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Only CP violating phase affecting quark sector?
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The LHCb detector
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JINST 3 (2008) S08005

 Excellent Run-I performance. 
Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 30, 1530022 (2015).

 3 fb-1 → O(1012) b hadrons!

http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6352
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Recent CPV results
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sin2β with Bd →J/ΨKs 3 fb-1 PRL 115, 031601
[LHCb-PAPER-2015-004]

ΔMd with semileptonic B decays 3 fb-1 LHCb-CONF-2015-003
preliminary

Penguin study with Bs →J/ΨK* 3 fb-1 arXiv:1509.00400 
[LHCb-PAPER-2015-034]

𝝲 with B → Dhππ 3 fb-1 arXiv:1505.07044
[LHCb-PAPER-2015-020]

|Vub|/|Vcb| with Λb →pμν 2 fb-1 Nature Phys 10 (2015) 1038
[LHCb-PAPER-2015-013] 

http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.031601
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2003792?ln=en
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2038142?ln=en
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.00400
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.07044
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2019536?ln=en
http://www.nature.com/nphys/
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2007377?ln=en
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sin2β with Bd →J/ψKs
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Julian Wishahi (TU Dortmund) | CPV in the B(s) system at LHCb | Moriond EW | 20th March2015

CPV in Interference of Mixing/Decay

‣ interference between direct decay and decay after oscillation  
➡ phase difference !q = !mix – 2 !dec 

‣ phases related to CKM angles 
• “golden modes” (dominant b➞cc̅s tree decay) 

- Bs → J/" h+h– (!s = –2#s) 

- B0 → J/" KS (!d = 2#) 

• precise constraints from other measurements 

- sin !d = 0.771 +0.017
–0.041 

- sin !s = –0.0365 +0.0013
–0.0012 

• excellent probe for NP contributions

2

J. Charles et al.  
arXiv:1501.05013

Time dependent CP asymmetry

S=sin2β

PRL 115, 031601
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http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.031601
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sin2β with Bd →J/ψKs
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sin 2� with B0! J/ K 0
S

Golden mode for CP violation in
B

0 decays, sensitive to
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PRL 115, 031601

http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.031601
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sin2β with Bd →J/ψKs
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PRL 115, 031601
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40k flavour
tagged signal

Compared to previous analysis (PLB 721 24 (2013)), tagging 
efficiency, ϵD2 increased from 2.4% to 3%, with addition of 
SSπ algorithm.

http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.031601
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269313001974
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PRL 115, 031601
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[LHCb, Phys.Rev.Lett. 115 (2015) 031601, arXiv:1503.07089]
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Tagged time-dependent analysis

Exploit OS and for first time SS⇡
tag. ✏D2 = 2.99± 0.03%

Acceptance using splines for
trigger (low times) and reco (high
times) [LHCb, JHEP 04 (2014) 114, arXiv:1402.2554]

Production asymmetry from [LHCb,

Phys. Lett. B718 (2013) 902-909, arXiv:1210.4112]

S = 0.731± 0.035± 0.020

C = �0.038± 0.032± 0.005

⇢ = 0.483

SC=0 = 0.746± 0.030
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http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.031601
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LHCb already competitive with the B-factories

sin 2� with B0! J/ K 0
S

[LHCb, Phys.Rev.Lett. 115 (2015) 031601, arXiv:1503.07089]

Golden mode for CP violation in B

0

World average
sin 2�exp = 0.682± 0.019.

Expectation from global fits
sin 2�SM = 0.771 + 0.017

� 0.041.
[CKMFitter, arXiv:1501.05013]

Systematic uncertainties mostly
from data ‹ will improve

S = 0.731± 0.035± 0.020

S

Belle
J/ K0

S
= 0.670± 0.029± 0.013

S

BaBar
J/ K0

S
= 0.662± 0.039± 0.012

[Belle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 171802 (2012), arXiv:1201.4643]

[Babar, Phys. Rev. D79 072009 (2009), arXiv:0902.1708]

Now competitive
with B factories!
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PRL 115, 031601
The best three

http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.031601
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Δmd with B →D(*)µν
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Flavour tag as mixed or unmixed, and study the asymmetry

LHCb-CONF-2015-003
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1 Introduction

Flavour oscillation, or mixing, of neutral meson systems is due to mass eigenstates being
di↵erent from flavour eigenstates. In B

0 mesons, the mass di↵erence between mass
eigenstates, �m

d

, is directly related to the square of the product of the CKM matrix
elements V

tb

and V

⇤
td

, and therefore probes the CKM mechanism of CP violation in the
Standard Model.

Several measurements of �m

d

have been performed by experiments at LEP, Tevatron,
B Factories and, most recently, at LHCb [1–3], resulting in a world average value with
a relative precision of 0.6% [4]. This letter reports a measurement of �m

d

based on
B

0! D

�
µ

+

⌫

µ

X and B

0! D

⇤�
µ

+

⌫

µ

X decays 1 in a data sample of pp collisions collected
at LHCb during Run1 in 2011 at

p
s =7 and in 2012 at 8 TeV, corresponding to an

integrated luminosity of about 1 and 2 fb�1, respectively.
The relatively high branching fraction for semileptonic decays of B

0 mesons, when
paired with the highly e�cient lepton identification and flavour tagging capabilities at
LHCb, result in abundant samples of B

0! D

(⇤)�
µ

+

⌫

µ

X decays where the flavour of the
B

0 meson at the time of production and decay is known. In addition, the decay time,
t, of B

0 mesons can be determined with good resolution though the decay is not fully
reconstructed due to the missing neutrino. It is therefore possible to precisely measure the
oscillation frequency �m

d

from a time-dependent analysis of the decay rates of unmixed
and mixed events, N

unmix(t) and N

mix(t):

N

unmix(t) ⌘ N(B0! D

(⇤)�
µ

+

⌫

µ

X)(t) / e

��dt[1 + cos(�m

d

t)] ,

N

mix(t) ⌘ N(B0 ! B

0! D

(⇤)+
µ

�
⌫

µ

X)(t) / e

��dt[1� cos(�m

d

t)] , (1)

where the mixing state assignement is based on the flavour of the B

0 meson at production
and decay being the same (unmixed) or the opposite (mixed). In Eqn. 1, �

d

= 1/⌧
d

is
the decay width of the B

0 meson, while the di↵erence in the decay widths of the mass
eigenstates, ��

d

, is assumed to vanish, and CP violation in mixing is neglected. The
flavour asymmetry between unmixed and mixed events is

A(t) =
N

unmix(t)�N

mix(t)

N

unmix(t) + N

mix(t)
= cos(�m

d

t) . (2)

A concise description of the LHCb detector and the collision and simulated datasets
used in this measurement is given in Section 2. Section 3 presents the selection criteria,
the flavour tagging algorithms, and the method chosen to reconstruct the B decay time.
The fitting strategy and results are shown in Section 4. A summary of the systematic
uncertainties is given in Section 5. Conclusions are reported in Section 6.

