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Abstract

This article reports world averages of measurements of b-hadron, c-hadron, and 7-
lepton properties obtained by the Heavy Flavor Averaging Group (HFAG) using results
available through the end of 2011. In some cases results available in the early part of 2012
are included. For the averaging, common input parameters used in the various analyses
are adjusted (rescaled) to common values, and known correlations are taken into account.
The averages include branching fractions, lifetimes, neutral meson mixing parameters,
CP violation parameters, parameters of semileptonic decays and CKM matrix elements.
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1 Introduction

Flavor dynamics is an important element in understanding the nature of particle physics. The
accurate knowledge of properties of heavy flavor hadrons, especially b hadrons, plays an essential
role for determining the elements of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) weak-mixing
matrix [I,2]. The operation of the Belle and BABAR eTe™ B factory experiments led to a large
increase in the size of available B meson, D hadron and 7 lepton samples, enabling dramatic
improvement in the accuracies of related measurements. The CDF and D0 experiments at the
Fermilab Tevatron have also provided important results in heavy flavor physics, most notably
in the BY sector. The CERN Large Hadron Collider is now delivering high luminosity, enabling
the collection of even higher statistics samples of b and ¢ hadrons at the ATLAS, CMS, and
(especially) LHCb experiments.

The Heavy Flavor Averaging Group (HFAG) was formed in 2002 to continue the activities of
the LEP Heavy Flavor Steering group [3]. This group was responsible for calculating averages of
measurements of b-flavor related quantities. HFAG has evolved since its inception and currently
consists of seven subgroups:

e the “B Lifetime and Oscillations” subgroup provides averages for b-hadron lifetimes, b-
hadron fractioni in 7'(4S) decay and pp collisions, and various parameters governing
BY-BY and B?-B° mixing;

e the “Unitarity Triangle Parameters” subgroup provides averages for time-dependent C'P
asymmetry parameters and resulting determinations of the angles of the CKM unitarity
triangle;

e the “Semileptonic B Decays” subgroup provides averages for inclusive and exclusive B-
decay branching fractions, and subsequent determinations of the CKM matrix elements
[Vao| and [Viy;

e the “B to Charm Decays” subgroup provides averages of branching fractions for B decays
to final states involving open charm or charmonium mesons;

e the “Rare Decays” subgroup provides averages of branching fractions and CP asymmetries
for charmless, radiative, leptonic, and baryonic B meson decays;

e the “Charm Physics” subgroup provides averages of branching fractions for D meson
hadronic and semileptonic decays, averages of D°-D° mixing and CP and T violation
parameters, and an average value for the D, decay constant f, . The subgroup also
documents properties of charm baryons, and upper limits for rare and forbidden D,
D, and A} decays.

e the “Tau Physics” subgroup provides documentation and averages for the 7 lepton branch-
ing fractions and the resulting determination of the CKM matrix element |V,|, and doc-
uments upper limits for 7 lepton-flavor-violating decays.

The “Lifetime and Oscillations” and “Semileptonic” subgroups were formed from the merger
of four LEP working groups. The “Unitary Triangle,” “B to Charm Decays,” and “Rare
Decays” subgroups were formed to provide averages for new results obtained from the B factory
experiments (and now also from the Fermilab Tevatron and CERN LHC experiments). The
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“Charm” and “Tau” subgroups were formed more recently in response to the wealth of new
data concerning D and 7 decays. Subgroup typically include representatives from Belle and
BABAR and, when relevant, CLEO, CDF, DO and LHCb.

This article is an update of the last HFAG preprint, which used results available at least
through the end of 2009 [4]. Here we report world averages using results available at least
through the end of 2011. In some cases results available in the early part of 2012 have been
included[] In general, we use all publicly available results that have written documentation.
These include preliminary results presented at conferences or workshops. However, we do not
use preliminary results that remain unpublished for an extended period of time, or for which
no publication is planned. Close contacts have been established between representatives from
the experiments and members of subgroups that perform averaging to ensure that the data are
prepared in a form suitable for combinations.

In the case of obtaining a world average for which x?/dof > 1, where dof is the number
of degrees of freedom in the average calculation, we do not scale the resulting error, as is
presently done by the Particle Data Group [5]. Rather, we examine the systematics of each
measurement to better understand them. Unless we find possible systematic discrepancies
between the measurements, we do not apply any additional correction to the calculated error.
We provide the confidence level of the fit as an indicator for the consistency of the measurements
included in the average. In case some special treatment was necessary to calculate an average,
or if an approximation used in an average calculation might not be sufficiently accurate (e.g.,
assuming Gaussian errors when the likelihood function indicates non-Gaussian behavior), we
include a warning message.

Chapter [2] describes the methodology used for calculating averages. In the averaging proce-
dure, common input parameters used in the various analyses are adjusted (rescaled) to common
values, and, where possible, known correlations are taken into account. Chapters [BHI present
world average values from each of the subgroups listed above. A brief summary of the aver-
ages presented is given in Chapter [[0l A complete listing of the averages and plots, including
updates since this document was prepared, are also available on the HFAG web site:

http://www.slac.stanford.edu/xorg/hfag

2 Methodology

The general averaging problem that HFAG faces is to combine information provided by dif-
ferent measurements of the same parameter to obtain our best estimate of the parameter’s
value and uncertainty. The methodology described here focuses on the problems of combining
measurements performed with different systematic assumptions and with potentially-correlated
systematic uncertainties. Our methodology relies on the close involvement of the people per-
forming the measurements in the averaging process.

Consider two hypothetical measurements of a parameter x, which might be summarized as

l':l'li(;l'l:tAl'Llﬂ:Al'Q,l...
x:inéinAxl’ziAxZQ... s

! The precise cut-off date for including results in the averages varies between subgroups.

7


http://www.slac.stanford.edu/xorg/hfag

where the dzj are statistical uncertainties, and the Ax;j are contributions to the systematic
uncertainty. One popular approach is to combine statistical and systematic uncertainties in
quadrature

r = T + (51’1 D Azl,l D Ax271 D.. )
r = T2 + (51’2 D AI’LQ D AZEQ’Q D.. )

and then perform a weighted average of x; and x5, using their combined uncertainties, as if
they were independent. This approach suffers from two potential problems that we attempt
to address. First, the values of the z; may have been obtained using different systematic
assumptions. For example, different values of the B° lifetime may have been assumed in
separate measurements of the oscillation frequency Amg. The second potential problem is
that some contributions of the systematic uncertainty may be correlated between experiments.
For example, separate measurements of Am, may both depend on an assumed Monte-Carlo
branching fraction used to model a common background.

The problems mentioned above are related since, ideally, any quantity y; that x, depends
on has a corresponding contribution Az;  to the systematic error which reflects the uncertainty
Ay; on y; itself. We assume that this is the case and use the values of y; and Ay; assumed
by each measurement explicitly in our averaging (we refer to these values as y;; and Ay,
below). Furthermore, since we do not lump all the systematics together, we require that each
measurement used in an average have a consistent definition of the various contributions to the
systematic uncertainty. Different analyses often use different decompositions of their systematic
uncertainties, so achieving consistent definitions for any potentially correlated contributions
requires close coordination between HFAG and the experiments. In some cases, a group of
systematic uncertainties must be combined to obtain a coarser description that is consistent
between measurements. Systematic uncertainties that are uncorrelated with any other sources
of uncertainty appearing in an average are lumped together with the statistical error, so that
the only systematic uncertainties treated explicitly are those that are correlated with at least
one other measurement via a consistently-defined external parameter y;. When asymmetric
statistical or systematic uncertainties are quoted, we symmetrize them since our combination
method implicitly assumes parabolic likelihoods for each measurement.

The fact that a measurement of x is sensitive to the value of y; indicates that, in principle,
the data used to measure x could equally-well be used for a simultaneous measurement of x and
y;, as illustrated by the large contour in Fig. [[{a) for a hypothetical measurement. However,
we often have an external constraint Ay; on the value of y; (represented by the horizontal band
in Fig. [[l(a)) that is more precise than the constraint o(y;) from our data alone. Ideally, in
such cases we would perform a simultaneous fit to x and y;, including the external constraint,
obtaining the filled (z,y) contour and corresponding dashed one-dimensional estimate of x
shown in Fig.[l(a). Throughout, we assume that the external constraint Ay; on y; is Gaussian.

In practice, the added technical complexity of a constrained fit with extra free parameters
is not justified by the small increase in sensitivity, as long as the external constraints Ay; are
sufficiently precise when compared with the sensitivities o(y;) to each y; of the data alone.
Instead, the usual procedure adopted by the experiments is to perform a baseline fit with all y;
fixed to nominal values y; o, obtaining x = xo+dx. This baseline fit neglects the uncertainty due
to Ay;, but this error can be mostly recovered by repeating the fit separately for each external
parameter y; with its value fixed at y; = y;0 + Ay; to obtain z = ;9 £ 7, as illustrated in
Fig. 0(b). The absolute shift, |Z;o — x¢|, in the central value of x is what the experiments

8



Figure 1: The left-hand plot (a) compares the 68% confidence-level contours of a hypothetical
measurement’s unconstrained (large ellipse) and constrained (filled ellipse) likelihoods, using
the Gaussian constraint on y; represented by the horizontal band. The solid error bars repre-
sent the statistical uncertainties o(z) and o(y;) of the unconstrained likelihood. The dashed
error bar shows the statistical error on x from a constrained simultaneous fit to x and y;.
The right-hand plot (b) illustrates the method described in the text of performing fits to =
with y; fixed at different values. The dashed diagonal line between these fit results has the
slope p(z,y;)o(y;)/o(z) in the limit of a parabolic unconstrained likelihood. The result of the
constrained simultaneous fit from (a) is shown as a dashed error bar on x.



usually quote as their systematic uncertainty Ax; on = due to the unknown value of y;. Our
procedure requires that we know not only the magnitude of this shift but also its sign. In the
limit that the unconstrained data is represented by a parabolic likelihood, the signed shift is
given by

A= plo ) 2% B, 0

where o(x) and p(x,y;) are the statistical uncertainty on x and the correlation between z and
y; in the unconstrained data. While our procedure is not equivalent to the constrained fit with
extra parameters, it yields (in the limit of a parabolic unconstrained likelihood) a central value
7o that agrees to O(Ay;/o(y;))? and an uncertainty dx & Ax; that agrees to O(Ay; /o (y;))?.

In order to combine two or more measurements that share systematics due to the same
external parameters y;, we would ideally perform a constrained simultaneous fit of all data
samples to obtain values of x and each y;, being careful to only apply the constraint on each y;
once. This is not practical since we generally do not have sufficient information to reconstruct
the unconstrained likelihoods corresponding to each measurement. Instead, we perform the
two-step approximate procedure described below.

Figs.2(a,b) illustrate two statistically-independent measurements, z1+(0x1BAx; 1) and zo+
(0x; ® Ax;2), of the same hypothetical quantity x (for simplicity, we only show the contribution
of a single correlated systematic due to an external parameter y;). As our knowledge of the
external parameters y; evolves, it is natural that the different measurements of x will assume
different nominal values and ranges for each y;. The first step of our procedure is to adjust the
values of each measurement to reflect the current best knowledge of the values y; and ranges
Ay. of the external parameters y;, as illustrated in Figs. B(c,b). We adjust the central values
xy and correlated systematic uncertainties Ax; x linearly for each measurement (indexed by k)
and each external parameter (indexed by i):

Ax; k
Ty, =z + E — (Yl — i 2
Ay
Axyy = Ay, - Ayir (3)

This procedure is exact in the limit that the unconstrained likelihoods of each measurement is
parabolic.

The second step of our procedure is to combine the adjusted measurements, x} £ (0x) @
Ax , © Ay, @ ...) using the chi-square

2
1 Az’ o\ 2
2 — 2 : / 2 : / ik Yi — Y;
o« o prm —~ o - Z - > : 9 4
Xcomb (SL’, Y1, Y2, ) - 5:1:2 [xk (I‘ + i (y yz) A yz/ ) + EZ ( A y; ) ( )

and then minimize this x? to obtain the best values of 2 and y; and their uncertainties, as
illustrated in Fig. Bl Although this method determines new values for the y;, we do not report
them since the Az, reported by each experiment are generally not intended for this purpose
(for example, they may represent a conservative upper limit rather than a true reflection of a
68% confidence level).

For comparison, the exact method we would perform if we had the unconstrained likelihoods
Li(z,y1,Ys,...) available for each measurement is to minimize the simultaneous constrained

10



Figure 2: The upper plots (a) and (b) show examples of two individual measurements to be
combined. The large ellipses represent their unconstrained likelihoods, and the filled ellipses
represent their constrained likelihoods. Horizontal bands indicate the different assumptions
about the value and uncertainty of y; used by each measurement. The error bars show the
results of the approximate method described in the text for obtaining x by performing fits
with y; fixed to different values. The lower plots (c) and (d) illustrate the adjustments to
accommodate updated and consistent knowledge of y; as described in the text. Open circles
mark the central values of the unadjusted fits to x with y fixed; these determine the dashed
line used to obtain the adjusted values.
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Yi

i

Figure 3: An illustration of the combination of two hypothetical measurements of z using the
method described in the text. The ellipses represent the unconstrained likelihoods of each
measurement, and the horizontal band represents the latest knowledge about y; that is used
to adjust the individual measurements. The filled small ellipse shows the result of the exact
method using Lo, and the hollow small ellipse and dot show the result of the approximate
method using X2 .
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likelihood
Ecomb('xvylu Ya, - - ) = H Ek(x7y17 Ya, - - ) H El(yl) ) (5)

k
with an independent Gaussian external constraint on each y;

Li(y) = exp [—% (ygy y)] | 6)

The results of this exact method are illustrated by the filled ellipses in Figs. Ba,b) and agree
with our method in the limit that each £y is parabolic and that each Ay} < o(y;). In the case
of a non-parabolic unconstrained likelihood, experiments would have to provide a description
of Ly itself to allow an improved combination. In the case of o(y;) ~ Ay, experiments are
advised to perform a simultaneous measurement of both z and y so that their data will improve
the world knowledge about y.

The algorithm described above is used as a default in the averages reported in the following
sections. For some cases, somewhat simplified or more complex algorithms are used and noted in
the corresponding sections. Some examples for extensions of the standard method for extracting
averages are given here. These include the case where measurement errors depend on the
measured value, i.e. are relative errors, unknown correlation coefficients and the breakdown of
€rror Sources.

For measurements with Gaussian errors, the usual estimator for the average of a set of
measurements is obtained by minimizing the following y?:

e =y W )

g;

i

where y; is the measured value for input ¢ and o? is the variance of the distribution from which y;
was drawn. The value ¢ of ¢ at minimum 2 is our estimator for the average. (This discussion is
given for independent measurements for the sake of simplicity; the generalization to correlated
measurements is straightforward, and has been used when averaging results.) The true o; are
unknown but typically the error as assigned by the experiment ;" is used as an estimator for
it. Caution is advised, however, in the case where o;* depends on the value measured for ;.
Examples of this include an uncertainty in any multiplicative factor (like an acceptance) that
enters the determination of y;, i.e. the v/N dependence of Poisson statistics, where y; oc N
and o; o« v/ N. Failing to account for this type of dependence when averaging leads to a biased
average. Biases in the average can be avoided (or at least reduced) by minimizing the following
X
N 2
=y Wtk 0

oi(t)

In the above o;(#) is the uncertainty assigned to input ¢ that includes the assumed dependence
of the stated error on the value measured. As an example, consider a pure acceptance error, for
which o;(t) = (t/y;) x o/* . It is easily verified that solving Eq. 8l leads to the correct behavior,

namely
>y (op)?

>0 y2/ (oF)?
13
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i.e. weighting by the inverse square of the fractional uncertainty, o/*/y;. It is sometimes
difficult to assess the dependence of o' on £ from the errors quoted by experiments.
Another issue that needs careful treatment is the question of correlation among different
measurements, e.g. due to using the same theory for calculating acceptances. A common
practice is to set the correlation coefficient to unity to indicate full correlation. However, this
is not a “conservative” thing to do, and can in fact lead to a significantly underestimated
uncertainty on the average. In the absence of better information, the most conservative choice
of correlation coefficient between two measurements ¢ and j is the one that maximizes the
uncertainty on ¢ due to that pair of measurements:
, (-

O o =
t(1,7 2 2 s
@) o; + 05 —2pijo;0;

(9)

namely
. g; Oy
’l”: .y T 9 10
py = min (2.2 (10)

2 2

which corresponds to setting o = min(o},07). Setting p;; = 1 when o; # 0; can lead to a

tg(i,j) K
significant underestimate of the uncertainty on ¢, as can be seen from Eq. [Q

Finally, we carefully consider the various sources of error contributing to the overall uncer-
tainty of an average. The overall covariance matrix is constructed from a number of individual
sources, €.g. V = Vgat + Veys + Vin. The variance on the average { can be written
ij

2 Zz] (V7 [Vstat + Viys + Ven] V)
? = )
(2, v")

Written in this form, one can readily determine the contribution of each source of uncertainty
to the overall uncertainty on the average. This breakdown of the uncertainties is used in the
following sections.

Following the prescription described above, the central values and errors are rescaled to a
common set of input parameters in the averaging procedures according to the dependency on
any of these input parameters. We try to use the most up-to-date values for these common
inputs and the same values among the HFAG subgroups. For the parameters whose averages
are produced by HFAG, we use the values in the current update cycle. For other external
parameters, we use the most recent PDG values available (usually Ref. [5]). The parameters
and values used are listed in each subgroup section.

= O-gmt + Ugys + U1t2h‘ (11)

14



3 b-hadron production fractions, lifetimes and mixing
parameters

Quantities such as b-hadron production fractions, b-hadron lifetimes, and neutral B-meson
oscillation frequencies have been studied in the nineties at LEP and SLC (eTe™ colliders at
Vs = my) as well as at the first version of the Tevatron (pp collider at /s = 1.8 TeV).
Since then precise measurements of the B and B+ mesons have also been performed at the
asymmetric B factories, KEKB and PEPII (e*e™ colliders at /s = my(4s)) while measurements
related to the other b-hadrons, in particular B?, B and A, have been performed at the
upgraded Tevatron (/s = 1.96 TeV) and are continuing at the LHC (pp collider at /s = 7 TeV).
In most cases, these basic quantities, although interesting by themselves, became necessary
ingredients for the more complicated and refined analyses at the asymmetric B factories, the
Tevatron and the LHC, in particular the time-dependent CP asymmetry measurements. It is
therefore important that the best experimental values of these quantities continue to be kept
up-to-date and improved.

In several cases, the averages presented in this chapter are needed and used as input for
the results given in the subsequent chapters. Within this chapter, some averages need the
knowledge of other averages in a circular way. This coupling, which appears through the b-
hadron fractions whenever inclusive or semi-exclusive measurements have to be considered, has
reduced drastically in the past several years with increasingly precise exclusive measurements
becoming available and dominating practically all averages.

In addition to b-hadron fractions, lifetimes and mixing parameters, this chapter also deals
with the CP-violating phase ¢ ~ —23,, which is the phase difference between the B? mixing
amplitude and the b — c¢¢s decay amplitude. The angle 3, which is the equivalent of 3, for the
BY system, is discussed in Chapter @l

3.1 b-hadron production fractions

We consider here the relative fractions of the different b-hadron species found in an unbiased
sample of weakly-decaying b hadrons produced under some specific conditions. The knowledge
of these fractions is useful to characterize the signal composition in inclusive b-hadron analyses,
to predict the background composition in exclusive analyses, or to convert (relative) observe
rates into (relative) branching fraction measurements. Many B-physics analyses need these
fractions as input. We distinguish here the following three conditions: 1°(45) decays, 1 (5S)
decays, and high-energy collisions (including Z° decays).

3.1.1 b-hadron production fractions in 7'(4S) decays

Only pairs of the two lightest (charged and neutral) B mesons can be produced in 7°(4.5) decays,
and it is enough to determine the following branching fractions:

ffm = (T(4S)_>B+B_)/Ftot( (45)), (12)
f%° = 1(r@4s)— BB )/rtot( (49)). (13)

In practice, most analyses measure their ratio

R/ — £+ /9% _ (Y (4S) — BTB~)/T(Y(4S) — B°B"), (14)
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Table 1: Published measurements of the B*/B® production ratio in 7°(4S5) decays, together
with their average (see text). Systematic uncertainties due to the imperfect knowledge of
7(B*)/7(B°) are included. The latest BABAR result [6] supersedes the earlier BABAR measure-
ments [7,8].

Experiment Ref. Decay modes  Published value of Assumed value
and year or method ~ RT=/%0 = f+=/f00 of 7(B*)/7(B°)
CLEO, 2001  [9] Jhy K™ 1.04 +0.07 £ 0.04 1.066 + 0.024
BABAR, 2002 [7] (ce) K™ 1.10 4+ 0.06 £ 0.05 1.062 £ 0.029
CLEO, 2002 [10] D*lv 1.058 +-0.084 £ 0.136  1.074 & 0.028
Belle, 2003 [1I] dilepton events 1.01 4 0.03 £ 0.09 1.083 £0.017
BABAR, 2004 [8] JW K 1.006 4 0.036 + 0.031  1.083 & 0.017
BABAR, 2005  [6] (ce) K™ 1.06 4 0.02 +0.03 1.086 +0.017
Average 1.056 £ 0.028 (tot) 1.079 £ 0.007

which is easier to access experimentally. Since an inclusive (but separate) reconstruction of
B* and B is difficult, specific exclusive decay modes, Bt — 2zt and B° — 2, are usually
considered to perform a measurement of RT/% whenever they can be related by isospin
symmetry (for example BT — J/p KT and B® — J/ip K°). Under the assumption that I'(BT —
27) =T(BY — 1Y), i.e. that isospin invariance holds in these B decays, the ratio of the number
of reconstructed B* — 2 and B® — 2° mesons is proportional to

FrOB(BT > at)  fT(BT o at)7(BY)  ft 7(BY)
FOB(BY = 2%  fOT(B0— 20)7(B%  f% 7(BY)’

(15)

where 7(B™T) and 7(B°) are the BT and B lifetimes respectively. Hence the primary quantity
measured in these analyses is Rt~/ 7(B*)/7(B°), and the extraction of R*~/% with this
method therefore requires the knowledge of the 7(B™)/7(B") lifetime ratio.

The published measurements of Rt~/% are listed in Table [ together with the corresponding
assumed values of 7(B1)/7(B°). All measurements are based on the above-mentioned method,
except the one from Belle, which is a by-product of the B° mixing frequency analysis using
dilepton events (but note that it also assumes isospin invariance, namely I'(BT — (tX) =
['(B° — (7X)). The latter is therefore treated in a slightly different manner in the following
procedure used to combine these measurements:

e cach published value of Rt=/% from CLEO and BABAR is first converted back to the
original measurement of R*~/% 7(B*)/7(B’), using the value of the lifetime ratio assumed
in the corresponding analysis;

e a simple weighted average of these original measurements of R*~/% 7(B¥)/7(B°) from
CLEO and BABAR (which do not depend on the assumed value of the lifetime ratio) is
then computed, assuming no statistical or systematic correlations between them;

e the weighted average of R*~/% 7(B*)/7(B°) is converted into a value of Rt~/ using
the latest average of the lifetime ratios, 7(BT)/7(B°%) = 1.079 & 0.007 (see Sec. B.2.3);
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e the Belle measurement of R*~/% is adjusted to the current values of 7(B°) = 1.519 +
0.007 ps and 7(BT)/7(B°) = 1.079 & 0.007 (see Sec. B.2.3)), using the quoted systematic
uncertainties due to these parameters;

e the combined value of RT=/% from CLEO and BABAR is averaged with the adjusted value
of R~/ from Belle, assuming a 100% correlation of the systematic uncertainty due to
the limited knowledge on 7(B™)/7(B°); no other correlation is considered.

The resulting global average,

4
R0 L 0564 0.028, (16)
£00
is consistent with an equal production of charged and neutral B mesons, although only at the
2.0 0 level.

On the other hand, the BABAR collaboration has performed a direct measurement of the f%
fraction using an original method, which does not rely on isospin symmetry nor requires the
knowledge of 7(B™)/7(B°). Its analysis, based on a comparison between the number of events
where a single B® — D*~¢*v decay could be reconstructed and the number of events where
two such decays could be reconstructed, yields [12]

% =0.487 4 0.010 (stat) 4= 0.008 (syst) . (17)

The two results of Eqgs. (I6) and (I7)) are of very different natures and completely indepen-
dent of each other. Their product is equal to f™= = 0.514 & 0.019, while another combination
of them gives £+~ + f% = 1.001 4 0.030, compatible with unity. Assuming® f+=+ f% = 1, also
consistent with CLEQ’s observation that the fraction of 7°(4S) decays to BB pairs is larger
than 0.96 at 95% CL [14], the results of Eqgs. (I8) and (I7) can be averaged (first converting
Eq. (I[0) into a value of f% = 1/(R*=/% 4+ 1)) to yield the following more precise estimates:

S
% =0487+0.006, fT=1—f"=0.513+0.006, T = 1.055 4+ 0.025 . (18)

The latter ratio differs from one by 2.2 .

3.1.2 b-hadron production fractions in '(5S) decays

Hadronic events produced in ete™ collisions at the 7°(55) energy can be classified into three
categories: light-quark (u, d, s, ¢) continuum events, bb continuum events, and 1°(55) events.
The latter two cannot be distinguished and will be called bb events in the following. These bb
events, which also include bby events because of possible initial-state radiation, can hadronize
in different final states. We define fg g’s) as the fraction of bb events with a pair of non-strange
bottom mesons (BB, BE*, B*B, B*E*, BB, BE*W, B*Br, B*E*ﬂ', and BBrr final states,

L O

where B denotes a B® or B* meson and B denotes a B- or B~ meson) as the fraction

2A few non-BB decay modes of the 7(45) (Y(18)rt7~, TY(28)xt7~, T(15)n) have been observed with
branching fractions of the order of 10~* [13], corresponding to a partial width several times larger than that in
the eTe~ channel. However, this can still be neglected and the assumption f*~ + f°° = 1 remains valid in the
present context of the determination of f*~ and f%.
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Table 2: Published measurements of fsT (55) " All values have been obtained assuming f;(‘:’s) =0.

They are quoted as in the original publications, except for the most recent measurement which
is quoted as 1 — fz EISS), with fg’ ;55) from Ref. [I5]. The last line gives our average of fsT (55)

assuming f;(ss) = 0.

Experiment, year, dataset Decay mode or method Value of fg (5)

CLEO, 2006, 0.42fb~" [16] 7 (5S5) — D, X 0.168 4 0.026 70557
T(55) = ¢X 0.246 & 0.02910 59
T(5S) - BBX 0.411 4+ 0.100 £ 0.092
CLEO average of above 3 0.2170:09

Belle, 2006, 1.86fb~ ' [17] 7(55) — D, X 0.179 +0.014 4+ 0.041
T(5S) — DX 0.181 +0.036 £+ 0.075
Belle average of above 2 0.180 +0.013 £ 0.032

Belle, 2010, 23.6fb ' [I5] Y (5S) — BBX 0.263 + 0.032 4+ 0.051

Average of all above after adjustments to inputs of Table [3] 0.215 4 0.032

Table 3: External inputs on which the fg (55) averages are based.

Branching fraction Value Explanation and reference

B(B — D;X)x B(Ds — ¢m) 0.00374 +0.00014 derived from [18]

B(BY — D.X) 0.92£0.11 model-dependent estimate [19]
B(D, — ¢r) 0.045£0.004  [I8]

B(B — D°X) x B(D® — Kr) 0.0243£0.0011  derived from [Ig]

B(BY — D°X) 0.08 +0.07 model-dependent estimate [17],19]
B(D — Kr) 0.0387 £ 0.0005  [I8]

B(B — ¢X) 0.0343 £0.0012  world average [16,/18]

B(BY — ¢X) 0.161 £ 0.024 model-dependent estimate [16]

of b events with a pair of strange bottom mesons (BB., B'B.", B*B., and B*B." final
states), and f;(SS) as the fraction of bb events without bottom meson in the final state. Note

that the excited bottom-meson states decay via B* — By and B%* — B%y. These fractions

satisfy
Fad 4 fTO9 4 109 =1 (19)

The CLEO and Belle collaborations have published in 2006 measurements of several inclu-
sive 1'(55) branching fractions, B(7'(55) — D,X), B(Y'(5S) — ¢X) and B(Y'(5S) — D°X),
from which they extracted the model-dependent estimates of fST (55) reported in Table 2 This
extraction was performed under the implicit assumption f;(“) = 0, using the relation

1
SBT(5S) = D.X) = {709 x B(B! = D,X) + (1 _pYes) f;(53)> % B(B — D,X), (20)
and similar relations for B(7'(5S) — DX) and B(Y'(55) — ¢X). We list also in Table 2 the
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values of f7®% derived from measurements of fﬂfs ) = B(r(5S8) — BBX) [I5[16], as well as

7(55) , all obtained under the assumption f;(‘r’s) =0.

7(59)

our average value of f;

However, the assumption f = 0 is no longer valid since the observation of 7°(5S)
decays to T(18)n*n~, T(2S)7r+7r , Y(3S)mtn™ and Y (1S)K K~ [20], and more recently to
hy(1P)nt7~ and hy(2P)n"n~ [2I]. The sum of these measured branching fractions, adding
also the contributions of the 7'(15)x%7°, 7(25)7°7°, T (35)7°7°, Y(1S)K°K", hy(1P)x°x° and
hy(2P)7m97° final states assuming isospin conservation, amounts to

B(Y(5S) — (bb)hh) = 0.042£0.006, for (bb) = 1(15,2S,35), hy(1P,2P) and hh = nr, KK ,

which is to be considered as a lower bound for f;(ss). Following the method described in
Ref. [22], we perform a y? fit of the original measurements of the 7°(5S) branching fractions of
Refs. [15H17], using the inputs of Table B the relations of Eqs. (I9) and (20) and the one-sided
Gaussian constraint f;(‘r’s) > B(T(55) — (bb)hh), to simultaneously extract fg S’S), F89 and

fT(5S Taking all known correlations into account, the best fit values are

FE = om0, -

fT(5S = 0.199 £ 0.030, (22)

£ = 0.04275508 »
0.006

where the strongly asymmetric uncertainty on f;(‘r’s) is due to the one-sided constraint from

the observed (bb)hh decays. These results, together with their correlation, imply
FTO9 fug® = 02625583, (24)

in fair agreement with the results of a BABAR analysis [23] performed as a function of centre-

of-mass energ
The production of B? mesons at the 7(55) is observed to be dominated by the BS*F(S)* chan-
nel, with o(ete~ — B¥B.)/o(ete — Bg(*)ES(*)) = (87.0+1.7)% [24.125]. The proportion of

the various production channels for non-strange B mesons have also been measured [15].

3.1.3 b-hadron production fractions at high energy

At high energy, all species of weakly-decaying b hadrons may be produced, either directly or in
strong and electromagnetic decays of excited b hadrons. It is often assumed that the fractions
of these different species are the same in unbiased samples of high-pr b jets originating from Z°
decays, from pp collisions at the Tevatron, or from pp collisions at the LHC. This hypothesis
is plausible under the condition that the square of the momentum transfer to the produced b
quarks, Q?, is large compared with the square of the hadronization energy scale, Q* > AQCD
On the other hand, there is no strong argument to claim that the fractions at different machines
should be strictly equal, so this assumption should be checked experimentally. Although the
available data is not sufficient at this time to perform a definitive check, it is expected that
more refined analyses of the Tevatron Run II data and new analyses from LHC experiments may

3 This has not been included in the average, since no numerical value is given for fi (55) / fg 515S) in Ref. [23].
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improve this situation and allow one to confirm or disprove this assumption with reasonable
confidence. Meanwhile, the attitude adopted here is that these fractions are assumed to be
equal at all high-energy colliders until demonstrated otherwise by experiment. However, both
CDF and LHCD report a pp dependence for A, production relative to B* and B°; the number
of Ay baryons observed at low pr is enhanced with respect to that seen at LEP at higher
pr. Therefore we present three sets of complete averages: one set including only measurements
performed at LEP, a second set including only measurements performed at the Tevatron, a third
set including measurements performed at LEP, Tevatron and LHCb. The LHCb production
fractions results, by themselves, are still incomplete, lacking measurements on the production
of other weakly decaying heavy flavour baryons, =, and (2,, and a measurement of Y giving an
extra constraint between f; and f.

Contrary to what happens in the charm sector where the fractions of Dt and D are
different, the relative amount of B* and B is not affected by the electromagnetic decays of
excited BT and B°" states and strong decays of excited BT and B°™ states. Decays of the
type B — B®K also contribute to the B+ and B rates, but with the same magnitude if
mass effects can be neglected. We therefore assume equal production of B* and B°. We also
neglect the production of weakly-decaying states made of several heavy quarks (like Bf and
other heavy baryons) which is known to be very small. Hence, for the purpose of determining
the b-hadron fractions, we use the constraints

fu:fd and fu+fd+fs+fbaryon:1a (25)

where [y, fa, fs and foaryon are the unbiased fractions of BT, B, B? and b baryons, respectively.

The LEP experiments have measured f, x B(B? — D7 (T, X) [26], B(b — A)) x B(A) —
A7, X) [2728] and B(b — =) x B(Z, — =7 (717,X) [29,30]H from partially reconstructed
final states including a lepton, fuaryon from protons identified in b events [32], and the production
rate of charged b hadrons [33]. Ratios of b-hadron fractions have been measured at CDF using
lepton+charm final states [34736]@] and double semileptonic decays with K*upu and ¢pup final
states [37]. Measurements of the production of other heavy flavour baryons at the Tevatron are
included in the determination of fiaryon [3840]@ using the constraint

fbaryon = fAb_‘_fEl?_‘_fE;_‘_fQ;

for for
- <1+2 = fjb>, (26)

where isospin invariance is assumed in the production of =0 and Z . Other b-baryons are
expected to decay strongly or electromagnetically to those baryons listed. For the production
measurements, both CDF and DO reconstruct their b-baryons exclusively to final states which
include a J/i and a hyperon (A, — J/p A, =, — Jap =~ and 2,7 — Jp 27). We assume that
the partial decay width of a b-baryon to a J/i and the corresponding hyperon is equal to the
partial width of any other b-baryon to a J/ib and the corresponding hyperon. LHCb has also

4The DELPHI result of Ref. [30] is considered to supersede an older one [31].

°CDF updated their measurement of fa,/fs [34] to account for a measured pr dependence between exclu-
sively reconstructed A, and B° [36].

5DO0 reports fQ;/fE;. We use the CDF+DO0 average of f-— / fa, to obtain fQ;/fAb and then combine with
the CDF result.
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Table 4: Comparison of average production fraction ratios from CDF and LHCb. The kinematic
regime of the lepton+charm system reconstructed in each experiment is also shown.

Quantity CDF LHCb
fs/(fu+ fa) 0.140 £ 0.022 0.132+0.010
Jay/(fu+ fa) 0.290 £ 0.109 0.305 £ 0.022
Average lepton+charm pr  ~ 13 GeV/e  ~ 7 GeV/c
Pseudo-rapidity range -l<n<l1 2<n<d

measured ratios of b-hadron fractions, f,/(f, + fa) and fa,/(fu + fa), in lepton+charm final
states [41] and f,/ fq in fully reconstructed hadronic final states using theoretical values for the
branching fractions of two-body B? and B° decays [42].

Both CDF and LHCb observe a pr dependence in the relative fractions fa, /fs [36,41]@. No
pr dependence is yet observed for f,/(f.,+ fi). CDF chose to correct an older result to account
for the pr dependence whereas LHCb chose to report a linear dependence of fy, /(fu+ fa), which
yields unphysical results for pr > 32 GeV/c. In a second result, CDF binned their data in pt of
the electron-+charm system. Figure [l shows the ratio Ra, = fa,/(fu+ fa) as a function of this
pr, as measured by both CDF and LHCb. Two fits are performed. The first fit using the LHCb
parameterization yields R,, = (0.386 £0.21) [1 — (0.0270 = 0.0056) x pr]. A second fit using a
simple exponential yields R, = exp {(—0.928 £0.066) — (0.0344 = 0.0086) x pr}. A common
systematic uncertainty of 26% on the scale of both results arises from the AT — pK~ 7™
branching fraction. The quality of the two fits are similar, but the second parameterization
gives a physical result for all pr. A value of R,, is also calculated for LEP and placed at
the approximate pr for the lepton+4charm system, but this value does not participate in any
fit. Note that the pr dependence of R,, combined with the constraint in Eq. (25) implies a
compensating pr dependence in one or more of the production fractions, f,, fq4, or f.

In order to combine or compare LHCb results with other experiments, the pr-dependent
fa,/(fu + fa) is weighted by the pr spectrumﬁ. Table Ml compares the pr-weighted LHCb
data with comparable averages from the CDF. The average CDF and LHCb data are in good
agreement despite the b hadrons being produced in different kinematic regimes.

All these published results have been combined following the procedure and assumptions
described in Ref. [3], to yield f, = fqu = 0.400 £ 0.008, f, = 0.103 £ 0.007 and foaryon =
0.097 £ 0.016 under the constraints of Eq. (25). Repeating the combinations, for LEP and the
Tevatron, we obtain f, = fq = 0.407£0.009, f, = 0.08740.014 and fraryon = 0.0994+0.016 when
using the LEP data only, f, = f4 = 0.322 £0.032, f; = 0.094 £ 0.016 fparyon = 0.262 £ 0.073
when using the Tevatron data only. As noted previously, the LHCb data are insufficient to
determine a complete set of b-hadron production fractions. The world averages (LEP, Tevatron
and LHCD) for the various fractions are presented here for comparison with previous averages.

"CDF compares the py distribution of fully reconstructed A, — AX7~ with BO — Dtx~ which compares
fa,/fa up to a scale factor. LHCb compares the pr in the lepton+charm system between A, and B® and B+
comparing R, = fa,/(fu + fa) = fa,/2fa.

8In practice the LHCb data are given in 14 bins in pt and 7 with a full covariance matrix [41]. The weighted
average is calculated as DT C~'M /o, where 0 = DTC~'D, M is a vector of measurements, C~! is the inverse
covariance matrix and D7 is the transpose of the design matrix (vector of 1’s)
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Figure 4: Ratio of production fractions fa,/(f. + fa) as a function of pr of the lepton+charm
system for CDF [36] and LHCb [41] data. A scale uncertainty due to the common systematic
uncertainty from the A7 — pK 7" branching fraction is omitted. The curves represent fits
to the data: a linear fit using the LHCb parameterization (dashed), and an exponential fit
described in the text (dotted). The computed LEP ratio is included at an approximate pr in
7 decays, but does not participate in any fit.

Significant differences exist between the LEP and Tevatron fractions, therefore use of the world
averages should be taken with some care. For these combinations other external inputs are
used, e.g. the branching ratios of B mesons to final states with a D, D* or D** in semileptonic
decays, which are needed to evaluate the fraction of semileptonic B? decays with a D in the
final state.

Time-integrated mixing analyses performed with lepton pairs from bb events produced at
high-energy colliders measure the quantity

Y:fc/lxd_'_féxsv (27>

where f; and f! are the fractions of B® and B? hadrons in a sample of semileptonic b-hadron
decays, and where x4 and y, are the B® and BY time-integrated mixing probabilities. Assuming
that all b hadrons have the same semileptonic decay width implies f! = f;R;, where R; = 7;/7,
is the ratio of the lifetime 7; of species ¢ to the average b-hadron lifetime 7, = ZZ fim;. Hence
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Table 5: Time-integrated mixing probability X (defined in Eq. ([21)), and fractions of the
different b-hadron species in an unbiased sample of weakly-decaying b hadrons, obtained from
both direct and mixing measurements. The correlation coefficients between the fractions are
also given. The last column includes measurements performed at LEP, Tevatron and LHCb.

Quantity Z decays Tevatron ~ LHCb [41] all
Mixing probability ¥ 0.1259 +0.0042 0.127 # 0.008 0.1260 + 0.0037
Bt or B° fraction  f, = f;  0.403+0.009  0.330 £ 0.030 0.401 4 0.007
B fraction fs 0.10340.009  0.103 4 0.012 0.107 4 0.005
b-baryon fraction  fuayon ~ 0.090 +£0.015  0.236 + 0.067 0.091 £ 0.015
B/ B ratio fs/ fa 0.256 +0.025  0.311+0.037 0.267739%  0.266 & 0.015
p(fs, fu) = p(fs, fa) —0.521 +0.379 —0.224
P(foaryons fu) = p(foaryons fa) —0.871 —0.986 —0.935

P fraryon; fs) +0.036 —0.530 —0.136

measurements of the mixing probabilities ¥, x4 and ys can be used to improve our knowledge
of fu, fa, fs and frayon- In practice, the above relations yield another determination of f;
obtained from fparyon and mixing information,

f = i (1 + T)Y - (1 - fbaryoanaryon)Xd
’ Ry (1 + T)Xs — Xd

: (28)

where r = R, /Rq = 7(B") /7(B°).

The published measurements of ¥ performed by the LEP experiments have been combined
by the LEP Electroweak Working Group to yield ¥ = 0.1259 + 0.0042 [43]. This can be
compared with the Tevatron average, ¥ = 0.127 4 0.008, obtained from DO [44] and CDF [45]
measurements with Run II datall The two averages agree, showing no evidence that the
production fractions of B® and B? mesons at the Z peak or at the Tevatron are different. We

combine these two results in a simple weighted average, assuming no correlations, and obtain
X = 0.1260 + 0.0037.

Introducing the ¥ average in Eq. (28)), together with our world average y, = 0.1862+0.0023
(see Eq. (B7) of Sec. B:3.1]), the assumption x, = 1/2 (justified by Eq. (66]) in Sec. B.3.2), the
best knowledge of the lifetimes (see Sec. B.2]) and the estimate of fyaryon given above, yields
fs =0.115+0.011 (or f; = 0.115+0.012 using only LEP data, or f; = 0.117£0.020 using only
Tevatron data), an estimate dominated by the mixing information. Taking into account all
known correlations (including the one introduced by fuaryon), this result is then combined with
the set of fractions obtained from direct measurements (given above), to yield the improved
estimates of Table [3 still under the constraints of Eq. (25). As can be seen, our knowledge on
the mixing parameters substantially reduces the uncertainty on fs. It should be noted that the
results are correlated, as indicated in Table

9 As explained in Ref. [45], a previous CDF analysis [46] performed with Run I data overlooked a background
component, so the corresponding result is not included in the average.
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3.2 b-hadron lifetimes

In the spectator model the decay of b-flavoured hadrons H, is governed entirely by the flavour
changing b — Wq transition (¢ = ¢, u). For this very reason, lifetimes of all b-flavoured hadrons
are the same in the spectator approximation regardless of the (spectator) quark content of the
Hy,. In the early 1990’s experiments became sophisticated enough to start seeing the differences
of the lifetimes among various H, species. The first theoretical calculations of the spectator
quark effects on H, lifetime emerged only few years earlier.

Currently, most of such calculations are performed in the framework of the Heavy Quark
Expansion, HQE. In the HQE, under certain assumptions (most important of which is that of
quark-hadron duality), the decay rate of an H, to an inclusive final state f is expressed as the
sum of a series of expectation values of operators of increasing dimension, multiplied by the
correspondingly higher powers of Aqcp/my:

A n
P = [CKMP Y el (S22 ) (10, Hy), (29)

where |C K M|? is the relevant combination of the CKM matrix elements. Coefficients D of
this expansion, known as Operator Product Expansion [47], can be calculated perturbatively.
Hence, the HQE predicts 'y, ¢ in the form of an expansion in both Aqep/my and oz (my). The
precision of current experiments makes it mandatory to go to the next-to-leading order in QCD,
i.e. to include correction of the order of as(m;) to the ¢’s. All non-perturbative physics is
shifted into the expectation values (H,|O,|H,) of operators O,,. These can be calculated using
lattice QCD or QCD sum rules, or can be related to other observables via the HQE [4§]. One
may reasonably expect that powers of Aqgcep/my, provide enough suppression that only the first
few terms of the sum in Eq. (29) matter.

Theoretical predictions are usually made for the ratios of the lifetimes (with 7(B°) chosen
as the common denominator) rather than for the individual lifetimes, for this allows several
uncertainties to cancel. The precision of the current HQE calculations (see Refs. [49-H51] for the
latest updates) is in some instances already surpassed by the measurements, e.g. in the case
of 7(BT)/7(B"). Also, HQE calculations are not assumption-free. More accurate predictions
are a matter of progress in the evaluation of the non-perturbative hadronic matrix elements
and verifying the assumptions that the calculations are based upon. However, the HQE, even
in its present shape, draws a number of important conclusions, which are in agreement with
experimental observations:

e The heavier the mass of the heavy quark the smaller is the variation in the lifetimes among
different hadrons containing this quark, which is to say that as m;, — oo we retrieve the
spectator picture in which the lifetimes of all H,’s are the same. This is well illustrated by
the fact that lifetimes are rather similar in the b sector, while they differ by large factors
in the ¢ sector (m. < my).

e The non-perturbative corrections arise only at the order of A3cp/mj, which translates
into differences among H, lifetimes of only a few percent.

e It is only the difference between meson and baryon lifetimes that appears at the A3y, /mj
level. The splitting of the meson lifetimes occurs at the Agqp/mj level, yet it is enhanced
by a phase space factor 1672 with respect to the leading free b decay.

24



To ensure that certain sources of systematic uncertainty cancel, lifetime analyses are some-
times designed to measure a ratio of lifetimes. However, because of the differences in decay
topologies, abundance (or lack thereof) of decays of a certain kind, etc., measurements of the in-
dividual lifetimes are more common. In the following section we review the most common types
of the lifetime measurements. This discussion is followed by the presentation of the averaging
of the various lifetime measurements, each with a brief description of its particularities.

3.2.1 Lifetime measurements, uncertainties and correlations

In most cases lifetime of an H, is estimated from a flight distance and a 8~ factor which is used
to convert the geometrical distance into the proper decay time. Methods of accessing lifetime
information can roughly be divided in the following five categories:

1. Inclusive (flavour-blind) measurements. These measurements are aimed at extract-
ing the lifetime from a mixture of b-hadron decays, without distinguishing the decaying
species. Often the knowledge of the mixture composition is limited, which makes these
measurements experiment-specific. Also, these measurements have to rely on Monte Carlo
for estimating the fv factor, because the decaying hadrons are not fully reconstructed.
On the bright side, these usually are the largest statistics b-hadron lifetime measurements
that are accessible to a given experiment, and can, therefore, serve as an important per-
formance benchmark.

2. Measurements in semileptonic decays of a specific H,. W from b — We pro-
duces fv; pair (¢ = e, 1) in about 21% of the cases. Electron or muon from such decays is
usually a well-detected signature, which provides for clean and efficient trigger. ¢ quark
from b — We transition and the other quark(s) making up the decaying Hj, combine into
a charm hadron, which is reconstructed in one or more exclusive decay channels. Know-
ing what this charmed hadron is allows one to separate, at least statistically, different H,
species. The advantage of these measurements is in statistics, which usually is superior
to that of the exclusively reconstructed H, decays. Some of the main disadvantages are
related to the difficulty of estimating lepton+charm sample composition and Monte Carlo
reliance for the fv factor estimate.

3. Measurements in exclusively reconstructed hadronic decays. These have the ad-
vantage of complete reconstruction of decaying Hj, which allows one to infer the decaying
species as well as to perform precise measurement of the g+ factor. Both lead to gener-
ally smaller systematic uncertainties than in the above two categories. The downsides are
smaller branching ratios, larger combinatoric backgrounds, especially in H, — H.m(77)
and multi-body H, decays, or in a hadron collider environment with non-trivial underly-
ing event. H, — J/ip Hy are relatively clean and easy to trigger on J/ip — ¢T¢~, but their
branching fraction is only about 1%.

4. Measurements at asymmetric B factories.

In the 7(4S) — BB decay, the B mesons (B* or B°) are essentially at rest in the 7'(45)
frame. This makes direct lifetime measurements impossible in experiments at symmetric
colliders producing 7°(4S) at rest. At asymmetric B factories the 7°(4S) meson is boosted

resulting in B and B moving nearly parallel to each other with the same boost. The
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lifetime is inferred from the distance Az separating the B and B decay vertices along the
beam axis and from the 7°(4S) boost known from the beam energies. This boost is equal
to Sy =~ 0.55 (0.43) in the BABAR (Belle) experiment, resulting in an average B decay
length of approximately 250 (190) pm.

In order to determine the charge of the B mesons in each event, one of the them is fully
reconstructed in a semileptonic or hadronic decay mode. The other B is typically not
fully reconstructed, only the position of its decay vertex is determined from the remaining
tracks in the event. These measurements benefit from large statistics, but suffer from poor
proper time resolution, comparable to the B lifetime itself. This resolution is dominated
by the uncertainty on the decay vertices, which is typically 50 (100) pm for a fully
(partially) reconstructed B meson. With very large future statistics, the resolution and
purity could be improved (and hence the systematics reduced) by fully reconstructing
both B mesons in the event.

5. Direct measurement of lifetime ratios. This method has so far been only applied
in the measurement of 7(B*1)/7(B%). The ratio of the lifetimes is extracted from the
dependence of the observed relative number of BT and B° candidates (both reconstructed
in semileptonic decays) on the proper decay time.

In some of the latest analyses, measurements of two (e.g. 7(B™) and 7(B™)/7(B")) or three
(e.g. 7(BT), 7(B*)/7(B%), and Amy) quantities are combined. This introduces correlations
among measurements. Another source of correlations among the measurements are the sys-
tematic effects, which could be common to an experiment or to an analysis technique across
the experiments. When calculating the averages, such correlations are taken into account per
general procedure, described in Ref. [52].

3.2.2 Inclusive b-hadron lifetimes

The inclusive b hadron lifetime is defined as 7, = ). f;7; where 7; are the individual species
lifetimes and f; are the fractions of the various species present in an unbiased sample of weakly-
decaying b hadrons produced at a high-energy collider["] This quantity is certainly less fun-
damental than the lifetimes of the individual species, the latter being much more useful in
comparisons of the measurements with the theoretical predictions. Nonetheless, we perform
the averaging of the inclusive lifetime measurements for completeness as well as for the reason
that they might be of interest as “technical numbers.”

In practice, an unbiased measurement of the inclusive lifetime is difficult to achieve, because
it would imply an efficiency which is guaranteed to be the same across species. So most of the
measurements are biased. In an attempt to group analyses which are expected to select the
same mixture of b hadrons, the available results (given in Table[f]) are divided into the following
three sets:

1. measurements at LEP and SLD that accept any b-hadron decay, based on topological
reconstruction (secondary vertex or track impact parameters);

2. measurements at LEP based on the identification of a lepton from a b decay; and

10T principle such a quantity could be slightly different in Z decays and at the Tevatron, in case the fractions
of b-hadron species are not exactly the same; see the discussion in Sec. B.1.3l
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Table 6: Measurements of average b-hadron lifetimes.

Experiment Method Data set Ty (PS) Ref.
ALEPH Dipole 91 1.511+£0.022 £ 0.078  [53]
DELPHI All track i.p. (2D)  91-92  1.542+0.021 +£0.045 [54]“
DELPHI Sec. vtx 91-93  1.582+0.011 4+ 0.027 [55]“
DELPHI Sec. vtx 94-95  1.570 £ 0.005 £ 0.008 [56]
L3 Sec. vtx +ip.  91-94  1.556+0.010+0.017 [57]°
OPAL Sec. vtx 91-94  1.611£0.010+0.027 [58]
SLD Sec. vtx 93 1.564 + 0.030 £ 0.036  [59]
Average set 1 (b vertex) 1.572 £ 0.009

ALEPH Lepton i.p. (3D) 9193 1.533 £ 0.013 £ 0.022 [60]
L3 Lepton i.p. (2D)  91-94  1.544 £ 0.016 £ 0.021 [57]°
OPAL Lepton i.p. (2D)  90-91  1.523+0.034+0.038 [61]
Average set 2 (b — () 1.537 £ 0.020

CDF1 Jhb vtx 92-95 1.533 £0.0150 05 [62]
ATLAS Jh) vix 2010 1.489 +0.016 £+ 0.043  [63]
Average set 3 (b — J/) 1.516 £ 0.028

Average of all above 1.566 £ 0.009

% The combined DELPHI result quoted in [55] is 1.575 + 0.010 & 0.026 ps.
® The combined L3 result quoted in [57] is 1.549 & 0.009 & 0.015 ps.

3. measurements at the Tevatron based on inclusive H, — J/i) X reconstruction, where the
J/i is fully reconstructed.

The measurements of the first set are generally considered as estimates of 7,, although the
efficiency to reconstruct a secondary vertex most probably depends, in an analysis-specific way,
on the number of tracks coming from the vertex, thereby depending on the type of the H,.
Even though these efficiency variations can in principle be accounted for using Monte Carlo
simulations (which inevitably contain assumptions on branching fractions), the H, mixture in
that case can remain somewhat ill-defined and could be slightly different among analyses in
this set.

On the contrary, the mixtures corresponding to the other two sets of measurements are
better defined in the limit where the reconstruction and selection efficiency of a lepton or a J/i)
from an H, does not depend on the decaying hadron type. These mixtures are given by the
production fractions and the inclusive branching fractions for each H, species to give a lepton
or a J/i. In particular, under the assumption that all b hadrons have the same semileptonic
decay width, the analyses of the second set should measure 7(b — €) = (>, fit?)/ (>, fimi)
which is necessarily larger than 7, if lifetime differences exist. Given the present knowledge on
7; and f;, 7(b — £) — 7, is expected to be of the order of 0.01 ps.

Measurements by SLC and LEP experiments are subject to a number of common systematic
uncertainties, such as those due to (lack of knowledge of) b and ¢ fragmentation, b and ¢ decay
models, B(B — (), B(B — ¢ — (), B(c = {), 7., and H,, decay multiplicity. In the averaging,
these systematic uncertainties are assumed to be 100% correlated. The averages for the sets
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Table 7: Measurements of the BY lifetime.

Experiment Method Data set 7(B°%) (ps) Ref.
ALEPH D™y 91-95  1.518 +-0.053 = 0.034 [64]
ALEPH Exclusive 91-94 1.257015 £0.05 [65]
ALEPH Partial rec. 77~ 91-94 1.49701 74008 [65]
DELPHI D™y 91-93 1.617515 £ 0.08 [66]
DELPHI Charge sec. vtx 91-93 1.634+0.14+0.13  [67]
DELPHI Inclusive D*/ 91-93  1.53240.041 +0.040 [6S]
DELPHI Charge sec. vtx 94-95  1.531 £0.021 £0.031 [50]
L3 Charge sec. vtx 94-95 1.524+0.06 £0.04  [69)]
OPAL D™y 91-93 1.53+£0.12+£0.08  [70]
OPAL Charge sec. vtx 93-95  1.52340.057 £ 0.053 [71]
OPAL Inclusive D*/ 91-00  1.54140.028 £0.023 [72]
SLD Charge sec. vtx / 93-95 1.567015 & 0.10 [73]°
SLD Charge sec. vtx 93-95 1.66 +0.08 £0.08  [73]°
CDF1 D®y 92-95  1.474+0.03970052  [74]
CDF1 Excl. Jjp K* 92-95  1.49740.073 £ 0.032 [75]
CDF2 Excl. Jiy Kg, JAp K 02-09  1.507 £ 0.010 + 0.008 [76]
DO Excl. Jjp K* 03-07 1.41440.018+0.034 [77]
DO Excl. Ji Kg 02-11  1.508 4 0.025 +0.043 [78]
BABAR Exclusive 99-00  1.546 4 0.032 4+ 0.022 [79]
BABAR Inclusive D*/ 99-01  1.52940.0124+0.029 [80]
BABAR Exclusive D*/ 99-02  1.52370055 £0.022  [8]]
BABAR Incl. D*m, D*p 99-01  1.53340.034 +0.038 [82]
BABAR Inclusive D*/ 99-04 1504 £0.01370018  [83]
Belle Exclusive 00-03  1.53440.008 +0.010 [84]
ATLAS Excl. Jjp K* 2010 1.514£0.04+0.04  [5]
LHCb Excl. Jjp K* 2010  1.51240.03240.042 [86]”
LHCb Excl. Ji Kg 2010 1.558 4 0.056 + 0.022  [86]”
Average 1.519 £ 0.007

% The combined SLD result quoted in [73] is 1.64 + 0.08 + 0.08 ps.
P Preliminary.

defined above (also given in Table [@) are

7(b vertex) = 1.572+£0.009 ps, (30)
(b 0) = 1.537+0.020 ps, (31)
70— JW) = 1516+ 0.028 ps, (32)

whereas an average of all measurements, ignoring mixture differences, yields 1.566 + 0.009 ps.
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Table 8: Measurements of the BT lifetime.

Experiment Method Data set 7(BT) (ps) Ref.
ALEPH D™y 91-95  1.648 4-0.049 £ 0.035 [64]
ALEPH Exclusive 91-94 1587071008 [63]
DELPHI D™y 91-93 1.61£0.16 £0.12  [66]
DELPHI Charge sec. vtx  91-93 1.72+£0.08 £0.06  [67]"
DELPHI Charge sec. vtx  94-95  1.624 4 0.014 £ 0.018 [56]
L3 Charge sec. vtx 94-95 1.66 £ 0.06 £ 0.03  [69]
OPAL D™y 91-93 1.52+0.14+£0.09  [70]
OPAL Charge sec. vtx  93-95  1.643 4 0.037 £0.025 [71]
SLD Charge sec. vtx £ 93-95 1.617015 +0.07 [73]°
SLD Charge sec. vtx 93-95 1.67+0.07+0.06  [73]°
CDF1 D™y 92-95 1.637 4 0.058T0015  [74]
CDF1 Excl. Ji K 92-95  1.636 4 0.058 + 0.025 [75]
CDF2 Excl. Jhy K 02-09  1.639 4 0.009 £ 0.009 [76]
CDF2 Excl. D7 02-06  1.66340.023 +£0.015 [87]
BABAR Exclusive 99-00  1.67340.03240.023 [79]
Belle Exclusive 00-03  1.63540.011+0.011 [84]
LHCb Excl. Jhy K 2010  1.689 £ 0.022 +0.047 [86]”
Average 1.642 + 0.008

% The combined DELPHI result quoted in [67] is 1.70 & 0.09 ps.
% The combined SLD result quoted in [73] is 1.66 & 0.06 &= 0.05 ps.
P Preliminary.

3.2.3 B° and BT lifetimes and their ratio

After a number of years of dominating these averages the LEP experiments yielded the scene
to the asymmetric B factories and the Tevatron experiments. The B factories have been very
successful in utilizing their potential — in only a few years of running, BABAR and, to a greater
extent, Belle, have struck a balance between the statistical and the systematic uncertainties,
with both being close to (or even better than) the impressive 1%. In the meanwhile, CDF and
DO have emerged as significant contributors to the field as the Tevatron Run II data flowed in,
with CDF eventually providing the most precise results.

At present time we are in an interesting position of having three sets of measurements (from
LEP/SLC, B factories and the Tevatron) that originate from different environments, obtained
using substantially different techniques and are precise enough for incisive comparison.

The averaging of 7(B™), 7(B°) and 7(B*) /7(B") measurements is summarized"] in Tablesl[7]
B and @ For 7(BT)/7(B°) we averaged only the measurements of this quantity provided by
experiments rather than using all available knowledge, which would have included, for example,
7(BT) and 7(B°) measurements which did not contribute to any of the ratio measurements.

The following sources of correlated (within experiment/machine) systematic uncertainties
have been considered:

"We do not include the old unpublished measurements of Refs. [89,190)].
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Table 9: Measurements of the ratio 7(B™)/7(B°).

Experiment Method Data set  Ratio 7(B™)/7(B")  Ref.
ALEPH D™y 91-95  1.08540.059 = 0.018 [64]
ALEPH Exclusive 91-94 127034008 [65]
DELPHI Dy 91-93 1.007917 £ 0.10 [66]
DELPHI Charge sec. vtx ~ 91-93 1.061015 £ 0.10 [67]
DELPHI Charge sec. vtx 9495  1.060 & 0.021 4 0.024 [56]
L3 Charge sec. vtx 94-95 1.094+0.07+£0.03  [69]
OPAL DWy 91-93 0.99 +0.1475:55 [70]
OPAL Charge sec. vtx ~ 93-95  1.079 4 0.064 4 0.041 [71]
SLD Charge sec. vtx £ 93-95 1.03%01% £ 0.09 [73]°
SLD Charge sec. vtx  93-95 1.017508 4 0.05 [73]
CDF1 D)y 92-95  1.110 £ 0.05673%33  [74]
CDF1 Excl. Jip K 92-95  1.093 4 0.066 & 0.028 [75]
CDF2 Excl. Jjap K™ 02-09  1.08840.009 & 0.004 [76]
DO D*fp D% ratio  02-04  1.080 £ 0.016 +0.014 [85]
BABAR Exclusive 99-00  1.08240.026 +0.012 [79]
Belle Exclusive 00-03  1.066 4 0.008 & 0.008 [84]
Average 1.079 £ 0.007

% The combined SLD result quoted in [73] is 1.01 4 0.07 + 0.06.

e for SLC/LEP measurements —

D** branching ratio uncertainties [3], momentum esti-
mation of b mesons from Z° decays (b-quark fragmentation parameter (Xg) = 0.702 &
0.008 [3]), BY and b baryon lifetimes (see Secs. B.2.4 and [3.2.6), and b-hadron fractions at
high energy (see Table [));

e for BABAR measurements — alignment, z scale, PEP-II boost, sample composition (where

applicable);

e for DO and CDF Run II measurements — alignment (separately within each experiment).

The resultant averages are:

3.2.4 B? lifetimes

7(B%)

7(B%) =
T(BT)/7(B") =

1.519 £ 0.007 ps,
1.642 £+ 0.008 ps,
1.079 4+ 0.007 .

W W w
Ut = W
~ — —

Like neutral kaons, neutral B mesons contain short- and long-lived components, since the light
(L) and heavy (H) eigenstates, By, and By, differ not only in their masses, but also in their
total decay widths, with a decay width difference defined as AI' = I'y, — I'y. Neglecting CP
violation in B — B mixing, which is expected to be very small [91,92], the mass eigenstates
are also CP eigenstates, with the light By, state being C'P-even and the heavy By state being
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CP-odd. While the decay width difference AT’y can be neglected in the BY system, the B?
system exhibits a significant value of AT': the sign of AT’y is known to be positive [93], i.e.
the heavy eigenstates lives longer than the light eigenstate. Specific measurements of Al'y and
Iy = (I', + 'y)/2 are explained and averaged in Sec. 3.3.2] but the results for 1/I'y,, 1/T'y and
the mean B? lifetime, defined as 7(BY) = 1/T, are also quoted at the end of this section.

Many B! lifetime analyses, in particular the early ones performed before the non-zero value
of AT, was firmly established, ignore AT’y and fit the proper time distribution of a sample of BY
candidates reconstructed in a certain final state f with a model assuming a single exponential
function for the signal. We denote such effective lifetime measurements as Tsmglo(Bg = f)
their true values may lie a priori anywhere between 1/I'y, = 1/(I's + Al'y/2) and 1/Ty =
1/(I's — Al's/2), depending on the proportion of Bp, and By in the final state f. Table
summarizes the effective lifetime measurements.

Averaging measurements of Tgnge(BY — f) over several final states f will yield a result
corresponding to an ill-defined observable when the proportions of By, and By differ. Therefore,
the effective BY lifetime measurements are broken down into several categories and averaged
separately.

e Flavour-specific decays, such as semileptonic B — D (*v or B — D 7", have equal
fractions of By, and By at time zero. If the resulting superposition of two exponential
distributions is fitted with a single exponential function, one obtains a measure of the
so-called flavour-specific lifetime [108]:

2
N
1+ (55)

1
Tsmglc(Bg — flavour specific) = ————%. (36)
Fsl_<é&>
T,
The average of all flavour-specific BY lifetime measurementd? is
Taingle(BY — flavour specific) = 1.463 £ 0.032 ps . (37)

e B? — DFX decays include flavour-specific decays but also decays with a less known
mixture of light and heavy components. The corresponding effective lifetime average,

Taingle(BY — DF X)) = 1.466 4 0.031 ps, (38)

can still be a useful input for analyses examining an inclusive Dy sample. The following
correlated systematic errors were considered: average B lifetime used in backgrounds,
B? decay multiplicity, and branching ratios used to determine backgrounds (e.g. B(B —
D,D)). A knowledge of the multiplicity of B? decays is important for measurements
that partially reconstruct the final state such as B — DX (where X is not a lepton).
The boost deduced from Monte Carlo simulation depends on the multiplicity used. Since
this is not well known, the multiplicity in the simulation is varied and this range of
values observed is taken to be a systematic. Similarly not all the branching ratios for
the potential background processes are measured. Where they are available, the PDG
values are used for the error estimate. Where no measurements are available estimates
can usually be made by using measured branching ratios of related processes and using
some reasonable extrapolation.

12°An old unpublished measurement [109] is not included.
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Table 10: Measurements of the effective BY lifetimes obtained from single exponential fits,
without attempting to separate the CP-even and CP-odd components.

Experiment Final state f Data set Teingle(BY — f) (ps)  Ref.
ALEPH Dl 91-95 15470 £0.04  [04]
CDF1 Dt 92-96 1.36 4 0.090 08 [95]
DELPHI Dyt 91-95 1424014 £ 0,03 [90]
OPAL Dyt 90-95 1.50%018 £ 0.04 [97]
DO D 02-04 1.398 £ 0.044700%  [98]
CDF2 D,(X)  02-06 1.3 fh™" 1.518 £0.041+0.027 [99]
Average of above 6 flavour-specific measurements 1.463 + 0.032

ALEPH D,h 91-95 1.47+£0.14£0.08  [100]
DELPHI D,h 91-95 1537918 £ 0.07  [101]
OPAL D,incl.  90-95 17210204018 [102]
Average of above 9 D, measurements 1.466 £+ 0.031

CDF1 Jhp ¢ 92-95 1.3470%5 £+ 0.05 [62]
DO ¢ 02-04 1.444759%8 +0.02 103
ATLAS Jfp ¢ 2010 40 pb~!  1.4140.0840.05  [85]?
LHCb Jj ¢ 2010 36 pb~!  1.447 £ 0.064 4 0.056  [36]”
Average of above 4 J/i) ¢ measurements 1.430 £ 0.050

ALEPH DYDY 9195 AM Z —qg 127+033+008  [104]
LHCb KTK~ 10 0.037 fb~T 1.440 + 0.096 + 0.009 [105]
LHChb KYK- 11 1.0 fb~!  1.468 +0.046 + 0.006 [106]”
Average of above 2 K™ K~ measurements 1.463 £ 0.042

CDF2 J/ f5(980)  02-08 3.8 fb! 1.70%517 £ 0.03 [107]
Average of above 1 J/ f,(980) measurement 1.70 £0.12

P Preliminary.

e BY — J/ip¢ decays contain a well-defined mixture of CP-even and CP-odd states
There are no known correlations between the existing B? — J/) ¢ effective lifetime mea-
surements; these are combined into the averag

Teingle(BY = Jfib @) = 1.430 £ 0.050 ps. (39)

A caveat is that different experimental acceptances may lead to different admixtures of
the CP-even and CP-odd states, and simple fits to a single exponential may result in
inherently different values of Tyngle(BY — J/b¢). Analyses that separate the CP-even
and CP-odd components in this decay through a full angular study, outlined in Sec. 3.3.2]
provide directly measurements of 1/T"s and AL’y (see Table 2T]).

e Decays to (almost) pure CP-even eigenstates have also been measured, in the
modes B — DT D™ by ALEPH [104], B® — K*K~ by LHCb [105, 106, and

13" An old unpublished measurement [110] is not included.
14 An old unpublished measurement of the BY — K+ K ~ effective lifetime by CDF [111] is no longer considered.
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B — J/) fo(980) by CDF [107]. The BY — D" D™ decays are expected to be
mostly CP-even, but a small CP-odd component is most probably present. The decays
B? - KTK~ and BY — J/) fo(980) have CP-even and CP-odd final states, respectively;
if these decays are dominated by a single weak phase and if CP violation can be neglected,
then Tenge(BY — KTK™) ~ 1/T'y, and Tenge(BY — J/ f6(980)) ~ 1/Ty (see Eqgs. (61)
and (62) for approximate relations in presence of CP violation in the mixing). The
averages for these two effective lifetimes are

Teingle(BY — KTK™) 1.463 £ 0.042 ps, (40)
Teingle(BY = J/ f0(980)) = 1.70 £0.12 ps. (41)

As described in Sec. B.3.2], the effective lietime averages of Eqgs. (87), (@0), and (41]) are used
as ingredients to improve the determination of 1/T'y and AL’y obtained from the full angular
analyses of BY — J/i) ¢ decays. The resulting world averages for the BY lifetimes are

1 1
— = = 1.408+0.01 42
T T T. T AT 08 £+ 0.017 ps, (42)

1 1
— = = 1.626+0.02 4
I T AT 626 + 0.023 ps, (43)

1 2
BY=_—=_—"_ = 1509+0.012 ps. 44
T(By) I T 4T, 509 4+ 0.012 ps (44)

3.2.5 BT lifetime

Early measurements of the B meson lifetime, from CDF [112,[113] and DO [114], use the
semileptonic decay mode B} — J/i)¢ and are based on a simultaneous fit to the mass and
lifetime using the vertex formed with the leptons from the decay of the J/ip and the third
lepton. Correction factors to estimate the boost due to the missing neutrino are used. In the
analysis of the CDF Run I data [I12], a mass value of 6.40 £ 0.39 £ 0.13 GeV/c? is found by
fitting to the tri-lepton invariant mass spectrum. In the CDF and D0 Run II results [113]114],
the B mass is assumed to be 6285.74+5.3+1.2 MeV/c?, taken from a CDF result [I15]. These
mass measurements are consistent within uncertainties, and also consistent with the most recent
precision determination from CDF of 6275.6 & 2.9 & 2.5 MeV/c? [116]. Correlated systematic
errors include the impact of the uncertainty of the B pr spectrum on the correction factors,
the level of feed-down from (25), Monte-Carlo modeling of the decay model varying from
phase space to the ISGW model, and mass variations.

The most recent determination of the B lifetime, from CDF2 [117], is based on fully recon-
structed B — J /¢ decays and does not suffer from a missing neutrino. All the measurements
are summarized in Table [[T] and the world average is determined to be

7(B}) = 0.458 £ 0.030 ps . (45)

3.2.6 A) and b-baryon lifetimes

The first measurements of b-baryon lifetimes originate from two classes of partially reconstructed
decays. In the first class, decays with an exclusively reconstructed AF baryon and a lepton of
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Table 11: Measurements of the B lifetime.

Experiment Method Data set 7(B) (ps) Ref.
CDF1 Je  92-95 0.11 fb~! 0.4670 15 £0.03 [112]
CDF2 Jpt  02-06 1.0 fb~! 04751393 £0.018  [IL3
DO Jipp  02-06 1.3 fb™1  0.448T005840.032  [114]
CDF2 Jhor 6.7 fb~'  0.45240.048 +0.027 [117]
Average 0.458 4+ 0.030

P Preliminary.

opposite charge are used. These products are more likely to occur in the decay of A? baryons.
In the second class, more inclusive final states with a baryon (p, p, A, or A) and a lepton have
been used, and these final states can generally arise from any b baryon. With the large b-hadron
samples available at the Tevatron, the most precise measurements of b-baryons now come from
fully reconstructed exclusive decays.

The following sources of correlated systematic uncertainties have been considered: exper-
imental time resolution within a given experiment, b-quark fragmentation distribution into
weakly decaying b baryons, A) polarization, decay model, and evaluation of the b-baryon purity
in the selected event samples. In computing the averages the central values of the masses are
scaled to M(AY) = 5620 + 2 MeV /c? [I18] and M (b-baryon) = 5670 &+ 100 MeV /2.

For the semi-inclusive lifetime measurements, the meaning of decay model systematic un-
certainties and the correlation of these uncertainties between measurements are not always
clear. Uncertainties related to the decay model are dominated by assumptions on the fraction
of n-body semileptonic decays. To be conservative it is assumed that these are 100% correlated
whenever given as an error. DELPHI varies the fraction of 4-body decays from 0.0 to 0.3. In
computing the average, the DELPHI result is corrected to a value of 0.2 + 0.2 for this fraction.

Furthermore, in computing the average, the semileptonic decay results from LEP are cor-
rected for a polarization of —0.4570 12 [3] and a A) fragmentation parameter (Xp) = 0.70 &
0.03 [119].

Inputs to the averages are given in Table 2l The CDF A, — J/i A lifetime result [76] is
3.4 0 larger than the world average computed excluding this result. It is nonetheless combined
with the rest without adjustment of input errors. The world average lifetime of b baryons is
then

(T(b-baryon)) = 1.378 + 0.027 ps. (46)

Keeping only AX(F, A4, and fully exclusive final states, as representative of the A? baryon,
the following lifetime is obtained:

7(AY) = 1.413 4 0.030 ps . (47)

Averaging the measurements based on the =ZF¢F [29H31] and J/ip =F [40)] final states gives
a lifetime value for a sample of events containing =) and =, baryons:

(T(5))) = 1497515 ps. (48)
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Table 12: Measurements of the b-baryon lifetimes.

Experiment ~ Method Data set Lifetime (ps) Ref.
ALEPH AFe 91-95 1.187015 £ 0.03 28]
ALEPH Abe+ 91-95 1.30193% £ 0.04 [28]
DELPHI AFe 91-94 1L.117512 4 0.05 [120]°
OPAL AXe, A0t 90-95 1.297033 £ 0.06 [97]
CDF1 At 91-95 1.32+£0.15+0.07  [121]
CDF2 Arr 02-06 1.401 4 0.046 +0.035  [122]
CDF2 Jhp A 02-09 1.537 +0.045 + 0.014  [76]
DO At p 02-06 1.290 101104008t [123]
DO Jhp A 02-11 1.303 £ 0.075+0.035  [7§]
LHCb Jhp A 2010 1.353 £0.108 + 0.035  [86]”
Average of above 10: A lifetime = 1.413 4+ 0.030

ALEPH Al 91-95 1.20+0.08+£0.06 [28]
DELPHI Alr vtx 91-94 1.16 £0.20+0.08  [120)°
DELPHI Ap ip. 91-94 1.10%512 £ 0.09 [124]
DELPHI pl 91-94 1.19+0.14+0.07  [120)°
OPAL Al ip. 90-94 1.217515 4 0.10 [125)¢
OPAL Al vtx 90-94 1.154£0.12+£0.06  [125]°
Average of above 16: mean b-baryon lifetime = 1.378 £ 0.027

CDF2 JWE~ 02-09 1.567057 +0.02 [40]
Average of above 1: =, lifetime = 1.567051

ALEPH Y] 90-95 1.3550 55015 [29]
DELPHI =Y 91-93 1.5707 +£0.3 [31]¢
DELPHI = 92-95 1.457095 4+ 0.13 [30]
Average of above 4: mean = lifetime = 1.4970 12

CDF2 Jh 2~ 02-09 1.1379755 £0.02 [40]
Average of above 1: 2, lifetime = 1.13795%

% The combined ALEPH result quoted in [28] is 1.21 £ 0.11 ps.

