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Abstract

The nuclear emulsion target of the CHORUS detector was eimsthe wide-band neutrino beam
of the CERN SPS of 27 GeV average neutrino energy from 199498y .1 In total about 100000
charged-current neutrino interactions with at least oremiified muon were located in the emulsion
target and fully reconstructed, using newly developed mated scanning systems. Charmed parti-
cles were searched for by a program recognizing particlaykec The observation of the decay in
nuclear emulsion makes it possible to select a sample wity e background and minimal kine-
matical bias. 2013 charged-current interactions with arroleal hadron candidate in the final state
were selected and confirmed through visual inspection. THaene production rate induced by neu-
trinos relative to the charged-current cross-section issueed to ber(v, N — p~CX)/o(CC) =
(5.75 + 0.32(stah £ 0.30(sysh)%. The charm production cross-section as a function of térime en-
ergy is also obtained. The results are in good agreementprétlious measurements. The charm-quark
hadronization produces the following charmed hadrons weitdtive fractions (in %):;fpo = 43.7 + 4.5,
far =192 £ 42, fpr =253 £ 4.2,andfp = 11.8 £ 4.7,
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1 Physics motivation

About forty years after the discovery of the charm quark afASI/1] and BNL [2], and the first observation
of charm decay in nuclear emulsian [3], the study of the cleatmparticles is still a challenging field of
particle physics. In particular, the neutrino induced ofgroduction offers the possibility to study the
strange-quark content of the nucleon, to measure “diretlty CKM matrix element/4 and to test models
for charm-production and subsequent hadronization. Maemeutrinos produce charmed hadrons also
via specific processes like quasi-elastic and diffractcagtering which provide a unique tool for studies of
exclusive charm production.

In addition to its intrinsic interest, an improved knowledgf charm production helps to better under-
stand the charm background in neutrino oscillation expenits where the signal is given by the production
of a7 lepton or of muons of apparently “wrong” charge with respiecthat expected from the neutrino
beam helicity, as in ongoing experimerits [4] and at futungm®o facilities [5].

Charm production in neutrino and anti-neutrino chargexesu (CC) interactions has been studied by
several experiments by looking at the presence of two opglpstharged leptons in the final state. In
particular, CDHS[[6], CCFR 7], CHARM_[8], CHARM-II[9], Nu&V [10] and CHORUS (using only its
electronic detectors) [11] have collected large statsticopposite-sign dimuon events. The leading muon is
interpreted as originating from the neutrino vertex anddtier one, of opposite charge, as being the decay
product of the charmed particle. Although massive eledtratetectors allow obtaining large statistics,
they have some drawbacks. Of the charmed parent only they deoan is seen, resulting in an event
sample composed of a mixture of all charmed-particle sgeeigighted by their muonic branching ratios.
Furthermore, experiments of this type suffer from significhackground £ 20%) due to the undetected
decay-in-flight of a pion or a kaon. The identification of themmary muon and the decay muon is not
unambigous. Moreover the kinematic cuts on the energiekeoptimary and decay muons, required for
background reduction, make it difficult to study cross-ee at energies below 20-30 GeV.

Unlike dimuon experiments, BEBC[112] and NOMAD [13] wereabb recognize specific charm decay
modes by reconstructing an invariant mass from the decagtdars. Only a few specific decay modes were
selected and thus also a specific parent particle type. CHORY) took advantage of the spatial resolution
of nuclear emulsion to distinguish the charm decay verternfthe primary neutrino interaction vertex. In
combination with a measurement of the transverse momentumeoof the decay products it could select a
specific decay mode of tHe* ™ with very low background.

The use of a hybrid nuclear emulsion detector was pioneeye¢debE531[[15] experiment at FNAL. In
nuclear emulsion, the different charmed particles aregezed on the basis of their decay topology and
short flight length, so that the required kinematic cuts camite loose. All decay channels are therefore
observed, not only the muonic ones, without requiring kremlgle of muonic branching ratios and with very
low background. The disadvantage of the low statistics @digeobtained in emulsion experiments (122
charm events observed in E531) has been overcome in the CI3@Rpkriment[[16] by using a massive
(770 kg) nuclear emulsion target and automated emulsionngog [17/18]. A high-statistics sample of
charm decays in emulsion, more than one order of magnituderlghan in E531, has thus been collected
as reported in this paper.

