
RAPID COMMUNICATIONS

PHYSICAL REVIEW D, VOLUME 65, 091104~R!
Measurement ofDs
¿ and Ds*

¿ production in B meson decays and from continuume¿eÀ

annihilation at AsÄ10.6 GeV

B. Aubert,1 D. Boutigny,1 J.-M. Gaillard,1 A. Hicheur,1 Y. Karyotakis,1 J. P. Lees,1 P. Robbe,1 V. Tisserand,1 A. Palano,2

A. Pompili,2 G. P. Chen,3 J. C. Chen,3 N. D. Qi,3 G. Rong,3 P. Wang,3 Y. S. Zhu,3 G. Eigen,4 B. Stugu,4

G. S. Abrams,5 A. W. Borgland,5 A. B. Breon,5 D. N. Brown,5 J. Button-Shafer,5 R. N. Cahn,5 A. R. Clark,5 M. S. Gill,5

A. V. Gritsan,5 Y. Groysman,5 R. G. Jacobsen,5 R. W. Kadel,5 J. Kadyk,5 L. T. Kerth,5 Yu. G. Kolomensky,5

J. F. Kral,5 C. LeClerc,5 M. E. Levi,5 G. Lynch,5 P. J. Oddone,5 A. Perazzo,5 M. Pripstein,5 N. A. Roe,5 A. Romosan,5

M. T. Ronan,5 V. G. Shelkov,5 A. V. Telnov,5 W. A. Wenzel,5 P. G. Bright-Thomas,6 T. J. Harrison,6 C. M. Hawkes,6

D. J. Knowles,6 S. W. O’Neale,6 R. C. Penny,6 A. T. Watson,6 N. K. Watson,6 T. Deppermann,7 K. Goetzen,7 H. Koch,7

M. Kunze,7 B. Lewandowski,7 K. Peters,7 H. Schmuecker,7 M. Steinke,7 J. C. Andress,8 N. R. Barlow,8 W. Bhimji,8

N. Chevalier,8 P. J. Clark,8 W. N. Cottingham,8 N. Dyce,8 B. Foster,8 C. Mackay,8 D. Wallom,8 F. F. Wilson,8 K. Abe,9

C. Hearty,9 T. S. Mattison,9 J. A. McKenna,9 D. Thiessen,9 S. Jolly,10 A. K. McKemey,10 V. E. Blinov,11 A. D. Bukin,11

D. A. Bukin,11 A. R. Buzykaev,11 V. B. Golubev,11 V. N. Ivanchenko,11 A. A. Korol,11 E. A. Kravchenko,11

A. P. Onuchin,11 A. A. Salnikov,11 S. I. Serednyakov,11 Yu. I. Skovpen,11 V. I. Telnov,11 A. N. Yushkov,11 D. Best,12

M. Chao,12 A. J. Lankford,12 M. Mandelkern,12 S. McMahon,12 D. P. Stoker,12 K. Arisaka,13 C. Buchanan,13 S. Chun,13

D. B. MacFarlane,14 S. Prell,14 Sh. Rahatlou,14 G. Raven,14 V. Sharma,14 C. Campagnari,15 B. Dahmes,15 P. A. Hart,15

N. Kuznetsova,15 S. L. Levy,15 O. Long,15 A. Lu,15 J. D. Richman,15 W. Verkerke,15 M. Witherell,15 S. Yellin,15 J. Beringer,16