% The combined DELPHI result quoted in [120] is 1.14 & 0.08 & 0.04 ps.
¢ The combined OPAL result quoted in [125] is 1.16 £ 0.11 + 0.06 ps.

4 The combined DELPHI result quoted in [30] is 1.48+9:4% 4 0.12 ps.

P Preliminary.

First measurements of fully reconstructed =, — J/ip =~ and (2, — J/ip 2~ baryons yield [40]
T(5;) = 156503 ps, (49)
(7)) = 113795 ps. (50)
3.2.7 Summary and comparison with theoretical predictions

Averages of lifetimes of specific b-hadron species are collected in Table I3l As described in
Sec. B:2] Heavy Quark Effective Theory can be employed to explain the hierarchy of 7(BJ) <«
7(AY) < 7(B%) ~ 7(B°) < 7(BT), and used to predict the ratios between lifetimes. Typical
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Table 13: Summary of lifetimes of different b-hadron species.

b-hadron species

Measured lifetime

B+

=} mixture
b-baryon mixture
b-hadron mixture

1.642 £ 0.008 ps
1.519 4+ 0.007 ps
1.509 +0.012 ps
0.458 +0.030 ps
1.413 £0.030 ps
1.497012 ps
1.378 £ 0.027 ps
1.566 £ 0.009 ps

Table 14: Measured ratios of b-hadron lifetimes relative to the BP lifetime and ranges predicted
by theory [50L51].

Lifetime ratio Measured value Predicted range

7(B¥) /(B 1.079£0.007  1.04 - 1.08
7(B)/7(B°) 0.993+0.009  0.99 — 1.01
(A% /7(BY) 0.930+£0.020  0.86 — 0.95
7(b-baryon)/7(B°)  0.907 4 0.018 0.86 — 0.95

predictions are compared to the measured lifetime ratios in Table [[4l The prediction of the
ratio between the BT and B lifetimes, 1.06 +0.02 [50], is in good agreement with experiment.

The total widths of the B? and B mesons are expected to be very close and differ by at most
1% [51,126]. This prediction is consistent with the experimental ratio 7(BY)/7(B%) = T'y/Ts,
which is smaller than 1 by (0.7 + 0.9)%.

The ratio 7(A9)/7(B°) has particularly been the source of theoretical scrutiny since earlier
calculations using Heavy Quark Effective Theory [47,127] predicted a value larger than 0.90,
almost 2 o above the world average at the time. Many predictions cluster around a most likely
central value of 0.94 [128]. More recent calculations of this ratio that include higher-order
effects predict a lower ratio between the A9 and B lifetimes [50,51] and reduce this difference.
References [50,[51] present probability density functions of their predictions with variation of
theoretical inputs, and the indicated ranges in Table [[4] are the RMS of the distributions
from the most probable values, and for 7(A?)/7(B°), also encompass the earlier theoretical
predictions [A7[127128]. Note that in contrast to the B mesons, complete NLO QCD corrections
and fully reliable lattice determinations of the matrix elements for A are not yet available.
As already mentioned, the CDF measurement of the A, lifetime in the exclusive decay mode
Jp A [T6] is significantly higher than the world average before inclusion, with a ratio to the
7(B) world average of 7(AY)/7(B°%) = 1.012+0.031, resulting in continued interest in lifetimes
of b baryons.
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3.3 Neutral B-meson mixing

The B°— B° and B? —ES systems both exhibit the phenomenon of particle-antiparticle mixing.
For each of them, there are two mass eigenstates which are linear combinations of the two flavour
states, B and B. The heaviest (lightest) of the these mass states is denoted By (Br), with
mass my (my,) and total decay width I'y (I'r,). We define

Am =myg —my,, x=Am/T, (51)
AT =Ty — Ty, y = AL/(2T), (52)

where I' = (I'y +I'L) /2 = 1/7(B) is the average decay width. Am is positive by definition, and
AT is expected to be positive within the Standard Model [

There are four different time-dependent probabilities describing the case of a neutral B
meson produced as a flavour state and decaying to a flavour-specific final state. If CPT is
conserved (which will be assumed throughout), they can be written as

;

P(B — B) = < [cosh(&Lt) + cos(Amt)]
B) = < [cosh(2Lt) — cos(Amt)] |4 i
P(E—>B) = & [cosh(&"¢t) (Amt)] oo (53)
P(B— B) = e;” [cosh(&Lt) — cos(Amt)] £
| P(B—B) = 8;” [cosh(&Ft) + cos(Amt)]

where t is the proper time of the system (i.e. the time interval between the production and the
decay in the rest frame of the B meson). At the B factories, only the proper-time difference
At between the decays of the two neutral B mesons from the 7°(45) can be determined, but,
because the two B mesons evolve coherently (keeping opposite flavours as long as none of them
has decayed), the above formulae remain valid if ¢ is replaced with At and the production
flavour is replaced by the flavour at the time of the decay of the accompanying B meson in a
flavour-specific state. As can be seen in the above expressions, the mixing probabilities depend
on three mixing observables: Am, AT, and |¢/p|*> which signals CP violation in the mixing if
la/p|* # 1.

In the next sections we review in turn the experimental knowledge on the B° decay-width
and mass differences, the B? decay-width and mass differences, CP violation in B and B’
mixing, and mixing-induced CP violation in B? decays.

3.3.1 B° mixing parameters AT'y and Amy

Many time-dependent BB’ oscillation analyses have been performed by the ALEPH, BABAR,
Belle, CDF, DO, DELPHI, L3 and OPAL collaborations. The corresponding measurements of
Amy are summarized in Table [I5, where only the most recent results are listed (i.e. measure-
ments superseded by more recent ones are omitted). Although a variety of different techniques
have been used, the individual Amy results obtained at high-energy colliders have remarkably

5For reason of symmetry in Eqs. (5I) and (52), Al is sometimes defined with the opposite sign. The
definition adopted here, i.e. Eq. (52)), is the one used by most experimentalists and many phenomenologists in
B physics.

16 Two old unpublished CDF2 measurements [145,[146] are also omitted from our averages, Table and
Fig.
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Table 15: Time-dependent measurements included in the Am, average. The results obtained
from multi-dimensional fits involving also the B® (and BT) lifetimes as free parameter(s) [81]
83,84] have been converted into one-dimensional measurements of Amg,. All the measurements
have then been adjusted to a common set of physics parameters before being combined.

Experiment Method Amyg in ps~! Amyg in ps~!
and Ref. rec. tag before adjustment  after adjustment
ALEPH [129] ‘ Qier  0.404=0.04540.027
ALEPH [129] 14 14 0.4524:0.03940.044
ALEPH [129] above two combined 0.4224-0.032+0.026 0.4424-0.032 *5-92
ALEPH [129] D* 0, Qe 0.48240.04440.024 0.48240.04440.024
DELPHI [130] l Qier  0.49340.04240.027  0.50340.04240.024
DELPHI [130] 0 Qiet  0.499+0.05340.015  0.50140.05340.015
DELPHI [130] 4 l 0.480-40.04040.051  0.497+0.040 T3932
DELPHI [130] D* Qier  0.52340.07240.043  0.51840.072+0.043
DELPHI [131] vtx comb  0.53140.025+0.007 0.52740.025+0.006
L3 [132] ( ( 0.4584-0.04640.032  0.467+0.046+0.028
L3 [132] / Qiee  0.42740.04440.044  0.43940.04440.042
L3 [132] l ((IP)  0.46240.06340.053 0.47340.063 553
OPAL [133] ( ( 0.43040.043 70928 0.46640.043 T001e
OPAL [134] 14 Qiet 0.44440.029 7003 0.47540.029 10513
OPAL [137] D*( Qiee  0.53940.06040.024  0.5444-0.060+0.023
OPAL [137] D* / 0.56740.089 3922 0.572+0.089 0028
OPAL [72] ™0 Qiee  0.49740.02440.025 0.49640.024+0.025
CDF1 [136] D¢ SST 0471 Fome 10058 0.470 *00r8 o oas
CDF1 [137] m m 0.503+0.064=0.071  0.5154:0.0640.070
CDF1 [138] / 0, Qi 0.50040.05240.043  0.54540.052+0.036
CDFl [139] D*( ( 0.51640.099 3922 0.523+0.099 0028
DO [140] DWWy OST  0.506+0.020+0.016 0.50640.020+0.016
BABAR [141] B ¢, K,NN 0.51640.016+0.010 0.52140.016%0.008
BABAR [142] 14 14 0.49340.01240.009  0.487+0.012+0.006
BABAR [83] D*(v(part) (¢ 0.51140.00740.007  0.512+0.0070.007
BABAR [R1] D*v  (,K,NN 0.49240.018+0.014 0.493+0.01840.013
Belle [143] D*m(part) ¢ 0.509+0.017+0.020  0.51340.01740.019
Belle [L1] 14 14 0.503+0.0080.010  0.5064-0.008+0.008
Belle [84] B°, D*v comb  0.51140.005+0.006 0.513:0.00540.006
LHCb [144] B° OST  0.499+0.03240.003 0.49940.032-0.003

World average (all above measurements included):

— ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, OPAL and CDF1 only:
— Above measurements of BABAR and Belle only:

0.50740.00340.003

0.496+0.010£0.009
0.508=+0.00340.003
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similar precision. Their average is compatible with the recent and more precise measurements
from the asymmetric B factories. The systematic uncertainties are not negligible; they are
often dominated by sample composition, mistag probability, or b-hadron lifetime contributions.
Before being combined, the measurements are adjusted on the basis of a common set of input
values, including the averages of the b-hadron fractions and lifetimes given in this report (see
Secs. B and B.2)). Some measurements are statistically correlated. Systematic correlations
arise both from common physics sources (fractions, lifetimes, branching ratios of b hadrons),
and from purely experimental or algorithmic effects (efficiency, resolution, flavour tagging, back-
ground description). Combining all published measurements listed in Table [[5 and accounting
for all identified correlations as described in Ref. [3] yields Amg = 0.507 + 0.003 + 0.003 ps~!.

On the other hand, ARGUS and CLEO have published measurements of the time-integrated
mixing probability x4 [I47H149], which average to x4 = 0.18240.015. Following Ref. [I49], the
width difference AT’y could in principle be extracted from the measured value of 'y = 1/7(B°)
and the above averages for Amg, and y, (provided that AI'y; has a negligible impact on the
Amy 7(B°) analyses that have assumed AT’y = 0), using the relation

2 2
Tty , Amy ATy
—d_ 7d_ th x4 = d ya= -5
23+ 1) T, M RT o

Xd = (54)

However, direct time-dependent studies provide much stronger constraints: |Aly|/Ty < 18%
at 95% CL from DELPHI [I31], and —6.8% < sign(ReAcp)Aly/Ty < 8.4% at 90% CL from
BABAR [150], where Acp = (q/p)a(Acp/Acp) is defined for a CP-even final state (the sensitivity
to the overall sign of sign(ReAgp)AT'y/Ty comes from the use of B decays to CP final states).
Recently Belle has measured sign(ReAcp) = 0.017+£0.018 £0.011 [I51]. A combination of these
three results (after adjusting the DELPHI and BABAR ones to 1/T'y = 7(B°) = 1.519+0.007 ps)
yields

sign(ReAcp) ATy /Ty = 0.015 = 0.018. (55)

The sign of ReAgp is not measured, but expected to be positive from the global fits of the
Unitarity Triangle within the Standard Model [152].

Assuming AT’y = 0 and using 1/T'y = 7(B°) = 1.51940.007 ps, the Amy and x4 results are
combined through Eq. (54)) to yield the world average

Amg = 0.507 £ 0.004 ps~*, (56)

or, equivalently,
xq=0.770 £ 0.008 and x4 = 0.1862+ 0.0023. (57)

Figure Bl compares the Amy values obtained by the different experiments.

The B mixing averages given in Eqs. (56) and (57)) and the b-hadron fractions of Table
have been obtained in a fully consistent way, taking into account the fact that the fractions are
computed using the y, value of Eq. (B7)) and that many individual measurements of Am, at
high energy depend on the assumed values for the b-hadron fractions. Furthermore, this set of
averages is consistent with the lifetime averages of Sec. 3.2

It should be noted that the most recent (and precise) analyses at the asymmetric B factories
measure Amy as a result of a multi-dimensional fit. Two BABAR analyses [81/83], based on fully
and partially reconstructed B® — D*(v decays respectively, extract simultaneously Am, and
7(B®) while the latest Belle analysis [84], based on fully reconstructed hadronic B° decays
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Figure 5: The B B’ oscillation frequency Amy as measured by the different experiments. The
averages quoted for ALEPH, .3 and OPAL are taken from the original publications, while the
ones for DELPHI, CDF, BABAR, and Belle have been computed from the individual results
listed in Table 15 without performing any adjustments. The time-integrated measurements of
Xq from the symmetric B factory experiments ARGUS and CLEO have been converted to a
Amyg value using 7(BY) = 1.519 £ 0.007 ps. The two global averages have been obtained after
adjustments of all the individual Am, results of Table [[3l (see text).
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Table 16: Simultaneous measurements of Amgy and 7(B°), and their average. The Belle anal-
ysis also measures 7(BT) at the same time, but it is converted here into a two-dimensional
measurement of Amg and 7(B°), for an assumed value of 7(B™). The first quoted error on the
measurements is statistical and the second one systematic; in the case of adjusted measure-
ments, the latter includes a contribution obtained from the variation of 7(B™) or 7(B™)/7(B")
in the indicated range. Units are ps™' for Am, and ps for lifetimes. The three different val-
ues of p(Amg, 7(B?)) correspond to the statistical, systematic and total correlation coefficients
between the adjusted measurements of Amy and 7(BY).

Exp. & Ref. Measured Amy;  Measured 7(BY)  Measured 7(B")  Assumed 7(B™)

BABAR [81] 0.49240.018+0.013 1.523+0.024=0.022 — (1.083 £ 0.017)7(B?)
BABAR [83] 0.51140.007 *5t0s 1.5044-0.013 9018 — 1.671 +0.018
Belle [84] 0.5114:0.00540.006 1.534+0.008+0.010 1.635-0.011+40.011 —
Adjusted Amy Adjusted 7(B°) p(Amg, BY) Assumed 7(B™)

BABAR [81] 0.49240.0184-0.013 1.52340.0244-0.022 —0.22 +0.71 +0.16 (1.07940.007)7(B°)

BABAR [83] 0.512+0.007£0.007 1.50640.0134+0.018 +0.01 —0.85 —0.48 1.642+0.008
Belle [84] 0.511£0.005£0.006 1.5354+0.0084+0.011 —0.27 —0.14 —0.19 1.642+0.008

Average  0.509%0.004£0.004 1.52740.006=£0.008 —0.19 —0.26 —0.23 1.642+0.008

7'8 [ AX*=1
- BA:BAR ,,,,,,, stat only
< - 8D8I'\\;I péaBrt. reco. stat + syst]
£0.52-
BELLE
< - full hadr. + Dlv
| 152M BB
05 Average
B BABAR
B D'lv
0.46 23M BB
B HFAG
i
. \ ‘
1.45 1.5 155 , 16
1(B’) in ps

Figure 6: Simultaneous measurements of Am, and 7(B°) [81,183,184], after adjustment to a
common set of parameters (see text). Statistical and total uncertainties are represented as
dashed and solid contours respectively. The average of the three measurements is indicated by
a hatched ellipse.
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Table 17: Averages of ATy, 1/T'y and related quantities, obtained from B? — J/i) ¢ alone (first
column), adding the constraints from the effective lifetime measured in B — KTK~ and
B? — J/) f5(980) (second column), and adding the constraint from the average flavour-specific
lifetime (third column, recommended world averages).

b6 T KK Jjifo | Jbd K K-, JJd Jo. D, 0¥, Dot
AT, +0.105+ 0.015 ps~! | +0.100 £ 0.014 ps~! +0.095 £+ 0.014 ps—*
1/T 1.514 £ 0.013 ps 1.520 £0.013 ps 1.509 £0.012 ps
/Ty, 1.403 £ 0.019 ps 1.412 £0.017 ps 1.408 £ 0.017 ps
I/FH 1.645 £+ 0.027 ps 1.644 4+ 0.025 ps 1.626 +0.023 ps
AT /T +0.159 £+ 0.023 +0.152 £ 0.021 +0.144 £+ 0.021

and B — D*{v decays, extracts simultaneously Amg, 7(B°) and 7(BT). The measurements
of Amg and 7(B°) of these three analyses are displayed in Table and in Fig. @ Their
two-dimensional average, taking into account all statistical and systematic correlations, and
expressed at 7(BT) = 1.642 £ 0.008 ps, is

Amg = 0.509 + 0.006 ps™*

7_(30) — 1.527 + 0.010 ps } with a total correlation of —0.23. (58)

3.3.2 B‘S) mixing parameters AI'; and Amg

Definitions and an introduction to AI'y have been given in Sec. B.2.4 Neglecting CP violation,
the mass eigenstates are also CP eigenstates, with the short-lived state being CP-even and the
long-lived state being CP-odd.

The best sensitivity to Al', is currently achieved by the recent time-dependent measure-
ments of the BY — J/i) ¢ decay rates performed at CDF [153[154], DO [155] and LHCb [156,157],
where the CP-even and C'P-odd amplitudes are statistically separated through a full angular
analysis (see last two columns of Table[21]). In particular LHCb obtained the first observation of
a non-zero value of AT, [156]. These studies use both untagged and tagged B candidates and
are optimized for the measurement of the CP-violating phase ¢¢°, defined later in Sec. 334
Recently the LHCb collaboration analyzed the B — J/ip K+ K~ decay, considering that the
KK~ system can be in a P-wave or S-wave state, and measured the dependence of the strong
phase difference between the P-wave and S-wave amplitudes as a function of the K+*K~ in-
variant mass [93]. This allowed, for the first time, the unambiguous determination of the sign
of ATy, which was found to be positive at the 4.7 ¢ level and the following averages present
only the AI'y; > 0 solutions.

The combined fit procedure used to extract simultaneously ATy and ¢<* is described in
Sec. B34l The results, displayed as the red contours labelled “B? — J/i) ¢ measurements” in
the plots of Fig. [T, are given in the first column of numbers of Table [I7l In those averages, the
correlation between ALy and I'; has been neglected.

An alternative approach, which is directly sensitive to first order in AI'y /Ty, is to determine
the effective lifetime of untagged BY candidates decaying to CP eigenstates; measurements

42



Contours of A(logL) = 0.5 Contours of A(logL) = 0.5

'.z' 0.25} ‘T(BS "4 J/zf()) HEAG 1 §1.7" BY — J/1¢ Measurements HFAG i
Q = =
| S— » @ T
»0.201 \ 1 = »
E 2 = 1.6} Combined 7(B. — J/ o)
2\
©)
0.15¢ 2 B Jjye
%. Measurements 15}
2 ' %
0.10¢ H 1 <o
eor Combined \«?
1.4} “
0.05¢ ] ‘s,
e,
7(BY —» KTK™) T(BY - KTK") %
13 14 15 16 13377 15 16 17
1/T, [ps] 1T, [ps]

Figure 7: Contours of Aln L = 0.5 (39% CL for the enclosed 2D regions, 68% CL for the bands)
shown in the (1/Ts, ATy) plane on the left and in the (1/T'y, 1/T'y) plane on the right. The
average of all the B — J/i) ¢ results is shown as the red contour, and the constraints given by
the effective lifetime measurements of B? to flavour-specific final states, B? — J/i fo(980) and
B? — K™K~ are shown as the blue, green and purple bands, respectively. The average taking
all constraints into account is shown as the gray-filled contour. The yellow band is a theory
prediction ATy = 0.087 & 0.021 ps~! [91] that assumes no new physics in BY mixing.

exist for B — KK~ [105,I06]1, and B® — J/ £,(980) [I07]. The precise extraction of
1/Ts and AT’y from such measurements, discussed in detail in Ref. [158], requires additional
information in the form of theoretical assumptions or external inputs on weak phases and
hadronic parameters. If f designates a final state in which both B? and FS can decay, the ratio
of the effective BY lifetime decaying to f relative to the mean BY lifetime is [158]

Tsingle(Bg — f) o 1 1- QA?F?/S + yg (59)
e i )
where
2Re(Ay)
AAF - _ f )
d L+ [Asf? (60)

To include the measurements of the effective BY — KK~ and BY — J/) f3(980) lifetimes as
constraints in the AL, fit, we neglect sub-leading penguin contributions and possible direct CP

violation. Explicitly, in Eq. (60), we set A2%L = cos ¢ and A?/i jo = —cosd™. Given the

17 An old unpublished measurement of the BY — K+ K ~ effective lifetime by CDF [111] is no longer considered.
¥The definition of A}T given in Eq. (B0) has the sign opposite to that given in Ref. [158].
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CcCs

small value of ¢

, we have, to first order in y,:

(B KOKO) (14 (B0, (61)
L
ccs)2
Tsingle(Bg — J/¢f0(980)) ~~ F_]_H <1 - w) . (62)

The numerical inputs are taken from Eqgs. (40) and (41I]) and the resulting averages, combined
with the BY — J/i) ¢ information, are indicated in the second column of numbers of Table [I7l

Information on AI'y can also be obtained from the study of the proper time distribution of
untagged samples of flavour-specific B? decays [108]. In the case of flavour-specific BY decays

where the flavour, i.e. BY or ES, at the time of decay can be determined by the decay products.
In such decays, e.g. semileptonic B? decays, there is an equal mix of the heavy and light mass
eigenstates at time zero. The proper time distribution is then a superposition of two exponential
functions with decay constants I'y, gy = I'y & Al';/2. This provides sensitivity to both 1/I'; and
(AT, /T,)2. Ignoring AT’y and fitting for a single exponential leads to an estimate of T’y with
a relative bias proportional to (AT, /T's)?, as shown in Eq. (36). Including the constraint from
the world-average flavour-specific BY lifetime, given in Eq. ([37), leads to the results shown in
the last column of Table [[7l These world averages are displayed as the gray contours labelled
“Combined” in the plots of Fig. [l The average for the decay-width difference,

AT, = 40.095 £ 0.014 ps—*  and  AT/T, = +0.144 & 0.021 (63)

is in good agreement with the Standard Model prediction AT, = 0.087 4 0.021 ps~! [91].

Independent estimates of AL,/T, obtained from measurements of the B — DT D™
branching fraction [104,[159HI61] have not been usedE’], since they are based on the question-
able [91] assumption that these decays account for all CP-even final states. The results of early
lifetime analyses attempting to measure AI'y/I'y [621[69,96]101] have not been used either.

The strength of B? mixing is known to be large since more than 20 years. Indeed the
time-integrated measurements of Y (see Sec. B13), when compared to our knowledge of x4
and the b-hadron fractions, indicated that y, should be close to its maximal possible value of
1/2. Many searches of the time dependence of this mixing were performed by ALEPH [162],
CDF (Run I) [163], DELPHI [96,101],131,164], OPAL [165,166] and SLD [167-169], but did
not have enough statistical power and proper time resolution to resolve the small period of the
BY oscillations.

BY oscillations have been observed for the first time in 2006 by the CDF collaboration [170],
based on samples of flavour-tagged hadronic and semileptonic B? decays (in flavour-specific
final states), partially or fully reconstructed in 1fb~" of data collected during Tevatron’s Run II.
This was shortly followed by an independent evidence obtained by the DO collaboration with
2.4fb~" of data [I71]. Recently the LHCb collaboration obtained the most precise results using
fully reconstructed B? — Dynt and BY — D nta 7" decays at the LHC [I72,173]. The
measurements of Amg are summarized in Table [I8]

A simple average of the CDF and LHCb results@], taking into account the correlated sys-
tematic uncertainties between the two LHCb measurements, yields

Amg = 17.719 £ 0.036 £ 0.023 ps~! = 17.719 + 0.043 ps (64)

19 Our average is B = 0.044 4 0.014, from which one would get AT's/T's ~ 2B/(1 — B) = +0.093 & 0.031.
20We do not include the old unpublished DO [I71] result in the average.
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Table 18: Measurements of Amy.

Experiment Method Data set Amyg (ps™) Ref.

CDF2 DY ¢tv, DY at, Do pt 1 fb™t 17.77 £0.10 +0.07 [I70]
DO DIt+X, Dot X 2.4 fb~' 18.53 £0.93 £0.30 [I71]"
LHCb Dowt, Dowtrort 2010 0.034 o' 17.63 £0.11 +£0.02  [172]
LHCb Dot 2011  0.34 fb' 17.725+0.041£0.026 [173]"
Average of CDF and LHCb measurements 17.719 +0.036 £0.023

“ Unpublished. P Preliminary.

"|"'|'7//'|"'|"'|
%
| o B
CDF2 hadr +semilept 17.77 +0.10 + 0.07 ps
(1fb™ %
LHCb D(3)10 17.63+0.11+ 0.02 ps
(0.034 fb™) o
LHCb D10 % 17.725 + 0.041 + 0.026 ps™
-1
(0.34fb™) prel %
o
Average 17.719 + 0.043 ps*
1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 ia I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I

174 176 178 18 182

Heavy Flavour 1
Averaging Group Am, (ps™)

Figure 8: Published and recent preliminary measurements of Am, together with their average.

and is illustrated in Figure 8 Multiplying this result with the mean BY lifetime of Eq. (E4),
1/Ts = 1.509 + 0.012 ps, yields

Amyg

= 26.74+£0.22. (65)

Ts =
s

With 2y, = Al/Ty = +0.144 4+ 0.021 (see Eq. (63))) and under the assumption of no CP
violation in BY? mixing, this corresponds to

z2 + 2

s= U Y .499305 + 0.000011 . 66
Xs = 92+ 1) (66)

45



The ratio of the B® and BY oscillation frequencies, obtained from Eqgs. (56) and (64)),

Amd
Amg

= (0.02861 =+ 0.00026 , (67)

can be used to extract the following ratio of CKM matrix elements,

Vi
Vs

Amgm(BY?)

= =0.2110 £ 0. +0.
'3 Am, m(BY) 0.2110 £ 0.0009 £ 0.0055, (68)

where the first quoted error is from experimental uncertainties (with the masses m(B?) and
m(BP) taken from Ref. [18]), and where the second quoted error is from theoretical uncertainties
in the estimation of the SU(3) flavour-symmetry breaking factor £ = 1.237 + 0.032 obtained
from lattice QCD calculations [174].

3.3.3 CP violation in B° and B? mixing

Evidence for CP violation in B® mixing has been searched for, both with flavour-specific and
inclusive B® decays, in samples where the initial flavour state is tagged. In the case of semilep-
tonic (or other flavour-specific) decays, where the final state tag is also available, the following
asymmetry

4t~ NB(0) = twX) = N(B(t) » t7X) _ Ip/ali — la/pl;

TUONGB ) = X)) £ N(BO(t) — -TeX)  p/ali+la/pl]

(69)

has been measured, either in time-integrated analyses at CLEO [148][149,[175], CDF [176,[177]
and DO [I78], or in time-dependent analyses at OPAL [134], ALEPH [179], BABAR [150,[180,181]
and Belle [I82]. In the inclusive case, also investigated and published at ALEPH [I79] and
OPAL [71], no final state tag is used, and the asymmetry [183]

N(B'(t) = al) = N(B'(t) —al) _ Amg o (Amgt
MW@%&HN@%%MM_%LHE (Boma) ( ” (70)

must be measured as a function of the proper time to extract information on CP violation.
Table summarized the different measurements: in all cases asymmetries compatible with
zero have been found, with a precision limited by the available statistics.
A simple average of all measurements performed at B factories [149,150,175, 180, 182]
yields
Al = —0.000540.0056 <= |q/p|q = 1.0002 £ 0.0028, (71)

where the relation between AZ; and |q/p|s is given in Eq. (69). The latest dimuon DO anal-
ysis [178] separates the BY and BY contributions by exploiting the dependence on the muon
impact parameter cut; combining the AZ; result quoted by DO with the above B factory average
yields A¢; = —0.0009 + 0.0038.

All the other analyses performed at high energy, either at LEP or at the Tevatron, did
not separate the contributions from the B® and BY mesons. Under the assumption of no CP

18 An old unpublished measurement by BABAR [181] in no longer included in our averages, nor in Table
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Table 19: Measurement<s 31 of CP violation in B mixing and their average in terms of both

Al and |g/pla.

The individual results are listed as quoted in the original publications, or

converted? to an A¢; value. When two errors are quoted, the first one is statistical and the

second one systematic.
violation in B? mixing.

The last group of results from OPAL and ALEPH assume no CP

Measured AZ,

Measured |q/plq

+0.017 £0.070 £0.014
+0.013 +0.050 £0.005
+0.014 +0.041 £0.006

—0.0011 0.00794-0.0085

—0.0005 = 0.0056 (tot)

1.029 +0.013 +0.011
0.9992 £0.002740.0019
1.0005 £0.0040-0.0043
1.0002 + 0.0028 (tot)

Exp. & Ref. Method
CLEO [149] partial hadronic rec.
CLEO [175] dileptons
CLEO [175] average of above two
BABAR [150] full hadronic rec.
BABAR [180] dileptons
Belle [182] dileptons
Average of above 6 B factory results
Do [17§] dimuons

Average of above 7 direct measurements

—0.0012 £ 0.0052 (tot)
—0.0009 = 0.0038 (tot)

1.0004 + 0.0019 (tot)

OPAL [134] leptons 10.008 £0.028 £0.012

OPAL [71] inclusive (Eq. (70)) +0.005 +0.055 £0.013
ALEPH [179) leptons —0.037 £0.032 £0.007
ALEPH [179] inclusive (Eq. (70)) +0.016 £0.034 £0.009
ALEPH [179] average of above two —0.013 =+ 0.026 (tot)

Average of above 12 results —0.0010 £ 0.0037 (tot) 1.0005 £ 0.0019 (tot)

Best fit value from 2D combination of
Ad; and Ag; results (see Eq. (74)

—0.0033 + 0.0033 (tot)  1.0017 = 0.0017 (tot)

violation in B? mixing, a number of these analyses [44}[71.134,[179] quote a measurement of
Ad; or |q/pla for the B® meson. Including also these resultsE’] in the previous average leads to
Ad; = —0.0010 £ 0.0037 under the assumption A% = 0. The latter assumption makes sense
within the Standard Model, since A%; is predicted to be much smaller than A% [91], but may
not be suitable in presence of New Physics.

The following constraints on a combination of A% and Ag (or equivalently |q/pls and
|g/p|s) have been obtained by the Tevatron experiments, using inclusive semileptonic decays of
b hadrons:

1
1 (fixaASL + fixsAY) = +0.0015 £ 0.0038(stat) & 0.0020(syst) ~ CDF1 [176], (72)
/Z d ,Zs s
Al = Ja C}“f‘? I j}/ ~ AL o .o0787 + 0.00172(stat) & 0.00093(syst) DO [I78], (73)
d d s“'s

wherd? Zy=1/(1-y3) = 1/(1 +23) = 2x,/(1 — ¥7), ¢ = d,s. While the CDF measurement

9 A low-statistics result published by CDF using the Run I data [I76] and an unpublished result by CDF
using Run IT data [I77] are not included in our averages, nor in Table

20In Ref. [184], the DO result (AgL + AjS f,/X) = —0.0023+0.0011(stat)£0.0008(syst) [44] (now superseded

SL fixa
by that of Ref. [I78]) was reinterpreted by replacing x/xq4 with Zs/Z4. For simplicity, and since this has anyway
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Figure 9: Measurements of Ag , derived from CDF [176] and DO [178,[185] analyses and
adjusted to the B factory average of A%}, the Tevatron averages of the b-hadron fractions, and
the latest averages of the mixing parameters. The combined value of A¢; is also shown.

is compatible with no CP violatio, the more precise DO result of Eq. (73), obtained by
measuring the charge asymmetry of like-sign dimuons, differs by 3.9 standard deviations from
the Standard Model prediction of A% (SM) = (—2.810%) x 10~* [9TL178].

Using the average Ag; = —0.0005+0.0056 of Eq. (TT)), obtained from results at B factories,
the averages of the Tevatron b-hadron fractions and their correlations listed in Table B and
the averages of the mixing parameters presented in this chapter, the two results of Eqs. (72I)
and (73]) are turned into the measurements of Ag; displayed in the top part of Fig. [0 Taking
into account the uncertainties in f}, f!, Z4, and Z;, the value derived from the DO result does
not show evidence of CP violation in the B? system. In addition, the third line of Fig.
shows a direct determination of Ag; obtained by DO by measuring the charge asymmetry of
tagged B? — D,uX decays [185]. The three results of Fig. [ are combined to yield Ag; =
—0.0095 £ 0.0038(stat) £ 0.0054(syst) = —0.0095 £ 0.0066 or, equivalently through Eq. (€9),
lg/p|s = 1.0048 £ 0.0019(stat) £+ 0.0027(syst) = 1.0048 & 0.0033. The quoted systematic errors
include experimental systematics as well as the correlated dependence on external parameters.

In the latest update of the DO like-sign dimuon analysis, the dependence of the charge asym-
metry is investigated for the first time as a function of the muon impact parameters, allowing
the separation of the B and B? contributions to the result of Eq. (73). Using the mixing
parameters and the LEP b-hadron fractions of Ref. [4], the DO collaboration extracts [L78]
values for A¢; and A§; and their correlation coefficient, as shown in the first line of Table

anegligible numerical effect on our combined result of Fig.[d, we follow the same interpretation and set x, = Z,/2
in Eq. (72)). We also set f; = f,.

21A more precise result from CDF2, A% = +0.0080 & 0.0090(stat) & 0.0068(syst) [L77], is also compatible
with no CP violation, but since it is unpublished since 2007 we no longer include it in our averages, nor in
Fig.
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Table 20: Direct measurements of CP violation in BY and BY mixing, together with their
two-dimensional average. Only total errors are quoted.

Exp. & Ref. Method Measured Ag;, Measured Ad;  p(Ag;, ASp)
Do [178] dimuons —0.0181 4+ 0.0106 —0.0012 4 0.0052 —0.799
DO [185]  tagged BY — D,uX —0.0017 = 0.0092

B factory average of Eq. ([71)) —0.0005 4+ 0.0056

Average of all above —0.0105 £ 0.0064 —0.0033 4+ 0.0033 —0.574

001+ Ay’ =1
7
< .
] — L ——

0.01f-
0.02}-
HFAG |
[ Apr 2012 | i
L \ ! \
002 001 0 001,
Ag (B))

Figure 10: Direct measurements of A% and A% listed in Table 20 (B-factory average as the
vertical blue shaded band, DO measurements as the horizontal green shaded band and as the
green ellipse), together with their two-dimensional average (red shaded ellipse). The red point
close to (0,0) is the Standard Model prediction of Ref. [91] with error bars multiplied by 10.

However, the individual contributions to the total quoted errors from this analysis and from
the external inputs are not given, so the adjustment of these results to different or more recent
values of the external inputs cannot (easily) be done. Using a two-dimensional fit, these val-
ues are combined with the B factory average of Eq. (71]) and with the result from the tagged
B — D,uX analysis [I85], assumed to be independent and also shown in Table20l The result,
shown graphically in Fig. 10, is

Al = —0.00334+0.0033 <= |¢/p|la=1.0017=+0.0017, (74)
i = —0.01054+0.0064 <= |q/p|s = 1.0052 4+ 0.0032, (75)
p(AS, Ay) = —0.574. (76)
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The average of Fig. [@ ignores the impact parameter study of DO and is adjusted to the b-
hadron fractions at the Tevatron. The average of Eq. (75) ignores the CDF1 result (which has
a very large uncertainty anyway) and is adjusted to the b-hadron fractions at LEP. We choose
the results of Eqgs. (7)), (73]), and ([76]) as our final average, since they better incorporate the
available published data.

The above averages are compatible with no CP violation in B® and B? mixing. They are also
compatible with the very small predictions of the Standard Model, .ACSZLSM = —(4.14£0.6) x 10~*
and A% %M = 4+(1.9 £0.3) x 107° [91]. However, given the current size of the experimental
uncertainties, there is still a large room for a possible New Physics contribution, especially in the
B? system. In this respect, the deviation of the DO dimuon asymmetry [I78] from expectation
has generated a lot of excitement, and new experimental data (in particular from LHCD) is
awaited eagerly.

At the more fundamental level, CP violation in B° mixin is caused by the weak phase
difference

¢12 = arg [~ M /T'1a], (77)

where My and I'j5 are the off-diagonal elements of the mass and decay matrices of the BY B

system. This is related to the observed decay-width difference through the relation

2) : (78)

where quadratic (or higher-order) terms in the small quantity |T'yo/Mjs| ~ O(mi/m?) can be
neglected. The SM prediction for this phase is tiny, ¢75! = 0.0038 4= 0.0010 [91]; however, new
physics in B? mixing could change this observed phase to

S

ISP
ATy, = 2|I';2| cos +0 '—
T'12] cos @12 ( Mo

12 = Oy + 1y - (79)
The BY semileptonic asymmetry can be expressed as [130]

1—‘12) 'Fl22 Ars ‘1—‘122
s o—Im(—2)+0| || | = tango + O [ |——| | . 80
SL <M12 ( Mo Am, P12 Mo (80)

Using this relation, the current knowledge of A%, Al'y and Amy, given in Eqgs. (73), (63), and
(64)) respectively, yield a very first experimental determination of @1,

Amg

tan @12 =

which only represents a very weak constraint at present.

21Barly analyses and (perhaps hence) the PDG use the complex parameter eg = (p — q)/(p + q); if CP
violation in the mixing in small, A%, = 4Re(ep)/(1 + |ep|?) and the averages of Eqs. (7I)) and (74) correspond
to Re(ep)/(1 + |ep|*) = —0.0001 4 0.0014 and —0.0008 £ 0.0008, respectively.
Of course, a similar formalism exists for the B? system; for simplicity we omit here the subscript s for ¢12,
M12 and Flg.
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Table 21: Direct experimental measurements of ¢ AT, and 'y using BY — Jib¢ and
BY — Jhpmr decays. Only the solution with ATy > 0 is shown, since the two-fold ambiguity
has been resolved in Ref. [93]. The first error is due to statistics, the second one to systematics.

The last line gives our average.

Exp. Mode Ref. s AT, (ps7h) L, (ps™)
CDF Jip¢ [153]P [[-0.60, 0.12], 68% CL [0.068 = 0.026 & 0.007[0.654 & 0.008 =+ 0.004
DO Jhpo [I55] |—0.557038 0.163+3:9% 0.693100:%

]
[155]
LHCb Jip¢  [156]*P|—0.001 & 0.101 & 0.027|0.116 £ 0.018 4 0.006|0.6580 + 0.0054 £ 0.0066
LHCD J/ipmor [I88]* | —0.019+)173+0.004 — —

Combined —0.04475 030 +0.105 £ 0.015 0.6604 % 0.0058

¢ The combined LHCb result quoted in [I56] is ¢S = —0.002 4 0.083 + 0.027.
P Preliminary.

3.3.4 Mixing-induced CP violation in B? decays

CP violation induced by B? — Eﬂ mixing has been a field of very active study and fast experi-
mental progress in the past couple of years. Similarly to what has happened at the B factories
a decade ago, when the B° mixing-induced phase 23 was measured, the Tevatron and LHC
experiments are now obtaining point estimates of the B mixing-induced phase ¢. This CP-
violating phase is defined as the weak phase difference between the B? — FS mixing amplitude
and the b — c¢s decay amplitude.

The golden mode for such studies is BY — J/i) ¢, followed by J/ip — putp—and ¢ — KTK~,
for which a full angular analysis of the decay products is performed to separate statistically
the CP-even and CP-odd contributions in the final state. As already mentioned in Sec. [3.3.2]
CDF [153,[154], DO [155] and LHCD [156,157] have used both untagged and tagged B? — J/i ¢
events for the measurement of ¢<*. In addition, the newly observed CP-odd decay mode
BY — Jh f5(980), f0(980) — 77w~ has also been analyzed by LHCb [I87], without the need
for an angular analysis; this analysis was (superseded and) extended to the three-body decay
mode BY — Jip7Tn~ [I88], which has been shown to be almost CP pure with a CP-odd
fraction larger than 0.977 at 95% CL [189).

All these analyses provide two mirror solutions related by the transformation (AL, ¢s) —
(AT, m — ¢). However, a recent LHCb analysis of BY — J/ip K™K~ resolved this ambiguity
and ruled out the solution with negative AT'y [93]. Therefore, in what follows we only consider
the solution with AI'y > 0.

We perform a combination of the CDF [153], DO [155] and LHCb [I56L[I88] results summa-
rized in Table 21l This is done by adding the two-dimensional log profile-likelihood scans of
AT, and ¢% from the three B? — J/i) ¢ analyses and a one-dimensional log profile-likelihood
of ¢ from the BY — Jipmtr™ analysis, where in each case the —log-likelihood is minimized
with respect to all other parameters, including I'y. Since the BY — J/1) ¢ two-dimensional scan
provided by LHCD in Ref. [I56] contains only statistical uncertainty, on each (ATl's, ¢<°°) point,
we decrease the log-likelihood by the quantity

(957 — o= )2035—syst (Al — Al—‘s—lmilﬂ)zgir—syst

s—min

Alog L™V — Alog £ =

= (82)
20-35—stat(0-3§—stat + aé—syst) 202Af—stat(U2AF—stat + 0-2Al"—syst) 7
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Figure 11: Left: 68% CL regions in B? width difference AT’y and weak phase ¢ obtained from
individual and combined CDF [153], DO [155] and LHCb [156,[188] likelihoods of BY — J/)¢
and B? — Jipmr [188] samples. Right: same combined contour compared with the 68% CL
(green) and 95% CL (yellow) regions allowed by the measurements of A% and Amg,. The
expectation within the Standard Model [91][152] is shown as the black rectangle.

where ¢g_nin and AT, ., are the values of ¢ and AT’y at the minimum of the likelihood,
and 0y_stat (TAr—stat) and oy_syst (Car—syst) the statistical and systematic uncertainties on ¢S
(AT5). This assumes that the systematic uncertainties are Gaussian and independent of AT,
and ¢¢. Both the DO and CDF log profile-likelihood scans are corrected for coverage and
include systematic uncertainties. We obtain the individual and combined contours shown in
Fig. Ml (left). Profiling the likelihood in each of the ATy and ¢s dimensions, we find, as
summarized in Table 2Tt

ATy, = +0.105+0.015 ps~*, (83)
G = —0.0147500. (34)

s —

In the Standard Model and ignoring sub-leading penguin contributions, ¢S is expected to
be equal to —20;, where S5 = arg [— (VisV}}) / (VesViy)] is a phase analogous to the angle 8 of
the usual CKM unitarity triangle (aside from a sign change). An indirect determination via
global fits to experimental data gives [152]

(¢™)™ = —28, = —0.036375:5015 - (85)

The average value of ¢<* from Eq. (84) is consistent with this Standard Model expectation.
New physics could contribute ¢<*. Assuming that new physics only enters in My (rather
than in I'j5), one can write [91]

¢I° = =28, + ¢y, (86)
where the new physics phase ¢} is the same as that appearing in Eq. (79). In this case
$1a = @Yy + 206, + ¢ (87)

and Eq. ([80) then provides a relation between AT’y and ¢<, based on the measured values
of A, and Am, (Eqs. (75) and (64)) as well as the expectations for ¢73! and —23,. The
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allowed region in the (AT, ¢<°°) plane is shown in Fig. [l (right), where it is compared both
with the direct measurement of AI'; and ¢, and with the Standard Model expectations. No

S
inconsistency is observed between all these data.
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4 Measurements related to Unitarity Triangle angles

The charge of the “CP(t) and Unitarity Triangle angles” group is to provide averages of mea-
surements from time-dependent asymmetry analyses, and other quantities that are related to
the angles of the Unitarity Triangle (UT). In cases where considerable theoretical input is
required to extract the fundamental quantities, no attempt is made to do so at this stage.
However, straightforward interpretations of the averages are given, where possible.

In Sec. [41] a brief introduction to the relevant phenomenology is given. In Sec. an
attempt is made to clarify the various different notations in use. In Sec. [£.3] the common
inputs to which experimental results are rescaled in the averaging procedure are listed. We
also briefly introduce the treatment of experimental errors. In the remainder of this section,
the experimental results and their averages are given, divided into subsections based on the
underlying quark-level decays.

4.1 Introduction

The Standard Model Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) quark mixing matrix V' must be
unitary. A 3 x 3 unitary matrix has four free parameters and these are conventionally written
by the product of three (complex) rotation matrices [190], where the rotations are characterised
by the Euler angles 615, 613 and 63, which are the mixing angles between the generations, and
one overall phase ¢,

_‘6
Vud Vius Vb C12C13 S$12€13 s13€”"
_ _ i5 1)
V= Vea Ves Ve = —512C23 — C12523513€" C12C23 — S12523513€" 523C13 (88)
is is
Vie Vis Vi 512523 — C12€23513€ —C12523 — 512€23513€ C23C13

where ¢;; = cosb;;, s;j =sinb,;; fori < j =1,2,3.

Following the observation of a hierarchy between the different matrix elements, the Wolfen-
stein parametrisation [191] is an expansion of V' in terms of the four real parameters A\ (the
expansion parameter), A, p and 7. Defining to all orders in A [192]

S12. = A,
Sy = AN, (89)
si3e”® = AN (p—in),

and inserting these into the representation of Eq. (88]), unitarity of the CKM matrix is achieved
to all orders. A Taylor expansion of V' leads to the familiar approximation

1—)%/2 A AX3(p —in)
V= . 1—22)/2 AN? +0 (A (90)
AN(1—p—in) —AN? 1
At order A\°, the obtained CKM matrix in this extended Wolfenstein parametrisation is:
1— a2 1)\ A AN} (p —in)
V= -A+3A2N[1-2(p+in)]  1—4A2— X1 +44%) AN? +0 (X% . (91)

AN [1— Q-2 (p+in)] —ANZ+LAN[1-2(p+in)] 1-1A2\

23 In the general case there are nine free parameters, but five of these are absorbed into unobservable quark
phases.
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Figure 12: The Unitarity Triangle.

The non-zero imaginary part of the CKM matrix, which is the origin of CP violation in the
Standard Model, is encapsulated in a non-zero value of 7.

The unitarity relation V1V = 1 results in a total of nine expressions, that can be written
as Zi:uw ViiVik = djk, where dj) is the Kronecker symbol. Of the off-diagonal expressions
(j # k), three can be transformed into the other three leaving six relations, in which three
complex numbers sum to zero, which therefore can be expressed as triangles in the complex
plane. More details about unitarity triangles can be found in [T93-198].

One of these relations,

VidVip + VeaVigy + ViaViy, = 0, (92)

is of particular importance to the B system, being specifically related to flavour changing
neutral current b — d transitions. The three terms in Eq. ([@2)) are of the same order (O (\3)),
and this relation is commonly known as the Unitarity Triangle. For presentational purposes, it
is convenient to rescale the triangle by (V.4V})™!, as shown in Fig. [2

Two popular naming conventions for the UT angles exist in the literature:

ViaVi, VeaVy VudViy
*

a5¢2=afg{—m}7 BE%:Mg[—m]a 75¢3:afg{—m}- (93)

In this document the («, 3, 7) set is used P4 The sides R, and R; of the Unitarity Triangle (the
third side being normalised to unity) are given by

Vd Vu*b

ViaVi,
R,= |2\ =\/P+7, R=|"2=\/1-p2+7. 04
‘VCdVgg P+, R ‘Vchgz (1-p)*+7 (94)
where p and 7] define the apex of the Unitarity Triangle [192]
VudV ViaVi, V1-—)\2 j
D= ——ud ub w =1 td b = (p +n) I (95)
Vea cb Vea cb \/1 — A2\t 4+ \/1 — )\2A2)\4(p + 217)

24 The relevant unitarity triangle for the B? system is obtained by replacing d «+ s in Eq. Definitions
of the set of angles (as,s,7s) can be obtained using equivalent relations to those of Eq. @3] for example
Bs = arg [—(VesVE)/(VisVii)]. This definition gives a value of 5, that is negative in the Standard Model, so
that the sign is often flipped in the literature.
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The exact relation between (p,n) and (p,7) is
V1 — A2\ (p + i)
VI=AZ[1— A2\ (p+a7)]

By expanding in powers of A\, several useful approximate expressions can be obtained, in-
cluding

p+in = (96)

5= p(1 — %V) L0, H=g(l— %A?) FOM),  Vig= AN(1 —F— i) + O(\). (97)

4.2 Notations

Several different notations for CP violation parameters are commonly used. This section reviews
those found in the experimental literature, in the hope of reducing the potential for confusion,
and to define the frame that is used for the averages.

In some cases, when B mesons decay into multibody final states via broad resonances (p,
K*, etc.), the experimental analyses ignore the effects of interference between the overlapping
structures. This is referred to as the quasi-two-body (Q2B) approximation in the following.

4.2.1 CP asymmetries

The CP asymmetry is defined as the difference between the rate involving a b quark and that
involving a b quark, divided by the sum. For example, the partial rate (or charge) asymmetry
for a charged B decay would be given as

_ (B~ = f)-T(B" =)
Ar = (B~ — f)+ (Bt = f) (98)

4.2.2 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in decays to CP eigenstates

If the amplitudes for B® and B° to decay to a final state f, which is a CP eigenstate with
eigenvalue 7y, are given by A; and Ay, respectively, then the decay distributions for neutral B
mesons, with known flavour at time At = 0, are given by

e~ 1At/ T(B?) 2Im(\) 1=\
'z At) = ——— —————~sin(AmAt AmAt
5o 1 (AL) () [ pWE sin(AmAt) — T o2 cos(Am )} (99)
e~ 1AU/T(B?) 21m(Af) 1= A2
r At _ AmALt) + AmAt 100
B f(AL) (5 [ T sin(AmAt) + TP cos(Am )} (100)
Here \; = pj— contains terms related to B°-B° mixing and to the decay amplitude (the

eigenstates of the effective Hamiltonian in the B°B® system are |By) = p|B°) + ¢ |B°)). This
formulation assumes CPT invariance, and neglects possible lifetime differences (between the
eigenstates of the effective Hamiltonian; see Section [3.3] where the mass difference Am is also
defined) in the neutral B meson system. The case where non-zero lifetime differences are taken
into account is discussed in Section [£.2.3] Note that the notation and normalisation used here
is that which is relevant for the ete™ B factory experiments. At hadron collider experiments,
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the flavour tagging is done at production (At =t = 0), and therefore ¢ is usually used in place
of At. Moreover, since negative values of ¢ are not allowed, the normalisation is such that
f0+°° (Tgo_;(t) + Tgo_4(t)) dt = 1, rather than fj;o (Tgo_;(At) + Lo, ;(AL)) d(At) = 1, as
in Egs. @9 and 100l

The time-dependent CP asymmetry, again defined as the difference between the rate in-
volving a b quark and that involving a b quark, is then given by

FEO—U‘(At) - FBO%f(At) _ 2Im(Af) . 1 — |)\f|2
Dpo_ (At) +Tpop(At) 14 |Ag]? sin(AmAt) — ———— cos(AmAt). (101)

.Af (At) = 1+|>\f|2

While the coefficient of the sin(AmAt) term in Eq. (I01]) is everywherd? denoted S I

2Im(A
_ 2y (102)
1+ Ayl
different notations are in use for the coefficient of the cos(AmAt) term:
1—|Ag)?
C; = —A; = % (103)
1+ Xyl

The C notation is used by the BABAR collaboration (see e.g. [199]), and also in this document.
The A notation is used by the Belle collaboration (see e.g. [200]).

Neglecting effects due to CP violation in mixing (by taking |¢/p| = 1), if the decay amplitude
contains terms with a single weak (i.e., CP violating) phase then |[A\;| = 1 and one finds
S¢ = —ny sin(Gmix+Pdec), C; = 0, where dpix = arg(q/p) and ¢aec = arg(A;/A;). Note that the
BY-B® mixing phase ¢y, ~ 28 in the Standard Model (in the usual phase convention) [201,202].

If amplitudes with different weak phases contribute to the decay, no clean interpretation
of Sy is possible without further input. If the decay amplitudes have in addition different CP
conserving strong phases, then |A;| # 1 and additional input is required for interpretation. The
coefficient of the cosine term becomes non-zero, indicating direct CP violation. The sign of Ay
as defined above is consistent with that of Ay in Eq. (@F).

Due to the fact that sin(AmAt) and cos(AmAt) are respectively odd and even functions
of At, only small correlations (that can be induced by backgrounds, for example) between S
and C are expected a B factory experiments, where the range of At is —oco < At < +o00. The
situation is different for measurements at hadron collider experiments, where the range of the
time variable is 0 < At < 400, so that more sizable correlations can be expected. We include
the correlations in the averages where available.

Frequently, we are interested in combining measurements governed by similar or identical
short-distance physics, but with different final states (e.g., B — JA K2 and B — J/i) K?).
In this case, we remove the dependence on the CP eigenvalue of the final state by quoting
—nSy. In cases where the final state is not a CP eigenstate but has an effective CP content
(see below), the reported —nS is corrected by the effective CP.

4.2.3 Time-dependent distributions with non-zero decay width difference

A complete analysis of the time-dependent decay rates of neutral B mesons must also take into
account the lifetime difference between the eigenstates of the effective Hamiltonian, denoted by

%% Occasionally one also finds Eq. (I0T) written as Ay (At) = AP sin(AmAt) + A§" cos(AmAt), or similar.
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AT'. This is particularly important in the B, system, since non-negligible values of AI'y have
now been established (see Section B3] for the latest experimental constraints). Neglecting CP
violation in mixing, the relevant replacements for Eqs. @9 & are [203]

(A1) = N [coshwl;“w

2Im(As) " (BO 2Re(Af) . 1/ ADAL (104)
Tz SI(AmAL) — 1+|A |2 cos(AmAt) — ofr sinh(55 )},
and
e~ 1atl/7(BY)
Ty p(A) = N [cosh(AgAt)_ o

1+\>(\ {2 sin(AmAt) + 1+})\f:2 cos(AmAt) — 1+\>(\ {2 Slnh(AFAt)].

To be consistent with our earlier notatmn@ we write here the coefficient of the sinh term

as
2 Re()\f)

L+ A2
A complete, tagged, time-dependent analysis of CP asymmetries in B, decays to a CP eigenstate
f can thus obtain the parameters Sy, C'y and A?F. Note that, by definition,

ARl = — (106)

(S7)° + (Cp)” + (A2T)* =1, (107)

and this constraint can be imposed or not in the fits. Since these parameters have sensitivity
to both Im(As) and Re(\y), alternative choices of parametrisation, including those directly
involving CP violating phases (such as (), are possible. These can also be adopted for vector-
vector final states.

The untagged time-dependent decay rate is given by

e~ |AU/m(B2) ATAt\  2Re(\f) AT At
I's A r At) =N——7F—— h — inh ( —— ] |. (1
Buosf(At) +Tpop(At) = N 27 (B0 [cos ( 5 ) T sin ( 5 ) } (108)

With the requirement f_Jr;o 5. (AL) + Tpop(At)d(At) = 1, the normalisation factor N is
fixed to 1 — (%)2. Note that an untagged time-dependent analysis can probe A¢, through
Re(Af), when AI' # 0. This is equivalent to determining the “effective lifetime” [15§], as
discussed in Sec. [3.2.4l The tagged analysis is, of course, more sensitive.

Other expressions can be similarly modified to take into account non-zero lifetime differ-
ences. Note that when the final state contains a mixture of CP-even and CP-odd states (as, for
example, for vector-vector or multibody self-conjugate states), that Re(\s) contains terms pro-
portional to both the sine and cosine of the weak phase difference, albeit with rather different
sensitivities.

4.2.4 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in decays to vector-vector final states

Consider B decays to states consisting of two spin-1 particles, such as Jjp K*(— K970),
D**D*~ and p*p~, which are eigenstates of charge conjugation but not of parlty. In fact for

26 As ever, alternative and conflicting notations appear in the literature. One popular alternative notation
for this parameter is Aar. Particular care must be taken over the signs.

2T This is not true of all vector-vector final states, e.g., D**pT is clearly not an eigenstate of charge conju-
gation.
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such a system, there are three possible final states; in the helicity basis these can be written
h_1,hg,hyi1. The hy state is an eigenstate of parity, and hence of CP; however, CP transforms
hy1 <> h_1 (up to an unobservable phase). In the transversity basis, these states are transformed
into hy = (h41+h-1)/2and b, = (hq41—h_1)/2. In this basis all three states are CP eigenstates,
and h has the opposite CP to the others.

The amplitudes to these states are usually given by Ay (here we use a normalisation
such that |Ag|? +]AL|* +|A|?> = 1). Then the effective CP of the vector-vector state is known
if |[AL|? is measured. An alternative strategy is to measure just the longitudinally polarised
component, |Ag|? (sometimes denoted by fiong), which allows a limit to be set on the effective
CP since |A | <|A]*+]A)|* = 1—|A4g|*. The most complete treatment for neutral B decays
to vector-vector final states is time-dependent angular analysis (also known as time-dependent
transversity analysis). In such an analysis, the interference between the CP-even and CP-odd
states provides additional sensitivity to the weak and strong phases involved.

In most analyses of time-dependent CP asymmetries in decays to vector-vector final states
carried out to date, an assumption has been made that each helicity (or transversity) amplitude
has the same weak phase. This is a good approximation for decays that are dominated by
amplitudes with a single weak phase, such B — J/i) K*°  and is a reasonable approximation
in any mode for which only very limited statistics are available. However, for modes that have
contributions from amplitudes with different weak phases, the relative size of these contributions
can be different for each helicity (or transversity) amplitude, and therefore the time-dependent
CP asymmetry parameters can also differ. The most generic analysis, suitable for modes with
sufficient statistics, would allow for this effect; an intermediate analysis can allow different

parameters for the CP-even and CP-odd components. Such an analysis has been carried out
by BABAR for the decay B® — D**D*~ [204].

4.2.5 Time-dependent asymmetries: self-conjugate multiparticle final states

Amplitudes for neutral B decays into self-conjugate multiparticle final states such as 7+7 =7,

KTK-KY ntn~ KO, Jipntn™ or Dr° with D — K277~ may be written in terms of CP-even
and CP-odd amplitudes. As above, the interference between these terms provides additional
sensitivity to the weak and strong phases involved in the decay, and the time-dependence de-
pends on both the sine and cosine of the weak phase difference. In order to perform unbinned
maximum likelihood fits, and thereby extract as much information as possible from the distri-
butions, it is necessary to select a model for the multiparticle decay, and therefore the results
acquire some model dependence (binned, model independent methods are also possible, though
are not as statistically powerful). The number of observables depends on the final state (and on
the model used); the key feature is that as long as there are regions where both CP-even and
CP-odd amplitudes contribute, the interference terms will be sensitive to the cosine of the weak
phase difference. Therefore, these measurements allow distinction between multiple solutions
for, e.g., the four values of § from the measurement of sin(23).

We now consider the various notations which have been used in experimental studies of
time-dependent asymmetries in decays to self-conjugate multiparticle final states.

B° — D®AR® with D — K%ntn~

The states Dr°, D*z°, Dn, D*n, Dw are collectively denoted D™h®. When the D decay
model is fixed, fits to the time-dependent decay distributions can be performed to extract the
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weak phase difference. However, it is experimentally advantageous to use the sine and cosine of
this phase as fit parameters, since these behave as essentially independent parameters, with low
correlations and (potentially) rather different uncertainties. A parameter representing direct
CP violation in the B decay can also be floated. For consistency with other analyses, this could
be chosen to be Cy, but could equally well be |Af|, or other possibilities.

Belle performed an analysis of these channels with sin(2¢;) and cos(2¢;) as free parame-
ters [205]. BABAR have performed an analysis floating also |Af| [206] (and, of course, replacing

o1 < 0).
B° — D*+D*—K2

The hadronic structure of the BY — D** D*~ KUY decay is not sufficiently well understood to
perform a full time-dependent Dalitz plot analysis. Instead, following Browder et al. [207],
BABAR [208] divide the Dalitz plane in two: m(D*TK?2)? > m(D*"K2)? (n, = +1) and
m(D*K?2)? < m(D*~K?)? (n, = —1); and then fit to a decay time distribution with asymmetry
given by

2 2
Ar (At) = ny% cos(AmAt) — % sin(25) + ny% cos(25) | sin(AmAt) . (109)

A similar analysis has also been carried out by Belle [209]. The measured values are j—(‘)‘,
2J

=t sin(2/) and 2‘}—02 cos(2f3), where the parameters Jy, J., Js1 and Js are the integrals over
the half Dalitz plane m(D*TK?2)? < m(D*~K?)? of the functions |a|*+ [a]?, |a|? — |a|?, Re(aa*)
and Im(aa*) respectively, where a and @ are the decay amplitudes of B — D**D*~K? and
BY — D**D*~ K respectively. The parameter Jy, (and hence Jyo/Jy) is predicted to be positive;

with this assumption is it possible to determine the sign of cos(24).
B - KTK~-K°

Studies of B® — K™K~ K" [210-212] and of the related decay BT — K™K~ KT [212-214],
show that the decay is dominated by a large nonresonant contribution with significant compo-
nents from the intermediate K+ K~ resonances ¢(1020), f5(980), and other higher resonancesEg]
as well a contribution from y. .

The full time-dependent Dalitz plot analysis allows the complex amplitudes of each con-
tributing term to be determined from data, including CP violation effects (i.e. allowing the
complex amplitude for the B® decay to be independent from that for B° decay), although one
amplitude must be fixed to give a reference point. There are several choices for parametrisation
of the complex amplitudes (e.g. real and imaginary part, or magnitude and phase). Similarly,
there are various approaches to include CP violation effects. Note that positive definite parame-
ters such as magnitudes are disfavoured in certain circumstances (they inevitably lead to biases
for small values). In order to compare results between analyses, it is useful for each experiment
to present results in terms of the parameters that can be measured in a Q2B analysis (such as
Ay, Sy, Cp, sin(28°T), cos(26°T), etc.)

In the BABAR analysis of B — KK~ K° [212], the complex amplitude for each resonant

28 The broad structure that peaks near m(KTK~) ~ 1550 MeV /c? and was denoted X(1550) is now believed
to originate from interference effects.
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contribution is written as
Af = Cf(l + bf)6i(¢f+6f) s Zf = Cf(l - bf)ﬁ’i((z)f_(sf) ; (110)

where by and 0y introduce CP violation in the magnitude and phase respectively. Belle [211]
use the same parametrisation but with a different notation for the parametersé [The weak
phase in BB mixing (25) also appears in the full formula for the time-dependent decay
distribution.] The Q2B direct CP violation parameter is directly related to by

Y P— YR (111)

and the mixing-induced CP violation parameter can be used to obtain sin(23°%)

_ 12

f . eff
— NSy R —— s1n(26f ), (112)
1+ 03

where the approximations are exact in the case that |¢/p| = 1.

Both BABAR [212] and Belle [211] present results for ¢; and ¢y, for each resonant contri-
bution, and in addition present results for Ay and 5§" for ¢(1020)K°, fo(980)K° and for the
remainder of the contributions to the K™K~ K" Dalitz plot combined 24 The models used to

describe the resonant structure of the Dalitz plot differ, however. Both analyses suffer from
multiple solutions, from which we select only one for averaging.

B’ —» ntn~ K2

Studies of B® — 77~ K? [215,216] and of the related decay BT — ntn~ KT [213,217
219] show that the decay is dominated by components from intermediate resonances in the
Km (K*(892), K5(1430)) and 7w (p(770), f0(980), f2(1270)) spectra, together with a poorly
understood scalar structure that peaks near m(wm) ~ 1300 MeV/c? and is denoted fx(1300)
(that could be identified as either the f,(1370) or fy(1500)), and a large nonresonant component.
There is also a contribution from the y.o state.

The full time-dependent Dalitz plot analysis allows the complex amplitudes of each con-
tributing term to be determined from data, including CP violation effects. In the BABAR
analysis [215], the magnitude and phase of each component (for both B® and B° decays) are
measured relative to B — f,(980) K2, using the following parametrisation

Ap = |Ag| e Ay = [Ap] e (113)

In the Belle analysis [216], the B — K**7~ amplitude is chosen as the reference, and the
amplitudes are parametrised as

Af = af(l + Cf)€i(bf+df) s Zf = af(l — Cf)ei(bf_df) . (114)

In both cases, the results are translated into quasi-two-body parameters such as 2B§H, St, Cy
for each CP eigenstate f, and direct CP asymmetries for each flavour-specific state. Relative
phase differences between resonant terms are also extracted.

29 (C7 b, ¢, 5) H (al, C7 b, d)'
30 BABAR also present results for the Q2B parameter Sy for these channels.
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B > nta—7x0

The B® — 77~ 7" decay is dominated by intermediate p resonances. Though it is possible,
as above, to determine directly the complex amplitudes for each component, an alternative

approach [220,221], has been used by both BABAR [222] and Belle [223,224]. The amplitudes
for B and B to nt7n~ 70 are written

Age = [L AL+ [LA_+ foAo . Ase = fL AL+ [ZA_+ foAo (115)

respectively. A,, A_ and Ay represent the complex decay amplitudes for B® — p*n—, B® —
p~mt and BY — p7° while A, A_ and A, represent those for B® — p*7~, B — p~ 7" and
B — p%7° respectively. f,, f_ and f; incorporate kinematic and dynamical factors and depend
on the Dalitz plot coordinates. The full time-dependent decay distribution can then be written
in terms of 27 free parameters, one for each coefficient of the form factor bilinears, as listed
in Table 221 These parameters are often referred to as “the Us and Is”, and can be expressed
in terms of A, A_, Ay, Ay, A_ and Ay. If the full set of parameters is determined, together
with their correlations, other parameters, such as weak and strong phases, direct CP violation
parameters, efc., can be subsequently extracted. Note that one of the parameters (typically
UY) is often fixed to unity to provide a reference point; this does not affect the analysis.

4.2.6 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in decays to non-CP eigenstates

Consider a non-CP eigenstate f, and its conjugate f. For neutral B decays to these final
states, there are four amplitudes to consider: those for BY to decay to f and f (A; and Ay,
respectively), and the equivalents for B® (A; and E?). If CP is conserved in the decay, then
Af = A? and A? = Af.

The time-dependent decay distributions can be written in many different ways. Here, we

follow Sec. 4.2.21 and define \; = %i—; and Ay = 997 The time-dependent CP asymmetries

p Ay
then follow Eq. (I0T):

Ag(an) = AR 2o B g G Ama) - Oy costamar),  (116)
- - sin(AmAt) — Cy cos(AmAL),
! Igo_, p(At) + o g (Al) ! 1
I'go7(At) = I'po_7(At)
Az(At) = 7 —f = Sysin(AmAt) — Crcos(AmAt), 117
7(At) Lo 7(At) + T o 7(Al) 7sin( ) — Ccos( ) (117)

with the definitions of the parameters Cy, Sy, C7 and S, following Eqgs. (I02) and (I03).
The time-dependent decay rates are given by

g0 (At) %g(fo)(l + (A {1+ Sy sin(AmAL) — Cpcos(AmAt)},  (118)
T o (At) %(1 + (A) {1 — Sy sin(AmAL) + Oy cos(AmAL)},  (119)
Fpo_7(At) = %;jjo)(l — (Ap) {1+ Sysin(AmAt) — Cyeos(AmAL)},  (120)
Tpo_(At) = %;?%(1 — (A7) {1 — Spsin(AmAt) + Cyeos(AmAt) ), (121)
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Table 22: Definitions of the U and I coefficients. Modified from [222].

Parameter Description

Ur Coefficient of | f|?

Uy Coefficient of | fo|?

Ur Coefficient of |f_|?

Uy Coefficient of | fy|? cos(AmAt)

U- Coefficient of | f_|? cos(AmAt)

U; Coefficient of | f1|? cos(AmAt)

I Coefficient of | fo|? sin(AmAt)

I Coefficient of | f_|* sin(AmAt)

Iy Coefficient of | f, |* sin(AmAt)

Ui Coefficient of Im[f, f*]

Ut Coefficient of Re[f f*]

U Coefficient of Im[f, f*] cos(AmAt)

Ut Coefficient of Re[f, f*] cos(AmAt)

i Coefficient of Im[f, f*] sin(AmAt)

e Coefficient of Re[fy f*]sin(AmAt)

Ut Coefficient of Im[f, f§]

Ut Coefficient of Re[fy f;]

U Coefficient of Im[f, f] cos(AmAt)
e Coefficient of Re[f; fi] cos(AmAt)

I Coefficient of Im[f, f7] sin(AmAt)

It Coefficient of Re[fy fi] sin(AmAt)

Ut Coefficient of Im[f_ f§]

Ut Coefficient of Re[f_ f§]

U™ Coefficient of Im[f_ f] cos(AmAt)

Ut Coefficient of Re[f_ fi] cos(AmAt)

I's Coefficient of Im[f_ f;] sin(AmAt)

IRe Coefficient of Re[f_ f] sin(AmAt)

where the time-independent parameter (A / f> represents an overall asymmetry in the production
of the f and f final states.

o (145 + 1A, ) = (Jag]* + 1 A7) 122
A 1A + (14 + 1A )

Assuming |q/p| = 1, the parameters Cy and CF can also be written in terms of the decay

31 This parameter is often denoted Ay (or Acp), but here we avoid this notation to prevent confusion with
the time-dependent CP asymmetry.
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amplitudes as follows:

AP - \A_f\Q

— 2
P et o Ag - 1A
— 12

|As* + | Ay

and Cr=_1_ T (123)
! 2 —- 12’
|A7]" + |A7]
giving asymmetries in the decay amplitudes of B® and B° to the final states f and f respectively.

In this notation, the direct CP invariance conditions are (A7) = 0 and Cy = —C%. Note
that C'y and C5 are typically non-zero; e.g., for a flavour-specific final state, Ay = A7z = 0
(Ay = A7 = 0), they take the values Cy = —C5; =1 (Cy = —C7 = —1).

The coefficients of the sine terms contain information about the weak phase. In the case
that each decay amplitude contains only a single weak phase (i.e., no direct CP violation),

these terms can be written

o -2 |Af| ‘A_f‘ Sin(¢mix + ¢dec - 5]‘) _ —2 ‘A?‘ ‘Zﬂ Sin((bmix + (bdec + 5f)
= 5 — and S+ = 5 —
|Asl” + | Af] |A7|” + | A7

Sy )
(124)
where 0 is the strong phase difference between the decay amplitudes. If there is no CP
violation, the condition Sy = —S55 holds. If decay amplitudes with different weak and strong
phases contribute, no clean interpretation of Sy and S; is possible.

Since two of the CP invariance conditions are 'y = —CF and Sy = —5%, there is motivation
for a rotation of the parameters:
S+ 55 Sy — 5 Cr+Cf Cy—Cf
Sf? - 2 ) fF= 2 ) fF= 2 ) fF= 2 ) (125)

With these parameters, the CP invariance conditions become S,z = 0 and Cy7 = 0. The
parameter AC + gives a measure of the “flavour-specificity” of the decay: AC;7 = £1 corre-
sponds to a completely flavour-specific decay, in which no interference between decays with and
without mixing can occur, while AC;; = 0 results in maximum sensitivity to mixing-induced
CP violation. The parameter AS 7 is related to the strong phase difference between the decay

amplitudes of BY to f and to f. We note that the observables of Eq. (I25) exhibit experi-
mental correlations (typically of ~ 20%, depending on the tagging purity, and other effects)
between S,7 and AS,7, and between C';7 and AC}7. On the other hand, the final state specific
observables of Eq. (I1) tend to have low correlations.

Alternatively, if we recall that the CP invariance conditions at the decay amplitude level
are Ay = E? and Ay = Ay, we are led to consider the parameters [225]

A" — 14, A — Ay

A= s E ) NERNPNTE (126)
|Az[" + 14y [As[" + [ Ag]

These are sometimes considered more physically intuitive parameters since they characterise
direct CP violation in decays with particular topologies. For example, in the case of B® — p* 7T
(choosing f = pt7~ and f = p~7t), A7 (also denoted A} ") parametrises direct CP violation
in decays in which the produced p meson does not contain the spectator quark, while .A?f
(also denoted A7) parametrises direct CP violation in decays in which it does. Note that we
have again followed the sign convention that the asymmetry is the difference between the rate
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involving a b quark and that involving a b quark, cf. Eq. ([@8). Of course, these parameters are
not independent of the other sets of parameters given above, and can be written

(App) + Cpp + (Ap) AC; —(Ap) +Cp7 + <"4f?>ACf?.

A =— and  Aj, = (127)

They usually exhibit strong correlations.
We now consider the various notations which have been used in experimental studies of
time-dependent CP asymmetries in decays to non-CP eigenstates.

B° — D*:D¥

The ((A;7), Cy, Sy, CF, S7), set of parameters was used in early publications by both
BABAR [226] and Belle [227] (albeit with slightly different notations) in the D*:D¥ system
(f = D**D~, f = D*D%). In their most recent paper on this topic Belle [228] instead used
the parametrisation (Ap«p, Sp«p, ASp«p, Cp+p, ACp«p), while BABAR [204] give results in
both sets of parameters. We therefore use the (Ap«p, Sp«p, ASp«p, Cp+p, ACp«p) set.

B° — ptx¥

In the p*nT system, the ((A;5), Cy7, S;7, ACy7, ASj7) set of parameters has been used
originally by BABAR [229] and Belle [230], in the Q2B approximation; the exact names*] used
in this case are (AZp, Cor, Sprs AC,r, AS,), and these names are also used in this document.

Since p*7¥ is reconstructed in the final state 77~ 70, the interference between the p reso-
nances can provide additional information about the phases (see Sec. L2.5]). Both BABAR [222]
and Belle [223,224] have performed time-dependent Dalitz plot analyses, from which the weak
phase « is directly extracted. In such an analysis, the measured Q2B parameters are also
naturally corrected for interference effects. See Sec. L.2.5]

B° - D*nF, D**nF, D*pF

Time-dependent CP analyses have also been performed for the final states D¥n¥, D**n¥
and D*pT. In these theoretically clean cases, no penguin contributions are possible, so there
is no direct CP violation. Furthermore, due to the smallness of the ratio of the magnitudes
of the suppressed (b — u) and favoured (b — ¢) amplitudes (denoted Ry), to a very good
approximation, Cy = —Cy = 1 (using f = DW=h*, f = D®W+th™ h =7, p), and the coefficients
of the sine terms are given by

Sf = —QRf SiH(quix + ¢dec — 5f) and S7 = —QRf sin(gbmix + deec + 5f) (128)

Thus weak phase information can be cleanly obtained from measurements of Sy and S, al-
though external information on at least one of Ry or 0 is necessary. (Note that ¢mix + Pdec =
23 + v for all the decay modes in question, while Ry and ¢ depend on the decay mode.)

Again, different notations have been used in the literature. BABAR [2311[232] defines the
time-dependent probability function by

T
f (na t)_ 47_

32 BABAR has used the notations A7}, [229] and A, [222] in place of A7

[1 F S¢sin(AmAt) F nC¢ cos(AmAt)], (129)
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Table 23: Conversion between the various notations used for CP violation parameters in the
D*n¥, D**7F and D*pT systems. The b; terms used by BABAR have been neglected. Recall

that (a, 8,7) = (¢2, ¢1, P3).

