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A. Kupco11, T. Kurča20, V.A. Kuzmin38, J. Kvita9, F. Lacroix13, D. Lam55, S. Lammers70, G. Landsberg77,

P. Lebrun20, W.M. Lee50, A. Leflat38, J. Lellouch17, J. Leveque45, J. Li78, L. Li48, Q.Z. Li50, S.M. Lietti5,

J.G.R. Lima52, D. Lincoln50, J. Linnemann65, V.V. Lipaev39, R. Lipton50, Y. Liu7, Z. Liu6, A. Lobodenko40,

M. Lokajicek11, P. Love42, H.J. Lubatti82, R. Luna3, A.L. Lyon50, A.K.A. Maciel2, D. Mackin80, R.J. Madaras46,

P. Mättig26, C. Magass21, A. Magerkurth64, P.K. Mal82, H.B. Malbouisson3, S. Malik67, V.L. Malyshev36,

H.S. Mao50, Y. Maravin59, B. Martin14, R. McCarthy72, A. Melnitchouk66, L. Mendoza8, P.G. Mercadante5,

M. Merkin38, K.W. Merritt50, A. Meyer21, J. Meyer22,d, T. Millet20, J. Mitrevski70, R.K. Mommsen44,

N.K. Mondal29, R.W. Moore6, T. Moulik58, G.S. Muanza20, M. Mulhearn70, O. Mundal22, L. Mundim3,

E. Nagy15, M. Naimuddin50, M. Narain77, N.A. Naumann35, H.A. Neal64, J.P. Negret8, P. Neustroev40,

H. Nilsen23, H. Nogima3, S.F. Novaes5, T. Nunnemann25, V. O’Dell50, D.C. O’Neil6, G. Obrant40, C. Ochando16,

D. Onoprienko59, N. Oshima50, N. Osman43, J. Osta55, R. Otec10, G.J. Otero y Garzón50, M. Owen44, P. Padley80,

M. Pangilinan77, N. Parashar56, S.-J. Park22,d, S.K. Park31, J. Parsons70, R. Partridge77, N. Parua54, A. Patwa73,

G. Pawloski80, B. Penning23, M. Perfilov38, K. Peters44, Y. Peters26, P. Pétroff16, M. Petteni43, R. Piegaia1,

http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.2614v1


2

J. Piper65, M.-A. Pleier22, P.L.M. Podesta-Lerma33,c, V.M. Podstavkov50, Y. Pogorelov55, M.-E. Pol2, P. Polozov37,

B.G. Pope65, A.V. Popov39, C. Potter6, W.L. Prado da Silva3, H.B. Prosper49, S. Protopopescu73, J. Qian64,

A. Quadt22,d, B. Quinn66, A. Rakitine42, M.S. Rangel2, K. Ranjan28, P.N. Ratoff42, P. Renkel79, S. Reucroft63,

P. Rich44, J. Rieger54, M. Rijssenbeek72, I. Ripp-Baudot19, F. Rizatdinova76, S. Robinson43, R.F. Rodrigues3,

M. Rominsky75, C. Royon18, P. Rubinov50, R. Ruchti55, G. Safronov37, G. Sajot14, A. Sánchez-Hernández33,

M.P. Sanders17, B. Sanghi50, A. Santoro3, G. Savage50, L. Sawyer60, T. Scanlon43, D. Schaile25,

R.D. Schamberger72, Y. Scheglov40, H. Schellman53, T. Schliephake26, C. Schwanenberger44, A. Schwartzman68,

R. Schwienhorst65, J. Sekaric49, H. Severini75, E. Shabalina51, M. Shamim59, V. Shary18, A.A. Shchukin39,

R.K. Shivpuri28, V. Siccardi19, V. Simak10, V. Sirotenko50, P. Skubic75, P. Slattery71, D. Smirnov55, G.R. Snow67,
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M.A. Strang69, E. Strauss72, M. Strauss75, R. Ströhmer25, D. Strom53, L. Stutte50, S. Sumowidagdo49, P. Svoisky55,

A. Sznajder3, P. Tamburello45, A. Tanasijczuk1, W. Taylor6, J. Temple45, B. Tiller25, F. Tissandier13, M. Titov18,

V.V. Tokmenin36, T. Toole61, I. Torchiani23, T. Trefzger24, D. Tsybychev72, B. Tuchming18, C. Tully68, P.M. Tuts70,