D. E. Dorfan,16 A. M. Eisner,16 A. A. Grillo,16 M. Grothe,16 C. A. Heusch,16 R. P. Johnson,16 W. S. Lockman,16

T. Pulliam,16 H. Sadrozinski,16 T. Schalk,16 R. E. Schmitz,16 B. A. Schumm,16 A. Seiden,16 M. Turri,16 W. Walkowiak,16

D. C. Williams,16 M. G. Wilson,16 E. Chen,17 G. P. Dubois-Felsmann,17 A. Dvoretskii,17 D. G. Hitlin,17 S. Metzler,17

J. Oyang,17 F. C. Porter,17 A. Ryd,17 A. Samuel,17 M. Weaver,17 S. Yang,17 R. Y. Zhu,17 S. Devmal,18 T. L. Geld,18

S. Jayatilleke,18 G. Mancinelli,18 B. T. Meadows,18 M. D. Sokoloff,18 T. Barillari,19 P. Bloom,19 M. O. Dima,19

S. Fahey,19 W. T. Ford,19 D. R. Johnson,19 U. Nauenberg,19 A. Olivas,19 P. Rankin,19 J. Roy,19 S. Sen,19 J. G. Smith,19

W. C. van Hoek,19 D. L. Wagner,19 J. Blouw,20 J. L. Harton,20 M. Krishnamurthy,20 A. Soffer,20 W. H. Toki,20 R. J. Wilson,20

J. Zhang,20 R. Aleksan,21 A. de Lesquen,21 S. Emery,21 A. Gaidot,21 S. F. Ganzhur,21 P.-F. Giraud,21 G. Hamel de
Monchenault,21 W. Kozanecki,21 M. Langer,21 G. W. London,21 B. Mayer,21 B. Serfass,21 G. Vasseur,21 Ch. Yèche,21 M. Zito,21
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Bibber,34 D. M. Wright,34 M. Carroll,35 J. R. Fry,35 E. Gabathuler,35 R. Gamet,35 M. George,35 M. Kay,35

D. J. Payne,35 R. J. Sloane,35 C. Touramanis,35 M. L. Aspinwall,36 D. A. Bowerman,36 P. D. Dauncey,36 U. Egede,36

I. Eschrich,36 N. J. W. Gunawardane,36 J. A. Nash,36 P. Sanders,36 D. Smith,36 D. E. Azzopardi,37 J. J. Back,37 P. Dixon,37

P. F. Harrison,37 R. J. L. Potter,37 H. W. Shorthouse,37 P. Strother,37 P. B. Vidal,37 M. I. Williams,37 G. Cowan,38

S. George,38 M. G. Green,38 A. Kurup,38 C. E. Marker,38 P. McGrath,38 T. R. McMahon,38 S. Ricciardi,38 F. Salvatore,38

I. Scott,38 G. Vaitsas,38 D. Brown,39 C. L. Davis,39 J. Allison,40 R. J. Barlow,40 J. T. Boyd,40 A. C. Forti,40

J. Fullwood,40 F. Jackson,40 G. D. Lafferty,40 N. Savvas,40 E. T. Simopoulos,40 J. H. Weatherall,40 A. Farbin,41 A. Jawahery,41

V. Lillard,41 J. Olsen,41 D. A. Roberts,41 J. R. Schieck,41 G. Blaylock,42 C. Dallapiccola,42 K. T. Flood,42

S. S. Hertzbach,42 R. Kofler,42 V. G. Koptchev,42 T. B. Moore,42 H. Staengle,42 S. Willocq,42 B. Brau,43 R. Cowan,43

G. Sciolla,43 F. Taylor,43 R. K. Yamamoto,43 M. Milek,44 P. M. Patel,44 F. Palombo,45 J. M. Bauer,46 L. Cremaldi,46

V. Eschenburg,46 R. Kroeger,46 J. Reidy,46 D. A. Sanders,46 D. J. Summers,46 J. P. Martin,47 J. Y. Nief,47 R. Seitz,47

P. Taras,47 V. Zacek,47 H. Nicholson,48 C. S. Sutton,48 C. Cartaro,49 N. Cavallo,49,† G. De Nardo,49 F. Fabozzi,49 C. Gatto,49

L. Lista,49 P. Paolucci,49 D. Piccolo,49 C. Sciacca,49 J. M. LoSecco,50 J. R. G. Alsmiller,51 T. A. Gabriel,51 T. Handler,51

J. Brau,52 R. Frey,52 M. Iwasaki,52 N. B. Sinev,52 D. Strom,52 F. Colecchia,53 F. Dal Corso,53 A. Dorigo,53 F. Galeazzi,53

