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Using e™e™ collision data corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 7.33 fb~! recorded by the
BESIII detector at center-of-mass energies between 4.128 and 4.226 GeV, we present an analysis
of the decay D} — £5(980)e™ ve with fo(980) — 77, where the D} is produced via the process
ete”™ — D:FDF. We observe the fo(980) in the 7* 7~ system and the branching fraction of the
decay DT — f0(980)e+1/e with fo(980) — 7t 7~ is measured to be (1.72£0.13stat £0.10syst) X 1073,
where the uncertainties are statistical and systematic, respectively. The dynamics of the DI —
f0(980)e™ ve decay are studied with the simple pole parameterization of the hadronic form factor
and the Flatté formula describing the fo(980) in the differential decay rate, and the product of the
form factor f f;" (0) and the ¢ — s Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix element |Ve,| is determined

for the first time to be ff;" (0)|Ves| = 0.504 £ 0.0175at £ 0.035gyst -

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), the fundamental
theory of the Strong Interaction, has been established for
almost half a century. However, there are some features
that still need to be understood, such as quark confine-
ment and dynamics in the non-perturbative regime. The
light scalar mesons f(500), fo(980), and ao(980) play a
crucial role in the dynamics of the spontaneous breaking
of QCD chiral symmetry and in the origin of pseudoscalar
meson Imasses ﬂ, E], and consequently can be used to
probe the confinement of quarks E] Furthermore, our
understanding of the nature of light hadrons is still poor

since QCD is non-perturbative in the low-energy region.
Investigating the structure of the light scalar mesons pro-
vides key input to these issues. In spite of the striking
success of the constituent quark model, the nontrivial
quark structure of these mesons has remained controver-
sial for many years @] Their mass ordering cannot be
explained by a qq configuration in the naive quark model,
leaving open the possibility that they are mixtures of
qq states B, B—Iﬂ] Other interpretations are diquark-
antidiquark states (tetraquark) HE] and meson-meson
bound states (molecule) M] Therefore, more conclu-



sive experimental measurements of these scalar states are
highly desired.

Since the leptons and hadrons in the final state in-
teract only weakly with each other, the semileptonic
(SL) decays of charm mesons provide a unique and clean
platform to probe the constituent ¢g components in the
wave functions of light scalar states ﬂﬁ] Here, only the
spectator light quarks are related to the formation of
these states and the quark flavor content can be specified
through Cabibbo-favored and -suppressed processes HE]
Additionally, the dynamics of the SL charmed meson de-
cays can be studied by measuring the hadronic form fac-
tor (FF) that describes the strong interaction between
the final-state quarks, including all the non-perturbative
effects. This provides an excellent opportunity to test
the different theoretical methods of solving the QCD non-
perturbative problem. Since the FFs and branching frac-
tions (BFs) of the SL charmed meson decays are highly
sensitive to the internal structure of light scalar states,
studies of the dynamics of these decays are also impor-
tant to understand their nature [12].

In previous studies, the BESIII collaboration has
reported measurements of the decays D)
a0(980)~ ety [17], DT — f5(500)et v, [18], and DF —
f0(980)eT e, f0(980) — 70xY E], and searches for the
decays DT — f(980)e* v, and DF — ag(980)% T v, [18,
20]. With negligible contamination from the D —
pet v, channel, the decay Df — nTm~etv, enables us
to study the structure of f,(980) in a clean environment.
Previously, only the CLEO collaboration measured the
BF of the decay DY — f0(980)et v, f0(980) — ™
[21- 23] with data taken at a center-of-mass (CM) en-
ergy (Fcym) near 4.170 GeV. With a data sample more
than 10 times larger, we report a significantly improved
measurement of the BF and the first measurement of the
transition FF. The obtained results are important tests
of theoretical predictions based on different models ﬂa,
@] Throughout this letter, charge-conjugate channels
are implied.

For the BF measurements of SL decays, we use the
same double-tag technique of Refs ﬂﬁ, , ] Our mea-
surements are performed based on eTe™ collision data
corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 7.33 fb=!
collected with the BESIII detector at Ecy = 4.128 —
4.226 GeV ﬂﬁ] Details about the BESIII detector de-
sign and performance are provided in Refs. M]

Simulated data samples produced with a GEANT4-
based [30] Monte Carlo (MC) package, which includes
the geometric description of the BESIII detector @] and
the detector response, are used to determine detection ef-
ficiencies and to estimate backgrounds. The simulation
models the beam energy spread and initial state radia-
tion (ISR) in the ete™ annihilations with the generator
KKMC [31]. The inclusive MC sample includes the pro-
duction of open-charm processes, the ISR production of
vector charmonium(-like) states, and the continuum pro-

5

cesses incorporated in KKMC ﬂﬂ] All particle decays are
modelled with EVTGEN @] using BFs either taken from
the Particle Data Group M], when available, or otherwise
estimated with LUNDCHARM [33]. Final state radiation
from charged final state particles is incorporated using
the PHOTOS package M] The signal detection efficien-
cies and signal shapes are obtained from the signal MC
samples, in which the D decays inclusively to all known
decay channels and the signal D} decays to 777 etr,
with the S-wave contribution simulated according to pre-
vious measurements HE, @] The amplitudes for the
f0(980) is modeled by the Flatté formula with its pa-
rameters fixed to the BESIT measurement [36].

