arXiv:hep-ex/0305018 v1 12 May 2003

Studies of correlations between D and D mesons in high energy photoproduction

The FOCUS Collaboration^⋆

J. M. Link^a, P. M. Yager^a, J. C. Anjos^b, I. Bediaga^b, C. Göbel^b, J. Magnin^b, A. Massafferri^b, J. M. de Miranda^b, I. M. Pepe^b, E. Polycarpo^b, A. C. dos Reis^b, S. Carrillo^c, E. Casimiro^c, E. Cuautle^c, A. Sánchez-Hernández^c, C. Uribe^c, F. Vázquez^c, L. Agostino^d, L. Cinquini^d, J. P. Cumalat^d, B. O’Reilly^d, I. Segoni^d, M. Wahl^d, J. N. Butler^e, H. W. K. Cheung^e, G. Chiodini^e, I. Gaines^e, P. H. Garbincius^e, L. A. Garren^e, E. E. Gottschalk^e, P. H. Kasper^e, A. E. Kreymer^e, R. Kutschke^e, M. Wang^e, L. Benussi^f, M. Bertani^f, S. Bianco^f , F. L. Fabbri^f, A. Zallo^f, M. Reyes^g, C. Cawlfield^h, D. Y. Kim^h, A. Rahimi^h, J. Wiss^h, R. Gardner^i, A. Kryemadhi^i, Y. S. Chung^j, J. S. Kang^j, B. R. Ko^j, J. W. Kwak^j, K. B. Lee^j, K. Cho^k, H. Park^k, G. Alimonti^ℓ, S. Barberis^ℓ, M. Boschini^ℓ, A. Cerutti^ℓ, P. D’Angelo^ℓ, M. DiCorato^ℓ, P. Dini^ℓ, L. Edera^ℓ, S. Erba^ℓ, M. Giammarchi^ℓ, P. Inzani^ℓ, F. Leveraro^ℓ, S. Malvezzi^ℓ, D. Menasce^ℓ, M. Mezzadri^ℓ, L. Moroni^ℓ, D. Pedrini^ℓ, C. Pontoglio^ℓ, F. Prelz^ℓ, M. Rovere^ℓ, S. Sala^ℓ, T. F. Davenport III^m, V. Arena^n, G. Boca^n, G. Bonomi^n, G. Gianini^n, G. Liguori^n, D. Lopes Pegna^n, M. M. Merlo^n, D. Pantea^n, S. P. Ratti^n, C. Riccardi^n, P. Vitulo^n, H. Hernandez^o, A. M. Lopez^o, E. Luiggi^o, H. Mendez^o, A. Paris^o, J. Quinones^o, J. E. Ramirez^o, Y. Zhang^o, J. R. Wilson^p, T. Handler^q, R. Mitchell^q, D. Engh^r, M. Hosack^r, W. E. Johns^r, M. Nehring^r, P. D. Sheldon^r, K. Stenson^r, E. W. Vaandering^r, M. Webster^r, M. Sheaff^s

aUniversity of California, Davis, CA 95616 bCentro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Físicas, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brasil cCINVESTAV, 07000 México City, DF, Mexico

Preprint submitted to Elsevier Preprint 12 May 2003 dUniversity of Colorado, Boulder, CO 80309 eFermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, IL 60510 f Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati dell’INFN, Frascati, Italy I-00044 gUniversity of Guanajuato, 37150 Leon, Guanajuato, Mexico hUniversity of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign, IL 61801 iIndiana University, Bloomington, IN 47405 jKorea University, Seoul, Korea 136-701 kKyungpook National University, Taegu, Korea 702-701 ℓINFN and University of Milano, Milano, Italy mUniversity of North Carolina, Asheville, NC 28804 nDipartimento di Fisica Nucleare e Teorica and INFN, Pavia, Italy oUniversity of Puerto Rico, Mayaguez, PR 00681 pUniversity of South Carolina, Columbia, SC 29208 qUniversity of Tennessee, Knoxville, TN 37996 rVanderbilt University, Nashville, TN 37235 sUniversity of Wisconsin, Madison, WI 53706

Abstract

Studies of DD correlations for a large sample of events containing fully and partially reconstructed pairs of charmed D mesons recorded by the Fermilab photoproduction experiment FOCUS (FNAL-E831) are presented. Correlations between D and D mesons are used to study heavy quark production dynamics. We present results for fully and partially reconstructed charm pairs and comparisons to a recent version of Pythia with default parameter settings. We also comment on the production of ψ(3770) in our data.