M. Margoni,53 G. Michelon,53 M. Morandin,53 M. Posocco,53 M. Rotondo,53 F. Simonetto,53 R. Stroili,53 E. Torassa,53

C. Voci,53 M. Benayoun,54 H. Briand,54 J. Chauveau,54 P. David,54 Ch. de la Vaissie`re,54 L. Del Buono,54 O. Hamon,54 F. Le
Diberder,54 Ph. Leruste,54 J. Ocariz,54 L. Roos,54 J. Stark,54 S. Versillé,54 P. F. Manfredi,55 V. Re,55 V. Speziali,55
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New measurements ofDs
1 andDs*

1 meson production rates fromB decays and fromqq̄ continuum events
near theY(4S) resonance are presented. Using 20.8 fb21 of data on theY(4S) resonance and 2.6 fb21

off-resonance, we find the inclusive branching fractionsB(B→Ds
1X)5(10.9360.1960.5862.73)% and

B(B→Ds*
1X)5(7.960.860.762.0)%, where the first error is statistical, the second is systematic, and the

third is due to theDs
1→fp1 branching fraction uncertainty. The production cross sectionss(e1e2

→Ds
1X)3B(Ds

1→fp1)57.5560.2060.34 pb ands(e1e2→Ds*
6X)3B(Ds

1→fp1)55.860.760.5 pb
are measured at center-of-mass energies about 40 MeV below theY(4S) mass. The branching fractions

SB(B→Ds
(* )1D̄ (* ))5(5.0760.1460.3061.27)% andSB(B→Ds*

1D̄ (* ))5(4.160.260.461.0)% are de-
termined from the Ds

(* )1 momentum spectra. The mass differencem(Ds
1)2m(D1)598.460.1

60.3 MeV/c2 is also measured.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.65.091104 PACS number~s!: 13.25.Hw, 14.40.Nd

*Also at Universita` di Perugia, Perugia, Italy.
†Also at Universita` della Basilicata, Potenza, Italy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The decay ofB mesons into final states involving aDs
(* )1

provides an opportunity to study the production mechanis
for cs̄ quark pairs.1 Although several diagrams can lead
Ds

(* )1 production inB decays, the dominant source@1# is
expected to be externalW1→cs̄ emission@Fig. 1#. A precise
knowledge of this production rate remains interesting in lig
of continuing theoretical difficulties@2# in accounting for the
measurements of both the semileptonic branching frac
and the inclusive charm production rate inB decays. Indeed
it has been noted that an enhancedB decay rate to charm
would help explain the small observed semileptonic rate@3#.

It is possible to produceDs
(* )1 mesons inqq̄ events from

continuume1e2 annihilation. The process of fragmentatio
~i.e., formation of hadrons! is nonperturbative and can onl
be modeled phenomenologically. The ratio of vector to ps
doscalar production rates is of particular interest for test
such models. TheDs

1 system is well suited to measure th
quantity because thecs̄ states withL51 have not been ob
served to decay to eitherDs

1 or Ds*
1 mesons.

In this Rapid Communication, measurements ofB
→Ds

1X and B→Ds*
1X production rates and momentu

spectra are presented. We also determine the produc
cross section forDs

1 andDs*
1 mesons in continuum events

II. THE BABAR DETECTOR AND DATA SET

The data used for this analysis were collected with
BABAR detector@4# at the PEP-II asymmetric-energy co
lider @5# at the Stanford Linear Accelerator Center. An int
grated luminosity of 20.8 fb21 was recorded in 1999 an
2000 at theY(4S) resonance~‘‘on-resonance’’! correspond-

ing to about 22.73106 producedBB̄ pairs, and 2.6 fb21 at an
energy of about 40 MeV below theY(4S) mass ~‘‘off-
resonance’’!. A detailed description of the BABAR detecto
can be found in Ref.@4#. Only the components of the dete
tor most crucial to this analysis are summarized below.