The tag D; candidates are reconstructed with K¥,
xt, p~, p° w0, n(/), and Kg mesons in twelve
tag modes: KTK-n~, KY{K—, nn, T Nt
KtK—7n= 7% =tn—7—, KgK+7T_7T_, P, 7T_7’]fyp0,
Ktn=n=, KK 7% and K¢K ntr~. A detailed de-
scription of the selection criteria for all tag candidates
except p~n can be found in Ref ﬂﬁ] The p~ candi-
dates are reconstructed from 7~ 7% combinations within
an invariant mass interval (0.625, 0.925) GeV/c?>. Re-
quirements on the recoiling mass me. against the tag
D7 candidates are applied to the tag candidates in or-
der to identify the process ete™ — D** DF. If there are
multiple candidates for a specific tag mode per charge,
the one with 7. closest to the known D}* mass @] is
chosen. For each tag mode, the tag yield is extracted
from the fit to the tag D; mass spectrum (Mp-). The
signals are modeled with the MC-simulated signal shape
convolved with a Gaussian function to account for the
resolution difference between data and MC simulation,
while the combinatorial backgrounds are parameterized
with a first-order or second-order Chebyshev polynomial.
For the tag mode Dy — KYK~, the peaking back-
ground from D~ — K27~ decay is described by the
MC-simulated shape that is smeared with the same Gaus-
sian function as used in the signal, with the background
yield determined from the fit. Summing over various tag
modes and energy points, we obtain the total tag yield
Nigs = T71101 + 3445. For more details about tag can-
didates, such as selection regions and reconstruction effi-
ciencies, see Ref. [27].

After a D7 candidate is identified, we reconstruct the
decay D — wtm~ et v, recoiling against the tag side,
requiring three charged tracks identified as a 7+~ pair
with the same selection criteria as on the tag side and e*
(opposite sign to the tag D) following Ref. l%] Using
the same kinematic fit method of Refs ﬂE, , ], we
reconstruct the transition photon from the main decay
D** — yDE.

For the real D**DF events, the square of the recoiling
mass (M2.) against the transition photon and the tag
Dy is expected to peak at the known DI mass squared.
To improve the resolution, the decay products of the tag



Dy are constrained to the known D mass M] We re-
quire M2

2 _to be within (3.78, 4.05) GeV2/c* to suppress
the backgrounds from non-D** DT processes. The miss-
ing neutrino information is inferred by the missing mass
squared which is defined as

M2 = (PcM — Prag — Prt — Po- — Pe —P4)%, (1)

where pcw is the four-momentum of the et e™ center-of-
mass system, piag for the tag D, pr+(n- ) for the SL
final state, and p for the transition photon from the D+
decay. Here, the measured momenta of the tag D and
the transition photon are corrected with the kinematic
fit to improve the resolution. In order to further reject
backgrounds, we require [M2, | < 0.06 GeV?/c*.

To study the f((980), we require the #*7~ invari-
ant mass (M +.-, see Fig. [[l) to be within the inter-
val (0.6, 1.6) GeV/c?. The weighted signal efficiency is
(35.44£0.07)%, which is estimated as ), [(N{,q/Nisy) X
(€tag/ €lag.sig)]> Where N[0t is the total tag yield, and ef,,
and eéag)sig are the tag and SL efficiencies for the i-th
tag mode, respectively. The non-peaking background
distribution from the inclusive MC sample is verified
using events from the data sideband region (about 20
away from the signal region of the tag D, mass and
having the same interval as signal region) of the tag
Mp,- distribution. The peak around 0.75 GeV/c? is
mainly caused by the decay D — n/(ynt7n~)etv.. An
unbinned maximum likelihood fit to the M, +,- distri-
bution is performed to extract the SL signal yield of
D — f0(980)eTve, f0(980) — 7tn~ decay. In the fit,
the signal is modeled with an MC-simulated lineshape
convolved with a Gaussian resolution function, and the
background is described by the inclusive MC shape con-
volved with the same Gaussian function as the signal.
From the fit, which is shown in Fig. [l we obtain 439+ 33
signal events. Using the tag and SL efficiencies provided
in Ref. [25], we obtain B(DF — fo(980)e v, fo(980) —
7trT) = (1.72 & 0.13s¢at £ 0.10sys¢) x 1073, where the
uncertainties are statistical and systematic, respectively.