BABAR Belle partial rec. Belle full rec.
SD+7r* —S_ = —(a + Ci) N/A QRDW sin(2¢1 + (bg + 5D7r)
SD*W* —S_|_ = —(CL — Ci) N/A 2RD7r sin(2¢1 + ¢3 — 5D7r)
SD**W* -5_ = —(a + Ci) S+ _2RD*7r sin(2¢1 + ¢3 + 6D*7r)
SD**n* —S_|_ = —(CL — Ci) S~ _2RD*7r Sil’l(2¢1 + ¢3 — 6D*7r)
SD+pf —-S_ = —(a—i—ci) N/A N/A
SD—er —S+:—(CL—CZ') N/A N/A

where the upper (lower) sign corresponds to the tagging meson being a B® (BY). [Note here
that a tagging B® (B°) corresponds to —S; (+S¢).] The parameters n and ( take the values
+1 and + (=1 and —) when the final state is, e.g., D~n" (D*7n~). However, in the fit, the
substitutions C; = 1 and S; = a F nb; — nc; are made P [Note that, neglecting b terms,
Sy =a—cand S- =a+c, sothat a = (S; +5-)/2, ¢ = (S- — S4)/2, in analogy to the
parameters of Eq. (I2H).] The subscript i denotes the tagging category. These are motivated by
the possibility of CP violation on the tag side [233], which is absent for semileptonic B decays
(mostly lepton tags). The parameter a is not affected by tag side CP violation. The parameter
b only depends on tag side CP violation parameters and is not directly useful for determining
UT angles. A clean interpretation of the ¢ parameter is only possible for lepton-tagged events,
so the BABAR measurements report ¢ measured with those events only.

The parameters used by Belle in the analysis using partially reconstructed B decays [234],
are similar to the S; parameters defined above. However, in the Belle convention, a tagging B°
corresponds to a + sign in front of the sine coefficient; furthermore the correspondence between
the super/subscript and the final state is opposite, so that Sy (BABAR) = —ST (Belle). In this
analysis, only lepton tags are used, so there is no effect from tag side CP violation. In the
Belle analysis using fully reconstructed B decays [235], this effect is measured and taken into
account using D*[v decays; in neither Belle analysis are the a, b and ¢ parameters used. In the
latter case, the measured parameters are 2R ), sin(2¢; + ¢3 £ dpe,); the definition is such
that S* (Belle) = —2Rp«,sin(2¢; + ¢35 & dp+r). However, the definition includes an angular
momentum factor (—1)% [236], and so for the results in the D7 system, there is an additional
factor of —1 in the conversion.

Explicitly, the conversion then reads as given in Table 23] where we have neglected the b;
terms used by BABAR (which are zero in the absence of tag side CP violation). For the averages
in this document, we use the a and ¢ parameters, and give the explicit translations used in
Table 241 Tt is to be fervently hoped that the experiments will converge on a common notation
in future.

Time-dependent asymmetries in radiative B decays

As a special case of decays to non-CP eigenstates, let us consider radiative B decays. Here,

33 The subscript i denotes tagging category.
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Table 24: Translations used to convert the parameters measured by Belle to the parameters
used for averaging in this document. The angular momentum factor L is —1 for D*m and +1
for Dmr. Recall that (o, 5,7) = (¢, 01, ¢3).

D*7 partial rec. D®r full rec.
a —(S+ + S_) %(—1)L+1 (QRD(*)W sin(2¢1 + ¢3 + 6D(*)7r) +2Rpe, sin(2¢1 + @3 — 6D(*)7r))
c —(S+ — S_) %(—1)1'—"_1 (QRD(*)’]T sin(2¢1 + ¢35 + 6D(*)7r) —2Rp, sin(2¢1 + 3 — 5D(*)7r))

the emitted photon has a distinct helicity, which is in principle observable, but in practise is
not usually measured. Thus the measured time-dependent decay rates are given by [237,238]

FEOAXV(At) = FEO—>X'yL (At) + FEOAXVR(At) (130>
oIt /r(B)
= ———— {1+ (Sp + Sg)sin(AmAt) — (Cp + Cg) cos(AmAt)},
41 (BO)
FBOAXw(At) - FBO—>X7L (At) + FBOAXWR(At) (131)
oIt/ (B0)

= By {1 — (S, + Sg) sin(AmAt) + (Cp, + Cr) cos(AmAL)}

where in place of the subscripts f and f we have used L and R to indicate the photon helicity.
In order for interference between decays with and without B°-B° mixing to occur, the X system
must not be flavour-specific, e.g., in case of B — K*0v, the final state must be K27%y. The sign
of the sine term depends on the C' eigenvalue of the X system. At leading order, the photons
from b — ¢y (b — @y) are predominantly left (right) polarised, with corrections of order of
mg/my, thus interference effects are suppressed. Higher order effects can lead to corrections of
order Aqep/my [239,240], though explicit calculations indicate such corrections are small for
exclusive final states [2411242]. The predicted smallness of the S terms in the Standard Model
results in sensitivity to new physics contributions.

4.2.7 Asymmetries in B — D® K®) decays

CP asymmetries in B — D® K®) decays are sensitive to 7. The neutral D meson produced
is an admixture of D™ (produced by a b — ¢ transition) and D™ (produced by a colour-
suppressed b — u transition) states. If the final state is chosen so that both D™ and D®*)°
can contribute, the two amplitudes interfere, and the resulting observables are sensitive to -,
the relative weak phase between the two B decay amplitudes [243]. Various methods have been
proposed to exploit this interference, including those where the neutral D meson is reconstructed
as a CP eigenstate (GLW) [2441245], in a suppressed final state (ADS) [246,247], or in a self-
conjugate three-body final state, such as Ko7 "7~ (Dalitz) [248,249]. It should be emphasised
that while each method differs in the choice of D decay, they are all sensitive to the same
parameters of the B decay, and can be considered as variations of the same technique.

Consider the case of B¥ — DK™, with D decaying to a final state f, which is accessible to
both DY and D°. We can write the decay rates for B~ and B* (I's), the charge averaged rate
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(I'=(I'_- +T,)/2) and the charge asymmetry (A = (I'_ —I'})/(I'- +T'}), see Eq. (O])) as

- o 15 +71% +2rprpcos(dp +6p F ), (132)
I « 7% +7r7+2rgrpcos(dp +0p)cos (7)), (133)
B 2rprpsin (6g + 0p) sin () (134)
= 2 2
r4 + 17, + 2rgrpcos (0 + dp) cos (),
where the ratio of B decay amplitude is usually defined to be less than one,
LA =) -
|A(B- — DYK-)|’
and the ratio of D decay amplitudes is correspondingly defined by
A(D°
rp = AL = NI (136)
[A(D° = 1)

The strong phase differences between the B and D decay amplitudes are given by dp and ép,
respectively. The values of rp and dp depend on the final state f: for the GLW analysis, rp = 1
and d0p is trivial (either zero or 7), in the Dalitz plot analysis rp and dp vary across the Dalitz
plot, and depend on the D decay model used, for the ADS analysis, the values of rp and dp
are not trivial.

Note that, for given values of rp and rp, the maximum size of A (at sin (0p + dp) = 1) is
2rgrpsin () / (r% +r%). Thus even for D decay modes with small rp, large asymmetries, and
hence sensitivity to v, may occur for B decay modes with similar values of rg. For this reason,
the ADS analysis of the decay BT — D= is also of interest.

In the GLW analysis, the measured quantities are the partial rate asymmetry, and the
charge averaged rate, which are measured both for CP-even and CP-odd D decays. The former

is defined as
. 21 (B_ — DCPK_)

Rrp = 137

T T (B~ > DK (137)
It is experimentally convenient to measure Rcp using a double ratio,
I'(B~— DepK™) /T (B- — DK~

T (B~ — Depr) /T (B~ — Do)

that is normalised both to the rate for the favoured D° — K 7" decay, and to the equivalent
quantities for B~ — Dn~ decays (charge conjugate modes are implicitly included in Eq. (I37)
and (I3]))). In this way the constant of proportionality drops out of Eq. (I33)). Eq. (I38) is exact
in the limit that the contribution of the b — u decay amplitude to B~ — Dz~ vanishes and
when the flavour-specific rates I' (B~ — D°h™) (h = m, K) are determined using appropriately
flavour-specific D decays. In reality, the decay D — K is invariable used, leading to a small
source of systematic uncertainty. The direct CP asymmetry is defined as

I'(B~ = DepK~) —T'(B* = DepK™)
I (B~ — DepK—) + T (BT — DepK+)

Acp = (139)

34 Note that here we use the notation rp to denote the ratio of B decay amplitudes, whereas in Sec.
we used, e.g., Rpr, for a rather similar quantity. The reason is that here we need to be concerned also with D
decay amplitudes, and so it is convenient to use the subscript to denote the decaying particle. Hopefully, using
r in place of R will help reduce potential confusion.
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For the ADS analysis, using a suppressed D — f decay, the measured quantities are again
the partial rate asymmetry, and the charge averaged rate. In this case it is sufficient to measure
the rate in a single ratio (normalised to the favoured D — f decay) since detection systematics
cancel naturally; the observed quantity is then

P(B~ = [flp K7)
P(B = [f,K7)

Raps = (140)

where inclusion of charge conjugate modes is implied. The direct CP asymmetry is defined as
I'(B-—=|[flpK)-T(B" = [fl, KT)
I'(B- = [flpK-)+ T (BT = [flp KY)

Since the uncertainty of Axpg depends on the central value of Rapg, for some statistical treat-
ments it is preferable to use an alternative pair of parameters (as discussed in Refs. [250,251])
L(B~ = [flp K7) LB —[fl,K")

TIB oK) TTE SR (142

Aaps = (141)

where there is no inclusion of charge conjugated processes. We use the (Raps, Aaps) set in our
compilation.

In the ADS analysis, there are an additional two unknowns (rp and dp) compared to the
GLW case. However, the value of rp can be measured using decays of D mesons of known
flavour, and ép can be measured from interference effects in decays of quantum-correlated DD
pairs produced at the 1(3770) resonance. In fact, the most precise information on both rp and
0p currently comes from global fits on charm mixing parameters, as discussed in Sec. 8.1l

In the Dalitz plot analysis, once a model is assumed for the D decay, which gives the values
of rp and dp across the Dalitz plot, it is possible to perform a simultaneous fit to the BT
and B~ samples and directly extract v, rg and dg. However, the uncertainties on the phases
depend approximately inversely on rp. Furthermore, rp is positive definite (and small), and
therefore tends to be overestimated, which can lead to an underestimation of the uncertainty.
Some statistical treatment is necessary to correct for this bias. An alternative approach is to
extract from the data the “Cartesian” variables

(x4,y+) = (Re(rBei(‘SBi”)), Im(rBei(‘SBi”))) = (rgcos(dp =), rpsin(dg £ 7)) . (143)

These are (a) approximately statistically uncorrelated and (b) almost Gaussian. The pairs of
variables (x4, y+) can be extracted from independent fits of the B+ data samples. Use of these
variables makes the combination of results much simpler.

However, if the Dalitz plot is effectively dominated by one C'P state, there will be ad-
ditional sensitivity to v in the numbers of events in the B* data samples. This can be
taken into account in various ways. One possibility is to extract GLW-like variables in ad-
dition to the (z4,y+) parameters. An alternative proceeds by defining zL = x4 + iy+ and
o = — [Re[f(s1,52)[*(s2,51)] ds1dsa, where s1,sy are the coordinates of invariant mass
squared that define the Dalitz plot and f is the complex amplitude for D decay as a func-
tion of the Dalitz plot coordinatesPd The fitted parameters (p=, 0F) are then defined by

pre? =2 — . (144)

35 The g parameter is closely related to the ¢; parameters of the model dependent Dalitz plot analysis [248,
252/253], and the coherence factor of inclusive ADS-type analyses [254], integrated over the entire Dalitz plot.
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Note that the yields of B* decays are proportional to 1+ (pT)? — (2)2. This choice of variables
has been used by BABAR in the analysis of BT — DKT with D — 77~ 7% [255]; for this D
decay, xo = 0.850.

The relations between the measured quantities and the underlying parameters are sum-
marised in Table 25 Note carefully that the hadronic factors rg and dp are different, in
general, for each B decay mode.

Table 25: Summary of relations between measured and physical parameters in GLW, ADS and
Dalitz analyses of B — D™ K®).

GLW analysis

Reps 1+ 71% 4+ 2rgcos (dz) cos ()
Acpi :l:27’B sin (53) sin (’)/) /RCP:I:
ADS analysis
Raps r% 4+ 12 + 2rprp cos (0g + dp) cos (7y)
AADS QTBTD sin ((53 —|—5D) sin (’}/) /RADS
Dalitz analysis (D — Ko7t n™)
T+ B COS((SB + ’)/)
Yt rpsin(dp £ )
Dalitz analysis (D — 77 7°)
Pi |2+ — o]
o+ tan~!(Im(2+)/(Re(zx) — z0))

Results from model-dependent Dalitz plot fits tend to suffer from significant uncertainties
due to the choice of model to describe hadronic effects. This can be obviated by a model-
independent analysis, in which the Dalitz plot is binned [248252,253]. It is then necessary
to gain information on effective parameters which describe the average strong phase difference
between a certain bin and its conjugate (found by reflecting in the symmetry axis of the Dalitz
plot@). Such information can be obtained from interference effects in decays of quantum-
correlated DD pairs produced at the 1(3770) resonance.

4.3 Common inputs and error treatment

The common inputs used for rescaling are listed in Table 26, The B° lifetime (7(B°)), mixing
parameter (Amy) and relative width difference (AI'y/I'y) averages are provided by the HFAG
Lifetimes and Oscillations subgroup (Sec. Bl). The fraction of the perpendicularly polarised
component (|A,|*) in B — Jip K*(892) decays, which determines the CP composition in these
decays, is averaged from results by BABAR [256], Belle [257], CDF [258], DO [77] and LHCb [259].
See also HFAG B to Charm Decay Parameters subgroup (Sec. []).

At present, we only rescale to a common set of input parameters for modes with reasonably
small statistical errors (b — c¢s transitions). Correlated systematic errors are taken into
account in these modes as well. For all other modes, the effect of such a procedure is currently
negligible.

36Here we restrict the discussion to three-body self conjugate final states such as K2nt7~ and KK TK ™,
though it can be extended to other modes, including four-body final states.
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Table 26: Common inputs used in calculating the averages.

7(BY (ps)  1.519%0.007
Amg (ps™!) 0.507 £ 0.004
ATy /Ty 0.015£0.018

AL P (JRPK*)  0.213 £ 0.008

As explained in Sec. [I, we do not apply a rescaling factor on the error of an average that has
x?/dof > 1 (unlike the procedure currently used by the PDG [5]). We provide a confidence level
of the fit so that one can know the consistency of the measurements included in the average,
and attach comments in case some care needs to be taken in the interpretation. Note that, in
general, results obtained from data samples with low statistics will exhibit some non-Gaussian
behaviour. We average measurements with asymmetric errors using the PDG [5] prescription.
In cases where several measurements are correlated (e.g. Sy and Cy in measurements of time-
dependent CP violation in B decays to a particular CP eigenstate) we take these into account in
the averaging procedure if the uncertainties are sufficiently Gaussian. For measurements where
one error is given, it represents the total error, where statistical and systematic uncertainties
have been added in quadrature. If two errors are given, the first is statistical and the second
systematic. If more than two errors are given, the origin of the additional uncertainty will be
explained in the text.
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4.4 Time-dependent asymmetries in b — ccs transitions
4.4.1 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in b — ccs decays to CP eigenstates

In the Standard Model, the time-dependent parameters for b — c¢s transitions are predicted
to be: Syees = —1msin(25), Cpees = 0 to very good accuracy. The averages for —nS, s and
Cy_ces are provided in Table The averages for —nSy_.zs are shown in Fig. 13l

Both BABAR and Belle have used the n = —1 modes J/ K, ¢(25)K?, x.1 K? and 7.K?, as
well as J/ip K9, which has n = +1 and J/ip K*°(892), which is found to have i close to +1 based
on the measurement of |A] | (see Sec. .3)). The most recent Belle result does not use 1.k or
Jip K*°(892). ALEPH, OPAL, CDF and LHCb have used only the J/i K? final state. BABAR
have also determined the CP-violation parameters of the BY — K" decay from the time-
dependent Dalitz plot analysis of B — 777~ K? (see subsection [.6.2)). In addition, Belle have
performed a measurement with data accumulated at the 7°(5S) resonance, using the J/i) K2
final state — this involves a different flavour tagging method compared to the measurements
performed with data accumulated at the 7°(4S) resonance. A breakdown of results in each
charmonium-kaon final state is given in Table 28|

Table 27: Sp_sces and Ch_,cas-

Experiment Sample size —NSh—sces Ch—yces

BABAR [260] N(BB) = 465M  0.687 +0.0284+0.012  0.024 4 0.020 + 0.016
BABAR 0 K? [215] N(BB) = 383M 0.69 4+ 0.52 +0.04 = 0.07 —0.29 7053 +0.03 £ 0.05
BABAR J/yK? (*) [261] N(BB) = 88M 1.56 +0.42 + 0.21 —

Belle [262] N(BB) = 722M  0.667 £ 0.02340.012  —0.006 + 0.016 & 0.012
B factory average 0.679 £ 0.020 0.005 £ 0.017
Confidence level 0.28 0.47

ALEPH [263] - 0.84 F07 £ 0.16 -

OPAL [264] - 3218 +£05 -

CDF [265] - 0.79 0% -

LHCD [266]  0.035 fb! 0.53 7035 £ 0.05 -

Belle 7'(5S5) 1267] 121 fb~* 0.57 4 0.58 & 0.06 ~

Average 0.679 + 0.020 0.005 4 0.017

* This result uses ” hadronic and previously unused muonic decays of the J/v”. We neglect a small
possible correlation of this result with the main BABAR result [260] that could be caused by reprocessing
of the data.

It should be noted that, while the uncertainty in the average for —1.S,_, s is still limited by
statistics, that for (s is close to being dominated by systematics. This occurs due to the
possible effect of tag side interference on the (., measurement, an effect which is correlated
between the different experiments. Understanding of this effect may continue to improve in
future, allowing the uncertainty to reduce.

From the average for —nS,_,zs above, we obtain the following solutions for g (in [0, 7]):

B=(214+£08)° or B=(68.6%08) (145)
In radians, these values are § = (0.375 4+ 0.014), f = (1.197 £ 0.014).
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Table 28: Breakdown of B factory results on Sy and Cy_ czs.

Mode N(BE) _nSb—wEs Cb—)cEs
BABAR
J/YK? [260] 465M 0.657 + 0.036 £ 0.012 0.026 + 0.025 + 0.016
J/YKY [260] 465M 0.694 4 0.061 & 0.031 —0.033 4 0.050 + 0.027
J/PK° [260] 465M 0.666 + 0.031 £ 0.013 0.016 + 0.023 £ 0.018
(28K [260] 465M 0.897 + 0.100 + 0.036 0.089 + 0.076 = 0.020
X1 K2 1260] 465M 0.614 + 0.160 = 0.040 0.129 + 0.109 =+ 0.025
1.K° [260] 465M 0.925 4 0.160 = 0.057 0.080 4 0.124 =+ 0.029
J/p K*0(892) [260] 465M 0.601 4 0.239 =+ 0.087 0.025 + 0.083 £ 0.054
All [260] 465M 0.687 +0.028 £ 0.012 0.024 +0.020 £ 0.016
Belle
J/ WK [262] 722M 0.670 4 0.029 + 0.013 0.015 4 0.021 903
J /YK [262] 722M 0.642 £ 0.047 + 0.021 —0.019 + 0.026 T5017
(28)K? [262] 722M 0.738 & 0.079 + 0.036 —0.104 + 0.055 T0037
Xe1 K2 [262] 722M 0.640 & 0.117 £ 0.040 0.017 £ 0.083 £9:02¢
All [262] 722M 0.667 +0.023 £ 0.012 —0.006 4 0.016 4 0.012
Averages
J/Y KO 0.665 + 0.024 0.024 + 0.026
J/YKY 0.663 + 0.041 —0.023 4 0.030
¥(29) K 0.807 % 0.067 —0.009 % 0.055
X1 K2 0.632 % 0.099 0.066 + 0.074

This result gives a precise constraint on the (7,7) plane, as shown in Fig. I3l The measure-
ment is in remarkable agreement with other constraints from CP conserving quantities, and
with CP violation in the kaon system, in the form of the parameter e€x. Such comparisons have
been performed by various phenomenological groups, such as CKMfitter [225] and UTFit [268].

4.4.2 Time-dependent transversity analysis of B® — J /¢ K*°

B meson decays to the vector-vector final state J/¢K*? are also mediated by the b — ccs
transition. When a final state which is not flavour-specific (K*° — K27°) is used, a time-
dependent transversity analysis can be performed allowing sensitivity to both sin(23) and
cos(23) [269]. Such analyses have been performed by both B factory experiments. In principle,
the strong phases between the transversity amplitudes are not uniquely determined by such
an analysis, leading to a discrete ambiguity in the sign of cos(2/3). The BABAR collaboration
resolves this ambiguity using the known variation [270] of the P-wave phase (fast) relative to
the S-wave phase (slow) with the invariant mass of the K7 system in the vicinity of the K*(892)
resonance. The result is in agreement with the prediction from s quark helicity conservation,
and corresponds to Solution II defined by Suzuki [271]. We use this phase convention for the
averages given in Table

At present the results are dominated by large and non-Gaussian statistical errors, and
exhibit significant correlations. We perform uncorrelated averages, the interpretation of which
has to be done with the greatest care. Nonetheless, it is clear that cos(23) > 0 is preferred by
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Figure 13: (Left) Average of measurements of Sy 5. (Right) Constraints on the (p,7) plane,
obtained from the average of —n.Sy s and Eq. 145l

Table 29: Averages from B® — J/1K* transversity analyses.

Experiment N(BB) sin2(3 cos2f3 Correlation
BABAR [272] 88M —0.10 £ 0.57£0.14 3.3270 8 £0.27 —0.37
Belle [257] 275M 0.24 £0.31 £0.05 0.56 £0.79 £ 0.11 0.22
Average 0.16 £0.28 1.64 £0.62  uncorrelated averages
Confidence level 0.61 (0.50) 0.03 (2.20)

the experimental data in J/¢¥K*. [BABAR [272] find a confidence level for cos(25) > 0 of 89%.]

4.4.3 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in B — D** D*~ K? decays

Both BABAR [208] and Belle [209] have performed time-dependent analyses of the B —
D**D*~K? decay, to obtain information on the sign of cos(283). More information can be
found in Sec. The results are shown in Table 30, and Fig. 14l

From the above result and the assumption that Jy, > 0, BABAR infer that cos(23) > 0 at
the 94% confidence level [20§].

4.4.4 Time-dependent analysis of B? — J/¢¢

As described in Sec. 2.3, time-dependent analysis of BY — J/1¢¢ probes the CP violating
phase of BY-B, oscﬂlatlons ¢s. Within the Standard Model this parameter is predicted to
be small. 31 The combination of results is performed by the HFAG Lifetimes and Oscillations

37 We make the approximation ¢, = 2835, where ¢5 = arg[~Mi2/T12] and 28, = 2arg [~ (VisVii)/ (Ves Vi)
(see Section [A.T]). This is a reasonable approximation since, although the equality does not hold in the Standard
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Table 30: Results from time-dependent analysis of B — D**D*~ KU,

Experiment N(BB) j—(‘) 2‘}—01 sin(20) 2‘572 cos(205)
BABAR [208] 230M 0.76 £0.18 £ 0.07 0.10£0.24 £ 0.06 0.38 £0.24 £ 0.05
Belle [209]  449M 0.60 7022 +0.08  —0.17+04240.09 —0.23704 +0.13
Average 0.71 £0.16 0.03£0.21 0.24 £0.22
Confidence level 0.63 (0.50) 0.59 (0.50) 0.23 (1.20)
‘]c/ ‘]0 @ 2303, Sn(2B) = 23,4/3, sin(20,) [EINE 233, cos(2P) = 23 3, cos(20,) [ETNE

BaBar L " M 076 +0.18 £ 0.07 BaBar X N , 010:024+0.06 BaBar X , 0.38+024£0.05

PRD 74, 091101 (2006 ‘ A PRD 74, 091101 (2006) ’ ' PRD 74, 091101 (2006) '

Bele K ; 0.60 ‘433 + 0.08 Belle | | -017+042£0.09 Belle N u -0.23 347 0.13

PRD 76, 07‘2004 (2007 PRD 76, 0”72004 (2007) ‘ PRD 76“ 072004 (2007) '

Average 0.71+0.16 Average 0.03+0.21 Average 0.24+0.22

HFAG : HFAG HFAG

0.2 04 0.6 08 1 12 4 08 06 04 02 0 02 04 06 08 1 08 06 04 02 0 02 04 06 08

Figure 14: Averages of (left) (J./Jy), (middle) (2Js/Jy)sin(23) and (right) (2Js2/Jy) cos(203)
from time-dependent analyses of B® — D**D*~K? decays.

group, see Sec. [3

Model [91], both are much smaller than the current experimental resolution, whereas new physics contributions
add a phase ¢np to ¢ and subtract the same phase from 20, so that the approximation remains valid.
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4.5 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in colour-suppressed b — cud
transitions

Decays of B mesons to final states such as Dr” are governed by b — cud transitions. If the final
state is a CP eigenstate, e.g. Depm®, the usual time-dependence formulae are recovered, with
the sine coefficient sensitive to sin(24). Since there is no penguin contribution to these decays,
there is even less associated theoretical uncertainty than for b — cés decays like B — J/ip K°.
Such measurements therefore allow to test the Standard Model prediction that the CP violation
parameters in b — cud transitions are the same as those in b — cés [273].

Note that there is an additional contribution from CKM suppressed b — ucd decays. The
effect of this contribution is small, and can be taken into account in the analysis [274],275].

Results of such an analysis are available from BABAR [276]. The decays B — Dr°, B% —
Dn, B® — Dw, B® — D*r° and B — D*n are used. The daughter decay D* — Dr" is
used. The CP-even D decay to KTK~ is used for all decay modes, with the CP-odd D decay
to Ko also used in B® — D®7% and the additional CP-odd D decay to K27° also used in
B° — Dw. Results are presented separately for CP-even and CP-odd D™ decays (denoted
Df)ho and D R0 respectively), and for both combined, with the different CP factors accounted

for (denoted Dg}))ho). The results are summarised in Table Bl

Table 31: Results from analyses of B — D®RO D — CP eigenstates decays.

Experiment N(BB) Scp Ceop Correlation
D_(:)ho

BABAR [276] 383M —0.65 £ 0.26 = 0.06 —0.33 £0.19 £0.04 0.04
DY

BABAR [2776] 383M —0.46 +0.46 = 0.13 —0.03 £0.28 £ 0.07 —0.14
D(*) hO

cP
BABAR [2776] 383M —0.56 £0.23 £ 0.05 —0.23 £0.16 £ 0.04 —0.02

When multibody D decays, such as D — K2r "7~ are used, a time-dependent analysis of
the Dalitz plot of the neutral D decay allows a direct determination of the weak phase: 20.
(Equivalently, both sin(23) and cos(23) can be measured.) This information allows to resolve
the ambiguity in the measurement of 24 from sin(243) [277].

Results of such analyses are available from both Belle [205] and BABAR [206]. The decays
B — D%, B — Dn, B — Dw, B — D*r® and B — D*n are used. [This collection of states
is denoted by D®AhO] The daughter decays are D* — Dr® and D — K27 7~. The results
are shown in Table 32] and Fig. I8l Note that BABAR quote uncertainties due to the D decay
model separately from other systematic errors, while Belle do not.

Again, it is clear that the data prefer cos(28) > 0. Indeed, Belle [205] determine the sign
of cos(2¢1) to be positive at 98.3% confidence level, while BABAR [206] favour the solution of
B with cos(283) > 0 at 87% confidence level. Note, however, that the Belle measurement has
strongly non-Gaussian behaviour. Therefore, we perform uncorrelated averages, from which
any interpretation has to be done with the greatest care.

76



Table 32: Averages from B® — D®h0 D — Kg¢ntr~ analyses.

Experiment N(BB) sin 23 cos 23 I\l
BABAR [206] 383M 0.29+0.34 +£0.03+£0.05 0.42+£0.494+0.09 £ 0.13 1.01 £ 0.08 £ 0.02
Belle [205] 386M 0.78 4 0.44 + 0.22 1.87 038 T0 5 —
Average 0.454+0.28 1.01 £0.40 1.01 £0.08
Confidence level 0.59 (0.50) 0.12 (1.60) =
DYh° sin(2B) = sin(2g,) E D®h® cos(2B) = cos(2¢,) E
BaBar : L o ‘7 7 0.29 + 0.34 + 0.03 + 0.05 Baﬁiér N - .7. 77777 N 6.42 +0.49+0.09 +0.13

= x = *
PRL 99, 231802 (2007) PRL 99, 231802 (200f)

; +0.40 +0.22
Belle i 2 N 0.78 +0.44 * ?.22 Bellq » 1§7 105 ‘o5
PRL 97, 081801 (2006) PRL 97, 081801 (200B)
Average 0.45+0.28 Average 1.01 +0.40
HFAG HFAG;

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 -04 -0.2 0 02 04 06 08 1 1.2 14 16 18 2 2.2

Figure 15: Averages of (left) sin(24) and (right) cos(28) measured in colour-suppressed b — cud
transitions.
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4.6 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in charmless b — ggs transi-
tions

The flavour changing neutral current b — s penguin can be mediated by any up-type quark in
the loop, and hence the amplitude can be written as

Apss = FVVi + F VoV + VeV
= (Fu = F)VuVie + (F = F)Va Vg (146)
= O\ + O(\?)

using the unitarity of the CKM matrix. Therefore, in the Standard Model, this amplitude is
dominated by Vi, V% and to within a few degrees (64 2° for f &~ 20°) the time-dependent
parameters can be writte Spsqgs = —nsin(28), Cpggs =~ 0, assuming b — s penguin contri-
butions only (¢ = u,d, s).

Due to the large virtual mass scales occurring in the penguin loops, additional diagrams
from physics beyond the Standard Model, with heavy particles in the loops, may contribute. In
general, these contributions will affect the values of Sy_,44s and Cy_,4qs. A discrepancy between
the values of Sy, and Sy, can therefore provide a clean indication of new physics [273]
278-280].

However, there is an additional consideration to take into account. The above argument
assumes only the b — s penguin contributes to the b — ¢gs transition. For ¢ = s this is a
good assumption, which neglects only rescattering effects. However, for ¢ = u there is a colour-
suppressed b — u tree diagram (of order O(\*)), which has a different weak (and possibly
strong) phase. In the case ¢ = d, any light neutral meson that is formed from dd also has
a u component, and so again there is “tree pollution”. The BY decays to 7°K?, p° K? and
wK? belong to this category. The mesons ¢, fy and i’ are expected to have predominant
ss parts, which reduces the relative size of the possible tree pollution. If the inclusive decay
BY - K™K~ K" (excluding ¢ K°) is dominated by a nonresonant three-body transition, an OZI-
rule suppressed tree-level diagram can occur through insertion of an ss pair. The corresponding
penguin-type transition proceeds via insertion of a uw pair, which is expected to be favoured
over the s3 insertion by fragmentation models. Neglecting rescattering, the final state K°K°K?
(reconstructed as KYK2K?) has no tree pollution [281]. Various estimates, using different
theoretical approaches, of the values of AS = Sy s — Spezs €xist in the literature [282-295].
In general, there is agreement that the modes ¢K°, n’K° and K°K°K? are the cleanest, with
values of |AS| at or below the few percent level (AS is usually positive).

4.6.1 Time-dependent CP asymmetries: b — qgs decays to CP eigenstates

The averages for —1Sy_,4gs and Cy_43s can be found in Table [33], and are shown in Figs. [16] [I7
and I8 Results from both BABAR and Belle are averaged for the modes 7’ K° (K° indicates
that both K and K° are used) KOK°K?, 7°KPY and wK?. Results on ¢K° and K+K~K?°
(implicitly excluding ¢K? and fyK?) are taken from time-dependent Dalitz plot analyses of

38 The presence of a small (O(\?)) weak phase in the dominant amplitude of the s penguin decays intro-
duces a phase shift given by Sy_,45s = —nsin(26) - (1 + A). Using the CKMfitter results for the Wolfenstein
parameters [225], one finds: A ~ 0.033, which corresponds to a shift of 28 of +2.1 degrees. Nonperturbative
contributions can alter this result.

39 Belle [296] include the 7°K? final state in order to improve the constraint on the direct CP violation
parameter; these events cannot be used for time-dependent analysis.
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KTK~K?; results on p® K2, foKY, fxK? and 77~ KO nonresonant are taken from time-
dependent Dalitz plot analyses of 777~ KU (see subsection [L6.2). The results on foK? are
from combinations of both Dalitz plot analyses. BABAR also has presented results with the final
states 0" K0P and ¢ K00

Of these final states, ¢K?, ’KO OKO PPKY, wK? and foK? have CP eigenvalue n = —1,
while pK?, n K, KOKYK?, foK fooi 7T07T0K2 and 77~ K2 nonresonant have n =
+1. The final state K+ K~ K (w1th ngKg and fyK? implicitly excluded) is not a CP eigenstate,
but the CP-content can be absorbed in the amplitude analysis to allow the determination of a
single effective S parameter. (In earlier analyses of the K™ K~ K final state, its CP composition
was determined using an isospin argument [298] and a moments analysis [299].)

The final state ¢ K27° is also not a CP-eigenstate but its CP-composition can be determined
from an angular analysis. Since the angular parameters are common to the B® — ¢K%7r° and
B — ¢ Kt~ decays (because only K7 resonance contribute), BABAR perform a simultaneous
analysis of the two final states [304] (see subsection [4.6.3]).

It must be noted that Q2B parameters extracted from Dalitz plot analyses are constrained
to lie within the physical boundary (SZp + C%5 < 1) and consequently the obtained errors
are highly non-Gaussian when the central value is close to the boundary. This is particularly
evident in the BABAR results for B — fyK® with f; — 77~ [2I5]. These results must be
treated with extreme caution.

As explained above, each of the modes listed in Table [33] has different uncertainties within
the Standard Model, and so each may have a different value of —nSy_, 5. Therefore, there
is no strong motivation to make a combined average over the different modes. We refer to
such an average as a “nalve s-penguin average.” It is naive not only because of the neglect
of the theoretical uncertainty, but also since possible correlations of systematic effects between
different modes are neglected. In spite of these caveats, there remains substantial interest in the
value of this quantity, and therefore it is given here: (—nSp_q4s) = 0.64 +0.03, with confidence
level 0.74 (0.30). This value is in agreement with the average —nSy_qes given in Sec. 4Tl (The
average for Cp_,gzs i (Cpggs) = —0.01 £0.03 with confidence level 0.74 (0.30).) We emphasise
again that we do not advocate the use of these averages, and that the values should be treated
with extreme caution, if at all.

From Table it may be noted that the averages for —nSy_ s in K2, 'K, foK? and
KTK~K? are all now more than 50 away from zero, so that CP violation in these modes can
be considered well established. There is no evidence (above 2¢) for direct CP violation in any
b — ggs mode.

4.6.2 Time-dependent Dalitz plot analyses: B - KTK~K° and B® — ntn~ K?

As mentioned in Sec. and above, both BABAR and Belle have performed time-dependent
Dalitz plot analysis of B® — KTK~K° and B — 777~ K2 decays. The results are summarised
in Tabs. 35 and Averages for the B — fy K decay, which contributes to both Dalitz plots,
are shown in Fig. [[9. Results are presented in terms of the effective weak phase (from mixing
and decay) difference 3°T and the direct CP violation parameter A (A = —C) for each of the
resonant contributions. Note that Dalitz plot analyses, including all those included in these

40 We do not include a preliminary result from Belle [297], which remains unpublished after more than two
years.
41 The fx is assumed to be spin even.
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Table 33: Averages of —nSy_ 435 and Cp_;ggs-

Experiment ~ N(BB) —NSh—qgs Ch—sqgs Correlation
PK”
BABAR  [212] 470M  0.66 4 0.17 £ 0.07 0.05 4 0.18 4 0.05 ~
Belle [211] 657M 0.90 £0%5 —0.04 £ 0.20 £ 0.10 + 0.02 —
Average 0.74 1013 0.01 £0.14 uncorrelated averages
n/KO
BABAR  [300] 467M  0.57 4 0.08 & 0.02 —0.08 = 0.06 % 0.02 0.03
Belle [301] 535M  0.64 4 0.10 + 0.04 0.0140.07 £ 0.05 0.09
Average 0.59 + 0.07 —0.05 £ 0.05 0.04
Confidence level 0.63 (0.50)
KIKOKD
BABAR  [302] 468M 0.94 1031 +0.06 —0.17 4 0.18 £ 0.04 0.16
Belle [301] 535M  0.30 4 0.32 4 0.08 —0.31 £ 0.20 + 0.07 ~
Average 0.72 £ 0.19 —0.24 +0.14 0.09
Confidence level 0.26 (1.10)
KV
BABAR  [300] 467M  0.55 4 0.20 & 0.03 0.1340.1340.03 0.06
Belle [296] 657M  0.67 4 0.31 & 0.08 —0.14 4 0.13 £ 0.06 —0.04
Average 0.57+0.17 0.01 £0.10 0.02
Confidence level 0.37 (0.90)
P K
BABAR  [215] 383M  0.35 1326 4+ 0.06 4 0.03 —0.05 4 0.26 & 0.10 = 0.03 —
Belle [216] 657M  0.64 7532 £0.09+0.10 —0.03 7024 £ 0.11 £ 0.10 —
Average 0.54 i8;§§ —0.06 = 0.20 uncorrelated averages
wK?
BABAR  [300] 467M 0.55 7050 & 0.02 —0.52 1035 +0.03 0.03
Belle [298] 535M  0.11 =+ 0.46 + 0.07 0.09 4 0.29 & 0.06 —0.04
Average 0.45 + 0.24 —0.3240.17 0.01
Confidence level 0.18 (1.30)
foK°
BABAR[212,215] 0.74 7512 0.1540.16 —
Belle [211.216] - 0.63 T019 0.1340.17 -
Average 0.69 015 0.14 +0.12 uncorrelated averages
foK3
BABAR  [215] 383M 0.48 +0.52 £+ 0.06 +- 0.10 0.28 7530 & 0.08 4 0.07 -

BABAR

fx K

[215] 383M 0.20 & 0.52 4 0.07 + 0.07 0.13 7032 4 0.04 4 0.09

averages, often suffer from ambiguous solutions — we quote the results corresponding to those
presented as solution 1 in all cases. Results on flavour specific amplitudes that may contribute
to these Dalitz plots (such as K**77) are averaged by the HFAG Rare Decays subgroup (Sec. [1]).
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Table 34: Averages of —1Sy—4s and Cp4qs (continued).

Experiment N (BB) —NSh—qgs Ch—sqgs Correlation
TV K

BABAR [303] 227M —0.724+0.71+£0.08 0.23+£0.52+£0.13 —0.02
PK "

BABAR [304] 465M 0.97 0% —0.20 4+ 0.14 + 0.06 -

77~ K2 nonresonant
BABAR [215] 383M 0.01 £ 0.31 +0.05 £+ 0.09 0.01 +0.25 4+ 0.06 £ 0.05 -

KTK~KY
BABAR [212] 470M 0.65+0.12£0.03 0.02 +=0.09 £ 0.03 -
Belle [211] 657M 0.76 015 0.14 +0.11 £ 0.08 & 0.03 -
Average 0.68 709 0.06 = 0.08 uncorrelated averages

4.6.3 Time-dependent analyses of B — ¢K2n°

The final state in the decay B® — ¢K27° is a mixture of CP-even and CP-odd amplitudes.
However, since only ¢K*° resonant states contribute (in particular, ¢ K*°(892), ¢ K;°(1430) and
»K3°(1430) are seen), the composition can be determined from the analysis of B — ¢K 7™,
assuming only that the ratio of branching fractions B(K*® — K% /B(K*® — K*r~) is the
same for each exited kaon state.

BABAR [304] have performed a simultaneous analysis of B® — ¢K27r% and B® — ¢K T~
that is time-dependent for the former mode and time-integrated for the latter. Such an anal-
ysis allows, in principle, all parameters of the B® — ¢K** system to be determined, including
mixing-induced CP violation effects. The latter is determined to be A¢ggy = 0.28 £ 0.42 £ 0.04,
where Aggo is half the weak phase difference between B? and B° decays to ¢K:°(1430).
As discussed above, this can also be presented in terms of the quasi-two-body parameter
sin(268) = sin(28 + 2A¢g) = 0.97 7%, The highly asymmetric uncertainty arises due to
the conversion from the phase to the sine of the phase, and the proximity of the physical
boundary.

Similar sin(23°%) parameters can be defined for each of the helicity amplitudes for both
dK*0(892) and ¢K;°(1430). However, the relative phases between these decays are constrained
due to the nature of the simultaneous analysis of B® — ¢ K97° and B® — ¢ K "7, and therefore
these measurements are highly correlated. Instead of quoting all these results, BABAR provide
an illustration of their measurements with the following differences:

sin(28 — 2Adg;) —sin(28) = —0.427152¢ (147)
sin(28 — 2A¢;) —sin(28) = —0.3270% (148)
sin(28 — 2A¢, ;) —sin(28) = —0.307023 (149)
sin(28 — 2A¢ 1) —sin(26 — 2A¢1) = 0.02+0.23 (150)
sin(28 — 2Adp) — sin(28) = —0.1070:38 (151)

where the first subscript indicates the helicity amplitude and the second indicates the spin of
the kaon resonance. For the complete definitions of the Ad and A¢ parameters, please refer to
the BABAR paper [304].
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Table 35: Results from time-dependent Dalitz plot analysis of the B — K+ K~ K decay. Correlations (not shown) are taken into
account in the average.

Experiment N(BB) dKY foK? KKK}

ﬂeﬂ (o) .A ,Beﬂ (o) A ﬂeﬂ (o) .A
BABAR [212] 470M 21642 —0.05 £ 0.18 = 0.05 18+6+4 —0.28 +£0.24 £ 0.09 20.3+4.3+12 —0.02+£0.09 £0.03
Belle [211] 6567TM | 322+90+£26+14 0.04+020£0.10£0.02|31.3+£9.0£34+40 —0.30+0.294+0.11+0.09 249+6.4+2.1+25 —0.14+0.11 £0.08 £0.03
Average 24 +5 —0.01£0.14 22+6 —0.29 +0.20 21.6 £ 3.7 —0.06 £ 0.08

Confidence level 0.93 (0.10)
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Table 36: Results from time-dependent Dalitz plot analysis of the B® — 777~ K? decay. Correlations (not shown) are taken into
account in the average.

Experiment N (BB) P’ KY foKY

ﬁeff A Beﬁ" A

BABAR [215] 383M | (10.2+8.9+3.0+1.9)° 0.05+0.26+0.104+0.03 (36.0 9.8 £2.1+2.1)° —0.08 £ 0.19+0.03 £ 0.04
Belle [216] 657M | (20.078%+32435)° 0.0370324+0.114+0.10 | (127732 +£2.84+3.3)° —0.06 £ 0.17 +0.07 & 0.09

Average 16.4+6.8 0.06 + 0.20 20.6 + 6.2 —0.07 £0.14
Confidence level 0.39 (0.90)
Experiment N(BB) foKY Ix K
ﬁeff A BeﬂC A
BABAR [215] 383M | (14.94+17.9+3.145.2)° —0.28 0324+ 0.08 4 0.07 (5.8 4+ 15.24+2.24+2.3)° —0.13 7532 4 0.04 4 0.09
Experiment N (BB) B — 77~ K2 nonresonant X K2
5eﬁ A Beff A

BABAR [215] 383M | (0.44 884 1.943.8)° —0.01 & 0.25 4 0.06 + 0.05‘ (2324224 +23+4.2)° 0.29 04 £+ 0.03 4 0.05




Direct CP violation parameters for each of the contributing helicity amplitudes can also be
measured. Again, these are determined from a simultaneous fit of B® — ¢K°7% and B —
¢K*7~, with the precision being dominated by the statistics of the latter mode. Direct CP
violation measurements are tabulated by HFAG - Rare Decays (Sec. [7]).

4.6.4 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in B? — KTK~

The decay B? — KTK~ involves a b — uus transition, and hence has both penguin and tree
contributions. Both mixing-induced and direct CP violation effects may arise, and additional
input is needed to disentangle the contributions and determine v and B¢f. For example, the
observables in B® — 777~ can be related using U-spin, as proposed by Fleischer [305].

The observables are A,ix = Scp, Agr = —Ccp, and Aar. They can all be treated as
free parameters, but are physically constrained to satisfy A%. + A2 + Air = 1. Note that

the untagged decay distribution, from which an “effective lifetime” can be measured, retains
sensitivity to Aar. Averages of effective lifetimes are performed by the HFAG Lifetimes and
Oscillations group, see Sec. 3

The observables in BY — KK~ have been measured by LHCb, who impose the constraint
mentioned above to eliminate Aar.

Table 37: Results from time-dependent analysis of the B — K+ K~ decay.

Experiment Sample size Apnix Agir Correlation
LHCb [306] 0.7 b1 0.17+0.18 £0.05 0.02 4+0.18 £ 0.04 —0.10
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4.7 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in b — ccd transitions

The transition b — céd can occur via either a b — ¢ tree or a b — d penguin amplitude.
Similarly to Eq. (I44]), the amplitude for the b — d penguin can be written

Apsa = EVLV+ F VRV + B VeV
= (Fu - FC)Vub u*d + (Eﬁ - FC)V;b tTi (152)
= O(\3) + O(N\3).

From this it can be seen that the b — d penguin amplitude contains terms with different weak
phases at the same order of CKM suppression.

In the above, we have followed Eq. (I46) by eliminating the F. term using unitarity. How-
ever, we could equally well write

Ab—)d == (Fu - Ft>vub u*d + (Fc - F;t)‘/cb cil’ (153)

= (Fc - Fu)‘/cb cil + (F;t - Fu)VithZ}
Since the b — ccd tree amplitude has the weak phase of V,;V,, either of the above expressions
allow the penguin to be decomposed into parts with weak phases the same and different to the
tree amplitude (the relative weak phase can be chosen to be either § or ). However, if the
tree amplitude dominates, there is little sensitivity to any phase other than that from B%-B°
mixing.

The b — ced transitions can be investigated with studies of various different final states.
Results are available from both BABAR and Belle using the final states Jap7°, DY D=, D** D*~
and D** DT the averages of these results are given in Tables B and B9 The results using the
CP eigenstate (n = +1) modes J/7® and DT D~ are shown in Fig. B0l and Fig. BTl respectively,
with two-dimensional constraints shown in Fig.

The vector-vector mode D** D*~ is found to be dominated by the CP-even longitudinally
polarised component; BABAR measures a CP-odd fraction of 0.158 £ 0.028 £ 0.006 [204] while
Belle measures a CP-odd fraction of 0.125 £ 0.043 £0.023 [307]. These values, listed as R, are
included in the averages which ensures the correlations to be taken into account 4 BABAR have
also performed an additional fit in which the CP-even and CP-odd components are allowed
to have different CP violation parameters S and C. These results are included in Table
Results using D** D*~ are shown in Fig.

As discussed in Sec. E22.6], the most recent papers on the non-CP eigenstate mode D**D¥
use the (A, S, AS, C, AC) set of parameters, and we therefore perform the averages with this
choice.

In the absence of the penguin contribution (tree dominance), the time-dependent parameters
would be given by Sy ,eq = —nsin(25), Cyseeq = 0, So_ = sin(26 + 9), S_, = sin(26 — 9),
C,_ = —C_, and A = 0, where ¢ is the strong phase difference between the D** D~ and
D*= D7 decay amplitudes. In the presence of the penguin contribution, there is no clean
interpretation in terms of CKM parameters, however direct CP violation may be observed as
any of Cyyeq #0, Co_ # —C_y or A, #0.

The averages for the b — c¢éd modes are shown in Figs. 24 and 25 Results are consistent with
tree dominance, and with the Standard Model, though the Belle results in B — DT D~ [31]]

42 Note that the BABAR value given in Table 39 differs from that given above, since that in the table is not
corrected for efficiency.
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Table 38: Averages for the b — c¢d modes, B — J/¢n® and DT D~.

Experiment N(BB) Scp Cep Correlation
J/p7®
BABAR [308] 466M —1.234+£0.21+£0.04 —0.20 £0.194+0.03 0.20
Belle [309] 535M —0.65 +£0.21 £ 0.05 —0.08 £0.16 +0.05 —0.10
Average —0.93 £0.15 —0.10 £0.13 0.04
Confidence level 0.15 (1.40)
DtD~
BABAR [204] 467TM —0.65 +0.36 = 0.05 —0.07 £0.23 £ 0.03 —0.01
Belle [228] 772M —~1.06 193, £0.08 —0.43 4+ 0.16 + 0.05 —0.12
Average —0.98 £0.17 —0.31+0.14 —0.08
Confidence level 0.26 (1.10)

show an indication of direct CP violation, and hence a non-zero penguin contribution. The
average of Sy ,.eq in both J/17® and D*FD*~ final states is more than 50 from zero, corre-
sponding to observations of CP violation in these decay channels., That in the DT D~ final state
is more than 30 from zero; however, due to the large uncertainty and possible non-Gaussian
effects, any strong conclusion should be deferred.
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Figure 20: Averages of (left) Sy ¢ and (right) Cy_, g for the mode B® — J /.
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Table 39: Averages for the b — céd modes, D**D*~ and D**DT.

Experiment N(BE) SCP Ccp RJ_
D*tD*~
BABAR [204] 467M —0.71£0.16 £ 0.03 0.05 £ 0.09 £ 0.02 0.17£0.03
Belle [310] 772M —0.79 £ 0.13£0.03 —0.15£0.08 £ 0.02 0.14 £ 0.02 £ 0.01
Average —0.77£0.10 —0.06 £ 0.06 0.15£0.02
Confidence level 0.31 (1.00)
Experiment N(BB) Scpt Copy Scp_ Cep— R,
D*tD*~
BABAR  [204] 467M —0.76 £0.16 £0.04 0.024+0.12£0.02 —-1.81£0.714+0.16 0.41+£0.50£0.08 0.15+£0.03
Experiment N(BB) S C AS AC A
D**D¥
BABAR  [204] 467M —0.68 £0.15 £0.04 0.04 £0.12 £ 0.03 0.05£0.15 £ 0.02 0.04 £0.12£0.03 0.01 £0.05£0.01
Belle [22§] T772M —-0.78+0.15£0.06 —-0.01£0.11£0.04 —-0.13£0.15+0.04 0.12£0.11£0.03 0.06 £0.05£0.02
Average —-0.73+£0.11 0.01 £0.09 —0.04 £0.11 0.08 £0.08 0.03 £0.04

Confidence level

0.65 (0.50) 0.77 (0.30) 0.41 (0.80) 0.63 (0.50) 0.48 (0.70)
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4.8 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in b — gqd transitions

Decays such as B® — KYKY are pure b — ¢qd penguin transitions. As shown in Eq. [52) this
diagram has different contributing weak phases, and therefore the observables are sensitive to
the difference (which can be chosen to be either 5 or 7). Note that if the contribution with the
top quark in the loop dominates, the weak phase from the decay amplitudes should cancel that
from mixing, so that no CP violation (neither mixing-induced nor direct) occurs. Non-zero
contributions from loops with intermediate up and charm quarks can result in both types of
effect (as usual, a strong phase difference is required for direct CP violation to occur).

Both BABAR [312] and Belle [313] have performed time-dependent analyses of BY — KYK?.
The results are shown in Table 40 and Fig. 26l

Table 40: Results for B® — K2K?.

Experiment N(BB) Scp Ceop Correlation
BABAR [B12] 350M —1.28 7020 016 —0.40 £ 0.41 £ 0.06 —0.32
Belle [313] 657M —0.38 1099 +0.09 0.38 £0.38 4+ 0.05 0.48
Average —1.08£0.49 —0.06 & 0.26 0.14
Confidence level 0.29 (1.10)
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Figure 26: Averages of (left) Sy, 54 and (right) Cj_4qa for the mode B® — K2K?Y.
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4.9 Time-dependent asymmetries in b — s+ transitions

The radiative decays b — s7v produce photons which are highly polarised in the Standard
Model. The decays B® — F~ and B® — F~ produce photons with opposite helicities, and
since the polarisation is, in principle, observable, these final states cannot interfere. The finite
mass of the s quark introduces small corrections to the limit of maximum polarisation, but any
large mixing induced CP violation would be a signal for new physics. Since a single weak phase
dominates the b — sy transition in the Standard Model, the cosine term is also expected to be
small.

Atwood et al. [238] have shown that an inclusive analysis with respect to K27y can be
performed, since the properties of the decay amplitudes are independent of the angular mo-
mentum of the K27" system. However, if non-dipole operators contribute significantly to the
amplitudes, then the Standard Model mixing-induced CP violation could be larger than the
naive expectation S ~ —2(my/my) sin (2/3) [239,240]. In this case, the CP parameters may vary
over the K2m% Dalitz plot, for example as a function of the K27% invariant mass. Explicit
calculations indicate such corrections are small for exclusive final states [2411,242].

With the above in mind, we quote two averages: one for K*(892) candidates only, and the
other one for the inclusive K27y decay (including the K*(892)). If the Standard Model dipole
operator is dominant, both should give the same quantities (the latter naturally with smaller
statistical error). If not, care needs to be taken in interpretation of the inclusive parameters,
while the results on the K*(892) resonance remain relatively clean. Results from BABAR [314]
and Belle [315] are used for both averages; both experiments use the invariant mass range
0.60 GeV/c* < Moo < 1.80 GeV/c? in the inclusive analysis. In addition to the KJm’y
decay, BABAR have presented results using K21y [316], and Belle have presented results using
K?2py [317] and K%~ [318].

Table 41: Averages for b — sy modes.

Experiment N(BB) Scp(b— s7v) Ceop(b— s7) Correlation
K*(892)y
BABAR [314] 467TM —0.034+0.294+0.03  —0.1440.16 +0.03 0.05
Belle [315] 535M —0.32103¢ +0.05 0.20 +0.24 +0.05 0.08
Average —0.16 £ 0.22 —0.0440.14 0.06
Confidence level 0.40 (0.90)
K?%7% (including K*(892)7)
BABAR [314] 467TM —0.17+£0.26 £0.03  —0.1940.14 £ 0.03 0.04
Belle [315] 535M —0.10 4 0.31 £ 0.07 0.20 +0.20 4 0.06 0.08
Average —0.15£0.20 —0.07 £ 0.12 0.05
Confidence level 0.30 (1.00)
K3y
BABAR [316] 465M —0.18 7092 +0.12 —0.32 7030 £ 0.07 —0.17
KJpy
Belle [317] 657M 0.11 +£0.33 700 —0.05 £ 0.18 4+ 0.06 0.04
Koy
Belle [318] 772M 0.74 10702 +0-20 —0.35 & 0.58 £0-19 —
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The results are shown in Table[41] and in Figs.27and 28 No significant C'P violation results
are seen; the results are consistent with the Standard Model and with other measurements in
the b — sy system (see Sec. [).
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Figure 27: Averages of (left) S, and (right) C_,,,. Recall that the data for K*v is a subset
of that for K9r%.

4.10 Time-dependent asymmetries in b — d~ transitions

The formalism for the radiative decays b — dv is much the same as that for b — sy discussed
above. Assuming dominance of the top quark in the loop, the weak phase in decay should
cancel with that from mixing, so that the mixing-induced CP violation parameter Scp should
be very small. Corrections due to the finite light quark mass are smaller compared to b — s7,
since my < mg, and although QCD corrections may still play a role, they cannot significantly
affect the prediction Sy,_.q, ~ 0. Large direction CP violation effects could, however, be seen
through a non-zero value of Cy_,4,, since the top loop is not the only contribution.
Results using the mode B® — p°y are available from Belle and are shown in Table

Table 42: Averages for B® — p°v.

Experiment N(BB) Scp Ceop Correlation
Belle [319] 657M —0.83 +£0.65 +0.18 0.44+0.494+0.14 —0.08
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in the Scp vs. Ccp plane. (Left) B® — K*vy and (right) B® — K27%y (including K*7).
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4.11 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in b — uud transitions

The b — wud transition can be mediated by either a b — u tree amplitude or a b — d penguin
amplitude. These transitions can be investigated using the time dependence of B° decays to
final states containing light mesons. Results are available from both BABAR and Belle for the
CP eigenstate (n = +1) 77~ final state and for the vector-vector final state p*p~, which is
found to be dominated by the CP-even longitudinally polarised component (BABAR measure
fiong = 0.992 & 0.024 1502 [320] while Belle measure fiong = 0.941 70050 = 0.030 [321]). BABAR
have also performed a time-dependent analysis of the vector-vector final state p°p® [322], in
which they measure fions = 0.70 £ 0.14 &= 0.05; Belle measures a smaller branching fraction
than BABAR for B — p%p° [323] with corresponding signal yields too small to perform time-
dependent or angular analyses. BABAR have furthermore performed a time-dependent analysis
of the B® — af7T decay [324]; further experimental input for the extraction of o from this
channel is reported in a later publication [325].

Results, and averages, of time-dependent CP-violation parameters in b — uuid transitions
are listed in Table @3] The averages for 777~ are shown in Fig. 29 and those for pTp~ are
shown in Fig. B0l with the averages in the Scp vs. Cop plane shown in Fig. 311
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arXiv:0807.4226 arXiv:0807.4226 H
Belle ) o . -0.61+0.10 % 0.04 Belle -0.55 + 0.08 + 0.05
PRL 98 (2007) 211801 | ' h PRL 98 (2007) 211801 i
LHCb . -056%0.17+0.03 LHCb | -0.1% +0,21 £ 0.03
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Figure 29: Averages of (left) Sy suua and (right) Cy_ g for the mode B — 77—,
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Figure 30: Averages of (left) Sy, uq and (right) Cy_.uq for the mode B® — ptp~.

97



86

Table 43: Averages for b — uud modes.

Experiment Sample size Scp Ceop Correlation

Tt
BABAR [326] N(BB) = 467 —0.68 £0.10 £ 0.03 —0.25 £ 0.08 + 0.02 —0.06
Belle [327] N(BB) = 535 —0.61 £0.10 £ 0.04 —0.55 £ 0.08 + 0.05 —0.15
LHCb [306] 0.7 fb* —0.56 £0.17 £ 0.03 —0.11+£0.21+£0.03 0.34
Average —0.65 £ 0.07 —0.36 £ 0.06 —0.03
Confidence level 0.12 (1.60)

ptp”
BABAR [320] N(BB) = 387TM —0.17 £0.20 T500 0.01 £ 0.15 4 0.06 —0.04
Belle [328] N(BB) = 535M 0.19 +0.30 + 0.07 —0.16 £0.21 £ 0.07 0.10
Average —0.05 £0.17 —0.06 £0.13 0.01
Confidence level 0.50 (0.70)

p’p’
BABAR [322] N(BB) = 465M 0.3+£0.7£0.2 0.2+08+0.3 —0.04

Experiment N(BB) Acp C S AC AS
a;mT

BABAR [324]

384M

—0.07£0.07£0.02 —0.10 £ 0.15£0.09 0.37 £0.21 £0.07 0.26 £ 0.15 £ 0.07 —0.14 +0.21 £ 0.06
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Figure 31: Averages of b — wud dominated channels, for which correlated averages are per-
formed, in the Scp vs. Ccp plane. (Left) B® — 777~ and (right) BY — p*p~.

If the penguin contribution is negligible, the time-dependent parameters for B° — 77~
and B® — pTp~ are given by Sy_uaq = 75in(2a) and Cy_.mg = 0. In the presence of the penguin
contribution, direct CP violation may arise, and there is no straightforward interpretation of
Sp—sumd and Cp_yumq. An isospin analysis [329] can be used to disentangle the contributions and
extract «.

For the non-CP eigenstate p*7F, both BABAR [222] and Belle [223,224] have performed
time-dependent Dalitz plot (DP) analyses of the 777 final state [220]; such analyses allow
direct measurements of the phases. Both experiments have measured the U and I parameters
discussed in Sec. and defined in Table 22l We have performed a full correlated average of
these parameters, the results of which are summarised in Fig.

Both experiments have also extracted the Q2B parameters. We have performed a full
correlated average of these parameters, which is equivalent to determining the values from the
averaged U and I parameters. The results are shown in Table. B4l Averages of the BY — pOrY
Q2B parameters are shown in Figs. B3] and [34]

With the notation described in Sec. (Eq. (I28)), the time-dependent parameters for the
Q2B B — p* 7T analysis are, neglecting penguin contributions, given by

Spm = 1|1 - (%)Zin@a) cos(8) , ASys =41 (%)zcos(za) sin(6) (154)

and Cpr = A7p = 0, where § = arg(A_; A% _) is the strong phase difference between the
p~ 7wt and pt7r~ decay amplitudes. In the presence of the penguin contribution, there is no
straightforward interpretation of the Q2B observables in the B — p* 7T system in terms of
CKM parameters. However direct CP violation may arise, resulting in either or both of C),. # 0
and A7, # 0. Equivalently, direct CP violation may be seen by either of the decay-type-specific
observables Af~ and A_~, defined in Eq. (I26)), deviating from zero. Results and averages for
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Table 44: Averages of quasi-two-body parameters extracted from time-dependent Dalitz plot analysis of B® — n+7—7Y.

Experiment N(BB) o Cor S AC,x AS,.
BABAR [222] 375M —0.14 £+£0.05+0.02 0.15+£0.09+0.05 —0.03+0.11+0.04 0.39 £0.09+0.09 —0.01 +0.14 £ 0.06
Belle [223, 224] 449M —-0.124+0.05+0.04 —0.13 £0.09+0.05 0.06 £0.13£+0.05 0.36 +=0.10 £0.05 —0.08 =0.13 £+ 0.05

Average —0.13 £ 0.04 0.01 +0.07 0.01 £0.09 0.37 £0.08 —0.04 £0.10
Confidence level 0.52 (0.60)
Experiment N(BB) A Al Correlation
BABAR [227] 375M —0.37 T £0.09 0.03 4+ 0.07 £ 0.04 0.62
Belle [223,224] 449M 0.08+£0.16 £0.11 0.21 £0.08 £ 0.04 0.47
Average —0.18 £0.12 0.11 £+ 0.06 0.40
Confidence level 0.14 (1.50)
Experiment N(BB) Cor0 S 070 Correlation
BABAR [222] 375M —0.10 £ 0.40 £ 0.53 0.04 £0.44 £0.18 0.35
Belle [223],224] 449M 0.49 +£0.36 £0.28 0.17+£0.57£0.35 0.08
Average 0.30 £ 0.38 0.12 4+ 0.38 0.12

Confidence level 0.76 (0.30)
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Figure 32: Summary of the U and I parameters measured in the time-dependent B® — 7tz =70

Dalitz plot analysis.
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Figure 33: Averages of (left) Sy, ,uq and (right) Cy_uq for the mode B® — pO70.

these parameters are also given in Table 44l Averages of the direct CP violation effect in
B° — p*7¥ are shown in Fig. B3] both in AZ}, vs. Cpr space and in A vs. AT~ space.

Some difference is seen between the BABAR and Belle measurements in the 777~ system.
The confidence level of the average is 0.034, which corresponds to a 2.1¢ discrepancy. Since
there is no evidence of systematic problems in either analysis, we do not rescale the errors of
the averages. The averages for Sy_,uuq and Cy_,uuq in B® — 777~ are both more than 50 away
from zero, suggesting that both mixing-induced and direct CP violation are well-established in
this channel. Nonetheless, due to the possible discrepancy mentioned above, a slightly cautious
interpretation should be made with regard to the significance of direct CP violation.

In B° — p*7T, however, both experiments see an indication of direct CP violation in the
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Figure 34: Averages of b — utid dominated channels, for the mode B — p°7" in the Sgp vs.

Cecp plane.

A7 parameter (as seen in Fig. [35). The average is more than 30 from zero, providing evidence
of direct CP violation in this channel.

Constraints on «

The precision of the measured CP violation parameters in b — wud transitions allows
constraints to be set on the UT angle a. Constraints have been obtained with various methods:

e Both BABAR [330] and Belle [327] have performed isospin analyses in the 77 system. Belle

exclude 9° < ¢y < 81° at the 95.4% C.L. while BABAR give a confidence level interpretation
for «, exclude the range 23° < o < 67° at the 90% C.L. In both cases, only solutions in
0°-180° are considered.

Both experiments have also performed isospin analyses in the pp system. The most
recent result from BABAR is given in an update of the measurements of the B — p*p°
decay [331], and sets the constraint o = (92.4 tgi;g)°. The most recent result from Belle
is given in an update of the search for the B® — p°p° decay and sets the constraint
By = (91.7 £ 14.9)° [323].

The time-dependent Dalitz plot analysis of the B — 777~ 7" decay allows a determi-
nation of o without input from any other channels. BABAR [222] obtain the constraint
75° < a < 152° at 68% C.L. Belle [223,224] have performed a similar analysis, and in
addition have included information from the SU(2) partners of B — pm, which can be
used to constrain « via an isospin pentagon relation [332]. With this analysis, Belle ob-
tain the tighter constraint ¢, = (83 %32)° (where the errors correspond to 1o, i.e. 68.3%
confidence level).

The results from BABAR on B° — af7¥ [324] can be combined with results from modes
related by isospin [333] leading to the following constraint: o = (79 + 7 + 11)° [325].
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e FEach experiment has obtained a value of a from combining its results in the different
b — uud modes (with some input also from HFAG). These values have appeared in talks,
but not in publications, and are not listed here.

e The CKMfitter [225] and UTFit [268] groups use the measurements from Belle and BABAR
given above with other branching fractions and CP asymmetries in B — 7w, pr and pp
modes, to perform isospin analyses for each system, and to make combined constraints
on «.

Note that methods based on isospin symmetry make extensive use of measurements of
branching fractions and direct CP asymmetries, as averaged by the HFAG Rare Decays sub-
group (Sec. [7). Note also that each method suffers from discrete ambiguities in the solutions.
The model assumption in the B — 77~ 7% analysis allows to resolve some of the multiple
solutions, and results in a single preferred value for v in [0, 7]. All the above measurements
correspond to the choice that is in agreement with the global CKM fit.

At present we make no attempt to provide an HFAG average for oo. More details on proce-
dures to calculate a best fit value for a can be found in Refs. [225268].
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4.12 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in b — cud/ucd transitions

Non-CP eigenstates such as D¥n ¥, D**7F and D*pT can be produced in decays of B® mesons
either via Cabibbo favoured (b — ¢) or doubly Cabibbo suppressed (b — u) tree amplitudes.
Since no penguin contribution is possible, these modes are theoretically clean. The ratio of the
magnitudes of the suppressed and favoured amplitudes, R, is sufficiently small (predicted to be
about 0.02), that terms of O(R?) can be neglected, and the sine terms give sensitivity to the
combination of UT angles 23 + ~.

As described in Sec. [£.2.6], the averages are given in terms of parameters a and c¢. CP
violation would appear as a # 0. Results are available from both BABAR and Belle in the
modes D*7F and D**7F; for the latter mode both experiments have used both full and partial
reconstruction techniques. Results are also available from BABAR using D*pT. These results,
and their averages, are listed in Table [45] and are shown in Fig. The constraints in ¢ vs. a
space for the Dm and D*m modes are shown in Fig. 37l It is notable that the average value of
a from D*r is more than 3¢ from zero, providing evidence of CP violation in this channel.

Table 45: Averages for b — cud/ucd modes.

Experiment N(BB) a c

D*n¥
BABAR (full rec.) [231] 232M —0.010 £+ 0.023 £ 0.007 —0.033 +£0.042 £+ 0.012
Belle (full rec.) [235] 386M —0.050 +£0.021 4+ 0.012 —0.019 £+ 0.021 4+ 0.012
Average —0.030 £ 0.017 —0.022 £ 0.021
Confidence level 0.24 (1.20) 0.78 (0.30)

D*iﬂ?
BABAR (full rec.) [231] 232M —0.040 £ 0.023 £ 0.010 0.049 +0.042 £ 0.015
BABAR (partial rec.)  [232] 232M —0.034 £0.014 £0.009  —0.019 £ 0.022 + 0.013
Belle (full rec.) [235] 386M —0.039 £0.020 £0.013  —0.011 £ 0.020 + 0.013
Belle (partial rec.) [234] 657M —0.046 £0.013 £0.015  —0.015+0.013 + 0.015
Average —0.039 £ 0.013 —0.017 £ 0.016
Confidence level 0.97 (0.030) 0.59 (0.60)

D*pT
BABAR (full rec.) [231] 232M —0.024 £0.031 £0.009  —0.098 £ 0.055 £ 0.018

For each of D, D*1 and Dp, there are two measurements (a and ¢, or ST and S~) which
depend on three unknowns (R, ¢ and 25 + ), of which two are different for each decay mode.
Therefore, there is not enough information to solve directly for 28 + ~v. However, for each
choice of R and 2/ + =, one can find the value of ¢ that allows a and ¢ to be closest to their
measured values, and calculate the distance in terms of numbers of standard deviations. (We
currently neglect experimental correlations in this analysis.) These values of N(0)pi, can then
be plotted as a function of R and 28 + ~ (and can trivially be converted to confidence levels).
These plots are given for the Dm and D*m modes in Figure B7} the uncertainties in the Dp
mode are currently too large to give any meaningful constraint.

The constraints can be tightened if one is willing to use theoretical input on the values
of R and/or §. One popular choice is the use of SU(3) symmetry to obtain R by relating
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the suppressed decay mode to B decays involving Dy mesons. More details can be found in

Refs. [225,268)].

4.13 Time-dependent CP asymmetries in b — cus/ucs transitions

Time-dependent analyses of transitions such as B® — DT K21 F can be used to probe sin(25+7)
in a similar way to that discussed above (Sec.[.12)). Since the final state contains three particles,
a Dalitz plot analysis is necessary to maximise the sensitivity. BABAR [334] have carried out
such an analysis. They obtain 23+~ = (83 4 53 +20)° (with an ambiguity 28+~ <> 28+~ +)
assuming the ratio of the b — u and b — ¢ amplitude to be constant across the Dalitz plot at

0.3.
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Figure 36: Averages for b — cud/ucd modes.
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4.14 Rates and asymmetries in BT — D® K®F decays

As explained in Sec. 27 rates and asymmetries in BT — D® K®T decays are sensitive to
~. Various methods using different D™ final states exist.

4.14.1 D decays to CP eigenstates

Results are available from both BABAR and Belle on GLW analyses in the decay modes BT —
DKT, BT — D*KT and BT — DK*F[ Both experiments use the CP-even D decay final
states KT K~ and 777~ in all three modes; both experiments generally use the CP-odd decay
modes K270 K% and K2¢, though care is taken to avoid statistical overlap with the KO K™K~
sample used for Dalitz plot analysis (see Sec. L14.3]), and asymmetric systematic errors are
assigned due to CP-even pollution under the K2w and K2¢ signals. Both experiments also use
the D* — Dr% decay, which gives CP(D*) = CP(D); BABAR in addition use the D* — D~
decays, which gives CP(D*) = —CP(D). In addition, results from CDF and LHCb are available
in the decay mode BT — DK T, for CP-even final states (KK~ and nt7~) only. The results
and averages are given in Table 6] and shown in Fig. B8

Table 46: Averages from GLW analyses of b — cus/ucs modes.

Experiment Sample size Acpy Acp_ Repy Rep_
Dep K™
BABAR [336] N(BB) = 467M 0.2540.06 +0.02 —0.09 4 0.07 £ 0.02 1.18 4-0.09 £ 0.05 1.07 4 0.08 £ 0.04
Belle [337] N(BB)=T772M 0.29 £ 0.06 +0.02 —0.1240.06 & 0.01 1.03 £ 0.07 £ 0.03 1.13 4+ 0.09 + 0.05
CDF [338] 1fb! 0.39£0.17 £0.04 - 1.30 £0.24 £0.12 -
LHCb [339)] 1fbt 0.14+£0.03 £0.01 - 1.01+£0.04 £0.01 -
Average 0.19+£0.03 —0.11+£0.05 1.03 £0.03 1.10 £0.07
Confidence level 0.09 (1.70) 0.75 (0.30) 0.33 (1.00) 0.66 (0.40)
Dip K~
BABAR [340] N(BB) = 383M —0.1140.09 +0.01 0.06 £0.10£0.02 1.31£0.1340.03 1.09 +0.12 + 0.04
Belle [341] N(BB) = 275M —0.20+0.22+0.04 0.13£0.30 4 0.08 1.414+0.2540.06 1.1540.31 £ 0.12
Average —0.12£0.08 0.07+0.10 1.33+0.12 1.10£0.12
Confidence level 0.71 (0.40) 0.83 (0.20) 0.73 (0.40) 0.87 (0.20)
DepK*~

BABAR [342] N(BB) = 379M 0.09£0.1340.06 —0.2340.21 +0.07 2.17 £0.35+0.09 1.03 £ 0.27 £ 0.13

4.14.2 D decays to suppressed final states

For ADS analysis, both BABAR and Belle have studied the modes BT — DK™ and BT — Dn.
BABAR has also analysed the BT — D*KT and BT — DK*T modes. There is an effective
shift of 7 in the strong phase difference between the cases that the D* is reconstructed as D7
and D~y [250], therefore these modes are studied separately. K*¥ is reconstructed as K2r™.
In all cases the suppressed decay D — K7~ has been used. BABAR also has results using
B — DKT with D — KTn~7". The results and averages are given in Table d7 and shown in
Figs. B9 and E0l

43 We do not include a preliminary result from Belle [335], which remains unpublished after more than two
years.
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Figure 38: Averages of Acp and Rgop from GLW analyses.

BABAR [347] have also presented results on a similar analysis with self-tagging neutral B
decays: B® — DK* with D - K—nt, D — K- n"n% and D — K- n"nt7r~ (all with K*0 —
K*r~). Effects due to the natural width of the K** are handled using the parametrisation
suggested by Gronau [34§].

The following 95% C.L. limits are set:

RADs(KTI') < 0.244 RADs(KT('ﬂ'O) < 0.181 RADs(KTFﬂ'?T) < 0.391. (155)

Combining the results and using additional input from CLEOc [349/350] a limit on the ratio
between the b — u and b — ¢ amplitudes of r; € [0.07,0.41] at 95% C.L. limit is set.
Belle [351] have obtained the constraint

RADs(Kﬂ') < 0.16. (156)

4.14.3 D decays to multiparticle self-conjugate final states

For the Dalitz plot analysis, both BABAR [352] and Belle [353,854] have studied the modes
BT - DKT, Bt - D*KT and BT — DK*f. For Bt — D*KT, both experiments have
used both D* decay modes, D* — D% and D* — D+, taking the effective shift in the strong
phase difference into account. In all cases the decay D — K27"7~ has been used. BABAR
also used the decay D — KJKTK~ . BABAR has also performed an analysis of BT — DK¥
with D — 77~ 7° [255]. Results and averages are given in Table @8 The third error on each
measurement is due to D decay model uncertainty.