1charge-conjugation is always implied throughout this letter.

1

Dependence on ΔΓd is 
neglected in the above formula

https://cds.cern.ch/record/2038142?ln=en
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Δmd with B →D(*)µν
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Correct decay time for average momentum loss to 
neutrino, as estimated from simulation

�m

d

measurement at LHCb

Determination of B decay time

• Wrong B momentum due to missing
neutrino æ wrong t

• Use k-factor method to correct t
• k(mDµ): p

rec

Dµ/p

true as a function of B
mass (simulation)

• Apply correction function on data
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• k(mDµ): average correction æ additional resolution function F (k)

N±(t) Ã e
≠t

· (1 + qmixing(1 ≠ 2Ê) cos(�m
d

t)) ¢ R(t) ¢ F (k)

B. Khanji, LHCb (Milano-Bicocca, INFN, CERN) �m

d

in semi-leptonics at LHCb 23-July-2015 9 / 23

·K

LHCb-CONF-2015-003

https://cds.cern.ch/record/2038142?ln=en
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Δmd with B →D(*)µν
Mixing asymmetries, in four bins of mistag probability
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LHCb-CONF-2015-003
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2012, D+

Δmd = 503.6 ± 2.0stat ± 1.3syst ns-1

https://cds.cern.ch/record/2038142?ln=en
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Combination of Bs →J/ΨKK, J/Ψππ, DsDs gives:

ɸs = -0.034 ± 0.033 rad
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Penguin pollution
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Figure 1: Decay topologies contributing to the B0

s ! J/ � channel (a,b) and B0

s ! J/ K⇤0

channel (c,d). The tree diagrams (a,c) are shown on the left and the penguin diagrams (b,d) on
the right.

2 Experimental setup39

The LHCb detector [17,18] is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the pseudorapidity40

range 2 < ⌘ < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or c quarks. The detector41

includes a high-precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-strip vertex detector sur-42

rounding the pp interaction region, a large-area silicon-strip detector located upstream of43

a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4Tm, and three stations of silicon-strip44

detectors and straw drift tubes placed downstream of the magnet. The tracking system45

provides a measurement of momentum, p, of charged particles with a relative uncertainty46

that varies from 0.5% at low momentum to 1.0% at 200GeV/c. The minimum distance47

of a track to a primary vertex, the impact parameter, is measured with a resolution of48

(15+29/p
T

)µm, where p
T

is the component of the momentum transverse to the beam,49

in GeV/c. Di↵erent types of charged hadrons are distinguished using information from50

two ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors. Photons, electrons and hadrons are identified by a51

calorimeter system consisting of scintillating-pad and preshower detectors, an electromag-52

2

For the longitudinal polarisation state the phase ✓ is unconstrained. Correlations between471

the experimental inputs are ignored, but the e↵ect of including them is small. The472

two-dimensional confidence level contours are given in Fig. 6. This figure also shows the473

constraints on the penguin parameters derived from the individual observables entering474

the �2 fit as di↵erent coloured bands. The thick inner darker-coloured line represents the475

contour associated with the central value of the input quantity, while the outer darker-476

coloured lines represent the contours associated with the 1� values. For the parallel477

polarisation the central value of the H observable does not lead to physical solutions in478

the ✓k–ak plane, and the thick inner line is thus absent.479

When decomposed into its di↵erent sources, the angle �s takes the form480

�s,i = �2�s + �BSM

s +��J/ �
s,i (a0

i, ✓
0
i) , (30)

where �2�s is the SM contribution, �BSM

s is a possible BSM phase, and ��J/ �
s,i is a shift481

introduced by the presence of penguin pollution in the decay B0

s ! J/ �. In terms of the482

penguin parameters a0
i and ✓

0
i, the shift ��J/ �

s,i is defined as483

tan(��J/ �
s,i ) =

2✏a0
i cos ✓

0
i sin � + ✏2a02

i sin(2�)

1 + 2✏a0
i cos ✓

0
i cos � + ✏2a02

i cos(2�)
. (31)

Using Eqs. (28) and (31), the fit results on ai and ✓i given above constrain this phase shift,484

giving485

��J/ �
s,0 = 0.001 +0.087

�0.011 (stat)
+0.013
�0.008 (syst)

+0.048
�0.030 (|A0

i/Ai|) rad ,

��J/ �
s,k = 0.031 +0.049

�0.038 (stat) ±0.013 (syst)+0.031
�0.033 (|A0

i/Ai|) rad ,

��J/ �
s,? = �0.046 ±0.012 (stat) ±0.008 (syst)+0.017

�0.024 (|A0
i/Ai|) rad ,

which is in good agreement with the values measured in Ref. [15], and with the predictions486

given in Refs. [12–14].487

The above results are obtained assuming SU(3) flavour symmetry and neglecting con-488

tributions from additional decay topologies. Because aie
i✓i represents a ratio of hadronic489

amplitudes, the leading factorisable SU(3)-breaking e↵ects cancel, and the relation be-490

tween aie
i✓i and a0

ie
i✓0i is only a↵ected by non-factorisable SU(3)-breaking. This can be491

parametrised using two SU(3)-breaking parameters ⇠ and � as492

a0
i = ⇠ ⇥ ai , ✓0i = ✓i + � . (32)

The above quoted results assume ⇠ = 1 and � = 0, exactly. The dependence of the493

uncertainty on ��J/ �
s,i on the uncertainty on ⇠ is illustrated in Fig. 7, while the dependence494

on the uncertainty on � is negligible for the solutions obtained for {ai, ✓i}.495

9.2 Combination with B0 ! J/ ⇢0496

The information on the penguin parameters obtained from B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 can be comple-497

mented with similar information from the SU(3)-related mode B0 ! J/ ⇢0 [15]. Both498
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Figure 1: Decay topologies contributing to the B0

s ! J/ � channel (a,b) and B0

s ! J/ K⇤0

channel (c,d). The tree diagrams (a,c) are shown on the left and the penguin diagrams (b,d) on
the right.