The systematic uncertainties of the tracking or particle
identification (PID) efficiencies of 7 and e™ are stud-
ied with control samples of eTe™ — KTK ntn~ and
ete™ — vete™ processes. For e™ both the tracking and
PID uncertainties are assigned to be 0.5%. For 7+ both
uncertainties are also assigned to be 0.5% per track, or
1.0% for the w7~ pair. The uncertainty from the quoted
BF of D% — yD¥ decay is 0.7% [4]. The uncertainty
due to the transition photon reconstruction is estimated
to be 2.0% using the control sample of ete™ — D** DT
events, where D decays via a tag mode, while D} de-
cays via one of the two hadronic channels: D — K3K ™
or DY — KTK~n". The uncertainty in the total num-
ber of the tag D, mesons is assigned to be 0.3% by ex-
amining the changes of the fit yields when varying the
signal shape, background shape, and taking into account
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FIG. 1. Fit to the M, 4+, .- distribution of the accepted
candidates for the decay DY — f5(980)e*t ve. The points with
error bars are data, and the blue line is the total fit. The red
dotted and violet dashed lines are the signal and background
shapes, respectively.

the background fluctuation in the fit. The uncertainty
associated with the signal MC model is estimated to be
4.4% by replacing the fo(980) lineshape from BESII [36]
with the one from LHCb E_é] in generating the signal
MC samples. The uncertainties of the M _+ .- fit is es-
timated to be 2.1% by altering the nominal MC back-
ground shape. Firstly, we use alternative MC shapes
where the relative fractions of backgrounds from contin-
uum and non-D** DF open-charm processes are varied
by £30% according to the uncertainties of their assigned
cross sections in the inclusive MC sample. Secondly, we
vary the relative fraction (£1lo) of the peaking back-
ground channel DY — n/(yr+tn~)etv. [4]. The total
systematic uncertainty is 5.6%, obtained by adding all
contributions in quadrature.

The dynamics of DF — f5(980)eT v, decay is studied
by dividing the SL candidate events into four intervals
of ¢? (four-momentum transfer square of e*v,). Using
the measured and expected partial decay rates of the i-
th ¢ interval, AT%,, and ATZ _, the FF is determined
by constructing and minimizing a x? as

X2 = Z(Al—‘lilﬂea - Al—‘éxp)czgl(Argnea - Angp)’ (2)

©J

where Cj; is the covariance matrix to consider correla-
tions of AI'},., among ¢* intervals.
The AT%,, is calculated by integrating the following

double differential decay rate @]

d*T(DF — f0(980)eTve) _ G%|Vs|?
dsdq? 1927r4m31'3+

s

< |F (@) PP (s), (3)

)\3/2 (mQD:r )y Ss q2)



where s is the square of M +,-, G is the Fermi con-
stant [4], |V.s| is the Cabibbo Kobayashi-Maskawa ma-
trix element, m + is the known D} mass 4], Mz, y, 2) =
22 +y? + 2% — 22y — 202 — 2yz, and P(s) is based on the
relativistic Flatté formula @] due to the open KK~
channel in data as follows:

91Prr
(4)

P(s) = . .
Imd — s — i(g1prr + 920K )|

Here mg denotes the fp(980) mass; the constants g; and
g2 are the fp(980) couplings to 777~ and KTK~ fi-
nal states, respectively; and pr. and pyx g are individ-
ual phase space factors. Using the decay widths in the
different ¢? intervals, the FF |f _{0 (¢)| can be extracted.
In this work, the FF is modeled with the simple pole
parameterization [44]:

fo (0)

fo( 2
q) = 7,
* 1_q2/ polc

(5)

where f (0) is the FF evaluated at ¢> = 0, and the pole
mass Mpole = 2.46 GeV/c? M @

The measured partlal decay rate AT, is determined
by Alh.. = [; f Tod L dsdg? N/ (TNEEB,), where

tag
BB., represents the BF of D** — ”yDi 7 is the DI meson

hfet1me M . and N? _ is the SL signal yield produced

pro

in the i-th ¢2 interval, obtained as N}im = Z;l 1 ;JlNgbs

Here N, gbs is the observed SL decay yield obtained from
the similar fit to the corresponding M, +,- distribution
as described previously, and €;; is the efficiency ma-
trix determined from the signal MC samples via €ij =
Zk[(l/Nttht) (N;gc/ gen) ( tag/etdg)] Where Nﬁgc 18
the SL decay yield reconstructed in the i-th ¢? interval
and generated in the j-th ¢? mterval Nécn is the total
signal yield generated in the j-th ¢* interval, and k sums
over all tag modes. The details of the divisions, N lbs and
AT . of various ¢? intervals are given in Ref. |25].

