arXiv:hep-ex/0107022 10 Jul 2001

Contributed paper to Lepton Photon 2001 Rome, July 23-28.

Detection of ϕ ! η^′γ , ϕ ! ηγ in π^+ π^− γγγ final state with KLOE at DAΦNE

The KLOE Collaboration

A. Aloisio^g, F. Ambrosino^g, A. Antonelli^c, M. Antonelli^c, C. Bacci^n, G. Barbiellini^q, F. Bellini^n, G. Bencivenni^c, S. Bertolucci^c, C. Bini^k, C. Bloise^c, V. Bocci^k, F. Bossi^c, P. Branchini^n, S. A. Bulychjov^f, G. Cabibbo^k, R. Caloi^k, P. Campana^c, G. Capon^c, G. Carboni^m, M. Casarsa^q, V. Casavola^e, G. Cataldi^e, F. Ceradini^n, F. Cervelli^j, F. Cevenini^g, G. Chiefari^g, P. Ciambrone^c, S. Conetti^r, E. De Lucia^k, G. De Robertis^a, P. De Simone^c, G. De Zorzi^k, S. Dell’Agnello^c, A. Denig^c, A. Di Domenico^k, C. Di Donato^g, S. Di Falco^d, A. Doria^g, M. Dreucci^c, O. Erriquez^a, A. Farilla^n, G. Felici^c, A. Ferrari^n, M. L. Ferrer^c, G. Finocchiaro^c, C. Forti^c, A. Franceschi^c, P. Franzini,^{k,i} C. Gatti^j, P. Gauzzi^k, A. Giannasi^j, S. Giovannella^c, E. Gorini^e, F. Grancagnolo^e, E. Graziani^n, S. W. Han,^{c,b} M. Incagli^j, L. Ingrosso^c, W. Kluge^d, C. Kuo^d, V. Kulikov^f, F. Lacava^k, G. Lanfranchi^c, J. Lee-Franzini,^{c,o} D. Leone^k, F. Lu,^{c,b} M. Martemianov,^{c,f} M. Matsyuk,^{c,f} W. Mei^c, A. Menicucci^m, L. Merola^g, R. Messi^m, S. Miscetti^c, M. Moulson^c, S. Müller^d, F. Murtas^c, M. Napolitano^g, A. Nedosekin,^{c,f} M. Palutan^n, L. Paoluzi^m, E. Pasqualucci^k, L. Passalacqua^c, A. Passeri^n, V. Patera,^{l,c} E. Petrolo^k, D. Picca^k, G. Pirozzi^g, L. Pontecorvo^k, M. Primavera^e, F. Ruggieri^a, P. Santangelo^c, E. Santovetti^m, G. Saracino^g, R. D. Schamberger^o, B. Sciascia^k, A. Sciubba,^{l,c} F. Scuri^q, I. Sfiligoi^c, J. Shan^c, P. Silano^k, T. Spadaro^k, E. Spiriti^n, G. L. Tong,^{c,b} L. Tortora^n, E. Valente^k, P. Valente^c, B. Valeriani^d, G. Venanzoni^j, S. Veneziano^k, A. Ventura^e, Y. Wu,^{c,b} G. Xu,^{c,b} G. W. Yu,^{c,b} P. F. Zema^j, Y. Zhou^c a Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università e Sezione INFN, Bari, Italy.

b Permanent address: Institute of High Energy Physics of Academica Sinica, Beijing, China. c Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati dell’INFN, Frascati, Italy. d Institut für Experimentelle Kernphysik, Universität Karlsruhe, Germany. e Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università e Sezione INFN, Lecce, Italy. f Permanent address: Institute for Theoretical and Experimental Physics, Moscow, Russia. g Dipartimento di Scienze Fisiche dell’Università e Sezione INFN, Napoli, Italy. i Physics Department, Columbia University, New York, USA. j Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università e Sezione INFN, Pisa, Italy. k Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università “La Sapienza” e Sezione INFN, Roma, Italy l Dipartimento di Energetica dell’Università “La Sapienza”, Roma, Italy. m Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università “Tor Vergata” e Sezione INFN, Roma, Italy n Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università “Roma Tre” e Sezione INFN, Roma, Italy o Physics Department, State University of New York at Stony Brook, USA. q Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università e Sezione INFN, Trieste/Udine, Italy. r Physics Department, University of Virginia, USA.