1 Introduction

Heavy quark production continues to present itself as a challenge to our understanding of the strong interaction. While Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) provides a theoretical framework for our understanding and perturbative QCD can be applied to some aspects of heavy quark production, other aspects remain elusive and cannot be described without including a variety of nonperturbative effects. This is especially true for charm production, where per- ⋆ See http://www-focus.fnal.gov/authors.html for additional author information.

turbative QCD calculations involve large uncertainties and non-perturbative effects play a significant role in modeling physical observables. Until we achieve a fundamental understanding of the strong interaction, accurate models that are able to reproduce properties of the strong interaction—such as heavy quark production—are crucial for our understanding of this fundamental force.

In this paper, we present new results from FOCUS (FNAL-E831) on charmpair correlations between D and D mesons. Charm-pair correlations have received considerable theoretical attention [1,2,3,4,5,6], and have been studied in both hadroproduction [7,8,9,10,11,12] and photoproduction [13,14] experiments. We present our photoproduction results by comparing data distributions to predictions from a recent version of a Monte Carlo based on the Lund Model [15], which includes non-perturbative effects that have been shown to be important in charm production. We select default settings for charm photoproduction in the Monte Carlo to facilitate comparisons with theoretical predictions and results from other experiments.

2 Experimental method

The data for our studies of DD correlations were recorded by the FOCUS experiment during the 1996–1997 fixed-target run at the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory. The experiment ran with a photon beam^1 and a spectrometer that was upgraded from a previous photoproduction experiment, E687 [16]. The FOCUS spectrometer had a target that consisted of four BeO target elements for most of the recorded data^2 . A vertex detector, which was located in the target region, had a total of 16 planes of silicon strip detectors. Four of the planes were interleaved with the BeO target elements, and 12 were located downstream of the target. Tracks that were reconstructed in the vertex detector were linked to particle tracks that were found in five multiwire proportional chambers. Particle momenta were determined by measuring the deflection of tracks in two analysis magnets of opposite polarity, and particle identification was accomplished using measurements from three multicell threshold Čerenkov counters, details of which are described elsewhere [17].

Here we describe, for the first time, the candidate-driven algorithm that was used to collect a large sample of ≈ 7000 pairs of fully reconstructed charmed mesons. The sample consists of pairs of D mesons: D^+D^− , D^+D^0, D^0D^−,

1 The photon beam was produced from the bremsstrahlung of secondary electrons and positrons with an endpoint energy of ≈ 300 GeV. The average photon energy for the recorded data was ≈ 180 GeV with a width of ≈ 50 GeV. 2 Early in the run a few different targets were used, and less than 5% of the charmpair data were recorded with Be (instead of BeO) target elements.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 1. (a) Normalized D invariant mass vs. normalized D invariant mass distribution, and (b) a fit to the normalized D invariant mass after sideband subtraction (described in the text). (c) Invariant mass of the recoil D in the partially reconstructed charm-pair sample (the mass of charged D candidates is lowered by 3.74 MeV/c^2 to match the D^0 mass distribution). The yield is a sum of individual yields for the three decay modes. (d) Δ^2_t distributions for right-sign (filled triangles) and wrong-sign (open circles) combinations for partially reconstructed charm pairs.

and D^0D^0. For this paper, we considered the decay modes D^0 → K^−π^+, D^+ → K^−π^+π^+, D^0 → K^−π^+π^+π^−, and charged-conjugate modes. The algorithm considered all combinations of two, three, and four charged tracks to find a combination that could be associated with the decay of a single D meson, and a second combination of tracks that could be associated with a second D decay vertex in the same event. The successful reconstruction of two D vertex candidates was followed by the reconstruction of a primary interaction vertex, particle identification cuts, and detachment cuts for the D vertices relative to the primary vertex. The goal was to achieve low background levels for each decay mode using a minimum number of cuts.

The first step of the candidate-driven algorithm considers all pairs of two-, three-, and four-track combinations in an event. Each combination of tracks represents a possible D decay. For each track the algorithm considers all possible combinations of charged K or π assignments such that the assignments are consistent with the decay of a charged or neutral D meson. A particular combination of tracks and the associated particle assignments is referred to as a D candidate. The mass of each D candidate is calculated using the measured track momenta, and is required to fall within a wide range of 1.6–2.4 GeV/c^2. To select events with a D and a D, the kaons for the two D candidates are required to have opposite charge.

