
UC Berkeley
UC Berkeley Previously Published Works

Title
Measurement of the branching fractions for Ψ(2S)→e +e- and Ψ(2S)→μ+-

Permalink
https://escholarship.org/uc/item/9mm2j62b

Journal
Physical Review D, 65(3)

ISSN
0556-2821

Authors
Aubert, B
Boutigny, D
Gaillard, JM
et al.

Publication Date
2002

DOI
10.1103/PhysRevD.65.031101

Copyright Information
This work is made available under the terms of a Creative Commons Attribution License, 
availalbe at https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
 
Peer reviewed

eScholarship.org Powered by the California Digital Library
University of California

https://escholarship.org/uc/item/9mm2j62b
https://escholarship.org/uc/item/9mm2j62b#author
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://escholarship.org
http://www.cdlib.org/


RAPID COMMUNICATIONS

PHYSICAL REVIEW D, VOLUME 65, 031101~R!
Measurement of the branching fractions for c„2S…\e¿eÀ and c„2S…\µ¿µÀ

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 P. L. Reinertsen,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 T. Liu,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. De Groot,8 N. Dyce,8

B. Foster,8 J. D. McFall,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 J. Tinslay,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 A. J. Lankford,12 M. Mandelkern,12

S. McMahon,12 D. P. Stoker,12 A. Ahsan,13 K. Arisaka,13 C. Buchanan,13 S. Chun,13 J. G. Branson,14

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 T. Brandt,21 J. Brose,21 T. Colberg,21 M. Dickopp,21 R. S. Dubitzky,21 A. Hauke,21 E. Maly,21

R. Müller-Pfefferkorn,21 S. Otto,21 K. R. Schubert,21 R. Schwierz,21 B. Spaan,21 L. Wilden,21 D. Bernard,22 G. R. Bonneaud,22

F. Brochard,22 J. Cohen-Tanugi,22 S. Ferrag,22 E. Roussot,22 S. T’Jampens,22 Ch. Thiebaux,22 G. Vasileiadis,22

M. Verderi,22 A. Anjomshoaa,23 R. Bernet,23 A. Khan,23 D. Lavin,23 F. Muheim,23 S. Playfer,23 J. E. Swain,23 M. Falbo,24

C. Borean,25 C. Bozzi,25 S. Dittongo,25 L. Piemontese,25 E. Treadwell,26 F. Anulli,27,* R. Baldini-Ferroli,27

A. Calcaterra,27 R. de Sangro,27 D. Falciai,27 G. Finocchiaro,27 P. Patteri,27 I. M. Peruzzi,27,* M. Piccolo,27 Y. Xie,27

A. Zallo,27 S. Bagnasco,28 A. Buzzo,28 R. Contri,28 G. Crosetti,28 M. Lo Vetere,28 M. Macri,28 M. R. Monge,28 S. Passaggio,28

F. C. Pastore,28 C. Patrignani,28 M. G. Pia,28 E. Robutti,28 A. Santroni,28 M. Morii, 29 R. Bartoldus,30 R. Hamilton,30

U. Mallik,30 J. Cochran,31 H. B. Crawley,31 P.-A. Fischer,31 J. Lamsa,31 W. T. Meyer,31 E. I. Rosenberg,31 G. Grosdidier,32
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D. M. Wright,33 M. Carroll,34 J. R. Fry,34 E. Gabathuler,34 R. Gamet,34 M. George,34 M. Kay,34 D. J. Payne,34

R. J. Sloane,34 C. Touramanis,34 M. L. Aspinwall,35 D. A. Bowerman,35 P. D. Dauncey,35 U. Egede,35 I. Eschrich,35

N. J. W. Gunawardane,35 J. A. Nash,35 P. Sanders,35 D. Smith,35 D. E. Azzopardi,36 J. J. Back,36 P. Dixon,36 P. F. Harrison,36

R. J. L. Potter,36 H. W. Shorthouse,36 P. Strother,36 P. B. Vidal,36 M. I. Williams,36 G. Cowan,37 S. George,37

M. G. Green,37 A. Kurup,37 C. E. Marker,37 P. McGrath,37 T. R. McMahon,37 S. Ricciardi,37 F. Salvatore,37 I. Scott,37

G. Vaitsas,37 D. Brown,38 C. L. Davis,38 J. Allison,39 R. J. Barlow,39 J. T. Boyd,39 A. C. Forti,39 J. Fullwood,39 F. Jackson,39

