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Leptonic and Sem ileptonic C harm D ecays from C LEO -c

S. Stone�

Physics Departm ent of Syracuse University

Syracuse NY, 13244, USA

I describe CLEO -c purely leptonic decay results leading to f
D + = (222:6 � 16:7

+ 2:8

�3:4 ) M eV ,

f
D

+
s

= (280:1 � 11:6 � 6:0)M eV ,and f
D

+
s

=f
D + = 1:26 � 0:11 � 0:03. Form -factor m easurem ents

in Cabibbo favored and suppressed pseudoscalardecaysarepresented.Som ecom parisonsarem ade

with theoreticalpredictions.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Threshold production ofD 0D
0
and D + D � m esonsat

3770 M eV,and D +
s D

��

s + D �+
s D �

s m esonsat4170 M eV

in e+ e� annihilationshaveallowed CLEO -cto m akepre-

cision m easurem entsusing purely leptonic and sem ilep-

tonic charm m eson decays.

II. P U R ELY LEP T O N IC D EC A Y S

To extract precise inform ation from B m ixing m ea-

surem entsthe ratio of\leptonicdecay constants," fi for

B d and B s m esons m ust be well known [1]. Indeed,

the recent m easurem ent ofB 0
s m ixing by CDF [2]has

pointed outtheurgentneed forprecisenum bers.Thefi
have been calculated theoretically. The m ostprom ising

ofthese calculations are based on lattice-gauge theory

thatincludethelightquark loops[3].In orderto ensure

thatthese theoriescan adequately predictfB s
=fB d

itis

criticalto check the analogousratio from charm decays

f
D

+
s

=fD + .HereIpresentthem ostprecisem easurem ents

to date off
D

+
s

,fD + [4,5]and f
D

+
s

=fD + .

s
s

FIG .1:The decay diagram forD
+
s ! ‘

+
�.

In the Standard M odel(SM ) the D
+

(s)
m eson decays

purely leptonically asshown in Fig.1.The decay width

isgiven by [6]

�(D
+

(s)
! ‘

+
�) =

G 2
F

8�
f
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+

(s)

m
2
‘+ M D

+
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�

1� m
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jVcqj
2
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where m ‘+ and M
D

+

(s)

are the ‘+ and D
+

(s)
m asses,jVcqj

is the CK M elem ent appropriate to either D + (Vcd) or

D +
s (Vcs)decay and G F isthe Ferm iconstant.

New physicscan a�ecttheexpected widths;anyundis-

covered charged bosonswould interferewith theSM W + .

These e�ects m ay be di�cult to ascertain, since they

would sim ply change the value of the fi’s. The ratio

f
D

+
s

=fD + ,however,is m uch better predicted in the SM

than the valuesindividually. Akeroyd predicts thatthe

presence ofa charged Higgs boson would suppress this

ratio signi�cantly [7]. In addition, the ratio of decay

rates to di�erent leptons are �xed only by well-known

m asses in Eq.1. For exam ple, the SM prediction for

�(D +
s ! �+ �)=�(D +

s ! �+ �) is 9.72. In general,any

deviation from a predicted ratio would be a m anifesta-

tion of physics beyond the SM ,and would be a clear

violation oflepton universality [8].

CLEO previously m easured f
D

+
s

using 4.8 fb�1 ofcon-

tinuum annihilation data atorjustbelow the �(4S)[9].

Thisanalysisintroduced a num berofnew ideas:(i)The


 and �+ from D �+
s ! 
D +

s ;D
+
s ! �+ � were detected

directly,and the� 4-vectorwasinferred from m issingen-

ergy and m om entum m easurem entin halfofthe event,

where the event halfwas determ ined using the norm al

to the thrustaxis. (ii) The � 4-vectorwascorrected to

getthe rightD +
s m assand �M = M (
� + �)� M (�+ �)

wasexam ined (see Fig.2(a)). (ii) The background was

m easured using the sam e technique with e+ identi�ed

instead of �+ , relying on the large suppression of the

e+ rate com pared with the �+ rate. (iv) The reaction

D �0 ! 
D 0;D 0 ! K � �+ ,where the �+ is �rstfound

and then ignored wasused to evaluate e�ciencies. The

published resultwas

�(D +
s ! �+ �)

�(D +
s ! ��+ )