A five-layer double-sided silicon vertex tracker~SVT! and
a 40-layer central drift chamber~DCH! filled with helium-
based gas are used to measure the momenta of charged
ticles. The tracking system covers 92% of the solid angle
the center-of-mass frame and lies within a 1.5-T soleno
magnetic field. For charged-particle identificatio
ionization-energy loss (dE/dx) in the DCH and SVT, and
Cherenkov radiation detected in a ring-imaging dev
~DIRC! are used. Photons are identified and measured
CsI~T1! electromagnetic calorimeter.

1Reference in this paper to a specific decay channel or state
implies the charge-conjugate decay or state. The notationDs

(* )1

means eitherDs
1 or Ds*

1 . B→Ds
(* )1D̄ (* ) is a general represen

tation for any of the modes withcs̄ and c̄q states including their

excited states. The notationB→Ds
(* )1X also implies B̄

→Ds
(* )1X.
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III. THE Ds
¿ AND Ds*

¿ SELECTION

Only the decay modeDs
1→fp1 with f→K1K2 is used

since it has the best signal-to-background ratio. Char
tracks are required to originate within610 cm of the inter-
action point along the beam direction and61.5 cm in the
transverse plane, and to leave at least 12 hits in the DC

Positive kaon identification is required for the trac
forming the candidatef meson. This is based ondE/dx
information from the DCH and SVT, and the Cherenk
angle and the number of photons measured with the DIR
The kaon selection is based on the likelihood calculated
each detector component and uses, for each track, the rat
likelihoods for the pion and the kaon mass hypothes
Lp /LK . If this ratio is less than unity for at least one of th
detector subsystems, the particle is selected as a ‘‘loo
kaon candidate. A ‘‘tight’’ identification criterion is also use
in the analysis, based on the product of the likelihoods
each detector component. In this case, the track is consid
a kaon if the ratio of these product likelihoods for the pio
and kaon-mass hypotheses is less than unity.

Three charged tracks originating from a common ver
are combined to form aDs

1 candidate. Two oppositely
charged tracks must be identified as kaons with the ‘‘loos
criterion, and at least one of them must pass the ‘‘tigh
criterion. No identification criteria are applied to the pio
from Ds

1 decay. The reconstructed invariant mass of
K1K2 candidates must be within 8 MeV/c2 of the nominalf
mass@6#. In the decayDs

1→fp1, thef meson is polarized
longitudinally and therefore the angular distribution of t
kaons has a cos2 uH dependence, whereuH is the angle be-
tween theK1 and Ds

1 in the f rest frame. We require
ucosuHu.0.3, which Monte Carlo studies show retains 97
of the signal while rejecting about 30% of the backgroun

With these requirements, signals forDs
1→fp1 and the

Cabibbo-suppressed decayD1→fp1 are readily observed
@Fig. 2~a!#. The Ds

1 and D1 peaks are both fit with single
Gaussian distributions with a common free width. We mo
the combinatorial background with an exponential functio
From the fit aDs

1 signal of 47 7946311 events is found with
a mass differencem(Ds

1)2m(D1) of 98.460.160.3
MeV/c2. The first error on the latter is statistical, and t
second is systematic, obtained from a study of the mass
ference as a function of momentum in both data and Mo
Carlo simulation. Although the uncertainties in the absol
mass scale are on the order of several MeV/c2, the systematic
error in the determination of theDs

1 andD1 mass difference
is much smaller, since many sources of error cancel.

lso

FIG. 1. The main spectator diagram leading to the production
Ds

(* )1 mesons inB decays.
4-4
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CandidateDs*
1 mesons are reconstructed in the dec

Ds*
1→Ds

1g, with the subsequent decayDs
1→fp1. Ds

1

candidates are selected by requiring thefp-invariant mass to
be within 2.5 standard deviations~s! of the fitted peak value
TheseDs

1 candidates are then combined with photon can
dates in the event. Photon candidates are required to sa
Eg.50 MeV, whereEg is the photon energy in the labora
tory frame, andEg* .110 MeV, whereEg* is the photon en-
ergy in theY(4S) center of mass. When combined with an
other photon in the event, the photon candidate should
form a p0, defined by a total center-of-mass energyEgg*
.200 MeV and an invariant mass 115,Mgg
,155 MeV/c2. The distribution of the mass differenc
DM5M (Ds

1g)2M (Ds
1) is shown in Fig. 2~b!.