The second step is vertex reconstruction. The goal is to find a pair of Ddecay vertices that can be associated with a primary interaction vertex, and to find all other tracks in the event that can be associated with that primary vertex. This part of the algorithm starts by performing a vertex fit for each D candidate. The tracks for each D candidate are required to form a vertex with confidence level greater than 1%. Pairs of D candidates that satisfy the confidence level cut are subjected to two additional vertex cuts. The first cut requires that the momentum vectors of the two candidates intersect with a confidence level greater than 1%. The second cut rejects background by rejecting pairs of D candidates for which the reconstructed daughter tracks for both D candidates form a single vertex with confidence level greater than 0.1%. This rejects background events in which tracks for both candidates all come from a common vertex. The final phase of the vertex reconstruction treats the two D candidates as seed tracks to find the primary vertex. Vertex fits are performed by including the two seed tracks as well as combinations of all other tracks in the event. As many tracks as possible are added to the primary vertex as long as the confidence level is greater than 1%.

Pairs of D candidates that survive the vertex reconstruction are subjected to particle-identification cuts, which are based on measurements from three multicell threshold Čerenkov counters. The Čerenkov algorithm [17] calculates four likelihoods that correspond to the four hypotheses (electron, pion, kaon, proton) that are considered for each charged track. The algorithm produces a χ^2-like variable W_i = −2 ln(likelihood), where i is the index used to represent each hypothesis. For the kaon in each D candidate, we require that the kaon hypothesis is favored over the pion hypothesis by more than a factor of exp(0.5) by requiring W_π − W_K > 1.0. For the pions in each D candidate we apply a pion consistency cut, which requires that no particle hypothesis is favored over the pion hypothesis with a ΔW = W_π − W_{min} greater than 5, where W_{min} is the W_i with the smallest value.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 2. (a) Invariant DD mass for D^+D^− and D^0D^0 mass combinations for background-subtracted FOCUS data (open circles), Pythia 6.203 (solid line), FOCUS data with N_{primary} = 2 cut (filled triangles), and Pythia 6.203 with N_{primary} = 2 cut (dashed line). The inset shows the invariant DD mass that we obtain after applying additional cuts, such as cuts that remove events with energy deposited in the electromagnetic calorimeters. (b) Number of tracks assigned to the primary vertex for background-subtracted FOCUS data (data points with error bars) and Pythia 6.203 (solid line) normalized to the number of DD pairs in data with N_{primary} > 2. (c) Δϕ and (d) p^2_t of the DD pair for background-subtracted FOCUS data with N_{primary} > 2 (open circles), E687 data (filled triangles with offset to show error bars) normalized to FOCUS data, and Pythia 5.6 (solid line).

After applying particle-identification cuts, we impose cuts based on the significance of detachment (ℓ/σ_ℓ) between each D candidate and the primary vertex. We calculate ℓ/σ_ℓ by using the measured value of ℓ, the distance between the D decay vertex and the primary vertex, and dividing by the associated error σ_ℓ. The cuts for ℓ/σ_ℓ range from ℓ/σ_ℓ > 1 to ℓ/σ_ℓ > 4 depending on the decay mode, whether the D-decay vertex is located between target elements (for which background levels are low) or in target material, and whether a D candidate can be associated with a D^∗ decay.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 3. Correlations for fully reconstructed DD pairs with N_{primary} > 2: (a) Δϕ, (b) p^2_t of the DD pair, (c) rapidity difference (y_D − y_D ), and (d) invariant DD mass for background-subtracted FOCUS data (data points with error bars), Pythia 6.203 after detector simulation and data analysis cuts (solid line), and Pythia 6.203 parent distributions without acceptance or resolution effects (dashed line with arbitrary normalization).

Figure 1a shows the DD signal that we obtain after all of the aforementioned cuts have been applied to the FOCUS data. Figure 1a shows the normalized D invariant mass^3 M_n(D) opposite the normalized D invariant mass M_n(D).