G. D. Lafferty,39 N. Savvas,39 E. T. Simopoulos,39 J. H. Weatherall,39 A. Farbin,40 A. Jawahery,40 V. Lillard,40

J. Olsen,40 D. A. Roberts,40 J. R. Schieck,40 G. Blaylock,41 C. Dallapiccola,41 K. T. Flood,41 S. S. Hertzbach,41 R. Kofler,41

V. G. Koptchev,41 T. B. Moore,41 H. Staengle,41 S. Willocq,41 B. Brau,42 R. Cowan,42 G. Sciolla,42 F. Taylor,42

R. K. Yamamoto,42 M. Milek,43 P. M. Patel,43 F. Palombo,44 J. M. Bauer,45 L. Cremaldi,45 V. Eschenburg,45 R. Kroeger,45

J. Reidy,45 D. A. Sanders,45 D. J. Summers,45 J. P. Martin,46 J. Y. Nief,46 R. Seitz,46 P. Taras,46 V. Zacek,46

H. Nicholson,47 C. S. Sutton,47 N. Cavallo,48,† G. De Nardo,48 F. Fabozzi,48 C. Gatto,48 L. Lista,48 P. Paolucci,48 D. Piccolo,48

C. Sciacca,48 J. M. LoSecco,49 J. R. G. Alsmiller,50 T. A. Gabriel,50 T. Handler,50 J. Brau,51 R. Frey,51 M. Iwasaki,51

N. B. Sinev,51 D. Strom,51 F. Colecchia,52 F. Dal Corso,52 A. Dorigo,52 F. Galeazzi,52 M. Margoni,52 G. Michelon,52

M. Morandin,52 M. Posocco,52 M. Rotondo,52 F. Simonetto,52 R. Stroili,52 E. Torassa,52 C. Voci,52 M. Benayoun,53

H. Briand,53 J. Chauveau,53 P. David,53 Ch. de la Vaissie`re,53 L. Del Buono,53 O. Hamon,53 F. Le Diberder,53 Ph. Leruste,53
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70Universitàdi Trieste, Dipartimento di Fisica and INFN, I-34127 Trieste, Italy

71Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tennessee 37235
72University of Victoria, Victoria, British Columbia, Canada V8W 3P6

73University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin 53706
74Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06511

~Received 7 September 2001; published 21 December 2001!

We measure the branching fractions of thec(2S) meson to the leptonic final statese1e2 and m1m2

relative to that forc(2S)→J/cp1p2. The method usesc(2S) mesons produced in the decay ofB mesons at
the Y(4S) resonance in a data sample collected with the BABAR detector at the Stanford Linear Accelerator
Center. Using previous measurements for thec(2S)→J/cp1p2 branching fraction, we determine thee1e2

andm1m2 branching fractions to be 0.007860.000960.0008 and 0.006760.000860.0007, respectively.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.65.031101 PACS number~s!: 13.20.Gd, 13.25.Gv, 14.40.Gx
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The branching fraction of thec(2S) to e1e2 has previ-
ously been measured ine1e2 collider experiments operatin
at the mass of thec(2S) resonance@1# and in pp̄ experi-
ments @2,3#. The c(2S)→m1m2 branching fraction has
been measured with substantially larger uncertainty ine1e2

experiments@4# and in p2Be collisions @5#. This paper re-
ports new measurements of these quantities by the BAB
experiment, operating at the PEP-IIe1e2 collider at the
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center.

PEP-II collides 9 GeV electrons on 3.1 GeV positrons
create a center-of-mass system with an energy of 10.58
moving along thez axis with a Lorentz boost ofbg50.56.
At this energy,Y(4S) resonance production makes up 23
of the total hadronic cross section. TheY(4S) is assumed to

*Also with Universitàdi Perugia, Perugia, Italy.
†Also with Universitàdella Basilicata, Potenza, Italy.
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decay 100% to a pair ofB mesons. A large, clean sample
c(2S) mesons is produced in theB decays. Thee1e2 and
m1m2 branching fractions are obtained through their ratio
J/cp1p2, which is known with much better precision. Th
technique provides a significantly lower uncertainty on t
m1m2 branching fraction than the current world average

The data set used for this analysis corresponds to an
grated luminosity of 20.3360.30 fb21 recorded at 10.58
GeV, and contains (22.360.4)3106 Y(4S) mesons. An ad-
ditional 2.6 fb21 has been recorded at an energy 40 M
below theY(4S) resonance.