R. Unalan65, L. Uvarov40, S. Uvarov40, S. Uzunyan52, B. Vachon6, P.J. van den Berg34, R. Van Kooten54,

W.M. van Leeuwen34, N. Varelas51, E.W. Varnes45, I.A. Vasilyev39, M. Vaupel26, P. Verdier20, L.S. Vertogradov36,

M. Verzocchi50, F. Villeneuve-Seguier43, P. Vint43, P. Vokac10, E. Von Toerne59, M. Voutilainen68,e, R. Wagner68,

H.D. Wahl49, L. Wang61, M.H.L.S. Wang50, J. Warchol55, G. Watts82, M. Wayne55, G. Weber24, M. Weber50,

L. Welty-Rieger54, A. Wenger23,f , N. Wermes22, M. Wetstein61, A. White78, D. Wicke26, G.W. Wilson58,

S.J. Wimpenny48, M. Wobisch60, D.R. Wood63, T.R. Wyatt44, Y. Xie77, S. Yacoob53, R. Yamada50, M. Yan61,

T. Yasuda50, Y.A. Yatsunenko36, K. Yip73, H.D. Yoo77, S.W. Youn53, J. Yu78, C. Zeitnitz26, T. Zhao82, B. Zhou64,

J. Zhu72, M. Zielinski71, D. Zieminska54, A. Zieminski54,‡, L. Zivkovic70, V. Zutshi52, and E.G. Zverev38

(The DØ Collaboration)

1Universidad de Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina
2LAFEX, Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas F́ısicas, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

3Universidade do Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
4Universidade Federal do ABC, Santo André, Brazil
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14LPSC, Université Joseph Fourier Grenoble 1, CNRS/IN2P3,

Institut National Polytechnique de Grenoble, France
15CPPM, Aix-Marseille Université, CNRS/IN2P3, Marseille, France
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21III. Physikalisches Institut A, RWTH Aachen, Aachen, Germany
22Physikalisches Institut, Universität Bonn, Bonn, Germany

23Physikalisches Institut, Universität Freiburg, Freiburg, Germany
24Institut für Physik, Universität Mainz, Mainz, Germany

25Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München, München, Germany
26Fachbereich Physik, University of Wuppertal, Wuppertal, Germany

27Panjab University, Chandigarh, India
28Delhi University, Delhi, India

29Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Mumbai, India



3

30University College Dublin, Dublin, Ireland
31Korea Detector Laboratory, Korea University, Seoul, Korea

32SungKyunKwan University, Suwon, Korea
33CINVESTAV, Mexico City, Mexico

34FOM-Institute NIKHEF and University of Amsterdam/NIKHEF, Amsterdam, The Netherlands
35Radboud University Nijmegen/NIKHEF, Nijmegen, The Netherlands

36Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Russia
37Institute for Theoretical and Experimental Physics, Moscow, Russia

38Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia
39Institute for High Energy Physics, Protvino, Russia

40Petersburg Nuclear Physics Institute, St. Petersburg, Russia
41Lund University, Lund, Sweden, Royal Institute of Technology and Stockholm University,

Stockholm, Sweden, and Uppsala University, Uppsala, Sweden
42Lancaster University, Lancaster, United Kingdom

43Imperial College, London, United Kingdom
44University of Manchester, Manchester, United Kingdom

45University of Arizona, Tucson, Arizona 85721, USA
46Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory and University of California, Berkeley, California 94720, USA

47California State University, Fresno, California 93740, USA
48University of California, Riverside, California 92521, USA
49Florida State University, Tallahassee, Florida 32306, USA

50Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, Illinois 60510, USA
51University of Illinois at Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60607, USA

52Northern Illinois University, DeKalb, Illinois 60115, USA
53Northwestern University, Evanston, Illinois 60208, USA
54Indiana University, Bloomington, Indiana 47405, USA

55University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, Indiana 46556, USA
56Purdue University Calumet, Hammond, Indiana 46323, USA

57Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa 50011, USA
58University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas 66045, USA

59Kansas State University, Manhattan, Kansas 66506, USA
60Louisiana Tech University, Ruston, Louisiana 71272, USA

61University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland 20742, USA
62Boston University, Boston, Massachusetts 02215, USA

63Northeastern University, Boston, Massachusetts 02115, USA
64University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109, USA

65Michigan State University, East Lansing, Michigan 48824, USA
66University of Mississippi, University, Mississippi 38677, USA