3 The normalized mass, M_n(D) = ΔM/σ_M , is defined as the difference between the reconstructed mass and the central value of the D^+ or D^0 mass distribution divided

Figure 1b shows a Gaussian fit to M_n(D) over a linear background after applying a background subtraction procedure that is used to determine the number of pairs of charmed D mesons in the FOCUS data. The procedure consists of performing a sideband subtraction and fit for one normalized mass distribution by selecting entries in the signal and sideband regions of the other normalized mass distribution. In Fig. 1b we plot M_n(D) by assigning unit weight to D candidates with a reconstructed mass in the signal region (± 2σ about the central value of the D^+ or D^0 mass of the candidate), and a weight of −^1/_2 to candidates with mass in the two 4–8σ sideband regions^4 . The DD yield that we obtain from our fit is 7064 ± 119 (statistical error).

In addition to our study of correlations between pairs of fully reconstructed D mesons, we study correlations between two D mesons where one D is fully reconstructed and the other is kinematically tagged by a slow pion coming from the decay D^{∗+} → π^+D^0. In these decays, the D^0 need not be reconstructed, and therefore we refer to this sample of charmed D mesons as partially reconstructed charm pairs^5 . The reason for including this sample in our studies of correlations is that charm-pair correlations can be studied over a larger kinematic range compared to the fully reconstructed sample.

For partially reconstructed charm pair events [14] we begin by considering all two-, three-, and four-track combinations for the fully reconstructed D (recoil D) in an event. We consider the decay modes D^0 → K^−π^+, D^+ → K^−π^+π^+, D^0 → K^−π^+π^+π^−, and charged-conjugate modes. A candidate-driven algorithm uses the recoil D candidates to find the primary vertex, requiring the vertex confidence level to be greater than 1%. The same Čerenkov particle identification criteria used for the fully reconstructed charm-pair sample (see above) are applied to the recoil D candidates. However, a more restrictive detachment cut of ℓ/σ_ℓ > 5 is applied to all three decay modes in the partially reconstructed charm-pair sample. Figure 1c shows the invariant mass distribution, which includes all three decay modes, with a total of 782 630 ± 1600 candidates satisfying the selection criteria.

The next step in the analysis treats each track that is assigned to the primary vertex (excluding the recoil D) as a slow-pion candidate from the decay D^{∗+} → π^+D^0. The momentum of the track is multiplied by 13.8 to approximate the momentum of the D^{∗+ 6} . If the charge of the slow pion is the same as the

by the reconstructed-mass error σ_M , which is calculated for each D candidate. 4 An equivalent approach to determine the DD yield is a fit to M_n(D) after selecting signal and sideband regions for M_n(D). Using this approach we obtain a DD yield of 7126 ± 120 , which is consistent with the yield mentioned in the text. 5 The partially reconstructed sample consists of D^{∗+}D^−, D^{∗+}D^0, D^0D^{∗−}, and D^+D^{∗−} pairs.

6 Due to the low Q value of the D^∗ decay, the momentum of the soft pion approximates the momentum of the D^∗ when multiplied by the inverse of its energy charge of the kaon from the recoil D, then the combination of the slow pion and recoil D is designated as a right-sign combination. Otherwise, it is a wrongsign combination. This assignment of right- and wrong-sign combinations is used for background subtraction.

A double subtraction method is used to reduce backgrounds. First, to handle non-charm background, a sideband subtraction is applied to recoil D candidates. A Gaussian fit is applied to the invariant mass distribution for each of the three decay channels. Entries in the 4–8σ sideband regions are subtracted from those in the ± 2σ peak region by using a weight factor of −^1/_2. Second, the assignment of right- and wrong-sign combinations is used to subtract wrong-sign background from right-sign combinations. To avoid distortion of the wrong-sign background we exclude all slow-pion candidates that can be associated with a D^∗ decay involving the recoil D. This anti-D^∗ cut is imposed by excluding combinations of slow pions and recoil D-mesons that have a mass difference, m(D^∗)−m(D), in the range 0.142–0.149 GeV/c^2. To further enhance the selection procedure, a maximum cut of 4 (GeV/c)^2 is applied to Δ^2_t = (p^{(r)}_x + 13.8 ∗ p^{(π)}_x )^2 + (p^{(r)}_y + 13.8 ∗ p^{(π)}_y )^2, where p^{(r)}_x , p^{(r)}_y and p^{(π)}_x , p^{(π)}_y are transverse momentum components of the recoil D and slow pion, respectively. This cut enhances the selection of signal since genuine events balance Δ^2_t (see reference [14] for more details). This is shown in Fig. 1d, which shows a prominent excess of right-sign combinations close to Δ^2_t = 0 compared to the wrong-sign background. After applying the double subtraction and the Δ^2_t cut, we obtain a sample of 75 160 ± 1040 partially-reconstructed charm pairs.

