arXiv:hep-ex/0306061v2 1 Jul 2003

Workshop on the CKM Unitarity Triangle, IPPP Durham, April 2003 /\

Advances ilAmy measurements

F J Ronga

IPHE, University of Lausanne

We report the current status afny measurements &-factories. The most recent world average\isy = 0.502 + 0.007 ps? (1.4%
accuracy). An estimate of the errors for 500%data is also given.

1 Introduction 2 Dilepton measurement

In the Standard ModelB®-B° oscillations occur through In this analysis [4,5], semi-leptonic decags— X~ I" v,
second-order weak interactions, mainly through internalffom both B mesons are used to tag tigeflavor with
loops containing virtuat quarks. The mixing parameter the sign of the lepton. Two fast leptons are searched for.
Amy, the mass dierence between the two mass eigen- The decay vertex pOSitiOﬂ of th® meson is determined
states, is thus related to thg, andV,q CKM matrix ele-  from the interception of the lepton track with the profile
ments. The measurementiny can therefore in principle ~ of the interaction point. Because of the large semi-leftoni
provide a means to extrapty|. In addition,Amy plays a  branching fraction, this analysisfers the largest statistics.
role in the parameterization of t@P asymmetries in the However, the purity of the signal isfacted by the back-
B system: a precise measuremeniofy is also needed ground coming from chargeimesons.

for CP violation measurements (see [1,2]).

In this article, we present fierent measurements Ay S T (@) ]
from the time distributions of opposite-flavor (OFB2B%) 240001 B
and same-flavor (SF B°B?, B°B?) neutralB decays atthe £ n 7]
T(4S) resonance. The theoretical time-dependent probaLil>'j 20001~ n
bilities for observing OF and SF states are given by: - ]
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whererg is theBP lifetime andAt is the proper time dier- S
ence between the twB meson decays. This assumes CP %
and CPT conservation in the mixing, as well as negligibleg
AT (decay width diference between the tWlBmeson mass >
<

eigenstates).

The analyses presented here were performed on data col-
lected with the BaBar and the Belle detectors [3]. A9 GeV _ _
(resp. 8 GeV) electron beam and a 3.1 GeV (resp. 3.5 Gevflgure 1. Result of the fit for the dilepton measure_ment_ b_y BaBar
positron beam are collided in the PEPII (resp. KEKB) on (a) OF and (b) SF events, and the corresponding mixing-asym
storage ring, resulting in a Lorentz boost of the center-"etY MNor = Nsg)/(Nor + Nse).

of-mass ofgy = 0.55 (resp. 25) with respect to the

laboratory frame. SincB mesons are nearly at rest in the This selection has been applied on 20%n-resonance
T(4S) frame, the proper time fierenceAt is approximated  data from BaBar (about 22 millioB meson pairs), yielding

by Az/Byc, Az being the (signed) distance between the de-Amy = 0.493+0.012+0.009 ps? (see Fig. 1, also showing
cay vertices of the tw® mesons along the beam axis. The the mixing asymmetryNor — Nsg)/(Nor + Nsg)). Belle
flavor of theB mesons is determined using flavor-specific obtainsAmg = 0.503+ 0.008+ 0.010 ps* from 29.4 fiot
decays. on-resonance data (see Fig. 2). At present, the latter is the
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Figure 2. Mixing asymmetry fitted by Belle on the dileptaxe D missing mass

distributions.

Figure 3. The D° “missing mass” fitted with Monte-Carlo data

most precise single measuremenad; (with an accuracy ~ [oF the D"z measurement (Belle).

of about 2.5%).

Pa)

s 1 RS
3 D*nx partial reconstruction £ BABAR

§ 0.5~ =
Belle uses another partial reconstruction method [6] to ex-
tractAmy from B? — D*n; decays. Thé*" information G/ m \
is extrapolated from the soft pion @*~ — D%, and l M
then combined with the fast piori and the beam infor-
mation to reconstruct thB meson. The flavor is given by 0.5~ + 7
the charge of the fast pion. The other side is tagged by
simply looking for a fast lepton. 31 f on-resonance data - ‘ | | _
was used in this measurement. -10 0

At (ps)

Contributions of various backgrounds can be estimatea
from the D° “missing mass” (see Fig. 3). A simultane-
ous unbinned maximum likelihood fit to OF and SF events
yields: Amy = 0.509+ 0.017+ 0.020 ps?.

Figure 4. Mixing asymmetry showing the data points and the
overlaid fit toAz distributions from theD* ¢ v analysis (BaBar).

_ Amg = 0.492+ 0.018+ 0.013 ps? (from 20 fbo'1). Belle
4 D*¢v full reconstruction obtainsAmy = 0.494+ 0.012+ 0.015 ps? from 29 firL.