Abstract

KLOE has collected about 30 pb^{−1} in year 2000 at the DAΦNE collider, which yields the largest population of ϕ meson radiative decays studied so far. We present the results obtained for ϕ → ηγ and ϕ → η^′γ : the ratio of these two BR’s has been measured to be (5.3 ± 0.5 ± 0.3) · 10^{−3}, leading to a very accurate determination of the mixing angle in the flavor basis φP = (40^{+1}:^7_{−1}:_5)^∘ and to the most accurate determination of BR(ϕ → η^′γ ) to date: (6.8 ± 0.6 ± 0.5) · 10^{−5}.

1 Introduction

Radiative decays of light vector mesons to pseudoscalars have been used as a useful testing ground since the early days of the quark model [1]. The branching ratio (BR) of the decay ϕ → η^′γ is particularly interesting since its value can probe the |ss̄⟩ and gluonium content of the η^′[2]. In particular, the ratio of its value to the one of ϕ → ηγ can be related to the η -η^′mixing parameters [3, 4, 5, 6, 7] and determine the mixing angle in the flavor basis φ_P , which has been pointed out as the best suited parameter for a processindependent description of the mixing. In fact, within the two mixing-angles scenario which has emerged from an Extended Chiral Perturbation Theory framework [8], as well as from phenomenological analyses [9], has been demonstrated that the two mixing parameters in the flavor basis are equal apart from terms which violate the Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI) rule [10, 11], and is thus safe to use one single mixing angle in this basis. The measurements available to date on BR(ϕ → η^′γ ) have still rather large statistical uncertainties [12, 13]. The present analysis of ϕ → η^′γ decays is based on an integrated luminosity of ≃ 17 pb^{−1} corresponding to about 60% of the luminosity collected by the KLOE detector [14] at the DAΦNE [15] e^+ e^− collider in Frascati during year 2000. The accuracy we obtain is significantly better than the current world average and allows us to extract the η -η^′mixing angle in the flavor basis with an error of ≃ 1.5^∘ from this single measurement.

2 Analysis

We use the following decay chains to determine the ratio R = BR(ϕ → η^′γ )/BR(ϕ → ηγ ): ∗ ϕ → η^′γ ; η^′ → π^+ π^−η; η → γγ ∗ ϕ → ηγ ; η → π^+π^−π^0 ; π^0 → γγ The final state is π^+ π^−γγγ for both the ϕ → η^′γ and ϕ → ηγ events, and thus most of the systematics approximately cancel out when evaluating the ratio R; moreover since the ϕ → ηγ decays can be quite easily selected with small background they constitute a very clean control sample for the analysis. The ϕ → ηγ events, being about two orders of magnitude more abundant than the corresponding ϕ → η^′γ ones, constitute also the main source of background for the ϕ → η^′γ detection. Further background events can rise from:

∗ ϕ → K_S K_L events with one charged vertex where at least one photon is lost and the K_L is decaying near the interaction point (IP);

∗ ϕ → π^+ π^−π^0 events with an additional photon detected due to accidental photons or splitting of clusters in the electromagnetic calorimeter (EmC).

2.1 Event selection: first level

The events are reconstructed using the standard KLOE reconstruction libraries and selected from the radiative stream where very loose cuts are applied to reduce background from ϕ → K_S K_L , machine background and cosmic rays events. Then a first level topological selection for the π^+π^−γ γ γ channel runs as follows:

∗ 3 and only 3 prompt neutral clusters (see below) with 21^∘ < θ_γ < 159^∘;

∗ Opening angle between each couple of photons > 18^∘

∗ 1 charged vertex inside the cylindrical region r < 4 cm; |z| < 8 cm.