3 DD correlations

For our study of correlations between pairs of fully reconstructed D mesons, we compare FOCUS data to predictions from a Monte Carlo based on the Lund Model. The Monte Carlo consists of a Pythia 6.203 [15] generator with default settings, and detector simulation algorithms for the FOCUS apparatus. The Monte Carlo generator produces charm events using a tree-level photon-gluon fusion process applied to beam photons and target nucleons. We use default options for charm photoproduction in the generator (instead of using a Monte Carlo tuned to match our data) to facilitate comparisons with theoretical predictions and results from other experiments. In this paper, we also compare our results to previously published charm photoproduction results from experiment E687 [14].

To improve comparisons between data and model predictions based on photongluon fusion, we eliminate our lowest multiplicity events by requiring a mini-

fraction, which is ≈ 13.8.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 4. Charm-pair correlations for the partially reconstructed charm-pair sample: (a) Δϕ, (b) p^2_t of the DD pair, (c) rapidity difference (y_D − y_D), and (d) invariant DD mass for background-subtracted FOCUS data (data points with error bars) and Pythia 6.203 after detector simulation and data analysis cuts (solid line). The Δϕ distribution for fully-reconstructed charm pairs (open circles with error bars) is included in (a) after accounting for resolution broadening (see footnote 10). Pythia parent distributions (dashed lines with arbitrary normalization) are included in (c) and (d). The slight distortion (dip) at the peak of the Δy distribution in (c) is caused by the anti-D^∗ cut described in the text.

mum number of particles assigned to the primary interaction vertex. We define N_{primary} as the number of particles assigned to the primary vertex. With this definition, N_{primary} has a minimum value of two since it includes the D and D mesons (each charm meson counts as a single particle) in addition to charged tracks assigned to the primary vertex. To eliminate our lowest multiplicity events we require an N_{primary} > 2 cut. The cut eliminates features observed in data that are not present in Pythia 6.203. This is illustrated in Fig. 2a, which shows the background-subtracted^7 invariant DD mass for mass combinations with a net charge of zero (D^+D^− and D^0D^0) for FOCUS data, and for Pythia events that have passed through a software simulation of the FOCUS detector and have survived the event selection procedure described earlier in this paper. The mass distribution has an enhancement near threshold that is not present in Pythia. This enhancement is evident for events with N_{primary} = 2, especially when we apply additional cuts that remove events with energy deposited in electromagnetic calorimeters (see inset in Fig. 2a). The enhancement seems to arise from the diffractive production of ψ(3770) decaying to DD, and will be the subject of a future paper (additional information can be found in conference proceedings [18]). Another significant difference between data and Pythia is shown in Figs. 2a and 2b. This is the excess of N_{primary} = 2 events in data compared to Pythia, some of which can be attributed to the production of ψ(3770). By eliminating N_{primary} = 2 events, we get fairly good agreement for the N_{primary} distribution in Fig. 2b, which shows the histogram for Pythia (solid line) normalized to the number of DD pairs in the data (data points with error bars) with N_{primary} > 2. By eliminating the N_{primary} = 2 bin the agreement between data and Pythia is significantly improved (a slight excess of events with N_{primary} = 3 persists in the data).

Previous studies [7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14] of charm-pair correlations have presented distributions for p^2_t (DD), the transverse momentum squared of the DD pair, and Δϕ, the azimuthal angle between the D and D momentum vectors in the plane transverse to the beam direction. These distributions are significant, since p^2_t (DD) = 0 and Δϕ = π radians in leading-order QCD, where the charm-quark pair is produced back-to-back. In QCD these distributions are broadened by NLO corrections and non-perturbative effects, as illustrated in references [3] and [4]. Photoproduction results from E687 [14] have been compared to results from NLO calculations [1] and Pythia version 5.6 [19]. The E687 comparisons between data and Pythia 5.6 are reproduced in Figs. 2c and 2d, but with a different normalization to match FOCUS data (shown as open circles with error bars). The figures show good agreement between FOCUS and E687 data, and a significant discrepancy between data and Pythia 5.6.

