0
)
B
(
D∗− → π−D0

)
B
(
D0 → K+π−)(

1 +
∑
j

Uij∆xj

)∫ w
max
i

w
min
i

dw
dΓ

dw

(
B0 → D∗−`+ν`

)
, (7)

where εi is the signal reconstruction efficiency in the ith bin. The differential distribution is
obtained using Eq.(3). In the fit there are two free parameters, ηEWF (1)|Vcb| and ρ, and ten
nuisance parameters ∆xi. The two-dimensional contour of ηEWF (1)|Vcb| and ρ is estimated
by using a marginalized likelihood [19],

Lmarg =
1

J

J∑
j=1

exp

(
−
∑
i

(
N exp
ij −Ni +Ni ln

(
Ni/N

exp
ij

)))
, (8)

where J = 10000 and N exp
ij is the expected yield in the ith bin with the jth set of nuisance

parameters, which is generated following the covariance matrix. The fitter performance is
validated with simplified simulated experiments.

6. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

Systematic uncertainties are evaluated for several sources associated with the detector
response, MC modeling, and physics inputs. For the branching ratio measurement, the
systematic uncertainty of each source is propagated to the result based on Eq.(1) and
summarized in Table III. The Btag reconstruction efficiency with the FEI algorithm is studied
using B → X`ν decays and a systematic uncertainty of 3.9% is assigned [5]. The tracking
efficiency is studied with τ decays and the maximum data-simulation difference of 0.3% is
taken as systematic uncertainty for each track in the final state. The reconstruction efficiency
of the low momentum π− is studied by using B0 → π+D∗−(D∗− → π−D0) decays. The
data-MC ratio of the π momentum distribution is evaluated relative to the high momentum
distribution; a 3–4% systematic uncertainty is assigned in each momentum bin, which
is dominated by the statistical uncertainty of the control samples. Electron and muon
identification efficiencies and misidentification rates are studied by using e+e− → e+e−`+`−,
e+e− → e+e−(γ), e+e− → µ+µ−γ, decays of J/ψ, D∗, τ , and K0

s . The lepton identification
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and misidentification uncertainties associated with the size of the control samples, background
contamination, modeling of the fitting function, trigger, and the difference of the results
across samples are evaluated as a functions of each lepton angle and the absolute value
of the lepton momentum. These uncertainties are propagated to the branching fraction
measurement resulting in a total 2.0% systematic error. The potential variations in the
amount of background from B → D∗∗`ν decays, hadronic B decays and misreconstructed
D∗ mesons are evaluated to propagate the uncertainty of the branching fraction of the
background processes and of beam backgrounds resulting in a 1.2% systematic uncertainty.
The number of produced BB pairs is estimated from the R2 distribution after a subtraction
of the continuum background using off-resonance data. A systematic uncertainty of 2.9% is
assigned to account for the limited statistics of off-resonance data, operation conditions of
the detector and accelerator including beam energy, and selection efficiencies. A systematic
uncertainty for the event-level selection is estimated to be 1.0%, to cover the maximum data-
simulation difference of the total energy in the electromagnetic calorimeter. The uncertainty
from the limited size of simulated samples is estimated to be 1.8%. The following sources of
systematic uncertainty are from external measurements: the ratio of the number of produced
B+B− and B0B0 pairs (1.2%), the ratio of the number of mixed and unmixed B0B0 (0.9%),
the branching fractions of D∗− → π−D0 (0.7%) and D0 → K+π− (0.8%), and form factors
(0.1%) [12]. The uncertainties from the various sources are assumed to be independent
and the quadratic sum is taken as a total systematic uncertainty. For the measurement of
ηEWF (1)|Vcb| and ρ2, the effect of the systematic uncertainty is included in the likelihood
calculation (the second term in Eq.(6)) with the covariance matrix

Wij =
∑
k

(
Nk
i − µi

)(
Nk
j − µj

)
µiµj

. (9)

Here, k runs over the sources of uncertainties, µi is the mean of the expected yield in the
ith w bin, Nk

i is the variation of the expected yield in the ith bin for the kth source of
uncertainties. Figure 3 shows the estimated covariance matrix.
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TABLE III. Summary of fractional systematic uncertainties on the branching ratio.

Systematic sources Relative uncertainty (%)

FEI efficiency 3.9

Low momentum π efficiency 4.1

Tracking efficiency 0.9

Lepton particle identification 2.0

Background 1.2

NBB 2.9

f+0 1.2

Number of mixed BB 0.9

B
(
D∗− → π−D0

)
0.7

B
(
D0 → K+π−

)
0.8

ECL energy 1.0

Form factor 0.1

MC sample size 1.8

Total 7.3

7. RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

The result for the branching fraction is

B
(
B0 → D∗−`+ν`

)
= (5.27± 0.22 (stat)± 0.38 (syst)) % (10)

while the results for |Vcb| are

ηEWF (1)|Vcb| × 103 = 34.6± 1.8 (stat)± 1.7 (syst) (11)

ρ2 = 0.94± 0.18 (stat)± 0.11 (syst) . (12)

The two-dimensional probability contours for ηEWF (1)|Vcb| and ρ2 are shown in Fig. 4. The
observed ∆Γ/∆w values are shown in Fig. 5 with the best fit function overlaid. The reduced
χ2 of the fit is 1.6 with p-value of 40.7 %, which is estimated by simulation. Under the
assumption that ηEW = 1.00662± 0.00016 and F (1) = 0.906± 0.004 (stat)± 0.012 (syst) [17],
we obtain |Vcb| × 103 = 37.9 ± 2.7. The results are consistent with the world averages of
B(B0 → D∗−`+ν`) = (5.06±0.12)% and ηEWF (1)|Vcb|×103 = 35.27±0.38 based on exclusive
B → D∗`ν` decays within one standard deviation [1].
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