TheDM distribution of the signal is parametrized with a
asymmetric function to account for energy leakage and c
rimeter shower shape fluctuations. The signal is mode

FIG. 2. ~a! The fp-invariant mass spectrum. In addition to th
Ds

1 signal, candidates for the Cabibbo-suppressed decayD1

→fp1 are also observed. The fit function is a single Gaussian
each peak, with widths constrained to be equal, plus an expone
background.~b! Distribution of the mass differenceDM5MD

s
1g

2MD
s
1. The fit function is a Crystal Ball function for the signa

plus a threshold function, as described in the text.
09110
y

i-
sfy

ot

o-
d

with a Crystal Ball function@7#, which incorporates a Gauss
ian core with a power-law tail toward lower masses. For
background, a threshold function

f ~DM !5p1~DM2p2!p3ep4~DM2p2!

is used, where the four parameterspi are free in the fit. After
ensuring that the connection point between the Gaussian
power-law tail does not depend on momentum and agr
with Monte Carlo simulation, this parameter has been fix
to 0.89s in the final fit. A signal with 14 3926376 Ds*

1

events is observed.

IV. EXTRACTION OF Ds
„* …¿ MOMENTUM SPECTRA

The momentum spectrum ofDs
1 mesons in thee1e2

center-of-mass frame is extracted by fitting thefp-invariant
mass distribution for 24 ranges ofDs

1 candidate momentum
These ranges are 200 MeV/c wide, which is much larger
than the momentum resolution ('6 MeV/c). The same
function with two single Gaussians described above for
fit to the full mass distribution is used as well for the ind
vidual momentum bins. Since there are many more event
the on-resonance data sample, the number ofDs

1 in the off-
resonance data is extracted with the Gaussian param
~MD1, MD

s
1, ands! fixed to the values obtained from th

on-resonance data.
The center-of-mass momentum spectrum forDs*

1 mesons
is extracted by fitting theDM -invariant mass distribution in
250 MeV/c-wide Ds*

1 momentum ranges. We use a larg
range because theDs*

1 yield is lower. TheDM distributions
are modeled with a Crystal Ball function for the signal and
threshold function for the background as described above
the fit to the full distribution. The off-resonance data a
again fit with the Gaussian parameters~x̄ ands! fixed to the
values obtained from the on-resonance data.

The efficiencye, obtained from Monte Carlo simulation
of BB̄ and cc̄ events, varies as a function of theDs

(* )1

center-of-mass momentump* . The efficiency ranges from
20% ~5%! when theDs

1 (Ds*
1) is at rest to 40%~20%! for

p* 55 GeV/c. The efficiency-corrected momentum spec
of Ds

1 andDs*
1 are shown in Fig. 3.

V. INCLUSIVE BRANCHING FRACTIONS

The Ds
1 and Ds*

1 production cross sections inqq̄ con-
tinuum are obtained by integrating the momentum spe
obtained from the off-resonance data. This gives

s~e1e2→Ds
6X!3B~Ds

1→fp1!57.5560.2060.34 pb,

s~e1e2→Ds*
6X!3B~Ds

1→fp1!55.860.760.5 pb,

where the first error is statistical and the second system
Sources of systematic error are listed in Table I. These
clude the statistical precision of the Monte Carlo determi
tion of the efficiency, the luminosity uncertainty, and cont
butions from residual uncertainties on tracking~1.2% per
track!, and particle identification efficiencies, which are d

r
ial
4-5
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termined from control samples in data. In addition, for t
Ds*

6X measurement, there are contributions from the un
tain signal shape, and residual uncertainties on the ph
and p0 veto efficiencies, again determined with contr
samples.

