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Leptonic and Sem ileptonic Chamm D ecays from CLEO —
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I descrdbe CLEO < purely leptonic decay resuls leading to fj +
60)Mev,and f +=f,+ = 126 0:i1

£. = (2801 11%

@226 16772%) Mev,
0:03. Fom —factor m easurem ents

n Cabibbo favored and suppressed pseudoscalar decays are presented. Som e com parisons are m ade

w ith theoretical predictions.

I. NTRODUCTION

T hreshold production ofD 5° andD*D mesonsat
3770M eV,andD{D_, + D.,"D, mesonsat4170M &V
ine'e annhiationshave allowed CLEO -ctom ake pre—
cision m easuram ents using purely leptonic and sem ilep-—
tonic cham m eson decays.

II. PURELY LEPTONIC DECAYS

To extract precise inform ation from B m ixing m ea—
surem ents the ratio of \leptonic decay constants," f; for
By and Bg mesons must be well known [l]. Indeed,
the recent m easurem ent ofBg m ixing by CDF [2] has
pointed out the urgent need for precise numbers. The f;
have been calculated theoretically. The m ost prom ising
of these calculations are based on latticegauge theory
that include the light quark loops [3]. In order to ensure
that these theories can adequately predict fz =fp, i is
critical to check the analogous ratio from cham decays
£ : =fy + . Here Ipresent the m ost precise m easurem ents
todateof £, ., fp+ [4,13]and £, =fp + .
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FIG .1: The decay diagram forD ] !

In the Standard M odel (SM ) the D JES) m eson decays
purely kptonically as shown in Fig.[ll. The decay width
is given by [6]
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wherem « and M - arethe

(s)
is the CKM elm ent appropriate to either D *
D! (V) decay and Gy is the Fem iconstant.

New physicscan a ect the expected w idths; any undis—
covered charged bosonswould interferew ith the SM W * .
These e ects may be di culk to ascertain, since they
would sinply change the value of the fi’s. The ratio
fD; =f; + , however, is m uch better predicted in the SM
than the values ndividually. A keroyd predicts that the
presence of a charged H iggs boson would suppress this
ratio signi cantly [1]. In addition, the ratio of decay
rates to di erent lptons are xed only by welkknown
masses n Eq.[. For example, the SM prediction for

o' *tH)=0! * ) i5 9.72. Th general, any
deviation from a predicted ratio would be a m anifesta—
tion of physics beyond the SM , and would be a clear
violation of lepton universality [E].

CLEO previously m easured £, + using4.8 ® * ofcon-
tinuum annihilation data at or jist below the (4S) [9].
T his analysis introduced a num ber of new ideas: (i) The

and * from D" ! D!;D! ! ¥ weredetected
directly, and the 4-vectorwas nferred from m issing en—
ergy and m om entum m easurem ent in half of the event,
where the event half was determm ined using the nom al
to the thrust axis. (i) The 4-rector was corrected to
getthe right D! massand M =M ( * ) M (" )
was exam ined (see Fig.[J@)). (i) The background was
m easured usihg the sam e technique with e identi ed
instead of *, relying on the large suppression of the
e" rate compared with the * mate. (i) The reaction
D°! D%D%! K *,wherethe " is rst found
and then ignored was used to evaluate e ciencies. The
published result was

otr
0! )

B aB ar recently perform ed an in proved analysis based
on these techniques [L0]. They used 230 H 1 of con—
tinuum data. To reduce the background and system atic
errors they filly reconstruct a D%, D* orD meson in
the event wih the and * candidate. Their data are
shown in Fig.[2®). They nd

and D i m asses, VeqJ
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FIG .2: The M distrbutions for candidates after the '
subtraction from (@) CLEO and (o) BaBar. T he solid curves
are tsto signalplisbackground.

B oth ofthese resuls, how ever, need to assum e a value
rBO! ! *) 1], in order to extract the decay
constant. Because of interferences am ong the nal state
K*'K ' particles, the rate or * depends on exper—
In ental cuts [L2], and thus has an inherent, sizable, sys—
tem atic ervor. (O ther experim ents also nom alize w ith
regpect to this or other less well known m odes.)