The parameters measured in the analyses are explained in Sec. £.2.71 Both BABAR and
Belle have measured the “Cartesian” (z4,y+) variables, and perform frequentist statistical
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Figure 39: Averages of Rapg and Aapg for B — D™ K® decays.

procedures, to convert these into measurements of v, rg and dg. In the BT — DKT with
D — 7t~ 7Y analysis, the parameters (p*,6%) are used instead.

Both experiments reconstruct K*¥ as K%7F, but the treatment of possible nonresonant
K77 differs: Belle assign an additional model uncertainty, while BABAR use a parametrisation
suggested by Gronau [348]. The parameters rp and dp are replaced with effective parameters
kry and dg; no attempt is made to extract the true hadronic parameters of the BT — DK*T
decay.

We perform averages using the following procedure, which is based on a set of (more or less)
reasonable, though imperfect, assumptions.

It is assumed that effects due to the different D decay models used by the two experiments
are negligible. Therefore, we do not rescale the results to a common model.

It is further assumed that the model uncertainty is 100% correlated between experiments,
and therefore this source of error is not used in the averaging procedure. (This approx-
imation is significantly less valid now that the BABAR results include D — KJKTK~
decays in addition to D — Kort7~.)

We include in the average the effect of correlations within each experiments set of mea-
surements.

At present it is unclear how to assign an average model uncertainty. We have not at-
tempted to do so. Our average includes only statistical and systematic error. An unknown
amount of model uncertainty should be added to the final error.

We follow the suggestion of Gronau [348] in making the DK™ averages. Explicitly, we
assume that the selection of K** — K97* is the same in both experiments (so that x,

109



R,ps Averages EEY A, ps Averages EEY

PRELIMINARY PRELIMINARY
BaBar : w4  0-00330.0006 + 00004 BaBar 0.03+0.17 +0.04
PRD 82 (2010) 072006 PRD 87 (2010) 072006 :
Belle ak 0.0033 + 0.0004 75953 Belle! i l, 1.0.04+0.11 5%
e PRL 106 (2011) 231803 | e PRL 106 (2011) 231803 ' * :
E CDF : ' 0.0028 + 0.0007 + 0.0004 E CDFi : 0.13+0.25 + 0.02
| PRD 84 (2011) 091504 | PRD 84 (2011) 091504 : H
e LHCb : ., 0.0041+0.0003 £ 0.0001 e LHCh Hid 0.14+0.06 £ 0.01
arXiv:1203.3662 arXiv:1203.3662 B B
Average : H 0.0038 + 0.0002 Average e : 0.09 +0.05
HFAG : HFAG: :
E BaBar : 0.0032 + 0.0009 + 0.0008 £ BaBar : -0.09 +0.27 + 0.05
5 PRD 82 (2010) 072006 : i E PRD 82 (2010) 072006 H :
| Belle H |, 0.0040 *38555 +0.0003 I Belle . R -0.07 +0.23 £ 0.05
05 LP 2011 preliminary at ﬁD: LP 20]51 preliminary :
.| Average i ke 0.0037 + 0.0008 « | Average ; i -0.08+0.18
0O HFAG : 0O HFAG! H :
I BaBar H 0.0027 +0.0014 + 0.0022 E BaBar +- H -0.65+0.55 +0.22
=4 PRD 82 (2010) 072006 s = PRD 8? (2010)'07200p 8 :
% Belle : 0.0041 *39%13 + 0.0001 ¥ Belle i 1-0.10 *932 + 0.02
Q> LP 2011 preliminary i 5' LP 2011 preliminary S H
x! Average 0.0039 + 0.0010 5! Average : i 019%023
a HFAG : o HFAG! : :

-0.008 0006 -0.004 0002 O 0002 0004 0006 0008 001 001z 8 6 412 1 08060402 0 02040608 1 12 14 16

Figure 40: Averages of Raps and Aapg for B — D™ decays.

rs and J, are the same), and drop the additional source of model uncertainty assigned by
Belle due to possible nonresonant decays.

e We do not consider common systematic errors, other than the D decay model.

Dpai K Doy K DpuiK
Dalitz X, VSY, FPCP 2010 Dalitz X, VSY, FPCP 2010 Dalitz X, VSy, [E&%e
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Y BaBar B"
04 i 08 1 BelleB"
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01 | b
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01 ¢ &Y BaBar B" 02t &Y BaBarB" | 04 J
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- M BeleB M BeleB
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Figure 41: Contours in the (74,y+) from BT — D®OK®*  (Left) B¥ — DKT, (middle)
BT — D*KT, (right) BT — DK*T. Note that the uncertainties assigned to the averages given
in these plots do not include model errors.

Constraints on -y

The measurements of (x4, y4) can be used to obtain constraints on -, as well as the hadronic
parameters g and . Both BABAR [355] and Belle [353[354] have done so using a frequentist
procedure (there are some differences in the details of the techniques used).

e BABAR obtain v = (68 713 &+ 4 & 3)° from DK®*, D*K* and DK**
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Figure 42: Averages of (z4,y+) from B* — DWW K®*  (Top left) 2, (top right) x_, (bottom
left) yy, (bottom right) y_. The top plots include constraints on zi obtained from GLW
analyses (see Sec. L I4T]). Note that the uncertainties assigned to the averages given in these
plots do not include model errors.

e Belle obtain ¢3 = (78 113 £4 £ 9)° from DK and D*K*
e The experiments also obtain values for the hadronic parameters as detailed in Tab.

e Improved constraints can be achieved combining the information from B* — DK* anal-
ysis with different D decay modes. The experiments have not yet published such results,
and none are listed here.

e The CKMfitter [225] and UTFit [268] groups use the measurements from Belle and BABAR
given above to make combined constraints on .

e In the BABAR analysis of BT — DKT with D — 7nt7 7% [255], a constraint of —30° <
~ < 76° is obtained at the 68% confidence level.
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At present we make no attempt to provide an HFAG average for v, nor indeed for the
hadronic parameters. More details on procedures to calculate a best fit value for v can be
found in Refs. [225,268].

BABAR [356] have also performed a similar Dalitz plot analysis to that described above using
the self-tagging neutral B decay B — DK*? (with K** — K*7~). Effects due to the natural
width of the K** are handled using the parametrisation suggested by Gronau [348].

BABAR extract the three-dimensional likelihood for the parameters (v, dg, rs) and, combining
with a separately measured PDF for rg (using a Bayesian technique), obtain bounds on each
of the three parameters.

v =(162+56)° Js=(62+57)° rs<0.55, (157)

where the limit on rg is at 95% probability. Note that there is an ambiguity in the solutions
(7,0 <>y +m, s+ 7).
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Table 47: Averages from ADS analyses of b — cus/ucs and b — cud/ucd modes.

Experiment Sample size Aaps Raps
DK~ D — K*n~

BABAR [343] N(BB) = 467M —0.86 4 0.47 7512 0.011 £ 0.006 + 0.002
Belle  [344] N(BB) = 772M —0.39 1038 +0-02 0.0163 00041 T0 0005
CDF [345] 7 b —0.82 £0.44 + 0.09 0.0220 £ 0.0086 £ 0.0026
LHCb  [339) 1t —0.52 £ 0.15+0.02 0.0152 £ 0.0020 £ 0.0004
Average —0.54 £0.12 0.0153 + 0.0017
Confidence level 0.77 (0.30) 0.78 (0.30)
Experiment N(BB) AADS Raps

D*K~, D* - Dn% D — Ktr~
BABAR  [343] 467M 0.77£0.35+0.12 0.018 £ 0.009 £ 0.004
Belle  [337] 772M 0.4 +51+02 0.010 +3:908 +0.001
Average 0.72+0.34 0.013 = 0.006
Confidence level 0.71 (0.40) 0.52 (0.60)

D*K~, D* - Dvy, D — K*n~
BABAR  [343] 467TM 0.36 4 0.94 702 0.013 £ 0.014 + 0.008
Belle  [337] 772M —0.51 1035 +0.08 0.036 0015 & 0.002
Average —0.43 +£0.31 0.027 £ 0.010
Confidence level 0.42 (0.80) 0.26 (1.10)

DK*, D — K n~, K* — Kr~
BABAR  [342] 379M —0.34 £0.43+0.16 0.066 + 0.031 4+ 0.010
DK-, D — Ktn—nY
BABAR  [346] ATAM 0.0091 F0- 0052 00012
Experiment Sample size Raps Correlation
D=, D— Ktn~

BABAR  [343] N(BB) = 467TM 0.03+0.17+0.04 0.0033 £ 0.0006 £ 0.0004
Belle  [344] N(BB) = 772M —0.04 4+ 0.11 1092 0.00328 50038 +0.00012
CDF [345] 7 b 0.13+0.25+£0.02 0.00280 £ 0.00070 = 0.00040
LHCb  [339] 1t 0.14300 =+ 0.06200 £ 0.01100  0.00410 =£ 0.00025 £ 0.00005
Average 0.09 £ 0.05 0.00375 £ 0.00020
Confidence level 0.53 (0.60) 0.17 (1.40)
Experiment N(BB) Raps Correlation

D*r=, D* - D’ D - Ktn~
BABAR  [343] 467TM —0.09 £ 0.27 +£0.05 0.0032 £ 0.0009 £ 0.0008
Belle  [337] 772M —0.07 4 0.23 + 0.05 0.0040 T5-0009 % 0.0003
Average —0.08 £0.18 0.0037 £ 0.0008
Confidence level 0.96 (0.10) 0.61 (0.50)

D*n~, D* - Dy, D — K n~
BABAR  [343] 467M —0.65 + 0.55 +0.22 0.0027 £ 0.0014 £ 0.0022
Belle  [337] 772M —0.10 1938 4 0.02 0.0041 30015 = 0.0001
Average —0.19+£0.23 0.0039 £ 0.0010
Confidence level 0.39 (0.90) 0.62 (0.50)
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Table 48: Averages from Dalitz plot analyses of b — cus/ucs modes. Note that the uncertainities assigned to the averages do not
include model errors.

Experiment N (BB)

Ty Y+ T Y-

BABAR [355)]
Belle [353]
Average

Confidence level

468M
657M

DK-, D — Kntm~
—0.103 £ 0.037 £ 0.006 4+ 0.007 —0.021 £ 0.048 = 0.004 4+ 0.009 0.060 = 0.039 4+ 0.007 £ 0.006  0.062 % 0.045 £ 0.004 £ 0.006
—0.107 £0.043 £ 0.011 £ 0.055 —0.067 £ 0.059 + 0.018 £ 0.063 0.105 £ 0.047 £ 0.011 £ 0.064 0.177 £ 0.060 £+ 0.018 £ 0.054
—0.104 £0.029 —0.038 £0.038 0.085 £ 0.030 0.105 £ 0.036
0.47 (0.70)

BABAR [355)]
Belle [353]
Average

Confidence level

468M
657M

D*K~, D*— Dr%or Dy, D — Korn 't~
—0.032 £ 0.077 £ 0.008 + 0.006 —0.104 4+ 0.051 £ 0.019 £ 0.002 —0.052 4 0.063 4 0.009 + 0.007
0.157 4 0.109 #+ 0.063 —0.036 £ 0.127 4+ 0.090 —0.249 £0.118 + 0.049
0.031 +0.063 —0.090 £ 0.050 —0.099 £ 0.056

0.147 +0.053 + 0.017 + 0.003
0.083 + 0.092 + 0.081
0.130 £ 0.048

0.29 (1.10)

DK*, D — Kntn~

BABAR [355] 468M  —0.151 +0.083 4 0.029 £ 0.006 0.045 + 0.106 4 0.036 & 0.008  0.075 4 0.096 & 0.029 + 0.007  0.127 & 0.095 + 0.027 4 0.006
Belle [354] 386M  —0.1057015740.006 +0.088  —0.004 701% £ 0.013 £ 0.095  —0.784 70232 +£0.029 £ 0.097  —0.281 70332 + 0.046 + 0.086
Average —0.152 £ 0.077 0.024 £ 0.091 —0.043 + 0.094 0.091 + 0.096
Confidence level 0.011 (2.50)
Experiment N (BB) pT oF P 6~

DK—, D —rntr—nY
BABAR [255] 324M 0.7540.11 4 0.04 147 +£23+1 0.724+0.11 £ 0.04 173442 +2




Table 49: Summary of constraints on hadronic parameters in B* — D® K®* decays. Note
the alternative parametrisation of the hadronic parameters used by BABAR in the DK** mode.

B 53

In DK+
BABAR  0.096 + 0.029 & 0.005 +0.004  dp(DK*) = (119730 + 3 £ 3)°
Belle 0.160 15059 4 0.011 £5:05, (138113 + 4 +23)°

In DK™+
BABAR 0.133 73932 4 0.014 & 0.003 (—824+214+5+3)°
Belle 0.196 T3:0%2 +0.012 70062 (342119 + 3 4 23)°

In DK*F
BABAR  krg = 0.149 75005 4 0.026 £ 0.006 &g = (111 £324+ 11 £ 3)°
Belle 0.56 7032 + 0.04 4 0.08 (243 720 £ 3 £ 50)°
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5 Semileptonic B decays

Measurements of semileptonic B-meson decays are an important tool to study the magnitude
of the CKM matrix elements |V,;| and |V,,|, the Heavy Quark parameters (e.g. b and c—quark
masses), QCD form factors, QCD dynamics, new physics, etc.

In the following, we provide averages of exclusive and inclusive branching fractions, the
product of |V| and the form factor normalization F(1) and G(1) for B — D*(~7;, and B —
D{~7, decays, respectively, and |V,;| as determined from inclusive and exclusive measurements
of B — X, (v, decays. We will compute Heavy Quark parameters and extract QCD form
factors for B — D*{~7, decays. Throughout this section, charge conjugate states are implicitly
included, unless otherwise indicated.

Brief descriptions of all parameters and analyses (published or preliminary) relevant for the
determination of the combined results are given. The descriptions are based on the information
available on the web page at

http://www.slac.stanford.edu/xorg/hfag/semi/End0fYearil
A description of the technique employed for calculating averages was presented in the previous
update [357]. Asymmetric errors have been introduced in the current averages for B — X (v
decays to take into account theoretical asymmetric errors.

5.1 Exclusive CKM-favored decays

This section contains the measurements of B — D*(~7, and B — D{~7,, relevant for the de-
termination of |V,;| from exclusive decays. We then provide averages for the inclusive branching
fractions B(B — D™ r(~7,) and for B semileptonic decays into orbitally-excited P-wave charm
mesons (D**). As the D** branching fraction is poorly known, we report the averages for the
products B(B~ — D*(DWm)(~v,) x B(D* — D®x).

5.1.1 B — D*¢ 1,

In the parameterization of Caprini, Lellouch and Neubert (CLN), the shape and normalization
of the form factor F(w), which describes the decay B — D*/~7,, can be described by four
quantities: F(1)|Vi|, p?, R1(1) and Ry(1) [358]. Our average and the determination of |V,,| are
based on this parameterization.

We use the measurements of these form factor parameters shown in Table and rescale
them to the latest values of the input parameters (mainly branching fractions of charmed
mesons) [359]. Most of the measurements in Table are based exclusively on the decay
B - D**0~7,. Some measurements [360,361] are sensitive also to B~ — D**¢~7, and one
measurement [362] is based exclusively on the decay B~ — D**¢~7,. Our analysis thus assumes
isospin symmetry.

In the next step, we perform a four-dimensional fit of the parameters F(1)|Va|, p?, Ri(1)
and Ry(1) using the rescaled measurements and taking into account correlated systematic
uncertainties. Only two measurements constrain all four parameters [367,1368], the remaining
measurements constrain only the normalization F(1)|V,| and the slope p®. The result of the
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Table 50: Measurements of B — D*{~ 7, in the parameterization of Caprini, Lellouch and Neu-
bert (CLN) [358]. The average is the result of a 4-dimensional fit to the rescaled measurements
of F(1)|Val|, p?, Ri(1) and Ry(1). The x? value of the combination is 29.7 for 23 degrees of

freedom (CL=15.7%). The total correlation between the average F(1)|V,| and p? is 0.32.

Experiment F(1)|Vip|[1073] (rescaled) p?* (rescaled)
F(1)|Va|[1073] (published) p* (published)
ALEPH [363] 31.34 4= 1.804¢a¢ &= 1.264y¢ 0.490 4= 0.2274¢4¢ &= 0.1465y
31.9 & 1840t = 1.9yt 0.37 £ 0.264¢ar = 0. 144yt
CLEO [360] 40.00 &£ 1.241a0 = 1.625¢ 1.366 = 0.085¢ar £ 0.0884yst
43.1 % 1.3 % 1.8 1.61 £ 009400 = 0.2
OPAL excl [364] 36.57 4= 1.60g¢a¢ = 1.48y¢ 1.234 £ 0.2125¢ £ 0.1454y¢
36.8 £ 1.6, = 2.04e0 1.31 £ 02100 = 0.164¢
OPAL partial reco  [364] 37.20 &= 1.19g¢a¢ £ 2.35yt 1.149 &£ 0.1454¢a¢ £ 0.2954y¢

375 Zl: 1.25tat :l: 2.5syst

1.12 £ 0.14g¢a¢ £ 0.29gy¢

DELPHI partial reco [365]

35.38 & 14040t & 2.345yst
35.5 & 1.dgar 2%t

1.174 £ 0.1264a1 3= 0.376y
1.34 £ 0.14gar T 39syst

DELPHI excl [366] | 36.19 £ 17040 + 1984 1.082 £ 0.142,; & 0.15444
39.2 + 1.84a0 + 2.3yt 1.32 4 0.15400 & 0.334s
Belle B6T] | 34.73 £ 0.17qa £ 1.0244 1.214 + 0.03444; & 0.008 4yt
34.6 £ 0. 2500 + 1.0yt 1.214 + 0.0344a1 & 0.009ys¢
BABAR excl [368] | 34.09 £ 0.30410; + 1.0044 1.184 £ 0.048,;,; & 0.029y4;
34.7 + O.SStat + 1-1syst 1.18 £ 0~05stat + O-OSSyst
BABAR D*0 [362] | 35.14 £ 0.5 & 13344 1.126 £ 0.0584a; & 0.055.y4;
35.9 + 0.6100 + 1.4yt 1.16 4 0.06410; % 0.08ys
BABAR global fit [B61] | 35.83 £ 0205401 & 1.1044 1.194 + 0.02054; & 0.06 15y
35.7 4 0. 2500 + 1.2y 1.21 4 0.02440s & 0.07gyst
Average 35.90 £ 0.11.¢ & 0.44.,¢; | 1.207 & 0.015.40; £ 0.021 4y
fit is
F(1)| Vel (35.90 + 0.45) x 1072 | (158)
p* = 1.207+0.026, (159)
Ry(1) 1.403 £ 0.033 , (160)
Ry(1) 0.854 £ 0.020 , (161)
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and the correlation coefficients are

PF1)|Va!,0?
PF)|Vep|,Ra(1

p]:(l)‘vcb"RZ(l

)
)
Pp?,Ri(1)
Pp2,Ra(1)

)

PR1(1),Ra (1

0.324
~0.109 ,
—0.063 ,
0.566 |

—0.807 ,
—0.759 .

The uncertainties and correlations quoted here include both statistical and systematic contri-
butions. The x? of the fit is 29.7 for 23 degrees of freedom, which corresponds to a confidence
level of 15.7%. An illustration of this fit result is given in Fig. [43]
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Figure 43: (a) Illustration of the F(1)|V,| average. (b) Illustration of the F(1)|V| vs. p?
average. The error ellipses correspond to Ax? =1 (CL=39%).

Using the form factor normalization F(1) of the latest LQCD calculation [369],

F(1) = 0.908 +0.017

we obtain the following determination of |V,| from Eq. 158

V| = (39.54 4 0.500xp & 0.744,) x 1072,

(169)

(170)

where the first uncertainty is experimental and the second stems from the LQCD calculation.

From each rescaled measurement in Table B0, we calculate the B — D*(~ 7, form factor
F(w) and, by numerical integration, the branching ratio of the decay B = D**¢~v,. For
measurements which do not determine the parameters R;(1) and Ry(1) we assume the average
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values Egs. and [I6Il The results are quoted in Table 51l The branching ratio found for
the average values of F(1)|Vi|, p?, Ri(1) and Ry(1) is

B(B® — D*"¢"v) = (4.95+0.11)% . (171)

Again, this analysis assumes isospin symmetry although most of the measurements included
are sensitive only to B® — D**/~7. For an independent analysis of the decay B~ — D*%/~7,,
we have performed a simple 1-dimensional average of measurements sensitive to the decay
B~ — D*°(~7, only, which is shown in Table 52 Fig. 44 illustrates these two averages of
B — D*0~v,.

Table 51: B° — D*T¢~7 branching fractions calculated from the rescaled measurements in
Table B0, asumming the CLN parameterization of the form factor [358]. The branching ratios
published in Refs. [361,1362] have been rescaled by the factor 7(B°)/7(B*). While the fit
assumes isospin symmetry, most measurements included here use only the decay B® — D*T(~7.

| Experiment | B(B° — D**(~p) [%] (calculated) | B(B® — D**¢~7) [%] (published) |
ALEPH [363] 5.38 & 0.254¢at £ 0.304yst 5.53 £ 0.264¢4t 3= 0.524y
CLEO [360] 5.64 &£ 0.184ar £ 0.264y4t 6.09 £ 0.19¢at, &= 0.404ys
OPAL excl [364] 5.06 &£ 0.19¢as £ 0.424y 5.11 £ 0.19¢ar &= 0.4yt
OPAL partial reco  [364] 5.48 £ 0.254tar £ 0.534yst 5.92 £ 0.27gtat £ 0.684yst
DELPHI partial reco [365] 4.89 4 0.14gtar %+ 0.72¢ 4.70 4 0.134a0 1037 syst
DELPHI excl [366] 5.37 &£ 0.204tar £ 0.38yst 5.90 £ 0.224¢5 & 0.504yst
Belle 67 4.59 4 003410 % 0.26,5 4.58 £ 0.03410 % 0.26,5;
BABAR excl [368] 4.58 £ 0.04gtar £ 0.254y¢ 4.69 £ 0.04gat £ 0.34gyst
BABAR D*° [362] 4.95 £ 0.07gtar, &= 0.34gyst 5.15 £ 0.07gtar, &= 0.384yst
BABAR global fit  [361] 4.96 = 0.0244¢ % 0.204y5 5.00 = 0.02y40¢ % 0.195
Average 4.95 £ 0.01pat &= 0.115p x?2/dof = 29.7/23 (CL=15.7%)

Table 52: Average of the B~ — D*°/~7, branching fraction measurements. This fit uses only
measurements of B~ — D*%/~,.

| Experiment | B(B~ = D*°tv,) [%] (rescaled) | B(B~ — D*0"1,) [%] (published) |
CLEO [360] 6.61 = 02050, £ 0.30,00 6.50 = 0.20y0; £ 0.435500
BABAR tagged [370] 5.72 = 0.153a; £ 0.304s0 5.83 = 0. 1550 % 0.304s0
BABAR [362] 5.35 £ 0.084tar £ 0.404yst 9.96 £ 0.084¢ar £ 0.4 15y
BABAR [361] 5.43 £ 0.02¢a¢ £ 0.215y 9.40 £ 0.02¢a¢ £ 0.215y
Average 5.70 & 0.024¢a¢ &= 0.19ys¢ x?2/dof = 9.1/3 (CL=2.8%)

5.1.2 B — D¢,

Similarly, the average of B — D{~ 7, is also based on the CLN parameterization [358]. The
form factor G(w) of the decay is described by only two parameters: the normalization G(1)|Vy|
and the slope p*.
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Figure 44: (a) Average branching fractions of exclusive semileptonic B decays B — D*(~7,:

B(B" - D I'v) [%]

(a) B® — D**¢~v (Table 5I)) and (b) B~ — D*%/~, (Table 52).

We use the measurements of these two form factor parameters shown in Table[G3]and correct
them to match the latest values of the input parameters [359]. These measurements are sensitive
to both isospin states (B® — DT¢~7 and B~ — D%~7;). So, isospin symmetry is assumed in

this analysis.

Table 53: Measurements of B — D{~7, in the parameterization of Caprini, Lellouch and
Neubert (CLN) [358]. The average is the result of a 2-dimensional fit to the rescaled measure-
ments of G(1)|V| and p?. The x? value of the combination is 0.5 for 8 degrees of freedom

(CL=100.0%). The total correlation between the average G(1)|V.| and p? is 0.83.

7

41.1 & 4. 4gpar £ 5. 1gyet

Experiment G(1)|Vep| [1073] (rescaled) p* (rescaled)
G(1)|Vi| [107°] (published) p* (published)
ALEPH 363] | 38.89 £ 1180, £ 6.090 | 0.951 % 0.980. 0 £ 0.357o0m
31.1 £ 9.9t &= 8.6yt 0.70 &= 0.98tat & 0.504ys¢
CLEO B71 | 44.90 £ 5.97u £ 33050 1.270 £ 0.250,01 £ 0.140,,¢
44.8 & 6.15pat = 3. 7oyt 1.30 &£ 0.27ga¢ 4= 0. 144y
Belle [372] 40.84 £ 4.37 gt = 5. 175yt 1.120 £ 0.2204¢a¢ £ 0.1404y¢

1.12 £ 0.2245¢ 4= 0. 144y

BABAR global fit [361]

43.42 £ 0.81ga¢ 3= 2.084yst
43.1 & 0.8tat = 2.35yst

1.204 £ 0.0404¢at £ 0.057syst
1.20 = 0.04g¢at 3= 0.07 gyt

BABAR tagged  [373] 42.45 £ 1.88at = 1.056y¢ 1.180 4= 0.089at, 3= 0.051 4yt
42.3 &= 1.9¢at £ 1.0gyst 1.20 = 0.09¢at 4= 0.044yt
Average 42.64 £ 0.72at £ 1.355ys; | 1.186 1= 0.0364a¢ £ 0.0414y,
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The form factor parameters are extracted by a two-dimensional fit to the rescaled measure-
ments of G(1)|V.| and p? taking into account correlated systematic uncertainties. The result
of the fit reads

G()|Vy| = (42.64+£1.53) x 1072, (172)
p® = 1.18640.054 , (173)

with a correlation of
pg(1)|Vcb\,P2 =0.829 . (174)

The uncertainties and the correlation coefficient include both statistical and systematic contri-
butions. The x? of the fit is 0.5 for 8 degrees of freedom, which corresponds to a confidence
level of 100.0%. An illustration of this fit result is given in Fig. @5l
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42.45+ 1.88+ 1.05 ~—‘—“
Average A
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Figure 45: (a) Illustration of the G(1)|V,,| average. (b) Illustration of the G(1)|Vy| vs. p?
average. The error ellipses correspond to Ax? =1 (CL=39%).

The most recent result obtained for the form factor normalization G(1) in LQCD is [374]
G(1) = 1.074 £ 0.024 (175)
which can be used to turn Eq. into a determination of |V,
|Vap| = (39.70 4 1,42, £ 0.89,) x 1072 (176)

where the first error is experimental and the second theoretical. This number is in excellent
agreement with |V,;| obtained from decays B — D*(~7,, Eq. I70.

From each rescaled measurement in Table 53] we have calculated the B — D¢~ 7, form
factor G(w) and, by numerical integration, the branching ratio of the decay B® — D*/~v. The
results are quoted in Table [54] and illustrated in Fig. The branching ratio found for the
average values of G(1)|V,| and p? is

B(B® — D7) = (2.13 £ 0.09)% . (177)
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Table 54: B’ — Dt~ 7, branching fractions calculated from the rescaled measurements in
Table B3] asumming the CLN parameterization of the form factor [358]. The fit assumes
isospin symmetry.

| Experiment | B(B' — D*(,) [%)] (calculated) | B(B' — D*(~w,) [%] (published) |
ALEPH [363} 2.16 £ 0.18¢ar = 0.46y4t 2.35 £ 0.204¢ar £ 0.444yt
CLEO [371} 2.19 £ 0.164¢at £ 0.30y¢ 2.20 £ 0.164¢at £ 0.19y¢
Belle [372] 2.07 £ 0.12¢a¢ £ 0.52y¢ 2.13 £ 0.12¢a¢ £ 0.3yt
BABAR global fit [361] 2.18 £ 0.03¢ar £ 0.13y4¢ 2.34 £ 0.034¢ar £ 0.13y4¢
BABAR tagged [373} 2.12 £ 0.104¢ar = 0.064yt 2.23 £ 0.114tar £ 0. 115y
Average 2.13 & 0.03stat + 0.09syst x?/dof = 0.5/8 (CL=100.0%)
ALEPH ﬁ
2.16+ 0.18+ 0.46 3‘—‘
;:Il_goo 16+ 0.35 —
BELLE o
2.07+0.12+ 0.52 = :
BABAR global fit :
TR .
Average ;
HFAG
x2/dof = 0.5/ 8 (CL = 100.00 %) :
1 ! 1 [ ! 1
1.5 2 2.5

B(B° - D I v) [%]

Figure 46: Average branching fraction of exclusive semileptonic B decays B = Dt~v, (Ta-
ble B4]). The fit assumes isospin conservation.

This analysis assumes isospin symmetry.
We have also performed simple 1-dimensional averages of measurements of B — Dt/(~w
and B~ — D%~ 7,. These fits are shown Tables 55 and [6L

5.1.3 B — D®xe1,

The average inclusive branching fractions for B — D*m{~7, decays, where no constrain is
applied to the hadronic D)7 system, are determined by the combination of the results provided
in Table 57 for B® — Dntiv,, B = Drt~v,, B~ — Dt {"U,, and B~ — D* T {"1,.
The measurements included in the average are scaled to a consistent set of input parameters
and their errors [359].

For both the BABAR and Belle results, the B semileptonic signal yields are extracted from

122



Table 55: Average of the B° — D*/¢~v branching fraction measurements. This fit uses only
measurements of B® — DY/~

| Experiment | B(B" — D*("v) [%] (rescaled) | B(B® — D*¢~ ) [%] (published) |

ALEPH [363] 2.29 & 0.184tar = 0.354yst 2.35 £ 0.204¢ar £ 0.44 4y
CLEO [371] 2.13 = 0.134a; £ 0.15,4 2.20 = 0.1640, % 0.10,4
Belle [372] 2.10 %= 0.12¢at £ 0.39gyst 2.13 £ 0.12¢at &= 0.39gyst
BABAR [370] 2.21 %+ 0.1 150 £ 0.12,50 2.21 %+ 0.1 150, % 0.12,50
Average 2.18 & 0.064¢at = 0.10ys¢ x2/dof = 0.2/3 (CL=97.4%)

Table 56: Average of the B~ — D% ~7, branching fraction measurements. This fit uses only
measurements of B~ — D%~ 7,.

| Experiment | B(B~ — D0 1,) [%] (rescaled) | B(B~ — D% 1,) [%] (published) |

CLEO [371] 2.21 £ 0.134¢a¢ £ 0.1 75y 2.32 £ 0.17par £ 0.204y
BABAR [370] 2.28 & 0.09ar £ 0.095yst 2.33 £ 0.09¢at £ 0.095yst
Average 2.26 £ 0.075at = 0.084ys¢ x2/dof = 0.1/1 (CL=76.0%)

a fit to the missing mass squared in a sample of fully reconstructed BB events.
Figure [47] illustrates the measurements and the resulting average.

Table 57: Average of the branching fraction B — D™ 7~ ¢~7, and individual results.

Experiment | B(B~ — DTn (" 7,)[%] (rescaled)
Belle [373] 0.42 = 0.04a0 & 0.050500
BABAR [370] 0.42 £ 0.06s¢at £ 0.03gyst
Average 0.42 + 0.05 x?/dof = 0.001 (CL=97%)
| Experiment | B(B~ = D*"7 (77,)[%] (rescaled) |
Belle B0l 0.67 £ 008 £ 0.0757
BABAR [370] 0.59 £ 0.05s¢at £ 0.04gyst
Average 0.61 + 0.05 x?/dof = 0.15 (CL=69%)
‘ Experiment ‘ BB’ = Dr+0=1,)[%] (rescaled) ‘
Belle [B375] 043 £ 0.07u0a = 0.050ys0
BABAR [370] 0.43 £ 0.0840a = 0.034ys0
Average 0.43 4+ 0.06 x?/dof = 0.002 (CL=97%)
‘ Experiment ‘ BB’ = Dt =7,)[%] (rescaled) ‘
Belle [B375] 0.57 £ 0.21y00 £ 0.0703m;
BABAR [370] 0.48 £ 0.0840a = 0.0y
Average 0.49 + 0.08 x?2/dof = 0.15 (CL=69%)
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Figure 47: Average branching fraction of exclusive semileptonic B decays (a) B = Dz ti—o,,
(b) B’ = Dt (¢) B- = D*n {77y, and (d) B~ — D**n ¢~ 7,. The corresponding
individual results are also shown.

5.1.4 B — D*{ 1,

The D** mesons contain one charm quark and one light quark with relative angular momentum
L = 1. According to Heavy Quark Symmetry (HQS) [376], they form one doublet of states
with angular momentum j = s, + L = 3/2 [D;(2420), D;(2460)] and another doublet with
Jj =1/2 [D§(2400), D (2430)], where s, is the light quark spin. Parity and angular momentum
conservation constrain the decays allowed for each state. The D; and Dj states decay through
a D-wave to D*m and D™, respectively, and have small decay widths, while the D§ and D
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states decay through an S-wave to Dm and D*rm and are very broad. For the narrow states,
the average are determined by the combination of the results provided in Table and
for B(B~ — DY(D**n){~v;) x B(D{ — D**n~) and B(B~ — DY(D**n~){~v,) x B(D —
D*tr~). For the broad states, the average are determined by the combination of the results
provided in Table [60] and [61] for B(B~ — D?(D**7~){~ 1) x B(DY — D**x~) and B(B~ —
DD = )v,) x B(DE® — D*7r~). The measurements included in the average are scaled to
a consistent set of input parameters and their errors [359].

For both the B-factory and the LEP and Tevatron results, the B semileptonic signal yields
are extracted from a fit to the invariant mass distribution of the D®)* 7~ system. Apart for the
CLEO and Belle results, the other measurements are for the final state B — Do(D**7™) X (™7,
We assume that no particle is left in the X system. Figure[d8and A9 illustrate the measurements
and the resulting average.

Table 58: Average of the branching fraction B(B~ — DY(D**n~)("7,) x B(D} — D*t77))
and individual results.

Experiment B(B~ — DY(D**n)7v,))[%] | B(B~ — DY(D* n~)(~7,))[%]
(rescaled) (published)
ALEPH [377] 0.45 £ 0.10sgat & 0.07 5yt 0.47 £ 0.0984¢at £ 0.074yst
OPAL [378] 0.59 4 0.21a¢ £ 0.104ys¢ 0.698 £ 0.214pa¢ £ 0.104y¢
CLEO [379] 0.35 £ 0.095¢a¢ &= 0.064y¢ 0.373 £ 0.0854tat = 0.057gyst
DO BRO) | 0.22 % 0.02u0 = 0.04qy 0.219 = 0.0184a; % 00354y
Belle Tagged B~ [375] 0.44 £ 0.07gat 3= 0.064y¢ 0.42 £ 0.07gat 3= 0.07 gyt
Belle Tagged B° [375] 0.60 £ 0.2044a¢ £ 0.084y4t 0.42 £ 0.07g¢at £ 0.07gygt
BABAR Tagged [381] 0.28 £ 0.034¢at 3= 0.034y¢ 0.29 £ 0.034¢at 3= 0.03ys¢
BABAR Untagged B~ [382] | 0.29 = 0.024a; £ 0.024ys 0.30 & 0.0241a = 0.024s¢
BABAR Untagged B° [382] 0.30 &= 0.034¢a¢ £ 0.034yst 0.30 &= 0.024¢0¢ = 0.024y¢
Average 0.285 4+ 0.018 x?/dof = 11.0/8 (CL=13.3%)

Table 59: Average of the branching fraction B(B~ — DY(D**n~)(~v,) x B(DY — D*t77))
and individual results.

Experiment B(B~ — DY(D* 7 )~ v,))[%] | B(B~ — DY(D* 7 ){~1,))[%]
(rescaled) (published)

CLEO [379] 0.055 &= 0.07gta¢ &= 0.01gyt 0.059 =& 0.066¢¢at 2= 0.01 15y
DO [380] 0.088 &= 0.018a¢ &= 0.020ys 0.088 &= 0.018¢at &= 0.0204ys
Belle [375] 0.187 £ 0.0604tas £ 0.0254yt 0.18 £ 0.064¢ar £ 0.03gyst
BABAR Tagged [381] 0.068 4= 0.009tat &= 0.0164yst 0.068 4= 0.009¢at 3= 0.0164yst
BABAR Untagged B~ [382] 0.089 == 0.009tat &= 0.007gyst 0.087 4= 0.01 344t 3= 0.007 gyt
BABAR Untagged B° [382] 0.066 == 0.010¢a¢ 2= 0.006yst 0.087 4= 0.013g¢at 3= 0.007gyst
Average 0.074 4+ 0.007 x?2/dof = 7.3/5 (CL=20%)
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Table 60: Average of the branching fraction B(B~ — D(D**7n~)(~7,) x B(D,> — D*t7~))
and individual results.

Experiment B(B~ — DX(D* ) 7,))[%] | B(B~ — DX(D**n7)(~1,))[%]
(rescaled) (published)

DELPHI [383] | 0.74 £ 0. 17y £ 0.18,0, 0.83 = 0.17sa0 £ 0.1800

Belle  [375] | —0.03 = 00640 % 0.074s —0.03 £ 0.064001 £ 0.075y01

BABAR  [381] 0.27 & 0.044¢as £ 0.04gys¢ 0.27 & 0.044¢ar £ 0.054ys¢

Average 0.13 £+ 0.04 x?2/dof = 18./2 (CL=0.001%)

Table 61: Average of the branching fraction B(B~ — Di*(D*n~)(~v,) x B(Dy® — D))
and individual results.

Experiment B(B~ — D (D ™) ~v,)) %] | B(B- — D(D¥r~ )" wy))[%]
(rescaled) (published)
Belle Tagged B~ [375] 0.25 =& 0.044¢ar £ 0.06yst 0.24 £ 0.044¢as £ 0.064ys¢
Belle Tagged B® [375] 0.23 & 0.084tar = 0.006yst 0.24 £ 0.044¢ar £ 0.064ys¢
BABAR Tagged [381] 0.32 £ 0.044¢at £ 0.054yst 0.26 £ 0.094¢ar £ 0.044ys¢
Average 0.29 £ 0.05 x?/dof = 0.83/2 (CL=66%)
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Figure 48: Average of the product of branching fraction (a) B(B~ — DY(D*Tn){~v,) x
B(D? — D**7~) and (b) B(B~ — DY(D**n~){"v,) x B(DY — D**n~) The corresponding
individual results are also shown.
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Figure 49: Average of the product of branching fraction (a) B(B~ — DP(D**n){"1,) x
B(D? — D**r~) and (b) B(B~ — Di*(D* 7 )¢~v,) x B(D® — D™n~) The corresponding
individual results are also shown.

5.2 Inclusive CKM-favored decays
5.2.1 Global analysis of B — X ("7,

The semileptonic width I'(B — X.~7,) has been calculated in the framework of the Operator
Product Expansion. The result is a double-expansion in Agcp/my and ag, which depends on
a number of non-perturbative parameters. These parameters can be measured using other
observables in B — X {7, decays, such as the moments of the lepton energy and the hadronic
mass spectrum.

Two independent sets of theoretical expressions, referred to as kinetic [384-386] and 1S
schemes [387] are available for this kind of analysis. The non-perturbative parameters in the
kinetic scheme are: the quark masses my and me, p2 and pZ at O(1/m?), and p?, and p3 4 at
O(1/m3). In the 1S scheme, the parameters are: my, Ay at O(1/m3), and py, 71, T2 and 73 at
O(1/m3}). Note that due to the different definitions, the results for the quark masses cannot be
compared directly between the two schemes.

Our analysis uses all available measurements of moments in B — X.(~7,, excluding only
points with too high correlation to avoid numerical issues. The list of included measurements
is given in Table 62l The only external input is the average lifetime 75 of neutral and charged
B mesons, taken to be (1.582 £ 0.007) ps (Sect. B).

Both in the kinetic and 1S scheme, the moments in B — X./~7, are not sufficient to
constrain the b-quark mass precisely, which limits the precision of the determination of |V|.
This limitation can be overcome:

e by including the photon energy moments in B — X,y into the fit, or

e by applying a precise constraint on the c-quark mass.
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Table 62: Experimental inputs used in the global analysis of B — X.(~7,. n is the order of
the moment, c is the threshold value in GeV. In total, there are 29 measurements from BABAR,
25 measurements from Belle and 12 from other experiments.

| Experiment | Hadron moments (M%) ‘ Lepton moments (E}) ‘ Photons moment (EZ}) |
BABAR n=2¢=0911,1.3,1.5 n=0,¢c=06,1.2,1.5 n=1¢=1.920
n=4,c=0810,12,14 |n=1c=06,0810,1215| n=2 c=1.9 [33389]
n=6,c=09,13 [390] n=2c=06,1015
n =3, c=0.8,12 [390,391]
Belle n=2c=0711,1315 |n=0,c=06,10,14 n=1,c=1819

n=4,¢=07091389 n=1¢c=06,081.01214 n=2 c=1.8 2.0 [393
n=2c=0.6,1014
n=3,c=08,1.0,1.2 [394]

CDF n=2,¢=0.7
n =4, c=0.7 [395]

CLEO n=2¢=10,15 n=1, c=2.0 [396]
n=4,c=1.0,1.5 397

DELPHI n=2¢=0.0 n=1,¢=0.0
n =4, c=0.0 [383] n=2¢=0.0

n =3, c=0.0 [383]

For the former, calculations of the B — Xy moments are available both in the kinetic [398]
and the 1S scheme [387]. For the latter, we use the c-quark mass calculated in Ref. [399] in the
kinetic scheme analysis,

mM3(3 GeV) = (0.998 + 0.029) GeV . (178)

5.2.2 Analysis in the kinetic scheme

The fit relies on the calculations of the spectral moments in B — X./~7, decays described in
Ref. [386]. The photon energy moments are calculated in Ref. [398]. The theoretical uncer-
tainties and correlations are estimated as explained in Ref. [400]. Namely, we assume 100%
correlation between calculations of the same moment at different threshold values and no the-
ory correlation between different moments. The fit determines |V;| and the 6 non-perturbative
parameters mentioned above.

The result of the fit using the c-quark mass constraint is

V| = (41.88£0.73) x 107? , (179)
mi™ = 4.560 + 0.023 GeV , (180)
p2 = 0.45340.036 GeV? , (181)

with a x? of 33.4 for 55 — 7 degrees of freedom. The detailed result of the fit is given in
Table 63 This result is also consistent with the fit using the B — Xy constraint (Table [64]).
An illustration of the fit is given in Fig.

The fit using the c-quark mass constraint yields a B — X,¢~7, branching fraction of

B(B — X.77;) = (10.51 £0.13)% . (182)
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Table 63: Fit result in the kinetic scheme, using a precise c-quark mass constraint. The error
matrix of the fit (o) contains experimental and theoretical contributions. The expression for
calculating |V,,| has an additional uncertainty of 1.4% (oy,). In the lower part of the table, the
correlation matrix of the parameters is given.

[ TVl 10 mf™ [GeV]_md® [GeV] s [GeVZ] pb [GeV®] ud [GeV?] plg [GeVP] |

value | 41.88 4560 1.010 0.453 0.164 0.229 —0.140
ot 0.44 0.023 0.027 0.036 0.020 0.043 0.086
i 0.59

Vo] 1.000 —0.164 0.137 0.089 0328  —0.324 0.146
e 1.000 0.745 —0.117  —0.177 0.128 —0.179
mMS 1.000 0199  —0.006  —0.433 0.258
12 1.000 0335  —0.109 ~0.078
o 1.000  —0.308 —0.238
12, 1.000 —0.323
P 1.000

Table 64: Fit result in the kinetic scheme for different constraints. Refer to the text for more
details.

| Constraint | V| [1073] | my™ [GeV] | p2 [GeV] | xP/dof |
B — Xyy | 41.94£0.434 £ 0.59 | 4.574£0.032 | 0.459 £+ 0.037 27.0/(66 — 7)
mMS(3 GeV) | 41.88 £ 0.44g, £ 0.59,, | 4.560 £ 0.023 | 0.453 £ 0.036 | 33.4/(55 — 7)

Correcting for charmless semileptonic decays (Sect.5.4), B(B — X,(~7;) = (2.0840.30) x 1073,
we obtain the semileptonic branching fraction,

B(B — Xt7w,) = (10.72 £ 0.13)% . (183)

5.2.3 Analysis in the 1S scheme

The fit relies on the calculations of the spectral moments described in Ref. [387]. The theoretical
uncertainties are estimated as explained in Ref. [400]. Only trivial theory correlations, i.e.,
between the same moment at the same threshold are included in the analysis. The fit determines
|Vs| and the 6 non-perturbative parameters mentioned above.

The result of the fit using the B — X, constraint is

V| = (41.96 £0.45) x 107* | (184)
mp® = 4.69140.037 GeV , (185)
A = —0.36240.067 GeV? | (186)

with a x? of 23.0 for 66 — 7 degrees of freedom. The detailed result of the fit is given in Table
This result is consistent with the fit using the B — X ("7, data only (Table [6d]).
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Figure 50: Ax? = 1 contours of the fit result in the kinetic mass scheme.

Table 65: Fit result in the 1S scheme, using B — X v moments as a constraint. In the lower
part of the table, the correlation matrix of the parameters is given.

‘ ‘ mi® [GeV] A [GeV?] p; [GeVE] 11 [GeV3] 7 [GeV?] 73 [GeV3] [Vg| [1077] ‘
value 4.691 —0.362 0.043 0.161 —0.017 0.213 41.96
error 0.037 0.067 0.048 0.122 0.062 0.102 0.45
mll)s 1.000 0.434 0.213 —0.058 —0.629 —0.019 —0.215
A 1.000 —0.467 —0.602 —0.239 —0.547 —0.403
1 1.000 0.129 —0.624 0.494 0.286
5 1.000 0.062 —0.148 0.194
Ty 1.000 —0.009 —0.145
T3 1.000 0.376
Vel 1.000

Table 66: Fit result in the 1S scheme for different data sets.
| Data | Vo] [1077] | m}” [GeV] | A [GeV?] | x?/dof. |
X v and Xy | 41.96 £0.45 | 4.691 £ 0.037 | —0.362 £+ 0.067 | 23.0/(66 — 7)
X Av only 42.374+0.65 | 4.622+0.085 | —0.412 £0.084 | 13.7/(55 — 7)

5.3 Exclusive CKM-suppressed decays

In this section, we list results on exclusive charmless semileptonic branching fractions and de-
terminations of |V,,| based on B — wfv decays. The measurements are based on two different
event selections: tagged events, in which case the second B meson in the event is fully recon-
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structed in either a hadronic decay (“B,.cs”) or in a CKM-favored semileptonic decay (“SL”);
and untagged events, in which case the selection infers the momentum of the undetected neu-
trino based on measurements of the total momentum sum of detected particles and knowledge
of the initial state. We present averages for B — pf¥ and B — w{D. Moreover, the average for
the branching fraction B — nf7 is presented for the first time.

The results for the full and partial branching fraction for B — 7fv are given in Table
and shown in Figure [B1] (a).

When averaging these results, systematic uncertainties due to external inputs, e.g., form
factor shapes and background estimates from the modeling of B — X /7 and B — X, (U de-
cays, are treated as fully correlated (in the sense of Eq. [[0)). Uncertainties due to experimental
reconstruction effects are treated as fully correlated among measurements from a given exper-
iment. Varying the assumed dependence of the quoted errors on the measured value for error
sources where the dependence was not obvious had no significant impact.

BABAR had. tag: B — 1€ 1" v x 21,/ : :
BABAR had. lag VX 2141, — CLEO untagged: B pI"v : b
BELLE had. tag: B 11"y x 211, ; 3—) 2.75£ 041+ 052 )
1.22+ 0.22+ 0.05 . ; CLEO untagged: B pI"v
BABAR sl. tag: B — 101" v x 211, ;
o 0 —— 2.93+ 0.37+0.37
BELLE sl. tag: B — 71" v x 21T, BELLE Brecotag:: B — pI*v :
L e O A — 256+ 0.46+ 0.13 -
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Figure 51: (a) Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — 7(7) and their average. Mea-
sured branching fractions for B — 7%v have been multiplied by 2 x 7po/75+ in accordance
with isospin symmetry. The labels “B,..,” and “SL” refer to type of B decay tag used in
a measurement. ‘“untagged” refers to an untagged measurement. (b) Summary of exclusive
determinations of B(B — pfv) and their average.

The determination of |Vy| from B — 7/7 decays is shown in Table 68, and uses our
averages for the partial branching fractions given in Table 671 Two theoretical approaches are
used: unquenched Lattice QCD and QCD light-cone sum rules. Lattice calculations of the
form factors are limited to small hadron momenta, i.e. large ¢, while calculations based on
light-cone sum rules are restricted to small ¢2.

An alternative method to determine |V,| from B — m(¥ decays that makes use of the
measurement over the full ¢* range is based on a simultaneous fit of the BCL (Bourrely, Caprini,
Lellouch) form factor parameterization to the data and the LQCD predictions. The result
of the simultaneous fit to the three untagged measurements from BABAR and Belle and the
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FNAL/MILC LQCD calculations is shown in Figure 52 A value of |V = (3.2340.30) x 1073
is obtained.

o ><‘"'Tsl' I L A

‘; 12+ A Belle _ 1
) L v BaBar (12 bins)
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Figure 52: Simultaneous fit of the untagged B — 7/ measurements from BABAR and Belle
and the FNAL/MILC LQCD calculations. This fit yields |V,| = (3.23 4 0.30) x 1073,

The branching fractions for B — pl¥ decays is computed based on the measurements in
Table [69 and is shown in Figure 51l (b). The determination of |V,| from these other channels
looks less promising than for B — 7/ and at the moment it is not extracted.

We also report the branching fraction average for B — w/w, B — nlU and B — /(7. The
measurements for B — wlv are reported in Table [[0 and shown in Figure B3, while the ones
for B — nfv and B — n/(v are reported in Table [Tl and 72 and are shown in Figure 54l

5.4 Inclusive CKM-suppressed decays

The large background from B — X /"1, decays is the chief experimental limitation in determi-
nations of |V|. Cuts designed to reject this background limit the acceptance for B — X, (*v,
decays. The calculation of partial rates for these restricted acceptances is more complicated
and requires substantial theoretical machinery. In this update, we use several theoretical calcu-
lations to extract |V,;|. We do not advocate the use of one method over another. The authors
for the different calculations have provided codes to compute the partial rates in limited regions
of phase space covered by the measurements. Latest results by Belle [416] and BABAR [417] ex-
plore bigger and bigger portions of phase space, with a consequent reduction of the theoretical
uncertainties.

For the averages we performed, the systematic errors associated with the modeling of B —
XAy and B — X, 011, decays and the theoretical uncertainties are taken as fully correlated
among all measurements. Reconstruction-related uncertainties are taken as fully correlated
within a given experiment. We use all results published by BABAR in [417], since the statistical
correlations are given. To make use of the theoretical calculations of Ref. [418], we restrict the
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Figure 53: (a) Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — w/7) and their average.
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Figure 54: (a) Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — n(7) and their average. (b)
Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — 7//v) and their average.

kinematic range in My and ¢?, thereby reducing the size of the data sample significantly, but
also the theoretical uncertainty, as stated by the authors [418]. The dependence of the quoted
error on the measured value for each source of error is taken into account in the calculation of
the averages. Measurements of partial branching fractions for B — X,¢*v, transitions from
1 (4S) decays, together with the corresponding accepted region, are given in Table [[3l The
signal yields for all the measurements shown in Table [[3] are not rescaled to common input
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values of the B meson lifetime (see Sect. ) and the semileptonic width [419].

It has been first suggested by Neubert [420] and later detailed by Leibovich, Low, and Roth-
stein (LLR) [421] and Lange, Neubert and Paz (LNP) [422], that the uncertainty of the leading
shape functions can be eliminated by comparing inclusive rates for B — X, /"v, decays with
the inclusive photon spectrum in B — X7, based on the assumption that the shape functions
for transitions to light quarks, u or s, are the same to first order. However, shape function
uncertainties are only eliminated at the leading order and they still enter via the signal models
used for the determination of efficiency. For completeness, we provide a comparison of the
results using calculations with reduced dependence on the shape function, as just introduced,
with our averages using different theoretical approaches. Results are presented by BABAR in
Ref. [423] using the LLR prescription. In another work (Ref. [424]), |V.,| was extracted from
the endpoint spectrum of B — X, ¢Tv, from BABAR [425], using several theoretical approaches
with reduced dependence on the shape function. In both cases, the photon energy spectrum in
the rest frame of the B-meson by BABAR [388] has been used.

5.4.1 BLNP

Bosch, Lange, Neubert and Paz (BLNP) [432-435] provide theoretical expressions for the triple
differential decay rate for B — X,¢*v, events, incorporating all known contributions, whilst
smoothly interpolating between the “shape-function region” of large hadronic energy and small
invariant mass, and the “OPE region” in which all hadronic kinematical variables scale with the
b-quark mass. BLNP assign uncertainties to the b-quark mass which enters through the leading
shape function, to sub-leading shape function forms, to possible weak annihilation contribu-
tion, and to matching scales. The BLNP calculation uses the shape function renormalization
scheme; the heavy quark parameters determined from the global fit in the kinetic scheme, de-
scribed in[5.2.2] were therefore translated into the shape function scheme by using a prescription
by Neubert [436,437]. The resulting parameters are m,(SF) = (4.588 £ 0.023 + 0.011) GeV,
p2(SF) = (0.18940.041105%0) GeV?2, where the second uncertainty is due to the scheme trans-
lation. The extracted values of |V,;| for each measurement along with their average are given
in Table [[4] and illustrated in Figure The total uncertainty is T25% and is due to: statis-
tics (T51%), detector (*11%), B — X (*v, model (*12%), B — X,{*v, model (T17%), heavy

quark parameters (753%), SF functional form (33%), sub-leading shape functions (*2%),

BLNP theory: matching scales g, i, i, (T37%), and weak annihilation (*99%). The error on
the HQE parameters (b-quark mass and p2) is the source of the largest uncertainty, while the
uncertainty assigned for the matching scales is a close second. The uncertainty due to weak

annihilation has been assumed to be asymmetric, i.e. it only tends to decrease |V,;|.

5.4.2 DGE

J.R. Andersen and E. Gardi (Dressed Gluon Exponentiation, DGE) [438§] provide a frame-
work where the on-shell b-quark calculation, converted into hadronic variables, is directly used
as an approximation to the meson decay spectrum without the use of a leading-power non-
perturbative function (or, in other words, a shape function). The on-shell mass of the b-quark
within the B-meson (m;) is required as input. The DGE calculation uses the MS renormaliza-
tion scheme; the heavy quark parameters determined from the global fit in the kinetic scheme,
described in [£.2.2, were therefore translated into the MS scheme by using a calculation by
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Figure 55: Measurements of |V,;| from inclusive semileptonic decays and their average based
on the BLNP prescription. “E.”, “Mx”, “(Mx,¢*)”, “P*”, “p* and “(FE,, s7"**)” indicate the
distributions and cuts used for the measurement of the partlal decay rates.

Gardi, giving m,(MS) = (4.194 £ 0.043) GeV. The extracted values of |V,| for each measure-
ment along with their average are given in Table [[4] and illustrated in Figure GGl The total
error is T18%, whose breakdown is: statistics (*39%), detector (T7- 7%) B — X"y, model
(*13%), B — X £*v, model (T29%), strong coupling ay, (Y92%), my (T33%), weak annihilation
(t99%), DGE theory: matching scales (T5:5%). The largest contribution to the total error is

due to the effect of the uncertainty on my. The uncertainty due to weak annihilation has been
assumed to be asymmetric, i.e. it only tends to decrease |V,|.

5.4.3 GGOU

Gambino, Giordano, Ossola and Uraltsev (GGOU) [439] compute the triple differential decay
rates of B — X, (v, including all perturbative and non—perturbative effects through O(a?8,)
and O(1/m}). The Fermi motion is parameterized in terms of a single light—cone function for
each structure function and for any value of ¢2, accounting for all subleading effects. The cal-
culations are performed in the kinetic scheme, a framework characterized by a Wilsonian treat-
ment with a hard cutoff © ~ 1 GeV. GGOU have not included calculations for the “(E,, sj'**)”

analysis. The heavy quark parameters determined from the global fit in the kinetic scheme,
described in[5.2.2] are used as inputs: my(kin) = (4.56040.023) GeV, p2(kin) = (0.453+0.036)
GeV2. The extracted values of |V,,| for each measurement along with their average are given
in Table[74] and illustrated in Figure[57l The total error is T2% whose breakdown is: statistics
(*30%), detector (T12%), B — X £, model (T13%), B — X, (*v, model (*19%), a,, m; and
other non— perturbatlve parameters (T19%), higher order perturbative and non-perturbative
corrections (*14%), modelling of the ¢? tail and choice of the scale ¢** (T13%), weak annihila-
tions matrix element (t95%), functional form of the distribution functions (*93%), The leading
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Figure 56: Measurements of |V,;| from inclusive semileptonic decays and their average based
on the DGE prescription. “E.”, “Mx”, “(Mx,q*)” ‘P™", “p* and “(E.,s!®)” indicate the
analysis type and applied cut.

uncertainties on |V,;| are both from theory, and are due to perturbative and non—perturbative
parameters and the modelling of the ¢? tail and choice of the scale ¢>*. The uncertainty due to
weak annihilation has been assumed to be asymmetric, i.e. it only tends to decrease V).

5.4.4 ADFR

Aglietti, Di Lodovico, Ferrera and Ricciardi (ADFR) [440] use an approach to extract |Vil,
which makes use of the ratio of the B — X {Tv, and B — X, /v, widths. The normalized triple
differential decay rate for B — X, (v, [441H444] is calculated with a model based on (i) soft—
gluon resummation to next—to—next—leading order and (ii) an effective QCD coupling without
Landau pole. This coupling is constructed by means of an extrapolation to low energy of the
high—energy behaviour of the standard coupling. More technically, an analyticity principle
is used. The lower cut on the electron energy for the endpoint analyses is 2.3 GeV [441].
The ADFR calculation uses the MS renormalization scheme; the heavy quark parameters
determined from the global fit in the kinetic scheme, described in[5.2.2] were therefore translated
into the M S scheme by using a calculation by Gardi, giving m;,(M.S) = (4.19440.043) GeV. The
extracted values of |V;| for each measurement along with their average are given in Table [74]
and illustrated in Figure The total error is *22% whose breakdown is: statistics (*15%),

detector (*15%), B — X€+1/g model (T13%), B — X, (T, model (*13%), as (T95%), |Vl

("11%), my (F07%), me. (T13%), semileptonic branching fraction (*57%), theory model (73:8%).
The leadmg uncertainties, both from theory, are due to the m,. mass and the theory model.
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Figure 57: Measurements of |V,;| from inclusive semileptonic decays and their average based

on the GGOU prescription. “E.”,
analysis type and applied cut.
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Figure 58: Measurements of |V,;| from inclusive semileptonic decays and their average based

on the ADFR prescription. “E,”,
analysis type and applied cut.
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Figure 59: Measurements of |V,;| from inclusive semileptonic decays and their average in the
BLL prescription. “(My, ¢?)” indicates the analysis type.

5.4.5 BLL

Bauer, Ligeti, and Luke (BLL) [41§] give a HQET-based prescription that advocates combined
cuts on the dilepton invariant mass, ¢2, and hadronic mass, my, to minimise the overall un-
certainty on |V,,|. In their reckoning a cut on my only, although most efficient at preserving
phase space (~80%), makes the calculation of the partial rate untenable due to uncalculable
corrections to the b-quark distribution function or shape function. These corrections are sup-
pressed if events in the low ¢? region are removed. The cut combination used in measurements
is M, < 1.7 GeV/c? and ¢* > 8 GeV?/c?. The extracted values of |V,;| for each measurement
along with their average are given in Table [74] and illustrated in Figure B9 The total error
is TT7% whose breakdown is: statistics (*33%), detector (*30%), B — X.£*v, model (*18%),
B —> X vy, model (T11%), spectral fraction (my) (T30%), perturbative : strong coupling ay
(*39%), residual shape function (*32%), third order terms in the OPE (T30%), The leading

uncertainties, both from theory, are due to residual shape function effects and third order terms
in the OPE expansion. The leading experimental uncertainty is due to statistics.

5.4.6 Summary

A summary of the averages presented in several different frameworks and results by V.B. Gol-
ubev, V.G. Luth and Yu.l. Skovpen [424], based on prescriptions by LLR [421] and LNP [422]
to reduce the leading shape function uncertainties are presented in Table[75l A value judgement
based on a direct comparison should be avoided at the moment, experimental and theoretical
uncertainties play out differently between the schemes and the theoretical assumptions for the
theory calculations are different.
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Table 67: Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — m(¥). The errors quoted correspond to statistical and systematic
uncertainties, respectively. Measured branching fractions for B — 7°lv have been multiplied by 2 X 7o /7g+ in accordance with
isospin symmetry. The labels “B,..,” and “SL” tags refer to the type of B decay tag used in a measurement, and “untagged” refers
to an untagged measurement.

\ B[107%] B(q* <12GeV? /[0~ B(g> <16GeV?/*)[10~Y] B(q* > 16 GeV?/c?)[10~1] |

6€1

CLEO 7+, 70 [401]
BABAR 7+, 70 [402]
BABAR 7t [403]
Belle 7 [404]
Belle SL 7t [405]
Belle SL 7¥ [405]
BABAR SL 7+ [406]
BABAR SL 7% [406]

BABAR B, w1 [407]
BABAR Bje, 70 [407]
Belle Byeeo 1 [408]

Belle Byc, ™ [408]

1.38 £0.15 £ 0.11
1.41 £ 0.05 £ 0.08
1.42 +£0.05 £ 0.07
1.49 £ 0.04 £ 0.07
1.42£0.19 £0.15
1.41 £0.26 £ 0.15
1.39 £ 0.21 £ 0.08
1.78 £0.28 £ 0.15
1.07 £ 0.27 £ 0.19
1.562 £0.41 £ 0.30
1.12 £ 0.18 £ 0.05
1.22 £0.22 £ 0.05

0.70 £0.12 £ 0.07
0.88 £0.04 £ 0.05
0.83 £0.03 £0.04
0.83 £0.03 £0.04
0.80 £0.14 £ 0.08
0.71 +£0.17 £ 0.08
0.77£0.14 £ 0.05
1.07 £0.20 £ 0.09
0.26 £0.15 £ 0.04
0.67 £0.30 £0.12
0.65 £0.14 £ 0.03
0.65 £ 0.19 £ 0.03

0.97£0.13 £0.09
1.10 £ 0.04 £ 0.06
1.09 £ 0.04 £0.05
1.10 £0.03 £ 0.05
1.04 +£0.16 £0.11
1.04 £0.22 £ 0.12
0.92 £0.16 £0.05
1.34 £0.22 £ 0.11
0.42 £0.18 £ 0.06
1.04 £0.35 +£0.18
0.85 £0.16 = 0.04
0.80 = 0.19 = 0.03

0.41 £0.08 £ 0.04
0.32 £0.02 £0.03
0.33 £0.03 £0.03
0.40 £0.02 £ 0.02
0.37 £0.10 £ 0.04
0.36 £ 0.15 £ 0.04
0.46 £0.13 £0.03
0.44 £0.17 £ 0.06
0.65 £0.20 £0.13
0.48 £0.22 £0.12
0.26 £ 0.08 £0.01
0.41 £0.11 £0.02

Average

1.42 + 0.03 £+ 0.04

0.81 £ 0.02 + 0.03

1.05 £+ 0.02 £ 0.03

0.37 £ 0.01 £ 0.02




Table 68: Determinations of |V,,| based on the average partial B — w7 decay branching
fractions stated in Table The first uncertainty is experimental and the second is from theory.
The full or partial branching fractions are used as indicated. Acronyms for the calculations

refer to either the method (LCSR) or the collaboration working on it (HPQCD, FNAL/MILC).

‘ Method

LCSR 1, ¢? < 12GeV?/c2 [409]
LCSR 2, ¢? < 16 GeV?/c? [410]
HPQCD, ¢ > 16 GeV?/c? [411]
FNAL/MILC, ¢* > 16 GeV?/c? [412]

|Vub| [10_3] ‘
3.40 £ 0.077937
3.57+0.06795
3.45+0.0975%
3.30 = 0.097937

Table 69: Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — pf¥). The errors quoted correspond
to statistical and systematic uncertainties, respectively.

\ B[107%] \
CLEO p* [413]  2.7540.41 £ 0.52
CLEO p* [401]  2.9340.37 £0.37

Belle p™ [408]
Belle p° [408]
Belle p™ [405]
Belle p° [405]

2.56 £0.46 £ 0.13
3.38 £0.43 £0.15
224 £0.54+£0.31
2.54+£043+0.33

BABAR p* [402]  1.98 +0.21 4+0.38
BABAR p° [402]  1.8740.19 4+ 0.32
Average 2.61 +0.15 + 0.16

Table 70: Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — wf¥). The errors quoted correspond
to statistical and systematic uncertainties, respectively.

| B[101] |
Belle w 03]  1.19 £ 0.32 £ 0.06
BABAR w [414] 1.14 +0.16 £+ 0.08
Average 1.15 + 014 4 0.06

Table 71: Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — n¢7). The errors quoted correspond
to statistical and systematic uncertainties, respectively.

\ B[10~1 \
CLEO 5 A15]  0.44+0.23 £0.11
BABAR 7 [A14]  0.31 = 0.06 = 0.08
BABAR 5 [406]  0.64 = 0.20 £ 0.03
BABAR 7 [403]  0.36 £ 0.05  0.04
Average 0.37 £+ 0.04 + 0.04
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Table 72: Summary of exclusive determinations of B(B — n'/7). The errors quoted correspond
to statistical and systematic uncertainties, respectively.

B[1074]

CLEO 7/ [415]
BABAR 1/ [406]
BABAR 1/ [403]

2.66 == 0.80 £ 0.56
0.04 £0.22 £0.04
0.24 £0.08 £ 0.03

Average

0.23 £ 0.08 + 0.03

Table 73: Summary of inclusive determinations of partial branching fractions for B — X, (*v,
decays. The errors quoted on AB correspond to statistical and systematic uncertainties. The
sy variable is described in Refs. [426]427].

| Measurement  Accepted region AB[107%] Notes
CLEO [428] E. > 2.1GeV 33+02+0.7
BABAR [427]  E. > 2.0GeéV, s < 3.5GeV? 44404404
BABAR [425]  E. > 2.0GeV 57404405
Belle [429] E. > 1.9GeV 85+04+15
BABAR [A17] Mx < 1.7GeV/c?,¢*> > 8GeV?/c> 6.8+0.6+0.4
Belle [430] Mx <1.7GeV/c?, ¢*> > 8GeV?/c? 74+09+1.3
Belle [431] Mx < 1.7GeV/c?,¢*> > 8GeV?/c? 84+0.84+1.0 used only in BLL average
BABAR [417] P, < 0.66 GeV 9.8+0.94+0.8
BABAR [417] My < 1.7GeV /c? 11.5+1.0+£0.8
BABAR [417] My < 1.55GeV /c? 10.8 £ 0.8+ 0.6
Belle [416] p; > 1GeV/c 196 1.7+ 1.6
BABAR [417]  (Mx,q?) fit, pj > 1GeV /c 18.0+ 1.3+ 1.5
BABAR [A17]  p} > 1.3GeV /c 153+1.3+1.4
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Table 74: Summary of input parameters used by the different theory calculations, correspond-
ing inclusive determinations of |V,;| and their average. The errors quoted on |V,;| correspond
to experimental and theoretical uncertainties, respectively.

| BLNP DGE GGOU ADFR BLL |
Input parameters
scheme SF MS kinetic MS 1S
Ref. [436],437] Ref. [5] see Sect. Ref. [B] Ref. [357]
my, (GeV) 4.588 + 0.025  4.194 £0.043  4.560 +£0.023  4.194 £0.043  4.704 £0.029
p2 (GeV?) 0.189 *0a0 - 0.453 £0.036 - -
Ref. |Vip| values
E. @28 419 £0.49703) 3.82+£0.4570% 3.93£0.4670% 3.43 £0.4070]% -
My, ¢* [330] 446 + 0471020 4404046705 4374046702 3.89 + 0411010 4.68 +£0.497930
E. [429] 4.88 40457027 4.79+£0.44703) 4754+ 0.447057  4.48 £0.421020 -
B, [@25) 4.48 0251020 4.28 £0.24702%  4.204+0.24703%  3.94 +0.2270%0 -
E,, sj [427] 4.66 +0.315038  4.32+0.29702 - 3.82 4 0.267517
i [AT6) 44740275050 4.60+0.27701; 4.54+0.27701Y  4.48 +0.3070 15 -
My [A17] 4174019702 440 +£0.201025 4.08+0.19702 3.81 +0.184015 -
My [AT17) 3.97 40227020 4.1640.237025  3.9440.227018  3.73 £0.21751% -
My, ¢? [A17] 42540234020 419+0.227015 4174022102 3.744+0.207010  4.50 +0.24702)
P, [A17] 4.02 £0.257033  4.10£0.255037  3.75+0.237030  3.56 £0.224015 -
v, (My, ¢?) fit BI7] 4.28 £0.247015 44040247512 435+ 0.2410% 429 40247515 -
p; A7) 42040277050 4.3940.27751]  4.334£0.27707)  4.274+0.267013 -
My, q* [A31] - - - - 5.01 £ 0.3970%
Average 440 +£0.15701 4454015701 439 +0.157012 4.03+0.13705 4.62+0.2070%

Table 75: Summary of inclusive determinations of |V,;|. The errors quoted on |V,,;| correspond
to experimental and theoretical uncertainties, except for the last two measurements where the
errors are due to the BABAR endpoint analysis, the BABAR b — s7 analysis [423], the theoretical
errors and Vi, for the last averages.

‘ Framework Vo] [1077] ‘
BLNP 4.40 + 0.157009
DGE 4.45 4 0.157012
GGOU 4.39 +0.151012
ADFR 4.03 4+ 0.137015

4.62 £0.20 £0.29
4.43 +£0.45£0.29
4.28 £0.29 £0.29 £0.26 £ 0.28
4.40 £0.30 £0.41 £ 0.23

BLL (mx/q? only)
LLR (BABAR) [423]
LLR (BABAR) [424]
LNP (BABAR) [424]
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6 B decays to charmed hadrons

This section reports the updated contribution to the HFAG report from the “B — charm”
grou. The mandate of the group is to compile measurements and perform averages of all
available quantities related to B decays to charmed particles, excluding C'P related quantities.
To date the group has analyzed a total of 651 measurements reported in 233 papers, principally
branching fractions. The group aims to organize and present the copious information on b-
hadron decays to charmed particles obtained from a combined sample of about two billion
B-meson from the BABAR, Belle Collaborations and data collected in hadronic colliders by
the CDF, DO and LHCb Experiments.

These huge samples of b-hadrons allow to measure decays to states with open or hidden
charm content with unprecedented precision. Branching fractions for rare b-hadron decays or
decay chains of a few 10~7 are being measured with statistical uncertainties typically below
30%, and new decay chains can be accessed with branching fractions down to 1078, Results
for more common decay chains, with branching fractions around 10~%, are becoming precision
measurements, with uncertainties typically at the 3% level.

The measurements are classified according to the decaying particle: BT, B BY Bf, A,
and Others ; the decay products and the type of quantity: branching fraction, product of
branching fractions, ratio of branching fractions or other quantities. For the decay product
classification the below precedence order is used to ensure that each measurement appears in
only one category.

e new particles

strange [ mesons

baryons

o J/Y

charmonium other than .J/¢

multiple D, D* or D** mesons

a single D* or D** meson

a single D meson

e other particles

Within each table the measurements are color coded according to the publication status
and age. Table provides a key to the color scheme and categories used. When viewing
the tables with most pdf viewers every number, label and average provides hyperlinks to the
corresponding reference and individual quantity web pages on the HFAG/BtoCharm group
website http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw. The links provided in the captions of the table lead to
the corresponding compilation pages. Both the individual and compilation webpages provide a
graphical view of the results, in a variety of formats.

Tables [77] to provide either limits at 90% confidence level or measurements with statis-
tical and systematic uncertainties and in some cases a third error corresponding to correlated
systematics. For details on the meanings of the uncertainties and access to the references click

44The HFAG /BtoCharm group was formed in the spring of 2005; it performs its work using an XML database
backed web application.
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http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/

on the numbers to visit the corresponding web pages. Where there are multiple determinations
of the same quantity by one experiment the table footnotes act to distinguish the methods or
datasets used; such cases are visually highlighted in the table by presenting the measurements
on the lines beneath the quantity label. Where both limits and measured values of a quantity
are available the limits are presented in the tables but are not used in the determination of the
average. Where only limits are available the most stringent is presented in the Average column
of the tables. Where available the PDG 2010 result is also presented.
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Table 76: Key to the colors used to classify the results presented in tables [[7 to [29. When viewing these tables in a pdf
viewer each number, label and average provides a hyperlink to the corresponding online version provided by the charm subgroup

website |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/| Where an experiment has multiple determinations of a single quantity they are

distinguished by the table footnotes.