7 The background subtraction procedure assigns unit weight to DD candidates in the signal region in Fig. 1a (± 2σ about the center of the distribution), a weight of −^1/_2 to candidates in the single D and single D sidebands (four regions defined as ± 2σ about the D axis and ± 4–8σ about the D axis, and ± 2σ about the D axis and ± 4–8σ about the D axis), and a weight of +^1/_4 to candidates in the four regions where both the D and D candidates are 4–8σ away from the center of the distribution. The weight factor of +^1/_4 accounts for the over-subtraction of the single-D and single-D backgrounds and the subtraction of random combinatoric background.

Agreement between FOCUS data and the more recent Pythia 6.203 is significantly better, but minor discrepancies persist. Figure 3 shows comparisons for Δϕ, p^2_t (DD), rapidity difference defined as Δy = y_D − y_D, and invariant DD mass, M(DD). FOCUS data are plotted as data points with error bars. Pythia parent distributions (dashed lines) are shown without acceptance or resolution effects, so that parent distributions can be compared to the distributions that are obtained for Monte Carlo events that have survived detector simulation, event selection and analysis cuts (solid histograms).

Figure 3a shows good agreement for Δϕ. There is an enhancement in the first Δϕ bin, which is not present in Pythia and may suggest the presence of an additional production mechanism. There is good agreement for p^2_t (DD) in Fig. 3b, except that the data tend to have slightly larger values of p^2_t (DD). Compared to Pythia 5.6, the agreement between data and Pythia 6.203 for Δϕ and p^2_t (DD) is significantly better. Some of the improvement can be attributed to a larger value for the intrinsic transverse momentum of the incoming partons, referred to as the k_T kick^8 , but a number of other Pythia modifications that affect these distributions have also occurred over time. Figure 3c shows fairly good agreement for Δy^9 , but also shows significant acceptance losses for |Δy| > 1 (acceptance losses are less severe in the partially reconstructed charm-pair sample). Acceptance losses are also significant for large values of M(DD) in Fig. 3d, but here there is a discrepancy between data and Pythia for smaller values of M(DD) where the acceptance is good.

Figure 4 shows results for the partially reconstructed charm-pair sample, comparing data (asterisks with error bars) to Pythia 6.203 (solid lines). For Δϕ (see Fig. 4a) we also include a comparison to the distribution that we obtain for fully reconstructed charm pairs after accounting for resolution broadening effects^{10} . This shows that the two samples are in agreement, and that the enhancement that we observe in the first Δϕ bin for fully reconstructed charm pairs (see Fig. 3a) disappears due to resolution broadening and selection cuts applied to the partially reconstructed charm-pair sample. Figures 4a and 4b are both affected by resolution broadening (the effects are reproduced by our Monte Carlo), and the agreement between data and Pythia 6.203 is good. As before, the data tend to have slightly larger values of p^2_t (DD).

8 A value of < k^2_T > = (1 GeV/c)^2 was introduced with Pythia version 6.135, while previous versions had a value of < k^2_T > = (0.44 GeV/c)^2 9 The agreement between data and Pythia improves slightly for D mesons with larger values of ℓ/σ_ℓ, however a more restrictive ℓ/σ_ℓ cut also reduces the number of charm-pair events that are available for correlation studies.

10 The Δϕ distribution for the fully-reconstructed sample is obtained by taking the momentum vector of the D or D in an event and treating it as the momentum of a D^∗ that decays isotropically to a D^0 and a pion. The pion momentum vector is then used to determine Δϕ as is done in the analysis of partially reconstructed charm pair events.

In Figs. 4c and 4d we show results for Δy and M(DD), and include Pythia parent distributions (dashed lines) to show how acceptance losses in this sample compare to acceptance losses in the fully-reconstructed sample (see Fig. 3). The partially reconstructed charm pairs are less affected by acceptance losses, and thus extend the kinematic range of our correlation studies. The Δy distributions in Fig. 4c show good agreement, while the M(DD) distributions in Fig. 4d exhibit a mismatch between data and Pythia that is similar to the mismatch that is observed in Fig. 3d.