CLEO —¢ elin inates this uncertainty by m aking abso—
lute measurem ents. W e tag a D ; decay and search for

three separatedecay modesoftheD § : 1) * and * ,
where 2) * ! *~or@) * ! & T I|13].Forthe st
two analyses we require the detection ofthe from the

D, ! D decay, irrespective if the D  is the parent
of the tag or the leptonic decay. In either case, for real
D D s events, the m issing m ass squared recoiling against
the photon and the D ; tag should peak at M b? and is

given by

2 2 ('IJCM 'PD b )

MM “= Ecu Ep E ) )
whereEcy 'pCM)J'stheoenterofmassenergy (m om en—
tum ), Ep () and E @ ) are the energy of the fully

reconstructed D ¢ tag, and the additional photon. In
perform Ing this calculation we use a kinem atic t that
constrains the decay products ofthe D to M ;+ and
conserves overallm om entum and energy. ’

TheMM ? from theD . tag samplk data is shown in
Fig.[d. There are 11880 399 511 signal events in the
interval3:978 >MM 2 > 3:776 GeV?.
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FIG .3: TheM M ** distrbution from eventsw ith a photon in
addition to theD ¢ tag. The curve isa tto theCrystalBall
function and a 5th order C hebychev background function.

Candidate D! ! % events are searched for by se-
Jecting eventsw ith only a single extra track w ith opposite
sign of charge to the tag; we also require that there not
be an extra neutralenergy cluster n excess of 300 M €V .
Since here we are searching for events where there is a
single m issing neutrino, the m issing m ass squared, M M 2,

evalnated by taking into account the seen *, D, , and
the should peak at zero, and is given by
2 2
MM® = Ecu Ep E E ) 4)
| | | | 2
(Pcwm Po P )
where E ('p ) is the energy (m om entum ) of the candi-

date m uon track.

W e also m ake use of a set of kinem atical constraints
and ttheMM ? fbreach candidate to two hypotheses
one ofwhich isthat theD  tag isthe daughterofaD g
and the other that the D ;* decays into D, wih the
D ! subsequently decaying into *

T he kinem atical constraints are the totalm om entum
and energy, the energy of the either the D , orthe D g,
theappropriateD ¢ D s m assdi erence and the nvariant
m ass ofthe D 5 tag decay products. T his gives us a total
of 7 constraints. T he m issing neutrino fourwvector needs
to be detemm ined, so we are keft w ith a three-constraint

t. W e perform a standard ierative tm inim izing 2.
A swedo not want to be sub Ect to system atic uncertain—
ties that depend on understanding the absolute scale of
the errors, we do not m ake a 2 cut, but sin ply choose
the photon and the decay sequence in each event w ih
them nfmum 2.

W e consider three mutually exclusive cases: (i) the
track deposits < 300 M &V in the calorim eter, charac—
teristic of a non-interacting * ora *; (i) the track
deposits > 300 M eV In the calorim eter, characteristic of
an interacting * ; (iii) the track satis esoure® selection
criteria. TheM M ? distributions are shown in Fig.[4. The

separation between * and * is not unique. Case (i)
contains 99% ofthe * but also 60% ofthe ', whik
case (i) includes 1% ofthe * and 40% ofthe * [E].

Thereisackarpeak nFigld@d),duetoD ! ! * _Fur
therm ore, the events in the region between * peak and
020 Gev? are dom nantly dueto the * , * ! *—
decay. The best result com es from summ ing case (i) and
case (il) below M M ? of 0 20 G &V ?; higher values ofM M 2
adm it background from * and K ° * nalstates. The
branching fractions are summ arized i Tablk[d. The ab-
sence of any detected e opposite to our tags allow s us
to set the upper lin it listed in Tabl[d.

CLEO—calousesD! ! * , 1 & . E lectrons of
opposite sign to the tag are detected in events w ithout
any additional charged tracks, and determ ining the un-
m atched energy in the crystal calorin eter E£%™). This
energy distrbution is shown in Fig.[H. Requirng EZH™ <
400 M €V, enhances the signal. The branching ratio re—
sulting from this analysis is also listed in Tablk[d.

CLEO —¢’spublished result forf, + [d]usesthe \double—
tag" m ethod at 3770 GeV , whereD * D nal states are
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FIG.4: The MM? distrbutions from data using D, tags
and one additional opposite-sign charged track and no extra
energetic showers (see text).