2 Experimental setup39

The LHCb detector [17,18] is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the pseudorapidity40

range 2 < ⌘ < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or c quarks. The detector41

includes a high-precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-strip vertex detector sur-42

rounding the pp interaction region, a large-area silicon-strip detector located upstream of43

a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4Tm, and three stations of silicon-strip44

detectors and straw drift tubes placed downstream of the magnet. The tracking system45

provides a measurement of momentum, p, of charged particles with a relative uncertainty46

that varies from 0.5% at low momentum to 1.0% at 200GeV/c. The minimum distance47

of a track to a primary vertex, the impact parameter, is measured with a resolution of48

(15+29/p
T

)µm, where p
T

is the component of the momentum transverse to the beam,49

in GeV/c. Di↵erent types of charged hadrons are distinguished using information from50

two ring-imaging Cherenkov detectors. Photons, electrons and hadrons are identified by a51

calorimeter system consisting of scintillating-pad and preshower detectors, an electromag-52

2

Study decay in which the tree diagram is CKM suppressed

Vcd

K*

For the longitudinal polarisation state the phase ✓ is unconstrained. Correlations between471

the experimental inputs are ignored, but the e↵ect of including them is small. The472

two-dimensional confidence level contours are given in Fig. 6. This figure also shows the473

constraints on the penguin parameters derived from the individual observables entering474

the �2 fit as di↵erent coloured bands. The thick inner darker-coloured line represents the475

contour associated with the central value of the input quantity, while the outer darker-476

coloured lines represent the contours associated with the 1� values. For the parallel477

polarisation the central value of the H observable does not lead to physical solutions in478

the ✓k–ak plane, and the thick inner line is thus absent.479

When decomposed into its di↵erent sources, the angle �s takes the form480

�s,i = �2�s + �BSM

s +��J/ �
s,i (a0

i, ✓
0
i) , (30)

where �2�s is the SM contribution, �BSM

s is a possible BSM phase, and ��J/ �
s,i is a shift481

introduced by the presence of penguin pollution in the decay B0

s ! J/ �. In terms of the482

penguin parameters a0
i and ✓

0
i, the shift ��J/ �

s,i is defined as483

tan(��J/ �
s,i ) =

2✏a0
i cos ✓

0
i sin � + ✏2a02

i sin(2�)

1 + 2✏a0
i cos ✓

0
i cos � + ✏2a02

i cos(2�)
. (31)

Using Eqs. (28) and (31), the fit results on ai and ✓i given above constrain this phase shift,484

giving485

��J/ �
s,0 = 0.001 +0.087

�0.011 (stat)
+0.013
�0.008 (syst)

+0.048
�0.030 (|A0

i/Ai|) rad ,

��J/ �
s,k = 0.031 +0.049

�0.038 (stat) ±0.013 (syst)+0.031
�0.033 (|A0

i/Ai|) rad ,

��J/ �
s,? = �0.046 ±0.012 (stat) ±0.008 (syst)+0.017

�0.024 (|A0
i/Ai|) rad ,

which is in good agreement with the values measured in Ref. [15], and with the predictions486

given in Refs. [12–14].487

The above results are obtained assuming SU(3) flavour symmetry and neglecting con-488

tributions from additional decay topologies. Because aie
i✓i represents a ratio of hadronic489

amplitudes, the leading factorisable SU(3)-breaking e↵ects cancel, and the relation be-490

tween aie
i✓i and a0

ie
i✓0i is only a↵ected by non-factorisable SU(3)-breaking. This can be491

parametrised using two SU(3)-breaking parameters ⇠ and � as492

a0
i = ⇠ ⇥ ai , ✓0i = ✓i + � . (32)

The above quoted results assume ⇠ = 1 and � = 0, exactly. The dependence of the493

uncertainty on ��J/ �
s,i on the uncertainty on ⇠ is illustrated in Fig. 7, while the dependence494

on the uncertainty on � is negligible for the solutions obtained for {ai, ✓i}.495

9.2 Combination with B0 ! J/ ⇢0496

The information on the penguin parameters obtained from B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 can be comple-497

mented with similar information from the SU(3)-related mode B0 ! J/ ⇢0 [15]. Both498
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Figure 2: The J/ K�⇡+ invariant mass distribution with the sum of the fit projections in the 20
mK�⇡+ and cos(✓µ) bins. Points with error bars show the data. The projection of the fit result
is represented by the solid blue line, and the contributions from the di↵erent components are
detailed in the legend. At this scale the contribution of the ⇤0

b ! J/ p⇡� is barely visible. All
the other peaking background components are subtracted as described in the text.

smaller than 4%. The ratio between the B0

s to B0 yields is found to be NB0
s
/NB0 =152

(8.66 ± 0.24 (stat)+0.18
�0.16 (syst)) ⇥ 10�3. Figure 2 shows the sum of the fit results for each153

bin, overlaid on the J/ K�⇡+ mass spectrum for the selected data sample.154

6 Angular analysis155

6.1 Angular formalism156

This analysis uses the decay angles defined in the helicity basis. The helicity angles are157

denoted by (✓K , ✓µ,'h), as shown in Fig. 3. The polar angle ✓K (✓µ) is the angle between158

the kaon (µ+) momentum and the direction opposite to the B0

s momentum in the K�⇡+

159

(µ+µ�) centre-of-mass system. The azimuthal angle between the K�⇡+ and µ+µ� decay160

planes is 'h. This angle is defined by a rotation from the pion side of the K�⇡+ plane to161

the µ+ side of the µ+µ� plane. The rotation is positive in the µ+µ� direction in the B0