The CHORUS experiment took data from 1994 to 1997 in the CER#eVBand Neutrino Beam [19]
which essentially consisted of muon neutrinos. The armalysisented here is based on the complete CHO-
RUS sample of 2013 charm events, confirmed by visual inspeciihe visual inspection recognized 1048
events as due to the production of the neutral charmed hddffaand 965 events as due to the production



of a charged charmed hadrdif, D* or D}. The analysis of th®° events has been reported in a previous
publication [20]. The charged sample is analysed in thisspajphe relative contribution of the different
charmed hadrons to the total charged sample is obtained drtikelihood approach by using the decay
lifetime information.

The neutral and charged charm production candidates arbinechfor the measurement of the total
charm production rate relative to charged-current neatevents averaged on the neutrino energy spectrum
as well as of its dependence on neutrino energy.

2 The experimental set-up

The CHORUS experiment was designed to investigate neubscolation by searching for the, appear-
ance in the SPS wide-band neutrino beam at CERN through tthet dibservation of the decay in nuclear
emulsions. Since charmed particles have a flight length eoatgbe to that of the lepton, the experiment is
also suitable for the study of charm production. The deted&scribed in more detail in [16], uses a hybrid
approach that combines a nuclear emulsion target withrelgctdetectors.

The emulsion target, of 770 kg total mass, is segmented almmdpeam direction in four stacks of
1.4 x 1.4 m? transverse area and about 3 cm thickness. Itis equippedigithresolution trackers made out
of three interface emulsion sheets and a set of scintijdilore tracker planes which provides predictions
of particle trajectories into the emulsion stack with anuaacy of about 15Q:m in position and 2 mrad in
angle.

The emulsion scanning is performed by computer-controlledly automated microscope stages
equipped with a CCD camera and a read-out system calleck ‘salector’ [17| 18]. The track-finding
efficiency is higher than 98% for track slopes up to 400 mrad.

The electronic detectors downstream of the emulsion tangiide a hadron spectrometer, a calorime-
ter and a muon spectrometer. The hadron spectrometer nesaberbending of charged particles inside an
air-core magnet. The calorimeter is used to determine theggrand direction of showers. The muon spec-
trometer provides the charge and momentum of muons andda®\ rough measurement of the leakage
of hadronic showers out of the calorimeter. Several plafigsiatillator hodoscopes are used for triggering
the data acquisition system [21].

3 Data collection

The CHORUS detector was exposed to the wide-band neutriam lzé the CERN SPS during the years
1994-97, with an integrated flux 6f06 x 10'? protons on target. The beam, of 27 GeV average energy,
consists mainly of/,’s with a 5%wv,, component of 18 GeV average energy.

The series of steps in the location process of a CC evensstaith the track reconstruction in the
electronic detectors, including the muon identificatiom agrminates with the association to the primary
and possibly secondary vertices of the tracks recorded oluane of emulsion. The event location process
is summarized in [20] and detailed in [22] and [[23]. The sbech'NetScan’ method used to analyse the
emulsion volume around the interaction point is descrilmef22] and [24].

About 150 000 events have been located in the emulsion targehave been analysed following this
procedure.



Table 1: Charged-current data sample and charm candidates.

Located CC events 93807
Selected for visual inspection 2752
Decay topologies with flight lengtk 25 m 3
Topologies with kink angle< 50 mrad 11
Secondary interactions 278
Electron—positron pairs 95
Overlaid neutrino interactions 44
Uncorrelated (overlaid) secondary vertices 21
Passing-through tracks 128
All tracks from primary vertex 142
o-rays 2
Other 15
Charged charm candidates 965
C1 452
C3 491
C5 22
Neutral charm candidates 1048
V2 819
V4 226
V6 3
Total charm candidates 2013

An event is recognized as a charged-current neutrino icieraif the primary muon track, defined by
the electronic detectors, is found in more than one emulpiate. Decay topologies are selected using
the following criteria. At least one of the tracks connected secondary vertex is detected in more than
one plate, and the direction measured in the emulsion matittat of a track reconstructed in the fibre
tracker system. The parent angle is within 400 mrad from thanib direction. In the case of a neutral
particle decay, the parent angle is deduced from the line@cting the primary and secondary vertex. The
impact parameter to the primary vertex of at least one of #nggtiter tracks is larger than a value which
is determined on the basis of the resolutibriTo remove random association, the impact parameter is also
required to be smaller than a value depending on the distameewhich the track is extrapolated to the
vertex, typically of the order of 13@m. The flight length of the parent candidate is required todogdr
than 25um.