This selection is common to both ϕ → η^′γ and ϕ → ηγ events. A prompt neutral clusters is defined as a cluster in the EmC with no associated track coming from the Drift Chamber (DC) and |(t −^r_c )| < 5σ_t where t is the arrival time on the EmC, r is the distance of the cluster from the IP and c is the speed of light and σ_t = 54 ps/ √ E( GeV) ⊕ 147 ps[16] where the constant term includes the effect of the source length.

The region below 21^∘ is excluded due to the presence of DAΦNE magnetic quadrupoles near the interaction point. The cut on the opening angle between photons strongly reduce the effect of cluster splitting.

The overall “common” selection efficiencies (including trigger, reconstruction and first level selection) are 45.8% and 49.6% respectively for ϕ → η^′γ and ϕ → ηγ events. The ratio of the two efficiencies ε_η0_γ /ε_{ηγ} = 0.923 is reasonably close to one, as expected. The main reason for this ratio not being one is the difference in the efficiency to find a charged vertex inside the cylindrical region around IP; this in turn is related to a slightly different momentum spectrum of charged pions in the two categories of events.

After this selection we perform a kinematic fit constraining global energy-momentum conservation and the speed of light for each photon, without imposing any intermediate particle mass constraint. A loose cut on P(χ^2) > 1% for this fit is imposed for both ϕ → ηγ and ϕ → η^′γ events to ensure the good reconstruction of the event. Background from ϕ → π^+ π^−π^0 events is strongly reduced by means of a cut on the charged pions energy endpoints respectively:

∗ E_π+ + E_π� < 550 MeV (ϕ → ηγ events)

∗ E_π+ + E_π� < 430 MeV (ϕ → η^′γ events)

2.2 ϕ → η^′γ events selection

Further selection of ϕ → η^′γ events is made via a cut on the total photon energy (to scale down ϕ → K_S K_L background):

∗ Σ_γ E_γ > 540 MeV.

Contamination from ϕ → ηγ events into the ϕ → η^′γ sample is at this level still very high since about 35% of ϕ → ηγ events are still in the sample (S/B ≈ 5 · 10^{−3}) while contamination from ϕ → K_S K_L and ϕ → π^+π^−π^0 is expected to be small. In fact no Monte Carlo generated event from ϕ → K_S K_L and ϕ → π^+ π^−π^0 survives these cuts giving rise to upper limits on these backgrounds (dominated, in the present analysis, by limited Monte Carlo statistics) given by, respectively:

∗ N_{KS KL} < 6 · 10^{−7} · N_ϕ at 90% C.L.

∗ N_π+_π�_π0 < 2 · 10^{−7} · N_ϕ at 90% C.L.

To select ϕ → η^′γ events over the ϕ → ηγ background we exploit the kinematical properties of the three photon in both categories of events. The energy spectrum of the photons gives no combinatorial problem : radiative photon is the hardest one in ϕ → ηγ events, while it is the softest in ϕ → η^′γ events; the other two photons being generated in π^0 and η decays respectively (fig. 1). If we plot the energy of the two hardest photons (chosen at random to be “E_1” and “E_2”) after kinematic fit we see (fig. 2) that a strong correlation between the two photons from η is present in ϕ → η^′γ events while the ϕ → ηγ events are grouped into two bands around E_{1(2)} = 363 MeV as expected from the presence of the nearly monochromatic radiative photon. The selection of ϕ → η^′γ events is then made cutting on an elliptic shaped region in the E_1 − E_2 plane whose parameters are:

∗ Coordinates of the ellipse centre = (285,285) MeV

∗ Major axis = 90 MeV

∗ Minor axis = 25 MeV

∗ Major axis inclination w.r.t. E_1 axis = 135^∘

If we plot the π^+π^−γγ invariant mass for the events inside the selection ellipse on data we notice a clear peak at the η^′ mass value with the same σ of the one expected from Monte Carlo, over a small residual background (see fig.3). To better understand the shape of background on data a “donut shaped” region around the selection ellipse has been used, and the shape for M_π+_π�_{γγ} has been normalised to the expected Monte Carlo background from ϕ → ηγ events (shaded area). Also, a fit to a gaussian plus polynomial background has been performed to evaluate background directly on data. Finally the signal has been selected in the region 942 MeV/c^2 ≤ M_π+_π�_{γγ} ≤ 974 MeV/c^2 and the expected background subtracted. The final number of selected events is then N_η0_γ = 124 ± 12(stat.) ± 5(syst.) where the statistical and systematic error includes the one in estimating background absolute level and shape. Monte Carlo efficiency for this selection on ϕ → η^′γ events is ε_η0_γ = 23.0%

Figure 1: Monte Carlo photon energy spectrum for ϕ → ηγ →π^+π^−γ γ γ (upper plot) and ϕ → η^′γ →π^+π^−γ γ γ (lower

plot).