The statistical and systematic covariance matrices are

constructed as Cjj** = (L/TNEH2 S et Ja[ (NG)I?

tag
and C’bybt = 5(A1” J6(ATY ), respectively, where

mea mea
(N(‘j‘bs) and §(AT% ) are the statistical and system-
atic uncertainties in the i-th ¢? interval. The c St s
obtained by summing all the covariance matrices for
all systematic uncertainties, where the systematic un-
certainty of 7, 0.8% M . is involved besides those
in the BF measurement. The obtained Cs;at and C’Syst
are shown in Ref. ﬂﬁ The resulting Cj; is obtamed as
Cij = C5tt + O3
The statistical and systematic uncertainties related to
Ci; and AT ., are estimated to be 3.4% and 2.6% by
following Ref |4 ] Besides, the input parameters my,
g1, and g2 @] related to AF@XP are also considered by
varying them within +1o from their central values. The
largest deviations of the FF, respectively 2.2%, 1.2% and

6.0%, are taken as systematic uncertainties. The quadra-
ture sum of the above uncertainties is 6.9%, which is
taken as the total systematic uncertainty.

The fit to the differential decay rate of the channel
DF — f0(980)eT v, and the FF projection are shown
in Fig. Using the FF parameterization of Eq. Bl and
the Flatté formula Eq. @ for the fy(980) decay in the
ﬁt the product of the FF and |V,| is determined to be

( )| Ves| = 0.504 £ 0.017g4a¢ £ 0.0354y5. The fit result
is shown in Fig. 2 (a), while Fig. 2 (b) shows the same
fit in projection to the FF f_{_b (¢?). The goodness of fit
x2/NDF is 0.8, where NDF is the number of degrees of
freedom.

dr/de? (nsGeV2/cY)

05
2 (GeVHcd)

05
2 (GeVF/ch)

FIG. 2.  Fit to the differential decay rate as a function of
¢* (a) and projection to the FF ff) (¢®) (b). The points with
error bars are data, and the red line is the fit.

In summary, using eTe~ collision data correspond-
ing to an integrated luminosity of 7.33 fb~! collected at
Ecv = 4.128 — 4.226 GeV by the BESIII detector, we
measure the BF of D — f5(980)etv,, fo(980) — m*
decay to be (1.7240.135at 0.10syst) x 1073, which is 2 6
times more accurate than the previous measurement ﬂﬁ
Using the relation between the BF and the mixing an-
gle ¢ involved in the ¢¢ mixture picture for fy(980) as
sinqﬁ\%(uﬁ + dd) + cos¢ss |4, [11], we find that the s5
component is dominant. This conclusion disagrees with
that in Ref. ﬂl_l|] where their calculation is based on the
CLEO measurement ]

Furthermore, we determine f;’;o (0)|Ves]| 0.504 +
0.0174at £ 0.0354ys for the first time by analyzing the
dynamics of DF — f5(980)etve, fo(980) — mF7~ de-
cay. Using [Vis| = 0.97349 + 0.00016 [d], we obtain

f“(O) = 0.518 £ 0.0184tat = 0.0364ys¢. In Table [ the
measured FF result at ¢ = 0 is compared with different
theoretical predictions. Our measurement agrees with
the theoretical results in Refs. ﬂa@ but is much higher
than the theoretical results in Refs ﬂQ . . It is no-
table that most predicted FF f7° 1°(0) and BF depend on
the angle ¢ known with large uncertainty. So, the mea-
sured FF and BF are both important to constrain this
angle and probe the quark component in f;(980) [11].
Although most theoretical predictions for ff’ (0) have a
large uncertainty due to the ¢ uncertainty, the measured



FF lineshape is a powerful tool to distinguish different
models. These results are important to understand the
nature of the light scalar states fp(980) and the non-
perturbative dynamics of charm meson decays.
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TABLE I. Comparison of the FF at ¢°> = 0 between our measurement and various theoretical predictions.

This work CLFD [6] | DR [6] |QCDSR [7]JQCDSR [8]] LCSR [9] [LFQM [11][CCQM [12]

f°(0) 10518 £0.0184a1 £ 0.0365ys | 0.45 0.46 0.50 +0.13{0.48 + 0.23[0.30 + 0.03[0.24 4 0.05 | 0.39 + 0.02
Difference (o) — — — 0.1 0.2 4.3 4.3 2.8
¢ in theory — (32 £4.8)°|(41.3 £5.5)° 35° (8T20)° — (56 £7)° 31°
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