Out of a sample of 143742 located neutrino-induced chaogednt interaction vertices, 93807 were
fully scanned and analysed. The selection criteria retdb22Zvents as having a decay topology. These have
all been visually inspected. The presence of a decay wagieadifor 2013 events. A secondary vertex is
accepted as a decay if the number of charged particles isstemiswith charge conservation and no other
activity (Auger-electron or visible recoil) is observedhd purity of the automatic selection is 73.2%.

1The resolution to extrapolate to the vertex depends on ek tangled with respect to the beam according to the relation
o = +/0.00F + (0.0194- tan /)2 mm.




The result of the visual inspection is given in Table 1 whereoading to the prong multiplicity the
observable decay topologies are classified as even-praraysi&/'2, V4 or V6 for neutral particles (mainly
DY) and odd-prong decays C1, C3 or C5 for charged particlesnfgnail, D, D). The rejected sample
consists of secondary hadronic interactiofigays or gamma conversions, overlaid neutrino interastion
and of low-momentum tracks which, because of multiple scaty appear as tracks with a large impact
parameter. The remainder consists either of fake vertimiag reconstructed using one or more background
tracks, or of vertices with a parent track not connected ¢optimary (passing-through tracks not identified
as such because of inefficiencies).

As shown in Tabléll we find 965 charged charm candidates (482Q1i topology, 491 with C3 and 22
with C5) and 1048 neutral charm candidates (819 with V2 togygl 226 with V4 and 3 with V6).

4 Reconstruction efficiency and background evaluation

The efficiency of the event reconstruction in the electralgtector as well as those of the event location and
reconstruction in the emulsion, need to be evaluated.

When the neutrino scatters off a nucleon, several physiethanisms produce charmed hadrons.
However, they are predominantly produced in deep-ineldsteractions. Different Monte Carlo genera-
tors are used [25]. The neutrino beam spectrum is simulasedyuhe GBEAM [[26] generator based on
GEANT3 [27]. It uses FLUKA98[28] to describe the interactioof protons with the beryllium target.

Deep-inelastic scattering interactions are simulatedguie JETTA generator [29] which is based on
LEPTO 6.1 [30] and JETSET [31]. This generator is used to Eteucharm-production as well as in-
clusive CC interactions. Quasi-elastic interactions agbnance production processes are simulated with
the RESQUE generatar [32]. In addition, some other charogipection mechanisms are simulated: quasi-
elastic charmed baryon production by QEGENI[33] and difft@cproduction of charmed mesons by the
ASTRA generator[34].

The simulation of the detector response as well as the pedioce of the pattern recognition in the
electronic tracking detectors is performed for each predgsa GEANT3I[[27] based simulation program.
The simulated response of the electronic detectors is pseckthrough the same analysis chain as the raw
data obtained with the detector. The event location techmnig emulsion is parametrized by a function
of the primary muon momentum and angle, taking into accooat the muon momentum distribution is
different for the two samples of CC events containing charmaa.

To evaluate the efficiency to reconstruct decay topologfeahecharmed hadrons, realistic conditions
of track densities in the emulsion have to be reproducedsdlaee obtained by merging the emulsion data
of simulated events with real NetScan data which do not haxeranstructed vertex but contain tracks
which stop or pass through the NetScan fiducial volume. Tkesealled ‘empty volumes’ represent a
realistic background. The combined data are passed thribnegbame NetScan reconstruction and selection
programs as used for real data. The details of the respontbe @futomatic microscopes are used in this
calculation. Important parameters are the angular resolaind efficiency as function of the incident angle
of the track.

To evaluate the detection efficiency for charmed hadrores btianching ratios and the corresponding
uncertainties are taken into account. The contributiomfiQE and DIS interactions to the production
of charmed baryons is evaluated as discussed_in [35]. Theilmation of diffractive charm production
is evaluated by using the method described iri [36]. DHedetection efficiency is given in [20]. Only



Table 2. Overall selection efficiency relative to CC conitaingeometrical acceptance and reconstruction
efficiency for charged charmed hadrons decaying into omeetand five prongs, respectively.