Figure 2: Left: Monte Carlo ϕ → η^′γ events in the E_1 − E_2 plane; Right: Monte Carlo ϕ → ηγ events in the E_1 − E_2

plane. The elliptical selection region is shown.

Figure 3: The π^+π^−γ γ invariant mass for events selected as ϕ → η^′γ candidates. The shaded area is the shape of

background obtained selecting events around the elliptical region and normalised to the expected Monte Carlo number of

events. The continuous line is the result of a gaussian plus linear fit.

2.3 ϕ → ηγ events selection

Apart from the first level selection, the only additional cut to select ϕ → ηγ events is a ±10 σ cut on the energy of the radiative photon (after kinematic fit); we require thus:

∗ 320 MeV < E^{rad.}_γ < 400 MeV

This cut has almost 100% efficiency on the signal and is very effective in reducing residual background from ϕ → K_S K_L events where the endpoint for photon energies is at 280 MeV. After this cut we are left with N_{ηγ} = (502.1 ± 2.2) · 10^2 events, and the overall efficiency in detecting ϕ → ηγ events is evaluated from Monte Carlo to be 37.6%. The abundant and pure ϕ → ηγ events can be used as control sample to evaluate systematic effects on the efficiency by comparing data versus Monte Carlo distributions for the variable on which the cuts are set. Some of these comparisons are shown in fig. 4.

All comparisons show very good agreement (at percent level or better) between data and Monte Carlo: the overall systematic errors on efficiencies evaluated with Monte Carlo are thus small.

Figure 4: Monte Carlo pure ϕ → ηγ (line) versus data (dots) for π^+π^−γ γ γ events selected as ϕ → ηγ : from top left

in clockwise direction radiative photon energy; charged pions momentum; γγ invariant mass (all combinations); charged vertex position in xy plane. The histograms are arbitrarily normalised.

3 Results

The ratio on the number of events selected as η^′γ and η γ respectively, can be related to the ratio of the branching fractions R = BR(ϕ → η^′γ )/BR(ϕ → ηγ ) as follows: R = N_η0_γ N_{ηγ} ( ε_{ηγ} ε_η0_γ ) common × ( ε_{ηγ} ε_η0_γ ) analysis × BR(η → π^+ π^−π^0 )BR(π^0 → γγ) BR(η^′ → π^+π^−η)BR(η → γγ ) and, thus, using for all quantities in the above formula the values of table 1, where we summarise also the contributions to the final systematic error:

R = (5.3 ± 0.5(stat.) ± 0.3(syst.)) · 10^{−3}

Quantity Value Syst. err. N_η0_γ /N_{ηγ} 2.5 · 10^{−3} 4% (_{εη}0_γ εηγ ) common 0.923 < 1% (_{εη}0_γ εηγ ) analysis 0.662 5% BR(η→π+ π�π0 )BR(π0 →γγ) BR(η0→π+π�η)BR(η→γγ ) 1.30 5% Table 1: Contributions to the systematic error on R. The 5% systematics on the ratio of analysis efficiencies is evaluated

using the ϕ → ηγ control sample. The intermediate BR’s are taken from [12].