67University of Nebraska, Lincoln, Nebraska 68588, USA
68Princeton University, Princeton, New Jersey 08544, USA

69State University of New York, Buffalo, New York 14260, USA
70Columbia University, New York, New York 10027, USA

71University of Rochester, Rochester, New York 14627, USA
72State University of New York, Stony Brook, New York 11794, USA

73Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, New York 11973, USA
74Langston University, Langston, Oklahoma 73050, USA

75University of Oklahoma, Norman, Oklahoma 73019, USA
76Oklahoma State University, Stillwater, Oklahoma 74078, USA

77Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island 02912, USA
78University of Texas, Arlington, Texas 76019, USA

79Southern Methodist University, Dallas, Texas 75275, USA
80Rice University, Houston, Texas 77005, USA

81University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22901, USA and
82University of Washington, Seattle, Washington 98195, USA

(Dated: May 16, 2008)

Using approximately 1.3 fb−1 of data collected by the D0 detector between 2002 and 2006, we
measure the lifetime of the B±

c meson in the B±
c → J/ψµ±+Xfinal state. A simultaneous unbinned

likelihood fit to the J/ψ+µ invariant mass and lifetime distributions yields a signal of 881±80 (stat)
candidates and a lifetime measurement of τ (B±

c ) = 0.448+0.038

−0.036 (stat)± 0.032 (syst) ps.

PACS numbers: 13.20.He, 14.40.Nd, 14.65.Fy

One of the most interesting mesons that can be studied at the Tevatron is the B±
c . Unlike most b hadrons, the
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B±
c meson comprises two heavy quarks (b and c) that can

each decay with significant contribution to the decay rate,
or they can participate in an annihilation mode. The B±

c

meson is therefore predicted [1, 2] to have a lifetime of
only one-third that of the other B mesons, the shortest
of all weakly-decaying b hadrons. Example final states
where the c quark acts as a spectator while the b quark
decays weakly are B±

c → J/ψπ±, B±
c → J/ψD±

s , and
B±
c → J/ψℓ±ν.

In this Letter we present a measurement of the lifetime
of the B±

c meson in the B±
c → J/ψµ± + X final state

with J/ψ → µ+µ−, using approximately 1.3 fb−1 [3]
of data collected with the D0 detector [4] at the Fer-
milab Tevatron collider. The detector components most
important to this analysis are the central fiber tracker
(CFT), the silicon microstrip tracker (SMT), and the
muon system [5]. An inclusive muon triggered sample is
used where events selected only by lifetime-biasing trig-
gers are excluded. The invariant mass of the resulting
trimuon system is used to help separate the signal and
background components and determine their normaliza-
tions.

The decay length used to extract the B±
c lifetime is

measured as the distance between the reconstructed pri-
mary proton-antiproton interaction vertex and the sec-
ondary vertex formed by the J/ψ and the third muon.
The presence and behavior of the B±

c signal is demon-
strated using mass fits following decay length require-
ments. We construct models of the lifetime distributions
of signal and various background components and then
perform a simultaneous fit to the trimuon invariant mass
and lifetime distributions to measure the lifetime of the
B±
c meson.

To simulate B±
c properties in this final state and to de-

termine appropriate selection criteria, Monte Carlo (MC)
signal samples of B±

c → J/ψ(→ µ+µ−)µ±ν are gen-
erated using the standard D0 simulation chain, includ-
ing the pythia event generator [6] interfaced with the
evtgen decay package [7] followed by full geant [8]
modeling of the detector response and event reconstruc-
tion. For the simulated signal samples, the ISGW
semileptonic decay model [9] for B±

c is used. A separate
sample using a phase-space decay model is generated for
systematic studies. Another possible decay of the B±

c is
B±
c → ψ(2S)µ± + X where ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−, and a

sample of this mode is generated as well. To model one
of the backgrounds, a large MC sample of inclusive J/ψ
events, including b production via gluon splitting and
flavor excitation, is used, only requiring a generator-level
J/ψ → µ+µ− decay.