The BABAR detector is described in detail in Ref.@6#.
The momenta of charged particles are measured and
trajectories reconstructed with two detector systems loca
in a 1.5 T solenoidal magnetic field: a five-layer, doub
sided silicon vertex tracker~SVT! and a 40 layer drift cham-
ber ~DCH!. The fiducial volume covers the polar angul
region 0.41,u,2.54 rad, which is 86% of the solid angle i
1-3
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the center of mass. The transverse momentum resolutio
0.47% at 1 GeV/c.

The energies of electrons and photons are accurately m
sured by a CsI~Tl! calorimeter~EMC! in the fiducial volume
0.41,u,2.41 rad~84% of the center-of-mass solid angl!
with an energy resolution at 1 GeV of 3.0%. Muons a
detected in the IFR—the flux return of the solenoid, which
instrumented with resistive plate chambers. The DIRC
unique Cherenkov radiation detection device, identifi
charged particles.

The branching fractions of interest are obtained by co
parison to that ofc(2S)→J/cp1p2. The number ofc(2S)
mesons reconstructed in the final statese1e2 (Nee),
m1m2 (Nmm) andJ/cp1p2, with J/c→e1e2 (Neepp) or
J/c→m1m2 (Nmmpp), is related to the total number o
c(2S) mesons produced in our data setNc(2S) by

Nee5Nc~2S!•Bee•eee, ~1!

Nmm5Nc~2S!•Bmm•emm , ~2!

Neepp5Nc~2S!•BJ/cp1p2•BJ/c→ee•eeepp , ~3!

Nmmpp5Nc~2S!•BJ/cp1p2•BJ/c→mm•emmpp . ~4!

Bee, Bmm , andBJ/cp1p2 are the branching fractions of th
c(2S) to e1e2, m1m2, and J/cp1p2, respectively. We
use world averages forBJ/c→ee, theJ/c branching fraction
to e1e2, and forBJ/c→mm , the branching fraction tom1m2

@7#. eee and emm are the efficiencies for events containin
c(2S) mesons decaying toe1e2 andm1m2 respectively to
satisfy the event selection and meson reconstruction req
ments; eeepp and emmpp are the efficiencies forc(2S)
→J/cp1p2 decays withJ/c→e1e2 and J/c→m1m2,
respectively.

Equations~1!, ~3!, and ~4! can be combined to give two
expressions for thee1e2 to J/cp1p2 branching ratio:

Bee

BJ/cp1p2
5BJ/c→ee•

Nee

Neepp
•

eeepp

eee
, ~5!

Bee

BJ/cp1p2
5BJ/c→mm•

Nee

Nmmpp
•

emmpp

eee
. ~6!

Similarly,

Bmm

BJ/cp1p2
5BJ/c→ee•

Nmm

Neepp
•

eeepp

emm
, ~7!

Bmm

BJ/cp1p2
5BJ/c→mm•

Nmm

Nmmpp
•

emmpp

emm
. ~8!

A number of systematic errors due to uncertainties in e
ciency cancel in these expressions.

We obtain aBB̄ enriched sample by requiring events
have visible energyE greater than 4.5 GeV and a ratio of th
second to the zeroth Fox-Wolfram moment,R2 @8#, less than
0.5. BothE and R2 are calculated from tracks and neutr
clusters in the respective fiducial volumes noted above.
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same tracks are used to construct a primary event ver
which is required to be located within 6 cm of the beam s
in z and within 0.5 cm of the beam line. The beam spot r
size is approximately 0.9 cm inz, 120mm horizontally, and
5.6 mm vertically.

There must be at least three tracks in the fiducial volu
satisfying the following quality criteria: they must hav
transverse momentum greater than 0.1 GeV/c, momentum
less than 10 GeV/c, at least 12 hits in the DCH, and ap
proach within 10 cm of the beam spot inz and within 1.5 cm
of the beam line.

Finally, to suppress a substantial background from rad
tive Bhabha (e1e2g) events in which the photon converts
an e1e2 pair, five or more tracks are required in even
containingc(2S)→e1e2 or J/c→e1e2 candidates.

The efficiency of the event selection—and the meson
construction efficiency described below—is calculated w
a complete detector simulation ofB→c(2S)X events@9#.
The simulation ofc(2S) and J/c decays to lepton pairs
includes final state radiation@10#. The event selection effi-
ciencies are 0.91260.002 forc(2S)→e1e2, 0.94560.002
for c(2S)→m1m2, 0.96760.001 for e1e2p1p2, and
0.97260.001 form1m2p1p2. The difference in thee1e2

and m1m2 efficiencies is due largely to the requirement
five tracks. The quoted uncertainties are those due to si
lation statistics only. The event efficiencies appear as ra
in Eqs.~5!–~8!; the systematic errors on the ratios are sm
compared to the other uncertainties and systematic errors
cussed below.