This value for R can be related directly to the mixing angle in the flavor basis. In the approach by Bramon et al. [5] where SU(3) breaking is taken into account via a constituent quark mass ratio^{ms}_{m̄} one has:

R = BR(ϕ → η^′γ) BR(ϕ → ηγ) = cot^2 φ_P ( 1 − m_s m̄ tan φ_V sin 2φ_P

)_2 ( p_η0 p_η )_3

In the approach by Feldmann [7] chiral anomaly predictions for P → γγ are combined with vector dominance to extract the couplings g_{ϕηγ} and g_{ϕη}0_γ which yields, apart from OZI rule violation terms:

R = BR(ϕ → η^′γ) BR(ϕ → ηγ) = ( sin φ_P sin φ_V 6f_q − cos φ_P 3f_s )_2 / ( cos φ_P sin φ_V 6f_q + sin φ_P 3f_s )_2 ( p_η0 p_η )_3

In both cases we use the result in the cited papers for all parameters entering the ratio except the mixing angle, in order to estimate the effect of our measurement on the angle φ_P . We get the same result in extracting the mixing angle in both approaches, i. e.

φ_P = ( 40^{+1.7}_{−1.5} )_∘

which would result in a mixing angle in the octet-singlet basis ϑ_P = ( −14.7^{+1.7}_{−1.5} )_∘ . Moreover, using the value in [12] for the BR(ϕ → ηγ ) we can extract the most precise determination of BR(ϕ → η^′γ ) to date (see fig. 5):

BR(ϕ → η^′γ ) = (6.8 ± 0.6 (stat.) ± 0.5 (syst.)) · 10^{−5}

This result, given also the value of the mixing angle, disfavours large gluonium contents of the η^′[2, 3, 17].

Figure 5: Determinations of the BR(ϕ → η^′γ ) in literature: CMD2[19, 20, 21]; SND[18];KLOE(00)[13]; KLOE(01) : this

work.

4 Summary

We present an analysis of about 17 pb^{−1}of integrated luminosity at the DAΦNE collider. We obtain the best determination of the BR for the relatively rare process ϕ → η^′γ . The ratio of this BR to the ϕ → ηγ one helps clarifying the longstanding η -η^′mixing angle puzzle, and its absolute value disfavours a large gluonium content for the η^′ meson.

References

[1] C. Becchi and G. Morpurgo Phys. Rev 140, B687 (1965) [2] F. E. Close “Pseudoscalar mesons at DAΦNE” in “The DAΦNE phyisics handbook” vol. II (ed. L. Maiani, G. Pancheri and N. Paver, Frascati 1992) [3] J. L. Rosner Phys. Rev. D27, 1101 (1983) [4] A. Bramon, R. Escribano and M. D. Scadron Phys. Lett. B403, 339 (1997) [5] A. Bramon, R. Escribano and M. D. Scadron Eur. Phys J. C7, 271 (1999) [6] A. Bramon, R. Escribano and M. D. Scadron Phys. Lett. B503, 271 (2001) [7] T. Feldmann, Int. Jou. Mod. Phys. A15, 159 (2000) [8] R. Kaiser and H. Leutwyler, hep-ph/9806336 [9] R. Escribano and J. M. Frere, Phys. Lett. B459, 288 (1999) [10] Th. Feldmann, P. Kroll, and B. Stech, Phys. Rev. D58, (1998) [11] F. De Fazio and M. R. Pennington, JHEP 0007:051 (2000)

[12] The Particle Data Group (D. Groom et al.) Eur. Phys. Jou. C15 (2000) [13] “KLOE first result on hadronic physics”, contributed paper to ICHEP 2000 (Osaka), hep-ex/0006036 [14] KLOE Collaboration, “KLOE: a general purpose detector for DAΦNE”, LNF-92/019 (IR) (1992);

KLOE Collaboration, “The KLOE detector - Technical Proposal”, LNF-93/002 (IR) (1993). [15] S. Guiducci et al., Proceedings of PAC99, New York, March 1999. [16] M. Adinolfi et al., [KLOE Collaboration] Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A461, 344 (2001) [17] N. Deshpande and G. Eilam Phys. Rev. D25,270 (1980) [18] M. N. Achasov et al. [SND Collaboration], JETP Lett. 69, 97 (1999) [19] R. R. Akhmetshin et al. [CMD-2 Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B415, 445 (1997). [20] R. R. Akhmetshin et al. [CMD-2 Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B473, 337 (2000) [21] R. R. Akhmetshin et al. [CMD-2 Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B494, 26 (2000)