= 0:173� 0:023� 0:035 : (2)

BaBarrecently perform ed an im proved analysisbased

on these techniques [10]. They used 230 fb�1 ofcon-

tinuum data.To reduce the background and system atic

errorsthey fully reconstructa D 0,D + or D � m eson in

the eventwith the 
 and �+ candidate. Theirdata are

shown in Fig.2(b).They �nd

�(D +
s ! �+ �)

�
�

D
+
s ! ��+

� = 0:143� 0:018� 0:006 : (3)

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0702035v1
mailto:stone@physics.syr.edu
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FIG .2:The�M distributionsfor�
+
candidatesafterthee

+

subtraction from (a)CLEO and (b)BaBar.The solid curves

are �tsto signalplusbackground.

Both oftheseresults,however,need to assum ea value

for B(D +
s ! ��+ ) [11], in order to extract the decay

constant.Because ofinterferencesam ong the �nalstate

K + K � �+ particles,the rate for��+ dependson exper-

im entalcuts[12],and thushasan inherent,sizable,sys-

tem atic error. (O ther experim ents also norm alize with

respectto thisorotherlesswellknown m odes.)

CLEO -c elim inates this uncertainty by m aking abso-

lute m easurem ents. W e tag a D �

s decay and search for

threeseparatedecay m odesoftheD +
s :(1)�

+ � and �+ �,

where(2)�+ ! �+ � or(3)�+ ! e+ �� [13].Forthe�rst

two analyseswe require the detection ofthe 
 from the

D �

s ! 
Ds decay,irrespective ifthe D �

s is the parent

ofthe tag orthe leptonic decay. In eithercase,forreal

D �

sD s events,them issing m asssquared recoiling against

the photon and the D �

s tag should peak atM
D

+
s

and is

given by

M M
�2
= (E C M � E D � E 
)

2
� (

�!
pC M �

�!
pD �

�!
p
)

2
;

whereE C M (
�!
pC M )isthecenterofm assenergy (m om en-

tum ),E D (
�!
pD )and E 
 (

�!
p
) are the energy ofthe fully

reconstructed D �

s tag, and the additionalphoton. In

perform ing this calculation we use a kinem atic �t that

constrains the decay products ofthe D �

s to M
D

+
s

and

conservesoverallm om entum and energy.

The M M �2 from the D �

s tag sam ple data isshown in

Fig.3. There are 11880� 399� 511 signalevents in the

interval3:978> M M �2 > 3:776 G eV 2.

3.50 3.70 3.90 4.10

1000

2000

3000

4000

MM*    (GeV   )2 2

FIG .3:TheM M *
2
distribution from eventswith a photon in

addition to theD
�
s tag.Thecurveisa �tto theCrystalBall

function and a 5th orderChebychev background function.

Candidate D +
s ! �+ � events are searched for by se-

lectingeventswith onlyasingleextratrackwith opposite

sign ofcharge to the tag;we also require thatthere not

bean extra neutralenergy clusterin excessof300 M eV.

Since here we are searching for events where there is a

singlem issing neutrino,them issing m asssquared,M M 2,

evaluated by taking into accountthe seen �+ ,D �

s ,and

the 
 should peak atzero,and isgiven by

M M
2
= (E C M � E D � E 
 � E �)

2
(4)

� (
�!
pC M �

�!
pD �

�!
p
 �

�!
p�)

2
;

where E � (
�!
p�)isthe energy (m om entum )ofthe candi-

datem uon track.

W e also m ake use ofa set ofkinem aticalconstraints

and �ttheM M 2 foreach 
 candidateto two hypotheses

oneofwhich isthattheD �

s tag isthedaughterofa D ��

s

and the other thatthe D �+
s decaysinto 
D +

s ,with the

D +
s subsequently decaying into �+ �.

The kinem aticalconstraints are the totalm om entum

and energy,the energy ofthe either the D �

s or the D s,

theappropriateD �

s� D s m assdi�erenceand theinvariant

m assoftheD s tag decay products.Thisgivesusa total

of7 constraints.Them issing neutrino four-vectorneeds

to be determ ined,so we are leftwith a three-constraint

�t. W e perform a standard iterative �t m inim izing �2.

Aswedo notwanttobesubjecttosystem aticuncertain-

tiesthatdepend on understanding the absolute scale of

the errors,we do notm ake a �2 cut,butsim ply choose

the photon and the decay sequence in each event with

the m inim um �2.