Class

Definition

pubhot
prehot
pub
pre

pubold

superceeded
inactive
noquo

Results without a preprint available

Results published during or after 2011

Preprint released during or after 2011

Results published during or after 2008 but before 2011
Preprint released during or after 2008 but before 2011
Results published before 2008

Preprint released before 2008

Incomplete information to classify

Results superceeded by more recent measurements from the same experiment
Results in the process of being entered into the database
Results without quotes



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/
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Table 77: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing new particles in units of 1073, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00101.html|

Mode PDG 2010  Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb  Average
X (3872)K [<0.32] [<0.32] [<0.32]
D_;(2460)D° | [(3I0£ .00} ERESNEDR] [43£2T]
D_,(2460)D*°(2007) | [12.0£3.0] [MI2F£2.6£20] d12E£3.3]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00101.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423.html

Lyl

Table 78: Product branching fractions of charged B modes producing new particles in units of 10~%, upper limits are at 90% CL.
The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00101.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
LK~ X (3872)[J/w(15)4] | [0-028 £0.008] [0:020 £0.003]
| 0.018 +£5-00% +0.001 |1 , [COZETETI0E0E0.0010]
[ ]

K*~(892) X (3872)[J/%(15)7] | [<0.018] [=00mE] [<0.043]
K X (3872)[J/9(15)w(782)] | [0:06 £0.02]
K~ X (3872)[J/9(1S)n] | [<LT.077] <0077 [<0.077]
K~ X (3872)[%(25)~] | [0:09 £0.03] [0-095 £ 0.027 F 0.006] [0.09 £0.03]
K X(3872)[n " n_ J/(1S)] | [0-I0F0.02] [CI3Foozroo0n] [0-08Z £ 0.015 £ 0.007] [0-I0F£0.01]
KU Z_ (4430)[ T/ (1S)7 ] | 01500 RO
K~ Y (3940)[J/+(15)] | [XT1a0] [<L0.140] [<LT.140]
K ¥ (4260)[J/»(1S)mn x| [XT.291] [0:20£0.07£0.07] [0:20£70.07]
KX~ (3872)[J/(18)n 7] | [X022] [<XT.22] [<X027]
K™ (802) X (3872)[0(25)71] [y [<07%] [<0.75]
K~ Y (3940)[J/4(15)w(782)] | 006 00 [0-30 £ 0.08]
KX (3872)[DT D] | [XT40] [<£T.401 X001
K'Z~ (4430)[y(28) 7~ <047 o2 <0431
K~ X(3872)[D°D"x0) [T00£0-40] [X0580] X030
K~ X(3872)[D°D] | [<T60] [XT60] X050

K — X (3872)[D*" (2007) D] | [085F0.26] [T £ 036 £047] [T87 L0591
DD (2460)[D-n x| | 227 22] zZ2]
DYD -, (2460)[D_ "] | =z =z =<Z7]
DUD_,(2460)[D_ 7] Lo TT2] [6.00 = 2.00 + 1.00+£2-90
DUD*,(2317)_ [D* _~] | =751 [<756] [Z 7.0
D*V(2007) D7, (2317) _[D_«°]|  [B0E70]
DYDZ (2317)_ [D_ 7] | [3E20] [Er£30 +24] 10.00 = 3.00 & 1.00%5 09
DYD - (2460)[DX~ 4] | =31 =93] T=08]
D*Y(2007)D _, (2460)[D; ] | [TZ0E70] 14.0 £ 4.0 + 3.0+3 ) 14.0+5 2
DUD_,(2460)[D* V] | 27.0 £ 7.0 £ 5.043°9 15.042°3
D*Y(2007)D_, (2460)[ D}~ «°] | [76 + 17 + 18428 [ 76438

1 Observation of X (3872) — J/4~ and search for X (3872) — ¢~ in B decays (772M BB pairs)

2 Observation of X (3872) — ~vJ/1 and evidence for the sub-threshold decay X (3872) — wJ/t


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00101.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506060.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506061.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-87xBR_-87_-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-87xBR_-87_-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-87xBR_-87_-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+83xBR_83_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+83xBR_83_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607015.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+83xBR_83_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+86xBR_86_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+86xBR_86_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0507002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+86xBR_86_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-82xBR_-82_-211+111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-82xBR_-82_-211+111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-82xBR_-82_-211+111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+83xBR_83_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+83xBR_83_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506075.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-87xBR_-87_-211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-87xBR_-87_-211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-87xBR_-87_-211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-421+111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-421+111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506075.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-421+111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506075.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+81xBR_81_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+421xBR_-84_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+421xBR_-84_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+421xBR_-84_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+423xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+423xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+423xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+421xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+421xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-84+421xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-433+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+421xBR_-85_-433+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423xBR_-85_-433+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-85+423xBR_-85_-433+111.html
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Table 79: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing strange D mesons in units of 10~#, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00102.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
D $(1020) <0097 <0019 <0019
DFK— K~ [0IT£0.04] [01T0 F 0.040 £ 0.020 £ 0.003] [0ITF0.04]
D $(1020) | [Xo120] [XT120] [X0120]
D*TK~ K~ | [X0150] [Z0.150] [<0150]
P frr=rrm R amaeaims
DR ] OmEoz [ EggEois) TrIOIETOT T 5Lz
DK~ 7~ | [T80£0.27] [TO0£0.18]
| 1.94 4398 4550 + 0.17 |12 [Z02Ff013F038F0.06]
| |
5 7] CI0=17] | [ I EE
D, DU] [T6E16] [EEEScES | [EEE=
D_D0(2007) | = I EBE0] E30]
.- DV(2007) | [T EZA] [0 E 26 £21] [0 E35]

1 Measurement of B — Dg*)K‘rr branching fractions (657M BB pairs)

2 Measurement of B - Ds K pi branching ratios (520M BB pairs)


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506020.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506020.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-321+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-321+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-321+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905015.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905015.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0708002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0708002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+423.html
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Table 80: Product branching fractions of charged B modes producing strange D mesons in units of 10~%, upper limits are at 90%
CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00102.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
DD (2536)[D " (2007) K — | [220£0.70] 10 ) 15 [216F0.69]
D7D (2536)[D*— (2010) K "] [Z3ETT] 23=ETT]
D*7(2007) D~ [$(1020)7 ] | 250650301 PACEINCY
D DU[D_ — s(1020)7 1] [EREESBEER AL [ERES
DD (2536)[D*V(2007) K+ + D*¥(2010)K°] | 85 T 056 [oE10]
DD, [o(1020)m 1] [Z00E 06T 06T [Z00 £ 0:86]
'D*Y(2007) D, (2536)[D " (2007) K — [ ES | [E5E£106]
DD U(200N[D.— 310207 ] EoEI5ELT] EoE1o]
D*Y(2007) D (2536)[D*~ (2010)K ] | B9E206] =107 XT07



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+421xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+421xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+421xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+421xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+421xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+421xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+423xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+423xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+421xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+421xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_521_-421+10433xBR_10433_0+311+321+413+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_521_-421+10433xBR_10433_0+311+321+413+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+421xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-431+421xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+-423xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+-423xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+-423xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+423xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-433+423xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+423xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+423xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10433+423xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
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Table 81: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing baryons in units of 107, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest

version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00103.html|

PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
oo [Z0.110] oo
[012F£0.03] 0.12 4 0.034+9-02 Lo.12 507 £6-05 |
0.14 +p°05 +0.02 0.14 T 0.03
L<0.150 ] L<0.150 ] [<LT150]
[XT150] Xo150] XT150]
[X0.46] <0461
(| =148]
[C35£0.10] [X0921] <0937
[280F080] |1.874p5; +£0.28+0.49| [338 L 012 L0012 F088] [Z44F£0.55]
B2 E£o0.27]
B7E35] | | [ITZ 1517 T60] [T7TE32]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00103.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+443+3212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+443+3212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+443+3212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+421+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+421+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506083.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506083.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+4114.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+4114.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+423+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+423+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+4112.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+4112.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+4112.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+-211+411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+-211+411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+-211+413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+-211+413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+423+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+423+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-4122+-321+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-4122+-321+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-4122+-321+4122.html
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Table 82: Product branching fractions of charged B modes producing baryons in units of 1072, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00103.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
K 1.(15)[A4] | 10.095 +0:05 £007] [0.10£0.03]
K 1.(15)[pp] | 0.14 £ 001002 [0.18 £0% £0.02 | [0.15 £ 0.02]
K~ J/(15)[AA] | 0.20 £99% +0.03 [0.20 £0.05]
K- J/u(15)[pp] | (022 £0.0L £0.01] (022 £ 0.02 £ 0.00] [0:22 F0.01]
A Z0 = 77| ENESNIN | (208065 L 029 L 0.54] [2.57 £0.31]

Table 83: Ratios of branching fractions of charged B modes producing baryons in units of 107!, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00103.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average

B(B~—X2(2800)p) 37 7 Im
T [T E 03 E0A]

B(B~—X(2455)p) 37 7 Im
e [T E 012 E0.08]
B(B~—=nc(15)K ™) xB(n.(1S)—pp) — 7 ,

L L EL R R (I 20070 [TIE2I]

— + = —

BB SAcpr) [T54.0 £ 180 F3.0] (154 £ 18]

B(B —Alp)



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00103.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_-3122+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_-3122+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_-2212+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0507001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_-2212+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+443xBR_443_-3122+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+443xBR_443_-3122+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+443xBR_443_-2212+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0507001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+443xBR_443_-2212+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-4122+4132xBR_4132_211+3312.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-4122+4132xBR_4132_211+3312.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-4122+4132xBR_4132_211+3312.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00103.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+73xoBR_-521_-2212+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+73xoBR_-521_-2212+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+71xoBR_-521_-2212+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+71xoBR_-521_-2212+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_-2212+2212xoBR_-521_-321+443xoBR_443_-2212+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_-2212+2212xoBR_-521_-321+443xoBR_443_-2212+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+4122xoBR_-511_-2212+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-2212+-211+4122xoBR_-511_-2212+4122.html
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Table 84: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing J/+(1S) in units of 10™*, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest
version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00104.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
w0 J/¢(1S) | [L0.073] [<L0073]
J/$(AS)Dr— | [X025] [XT035] [X052]
J/(1S)$(1020) K~ | [052 E£0.17] [042 F 014 £ 0.05 F0.01]
J/(1S)m— | [040 F0.04] [038F0.06 £0.03] [0:54£0.04 £ 0.02]
p (170)J/w(1S) | [050 £0.08] [050 £0.07 £0.03]
J/(1S)nK ~ | [T08F£033] [T08 F£0.23 F0.24 £ 0.03]
J/¢(18)D~ | <1201 [ 1.20]
J/p(1S)w(782)K— |  [B50E£0.40]
J/p(1S)K 7t x| [10.7 £1.9] [7I6 £ 0.10 £ 0.60] [[I1.60 £ 0.70 £ 0.90] [0 FIT8F1.2]
T/O(AS)K ]| (012 L0341

[I0-10 £ 020 £ 0.70 £ 0.20] [T0-10 £ 0.00 £ 0.60 |21

1061 £0.15 £ 0.44 £ 0.18] >

J/¢(1S)K*~ (892) [I430Ff080] [I280F070F140F020] [I454F047F094F025] [B8Fa7F27] 1403 £0.88]
J/¢(1S) K (1270) B0 E572] 80 E32F30F25] B0 E572]

1 MEASUREMENT OF THE BT — ppK+ BRANCHING FRACTION AND STUDY OF THE DECAY DYNAMICS (232M BB pairs) ; B~ — J/$K~ with J/¢ — pp
2 Measurements of the absolute branching fractions of B & KiXCE (231.8M BB pairs) ; B~ — J/% K~ (inclusive)

3  MEASUREMENT OF BRANCHING FRACTIONS AND CHARGE ASYMMETRIES FOR EXCLUSIVE B DECAYS TO CHARMONIUM (124M BB pairs) ; B~ — J/% K~ with J/4 to leptons

Table 85: Product branching fractions of charged B modes producing J/+(1S) in units of 10~%, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00104.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
(K h(P /(5 n]] [=0034] (=003 (= 0.031]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00104.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0704001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506038.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506076.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-213+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-213+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0704001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-213+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506091.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506076.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0507001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506073.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506093.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506072.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00104.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443xBR_10443_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443xBR_10443_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443xBR_10443_-211+211+443.html
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Table 86: Ratios of branching fractions of charged B modes producing J/+(1S) in units of 107!, upper limits are at 90% CL. The

latest version is available at: (http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00104.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO

Average

| 2o odeane) [Oav=00m]

B(B— > J/¢y(1S)K—)

[OSTE00I=00r]  [0.500 £) 199 £0.010]*

B(B~ —X(4140)[J /¢ (1S)$(1020)] K _) [CIT T 039 L0.2T]
B(B— —J/4¥(1S5)$(10200K —)
B(B~ —J/%(1S)K, (1400))
B(B—~ —J/¢(1S)K,; (1270)) m m
25 _—xelCRE ) (S0 E T2 E055]
BB— > J/Y1S) Koz
B(B™ BB —xcoUP)K™) (1P)K— 2.10
S e | [6.0E2.0] [6.00 £7 87 +0.50 & 0.80 |
B—QEOM [C30 £ 040 F 030 £ 0.70]
BB/ p(1S)K—)
BB~ —onc(IDK _| [33E44]
B(B——J/¢¥(1S)K ) 3
[T060 £ 230 £0.40]
[1280F .00 £3.80]*
T e [E90E000]
ST [I370 £ 050 £ 0.80] [OZE60ET7]
B(B_%J/w(ls)K;uZ’?O)) m
BB~ J/Yp(AS)K—)

1 Measurement of the Branching Fraction B(B1T — J/¢nt) and Search for Bt — J/yrt

1 Measurement of the Branching Fraction B(B1T — J/¢nt) and Search for Bt — J/yrt

2 Measurement of the Ratio of Branching Fractions B(BT — J/y=T)/B(BT — J/v K1) ; Br(B-J/psiPi)/Br(B-J/psi K)

3 Measurements of the absolute branching fractions of BE & KiXCE (231.8M BB pairs) ; Ratio B~ — nc.K~ to B~ — J/% K~ (inclusive analysis)

4 Branching Fraction Measurements of B — 1K Decays (86.1M BB pairs) ; Ratio BT — n.K~ to B~ — J/Y K~ with no — KK


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00104.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506095.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+90xBR_90_333+443xoBR_-521_-321+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1303001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204027.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+90xBR_90_333+443xoBR_-521_-321+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-20323+443xoBR_-521_-10323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-20323+443xoBR_-521_-10323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506072.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-20323+443xoBR_-521_-10323+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-211+20443xoBR_-521_-311+-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-211+20443xoBR_-521_-311+-211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10441xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10441xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506080.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10441xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100443xoBR_-531_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1301002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100443xoBR_-531_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506094.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10323+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506072.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-10323+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html

25!

Table 87: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing charmonium other than J/v(1S) in units of 107*, upper limits are
at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: (http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00105.html|

PDG 2010 BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
<0381 <0038
[<0.1807 XTT150] 0.11 £0.04
[020£0.01] [C2ZE0.05]
| X061
Xc2(1P)K™~ (892) [<0120] =120 [<T30]
xco(IP) K™ | [I33E0.19] [T38E030]
|.6.00 780 40.70 4 0.90 | [Z7T0E0.70]2
[T82Fo032Ffo014F028]°
[[37F045 £ 015 £0.14]*
L8]’
o (1P)K*—(892) | [300E050] [Z10 £ 0.60 £ 0.90] [299 £0.55]
25)K [EEESw (A0 EL80£0.30] [ExESw
1P)K 3.78 £0°14 £0.33 [378 £ 0.37
P (2S)K nt [0 E12] 0.20 £ 0.50 [4.31 £ 0.54
3770)K — [FoET3] [A80ET 10 £0.70] [3B0 £ 250 F030] EXNERW|
Xc1(1P)K ™~ [A60F0.40] . 479 .23
[T0T 0. TTF 0.33] [B00E£T40 £ 0.70] ¢ [E5E5TE20]
o000 0301
[(E5ZE0.26 £ 0.61]
(646 £0.33] [(E32E£037]
[C00£0.60] [ZO0E 60 £0.40]°° [E50ET.00 £0.60]
[6I7T X032 £ 038 F0.231°
[wEs)K*(892) ] [62ET72] [ | [592F0.85F0.86 £0.22] [707£0.85]
(e K| [ERE=w| [ExEm|
|12.50 + 1.40 4150 +3.80 | [138 28 +1.5 +4.2]7
[B7TET5]°¢

ne(LS)K*~ (892) [ZoE70]
[xco(1P)K* ™ (892) | ==

1 Dalitz-plot analysis of the decays BY o kT FaE (226M BB pairs) ; B~ — xc0K~ with xe0 — atr— (Dalitz analysis)

2 MEASUREMENT OF THE BRANCHING FRACTION FOR BE — x.oKT. (88.9M BB pairs) ; B~ — xcoK~ with xeo = KTK~,ntn~
3 Dalitz plot analysis of the decay BEY o kEKREKT (226M BB pairs) ; BE Kixco, with chi.0 — KT K~ (Dalitz analysis)

4 Search for X(3872) — (2S)y in BE & X(3872)Ki decays, and a study of B — CevK

4 Search for X (3872) — (25)~ in B & X(3872)K'i decays, and a study of B — Sy K

5 Measurements of the absolute branching fractions of B & KiXCE (231.8M BB pairs) ; °* B~ — ¢(2S)K~ (inclusive) ; 50 B— xc0 K~ (inclusive) ; °¢ BT — xo K~ (inclusive) ; 5d
B~ — ncK~ (inclusive)

6 MEASUREMENT OF BRANCHING FRACTIONS AND CHARGE ASYMMETRIES FOR EXCLUSIVE B DECAYS TO CHARMONIUM (124M BB pairs) ; B~ — ¢ (2S)K~ with ¢(2S) to leptons
7  MEASUREMENT OF THE Bt — ppK+ BRANCHING FRACTION AND STUDY OF THE DECAY DYNAMICS (232M BB pairs) ; B~ — nc.K~ with n. — pp

8 Branching Fraction Measurements of B — 1K Decays (86.1M BB pairs) ; B~ — ncK~ with ne — KEKn

9 Observation of B — XCOK*D and Evidence for BT — XcOK*+

10 SEARCH FOR FACTORIZATION-SUPPRESSED B — x.K(*) DECAYS (124M BB pairs)


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00105.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506014.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506080.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506075.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506091.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-311+-211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506076.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506092.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506077.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506074.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0507001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506006.html

6qr

Table 88: Product branching fractions of charged B modes producing charmonium other than .J/¢(1S) in units of 107>, upper
limits are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00105.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
K 1.29)[K'K 7+ [0.0034 £] 0072 £7-000% [0.003 F 0.002]
K n.(18)K°K*r™" [0.027 & 0.001 0505 £0.005 | [0.027 £ 0.006 |
K" h(1P)[n.(15)y B [<47]
K—¢@770)[DTD]| [04E35] [RIE32F21] [R4E37]
K—¢(3770)[D°D"]|  [I6.0E4.0] RERERNERNA [TZ1E3.7]

Table 89: Ratios of branching fractions of charged B modes producing charmonium other than J/v(1S) in units of 107!, upper
limits are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00105.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
T [043E0.09] [043 L0083 £0.03] (A3 007
e gy e ] =058
B 0oV S ERERS ERESWEIN 5IE23]
et T [O6ELT] (960 £ .50 £0.00] EXESNE



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00105.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100441xBR_100441_-321+211+311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+100441xBR_100441_-321+211+311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_211+311+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+441xBR_441_211+311+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443xBR_10443_22+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443xBR_10443_22+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443xBR_30443_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443xBR_30443_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443xBR_30443_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443xBR_30443_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443xBR_30443_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+30443xBR_30443_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00105.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20443xoBR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20443xoBR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20443xoBR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443xBR_10443_22+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+10443xBR_10443_22+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+20443xoBR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+20443xoBR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+20443xoBR_-521_-321+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+100443xoBR_-521_-321+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+100443xoBR_-521_-321+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+100443xoBR_-521_-321+100443.html

991

Table 90: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing multiple D, D* or D** mesons in units of 1073, upper limits are at
90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00106.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average

O 70K — [0.11 +0.03+5 03 | [OIT£0.04]
DD K| [022F0.07] . [C2Z2 X005 F£0.05] 0.22 F 0.07
DYD*~ (2010 [039£0.05] [0:46 £0.07 £0.06] [0-36 £ 0.05 £ 0.04] [039 £0.05]
F‘_ O35 =001 [T =001]

IU.56:tU.08:t0406I; [0-38 £ 0.06 £ 0.04 £ 0.03]
O35 = 0.03 % 0.07]

D" (2010)D— K~ [0:60£0.07] [O50 £ 0.T0 £ 0.08]
DD (2010)K ™~ 063 E0.11] 0.63 £ 0
D*Y(2007)D "~ [0-63 F0.14 F 0.08 £ 0.06] [063£0.17]
D*Y(2007)D*~ (2010) | [O8TF0.17] [O8T X012 F 01T F0.06] [08TE0.17]
DODUK— | [T45Ff033] [[I7EX02TFX0.15] [3T X007 F0.17]
D*_(2010)D" T (20100)K | [I3ZL0IE] EEEExREEAY
DD K| (55 E020] [T55 £ 017 £ 0.13]
D*0(2007)D K" [ZI0E050] [CC =035 2030
D0 (2001 DV K _ [T E0.23] [ERCERGERY
DUD*—(2010)K" EE0E0a0] CEL 03 E0.]
DUD0 (2007) K — [6:32£0.49]
D*%(2007) D* ~ (2010) K" EREDw|
D"7(2007) D*° (2007) K _ Iz ET3]

1 Observation of B® — D+D7, B~ — DD~ and B~ — D°D*~ decays (152M BB pairs)

2 Measurement of B4 - D+ DObar branching fraction and charge asymmetry and search for BO - DO DObar (656.7M BB pairs)
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http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-421+-321+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-421+-321+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-421+-321+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-423+-321+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-423+-321+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-423+-321+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-423+-321+423.html

LGT

Table 91: Product branching fractions of charged B modes producing multiple D, D* or D** mesons in units of 10~%, upper limits

are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00106.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
«— DY (2420)[D*°(2007)7 ~ x 7] | [<0.060] [<0.060]

7 D3V (2460)[D*Y (20077« ] | [X022] <0221

7~ D237(2460)[D* T (2010)7 | | [I80 £0.50] [L.80 F0.30 £ 0.30 F0.20] [ 1

7w~ DY(2420)[D 7~ 7] | [T80E£0.60] |1.85+0.29+0.35%0 48 |

7~ D3Y(2460)[ DT 71| [350 £ 0.40]| [3.40 F£0.30 F0.60 F0.40] [3.50 F0.20 F0.20 F0.40]

7w~ DY (H)[D*T(2010)7 | | [5-00 £ 0.40 F .00 * 0.40]

— D7 (2420)[D*T(2010)7 ] | [6-80 £ 0.70 £ 1.30 £ 0.30] [ |

7~ D3 [DT ]| [640 £0.40] [6.10£0.60 £0.00 £1.60] [B.80 F 0.30 F 0.40 F 2.00]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00106.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506030.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506030.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506071.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506113.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506030.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506071.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xBR_425_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20423xBR_20423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506071.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20423xBR_20423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506071.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506113.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xBR_10423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10421xBR_10421_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10421xBR_10421_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506071.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10421xBR_10421_-211+411.html
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Table 92: Ratios of branching fractions of charged B modes producing multiple D, D* or D** mesons in units of 107!, upper
limits are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00106.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
B(B~ — D37 (2460)7 ) x (D3 (2460)— D0 x ) |
BB D0 o350 [X0.30]
B(B~ —D3Y(2460)7 ~ ) x (D35"(2460)—D* T (2010)7 )
B(B— —>D0r—xt—)
B(B~ —D3Y(2460)7 ) x (D5°(2460)—>D "7 7T 7 ) |

B(B— DVx—nxtx—)
B(B~ — D7 (2420)7~ ) x (D] (2420)=»D =" =)
BB D0 —xtr—)

BB~ 5DYK™)

B(B— —DOx— [072E0.02]
|0.77:|:0.05:|:0.06|1 L0.83 = 0.03 = 0.02 | L0.65 £+ 0.07 £+ 0.04 ] 0.63 I+ 0.0 0.0
D08 £ 007 = 0.031 2

B(B~ —D*0 (200 K~) 0.04

BB_ D000 7 ) [C78 L 019 £ 0.09] [ 0.81 £ 0.0440-07 | [08IE0.05]

B(B~ —DY(H)x_ )x (D} (H)—D*T(2010)7 ) | _ :

BB >DOr—ntx—) [003F0.16 F0.00] [0.93F0.18]
BB~ DK ntn™) _ I
B(B— >DO0x—ntzr—) . 15 T 0.0 [0-96 F£0.17]

BB~ DY (H)r )x (D} (H)»DV=~=xT)
B(B— +DO0r—ntr—

B(B~ —-DYK™) -

B(B— DOK—) =0 X301

B(B~ — D37 (2460)7 ")

R =TT EREDN
e T LI [TA0 £ 070 £ 0.40] [ITA0E0ET]
B(B— —>D0x—)
BB D "r ) [(TZET3=73] [ZZE75]
B(B— —>D0x—)
BB~ —=Drn"xtx)
B(B— —>D0r—) | [0 Ffoo60rr10] [12.7 £1.3]
BB —bin ) (070 £ 00 £ 2107 [or=23]
B(EBE°—Dtr—)

! MEASUREMENT OF BRANCHING FRACTION RATIOS AND CP ASYMMETRIES IN B4- — D(CP) K+-. (85.4M BB pairs)

2 Study of the suppressed B meson decay B- - D K-, D - K+ pi- (657M BB pairs)


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00106.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+415xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_415_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+415xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_415_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_-425_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_-425_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_-425_-211+-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_-425_-211+-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_10423_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+10423xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_10423_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+421xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+421xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506082.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0601002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607021.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204029.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+423xoBR_-521_-211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506081.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0601003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+423xoBR_-521_-211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20423xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_20423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20423xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_20423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+421xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+-211+211+421xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20423xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_20423_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+20423xoBR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xPartialBR_20423_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-421+-321xoBR_-521_-321+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-421+-321xoBR_-521_-321+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xoBR_-521_-211+10423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506113.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+425xoBR_-521_-211+10423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+423xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+423xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+92xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+92xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204023.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+211+421xoBR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506099.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421xoBR_-511_-211+411.html

691

Table 93: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing a single D* or D** meson in units of 10~#, upper limits are at 90%
CL. The latest version is available at: http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00107.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
D*~(2010)K" [X0.090] [XT090] [X0090]
[XT0.036] [X0030]

L

03612
D*Y(2007)K | [Z2TF035] [359F087F041IF0.31] 36 E£1.0]
D*Y(2007) K * ~ (892) | BIE11] [B30F .10 F0.96 £ 0.27] [B3FT15]
D*0(2007) K~ K© [X10.56] [X1056] X105
D*T(2010)7 7w I35 E272] [1T250 £ 0.80 £ 2.20] 220 F0.50 £ 1.80] [123EFT1T5]
DU(200NK_K*0(892)]  [OB0EZ0] 53=3.1E27] [BEEEZw|
D*T(2010)n 7wt 7w [260£40] [256 26 L33] (256 L 17]
D0 (2007)7 | [ELo=26] PZEE28]

[35.20 £ 1.70 £ 4.20 £ [i'w 13
I3 EZ2E23]

DO | (59 ET13] (550 E5.2FT0.4] (55 E12]
D (200N ntr_nta | [BrEIZ] [(567E0TE85] [5TE12]
D*Y(2007)7 7w | 03 F 121 055 F47 F129] [I06 £ 14]

Study of Bt = D)+ ,0 decay and the ratio of suppressed and favoured amplitudes in B — D™ decays. (657M BB pairs)
Search for B4 - D*4 pi0 decay (657M BB pairs)
Branching fraction measurements and isospin analyses for B — D) = decays (65M BB pairs) ; B~ — D*Or—

Measurement of the Absolute Branching Fractions B — D **) 1 with a Missing Mass method (231M BB pairs) ; BT — D*0n—


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00107.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-413+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0708001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506081.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506105.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506071.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506113.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+313+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+313+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+313+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+92.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+92.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+92.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+-211+211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+-211+211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+-211+211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+211+423.html
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Table 94: Branching fractions of charged B modes producing a single D meson in units of 10~%, upper limits are at 90% CL. The

latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00108.html|

1

2

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
D= ptut [=T0010] [>T0.010]
D= | o015

— (S| [>0.025]

D K] [=0029] =] [£0.029]
DK (892) | [<0.030] =o0s0] [Z0.030]

| D K| [368F033] [383F025F030F022] 383 X0.45]
DYK*~ (892 [529 £ 030 £0.37] [529 £0.45]

— [(55E15] [550 X140 £0.80] [(55ET5]
DOK— K*0(892) | [C5ET7] [C5ET3ETT] [C5ET7]
| Dt~ | [10-70 £ 0.50] [10-20 £ 0.40 £ 1.50] 073 £ 0.55]
WoLESE] [A75E£T19]

[4900 £ 0.70 £ 2.20 £ 0.06] !

IoEzr1=x23]°

Branching fraction measurements and isospin analyses for B — D) = decays (65M BB pairs) ; BT — DO~

Measurement of the Absolute Branching Fractions B — D) with a Missing Mass method (231M BB pairs) ; B~ — DOn—


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00108.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-13+-13.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-13+-13.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-13+-11.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-13+-11.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-11+-11.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-11+-11.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-411+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506082.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-323+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+313+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+313+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-321+313+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506071.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-521_-211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
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Table 95: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing new particles in units of 10~*, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest
version is available at: (http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00201.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
D*,(2317) T K~ 10.53 4313 +£0.07 +0.02 |
X T (3872) K~ <501 <501 <501

D, (2460)D [EEEm| [ZE0ET50E70] [2ZEET7]
D_ (2460)D* T (2010) |  [O3E22] [(B8F20E17] BEE21]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00201.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+84.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+84.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+82.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+82.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+82.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413.html
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Table 96: Product branching fractions of neutral B modes producing new particles in units of 10~%, upper limits are at 90% CL.

The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00201.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
KO X (3872)[J/%(15)7] | [SpE | [>70.024]
K*7(892) X (3872)[J/9(15)4] | [<T0028] ZT0ZE] [X0.028]
K~ Z7(4430)[J/4(AS)m ] | | EORIEN | [XT030]
7D (2460)[D -] | [XT010] [XTo10] [XT040]
K0 (892) X (3872)[v(25)7] | =002 =00z [Z0.047]
KX (3872)[J/w(15)7] | [£0.029] (00201 [<0.0401
K X+ (3872)[J/(18)nt x0] | [Z0.054] [X0.051] [<0.054]
K X(3872)[J/¢p(1S)ntm ]| [Z0060] [XT060]
KX (3872)[J/¢(15)w(782)] | [C06 £ 003 £0.01] 0.06 £ 0.03
KX (3872)[(25)7] | [S0.066]
KD (2460)[DI ] | ]

KX (3872)[¢(25)7] | [XT100] =T1o0]

KUY (3940)[J/w(15)w(782)] | [02TE0.09 £0.03]

xtD*(2317)  [D_ 7w°] | <0251 [Z025]

K Z1(4050) [ (AP 7] | 0.30 £0° 02 +074 01807

K~ Z7(4430) [y (28)7 "] | 0.32 078 +5°92 | awin |

K~ Z2(4250)[7 " (25)] | 0.40 +0'33 +¢ 08

K~ D*,(2317) T [DI ="] | [022F0.14] |

K~ Z2(4250)[xo1 (1P)7 '] X7

DD, (2460)[D- 7wt x| [<200] [X200]

DD (2460)[D_ "] | <331 <361

KX (3872)[D " (2007) D] | [I20 X 0.40] =zz

DT D, (2460)[D 4] | X501 <501

DT D ,(2460)[D ~] | [65E16] |8.2+%2+2.5]| | 8.00 + 2.00 + 1.00+5°99 |

DT D*,(2317) _[D* ]| <95] 75 [
DT D7, (2317) [D_ Y] | 0.7 E3.7] |8.6 ig‘g :l:2.6| 18.0 + 4.0 + 3.0+£%% 10.443 2
D*T(2010)D*,(2317)_ [D_n"]| [I5.0E£6.0] 15.0 + 4.0 & 2.0£2"9 15.042" 4
D*7(2010)D _, (2460)[D ] | [230FX380] 23.0 + 3.0 + 3.0+5 g 23.04+5 6
DT D, (2460)[D: "« | [22.7 ££5 +6.8 ]| [ 28.0 £ 8.0 £ 5.0£5%" | 24.6+£45
D*T(2010)D_, (2460)[D} ~ «°] | | 55.0 + 12.0 + 10.0+75°9 | | 55452 |



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00201.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_81+311xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_81+311xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+87xBR_87_211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+87xBR_87_211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+211xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+211xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506032.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+211xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+82xBR_82_111+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+82xBR_82_111+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+82xBR_82_111+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_81+311xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_81+311xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+85xBR_85_22+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506051.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+85xBR_85_22+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_22+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+83xBR_83_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+83xBR_83_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+211xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+211xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506032.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+211xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+88xBR_88_211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+88xBR_88_211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+87xBR_87_211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+87xBR_87_211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+89xBR_89_211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+89xBR_89_211+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+84xBR_84_111+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+84xBR_84_111+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506051.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+84xBR_84_111+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+89xBR_89_211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+89xBR_89_211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xBR_81_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+411xBR_-84_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+411xBR_-84_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+411xBR_-84_-433+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+411xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+411xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+411xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+413xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+413xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-84+413xBR_-84_-431+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413xBR_-85_-431+22.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-433+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506040.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+411xBR_-85_-433+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413xBR_-85_-433+111.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-85+413xBR_-85_-433+111.html
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Table 97: Ratios of branching fractions of neutral B modes producing new particles in units of 10°, upper limits are at 90% CL.
The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00201.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
B(B°—X(3872)K")
B(B*:iX(3872)K*) [0.46 = 0.25 |
[0.41 +0.244+0.00 |
(L0 =L
B(B =Y (3940)K 7
BT [0:70 £720£0.10 | 0.70£%

1 Study of B — X (3872)K, with X (3872) — J/¢mtx™
2 Evidence for the decay X (3872) — — > J/v¢w



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00201.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xoBR_-521_-321+81.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+81xoBR_-521_-321+81.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+83xoBR_-521_-321+83.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+83xoBR_-521_-321+83.html
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Table 98: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing strange D mesons in units of 1073, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00202.html]

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
D_af (980) <0091 [<0.019] [<L0.010]
D m [002T £0.004] [0.018 £ 0.003 L0002 L0.001] | 0.026 +9-007 £0.001 = 0.001 | [0-020 £ 0.003]
D_m [0-022 £ 0.004] [0.022 £ 0.003]

[L0.024 £8-088 +0.004 + 0.006 |*  [0-025 L 0.007 £ 0.00T L 0.001]
| DX T K| [0:022£0.003] [0:020 £0.003 £0.002 £0.001] [0:024F0.004 £ 0.00T £0.001] [0.022F 0.003]
[0.030 £ 0.004] [0:023 £ 0.002]
| 0.046 £5-019 £0.006 £ 0.012 |!  [0020 0004 L0001 E0.002]
[0-019 £ 0-002 = 0.002]
(<0020 =oozm [<0010]
[0-028£0.009] [O-03TE0.008]
L0.036 0.009 £+ 0.006 0.009 |3
[ 14
D*TK*~ (892 [0:03 F£0.01] 0.032 +0075 £0.004 + 0.002 [0-03 F£0.01]
g*f’: (892) [0.035 £0.010] 0.035 £¢:0gg £0.003 £ 0.002 [0.04 £0.01]
ag (980 [<0.0367] [<0.036] <0036
D>~ T (770) [002F0.01] 0.041 0015 £0.003 £ 0.002 [0-02F0.01]
DR ] (006 £0.02] IIWTH*@TW B : : (006 £0.02]
DI TK m | [<T110] [<0.055] [X0055]
DD | [<XT0367] [XT036]
[X0.0361° [X0.1007]
C/m°
D_D:T] <o130] Xo.130] [Lo130]
D_ag (1320 [XT190] [X01907 [XT190]
D’ aJ (1320) 02001 [X0:200] [XT:200]
D._D_ | [TLET6] [ETE20LTT] [C7TE23]
Do D™ | [T20£0.80] [T87£0.587]
|7.5U:|:U.2():|:U.8():t().850|6 [0 ET8FTT]
[CZETZET30]
D D*T(2010) IEESn| [68ET7]
[RUEEDWEDREPI S
(570 £ L60 £ 0.00] ¢
D*~ D*T(2010) [I77E£14] [BEE NG|
[T880 £ 000 £ 160 F0.60]°
[O7E15E30x49]"
8b
| D7, (2536)D* T (2010) | [02.00 £ 24.00 £ 1.00] [z F21]

OBSERVATION OF D+(S) K- AND EVIDENCE FOR D+(S) PI- FINAL STATES IN NEUTRAL B DECAYS (85M BB pairs)

Measurements of branching fractions for BY - D3+7r7 and BY — D;K7 (657M BB pairs) ; 20 Measurements of branching fractions for BY - D;r‘rrf and BO — D; K~

Observation of BObar to Ds+ Lambda pbar (447M BB pairs)

Observation of BObar - Ds+ Lambda pbar decay (449M BB pairs)

5 Improved measurement of B - DS D7 and search for BO — DiD; at Belle

6 Improved measurement of BObar - Ds-D+ and search for BObar - Ds+Ds- (449M BB pairs)

7 Measurement of B° —» Dg*)D* Branching Fractions and D;D* Polarization with a Partial Reconstruction technique (22.7M BB pairs) ; 7a BO DS D*t+ H 7 Bo D;‘fD*Jr

; 8b FO s D;—D*+)

8 Study of B — D)+ =X~ and B — D‘g*)iX+‘O decays and measurement of D~ and DS_J(2460) absolute branching fractions (230M BB pairs) ; 8a J[O DS D*t+

9  Measurement of the B° — D;fDJr and D;r — ¢nt branching fractions (123M BB pairs) ; B - D;‘fD*Jr


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00202.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+9000211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+9000211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+9000211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+211.html
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http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506089.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+431+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+431+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+431+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+9000211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+9000211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+9000211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+310+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+310+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+310+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707015.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506021.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506066.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506021.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+215.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+215.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+215.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+215.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+215.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+215.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506021.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707015.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506066.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506110.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506110.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0609001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413.html
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Table 99: Product branching fractions of neutral B modes producing strange D mesons in units of 10~%, upper limits are at 90%
CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00202.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
DD [m” ¢(1020)[ K K] =TT =02T] [TATE£027]
DT D_, (2536)[K_ D" (2007) [T70E060] [T7TE058]
DD (2536)[D*~ (2010) K~ [Z6ETT] [26E£TT]
DD [4(1020)7 ] | [(Z87E0.6T£0.47] [ZB7TE0.77]
D~ DT (2536)[D*Y(2007) K+ + D**(2010)K "] | [T 062 L0301 2.75 £ 0.72
DT (2010)D_, (2536)[D" "(200N)K '] | EEED N (T30 T UES 060 [ExEan
D _DT[D. — ¢(1020)n 1] [AITETIOE097] [ETET5]
D*T(2010)D _, (2536)[D* — (2010)K "] | [B0E 7] 5 5 T (W
D*~(2010)D 7, (2536)[D*V(2007) K~ + D**(2010)K°] | 0 0-70 [B0E14]
D™ (2010)D [¢(1020)7 ] | [EITE091E0.77] ET=ET7]
D*~(2010) D (2536)[D* T (2010) K21 | [2:50£0.90] /4 [<B.0]
DI~ D T(2010)[D; — ¢(1020) ] | 2222 T27] [2Z2E3T1]

Table 100: Ratios of branching fractions of neutral B modes producing strange D mesons in units of 10°, upper limits are at 90%
CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00202.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
—0 -
BB D DY) [0:00 L 020 L 0.10] [0.00 £0.27]
Bs_BU —>D_ D+)
B(B ~Ds D*7(2010)) [T50E 040 L 0.10] [T50E£0.41]
BL-[B, —>D_ D)
BB ~Dy D) [T E0I3F0ITF0.45] [1.99 £ 0.48]
BSEU%D+_7T+7T_7T_)
B(B ~Ds” D™ (2010)) (260 L 050 L 0.20] [2.60 £ 0.54]
B(B’—D; D+)



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00202.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411xBR_-431_-211+333xBR_333_-321+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506066.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411xBR_-431_-211+333xBR_333_-321+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+411xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+411xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+411xBR_-10433_-423+-321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+411xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+411xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+411xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+10433xBR_10433_0+311+321+413+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+10433xBR_10433_0+311+321+413+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413xBR_-10433_-423+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413xBR_-10433_-423+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413xBR_-10433_-423+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+411xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+411xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10433+413xBR_-10433_-413+-311.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+10433xBR_10433_0+311+321+413+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+10433xBR_10433_0+311+321+413+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+413xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+413xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+10433xBR_10433_310+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+10433xBR_10433_310+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+10433xBR_10433_310+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+413xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+413xBR_-431_-211+333.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00202.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+411xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0601004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+411xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+413xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0601004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+413xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0601004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-431+411xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+413xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0601004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-433+413xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
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Table 101: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing baryons in units of 107°, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest
version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00203.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
J/$(1S)pp | [XT.083] [X0083] [<O0190] [<0.083]
YTTPK ™ [T =F030+F0.00 F0.29] [TITF0.43]
ATp [Z00L040] |[2.19 4538 £0.324+0.57| [I89 L 021 F0.00 L0.10] [T98 £045]
IpK(892) | =z ==Z7 =Z1
TAK | 380X 080 £ 0.20 £ 1.00] 3.8 F1.3
PR - wt | [I3ETD [I33F082 033 L 1.13]
A || =57
Zopm T 33 =31
1
[<33]°
D*7(2007)pp [03ET3] 12.0 £5°5 +2.1
D55 a0 =030] B NG 036 E 0.69
>t T pr— 12.9+35
l163 427 +28+4.2]!
[E0E£50] (BExEZ R
[[A0F20F20F40]2
1
D0 (2007 ppr— = 1L 4.6
AT B <391 [ FI7FTaF50]

Py T [220 E£7.0]

! 23.8 i"i*‘? +4.1 4 6.2 I 1
. . . . 2a

D ppr~ 7w
DT ppm 338 E372]
D*1(2010)ppm— |

T A-%0 37 ; [ 79+353 |
AlPr T [130E40] 110 +,5 +£19 + 29 [0 £37]

1 STUDY OF EXCLUSIVE B DECAYS TO CHARMED BARYONS AT BELLE. (31.7M BB pairs)

Eé;
4|4
o
o

2 Study of the charmed baryonic decays B & Ej’+ﬁ7r7 and BY — Zgﬁﬂ+ (386M BB pairs) ; 2 BObar to Sigmac(2455)++ pbar pi


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00203.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+443+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+443+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+443+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-321+4222.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-321+4222.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506087.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-313+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-313+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-313+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-3122+-321+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-3122+-321+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-321+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-321+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-321+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+211+4114.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+211+4114.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+211+4114.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+423+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+423+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506083.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+423+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506083.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+4224.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+4224.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+211+4112.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+211+4112.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+211+4112.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+211+423+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+211+423+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+111+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+111+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+111+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+4222.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+4222.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+4222.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+211+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+211+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+411+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+413+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+-311+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+-311+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+-311+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506086.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+-211+211+4122.html
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Table 102: Product branching fractions of neutral B modes producing baryons in units of 107°, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00203.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb  Average
SIPAT = pK 7] 01500 [<0.150]

A== n ] [22£23] | | 50l 9.3+18



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00203.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+4212xBR_4122_-321+211+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-2212+4212xBR_4122_-321+211+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+4232xBR_4232_211+211+3312.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+4232xBR_4232_211+211+3312.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-4122+4232xBR_4232_211+211+3312.html
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Table 103: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing J/1(15) in units of 107, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest

version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00204.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
J/$(1S)$(1020) | 004 [<X0.004]
J/oAS)y ] 160 [L0.T607] [<0.160]
J/$(1S)$(1020) | 004 [X0.907] [<0.90]
J/P(AS) > (3270 | [<X0.96] [008£0.47]
4 X076
=oao1®
[T/ (T5)7 ] [055£0.197] . 1.08 £0.13
[O06 £ 0.T7 £ 0.07] =27
[REvPERIRveERE
J/p(1S)D <201 [<T30]
J/p(1S)m [T76F£0.16] [2330 £ 0.50 £ 0.20] I8 o117 ro007] [IT72E0.15]
J/p(A1S)m [L80£0.90] 5 [220£0.36]
[XT20]
—/®
[T E 0] s PEEEP
[270E£0.30 £ 0.20]
T 020 L 020]3
J/$(15)y (958 =53] L 53] [ w |
J/(1S)nK [B0E70] [B40E260 £2.70 £ 0.20] BTE3T]
J/9(1S)$(1020) K [O2E27] [[T0-20 £ 3°80 £ 1.00 £ 0.20] [02E37]
7/ (15)w(782) K0 [(EoE30E30]
J/p(AS)K" p° (770) 32 £30] [(BI0E29.0£9.0] 52E30]
J/p(ASK (89t x~ |  [BBEDZ] (6 EI0E1T] 66 E£27]
J/P(AS)K*—(892)r ™ | [B0UE40] [TTEaT£13] 77137
J/v(1SK" | BT1E32] [M0LX40F90F1.0] [B60Ef22F26F15] [ £23 £ 17] [B63E£375]
I/ (1) Kon T 20 £40] =3B ET5] [T03 £36]
J 11;(15)’?0g 512702 [T30 £ 501 [T30 £ 34 £ 25 £ 18] [I30£746]
J/Y(1S)K ™" (892) [M330Ff6.0] [1290FX50FT130F20] [M3090 26 F71F272] [T72 X320 £ 18] [332F6.38]

1 Observation of the decay B — J/vn (447M BB pairs)

3 Study of B — J/¢7rt 7™ decays with 449 million BB pairs at Belle (449M BB pairs)

Measurement of B® — J/1/)77</) and determination of the n — n’ mixing angle (772M BB pairs)

4 MEASUREMENT OF BRANCHING FRACTIONS IN B0 — J/PSI PI+ PI- DECAY. (152M BB pairs)


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00204.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_511_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_511_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_511_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_22+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506078.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0704001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607020.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_421+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_421+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506038.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_421+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506076.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0704001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506078.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506078.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0704001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+310+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+310+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0505002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+310+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+113+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+113+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506096.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+113+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506096.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506096.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506076.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506093.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506096.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+-211+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506072.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506073.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506092.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+443.html
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Table 104: Ratios of branching fractions of neutral B modes producing J/¢(1S) in units of 10°, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00204.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
de _—
B(EoﬁXCl(lp)K ) 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.06
B(BY I/ (1S VK — 1)
g};””l““;;g;“i;gg;; >J DAGETREIA [O-70E0.14]
BB 2/ USE L C2T0)) (30 E031E078] [I30E041]
B(B— — J/4b(1S)K—)
U U
Sl el [[39E0.19] [(TE0I0E 0I5 £038] [31=0a1]
B(B J/(1S)K )
U T *U
BB /(S K" (892)) [I30E0.09] [I31E0.05E0.08] [I39E036£0.10] [I50£0.09]
B(BY=J/4(1S)KY)

Table 105: Miscellaneous quantities of neutral B modes producing .J/1(1S5) in units of 10°, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest
version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00204.html|
PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average

Mode
Ao|2(B"—J/(15) K*0(892))
AT(5957 S(15) K0 (92)) [<0.26] [<0.26]
|Ao|2(B°—=J/yp (1)K (892))
|A0|2(B° —J/v(15)K " (892)) [<0.32] [<0.32]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00204.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+20443xoBR_-511_-321+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+20443xoBR_-511_-321+211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+223+443xoBR_-521_-321+223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+223+443xoBR_-521_-321+223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10313+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506072.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-10313+443xoBR_-521_-321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441xoBR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441xoBR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441xoBR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+443xoBR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+443xoBR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506094.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+443xoBR_-511_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00204.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_-511_313+443xoAzero_511_313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_-511_313+443xoAzero_511_313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_511_-313+443xoAzero_-511_-313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_511_-313+443xoAzero_-511_-313+443.html
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Table 106: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing charmonium other than J/v(15) in units of 107, upper limits are
at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00205.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
X1 (1P)7Y [0.1T £ 0.03] [OIT L 0.02 £ 0.01]
Xco(1P) K
Xca(IPVK X061 ==
xpg(lp)z* (892) [0.66 £0.19] 0.66 L 0.18 £ 0.0
xco(LP)K*0(892) | [TT0E0A0]
[T70 £ 030 £ 0.20]2
=r‘
1P)K (892 [220 £0.40] [3T0E£0.30 £0.70] [ZE0 X020 F020]
251K V(302 |  [BI0EL00] =
X (IP)K [E00E0.33] (200300307
X1 (IP)K ™ n | [Z30E0.40] [EITETITET058]

K77 (892)u (25 [EI0E£050] [5.52 £055 £0 07 ]
ne (LS) K™ (892) [BI0 L T.00]
[162+£324575 £50] EEERESErS RN

. D

3

w(2S)7?0 | L6.20 = 0.60 | 6.7 x1.1] 1 6.46 = 0.65 = 0.44 = 0.25 |
1[1(25')7?%(892) I L6.10 = 0.50 | L | L6.49 + 0.59 &+ 0.94 =+ 0.25 | 119.00 £ 2.20 & 0.90 |
ne(15)K" | [BOET15]
[123+2347F+38] [6.40 i?ﬁ“‘! £0.40+7 gg 4
5
[P E] [TA0E 0501 [EavE| [y

1 SEARCH FOR FACTORIZATION-SUPPRESSED B — XCK(*) DECAYS (124M BB pairs)

2 Observation of B — XCOK*O and Evidence for BT — XcOK*+

Study of B-meson decays to etac K(*), etac(2S) K(*) and etac gamma K(*)

Evidence for the BO — pﬁK*O and BT — 77CI(*+ decays and Study of the Decay Dynamics of B Meson Decays into pph Final States. (232M BB pairs)

Branching Fraction Measurements of B — n.K Decays (86.1M BB pairs)


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00205.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_311+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_311+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+445.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0912004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_313+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_313+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_313+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506074.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506076.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506077.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506092.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506074.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+10441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+10441.html

ILT

Table 107: Product branching fractions of neutral B modes producing charmonium other than .J/1(1S) in units of 1074, upper

limits are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00205.html|

Mode

PDG 2010 Belle

BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average

K ¢(3770)

K ¢(3770)

[D
[D*

D]
D~

]

K (892)h

(1P

P)[n(15)] |

[<L1.23]
[<1.88]

(<1231
[<L1.88]
[<L22]

[<T1.23]
[<1.88]
[<L2.2]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00205.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+30443xBR_30443_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+30443xBR_30443_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+30443xBR_30443_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+30443xBR_30443_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+30443xBR_30443_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+30443xBR_30443_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10443xBR_10443_22+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0905019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10443xBR_10443_22+441.html

CL1

Table 108: Ratios of branching fractions of neutral B modes producing charmonium other than J/1(1S) in units of 10°, upper
limits are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00205.html]

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
B(BY 5 he(1P)K*Y(892))x B(he (1P)—ne(15)5)
LR (802)) xB (e = <ozl
B(BY - he(1P)K "V (892)) X B(he (LP)—ne(15)y)
oA Bpe UL /™ =o3m]
BB one(15)K T (802)) o =Tmw=00] [0B7£0.11]
B(B— —>n.(1S)K )
55— xe) AP)KT_(592)) [O7ZE0T6] [O7ZE0ITE0IT] [O7ZE0T5]
B(BO -y .1 (1PYKY)
gL ) [OETE0IEE007] [OSTE0T5]
B(B— — 1S)K —
B (2K _(502) [099E0.10] [C00E 0T E0.09] [C00E017]
B(BY ¢ (25)K0)
BB el _(392) [L30£0.40]
R 55 £ 056%



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00205.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10443xBR_10443_22+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10443xBR_10443_22+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10443xBR_10443_22+441xoBR_-511_-313+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+10443xBR_10443_22+441xoBR_-511_-313+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+20443xoBR_-511_-311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+20443xoBR_-511_-311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+20443xoBR_-511_-311+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+441xoBR_-521_-321+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100443xoBR_-511_-311+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100443xoBR_-511_-311+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506109.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+100443xoBR_-511_-311+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441xoBR_-511_-311+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441xoBR_-511_-311+441.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506074.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+441xoBR_-511_-311+441.html

€Ll

Table 109: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing multiple D, D* or D** mesons in units of 1072, upper limits are at
90% CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00206.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
DDV | [<LT.043] | IR | [<XT.0607 [<LT.047]
D*0(2007)D 0 (2007) | [<0.090] [X0:090] [<0.000]

Ui [T
= [O2TET05]
[032F0.06 £0.05]" [0-28 £ 0.04 £ 0.03 £0.04]
200 £ 0.015 £ 0.007] 2
[C20£0.02£0.02]°
UL [0 E0I0E005] 0.27 £0.11

DYD*Y (2007 [X0329] [<X0329] [X0291]
D*~(2010) D |1.17 £ 0.26 £5°5% +0.08 | [057 £0.07 £0.06 £0.04] [062£0.09]
DID-K 075 E£017] 0 0 0
D*~(2010)D* 7 (2010) | [0-82 £ 0.09]

[08TFoo08Fo11]* [08T F0.06 £0.00 £0.05]
5

(D DK | o7 E01] 07007 £0.07]
D50 (2001 K7 | [TI0£0.50] [1.08£0.48
D*0(2007)D 0 (2007) K" | [ZZ0F090] [2-40 £ 0.87]
D*T(2010)DV K~ [2A7TE0.2T] [ZZTI0I0 L 0.18] [Z47£0.2T]
DD (2007) K [3:50£0.40] [3.46 £ 0.18 T 0.37] [346 £ 0.41]
D*~(2010)D* T (2010) K% | [ ] [£40 £ 0.40 £ 0.70 £ 0.04] [300 £ 057]
D*T(2010)D " K" | [640 £ 0.50] .2 0
D*—(2010)D* ¥ (2010) K0 B0 E070] B 03 T 007]

D" (2010)D°"(200nK | [I060E090] B | 10.60 £ 0.92

1 Observation of B - DY D™, B~ — DD~ and B~ — D°D*~ decays (152M BB pairs)

2 B — DtD™ (772M BB pairs)

Evidence for CP Violation in BO - D+D- Decays (535M BB pairs)

Branching Fraction, Polarization and CP-Violating Asymmetries in BY — p*tp*— Decays (152M BB pairs)

5 B->D*tD*~
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http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0708003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-311+111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-311+111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506037.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707014.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506084.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+-311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+-311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+-311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506036.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0604002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+310+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0609001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+310+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+-311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+-311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-411+-311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+-311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+-311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-413+-311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-321+413.html

VLT

Table 110: Product branching fractions of neutral B modes producing multiple D, D* or D** mesons in units of 10~#, upper limits
are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00206.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
K~ D31 (2460)[D°n ] | [018£0.05] [0I8£0.02£0.03] [CI8=£005]
m_ D37 (2460)[D T (2010)x— ]| [Z02A] =020 [z
7~ D" (2420)[D* T (2010)7 w1 ] | 0.33 [<L033] [<033]
n— D (H)[D*Y(2007) "] | | I | [<0.701
7 Dy (2420)[D' 7 7] [089F029] [0.89+0.15+0.17+099
7w~ DA [DY7 ]| [060 £ 0.30] [ ]

7~ D3 (2460)[D*0(2007) 7] | 2.45£0-07
7w~ D3 (2460)[DY 7] | 215 £0.35] 3.0840 54
7~ D; (2420)[D*Y (2007) 7+ 3.684( 7
w(782) DY (H)[D* T (2010)7 | [Z1ET1o] [410F 120 £ 1.00 £ 0.40] [Z1E10]
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http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+415xBR_415_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+415xBR_415_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+415xBR_415_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506030.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_-211+211+413.html
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http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xBR_10413_-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506030.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xBR_10413_-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+20413xBR_20413_211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+20413xBR_20413_211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xBR_10413_-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xBR_10413_-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506030.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xBR_10413_-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10411xBR_10411_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10411xBR_10411_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10411xBR_10411_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+415xBR_415_211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xBR_10413_211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xBR_10413_211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+20423xBR_20423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+20423xBR_20423_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+20423xBR_20423_-211+413.html

GLT

Table 111: Ratios of branching fractions of neutral B modes producing multiple D, D* or D** mesons in units of 107!, upper
limits are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00206.html]|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
B(BY— D7 (2420)7— DY (2420) DT n—nt
(B =Dy ( )[;' )X (Dy 20> DT 7 7) [021£0.05£0 02| [O21Fx0.06]
BB —>D+7r_1r+7r_) -
[068 £0.T5 £0.07] [0B8E0.17]
= —
B(E D"~ (010)K7) [O7ZE0.15F0.06] [078E0.03F£0.03] [O77E0.04]
B(B —>D*+gzglg]
BE o) [(CrEZZEzo] [rrE3o]
BB 5 DFr—)
BB Do) | [T-00E LI0 £ 050 =T
_ BEYDF
B oD s (770)) [E0ES0] [T60ES0]
BY DO (782
B(E =2DTn nln”) [BEIII1roI] [23.8L324]
BB >Dtr—) = : : - -
B(BY—>DTu"w,)
e e 990 L 10.0 L 6.0 L 10
550 D a=y [ ] [ELEDP|
v E=a p—
B(B,:D (2010)u” Tp) 650 F230F60F50] [Te5 £24]
B(BY = D*+(2010)7—)
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http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+10413xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+411xPartialBR_10413_-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+-211+211+411xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+-211+211+411xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+411xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506081.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+411xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+413xoBR_-511_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506081.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+413xoBR_-511_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+93xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+93xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+413xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+413xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+421xoBR_-511_223+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506088.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+421xoBR_-511_223+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+411xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204022.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+411xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-14+13+411xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-14+13+411xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-14+13+413xoBR_-511_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-14+13+413xoBR_-511_-211+413.html
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Table 112: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing a single D* or D** meson in units of 10~*, upper limits are at 90%
CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00207.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
D0 (2007 K7 | [036E017] =056 (036 £ 012 £ 0.08] [O36E012]
D*"(2007) K *7(892) [<0a0] |
D*Y(2007) K" (892) <0691 <0691 <0691
D*Y [T23L035] [T2T T 034 10.22] ;
| | 1.947
[ZT4f016] [204F04TF0.17 £0.16] [2:02 L 0.47]
[70 £0.40] [T39£0.18 F0.206] [223£0.22]
[Z:00 £0.50] [TZ0 £ 028 £ 0.26] T80 F 011 F0.23]
[3°00 £0.80] [3:00 £0.70 £ 0.22 £ 0.20] [300F0.76]
D*T(2010)K*~ (892) | [3330£0.60] [320£0.60 £0.27 £ 0.12] [320F0.67]
D*Y(2007)w (782 330 £0.70] [2Z29£039 £0.40] [364£0.35]
770)D*Y (2007 || L 373 £0.99]
| |
[Zo.1]
=z =z =Z7]
Ez=zz] ) ExEDwy
[C0J0 L 080 £ T.00]
E2EI2E18]°
D*T(2010) K~ K*0(892) | [2oE27E275] [2TE33]
D [2LOE100] [(BIEC5LEEE] 231
D*9(2007) 7~ w7 | [270E5.0] [0 FX27F3.7] [26:0£6.0]
D7 (2010)7 | [EwEmw|
[ ] |z7.9u¢u.su¢1.701%05|3
[0 EZ3 2]
D*T(2010)w(782)7 | [289F30] [288F21F28F17] [288F33]
D*T(2010)r _ntn _wtx_ | [A7.0E£9.0] [AT2E590F71] [E72E9.2]
D*T(2010)7 7t | [700F38.0] [68TF23F72] [681E76]

1 Study of BY » DOt~ decays ; Dalitz fit analysis (152M BB pairs)
2 =0 ()0 _+ _— — .
Study of BY — D 77w~ Decays (31.3M BB pairs)
Branching fraction measurements and isospin analyses for B — D) = decays (65M BB pairs) ; BY - D*tr—

Measurement of the Absolute Branching Fractions B — D(****) 1 with a Missing Mass method (231M BB pairs) ; BC — D*tn—


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00207.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506085.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506085.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-423+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506085.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506035.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506081.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506026.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506026.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506088.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+311+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506088.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+313+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+313+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+93.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+93.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+93.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+211+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+223+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+223+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+223+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+-211+211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+-211+211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+-211+211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+413.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+-211+211+413.html
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Table 113: Branching fractions of neutral B modes producing a single D meson in units of 10, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: (http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00208.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
D'K*"(392) | [<LTI10] [XT180] [XTI110] [X0.1107
D K x| [0-06 £ 0.04] [<X0190] [<LT.1907]
DK (892) | [042£0.06] 0.48 4010 +0.05 [0-40ET.07£0.03] [0-42£70.067
VK [0:52£0.07] 0.50 013 +0.06 [053 £ 0.07£0.03] [0:52£0.07]
_ 088 E£0.17] [088 015 £0.09] 088 E£0.17]
DY’ (958) [T25 F£0.23] |1.14 + 0.204+9 19 [TZZ L 0.13 F0.07] 1.39 £ 0.13 |
f2(1270) DY | [T20F040] | | i1495i0;'5;;1
TR~ [200 £0.60] [2.04F0.45 F0.21 F0.27] [ZO0TFoI18F014] [2.01Fo0.2
D [202E£0.35] [T77T X016 £0.21] [ZE3F009xr01T] [2.36 £ 0.13 ]
DYw (782 [259 £ 0.30] [237 £ 0.23 £0.28] [2.53 F 0.16 ]
28T E0.27] [Z25F0 174 F035] [Z60F009F013] [2.62 F 0.15 |
pE§77ojDE | | ) |2.9140°55 |
[200 F 1.00 £ 0.40]
(DT KK <311 <311 <10
DT K*—(892) | [Z350F0.70] [260 £0.60 £ 0.47 £ 0.16] [460 £ 0.78]
DTKO7— | [490 £ 0.90] [Z00F0.70 £ 0.38 £ 0.32] [£90£0.86]
DY K K0(892) | [ExEInEDw [ExE=w
- [O-78£70.95]
O Eooo=ro0] !
[B00£0.60 £1.50]°
o1 [ZE3ET3] [ZB5ET5]

[2550 £ 0.50 £ 1.60 £ 0.10]3
4

1 Study of BY 5 DOt~ decays ; Dalitz fit analysis (152M BB pairs)
2 Study of BO — D™zt 2~ Decays (31.3M BB pairs)
Branching fraction measurements and isospin analyses for B — D) = decays (65M BB pairs) ; B 5 Dta—

4 Measurement of the Absolute Branching Fractions B — D**) 1 with a Missing Mass method (231M BB pairs) ; BY > Dta—


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00208.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506085.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-313.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-421+-321+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506085.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506085.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0603004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-311+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506035.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_331+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_225+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506081.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_221+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_223+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1112007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_113+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506088.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506026.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-323+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506026.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+311+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+313+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506090.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-321+313+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+211+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506070.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506088.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607016.html
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Table 114: Product branching fractions of neutral B modes producing a single D meson in units of 107>, upper limits are at 90%
CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00208.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
| DVK™(892)[K 7] | (380 L 0.60 £ 0.40] [380E0.72]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00208.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+421xBR_-313_-321+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-511_-313+421xBR_-313_-321+211.html
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Table 115: Branching fractions of strange B modes producing strange D mesons in units of 1072, upper limits are at 90% CL.
The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00402.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
DK~ | | 0.024 +£2-874 +0.003 =+ 0.003 | ] 0.0197 + 0.0018 +5-0033 +0° 0010 [0.020 £ 0.003]
D* V| 0.24 +7'92 +0.03 + 0.03 [0.24 F 0.06 |
DI 7~ | 0.37 £92'95 +a'as £ 0.05 10.30 & 0.02 + 0.02+3 95 [0.32 F 0.03]
DI p~(770) | 0.85 +1'15 +0.11 + 0.13 [0.85 £ 0.21 |
DD | | ERERENERE 1.00+¢°38
D*~p—(770) | | 1.18 £8-22 4+0.17 + 0.18 |
DT D | 2.80 £0 50 £0.70
DT D~ | 3.10 +1 49 +0.80 0 00 0



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00402.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-321+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-213+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-213+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-431+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-431+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+-213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+-213.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+433.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111012.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1303010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+433.html
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Table 116: Ratios of branching fractions of strange B modes producing strange D mesons in units of 107!, upper limits are at
90% CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00402.html]

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
B(B) = D3y (2579)n "7y X) [T =0ITE00r] [033£0.17]
B(BY—>u—7,)

B(BY— D[ (2536)p~ vy X)
BB pu—vy)
B(BY{—DITK™)
BB DT )
B(BY—D_ DJ)
B(B°—D. Dt)

0.97 £ 0.20
74T 1.3

BBY»DIntn n )

B b e BUEELEY
[I1.30 £ 0.80 £ 0.50 £ 1.50] [II3ET1T37]

[BrFI7FI3F10]

20T E3.7E2.0] [20.1F4.2]

B(B;—D; DiT) I3 T T TTIT30]2 343 F 4.7

B(B°—D; D)

1 First Observation of the Decay Bs0 - Ds-Ds+ and Measurement of Its Branching Ratio

2 Measurement of Bs-Ds(*)+Ds(*)- Branching Ratios


http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00402.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-14+13+50+435xoBR_-531_-14+13.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204019.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-14+13+50+435xoBR_-531_-14+13.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_13+14+50+10433xoBR_-531_13+14.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204020.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_13+14+50+10433xoBR_-531_13+14.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-321+431xoBR_-531_-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0707007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-321+431xoBR_-531_-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-431+431xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-431+431xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1306001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1303011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+-211+211+431xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506098.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+-211+211+431xoBR_-511_-211+-211+211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+431xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0601001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+431xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+431xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1303011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+431xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+-211+211+431xoBR_-531_-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204024.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+-211+211+431xoBR_-531_-211+431.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+433xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1303011.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-433+433xoBR_-511_-431+411.html
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Table 117: Branching fractions of strange B modes producing baryons in units of 10~*, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest
version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00403.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb  Average

[I80 L A0 L 000 L 1307 [A8F 2.0]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00403.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-3122+-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111021.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-3122+-211+4122.html

¢8I

Table 118: Branching fractions of strange B modes producing J/v(1S) in units of 10™*, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest

version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00404.html|

PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO

LHCb

Average

J/Y(1S)K" [0:35 F0.06 £ 0.0 £ 0.04] 052 - 005 002 ~0.03] [0.34F0.05
J/(15)K*V (892 0.35 +4'14 +0.09 [0.35 F 0.14 |
J/Y(AS)K T~ 0.39 +3 g6 £0.07 [0.39 £ 0.09]
J/9(18)K*" (892) [0.83 T 14 T0.34 T 0.10] 0.83+p'55
J/P(1S)n | [T F 0500 0.03 ] [5.11 = 0.91 |
J/$(15)$(1020) | O3 F28FT7] [03 £33

Table 119: Product branching fractions of strange B modes producing .J/1(15) in units of 10~*, upper limits are at 90% CL. The

latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00404.html|
Mode PDG 2010 Belle

BABAR CDF DO LHCb

Average

J/Y(195) fo(1370)[r 7 0.34 L0 1T 008 1008
J/(15) fo(980)[m 7| T.16 L0531 TOo 020

T



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00404.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1211003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204014.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-311+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1211002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111020.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_221+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506094.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00404.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+10221xBR_10221_-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+10221xBR_10221_-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+9010221xBR_9010221_-211+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+9010221xBR_9010221_-211+211.html
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Table 120: Ratios of branching fractions of strange B modes producing J/v(1S) in units of 107!, upper limits are at 90% CL.
The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00404.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
=0 0
BB, = J/v(15)Kg) [0S T000 002 003 [0.38F0.07]
BB —J/p(1S)KQ)
B(ﬁBgaJ/d;(lS)w"’wf) [T62 £0.22 F0.16] Ilgiiﬂiil
B(BY —J/4(1S)b (1020
L (U= 050 =0a0] [(ITIEUIrEoor]  [ZZ6E0:37]
B(Bg—J/¢(1S)fg(980)) - 0.40 1 0.27 0.
Sid T - G 2.52 £0-18 1 0. 27 2.53£029 |
B(BO 7/ (15)6(1020)) s d I o 0.32 0 I I +0.a3
0 + =
B(Bg—J/(15)f0(980) X B(fo (980)—nt =~ ) e - 5 E7 T 034
B(BY —J/¢(15)$(1020)) x B(¢(1020) - K+ K—)
RU
Bilgs_’w(zs)¢(102o)) [5-20 £ 1.30 £ 0.70] [Co0 XL I0 T 070 F0060] [CS0rrto0r0o00r070] [B81FX0.85]
B(BY —J/¢(15)$(1020))
RU
B(,BD —>J/¢(1S)j(éozo)) [S00 L 0.10 L 0.70 £ I.10] 8.9 F 1.3
B(BY —J/4(1S)K*Y(892))



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00404.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_310+443xoBR_-511_310+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204015.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_310+443xoBR_-511_310+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+211+443xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204021.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-211+211+443xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_335+443xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1301003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_335+443xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+9010221xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1301004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204007.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+9010221xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+9010221xBR_9010221_-211+211xoBR_-531_333+443xoBR_333_-321+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1212003.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_443+9010221xBR_9010221_-211+211xoBR_-531_333+443xoBR_333_-321+321.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_333+100443xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506101.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1301001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204008.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_333+100443xoBR_-531_333+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_333+443xoBR_-511_-313+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1211001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_333+443xoBR_-511_-313+443.html
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Table 121: Ratios of branching fractions of strange B modes producing multiple D, D* or D** mesons in units of 10°, upper limits
are at 90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00406.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
B(B.—DOK*0(892 : - -
) T8 L 034015 £0.17] [1.48 £ 0.39]



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00406.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_313+421xoBR_-521_113+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204017.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_313+421xoBR_-521_113+421.html

a1

Table 122: Branching fractions of strange B modes producing a single D meson in units of 10, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00408.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
|DOF*O!892f | (4721070452037 ] [4.7 1.2



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00408.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-313+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204018.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-531_-313+421.html
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Table 123: Ratios of branching fractions of charmed B modes producing J/+(1S) in units of 107!, upper limits are at 90% CL.
The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00504.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
o(BE)xB(B = J/¢(18)n+) — 5 -
I (027 F005 = 0.07] [0.22F0.08]
B(Bj—}]/’lﬁ(ls)’ﬂ'*”ﬂ'i’fr{») 3] T m

SIS [30.0+6.04+4.0] . .



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00504.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Sigma_541_xBR_541_211+443xoSigma_521_xoBR_521_321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204026.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Sigma_541_xBR_541_211+443xoSigma_521_xoBR_521_321+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_541_-211+211+211+443xoBR_541_211+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204006.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_541_-211+211+211+443xoBR_541_211+443.html

L81

Table 124: Branching fractions of lambda b modes producing baryons in units of 1073, upper limits are at 90% CL. The latest
version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00603.html]

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF D0 LHCb Average
JZ¢(15§Z| [0.47 £ 021 £0.19] [0.47£0.28]

ATrra | [268£2.9+02 +97| 27+



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00603.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-5122_-3122+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506097.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-5122_-3122+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1212005.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122.html
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Table 125: Ratios of branching fractions of lambda b modes producing baryons in units of 107!, upper limits are at 90% CL. The
latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm /00603.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
CE RS RERLAPEC RV L) [T E0EE007] [042£0.19]
BA) AT r—ntr—) : - - . .
B(Ap— AT (2625)7 — ) x (AF (2625)—~ A7~ «T)

[0I3T0.15004] [0.43F0.16]
B(A) 5 AT =t m—) >

B(AY — AT (2595)7 AT (2595) AT T
(Ap— AT (2595)w >X+< ¢ (2595)» Al 7~ ) [0 £ 0172000 ] [0-4dFo0.1
B(Ag%/\c 7r*7r+7r*)

B(Ay—»SinTn ) x (Z]=AT7T)

BA) AT r—ntn—)
B(AYy—»>Xdrtu~ v P v
Up¥em i Tu ¥ m 1 Pu) 1.08 £ 0.44+0 22 1.08+0°C

BAY AT w=wy)

00

B(Ay—»DYpK ™) - T

22D PR ) 1.12 4 0.19+0 14 1.12 F 0.23

B(Ay = DYpr—)

B(AY AT (2595)u~" ¥

(Ap— AL (2595)p” V) 1.26 + 0.33+0 1.26%"
BA) AT u—wy) e

B(AY — AT (2625)u~ 7, 8

( bﬁoc(+ ) 2.10 + 0.42+0 ¢
B(Ay Al p—Ty)

BAYy Al n " ntn™

( zﬁoc"+" ™) T3 T I5 3] [Z23F21]
BAY AT x—)

B(Ay AT nTn™nt

% 30.4 £ 33570 30.4+7-7
B(A) AT 7—)

B(Ay—AZ7T)

505D ) 330 £3.0 X 40 F11.0] EE1z]

B(AY —AZ T Z!
Ay~ ek vi) | 166.0 + 30.0 + 10.0+55%7 | 166+
BAY— A o) 0 -



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00603.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+211+4222xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_4222_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+211+4222xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_4222_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+75xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_75_-211+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+75xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_75_-211+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+74xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_74_-211+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+74xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_74_-211+211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+211+4112xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_4112_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204028.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+211+4112xoBR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xPartialBR_4112_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+-14+-14+0+13+13+211+4112+4222xoBR_5122_-14+13+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+-14+-14+0+13+13+211+4112+4222xoBR_5122_-14+13+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-321+421+2212xoBR_5122_-211+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-321+421+2212xoBR_5122_-211+421+2212.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-14+13+74xoBR_5122_-14+13+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-14+13+74xoBR_5122_-14+13+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-14+13+75xoBR_5122_-14+13+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-14+13+75xoBR_5122_-14+13+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xoBR_5122_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1204025.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+-211+211+4122xoBR_5122_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+211+211+4122xoBR_5122_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1212004.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_5122_-211+211+211+4122xoBR_5122_-211+4122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-5122_-4122+211xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506103.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-5122_-4122+211xoBR_-511_-211+411.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-5122_-4122+-13+14xoBR_-5122_-4122+211.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506102.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_-5122_-4122+-13+14xoBR_-5122_-4122+211.html
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Table 126: Branching fractions of miscellaneous modes producing charmed particles in units of 10~%, upper limits are at 90% CL.
The latest version is available at: (http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb  Average
| B(B — DD °K) | [1.27 £ 0.31£02 1272038



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_-421+96+111+421.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607010.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_-421+96+111+421.html
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Table 127: Product branching fractions of miscellaneous modes producing charmed particles in units of 10~%, upper limits are at
90% CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html]|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb

Average
f(b— AD) x B(AY — J/9(15)A) | [0.60 £ 0.06 £ 0.06 £ 0.03]
B(B — Y (3940)K) x B(Y (3940) — D*°(2007)D") | =077 [Zo0.67]
B(B — KY(3940)|w(782)J/¢(15)]) | [O7TE0 I3 £0.3T] [0.71£0.31]
B(B — X (3872)K) x B(X(3872) — D*9(2007)D") | [0.80 £0.20 £ 0.10] 0.80 F 0.22



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/f_5_5122xBR_5122_443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1303009.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/f_5_5122xBR_5122_443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_83+96xBR_83_-421+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_83+96xBR_83_-421+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_83+96xBR_83_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0506033.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_83+96xBR_83_223+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_81+96xBR_81_-421+423.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1111016.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/BR_97_81+96xBR_81_-421+423.html
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Table 128: Ratios of branching fractions of miscellaneous modes producing charmed particles in units of 10°, upper limits are at
90% CL. The latest version is available at: [http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html|

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
o (2, )XB(2, —=J/$(1S)27)
o (AD)xB(AD = /¢ (15)A)

e e e
U(Ag)xB(AgﬁJ/w(IS)A) 0.17 + +0.01 0.1 0.03

0.045 +9°915 +0.004 0.04 0.02



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Sigma_5332_xBR_5332_443+3334xoSigma_5122_xoBR_5122_443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1212002.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Sigma_5332_xBR_5332_443+3334xoSigma_5122_xoBR_5122_443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Sigma_5132_xBR_5132_443+3312xoSigma_5122_xoBR_5122_443+3122.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/1212001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Sigma_5132_xBR_5132_443+3312xoSigma_5122_xoBR_5122_443+3122.html
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Table 129: Miscellaneous quantities of miscellaneous modes producing charmed particles in units
CL. The latest version is available at: |http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html|

of 10°, upper limits are at 90%

Mode PDG 2010 Belle BABAR CDF DO LHCb Average
5 (B = J/Y(1S)K™) | [=2887 £ 0.000 £ 0.008] |[=2.93 £0.08 £0.04] [=29T£0.06]
OB = v(ES)K) | [—2.80 £ 0.40 £ 0.10] [=Z80Fr04r]
0y (B = xe1 UP)K) | [0:00£0.30 £ 0.70] [C:00£0.37]
A [°(B - x AP)K™) | [0:03 £ 0.04 £ 0.02] [0:05£0.04]
Apl#(B = xe1 IP)K™) | [0:20 £ 0.07 £ 0.04] [020£0.08]
A, |?(B — J/(1S)K*) | [0-195 £ 0.012 F 0.008 ] [0:233 £ 0.010 £ 0.005 ] [021T9 £ 0.009]
Ayl*(B —» J/p(AS)K") | [023T £ 0.012 £ 0.008] [0-211 £ 0.010 £ 0.006] [0.2179 £0.009]
A F(B > p(2S)KT) | [0:22£0.06 £0.02] [0:22£0.06]
A (B - v(29K) | [0:30£0.06 £ 0.0Z] [0:30£0.06]
Ao~ (B — »(25)K™) | [0I8ET.05]
Ag|?(B — J/$(1S)K*) | [0:574 £ 0.012 £ 0.000] [0.556 F 0.009 F 0.010] [0-56 £0.01]
Ap|“(B = x.1 (1P)K™*) | [0.77 £ 0. [0.77 £ 0.
5, (B > v(25)K" [2.80 [2.
5, (B = J/Y(AS)K™) [2-938 £ 0.064 F 0.010] 2.01 T 0. 2.



http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/00300.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltapara_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0611001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltapara_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltapara_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltapara_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltapara_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltapara_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Aperp_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Aperp_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Apara_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Apara_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Aperp_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0611001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Aperp_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Apara_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0611001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Apara_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Apara_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Apara_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Aperp_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Aperp_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0611001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Azero_97_94+20443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltaperp_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltaperp_97_94+100443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltaperp_97_94+443.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0611001.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/0607013.html
http://hfag.phys.ntu.edu.tw/b2charm/Deltaperp_97_94+443.html

7 B decays to charmless final states

The aim of this section is to provide the branching fractions, polarization fractions, and the par-
tial rate asymmetries (Acp) of charmless B decays. The asymmetry is defined as Agp = %,
where N5 and Np are respectively number of B°/B~ and B°/B* decaying into a specific final
state. Four different B decay categories are considered: charmless mesonic, baryonic, radia-
tive and leptonic. We also include measurements of B, decays. Measurements supported with
written documents are accepted in the averages; written documents include journal papers,
conference contributed papers, preprints or conference proceedings. Results from Acp mea-
surements obtained from time dependent analyses are listed and described in Sec. [l

So far all branching fractions from BABAR and Belle assume equal production of charged
and neutral B pairs. The best measurements to date show that this is still a reasonable
approximation (see Sec. [3)). For branching fractions, we provide either averages or the most
stringent 90% confidence level upper limits. If one or more experiments have measurements
with >40 for a decay channel, all available central values for that channel are used in the
averaging. We also give central values and errors for cases where the significance of the average
value is at least 30, even if no single measurement is above 4o. Since a few decay modes are
sensitive to the contribution of new physics and the current experimental upper limits are not
far from the Standard Model expectation, we provide the combined upper limits or averages in
these cases. Their upper limits can be estimated assuming that the errors are Gaussian. For
Acp we provide averages in all cases.