We begin by selecting a subsample of events con-
taining at least one J/ψ → µ+µ− candidate with at
least two muons of opposite charge reconstructed in the
CFT, SMT, and the muon system. The track of each
muon must have transverse momentum pT > 1.5 GeV,
and match hits in the muon system, or it must have

pT > 1.0 GeV and a calorimeter energy deposit con-
sistent with that of a minimum-ionizing particle. For at
least one of the muons, hits are required in all three lay-
ers of the muon detector, and each must have at least
two hits in the CFT and at least one hit in the SMT.
The signal region is defined in terms of the dimuon mass
to be 2.90 < M(µ+µ−) < 3.26 GeV. The muon momenta
are adjusted according to a mass-constrained fit to the
known J/ψ mass [10].

Once a J/ψ is found, an additional third track that
can be associated with the J/ψ vertex is sought. The fol-
lowing cuts are applied to the resulting J/ψ+track can-
didate: the third track must have at least two hits in
the SMT, the extrapolation of the three-track momen-
tum must be consistent with coming from the primary
vertex, pT (third track) > 3 GeV, p(third track) > 4 GeV,
pT (J/ψ + track) > 5 GeV, the χ2 probability to form
a common vertex is greater than 1%, angle between the
J/ψ and third track < 1 rad, and cos θ < 0.99 where θ
is the three-dimensional angle between any two muons.
If more than one J/ψ+track candidate is present in an
event, the candidate with the lowest χ2 of the J/ψ+track
vertex is selected. To be considered a signal candidate,
the third track must be identified as a muon: it must have
hits in all three layers of the muon detector and have tim-
ing signals in the muon scintillator detectors consistent
within 10 ns of the beam crossing to reduce contamina-
tion from cosmic rays. The mass of the J/ψ+µ candidate
is required to be in the range 3 < M(J/ψµ) < 10 GeV,
resulting in a sample containing 14753 events.

The invariant mass of the J/ψ+µ can be used to char-
acterize and separate each of the components that con-
tribute to the J/ψ+µ candidate sample. There are six
contributions (one signal, and five backgrounds): B±

c

signal (SI ); a real J/ψ associated with a “fake” muon
due to a track (JT ); fake J/ψ mesons from combina-
torial background (CB); a real muon forming a ver-
tex with a real J/ψ where neither is from a B±

c decay
(JM ); B+ → J/ψK+ followed by the decay in flight of
K+ → µ+ν; and a cc̄ contribution, where a prompt J/ψ
is associated with a muon (PR). Each component and the
determination of its mass template is described below.

The signal mass template is determined from the signal
MC sample. Theoretical estimates predict the B±

c →
J/ψµ± +X branching fraction to be approximately 5 to
100 times larger than that of B±

c → ψ(2S)µ±+X [1, 11].
This difference gives 13% to 0% feed-down contribution
and we take (6.5 ± 6.5)% in the analysis.

The invariant mass of the J/ψ+track in the data sam-
ple is used to model the JT component. The rate of
what are denoted fake muons is small and primarily due
to decays in flight of π± → µ±ν and K± → µ±ν. The
B+ → J/ψK+ decay is used to measure the contribution
of this component. Fits are made to the B+ mass peak
in the J/ψ+µ sample and the J/ψ+track sample, and
the ratio of the number of B+ events in the two samples
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is taken as the fraction of events that are due to a real
J/ψ but a fake µ. Contributions due to B+ → J/ψπ+

or B+
c → J/ψπ+ are estimated to be negligible.

To describe the CB component, a normalized mass
template is formed from events in the J/ψ mass side-
bands. The sideband regions are defined to be events
with M(µ+µ−) in the range 2.62–2.80 GeV or 3.40–
3.58 GeV. The normalization is taken from the fitted
number of background events in the signal region under
the J/ψ mass peak.

The JM component represents a significant back-
ground that is dominated by bb̄ backgrounds, where one
long-lived b hadron decays to J/ψ+X and the other de-
cays semileptonically to a muon (or via a cascade decay
b → c → µ). The requirement that the J/ψ and µ be
close in angle increases the relative acceptance for bb̄ pro-
duction via gluon splitting. To model this background,
the J/ψ QCD MC is used with the requirement that the
parent of the J/ψ does not arise from a prompt B±

c me-
son, B±, or cc̄ (the latter two components are estimated
using the data and described below).

For the B+ component, a fit is made to the mass peak
of the B+ in the J/ψ+µ data sample. This fitted distri-
bution is then used as a mass template for the B+ com-
ponent, thus reducing the uncertainty in the modeling of
the width of the mass peak.

Candidates with Lxy < 0, where Lxy is the transverse
decay length defined as the displacement of the J/ψ+µ
vertex from the primary vertex [12] projected onto the di-
rection of the transverse momentum vector of the J/ψ+µ
system, are used to estimate the mass template of the PR
component.

