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By analyzing a 2.93 fb−1 data sample of e+e− collisions, recorded at a center-of-mass ener-
gy of 3.773 GeV with the BESIII detector operated at the BEPCII collider, we report the first
observation of the semileptonic D+ transition into the axial-vector meson D+

→ K̄1(1270)
0e+νe

with a statistical significance greater than 10σ. Its decay branching fraction is determined to be
B[D+

→ K̄1(1270)
0e+νe] = (2.30 ± 0.26+0.18

−0.21 ± 0.25) × 10−3, where the first and second uncertain-
ties are statistical and systematic, respectively, and the third originates from the input branching
fraction of K̄1(1270)

0
→ K−π+π0.

PACS numbers: 13.20.Fc, 14.40.Lb

Studies of semileptonic (SL) D transitions, mediated
via c → s(d)ℓ+νℓ at the quark level, are important for

∗ Corresponding author: liuke@ihep.ac.cn

the understanding of nonperturbative strong-interaction
dynamics in weak decays [1, 2]. Those transitions into S-
wave states have been extensively studied in theory and
experiment. However, there is still no experimental con-
firmation of the predicted transitions into P-wave states.
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In the quark model, the physical mass eigenstates of
the strange axial-vector mesons,K1(1270) andK1(1400),
are mixtures of the 1P1 and 3P1 states with a mixing an-
gle θK1

. These mesons have been thoroughly studied via
τ , B, D, ψ(3686) and J/ψ decays, as well as via Kp scat-
tering [3–12]. Nevertheless, the value of θK1

is still very
controversial in various phenomenological analyses [13–
20]. Studies of the SL D transitions into K̄1(1270) pro-
vide important insight into the mixing angle θK1

. The
improved knowledge of θK1

is essential for theoretical cal-
culations describing the decays of τ [13], B [15, 21], and
D [22, 23] particles into strange axial-vector mesons, and
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Photon candidates are selected using the information
from the EMC. It is required that the shower time is
within 700 ns of the event start time, the shower energy
be greater than 25 (50) MeV if the crystal with the max-
imum deposited energy in that cluster is in the barrel
(end-cap) region [31], and the opening angle between the
candidate shower and any charged tracks is greater than
10◦. Neutral π0 candidates are selected from the pho-
ton pairs with the invariant mass within (0.115, 0.150)
GeV/c2. The momentum resolution of the accepted pho-
ton pair is improved by a kinematic fit, which constrains
the γγ invariant mass to the π0 nominal mass [35].
The ST D− mesons are distinguished from the com-

binatorial backgrounds by two variables: the energy dif-
ference ∆E = ED− − Ebeam and the beam-energy con-
strained mass MBC =

√

E2
beam − |~pD− |2, where Ebeam is

the beam energy, and ~pD− and ED− are the measured
momentum and energy of the ST candidate in the e+e−

center-of-mass frame, respectively. For each tag mode,
only the one with the minimum |∆E| is kept. The com-
binatorial backgrounds in theMBC distributions are sup-
pressed by requiring ∆E within (−55,+40) MeV for the
tag modes involving a π0, and (−25,+25) MeV for the
other tag modes.
Figure 1 shows the MBC distributions of the accepted

ST candidates in the data sample for various tag modes.
The ST yield for each tag mode is obtained by performing
a maximum-likelihood fit to the corresponding MBC dis-
tribution. In the fits, theD− signal is modeled by anMC-
simulated MBC shape convolved with a double-Gaussian
function and the combinatorial-background shape is de-
scribed by an ARGUS function [42]. The candidates
in the MBC signal region, (1.863, 1.877) GeV/c2, are
kept for further analysis. The total ST yield is N tot

ST =
1522474± 2215, where the uncertainty is statistical.
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tained from a two-dimensional (2-D) unbinned extended
maximum-likelihood fit of the data presented by the dis-
tribution in Fig. 2(a). In the fit, the 2-D signal shape
is described by the MC-simulated shape extracted from
the signal MC events of D+ → K̄1(1270)

0e+νe. The 2-
D background shape is modeled by the MC-simulated
shape obtained from the inclusive MC samples and the
number of background events is a free parameter in the
fit. The smooth 2-D probability density functions of
signal and background are modeled by the correspond-
ing MC-simulated shape [43, 44]. The projections of
the 2-D fit on the MK−π+π0 and Umiss distributions
are shown in Figs. 2 (b) and 2 (c). In the fit, we ig-
nore the contributions from non-resonant decays D+ →
K−π+π0e+νe, K̄

∗(892)0π0e+νe, K
∗(892)−π+e+νe and

K−ρ(770)+e+νe, as well as the possible interference be-
tween them due to the low significance of these contri-
butions with the limited size of the data set. The two
decaysD+ → K̄1(1400)