s162

rest frame. The definitions are the same for B0

s or B0

s decays. They are also the same for163

B0 ! J/ K⇤0 decays.164

The probability density function (PDF) of the angular distribution of B0

s ! J/ K⇤0
165
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• Measure the branching fraction,

|A0/A| can be determined directly from the fit, providing experimental information on this526

quantity. E↵ectively, the three CP asymmetry parameters ACP
i , Ci and Si determine the527

penguin parameters ai and ✓i. Thus, this result for ai and ✓i predicts the values of the two528

observables Hi(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) and Hi(B0 ! J/ ⇢0). By comparing these two quantities529

with the branching fraction and polarisation information on B0

s ! J/ K⇤0, B0 ! J/ ⇢0530

and B0

s ! J/ �, the hadronic amplitude ratios |A0
i/Ai| can be determined. The impact of531

the Hi observables on the penguin parameters ai and ✓i is negligible in the combined fit.532

For the combined analysis of B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 and B0 ! J/ ⇢0 a modified least-squares533

fit is performed. External input on � =
�
73.2+6.3

�7.0

��
[6] and �d = 0.767 ± 0.029 rad [53] is534

included as a Gaussian constraint in the fit. The values obtained from the fit are535

a
0

= 0.01+0.10
�0.01 , ✓

0

= � �
82+98

�262

��
,

����
A0

0

A
0

���� = 1.190+0.074
�0.056 ,

ak = 0.07+0.11
�0.05 , ✓k = � �

85+71

�63

��
,

�����
A0

k

Ak

����� = 1.233+0.104
�0.079 ,

a? = 0.04+0.12
�0.04 , ✓? =

�
38+142

�218

��
,

����
A0

?
A?

���� = 1.039+0.080
�0.063 ,

with the two-dimensional confidence level contours given in Fig. 8. This figure also shows536

the constraints on the penguin parameters derived from the individual observables entering537

the �2 fit as di↵erent coloured bands. Note that the plotted contours for the two H538

observables do not include the uncertainty due to |A0/A|.539

The results on the penguin phase shift derived from the above results on ai and ✓i are540

��J/ �
s,0 = 0.000+0.009

�0.011 (stat)
+0.004
�0.009 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,k = 0.001+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,? = 0.003+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad .

These results are dominated by the input from the CP asymmetries in B0 ! J/ ⇢0, and541

show that the penguin pollution in the determination of �s is small.542

10 Conclusions543

Using the full LHCb Run I data sample, the branching fraction, the polarisation fractions544

and the direct CP violations in B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 decays have been measured. The results,545

which supersede those of Ref. [16], are546

B(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) =
⇣
4.17 ± 0.18(stat) ± 0.26(syst) ± 0.24(fd/fs)

⌘
⇥ 10�5

547

f
0

= 0.497 ± 0.025 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst)
fk = 0.179 ± 0.027 (stat) ± 0.013 (syst)

ACP
0

(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.048 ± 0.057 (stat) ± 0.020 (syst)
ACP

k (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = 0.171 ± 0.152 (stat) ± 0.028 (syst)

ACP
? (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.049 ± 0.096 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst) .
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• Polarisation fractions,

|A0/A| can be determined directly from the fit, providing experimental information on this526

quantity. E↵ectively, the three CP asymmetry parameters ACP
i , Ci and Si determine the527

penguin parameters ai and ✓i. Thus, this result for ai and ✓i predicts the values of the two528

observables Hi(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) and Hi(B0 ! J/ ⇢0). By comparing these two quantities529

with the branching fraction and polarisation information on B0

s ! J/ K⇤0, B0 ! J/ ⇢0530

and B0

s ! J/ �, the hadronic amplitude ratios |A0
i/Ai| can be determined. The impact of531

the Hi observables on the penguin parameters ai and ✓i is negligible in the combined fit.532

For the combined analysis of B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 and B0 ! J/ ⇢0 a modified least-squares533

fit is performed. External input on � =
�
73.2+6.3

�7.0

��
[6] and �d = 0.767 ± 0.029 rad [53] is534

included as a Gaussian constraint in the fit. The values obtained from the fit are535

a
0

= 0.01+0.10
�0.01 , ✓

0

= � �
82+98

�262

��
,

����
A0

0

A
0

���� = 1.190+0.074
�0.056 ,

ak = 0.07+0.11
�0.05 , ✓k = � �

85+71

�63

��
,

�����
A0

k

Ak

����� = 1.233+0.104
�0.079 ,

a? = 0.04+0.12
�0.04 , ✓? =

�
38+142

�218

��
,

����
A0

?
A?

���� = 1.039+0.080
�0.063 ,

with the two-dimensional confidence level contours given in Fig. 8. This figure also shows536

the constraints on the penguin parameters derived from the individual observables entering537

the �2 fit as di↵erent coloured bands. Note that the plotted contours for the two H538

observables do not include the uncertainty due to |A0/A|.539

The results on the penguin phase shift derived from the above results on ai and ✓i are540

��J/ �
s,0 = 0.000+0.009

�0.011 (stat)
+0.004
�0.009 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,k = 0.001+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,? = 0.003+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad .

These results are dominated by the input from the CP asymmetries in B0 ! J/ ⇢0, and541

show that the penguin pollution in the determination of �s is small.542

10 Conclusions543

Using the full LHCb Run I data sample, the branching fraction, the polarisation fractions544

and the direct CP violations in B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 decays have been measured. The results,545

which supersede those of Ref. [16], are546

B(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) =
⇣
4.17 ± 0.18(stat) ± 0.26(syst) ± 0.24(fd/fs)

⌘
⇥ 10�5

547

f
0

= 0.497 ± 0.025 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst)
fk = 0.179 ± 0.027 (stat) ± 0.013 (syst)

ACP
0

(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.048 ± 0.057 (stat) ± 0.020 (syst)
ACP

k (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = 0.171 ± 0.152 (stat) ± 0.028 (syst)

ACP
? (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.049 ± 0.096 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst) .