AT D+ DF
C*¥ 5 1p (%) 17.1+1.3 21.7£09 23.9+1.2
CF 5 3p (%) 408+1.6 49.0+1.2 5/.7+1.4
CF = 5p (%) 44.2+52 52.7£65 57.3-3.4
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Figure 1: Detection efficiency of charged charm hadrongivel#o CC interactions as a function of neutrino
energy for 1-prong decay (left panel) and 3-prong decagbipanel). The data points indicated with circles
show the efficiency foD* detection, the points marked with triangles arelfgr detection and squares for

AT

ratios of the electronic reconstruction and vertex logagdficiencies need to be determined, thus reducing
significantly the systematic error. The overall selectiffitiencies relative to the selection of CC events for

different decay topologies are shown in Table 2. The requer that at least one track of the secondary
vertex be matched with a track in the electronic detectousesthe efficiency to be higher with increasing

number of prongs at the decay vertex.

Figure[1 shows the detection efficiency of charged charmeidona D", D} and A relative to CC
interactions as a function of neutrino energy. Two factoekenthe selection less efficient at small visible
energies: the decay angle of the charm daughters is latgeflight length of the charm parent is shorter and
thus a secondary track might be wrongly attached to the pyimertex. At high energies, a large fraction
of charmed hadron decays near the edge or beyond the fidotimhe.

The spread in the performance of the microscopes is founddiace a difference of:2% in the cal-
culation of the selection efficiencies for the charm detecti The weighted average performance of the
individual microscope stages is taken for the calculatioonder to minimize the uncertainty. The uncer-
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Figure 2: The flight length distributions for the 1-prongfi{lend 3-prong (right) charged charm events. The
distributions are truncated due to the limited NetScanwau

tainty on the efficiency combination of several charm prdiguncmechanisms introduces an additional error
on the efficiency oft12% for AT and+3% for D . Including also other factors, such as the uncertainty in
the fragmentation, we estimate a total systematic unceytam the efficiency of 14% fo\, 5% for D™

and 6% forD; relative to CC event detection.

There is a small fraction of non-charm events in the manuadlyfirmed sample. This contamination
is mainly due to hadronic interactions with no heavily iongtracks or other evidence for nuclear break-
up (blobs or Auger electrons) that fake charm decays (whitksy and decays ofi*, K? andA°. The
backgrounds from the decays of strange particles were atarusing the JETTA [29] MC generator.

In the D? sample, the strange-particle decay background has bekramadto bel1.5 + 1.9 A%’s and
25.1 + 2.9 K%s in the V2 sample and negligible for the othBf decay topologies [20]. For charged
charmed hadrons, the expected background in the C1 saroptetliile decay of charged strange particles is
8.5+ 1.3 events.

The background due to white kink interactions is obtainedyegerating such kind of interactions as-
suming a hadron interaction length= 24 m [37] and processing them through the full simulation chain
The contamination of white kink interactions is evaluatedé 34.6+ 2.0 in the C1 sample and 3480.4
and 1.5+ 0.2 in C3 and C5 samples, respectively.

5 Charmed particle production fractions

Since it is not possible to identify the type of charged cletrparticles on an event-by-event basis, they
are separated using a statistical approach by exploitieglifferent lifetimes ofA}, D™ andD, hence by
measuring the flight length and the momentum of the charmddbha. The flight length is very precisely
measured in the emulsion target. The flight length distitimg for the 1-prong and 3-prong events are
shown in Fig[2. The momentum is not directly measured, bedritbe estimated exploiting the correlation
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Figure 3: Left: correlation between charm momentum andrseelaughter's opening angle; Right: charm
momentum resolution obtained with the Monte Carlo paraiegion. Circles indicate 1-prong events,
squares 3-prong events. The simulated charm momentunrspeist superimposed in arbitrary units.

between the momentum and the decay angle of the productsH88h given decay mode this correlation
is determined by the decay kinematics. Figure 3 shows theletion between charm momentum and the
daughter’s inverse opening angle. The charm parent momeistwbtained from the opening angle of the
decay products using a parametrization evaluated withlated events. The resolution obtained with this
method is about 25% for 3 prong events and 35% for 1 prong svent