To check the validity of the modeling of the M(J/ψµ)
distribution, a fit is first made on the mass distribution
of the J/ψ+µ sample using the templates of the six con-
tributions described above. Separate fits are made as
the requirement on Lxy is raised to increasingly sup-
press background. Good agreement of the fitted mass
components is observed at all Lxy values. To further
check for the presence of the B±

c signal, a requirement
is placed on the transverse decay length significance:
Lxy/σ(Lxy) > 4, where σ(Lxy) is the uncertainty on Lxy.
Figure 1 shows the fit to the mass distribution after sub-
tracting the J/ψ sideband and B+ components. In this
sample, the statistical significance of the B±

c signal com-
ponent is 6.4σ.

The lifetime of the B±
c , τ , is related to the transverse

decay length by Lxy = cτ ·
pT (B±

c
)

m(B±
c )

, where pT and m are

the transverse momentum and rest mass of the B±
c , re-

spectively. When the B±
c meson decays semileptonically,

it cannot be fully reconstructed due to the escaping neu-
trino, and thus pT (B

±
c ) cannot be determined. The pT of

the J/ψ+µ system is used instead as an approximation.
A correction factor, K = pT (J/ψµ)/pT (B

±
c ), determined

using signal MC, is introduced to estimate pT (B
±
c ). To
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FIG. 1: Fit to the mass of the J/ψ + µ vertex with J/ψ mass
sideband and B+ components subtracted and decay length
significance Lxy/σ(Lxy) > 4 required. (color online)

obtain the B±
c lifetime, the visible-proper decay length

(VPDL) is measured, defined as Lxy
m(B±

c
)

pT (J/ψµ) =
cτ
K .

The K-factor distribution is applied statistically by
smearing the exponential decay distribution when ex-
tracting cτ(B±

c ) from the VPDL distribution in the life-
time fit. The mass of the B±

c is taken from [13]. To take
advantage of events with better resolution, the K-factor
is applied in the analysis in six bins of M(J/ψµ).
An unbinned likelihood fit is used to measure the av-

erage lifetime, maximizing L over all i candidates, where

L =
∏

i

[fJTF
i
JT + (1− fJT )(fCBF

i
CB +

(1 − fCB){fSIF
i
SI + fJMF i

JM + fB+F i
B+ +

(1 − fSI − fJM − fB+)F i
PR})]. (1)

Each componentF consists of a combination of a mass-
shape template and a lifetime functional model, each de-
scribed below, to allow for a simultaneous fit of the frac-
tion components and τ(B±

c ). The fractions f of each
component have been described earlier. The fraction
fJT = 0.034±0.002 is taken from fits to the B+ peak and
fCB = 0.667 ± 0.004, is found from J/ψ mass sideband
fits. The exponential function FSI is convoluted with a
Gaussian resolution function and smeared with normal-
ized K-factor distributions. The width of the Gaussian
resolution function uses the event-by-event uncertainty
σ(λi) on the VPDL, multiplied by a floating scale factor
s to take into account any systematic underestimate of
σ(λi) due to tracking systematic uncertainties. A dou-
ble Gaussian function, centered at VPDL = 0, is used to
model FPR. The width of the inner Gaussian is given
by s · σ(λi), and the multiplicative factor for the width
of the outer Gaussian is determined using MC samples
and data candidates with negative decay length. Fits are
made to the respective VPDL distributions to obtain FJT
and FSB. Empirical functional forms are used for both
as fixed shapes, and the normalizations via the fractions
fJT and fSB are allowed to float in the fit. FJM consists
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of a negative-slope exponential and two positive-slope ex-
ponentials. Starting values for the functional parameters
are determined from fits to the inclusive J/ψ MC sam-
ple. The normalization of the negative-slope exponen-
tial, along with the normalization and slope of one of
the positive-slope exponentials are constrained by these
fits. The slope of the negative-slope and second positive-
slope exponential are allowed to float freely in the final
fit. FB+ is a single exponential function with slope con-
strained to the world-average value [10] convolved with
the same Gaussian resolution function as for the signal
lifetime model.

Before examining the fit to the data, possible lifetime
biases are studied. Signal MC samples mixed with back-
ground are generated with different lifetimes. Fits to
these samples and ensemble tests indicate no significant
bias and demonstrate the validity of the extracted statis-
tical uncertainty.