4 Conclusions

We have extracted two large samples of photoproduced charm-pair events for studies of correlations between D and D mesons. The first sample consists of more than 7000 fully reconstructed DD pairs. The second sample consists of over 75 000 partially reconstructed charm pairs, where one D meson is fully reconstructed and the other is tagged by a slow pion coming from a D^∗ decay. For the fully reconstructed sample we impose an N_{primary} > 2 cut to eliminate our lowest multiplicity events, while the partially reconstructed sample has an implicit cut of N_{primary} > 2 due to the presence of the slow pion. The significance of the N_{primary} cut is that it improves our comparisons to model predictions based on photon-gluon fusion by eliminating low multiplicity events in which we observe the production of ψ(3770) decaying to DD pairs. The ψ(3770) events, which are not included in Pythia, appear to be produced diffractively, and will be the subject of a future paper.

The FOCUS results on charm-pair correlations presented in this paper are in good agreement with previous measurements from experiment E687, which displayed significant discrepancies compared to an older version of Pythia (version 5.6). Comparisons of FOCUS data to a more recent version of Pythia (version 6.203) are significantly better, due to changes in parameters that affect the modeling of photon-gluon fusion. One notable change that improves the agreement with data is that the intrinsic transverse momentum (k_T ) of incoming partons was increased from < k^2_T > = (0.44 GeV/c)^2 to < k^2_T > = (1 GeV/c)^2. Although minor discrepancies persist when FOCUS data are compared to Pythia, the modeling of heavy quark photoproduction is fairly good for correlations between D and D mesons.

5 Acknowledgments

We wish to acknowledge the assistance of the staffs of Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, the INFN of Italy, and the physics departments of the collaborating institutions. This research was supported in part by the U. S. National Science Foundation, the U. S. Department of Energy, the Italian Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare and Ministero dell’Istruzione dell’Università e della Ricerca, the Brazilian Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico, CONACyT-México, and the Korea Research Foundation of the Korean Ministry of Education.

References

[1] S. Frixione, M.L. Mangano, P. Nason, and G. Ridolfi, Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 15 (1998) 609 [arXiv:hep-ph/9702287].

[2] S. Frixione, M.L. Mangano, P. Nason, and G. Ridolfi, Nucl. Phys. B 431 (1994) 453.

[3] S. Frixione, M.L. Mangano, P. Nason, and G. Ridolfi, Nucl. Phys. B 412 (1994) 225.

[4] M. Mangano, P. Nason, and G. Ridolfi, Nucl. Phys. B 405 (1993) 507. [5] M. Mangano, P. Nason, and G. Ridolfi, Nucl. Phys. B 373 (1992) 295. [6] P. Nason, S. Dawson, and R.K. Ellis, Nucl. Phys. B 327 (1989) 49. [7] E791 Collaboration, E.M. Aitala et al., EPJdirect C4 (1999) 1. [8] WA92 Collaboration, M. Adamovich et al., Phys. Lett. B 385 (1996) 487. [9] E653 Collaboration, K. Kodama et al., Phys. Lett. B 263 (1991) 579. [10] NA32 Collaboration, S. Barlag et al., Phys. Lett. B 257 (1991) 519; Phys. Lett.

B 302 (1993) 112.

[11] WA75 Collaboration, S. Aoki et al., Phys. Lett. B 209 (1988) 113;

Prog. Theor. Phys. 87 (1992) 1315.

[12] NA27 Collaboration, M. Aguilar-Benitez et al., Z. Phys. C40 (1988) 321;

Phys. Lett. B 164 (1985) 404.

[13] NA14 Collaboration, M.P. Alvarez et al., Phys. Lett. B 278 (1992) 385. [14] E687 Collaboration, P.L. Frabetti et al., Phys. Lett. B 308 (1993) 193. [15] Pythia 6.203, T. Sjöstrand et al., Comput. Phys. Commun. 135 (2001) 238. [16] P.L. Frabetti et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth., A 320 (1992) 519. [17] FOCUS Collaboration, J.M. Link et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth., A 484 (2002) 270. [18] FOCUS Collaboration, E. Gottschalk et al., FERMILAB-CONF-02-279-E, to be published in the proceedings of the 31^{st} International Conference on High Energy Physics Amsterdam, ICHEP, 24–31 July 2002.

[19] Pythia 5.6 and Jetset 7.3, T. Sjöstrand et al., Comput. Phys. Commun. 82 (1994) 74.