0e+νe and D
+ → K̄∗(1430)0e+νe

are indistinguishable, and as no significant contribution
is found from either source, these components are not in-
cluded in the fit. From the fit, we obtain the DT yield of
NDT = 119.7± 13.3, where the uncertainty is statistical.
The statistical significance of the signal is estimated to be
greater than 10σ, by comparing the likelihoods with and
without the signal components included, and taking the
change in the number of degrees of freedom into account.
For each tag mode, the DT efficiency is estimated with

the corresponding signal MC events. The average sig-
nal efficiency is determined to be εSL = 0.0742± 0.0007.
Compared to ǫSL, the signal efficiencies for individual tag
modes vary within ±10%. The reliability of the MC sim-
ulation is tested by examining typical distributions of the
SL candidate events. The data distributions of momenta
and cos θ of K−, π+, π0 and e+ are consistent with those
of MC simulations.
By inserting NDT, εSL, and N

tot
ST into Eq. (1), we de-

termine the product of BSL and the BF of K̄1(1270)
0 →

K−π+π0 (Bsub) to be

BSL · Bsub = (1.06± 0.12+0.08
−0.10)× 10−3,

where the first and second uncertainties are statistical
and systematic, respectively.
The systematic uncertainties in the BF measurement,

which are assigned relative to the measured BF, are dis-
cussed below. The DT method ensures that most uncer-
tainties arising from the ST selection cancel. The uncer-
tainty from the ST yield is assigned to be 0.5% [39–41], by
examining the relative change in the yield between data
and MC simulation after varying the MBC fit range, the
signal shape, and the endpoint of the ARGUS function.
The uncertainties associated with the efficiencies of e+

tracking (PID), K− tracking (PID), π+ tracking (PID)
and π0 reconstruction are investigated using data and
MC samples of e+e− → γe+e− events and DT DD̄
hadronic events. Small differences between the data and
MC efficiencies are found, which are −(0.03 ± 0.15)%,
+(0.94 ± 0.27)%, +(2.63 ± 0.32)%, −(0.14 ± 0.18)%,

+(0.03 ± 0.13)%, −(0.08 ± 0.18)% for e+ tracking, e+

PID,K− tracking,K− PID, π+ tracking and π+ PID, re-
spectively. The MC efficiency is then corrected by these
differences and used to determine the central value of
the BF. In the studies of e+ tracking (PID) efficiencies,
the 2-D (momentum and cos θ) tracking efficiencies of
data and MC simulation of e+e− → γe+e− events are
re-weighted to match those of D+ → K̄1(1270)

0e+νe
decays. After corrections, we assign the uncertainties
associated with the e+ tracking (PID), K− tracking
(PID), π+ tracking (PID) and π0 reconstruction to be
1.0% (1.0%), 1.0% (0.5%), 0.5% (0.5%) and 2.0%, respec-
tively.
The uncertainty associated with the MK−π+π0e+ re-

quirement is estimated by varying the requirement by
±0.05 GeV/c2, and the largest change on the BF, 0.9%,
is taken as the systematic uncertainty. Similarly, the sys-
tematic uncertainty in the U ′

miss requirement is estimated
to be 1.7% by varying the corresponding selection win-
dow by ±0.01 GeV. The uncertainty of the input BFs
of K̄1(1270)

0 is estimated by changing the BF of each
subdecay by ±1σ. The largest variation in the detec-
tion efficiency, 0.5%, is assigned as the related system-
atic uncertainty. The uncertainty of the 2-D fit is esti-
mated to be +7.0%

−8.2% by examining the BF changes with

different fit ranges, signal shapes (dominated by varying
the width of K̄1(1270)

0 by ±1σ) and background shapes.
The uncertainty arising from background shapes is main-
ly due to unknown non-resonant decays, and is assigned
as the change of the fitted DT yield when they are fixed
by referring to the well known non-resonant fraction in
D+ → K̄∗(892)0e+νe [45]. The uncertainty arising from
the limited size of the MC samples is 1.0%.
The uncertainty due to FSR recovery is evaluated to

be 1.3% which is the change of the BF when varying
the FSR recovery angle to be 10◦. The total systematic
uncertainty is estimated to be +8.0%

−9.0% by adding all the
individual contributions in quadrature.
When making use of the world average of Bsub =

0.467± 0.050 [35, 46], we obtain

BSL = (2.30± 0.26+0.18
−0.21 ± 0.25)× 10−3,

where the third uncertainty, 10.7%, is from the external
uncertainty of the input BF Bsub.
To summarize, by analyzing an e+e− collision data

sample of 2.93 fb−1 taken at
√
s = 3.773 GeV, we report

the observation of D+ → K̄1(1270)
0e+νe and determine

its decay BF for the first time. The measured BF is 1.4%
of the total semileptonic D+ decay width, which lies be-
tween the ISGW prediction of 1% and the ISGW2 pre-
diction of 2%. Our BF of D+ → K̄1(1270)

0e+νe agrees
with the CLFQM and LCSR predictions when θK1

≈ 33◦

or 57◦ [26], and clearly rules out the predictions when
setting θK1

negative [27]. Making use of the measured
value for the BF of D0 → K1(1270)

−e+νe [28] and the
world-average lifetimes of the D0 and D+ mesons [35],
we determine the partial decay width ratio Γ[D+ →
K̄1(1270)

0e+νe]/Γ[D
0 → K1(1270)

−e+νe] = 1.2+0.7
−0.5,
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Fig. 2. (a) The MK−π+π0 vs. Umiss distribution of the SL candidate events and (b, c) the projections to MK−π+π0 and Umiss,
respectively, with the residual χ distributions of the 2-D fit. Dots with error bars are data. Blue solid, red and black dashed
curves are the fit result, the fitted signal and the fitted background, respectively.

which is consistent with unity as predicted by isospin
conservation. This demonstration of the capability to
observe K̄1(1270) mesons in the very clean environment
of SL D0(+) decays opens up the opportunity to conduct
further studies of the nature of these axial-vector mesons.
A near-future follow-up analysis of the dynamics of these
SL decays with higher statistics will allow for deeper ex-
plorations of the inner structure, production, mass and
width of K̄1(1270) and K̄1(1400), as well as providing
access to hadronic-transition form factors.
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