A simultaneous fit to the invariant mass and VPDL
distributions is performed using all the components de-
scribed above. The fitted lifetime of the B±

c meson is
found to be τ(B±

c ) = 0.448+0.038
−0.036 (stat), with an esti-

mated signal sample of 881 ± 80 (stat) candidates. The
fitted value of the scale factor is s = 1.35±0.02. Figure 2
shows the VPDL distribution of the J/ψ+µ sample with
projections of the fit result overlaid.
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FIG. 2: VPDL distribution of the J/ψµ sample with the pro-
jected components of the fit overlaid. (color online)

Stability checks made by dividing the data in half
based on various selections show no significant lifetime
variations. The systematic uncertainties considered are
discussed in detail below and are summarized in Table I.

Variations of the B±
c mass within its measurement un-

certainties [13] make a negligible difference in the life-
time. The B±

c signal modeling uncertainty is estimated
from the difference between the default and phase space
decay models. The uncertainty in pT (B

±
c ) is found by

reweighting the spectrum to correspond to varying the
factorization and renormalization scales µF = µR =
√

p2T (parton) +m2
b by factors of a half and two [14]. To

address uncertainties on the predicted pT (b) for the sig-
nal and background component distributions, a momen-
tum weighting factor that is applied to MC samples to
improve the simulation and include the effects of the trig-
gers is removed. In all of the above cases, both new signal
mass templates and K-factor distributions are generated
and the analysis repeated. To assess the systematic un-
certainty due to the modeling of the inclusive J/ψ MC
mass distribution, contributions due to bb̄ production via
gluon splitting and then flavor excitation are entirely re-
moved. The shape of the mass template for the prompt
component is varied within the statistical errors of its de-
termination, and the observed lifetime variation assigned
as a systematic error. All of the systematic uncertainties
described above are added in quadrature and summarized
in Table 1 under the category of mass model uncertain-
ties.
To test the assumption that the modeling of the life-

time of the J/ψ combinatoric background can be approx-
imated by taking the average of the upper and lower mass
sidebands, the fit is performed using only the high or
the low mass sideband, and a systematic uncertainty of
one half the resulting shifts in lifetime is assigned. The
scale factor s is varied over the range of values, 1.2− 1.4,
observed in other lifetime analyses [15] as well as as-
signed a functional form and the variation in lifetime
assigned as a systematic uncertainty. In the modeling
of the prompt lifetime PDF, a single Gaussian function
rather than a double Gaussian is used to describe the zero
lifetime events. The shape parameters of the sideband
lifetime model are changed by varying the fit parame-
ters within their uncertainties. The parameters defining
the J/ψ QCD MC lifetime model are varied around their
central values by ±1σ. For the B+ lifetime model, the
central value is changed by ±1σ. The B+ lifetime is also
allowed to float as a systematic study on the B±

c lifetime
as well as a check of the B+ lifetime, finding a value of
1.88 ± 0.19 ps, consistent with the world average value
of 1.638± 0.011 ps [10]. All of the systematic uncertain-
ties described above are added in quadrature under the
category of lifetime model uncertainties.
Smaller systematic uncertainties arise from the vari-

ation of the fraction of the feed-down Bc → ψ(2S)X
signal component between 0% and 13%, and from possi-
ble alignment effects, estimated using signal MC with a
modified detector geometry within the alignment toler-
ances.
In summary, using approximately 1.3 fb−1 of data,

the lifetime of the B±
c meson is measured in the B±

c →
J/ψµ±+X final states. Using an unbinned likelihood si-
multaneous fit to the J/ψ+µ invariant mass and lifetime
distributions we measure

τ(B±
c ) = 0.448+0.038

−0.036 (stat)± 0.032 (sys) ps.

This measurement is consistent with theoretical predic-
tions of 0.55± 0.15 ps in an operator product expansion
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TABLE I: Summary of estimated systematic uncertainties.

Systematic source ∆τ (ps)
Mass model uncertainty ±0.021
Lifetime model uncertainty ±0.022
Signal feed-down fraction ±0.005
Alignment ±0.006
Total ±0.032

calculation [1] and 0.48±0.05 ps using QCD sum rules [2].
It is also consistent with the most recent measurement
from the CDF collaboration [16], but with significantly
better precision, making this measurement of τ(B±

c ) the
most precise to date.
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