26

• And CP asymmetries,

|A0/A| can be determined directly from the fit, providing experimental information on this526

quantity. E↵ectively, the three CP asymmetry parameters ACP
i , Ci and Si determine the527

penguin parameters ai and ✓i. Thus, this result for ai and ✓i predicts the values of the two528

observables Hi(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) and Hi(B0 ! J/ ⇢0). By comparing these two quantities529

with the branching fraction and polarisation information on B0

s ! J/ K⇤0, B0 ! J/ ⇢0530

and B0

s ! J/ �, the hadronic amplitude ratios |A0
i/Ai| can be determined. The impact of531

the Hi observables on the penguin parameters ai and ✓i is negligible in the combined fit.532

For the combined analysis of B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 and B0 ! J/ ⇢0 a modified least-squares533

fit is performed. External input on � =
�
73.2+6.3

�7.0

��
[6] and �d = 0.767 ± 0.029 rad [53] is534

included as a Gaussian constraint in the fit. The values obtained from the fit are535

a
0

= 0.01+0.10
�0.01 , ✓

0

= � �
82+98

�262

��
,

����
A0

0

A
0

���� = 1.190+0.074
�0.056 ,

ak = 0.07+0.11
�0.05 , ✓k = � �

85+71

�63

��
,

�����
A0

k

Ak

����� = 1.233+0.104
�0.079 ,

a? = 0.04+0.12
�0.04 , ✓? =

�
38+142

�218

��
,

����
A0

?
A?

���� = 1.039+0.080
�0.063 ,

with the two-dimensional confidence level contours given in Fig. 8. This figure also shows536

the constraints on the penguin parameters derived from the individual observables entering537

the �2 fit as di↵erent coloured bands. Note that the plotted contours for the two H538

observables do not include the uncertainty due to |A0/A|.539

The results on the penguin phase shift derived from the above results on ai and ✓i are540

��J/ �
s,0 = 0.000+0.009

�0.011 (stat)
+0.004
�0.009 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,k = 0.001+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,? = 0.003+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad .

These results are dominated by the input from the CP asymmetries in B0 ! J/ ⇢0, and541

show that the penguin pollution in the determination of �s is small.542

10 Conclusions543

Using the full LHCb Run I data sample, the branching fraction, the polarisation fractions544

and the direct CP violations in B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 decays have been measured. The results,545

which supersede those of Ref. [16], are546

B(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) =
⇣
4.17 ± 0.18(stat) ± 0.26(syst) ± 0.24(fd/fs)

⌘
⇥ 10�5

547

f
0

= 0.497 ± 0.025 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst)
fk = 0.179 ± 0.027 (stat) ± 0.013 (syst)

ACP
0

(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.048 ± 0.057 (stat) ± 0.020 (syst)
ACP

k (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = 0.171 ± 0.152 (stat) ± 0.028 (syst)

ACP
? (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.049 ± 0.096 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst) .
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Combination with LHCb study of SU(3) related Bd → J/ψρ 
(PLB 742 (2015) 38-49)

|A0/A| can be determined directly from the fit, providing experimental information on this526

quantity. E↵ectively, the three CP asymmetry parameters ACP
i , Ci and Si determine the527

penguin parameters ai and ✓i. Thus, this result for ai and ✓i predicts the values of the two528

observables Hi(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) and Hi(B0 ! J/ ⇢0). By comparing these two quantities529

with the branching fraction and polarisation information on B0

s ! J/ K⇤0, B0 ! J/ ⇢0530

and B0

s ! J/ �, the hadronic amplitude ratios |A0
i/Ai| can be determined. The impact of531

the Hi observables on the penguin parameters ai and ✓i is negligible in the combined fit.532

For the combined analysis of B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 and B0 ! J/ ⇢0 a modified least-squares533

fit is performed. External input on � =
�
73.2+6.3

�7.0

��
[6] and �d = 0.767 ± 0.029 rad [53] is534

included as a Gaussian constraint in the fit. The values obtained from the fit are535

a
0

= 0.01+0.10
�0.01 , ✓

0

= � �
82+98

�262

��
,

����
A0

0

A
0

���� = 1.190+0.074
�0.056 ,

ak = 0.07+0.11
�0.05 , ✓k = � �

85+71

�63

��
,

�����
A0

k

Ak

����� = 1.233+0.104
�0.079 ,

a? = 0.04+0.12
�0.04 , ✓? =

�
38+142

�218

��
,

����
A0

?
A?

���� = 1.039+0.080
�0.063 ,

with the two-dimensional confidence level contours given in Fig. 8. This figure also shows536

the constraints on the penguin parameters derived from the individual observables entering537

the �2 fit as di↵erent coloured bands. Note that the plotted contours for the two H538

observables do not include the uncertainty due to |A0/A|.539

The results on the penguin phase shift derived from the above results on ai and ✓i are540

��J/ �
s,0 = 0.000+0.009

�0.011 (stat)
+0.004
�0.009 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,k = 0.001+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad ,

��J/ �
s,? = 0.003+0.010

�0.014 (stat) ±0.008 (syst) rad .

These results are dominated by the input from the CP asymmetries in B0 ! J/ ⇢0, and541

show that the penguin pollution in the determination of �s is small.542

10 Conclusions543

Using the full LHCb Run I data sample, the branching fraction, the polarisation fractions544

and the direct CP violations in B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 decays have been measured. The results,545

which supersede those of Ref. [16], are546

B(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) =
⇣
4.17 ± 0.18(stat) ± 0.26(syst) ± 0.24(fd/fs)

⌘
⇥ 10�5

547

f
0

= 0.497 ± 0.025 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst)
fk = 0.179 ± 0.027 (stat) ± 0.013 (syst)

ACP
0

(B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.048 ± 0.057 (stat) ± 0.020 (syst)
ACP

k (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = 0.171 ± 0.152 (stat) ± 0.028 (syst)

ACP
? (B0

s ! J/ K⇤0) = �0.049 ± 0.096 (stat) ± 0.025 (syst) .