To achieve statistical separation of the different chargearm species, a likelihood function is con-
structed for each event using the decay lifetime infornmatieollowing Ref.[[39] the form of the probability
function for each eventn) is expressed as the sum of probabilities for the three fiase gtarticle hypothe-
sesi (i = AF, DT, DZ). Using the numbers of hadrons of each speciésas the free parameters of the fit,
the probability takes the form:

M;l(n)

— > Niwi(n)ei[l(n)] (s )e™ #ravit

ctipi(n)
Zi N; ’

wherel(n) is the measured decay length anth) is and the estimated momentum for the hypothésihe
efficienciese; (1) are a function of the decay length for each different hadpmec®s:. The mean lifetimes
7; and the masses of the charmed hadrbhsare taken from[[40]. The weights
. —1M; _
w; = [ @emei(z)dq !

CTZ'PZ'

P(n)

account for the lifetime spectrum deformation due to saacefficiencies. We have introduced an
arbitrary unit length.

From the probability functions for each event, an extendegdlikelihood function is constructed:

L=—Y log P, — Nobslog (Ny+ + Np+ + Npys ) + (Ny+ + Np+ + Ny
n

7



The second and third terms above are the log of the Poissbalpitity function to observév,,s events given
the produced events. The Poisson term incorporates the ftitistics of the experiment. The negative
log-likelihood function is then minimized. To be indepentef charm topological branching ratios, the
one-prong and three-prong samples are fitted separately.

For the one-prong sample, out of 93807 CC events, the rektliedit is

1 1 1
NA? =514 £ 178 + 72 NDﬂ =980 £ 192 £ 50 NDI; =449 £+ 235 £ 27,

and for the three-prong sample

N =507 £ 8 £ 61 Nt =368+85+15 N¥ =173+ 102+ 10,

where the first error is the statistical error given by theriid ghe second is due to the systematic effect on the
efficiencies discussed in the previous section. Given thalstatistics, the five-prong sample is included
as a correction. This approximation has a negligible effedhe final result owing to the small value of this
branching ratio. The relative contributions of chargedrohapecies are:

far = (A1 £ 78)% for = (449 £84)%  fpr = (21.0 £ 8.6)%.

The correlation coefficients are relatively large and simfbr the one-prong and three-prong fits. We
find p(AF, D) ~ 0.3, p(Af, D) ~ —0.65, andp(D*, D) ~ —0.75.

6 Topological branching ratios

From the results given in the previous section it is posgibkestimate the inclusive topological decay modes
for the different charged charm species. In spite of thdively large errors this information is useful given
the fact that, for each charged charm species, the existeggurements cover only half of all decay modes.
We find:

BR(A} — 3prongs) = (0.49 + 0.15)
BR(DT — 3 prongs) = (0.27 4 0.08) (1)
BR(D} — 3 prongs) = (0.27 £ 0.19).

The value of theA} 3-prong branching fraction is 1.5 standard deviations ftbe one quoted in a
previous CHORUS publication [41]. In the present analysisasasumption is made on the other charmed
hadron topological branching ratios, while in Réf.J[41] &sific assumption had been made. It should also
be noted that the decay-recognition efficiencies are sigmifly different in the analysis of [41] compared
to the present analysis. Owing to advances in the automatierp recognition it is possible to define larger
tolerances on the distance of closest approach of the deaghter with respect to the primary muon. In
addition, in Ref.[[41] an equal fraction of QE to DI production was assumed, while in this paper the
value 0f0.15 + 0.09 obtained in Refl[35] was used. The samples in the two amalyselargely independent
due to the smaller initial sample available in Ref.l[41] ane different cuts applied.

The number of charmed hadrons decaying into 5 charged lgsrigc22 with a background of 1.5 events.
This is too small to fit the different contributions. Assumpitihat the 5-prong decays are equally distributed



among the three charged charm species and correcting feffioency we haveVes = 42.6 + 9.1. The
overall charged charm topological branching fractions are

BR(CT — 1prongs) = (0.64 £ 0.10)
BR(CT — 3 prongs) = (0.35 &+ 0.06) (2)
BR(CT — 5prongs) = (0.014 + 0.003).