W e consider three m utually exclusive cases: (i) the

track deposits < 300 M eV in the calorim eter,charac-

teristic ofa non-interacting �+ or a �+ ; (ii) the track

deposits> 300 M eV in the calorim eter,characteristicof

an interacting�+ ;(iii)thetrack satis�esoure+ selection

criteria.TheM M 2 distributionsareshown in Fig.4.The

separation between �+ and �+ is not unique. Case (i)

contains 99% ofthe �+ but also 60% ofthe �+ ,while

case (ii) includes 1% ofthe �+ and 40% ofthe �+ [5].

Thereisaclearpeakin Fig.4(i),duetoD +
s ! �+ �.Fur-

therm ore,theeventsin theregion between �+ � peak and

0.20 G eV 2 are dom inantly due to the �+ �,�+ ! �+ �

decay.Thebestresultcom esfrom sum m ing case(i)and

case(ii)below M M 2 of0.20 G eV 2;highervaluesofM M 2

adm itbackground from ��+ and K 0�+ �nalstates.The

branching fractionsare sum m arized in Table I. The ab-

sence ofany detected e+ opposite to ourtagsallowsus

to setthe upperlim itlisted in TableI.

CLEO -calso usesD +
s ! �+ �,� ! e+ ���.Electronsof

opposite sign to the tag are detected in events without

any additionalcharged tracks,and determ ining the un-

m atched energy in the crystalcalorim eter(Eextra
C C ).This

energydistribution isshown in Fig.5.RequiringEextra
C C <

400 M eV,enhances the signal. The branching ratio re-

sulting from thisanalysisisalso listed in Table I.

CLEO -c’spublished resultforfD + [4]usesthe\double-

tag" m ethod at3770 G eV,whereD + D � �nalstatesare
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FIG . 4: The M M
2
distributions from data using D

�
s tags

and one additionalopposite-sign charged track and no extra

energetic showers(see text).

TABLE I:M easured D
+
s Branching Fractions

FinalState B (% )

�
+
� 0:657� 0:090� 0:028

�
+
�
y

0:664� 0:076� 0:028

�
+
�; (�

+
! �

+
�) 7:1� 1:4� 0:3

�
+
�; (�+ ! e

+
���) 6:29� 0:78� 0:52

�
+
� (average) 6:5� 0:8

e
+
� < 3:1� 10

�4
(90% cl)

y From sum m ing the �+ � and �
+
� contributionsforM M 2

<

0.20 G eV 2.

produced without any extra particles. Here one D � is

fully reconstructed and then thereareenough kinem atic

constraintsto search forD + ! �+ � by constructing the

m issing m ass-squared (M M 2) opposite the D � and the

m uon. Fifty signalevents are found of which 2.8 are

estim ated background,resulting in:

B(D +
! �

+
�)= (4:40� 0:66

+ 0:09
�0:12 )� 10�4 : (5)

The decay constantfD + is obtained from Eq.(1)us-

ing 1.040� 0.007 ps as the D + lifetim e, and jVcdj =

0.2238� 0.0029,giving

fD + = (222:6� 16:7+ 2:8
�3:4 )M eV : (6)

CLEO -c also sets lim its on B(D + ! e+ �e) < 2:4 �

10�5 ;[4]and B(D + ! �+ �)branching ratio to < 2:1�

10�3 at90% C.L.[14]. These lim itsare consistentwith

SM expectations.

ForD +
s decays,we�rsttestlepton universality in

R �
�(D +

s ! �+ �)

�(D
+
s ! �+ �)

= 9:9� 1:9 ; (7)
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FIG .5:Theextracalorim eterenergyfrom data(points),com -

pared with the M onte Carlo sim ulated estim ates ofsem ilep-

tonicdecaysin general(dotted),theK
0
e
+
� m odespeci�cally

(shaded),asa sub-setofthe sem ileptonics,and the expecta-

tion from signal(dashed).The peak near150 M eV isdue to

the
 from D
�
s ! 
D s decay.(The sum isalso shown (line).)