The lepton candidates used to constructJ/c or c(2S)
mesons viae1e2 or m1m2 decays must be in the restricte
angular region 0.41,u,2.41 rad and satisfy the track qua
ity criteria listed above.

Electron candidates must include an energy depositio
the EMC of at least three crystals, with shape consistent w
an electromagnetic shower and magnitude at least 75% o
track momentum. At least one candidate must have ene
between 89% and 120% of the track momentum and a C
enkov signal in the DIRC consistent with the expectation
an electron. If possible, photons radiated by electrons
versing material prior to the DCH are recombined with t
track. Such photons must have EMC energy greater than
MeV, a polar angleu within 35 mrad of the electron direction
and an azimuth that is either within 50 mrad of the electr
direction or between the electron direction and the locat
of the electron shower in the EMC.

Muon candidates must deposit less than 0.5 GeV in
EMC ~2.3 times the minimum-ionizing peak!, penetrate at
least two interaction lengthsl of material, and have a patter
of hits consistent with the trajectory of a muon. We requ
the material traversed by one candidate be within 1l of that
expected for a muon; for the other candidate, this is rela
to 2l.

The J/c or c(2S) meson mass is obtained in anl 1l 2

final state after constraining the two tracks to a comm
origin.

The reconstruction ofc(2S)→J/cp1p2 uses aJ/c
→e1e2 candidate with mass between 3.05 and 3.12 GeVc2

or a J/c→m1m2 candidate with 3.07,m,3.12 GeV/c2.
1-4
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74% of J/c→e1e2 decays and 91% ofJ/c→m1m2 fall
within these ranges. All tracks in the fiducial volume n
used in theJ/c reconstruction are used as pion candidat
To avoid systematic errors and retain high efficiency,
tracks are not required to satisfy any specific quality requ
ments. A pair of oppositely-charged pions is required to h
mass mpp in the region 0.45,mpp,0.60 GeV/c2. The
c(2S) mass is obtained after constraining the four tracks
the final state to a common origin.

c(2S) candidates in all final states are required to ha
momentum less than 1.6 GeV/c as measured in theY(4S)
rest frame. This requirement is fully efficient forc(2S) me-
sons produced inB decays.

The J/c andc(2S) reconstruction efficiencies are dete
mined by simulation and include contributions from acce
tance, track quality, particle identification and, forc(2S)
→J/cp1p2, the J/c andp1p2 mass windows. The effi-
ciency and systematic error on lepton identification ha
been obtained from data by comparing the ratio ofJ/c me-
sons inB decays in which one or both leptons satisfy t
requirements. The efficiency and systematic error of
track-quality selection have been studied by comparing
independent SVT and DCH tracking efficiencies in hadro
events. The meson reconstruction efficiency is 0.6
60.004 for thee1e2 case, 0.53560.004 form1m2, 0.207
60.002 for e1e2p1p2, and 0.21160.002 for
m1m2p1p2, where the uncertainties are simulation stat
tics only.

The e1e2 efficiency is higher thanm1m2 in c(2S)
→ l 1l 2 or J/c→ l 1l 2 reconstruction because electron ide
tification is more efficient than muon identification. Co
versely, aJ/c decaying toe1e2 is less likely to be recon-
structed in the specified mass window than one decayin
m1m2. Together, these two effects result in little differen
between thee1e2p1p2 and m1m2p1p2 efficiencies.
Overall, theJ/cp1p2 efficiencies are lower thanl 1l 2 due
to the reconstruction of the pion pair. The efficiencies a
pearing in Eqs.~1!–~4! are the product of these meson r
construction efficiencies and the event selection values g
earlier.

Lepton identification uncertainty is 1.8% fore1e2 and
1.4% for m1m2, and cancels in branching ratios where t
c(2S) and J/c decay to the same final state, Eqs.~5! and
~8!. A 2.4% systematic error on the efficiency of the tra
quality requirements applied to theJ/c and c(2S) in the
l 1l 2 final state cancels in all four ratios.