26

For the longitudinal polarisation state the phase ✓ is unconstrained. Correlations between471

the experimental inputs are ignored, but the e↵ect of including them is small. The472

two-dimensional confidence level contours are given in Fig. 6. This figure also shows the473

constraints on the penguin parameters derived from the individual observables entering474

the �2 fit as di↵erent coloured bands. The thick inner darker-coloured line represents the475

contour associated with the central value of the input quantity, while the outer darker-476

coloured lines represent the contours associated with the 1� values. For the parallel477

polarisation the central value of the H observable does not lead to physical solutions in478

the ✓k–ak plane, and the thick inner line is thus absent.479

When decomposed into its di↵erent sources, the angle �s takes the form480

�s,i = �2�s + �BSM

s +��J/ �
s,i (a0

i, ✓
0
i) , (30)

where �2�s is the SM contribution, �BSM

s is a possible BSM phase, and ��J/ �
s,i is a shift481

introduced by the presence of penguin pollution in the decay B0

s ! J/ �. In terms of the482

penguin parameters a0
i and ✓

0
i, the shift ��J/ �

s,i is defined as483

tan(��J/ �
s,i ) =

2✏a0
i cos ✓

0
i sin � + ✏2a02

i sin(2�)

1 + 2✏a0
i cos ✓

0
i cos � + ✏2a02

i cos(2�)
. (31)

Using Eqs. (28) and (31), the fit results on ai and ✓i given above constrain this phase shift,484

giving485

��J/ �
s,0 = 0.001 +0.087

�0.011 (stat)
+0.013
�0.008 (syst)

+0.048
�0.030 (|A0

i/Ai|) rad ,

��J/ �
s,k = 0.031 +0.049

�0.038 (stat) ±0.013 (syst)+0.031
�0.033 (|A0

i/Ai|) rad ,

��J/ �
s,? = �0.046 ±0.012 (stat) ±0.008 (syst)+0.017

�0.024 (|A0
i/Ai|) rad ,

which is in good agreement with the values measured in Ref. [15], and with the predictions486

given in Refs. [12–14].487

The above results are obtained assuming SU(3) flavour symmetry and neglecting con-488

tributions from additional decay topologies. Because aie
i✓i represents a ratio of hadronic489

amplitudes, the leading factorisable SU(3)-breaking e↵ects cancel, and the relation be-490

tween aie
i✓i and a0

ie
i✓0i is only a↵ected by non-factorisable SU(3)-breaking. This can be491

parametrised using two SU(3)-breaking parameters ⇠ and � as492

a0
i = ⇠ ⇥ ai , ✓0i = ✓i + � . (32)

The above quoted results assume ⇠ = 1 and � = 0, exactly. The dependence of the493

uncertainty on ��J/ �
s,i on the uncertainty on ⇠ is illustrated in Fig. 7, while the dependence494

on the uncertainty on � is negligible for the solutions obtained for {ai, ✓i}.495

9.2 Combination with B0 ! J/ ⇢0496

The information on the penguin parameters obtained from B0

s ! J/ K⇤0 can be comple-497

mented with similar information from the SU(3)-related mode B0 ! J/ ⇢0 [15]. Both498
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Penguin pollution to Φs is small

arXiv:1509.00400 
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LHCb-CONF-2014-004
� combination for CKM
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came out in the meantime
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⌥⇡0)h+
[Phys.

Rev. D91 (2015) 112014]

B

+! Dh

+⇡+⇡�
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Table 1: Fitted yields in the ADS modes with f = K⇡, for the signal and corresponding
normalization modes.
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Table 2: Fitted yields used in the GLW analysis with f = K±⇡±, K+K� and ⇡+⇡�, for the
signal and corresponding normalization modes.
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CF decay or a CP eigenstate, the fitted yields can be written as
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where N
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decays are written in terms of
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Measure BRs and CP asymmetries in 16 different decay 
modes (8 x D0Kππ, 8 x D0πππ)

ADS modes
Quasi flavour specific D decays 

into K±π∓

GLW modes
D decays into CP-eigenstates 
K+K- and π+π-.

arXiv:1505.07044

(Xs = K±π+π-, Xd = π±π+π-)

http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.07044
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where N
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⌥
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) gives the corrected yield for the favored B

± !
[K±

⇡

⌥]
D

X

±
s

decays.

The corrections for the D

0 and D

(⇤)+
(s)

vetoes, F f

⇢D,Xd,s
, are determined by interpolating

from the mass regions just above and below the veto region, and lead to corrections that
range from 0.6% to 5.8% of the expected yield. Uncertainties on these corrections are
considered as sources of systematic uncertainty. Potential contamination from charmless
five-body decays is determined by fitting for a B± signal component when the D candidates
are taken from the D

0 mass sideband region, as described previously. The charmless
contributions are negligible, and the uncertainties are included in the systematic error.
The yields, as determined from the fitted values of the CP parameters in Eqs. 14-17, are
given in Tables 1 and 2.

The raw observables, Af

raw,X

and R

X

±
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include small biases due to the production

asymmetry of B± mesons, A
B

± (a↵ecting Af

raw,X

only), and from the detection asymmetries
of kaons and pions, A

K

and A
⇡

. The corrected quantities are then computed according to

17

19.6 ± 6.6 

Evidence (3.6σ) for the ADS decay,

arXiv:1505.07044

http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.07044
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(green). The 68.3% and 95.4% confidence level (CL) limits are indicated.

commonly used, as
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+
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= �0.32+0.27

�0.34

.

The uncertainties include both statistical and systematical sources, but are dominated by
the statistical component.

To assess the constraints on � that these observables provide, they have been imple-
mented in the fitter for � described in Ref. [14]. Two fits are performed, one that uses
only information from B

� ! DX

�
s

, and a second that uses the observables from both
B

� ! DX

�
s

and B

� ! DX

�
d

decays. In both fits, the parameters from the D-meson
system, r

D

, �K⇡

D

, x
D

, y
D

, Adir

CP

(K+

K

�), and A

dir

CP

(⇡+

⇡

�), are constrained in an analogous
way to what was done for the B� ! DK

� and B

� ! D⇡

� case [14]. The four parameters
r

B

, �
B

,  and � are freely varied in each fit. In the combined fit, three additional strong
parameters, rDXd

B

, �DXd
B

, DXd are included, which are analogous to those that apply to
the B

� ! DX

�
s

decay.
The projections of the fit results for � and r

B

are shown in Fig. 9 using the method of
Ref. [52] (see also Refs. [14].) The 1�CL peaks at � = 74o in the B