Thearrow indicatestheselected signalregion below 0.4 G eV.

consistentwith the predicted value of9.72. Com bining

ourbranchingratiosdeterm inationsand using �
D

+
s

= 0.49

psand jVcsj= 0.9737,we �nd

fD s
= (280:1� 11:6� 6:0)M eV;and (8)

f
D

+
s

=fD + = 1:26� 0:11� 0:03:

Theseprelim inary resultsareconsistentwith m ostre-

centtheoreticalm odels.Asexam ples,unquenched lattice

[15]predicts1:24� 0:01� 0:07,while one quenched lat-

tice calculation [16]gives1:13� 0:03� 0:05,with other

groupshaving sim ilarpredictions[20].

III. SEM ILEP T O N IC D EC A Y S

O ne ofthe bestwaysto m easurem agnitudesofCK M

elem entsisto use sem ileptonic decayssince they are far

sim plerto understand than hadronicdecaysand the de-

cay width is� jVcqj
2.O n theotherhand,m easurem ents

using other techniques have obtained usefulvalues for

Vcs and Vcd [17],and thus sem ileptonic D decay m ea-

surem ents are a good laboratory for testing theories of

Q CD.Fora D m eson decaying into a single hadron (h),

the decay rate can be written exactly in term s of the

four-m om entum transferde�ned as:

q
2 = (p

�

D
� p

�

h
)
2
= m

2
D + m

2
h � 2E hm D : (9)

For decays to pseudoscalar m esons and \virtually

m assless" leptons,the decay width isgiven by:

d�(D ! P e+ �)

dq2
=
jVcqj

2G 2
F p

3
P

24�3

�
�f+ (q

2)
�
� ; (10)



4

where pP is the three-m om entum of P in the D rest

fram e,and f+ (q
2) is a \form -factor," whose norm aliza-

tion m ustbe calculated theoretically,although itsshape

can be m easured.

The shape m easurem ents can distinguish between

form -factorparam eterizations.In general,

f+ (q
2)=

f+ (0)

(1� �p)(1�
q2

m 2
pole

)
+
1

�

Z
1

(M D + M P )
2

dq
02Im f(q02)

q02 � q2
;

which incorporatesthepossibility ofavirtualofanearby

pole(�rstterm )with fractionalstrength �p.Theintegral

term can be expressed in term sofan in�nite series[18].

Typically ittakesonly a few term sto describethe data.

An analyticalparam etrization

f+ (q
2)=

f+ (0)

(1� q2=m 2
pole

)(1� �q2=m 2
pole

)
(11)

hasbecom epopular[19],though ithasbeen criticized as

being overly constraining[18].Fitsaretypically donefor

f+ (0)and either m pole or�. Naively,setting � to zero

givesthe sim ple pole m odelwhere the pole m asscorre-

spondsto the �rstvectorresonance in the D -P system ,

D �

s forD ! K e� � and D� forD ! �e� �

CLEO -cusestwo m ethodsto analyzepseudoscalarde-

cays.In the�rstm ethod tagsarefully reconstructed and

events with a m issing � are inferred using the variable

U = E m iss� jPm issj,sim ilarto M M 2,where \m iss" here

refersto the m issing energy orm om entum (see Fig.6).

E
v

e
n

ts
/1

0
 M

e
V

400

800

1200

1600

20002000 + e- K0D

U (GeV)

20

40

60

80

100 ν 
+

 e−
π  

0
D

U (GeV)

-0.25 -0.15 -0.05 0 0.05 0.15 0.25-0.25

ν
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FIG .6:U distributionsusing D tagsin conjunction with an

identi�ed electron ofopposite
avorplusasinglehadron.The

peak centered at zero is signal. The dashed curves indicate

various backgrounds, while he solid curve shows the �t to

signalplusbackground.

The second m ethod consistsofalso using m issing en-

ergy and m om entum ,skipping thestep ofreconstructing

thetag,butusingallofthem easured charged tracksand

photons.Then the D m assisreconstructed.The beam -

constrained m ass(M bc)distributionsareshown in Fig.7

Both caseshaveexcellentsignaltobackgroundin these

m odes.The�-reconstruction hasbetterstatisticalalbeit

poorer system atic errors. Eventually com bined results

willbe quoted;they should notbe averaged asthereare

a substantialnum berofeventsin com m on.