In order to determine the momentum spectra forDs
(* )1

mesons fromB meson decays, the off-resonance data
scaled by the on- to off-resonance luminosity ratio and th
subtracted bin by bin from the on-resonance data. Integra
the resulting spectrum after continuum subtraction and e
ciency correction gives a totalDs

1 yield from B meson de-
cays of 87 71161485 events. This corresponds to an inc
sive branching fraction of

B~B→Ds
1X!5F ~10.9360.1960.58!

~3.660.9!%

B~Ds
1→fp1!G%.

Likewise, the totalDs*
1 yield from B meson decays is

60 04766201 events, leading to the inclusive branching fra
tion of

FIG. 3. Efficiency-corrected center-of-mass momentum spe
for ~a! Ds

1 and~b! Ds*
1 for on-resonance~filled circles! and scaled

off-resonance data~open circles!.
09110
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on
l

e
n
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-

-

B~B→Ds*
1X!5F ~7.960.860.7!

~3.660.9!%

B~Ds
1→fp1!G%.

In the results above, the first error is statistical and the s
ond is systematic. The dominant error, due to the uncerta
in the Ds

1→fp1 branching fraction of (3.660.9)% @6#, is
shown separately. It is important to note that, with th
method, the result is independent of any assumption reg
ing the shape of the fragmentation function. The various c
tributions to the systematic error are listed in Table I.
addition to the sources already noted above, the uncerta
in the shape of the background impacts this measurem
particularly in the lower momentum bins. This contributio
is estimated with the use of different parametrizations for
background shape and different methods for handling
continuum subtraction. The efficiency variation over t
width of the momentum bins is also included as an additio
systematic error.

VI. FITS TO Ds
„* …¿ MOMENTUM SPECTRA

By fitting the Ds
(* )1 momentum spectrum, relativ

branching fractions ofB decays to different final states con
tainingDs

(* )1 mesons are obtained. In theY(4S) rest frame,
two-body B decays produceDs

(* )1 mesons with a momen
tum spectrum about 300 MeV/c wide. In B decays, the
Ds

(* )1 momentum spectrum is essentially governed by
production of directDs

(* )1 . Other cs̄ states~with L51!,
such asDs1

1 (2536) and Ds2*
1(2573), primarily decay to

D (* )K. BecauseDs*
1 decays toDs

1g or Ds
1p0, the Ds

1

momentum distribution is slightly broader and shifted dow
ward compared to direct production fromB→Ds

1X.
Three different sources ofDs

(* )1 mesons inB decays are
considered for the fits to the momentum spectra.

~1! B→Ds
(* )1D̄ (* ) decays. The relative branching frac

ra

TABLE I. Systematic errors for cross-section and branch
fraction measurements.

Source

Fractional error~%!

Continuum B decays
Ds

1X Ds*
1X Ds

1X Ds*
1X

Signal shape 3.0 0.5 3.0
Background subtraction 0.4 4.2
Monte Carlo statistics 1.0 4.8 2.5 4.2
Bin width 1.4 2.0

Total for Ds
(* )1 yield 1.0 5.7 2.9 7.0

Luminosity/N(BB̄) 1.5 1.5 1.6 1.6

B(f→K1K2) 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6
Particle identification 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Tracking efficiency 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6
B(Ds*

1→Ds
1g) 2.7 2.7

Photon efficiency 1.3 1.3
p0 2.7 2.7
Total systematic error 4.5 8.2 5.3 9.0
4-6
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tions of the individual channels can be taken either fr
existing measurements@8# or from predictions that assum
factorization@9–11#. The fit is performed for both cases, wit
the assumptionf D

s
(* )15 f D

s
1 for the theoretical models

where f D
s
(* )1 are theDs

(* )1 decay constants.

~2! B→Ds
(* )1D̄** decays. FourD̄** states are consid

ered:D̄0* ( j 5 1
2 ), D̄1(2420), D̄1( j 5 1

2 ), andD̄2* (2460). Ob-

servation ofB→Ds
(* )1D̄** decays was recently reported b

CLEO @12#.
~3! Three-bodyB→Ds

(* )1D̄ (* )p/r/v decays. Since little
is known about these decays, they are attributed eq
weights, and the momentum distributions are generated
cording to phase space.