TABLE I:M easured D ; Branching Fractions

F inal State B (%)

* 0657 0:090 0:028

Ty 0664 02076 0:028

A N 71 14 03

Tt e ) 629 078 052
(average) 6:5 08

e <31 10% (90% <)

yFrom summingthe ¥ and * contrbutions orMM? <

020Gev?.

produced w ithout any extra particles. Here one D is
fully reconstructed and then there are enough kinem atic
constraintsto search orD* ! * by constructing the
m issing m ass-squared M M ?) opposite the D  and the
muon. Fifty signal events are found of which 2.8 are
estin ated background, resulting in:
BOY ! T )= @40 066.%) 10°: ()
The decay constant f,+ is obtained from Eq. [I) us-
ing 1.040 0.007 ps as the D' lifetine, and Vg =
02238 0.0029, giving
fr = (2226 167 7°)Mev : ®)
CLEO—<calo sets limitson BO ' ! & o) < 24
105; MlandBO*" ! * ) branching ratio to < 2:1
103 at 90% C L. [14]. These lin its are consistent w ith
SM expectations.
ForD ! decays,we rsttest pton universality in
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FIG .5: Theextra calorimn eterenergy from data (points), com —
pared w ith the M onte Carlo sin ulated estim ates of sem ilep—
tonic decays in general (dotted), the K %" mode speci cally
(shaded), as a sub-set of the sem ileptonics, and the expecta-
tion from signal (dashed). The peak near 150 M €V is due to
the from Dg ! Ds decay. (The sum isalso shown (line).)
The arrow indicates the selected signal region below 04 GeV .

consistent w ith the predicted value of 9.72. Combining
our branching ratios determm inations and using | = 049
psand V.sF 09737, we nd

fp, = (2801 116

£ . =fp = 126

60) M eV ; and 8)
011  0:03:

T hese prelim lnary results are consistent w ith m ost re—
cent theoreticalm odels. A sexam ples, unquenched lattice
[5]predicts 124 0:01 0:07, whilk one quenched lat-
tice calculation [L6] gives 113  0:03 005, wih other
groups having sin ilar predictions [20].

ITI. SEM ILEPTONIC DECAYS

O ne of the best ways to m easure m agniudes of CKM
elem ents is to use sam ikptonic decays since they are far
sin pler to understand than hadronic decays and the de—
cay width is ¥4 . On the other hand, m easurem ents
using other technigues have obtained useful valies for
Ves and Vg [L7], and thus sam ileptonic D decay m ea—
surem ents are a good laboratory for testing theories of
QCD .ForaD meson decaying into a single hadron (),
the decay rate can be writen exactly in temm s of the
fourm om entum transfer de ned as:

o = (1 ph)2=m1§+m121 2Epmp : 9)

For decays to pseudoscalar mesons and \virtually
m assless" leptons, the decay w idth is given by:

d D! Pe" ) Y4qFGip

a2 TR A Y




where pp is the threemomentum of P in the D rest
fram e, and £, () is a \m —factor," whose nom aliza—
tion m ust be calculated theoretically, although its shape
can be m easured.

The shape measurements can distinguish between
form —-factor param eterizations. In general,
£ O 1723
£ (f) = L + =

@ a %

m pole

eIm £@*)
TE g

Mp+Mp )2

w hich Incorporatesthe possibility ofa virtualofa nearby
pole ( rsttemm ) w ith fractionalstrength . T he integral
term can be expressed in term s of an In nite serdes [18].
Typically it takes only a few temm s to descrbe the data.
An analytical param etrization

£, (0)
@ P=m2 )0

£, )=

a1
F=mZ )

hasbecom e popular [L9], though i hasbeen criticized as
being overly constraining [LE€]. F its are typically done for
f; (0) and eitherm e Oor . Naively, setting to zero
gives the sin ple pole m odel w here the pole m ass corre—
soonds to the rst vector resonance in the D P system,
D,forD ! Ke andD forD ! e

CLEO —cusestwom ethods to analyze pseudoscalar de—
cays. In the rstm ethod tags are fully reconstructed and
events wih a m issing are inferred using the variable
U= FEpniss Pmniss)ysmilartoMM 2, where \m iss" here
refers to the m issing energy orm om entum (see F ig.[6) .
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FIG.6: U distrbbutions using D tags in conjinction with an

identi ed electron of opposite avorplusa single hadron. T he

peak centered at zero is signal. T he dashed curves indicate

various backgrounds, while he solid curve shows the t to

signalplis background.
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T he second m ethod consists of also using m issing en—
ergy and m om entum , skipping the step of reconstructing
the tag, but using allofthe m easured charged tracks and
photons. Then the D m ass is reconstructed. T he beam —
constrained m ass M ) distrdbutions are shown in F ig.[2

Both caseshave excellent signalto background in these
modes. The -reconstruction hasbetter statisticalabeit
poorer system atic errors. Eventually combined results
w il be quoted; they should not be averaged as there are
a substantial num ber of events in comm on.