Our averaging is performed by maximizing the likelihood, £ = HPi(x), where P; is the

probability density function (PDF) of the ith measurement, and x is the branching fraction
or Acp. The PDF is modeled by an asymmetric Gaussian function with the measured central
value as its mean and the quadratic sum of the statistical and systematic errors as the standard
deviations. The experimental uncertainties are considered to be uncorrelated with each other
when the averaging is performed. No error scaling is applied when the fit y? is greater than 1
since we believe that tends to overestimate the errors except in cases of extreme disagreement
(we have no such cases). One exception to consider the correlated systematic errors is the
inclusive B — X,y mode, which is sensitive to physics beyond the Standard Model. In this
update, we have included new measurements from both Belle and BABAR to perform the average.
The detail is described in Sec. [7.3l

At present, we have measurements of more than 400 decay modes, reported in about 300
papers. Because the number of references is so large, we do not include them with the tables
shown here but the full set of references is available quickly from active gifs at the “2011” link
on the rare web page: http://www.slac.stanford.edu/xorg/hfag/rare/index.html. The
largest improvement since the last report has been inclusion of a variety of new measurements
from the LHC, especially LHCb. The measurements of B, decays are particularly noteworthy:.

7.1 Mesonic charmless decays
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Table 130: Branching fractions (BF) of charmless mesonic B* decays with kaons (in units of

x10%)). Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary)
results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP#  Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF  New avg.
220 KOnt 23.1+ 1.0 23.9+1.1+1.0 23977053 +0.69 18875 ITTL 23.80 +£0.74
221 K70 12.9+0.6 13.6£0.64+0.7  12.62+0.314+0.56  12.9725112 12.9475-32
222 K+ 70.6 + 2.5 71.5+ 1.3 +3.2 69.2+2.2+3.7 8030 + 7 71.1+ 2.6
223 w K+t 49734 48716 1038 <29 111127 50118
- Kr(1430)t New 52+1.9+1.0 52421
- 7'K3;(1430)* New 28.0745 £26 28.0733
224 nkK+ 2.33170-33 2947039 £0.21  2124+0.23+0.11 2.2728 2.3617027
225 nk*+ 19.3+ 1.6 189+ 1.8+1.3 19.3729 4+ 1.5 264795 +3.3 19.3+1.6
226 7Kg (1430)T 158 +3.1 158422422 15.8+3.1
227 nkj(1430)*" 9.1+3.0 9.1+27+14 9.1+3.0
228 n(1295) K+t 2.9708 < 4.0 < 4.0
230 n(1405)K*+t <1.2 <1.2 <1.2
231 n(1475) K+ 13.8734 13.871-5+10 13.8721
232 f1(1285) K+ <20 < 2.0 < 2.0
233 f1(1420)K*% <29 <29 <29
235 $(1680) Kt <34 <34 <34
236 wk*t 6.7+0.8 6.3+0.5+0.3 81+0.6+0.6 3.2775+08 6.7+0.5
237 wk*t <74 <74 < 87 <74
239 wK((1430)t 24.0 +5.1 24.0+2.6+4.4 24.0 £ 5.1
240 wK3(1430)F 21.5+4.3 21.5+3.6 £ 2.4 21.5+4.3
240  ao(980)°K T t <25 <25 <25
241 ao(980)t KO ¢ <3.9 <3.9 < 3.9
243 KO+ 10.1+0.9 10.8+0.6712 9.7+£0.6755 76732 +1.6 9.9108
244 K*tn0 6.9+2.4 8.2+1.5+1.1 71t +10 82418
245 Ktata= 5142.9 54.4+1.1+46 48.8 £1.1+3.6 51.0 £ 3.0
246 Ktrtn—(NR) 16.3721 9.3+1.0752 16.9+1.371F <28 16.3 £ 2.0
- K+n0n0 New 162+12+15 16.2+£1.9
248 fo(980)Kt ¢ 9.4119 10.3+0.5739 8.8+0.8703 9.4195
249 fo(1270)°K+ 1.074£027  0.88+0267020 1334030102 1.0610°28
250  fo(1370)°K T ¢ < 10.7 < 10.7 < 10.7
251 oY (1450) K+ <117 <117 <117
253 fo(1500)K T 1 0.73+£0.52  0.73£0.21£0.47 0.73 + 0.52
254 fh(1525)KT <34 <34 < 4.9 <34
255 PO Kt 3.740.5 3.56 £ 0.457557 3.89£0.4770% g4T29+1.8 3.8110 %%
256 K¢ (1430)07t 4519 32.0 £ 1.27%° 51.6+1.7779 45.146.3
257 K3(1430)0xt 5.6122 5.6+1.270% < 6.9 5.6122
258  K*(1410)°x*+ < 45 < 45 < 45
259  K*(1680)°7t <12 <15 <12 <12
260 K-ntnt <0.95 <0.95 <45 <0.95
262  K1(1270)07+ < 40 <40 <40
263 K1(1400)°7t <39 <39 <39
264 KOt x0 < 66 < 66 < 66
265 pT KO 8.0+ 15 8.071%+06 < 48 8.017%
266 K*trta= 75410 75.3+6.0£8.1 75.3 +10.1
267 K*+p0 <6.1 4.6+1.0+0.4 <74 4.6+1.1
268 fo(980)K*T ¢ 5.241.3 42+406+0.3 4.2+0.7

TProduct BF - daughter BF taken to be 100%
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Table 131: Branching Fractions (BF) of charmless mesonic Bt decays with kaons - part 2 (in
units of 1079). Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary)
results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New avg. |

269 af KO 3547 349+ 50+ 4.4 34.9+6.7
270 bl KO ¢ 9.6+ 1.9 9.6+ 1.740.9 9.6+ 1.9
271 K*0pt 9.2+1.5 96+1.7+1.5 89+1.7+1.2 9.2+1.5
274 WK™t 9.1+20 9.1+1.7+1.0 9.1+20
275 bi "t <5.9 <5.9 <59
276 BOKT ¢ < 6.7 < 6.7 < 6.7
277 K+K’ 1.36 £0.27 1.61+£0.44£0.00 1117519 £0.05 <33 1.19+0.18
278 RKK*n0 <24 <24 <24
279  KtKgKg 11.5+1.3 107412410 134419415 11.54+1.3
280 KgKgnt < 0.51 < 0.51 <3.2 < 0.51
281  KtEK-nt 5.0 +0.7 5.0+0.5+0.5 <13 5.0+ 0.7
283 KK+ <11 <11 <5.3 <11
284 K, (1430)0K+ <22 <22 <22
—  K,(1430)°K+ New <11
285  KtKtm— <0.16 <0.16 <24 <0.16
288 K*tnt K- <11.8 <11.8 <118
289 KK 1.240.5 1.240.5+0.1 <71 1.240.5
200  K*tKtae < 6.1 <6.1 <6.1
291  KTK KT 33.7+£2.2 33.5+£09+16  30.6+1.2+2.3 325+ 15
292 oK+ 8.3+0.7 84407407  9.60+£092739 55721406 76413406 8.30+0.65
294 a2(1320)K 1 <11 <11 <11
297 ¢(1680)K T+ <0.8 <0.8 <0.8
300 K*TKtK- 36+5 36.2 + 3.3+ 3.6 36.2+4.9
301 pK*t 10.0 2.0 11.2+1.0£0.9 6.7+2.1+0.7 10.615-4+1-8 100+ 1.1
303 ¢K1(1270)F 6.1+ 1.9 6.1+ 1.6+ 1.1 6.1+1.9
304 ¢K1(1400)T <32 <32 <32
305  ¢K*(1410)* <43 < 4.3 < 4.3
306 ¢Kg(1430)T 7.0+ 1.6 7.0+ 1.340.9 7.0+ 1.6
307 ¢K3(1430)t 8.4+2.1 84+18+1.0 8.4+2.1
308 ¢Ka(1770)T <15 <15 <15
309  ¢Ko(1820)T <16 <16 <16

- af K*0 New <36 <3.6
310 ppKT § 4.9%23 5.6+£0.5+£0.3 3.275¢ 1+ 0.3 4.6+£0.4
311 n'n K+ <25 <25 <25
312 Ktwe <1.9 <19 < 1.9
313 KtX(1812) t <0.32 <0.32 <0.32

TProduct BF - daughter BF taken to be 100%; §Mys < 2.85 GeV/c?
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Table 132: Branching Fractions (BF) of charmless mesonic B* decays without kaons (in units
of 107%). Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary)

results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP#  Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF  New avg. |

330 a0 57405 5.02+0.46 £0.29 5.86+0.26+0.38  4.67}310S 5.48103°
331 rtrta= 152+ 1.5 1524£0.6 £ 1.3 152+ 1.4
332 POt 8.3+1.2 81+0.711% 8.013 3 +0.7 104133 + 2.1 8.371%2
333 fo(980)7T 1 <1,5 <15 <15
334 f2(1270)7* 1.570% 1.57 £0.4210-52 1.5770-55
335 p(1450)°7t t 14798 14404705 14798
336 fo(1370)7t t < 4.0 <4.0 < 4.0
338 wtaat(NR) 53519 5.3 +£0.7713 53513
340 ptm® 109+ 1.4 1024+1.4+0.9 13.2+2.37 19 <43 109172
342 ptp° 24.0£1.9 23.7+£1.4+14 31771133 24.0737
343 fo(980)pT t < 2.0 < 2.0 < 2.0
344 af m0 26+ 7 26.4+54+4.1 26.4 + 6.8
345 abrt 2046 20.4 +4.7+3.4 20.4+5.8
346 wrt 6.9+0.5 6.7£0.5+0.4 6.9+06+05 113753 +1.4 6.9+0.5
347 wpt 15.9+2.1 159+ 1.6 +1.4 <61 159+ 2.1
348 nmt 4.07£0.32  4.00£0.40£0.24 4.07£0.26 £0.21 121238 4.02£0.27
349 npt 7.0+ 2.9 9.9+1.2+0.8 41713+ 04 4.8%52 6.9+1.0
350 n'nt 2.740.9 3.540.6 +0.2 18707 +0.1 1038 2.775-2
351 n'pt 8.7159 9.7 1911 <5.8 1127249 9.8750
352 ¢t <0.24 <0.24 <5 <0.24
353 ppt <3.0 <30 <16 <3.0
354  ap(980)°7t t <538 <58 <58
355  ap(980)T 70 t <14 <14 <14
359 Wt 6.7+ 2.0 6.7+1.7+1.0 6.7+2.0
360 b0t <33 <33 <33
362 b p0 t <52 < 5.2 <52
364 ot <33 <33 <33

TProduct BF - daughter BF taken to be 100%;
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Table 133: Branching fractions of charmless mesonic B® decays with kaons (in units of 1079).
Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since

PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New avg.
210 Ktr— 19.4+0.6 191406406 20.0+0.34+0.63 18.0737 07 19.5570:22
211 KOz 9.5+ 0.8 1014£0.6+04 9.66+0.46+0.49  12.8739717 9.9215-49
212 n K° 66 + 4 68.5+2.2+3.1 58.9736 443 89T +9 66.1+3.1
213 n K*0 3.841.1+05 31752 +0.3 <26 7.87% 7 3.140.9
- n' K (1430)° New 6.3+1.3+0.9 6.3+1.6
- 7' K3(1430)° New 137730 £ 1.2 13.7+32
214 nK© 1157533 £0.09 1157032 +£0.09  1.277035 +0.08 0.073:9 1.23%7537
215 nkK*0 15.9+ 1.0 165+1.1+08  152+1.2+10 138T}2+1.6 15.94 1.0
216 nkg(1430)° 9.6+ 1.9 9.6+14+13 9.6+1.9
217 7K3(1430)° 9.6+ 2.1 9.6+ 1.8+ 1.1 9.6 +2.1
218 wk?© 5.0 + 0.6 5.4+0.8+0.3 44708 404 10.0755 +1.4 5.0 + 0.6
219  ao(980)°K?O § <78 <78 <78
220 KO 1 <738 < 7.8 <738
221 ap(980)" K+ f <19 <19 <19
222 by Kt 74414 74+1.0+1.0 74+1.4
223 WK <80 <80 <80
224 by K* t <50 <5.0 <5.0
225  ag(1450)" Kt t <31 <3.1 <31
227 wK*0 2.0+0.5 2.240.6+0.2 1.840.7703 <23 2.0+0.5
229 wK((1430)° 16.0 £ 3.4 16.0+ 1.6 + 3.0 16.0 + 3.4
230 wKz(1430)° 10.1+2.3 1014204 1.1 10.1+2.3
231 wK*tn~ (NR)! 5.14+1.0 5.14+0.7+0.7 5.14+1.0
232 Ktr—x0 35.9728 3854+ 1.0+ 3.9 36.6752+3.0 <40 37.8+3.2
233 pm Kt 84158 6.6+ 0.5+0.8 15.1133+24 1675 +£3 7.240.9
234 p(1450)" K+ <21 24+1.0+06 2.4+1.2
235 p(1700)~ K+ <11 0.6+ 0.6 + 0.4 0.6 +0.7
236 Ktn 7O(NR) 4.4+1.0 2.8+ 0.5+0.4 <94 2.8+ 0.6
239 K3(1430)°x° <4.0 <4.0 < 4.0
240 K*(1680)°7° <75 <175 <75
242 KOntr~ 49.6 £ 2.0 50.2+15+1.8  47.5+24+3.7 50180 +7 49.6 £2.0
243 K% tn (NR) 14.775°2 111722+ 0.9 19.9+2.5737 14.7+2.0
244 PO KO 47406 44407403 6.1+ 1,011 <39 47407
245 K**n~ 9.4113 83705 +08 84411700 1678 +2 8.6 +0.9
246 Kg(1430)t 7 33+7 299123 + 36 49.7+3.8753 33.573%
248  K*(1410)t7~ ¢ < 86 < 86 < 86
249 fo(980)K° t 7.04+0.9 6.9+£0.8%0.6 7.6+ 17709 7.040.9
250 f2(1270)°K° 27758409 277534+ 0.9 < 2.5t 2.7113

tProduct BF - daughter BF taken to be 100%, fRelative BF converted to absolute BF 10.755 <
M(Kr) < 1.250 GeV/c? ?Excludes M(KsKg) regions [3.400,3.429] and [3.540,3.585] and
M(KsKp) < 1.049 GeV/c? ®Includes K7 S-wave contribution and uncorrected for K*(1430)
branching fraction
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Table 134: Branching fractions of charmless mesonic B® decays with kaons - Part 2 (in units
of 107%). Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary)
results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New avg. |
252 K*070 3.6+£0.7+04 3.3+£05+04 04719 +01 0.015 3102 2.5 +£0.6
253 K3 (1430)T 7~ <6.3 < 16.2 < 6.3 <6.3
254 K*(1680)T 7~ <10 <25 <10.1 < 10.1
256 POkt 2.840.5+0.5 2.840.5+0.5 2 2.8+ 0.7
257 fo(980) K+ m™ 1.4+04%3% 1.4+04%0% 2 14703
258 Ktr—nta— < 2.1 < 2.1 <21
259 K*Ontr— 54+5 54.5+2.9 +£4.3 451111091 54.5 £ 5.2
260 K*0p0 3477 5.1+£0.675 2.179-810-2 <34 3.9+£0.8
261 fo(980)K*0 1 <22 5.7+ 0.6 +0.3 <22 5.7 4 0.7
f0(980) K5 (1430)° 1 New 8.6+ 1.7+ 1.0 8.6 & 2.0
262 K1(1270) T 7~ < 30 1778, 1778,
263 K1(1400) T 7~ <27 17ty 17+7
264 ay KT 16 + 4 16.3£2.9+2.3 16.3 £3.7
265 K*tp— <12 10.34+ 2.3+ 1.3 10.3 4 2.6
267 KTK~ < 0.41 0.04 £0.15£0.08  0.09791% £ 0.01 <08 0.23 £0.10 £0.10f  0.1370:80
268 KOK?° 0.9673-29 1.08+£0.284+0.11  1.267073 +0.06 <3.3 1.21 4 0.16
269 KoK~ 7t <18 6.44 1.0+ 0.6 <18 <21 6.4+ 1.2
270 K*OK° <1.9 <1.9 <1.9
271 KtK— 70 <19 <19 <19
272 KgKgn® < 0.9 < 0.9 < 0.9
273 KgKgn < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0
274 KgKgn' < 2.0 < 2.0 < 2.0
275 KtK~ KO 24.7 +2.3 23.84+ 2.0+ 1.6 28.3 4+ 3.3 + 4.0 24.7+2.3
276 KO 86113 84715 +05 9.0722 1 o7 54137 +o0.7 8.3112
277 KsKsKg 62712 6.19 & 0.48 + 0.19 4271% o8 6.04 + 0.50
- fo(1T10)Kg 1 New 0.50702% +0.11 ¢ 0.50 7947
- fo(2010)K g t New 0.54T0-20 +0.52 ¢ 0.54 4+ 0.56
278 KsKsKy, < 16 < 162 < 162
279 K*OKTK~ 27.5 4+ 2.6 27.54+ 1.3+ 2.2 27.5 £ 2.6
280 oK*0 9.8£0.6 9.7+£0.5+06 10.071:8797 11.5745+1-8 9.8 £0.7
281 K*OxtK— 4.6+ 1.4 46+1.1+0.8 <13.9° 4.6+ 1.4
282 K*OK*0 1.28%0%5 +o11 1.28703% +o.1 0.26T0 33019 <22 0.81 £ 0.23
- KZ(1430)°K;5(1430)° New < 8.4 < 8.4
- K (1430)9K*0 New < 3.3 <33
- K (1430)0 7t K~ New <31.83 <31.83
- KtnntK— New <723 <723
283 K*K+rn— <22 < 2.2 <763 <22
284 K*0 0 < 0.41 < 0.41 <0.2 <37 <02
- KZ(1430)° K} (1430)° New <47 <47
- K (1430)0 K*0 New < 1.7 < 1.7
- Ktn Ktr— New <6.03 <6.03
285 K*TK*~ < 2.0 < 2.0 < 141 < 2.0
289 K (1430)0 3.940.5+0.6 3.940.5+0.6 3.9 4 0.8
290 $K*(1680)° <35 <35 < 3.5
291 $K3(1780)° <27 < 2.7 < 2.7
292 K (2045)0 < 15.3 < 15.3 < 15.3
294 K3 (1430)° 7.5+ 1.0 7.540.940.5 7.5+ 1.0
295 oK § 41717+ 04 45+0.8+0.3 23759 +0.2 3.6 £0.7
296 n'n’ KO <31 < 31 <31

tProduct BF - daughter BF taken to be 100%, §Mys < 2.85 GeV/c? $0.55 < M(nm) < 1.42
GeV/c? and 0.75 < M(Km) < 1.20 GeV /c?; 10.55 < M (nm) < 1.42 GeV/c?; 20.75 < M(KT) <

1.20 GeV/c?

198



Table 135: Branching fractions of charmless mesonic BY decays without kaons (in units of 1079).
Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since
PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New avg.
315 nt 5.13 + 0.24 5.54+04+03 5.04+£0.21+£0.19 45775705 502+0.33+£0.35f 5.11£0.22
316 nOm0 1.62+0.31 1.83+£0.21+0.13 2.310210-2 <44 1.0119-22
317 nm® <15 <15 <25 <29 <15
318 nm < 1.0 < 1.0 <20 <18 <10
319 7' w0 1.2£0.6 0.94+0.4+0.1 2.84+1.0+0.3 0.0t08 1.2£0.4
320 n'n’ < 1.7 < 1.7 < 6.5 < 47 < 1.7
321 n'n < 1.2 < 1.2 < 4.5 <27 < 1.2
322 7’ p° <13 <28 <13 <12 <13
323 fo(980)n" 1 <1.5 < 0.9 < 0.9
324 np <15 <15 <19 <10 <15
325 fo0(980)n t <04 <04 <0.4
326 wn 0.9470-35 4+ 0.09 <14 <12 <14
327 wn’ 1.0175:35 +0.09 <18 <2.2 <60 <1.8
328 wp® <16 <16 <11 <16
329 fo(980)w <15 <15 <15
330 ww < 4.0 < 4.0 <19 <4.0
331 ¢m® <0.28 <0.28 <5 <0.28
332 én <05 <05 <9 <05
333 o’ <0.5 <11 <0.5 <31 <0.5
334 #0° <0.33 <0.33 <13 <0.33
335 f0(980)¢ 1 <0.38 <0.38 <0.38
336 we <1.2 <1.2 <21 <12
337 b <0.2 <0.2 <12 <0.2
338 af (980)nt < 3.1 < 3.1 <31
339 af (1450)7t § <23 <23 <23
341 p0x® 2.0+ 0.5 1.440.6+0.3 3.0+ 0.5+ 0.7 1.6720 + o8 2.0+ 0.5
342 pFat 23.0+2.3 22.6 4+ 1.8 +£2.2 226 £1.1+£44 276737 +42 23.0 +2.3
343 ata=atn <19.3 <231 <19.3 <19.3
344 POt a— (NR) < 8.8 < 8.8 <12 < 8.8
345 p0p0 0.73 + 0.28 0.92 +0.32 + 0.14 04404103 <18 0.73+9:21
346  f0(980)r T w1~ (NR) < 3.8 < 3.8 < 3.8
347 f0(980)p° 1 <03 < 0.40 <03 <03
348 fo(980)f0(980) t <01 <0.19 <01 <01
350 afn 33+5 33.2+£3.8+3.0 33.2+4.8
353 PP~ 24.2 4+ 3.1 25.5 £2.1135 22.8 £3.8723 24.215}
355 w <05 <05 <20 <55 <05
357 aipT <61 <61 <61
359 bt ¢ 10.9 £ 1.5 10.9£1.240.9 10.9 £ 1.5
360 b0 + < 1.9 < 1.9 < 1.9
361 bEpT t < 1.4 < 1.4 < 1.4
362 bl(l’p“ T < 3.4 < 3.4 < 3.4
364 afaf 47.34+10.5+6.3  47.3+£10.5+6.3 47.3+12.2

TProduct BF - daughter BF taken to be 100%, fRelative BF converted to absolute BF
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Table 136: Relative branching fractions of B® — KTK~, K*7~ 7#7x~. Values in red (blue)
are new published (preliminary) result since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. CDF DO New avg. |
267 B(B® - KT*K~)/B(B® — K*Tn™) 0.020 = 0.008 + 0.006 0.020 £ 0.010
315 B(B® — ntn7)/B(B® = K*n™) 0.259 +0.017 £ 0.016 0.259 + 0.023
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7.2 Radiative and leptonic decays

Table 137: Branching fractions of semileptonic and radiative B* decays (in units of 107%).
Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since
PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New Avg. |

314 K*Toy 4214+ 1.8 422+1.4+1.6 425 £3.1+£24 376159 238 421+ 1.8
315 K (1270) 43 +13 43+9+9 43 + 12
316 Ktny 7.9£0.9 7.7T£1.0+04 8.4t15 o009 7.9+0.9
317 KTn'y <42 19113 +ou 3.6+1.2+04 2.9%09
318 KT ¢y 3.5+0.6 3.5+ 0.6 + 0.4 2.48 + 0.30 4 0.24 2.71 + 0.34
319 Ktn nty 27.6 + 2.2 205+1.3+20% 25.0+1.84+221% 27.6 £ 1.8
320 K*Ortoy g 2017 2077 +2 2017
321 KTp% g < 20 < 20 < 20
322 Ktax—zxty (N.R.) § < 9.2 < 9.2 <9.2
323 KOntaly 46 £ 5 45.6 £ 4.2 + 3.1 1 45.6 + 5.2
324 K (1400)~ <15 <15 <15
325 K3(1430) 1~ 14+4 14.5 4+ 4.0+ 1.5 14.5 + 4.3
327 K3 (1780) <39 <39 < 39
329 pty 0.98 + 0.25 1.2070:32 £ 0.20 0.8776-29+0.09 <13 0.9810-2%
379 pAy 2.510-8 2.45704% +0.22 2.4575%
383 px0ny <4.6 < 4.6 < 4.6
412 atete— < 0.049 < 0.12 < 0.049 < 0.049
413 atete™ < 0.080 < 0.18 < 0.080 < 0.080
414 atutu~ < 0.069 < 0.28 < 0.069 < 0.069
415 rtuw < 100 < 100 < 170 < 100
416 KTete 0.51 %+ 0.05 0.48 £0.09 £0.02  0.53709% +0.03 0.51 4 0.05
417 Ktete™ 0.55 + 0.07 0517017 £0.02 0571009 £0.03 <24 0.55 4+ 0.07
118 Ktptp~ 0.52 £ 0.07 0.4110-1% + 0.02 0.53 +0.0810-07 < 3.68 0.46 £ 0.04 £ 0.02  0.47 £ 0.04
419 KTuo <14 <13 <14 < 240 <13
420 ptuw < 150 < 150 < 150
421 K*tete 1.29 £ 0.21 1407029 £0.09  1.24702% +0.13 1.2010-22
422 K*tete~ 1.5510-30 1.3870-97 + 0.08 1731055 £ 0.20 1551050
423 K*Fputp~ 1167050 1467978 £012 1117332 1010 0.95+0.32+0.08 1.077322
424 K*tuw < 80 < 80 < 140 < 80
427 rtef ¥ <0.17 <0.17 <0.17
428 Ktetpu~ < 0.091 < 0.091 < 0.091
429 Kte put < 0.13 < 0.13 < 0.13
431 KtrE,F <77 <77 <77
434 K*tet,F <1.4 <1.4 <1.4
435 retet < 1.6 < 1.6 < 1.6
436 aptpt < 1.4 < 1.4 < 1.4
437 et ut < 1.3 < 1.3 < 1.3
438 p~etet < 2.6 < 2.6 < 2.6
439 putut < 5.0 < 5.0 < 5.0
443 petut < 3.3 < 3.3 < 3.3
441 K~ etet < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0
442 K- ptpt <18 <18 <1.8
443 K~etput < 2.0 < 2.0 < 2.0
444 K*~etet < 2.8 <28 < 2.8
445 K* putut <83 <83 <83
446 K*~etput < 4.4 < 4.4 < 4.4

TMyr < 1.8 GeV/c? 11

0 < Mgrr < 2.0 GeV/c?
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Table 138: Branching fractions of semileptonic and radiative B® decays (in units of 1079).
Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since

PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

[ RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New Avg. |
0 +2.1 +3.141.9 +1.8
297 KOy 7.6+ 1.8 71T5 0 £04 8.7 5 1% 76713
298 KOn/~ < 6.6 < 6.6 < 6.4 < 6.4
299 KO%¢vy <2.7 <2.7 2.74 + 0.60 + 0.32 2.74 + 0.68
300 Ktn=vg 46+1.4 461715405 4.6+1.4
301 K*0y 433+ 1.5 44.7+1.0£1.6 40.1£2.1+£1.7 455177 +3.4 433+ 1.5
302 K*(1410)%~ < 130 < 130 < 130
303 Ktz ~ (N.R.)§ < 2.6 < 2.6 < 2.6
304 KOrntrn—n 19.5 £ 2.2 185+ 2.1+ 1.2 1 244+4+3t 19.5 £ 2.2
305 Ktz=x0y 41+4 40.7+2.24+3.1 ¢t 40.7 £+ 3.8
306 Kg(1270)~, < 58 < 58 < 58
307 K7 (1400)y <15 <15 <15
308 K3 (1430)0~ 12.4 + 2.4 12.2+ 2.5+ 1.0 13+54+1 12.4 + 2.4
310 K3 (1780)0~ < 83 <83 < 83
0 +0.24 +0.1740.09 +0.15
312 00 0.86 foo.l185 0.9713%? +0.06 078(()0119670‘10 <17 0.8618}g
313 wy 0.44701% 0.5070-37 +0.09 0.407012 £ 0.13 <9.2 0.44701%
314 @y < 0.85 < 0.85 < 3.3 < 0.85
418 wOete— <0.12 < 0.12 < 0.154 < 0.12
419 nlete™ <0.14 <0.14 < 0.227 <0.14
420 Outp~ <1.8 < 0.51 < 0.184 < 0.184
421 wOvw < 220 < 220 < 220
0yp+ p— +0.08 +0.15 +0.09 +0.08
422 KDZ+Z 0‘3118‘?3 042118}g +0.02 0‘3418‘92 +0.02 0‘3118‘%
423 KOete 0.1610 09 0.0815 15 £ 0.01 0201015 £ 0.01 < 8.45 0.1679-49
424 KOutp~ 0.4510-12 0497022 + 003 0.44731% +0.03 < 6.64 0.32£0.10£0.02  0.38+0.07
425 K%vw < 160 < 56 < 160 < 56
426 pOvT < 440 < 440 < 440
*0 p+ p— +0.12 +0.22 +0.13 +0.13
427 K Oz+z 0'9918}5 1'0313‘% +0.07 0'9718'%% +0.07 0'9918}5
" _ : : : :
428 K Oe+e 140318% 048618%6 +0.05 1418;8‘%3 +0.09 140318}g
« . : : : :
429 K*Outy 1.0570-19 1.3570°39 £0.10 1.06701% £ 0.07 1.024+0.10£0.06  1.057589
430 K*Ouw < 120 < 120 < 340 < 120
431 GvT < 58 < 58 < 58
433 et T <0.14 <0.14 <0.14
434 KOet,F <0.27 <0.27 <0.27
437 K*0ex,F < 5.8 < 0.58 < 0.58

TMrr < 1.8 GeV /% 1 1.0 < Myrr < 2.0 GeV/c% §1.25 GeV/c?> < My, < 1.6 GeV/c?
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Table 139: Branching fractions of semileptonic and radiative B decays (in units of 107%).

Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since
PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO New Avg. |
66 Ky 8.5718 85713409 8.511¢
68 K3(1430)y 1798 1.7406+£01  1.7+0.6
70 K3(1780)y <37 <28 <28
77 sy 360 + 23 327 + 18153 345 + 15 4 40 321+43%32  355+24+9
78 dy 12+6 9.24+2.0+2.3 9.2+3.0
82 Py 1.3940.25 1737032 + 017 1.21%920 +0.12 <14 1.3975:22
83 plwy 1.39 4 0.23 1.637059 £0.16  1.14+0.2075:15 <14 1.3075:18
113 sete™ t 47+1.3 6.0+1.7+13 4.56 £ 115703 <57 4.91710%
114 sptp~ 4.3+1.2 50+2.8+1.2 1.91 £ 1.02701% <58 2.2370-07
115 FIAYAE: 4.5+1.0 56+1.5+13 3.33 +£0.8010 3% <42 3.66175:70
116 Tt < 0.062 < 0.091 < 0.062 < 0.062
117 Kete™ 0.44 + 0.06 0.3970:0% £0.02  0.48700% £0.03 0.44 + 0.06
118 K*ete~ 1.19 4 0.20 0.997053 £0.06  1.397058 £0.12 1191077
119 Kutp~ 0.48 4 0.06 0.417515 +£0.02  0.50 4 0.06 4 0.03 0.48 + 0.06
120 K*ptp~ 1.15+0.15 1357032 £0.10  1.107515 £ 0.08 1157018
121 Kete- 0.454+0.04  0.3940.07+£0.02 0487005 +0.03 <17 0.45 + 0.04
122 K*ete- 1.08 £0.11 1111979 £0.07  1.0715 15 £0.09 <3.3 1087013
— Kvv New <14 <14
123 K*uvp <80 <80 <80
125 metpF < 0.092 < 0.092 <16 < 0.092
126 petpuF < 3.2 < 3.2 < 3.2
127 Ke*uF < 0.038 < 0.038 <16 < 0.038
128 K*e*p¥ < 0.51 < 0.51 < 6.2 < 0.51
— sy with baryons New <38 % < 38 7

TE, > 2.0 GeV; tM({T07) > 0.2 GeV/c?
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Table 140: Isospin symmetry for various B decays. Values in red (blue) are new published
(preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Parameter PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle New Avg. |
65 Ag-(K*y)  0.066+0.030  0.066 4 0.021 +0.022 0.012 +0.044 4 0.026  0.052 & 0.026
77 Ag-(Xs7) —0.01 + 0.06 —0.01 % 0.06 —0.01 4 0.06
82 A, —0.46 4+ 0.17 —0.4315:25 £ 0.10 —0.48F03510 %8 —0.4619-17
121 Ao (Ke0)t —0.4075:38 —1.4370:2% + 0.05 —0.3155017 + 0.08 ~0.40707%
122 Ao_(K*00)t  —0.44+0.13 —0.56151% +0.03 —0.2940.164+0.09  —0.447013
Ao (KMee)yt  —0.45+0.17 —0.64151 £0.03 —0.307512 £0.08  —0.45+0.10

T me < M/

Table 141: Partial branching fractions for various B decays. Values in red (blue) are new

published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP#  Mode q¢? [(GeV/c®)?]+ PDG2010 Avg.  BABAR Belle CDF f LHCb } New Avg. |
121 Kete— <20 0817518 £0.05  0.33 +£0.10 £0.02 0.46 + 0.09
Ketes (2.0, 4.3] 0.4670-75 £0.03  0.77 +0.14 £ 0.05 0.61 %+ 0.10
Kete [4.3,8.68] 1.0010-12 £0.06  1.05 £ 0.17 + 0.07 1.03%9-1%
Kete™ [10.09, 12.86) 0.5575-1% £0.03  0.48+0.10£0.03 0.5079-99
Kete~ [14.18, 16.00] 0.3810-19 £0.02  0.52+0.09 +0.03 0.4979-09
Ketes > 16.00 0.98170-20 £0.06  0.38 +0.09 + 0.02 0.49 + 0.08
122 K*ete- <20 14617090 £0.11  1.73+£033+£0.10 0.56+0.11£0.03  0.74 £ 0.10
K*ete~ [2.0, 4.3] 0.867850 £0.07 0.82+0.26+0.06 0.28+0.08+0.02 0.37 + 0.08
K*ete~ [4.3,8.68] 1.377047 £0.39  1.724+0.41 +£0.14  0.55+0.07 +0.03  0.60 % 0.07
K*ete— [10.09, 12.86] 2247090 £ 019 1.774+0.34+£0.11  0.53+0.09+£0.03  0.68 £ 0.09
K*ete~ [14.18, 16.00] 1.0510°2% £0.08  1.214£0.24+0.07 0.59+£0.10 +£0.03  0.72 £ 0.09
K*ete~ > 16.00 2.047027 £0.16  0.884+0.22+£0.05 0.48+0.08+£0.03 0.64+0.08

T see the original paper for the exact ¢* selection. 1 muon mode only (¢ = pu).

7.3 B — X,y

The decay b — s7v proceeds through a process of flavor changing neutral current. Since the
charged Higgs or SUSY particles may contribute in the penguin loop, the branching fraction
is sensitive to physics beyond the Standard Model. Experimentally, the branching fraction is
measured using either a semi-inclusive or an inclusive approach. A minimum photon energy
requirement is applied in the analysis and the branching fraction is corrected based on the
theoretical model for the photon energy spectrum (shape function). Where there are multiple
experimental results from an experiment, we use only the ones that are independent for BABAR
and Belle to avoid dealing with correlated errors. Furthermore, the model uncertainties from
the shape function should be highly correlated but no proper action was made in our older
averages. To perform the average with better precision and good accuracy, it is important to
use as many experimental results as possible and to handle the shape function issue in a proper
way. In this note, we report the updated average of b — s branching fraction by implementing
a common shape function.

Several shape function schemes are commonly used. Usually one is chosen to obtain the
extrapolation factor, defined as the ratio of the b — sy branching fractions with minimum
photon energies above and at 1.6 GeV, and the difference between various schemes are treated
as the model uncertainty. O. Buchmiiller and H. Flacher have calculated the extrapolation
factors [445]. Table lists the extrapolation factors with various photon energy cuts for
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Table 142: Forward-backward asymmetry for various B decays. Values in red (blue) are new

published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP#  Mode 2 [(GeV/c?)?] ¢ PDG2010 Avg. Belle CDF t LHCbD } New Avg. |
+ - +0.32 +0.32 2+0.42 +0.20
121 Kete < 2.0 0.067032 + 0.02 0.06 7052 + 0.02 0.137092 + 0.07 0.0810-29
Kete (2.0, 4.3] -0.4310%% £0.09  —0.437838 £0.00  0.32F) 1% +0.05 0.12 +0.14
+)— +0.12 +0.12 +0.13 +0.06
Kete [4.3,8.68] -0.2010-712 £0.03  —0.207817 £0.03  0.01F) 13 +o0.01 —0.1175:5¢
Kete~ [10.09, 12.86] —0.21101T +0.06  —0.03701) +0.04 —0.0870-00
+p— +0.32 +0.09 +0.09
Kete [14.18, 16.00] 0.047952 +0.05  —0.0570%% +0.03 —0.04759%
Kete— > 16.00 0.0275- 14 4+ 0.02 0.0979-1% 4+ 0.03 0.0475-09
122 K*ete <20 0.4710-2% + 0.03 0477020 £ 003 -0.35102% £ 010 —0.171)32 £0.06  0.03+£0.14
— +0.31 +0.31 +0.32 +0.19 . +0.15
K*eie (2.0,4.3] 0'1118‘?2’ +0.07 0‘11185*? +0.07 0'2918'38 +£0.15 70‘0%@%235 +0.06 0‘0518‘661
ot g : : : . :
K z+e [4.3,8.68] 0.45753% +0.15 0457001 +£0.15 0.01 7 50 +£0.09 02875 e +0.02 02870108
ot : 350! : . :
K z+e (10.09, 12.86] 0437920 +0.03 0387575 +0.09 0277013 +0.03 033700
ot g 16 : : 06
K*ete [14.18, 16.00] 0.7010-2% +0.10 0.44F0-1% +0.10 0.5010-05 +0.03 0.5110:0%
K*ete > 16.00 0.66701¢ +£0.04 0.657017 +0.16 0.10701% £ 006 0.39+0.10

T see the original paper for the exact ¢? selection. 1 muon mode only (£ = p).

Table 143: Fraction of the longitudinal polarization (F7) for various B decays. Values in red
(blue) are new published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP#  Mode q° [(GeV/c?)?] t PDG2010 Avg. Belle CDF f LHCb § New Avg. |
+p— +0.21 +0.21 an+0.16 2+0.15 S +0.09
122 K*ete <20 0207030 +0.02 020702 £0.02 0307078 +002 00370015 £0.06 0227509
K*ete (2.0, 4.3] 0.714£0.24 £0.05  0.71£0.24+£0.05 0.37702% £0.10 0847015 +006 0.73+0.10
K*ete [4.3, 8.68] 0.6410-2% + 0.07 0.64702% £ 007 0687015 +£0.09 0.60+0.07+0.01 0.61+0.06
K*ete~ [10.09, 12.86] 0177517 £ 0.03 0477917 +0.03 0447012 £0.02  0.39+0.08
% gk p— +0.27 +0.14 +0.11 +0.08
K z+z [14.18, 16.00] 70A15+7001_%3 +0.07 0'2913'13 +£0.05 0'3313'?3 +£0.04 02818»8;
gt - ek [ : :
K*ete > 16.00 012015 £ 002 0207510 £0.05 0287000 +004 0227003

T see the original paper for the exact ¢* selection. 1 muon mode only (¢ = pu).

three different schemes and the average. The appropriate approach to average the experimental
results is to first convert them according to the average extrapolation factors and then perform
the average, assuming that the errors of the extrapolation factors are 100% correlated.

After surveying all available experimental results, the six shown in Table [147 are selected
for the average. They have provided in their papers either the b — s+ branching fraction at a
certain photon energy cut or the extrapolation factor used. Therefore we are able to convert
them to the values at F;, = 1.6 GeV using the information in Table 146l In the inclusive and
full hadronic tag analysis, a possible B — X;v contamination has been considered according
to the expectation (4.5 + 0.3)%. Compared to the other systematic uncertainties, the error
that arises from the B — X,y fraction is too small to be considered. We perform the average
assuming that the systematic errors of the shape function and the d~ fraction are correlated,
and the other systematic errors and the statistical errors are Gaussian and uncorrelated. The
obtained average is B(B — X,v) = (355 & 24 £9) x 1075 with a x?/DOF= 0.85/5, where the
errors are combined statistical and systematic, and systematic due to the shape function. The
second error is estimated to be the difference of the average after simultaneously varying the
central value of each experimental result by +10. Although a small fraction of events was used
in multiple analyses in the same experiment, we neglect their statistical correlations. Some
other correlated systematic errors, such as photon detection and the background suppression,
are not considered in our new average.
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Table 144: Branching fractions of inclusive B decays (in units of 107%). Values in red (blue)
are new published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO New Avg. |
B KtX New < 187% < 187%
- KX New 195151 4 50t 195171
- rtX New 372150 + 591 372*1t
80 s < 440 261+ 30777 § < 440 261123
81 st 420 4+ 90 390 + 80 + 90% 460 + 110 + 601 423 + 86

tp*>2.34 GeV; §0.4< My, <2.6GeV; §2.0<p*<2.7GeV

Table 145: Branching fractions of leptonic B decays (in units of 107%). Upper limits are at 90%
CL. Values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March
12, 2012].

[ RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg.  BABAar Belle CLEO CDF DO  LHCbH CMS New Avg. |
24 ety <1.9 <19 <1.0 <15 < 1.0
25 utv < 1.0 <1.0 <17 <21 < 1.0
26 ty 180 + 50 176 +49 162731724 <840 167 + 30
27 vy < 15.6 < 15.6 < 15.6
28 etvey <17 <17 < 200 <17
29 utvuy <24 < 26 < 52 < 26
412 Ty < 0.62 <0.32 < 0.62 < 0.32
413 ete~ < 0.083 <0.113 <0.19 <0.83 < 0.083 < 0.083
414 ete y <0.12 < 0.12 < 0.12
415 ptp~ < 0.015 < 0.052 <0.16 <0.61 < 0.0050 <0.0026 < 0.0037 < 0.0026
416 utp=y < 0.16 < 0.16 < 0.16
417 e < 4100 < 4100 < 4100
432 ety < 0.064 < 0.092 <0.17 <15  <0.064 < 0.064
438 etrF <28 <28 < 110 <28
439 pErF <22 <22 <38 <22
440 v < 220 <220 <130 <130
441 vy < 47 < 47 <47

1This result has been averaged with the earlier PRL 97, 251802 (2006).

Table 146: Extrapolation factor in various scheme with various minimum photon energy re-
quirement (in GeV).

Scheme E, <17 E, <138 E, <19 E, <20 E, <2242

Kinetic 0.986 £ 0.001 0.968 £0.002 0.93940.005 0.903 £0.009 0.656 4 0.031
Neubert SF 0.982 £0.002 0.962+0.004 0.930+0.008 0.888+0.014 0.665 =4 0.035
Kagan-Neubert 0.988 +0.002 0.970 +0.005 0.940 £+0.009 0.892 4+ 0.014 0.643 +0.033
Average 0.985£0.004 0.967£0.006 0.936 £0.010 0.894+0.016 0.655=+0.037

7.4 Baryonic decays
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Table 147: Reported branching fraction, minimum photon energy, branching fraction at min-
imum photon energy and converted branching fraction B for the decay b — svy. All the
branching fractions are in units of 107%. The errors are, in order, statistical, systematic and
theoretical (if exists) for B, and statistical, systematic and shape-function systematic for B,
Theoretical errors in B(E, > Enin) are merged into the systematic error of B during conver-
sion. The CLEO measurement on the branching fraction at Ey;, includes B — X4v events.

Mode Reported B Ein B at Ein Modified B (FEyin = 1.6)
CLEO Inc. [396] 321 £ 43 £+ 27ﬂg 2.0 306 + 41 £ 26 327T+44£28+6
Belle Semi. [446] 336+ 53 £ 427 2.24 - 369 -+ 58 & 4613
BABAR Semi. [388]  335+£197%0t4 19 327 + 18135+ 349 + 20159+
BABAR Inc. [389] — 1.9 367+£294+34+29 390+ 31£47+4
BABAR Full [447] 391+ 91 +£64 1.9 366 £ 85 £ 60 389 +91+64+4
Belle Inc. [393] — 1.7 345 £ 15 £ 40 347T+15+40+1
Average 355+24+9

Table 148: Branching fractions of baryonic B™ decays (in units of 107%). Upper limits are at
90% CL. values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of
March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO New Avg. |

368 pprt 1.62£0.20  1.69+£0294+0.26+1 1.577017+£0.12§ <160  1.6070 5
371 ppK* 59405 6.7+£05+041  5.007035+0.32§ 5.48 +0.34
372 ottp! < 0.091 < 0.09 < 0.091 < 0.09
373 fr(2221)K+ 2 < 0.41 <0.41 < 0.41
374 pA(1520) <15 <15 <15
376 ppK*t 3.6708 534154131 338797 +0391 3.647070
377 fr(2221)K*+ 2 <0.77 <0.77 <0.77
378 pA < 0.32 <0.32 <15 < 0.32
380 pAn® 3.00707 3.0070:25 +0.33 3.0079:99
381 p2(1385)° < 0.47 <047 <0.47
382 AtA <0.82 <0.82 <0.82
384 pArtz~ (NR) 594 1.1 5.9270:8 4 0.69 5.92F702
385 pAp° 4.840.9 4.7870:87 +0.60 4.7870:%0
386 pAf2(1270) 2.040.8 2.0370:00 +£0.27 2.0310:%2
387 Azt < 0.94 <0.94§ <0.94§
388 AAKH 3.4£0.6 3.3870 35 £0.41 § 3.3810:5%
389 AAK*+ 2.2102 2.197( 43 £0.33 § 2.1973 88
390 A <1.38 <1.38% <380 < 138§
391 ATHp <0.14 <0.14 § <150 < 0.14§

§Di-baryon mass is less than 2.85 GeV/c?; + Charmonium decays to pp have been statistically subtracted;
T The charmonium mass region has been vetoed; ! ©(1540)** — K*p (pentaquark candidate);
2 Product BF — daughter BF taken to be 100%
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Table 149: Branching fractions of baryonic BT decays (in units of 107%). Upper limits are at

90% CL. values in red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of

March 12, 2012].

| RPP+# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO New Avg.
366 PP <0.11 <0.27 <0.11 <14 <011
368 ppK° 2.66 + 0.32 3.0£05+031 25170355 +0.21 ¢ 2.6670 5
369 otp! < 0.05 < 0.05 <0.23 < 0.05
370 f(2221)K° 2 < 0.45 < 0.45 < 0.45
371 ppK* 1.247038 1.47+0.45+0.40 t 1.187032 +0.11 ¢ 1.247938
372 fr(2221) K0 2 <0.15 <0.15 <0.15
373 pAn— 3.14+0.29 3070314023 323703 +029 <13 314752
374 p2(1385)~ <0.26 <0.26 <0.26
375 A"A <0.93 <0.93 <0.93
376 pAK~ < 0.82 <0.82 < 0.82
377 S <38 <38 <38
340 v <0.32 < 0.32 <12  <0.32
379 AAK® 4.870% 4.767581 +0.61 1 4.7675:91
380 AAK*0 2.570% 2467050 +0.34 ¢ 2.4610 %

1 Charmonium decays to pp have been statistically subtracted; £ The charmonium mass region has been vetoed;

1 ©(1540)* — pK? (pentaquark candidate); 2 Product BF — daughter BF taken to be 100%.
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7.5 B, decays

Table 150: B, branching fractions (in units of 107%). Upper limits are at 90% CL. Values in
red (blue) are new published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

[RPP#  Mode  PDG2010 Avg. Belle CDF DO LHCb CMS New Avg. |
15 ntr <1.2 <12 0.57 £ 0.15 £ 0.10% 0.981573 +0.11 0.73£0.14
21 ) 1448 232+1.84+82% 23.248.4
22 at K~ 49410 <26 5.0 4 0.7 £ 0.8f 50+1.1
23 KtK~- 3349 3873 +£7 239+ 1.4+3.6% 25.44+3.7

- KR New < 66 < 66

25 KR New 28.1+4.6+4.6 28.1 £6.5
28 ¥y < 8.7 < 8.7 < 8.7
29 [ 5TH T 5705 5721
30 wtu— < 0.047 < 0.035¢ < 0.0421 < 0.012f <0.016f < 0.012f
31 ete~ <0.28 < 0.28} < 0.28f
32 etpuF < 0.20 < 0.20% < 0.20%
33 dutp~ <3.2 1.4740.24 + 0461  <3.21 1.47 4 0.52

TRelative BF converted to absolute BF

Table 151: Bj rare relative branching fractions. Values in red (blue) are new published (pre-
liminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP+# Mode PDG2010 Avg. CDF DO New Avg. |
13 fsB(BY — ntn™)/f4B(B? — K+m—) 0.008 + 0.002 + 0.001 0.008 + 0.002
19 B(BS — ¢¢)/B(BY — J/1¢) (1.78 + 0.14 4 0.20) x 10~2 1.78 £0.24
20 fsB(BY — K*+n=)/fsB(BY — K+m~) 0.071 £ 0.010 4 0.007 0.071 £ 0.012
21 fsB(BY - KYK~)/faB(BY — K+7~) 0.347 £ 0.020 4 0.021 0.347 £ 0.029
31 B(B% — ¢utu=)/B(BY — J/v¢) (1.11 £0.25 £0.09) x 1073 < 3.5x 1073 1.1140.27

7.6 Charge asymmetries
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Table 152: C'P asymmetries for charmless hadronic charged B decays (part I). Values in red (blue) are new published
(preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New Avg. |
220 KOnt 0.009 + 0.029 —0.029 £ 0.039 £0.010  —0.014 £0.012 £ 0.006  0.18 £ 0.24 + 0.02 —0.015 + 0.012
221 Kt70 0.051 + 0.025 0.030 +0.039 £0.010  0.043+0.024+0.002  —0.29 + 0.23 + 0.02 0.037 + 0.021
222 K+t 0.013 £0.017 0.00810 1% +0.009 0.028 £0.028 £0.021  0.0340.12 4 0.02 0.01379:018
223 7 K*t —0.301032 £ 0.02 —0.26 £ 0.27 £ 0.02 —0.26 £0.27
- ' K (1430)F New 0.06 + 0.20 £ 0.02 0.06 + 0.20
- n' K3 (1430)t New 0.15 + 0.13 £ 0.02 0.15+0.13
224 nk+ —0.37 £ 0.09 —0.36 + 0.11 £ 0.03 —0.38 £ 0.11 £ 0.01 —0.37 £ 0.08
225 nK*t 0.02 + 0.06 0.01 + 0.08 £ 0.02 0.03 +0.10 £ 0.01 0.02 + 0.06
226 nKg(1430)* 0.05 + 0.13 £ 0.02 0.05 + 0.13 £ 0.02 0.05 +0.13
227 nk3(1430)* —0.45 4 0.30 + 0.02 —0.45 %+ 0.30 £ 0.02 —0.45 + 0.30
236 wK* 0.02 4 0.05 —0.01 4 0.07 4 0.01 0.0570:58 4+ 0.01 0.02 £ 0.05
237 wk*+ 0.29 + 0.35 0.29 + 0.35 £ 0.02 0.29 +0.35
239 wk g (1430) —0.10 £ 0.09 —0.10 + 0.09 £ 0.02 —0.10 + 0.09
240 wk3(1430)* 0.14+0.15 0.14 +0.15 £ 0.02 0.14+0.15
243 KO+ —0.04 £ 0.09 0.032£0.05270015  —0.149 + 0.064 + 0.022 —0.038 £ 0.042
244 K*tr0 0.04 + 0.29 £ 0.05 —0.06 + 0.24 £ 0.04 —0.06 + 0.24
245 Ktrta— 0.038 + 0.022 0.028 +0.020 £ 0.023  0.049 = 0.026 + 0.020 0.038 + 0.022
- K+ n070 New —0.006 = 0.006 = 0.004 —0.006 = 0.007
248 fo(980) K+ —0.1079:05 —0.106 +0.05079538  —0.077 4 0.06579-935 —0.09570-949
249 f2(1270) K+ —0.681037, ] —0.85+ 0.22j8;§§ —0.59 4 0.22 4 0.04 —0.687029
253 fo(1500) K+ 0.28 +0.267915 0.28 +0.2619:1 0.2879:39
255 PO K+ 0.37 £ 0.10 0.44 +0.101099 0.30 £0.1115-02 0.37 +£0.11
256 K (1430)07+ 0.55 4 0.33 0.032 4 0.03570-934 0.076 & 0.03815528 0.05515:0%3
257 K3(1430)07+ 0.05+0.2375-28 0.05 4 0.23703% 0.0575:3%
265 pTKO° —0.12+0.17 £ 0.02 —0.12 £ 0.17 £ 0.02 —0.124+0.17
266 K*tnta- 0.07 + 0.07 4 0.04 0.07 + 0.07 £ 0.04 0.07 +0.08
267 K*+p0 0.201932 £ 0.04 0.31 £ 0.13 £ 0.03 0.31£0.13
268 fo(980) K *+ —0.34 4+ 0.21 £ 0.03 —0.154+0.12 4+ 0.03 —0.154+0.12
269 al KO° 0.12+0.11 £ 0.02 0.12+0.11 £ 0.02 0.12+0.11
270 b KO© —0.03 +£0.15 —0.03 + 0.15 £ 0.02 —0.03 £ 0.15
271 K*0pt ~0.01 4 0.16 + 0.02 —0.01 + 0.16 £ 0.02 ~0.01 +0.16
274 WK —0.46 £ 0.20 + 0.02 —0.46 + 0.20 £ 0.02 —0.46 + 0.20
277 K+K° 0.12+0.18 0.10 + 0.26 £ 0.03 0.017 + 0.168 + 0.002 0.041 + 0.141
279 KtKsKg —0.04 4 0.11 —0.04 + 0.11 £ 0.02 —0.04 +0.11
281 KtK-nt 0.00 + 0.10 £ 0.03 0.00 + 0.10 £ 0.03 0.00 %+ 0.10
291 KTK-Kt  —0.01740.026+0.015  —0.02 %+ 0.03 4 0.02 ~0.02 +0.04
292 oKt ~0.01 + 0.06 0.00 + 0.08 £ 0.02 0.01+0.12 £ 0.05 —0.07+0.177593  —0.01+0.06
300 K*tKtK- 0.11 + 0.08 £ 0.03 0.11 +0.08 £ 0.03 0.11 + 0.09
301 pK*t —0.01 +0.08 0.00 + 0.09 £ 0.04 ~0.02 + 0.14 + 0.03 —0.01 + 0.08
303 ¢K1(1270)F 0.15 + 0.20 0.15 +0.19 £ 0.05 0.15 +0.20
306 SK((1430)F 0.04 +0.15 0.04 + 0.15 £ 0.04 0.04 +0.15
307 $K3(1430)F —0.23 +0.20 —0.23 £ 0.19 £ 0.06 —0.23 +£0.20
310 ppK+ New —0.10 £ 0.08 + 0.02 0.01%912 £0.02 —0.08 £ 0.07
314 K*ty 0.18 +0.29 0.18 +0.28 £ 0.07 0.18 +0.29
316 Kty ~0.1240.07 —0.09 + 0.10 + 0.01 ~0.16 % 0.09 + 0.06 ~0.12 4+ 0.07
318 Kty —0.26 +0.14 £ 0.05 —0.26 £ 0.14 £ 0.05 —0.03 £ 0.11 £ 0.08 —0.13 +£0.10




Table 153: C'P asymmetries for charmless hadronic charged B decays (part II). Values in red (blue) are
new published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

I1¢

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO CDF New Avg.
329 pty —0.11+0.33 —0.11 + 0.32 £ 0.09 —0.11£0.33
330 a0 0.06 £ 0.05 0.03 £ 0.08 £ 0.01 0.025 = 0.043 £ 0.007 0.026 + 0.039
331 rta—at 0.03270559 0.032 £ 0.04410520 0.03279-039
332 pOnt 0.18%097 0.18 £0.077592 0.18%097
334 f2(1270)7+ 0.4170:30 0.41£0.25751% 0.41%038
335 p(1450)0 7+ —0.06%035 —0.06 £ 0.281023 —0.061535
338 rtr T (NR) —0.141598 —0.14 +0.1475:0% —0.1419:3%
340 ptm0 0.02+0.11 —0.01 £ 0.13 £ 0.02 0.06 +0.1715:02 0.02 £ 0.11
342 ptp° —0.05 £ 0.05 —0.054 £ 0.055 £ 0.010  0.00 % 0.22 % 0.03 —0.051 £ 0.054
346 wrt —0.04 £ 0.06 —0.02 £ 0.08 £ 0.01 —0.02£0.09£0.01  —0.34 £ 0.25 £ 0.02 —0.04 £ 0.06
347 wpt —0.20 £ 0.09 —0.20 £ 0.09 £ 0.02 —0.20 £ 0.09
348 nrt —0.13 £0.10 —0.03 £ 0.09 £ 0.03 —0.19 £ 0.06 =£ 0.01 —0.14 £ 0.05
349 npt 0.11 +0.11 0.13 +0.11 £ 0.02 —0.0473:33 +£0.01 0.1140.11
350 n'nt 0.06 £ 0.16 0.03 £0.17 £ 0.02 0.201037 £+ 0.04 0.06 £ 0.15
351 n'pt 0.04 +0.28 £ 0.02 0.26 £ 0.17 £ 0.02 0.26 £ 0.17
359 bt 0.05 = 0.16 == 0.02 0.05 £ 0.16 £ 0.02 0.05 + 0.16
368 pprt 0.00 £ 0.04 0.04 £ 0.07 £ 0.04 —0.17 £0.10 £ 0.02 —0.04 £0.06
371 ppK T ~0.16 £ 0.07 ~0.16 £ 0.08 £ 0.04 —0.02 £ 0.05 £ 0.02 —0.06 £ 0.05
376 ppE*t 0.21£0.16 0.32+0.13 £0.05 —0.01 +0.19 £ 0.02 0.21+0.11
379 pAy 0.17 £0.16 £ 0.05 0.17 £0.16 £ 0.05 0.17 £0.17
380 pAn? 0.01£0.17 £ 0.04 0.01£0.17 £ 0.04 0.01£0.17
416 Ktu —0.01 £ 0.09 —0.18 £ 0.19 £ 0.01 0.04 £ 0.10 £ 0.02 —0.01 £ 0.09
417 Ktete™ 0.14+£0.14 0.14+£0.14 £ 0.03 0.14+£0.14
418 Ktptp~ —0.05+0.13 —0.05 £ 0.13 £ 0.03 —0.05 £ 0.13
421 K*tue —0.09 +0.14 0.0179:2% +0.02 —0.1375-1% +0.01 —0.097013
422 K*tete~ —0.14190-23 —0.147535 +£0.02 -0.1479:33

423 K*tutp~ —0.12+0.24 —0.12£0.24 £ 0.02 —0.12£0.24




Table 154: C'P asymmetries for charmless hadronic neutral B decays. Values in red (blue) are new
published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

¢le

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CDF LHCb New Avg. |
210 K*r— —0.098 £ 0.013 —0.107 £ 001675005 —0.069 £ 0.014 +£0.007  —0.086 & 0.023 £ 0.009  —0.088 £ 0.011 +0.008 ~ —0.087 £ 0.008
213 ' K*° 0.08 £ 0.25 £ 0.02 0.02 £ 0.23 £ 0.02 0.02£0.23
- 7' K5 (1430)° New ~0.19 + 0.17 £ 0.02 -0.19£0.17
- 7' K3 (1430)° New 0.14 £ 0.18 £ 0.02 0.14 £0.18
215 nK*° 0.19 £ 0.05 0.21 £ 0.06 = 0.02 0.17 £+ 0.08 £ 0.01 0.19 £ 0.05
216 nK{ (1430)° 0.06 £ 0.13 £ 0.02 0.06 £ 0.13 £ 0.02 0.06 £0.13
217 nkK3(1430)°  —0.07£0.19£0.02  —0.07 £0.19 £ 0.02 —0.07 £0.19
222 by Kt 0.07 £ 0.12 £ 0.02 0.07 £ 0.12 £ 0.02 0.07 £0.12
227 wK*0 0.45 £ 0.25 0.45 + 0.25 £ 0.02 0.45 £ 0.25
229 wkK{ (1430)° —0.07 £ 0.09 —0.07 £ 0.09 = 0.02 —0.07 £0.09
230 w5 (1430)° 0.37 £0.17 0.37 £0.17 £ 0.02 0.37 £0.17
232 Ktn—m0 0.00 £ 0.06 —0.03073:5%% + 0.055 0.07 £ 0.11 £ 0.01 0.00010-559
233 p~ KTt 0.15+0.13 0.20 £ 0.09 = 0.08 0.22770-2210-06 0.20£0.11
236 K+tn~n0(NR) 0.2310-22 0.10 £ 0.16 £ 0.08 0.10£0.18
238 K (1430)070 —0.22 £ 0.32 ~0.15 £ 0.10 £ 0.04 —0.15£0.11
242 KOontn— —0.01 £ 0.05 —0.01 £ 0.05 £ 0.01 —0.01£0.05
245 K*tm— -0.19 £ 0.07 —0.24 £ 0.07 £ 0.02 —0.21 £ 0.11 £ 0.07 —0.23 £ 0.06
246 K (1430)t 7~ 0.10 +0.07 0.07 +0.14 £ 0.01 0.07 £0.14
252 K*0r0 —0.0970-23 —0.15£0.12 £ 0.04 —-0.15£0.13
259 K*Ortm— 0.07 £ 0.04 £ 0.03 0.07 £0.04 £ 0.03 0.07 £ 0.05
260 K*0p0 0.09£0.19£0.02  —0.06 = 0.09 £ 0.02 —0.06 £ 0.09
265 K*tp~ New 0.21 £ 0.15 +0.02 0.21+0.15
261 fo(980) K *° —0.17£0.28 0.07 £0.10 £ 0.02 0.07 £0.10
264 ay Kt —0.16+£0.12+£0.01  —0.16 £ 0.12£0.01 —0.16 £0.12
279 K*OK+ K~ 0.01 % 0.05 £ 0.02 0.01 £ 0.05 £ 0.02 0.01 £+ 0.05
280 PK*0 0.01 £ 0.05 0.01 £ 0.06 £ 0.03 0.02 £ 0.09 £ 0.02 0.01 £ 0.05
281 K*O0nt K~ 0.22 +0.33 £ 0.20 0.22 +0.33 £ 0.20 0.22 £ 0.39
289 $K((1430)° 0.20 £0.15 0.20 +0.14 £ 0.06 0.20 £ 0.15
294 $K3(1430)° —0.08£0.13 —0.08 £0.12 £ 0.05 —0.08£0.13
301 K*0y —0.16 +£0.23 —0.16 £ 0.22 £ 0.07 —0.16 £0.23
316 7070 0.43 £ 0.26 £ 0.05 0.44%05% +0.17 0.43 £ 0.24
359 bt —0.05+£0.10£0.02  —0.05 % 0.10 % 0.02 —0.05£0.10
371 ppK*0 0.05 £ 0.12 0.11£0.13 £0.06 —0.08 £ 0.20 £ 0.02 0.05 £ 0.12
373 pAr— 0.04 £ 0.07 ~0.10 £ 0.10 £ 0.02 —0.02£0.10 £ 0.03 —0.06 £ 0.07
427 K*0u —0.05 £ 0.10 0.02 £ 0.20 £ 0.02 —0.08 £ 0.12 £ 0.02 —0.05 £ 0.10
428 K*ete —0.21+0.19 —0.21 4+ 0.19 £ 0.02 —0.21£0.19
429 K*Outp— 0.00 £ 0.15 0.00 £ 0.15 £ 0.03 0.00 £ 0.15

T Measurements of time-dependent C'P asymmetries are listed in the section of the Unitarity Triangle.
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Table 155:

Charmless hadronic C'P asymmetries for B*/B? admixtures. Values in red (blue) are new
published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle CLEO New Avg. |
65 K*y —0.003 £ 0.017 —0.003 £ 0.017 £ 0.007  —0.015 % 0.044 % 0.012 0.08 +£0.13 £0.03 —0.003 £ 0.017
7 s 0.014 £ 0.028 —0.011 £0.030 £0.014  0.002 £0.050 £0.030 ~ —0.079 £0.108 £0.022  —0.012 £ 0.028
- (s+d)yy —0.110£0.115+0.017  —0.11+0.12 £ 0.02 —0.11+0.12
- KtX New 0.17 £ 0.24 £ 0.05¢ 0.17 £ 0.24
- ntX New 0.10 + 0.16 £ 0.05¢ 0.10 £0.17
80 s1 New 0.13 +0.0415028 0.1370:02
115 st —0.22£0.26 —0.22 £ 0.26 £ 0.02 —0.22£0.26
118 K*ete™ —0.18 £ 0.15 —0.18 £ 0.15 £ 0.01 —0.18£0.15
120 K*ptp~ —0.03£0.13 ~0.03 £ 0.13 £ 0.02 —0.03£0.13
122 K* ¢ —0.07 £ 0.08 0.01%918 +0.01 —0.10 £ 0.10 £ 0.01 —0.07 £ 0.08

Tp*>234 GeV; §04< My, <2.6 GeV;

Table 156: CP asymmetries for charmless hadronic By decays. Values in red (blue) are new published
(preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

[RPP# Mode

PDG2010 Avg. Belle

CDF

LHCb

New Avg. ‘

| 22

Ktn™ New

0.39+0.15+0.08 0.27+0.08 £0.02 0.29 +0.07 |




7.7 Polarization measurements

Table 157: Longitudinal polarization fraction f; for BT decays. Values in red (blue) are new
published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle New Avg. |

237 wK*t 0.414+0.18 £ 0.05  0.41 +0.18 +0.05 0.41 4 0.19
240 wK3(1430)T  0.56 +0.10£0.04  0.56 £ 0.10 4 0.04 0.56 4 0.11
267 K*+p0 0.78 £0.12 4+ 0.03 0.78 +0.12
271 K*0pt 0.48 £ 0.08 0.52+0.10+0.04  043+0.117005 048 +0.08
289 KK 0757016 10,03 0757916 1 .03 0.757916
301 pK*t 0.50 & 0.05 049 +0.05+0.03  0.5240.08 £0.03  0.50 + 0.05
303 oK, (1270)t  0.46+012+0.06 0.4610-12+0-06 0.467012
307 ¢K3(1430)*  0.8075 +0.03 0.80709% +0.03 0.80 £ 0.10
342 ptp0 0.950 +0.016  0.950 £ 0.015 + 0.006  0.95 4 0.11 +0.02  0.950 + 0.016
347 wpt 0.90 +0.05+0.03  0.90 + 0.05 £ 0.03 0.90 £ 0.06

Table 158: Full angular analysis of BT — ¢K**. Values in red (blue) are new published
(preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

‘ Parameter ~ PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle New Avg. ‘

fir=A411 0.20 £ 0.05 0.21 £0.056+0.02 0.19£0.08+0.02 0.20=+0.05

ol 2.34 +0.18 247+0.20+0.07 210+0.28+0.04 2.34+0.17

g8 2.58 £ 0.17 2.69+0.20£0.03 2.31£0.30£0.07 2.58+£0.17

0o 3.07£0.18+0.06 3.07£0.18 £ 0.06 3.07£0.19

A%P 0.174+0.11 £0.02 0.17+£0.11 £ 0.02 0.174+0.11

Adp 0.224+0.24+0.08 0.22+0.24+0.08 0.22 +0.25

Ag 0.07+0.20£0.05 0.07£0.20+ 0.05 0.07 £0.21

Ao 0.19+£0.20+0.07 0.1940.20£0.07 0.19+0.21

Ady 0.204£0.18£0.03 0.20£0.18 £ 0.03 0.20 £ 0.18

BR, f1, and Acp are tabulated separately.
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Table 159: Longitudinal polarization fraction f; for B° decays. Values in red (blue) are new
published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

RPP# Mode PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle New Avg.
227 wK*0 0.69 +0.13 0.72 4+ 0.14 £ 0.02 0.56 £ 0.2975 0% 0.70 +£0.13
230 wK3(1430)°  0.45+0.12+0.02  0.45+0.12+0.02 0.45 +0.12
260 K*0p0 0.57 4 0.09+0.08  0.40 +0.08 +0.11 0.40 + 0.14
265 K*tp~ New 0.38 +0.13 + 0.03 0.38+0.13
280 PK*O 0.480+0.0030  0.494+0.034+0.013  0.45+0.0540.02  0.480 % 0.030
282 KK 0.8079-19 £ 0.06 0.8079:19 +0.06 0.8015:12
294 dK3(1430)°  0.90170-020 +0.037  0.90170-535 4+ 0.037 0.9010-05
345 p°p° 0.75701 4+ 0.04 0.751 011 +0.04 0.751012
353 ptp~ 0.97715-03% 0.992 £+ 0.02470:03%  0.9417003 £0.030  0.97870 055
364 afaf 0.314£0.22+0.10  0.31+0.22+0.10 0.31+0.24

Table 160: Full angular analysis of B — ¢K*Y. Values in red (blue) are new published
(preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

‘ Parameter  PDG2010 Avg. BABAR Belle New Avg. ‘
fi=A, 0.24 +0.05 0.212+£0.032 £ 0.013 0317095 £0.02  0.241 4 0.029
9| 2.40 +0.13 2.40 £+ 0.13 £ 0.08 2.40702% + 0.07 2.401013
b1 2.39+0.13 2.35 4 0.13 £ 0.09 2.51 +£0.25+0.06  2.39+0.13
5o 2.82+0.15+0.09 2.82+0.15+0.09 2.82+0.17
A% 0.04 + 0.06 0.01 £ 0.07 £ 0.02 0.13+0.12+0.04  0.04+0.06
Abp —0.11 £ 0.12 —0.04+0.15+0.06 —0.20+0.1840.04 —0.11+0.12
Ag 0.11 £ 0.22 022+0.12+0.08 —0.32+027+0.07 0.11+0.13
A¢ | 0.08 + 0.22 021 +£0.13+£0.08 —0.304+0.25+0.06 0.08+0.13
Ady 0.274+0.14 +£0.08  0.27+0.14 + 0.08 0.27 £+ 0.16

BR, fr and Acp are tabulated separately.
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Table 161: Full angular analysis of B® — ¢K3(1430)°. Values in red (blue) are new published
(preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

‘ Parameter PDG2010 Avg.

BABAR Belle  New Avg. ‘
fr=Ar 00027998 + 0,031 0.0027598 +0.031 0.00279:936
9 3.964+0.384+0.06  3.96 4 0.38 + 0.06 3.96 +0.39
8 34140134013  3414+0.134+0.13 3.4140.18
AL, —0.05+0.06 + 0.01 —0.05 %+ 0.06 & 0.01 —0.05 £ 0.06
Ag ~1.00 £ 0.38 4 0.09 —1.00 + 0.38 & 0.09 —1.00 £ 0.39
Ad, 0.11+0.13+£0.06  0.11+0.13+0.06 0.1140.14
BR, fr and Acp are tabulated separately.

Table 162: Longitudinal polarization fraction f; for By decays. Values in red (blue) are new
published (preliminary) results since PDG2010 [as of March 12, 2012].

| RPP#  Mode  PDG2010 Aveg. CDF LHCB New Avg. |
21 ) New 0.348 &+ 0.041 + 0.021 0.348 + 0.046
25 KR New 0.384+0.114+0.04 0.38+0.12
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8 D decays

8.1 D’-D? mixing and C'P violation
8.1.1 Introduction

In 2007 Belle [448] and BABAR [449] obtained the first evidence for D°-D° mixing, which had
been searched for for more than two decades. These results were later confirmed by CDF [450].
There are now numerous measurements of D°-DY mixing with various levels of sensitivity.
All the results are input into a global fit to determine world averages of mixing parameters,
C P-violation (C'PV) parameters, and strong phases.