Form -factor shapes using the tagged sam ple are are

shown in Fig.8. The unquenched lattice Q CD m odel

[21]is system atically higher than our data,but not in
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FIG .7: M bc distributionsforeventscontaining an identi�ed

electron plusa single hadron candidate. The shaded regions

indicate variousbackgrounds.
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The lower curves are �ts to the m odi�ed pole m odel,while

the uppercurvesare �tsto unquenched lattice Q CD [21].

signi�cantdisagreem ent. Propertiesofthese decaysare

listed in Table II.

M easurem entsofthe vectordecays D ! K �e+ � and

�e+ � can beused to determ inejVubjalongwith m easure-

m entsofB ! �‘� �� and B ! K �‘+ ‘� [23].CLEO -chas

exam ined D vectorsem ileptonicdecays.Non-param etric

form -factors in the Cabibbo favor D 0 ! K �0e+ � de-

cays have been m easured by CLEO -c [24], following a

m ethod developed by FO CUS [25]. Cabibbo suppressed

form -factors have been m easured in D ! �e+ � de-

cays. The U distribution for �e+ � decays is shown in

Fig.9.Prelim inary branching fractionsare listed in Ta-

ble III along with observations (or lim its) from other

rare sem ileptonic decays. Selected candidates are used

to m easure the ratiosofpole dom inated form -factorra-

tiosasR V = 1:40� 0:25� 0:03and R 2 = 0:57� 0:18� 0:06,

TABLE II:PropertiesofD
0
! P

�
e
+
� decays(prelim inary)

[22].To determ ine m pole,� in Eq.11 issetto zero.

Q uantity K
�
e
+
� �

�
e
+
� Source

B(% ) 3.58(5)(5) 0.309(12)(6) CLEO -c Tag

B(% ) 3.56(3)(11) 0.301(11)(10) CLEO -c NoTag

B(% ) 3.58(18) 0.360(60) PD G 04

jf+ (0)j 0.761(10)(7) 0.660(28)(11) CLEO -c Tag

jf+ (0)j 0.749(5)(10) 0.636(17)(13) CLEO -c NoTag

m pole (G eV) 1.96(3)(1) 1.95(4)(2) CLEO -c Tag

m pole (G eV) 1.97(2)(1) 1.89(3)(1) CLEO -c NoTag

� 0.22(5)(2) 0.17(10)(5) CLEO -c Tag

� 0.21(4)(3) 0.32(7)(3) CLEO -c Tag
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+
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0
decays into

�e
+
� candidates. The dashed curve shows the signal, the

dotted curves show various backgroundsand the solid curve

the sum .

TABLE III:Rare sem ileptonic decay branching fractions

D ecay B � 10�4

D
0
! �

�
e
+
� 15:6� 1:6� 0:9

D
+
! �

0
e
+
� 23:2� 2:0� 1:2

D
+
! !e

+
� 14:9� 2:7� 0:5

D
+
! �e

+
� < 2 at90% CL

D
+
! �e

+
� 12:9� 1:9� 0:7

D
+
! �

0
e
+
� < 3 at90% CL

D
0
! K

�
�
+
�
�
e
+
� 2:9

+ 1:9

�1:0 � 0:5

using both chargeand neutralm odes[22].

O therresultson sem ileptonicdecaysfrom CLEO -cin-

clude m easurem entofthe inclusiveD 0 and D + sem ilep-

tonic branching fractions of(6:46� 0:17� 0:13)% ,and

(16:13 � 0:20 � 0:33)% ,respectively,leading to a m ea-

surem ent ofthe partialwidth ratio of�(D + )=�(D 0) =

(0:985� 0:028� 0:015),consistentwith isospin sym m etry

[26].

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

CLEO -c m easurem ents of leptonic and sem ileptonic

decayshavealready reached precisionsthatprovidevery

usefulbenchm arks for testing ofQ CD theories. From

leptonicdecayswehave

fD + = (222:6� 16:7+ 2:8
�3:4 )M eV; (12)

f
D

+
s

= (280:1� 11:6� 6:0)M eV;

f
D

+
s

=fD + = 1:26� 0:11� 0:03 :

Theseresultsareconsistentwith m osttheoreticalcalcu-

lationsincluding thoseofunquenched lattice Q CD [20].

CLEO -c is also breaking new ground in the study of

sem ileptonicdecays.Form -factorsin Cabibbosuppressed

decays are reaching an unprecedented levelofaccuracy

and arealso confronting theory.
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