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We present a measurement of the di@Btviolating charge asymmetry iB* mesons decaying
to J/@K* andJ/ @t whered/y decays tqu™ u~, using 10.4 fb! of proton-antiproton colli-
sions collected by the DO detector during Run |l at the Feximilevatron Collider. A difference in
the yield ofB~ andB* mesons in these decays is found by fitting to the differentsdmn their
reconstructed invariant mass distributions resultingsynametries ofA” %X = [0.59+ 0.36] %,
which is the most precise measurement to date Adt = [—4.2+ 4.8]%. Both measurements
are consistent with standard model predictions. Theseuneaents are combined with all pre-
vious measurements to form new world average&’6fX andA”/¥™.
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Currently all measurements QP violation, either in decay, mixing, or in the interference
between the two, have been consistent with the presencearajla phase in the CKM matrix. The
standard model predicts that for— scc decays, the tree and penguin contributions have the same
weak phase, and thus no diré violation is expected in the decays Bf mesons tal/ K=,
Estimates of the effect of penguin loop$ [1] show that thengld: be a small amount of direGP
violation of up to’(0.3%). A measurement of a relatively large charge asymmetry windlidate
the existence of physics beyond the standard m¢pgl [1, 29 8}e transitiorb — dcc, the tree and
penguin contributions have different phases, and therebmageasurable levels 6P violation in
the decayd* — J/yr [fl, Bl.

TheCP-violating charge asymmetry in the dec&/s— J/ (K= andB* — J /™ are defined
as

AWK _ (B~ = J/YK™)—T (B" = J/YK") (1)
rB-—J/YK- )—I—F(B+—>J/L,UK+)’
F( - =J/Ym )+ (Bt = J/ymt)

Previous measurements aAf/¥K[B, [1, B, [9.[ZP] have been averaged by the Particle Data Group
with the resultA? ¥ = [0.1+0.7]% [[[A]. The most precise measuremendf#K was made by

the Belle collaboration[J6], with a total uncertainty a65@%. The most precise measurement of
AY¥T was made by the LHCb collaboration J12], with a total undettaof 2.9%. The LHCb
measurement is actually a measurement of the differek/¢é™ — AY/¥K and assumes thaf/¥K

is zero.

This Note presents a summary of the substantially improvealsurements @€/ %K andAY/ ¥™
using the full Tevatron Run Il data sample with an integrdtedinosity of 10.4 fot which are
described in detail in[33].

It is assumed that there is no production asymmetry betieand B~ mesons in proton-
antiproton collisions. An advantage of these decay modeslifiyX= is that no assumptions on
theCP symmetry of subsequent charm decays need to be made.

These updated measurementsAdf¥ and AY%™ make use of the methods for extracting
asymmetries used in the analyses of the time-integratedrftecific semileptonic charge asym-
metry in the decays of neutrBImesons[[14] 15]. We measure the raw asymmetries

awk  Najgk- — Ny 3)
aw - )

Ny gk + Nojgr+

N —N
Ja/vl{/m: J/ Y J/ymt (4)
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whereN; gk~ (Ny/gk+) is the number of reconstructedt — J/¢K~ (B — J/@K™) decays,
andNy yr (Ny/gr+) is the number of reconstructdt — J/@m (BY — J/y@m") decays. The
charge asymmetry iB* decays is then given by (neglecting any terms second-ordeigher in
the asymmetry)

AJ/LUK :A}J/WK + A, (5)
AT ALY+ A, )
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whereAx is the dominant correction and is the reconstruction asytmynbetween positively and
negatively charged kaons in the detector. The corre@jors calculated using the measured kaon
reconstruction asymmetry as described[ir] [15]. As disadisster, data collected using regular
reversals of magnet polarities results in no significanideed track reconstruction asymmetries,
and hence, no correction for tracking asymmetries or pioconstruction asymmetries need to be
applied, hencé; = 0.

The raw asymmetries are extracted by fitting the data sangitgy @n unbinned maximum
likelihood fit.

The number of signal candidates are extracted fromJthgh®™ mass distribution using an
unbinned maximum likelihood fit over a mass range &84 M(J/yh*) < 5.76 GeV/c?. The
dominant peak consists of the overlap of Bie— J/@K* and theB* — J/@ ™ (where therr™
is mis-identified as &*) components. The mis-identifie8* — J/@r" decay mode appears
as a small peak shifted to a slightly higher mass tharBthe The B* — J/(K* signal peak is
modeled by two Gaussian functions constrained to have the saean but, with different widths
and normalizations to model the detector's mass resolutitaking account the DO momentum
scale, the mean is found to be consistent with the PDG avexrfifye B* meson mass. To obtain
a good fit to the data, the widths have a linear dependenceeokaitn energy. We assume that
the mass distribution of th8* — J/ym* is identical to that oB* — J/WK=, if the correct
hadron mass is assigned. To model dfigyt= mass distributionG,(m), theJ/ @™ signal peak
is transformed by assigning the pion track the charged kaassniThe resulting/wh* polarity-
weighted invariant mass distribution is shown in Hig. 1 (venle® is any charged hadron). The
B+ — J/(K* signal contains 105562 370(stat) events, and th&* — J/@rr* signal contains
31104 174(stat) events.