� ! DX

�
s

-only fit, as
well as the combined B

� ! DX

�
s,d

fit. As expected, most of the sensitivity comes from
the B

� ! DX

�
s

decay mode. This value is almost identical to the LHCb combined result
of (73+9

�10

)o found in Ref. [14]. The value of r
B

is found to be r

B

= 0.08 ± 0.03, at 68%
CL, which is similar to the values found in B

� ! DK

� decays [50, 53–56], but smaller
than the value of 0.240+0.055

�0.048

[57] found in neutral B-meson decays. The strong phase �

B

,
averaged over the phase space, peaks at 172o for both fits, but at 95% CL all angles are
allowed. The constraints on the coherence factor are relatively weak; while the most likely
value is close to 1, any value in the interval [0, 1] is allowed at one standard deviation.
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First 𝝲 measurement with these modes
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V
ub

history

There has been a long standing
discrepancy between the value of
|Vub| determined from exclusive
B! ⇡`⌫ and inclusive b! u`⌫
decays.

PDG 2014 reports

Inclusive : (4.41 ± 0.15 + 0.15
� 0.10)⇥ 10�3

Exclusive : (3.28 ± 0.29)⇥ 10�3

Average : (4.13 ± 0.49)⇥ 10�3

CKMFitter uses
3.55 + 0.17

� 0.15 ⇥ 10�3,

UTFit 3.75 ± 0.46⇥ 10�3

Patrick Koppenburg CP Violation and CKM Physics 29/7/2015 — EPS-HEP [44 / 50]

Measurements with other b-hadron species needed
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[LHCb, Nature Physics 3415 (2015) , arXiv:1504.01568]
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Nature Phys 10 (2015) 1038

http://www.nature.com/nphys/
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Nature Phys 10 (2015) 1038

The corrected mass

http://www.nature.com/nphys/
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The result is |Vub| =
(3.27± 0.15± 0.17± 0.06)⇥ 10�5

where the uncertainties are statistical,
experimental and from lattice.

We measure |Vub|/|Vcb|, while the
B factories measure |Vub| and |Vcb|
separately

‹ The puzzle is still alive
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candidates. The ratio of e�ciencies is 3.52±0.20,
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Systematic uncertainties associated with the
measurement are summarised in Table 1. The
largest uncertainty originates from the ⇤+
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!
pK�⇡+ branching fraction, which is taken from
Ref. [35]. This is followed by the uncertainty
on the trigger response, which is due to the
statistical uncertainty of the calibration sam-
ple. Other contributions come from the track-
ing e�ciency, which is due to possible di↵er-
ences between the data and simulation in the
probability of interactions with the material
of the detector for the kaon and pion in the
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decay. Another sys-
tematic uncertainty is assigned due to the lim-
ited knowledge of the momentum distribution
for the ⇤+
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! pK�⇡+ decay products. Uncer-
tainties related to the background composition
are included in the statistical uncertainty for
the signal yield through the use of nuisance pa-
rameters in the fit. The exception to this is the
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mass shapes
due to the limited knowledge of the form factors
and widths of each state, which is estimated by
generating pseudoexperiments and assessing the
impact on the signal yield.

Smaller uncertainties are assigned for the
following e↵ects: the uncertainty in the ⇤0

b

life-
time; di↵erences in data and simulation in the
isolation BDT response; di↵erences in the rel-
ative e�ciency and q2 migration due to form
factor uncertainties for both signal and normali-
sation channels; corrections to the ⇤0

b

kinematic
properties; the disagreement in the q2 migra-
tion between data and simulation; and the finite
size of the PID calibration samples. The to-
tal fractional systematic uncertainty is +7.8
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%,
where the individual uncertainties are added in
quadrature. The small impact of the form factor
uncertainties means that the measured ratio of

Table 1: Summary of systematic uncertainties.
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In the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics,
the decay of one quark to another by the emis-
sion of a virtualW boson is described by the 3⇥3
unitary Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
matrix [1, 2]. This matrix arises from the cou-
pling of the quarks to the Higgs boson. While
the SM does not predict the values of the four
free parameters of the CKM matrix, the mea-
surements of these parameters in di↵erent pro-
cesses should be consistent with each other. If
they are not, it is a sign of physics beyond the
SM. In global fits combining all available mea-
surements [3, 4], the sensitivity of the overall
consistency check is limited by the precision in
the measurements of the magnitude and phase
of the matrix element V

ub

, which describes the
transition of a b quark to a u quark.

The magnitude of V
ub

can be measured
via the semileptonic quark-level transition
b ! u`�⌫

`

. Semileptonic decays are used to
minimise the uncertainties arising from the in-
teraction of the strong force, described by quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD), between the final-
state quarks. For the measurement of the mag-
nitude of V

ub

, as opposed to measurements of
the phase, all decays of the b quark, and the
equivalent b quark, can be considered together.
There are two complementary methods to per-
form the measurement. From an experimental
point of view, the simplest is to measure the
branching fraction (probability to decay to a
given final state) of a specific (exclusive) decay.
An example is the decay of a B0 (bd) meson
to the final state ⇡+`�⌫, where the influence
of the strong interaction on the decay, encom-
passed by a B0 ! ⇡+ form factor, is predicted
by non-perturbative techniques such as lattice
QCD (LQCD) [5] or QCD sum rules [6]. The
world average from Ref. [7] for this method, us-
ing the decays B0 ! ⇡+`�⌫ and B� ! ⇡0`�⌫,
is |V

ub

| = (3.28 ± 0.29) ⇥ 10�3, where the
most precise experimental inputs come from the
BaBar [8, 9] and Belle [10, 11] experiments. The

uncertainty is dominated by the LQCD calcula-
tions, which have recently been updated [12, 13]
and result in larger values of V

ub

than the average
given in Ref. [7]. The alternative method is to
measure the di↵erential decay rate in an inclusive
way over all possible B meson decays contain-
ing the b ! u`�⌫ quark level transition. This
results in |V

ub

| = (4.41± 0.15+0.15

�0.17

)⇥ 10�3 [14],
where the first uncertainty arises from the ex-
perimental measurement and the second from
theoretical calculations. The discrepancy be-
tween the exclusive and inclusive |V

ub

| determi-
nations is approximately three standard devi-
ations and has been a long-standing puzzle in
flavour physics. Several explanations have been
proposed, such as the presence of a right-handed
(vector plus axial-vector) coupling as an exten-
sion of the SM beyond the left-handed (vector
minus axial-vector) W coupling [15–18]. A simi-
lar discrepancy also exists between exclusive and
inclusive measurements of |V

cb

| (the coupling of
the b quark to the c quark) [14].