Our notation is as follows. The mass eigenstates are denoted D, = p|D°) —q|D°) and D, =
p|D°) + q|D°), where we use the convention CP|D°) = —|D°% and CP|D°) = —|D°). Thus in
the absence of C'P violation, D, is C'P-even and D, is C'P-odd. The weak phase ¢ = Arg(q/p).
The mixing parameters are defined as © = (m; —m,)/I' and y = (I', = I'y) /(2T"), where m,, m,
and I';, I'y are the masses and decay widths for the mass eigenstates, and I' = (I"; + T'y) /2.

The global fit determines central values and errors for ten underlying parameters. These
consist of mixing parameters x and y; a parameter describing the ratio of decay rates R, =
}A(D0—>K+7T_)/A(30—>K+7T_)}2; C PV parameters |q/pl|, ¢, and A, = (RY, — Rp)/(R) +
R},), where the + (—) superscript corresponds to D° (D) decays; direct C PV parameters Ay
and A__ (discussed below); the strong phase difference § between D° — K~7* and D° — K7 *
amplitudes; and the strong phase difference &, between D° — K~ p* and D° — K~ p*
amplitudes.

The fit uses 38 observables taken from measurements of D° — K*¢~v, D — KTK~ and
D= rfn=, D - Ktn~, D -5 Ktn— 7% D° - K27ntn~, and D° - K KTK~ decays [
and from double-tagged branching fractions measured at the 1(3770) resonance. Correlations
among observables are accounted for by using covariance matrices provided by the experimental
collaborations. Errors are assumed to be Gaussian, and systematic errors among different
experiments are assumed uncorrelated unless specific correlations have been identified. We
have checked this method with a second method that adds together three-dimensional log-
likelihood functions for z, y, and § obtained from several analyses; this combination accounts
for non-Gaussian errors. When both methods are applied to the same set of measurements,
equivalent results are obtained.

Mixing in heavy flavor systems such as those of B® and BY is governed by a short-distance
box diagram. In the D° system, however, this diagram is doubly-Cabibbo-suppressed relative
to amplitudes dominating the decay width, and it is also GIM-suppressed. Thus the short-
distance mixing rate is tiny, and D°-D° mixing is expected to be dominated by long-distance
processes. These are difficult to calculate reliably, and theoretical estimates for x and y range
over two-three orders of magnitude [451H454].

With the exception of ¥(3770) — DD measurements, all methods identify the flavor of the
DY or D° when produced by reconstructing the decay D** — D%r* or D*~ — D%r~. The charge
of the pion, which has low momentum and is usually referred to as the “soft” pion 7, identifies
the D flavor. For signal decays, M. —M,—M_, = Q ~ 6 MeV, which is close to the threshold;
thus analyses typically require that the reconstructed ) be small to suppress backgrounds. For
time-dependent measurements, the D? decay time is calculated as (d/p) x M, where d is the

45Charge-conjugate modes are implicitly included.
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distance between the D* and D° decay vertices and p is the D° momentum. The D* vertex
position is taken to be at the primary vertex for pp collider experiments [450], and at the
intersection of the D° momentum vector with the beamspot profile for e*e~ experiments.

8.1.2 Input observables

The global fit determines central values and errors for the underlying parameters using a >
statistic. The fitted parameters are x, y, Ry, Ap, |q/pl, ¢, 0, Oppms Ak and A, .. The
parameter §, is the strong phase difference between the amplitudes A(D° — K*p~) and
A(D°— K*p~). In the D— KT7~ 7% Dalitz plot analysis that provides sensitivity to x and v,
the D®— K+7m~ 7" isobar phases are determined relative to that for A(D®— K*p~), and the
D°— K*7~ 7% isobar phases are determined relative to that for A(D°— K*p~). As the D° and
D° Dalitz plots are fit independently, the phase difference ;. between the two “normalizing”
amplitudes cannot be determined from these fits.

All input measurements are listed in Tables [G3{I65. The observable R,, = (2% + 3?)/2 is
calculated from D°— K™¢~v decays [455H458] and is the world average (WA) value calculated
by HFAG [459]. The inputs used for these averages are plotted in Fig. [60L The observables
yop and Ap are also HFAG WA values [459]; the inputs used for these averages are plotted
in Figs. [61] and The D° — K7~ observables used are from Belle [460], BABAR [449], and
CDF [450)]; earlier measurements have much less precision and are not used. The observables
from D° — K277~ decays for no-CPV are from Belle [461] and BABAR [462], but for the
CPV-allowed case only Belle measurements [461] are available. The D°— K7~ 70 results are
from BABAR [463], and the 1 (3770) — DD results are from CLEOc [464].

The relationships between the observables and the fitted parameters are listed in Table
For each set of correlated observables we construct a difference vector 17; e.g., for D' = Ky ntn~
decays, V = (Az, Ay, Alq/p|, A¢p) where A represents the difference between the measured
value and the fitted value. The contribution of a set of observables to the y? is calculated as V.
(M~Y)-VT, where M~ is the inverse of the covariance matrix for the measurement. Covariance
matrices are constructed from the correlation coefficients among the measured observables.
These coefficients (where applicable) are also listed in Tables [[G3HIGH

8.1.3 Fit results

The global fit uses MINUIT with the MIGRAD minimizer, and all errors are obtained from
MINOS [476]. Four separate fits are performed: (a) assuming C'P conservation, i.e., fixing
Ap,=0, Ak =0, A_ =0, =0, and |q¢/p| =1; (b) assuming no direct C' PV and fitting for
parameters z, y, and ¢; (¢) assuming no direct C' PV and fitting for parameters x,, = 2|M,,|/T,
Yo = I'15/T, and ¢y = Arg(M,5/I';5), where M, and I';, are the off-diagonal elements of the
D% D° mass and decay matrices, respectively; and (d) allowing full CPV, i.e., floating all
parameters.

For the no-direct-C'PV fits, we set direct-C PV parameters A, =0, Ax =0, and A_=0. In
addition, for the first fit (b) we impose the relation [477.478] tan ¢ = (1 —|q/p|?)/(1+ |q/p|?) x
(x/y); this reduces four independent parameters to three 19 We impose this relationship in two
ways: first we float parameters x, y, and ¢ and from them derive |q/p|; then we repeat the fit
floating x, y, and |¢/p| and from them derive ¢. The central values returned by the two fits

460ne can also use Eq. (15) of Ref. [479] to reduce four parameters to three.
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Figure 60: World average value of R,; from Ref. [459], as calculated from D° — K*( v
measurements [455-458].

are identical, but the first fit yields MINOS errors for ¢, while the second fit yields MINOS
errors for |¢/p|. For no-direct-C PV fit (¢), we fit for the underlying parameters x5, y;5, and
¢19, from which parameters z, y, |¢/p|, and ¢ are derived.

All fit results are listed in Table For the C' PV-allowed fit, individual contributions to
the x? are listed in Table 068 The total x? is 35.6 for 37 — 10 = 27 degrees of freedom; this
corresponds to a confidence level of 0.124, which is satisfactory.

Confidence contours in the two dimensions (z,y) or in (|¢/p|, ¢) are obtained by letting, for
any point in the two-dimensional plane, all other fitted parameters take their preferred values.
The resulting 1o-50 contours are shown in Fig. [63]for the C'P-conserving case, in Fig. [64] for the
no-direct-C'PV case, and in Fig. for the C'PV-allowed case. The contours are determined
from the increase of the x? above the minimum value. One observes that the (z,y) contours
for the no-C PV fit are very similar to those for the C'PV-allowed fit. In the latter fit, the x?
at the no-mixing point (z,y) = (0,0) is 110 units above the minimum value; for two degrees
of freedom this has a confidence level corresponding to 10.20. Thus, no mixing is excluded at
this high level. In the (|¢/pl, ¢) plot, the point (1,0) is within the 1o contour; thus the data is
consistent with C'P conservation.

One-dimensional confidence curves for individual parameters are obtained by letting, for any
value of the parameter, all other fitted parameters take their preferred values. The resulting
functions Ax? = x? — x%;, (%%, is the minimum value) are shown in Fig. The points
where Ax? = 3.84 determine 95% C.L. intervals for the parameters; these intervals are listed
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E791 1999 I; . ,I 0.732 + 2.890 + 1.030 %
3420+ 1.390 + 0.740 %

CLEO 2002 |H . H -1.200 + 2.500 + 1.400 %
Belle 2002 -0.500 £ 1,000 + 0.800 %

Belle 2009 0.110 + 0.610 + 0.520 %

1.160 + 0.220 + 0.180 %

0.550 + 0.630 + 0.410 %

e
Belle 2007 H 1.310 £ 0.320 £ 0.250 %
.
=

LHCb 2012

World average 1.064 + 0.209 %

4 -3-2-1 012 3 45
Yep (%0)

Figure 61: World average value of y.p from Ref. [459], as calculated from D°— K™K~ /77~
measurements [448,465-470].

in Table

8.1.4 Conclusions

From the fit results listed in Table and shown in Figs. [65] and [66], we conclude the following:

e the experimental data consistently indicate that DY mesons undergo mixing. The no-
mixing point x = y = 0 is excluded at 10.20. The parameter z differs from zero by 2.70,
and y differs from zero by 6.0¢. This mixing is presumably dominated by long-distance
processes, which are difficult to calculate. Unless it turns out that |z| > |y| [451], which
is not indicated, it will probably be difficult to identify new physics from (x,y) alone.

e Since yqp is positive, the C' P-even state is shorter-lived as in the K%-K © system. However,
since x also appears to be positive, the C'P-even state is heavier, unlike in the K% K°
system.

e The LHCb and CDF experiments have obtained first evidence for direct CPV in D°
decays. Higher statistics measurements should be able to clarify this effect. There is
no evidence for C PV arising from D°-D° mixing (|q/p| # 1) or from a phase difference
between the mixing amplitude and a direct decay amplitude (¢ # 0).
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Belle 2007 H 0.010 + 0.300 + 0.150 %
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Figure 62: World average value of A from Ref. [459], as calculated from D° — K+ K~ /77~
measurements [448|[468,470].
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Figure 63: Two-dimensional contours for mixing parameters (z,y), for no CPV.
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Table 163: All observables used in the global fit except those from D°— K7~ and those used
for measuring direct C PV, from Refs. [448|[455H458,461H468].

Mode Observable Values Correlation coefficients
DY K+*K~/ntn—, Yop (1.064 £ 0.209)%
¢ K9 [459] Ar (0.026 +0.231)%
D — K9 ntm= [459] x (0.811 £0.334)%
(Belle+CLEO WA: y (0.309 + 0.281)%
no CPV or la/p| 0.95 + 0.2279-49
no direct CPV) o) (—0.035£0.19 £ 0.09) rad
1 —0.007 —0.255a 0.216
T 0.81 +0.307513)% —0.007 1  —0.019a —0.280
DO K rtn 6] ( ;8‘}5) ’
(Bell Y (0.37 4+ 0.257319)% —0.25500 —0.019a 1 —0.128«
elle:
la/p] 0.86 4 0.3075-29 0.216 —0.280 —0.128a 1
CPV-allowed) : 9 1
@ (—0.244 4 0.31 £ 0.09) rad (a=(g/p|+1)%/21is a

transformation factor)

D° = KO nta— [A62)

T (0.16 £ 0.23 £ 0.12 + 0.08)%
KYKTK- 0.0615
y (0.57 +£0.20 £ 0.13 £ 0.07)%
(BABAR: no CPV)
DY — K+¢~v [459) Ry (0.0130 4 0.0269)%
" 2.61 037 +0.39)%
DO K+rr0 ! (261 Zg.c6 +0.39)% ~0.75
y" (—0.06 025 +0.34)%
2 (0.1549 4+ 0.2223)% 1 —0.6217 —0.00224 0.3698 0.01567
_ y (2.997 + 2.293)% 1 0.00414 —0.5756 —0.0243
Y(3770)— DD
(CLEOG) R, (0.4118 4+ 0.0948)% 1 0.0035 0.00978
2\/R, cosd (12.64 £ 2.86)% 1 0.0471
2,/R, sind (—0.5242 + 6.426)% 1
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Table 164: D°— K+~ observables used for the global fit, from Refs. [449]450,460].

Mode Observable Values Correlation coefficients
DO g R, (0.303 £ 0.0189)% 1 0.77 —0.87
—KTr
(BABAR) 22t (—0.024 £ 0.052)% 077 1 —0.94
Yyt (0.98 +0.78)% —0.87 —0.94 1
_ A (—2.1+5.4)%
DO~ K7+t b
" 2~ (—0.020 = 0.050)% same as above
(BABAR) .
y (0.96 + 0.75)%
DO g R, (0.364 £ 0.018)% 1 0.655 —0.834
(Belle) 22t (0.032 + 0.037)% 0655 1 —0.909
elle
y’Jr (—-0.12+ 0.58)% —0.834 —0.909 1
_ A (23+4.71%
DO~ K7t b
(Bl )W 2~ (0.006 = 0.034)% same as above
elle
Yy (0.20 + 0.54)%
DO Kta~ R, (0.304 + 0.055)% 1 0923 —0.971
+ cc a2 (—0.012 4 0.035)% 0923 1 —0.984
(CDF) y' (0.85 + 0.76)% —~0.971 —0.984 1

Table 165: Measurements of direct C PV, from Refs. [A7IH475]. The parameter Ao p(f) is
defined as [['(D°— f) = T(D°— £)]/[T(D°— f) + T(D°— f)].

Mode Observable Values Alty/T
DY K+K—[rto— App(K+K™) (0.00 £ 0.34 + 0.13)% .
(BABAR) Agp(rtnr) (—0.24 £ 0.52 + 0.22)%
DO K+K—[rto App(KTK™) (—0.43 £ 0.30 £ 0.11)% .
(Belle) Agp(rta) (0.43 + 0.52 + 0.12)%

D KYK~/rtn~
(LHCb 37 pb~1)
D' KTK~/rtn™

Aop(KTK™) = Agp(rtan)  (=08240.21+0.11)%  0.0983 = 0.00291

(GDF 97 -1 elim) Aep(KTK™) — App(rtn)  (~0.62+0.21 % 0.10)% 0.26 = 0.01
A KTK~ —0.24 £0.22£0.09 2.65+0.03

(CDF 5.9 fb=! not used) crl ) ( )%
Agp(nta) (0.22 +0.24 + 0.11)% 2.40 % 0.03
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Table 166: Left: decay modes used to determine fitted parameters x, y, 3, 0., Rp, Ap, |4/l
and ¢. Middle: the observables measured for each decay mode. Right: the relationships between

the observables measured and the fitted parameters.

Decay Mode Observables Relationship
2ycp = (lg/pl + Ip/al) y cos ¢—
DO KKt Yor (la/pl = Ip/al) xsin¢
Ap 2Ar = (lg/p| = Ip/ql) y cos ¢—
(lg/pl + |p/ql) xsin ¢
T
0 0, + — Y
D°—=Kgrn™r
lq/pl
¢
D’ K*i~v Ry, Ry = (2 +9y?)/2
DY Ktn—n0 x" 2 =xcosby, . +ysind. .
(Dalitz plot analysis) y” y' =ycosdy, . —xsindg,
“Double-tagged” Ry,
branching fractions
g' / Ry = (2> +y°)/2
measured in Ry
¥(3770)— DD decays /R, cosd
2/ = xcosd + ysind
y =ycosd —xsind
a2,y Ay = (la/pl* = 1)/(la/p* + 1)
DO K*r~ a2 o =1+ A,,)/(1F Ay
Yty (2 cos ¢ £ y'sing)

Y= =1 A4)/ 1 F Ay x
(y' cos ¢ F 2’ sin @)

F(D0%K+7T_)+P(§ — K nh) R,
DO Kt Kt (DK a7 )+T(D°—=K*n)
(time-integrated) P(D° - K*7~) —T(D°— K~ rt)
ID°—-K'r )+ I(D°—K n") Ap
[(D° K K) —T(D oKV K) | Ay 4+ S gindirecr  (gininect 41
I(D"KTK ) +T(D°-KTK") b

DY KTK~/rtn™

(time-integrated)

Aﬂ' + % Aiél(}ijired (A%l%irect ~ 7A1")
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Figure 64: Two-dimensional contours for theoretical parameters (x5, ¥;5) (top left), (214, 1)
(top right), and (y4, ¢15) (bottom), for no direct CPV.
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Figure 65: Two-dimensional contours for parameters (x,y) (top) and (|g¢/p|,¢) (bottom),
allowing for C PV
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Figure 66: The function Ax?* = x? —x?2,, for fitted parameters z, y, 4, 0., |¢/p|, and ¢. The
points where Ay? = 3.84 (denoted by dashed horizontal lines) determine 95% C.L. intervals.
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Table 167: Results of the global fit for different assumptions concerning C'PV'.

Parameter No CPV No direct CPV C PV -allowed C PV -allowed 95% C.L.
z (%) 0.65 018 0.62 +0.19 0.63 039 [0.24, 0.99]
y (%) 0.73 +0.12 0.75 +0.12 0.75 +0.12 [0.51, 0.98]
5 () 21.0 9%, 222197, 22197, [—2.6, 40.6]

Ry (%) 0.3307 £0.0080  0.3305 £0.0080  0.3311 4 0.0081 [0.315, 0.347]
Ap (%) - - 1.7 +24 [—6.4, 3.0]
la/p| —~ 1.04 508 0.88 7018 [0.59, 1.26]
o (°) - —-2.02 7387 -10.1 735 [—27.4, 8.7]
Spenn (°) 17.8 137 1941308 19.3%305 [—26.3, 61.8]
A, - - 0.36 +0.25 [~0.13, 0.86]
Ap - - —0.31 £0.24 [~0.78, 0.15]
219 (%) - 0.62 £0.19 - [0.25, 0.99]
1o (%) - 0.75 +0.12 - [0.51, 0.98]
$15(°) — 49107 - [—8.4, 24.6]
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Table 168: Individual contributions to the y? for the C PV-allowed fit.

Observable x2 Y x?
Yop 2.61 2.61
Ar 0.00 2.61
Tjeo 1.~ Belle 0.28 2.88
Yycorsn Belle 165  4.54
|9/p 0+, Belle 0.01 454
1ot Belle 0.51  5.05
% gonsy. BABAR 297  8.02
Yyconsp- BABAR 0.37 838
Ry (K+v) 0.09  8.48
e o BABAR 571 14.19
Yycs,— o BABAR 222 16.40
CLEOc

(z/y/Rp/\/Rpcosd/\/Rysind) | 7.28  23.68
R}, /2'*" Jy'T BABAR 2.34  26.02
Ry /2> Jy'~ BABAR 130 27.31
R /2 Jy/* Belle 412 31.44
Ry /2>~ [y~ Belle 1.35  32.79
R, /a"? )y’ CDF 0.39  33.17
Agere /A, BABAR 1.89  35.06
Apge/A,. Belle 0.12  35.18
Ay g /A, CDF 0.06 35.25
Ay — A, LHCb 0.37  35.62
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8.2 Semileptonic decays
8.2.1 Introduction

Semileptonic decays of D mesons involve the interaction of a leptonic current with a hadronic
current. The latter is nonperturbative and cannot be calculated from first principles; thus it is
usually parameterized in terms of form factors. The transition matrix element is written

M = —z’%VCqL“Hu, (187)

where G is the Fermi constant and V,, is a CKM matrix element. The leptonic current L,
is evaluated directly from the lepton spinors and has a simple structure; this allows one to
extract information about the form factors (in H,) from data on semileptonic decays [480].
Conversely, because there are no final-state interactions between the leptonic and hadronic
systems, semileptonic decays for which the form factors can be calculated allow one to deter-
mine V,, [2].

8.2.2 D — Ply, decays

When the final state hadron is a pseudoscalar, the hadronic current is given by

2 2 2 2

H, = (P DW)) = fi(d®) <pf+p>ﬂ—q—‘2mpqﬂ + Jola®) =P (188)

where mp and p’ are the mass and four momentum of the parent D meson, mp and p are those
of the daughter meson, f(¢?) and fy(q?) are form factors, and ¢ = p’ — p. Kinematics require
that f1(0) = fo(0). The contraction ¢*L, results in terms proportional to m, [481], and thus
for £ = e the last two terms in Eq. (I88)) are negligible. Considering that, only the f, (¢*) form
factor is relevant, the differential partial width is

dL(D — Plyy)  G3|Vy|

dq2 dCOS 9@ - 3271_3 p*3|f+(q2)|2 sin 92 ) (]‘89)

where p* is the magnitude of the momentum of the final state hadron in the D rest frame.

8.2.3 Form factor parameterizations

The form factor is traditionally parametrized with an explicit pole and a sum of effective poles:

fgy = 1O (1_q21/m2 ) T P T (190)

pole k—1 (7’6 mf)ole)

where p;, and vy, are expansion parameters. The parameter 1m0 is the mass of the lowest-lying
cq resonance with the appropriate quantum numbers; this is expected to provide the largest
contribution to the form factor for the ¢ — ¢ transition. For example, for D — 7 transitions

the dominant resonance is expected to be D*, and thus m . = mp..

Simple pole
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Equation (I90) can be simplified by neglecting the sum over effective poles, leaving only the
explicit vector meson pole. This approximation is referred to as “nearest pole dominance” or
“vector-meson dominance.” The resulting parameterization is

f+(0)
(1 —q*/m3ee)

However, values of mp that give a good fit to the data do not agree with the expected vector
meson masses [482]. To address this problem, the “modified pole” or Becirevic-Kaidalov (BK)
parameterization [483] was introduced. mpoe/+/0BK is interpreted as the mass of an effective
pole, higher than mye, thus it is expected that apx < 1.

The parameterization takes the form

fole?) = (191)

J+(0) 1
(1—q?/m2,.) (1 _ aBng_2>
pole

fi(g®) (192)

This parameterization has been used by several experiments to determine form factor pa-
rameters. Measured values of m ., and apy are listed Tables [69 and 70 for D — K/lv, and
D — wly, decays, respectively.

z expansion

Several groups have advocated an alternative series expansion around some value ¢? = t,
to parameterize f, [480,484H486]. This expansion is given in terms of a complex parameter z,
which is the analytic continuation of ¢? into the complex plane:

/ g2/ —
Aty = VT VR T (193)
\/t+ - q2 + \/t+ — 1o

where t1 = (mp +mp)? and t, is the (arbitrary) ¢? value corresponding to z = 0. The physical
region corresponds to |z| < 1.
The form factor is expressed as

1 o0
) = Y ai(to)[2(% 1)), 194
) = et 2 B ) (194)
where the P(g?) factor accommodates sub-threshold resonances via

o 1 (D —m)
Pl = {z(ang;) (D = K). (195)

The “outer” function ¢(t,ty) can be any analytic function, but a preferred choice (see, e.g.
Refs. [4841/485,487]) obtained from the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) is

o t) = o (Vi =@+ i —h) x
ty—®  (Vtr— @ + I —12)%? (196)
e W/ S
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with o = y/7mm2/3. The OPE analysis provides a constraint upon the expansion coefficients,
Ziv:o a? < 1. These coefficients receive 1/Mp corrections, and thus the constraint is only ap-
proximate. However, the expansion is expected to converge rapidly since |z| < 0.051 (0.17) for
D— K (D — ) over the entire physical ¢? range, and Eq. (I94) remains a useful parameteri-
zation.

8.2.4 Experimental techniques and results

Different techniques by several experiments have been used to measure D meson semileptonic
decays with a pseudoscalar particle in the final state. The most recent results are provided by
the Belle [488], BABAR [489] and CLEO-c [490], [491] collaborations. The BES III experiment
has also reported preliminary results at the CHARM 2012 conference with 923 pb~! [492]. The
Belle experiment fully reconstruct the D events from the continuum under the 7°(45) resonance,
achieving a very good ¢? resolution (Ag¢®> = 15MeV?) and low background level, but having a
low efficiency. Using 282 fb™', about 1300 and 115 signal semileptonic decays are isolated for
each lepton flavour (e and p). The BABAR experiment uses a partial reconstruction technique
where the semileptonic decays are tagged through the D** — D%z* decay. The D direction
and neutrino energy is obtained using information of the rest of the event. With 75 fb™*
74000 signal events in the D — K~e*v mode are obtained. The measurement of the Cabibbo
suppressed mode has not been published yet. This technique provides larger statistics but
higher background level and poorer ¢* resolution (Agq? ranges from 66 to 219 MeV?). In this
case the measurement of the branching fraction is obtained by normalizing to the D° — K7™
decay channel and can benefit from future improvements in the determination of this reference
channel. The CLEO-c experiment uses two different methods to measure charm semileptonic
decays. Tagged analyses [490] rely on the full reconstruction of ¥(3770) — DD events. One of
the D mesons is reconstructed in a hadronic decay mode, the other in the semileptonic channel.
The only missing particle is the neutrino so the ¢? resolution is very good and the background
level very low. With the entire CLEO-c data sample, 818 pb~!, 14123 and 1374 signal events
are reconstructed for the D° — K~etv and D° — 7~ etv channels, respectively, and 8467 and
838 for the D+ — K etv and D* — nlety decays. Another technique without tagging the D
meson in a hadronic mode (“untagged” in the following) has been also used by CLEO-c¢ [491].
This method rests upon the association of the missing energy and momentum in an event with
the neutrino four momentum, with the penalty of larger background as compared to the tagged
method.

Previous measurements were also performed by CLEO III and FOCUS experiments. Events
registered at the 7(4S5) energy corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 7 fb~' were ana-
lyzed by CLEO III [493]. In the FOCUS fixed target photo-production experiment D semilep-
tonic events were obtained from the decay of a D**, and the kaon or pion was reconstructed
in the muon channel.

Results of the hadronic form factor parameters by the different groups are given in Tables
and [I70] for m,e. and apg.

The z-expansion formalism has been used by BABAR [489] and CLEOc [490], [491]. BES III
has also shown preliminary results [492] . Their fits used the first three terms of the expansion,
and the results for the ratios r; = a1 /ag and ry = ay/ag are listed in Tables [[71] and [[72. The
CLEO III [493] and FOCUS [494] results listed are obtained by refitting their data using the
full covariance matrix. The BABAR correlation coefficient listed is obtained by refitting their
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Table 169: Results for myee and apg from various experiments for D° — K~ ¢*v and Dt —
Kgltv decays. The last entry is a lattice QCD prediction (errors have been increased as
compared to the publication to take into account remaining systematic uncertainties in Lattice
calculations, as advised by the authors).

D — K/{v, Expt. Ref. Mpote (GeV/c?) gk
CLEO III 193 1.89+0.05°503 0.36 £ 0.107002
FOCUS 194]  1.9340.05 % 0.03 0.28 +0.08 £ 0.07
Belle 188]  1.8240.04 % 0.03 0.52 4+ 0.08 + 0.06
BABAR 489]  1.889 4 0.012 4 0.015 0.366 & 0.023 + 0.029

[493]
[494]
0
CLEO-c (tagged) [490]  1.93£0.02+0.01  0.30+0.03 £ 0.01
[491]
[491]
[492]
[495]

CLEO-c (untagged, D°) 491 1.97 £0.03 £ 0.01 0.21 £ 0.05£0.03

CLEO-c (untagged, D) 491 1.96 + 0.04 £ 0.02 0.22+0.08 £0.03
BESIII (prel) 492] 1.943 £0.025 £ 0.003 0.265 £ 0.045 £+ 0.006

Fermilab lattice/MILC/HPQCD  [495 - 0.50 = 0.04 £ 0.07

Table 170: Results for mpoe and apk from various experiments for D° — 7 ¢*v and
DT — 7%* v decays. The last entry is a lattice QCD prediction (errors have been increased as
compared to the publication to take into account remaining systematic uncertainties in Lattice
calculations, as advised by the authors).

D — wlv, Expt. Ref. Mpote (GeV/c?) aBK
CLEO III [493] 1.8610 et 008 0.37703) £ 0.15
FOCUS [494] 1.91%9%8 +0.07
Belle [488]  1.9740.08 +0.04 0.1040.21 £0.10
CLEO-c (tagged) [490]  1.9140.02 4+ 0.01 0.21 4 0.07 & 0.02
CLEO-c (untagged, D°) [491]  1.87£0.03 £0.01 0.21 £ 0.05£0.03
CLEO-c (untagged, D%) [491]  1.97 +£0.07 +0.02 0.22 4 0.08 +0.03
BESIII (prel) [492] 1.876 4 0.023 +0.004 0.315 =+ 0.071 & 0.012

Fermilab lattice/ MILC/HPQCD  [495] 0.44 £0.04 £0.07

published branching fraction using their published covariance matrix.
These measurements correspond to using the standard outer function ¢(q?,ty) of Eq. (I98])

and ty =t (1 — /1 - t_/t+>. This choice of t, constrains |z| to vary between 42,4,

Tables [I71] and also list average values for r; and ro obtained from a 3D fit, taking
the full correlations between |V,,|f+(0), 1 and ry into account, to CLEO III, FOCUS, BABAR,
CLEO-c, and BES III data. Only the D° channels are entering in the fit. The fit is constrained
by the branching fractions measured at Belle [48§].

In the values quoted in Tables and [I7T] the effect of radiative events has been taken into
account slightly modifying the values from BABAR by correcting the numbers given in Tab. III
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Table 171: Results for 1 and ry from various experiments, for D — K/{v,. The correlation
coefficient listed is for the total uncertainties (statistical @ systematic) on r; and r,.

Expt. D — K/, mode Ref. o] Ty p
CLEO 111 493 0.2735 —8971% -0.99
FOCUS 494 ~2.5440.75 7413 -0.97
BABAR 489] 25402402 254+6.0+50 -0.64

[493]
[494]
[489]
CLEO-c (tagged) D°— K~ [A90] —2.65+034+0.08 13£94+1 -0.82
CLEO-c (tagged) D* — &K' [A90] —1.66+044+£0.10 —14+11+1 -0.82

[491]

[491]

[492]

CLEO-c (untagged) D°— K- [491] —24+04+0.1 214+ 1142  -0.81

CLEO-c (untagged) D* — K= [491 —28+6+2 32+18+4  -0.84
BES 111 192] —2.18+0.36+0.05 5+9+1

Combined —239+0.17 62+38  -0.82

Table 172: Results for r; and 7y from various experiments, for D — wfly,. The correlation
coefficient listed is for the total uncertainties (statistical @ systematic) on r; and r,.

Expt. D — wly, mode Ref. o] 79 P
CLEO-c (tagged) D°— 7™ [490] —2.80+ 0.49+ 0.04 6+3+0 -0.94
CLEO-c (tagged) D+ —a® [490] —1.374+088+024 —4+5+1  -0.96

[
[
CLEO-c (untagged) D°—nt [4
[
[

0] —21+07+£03 —1.2+48+17 -0.96

CLEO-c (untagged) D+ —7° [A9I] —02+154+04 —98+91+21 -0.97
BES III 192] —2.7340.48 +0.08 443+ 1

Combined —2.69 £ 0.32 118+216  -0.95

of Ref. [489] by the shifts quoted in the last column of Tab. IV given in Ref. [489).

The x?/d.o.f of the combined fits are 16/22 and 6.2/10 for D° — K¢y, and D — 7= (tu,,
respectively. The correlation matrices are given in Tables [I73] and 174

8.2.5 D—V/y, decays

When the final state hadron is a vector meson, the decay can proceed through both vector and
axial vector currents, and four form factors are needed. The hadronic current is H, =V, + A,
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Table 173: Correlation matrix for the combined fit for the D° — 7= ¢y, channel

Vel f£(0) 7 ra
Vaff0)  1.000 -0.446 0.672
71 -0.446 1.000 -0.946
T9 0.672 -0.946 1.000

Table 174: Correlation matrix for the combined fit for the D° — K~ ¢*1, channel

[Ves f5(0) — ma ra

V.IfE(0)  1.000  -0.088 0.433

r 0.088  1.000 -0.824

ro 0433  -0.824 1.000

where [48]]
_ 2V(¢?) o p o
Vi = (V. e)lgy el D)) = S PPp (197)

Ay = (Vo) ="y D)) = —i(mp +mv)Ai(d)e;,

_ As(q? .
) )@ +pu

mp + my

i QZQV (A3(¢®) — Ao(¢®) [* - (7' + p)la, -(198)

In this expression, my is the daughter meson mass and

mp + my
QmV

mp —my

As(q?) = Ail(d) — Ax(q?) . (199)

QmV

Kinematics require that A3(0) = Ap(0). The differential partial width is

dU(D = Vi) GplVel . o
dg? dcos b, 1287T3m2D
1 ? 1 :
Qmeostl o L0t w2 gmf?| . (200)

where H, and H,, are helicity amplitudes given by

H, = Ty — [((mp +my)?Ai(¢®) F 2mpp V()] (201)
2
H() = i b X
lg| 2my (mp + my)
m%, — ¢ 2 2 *2 2
11— 7 (mp +my)“Ai(q") — 4p™Ax(q)| . (202)
D
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Table 175: Results for the form factor normalization f¥(0)|V.s| and fT(0)|V.e|. Results from
the different collaborations have been corrected, if needed, using values from PDG 2010. Prior
to 2006, and apart for BESII, experiments measure the ratio (f7(0)|Vea|/fE(0)|V.s])?. Corre-
sponding values given in this Table for f7(0)|V.4| are obtained by assuming that f4(0)|V.,| =
0.714+0.009. Results of the combined fit include measurements from 2006 and later for experi-
ments measuring f (0)|V,,], 71 and ro. Results of CLEO (2008) (untagged) only refer to the D°
channel. Results from LQCD are given in the last line [496] [497]. Results quoted for LQCD are
obtained by multiplying the values computed for f£(0) and f7(0) from lattice by |V.s| = 0.9729
and |V 4| = 0.2253 respectively. These values of |V 4| correspond to present estimates assum-
ing the unitarity of the CKM matrix. Values entering in the combination explained before are
marked with a *.

Experiment Ref. f2(0)[Ves| JE0)|Ved]
EG691 (1989) [498] 0.69 = 0.05 + 0.05
CLEO (1991) [499]
CLEOIT (1993) [500] 0.76 4 0.01 £ 0.04
CLEOII (1995) [501] 0.163 = 0.031 £ 0.011
E687 (1995) [502] 0.69 +0.03 +0.03
E687 (1996) [503] 0.160 = 0.018 4 0.004
BESII (2004) [504] 0.78£0.04+0.03  0.164 4+ 0.032 £ 0.014
CLEOIII (2005) * 1493 0.13970013 +0-009
FOCUS (2005) [494] 0.137 #+ 0.008 + 0.008
Belle (2006) * [488]  0.692 £ 0.007 £ 0.022 0.140 =+ 0.004 =+ 0.007
BABAR (2007) * [489)  0.720 & 0.007 £ 0.007
CLEO-c (2008)(untagged) *+  [491]  0.747 +0.009 4+ 0.009 0.139 4 0.007 & 0.003
CLEO-c (2009) (tagged) * [490]  0.719 4 0.006 & 0.005 0.150 = 0.004 + 0.001
BESIII (2012)(prel.) x [492]  0.729 & 0.008 £ 0.007 0.144 + 0.005 + 0.002
Combined fit 0.728 = 0.005 0.146 + 0.003
HPQCD [497] [496] 0.727 £ 0.018 0.150 + 0.007

p* is the three-momentum of the K7 system, measured in the D rest frame. The left-handed
nature of the quark current manifests itself as |[H_| > |H,|. The differential decay rate for
D — Vv followed by the vector meson decaying into two pseudoscalars is

D=V VSPP) - 3Gh (@)
dq?d cos Oy d cos Oydy 204874 1N mE
{(1 4 cos 0,)*sin® Oy | H . (¢*)]?
+ (1 — cosBy)?sin® Oy |H_(¢*)|?
+ 4sin? 6, cos? Oy | Ho(¢*)|?
+ 4 sin 8y(1 + cos ;) sin Oy cos Oy cos xH, (¢%) Ho(q?)
— 45in0,(1 — cos ) sin Oy cos Oy cos xYH_(q*)Ho(q?)
— 2sin® 0y sin® Oy cos 2xHy (¢*)H-(¢%) } (203)

B(V—)Plpg) X
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where the angles §,, 6,,, and x are defined in Fig. [68
Ratios between the values of the hadronic form factors expressed at ¢> = 0 are usually
introduced:

rv = V(0)/A1(0), 72 = A5(0)/A,(0). (204)

Table [I76] lists measurements of ry and ro from several experiments. Most of measurements
assume that the ¢ dependence of hadronic form factors is given by the simple pole anzats. The
measurements are plotted in Fig. [69] which shows that they are all consistent.

Table 176: Results for 7y and 79 from various experiments.

Experiment Ref. a% ro

Dt = K1ty

E691 [505] 2.0+ 0.6£ 0.3 0.0+ 0.5£ 0.2
E653 [506] 2.00£ 0.33£ 0.16 0.82+ 0.22+ 0.11
E687 [507] 1.74+ 0.27+£ 0.28 0.78+ 0.18+ 0.11
E791 (e) [508] 1.90£ 0.11+£ 0.09 0.714 0.084 0.09
E791 () [509] 1.84+0.11£0.09 0.7540.0840.09
Beatrice [510] 1.45+ 0.23+ 0.07 1.00+ 0.15+ 0.03
FOCUS [GIT]  1.504+0.057+0.039 0.875+0.049+0.064
DY — WOW_,LLJFV
FOCUS [512]  1.706+£0.677-+0.342 0.912+0.370+0.104
BABAR [513] 1.493+0.014 £0.021 0.775£0.011 +0.011
Df — ¢etv
BABAR [514]  1.636+0.067+0.038 0.705%0.056+0.029
D°. Dt — pev
CLEO [515] 1.40+0.25+0.03 0.57£0.1840.06

8.2.6 S-wave component

In 2002 FOCUS reported [516] an asymmetry in the observed cos(fy) distribution. This is
interpreted as evidence for an S-wave component in the decay amplitude as follows. Since H|
typically dominates over H, the distribution given by Eq. (203)) is, after integration over x,
roughly proportional to cos? 6. Inclusion of a constant S-wave amplitude of the form A e
leads to an interference term proportional to |AHj sin 0 cos Oy |; this term causes an asymmetry
in cos(fy). When FOCUS fit their data including this S-wave amplitude, they obtained A =
0.330 £ 0.022 +0.015 GeV~! and § = 0.68 & 0.07 4 0.05 [511].

More recently, both BABAR [514] and CLEO-c [517] have also found evidence for an f,
component in semileptonic D, decays.

8.2.7 Model-independent form factor measurement

Subsequently the CLEO-c collaboration extracted the form factors H, (¢%), H_(¢*), and Hy(q?)
in a model-independent fashion directly as functions of ¢* [518] and also determined the S-wave
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form factor ho(q?) via the interference term, despite the fact that the K7 mass distribution
appears dominated by the vector K*(892) state. Their results are shown in Figs. [T1] and [70l
Plots in Fig. [TT] clearly show that Hy(q?) dominates over essentially the full range of ¢%, but
especially at low ¢2. They also show that the transverse form factor H;(¢?) (which can be
related to As(¢?) is small (compared to Lattice Gauge Theory calculations) and suggest that
the form factor ratio r3 = A3(0)/A;(0) is large and negative.

The product Hy(g*) x ho(q?) is shown in Fig. [0l and clearly indicates the existence of ho(q?),
although it seems to fall faster with ¢ than Hy(q?). The other plots in that figure show that
D- and F-wave versions of the S-wave ho(g?) are not significant.

8.2.8 Detailed measurements of the D™ — K~7"ety, decay channel

BABAR [513] has selected a large sample of 244 x 10° signal events with a ratio S/B ~ 2.3
from an analyzed integrated luminosity of 347 fb™'. With four particles emitted in the final
state, the differential decay rate depends on five variables. In addition to the four variables
defined in previous sections there is m?, the mass squared of the K7 system. Apart for this
last variable, the reconstruction algorithm does not provide a high resolution on the other
measured quantities and a multi-dimensional unfolding procedure is not used to correct for
efficiency and resolution effects. Meanwhile these limitations still allow an essentially model
independent measurement of the differential decay rate. This is because, apart for the ¢? and
mass dependence of the form factors, angular distributions are fixed by kinematics. In addition,
present accurate measurements of D — Py, decays have shown that the ¢> dependence of
the form factors can be well described by several models as long as the corresponding model
parameter(s) are fitted on data. This is even more true in D — V/u, decays because the ¢?
range is reduced. To analyze the DT — K 7nteTv, decay channel it is assumed that all form
factors have a ¢ variation given by the simple pole model and the effective pole mass value,
my = (2.63 £ 0.10 + 0.13) GeV/c?, is fitted for the axial vector form factors. This value is
compatible with expectations when comparing with the mass of J* = 1* charm mesons. Data
are not sensitive to the effective mass of the vector form factor for which my = (2.14£0.1) GeV/c?
is used, nor to the effective pole mass of the scalar component for which m,4 is used. For the
mass dependence of the form factors, a Breit-Wigner with a mass dependent width and a Blatt-
Weisskopf damping factor is used. For the S-wave amplitude, considering what was measured
in Dt — K-7mtrt decays, a polynomial variation below the K,(1430) and a Breit-Wigner
distribution, above are assumed. For the polynomial part, a linear term is sufficient to fit data.

It is verified that the variation of the S-wave phase is compatible with expectations from
elastic K scattering, according to the Watson theorem. At variance with elastic scattering,
a negative relative sign between the S- and P-waves is measured; this is compatible with the
previous theorem. In Fig. [72] the measured S-wave phase is compared with the phase of the
elastic, I = 1/2, K elastic phase for different values of the K mass.

Contributions from other resonances decaying into K~ 7 are considered. A small signal
from the F*(léll()) is observed, compatible with expectations from 7 decays and this component
is included in the nominal fit. In total, 11 parameters are fitted in addition to the total number
of signal events. They give a detailed description of the differential decay rate versus the 5
variables and corresponding matrices for statistical and systematic uncertainties are provided
allowing to evaluate the compatibility of data with future theoretical expectations.

In Fig. [[3 are compared measured values from CLEO-c of the products ¢*HZ(¢?) and
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q*ho(q?)Hy(q?) with corresponding results from BABAR illustrating the difference in behaviour
of the scalar hy component and the helicity zero Hy P-wave form factor. For this comparison,
plotted values from BABAR for the two distributions are equal to 1 at ¢> = 0. The different
behaviour of hy(q?) and Hy(¢?) can be explained by they different dependence in the p* variable.
Results of this analysis for the rates and few characteristics for S, P and D-waves are given in

Table [I77]

Table 177: Detailed determination of the properties of the D* — K~ n"e*v, decay channel
from BABAR. Values for B(D* — K (1410)°/K,(1430)%"1,) are corrected for their respective-
branching fractions into K~ 7.

Measurement BABAR result
Mc(s92y0( MeV/c?) 895.4 + 0.2 £0.2
T (so2p0 ( MeV/c?) 46.54+0.340.2
rew( GeV/c)™ 21£05+0.5
rv 1.463 £ 0.017 £ 0.031
To 0.801 £ 0.020 £+ 0.020
ma( GeV/c?) 2.63+0.10£0.13
B(Dt — K-ntetv.) (%) 4.04 £0.03 £0.04 £0.09
B(D" — K1t etve)zo (%) 3.80 £0.04 £0.05 £+ 0.09
B(DT — K- et ve)s—wave(%) 0.234 £ 0.007 £ 0.007 £ 0.005
B(Dt — K (1410)%" 1) (%) 0.30 £0.12£0.18 £ 0.06 (< 0.6 at 90% C.L.)

B(D+ — Ky(1430)%*1,)(%)  0.023 £ 0.011 £ 0.011 = 0.001 (< 0.05 at 90% C.L.)
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Figure 67: The D° — K~eTv (left) and D° — 7m—ev (right) 68% C.L. error ellipses from the
average fit of the 3-parameter z-expansion results.
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Figure 68: Decay angles 6y, 6, and y. Note that the angle x between the decay planes is defined
in the D-meson reference frame, whereas the angles 6, and 6, are defined in the V' meson and
W reference frames, respectively.
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Figure 69: A comparison of o and ry values from various experiments. The first seven mea-
surements are for DT — K~ 77"y, decays. Also shown as a line with 1-¢ limits is the average
of these. The last two points are D} decays and Cabibbo-suppressed D decays.
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8.3 CP asymmetries

CP violation occurs if the decay rate for a particle differs from that of its C'P-conjugate [520].
In general there are two classes of CP violation, termed indirect and direct [521]. Indirect
CP violation refers to AC = 2 processes and arises in D° decays due to D°-D° mixing. It
can occur as an asymmetry in the mixing itself, or it can result from interference between a
decay amplitude arising via mixing and a non-mixed amplitude. Direct CP violation refers to
AC =1 processes and occurs in both charged and neutral D decays. It results from interference
between two different decay amplitudes (e.g., a penguin and tree amplitude) that have different
weak (CKM) and strong phase. A difference in strong phases typically arises due to final-
state interactions (FSI) [522]. A difference in weak phases arises from different CKM vertex
couplings, as is often the case for spectator and penguin diagrams.

The CP asymmetry is defined as the difference between D and D partial widths divided by
their sum:
I'(D) -T(D)

Aer = FD)+1D) (205)

However, to take into account differences in production rates between D and D (which would
affect the number of respective decays observed), experiments usually normalize to a Cabibbo-
favored mode. In this case there is the additional benefit that most corrections due to ineffi-
ciencies cancel out, reducing systematic uncertainties. An implicit assumption is that there is
no measurable CP violation in the Cabibbo-favored normalizing mode. The CP asymmetry is
calculated as

D) —n(D
Agp = M) =n(D) (206)
n(D) +n(D)
where (considering, for example, D° — K~ KT)
N(D® = K-K+)
— N(D° — K- K+
20 = M ), (208)

N(D° — K+7~)

In the case of DT and D] decays, A, p measures direct CP violation; in the case of D° decays,
A p measures direct and indirect CP violation combined. Values of A, p for DT, D° and DF

decays are listed in Tables [I78], and [I80 respectively.

47The weak phase difference will have opposite signs for D — f and D — f decays, while the strong phase
difference will have the same sign. As a result, squaring the total amplitudes to obtain the decay rates gives
interference terms having opposite sign, i.e., non-identical decay rates.
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Table 178: C'P asymmetries A, p = [[(DT) — T'(D7)]/[T(DT) + T'(D7)] for D* decays.

Mode Year Collaboration Acp
Dt — putv 2008 CLEOc [523] +0.08 £ 0.08
Dt — ntn0 2010 CLEOc [524] +0.029 £ 0.029 £ 0.003
Dt -5 oty 2010 CLEOc [524] —0.020 £ 0.023 £+ 0.003
Dt — oty 2010 CLEOc [524) —0.040 + 0.034 + 0.003
Dt - Ktn0 2010 CLEOc [524] —0.035+0.107 + 0.009
Dt —» K%+ 2011 BABAR [525] —0.0044 £ 0.0013 + 0.0010
2010 Belle [520] —0.0071 £ 0.0019 &+ 0.0020
2010 CLEOc [524] —0.013 +0.007 + 0.003
2002 FOCUS [527] —0.016 + 0.015 + 0.009
COMBOS average —0.0054 £ 0.0014
Dt —» KK+ 2010 Belle [526] —0.0016 + 0.0058 4+ 0.0025
2010 CLEOc [524] —0.002 £ 0.015 £+ 0.009
2002 FOCUS [527] +0.071 £+ 0.061 £+ 0.012
COMBOS average —0.0010 + 0.0059
Dt —» gtp—nt 1997 E791 [52§ —0.017 £ 0.042 (stat.)
Dt - K—ntna™t 2010 CLEOc [524) —0.001 + 0.004 + 0.009
Dt —» Kontn0 2007 CLEO-c [529] +0.003 £ 0.009 &+ 0.003
Dt 5 KtK—nt 2008 CLEO-c [530)] —0.0003 £ 0.0084 £ 0.0029
2005 BABAR [531] +0.014 + 0.010 £ 0.008
2000 FOCUS [532] +0.006 £ 0.011 &+ 0.005
1997 E791 [528] —0.014 £ 0.029 (stat.)
1994 E687 [633] —0.031 £ 0.068 (stat.)
COMBOS average +0.0039 £ 0.0061
Dt - K—atxatx® | 2007 CLEOc [529) +0.010 £ 0.009 £ 0.009
Dt - Kntntn™ 2007 CLEOc [529] +0.001 £+ 0.011 + 0.006
Dt —» KOK+ntmx= | 2005 FOCUS [534] —0.042 + 0.064 + 0.022
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Table 179: C'P asymmetries A p = [['(D°) — T'(D?)]/[['(D°) + T'(D?)] for D°, D° decays.

Mode Year Collaboration Acp
D° — mtnp— 2012 CDF [535] 40.0022 £ 0.0024 % 0.0011
2008 Belle [472] +0.0043 £ 0.0052 4+ 0.0012
2008 BABAR [471] —0.0024 £ 0.0052 £ 0.0022
2002 CLEO [467] -+0.019 £+ 0.032 £ 0.008
2000 FOCUS [532] +0.048 £ 0.039 £ 0.025
1998 E791 [536] —0.049 £ 0.078 £ 0.030
COMBOS average 40.0020 £ 0.0022
D° — 7070 2001 CLEO [537] +0.001 £ 0.048 (stat. and syst. combined)
D° — K%n° 2011 Belle [538] —0.0028 £ 0.0019 £ 0.0010
2001 CLEO [537] -+0.001 4+ 0.013 (stat. and syst. combined)
COMBOS average —0.0027 + 0.0021
D° — K%n 2011 Belle [538] -+0.0054 4+ 0.0051 £+ 0.0016
D° — K% 2011 Belle [538] 40.0098 4 0.0067 % 0.0014
D° - KK? 2001 CLEO [537] —0.23 £ 0.19 (stat. and syst. combined)
D° » KtK- 2012 CDF [535] —0.0024 = 0.0022 = 0.0009
2008 Belle [472] —0.0043 £ 0.0030 £ 0.0011
2008 BABAR [4T71] -+0.0000 £ 0.0034 £+ 0.0013
2002 CLEO [467] +0.000 £ 0.022 £+ 0.008
2000 FOCUS [532] —0.001 £0.022 £ 0.015
1998 E791 [5306] —0.010 £ 0.049 £ 0.012
1995 CLEO [539] +0.080 + 0.061 (stat.)
1994 E687 [533] 40.024 4 0.084 (stat.)
COMBOS average —0.0023 + 0.0017
D° - ntp—n® 2008 BABAR [540)] —0.0031 = 0.0041 £ 0.0017
2008 Belle [541] +0.0043 £ 0.0130
2005 CLEO [542] +0.00175:99 4 0.05
COMBOS average —0.0023 £ 0.0042
D° - K—ntnO 2007 CLEOc [529] 40.002 4 0.004 % 0.008
2001 CLEO [543 —0.031 4 0.086 (stat.)
COMBOS average -+0.0016 % 0.0089
D° - K+m—m° 2005 Belle [544] —0.006 & 0.053 (stat.)
2001 CLEO [545] +0.0915:33 (stat.)
COMBOS average —0.0014 £ 0.0517
D° - Kortn— 2004 CLEO [546] —0.009 £ 0.02115-018
D° —» K+K—n° 2008 BABAR [540)] 0.0100 & 0.0167 & 0.0025
D° - K+tn—mtn— | 2005 Belle [544] —0.018 £ 0.044 (stat.)
D° » K+K—ntn— | 2005 | FOCUS [534] —0.082 & 0.056 & .047
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Table 180: CP asymmetries A p = [[(D) — T'(D;)]/[T(DT) + (D)) for DE decays.

s

Mode Year Collaboration Acp
D} — ptv 2009 CLEOc [547] +0.048 + 0.061
D} — nty 2010 CLEOc [524] —0.046 £ 0.029 £+ 0.003
D} — nty 2010 CLEOc [524] —0.061 + 0.030 + 0.003
Df —» K%zt 2010 Belle [520] +0.0545 £+ 0.0250 £ 0.0033
2010 CLEOc [524] +0.163 4+ 0.073 + 0.003
COMBOS average +0.066 + 0.024
Df —» K+x® 2010 CLEOc [524] +0.266 £+ 0.228 + 0.009
Df - Ktn 2010 CLEOc [524) +0.093 £+ 0.152 + 0.009
Df - Kty 2010 CLEOc [524] +0.060 £ 0.189 + 0.009
Df - KtK? 2010 Belle [520] +0.0012 4+ 0.0036 + 0.0022
2010 CLEOc [524] +0.047 £+ 0.018 + 0.009
COMBOS average 40.0031 4 0.0041
Df —» ntatn— 2008 CLEOc [548] +0.020 £ 0.046 £ 0.007
Df - Ktntn— 2008 CLEOc [548] +0.112 4+ 0.070 + 0.009
Df - KtK—=nt 2008 CLEOc [548] +0.003 4+ 0.011 + 0.008
Df —» K°K—ntx™ | 2008 CLEOc [548] —0.007 £ 0.036 £ 0.011
Df - KtK—ntx® | 2008 CLEOc [548] —0.059 + 0.042 + 0.012
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8.4 T-violating asymmetries

T-violating asymmetries are measured using triple-product correlations and assuming the va-
lidity of the CPT theorem. Triple-product correlations of the form a - (5 X ), where a, b, and
¢ are spins or momenta, are odd under time reversal (7). For example, for D’ — KTK 77~
decays, Cr = DPy+ - (Pr+ X Pr-) changes sign (i.e., is odd) under a T transformation. The
corresponding quantity for D% is C'p = - - (P X Dr+). Defining

F(CT>O)—F(CT<0)
F(CT>0)+F(CT<O)

Ar (209)

for D° decay and

A, — F(—?T > 0) — F(—?T <0) (210)
F(—CT > 0) + F(—CT < 0)

for D° decay, in the absence of strong phases either A, # 0 or A # 0 indicates T violation.
In these expressions the Is are partial widths. The asymmetry

Apr — A
A i = % (211)

tests for T" violation even with nonzero strong phases (see Refs. [549H553]). Values of Az o for
some DT, DF and D° decay modes are listed in Table [I31]

Table 181: T-violating asymmetries Ay ., = (Ap — Ap)/2.

Mode Year Collaboration Ar ol
D° - KtK—=ntwx— | 2010 BABAR [554] +0.0010 £ 0.0051 £ 0.0044
2005 FOCUS [534] +0.010 £ 0.057 + 0.037
COMBOS average 40.0011 £ 0.0067
Dt —» KK*+ntmx—= | 2010 BABAR [555)] —0.0120 £ 0.0100 & 0.0046
2005 FOCUS [534] +0.023 £+ 0.062 + 0.022
COMBOS average —0.0110+0.0109
DY - K’K*tntmx= | 2010 BABAR [555)] —0.0136 £ 0.0077 + 0.0034
2005 FOCUS [534] —0.036 + 0.067 £+ 0.023
COMBOS average —0.0139 £ 0.0084
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8.5 World average for the D} decay constant fp,

The Heavy Flavor Averaging Group has used measurements of the branching fractions (D} —
wtv) BATB56657] and B(Df — 7Fv) [547/556-560] from Belle, BABAR, and CLEO to calculate
a world average (WA) value for the D} decay constant fp . We do not use older results from
the ALEPH [561], BEATRICE [562], OPAL [563], and L3 [564] experiments as the errors are
large and these measurements have some unknown systematic errors.

The value for fp, is calculated using the formula

fo- 1 )\/871’8(1);’—)6"’1/)’ (212)

s 2
my mp Tp

GV, (1~ 2 o,
mp

s

where (T = p or 7. For B(D} — (Tv) we use the WA values obtained below. The error on fp,
is calculated as follows: values for variables on the right-hand-side of Eq. (212)) are sampled from
Gaussian distributions having mean values equal to the central values and standard deviations
equal to their respective errors. The resulting values of fp, are plotted, and the r.m.s. of
the distribution is taken as the *1o errors on fp,. The procedure is done separately for
B(Df — u*v) and B(D} — 77v); the resulting two values for fp, are averaged together using
COMBOS [565], which accounts for correlations such as the values of |V, [, mp, , and 7 use
in Eq. (212). The result is plotted in Fig. [[4. The WA value is

fp, = 2556 £4.2 MeV, (213)

where the statistical and systematic errors are combined.

The WA value for B(Df — p*v) is calculated from CLEOc [547], Belle [557], and BABAR [550]
measurements of absolute branching fractions. These measurements are mot normalized to
D} — ¢n™ decays as was done for earlier measurements, and thus they do not have uncertainties
due to the non-resonant DY — KTK~n" contribution. All input values and the result are
plotted in Fig. The WA value is B(Df — ptv) = (0.554 £ 0.024)%.

The WA value for B(D} — 77v) is also calculated from CLEOc, Belle, and BABAR measure-
ments. CLEOc made separate measurements for 7+ — etvw [559], 77 — ntv [547), and 77 —
pTv [558]; BABAR made separate measurements for 7t — putvw [556] and 77 — etvw [5506]560];
and Belle made separate measurements for 7+ — u"vv, 77 —etvw, and 77 — 7t [B57]. All in-
put values and the result are plotted in Fig.[[6l The WA value is B(Df —etv) = (5.441+0.22)%.

48 These values (taken from the PDG [I8]) are |V,,| = 0973451500015 m_ = (1.77682 4 0.00016) GeV/c?;
mp_ = (1.96847 £ 0.00033) GeV/c?; and 7, = (500+ 7) x 10717 s.
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Figure 74: WA value for fp,. For each measurement, the first error listed is the total uncor-
related error, and the second error is the total correlated error (mostly from 75, ).
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Figure 75: WA value for B(D] — putv), as calculated from Refs. [547,550,557]. When two
errors are listed, the first one is statistical and the second is systematic.

252



CLEOC 2009t -1t
CLEOC 20091-¢€

CLEOC 20091-p

BELLE 2012t Tt
BELLE 20121

BELLE2012t1-e

World average

Figure 76:

CHARM 2012 h |

—
—

e ]
e
]

4 45 5 55 6 65 7
B(D,~ 1) (%)

6.42+0.81+0.18%

530+£047+0.22%

552+ 0.57+0.21%

491+047+054%
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5.07 £ 0.52 + 0.68 %
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537+£033£0.35%

544+0.22%

WA value for B(D] — 77v), as calculated from Refs. [547,[556-H560].

errors are listed, the first one is statistical and the second is systematic.
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8.6 Two-body hadronic D’ decays and final state radiation

Branching fractions measurements for D° — K—n%, D — 777~ and D° — KTK~ have
reached sufficient precision to allow averages with O(1%) relative uncertainties. At these preci-
sions, Final State Radiation (FSR) must be treated correctly and consistently across the input
measurements for the accuracy of the averages to match the precision. The sensitivity of mea-
surements to FSR arises because of a tail in the distribution of radiated energy that extends to
the kinematic limit. The tail beyond E, ~ 30 MeV causes typical selection variables like the
hadronic invariant mass to shift outside the selection range dictated by experimental resolu-
tion (see Fig. [[7). While the differential rate for the tail is small, the integrated rate amounts
to several percent of the total hth™(ny) rate because of the tail’s extent. The tail therefore
translates directly into a several percent loss in experimental efficiency.

All measurements that include an FSR correction have a correction based on use of PHO-
TOS [566-569] within the experiment’s Monte Carlo simulation. PHOTOS itself, however,
has evolved, over the period spanning the set of measurements. In particular, incorporation
of interference between radiation off of the two separate mesons has proceeded in stages: it
was first available for particle-antiparticle pairs in version 2.00 (1993), and extended to any
two body, all charged, final states in version 2.02 (1999). The effects of interference are clearly
visible (Figure [[7]), and cause a roughly 30% increase in the integrated rate into the high energy
photon tail. To evaluate the FSR correction incorporated into a given measurement, we must
therefore note whether any correction was made, the version of PHOTOS used in correction,
and whether the interference terms in PHOTOS were turned on.

8.6.1 Branching fraction corrections

Before averaging the measured branching fractions, the published results are updated, as nec-
essary, to the FSR prediction of PHOTOS 2.15 with interference included. The correction will
always shift a branching fraction to a higher value: with no FSR correction or with no interfer-
ence term in the correction, the experimental efficiency determination will be biased high, and
therefore the branching fraction will be biased low.

Most of the branching fraction analyses used the kinematic quantity sensitive to FSR in
the candidate selection criteria. For the analyses at the ¢(3770), the variable was AFE, the
difference between the candidate D° energy and the beam energy (e.g., Ex + Ex — Fpeam for
DY — K~7"). In the remainder of the analyses, the relevant quantity was the reconstructed
hadronic two-body mass my+,-. To correct we need only to evaluate the fraction of decays
that FSR moves outside of the range accepted for the analysis.

The corrections were evaluated using an event generator (EvtGen [570]) that incorporates
PHOTOS to simulate the portions of the decay process most relevant to the correction. We
compared corrections determined both with and without smearing to account for experimental
resolution. The differences were negligible, typically of order of a 1% of the correction itself.
The immunity of the correction to resolution effects comes about because most of the long
FSR-induced tail in, for example, the my+,- distribution resides well away from the selection
boundaries. The smearing from resolution, on the other hand, mainly affects the distribution
of events right at the boundary.

For measurements incorporating an FSR correction that did not include interference, we
update by assessing the FSR-induced efficiency loss for both the PHOTOS version and config-
uration used in the analysis and our nominal version 2.15 with interference. For measurements
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Figure 77: The K7 invariant mass distribution for D° — K77 (nv) decays. The 3 curves
correspond to three different configurations of PHOTOS for modeling FSR: version 2.02 without
interference (blue), version 2.02 with interference (red dashed) and version 2.15 with interference
(black). The true invariant mass has been smeared with a typical experimental resolution of
10 MeV /2. Inset: The corresponding spectrum of total energy radiated per event. The arrow
indicates the E, value that begins to shift kinematic quantities outside of the range typically
accepted in a measurement.

that published their sensitivity to FSR, our generator-level predictions for the original effi-
ciency loss agreed to within a few percent (of the correction). This agreement lends additional
credence to the procedure.

Once the event loss from FSR in the most sensitive kinematic quantity is accounted for, the
event loss from other quantities is very small. Analyses using D* tags, for example, showed little
sensitivity to FSR in the reconstructed D* — D° mass difference: for example, in mg—riot —
mg--+. Because the effect of FSR tends to cancel in the difference of the reconstructed masses,
this difference showed a much smaller sensitivity than the two body mass even before a two
body mass requirement. In the ¢ (3770) analyses, the beam-constrained mass distributions
(v B — 1D + Dr|?) showed little further sensitivity.

The FOCUS [571] analysis of the branching ratios B(D° — 7t7x~)/B(D° — K—n*) and
B(D° - KTK~)/B(D" — K~7") obtained yields using fits to the two body mass distribu-
tions. FSR will both distort the low end of the signal mass peak, and will contribute a signal
component to the low side tail used to estimate the background. The fitting procedure is not
sensitive to signal events out in the FSR tail, which would be counted as part of the background.

A more complex toy Monte Carlo procedure was required to analyze the effect of FSR on the
fitted yields, which were published with no FSR corrections applied. A detailed description of
the procedure and results is available on the HFAG web page, and a brief summary is provided
here. Determining the correction involved an iterative procedure in which samples of similar
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Figure 78: FOCUS data (dots), original fits (blue) and toy MC parameterization (red) for
D — K—7t (left) , D° — «tn~ (center) and D° — 777~ (right).

size to the FOCUS sample were generated and then fit using the FOCUS signal and background
parameterizations. The MC parameterizations were tuned based on differences between the fits
to the toy MC data and the FOCUS fits, and the procedure was repeated. These steps were
iterated until the fit parameters matched the original FOCUS parameters.

The toy MC samples for the first iteration were based on the generator-level distribution
of Mmg—r+, My+r— and Mg+ -, including the effects of FSR, smeared according to the original
FOCUS resolution function, and on backgrounds thrown using the parameterization from the
final FOCUS fits. For each iteration, 400 to 1600 individual data-sized samples were thrown and
fit. The means of the parameters from these fits determined the corrections to the generator
parameters for the following iteration. The ratio between the number of signal events generated
and the final signal yield provides the required FSR correction in the final iteration. Only a few
iterations were required in each mode. Figure [[§shows the FOCUS data, the published FOCUS
fits, and the final toy MC parameterizations. The toy MC provides an excellent description of
the data.

The corrections obtained to the individual FOCUS yields were 1.0298 + 0.0001 for K7™,
1.062 £ 0.001 for 77—, and 1.0183 4 0.0003 for KK ~. These corrections tend to cancel in
the branching ratios, leading to corrections of 1.031 to B(D® — 777 ~)/B(D° — K—7"), and
0.9888 for B(D® — KTK~)/B(D° — K~r™).

Table summarizes the corrected branching fractions. The published FSR-related model-
ing uncertainties have been replaced by with a new, common, estimate based on the assumption
that the dominant uncertainty in the FSR corrections come from the fact that the mesons are
treated like structureless particles. No contributions from structure-dependent terms in the
decay process (eg. radiation off individual quarks) are included in PHOTOS. Internal studies
done by various experiments have indicated that in K7 decay, the PHOTOS corrections agree
with data at the 20-30% level. We therefore attribute a 25 uncertainty to the FSR prediction
from potential structure-dependent contributions. For the other two modes, the only difference
in structure is the final state valence quark content. While radiative corrections typically come
in with a 1/M dependence, one would expect the additional contribution from the structure
terms to come in on time scales shorter than the hadronization time scale. In this case, you
might expect LambdaQCD to be the relevant scale, rather than the quark masses, and there-
fore that the amplitude is the same for the three modes. In treating the correlations among
the measurements this is what we assume. We also assume that the PHOTOS amplitudes
and any missing structure amplitudes are relatively real with constructive interference. The
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Table 182: The experimental measurements relating to B(D® — K—n"), B(D® — 7 ™) and
B(D" — KTK™) after correcting to the common version and configuration of PHOTOS. The
uncertainties are statistical and total systematic, with the FSR-related systematic estimated in
this procedure shown in parentheses. Also listed are the percent shifts in the results from the
correction, if any, applied here, as well as the original PHOTOS and interference configuration
for each publication.

Experiment result (rescaled) correction [%] PHOTOS
D — K—nt

CLEO-c 07 (CCO07) [529]  3.891 % 0.035 = 0.065(27)% - 2.15/Yes
BABAR 07 (BBO7) [572] 4.035 + 0.037 £ 0.074(24)% 0.69 2.02/No
CLEO II 98 (CL98) [573]  3.920 = 0.154 = 0.168(32)% 2.80 none
ALEPH 97 (AL97) [574]  3.930 = 0.091 £ 0.125(32)% 0.79 2.0/No
ARGUS 94 (AR94) [575]  3.490 = 0.123 = 0.288(24)% 2.33 none
CLEO II 93 (CL93) [576]  3.960 = 0.080 = 0.171(15)% 0.38 2.0/No
ALEPH 91 (AL91) [577] 3.730 £ 0.351 £ 0.455(34)% 3.12 none
D — gtn= /D% —» K—nt

CLEO-c 10 (CC10) [524]  0.0370 = 0.0006 = 0.0009(02) - 2.15/Yes
CDF 05 (CD05) [578]  0.03594 % 0.00054 = 0.00043(15) - 2.15/Yes
FOCUS 02 (FO02) [571]  0.0364 = 0.0012 = 0.0006(02) 3.10 none
D®— KtK~/D° - K—rn*

CLEO-c 10 [524] 0.1041 £ 0.0011 4 0.0012(03) - 2.15/Yes
CDF 05 [578] 0.0992 4+ 0.0011 £ 0.0012(01) - 2.15/Yes
FOCUS 02 [571] 0.0982 4+ 0.0014 £ 0.0014(01) -1.12 none

uncertainties largely cancel in the branching fraction ratios. For the final average branching
fractions, the FSR uncertainty on K7 dominates. Note that because of the relative sizes of
FSR in the different modes, the w7 /K7 branching ratio uncertainty from FSR is positively
correlated with that for K branching, while the K K /K7 branching ratio FSR uncertainty is
negatively correlated.

The B(D® — K—7") measurement of reference [579], the B(D® — n+7~)/B(D° — K—n)
measurements of references [536] and [467] and the B(D® — KTK~)/B(D° — K~ 7") mea-
surement of reference [467] are excluded from the branching fraction averages presented here.
The measurements appear not to have incorporated any FSR corrections, and insufficient in-
formation is available to determine the 2-3% corrections that would be required.

8.6.2 Average branching fractions

The average branching fractions for D° — K~7%, D — 7t7~ and D° — KT K~ are obtained
from a single x? minimization procedure, in which the three branching fractions are floating
parameters. The central values derive from a fit in which the covariance matrix is the sum of
the covariance matrices for the statistical, systematic (excluding FSR) and FSR, uncertainties.
The statistical uncertainties are obtained from a fit using only the statistical covariance matrix.
The systematic uncertainties are obtained from the quadrature uncertainties from a fit with
statistical-only and statistical+systematic covariance matrices, and the FSR uncertainties on
the averages from the quadrature differences in the uncertainties obtained from the nominal fit
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84C

Table 183: The correlation matrix corresponding to the covariance matrix from the sum of statistical, systematic and FSR covari-

alces.

CCo7 BBO7 CL98 AL97 AR94 CL93 AL91 FO02 CD05 CC10 FO02 CD05 CC10
CC0o7 1.000 0.106 0.044 0.064 0.023 0.025 0.018 0.0563 0.078 0.052 -0.015 -0.025 -0.065
BB07 0.106 1.000 0.035 0.061 0.019 0.020 0.014 0.042 0.062 0.041 -0.012 -0.019 -0.051
CL98 0.044 0.035 1.000 0.021 0.008 0.298 0.006 0.017 0.026 0.017 -0.005 -0.008 -0.021
AL97 0.064 0.051 0.021 1.000 0.011 0.012 0.116 0.025 0.038 0.025 -0.007 -0.012 -0.031
AR94 0.023 0.019 0.008 0.011 1.000 0.004 0.003 0.009 0.014 0.009 -0.003 -0.004 -0.011
CL93 0.025 0.020 0.298 0.012 0.004 1.000 0.003 0.010 0.015 0.010 -0.003 -0.005 -0.012
AL91 0.018 0.014 0.006 0.116 0.003 0.003 1.000 0.007 0.010 0.007 -0.002 -0.003 -0.009
FOO02 0.053 0.042 0.017 0.025 0.009 0.010 0.007 1.000 0.031 0.021 -0.006 -0.010 -0.026
CD05 0.078 0.062 0.026 0.038 0.014 0.015 0.010 0.031 1.000 0.031 -0.009 -0.014 -0.038
CC10 0.0562 0.041 0.017 0.025 0.009 0.010 0.007 0.021 0.031 1.000 -0.006 -0.010 -0.025
FO02 -0.015 -0.012 -0.005 -0.007 -0.003 -0.003 -0.002 -0.006 -0.009 -0.006 1.000 0.003 0.007
CD05 -0.025 -0.019 -0.008 -0.012 -0.004 -0.005 -0.003 -0.010 -0.014 -0.010 0.003 1.000 0.012
CC10 -0.065 -0.051 -0.021 -0.031 -0.011 -0.012 -0.009 -0.026 -0.038 -0.025 0.007 0.012 1.000
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Figure 79: Comparison of measurements of B(D® — K~7") (blue) with the average branching
fraction obtained here (red, and yellow band).

and a fit excluding the FSR uncertainties.

In forming the covariance matrix for the FSR uncertainties, the FSR uncertainties are
treated as fully correlated (or anti-correlated) as described above. For the systematic co-
variance matrix, ALEPH’s systematic uncertainties in the fp« parameter are treated as fully
correlated between the ALEPH 97 and ALEPH 91 measurements. Similarly, the tracking effi-
ciency uncertainties in the CLEO II 98 and the CLEO II 93 measurements are treated as fully
correlated. Table presents the correlation matrix for the nominal fit (stat.+syst.+FR).

The averaging procedure results in a final y? of 11.6 for 13-3 degrees of freedom. The
branching fractions obtained are

B(D° — K~ 7%) = 3.946 £ 0.023 & 0.040 4 0.025
B(D° — 7t7~) = 0.143 £0.002 & 0.002 £ 0.002
B(D® — KTK™) = 0.398 & 0.004 + 0.005 4 0.002.

The uncertainties, estimated as described above, are statistical, systematic (excluding FSR),
and FSR modeling. The correlation coefficients from the fit using the total uncertainties are

Kt 7tg KTK-~
K—7t 1.00 0.72 0.78
rtr™  0.72 1.00  0.55
KTK~ 0.78 0.55 1.00
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Figure 80: The B(D° — KTK™) (left) and B(D° — 77x~) (right) values obtained by scaling
the measured branching ratios with the B(D° — K~7T) branching fraction average obtained
here. For the measurements (blue points), the error bars correspond to the statistical, system-
atic and K7 normalization uncertainties. The average obtained here (red point, yellow band)
lists the statistical, systematics excluding FSR, and the FSR systematic.

As the x? would suggest and Fig. [[9 shows, the average value for B(D® — K~7") and the
input branching fractions agree very well. With the estimated uncertainty in the FSR modeling
used here, the FSR uncertainty dominates the statistical uncertainty in the average, suggesting
that experimental work in the near future should focus on verification of FSR with £, 2 100
MeV. The B(D® — K+*K~) and B(D° — 7nt7~) measurements inferred from the branching
ration measurements also agree well (Fig. [80).

The B(D° — K~—7") average obtained here is approximately one statistical standard devi-
ation higher than the 2011 PDG update average [5]. Table [[84] shows the evolution from a fit
similar to the PDG’s (no FSR corrections or correlations, reference [579] included) to the aver-
age presented here. There are two main contributions to the difference. The branching fraction
in reference [579] is low, and its exclusion shifts the result upwards. The FSR corrections also
shift the result upwards, as expected, and contribute the dominant shift of +0.019%.

Table 184: Evolution of the D® — K~ 7" branching fraction from a fit with no FSR corrections
or correlations (similar to the average in the PDG 2011 update [419]) to the nominal fit presented
here.

Modes description B(D' — K—7") (%) x* / (d.o.f.)
fit

K~7*t PDG summer 2011 equivalent 3.913 + 0.022 + 0.043 6.0 / (8-1)

K- drop Ref. [579] 3.021+0.023+£0.044 4.8/ (7-1)

K-t add FSR corrections 3.940 + 0.023 + 0.041 + 0.015 4.0 / (7-1)

K-t add FSR correlations 3.940 £ 0.023 £ 0.041 £ 0.025 4.2 / (7-1)
all - 3.946 + 0.023 £ 0.040 £ 0.025 11.6 /(13-3)
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8.7 Direct C'P violation

In decays of D° mesons, C'P asymmetry measurements have contributions from both direct and
indirect C'P violation as discussed in Sec. 81l The contribution from indirect C'P violation
depends on the decay-time distribution of the data sample [478]. This section describes a
combination of measurements that allows the extraction of the individual contributions of the
two types of C'P violation. At the same time, the level of agreement for a no-C'P-violation
hypothesis is tested. The observables are:

(D= hth™) — 7(D°— hho)

Ar = — , (214)
T(DY—=h*th=)+17(D°—=hth™)
where h*h™ can be KTK~ or 777, and
AAcp = Acp(KTK™) — Acp(r'n7), (215)

where Acp are time-integrated C'P asymmetries. The underlying theoretical parameters are:

gir = | Apos? — |Apo_y|®

r | Aposss |+ [Apos [

. 1

it = 5| ([5]+[2]) o= ([5]-[2]) vewsa] 219

where Ap ¢ is the amplitude for D — f [580]. We use the following relations between the
observables and the underlying parameters [581]:

Ar = —aié’S - a%if)ycp,
. t VAN G : A
AACP = Aa%‘; (1 + yCP<T>) + agg# + a%IEyCPT<>, (217)
) t At
Aagh (1 + yCP<7>) + alélf-@i#- (218)

The first relation constrains mostly indirect C'P violation, and the direct C'P violation contri-
bution can differ for different final states. In the second relation, (t) /7 denotes the mean decay
time in units of the DY lifetime; AX denotes the difference in quantity X between KK~ and
w7~ final states; and X denotes the average for quantity X. We neglect the last term in this
relation as all three factors are O(1072) or smaller, and thus this term is negligible with respect
to the other two terms. Note that A(t)/T < (t)/7, and it is expected that |adL| < |Aadl
because adl(KTK™) and alL(7+7~) are expected to have opposite signs.