The invariant mass distribution of the differencii$,)/¢h~) —N(J/@h™), are also shown in
Fig.[] with a resultingy? of 58.5 for 61 degrees of freedom. The resulting raw asynigseére ex-
tracted from the data are (including the effect of systemnaticertainties on the fitting procedure):

K — [~0.46+0.36(stat) = 0.046(sysb] %, ©)
T _ 4.2+ 4.4(stah £ 1.82(sysh] %. (8)
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Figure 1: The polarity-weighted /¢h* invariant mass distribution, where thé is assigned the charged
kaon mass.



Direct CP violationin B* — J/(K* and B* — J/ (" decays. lain Bertram

The raw asymmetry foAY %K is corrected by
A = [1.046-£ 0.043(syst] %. 9)
Resulting in final asymmetries of

AY/¥K — 0,59+ 0.36(stat) -+ 0.08(sysb] %, (10)
AVYT — 4.2+ 4.4 (stal) + 1.8(sysb] %. (11)

This is the most precise measuremenfd#X to date and is a reduction in uncertainty by approx-
imately a factor of two from the previous DO resylt [7].

The DO measurements &/#K and A”Y™ can be combined with all other measurements
to form updated world averages (Fig. 2). | use a simple weifjlverage, assuming that the
measurements are fully independent. R¥K results from Belle[[6[]8], BaBaf][9] and Clep [10]
are combined with the DO result. The resultix§for the three most precise measurements is 6.8,
indicating that the measurements are not very consistdrg.rdsulting error is then scaled by the
square root of the? per degree of freedom, 1.8, giving

AVPK(WA) = (0.28+ 0.55)%. (12)

For AY/¥T results from LHCDb [[32], BaBaf[}6] and Bell§ J17] are comiineith the DO result
resulting in
AVYK(WA) = (—0.45+ 2.36)%. (13)

Both results are consistent with the standard model piedit

World Average = (-0.45 * 2.36)%
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Figure 2: Combination of all measurements Af/¥X and AY¥™ made using the method used by the
PDG [2]] (see text).

References

[1] W.-S. Hou, M. Nagashima, and A. Soddlu, arXiv:hep-ph/A&&0 (2006).



http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605080

Direct CP violationin B* — J/(K* and B* — J/ (" decays. lain Bertram

[2] V. Barger, C. W. Chiang, P. Langacker, and H. S. Llee, Pbgt. B 598, 218 (2004).
[3] G.H.Wu and A. Soni[ Phys. Rev. 62, 056005 (2000).

[4] I. Dunietz and J.M. Soares, Phys. Rev48) 5904 (1994).

[5] W. S. HoujarXiv:hep-ph/9905541 (1999).

[6] K. Sakaiet al. (Belle Collaboration)} Phys. Rev. 82, 091104(R) (2010).

[7] V. M. Abazovet al. (DO Collaboration)] Phys. Rev. Left00, 211802 (2008).

[8] J. T. Weiet al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B59 80, (2009).

[9] B. Aubertet al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Le®, 141801 (200%).

[10] G. Bonviciniet al. (CLEO Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Le&4, 5940 (200Q).
[11] J. Beringeret al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev.88, 010001 (2012).

[12] R. Aaijet al. (LHCb Collaboration)| Phys. Rev. B 091105(R) (2012).

[13] V. M. Abazovet al. (DO Collaboration)f arxiv.org:1304.1655, submitted ty®HRev. Lett. (2013).

[14] V. M. Abazovet al. (DO Collaboration)| Phys. Rev. Left10, 011801 (2013).

[15] V. M. Abazovet al. (DO Collaboration)} Phys. Rev. B6, 072009 (2012).

[16] B. Aubertet al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Le®2, 241802 (2004).
[17] K. Abeet al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. 67 032003, (2003).

[18] V. M. Abazovet al. (DO Collaboration)| Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Re565, 463 (200€).

[19] R. Angstadtt al., |[Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res.682, 278 (201Q).

[20] V. M. Abazovet al. (DO Collaboration)| Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Re$5®, 372 (2005).

[21] J. Beringetet al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev.d8, 010001 (2012).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.07.057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.056005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.5904
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.091104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.211802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.141801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.5940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.091105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.1655
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.011801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.072009
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.241802
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.032003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2006.05.248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2010.04.148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.07.008