Fom —factor shapes using the tagged sam ple are are
shown in Fi.[8. The unquenched lattice QCD m odel
21] is system atically higher than our data, but not in
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FIG.7: My, distrbutions for events containing an identi ed

electron plus a single hadron candidate. T he shaded regions
indicate various backgrounds.
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FIG .8: CLEO — fom —factor shapes using the tagged sam ple.
The lower curves are ts to the m odi ed pole m odel, whilke
the upper curves are ts to unquenched lattice QCD [21].

signi cant disagreem ent. P roperties of these decays are
listed in Table[D.

M easurem ents of the vector decaysD ! K &' and

&  can beused to determ ne 3/, jalong w ith m easure—
mentsofB! Y andB ! K Y ' R3]L.CLEO-—has
exam ned D vector sem ikptonic decays. N on-param etric
form —factors in the Cabibbo avor D° | K Ye"  de-
cays have been measured by CLEO ¢ 24], ©llow ing a
m ethod developed by FOCU S R5]. Cabibbo suppressed
form -factors have been measured n D ! e de
cays. The U distrdbution for &  decays is shown in
Fig.[d. P relim inary branching fractions are listed in Ta—
bk along with observations (or lin its) from other
rare sam ileptonic decays. Selected candidates are used
to m easure the ratios of pole dom inated form -factor ra—

tiosasRy = 140 025 003andR, = 0:57 0:18 0:06,

TABLE II:P roperties of D ° !
22]. To determ lnem powe,

P e decays (prelin inary)
in Eq.[Il is set to zero.

Q uantity K &' e’ Source

B %) 3.58(5) 5) 0309(12)(6) CLEO-—cTag

B(®) 356@3)(11) 0301(1)@0) CLEO-—cNoTag

B®&) 3.58(18) 0360 (60) PDG04

£+ 0)J 0.761(10) (7) 0.660(@28) (11) CLEO-—cTag

£+ 0)J 0.749(5) (10) 0.636(17)(13) CLEO —cNoTag

Mpoe GEV) 1.96(3) (1) 1.954) (2) CLEO <cTag

Mmpoe GeV) 197@) @) 1.89(3) (1) CLEO <cNoTag
022 (5) 2) 0.17@10) (5) CLEO << Tag
021 @4)(3) 032(7) (3) CLEO —<cTag
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e candidates. The dashed curve shows the signal, the
dotted curves show various backgrounds and the solid curve

the sum .

TABLE III:Rare sem ileptonic decay branching fractions

D ecay B 101

D% e 15%6 16 09
Dt 1 %’ 232 20 12
DY 1 te 149 27 05
pt 1 & < 2at9% CL
D' 1! e 129 19 07
Dt 1 %t < 3at9% CL
DO1 K * & 2912 05

using both charge and neutralm odes R2].

O ther results on sem ileptonic decays from CLEO ¢ in—
clude m easurem ent of the inclusive D ® and D * sem ilep—
tonic branching fractions of (6:46 0:17 0:13)% , and
(1613 020 0:33)% , regpectively, lrading to a m ea—

surem ent of the partialwidth ratbof © )= @0 ?) =
(0985 0:028 0:015), consistent w ith isospin symm etry
Rel.

Iv.. CONCLUSIONS

CLEO ¢ m easuram ents of lptonic and sam ileptonic
decays have already reached precisions that provide very
usefiil benchm arks for testing of QCD theordes. From
Jeptonic decays we have

fre = (226 1677722 )Mev; 12)
£, = (801 116 60)Mev;
f,o=fp+ = 126 041 0:03:

T hese results are consistent w ith m ost theoretical calcu—
lations including those of unquenched lattice QCD [RQ].

CLEO — is also breaking new ground in the study of
sam ileptonicdecays. Fom —factors in C abdbbo suppressed
decays are reaching an unprecedented level of accuracy
and are also confronting theory.
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