A 2 fit is performed in the plane Aadl vs. a3, For the BABAR result the difference of
the quoted values for Acp(KTK™) and Acp(ntn™) is calculated, adding all uncertainties in
quadrature. This may overestimate the systematic uncertainty for the difference as it neglects
correlated errors; however, the result is conservative and the effect is small as all measurements
are statistically limited. For all measurements, statistical and systematic uncertainties are
added in quadrature when calculating the y2. We use the current world average value ycp =
(1.064 £ 0.209)% (see Sec. Bl and the measurements listed in Table

The combination plot shows the measurements listed in Table for AAcp and Ar, where
the bands represent +10 intervals. The point of no C'P violation (0,0) is shown as a filled circle,
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Table 185: Inputs to the fit for direct and indirect C'P violation. The first uncertainty listed is
statistical, and the second is systematic.

Year Experiment Results A(t)/T (t)/7 Reference
2007 Belle Ar = (0.0 £0.30 £ 0.15)% - -
2008 BABAR Ar = (0.26 = 0.36 = 0.08)% ; ;
2011 LHCb Ar = (0.59 £ 0.59 + 0.21)% . .

2008 BABAR Acp(KK) = (0.00 4+ 0.34 +0.13)%
Acp(nm) = (0.24 +£0.52+£0.22)%  0.00  1.00

EEEEREEE

2008 Belle AAcp = (0.86 £ 0.60 + 0.07)% 0.00 1.00
2011 LHCb AAcp = (0.82£0.21 £ 0.11)% 0.10 2.08
2012 CDF Prelim. AAcp = (0.62+0.21 +0.10)% 0.25 2.58
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Figure 81: Plot of all data and the fit result. Individual measurements are plotted as bands
showing their +10 range. The no-C' PV point (0,0) is shown as a filled circle, and the best fit
value is indicated by a cross showing the one-dimensional errors. Two-dimensional 68% CL,
95% CL, and 99.7% CL regions are plotted as ellipses.
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and two-dimensional 68% CL, 95% CL, and 99.7% CL regions are plotted as ellipses. The best
fit value is indicated by a cross showing the one-dimensional errors.

From the fit, the change in x? from the minimum value for the no-C' PV point (0,0) is 19.4,
which corresponds to a CL of 6.1 x 107° for two degrees of freedom. Thus the data are consistent
with the no-C P-violation hypothesis at only 0.006% CL. The central values and +1o errors for
the individual parameters are

a’ = (—0.025+0.231)%
Aadl, = (—0.656 +0.154)%. (219)

These results indicate that the origin of this C'P violation lies in the difference between direct
C'P violation in the two final states, rather than in a common indirect C'P violation.
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Table 186: Summary of excited A} baryons family.

Charmed Baryon Mode Mass or AM, | Natural Width, JP
Excited State MeV /c? MeV/c?
A.(2595)F Afrtr=, Y. | 2595.4+0.6 3.6737 1/2-
A.(2625)F A+7r+ Y. | 26281406 <19 3/2-
A.(2765)7 A, Sor | 2766.6 £ 2.4 50 7
A.(2880)F /1+ tro, Yemr, | 2881.53 +0.35 5.8+t 1.1 5/2*
Xz (2520) D% (experimental evidence)

A.(2940)F D%, Ecﬂ 2939.371 3 1775 77

8.8 Charm baryons

Here we summarizes present status of excited charm baryons, decaying strongly or electro-
magnetically: their masses (or mass difference between excited baryon and the corresponding
ground state), natural widths, decay modes and presumably assigned quantum numbers. Ta-
ble summarizes the excited Af’s. First two states, A.(2595)" and A4.(2625)% are well
established. Based on measured masses they are believed to be orbitally excited Al’s with
total momentum of light quarks L=1. Therefore, it’s quantum numbers are assigned to be
JP = (%)_ and JP = (%)_ Recently, their masses were precisely measured by CDF [582]:
M (A.(2595)%) = 2592.25+0.2440.14 MeV /c2, M(A,(2625)+) = 2628.1140.134+0.14 MeV /c2.
Next two states, A.(2765)% and A.(2880)", were discovered by CLEO [583] in Afn" 7~ final
state. They found that A.(2880)* decays also through the X.(2445)**/7=/* mode. Later,
BABAR [584] observed that this state has also D%p decay mode. It is the first example where
excited charm baryon decays into charm meson and light baryon. (Usually, excited charm
baryons decay onto charm baryon and light mesons.) In that analysis BABAR observed for the
first time else one state, 4.(2940)%, decaying into D%. By looking at DTp final state, they
found no signals which results in the conclusion that the A4.(2880)" and A.(2940)" are really
AT excited states, not X.. Belle reported the result of an angular analysis that favors the
5/2 for the A.(2880)" spin hypothesis. Moreover, the measured ratio of branching fractions
B(A.(2880)t — X.(2520)7%)/B(A.(2880)F — X,(2455)7%) = (0.2254:0.062 £0.025) combined
with theoretical predictions based on HQS [376],585] favoring even parity.

The open questions in the present excited Al family are the experimental determination of
quantum numbers for almost all states and the nature of A.(2765)" state: whether it is excited
YT or AT,

Table [I87 summarizes the excited X0 baryons. Triplet of X.(2520)" "% baryons is
well established. Recently CDF [582] precisely measured the masses and widths of the dou-
ble charged and neutral members of this triplet to be M (X.(2520)*") = (2517.19 £+ 0.46 +
0.14) MeV /c?, T'(X,(2520)"F) = (15.03 4+2.52) MeV/c? and M (X,(2520)%) = (2519.34 £0.58 &
0.14) MeV /c?, T'(X.(2520)°) = (12.51 £2.28) MeV /c?, respectively. The short list of excited X..
baryons completes the triplet of X.(2800) states observed by Belle [586]. Based on measured
mass and theoretical predictions [587,[588] one can tentatively identify these states as members
of the predicted Y., 3/27 triplet. From the study of resonant substructure in B~ — Afpr~
decays, BABAR found significant signal in AF7~ with the mean value higher by about 3 o
from obtained by Belle (see Table [I87). The widths from measurements, Belle and BABAR, are
consistent.

Table [I88 summarizes the excited =10 and 2° baryons. Recently, the list of excited =,
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Table 187: Summary of excited X0 baryons family.

Charmed Baryon | Mode | Mass or AM, | Natural Width, Jr
Excited State MeV /c? MeV /c?
X.(2520)*"F Arnt | 231.9+0.6 14.9+1.9 3/2F
X.(2520)* Afrt | 231.0+23 | <17 @ 90% CL 3/2%
X.(2520)° Arnt | 231.6+0.5 16.1+£2.1 3/2%
>.(2800)FF [ AFqt | 5145731728 T tentatively identified
X.(2800)" AFr0 | 50541581024 62130+ as members of the predicted
X.(2800)° Arm= | 5154732421 6171577 Y5 3/2 isospin triplet
A | 560 &8 £ 10 86155

baryons have enriched by several states with masses above 2900 MeV/c? and decaying into
AF K~ and A7 K—/°7%/=. Some of these states are seen by both Belle [589] and BABAR [590] and
are believed to be well-established, these are =,(2980)" and Z.(3080)™°. All others need to be
confirmed or studied in more depth. These are =.(2930)° seen in AT K~ final state, =.(3055)"
found in X.(2455)T 7~ final state, and =,.(3123)" claimed by BABAR [590] in X.(2520)" 7~
final state.

The excited 2° double charm baryon are seen by both BABAR [591] and Belle [592], the
SM = M($2:%) — M(£2%) are in good agreement agreement in both experiments and consistent
with most theoretical predictions [593-596].

Figure shows the levels of excited charm baryons with the corresponding transitions
between them or to the charm baryon ground states. Interesting feature recently discovered by
BABAR and Belle is that now we know that transitions between families are possible (between
Z. and A} families of excited baryons). Also, highly excited A} baryons can decay into charm
meson and proton.
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Figure 82: Level diagram for excited charm baryons.
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Table 188: Summary of excited =Y and 2° baryons families.

266

Charmed Baryon Mode Mass or AM, | Natural Width, | J¥
Excited State MeV /c? MeV /c?
= EFy 2575.6 £ 3.1 1/2%
=10 Z0y 2577.9 £ 2.9 1/2F
Z.(2645)F 0t 2645.970% <31 3/2F
=,(2645)° Efm 2645.9 + 0.5 <55 3/2%
Z.(2790)F Elr+ 2789.1 + 3.2 <15 1/2-
Z.(2790)° Sy 2791.8 +£3.3 <12 1/2-
Z.(2815)F Efrtr, 2.(2645)07+ 2816.6 £ 0.9 <35 3/2°
Z,(2815)° S0t~ 2.(2645) w~ 2819.6 + 1.2 <6.5 3/2°
=.(2930)" ATK™ 2931.6 £ 6 36 + 13 77
Z.(2980)F ATK 7%, XFY K-, Z,(2645)°7F | 2971.4+3.3 26 +7 ?7?
=.(2980)° Z.(2645) 7™ 2968.0 + 2.6 20+ 7 ?7?
Z.(3055)F YK~ 3054.2+ 1.3 17413 ?7?
=.(3080)F ATK 7%, SHP K-, X.(2520)"F K~ | 3077.0+0.4 58+ 1.0 ?7?
=,(3080)° AFKYr=, XOKY, X.(2520)° K 3079.9 + 1.4 5.6 422 ?7?
Z.(3123)F 5,(2520)TF K~ 31229+ 1.3 444 ?7?
2,(2770)° 20 | 2765.9+20 |  70.7%05 | 3/27



8.9 Rare and forbidden decays

This section provides a summary of rare and forbidden charm decays in tabular form. The
decay modes can be categorized as flavor-changing neutral currents, lepton-flavor-violating,
lepton-number-violating, and both baryon- and lepton-number-violating decays. Figures
plot the upper limits for D, D™ D}, and AT decays. Tables give the corresponding

numerical results. Some theoretical predictions are given in Refs. [597H602].

Table 189: Upper limits at 90% CL for D decays.

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
0% 26.0 CLEO II [603]
2.2 BABAR Preliminary [604]
eTe 220.0 CLEO [605]
170.0 Argus [606]
130.0 Marks3 [607]
13.0 CLEO II [608]
8.19 E789 [609]
6.2 E791 [610]
1.2 BABAR 611
0.079 Belle 612]
ptrp 70.0 Argus [606]
44.0 E653 [613]
34.0 CLEO II I608]
15.6 E789 [609]
5.2 E791 [610]
2.0 HERAD 614]
1.3 BABAR [611]
0.21 CDF 615]
0.14 Belle [612]
0.011 LHCb Preliminary [616]
mlete” 45.0 CLEO II [608]
ot 540.0 CLEO II [608]
180.0 E653 613]
nete~ 110.0 CLEO II [608]
nut 530.0 CLEO II [608]
ntr ete” 370.0 E791 [617]
pete” 450.0 CLEO [605]
124.0 E791 [617]
100.0 CLEO 11 I608]
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Table 189 — continued from previous page

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
rtnptu” 30.0 E791 [617]
put T 810.0 CLEO [605]
490.0 CLEO II I608]
230.0 E653 613]
22,0 E791 617]
wete” 180.0 CLEO II [608]
wptp~ 830.0 CLEO II [608]
KK e 315.0 E791 617]
dete 59.0 E791 617]
52.0 CLEO II I608]
K"K i 33.0 E791 617]
ot~ 410.0 CLEO II [608]
31.0 E791 [617]
Kete 1700.0 Mark3 [618]
110.0 CLEO 11 [608]
Kot 670.0 CLEO 1I [608]
260.0 E653 613]
K-ntete” 385.0 E791 [617]
K(892)ete 140.0 CLEO 1I [608]
47.0 E791 617]
K- ntptu~ 360.0 E791 [617]
KU(892)utp~ | 1180.0 CLEO II [60S]
24.0 E791 617]
arr ot 810.0 E653 [613]
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Table 189 — continued from previous page

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
LEeT 270.0 CLEO [605]
120.0 Mark3 [619]
100.0 Argus [606]
19.0 CLEO II [608]
17.2 E789 [609]
8.1 E791 [610]
0.81 BABAR [611]
0.26 Belle [612]
= 86.0 CLEO 1I 603
netut 100.0 CLEO II [608]
ntretuT 15.0 E791 [617]
peE T 66.0 E791 617]
49.0 CLEO II I608]
wetuT 120.0 CLEO II [608]
KTE e 180.0 E791 617]
et 47.0 E791 [617]
34.0 CLEO II I608]
Kot * 100.0 CLEO II 608
K-rntetp® 550.0 E791 [617]
KO(892)e*® | 100.0 CLEO II [608]
83.0 E791 [617]
nirTetet 112.0 E791 [617]
rrrtpEu® 29.0 E791 [617]
KFnFete® 206.0 E791 [617]
KFne = 390.0 E791 617]
KFKTete 152.0 E791 617]
KR i 94.0 E791 617]
ntrtetp® 79.0 E791 [617]
KF¥r¥etp® 218.0 E791 [617]
KFK e 57.0 E791 617]
pe” 10.0 CLEO [620]
et 11.0 CLEO [620]
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Figure 83: Upper limits at 90% CL for D° decays. The top plot shows flavor-changing neu-
tral current decays, and the bottom plot shows lepton-flavor-changing (LF'), lepton-number-
changing (L), and both baryon- and lepton-number-changing (BL) decays. The legend is given

in Fig. Rl
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Figure 84: Upper limits at 90% CL for D (top) and D} (bottom) decays. Each plot shows
flavor-changing neutral current decays, lepton-flavor-changing decays (LF), and lepton-number-
changing (L) decays. The legend is given in Fig. [R5l

Table 190: Upper limits at 90% CL for D* decays.

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
mrete 110.0 E687 [621]
52.0 E791 [610]
5.9 CLEO [622]
1.1 BABAR [623]
N TAN T 220.0 E653 [613]
89.0 E687 [621]
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Table 190 — continued from previous page

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
15.0 E791 610]
8.8 FOCUS [624]
6.5 BABAR [623]
3.9 DO [625]
P 560.0 653 613)
Ktete 200.0 E637 [621]
3.0 CLEO [622]
1.0 BABAR [623]
nretuT 34.0 E791 [610]
ntetp™ 110.0 E687 [621]
2.9 BABAR [623]
T ute 130.0 E637 [621]
3.6 BABAR [623]
KT 7 63.0 E791 [610]
KVt 130.0 E637 [621]
1.2 BABAR [623]
Kiute 120.0 E637 [621]
2.8 BABAR [623]
meter 110.0 E687 [621]
96.0 E791 [610]
1.9 BABAR 623]
1.1 CLEO [622]
Tttt 87.0 E687 [621]
17.0 E791 [610]
4.8 FOCUS [624]
2.0 BABAR [623]
moetpt 110.0 E687 [621]
50.0 E791 [610]
Pl 560.0 653 613)
K-etet 120.0 E687 [621]
3.5 CLEO 622]
0.9 BABAR [623]
K utut 320.0 E653 613)
120.0 E687 [621]
13.0 FOCUS [624]
10.0 BABAR 623]
K e 130.0 E637 621]
K (892) 1" | 850.0 E653 613)

Table 191: Upper limits at 90% CL for D decays.

Decay

Limit x

10°

Experiment

Reference

mrete”

270.0

272

E791

[610]



Table 191 — continued from previous page

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
22.0 CLEO [622]
13.0 BABAR 623]
Ttutus 430.0 E653 [613]
140.0 E791 [610]
43.0 BABAR [623]
26.0 FOCUS 624]
Kiete 1600.0 E791 [610]
52.0 CLEO 622]
3.7 BABAR 623]
Kt 140.0 E791 [610]
36.0 FOCUS [624]
21.0 BABAR 623]
KT (892) i | 14000 E653 613]
mretut 610.0 E791 [610]
ntetp” 12.0 BABAR [623]
ntute” 20.0 BABAR [623]
KV s 630.0 E791 [610]
Ktetu~ 14.0 BABAR [623]
Ktyute” 9.7 BABAR [623]
metet 690.0 E791 [610]
18.0 CLEO [622]
41 BABAR [623]
Tttt 430.0 E653 [613]
82.0 E791 [610]
29.0 FOCUS 624]
14.0 BABAR [623]
et 730.0 E791 [610]
K eter 630.0 E791 [610]
17.0 CLEO 622]
5.2 BABAR 623]
K utut 590.0 E653 613)
180.0 E791 [610]
13.0 FOCUS [624]
K e 630.0 E791 [610]
K (892) i | 1400.0 E653 613)

Table 192: Upper limits at 90% CL for A decays.

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
pete” 5.5 BABAR [623]
putp” 340.0 E653 [613]
44.0 BABAR [623]
otut T 700.0 E653 [613]
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Table 192 — continued from previous page

Decay Limit x10° Experiment Reference
petu” 9.9 BABAR [623]
pute” 19.0 BABAR [623]
petet 2.7 BABAR [623]
putpt 94 BABAR [623]
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Figure 85: Upper limits at 90% CL for A} decays. Shown are flavor-changing neutral current
decays, lepton-flavor-changing (LF) decays, and lepton-number-changing (L) decays.
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9 Tau lepton properties

We present averages of a selection of physics quantities related to the tau lepton, where we
follow the HFAG methodology [4] to improve the Review of Particle Physics (PDG) [5] results
by:

e including a selection of reliable preliminary results, hence obtaining more up-to-date
results;

e updating the experimental measurements value and systematic error when it depends on
external parameters whose values and uncertainties are updated;

e taking into account the statistical correlation that is induced by the dependence from
common systematic contributions.

All published statistical correlations are considered, and a selection of measurements, particu-
larly the most precise and the most recent, were examined to obtain all the significant systematic
dependencies. The HFAG techniques are most useful in the global fit of the tau branching frac-
tions (Section[0.T]). We use the branching fraction fit results to obtain updated lepton universal-
ity tests (Section[0.2]) and updated determinations of |V,s| with tau measurements (Section [0.4]).
Finally, we report in Section the most up-to-date limits on the lepton-flavour-violating tau
branching fractions.

9.1 Branching fractions fit

The measurements listed in Table [93 have been used in a minimum x? fit subject to the
equality constraints that are listed either in the same table (where some fitted quantities and
experimental measurements are expressed as ratios of fit quantities) or in Section The
fitted quantities and the measurements are labelled using the PDG [5] I',, notation, where n is
an integer number, which matches the PDG notation for n < 800. We use n > 800 to denote
some additional branching fractions, as documented in the former HFAG report [4].

The fitted branching fractions consist on 40 “base nodes” and 45 derived branching fractions,
described either as sum of base nodes (see Section [0.1.2]) or as ratios of branching fractions (see
Table 193)). Furthermore, we define (see Section [0.1.2]) T"a) as the sum of all the base modes,
which correspond to all non-overlapping tau decay modes, I'gs = 1 — I'ay and I'139 = X v,
which is the total branching fraction of the tau to modes with the strangeness quantum number
equal to one.

The fitted HFAG-Tau averages are reported in Table[I93l The fit has x?/d.o.f. = 143.5/118,
corresponding to a confidence level CL = 5.5%. We use a total of 157 measurements and 47
constraint equations to fit 86 quantities. The fit is statistically consistent with the unitarity
constraint, but the unitarity constraint is not applied.

In several cases, when it is statistically equivalent within the HFAG-Tau fitting procedure,
for historical reasons the statistical and systematic errors are added in quadrature and are
reported in the above table in the location of the statistical error, reporting zero as systematic
error. A scale factor of 5.44 (as in the former report [4]) has been applied in the fit to the quoted
errors of the two inconsistent measurements of I'q¢ = 7 — KK Kv by BABAR and Belle.
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With respect to the end-of-2009 HFAG report [4], following comments by M. Davier [626],

we have included 3 new modes:

_ —0
Ly =7 7°K°K v,,
— 170 170
F804 =T KLKLVT,

Usos = ay (= 7 7)vr
along with the related measurements

T = K'K v, =(0.1530 4 0.0340 % 0.0000) - 10>
Ty =7 KK v, = (3.1000 % 2.3000 % 0.0000) - 10~

(ALEPH [627)),
(ALEPH [628)),

the estimate

Tsos = a7 (— 7 7)vy = (4.0000 & 2.0000 = 0.0000) - 10~*  (ALEPH [629]),

and the constraint
g = Tug + Tazr + I'soa -
Furthermore, the following new measurements were added:

= (1.4200 £ 0.1100 £ 0.0700) - 10~* (BABAR [630]),

Ty =K m v = (0.3840 4 0.0040 4 0.0160) - 107> (Belle [631]),
Iy = K 7°K%, = (0.1480 4 0.0020 & 0.0080) - 1072  (Belle [631]).

[og = Ky

Finally, the constraint parameters (see Section [0.1.2]) have been updated to the PDG 2011

results [5].

Table 193: HFAG Winter 2012 branching fractions fit results.

Tau lepton branching fraction Value Exp. Ref.

T3 = u 7,0, (17.392 4 0.040) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(17.319 4+ 0.077 £ 0.000) - 10-2  ALEPH  [629)
(17.325 4+ 0.122 £ 0.000) - 10~2  DELPHI [632]
(17.342 4 0.129 + 0.000) - 10~2 L3 [633]
(17.340 4 0.108 + 0.000) - 10~2 OPAL [634]

?—2 - % 0.9761 + 0.0028 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
0.9970 + 0.0532 =+ 0.0000 ARGUS  [635]
0.9796 & 0.0039 = 0.0005 BABAR  [636]
0.9777 4 0.0107 £ 0.0000 CLEO  [637]

[s = e Tevr (17.818 4 0.041) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(17.837 4 0.080 + 0.000) - 10-2  ALEPH  [629)
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Table 193 — continued from previous page

Tau lepton branching fraction Value Exp. Ref.

17.760 4 0.180 & 0.000) - 1072 CLEO [637]
17.877 £0.155 4 0.000) - 102  DELPHI [632]
17.806 4 0.129 £ 0.000) - 10~2 L3 [633]
17.810 +0.108 4+ 0.000) - 1072 OPAL [638]

— — — —

Iy =h" >0K%, 12.020 4 0.055) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit

12.400 4 0.990 £ 0.000) - 102~ DELPHI [639]

12.470 4 0.502 4 0.000) - 102 L3 [640]

12.100 4 0.860 4= 0.000) - 102 OPAL [641]
I's=h"v, 11.507 £ 0.054) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit

11.524 4+ 0.105 £ 0.000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [629]

11.520 4 0.130 £ 0.000) - 10~2 CLEO [637]

11.571 4+ 0.166 & 0.000) - 102~ DELPHI [642]

11.980 4+ 0.206 4 0.000) - 102 OPAL [643]
Lg=n"v, 10.811 4 0.053) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
Ty T Uy

60.675 & 0.321) - 10~2 HFAG Winter 2012 fit

I's e Vels

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(0.6960 = 0.0287 £ 0.0000
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

59.450 + 0.574 +0.248) - 1072 BABAR  [630]
lo=K v, 0.6955 + 0.0096) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
)-1072 ALEPH  [644]
0.6600 + 0.1140 4 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO [645]
0.8500 4 0.1800 =+ 0.0000) - 10~2 DELPHI  [646]
0.6580 + 0.0396 4 0.0000) - 1072 OPAL [647]
Fr—ls = el_(v:; 3.9031 + 0.0543) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
3.8820 + 0.0630 4 0.0174) - 1072 BABAR  [636]
I3 =h 7u, 25.936 + 0.090) - 10~2 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
25.924 +0.129 £ 0.000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [629]
25.670 + 0.010 +0.390) - 102 Belle [648]
25.870 + 0.437 £ 0.000) - 1072 CLEO [649]
25.740 + 0.244 +0.000) - 1072  DELPHI [642]
25.050 4 0.610 + 0.000) - 1072 L3 [640]
25.890 & 0.336 +0.000) - 1072 OPAL [643]
Ty =7 7, 25.504 + 0.092) - 1072 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
I =K 70, 0.4322 +0.0149) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
0.4440 + 0.0354 4+ 0.0000) - 1072 ALEPH  [644]
0.4160 + 0.0030 4 0.0180) - 1072 BABAR  [650]
0.5100 4 0.1221 4 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO [645]
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Table 193 — continued from previous page

Tau lepton branching fraction Value Exp. Ref.
(0.4710 + 0.0633 £ 0.0000) - 1072 OPAL  [651]

Iz =h~ > 210, (10.803 + 0.095) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(9.910 4 0.411 £ 0.000) - 102 OPAL  [643]

I = h 27, (ex.K©) (9.3044 4 0.0972) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(9.2950 £ 0.1217 4 0.0000) - 1072 ALEPH  [629]
(9.4980 + 0.4219 = 0.0000) - 10~2 DELPHI  [642]
(8.8800 + 0.5597 & 0.0000) - 10~2 L3 [640]

%z - h_%:_”;éj’:‘Ko) (35.874 £ 0.442) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(34.200 + 1.709 + 0.000) - 1072 CLEO  [652]

Iy = 7 21%; (ex. K9) (9.2414 4 0.0997) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit

Doz = K 21%, (ex. KY) (0.0630 4 0.0222) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.0560 + 0.0250 & 0.0000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [644]
(0.0900 + 0.1044 £ 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO  [645]

Ios = h™ > 31, (ex.K?) (1.2349 + 0.0650) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(1.4030 + 0.3098 + 0.0000) - 10~2 DELPHI  [642]

Ty = h~ 3700, (1.1573 £ 0.0717) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(1.0820 + 0.0926 = 0.0000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [629]
(1.7000 =+ 0.4494 4 0.0000) - 1072 L3 [640]

% = % (4.4622 + 0.2767) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(4.4000 + 0.5831 £ 0.0000) - 1072 CLEO  [652]

Iyr = 7 37%; (ex. K9) (1.0322 + 0.0749) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit

Tog = K~ 31%;, (ex. K9 ) (4.1870 £2.1761) - 1074 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(3.7000 + 2.3710 £ 0.0000) - 10~* ALEPH  [644]

Tog = h™ 47, (ex. K©) (0.1558 + 0.0391) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.1600 + 0.0707 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO  [652]

I'30 = h™ 47, (ex. K% n) (0.1091 +0.0391) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.1120 + 0.0509 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [629]

I3 =K~ > 01" > 0K° > 0yv, (1.5481 4 0.0310) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(1.7000 + 0.2247 £ 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO  [645]
(1.5400 + 0.2400 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  DELPHI  [646]
(1.5280 4 0.0559 + 0.0000) - 1072 OPAL [647]

I'33 = K3(particles) v, (0.8953 £ 0.0255) - 10~2 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(0.9700 4 0.0849 + 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [627]
(0.9700 + 0.1082 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  OPAL  [653]
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Ty =h K v, (0.9797 £ 0.0233) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.8550 4 0.0814 + 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO  [654]

Iys =7 K vr (0.8206 + 0.0182) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.9280 4 0.0564 + 0.0000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [644]
(0.8400 + 0.0040 = 0.0230) - 1072 BABAR  [655]
(0.8080 + 0.0040 =+ 0.0260) - 10~2  Belle [656]
(0.9500 4 0.1616 =+ 0.0000) - 10~2 L3 [657]
(0.9330 4 0.0838 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  OPAL  [658]

37 = K- K%, (0.1591 + 0.0157) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.1580 4 0.0453 £ 0.0000) - 1072  ALEPH  [627]
(0.1620 + 0.0237 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [644]
(0.1510 + 0.0304 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO  [654]

I35 = K~ K> 07, (0.3041 + 0.0168) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.3300 4 0.0674 + 0.0000) - 10~2  OPAL  [658]

Ts9 = h K 70, (0.5099 + 0.0146) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.5620 + 0.0693 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO  [654]

Ty =n K v, (0.3649 +0.0108) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.2940 + 0.0818 £ 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [627]
(0.3470 + 0.0646 = 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [644]
(0.3420 + 0.0060 £ 0.0150) - 1072  BABAR  [659]
(0.3840 + 0.0040 =+ 0.0160) - 10~2  Belle [631]
(0.4100 + 0.1237 £ 0.0000) - 1072 L3 [657]

Ty = K 7K, (0.1450 4 0.0071) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.1520 £ 0.0789 = 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [627]
(0.1430 £ 0.0291 £ 0.0000) - 10~ ALEPH  [644]
(0.1480 + 0.0020 =+ 0.0080) - 10~2  Belle [631]
(0.1450 4 0.0412 4 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO [654]

Ty =7 K > 17'%; (0.3917 + 0.0250) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.3240 + 0.0992 + 0.0000) - 10~2  OPAL  [658]

Ty =n K 7'7%; (2.6854 4 2.3037) - 104 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(2.6000 + 2.4000 = 0.0000) - 10~* ALEPH  [628]

Ty =1 KK v, (0.1562 + 0.0209) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.1530 4 0.0340 + 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [627]

Ly =7 K9KSu, (2.3957 4 0.5026) - 10~* HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(2.6000 + 1.1180 = 0.0000) - 10~* ALEPH  [627]
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2.3000 + 0.5831 & 0.0000) - 10~* CLEO  [654]

Tyg =71 KYKVv, 0.1082 + 0.0203) - 102 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit

0.1010 + 0.0264 + 0.0000) - 102 ALEPH  [627]

Ty = KK 0, 3.1000 + 2.3000) - 10~* HFAG  Winter 2012 fit

3.1000 =+ 2.3000 4 0.0000) - 1074 ALEPH  [628]

Ts3 = K h h htv, 2.2224 +2.0236) - 1074 HFAG Winter 2012 fit

2.3000 + 2.0248 + 0.0000) - 104 ALEPH  [627]

I'sy = h~h~h* > Oneutrals > 0K v, 15.192 4 0.060) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
15.000 =4 0.500 £ 0.000) - 10~2 CELLO  [660]
14.400 4 0.671 £ 0.000) - 10~2 L3 [661]

15.100 + 1.000 £ 0.000) - 102 TPC [662]

I's5 = h~h™h' > Oneutralsy, (ex.KY) 14.574 £ 0.056) - 10~2 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
14.556 + 0.130 £ 0.000) - 1072 L3 [663]

14.960 + 0.238 & 0.000) - 10~2 OPAL [664]

sy = h™h~htv, (ex. K°) 9.4404 4 0.0530) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit

9.5100 4 0.2119 4 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO [665]

Usr h=h~h*v, (ex.KY)
Iss  h~h—ht > Oneutralsy, (ex.K0)

64.776 - 0.294) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
66.000 + 1.456 + 0.000) - 1072 OPAL  [664]

Iss = h h™hty, (ex. KO w) 9.4099 4+ 0.0531) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit

9.4690 + 0.0958 & 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [629]

oo =7 7 7 vy (ex.K°) 9.0018 4 0.0510) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
8.8337 £0.0074 4+ 0.1267) - 1072 BABAR  [666]
8.4200 + 0.0033 4 0.2588) - 10~2  Belle [667]

9.1300 & 0.4627 & 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO3  [668]

oo =7 7 7 v, (ex. KO w) 8.9719 4+ 0.0511) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit

Tes = h h~ht 7%, (ex. K©) 4.6019 +0.0513) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
4.7340 + 0.0767 £ 0.0000) - 1072  ALEPH  [629]
4.2300 + 0.2280 £ 0.0000) - 1072 CLEO  [665]

4.5450 + 0.1478 4 0.0000) - 102 DELPHI  [642]

4.5146 + 0.0524) - 10~2 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
4.1900 + 0.2326 4 0.0000) - 1072 CLEO  [669]

Lo =71 7 770, (ex.KO)

o =7 7 7 7l (ex. K% w) 2.7659 + 0.0710) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(9.3170 + 0.1218 £ 0.0000) - 10~2 DELPHI  [642]
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

7y =h h~ht > 27%, (ex.K©) 0.5231 +0.0311) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
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(0.5610 £ 0.1168 = 0.0000) - 10~2 DELPHI  [642]

Tz = h h~h 21, (ex.K©) (0.4911 + 0.0310) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.4350 + 0.0461 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [629]

% = h}f h}i ; ;iiﬁa(ﬁxﬁzg - (3:2326502020) 102 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(3.4000 + 0.3606 + 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO  [670]

77 =h™h~h21%, (ex. KO w,n) (9.7301 4 3.5416) - 10~* HFAG  Winter 2012 fit

I7g = h~h™h"3n°, (3.1986 +0.3124) - 1074 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(2.2000 + 0.5000 £ 0.0000) - 10~* CLEO  [671]

%ﬁ - I;__:__:::: ((jzgs)) (4.8482 = 0.0808) - 102 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(5.4400 + 0.5701 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO  [672]

% - I;__:__::OOZ ((jzgoo)) (1.9323 + 0.2660) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(2.6100 + 0.6155 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO  [672]

I'sy = K~ n~ 7wt > Oneutralsy, (0.4801 £ 0.0147) - 1072 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(0.5800 + 0.1845 + 0.0000) - 10~2  TPC [673]

Igs = K 7 7, (ex.K°) (0.2929 4+ 0.0068) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(0.2140 4 0.0470 & 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [674]
(0.2726 4+ 0.0018 4+ 0.0092) - 1072 BABAR  [666]
(0.3300 + 0.0013 £ 0.0166) - 10~2  Belle [667]
(0.3840 + 0.0405 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO3  [668]
(0.4150 + 0.0664 + 0.0000) - 1072 OPAL [651]

Igs = K 1 7 7%, (ex. K°) (8.1122 + 1.1680) - 1074 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(6.1000 4 4.2950 & 0.0000) - 10~* ALEPH  [674]
(7.4000 + 1.3600 4 0.0000) - 10~*  CLEO3  [675]

[go =7~ K~ K" > Oneutralsv, (0.1496 4+ 0.0033) - 1072 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(0.1590 + 0.0566 + 0.0000) - 1072  OPAL [676]
(0.1500 + 0.0855 =+ 0.0000) - 10-2  TPC [673]

lo3=7m K K v, (0.1435 4 0.0027) - 1072 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(0.1630 4 0.0270 & 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [674]
(0.1346 + 0.0010 £ 0.0036) - 1072 BABAR  [660]
(0.1550 + 0.0007 £ 0.0056) - 10~2  Belle [667]
(0.1550 + 0.0108 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO3  [668]

%2 = W_;__ﬁ:{(;’ff(o) (1.5940 + 0.0305) - 1072 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(1.6000 + 0.3354 & 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO  [672]
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Loy =7 K K 7', (0.6113 4+ 0.1829) - 10~* HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(7.5000 + 3.2650 & 0.0000) - 10~* ALEPH  [674]
(0.5500 4 0.1844 + 0.0000) - 10~* CLEO3  [675]
% - ﬂ_:_;iﬂgi jé:TKo) (0.1354 = 0.0406) - 102 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(0.7900 + 0.4682 £ 0.0000) - 10~2  CLEO  [672]
Igs =K K K'v, (2.1774 4 0.8005) - 10~° HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(1.5777 4 0.1300 4+ 0.1231) - 107° BABAR  [666]
(3.2900 4 0.1694 + 0.1962) - 107> Belle [667]
T'02 = 3h~2hT > Oneutralsy, (ex.K%)  (0.1022 4 0.0037) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(0.0970 £ 0.0121 £ 0.0000) - 10~2 CLEO  [677]
(0.1020 + 0.0290 + 0.0000) - 10~2  HRS [678]
(0.1700 + 0.0341 £ 0.0000) - 1072 L3 [663]
T03 = 3h~ 20T v, (ex. K°) (8.2349 4+ 0.3060) - 10~* HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(7.2000 £ 1.5000 & 0.0000) - 10-* ALEPH  [629]
(6.4000 4 2.5080 & 0.0000) - 10~* ARGUS  [679]
(8.5600 + 0.0500 + 0.4200) - 10~* BABAR  [680]
(7.7000 + 1.0300 £ 0.0000) - 10~* CLEO  [677]
(9.7000 4 1.5810 £ 0.0000) - 10~* DELPHI [642]
(5.1000 + 2.0000 £ 0.0000) - 10~*  HRS [678]
(9.1000 + 1.5230 =+ 0.0000) - 10~*  OPAL [631]
T4 = 3h 20 7%, (ex. KO) (1.9801 +0.2437) - 1074 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(2.1000 4 0.9220 £ 0.0000) - 10~* ALEPH  [629)
(1.7000 4 0.2828 & 0.0000) - 10-* CLEO  [671]
(1.6000 = 1.3420 £ 0.0000) - 10~* DELPHI [642]
(2.7000 + 2.0120 £ 0.0000) - 10~*  OPAL [631]
T10 = X, vy (2.8746 4 0.0498) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
Tyog = 7 7000, (0.1386 4 0.0072) - 102 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(0.1800 4 0.0447 + 0.0000) - 10~2 ALEPH  [682]
(0.1350 4 0.0030 & 0.0070) - 10~2  Belle [633]
(0.1700 4 0.0283 & 0.0000) - 10-2 CLEO  [684]
Tyos = K, (1.5285 4 0.0808) - 104 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(1.4200 4 0.1100 £ 0.0700) - 10~* BABAR  [630]
(1.5800 4 0.0500 £ 0.0900) - 10~*  Belle [633]
T30 = K~ 7%, (0.4825 4+ 0.1161) - 104 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(0.4600 + 0.1100 + 0.0400) - 10~*  Belle [683]
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(1.7700 4 0.9043 £ 0.0000) - 10~* CLEO  [685]
Tigo =7 K s (0.9364 4 0.1491) - 10~* HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(0.8800 4 0.1400 =+ 0.0600) - 10~*  Belle [633]
(2.2000 £ 0.7338 & 0.0000) - 10-* CLEO  [685]
Di3g =7 7 7 nu, (ex.K°) (1.4921 4 0.0968) - 10~* HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(1.6000 4 0.0500 & 0.1100) - 10~* BABAR  [686]
(2.3000 £ 0.5000 £ 0.0000) - 10-* CLEO  [671]
T50 = h™wry (1.9945 4 0.0641) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(1.9100 4 0.0922 + 0.0000) - 10~2  ALEPH  [682]
(1.6000 4 0.4909 £ 0.0000) - 10-2 CLEO  [687]
Prlﬁ‘”; == fﬂo“;i oK) (43.340 £ 1.389) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
(43.100 4 3.300 + 0.000) - 1072 ALEPH  [68§]
(46.400 £ 2.335 £ 0.000) - 102 CLEO  [665]
T5 = K- wy, (4.1000 4 0.9220) - 104 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(4.1000 4 0.9220 £ 0.0000) - 10~* CLEO3  [675]
50 = h 7wy, (0.4049 £ 0.0418) - 1072 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(0.4300 4 0.0781 & 0.0000) - 10-2 ALEPH  [682]
FI‘17562 N h—h—h}i;g:fzex.KO) (82.453 4+ 7.575) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
(81.000 + 8.485 +0.000) - 1072 CLEO  [670]
Tgoo = T~ Wy (1.9535 4 0.0647) - 102 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
Iso1 = K ¢v (¢ — KK) (3.7002 4 1.3604) - 10~° HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
Tgoo = K- nty, (ex. KO w) (0.2923 4+ 0.0068) - 102 HFAG Winter 2012 fit
Dgo3 = K- w7, (ex. K% w,n) (4.1074 + 1.4286) - 1074 HFAG  Winter 2012 fit
Tgos =7 KYKYu, (2.3957 4 0.5026) - 10~* HFAG Winter 2012 fit
Tsos = aj (— 7 7)vr (4.0000 = 2.0000) - 10~* HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit
(4.0000 4 2.0000 £ 0.0000) - 10-* ALEPH  [629]
Tggs = 1 —T'ay (0.0704 4 0.1060) - 102 HFAG ~ Winter 2012 fit

9.1.1 Correlation between base nodes uncertainties

The following tables report the correlation coefficients between base nodes, in percent.
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Table 194: Base nodes correlation coefficients in percent, section 1
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Table 195: Base nodes correlation coefficients in percent, section 2
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Table 196: Base nodes correlation coefficients in percent, section 3

T'iog -0 -0 1 -0 -0 1 -0 -1 -0 -1 -0 1 -0 1
T30 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0 -0 0 -0 -0 0 -0 0
T30 0 0 -0 0 -0 0 -0 -0 0 -0 -0 0 -0 0
I''ss,. -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 0 -0 -0 -0
I'isg -1 -0 -3 -1 -2 -0 -1 0 2 0 -0 0 0
I'spo -2 -2 -2 -0 -3 -0 -0 0 -0 0 1 -0 0 -0
I'sgpr -0 -0 0 -0 -0 0 -0 -0 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0
I'gpe -1 -1 0 o -1 -1 -2 0o -2 o -1 -1 -0 -0
I's)3 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 0 -0 0 0 -0 -0 -0
T'sos 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
I's Ts T'g T T Tie T2 Tz Tor Tos T'so I'ss I'sp Ty
Table 197: Base nodes correlation coefficients in percent, section 4
F44 —2
T4z -0 -0
Tys -2 -5 -19
IT's3 -0 0 0 -0
Tso 1 -0 -0 -0 -0
I'7o -0 0 0 -0 -0 -19
' 0 -0 -0 0 0 -1 -7
I'7g 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 2 -2 -1
g3 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 14 -4 -0 1
1IN 0 0 0 -0 -0 -0 -2 -0 -0 -0
To03 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 3 -1 -0 4 1 -0
T04 -0 -0 0 0 0 -0 0 1 -36 0 0 -11
T'96 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 1 -0 -5 0 0 -0 0 0
Fyo Tys Tur Tus Tss Tea T'zo I'zz I'ris Loz T T'io3 Tioa T'ios
Table 198: Base nodes correlation coefficients in percent, section 5
T'i08 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 2 -0 -0 0 1 -0 1 0 4
T30 0 -0 -0 -0 -0 0 -0 -1 0 0 -0 0 0 1
T30 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 0 -0 -0 0 0 -0 0 -0 2
T'i51 0 0 0 -0 -0 0 12 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0
T'i50 0 -0 -0 0 0 -1 -11 -64 -1 -0 -0 -0 1 -0
T'soo -0 0 0 -0 -0 -8  -69 -2 -0 -1 0 -0 0 -0
T'so1 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 -1 -0 -0 0 1 -0 0 0 0
g2 -0 0 0 -0 -0 17 -6 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0
T'so3 -0 0 0 0 -0 -1 -19 -0 -0 -0 -2 -0 0 -0
T'sos 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iyo Tus Tur Tug Ts3 Tea I'zg I'zz I'zg Tgz g oz Tioa Tioe
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Table 199: Base nodes correlation coefficients in percent, section 6

T30

IBED) 1 0

I'i51 0 0 -0

159 -0 -0 0 0

I'so0 -0 -0 -0 -14 -3

I'so1 0 0 -0 -0 -0 -0

['so2 -0 -0 -0 -2 -0 -1 1

Tgs -1 -0 0 -8 0 9 0 1

T'so5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fios Thzo Thise Tisi Tise T'soo I'sor T'soz I'sos  I'sos

9.1.2 Equality constraints

We use equality constraints that relate a branching fraction to a sum of branching fractions.
As mentioned above, the tau branching fractions are denoted with I',, labels. In the constraint
relations we use the values of some non-tau branching fractions, denoted e.g. with the self-
describing notation I'xg_,0r0. We also use probabilities corresponding to modulus square

amplitudes describing quantum mixtures of states such as K, FO, Kg, K1, denoted with e.g.
Ickojkes> = |<K°|Kg>|?. In the fit, all non-tau quantities are taken from the PDG 2011 [5]
fits (when available) or averages, and are used without accounting for their uncertainties, which
are however in general small with respect to the uncertainties on the tau branching fractions.
The tau branching fractions are illustrated in Table [I93] The equations in the following permit
the computation of the values and uncertainties for branching fractions that are not listed in
Table 193, once they are expressed as function of the quantities that are listed there. The
following list does not include the (non-linear) constraints already introduced in Section 0.1
and illustrated in Table 193] where some measured branching fractions are expressed as ratios
of “base” branching fractions.

I'7=T3-T

Rk T Fg +Tgoa + a7 - T o, > + 1o

Is=T9g+T1o
[17 =Tos - Tyg00 + T30 + Tag + Tog + a5 - (Degojrgs * Tgsmor0)

+T40 - (Pegojrgs - Trgonom0) + Tz - (Cogorgs - Tgmoz0) + oo + T2z

+ Ty7 - (PKS—MrOﬂO ’ FKS—MrOﬂO) +T'ys - FKS—MrOﬂO + I'ig6 - Fn—)?ﬂro + g7 - (F<KO\KS> : PKS—MTOWO)

+ Tig0 - I'yys300
I'ig = T'a3 + 'y
Pos = T'igs - Iy 3q0 + T30 + Tag + Toz + Tigg - T30 + Tiso - T30
Pog = T8 - I'ygpo + Tog + o - (D gorgs - Tigonon0) + Taz - (Degojggs - D gmor0) + Doz
Pog = I's0 + I'126 - I'ys370 + L'130 - I'ys370

'3y = Tog - I'ysneutral + T2z + T'og + T2 + T + I's7 + T'1o

+Tso1 - (g rxsiy - Trgorm070)/(Cymsgt k- + Torgr,)
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33 =T35-T + Ty T + Lo I'egojggs +Tar + Tag + Tz - Do

<F0|Ks> <FO\K5>

+ T30 (F<F0|KS> - Ty —neutral) + T'ag - F<FO\K5> +Tso1 - Tops sk /Tomrrrx- + Tomksry)
Pgqy =T'g5 + L'z
Isg =Ty + I's7
I'39g = g0 + a2
Py =Ta0+ Tag
Fa6 = Tag + Tz + 'soa
[s4 = T12s - Tyscharged + 152 - (Dot r—n0 + Tysyrtn—) + U5 - (Do gojggs - Trgosmtr—)
+Ta0 - (Tegojrgs  Trgomtr) + T2 (Tegojxgs  Trgomtr) +T7s
+ L7 (2 Trgomta  Tkgonoz0) + U7+ Tag - Ty ymtn— + Toa + Toa + T'70 + Tos

+ T126 - Uyseharged + I'37 - (Do gojxg> - D gmmtr—) + sz + T'so3

+ 800 - (Cpmsmtr—r0 + Tymyrtn—) +T151 - (Cymmtr—n0 + Tyyrtn—) + T30 - T'yscharged
+ iz - (T r

<?0|KL> ‘Lyp—orta— a0

+ P<FO|KS> ’ FKS—WONO ’ Fn—m*n*wo + P<FO\KS> ’ FKs—Hr*ﬂ* ) I17]—>37r0)

4T3 (T T gosmogo + T

<K'|Kg> <FO\KL>)

+Tso1 - (g x+ k- +Tonrsky  Trgontr)/(Lomxt k- +Tosrsk,)

Is5 = 'iag - I'yysscharged + T152 - (Dysnta—n0 + Lyypt =) + 78 + D77 + Tog + Tgo + T'7g + o3
+ 126 - I'ymcharged + Iso2 + T's03 + T'so0 - (D rtr—n0 + Topymtn—)
+ 51 Commtr—n0 + Lomrta) + 130 - ITymscharged
+ T80t Ty wrx—/(Pomrrr- + Domrsr,)

Is7 = T2 + Tz + so2 + I'soo - Losrtn + 151 - Tyt +Ts01 - Dot/ (ot + Tomrgry)
Iss = Te2 + Tz + I'so2 + Iso1 - Ly xt i/ (o xt k- + T rsry)

oo = o2 + I'soo - Lyt

Pee = T8 - I'yysptr—n0 + Tis2 - Ty yptr= +Toa + 70 + g0 + T'so0 - Ly snt =70 + Tis1 - Tyt r—70
Tes = 152 - Toymmtn— +Ta0 - (Tegoirgs - Trgomtr) + 70 + Ts00 - Doymsmtn—r0

Peg =T'i52 - Uy yptn— + 70 + T's00 - Lot =70

Pra=T1s2 - Tysmin—rno + s+ 77+ T - Tt r—70 + Tigo - Iyt 70

P76 =Tise - Dyyptr—no + 77+ Thoe - Iy snrn—r0 + Tigo - Iyt i 70

Ig2 = I'as - Tyscharged + Ta2 - (Tegoikgs - Trgosmta—) + Ts02 + Tsos + Lis1 - (Dyymtr—n0 + Fypsntn)

+Ta7 - (Tegojxgs  Tkgomtn)

I'ss = I'so2 + st - Tysptn—
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Pgg = T'og  I'yypt =70 + T'so3 + Lis1 - Topymt =70

Pgg =T'gq + I'og

Los = T'so1 - Uy xrx— /(Do rx- + Do rsry)

o2 = T'103 + T'ioa

I'yio =T10 + 6 + Tog + Dag + I'ss + Lo + D'ios + I'so2 + I'sos + T'ist + igo + Tiga + T'aa + I'sz + I'son
Pize = ioa - Iyt om0 + T'g - Iy 300

I'i50 = Isoo + T'is1

Lsoa = Tz - (ko> - Tegojr, > )/ (Pagojrgs - Dagojrg>)

Pan=Ts+ITs+Tg+T10+T14+1T16+T9+To3+ o7+ 198 +1'30+ '35 + T'gy +T'yg + LTgo + T'yr
+ T4 +T62 +1T'70 + I'77 + I'7g + oz + T'og + I'iog + T'ige + Tiog + I'so2 + I'soz + I'soo + 151
+ g0 +Tige + Tag + T's3 + Tag + T'sos + I'sos + T'sor + T'is2 + 1103

9.1.3 Fit procedure

The fit procedure is functionally equivalent to the one employed in the former HFAG report [4]
and consists in a minimum Y? fit subject to linear and non-linear constraints. The fit code
has been improved to automatize the treatment of non-linear constraints, which are iteratively
Taylor-expanded to obtain numerically approximate linear constraints, which permit an ana-
Iytical solution for the x? minimization when, as it happens in this case, the x? is a quadratic
function of the fitted quantities.

9.2 Tests of lepton universality

In the Standard Model, the partial widths of a heavier lepton L decaying to a lighter lepton /¢
are, neglecting neutrino masses and including radiative corrections [689],

(L — vploy(y)) =

B(L = vplvy)  GrGemy . (mi\ |
T\ )
L

where

L - 19273
gz? 3 4 2
Gy= —=——— z)=1—8x 4+ 8z° — 2z — 122°Inx
T e, /(@)
3 m? almg) (25
L L L 2
S v AN el S e

We use 77 = 1—-43.2-107* and 7% = 1 —-42.4-107* [689] and My from PDG 2011 [3] as usual.

Proper ratios of the above partial widths, corrected by the suitable above-illustrated factors
to remove the dependencies from masses and radiative corrections, measure ratios of charged
weak lepton coupling constants. Using the HFAG-Tau fit values where available and using
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PDG 2011 for the remaining quantities, we measure, accounting for the statistical correlations
emerging from the HFAG-Tau fit:

<&) — 1.0006 + 0.0021 , <&> —1.0024 + 0.0021 , <g—“) — 1.0018 + 0.0014 .
gM Je Ge

Tau decays partial widths to hadrons compared to the same hadron decay to muons measure
the tau-muon universality of charged weak couplings as follows:

g-  B(r—hv) 2mpmim, (1—m?/mj ?
9)  Blh— ) (L+0p)mir, \1—mj/m2) ~

where h = 7 or K and the radiative corrections are ¢, = (0.16 £ 0.14)% and dx = (0.90 +
0.22)% [690]. Using the HFAG-Tau data and PDG 2011 we measure:

(ﬁ) = 0.9956 £ 0.0031 , <&> = 0.9852 £ 0.0072 .
gu T g# K

Similar tests could be performed with decays to electrons, however they are less precise because
the hadron two body decays to electrons are helicity-suppressed. Averaging the three g,/g,
ratios we obtain

<&) = 0.9996 =+ 0.0020 ,
Iu/ rimiK

accounting for statistical correlations.

9.3 Universality improved B(T7 — evv) and Ry.q

Following Ref. [691], we assume lepton universality to obtain a more precise experimental
determination of B, = B(r — eV.v;) using the tau branching fraction to muon and the
tau lifetime, by averaging the B, direct measurement, the B, determination from assuming
that g,/ge = 1 hence (see also Section B.2) B, = B, - f(m?/m2)/f(m,/m2), and B, from
assuming that g, /g, = 1 hence B, = B(u — eDevy,) - (1,/7,) - (mr/my,)° - f(m2/m3)/ f(mZ/m?) -
(676%)/ (04 6y) where B(p — evev,) = 1. Accounting for statistical correlations, we obtain

B"™ = (17.839 + 0.028)%.
We use B™ to obtain the ratio

['(t — hadrons)

Ryaa =
had I(1 — evw)

= 3.6280 4= 0.0094.

Here I'(7 — hadrons) is obtained by summing all tau hadronic decay modes.

9.4 |V,s| measurement

The CKM coefficient |V,;| can be measured in several ways from the comparison of tau partial
widths to strange and non-strange final states.
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9.4.1 Inclusive tau partial width to strange

The tau hadronic partial width is the sum of the tau partial width to strange and to non-
strange hadronic final states, I'y.qg = I's + I'v4. Dividing by the partial width to electron, I'.,
we obtain partial width ratios (which are equal to the respective branching fraction ratios) for
which Ry.q = Rs + Ry . In terms of such ratios, |V,s| is measured as

Rya
|Vus| = \/Rs/ {ﬁ - 5Rtheory:| 5 (220)

where 0 Ripeory can be determined in the context of low energy QCD theory, partly relying on
experimental low energy scattering data. We use 0 Ripeory = 0.240 £ 0.032 [692], which induces
a systematic error on |V,,| that lies between two more recent estimates [693,694].

In the following, we use the universality improved B™ (see Section [0.3]) to compute the R
ratios. The most direct experimental determination of R, and Ry s = Rp.q — Rs come from the
tau inclusive branching fractions to hadronic and strange hadronic states, By.q and B,. However
often the total hadronic branching fraction has been replaced by the indirect but more precise
expression B =1 — B, — B, (or similar expressions based on B!™), using unitarity, see for
example the 2009 HFAG report [4]. We depart from this choice here, and we use the most
direct determination of Ry.q, for two reasons: first there is no significant statistical gain in
the final errors, because of statistical correlations in the Rp,q expression (1 — B, — B,,)/B™Y,
and second the indirect determination of Ry 4 = R™, — R, would absorb the effect of possible
unobserved hadronic states entirely in Ry 4, while they could also be strange final states.

With the above choices, using |V,,4| = 0.97425 £ 0.00022 [695], using HFAG values of this
report, including the above-mentioned B™Y, B, = (2.875 4 0.050)% (see also Table 200,
By = (61.85+0.11)%) and the PDG 2011 averages, we obtain |V,|,s = 0.2173+0.0022, which
is 3.40 lower than the unitarity CKM prediction |Vi|u = 0.2255 4 0.0010, from (|Vis|wi)? =
1 — |Vual?. The |Vys|,s uncertainty includes a systematic error contribution of 0.0010 from the
theory uncertainty on 0 Rineory,

If we use the alternative above mentioned definitions of By,q, the mismatch remains 3.40.
Using a unitarity-constrained tau branching fraction fit, the mismatch remains 3.40. The 3.40
discrepancy is close to the unconstrained fit result of the 2009 HFAG report, 3.60 [4], and
also to the 3.3¢ from the HFAG-Tau 2011 intermediate document [696], based on a unitarity-
constrained fit.

9.4.2 |V, from B(r — Kv)/B(T — wv) and from B(t — Kv)

We use the ratio of branching fractions B(7~ — K~ v;)/B(t~ — n v,) = 0.0643 £ 0.0009 to
measure |V,s| from the equation

B(T_ — K_VT) . f.%{|vu8|2 (1 — m%{/m?r)z TLD(T_ — K_VT)
B(t= = mv;)  f2Vial? (1— m%/m%f rep(7T > TYy)

In this ratio, the short-distance radiative corrections cancel. The term rip(p) = 14+dLp(p) corre-
sponds to the long-distance electroweak radiative correction factor for the process p. Following
Ref. [697], the ratio of radiative correction factors is estimated as ri5F = rpp(7— — K v/K~ —
wv)/rp(tT = 7 v/mT = pwv) -rip(KT — pv)/rip(nT — pov), where the first ratio is
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Table 200: HFAG Winter 2012 Tau branching fractions to strange final states.

Branching fraction HFAG Winter 2012 fit

=K v, (0.6955 + 0.0096) - 102
T =K 7, (0.4322 + 0.0149) - 102
I3 = K21, (ex. KY) (0.0630 + 0.0222) - 1072

o8 = K31, (ex. K% n) (0.0419 £ 0.0218) - 102
Iys =7 K vr (0.8206 4 0.0182) - 102
Ty =7 K v, (0.3649 + 0.0108) - 102
Ty =n K 77, (0.0269 4 0.0230) - 102
Ts3 = K°h~h~htv, (0.0222 £ 0.0202) - 102
[iog = Kz (0.0153 £ 0.0008) - 102
T30 = K~ n'nv; (0.0048 + 0.0012) - 102
Tigo =7 K s (0.0094 = 0.0015) - 102
51 = K- wr, (0.0410 4 0.0092) - 1072
Iso1 = K~ ¢v (¢ — KK) (0.0037 £ 0.0014) - 102
Dgoo = K- nwty, (ex. KO w) (0.2923 + 0.0068) - 102
Tgo3 = K- n w7, (ex. K% w,n) (0.0411 4 0.0143) - 1072
0= X, vr (2.8746 4 0.0498) - 102

[14(0.90£0.22)%]/[1 + (0.16 £ 0. 14)%] [698] and the second ratio is (0.9930 4 0.0035)% [699],
hence assuming independent errors r7 = 1.0003 & 0.0044. The ratio fx/f, is estimated in
lattice QCD to be 1.1936 £ 0.0053 [174]. We measure |Vi,|;x/» = 0.2229 £ 0.0021, 1.10 below
the CKM unitarity prediction.

We use the branching fraction B(7~ — K~ v,) to measure |V,,| from the equation

167h 2

T

G2 12 Vus2 3T 2\ 2
B(tm = K v) = PlilVuel <1—%> SEw
m

where fx = 156.1 £ 1.1 MeV [I74] is the kaon decay constant estimated with lattice QCD,
and Sgy = 1.0201 £ 0.0003 [700] accounts for the radiative corrections. We obtain V4| x =
0.2214 +0.0022, wich is 1.70 below the CKM unitarity prediction. CODATA 2006 results [701]
and PDG 2011 have been used for the physics constants.
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—o— K; decays, FlaviaNet 2010
0.2254 + 0.0013
—e—i K, decays, FlaviaNet 2010
0.2252 + 0.0013

CKM unitarity
[ ]
. 0.2255 + 0.0010

— o —| T - Kv/1 - mv, HFAG 2012
0.2229 + 0.0021
—e—| T — Kv, HFAG 2012
0.2214 £ 0.0022
———| T - sinclusive, HFAG 2012
0.2173 £ 0.0022
—eo—| T average, HFAG 2012
0.2202 + 0.0015
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IVl Winter 2012
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Figure 86: |V,s| averages of this document compared with the FlaviaNet results [702].

9.4.3 |V,s| from tau summary

We summarize the |V,| results reporting the values, the discrepancy with respect to the |V
determination from CKM unitarity, and an illustration of the measurement method:

Vislam = 0.2255 % 0.0010 from /T — [Vig? (CKM unitarity) ,
[Vislzs  =0.2173+0.0022 —340 from I'(r~ — X, v,),

Vaslri/m = 0.2229+£0.0021  —1.10 from I'(t” = K v;)/I(t” = 7 v,),
[Visl-xk =0.2214+0.0022 —1.70 from I'(r~ — K" v;)

Thanks to the improved lattice QCD determination of fx [I74], the uncertainty on |V,|,
has been significantly reduced with respect to the previous HFAG report. Averaging the three
above |V,s| determinations we obtain:

[Vis|- = 0.2202+0.0015 —2.90 average of 3 |V,,| tau measurements.

We could not find a published estimate of the correlation of the uncertainties on fx and fx/ fx,
but even if we assume +100% correlation, the uncertainty on |V,4|, does not change more than
about £5%. Figure B0l summarizes the |V, results.

9.5 Upper limits on tau LFV branching fractions
We list in Table the up-to-date upper limits on the tau LF'V branching fractions.
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Table 201: HFAG Winter 2012 upper limit for the lepton
flavor violating 7 decay modes. For convenience, the de-
cay modes are grouped in categories labelled according
to their particle content. The label “(L)” in the cate-
gory column means that the decay mode implies lepton
number violation as well as the lepton flavor violation.

90% CL

Decay mode Category Limit Exp. Ref.
56 =€ Iy <12.0-107% Belle [703]
< 3.3-107% BABAR [104]
Disr = py < 45-107% Belle [703]
< 4.4-107% BABAR [104]
Diss =€ 7" 1P° < 22-107% Belle [705]
<13.0-107® BABAR [706]
D5 = pm° < 2.7-107% Belle [705]
<11.0-107® BABAR [706]
T2 =¢e"n < 4.4-107% Belle [705]
< 16.0-10® BABAR [706]
ez =pn < 2.3-107% Belle [705]
< 15.0-107® BABAR [706]
[y = € 1'(958) < 3.6-107% Belle [705]
<24.0-10"® BABAR [700]
[i73 = u~1'(958) < 3.8-107% Belle [705]
< 14.0-107® BABAR [706]
[igo = e K2 < 2.6-107% Belle [707]
< 3.3-10"® BABAR [708)]
Te1 = p K§ < 23107 Belle  [707]
< 4.0-107® BABAR [708§]
74 = € £0(980) 1S° < 3.2-107% Belle [709]
Tirs = pu” fo(980) < 3.4-107% Belle [709]
Tige=e p’ o < 1.8-107% Belle [710]
< 4.6-107% BABAR [T11]
Tigs = pp’ < 1.2-107% Belle [710]
< 2.6-107% BABAR [711]
T'igs = e~ K*(892)° < 3.2-107% Belle  [710]
< 5.9-107% BABAR [711]
[igo = p~ K*(892)° < 7.2-10% Belle [710]
<17.0-107® BABAR [T11]
Tio=e K (892)° < 34-107% Belle  [710]
< 4.6-107% BABAR [711]
Tin=p K (892)° < 7.0-107% Belle  [710]
< 7.3-107® BABAR [71]]
76 =€ ¢ < 3.1-107% Belle [710]
< 3.1-107% BABAR [711]
Lyrg =p=o < 84-107% Belle  [710]
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Table 201 — continued from previous page

90% CL

Decay mode Category Limit Exp.
<19.0-10~® BABAR

T =€ w < 4.8-107% Belle
<11.0-107® BABAR

ler=p w < 4.7-107% Belle
< 10.0-10"® BABAR

I'i7s = e ete” < 2.7-107% Belle
< 29-107% BABAR

Figi = p ete < 1.8-107% Belle
< 2.2-107®% BABAR

Ig=¢€e pu+ p— < 2.7-107% Belle
< 3.2-107® BABAR

Igs =p p+ p— < 2.1-107% Belle
< 3.3-107® BABAR

Dig=¢€e pu+e < 1.5-107% Belle
< 1.8-107® BABAR

Cigo = p et pu— < 1.7-107% Belle
< 2.6-10"® BABAR

I'ga = e T < 2.3-107% Belle
< 12.0-10"® BABAR

Tigg = p whn™ < 21-107% Belle
<29.0-107® BABAR

Iiggs=e K~ < 3.7-107% Belle
< 32.0-107® BABAR

[gs = ILL_7T+K_ < 8.6-107% Belle
<26.0-107® BABAR

Digg=e K'n~ < 3.1-107% Belle
<17.0-10"® BABAR

g5 = ILL_K+7T_ < 4.5-107% Belle
< 32.0-10"® BABAR

I =e K"K~ < 3.4-107% Belle
<14.0-107® BABAR

Figs =p KTK™ < 44-107% Belle
<25.0-107® BABAR

ligy = e KoK < 7.1-107% Belle

Digr =~ KeK§ < 80-107% Belle

Pigs =etn (L) < 2.0-107% Belle
(L) <27.0-107® BABAR

Digr = ptn (L) < 39.107% Belle
(L) < 7.0-107® BABAR

D =en K~ (L) < 3.2-107% Belle
(L) < 18.-107® BABAR

g = /L+7T_K_ (L) < 4.8-107% Belle
(L) <22.0-107® BABAR



Table 201 — continued from previous page

Decay mode Category ggiy;)ngL Exp. Ref.
Fgz =€ K K~ (L) < 3.3-107% Belle [715]
(L) <15.0-107® BABAR [716]

Digo=pu K K~ (L) < 4.7-107% Belle [715]
(L) <48.0-107® BABAR [716]

'y = A Ah < 3.0-10% Belle [717]
< 58-107® BABAR [71§]

Copp =7 A < 2.8-107% Belle [717]
< 59-107® BABAR [718]

[l =K A < 4.2-107% Belle [717]
< 15.-107® BABAR |[718]

e =K A < 3.1-107% Belle [717]
< 7.2-107® BABAR |[71§]

Figure[87 summarizes the upper limits on the tau lepton-flavor-violating branching fractions.
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Figure 87: Tau lepton-flavor-violating branching fraction upper limits summary.
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10 Summary

This article provides updated world averages for b-hadron properties using results available
before the end of 2011. In some sections, results that appeared before the end of April 2012
are also included.

Concerning b-hadron lifetime and mixing averages, the most significant changes in the past
two years are due to new results from the CDF, DO and LHCb experiments, mainly in the BY
sector. While the Tevatron experiments have updated some of their analyses with the full Run II
data sample, LHCb has just entered the game and is taking the lead already with results based
on the 20102011 data samples collected at the LHC. While the updated DO like-sign dimuon
asymmetry still deviates from the Standard Model prediction (with a significance increased to
3.90), there is still no evidence of CP violation in either B or BY mixing, with precisions on the
semileptonic asymmetries reaching below the 1% level. However, the most impressive progress
was achieved in the analysis of B — J/i) ¢ decays, where new or significantly improved results
became recently available from CDF, DO and LHCb. The non-zero decay width difference in
the BY — FS system is now firmly established, with a relative difference of (14 £ 2)%. Its sign

has also been determined by LHCb: the heavy state of the B? — ES system lives longer than
the light state, as expected in the Standard Model. In contrast, and despite the recent efforts
from Belle, the relative decay width difference in the B° — B system, which has momentarily
reached a slightly better absolute precision, is still consistent with zero. One the other hand,
a quantum step has been achieved in the measurement of mixing-induced CP violation in B?
decays proceeding through the b — c¢s transition: the corresponding weak phase has been
pinned down to a precision below 0.1 radian and is so far compatible with the Standard Model
expectation.

The measurement of sin 28 = sin2¢; from b — ccs transitions such as B® — J/b K? has
reached < 3% precision: sin 2 = sin 2¢; = 0.67940.020. Measurements of the same parameter
using different quark-level processes provide a consistency test of the Standard Model and allow
insight into possible new physics. Recent improvements include the use of time-dependent
Dalitz plot analyses of B — KYKTK~ and B® — K2r "7~ to obtain CP violation parameters
for K2, fo(980)K? and pK?. All results among hadronic b — s penguin dominated decays are
currently consistent with the Standard Model expectations. Among measurements related to
the Unitarity Triangle angle o = ¢, results from the pp system allow constraints at the level
of = 6°. Knowledge of the third angle v = ¢3 also continues to improve. Notwithstanding the
well-known statistical issues in extracting the value of the angle itself, the world average values
of the parameters in B — DK decays now show significant direct CP violation effects.

Regarding semileptonic B meson decays, the B factories Belle and BABAR continue to domi-
nate the field and a number of results have appeared since the last update. Semileptonic decays
remain a focus of interest for theorists: New lattice QCD and light-cone sum rule results help
to understand exclusive transitions. Inclusive semileptonic decays are understood at full O(a?).
Still, the experimental situation is not satisfactory: While inclusive and exclusive determina-
tions of |V agree at the level of 20, inclusive and exclusive measurements of |V,,;| differ by
three standard deviations. Clearly more effort on the experimental and theory side is required
in the future.

The most important new measurements of rare decays are coming from the LHC. CMS and
LHCb both have restrictive limits for the decays B — u*u~ and By — p*pu~. The sensitivity
is approaching the SM expectations with no significant signals seen yet. LHCDb has already

298



Table 202: Selected world averages from Chapters [3] and @]

b-hadron lifetimes
7(BY)
T(B™)
T(By)) = 1T
T(BJ)
7(4)

1.519 £+ 0.007 ps
1.642 £+ 0.008 ps
1.509 +0.012 ps
0.458 + 0.030 ps
1.413 £ 0.030 ps

b-hadron fractions
fT7/7% in 7 (4S) decays
fs in 7 (55) decays
fs, foaryon 1t Z decays
s, Joaryon at Tevatron

1.056 £ 0.028

0.199 £ 0.030
0.103 = 0.009, 0.090 £ 0.015
0.103 £ 0.012, 0.236 £ 0.067

B° and B? mixing / CPV parameters
Amd
|4/pla
Amg
Al'y =Ty - Ty
la/pls
P

0.507 + 0.004 ps~*
1.0002 = 0.0028
17.719 4 0.043 ps~!
+0.095 4 0.014 ps~!
1.0052 = 0.0032
—0.04475:99%

Measurements related to Unitarity Triangle angles
sin2f3 = sin2¢,
b=
—775¢Kg
—1S,y K0
—USKgKgKg
_nSK+K*Kg
—N5.1p w0
SK’W
Syt -

Crn-

Sotp

a(D**x¥F)
Acp(B—Dep, K)
Aaps(B— Dy K)
Raps(B— Dy K)

0.679 & 0.020
(21.4£0.8)°
0.747013
0.59 + 0.07
0.72 4 0.19
0.68 7505
0.93+0.15
—0.16 + 0.22
—0.65 % 0.07
—0.36 & 0.06
—0.0540.17
—0.039 + 0.010
0.19+ 0.03
—0.54 +0.12
0.0153 4 0.0017
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Table 203: Selected world averages at the end of 2011 from Chapters GH7l

Semileptonic B decay parameters
B(B® — D**( D) (4.9540.11)%
B(B~ — D*%(7p) (5.70 4+ 0.19)%
F(1)| Vel (35.90 £ 0.45) x 1073
V| from B — D*(~ 7, (39.54 £ 0.50¢yp £ 0.744,) x 1073
B(B® — D*(~7) (218 4+0.12)%
B(B~ — D7) (2.26 +0.11)%
G(1)|Vy| (42.64 £ 1.53) x 1073
V| from B — DI~ 7, (39.70 & 1.420,p £ 0.894,) x 1073
B(B — X .071,) (10.51 £ 0.13)%
B(B — X(~7,) (10.72 £ 0.13)%
V| from B — X{77, (41.884+0.73) x 1073
B(B — n{~7D) (1.4240.05) x 1074
|Vip| from B — ™D (3.2340.30) x 1073
V| from B — X, ("7 (4.40 £ 0.15¢5, £ 0.20,) x 1073
Rare B decays
B(B — Xv) (3.55+£0.24 £ 0.09) x 10~*
B(BT — ttv) (1.6740.30) x 1074
App(B® — K*°uTp™) in bins of ¢ = m?(uu™) see Table
B(BY — utu™) <12x107% (90% C.L.)
Acp(B® — K*+n7) (—0.087 4 0.008)
Acp(BY — K*70) (0.037 £ 0.021)
Acp(B? — K—nt) (0.29 4 0.07)

produced many other results on a wide variety of decays as indicated in the tables in Sec. [7
Belle and BABAR continue to produce new results though their rates are dwindling. It will still
be some years before we see new results from upgraded B factories.

Many b to charm results from LHCb are included in our report for the first time this
year, combining with results from BABAR, Belle and CDF to yield a total of 632 measurements
reported in 216 papers. The huge combined sample of b hadrons allows measurements of decays
to states with open or hidden charm content with unprecedented precision.

In the charm sector, D°-D° mixing is now well-established. Measurements of 38 separate
observables from five experiments are input into a global fit for 10 underlying parameters, and
the no-mixing hypothesis is excluded at a confidence level corresponding to 10.20. The mixing
parameters x and y (see Table 204]) differ from zero by 2.70 and 6.0c, respectively. The central
values are consistent with mixing arising from long-distance processes, as predicted by theory;
thus it will probably be difficult to identify new physics from mixing alone. The WA value
for the observable yqp is positive, which indicates that the C'P-even state is shorter-lived as in
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Table 204: Selected world averages at the end of 2011 from Chapters [§ and [Ol.

D° mixing and CPV parameters
T (0.63 7030 %
y (0.75 +0.12)%
A (—1.7 £ 2.4)%
la/pl 0.88 %515
¢ (—10.1739)°
%1 (no direct CPV) (0.62 £0.19)%
Y15 (no direct CPV) (0.75 £0.12)%
¢, (no direct CPV) (4.9
s (—0.02 £ 0.23)%
Aadi, (—0.66 + 0.15)%
T parameters, Lepton Universality, and | V|
9./9. 1.0018 = 0.0014
9:/9, 1.0006 £ 0.0021
9./9. 1.0024 = 0.0021
Bui (17.839 + 0.028)%
Ryaa 3.6280 £+ 0.0094
|Vis| from B(t— — K~ v,) 0.2214 + 0.0022
V.,s| from B(r~ — K~v,)/B(r~ — 7 v.) 0.2229 + 0.0021
|Vis| from inclusive sum of strange branching fractions | 0.2173 + 0.0022
|V.s| tau average 0.2202 +0.0015

the K°-K© system. However, = also appears to be positive, which implies that the C'P-even
state is heavier, unlike in the K%K system. In the D% D system, there is no evidence for
C' PV arising from mixing (|¢/p| # 1) or from a phase difference between the mixing amplitude
and a direct decay amplitude (¢ # 0). However, both the LHCb and CDF experiments have
obtained evidence for direct CPV in D°— KT K~ and D°— 77~ decays. These experiments
measure nonzero values for the difference in direct CPV between K™K~ and 77~ modes,
which requires that direct C'PV exists in at least one of them. Inputting these measurements
into a global fit and also including measurements from Belle and BABAR gives Aadl, # 0 with
a significance greater than 4o.

Concerning tau decays, in this report we include three new tau branching fraction measure-
ments from the B-factories, and we provide more information on the tau branching fraction
fit. The |V,s| calculation uses now a more complete set of tau branching fractions to strange
final states, and thanks primarily to improvements in QCD lattice predictions, two tau deter-
minations of |V,s| have reduced errors. For the first time, we compute an average of all |V
determinations with tau data.
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