Minimum-x2 fits to theDs
(* )1 momentum spectra are pe

formed, where the total number ofDs
(* )1 events and the

fractions of the source~1! and ~2! contributions are free pa
rameters. From the fits to theDs

1 andDs*
1 spectra, the ratios

of two-body modes@source~1!# to the total inclusive rate are
determined to be

SB~B→Ds
~* !1D̄ ~* !!

B~B→Ds
1X!

5~46.461.361.460.6!%,

SB~B→Ds*
1D̄ ~* !!

B~B→Ds*
1X!

5~53.363.763.162.1!%.

The first error is statistical. The second error represents
systematic error due to the limited Monte Carlo statistics a
the background parametrization.

The last error is due to the model uncertainty. It is o
tained by varying the relative fractions of the modes contr
uting to each source ofDs

(* )1 listed above. The fit is per
formed with alternative assumptions for the relati
contributions of the modes in source~1! taken from theoret-
ical predictions and measurements. Different weights foB

→Ds
1D̄** and B→Ds*

1D̄** , as well as different relative
branching fractions of the four modes within source~2!, are
used. For source~3!, either B→Ds

(* )D̄ (* )p, or B

→Ds
(* )D̄ (* )r/v is assumed to be dominant. Thex2 of the fit

for the inclusiveDs*
1 momentum spectrum is lowest whe

the contribution ofB→Ds* D̄ (* )r/v is dominant compared

to B→Ds* D̄ (* )p. Uncertainty in source~3! is the main con-
tribution to the error due to model dependence. The result
the fits to theDs

(* )1 momentum spectra are shown in Fig.
under the assumption of equal weights for the individ
contributions within sources~2! and ~3!, and with the
weights of the individual modes of source~1! taken from
@11#.

The sum of branching fractions for the two-bodyB
→Ds

(* )D̄ (* ) decays are obtained from the fits to theDs
(* )1

momentum spectra, where the yield from each source
free parameter. We find
09110
al
c-

he
d

-
-

of

l

a

SB~B→Ds
~* !1D̄ ~* !!5~5.0760.1460.3061.27!%,

SB~B→Ds*
1D̄ ~* !!5~4.160.260.461.0!%,

where the first error is statistical, the second is systema
and the third is due to theDs

1→fp1 branching fraction
uncertainty. The systematic error includes contributions fr
the B→Ds

(* )1X branching fractions, the relative contribu
tions of source~1!, and the model dependence of the sou
spectra. The sum of the two-body modes is reasonably s
rated in the momentum spectra from the other compone
Therefore, the fractional error on the sum of the two-bo

FIG. 4. Fit results forDs
1 ~top figure! andDs*

1 ~bottom figure!
momentum spectra. The data are dots with error bars, and the
tograms are the components of the fit function described in the t

Type ~1! is B→Ds
(* )1D̄ (* ), type ~2! is B→Ds

(* )1D̄** , and type

~3! is B→Ds
(* )1D̄ (* )p/r/v. The solid histogram is the sum of th

three components.
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modes is smaller than the fractional error on theB
→Ds

(* )1X branching fraction or the relative two-bod
branching ratio.

VII. SUMMARY

In summary, the branching fractions for inclusiveB
→Ds

(* )1X production have been determined as well as
Ds

(* )1 production cross-sections from continuum events
center-of-mass energies about 40 MeV below theY(4S)
mass. Our more precise results for theDs

1 are in agreemen
with previous measurements@8,13#, while theDs*

1 measure-
ments are new. In contrast to previous results, our meas
ments do not rely on any assumptions regarding the shap
the fragmentation function. Finally, fits to theDs

(* )1 momen-
tum spectra provide relative yields and branching fractio
09110
e
t

re-
of

s

for two-bodyB→Ds
(* )1D̄ (* ) andB→Ds*

1D̄ (* ) decays. The
mass differencem(Ds

1)2m(D1) has also been measured
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