This method [7,8] fully reconstruc®® — D*~ £* v, with
D* — D% andD® — K*x~, K*z 7% or K*tn n*n~
(BaBar also reconstructKgr*n‘). The flavor of the
other B meson is tagged using the same algorithms as |nﬂ
Ref. [1,2] (a neural network for BaBar, a multidimensional
likelihood for Belle).

5 Hadronic modes

The exclusive reconstruction & mesons decaying into
avor specific hadronic states has also been used to mea-
ureAmy [9,10]. NeutralB mesons are reconstructed in

the decay mode®™®*z~ and D®*p~ (and alsoD®*a;
The cosine of the angle between the reconstrubtefisys- by BaBar), withD** decaying intaD%z* andD° decaying
tem and theB meson momenta in tHe(4S) frame is used  into K-z+, K~7* 2% or K-7* 7~ 7+ (or alsoKgr* in BaBar’s

to separate the signal from various backgroumis,(fake  case). Thep~ anda; are formed oft®r~ andax~ntn, re-

D*, randomD* ¢ and continuum). An unbinned maximum spectively. Finally, BaBar also includ&® decaying into
likelihood fit is then performed on thaz distributions.  J/yK*C. The other side is tagged using a flavour tagging
The results of the fit by BaBar, shown on Fig. 4, yields algorithm, as in the previous analysis (see [1,2]).
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N‘\"zoool‘”‘”w‘” ] 6 Summary and prospects
> ¢ BaBAR ;
g i 1 Fig. 7 shows the most up-to-date summary of the results, as
8 1500 | 1 selected for the 2003 issue of the PDG review. The world
e average isAmy = 0.502+ 0.007 ps? [12] (including sta-
c ] tistical and systematical errors), with an accuracy.dfd
% 1000 g
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Figure5. Fit of background (dashed) and signal (solid) contribu- CDF” et 0.495+0.033+0.027 ps™*
tions to the “energy-substituted mass” (BaBar). (4 analyses)

BABAR
(3 analyses)

BELLE'
(4 analyses)

0.500+0.008+0.006 ps™*

0.506+0.006+0.008 ps™*

. L , . e
The signal region is defined by constraintsi = Eg aver age of above 050240007 ps’

« _ %2 a2 « " after adjustments M
Ebeam and Mbc - \/Ebeam pB ' WhereEB and pB are the ARGUS+CLEO 5 0.492+0.032 ps™*
center-of-mass energy and momentum of the fully recon-  (xqmeasurements)
structedB candidate, andE’ __ is the center-of-mass en-

beam . . world average M 0.502+0.007 ps’*
ergy of the beam. The background contributions can be IR N I
fitted from Myc, the “energy-substituted mass”, as showN - o comaeme 0 00 %%
on F|g 5 without adjustments Amd (ps )

Figure7. Summary ofAmy measurements and current world av-

erage.
0.5

Hadronic

— -1
0.4, Am =0.528+0.017+0.011 ps Within 3 years, BaBar and Belle will have collected

500 fbo! each (about 15 times more than what was used
here). An extrapolation of the systematic errors for each
individual measurement has been made in order to estimate
the accuracy oy that could be reached. Improvement
of the current limiting systematic errors are evaluatedfro

a better precision on thB lifetime, a larger amount of
Monte-Carlo statistics, an accurate measurement of some
branching fractions (e.gB — D** ¢v). In addition, reso-
lution parameters are expected to be better extracted from
data. The average value is then computed in the same way

(OF-SF)/(OF+SF)

Y S D as for the world average, with the central value fixed to
' 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 the present average. A total error 00023 ps? is found,
|At] (ps) which corresponds t0.8% of 0502 ps™.

Figure 6. Mixing asymmetry and result of the fit to hadronic 1hese extrapolations do not take into account possible im-

modes (Belle). provements of the existing analyses. On the other hand, the
evolution of systematic errors is hard to predict. ThE%0
accuracy should therefore be treated carefully.

BaBar performs an unbinned likelihood fit including reso- .

lution parameters on 30 fb on-resonance data and finds 7 Conclusion

Amg = 0516+ 0.016+ 0.010. Belle uses the resolu-

tion function used for lifetime measurements [11] and ob- A number of measurements afrny have been performed
tainsAmg = 0.528+ 0.017+ 0.011 ps* from 29 fo! on- by the BaBar and Belle collaborations. Thes®es have
resonance data (see Fig. 6). lead to a world average @fimy = 0.502+ 0.007 pst. The
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error takes into account statistical and systematicabtarr
tions between the measurements. The current accuracy on
Amy is currently 1.4%, and is expected to reduce to about
half a percent within a few years.

In the future,Ams will be measured with high precision.
The error onAmy may then become a limiting factor on
the determination of related CKM matrix parameters (see
discussion in [13], chapters 4 and 5). In the meanwhile,
as the accuracy oAmy is approaching the percent level,
efforts are moving to more fundamental tests of underly-
ing assumptions. Limits o8PT violating parameters have
been set [5], and measurementddfhave started [14].
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