The number of mesons in thee1e2 and m1m2 final
states is extracted by a fit to the mass distribution of can
dates~Fig. 1!. A third-order Chebychev polynomial is use
for backgrounds. The signals are fit by probability distrib
tion functions~pdf’s! obtained from a complete simulation o
B→c(2S)X events, with c(2S)→e1e2 or c(2S)
→m1m2. Only candidates constructed from the corre
combination of particles are used in the pdf. The signal pd
are convoluted with a Gaussian distribution to match
mass resolution of 12 MeV/c2 observed in a data sample o
14 000J/c→m1m2 decays.
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Despite the algorithm to recover radiated photons, the
for the e1e2 final state is sensitive to the fraction of even
in which one or both electrons undergo bremsstrahlung.
pdf is adjusted to reflect the fraction obtained in a study
the mass distribution of 15 000J/c→e1e2 decays in data.
To enhance the sensitivity of the study, the algorithm to
cover radiated photons is not used in the reconstruction
the J/c.

For c(2S)→J/cp1p2, an analogous fit procedure i
performed to the distribution of the mass difference betwe
the c(2S) and theJ/c candidates~Fig. 2!. This quantity
reduces the impact ofJ/c mass resolution, including fina
state radiation and bremsstrahlung. The distribution p
dicted by the simulation is convoluted with a Gaussian d
tribution whose standard deviation is left as a free param
in the fit. The mass difference resolution is 3.2 MeV/c2.

The signal yields returned by the fits are 552650 for
e1e2, 437644 for m1m2, 474644 for e1e2p1p2, and
498642 for m1m2p1p2, where errors are statistical only
Systematic errors on the fitting technique are obtained
performing the fits on multiple simulated data sets contain
both signal and background events. Additional contributio
come from varying the mass regions included in the fit a
increasing or decreasing the power of the background p
nomial. Fitting systematics are 2.3% fore1e2, 5.3% for
m1m2, 5.4% fore1e2p1p2, and 2.1% form1m2p1p2.
These systematic errors are conservative in the sense tha
procedure to derive them incorporates a component of
statistical error, which would be reduced with addition
data.

We repeat the analysis with the data recorded below
Y(4S) resonance. The totalc(2S) yield, summed over the
four modes, is 5612 events, indicating that the contributio

FIG. 1. Mass distribution of~a! c(2S)→e1e2 and ~b! c(2S)
→m1m2 candidates.

FIG. 2. Mass difference between thec(2S) andJ/c candidates
in the decayc(2S)→J/cp1p2 with the J/c reconstructed in the
~a! e1e2 and ~b! m1m2 final states.
1-5
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of continuum-producedc(2S) mesons is negligible in the
on-resonance sample.

The two values for thee1e2 to J/cp1p2 branching
ratio obtained with Eqs.~5! and ~6! are in good agreemen
the result found withm1m2p1p2 is 0.9760.14 times that
with e1e2p1p2. By construction, this ratio is identical fo
the m1m2 final state. The results from Eqs.~5! and ~6! are
combined, distinguishing correlated and uncorrelated sta
tical and systematic errors, to give

Bee/BJ/cp1p250.025260.002860.0011, ~9!

where the first error is statistical and the second system
Similarly, Eqs.~7! and ~8! are combined to obtain

Bmm /BJ/cp1p250.021660.002660.0014. ~10!

The systematic errors are dominated by the fitting techniq
Other contributions, which are the same for both results,
clude 1.6% for particle identification, 1.2% for the unce
tainty in J/c branching fractions, and 0.9% for differenc
between the simulated and measured@11# p1p2 mass and
angular distributions in theJ/cp1p2 final states.

We use the current world average value of 0.31060.028
for the c(2S)→J/cp1p2 branching fraction@7# to extract
results for thec(2S) leptonic branching fractions:

Bee50.007860.000960.0008, ~11!
03110
s-

ic.
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Bmm50006760.000860.0007. ~12!

The ratio of the leptonic branching fractions can be d
rived without the use of thec(2S)→J/cp1p2 sample:

Bmm

Bee
5

Nmm

Nee
•

eee

emm
50.8660.1260.05. ~13!

The systematic error is dominated by the uncertainty in
fitting technique.

In summary, we have measured the branching ra
Bee/BJ/cp1p2 andBmm /BJ/cp1p2. We multiply these by the
world average for theJ/cp1p2 branching fraction to obtain
the branching fraction of thec(2S) to e1e2 and tom1m2.
These results are consistent with earlier measurements
have, in the case ofm1m2, a substantially smaller uncer
tainty.
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