7 D production cross-section

The cross-section for the production of neutral charmedom&¥ in neutrino CC interactions has been
measured using the same sample of charm candidates [20]arEtgsis was based on the sampleDSf
decaying into four charged particles and on the well meashranching ratioBR(D° — 4 prongs). By
using the same method with the updated value quoted In BR]D° — 4 prongs) = 0.143 4 0.005, we
obtain the value of the cross-section

oc(W,N = p~D°X)/o(v,N — p~X) = (2.52 £ 0.17(stad £ 0.12(syst)% . (3)

It is important to observe that in Ref. [20] also the decayDdfinto a fully neutral final state was
indirectly measured by subtracting the branching fractifor 2, 4 and 6 prongs from unity. The updated
value is

BR(D® — 0 prongs) = 0.17 + 0.06(stad + 0.03(sysb . (4)

The latter measurements together with the topologicaldtriaug ratios quoted above have an effect on
the determination of the muonic branching ratio of charmadrbns as reported in Ref. [42]. The updated
value is

B, = (8.1 + 0.9(stat) & 0.2(syst)%. (5)

This is in good agreement with value 8f, = (9.6 £ 0.4(sta) & 0.8(syst)% obtained in the CHORUS
dimuon event analysis [11].

8 Charm cross-sections

By using the fitted quantities of the one prong and three peamgples and the corrected number of 5-prong
events, a relative cross-section

o(wuN = p CTX)/o(v,N — p~X) = (3.23 £ 0.27(stah £ 0.21(syst)% (6)

is obtained for the charged charm production rate in chamyecent interactions. Forcing th&" 1-prong
to 3-prong ratio to be that of Ref. [41] hardly affects theataharm cross-section (by about one-quarter of
the systematic error).

Including the result obtained for the neutral charmed méxbgiven in the previous section, the relative
inclusive charm production rate in charged-current irdtoas is

o(vyN = p~ CX)/o(vyN — p~X) = (5.75 + 0.32(staf) £+ 0.30(syst))% (7



with a relative contribution of the charm species:

foo= (3.7 £ 45)% fy+ = (192 £42)% fpr = (253 £ 4% fpp = (11.8 £ 4.7)%.

In Ref. [43] we reported that in anti-neutrino CC interane (7, N — u*CX)/o(7,N — utX) =
(5.075a(stah £ 0.7(syst)%. The value is similar to what we find for neutrino interactoas expected
since both total CC cross-section and charm productionlarataalf in this case.

The energy dependence of the relative charm productiorsestion is obtained by estimating the
energy of the interacting neutrino on an event-by-evenisbas good estimate is the sum of the energy of
the primary muon and the total energy deposition in the caleter corrected for the energy deposited by
the muon and for the unmeasured energy loss of hadrons in diterial upstream of the calorimeter. The
unmeasured part is mainly due to the absorption in the eotutgacks and corrected to the measured vertex
position. The resolution of the calorimeter energy measerg iso (E)/FE = (0.323 +£0.024)/+/ E/GeV+
(0.014 + 0.007) [16]. The momentum resolution varies froril5% [16] in the 12—28 GeV/c interval to
~19% [16] at about 70 Ge)¢, as measured with test-beam muons. Given the relatively sima of the
energy bins, the average neutrino energy is very similaciarm production events and CC events within
the same bin, and no correction is necessary. The efficisnmlculated by weighting the energy-dependent
and decay topology-dependent efficiencies with the meddaranching ratios as reported above.

The energy dependence of backgrounds is assumed to be thasdhe one of charged current neutrino
events. The differential cross-section measurement imalixed to the total neutrino—nucleon cross-section
and thus is not affected by the uncertainties between the Isgaulation and the beam flux measurement.
The measurement of the charm production rate relative t&Cfhenteraction rate is shown as function of
neutrino energy and compared with the measurement from E%}in Figure[4. Good agreement with an
improved precision with respect to E531 measurement is sh¥ery good agreement is found with respect
to the dimuon cross-section measured with the CHORUS el@ctdetector by scaling the dimuon results
for the muonic charm decay fraction quoted in this paper.

The energy dependence for charged and neutral charm istedpseparately in Figufd 5. A very sim-
ilar energy behaviour is shown except for the low energy megivhere the contribution of quasi-elastic
production ofA} may account for the difference [35].
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