This article describes a measurement of the
ratio of branching fractions of the ⇤0

b

(bud)
baryon into the p`�⌫ and ⇤+

c

`�⌫ final states.
This is performed using proton-proton collision
data from the LHCb detector, corresponding to
2.0 fb�1 of integrated luminosity collected at a
centre-of-mass energy of 8TeV. The b ! u tran-
sition, ⇤0

b

! pµ�⌫
µ

, has not been considered be-
fore as ⇤0

b

baryons are not produced at an e+e�

B-factory; however, at the LHC, they consti-
tute around 20% of the b-hadrons produced [19].
These measurements together with recent LQCD
calculations [20] allow for the determination of
|V

ub

|2/|V
cb

|2 according to

|V
ub

|2

|V
cb

|2 =
B(⇤0

b

! pµ�⌫
µ

)

B(⇤0

b

! ⇤+

c

µ�⌫
µ

)
R

FF

(1)

where B denotes the branching fraction and R
FF

is a ratio of the relevant form factors, calcu-
lated using LQCD. This is then converted into a
measurement of |V

ub

| using the existing measure-
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mass shapes
due to the limited knowledge of the form factors
and widths of each state, which is estimated by
generating pseudoexperiments and assessing the
impact on the signal yield.
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following e↵ects: the uncertainty in the ⇤0
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life-
time; di↵erences in data and simulation in the
isolation BDT response; di↵erences in the rel-
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tion between data and simulation; and the finite
size of the PID calibration samples. The to-
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R

FF

= 0.68 ± 0.07, computed in Ref. [20] for
the restricted q2 regions, the measurement

|V
ub

|
|V

cb

| = 0.083± 0.004± 0.004 ,

is obtained. The first uncertainty arises from
the experimental measurement and the second is

6

|Vub|
|Vcb|

= 0.083± 0.004
exp

± 0.004RFF

Resulting in

Form Factors 
from LQCD

|V
ub

|/|V
cb

| from ⇤0
b

! pµ�⌫̄

[LHCb, Nature Physics 3415 (2015) , arXiv:1504.01568]

|V  |
0.003 0.0035 0.004 0.0045 0.005

Inclusive PDG
2014

Exclusive
)νlπ→(B

PDG 2014
arXiv:1501.05373

(RBC/UKQCD)
arXiv:1503.07839

(FNAL/MILC)

LHCb
)µp→ Λ( ν

arXiv:1503.01421
(RBC/UKQCD)b

0

ub

3 10×|  cb|V

3
 1

0
×

|  
ub

|V

36 38 40 42 442

3

4

5

6

 inclusiveubV

 in
cl

us
iv

e
cb

V

 exclusiveubV

 e
xc

lu
si

ve
cb

V

 LHCb
cb/VubV

Indirect (CKM fitter)

Comb. incl.

Comb. excl.

CKM fitter +
PDG 2014 +

 (LHCb)νµp→bΛ
MILC 2015 +

Using 2 fb�1 (2012) we measure

B(⇤0
b! pµ⌫)q2>15 GeV/c2

B(⇤0
b! ⇤+

c µ⌫)q2>7 GeV/c2

= (1.00± 0.04± 0.08)⇥ 10�2

The result is |Vub| =
(3.27± 0.15± 0.17± 0.06)⇥ 10�5
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We measure |Vub|/|Vcb|, while the
B factories measure |Vub| and |Vcb|
separately
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Conclusions

• Successful LHCb Run-I

• The data seem to be compatible with the CKM picture 
of CPV, but |Vub| puzzle remains.

• Much more to come from LHCb in Run-II and beyond.
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|Vub| with  Λb → pµν

What LHCb really measures though is |Vub|/|Vcb|, while the 
B-factories measure |Vub| and |Vcb| separately
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Flavour tagging at LHCb
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measurement at LHCb

Flavour tagging: qmixing

• Mixing state qmixing: flavour at decay ◊ flavour at production = ±1

• Determine the flavour of B0 at
production in LHCb
Eur. Phys. J. C72 (2012) 2022

indico.cern.ch/event/356420/session/3/contribution/167

• Use Opposite B and Fragmentation
products

• Flavour at production (q
i

: ±1, 0)
• ... With Mistag probability

3/20 Ulrich Eitschberger | Updates on Flavour Tagging | 72nd LHCb week | June 19th, 2014 

Flavour Tagging: Determine B production flavours 
SS Pion 
SS Kaon Signal Decay 

Same Side 

Opposite Side 

OS Vertex Charge OS Muon 
OS Electron 

OS Kaon 

PV 

• Flavour at decay in B0 æ D(ú)≠µ+‹µ is determined by µ charge

N±(t) Ã e
≠t

· (1 + qmixing(1 ≠ 2Ê) cos(�m
d

t))

• Events are Grouped in 4 categories in increasing mistag probability
• a œ [0, 0.25], b œ [0.25, 0.33], c œ [0.33, 0.41], d œ [0.41, 0.47]

B. Khanji, LHCb (Milano-Bicocca, INFN, CERN) �m
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Opposite-side Charm Tagger

NEW

[LHCb, submitted to J. Instr., arXiv:1507.07892]
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LHCb

New opposite-side flavour tagging
algorithm using exclusively
reconstructed D decays from b

hadrons.

Complementary to vertex charge
(uses PID) and to OS kaon (softer
cuts on K , but requirements on
other tracks)

Low-ish ✏tag = 3–4%, good
! ⇠ 35% ‹ ✏e↵ = 0.3–0.4%
depending on mode

Patrick Koppenburg CP Violation and CKM Physics 29/7/2015 — EPS-HEP [24 / 50]

New OS charm tagger
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Run-I
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|Vub| with  Λb → pµν
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